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The twenty-fifth amendment, the next in order, 
was then read, as follows: 

“For additional compensation for increasing the trans- 
portation of the United States mail between New York and 
Liverpool, in the Collins line of steamers, to twenty-six 
trips per annam, at such times as shall be directed by the 
Postmaster General, and in conformity to his last annual 
report to Congress, and his letter of the 15th of November 
šast to the Secretary of the Navy, commencing said in- 
creased service omthe Ist of January, 1852, at the rate of 
$33,000 per trip, in Heu of the present allowance, the sum 
of $236,500: Provided, That it shall be in the power of Con- 
gress, at any time after the 3ist day of December, 1854, te 
terminate the arrangement for the additional allowance 
herein provided for, upon giving six months? notice.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state, 
that there are several other provisions in this 
amendment, and thinks they should be read 
through, The amendment may be divided, but it 
should be read through. 

Mr. JONES. I suppose we might dispense 
with reading the whole now, as the amendment 
will be taken up by paragraphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent it 
can be done. 

No objection was made, and the further reading 
of the amendment, at present, was dispensed with. 

Mr. JONES. I move to amend the paragraph 
read, by striking out all after the word “ fifty- 
two,” in the ninth line, to the word “‘ provided,” 
in the twelfth line. 

Mr. Chairman, this provision for increasing the 
trips of the Collins line of mail-steamers, from 
twenty to twenty-six trips per annum, and the 
compensation from $19,250 to $33,000 per trip, 
being an increase of $473,000 per annum, was 
spassed-by the Senate, and sent here as an amend- 
ment. That amendment was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and reported back to 
this House, with a recommendation that it be 
agreed to. 

I am, sir, a member of that committee; and it 
is not known to this House, or to the country, 
who of that committee recommended a concur- 
rence in this amendment. 

Mr. POLK. Will the gentleman state their 
names? i : 

Mr. JONES. I will state that I was one of the 
minority who opposed that report. I am not at 
liberty to state gentlemen’s position in the com- 
mittee room. They are upon the floor, and can 
state their own position. 

My. Chairman, it has always been my under- 
standing, that when there was a Democratic party 
niajority in this House, as well as in the country, 
that one of the cardinal features of that party 
creed was, a strict construction of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States; and that the powers of 
this Government should be limited to clearly-ex- 
pressed grants, and to those necessary to carry 
into effect those grants of power—not that they 
may be convenient and expedient. If] have read 
the recent platform ohe Whig party, as adopted 
at Baltimore, they have come upon this great 
Democratic principle, and adopted it as the first 
one in their creed. 

Then, sir, I ask them all to point me to that 
provision in the Constitution, which author- 
izes the’passage of this law? Task them, in the 
first place, to show me where the power is in the 
Constitution to establish mail lines to transport 
the mails beyond the limits of the country? I ask 
them to show me the necessity for the establish- 
ment of this line, in order to carry out the power 
to raise and support a navy? I ask them to show 
me the power and necessity to establish this line, 
in order to regulate the commerce between this 
country and foreign countries? I ask them to 
show mie the authority and the necessity of estab- 
lishing this line under the war power of the coun- 
try? If they have the power under any one of 
these provisions of the Constitution, I ask them 
where it is? 

I have read that Constitution with care, and I 
cannot myself find any authority for the estab- 
lishment of such lines, and the appropriation of 
money for such purposes. : 

Mr. Chairman, I opposed this scheme when 
the bill was passed through here the last night of | 
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the session, to put this ballin motion. I voted 
against the appropriation, with the provision af- 
terwards inserted in the appropriation bill, to give 
life, power, and vitality to this contract with Mr. 
Collins, and other steam companies. . 

But, sir, I am no prophet, nor do I pretend to 
possess the spirit of prophecy; but I do predict 
that this system will go on, until it will arrest the 
attention of the people of the country; and mark 
me! that when it shall swell the expenditures of 
this country to millions of dollars, as it assuredly 
will, in my opinion, the tax-paying portion of the 
country will be roused to their interest, and it will 
become the issue, the great element, upon which 
Congressional and Presidential elections will turn; 
and when it shall come, it requires no spirit of 
prophecy to tell which side will triumph in the 
contest, 

My five minutes have nearly expired, and I 
will close my remarks by submitting estimates of 
the expenditures and receipts from these lines, 
compiled from the report mdde to the Senate by 
Hon. Tromas J. Rusk: 


Collins line of mail steamers between New York and Liv- 
erpool, commenced April, 1850. 

+ +++ $885,000 00 

the 


March, 1852, 

received from the line.......... 513,546 80 7 
Actual loss to United States in two 

years. nn $256,453 20 
New York and Bremen line, commenced service June, 1847. 
Adnual compensation. ..cses cree eeeeeee verse e $350,000 00 
March 31, 1852, the United States had paid the 

liNGs seses ee cce eee reese ees ee e $883,083 3L 
March 31, 1852, the United States 

had received in postages...... ++ 296,311 50 
Actual loss to the United States, to 

March 31, 1852.. $386,771 81 
. New York and Havre line, commenced service October, 1850. 
Annual Compensation. ........ eee eeee sees ee ee $150,000 00 
Amount paid this line since Octo- 

ber 5, 1850... ee cee cece sereas e 173,550 00 
Amount received from this line in 

postage, since October 5, 1850... 100,671 80 
Actual loss to United States on this 

line...... $72,878 20 

Charleston and Havana line, commenced October, 1848. 
Annual Compensation. ...cccsscesserreeevesss $50,000 00 
April 18, 1852, amount paid thisline by United 

States... 0. ccccecces cece TERV + $175,000 00 
March 31, 1852, the United States had received 

from this Ln@......ceeeeeee tasse . 33,554 00 
Actual loss on this line by United States......$141,446. 00 


Recapitulation. 
Paid to Collins line..............8770,000 00 
« Bremen line.. .. 683,083 31 
“& Havre line... +. 173,550 00 
& - Havana line.. + 175,000 00 
$1,801,633 31 


$513,546 80 

296,311 50 
- 100,671 80 
Havana line..... « 33,554 00 


“ 
u 
(3 


ce 
“ 
“ 


$44,084 10 


Loss on mail steamers to foreign countries.... 


Mail steam-ship line between New York and Chargres, 
via New Orleans and Havana. Contract to curry the 
mail made with A. G. Sloo and associates, April 20, 1847. 
Tronsferred to George Law and associates, of New York 
city, August 17, 1847. 

Annual compensation for full service. ......2+.++$290,000 

Mail steamship line between Panama and Astorigin Ore- 
gon. Contracts made with Arnold Harris, November 16, 
1847. Transferred to William H. Aspinwall and his 


associates, of New York, November 19, 1847. Contracts 
for ten years, from October 1, 1848. 
Annual compensation... ..... 0. eee ee eee ee sersan $199,000 
Amount paid these two lines for mail service.$1,607,087 90 
Receipts from postages from same lines....,. 930,478 94 
Net loss on these lines....... sss ceesseeeee 676,608 96 


857,549 21 


Net loss on lines to foreign countries........ 


Total loss to United States on ocean mail 
BLEAMETS... oo cee cece ee cece eee eee cen ees $1,534,158 17 


Mr. GENTRY. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to 
avail myself of this opportunity to acquit myself 
of a duty with which Ihave been charged. There 
are no opportunities to present petitions publicly 


in the House. -I have a petition here, signed by j 


some thirty or forty merchants, lawyers, and dis- 
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tinguished citizens of the State of Tennessee sex- 
pressive of a desire that this Collins line shall re- 
ceive such patronage from Congress as: may be 
necessary to continue its existence and its useful- 
ness, - It is due to these gentlemen I should make 
known their wishes in that regard. I have been re- 
quested, also, by a gentleman who. takes a deep 
interest in the success of thisgmendment of theSen- 
ate,and who admits himself to be interested in this 
matter—a gentleman in whose veracity I have great 
confidence—to say, that if this appropriation be 
not passed, the line must be necessarily discon- 
tinued, and the company will petition. Congress to 
be exonerated from their contract. I should’ rè- 
gret such a result, sir; but after mature reflection 
on the subject, and with every willingness to come 
to the conclusion I ought to vote for the amehd- 
ment of the Senate, I have not been able tocon- 
. clude such would be a proper vote, and therefore 
I shall vote against it. ae 

Mr. TAYLOR. Is it in order to submit'ah 
amendment to the amendment? : 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order. : 

Mr. MEADE. I propose to amend the original 
amendment before the question is taken on striking 
out. ` i 
| The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not 
f in order. * ; 

Mr. MEADE. I propose toamend the amend- 
ment of the Senate, which it is proposed tọ be 
stricken out. ; 

Mr TAYLOR. That is precisely what- I wish 
to do. 

Mr. MEADE. The Chair ruled that to be in 
order this morning, not more than an hour and a 
|; half ago, in relation to an amendment I proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks such a _ 
proposition is notin order. Jt is in order to move 
to amend where the proposition is to strike out 
the entire amendment; but not where the proposi- 
tion is to strike: out a portion of it. The Chair 
thinks the question must now be taken on the 
amendment of the gentleman from -Tennessee, 
[Mr. Funes A : ; 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, Do I un- 
derstand the Chair to say it isnot within the.com- 
petency of the gentleman to amend the. part pro- 
posed to be stricken out? ‘ ee 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair statesin this 
instance. The distinction the Chair makes is this: 
If the proposition be to strike out the whole sec- 
tion or subdivision, it is in order to perfect the 
section or subdivision before taking the ‘question 
on striking out; but this. is.a.motion to strike out 
the amount appropriated—$10,000. To illustrate: 
| The Chair thinks it would not be in order to amend 
that by substituting other sums before the ques- 
tion is taken. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 
sion of the House, I will withdraw that amend-. 
ment. It is not my intention to exclude debate 
on this subject. : 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move, if it 
be in order, to strike out the entire amendment, so 
that debate may be stopped. 

Mr. ORR. I propose to perfect the amendment 
before the question is taken on striking out. 

Mr. MEADE. Is the motion.of the gentleman 
from Georgia in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 

Mr. MEADE. Do I understand it is to strike 
out the whole amendment of the Senate? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is to strike out one 
clause of the Senate amendment. 

Mr. JONES. I called for the division of the 
Senate’s amendment. Let us take the question 
on that division of the paragraph. If it be re- 
jected it is the same as struck out, It is not per- 
| fecting or amending a paragraph if it is stricken 
out. Certainly not. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks a call 
for the division of the question does not supersede 
a motion to strike out a portion of the amend- 
ment. 3 ; 

Mr. OLDS. I inquire whether it be in order to 


amend the motion of the gentleman from Georgia 
i by moving to strike out and insert? : 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has for the || 

present yielded the floor to the gentleman from 
uth Carolina, [Mr.Onr.J 0 

Mr. OLDS. I wish to make the inquiry of the 
Chair whether, when the-vote is taken to strike 
out, a motion cannot bem odnsert also? 
“ "Mr. MEADE. ` Tris question of order. 
“When 1 got up to’ move an amendment, the Chair 
pronounced that amendment to be out of order. | 

absequently the gentleman from Tennessee, with 
the unanimous consent of the committee, withdrew | 
his amendment. I presume, under the ordinary -|| 

ractice and courtesy of the committee, I would 
te entitled to méve my amendment in exclusion 
of ‘any member whagmight have subsequently ob- 
‘tained the floor. 1 was standing upon the floor at 
the time. . , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman who first addressed it, under the circum- |! 
stances, is entitled to the floor. . 

Mr. MEADE, I asked the gentleman to with- |! 
draw his amendment that I might be enabled to 
move an amendment to the clause under consid- 
eration. In obedience to that request, he did with- 
draw hisamendment. Under such circumstances, 
I think t am entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. Such confusion, the Chair 
Will’ say, arises by gentlemen addressing each 
other, and not the Chair. Ifgentlemen would, in 
all cases, address the Chair, it would not be mis- 
led. In this instance, the Chair did not so under- 
stand the gentleman from Virginia, But if that 
was the position he occupied, he is entitled, in 
precedence, to offerhis amendment. It is a quee- 
tion of fact of which the Chair is not advised. 

[Cries of «That is so !?? ‘That is so !”’] 

Mr. ORR. But another gentleman was recog- 


nized by the Chair, and made a- motion, after 
which 1 obtained the floor. Can we go behind 
this? ` 


Mr. MEADE. Itis to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Georgia, as well as the motion of 
the gentleman from South Carolina. I rise to a 
point of order under the statement I have submit- 
ted. My objection goes back to the motion of the 

entleman from Georgia. 

TheCHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands |! 
the facts, the gentleman from South Carolina is 
entitled to the floor. If heis mistaken he regretsit. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Is an amendment to my 
amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment to amend || 
the provision to strike out is in order prior to |! 
taking the question on the motion to strike out. |i 

Mr. STEPHENS. I! submit the pending ques- |i 
tion is to concur in the Senate’s amendments, 
which is one question, Weare now. only con- 
sidering one part, which I move to strike out; and 
the only question, if the Chair will look atsita 
moment, is exactly the same as the one presented’! 
by the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, | 
(Mr. Meane.? I move to amend the amendment || 
of the Senate, by striking outa part. The gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] moves to |i 
strike out some of the words proposed by me to |! 
be stricken out which is an amendment in the third || 

- degree. | 
i 
} 


Mr. ORR. My proposition is to perfect the 
part proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] moved to strike out certain 
words. The gentleman from Virginia then made 
a motion to strike out some of these words, which 
the Chair decided not to bein order. The Chair 
will perceive this is identically the same proposi- 
tion, because the question now before the com- 
mittee is to concur in the entire amendment of the 
Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
Georgia will recollect that the Chair based his de- 
cision on this ground: The proposition of the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee was only. to strike out 
the appropriating words of the subdivision, and 
in lieu thereof to substitute others. The Chair 
decided that a proposition to amend by substitut- 
ing other appropriating words was not in order, 
stating, at the same time, if it werea proposition 
to strike out an entire subdivision, a motion to 
perfect the subdivision prior to taking the vote 
would be in order. The Chair thinks this is that 
very question. ‘The gentleman from Georgia pro- | 
poses'to strike out the entire subdivision covering | 
the-appropriation to the Collins line. The Chair | 
thinks that it isn order to perfect that subdivis- |: 


i but four of the vessels. 


ion—to modify it in ‘accordance with the ) 
the committee prior to taking the question on the 
‘motion to strike out. : se 

- Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. One word. The 
gentleman from Georgia will see that. his object 
cannot be effected bythe motion he has submit- 
ted. It will not stop debate, because, if it fails, 


| amendments can then be offered. - 


The latter part of rule 53 reads: 


« A motion to.strike out and insert shall be-deemed indi- 
visible; but a®motion: to strike out being lost, shall pre- 
clude neither amendment nor a- motion to strikeout. and 
insert.” e Á 


Mr. STEPHENS. My object barely was to | 


geta test vole upon this question, by cutting off 
debate. If we once get a test vote, the committee 


will permit the appropriation to be voted on or not. | 
Í I do not want the whole of this day consumed in 


its discussion; but a test vote now on the Collins 
line. i 

Mr. JONES. Thats what we all want. 

Mr: STEPHENS. Then let us have it. 

Mr. ORR. ‘If the question of order is settled, I 
claim the floor. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman is'entitled 
to the floor. 


Mr. MEADE, I will appeal to the gentleman 


from Georgia (Mr. Srernens] to withdraw his į 


amendment, for this reason: A great many will 


vote against bis amendment to strike out, because į 


they may not be opposed to it, although they will 
be in favor of the amount already under contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mrapr,] that 


the gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. Orr} is | 


entitled’to the floor upon his amendment. 
Mr.. ORR. I propose to amend the amend- 


| ment, commencing at the ninth line, by striking 
| out all after the words ‘at the rate of,” and in- 


serting the following: ** $19,250 per trip, for said 
six additional trips.” 

Some years ago, Collins and his associates ap- 
plied to the Congress of the United States to make 
a contract with them for carrying the mails be- 


‘tween New York and Liverpool. That contract 
| was entered into, and they were to be paid—ac- 


cording to the terms of the contract—$385,000 per 
annum for that’service, being $19,250 per trip, 
twenty tripsto be made annually. They further 


i stipulated that they would construct five steam- 


vessels, of a particular description, with which 
the service was to be performed. They proceeded 
to the fulfillment of the contract, but never built 
Congress, however, 
at their urgent solicitation, waived the forfeiture 
of their contract, which had been wrought by their 


| failure to perform it in all of its stipulations, and 


still continued to pay them the sum of $385,000. 
About the 1st of last November, Collins and his 
associates, who had applied to Congress orginally 
to make this contract with the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, again applied to that officer, and requested 
that the number of trips shall be increased from 
twenty to twenty-six. The number of trips were 
increased to twenty-six, as they desired; for this 
Government has never failed to yield to their so- 
licitationis, and when they became satisfied that 


| their interests would be promoted by making a 


trip every two weeks, giving greater facilities for 


| transporting passengers and freights, the increased 
' number of trips was cheerfully accorded to them. 
i My 


amendment proposes to pay them the sum 
of $19,250" for that increased service. That will 
give them an additional compensation of $115,500, 
making the entire sum which will be paid to them 
annuaky for this mail service, $500,000. This is 
carrying out the contract in all fairness and just- 
ness, and they have no right to ask anything more 
at the hands of this Congress. I put the question 
to every gentleman on this floor, if my proposition 
does not deal with this company justly? “Ay, 
sir, is it not generous to them? And how can the 
vote be justified, by which you allow Collins and 
his associates $33,000 of your constituents’ money 
per trip, when they contracted to doit for $19,250, 


giving thereby a bonus, in addition to the original į 


contract of $457,500 annually? Let me warn gen- 
tlemen, that those who practice such profligacy 
with the people’s money, will be called to a strict 
account at the ballot-box. 

But gentlemen tell us this line of steamers will 
be discontinued unless you make this enormous 
appropriation. I, for one, am perfectly willing to 
release them from the forfeiture which will be in- 


St 
the- views of | 


curred under their bond if they desire te renounce 
or abandon the existing: contract; but, in; my 
judgment, theline will notbe discontinued. From 
the evidence before this House itis reduced to'a 


| certainty. that instead of requiring $33,000 per trip 


for transporting the mail between Liverpool and 
New York, you can have that service done for 


$10,000, $12,000, or $15,000- ~ The Cumarders, it 
seems, receive but $14,000, according to one state- 


| ment, and the highest estimate is only $16,000. 


Thisis the line owned by British citizens, and that 
Government, always profligate of the money levied 
by taxation on the toilmg millions, pays but 
$14,000 per trip to Cunard. I ask, what is there 
in the elements of this line of Collins & Co. which 
requires the American Congress to pay $33,000 
for a service which is done by other persons who 
have no more skill, enterprise, or industry than 
Americans, at $14,000? Is there any propriety — 
any justice in this? These $500,000 will, in my 
judgment, pay an enormous compensation for the 
services they render; and I undertake to say here, 
when the figures are made out at the Post Office 
Department, you will find that the entire sum 
arising from the postage upon mail matter carried 


! by thesesteamers will not yield more than $200,000 


or $250,000; and) you are now asked’ to pay 
$858,000 for transporting a mail annually, when 
the postages on all mail matter carried by it is 
less than $250,000; or you pay out to keep up the 
line $600,000 more than it brings to you. Is such 
a policy defensible in any legislature ? 

The friends of the Collins line tell us that the 
present amount is inadequate, and you must give 
them more. Well, what is the effect of it? If 
the $19,250 is a fair compensation, the excess now 
demanded is merely a bounty to that company; 
and what is the effect of it? You prohibit any 
competition—prohibit the running of any other 
steamers between, the ports.of NewYork and Liv- 
erpool. You destroy the private enterprise of your 
own people in starting new vessels, Pecause thig 
line possesses all the advantages of a new one, 
and the bonus. of: $858,000 additional. So that 
private entérprise would have to compete with the 
Cunard line, all the lines of sailing vessels, and 
the Collins line too, sustained to the amount of 
nearly a million a year by the Government. Will 
this Government adopt such an unjust policy as 
to favor, by bounties, a few of its citizens, and 
prohibit the competition of the great mass in the 
act of conferring its bounties? Are Collins and 
his associates better than all other Americans? 
What entitles them to the bounty of this Govern- 
ment over all others of their fellow-citizens ?, 

Mr.CLINGMAN. I wish to offer afew words, 
but I do not believe that I can explain the reasons 
upon which I base my vote in the five minutes 
allotted to me. My course on this question will 
be different from that of many persons with whom 
I usually act; and yet I do not agree with many 
of the arguments used in favor of this appropri- 
ation by its friends, and it is therefore the more 
necessary that I should state the reasons for my 
votes. In doing this briefly, I come first to the 
point made by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Orr.) 1 think ae will find that he is 
mistaken in relation to the®bmparative amount of 
the compensation to the two rival establishments. 
If he takes into consideration the difference in size 
between the steamers of the Collins line and the 
English «line, he will find that if we give them 
$33,000 a trip, that we only pay them as much 
compensation per ton—I mean for each ton that 
crosses the Atlantic—as the English company 
get. . This arises from the fact that the four Col- 
lins ships have in the aggregate as much tonnage 
as the seven English, and that one ship of the 
former by crossing fifty-two times carries as much 
as a Cunarder at eighty-five trips, being the whole 
number of crossings of the Atlantic by each line, 
if this proposed increase should take place. But 
I do not propose to rest my vote upon that con- 
sideration mainly. When Great Britain com- 
menced, she originally gave the Cunarders, I be- 
lieve, £85,000. That amount has been more than 
doubled, because it was found necessary to enable 
them to run the line as proposed; and so faras the 
precedent goes, there is no reason why Collins & 
Co, should not ask us to increase their compen- 
sation also. But Great Britain, in my judgment, 
very unwisely began to sustain a line in this 
mode so as to enable it unfairly and injuriously 
to compete with the private enterprise of the two 
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countries. I agree with gentlemen in all that they 


have said upon that subject. [think it is an inju- 


ious policy fer the Government to sustain lines 
f steamers to compete with our private mercan- 
tile marine, and thus. underwork and drive them 
‘out of business. Bet Great Britain began the 
stem and our Government followed the example. 
Whether this was originally right or rot is a ques- 
tion ef much doubt. Butif our Government went 
into. the matter with a view of counteracting the 
policy of Great Britain, which was operating 
prjudicially to us as a nation, and disastrously 
to our merchants, then it was justifiable ia so 
doing. By thus letting her see that we will not 
“permit her to reap any advantage: by such a de- 
parture from sogad principles, we may be able to 
ut an end to the system. Te accomplish this, 
should like very much for this House to in- 
Struct the Executive, or request him rather, to enter 
into negotiations with the Government of Great 
Britain and ‘other Governments, so as te provide, 
by treaty, that no ship sustained in part by a Gov- 
ernment appropriation, shall be allowed to enter 
the ports of either country with cargoes of mer- 
chandise or passengers. lam willing to come to 
that issue at once, I believe it will be wise policy 
for us to adopt a system by which private indi- 
viduals only may be allowed to transport passen- 
gers. and freight. Perhaps it may be as well to 
provide that the mail shall be carried by the lowest 
bidder, opening the competition te the whole world, 
s0 as to reduce the compensation so low as barely 
to cover actual cost, thus preventing undue ad- 
vantage te the mail-ships. But the main point 
which presses upon me is this: We have gone into 
a contest with the Government of Great Britain, 
whether wisely or not I need not say. The ques- 
tion now is, whether we shali not vote as much 
money forthe service performed, by taking into 


account the entire amountef tonnage, asthe British | 


Government does, and thus put our own people 
on an equal footing with the foreigners. I believe 
the abandonment of this line would operate unfor- 
tunately upon public opinion throughout the world. 
The value of national character can hardly be es- 
timated in money. Itis well known toeverybody, 
that the most inferior consul we have now abroad, 
: has more weight with all foreign Governments, 
than a minister of the first class had thirty or forty 
years ago. Why is this? {is because our coun- 
try has a standing abroad which it did not formerly 
possess. This is due partly to the achievements 
of our soldiers in the late war with Great Britain— 
partly to the brilliant and difficult conquest of 


exico, and our numerous and striking victories | 


upon the ocean—partly to our immense and rap- 
idly increasing mercantile marine—partly to the 
success of our inventors at the Exhibition at Lon- 
don, and especially, in a most eminent degree, to 
the. achievements of this Collins line. Let it be 
remembered that its ships are the largest, swiftest, 
handsomest, and best that have floated on the 
ocean since the dawn of creation. 
` Now, I believe it. would not be wise policy to 
abandon this line at this time. It would tend 
rather to lower the position of our country abroad, 
in the opinion of the civilized world. ft ought 
never to be realized that we are to be beaten in 
„anything. This would be an injury greater than 
ten times the money saved could ‘compensate. 
There is another reason, too, for the course I rec- 
ommend. Itis not determined yet whether such 
steamers will answer all the purposes of war ves- 
sels. Officersin the Navy differ about it. One 
man will tell you that they will not do, while three 
others will tell you that they will answer for all war 
purposes. Iam willing to sustain this line for 
two years longer, its ships being the best yet built, 
and then we will be able, perhaps, to decide 
whether they will answer a good purpose or not, 
in time of war. 
sides, they may, at least, be valuable as transport 
ships, being safe from capture, by reason of their 
great speed. We may be enabled, too, by taking 
this course, to compel Great Britain to abandon 
the system, if itis an unwise one, as I regard it, 
thus to interfere with private enterprise. 
I maintain that sound policy would, undoubt- 
edly, require us to disband our Army and Navy, 


* if all other nations would do the same thing. But: 


we are compelled to keep up military establish- 
ments just to meet their efforts. For a similar 
reason, we ought to compete with them in this 
matter, and I am willing to do it for the next 


If they cannot stand heavy broad- | 


| 


two years, as this amendment proposes. As we | 
kave gone into the system, I am not willing to 
abandon it, until we give it a fair trial, at least. 
Al that gentlemen have said about the tariff, has 
nothing to do with this question. The cotton 
factories referred to, have been protected forty 
years at a high rate, and are even now receiving 
a benefit of thirty per cent. protection. But the 
principles of the cases are altogether dissimilar, It 
is proposed to sustain this line because it has to 
compete with one which the British Government 
supports out of its Treasury. But this is not the 
case with the manufacturing establishments. They 
are built up and supported entirely by private en- ! 
terprise, and we may well require our establish- j 
ments to meet them on equal terms, without boun- 
ties, But I have no hesitation in saying, that if 
the fact were otherwise, that if Great Britain were 
to give money from her Treasury to her manufac- | 
turing establishments, to enable them to undersell | 
our workmen, that then I would be for interfering 
in some mode. But such is not the fact. So, on 
the other hand, if the Collins line had only to com- 
pee with the private enterprise of Great Britain, || 

would rot vote to sustain it. Undoubtedly the | 
friends of a protective tariff ought to go for this 
measure. For if their doctrine’ be right, that we 
ought, in some mode, to aid our own manufactur- 
ers in their competition with foreign labor, merely 
because it is foreign labor, then with much more 
reason ought they to go for sustaining this enter- 
prise, competing as it does, not only with a foreign 
establishment, but also with one pensioned and 
supported bythe Government expressly to enable || 
it to-break down all competition: 

Mr. POLK. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. At this time an amend- 
ment is not in order. The question before the 
committee being the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr. ] f 

Mr. ORR. I call for tellers on ray amendment. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STANTON, of 
Tennesse, and Henpricxs were appointed; and 
the question being put, the tellers reported—ayes 
61; noes 76. . 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MEADE. Mr. Chairman, 1 move that 
the words *‘ thirty-three” be stricken out in the 
ninth line, and the words “ twenty-five” inserted 
in lieu thereof. If this were a question whether 
we should pay this sum, or that, or another, for 
merely the transportation of the mails across the 
Atlantic, I should vote against any appropriation. | 
Í do not base my support of any compensation 
upon any right of Congress to make appropri- 
ations to individuals or companies for the promo-. 
tion of commerce, or for the transportation of 
mails across the high seas. The first question 
which addresses itself to my mind is, has Con- 
gress the right to maintain a Navy? And the next 
is, whether it be politic to increase our marine and |j 
naval force in this way? That is altogether a 
question of economy, and it rests with Congress 
to say whether they will increase their naval force 
in this way, or in some other—a question entirely 
of economy, and nothing else. We shouid first 
determine whether it would be politic or wise in 
us, in view of the vast increase of the steam naval 
force of other great maritime Powers of the world, | 
to provide, also, for strengthening this particular i! 
arm of our defense. S 

Having determined that question in the afirm- | 
ative—having determined that prudence and a | 
wise foresight on our part require an increase of | 
our steam navy, then the question occurs, in what |) 
way shall that increase be made? Now, sir, F; 
was informed by a former Secretary of the Navy |} 
some years ago, that in case of any difficulty with || 
France or Great Britain, that either of those Pow- |i 
ers could, within fifteen days, assemble from į; 
thirty to forty war steamers at the mouth of the | 
Mississippi; while at that time, I believe, we were | 
provided with about half a dozen of very indiffer- | 
ent steam vessels. I came to the conclusion then, 
and subsequent reflection has confirmed me in the | 
opinion, that it is necessary that we should, to aj! 
greater extent, be provided with this means of de- | 
fense. Inasmuch as we are not immediately in 
want of war steamers; inasmuch as there is no 
necessity to put more in commission at this time, || 
I should content myself with making adequate || 
provision for cases of emergency hereafter; and 
the inquiry should be, how can this be done most ‘ 


economically and with due regard to efficiency? 


1699 


Now, sir, in regard to the constitutional power.” 
We can exercise it in several diferent ways. We. 
can construct vessels.and provide materials for. 


their construction, and yet we may have no imme- 
diate use for them. We may, if we choose, build. 
vessels and lend thems individuals; upon’ condi= 
tion that they shall ‘keep them ‘in ‘repair, ‘and: in 
readiness for the use of the Government when oc- 
casion shall require. “There are various. modes by 
which we can provide for an increase of ournaval 
strength. Gne is by paying an-annual compensa» 
tion to those who shalt build and keep in.good con» 


dition such vessels as will answer for war steam- , 


ers, and be subject at all times. to the call-of. the 
Government. I say it is nota question of a con- 


| stitutienal character; it is one addressed entirely 


to our discretion. I am willing to increasé to. a 
reasonable extent the compensation to these steam- 
ers, but I am not willing to go to the extent con» 
templated by this amendment. I am willing to 
give these steamers $25,000 for each round trip they 
may make; and though it may be urged that these 
steamers are not fit for the purposes of war, about 
which there seems to be a variety of opinions-— 
yet, sir, it cannot be denied they were constructed 
under the superintendence of one of our naval 
officers, with directions to see that they were so 
constructed as to answer the purposes of the Goy, 
ernment, in case the Government should heréafter 
have occasion for them. 1t is, therefore, now’too 
late to make that objection. | 
Mr. POLK. It is a little remarkable, Mr. 

Chairman, thata representative of a portion of the 
American people should feel impelled to address 

an American Congress, and remind them of their 
duty to their rationality. tis strange, sir, that men 

who are presumed to embody the wisdom of the 
land should have to be reminded and advised that 

they are pandering to British po wer—that they are 

forgetting American interests, and that they are 

losing sight of that grandeur and greatness which 


attaches to this Government. Am [, sir, to re ` 


mind older men—men who have been indulgin 
in politics for years, that we owe a sacred an 
glorious duty to our country? Are they willing 
to perform this duty, sir, in the matter at issue 


| before us? May I stand upon the floor of the 


American Congress, and find men who are will- 
ing to measure our greatness by the circumference 
of a dollar—a dollar sir!—measure. American 
prosperity, American greatness, by a round dol- 
lar—and thus to pander to British interests, to 
bow the pliant knee, and say to the power that 
assailed us at Lexington, that flashed the first gun 
from Bunker’s Hill—that fought us.upen sea and - 
upon land in 18]2—that has been jealous of our 
prosperity and greatness ever since—‘‘ Good 
mother, won’t you carry our mails for us?” Why, 
sir, I scorn, I despise this anti-American. feeling 
and sentiment. I regard it as one of those miser- 
able pretexts which contribute to a cultivation of 
popular humbug, without having any sort. of 
rhyme, or sense, or reason init; and the men 
who stand to-day battling upon these principles, 
upon which gentlemen oppose this amendment, are 


| behind the age. They are behind the progress of 


the country; they know nothing of its power orits 
influence, and are contributing to a combination 


| of foreign policy designed to overslaugh us. 


My colleague from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] says, 
ae have no constitutional power to carry the 
mails beyond our own limits. Sir, how are we to 
send any. mails, then, beyond our limits? Are 
we to appropriate our money to foreign Powers to 
take charge of our mails, indispensable to be ear- 


i ried abroad to our foreign consuls and ministers? 


If the doctrine should obtain that this Government 
has no constitutional power to appropriate money 
by which we may transmit our mails beyond the 
limits of our country, why, we must cast our- 
selves into the arms of European Powers. The, 
argument is fallacious. gee 

But the gentlemen, in my opinion, who are for 
withholding aid from the Collins line—who are 
for striking down that line—are but contributing 
to the British policy regard to this and other 
American lines; they are in effect giving sanction 
to the disingenuous efforts .of that Government, 
through a rotatory or sliding scale of freights, to 
break down’all the American lines. With the 
view to show the means resorted to by that: Gov- 
ernment to break down the American line ‘of. 
steamers running from New York to Havre, and 
the points on the North sea, I will quote from Mr. 
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Livingston’s memorial’ to Congress, in which is 
embraced:a few extracts from. English advertise- 
ments: a A 3 


¿ehe uahal rate of freight from Havre to New York by. 
i s? vessels were put on the 


steamers, before your memorialis 
lind, was' $40 per ton... The: 


Vessels, as: the an- 


nexed_extracts from, their advertisements: show, have re- 


duced the rate.as low as fen dollars per ton, and in order to 
carry out their plan, they transport French goods in small 
steamers from Havreto Livérpool. This reduction, too, is 
only made when ‘one -of your memorialists’:.vessels, the. 
Humboldt-or the Franklin, is:about to leave- Havre. 
; HaT [exTRAcTs.] TEn 
+ Cunard advertisement, Havre, August, T850; 66.0. > 
«6 Shippers are advised that the rate of freight:to the Uni- 
ted. Statesis $40 perton? © ae à f 
The same rate for Septeniber, 1850.7% ~ 
‘The Franklin left New York on her 
ber, 1850... i5 
Cunard advertisement, Havre, October 9, 1850. 
«t Shippers are advised that the rate of freight by this line 
[the Cunard] will be $20 per ton? : 
«The Franklin left Havte early in November. ~ ‘ 
«Cunard advertisement, Havre, November 4, 1850. 


« ¢ Shippers are advised that the rate of freight after the 
9th November, will be 440 per- ton? 2 
t The Franklin returned to Havre in December. 


Cunard advertisement, Havre, December 2. 1850. 


“Shippers are advised that for the month of December, 
up the 4th of January inclusive, the rate of freight will be 
$10 per ton? « . 

c And with little ‘variation this course has been pursued 
throughout the year. oa 

“in the advertisement of the Cunard line of the last 
date, occurs a still more striking proof of the hostile char- 
acter of the opposition of this company : i 

‘6 ¢ Shippers are advised that goods for the American boats 
[the Collins line] leaving Liverpool in December, will be: 
transported by the Cunard steamers from Havre to Liver- 
pool free of all charge to the shippers.? 


‘Tt thus appears that, not satisfied with the attempt to turn 
the whole course.of the freight to their own boats by taking 
it at a ruinows ‘rate, in order that nothing may be, left-for 
the boats of your memorialists, they offer to transport, to 
Liverpool whatever may remain FREE OF CHARGE, thus 
also creating the erroneous impression on the minds of 
those engaged in. the French trade, that both the English 
and American steamers from Liverpool were united against 
the Havre line. 

« Ifany further doubt can be entertdined as to the real 
nature of this competition, and its implacable hostility to 
this branch of our trade, it: will be removed by the,state- 
ment which your memorialists hold themselves ready. to. 
prove: that the agents of the Cunard line have deliberately 
avowed their purpose to break down and’ destroy the Dusi- 
ness of your petitioners, and utterly drive them from. the 
line; that they have insultingly recommended your petition- 
ers to take thety boats off the Havre line, and send them to 
Bremen, engaging not to oppose them there—only, how- 
ever, on thë condition that they would not stop at South- 
ampton ; in other words, being willing to allow. us the free 
use ofthe British Channel, provided we would not touch 
on either shore, but resolved that the United States Gov- 
ernment should have no direct line of mait steamers from 
New York to Havre. 

‘This tells its own story; and this, in our judgment, 


should prompt every member. of Congress who has at heart |; 


the welfare of the Republic, and the honor and pride of our 
country, zealously to Jabar to sustain all our existing lines 


of ocean steamers, but especially the lines between this port: || 


and Havre, and this port and Liverpool—both of which 
come in. direct competition with the great Cunard line, 
which has so long monopolized the trade between this etyi 
and Europe, and been supported almost entirely by a tax 
udon American commerce, for the special benefit of the 
English Government. It is a line worthy of all praise, and 
has been conducted with an energy worthy of its project- 
ors, and of the Government of Great Britain. But itis,in 
fact, a national not a private enterprise. Its object and its 
aim are to strengthen the British. nation at the expense of 
the United States, and not to make money for individuals. 
And, under these circumstances, it is folly—nay, worse 
than folly—it is madness, to ask of our merchants to sustain 
so unequal a contest. Our Government must come to the 
rescue, and that right.quickly, or it must result in the tri- 
umph of Great Britain, and the disgrace of the United 
States, by the withdrawal of the Havre and Collins steam- 
ers, and their sale to some European Gevernments for war 
steamers, if not to the British Government itself, through 
some of its numerous companies. 

“This is plain and startling language ; butit is not less 
true than, plain aud startling. Our merchants cannot cen- 
tend against the omnipotency of the British Treasury; and 
if our Government will not open its eyes to the vital con- 
sequences of neglecting its imperative duty in this regard, 
there is no alternative but to submit to the consequences, 
humiliating as they are.” 


_ Such is the British effort to break down our 
Ines of steamers—an effort to which gentlemen by 
their action here are contributing immensely. 

What is the British policy in regard to her own 
` steamers? She now pays foster her line from 
Liverpool to New York; £171,364, or $856,820 
annually. But this is not the whole truth in regard 
to what she pays: i 
In truth, you cannot tell what is allowed by the British 
Government to the Cunard jine. Do you know what is 
allowed for the line which they have established from 
Havre:to Liverpool, which carries goods without charse 
at the time when a Cunard vessel is about to sail from Liv- 
erpool and an American steamer from Havre, until the 


first trip, 4th Octo- 


i ident. 


American, steamer has: left the port of Havre, and then 
charges freight and.raises the price across the ocean more 
than double? -Can you tell what allowance is made to the 
Canard line by’ the British Admiralty for this purpose? 
Can you tell what allowatice is made for the Antwerp line, 
which has been just established in-connection with the Cu- 
nard line, in order to break down your commercial inter- 
course with Europe??? P 5 

‘Doubtless that Government pays a much larger 
sum than is apparent in any document we have 
yet seen upon the subject. „Her policy. is an in- 
siduous one. She’ moves. secretly. and .stealthily. 


to the accomplishment of her purposes $; 

.The capacity of ‘the Collins steamers for-war 
purposes. hasbeen contested on this floor: ‘The 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Houston,] the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
says that Commodore Skinner knows allabout it. 
I would like-to know if the chairman of the Com- 
miftee on Ways and Means, as we are upon the 
deficiency bill, can tell if Commodore Skinner was 
ever on board a steamer, in his life?. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. Do you want an answer? 

Mr. POLK. Ido, sir: 

{Here the hammer. fell.] ‘ 

Mr. DEAN moved that. the committee rise. 

The motion was. agreed- to. 

The committeeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had under. consideration the. state 
of the Union generally, and particularly the Sen- 
ate amendments, to the. deficiency bill, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. j 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I havea bill 
in my hand from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings, ‘ making appropriations for the public build- 
ings and grotinds, and for other purposes.” I ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to report that 
bill, in order that it may be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union and 
printed. ; ; 

There being no objection, the bill was received, 
read a first.and second time by its title, referred to: 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


; Union, and ordered to be-printed. © - ` 


On motion by Mr. CLINGMAN, the House 
then adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o’clock.. 


+ PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the ruie, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: Proceedings of a meét- 
ing of captains and owners of steamboats, held at the city 
of Pittsburg, indorsing the proceedings of a steamboat éon- 
vention, held at Louisville, on the 7th of June, 1852. 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of John. U. Ladden- 
slager and 14 others, citizens of the county of Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, asking Congress to so modify the act passed 
September 28, 1850, as to give to each person intended to 
be beuelfited thereby, not less than one hundred and sixty 
acres: of land. are j 

By Mr.. AVERETT: The petition of James Rangeley, 
praying for indemnity for French spoliations prior to 1801. 

By Mr. BERNHISEL: The petition of the Governor 
and Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utab, asking 
Congress to provide for the construction ofa line of electro- 
magnetic telegraph from some point on the Mississippi or 
Missouri river, via Great Salt Lake City, to San Diego, San 
Francisco, or Astoria, on the coast of the Pacific. 

By Mr. STRATTON: The petition of William Robin- 
son and 45 others, citizens of Atlantic county, New Jersey, 


| praying that the bounty land act of 1850 be so amended as 


to give one hundred and sixty acres of land to each person 
serving in the war of 1812. 
By Mr. HENDRICKS: The petition of 220 citizens of 


‘the county of Shelby, State of Indiana, praying the passage 


of the House bill introduced by Mr. Sranxy, entitled “A 
‘bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to deposit 
t with the several States the fourth instaliment of the de- 
‘ posits of the public money directed to be made with said 
‘t States by an act approved June 23, 1836.7? 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, July 9, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Litrieron P. Morean. 
Mr. ATCHISON called the Senate to order, 
and caused a letter to be read which he had re- 
ceived from the President pro tempore, requesting 
him to preside this day in the absence of the Pres- 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. BORLAND. I would ask the indulgence 
of the Senate for a few minutes, to make a per- 
sonal explanation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the Senator can proceed. ; 

Mr. BORLAND. I ask permission of the Sen- 
ate to make a personal explanation, which is due 


alike.to others and. myself, and which a sense of 
propriety will not permit me to delay, — > 

Ina speech upon the deficiency’ bill, delivered 
by më here, on the 27th of May, and since pub- 
lished in “pamphlet form; l presented. statements 
of ihe receiptsand expenditures of the several Ad- 
ministrations of the Government, from 1789 to 
1851: Those statements appear, in two tables, 
marked A and B, on the 16th, or last page of 
the pamphlet speech. “As the facts which these 
statements exhibit have been deemed of some 
value, in the present aspect of public affairs, and 
as that value is dependent upon their accuracy, I 
have, at the suggestion of a respected friend, care- 
fully revised them since their publication. I am 
thankful to: that friend for the suggestion upon 
which I have doné 80; for it has enabled me to 
discover an error, which I have now risen, at the 
first available moment, to. correct. 

This érror will be found in the table B, of ex- 
penditures: Under the head of “* military service,’? 
the annual average of expenditure of Mr. Polk’s 
administration is set down at $23,053,600 24; and 
that of the present Administration at $15,676,- 
609 45. j , va f 

Upon examination, it is found that these respec- 
tive amounts are too large; and that they have 
been made so, in the calculations, by inadvertently 
adding into the column, the two next columns of 
*¢ Pensions and Indian Department.’’ Deducting 
thesé amounts from their improperassociation, and 
the true ‘annual’ average of Mr. Polk’s‘administra- 


‘tion, for “ Military Service,” is $20,122,220 46; 


and that of the present Administration is $12,- 


057,174 65. 


The correction thus made in that column of the 
table necessarily carries a reduction of theamounts 
set down to the same Administrations, respect- 
ively, in the columu headed ‘ Expenditures ex- 
clusive of publié debt,” which, for Mr. Polk, 
is set down at $36,708,601 39; but should be 
$33,777,221 61; and for Mr.‘Fillmore, is setdown 
at $40,177,030, but: should. be $36,557,595 20. 
“And reduces, also, the corresponding amounts in 
the column headed “t Total expenditures,’’ which, 
for Mr. Polk, is set down at $43,897,016 51, but 
should be $40,966,536: 73; and for Mr. Fillmore 
‘is set down at $55,442,481 00, but should be 
$51,823,846 20.° pi Ea, 

These corrections extend to pagës 13 and 14 of 
the pamphlet speech, where: deductions from the 
tabular statements will bė found. Thus, in the 
last paragraph of page 13, the sum of $23,053,600 
mist be reduced ‘to $20,122,220; and $15,676,609 
to’ $12,057,174. In the second paragraph, on 
page 14, $3,416,762 must be reduced to $2,180,373. 
In the fourth paragraph of the same page, §40,- 
886,237 must be reduced to $38,321,880; andžin 
the same paragraph, $709,207 must be increased 
to $1,764,285. In the fifth paragraph of the same 
page, $41,685,812 must bereduced to $38,066,377; 
and in the same paragraph, $799,575 must be re- 
duced to $255,503, and the word ‘* more” must be, 
changed to the word “less.” And in the same 
paragraph, but at the top. of the second column of 
ny page, $3,468,429 must be reduced to $2,720,- 

74. j 

These errors, which I havé now corrected, 
although they run through a considerable number 
of figures, and may seem to be numerous, are, in 
fact, but parts of a single error, and consist in 
deductions from it; and that. single error, as I 
have already ‘stated, resulted from no want of 


. knowledge of the facts, and no purpose É could 


have had to misstate them; but fron an inadvert- 
ence, by which, in the midst of a great number 
and variety of estimates, and in the course of very 
complicated calculations, two comparatively small ` 
items were added into thé wrong column. 

To show that I could have had ng motive to 
commit the error, which I have now corrected, it 
will be seen that it was made in the case of both 
the administrations of Mr. Polk and Mr. Fill- 
more, between which I was instituting a compari- 
son under those particular heads of expenditure; 
thus, making the former $23,053,600, when it 
should be only $20,122,220; and the latter $15,+ 
676,609, when it should be only $12,057,174. 

It will be observed, further, that the error, even 
if left uncorrected, did not materially aid the pur- 
pos for which I made the comparison, which ex- 

ibited the extravagance of one Administration 
by showing its expenditures and its circumstances 
by the side of those of another. This error 
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caused me to overcharge each of those Adminis- 
trations some three millions of dollars for army 
expenditures, and show an expenditure by Mr. 
Filmore only some $8,000,000 less than by Mr. 
Polk for ‘* military services.” As now correctly 
stated, the difference is just $8,065,056 under that 
head, and still shows that the peace administra- 
tion of Mr. Fillmore, exclusive of the amount of 
public debt paid, has cost the country $2,720,374 
a year more than the war administration of Mr. 
Polk; and, including the public debt, $10,857,310 
a year more! S 

I will add buta single reflection to this. We 
were often told during the war with Mexico, that 
the Government would be made bankrupt by its 
expenses. Some politicians, in a spirit of very 
peculiar economy, refused, I think, to vote the nè- 
cessary supplies to prosecute that war. And even 
‘since its termination, jeremiads have not been 
wanting to celebrate its ruinous expenses. In the 
‘light of the figures I have exhibited, however, the 
true character of the war in that respect, at least, is 


so clearly shown, that the occupation of a class of | 
orators is gone, and certain ‘blue lights” have | 


paled their ineffectual fires. For while the war 
with Mexico was as admirable for the wise econ- 
omy of its financial as for the brilliancy of its mili- 
tary conduct, it has been followed by a civil Ad- 
ministration. which, in a time of profound peace, 
has increased the expenditures at least twenty-five 
per cent. per annum! So, if war at $40,000,000 a 
year would have made the Government bankrupt, 
what is to become of us now when peace costs us 
$50,000,000? s 
A poet has somewhere said— 
«Peace has its victories as well as war.” 
Had that poet lived until now, the achievements of 
this Whig Administration of ours would have en- 
abled him to add with perfect truth— 
And tho’ more bloodless, more expensive far. 


To make this explanation the more intelligible 
and clear to every mind which may have been for 
a moment misled by my inadvertent error, I will 
append to my remarks those parts of my former 
speech which I have here corrected: 


Extracts from speech, corrected. 


“ During Mr. Polk’s war administration, the expenditures 
for our large army, on war service ina foreign country, 
averaged $20,122,220 46; whereas, during Mr. Fillmore’s 
peace administration, with a mere skeleton of an army, we 
have had to pay, for its mere support, $12,057,174 65 per 
annum ! 
which, as far.as can be ascertained, will greatly exceed this 
large average. š 

“During Mr. Poik’s war administration, when the Navy 
was kept always ready, and the most of it actively engaged 
in sea service, and at the highest necessary expense, its 
average expenditure was only $7,504,468; whereas, during 


the three years of Mr. Fillmore’s peace administration, with | 


muny of our ships neither needed nor engaged in active 
service, it has cast us $8,896,976 per annum—that is, 
$1,392,508 for peace more than for war! 

“Thus, striking the balance under these three heads 
alone, we find that Mr. Fillmore’s three years ¢ peace with 
all the world? has cost us in actual money just $2,780,373 59 
pet annum more than Mr. Polk’s one year of peace and 
three years of war !—without counting the 526,070 square 
miles of territory, embracing 1,000 miles of sea-coast, ac- 


quired by the war.” 
* k 


* * * * * 


* To show that I am right in this, let us look at the items 


ofthat account. During Mr. Polk’s administration of four 
years, the annualaverage of the public debt created by him 


was $11,733,974; while the annual average amount of the | 
same debt paid by him was 97,189,315; leaving an annual | 


balance against him of $4,544,659—that is, an aggregate for 


his whole term of $17,508,782, or about the amount (in- ; 


cluding some $200,000 of interest) which has. since been 


paid to Mexico, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. ! 


But adding this whole amount to that already charged to 
his Administration, and it carries his annual average up to 
$38,321,880, which is only $1,764,285 more than I have 
heretofore stated. Mr. Fillmore’s to he. 

“ A similar statement for Mr. Fillmore’s administration 
shows that he has created for his three years au annual 


public debt of $10,878,233; while the. annual average į 


amount of the same debt paid by him has been $9,369,451, 
leaving-an annual balance against him of $1,598,782—that 
is, counting his full term of four years, and in liberality to 
him assuming no more for this year than the average of the 
other three, an aggregate of $6,035,128, This, added to 
his other expenditures, as in the case of Mr. Polk, carries 
Mr. Fillmore’s annual average up to $41,685,812, which 
stili leaves him, upon a final balance of cash accounts, 
chargeable with expenditures $255,503, $799,575 less than 
Mr. Polk! 

« But this, if will he perceived, is not dealing fairly with 
Mr. Poik’s administration, upon the rule adopted in esti- 
mating and comparing the expenditures of all preceding 
Administrations. T have, in this particular estimate, done 
this unfairness to Mr. Polk, thatthe friends of this Adminis- 
tration should not have even a semblance of a pretext for 
complaint; and to show that even then, the balance was 
in hia favor against Mr. Fillmore. To state the account 
fairly, however, as in the cases of all the other Administra- 


And this without counting in the present year, | 


tions, the whole public debt must be excluded, as well for 


Mr. Polk as for Mr. Fillmore, and this leaves the difference 
as I originally and fairly stated it—that is, a balance against 
Mr. Fillmore of $25,720,374 per annum”? | 
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RAILROAD IN CALIFORNIA. 


By unanimous consent, Mr. GWIN informally 
laid upon the table a substitute for the bill grant- 


ing a donation of land for the construction of a | 


railroad in California; which was ordered to. be 
printed. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. CLARKE. I desire to give notice that I 


shall ask leave to introduce a joint resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. - The Chair will 
inform the Senator from Rhode Island, that this 
being Friday, under the rule, and under the de- 
cision of the Chair heretofore made and acqui- 
esced in by the Senate, no business can be enter- 
tained unless therule setting apart Fridays for the 
consideration of private, to the exclusion of all 


| other. business, shall be suspended. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the rule requiring 
private bills to be taken up this day, to the exclu- 
sion of all other business, be suspended, to enable 
the Senate to take up the bill which we had under 
consideration the day before yesterday—the bill 
to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to provide for 
the better security of the lives of passengers on 
vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam.” 

Mr. PRATT. I hope the Senate will notagree 
to that motion. There is no one who estimates 


| more fully than I do the importance, of the bill 
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which has-been ‘introduced by the. Senator from 
Massachusetts. It is very important to insure its 
ge during the present session of Congress: 
but whether it. is. påssed to-day. or to-morrow, 
cannot be of any consequence to the country at 
large, or to any individual in the country. Ihope, 
therefore, that the consideration of private. bills 
will not -bé dispensed with, for that or any, other 
purpose. During the pendency before the Senate- 
of the deficiency bill, which is now under consid- 
eration in the other House, think there were 
three Fridays:appropriated .to its. consideration. 
Now, there can -be ‘no: reason, why. the bill sug- 
gested by the Senator from Massachusetts should 
be taken up; on the contrary, evenif private busi- 
ness did not interpose, 1 would ask the Senator and 
the Senate to postpone the consideration of that bill 
for to-day. It relates to a matter.in which the 
whole country is deeply interested.. I have sent 
to the Board of Trade of Baltimore.a copy of the 
bill as amended, with the request that:they would 
indicate, so far as the practical men. interested in 
the subject may desire to do, any amendment- 
which may suggest itself to. them. “I think it.is.a 
measure which the practical men. of the whole 
country should have an. opportunity of- looking 
into; and when we pass it, 1t should be made.as 
perfect as possible. It can. be of no importance 
whether it is passed to-day or to-morrow. ..It. has 
been suggested that there is a committee of gen- 
tlemen here deeply interested in its passage, who 
have:taken’some pains in furnishing statistical in- 
formation; but, sir, they have already given. all 
the information which may be desired by the Sen- 
ate, and I think they may go home. perfectly. sat- 
isfied that the bill, amended so as to.suit the views 
expressed by other sections of the country, will 
be passed during the present session of Congress. 
I hope the execution of the order will not be sus- 
ended. . j 
Mr. DAVIS. Tt is always with reluctance that - 
I move to take up any business out of its regular 
order, but I have been requested by a number of 
Senators to make this motion this morning. The 
are, as I am, anxious that this subject should. be 
disposed of. J should personally be very glad to 
accommodate the Senator from Maryland, and all 
gentlemen who wish to be heard upon it; but if 
we are to wait for the dayı when every man who 
may have some opinion about this matter will 
come here to express it, no day of legislation will 
come—no day of completion will come. Every 
pains have been taken to collect public opinion, 
to give a publicity to this measure, to spread. ex- 
tra copies of the bill everywhere over the country, 
and there has been a delay of some four or five 
months since the bill was reported, and I had 
hoped that everybody who desired to do, so would 
have in that time come forward and.expressed his 
opinion. I hope the bill will be taken up and dis- 
posed of to-day; but F will not consume the time 
of the Senate any further in making arguments 
about it. ` 
Mr. BRIGHT. I have not voted, I. believe, 
during the session to supersede private business 
set apart for Fridays; but I will do it this morn- 
believing that the bill proposed: to. be taken: 


up is more important than any other. bill before 
us. I will say further, that if [believed it would 


take more than an hour to perfect it, I would not 
vote to suspend the special order of business; but 
I think we can take the bill up and dispose of it 
within half an hour. I hope the Senator from 
Maryland will withdraw his objection, and let us 
take itup. If it takes over half an hour, I be- 
lieye I may say that T will vote'to postpone it; but 
I think we shail dispose of it within an hour at 
most. i g 

Mr. PRATT. If any one will suggest a sensi- 
ble reason why this: bill- should be- taken up and 
passed through to-day, I will yield with a great 
deal of pleasures Why is it? I have heard no 
reason given. “The gentlemen say they are anx- 
ious to haveit passed. Well, sir, every. gentle- 
man. who has charge of a particular bill is anxious 
to have it passed; bi®@that is nota reason why 
the rules of the Senate should be abrogated. to-carry 
out each one’s special desire. This day is. set 
apart by a resolution of the Senate for the consid~ 
eration of private bills. The bili whichit is desired 
to take up, undoubtedly, from its very importance, 
will be passed. There can be no doubt that- the 
country will be benefited by its passage, whether 
it is taken up to-day or not; but if you let this 
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Friday be occupiéd with its consideration you will 
exclude from the consideration’ of the Senate; all 
-those private- bills which would pass to-day, and 
take away the possibility of their“ passing the 
other House. ere. aré“ claimants against the 
-Goveranient, to whom thousands: of dolars are: 
fustty due; whose claims have been réported upon 
y committees, year after year, and if they are not 
acteé on-soon, by the Senate, cannot receive’ the 
sanction of Congress durig the present session. 
-Fhe bilbwith which it is asked to supersede. them, 
will be acted’ on. undoubtedly: either to-morrow..or, 
whenever the Senate will meet again. F do think, 
therefore, that every reason which “has been sug- 
gested why it should pasy to-day, does not afford 
any adequate reason for postponing -private bills.. 
Senators have assigred no reason why its passage 
to-day would be advantageous to the country, and 
why it would be better to pass it to-day rather 
than to-morrow: On the contrary, I -have sug- 
gested that I have sent the bill as amended.to 
one of the largest commercial cities of the Union, 
-with the view that those interested may make 
‘some suggestions in reference to the amendments. 
It seems, therefore, to me, so far as any reason has: 
been assigned, that justice and policy dictate that 
you should wait until the persons so deeply inter- 
ested may have-an opportunity of having their | 
views known. : i 
"Mr. HAMEITN, Fdo not know that I can give 
a *sensible’’ reason why the Senate should pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of this bil; indeed, I am 
:very fearful.that T shall not give such a reason:as. 
the Senator from Maryland will deem “.sensible;” 
but I can give one or-two which will control my 
vote, and F shalt be pied if they will control the 
vote of a majority of the Senate.. I have. voted, 
I think, uniformly with my friend from Maryland 
during the whole of this session, to adhere’to the 
rules of the Senate: as applicable to private bills; 
and Lam deeply sensible of the importance which 
attaches to these bills; but I shall depart from him | 
on this occasion, arid vote to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill relating to steamboats. The 
first reason which will induce me to vote for that | 
motion is, that within the last two ‘or three days, 
which have been somewhat broken, we have taken 
out of their ordinary course, and acted upon, as | 
many private bilis as we would pass in one whole 
day. hat is one reason. Another is, that the 
bill relating to steamboats is a very particular bill; 
and if the Senator from Maryland were on the 
Committee on Commerce, from which it came, I 
apprehend he would concur with its members ina 
very hearty desire to be rid of it. It is an import- 
ant bil.. Weare, and have been, receiving sug- 
gestions from practical menal over.the country, 
and we desire to. be rid of the bill, and-pass it in 
such a shape as the Senate shall see fit.. If itis 
passed at all through the other House, it is very 
desirable that it should go there at as early a day 
as possible. [ think with the Senator from In- 
diana, (Mr. Bricur,] that we may perfect it ina 
short time; perhaps as much time has already 
been taken up in diséussing the preliminary ques- 
tion, whether we shall proceed to its considera- 
tion, as would be taken up in passing the bill, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I rise'merely to make an | 
inquiry. Is this the Friday upon which private 
bills are:considered without debate? 

Several Sewarors, No. . 

Mr, BRODHEAD. Then, if debate be allow- | 
able to-day, on private bills, I shall vote to take 
up the bill proposed by the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. g 

Mr. BORLAND. Ihopethatbil will be taken 
up. Ihave, with the Senatorfrom Indiana, [Mr. 
Bricut,] heretofore invariably gone for taking 
up private bills on Fridays, to the exclusion 
of all public business; but the bik of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is of too much importance } 
to the whole country toibe deferred any longer 
than is absolutely necessary. As has been justly 
said, this is a long bill, involving many details, 
and it will necessarily reugive a careful revision in 
the House. The consid@fation‘of it will involve 
some time there; and, theréfore, the sooner we get 
through with it here the better. Jhope no further 

. objection will be made to taking it ups 

r. PRATT. Every Senator who has spoken 
on the other side has said that heretofore “he has 
invariably voted with me against the postpone- 
ment of private bills on Fridays; and yet, itis un- 
fortunately known to the country, or to that part | 


| taken up out of their order. Senators asked the 


‘| suggestion. 
that it is important to act upon it now, and vey F 


| they ?. In. the first-place, that this is a very par- 


suffering for the want of money due from the Uni- 


I particular one.. I cannot see that there is much in 


some bills upon the Calendar were taken up out of 


Senator from Texas, the delay of a single day 


of it interested in these private claims, thata prop- 
osition has never been made to postpone them 


that has not succeeded. 


Mr, BORLAND... The Senator is mistaken in i 


th 


at. = £ < : 

Mr. PRATT. They have always been post- 
poned, without a single exception, to the best of 
my recollection... My friend from Maine, who or- 


i dinarily. offers sensible reasons, when they can be |} 
' offered from the nature of the subject, 


as said 
that he had: two; which he. deemed, at any rate, 
sufficiently sensible to govern. hisvote. “What are 


ticular bill. 1 cannot see how he hakes that.a 
reason; Í suppose that. every claimant, who is. 


ted. States, will consider his claim to be a very 


that reason, sensible as my-friend thinks it is. 
The nextis, that yesterday some two or three pri- 
vate bills were passed by the Senate. They were 


favor of the Senate to take up these bills—billa 
against which nobody could object; and they were 
so taken out of their order, and’ passed without 
discussion. | | 

To-day is the day upon which those bills would | 
not be considered; but to-day is the day upon | 
which bills upon the Private Calendar, which will | 
be discussed, will be considered, and an objection | 
to which, if made, will not carry them over, Ido | 
not see, therefore, that the fact that yesterday 


tlteir order, to which nobody objected at all, can | 
be ajust. reason why. these bills, which will be | 
taken up iù their regular order on the Calendar to- | 
day, if we proceed to its considération, should be | 
postponed. if | 
r. RUSK. L-believe if we had had no dis- 
cussion on the motion to take up the bill, we | 
should have had it passed by this time, and, there- | 
fore, Ido not intend to consume much time in | 
speaking now; but F will give one or two reasons 
which operate strongly on my mind in influencing 
me to go against my friend from Maryland, with 
whom | have generally gone on such, oceasions as | 
this; though I will not claim the credit of having | 
always done so. There hasbeen no more im- 
portant bill before this body at this ‘session than 
the one alluded to, and there will be no more im- 
portant one before us. The sacrifice of property 
and human life upon steam-vessels has been fear- 
ful for years past. This bill has been prepared 
with great labor, and after a vast deal of investi- 
gation by the Senator-from Massachusetts, aided 
by gentlemen of intelligence, integrity, and expe- 
rience; who are familiar with steamboating. They 
have now got it perfected; and I believe that when 
the Chamber of Commerce, to which the honor- 
able Senator from Maryland has sent-the bill, 
come to look at it, they will approve of every 
item init. Weare drawing near the close of the 
session. A vast deal of property is involved in 
the operation of this bill, and the bill itself will 
draw out discussion in the House of Representa- | 
tives, Thedelay of a day here may jeopard it there. 
If the safety of millions of property, 1f the safety 
of thousands of human. lives from sacrifice, is an 
important reason—and it is, to my mind, very 
important—the bill should be taken up. 
Mr. ADAMS. Irise for the purpose of making 
a single suggestion. It seems to be agreed upon 
all hands that it is important to act upon this bill, 
and to act upon it at once. As suggested by the 


may defeat its’ passage in the House of Represent- 
atives. I would suggest to the Senator from Mary- 
land that we have already passed more private 
bills and other bills this session than in all human | 
probability will be acted upon in the other House. 
{f this bill is important, as we all think it to beyif 
there is a chance of passing it now, and having it 
acted upon in the other House, that, it seems to 
me, would be a * sensible” reason for taking it up 
and acting upon it now. .I beg leave to make this 
It seems to be agreed on all hands! 


agreed that we should act upon the Private Ca 
endar one day inthe week. 1 propose, then, that, | 
by common consent, we meet to-morrow, and 
spend at least one Saturday in session. “After the 
great number of holidays, it seems to me that no 
Senator who desires to discharge hiş duty to the 


&c., for the safety ‘of 


country will hesitate to meet to-morrow, and take 


up the Private Calendar,and transact the business 
which, under the rule, should have come up to- 


day... : 

Mr. MALLORY. I would bevery glad to see 
a day set apart for the: consideration of the bill of 
the Senator from Massachusetts; but I should also 
be glad if the Senate abstain from taking it up 


‘new. From the examination which I have given 


to it, with all due deference to the opinion of the 
honorable Senatòr who advocates it, I think that 
the important end which he seeks here, may be 


attained by other means than those embedied in 


this bill. “Is undertakes, if mry reading of it be 
correct; to define in the most minute manner the 
duties of the owners of vessels propelled by steam, 
and ‘provides, even to their engimes, valves, boats, 
ssengers. It strikes me, 
that the end to be attained might be reached more 
safely and. phitosophically, by embodying some 
broad provision in the bill, by which the owners 
of steam passenger vessels will be held account- 
able for losses, and leaving to them what means 
they choose to employ. . In this age of progress, 


‘when almost every week brings forth some im~ 


provement in steam machinery, to attempt to 
shackle improvements. by any legisiation of titis 
kind, seems to be unwise. lt ‘seems. to me, that 
the owners of vessels should be left to employ 
what means, engineers, and pilots they please, 
but. on their risk and responsibility; and that we 
should’ adopt: the. plan—whick I believe prevails 


‘in England toa considerable extent—of holding 


them responsible for damages, and leaving them 
to the employment of such means as they think 
proper. ‘The bill contemplates the appointment 
of some twenty or. forty inspectors of boilers and 
hulls of vessels, upon whose certificates—— 

Mr. HALE. I desire to ask the Senator what 
the question is? I suggest to him-that his remarks 
are nót pertinent to. the question before the Sen- 


ate. 

Mr. MALLORY. The. question is, whether 
the bill shall be taken up. F am giving some rea- 
sons why it should not be taken up now. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairis 
of opinion that the Senator is in order, 

Mr. MALLORY. I will say, then, that if the 
plan which I propose car be-reached, if the safety 


„òf life in vessels propelled by steam can be reach 


by other means than this special legislation, it wil} 
be in harmony with the progress of the age, and 
be better attained, At present we have the inftu- 
ence of, owners of steamboats between us and 
damage and loss... We propose now to substitute 
for that self-interest some thirty or forty inspect- 
ors of the hulls of vessels and machinery, upon 
whose discretion the lives and property of citizens 
of the United States will depend; for upon that 
discretion, wisely or not, will vessels be empow- 
ered.to navigate the high seas by steam. I there- 
mre ask that the bill may not be taken up to- 
ay. 

The motion to postpone the execution of the 
special order for this day, for the purpose of taking 
up the bill named, was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 29, noes 4. 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMBOATS. 


The Senate then took up the bill entitled ‘A 
bill to amend an act: entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the better security of the lives of passengers 
on board of vessels propelled in whole or in part 
by steam.’ ”” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.). This bill has been reported from the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, with a 
great number of amendments. If it be the pleas- 
ure of the Senate, the bill will be read section by 
section: | ~ 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the bill will be read’ 
section by section. ohn 
"Mr. SHIELDS. F think that will be a very 
slow process, and I would suggest to the Senator 
from Indiana, that unless there is some special ob- 
jection to particular amendments which haye been 
made in Committee of the Whole, we had better 
act on the whole together. My impression is, 
that the Senate are disposed to sustain the amend- 
ments as they now stand, and it will save a great 
deal of time if we can act on the amendments as 
a whole, except there may be a wish to modify 
some particular amendment. : f 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ihave no anxiety in relation 
to the course that.ds pursued, further than that I 


* 
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wish to have an opportunity to offer two or three 
small amendments. I only ask that the bill may 
be read for the information of Senators who were 
not present when it was acted upon before. 

Mr. HALE. [hope it will be read section by 
section. 
Mr. DAVIS. I wish to inquire if the bill has 

been reported to the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was reported 
to the Senate when it was last acted upon. 

_Mr. DAVIS. Then I suppose the first ques- 
tion will be. on concurring in the amendments re- 
ported by the committee, i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
first question. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would ask my friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. Have] not to call for the 
reading of the bill at this time; it will occupy a 
considerable portion of the time of the Senate, and 
will result in very little advantage. Perhaps the 
shortest course, and that which would be most 
acceptable to the Senate, and the most intelligible, 
would be to take up these amendments in the order 
in which they were made, and act upon them, 
and, at the same time, act upon such other minor 
propositions to amend as may be necessary to | 
perfect the bill. I find, on looking over it, that 
there are two or three slight errors, typographical 
and others, which will require correction; and, in 

„order to insure accuracy, I'think it will be well, 
if it be the pleasure of the Senate, to take up the 
amendments in consecutive order, and dispose of 
them, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate 
will take such action in regard to the matter as it 
sees fit to adopt. 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senate will permit me, I 
will move to amend the third line of the first sec- 
tion, by supplying a verbal omission. 

I move to insert the words ‘or enrollment” 
ater the word “ register,” so that the section will 
read: ` 


Be it enacted, &c., That no license, register, or enrollment 
under the provisions of this or the act to which this is an 
amendment, shall be granted, or other papers issued by any 
collector, to any vessel propelled in whole or in part by 
steam, until he shall have satisfactory evidence that all the 
provisions of this act have been fully complied with; and 
if any such vessel shall be navigated, with passengers on 
board, without complying with the terms of thi®act, the 
owners thereof, and the vessel itself, shall be subject to the 
penalties contained in the second section of the act to which 
this is an amendment. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs 
to suggest, that it is not in order to propose any 
new amendments to the bill, until those reported 
by the committee have been disposed of. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam aware of that, but I ask 
the unanimous consent of the Senate to make this 
amendment, 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the amendments will now 
pe- taren up and acted on in.their consecutive 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ments will be read in their order, and any amend- 
ment which a Senator desires to amend, debate, 
or modify, will be noted by the Secretary and re- 
served. The vote will be taken upon those to 
which no objection is made in the aggregate. The 
others will be taken up seriatim. 

Mr. HALE. Thisis an exceedingly important 
bill. I understand that it proposes to make a | 
number of very important alterations in the exist- 
ing laws in relation to steamboats; and it appears 
to me vastly more proper that we should adopt 
the usual course, and read the bill section by sec- 
tion. Iam not aware that the bill has been read 
through even once. I think the rules of the Sen- 
ate require that it should be read. 

Mr. RUSK. I will state to the Senator from 
New Hampshire, that this bill has been under the 
careful consideration of the Senator from Massa- |; 
chusetts, [Mr. Davis,] for one or two sessions 
prior to the present session of Congress. He has 
notonly labored most arduously upon it himself, 
but hehas consulted very extensively and patiently 
with all parties interested—-with engineers, cap- 
tains of steamboats, and all parties familiar with 
the use of steam. He has had consultations with 
many of the most respectable owners of steam- 
boats, many of whom are here, and with their aid 


| under the provisions 


the bill has been perfected. They understand 
this matter better than the Senate, or at all events 
better, perhaps, than any one individual member 


of the Senate, and they unanimously agree that 
the bill, in the main,is correct. -I understand that 
the honorable Senator from Massachusetts has 
one or two slight amendments to make, so as to 
make the bill correspond with amendments which 
were made to it the other day, and also with the 
views of the gentlemen I have adverted to. These 
men are entirely. disinterested. Many of them 
are men of great experience in matters of this 


‘kind, captains of steamboats, some of them of 


thirty-five years’ standing, and. most successful 
navigators, and their views on such an important 
subject should not be disregarded. f 
Mr. DAVIS. Iwill state for the irformation 
of the Senator from New Hampshire, that when 
this bill was taken up, the reading of it commenced, 
and was continued for nearly half an hour when 
the Senate unanimously agreed to suspend the fur- 
ther reading of it. All that part of it which is 
now under consideration was read, and if it be 
read again it will be very apt to share the fate of 
other bills when being read, and gentlemen will go 
to reading, and writing, and talking, and no atten- 
tion will be paid to the reading of the bill. I do 
not think it is at all necessary to read it again. 
Besides, it strikes me that, as a matter of right, I 
do not think this is exactly the point at which a 


| gentleman has a right to call for the reading of the | 


bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If it is insisted 
upon, the bill will be read section by section, as I 
think that is the usual course. 

Mr. SHIELDS. As I understand it, the bill 
has been considered by the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and has been reported. If that 


| is so, then I think the Senator from New Hamp- 
| shire has no right to call for the reading of the bill 
| at this time. I will not say that the Senator would 
; not listen to the reading of it, but I will state that 


my impression is, that if it were read section by 
section, the Senator from New Hampshire would 
not be able very much to improve it. 

Mr. HALE. What? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Isay that I think if the bill 


were read again, the Senator from New Ham 


shire would not be able to improve it very uii 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular 
parliamentary course, in the. judgment of the 
Chair, will be to take up the series of amendments 
in their order, and call upon the Senate to actupon 
each amendment as agreed to in Committee of the 


! Whole. 


Mr. HALE. I remember that I once asked to 
have a bill read, which appropriated some thir- 
teen or fourteen millions of dollars for the support 
of the Navy; and it was considered a very con- 
tumacious and factious act to ask for the reading, 
and not to be ready at once to vote away that 
sum. If there is anything in our rules, with re- 
gard to.the right of a Senator to call for the read- 
ing of a bill, 4 should like to have it read. _ As to 
the suggestion of the Senator from Mlinois [Mr. 
Suretps] that I cannot improve the bill, I will say 
that I do not know whether I can or not till £ try. 
All Task is to know whether I have a right to 
have the bill, read, or whether a majority: may 
push a bill through without reading. If they may, 
it ig time that the Senate should lpok around them. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
remark, that he is informed by the Secretary that 


| it is agreeable to usage to take up theamendments 


in their order, and act upon them separately. 


Mr. BRIGHT. ‘The Chair is correct. The 


| parliamentary usage is, to take up the amend- 
i ments made in Committee of the 


Whole, seriatim, 
and act upon them; andif any Senator has amend- 
ments to offer, it is his privilege to offer them. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then Í hope the Senate will pro- 
ceed to act upon the amendments in their order. 

The second section was then acted upon as 
amended in the Committee of the Whole, by in- 
serting in the third line the words ‘appointed 
of this act;?’ and by adding 
at the end of the section the following proviso: 


Provided, however, If the structure of steamers navigating 
rivers only be such, or the arrangement of the boilers or 
machinery be such, that the requirements aforesaid cannot, 
without serious ineenvenience or sacrifice be complied 
with, inspectors may vary therefrom, if in their judgment 
it can be done with safety. 


The amendments were concurred in, and the 
section, as amended, is as follows: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the. 
duty of the inspectors of the hulls of steamers, and the in- 


spectors 
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of boilers and engines, appointed under the pro- i 


| 


visions-ofthe act, to.examine and see that suitable and safe 
provisions are made throughout such vessel to guard against 
loss or danger from fire; and no license or other: papers 
on any application’shall. be granted, if the directions of the 
inspectors for preventing fires are not complied with, or if 
| any combustible material, liable. to: take fire-from: heated 
iron, or any other heat generated on board. of such vessels 
in and about the boilers, pipes, or machinery, shall be 
placed atless than eighteen inches distant from such heated 
metal, or other substance likely to cause ignition, unless a- 
column of air or water intervenes. between such. heated 
surface and any:wood or other combustible material 80 €x- 
posed, sufficient at all times, and under all eireumstances, 
To prevent ignition ; and further; when wood is so exposed 
toignition, a8 an additional, preventive, it shall be shielded 
by some incombustible material, in such. manner ‘as, to 
leave the air to circulate freely between stich material and 
the wood: Provided, however, Ifthe structure of steamers 
navigating rivers only, be such; orthe arrangement of: the 
| boilers or machinery be such, that the requirements afore- 
i said cannot, without serious inconvenience or sacrifice, - 
i be complied with, inspectors may vary therefrom; if; in 
| their judgment, it can be done with safety. 
i 
H 


|. The next amendment was to insert in the third 
: section the words— 


«And shall also have ‘suitable provision for turning at 
any time a current of steam into the hold.” -, É 


| The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment- was to strike ou 
words— wes ; 


& Provided, however, That, any. steamer which shall not 
at any time carry more than fifty passengers, shall not be 
requiréd to have more than two such pumps, oneof which 
shall be prepared to work by steam as aforesaid,” 3 
and insert— : ae 

Provided, That in steamers navigating rivers.only, one,of 
the pumps aforesaid may be dispensed with, if the other 
provisions for extinguishing fire are, in the opinion of the 
inspectors, sufficient to. secure safety. 


| The amendment was concurred in, and the sec- 
tion, as thus amended, is as follows: Eye 


Suc. 3. Andbe it further enacted, That every vessel 30 
propelled by steam, and carrying passengers, shall have not 
less than three forcing pumps, of at Jeast six-inch chamber, 
two to be worked by hand, and one by steam, if steam can 
be employed, otherwise by band, one whereof shall be 
placed near thestern, one near the stem, and one.amidship, 
each having a suitable, well-fitted hose, of atleast. two 
| thirds the length ofthe vessel, kept at all times in perfect 

order, and-ready for immediate use ; each of which pumps 
shall also be supplied with water. by a pipe connected 
therewith, and passing through the side ofthe vessel, 50 
low as to be at all times in the water when she is afloat, 
and shall also have suitable provision for turning at any 
time a current of steam into the hold: Provided, That in 
steamers navigating rivers only, one.of the pumps afore- 
said may be dispensed with, if the other provisions for ex- 
tinguishing fire are, in the opinion of the inspectors, suffi- 
cient to secure safety. , : ; : 

The next amendments were to strike out from — 
the eighth, ninth, and tenth lines of the fourth 
section the words— _ . aes: 

—‘and having a canvas fender around the gunwale filled 
with cork of not less than six inches in diameter, ”? 

And from the twenty-first line the word “small,” 
before the words ‘ steamers of light draught.” 

The amendments were concurred in. a 

Mr. DAVIS. The next amendment is to In- 
sert after the word.‘ rivers,” in the twenty-sec- 
ond line, the words— 


_-s¢ and also to allow any other steamers, navigating riv- 
ers only, to carry but one metallic life-boat, the same being 


t the 


i| of suitable model and dimensions.” 


| 

| I wish to make a slight modification of that 
| amendment, so that it may not be misinterpreted, 
| I wish to strike out the word “ metallic,’ ‘at the 
| third line, and iñsert after the 
| word **dimensions,”’ in the twenty-fifth line, the 
lwords “and made: of metal.” That alteration 
| will make the amendment read without a doubtful 
i construction. Otherwise it would be doubtful as 
i to the specific kind of life-boat tobe used. 

| The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


end of the twenty- 


, to. 
i Mr. BRODHEAD. I-desire to make an in- 
quiry, relative to the metallic life-boats, of the 
| Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Davis.] The 
‘fourth section provides, that all steamships carry- 
ing passengers shall be furnished with. two boats, 
| one of which shall be a metallic life-boat. ‘The point 
| of inquiry is this: Whether, if this bill passes, 
' all these steamers will not be obliged to procure a 
| hife-boat which has been: patented ? The Senate 
|| will perceive that if, ę! the owners of steam-ves- 
i| gels are compelled toget a particular kind of boat 
l Shieh has been patented, that fact alone would 
‘be worth a million of dollars to the patentee. | I 
| do not know that this would be the construction 
| placed on that section, or that such would be the 
effect of the bill if it becomes a law; bat i should 
like to hear the construction put. on this section 


by the Senator from Massachusetts. He has al- 


1704 E 


` 


July 9, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ready stated to me his views on this subject in 
fivate conversation; but I would “be gratified if 

€ woul -state them again forthe benefit of the, 

| public. 20 6 ete Ss BN EAE 
: Mr. DAVIS. I-would state; for the informa- 
.tion of the Senate, that I have endeavored to draw 
up thig bill so as to‘avdid compelling. the. owners 

` of steamboats to- purchase any patent from any- 
body. I'am aware of the difficulty of compelling 
a large class. of persons to purchase a patented ar- 
ticle, ‘and: understand~the.- effect of this quite as 
well as the Senator does.’ Ihave been entreated,: 
from various quarters, to adopt a particular course 
with respect tothe patent; but I have the assur- 
ance of ‘Mr. Francis himself, again “and again, 
that he does not claim the patent of making me- 
talic life-boatss he claims only the right of making 
a life-boat with. corrugated iron, in a new and. pe- 
culiar way. He has.stated, again and again, that 


anybody can construct a metallic life-boat without |! 


interfering with. his patent... My opinion is, that 
this section does not interfere with his patent, If 
I thought that it did, F should abandon it at once. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Iam satisfied. aa 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the amendment as amended, and it was decided in. 
the affirmative. ie E ‘i 

The section, as thus amended, then stood as fol- 
lows: > a : ae 

Seo. 4. And he it further enacted, That every such 
vessel carrying. passengers shall have at least two boats 
supplied'with oars, in good condition at all times for ser- 
viee, one of which boats shall-be a metallic life-boat, fire- 
proof, of approved ‘model, not less than’ twenty-five feet 
long, six feet six inches wide, and two feet deep, and in all 
respects a good, substantial, safe sca-boat, capable of sus- 
taining, inside and outside, fifty persons, with life, lines at- 
tached to the gunwale at suitable distances. And every 
‘such vessel carrying. more than -fifty passengers shall also 
have a similar boat 'for:every additional fifty passengers, or, 

-instead thereof, for every such number, a good, substantial, 
safe, wooden life-boat, of suitable model, fitted with Jlife- 
lines, in manner aforesaid, and capable of sustaining, in- 
side and outside, that ‘number of persons: Provided, how- 
` „ever; That ferry and tow-boats shall be exempt from the 
obligation to carry the. life-boats ‘herein provided for; and 
othe inspectors are hereby authorized to grant a like dispen- 
“gation to steamers of light draught, navigating small or 
shallow rivers, and- also to allow any other steamers navi- 
gating rivers only to carry but one'life-boat, the same being 
of suitable. model and dimensions, and made -of metal: 
Provided, They ‘shall be fully satisfied that such steamers 
have other provisions for the preservation of life in case of 
fire, which are amply sufficient for that purpose. ` 

‘The next amendments were in the fifth section, ° 
in which the words, “except ferry-boats,’’ and 
the words “ or other equally suitable material, or 
in the place of such life-preservers, floats, if as 
well adapted to the purpose,” were proposed to 
be inserted,. and the word ‘‘ or,” before the word 
*copper,’’ stricken aut. f 

The amendments were concurred in, and the 
section, as amended, is as follows: 

Sec. 5, And be it further enacted, That every such 
vessel carrying passengers, except ferry -boats, shall also be 
provided with a good life-preserver, made of cork, double 
tin, copper, or other equally suitable material, or in the 
place of such life-preservers, floats, if as well adapted to 
the purpose, for each and every person on board, which 
life-preservers shall always be distributed and kept in read- 
iness in the berths and state-rooms for the benefit of passen- 
gers occupying the same, and also in the most conspicuous 
and suitable place for all others; and shall also keep after 
the rate of eight fire buckets and three axes for every hun- 
dred tons measurement of the vessel, which shaj) always 
be kept distributed in a suitable manner and in good order, 
ready to be used in case of fire. : 

The next amendment was to add the following 
asian additional section, which was concurred in: 

Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That every such 
vessel carrying passengers on the main or lower deck shall 
be provided with sufficient means convenient to such pas- 


sengers for their escape to the upper deck in case of fire or 
other accident endangering life. 

The next amendment was to strike out, in the 
seventh section, the words, “nor shall powder, 
‘oil of turpentine, or materials which ignite by 
‘t friction, be carried by any such vessels as freight; 
‘and when kept on board as stores, they must be 
‘placed in metallic vessels,” and ‘insert the fol- 
lowing: i 

_ Except in state-rooms or apartments where no burning 
light is allowed to be used; no loose hemp shall be carried 
on board any such vessel, nor shail bated hemp be carried 
on the deck or the guards theregg unlesathe bales are com- 
pactly pressed and well covered with bagging, or a similar 
fabric 3 hor shall gunpowder, oil of turpentine, or materials 
which ignite by friction, be carried on board any such ves- 
sel asfreight, except in cases of special license for that pur- 
pose, as hereinafter provided ; and all such articles kept on 
board as stores shall he secured in metallic véssels 5 and 
every person who shall knowingly violate any of the. pro- 
visions of this section, shall pay a penalty of $100 for each 
offense, to be recovered by action of debt in any court of 
competent jurisdiction. 3 A 


| gest some suitable amount and time. 
to fill the first blank with the words 


"Mr. BROOKE. I would snggesta slight amend- | 
ment to the: amendment, ‘by inserting after the 
word “oil,” the words “ or spirits,’? so as to-in+ 
clude spirits of turpentine as well‘as oil of turpen- 
fine gn TES ORE Se mio, 
‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed, 


to. y eee eee 
Mr: CLARKE... 1 move to amend the amend- 
ment ‘still further, by inserting-after the word | 
4: turpentine,” the words *¢ oil of vitriol.” - That 
is an-article which is carried in-carboys, on board 
steamers, and is really as combustibleas any. other’ 
varticle, and:as ‘dangerous an article of transporta- 
tion as can bè found. oa ot 
‘The amendment'to the amendment was agreed. 


to. "> ; ae ee 
. Mr. HALE. I wish to suggest that there are 
various. other kinds of fluid which are equally com- 
bustible as spirits of turpentine, such as. camphene 
and other burning fiuids, from which great inju- 
ries often occur. [think the whole family of them 
should be treated alike. © ` . 
‘Mr. DAVIS. I-quite agree to that. I know 
these articles are as.dangerous and explosive as 
gunpowder. In the original section these articles 
were inserted, and if any gentleman chooses toin- 
sert them ‘here, I have no objection., s 
Mr. HALE. ‘I ‘propose, then, to insert after 
the word ‘‘ turpentine,”’ the words ‘*camphene or 
other burning fluids.” 
Mr. SHIELDS. That will exclude whisky. 
Mr. HALE. . Some-of my friends think that 
will cutoff whisky; but I believe the words ‘‘burn- | 
ing fluid” are well-known in commerce, and have 
a significance of their own. à f 
* Mr. DAVIS. I would observe to the Senator 
from New Hampshire that some burning fluids 
are explosive,.and some are not. 
Mr. CHARLTON. I would suggest that the 
words used, be “other explosive burning fluids.” 
Mr. HALE. 1 know it is difficult to agree on 
such details; but- there is a great deal of contro- 
versy as to whether these burning fluids are or are 
notexplosive. - We know that they are sometimes 
said not to-be so, and the first demonstration which 
wehave that they are explosive, is made by an 
actual explosion, and as a consequence, a loss of 
life by them. in many cases is the result. ‘The 
‘term is well enough understood, I think. I think: 
it will be better to leave out the word ‘ explosive.” 
Mr. CHARLTON. I withdraw my’ sugges- 
tion. 3 
Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will consent to adopt the word *‘ ex- | 
losive.”” 4 
Mr. HALE. Very well; I agreé to it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendmentas amended was then concurred 
in, and the section, as amended, is as follows: 


Sec. 7. Andbe it further enacted, That no curtains made 
of cotton, or of any material alike combustible, shall be sus- 
pended in any such vessel carrying passengers, except in 
state-rooms or apartments where no fire or burning light is 
allowed to be used ; no loose hemp shall be carricd on board 
any such vessel; nor shall baled hemp be carried on the 
deck or guards thereof, unless the bales are compactly 
pressed and weli covered with bagging or a similar fabric ; 
nor shall gunpowder, oil or spirits of turpentine, oil of vit- 
riol, camphene, or other explosive burning fluid, or mate- 
rials which iggite by friction, be carried on board any such 
vessel as freight, except in cases of special Jicense for that 
purpose as hereinafter provided; and all such articles kept 
| On board as stores, shall be secured in metallic vessels ;.and 
every person who shall knowingly violate any of the pro- 
visions of this section, shall pay a penalty of $100 for each 
offense, to be recovered by action of debt in any court of 
competent jurisdiction. 


The next amendment was a: new section. 

| Mr. HALE. I moveto amend theamendment, 
by inserting, after the word “ oil,” the words, “or 
spirits;’’ and also after the word ‘* turpentine,” 
| the words, “ camphene, or other explosive burn- 
ing fluids.” This will make the section corre- 
spond with the last section, as just amended. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 

x 


The PRESIDING OFFICER.. There are two 
blanks in the amendment, which ought to be filled 
up before the question is taken upon it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not know what were the 
views of the Senator from Missouri, [Mr. Gey- 
ER,] but I wish that some gentleman would sug- 
I propose 
» ‘fone hun- 


to 


dred dollars.” 
Mr. HALE. That sum is not large enough. 


-cer of the customs and the rig ies 


the thirty-ninth line, and inserting 


I think it ought atleast to be one thousand. Sup- 


-pose that a captain of a steamboat violates the 


provisions of this act, so that the whole of a boat’s 
erew'and passengers are burnt up, as in, the case 
of the Griffith, opposite Cleveland last year, what 
a paltry consideration is a hundred dollars! I 
think it ought. to be at least one thousand, and 
with the words, ‘not exceeding,”’ the penalty can 
be modified at the discretion of a court. I move 
to fill up the first blank with the ‘words, ‘ one 
thousand.dollars.”’ y 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. DAVIS... F move. to fill the second blank 


| by inserting the word, “ eighteen.” 


“The motion -wag agreed to. os 

The question then recurred on concurring in the 
adoption of the new section, as thus amended, and 
it was coneurred:in, . 

The section, as amended, is as follows: 

Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That hereafter all 
gunpowder, oil or spirits of turpentine, camphene, or other 
explosive burning fluid, and materialswhich ignite by 
friction, when packed or put up for shipment or sale, shall 
be securely packed or put up separately from each other 
and from all other articles, and the package, box, cask, or 
vessel containing the same, sliall be distinetty marked on 
the outside with the name or description of: the articles 
contained therein; and. every person who shali pack or 
put.up, or cause to be packed or, put up for sale or ship- 
ment, any gunpowder, oil or spirits of turpentine, cam- 
phene, ‘or other explosive “burning fluid, or materials 
which ignite by friction, otherwise than as aforesaid, or 
shal) deliver to any person any package, box, cask, or ves- 
sel containing either of the articles aforesaid, not marked 
as aforesaid, or shall ship or offer to ship the same on board 
of any steam-vessel carrying. passengers, shall be’ deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and punishéd by a fine not ex- 
ceeding $1,000, or. imprisonment niot exceeding *eighteen 
mouths, or both.. k 


The ninth section was amended by. inserting 
in the:sixth line, after the word ** collector,” the 
words ** or other chief officer;”’. by inserting after 
the word“ customs,” in the sixth line, the words 
‘together. with the supervising inspector for the 
district; by striking out the word ‘* alone,” in 
the tenth line, and inserting ‘¢ or other chief offi- 
inspector . 
for the district;’’ by inserting the word “in” be- 
tween “Burlington” and “Vermont,” in the 
eighteenth line; by striking out ‘* President,” in - 

instead ‘* Sec- 


retary of the Treasury.” Ae 

Mr“DAVIS further moved to amend the fiftieth 
Jine by. striking out all the words in it after “¢ for.” 
When the bill was under considerationin Commit- 


tee of the Whole, the words ‘hot exceeding” had 


been stricken out, and the word ‘* deck? had been 
interpolated béfore ‘‘ passengers,” and following 
the word “ passengers” the-words. ‘‘ and (blank) 
cabin passengers;’’ the amendment to the amend- 
ment proposed to strike out all but the word ‘ pas- 
sengers,’’ and it was agreed to. 

The first clause'of the section, as amended, 
therefore reads as follows: 


. Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That instead of the 

existing provisions of law. for the inspection of. steamers 
and their equipment, and instead of the present system of 
pilotage and the present mode of employing engineers, the 
following regulations shall be observed, to wit: The col- 
lector or other chief officer of the customs, together with 

the supervising inspector for the district, and the president 
of the Chamber of Commerce, if there be one, otherwise 
the president of the Board of Trade, if there be one, other- 

wise the collector or other chief officer ‘of the customs and 
the supervising inspector for the district in each of the fol- 
lowing collection districts—namely, New Orleans and St. 

Louis, on the Mississippi fiver ; Louisville, Cincinnati, 
Wheeling, and Pittsburg, on the Ohio river; Buffalo and 
Cleveland, on Lake Erie ; Detroit, on Detroit river; Nash- 
ville, upon the Cumberland river ;-Chicago,’on Lake Mich- 
igan; Oswego, on Lake Ontario ; Burlington, in Vermont ; 
and Mobile, in Alabama—shall designate two inspectors of 
good character and suitable qualifications -to perform the 


- services required of them by this act within their respective 


districts; one of whom, from his practical knowledge of 
ship-building, and the uses of steam in navigation, shall be 
fully competent to make a reliable estimate of the strength, 
sea-worthiness, and other qualities of the hulls of steamers 
and their equipment, deemed essential to safety of life and 
property, when.such vessels are employed in navigation, 
to be called the Inspector of Hulls; the other of whom from 
his knowledge and experience of the duties of an engineer 
employed in navigating vessels by steam, and also in the 
construction and use of boilers, and the machinery and ap- 
purtenances therewith connected, shall be able to form.a re 

liable opinion of the quality of the material, the Strength, 
form, workmanship, and suitableness- of such boilers’ and 
machinery to be employed in navigation without hazard to 
life or-property, from imperfeetions in the material, work- 
manship, or arrangement of any part of such apparatus for 
steaming, to be calied the Inspector of Boilers; and these 


|| two persons thus designated, if approved by ‘the Secretary 


of the Treasury; shall be, from the time of such designation, 
inspectors, cmpowered and required to perform the duties 
herein specified, to wit: 

First. Upon application in writing by the master or own- 
er, they shall, once in every six monthe at least, carefully 
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inspect the hull of each steamer belonging to their respect- ` 


ive districts aud employed in navigation, and shall satisfy 
themselves that each vessel so submitted to their inspection 
is of a structure suitable for the service in which she is to 
be employed, has suitable accommodations for passengers, 
and is in a condition to warrant the belief that she may be 
used in navigation as a steamer, with safety to life and 
property, and that all the requirements of Jaw in regard to 
fires, boats, pumps, hose, life. preservers, and other things, 
are faithfully complied with; and if they deem itexpedient, 
they may direct the. vessel to be put in motion, and may 
adopt any other suitable means to test her sufficiency and 
that of her equipment. i 

The first proposed amendment in the second 
clause of the ninth section was, to insert the words 
af not exceeding two hundred pounds to the square 
inch,” after the word ‘ which,” in the third line, 
indicating the limit of pressure which may be pre- 
scribed by the owner or master of a vessel. 

The amendment was concurred in. ` 

The next amendment was to insert the words: 

That the openings for the passage of water and steam, 
respectively, and all pipes and tubes exposed to heat are 
of proper dimensions and free from obstruction ; that the 
Spaces between the flues are sufficient, and that the fire 
Hne of the furnace is below the prescribed water line of the 
boilers. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was, to insert the words 
“© sufficient in number,” applying to safety-valves, 
and the words— 


Ali but one of which may, if necessary, in the opinion of 
the inspectors, to secure safety, be taken wholly trom the 
control of all persons engaged in navigating the vessel. 


And the words— 


Also a water-gauge and a steam-gauge, of approved 
construction, indicating the height of the water and the 
pressure of the steam; that upon the. upper outside flue of 
each outside high-pressure boiler used upon rivers, there is 
placed, in a satisfactory manner, alloyed metals, fusible by 
the heat of the boiler when raised to the highest working- 
pressure allowed, and thereby letting steam escape. 

Mr. DAVIS. To carry out the object of this 
clause, I wish to strike out the words just read, 
after the word ‘allowed,’’ and insert the follow- 
ing: 

Aud in or upon the top of the flues of all other boilers 
in a steamer, such alloyed metals be placed as aforesaid, 
fusing at ten pounds greater pressure, thereby in cach case 
letting steam escape. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. FELCH. I wish to understand from the 
chairman of the committee, what is intended by 
the expression in this clause, ‘* used upon rivers ?”’ 
I wish to know, whether the same thing is appli- 
cable to other waters? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is not the design to make it 
applicable to other waters. 

Mr. FELCH. Would it not be better to strike 
out the words “ used upon rivers,” so as to make 
it applicable to all waters? Both high and ‘low- 
pressure boilers are used upon the lakes, and it is 
a fact, whatever may be the cause, that most of 
the accidents have happened upon boats having 
high-pressure boilers. Whatever measures may 


secure safety upon rivers, I think ought to be em- | 
ployed upon the lakes also. I suggest, therefore, | 


to strike out the words ‘“ used upon rivers.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to; and then the amendment as amended was | 


concurred in. i 

The next amendment was to strike out the 
words atthe end of the second clause, as follows: 
“Tf a deficiency happens it will be through the 
fault of the officers;’’ and insert the words, ‘‘so 
that in high-pressure boilers it shall not be less 
than four inches above the flue.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to offer the following as 
a proviso at the end of the clause: 

Provided, however, If in any steamers hereafter built and 
supplied with new boilers and machinery, or in cases of 
machinery hereafter made, if the alloy fuses on the outer 
boilers at a pressure of ten pounds exceeding the working 
pressure allowed, and at twenty pounds above said pres- 
sure on the inner boilers, it shall be a sufficient compliance 
with this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The second clause, as amended, is as follows: 

Second. They shail also, once in. every six months, in- 
spect the boilers of such steamers, subjecting them to a 
hydrostatic pressure, the limit to which not exceeding two 
hundred pounds to the square inch, may be prescribed by 
the owner or the master, and. shall satisfy themselves, by 
examination and experimental trials, that the boilers are 


well made, in an approved form, of good and suitable ma- ; 
terials; that the openings for the passage of water and | 
steam, respectively, and all pipes and tubes exposed to heat | 


are of proper dimensions amd free from obstruction ; that 
the spaces betiveen the flues are sufficient, and that the 


| for not exceeding 


fire-line of the surface is below the prescribed water-line 
of the boilers; and that such boilers, and the machinery, 
and the appurtenances, may be safely employed in the ser- 
vice proposed in the written application, without peril to 
life or property. And shall also satisfy themselves that the 
safety-valves are of suitable dimensions, sufficient in num- 
ber, well arranged, and in. good working order, all but one 
of which may, if necessary, in the opinion of the inspect- 


. ors, to secure safety, be taken wholly from the contro} of 


all persons engaged in navigating the vessel; that there is 
a suitable number of gauge-cocks inserted:in the most ap- 
proved manner; also, a water-gauge and.a steam-gauge of 
approved construction, indicating the height of the. water 
and the pressure of the steam ; that upon the upper or out- 


side flue of each outside high-pressure boiler, there is 


placed, in a satisfactory manner, alloyed metals, fusible by 
the heat of the boiler when raised to the highest working 
pressure allowed, and in or upon the top of the flues of ail 
other boilers in a steamer, such alloyed metals be placed 
as aforesaid, fusing at ten pounds greater pressure, thereby 
in each case letting steam escape ; and that adequate and- 
certain provision is made for an ample supply of water to 
feed the boilers at all times, whether the vessel is in mo- 
tion or not, so that in high-pressure boilers it shall not be 
less than four inches above the flue: Provided, however, 
If in any steamers hereafter builtand supplied with new 
boilers and machinery, or in cases of machinery hereafter 
made, if the alloy fuses on the outer boilers at a pressure 
of ten pounds exceeding the working pressure allowed, 
and at twenty pounds above said pressure on the inner 
boilers, it shall be-a sufficient compliance with this act. 


The next amendment was in the third clause of 
the ninth section, and was to strike out the words: 

Third. That in subjecting to the hydrostatic test afore- 
said, boilers called and usually known under the designa- 
tion of high-pressure boilers, the inspectors shal} assume 
one hundred pounds to the square inch as the maximum 
pressure allowable as a working power for a. new boiler, 
made of the best materials and in the best manner, of plates 
at least one fourth of an inch thick, and shall rate the 
working power of all high-pressure boilers according to 
their strength, compared with this standard; and in sub- 


i| jecting to the test aforesaid that class of boilers usually desig- 


nated and known as low-pressure boilers, the said inspect- 
ors shall assume fifty pounds to the square inch as the max- 
imum working power of a new boiler, made of the best of 
materiais and in the best manner, and shall rate all low- 
pressure boilers according to their strength, compared with 
this standard: Provided, however, That no boiler of any 
description shall be rated over one third of the test applied 
as aforesaid; nor shall any— , ` 


And insert: 

Third. That in subjecting to the hydrostatic test aforesaid, 
boilers called and usually known under the designation of 
high-pressure boilers, the inspectors shall assume one hun- 
dred and ten pounds to the square inch as the maximun 
pressure allowable as a working power for a new boiler 
forty-two inches in diameter, made of inspected iron plates 
at least one fourth of an inch thick,in the best manner, 
and of the quality herein required, and shall rate the work- 
ing power of all high-pressure boilers, whether of greater 
or less diameter, old or new, according to their strength 
compared with this standard; and in subjecting to the test 
aforesaid that class of boilers usually. designated and 
known as low-pressure boilers, the said inspectors. shall 
assume fifty pounds pressure to the square inch as the 
maximum working power upon a new boiler of medium 
size, made of the material and in the manner aforesaid, and 
shal] rate all low pressure boilers, whether greater or less, 
old or new, according to their strength compared with this 
standard: Provided, That no such boilers of either descrip- 
tion hereafter made shall be rated over the said standard 
prescribed, and in all cases the ,working power allowed 
shall be to the test applied as one hundred and ten to two 
hundred: And provided further, The same rule shall be 
observed in regard to boilers previously made, unless the 
proportion between any such boilers and the cylinder or 
some other cause renders it manifest that its application 
would be unjust, in which cases the inspectors may depart 
from it, if it can be done with safety. 

The amendment was concurred in. i 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the residue of 
the clause by inserting the word ‘shall’ after 
the word “ circumstances.”’ Re ty 

The amendment was agreed to, and the con- 
cluding portion of the third clause of the ninth 
section, as thus amended, was as follows: 


And no valve, under any circumstances, shall be loaded 
or so managed, in any way, as to subject the boiler toa 


| greater pressure than the amount allowed by the inspect- 


ors; nor shali any boiler or pipe be approved which is 
made of bad material, or is unsafe from-its form, or danger- 
ous from defective workmanship, age, use, or any other 
cause, 


‘The next amendment was to strike out from the 
fourth clause of the same section the following: 


That she was. built in the year ; that she is, in 
all respects, sea-wortby, having suitable accommodations 
passengers, of all classes, and sat- 
isfactory means of escape from the main to the upper deck, 
in case of fire, or other accident endangering life; that her 
boilers were made in the year ———, (if of iron) of good 
wrought iron, equal to the best quality of charcoal iron, not 
Jess than one fourth of an inch thick; that we have sub- 
jected them to a test pressure of pounds to the square 
ineh, as provided for by law: that we allow, as the maxi- 
mum working power, in no case to be exceeded - 
pounds to the square inch, which neither exceeds one third 
of the test pressure aforesaid, nor the pressure allowed to a 
standard boiler; that we have adjusted and arranged the 
weights regulating the valves, as follows, to wit: 
; that the number and arrangement of the gauge-cocks 
is satisfactory ; that the provisions for supplying the boil- 


` 


ers with water ate: ample and certain, if not neglected’; 
that the machinery is in good working order © u o Wi. 
And insert: : eons 
That she was built in the year ——, 
staunch, seaworthy, and in. good. condition for navigation, 
having suitable means of escape in -case-of accident fram 


the main to the upper deck ; that she is provided with—(here 
insert the numberof state-rooms, the number ð 


passengers, the number of -berths for deck or other classes 
of passengers, the number of.passengers of each class for 
whom she has suitable accommodations, and the numberof 
each whom sheis permitted to carry ; also, the number, form, 


dimensions, and material of which each boileris.made,-and ` 


when made—if made after this acttakes effect, and of iron, 
whether they are such in all-respects asthe act ‘requires, 


whether each boiler has been tried by:-hydrostatic test,.the ` 


amount of pressure to the square inch in pounds applied to 


-it, whether the amount allowed as the maximum. working 
_ power was determined by the rule prescribed by this act, 


if not, the reason for a departure from it; also, the number. 
of safety-valves required, their capacity, the load prescribed 
for each valve, how many are left in the control of the per- 
sons navigating the vessel, how. many, if any, are .with- 
drawn, and the manner of securing them against interfer- 


ence; also, the number and dimensions of supply-pipes, . 


and whether they and the other means provided are sufi- 
cient at all times and under all circumstances, when in good 
order, to keep the water up four inches at. least above the 
top of the flue; also, the number. and dimensions of the 
steam -pipes, the number and kind of engines; the dimen- 
sions.of their cylinders; the number and capacity of the 
forcing-pumps, and how worked ; the number and:kind of 
gauge-cocks, water and steam-galiges, where. sitate, and 
how secured; the equipments for the extinguishment of 
fires, including hose, fire-buckets, and axes, the provisions 
for saving life in case of accident, including boats, life-pre- 
servers, and substitutes therefor, where kept, and -all.other. 
provisions made on-board for the security of the lives -of 
passengers.) . Aud we further certify. 


Mr. DAVIS. There are one or two other . 


slight amendments that are rendered necessary in 
consequence of some amendments which. were 
adopted the other day. The first is, to insert in 
the one hundredth and ninetieth line, after ‘the 


word ** made,” the words, ‘* the thickness of the © 


metal.” : To 
The amendment to. the amendment was agreed 


0. 
Mr. DAVIS. I further move to.amend the 
amendment by-inserting the word ‘under, ” at 
the end of the two hundred and fourth line. This 
is a mere clerical error. ; ' 
The amendment to the amendment was. agreed 
to. j 


t 


amendment as thus amended, and it was concurred 
an. > ve 

The next amendment was, to insert after the 
word “ pumps,” in line two hundred and eighteen, 
the words, “and other means to keep the water 
up to the point aforesaid? «> a 

The amendment was concurred in, and the 
fourth’ clause of the ninth section, as amended, 
stood as follows: 

Fourth. That when the inspection in detail is completed, 
and the inspectors approve of the vessel and her equipment 
throughout, they shall make and subscribe a certificate to 
the collector of the district, substantially as follows: 

State of , District of : < à 

Application having been made in writing by 


tothe 


subscribers, inspectors for said district,:to examine the . 


steamer ——, of , whereof ——-are owners, and -—~ is 
master, we having performed that service, now, on this === 
day of ——, A. D.— , do certify that she was builtin the: 
year -——, is in.all respects staunch, seaworthy, and in good 
condition for navigation, baving suitable means-of escape, 
in case of accident, from the main tothe upper daek ; that 
she is provided with—(here insert the number of state- 
rooms, the number of berths therein, the number of other 
permanent berths for cabin passengers, the number of berths 
for deck or other classes of passengers, the number of pas- 
sengers of each class for whom she has suitable accommo- 
dations, and the number of each of whom sheis permitted 
to carry ; also, the number, form, dimensions, and material 
of which each boiler is made, the thickness of the metal, 
and when made—if made after this act takes effect, and of 
iron, whether they are such in all respects as the act requires, 
whether each boiler has been tried by hydrostatic test, the 
amount of pressure to the-squareinch in pounds applied to 
it, whether the amount allowed as the maximum working 
power was determined by the rule prescribed. by this act, 
if not, the reason for a departure from it; also, the number 
of safety- valves required, their capacity, theload prescribed 
for each valve, how many are left in the controi of the 
persons navigating the vessel, how many, if any, are 
withdrawn, and the manner of securing them against m- 
terference; also, the number and dimensions of supply 
pipes, and whether they and the other means ‘provided are 
sufficient at all times, and under all circumstances, when in 
good order, to keep the water up four inches at least above 
the top of the flue; also, the number and dimensions ofthe 
steam-pipes, the number and kind of engines; the.di 3 
sions of their cylinders; the number. and capacity’of the 
forcing pumps, and how worked ; the number and-kind of 
gauge-cocks, water and steam-gauges, where sitnate and 
how secured; the equipments for the extinguishment of 
fires, including hose, fire-backets, and axes ; the provisions 
for saving life in case of accident, including boats, life- 
preservers, and substitutes therefor, where kept, and all 


is'in-all respects ` 


t berths: : 
‘therein, the number. of other permanent ‘hérths: for seabin 


The question then recurred on concurring. in the. 
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-other:provisions-miade-on board for the sécurity- of the lives 
‘of passengers.) And we further certify, that the equip- 
ment of thé vessel throughout, including pipes, pumps, and - 

#- other-méans to Keep the water up to the point: aforesaid, 
‘Hose, boats, life-preservers, and other things, is in- conform- 
ity to ‘the’ provisions. of law; and. that.we declare it to. be 
our berate: conviction, founded, upon.-the inspection 
which.we have made, that the vessel. may. be employed as 
a. stéamer upon the waters named in-the application, with- 
out peril to life:or: property from any tinpertection of: form, 

- materials, workmanship; or arrangement. of- the «several | 

parts; or from age or-use; And we further certify, that said 
a to run within the ‘following limits to-wit: from 
SS to and back, touching at intermediate places, 
“and: which certificate shall be verified by the oaths of the 
inspectors signing: it: before a person competent: by Jaw ‘to: 
administer oaths. And in case the said inspectors do not 
grant a certificate of approval, they, shall state: in writing,: 
and sign the same, their reasons-for theif disapproval... © 


The fifth, clause of the’ section was amended, 
by striking out the following: f 
“ The said inspectors shall keep a regular record of cer- 
, tiffeates, whether of approval or disapproval, and when’ 
recorded ; the originals shall be delivered.to the collector, 
‘and they shall keep a like record of all appointments made- 
under this act, and all revocations of appointments, and 
shall communicate to the collector all such appointments 
and removals” = F TE ee 

And inserting the following instead: 

Upon: the application of the master or owner of any’ 
steamer employed only in ‘the navigation: of rivers, for @ 
license to carry gunpowder, oil or spirits of turpentine, oil 
of vitriol, camphene, or other explosive burning fluids, and 
materials which ignite by friction, or either of them, the 
inspectors shail examine such vessel, and ifthey find thatshe 
is provided with chests or safes, composed of metal, or en- 
tirely lined therewith, or one or more apartments thorough- 
ly lined with metal, at a secure distance from any fire, they 
may grant a certificate to that effect, and authorizing such 
vessel to carry as freight any of the articles aforesaid, hose 
of each description to be secured in ‘such chest, safe, or 
apartment containing no other article, aud carried at a dis- 
tance from any fire to be specified in the certificate : Pro- 
vided, That any such certificate may be revoked, or an- 
nulled at any time by the inspectors, upon proof that either 
of the said articles have been carried on board said vessel, 
ata place or in a mannernot authorized by such certificate, 

` or that any of the provisions of this actin relation thereto 
have been violated. The sajd inspectors shall keep a regular 
record of certificates of inspections of vessels, their boilers, 
engines and machinery, whether of approval.or disapproval, 
and when recorded, the original shall be delivered to the col- 
lector of the district; they shall keep a like record-of cer- 
tificates authorizing gunpowder, oil or spirits of turpen- 
tine, oil of vitriol, camphene, or other explosive burning 
fluids, and materials which ignite by friction, or either of 
them to be carried as freight, aud when recorded deliver the 
originals to said enilector; they shall keep a like record of 
all licenses to pilot and engineers, and all revocations 
thereof, and shall from time to time report in writing their 
decisions on all applications for such licenses, or proceed- 
ings for the revocation thereof. 


The amendment to the sixth clause of the sec- 
tion, by inserting “except ferry-boats,” after 
*¢ steamer,” was concurred in. 

“The clause, as amended, reads as follows: 

Sixth. The inspectors shall appoint and classify all en- 


gineers and pilots, and determine how many are necessary 
for each steamer, except ferry-boats, and of what classes. 


The following proviso, to be added at the end of 
the eighth clause, was concurred in: 


Provided, however, If in cases of refusal to license engi- 
neers or pilots, and in cases of removal by the local board of 
inspectors, any engineer or pilot deeming himself wronged 
by such refusal, or such removal, may, on application with- 
in thirty days to a supervising inspector, have his case ex- 
amined anew by such. supervising inspector, upon pro- 
ducing a certified copy of the reasons assigned by the local 
board for their doings in the premises ; and such supervising 
inspector may, if he sces good reasons therefor, overrule the 
decision of such local board of inspectors; and like pro- 
ceedings upon the same conditions may be had by the 
master Or owner of any vessel, for which the said local 

. board refuses, upon inspection, to give a certificate of ap- 
proval.”? 


The amendment proposed by the Committee of 
the Whole to the ninth clause, being the substitu- 
tion of a new one for the clause as it originally 
stood, having been read, 

Mr. DAVIS said: [ am opposed to that amend- 
ment, and before the ninth clause is stricken out 
by the Senate, I propose to amend it slightly, by 
striking out all after the word ‘ until,’ and insert- 
ing “ licenses can he obtained,” 

The motion was agreed to, and the clause re- 
ported by the committee was rejected. 

The clause, as amended, is as follows: 


Ninth. It shail be unlawful for any person to employ, 
or any person to serve as‘engineer or pilot, who is not Hi- 
censed ‘by the inspectors; and any one so offending shali 
forfeit $100 for each offense: Provided, however, That if a 
vessel leaves her port with a complement of engineers and 
pilots, and on her voyage is deprived of their services, or 
the services of any of them, without the consent, fault, or 
collusion of the master, owner, or any one interested in the 
vessel, the deficiency may be temporarily supplied until li- 
eenses can be obtained. 


‘tion to that, 


; Mr. BRIGHT. I wish to amend line 349, by 


striking out the words'** arriving and departing,” 
and inserting “on their arrival.” . - A 


o Mr, DAVIS. -May I inquire the reason for 
offering.that amendment? : ee 


"Mr. BRIGHT. The reason is; that the section 


now requires that-all. steamers should be examined 


oñ “arriving. and departing.” My object is to. 


haye- them at-once examined on arrival, by the 


officer to. whom this business is intrusted, for this. 
| reason: The masters of vessels might be greatly 


prejudiced byan examination after their boats are 
freighted and about“to proceed on their. trips. 


‘There are instances -of -port officers.-having re- 
quired vessels to unload; preparatory to an exam- 


ination, on the ground that they were not sea- 


worthy; whereas, if they had made the examina-. 


tion on the arrival in port of the vessel, all this 
Tabor and expense would: have been saved. 

Mr. DAVIS. . The only objection. have to the 
proposed amendment, is that it seems to me that 
it limits the authority to visit a vessel except upon 
her arrival. Now, there may be a-necessity for 
visiting a vessel at other times than merely on her 
arrival. . My object is not. that the inspectors 
should be: limited to the visiting of a vessel only 
on her arrival or departure, but that. they should 
have power to make these visits at such times as 
they may think-necessary. Jt does not call upon 
these -officers to visit vessels when they arrive or 
depart, but to visit and examine steamers arriving 
and departing. ae 

Mr. BRIGHT. But an officer may abuse his 
authority, and cause a captain of a vessel to un- 
load ‘even- when he has got all his cargo aboard. 

Mr. DAVIS. If an inspector should abuse his 
power, then he ought to be removed from office. 
f think the clause is better as it is. It leaves the 
‘matter to the convenience and discretion of the in- 
spector to make his visit when he. has time to do 
so.. I do not-want to limit the time, as proposed; 
and I think no gentleman here would more regret 
to make a provision that might.be prejudicial to 
the interests of any party than I would. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have no doubt that if a party 
should violate his authority, it would bea: good 
cause of removal; but that would be no satisfac- 
tion to a master or owner of a vessel after the in- 
jury was done. My attention has been called to 


the matter, and I wish to make the alteration be- | 


cause of an instance of a most arbitrary exercise 
of power on the part of an officer. It occurred to 
me, therefore, that it would be better that officers 
should exercise this power on the arrival of ves- 
sels, and if the Senator from Massachusetts will 
reflect a moment, I think he will concur. with me 
in the opinion, that the limitation is not an un- 
necessary one. š 

Mr. DAVIS. Suppose the Senator should pro- 
pose to insert, after the word ‘ examine,” the 
word *‘seasonably.”’ ` I think that would obviate 
the difficulty. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Very well; I have no objec- 

Mr. CHASE. Iam inclined to think that will 
scarcely reach the object aimed at by the Senator 
from Indiana. His object is to guard against the 
arbitrary action of the inspectors in examining 
boats, from time to tithe, as they may see fit, and 
to limit them to an examination at the time of the 
arrival of the vessel. If they are required to ex- 
amine them seasonably, it will be taken to require 
an examination more than once. Whereas, as I 
understand the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 


Davis,] he wishes that the inspectors may use | 


their discretion as to the time of making the ex- 
amination of the vessel. It strikes me, it would 
be as well to insert after the word *‘ arriving,” 


the words ‘‘as often as may be necessary.” That. 


would meet the wishes of the Senator from Indi- 
ana, without departing from the general object of 
the bill. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I am satisfied with the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Massachusetts. I 
think it will obviate the: difficulty existing in my 
mind.: The officers will then have power.to ex- 
amine a vessel at any time after its arrival. My 
object is simply to have the examination made 
before she is freighted for a second trip. I am 
therefore willing to accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. E 

Mr. CHASE. I have no disposition to press 
any modification if, upon reflection, the Senator 
from Indiana thinks that modification will meet 
his object. But I ask him to reflect whether it 


will, if-the word “¢seasonably’? be inserted, and 
the words “ arriving and. departing’? be retained, 


‘TE suggest that the Inspectors may conceive that it 


is necessary for.them to-examine the vessel when 


‘itarrives and. when it departs, thus making two 
“examinations. - That is:not the object which the 


bill ‘seeks to accomplish; yet I ‘apprehend that 
would be the construction placed-upon it. -How- 
ever, as the Senators from Massachusetts and In- 
diana are satisfied, I acquiésce. i 
"The amendment-to the. amendment, by insert- 
ing the word <‘ seasonably,”” was agreed to. 


~ The tenth clause of the ninth section, asamended, 
‘ig as follows: 


- Tenth, In addition to the semi-annual inspection, it 


“shall be the duty of the said board to examine seasonably 


steamers arriving and departing, so often as to enable them 
to detect any neglect to comply with, the requirements of 
law, and also any defects or imperfections becoming pppa- 
rent after, the inspection aforesaid, and tending to render 
the nayigation of the vessel unsafe, which service may be 
performed by one of the board; and if he shall discover an 
omission to comply with the law, or that repairs have be- 
come necessary to make the vessel safe, he shall at once 
notify the master, stating in the notice what is required ; and 
if the master deems the requirement unreasonable or unne- 
cessary, he: may take; the opinion of the board thereon, 
which shall be final; and if he shall refuse or neglect to 
comply with their requirement, and shall, contrary thereto, 
employ the vessel by nayigating her, she shall be liable to 
the same penalties.as.ifshe had been run without a license; 
and all inspections and orders shall be promptly made by the 
inapectors; and where it can be safely done in their judg- 
ment, they shall permit repairs to be made when those in- 
terested can most conveniently do it; and no inspectors of 
one district.shall modify or annul the doings of the inspect- 
ors of ‘another district, iñ regard to repairs, unless-there is 
a change in the state. of things demanding more repairs than 
were thought necessary when the‘ order was made ; nor 
shall the inspectors of one district appoint a person coming 
from another, if such person has been rejected for unfitness 
or wart of qualifications. ` ° . A 


The amendment reported. by the Committee of 
the Whole, to strike out of the 397th and 398th 
lines the word ‘collector, and insert, ‘ 


Chief officer of the customs, and the’ said chief officer 
of the customs shall pay out of the revenues herein provid- 
ed, such sums to any witness so summoned under the pro- 
visions of this act, for his actual travel and attendance, as 
shall be officially certified by an ifspector hearing the case, 
upon the back of the summons, not exceeding.the rates al- 
lowed to a witness: for-travel..and attendance in a magis- 
trate’s court, in the State wherein.the examination is had— 
was agreed ton ee 

Mr. BRIGHT. . I move.to amend the amend- 
ment just adopted, by striking out the. words, 
‘* magistrate’s court,” and inserting, ‘‘ the circuit 
or district court of the United: States.” The 
amendment will merely have the effect of giving 
witnesses summoned before the board, the same 
wages as they would receive if summoned before 
the circuit and district courts. In some of the 
magistrates’ courts, witnesses are only paid twen- 
ty-fhive cents per diem. Noh gale e 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The clause, as amended, is as follows: 

Twelfth. The said board of inspectors shall have power 
to summon before them witnesses, and to examine them 
under oath, touthing the performance of their. duties, by 
engineers. and: pilots; and if it shall appear satisfactorily 
that any engineer or pilot is incompetent, or that life or 
property has been placed in peril by reason of such incom- 
petency, or by negligence or misconduct on the part of any 
such person, the board shall immediately suspend him and 
report their doings to the chief officer of the. customs, and 
the said chief officer of the customs ‘shall pay: out of the 
revenues herein provided such sums to any witness so sum- 
moned under the provisions of this act, for his actual travel 
and-attendance, as shail be officially certified by any inspect- 
or hearing the case, upon the back of the suminons, not ex- 
‘ceeding the rates allowed to a witness for travel and attend- 


ance in the circuit or district court of the United States in 
the State wherein the examination is had. 


The thirteenth clause, as amended, was con- 
curred in, as follows: | | i 


Thirteenth. That the said board shall report promptly 
all their doings to the`chief officer of the customs, as well 
as all omissions òr refusals to comply with the provisions 
of law on the part of any owner or master of a vessel pro- 
pelled'in whole or in part by steam. 


. Mr. DAVIS. I am requested to makean amend- 
ment in the fourteenth division of the ninth section, 
relating to the duties of engineers and pilots. It 
is to insert and all mates,’ after the word 
“pilots.” 

The amendment was agreed to, and the section 
as amended, was concurred in, as follows: 

_ Fourteenth. That it shall at all times be the duty of all en- 
gineers, pilots, and mates appointed under this act, to assist 
the inspectors in the examination of the.vessels to which 
any such engineer or pilot or mate belongs, and. to point out 
all defects and imperfections in the hull or apparatus for 
Steaming, and also to maké known to them; at the earliest 
opportunity, all accidents oecasioning. serious injtiry to the 
vessel or her equipment, whereby life or property may be 
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in danger, and in default thereof any such engineer or pilot i 
or mate shall be dismissed from the service. 


The following amendments were made as in | 
Committee of the Whole, to the tenth section, | 
which enumerates the districts for which -inspect- 
ors are to be appointed—to strike out ‘* New 
Haven, in Connecticut, Newport, in’ Rhode 
Island,” and insert “New London, in Connecti- 
cut,” and to insert ‘‘and the uses of steam in nav- 
igation.” ‘ 

The amendments were concurred in, and the 

_ Section, as amended, read as follows: 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, Thatin each of the 
districts of Savannah, in Georgia, Charleston, in South Car- 
olina, Norfolk, in Virginia, Baltimore, in Maryland, Phila- 
delphia, in Pennsylvania, New York, in New York, New 
London, in Connecticut, Boston, in Massachusetts, Port- 
land, in Maine, and San Francisco, in California, there shall 
be two inspectors one possessing the requisite qualifica- 
tions, as herein provided, in ship-building and the uses of 
steam in navigating, the other in engineering, and in the 
construction and qualities of the apparatus for steaming, 
who shall exercise all the powers herein conferred, except 
that of appointing pilots for said districts. 


The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, was to insert in the eleventh section the 
words, ‘the amount of passage money and,” so 
as to make the section read: ; 


Sec. Il. And. be it further enacted, That it shall not 
be Jawful to take on board of any steamer a greater number 
of passengers than is certified by the inspectors in the cer- 
tificate; and the master and owners, or either of them, 
shall be liable, to any person suing for the same, to forfeit 
the amount of passage money and ten dollars for each pas- 
senger beyond the number allowed. 


The next amendment, made as in Committee of | 
the Whole, was to add the following to the same | 
section: | 

And, moreover, in all cases of an express or implied 
undertaking to transport passengers, or to supply them with 
food and lodging, from place to place, and suitable provis- 
jon is not made of a full and adequate supply of good and | 
wholesome food and water, and of suitable lodgings for all | 
such passengers, or where barges impeding the progress are 
taken in tow, without previous and seasonable notice to 
such passengers, in all such cases the owners and the vessel 
shall be liable to refund all the money paid for the passage, | 
and to pay, also, all the damage sustained by such default or | 
delay: Provided, however, ‘That if in any such case a bond 
is given to the marshal for the benefit of the plaintiff, to se- | 
cure the satisfaction of such judgment as he may recover, 
the vessel shall be released. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move to amend the amend- | 
ment, by inserting after the word “ barges” the | 
words, * or other craft.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ialso move to insert after the 
word ‘*tow”’ the words ‘*for a distance of five 
hundred miles, or over.” 

The amendment to the amendment, was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was concur- 
red in. . 

The following amendments, made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, were concurred in: 

To make the twelfth section read as follows, the 
amendments being in italics: 

That if the master of a steamer, or any other person, 
whether acting under orders or not, shall intentionally load 
or obstruct, or cause to be loaded or obstructed, in any way 
or manner, the safety-valve or valves of a boiler, or shall 
employ any other means or device whereby the boiter shall 
be subjected to a greater pressure than the amount allowed 
by the certificate of the inspectors, or shall be exposed to a 
greater pressure, or shall intentionally derange or hinder | 
the operation of any machinery or device employed to denote 
the state of the wuter or steam in any boiler, or to give | 
warning of approaching danger, it shall, in any such i 
case, be a misdemeanor, and any and every person con- | 
cerned therein, directly or indirectly, shall forfeit $200, and 
may, at the discretion of the court, be, in addition thereto, | 
imprisoned not exceeding eighteen mouths, i 

The thirteenth section was made to read as fol- | 
lows, the amendments being in italics: 

That if at any time there bea deficiency of water in a į 
boiler, by suffering it to fall below three inches above the 
flue as prescribed in this act, unless the same happens 
through inevitable accident, the master, if it be by his order, 
assent, or connivance, and also the engineer, or other person, | 
whose duty itis to keep up the supply, shall be guilty ofan į 
offense for which they shall severally be fined $100 each ; ; 
and if an explosion or collapse happens in consequence of 
such deficiency, they, or any of them, may be further pun- i 
ished by imprisonment, for a period of not less than six ; 
nor more than eighteen months. 

The sixteenth section of the bill was made to 
read as follows, the amendment being in italics: 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty ofsuch inspectors to ascertain the quality of the ma- | 
terial of which boiler plates are made, and to satisfy them- 
selves, by any suitable means, whether the mode of manu- 
facturing has been such as to produce iron equal to the 
best and most reliable quality made with charcoal, such as 
in their judgment may be used for generating steam-power 
without hazard to life or property. No plate of iron shall | 
be approved which is made of unsuitable material, or of į 


which the manufacture is imperfect, or is not-such as to 


I| give confidence in its strength, or which is Jess than one 


fourth of an inch in thickness, for a boiler of forty-two 
inches in diameter, and in that proportion for boilers of 
greater or less diameters, which is made of any but wrought 


iron, of a quality equal to the best quality made with char- 
: | 


coal. 


The seventeenth section, which provides— 


4 That all plates approved shali be distinctly and perma- 
nently marked in such manner as the Secretary of the 


Treasury shall preseribe, and, if practicable, in such place 


or places that the marks shall be left visible after the plates 
are worked into boilers; and all plates rejected shall-have 
a permanent mark put upon them, showing their condem- 


nation, and the manufacturer shali also stamp his name | 


upon each place? — 


was amended by adding the following: 


Made by him, and for the inspection aforesaid there 
shall be paid to the inspector aforesaid, five cents for each 
plate inspected, to be accounted for and paid over to the 
collector or other chief officer of the customs as revenue 
belonging to the United States. 


The eighteenth section, which provides that here- 


after it shall be unluwful to use for generating 
steam for power a boiler made after the passage 
of this act of any iron, unless it has been inspected 


as herein provided,’’ &c., was amended by stri- | 


king out ** hereafter,” and inserting after ‘* boiler,” 
the words “¢ or steam-pipe connecting the boilers.” 

The section, as amended, reads as follows: 

Sec. 18. 4nd be it further enacted, That it shall be 
unlawful to use for generating steam for power, a boiler or 
steam-pipe connecting the boilers nade, after the passage 
of this act, of any iron unless it has been inspected as 
herein provided ; and if any person shall make a boiler of 
iron not so inspected, intended to generate steam for 


power, he shall, for any such offense, forfeit $100, to be į 


recovered in an action of debt by any person suing tor the 
same; ànd any person using or causing to be used such a 
boiler to generate steam for power, shail forfeit a like sum 
for each offense. 


The next amendment, made as in Committee | 


of the Whole, was to add to the nineteenth sec- 
tion, which is in these words: 

“Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That if any person 
shall counterfeit the marks prescribed by the Secretary of 
the Treasury for inspected boiler iron, and be convicted 
thereof, he shall be fined not exceeding $500, and impris- 
oned not exceeding two years,” 


the following: 

And if any person or persons shall stamp or mark plates 
with the name or marks of another, with intent to mislead, 
deceive, or defraud, such person or persons shall be liable 
to any one injured thereby, for all damage occasioned by 
such fraud or deception. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
the twentieth section, to strike out *‘ four,” and 
insert “ nine;’’ to strike out ‘t one of whom shall 
reside near the Mississippi ‘river, one near the 
Ohio, oné near the lakes, and one upon the At- 
lantic coast;’? and to strike out “every four 
months,” and insert ‘each year.” 

The amendments were concurred in, and the 
section, as amended, reads as follows: 

Sec. 2%). And be it further enacted, That in order to 
carry this act fully into execution, the President of the Uni- 
ted States shall, with the advice of the Senate, appoint nine 
supervising inspectors, who shall be selected for their knowl- 
edge, skilj, and experience in the uses of steam for navi- 
gation, and who are competent judges not only of the char- 
acter of vessels, but of all parts of the machinery employed 
jn steaming, who shall assemble together at such places as 
they may agree upon, once in cach year at least, for joint 
consultation and the establishment of rules aud regulations 
for their own conduct, and that of the several boards of in- 
spectors within the districts, and also to assign to each of 
the said nine inspectors the limits of the territory within 
which he shall perform his duties. 

The next amendment made in Committee of the 
Whole, was to add to the twentieth section the 


following: 


And the said supervising inspectors shall each be paid ; 


for his services after the rate of $1,500 a year, and in addi- 


tion thereto, his actual reasonable traveling expenses, in- |! 
curred in the necessary performance of his duty, when 


principal port in his district, and certified 
and sworn to by him under such instructions as shall be 
given by the Secretary of the Treasury, who is hereby au- 
thorized to pay such salaries, and also such traveling ex- 
penses, when satisfied therewith, outof the revenues arising 
from this act; and also to pay to the inspectors of boiler 
jron, for the inspection in addition to their salary, after the 
rate of two dollars for each entire day’s service in that em- 
ployment; c É 
account of the number of plates inspected by him, desig- 
nating daily how many are approved, how many disap- 
proved, by whom manufactured, and shai) make a full re- 
turn thereof, under oath, to the chief officer of the customs 
for the distriet, on the first days of January, April, July, 
and October in each year, to be by such chief officer for- 
warded to the Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. BROOKE. I move to strike out $1,500” 
and insert ** $2,500” for the salary of the super- 
vising inspectors. I will state that I understand it 
is the intention of the Senator from Massachu- 


away from the 


and moreover, each inspector shall kecp a true | 
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setts to move to fill the blank-for the payment: of 
the inspectors with the sum of $2,000. I think. 
the salary of the supervising inspectors should be:. 
more than the salaries of the inspectors; as the 
latter are mere subordinate officers. ‘The control- 
ling minds, the master spirits’ concerned, ‘are ‘the 
supervising inspectors; and | think they ought to’ 
be paid more than the subordinates ‘who. act en- 
tirely under them. In. addition: to the $2,000, 
which -will be received by the inspectors, they are 


‘also tobe allowed $2 a day while performing duty 


in inspecting boiler iron. - F should prefer: to give 
the supervising inspectors $3,000; but-to-meet the 
views of all, 1 move that it be $2,500." - 

Mr. DAVIS. J hope that proposition will not 
be adopted. The bill has been drawa ap on the 
supposition that we could obtain practical men, 
hard-handed men, to earry it into execution. 
There is no class of menso competent to do it as: 
the mechanics who understand the business, or 
those who have been practically acquainted with 
steam navigation and Penses 0 machinery. My 
object, I am free to say, in all instances. was.to 
put the salaries so low that they shall never.be a 
temptation to political men. I desire that thé sys- 
tem shall be rescued, if it is possible, from: the 
politics of the country, and put into the hands. of 
men competent to carry it into execution, be their 
sentiments what they may. For the supervisory 
inspectors, according to my view of the, subject, 
we are to look to the body of engineers—to the 
body of men who have been commanders of boats, 
or who, ih some. way or other, whether in shops, 
or out of shops, have had, great experience onthe 
subject. I hope all the inspectors, supervisory 
and local, will be of that class of men, Itis 
rather difficult for me to rake the. discrimi- 
nation. I. shall make. some discrimination’ be- 
tween New Orleans, and New York, and. the 
‘Western waters in the pay of the local inspectors; 
but it is to be observed that: when the supervising 
inspectors get $1,500 per annum for a compensa- 
tion, all their reasonable traveling expenses are to 
be paid, and a large portion of their duties: will be 
to itinerate through the districts which shall be 
assigned to them. I apprehend that that is the 
wisest policy we can adopt. A 

I will assign another reason. My object is, 
that this shall be a self-supporting system. I do. 
not desire to establish a new system to be a bur- 
den upon the Treasury of the countrya system 
without a revenue; but: f design that it shall bring 
revenue enough to sustain itself; in the first place, 
fromthe inspection of the boats, and in. the sec- 
ond place, from the payment which is. made for 
the granting of the licences. I have estimated that 


| revenue, and we may get, perhaps, something like 


$60,000 from those two sources. I am,-at pres- 
ent, unprepared to say whether more’ local in- 


| spectors may not, upon experience, be found: to 


be needed than we have provided for. [hope we 
have provided enough. I am unable, also, at 


present to say whether so large a board of super- 
i vising inspectors may be necessary. They may 
| be, at the outset of the system, but eventually, I 


think, they can be diminished, and I. think they 
will be. T think their duties will diminish as they 
goon. The great difficulties of the:system will 
be at its outset. Under these circumstances, I 
have considered with'some care what is a proper 
compensation. I cannot well distinguish between 
the supervising inspectors. They are left-to assign 
to each other the duties they are perform. 
They are to say to each other where they shall 
go; and it is in their power to interchange duties, 
if the public service would -be-best promoted by 
it, or to change their positions if it is thought de- 
sirable. Under these circumstances it is difficult 
for me, andl think it would be difficult forany other 
gentleman to distinguish between them. I elieve 
it is admitted on all hands that $1,500 is a very 
ample. equivalent for those upon the. Western 
waters and lakés, and, I think, for those upon the 
coast. You will find the best men to take the po- 
sition with the pay of $1,500, with their traveling 
expenses. As to New Orleans, I am notable to 
judge, but I would prefer that the system, as itis, 
should be tried in the first place; and if. thé com- 
ensation is found inadequate—if it will not'eom- 
mand the services of the men we contemplate, we 
can change it. ` ; 

Mr. BROOKE. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts says his object is to get men with hard-hands. 
I have no objection to that; but I want something 
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-required by the:bill for $1,500... Look at the 44th” 
required 


the ‘It requires: the supervisors: to 
) formation, and report.to the Department. 
‘Thatrequires science and skill, «It requires men 
oftintellect: its a 
discriminate among the vast amount of: facts and 
Statistics, that-may be sent to:them. I-hold it as 
ithe worst-economy in the world to pay-poorly and 
sstingily for important public services. = The best 
écondmy:is'a. system offliberality in the payment 
vofipublic officers. Tf this system upon which we 
sare about to enter is te be tried fairly, let-us start 
fairly. Let us get men’ atthe outset capable of 
‘wnderstanding its operation, “If you: offer-only 
$1,500: per. annum, you ‘cannot get such men ‘as 
‘you ought to-have—men of experience, skill,.and 
-gcience.in these matters. to undertake. to put ‘the 
system in operation. -The starting point is the 
rnont important. point, . Then is the time, and 
there:is the point where you want men of science, 
skill, and enterprise; but you cannot get them— 
you cannot tempt them to leave their ordinary 
avocations to come forward and engage in ‘this 
‘service’ in the Western country, unless you pay 
them for it, You may get,it is true, men for 
$1,500, or perhaps for $1,000, to act’ as. super- 
vising inspectors on the Mississippi and Ohio; but 
“you cannot get men competent to discharge the 
duties, fae oe ai 

Mr. HALE. Lam rather inclined to go with 
the Senator'from Massachusetts, because I. think 
shim. a practical man, snd he has given a reason 
for his course, which is a most lamentable one, 
‘but still is imperati; and that is, that if you 
raise the:salaty above $1,500, it will be-scrambled 

sfor:by incompetent political partisans; and $1,500 
“is about as high’ as we can go, with any. assur- 
ance, for a: man.to understand his ‘business. Iam 
‘rather of: opinion that.if we go higher than that, 
we shall have somebody appointed who will stay 
at home and appoint agents to go out and dis- 
charge the duties—to.make the calculations: ne- 
‘essary, and himself pocket the salary. 

I-recollect an important fact, and one that I 
think. may govern us in’ this matter, which oc- 
curred in my own experience a few years ago. A 
‘gentleman who had come from the West—he had 
gone from the East originally-——had an idea that I 
had some influence at Washington, (which showed 
that heidid not. know: much about. it,) and wanted 
me to sign a recommendation: that: he should: be. 
appointed ‘surveyor general out in some’ ofthe 
Territories, “I said to‘him, ‘« Do. you know any- 
thing about surveying practically??? Said he, ‘Oh, 
no! it is‘not necessary. ‘The work is generally 
done by deputies.” Now, if we-give a salary 
‘worth struggling for, we will get somebody who 
‘will goin and take:the salary, while the work is 
done oe deputies. And I think, if the Senator 
from Massachusetts -thinks the salary which he 
‘proposes is high enough to secure men who will 
lo the business, we had better agree to. it. 

Mr. DAVIS. I-wish only to say, that so far 
as my experience: goes, I can go into the shops 
where engineers ‘are to be found, and | think I 
can find men enough, competent enough, in my 
own-part- ofthe country, who would be very glad 
te have'a piace of this description. The men of 
“practical ‘knowledge; and, as the honorable Sen- 
ator from Mississippi well expressed it, of “hard 
sense,” are-exactly the men I want. They have 
-hard-hands and hard: sense both. “They.are the 
‘most competent men to. execute the duty practi- 
cally that can.be found in the country. -T wish to 
-try-the experiment. Ido not wish to be niggardly 
-or-close in this.business. -I am quite willing to be 
liberal. But, upon-a consideration of the matter, 
I think $1,500 is about as far as our revenues-will 
permit us to gq at this times -We have various 
other expenditures to meet... Weave to furnish 
Instruments,-and to-pay the traveling. expenses of 
the supervising engineers, which? will-amount to 

a considerable sur. I chink my friend: ought to 
take it into account that I do not require: the in- 
spector’to live in New Orleans; Ido not require 
him to live in New York. -I only require‘him to 
do’ the duty assigned to him as supervising inspect- 


ity and men of intellect ‘able :to ” 


cor. There ought: tobe a tocal ‘inspector'at New 


Jeans, and a. few place ides to attend.to.. He 
may _live:in Mobile, ‘or in any other. place, if ‘he 
choose, if hè only does the duty rée@uired as super- 
vising: inspector. . And- whenever his-duty re- 
quires him to ‘travel, his expenses for traveling are 
paid: E think we may be safe-in' trying ‘the ex- 
periment at the sum. proposed.originally. ©. =- 
The amendment:.to: thy endment was.not 
sagreedstac E 
"My. BELL. I desire to ask a question: of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, in regard to:this sub- 
ject. I am not intimatély acquainted “with the 
duties of ‘supervising inspectors as they. are pre- 
scribed in the bill. - But, if I understand ‘the read- 
ing of the bill- correctly, the supervising inspector 
whose duty will be assigned to him at Mobile or 
New Orleans, for example, would have to reside 


pretty much at one or the other of those places. 
i suppose. the one at New York would haye to 
spend almost all his time there. But lam speaking 
more particularly with regard to New Orleans‘and 


Mobile; and, if I. be correct:in my supposition, | 


‘and the supervising inspector must -necessarily 
spend most of his time in those cities, if he dis- 
charges his duties with fidelity, I ‘think. $1,500 is 
inadequate ‘to procure the proper person—whether 
an engineer or the master of a vessel. The in- 
crease of expenditure would have to be added in 
those citiés. |. ce area è 

Mr. DAVIS. That is to be paid besides. 

Mr. BELL. I do not mean the traveling. I 
mean the living. Ifthe supervisor discharges his 
duty properly, he will have to live at those places. 
The honorable Senator suggests that he may live 
where he pleases, provided he discharges his duties 
faithfully. But, I understand, that considering 
the great amount of the duties of the supervising 
inspector at the port of New Orleans especially— 
more so than with regard to Mobile—he will -ne- 
cessarily have to live there; and I would suggest 
that, with regard to that supervising inspector, the 
salary ought to be at least $2,000; and I should 
think it ought to beso in regard to the one at New 
York. He will necessarily be compelled to spend 
the principal part of the time at New York. ` The 
increased expenses of living will-be greater than 
they would bein other places.. I will not propose 
to.disarrange the general system which has been so 
ably devised by the Senator from Massachusetts; 
but I throw out these suggestionstohim. I think 
we can get an adequate supérvising inspection for 
the New Orleans and Mobile districts, at the com- 
pensation I have named. 

Mr. DAVIS. It seems that.one great fact has 
escaped the attention of the Senator from Tennes- 
see... Here are nine supervising inspectors to- be 
appointed with general duties. The bill assigns 
the duty of inspecting at New Orleans to no one 
‘of them... Now, if you give to the one that happens 
to be stationed by their own arrangement at New 
Orleans, $2,000, you just open a.cause of squab- 
ble and.controversy between the different inspect- 
ors. [tisa discrimination which cannot be made 
without inconveniénce, J am quite aware, of 
course, that itmay cost more to live there than at 
Louisville, or at Pittsburg, or on the banks of the 
Ohio river, where’ portion of the supervising in- 
spectors will perform their duty, or-on the lakes; 
but, nevertheless, in the arrangement which. is 
‘made, it. seems to me that the discrimination. can- 
not be made without injury to the service. I had 
rather, therefore, try the experiment with it as it 
is. 

The amendment was concurred in... 

The next amendments made, as in Committee 
of the Whole,-were various and verbal ones to 
‘the twenty-first section, so as to make it read as 
follows: x Te 
| Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That the supervising 
inspectors shall watch over all partsof the territory assigned 
them, shall-visit, confer with, and examine into the doings 


they think it expedient, visit vessels licensed, and.exainine 
into their condition, for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
the provisions of ‘this act have been‘ observed and com- 
_ plied with, both by the board of inspectors and the: master 
and owners; and it shall be the duty of all masters, engi- 
neers, dnd pilots, to answer all reasonable inquities, and to 
give all the. information in’ their power, in regard to.any 
vessel so visited, aud ber: machinery for steaming, and the 


Amanner.of managing both. 


The: amendments were concurred in. - 
The next.amendment madeag in Committee of 


© Orleans; &c.; and the-man who superintends that: 
part of the country will have. Mobile, New. Or- 


of the-sevéral boards of inspectors, and shall, whenever | 


athe Whole:-was:in ‘the twenty-second section, ‘to 
strike out “take measures accordingly, when the 


result-is before him; and: insert-“‘if he deems the 
éause'sufficient, shall remove the delinquent,” so 
asto make the section read. as follows: 

` SEC: 22. And .be-it further enacted, That whenever a 


| supervising inspector. ascértains to his satisfaction that the 


Waster, engineer, pilot, or owners, fail to perfon. their du- 
tics according to-the provisions of this act, he shall report -, 
the facts in writing to the board in the district where the 


|. vessel belongs, and, if need be, cause the negligent or of- 


fending parties.to.be prosecuted; and if he.has good reason 
‘to believe there has been, through negligence, or from any 
other cause, a failure of the board who inspected the vessel 
-to do.its duty, he shall repart the facts in writing to the Sec- 


‘zetary-of the- Treasury, who shall cause immediate investi- 


gation into the truth of the-complaint, and if he deems the 
cause sufficient, shall remove the delinquent. ` 

The amendment was concurred in. : 

The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, was to. strike out of the twenty-third 
section’ the concluding words:*‘ of the engine and . 
‘boilers, and also ‘between the area of the pad- 
dles, and the power of the enginés,’’ so as to make 
the section -read as follows: : 

Seo. 23. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of such supervising inspectors to see that the said sev- 
eral boards within their respective collection districts exe- 
cute their duties faithfully, promptly, and, as far as possi- 
ble; uniformly, in all places, by following outthe provisions 
of this act, according to the true intent and meaning there- 
of; and- they shall, by their established rules, harmonize 
differences of opinion when they exist in different boards, 
and promote, as.far as possible, the observance, in the con- 
struction of boats: and of the machinery for steaming, of a 
just proportion between all the parts... >. { i 

‘ The amendment was concurred in.. eor 

The next amendments made as in, Commit- 
tee of the Whole, were in the twenty-fourth sec- 
tion, so as to make -it read as follows, the amend- 
ments being in italics: es S . 

Sec. 24, And be it further enacted, That the said su- 
pervising inspectors shall also visit collection districts in 
which there are no-boards of inspectors, if there be any 
where steamers are owned or employed, and each one shall 
have full power to inspect any steamer in any such dis- 
trict, or in any other district where, from distance or other 
cause, itis inconvenient to resort to the local board, and to 
grant certificates of approval according to the provisions of 
this act, ‘and’to do and"perform in such districts destitute of 
local. insipectors'all the duties imposed upon boards in the 
districts where. they: exist, including the.inspection of boiler 
iron: Provided, That- no supervising or other inspector 
shall be deemed competent to inspect inany case where he is 
personally interested, but.in all suchcases the duty shalt be 
performed by disinterested inspectors, and inspection. made 
in violation of this rule shall be void and-of no effect... 

The amendments were'concurred in. ` 

The next amendment made.as in Committee of 
the Whole, was to insert in the twenty-sixth sec- 
tion, after the word “‘collectors,”’ the words “other 
chief officer of the customs,” so as to make the 
Section read as follows: -` ; 


Sec. 26. And beit further enacted, Thatit shall be the 
duty of ‘each of. the collectors or-other chief officer of the 
customs for the districts. aforesaid, except San: Francisco, 
to make known, without delay, to. the ‘collectors of all the 
said districts, except San Francisco, the names ofall persons 
appointed engineers or pilots, and the names of all persons 
from whom, upon application, appointments have’ been 
withheld, and the names:of all who have been removed. or 
suspended, and also the names ofal! vessels which neglect 
orrefuse-to make such repairs as may be ordered under the 
provisions of this act, and the names of all for which li- 
cense has been, on application, refused. : 


The amendment was concurred in. : 

The same amendment was made in the two 
subsequent sections, after the word collectors, 

-The next amendment, made as-in‘Committee of 
the Whole, was to strike out of the 28th section 
the words: i i 

“The original certìificate.of the- inspectors, giving.to the 
owner or master tw0.certified copies thereof, one of which 
shall be placed in some conspicuous -place in the vessel, 
where it will be most likely to.be observed by passengers 
and others; and the other he’shall retain as evidence of his 
lawful right to navigate: the vessel, ‘and no oneshall be 
allowed to havigate a steamer without. such certificates”?’— 

And insert-in lieu thereof the following: 

-Al Original certificates of the inspectors required by 
‘this act to-be delivered to him, and: shall give to the master 
or-owner of the-vessel therein named, two certified copies 
‘thereof; one. of which shall be. placed. by such..master-or 
owuer-in some conspicuous place in the. vessel, where it 
will be most likely to be observed by. passengers and others, 
and there kept at. all times, during a voyage, and while 


such vessel is receiving freight or passengers; the other 


shall be retained by such master or owner as evidence of 
the authority thereby. conferred; and-if any person shall 
receive or carry any passenger on board amy. such ‘steamer 
not having a certificate of approvaf'as required by this act, 
and a certified copy thercof placed:and-kept as aforesaid; 
or who shall receive or carry any. gunpowder, oil of turpen- 
tine, or materials which ignite by: friction, as freight on 
board any steamer carrying passengers, not having a certi- 
ficate authorizing the same, and a certified copy thereof 
placed and kėpt as aforesaid ; oi who shall stow or carry 
any of said articles; at.avplace orin & manner not author- 
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ized by such certificate; shall forfeit and pay for each | 
offense one hundred doĥars, to be recovered by action of | 
debt in any court of competent jurisdiction. | 


Mr. GEYER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting after the word “ turpentine,” 
the words which were inserted in the correspond- 
ing sections of the act, referring to camphene, &c. 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 
to. : 
Mr. DAVIS. I have some objection to make 
to the amendment. I do not think the Senator 
from Missouri understands the original provision 
in the bill. ‘That provision is, that the collector 
“or other chief officer of the customs, shall retain 
‘on file the original certificate of the inspectors, 
‘giving to the owner; or. master, two certified 
‘copies thereof; one of which shall be placed in 
‘some conspicuous place in the vessel, where it 
t will be most likely tu be observed by passengers 
‘and others, and the other he shall retain as evi- 
‘dence of his lawful right to navigate the vessel, 
‘and no one shall be allowed to navigate a steamer 
‘without such certificate.” Now, thereis penalty 
enough. We want no more. If the person un- 
dertakes to navigate a vessel without.such a certi- | 
ficate as that, his vessel is liable to seizure and 
forfeiture. Thatis all that can be desired. If it 
is unlawful to navigate without the paper, the ves- 
sel then becomes liable to seizure, and to be | 
libeled and sold. That is avery heavy penalty. 
It needs nothing additional.. The owner or mas- 
ter of the vessel is to keep the certificate set up 
where it can be seen at all times. Why does the 
Senator wish to limit the time to a period during: 
the voyage, and while the vessel is receiving freight 
ånd passengers? Is it not better to say that it 
shall be kept up at all times where it can he seen ? 
It seems to me that will be a better and safer rule 
than to limit them to keeping it up to the period | 
of the voyage, and while the boat is in port receiv- 
ing freight and passengers. They ought always 
to keep it there where anybody can see it—where 
any one visiting the vessel can see it. It seems 
to me that that rule is better than the one which 
the Senator has proposed. If he can modify his 
amendment so as to take in the latter part of it, 
and retain the whole section as originally proposed, 
I should prefer it. 

Mr. GEYER. If I had supposed that there 
was any provision in the original section that re- 
quired the certificate to be kept up at all times, Í 
should then have adopted the suggestion of the 
honorable Senator, and added only that portion 
relating to the carrying of gunpowder; but this is 
a penal section, and will, in all probability, be- 
come strictly construed. Asit stands, the collector 
is to retain on file the original certificate, and 
is to give to the owner or master two certified 
copies, one of which is to be placed in some con- 
spicuous place of the vessel where it will be most | 
likely to be observed by passengers and others; į 
and the other is to be retained as evidence of; 
his lawful right to navigate the vessel. Now, he | 
may place it there, and it may be removed. The | 
fact that it was placed there would exempt him ! 
from the penalty; but his lawful right to navigate | 
depends upon the possession of the duplicate. | 
The amendment which was adopted as in Com- | 
mittee of the Whole provides that he shall keep it | 
up at all times when he is receiving freight and 
passengers, and during the voyage. Under the 
original section, if the certificate be not visible to 
the passengers he has full authority with the du- 
plicate to navigate. With respect to the times 
when the certificate is to be kept up, I suppose 
that all that will be necessary will be at all times 
during the voyage, and when receiving freight or 
passengers. It will not be necessary to keep it 
up, nor indeed would it be practicable to keep it 
up, when the ship was undergoing repairs. The 
provision which I have added, is to make it ex- 
press to keep up the certificate at all times, 
while on the voyage, and while receiving freights 
and passengers, so that he shall not satisfy the | 
law by keeping it there a month or two and then | 
suffering it to be removed, and proceeding to nav- 
igate the vessel upon the authority of the dupli- | 
cate. It is true that if he navigates the vessel | 
without the certificate he is liable to the forfeiture; | 
but if he receives freight and passengers without 
having it put up, he is liable to no penalty at all’ 
under the original section, That enjoins the duty 
of putting up the certificate; but if he does not put 
it up, no consequence is attached, if he has the 


i 
$ 
i 
i 


‘with or not. 


| it to be so modified. 


duplicate under which he may navigate the ves- | 


sel. For that reason it occurred to me that it 


would be necessary to amend, so that all -persons | 


going on-board, either to ship freight or take pas- 
sage, will sée whether the requisition is complied 

Mr. DAVIS. -There isa portion of the amend- 
ment which Í wish to retain. 
to. retain the penalty, and if he superadds that to 
the section as it stood first, I should like the ar- 
rangement better than the one which he now pro- 
poses. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I would suggest that we should | 
present, to-allow | 


pass over the amendment for the 


It was passed over accordingly. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, was to add the following asa new 
section: : 

Sec. 29. And be it further enacted, That every in- 
spector who shall certify falsely touching any such vessel, 
propelled in whole or in part by steam, and carrying passen- 
gers, her hull, accommodations, boilers, engines, machin- 
ery, or their appurtenances, or any of her equipments, or 
any matter or thing contained in any certificate signed and 
sworn to by him, shall, on conviction thereof, be punished 
by fine, not exceeding dollars, or imprisonment not 
exceeding ——-—, or both. 


Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Missouri, whether it would not be proper to 
insert the word ‘willfully’ between the words 
‘shall’ and “certify,” so as to make the penalty 
apply to the inspector who ‘shall willfully certify 
falsely.” They may make the false statement 
without any evil intention. f 

Mr. GEYER. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DAViS. I then make the motion to insert 
6 willfully.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


0. 

Mr. GEYER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by filling the first blank with ‘five hun- 
dred,” and the second with ‘six months.” 

‘The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and the amendment as amended was concurred 
in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole, was to insert the following asa new 
section: ; 

Sec. 30. And be it further enacted, That if any such 
vessel carrying passengers, having a license and certificate, 
as required by this act, shall be navigated without having 
her hull, accommodations, boilers, engines, machinery, and 
their appurtenances, and all equipments, in all things con- 
formable to such certificate, the master or commander by 
whom she shall be so navigated shall be punished by fine 
not exceeding doliars, or imprisonment not exceed- 
ing , or both: Provided, That such master or com- 
mander shali not be liable for loss or deficiency oceasioned 
by the dangers of navigation, if such loss or deficiency shall 
be supplied as soon as practicable. 


Mr. GEYER. -I move to amend, by filling the 
first blank with ‘one hundred,” and the second 
with ‘two months.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and the amendment asamended was concurred 
in. 

The next amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole, was to strike out the following: 


Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That when, from 
darkness, fog, or other cause, the chief pilot or chief engi- 
neer shal! be of opinion that the navigation is unsafe, the 
vessel shall, if in a river, be brought to anchor as soon as 
it can be prudently done, and no person in command shall. 
be justified in pursuing a voyage in a river after being thus 
admonished by the engineer or pilot, but shall be answer- 
able for any damage which may arise from the non-observ- 
ance of this provision. 

Sec. 28. And he it further enacted, That when steamers 
navigating rivers, or narrow, difficult or dangerous chan- 
nels, and trom darkness, fog, or other causes, there is just 
reason to fear collision or other accident from meeting and 
passing each other, they shall, as they approach each other, 
observe the following regulations : 

The descending vessel shall drift, using only so much 
steam as shall be necessary to keep her steerage; and if 


t 


no signal is given, each shall pass to the right, or on the | 


larboard side of the other. But if this mode of passing 
shall be deemed unsafe, the boat objecting to it shall give 


seasonable notice, by a distinct and strong stroke upon the į 
bell, repeating the same, if necessary, at short but distinct | 


intervals, which the other shall, as soon as heard, answer 
by a similar stroke, and they shall pass to the left instead 
of the right: but if a passage by each other is unsafe or 
impracticable, by reason of the narrowness of the channel, 
or from any other cause, the boat in such channel shall 
ring her bell rapidly, and the other, if not in the channel, 
shall give way to her and let her pass; but if both boats are 
entering or have entered such channe), the ascending boat 
shall give way to the descending boat, and no vessel shall 
be justified in coming into conflict with another, if it can 
be avoided— X 
And insert in lieu thereof the following: 


Sec. 3l. And be it further enacted; That when from 


I want.the Senator į 


; darkness, fog, or other cause, the pilot on wateh shall:bée 
| of opinion that the navigation is unsafe, or if from accident 
to, or derangement of, the machinery of the boat, the engi- 
neer on waich shall be of opinion that the further nayisa- 
tion of the vessel is unsafe, the vessel shal! be“ brought to” 
anchor, or moored as soon as it prudently canbe done;-and. - 
| nO person in command shall be justified in 
age after being admonished, by either of the 
that it Would be unsafe from the causes assi 
be: answerable for any damage which may ai 
pursuing the voyage: T MELS aR 

SEC. 32.. And be it further enacted, That when steamers 
are about to meet each other in the night, in narrow chan- 
nels, ór in fog, it shall be the daty of the pilot. of the. de- 
scending boat to keep-the channel and stop his engine, and 
suffer the boat to float with only steam sufficient to give her 
steerage, until the following. signals. are- giyen. and an- 
swered, and a space properly cleared := =. ` 

It shall-be the duty of the pilot of the ascending boat; as 
soon as the other shall be in sight and hearing, tosound his 
bell once, if he shall wish. to pass to his right; and-it shalt 
be the duty of the pilot of the descending boat to answer. 
the same by one stroke of the bell; if not answered, the 
pilot of the ascending boat shall strike his bell again aud 
again, at short intervals, until. heard by. the pilot of the other 
boat. But if the pilot of the ascending boat should wish 
to pass to the left-hand side, he shail strike his bell twice 5 
and it shall be the duty of the pilot of the descending boat 
| to answer the same by two strokes of his bell, and: both 
boats shall be steered accordingly. The first call. may be 
made by the pilot of either boat, and it.shall.be the duty of. 
the other to answer as aforesaid; but if the. firstcall can- 
not be complied with safely, a negative answer shali be 
given, by ringing the bell five or six times in quick succes: 
sion, after which the call shall be reversed. =< - 

‘When boats shall be near meeting in a: channel, or place 
too narrow to pass each other with safety, the one thatmay 
first be in the channel shail have a right to it, except im the. 
rapids of the Upper Mississippi, and the other shall give 
way. If, however, two. boats'are about to enter such chan- 
nel or place at the same time, and in alleases in the rapids 
aforesaid, the ascending boat shall give way. y 

Shonld the pilot of either boat fail to make or to answer 
the signals required, or should a signal be answered wroiig- 
fully, both boats shall be immediately stopped, aud, if -xe-: 
i quisite, backed so as to prevent. collision. 

It shall not be lawful for-an ascending boat to cross’ a 
channel (unless in compliance with the foregoing signals 
clearly made and answered) within possible striking Qis- 
tance by a descending boat. ‘These rules shall.be observed 
both night and day. ` Should any pilot, engineer, or master 
neglect or willfully refuse to observe the foregoing regulā- 
tions, any delinquent so neglecting or refusing, shail be 
liable to a penalty of $30, and: to all ‘damage done to- any.. 
person or persons by such neglect or refusal’; and no. ves- 
sel shall be justified in coming into collision with another - 
if it can be avoided. i 


Mr. BAYARD. Iwill proposea slight.amend- 
ment to the amendment, because the phraseology 
might give rise to difficulty in tide-waters; it is, to: 
add to the thirty-second section the words, i 

Provided, That on.tide-waters, a boat moving with the. 
tide shall be considered as descending; and a boat moving 
against the tide as ascending. rg ot 


Mr. DAVIS. That amendment, as I understand, 
simply proposes thata boat in tidée-water; running 
with the tide, shall be considered: ‘the’. descending 
boat, and the one against the tide as the ascending 
boat. There may be this inconvenience in navi- 
| gating rivers that have tidesin them, In the Mis- 
| sissippi river, for example, there is a tide, notwith-‘ 
| standing the current is downward. : The adoption 
| of the amendment to the amendment may lead to 
| confusion. It would change the order of things, 
| Perhaps, in our tide-waters, where there are nar- 
row passages, it would answer. Ido not seeany 
objection to it there. But it strikes me that when 
we get into the rivers which have a tide, it will. 
cause some confusion; as in vessels, for example, 
descending the Missisippi with the current, while 
the tide is setting the other way. N : 

Mr. BAYARD.. Is there a tide in the Missis- 
sippi? i 

Mr. DAVIS. [Itis recognized in law,as a tide. 
Gentlemen say that the current overcoh he tide. 
| I am aware of that; and that is just the confusion 
to which it will lead. The tide sétting against the 
current raises the water. "That is called the tide 
in law; and on that very foundation, the courts 


have decided that admirality jurisdiction shall -go 
H 
i 


as far as the tide raises the water of the Missis- 
sippi. è 

f Nir. BAYARD. I think the current. is sufi- 
il ciently powerful to overcome the tide on that river; 
|| therefore, a boat will not move with the tide, foy I 
apprehend the stream never runs up. 

Mr. DAVIS. But that is the reason why it is 
called the tide. 

Mr. BAYARD. But the boat does not move 
with the tide. When we speak of a boat ascend- 
ing a river, in the ordinary meaning of the terms, 
| we mean that itis going from the ‘mouth to its: 
source. That is not the meaning in the tide- 
waters. In the Mississippi, I take it for granted 
that, though the tide may check the current, a boat 
never raoves with the tide. x 
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“UMY DAVIS.: JIE the honorable Senator Swill 


charge his arnendment, and say. that. the boat 
‘going’ with the current shall be-considered. the de=” 
spending boat, it will answers: ioi n 


2 Mr. RUSK.: Itdoes not. strike me that. there. 
h necessity: for the amendment to-the amend~ 
“These regula. y 


roduce confusion, because. there is atide in the 
Mississippi for a number of miles. -What would 
be the result? You would: have to change the. 
rules every time the-tide ran up and back again; 
and ‘there would be ‘a considerable danger of- col- 


liston; : 


“Mr. BAYARD. If the bill was confined to.the 


Mississippi. alone, I woulds not’ have a word to | 


say; but it must: have its construction, and apply 
to all waters in the United States.. When we 
speak ofan ascending boat, in ordinary parlance, 
it would mean a boat moving up toward the 
source of the river. “That does not apply in all 
cases; and'as the bill applies to.all waters, it would 
seem that some provision of the kind I have sug- 
gested should be adopted. 
Mr. DAVIS... I am rather inclined. to: thin 
that we had better not adopt the amendment to 
the amendment at all. But, if we do adopt it, I 
hope it will-be.in a modified form; so that the boat 
running with the current’ shall be considered the 
descending boat. eee Be was . 
‘ The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to,- ae E 
The amendment was concurred in. 


EAR ° . $ 
i The next amendment made as in Committee of | 


the Whole, was in 
striking out—= ~ - 
tOr through carelessness and inattention, or through 


rash and unlawful conduct, on the part of any officer, en- 
gineer, or pilot??—. P 
, And inserting— 

And ‘any person, sustaining loss or injury through the 
enreleseness, negligence, or willful misconduct of ‘an engi- 
neer Gr pilot, or their neglect or refusal to obey the provis- 
ions of law herein prescribed as to navigating steamers, 
may’ sue for and recover. damages for any such injury 
caused, :as aforesaid, by any such engineer or pilot. 


| The amendment was concurred in, and the sec- 
tion now reads as follows: 


Bre. 33. And be it further enacted, That whenever. 
damage is sustained by ány person, in his property or per- 
son, from explosion, fire, collision, or other cause, the 
master and the owners, or either of them, and the vessel, 
ahall he Habet each aud every person so injured, to the 
full amount of damage, if it-happens through any neglect 
to:comply with the provisions of the law, or through known 
defects orimperfections of the steaming apparatus, or. of 
the hull; nnd iny person sustaining loss or injury through 
the carelessness, negligence, or willful misconduct of an 
engineer, or pilot, or their neglect or refusal to obey the pro- 
visions of the law. herein: prescribed as to navigating steam- 
ers, may sue for and recover damages for any. such injury 
caused, as aforesaid, by any such engineer or pilot. 


the thirty-third , section, by 


The next amendment. made as in Committee of | 
the Whole, was by. striking out the original thir- | 


tieth section, now thirty-fourth, as follows: 


Sec. 30. And be it further enacted, That before issu- 
ing the annual license to a steamer, the collector of the 
2 customs for the district shall demand and receive, as a 


compensation for. the inspections and examinations made ; 


for the year; the. following sums, according to the tonnage, 
to wit: For eachvessel ofa thousand tons and over, thirty- 
five dollars; for each of six hundred tons and over, butless 
than one thousand tons, thirty dollars; and for each under 
six hundred tons, twenty five dollars; for which sums the 
said: collectors shall be accountable to. the United States at 
the end-.of ‘each. quarter. 


And ingerting in lieu thereof the following sec- 
tions bas ` x 


Sec.-34, nd be şt further enacted, That-before. issù- 
ing the. annual lieense'to.a steamer employed in the coast- 


ing trade, the collector-or other chief officer of the customs | 


for the port.or district shall demand and receive from the 


owner or owners of the steamer, as a compensation for the | 
inspections.and examinations made for the year, the fol- | 


lowing sums, in addition to the fees for issuing enrollments 
-arid licenses, now allowed by law, according to the tonnage 
of the vessel, to wit: foreach vessel'of a thousand tons and 
over, thirty-five dollars ; for each ‘of five hundred tons and 
over, but less than one thousand tonsythirty dollars; and 
for éach under five hundred tons and over one hundred and 
twenty-five tons, twenty-five dollars; and.for-each under 
one hundred and twenty-five tons, twenty dollars, at the 
time of obtaining registry, and once.in each year thereafter, 
pay according to the rate of tonnage beforementioned, the 
sum of money herein fixed: And each engineer and pilot 
licensed. as herein, provided, shall pay, for each certificate 
gratited by any inspector ox inspectors, to such inspector or 
inspectors to'be accounted for and paid’over to the collect- 


ins are intended. for the riv- 
“current, which. renders. it | 


quarterly accounted for: and paid over to the U 


| coast; but wè. have made this arrangement: we 


or or other chief ‘officer.of the customs, five dollars, and.the 
sums derived froni all the sources above Specified shall be 
nited States 


in the same:manner as other revenue: 
-SThe'amendmeént was-concurred in.” ; 
` “The next amendmeñt made as in Committee of 
the Whole; was by striking ‘out’ of. the-thirty- 
sixth ‘section the words, “ the district of: New- 
‘port, in Rhodé Island,” and inserting the words, 
‘‘the district of New. London, in Connecticut”? 
~The amendment was conéurred in. > mae 
< Mr DAVIS: F-do not ‘know: that the district 
in! which New Orleansis. situated, is called ‘the 
‘district of New Orleans. I propose, therefore, to. 
amend the thirty-sixth section’ of the bill by in- 
serting after ‘ New Orleans,” the words ‘or of 
which New Orleans is the port of entry.” A 
‘similar amendment is needed’ in regard to the dis- 
‘trict of Oswego, and 1 therefore move to. insert 
after*** Oswego,” “or of which Oswego is the 
port of entry.” > a 
The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. DAVIS. Į now move to fill the blanks in 
the thirty-sixth section, to make it read as follows: 


Sec. 36. And be it further enacted, That the inspect- 
ors in the. following’districts shall be allowed annually the 
following compensation, to be paid under. the direction of 
the Seeretary of the Treasury, in the manner ‘officers of the 
revenue are paid, to wit: a 

For the district of Portland, in Maine, $300. 

For the district of Boston and Charlestown, in Massa- 
chusetts, $800. r 

For the district of New London, in Connecticut, $300. 

For the district of New York, $2,000. 

For the district of Philadelphia, in Pennsylvania, $1,000, 

For the district of Baltimore, in Maryland, $1,000. 

For the district of Norfolk, in Virginia, $300. 

For the district of Charleston, in South Carolina, $400. ° 

For the district of Savannah, in Georgia, $400. 

For the district of Mobile, in Alabama, $1,000. 

For the district of New Orleans, or of which New Or- 
leans is the port of entry, in Louisiana, $2,000. 

For the district of Galveston, in Texas, $300. 

_ For the district of St. Louis, in Missouri, $1,500. 

For the district of Louisville, in Kentucky, $1,200. 

Por the district of Nashville, in Tennessee, $400. 

For the district of Cincinnati, Ohio, 81,500. 

For the district of Wheeling, Virginia, $500." - 
` For the district of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, $1,500. 

For the district of Chicago, Ilinois, $500. 

For the district of Detroit, Michigan, $800. 

For the district of Cleveland, Ohio, 3500. 

For the district of Buffalo, New York, $1,200. .. 

For the district of Oswego, or of which Oswego is, the 
port of entry, New York, $300. n, 

For the distriet of Vermont, $200. . 

For the district of San Francisco, California, $1,500. 


Mr. BORLAND. Before this matter is dis- 
posed of, I want to make an inquiry of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, in reference to the State 
of Arkansas. He will recollect that a bill passed 
the Senate some time ago—lI do not believe it has 
yet passed the House, but I have no doubt that it 
will—putting the rivers of Arkansas, or the steam: 
boat interest of the rivers of Arkansas, upon the 
same footing with those of ‘the other States, the 
general law not providing for the appointment of 
the inspectors by the district judges in the States 
which are not called collection districts. That 
bill passed for the benefit of Arkansas, giving to 
the district judge of the United States there the 
same power of appointment that the judges have 
in the other States. ‘There is no port of entry: in 
Arkansas. But it will be necessary, it seems to 
me, to make :some provision for securing an in- 
spection at Little Rock, although it is not a port 
of entry, because there is a very important steam- 
boat interest there, which is becoming more and 
more important every year. 

_Mr. DAVIS. J believe I stated, upon a former | 
occasion, that it is quite impossible, nor do we 
deem it necessary, that there should be inspectors 
in. every collection district. There is but one in 
Maine, and but one in Massachusetts. There is 
none in Rhode Island.---There is but one in Con- 
necticut; but one set of inspectors upon the At- 
lantic coast of New York; none in New Jersey; 
but.one set in Philadelphia; but one set in Balti- 
more; but one set in Norfolk; but one in Charles- 
ton; and but one in Savannah. The rivers are 
much more abundantly supplied than. the sea- 


have supposed that nearly all.the -steamers “at 
one terminus or the other-of their voyage, will 
come to a place where there are inspectors; hence 
it is, that in many districts we have made none: 
But.we suppose there may. be some exceptions to. 
this rule; and one of the chief ends in appointing 
the nine supervisors is, that they. should visit the 
other districts, and portions of the country. desti- 
tute of inspectors. And. we have empowered them, | 


| men to arrange their duties. 


in all such cases, to examine and.grant certificates, 
-We:-want to try the experiment. In many places 
we would not be able to find men. qualified to dò 
‘these. duties... We want.men that have the requi- 
“site qualifications to. make the. inspections. We 
want men. suitable:for it; men-that will undertake 
‘to carry itout.in.good faith. We suppose that at 
the points where we. have made. the selections 
such men.can be found: >E do not mean to say 
that they-eannot be found in Arkansas, and in 
some places where we have not appointed them. 
I.know they could-be found... But we have ap- 
pointed.as many as the revenue will permit, and 
we have left a little experience to decide whether 
local: inspectors are wanted at other points, If they 
are, we suppose Congress will furnish them; and 
we think the supervising inspectors will visit the 
Red river, the Arkansas river, the Missouri river, 
the Mississippi river, the IHinois river, &c. Thatis 
one part of the. duty imposed: upon them, and one 
of the chief ends. of appointing them... -We expect 
to have very good men appointed for the stations, 
‘and we are in hopes that the system will, work 
kindly, to suit the convenience of every, one. 

Mr. BORLAND. The ease of Arkansas is not 
‘entirely provided for in the way suggested by. the 
Senator. ‘There are a good many. boats belonging 
to Arkansas, and trading within the rivers’of the 
State, that do not go, except, perhaps, through 
some accidental circumstance, beyond the State. 
They trade between the mouths of the Arkansas 
and the White river, and.up those rivers; for the 
Senator must recollect that on the White river we 
have a navigation, a large portion of the year, of 
five hundred miles, and for a large portion of the 

ear anavigation upon the Arkansas of over sevene 
bandved miles, and for most of the year six hun- 
dred miles.. The boats which trade on those 
rivers do not-go beyond them. We have mail 
lines now from the mouth of ‘the Arkansas river, 
up the White river, and up the Arkansas. The 
boats do, occasionally, go to Memphis; but there 
is no provision for inspectors-there. But even 
suppose. there were inspectors at Memphis, still 
our boats fromthe mouth of the Arkansas would 
have to go over two-hundred miles to get the in- 
spection. My only object isto secure for our 
steamboat interest within: our own: State—not for 
boats that trade -between there and! New Orleans, 
or other places—facilities. for inspection.” “Many 
of the boats trade exclusively upon our.own fivers; 
and I assure the Senator, as [ undertook to show 
him and. the Senate, when the other bill of which 
„I speak-was before us, there iš- no place in the 
world where rigid inspection is needed so much 
as in my State; for no imposition has ever been 
so gross and injurious. : 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator. may feel some as- 
surance that one of the supervising inspectors will 
go into Arkansas. : J 

Mr. BORLAND. I would inquire if a super- 
vising inspector will be there sufficiently often to 
make the inspéctions? l 

Mr. DAVIS. It lies in the discretion of the 
Our expectation is, 
that they will arrange the performance of their 
duties so as to suit the exigencies, and: meet. the 
wants of. the public. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will say, then, that as I 
apprehend we- will not finish the bill to-day—I 
find a good many objections to completing it to- 
‘day—I shall proposean amendment before the final 
action on the bill, making the provision which I 
-have suggested. = 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I propose- to amend the thirty- 
ninth section of the bill: It- reads now— 

‘“ That every-inaster or commander of a vessel shall pro- 
vide himself -with a copy.of this act, and keep the same on 
board his vessel; andif he neglects or refuses so to do, he 
shall forfeit 20.” : 

_ I propose to insert, in place of that, the follow- 
ing: ` 

That every master or commander of a steamer shall 
provide himself with at least ten copies of this act, and 
keep them on board his vessel, and if he neglects or refuses 
so to do, or shall refuse to exhibit a copy of the same to 
any passenger who shall ask it, he shall forfeit $20. 
^ The amendment was agreed to. l - 
: Mr. HALE. I want to call the attention of the 
friends of the bill to another. provision. -Theére 
are several. penalties proposed in a great many 
sections, and in several there is a mode of enfor- 
cing them, while in othérs there is none. I wish 


to amend the bill by adding a section which will 
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give a general jurisdiction in enforcing all penal- 
ties. It is as follows: 
Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That all penalties 


imposed by this act may be recovered in an action of debt : 


by any person who will sue therefor, in any court of the 
United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendments made as in Committee 
of the Whole, were to insert the following as ad- 
ditional sections: 


Src. 41. And be it further enacted, ‘That all engineers 
and pilots shall, before entering upon their duties, make 
solemn oath before one of the inspectors herein provided 
for, to be recorded with the certificate, that he will faith- 
fully and honestly, according to his best skill and judgment, 
perform all the duties required of him by this act, without 
concealment or reservation; and if any such engineer, 
pilot, or any witness summoned under this act asa witness, 
shall, when under examination, knowingly and intention- 


ally falsify the truth, such person shal] be deemed guilty of |; 


perjury, and if convicted, be punished accordingly. 

Sec. 42. And be it further enacted, That all parts of 
laws heretofore made, which are superseded by or are in- 
consistent with this act, are hereby repealed. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
ag 


Mr, GEYER. There are two sections, , the 
forty-fourth and forty-fifth, adopted by the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole, which are in- 
serted in the wrong place. At the suggestion of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, I propose to 
transpose them. They ought to precede the forty- 
second section. 

The two sections were read, as follows: 


Src. 44. And be it further enacted, That the supervising 
inspectors appointed under the provisions of this act, shall, 
within their respective districts, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, take the examination, or receive 
the statements in writing, of persons of practical knowledge 
and experience in the navigation of steam-vessels, the con- 
struction and use of boilers, engines, machinery, and equip- 
mients, touching the form, material, and construction of en- 
gines and their appurtenances; the causes of the explosion 
of boilers and collapse of flues, and the means of prevention; 
the kind and description of safety-valves, water and steam- 
gauges or indicators; equipments for extinguishment of 
fires, and for the preservation of life in case ofaccident, on 
board of such vessels, and all other means in use or proper 
to be adopted, for the better security of the lives of persons 
on board vessels propelled in whole or in partby steam; the 
advantages and disadvantages of the different descriptions 
of boilers, engines, and their appurtenances, safety-valves, 
water and steam-gauges or indicators, equipments for the 
prevention or extinguishment of fires, and the preservation 
of life in case of accident, in use on board such vessels ; 
whether any, and what further legislation is necessary or 
proper for the better security of the lives of persons on 

oard such steam-vessels; which examination and state- 


ments so taken and received shall be transmitted to the | 


Secretary of the Treasury, at such time ‘as he shall pre- 
scribe. 

Sec. 45, And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to cause sucb inter- 
rogatories to be prepared and published as in his opinion 
may be proper to elicit the information contemplated by the 
preceding section, and upon the receipt of the examination 
and statements taken by the inspectors, shall report the 
same to Congress, together with the recommendation of 
such further provisions as he may deem proper to be made 
for the better security of the lives of persons on board steam- 
vessels. 


Mr. HALE. 
adjourn. 

‘The question was taken, and the result was— 
yeas 12, nays 15; no quorum voting. 

Mr. CHASE, It is evident that there is no 


l move that the Senate do now 


quorum in the Chamber, and consequently we | 


can do no business. 1 therefore renew the motion 
to adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and 


The Senate adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 9, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Litriston F. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


POSTAGE RATES. 


TheSPEAKER. The business first in order is 
the bill “ to reduce and modify the rates of post- 
age in the United States, and for other purposes,” 
reported from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and postponed until to-day, that bill 
taking precedence of the bill in reference to the 
Wheeling bridge case. 

Mr. OLDS. I ask the House to vdte upon the 
amendments proposed by the committee. 

The Clerk then read the first amendment, which 
is to strike out of line eleven the words “and a 
half.” 

Mr. OLDS. Thatamendment simply proposes 
to make the standard weight of newspapers and 


| material than this is. 


i papers to compel them to curtail their size, or a 


parap'ilet two ounces instead of two ounces and 
a half. : : 

Mr. BROOKS. T think, if the House will give 
their attention to the subject, they will see that: 
that is an amendment which ought not to be made. 
The committee originally reported, as will be seen 
by reference to the eleventh line of the bill, two 
anda halfounces to be the ultimatum of the weight 
of newspapers, and, I beliéve, of pamphlets; and 
the proposition now coming from the committee 
is to strike out the half ounce, so as to make it © 
read, that the greatest weight of newspapers, 
pamphlets, or periodicals shall be two ounces. 

l have not been able to ascertain the object of 
that amendment, because | have heard no argu- 
ment in its favor; but the reasons why it should 
not be adopted are plain, and [ think I can satisfy 


the House that they are good reasons, if they will į 


give me their attention for a moment. 

Itis the easiest thing in the world to make a 
large newspaper, or a pamphlet of considerable 
size; and of a great number of pages, of a very 
light weight; but it is done by decreasing the 
quality of the paper—the quality of the materials 
of which it is made, and the thickness of the 
newspaper. A newspaper, for example, of this 
size, [holding up the Albany State Register,] may 
be twice as -large and yet not weigh more than 
this does, if it ıs made of a thinner and-lighter 
If this amendment should 
be adopted, the newspapers and periodicals of the 
country, to come within the purview of the post 
office law, would have to be printed on paper of a 
lighter material, so that what the post office would 
gain the country would lose, both in the quality 
of the paper and in the eye-sight of the commu- 
nity. ‘There is nothing more mischievous to the 
people of this country that the bad paper upon 
which their newspapers and pamphlets are print- 
ed. ‘That is the great cause of the use of specta- 
cles inthis country. The only reason why 1 have 
occasion to use them—for I once had as good eye- 
sight as anybody—is from reading newspapers 
printed on this thin paper—this paper of bad 
quality. The amendment of the Senate will in- 
crease the necessary demand for the use of spec- 
tacles, by making the material worse and the news- 
papers lighter and thinner, and so injuring the 
whole community, it may be for the benefit of the 
Post Office Department, or it may not be. 

Now, I contend that it would be no substantial 
benefit to the mail carriers to make these newspa- 
pers lighter, for the great quantity of mails now 
carried through this country, where the mail-bags 
are large and numerous, are carried upon railroads 
and steamboats, and it hardly matters to the coun- 
try, therefore, how large or how heavy they are. 
But even if it did matter to the country, it should 
not be taken for a moment into consideration when 
compared with the value of the eyes of the com- 
munity, and with the value of having good ma- 
terials upon which pamphletsand newspapers shall 
be printed, 

These arguments which I have attempted thus 
briefly to illustrate, might be-dwelt upon much 
more at length; but in addition to this, the adop- 
tion of the proposed amendment would be a cry- 
ing injustice to some of the larger newspapers of 
the country. 1 will remark here, that it does not 
come in conflict with any newspaper in which I 
am interested. The amendment, as it stands, 
meets my case; but it would be a crying injustice 
to yet larger newspapers—newspapers with which 
my own is, in some degree, in rivalry, but whose 
interests I nevertheless feel it my duty to repre- 
sent. ‘It will be a crying injustice to those news- 


crying injustice to the community if they did not 
curtail their size, but were compelled to employ 
thinner and lighter paper, for thereby a serious 
damage would be inflicted upon the commuaity. 
Now, it is no injury whatever to the country to 
have large sheets for newspapers. The greater 
the industry and enterprise of newspaper propri- | 
etors, and the printers of pamphlets and periodi- 
eals—the greater their disposition to increase the ; 
size of their sheets, and furnish for a given amount | 
of money a certain quantity of reading matter, the | 
better itis for the public. Itis a thing to be de- į 
sired. Large newspapers should be rather court- 


ed than avoided. ‘The last thing that Congress |! 


should do, should be to say to the proprietors of 


newspapers, Under. no circumstances, under no į 
pressure of news and intelligence, shall you print | 


| weight at two ounces. 


an extra sheet... The effect of this amendment 
would be to compel the proprietor‘of a newspaper: 


| that was nearly the weight of two ounces, under’ 


no circumstances whatever:to print an extra sheet 


| either with the speech of a member of Congress, 


with foreign news, or with the domestit and: pa-. 
litical news that maybe abundant in the country; 
because the moment he.attached an-extra sheet to. 
his newspaper, it would come within. the purview: 
of this amendment, and an additional tax would 
be laid.on the subscriber to the newspaper. 

I think, sir, I -have now sufficiently. explained 


|| the reasons why I -oppose this amendment, and,: 


in conclusion, I express the hope that it may. not 
be adopted, but the bill will be: allowed. to ‘stand 
as it was originally reported, with respect to. this 
provision. ue ae 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. The business. 
properly in order this morning, was. the’ bill. 
t‘ granting the right of way and a portion of 


|é the public land to the States of Florida and 
‘ Alabama for the construction: of certain rail- 


‘ roads in said States,” that bill having been post- 


| poned until to-day. I am satisfied, however, that 


the House is much more interested inthe pàs- 
sage of this postage bill, than in a bill which 
is entirely of local interest, and I am, therefore, 
wiling that the railroad bill shall be again post- 
oned. ? § è ’ 
The SPEAKER... The Chairand the-.Clérk in- 
advertently overlooked the bill to which ‘the gen- 
tleman from Florida refers, which would ‘have 


| taken precedence of the bill now under considera- 


tion. : ; 
„Mr. CABELL. I move to postpone the-con- 

sideration of the bill to which I refer until 'T'hurs- 
day next. : 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr..OLDS. I have buta word or two to say 
in reply to the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Brooxs.] This is a question of some importance, 
and I trust the House will listen to the few re- 
marks I have to make in relation toit. The com- 
mittee originally reported in ‘favor of two and 
a half ounces as the standard weight of newspa- 
pers, and for an additional rate of postage for every 
additional ounce, or fraction of an: ounce. Upon 
consultation, however, with the Senate commit- 
tee, and with the Post Office Department, I was 
directed to report an amendment to strike out the’ 
half ounce, so as to fix the, standard weight at 
two ounces, and then the-same rate of postage for 
every additional ounce, or fraction of an ounce, 
The argument used before the committee was this: 
That if you fix the standard weight at ‘two and a 
half ounces, and then an:increased rate for every 
additional ounce or fraction of an ounce, you make 
the weights for the post offices all over thg.coun- 
try, in determining the postage upon newspapers 
and other printed matter, fractions of an ounce— 
two and a half ounces, three and a half otnces, 
four and a half ounces, and so on. It was, there- 
fore, thought advisable by the Department, and hy 
the joint committee of the two Houses, that I 
should be directed to report an amendment to 
strike out the half ounce, and leave the standard 

Another argument in favor of this amendment 
was this: we found, by examination at the Post 
Office Department, that there were but few papers 
in the country—not more, perhaps, than three or 
four—the weight of which would be. over two 
ounces. Here, for example, is the New York 
Courier and Enquirer, which is perhaps the 
largest paper in the country. This paper weighs, 
when dry, two otinces and three eighths of an 
ounce. ‘The New York Journal of Commerce is 
another paper that weighs-over two ounces, and 
there are perbaps.a few otlier papers in the coun- 
try that would weigh over two ounces—the stand- 


| ard weight.we have fixed for newspapers. The 


New York Herald, double sheet, the Tribune, 
double sheet, the Express, double sheet, all. of 
them weigh under two ounces—the standard 
weight—and it was deemed unwise by the com- 
mittee and: by the Post Office Department, to fix 
the standard weight at a fraction of an ounce, for 
the purpose-of accommodating four or five papers. 
For myself, 1 do not care which the House shall 
determine on, whether two and a half ounces, as 
originally proposed by the committee, or two 
ounces as now proposed by the amendment. 

Mr. JENKINS. I desire to ask the gentleman 
a single question, Would not the effect of the 
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ase -athinner and inferior. paper 
etter-paper which they now use?:. 
ku Mrs OLDS: - We supposed. that ‘the effect. of it 
"would. be:to.induce the publishers. of the Courier 


-and ‘Enquirer, and other large papers: which are. 
‘three fourths filled with. advertisements peculiarly 
-for the city, to isstie‘an ‘edition’ of a -small size. for 


‘only effect of tt. ene 2 SP : 
2 Mr, SKELTON. -L proposean:amendment-to 
‘the amendment, which will probably meet the views 


country citeulation, and that that would be the 


‘both of the chairman ofthe Committee onthe Post.’ 


Office and Post Roads, and of the-gentleman- from 
‘New “York. I propose thatthe weight be fixed 
at three ounces, thus ‘avoiding the fraction of ‘an 
ounce, and securing all the advantage which. the 
gentleman: from “New: York desires. J perceive 
that this-clause of the bill includes periodicals and 
pamphlets, as well as newspapers. Now, period- 
icals arid pamphlets are perhaps the most import- 
ant publications in the country, and three ounces 
would cover many of them. I therefore propose 
the amendment to the amendment which I have 
indicated, to strike out “‘two and a half,” and in- 
sert “ three’? in lieu thereof. . 
Mr. OLDS... I will state to the gentleman from 
New Jersey an objection which ought to be fatal 
‘to his amendment. It is this: if you make the 
standard rate of postage of. all printed. matter, at 
one'cent per ‘tlfree ounces, for a distance, as pro- 
posed by‘this bill, under three thousand miles, the 
consequence will be: that all periodicals, in short, 
all: printed matter, would be made :to-conform to 
that weight. . Take, for illustration, of the period- 
‘icals of the country, Harper’s Monthly Magazine, 
which now weighs about eight ounces—the postage 
on which, under my-bill, would be seven cents— 
this would issue in three numbers, instead ‘of one, 
and the postage, instead of seven cents, would be 
‘three cents. Other: periodicals would conform to 
the same practice. ‘The’ result will be to so cripple 
‘the revenue ofthe Post Office Department, which 
is now already: more than a million ‘and a half 
short-of the expenses, that we shall have to make 
still: larger appropriations‘ from the Treasury of 
the United States to meet the deficiency. i 
` Mr. SKELTON: I cannot’see the force of the 
gentleman’s remarks. ‘The expense of transport- 
‘Ing three ounces instead of two and a half ounces, 
will make but little difference in the increased ex- 
penses of the Department. The increase of weight 
allowed to be transported for a given sum, will be 
a great advantage to the intelligence of the coun- 
try. 

Nee. OLDS. . One single remark in reply to the 
gentleman.” By the gentleman’s: proposition, he 
would,hot equalize the burden ofthe postage, for 
the reason’ that three fourths, ‘four fifths, nay, 
ninety-nine hundredths of the. newspapers of the 
country would not.come up to.the weight of three 
ounces, and yet you wouldcharge those weighing 
over one ounce and less than three ounces, the 
same rate’of. postage you charge upon printed 
matter weighing three ounces.. If the supposition 
be true that the periodicals of the country will con- 
form in their weight to the standard you fix in this 
bill, if you raise it.from two to three ounces, it 
will-diminish the revenues of the Post Office De- 
partment, in the ratio of two to three, so far as 
paper postage is concerned. 

?LPhe question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Sxecron, and it was not 
agreed to. . 

, TheSPEAKER. The question recurs apon the 
adoption of the amendment proposed by the com- 
mittee, to strike out “two and a half ounces,” and 
insert. “two Gunes, ’” 

Mr. BROOKS. «Then all who are in favor of 
two ounces will vote to strike out, and those who 
are in favor of leaving.the: bill as it is, at two and 
a half ounces, will vote in the negative? 

The SPEAKER. -Thatis so. 

Mr. OLDS called for tellers; which were or- 
dered, and Messrs. OLps and FowLER appointed. 

Mr. OLDS. Let the question. be again stated, 
that the attention of the House may-be called to it. 

The SPEAKER.. ‘The Chair will-again state 
the amendinent. - Itis to strike out of the original 
bill «two and a half ounces” and insert “two 

- sunces;” so that it will read, ‘and of no greater 
weight than two ounces, shall be. charged with 
oné-cent pastage,” &e. = > i 


‘Mr. CHANDLER. If this amendment is 


be. to compel thé publishers:of these ‘adopted it will exclide the larger papers from the 


mails. 0. Shee eens . 
‘The SPEAKER. -If the amendment is:rejected- 
the original. billwilk stand- at““two:-and a half 
ounces;”” but if- itis adopted it -will stand ‘two 
ounces.’? Those in favor of two ounces will first 


pass through the telleria] o Viser Ste 
“The question. was then taken; and the. tellers 
reported—ayes 67, noes 52.. < G 


two and.a half ounces, was adopted. -~ - 
‘The SPEAKER, The -question-is now, upon 

“the adoption’ of the.second amendment... - 

|© Mr. BROOKS, Is this amendment just passed 

upon any further amendable? : 

. The SPEAKER. -. The Chait thinks that after 


have been disposed of, it will be competent to 
amend the bill.in any of its parts. i 
Mr.. BROOKS. ill it:be necessary to go 
through all the amendments to the whole bill ? 
The SPEAKER. Perhaps it would be more 
regular to go through with the amendments pro- 
posed to each section first, and then receive any 
amendments that may be offered by gentlemen of 
the House to that particular section. The Chair 
understands that there are. several amendments 
proposed by the committee to. that particular sec- 
tion, which will be first disposed. of; and then the 
‘gentleman can propose his amendments. i: 
The following amendments to. the first section 
were then severally read, considered, and agreed 
to, viz: > 2.5 
tst amendment: Séction 1. Eleventh line;'strike out the 


words * and a half.” 4 
2d amendinent: Same section. Thirteenth and four- 


teenth lines, strike out “ two’? and insert “ three” in each 
line. : 

3d amendment: Same section. . Fifteenth line, strike out 
the words ‘published regularly,” and insert the words 
“and periodicals, not weighing over one ounce, published 
regularly ‘as often as once in three months.” 

4th amendment :. Same section. Sixteenth and seven- 
teenth lines, strike out the.words “and not weighing over 
one. ounce. ?”? x Er N 

5th amendment: Same section. . Seventeenth line, after 
the word ‘+ with,” insert the word “only.” 

6th amendment: Same section.’ Nineteenth line, strike 
out the word “ either,” 

7th amendment: Same section, Twentieth line, after the 
word ‘ or,” insert the words ‘* paid quarterly in advance.?’ 

8th amendment: Same Section. Twenty-first line, after 
the word “ thereon,” strike out the remainder of said sec- 
tion. 

9th amendment: Strike out the third section. 

Mr. FOWLER. I would suggest that the first 
section, as it has now been amended, be read, so 
that: we may know how it stands. 

The first section, as above amended, was then 
read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, §c., That from and after the thirtieth day 
of June, eighteen hundred and filty-two, the postage upon 
all. printed matter passing through the mail of the United 
States, instead of the rates now charged, shall be as follows, 
to wit: Hach newspaper, pamphlet, periodical, magazine, 
book, bound or unbound, circular, catalogue, and every 
other description of printed matter, unconnected. with any 
manuscript or writing, and of no greater weight than two 
ounces, shall be charged with one cent postage, and one 
cent for each additional ounce, or fraction of an ounce, for 
any distance under -thfee thousand miles ; and for any dis- 
tance over three thousand miles, double those rates. All 
newspapers and periodicals not weighing over one ounce, 
published regularly as often as once in three months, and 
sent from the office of publication to actual subscribers, 
shail be chargeable with only one half the foregoing rates. 
The postage.upon ali printed mailable: matter shall be pre- 
paid atthe office where it is mailed, or paid quarterly in 
advance at the office of delivery ; otherwise double the 
foregoing rates shall be charged thereon. 


The SPEAKER. Amendments are now in 
order to the section just read. . i 

' Mr- OLDS. It will be. seen that this bill pro- 
vides that “from and after the 30th day of June, 
1852, the postage upon all printed matter,” &c. 
That day having passed, ig becomes necessary to 
amend it in thatrespect. I move to strike out the 
word “ June,” and insert ‘ September.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. LA 2 

Mr.. BROOKS. [rise in opposition-to the sec- 
tion as it now stands, and 1. shall be under the 
necessity of repeating a part of my argument to 
the House, because in the then state of the House, 
not one. half of the. members now present were 
then present, and the vote on the amendment was 
taken in such a manner, that while there was a 
majority at the beginning of the vote—in order to 
make a quorum, that majority became-converted 
into a miñority. It arose from our curious habits 


i of. doing business here, and shows how much 


So-the amendment, substituting two. ounces for 


the amendments proposed. by the committee shall. 


legislation on the-most important questions is sub- 
ject to chance. Fdo not suppose ‘the House can 


-well have. a more important subject for legislation 
than-this respecting: the-rate -of postage ‘upon 


‘newspapers “passing through the mails; with its 
‘consequent influence upon the intelligence of the 
péople of this. country: ) 0 i 2 
-T must, then;:-beg the. pardon of the House, if 
I repeat.a few of the arguments‘which advanced 
upon the opening of this morning’s. session. 

The maximum. weight newspapers. and pam- 
phlets are now allowed to lave, is three ounces. If 
Fam not correct in this statement, I beg the 
chairman. ofthe Post Office Committee will correct 
MEE! : 

Mr. OLDS. It is so. ; : 
` Mr. BROOKS: The gentleman says it is so. 
This fact being taken ‘for granted, then, that three 
ounces is the maximum: weight of newspapers 
passing through the post office, I beg. the House 
to remember that. the proposition ‘contained in 
this’ section of the bill is to reduce:that weight 
from three ounces to two ounces. i E 

Mr. POLK. Will the gentleman .from New 
York allow me to ask him a question? ; 

Mr. BROOKS. Certainly... . 

Mr. POLK. . What is the weight of the pam- 
phlet containing the life of General Scott ? [Laugh+ 
ter.] ~ : 

Mr: BROOKS. This proposition to reduce the 
weight of newspapers. from threé to two ounces 
is a proposition of a good deal of importance. 
There are newspapers in the country over the 
weight of two ounces now, whose weight and 
quality of paper are materially affected by this 
section of the bill. It is not expected, nor will 
the passage of this bill compel them to reduce:the | 
size of their papers. That is not possible. ~ But. 
the effect will ‘be to compel ‘them to print those 
papers upon lighter materials, and thinner paper, 
and the effect of this provision upon thosé persons 
who read those papers, will be to destroy their 
eyesight. ae 

Now, L- hold in my hand a Congressional 
Globe, which Tuse as an illustration, because it is 
now on every member’s table. The value: of 
that paper per pound is about twelve cents. That 
weight of paper is about one: third. more than 
would be the weight of paper which: could be 
bought for eight or nine cents, and ‘yet every man 
who reads the Congressional Globe will ‘admit 
that it is better to read upon paper of this weight 
and quality, than upon: paper worth eight or nine 
cents per pound, of much thinner quality, and 
much: worse material. Be 

And yet if the principle of the-general law in- 
tended for some existing newspapers, was to be 
applied to this Congressional.Globe, the size of it 
would be preserved, but it would be printed upon 
paper worth eight or nine cents per pound, and 
of much thinner material. -` i 

No good, therefore, comes tothe country from 
the adoption of such a proposition as this, but 
great mischief to the eyesight of the commuity, 
—injury to the paper manufacturers, and to the 
art of printing, and of eourse damage to. the country 
is to be apprehended from’ the passage of this 
proposition. ae, “ : 

T contend, further, that it isa war against intelli- 
gence. and the circulation of intelligence. The 
country has everything to gain by the largéeness 
of its newspapers, the quantity of reading matter 
they contain, and the numerous extra sheets they 
put into circulation. Formerly, when this coun- 
try had in it. some thirteen. or. fourteen States, 
small sheets were sufficiently ‘large to diffuse 
throughout the whole of it its intelligence; but now 
that we have thirty-one States, it is impossible for 
any legislator, any public man, or any individual 
to thoroughly comprehend the condition of the 
country unless intelligence-be spread out: in. some 
proper form or other.. In. order: to effect that, 
the country must have intelligence spread before 
itin large sheets, or extra shéets accompanying 
thenewspapers. Often’ upon the arrival from Cal- 
ifornia, there come-ten or eleven columns of news 
of the highest importance to all parts ofthe coun- 
try, from which emigrants have gone ‘to Califor- 
nia. To spread that. intelligence sufficiently be- 
fore the public you must have extra sheets accom- 
panying the newspapers, . Newspapers, with their 
extra sheets, will weigh over the two ounces pre- 
seribed in this bill; andif they ‘print extra sheets, 
the tax will fall upon the community; or thepro- 
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prietors of the journal will use paper of a poorer - 
quality, of a lighter weight; and in that manner 


damage the eyesight of the members of the com- 


munity, and the character of its printing reputa- ` 


tion. 


It is the policy of all other countries where lib- : 


erty and intelligence prevail—it is the policy of our 
fatherland, where journalism has reached the 


highest state of advancement, to have large sheets | 


for newspapers—double and even triple sheets, 
which the proprietors of them give to their read- 
ers. 
in weight as the first section of the bill now 
proposes, property to spread before the country 
the debates of this Congress, so that the commu- 
nity could have them in full. Indeed, the coun- 


i paper. J 
| ounce newspaper, or a newspaper a grain over | 


try, as a whole, never do have them, and they | 


never can have them under such a law as this, for 
it prohibits the publication ofa newspaper of a size 
sufficiently large. 


The people of my section of | 


country seldom know now what is said by | 
Southern men, never, perhaps, in full. The peo- ' 


ple of Mississippi, or of North Carolina, on the 
other side, can know little or nothing of what is 
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gives at all is a reduction of postage on great 
distances—on newspapers to California and Ore- 
gon, which are hardly yet settled. _ However use- 
ful it may be to them, that benefit is obtained by a 
positive injury—a positive infliction of damage on 
the settled portions of the Union. 


‘rate of postage, as shown by the table I have be- 


said by gentlemen from New York and Vermont. «| 
| Post Roads, state that upon one-ounce newspapers 


The cause of the great degree of sectionalism now 


pervading this country is, that the inflammatory : 


speeches made here, from the small size of our 
papers, are not widely circulated. The member 
from South Carolina sends hisspeechin pamphlet 


form to his people, and they are enraged with the |} 


people of the North for depriving them of their 


rights, and some member from New England or :; newspe r f fii 
i| miles, in order to take a daily newspaper weighing 


New York rises and tells how the North has been 


injured by the people of South Carolina, and they ° 


become enraged and indignant at the outrages in- 
flicted upon them. "Whereas, were newspapers 
sufficiently large, and of greater weight than at 
present, sprea 


before the public, as they are be- : 


fore the people of Great Britain by London news- | 


apers which circulate throughout that country, 
intelligence would not be as it is now, made sec- 
tional. 
sectional, and the whole tendency of this limita- 
tion of the weight of newspapers to two ounces 
will be to make everything more and more sec- 
tional. Woiseand prudent legislators, then, ought 
to exert the whole power of the Government to 
encourage, in the printing of newspapers, the 


use of the best quality of paper, and the largest | 
size, whereas this section of the bill pursues di- | 


rectly & reverse course, 


The proposition is to mate newspapers small | 
and of a very poor material, and it is proposed to | 


add the sanction of Congress to a policy so false 
by express legislation. Do Igo too far when | 


say it is unworthy of the age? A wise Congress | 


and wise legislators ought to rather hold out a pre- 
mium for the printing of large newspapers and on 
good material, than to affix 


Speeches are sectional, inflammation is | 


the penalty proposed |: 
by this bill; and ifthe House will reflect upon it, | 


Tam sure this idea will be abandoned. Espe- 
cially willit be abandoned when members recollect 


the present weight of newspapers is three ounces, jj 


against which there has been no serious complaint 
on the part of the community. 

Mr. Speaker, there are other propositions in- 
volved in this section, of yet greater importance 
to the country than those which I havedwelt upon. 


What has been, and what is now, the demand of | 
the public? What has been the great effort of the || 
in doors, to obtain from Con- į 
gress? Cheap postage; cheap postage upon both : 
Cheap postage would ' 
have been obtained last Congress on newspapers, | 


people, out of an 


letters and newspapers. 


i 


but, in the hurry and flurry of the passage of the | 


bill, late at midnight, never having been read, and 
being misapprehended by the House, a bad post- 
age law was made with regard to newspapers. 


admit that it is necessary to amend and make that || > n 
| reading public cannot come before us, 


law better; but it is not necessary to amend it as 
this bill proposes, by making it worse. [haveno 
doubt that the great body of the House entertain 
the idea of the public who are demanding cheap 

ostage on newspapers. This section of the bill, 

owever, doubles the postage on newspapers to 
many parts of the country; and the only benefit it 
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It would be impossible in a sheet limited ʻ; 


| fore me, for any distance not exceeding fifty miles, 
i is twenty-five cents per quarter upon a daily news- $; 
The proposition of this bill upon a two- ii 


one ounce, is to convert that twenty-five cents for 


; a distance not exceeding fifty miles into a postage 


| of seventy-eight cents per quarter. 


| postage for you! 


Mr. OLDS. The gentleman will see that he į; 


there labors under'a mistake. This seventy-eight 
cents is to be paid only in case the postage be not 
prepaid. - If prepaid, it is only thirty-nine cents. 
Mr. BROOKS. It is thirty-nine on one-ounce 
papers, and seventy-eight on two-ounce papers. 
Am I right? 
~ Mr. OLDS assented. 
Mr. BROOKS. 1, then, by the assent of the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 


for a distance of fifty miles, this bill proposes an 


| increase of postage from twenty-five to thirty- 


nine cents; upon two-ounce newspapers to seventy- 
eight cents; and upon two-and-a-half or three 
ounce newspapers yet more per quarter. This 
reaches almost every man in whose district a 
newspaper is printed; for within a circle of fifty 


one ounce, you have to pay thirty-nine cents post- 
age, and for a newspaper weighing two ounces, 
seventy-eight cents per quarter. Í am right in 
these facts, and it is necessary the House should 
understand them. Now, if the distance be over 
fifty miles, and does not exceed three hundred 
miles, the present postage is fifty cents. By this 
bill, upon an ounce newspaper the postage would 
be seventy-eight cents, being an increase of twen- 
ty-eight cents. The postage would, of course, on 
papers of a greater weight, be more, especially if 
they printed extra sheets. Incase the newspaper 
weighs but one ounce, and goes beyond the gentle- 
man’s district, there is a diminution of postage; 
but in case it goes beyond fifty, and under three 
hundred miles, the rate of postage, I repeat, is 
increased from fifty to seventy-eight cents per 
quarter. When the distance is over one thousand 


miles there is a decrease of postage; hut one thou- | 


sand miles is a large sweep. lt reaches to the 
greater portion of the settled parts of the country. 


| fs the House ready to make the large increase of 


posfkge on newspapers proposed by this bil? Is 


itready to take a proposition for increase into 
consideration, when there isa universal cry for 
cheap postage, cheap newspapers, and cheap in- 
telligence? { put it to the House whether, when 
the country asks for bread, it is urgent to give it 
stone? 

As I said at the start, the long, the great dis- 


i] tances stretching beyond one thousand miles there 


is a decrease of postage, because the postage under 
the old bill was enormously and outrageously 
high. Iam glad there is a decrease; but this de- 


crease should be extended in proportion,ay, more | 


in proportion to the settled reading portions of the 
country, who desire intelligence, and that circula- 
tion of intelligence which would make one part of 
this country well acquainted with the other. Mr. 
Speaker, this House, in adopting the bili of the 
Jast Congress, committed a great mistake, with 
which the country is not satisfied, and with which 
the country will notbe satisfied. Before we repeat 
this mistake, let us ponder well and act deliberately 
upon the items in this first section of the bill, fora 
bill greater in importance to the great body of the 
One por- 
tion of the community should have the opportu- 
nity of well understanding the other. The great 
effort of Congress should be the circulation of 
cheap newspapers, cheap intelligence at a low rate 
of postage, so as to bring the several sections to 
an understandiug of the various rights and inter- 


The present | 


Here is cheap ! 
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ests of each other. The whole: effect: ofthis: first 
section of the bill is to reverse this wise maxim, if 
it be admitied a wise maxim. -hope the House 
will undertake no such business'as that. I hope 
| we will act upon the bill deliberately, and I make 
| the suggestion here, because I may not be able to 
ji make it hereafter, that the bill be printed ina 
j; proper form, accompanied by a-report setting forth 
all the facts, all the changes proposed :to the old 
; bill. Let it pass through the hands of the printer, 
t with the amendments interlined, and be deliber- 
‘ately actedupon. If, then, we choose to take the 
i responsibility of increasing the rate of postage, 

and limiting the size of newspapers, it will be 
alone upon our shoulders. : 

Mr. OLDS. Task the attention of the House 
| for a few moments, though I am not. sure I can 
; make myself very intelligible, for this is a very 
i intricate subject indeed. When I tell the House 
we have more than seventy distinct rates of post- 
age on the newspapers of the country, thev-will 
perceive how difficult it will-be for me to make the 
Flouse understand, and I do not know that I 
really understand. myself how this bill. will bear 
upon the different-distances fixed by the old law. 

Mr. DANIEL. ` Has. not the morning hour ex- 

ired? . : ; 

Mr. OLDS. I move to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. DANIEL. 1 move to go to the business on 
the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will it be in order for me 
to make a motion to suspend the rules of the 
House to go into the Comniittee of the Whole 
upon the deficiency bill? ` 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order until the 
motion of the. gentleman from North Carolina 
{Mr. Danie] is disposed of. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. | I have a great desire to dis- 
| pose of the bill now before the Committee of the 
Whole. : ae 

Mr. HENN. I wish to offer an amendment, 
by unanimous consent, to the second section’ of 
the bill, so that it may.be printed in the Globe in 
the morning. i 

The SPEAKER. We bave not yet reached it. 

Mr. HENN., 1 know it is not in order, but 
by unanimous consent, 1 wish. to oferit so that 
it may be printed. : 

The following is the amendme 
Mr. Henn: 

Add the following to the second section:: 
; ‘The presidents of universities, colleges 
| of ali scientific institutions, and also the Smithsonian Insti- 
į tution, may send by mail, free of postage, the printed copies 
of any regular paper, pamphlet, or book published under 
utbority of anv such institutions and also the proof- 
of such eopies while the same are being published: 
Provided, Such prinied copies shail be distributed gratis. 


nt proposed by 


academies, and 


There being no objecuon, it. was so ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Unless the gentleman de- 
ires to get to the business upon the Speaker’s ta- 
ble, and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Orns] will 
| yield me the floor for that purpose, I will make 
the motion to-go into: Committee of the Whole on 
thestateof the Union. lam exceedingly anxious 
to get through with the deficiency bill with as lit- 
le delay as possible. 

Mr, DANIEL. The House having passed by 
for a long while private bills, lam exceedingly 
| anxious that they should be now considered, i 
therefore insist upon my motion, 

i The question was then taken upon Mr. Dax- 

| mu’s motion, and it was-not agreed to. 

1 So the House refúsed to proceed to the business 

: upon the Speaker’s table. 

i Mr. HOUSTON. The gentlemen from Ohio 

ii yields me the floor, and I now mave that the rules 

| be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
| into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 

|| the Union. 

i Mr. FOWLER. I wish to understand if the 

| 

| 

i 

i 

i 


gentleman from Ohio moved to recommit the bill 
under discussion? 

‘Jhe SPEAKER. That motion was made and 
entered upon the Journal. 

The question was then. taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
| rox’s motion, and it was agreed to. 
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-The twenty-fifth amendment, the next in order | 


was then read, as follows:. 


“or-additional compensation for increasing the trans- 
portation of the United States mail between New York and 
Liverpool, in the Collins line of steamers, to. twenty-six 
trips per annum, at such times as shall be directed by the 
Postmaster General, and in conformity to his last “annual 
report toCongress, and his letter of the 15th-of November 
last to lhe: Secretary “of the. Navy, commencing. said in- 
creased service oh the Ist of January, 1852, at the rate of 
$33,000 per trip, in lieu-of the present allowanice, the sum 
Of $236,500: Provided, That it shali be in the power of 
Congress, at‘any. titie-after the 31st day of December, 1854, 
to terminate ‘the ‘arrangement for, the additional allowance 
herein provided for, upon giving six months’ uotice.? 


The CHAIRMAN. The pending question is 
upon the-amendment of -the gentleman: from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. MEApE;] to strike out ‘ 33,” and 
insert. “25, so as to make. the appropriation 
$25,000 per trip, instead of $33,000. l 

“The question was then taken upon 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. DEAN: As it is necessary at this stage of 
the question to propose some amendment to the 
bill in order to obtain the floor, I therefore move 
to strike out the proviso. f 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire to amend the prior 
clause of the bill, and I wish to ascertain if, after 
this proposition to strike out the proviso is acted 
upon, it will be in order to go back to the prior 
part of the section? = >o 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks it will 
be in order to go back to any part of it. 

Mr, DEAN. ‘This is.the only question which 
has arisen during this session upon which I have 
entertained doubts, as. to the way I ought to vote. 
While every feeling of national pride bid me say 
ay, my fixed opinions. of opposition to the crea- 
tion or continuance of monopolies by the General 
Government, or of grants by it of bounties to in- 
dividuals, seemed to compel me to givea reluctant 
nay to theapplication. Amid this apparent strug- 
gle between principle and patriotism; I examined 
the subject in its various bearings, and am satis- 
fied that all objections on principle are without 
foundation; that it is a question-free from all con- 
stitutional difficulty; that the amount of the ap- 
propriation is the only real question about which 
we should differ.. Having, after a thorough ex- 
amination, come to this conclusion, I endeavored 
some days since to obtain the floor to give the 
reasons which would induce me to vote for the 
appropriation inserted by the. amendment of the 
Senate, and now recommended by the Committee 
on, Ways and Means of this House. Not suc- 
ceeding at that time, as my time is now limited by 
our rules, I shall avail myself of the privilege 
universally granted, as my time will expire before 
finishing my remarks, to ‘hand my-jotes to the 
reporters, that my constituents, to whom lam 
immediately responsible for every vote, may un- 
derstand in full the reasons by which my action 
has been determined. ` 


the amend- 


The first question to be settled in passing upon 
this appropriation is, ought this Government to aid 
in maintaining the Collins or a similar line of steam- 
ers between this country and England ? 

If this is answered in the affirmative, the only 
remaining question is, whether we are not obliged to 
sustain. this line now, because of the impossibility at 
this time of obtaining any other ships, of sufficient 
capacity and speed, to curry the mails between New 
York and Liverpool, in a successfal competition. with 
the Cunarders ? “eof 

In discussing the first proposition, it. becomes 
proper'that l should address myself to the ques- 
tion propounded by the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, (Mr. Jonns;] who, in opposing this measure 
yesterday, asked, ‘ Where can you find the pow- 
erin the Constitution to make this appropriation ?”’ 

Now, sir, I might answer the question by-citing 
precedents almost innumerable, of the exercise of 
similar powers, with the approval of every Admin- 
istration; or point to the unbroken line of policy 
from the foundation of the Government. I might 
say that the creation of this system was upon the 
recommendation of President Polk in his annual 
message—that the law. was passed. by a Demo- 
cratic Congress, and approved and signed by a 
Democratic President. But I do not. propose to 
answer it in that way, choosing rather to point 
eut.the specific clauses in the Constitution which 
authorize this appropriation, By referring.to the 
preamble to the Constitution we shall find. that 


add there is another point, and. that is, the na- 


one of the objects for which it was adopted was i 
“ to provide for the common defense and promote ; 
the general welfare.” And the eighth section of | 
the first.article reads-as follows: 

“Phe Congress shall have-power to lay-and collect taxes, ` 
duties, imposts, and excises ; to pay the debts, and provide - 


‘for the common defense and general welfare of the United | 


States.” i : 

That is, the taxing power is given to raise money ` 
for the purpose of providing for the common de- . 
fense.. Admitting, however, that it can only be . 
exereised-in pursuaiice of the subsequent grants : 
of power, this, taken in connection with the war- . 
inaking power, and the means to be employed’ in ` 
the exercise of.this prerogative not being specified | 
in the fundamental law, the right to employ such ` 
as in our judgment the wants and exigencies of : 
the times require must be clear and undisputed. i 


At one age of the world this duty on our part | 


would have been properly discharged by building ` 
high walls, by arming our soldiers with spears, : 


swords, javelins, and shields. At a later day, i 


and while we had no commerce, by raising troops, ; 
furnishing theri with fire-arms and ammunition, | 
and erecting and manning fortifications to protect ; 
our harbors and the passes to our country. pas 

“Now, it isto be noticed that the manner in which | 
the common defense. is to be provided for, is not | 
restrained in the Constitution, except by the lim- 
itations of the express powers, eare nowhere : 
told that we may build a fort, establish and Main- ; 
tain a military académy or atsenal, or make or | 
purchase fire-arms; yet the exercise of these pow- | 
ers has always been unquestioned as. necessary i 
implications from the war-making power and the } 
power to impose taxes to provide for the common | 
defense. 1f it can be shown that by sustaining this 
line,it will aid in providing for the common de- | 
fense in case of war, the right to make the ap- į 
propriation is clear. But will it necessarily effect , 
this object? We have now a commerce which is 
universal—and in view of the revolution that steam 
has effected in navigation, and the probability that 
the next war that any foreign Power shall ‘wage 
against us will be upon the ocean—when all these 
have their steam navies—in view of this, the ne- 
cessity which this changed state of affairs creates, 
I submit that the power is not only within the 
strict. purview and meaning of the Constitution; 
but that the duty on our part to exercise it in. this 
manner is imperative; that a steam navy is as ne- | 
cessary now as were firearms and gunpowder in 
the time of the Revolution. But Í find in an- 
other provision of the Constitution—in the grant 
to establish. post offices and post roads—a direct 
power for that purpose. 

Now, gentlemen may say, perhaps, that you 
cannot build a road upon the Atlantic. Why, 
you can build a road there as well as upon a 
river; and the rivers in this country are made 
post roads; and I cannot see any reason why the 
ocean cannot be so used. In fact, this line has 
bridged the Atlantic, and connected New York 
with Liverpool, > 

And, Mr. Chairman, there is no direct powerin | 
the Constitution to transport the mails. Butit isa 
necessary incident to the powers granted, As I 
see my time is nearly out, I have only to say that | 
I find the power in another part of the Constitu- : 
tion, which is ‘ the power to regulate commerce. ”? 
For it is impossible to regulate commerce unless | 
the Government provide for the transmission of : 
intelligence. We must have foreign correspond- : 
ence, and ‘all. our Atlantic cities are interested in . 
this matter, as well as the people at large. I say, 
therefore, in the Constitution, in addition to the | 
power to ‘provide a navy, there are three other : 
distinct grants-of power under which this appro- | 
priation can be justified. i 

I-will not now-amplify these points, but merely . 


tional objects to be promoted by this enterprise. 
We are now compelled to:meet and compéte with 
England, with ournaval and commercial marine,in : 
a contest for the commerce of the-world; and other | 
gentlemen may. do as they please,:but.in this, the 


| third war with England which we are now waging, | 


I, for one, mean to.be on the side of my country. 

The contest now is, for commercial, industrial, | 
and naval supremacy. [t isa contest which we are 
waging, not by ‘one class of our people against 
another, but a contest which the manufacturers, 
which the commercial class, which our artisans, ` 


H 


| tenance of this Cunard line. 


and our citizens generally are waging with Eng- 
land, for commercial and manufacturing suprem- 
acy; and Isay, that ina contest of this kind, I, 


| for one, will be on the side of my country. 


Mr. BOCOCK. Has the’ war been regularly 
declared ? 

Mr. DEAN. Yes, sir, the war has been reg- 
ularly declared; or, rather, jt exists by the act of 
England, for the power of the British Goverament 
is, and for years has been, devoted to the main- 
‘Mr. NABERS. Iam very happy, Mr. Chair- 
man,to agree in one particular with the gentleman 
from New York, {Mr. Dzan,] who has just taken 
hia seat. It is this, that he is always found upon 
the sideof.his country. Lamalways found there, 
and not only upon the-side of a part of my coun- 
try, butall my country. Am I to understand that 
the Collins line embraces the whole country? Am 
J to infer that it embraces not only the people, but 
the Constitution, too? If so, Iam free to confess 
that I have read that Constitution. in vain. 

The gentleman quotes the article in the Consti- 
tution about the common defense and general wel- 
fare, and applies it, to the bounty which this 
amendment proposes to give the Collins line of 
ocean steamers. -This is perverting a constitu- 
tional provision, ‘which was intended to embrace 
all, to the benefit of a select few. It isinvoked to 
aid a particular interest, and that, too, at the ex- 
pense of the general welfare. Read the Consti- 
tution again, sir. I have not the honor of a per- 
sonal acquaintance with the. gentlemen interested 
in the Collins line, but I take it for granted that 
they are shrewd men, and know how to approach 
us; and how do they doit? Why, by putting the 
British upon our back, and appealing to our pa- 
triotism. Sir, it is the first time, in the history of 
this country, that I have ever known that hallowed 
principle called patriotism to be put up to the 
highest bidder for cash! In 1847, or whenever the 
contract was made with E.’K. Collins & Co., they 
agreed to be patriotic for $385,000 a year! 
{Laughter.] Isay they agreed for a stipulated 
price to play. the patriot, but they have tired out 
at that price, and ‘now, they demand, for a contin- 
uance of their patriotism towards our country, the 
small and insignificant sum of $800,000, or up- 
wards, per annum! Who'could.not be patriotic for 
that money, sir? [Laughter.} Point me to a man 
upon the earth who would refuse to be patriotic. 
for a handsome sum like that.’ The questions 
were asked on yesterday by the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Porx,] ‘ Have you no nation- 
ality? Do you limit your patriotism by the round 
ofa dollar??? To the first question I answer, yes. 
Iam proud of my nationality. To the second I 
answer, no. My patriotism is not limited by the 
round of a dollar, but the patriotism of EB. K. Col- 
lins and Co. would seem to be thus limited. What 
do they say? They come forward to this House 
and tell you, unless you increase their compensa- 
tion, they cease their patriotism; that is, they will 
let the line go, AND SUFFER THE BRITISH TO CATCH 
you! I recollect in the early struggles of this 
country-for liberty that men made great sacrifices 
in order to be patriotic. I recollect thatold General 
Marion used to sleep in the swamps of South 
Carolina, dash out occasionally with his men to 
fight the British and Tories by way of: getting 
fresh air and a little recreation, and then return to 
his hiding-place, and lived upon parched. corn 
and roast potatoes served up upon a piece of pine 
bark! That was patriotic in those days. But 
patriotism in 1852 means magnificent floating pal- 
aces—means a princely fortune as the result of a 
contract with the Government of the United States. 
But, sir, I deny that this Congress has the right to 
make such discrimination as is contemplated by 
this amendment. 

{Here the hammer fell.] - 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman fram New 
York [Mr. Dean} moves to strike out the whole 
proviso. I wish to know if it is in order to amend 
the proviso which has been proposed to be stricken 
out? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is in 
order. The proviso isan independent proposition, 
complete in itself, and is therefore subject to 
amendment, 

Mr. MILESON, I move to. amend the proviso 
by striking out the words *‘ fifty-four,” in the 
fourteenth line, and inserting, ‘‘ fifty-two” in lieu 
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thereof, so as to authorize Congress, at any time 
after the 3ist day of December, 1852, to terminate 
the contract. 

Mr. Chairman, I should be false to every prin- 
ciple by which my public conduct has heretofore 
been regulated, if I failed to express my utter and 
earnest opposition to this amendment of .the Sen- 
ate. I will not now go inte a discussion of the 
question, whether it be consistent with the princi- 
ples of the Democratic party to make this appro- 
priation Nor do I deem it at ali necessary- to 
reply to the argument of the gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Dzaw,] that the preamble of the Con- 
stitution confers upon Congress authority to pro- 
vide for the common defense and the general wel- 
fare of the United States. I need make no other 
answer to this argument than to refer him to the 
resolutions of the late Baltimore Convention; and 
if the gentleman claims membership in the Demo- 
cratic party, and subscribes to the doctrines pro- 
claimed by their Convention, he will require no 
other answer to his arguments. He will find 
there a resolution, adopting into the Democratic 
creed the resolutions of Kentucky and Virginia, 
and the reportof Mr. Madison to the Virginia 
Legislature, in which this very heresy of his is 
condemned and repudiated. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
deman, which resolution of the Baltimore Conven- 
tion he refers to? 

Mr. MILLSON, I refer to that declaring that 
the Democratic party will uphold the principles 
laid down in the Kentucky and Virginia resolu- 
tions. 

Mr. CARTTER. Of 798? 

Mr. MILLSON. Yes, sir. But what is the 
case before the House? The statement of it is 
simple enough. A company of gentlemen have 
embarked in an enterprise for the transportation of 
passengers and merchandise between New York 
and Liverpool. They have entered into a contract 
to carry the mail at a stipulated price. It is not 

retended that their compensation for this service 
ig too small. But they say that their expenses far 
exceed their receipts, and they inform us that they 
must abandon their enterprise, unless the United 
States will agree to make up the losses they must 
suffer. The ill success of their adventure has in 
no way been occasioned by us, but it is proposed 
to increase their allowance, already dispropor- 
tioned to the actual service rendered, so as to ena- 
ble them to prosecute their business. Sir, I see 
nothing in this system, but pure, simple, unmiti- 
gated protection, and protection in its most odious 
form. 

I will do the Whigs of the country the justice 
to say that they have never yet, in their advocacy 
of the protective system, ventured so far as to put 
their hands. into the public Treasury, and take 
from it sums of money for the purpose of bestow- 
ing them in bounties to favored classes; and I will 
do them the further justice to say that, while they 
urge what they wrongly suppose to be the protec- 
tion of American against foreign interests, they 
have never gone so far as to urge the protection of 
American interests against American rivalry. No, 
sir; much as I condemn the policy they have 
sought to establish, they have never yet gone to 
the extent of seeking to protect one single manu- 
facturer of cotton in Connecticut against ali the 
other manufacturers of cotton in the United States. 
Upon such a question as this, the discussion of de- 
tails would seem hardly to be necessary. There 
are some propositions we ought to be prepared to 
reject without any scrutiny of particulars. But 
let me direct your attention to the extent of this 
protection. According to the showing of the gen- 
tlemen who are the proprietors of these steam-ves- 
sels, their receipts have been $48,286 85 per trip. 
Deduct, then, the amount paid them by the Gov- 


ernment of the United States—$19,000—and their | 


whole receipts, from all sources, have been only 
$29,286 85. And yet, we are now asked to give 
them $33,000 per trip! All their earnings from 
the transportation of passengers and merchandise 
only amount to the sum of $29,286 85, and we are 
asked to pay them for transporting a few mail bags 
$33,000 per trip; that is to say, a sum largely 
exceeding the whole of their income from all other 
sources. 

But, sir, will even this amount save them from 
loss? In their own exhibit, the average expense 
of each trip is set down at $65,215 64; and if they 
should hereafter receive $33,000 per trip from the 


i, in debt about one million of dollars, at the time 


| Government, their income, unless their other re- | 
| ceipts should be swelled, would only be $62,286 85; 


| bility abroad; to protect American labor against 
Briush rivalry; to increase the demand for our | 


| good of the farmer, the mechanic, and the mer- | 
chant, who had to bear the burden, rather than : 


We are accustomed to such arguments as these. 

| The people have never been much impressed with | 
them. ‘They are, indeed, not quite originalin our | 
own country. Goldsmith pleasantly tells us that | 
i the sumptuous dinners which the churchwardens | 
; used to Vote themselves, were only eaten for the | 
good of the poor of the parish. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not 
attempt to discuss the constitutional question | 
which presents itself in connection with the con- 
sideration of the subject-matter now before.the 
committee; but, sir, l must say, with due defer- 
ence to the codrdinate branch of this Legislature, 
| that I think they have traveled slightly out of the | 
way upon a mere deficiency bill—a bill, sir, to 
provide for the deficiencies in the expenditure of ! 
your Government—to add to that deficiency bill 
the enormous expenditure now proposed. 

Mr. CARTTER. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Make your point of order. | 

Mr. CARTTER. I will endeavor to do it. 
| My point of order is this: that it is competent to į 
| speak against the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Mituson,] which amendment 
was against the bill. The gentleman is putting up 
a second speech against the bill. Instead of speak- 
| ing against the amendment, he is. speaking for it. 
The CHAIRMAN. So far as the gentleman 
| has proceeded, the Chair is not able to determine | 
| that he was out of order. The amendment is one | 
i to limit the appropriation to 1852, instead of to 
| 1854. The gentleman may be in favor of the bill | 

or against it, and yet support the amendment. i 
| Mr. MceMULLIN, The Chair has certainly | 
| decided correctly, because Ihave not. yet deter- 
| mined my position. Before I shall have taken my 
seat, the question of order might, perhaps, have 
been properly raised upon me. 

Sir, I desire to obtain from the friends of this | 
| bill, information upon two or three important | 
| points. My understanding is, that when this Col- 
lins company asked the Government to enter into 
| partnership with them, they proposed tocarry the 
mail for $385,000, with which sum they would be | 
able to compete with the British line. They now 
come forward and ask the Government to swell | 
that appropriation to upwards of $800,000. Now, | 
sir, we require the War Department, the Navy | 
| Department, and the various other departments of : 
the Government, to show in detail the expendi- | 
' tures of the Government. The Collins company | 
| come forward and say that they have expended a 
| very large amount of money. How have they | 
| expended ix? I desire to know of the friends of | 
| 


! this measure, whether or not that company were | 


they Jaunched their vessels, and were ready to 
carry out this contract? I desire to know if the 
stock of the company has not been depreciated to 
from thirty to fifty below par? 1 desire to know, 
further, what salaries they pay their officers? 1 
have been informed that they pay their captains 
$6,000 per annum. If that be true, I desire to 
! know of the friends of the company, if they cau- 
not command the services of competent officers 
| for $3,000 per annum? ; 
Sir, let these gentlemen come forward and give 
us a bill of particulars. Let them show the Gov 
ernment why they have gone into this extraord 
nary and extravagant expenditure of money, and 
not deal in these vague generalities. Let them be 
required to do that which the Departments of this 
| Government are required to da. Sir, itis an out- 


! rage and an imposition upon this Government, to 


i 


i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


i ask us tọ appropriate this money without know- 


i for the manufacturer, who saddled it on them. I! 


ing how the company have incurred ‘these exorbi- 
tant éxpenditures. : 

The learned constitutional. lawyer from New 
York [Mr. Dean] gets up here’ and tells the 
House and the country that he is a Democrat, 
that this is a Democratic measure; and that it has 
been a Democratic measure since the foundation 
of the Government. The gentleman must: have 
but little respect -for the House of Representatives 
to presentlegal views in such a vague and ‘indefi- 
nitemanner. Sir, if this is not protection—pro- 
tection in its mést odious form—I confess: that I 
know not what protection consists in.’ Sir, an 
appeal is made to the’ House of “Representatives 
that this is a contest between Great Britain and 
America; and those who oppose this appropri- 
ation are told that their patriotism is not large 
enough, hh enough, expansive enough, to pro- 
| tect our Government and. our country’ against 
Great, Britain. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MILLSON. I believe this to be an im- 
portant amendment, and I therefore ask for-tellers: 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire if itisnow 
in order to oppose the amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. CARTTER. I believe the rule-is, that 
there may be one speech in opposition 40 the’ 
amendment. But the speech of the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. McMuttty,] who has just 
taken his seat, was an elaborate argumentin favor 
of the amendment of his colleague. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is 
not in order to discuss the amendment further, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CARTTER and 
VENABLE were appointed. ; . 

The question was taken, and it was decided in 
the negative—ayes 62, noes 73. . 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. J. move to 
amend the proviso by striking out £54’ and 
inserting “55.” 

1 advocate this amendment upon the ground that 
it is necessary to extend the time in order to test 
the groands on which this appropriation was ori- 
ginally made. This line was originally established 
with two objects. One of those objects. was to 
carry the mails, and for that, I contend—and T 
presume there will be no question about it—the 
Government has the right to contract and to pay. 
It was a legitimate object, clearly within our con- 
stitutional power, and sanctioned by precedent and 
almost universal acquiescence.. The other object 
was the establishment ofa steam navy, or the em- 
ployment in the commerce of the country of a 
certain number of vessels which might be em- 
ployed for the protection of that commerce in time 
of war. Now, sir, there can be no question that 
this also is a legitimate object, if the means em- 
ployed be appropriate. F maintain that the exper- 
iment has not yet been fully tested, and ought, by 
no means, to be abandoned. J maintain that these 
| vessels, built by the Collins company, are the 
strongest ships that have ever been put afloat since 
| ships have been built. I maintain that they will 
prove to be the best war vessels that ever have 
been constructed; and, more than that, [ maintain 
that the estabiishment of this. line has already 
done much for the security of the country. One 
gentleman, during the discussions that have 
already taken place, said, in the course of his re- 
marks, that it was idle and absurd to say that 
these four vessels could stand against. the whole 
steam navy of the British Government. Sir, if 
our Navy, with these four vessels added, could not 
stand against the steam navy of Great Britain, 
surely it could stand much less against. that navy 
if we had not these four vessels. 

Now, sir, when this policy was adopted, at the 
recommendation of President Polk, immediately 
after the danger of war. with Great Britain upon 
the Oregon question, our coast was constantly 
traversed by the West India line of British steam- 
ers; and that fact created a strong apprehension 
on the part of our Government of a complete. de- 
vastation of our coast and our commerce if a war 
had broken out. The effect of the establishment 
of this and other lines has been to drive away those 
British steamers from our coast. In this point of 
view, the effect has been to render our country 
more secure, to give us protection to this extent, 
and to give us greater confidence in ourselves. 

But, sir, it bas done infinitely more than that. 
I tried to get the floor before the debate upon this 
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the establishment of: this: policy recommended by 
Mr. Polk, and now. scarcely. more ‘than. com- 
menced, has put: this Government. fifty years 
ahead of what it‘would: have been if this. policy 
had never been adopted. Before the construction 
of these vessels, it was impossible in this country 
to make such machinery as that-used in these | 
Collins steamers. : 
. [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. Chairman, the people of 
the United States: are no doubt somewhat sur- 


prised that on the 9th day of July, 1852, we are t 


discussing.a:bill, and the amendments thereto, to 
supply deficiencies for the fiscal year terminating 
on.the 30th June, 1852. For one, I disclaim all 
participation in the slow progress of business in 


this House in those protracted and irrelevant de- |: 


bates which have so Jong delayed the public. 
business; and I say here, that I think this.bill and 
all the amendments thereto, the one now under: 
consideration included, should have passed some 
three or four months ago. 

’ Su, I have sought the floor now, as one of the 
Representatives of the State of Ohio, to express 
my concurrence in the important amendment now 
under. consideration, sent tous from the Senate, 
and to say that I believe it is the disposition of 
the great State which I have the honor in part to 
represent upon this floor, to uphold this great na- 
tional interest; and that they are adverse to the 
opinions so eloquently expressed in the written 
speech read by my colleague (Mr. Sranton] the 
other day. 

Sir, I congratulate this House that we have'at 
last got rid of the ‘ odious thraldom,”’ (to use the 
expression of. one of the most distinguished edit- 
ors of this country,) imposed on the House of 
Representatives by the everlasting and irrelevant 
debate under the one-hour rule ; and that we have 
at last got into the business condition of being 
obliged’ to confine our remarks to five minutes | 
speeches. That is the only way in which we can 
make any progress in the public. business; -and J, 
for one, would confine the remarks of members, 
during themorning hours, to fiveminutes speeches, į 
and hold evening sessions for general debate: 

I wish now, in a very few words, to assign the 
reasons why I shall support this amendment of | 
the Senate. The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. | 
Miuuson] says,—and the same remark. has been 
made by other gentlemen,—that he is opposed to: | 
this amendment, because it is giving some aid to | 
the great principle of protection—a principle which | 
lam proud, as a Whig member of Congress, to 
advocate and maintain. Sir, the principle of pro- 
tectionis maintained not only by the Whig party in 
this‘country, but by a large portion of the Dem- 
ocratic party. It is a vital principle of the Ameri- 
can Government, and of our Constitution. What | 
is-our Government for, if it be not to advocate or 
defend the great principles of protection, progres- | 
sion, and reform? Why are we legislating here 
for months, unless it be to protect American rights, | 
to protect American labor, to uphold American honor | 
and American labor in the great cauntry of which | 
we are the Representatives? i 

Sir, l glory in the fact that this is an incidental ! 


mode of protecting American commerce, uphold- į; 


i 
H 
$ 
t 
ing American power and Supremacy on.the sea, | 
and carrying out the great principle of steam nav- | 
igation which was originated ‘by. American inge- | 
nuity. Itis- true that in 1840, the British Gov- | 
ernment seizing hold of this great principle, had, | 
before we commenced these enterprises of ocean 
steam navigation, fourteen steamers òn: our coast | 
monopolizing our carrying trade for freight and 

mails, and, in some degree, driving our own com- | 
mercial marine from ourown coast. ‘The wisdom of | 
a former: Congress thought proper to establish an‘! 


ocean steam marine, and in little more than three 
years we have driven away the British steam ves- 
sels from -our coast, monopolized: the trade to 
Chagres, divided the profits of:-freight and of car- 


| rying the mails between England and other parts | 
of Europe: andthe: United: States, and we have |, 


only to.complete the work.-by maintaining the 
Collins line, which is emphatically the American 


| line, asa national line. >: ¢si: 


Sir, I cannot go into the-details of this matter 
now, although [-have:the materials-here; but in 


| one of-thesé. evening sessious, which f -hope -we 


shail have, f shall. be glad to descant upon-the 
subject. “Ihe Cunard. or British line has seven 
vessels in commission; the Collins or American 
line has only four. They may properly be termed. 
British vessels and American vessels; and the 


| American vessels, I wish you to understand, al- 


though there are only four ‘of them, have more 
tonnage than the.seven employed by the Cunard 
line. According to .the best. calculation I can 
make, the amount paid to the Collins line by the 
American Government is less than that paid by 


‘the British Government to: the Cunard line, the 


aggregate tonnage of the. seven Cunard steamers ` 


being 12,252 tons, and the aggregate tonnage of 
the four American steamers, or Collins line, being 
13,702—so that. the price paid to aid the American 
line by the American Government is less per ton 
than the amount paid by the British Government 
to uphold the British or Cunard line—the American 
line receiving $4.82 per ton, and the ‘British line 
receiving from the British Government $5 75 per 


i ton. 


The British Government has now 320 ocean 
steamers, carrying 1,520 guns, including her war 
steamers, and these easily convertible into war 
steamers, whilst the American Governnient has 
only 40 steamers suitable for war purposes, carry- 
ing 73. guns. And yet we find gentlemen here 


disposed to abandon the wise policy which origin- | 


ated and maintains..the. small effective force we 
now have, to countervail the immense force and 
far-seeing sagacity of the English Government. 
Sir, we cannot. safely abandon our ocean steam 
marine. We must uphold it. Every principle 
of economy, of ‘wise legislation, forbids that we 
should now abandon the scheme of ocean steam 
navigation; and it seems to me that the small ad- 
vance now proposed to the Collins line of steamers 
is the best means of maintaining the proud posi- 
tion we now hold in the great progress of steam 
navigation.. I hope the Senate’s amendment will 
be concurred in. : 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. ` 
draw my amendment, if there is no objection, 
No objection was made, and the amendment 
was withdrawn < 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to extend the time 
of notice to. be given from six months to twelve 
months: “oy 
My object is to answer briefly the remarks of 
the gentleman from. Virginia, [Mr. Mitison,} with 
reference to protection. I was endeavoring. on 
yesterday to say something on this subject, when 
my five minutes expired. . Í think, Mr. Chairman, 
this bill has suffered, in the estimation of some at 


sition now pending? Everybody, I think, will 
see at once that there isa striking dissimilarity 


ii between. the two cases, aS Soon as attention 1s 


It is 


thus enable them to manufacture goods at a cheap 
rate, and undersell us, then I should be for meet- 


1 will with- ; 


ing them in some mode, either by bounties to our 
establishments, or, what -I should prefer, taxing 
them heavily.. But-she has done nothing of the 
sort, and therefore géntlemen may very well be 
opposed to going into this protective system when 
our manufacturers have only to meet with. compe- 
tition from private persons and private capital, and 
yet be. willing to support a line of steamers which 
comes in competition with a line supported by the 
British Government. Isay, sir, that if the Cu- 
nard line were supported by private persons and 
rivate. capital alone, as the manufacturing estab- 
ishments.are, I would not give the Collins line 
one dollar to compete with them. J vould say to 
them, “ Go forward and fight; fight the Cunarders 
fairly, upon their own giound, without asking 
help from us.’* * But it is because the British Gov- 
érnment has interfered in the contest, and is as- 
sisting this very line, that I support the proposi- 
tion now before us, to give our ships.a fair chance 
in the contest, by helping them as.much as Great 
Britain helps their opponents. 7 
But, Mr, Chairman, I agree with the gentleman 
from Virgina, [Mr. Minison,] that this gives 
an advantage to these lines over private persons, 
and I regret it; but by withdrawing our support 
to the Collins line, and causing it to go down, we 
shall not avoid this evil. Suppose: you withdraw 
your support from the Collins line and let it go 
down. Great Britain will still keep up her line 
and thus continue this injurious monopoly against 
private enterprise. She will multiply the number 
of her ships, and the number of trips, ‘because 
then they can charge higher rates for passengers 
and freight, and you would still have this British 
competition with which our private mercantile ma- 
rine would have to struggle. If we leave the field 
to Great Britain she will only go to a greater ex- 
tent in this matter, What is the proper course to 
pursue? To meet her by similar lines. [f-she gets 
up an armament, though we are friends of peace 
we must get up another to. meet it. Though, by 
so doing, and having two military establishments, 
more lives ‘may be lost than if there were only one. 
You may, however, by this means restrain her. 
This principle of retaliation is the universal prac- 
tice, not only of ‘nations, but of: men. - Ifa man 
gives me a blow, and I submit, He may repeat it; 
but if I can succeed in knocking him down, that is 
the best way to satisfy him’ that it is wrong for 
him to commit a breach of the peace. Now, if 
Great Britain has embarked in this contest, I want 
her-to see that she has a foe that will meet her at 
every point, and contest every inch of the ground. 
Let her see that in this race the terms are to be 
equal, and that she is to be pressed at every stride 
and beaten, if American skill, energy, and capital 
can doit. Inthis mode, and in this. only, shall 
we be able to induce that Government to abandon 
this system of embarking in enterprises which 
ought to be left to private establishments.. That 
is my, object, but-we cannot accomplishit by fold- 
ing our arms, and leaving her to have everything 
her own way. 
[Here the hammer fell.} 
Mr. BAYLY. I do not derive the constitu- 
. tional authority for passing this provision from 
the language of the preamble of the Constitution, 
and subsequently repeated in the clause granting 
powers to Congress; and I think if the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Dean] examines carefull 
that preamble and the subsequent clause, he will 
find that the words ‘provide for the common 
defense and general welfare,’’ so far from enlarging 
the powers of the General Government, restrict 
them. I do not, therefore, find the power to make 
this appropriation in the preamble of the Constitu- 
tion, which declares that one of its objects is to 
provide.for the common defense and the general 
welfare; but I find it in that-part of the Constitu- 
tion which gives to Congress the undisputed juris- 
diction over navigation, and the undisputed au- 


|| thority to maintain a navy. Sir, this question is 


no new one. In ’94 Great Britain, by giving ex- 
clusive privileges and advantages to her ships, had 
nearly monopolized the shipping of the world. 
She had, according to the report of Mr. Madison, 
at.that time eleven tweliths of the ‘shipping and 
seamen employed in her trade. Our Government 
took up that question in, ’94, and Mr. Jefferson 
made his celebrated report upon the subject of 
commercial privileges and restrictions, Follow- 
ing that report Mr. Madison introduced into this 
| House his celebrated resolutions of that year, and 
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now taken by us, that when other nations give 
privileges and advantages to their shipping, that 
the very principle of free competition, of free 
trade, requires that we should meet them by 
countervailing regulations. 

I wish I had time to go into this subject fully. 
Mr. Jefferson said that when one nation gives ad- 
vantages to its navigation over those of any other, 
there were but two ways to remove this inequal- 
ity. One was b¥ friendly negotiation, which was 


preferable, if it could be successful, but, if it was | 


not, the other was" by countervailing regulations, 
He says, after going op to say that friendly ne- 
gotiation was the better course, if practicable: 

But should any uation, contrary to our wishes, suppose 
itmay better find its advantage by continuing its system 
of prohibitions, duties, and regulations, it behooves us ta 
protect our citizens, their commerce and navigation, by 
r-prohibitions, duties,and regulations also. Freecom- 
ud nuvigation are not to be given in exchange for 
and vexations, nor are they likely to produce a 
relaxation of theim.” 

Now, sir, it has been said that the principle of 
protecting manufactures is involved in this pro- 
vision. Why, sir, nobody, under the clause to 
regulate commerce, has ever doubted that we 
might pass countervailing regulations, with a view 
to commercial objects, to meet those of other na- 


tions. If any one doubts it, let him look to the | 


history of the formation of the Constitution. Let 
him ibook to our whole legislation, especially re- 
specting our intercourse with the West India Isl- 
ands. If be doubts our rights to foster our navi- 
gation and raise up a school for seamen, let him 
Took to the fishing bounties which have extended 
down to this very day, notwithstanding the neces- 
sity for them has disappeared. 

No, sir, what we free-traders have objected to 
was, that in the tariff laws the power to regulate 
commerce was perverted to the power to encourage 
manufactures. 
iffs of protection is, that it was not the bona fide 
intention of the law to regulate commerce, but 
under the pretext of doing that, to cripple com- 
merce and encourage manufactures, ‘Thatis what 
we have objected to. It has never been objected 
that Congress could not pass countervailing regu- 
lations for the purpose of regulating commerce, 
nor has anybody even questioned the authority 
of Congress to jurisdiction over navigation. Has 
anybody ever questioned the authority of this 
Government to pass countervailing regulations 
with the very view of enforcing that equality 
which is the very soul and life of free trade itself. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 withdraw my amend- 
ment if there is no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
upon the amendment. 

“The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I move to 
strike out of the proviso, “ six months” and in- 
sert “ten months. ”? 

Mr. Chairman, I regret my necessary absence 
from the business of the Flouse for a few days 
past, as it has deprived me of the opportunity of 
presenting my views upon this Important question 
at length. I deem the proposition now before the 
committee, in reference to the Collins line, to be 
one of the most important questions that has come 


IT demand a vote 


that can be presented. I know; sir, that the citi- 


Collins line; but, sir, any disposition I might have 
to meet the wishes of my own fellow-citizens, 
would never induce me to sustain a measure 


which 1 did not believe to be constitutional, and to | 


be consistent with the general weal. 


I believe that those considerations which pertain | id 
; world. 


to the general welfare of the country, So far as it 
may be involved in this proposition, outweign 
anything of a local character that concerns this 
subject. 


the subject, 


he gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
just alluded to, and which lie at the 


laws whieh 
Bayny,} has 


very foundation 
this country—laws, 


sir, introduced at an early 


| to increase our naval 
| determine to increase it, and to make it comport 
What we have objected to in tar- į ‘ 
i great Powers of the world, whether that shali be 
| done in‘the old made of expensive ships-of-the-line 
i and frigates, to lie in time of peace and rot in our 
| docks, or by building up lines of mail steamers, 


! import. 


| ant interests. 


| this character. 


So far as the constitutional question is | 
{ was jed particularly to a consideration of those | 
' 


of the commercial prosperity of || dividual enterprise, 


| period of our Government, and which have been 


maintained hitherto,and enforced in all their rigor, 
for the purpose of building up our commerce, and 
which have done it, and thereby have taken from 
our great commercial rival, just asis proposed to be 
done now by the operation of the system of steam 
marine, the monopoly of trade upon the ocean. 
Sir, I have heard the ery of monopoly raised 
against this proposition. hat monopoly? A 
monopoly, sir, which shall defeat the British mo- 
nopoly which they enjoyed for six or seven years 
before the Collins line was established, and in the 
enjoyment-of which they have cleared more than 


five millions of dollars, and by which they were į 


able to put on, in competition with the very line 
we have established between New York and Liv- 
erpool, asplendid line of steamers, without which, 
I venture to assert, this increased appropriation 
would not be necessary to maintain the Collins 
line. for had the Cunarders remained of the same 
tonnage and swiftness as when the Collins line was 
projected, no gentleman can fail to see that the 


compensation which the Government paid to them į 


of $385,000 a year would have been sufficient to 
have transferred this monopoly from England, and 
given it to our own country. And is there really 


any objection to sucha result? When there must be || 
a monopoly either by the British or by ourselves 


—(for that is inevitable in the’ present state of 


: things)—where is the American that is not pre- 


pared to stand by his own country in this matter? 

But, sir, I have said that irrespective of these 
commercial considerations there are other views 
pertaining to this proposition, of a higher charac- 


ter, and those are the bearings it has upon our |: 


naval marine. | consider that the great question 
which overrides all others. For I think the time 
has come——if it has not already been decided and 
settled in the American mind—the time has come 
when we must settle the question, whether we are 
power, or not; and if we 


with our position and character as one of the 


so constructed as to be easily convertible into war 
Steamers. 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. SWEETSER. Mr. Chairman, I do not 


| feel at liberty to remain silent at this crisis of the || 


debate. I agree with the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Seymour,] that this is an important 
question. I believe this to be a question of grave 
It is one which should be discussed: with 
that kind of care and examination which becomes 


! a deliberative body, acting upon great and import- 
An appeal has been made, not only |i 


to our interests, but to our patriotism—our national 
pride. This is the proper forum where such an 


| appeal should be made upon a grave question of 
Į rise for the purpose of respond- |: 


ing, so far as I have the ability, for those whom 
I have the honor upon this floor to represent. F 
am willing to assume the full responsibility of the 


‘vote I shall ultimately give, and I will here avow 
that it is my determination to vote against the 
i Collins i 
vote I wiil assign. f ; 
| valley of the West, and I desire to presenta point 
|! to Western men upon which it seems to me their |, 
| vote should be predicated. In so doing 1 do not 
before this House during the present session, or |! hope to be listened to with favor by gentlemen 
| who are protectionists in principle and in practice. 
zens of the State | have the honor in part to rep- || I will say to those gentlemen on my right, as was 
resent, feel a deep interest in the success of the |! sald _ d ) 
s i i his idols; let him alone.” ’ 


e of steamers. The reasons for that 
I represent in part the great 


said by one of old, that ‘ Ephraim is joined to $ 


Ie will be found, by reference to the report of 


! the Secretary of the Treasury for 1852, that more 
than kalf of the steam fleet of the American con- į 
‘l tinent is upon the waters of the Mississippi and 
i it is the largest steam fleet in the | 
lis size is conclusive evidence of its suc- | 
: cess and superiority for its purpose to any in the 
‘world. By it, freight is carried at a lower price 
| than by any other mode of conveyance known in 
concerned, | never have had the least doubt upon f this age of improvement. These steamboats carry 
ont no ji 
inny eeaminetion coin ea erate faraiwbine all accommodations, and freight at the 


its tributaries. 


assengers on the average for one cent per mile, 


rate of one cent per hundred pounds per one hun- 
dred miles. This fleet is entirely the result of in- 
without governmental aid. 


Let us go back for a moment for the space of 


forty years, and mark the progress of eventi: 


t 
i 
f 
| In 1811 there was but one steamboat afloat upon 
i 
ł 


; $80. 
| upon the bosom of the Mississippi and-its tribu- 
| taries; the usual time of passage from Cincinnati 
! to New Orleans is about six days: first class-of 
| passagé from $15 to $20, and freights in a similar 
pL Das é i 
‘ratio. This change has been the result of the un- - 
| trammeled enterprise of: our citizens, unaided by 
; donations from the public Treasury. Can it be 
that Western Representatives, representing &:cor- 
| stituency who have often repudiated a system of 
|; protection, forget to manifest their abhorrence of. 
this most qbnoxious system for the draining of the 
' Treasury, which must, in its practical effects, de- 
‘mand an increase of the tariff to supply an ex- 
: hausted exchequer? Sir, I cannot, with certainty, 
| picture what would have been the effects of. this 
system of protection which is now sought to be 
fixed upon the country, in aid of this Collinsline, 
and the various other lines which are now appeal- 
ing to Congress for aid. If it had been adopted 
upon our Western waters, I venture the assertion 
! that it would have checked the enterprise of our 
‘ people, and probably overshadowed the advance- 
| ment of her great interests. Their is something 
about this vampire system that is exhausting an 
destructive. 

The mighty West has progressed, as I have 
“attempted briefly to detail, with many obstacles in 
her track. Her great rivers have been obstructed 
by rafts and snags. She has asked for appropria- 
|, Lions to clean out the great national highways, in 
| order that her surplus might float safely to the 
i: sea-board. Whenever such an appeal is made, the 
i very men and interests:that are wide awake in this 
' scheme, slumber most profoundly upon this ery 
| of national pride, and national interests. Sir, let, 
‘us provide first for the safety of our internal com- 

merce, and not be led away from our true policy, 
: by ah unmeaning appeal to our national pride. “1 
“am willing that the broad ocean shall be open to 
‘the fair competition of the world; and whenever 
the carrying trade ċan be done cheaper, by our 
nation than another, it will right‘itself. The loss 
| complained of by this line of steamers may be the 
i result of extravagance or mismanagement; if for 
either cause, L am not prepared to open the Treas- 
ury for relief. . 

‘I now call upon Western Representatives to 
look to Western interests,‘ and point to Western 
success; and turn a deaf earto the threatened sug- 
| gestions which have been, and will be, made by 
| speculators, in behalf of this system of protection. 
It is known that we are called upon to adopt a 
system in relation to ocean steamers, that will 
drain the Treasury of from six to eight millions per 
annum, an amount far beyond the expenses of the 
legislative, executive, and judicial departments of 
‘the Government. If we vote the amount desired 

by the Collins line, we fix upon Congress a pre- 
‘ cèdent that will sink the Treasury to the whole 
extent of the estimate which 1l have given. Sir, 
I feel alarmed when I contemplate the practical 
i results of such legislation. 
| ‘The question was taken, andthe amendment to 
i the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move the following as 
an addition to the proviso: i 

And provided fiirther, That the President be requested 
to enter into negotiation with the Government of Great 
Britian and other foreign Governments, with a view of 
|| making such regulations as may be necessary to prevent 
the interference with private enterprise by vessels owned 
i wholly or in part by Government. p ; 

It will be perceived by the committee that this 
is an important amendment. It strikes me that 


Hi 


8 


171 


aura 


ment, and in the few remarks Lhave-to make | | 
desire: tocall:the attention of the ‘committee to a 
position or two.of the gentleman -from Virginia, 
{Mr. Bavty.} He takes the ground that.we have 
the constitutional: right to. make this appropri- 
ation, under that.provision of the Constitution, 
as. 1 understand: him, whieh provides ‘that Gon- 
gress shall have: power ‘< to regulate commerce 
with, foreign. nations.” The complete negative of 
that.pro 
bill itself; and I- am: astounded -the gentleman 
should have made a point.of that character before 
this committee: There is no provision in this bill 
‘to regulate commerce with foreign nations.” Jt 
declares only that the Collins: line shall -be paid a 
certain. sum of money for. transporting. the mails 
of the United, States... The power of. Congress 
over the mails is. not inferential _from “that ‘of 
regulating commerce, either foreign or domesite, 
but is a positive grant to establish post offices and 
post roads. Let him come forward with his prop- 
ition to regulate commerce with foreign nations, 


fy 


osi 
and we will then have an opportunity to discuss 
the question. Sir, was it contended by Mr. Mad- 
ison and Thomas Jefferson that the-power simply 
to regulate commerce shouid enable the Congress of 
the United States to bestow 'a bounty on a~private 
corporation to the amount of thousands—-ay, 
millions. of dollars? And this is what is called 
regulating commerce with foreign nations! Sir, 
gentlemen have mistaken the clause of the Consti- 
tution under which this appropriation is to be 
made. It may be found more appropriately in 
the ‘power ‘to declare war, grant, letters: of 
marque’ and reprisal, and. make ‘rules concerning 
captures on land and water.” Itis a war declared 
against the Treasury of the nation—a war to levy 
black mail under the, pretense of carrying the 
United States mail—a war upon the people to sus- 
tain. the Collins line—a corporation which pro- 
fesses to be bankrupt, and now issues its letters 
of marque and reprisal to force from the people, 
under. color of law, what it pretends to have lost 
in a voluntary enterprise of its own. But, sir, 
the power “to make rules concerning captures 
on. land and water”? covers the case entirely, 
paughters] and. {am surprised that gentlemen 

nown to be familiar with the Constitution should 
have passed over in silence a power so palpable, 
so full, and so ‘complete in all its proportions. 
{Laughter.] This. amendment will regulate the 
capture on land of about eight hundred thousand 
dollars per annum from the National Treasury, to 
be spent in riotous living upon the water, The 
appearance of the magnificent Baltic in the Poto- 
mac, and at the very threshold of this House, 
like another Trojan horse, has taken captive the 
American, Senate, and this House is now rushing 
into the same ruinous vortex. 

Í am surprised that any Democrat, and more 
especially the learned gentleman from Virginia, 
should assume such a position. Sir, the Virginia 
resolutions of ’98 and’ ’99, had better be re- 
poi and the names of Madison and Jefferson 

lotted from the history of the ‘Old Dominion.” 
We grant Collins & Co. a donation of $800,000 per 
annum, by way of regulating commerce, and with 
the condition that they will grant to the United: 
States the privilege of purchasing these ships some 
day or other, when they may or may not be en- 
tirely worn out. | Js that regulating commerce ? 

: Mr. BAYLY. -E desire to say that 1 did not 
put upon the ground of regulating commerce at all, 

ut the jurisdiction over our navigation. 


Mr. FREEMAN. Still worse, sir. In what 


clause of the Constitution may this jurisdiction | 


over navigation. be found? Sir, all the courts of 
the country, and all the commentators on the Con- 
stitution concur in the opinion, that the power of 
Congress over the foreign or external navigation 
of the country is derived soledy from the power ‘* to 
regulate commerce with foreizn nations.” [ chal- 
lenge the learned gentleman from Virginia to pro- 
duce another clause of the Constitution that gives 
this body any power whatever over the oceanic 


navigation of the country. When the gentleman | 


from Virginia [Mr. Bayr] deserts this-position, 
as he now does, he has no other ground to stand 
upon. Mr. Story, in his Commentaries on the 
Constitution, says: . 

“Ifcommerce does not include navigation, the Govern- 
> entof the Union has no direct power over that subject, 
ind. can muke no law prescribing what shall constitute 
American vessels, or requiring that they shall be navigated 
tyAmerican seamen; yet this power has been exercised 


fosition will be-found on. the face.of the |; 


i 


| 189 et seq.; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


from the commencement of Government; it has been ex- 
ercised withthe consent of all America; and it has been 
always understood to be a commercial regulation. ‘The 
power over: navigation, and over. commercial intercourse 
was one. of the, primary-objects for which. the peopie of 
America adppted their Govergment 5 and itis impossible 
that the Convention should’ riot so. have understood the 
word commerce as eulbracing it. Indeed, to coustrue ‘the 
power-so as, to impair. its efficacy, would defeat the. very 
object for. which.it was introduced into the Constitution 5 
for there cannot be a doubt that to exclude navigation and 
intercourse from its scope, would be to entail upon us all 
the prominent defects of the Contéderation, and subject the 
Union to the ill-adjusted systems of rival. States, and the 
oppressive -prefereuces of: foreign nations in: favor of their 
own navigation.” EA $ . 

The same doctiine is to be found in the opin- 
ions of the Supreme Court of the United States, in 
the case of Gibbins vs. Ogden, 9tn Wheaton’s Rep., 
42th’ Wheaton’s Rep., 446; and Ist 
‘Tucker’s Blackstone’s Comm., pp. 247-9. The 
latter is a Virginia school-book, as familiar among 
lawyers as is Petér Parley among children. 

With this. accumulation of evidence, may we 
not safely conclude that our power over navigation 
is implied alone from the. power to ‘regulate 
commerce?” The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bayiy,} having ‘abandoned tlie derivation of 


-his authority from this grant, is left without a 


fulcrum on which to rest, his Archimedean lever, 
and sinks to a depth which lead and line has never 
sounded. 

Hasit, then,cometo this, that the Represen tatives 
of the’nation are to usurp the powers reserved to the 
States and the people? Are we to take out of the 
hardy hands of the enterprising sailors and the 
commercial men of the country that for which 
they have been toiling for years under the. pre- 
tense that we have the sole and unlimited jurisdic- 
tion over navigation? 1 am astonished that the 
gentleman from Virginia especially should have 
undertaken to base his argument upon anything of 
this kind. The argument of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Deax} is much more plausible, 
and it is not alone found in the preamble of the 


Constitution, as supposed by the geatleman from |j 


Virginia, (Mr. Bayzy,] but also in the eighth sec- 
tion, viz’ “to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
‘posts, and excises; to pay the debts and provide 
‘for the common defense and general welfare of the 
« United States.” . ‘Chere the power is to be found, 
if anywhere; and who would dream of providing 
for the common defense and general welfare by a 
donation ‘to E. K. Collins & Co. of $800,000 per 
annum for running a steamship line from “New 
York to Liverpool? By what power of com- 
pression has twenty-six millions of people been 
concentrated in the colossal statues of E. K. 
Collins & Co.? What has become of the United 
States of North America? Are the Jatter a mere 
synonym for a steamship corporation? What, 
šir, has become of that.provision of the Constitu- 
tion which declares that ‘no preference shall be 
given by any regulation of commerce or revenue 
to the ports of one State over those of another?” 
The Collins line is to run alone from the port of 
New York. What becomes of all the ports of all 
the other States that line the Atlantic and Pacific 
States from Maine to California, and thence to 
Oregon ?. Is the port, of New York, already the 
most favored in the country, to be the sole recip- 
ient of this extraordinary bounty? Sir, if such is 
to be the construction of the Constitution by 
Democrats, and ‘more especially by the Democ- 
racy of Virginia, they had better expunge from 
their, platform of principles the Kentucky and 
Virginia resolutions of *98—raze out the State- 
Rights doctrines taught by Jefferson and Madison, 
and supply the extraordinary ‘* deficiency” thus 
created by the life and writings of Alexander 
Hamilton. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Cuineman, and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. POLK. I move to strike out “ six” and 
insert “ four.” d i 

I consider that itis proper I should make an 
explanation. On yesterday, in a five minutes 
speech, Į referred to Commodore Skinner as to his 
experience with regard to steam-vessels. I did 
not wiean to reflect upon him at all as an officer, 
and asa man having full and entire information 
upon the subject. I say this, with the view that 
my remarks may not go out to`the country as in- 
volving a reflection upon him. ` À 

I consider that the question now to be decided 


I consider that, in this. matter, the American Con- 
gress is called to.act upon a question whieh, ac- 
cording to its determination, will affect favorably 
or-unfavorably the interests. of America. In its 
decision will not the American Congress stand up 
imbued with that spirit of patriotism which should 
animate. every American bosom, and determine 
the question to the advantage of his own country? 
Will you give this contract to England? Are you 
Americans, and yet not act as become Americans 
when the issue is fairly made up? Washington 
said that none but Americans should stand guard 
at our outposts; and I say to-d@y that none but 
Americans should stand guard for this bill. Eng- 
| lish lobbyists should be spurned from your Halls, 

Will you, in the decision of this matter, pander to 
England and to. English pride? Will you lose 
sight of your patriotism in casting a vote on this 
question? 1 am speaking facts that, will tell upon 
the minds of the people. I am telling you what 
the public opinion will-be when concentrated upon 
this question. Are you British or American? 
You are Americans, the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Meane] says, under restraint; and yet you 
are willing, in a contest for ascendency between 
America and England, to compromise and break 
down American character—American interests— 
for the sake of a few dollars from your public 
Treasury to pay for a service to be performed. I 
scorn and despise that-principle of economy which, 
to save a few dollars, would strike down American 
interests. and pride in-the face of the foe. I am 
willing, for the sake of progress, to vote a hundred 
millions of dollars to-day for the protection of the 
commerce of the country. We can battle any 
foe that will land upon our coast, and we can whip 
any force that the combined forces of continental 
Europe may send against us. 

England, like Venice, has been the mistress of 

the seas; but’ America, if you prove true to her, 
must, in the progress of events, take her place 
| among the nations of the world. But an Ameri- 
can Congress, in view of progress of this charac- 
‘ter, halts and falters: because a dollar may be ex- 
pended.” You do, not, by your opposition, reflect 
the opinion of the people; you do not, in this Hall, 
exemplify by your-actioh the noble impulses 
which actuate the American people. America 
must take the rod of Neptune. She is bound to 
assume the command of the seas. Willan Ameri- 
can Legislatare prove recreant to American inter- 
ests, and refuse to lend its support to the Collins 
line—the evidence itself of the great triumph of 
American industry and character? To see an 
American fail to sustain it, is shameful in the ex- 
treme. 
The policy of England is, to cripple the Collins 
line. Why? Because she desires to restore to 
herself the monopoly which she had, by means of 
her steam mercantile marine, before the energetic 
competition waged by the Collins line. She made 
by the monopoly, from 1841 to: 1846, $7,836,800 
in gross, for mail matter, and $5,286,800 net, be- 
sides a receipt from passage money. To sustain 
this monopoly, England has since increased her 
compensation to the Cunard line, to enable that 
line to reduce the price of freight and passage 
money. The reduction has been made. ‘Fhe 
Collins line, consequently, has been running at a 
loss of $17,000 per trip. 

_ Through the means of the steam mercantile ma- 
rine, England expects to increase her overshadow- 
ing military marine. The navy of England con- 
sists of 667 vessels, and that of France consists of 
328. The expense of the British navy in 1850, 
was $34,000,000. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

‘The question was taken, and the amendment to 


| the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. NABERS. At the expiration of the five 
minutes | occupied a little whileago, I was about 
to observe that we had no right to make the dis- 
crimination proposed by this amendment. Col- 
lins & Co. have been employed in carrying the 
mails of the United. States between New York 
and Liverpool. They have made rather a hard 
+ bargain, as many mail contractors on land have 
done. When an individual engages to carry the 
United States mail by land, and finds that his 
compensation is not sufficient, and is obliged to 
forfeit his contract, what course is pursued to- 
wards him? Why, sir, the contract is let out 
again, and of course at a higher rate, and suitis 


by this House is as between America and England. 


promptly brought against the original contractor 


1852. 


for the difference in the bids. Some of my con- 
stituents have made unfortunate mail contracts, 
which they were obliged to abandon, and another 
bidder took them at a higher price. Under the 
direction of the Postmaster General a suit was 
brought against the defaulting contractors upon 
their official bond, and after Jaboring for the last 
six months I have succeeded in compromising the 
matter, and releasing my constituents from their 
contract by paying the sum of $200 and upwards. 
Now, I claim for my constituents indemnity for 
the past, for that is what is proposed to be done 
for Collins & Co. by this amendment. 

Not only do you propose to give Collins & Co. 


indemnity for the past, but security for the future, | 


by increasing their annual pay from $385,000 to 
$800,000. Collins & Co. have engaged to carry 
the mail between New York and Liverpool for— 
as I before stated--$385,000 per annum. 
have made abad bargain, and now, instead of allow- 
ing them, as you do mail contractors upon land, 


to forfeit their contract, and bring a suit against | 
them upon their official bond for the difference if ; 
another company takes it, they come here and || 


ask for more money to indemnify them for the 
bad bargain which they have made, and convert 
it into a profitable job. Sir, I protest against it, 
unless you mean to deal alike withall. The ques- 
tion is asked by the gentleman from Tennessee, 


{Mr. Poux,]are you British or American? There | 


are none but American pulsations about my heart, 


sir; but I deny that E. K. Collins & Co. constitute | 
[Laughter.] . They are a company of |! 


America. 
gentlemen wishing to grow rich upon the Treas- 
ury of the United States. The gentleman seems 
to be in love with British policy,—and what is the 
result of that policy? 


els upon the other. That is what it has done. 


It has built up an aristocracy of wealth, on all sides | 
of the most revolting de- | 


surrounded by povert 
scription. Shall we follow that example? No. I 
desire to place E. K. Collins, and every one else, 


upon the same footing. That is what I desire to | 
do; and if E. K. Collins & Co. have made a bad | 


bargain—and they say they have—let them come 
here and ask to be released from a hard contract, 
and I will vote to release them and let out the con- 
tract to other parties; and if we have to pay more 
than $385,000 per annum for carrying the mail 


between New York and Liverpool—which we | 


certainly will not-—I will not urge that Collins & 


Co. shall pay the difference, though that is the | 


rule in other cases. : 
But our patriotic feelings are appealed to again 
and again, and one would think that we were cel- 


ebrating the fourth of July, to hear the speeches ! 


of the gentlemen. [Laughter.] Ihave no doubt 
of the patriotism of E. K. Collins & Co. 
the purpose of competing with the Cunard line, I 
have no 
they have; and go down unwept, unhonored and 
unsung, merely for the purpose of FILLING THEIR 
POCKETS! 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. POLK. I withdraw my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. i 
consent of the committee to be given. 

{Cries of I object? “I object!) 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Porr’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. — 

Mr. BELL. I propose to strike out in the fif- 


teenth line the words ‘“‘ giving six months notice.” | 

I should not detain the committee at this time, was 
tt not for the fact that one of my colleagues [Mr. | 
Sranroy] has made an able address to this com- 
mittee under the hour rule, in opposition to the 
Senate amendment; and as his speech, of course, | 
will be circulated through the State which I have | 


explain 


the honor in part to represent, I desire to i 
I amin 


my position in regard to this subject. 
favor of this amendment of the Senate. 


tion. 


i 


commerce in aiding 
lizing our trade. It 


Thev i 


It has filed the realm of 
Great Britain with palaces upon oneside and hov- | 


For | 


doubt that they are willing to sacrifice all į 


It requires the unanimous ; 


T shall | 
vote for it because I believe it is a national ques- | 
From all I can learn, I understand that the | 
appropriation was first made for the purpose ofii 
romoting commerce and increasing our marine. 
understand, also, that it becomes necessary for 
Congress to interpose in this matter, and afford ! 
aid from the National Treasury, not because our | 
vessels cannot compete with those of Great Britain, i 
but because the money of Great Britain was poured | 
out profusely for the purpose of protecting her: 
the Cunard line, and monopo- | 
is a well-established fact, that | 


i| and honestly, and so far as they are connected i| 
i with the postal arrangements, they have main- | 
H tained the honor and integrity of the Government. 
| I derive, also, the information from the reports | 
| upon this subject and other. admitted facts, that |! 
| before the establishment of the American line of | 
| steamers, the English line charged £7 10s. per ton | 
for freight. After the establishment of the Ameri- |i 
can line, the price on freight was reduced to £4 per | 
ton. This reduction accrues to the benefit of our ! 
own commerce, and our own citizens. It now į 
appears that the Collins line of steamers cannot j 
compete with the English line, because the English ; 
Government bas granted further aid to her own line. ! 
‘The question isnow reduced to this: will you sur- l 
render these benefits, will you consent to have the 


i complied with their part of the contract faithfully 4 
i 
d 


i! price of freight increased to what it formerly was? |! 
|| Will you place yourselves under the necessity of || 
i| having your mails transported under the British flag | 
or the flag of any other country? ‘These are ques- | 
tions we are called upon to decide by our votes on | 
i| the proposition before the committee. But, Mr. | 
| Chairman, I am free to declare, for one member, : 
|| that when these questions are presented, and when i} 
|| we are reduced to the alternative of deciding in re- ; 
gard to this subject, I would double the amount of 
compensation, if necessary, until our Government 
mails and American commerce, under our own 
‘| flag, by our own resources, should be maintained 
and protected on the ocean. One word in reply i 
to my honorable friend from Maryland, [Mr. li 
Evyans,] who, in his remarks in reply to one of my | 
colleagues from Ohio, [Mr. Srawton,] ona former | 
occasion, spoke about the bounties of the General 
Government to the State of Ohio. 

Sir, we never enjoyed the bounties of the Gen- jj 
i| eral Government. ` We never asked or received | 
i| enormous grants of land which the member said | 
|| the General Government had given us. It is true | 
| we had five hundred thousand acres of land grant- | 
1 
{ 

i 


ed to aid us in making our canals and paying our 
canal debt; and also forty-nine sections to aid in | 
making a road from Sandusky to Columbus. 
These were the grants for internal improvements. 
Some alternate sections were also granted for ex- 
tending our Miami canal from Dayton to Lake 
Erie. But we were compelled, asa partofthegrant, | 
l| to make said canal within a limited time, and let į 
the mails be carried free of tolls on said road. į 
| Th@Government sold its other lands for more 
than twice the minimum price. So that she was | 
the gainer by the grant. The General Govern- 
ment has sold cash sales, in Ohio, 12,616,900 acres, 

average price $1 60 per acre....- - $20,853,699 
Appropriated for military purposes, 

grants to individuals and companies, 
i| and which the Government real- 
i| ized, 10,446,000 acres at $1 25 per 


13,057,509 


ACO. cece ere rve see sere rea ssneees 


l 
| | 
| $33,911,198 | 
| 
] 


The General Government, sir, has taken from į 

! the State of Ohio, on account of her lands, near : 
$34,000,000. Ohio has never applied for bounties 
| and she never will. 
| By the ordinance of 1787, you gave her the | 
| privilege of enjoying that boon which was worth | 
i) more to her than if you had granted her every foot of 
i| land within her territory. I mean, Mr. Chairman, ; 
i| that clause in the ordinance which forever prohibit- | 
|i ed slavery in the territory northwest of the Ohio river. |! 
|| That, sir, with the industry and enterprise of her: 
|| citizens, is the secret of her rapid growth and con- ': 
| tinued prosperity. 
ii [Here the hammer fell.] , 
| Mr. EDGERTON. I propose, in the few re- 
i marks which I shall make, to examine the posi- 
tions taken by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Deax.] It is true that I am not indorsed | 
for legal acumen by Livingston’s Law Magazine, | 
as is the distinguished gentleman; and yet, sir, I i 

retend asa Democrat to have some idea of our | 
i| constitutional rights and powers. The gentleman : 
|| asserts that Congress is authorized to make this | 
appropriation under the following clause of the : 
Constitution: 

« The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, | 
daties, imposts, and excises; to pay the debts and provide | 
for the common defense and general welfare of the United 
States.” £ 

Now, sir, the gentleman says he is a Democrat. 


;: my purpose’ to have 


relation to this very clause of the Constitution? 
Has he ever read what -the founder of the Demo- 
cratic party said in relation to this very clause? 


i If the gentleman has,-he has failed to discover 
li what Democratic doctrine is, as much as ‘did the 


gentleman four years ago. Here, sir, i$ what-the 
founder.of the Democratic party says in relation 
to this very clause of the Constitution: ‘To:lay 
taxes, is the powér, and the general welfare the 
purpose for which that power is to be exercised. 
Congress is not ad libitum to lay taxes for any 
purpose they please, but only to pay the debts 
and provide for the general welfare of the Union. 
They are not to do anything they please—to vote 
appropriations for the Collins line, for instance— 
for the general welfare, but only to lay taxes for 
that purpose. That is the Democratic doctrine. 
We cannot legislate here for the general welfare 
of the country, unless we lay taxes for the pur- 
pose. Does the gentleman propose by this bill to 
lay taxes for the purpose of providing for the gen- 
eral welfare? No, he proposes to distribute money 
to Collins & Co., and calls that providing for the 
general welfare. 

But, sir, the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Poxx,] and some other gentlemen here, place their 
support of this appropriation upon a national 
ground entirely. Sir, I much mistake the mission 


| of this country; I mistake much of its national 


glory and character, if it be to’ sustain individual 
enterprise. It is true, the glory of the nation is 
individual success; but this we have no power, by 
the National Treasury, to encourage or restrict. 
The national character and glory of this country 
consists in this Congress protecting the rights and 


|| independence of the States, and restricting the ex- 


ercise of powers not-granted by the Constitution. 
In that consists our national glory, and in nothing 
else. The gentleman from Tennessee says that 
he would ‘put Americans on guard.” Sir, when 
I see this Congress surrounded by a corps of sap- 
pers and miners upon the Treasury, many of 
whom are now within the sound of my voice— 
worms living upon the powers they corrupt and 


i destroy—I would put Americans upon guard; 


here, in this Hall, I would say to them, the Amer- . 
ican Congress should protect the rights of the 
States, the rights of the whole country, and not 
promote the interests of a few sappers and miners 
onthe Treasury. We have no fear for ournational 
superiority from abroad. The first blow will be 
struck here in this Hall, and by the exercise of 
powers not delegated to us. As. against all the 
world, the very genius of our people will make us 
victorious. But what shall protect us against our- 
selves? against the corrupting influences of a 
power more concentrated, and in every other coun- 
try but this, stronger than the power of liberty 
itself—the power of money? Nothing but a strict 


‘construction of the Constitution—but a careful 


watchfulness on the part of the States that. their 
rights and powers are not usurped by this Con- 
ress. A slight departure for national glory, for 


i instance, to-day, becomes a precedent for to-mor- 
i row; and thus, violations of the compact by the 
i sanctions of law, have the semblance of. constitu- 


tional right, and must, ultimately, operate to the 
destruction of the spirit and intent of the Con- 
stitution and the Union itself... It is here I would 
put none but Americans on guard to-day. 

(Here the hammer fell.] : 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 

Mr. ROBINSON moved to amend the proviso 
by striking out “six months,’”? and inserting 
“eight months,” instead thereof. 

Mr. R. said: Mr. Chairman, it was very far from 
said a single word in refer- 
ence to this subject. In truth, I took so little in- 
terest in this matter that 1 had not even made up 
my mind as to how I should vote upon it. But 
since I have listened to the discussion in this 
House, and witnessed such a new-born zeal fora 
new creed that is attempted to be interpolated into 
the Democratic platform, without any authority, 
and by gentlemen who are not sachems in. our 
party, I have thought proper to saya word, if for 
no other purpose, to defend those who have voted 
for it. To have listened to the gentlemen who 
have indulged in terms of such round denuncia- 
tion of those who support this measure, and de- 
nounce it in such unmeasured terms as anti-dem- 
ocratic, one would have supposed that it first got 
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a Doce win arent TAR 7 
into the legislation of the country by virtue of the | 
action ofa Federal Congress, approved by a Fed- i 
eral President, I have had the curiosity to lock |, 
back into this matter. I find that it was recom- H 
‘mended ‘some three or four times by President || 
Polk, who is acknowledged to have been the model |! 
Democratic President: “1 find that theCollins line || 


Twenty-ninth Congress—a Congress with about 
sixty Democratic majority in this Flouse, and ai 
proportionate majority in the other. $ 
Mr: MeMULLIN. How did the Democrats | 
i 
i 


and the Sloo line both were authorized by the i 


voter: = ; f . 
` Mr. ROBINSON. They voted for them tnan- 
imously, without one solitary + no,’? in either House. 
That ‘[wenty-ninth Congress, composed of as 
good Democrats as ever made tracks in Washing- 
ton city, passed a law authorizing these lines, and 
it is an absoltite fact that there was so little.oppo- |j 
sition to the measures in the Senate or the House || 
that it passed nem. con. There were not enough | 
of these orthodox Democrats here, then, even to |i 
call the yeas. and nays. I find that afterwards, at 
the beginning of the Thirtieth Congress, Mr. Polk 
came forward, and in hiş, message congratulated 
the country on the enactment of the law author- 
izing, them. : 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
passed unanimously? , 

Mr. ROBINSON. There were no yeas and 
nays called upon the question; and the gentleman | 
knows that it is. a parliamentary law that every | 
man is presumed to have voted in the, affirmative 
when there is no division on.a question. And |; 
in this case there was not even a call by a single 
member for a division, much less- yeas and nays. 
President Polkin his annual message, at the com- 
mencement, of the Thirtieth Congress, says: ji 


< While other maritime powers are adding to their navies 
Jarge numbers of war steamers, it was a wise policy on one 
part to make similar additions to our navy. "The fonr war 
steamers authorized by the act of the third of March, 1847, 
are in course of construction, ‘ 

© Jy addition to the four war steamers authorized by this 
act, the Secretary of the Navy has, in pursuance ofits pro- | 
visions, entered into contracts for the construction of five 
steamers, to be employed in the transportation of the United 
States mail ‘from’ New York to New Orleans, touching at 
Charleston, Savannah, and Havana, and from Havana to 
Chagres’ for three steamers to be employed indike man- 
net from Panama to Oregon, ‘so as, to connect with the 
mail from Havana to (Chagres across the Isthmus; and 
for five steamers to he employed in like manner from New 
York to Liverpool. 'Ihese steamers will be the property of 
the contractors, but are. to be built under the superintend- |! 
ence and direction of a naval constructor in the employ of 
the Navy Department, and to be so constructed as to render 
them convertible at the least possible expense into war 
steamers of the first class. 

« A ptegeribed: number of naval officers, as well as 2 Post 
Office agent, are to be on board of them, and authority 
is reserved tothe Navy Department at all timeto ¢ exercise 
control over said steamships,’ aud to ‘have the right? to 
take them for the exclusive use and service of the United 
States,? (upon making proper compensation to the con- 
tractors there(or.? : ; 

& Whilst these steamships will be employed in trans- į 
porting the apaits of the United States coastwise, and to |i 
foreign countries, upon an annual compensation to be paid 
to the owners, they will be always ready, upon an emer- 5 
geney requiring it, to be converted into war steamers; and | 
the right reserved to take them tor public use, will add į; 
greatly to-the efficiency and strength of this description of 
ournaval forec. T'o tho steamers thus authorized under 
contracts made by the Secretary of the Navy, should be 
added five other steamers, authorized under contracts made 
in pursuance.of law by the Postmaster General, making an 
addition, in. the whole, of eightéen war steamers, subject 
to be taken for publie use. As further contracts for the trans- 
portation of the mail to. forcign countries, may be author- 
ized by Congress, this number may be enlarged indefinitely. 

«The enlightened policy by which a rapid communica- 
tion of the various distant parts of the globe fs esta 
by means of American-built sea steamers, would. fhi i 
ample reward in the inerease of our commerce, and inima- | 
king our country and its resources more favorably known į 
abroad; but the national advantage is stilt greater, of hav- 
ing ournaval officers made familar with steam navigation; 
and. of having the privilege of taking the ships already |; 
equipped (oy immediate seryice at a monent’s notice; and 
will be cheaply purchased by the compensation to be paid | 
for tho transportation of the mail in them over and above |; 
the postages received. $ 

‘A just national pride; no less:than our commercial in- | 
terests, would seeni to favor the policy of augmenting the |! 
number of this desétiption of vessels. TFhey can be built 
in our country cheaper and in greater numbers Gian in any |i 
other in the world.?* ae ! 


How- do you know it 


You will observe, Mr. Chairman, that the point | 
which has been made against. this measure here 
is, that it is a discrimination in favor of the own- 
ers. of this line. Well, if it is a discrimination 
to increage the compensation of the Collins line 
now, it was no less a discrimination to grantthem 
compensation then. The principle was as much 


: and nothing to desire beyond their present rights. 


: of the common stock of occupation. 
: the enterprise and activity of their citizens for a due parti- 
| cipation of the benetits of the seafaring business, and for 
: keeping the marine class of citizens equal to their objects. 


: publican. ground. 
ii gentlemen in these days who profess to. be learned 


|i gory. 


violated then, in allowing any compensation, as 
it will be now to increase it. 


many votes in that Convention. . > 
` [Here the hammer fell.] 3 age 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. My friend from 


| Mississippi. (Mr. Freeman] seemed. to be very 


much séandalized at. my defending the power of 


| Congress to pass this appropriation.. Sir, in five | 
minutes none of us can go into an elaborate dis- | 
| cussion upon such a point; but I now throw down 
| the gauntlet to my able and learned friend from 


Mississippi, and tell him that if he has any wish 
to test this question in. a debate: upon this floor, 
and if, when-we get into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state ofthe Union at, any time, he 
will give me an hour’s notice, | will be prepared 
to mect him, And this, sir,is a bold proposition; 
for I know the ability of my friend. s : 

Mr. FREEMAN. 


| pleasure, 


think I am desécrating the names of Jefferson and 
Madison, when quoted their own language. 1 will 
nevertheless quote another paragraph, and I wish 
I could quote this whole report of Jefferson. Im- 
mediately succeeding the paragraph I read from 
Mr. Jefferson’s report.in my first remarks, he con- 


Mr. BAYLY. Sir, the gentleman seems to 


| tinues: 


“ Our NAVIGATION involves still higher considerations. 


i As a branch of industry, it is valuable; BUT as A RE- 


SOURCE OF DEFENSE, ESSENTIAL. Butitis as a resource 
of defense that: our navigation will admit neither neglect 
nor forbearance. The position and circumstances of the 
United States leave them nothing to fearon their land board, 
But on 
the sea-board they are open to injury ; and they have there, 
too, a commerce which must be protected. This can only 
be done by possessing a respectable -body of citizens, sea- 
men, and of artists, and establishments in readiness tor 
ship-building. 

“ Were the ocean, which is the common property of all, 
open to the industry of all, so that every person an ssel 
should be free to take employment wherever it coid be 
found, the United States would certainly not set the exam- 
ple-of appropriating: to themselves, exclusively, any portion 
They would rely on 


Butif particular nations grasp at undue shores, and, more 
especially, if they seize on the means of the United States”’ 
(to carry our mnils, tor instance, and. monopolize the post- 
age,) “ to convert them for aliment of their own strength, 
and withdraw. them entirely from the support of those to 
whom they belong, defensive and protective measures be- 
come necessary on the part of the nation whose marine 
resources are thus invaded; or it will be disarmed of its 


‘defense; its productions will lie at the mercy of the nation 


which has possessed itself exclusively of the means of car- 
rying them;.and its politics may be influenced by those 
who command its commerce. 

* ‘Che carriage of our commodities, if once established in 
another channel, cannot be resumed in the moment we may 
desire. ‘ If we jose the seamen and artisans, whom it now 
occupies, we lose the present means of marine defense, 
and time will be requisite to raise up others, when disgrace 


| or losses shall bring to our feelings the error of having aban- 


doned them. The material of maintaining our due share 
of navigation answers in abundance; and asto the mode of. 
using them, WE HAVE ONLY TO ADOPT THE PRINCIPLES OF 
'SHOSE WIO PUF US ON THE DEFENSIVE 3 OR OTHERS EQUIV- 


| ALENT OR BETTER FITTED TO OUR CIRCUMSTANCES.” 


Gentlemen talk about my not occupying Re. 
Sir, there are a great many 


in republican doctrines, who. have never studied 


i them. I do not apply this to.my friend from Mis- 
: sissippi, for I know he stands in a different cate- 


In 1794, it was the Republicans who took 
and sustained the ground I now occupy.. - 


vy i 


he Federalists then resisted it vehemently, 


! and they*were denounced as catering to British 


interests In doing it; but the Republicans prevailed, 


i and the result of their success was, that so far 
_ from Great Britain possessing a monopoly of the 
| seas, ag she was in a fair way to do in 1794, we 
| now outnumber her in our commercial marine. 
| All this has been the result of Democratic policy. I 


am but standing here to defend the doctrines of 
Jefferson, and Madison,and the whole Republican 
party who followed them. 


I accept.the challenge with || 


| upon the lakes. 


Sir, I wish to give an illustration of this matter. 
Take the case of our lakes. By treaty with Great 
Britain, it is provided that neither party shall 
keep, in time of peace, men-of-war upon the lakes, 
The object of that provision was to give the two 
ations, on the breaking out of war, a fair start 
33, But suppose the British Govern- 
ment was, by giving bounties to their ships on the 
lakes, to give them such an advantage as to drive 
our shipping entirély off; would ‘not that be a 
virtual violation of the treaty, and will any man 


i say, that in a case òf that sort, the United States 


ought to stand by quietly and see the British Gov- 
ernment, by giving bounties to their ships, drive 
ours from those inland seas? Sir, there is no part 
of the country more interested in this question 
than the Northwest, except my own. We are 


more exposed, being ot the sea-shore, and more 


interested. f 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Rosiyson, and it was not 
agreed to. i 

Mr. BOWIE. Ipropose to extend the time 
of notice from six to twelve months. 

The. CHAIRMAN. That amendment has 
already been proposed. 

Mr. BOWIE. Then I propose to extend it to 
eighteen. months. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is in 
order, 2 > : i 

Mr. BOWIE. When reason ceases to point 
distinctly the course of action, instinct or feeling 
steps in to supply'its place. . In the present con- 
flict of opinion with regard to the Collins line, 
the equipoise of argument is decided by national 
pride. The national feeling ou this subject has 
been lately significantly expressed. You remem- 
ber, Mr. Chairman, the profound grief which per- 
yaded the country when that, noble steamer, the 
Atlantic, was supposed to have been buried inthe 
ocean, whose name she bore. Was it the value 
of the costly freight, she carried, or the loss of the 
many lives: involved, or national mortification at 
the presumed failure of American skill and Ameri- 
can seamanship, that: excited such. sorrow? It 
was not the wealth’ of the cargo, or, the. sundered 
ties of nature and friendship, or the pangs of pri- 
vate grief; but deep, national humiliation, which 
overshadowed us. If such was the consequence 
of.the imagined loss of one ship, what will be the 
sensation when our constituents are told, not one, 
but the whole line, has been swept from the seas, 
not by.storm or tempest, but by our own hands. 
Sir, our constituents will not be satisfied. 

Considerations: of economy, equality of priv- 


j leges, and individual enterprise, all fade before 


the prestige of American triumph in competition 
with Great Britain. Monopolies are odious; yet 
there is a monopoly so. glorious, as. to lose its 
odium in its luster—the monopoly of genius, nau- 
tical enterprise, and naval renown. For this we 
are now struggling with the queen of the seas. 
It isthis which has made her flag the oriflamme of 
victory, and its folds more welcome as a winding- 
sheet to. her dying seamen, than the bridal couch 
to the living. ences 

I long to-see this monopoly. taken up. Accom- 


| plish this, and we remove. the chief competition 


our merchants have to fear. Domestic monop- 
olies can be regulated by law; foreign monopolies 
must be destroyed. ° 

There is a class of statesmen so rigidly just, so 
magnanimously impartial, they wouid rather the 
steam marine should sink under what they call 
fair competition with. British steamers, than swim 
under the auspices of the Government. I have 
not attained. that enviable elevation of sentiment. 
They remind one of the woodman’s wife, who, 


finding her husband engaged with a bear, drove 


off the dogs that came to his-rescue, and insisted 
upon a fair fight, regardless of consequences. The 
American steamers have not only the bear, but 
the bulls, to contend with, and when the eagle 
would spread her ‘wing to protect them, their 
friends drive her off, and insist they shall fight the 
whole field single-handed. . 
Į adopt the trite maxim: Our country: may she 
always be right—but our country right or wrong. 
t may not be morally correct, yet, in the midst.of 
conflicting theories, it is politically safe. 
Merchants who pay seven per cent. for capital, 
and two dollars for labor, cannot compete with 
those who get capital for two per cent. and labor 


1852. 


| 


at fifty per cent. less, with Government bounties |; 


besides. Much has been said about protection of 
one interest to the exclusion of others, and equal- 
ity of commercial privileges. T hold it to be the 
duty of our Government to protect American 
navigation and commerce against foreign compe- 
tition. These complaints do not proceed from the 
Representatives of the mercantile classes. They |! 
know the power to regulate commerce with for- | 
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purposes. We have regained our position as car- 


| all the advantages which have been gained from 


our experiments heretofore in steam as applied to 
| ocean navigation, and to subject the people of this 
country.to burdens from which their energy has 
just liberated them—I mean ‘the burden of sus- 


eign nations is one of the primary duties of the 
Federal Legislature, and whatever is necessary to 
secure the end is within the terms of thegrant. I 
do not find the Representatives of the great com- | 
mercial marts opposing this appropriation. They | 
know the interests of their constituents, and 
knowing, dare maintain them. It is to be pre- 

sumed from their silence that they approve. i 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I am op- | 
posed to the extension of the time of the notice, 
as asked for by the gentleman from Maryland, 
{Mr. Bowre;] yet Lam in favor of the line, and 
intend to vote for the amendment proposed by the 
Senate. 

I desire, within the space of five minutes, to 
give succinctly the reasons which operate to bring 
me to that conclusion. I find that, upon the other 
side of the House, the objection to the passage of 
this proposition rests upon a constitutional ques- 
tion. I find the power to make this appropriation 
in the express grant of the Constitution ‘* to pro- 
vide and maintain a Navy.” In the exercise o 
that power, I understand this Government has 
the right to use any modification of the power tha 
may be beneficial. 
to me about my right to have and maintain a car- | 
riage, and yet say that I have not the right to hire 


H 
1 
1 
} 
i 
1 
$ 


itas a hack until I want the use of it myself, as || 
to tell me we have a right to provide and maintain | an ) 
i this subject, I made a memorandum of some of the | 


a Navy, and yet have not a right to exercise the 
power under the modification, which invites’ pri- 
vate enterprise to build vesseis suitable for war 
purposes, upon an agreement that the Govern- 
ment will employ them in transporting the mails 
over the ocean, yet with the express power to put | 
such vessels into commission as war steamers | 
whenever the Government may think proper to 
do so. Again, there is a source of power, under 
the clause, saying Congress may establish post | 
offices and post roads. If you have the right, | 
under the Constitution, to take charge of the | 
postal communications; if you bave the right to | 

i 


pay out $20,000 to send mails from here to Liv- + 


erpool—the right to repeat that as often as you | 
have postage communications to make—why have | 
you not the right to make continuing contracts, | 
trom year to year, with one vessel or three vessels | 
to perform the service? This is my answer to the | 
constitutional objection. 
But, sir, E shall vote for this proposition upon | 
another ground. In naval sciencea few years has |; 
made a great change. The element of steam has |. 
been introduced into ocean navigation; and if we 
are to talk about an American Navy at all, we | 
must talk about an American steam navy. Twill | 
sustain this line, if for no other purpose, as & nur | 
sery for erican engineers and naval officers, 
in which they may become acquainted with this 
new element—steam-—which now has become an 
instrument of power, by which our naval renown | 
alone can be maintained, and which, therefore, 
should be familiar to gentlemen of the naval pro- i 
fession. ButI sustain it for yet another reason. | 
Experience has shown to this country that when 
steatn was introduced into ocean navigation the 
carrying trade, so far as passengers and the finer | 
fabrics are coticerned, was transferred at once 
from sailing to steam vessels, and by its introduc- | 
tion it became necessary for the packet lines, 
an from American ports, and which had 
uly competed with the British lines, to 
give up all connection with the carrying trade, so 
far as passengers and fine fabrics were concerned. 
In order to compete with the British we were re- 
quired to adopt the new element, and therefore it 
became a matter of necessity to our Government. 
During Mr. Polk’s administration, Government 
invited, or at once acceded, to a proposition to 
construct and set afloat vessels, under the guidance 
of private enterprise, but maimed, to some extent, 
by American naval officers, with the view to enter 
inte this competition with England. The effect | 
has been to give us the supremacy as steamers on 
the ocean. Our vessels are superior in power, | 
swiftness, elegance, model, and capacity for war : 


SS, 


his 


An 


| 
| 
| 


Gentlemen might as well talk | 


li tance, 


ut 


{Here the haramer fell.] 

Mr. BOWIE. I withdraw my amendment, if 
there is no objection. 

No objection being made the amendment was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
striking out’ the word ‘ Congress” and inserting 
«Postmaster General,” so that the Postmaster 
General shall give the notice, instead of Congress. 


The honorable gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 


upon this subject. 


ing against the constitutionality of this amend- 
ment, where they get the power of this-Govern- 


ment to build war steamers for the Navy. I would | 
ask the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Epcerron,] if ; 
this amendment was to appropriate $1,000,000 to : 
build a steamer for the Navy, if it would not be : 


constitutional? 
_ Now, sir, one word more. 
months ago, in looking over this matter, before I 


~ 


and before there was any heat or discussion upon 


i reasons which would induce me to vote for this 
appropriation. They were simply these, and I 


will state them: In the first piace, Congress net | 
only has the power, but it is its solemn duty, to | 
The policy of: 


provide for the common defense. 
this nation is defensive; war is to be kept at a dis- 
Fortifications are expensive and entirely 
out of the question for this purpose, excepi at the 


principal ports, such as Boston, Newport, New | 
York, &ce. The minor ports, such as New Bed- i 


‘ford, Newbern, Savannah, Mobile, &c., are to be 


pragected either by military or naval forces. Forti- |, 


fications would be too expensive. Steam vessels 
ure more efficient than sailing vessels, as being 


more readily concentrated at any point threatened. ʻi 


Since the introduction of steam, ten steam-vessels 
are worth more than one hundred sailing-vessels, 
! to maintain and provide for the common defense. 
To constitute a war steam marine, sufficient to 
guard the whole coast from Cape Fiorida to New 
Brunswick, would require one hundred war steam- 
ers. 
viding this force? 

In peace, about ten steamers will be 
for ordinary service 
by the Governnic 
nary. If not} 


required 


vidd@, the loss in lives and prop- 


erty, by an active enemy, during the first six | 
: months of a war, would teach a fearful jesson as 


to the folly of not preparing in peace for the exi- 
i $ prer my} 

gencies of war. 

providing such a steara y 

a 


this sam, for ninety vessels, wouid be $5,400,000. 
The expense of taking care of them cannot be es- 
timated at less than $1,060,000 annually, and 
the annual decay and depreciation at less than 
85,000,000. ‘The « 
yroviding and maintaining sach a steam marine 
as would be adequate to the complete protection of 
the coast, may be fairly estimated at $12,000,000. 


Now, sir, by extending the aid of the Govern- | 
ment to establishing ocean steamers of sufficient 


strength and capacity, a steam marine is kept up 
at an annual expenditure of one fifth that amount. 
The first outlay is saved, until the actual breaking 


of the original contract was to provide for the 
common defense, by building epa steam marine 
t is cheaper and equally 


iin this way, because it 
| efficient. l 
| The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Nasers] 
| sarcastically exclaims, * that the Government has 


| the privilege of taking these vessels by paying for 


GLOBE. 


i riers, Isee no consequence to flow, no effect to ` 
larise from a withdrawal of this line, except to. 
i transfer at once into the hands of our competitors ; 
i 


taining the steam lines of Great Britain by jest 
| such contributions as English cupidity may think | 
‘it politic to extort. 


I move to amend, by | 


Marswact] has said nearly all Ð intended to say ; 
I have been utterly astonished | 
to witness the manner in which the constitutional | 
| question has been brought into this discussion. I; 
wanted to ask the gentlemen who have been argu- | 


More than four: 


knew Mr. Collins, and before I visited the Baltic, 


What is the most economical way of pro- ; 


If the residue are provided | 
t, they must be laid up in ordi- 


What thea would be the cost of | 
rine? ‘Taking the past as | 
guide, we cannot safely estimate the cost at less |: 
than. $1,000,000 for each vessel. The interest of : 


ual expense, therefore, of > 


cut ofa naval war. Why, sir, the whole policy : 


them.” Task him if that is not a. privilege, by: 
saving us the hundred million of dollars which we 
would have to expend, if we should build a hun- 
dred war steamers? The Government can take 
these steamers at any time. I ask whether this 
is not the true policy of the Government,‘ and 
whether it is not the better policy? — > - oe 

Would gentlemen raise any question ‘of éon- 
stitutionality; would. they raise any question of 
expediency, even, were this a bill to provide for 
building ten war steamers? . By. supporting this 
line, by giving. it aid, we are encouraging a Sys- 
tem which will, in the end, place at our disposala 
marine force which will enable us to do away, in 
some measure, with the enormous expenses. of 
the Navy. Gentlemen donot complain at seeing 
steamers lying under cover, and rotting, which 
have cost $1,000,000 each, and which cost us 
$26,000 each yearly to keep them there, and doing 
no good to any human being. It seems to me 
that Great Britain, when she adopted this course, 
to make a navy useful in time of peace, developed 
a great idea of the age. Instead of suffering a 
great amount of property and immense capital to 
Tie idle and rot at her wharves, she makes it use- 
ful to her citizens by employing it in commerce. 

[Here the hammer fell.) | . 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that he should vote for 
the appropriation for the Collins line, and did not, 
with the lights now before him, seeany constitu- 
tional difficulties in the way. The powers con- 
ferred on Congress by the Constitution to regulate 
commerce, authorized us to place the commercial 
marine of the country on a footing that would 
enable it to compete successfully with that of any 
other nation. Our foreign navigation by means 
of steamers, especially in the direct communica- 

‘ tion with Europe, had to struggle not only against 
individual enterprise, but against the Treasury, 
lavishly expended, of the British Government. 
Unless our own citizensare nerved in their laudable 
enterprise by the aid of their own Government, it 
is clear that they must, in this instance,. retire 
from the contest. He also thought that the pow~ 
ers conferred on Congress by the Constitution to 
provide a navy, enabled us to aid these steamers, 
that could be at any time hereafter turned into 
ships-of-war, should occasion require it. Why 
not do this under that clause of the Constitution, 
‘as well as to provide materials to be kept. till 
wanted for ship-building in our navy-yards? - In 
both instances they are but materials provided for ` 
the naval service. He thought, too, that the 
former action of Congress had in a measure com- 
‘ mitted us to the needed appropriation. <- 

Had he been. a member of Congress when the 
original contract was assented to by this body, he 
might not at that time have gove for it; but the 
contract for service had been entered into; it will: 
continue till the year 1854, end he could not now 
cousent to abandon this, the pioneer line of our 
country, and thus gratify our foreign rivals, who 
are locking to the result of our proceedings on this 
subject with intense interest. Ife believed that 
the feeling he expressed was. general, especially 
thronghout the Atlantic sea-board, and that the ma- 
jority of the people of the district he represented 
participated in it. Ele alluded to the opinion of 
Moses H. Grinnell, formerly a Representative in 
Congress from New York, who, although largely 
interested in navigation otherwise than by steam, 
! and whose interests might therefore be supposed 

tobe adverse to the Coiling line, but who had never- 
' theless distinctly declared that this appropriation 

would not interfere with the other navigating in- 

 teresis of the country; for he said that if the Col- 

‘ling line were withdrawn from the ocean, the pas- 
sengers, freight, and correspondence now om- 
modated by it, would not fall back upon cur ewn 
sailing ships, but would be at once transferred to 
the Cunard, or British line. i 

Phe question was then taken upon the amend- 
| ment of Mr. Surnsr.any to the amendment, and 
i it was disagreed to. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move to strike out all after 
ithe word “provided,” and to insert the following: 

That the additional allowance given by this act shall 
terminate on the Bist day of December, 1854. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
whether that amendment be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair thinks the 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. SAVAGE. It is not my object, on the 
ion, to go into a detailed considera- 


f 
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_ tion of the many arguments which, E think, might | 
well be made against the policy of the original es- 
tablishment.of these’ lines.. That question. has | 
been heretofore settled, and these lines have. been 
established. . Notwithstanding all.we have heard | 
said ‘about patriotism, añd ‘the rivalry of Great | 
Britain, [can.only look at this as a contract be- | 


tween usand another party,and I can only regard į 


E. K Collins asia mail carrier. That we havea 
right to make.a mail contract, I have no doubt; į 
and that it is. our duty to make a good: contract— | 
a good bargain, J am equally..well satisfied. The | 
amendment “which I have proposed, in part, pro- 
vides for that which the bill seems to secure—that | 
is, the fixing of a time for the termination of the 
extra compensation. proposed to be given by this 


pill. My amendment fixes the 31st of December, |; 


1854. Those advocating the bill, I suppose, would | 
not dare to. propose that the extra allowance be | 
perpetual; and yet every man here who knows į 
anything of the legislative proceedings of Con- 
gress, knows that the passage of this bill would be 
to secure this extra allowance to these parties for- į 
ever! There is no. power to repeal it hereafter, 
and if the friends of the measure are acting in good 
faith, they can have no objection to my amend- 
ment. If it be intended to give protection-to this 
line of steamers only fora short time, why not 
say so? No, sir, the object is to fasten this in- | 
cumbrance upon the country now and forever! | 
Now, there may have been in times past—and I | 
do not intend to discuss this question now, for it | 
has been heretofore discussed often—a period in 
our history when it was necessary to give tempo- 
rary protection to a feeble domestic interest, that | 
it might be sustained. ‘That might have been wise 
policy, but we are now called upon to act upon 
the general principle of protection to a particular 
interest, now struggling in competition with à for- 
eign Power. It is to encourage one branch of our 
Navy in competition witha third. In times past, | 
we remember our manufactures had to be encour- 
aged io the entire destruction of the commercial 
marine. Trade was cut off by tariff revenues, 
which bore oppressively upon our commercial | 
marine. Now, to-day the scheme is to be re- 
versed, and the power of Congress is to be in- 
volved to sustain the marine, at the expense of all 
the other interests of the country. This policy 
attempted to be ingrafted on the bill, might have 
been a good one from the necessities of the times 
heretofore; but I deny that there is any reason for 
its continuance. It is evident that both parties to 
the original contract have been disappointed. The 
Administration recommended this policy to the Í 
country, under the supposition that E. K. Collins 
and his associates could do what they proposed to 
accomplish, for the sum proposed to be given them. 
A future increase of proceeds of the Post Office 
Department, was held out as an inducement to the 
Government to enter into this.contract. The pay | 
which was to be given by the Government, and 
money received from passengers, it was.alleged by 
the parties who undertook to establish this line, 
was ample remuneration for their services. Why 
isit notso? Ihave not the evidence before me, 
but I am satisfied that mismanagement and extrav- 
ae have caused the results detailed to us to- 

ay. . 

Etere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SACKETT, Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment, but in favor of the Senate amendment, as 
“jtnow stands before the committee. I regard this 
question as involving, first, the kind of navy this 
Government ought to maintain; next, the mode | 
and manner of maintaining that navy. First, is | 
it wise to sëek to maintain a steam navy? Next, is 
the mode and manner presented the best to enable 
us to maintain that navy, for all practical purposes, | 
and is it cheaper and more economical than to į 
maintain the same kind of navy independently of | 
all private connection? `I think there is no longer | 
any doubt on these questions. I think the intro- 
duction of this new system of maintaining one of 
the necessary powers of the Government is a vast 
improvement upon the old. ` E ean see many prac- 

- tical reasons why it isso. ‘There is no reason 

why ships constructed in this navy should not be 
as valuable as others, or why they should not be 
equal to the emergencies of war, the: purpose for 
which they were substantially built, ‘There is no | 
necessary reason why they are not as good as 
though they were constructed by the Government | 


itself I say there is no necessary reason. Next, | 


by the introduction. and maintenance of this sys- | 
tem, we promote a great interest in time of peace. 
We make an element of. war—one of vurarmso 
defense of vast. importance to the commerce of 
the country—an auxiliary to the business of the | 
country. Now, I will ask the friends and foes | 
of this measure; questions which I hope they will. | 
answer satisfactorily:. Is not this system of main- 
taining a naval marine the cheapest? Does not 
the introduction of this new element cheapen the 
transportation of the products of thé country? Does 
it not add facilities for the transportation. not only 
of the products, butthe population, from one por- 
tion of the world-to any other? To my mind the 
proposition is readily answered. It manifestly 
does; then why should we forego these advant- 
ages, advantages of the highest importance to the 
nation? -Thisisacontest not between individuals, 
but a contest between nations. The, interests of 
individuals are involved necessarily.in the contro- 
versy; but the contest really is one between two 
sovereignties—England and the United States— | 
for the supremacy of the seas. It is a contest for | 
the carrying trade, for the commerce of the world, | 
and individuals are only connected with it so far 
as the nature of the contract the Government has 
seen fit to enter into is concerned. The- contest is | 
not theirs. Itis flag against flag; Power against | 
Power; and I shall never vote to pull down our 
flag in such a contest. It is a question of the su- 
premacy of the seas; a question of commerce; and 
the contest, therefore, is between usand England, 
as to which shall have the triumph on the seas. 

[Here-the hammer fell.] 

The question then being upon Mr. Savace’s | 
amendment— 


‘Mr MEADE demanded tellers; which were || 
ordered; and Messrs. Cuanpier and MoLonr |! 


appointed. | 


he question was then taken, and there were— į: 


ayes 43, noes not counted. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I move to 
strike out *“‘ six,” and insert ‘twenty-three. I 
do this for the purpose of. presenting an idea | 
which I was prevented in my five minutes’ time 
from stating, when I occupied the floor this morn- 
ing. It is contended that this payment to the j 
Collins company is in the nature of protection— 

rotection such as is provided in the tariff system. 

t is perfectly plain that there is nothing of the 
kind involved in this bill. I look upon itas a 
simple demand for services performed. : The@ly 
question with us is, whether we are receiving an 
equivalent for the money to be given? I conceive 
that those gentlemen upon this side of the House, 
who are putting the question upon constitutional 
grounds, are injuring their own cause. 1 do not 
consider that proposition as worthy of notice, be- 
cause there are few who will contend that we 
have not the right to carry the mail, or contract for 
carrying the mail, from the United States to Eng- 
land. There must be very few, also, who will 
contend that the Government may not maintain a 
Navy in the mode in which it is proposed to | 
maintain it by this system, if it be efficient and | 
effectual for that purpose. -What do we pay in | 
the first place, for the transportation of the mail? | 
We could have it done cheaper, 1 admit. We 
could have the mail transported in smaller vessels, ; 
poner. They may be a few days or a few 

ours longer in crossing the ocean, but that would 
not be a matter of great consequence. These ves- 
sels are large. and powerful, built for war pur- 
poses, and the best calculated for war purposes of 
any ships afloat. One of the most distinguished 
officers in the Navy told me with his own lips, į 
that if he had his choice of all the vessels which ! 
are to-day afloat in any. Navy of the world, he | 
would take one of these steamers, and with alter- 
ations not costing over $15,000 would put such an 
armament on board, as to make her superior to 
any vessel in the English, French, or Russian 
Navy, or any other Navy of the world. 

A Voice, What Commodore? and what would 
it cost to repare them for an armament? 

Mr. STANTON. Commodore Perry. He 
said a gentleman of responsibility had offered to 
contract to change them for $15,000, and he be- 
lieved he would make $5,000 by the contract. I 
have no doubt with that sum these steamers could 
be put in order for carrying an armament. The 
question is now, whether we are paying, or about 
to pay, too much for carrying mails in such ves- 


i 


poses? It is a question whether we are getting an 
equivalent for our money, and I think upon a full 
examination there can be no doubt of this. To 

esure these contractors have been mistaken. 
They have built better and stronger war-vessels 
than they proposed to build in their contract, and 
after an experiment of two years in running them 
they. find—and the whole country is aware of the 
faci—that they have been losing money. The sim- 
ple question now is, whether it is of sufficient im- 
portance to justify us in paying the compensation 


l asked. ‘There is no question about itin my mind. 


sels as these, capable of being applied to such pur- 


| cussing the amendment. 


It is no question of protection, of bounties, or 
of interference with the private enterprise of the 
country. You are only-paying this man a fair 
equivalent for running a kind of vessels which 
private enterprise.will never build, because they 
would be unprofitable. _I-say nothing is clearer 
or better settled than that. private individuals 


| cannot build such: vessels as these for mail service 


without the support of the Government Then 
in giving them the additional pay necessary to sus- 
tain them, you are only placing them upon an 
equality with private enterprise, by compensating 
them. for the greater size and strength of their ves- 
sels. You are paying for those capacities in these 
ships which will be required in the event of a war. 
You are paying for theexperience in building and 


|| working this immense machinery, and for the ed- 


ucation of a corps of engineers which will be in- 
dispensable to you in the contingency of war, 
and which you cannot secure by any other means, 
In short, youare paying for a great and important 
experiment, which has already been of immense 
advantage to the country, and which, if tried in 
your own naval service, would cost twenty times 
as much. I regret that J have not time or oppor- 
tunity to enlarge upon these points, for in my 
judgment they are susceptible of demonstration. 
Tapis aside all national pride,all interestin the 
great contest against British supremacy, I am 
well satisfied that we receive a full compensation, 
in services performed, for the money asked for in 
this amendment. f 
Here the hammer fell.] 

r. SWEETSER., I rise for the purpose of 
opposing this amendment. The amendment which 
the gentleman from’ Tennessee ‘[Mr. Stanton] 
offers, proposes to increase the aid which has been 
given to this Collins line of steamers. The gen- 
tleman says that it amounts to no interference 
with private enterprise; but the manner in which 
he emphasizes that assertion shows that he at- 
taches an importance to it. I concur with the gen- 
tleman in that. point, and it is of sufficient import- 
ance to demand the attention of the House. I 
attempted, in the speech which I delivered this 
morning, to draw a contrast between the great fleet 
of steamers in the valley of the Mississippi, and 
those upon other waters, I would follow up that 


idea now 
Mr. GOODENOW. I rise to a question. of 
order. I submit that the gentleman is not dis- 


I do not make this point 
of order out of any disrespect to the gentleman. 
I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the debate has been increasing; and as I 
believe every gentleman of the committee has made 
up his mind how to vote on the question, I’ do 
insist that those who undertake to speak shall 
speak in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the line of remark adopted by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Sweerser] isnot in order. The ques- 
tion under discussion is; “ Shall there be thirteen 
months notice, instead of six,” upon the propriety 
of limiting that notice. > : 

Mr. SWEETSER. As it involves the whole 
question of propriety, I will barely remark, if the 
object is to confine debate strictly to the amend- 
ments proposed, I will yield the floor with great 
pleasure. I will inform the committee and Chair 
that I will feel authorized to make a point of order 
hereafter upon any gentleman who may depart 
from the strict line.of discussion. 

[Cries of ‘t That’s right P? «That’s right !”] 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by Mr. STANTON, 
of Tennessee; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 1 offer an amend- 
ment which I hope the friends of this bill will 
accept. 

I move to amend by inserting after the word 
“ Congress” these words: ‘* The Postmaster Gen- 
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eral, with the advice and consent of the Pres- 
ident”? 


One word of explanation. It will be observed 


lowance, upon six months’ notice. 
tleman must know, if this contract shall prove 
profitable, that the means will be found to prevent 
the passage of any proposition diminishing this 
compensation, There is no difficulty about that. 
J propose, therefore, in addition to the power here 
conferred upon Congress, if they shall not exer- 
cise it, that the Postmaster General, with the ad- 


vice and consent of the President, shall terminate i! 
the arrangement, which will make it a Cabinet | 


measure. If the Postmaster General shall be sat- 
isfied that he is paying an exorbitant and unne- 
cessary compensation, then the President and Cab- 
inet may discontinue the allowance, and not en- 
counter all the delays which operate, under our 
rules, to effect such an object. 1 hope the friends 
of the bill will consent to an amendment of that 
sort. J can see no reasonable objection to it. 

The question was then taken upon Mr, Sran- 
tTon’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MEADE. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ‘ $33,000,” and inserting 
« $26,000. . 

The CHAIRMAN. | The Chair will state that 
the amendment of the gentleman is not now in or- 
der—the question being the motion made by the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sreruens] to strike 
out the proviso. Motions have been made since 
that time to amend it, previous to the question be- 
ing taken to strike out. If the gentleman does not 
wish to propose his amendment now, and there be 
no further amendments to the proviso, the ques- 
tion can be taken on striking it out, and then the 
gentleman’s amendment will be in order. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to amend the pro- 
viso, by striking out *54,’? in the 14th line, and 
insert ** 53.” 

I desire, in this connection, to reply to some of 
the remarks which fell from the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Cuineman,] who said, on 
yesterday, and repeated to-day—— 

Mr. FOWLER, I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman proposes, if I understand him, to 
strike out “54,” and insert ‘53. His argu- 
ment must tend to that point, and if he departs 
from it, he is out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must be under 
the necessity of deciding that the gentleman from 
Virginia must confine his remarks to the change 
he proposes. 

Mr. MILLSON. Any argument by which I 
can show that none of this appropriation should 
be voted, will apply to show that it shall be granted 
fora limited period only. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks not. 
This part which the gentleman proposes to amend 
is in regard to the notice, and the propriety of ex- 
tending or limiting that notice would be the only 
question. 

Mr. MILLSON. There would be no stronger 
reason for limiting the duration of this appropria- 


tion than that there ought to be no appropriation | 


voted at all. if I can suceeed in showing this 


House that it ought not to grant any further relief | 


to the proprietors of the Collins line, I think I can 
show that the grant should be limited to time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, and 
decides the gentleman to be out of order. 

Mr. MILLSON. As a matter of principle, 1 
will take an appeal 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. Fowxer] as well taken; and 


from this decision the gentleman from Virginia || 


takes an appeal. 
Mr. FOWLER. 

upon the table. 
Mr. MILLSON. I do not wish to take up the 

time of ihe committee, and I will withdraw my ap- 
eal. I desire to say 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s remarks | 


will be in order after the question is taken upon 
striking out. The question recurs upon striking 
out the proviso. at 

The question was then taken on striking out 
the proviso, and it was not agreed to. i 

Mr. MILLSON. 1 move, sir to strike out 
s: $33,000 in the ninth line, and insert “ $20,000” 
in lieu thereof, 


Every gen- | 


i 


I move to lay that appeal |! 


| endeavoring to perfect the proviso, and until they 


that the bill now confers upon Congress the power į 
to terminate the arrangement for the additional al- | 


|| motion to reduce the amount appropriated, that it 
t 
i 


Mr. SACKETT. I rise to a question of order, | 
i and it is that the committee have been engaged in 
i 
come to a final vote upon the question of striking || 
it out, and conclude to strike it out, the motion of |; 
the gentleman is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Sacxert,] and holds that the sub- 
division is yet open to amendment. ; 

Mr. MILLSON. I was proceeding to remark, 
Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr.. Curveman] seemed to admit that 
this system was entirely wrong, and so objection- 
able did he regard it that he was willing to enter 
| into negotiations with Great Britain for the pur- 
pose of- 

Mr, CABELL. I rise to a question of order. 
It is important to me that | should leave the city 
to-morrow, and I am very desirous to have the 
vote taken upon the amendment of the Senate. 
The gentleman is proceeding with remarks of a 
general character, and is not confining him- 
self to the question of reducing the $33,000 to 
$20,000. I must insist, as far as I can, that gentle- 
men should confine themselves to the question im- 
mediately before the committee. The gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Mixson] is now replying to 
a speech made by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, (Mr. CLINGMAN.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, upon a 


! is legitimate to argue that there ought to be no ap- 
| propriation at all. Butif you must have an ap- 
propriation, the amount should be reduced. 

! Mr. MILLSON, The gentleman from North 
| Carolina [Mr. Cureman] intimated a willingness 
| to put astop to this competition between the steam- 
| ers of Great Britain and those of the United States, 
by negotiating a treaty between the two countries. 
| He admits that this system of governmental pro- 
| tection is altogether wrong, but says that, as Great 
| Britain commenced it, it is necessary, upon the 
| principle of retaliation, that we should vote this 
amount to enable the proprietors of the Collins 
line to maintain the competition, That is his ar- 
gument. Now, sir, I will not say how far it may 
be proper to act upon the principle of retaliating 
wrongs, but I do not see either the wisdom or the 
morality of inflicting an injury upon ourselves, 
to prevent another nation from securing a benefit, 
in @hich we, to a great extent, participate. 

The argument is this: Great Britain has com- 
menced this system, and therefore we should pros- 
ecute it, It is presented also in the report of the 
Senate committee upon this subject. They say: 

«It may not be improper here again to note, by way of 
illustration, the. benefits to be derived from ocean steam 
mail transportation, when in successful operation, as man- 
ifested in the case of the British Cunard line under the aus- 
pices of the British Government, During the first six 
yeurs of its existence, the line above-named received from 
the Government no less than 2,520,000, while the Govern- 


ment received from the company, in the form of postages, the 
enormous sum of $7,836,800, or 85,286,800 net revenue.” 


They then proceed to show what have been our 
receipts from the Collins line, which, with all 
their figuring, they cannot make more than $256- 
773 40 per annum, and say that the Government, 
at the end of two years, is only ‘ out of pocket”? 
$256,453 20.” 

That is to say, the British Government, accord- 
ing to the report of the Senate committee, have 
paid Cunard, in a period of six years, the sum of 
$9,550,000. They have received $7,836,300, and 
have secured a net gain of $5,286,800. There- 
fore, they seem to think this furnishes a strong 
reason why we should pay to the Collins line for 
a similar period, $5,148,000 for the sake of re- 
| ceiving $1,540,640 40, and thus incurring a net 
i loss of $3,607,360 60. 

This is the logic of the advocates of the ap- 
propriation. We ought to encounter a loss of 
$3,607,360. 80, because Great Britain has secured a 
gain of $5,286,300. So much, sir, for thisargument, 
| plainly presented in the report of the Senate com- 
mittee, and dimly shadowed forth to-day in the 
remarks of the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Now, sir, in regard to the reduction of freights 
to which the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Cuineman] alludes, I beg leave to call his atten- 
| tion to a statement made ina paper which has 
! been laid upon our tables by the friends of this 
line, in which it is distinctly stated that this re- 
| duction has not been the result of competition be- 


tween the Collins and Cunard lines, but has been 
caused by the competition of the propellers, after 
the two lines were in operation.. Here is ‘the 
stalement: j : 


«í Neither were the mail steamers between New. York 
and-Liverpool the cause of the reduetion of freights on. for- 
eign merchandise. It was, as the memorialists cannot but 
know, the Englixh propellers that began the system. < Both 
the British and American. mail steamers charged £7 10s. 
per ton, when the propellers commenced taking freight at 
£3 10s. per ton, which induced the mail steamers to put 
their rates down to £4 10s.” Erg 


It is here claimed by the friends of the meas- 
ure, that the reduction is not due to competition 


! between the Collins and Cunard lines, as the gen- 


tleman from North Carolina argued, but to. the 


į competition between both these lines on the one 


hand and the propellers on the other, 5 

Now, sir, in reference to the statement that Mr. 
Jefferson was in favor of this species of protection, 
I wish I had time to go into the consideration of the 
views presented by my colleague from the Acco- 
mac district, [Mr. Bayzy.] 

I congratulate the protectionists of the country 
on the ally they have got in my colleague, in. their 
hopeless efforts to make out Mr. Jefferson to bea 
protectionist. l have heard these arguments again 
and again—I have heard them from the stump and 
upon the hustings, but always from the lips of 
those who attempted to recommend or excuse the 
protective policy, and invoked the authority of 
Mr. Jetferson in support of that system. 

Sir, I undertake to say, that the citation made 
of the opinions of Mr. Jefferson—but why need I 
vindicate the opinions of Mr. Jefferson in the 
presence of a Democratic Congress! What! 
Thomas Jefferson, the man who in 1826, in his 
letter to Mr, Giles, expressed the most earnest.op- 
position to this whole scheme of granting bounties 
to a favored few !. He is invoked here as the friend 
and advocate of a system of protcteion by govern- 
mental bounties. 

{Here the hammer fell:} 

Mr. MEADE. Irise for the purpose of op- 
posing the amendment offered by my colleague, 
and, at the same time, for the purpose of declaring 
my entire concurrence with him in relation to the 
power of Congress to encourage enterprises of 
this kind by protective duties. In the remarks I 
made to the House yesterday, I said I based my 
advocacy — : 

Mr. SWEETSER. I rise to a question of or- 
der. My question of order is, that the views of 
Mr. Jefferson, and these other gentlemen, have 
nothing to do with the proposed amendment, and 
are therefore out of order, The Chairhas, I think 
very properly, decided in my case that such dis- 
cussion was not in order. 

Mr. MEADE. I have not said anything about 
the opinions of Mr. Jefferson. i 

Mr. SWEETSER. The gentleman is discuss- 
ing an hypothetical case. 

The CHAIRMAN. Asfaras the gentleman 
from Virginia {Mr. Meapg] has gone, the Chair 
decides that he is not out of order. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Certainly he is not in or- 
der. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks heis in 
order. 

Mr. MEADE, (resuming.) Mr. Chairman, 
the question with me is whether we shall increase 
our steam-navy. TI amin favor of an increase. 
We have, I think, about five steamships in com- 
mission, and the great maritime nations of the 
earth have from one hundred to one hundred and 
fifty. Itseems to me that the addition of five 
more to the steam-navy of the United States is 
but a very small amount compared with the im- 
mense naval force of other Powers; but, at the 
same time, I say I am not in favor of the large 
increase of compensation proposed by the Senate 
amendment; and therefore at the proper time I 
shall moveto insert $26,000 in the place of $33,000 ` 
Having settled the preliminary point that weshould 
keep on hand an adequate steam force, I now 
proceed to confute the arguments of my colleague 
[Mr. Mizison] by showing that instead of a loss, 
we shall make a gain of upwards of $200,000 per 
annum for each vessel by making an appropriation 
of $26,000 to this line for each round trip. 

Mr, SWEETSER. I submit that this discus- 
sion is not in order. 

Mr. MEADE. Iam opposing the reduction to 
$20,000. Itis altogether wrong. I have a state- 
ment, sir, prepared at the Navy Department, 
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Which shows that. steamers of the first class in 
commission cost the Government, in. certain arti- 
cles, $131,894 34 To that sum might be added 
the interest. on the cost.of a steam-frigate, say 
$36,000; which we should have to lose in case we 
constructed a vessel upon our own account... [tis 
estimated that. the depreciation in a vessel. ofthat i 
sort ranges from twelve to fifteen per cent. peran- |, 
num, which’ would swell the: annual: expense 
‘$90,000 miore. This would make the cost of a || 
steam-frigate of the first class $257,894 33 per an- 
nim. ‘The difference between the cost per annum {|} 
of a stéam-frigate owned by the United States and: 
the amount that we should pay to the Collins line 
for one of their ships, at $26,000 per ‘trip, I will 
show to be about’ $225,000. in round ‘numbers: | 
Twenty-six: trips, at $26,000, would amount to | 
$676,000, which, divided by five, the number of ; 

{ 


vessels in the line, will give $135,200 per annum 
for each vessel, which, subtracted from the an- 
nual cost of a Government steamer—to wit $257,- | 
894 338—would leave $122,694 33 in favor of the | 
former, z i 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The gentle- | 
man forgets to add the mail pay. — = i 

Mr. MEADE. I am coming to that. Now, | 
sir, the mail-pay in 1851 for this fig was $343,641, | 
which was an increase of $173,744 over the year || 
before, and if, during the year 1852, there should 
ve a similar increase, as we may reasonably infer, | 
the amount for the year 1852 would be $517,383, 
which, distributed among the five steamers, would |; 
reduce the annual pay of this line to $31,923 for | 
each ship, being less, by $225,971, than the cost of 
maintaining a Government steamer. : The total || 
saving on the five vessels amounting to the sum of |} 
$1,129,825 per annum; the saving in five years 
would be $5,649,275, being $2,500,000 more than i 
the cost or value of the vessels. > 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Mirt- 
son’s amendment. to the amendment, and it was | 
not agreed to. , : 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer 
an amendment, to come in at the end of the pro- |: 
viso. [offer it in good faith. I hope the friends || 
of the bill. will listen to it, and J shall call for tellers || 
upon it. The amendment I propose, is as follows: || 

Provided further, That any party to a contract with the i 
Post Office Department, for carrying the United States || 
mail, shall be remunerated for any loss he may have sus- |} 
tained by such contract, and that the sum of $100,000 be, f 
and the same is hereby, appropriated for that purpose. 


Mr, CLINGMAN. Is that proposition in order? | 
It proposes to make a general law, with reference | 
to all persons who may not have been remunerated 
under their contracts with the Post Office Depart- 
ment. i : 

Mr. MASON. I understand that this appro- 
priation is made because these parties are mail- | 
carriers, and 1 want to put all the mail-carriers 
upon the same footing. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. You have no right to make 
a general bill of: this. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks that is || 
not in order as an amendment to this subdivision. |; 

Mr. MASON. I move to strike out the word || 
‘six? in the sixteenth line, and insert the word |! 
“two” in lieu thereof. The proposition which f | 


made just now, it seems, was out of order. I 
have no doubt, however, that those who give this 
¢800,000, as a remuneration to this large stegm || 
line,.will perhaps take into consideration the justice | 
of paying the $100,000 to contractors throughout |! 
the United States, who have lost by carrying the |) 
mail service heretofore. The gentleman—the chair- |; 
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs—makes |. 
this appropriation constitutional, expressly upon 
the ground that it is for carrying the United States 


mail. | 
Mr. FOWLER. With much respect for aa 

gentleman who has the floor, I rise to a question 

of order. : | 
Mr. MASON. I will get in order directly, if |; 
ou will leave me alone. 

Mr. FOWLER. ‘The question is to reduce the 
time from six months to two. I trust that the! 
gentleman will be made to confine his remarks to 
that point. ee 

Mr. MASON. The number of petitions at the |! 
Post Office Department, and. numerous. petitions 
before the Committee on the Post Office and Post |! 
Roads of this House, show that there are. hun- |} 
dreds of contractors in absolute want and destitu- || 


j 


| disrespect to the gentleman that 


tion, who have been reduced to those circumstances 


by their patriotic services in carrying the mails of 
the United States. If, sir, patriotism requires that 
the proprietors of this. large steam line shall be 
remunerated for their losses, the American people 
will demand that all those who carry the mails of 
the United Statés shall be likewise remunerated. 

“Mr. FOWLER. I[-insist that the Chairman 


| shall decide my question of ‘order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky must necessarily confine his: remarks to 


showing the propriety of reducing the time of 


notice from six months to two months. == 
Mr: MASON: Sir, I have heard gentlemen on 

all sides appealing to the patriotism of this House. 

May not I appeal to its sense of justice? Justice 


is one of the essential attributes of patriotism; `i 


and, sir, if it was proper and legitimate to appeal to 
the patriotism of the House, ¢ertainly itis in order 
for me to appeal to its sense of justice. I hope 
the gentleman from Massachusetts will now see 
that I am in order. [Langhter.] 

“Mr. FOWLER. J repeat thatit was from, no 

J raised the ques- 
tion. of order. ; 

Mr. MASON. Oh, no: I am sure of that. 
Sir, if we are to appropriate this $800,000 for this 
Collins mail line, why should not we, at the same 
time, remunerate the hundreds of men who have 
been utterly ruined and made bankrupt in carry- 


ing the mails of the United States? Gentlemen | 


should recollect that they will have to meet these 


men when they go home. They are not few, nor |: 


far between. Go to the room of your Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, or to the Post 
Office Department, and you will find file upon file 


of petitions from these men, praying for relief in | 


every form and manner, and crying aloud for your 
justice as well as generosity. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 


not merely to 

but itis to enable them to keep up the line. 

out it the line must go down. 
[Here the hammer fell] 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I rise to oppose 


this amendment, and as in advocating a similar ; 
one, my colleague (Mr. Mitison] made, as T fancy, į 
a most uncalled-for reference to me, I take it for | 
granted that it will be in order for me to reply to | 


him. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 
order. 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg the gentleman to let me 
goon. I desire to make a personal explanation. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 
order. I know that the gentleman from Virginia 
will not take it unkindly. But Í claim that the 


question of protection has nothing to do with the | 


amendment before the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman frorn Vir- 
ginia will be necessarily confined to showing that 
the notice ought to be six months instead of two, 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, Mr. Chairman, if I un- 
derstand anything about parliamentary !aw—and 
I think it is time that I should, if I have capacity 
to do it—I know of no better-settled principle than 
that when one gentleman has been allowed in 
speaking on an amendment, to make reference to 
another, and especially to one of his colleagues, 
parliamentary liberality requires that the gentle- 
man so referred to should have the privilege of re- 
ply, on a similar proposition. 

Mr. GOODENOW.. On that ground E with- 
draw my question of order. 

Mr. MILLSON here made a brief explanation 


to his colleague, [Mr. Bayzy,] nota word of which | 
was heard by the Reporters, in consequence of his | 


having directed his remarks from them. 

Mr. BAYLY, (resuming.) That is precisely 
as ] understood the gentleman. Sir, when that 
gentleman has struck as many blows, and—though 


| it may be vanity in me tosay so—as many effective | 
blows in favor of free trade as I have, it will: 
be time for him to say, that in supporting such | 


propositions as this, I am fighting under the 


anner of protectionists. When he has struck as | 
many blows, and—I again, egotistically perhaps, | 


add—as many effective blows in favor of Democ- 
racy as I have, he may undertake to talk about 
the Whigs receiving anally in me. F am not one 
of those, however, who choose to bring Demo- 


i cratic doctrines into disrepute by running them 


into absurd extremes. Disciples are becoming 


i 


i 
| Jefferson, which I have quoted, has been quoted 


Let me sug- i 
gest to the gentleman that this appropriation is |) 
pay the losses of the contractors, į 

With- | 


F rise to a questidh of 


I rise to a question of 


worse than’ apostles; and ‘men who follow in the 
footsteps of Jefferson are no longer Republicans. 
My colleague says that this. very report by Mr. 


| by protectionists against him in support of a tariff. 
i I know it, and it has always been misquoted. 
|| Neither Jefferson, Madison, Polk, Jackson, nor 
any other Democrat that I ever knew, questioned 
i: the power of Congress to regulate our commerce 
ji and our navigation. =>. 
i Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Task the gen- . 
H tleman from Virginia if he did not vote against the 
| iatréduction of this schenie in 1847? ; 
i Mr. BAYLY. No vote was taken on it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Lask the gentleman if he 
was not opposed to it then? 
$ Mr. BAYLY. I tell the gentleman frankly, 
“that I was not in favor of forming a connection 
|| with this or any other company. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, Exactly. If itis Democratic 
i now, why was it not Democratic then? 
ii Mr. BAYLY. [never based my opposition to 
‘it upon the absurd ground that it was unconstitu- 
tional—never. Upon that occasion. I made no 
point. It was recommended by a Democratic 
| President; it was carried by a Democratic Fouse; 
there was a strong feeling in favor of that law. 
How did the gentleman from Tennessee vote upon 
that occasion? 
| Mr. JOHNSON. 
| were you. 
| 
| 


| 
| 


i 
i 
| 
i 


l 
| 
| 
f I was opposed to it, and so 


, Mr. BAYLY. Yes; but I never put my oppo- 
| sition to.it upon the absurd ground of a want of 
| constitutional power. I had other grounds of op- 
‘| position.. But having embarked our fortunes in a 
i| common bottom with these persons, even though 
i against my wishes, in what. has now become a 
i: national contest, I am not willing, through any 
l: demagogism or anything else, to back out of our 
partnership in a concern into which f never wished 
to enter. 

i Mr. FREEMAN. Lask the gentleman on 
i what clause of the Constitution he relies for the 
| power of Congress to. pass this appropriation? 

' Mr. BAYLY. Will the gentleman tell me 
|; where Congress gets the power to require steam- 

i. boats on the Western Jakes: and<waters to take 
| out licenses, and vessels engaged in the foreign 
li trade to take out registers, to regulate the number 
| of passengers that shall be brought into the coun- 
try to the ton, to require vessels to have their 
names on their sterns, and that the letters shall be 
at least six inches Jong? Where the right to grant 
fishing bounties? where the right of exclusive le- 
gislation in reference to tonnage and navigation is 
‘found? If he will tell me where we find the power 
‘of marime defense—if he will, I will answer his 
question. 

Mr, FREEMAN. In the power to regulate 
|, commerce with foreign nations and between the 
States. 

Mr. BAYLY. The General Government has 
exclusive authority over the subject of navigation 
and tonnage. The States have been prohibited 
from making any regulations with respect to ton- 

: nage and navigation. Every vessel, I believe, 
: over five tons burden, is required to take outa 
; Heense, if engaged in the coasting trade, or to be 
registered, if engaged in the foreign trade. No» 
' State can legislate on the subject at all, “Phe ex» 
clusive power over this subject of navigation is in 
_ Congress. Sir, this thing has nothing to do with 
the doctrine of a tariff for protection, and it is an 
“utter misconception of the whole subject to sup- 

ose it has. í 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LETCHER moved that the committee do 
now rise > 

Mr. GOODENOW demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. STANTON, of 
i Tennessee, and Henpricxs were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the afirmative-—ayes 83, noes not count- 

! ed. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman [Mr. 
Sruart] reported thatthe Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had under consider- 
tion the state of the Union generally, and par- 
ticularly the amendment of the Senate to House 
_ bil No. 207, “to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
‘ priations for the service of the fiscal year ending 
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the 30th of June, 1852,’ 

olution thereon, 

ENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 

Bilis, reported back, as correctly enrolled, the fol- 

lowing bills and joint resolutions, which there- 

upon received the signature of the Speaker, viz: 
An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act pro- 


7 and had come to no res- 


viding for the sale of certain land in the States of |! 


Ohio and Michigan, ceded by the Wyandot tribe 
of Indians, and for other purposes,” approved on 
the 3d day of March, 1843; ear 

An act for the relief of Ichabod Weymouth; 

An act for the relief of Francis Tribou; 

An act for the relief of Amos Knapp; 

An act making appropriation for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States, 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1853; and 

A joint resolution te establish certain post 
routes. 

TRADE BETWEEN TEXAS AND MEXICO. 

Mr. HOWARD. There is a bill upon the 


3 


WA 
Speaker’s table in relation to the regulation of 
trade between Texas and Mexico. Í ask the 


unanimous consent of the House to have that bill | 


taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred to the 
Committee an Commerce. 

There being no objection, the following bill was 
taken from the Speaker’s table, read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, viz: 

An act authorizing imported goods, wares, and 
merchandise entered and bonded for warehousing 
in pursuance of law, to be exported by certain 


routes to ports and places in Mexico. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion by Mr. CHASTAIN, 

Ordered, That the of William Smith, a revo 
tionary soldier, be w wn from the files of the Hou 
and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

On motion by Mr. PENN, 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the 
files of the House, the papers in the case of the h of 
Elias Bleadweil, claiming compensation for the lo 
library, burnt during the war of 1819, for the jairpo 
reference to the Senate. 

On motion by Mr, WALSH, 

Ordered, That leave he granted to withdraw froin ‘the 
files of the Honse, the papers of Philip C. Friese, for the 
purpose of refi eto the Rorate, 

RARRACKS AT SAVANNAH, GEORGIA. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, There ts a joint 
resolution upon the Speaker’s table, proposing to 
surrender the property of the barracks in the city 
of Savannah to the city authorities. Task the 
unanimous consent of the House to have that bill 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The resolution 
carne from the Senate some time since. It is en- 
tirely a local matter. 

Mr. WALSH. tsita general bill? 

Mr. STEPHENS. No; it is entire! 
its character. 

There being no objection, the following joint 
resolution was taken from the Speaker's table, 
read a first and second time by its title, and re 
ferred to the Committee on inary Affairs, vi 

A joint resolution for g the si 
the old Oglethorpe barrec y counei 
Savannah, Georgia. 

URSULA 

Mr. COBB. Thereis 
table proposing to grant an invalid 
four dollars a month to a poor old wid T ask 
the unanimous consent of the House to have that 
bill taken from the Speaker’s table, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

There being no objecti the following bill was 
then taken from the Speaker's table, read a first 
and second time by its title, and referred io the 
Cominittee on Invalid Pensions, viz: 

An act for the relief of Urs 

On motion by Mr. McMULL 
then adjourned until to-morrow at eleven o'clock, 
a.m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 10, 1852. 


The House metat eleven o'clock, a.m. Prayer |: 


by the Rev. LirrLeros F. Morean. 


ji the negroes North, at a postage of one cent per 


House is the consideration of House bill No. | 
144, to amend an act entitled “ An act to reduce | 
ind modify the rates of postage in the United 
| States, and for other purposes,” passed March 3d, 
1851; and the pending question is the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Iowa to the second 
section, and to go in at the end-of it, as follows: 
The presidents. of universities, colleges, academies, and 
| of all scie c- institutions, and also the Smithsonian insti- 
tution, may send by mail, tree of postage, the printed copies | 
of any regular paper, pamphlet, or book -published under 
ihe authority ofan ch institution; and also the proof- 
sheets of such copies while the same are being published : | 
Provided, Such printed copies shall be distributed gratis. 
Mr. OLDS. There is a motion pending tore- 
commit this bill to the Committee on the Posti 
Office and Posi Roads. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has overlooked 
that motion. Does the gentleman withdraw it? 
Mr. OLDS. I withdraw the motion. It is sur- 
prising, Mr. Speaker, that sectional issues must 
be dragged into every debate arising inthis House. | 
‘The gentleman from New York, with his usual ‘ 
ingenuity, has managed to bring a sectional argu- | 
ment against my poor postage bill, Now, sir, for: 
the life of me, 1 cannot see what the question of | 
slavery has to do with the postage onnewspapers. i 
‘This bill does not contemplate making the negroes | 
mailable matter. The Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads do not propose sending all 


ve no idea that the mails of the United 
States will ever be converted into a negro-stealing 
machine. ‘The gentleman should have learnt ere 
this thai there is an underground railroad for this | 
purpose, which more appropriately comes under 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Roads and | 
Canals. L have no knowledge, sir, that our com- 
mittee has any petition asking Congress to make 
this underground-railroad a mail route. I have ; 
aid enough, I trust, to allay the gentleman’s sec- | 


ounce. i 


S 


N, the House | 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


RATES OF POSTAGE. 


The SPEAKER. The first. business before the 


tional fears, and again ask the attention of the 
| House to the merits of the bill. 

i wish to state one fact, for the information of 
| the House and the gentleman from New York, , 
[Mr. Brooxs.] It is, that when the Committee | 
onthe Post Office and Post Roads had reported 
this identical bill, with the exception of the amend- , 
| ment just agreed to, changing the weight from two | 
anda balf ounces to two ounces, I forwarded to 
the publishers of each of the newspapers in the 
city of New York, and those of almost every other 
city in the country, a copy of the hill, together | 
with a copy of the accompanying report. Within 
the last two weeks, a petition has been put in my 
hands, corning through the House of Representa- 
tives, from most of the publishers of newspapers 
and periodicals in the city of New York, asking 
; what this bill provides for. 

Now, sir, these publishers must have seen this 
iH before they signed that petition, for it had been 
their hands for three months. My understand- 
his petition is, that they desire the passage 
deitical bill. I may, perhaps, be mistaken, 
h is my construction upon it. Tam sorry 
among the number, the publishers of the 


| 
| 
Í 
| 


but suc 
not to Jind 
New Yori 
nes W 


v 


n Webb of the Courier and Enquirer, 
lyath of the Tribune, James Gor- 
New York Herald 
Permit me to ask the gentle- 


L 


a4 Eu 
n Bennett of the 
ir. BROOKS. 
, if they petition tha 
suld be increased ? 

n OLDS. Yes, sir; I have said that those 
rs who signed this petition had my bill in: 
ssion when they signed it. In justice, 
ver, to thes 


lishers I must say, that 1 
ʻe opposed to reducing the 
dahalf to two ounces, 
m the publishers of 
i one of the pay in the city of New York—the 
onrnal of Commerce—objecting to the reduction 
| of the standard weight below two and a half ounces. 
it is the only objection that has been raised by 
any of the publishers of newspapers in the city of 
New York. BO 
Mr, SKELTON. Will the effect of this bill 
be to reduce the rates of postage? 
4 Mr. OLDS. 
| ing the rates of postage as they are under the old, 
and as they will be under thenew law. — 
nterrupted by the expiration of 


aim si 

stank 

I received a 
pers 


yeetl 


When I was i 
the morning hour on yesterday, I was endeavor- i 


arison between the rates of | 


| ing to institute a comp £ 
the law as it now stands, | 


| postage charged under 


| 
| 


i 
"under fifty miles, under the old law, would be teù 


Express; but 1 find here the names of `: 


the rates of postage ;; 


I have here some statisties, show- |! 


stood by the House. : 

I have been. to some trouble since the adjourn- 
ment of yesterday, to rearrange my table making 
the comparison between. the rates of postage on 
newspapers under the old law, and the proposed 
new one, so that it might be more intelligible to 
the House. This table may. contain some. inac- 
curacies, but is believed to be substantially cor- 
rect. My figures will differ very materially from 
those of the gentleman: from New: York, [{Mr.. 
Brooxs,]| from the fact that he bases his calcula-: 
tion upon a weight of three ounces, as that is the 
migimum weight of the old law; whilst mine is 
based upon a minimum weight of one ounce,’ 
which will cover more than nine tenths uf the en- 
tire press of the country. The New York Herald, 
Tribune, Sun, &c., single sheet, will all be cov- 
ered by this rate. 

On a daily paper per quarter under the old law, 
the postage under fifty miles would. be twenty- 
five cents—under the new, thirty-nine cents; over 
fifty miles and under three hundred, the old would - 
be fifty cents, and the new thirty-nine cents; over 
three hundred and under one thousand, the old 
would be seventy-five cents, and the-new thirty- 
nine cents; over. one thousand and not exceeding 
two thousand miles, the old would be one dollar, 
and the new thirty-nine cents; over two thousand 
and not exceeding three thousand miles, the oid 
would be one dollar twenty-five cents, and the 
new thirty nine cents; over three thousand miles, 
‘under the new law the postage is doubled. The 


1 


;, average rate under the old law would be $5 25; 
: under the new, $2 75. 


i Ona tri-weekly paper, the postage, where the dis- 
| tance is underditey miles, under the old law, would 
be fifteen cents per quarter; under the new nineteen 
| and a half cents. Over fifty miles and under three 
hundred, the old would be thirty-cents, the new 
nineteen and a half; over three hundred miles and. 
under onethousand, the old would be forty-five 
cents and the new nineteen anda half cents; over: 
one thousand miles and under two thousand miles: 
the old would be sixty cents, and the new nine- 
i teen and a half cents; over two thousand miles’ 
and under three thousand, the old would be sev- 
enty-five cents and the new nineteen.and a half 
cents; over three thousand miles, under the new 
law, he rate would be double. - The average fate 
under the old would be, three dollars and fifteen 
cents, under the new one dollar and thirty-six 
and a half cents. 
On a semi-weekly paper the postage per quarter 


: cents, under the new thirteen cents; over fifty 
miles and under three hundred, the old would be 
twenty cents and the new thirteen cents; over 
three hundred miles and under one thousand, the 
old would be thirty cents, and the new thirteen 
cents; over one thousand miles and under two 
thousand, the old would be forty cents, and the 
‘new thirteen cents; over two thousand miles and 
‘ under three thousand, the old would be fifty cents, 
and the new thirteen cents; over three thousand 


| the rate under the new Jaw is doubled. The aver- 


age would be two dollars and sixteen cents under 
‘the old law, and ninety-one cents under the new 
ilaw. 

On a weekly paper, the postage per quarter 
under fifty miles, under the old Jaw, would be five 
sents, under the new six and a half cents; over 
| fifty miles and under three hundred, it would be, 
“under the old law, ten cents, under the new six 
and a half cents; over three hundred miles and 


i 
n 


ste 
Sy 


under one thousand, the old law would be fifteen 


‘cents, and the new six and a half; over one 
thousand miles and under two thousand, the old 
would be twenty cents, and the new six and a 
half cents; over two thousand miles and under 
three thousand, the old would be twenty-five 
cents, and the new six and a half cents; over 
: three thousand miles the rateis doubled under the 
new law. The average would be one dollar 
jand five cents under the old law, and forty-five 
; and a half cents under the new. 

| Mr. FOWLER. Will the chairman ofthe Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads have 
the goodness to state again the difference between 
| the rates under the present Jaw, and the proposed 
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law, for distances under a thousand miles? ' { did fl dred to one thousand five hundred the old post- | 
not distinctly understand it, and others understood | 


it differently from what I-did. > 
‘Mr. OLDS. Then {shali have to go over the 
whole again. ; 


Mr. BROOKS. We have the same tables be- | 


foreus. Let us compare. Take the table, where 
the distance does not exceed fifty miles, and what 


is the postage on a‘daily newspaper, according to | 


your table? 

Mr. OLDS. A daily newspaper under fifty 
miles per quarter, under the old law, is twenty- 
five cents; under the new, thirty-nine cents; that 
is by the ounce, ees 

Mr. BROOKS. Now, let me ask -another 
question. Suppose that paper should weigh an 
ounce and a grain, what would be the postage? 

Mr. OLDS. It would be seventy-eight cents 
under that table. 

Mr. BROOKS. Iwill now ask the gentleman 
another question in order to get.the facts before 
the House. Under three hundred miles what is 
the postage now on a daily paper? 

Mr. OLDS, Fifty cents. 

Mr. BROOKS. What would it be under the 
proposed act, for a newspaper of an ounce or un- 
der? ; 

Mr. OLDS. It would be thirty-nine cents. 

Mr. BROOKS. What would it be for a news- 
paper weighing over one ounce? 

Mr. OLDS. It would be double that sum, 
seventy-eight cents. 

Mr. FOWLER. Iunderstand the chairman of 
the committee to say, that over nine tenths of the 
papers of the country are under one ounce. Is 
that so? 

Mr. OLDS. According to my calculation, nine 
tenths of the country circulation comes wider an 
ounce. And nearly all the country papers will 
pass through the mail at a half cent postage. 

l shall not trouble the House to extend these 
comparisons to transient newspapers. Suffice it 
to say, that the old law amounts almost to an ex- 
clusion of transient papers from the mails, while 
the new law, if it pass, will put them upon the 
same footing as other papers, only requiring that 
the postage shall be prepaid. hat is all the 
difference; and it otherwise allows transient papers 
to pass through the mails of the United States the 
same as papers to regular subscribers. 

I will not trouble the House, briefly comparing 
the effects of the old and the new law upon peri- 
odicals and other printed matter. 

Periodicals weighing one ounce, under five hun- 
dred miles, by the old law would pay one cent— 
under the new one cent. Over five hundred miles 
and not over fifteen hundred miles, the old postage 
would be two cents, and the new onecent. From 
fifteen hundred to twenty-five hundred miles, the 
old is three cents, the new one cent. From twenty- 
five hundred to thirty-five hundred miles, the old 
is four cents. Upto three thousand miles, the 
new is one cent—over thirty-five hundred the old 
is five cents—over three thousand the new is two 
cents. For two ounces the rate under five hundred 
miles, by the old law, is two cents, by the new one 
cent; from five hundred to fifteen hundred miles 


the old is four cents, and the new one cent; from | 


fifteen hundred to twenty-five hundred miles the 


old is six cents, the new one cent; from twenty-. 


five hundred to thirty-five hundred miles the old 


is eight cents—up to threethousand miles the new | 


is one cent; over thirty-five hundred miles the old 
is ten cents; over three thousand miles the new is 
two cents. On three ounces weight, under five 


hundred miles, the old postage is three cents, the | 


new two cents; from five hundred to fifteen hun- 
dred miles the old is six cents, and the new two 


cents; from fifteen hundred to twenty-five hun- į; 


dred miles the old is fiine cents, the new two cents: 
from twenty-five hundred to thirty-five hundred 


miles the old is twelve cents—up to three thousand | 


miles the new is two cents; over thirty-five hun- 


dred miles the old is fifteen cents; over three | 
thousand miles the new is four cents. The ratio |i 
of increase per ounce continues, as in these illus- | 


trations, to the weight of four pounds under the 
new law; to the weight of two pounds under the 
old law. 

The International and Harpers 
will weigh about eight ounces per number, 

Under the old law these periodicals would pay 
eight cents for five hundred miles; under the new 
the postage would be seven cents. From fivehun- 


* New Monthly 


{ 


i 
l 
j 
i 
l 
i 


4 
i 
H 


|| five hundred: the old would be twenty-four cents, 


‘fifty miles, and, perhaps, up to five hundred, the | 


; They have petitioned Congressto have it changed. | 


age would be sixteen cents, the new seven cents; : 
from one thousand five hundred to two thousand 


the new- seven cenis; from two thousand five hun- 
dred to three thousand five hundred the old would 
be thirty-two cents—up.to three thousand miles 
the new would be seven cents; over three thou- 
sand five hundred miles the- old would be forty’ 
cents; over three thousand miles the new would | 
be fourteen cents. : 

Under the old Jaw these rates are reduced one | 
half when paid in advance. a et Ne 

It will be seen at a glance, Mr. Speaker, that 
the enormous postage. charged upon periodicals, 
for long distances, amouxts to an exclusion of 
those periodicals fiom the mails, and consequent- 
ly seriously affects the revenues of the United 
States. You take, for instance, California, and it 
entirely excludes her from obtaining, through 
the mails, the intelligencé which can be conveyed 
to her through the periodicals of the Eastern and 
Atlantic States. It will be perceived that the gen- | 
teman from New York (Mr. Brooxs] is mis- 
taken in. supposing that the proposed changes 
make an increase of. the postage upon newspa- 
pers, periodicals, and other printed matter. It is 
a reduction of the postage. It is true that, under 


average might be as high as it is under the old 
law, but when you come to five hundred miles and 
over, there is a reduction in the rates on the news- 
paper circulation of the country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there isan argument for this. | 
A newspaper must be mailed at one office, and de- 
livered at another office of delivery, and the same 
trouble of mailing and delivery occurs where a 
paper is sent fifty miles, as where it is sent three 
thousand. There is no difference in that respect, 
and really the expense of transportation of news- 
papers in the mails of the United States is not in- 
creased in proportion to the distance, and in propor- 
tion to the increase of charges under the old law. 

I know, as the gentleman himseif says, that the 
Seng law was passed at the close of the session. 

hese amendments, in relation to the newspaper 
postage, were put uponit in the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States, and the changes which I now propose | 
by the bill under consideration, restores the bill 
merely to the shape in which it passed this House 
originally, before it went to the Senate at the last 
Congress. The bill was sent back to us from the 
Senate at the close of the session, and we had not 
time to act upon the amendments separately, and 
reject them, and thus have a committee of confer- 
ence. We were obliged to reject the whole bill, 
or take it as it passed the Senate. The whole 
country was clamorous for its passage; from one 
end of the country to the other, the cry was for | 
cheap postage. 

Why, sir, the very editors of the newspapers in | 
New York are not satisfied under the old law. | 


I am free, sir, to admit that the new bill may be 
subject to objection. But it has been prepared 
with much care, upon consultation, by the com- 
mittee ofthe House and the committee of the Sen- 
ate, with the Post Office Department. Asit now 
stands before the House, it has received the sanc- | 
tion, unanimously, of both committees of Con- 
gress, and of the Post Office Department. Itmay 
not be perfect, but the old law has been found, by 
experiment; to fail, so far as newspaper postage ; 
is concerned. This law must be an experiment, | 
and if it shall be found to failas signally as the | 
old Jaw has failed, let the next Congress try their | 
band upon it, and change it again. The country | 
demands a change, and I venture to say, thatthis | 
law gives a change that will prove satisfactory, 1} 
hope, therefore, that these amendments proposed , 
by the committee, may be agreed to, and the bill 
be speedily passed. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I want to put an interro 
tory to my colleague, [Mr. OLps. i 
us the rate of postage upon weekly newspapers of || 
one ouhce weight, and under. I wish to inquire | 
of him the weight of our ordinary weekly news- | 
papers in the country. Are they not over one } 
ounce? | 

Mr. OLDS. They are nearly all under one 
ounce, 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Iwill observe, that I have] 


ga- 
} He has given | 


t 
i 


Mr. OLDS. Is it this morning’s issue? 

- Mr. GIDDINGS. lis. , 

Mr,OLDS, You will find that the law requires 
-the paper to be weighed dry. This Globe which 
I hold in my hand, as it came from the press this 
morning, will weigh one quarter of an ounce less 
when dry than it does now. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. What is the weight of that 
paper when dry? $ 

Mr.OLDS. Aboutone ounce. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 1 do not like this bill 
very well. I have no doubt that the country de- 
mands an alteration in the laws as to postage, but 
I think this is the worst alteration that can be 
made, and that it will be exceedingly unpopular. 
I believe the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Oxps] is 
mistaken: in supposing,that the country papers do 
not ordinarily weigh over anounce. Thecountry 
papers are, any of them, as large, and weigh as 
much as the National Intelligencer.. What I say 
with reference to my district is true as regards 
nine tenths of the country papers of New Eng- 
land. I have no doubt of that as a matter of 
fact. 

Mr. OLDS.. If the gentleman will allow me, 
I will make a simple statement. I will ‘state that 
the committees of the House and Senate met at 
the Post Office Department, and they went through 
the process of weighing the country papers, and 
gentlemen can rest assured that nine tenths of the 
country press will not weigh to exceed one ounce, 
We tested the experiment fully and fairly at the 
Post Office Department. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to inquire whether, 
as the gentleman understands, there is not a pro- 
vision that one ounce shall be the maximum of 
size which will permit a reduction? 

Mr. OLDS. No reduction under the bill will 
take place if the paper weighs over one ounce. 

Mr. WASHBURN, That is as I understand 
it. I move to strike out the word “one,” and to 
insert the word “two” in lieu thereof; so that 
there shall bea reduction if the paper does not 
weigh over two ounces. 

The SPEAKER. These words being inserted 
by the amendment made on yesterday are not 
amendable. 

Mr. SKELTON. I would suggest to the gen- 
tleman to move to insert ‘« one and a half” instead 
of “two,” that the uniformity of the bill may be 
preserved. ` j 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
of that kind bein order? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order to 
strike out any portion of the amendment inserted 
on yesterday, and the-section is not amendable 
unless it be by an entire substitute for the whole 
section. It is certainly notif the amendment pro- 
poses toembrace any portion of the amendment 
adopted on yesterday. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I moveto strike out the 
following words from the bill: 

& All newspapers and periodicals not weighing over one 
ounce, published regularly as often as once in three months, 
and seut from the office of publication to actual subserib- 
ers, shall be chargeable with only one half of the forego- 
ing rates.” 

The SPEAKER. That was stricken out on 
yesterday. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I then moveto strike out 
the balance, and to insert in lieu thereof the follow- 
ing: 

All newspapers published regularly from the office of 
publication, to actual subscribers, not weighing over two 
cnees shall be chargeable with only half the foregoing 

Mr. OLDS, I rise toa question of order. The 
ony way the gentleman can arrive at his object 
wil be to offer a substitute for the section. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not competent for the 
gentleman to amend by striking out any portion 
of the amendment inserted on yesterday. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I then move to add after 
the word “one,” “and one half,” so that it will 
read, ‘© one and one half ounces.” 

The SPEAKER. That amendmentis in order 
as it is an addition. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I hope that amendment 
will be adopted, because it will confer upon the 
country papers the benefit of the reduction in 
postage which is proposed, whereas the bill as it 
now stands excludes them, or the most of them, 
notwithstanding what the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Oros} has stated. I know, in relation to 


Would an amendment 


taken the pains to weigh the National Intelligencer, /| 
and that weighs an ounce and a half, 


the papers of my district, and of Maine generally, 
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that it will exclude more than one half—-I am in- i: 
clined to think more than three fourths of them ;: 
from the benefits of this law. I will say further, | 
Mr. Speaker, that I do not like the provision in | 
the first section which reduces the weight of news- : 
papers from two and a half to two ounces. It! 
seems to be a discrimination against the large | 
papers, and those printed on the best paper, and | 
which are, as a general thing, the most ably edited. | 
The bill seems to have for its object a discrimin- į 
ation in favor of the poorest papers—the small i 
daily penny papers, printed with small. type on |: 
light, thin, and poor paper—and against those ' 
papers which are large in size, printed with good ` 
type, on good clean paper. Ido not believe in | 
the propriety, expediency’, or profit of legislating i 
in that direction. I hope this bill will be altered, | 
if it is to be passed, and that it will include the : 
two and a half ounces, as proposed originally. 
In that way justice would be done to the large i| 
newspapers, and by the adoption of the amend- 
ment I have submitted justice would be done the 
papers in the rural districts. There should bea 
provision in the bill, and which t shall offer an 
amendment to secure, in order to protect the Treas- | 
ury against this reduction, and to give the country | 
papers the protection to which they are entitled. 1} 
It is, that the reduction shall not extend to papers 
to be circulated outside of the States in which |} 
they are printed. The reduction should apply to || 
papers. circulating within the States. In that way |i 
justice would be done to the large newspapers and || 
to the country papers. At any rate I hope the |) 
amendment L have now offered, which will enable 
country papers to obtain the advantages of this 
bill, will pass. 

Mr. OLDS. I only wish to say to the gentle- 
man from Maine, that I represent a rural district 
as well as himself. I think I have endeavored to | 
attend to the interests of the rural portion of the 
country, and that we have given to it the full ben- | 
efits of this bill, so far as regards postage on 
newspapers. The remarks of the gentleman are 
the same as those made by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Brooxs). on yesterday. My 
remarks in. reply to him will apply equally well 
to the argument of the gentleman from Maine. 
The gentleman’s amendment destroys the sym- 
metry of the bill, That is the very thing the 
House is now fighting for. The Senate last year 
undertook to amend the House bill, but destroyed 
it, and the country have called upon this House 
to restore the bill to the shape in which it passed 
this House at the last session of Congress. The 
present is nearly the same as the bill then passed. 
Every member of the Post Office Committee, not 
only of the House but of the Senate also, and the 
Postmaster General, have had their minds fixed 
upon this question, and it has received the closest 
scrutiny and investigation from them—a scrutiny, 
I am quite sure, equal to that which the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. Wasnpury] can possibly give 
it. They have made it as perfect as they can. | 
Whatshallwedo? If youundertaketo rearrange | 
the tariff of postage fixed by the Committee and 
the Department, you will destroy the symmetry | 
of the bill, and you will destroy that simplicity | 
which the Committee on the Post Office have en- | 
deavored to approximate. Thelocal press of the 
country have been provided for in the bill. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would inquire of the 
gentleman how it is to destroy the simplicity of 
the bill by permitting the amendment I have pro- 
posed, and by which papers published in the coun- 1} 
try may be circulated for one half the postage |! 

rovided for in the bill? 

Mr. OLDS. I will say that you have prepared 
and sent all over the country at an enormous ex- 
pense a set of scales prepared for the use of the | 
post offices of the country adapted to the even 
ounce weights. The bill originally proposed fixed | 
upon two anda half ounces. The objection urged |; 
to it by the Post Office Department was, that it i 


made all the computations of postage by fractions į 
ofanounce. That is, in all computations of post- | 
age, you must be guided by half ounces up toa 
weigh: of four pounds. If you confine the opera- | 
tion of the gentleman’s amendment to the circula- 
tion of papers in the State where published, it 
would be less objectionable. Again, we have pro- 


permit the papers of rural districts to circulate in | 
their own counties free of postage. You charge | 


i therefore, that the House will permit the bill to 


| tleman a single question. 


| dry, weighs an ounce and a quarter; and in order | 
| to get such a newspaper within the weight pro- 
i posed by the Post 


i| eluded in the weight. 


f tion is intended in the size of newspapers, and if 
| it is intended that there must be smaller journals | 
fin the United States, carry out this great measure | 


‘| the newspaper, but the size of the sheet. Re-| 


| quality of the material, upon which intelligence | 


i 

| 
vided for the rural districts of the country. We I 

I 


no postage at all on weekly papers, and these are 


the ones which need the indulgence of the coun- 
try. Under the old law and under the construc- 
tion placed upon it by the Postmaster General, it 
did not permit, in fact, those papers to be sent 
free to persons who lived im the county, but who : 
received their mails at post offices out of the coun- | 
ty. When the office of delivery was out of the || 
county, postage was demanded upon their coun- |} 
ty papers; but this has been remedied in this bill, į 
and we provide that papers may be sent through.: 
the mails to subscribers living in the county, i 

[ 

{ 

| 


i 
t 
| 
i 
1 
i 
| 


| 
| 


although they may be taken at post offices outside | 
of the county. | 

Does this bill amply provide for the interest of | 
the rural districts by giving the country newspa- | 
pers a freer circulation in their own counties? I 
ask the House, if the committee have not attended | 
to the rural interests of the country? f do not 
presume that the biil’is perfect, but perhaps the | 
wisdom of the next Congress, in connection with 
one year’s experience of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, may suggest amendments, and perhaps 
the very amendment which the gentleman now 
offers; but the committees of the two Houses, and 
the Post Office Department, have, together, in |! 
their wisdom, fixed upon this as the best which | 
can be done without detriment to the revenues of | 
the Post Office Department. The committee only ; 
desire to accommodate the country with cheap i 
postage. and the diffusion of intelligence. 


l trust, | 


be passed without amendments being made, and if 
it should be found not to have the effect which 
the committee and the Department contemplate, 
then let the next Congress amend it again. 

Mr. JENKINS. l should like to ask the gen- 
Will the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Oros] allow me to say that the 
Globe printed yesterday, and dried, weighs an 
ounce and a quarter? It is proposed to charge | 
such papers as that with double postage. i 

Mr. OLDS. Will the gentleman allow me a 
single suggestion? He will find the quality of | 
the paper on which the Globe is printed exceeds | 
in weight the country press. | 

Mr. JENKINS. Will thegentleman discrimi- | 
nate against a good quality of paper? Will he 
drive the country press to the use of poor paper? | 

Mr. OLDS. Notatall. The committee have 
no such intention. They have drafted this bill: 
to meet the facts as they now exist in the coun- 
try. Taking the quality and size of the country 
press, they have met them precisely. The gen- 
tleman has taken an extraordinary quality of pa- 
per, and the committee could not provide tor} 
every contingency of that kind. 

Mr. BROOKS. I am glad that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Jenxins} has brought out 
this fact before the House, that the Globe, when || 


ffice Committee, it will have |; 
to be printed on a quality of material which would | 
damage the eyesight of every man in the commu- | 
nity who reads it—nay, such a newspaper as can | 
be hardly read by people who are over forty years | 
of age. A 

Mi STANTON, of Tennessee. The Globe of || 
yesterday had a supplement. | 

Mr. JENKINS. The supplement was not in- ; 


Mr. BROOKS. This whole policy of weigh- || 
ng newspapers is an unwise policy from begin- {| 
sing to end, and, in a country like ours, it ought į! 
never to have been considered. If any reforma-: 


of retrograde reform by limiting, not the weight of | 


duce nat the number of ounces, nor calculate the | 
number of grains, but limit the number of square 'j 
inches, and then you will not interfere with the | 


should be printed. You can have good paper then, - 
if you insist upon having small sheets. But, sir, | 
J do not see why this weighing of journals should : 
be a thing more insisted upon in carrying the., 
mails, than the weighing of passengers to go with ; 
the mails. There would be a general outery, I) 
think, if it should be demanded that a man weigh- | 
ing two hundred pounds, should not be transported || 
over the mountains for the same compensation as 
a man who weighs one hundred and fifty pounds. 
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I think F could see what a storm would gather, if 
men should then be estimated by their weight. 
The little man even would be indignant at the 
privilege thus to be conferred upon him, if thus, 
as freight, he was to be transported by the pound ! 
Sir, it does not at all follow, that: because a jour- 


! nal may be small, it may not be very'good; nay, 
ii better, and worth more than the journal'of bulkier 


proportions or more imposing weight. We meas- 
ure not intellect or men’s appetites by the pound; 

and it would be just as reasonable, for a hotel 

keeper to be measuring and weighing men for 

their breakfast and dinner, as to be measuring 

or weighing journals, that the public:appetite may 

be craving for intelligence. 

The whole policy of limiting what should: be 
carried by weight in the mails, is unwise and im- 
politic, when applied to newspapers, and one 
which a wise Congress should never entertain. 
If it is to be carried out and persisted it, in addi- 
tion to these scales which are furnished the post- 
masters throughout the, country, there should be 
furnished to each post office an oven where he 
can dry the paper, before he weighs it, as required 
in this bill. (Mr. Jexxins interposed.) My col- 
league suggests an argument of very great import- 
ance, to wit: that the religious newspapers in the 
country—and I believe it is a fact, so. far as my 
knowledgeextends—weigh overan ounce, and they 
havea circulation farand wide for great distances, 
This fact alone will have great effect when. it 
comes before the country, and I trust it will have 
considerable weight when it comes before the 
House. . ; 

Anotherargument of the chairman of the Post Of- 
fice Committee is this, that the Postmaster General 
and the committees of the two Houses have exam- 
ined this subject thoroughly, and have agreed upon 
this bill. IfI were willing that any one man 
should legislate for the country on postages, and 
make a Post Office law, I do not know of a gen- 
tleman whom I would rather select than the chair- 
man of the committee, because he has given the 
subject much attention; but 1 am unwilling, upon 
a subject of this character, that any gentleman, or 
any committee, should thus legislate; and lam the 
more unwilling, when I reflect, that at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, the existing law applicable, to 
newspapers was agreed upon by the two commit- 
tees of the two Houses of Congress, and in some 
degree sanctioned by the executive head of the 
Department, and I believe it is generally admitted 
Congress could not have done worse, if it had 
tried. This fact, then, goes far to show that this 
is a subject which we should examine and under- 
stand ourselves, and that we should not leave it to 
the Post Office Committee, the Postmaster General, 


j or anybody else, to provide for us, without our 


giving it a fulland thorough consideration. There 
are creat difficulties surrounding the whole subject. 
It is almost impossible, 1 admit, to frame a Post 
Office law which will give general satisfaction. 
The great radical and the pervading mischief of 
this bill is, that it first limits the size or weight of 
newspapers, encouraging bad quality of papers 
and the next is, that while it reduces the rates. of 


į postage upon papers over one thousand miles, it 


increases it upon those under one thousand. There 
can hardly be any disagreement about these facts. 
There is no doubt that there isa reduction of poste 
age in the bill when taken for the whole country 
from Texas, Oregon, and California, to Maine. I 
admit that fact, because, under the existing rates 
of postage upon weekly newspapers from the city 
of New York or from the city of Washington, to 
the city of San Francisco, the postage is thirty 
cents per quarter upon a weekly newspaper—a 
most outrageous postage, and one which ought 
never to have been established. In all distances 
the postage over one thousand miles is enormous, 
and because we should do right in this matter over 
one thousand miles, it is not a reason why we 
should do wrong under that distance. Why the 
wrong should not be done under one thousand 
miles is, that the great mass of the people of the 
country live under this one thousand miles pre- 
scribed in the bill, and the great body of news- 
papers are circulated in this circle of a thousand 
miles. 

I intend, at the proper time after this amend- 
ment is disposed of, to try and amend this first 
section as far as possible, and perfect it. If] am 
not able to effect this, I intend to submit at the 
proper time a substitute for the first section of the 


presery 


isting bill. ` ; 
Mr. CABLE, of-Ohio. . I admire the- gentle- | 


| 
man’s zeal in the cause he professes to adyogate. 


When you simmer down. his argument itamounis 
to this: that he has determined: that. this Govern- 
ment shall-become.a common carrier-for the city 
press, to break down the country press... That is 
‘the sum and substance of the gentleman’s argu- 
ment. Itis well known to those who live in the 
West that. the country press has to pay for the 
paper which they use twenty-five per cent. more 
than the city press. If the gentleman. can make 
the Post Office Department a common carrier, it 
imposes much of the burden’upon -the country 
press of becoming a carrier forthe Eastern press. 
But still the argument does not stop there. He 
must have it. If the Post Office Department carry 
one ounce for a certain price, it should carry two 
ounces, or a ton, as it were, for the. same price. 


I do not see any justice or any common law in || 


that matter, and neither do. I’ see any common | 
sense. It is a subterfuge to bafile the understand - 
ing of this House, and accomplish a certain pur- 
pose. When his argument is understood, then 
the House can determine; but the subterfuge is 
what I am attempting to expose.. When we come 
to the second section of this bill, I wish to offer 
an. amendment to make. the phraseology more 
clear; but at present I shall add no more upon this 


subject. j! 


Mr. SKELTON. I hope this amendment will | 
prevail, and for two reasons: The honorable gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. CasLe,] who has just 
taken his sgat, has given perhaps the true reason 
for limiting the circulation of these papers to one 
ounce. That is, they wish to exclude the large 
and more valuable papers of the large cities from 
coming into competition with the small papers of 
the rural districts. 

Mr. CABLE. Ido not wish the gentleman to 
misrepresent me. My point was that I was op- 
posed to this Government, or the Post Office De- 
partment, becoming a common carrier to carry 
papers from the East to the West free of charge. 

Mr. SKELTON. I will answer the gentleman | 
upon that subject when I have disposed of the | 
first point. This appears to me to be the only 
reason for the adoption of the one ounce weight. 
The most valuable papers published in the United 
States are all the publications of our large cities. 


Now, in advocating the free circulation of these | 


large and valuable papers, £ am sensible that is | 
opposing perhaps the wishes of the publishers of | 
the small rural papers in our districts; but 1 be- 
lieve the view which these men have taken of the 
interests of the small rural papers to be ill found- 
ed. Jam sure that it is conceived in narrow pre- 
judice, and should not be indulged in this House. 
How, sir, can the country press be injured by 
the circulation of the large and more valuable | 
papers of the large cities? Can you prevent the 
circulation of those large papers through the rural | 
districts by putting upon them a heavy postage? 
What is the effect of this high rate of postage 
at the present time, upon the circulation of the | 
large papers of cities weighing over one ounce? 
Notwithstanding that nine tenths of the papers 


weigh less than one ounce, yet the other one tenth l! 
of these papers published in the United States are i 


the most valuable papers, papers most worthy of 


purpose, in the first place, of giving extensive | 
circulation to the intelligence of the large cities, 
of the religious and more moral papers of our 
country, that we ought to adopt the amendment 
offered by the honorable gentleman from Maine, 
(Mr. Wasnarry.} The gentleman on my left 
{Mr. Cannx, of Ohio,] asks, Shal 
United States mails the common carriers of the 
country? lor what purpose were the mails estab- | 


lished but for the cireulation of written and printed | 
intelligence through the country? And we have |: 


this additional inducement to pass this amend- 


ment: while it will contribute to the circulation ji 
of intelligence, and promote morality throughout | 
} 


our country, it will at the same time contribute 
to increase the revenue derived to the Post Office 
Department. W hat would be the effect of 
these rates of postage, high as they now are, on | 
the circulation of the larger papers?” Why it is to | 
take them out of the United States mail. I know, 

from my personal knowledge, that a large amount ji 


j 


placing | 


e the symmetry of the ex- || 


|; revenue of ‘the mail:service of t 


|| the master of the garden was, that it destroyed the 


i| all, and of a merry disposition,” who shall come 
being read, and placed in the hands of every citi- |. 
zen throughout the country. And itis for the j 


l we make the | 


| periodical that 
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circulate the 


Now, sir, E} 
advocating this amendment. 
First, for the more general diffusion of intelli- 
gence and morals; and: secondly, for increasing the 
he United States. 
: If these two objects are not sufficient to- induce 
! honorable members of this House to vote for this 
proposition, I: know of no consideration that will 
be of sufficient weight to induce gentlemen to vote 
for the amendment. 
Mr. CHANDLER, 1 have afew observations | 
to. make upon. this matter, but as the gentleman 
from New York proposes to offer a substitute for 
the first section, I may as well postpone the re- 
marks I have to make. lt appears to me that the | 
; committee overlook what has been the intention of | 
| Congress for a long time, and that is to cheapen 
the price of the conveyance of all valuable articles 
by mail. We have reduced the postage upon 
letters, and the result has been satisfactory to the | 
country, and is, I believe, likely to be profitable | 
to the nation. A letter, after all, is nothing buta 
luxury, or a convenience, at any rate.- While 
daily our people ask through the mails their daily 
bread from the public papers, any attempt to aug- i 
ment the expenses of receiving those papers would 
Operate against the common sense of the commu- | 
nity. My friend here from New York, [Mr. | 
Brooxs,] complains that the effect of augmenting | 
į the prices of conveying newspapers, would be to 
injure the character and appearance of the press; į 
and he also complains, having been closely con- |} 
nected with the press, that a reduction in the qual- 
ity of the paper, with a view to 
| the subscribers, has been an i 
sight. My friend has, according to Shakspeare, | 
got him spectacles like scurvy politicians, and 
seems to see what is scarcely visible in the papers. 
| But the gentleman on my left, the chairman of the i 
committee, [Mr. OLps,] says that we shall spoil | 
the symmetry of this bill by introducing something | 
H 
| 
i 


reduce the price to ii 


njury to the public | 


i like justice into it. The only remark I have to 
i make upon that is, to refer to the anecdote of Paul 
| Jone’s father, who shut up little Paul in -the right, | 
hand summer-house of the 
lin the left-hand summer- 
| been stealing plums 


garden, because he had | 
house a boy who had | 
, and the reason assigned to | 


symmetry of the garden to have a summer-house | 
| with a boy in it on one side, and an empty summer- 
house on the other. Now, sir, my friend is going | 
to do great injustice, in order to preserve the sym- 
metry of the bill, I cannot comprehend, even ad- | 
mitting that nine tenths of the public papers weigh || 
less than one ounce, why the small number, only } 
i the one tenth, must be called upon to pay higher ! 
| prices. Ifevil results from conveying heavy papers, | 
| 
1 


the smaller the number of those papers, the less will 
be the injury. Why, we shall, by-and-by, have ! 
| to construct a small door for small members to i 
i get into this Hall, and a larger one for you, Mr. 
Speaker, and my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Fowzer,] “ goodly corpulent men, pleasant with 


in at the side door, in order to preserve the sym- | 
metry of this House. | 
True is it that the whole country has been ask- || 

| ing for years past for a reduction of the postage 
į upon mailable matter. The reason that it was 
; not effected upon newspapers was by an oversight, 
; I believe, in the action here, and haste in the legis- | 
lation of the country—a haste, I believe, that is |! 
not to be charged upon any of our legislation dur- jj 
| ing this year; butit may be chargeable upon that | 
! Which we shall have to do. i 
The periodical press is concerned in this mat- ji 
ter, and if I read arisht that bill, it will 
i the symmetry of every monthly 
periodical published in the country 
time. If] remember 


destroy į! 
and quarterly | 
at the present | 
correctly, there is not aij 
can pass through the mail at the. 
rate set up here, and the result will be, that they | 
will make their papers smaller. Not that they | 
will publish them more frequently—that cannot be | 
done—but they will find other means of conveying | 
their periodicals to their readers than by the pub- į 


| 1852,” and that the 


| $33,009 per trip, in lien of the 
j Of $236,500: Provided, That 


lic mails; and instead of gaining, we shall lge by: 


a 


greatest place for 
» the public newspapers 
three ounces—and I pre- 
sume to say that the London Times, the double 
sheet, does not weigh less than three ounces—go 
over every part of the United Kingdom without 
postage, because they are public papers. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we seem to be levying a 
tax upon knowledge by augmenting the- price of 
our papers from the place of publication to the 
places where they are most read, and I protest 
against it, not merely on behalf of the publishers 
of the papers, but in the name and behalf of the 
people who are benefited by the distribution of 
these papers. Itig no argument against this that 
a portion of the public press is not what it ought 
to be. All I have to ‘say is, that if any part is 
deficient in morality and respectability, it is the 
more necessary that we should extend the circu- 
lation of the better portion, I shall defer my 
argument upon the principal provisions of the bill 
until the gentleman from. New York has offered 
his substitute for it. In the mean time, I hope 
this House will not be carried away by any of 
the recommendations of the committee that merely 


STON. Has the morning hour ex- 


i| proposes symmetry in the bill. 


Mr. HO 
pired? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. OLDS. 


Tt has. 
I move to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. oe : 

Mr. DANIEL, I should bë ver 
the bills upon the Speaker's table dis 
could; but the gentleman from Alabama having 
submitted his motion, I will submit a motion 
which will have priority over it; and that is, that 
the House will resolve itself into Committee of 


glad to have 
posed of, if F 


the Whole upon the Private Calendar, 
The SPEAKER. The question must first be 


taken upon the mot 
North Carolina, 
The question was then taken, and it was decided 
the negative—ayes 45, noes not counted. 
So the motion was not agreed to, 
The question recurred upon Mr, Housron’s 
motion, and being put, was agreed to, 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whol. on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Sruarr in the cha ir.) 


DEFICIENCY BILL——COLLINS LINE. 


The CHAIRMAN stated as the first business 
before the committee the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to House bill No. 207, 
“to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for 
the service of the fiscal year ending 30th of June, 
u € amendinent immediately un- 
der consideration was the following, viz: 

ef For additional compensation for increasing the trans- 
portation of the United States mail between New ork and 
Liverpool, in the Collins line of steamers, to twenty-six 
trips per annum, at such times as shall be directed by the 
Postmaster General, and in conformity to his Jast annual 
report to Congress, and his letter of the 15th of November 
last to the Secretary of the Navy, commencing said in- 
creased service on the Ist of January, 1852, at the rate of 
present allowance, the sum 
it shall be in the power of 
3lst day of December, 1854, 
nt for the additional allowance 
upon giving six months? notice. ?? 

The question immediately pending is the pro- 
position of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Mason] to strike out ‘six,’ and insert “two,” 
in the sixteenth line of the amendment, in refer- 
ence to the Collins steamers. 

The question was then taken 
SON’s amendment, 


ion of the gentleman from 


in 


Congress, at any time after the 
to terminate the arrangement 
herein provided for, 


e upon Mr. Ma- 
and it was not agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN stated that the question re- 
curred upon agreeing to the first clause of the 
Senate amendment. i 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded tellers 
ordered. ` 3 

Mr. ORR. -What did the Chair state was the 
question ? > 

The CHAIRMAN, 
first division of the Senate amendment. 

_ Mr. ORR.” `I have an amendment to offer if it 
is in order. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send 
up his amendment. 

Mr. ORR. I propose, Mr. Chairman, to strike 
out the entire amendment, and insert that which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. WALSH, I rise to a point of order; and 
itis that this amendment comes too late. The 
committee had divided already, and tellers were 
called for. K - : 

The CHAIRMAN. -The Chair thinks the 
amendment isnot too late. ` It may be offered any 
time before the vote is taken. There is a motion 
pending to strike out the clause. 

Mr. ORR. I suppose that this motion to strike 
out and insert would take precedence over the mo- 
tion to strike out? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman what the rule is upon this subject: 
‘A’ motion to strike out and insert shall be 
‘deemed indivisible, but a motion to strike out 
€ being lost, shall preclude neither amendment nor 
“a motion to strike out and insert.” The Chair 
Was in error in stating the question first in order 
this morning. The pending question is upon the 
motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Sre- 
PHENS] to strike out this clause. ` 

Mr. ORR.. Suppose the House refuses to strike 
out, will it then. be in order for me to offer m 
amendment? i 

The CHAIRMAN. It will. 

Mr. ORR. Then I shall offer it. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I offer the 
following amendment to come in at the end of the 
section: 

In order to raise revenue to defray the money appropri- 
ated by this and other laws— 

Be it enacted, §c., ‘That the duties to be levied on goods, 
wares, and merchandise, imported into the United States, 
shal] be assessed on the average price which such articles 
bore in the principal markets of the United States on the 
ist day of December, 1846 ; such price to be ascertained by 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HART. I rise to a point of order, which 
is, that that is not germane to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
is not in order, | A . 

Mr. STEVENS, I offer that amendment in 
order to raise the revenue hereby appropriated. 
l think it is in order to see who wants general 
protection instead of special protection, and I ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask the Chair, or 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a question. I 
want to understand this amendment.. Do | un- 
derstand that the gentleman proposes to increase 
the duty upon iron for the purpose of paying the 
additional expenses of the Collins line? 

Mr. STEVENS. 
may be again read. 

The Clerk read the amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides thi 
amendment to be out of order.’ From that de- 
cision the gentleman from Pennsylvania takes an 
appeal. 
_ Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. STEVENS. I ask for tellers upon the 
amendment, 

Telers were ordered, and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and Mason were appointed. $ 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 82, noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


; Which were 


The question recurred on Mr. Srepnens’s mo- i 


tion to strike out the clause. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
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T now 


Sea ? i —- Sa SRR Sa 


Tt is on agreeing to the | 


I ask that the amendment |! 


‘The question is, Shall the decision of the | 
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move to amend the amendment by striking. out 
| $33,000”? and inserting «$80,000.77 ~~” 
|. The CHAIRMAN. That. amévidment has’ 
already been voted down. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I move to insert 
t $21,000.” i 
| Mr.S. said: Mr. Chairman, as those who vote 
against this appropriation have been denounced by 
| several fervent gentlemen, as wanting in patriotism 
| and deficient in nationality, E: deem it proper to 
| give a few reasons why shali be found among 
! that class. This is tssentially a measure of pro- 
tection, not by the imposition of duties, but by the 
donation of a large bounty to a particular firm. I 
am in favor of the protection of American enter- 
ptise, when it is made general, so that every Amer- 
| lean citizen may partake of its benefits—may com- 
| pete for its possession, Now, a law giving a 
| million of dollars a year to any American Citizens 
who shall carry thé mail from New York, Boston A 
or Philadelphia, to England, in the shortest time, 
and in the best vessels, I will vote for: “That 
is impartial reward. to’ honest competition. But 
to bestow a large bounty ona particular firm to 


gate favoritism. Iam for encouraging all Amer- 
| ican mechanics and manufacturers by equal and 
general laws. -But to select particular mechan- 
| ies or manufacturers, cotton mills or iron works; 
| and sustain them alone by bounties against foreign 
competition, is not fair American legislation; but 
is unwise, unjust, if not corrupt favoritism. - That 
is the identical case before us. This separating 
a particular interest from all others, and giving it 
isolated protection, is suicidal to the system of 
general protection. It takes away a portion of its 
! friends. 
But we are told that this is patriotic, because it 
| is sustaining American enterprise against British 
competition. Sir, it is sustaining this line against 
all American competition. It is enabling this 
company, by governmental aid, to reduce the 
| price of freight and fare below. what. any other 
| American steamers can afford to carry for. In 
short, itis giving a monopoly to them ofall the 
| passengers, specie, and valuable freight between 
i the two‘countries. i 
| But this is sustained as a great measure of de- 
fense, by building up a steam war navy. Four 
merchant steamers to compete with the eight hun- 
dred war steamers of England! Sir, it is simply 
absurd. Beside, they ave not fit for war vessels, 
and never can be made so. Wheel vessels have 
been found wholly unfit for war. A few broad- 
| Sides carry away their wheels and totally disable 
them. They are abandoned by the British Ad- 
miralty, who are building all their war steamers 
with screw-propellers, hid under the stern, out of 
|| the way of gunshot. Their Jarge frigates, nearly 
a hundred of them, have already been thus altered. 
No, sir; these paddle boats to skim the ocean in a 
| race, are fit for nothing but to flee from the ene- 
my. But national glory is concerned ! | 3 
In being the swiftest vessels? Why, sir, this was 
accomplished before ever Collins became.a mendi- 
cant onthe Government. American ship-builders 
|| had long ago distanced all rivals on the ocean, and 
that at their own expense. Why not make it a 
matter of national glory to have the swiftest breed 
of horses and hounds? . 

But, sir, I admit that this discussion has re- 
į dounded to the honor of the nation, by elevating 
| the tone and improving the taste of parliamentary 
oratory. Why, the gentleman from Tennessee, 
i [Mr. Potx,] and others, in their furious patriot- 
‘ism, have evoked the martyrs of the Revolution 
i- from their peaceful gravesat Lexington, Concord, 
| Bunker’s Hill, and Yorktown, and seated them at 
| this feast on board the Collins steamer. This isa 
| slight departure, to be sure, from the classical in- 
| junction, not to enlist a god unless the service 
“be worthy of him. ‘Whathas produced this glow- 
i ing fervor among certain advocates of this grant? 
| Ifa proposition is before you to appropriate money 
| to; pay just debts, loan-office certificates for 
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| money advanced the country in time of need, or 
| 


the exclusion of all others, is, in my sight, profi- 


In what? 


| pensions to old soldiers, it can hardly find a heat- |, 


ing, 


New Serres... 


and is sure to be rejectéd. But “put millions 
into the bill, and itis impossible to defeat it: Any 
bill can be carried by those who: have millions i 
their.command, with hamipers of champagne’ 
maxed: Tt epee eee 

The friends of this special protection have just 
voted against my amendment, to give general’ pro- 
tection by an equal tariff, and I will vote against 
this grant. f STE TRAN 


[Here the hammer fell.] HAr 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to that amendment, and I am.opposed toit partiy 
because it increases the donation tò this company. 
_ Now, sit, those gentlernen: who advocate this’ 
increased appropriation to the: Collins steamers, 
do it on the ground that it- is absolutely necessary 
in order-to keep the line in. operation, and they 
charge those who’ are. opposed to the increase of 
compensation with being opposed to the line, op- 
posed to the mail steam. service altogether, and 
with being, if not traitors to the American side of 
the question, at leäst in favor of the British side; 
Now, sir, it.would not be difficult to prove that 
the very iidividuals who are for this increased 
compensation, are acting against mail steam ser- 
vice in general; for they are making these lines cost 
so much that the nation will not be able to keep 
up many of them, and therefore they will berte- 


‘duced to few in number. Cannot a system of 


economy be introduced into this steam mail service, 
which will extend it instead of reducing it? We 
had a sample of these mail steamers ‘sent round 
for the American Congress and American people 
to examine. . We are told that the expense of 
these steamers per trip, is so heavy that the com- 
pany cannot bear it. Well, sir, cannot a steamer 
run as fast, beat a British steamer just as well, 
and protect American commerce just as well, with: 
$5,000 worth of looking-glasses in it, as with 
$10,000 worth? Cannotit perform this important 
service to the country by carrying the mails, and ` 
protecting our commerce, just às well by having 
its furniture made out of plain American walnut, 
as by having it made out of rosewood and mahog- 
any? Could not it compare as advantageously 
with other sieamers that float. the ocean, with a 
tea-service that cost $1,250, as with one that cost. 
$2,500? . Cannot all these expenses be reduced to 
a certain tate of economy, such as we and our 
constituents are accustomed to at home? Cannot 
these steamers do just as important “service to the 
Government, and reflect justius muck honor and 
credit to the Government, by going on a more 
economical scale, as by going into exttavagances: 
such as were manifested to every one who visited . 
the Baltic? = 

[Here the hammer fell.] i 

The question was then taken on Mr, Stevuns’s 
amendment, and it was disagreed to, ` oe 

Mr. EWING moved to amend the amendment | 
by striking out “ January” and inserting’ “July” 
instead thereof.. |. sog i 

Mr. E. said: By the excellent example shown 
us upon. both sides of this question, Í discover 
that it is quite possible to give, within. the space 
of five minutes, at least the principal reasons 
which induce us to vote for or against the pro- 
posed Senate amendment. ; . 

If I remember rightly, Mr. Chairman, the prep- 
osition for the-reduction of postage, which was 
adopted in the last Congress, came from the city 
of New York. This House was then flooded 
with printed memorials, and there was the same 
pune pressure brought to bear upon it then as © 
now, in order that those large firms, with an im- 
mense correspondence, might get their postage at 
the rate of three cents, that being to them, at Jeast, 
a considerable object, and they having, besides, 
railroads, steamboats, and every other. facility for - 
intercourse and travel, totally independent of the 
Post Office Department. Now, sir, inthe sparsely. 
populated portions of this country the people are 
dependent on the Post Office Department for the 
facilities of intercourse so essential to the progress 
and prosperity: of the country. “By this reduc. 
tion of postage in the first. instance, it was netes- 
sary to pass laws sompelling-the Department to : 
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grind down:. contractor’ to the Jowest, limits, to 


ave the mails carriedin. the cheapest possible 


form, having: them. weighed ‘to. -see whether two: 


horses could haul. them, or. whether it would. be 


`, necessary. to hitch on four horses. Let acontract= 
or-go.to the Department with a:búshel òf memo- 4! ra 


‘rials asking for, the reéstablishment of some old 
line which formerly- existed, but. hasbeen. abol- 
“ished in- consequence of the reduction of postage; 
and he will betold thatthe mails must be weighed, 


andif they are'too.: heavy. for two horses, then,» 


“andthen only, will he'be paid for four, Andthen,. 
ifthe comes to the Department for indemnity upon. 
a losing contract, he will be’ laughed at; Sir, I 
know something about these: things.: [have had 
some experience in these:.matters, because. 1 had 
the honor of being a mail contractor: myself be- 
fore I came.down in.the world to the position 
which I now occupy. [Laughter] 00. 

Well, sir, after reducing the postage, chiefly for 


the benefit of New York and similar communities, | 


we are now called upon, after having made a con- 
- tract with certain ‘trans-Atlantic. mail.contractors, 
at their. own prices—for, I. believe, the contract 
was not given, originally, to the lowest bidder— 
we are now called upon to pay them a bonus out 
of the Treasury. . This is cheap postage with a 
vengeance, A great- deal- is satd about the ex- 
cellence of these steamers. They are certainty the 
deepest, draught steamers I have yet heard of— 
drawing thirty-three feet in the National Treasury. 
{Laughter.] Sir, if it is the cheapest mode of sus- 
taining a navy, to have our vessels hired out and 
pay men for using them, let us keep‘up the Navy 
ona system of that sort, applied tq sail vessels as 
well as steamers. If there is any advantage in it, 
it ought to be general. . After we have worked out 


a correct system, I like to have everything con- 


form to that system. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. MOLONY. Mr. Chairman, I will brief 
give the reasons for my opposition to the amend- 
ment now pending before this committee. Itis 
not a question simply involving dollars and cents; 
if so there would not be, in my mind, insurmount- 
able objections to it, although in that regard the 
objection is not a light one. ; 

As.a means of transporting the mails of the 
United States from New York to Liverpool, the 
proposition is nakedly to give to the “t Collins line” 
$600,000 per annum from the National Treasury 
move than Mr. Tibbetts proposes to carry them 
for, with all of the guarantee that the Government 
might demand for their transportation according 
to contract; a difference in proposals, amounting in 
1860, the termination of the Collins contract, to 
not less than $5,000,000. An out and out.bonus 
to that company from the National Treasury, for 
which the nation will receive no consideration what- 
ever. * , 

‘The consideration of dollars arid cents, therefore, 
presents to my mind objections to the passage of 
this amendment, which, if not insurmountable, are 
of great weight. i ; 

But there is an objection to which there has 
been repeated allusions in the course of this de- 
bate, which makes it impossible for me, as a 
Democrat, to support it, having in view the princi- 
ples of Jacksonian Democracy and the Constitution 
of my country. Itis the principle of protection 
that is involved in this proposition—not protection 
to a great American interest, embracing and bene- 
fiting all connected with that interest, but protec- 
tion of an individual enterprise, and that, too, to 
the injury of the whole commercial! marine of the 
country. Yes, sir, this amendment, if passed, 

“ appropriates in the next eight years, $5,000,000 
of the people’s money, for which they receive no 
equivalent, and the shipping interests of the coun- 
ny an injury from the unjust discrimination against 
-them. ; 

It has been, for a long while, a cardinal doctrine 
of the Democratic party, that the great iron and 
cotton-interests, in which are involved hundreds 
of millions of capital, and upon the prosperity of 
which hangs the fortunes of so many thousands, 
and the bread and raiment of millions of Ameri- 
can citizens, should not be supported by a tax 
upon the whole nation; and to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] 
which has just been voted down, and properly, too, 

` because of the principle of protection contained in 
it to the iron interests of Pennsylvania, the De- 

` mocracy presented an unbroken front of opposi- 


| Congress—the protection, nakedly and. solely, of 


ction, as they. ever have donë, to: protection. to a 
class at the expense of the whole people. ~ 
- Yet, sir, some gentlemen, to whom the Democ- 
. racy of the. country-have-long lookéd as cham- 
- pions. of their cause, tui 


tw 
ik-and. file upon the Democratic. side ‘of the:|| 
louse, and are found standing shoulder to shoul- | 
der with the Whigs, in support of this very prin- 
-ciple -of protection, as embracéd” in.,the Senate 
amendment now before uss—-only ‘differing from |] 
the principle ¢f.a: protective tariff in.its application, 
being in this amendment applied in the ‘most ob: 
jectionable form ever presented: to an American 


an: individual enterprise, at: the expense. of our 
National Treasury. Protection to any portion of 
| our people at the expeñse of the whole nation, is 
a Whig, not a Democratic prigciple. ` But if I could 
| be induced to sustain the principle ‘as applied in 
any form, I would most certainly sustain the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in 
preference to the Senate amendment now pending. 
The former would be Voting a given amount from 
the people’s Treasury into the pockets of the iron 
interests of Pennsylvania, embracing thousands. 
of our citizens, while the proposition before us 
proposes to give the same to an individual, : 

{Here the hammer fell.] a 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. If we continue 
to “make five minute speeches upon the general 
principles and features of this bill, we will never 
géta-voteuponit: And I feel it my duty to give 
notice to the House, that I will endeavor to enforce 
the rules of the House, so as to confine gentlemen 
in their remarks to the subject of their amend- 
ments. | : 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Ewive, and it was not agreed 


to: 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Isa motion to 
strike out and insert in order? : , 

The CHAIRMAN. | If it applies to the entire 
clause it is not in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, Then I move to strike out 
“ Liverpool”? and insert the word ‘ Trieste.” 
The recital in this bill, and the objects stated in it, 
for which this appropriation is asked, differ from 
„the arguments proposed for the consideration of 
this House. Why should we make this appro- 
priation? What are its objects, and what its pur- 

ose? It is to transmit the mail, as provided for 
in the bill. And whatare the arguments to suppor 
it? Oneis, as I understand, that we have entered 
into a contest, as a nation, with Great Britain, 
and we must come out of that contest victors. 

Another is, we must add to our greatness as a 
nation; that we must build up a navy that will 
protect the nation, and be the admiration of all the 
world; that- England has a splendid navy, and 
that we, too, must make preparations for having 
one of a like or. similar character, i 

Mr. MOORE, (interrupting.) My-friend from 
Georgia {Mr. Jounson] will understand that it is | 
not out of any discourtesy to him that Í interrupt 
him, but that I feel bound to enforce the position I 
assumed a few moments ago. I ask the Chair if 
the gentleman’s remarks are in order ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I wish to make these re- 
marks apply to the amendment I proposed. If 
this sum will authorize them to go to Liverpool, it 
will authorize them to go to Trieste. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not as 
yet see the gentleman’s application. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MOORE. I did not understand the Chair’s | 
decision. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair states that the | 
gentleman intends to show, that his remarks are 

“applicable to prove that if the sum proposed to be i 
given by this‘amendment will carry: one of these 
vessels to Liverpool, it will carry it to Trieste, | 
The Chair does not yet see the application. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ` Oné argument used by these 
gentlemen is, that we must prepare for war, and. 
that these vessels can be converted into vessels 
fitted for service in times of war. Well, the tes- 
timony is, Mr. Chairman, that they are unfit for 
war purposes, except for vessels for transport, 
and if that is our purpose, march up boldly and. 
directly, and say that our purpose is not to trans- 
port a mail, but to build up a navy for the pur- 
poses of war. If it be for the purpose of trans- 
porting the mail, let us transport it across the 
waters as we transport it across-the land. 


tight round, leave the: |} 


Mr. CARTTER. On horseback? 


Mr. JOHNSON. Let’ out. the’ contract-to the 
Jowest bidder. ==: >; t ee 

“Uf, sir, the objectis to-enable'a. competition to be 
sustained between. the United: States and. Great 
Britain, in the transportation of merchandise and 
passengers, -let‘us, as has. been remarkedby the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr: Srevens,] 


enable all our vessels to compete with-Great Brit-. 
ain in thatrespect. ..” D R 

. Has:this Governmént the power to grant a bo- 
nus of this character? Under what clause’ of the 


| Constitution is it to give it? "We have power to 


transmit the mails, butin transmitting thè- mails 
itis necessary to have regard-to.the principles of 
justice ahd equity. we S 
-Mri GOODENOW.. The gentleman is out of 
order, = o ne N TE 
. Mr. JOHNSON. - I have.said all I desire to 
say, and I willtake.my seat. [Laughter.] 


` Mr. BROOKS. -I rise to oppose the: amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. J oun- 
son,] and I hope, if E am not strictly in order, the 
rules of the House will’ be enforced,- I want to 
try an experiment to see if there is any way of 
bringing this debate to a close. dy 

The proposition now before the House isto 
transfer the terminus of the line from Liverpool to 
Trieste; and if I am in order, it will be my duty 
only to show why the transfer should not take 

lace... : Í 
r The CHAIRMAN assented. 

Mr. BROOKS. Then, sir, aa these steamers, 
in order to reach Trieste, would have to pass by 
the Straits of Gibraltar, I propose to. descant for 
a while upon the Pillars of Hercules, then to give 
looseto my fancy on the classic shoresof the Med- 
iterranean, and to evoke here, for the consideration 
of the committee, the departed spirits and living re- 
membrances of Italy and of Greece. Jt will not 
be difficult for me to show, I am sure, thata much 
more beautiful prospect will be presented to the 
traveler in these steamers, thus coursing in these 
seas by such coasts, and amid the islands that 
gem these seas, than if he were to go to the cold 
and rocky shores of England. a 

Mr. FOWLER, (interrupting.) I rise to a 
question of order. [Laughter.] The gentleman’s 
remarks are out of order... ae 

Mr. BROOKS. | Then it will be my duty to sit 
down, if the point of order is decided against me. 

Mr. FOWLER. J insist that the Chair shall 
decide the question of order. He is not opposing 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. So faras the gentleman 
from New York proceeded, the Chair could not 
tell whether he was in favor of the amendment, 
or not. He was giving a beautiful illustration of 
what the trip would be, provided the amendment 
prevailed. [Laughter.] ; = 

Mr. BROOKS. I am glad that I have been 
able to ‘proceed thus far in my speech without a 
successful arrest by the astute gentleman who sits 
before me upon this point of order. fe 

In arguing this question, and I hope I shall not 
be interrupted again, as I have only five minutes 
allowed me, it is my purpose to show that who- 
ever embarks in these steamers for Trieste; must 
pass by the Pillars of Hercules, and have on either 
side the classic shores of the Mediterranean, all 
rich in historical renown. There is Sicily, with © 
/Etna upon it, whose base is surrounded with vil- 
lages and clothed with vineyards, and there is the 
beautiful bay of Naples, and the far-famed Vesu- 
vius, with Pompeii and Herculaneum disentombed 
from lava at its foot. It would: not be difficult to 
show, sir, that the tourist would be more tempted 
to take, and would be more enlightened in taking, 
this trip ‘than in coasting the English channel 
amid the rocks and fogs. of England. It would 
not be difficult to make him linger as he ascended 
the Adriatic, either at the base of the hills, near 
which is the little Republic of San Marino, or 
where is the sea-born Venice; but if I attempted 
all this it might not be strictly in order, asit would 
rather show ‘Liverpool?’ should be struck out 
and ‘ Trieste” put in, to which f am—— 

Mr. GOODENOW. The gentleman’s remarks 
are not in order. The gentleman from Georgia 
moves to strike out the word: Liverpool and insert 
Trieste. It seems to me that the argument of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] was to 
show that it would be much more pleasant and 
beautiful to go to Trieste, and therefore is in favor 
of the proposition, when it should be against it, 
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for the mover of this proposition [Mr. Jonwson] | 
spoke in favor of it. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the ar- | 
gument of the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 
Brooks] is upon the affirmative of the proposition, | 
and not in opppsition to it, and therefore not in | 
order, {Laughter.] 7 í | 

Mr. KING, of New York. Is tkis question 
debatable? i 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. : 

The question was then taken on adopting the 
amendment offered by Mr. Jounson, and it was 
not agreed to. bz 

Mr. MOLONY. I move to.strike out thirty- | 
three, and insert twenty-four. | 

Mr. CARTTER. i 
been once offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
amendment has not yet been made. 

Mr. MOLONY. Strong appeals have been 
made to the patriotism of this House in behalf of 
the pending amendment 

[Cries of“ Order !?? “* Order!” and ‘* What is 
the amendment !?”] E 

Mr. TAYLOR. Will the chairman have the 
amendment reported? We do not understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman proposes 
to strike out thirty-three and insert twenty-four. 

Mr. MOLONY. Wherever American indus- 
try and American capital is struggling for ascend- 
ency oger British or any foreign competition— 
for America, my liveliest sympathies are always 
enlisted. But, sir, those sympathies are subordi- 
nate to my convictions of constitutional duty, 
which forbid that I should vote moneys from the 
‘Treasury of the nation into the pockets of a class, 
and for a stronger reason—for individual enter- 

rises. We have been told here, that President 

olk recommended, and the Democrats of that 
Congress unanimously voted for an appropriation | 
to this line. What were the objects contemplated 
in that recommendation, and the reasons which in- | 
duced the Democracy to adopt his recommenda- | 
tion? Was it not for the purpose of increasing 
our naval steamfmarine? Also for the purpose of | 
effecting the transportation of our transatlantic 
mail, in the most economical way? Was not, sir, 
President Polk and the Democrats in Congress at | 
that time made to believe that this mail arrangement | 
with the ‘* Collins line’ would not only be the 
most economical, but that in a short time it would 
be self-supporting; in other words, sustained by 
postage alone, without one dollar’s expense to the 

reasury? Such, Mr. Chairman, wére President 
Polk’s reasons for that recommendation, and 
which justified it. But, sir, have these constitu- 
tional and proper objects been realized, and have 
we now any reason to expect them? 

Sir, the concurrent testimoney of all naval 
architects, and naval commanders, whose testi- | 
mony is before us, establish one fact beyond a 
doubt, and that is, that these steamers are not fit 
for war purposes. Commodore Perry, who is a | 
friend ofthe line, and who is before us as a wit- 
ness for the line, admits that they are not fitted., 
for naval conflict with ships-of-the-line, but that 
they could only be useful in keeping up a guer- 
villa warfare upon the commercial marine of the | 
enemy, and first-rate for running away from an en- 
emy when danger should beimminent! Hethinks | 
that they would be useful for the transportation 
of men and the munitions of war, and for the con- 
voy of our Navy, a service, all of which our com- 
mercial marine would be competent and ready to 
render when the exigency shall arise. The in-| 
‘crease of our steam naval marine is not accom- 
plished, then, as contemplated by President Polk. 

s the postal arrangement an economical one, as it | 
was expected to be, or is the tax upon the Treas- į 
ury for the transportation of the mail growing 
less and less, and rapidly approaching the point of 
self-support, withont any aid from the Treasury? 
After the ‘line’’ has been in operation two years, 
the company are begging us to give them $364,000 
more for carrying the mail per annum than their 
contract entitles them to, and $598,000 per year 
more than aresponsible bidder offers to take it for. 

Disguise the matter as gentlemen may, and.can, 
this amendment of the Senate does not contem- 

late the increase of our Navy—nor does it the 
economical transportation of the mail. Such were 
President Polk’s hopes and expectations, when the 
combination of war and commercial purposes in 
the same vessel wasan untried experiment; but, sir, | 


d think that amendment has 


-ment to the amendment was disagreed to. 


‘the idea that in future times the new element of 


i} a sum of about $700,000. Of $3,000,000, $8,000 


the experiment has been tried, and signally failed 
through these steamers; neither is the naval arm 
of our defense strengthened, or our miails trans- 
ported economically; and the only object which has 
been urged that remains for this appropriation is, 
to enable an American to beat a British steamer 
in a boat race! =o 7 ; Z 
Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. Fam opposed 
to the amendment, and call for a vote.on it. © > 
The question was.then taken, and the atend- 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, moved an 
amendment pro forma, and addressed the comrait- 
tee five minutes upon it. [The remarks will be 
found embodied in his first speech upon the same 
subject, in a preceding column of this day’s pro- 
ceedings. ] 

Mr. S 
two ideas which have been presented in this dis- 
cussion to which I wish to reply in the few mo- 
ments allowed me by the: rules under which we 
are discussing.. One of them was alluded to by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, who has just 
taken his seat, and it’ is, that these steamers are 
unfit for wer purposes, because they are side- 
wheel steamers. The gentleman seems to have 


steam in operation, and with all the power which 

it gives vessels, will be applied for the purpose of 

going out on the ocean, and standing side by side, 

to fire at each ‘other, as was the fashion in former 

days when we sent out these old hulks of the line- 

of-battle ships and frigates to do that sort of thing. 

That will not be the case in future wars; but if it | 
were, a side-wheel steamer is not sovulnerable as 
the gentleman seems to imagine. Unless a shot 
strikes the shaft fair, full, and perpendicular, there 
would be no injury done. You might shoot one 
hundred shots through the wheel, and knock off a | 
few of the paddles, but inall probability the speed 
of the ship would be increased in Consequence; be- 
cause the error heretofore has been that we have 
had too many instead of too few paddles. -The 
shaft could not be struck perpendicular, once in a 
million of shots. Besides, sir, the old system of 
fighting with thirty-two or forty-four pounders 
has been or will be entirely superseded, and the 
mode of contest will be with shells weighing from 
sixty-four to one hundred and thirty two pounds, 
from eight to eleven inches in diameter. To plant 
one of these shells in the proper place, at the water- 
line, going into the hold of a vessel will destroy 
it. : 

Now, sir, so far as the vulnerability of the ma- 
chinery is concerned, an idea which has been pre- 
sented by some one in the discussions here, the’ 
experiments at our navy-yard have shown that a 
very simple coal bunker, some four or five feet 
in width, filled with coal, will arrest the force | 
of a sixty-four pounder, and render it perfectly 
harmless. One of the shells fell into that coal- 
bunker, passing through the side of the vessel 
into the coal, exploded there without even setting 
fire to the bituminous coal. So the machinery of 
these steamers will “be entirely shielded by ordi- 
nary coal bunkers, with the exception of the shaft 
of the wheel, which may or may not be struck; 
so that, sir, it is not by any means settled that 
the propellers, which never can attain as high a 
speed as side-wheel steamers, are superior even 
for many purposes of war to the side-wheel steam- 


* 


ers. 


Another idea has been presented by the gentle- |! 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Srevensj]—if not |! 


by him, at least by some other gentleman this 
morning, that costly furniture and other costly ar- 
rangements about these ships have swollen the | 
costs, and therefore increased the expenditure 
very largely. Now, I have information which I 
believe to be entirely correct, that the gilding and 
the mahogany and maple pannels, stained glass and 
everything about any one of these vessels—that 
is merely put there for ornament—did not amount 
to $8,000 or $10,000 for each vessel, and that upon 


or $16,000 to each vessel, amounts toa very small | 
item, and does not, to any considerable extent, 
swell the expenditure. As to champagne, I can | 
only say when I went on board the Baltic, the 
eople got—— 
k [Here the hammer fell.] . 
Mr. STEVENS demanded telers upon his 
amendment; which were not ordered. 
The question was then taken on the amendment 


FANTON, of Tennessee. There are l 
; own mind, eleven per:cent. profit is amply sufi- 


to strike out ‘33,600, and in liew thereof: insert 
+ 622,200,” and it was disagreed to. 2°" 5 
Cries of * Question !”? “Question !°?] 
The CHAIRMAN. The: question recurs. on 
the amendment of the gentleman: from Géorgia, 
[Mr. Srernens.] Do EE Paien KUNT 
-Mr. ORR demanded. telleps;: which 
dered. = fs at RAN 
-Mr. MEADE here made some statement inre- 
gard to the receipts and expenditures of. the Col-~ 
lins line, to show that there was no necessity for 
an increase of appropriation to sustain that line, 
Mr. FOWLER. I am opposed to the:amend- 
ment, as I am to the further:consumption of time 
on this subject, and therefore*call for the ques- 
tion, : ` FE m pai a heua 
‘Mr. MEADE. I think this is an important 
amendment. Iam -thoroughly convinced, in my. 


cient, and therefore demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. STANTON; of 
Tennessee, and Henpricks were appointed. 

The question was.then taken on the amendment 


-of Mr. Muzane, to strikeout *¢33,000,” and. in 


lieu thereof ‘to insert <* $26,000.” and it was not 
agreed to; ‘the tellers having reported—ayes 47, 
noes 74, : oes. 

Mr. SAVAGE. 
the following: 


And that the additional allowance given, by this act 
shall terminate on the ist day of December, 1854: - 


I move to amend by adding 


{tis not. my purpose on this occasion to urge ` 
any serious objection against the additional com- 
pensation proposed to be given by this bill. I shall 
be content to limit it to that which ‘the bill itself 
seems to propose—a protection for a short time. 

I am one of those who doubt the. policy. of 
establishing this line of steamers—but I waive 
that point. Fam not convinced that they require 
the aid that they are now asking of us, or if they 
do require it, that itis not the result of want of 
economy on the part of the managers. I believe 
this project'will prove one of the most profitable 
speculations that could possibly be entered into b 
these contractors, and will sustain itself and af- 
ford ample remuneration to its owners, If the 
company needs protection, it is only for a short 
time, as the profits which are necessarily attached 
to the business will soon be sufficient to sustain it. 
But if this compensation is given in the:form. pro- 
posed by the bill, it is given forever, and will bea 
perpetual tax upon the Treasury. Baie 

I have no doubt but that the stock in the Collins ` 
line will, ina short: time, bethe. most valuable in 
the country, and. the object Ihave in view. by 
the amendment, is to provide that this extra com- 
pensation shall cease in two years from this time, 

It is alleged that this line 1s in great pecuniary 
difficulty—and 1 admit that 1 may be mistaken in 
regard to their immediate necessitigs—but if: we 
are to give money. to every company that asks for 
it, and which may come with some show of jus- 
tice to demand it at our hands; we. shall not have 
a dollar in the Treasury in a very short time... 

A great noise is made about patriotism, which 


| I do not.understand.as being involved in the issue. 


E remember-that.a few months since, we were lece 
tured upon patriotism and the rights of ‘* down- 
trodden humanity throughout the world.’? ‘Some 
of us were then:abused-béecause we could not bow 
to the prevailing spirit of Kossuthism which:swept 
over the country, and by the very: men who are 
to-day lecturing us for standing up for the Treas- 
ury against this line of steamers: > 

According to this new creed, patriotism consists 
in a lavish expenditure of the public money to 
build-up this line of steamers in rivalry to Great 
Britain. Why do not. gentlemen go further, and 
carry out the principle—rival her House of Lords, 
her laws of primogeniture, her national debt, her 
immense navy and standing army? The argu- 
ment is simply ridiculous. There would be as 
much patriotism and rivalry of Great Britain in 
passing a bill in favor of Jackson, the American 
Deer, who, like the Collins line, for a pecuniary 


| reward, has been engaged in a contest of- speed 


with Her Majesty’s subjects, and triumphed over 
the swiftest of their runners. 
{Here the hammer fell.] E oS 
Mr. FOWLER. I have ñot heard :a single 
amendment which 1 would be willing to adopt. I 
desire to oppose this among the rest, and call for 
the question. Š 
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he question was-then taken on Mr. Savace’s 
amendment, and it was. disagreéd to. 220°) - > 
~ Mr. McMULLIN.. ‘The hammer fell’ on yes- 
terday when Iwas in the midst-of a sentence, -I 
desire now.to-close that:sentence, and. call the at- 
. tention of the House—— 22 ge ye 

Jaa { Cries of forded © Order!?? se Order” J 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Virginia {Mr: MoMuLLiN] propose: an amend- 
MONG Hog Ta ii yi a ay : 
Mr, “McMULLIN. . I. move: to 
$33,000,?? and. insert * $19,100." 


is not in order to move to amend my’amendment. 
The only. question pending before the House is to 
concur with the amendment of the Senate-to..our 
bill: Imove to-amend the Senate amendnyent b 
striking out certain words. : That. is an amend- 
ment in the second degree. . The amendment of 
the Senate is an amendment in. the first degree. 
My motion to amend that is an amendment in the 
second degree;-and now any motion to amend 
mine isan amendment in the third degree. - I call 
for the reading of the rule, on the 189th page in 
the Manual: goed 
The Clerk then read the rule, as follows: 


«A motion to amend an amendment from’ the other 
House: takes. precedence of a motion to agree or disagree. 
A bill originating in one House is passed by the other with 
an amendment, . Phe, originating. House agrees to their 
amendment with an amendment, The other may agcee to 
their amendment with an amendment—that being only in 
the second, avd not the third degree, For, as tothe amend- 
ing House, the first amendmeut with which they passed 
the bill, is a part of its text; it.is the only text they have 
agreed to. ‘The amendment to that text by the originating 
House, thereforevis only in the first degree, and the amend- 
mentto that again by the amending House is only in the 
second, to wit? an amendment to an aniendment, and so 
admissible. Just so, when, on a bill from the originating 
House, the other, at its second reading, makes an amend- 
ment; on the third reading, this amendment is become thè 
text of the-bill; and if an amendment to it be moved, an 
amendment to that amendment may also be moved, as being 
only iu the second degree.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels con- 
strained to overrule the question of order raised 


by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr, Sreritena 


and decide the amendment, such as is propose 
now to the clause proposed to be stricken out, to 
be inorder. . 

Mr. STEPHENS. Does the Chair think that 
it is in order to amend an amendment in the sec- 
ond degree? - 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not con- 
ceive that question to be involved in the point 
raised. If it were, the Chair would not hesitate 
to decide that the question‘of the gentleman from 
Georgia was well taken. The Chair thinks it is 
not an amendment to the amendment. The gen- 
tleman will recollect that the Chair has not put the 
question in that form, at any time, to the commit- 
tee, as he considered that the motion made by the 
gentleman from Georgia was suspended during 
the time the committee were engaged in amending 
the clause proposed to be stricken out. Each 
amendment has been stated to be an amendment 


Mr. JOTLNSON, of Tennessee. 


J wish to see 
if I understand the proposition. I understand the 
original proposition is an amendment from the 
Senate to. the [Louse bill. I wnderstand that the 
gentleman from “Georgia (Mr. Srernens] moves 
to amend the original proposition, which is the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill; and his 
amendment, therefore, is an amendment in the 
second degree, and heis clearly in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jonnson] is entirely wrong. The 
original proposition is not the Senate’s amend- 
ment. Our text is the original bill, and the Sen- 
ate’s amendment is an amendment in the first de- 
gree as tous. My amendment is an amendment 
in the second. degree as to us. There can be no 
question about that. : 


the Chair takes of it. But suppose an amendment 
is made to the clause here, and adopted. That is 
an amendment to the Senate amendment, and is 
as far as we can go upon that amendment. You 
cannot entertain a motion to amend that amend- 
ment. Suppose ihe question is taken upon the 


Does the gentleman from 


strike out 


2 b.desire to address myself particularly to:Dem=_ 
oeratic gentlemen upon. this-side-of the Halle. 05.) 
` Mr. STEPHENS, of. Georgia. T rise to. ‘a 
question of order.. My point of order is, that it’ 


| whole thing is. ended. 


Land, therefore, I take an appeal from the decision | 


' do with this amendment. 


i not in order. š 


The CHAIRMAN. That is the view which |! 


| do not mean, as I said yesterday, to discuss the 


gentleman’s motion to strikeoüt; and -his:motion || 


is carried, and the clause stricken, out, why; the | 
jl If it fails, we stand with | 
an-amendmeént to the Senaté-amendment. -~ 


y Mr. JONES, of “Teinessee. I ask, if the mo- | 


tion which the gentleman from Georgia makes to 
strike it out, can. be put? If you: strike it out, 
would it not be a-rejection of that provision? The. 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state ofthe Union 
have no authority to reject-a.. proposition referred“ 
to it. You. have no: right. in: Committee of. the 
Whole.to:strike out the enacting clause of the bill, 
if the.original bill is before you. Sn cse m) 
Mr. STEPH 


ENS:. How. canyon put a ques- 


tion to strike out anything?. If I cannot strike out. |) 


six lines, how can Ï strike outa word >It is per-- 
fectly. competent to amend: by striking out one | 
word, or any number of words...’ : - 

Mr. CABELL, -Trise to a, question of “order. 
The Chair has decided- the question, and there 
has been no-appeal taken. : Senet i 

The CHAIRMAN... The Chair would. not: be 
captious. - He has made his decision. ‘The Chair: 
will state in- reply to the gentleman from Tennes- | 
see, if this had been a motion.to strike. out the 
éntire Senate amendment, the Chair would think 
that to be out-of order; but an amendment to 
strike out a portion of the Senate’s amendment, 
the Chair thought was in order. The Chair en- 
tertains some doubt now. whether it was in order, 
but ig ‘inclined to think it was—at all events, that 

uestion is not before us.. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I understand 
the Chairman to state thatthe House bill is the 
original text. I want to raise this point with. the 
Chair: Suppose a bill goes from this House to the 
Senate, and comes back here with an amendment, 
why, then, the original bill is beyond the reach 
of the House; the House can make no amend- 
ment in the original bill, but must act on the Sen- 
ate amendment. in| 

The CHAIRMAN, The 
in that. . ‘ sare 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then, sir, the Senate amend- 
ment being the original proposition, an amend- 
ment to-an amendment. to the Senate amendment 
is only in the second degree, and is plainly in 
order, according to the Manual. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is correct | 
in saying that the House cannot amend the origi- 
nal bill; but he is incorrect in supposing that the 
Senate amendment is our text. Our text is the 
original bill. The Senate amend that, and we can- 
not entertain an amendment to an amendment to 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER. I would like to inquire if 
there is any question of order now before the 
committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thereis not. 

-Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. - [-do not think, 
we- shall ever end this debate in any other way, 


gentleman is correct 


of the Chair, and I ask for tellers on the appeal. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then put, ‘* Shall the decision | 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?’ and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. MeMULLIN, (resuming.) I will endeavor 
to bring myself within the rules of order, and ad- 
dress myself to both sides of the House.. I desire 
td call the particular attention of this committee: 
and of. the country to the platform adopted: the 
othér day by the Democratic party in their Con- 
vention at Baltimore. 

Mr. GOODENOW.._ I call the gentleman to 
order. The Democratic platform has nothing to 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Vir- 
ginia must confine his remarks to the amendment | 
which he has submitted. . 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iwill show the gentleman 
that my remarks are pertinent. v 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the 
gentleman from Virginia that an argument to prove 
that the Senate amendment is unconstitutional is 


Mr. MeMULLIN. . I amgoing to advance ar- 
guments to prove that the amendment is just. 1, 


constitutional question. Iam going to discuss the | 
propriety and expediency of the amendment which | 
I have offered, and the inexpediency of the Senate | 
amendment, as it eomes to this House. Sir, the 


i 
i 
i 


Democratic patty declare in. their. platform, that 


justice and sound policy forbid the general Gov- 
ernment to-fortify one branch of industry—— 


[Loud cries of Order!” - ae 
» Mr, GOODENOW... Tinsistthat-the gentleman 
is out of ofder, and Fask for thg eñforcement. of 


the rule which provides that if a member is. deei- 


` ded:to.be.out of order he shall take his seat. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already 
decided that an argument to prove: that Congress 
has no power.to make such an appropriation as 
this is not in order:on. the’ amendment submitted 
by the gentleman from Virginia. “But if the gen- 
tleman wishes to argue the policy of ‘making the 
appropriation provided for in the Senate amend- 
ment, it is in-order. | 

Mr. McMULLIN. -Fhave not raised the con- 
stitutional question. I desire to show. that the 
amendment I have-submitted ought to be adopted 
because it is less partial in-its character than the 
Senateamendment. I hold that the Senate amend- 
ment is partial legislation; that it confers. special 
favors upon a few individuals—Collins & Co.— 
to the detriment of a large majority. of the Amer- 
ican people, . Is thére a gentleman on this floor 
who will deny that. proposition? Is not legisla- 
tion of this kind sectional and partial? There can 
be no doubt about it. R get Sa N 

Sir, the gentlemen belonging to the Democratic 
party who support this appropriation, have read’ 
themselves out of the Democratic church, if the 
platform as laid down at Baltimore is to be relied 


lon. have’ not thme to read it, but. F beg gentle- 


men to read it for themselves.. Sir, if this House 
has the power, and shall exercise that power, of 
passing this‘amendment of the Senate for the ben- 
efit of ‘Collins & Co., you will be called upon next, 
perhaps by my colleague from the Accomac dis- 
trict, [Mr. Bayy,] to make appropriation for the 
benefit of a line of steamers ` from ‘Norfolk, and 
erhaps next for lines of steamers from Boston, 
New Orleans, and from every port in the Union. 
- Mr. Chairman, I asked the friends of thisamend- 
ment, yesterday, to tell the House and the coun- 
try whether or not, when this company first under- 
took this contract, they were not $1,000,000 in 
debt, and whether they. are not giving exorbitant 
and extravagant salaries to their officers—as high 
as $6,000 per annum? They. have not answered 
those questions. I now desireto know. one or 
‘two more facts in ‘reference to the company, It 
has been said by Madame’ Rumor, that foreign 
capitalists have invested capital in this company. 
e hear a great deal about patriotism, and about 
protecting the interests of our country. Sir, I 
claim to be as much ap American as any gentleman 
here. I claim, too, to be as pure a patriot as any 
of the gentlemen who choose to vote for this un- 
just and iniquitous appropriation. But Task the 
committee to pause before they sanction by their 
votes this unjust system of legislation. Sir, if 
rumor is to be. believed, foreign capitalists hold 
stock in this Collins line, and I have also under- 
stood, from rumor, that the same foreign capital- 
ists hold stock in the Cunard line. Is that true? 
Ts it possible that there can be any truth in that re- 
ort? : 

Mr. CARTTER. . [will answer the gentleman. 
It is not true. A ; 

Mr. McMULLIN. ‘I ask the American Con- 
gress to appoint a committee to- investigate these 
matters before they pass this appropriation. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

[Several cries of ‘Question !”] 

Mr. ALLISON. I think it is evident that the 
committee is tired of this boy-play, and I move 
that the committee rise. ‘ 

Mr. STEPHENS; of Georgia. I. am tired of 
sitting here hearing these speeches.. I think it 
would. be better to adjourn at once than to stay 
here all day doing nothing. 1 call for tellers. on 
the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylva~ 
nia... 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STEPHENS, 
of Georgia, and VenasLe were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—ayes 34, noes 89. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The question recurred upon the amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. McMoetuw. 

, Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. Has there been 
any speech made in opposition to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia? : 

The CHAIRMAN. There hag not. ; 


. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. Did not the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ALrsox}make a speech. * 

The CHAIRMAN. He did not; he merely 
submitted a motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There has been a great 
deal said upon this subject, and gentlemen seem 
to be getting very tired of it: I apprehend there 
is time enough to get this money; it is not ex- 
pected that it will go out by the next mail how- 
ever. I have been somewhat amused at the dif- 
ferent reasons which different gentleman have 
assigned for their support of this amendment. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I submit to the Chair that 
the gentleman is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
remarks which the gentleman has made so far are 
not in order. : 


Mr. GOODENOW. Then I hope the Chair |} 


will enforce the rule. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. It would be difficult to tell 
what would be in order here, to suit the gentlemen 
on the other side of the House. | 

Mr. GOODENOW. ‘The gentlemen on the 
other side of the House” are willing’ to take the , 
vote. Thatis what would suit them. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I can tell the gentlemen on 
the other side that I am opposed to this grant of 
money. Is that in order? — 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is not 
in order in opposition to this amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. J ask to have the amend- 
ment read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the 
amendment. It is to strike out $33,000 and insert 
$19,100. The argument which the Chair decided 
would be in order in support of this amendment‘ 
was to show that the Senate amendment ought 
not to prevail; that there ought not to be any ap- 
propriation; but if any,aless one than the amount 
proposed by the amendment of ‘the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, I am opposed 
to the amendment. Iam opposed to giving the 
Collins line $100 in addition to the $19,000. I 
apprehend that I havea right to give my reasons 
for that opposition, if 1 desire to do it. 

Mr. FOWLER. I raise a quéstion of order on 
that point. The proposition is to strike out 
§33,000, and insert $19,100;‘the gentleman must 
argue against striking out $33,000 and inserting 
$19,100. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided, 
again and again, that the only argument in order 
is an argument in favor of the Senate amend- 
ment. 

Mr.CAMPBELL. What does the Chair de- 
cide? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the only argument which can be made in opposi- 
tion to this amendment, is one to show that the 
Senate amendment ought to be adopted, and that 
this amendment to it ought not to be agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, I cannot make 
a speech upon that side of the question. {Laugh- 
ter, 

"the question was then taken on Mr. McMut- 
iin’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. I move to 
amend the amendment by striking out $33,000, 
and inserting $19,150. Now, I hope gentlemen 
will not interrupt me. 1 have not troubled them 
in their speeches upon this subject. 

In listening to this discussion for two or three 
days—and I have been highly gratified, too—I 
have been rather amused at the different reasons 
which different gentlemen haveassigned why they : 
support this amendment of the Senate. Some 
gentlemen doit under one provision ofthe Con- 


stitution, and some gentlemen do it under another é i 8 7 
i £ i | mail service of the United States. 


provision of the Constitution. I am astonished 
that they have not come out openly and inde- 
pendently, and taken the true ground—and that 


ground, in my judgment, is simply this, that the |; 


Collins company want this amount of money. 
But the most miserable pretense of all which I 
have heard set up as a reason why this donation | 
should be made is, that our power and glory as a | 
nation hang upon the result. 
` peated, echoed and reéchoed, ad nauseam. Its | 
supporters have madeit a test of patriotism, and all 
those who are unwilling to admit that E. K. Col- 
lins & Co. are the nation, are set down as enemies 
of the country, and as pandering to British inter- 
ests and to British power. Why, sir, this has | 


This has been re- || 


been the old war-cry of the protection party for 
the last thirty years, and has long since lost all its 
terror with the American freemen, if it ever had 
any. i 

‘The gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CHAND- 
LER] went into a long argument for the purpose of 
showing. that it would reduce the price of freight 
from England to this country.- Now, I under- 
stand that gentleman to be the head and front of 
the increase of duties on iron in which his State 
seems more interested than it is in any other 
question. . Ef, then, this appropriation of money 
will reduce the price of freight of that article-to 
this country, and bring it here cheaper, I would 
ask him if he expects to benefit the interest of 
which he is the peculiar representative in this 
House by advocating a policy that will decrease 
the price of the staple of his own State? But, sir, 
it is a strange thing to me that here are a few indi- 
viduals who can come into this House and ask 
| for a protection of this character when the voice 
| of ten millions of people in the valley of the Mis- 
| sissippi, proclaiming the nationality of the great 


small appropriation to remove the difficulties which 
the interior commerce of that vast region of coun- 
try are compelled to encounter, and they are not 
heard, and if heard,-are not listened to, but are 
met at the threshold by the objection that there is 
no power in the Constitution to authorize an ap- 
propriation for any such purpose. The great 
| Father of Waters is not national, but E. K. Col- 
lins & Co. are very national. 

l tell you, sir, that if this amendment is per- 
mitted to prevail, the old protection party of this 
country will have achieved a victory, the influence 
of which will not end with the Collins line of 
steamers, but will be the entering wedge to-a still 
greater and more stupendous scheme of protec- 
tion and monopoly, which then we can resist not. 
I for one, sir, say, if we must have a protective 
policy, let it be one that will be diffusive in its 
operation, reaching whole classes, instead of this 
local, individual protection, the most odious and 
objectionable shape in which it was ever presented 
before. Weare told that we must emulate the 
example of Great Britain in this particular, and 
thus justify a departure from the settled and fixed 
poney of the Government. Sir, I have always 

een taught that the extravagance and consequent 
public debt of Great Britain afforded us an example 
not to be followed, but to be shunnéd, and from 
which we have derived the most salutary lessons 
of economy. 

I am accustomed to this cry about ‘* British in- 
terest.” The Democratic tariff of 1846 was, ac- 
cording to the American ideas of these same gen- 
tlemen, a “ British tariff.” But 1 can assure them 
it has no terrors for me; and if opposition to this 
proposed gift to be taken out of the public Treas- 
ury—if opposition to this special protection will, 


ij in the estimation of its friends, array me against 


the bestinterests of my country, then, sir, my vote 


tion. 

(Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. CAMPBELL, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. OLDS. I move to amend by striking out 
all down to the word “ provided,” and insert— 

That the Postmaster General, with the assent of E. K. 


usual time for the transportation of the mail between New 
York and Liverpool, in semi-monthly trips, and that he 
award the contract to the lowest responsible bidder, said 
bidder to be an American citizen. 

I desire, sir, that when gentlemen vote for this 
amendment for the Collins line, that they do not 
vote for it supposing it to be necessary for the 


I am opposed to this special contract system— 
this making a contract for transporting the mails 
for a peroid of ten years at a certain sum. Why, 


i 
| sir, what has been the effect of that system? You 


made a contract for transporting the mail from 
New York to San Francisco for a period of ten 
i years. 5 

yn McCORKLE. To Oregon. 
Mr. OLDS. Yes, to Oregon, and now, sir, 
| although only two years of that time has expired, 
we have before the Committee on the Post Office 


‘| and Post Roads, offers for transporting that mail 


ata saving of half a million of dollars annually to 
this Government. That, sir, shows the folly of 


Father of Waters, and asking for & comparatively || 


shall be recorded on the British side of the ques- 


Collins & Co., advertise in the usual manner and at the |; 


making a contract: of. this kind. -And now; sir, 
while they are asking for this appropriation ‘for 
| the mail service, as they say, we have responsi- 
ble bidders before that. committee—and a-bill to 
carry it into effect was reported by my colleague 
on the committee [Mr. Grey] the other day—tor 
transporting the mail from Jersey City to-Galway,. ` 
Ireland, at-the sum of $10,000 the round trip. If 
there. are offers to: carry this mail for $10,000 the 
round trip, why is it necessary for, the mail, ger- 
vice of the-country to give E. K. Collins & Co. 
$33,000 for the same service?) .. Ly 
If gentlemen wish to give this asa bonus to E. 
IK. Collins & Co. for beating the British, let 
them say so, and not do it under the pretense’that 
| it is necessary for the mail service of the country, 
| for it is not. : 
| I say you have responsible bids for carrying 
this mail for $10,000 the round trip, and they do 
! mot even ask that. i ; 
i. Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, (interrupting:) 
| I wish to.ask one question right here. Whether . 
they are war steamers or not? ms . 
Mr. OLDS. That is the very question. Lam 
arguing that this appropriation is. not necessary for 
the mail service of the country.. Ido not care 
| what other matters are pe upon it.. If it-is fora 
| protection to E. K. Collins & Co., call it. protec» 
| tion. Call things by their right names, and vote 
for things by their right: names, and. not vote for 
appropriations for post office services, to theamount 
| of $33,000 a trip, when you have responsible bids 
| to do that service for $10,000.a trip. And I say 
i they do notask even that. They only ask, that 
the Postmaster General may advertise ‘for pro- 
osals, and make the contract ata sum not exceed- 
| ing $10,000, and letting competition go below that 
sum. eke 
Now, sir, gentlemen here say it is necessary for 
| the mailservice of the country to let them give 
E., K. Collins & Co., $33,000 per trip. Idenyit. 
The mail service requires no such appropriation. 
And gentlemen may as well understand, at once, 
that they are voting nearly a million of dollars to 
protect E. K. Collins & Co. against the competi- 
ition of American citizens, for the carrying. trade 
‘between this country and: Europe. . . 
Mr. WASHBURN. And I take issue with the 
gentleman, and maintain that it is for the mail ser- 
vice of the country that this amount is required, 
and that it is indispensable, if we are to. keep.up 
this international mail service, that, it should ‘be 
granted. If we are to have the mails carried be- 
tween this country and England, by our own lines 
as the gentleman’s proposition implies, we must 
make such provision as will secure the establish- 
ment of a line or lines that will carry them. And 
how can you accomplish that? ‘How can you 
obtain the carrying of any just portion of the mails 
i between New York and Liverpool? Simply by 
having a line established that will carry the mails 
quicker and more regularly than any other line 
can, or does, or at least as quick and regularly as 
any other. If we establish a mail line we wanta 
good line, the best, the quickest, and. the most 
| regular, and certain, that can be placed upon the 
| route, and we must have it; and in order toaccom- 
plish it, this contract with Collins & Co. is, [think, 
necessary. You must pay this amount, or-an 
amount equivalent, to them or to somebody else, 
and, inasmuch as it is to be paid to somebody, 
why not as well to E. K. Collins'as to any other 
| company? X 
I am satisfied that the mail cannot be carried for 
the present rate of compensation. The value of 
the stock of that line in the market, settles this 
conclusively and incontestably to my mind. . So 
| to have the mails carried, it requires a greater com- 
| pensation than we are now paying. Shall we in- 
| crease it, in order to have the mail service con- 
tinued? That a line of this description should be 
| successful, we must have speed, and in order to 
| obtain the speed necessary, there must: be size. 
| Size is a great element in this question of speed. 
| We must have large ships, and the machinery of 
| those ships must be of the bestand most improved 
[ character. - Size and expense are the conditions of 
i 
i 


{ 


speed and success in an enterprise of this character, 
The whole establishment must be a costly one, if 
| it is to be successful- It is not the expense of 
fitting up its saloons, the cost of.carpets, mirrors, 
sofas, and the like, that constitute any great por- 
tion of the cost of one of these steamers. hig 


kind of expenditure is an infinitely smail portion 
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of the whole cost of one of these ships. ‘The great. 
costis in: the size, and in the superiority of the 
workmanship: and machinery, which. you ‘must 
have, or the whole enterprise: wil bé.adead failure. ° 
With the aid now. solicited, every dollar. of which; -|f 
and more too; will “be’.returnéd, to: be continued’ 
only so. long as:till we shall. have broken.-up: the 
British monopoly and secured fair play, this line 
can: compete with “any. other line. And, sir, do 
you want to see: this line, which is the glory of | 
our country, and-of whose triumphs every Amer- 
ican is justly proud, swept from the ocean now, 
‘by withholding the amount ‘necessary to ‘keep. it 
up? I am opposed to the policy involved in the, 
entleman’s amendment. His experiment would 
be a total failure, and would cover us with morti- 
fication. Our noble ships—the fleetest and. the 
safest in the world—are to be abandoned for a 
contract with the lowest bidder. Does any one 
believe that such a contract would bring us ships 
that would successfully compete with the British 
Hine?—that would ‘succeed in performing the mail 
service that would be expected to be performed? 
Certainly not, for the simple reason. that the speed | 
and regularity of that line cannot beobtained at an 
actual expense less than what you now propose to 
ay. Experience has taught this, And your now 
owest-bidder line would fail, because it could not 
helpit. Ifthe proprietors of such line should make 
expenditures not warranted by the contracts with 
the Government, and place ships upon the route 
equal or superior to the Collins ships, they would 
be driven, inevitably, to. ask for increased com- 
pensation, or would be driven’ from the seas, as 
gon now propose to drive Collins. Doesany man 
elieve, or pretend to say, that the mail service 
between America and Great Britain can be per- 
formed at the present time, and under existing cir- 
cumstances, as well as it is performed by the pres- 
ent line, for less money than we are asked to pay 
that? Certainly not. “Then why talk about new 
contracts? Either maintain the present line or 
have nothing to dojwith any. 

(Here the hammer fell] . 

Mr. SWEETSER demanded tellers upon, the 
amendment; which were ordered; and Messrs. 
Cuanpier and OLps were appointed. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Oxps, and it was disagreed to; the tellers 
having reported—ayes 72, noes 75. 

Mr. MEADE made some remarks, in continu- 
ation of those previously made, with the view to 
show that the financial condition of the Collins 
line was such that no increase of appropriation 
was necessary. : 

Mr. DEAN. Iam opposed to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia, from the simple 
reason that two committees, one of this House, 
the Ways and Means, and the Post Office Com- 
mittee of the Senate, who have had ample oppor- 
tunities to acquire all the necessary information, 
and who have thoroughly examined the whole 
subject, have reported to us the amount contained 
in the Senate’s amendment as necessary to carry 
on this enterprise. A majority of the Committee 
on Finance, in the Senate, have also made a simi- 
lar report. . 

Mr. MEADE. I am relying on that report by 
which I can prove what I have said. 

Mr. DEAN. Task whether we are to act.dif- 
ferently upon this subject from what we do upon 
all others, or whether we are to rely upon the re- 
port of those men who have had all the means of 
information within their reach, and who, after a 

‘full investigation, say this amount of money is 
sufficient—barely sufficient; that this company, in 
endeavoring faithfully to execute their contract, 
have already lost about $500,000? Or whether we 
are to take our own opinions, without having the 
necessary facts to attain a proper result on which 
to found our opinions? FI do not wish to detain 
the committee, and I hope that the friends of the en- 
terprise will cease to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee, and come to a direct vote on the propo- 
sition, whether the Senate’s amendment shall pass 
or not. I trust, also, that no factious opposition 
will be offered by the opponents of the measure; 
but that we shall be permitted to vote upon the 
amendment, and ascertain whether. there is or is 
not a majority of the House in its favor. 

Mr. MEADE demanded tellers upon his amend- 
ment; which were ordered; and Messrs. Camp- 
BELL, of Ohio, and Hissar were appointed. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 


‘ment of Mr. Means, and it was disagreed -to—' 
the tellers having reported ayes 52, noes T3. <.<: 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE moved that the commit- 
ee rise; which-motion was:disagreed to. = = 
The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr-Steruens, of Georgia,-to'strike out the:clause 
with regard to the- Collins line, and: it was dis-. 
agreed to. real dens rs 5 

Mr. ORR. I offer; asa 
clause, the following: 


That there shall. be allowed the Collins line of steam- 
ers, for transporting the mails between the. ports of New. 
York and Liverpool, for making twenty-six trips per annum, 
at such times as the Postmaster General may direct, the 
whole amountof postages received on mails carried by said 
‘steamers to which the Post Office Department is entitled to 


l 


substitute for the entire 


į receive under our postal treaty with Great Britain: Pro- 


vided, That the same shali.be in lieu of the compensation 
now paid the Collins line of steamers under an existing con- 
tract: And, provided further, That the owners of the said 
Collins line shall consent to the arrangement herein pro- 


vided. 


J think this system of the Government entering 
into partnership with individuals in the construc- 
tion and ownership of steamers for war purposes, 


under pretense that they were to be used for mail’ 


transports in time of peace, was wrong originally, 


and if I had been a member I should have voted: 


against it in the first instance. I find, however, 
that system fastened upon us so far as this Collins 
line is concerned, by a contract which Lam willing 
shall be executed by the Government in good 
faith. They were to make, originally, twenty 


trips annually, but at their own request, submitted - 


to the Postmaster Genera], they were permitted to 
increase the tripsto twenty-six. This gives them 
'a pretext for coming here and asking additional 
compensation; and to carry out the original con- 
tract in a spirit of generosity to them, | proposed 
on yesterday to` give them $19,250 per trip for the 
six increased trips, that being the sum paid for 
each of the twenty trips as the first contract stip- 
ulated. The friends of the line, however, declined 
to accept that amendment, and voted itdown by a 
decided majority. That vote indicated on’ their 
part an unmistakable purpose to change the ori- 

inal contract entered into by the Government. 
Well, sir, if this is to be the policy—if the ori- 

inal contract is to be varied at the solicitation of 
Collins and. his associates, then the faith of the 
Government no longer stands pledged to them, 
and in entering into a new contract, this Govern- 
ment should so cénstruct it as to prevent it be- 
coming so heavy-a charge upon the Treasury. I 
insist this Congress shall make now a better ar- 
rangement than the previous one, and for one 1 
am utterly opposed to placing any obstacles what- 
ever in the way of Collins renouncing or aban- 
doning the original contract. 

The new contract I now offer Collins is found 
in the amendment. It proposes to give the line 
the. whole proceeds of the postage on the mails car- 
ried by them between New York and Liverpool, 
which is a more liberal allowance than most mail 
contractors receive from the Post Office Depart- 
ment, and my proposition not recognizing their 
vessels as war steamers allows them the privilege 
of carrying the mails in any description of vessels 
they may choose. _ I suppose it is almost idle to 
assume, with any degree of seriousness upon this 
floor, that these vessels are well adapted for war 
purposes, or that they could ever be converted into 
efficient war steamers. We are to regard this, 
therefore, merely as a Post Office arrangement for 
the transportation of the United States mail. And 
let me ask members upon this floor when they de- 
sire to have a horse mail route established from 
one point to another within their districts, costing 
$50 or $100, whether or not it is the policy of the 
Post Office Department to allow such route to be 
established unless there is a reasonable probability 
that the postages received will defray the expenses 
of the transportation. Why is a different rule to 
prevail with reference to these steamers? i 

Gentlemen talk about building up a steam navy, 
to be used for war purposes in the event of war. 
Why, Mr. Chairman, I do not profess to be 
thoroughly informed upon this subject, but so far 
as my investigation has gone, there is not a single 
officer of the British navy—and many of them 
have been examined before a committee of the 
House of Commons, the British Government hav- 
ing entered largely into contracts with individuals 
for transporting their ocean mails on steamers 
which it was once supposed could be readily con- 
verted into efficient war steamers—that has ven- 


tured to express any other opinion than that 


‘aith vessels are notewell suited for war purposes; 
| that the. side-wheel steamers withsthe machinery 


above the waterline, such as the Collins steamers, 
cannot be relied on in, naval warfare. Two shots 


| from the vessel of ah enemy could entirely disable 


them, should-‘they happen to strike the wheels, 


{| leaving the vessel’to the mercy of the waves and 


the guns of the enemy; the machinery being im- 
potent for.an advance or retreat. The screw-pro- 
peller is the only steamer adapted for such pur- 
poses, if the testimony of all the British naval offi- 
cers, and a majority of our own, is to be credited. 


| Tt may be said—and the argument was used in the 


other end.of the Capitol, by a distinguished Sén- 
ator from: Michigan, (Mr. Cass,]—that. the Col- 
lins steamers would be. useful for transporting 
troops, supplies, munitions of war, &c. “Now, I 
ask whether you want these splendid Collins 
steamers, described by my friend- from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Mason,] with chandeliers, mirrors: costing 
thousands of dollars, Brussels tapestry and: car- 
pets, mahogany and rosewood furniture, for trans- 
porting beef, pork, bacon, flour, beans, and. corn- 
meal? It would be a novel spectacle to see the 
superb state-rooms of the Baltic filled with barrels 
of pickled pork, and the saloons with rusty bacon 
sides. But these vessels never willbe needed for 
transport ships. If you get into war with an 
enemy having a.strong naval power, your mer- 
chant vessels—sailing and steamers—will be driven 
into port, and you can get hundreds of them for 
transportation purposes. = ` 

But, sir, we have been told with emphasis to 
make this appropriation, that it will not do for us 
to be outstripped by the British Government. The 
national honor is, in this argument, reduced to a 
small point; it is made to depend on Our keeping 
the Collins steamers, although at a cost of nearly 
a million annually, running between New York 
and Liverpool, because they have beat the Cunard 
line, owned by British subjects, a few hours in a 
voyage of 3,000.miles. Do you want to keep up 
with the British Government in her extravagance? 
In her system of bounties, of favoritism to the 
few, in her taxation of the toiling millions?. Do 
you want to have her pension ‘system? Her re- 
tired list, not only from the army and navy, but 
from civil life? Do you want to have her public 
debt? Imitate Great Britain, and you will have 
all these delectable luxuries to feast your constit- 
uents upon. Much. of the prosperity and glory 
of America is traceable to the fact, that our states- 
men, in legislating, have heretofore studiously 
avoided following the example she has set, and 
have shunned the ruinous policy she has pursued 
towards her oppressed subjects. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 


Mr. TAYLOR. I am very anxious to have 
the vote taken upon this subject, and I will state 
the grounds of my opposition to the proposition 
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr 
in a very few words. I have heard it intimated 
this morning that there was no evidence that these 
steamers were fit for war purposes. . Let me say 
to gentlemen, that if they had examined the Ex- 
ecutive documents sent to Congress this session, 
they would have found there the testimony of one . 
of the highest officers of the American Navy, to 
the effect. that these steamers‘were fit for war pur- 
poses. I have the document before me, and I 
will read from it. It is Executive documént No. 
50, sent.to the Senate, the report of the Secretary 
of the Navy in relation to ocean steamers in the 
employment of the United States. I find a letter 
from Commodore Perry, addressed to the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, which I have-not time to read 
in full. “I will read, however, a few sentences 
from it, which give the contradiction, in so many 
words, to the declaration which has been made so 
repeatedly by intelligent gentlemen upon this floor, 
that these steamers are unfit for war purposes. 
Here is the extract from Commodore Perry’s let- 
ter to the Secretary of the Navy, dated February 
18, 1852: 


«I now proceed to reply to the first division of the in- 


| quiry, as follows : 


t Question first. ‘ Whether the steamships employed in 
the transportation of the United States mail, under con- * 
tract with the Navy Department, or any other steamships 
employed in the transportation of our foreign mails, are in 
all respects suitable for immediate conversion into steamers 
for war purposes, capable of carrying the armament or bat- 
tery appropriate to the class specified in the contract ?? 

“ In answer to the foregoing (first) question, I am of 
opinion that they are not, imal respecte, suitable, 
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+ Question 2d. ‘And if not suitable for such immediate 
conversion, whether they could be altered so as to make 
them efficient war steamers?? F 

« Answer. The following named Atlantic steamers may 
be converted, by slight alterations, into war steamers of the 
first class: Of Collins line—The Atlantic, Pacific, Arctic, 
‘and Baltic. Of Law’s line—the Ohio, Georgia, and Illi- 
nois, Of Mortimer Livingston’s line—the Humboldt and 
Franklin. 

` e Pacifie steamers. Of Aspinwall’s line—first class—the 
Golden Gate; second class, the Panama, Oregon, Califor- 
nia, and Columbia. 

€ The foregoing vessels of the respective contracts are 
variously constructed as to materials, fastening, strength, 
and model. 

«c According to my calculation, the cost of conversion of 
either of the beforementioned vessels, exclusive of arma- 
ments, repair of machinery, and ordinary repair, would 


not, or certainly ought not, exceed for steamers of the first | 


class, $20,000, and. for steamers of the second class, 


$15,000; and it would be readily done for this at any of | 


our navy-yards—provided, that useless alterations were not 
made.” -` i 


What necessityor propriety is there for gentle- 


men rising in an American House of Representa- i 


tives, and informing members of this House, and 
the people of this country, that four Atlantic steam- 
ers, costing more than any other in the world, 
constructed under the supervision of your own 
officers of the Navy, at a cost of $700,000 or 
$800,000 each, and built insuch a way as to make 
them available for war purposes, are not suitable 
for war steamers, in the opinion of British officers, 
when we Mave here the proof, from one of the 
most distinguished officers in the Navy of the 
United States to the contrary? Gentlemen say 
that no application has been made for this increase 
of compensation to the Collins line from any large 
number of American citizens. I am’ informed— 
and if I am not correctly advised the chairman of 
the Naval Committee‘ will correct me—that there 
are thirty-two petitions, numerously signed, by the 


principal business men in the large cities of the | 


nited States, praying Congress to aid inupholding 
and continuing this Collins line as a national en- 
terprise, greatly conducive to the public interests, 
and of immense benefit to the country, in the 
transportation of your mails, and in strengthening 
your naval marine in time of war, if we should 
unfortunately be engaged in war hereafter. The 
establishment of this line has already effected great 
benefit to the country. I will state, in answer.to 
the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. CAMPBELL] 
who says that we, who support this increased ap- 
propriation to keep up this line for the transport- 
ation of the mail between the United States and 
England, withhold appropriations. necessary for 
the improvement of Western harbors and rivers, 
that he is greatly mistaken. Ihave always been 
the advocate of liberal appropriations for these ob- 
jects. During the last Congress, I madea speech 
in favor of the passage of abill to improve the con- 


dition of Western rivers and harbors, and the | 
Whigs of Congress generally voted in favor of | 


liberal appropriations for the improvement of 
‘Western rivers andharbors. But it was killed in 


the Senate by Democratic members, after having | 
I have many reasons for up- | 


assed this House. 
holding this Collins line. It is no longer a private 
enterprise wholly—the Government having a very 
large interest in it, and now holding liens on all the 
vessels for moneys advanced; and the Government 
and people are deeply interested in keeping up 
this Americah line of ocean steam navigation. 

{Here the hammer fell.] _ 

The question then being upon Mr. Orr’s amend- 
ment,. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. STANTON, 
of Tennessee, and Henpricks were appointed. 

The question being put, the tellers reported— 
ayes 50, noes 73. i 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved that 
the committee rise. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. Briecs and Vrnantx appointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 67, noes TA. 

So the committee refused to rise. ` 


Mr. VENABLE. I propose to amend the 
amendment by moving as a substitute the substi- 
tute offered by the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Orr,] with the addition of $50,000. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. rise to a 
question of order. My point of order is, that this 
particular clause has been voted upon, and every 
amendment which has been offered to it, until the 


‘five-minutes rule has been adopted. 


substitute was offered. The substitute has been 
voted down, and now, according to the rule re- 
peated again and again, it is too late, and itis not 
in order to offer an amendment to the original 
clause. . f 

_ Mr. VENABLE. This is a different proposi- 
tion.* y 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the point of order raised by the gentleman 
from ‘Tennessee is this: that a motion to strike 
out and insert having been lost, another motion to 
strike out and insert different matter is not in 
order. 

Mr. STANTON. My point of order is, that 
it is not in order to amend the original proposi- 
tion. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe motion of the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina [Mr. VenaBLE] is to 
strike out the original proposition, and insert 
other matter, the Chair thinks the gentleman will 
be in order. : 

Mr. VENABLE. Mr. Chairman, I have taken 
no part in the debate upon this question since the 
I am reluct- 
ant to consume the time of the House now, and 
feel so unwell as to be particularly disinclined to 
engage in the discussion, But a desire to place 
myself right upon the Journal of this House, and 
an abiding confidence that the country will be in- 
formed concerning its action, constrains më to offer 
the substitute now submitted. Should this ap- 
propriation pass as reported in this deficiency bill, 
{ feel peculiarly anxious that those interested in 
my character as a statesman and a Representative, 
may find the evidence that I am clear of the whole 
responsibility. The advocates of this measure 
have uniformly defended it upon the certainty of 
the return of the advances made by the Govern- 
ment through the postages accruing from the line. 
This was the assurauce upon the first suggestion 
of the measure, and has been urged as a reason 
for every advantage which has been conceded 
them on their repeated applications. Indeed, it is 
the only resource of reimbursement which has 
ever been suggested. It is true that much has 
been said of those ships as war steamers, much 
more of the glory which is to be secured for our 
country. Of the fitness of those vessels for our 
naval defense, I will not now speak. The ad- 
vances already made are amply sufficient to entitle || 
the Government to any aid which they may be 
able to give, especially when itis known that we 
shall have to pay for them before they are used; |i 
and as to the glory, I know of no system of gal- 
culation which will enable me to come to an exact |i 
conclusion as to its ‘actual value. 

But of the money concerning which such prom- || 
ises have been made—the postages which are to |) 
be poured into the Treasury—l had assumed that |; 

t 


the estimates were real and candidly made. But, 
sir, the vote upon the substitute of the gentleman 
from South Carolina [MË. Orr} has disclosed the 
most naked state of facts that I have ever known 
to be exhibited. It fixes the conclusion that those 
who have furnished the-estimates of the income 
from postages had no faith in the statements which 
they made. I now add $50,000 to the whole 
amount of postages, and tender this to answer the 
demands of this company of stockholders. Ihave 
known a tailor who made large advertisement of 
his skill in making garments, refuse his own handi- 
work in part pay for the bill for making them. I 
have often known men indisposed to take their || 
own paper in payment of their debts. But here || 
is a case in which there is a positive refusal to take |} 
the work and the bill and all the income and profits i} 

} 

i 


arising from the whole enterprise, together with |! 
the debt due, and still it has been declined. We |: 
offer the ships, with all theirtonnage and capacities |i 
for profitable employment, the postages increased |; 
and increasing, and all the glory to be especially || 
the property of those adventurers, and itis rejected. ji 
I offer $50,000 more, and suppose that will also 
be rejected. Siry they claim compensation for 
conveying the mail, and refuse all the postages in 
part payment. They tell the Government of im- 
mense revenue to be derived from postages, and 
yet utterly eschew any reliance upon their own | 
declarations. Sir, the people ought to be informed; 
they will know the full extent of this delusive 
scheme sought to be fixed upon them. Sir, this 
is a test question, an experiment of the Collins 
line to ascertain whether the influences and the 
pressure which they can command, can open the i} 


i voyages are to 


i which he makes a twelve per cent. 


Treasury door. “The report of the Senate’s ‘com- 


mittee as to the other lines, gives us.a-glimpse’of 
thefuture. Itis an instinct, not confined to the hu- 
man race, to watch and ‘take advantage of inroads. 
upon the resources of others. The ¢attle'and stock: 
of every neighborhood soon learn the habits ofany 
mischievous animal that breaks down: inclosures 
and follow him in his expeditions, that they may 
enter fields through. the breach he has. made: So 
this clamorous mendicant now urging his néeces- 
sity of appropriations for relief, stands infront of 
a long line of others who are watching for the suc- 
cess of the application, preparing themselves for 
similar favors. If there fe truth in the arguments 
which are resorted to, to sustain: the, measure,” 
those who speak so confidently of profits ought to 
be willing to take the profits and postages for pay; 
or every sensible man, and the country at large, 
will consider the whole scheme asa. deliberate 
foray upon the Treasury, ; 
Mr. EVANS. . Will the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Vena e] informmehow many post 
offices and post routes can be sustained in his State 
by means of the postages alone which accrue there? 
I believe that in North Carolina, and indeed in 
every State south of Maryland, the postagés never 
have amounted to anything like a.sufficient sum 
to sustain the expenses incurred in carrying the 
mail, and in supporting the postal establishment 
in those States. Suppose any one were to predict, 
what will. undoubtedly happen, thatthe growing 


| resources; the enterprise, and the industry of those 


States, will at-some no distant period make the 
receipts more than the expéM@itures, would the 
gentleman not think the proposition.a most unjust 
one which would require that every post office and 
post route not capable now of sustaining itself 
should immediately be abolished? Yet that is his 
proposition with regard to this line. 

And pray what is it that he is willing to give 
the Collins line?. Not the whole amount of post- 
ages which it has been instrumental, directly or 
indirectly, in bringing into the Treasury. Notall 
that the postal convention, brought into existence 
by this line, gives us—but only the postage on 
letters carried by the Collins ships; and yet I ven- 
ture to predict, that in a few years the gentleman 
will be very unwilling to make any such arrange- 
ment with the lirie, because the postages will 
have increased to more than the sum now, pro- 
posed to be paid; but no private company, witli- 


Out unlimited capital can afford to wait for this 


accretion. 

Now, sir, what does the gentleman from South 
Carolina {Mr. Oxr] propose? He offers for the 
six additional trips to be performed $19,500 per 
trip, without reflecting that these additional 
be made in mid-winter, when 
scarce any passengers or any freight will be car- 


| ried, and when the voyage isa charge of its whole 


cost, and that $19,500 is the pay for a summer 


| trip. 


Let him give $65,000, the cost of each trip, as 
a remuneration for making it. This, for six trips, 
will amount to $390,000, which, added to $385,000, 
the amount now paid, will be, fora year’s service, 
Theres being almost as much as is proposed to 

e paid by this Senate amendment. : 

The honorable gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Meane] has made a labored argument about the 
profits of the Collins line. I have not time in five 
minutes to follow him; but I am prepared to say 
that he is altogether mistaken. 

The stock of the Collins line is only worth sixty 
cents on the dollar, and sells for that in the market. 
Now ordinary six per cent. being everywhere from 
ninety-five to one hundred and seventeen, ‘will the 
gentleman inform me how itis that this stock, 
, is only at 
sixty ? . 

The gentleman’s computations thus sufficiently 
refute themselves. 

Mr. ORR. I would like to ask the gentleman 
one question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ma- 
ryland has yielded the floor; and further discus- 
sion is out of order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Veni- 
pie’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. We shall never get 
this vote taken. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. GORMAN demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Jonnson, of Tennessée, 
and Howarp were appointed. - 
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‘The question was then: taken, andit was dè- 
cided in the affirmative—ayes 80, noeg.74.. -< 

‘Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having: resumed. the chair, the chairman (Mro 
Sruarr) reported thatthe Committee of the Whole 
on the-state of the Union-had had- under consider-: 
ation the state-of the Union: generally, and partic- 
ularly the amendments of the. Senate to the defi- 
ciency bill, and had comé: to no resolution thereon. 
"On motion by Mr, FLORENCE,” E i 
The House then adjourned until Monday, at 
eleven-o’clock, a.m. S 


IN SENATE. : 
> Moxpay, July 12, 1852; ae 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev..C. M. Burizr. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senateacommunication fromthe War Department, |- 
made iñ compliance with a resolution of the 25th. 
May last, requiring statements of the amounts ex- 
pended for printing, binding, and public advertis- 
ing, executed by order of that Department, from 
the 4th March, 1849,'up to 25th May, 1852; which 
‘was ordered to be laid onthe table and printed. 

Mr. CLARKE Mr, President, I have been 
requested to present to the Senate some resolutions 
that have been passed by the corporate authorities 
of the city of Georgetown, remonstrating against 
the reconstruction of the Potomac Bridze on its 
present site, and recommending some point above 
that city as a suitable location. I think it would 
be better to have them read, and then referred to 
the Committee on MË District of Columbia, 

The resolutions were accordingly read, and. so 
referred. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. DAVIS, Mr. President, I havea petition, 
signed by a large number of the principal mer- 
chants and ship-owneis of Boston, Massachusetts, 
setting forth that this Government has never re- 
cognized the independence of the Government of 
Hayti. They go on to represent. the magnitude 
of the commerce of the United States engaged in 
the trade with that country, and the importance of 
that trade; and they pray that this Government re- 
cognize it as an independent State, they deeming 
it essential to the interests of the commerce of the 
country that it should receive the protection which 
grows out of that consideration. I move to refer 
the memorial, without reading, to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

It was so referred, 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a petition of citizens 
of Jacksonville, Illinois, and a petition of citizens 
of the city of New York, praying Congress to pass 
the bill. commonly known as the “ homestead 
bill,” which were referred. to the Committee on 
Public Lands. : r 

Mr. JONES, of lowa, presented the petition of 
William D. Arnett, who complains of the heavy 
fees charged to persons who make applications for 
patents, praying that suitable persons be appointed 
in the Patent Office to consult and advise with in- 
ventors about to apply for patents; which was re- 
ferred to. the Committee on Patents and the Patent 
Office. 

Mr. BRADBURY presented the memorial of 
Harlow Spaulding, praying compensation for ser- 
vices as acting naval storekeeper at Spezia from 
1847 to 1851; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of 
Samuel H. Hempstead, praying compensation for 
services rendered as district attorney under the 
act of 17th of June, 1844, in defending claims to 
lands in Arkansas; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a petition of citizens 
of Bangor, Maine, praying that the bill granting į 
land to the States for railroads, and for other pur- | 
poses, may become a law; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CHASE presented eleven petitions of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying that the-bill now before | 
Congress, known as the “ homestead bill,” ma 
become a law; which were referred tothe Com- | 

: ie: j 
mittee on Public Lands. ; | 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of Daniel | 
Searle & Co., mail contractors, praying compen- | 
sation for additional services required of them by | 
the Post Office Department; which was referred to | 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 


“REPORT FROM.A STANDING COMMITTEE, 
--Mr. MILLER,’ from: the Committee on Fi- 


-nance, to which were=referred'the memorial and 


papers of Edwin Lordand Francis Bacon, ‘pray- 
ing a release from. certain judgments obtained in, 
favor of the United States. on bonds given for 
duties on goods imported prior to 1839, subBitted 


‘a report, acconipanied by a bill for their relief; 
: which was read:and passed to the second reading. 


The report was ordered to-be printed. -~ ; 
PENSION: AND BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 
Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Pensions, 

submitted the following resolution:  - 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed..to purchase 

five hundred copies of the pension and bounty land laws; 
with the opinions, decisions, and regulations in relation to 


those’ laws, recently compiled by” Mayo and Moulton: 
Provided, The price does not exceed $3 50 per copy. 


NEW CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of making an. appropriation 
for the erection of a custom-house at Waldoboro’, Maine. 


“NOTICES OF BILLS. 


Mr. CLARKE gave notice of his intention to 
ask leave to introduce a joint resolution directing 
the Secretary of War to cause the harbor and 
river of Providence, in the State of Rhode Island, 
to be surveyed, and an estimate made of the cost 
of clearing out said harbor. 

Mr. GWIN gave notice of his intention to ask 
leave to introduce a bill making a grant of land 
for the construction of a canal from Tulare Lake 
to the San Joaquin river, m the State of Califor- 
hia. . 

BILLS PASSED. 

The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 

An act to regulate the terms of the district court 
of the United States for the district of Iowa; 

An act for the relief of the heirs and represent- 
atives of the late Robert Sewall; 

An act to provide for the promotion of certain 
officers in the Engineer, Topographical Engineer, 
and Ordnance Corps; s 

An act for the relief of John Duff; and 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to in- 
corporate the Washington Gaslight Company,” 
approved July 8, 1848. 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE CHICAGO RIVER, 

On the motion of Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate 

roceeded to consider the bill to authorize the 
Mayor and Common Council of Chicago, Illinois, 
to excavate a portion of the public reservation at 
that place, with a view to the improvement of the 


{ navigation of the Chicago river. 


The bill was read a secoiid time and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that 
the corporate authorities of the city of Chicago 
shall have authority to excavate such portion of 
the reservation at Chicago, not exceeding the limits 
described in their memorial of January 5, 1852, as 


may be necessary, according to the plan set forth $ 


in the memorial, for the improvement of the Chi- 
cago river. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
arnendment, and ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 


_ BILOXI BAY INDIANS. 

On the motion of Mr. SEBASTIAN, the joint 
resolution authorizing the examination of theclaims 
of the Biloxi Bay Indians was read a second time 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 
to, cause to be examined and reported. upon, the 
claim of that portion of the Choctaw Indians re- 
siding east of the Mississippi river, known as the 
Biloxi Bay Indians; and when it shall appear from 
the evidence taken before, or reported by, the 
former Choctaw Commissioner, that the claimants 
were, at the date of the treaty, Choctaw heads of 
families, residing within the Choctaw territory, 
and had signified their intention to remain and be- 
come citizens of the States, and to take reservations, 
and that they resided on said lands for the period 
of five years next ensuing, or were dispossessed 
by reason of the Government having disposed of 
their lands, or on account of their fear of being 
forcibly dispossessed, or through threats of per- 
sons engaged in the emigration of the tribes; to 


allow and award:to those, falling’ within this pro- 
vision, 'ceftificates for like quantities of land, pro- 
vided. for: others of the tribe under.the third section 
of the act of August 3, 1842-—to be: issued. and 
patented to- them in full, without -the restrictions 


öf the act of 1849, or the act of March 3,1845. 


Mr. FELCH. I should like to.understand the 
nature of the bill before us. ge ai Fee 
Mr.: ADAMS. Ñ is. precisely..in conformity 


.with.what has. been done in thecae of other In- 


dians.. Testimony was taken, under a former 
commissioner, but was not-completed in time to 
be reported by him beforé’the expiration of the 
law under which it was taken. The object of this 


joint resolution is to authorize the Secretary of the 


nterior to. act.ag if the law had not expired... It 
only extends the time for the Secretary to investi- 
gate and determine upon thé testimony which has 
been reported. ‘The object is only to extend to 
these Indians the same privilege:which: has been — 
extended to other Indians inthe same condition. * 

‘The bill was reported ‘to the Senate without 
amendment; and: ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. $ : 


“SUSPENDED LAND ENTRIES: - 


` On the motion of Mr, FELCH, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the bill to revive and continue in ree for a 
limited time, the provisions of an act relative to 
suspended entries of the public lands. 

It proposes to enact that the several pen en 
ofthe act of August 3d, 1846, entitled «An act pro- 
viding for the adjustment of all suspended preémp- 
tion land claims in the several States and :Territo- 
ries”? be continued in force for the term of one year 
from the date of this act; and those provisions are 
declared applicable as well to cases which were 
inadvertently omitted to be acted on under that act, 
as to those of like character and description which 
have jarisen between the date of that act and the 
present time, and shall be regarded as applying 
to locations of bounty land warrants, as well as 
to ordinary entries or sales. It further provides 
that in all cases where patents have been issued on 
entries which were entitled to be confirmed under 
said act, such patents may be surrendered, and the 
officers, at the time of such surrender, who, by 
said act of 1846, are constituted a board: of adju- 
dication are, by this act, authorized. and empow- 
ered to. confirm such entries, and upon the can- 
celing of the outstanding patent, the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office is to be authorized to 
issue a new patent, on such confirmation, to the 
persons whose title is confirmed to their heirs or 
assigns. : f 

Mr. FELCH. The act to which allusion is. 
made in this bill, has been extended in its opera- 
tion, I believe, by two several acts. It is now 
proposed merely to extend it for a further length 
of time. When I drew up the bill in the first in- 
stance, Fframed it so as to provide for the exten- 
sion of the act for the term of one year. I pro- 
pose now to amend the bill, by striking out ‘‘one 
year,” and inserting ‘five years.” This bill is 
merely intended to enable the Department to dis- 
pose of many cases of conflicting land claims, 
where land offices have ‘been changed, or where; 
from other causes, entry has been suspended, 
without the necessity of coming to Congress in 
every particular instance. The act has been found 
to operate very beneficially heretofore, and having 
expired, it is merely proposed to renew it. 

Mr. DOWNS. Ientirely approve of the amend- 
ment which has been offered by the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands, but I could never 
see any reason why the law should be limited at 
all. The only purpose for which I rise now is to 
inquire why it is that this law, may-not be perpet- 
ual. Why should it be temporary? Certainly it 
has been very useful hetetofore, and constant ap- 
plications are made here session after session for 
its renewal. I really could never see why a law 
so beneficial and so desirable, and which seemed 
to be so necessary to carry on the land system 
satisfactorily, should be made from time to time, 
of temporary duration. I would therefore sug- 
gest to the chairman, whether it- would not be 
better to strike out the limitation, and make the 
bill perpetual. 7 ” 

Mr. FELCH. Ido not see any. good reason 
why the law should not be made perpétual, The 
fact is, however, that the cases are much less 
numerous now than they. were when the act was 
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originally passed. I believe the adjudications, at 
an early day under the first act, amounted to some 
two or three thousand cases, which were reported 
to Congress. I have no objection to increasing 
the time to ten years, if the Senator prefers that, 
or even to make the law perpetual, 

Mr. DOWNS. Say ten years. 

Mr. FELCH. Iwill modify my amendment 
by inserting ‘ten years,” instead of *‘ five years.” 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. => z 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I hope the bill will be 
postponed until to-morrow. It is one of consid- 
erable interest to the new States and Territories. 
I have not had an opportunity to look into it, and 
I am anxious to confer with a member of the 
House who has the subject under consideration, 
to know whether it will meet certain suspended 
entries. 1 move to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. FELCH. I would suggest to the Senator, 
to allow the bill to. be ordered to its engrossment, 
and then to-morrow, when it comes up upon its 


passage, he can present his objections to it, ifhe has | 


any. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will-not be sub- 
ject to amendment after it is engrossed. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


JAMES R. CREECY, 


On the motion of Mr. GWIN, the bill for the | 


relief of Colonel James R. Creecy was read a 
second time and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to authorize the payment to 
him of the sum of $552 50 in consideration of 


raising a regiment for the Mexican war. The 
bill was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


ELIZABETH F. THURSTON. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Hays, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it had passed a joint resolution for. 
the relief of Elizabeth F. Thurston, of the Terri- 
tory of Oregon. 

t was read a first and second time, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iask thatthe resolution be 
now considered. I will explain its provisions. 
Mr. Thurston was a Delegate from the Territory 
of Oregon in the last Congress. Before he started 
for home, hefranked documents and books printed 
by order of Congress to himself in Oregon. On 
his way home he died. The postmaster in Ore- 
gon refused to deliver up the books to his widow, 
and this resolution is simply to authorize the 
postmaster to deliver them to Mrs. Thurston. Í 
hope it will be passed immediately. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides that: whereas Samuel R. 
Thurston, deceased, late Delegate in Congress 
from the Territory of Oregon, did, during the pe- 
riod of his official term, frank to Lynn City, in 
that Territory, to the address of himself and wife, 
sundry books and documents; and whereas the act- 
ing deputy postmaster at Lynn City refused to 
deliver them up to Elizabeth F. Thurston, his 
widow, under the allegation that the same were 
improperly franked, and demanding the payment 


of postage as a condition precedent to their deliv- | 
ery,—the Postmaster General be directed to cause | 


the acting deputy postinaster at Lynn City, in the 
Territory of Oregon, to deliver up to Elizabeth.F. 
Thurston, widow of Samuel R. Thurston, de- 
ceased, all such hooks and documents so withheld, 
franked by, and belonging to Samuel R. Thurs- 
ton, without post office or other charges thereon. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to a third reading, 
read a third time and passed. : 


ISAAC COBB. 


On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee ofthe Whole, to consider 
the bill of the House of Representatives for the 
relief of Isaac Cobb. : It proposes to direct the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to place the name of Isaac 
Cobb, of Abbot, in the State of Maine, on thepen- 
sion list, at the rate of $24 per annum, commencing 
on the 4th of March, 1841, and to continue during 
his natural life. 

Mr. HAMLIN: This bill has at two or three 


money expended and services rendered by him in | whether any and what. further legislation is Ylecessary or 


-be no.objection to it. 


| gers on board of vessels propelled in whole or in | 


| such further provisions as he may deem proper to be made 


| by any person who will sue therefor in any court of the 


| consistent with this act, are hereby repealed. 


The. bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a third 
time and passed. ` : 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMBOATS. 


_The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act to pro- 
vide for the better security of the lives of passen- 


part by steam,” the question pending being upon 
the amendment made in Committee of the Whole 
to insert the following additional sections: 

Src. 42. And be it further enacted, That the supervising 
inspectors appointed under the provisions of this act, shall, 
within their respective districts, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, take the examination, or receive 
the statements in writing, of persons of praétical knowledge 
and experience in the navigation of steam-vessels, the con- 
struction and use of boilers, engines, machinery, and equip- 
ments, touching the form, material, and construction of en- 
gines and their appurtenances; the causes of the explosion 
of boilers, and collapse of flues, and the means of preven- 
tion ; the kind and description of safety-valves, water and 
steam- gauges or indicators; equipments tor extinguishment | 
of fires, and for the preservation of life in case of accident, 
on board of such vessels, and all other means in use or proper 
to be adopted, for the better security of the lives of persons 
on board vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam; the 
advantages and disadvantages of the different descriptions | 
of boilers, engines and their appurtenances, safety-valves, 
water and stear-gauges or indicators, equipments for the 
prevention or extinguishment of fires, and the preservation | 
of life in case of accident, in use on board such vessels; 


proper for the better. security of the lives of persons on 
board such steam-vessels ; which examination and state- 
ments so taken and received shall be transmitted to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, at such time as he shail pre- 
seribe. . 

Sec. 43. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to cause such inter- 
rogatorics to be prepared and published as in his opinion į 
may be proper to elicit the information contemplated by the 
preceding section, and upon the receipt of the examination 
and statements taken by the inspectors, shall report the 
same to Congress, together with the recommendation of 


for the better security of the lives of persons on board steam 
vessels. 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment made, as in Committee of 
the Whole, was to insert, as section forty-four, the 
following: 


Sec. 44. And be it further enacted, That all penalties 
imposed by this act may be recovered in an action of debt, 


United States. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole, were to insert: 


Sec. 45. And be it further enacted, That all parts of 
Jaws heretofore made, which are superseded by or are in- 


Sec. 46. Andbe it further enacted, That all parts of this 
act shall be in force on the Ist day of November next, ex- 
cept the requirement to have pumps aud hase to extinguish 
fires, and life-boats, which shall take effect on the lst day 
of January next. 


The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT. The twenty-eighth sec- 
tion was amended on a previous day, and passed 
over. It was now agajn considered. That sec- 


tion as amended is as follows: 

« Spc. 28. And be it further enacted, That the collector 
or other chief officer of the customs, shall retain on file all 
original certificates of the inspectors required by this act 
to be delivered to him, and shall give to the master or 
owner of the vessel therein-named, two certified copies 
thereof, one of which shall be placed by such master or 
owner in some conspicuous place in the vessel, where it | 
will be most likely to be observed by passengers and others, į 
and there kept at all times during a voyage, and while such 
vessel is recciving freight or passengers; the other shall be 
retained by such master or owner as evidence of the au- į 
thority thereby conferred ; and if any person shail receive | 
or carry any passenger on board any such steamer not hav- 
ing a certificate of approval, as required by this‘act, and a | 
certified copy thereof, placed and kept as aforesaid; or 
who shail receive or carry any gunpowder, oil of turpen- 
tine, oil of vitriol, camphene, or other explosive burning 
fluid, or materials which ignite by frietion, as freight on 
board any steamer carrying passengers, not having a cer- 
tificate authorizing the same, and a certified copy thereof 
placed and kept as aforesaid; or who shall stow or carry 
any of said articles, at a place or in a manner not author- | 
ized by such certificate, shall forfeit and pay for each j 
offense one hundred dollars, to be recovered by action of | 
debt in any court of competent Jurisdiction.’? 


Mr. GEYER. At the suggestion of the Sena- | 
tor from Massachusetts, I propose further to 
-amend the section by striking out the words ‘during 


a voyage and while. such: vessel is receiving freight 
or passengers: = The object:of the amendment.is 
to require the certificates to be kept up.at all times: 
after they are delivered... eee ERS 
The amendment was agreettot o oi OTi us 
Mr. GEYER. I-have another amendmentito 
offer to the same: section—to insert between-‘sa? 
and ‘“certificate”? the words.‘ certified: copy of | 
the;’*. and to strike out after the word‘ act?’ the’. 
words ‘and a certified copy. thereof.”’ ee 
This section as it stands, provides that the own- 
ers shall be subjected to penalties. for navigating 
vessels unless they keep exposed. the eertificate'of 
inspection and a ‘copy thereof.: I propése to re- 
quire only a certified copy. een 
The amendment was agreed to. noe en 
The section as it now stands is as follows: ~ 


“Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That the collector 


| or other cbief officer of the customs shail retain on file all 


original certificates of the inspectors. required by this act to 
be delivered to him, and shall give to the master or owner 
of the vessel therein-riamed two certified copies thereof, one 
of which shall be placed by such master or owner in some 
conspicuous place in the vessel, where it will be mostlikely 
to be observed by passengers and others, and there kept at 
all times; the other shail be retained by such master or 
owner as evidence of the authority. thereby conferred ; and’ 
if any person shall receive or carry any.passenger on board 
any such steamer not having a certified copy of the certifi- 
cate of approval, as required by this act, placed and kept 
as aforesaid; or who shall receive or carry any gunpowder, 
oil of turpentine, oil of vitriol, camphene, or other explo- > 
sive burning fluid, or materials which ignite by friction, as 
freight on board any steamer carrying passengers; not hav- 
ing a certificate authorizing the same, and a certified copy 
thereof placed and kept as aforesaid; or who shall stow or 
carry any of said ‘articles, at a place or in a manner not 
authorized by such certificate, shall forfeit and pay for each 
offense one hundred dollars, to be recovered by action of 
debt in any court of competent jurisdiction.” . . 

Mr. DAVIS. On looking over the bill, I was 
surprised to find that there was an omission which 
I supposed had been supplied. _Theintention was 
that this bill should not apply to the public vessels 
of the United States, or to vessels coming from 
foreign countries. I therefore offer the following 
amendment as an additional section, to come.in 
before the present section forty-one: é 

And be it further enacted, That this act shall not apply 
to public vessels of the United States, or vessels of other 
countries. oe 4s 

The amendment was agreed to. al 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to offer an amendment to 
the ninth section, relative to the duties of inspect- 
ors, so as to place the construction of the bill out 
of doubt, Itis to strike out the word “such,’” 
and insert “ all;” so that it will read: ‘¢ they shall 
also, once in every six months,.inspect the boilers 
of all steamers,” &e. : if ; 

The amendment was agreeéd {o. . i 

Mr. DAVIS. For a like purpose, T move to 
insert “ for one year,” so as to authorize the in- 
spectors, if satisfied that aw applicant for pilot is 
qualified, to “give him a certificate to that effect, 
authorizing him to be a pilot within the limits 
prescribed in the certificate for one year.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I movetoamend section twenty, 
which provides for the compensation of the super- 
vising inspectors, by inserting after the words 
« traveling expenses” the words, ‘Cand the actual 
‘ reasonable expenses, both to them and to.other 
‘inspectors, of transporting from place to place 
‘instruments used in inspections:’? The object is 
to cover a little expense that may be necessary in 
transporting from place to place the instruments 
used in making test trials. DE 

The amendment was agreed to. ~ 

Mr. DAVIS. Imove to amend the thirty-sixth 
section, by inserting the word ‘each’? after the 
word ‘ shall,” so that it will read: “ the inspectors 
in the following districts shall each be allowed,”’ 


| &e. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. HALE. The fourth section of the bill 
now provides— 

“That every such vessel, carrying passengers, shall have 
at lenst two boats, supplied with oars, in good condition at 
all times forservice; one of which boats shall be a metalli¢ 
life-boat, fire-proof, of approved model, not less thantwen- 
ty-five feet long, six fect six inches wide, and two feet deep, 
and in all respects a good, substantial, safe sea-boat, capa- 
ble of sustaining, inside and outside, fifty persons.” 

I move to amend this provision by striking out 
all after the word “ service; down to and includ- 
ing the word “ deep;’’ and after the word. ‘f re- 
spects’’ strike out “a; and after the word per- 
sons” insert “ each;”? so that it may read— 


That every such vessel, carrying passengers, shall have: 
+ 
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-- 2t least two boats, supplied with oars, in good. condition at 
ail times: for service; and -in all. respects good, ‘substantial, 
safe sea-boats, capable of sustaining, ‘inside: and outside, 
Atty persons each. g Epa 5 E 


I offer. this amendment to ayoid “what I under- 
` Stand to:be the effect of the bill, :which-is to com- 


el-everybody. to.“ buy Francis’s metallic. life-. 


oats. The question. was suggested the other day. 
by ‘the: honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
Bropueap;jand the honorable Senator from Mas- 
aachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] who ‘has charge of the 
bill, said. it was not the intention of the framers-of 
the bill to.compel the owners of steamboats to buy 
these particular metallic boats. 
known to all of us, that when-the‘eoiirts come to 
construe, this act, :if it ever: becomes a law, they 
will not ask what the honorable Senator who had 
charge of the bill meant, but they will ask what 
the bill itself means, Se 
Now, I understand that there is but one metal- 
- lic lifer-boat known in thecountry; and Lunder-, 
stand further—and if I am in error in this, I would 
like to'be corrected——that that metallic life-boat-is 
a patented boat, known as ‘ Francis’s metallic 
life-boat;”? that. its model and size, as to length, 
and depth, and width, are just exactly and pre- 
cisely, to a foot, and an incli what is prescribed 
here as the necessary length, depth, and breadth 
„which these boats are obliged. to be; that is, 
twenty-five feet long, six feet six inches wide, and 
two feet deep, [do not know that the informa- 
tion which I have ig correct, but I am told by those 
who pretend to know, that the description covers 
exactly Francis’s life-boats. ee 
If the bill is amended in the manner in which I 
propose, then the provision compulsory upon 


steamboat owners to buy Francis’s metallic life- | 


boats will be left out, and they will be left at lib- 
erty to purchase the best boats that can be bought 
for the purpose. {think that this, if nothing else 
in the bill, may be left to those inspectors who are 
provided for in this bill. 
Iam told further, by gentlemen who have some 
piece knowledge. upon this subject, and who 
ave not been specially consulted as to the partic- 
ulars that were to be put into the bill, that the size 
of these boats would be very inconvenient to some 
steamboats in some waters that are not. rivers; 
that is, that there are some steamboats navigating 
some bays and inlets of large bodies of water, 
which would—instead of being benefited and made 
more safe for the lives of passengers by having such 
boats—be actually incommoded, hindered, and 
obstructed by them. It will be seen that the bill 
makes no sort of provision that the life-boat shall 
bear any proportion to the length of the steamboat. 
No matter how small the steamboat is, she must 
have a metallic life-boat twenty-five feet long, six 
feet six inches wide, and two feet deep. Itis that 
provision to which [ object; and this amendment 
rings up the whole question, whether the Senate 
will compel all the steamboat proprietors in the 
United States to purchase Francis’s metallic life- 
boat. : 
It strikes me that the bill is obnoxious and liable 
to this objection. Now I think, with all defer- 
ence, that Senators had better advise themselves a 
little more ag to what is a life-boat, and what con- 
stitutes a safe, manageable, and reliable life-boat, 
before they compel the whole country to purchase 
Francis’s boat. If I am not misinformed, itis the 
opinion of some of the most practical men of the 
country, that this is no life-boat at all; and that 
without other equipments, accompaniments, or 
accoutrements, it is not a safe boat, and cannot be 
relied on. I may give as an instance, an individ- 
ual whose name I suppose is known to a great 
many members of the Senate, who has sustained 
that opinion. Captain Forbes, of Massachusetts, 
I understand, gives that as his opinion. The 
amendment which I have offered raises the ques- 
tion, whether we shall compel persons to purchase 
that boat. 


Mr. DAVIS. The remarks of the Senator 


from New Hampshire requirea word or two of 


explanation. I think that if the gentleman had a 
little more faith in those who have examined the 


subject, and if he were a little less influenced by | 


speculations made in the lobby, he would be more 
likely to arrive at correct and sound results. I 
take it to bea matter too clear to admit of contro- 
versy that the construction of such a life-boat 
as the bill refers to, and which should be, in every 
sense of the word, a good and sufficient life-boat, 


It is-well enough’. 


H 


{that such is the case from various interviews with 


an 
f The Senator says, ‘* How is it that I adopted 


jare similar to those in Mr. 
does not follow that I am indebted to him for them. 


cannot~be possibly an infringement of -the patent 
of -Mr.: Francis... have had. occasion to know |}; 


that gentleman, and-also with.the gentleman. with 
whom, as T suppese from his remarks, the Senator 
from. New. Hampshire has:consulted.. : I have had 
them both before me; and I know how anxious 
both-are that Congress ‘should adopt a provision | 
compelling the purchase of a patented article. It 
has. been my intention. to<steer clear of such a 
proposition, and to,leave the supply of these boats 
open: to competition. I have-been assured. again 
and again by Mr. Francis that he does not.claim 
to be the sole patentee of the metallic: life-boat, 
but that he claims to be merely the patentee of a 
peculiar kind of tife-boat. I do not prépose to 
compel any steamboat owner to’ purchase a boat 
of that structure. I have been careful in that re- 
spect, and have no doubt at all as to the construc- 
tion that will be genérally put upon that section of 
the bill. I amactuated by a principlethat I avowed 
here on Friday; that is, that we should not intro- 
duce any clause into our legislation which would 
have the effect of compelling a person to purchase | 
article of a particular individual. i i 


just the dimensions of the life-boat registered by 

r. Francis in the Patent Office?” If the Sena- 
tor is correct, and the dimensions mentioned here 
‘Francis’s patent, it 


I obtained them more than a year ago from a dis- 
tinguished officer of the Navy, to whom I ad- 
dresséd a letter requesting ‘information as to the 
proper dimensions. That officer, who is now in 
this city, and at the head of a bureau, sent the 
information I desired, and I adopted it at once, 
feeling more safety in trusting to his judgment 
than to my own. T think it is a material point to 
stipulate that the boat should not be of a less size 
than that mentioned in the bill, for a boat of con- 
siderable size possesses many great advantages. 
She is safér, and more capable of performing the 
service required of her, than a small boat ina 
rough sea; and itis well known that these small 
boats, on many occasions, have proved not only 
inefficient but dangerous. Forthis reason I thought 
it best that we should adopt such a size as was 
adequate in the judgment of able and experienced 
men. 

The Senator says that in some cases—for in- 
stance in rivers—it would not be safe for steamers 
to carry several boats of this large size; but I think 
I have rendered the observation unnecesgary, hav- 
ing provided that vessels navigating interior waters 
and still waters should be compelled by the in- 
spectors to carry but one life-boat, of proper di- 
mensions, and made of metal. 

Mr. HALE. Where is that provision made? 

Mr.. GEYER. In the fourth section. 

Mr. DAVIS, Itis is in these words: 


tt Provided, however, That ferry and tow-boats shall be 
exempt from the obligation to carry the life-boats herein pro- 
vided for; and the inspectors are hereby autborized to grant 
a like dispensation to steamers of light draught, navigating 
small or shailow rivers, and also to allow, any other steam- 
ers navigating rivers only to carry but one life-boat, the same | 
being of suitable model. and dimensions, and made of 
metal.” 


I thought that I had made all the accommoda- 
tion which could be requgred, when I provided 
that the smaller class of boats should be freed from 
the operation of this bill, in that respect, and in 
the other cases referred to in the proviso, having 
granted the inspectors a discretionary power. 

Now, on this point, Mr. President, allow me to 
say one word. I put itto you, and I put it to the 
Senate, whether suitable and adequate provisions 
were ever made for the preservation of life, by any 
measures which have hitherto’ been adopted ? Look 
into the statistics which have been furnished from 
the Treasury Department, and see what an im- 
mense sacrifice of human life there has been in 
cases where steamboats have been wrecked in our 
rivers by snags or by rocks, or where they have 
been destroyed by fire. The sacrifice of life is 
generally enormous, and in almost all these cages s 
so far as I have been able to trace out the particu- 
lars of their history, that loss of life has been 
owing to the want of proper and suitable means 
to take passengers from the boats to the shore, al- 
though the wrecked or burning steamboat might 
be within a very short distance of the shore. It | 
is but a short time since a boat was destroyed upon 
Lake Erie, and although she wasso near the shore | 


as actually to run aground, two hundred and fifty 
persons perished for the want of suitable means: 
of escaping: tothe shore. Tt has been against ac-_ 


_cidents of this sort that l have endeavored to pro- ~ 
vide in this bill. “Some suitable means are neces~ A 


sary: to take passéngers tothe shore, however near 


‘the boat may be,-and that.is all that I wish.to in? 


sure by this provision. > T kad no idea in mý mind *- 
of. introducing’ into ‘the bill anything that should: 
encumber the commerce of the country, or cause: 


i any inconvenience to the provisions of commercial 


business. Hence, after this bill’was drafted, I: 
was induced to make some: modification, and’ to. 
leave itin the discretion of inspectors of boats,’ 
whether they should carry morethan one life-boat: 
upon the steamboats navigating the rivers. I have’ 


` stated my reasons for réquiring metallic life-boats.: 


In’ the: first’ place, they enduré a. much longer 
service; in the next place, they, will never leak, if 
properly made; in the last ‘place, they are incom- 
bustible in their character, and meet all those con- 
tingencies which spring up where ‘it’ is necessary 
to escape from a burning boat. I have left: the’ 
provisions of the bill so that the gunwales may 

e constructed with such floats as they see fitto 
ü : 


se. E 
If Mr. Stanton, with his vulcanized float, as'he 
calls it, can turn any vessel into a life-boat-~as he 
says he can—ifa metallic boat, or any other struc- 
ture sustained by these floats, will, in the judg- 
ment of the inspectors, answer the purpose, they 
will pass them, and if not, they will not pass 
them. I would rather have the question settled 
by the inspectors, than to undertake to settle that 
complicated question here in the Senate. : 

r. HALE. The very object of the Senator 
from Massachusetts is the object at which Tam 
aiming. I would remark, however, that-I was.a 
little surprised that he should say I had not taken 
pains to inform myself in regard to this matter by 
other means than by consulting with persons in 
the lobby. Sir, if the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has not had behind and around him a whole 


corps of persons with whom he has been in 


consultation is 
Mr. DAVIS.: Yes, sir; but they were not pat- 
entees. . aig es ne 
Mr. HALE. [I did not say whether they were 
atentees or not; neither did’ the Senator from `. 
Massachusetts. The honorable Senator has not 
answered the objection which I made.. He has. 
described a metallic life-boat, so many feet long, 
aud so many feet and inches wide, and so many. 
feet deep. I am told, by a reference to the Patent 
Office, that exactly such a boat as that described 
in the bill—or so nearly so, that it varies only one 
inch—is a*boat which has been patented. The 
honorable Senator says that he did not obtain his 
dimensions there, but from an officer of the Navy. 
I have been told—and I have no doubt it.is the 
fact—that these are the dimensions of Mr. Fran- 
cis’s life-boat. If it is, then you compel these 
gentlemen to get a metallic life-boat, answering, in 
every particular, to the length, width, and depth 
of Mr. Francis’s life-boat. - Well, sir, what makes 
it a life-boat?) There is but one metallic life-boat, 
that I know of, and that is the one having air 
chambers init. Then it seems to me that, by this 
section, as it now stands, you compel all owners 
of steamboats to purchase this very boat. I want 
to strike all that out, and leave it to the owners of 
steamboats, and others concerned, to get the best 
boatsthey can. 1 want to leave them at liberty in 
this respect. I do not want to give them Hob- 
son’s choice—take this or nothing. The honor- 
able Senator, no doubt, got his information from 
somebody who is not a patentee in regard to the 
proper dimensions of this metallic life-boat; but not- 
withstanding that, it appears to me that he has got 
in the bill just precisely such a provision as will 
compel everybody concerned to purchase this boat, 
and no other, whether it should turn out, on in- 
vestigation, to be the best boat or not; and that is 
a provision which I want the Senate to refuse to 
adhereto. Let them have two boats, the best that 
can be found, composed either.of metal, or of any 
other material, as the inspectors may think. best. 
But if we are to compel this particular patented 
boat to be used, then say so at once, and right 
out; and do not indicate it by giving the precise 
dimensions of this boat, as well as the material of 
which it is made. 
But, sir, this bill appears to me to be liable to 
another objection. It provides that there shall-be 
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two boats, one of them ofa given size, but the other 
may be no larger than the hull of an acorn: 

“ Every vessel, carrying passengers, shall have at least 
two boats supplied with oars, in good condition at all times 
for service, one of which boats shall be a- metallic life- 
boat, fire-proof, of approved model, not less than twenty- 
five feet long, six feet six inches wide, and two feet deep, 
and in all respects a good, substantial, safe sea-boat, capa- 
bie of sustaining inside and outside fifty persons, with life- 
lines attached to the gunwale.”’ 


Such is the language of the bill as it now stands. 
Thus, while you have all the dimensions of one 
boat, with a variety of other particulars in regard 
to what it shall be, there is no description what- 
ever of what the other boat shall be. Now, I will 
ask the Secretary to read from the desk the amend- 
ment as [ propose it. 

The amendment was read by the Secretary, as 
follows: 

Strike out of the fourth section, lines four, five, and six, 
the following words: 

One of which boats shall be a metallic life-boat, fire- 


proof, of approved model, not Jess than twenty-five feet 
long, six feet six inches wide, and two feet deep. 


Mr. HALE. Now read that part of the sec- 
tion as it will read with the omission of these 
words. « ; 

. That portion of the section was accordingly 
read, as follows: i 

“That every stich vessel, carrying passengers, shall have 
atleast two boats supplied with oars, in good condition at 
all times for service, and in all respects be good, substan- 


tial, safe sea-boats, each capable of sustaining fifty per- 
sons,” &e. ‘ 


Mr. HALE. Should the Senate see fit to adopt 
this amendment, it will throw the whole thing 
open; it will give the inspectors the discretion of 
taking what they believe to be the best boats. It 
may be possible to amend the bill in other re- 
spects, but in regard to these boats I propose to 
give the widest latitude—the world at large—to 
get these boats from, so that the best may be had, 
and not to confine the selection to this one par- 
ticular boat of the dimensions prescribed in the 
bill.. I charge upon the bill that it compels every 
man who owns or sails a steamboat, whether he 
will or not, to purchase the patented life-boat of 
Mr. Francis; and the Senate has already declared 


that it is not their intention to pass a provision h 


having such a meaning, or that they should be 
compelled to purchase any patented article. But 
df the Senate insist upon the principle that they 
will compel the best article to be bought, whether 
it is patented or not, then I have an argument 
with them as to whether this boat of Mr. Francis 
is the best that can be got. Till that, however, is 
settled, I have nothing in the world to say. I 
think the best way would be to leave the whole 
subject open. z i ~ 

Mr. DAVIS. I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire does not understand the. purpose 
aimed at in drawing this section of the bill, I 
suppose that every steamer which floats carries at 
least one boat; ordinarily, I believe, they carry 
two. This provision requires that they shall have 
two, one of which at least shall be a life-boat, and 
made of metal. | did not undertake to prescribe the 
dimensions of the other boat, for this reason: that 
is the boat in the ordinary use of the vessel, and 
those who navigate the vessel are the best judges 
of the dimensions and character of the boat which 
they wish to employ in daily service. I leave 
that to their judgment, for the very obvious reason 
that they are the best judges of what suits their 
convenience. A boat of the size which the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire intends to provide, 
competent to carry fifty persons, with life-lines 
attached to the gunwales, would be a very inconve- 
nient boat for the ordinary service of a steamer, 
and therefore it is that I think that portion of the 
billshould not be changed, and that the owners or 


5 j i 
masters of vessels should be left to determine upon | 


the size of the boat employed in ordinary service. 
'The Senator leaves out of sight the fact that for 


every addition of fifty persons, we require an ad- | 


ditional life-boat, except upon the rivers, made to 
carry at least fifty persons. We, however, re- 
quire but one boat to be metallic, leaving it at the 
option of those who furnish the boats to have 


them of metal or of wood, only requiring that | 


they shall be safe boats, and capable of carrying 
fifty persons, This is putting to a close shift 
enough to sustain life, and you necessarily will 
puta portion of them even then into the water 
upon the life-lines. It was never supposed that 


| I suppose, has shown that a boat of about. that 


all could, in every case, be sustained by boats, but 
that the weaker, the children and the females, 
and those who would be incompetent to sustain 
themselves in the water, might take ‘their posi- 
tion in the boats. Thevery terms.in which the 
provision is expressed show that it will bein many 
cases, and in ‘many’ circumstances, impossible 
to save life. in- the way that it is desirable. The 
provision is not large enough for it. The only 
cases in which the life-boat for every fifty persons 
is dispensed with, is upon the rivers, and where 
the inspectors shall be satisfied that the other pro- 
visions made by the owners are adequate and am- | 
ple for the preservation of human life. The 
reason why | do not go on and require an addi- 
tional boat for each addition of fifty persons, in } 
boats navigating the rivers, is this: It 19 said that 
it will be an encumbrance to vessels. To vessels 
of a large size I am aware that it would be an en- 
eumbrance to have to carry a life-boat for each of | 
the fifty passengers on board. I leave it, there- | 
fore, to the judgment of the inspectors who are 
upon the spot, and who can see what provisions 
are made for the preservation of life, and who un- 
derstand that they are required to see that they 
are ample. If they are satisfied with the descrip- 
tion of means for escape, required by this act, 
then we are content that they shall say that the 
vessel shall engage in business with other means 
for the preservation of the lives of passengers. 
But I do think the Senate should make some suit- 
able and adequate provision for the preservation 
i of life, the destruction of which has been enor- | 
| mous; and it is quite time that some provision | 
| was made for its better protection. Before the 
| Senate strikes out the provision requiring a metal- 
i lic life-boat, I hope they will consider the matter | 
well, and not be carried away with the idea that | 
the bill subjects the owners of boats to purchase | 
such life-boats as-are patented. I do not under- | 
stand it so at all. If it was so, I should ask to | 
| have this very provision struck out. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire says, that this provis- 
| ion will require the purchase of a patented boat. 
But what evidence does he bring that it is so? 
He says the dimensions of the boat as described 
in the bill’ are precisely the same as those of a 

articular patented boat. Suppose that is true. 

oes he undertake to say that any man can pat- 
ent the size ofa boat? No man undertakes such 
a thing as that. That is out of his reach. This} 
size is taken because it isa convenient one for 
this particular purpose. 

1 should not have the least objection to varying 
the dimensions, provided it can be done without | 
impairing the usefulness of the boat. Experience, } 


size, is the right kind of boat for passing through | 
the surf and be employed in service of this de- | 
scription. I have also the word of Mr. Francis 
himself, and madecomplainingly, too, that the bill | 
does not touch his patent at all. He is avery re- 
spectable man, and he was very anxious that I! 
kouli embrace his patent. I have tried nottodo | 
it; and he says that the bill does not embrace it. į 
He has a boat which is patented, made of corru- ; 
gated iron, made in a particular way, by which he | 
considers the iron is greatly strengthened. He has | 
said to me again and again, that the privilege of 
making metallic life-bd&ts is open to all the world. 
That is the way in which I understand it too. 
There is no purpose of touching the patent of any į 
body. I meant to steer clear of the whole of that | 
thing, and I hope the poser will be maintained. | 
Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from Massachu- 


|! than that one which provides that stea 


| 
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| perfection which it now possesses. 
i 
| 


l 
setts [Mr. Dayıs] has stated some of the reasons | 
which would induce me to go with him in oppos- | 

roposed by the Senator from | 
New Hampshire. Bat there are some other rea- ! 
sons to which he has not alluded, and to which I 
will ask the attention of the Senate. l 
The bill has been prepared with great attention 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] | 
and much credit is due to him for the degree of | 
In my judg- 
ment there is no one provision of the bill of more : 
importance in regard to the security of public life | 
mboats shall | 
be provided with fire-proof boats, If that is 
| stricken out I know of no other provision that may 
‘not as well be erased. The Senator from New 


| Hampshire tells us that he designs to leave the 


ing the amendment 


F 
1 
{ 


tition; or in other words, to leave it to the discre- 


| matter open; to give to parties the right of compe- |. 


*r > 

tion of the owners of the boat to say whichis the 
best for the purpose.” If the argument of the Sen- < 
ator proves anything itproves altogether too'much.: | 
It simply goes to the extent that you should place. . 
no restriction upon those who undertake the busi-: 
ness of transporting passengers from place to place; 
but that he should be allowed todo everything 
according to the best mode. which his’ judgment 
may suggest. Now, it is to obviate that ver 
thing that the provisions and penalties in this bil 
have been provided.’ It is for the purpose of com- 
pelling those persons who own boats to have them 
inspected by competent’ avid disinterested persons: 
ie the purpose of making'them safe for the pub- 
ic. ` = : 

If the Senator from New Hampshire had looked: 
into the statistics which have been collected ‘in re- 
gard to this matter, he would have found that, in 
nearly one half of those instances in which boats 
have been destroyed by fire, the great loss of life. 
has been caused by the want of fire-proof boats; ` 
and yet, in the face of this, he would leave it open 
to competition, and there might, after all, be no fire- 
proof boat there, as it might not be in accordance 
with the interests or. the wishes of those who own 
or sail the boat. I repeat, that this is: one-of the 
most important provisions of the:bill. It may not 
be of such vital importance to vessels on. our 
rivers as to those upon the ocean and the Jakes; ” 
but let those who have witnessed or heard of the 
sad calamities from fire, where no. metallic: life- 
boats have been found, answer. whether’ or not 
these boats should be adopted.. Sir, we all know 
that the cry of “ fire ° on board.a vessel is. as 
horrifying to all on board as iss the sound of the 
breakers on a lee-shore to the ear of the sailor, 
The Senator from New Hampshire would have 
this provision in regard to metallic life-boats 
stricken out. He would have no life-boats which 
are patented. He would not compel those who 
own steamboats to purchase those life-boats which - 
are patented! Very well, sir; neither would I. 
The Senator will, perhaps, allow me to ask him 
if, by this amendment, he does not intend so to 
construct the bill as to have Stanton’s boat? I 
suppose so. I suppose that the friends of that 
boat have had the ear of the honorable Senator. 
Why did they not go to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ask for an investigation, instead of 
going about the lobbies of the Capitol in this way, 
for the purpose of getting this provision stricken 
out? I may be mistaken; but I apprehend that, 
if the Senator will answer me frankly, be will say, 
that it was his design to bring in this boat as 
within the class of boats to be used by the steam- 
ers. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, I think, has: 
very well answered the objection raised by the 
Senator from New Hampshire to this provision. 
I think the Senator from Massachusetts is’ per- 
fectly right in the construction put by him on that 
portion of the bill, and that there can be no mis- 
take about the correctness of his assertion, that it 
will not compel the owners of steamers to pur- 
chase Mr. Francis’s patent life-boat; that boat 
may be as long, as wide, and as deep as the one 
which steamboat owners will be obliged to obtain 
under this law, but those are not the qualities pat- 
ented by Mr. Francis. In his application for.a 
patent, he may have described his boat as being 
of similar dimensions, for aught I] know, but that 
is not the thing for which Mr. Francis claims a 
patent; itis for the material, and the.manner in 
which that material, corrugated iron, is worked 
into the boat, that he claims the patent, so that if 
any other person were to construct a life-boat 
of plain iron—even though it were of the same 
dimensions with Mr. Francis’s boat, yet it would 
not be an infraction ofhis patent. Theaircham- 
bers, and all the other matters which render his 
boat peculiar, are also described in his application, 
and every one, oñ comparing it with this bill, must 
perceive that it is not the boat described here. 
They are both metallic life-boats which are spoken 
of, it is true, but it is incorrect to suppose that the 
metallic life-boat which steamboat proprietors 
would, in accordance with the terms of the billy be 
obliged to procure, is identical with Mr. Francis’s 
boat.. In reply to the argument. of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, in favor of leaving it ‘to the 
discretion of the persons who will have to. pur- 
chase, to decide what kind of lifeboat they will 
get, whether metallic, or otherwise, it might be 
asked: what necessity is there-for imposing any 
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‘restrictions on: them at all? Why. compel them, 
by another provision of this bill, to submit for èx- 
‘amination by-the inspectors, the iron of which the: 
boilers are-to be made?) Why not. leave them- 
open to- purchase. the ‘best article inthe market, 
according totheir own judgment?: Why place any 
restrictions ‘on: the manner. of “constructing. the 
boats? te hos Pee ee 


t There is ‘no ‘provision in’ the bill of more im- | 


portance, in-my opinion, than that which renders 
it compulsory to have a’ fire-proof Jife-boat on 
‘boatd steamers. That is my view of the matter; 
and T hope that the Senate will reject. the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. ~~ 

| Mr. HALE. [rather despair of being under- 
stood by the Senate, if I have failed of being un- 
derstood by -so` intelligent. gentleman as the 
chairman. of ‘the. Committee on Commerce, (Mr. 
Hamuw.]. Iwill in the first place, however, an- 
swerhis question. He ‘wants to know if I have 
not spoken to somebody out of the Senate Cham- 
ber; and the inquiry was put with an air: that 
seemed to imply that it was a crime, which should 
at least subject a man to the censure of the Senate. 
Now, I have seen in the newspapers accounts of 
persons coming here, who were interested in get- 
ting the ear of members of Congress, and giving 
dimers, and having hampers of champagne come 
by the railroad, and everything of that sort, and 
I have seen accounts of very sumptuous entertain- 
ments, to which members of Congress were in- 
vited by persons interested in matters before Con- 
gress, and.as [ have been questioned by the Sen- 
ator from Maine, I will makea clean breast of it. 
I do not know that I ever dined with any of these 
gentlemen that come here’ for the purpose that I 
have suggested, and as for ever having drank with 
them, I never did, for I have not tasted a drop 
of spirits for twenty years; but I believe I did 
once smoke a cigar with a gentleman of that de- 
scription, for I recollect that on one ‘occasion 
when I had been smoking witha gentleman, he told 
me that -he was an agent for some patentee, who 
had something before Congress. I admit thata 
gentleman has actually spoken to me—[laughter] 
—a gentleman has spoken to me on this matter, 
outside of the Senate Chamber. But gentlemen 
have not come to wing my seat on both sides of 
me for several days, while a'matter has been going 
on; nothing of that sort. i 

The Senator seems to suppose that I propose 
to strike out the provision which requires life- 
boats. No such thing. The Senator asks me a 
question, and desires a candid answer, which I 
will give him. He wants to know whether, if we 
strike out Francis’s life-boat, which is now inthe 
bill, have not another to offer? I will say that 
I do not intend to offer any. Thavé no other mo- 
tion to make. If the Committee on Commerce 
will put in a provision which shall secure to the 
public the best safeguards which the inventions of 
science and the discoveries of practical men can 
bring to their purpose, that is all I ask, and all I 
want, 

I have been peculiarly fortunate in my position 
in the Senate. I have been so well known by the 
outsiders that they never come to me for influence. 
I recollect that when I was making a speech on 
one occasion in the State of New Hampshite, I 
remarked that it was a peculiarly fortunate cir- 


cumstance in my position here that no candidate | 


for public favors or public influence ever troubled 
me. A man at once responded, “ That is true, 
for I went there for an office, and I avoided you 
as I would the plague.” Whatever else I have 
done, in these things gentlemen must exonerate 
me. I have walked as safe from all appeals for 
such influence as if I was all covered with a lep- 
rous: disease, amongst these harpies that come 
here to feed and fatten upon the public Treasury. 
There is that advantage in being an Abolitionist 
or a Free-Soiler. [Laughter.] You do not have 
such vermin as that around you. They will keep 
away from you, and I will submit to any other 
charge under heaven but that of having anything 
to do with them, and whenever that charge is 
brought I will tell you my hands are clean. I 
claim no approbation for that, as though I was 
the most virtuous man in the world, but because 
none haye been here to apply to me. 
having a patent and coming here for a fat job has 


No man | 


been such a fool as to come to me; he‘ knows | 


better, and goes somewhere else, 
matter to stand here, and to have suggested the 


I claim in this- 


“Mews which I did without any sinister influences 


of applications or-offers.. Neither myself nor any. 
friend that have on earth, that I know anything | 


about, is to be-benefited. a thousandth’ part of a 
hair by this. or any: other amendment, and the 
| only interest 1 have in it personally, is, that I 


| hope some time or-other-to-go as far South and 
q West as I can, ‘with.safety, [laughter,] and with- 


out: danger from accidents upon steamboats. and 
from ‘other casualities, and I Want the legislation 
of the country, in:eommon with-all other. citizens, 
to. be such as: to ‘give equal.and impartial protec- 
tion: to-everybedy..-. Bini f S 
How.cai gentlemen, lawyers, educated men— 
men who are familiar with the forms and:phrases 
of common and of legal language, get up hereand 


| tell me, that ifa man has gota patent: life-boat, 


in which the proportions enter into the patent, and 
that he has described it, and then come forward 
and describe in their bill just exactly such a boat 
—Just so long, just so wide, and just so deep, and 
a metallic life-boat, and no other metallic lite-boat 
being in existence except that one which is pat- 
ented, how can ‘they tell me that. the boat they 
describe is not the patented boat? I do not believe 
either-of these gentlemen can stand up and look 
himself in the face in a mirror and tell himself so. 
(Laughter.} They would feel in a ridiculous po- 
sition if they were to attempt it. It is in the bill, 
and I want it stricken out; and I do not wish to 
have anything put in except that which. shall best 
subserve the object of this bill—the safety, and the 
greatest degree of safety, to’ everybody; and the 
very pertinacity with which this provision is ad- 
hered to, convinces me with tenfold force of the 
propriety of striking it out. 

ir, Since it has been so fashionable, under such 
high authority, to ask gentlemen if they have not 
been spoken to outside of the Senate, I would like 
to ask those honorable gentlemen if they have not 
been spoken to—talked to ?—nothing else. Have 
they not been talked to outside of the Senate and 
inside of the Senate? Haye not those gentlemen 
violated the very ‘rules of the Senate, which for- 
bid that there should be whispering and talking, 
and attending. to other business when gentlemen 
are endeavoring to enlighten them? [Laughter.] 
But, sir, all that has been done. 
going to have a bill for the better security of life 
on board of steamboats, why have it; make a 
clean thing of it, and do not let it be a bill for the 
better security of life, and for other purposes, by 
putting into it a patented life-boat, and thereby 
make the owner of the boat the richest man in 
the United States of America. I am willing that 
the bill should assume any shape the Senate ma: 
deem best; but if the Senate go to putting into it 
a patented article, on the ground that itis the best, 
then I am-ready to go into an argument as to 
which is the best article. -I want, however, to 
strike out this provision, and thereby avoid such 
a discussion. All that I propose, as the Senate 
will see, is not to insert a single word. If the 
Senate will strike this out, then it would be open 
to amendment by inserting “the best life-boat, 
combining all the qualities of economy and safety 
that can be devised,” or some such words. What 
is the objection to it Why must the number of 
feet and inches, and the width and the depth, 
which are here mentioned fbe adhered to? If you 
want to include patents, why put them it at once; 
but if you want to strike them out, then strike 
them out so that it shall be clearly seen what is 
the design of the Senate in this respect. If the 
committee think we should have metallic boats 
with air-chambers, let us have them; let them 
have the best thing that can be had. But if the 


is patented, then I may have an argument as to 


that now. I have as little interest in the matter 
as anybody. 

Mr. DAVIS. I have only one word to say in 
reply, and that is, if the Senator from New Hamp- 


should, in all cases, be of the exact dimensions 
described in the bill, he is mistaken. 
require is, that the life-boat shall not be of a less 
size than that mentioned. The object was to in- 
sure the employment of boats of such a class ag 
would be capable of performing the important 
duties contemplated. They may be as much 
larger than the size described as parties may 


Now, if you are | 


committee will doa thing which they say they did ; 
not mean to do, and thus put in an article which | 


which is the best. Fswill not, however, enter into | 


shire believes that we require that the life-boat | 


All that we! 


choose; in that respect, it ia not my intention to 
impose any limits, and the bill was never so de- 
signed... 02 > o S : 

_. Mr. RUSK. | The adoption.of the amendment 
of. the Senator. from. New Hampshire would de- 
-prive this- bill of a large. portionof its merits. T 
venture the assertion that.an examination: into: 
-statistics will show that in all the accidents which 
have happened to.steamers near shore, by far the 
greater proportion of deaths has been caused. by 
the want of méans to reach shore, ratherthan from 
any other cause; yet, the: Senator from New 
Hampshire requires us to-strike out the absolute 
requirement which the bill imposes on the ownera 
‘and navigators of steamers to provide a lifeboat 
for the purpose of carrying off the passengers in 
case of fire or wreck, andhe assumes that these 
life-boats are patented, and that the bill.is intended 
to cover the patent. The only proof which he 
has brought in support of this-assumption, still 
put forward by the Senator in spite of thethrice- 
reiterated declaration of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that the bill does not touch the patent 
is the assértion that the bill describes.a boat-of the 
same size as that which Mr. Francis is said to 
have. patented: But that argument. now drops 
from under him, for it is evident that the bill does 
not require that the life-boat shall be of the exact 
dimensions therein set forth; as the Senator from 
Massachusetts has clearly shown the dimensions 
mentioned constitute merély the minimum size of 
the boats; and 1 would rather trust to the sober 
judgment of the Senator from Massachusetts than 
to the mere instinct of the Senator from New 
Hampshire. I hope that this provision of the bill 
will not be destroyed by the amendment of the 
honorable Senator. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has chosen 
to make here a confession laudatory of himself, 
and to that there can be, of course, no objection. 
But the Senator has also alluded to gentlemen now 
in the Senate Chamber, whom we have seen here 
for several days past, and whom I hope we shall 
see, until -this bill is perfected. The Senator has 
seen fit to cast reflections on those gentlemen; but, 
sir, I know them, and T tell the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire, that neither he nor I need be 
ashamed of possessing as good a character ag any 
one of these gentlemen. ‘They have no patents, 
They have been sent here by the respectable people 
ofthe Western country, who are interestedin steam- 
boat navigation, and whose lives: are constantly 
exposed to danger, in consequence of the want of 
some degree of caution; selected as intelligent men 
who have been engaged in steamboat navigation 
themselves, and thoroughly conversant with the 
subject, and one of whom for thirty-five years 
acted as commanderof a steamboat, during which 
time, to his honor be it said, not a single accident 
occurred to him. His character may be taken as 
a standard by which to judge of the whole of these 
gentlemen. Sir, their character would not suffer 
by a comparison with that of anybody; their ob- 
ject in coming here is highly laudable; they come 

ere full of experience, which they are desirous of 
communicating to the Legislature for the purposeof 
conferring a bénefiton the whole community; and, 
allow the to say to the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire, that there would have been less 
talk about this bill if he and I knew as much 
about steamboating as these gentlemen do, and if 
we had had as much cénsultation with them aa 
the Senator from Massachusetts has had. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I made. the inquiry which 
I suggested the other day in regard to this section 
without consulting. any one. It seems to rhe, 
however, that the difference between the views of 
the Senator from New Hampshire and those of 
the Senator from Massachusetts can be easily ad-~ 
justed, The Senator from New Hampshire thinks 
that a certain life-boat called Francis’s life-boat 
would be favored if the section passes as it is now. 
The Senators from Massachusetts and Maine are 
of a different opinion. I would propose toamend 
the bill by adding at the end of this fourth section 
the following proviso: 

Provided further, That this section shall not be so cons 


strued as to compel the purchase or use of the boat known 
as Francis’s life- boat, - 


With such a proviso as that I think there can 
be no objection to the section. f 


Mr. DAVIS. I have no objection to that 


amendment at all, provided that if instead of using 
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the name of Mr. Francis you should use the 
words “ any patented life-boat.”’ 

Mr. BRODHEAD, Iam quite willing to shape 
the proviso so as to meet the wishes of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. It will then read: 


And provided further, That this section shall not be so 
coneued as to compel the purchase of any patented life- 
oat. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, [Mr. Nornis.] 
The question must first be taken on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire, unless it be withdrawn. 

The question was taken on the motion to strike 
out, and it was decided in the negative. 

The question then recurred on the adoption of ! 
the proviso, and it was agreed to. | 
Mr. CHASE. I ask leave to introduce an 
amendment, to come in at the forty-ninth line of | 
the first clause of the ninth section, after the 
word ‘‘accommodations.’? It is to insert the | 


words “for her crew and.’’ It will then read, i 


“ suitable accommodations for her crew and for į 
passengers.” 

The object of the amendment is simply to re- | 
quire the inspectors—as they are required to as- 
certain that there are suitable accommodations for 
deck passengers, to ascertain algo that there are 
suitable accommodations for the crews of boats. 
I have consulted with the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, who has the charge of the bill, and he 
has no objection to the amendment. It seems to 
me to be of considerable importance to provide for 
this class of men, who are worthy of considera- 
tion, and who are not provided for in the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GEYER. When this bill was before the || 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole, the words i 


“or spirits’? were inserted in the tenth line of the 
sixth seetion, after the’word ‘oil,’ so asto make 
it read “oil or spirits of turpentine.” I move to 
amend by striking out the words ‘or spirits.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I observe that in section 
eighteen, as the bill is now printed with the 
amendments, there are two distinct offenses cre- 
ated against the policy of the act; the one is the. 
making of steamboat boilers out of other iron 
than that required to be stamped and inspected, 
and the other is for counterfeiting the stamp or 
marks prescribed by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. In the first instance the penalty is only one 
hundred dollars, and in the next it is five hundred 
dollars, and an imprisonment not exceeding two 

ears. I move to amend the eighteenth section 

y striking out the word ‘‘ one,” and inserting 
“five,” so as to make the penalty in the first in- 
stance equal in this respect to the penalty in the 
next, My object in offering the amendment is 
this: By the nineteenth section, the penalty is five 
hundred dollars, and an imprisonment not exceed- 
ing two years, for any person counterfeiting the 
stamp. 
to both of these delinquencies ought to be the | 
same. For the making of a boiler with unstamped 
iron, the penalty is one hundred dollars—a pen- 
alty totally inadequate to carry out the regulations 
made in the bill. Sir, if there be any one provision 
in the bill—and I think in its details it is as com- 
prehensive as any specimen of human legislation 
that I have, ever heard discussed in this [lall—if 
there is any one provision which is èr paramount 
importance, it is that which regulates the quality 
and tenacity of the iron out of which boilers are 
to be made, and prescribes the pressure to which 
itis to be subjected. Now, the penalty for the 
construction of a boiler out of inferior iron is only 
one hundred dollars, and my objection to it is, that 
being se low, the owner of a boat may disregard 
it, and construct his boiler of the cheaper iron, 
and then make a clear money speculation, even if 
subjected to the penalty. I am sure that it must 
be the object of the Senate, in perfecting this bill, 
to suppress, as much as possible, that kind of 
barter by which we have heretofore exchanged 
human life for mere money. Itis a grievance of 
which all engaged in Western commerce have 
complained, that the manufacturers of boliers and 
engines, and the owners of steamboats, have too 
often sacrificed human life from motives of pecu- 
niary advantage. i 

I have in my hand a statement, which I presume 
is reliable, which shows how little effect the pen- 
alty proposed in this section may have: 

s Bection Sixteen provides that any person making a 


t seems to me that the penalty attached f 


boiler of uninspected iron, shalt forfeit $100! A large eyl- 


inder boiler weighs about eight thousand pounds. Cheap 
and inferior iron costs from one to one and a half cents per 
pound less than the best iron: A person; therefore, con- 
tracting to build a boiler, could, under the penalty of this 
law, make money by putting in the most inferior iron, and 
paying the fine, even supposing that he was forced to pay it 
in every case. In every case where he was not forced to pay 
ity his profit would be the additional $100, Itis manifest, 
therefore, that this provision asit stands, will virtually dé- 
feat the object sought to. be attained, so far, at least, as the 
quality of the iron is concerned. The penalty certainly 
should be greater than that in section seventeen, for-coun- 
terfeiting the stamp, and a still heavier punishment should 
be inflicted on all persons using boilers niade of unstamped 
iron. 


I think it is manifest that the object sought to be 
obtained by this bill will be lost, unless the pen- 
alty is not higher in this case. The penalty for 
counterfeiting a stamp is $500, and I think should 
be asmuch. My object in making the amend- 
ment is merely to increase the penalty, and I think 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] to 
whom I feel much obliged for the service he has 
rendered in perfecting this bill—will agree with me 
that the penalty is totally inadequate, masmuch as 
it appears that the provision may notonly be vio- 


|; lated, and the fine incurred, and still a specilation 
be made. 


The difference in the cost of the infe- 
rior iron and that which the bill requires will more 
than cover the penalty. I hope the Senator from 
Massachusetts will agree to the amendment, as I 
think it is entirely reasonable. 


Mr. DAVIS. The Senator has not mistaken | 


my view of the matter at all. He has satisfied 
my mind that he is right, and I hope the amend- 
ment may be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. I move to amend the 
fortieth section of the bill, by striking out the 
concluding words, ‘according to the aggravation 


| of the offense,” in order to insert some definitive 


penalty. „As the section stands, it reads thus: 


“That any inspeetor who shall, upon any pretense, re- 
ceive any fee or reward for services rendered under this act, 
except what is herein allowed to him, shall forfeit his 
office?”— 


This is all right. 

—* And if found guilty on indictment, be otherwise pun- 
ished, according to the aggravation of the offense.”? 

That is too indefinite. It is a wise and humane 
principle of legislation, that the penalty should 
never be left indefinite. ‘The Constitution, it is 
true, prescribes that excessive fines or unusual 
punishments shall not be inflicted; but that is the 
only restriction here, upon the discretion of the 
court; otherwisea man might be fined $10,000 and 
be imprisoned ten years under the clause. 1 think 
it will be better to adopt the course pursued in 
other parts of the bill; for example, in the nine- 
teenth section it is provided, that if any person 
shall counterfeit the marks prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for inspected boiler iron, 
he shall be liable to a fine not exceeding $500, and 
imprisonment not exceeding two years. 

And again: in the twenty-ninth section the same 
provision, as to the punishment, is contained ex- 
actly; that is, in cases where there shall be a false 
certificate. So it is throughout the act. 

Mr. DAVIS. The section that the Senator pro- 
poses to amend, is the only exception. 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. I think it would be 
better to amend it, and make the punishment de- 
finitive. , 

Mr. DAVIS. What amendment does the Sen- 
ator propose? . . 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. I propose to insert, m 
the place of that which I move to strike out, the 


|! words “by fine or imprisonment : Provided, such 


fine shall not exceed —— doilars, and such im- 
prisonment not exceed —— months.” | 

Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest that, instead of 
striking out the words ‘according to the aggra- 
vation of the offense,” to add to them the words 
‘by fine not exceeding dollars, and imprison- 
ment not exceeding months.” 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. Iam very willing to do 
that. My amendment then will be to add to the 
section the words “by fine not exceeding $500, 
or imprisonment not exceeding six months, or 


| both.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
further amendment proposed, the question will be, 
Shall the bill be engrossed and read a third time? 

Mi. MALLORY. It is witha great deal.of 
regret that I find myself constrained to vote against 


the bill. It appears to be popular.in the Senate, 
and might. claim my. vote on the consideration that 
itis an object of national importance, that seems- 
to have been duly considered, by the committee to: 
which it was referred. On that account, I-shall 
vote against it with a great deal of reluctance and 
regret. But, sir, it is not the first attempt of thë- 
kind which has been made by legislation, Itis ` 
an attempt to amend the act of. 1838, which had; 
for its object the. preservation of life on board of > 
vessels propelled by: steam. : I think that this bill, ~ 
of. course, ig much better than that, but still that 
it is not calculated to attain the great object: pro- 
posed. If it were a séctional: matter, if it referred 
only to one portion of the country and received the 
approbation of Senators from that portion, [should 
feel still greater reluctance to. saying one word in 
opposition to it; but it is national, and applies as; 
weil to vessels navigated by steam upon the At- 
lantic waters and the Atlantic ocean, as upon the 
Western waters—as well to vessels among which 
explosions rarely occur,.as to that class on the 
estern waters. where they are of frequent and 
disastrous occurrence, r : 
Independent of some of the minor details, which 

I will not detain the Senate in objecting, to, the 
main objection I have to the bill is upon the prin» ' 
- ciple of making the safety of the passengers depend 
immediately upon the will of, the inspectors to be 
appointed. As the matter'is adjusted. now, the 
self-interest of steamboat -owners and. steamboat 
companies is placed between. the traveling .com- 
munity and the-disasters.. The self-interest of 
steamboat owners prompts them to have good 
boats, good boilers, and good machinery, in order 
to establish a good reputation for their boats. The 
bill before us contemplates not only that no regis- 
ter, no license, no. enrollment, shall be granted 
to any vessel hereafter built, but that no shipping. . 
articles, no manifests, no crew list, for any vessel 
engaged iif the trade, coastwise or ina. foreign 
trade, shall be given to them, or, in short, that no 
steam vessel shall clear out, coastwise or other- 
wise, from any custom-house, until the examina- 
tion attempted to be provided for shall have been 
madeand the certificate given. If it were possible 
that'such an examination could be made by com- 
petent persons, it would be a great object to be at- | 
tained; but it is upon the established fact that such 
an examination as is contemplated is net really 
provided for, and cannot be attained, that I shall . 
vote against the bill. Here are examinations to 
be made.by some fifteen or twenty or more inspect- 
ors, who are to be political appointees, appointed _ 
by collectors of the customs—every collector differ- 
ing in his particular notions as to the qualifications 
necessary in an inspector—every collector regard- 
ing the machinery and the boatin a different light, 
and one collector regarding one system of machi- 
nery and one kind of boiler as the safest, and 
another collector preferring a different kind; each 
making the appointments in accordance with his 
own notions of the safety of the lives of the pas- 
sengers. These collectors are not chosen with 
reference to such appointments. They arechosen 
with reference to another and different class of 
qualifications. The result will be that the inspect- 
ors will be the friends of the collectors; perhaps 
their relations; at all events their political asso- 
ciates, and like other appointments. made, as the 
inspectors of the-customs, &c., they will all be 
made no doubt on political considerations. 

Then the bill contemplates that the Inspectors of 
boilers and hulls shal! go on the boats after the 
hulls have been laid, and the machinery put into 
its place, and satisfy. themselves. that the boilers 
are of the best form, and the machinery and hull 
best adapted for the purpose in view. If we could 
find any man upon earth, or any set of men, suf- 
ficiently skilled in this matter to examine the boiler 
after having been placed in the vessel, and tell, 
from an external examination, that it was the 
best, that it contained no flaw, no defect; and if 
| we could attain this object, which every engineer 
and machinist on the face of the earth will tell you - 
is impossible, we do not even stopthere. We re- 
quire them to go further, and see that the machi- 
nery hereafter to be made, boilers hereafter in- 
vented, and the various appliances to steam ma-. 
chinery, are to be the very best that could. be 
adopted. They are to be satisfied, and, upon their 
being satisfied, is every inventor to depend forthe 
application of his machinery. There isno appeal 
from the inspector’s decisions. Here is a man 
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‘who builds a boat on anew and improved plan, or: 
‘With a hew and-improved boiler; here is the com- 
‘petition which it is the policy of the country and 


‘of the age to encourage; but he must satisfy the | 


political appointees—the inspectors—that his ma- 
shiner y, which has never before been used: but b: 
himself—a-pure invention of his own, for whic: 
he alone: deserves: credit,of which no other man 
knew anything—that it is the ‘best, or ‘he cannot” 
get a certificate, cannot go'to sea, and his vessel is 
useless to hint. .To carry out the intention of the | 
billy you -have got to suppose’ that the ‘inspectors 
are the- purest men;-and our Government does ‘not | 


‘proceed on that ground. In the making-of ap- | 


pointments, the Government proceeds upon: the 
ground that human. nature is corruptible, and the 
very highest office to the lowest has thrown around 
it ten thousand shields in ‘the shape. of bonds. 
- These men are to be placed in’ a station holding 
more power over the great steaming interests of 
‘the country than any set of men have ever pos- 
sessed in this country. Task you, if it is nota 
power peculiarly liable to be abused? Tt isa mat- 
ter purely discretionary. There is no responsi- 
bility for an error. If they say a certain boiler is 
` not applicable to the machinery, a boiler that was 
never tested, never tried, how is their discretion to 
be brought to the question? They are clearly not 
responsible for it,’ Here is a position of great re- 
sponsibility; a position that way be abused to a 
greater extent than that of any other trust I know 
of in this Government. The salary to be given 
to these men is $1,500:a year. That will not ob- 
tain the most scientific knowledge upon the sub- 
ject, and, with due deference to what was ob- 
served the other day—for there seems to be great 
reason in it, that this small salary will get men 
from the workshops, and that they are the men 
whom we want—I would say we do want such 
men; but we want men, at the same time, com- 
bining with practical knowledge a scientific educa- 
tion; possessed with that knowledge which the 
officers in the British Navy possess; men who 
first stood at the desk, and then practiced in the 
machine shops, to apply themselves to the practi- 
cal knowledge-of machinery. : 
The objection, then, that 1 have to the bill is, 
that it puts a stop at once to all competition. It 
proceeds upon a wrong principle. And when I 
make this objection, I do not wish to make a long 
speech upon the, subject. I throw out these sug- 
gestions as the reasons which shall govern my 
vote, and as showing the principle which I would 
adopt. Senators will recollect that the rigid rules 
of the common law, before the laws regulating 
common carriers were relaxed, held the carriers 
responsible for the goods in their charge to the 
utmost extent. It was no excuse that they were 
set upon by robbers, They had to pay for the 
goods. Sir, the safety of passengers in this coun- 
try is of as great importance as was. the property 
of men in that age before these rules were relaxed. 
I would say, then, pursue this principle: At the 
time a register or enrollment is granted to steam- 
ers, demand of the owners a bond to respond in 
damages, and hold them‘accountable for all losses 
that may accrue from the explosion of boilers; | 
and let them select what means they please as to 
the boats or machinery. Leave competition en- | 
tirely open. Do not bind them to select a stop- 
ock; or valve, or a pump of any particular form 
and constraction, and of such a length. Give 
them the widest field for competition. Let them 
select any machinery they please, but hold them 
responsible for all losses that may ensue from 
explosions. Why is it that explosions occur so 
rarely on the Atlantic waters? We scarcely ever 
hear of one of them. What is it, unless it be on 
account of the greater care exercised in the selec- 
tion of officers and engineers who navigate the 
boats? It is well known that on’ the Western | 
‘waters the promotion is from the fireman to the 
éngineer, and that the engineers possess merely 
the practical knowledge gained as firemen. It is 
not so upon the Northern and upon the Atlantic 
waters, The engineers there are scientific men, 
as wellas those who have practically acquired an 
education upon that subject. My objection, then, 
to the bill is, that it makes the judgment of the 
inspectors—the political appointees—the test of 
every other man’s merits, and substitutes their 
judgment and mere discretion for the-self-interest 
_which the passengers now have between these and 
‘the owners of the boat, The whole philosophy 


| of the bill, in 


| tO know that the law of ‘discretion has..been the 


| come up under it. He seems:to overlook another 


“my opinion, is wrong; therefore, 
shall vote against it. o- =. * : 


E 


Mr. DAVIS. Í have but a word to say in 
reply to the Senator from Florida: He seems nòt- 


Jaw long enough,.and that all these mischiefs have 


fact. If a simple liability were sufficient, why, 
does he not know that that has always existed; as 
under the common law,.for negligence and care-;, 
lessness, at all times and under all circumstances? | 
And has it proved enough? Is it adequate? k 

Mr. MALLORY. .. will answer the Senator, 
by ‘saying that he misconceives. me entirely. 
There have been various attémpts made in the 
States to reach this object. In the State of Ala- 
bama they have made it murder in the engineer— 
punishing by death for explosion, where negli- 
gence could reach him. But you can never fix 
negligence upon the engineer. My proposition is 
to make him responsible, negligence or no negli- 
gence. Not only responsible for not having ex- 
ercised due diligence, but for all explosions of 
steam. - 

“Mr. BORLAND. Ihave a few words to say 
in respect. to this bill. I shall not go into an ex- 
amination of it. I have not examined its details. 
l have not felt qualified to do so. {do know, 
however, that very serious evils exist in the steam 
navigation of the region of country in which I 
live—the great Mississippi valley. It has long 
been indispensable to the safety of our lives and 
property that those evils should be corrected. All 
legislation heretofore has failed to correct them. 
We have now before us a bill which proposes to 
accomplish that object. it has been before us the 
whole session, and has been examined and elab- 
orated, I apprehend, more patiently, thoroughly, 
and faithfully than any bill ever was before in the 
Senate of the United States. I repeat, I have not 
the practical knowledge of the subject which would 
qualify me to examine and pass upon the details 
of the bill. But this I do know, that not only has 
it passed through careful examination and prep- 
aration at the hands of the Senators who have 
devoted themselves most patiently and assiduously 
to it, but those Senators have had, during their 
labors, the assistance, the suggestions, and the 
advice of the most respectable, intelligent, and 
experienced steamboat commanders and engineers 
which this country has produced. Some of those 
gentlemen are personally known to me, and have 
been ever since I have resided in the Western 
country, now sixteen years. Their characters, 
both as individuals and as professional men, are the 
very highest; and I am satisfied that no one resid- 
ing in the Mississippi valley, who has resided there 
for the last ten or twelve years, would hesitate to 
take their judgment and opinions as the best au- 
thority that could be given. It has been with 
their advice and, assistance—under their patient 
and careful supervision—that the Committee on 
Commerce have framed this bill. For myself, | 
rely upon those who have prepared this bill with 
entire confidence. If it be not perfect, and shall 
not answer the purpose for which it is designed, it 
is my opinion, that in the present state of knowl- 
edge on the subject, it is impossible to make one 
that will answer the purpose. That it has defects 
we must suppose; for all the works of human 
hands and human brains have defects; but I be- 
lieve this—and I believe it on the faith which [ 
have in those who have made it—to be the most 
perfect that ever has been made, and the most per- 
fect that can be made at the present day. 

All the gentlemen to whom I allude I consider 
eminently qualified to construct a bill to remedy 
the evils which we have suffered. They know 
what those evils are, and they know, if any one 
can know, how to cure them. ‘Without dispar- 
agement to any of the others, I take occasion to 
allude particularly to one, who has been alluded 
to by the Senator from Texas, and who was among 
the very first that ever navigated a steamboat upon 
the Ohio and Mississippi rivers. He began there } 
as far back as 1817—the fourth in the business— 
and until the last year has constantly been occu- 
pied in the business, His career,has been most 
wonderful; it has been one which will hand down 
his name to the latest posterity with the highest 
honors; for his has been a most responsible posi- 
tion, involving the care of the life and property of 
millions; and during that time—thirty-five years— 
not a single accident ever happened te life or prop- 


erty while under his care. Such aman is Captain 
Shallcross, of Louisville, Kentucky. Now, when 
-a gentleman of that character and experience—a ~ 
man ‘respected by all who know him in the com- 
munity where he lives, and along a line of fifteen 
hundred’ miles of river navigation, to which his 
life has been devoted uninterruptedly for thirty- 
five yyears—whose. character as a man; as an en- 
gineer, and -as a steamboat commander, is with- 
out spot. or blemish, butis indorsed, and estab- 
‘lished, and commended to us by a career of s0 pro- 


{ tracted, and of such unparalleled success, without 


a single failure, comes forward and tells me this is 
right, I should’ consider myself, or any man no 
“better qualified, presuming a great deal to ques- 
tion his judgment of a practical question in his 
profession, and. scarcely less than criminal to op- 
pose obstacles in the way of what he tells me will 
protect the lives and property of our citizens—of 
the. millions who travel with their families, and 
who transport their property by hundreds of mil- 
lions on our great rivers. a ; 

For these reasons Itake this bill as it is, be- 
‘lieving it to be the best that can be made, and that 
it is to confer great benefits upon the country in 
which I reside. I, like many others, have a direct 
personal interest in all this. I, with my family, 
have to travel upon our rivers for thousands of 
milés. The life of myself and of my family is at 
stake; and I am for availing myself of all the safe- 
guards that can be thrown around me and mine, 
and not only around me and mine, but around all 
my constituents and fellow-citizens. T therefore 
accept this bill not only with satisfaction, but 
with feelings of. the highest admiration and grati- 
tude to those who have prepared it. I did hope 
that it would have passed the body without a dis- 
senting voice.” I think the gratitude of the whole 
country is due to its authors. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senate will pardon me for 
saying thus publicly, in behalf of the committee, 
and more especially of myself, that we feel under 
the greatest obligation to all the gentlemen, both 
captains of boats and engineers, who have ten- 
dered their services here in obedience to instruc- 
tions from their fellow-citizens, and who have 
rendered the greatest possible aid to us in ‘the 
preparation of the bill. 

, The question was taken, and the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. . 


"SALES OF RESERVED LANDS. 


On the motion of Mr. FELCH, the Senate 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- . 
sider the bill “ to authorize the sale of reserved 
lands, and for other purposes.:’? 

It proposes to enact that in all cases where 
lands have been or may hereafter be reserved for 
military, naval, or other purposes, and when the 
Secretary of the proper Department shall certify 
that such lands ‘are no longer required by the 
Government for public purposes, the President of 
the United States may cause the same to, be ‘sold 
under the laws which may be in force at the time 
for the disposal of public lands, or under such 
special regulations as he may prescribe: Provided, 
however, That no preémption right shall attach to 
any such lands. The second section provides that 
where improvements have been or may be made 
on any lands, by societies or individuals, under 
the authority of the Government, such societies 
or individuals shall be entitled to a preémption to 
the tracts of land so improved by them, at the 
then minimum price, not exceeding in extent the 
quantity of a quarter section: Provided, however, 
That when two or more such societies or individ- 
uals may have improved the same tract-pf land, 
and it cannot be divided so as to secure to*them 
their respective improvements, they shall be per- 
mitted to enter the same, each in proportion to 
the extent and value of his improvement, and the 
patent shall issue for the whole tract, describing 
the interest of each therein. 
` Mr. FELCH. The object of this bill is to 
cause the sales of reserved lands, when the reser- 
vation shall.be removed, to be made in the same 
manner as sales of other public lands of. the Uni- 
ted States are now made, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior. At the present time 
lands which are reserved for military purposes are 
subject to -sale only by the Secretary of War— 
those reserved for naval purposes only by the Sec- 
retary of the Navy. This occasions avery great 
inconvenience, and both Departments have joined 
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in a letter to the Commissioner of Public Lands, 
recommending that wherever the reservation is 
removed the lands shall be administered under 
such officers as now have charge of the general 
public domain. That is the general object of the 
bill. There is a proviso in the first. sectidn that. 
no preémption right shall attach to any of the said 
lands. I move to amend the proviso by adding to 
it the following: y 

In virtue of any settlements made prior to the time of 
the offering at public sale ofthe same under this act. 

The object is to embrace these reservations 
within the same rules. as the present public do-. 
main. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FELCH. The second section of the bill 
is designed to provide a preémption right‘to some 
missionary societies—I think there are now five 
of them—~established under the direction and au- 
thority of the United States Government, with 
their buildings upon the land. ‘This is merely to 
give them a preémption right to one hundred and 
sixty acres of land in such cases.. But lest the 
section, as it now stands, should be misconstrued, 
and be applied to other purposes and other inter- 
ests, I wish to amend it so as to-make it more 
definite. I therefore move to strike out the words 
‘¢ societies or individuals,” where they first occur, 
and insert the words ‘religious er. missionary 
societies, or their agents.’ To correspond with 
that, I move to insert, instead of the word ‘in- 
dividuals,” where the phrase * societies or indi- 
viduals” next occurs, the words, “their agents 
in their behalf, and for their use;’’ and where the 
word ‘ individuals” next occurs in the phrase, to 
strike it out and insert ‘‘ their agents,” ; 

The amendments were agreed to, the bill was 
reported to the Senate as amended, the amendments 
were concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

EMILY H. PLUMMER. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 would be pleased if the 
Senate would take up the bill for the relief of 
Emily H. Plummer, reported by the Committee 
on Pensions. I move to postpone the previous 
orders, and take it up. 

The motion was agreed to. The bill was ac- 
cordingly read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the In- 
terior to place the name. of Emily H. Plummer, 
widow of the late Captain Samuel M. Plummer, 
of the United States Army, upon the pension roll, 
and pay her for five years a pension amounting to 
half the pay per month to which her husband was 
entitled at the time of his death—the pension to 
commence from March 9th, 1852. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Since this bill was re-; 
ported, the lady for whose benefit it is intended | 
died, leaving two children—one four and the other | 
five years old. I therefore propose to amend the | 
bill by striking out “Emily H. Plummer, widow,” 
and inserting “ Joseph Morton Plummer and Mary | 
Reynolds Plummer, minor children’’—striking | 
out “ her?” and inserting ‘‘them’—striking out 
“ her husband” and inserting ‘ their father.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was referred-to the Senateas amended, 
the amendments were concurred in, and the bill 
was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading. 

And then, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, July 12, 1852. 


Thg House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
The Journal of Saturday wasread and approved. 


Thé SPEAKER stated as the business before 
the House, the consideration of bill No. 144, to | 
amend an act entitled “ An act to reduce and į 
modify the rates of postage in the United States, | 
and for other purposes,” and that the pending 
question was on the motion to recommit the bill. 


IMPROVEMENT OF THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER. 
Mr. St. MARTIN. I ask the unanimous con- | 
sent of the [louse that a bill from the Senate, now 
upon the Speaker’s table, in relation to the deep- | 
ening of the passage of the Mississippi river, may | 
be taken up. i 
Mr. OLDS. Will the time consumed on that 


bill come out of the morning hour? 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Louisiana propose that it shall come out of the 
morning hour fs 

Mr. St. MARTIN. No. Iask that the bill may 
be considered before proceeding to the execution 
of the order in, relation to the morning hour. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the time iste come out of 
the regular business part of the day, Í must ob- 
ject. Ifitis to come outof the morning hour, I 
have no objection. 

Mr. OLDS. If it is to come out of the morning 
hour, I must object. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope there 
will be no objection to accommodating a gentle- 
man who has consumed so little of the time of the 
House in any way. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Is the object of 
the gentleman from Louisiana to have the bill re- 
ferred or to put it upon its passage? 

Mr. St. MARTIN. I wish to have it acted on 
now. : ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then IJ object. 


WASHINGTON CITY GUARDS. 


Mr. GENTRY. Task the unanimous consent 
of. the House to present a resolution which will 
occupy but two minutes, and to which I am sure 
there can be no objection from any part of the 
House. Iam informed by our pages, that some 
of them, and other youths of this city, have formed 
a juvenile military company. They have applied 
to the Secretary of War for arms, but he informs 
them that he has no legal authority to give them 
any. Task the unanimous consent of the House 
to offer the following resolution, granting him that 
authority: ' 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives in 
Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, authorized toloan to the Washington City Guards 
such small arms as he may consider suitable fora juvenile 
company. 

Mr. STANLY. 
their hands a spelling-book and a prayer-book, I 
have no objection, but I object to the arms. 

Mr. GENTRY. I move to suspend the rules, 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order during 
the morning hour. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I call for the regular 
order of business. 

NEWSPAPER POSTAGE RATES. £ 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on 
recommitting the bill in regard to the postage on 
newspapers. : 

‘Mr. OLDS. I desire to repeat a notice which 
I gave to the House a day or two since, that the 
Post Office Committee is now preparing the post 
route bill. Itis nearly finished, and I propose to 
report it very soon. I trust that members will 
visit the committee room and see that their routes 
are correctly inserted, as there is sometimes a dif- 
ficulty in understanding names. i 

I now withdraw the motion to recommit the 
bill, and 1 wish to say to the gentleman from 
Maine, (Mr. Wasueurn,] that if he will change 
his amendment which he offered on Saturday last, 
so as to confine it to the circulation of newspapers 
within the States, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I indicated on Saturday 
that I should offer an amendment of that kind, for 
I understand perfectly well, that if there is not an 
amendment of that character, it will operate inju- 
riously on the revenues of the Department. I 
now withdraw the amendment which I proposed 


on Saturday, and offer the following, to come in į 


the first section of the bill as amended, after the 
words “ with one half of the foregoing rates” — 


Provided, That all newspapers and periodicals not 
weighing over two ounces, when sent to actual subscribers 


within the States where such newspapers and periodicals H 
are published, shail be entitled to the reduction provided for || 


in this section. ` 

Mr. CARTTER. From very brief reflection 
upon the subject, I am opposed to the distinction 
made upon State lines, and also to the distinction 
made in the weight of newspapers. The distinction 
made in the weight of the papers appears to meto 
be a distinction against the good quality of the ma- 
terial upon which the matter is printed, and against 
the good quality of the matter itself. Again, í do 
not understand the economy of patronizing thein- 
terior, if this relates to city papers, with poverty of 
literature, or poverty in the art through which itis 
conveyed. It appears to me, that if a distinc- 
tion is to be made at all, that distinction ought to 
be a patrohage of the best quality of papers. I 


. 


If the gentleman will put in | 
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| 
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understand that the large weeklies-of the East can: - 
not reach the constituencies of the West under the 
provisions. of this-bill, except by the imposition.of 
a higher tax. I do not know whether Fam tight 
or wrong in this, but I suppose it to--be the cave. 
Sir, what is the.reason assigned ‘for the introduc: 
tion of this distinction? “It is. that the patronage 
of this description of matter, by a umform postage : 
running from one State mto-another, is prejudicial: 
to the local circulation of the country pressat 
home. Well, sir, if this argument be true, you’ 
have the full force of it in its very worst. aspect 


i by providing for an inferior character of paper.’ 


Now, sir, I had the ‘honor. of introducing. the 
amendment by which’ the-country: sheet is now 
circulated free of postage, within the county in 
which it is published.” ‘That was thought, at that 
time, necessary, in order to keep the country press 
alive. But lam not to’ be told that you will do 
that by rejecting the papers of good quality, as it 
is proposed to reject it here. If. you propose. to 
transmit to the country intelligence from abroad, 
give us intelligence worthy of transmission, and 
give us those sheets that recommend, by their ex- 
ample, emulation in the country press. > There.:is 
another thing in reference to this matter, which, it 
seems to me, is wrong. The great reason: lying 
at the basis of. the postal reformation of the last 
Congress was, the dissemination of cheap intelli- 
gence throughout the United States. 1 resisted . 
that reformation at. the time, because I believed it 
would produce in the Post Office Department, the 
very difficulties that experience has proved. But 
you have got that reformation entailed upon you 
for weal or for woe, and let us not make it worse 
hy an attempt here to discriminate against. the 
good papers. i 

am opposed to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Maine. The great end in view, in this 
postal reformation, was uniformity and simplicity 
—uniformity in the charges upon distance—and 
this amendment proposes to reénact the very dis- 
tinction that was sought to be removed by the 
reformation of the last Congress. I have not ' 
given a great deal of deliberation to this subject, 
but from what little examination I have given to 
it; E am opposed to any distinction that will bear 
heavily upon the well-recommended papers.. If I 
understand this amendment, it takes a distinction 
between sheets weighing one ounce add sheets 
weighing two ounces, outside the borders of a 
State, without taking a distinction of the same 
kind within the borders of the State. Now: there 
may be very good reasons for that, but I confess 
I cannot perceive them. : PR ge 

Mr. COBB.’ We have been engaged upon'this 
bill for three days and have made no progress in 
it, and I think the House is ready to take a vote 
on it. " ; 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. -I hope the gentleman 
will allow me to offer an amendment to the second 
section. 

Mr. COBB. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Such an amen 
not now be in order. - 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to allow me to propose an 
amendment to be acted upon ‘when we reach’ the 
second section of the bill. i ; : 

There was no objection, and. the amendment 
was presented, as follows: 


Adda at the end of the second aection the words, “ with- 
out reference tothe location of the office of delivery.” 


Mr. COBB. My object is to call the previous 
question, if there are no further amendments to 
be offered, . R 

Mr. BROOKS. Ifthe previous question is to 
be called, I want to offer two or three amend- 
ments before we come to voting upon this subject, 
in order that they may be voted upon. 


dment would 


Mr. COBB. i withdraw my call, in favor of 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr, Brooxs.] 


Mr. BROOKS. I wish to propose amendments 
in the seventh and eleventh lines—in the seventh 
line, by striking out the word “ newspaper,” and 
in the eleventh line, after the words ‘*two and a 
half ounces,” insert “each newspaper of. no 
greater weight than two and a half ounces. ™ = I 
am obliged to submit the amendments in that 
form, in order to get them voted upon in order. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition to amend is 
not now in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. Then I give notice of inten- 
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tion to offer the amendments; if thepreviaus ques= 
tion is. to be: pressed... Spphy CURE RES iyi zee 3 
< Mr: DISHI EY. -Will the gentleman, from A 
þama. [Mr -Coss allow mea word? s- 1 


Mr: COBB. -I yield forthe purpose of-admit- 


tingal amendments. (0-6 Se taa ere 

Mr. BROOKS. -dvhave the floor;-I believe; for 
the purpose of submitting my-amendments... Ain- 
other amendment I propose tp submit::to that sec- 
tion is, to-atrike out the: last paragraph, which 
reads .as-follows:: = heed 

“Lhe postage upon all printed mailable matter ‘shall .be 
prepaid, either at the office where it is mailed, or at the 
office of dglivery, otherwise. double the. foregoing rates 
shall be charged thereon ; all transient printed matter shall 
be deemed unpaid, unless paid at the Office where-it'is 
mailed.” i tab oR A 5 

If these amendments prevail, or do not prevail; 
T purpose to-submit a substitute for the entire 
section, : see Te $ 

The SPEAKER. Notice: only of thesé amend- 
ments can now be in order. : . 

Mr. DISNEY. I. desire to notify the House, 
in’ the ‘same. manner, that I want to offer an 
amendment to the bill. It is a provision requiring 
that in all cases of the publication of uncalled-for 
letters in the German language, it shall be the duty 
of the Postmaster General to cause suth publica- 
tion to be made in the German newspaper having 
the largest circulation in that vicinage, and in all 
respects to be governed by the law in relation to 
the publication of uncalled-for letters in the Eng- 
lish lang uage. 

Mr. COBB, 
tion. ; ; 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will the 
a moment tome? 

Mr. COBB. To makea speech? 

Mr. WASHBURN. No, sir, only a remark, 
and | will renew’the call for the previous ques- 


tion. $ 
yield. 


1 now call-for the previous ques- 


gentleman yield 


Mr. COBB. I 
. Mr. WASHBURN. I think the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] misapprehends the op- 
eration of the amendment which I proposed. The 
bill, ag it originally stood, provides that all papers 
weighing not over two ounces shall be sent any 
distance short of three thousand miles at a post- 
age of one cent. ‘Then there was a provision that 
papers weighing not over an ounce should be sent 
for one half that sum. The consequence was to 
bring about the very evils which the gentleman 
complained of—that it is a discrimination against 
good papers, and in favor of the poorer papers 
published in the cities, because the papers weigh- 
ing not over an ounce, published in New York, 
could be sent three thousand miles at a postage of 
half a cent, when a local paper (as most of our 
local papers. weigh an ounce and a quarter) cannot 
go forty miles without paying the pdstage of one 
cent, or twice the amount that is. paid upon the 
paper sent from New York to St. Louis. lt was in 
order to discriminate in favor of good papers, and 
to afford protection to the country papers, and en- 
able them to support themselves, and stand up 
against the most indifferent issues of the city press, 
that I proposed the amendment I have offered. 

I renew the call. for the previous question. 

Mr. HENN. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw the call for the previous question, that I may 
offer an amendment to the second section. 

The SPEAKER, I must give notice to gentle- 
men offering amendments, that if the previous 

uestion is seconded and the main question or- 
lee, it will cut off the prepositions made by 
them, there being an amendment now pending. 

Mr. OLDS. By unanimous consent of the 
House, cannot the amendments be admitted, that 
a voté may be taken upon them? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to that. 

Mr. BROOKS, I wish to make an inquiry. 
Did I understand the Chair to say that the pre- 
vious question cuts off all the amendments sub- 
mitted ? 

The SPEAKER. All of which notice only 
has been given, as a matter of course. 

Mr. BROOKS. I hope the previous question 
will not be seconded. 

Mr. JONES. It only cuts off those amend- 
ments which gentlemen gave notice they would 
offer. 

The SPEAKER. It does not cut off pending 
amendments. 

Mr. BROOKS. 


r How many amendments are 
pending? 


la-| 


The SPEAKER. The pending amendment is 


the -one offered bythe gentleman from Maine, | 


[Mr. WAsasoRy.] 


amendments-of ‘which notice has-been 
Mr.: JONES, Certainly. D ar ma: 
The SPEAKER. “Ifthe gentleman makes a 
proposition to amend, by way ofa substitute, itis 


perhaps.in ordér. 


Mr. BROOKS. 
sent-to the table asa substitute for the second sec- 


given? - 


‘tion, and-F.understand thé Chair -to decide that 


in-order to: be voted upon. 

‘The SPEAKER: It willbe.” - > 

The question-tlen being, ‘Shall the previous 
question receivg a second P’ — `“ 

Mr. COBB demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Henn and CHANDLER. were 
appomied: i 

he House was then divided on the question, 
and the tellers reported—ayes 80, ‘noes not 
counted. — gn 

So the previous question was seconded; and 
the main ‘question was then ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon 
the amendment proposed: by the gentleman.from 
Maine, (Mr. W AsuBurn,] to insert after the word 
‘rates,’ in the first section, what will be again 
reported by the Clerk. 

The amendment was again read, as follows: 

Provided, That all newspapers and- periodicals, not 
weighing over two ounces, when sent to actual subscribers 


that amendutent;-by. way ofa substitute, will. be 


within the State where such papers and periodicals are |! 


published, shail be entitled to the reduction provided for in 
this section. 


Mr. WASHBURN. I demand tellers upon the 
question. 
` Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Sranron, of 
‘Fennessee, and Fow er appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 90, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question. is now upon 
the amendment offered by the’ gentleman from 
New York; [Mr. Brooxs,} by way of substitute 
for the second section. It will be read. 

The proposed amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out the first section of the bill as amended, and 
insert the foilowing in lieu thereof: ; 

That from and alter the 39th day of September, 1852, the 
pastage upon all printed matter passing through the mail of 
the United States, instead of the rates now charged, shal} 
be as follows, to wit: Each newspaper, pamphlet, periodi- 
cal, magazine, book, bound or unbound, cirewar, catalogue, 
and every other description of printed matter, unconnected 
with any manuscript or writing, and of no greater weight 
than two and a hatf ounces, shall be charged one half cent 
postage, and one half cent for each additional ounce, or 
fraction of an ounce, for any distance under one thousand 
miles, and for any distance over one thousand miles double 
those rates. All newspapers published regularly, and sent 
from the office of publication to actual subscribers, not 
weighing-over one ounce, shall be charged one half of the 
foregoing rates, when sent over one thousand miles. 


Mr. WASHBURN, I would move an amend- 
ment to that substitute, if it be in order—the same 
as I offered to the original section. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order, 


as the previous question has been called for, and | 


seconded. 

Mr. FOWLER. Iam persuaded the amend- 
ment is not understood. If it will be in order, I 
will ask that it be again read. 

The amendment was again read, as above in- 
serted. 

Mr. BROOKS. It is simply a substitute to the 
first section, and leaves the others as they were. 

The question was then taken on the substitute 
submitted by Mr. Brooxs, and it was not agreed 
to, the tellers having reported—ayes 38, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. SKELTON. I move a reconsideration of 
the vote by which the substitute of the gentleman 
from New York has been rejected, and upon that 
motion will submit a few remarks. : 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order, the 
previous question still operating. 

Mr. SKELTON. Ithen withdraw the motion. 

- Mr. SACKETT. Is a substitute to the first 
section now in order? i 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is now in 
order except those pending, the main question 
having been ordered to be put. 

The second section of the bill was then read, as 
follows: 


Sac. 2. And be it further enacted, That books, bound 
or unbound, not weighing ever foar pounds, shall be deemed 


Mr: BROOKS. Bút does it cut off the other | 


I offer the amendment I have 


mailable matter, and all printed matter chargeable by weight 
‘shall be weighed when dry. - The publishers of newspapers 
and periodicals may send to each other from-their-respective 
‘offices of publication, free of postage; one copy-of each pub- 
Jieation ; and may also. send-te each actual subscriber, in- 
closéd in their publications; bills. and:receipts for the same, 
free of postage. The publishers of weekly newspapers may 
send-to: each actual subscriber within‘the county where 
their ‘papers are printed. and. published, ove copy thereof 
free of postage.??* . ea peat cot 

Mr. HENN moved toamend the above section, 
by adding the following, viz: » 
~ The presidents of universities, colleges, academies, and 
of ail scientific institutions, and also the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, may send by mail, free of postage, the printed copies 
of any regular paper, pamphlet, or book published under 
the authority of any such institution; and also the proof 
sheets of sueh copies while the same.are being published: 
Provided, Such printed copies shalt be distributed: gratis. 


. The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. ; 


The SPEAKER stated the: question to be next 
on the following amendment, by way of addition 
to the second section: E 


“ Without reference to the location of the post office of 
delivery. ?? 

Mr. OLDS. That amendment is already pro- 
vided for in the bil, - i 

The question was theri taken on the amendment, 


and it was rejected. - Kan 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
| of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, to strike out the following section, and it 
was agreed to: , 

“Sec, 3. And be it further enacted, That al laws or parts 
-of laws incompatible with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed.” ` i 


Mr. HENN. Was not the other amendments T 
sent up to the Chair in order previous to the or- 
dering of the main question to be put? 

The SPEAKER. Notice was only given of 
intention to offer the amendment. Objection was 
made to have it considered, and such is the fate of 
several other amendments proposed ‘to be offered 
by gentlemen this morning. S 

The SPEAKER stated the question next to be 
upon the following amendment of the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, which was 
taken and agreed to, viz: 

10th amendment: “Add ‘the following additional sec- 
tions : - : i a 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no newspaper, 

periodical, magazine, or other printed paper, or matter, 
shall be entitled to be sent at the rates of postage in this act 
specified, unless the following conditions be observed: 
_ First. It shall be sent without any cover or wrapper, or 
in a cover or wrapper open at the ends or sides, so that the 
character of the matter contained therein inay be determ, 
ined without removing such wrapper. 

Second. There shall he no word or communication print- 
ed on the same after ‘its publication, or upon’ the cover or 
wrapper thereof, nor any writing or marks upon it, nor upon 
the cover or wrapper thercof, except the name and address 
of the person to whom it is to be sent. 

Third. There shall be no paper or other thing inclosed in 
or with such printed matter; and if these conditions are not 
complied with, such printed matter shall be subject to letter 
postage ; and all matter sent by mail from one part of the 
United States to another, the postage of which is not fixed 
by the provisions of this act, shall, unless the same be en- 
titled to be sent free of postage, be charged with letter post- 
age. : ‘ 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, ‘hat if the publisher 
of any periodical, after being three months previously noti- 
fied that his publication is not taken out of the office to 
which it is sent for delivery, continue to forward such pub- 
lication in the mail, the postmaster to whose office such 
publication is sent may dispose of the same for the postage, 
unless the publisher shal! pay it; ahd whenever any printed 
matter of any description, received during one quarter of 
the fiscal year, shall have remained in the office without 
being called forduring the whole of any succeeding quarter, 
the postmaster at-such office shall sell the same and credit 
the proceeds of such sale in his quarterly accounts, under 
such regulations and after such notice as the Post Office 
Department shall prescribe. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
second section of the act entitled “An act to mogfy and 
reduce the rates of postage in the United States, and for 
other purposes,” approved March 3d, 1851, as relates to the 
postage or free circulation or~transmission of newspapers, 
periodicals, and other printed matter, and all other provis- 
ions of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 


The question was stated to be next on the fol- 
lowing amendment, submitted by Mr. Disney, to 
be added-at the end of the bill: 


And be it further enacted, in all cases of publication of 
the uncalled for German letters, it shall be the duty of the 
Postmaster General to cause such publication to. be made 
in the German newspaper having the largest.circulation in 
the vicinage, such publication to be governed in every re- 
spect by the provisions of the law in relation to the publi- 
cation ef uncalled for letters in the English lauguage. 


Mr. BELL. I wish to make an inquiry of the 


carman of the committee which reported this 
| bill. : 
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The SPEAKER. Only by the consent of th 
House can the inquiry be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to inquire whether the 
construction of that section would not require all 
German letters to be published in some German 
newspaper? 

Mr. OLDS. This is not. an amendment re- 
orted by the committee at all, but by my. col- 
eague, (Mr. Disney.] 

Mr. DISNEY. The amendment only affirms 
what | believe now to be the existing law. It is 
for the publication of uncalled for German letters 
in the German paper having the largest circulation i! 
near the pest office in which the letters are. 

Mr. BELL. Suppose there is no German | 
newspaper printed in the county where there are | 
German letters in the post office? 

Mr. DISNEY. By existing law, the Postmas- 
ter General has the discretion to determine whether 
the publication of them shall or shall not be. The 
‘amendment provides that in the publication of | 
uncalled for German letters, he shall be governed | 
by the provisions of the general law in relation to | 
the publication of uncalled for letters in the Eng- | 
lish language. I repeat, I have no doubt such a |! 
provision is in the existing law as would author- i! 
ize what I now hope by my amendment to accom- 
plish, but the Postmaster General in his wisdom | 
thinks differently. . i | 

Mr. PHELPS. Will it be in order to call for 
the reading of the existing law upon the subject. ° | 

{Cries of «* Order}? «* Order !?”?] i 

The question was put on the amendment, and | 
upon a division there were—ayes 40 

Mr. DISNEY demanded the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Believing this bill will | 
make the existing law worse, I move to lay it | 
upon the table, and 1 trust my motion may be | 
agreed to. . 

Mr OLDS demanded the yeas and nays; which | 
were ordered. ’ 

The bill, as amended, reads as follows: | 

Be it enacted, Yc., That from and after the thirtieth day 
of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, the postage upon 
all printed matter passing through the mail of the ‘United 
States, instead of the rates now charged, shall be as follows, 
to wit: Each newspaper, pampblet, periodical, magazine, 
book, bound or unbound, circular, catalogue, and every 
other description of printed matter unconnected with any 
manuscript or writing, and of no greater weight than two 
ounces, shail be charged with one cent postage, and one 
cent for each additional ounce, or fraction of an ounce, for 
any distance under three thousand mites ; and for any dis- 
tance over three thousand miles, double those rates : Pro- 
vided, That all newspapers and periodicals not weighing 
over two ounces when sent to actual subscribers within 
the State where such papers and periodicals are published, | 
shall be entitled to the reduction provided in this section. 
Ail newspapers and periodicals nat weighing over. one 
ounce, published regularly as often as once in three months, | 
and sent from the office of publication ty actual subscribers, | 
shall be chargeable with only one half the foregoing rates. | 
The postage upon all‘printed mailable matter shail be pre- 
paid at the office where it is mailed, or paid quarterly in ad- 
vance at the ofice of delivery; otherwise double the fore- 
going rates shali be charged thereon, 

Sec. 2. And be tt further enacted, That books, bound or | 
unbound, not weighing over four pounds, shall be deemed 
mailable matter, and all printed matter chargeable by weight | 

- shall be weighed when dry. The publishers of newapapers 


i 
| 
and periodicals may send to each other, from their respect- į 
ive offices of publication, free of postage, one copy of eaeh j 
i 
| 


publication; and may also send to each actual subscriber, 
inclosed in their publications, bills and receipts for the | 

' same, free of postage. The publishers of weekly newspa- 
pers may send to each actual subscriber within the county 
where the papers are printed and published, one copy 
thereof free of postage. 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That no newspaper, 
periodical, magazine, or other printed paper, or matter, į) 
shall be entitied to be sent at the rates of postage in this act 
specified, unless the following conditions be observed: I 

First, It shall be sent without any cover or wrapper, or 
in a cover or wrapper open at the ends or sides, so that the 
character of the matter contained therein may be determined 
without removing such wrapper. . ! 

Second, There shall be no word orcommunication print- | 
ed on the same after its publication, or upon the cover or |} 
wrappe thereof, norany writing or marks upon it, nor upon |; 
the cover or wrapper thereof, except the name and address i 
of the person to whom it is to be sent. ae 

Third, There shall be no paper or other thing inclosed in H 
or with such printed paper; and if these conditions are not 
complied with, such printed matter shall be subject te letter 
postage; and all matter sent by. mail from one part of the | 

nited States to another, the postage of which is net fixed | 
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i Thomas H. Bayly, Bowne 


| submitted, being also a privileged motion, should 


by the provisions of this act, shall, unless the same be en- 
tited to be seat free of postage, be charged with letter post- 
age. ` i 
_ SEC. 4. And be it further enacted, That if the pub- i 
lisher of any periodical, after being three months previously ~ 
notified that his publication is not taken aut of the office to 
which it is sent tor delivery, continue to forward such pub- 
lication in the mail, the postmaster to whose office such 
publication is sent muy dispose of the same for the postage, 
unless the publisher shall pay it; and whenever any print- 
ad matter Of any description, received during one quarter | 
of the fiscal year, shall have remained in the office without | 
being called for during the whole of any succeeding quar- | 
ter, the postinaster at such office shall sell the same and 
credit the proceeds of such sale in his quarterly accounts, 
under suelh regulations and atter such notice as the Post 
Office Department shall prescribe. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enucted, That so much of the 
second section of the act entitted “ An act to modily and re- | 
duce the rates of postage in the United States and for other 
purposes, approved March 34, 1851, as relates to the post- 
age or free cireulation or transmission of newspapers, pe- 
riodicals, and other printed matter, and all other provisions 
of law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay upon the table, and it was disagreed to—yeas 
23, nays 148; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Charles Allen, Ashe, | 
, Joan th. Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, 
George H. Brown, Burrows, Chandler, Ulingman, Haws, 
James Johnson, George W. Jones, Henry D. Moore, John 
Moore, Morehead, Schermerhorn, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Sutherland, Wallace, and Williams—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Averett, 
David J. Bailey, Barrere, Beale, Bell, Bibighaus, Bissell, 
Bocock, Brenton, Atbert G. Brown, Buell, Burt, Busby, | 
Josepu Cable, Caldweil, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson 
Campbell, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, Cobb, Conger, 
Cullom, Curtis, George ‘I’. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Faulkner, Jlorence, 
Fowler, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, | 
Gentry, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Green, 
Grow, Hamiltonu, Hammond, Harper, Isham G: Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Holladay, Horstord, Houston, Howard, John, W. 
Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, inger- 
so, ives, Jackson, Jenkins, A. Johnson, Jobn Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, J. Gianey Jones, Preston King, Kubns, 
Kurtz, Landry, Leteher, Mace, Mann, Edward C. Mar- 
shall, Martin, McCorkle, McLananan, MeM ullin, Mc- 
Queen, Millson, Molouy, Morrison, Murray, Nabers, New - 
ton, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peasive, 
Penn, Perkins, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Price, Rantoul, 
Reed, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, Sackett, Schoolcrart, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Ori- | 
gen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Snow, Stauly, 
Benjamin Stauton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stau - 
ton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Sievens, Stone, St. 
Martin, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor. Thurston, Townshend, 
Veuable, Waibridge, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, 
Wilcox, Woodward, and Yates—14z; 


Mr. HOUSTON. Has not the morning hour | 
expired ? 

The SPEAKER, It has. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 then move the rules be 
suspended, and the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. | 

Mr.GENTRY. I willask the gentleman from | 
Alabama to withdraw his motion for a moment, 
that | may introduce the resolution to which i 
have alluded this morning. Its consideration will 
not occupy five minutes. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Icannot. . 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. If the gentle- 
man will not withdraw his motion for my col- | 
league’s resolution, probably he will for the one 1 
hold in my hand. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If I withdraw for one, I 
shall have to for the introduction of resolutions by || 
gentlemen all around me. Members in all parts | 
of the Half are pressing me to go on with the | 
public business. [Cries of “ Hold on to your 
motion!’ ** Hold en to your motion!”] The 
deficiency bill should be now passed. into law, if | 
it is to be at all, 


PRINTING. 


Mr. GORMAN. I think it is in order for the | 
Committee on Printing to report at any time. I 
now ask to make a report from that Committee, |j 
and to move that it be made the special order for 
Thursday next, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the motion I have 


be first put. 


| submitted it to us. 


ae 
New Sektes... No. 1 


jection to my making a report, and moving it be 
a special order for some future day, © oS ty 

Mr. HOUSTON, 1 objectto any special order 
being made, unless the appropriation bills can also 
be made special orders. 

Mr. GORMAN... I will-make this remark with 
the leave of the Chair. “It seems to me if the rule 
with regard to reports from the Committee ön 
Printing means anything, it means T can’ make a: 
report at any time. The privileged motion of the 
gentleman, it occurs to me, only takes precedence 


in contradistinction to ordinary motions. His 
motion will be pending, and come up immediately 


j after my report has been submitted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
will recollect that the language employed is the 
same in both cases. It is always in order to go 
into Committee; and it is always in order for the 
Committee on Printing to report. `The proposi« 
tion was first made to.suspend the riiles, which is 
a privileged motion, and in the opinion of the 
Chair, must be first pat. The questian. will be 
first taken on thè motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANLY. 
pension of the rules’ for any other purpose than 
to go into Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. kis not. A 

Mr. STANLY. 1 would suggest.to the chair- 


move to suspend the rule allowing five minates 
debate on the balance of the deficiency bill. Un- 
less he does the discussion will continue two weeks 
longer. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ft is very evident from the 
contest on -both sides, that it will be useless to 
make the effort. It is tolerably close between the 
parties. Several on this side of the House state 
they will labor to get a vote to-day, which I hope 
we may. 

[Cries of “ That’s right!” e That’s right!) ` 

The question was then taken on the motion’ of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] 
and it was agreed to. 


DEFICIENCY BILL=-COLLINS LINE. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state ofthe Union, 
(Mr. Sruarr in the chair.} eee 

The CHAIRMAN.: The question before the 
committee is the Senate amendment to House bill 
No. 207. The pending question is on concurring 
with the first subdivision of the Senate amendment 
in reference to the appropriation for the Collins 
line, as follows: 


“ For additional compensation for increasing the trans- 
portation of the United States mail between New York and 
Liverpool, in the Collins line of steamers, to twenty-six 
trips per annum, at such times as shall be directed by the 
Postmaster General, and in conformity to his last annual 
report to Congress, and his letter of the 15th of November 
last to the Secretary of the Navy, commencing said in- 
creased service on the first of January, 1852, at the rate 
of $33,600 per trip, in len of the present allowance, the 
sum of $236,500.” z 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I desire an 
opportunity may be afforded to the honorable gen- 
tleman frum Virginia [Mr. Meane] to ‘correct a 
statistical statement he made the other day with 
reference to this subject., 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman to order. 
I intend to aid in enforcing therales of the House. 

Mr. MEADE, Lask, before any vote be taken, 


| unanimous consent of the House to make a per- 


sonal explanation which will take about three 
minutes. 

[Cries of ** Go on!’ “ Go on!’} 

Mr. MEADE. [stated in my speech on Sát- 
urday, that the receipts of the Collins line for the 
ast two years were about $2,900,000, and I quo- 
ted the report of the committee of the Senate, made 
by Mr. ue, which had. been laid upon our 
tables by the friends of that line, and of course. I 
thought it was correct, or they would not have 
: It is true I had in my posses- 
sion means by which the error I fell into might 
have been detected, but not suspecting, Idid net 
advert to the documents which | had. Since my 


Mr. GORMAN, Gentlemen ean have no ob- 


Is it in order to movéa süs- 


man of the Committee on Ways and Means to _ 


remarks on Saturday were made, Mr. Rusx, the 
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chairman of that committee, has had his-atten- 
tion called. to ‘the fact, and has addressed mea. 
letter, in’which he refers .me to the error which 
the report contains... The. etror-is: this, that he 
has included in the: receipts of. that company, in 
the last two years, mail pay,” $770,000: twice, 
making it thus up wards. of $1,500,000 paid-to that 
company instead of ‘the $770,000. I. based my 
remarks upon, the amount of receipts as stated by 
the report of the Senate committee.’ Hence I am 
not responsible for the error into which I fell, and 
the deduction which J drew from the report, ad- 
mitting that it was. true, was perfectly legitimate. 
{ask that the letter addressed ‘to me. by. Mr. 
Rusk may be read’by the Clerk. © > : 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia... I object.to the 
reading of the'letter, : 

Mr. MEADE. I will read, the letter myself 
then: : i - ; 

« WASHINGTON; July 11, 1852. . 

Dear Sie: I have understood that ina speech made by 
you yésterday, in the House of Representatives, to prove 
that the Collins line were making, instead of losing money, 
you quoted the following passage- from a report recently 
made by me to the Senate: : 

“These ships cost, when ready for sea, in cash, $2,944,- 
H2 76, or au average of $736,035 67 each. 

“They have made forty-one voyages between New York 
and Liverpool, at an average expense of $65,212 64 per 
Voyage, making, in all, the sum Of $2,673,841 24, which, 
when added to the cost of the ships, say $2,944,142 76, 
makes the entire amount of money expended, $5,617,964. 

“On the other. hand, the average receipts of the com- 
pany, per voyage, have been, as stated, $48,286 85, or, in 
all, $1,979,760 85; amount advanced, $208,000, and amount 
paid for two years mail service, $770,000, making the total 
receipts from all sources, $2,957,760 85.?? A 

On looking over this, I see that a mistake hag been made 
by inserting the amount paid by the Government twice. 
The amount received by them from the Government was 

~ included in the $48,286 85 average receipts per voyage, and 
shouid not have been again added; so that the receipts 
from all sources were $1,979,760 85, as first stated, in place 
of $2,957,760 85, as arrived at by the error of adding -the 
amount paid by the Government to the line a second time, 
as you will perceive more clearly by reference to the state- 
ment of Mr. Youle, which is as follows: 

. New York anp Livervoon U, S. M.S. S. Co., 

No. 56 Waru Srreer, New York, Deeember 15, 1851. 

Statement showing the actual expenses and receipts of 
the first twonty-eight voyages of the New York and Liver- 
pool. United States mail” steamships, Atlantic, Pacific, 
Arctic, and-Baltic: ! ‘ 


Expenses, Wages of Crew, and Provisions for same. 


Average of each voyage, as aljove...s...... eee 88,845.04 
Fuel do do do . 8,612 28 
Repairs to machinery, do do i 4,571 90 

Do do extras, average as above.. 4,643 00 


Ordinary expenses, including carpenters and 

joiners, port charges, sailmakers, light and dock 

dues, passengers? provisions and waiters, and ` 

other necessaries, average as above see, 12,762 73 
Insurance, average on above voyages . 8,904 64 
Interest do ‘do do seeeeerees 8,438 00 
Deterioration at seven per cent. perannumon do. 8,438 00 


Fae nner ee eee ee ee hae eee enter MODIS. 59 
eua o, Receipts. 

Passage money, average as above....$21,292 65 

Breights do.. sasear cee seneaee es . 7,744 20 

Mai! moucy from Governmentdo.... 19,250.00 

— 48,286 85 


Total ..sseeee 


Deficiency average, per voyage 


16,923 74 


Mr. William L. Youle, Secretary of the New York and 
Liverpool United States Mail Steamship Company, swears 
that he is not interested in said company, and that the fore- 
going statement is true. å 

You will do me a favor, which will be but an act of jus- 
tice to the parties, if you will present this explanation to 
the House. Very truly yours, THO. J. RUSK. 

Hon R. K MEADE. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman 
a question while he is making a personal expla- 
nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s five 
minutes have expired, and he has no right to make 
further éxplenation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman in the samé 
speech, has set down—— 

[Cries of & Order!” * Order 1?7] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's time 
have expired, and the gentleman from Alabama is 
out of order. f ‘ : : 

Mr. OLDS. 
amendment in regard to the Collins line, and in- 
sert what I send to the Chair. pas 

The amendment was then read by the Clerk, 
as follows: i 
corhat the Postmaster General be authorized and re- 
quired, with the assent of B. K. Collins & Co., to advertise 


for -proposals to transport the. United States mail between 
. the city of New York, North America, and Liverpool, Eng- 


I propose to strike out the Senate | 


January next, ir semi-monthly trips, in Amerizan first class | 
‘ocean Steamers, the schedule time to be equal to. that now 
‘made by the Collins line of steamers, andat all times to be 
equal to the time made. by the British Cunard line; and 
that the contract be awarded to the lowest responsible bid- 
det ; said bidder to be an American citizen.” abe 


‘Tt-has been urged here, that Mr. Collins’ has a 
bad-contract for the transportation of the mail. 

Mi. EVANS. Irise toa point of order. That 
is the same amendment which: was offered:on yes- 
terday.. ees sey 4 t $ 

-Mr.OLDS..- That is not the same amendment. 
| It has. been urged that: Mr. Collins has a bad-con- 
tract for carrying the mail. This may or may 
not be so. Lam friendly to E. K. Collins, and 
am disposed to do him justice. Itis true, that if one 
of my constituents, or yours, Mr. Chairman, had 
made-a bad contract for the transportation of the 
mail, the Government would hold him to the bond. 
One of my constituents contracted to carry the mail 
from Zanesvill4 Ohio, to, Maysville, entucky, 
and, like Mr. Collins, he madea bad bargain, and 
failed. What was the consequence? ‘The Post 
Office Department commenced a suit against his 
sureties. Ihave been negotiating for a compro- 
mise, and have just completed.an arrangement, by 
which the sureties of my constituent pay $2,500 to 
be released from the bond. Now, sir, lam willing 
to release Mr. Collins from his bond, without dam- 
ages or prejudice. I do not wish to hold him toa 
bad bargain, and I am willing that he should 
have «the opportunity, not only of relinquishing 
and giving up this bargain, but also of being a 
bidder again. Surely, this is ‘giving over all com- 
petition. My amendment requires first class 
steamers for the transportation of this mail. Col- 
lins has such steamers already for the service. 
This gives him a most decided preference over any 
other person. If he has a bad bargain, {do for 
him what the Government would not do for my 
constituent. Iam willing to relieve him from a 
bad contract, and then suffer him to come in and 
compete for the contract again, the same as any 
other American citizen. 

I meet the objections of those who say that we 
are upon the British side, because I exclude Brit- 
ish competition. I require the steamers to be 
American steamers, and the bidder to bean Amer- 
ican citizen. What can they ask more than this? 
Is it not doing full justice to Collins & Co.? I 
warn E. K, Collins & Co. not to relinquish this 

‘contract without a second thought. One of the 
largest steamboat owners and builders in the Uni- 
ted States—a gentleman of great experience, and 
who has a memorial before the Post Office Commit- 
tee for the transportation of the mail upon ocean 
steamers between New York and San Francisco, 
said to me that he would give Collins & Co. 
$200,000 for their contract to transport this mail 
for the balance of their time, if he could get their 
contract without taking their steamers. ~ I'he con- 
tract, then, is a good one, and my friend from 
Kentucky (Mr. Mason] was right in supposing 
that this enormous appropriation was for rose- 
wood and mirrors, and not for the mail service of 
the country. 

The whole truth is, these steamers are extrav- 
agantly and gorgeously furnished; they are, in 
fact, floating palaces, too extravagant to be profit- 
able to the owners, unless, by this appropriation, 
the people can be compelled to foot the bill.. 

Mr. HART. I would like to inquire if the 
gentleman has made a calculation how much the 
Cunard steamers cost? 

Mr.OLDS. I have nothing to do with the 
Cunarders. Iam as much of an American citizen 
as the geutleman from New York, [Mr. Harr,]} 
and I have gone as far as he dare go, for I have 
excluded British “competition, and required the 
bidder to be an American citizen. What ought 
Collins to ask more than this? Have I not done 
him full justice? If he has a hard contract and a 
hard bargain, let him throw it up. 
ment would notlet my constituent do it, but com- 
pelled his sureties to pay the penalty of the bond. 
Notwithstanding this, I would let Mr. Collins 
throw up his contract, and bid again. All he has | 
to do is to enter into competition with other | 

i| American citizens, and not British. I warn him, | 

however, that there are American citizens enough | 
ready to take this contract. He need not fear 


enterprising Yankees, who. will beat the British | 


land, for the period of four years, from and after the Ist of | 


į not the information with me. 


1 

l 

| British competition.” But let him beware of the | 
i 


in this, as they “have done in everything else I 


i the game. 


Mr. EVANS dadneased the committee during 


| ordered, and. Messrs. Fourier, of Maine, and 
| Srawron, of Tennessée, were appointed. 


ayes 66, noes 15: 3 “ f 
‘So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. i 
- The question recurred upon-agreeing to the first 
branch-of the clause appropriating to the Collins 
| line. , ` 
Mr. HOUSTON demanded tellers; which were 
ordered, and, Messrs. STANTON, of Tennessee, and 
| FULLER: were appointed. , 
` The question was then put, and it was decided 
| in the aflirmative—ayes 84, noes 73. 
So the amendment was-agreed to. 
The second clause of the twenty-fourth amend- 
| ment of the Senate was then adopted, as follows: 
* Provided, That it shall be in the power of Congress, ‘at 
any time after the 3lst day of December, 1854, to termmate 


the arrangement for the additional allowance’ herein pro- 
vided for, upon giving six months? notice,” 


| . The second clause of the twenty-fifth amend- 
ment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

“For defraying the expenses of the supreme, circuit, and 
district courts of the United States, including the. District 
| of Columbia; also for jurors and witnesses, in aid of the 
funds arising from fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred 
in the fiseal year ending June 30, 1852, and previous years, 
and likewise for detraying the expenses of suits in which 
the United States are concerned, and of prosecutions for’ 
offenses committed against the United States, and for the 
apprehension and safe keeping of prisoners, in addition to 
former appropriations, $90,000: Provided, That no officer 
of the United States, who is in attendance upon any court 
of the United States, in the diseharge of the duties of said 
office, shail receive any pay or compensation for his attend- 
ance as a witness on behalf of the Government, at the same 
time he receives compensation as such‘officer.”? 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to strike out that 
clause. I do so for no other purpos® than to ċall 
upon the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means for information as to what amount of 


| made for the prosecution of those persons in Phil- 
adelphia, and in Boston, who were accused of 
violating the fugitive slave law. I wish him also 
to state, if he is possessed of the information, the 
amount of this appropriation paid for capturing 
| fagitive slaves. | make the inquiry, in order to 

place this matter before the country, and to give 
this information to the people. I wish it to be 
distinctly understood, that my object is to call 
upon the committee for this definite information; 
and I will say that it is beeduse we have not been 
permitted to offer resolutions here, calling for the 
; information that I am now constrained to ask of 


| Means. During the entire session, by the evasion 
| of the old and formal rules of the House, we have 
had no opportunity to bring resolutions before the 
| House to call for this information. We have been ; 
| unable to do it, and we have no. other means of 
bringing it before the country, but by calling upon 
the chairman of this committee to give us all the 
information which he may possess. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman’s question is 
| Specific, and I have no information upon that pre- 
cise question. 


the prosecutions for violation of the neutrality 


the expenses of recapturing fugitive slaves, there . 
are some $30,000 estimated as having been ab- - 
sorbed of. the appropriationsthat were made under 


l 
| 
| laws in Louisiana and other points, and also for 
| 
i 
t 
| 


| this head of expenditure. ` 


Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman state 
the amount paid for the recapture of fugitive slaves, 


i aside from the other? 


The Govern- || 


Mr. HOUSTON. I cannot do it, because I have 
It was not furnished 
to the committee, 2 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Will the gentleman explain 
to us and the country, why this information was 
suppressed ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not know whether the 
information has been intentionally suppressed or 
not. If [had it I would disclose it atonce. lre- 
gard ft as wholly unimportant. If it amounted 
to $160,060 I would not hesitate to say sa. I will, 


however, read what was furnished to the Com: 


| The question being taken, the tellers. reported — 


ithe sum therein contemplated to be’granted, was | 


the chairman ofthe Committee on Ways and ` 


Ican say this, however, that in - 


; 
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I do: 


Sir: In pursuance of your reference to me of House bill | 


No. 146, reported by Mr. MeLanawan from the Conmiit- 
tee on the Judiciary, Jannary 29, 1852, to regulate the fees 
and costs to be allowed officers of the Federal courts, with a 
note indorsed thereon by Mr. Housron, chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, requesting you to examine 
the bill, and make estimates based upon it, stating as near- 
lyas may be how much should be appropriated, in case 
that bill should become a law, I have-to report, tliat I have 
examined the subject, and subinit the resultof my examin- 
ation and Opinion, as tollows: 

The anount drawn for expenses of courts, during the year 
ending June 20, 1851, over and above repayinents, was 
OVOL.  ceeu rover ciscers teccer sees ER 

Drawn from July 1st, 1851, to this date, over 

Balance now to the credit of that fund, about ... 

And to the credit of fines, forfeitures, and penal- 
tics, about....... E 

During the present al year the expens 
been very much increased, probably 439,000 or 
$40,003, by prosecutions growing out of the fu- 
gitive slave law in Massachusetts, New York, 
and Pennsylvania, and prosecutions in New 
York and Louisiana, for vioiations of neutrality’ 
laws; inany of the bills for these extraordinaty 
expenses have not yet come in. There will 
probably be needed from this time until the 30th 
June, including those extraordinary expenses, 

ADOUL.. eee e ere eeeeeeeees coos 110,000 

And if so, there will be a deficit of about..... A 90,009 
This large deficit will occur notwithstanding the amounts 

have been closely examined in this ofice, and my action as 

an accounting officer has been complained of by some of 
the marshals, cierks, and district attorneys, as extremely 
rigid. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 

Chairman. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the Sen- 
ate amendment, and being put it was agreed to, 

The third clause of the 25th amendment coming 
up next in order, was read by the Clerk as fol- 

lows: . 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the 

“elerks employed in thé census office on extra duty, at the 

rate of $100 for full service, according to the office roll, the 

sum of $10,500.°? 


have 


Mr. HOUSTON. I feel it due that I should | 


state, in connection with that amendment, the prin- 
ciple that is involved, so that the committee will 
understand what it determines if they should agree 
to the amendment. The Committee on Ways 
and Means rejected it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can pro- 
ceed with the consent of the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not want to speak out 
of order. I movea non-concurrence in that amend- 
mentas recommended by the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman may move 
to strike out the clause. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then: I move to strike it 
out. The item just read by the Clerk is intended 
to compensate a number of census clerks, as they 
are called, who, as it is alleged, have worked be- 
yond the office hours, as they seem to understand 
them. I understand thata practice prevails in the 


Department, that the clerks enter upon their duties | 
atagiven hour in the morning, and that they cease | 


from their Jabors at a certain hour in the evening. 
The claim here set up is, that these clerks have 
worked for some length of time after the evening 
“hour arrived, when they should have ordinarily 
ceased from theirlabors. If we agree to this amend- 
ment we shall, I think, establish the precedent of 
paying all the clerks who labor after office hours. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I am op- 
posed to this amendment. I understand, sir, 
upon inquiry, that at the commencement, or just 
before the commencement of Congress, it became 
necessary either to appoint new cierks or to im- 
pose additional duties upon the old clerks, in order 
that the Depariment might be prepared for the 
session of Congress; and I am informed by the 
Superintendent of the Census Board that he pre- 
ferred to impose additional duties upon the old 
clerks under a promise of compensation, and that 


I withdraw the motion, Mr. | 


1 
| 
i 
i 


they worked, in addition to the usual time for | 


which they were employed, from six o’clock until 
ten in the evening, and often until eleven o’clock. 
They did the work which they were employed to 
‘do as clerks, and have enabled the Board to dis- 
charge last week some twenty clerks permanently. 
Now, this matter was examined by the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and if [am rightly informed, that 
committee have agreed to report the full amount. 
They have not, however, had an opportunity of 


| 
| 
| 
1 
| 


ji 


| 


reporting, but had ordered a hill to be prepared for | 
the full amount claimed. 1 hope, under these cir- 
cumstances, that-the justice of paying men for 
performing work which they have not been paid 
for before will be seen by the House. They have 
saved a gréat deal to the Government by it, and 
haye done work which, according to the terms of 
their engagement, they were not bound to do. 
There was not 8nly an implied but an express eñ- 
gagement to pay them extra compensation, and I 
hope that economy as weil as justice will dictate 
to this House the propriety of doing it, and that 
this amendment will not prevail. 

Mr. EDGERTON moved to amend the Senate 
amendment by increasing the appropriation one 
dollar. n$ i 

Mr. E. said: My object in offering that amend- 
ment is to make a brief statement in relation to | 
this claim. These temporary clerks employed | 
in the Census Office—and mind, sir, they were || 
temporary clerks, not permanent clerks of the De- || 
partment—made an application to the Committee | 
on Claims for extra compensation for services | 
rendered after office hours. There is no question | 
as regards the fact that the service has been per- | 
formed between the hours of six in the evening, 
after office hours, until ten or twelve o’clock at 
night. A regular table was kept of the time. 
The Committee on Claims, on the application of 
these clerks, with the certificate of Mr. Kennedy, 
the Superintendent of the Census, that the labor 
had been performed by them, that they were tem- 
porary clerks, and that it was extra service, in- |j 
siructed me, as a member of that committee, to || 
report a bill for the relief of these Census clerks. ji 
Pending this action of the Committee on Claims, 
the Senate incorporated into. this delicieney bill 
this appropriation for their payment. If the Sen- 
ate amendment be agreed to, there consequently 
will be no necessity for a report from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. The easiest way to accomplish 
the purpose is for this House to agree to the 
amendment of the Senate, because otherwise the | 
Committee on Claims will feel it to be an act of 
justice and duty to these men, who were tempo- 
„rary clerks only—not permanent salaried officers 
of the Government—employed for this special ser- 
vice, to reporta bill for their relief. I hope, under | 
the circumstances, that the House will agree to 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘I wish to state a fact, in ad- 
dition to the statement made by the gentleman 
from Ohio. These clerks are temporary, just so 
far as the Census Bureau is temporary. It applies | 
to every clerk in the Census Office who has la- 
bored. ` It does not specify who labored. I under- || 
stand the law to be, that the clerks in the various 
Departmentsare required to work eight hoursaday. 
The practice, however, is, thatthey go to their office 
at nineand come out at three o’clock, falling at least 
two hours short of the time that the law requires 
them to work. Then, again, I know the fact, and 
so does every member of this House who has had 
much connection with the various offices in the 
Departments of the Government, that all the offi- | 
cers, at times, when there is a press of business | 
upon them, work after the usual hours of closing 
the office in the evening. Now, sir, during all the | 
time that is occupied in opening the mail con- 
tracts, the clerks in the Post Oftice Depariment 
work not only after three o’clock, but many of 
them work until bed-time 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the | 

entleman allow me to ask him one question ? i 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will. i 

Mr. STEVENS. Do you not know, that the | 
clerks in the Census Office get considerably less 
pay than others, being confined to $1,000 per an-! 
num, while the clerks in the other Departments i| 
get from $1,100, $1,209, and $1,400? E 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir. , So far from that Í 
being correct, I understand it to be incorrect. A 
large number of the clerks in the Third Auditor’s 
Officeand in the Pension Office get Jess than $1,000. | 
Many get as low as $600 or $700. There are 
several $800 clerks there, and the heads of the | 
bureaus and departments will tell you, the Post- 


to their offices very frequently and work after office 
hours, 


Mr. CULLOM. 


in relation to this matter. 


I wish to ask the gentleman | 
I desire to 


i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
f 
| 
! 
{ 
t 
| 
| 

master General will tell you, that his clerks come | 
i 
f 

| 
| 
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ceive additional compensation, and, whetherhehas “` 
not recommended it? ee : i 

Mr. HOUSTON. There.isnosuch stipulation 
shown in the papers. I take it for granted, the 
5 A š A ` 
Secretary of the Interior being a sensible man, 
that no such contract was -made,’:because, as’ a 
matter of course, he could make ‘no?such con- 

ract. 3 pai oi 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to inquire whether 
he did notrecommend that this increased compen- | 
sation should be given by Congress? i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Here is all the evidence, I 
will read it to the gentleman.. flere is a letter from 
Mr. Kennedy, the Superintendent of the Census 
Bureau: : ` 

Czxsus Orrice, 5th July, 1852. 

Sir: It appears that there is a disposition manifested by 
members of Congress to make some provision for each of * 
ne clerks in the Census Office as Have performed extra 

uty. 
_ To enable them, however, to carry into effect their good 
intentions, it is said that it is neeggsary for you to make an 
estimate for the amount to enable the matter to take such 
a direction as will give any reasonable hope of its passage 
through the present Congress.” 

{fit be your pleasure to do this, I would suggest that the 
sum of &10,500 would be sufficient to pay for‘all the exira 
duty performed at the rate of $100 to all who rendered rull 
service according to the office roll, and proportionately to 
those whose services were more limited. Boat 

I have the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obe- 
dient servant, J.G. KENNEDY. 

Hon. A. UH, Il. STUART, Secretary of the Interior, 


And here is a letter from Mr. STUART: 
DEPARTMENT oF ‘rie INTERIOR, * 
n WASHINGTON, May 5, 1852. 

Sır: F have the honor to enclose herewith a copy of a 
letter from the Superintendent of the Census, on the sub- 
ject of the payment tothe clerks of his office, of the amount 
which he thiuks justly due to them, forservice rendered out 
of office hours, and beg leave to commend his suggestions 
to your-favorable consideration. 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

ALEN. H. H. STUART, Secretary. 
Hon. R. M. T. HUNTER, 
Chairman Committee on Finance, Senate, U. S. , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 wish to ask a single ® 
question. If I remember this matter correctly, this 
extra work was not done under order. The clerks 
were not compelled to da it, but it was done un- 
der a contract or an agreement between the head 
of the Census Bureau and his clerks. Some of 
them worked twelve, some eighteen, some twenty- 
four, and some thirty days. Now, why was it 
that some worked thirty days, and somé.eight or 
ten, if it were not done by contract? 

Mr. HOUSTON, 1 have no idea thata con- 
tract was made. : $ 

The question was then taken upon My.:Everr- 
ron’s motion, and it was notvagreed to. =` 
` The question recurred upon Mr. Housron’s 
motion to strike out the clause, and, being put, it 
was not agreed to. ae: 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senate, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was agreed to, 

The fourth clause of the twenty-fifth amendment 
was read and agreed to as follws: 

Por determining, running and marking the northern 
boundary of the State of Lowa, on thé parallel of forty-three 
degrees thirty minutes north latitude, in addition to theap- 
propriation heretofore made for the same object, $15,000.” 

The fifth clause of the twenty-fifth amendment 
of the Senate was read as follows: ; 

« Por the reconstruction or repairs of the steamer Bibb, 
used in the survey of the Nantucket Shoals, 18,600." - 

Mr. STANTON, of Chio. I move to strike 
out that clause. I be seen by reading the .. 


It will 
clause now under consideration, and the three suc- 
ceeding clauses, that they provide for an appropri- 
ation for improvements upon the Atlantic coast. 


| There Is no pretense of. their being deficiencies. 


They are appropriations, to he expended in the 
present fiseal year. The preposition now is, that 
you shall here putin for the benefit of these local- 
ities these appropriations which will be needed in 
the coming fiscal year; and by this hocus pocus 
it is attempted.to push these things through, and 
when we come to the improvements for the benefit 
of internal commerce we shail not be able to get 
them through. I move, therefore, to strike out 
the clause and let these propositions take -their 
place inthe general appropriation bill for the 
coming fiscal year. 

Mr. DUNCAN, I wish to say one word upon 
that amendment. I understand, sir, it is very 
desirable, for the purpose of the coast ‘survey, 
that this appropriation should be-made for the 
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‘ reconstruction or repair of that steamer. At pres- 
ent itis unfit for use, and it is therefore necessary 
that they should havea suitable vessel in order to 
prosecute: that survey. I will only state these 
facts.in-the hope that the committee will not con- 
eur in the amendment. 

The question was then taken'upon Mr. STan- 
Ton’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. ©- = rock ted T 

The question recurred òn- concurring in 
amendment of the Senate; and being put; it was 
decided ‘in: the affirmative. ; 

-Sô the amendment of the Senate was 
in. 

The sixth clause of the twenty-fifth amendment, 
coming up nextin order, was read by the Clerk, as 
follows: ass 

“For establishing a depot of coal, for naval purposes, at 
Key West, in the State of Florida, $20,000.” 

Mr. GORMAN.: I move to ‘strike out that 
clause; and Fdo so not because I am opposed to 
an appropriation for this purpose, but. because Í 
am opposed to its being put in at this place.. It is 
well known that we have a river and harbor bill 

ending, and this item is one that would be legit- 
imate in à bill of that kind, and it will be more or 
less included in a bill of that character. What is 
the next item in these amendments? - It is “ for 
‘ the purchase of a site on which to erecta custom- 
house at Bangor, Maine, $15,000.” What is the 
nextafter that?“ For the purchase of asite on which 
to erect a custom-house at Bath, Maine, $11,000.” 
If Maine, or any other portion of the country, is to 
have appropriations of this sort stuck into the bill, 
when the time comes to make an appropriation to 
the rivers of the West, the genflemen from that 

ortion of the Union will befound, as they always 
Pava been found, voting against it, or, at least, 
demanding somethin 
for voting for us. This appropriation, and the 
ones that follow it, are evidently stuck in here for 
the purpose of being passed under the power and 
influence of this bill. If there are to be appropri- 
ations made for harbors and light-houses and 
custom-houses, I want them to stand their chance 
in a bill that is legitimate. Iam opposed to all 
the river and harbor bills that are generally got up 
here. Ihave always voted against. them, and I 
shall continue to vote against them. 3 

Mr. HOUSTON. Task the Chair to enforce 
the rule. The gentleman is discussing the river 
and harbor bill, We shall never get through with 
this bill unless gentlemen are confined to the dis- 
cussion of the pending amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair does not think 
the gentleman from Indiana is outof order. “Ihe 
clause he proposes to strike out is of that charac- 
ter, and it is certainly in order for him-to say what 
are his opinions on the subject. . 

Mr. GORMAN. [Iam illustrating my remarks 
by a reference to subsequent clauses, which I have 
a right to do. ; 


eoncurred 


Sir, I shail continue to move to strike out 


every one of these appropriations until they are 
introduced in the proper place and at the proper 
time; and I will venture the assertion, that if these 
appropriations come in here, it will operate against 
an appropriation to the Ohio and Mississippi 


rivers. I shall continue to oppose them upon that |! 


ground. This is not the proper place for them. I 


object to this kind of legislation—slipping in ap- || 


propriations in this way, without notice, and 
without giving us fair play. Sir, at the proper 
time, I shall move to amend this clause by appro- 
priating $500,000 for the improvement of the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers. 


Mr, WASHBURN. I wish to say, in’reply to 
altogether || 


the gentleman from Indiana, that he is 
mistaken in the illustration which he draws from 
the item in reference to the custom-house at Ban- 
got, in Maine. That is really and truly a defi- 
ciency. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I call the 
gentleman to order. That clause is not now under 
consideration. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I merely wish to correct 
the statement of the gentleman from Indiana, in 
order that the committee may not be misled. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman is not in 


order in discussing that clause of the amendment ji 


now. 


Mr. GORMAN. called for tellers on the motion 
to strike out. 


the. 


gndditonal as compensation” 


WasnBurN were appointed, : : 

`- Mr. HOUSTON. ‘Would itbe in order forme 
to have read the recommendation of this item from 
the Secretary ofthe Navy? . . 

The CHAIRMAN. | It can only be read by 
unanimous.consent. _. 

Mr.. HENDRICKS. 

The question was then 
ported—ayes 34.. 

A further count. not 
tion.was disagreed to.) 0. : 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I move to amend 
the clause by adding thereto the following: 

And the sum. of 500,000 for the construction ofa steam- 
boat canal aroúng thé Falls of the Ohio river, at Louisville, 
on the Tudiana side of that river. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I raise a point of order on 
that amendment, that it is not germane to the 
proposition before the House. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. STANTON. ‘I should like to know upon 
what ground the Chair so decides, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it does 
not relate to the same subject as the amendment 
of the Senate. 

The question was then taken on concurring in 
the clause of the amendment of the Senate, and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 

The seventh clause of the twenty-fifth amend- 


‘Tellers were ordered;and Messrs. Gorman and 


I object. . 
put, and the tellers re- 


Clerk, as follows: 

For the.purehase of a site on which to erect a custom- 
house at Bangor, Maine, $15,000, f 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to strike out that 
clause. I understand the principle of a deficiency 
bill to be, to make appropriations to supply defi- 
ciencies that are authorized by law. ow, if it 
is in order for the Senate to put in a clause here 
for new matters—to build new custom-houses or 
to purchase sites for custom-houses when there is 
no authority of law for it, it is in order for this 
House to make an appropriation for the Olrio 
river. [t is true the Ce 
Means have reported in favor of this clause. That 
committee can recommend anything they -think 
proper. But I insist that if the rule applies to one 
thing, it shall apply to all. There is no iaw au- 
thorizing this appropriatio#, nor is it to supply 
any deficiency. f 

Sir, I do.not expect that this clause will be 
stricken out. I calculate that the bill is to go. 
through. It is like a horse or a strong man 
plunging in a morass, and the harder we strive to 
check it, the deeper’ it fixes itself upon this House. 
I do not expect that my motion will prevail. I 
calculate that it will not get more than thirty 
votes. But I shall continue to move to strike out 
these appropriations whith are not authorized b 
law, and which have been improperly inserted 
here. 

Mr. APPLETON, of Massachusetts. When 


the amendment now under discussion was before 
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} I suggest to the gentleman 
it would probably be better. 


i from Maine that 


being insisted on, the mo-: 


|| ment coming. up next in order, was read by the | 


ommittee on Ways and. 


ys 


il ation was made 


i much, 


Mr. DEAN; Frise to a‘question of order, E 
ask if this matteris further debatable? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido net want to debate it. 
I was only going to say to the gentleman from 
Maine that I have herea letter from the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury in relation to these custom-houses 
in Maine, which probably presents the facts as 
well.as he can present them in any other way. 

Mr. WASHBURN. It shows, | presume, 
that this is a deficiency.. The original grant was 
$50,000. “fy! 

Mr. DEAN. - Task if this debate is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Maine submit an amendment? . 

Mr. WASHBURN, I move to amend the 
clause proposed to be stricken out, by striking out 
s fifteen,” and inserting ‘* sixteen’’in lieu thereof, 
: I will state that at the last. Congress an appropri- 


| Mr. HOUSTON. The letter from the Secre- 
‘tary of the Treasury explains. the matter ex- 
actly. 

Mr. WASHBURN. ‘Well, let it be read. 

The Clerk read the letter as follows:. 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, May 3, 1852. 

Sir: In reply to your request, I have the honor to give 

you the following extract from a communication from this 


Deparunent, under date of 30th of January last, to the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of the 


ti House of Representatives of the UnitedStates, on the sub- 
|| ject of new custom-houses, building or authorized to be 


i built, so far as the same relates to those at Bangor and 
Bath, in the State of Maine, via: : 

“ Bangor. Fhe appropriation by Congréss for this build- 
‘ing is limited to $50,000, besides which the site has cost 
¢ $15,000. Arrangements are about being made to com- 
¢ mence the work, but a special appropriation of $15,000 is 
‘respectfully recommended to pay for the site, as’ the 


“Bath. The act of Congress limits the cost of the build- 
‘ing and site to $25,000, The site has cost $11,000, leav- 
€ ing only $14,000 for the building, which is insufficient for 
! $a suitable structure. No progress has been made towards 
| “erecting this structure, and itis respectfully recommended 
; ‘that an appropriation should be made for the cost of the 
‘site, leaving the original sum of $25,000 as exclusively 
applicable to the building. ”? iy 

ery respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. CORWIN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. H. HAMLIN, Chairman Committee on Commerce, 
Senate of the United States, 


Mr. WASHBURN. It will be seen that that . 
letter confirms entirely the statement: which hag 
been made by the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
[Mr. Arrieron.] Last year an appropriation of 
$50,000 was made for the. purchase of a site and 


i $50,000 was allotted by law for the building.” 
i 
i 


|| the erection of the building, and then there was a 


| further provision: that the building itself might 
cost $50,000, leaving a site to be purchased out of 
money to be afterwards appropriated. There is, 
therefore, a deficiency to the amount of what the 
site on which the building is to be erected will 
cost. A plan for the building has been made, and 
| adopted by the Treasary Department, which wilt 
cost the sum of $50,000, which the act authorized 
them to expend for that purpose. The act also 
authorized the purchase of a site. The amount 
was not fixed, however, inasmuch as it could not 
i be told’ how much the site would cost. That has 
now ‘been. ascertained. A site has been pur- 
| chased, the title has been made good, and $15,000 
has been -paid forit. This amount is therefore a 
deficiency necessary to make up the. sum which 
was authorized to be paid for the building. 
Mr. DUNHAM. The question involved in 
this particular debate, is one that is applicable to 
several other cases. Now, there were appropria- 


i 


|| tions made, as gentlemen who were here during the 
|| last Congress will recollect, for several custom- 


houses, among which are the two under consider- 
ation, one at Cincinnati, one at Louisville, and 
several others which I do not now recollect. The 
language of the law was after this manner: So 
much for the erection of a custom-house at such 
a piace, provided it shall not cost more than so 

have no doubt that the intention, at the 
time, was that the whole. establishment should ` 
cost the amount appropriated. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Will thegentleman allow 
me to say, that such was not the case in relation 
to the Bangor custom-house, as I am informed by 
the gentleman who drew the bill, and it was not 
so understood at the time. š 

Mr. DUNHAM. The difference in that case, 
probably arose from the clause, saying that it 
should cost no more, being left out. But the iùn- 
tention in regard to the whole of them, I have no 


doubt, was, that the whole establishment should 


es 
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H 
not cost any more than the amounts then granted, 


I believe the course has been pursued in all, to 
make estimates for buildings which would cover 
the whole appropriations heretofore granted, and 
then come forward, as ig now done, in almost 
every case, and ask for additional appropriations 
to purchase the sites, so that the whole appropria- 
tion of the last Congress may be applied to erect- 
ing the buildings, and it is for the committee to 
say whether they will sanction that practice or 


not. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is upon the 
adoption of the amendment offered b 
man from Maine, [Mr. Wasuzurn. ] 

Mr. WASHBURN. I withdraw my amend- 
ment, if there is no objection. 

No objection was made, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Gorman, to strike out the clause, 
: and it was not agreed to. 

The question was next taken on agreeing to the 
clause as reported from the Senate, and it was 
agreed to. 

The eighth clause of the twent 
ment was then read, as follows: 

** For the purchase of a site on which to erect a custom- 
house, at Bath, Maine, $11,000.” 

Mr. HUNTER. [ move to strike out that 
clause. Indoing that, I wish to say that I agree 
‘heartily with what has been said by the gentleman 
from Indiana, (Mr. Dunnam.] IT agree with him 
in saying that it was understood by the members 
of the last Congress, that every one of the appro- 
priations made for the erection of custom-houses, 
was intended to have precisely the same restric- 
tions in them. The appropriations then made 
were for the entire expense of purchasing sites 
and building those custom-houses; and if the 
words of the law, in the clause or clauses, express- 
ing that intention are different from that, the law is 
different from what we all understood, and differ- 
ent from the argument made by some gentlemen 
upon this floor in favor of them. If the law is 
different from what I and others understood it to 
be, I hold that we should let them expend the ap- 
propriation already made, before we give them 
any more. I am opposed to giving them a cent 
more, until we know whether the West is to have 
anything in the appropriation bills or not. I give 
gentlemen timely notice now, that, so far as my 
vote is concerned, every single appropriation of 

‘this kind shall be opposed as heartily as I can op- 


ose it. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine, (interrupting.) What 
do you want? 

Mr. HUNTER. I want improvements for our | 
Western rivers and harbors; and I say, too, if my 

. recollection serves me right—and I appeal in that 
respect to the members of the Thirty-first Con- 
gress—that that gentleman [Mr. Futter] made the 
remark upon this floor, that those appropriations 
would be sufficient to buy the sites and build these 
custom-houses. Such were the arguments made 
last year. ‘ 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I trust there 
is no occasion for this suspicion the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Hunter] exhibits, and I havean 
amendment which I want to offer to the next clause 
that will test it. I merely rise to make that re- 
mark, and I hope there will be no distinction be- 
tween the custom-houses at Bath and Bangor, and 
others. I have an amendment, which will test the 
sincerity of gentlemen upon this subject. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Hunrer, to strike out the clause, 
and it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon agreeing to the 
clause as reported from the Senate, and it was 
adopted. 

The ninth clause of the twenty-fifth amendment 
was then read, as follows: 

“For the completion of the custom-house at Mobile, 
$100,000.77 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
amend that clause by adding thereto “ and for the 
completion of the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 
tucky, the additional sum of $43,700.” 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a question of order. 
Tt strikes me that the amendment 1s not germane to 
the one to which it is-offered as an amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. It is about custom-houses. 


y-fifth amend- | 


y the gentle- |, 


‘| building a house of brick and wood, that would 


i) of the work. 


it 
Hi 


|! tinctly 1 


Mr. DUNHAM. But it is a separate and dis- 
tinct question. i 


s 


i 


| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 


| amendment is in order. 
i 


Mr. MARSHALL. I desire to explain to the 
committee, in a very few words, exactly the con- 
dition of that work. In the Thirty-first Congress 
an appropriation was made of $75,000 for the pur- | 
pose of purchasing a site, building a custom-house, 
post office, &c., at the city.of Louisville. Sixteen 
| thousand dollars of that money was expended in 
purchasing a site. 
| plans of the house submitted to the Treasury De- 
partment. The Treasury Department has ap- i 
proved of the plan, which I have seen, and that 
| plan can be executed for the remaining amount of | 


| the appropriation, but it can only be executed by 


not be fire proof. The estimates of an architect 
have been submitted to the Treasury Department 
for making the work fire-proof. By these esti- 
mates it appears that such a building will cost that 
muchrmore, ($43,700,) and that is all that it will 
cost; and | shall not be coming back here for any 

more. f 

A. Voice. Be certain about that. 

. Mr. MARSHALL. There willbeno necessity 
to do so. Thearchitect has gone into the details | 
I have requested the Secretary not 
| to let out the work at all, until the sense of Con- 
gress could be taken upon the proposition, and I 
trust the amendment will pass. I will state, in ad- 
dition, that the Secretary of the..Treasury, after 
the estimates of the architect were submitted to 
him, addressed a letter to me, which I supposed I 
| had with me, in which he recommended an appro- 
priation of $43,700 for that purpose, and for the 
reasons I have stated. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iam not atall surprised at 
this proposition for this additional appropriation, 
coming in at this session of Congress. I was 
well satisfied, and so stated in the running debate 
which occurred upon this amendment, as offered 
in the last Congress, that this would be the course 
| which these things would all take. I was as well 
satisfied of it then as Lam now. I believe the 
gtntleman from Kentucky [Mr. MarsnALL] made 
as strong a pledge to the House, as he makes 
now, that $75,000 was all he wanted, all that |i 
would be necessary, and all that he would ask. | 

All that was necessary. was to get an entering 
wedge. The prediction [ then made has proved 
true, and I undertake to say, that there is not a 
single instance, where an appropriation was made 
during the last Congress for custom-houses, in 
which they are not now coming forward at this || 
session and asking for additional appropriations. 
Here is my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Diswey,] who 
at the last session got an appropriation upon the 
same terms, and upon an express pledge, I be- 
lieve, that that was all that was necessary, and 
who stands ready now to offer an amendment of 
i the same character. 

Mr. DISNEY. I wish simply to deny in form 
and set terms the statement the gentleman has | 
been pleased to make in regard to any averments 
I made upon that occasion. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I didnot mean that the gen- 
tleman made such statements at the time, but I 
think that he will find that a clause to that effect 
was attached to the appropriation for the erection 
of his custom-house at Cincinnati. As I stated 
before, in almost all of those appropriations for 
the erection of custom-houses, the same language 
was used. They construe those appropriations 
as made to erect the building only, and then come 
here and ask additional appropriations to buy the 
lot with. 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to offer an amendment 
to the pending amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Such an amendment is 
not in order. 

Mr. DISNEY, As the Chair decides that an 
amendment to the amendment is not in order, with 
his permission I will call his attention to the law. 
The matter now pending before the committee is 
original matter, originated in the Senate, and pre- 
sented to this House as original matter, and comes 
| before this committee not as an amendment. 
Turn to the Manual, and you will find it dis- 
aid down, that matter originating in either | 
and transmitted to the other House, there 
ter before that 


i 
i 
i 


| House, j to 
to be acted upon, is original mat 
House. So the law states. i 

Mr. DUNHAM. I will suggest a simple rea- | 
son why this proposed amèndmënt, and the one 


The title was obtained, and |! 


| already offered, are out of order, They are. not 
} deficiencies, and cannot be, from the fact that. the 
‘law making these appropriations, stipulated that it 
| was to build them, and therefore. they cannot be. . 
; deficiencies, or exe ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will. state to 
: the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Dunnam] that 


|i the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Disney] has not” 


indicated what his amendment is. The Chair-has 
decided that any amendment at this time is out of 
order, and that-an amendment. to an amendment 
is not in order. : 

Mr. DISNEY. In what part of the Manuel” 
does the Chair find that amendment? ` ; 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair has examined 
that question. It is found at page 189.0f the Man- 
ual. As the Chair understands the law, it is ex- 
pressly stated, that with the House the original 
bill is our text. That the Senate have amended, 
and we tan propose but Sne amendment to their 
amendment ata time, and therefore that the pro- 
posed amendment of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Disney] is not in order. ; 

Mr. DUNHAM, I will suggest to the Chair, 
that the reasons. J stated as applicable to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. MansuasL,] renderit out of order. I 
raise the point. The law making the appropria- 
tion for the custom-house at Louisville, stipulated 
that the amount granted thereby should: build the 
work. Itis not a deficiency, and therefore not 
applicable to this bill. 3 ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair listened to the 
remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Marswax] for the purpose ofascertaining whether 
it was clear that this was a deficiency or not. The 
Chair thinks there may be some doubt about it, 
and unless the question were perfectly clear, he 
would not undertake to decide it, and not regard- 
| ing it so, the Chair entertains the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will it be in order for me to 
attempt to amend the gentleman’s amendment be- 
fore it is voted upon? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Cannot I. move to amend 
matter proposed to be inserted before it is in- 
serted ? 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not; 
because that would be an amendment in the third 


degree. . ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. Will it be in order for me, 


~ 


| then, to have a letter from the Secretary of the 


Treasury on the subject of these custom-houses 


read ? De 
| The CHAIRMAN. Only by unanimous con- 


sent, 
Objection was made, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, demanded 
tellers upon his amendment; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. Stevens, of Pennsylvania, and Fur- 
LER, of Maine, were appointed. 

The question was then put on the amendment, 
and the tellers reported—ayes 71, noes 35—no 
quorum. ; 

[Cries of “ Let us have a recount!” “Le! 
have a recount !”} ` 

The question was again put, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to—the tellers having reported— 
ayes 80—noes not counted. ; , 

Mr. DISNEY. I desire to offer the following 
amendment: 

For the completion of the custom-house at Cincinnati, 
$50,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will allow 


tus” 


‘me, I will make a suggestion-which will save a 
; little time 


if nothing else. Here are the custom- 
| houses of Bangor, Bath, Norfolk, Mobile, Cincin- 
nati, St. Louis, Pittsburg, and Louisville, all on 
precisely the same footing; and I would suggest 
that one amendment embrace the whole of them. 


| If one is to be incorporated in the bill, the whole 


should. : . 

Mr. DISNEY. As an individual, I should have 
| no objection to the suggestion of the chairman of 
the Committeeon Ways and Means. But I desire 
to correct one statement he has made, which -is, 
that each of these acts stand upon the sameground. 
They donot. There is this difference between 
the case of the Cincinnati. custom-house and that 
of the St. Louis custom-house—— : 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a question of order. 
I have the law applicable to the case of Cincinnati, 
The first appropriation was made at the first, ses: 
sion of the ae ontgress—1849~50—0f $50,000, on 
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condition that that sum should complete the work. 
The last appropriation was made at ‘the last ses- 
sion of Congress. I will read it; 

“For the construction of the building for a custom- 
house, independent treasury, and other offices of the Uni 
ted States, at Cincinnati, Ohio, in addition to the appro- 
priation of September 30, 1850, $25,900. But no part of this 
shail be expended, unless the same shall complete the 
work.” { 


There can be no deficiency in that bill. 


Mr. DISNEY. If the gentleman had waited a 
moment before raising his question of order, he 
would have found my amendment is to supply a 
deficiency. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from In- 
diana will see, I apprehend, that the Chair, in de- 
ciding a question of order, cannot determine the 
Jaw or fact, but I suppose the gentleman would 
not contend it is notin the power of Congress, 
after that law, to pass another, and to go on and 
appropriate more money ? 

Mr. DUNHAM. That is true; but there can- 
not be a deficiency here. -> 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a question of fact 
the Chair does not feel himself called upon to de- 
cide. 

Mr. DISNEY. 
to. me, 
order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, fur- 
ther, so that hereatier there may be no misappre-~ 
hension, that the Chair has held heretofore, when 
this bill was under consideration in the commit- 
tee, that a proposition to add a provision for an 
entirely new work was not in order, and that be- 
ing so clear, it could not be called a deficiency ; but 
where the proposition is to add an appropriation to 
those which have already been made, the Chair 
thinks it must be regarded as a question in order. 

Mr. DISNEY. That isa deficiency we are as- 
sured by the Secretary of the Treasury. This 
case, as I was remarking when interrupted by the 
point of order, stands upon different and much 
stronger grounds than any of the other cases, that 
of St. Louis alone excepted. The case of St. 
Louis rests upon the same grounds. 

Why, in the case of the custom-house at Cin- 
cinnati, and also in relation to the one at St. Louis, 
the existing laws warrant arid authorize the con- 
struction of the building involving an expenditure 
to the amount now asked for. The Secretary of 
the Treasury states expressly, that the Depart- 
ment is already authorized. He has taken a part 
of the funds Congress authorized him to employ 
in the construction of the work, and applied it to 
the purchase of a site, thereby creating a deficien- 
cy in the existing appropriation. He now asks 
Congress to remedy that deficiency by granting 
the additional appropriation of $50,000 provided 
for under the amendment now pending before the 
committee. The Department under. the present 
law feels itself authorized to enter into contract for 
the completing of these custom-houses, to wit: 
that of Cincinnati and that of St. Louis, at a cost 
not exceeding $75,000 each; and the Secretary is 
making arrangements accordingly. They ‘are 
going on with the structure under the existing 
law. We are not asking by this amendment for 
authority to construct the building, or an increase 
of appropriation; we are only asking you to 
appropriate money for that which you have au- 
thorized to be undertaken. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Iwishto inquire of the gen- 
tleman, if this money has been taken out of the 
fund appropriated by law to erect the building, by 
what authority has it heen done? 

Mr. DISNEY. The present appropriation for 
the erection of the Cincinnati and St. Louis cus- 
tom-houses is $75,000 euch, with the proviso that 
“the cost of the buildings, respectively, shall not 
exceed $75,000.” Thesites have been purchased. 
The site at Cincinnati has cost $50,000, and that 
at St. Louis $37,000. The Department, under 
the present law, feels itself authorized to progress 
with the building. That is what the Secretary 
says. The appropriation, then, was not for the 
purchase of the site, but the construction of the 

uilding. The Department feels itself authorized 
to erect upon these sites buildings not to exceed 
in cost $75,000 each. He has bought the site, 


If the gentleman had listened 
he would not have raised the point of 


and is now going on to erect the edifices. He asks 
for enough to pay the debt you have authorized 


him to contract. That is the whole case, 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I should like to inquire 


| liberal appropriations, it is the improvement of its 


whether the $50,000 is to complete the building? | 

Mr. DISNEY. The $50,000 isto be appropri” 
ated towards the construction of the building. 
The law authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury 
to construct edifices not to exceed in cost $75,000 
each, and he has adopted plans the execution of | 
which will cost that amount. In the case of the 
Cincinnati custom-house there is a deficiency of 
$50,000, which we ask to be appropriated. These 
facts are true of both Cincinnati and St. Lovis. 
It occurs to me now that the city of St. Louishas 
no Representative upon thjs floor. 

Mr. PHELPS. Lintend to offer an amend- 
ment, covering the custom-house of that city. | 
would inquire of the Chair whether such an 
amendment would be in order now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BROOKS.’ I rise to ask if this thing is 
to go on, where we are to stop? I wish gentlemen 
would ask for anything else than custom-houses. 
There may be-occasion for custom-houses at Cin- 
cinnati, Louisville, and other places on the west- 
ern waters; but there is, in my estimation, a much 
better occasion for appropriations for the western 
rivers and harbors. I much prefer appropriations 
should be made for them. Iam loth torisein op- 
position to these amendments. 

Mr. GENTRY. The gentleman surprises me. 
That is an extraordinary objection coming from j 
that quarter. Ihave been here twelve years. For 
nine out of that twelye I voted every year addi- 
tional sums to_complete the custom-house in the 
city of New York, whieh is a splendid marble 
palace. 

Mr. BROOKS. Does the gentleman want an 
appropriation for Knoxville? I will vote for an 
arsenal, but I do not want to vote for a custom- 
house at Knoxville. It isthe principle of the thing 
to which I ask to call attention. If there be any- 
thing in the West for which I am willing to make 


rivers and harbors. But, under the pretense of 
getting custom-houses, and other things of that 
kind, it is only taking so much from the Treas- 
ury, which, in my opinion, ought to be devoted to 
other purposes. e will soon be asked to appro- 
priate for a custom-house on the Kanawha river, 
at a point in the district of the gentleman who sits 
before me. We will be asked for custom-houses 
in all the western rivers, and for their construc- 
tion large appropriations, 

But while [ am willing to complete the work so 
far as they have gone, I am not willing to extend 
the system further. Custom-houses, for which ap- 
propriations have been made, I am willing to vote 
appropriations for their completion. We now see 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Puevps] rising 
and asking an appropriation for a custom-house 
at St. Louis. It is strange some gentleman from 
Illinois does not rise and ask for an appropriation 
for a custom-house at Galena. And the gentleman 
from Minnesota will be called upon to ask for 
the construction of a custom-house.at Red river, 
‘Where are we to stop, if we are to go on with this 
systém? 

‘Mr. GENTRY. Is it the policy of a Repre- 
sentative from the city of New York to simplify 
all these things by voting one large custom-house 
to the city of New York, and lines of steamers 
supported by the Government, so that all the im- 
ports shall. be there? 

Mr. BROOKS. I will answer that question. | 
Take away the custom-house to-morrow, and we 
will give the country $10,000,000 a year. We do i 
not want any custom-house there, Remove it, and 
you will make it a mighty city. London and 
Rome will be nothing in comparison with it then. 
Spies are put over our merchants; we do not want | 
them. We would like to raze the custom-house | 
to-morrow. | 

Mr. PHELPS. I would like to inquire of the 
gentleman whether he is in favor of free trade? | 

Mr. BROOKS. I would like to have free trade 
for the city of New York alone. Iam in favor 
of free trade, if you will let us import all the 
goods there, and then add a duty upon all outside | 
of the city to support our city. That ig what 1! 
am in favor of—free trade for the city of New 
York alone. (Laughter.] I rise in good faith, 
however, to say, that I am willing to go for these 
appropriations to a moderate extent; but I am not 
willing to go to an unlimited extent. I am not 
willing to take in a Government deficiency bill | 


any amount of custom-houses that gentlemen may 


seem willing to offer here, and I dare rise anac 
make opposition, though Iam tauntedewith the 
charge that I support appropriations only for the ee 
city of New York. nae 

The question was then taken on Mr. Disney”: 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE. I move the fol: 2. 
lowing amendment: ie 

For the completion of the custom-house and other public, < 
offices connected therewith, at Pittsburg, $35,000. : 

During the Thirty-first Congress there were ap- 
propriations made for four custom-houses, at four 
different points in the West—at St. Louis, Cin- 
cinnati, Louisville, and Pittsburg. At the two ° 
former there were appropriations of $75,000 for 
the purpose of constructing and building these 
custom-houses. At the two latter points the lan- 
guage of the law is, that the entire cost of buildin 
and the purchase of the sites should be $75,000. 

There seems to me a discrepancy in the appro- 
priation between the several points. At the city 
of Pittsburg a lot has been purchased at an ex- 
pense of $35,000, leaving $40,000 for building. 
This sum is entirely inadequate to construct such 
a building as the public wants require. It is a 
historical fact, that in the city of Piusburg the 
public records have been exposed to fire within 
the last five years. The books and papers of the 
custom-house have been placed in buildings which 
have been twice destroyed by fire within the last 
five years. lt is considered’ economy, therefore, 
upon the part of the Government to make such- 
appropriations—at least my constituents think 
so—as will construct a building which will be fire- 
proof; and I have no doubt that gentlemen wih 
concur with me and my constituents in that view 
of the subject. Forty thousand dollars is inade- 

uate to accomplish that result, and I propose, 
therefore, to increase the amount to, $75,000 for 
the building, adding $35,000 to the $40,000 which 
now remain. Thisis the sum which has been 
recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as an amount which will construct a fire-proof , 
building. It is aless sum than has been asked 
for and obtained from this committee by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marswaiu,] and I 
propose to make $35,000 additional, so as to make 
the whole sum $75,000, placing us upon a par 
with St. Louis and Cincinnati. I hope the com- 
mittee will award this sum for this purpose. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Howr’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS. I propose the following amend- 
ment: 

For the completion of the fire-proof building in the city 
of St. Louis, Missouri, for a eustom-house, independent 
treasury building, and other offices of the United States, 
$37,000. 

Mr. PHELPS. I have but one word of ex- 
planation which I think necessary to make, as the 
Representative from the St. Louis district is con- 
fined by sickness at home, and is unable to be 
here to speak for the interests of the city which 
he represents. The duty therefore devolves upon 
me, as one of his colleagues, to offer the amend- 
ment which has been read, and which he himself 
would have offered. I believe it to be right. Ap 
propriations have been made for the erection of a 
fire-proof building at St. Louis, not merely fora 
custom-house, but foran independent treasury and 
for the other public offices which are kept perma- 
nently in that city. When we refer to that city 
and its commerce, and when we look to the re~ 
ceipts of the last fiscal year, we find that the duties 
collected in that city to be more than $280,000, 
as I have been informed by a gentleman who 
has just arrived from that city, and who is well 
informed upon that subject. Again, by law a 
branch of the Treasury Department is keptin the 
city of St. Louis, and the Assistant Treasurer’s 
office is located there. The Government of the 
United States has been at great expense in paying 
for fitting up an office, so as to cause it to be fire- 
proof; and when the Assistast Treasurer has been 
removed, and another one has been appointed, who 
selected some other office, a still further expense 
has been incurred by the Government in fitting up 
this office also. In addition to that, this building 
is designed for another purpose, not merely for a 
custom-house and independent treasury, but also 
for a surveyor general’s office, the records of 
which are kept there in buildings rented by the 
Government. All the records appertaining to 
surveys in the States of Illinois and Missouri are 
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kept there, for the surveyor general located at St. 
Louis is surveyor general for Missouri and Hii- | 
nois. In addition to that, there are officers in the 
Quartermaster’s Department or Commissary’s De- 
partment, constantly stationed at St, Louis, and 
it is necessary that they should have offices in 
which to transact their business. ‘The supplies 
necessary for the troops upon the Mississippi and 
Missouri rivers, and upon the Plains, are pur- 
chased in that city. It was designed at the time 
the appropriation was made for the erection of a 
custom-house and independent treasury building, 
that these offices should be kept in that building. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, in a report in rela- | 
tion to custom-houses, and to which reference has | 
heen made by other gentlemen, has mentioned | 
that 637,000 were now necessary for the comple- | 
tion of the building. At the first session of the | 
last Congress the sum of $75,000 was appropriated 
for the purchase of a site and the erection of a | 
building, There was the same provision in that į 
law, that the cost of the construction should not 
be more than $75,000. But the Secretary of the 
Treasury found that the site cost more money 
than was expected’ Thirty-seven thousand dol- 
lars have been expended in the purchase of a site, 
and that amount of money is wanted for the pur- 
pose of completing the edifice. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Puezps’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. i 
Mr. FREEMAN. I offer the following amend- 
ment: ` 


For the completion of a marine hospital at Vicksburg, 
on a site purchased for that purpose by the Secretary of the 


Treasury, $30,000, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. FREKMAN. Five thousand dollars have 
been appropriated for the purchase of a site. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has no connection with 
custom-houses, and therefore it is not in order. 

‘Mr. INGERSOLL submitted an amendment 
appropriating $50,000 to rebuild the custom-house 
at New Haven, Connecticut. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the Chair if that 

. amendment is in order? There is no pretext, I 
suppose, for saying that it is to supply a defi- 
ciency. Iltisa proposition to commence a new 
work, There is no authority for it at all, no es- 
timate—nothing of the sort. 

'rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the amendment is not in order. mae 

Mr. HOUSTON. These other appropriations 
are for works which have been already com- | 
menced, and are all estimated for. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that a 
proposition to rebuild a house is like a proposi- 
tion to build a house in the first instance. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Iwill state that this mat- 
ter has been referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, who, I understand, are in favor of the ap- 
propriation, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that | 
does not alter the case. i 

Mr. MILLSON. I offer the following amend- | 
ment: : 4 

For completing the custom house at Norfolk, Virginia, 
$50,000. 

Mr. Chairman, at the last Congress an act was 
passed appropriating $50,000 for the erection of a 
custom-house, and the purchase of a site, at Nor- 
folk, Virginia. My constituents being exceed- | 
ingly modest as well as economical, supposed that 
450,000 would be sufficient to erect the building. 

The Treasury Department, however, entertains a 

different opinion, and I beg ihe House to under- 
stand that I am submitting thi: amendment not 
at the instance of my constituents at all, but be- 
cause the Secretary of the Treasury has stated to 
the FLouse, that the amount appropriated is insuf- 
ficient to complete the building. I will state that : 


he 


this communication was made to the House, not |; 


only without any prompting from me, or my con 
stituents, bat even without my knowledge. Thad | 
intended to wait until the civil and diplomatic ap- | 


propriation bill came up, before bringing this mat- || 
ter to the attention of the committee, but as it | 
seems to be settled that the proper mode of pro- 


ceeding is to introduce these applications for defi- i 


ciencies at the present time, I will content my- p 


self by submitting the amendment which I have | 
offered. : | 

Į will read to the committee what the Secretary : 
of the Treasury says upon the subject: i 


i 
i 
| 
H 
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“í The aet of Congress limits the cost of the building at i 
Norfolk, at $50,000, besides the proceeds arising froin the 
sale of the old custom-house. No site has yet been selected, 
but the amount appropriated is not deemed sufficient for a 
suitable building at that port, and it is respeetiully reeom- 
mended that the appropriation should be increased $50,909.” 

I believe that the Committee on Ways and 
Means would have passed favorably upon this ap- 
propriation. I have no doubt they would have 
done so when the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill came up. I will state, however, that 
since that report was made to the House by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, a site has been pur- 
chased for an amount which leaves the residue of 
the appropriation utterly insufficient, as [ think, 
to complete the building. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Mituson’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The Senate amendment, as amended, was then 
agreed to. . 

The followng clauses of the twenty-fifth amend- 
ment-of the Senate were then severally read, con- 
idered, and agreed to, vit: 

‘10th, For arrears of contingent expenses. in the Post 
Office Depattment, $7,500. 

“llith. For compensation to temporary clerks employed 
conditionally to bring up arrears of business in the Dead 
Letter Office, $1,002 67. 

© 12th. For fuel for the General Post Office building, from 
the 20th of February, 1852, to the end of the season, $750.” 

The thirteenth clause of the twenty-fifth amend- 
ment coming up next in order, was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

“ For the payment of the salaries of the special agents of 
the Post Office Department, to the end of the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1852, $11,500.” 

Mr. HENN. I move to strike out that appro- 
priation; and I do it for the purpose of asking the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
whether it is to pay an additional number of spe- 
cial agents, or whether it is to pay the regular sal- 
aries of the usual number of agents. 

Mr. HOUSTON. At the second session of the 
Thirty-first. Congress, a law was passed to in- 
crease the salaries of the special agents from 
$1,000 to $1,600. To that law a proviso was at- 
tached, that no greater amount should be applied 
than was appropriated in that bill, The object of 
the proviso was to confire the number of special 

ents to those who were then in the employment 
of the Post Office Department. The Postmaster 
General found, however, that he could not get 
along with that number of special agents. He 
has, therefore, considering that he had the discre- 
tion, instead of giving them $1,600, increased the 
number of special agents, and the whole amount 
appropriated by the last Congress for this pur- 
pose has been paid over to the ‘special agents at 
the rate of $1,000 apiece, except probably one 
agent. The object of this appropriation is to in- 
crease the salaries of all of the special agents in 
the employment of the Department—I think some 
sixteen or eighteen. 

Mr. HENN. I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, if he does not con- 
sider that the Department employs more of these 
special agents than is necessary? 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is difficult for me to an- 
swer that question, and do justice to myself and 
the Department. ; 

Mr. HENN. I am satisfied that there have 
been more Post Office agents in the part of the 
country which I represent than were at all neces- 
sary. They have been employed for political 
purposes, and I do not wish to vote for an appro- 
priation for the payment of men whose whole | 
business has been political. 

Mr. HOUSTON. {am opposed to this appro- 
priation myself. LT opposed it in the committee. 
A majority of the committee, however, thought it 
was necessary to make it, and they therefore | 
overruled me; and I take it for granted that resist- 
ance to an appropriation in this committee will 
amount to but little. I therefore submit the facts 
as I have stated them to this House. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved to decrease 
the amount of the appropriation to one dollar, and 
said: Mr. Chairman, I recollect very well the 
history of that provision of the law. An appli- 
cation was made to the Committee of Ways and 
Means at the last Congress in respect to this sub- 
ject. The ground upon which the Department 
placed it was, that they wanted to give an increase 
of salary in order that they might get a superior 
order of men. It was represented to us that if 
we would increase the salaries of these officers, 


I 
i 
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they would be satisfied with a fewer number, and, 
we took them at their word.. : 
Mr. AVERETT. I ask my colleague if this 
appropriation does not go directly in the teeth of 
an expréss provision of the bill of the last Con- 
gress? : : 
Mr. BAYLY. | Certainly, it does. oe 
Mr. HOUSTON. I will, read the provision of, 
the law passed at the last session of Congress; it 
is as follows::. ’ TE 
« Andhe it further enacted, That the Postmaster General 
is hereby authorized to allow hereafter to the special agents 
of the Post Office Department. annual salaries of $1,600: 
Provided, ‘That no more shall be‘expended for this purpose 


during the present-year than is already appropriated in this 
act. 2 


Well, the amount appropriated in this act. was 
$35,000; so that, as I stated before, the object and ` 
intention of Congress, as clearly expressed ih the 


i law, was that no more than $35,000 should be ex- 


pended, but that in expending that amount the 
salaries of the special agents then in the employ- 
ment of the Department might beincreased. But 
the Postmaster General thought fit to increase the 
number of special agents, and has absorbed. the 
money in that way without increasing the sala- 
ries of those then in the employ of the Depart--, 
ment, . ~ - 
Mr. EVANS. [understand the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means to say that 
the Postmaster General found it necessary for the 
public service not to.increase the salaries, but to 
employ an additional number of special agents.. 
The gentleman upon my left [Mri Hen] says that 
these agents have been employed for political pur-* 
oses. I do not know how it may be in his coun- 
try, but I will do justice to the last Administra- 
tion—that of Mr. Polk—and to the present Ad- 
ministration, and say, that nowhere in our part.of 
the country were they employed for any such 
purpose under Mr. Polk’s administration, nor are 
they now. They have been employed in making 
valuable detections in many cases. I do not know 
what motive the Postmaster: General could have 
in increasing the number of special agents unless 
he found it absolutely necessary. The.operations 
of these special agents are always secret, and have 
to be so in order to be effective; and I have no 
doubt the Postmaster General found it necessary 


| to increase the number in order to make detections. 


Are we now to take away the salaries after the 
service has been performed? The gentleman from 
Alabama admits that these salaries were increased 
to $1,600, and therefore this is nota violation of 
law. i i pat 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman misunder- 
stands me. This appropriation is intended to in- 
crease the salaries, not only of those who were in 
the employ of the Government at the time the law 
was passed, but of all who have been. appointed 
since that time, from $1,000 to $1,600. 

Mr. EVANS. Well, their salaries were fixed 
at $1,600. 

Mr. HOUSTON. At the time the law passed 
there were, say ten of these special agents em- 
ployed. [donot know the precise number. The 
law said you might increase the salaries of these 
officers to $1,600, provided that no more than was 
appropriated should be expended, which was 
435,000. The Postmaster General found it neces- 
sary to employ a larger number, and he could not 
give them $1,600, but was compelled to keep the 
salaries down to $1,000, and now thespecial agents, 
not only those who were already employed, but 
those appointed since, apply to have their salaries 
increased up to $1,600. : ; 

Mr. EVANS. ItisasI understood it precisely. 
The compensation ought to be $1,600. There is 
no propriety in striking it out. Sf, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
amendment offered ‘by the gentleman from: Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bayzy.] - 

Mr. BAYLY. I withdraw my amendment, if 
there is no objection, as I prefer the one offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa, {Mr. Henw.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on 
the motion of the gentleman from Towa, [Mr. 
Henn, ] to strike out the clause. 

Mr. PHELPS. I propose to’reduce the appro- 
priation $1,000. ae ; 

I desire to submit a short explanation in relation 
to this appropriation. By thé legislation of. Con- 
gress, the salaries of these special: agents of the 
Post Office Department were increased to the sum 
of $1,600 per annum. Prior to that time, they 
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had received. but $1,000. -But in appropriating || 
money for the purpose of paying the salaries of H 
these special agents, you also allow an item for | 
defraying the expenses of those who. are arrested | 
for committing depredations upon the mails. I 
do not recollect the exact language, but the clause | 
appropriating this money isso much for special: 
agents, and ‘so much for defraying the expenses |! 
of gepredators. That is, agents are employed for 
the purpose of traversing the country, and ascer- 
taining who have been engaged in the perpetra- 
tion of any robberies upon the mails; and they |} 
are also directed to inquire into the regularity of 
the mail service. and to make suggestions in rela-. 
tion to any change they may deem proper in the 
operation of the mail service in the. sections of 
country, through whigh they may travel. The’ 
duty which devolves upon them is.an arduous | 
one. They are, to a certain extent, police officers, 
for whenever a depredation has been committed | 
upon the mail; the Postmaster General is informed 
of it, or the special agent is informed of it, by the 
local postmaster, and they are compelled to resort 
to the vicinage of the place where these depreda- 
tions are committed, and by their ingenuity en- 
deavor to detect the persons who have been guilty |! 
of these violations of law. I say it is an arduous 
and responsible duty, and I have entertained the. 
opinion that the sum appropriated, and the amount | 
of salary fixed by this law, was none too great. | 
I will further ‘state to this committee that; in 
addition to the sum of $1,600, they are also paid 
their traveling expenses while they are engaged | 
in traveling over the country. Is that sum niore 
than sufficient to induce any. man, of sufficient re- | 
sponsibility for that office, to leave his family and || 
engage in traveling the country? In consequence 
of there being guch an amount of money expend- 
ed in defraying the expenses of the prosecution— | 
I mean the proceedings before a. magistrate when | 
a person has been arrested, charged with the com- 
mission of any offense against the laws of the 
Post Office Department, which expenses are de- 
frayed out of this appropriation—the Postmaster 
General could not pay these special agents the 
$1,600 per annum, and has paid them only $1,000. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ir opposed to 
this amendment. This question, like a great many 
others, has’ for its naked object, the increase of 
salaries, The Postmaster General has authority 
to appoint mail agents to travel upon the mail | 
routes, and detect persons who commit depreda- | 
tions upon the mails—as well postmasters, and 
mail-carriers, as other persons. Their salary, at 
present, is fixed at $1,000. In addition to that, 
they receive two dollars per day for traveling ex- 
penses, and, sir, they are charged nothing for 
traveling upon a mail route where passengers can 
be conveyed. Upon steamboats, stages, and rail- 
roads, upon which they travel, in order to look 
after the mails, and detect these depredators, they 
are never charged one cent for their passage. 
‘Then, sir, I think that with $1,000 salary and | 
their expenses paid, there can be, perhaps, as 
good men obtained to engage in this service as 
you can get for $5,000. You can get business- 
men at $1,000, who will enter upon the duties of || 
that service as a livelihood, and discharge the du- 
ties in order to retain the position. But, sir, when 
you give these large salariés, as has been the case 
In some instances, these appointments are given | 
to political partisan favorites, who are, perhaps, 
waiting sometimes for a seat in this or the other 
end of the Capitol. Now, you givea fair salary— 
$1,000—and in most of the States of this Union, 
if notin all of them, you will get the very best 
men of the country for this particular branch of 
the service. I think the committee and the House |! 
should non-concur with the amendment, and reject 
it. 


H 
fi 


The question was then taken on the amendment | 
offered by Mr. Prrexes, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr, AVERETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
reduce the appropriation to $1,000. I offer this 
amendment to enable me to make a few remarks i 
upon the clause of the bill now before us. My 
colleague, [Mr. Bayny,] who was chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means in the last Con- 
gress, and the present chairman of that commit- 
tee, [Mr. Howston,] both assure me and the 
House that this appropriation, demanded by the 
Executive, is designed to covera deficiency created 
by overleaping the limitations imposed bylaw. 1 | 
understand that the last Congress expressly stip- | 


į one, 


ulated.what the salaries of these officers should be, 
and made an appropriation accordingly, and said 
to the Executive, ‘* thus far shalt thou go, and no 


: farther.’*- In disregard of the express limitations 


imposed by law, mofe agents have been employed 
than were authorized, and we are asked to ratify 


‘and pay for this usurpation. 


Now, sir, E do not begrudge to these agents, or 


| to clerks, fair, yea, liberal salaries. They are the. 


working men of the Government, and ought to be 
punctually and liberally paid. I would be willing 
to pass a Jaw increasing the compensation of some 
of them. It is not on account of what they are 
to receive under the provisions of this bill that F 
oppose this clause of it. My opposition is founded 
upon other and higher considerations. It is our 


duty, as the representatives of the people, to hold || 


control over the treasure which comes from the 
pockets of our constituents. But, if we allow the 
President or his. subordinates to contract debts 
without authority of law, or to. transcend limita- 


! tions which Congress have expressly imposed, 


and then not only tamely submit to such usurpa- 
tion, but expressly indorse and ratify it, we divest 
ourselves of our rightful authority, violate our 
representative obligations, encourage a foul sys- 


| tem of unauthorized expenditure, and add to the 
power, while we diminish the responsibility, of | 


the Executive. This is but a part of a system 
that has become fashionable... It is time—it is 
our duty to put a stop toit. Let us no longer 
listen to the appeals in behalf of men who have 
been employed not only without authority, but 
directly in the teeth of the prohibitions of law. 
The ‘laborer is worthy of his hire,”? but we must 
teach him to see first whether there is any lawful 


authority for employing him; and when our high || 


functionaries make contracts not only unauthor- 
ized by law, but in violation of law, they ought to 
be compelled to ‘$ foot the bill,’’ and be held fe- 
sponsible for their transgressions, 

Mr. TAYLOR. [want to saya word in oppo- 
sition to the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Virginia, (Mr. AvERETT.} So far from 
wishing to diminish this appropriation, it is, in 
my opinion, the duty of Congress, if necessary, 
to increase it. Tlook upon this service as oe of 
the most important duties of the Post Office De- 
partment. Tt is impossible to estimate the import- 
ance of the service. What isthe service? If I 
understand it, certain special agents are appointed 
to detect robberies of the mail. You may appro- 
priate ten, or fifteen, or twenty thousand dollars, 
and the service may require $30,000, or more. 
the Postmaster General be restricted to the amount 


of $5,000 to ferret out the numerous mail robber- | 


jes that are committed, and which have become 
very frequent since you have extended your post 
office establishment all over the country, he will 


be unable to have that duty performed as itshould | 


be. These robberies have become very frequent 
on the line from the East tothe West. Very many 
have been perpetrated within the last year or two 
between that part of the country where I reside 
and the great Eastern cities. Innocent men, men 
engaged. in important business, bankers, mer- 
chants, avd others have had their checks, and 
drafts; and money stolen in their transmission 
from the Western States to your Eastern cities, 
and some of those robberies have been detected b 

the vigilance of the Postmaster General, throu A 
these agents. They might not have been detected 
if you had limited the Postmaster General to four 
or five thousand dollars. I donot understand this 
$11,500 asked for to be an extravagant appropri- 
ation at all. It appears to me to be a very proper 
It appears to me to be an economical one, 
and I trust this committee will not delay action 
upon important bills, by quibbling about whether 
we will give $1,000, or $5,000, or $11,500, to pre- 
vent robberies of the mails of the United States, 
that now extend over this vast country, and to 
bring, with certainty and dispatch, these criminals 
to justice, even if it should require a few thousand 


dollars more than we appropriated. The amount | 


asked for is a very trifling one, and I hope the 
committee will not adopt the amendment offered 
by the gentlerhan from Virginia, (Mr. Avererr.] 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. AveRETT, and it was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionrecurs on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. 
Heyn,] to strike out the clause, 


Mr. HENN. Upon that Task for tellers. 


If! 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Is it in order 
i to. move to ameng, by increasing the amount of 
i the appropriation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. | Itis. a 

Mr. STANTON. I move to increase it $1,000. 
I make the. motion, simply for the purpose of 
making a remark or two, and I shall not detain 
the House five minutes with what I have to say. 

I havé-had some little experience in this matter, 
‘having, upon two. different occasions in my life, 
had the honor of receiving from the Postmaster 
General commissions as‘a special agent. Now, 
sir, l know exactly what is required, and I know 
| precisely the amount of expense to be incurred in 
i undertaking this duty. 


| Mr. HENN. Lask the gentleman to give way 


a moment, while T ask the chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Ways and Means, whether or not the 
| Postmaster General has increased the number of 
| these special agents? I wish it distinctly under- 
i stood, that lam not opposed to the amount of 
| salary, but to the number of agents employed. 
i The. Department has increased the number of 
| agents, and thereby prevented them from getting 
the whole amount of salary that it was intended 
by the law they should recetve. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is one cause, and the 
main cause, of the absorption of the appropriation 
of the Jast Congress for this service. 

Mr. STANTON. The extent of ovr country 
has increased. Two empires almost have arisen 
upon our continent that .are- attached to this 
Union, and the necessity for an increase of this 
description of officers is obvious to everybody. 
As l said before, | have had some experience in 
the matter. In the ytar 1845, Cave Johnson, 
an economist after the order of my friend from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] a strict ‘construction- 
ist, and a man who scrupled about the one tenth 
part of a dollar, was at the head of the Post 
Office Department, and he chose ‘to abolish the 
whole system of special agents and to devolve 
that duty upon the distributing postmasters of the 
country. l happened to be one at the time, and 
was honored with a’ commission and instructed to 
go into the mountains of old Kentucky to investi- 
gate mail depredations there. The duties of my 
office required my presence there, butin obedience 
| tothe mandate of the Postmaster General, whom 
I considered had.a right to command me, I went 
into the mountains. There were no railroads or 
stage-coaches there upon which I could get a free 
passage, but I had to hire a horse at a dollar a day. 
Thad to pay my own expenses, and two dollars, 
per day was just about half as much as | expend- 
ed in the service of the Government. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I suppose the gentleman 
wants the facts before the committee. Does the 
gentleman mean to say, for hiring a horse, where 
there was no public conveyance, he had to pay 
out of his own private funds ? 

Mr. STANTON. They allowed me two dol- 
lars a day. 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir. The principle is 
universal, if you go to where the public convey- 
ancé dees nottake you, the Government pays you 
extra. You may hire conveyances to transport 
you from point to peint at the expense of the Gov- 
ernment. It is universal. There is no exception 
to that rule. i : 

Mr. STANTON. I do not care what the ar- 
rangement is now, the arrangement then was, that 
out of the two dollars allowed me by the Post- 
master General, I was compelled to pay all the 
| expenses I incurred, in consequence of which I 


|| wrote to the Postmaster General 1 could not attend 


| to the duties, and'threw up the commission. The 
Postmaster General a short time afterwards 
i changed the arrangement, and appointed special 
agents. Under that system in 1837, when Amos 
Kendall. was Postmaster General, E had a com- 
i mission. I was allowed five dollars.a day for 
my services, and two dollars a day for my trav- 
eling expenses; hut two dollars did not pay my 
traveling expenses, although I went over the reg- 
ular roads, upon which persons had contracts to 
carry the mail; free. Sir, $1,000 is not enough 
to pay the man who undertakes that duty. He 
must be a man of character. He must bea man 
of sagacity. He must bea man capable of detect- 
‘ing rogues that are scattered all over this broad 
Union. A large majority of the depredations 
i committed upon the Post Office Department are 
j committed at small offices off from the regular 


-line-where the mail is transported on horseback. 


! perience of my friend from Kentucky, [Mr. Stan- 


: 1 ji 
-the absolute necessity there is that gentlemen of |! 
- character and intelligence should be selected to | 


~ Post Office Department. 
- have the services of intelligent and sagacious gen- | 
= tlemen in that position; and every member, it oc- | 

i 


< €Urs to my mind, is aware that a proper, indeed a 


’ obtain and secure that class of men to which I 
“have referred. 


. cioh immediately attached itself to the route agent. 


_ Way of 
ought to be such a difference between the com- 


either class are exceedingly responsible and ardu- 


-questioning the route agent, was well assured, from 


: a bake and in the actof depositing letters for them 


` by the investigation he immediately instituted, that i 


This pouch is taken charge of by the route agent 
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Why, sir, a man cannot hirea horse and under- | 
take this duty and accomplish it as he ought to do, |! 
‘with the allowance of only two dollars a day. I 
think the salary is not enough, 

= The question was then taken on the amendment 
to. the amendment, and it was disagreed to. ji 
ooMr. FLORENCE. I move, Mr. Chairman, 
tò add $500 to the appropriation. 1] desire to ex- 
press my entire concurrence with the views, and 
to-indorse the conclisions arrived at by the ex- 


TON] I have had an opportunity of observing || 


perform the duties of special agents of the General | 
> ) I will recite an incident 
to the committee to show how necessary it is to 


liberal, compensation should be paid, so as to ji 


It seems to me there cannot be a | 
reasonable difference of opinion upon that point. || 
A: gentleman who now occupies the position of 
Special agent for the General Post Office was in- 
formed a depredation had been committed on the 
United States mail at the Philadelphia post office 
>that a letter deposited there containing a draft | 
for $1,000 had been abstracted. There is st the | 
post office door, after the closing of the mail, but 
before the bags are taken from the office, a small 
pouch in which letters are deposited previously to 
the mai} matter being dispatched to its destination. | 


—distributed and made up by him in the cars, 
The person who deposited the letter averred he 
had deposited the letter containing the $1,000 
draft to which I have alluded in the pouch inside 
of the door of the post office. It was taken from 
‘there to the cars en route to New York. Suspi- 


And here may remark that, in my humble judg- 
ment, this class of Government officers do not re- | 
ceive compensation enough. They are now paid 
“but $800 a year; and I may remark farther, by 
y arenthesis, that I do not think there | 


pensations of the route agents and special agents 
of the Post Office Department. The duties of 


ous, and they should be paid a salary commensu- 
rate with the important service they render. Sus- 
picion, as T have already said, attached itself to 
the route agent. The person who deposited the 
letter declared, in the most solemn manner, that he 
puened it into the pouch, and that it fell to the 

ottom—thereby rendering it impossible for any į 
one to abstract it therefrom, ‘The special agent, 
a man of judgment, of nice discrimination, and 
fully competent and equal to his position, upon 


his: cool manner, his general appearance, and 
having confidence in his integrity—his previous 
good character justifying the conclusion—that he 
had not committed the depredation; and doubted |! 
very much whether the letter had been safely and 
securely placed in the pouch. 
right in this surmise. Before eleven o’clock the | 
next day the draft had been drawn at the Bank | 
of North America, with a forged indorsement | 
upon it. Iam fearful I shall not be able to com- | 
plete my story before the expiration of my five 
minutes. Immediately afterwards, by the scru- | 
tiny and investigation entered into by the special 4 
agent, it was discovered a boy had visited the | 
Philadelphia post office upon business for his em- 


ad taken the letter from the pouch—had forged 
the name of the person in whose favor it was | 
drawn, and had drawn the $1,000 from the Bank 
of North America. The letter had not been se- 
curely placed in the pouch, but was left so that it |! 
was easily taken therefrom by the boy. The spe- | 
cial agent, by severe scrutiny, good judgment, and |! 


having capacity for the place he fills, ascertained, | 


the depredator had gone to Cincinnati. He went 
immediately to that city, arrested the perpetrator, |! 
recovered a large portion of the money, and | 
brought the boy back to Philadelphia. I was a | 
member, if I recollect correctly, of the grand jury | 


“which returned a true bill for the offense; and T}; 


The agent .was i- 


believe the boy is now under bonds to be tried for 


! that depredation. : 


Now, sir, this proves, in the first place, that it 
requires intelligent gentlemen to perform this duty, 
not only to protect the public againsg wrong being 
done to them, but equally to defend those in the 
employ of Government, to whom suspicion fre- 
quently is unjustly attached. In the next place, 
we can perceive they have arduous duties to per- 
form, traveling, as they do, from one end of the 
country to the other at a moment’s notice, and at 
all seasons of the year. Without men of ability 
and sagacity, it will be impossible to prevent or 
discover depredations on the Post Office Depart- 
ment. They are committed, as we know, almost 
daily. It is known there have been more depre- 
dations committed on the Post Office Department 
within the lust few years than at any previous 


į time in the history of the country. | 
It is because this is a Whig Admin- 


A Voice. 


| istration. 


Mr. FLORENCE. The gentleman says this 


l is because we have a Whig Administration. I 


do not desire, nor was it my purpose to make at- 
tacks upon any one when I rose. I merely wished 
to urge the propriety of paying what I°consider 
tobe a fair compensation for arduous duties per- 
formed in the service of the Government. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am in the hope we will 
press action upon this bill and report it to the 
House to-night. ‘I am opposed to the amendment 
and ask for a vote upon it. 


The question was then taken on the amend- i| 


ment to the amendment, and it was rejected. 
Teilers were demanded on the motion of Mr. 


Hew to strike out the clause, and they were re- | 


fused. 
The question was then taken, and decided in 
the pene: ; 
The question was then taken on agreeing to the 


Senate amendment, and it*was agreed to 

The fourteenth and fifteenth clauses of the 
twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate were adopt- 
ed, as follow: 


“ For payment to the following named tribes of Indians 
of the undermentioned suns due them, retained by the Jate 
sub-Indian agent, William H. Bruce, the same to be re- 
jmbursed to the United States when recovered from said 
sub agent or his sureties, viz: 

t To Menomonees, $9,466 27. 

“To Chippewas, Mesomonees, Winnebagoes, and New 
York Indians, $521 59. ' 

“To Six Nations of New York, (Stockbridge,) $22 50. 

«To Stockbridge, $1,806. 

“ For expenses of treaty with the Mississippi and St. 
Peter’s Sioux for the extinguishment of their title to lands in 
Minnesota Territory, being in addition to the appropriation 
for the same object. made 30th September, 1850, $4,272 38. 

“Tor expenses of treating with the Indians and half- 
breeds, for the extinguishment of the title to their lands on 
the Red river of the north, in the Territory of Minnesota, 
being in addition to the appropriation for the same object, 
made 30th September, 1850, $901 05.7? 


The Clerk then read the sixteenth clause of the 
twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, as follows: 


«c For this sum as an advance to the Chippewa Indians | 


of the Mississippi, under the third article of the treaty of 
2d Angust, 1847, to be expended in opening farms for their 
henefit, and extending their farming facilities, 85,000.” 
Mr. HOUSTON. This item was in the com- 
mittee ordered to be stricken out, for the purpose 
of putting it in regularly in the Indian bill. It is 
an item which belongs to, and we have a part of 
it now in the Indian bill. 
instructed me to move to strike it out of this bill 
and to put it in the Indian appropriation bil. If 
it be retained here, confusion will be created in 
the appropriation. There is no necessity for it in 
this bill. i 
Mr. SIBLEY. I trust the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means will allow me to 


make a statement. This sum is required to bej 


appropriated at the earliest possible moment, 
These Indians, ora portion of them, under a for- 
mer appropriation, have been removed. It is the 
intention of the Department to apply this money, 


in anticipation of the ordinary appropriation, to | 


farming purposes. The money is absolutely ne- 
cessary now. 


Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The gentleman is mistaken, 
The Government agreed to pay this tribe of Indians 


$1,000 a year for forty-six years, to be applied to | 


farming purposes, as it is alleged. The treaty is 
not, however, very clear upon that subject. In 
the regular Indian bill we have one of the forty-six 
payments appropriated. This proposition is to 


The committee have ; 


lt is merely in anticipation of the 
| regular Indian appropriation bill. j 


anticipate five of the payments—instead of pay- 
| ing $1,000 to pay $5,000—five forty-sixths of the 
original amount to be given by the treaty. © They. - 
| said they wanted it early last winter for the pur-:: 
pose of using it for farming purposes, so as to 
bring the land into cultivation this spring. - They 
have not got the money.. If they get it-nowthey. . 
cannot use it before next year. - They-do notwant 
it now, before the regular. bill passes. In the 
Committee on Ways and Means this item was 
decided to be irregularly here, and that the phra- 
seology is such as not to be an offset. against the 
treaty. i j : 

Mr. SIBLEY. I wish to state to the. commit- 
tee, that I probably ‘understand more about this 
| proposition and the questions connected with it, 
i than the gentleman can possibly do. Under the. 
treaty made in 1847, these Indians were to receive 
| $1,000 annuity for forty-six years. The Depart- 
ment now requires this sum to be expended in an- 
| ticipation for five years, in order that the Indians 
who have been removed west of the Mississippi 
from the east, shall have the means of subsistence 
when they get there. The Indian agent has just 
left here for his post, after having waited for some 
time to get through this appropriation. He states 
that it is absolutely necessary that this- appropri- 
ation should be made, and that a treaty provision 
being anticipated for five years, would be all that 
was required to put their farming operations in 
such shape, that the Indians hereafter can be sup- 
ported from the proceeds of their farms. 

The question was then taken upon striking out 
the clause, and it was agreed to. : 

The eighteenth, nineteenth, twentieth, twenty- 
first, twenty-second, twenty-third, twenty-fourth, 
and twenty-fifth clauses of the twenty-fifth amend- 
ment of the Senate were then considered and 
agreed to, as follow: 

“ For fulfilling treaties with the Winnebagoes, viz: pur- 


chase of tobacco, per second article of treaty of Ist August, . 
Hed and filth article of treaty of 15th September, 1832, 


“For raranay treaties with Ottowas and Chippewas, 
viz: purchase of tobacco, per fourth article of treaty of 28th 
March, 1836, $300. 

~ For fulfilling treaties with the Sacs and Foxes of the 
Mississippi, viz: purchase of tobacco, per fourth article of 
treaty of the 2st September, 1832, $200. - 

“ For fulfilling treaties with the: Menomonees, viz: pur- 
chase of tobacco, per second article of treaty of 3d Septem- . 
ber, 1836, $100. oe 

“ For the payment of annuities, and the transportation 
of the same, to certain tribes of Indians, in accordance with 
the seventh article of the treaty made at” Fort Laramie, on 
the 17th day of September, Anno Domini 1851, $60,009). 
And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
purchase the provisions, merchandise, domestic animals, 
and agricultural implements, to be delivered in:paymont-of 
the annuity first payable under the sevénth article of said 
treaty, withuut previous advertisement, if such purchases 
can be so made on reasonable terms.’? 


The twenty-sixth clause was then read, as fol- 
lows:. f 

Section three, page fifteen, line nine, strike out 
the word ‘‘ hereafter,” so as to prevent the Exec- 
utive branch of the Government hereafter recog- : 
nizing any contract between any tribe or part:of 
atribe and any attorney or agent for the prosecu- 
tion of any claim against the Government under 
this act. $ Wo eT 

Mr. HOUSTON. There are two'amendinents 
here {the twenty-sixth and twenty-seventh) which 
necessarily go together. I should like the atten- 
tion of the gentlemen from Arkansas [Mr. Jony- 
son} and Indiana (Mr. Fitcn] to the words here, 
just transposing the word “ hereafter?’ from one 
place to another. The committee will remember, 
that when this deficiency bill was before the 
House a short time ago, upon the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Woop- 
WARD,] a provision was inserted, declaring that 
the President of the United States should not rec- 
ognize any contract with agents for the Indians, 
| That was intended to apply to all contracts from 
the time the law might pass. The Senate have 
transposed the word, so as to make the word 
‘* hereafter” apply to the time of making the con- 
tract, and not to the action of the President of the 
United States. They have changed the phraseol- 
ogy of the provision which we made; which was, 
that no contract shall hereafter be recognized and 
made the law, so that it shall not be lawful to rec- 
ognize contracts hereafier made—so as to let in all 
contracts, whether fraudulent or otherwise, which 
may exist at the time the law takes effect. The 
Committee of Ways and Means non-coneurred 
in the amendment of the Senate 
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“Mr.CHANDLER,. Does the gentleman mean 
to say that where debts have been recognized by 
the Indians tliey are not to be paid ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. This provision was offered 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, and it was 
intended to put down the fraudulent and corrupt 

“ practice which has prevailed in this city and every- 
where else Where Indians are managed at all on 
the’ part of white men, of making contracts with 
Indians and defrauding them out of their dues. 
Let: me illustrate the case. An Indian is entitled 
to an annuity and a compensation from the Goy- 
ernment under some treaty, and some white man, 
an Indian agent, goes to him and tells him that he 
cannot get his pay without the: instrumentality of 
some white man, that Congress will not pay any 
attention to him; and he thus induces him to give 
him a large amount, sometimes a quarter, some- 
times a half, and in some cases more. than half. 
The gentleman from Florida [Mr. CABELL] is bet- 
ter acyuainted with these things than I am,and he 
knows that often, for really no service at all, the 
Indian is deprived’ of more than half his money 
by these kind of agents or attorneys. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam concerned to know 
if an Indian trader purchases goods in the East, 
and sells them to the Indians upon credit, is to lose 
his debts? f 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thathas nothing to do with 


it, . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will make a 
brief explanation in regard to this matter, if the 
gentleman will allow me. An amendment was 


drawn up by the gentleman from South Carolina, 


[Mr. Woopwarp.] I was consulted with and 
satisfied, at the time, that it was correct, and 
would hereafter relieve a class of cases where the 
Indians themselves were the sufferers from an im- 

utation which existed most unfairly against them 
m the minds of gentlemen, gnd that it would place 
them upon their own merits before the House, and 
that it would enable them to be properly cared for 
and sustained here. Lam entirely satisfied, that the 
amendment proposed. by the Senate will materially 
change the section which was originally adopted 
by the House. 1 believe that the best thing which 
can be done for the benefit of these Indians, is to 
place them in this position, where they can em- 
ploy their own agents if they choose, and pay 
them themselves, and where the Government will 
have nothing to do with these agents. Or, in 
other words, will not recognize any contract be- 
tween them and the Indians, but leave them to be 
governed by Indian law; and in their transactions 
with the Indians to receive what they may choose 
to givethem. - We will have nothing to do with 
their business at all. This will enable them to 
get justice, whereas they. cannot get it unless a 
course of this kind is taken. lam opposed to the 
amendment, and T'agree with the chairman, of the 


| and their agents, they should not be embarrassed. 
| by any provision like this. 


Mr. WOODWARD; Mr. Chairman, if the 
principle of the amendment proposed. by me when. 
the bill was first before the House, and which has 


| been stricken "put or modified, by the Senate, be 


correct, there is no good*reason why it should not 
apply to existing contracts; as well as those here- 
after to bemade. The Senate must have miscon- 
ceived the nature of the provision. It will not 
operate to make. void existing contracts between 
Indians and white men; or to prohibit such con- 
tracts in future.. Nor doesit propose to take from 
the white man acting as the agent of an Indian or 
tribe of Indians, any remedy he may be entitled 
to by law, for breach of contract by the Indians. 
It simply proposes to prohibit executive officers 
from assuming to exercise judicial functions in 
such cases, between the agent and the Indian. 
Your executive officers: cannot lawfully practice 
such jurisdiction, and what the Constitution and 
the laws have denied them, a white man and an 
Indian cannot by contract confer upon them.. 

Besides the usurpation, there is the grossest in- 
justice and inequality in this executive judicature. 
It is exerted for the exclusive benefit of the white 
man, and always to the disadvantage of the In- 
dian, It.is not an equity jurisdiction to enjoin 
what is fair, and just, and reasonable between the 
parties. Its object-is to hold the Indian to his 
bargain no matter how grossly he may have been 
imposed upon; and this, tod, without any consid- 
eration of the real value of the services of the 
agent, or whether he was either faithful or skill- 
ful in performing them. 

Your Departments assume to pronounce judg- 
ment against the Indian, and then to execute their 
own judgment. Why should they desire to be 
permitted to do this? And what should it matter 
whether the contract be already made, or be Rere- 
after to be made? $ 

The Senate appear to have supposed that the 
provision as applied to existing contracts, would 

e in the nature of an,ex posi facto law. Thisisa 
great mistake. The agent is left to his remedy in 
the courts of the country, or the courts of the In- 
dian tribes. And he who trusts an Indian, espe- 
cially he who cheats an Indian, has no right to 
complain that the laws have not provided a pecu- 
liar and extraordinary jurisdiction for his special 
benefit. i 

Itisa suspicious circumstance, that influences 
have been exerted to exempt existing contracts 
from the operation of the provision. I fear there 
is something wrong. : 

Mr. WALSH. Is it-in order to discuss this 
matter? 

The CHAIRMAN. Further discussion is not 
im order. 


Mr. WALSH. When this original proposi- 


Committee on Ways and Means not to concur in_jj. tion was submitted to the House, } objected to it 


the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Mr. Chair- 
man, I wish to say a few words 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the 
next amendment, and then the gentleman will be 
heard. : 

The amendment was then read, as follows; 

“ Section 3, page 21, line 12, after the word * contract,” 
insert the words “ hercafter made.” 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to inquire of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, whether it is the | 
intention to have the expression which was insert- 
ed in the House bill apply to contracts which had 
previously been made between these Indians And 
other persons, in good faith, and whether the ac- 
tion of the Senate has not been merely to restrict 
it to subsequent contracts? It scems to me, if this 
is so, that then the action of the Senate is right, 
and we should agree in their amendment, and the | 
word “ hereafter” should stand where they put it, 
and not where the committee of the House put it. 
I do not think we are prepared to say that con- 
tracts which have been made in good faith be- 
tween these Indians and agents, for the purpose of 
getting their money or any other thing, shall be 
abrogated. I will not prejudgethem. They have 
been made in good faith; they ought to stand to 
them. All that should be done by any law in this | 
matter, should apply to future contracts, that all 
persons jn future may have notice ofit. Nosuch 
law has existed heretofore, and if contracts have 


if 
I 


been made in good. faith between these Indians 


as violating vested rights. 
of the committee, I will repeat the reasons which 
I suggested then. . 

[Cries of **Oyder!”? ‘ Order!” «* Order!” 

Mr. WALSH. All have to say is, thatis a 
most extraordinary state of facts that three or four 
gentlemen have been discussing this matter upon 
one side 

{Loud cries of “ Order!”] a 

The question was then taken upon disagreeing 
to the Senate amendment, and it was decided in 
the affirmative. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. PHELPS: 1 wish to inquire if the amend- 
ment was adopted or rejected? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question was put 
upon disagreeing to the Senate amendment, and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. EVANS moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, no; let us get through 
with the bill. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Evans’s | 


motion, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The twenty-sixth amendment of the Senate was 
read, as follows: i 

“Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That no estimate or 
appropriation of money, in any bill making appropriations, 
shall authorize the payment. of any increased pay. allow- 
ance, or compensation in any form whatever beyond the 
amount prescribed by Jaw, in any ease, unless there shall 


; first be a specific direction for such extra payment, desig- 


nating the officers to whom such extra payment shall be 


| made.” 


With the indulgence “ 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. l move to strike 
out that clause on the ground that that is already 
the law. None of these officers have the power 
to appropriateany money, orapply it in any way, 
unless authorized by law.. i 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jony- 
son’s motion, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon concurring in the 
Senate amendment, and béing put, it was decided . 
in the affirmative. 

So the amendment. was concurred in. 

Section five, being the twenty-sixth amendment 
of the Senate, coming up: next in order, was read, 


‘considered, and agreed to, as follows: 


“See. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to apply any unexpended portion of the money appropri- 
ate by the act of Congress entitled © An act making appro- 
priation to meet the expenses incurred in consequence of 
the late fire at the Capitol,’ approved January 13th, 1852, to 
the payment of expenses necessarily incurred in repairing 
the.damage lately done by fire in the office of the clerk of 
the Supreme Court, and in making other repairs about the 
Capitol.” 

The Clerk then read the sixth section, beiñg the 
last of the Senate amendments, as follows: 

“Sero. 8. Andbe it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby authorized to purchase 
for the United States a suitable piece of ground at a central 
pointin the city of San Francisco, California, as a site for 
the erection of the custom-house ‘heretofore authorized to 
be built: Provided, That said site or ground may be ob- 
tained with good and sufficient title to the United States 
in exchange for such reasonable portion of the Government 
reserve in that city as the said Seeretary shall deem just and 
equitable, or for a sum in lieu thereof not excceding $40,000 5 
and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to carry into 
effect this provision, the sum of $40,000 is hereby appro- 
priated: Provided, That if the said Secretary shall fail to 
obtain such ground on satisfactory terms, then the said sum, 
or such portion thereof as may be necessary, may be ex- 
pended in providing the proper foundations for sajd custom- 
house on the site heretofore selected for the purpose. ”? 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
strike out the last proviso. Ido not understand 
it, and I should like.to have some explanation of 
it.. Ido not understand why $40,000 are to be 
appropriated to laying the foundation of the cus- 
tom-house at the site already selected, in case they 
cannot get another site.’ l understand that the 
contract is made for building that custom-house. 
We have here $40,000 to be appropriated and 
spent in laying new. foundations for a house that 
is already contracted for in case they cannot find 
a new site. i 

Mr. McCORKLE. There is but one explana- 
tion to give of it, which is this: The lands owned 
in San Francisco by the United States are what 
are called water-lands, The point selected upon 
which to erect this custom-house had, about a 
year ago, eight feet of water upon it,‘and about 
thirty feet.of mud under that water. It is esti- 
mated that it would cost at least $40,000 to put a 
proper foundation there for the custom-house, 
which would have to be done by piling and fill- 
ing in. If, however, it becomes necessary to pur- 
chase another piece of ground, this money in that 
instance, instead of being applied for piling and 
filling a foundation, will be appropriated for the 
purchase of another site. That is the object of 
this proviso... In case a more eligible position 
cannot be purchased, then it is made the duty of 
the Department to make a foundation upon this 
property, which the United States already own. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Is not that 
provided for in. the $400,000 contract? 

Mr. McCORKLE. No, sir; $400,000, as in 
the case you brought up from Kentucky, is appro- 
priated to building a custom-house, and not laying 
the foundation. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I ask the gentleman if 
the contract has been made for putting up the house 
without putting under it the foundation? : 
' Mr. McCORKLE, Theconiract is for putting 
up. the house, and not putting in the foundations. 

. Mr. GOODENOW demanded tellers upon. the 
amendment, but they were not ordered. ‘ 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Man- 
SHALL’s amendment, and it was disagreed to: 

‘The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate, and being put, it was 
decided in the affirmative, j 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the committee rise 
and report the bill and amendments to the House; 
which motion was agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose,and the Speaker 


|| having resumed the chair, the Chairman [Mr. 


STUART] reported that the Committee of the W hole 
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on the state of the Union had, according to order, i 
had the state of the Union generally under consid- 
eration, and particularly the amendments of the | 
Senate to House bill No. 207, and had instructed 
him to report back that they had agreed io some 
of those amendments, some with amendments and 
others without, and had instructed him to report 
to the House and ask its concurrence. 

(A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dickins, Esq., its Sec- 
retary, informing the House that that body had 
passed sundry bills.) 

Mr. GENTRY. 
tion. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask what will ii 
become of the deficiency bill, if my colleague goes 
to something else? 

The SPEAKER. The question immediately 
before the House is upon agreeing to the report || 
of the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. : 

Mr. JONES. Exactly; butif the House passes 
from this bill it will go upon the Speaker’s table. | 

Mr. GENTRY. I do not wish to interpose 
any obstruction to the passage of the bill. I was 
going to move a suspension of the rules for the 
purpose of introducing a resolution, which, [ am 
sure, will not occupy more than five minutes. 

Mr. JONES. I suppose my colleague will give 
way until a motion is made to recommit the defi- 
ciency bill, and call the previous question upon it, 

Several Votces. Let us have the previous 
question. 

Mr. GENTRY. Iwill waive my right to the 
floor, and trust to the courtesy of the House to 
` allow me to offer a resolution afterwards. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and I ask the previous question. My 
object is to keep the bill up so that we can dis- 
pose of it. . 

Mr. GENTRY. T move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of introducing the resolution which 
I haye sent to the Chair. I beg leave to remark, 
that there is nothing in it-— 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Houston] takes prece- 
dence over the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 suppose the House wanted 
to go to this subject, or to adjourn. My object is 
to put the bill where it can be reached in the morn- 
ing as unfinished business. I move a recommit- 
tal, and the previous question. 

Mr. GENTRY. Cannot the question go over 
until to-morrow morning, by common consent? 

The SPEAKER. It can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. GENTRY. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow me to introduce my resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We cannot leave 
the bill without the unanimous consent of the 


I desire to offer a resolu- 


House. i i 
The SPEAKER. That is what the Chair de- || 
cides. ` 
Mi. JONES. Imove that the House adjourn. |j 


Mr. GENTRY. Tam upon the floor, I believe, | 
and therefore the gentleman cannot submit that 
motion. A very few moments will straighten out 
this little difficulty. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated to the 
body that the first question in order is upon the 
demand for the previous question made by the | 
gentleman from Alabama, {Mr. Hovsrows] but the 
gentleman from Tennessee asks the unanimous 
consent of the House 

Mr. GENTRY. No, sir. Let me correct you, | 
if you please. I understand the House, by com- | 
mon acquiescence, to permit the motion of the! 
gentleman from Alabama to go over until to-mor 
row morhing in order to give mean opportunity 
to make the motion which T desired to make. Itis; 
competent for the House, by common consent, to 
allow the motion of the gentleman from Alabama 
to be entered, and go over until to-morrow morn- 
ing. F understand that to be universally agreed 
on. I now move to suspend the rules, to enable | 
me to introduce the resolution I propose to intro- f 
duce. T snppose the gentleman from North Car- | 
olina [Mr. Sraxty] will not object to it.. Jt: 
amounts to nothing more than this: That some of), 
our little pages, and other boys of the city have || 
formed a military company. The Secretary of | 


j 
i 
| 
I 
H 


H 
i 


| 


|! be discharged from the 


War is anxious to equip and arm them with wea: 
pons which are not very valuable to the country. 
He has no legal authority to do this, however, 
and itis necessary to introduce a resolation to give 
him that authority. 

Mr. EDGERTON, J object to the resolution. 

The previous question was then seconded. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move, beforethe 
question is taken upon ordering the main question, 
that there be a call of the House. © 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Iilinois. 
the House do now adjourn. 


I move that 


Mr. JONES. Well, I have no objection toan | 


adjournment. 
- The question was then taken, and agreed to; 


| and 


The House adjourned until to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock. i 


IN SENATE. 
Tuxspay, July 13, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Buren. 


Mr. WADE presented a petition of citizens of 
Cardington, Ohio, praying that the bill now pend- 
ing before Congress, commonly kuown as the 
« homestead bill,” may become a law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of Charles 
B. Polhemus and Charles Griswold, composing 
the firm of Alsop & Company, of San Francisco, 
and owners of the steamer Quickstep, praying to 
be reimbursed the amount of a judgment recovered 
against the steamer for a collision while employed 


in the service of the Coast Survey and under the 


command of an officer of the Navy; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Also, the petition of Francisco Lope Urriza,a | 
for | 


citizen of California, praying remuneration 
losses sustained during the late war with Mexico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 


Relations. 


Mr. CHASE presented a petition of citizens of 


Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that the bill now pend- 
ing before Congress, commonly known as the 
« homestead bill,” may becomea law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SOULE presented a memorial of James H. 


Rhinehart and others, praying confirmation of 


their titles to lands within the Maison Rouge grant; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of | 


James Montgomery, praying Congress to aid him 
in the construction of a steamer which will be 
competent to carry the mails between New York 
and Liverpool in six days, and between New- 
foundland aad Liverpool in four days, and which 
shall be also suitable for war purposes, asked to 
further consideration there- 
of, and that it be referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the samecommittee, to which was 
referred the memorial of Robert F. Pinkney, a 
lieutenant in the Navy, praying Congress to pre- 
vent the farther dissemination of misrepresenta- 
tions injurious to his professional reputation made 
by Commander Wilkes in the history of the Ex- 
ploring Expedition, published by the authority of 
Congress, asked to be dischargeil from the further 
consideration thereof, and that it be referred to 


! the Joint Committee on the Library; which was | 


agreed to. 

He also, 
was referred the memorial of Philip F. Voorhees, 
praying the reimbursement of certain expenses in- 
curred while in command of the United States 
ship Savannah, submitted an adverse report there- 
on; which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the petition of John 
West and others, engaged ‘in the merchant 
and on board of privateers during the last war with 
Great Britain, who were taken prisoners, praying 


compensation for the time lost and sufferings en- : 


dured during their imprisonment, asked to be dis 
charged from the further consideration thereof, 
and ihat it be referred to the Committee on Nava 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Lieutenant 


from the same committee, to which | 


service , 


i| Colonel Ebenezer Dumont, praying comipensation.. 
for a horse killed in Mexico, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bili for’ his relief; which was- 
read and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. > wt 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee. on 
Manufactures, to which was referred the memorial 
of George K. Shoenberger and others, prayin to. 
be allowed a patent for the manufacture of Russia 
sheet iron, reported a bill for their retief; which 
was read, and passed to the second reading. 


|! PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the report of the Sceretary of Warin re- 
|| lation to the claims of certain friendly Creek Indians, and 
i| their legal representatives, for arrears of pay due them for 
| military services in the Florida war, communicated to Hre 
|| Senate, June 15, 1848, be taken from the files and referred 
|| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. oat 


JOINT RESOLUTION AND BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed joint resolution cand 
bills were severally read a third time and passed: 

Joint resolution authorizing the examination of 
the claims of the Biloxi Bay Indians; : 

An act to authorize the sale of reserved lands, 
and for other purposes; 

An act to authorize the Méyor and Common 
Council of Chicago, Illinois, to excavate a portion 
of the public reservation at that place, with a view 
to the improvement of the navigation of the Chicago 
river; i a Naa 
An act for the relief of Colonel James R. Creecy; 
an : 
An act for the relief of Joseph Morton Plumme 
and Mary Reynolds Plummer. : 


SAFETY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMBOATS. | 


|| The bill entitled “An act to provide forthe 
better security of the lives of passengers on hoard 
vessels propelled in Y or in part by steam,” 
was read the third time. i 
il Mr. DAVIS. There is a slight omission on 
the seventh page of the bill, at the ninth line; 
which I desire to have supplied. We provide 
in the bill for the pay of two inspectors in the 
|| State of ‘Texas, in the district of Galveston. On 
{| looking at the bill as engrossed, E find. that at the 
portion of the bill which I have named, where.the 
districts are enumerated, the district of Galveston 
is omitted. I ask the unanimous conseni-of: the 
Senate to insert at the point which E have indi- 
cated the words ‘* Galveston in Texas.” - 

The PRESIDENT. Unanimous consent must 
be given in order to amend the bill at this. stage. 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
made, and the bill passed. 
| WASHINGTON CITY GUARDS. 
i} Mr. CLEMENS. J ask the unanimous consent 
|| of the Senate to introduce a joint resolution, no 
|| notice having been given, Itisa joint resolution, 
|| for supplying the Washington City Guards with 
|| arms. 

Leave was given, and the resolution was read: 
the first time, as follows: 


Be it resolved hy the Senate and House of Reprefent- 
l| atives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
i| bled, That the Secretary of War be and he is hereby: au- 
thorized to loan to the Washington City Guardssuch small 
arms as may be suitable for a juvenile company. “ 


Mr. CLEMENS. I ask that it may havea 
second reading now. 
The PRESIDENT. With a view to reference? 
Mr. CLEMENS. No, sir, I think it could be 
assed now. 
The resolutio 


| 


! 


n was accordingly read a second 
time, was considered as in. Committee of the 
Whole; was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. . 

Mr. BORLAND subsequently rose, and said: 
Mr. President, a joint resolution, relative to fur- 
nishing arms to the Washington City Guards, 
was this morning ordered to be engrossed. It has 
been engrossed, and | ask that it may now be read 
a third time and passed. ft was ordered to be 
engrossed this morning without any opposition or 
dissent, and I hope ihere will not now be any ob- 
jection to it. 


Mr. HALE. 


This resolution is to furnish this 
juvenile company with such arms as the Secretar 
of War may think suitable to them. I think at 
| would he better to furnish them with W ebster’s 
spelling-book, I must, therefore; object to the 
third reading of the bill. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr.. Brient 
in the chair.) Objection being made, the resolu- 
tion cannot now have its third reading, as it has 
already had one reading to-day» -`` 


SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDS IN ‘CALIFORNIA. 


Mr..GWIN. I give notice tothe Senate that 
to-morrow I,shalt_call.up bill No.7, for the pur- 
pose of offering a substitute, in which the right of 
presmption only is granted. ‘Lt is a bill to-provide 
for the survey of the public lands in California, 
the granting of donation privileges therein, and 
for other purposes. {Í have given notice to the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, and 
have submitted the bill to._him. EF hope it may be 
taken up to-morrow and disposed of. pes 


- SUSPENDED LAND ENTRIES. 


. Mr. FELCH. There was a bill before the Sen- 
ate yesterday which was. about to be ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading when. its further 
consideration was postponed on motion of the 
Senator from. Towa, [Mr. Dopce,]} for reasons 
whith he then assigned. F have since consulted 
with him and he withdraws all-objection: I there- 
fore move that the consideration of the prior or- 
ders be postponed, and that the- Senate take up 
the bill. It is a bill to,revive and continue in force 
for a limited time, the provisions of an act relative 
to suspended entries of the public lands. 

The prior orders were postponed, and the bill 
was taken up, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


LOSSES OF SPANISH SUBJECTS. 


Mr. MASON. I wish, Mr. President, to take 
up a joint resolution, which was reported some 
time since by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. It provides for the payment of the claims of 
private individuals, but as it was recommended to 
the consideration of the Senate by the President 
of the United States, I suppose it may be consid- 
ered, in reality, as a public measure in its charac- 
ter. 

Mr. CHASE. May I ask the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr: Mason] for information as to the 
nature of ‘the joint resolution ? 

Mr. MASON. Itisa resolution to indemnify 
certain persons at New Orleans and Key West, 
from losses suffered through the violence of a mob. 

Mr. CHASE, 1 have no objection to it. 

The joint resolution was then read a second 
time, and ‘considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It provides that the President of the United States 
be requested to cause an investigation to be made 
of any losses .that may have been sustained by 
the consul of Spain arid other persons residing at 
New Orleans or at Key West, in the year 1851, 
and who, at that time were subjects of the Queen 
of Spain, by the violence of lawless individuals 
arising out of intelligence then recently received 
at those places, of the execution of certain persons 
at Havana by the Spanish, authorities of that 
Island, who, embarking from the United States, 
had invaded the same with hostile intent; and that 
such losses so ascertained to persons at that time, 
subjects as aforesaid, on the certificate of the Sec- 
retary of State, that the same are proven to the 
satisfaction of the President, together with the 
reasonable costs of the investigation, shall be paid 
to those entitled, 

Mr. SOULE. I hope thatthe further consider- 
ation of the resolution will be postponed, unless the 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
{Mr. Mason] will consent to strike out certgin 
words. I move to strike out the word “ lawless” 
in the ninth line. 

Mr. MASON. The amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Louisiana will not affect the ob- 
ject of the resolution at all. It is intended to pro- 
vide indemnity for the persons referred to; and the 
amendment merely affects the tone of expression 
contained in it, I shall, therefore, yield to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SOULE. I hope, further, that at line 
twelve, the following words be stricken out: 

“ Who, embarking from the United States, had invaded 
the same with hostile intent.” 

It will then read: 


“ By the violence ofindividuals, arising out of intelligence 
then recently received at those places of the execution of 
certain persons at Havana by the Spanish authorities of 
that Island.” : 


i 
My object is, not to interpose any difficulty to 


the passage. of- the resolution, but merely so to 
amend it that it may not contain anything’ which 
would wound the feelings of any person in the 
State. which 1 have the honor in part to represent. 

Mr. MASON. I. have no objection to the 
amendment. It is to-strike from the resolution 
words which might wound the feelings, as it is 
said, of some of the citizens of New Orleans. It 
is not necessary to retain the words in order to 
carry out the object of the resolution, and if 
stricken out, thé resolution will be congruous in 
its parts, and I cheerfully acquiesce in the pro- 
posed amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to, the resolution 
was reported to the Senate, the amendments were 
concurred in, and the resolution was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. ` 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. SOULE. I move that Mrs. Margaret Car- 
mick be permitted to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate certain papers which she filed on the 
occasion of presenting a memorial to Congress in 
order to obtain a pension. She wishes to remove 
these papers for the purpose of presenting them to 
the Commissioner of Pensions. r 

The PRESIDENT. Has the memorial been 
reported upon ? 

Mr. SOULE. I do not know; butat all events, 
the object is to present the papers, with additional 
papers,.to the Commissioner of Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT. -if it has been. reported 
upon adversely, the papers cannot be withdrawn 
under the rules of the Senate, because they may 


be presented again to-morrow. When was the | 


memorial presented ? 

Mr. SOULE. Two years ago. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would suggest that it would 
not make any material difference in this case 
whether it has been reported upon adversely or 
not. The object of withdrawing the papers is not 
with a view to renew the application here; but on 
the allegation that new matter has been obtained 
which will enable'the petitioner to secure a pen- 
sion on application at the Department under the 
existing law, the ground would be-a good one for 
allowing the papers to be withdrawn, 

The PRESIDENT. ‘We cannot tell what the 
object of withdrawing the paper fs. 

Mr. BORLAND. It is declared in the appli- 
cation. 4 

The PRESIDENT. But it does not 
the record. 

The question was takenyand leave to withdraw 
the papers was granted. 


JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint res- 


go upon 


olution for the relief of George R. ©. Floyd, late 


Secretary of the Territory of Wisconsin; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLARKE, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a joint res- 
olution directing the Secretary of War to cause 
the harbor and river of Providence, in the Stateof 
Rhode Island, to be surveyed, and an estimate 
made of the cost of clearing out said harbor; which 


was read a first and second time by its title, and 


referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained Jeave to introduce a joint res- 
olution to provide additional security for the lives 
and property of persons navigating the western 
waters; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. ` 
Mr. NORRIS gave notice of his intention to ask 


| leave to introduce a joint resolution amending the 


joint rules of the two Houses so as to require all 
the annual appropriation bills to be sent to the 
Senate by the House at least ten days before the 
day agreed upon for the adjournment of Con- 
gress, 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMANTS. 

On motion by Mr. FELCH, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill authorizing a certain class of private land 
claimants to file their claims with the régister and 
receiver at Detroit, Michigan, for investigation; 
an 


i 


! 


On motion, by Mr. FELCH, it was 


- Ordered, That it be recommitted to the Committee on 
Private Land Ciaims. 


EMIGRANTS TO CALIFORNIA AND OREGON. 


On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS the Senate. re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill for the protection of an 
emigrant route and a. telegraph line, and for an 
overland mail between the Missouri river and the 
settlements. in California and Oregon. 

Mr, DOUGLAS. I will. offer an amendment 


to the sixth section, to meet the objection which 


was. made the other day, that it might be con- 
sidered a monopoly so far as permitting a tele- 
graphic line to be established along the route was 
concerned. I move to strike out of the sixth 
section the words, ‘* such persons as he shall as- 
sociate with him,” and insert, “* any other person 
or persons who shall desire to do so.” The sec- 
tion will then read: : . 

“That Henry O'Reilly or any other person‘or persons 
who shall desire to do so, are hereby authorized, at their 
own expense, to establish and operate lines of telegraph 
communication over the public domain along said routes, 
and under the protection of said military posts and stations, 
subject to such regulations and conditions as shall be pre- 
seribed by the President; and during the period of three 
years, shall be permitted to use the military posts and sta- 
tions as telegraphic stations free of charge.”? 


Mr. CHASE. I will suggest to the Senator 
from Illinois, that it will be expedient to give to 
the President of the United States a discretion, 
that he may grantthe right to establish a telegraph 
line to such persons as he may deem expedient. 
It may not be known to the Senator, that the 
right of telegraphing is involved in a very serious 
controversy. There are three modes oftelegraph- 


j ing in common use—the House printing telegraph, 
į the Bain chemical telegraph, and the Morse electro- 


magnetic telegraph. Mr. O’Reilly,f am aware, 
has had the control of one of these modes, namely, 
that patented. by Bain, the chemical telegraph. 
Mr. Morse and his associates, control the magnetic 
telegraph; and I believe, though I am not certain 
on that point, that Mr. House and his associates, 
have the control of the printing telegraph. I am 
not prepared tosay which of the modes of telegraph- 
ing is best adapted to the purposes contemplated 
by. the bill, but it is very: certain that all the modes 
are involved in controversy, and that none of them 
at the present moment, has the sanction of all the 
courts, to which questions affecting the validity of 
the patents have been submitted. It seems to me 
very clear that we should not be in a hurry to 
grant any exclusive right to any oneindividual. I 
will therefore propose, and I hope it will meet the 
concurrence of my friend, that the sixth section be 
amended by striking out the words * that Henry 
O’Reilly and such persons as he shall associate 
with him, are hereby authorized,” and insert the 
words ‘ that the President of the United States be 
hereby authorized to grant to such person or per- 
sons, and upon such terms as he shall deem ex- 
pedient and right.” So amended the section will 
authorize the-President to grant to such person or 
persons, and upon such terms as he shall deem ex- 
pedient, the right to establish and operate the lines 
of telegraphic communication over the route pro- 
posed. That will obviate all difficulty. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I presume that the Senator 


|| from Ohio and myself will not differ at all as to 


the object we have in view. I inserted the name 
of Mr. O’Reilly in the bill, because he had peti- 
tioned Congress for permission to establish a tele- 


|| graphic line from the Mississippi river to the Pa- 


cific ocean. He only asked permission to put up 
his poles over the public domain. I presume that 
that permission would not be denied to any citi- 
zen of the United States who desired to establish 
such a line. But, atthe suggestion of the Senator 
from. Texas, I chose to alter it, to make it read 
that Mr. O’Reilly or any other person or persons 
who may choose to do so, may have that permis- 
sion. As I have modified it, then, it gives the 
privilege to Mr. O’Reilly, Mr. Morse, Mr. Bain, 
Mr. House, or any other gentleman who has a 
patent, or who may procure the privileges of a 
patent, to establish a line of telegraph. I presume 
there can be no objection to giving permission to 
everybody. I would not be willing to give to the 
President of the United States the privilege of de- 
signating the man who might establish a telegraph, 
and then confine it to him; because it would be 
authorizing the President by law to tablish a 
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monopoly. But if we give the right to anybody 
to establish a line across the public domain, there 
isno monopoly; and, if we choose to establish 
more than one, the competition will be beneficial 
to the public, instead of injurious. %, 

As to what patent shall be used, if any, I a 
not certain but that it is already, by the bill, vested 
in the President of the United States to determine; 
because it says, the telegraph is to be established, 
subject to such regulations and conditions as shall 
be prescribed by the President of the United 
States. My object in inserting that clause was, 
thatthe President should require telegraph stations 
ta be established at such points as the public ser- 
vice might require. For instance, it may be im- 
portantin our military operations, on many ac- 
counts, that there should be a station of a telegraph 
from Fort Laramie, or Fort Kearny, or any 
other points and that the President should require 
the company that established the telegraph to keep 
stations at such points as the public interest would 
require, in order to facilitate the transmission of 
intelligence, either to our army, or to any other 
point. I think, with the amendment which I have 
made, the bill is entirely free from objection, and 
accomplishes all the object that the Senator from 
Ohio suggests in his amendment, without subject- 
ing it to the charge of authorizing the President to 
establish a monopoly, by giving the privilege to 
one man, and withholding it from others. 

Mr. CHASE. The bill, as it now stands, is 
subject to the very objection which the Senator 
from Illinois urges against the amendment which |; 
l have submitted. No one, I apprehend, who | 
knows anything of the character of the telegraph 
enterprise in this country, imagines that, over so 
great an extent of territory, more than a single 
line can be.established. Ofcourse then, if you give 
the authority to anybody, you give an exclusive || 
authority, That isclear. “The question then re- | 
curs, what is the best mode of conferring that au- 
thority? And if you confer it upon a single 
individual, and those whom he may choose to as- 
sociate with him, or who may choose to associate 
themselves with him, you necessarily limit it to 
one of these modes of telegraphing. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Will the Senator allow me 
to make a suggestion? Suppose I strike out the 
name of Mr. O’Reilly entirely, and let the bill 
read—‘‘that any person or persons who may 
choose to do so, are hereby authorized to estab- 
lish a telegraph line,’ &c. “Perhaps that will ob- 
viate the objection, and 1 will consent soto modify 
it. Mr. O’Reilly’s name was only inserted, be- 
-cause he petitioned for the privilege. 

Mr. CHASE, {will accede cheerfully to that 
suggestion, {Í wish to have+it understood, how- | 
ever, that whilst I am desirous that this thing 
should be left open, and while I would prefer that 
it should be left to the discretion of the Pres- 
ident of the United States to make the contract on 
such terms as he may think proper, I mean to 
say nothing which would detract in the slightest 
degree from Mr, O'Reilly. - I know that gentle- 
man, and I know him to be a very intelligent and 
energetic man, who, having the means, would be | 
eminently qualified to carry through an enterprise 
of this sort. ` 

The question was taken on the amendment to 
strike out the name of Mr. O’Reilly, so as to let 
the bill read, “that any person or persons who 
shall desire to do so, are hereby authorized to es- 
tablish and operate a telegraph line,” &c.; and it | 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It will be necessary to filla |! 
blank in the last seetion, which provides for car- 
rying the provisions of the bill into effect. Iam 
not aware of what would be the precise amount 
ofappropriation necessary; but I propose to insert, 
for the time being, $100,000. 

Mr. HAGE. I was about to ask the Senator 
from Hiinois, who reported this bill, if he had | 
made a calculation of how many men it would take i; 
to occupy the stations and guard-houses, provided | 
for in this bill, along the route. But I understand f 
from him that the purpose of the bill is, that the |; 
three regiments which are to be raised shall per- |; 
form that duty. Three regiments of ten companies 
each, and a hundred men: to a company, if Ical- | 
culate aright, amount to three thousand men. And || 
I think, if any gentleman will look at the amount |; 
of our military expenses, not in time of war but |: 
in time of peace, when our troops were stationed ji 
along the coast and in forts years back, and then |i 
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| had occasion some ten years ago—before T'exas 
; Was annexed, before the Mexican war, beforeany 


; apprehend that it will be found in the end not to 


|; been proposed ? 


; me. But it proposes to add three regiments, num- 


look at the number of men, 
takes about $1,000 a man to 
time of peace at home. 

less expensive to suppor 
it will be to su 


they will find that it 
support the Army in 

It will not, probably, be 
t them on this route than 
’ pport them at home on the coast. 
If that be so, this appropriation, instead of being 
$100,000, ought to be at least $3,000,000 to begin 
with, for these three additional regiments, exclu- 
sive of all the other-expenditures- which will have 
to be incurred for supplies, live stock, agricultural 
implements, the extinguishment of indian titles, 
&e. L would suggest, whether it would not be 
better to make the sum so large as to meet the 
aetunl inerease of expenditures which will be in- 
urred, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, | meet here 
he very difficulty which I had anticipated; and 
hat is this: I am afraid the Senator from New 
ns and some others, have not read the 

ill. 

Mr. HALE. 1 have read it. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ifthe Senator examined the 
matter, he would find that the large items of ex- 
penditure for the regular army consist in the 
transportation, in the supplies for the wnimals, and 
in the purchase of horses. Probably nine tenths 
of all the army expenses on the Western frontier 
are to be found under those items. The Senator 
will find that under this bill all of this expense is 
to be borne by the men themselves.’ They are to 
furnish their own horses; they are to raise their 
own supplies and forage along the line. Hence 
we do not make any appropriation for these pur- | 


i 


poses: The Committee on the Territories were un- |! 
|| able to make a specific estimate.of what would be 
| the necessary expenditures under this bill, and 
| therefore we propose to put in $100,000 as a sum 


that will probably answer the purposes, and then 
the Administration, from year to year, can esti- | 
mate, hereafter, how much money will be required. | 
I presume that, for the present, $100,000 will be 
enough, 

Mr. HALE. I do not intend to say anything 
to embarrass the bill, but I will state one fact. | 


of those extraordinary expenses growing out of 
our increased territories, and’ those expenses to 
which the Senator from Ilinois has referred, oc- 
curred—to look into the statistics; and I think 
any gentleman who wili examine them will find 
that from 1840 to 1844, the military expenses of į 
the United States—not counting the naval estab- 
lishment—were not less than $1,000 to each man 
in the Army. That was before we had these extra 
expenses to which we have been subjected by en- 
larging the “area of freedom” so much as we 
have done. I think that. now, notwithstanding 
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chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs; 
within a few days past, reported a bill making a. 
small increase. of the present military force for a 
purpose, which I am free to admit, as at present ad- 
vised, I consider a very imminent necessity—the 
purpose of protecting the citizens who reside on 
the Mexican border from «the incursions and“ 
depredations which are daily committed. there: 
But how that bill may-fare when it comes under 
consideration, I am at present unprepared to say. 
It is now proposed, from a totally different quar- 
ter, by the Committee on the Territories, as Pune 
derstand, to increase ‘the. military force of the 
United States, and to increase it by. the large pro- 
portionate number of three thousand men. And 
for what purposes? For the purpose—first, of 
protecting a line of telegraphic communication be» ` 
i tween the Atlantic States and the State of Califor- 
nia and the Territory of Oregon. A line of tele- 
graphic communication that. does not exist, and 
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i| probably will not exist for the next quarter of a 


| century, is to be. protected by a military force, to 
i 
i 


be raised immediately. 

Then, for what further purpose? For the pur- 
pose of protecting the mails that are'to be trans- 
ported from the Atlantic States to the State of 
California and our ‘possessions on the Pacific, :L' 

; am not aware that the mails are now carried from 
the Atlantic States acrags the country to our pos- 
sessions on the Pacific. If a proposition were to 
come from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads to institute a mail route now to catty 
the mails across the country to the Pacific, I, for - 
one, should be decidedly opposed to any such 

| policy, because it must involve an inordinate and 
disproportionate expense, compared with the pres- 
ent mode of transporting them across the Isth- 
mus. Atany rate, the mails are not now trans- 
ported overland; and yet, in anticipation of such 
a policy, it is proposed to make this large increase 
to our military force: 

Again, the third purpose for which this military 
force is to be raised, is to protect the immigrants 
who take this inland route across the country. 
Now, so far as Į am advised, there has been a `’ 
stream of emigration, at the proper season of the 
year, constantly tending from the present borders 
of our settlements across the continent, to the Pa» 

| cific coast; but I am not aware that any, very se- 
rious Indian depredation has been commi 


itted there, 
Now and then, from the accounts we get, we 
know they mect with predatory bands of Indians, 
but as far as I recollect, there have been no actual 
hostilities. : vad 
But you are to raise 3,000 men for the. purpose 
of protecting telegraphic communications that do 
not yet exist—for the purpose of protecting a mail 
route that has not been established—and for the 


what the Senator has said, the expense on this line 
will not be less. Notwithstanding the prudent 
foresight with which these things have been anti 
cipated, and the provisions which this bill makes 
for pea-patches and potato-fields on the route, E 


be much cheaper to support the Army thére than | 
to support it at home on the coast. I think it will 
be better to put into the bill what we think—what 
we have reason to think—it will cost. My own 
opinion is, that $3,000,000 will not cover the ex- 


purpose of protecting emigrants who take this in- 
land mode of getting to the Pacific possessions, 
; when, as far as | am advised, there is.no present 
occasion for it, What is all this to cost? Why 
the bill provides for a conjectural appropriation of 
$100,000, not for.the purpose of paying these 
troops, not for the purpose of subsisting. them— 
į for they are to be paid and subsisted under exist- 
ing laws—but for the purpose of enabling: the 
President to carry into effect some incidental pro- 
visions that are contemplated by this bill. The 


penses. My own opinion is, that $3,000,000 
would not more than do it if these men were to 
be kept at home on the coast; and that $6,600,000 
would be as small a sum as you can possibly | 
compromise for, if the bill shail be passed: 

Now, I ask, would it not be better to put into 
the bill something like the sum which experience 
has demonstrated to be necessary to support the 
men, instead of inserting so smalla sum as has | 
I think $3,000,000 is the very 
lowest sum which will be necessary. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, this bil, it 
seems to me, involves matter that should pass 
under the revision of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. It proposes to add three regiments to the 
present military force of the United States; to | 
employ them on special duty, to be sure, and a | 
very peculiar and remarkable daty, as it strikes 


bering three thousand men, to the present military! 
force of the United States. I had understood the | 
general sense of the Legislature of the United | 
States to be that there was a strong indisposition | 
to increase, for any purpose, the military force of 
the United States. If I recollect correctly, the 


honorable Senator says the soldiers are to sustain 
themselves. I entertain, a very great respect for 
the judgment of the honorable Senator from IHi- 
nois upon any question, but I submit to him that 
if we send these troops there to protect a country 
of some 2,000 or 3,000 miles in extent, they would 
have very little time to raise supplies hy agricul- 
tural labor, or in any other way, and that that 
advantage would be found to be purely conjec- 
tural. But what is it to cost the country, what is 
it to cost the Treasury, to raise these 3,000 men 
for these purposes, which at present, as far as I 
understand the subject, are barely speculative? 
The Senator from New Hampshire says that it 
will cost $1,000 for each soldier, That would in- 
volve an expenditure of $3,000,000. Are we. to 
expend this large amount for such speculative 
purposes? : 
Ido not mean to debate the subject to any very 
great extent at present, but it seems to me that in 
order to preserve harmony in the legislation of 
the country, this bill, which is almost purely of a 
military character, should pass under the revision 
| of the Committee on Military Affairs. I move 
i therefore that it be referred to that committee, 


July 13, 


Mr. DOUGLAS: I think the Senator. from 
Virginia misapprehends the character of the bill to 
which he objects. The object of the bill, as has 
been previously stated, is to protect the regularly- 
traveled emigrant route across the continent, and 
the objects to be accomplished are not merely in“ 
anticipation or imaginary, but they are red: I 
suppose there are now upon. the plains, crossing 

- on. this route, at least 20,000. men, women, and 
children, unprotected from ludian hostilities, and 
every day more or less of them arè scalped by the 
savages. As long ago‘as 1846/a regiment of 1,000 
men wag attached to the regular Army for the ex- 
press purpose of protecting this line: The neces- 
sities of the country—we being. engaged’in a for- 
eign war—induced the President of the United 
States to divert them from the objects for which 
they. were created, and. sent them to Mexico. 
Since that time it has been found necessary, or at 
any tate it has been determined, to employ them 
in other-service than that of the protection of this 
line. a 

I apprehend that no man will pretend that it 
was consistent with the obligations of Congress 
and of the Government to leave this emigrant line 
unprotected. We are bound to protect our. own 
citizens, and there are high considerations which 
require that this line especially shall be rendered 
sate and secure. The question is, how is it to be 
accomplished? Will you send your regular Army 
there, or will you protect it by a line of military 
colonization? If you send the regular Army there, 

you must also send supplies, both for the an- 
imals and for the men. We know that it is the 
cost of transportation which constitutes a very 
large proportion of the expenditure of the Army. 
I think that military colonization will be found the 
most effectual, and the cheapest mode of protecting 
that live. : 

This bill provides for the raising of. three regi- 
ments of volunteers for three years, but they are 
to be paid in land along the line. At the end of 

_ three years we hope to be able to withdraw the 
military machinery,and have a continuous line of 
` gettlements from the States on this side of the 
mountains, to the settlement in California and 
Oregoti. Your military force can then be with- 
drawn. If, on the contrary, you do not encourage 
military ,colonization, you must keep up your reg- 
ular Army on the line forever. These three regi- 
ments are to be raised as farmers principally, and 


are required to raise their own provisions and sup-. 


plies for themselves and their animals, to the fullest 
extent that that country will produce them. I 
think that these three regiments can be sustained 
on that line cheaper than one regiment of the reg- 
ular Army can be sustained anywhere. If you 
will make it a matter of comparison of dollars and 
cents between the cost of the force provided under 
this bill, and a regiment of regular troops, you 
will find that the three regiments provided for by 
this bill, will cost the Government less money— 
perhaps not more than half as much money—as 
one regiment of regular troops. It'is true, the 
expenditure for the first year will be much larger 
than the expenditure for the two years following. 
But I believe that, as a matter of economy, as 
well as of duty to our ewn citizens, this is the best 
mode of accomplishing the object. 
In regard to.the suggestion of the Senator from 
Virginia, that I was anticipating a mail route, and 
roviding a military force for the protection of it 
before it was established, he happens to be en- 
tirely mistaken. ‘There has been for several years 
a mail route established by law on this line, anda 
mail carried regularly, whenever it can be carried 
and protected against the Indians, It arises from 
the necessity of the case. We have military posts 
along the line. We havea territory half way upon 
this line. Our mails go there, not with very great 
regularity, not very often, but yet there are con- 
tracts in existence for the regular transportation of 
the mail. The provision as to a telegraphic line, 
constitutes a mere incident of the bill. 

Mr. MASON. [should like to learn from the 
Senator if he is informed whether there is an ex- 
isting contract for carrying the mail between any 
of the States on the Mississippi,as Missouri, or 
any other State, and the Territory of Oregon or 
the State of California inland’across: the country, 
and if itis, how often itis carried, and by whom? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Not expecting to be cate- 

-chised upon this subject, | am not able to answer 
in detail, I happen to know, however, that-sev- 


| this is entirely immaterial; the public interests re- 


| have a line of settlements across the country. I 
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eral years ago—as early, I think, as 1846—a mail 
route was established across the country by law. 
I happen to: know that during Mr. Polk’s admin- 
istratiod, when Mr.. Cave Johnson was at the 
head of the Post Office Department, he made a 
contract for the transpdrtation of the mail from the 
Missouri river to Utah. i SA 
Mr. ATCHISON. There is a mail route and 
à mail carried from the frontiers of Missouri and 
Towa to the Salt Lake: zs y 2 
Mr. MASON. _ Is the mail actually carried? 
Mr. ATCHISON. Itiscarried to Utah. ; 
. Mr. DOUGLAS.” A mail has been carried by 
this route to Utah for some years. f know the 
Department advertised for service on the’ residue 
of the route, both to California and Oregon. Ido 
not know whether any contracts*were made... But 


«quire a mail upon the line. And yet the mail is 
the least important of all the objects of the bill. 
The great object is to form a line of settlements, 
so that traders, travelers, emigrants, and settlers 
may be protected from the tomahawk and-scalping- 
knite of the Indians. I have no faith that we can 
hold our settlements on the Pacific in connection 
with those on this side of the mountains, unless we 


would like to know how, in the event of a foreign 
war, you are to have any connection between the 
Atlantic and the-Pacific States. I believe that the 
safety of the Union, the integrity of the Republic, 
requires Lhat a communication across these moun- 
tains. should be kept up and rendered secure. I 
believe that the only mode of accomplishing that 
object is by a continuous line of settlements, and 
that line of settlements can only be formed by mili- 
tary protection for a short time until they are large 
enough.and strong enough to protect themselves. 
I think that three years, under the operation of this 
bill, would firmly establish such.a line of settle- 
ments as would enable the people to protect them- 
selves, at least on much the greater portion of the 
route. I believe that the expenditure which will 
be required. under this bill, although it may be 
large, will yet be small compared with any other 
mode of protection that can beadopted. I believe 
that this expenditure will be a matter of economy, 
and will save this Government millions in the end, 
if we now reduce the system to practice. 

It may be that the bill is not drawn with as 
much precision and as much skill as it ought to 
have been. It may be that the members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs could have done it 
better. The reason it came from the Committee on 
the Territories is, that the whole route is through 
the Territories especially committed to our charge. 
If it had not been referred to that committee, one 
part would have gone to the Military Committee, 
another portion to the Post Office Committee, and 
that. portion in relation to the telegraphic lines 
would have gone I know not where. Some por- 
tion of the bill would have had to-go to the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals. In order to avoid 
this confusion territorial bills embracing various 
subjects are usually sent to the Committee on the 
Territories, and we take charge of. all the various. 
subjects, whether they refer to roads, to military 
or Padian affaits—whatever they may be, we take 
charge of all. It seems to be appropriate in the 
nature of the case, that the Committee on the Terri- 
tories should combine and blend all the objects in 
the same bill. I.do not wish to discuss this bill. 
‘I only wish to make explanations, so far as ob- 
jections are made to any items of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brieur in 
the chair.) The question is on the.amendment 
of the Senator from [ilinois, to fill the blank in the 
last section of the bill with $100,000. 

Mr. HALE. Does not the motion to commit, 
made by the Senator from Virginia, take prece- 
dence of that motion? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir; the 
Senate is now considering the bill as in Committee 
of the Whole, and the question must first be taken 
on the amendment. i ; | 

“The amendment was agreed to. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ji 
now is on tke motion of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, to refer the bill to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

Mr. BORLAND. f have no particular objec- 
tion to the reference of this bill to the Committee | 
on Military Affairs. I am a member of that |; 
committee, and although I have not consulted || 


the other members-of it, I would indulge the hope 
that if referred to them it would be favorably con- 
sidered- by them—at any rate, that they would 
throw no obstacles in the way of ils passage. 
But I do not see the necessity of giving it that ref- 
erence. I do not see any interest it affects which 
brings it-within the particular jurisdiction of, or 
the range-of duties assigned to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. I think it is a misapprehension 
of its character and object—the main object, which 
lies at the bottom of 1t—to regard this bill as a 
military measure. True,it has a military feature; 
but it is by no means its most important, as cer- 
tainly it is not to be a permanent feature. Its 
true character and objects are eminently civil, and 
relate. directly, chiefly, and for ultimate perma- 
nency, to the disposition and settlement of the 
public lands. Connected with this general object, 
itis true it has, as I admit, a present important 
milit#ry feature. But even in. that, during its ` 
temporary existence, so far from requiring, as the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] seems to 
suppose, an extravagant or even an increased ex- 
penditure of money, it is calculated, even as a 
military. measure, In my opinion, to reduce, the 
enormous cost of our present military establish- 
ment. : 

We know that a very large: portion of our 
money expenditures, for the military service has 
resulted from the transportation of troops, muni- 
tions of war, and provisions along a portion of 
this very route, and a maintenance of a military 
force in our new possessions West. I apprehend 
that this very kind of. service has cost us more 
than all the rest of our military establishments to- 
gether, asit hasbeen administered. Atany rate, it 
has cost much more in proportion to the number 
of troops employed in that service and elsewhere. 
Such, at least, if I understand it, is the excuse or 
explanation given by the present Administration 
for the amazing amount they have expended for 
the military service during the last three years. 
It is true, I believe, as has been suggested here, 
that the expenditure for our whole military estab- 
lishment has been, during that period, something | 
like a thousand dollars ($1,000) per annum, for ` 
every man employed.. Probably it is more than 
that, for while our whole military force does not, 
I think, exceed ten thousand men, we have had to 
pay something more than twelve millions of dollars 
($12,200,500) a year for its maintenance during 
the past three years of profound peace. This 
pays. twelve hundred dollars ($1,200) a year for- 
each man. f 

Gentlemen must be mistaken in supposing that 
it will cost anything like $1,000 per man; or an 
aggregate of $3,008,000, to maintain the three 
regiments proposed to be raised by this bill. How 
can it cost so much? Their ordinary pay and 
emoluments, as provided in the bill, are to be paid 
in the ordinary way, and at the well-known scale 
of prices, as we-pay the other portions of the 
army, even. in this region of country—not what - 
it costs now, in the distant land where we propose 
to employ this force. It is the object, as this bill 
expressly provides, to avoid and obviate the heavy 


‘outlay which has been and is now paid for-trans- 


portation, &c., at the same time that the service 
will be adapted to the end in view, and be far more 
efficiently and usefully performed. 

_ These troops are to be paid no more than the 
rifle regiment of our regular army, originally 
raised for this very service, but since diverted from 
it; and besides that, they are ‘to raise, gather, 
‘and preserve all the provisions, breadstuffs, for- 
‘age and supplies, of whatever kind, which shall 
‘be necessary to sustain themselves and their an- 
‘imals, without cost to the Government, to the fullest 
‘extent, that the country can be made to yield 
‘and produce the same.” And still farther-—they 
‘shall furnish their own clothes, and horses and 
horse equipments.’? They are to be allowed the 
same pay, only, as the mounted troops of the regu- 
lar Army, no matter where employed, and, like 
those troops, to “ be armed at the expense of the 
United States.” Here we see that, while it is in 
the matters of pay and arms, only, they cost the 
Government anything—and, in those items, no 
more than the same number would cost in any 
portion of the country, no matter how cheap, the 
whole cost of mounting, clothing, equipping, and sub- 
sisting, which can scarcely be estimated at less 
than three hundred dollars per annum, for each 
man, is saved to the Government; for it is just so 
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much more, which we now pay for every mounted 
soldier in our service for the items I have enumer- 
. ated, than this bill proposes for these regiments, 
And in this saving, I have not estimated the trans- 
portation of provisions and forage, or its purchase 
ata high price—all of which is avoided, and there- 
fore saved to the Government. Some compensa- 
tion, it is true, is to be allowed each man, for 
these expenses, in the way of a grant of land—a 
section or six hundred and forty acres—at the 
` end of his term of service, But this can be hardly 4 
estimated in the expense to the Government; for 
we have, long since, granted to settlers in Oregon, 
the same quantity of land, for the mere act of set- 
tlement, without requiring any service at all. 

On the score of expense, then, I think no objec- 
tions to this bill can be allowed any weight. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I would inquire of the 
honorable Senator. whether the regiments to be 
raised under this bill are not to be mounted, and 
whether that will not be a very great additional 
expense ? ¥ 

Mr. BORLAND. Themen are to be mounted; 
but, as I have shown, the bill expressly provides, 
at their own expense. 

But suppose, for the argument, everything the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] says, on the 
score of expense, be true; suppose it would cost 
three millions a year for this purpose, I for one, 
sir, do not hesitate to say, that in view of all the 
advantages to the country at large,—the saving of | 
expense in other departments, the increased value 
it would give to the public lands, the extension 
of the settlement in our country, the establishment 
of a proper communication between the Mississippi 
valley and the Pacific coust,—TI should regard such 
an expenditure, even double as much, as more 
than compensated—as ‘*dust in the balance,” 
against the good it would purchase for us. 

Sir, we have been talking for years about estab- 
lishing a railroad across the continent, from the 
Mississippi valley to the Pacific ocean. Has any 
one whoever considered that project—and we 
know how ithas been favored—been startled when 
you spoke of the oe I have known it dis- 
cussed in reports and in speeches; but a few mil- 

` lions- of dollars never entered in the argument 
against it. Suppose any one were to come be- 
fore the Congress of the United States, and sug- 
gest that a good communication from the Missis- 
sippi valley to the Pacific ocean—even as a 
practical basis for a railroad—could be established, 
and a line of roads and settlements made, for 
$9,000,000, and propose to do it for that sum. If 
we did not suppose he was a visionary, or an in- 
sane man,and that it would not be safe and proper 
to have transactions with him, we would hardly 
permit his proposition to escape his lips, before 
we would close a bargain with him. I apprehend 
there is no man in either [Louse of Congress, or 
anywhere in the country, who would not be will- ` 
ing to pay $9,000,000 for such a communication 
as I have suggested. And, yet, here is almost its 
equivalent—a proposition from one of the ablest 
of our committees, to take the indispensable step, 
and make not a mere road, but a continuous line 
of American civilized settlements clear across the 
continent, and. connecting, by a living chain, the 
two great, and now widely-separated divisions of | 
our possessions; and gentlemen imagine an ex- 
pense of $9,000,000, and start back in horror 
from it! Its real cost would not, in my opinion, 
be one third part of that sum. R 

I may be wrong inthe view I have taken of this 
measure. I may be wrongin the estimates I have 
made of the advantages which are to result from 
it. But lam more mistaken than I have ever been 
in my life, if, for the expenditure necessary to 
establish this line of communication between the 
Pacific and Mississippi valley, upon the plan pro 
posed, at which gentlemen seem to be so much 
alarmed, we would not have a line of communica- 
tion and™a line of settlements at the end of three 
years, and accomplish as mach as we could hope 
to accomplish in twenty years, by undertaking, as 

an independent thing, as heretofore proposed, at 
this day to make a railroad direct from the Missis- | 
sippi valley to the Pacific ocean. Why, sir, Mr. 
Whitney, whose proposition has been received in 
both Houses of Congress, and all over the coun- | 
try with so much favor, and ona direct vote, taken | 
as a test question here, lacked but eight votes of | 
being adopted by the Senate—proposed that you 
should give him to make a railroad—how much? 


‘For myself, dear land of my birtth— 


A strip of country sixty miles wide, running from 
Lake Michigan to the Pacific ocean! Even that 
Was not considered extravagant in its amount, 
In view of the great advantages which would re- 
sult to the country from the establishment of a 
proper line of communication. And remember 
too, sir, that was upon a line of which not one 
tenth part of the population of the States of this 
Union could have availed themselves with any 
great advantage—perhaps not one twentieth part, 
im comparison with a communication across the 
country in the region where this is proposed to be 
made. | have aiways believed that, if the prac- 
tical intelligence and good faith of Mr. Whitney 
had been confided in, his proposition would have 
been acceded to by Congress. There are those 
who have not despaired of his scheme yet. Iam 
not of them. 

it seems to me that some of our friends, who- 
reside in the older States, manifest far too much 
concern whenever a proposition is made to extend 
our settlements westward, and open up new fields 
for the enterprise of our people, lest we should 
inflict some injury upon them, by draining off 
their population to more attractive regions than 
they now inhabit and cultivate. I apprehend that 
just the same fears were entertained years ago, 
Mr. President, when you (Mr. Brieur in the 
chair) and { were little boys, that, as the country 
was opened west of the Allegany mountains, 
and the Mississippi valley began to be settled, 
the old States would be drained of their popula- 
tion, and a great rival would be built up there, 
which would inflict serious injury upon them as 
communities. But what has the result been? 
Has any injury been inflicted upon the older 
States? Has a rival been built up in the great 
valley of the Mississippi, which has robbed them 
of prosperity ?—which has detracted anything from 
the value of their lands, or the profits of their in- 
dustry, or their improvement in any way as com- 
munities? So faf*from it, it may be asserted with 
entire confidence, that not a man has settled in the 
Mississippi valley, nota house has been built 
there, not a dollar has been expended there, which 
has not contributed tenfold to the prosperity of 
every State east of the Allegany mountains. If 
we could suppose such a thing as that our settle- 
ments had not extended west of those mountains, 
and that the Mississippi valley—I speak of it in 
its whole extent—was now unsettled, as it was 
forty or fifty years ago, I apprehend that neither 
the land nor the business pursuits of any kind in 
the older States would compare in value with what 
they now are. ‘The truth is—and no man can be 
blind to it, or disregard it—every settlement made 
in the West, requiring the immigration of people, 
or the use of money, has been, and continues to 
be, an investment of capital which has paid, and 
will continue to pay, the largest interest to the 
people of the original States which, capital invested 
by any people has ever paid since business pur- 
suits ever engaged the attention of mankind. 

Sir, though I am a resident of the western 
country, and very far West—heyond the Missis- 
sippi river—I am a native of this region of country, 
And however strongly duty binds me to the land 
of country in which I live, and however strong I 
‘feel it to be my duty to watch over the interests of 
that land, and make it the object of my special 
care, every feeling of my heart binds me to the re- 
gion east of the mountains, particularly to the 
region round about here, within no great distance 
from which I was born. l was born and raised 
within the smell, almost in sight of salt water— |! 
the Atlantic ocean—and although my more active 
duties bind me to the West, I can never forget the 
land of my birth; and would be as far from advo- 
cating any measure which could inflict injury upon 
her, as any man who now resides within the Old 
Dominion. She has not now,and never had, and 
never will have a-son, even if he never goes be- 
yond her borders, who loves her, or can love her, 
more than I do. I would as soon do aught to dis- 
honor the memory of my mother, as advocate 
any measure which could detract from the honor 
or the welfare of that good old State in which I 
first drew my breath. itis characteristic of her 
sons—li trust it ever will be the pride of Virginians 
to cherish her name and fame as idols of the heart. 


« Where’er T go, whatever reams to see, 
My heart untraveled, fondly turns to thee 17? 
But I do believe,-and, as faras observation and 


experience can be relied upon as the basis of belief, 
there can be no doubt that every step we take, 
every lick we strike for the extension of the settle: 
ments and the increase of the prosperity of the 
Western couutry, reflects upon the interests, the 
honor, the strength, and the permanent. welfare of 
this region of country—of Virginia, angall her 
old sisters, with honors and advantages augmente 
tenfold. ppo 

` I suggested here the other day a consideration: 
for the more Wegtern States—particularly the one 
which I have the honor in part to represent “here 
—that not only the advantages, but. the necessity 
of extending seitlements still further west of us: “I 
was once told, and [ confess, when the suggestion 
was first made to mc, only a few years ago, om 
the first setting out of the immense emigration to 
California, 1 was dubious of its influence upon the 
State in which I live, and other Western States, - 
on account of the immense and sudden draft upon 
our population. J know there was a temporary 
disadvantage to us resulting from that emigration; 
I know it drained off a number of the most ac- 
tive and enterprising of our people; 1 know. it 
carried off a large amount of the money of the 
country; I know that, under the excitement for 


| the gathering of goid, the business of the whole 


country was unsettled for a time—a sort of gam- 
bling spirit pervaded the community.’ In viewcof 
all that, I hesitated—nay, I had painful apprehen- 
sions as to the ultimate consequences of such a 
state of things. I did not encourage it: Indeed, 
for a little while I actually opposed it. But no 


| great observation and experience—no long looking 


forward—no elaborate estimates of causes and 
effects—were necessary to relieve my mind. of all 
fears, and satisfy me that, so far from a lasting or 
even serious injury, it was buta temporary incon~ 
venience, to be-compensated tenfold-—ay, an hun- 
dredfold, by the advantage we would gain by the 
extension of settlements west of us, which would 
place us between two settled, civilized countries, 
give us an outlet for trade and commerce on both 
sides of us, and make us a thoroughfare, as Ohio 
has been, by which we could settle all the land 
within our borders, and make every acre valuable, 

I did not expect that this bill would give rise 
to much discussion, certainly not that anythin 
could make me deem it my duty to say a wo 
in its defense. I was not prepared, and: did not 
feel disposed to go into a discussion of it. The 
views which I have suggested are general in. their 
character, and are suggested by the very face of 
the bill. They are the results, or general conclu- 
sions to which my mind has come, from asome- 
what careful consideration of the general subject. 

I have not deemed it at all necessary to go into 
details; nor, indeed have I deemed it either proper 
or necessary to do so on this occasion, as that has 
been done by the distinguished Senator from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. Doveras,] who is the author of the 
bill, and who is so much better qualified to do so,.° 
to bring forward upon its true grounds, and estab- 
lish its merits upon sure grounds. ‘ 

I hope the bill will not be referred: to any com- 
mittee, and while I will not oppose its postpone- 
ment, In order that Senators may have more:time’ 
to examine its provisions, .1 wouid be glad to vote 
upon it now. i : i 

Mr. BUTLER. I find that I do not fully un- 
derstand this bill, and I will say that I think its 
objects have not been fully explained by its author, 
(Mr. Doucras.] Tdo not undertake to say that 
the Senator from Hlinois may not explain this bill. 
I suppose he will do so with his usual clearness 
and intelligence; but at present it seems to me to 


| be aimed first at one object, and then at another. 


It seems to combine many objects, and I cannot | 


(| get from the authors of it any distinct reason for 
| the passage of the bill, or distinct avowal of its 


obicets.. The only thing that I discover distincdy 


| is, that it involves an appropriation of about four 


millions of dollars annually. T am inclined to 


i think that, if I were disposed to retort upon the 


Senator from Arkansas, [ Mr. Borianp,] I should 
be justified in saying that it is an appropriation of | 
$4,000,000 to create a Collins line across the prai- 
ries, and if Ï shouid borrow his arguments which 
he urged as objections to a Collins line over the 
water, I think I could answer some of the reasons 
which he has so strongly given for this lineacross 
the wilderness to the Pacific ocean. Fourmilliens 
of dollars for what? -Sir, has the gentleman an- 
swered that question? Jt is for- a bounty -upon 
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emigration, to encourage new swarms to leave the 
old hive.. Yes, sir, it is to give the public lands 
away.in a new manner; to encourage-your young | 
men to go and take possession of the lands, under 
the security given by armed guards placed upon 
the route. . Is it a military guard? Gentlemen 
say not. How are they to subsist themselves as 
volunteers? “I suppose they must depend. upon 
themselves as other emigrants have-been compelled 
to-do, Or are they.to take upon themselves thé | 
business.of-agriculture?.. Then a not only give | 
them.the public lands, but you gi¥ethem the means | 
of subsisting in the mean time, and you absolutely 
ay them.to go and take possession of the lands. 
Tice heard before, sir, of propositions to give 
away the public lands, but this is the first time that 
a proposition has come before us, to pay persons | 
to go.and take the public lands. You cannot dis- 


-guise it; this is the form that it will assume at last: | 


The Senator from Arkansas (Mr. Bortanp| 
says that the old States feel some trepidation and 
alarm when’ propositions of this kindare made. 
Let him understand that those who go forth as 
emigrants are the friends and brothers of those 
they leave behind, and they share our common 
sympathies. But this is the first time we have 
undertaken to colonize the new States at the ex- 
pense of the old States exclusively. Were Ten- 
nessee, Missouri, Kentucky, or was Arkansas 
itself settled by the bounty of the Government? | 
Why, sir, voluntary emigration alone willexhaust 
the old States, or at least it will have no limit. 
Those who choose may now go for the purpose | 
of improving their fortunes, but this whole system, 
under the guise of strengthening the Army; is 
nothing but a proposition to give $4,000,000 a year | 
to certain young men. to go and make their for- 
‘tunes with the aid of the Government to accom- 
plish it. If they choose to go to California or 
Oregon, by the way of the Isthmus, or around the 
Cape, the sea is open to them, but you should not 
stimulate this emigration. I do not say that 1 
would not encourage it fairly; but I would do it 
by allowing those who choose to go and pay for 
the lands, to go; and a population which goes and 
pays for the land, will be worth something. Bat | 
the foreign population, encouraged to go from the 
large cities like New York and Philadelphia, and 
take your land, is not to be compared with‘ those | 
who go and pay for the land with that which they 
had earned before they went. 

But, L did-not intend to go into this subject. 
All I ask is, that it may be considered. If the 
Senators from Illinois will give reasons, or suggest 
reasons, such as gentlemen of their responsibility 
can give, | may withdraw my objections; but I 
cannot allow an appropriation of $4,000,000 to be | 
passed here without having the objects explained 
m such a way that the country can understand 
them. Whenever gentlemen satisfy me, I shall 
indulge no feeling of jealousy, particularly be- 
tween the old and new States, because my friends 
are there, my relations are there, and will continue 
to go; but I hold that this exhausting of theold hive 


to make new swarms, under the stimulating influ- || 


ence of the bounty of the Government, is full of 
instruction. 

I heard my friend from Texas [Mr. Rusx-] re- | 
mark that there were fifty-four millions of money 
to be appropriated, and that the Collins line was 
about as good an object to make an appropriation 
for as any other.. Now, my friend from Arkan- H 
sas says that the protection of this emigration is 
about as good an object as any other. | think he 
ought to join the Collins line party, and one take 
land and the other money. ‘There is no resisting 
the combination for the giving away of the public 
property. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I will endeavor to comply 
with the wish of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Burzer,] and explain the objects of 
the bill; I thought Ehad done so befdre. . 

We have large possessions on the Pacific ocean, 
which are rapidly increasing in population. We 
have wealthy and populous States on this side of 
the Rocky Mountains, but, between them we 
have an intervening unsettled country—a vast | 
wilderness, filled with hostile savages—through 
which there is uo road that is safe for the emigrant 
or the business man; the object of the bill is to bind 
closely together these two great divisions of this i 
Republic; to afford protection upon the route to | 
the Pacific, to the emigrant, protection to the set- | 
tler, ‘protection. to-the business man, protection te 


the agents” of Government, protection to every 
man. who, by the authority, or the permission of 
this Government,- shall find it necessary to cross 
that route. This is-the object of the bill: 

Now, the first question { wish to setile with 
gentlemen who oppose the bill is this: is it their 
purpose to leave that route unprotected? or do 


to give protection to it? Gentlemen argue as if 
they never intended to provide protection for the 
multitudes traveling. on that line.. ‘The Sen- 
ator from South Carolina (Mr. Burer] tells me 
that it is the first time he has ever seen a proposi- 
tion to, pay money for the settlement of a new 
country. ` {do not understand, distinctly, what 
the Senator means. by “ paying money for set- 
tling a new country !”? If affording protection to 
settlers and travelers, to their families, and to their 
property, constitutes what he terms ‘ paying” 
them, | apprehend that he has read the history of 
his country to very little purpose, if he says this 
is the first ime such a proposition has been made. 
I think [ could point to millions that have been 
expended for the protection of the settlers in the 
State of Georgia; to fifty millions expended for the 
protection of the settlers in the State of Florida. 
i do not know how many millions have been de- 
voted to the same purpose in Alabama, Louisiana, 
Arkansas, Missouri, and in all the new States, 
Millions upon millions have been expended to 
protect settlers and emigrants, their families and 
their property, in these States,and is this W estern 
route to be an exception to the general rule? By 
no means. The bill only. provides, and only pro- 
poses to do on this line of travel what you have 
constantly done elsewhere, what you have always 
recognized as a sacred obligation—to afford pro- 
tection to life and property wherever you have a 
settlement within the limits of the country. If 
gentlemen concur with me in this view, if the ob- 
ligation to protect the route is recognized, then I 
am ready to enter into the discussion of this ques- 
tion—the legitimate question—what is the cheap- 
est, best, and most eifectual mode of accomplish- 
ing this great and important duty. The Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. Butter] speaks of four 
millions of dollars, and repeats it over and over 
again, as if it were a fixed and established fact, 
that the passage of this bill would impose on the 
Government the expenditure of that amount! By 
what authority does he fix the costat four millions 
of dollars? By way of jest, 1 suppose, the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Haxe,] on a 
former occasion spoke of the cost being three mil- 
lions of dollars; but that assumption was predica- 
ted on the supposition that the horses for these 
three thousand men were to be furnished by the 
Government, and that all the supplies of every 
description required for their subsistence were to 
be sent to them by the Government from the 
States, instead of their being raised along the line 
by the men. [know of no means by which we 
can arrive at the precise amount of the expendi- 
ture. Ihave no idea, however, that it would be 
one half or one third of the lowest sum stated or 
suggested by the opponents of this bill. f cannot 
say, nor is it material, how much the precise 
amount of expenditure will Kè, provided itis your 
| duty to afford the protection, and provided, fur- 
| ther, that this is the cheapest and most efficient 
mode of accomplishing that object. 

Sir, it is an easy thing to excite ridicule against 
a measure of public policy, if we are disposed to 
make light of the subject instead of discussing it 
gravely. I hardly know how to meet gentlemen 
in debate for the reason that Lam unable to under- 
stand what their policy is. If I could be informed 
as to what point. I should direct the argument, 
whether it be that no protection is to be furnished, 
or whether it be that this is not the proper mode 
in which to afford that protection, then £ should be 
able to answer. Sir, it looks to me as if the de- 
sign was to deprive us of every thing like protec- 
tion in that vast region lying between the. Missis- 
sippi and. the Pacific ocean. If that be the object of 
those gentlemen who oppose this measure, I hold 
‘that they, rather than we, are the allies of these 
steam lines to which allusion has been made. But 
I know that that cannot be the motive. It cannot 
be that they wish to drive all our emigrants who 


seven, or eight thousand miles by water, instead 
of allowing some of them to go across the country 
by land. What, then, is the object of gentlemen? 


wish to go to California or Oregon, some six, 


they hold that it is the duty of the Government | 


Is if. to force the Pacific States and the Territories. 
of the Union to separate from the Adlantic States, 
and become an independent Government? Sir, 
whatever the object may be, it requires not the 
-Spirit of a prophet to foresee that it is utterly ini 
possible to preserve this Union—that itis utterly 
impossible to. preserve. that connection between 
the Atlantic and the Pacific, if you. are to- keep a 
wilderness of two thousand.miles in extent be- _ 
tween you. 3 

Again, sir, you have gone too far now to refuse 
this protection.. You have authorized settlements 
and established territorial governments in the in- 
termediate country. You have organized two 
distinct Territories lying half way between the 
Atlantic and the Pacific States of the Union, in the 
very midst. of that wilderness. You have en- ` 
couraged your people to move there; you have 
promised them protection for their lives and their 
property, and in pursuance of your own invitation, 
and under the obligation and protection of your 
own laws, twenty thousand men, women, and 
children, are now on their way through that wil- 
derness to their new. homes, exposed to all the 
ravages which savage hordes may inflict upon 
them from timeto time. And are you now to 
abandon them? Are you now to abandon your - 
own fellow -citizens, whom you have encouraged 
to go there, or will you be true to the dictates of 
duty and honor and afford them protection? 
Money, sir, money is the argument which is used 
against the performance of duty. Sir, if it is to 
be made a question of money, then, as | said be- 
fore, this is an economical measure. Look at your 
expenditures within the borders of New Mexico 
during the last year? I have not examined the 
details of the reports, but I have heard it said 
upon this floor, that during the last year you ex- 
pended money to the amount of six millions of 
dollars. And if that is ‘so, let me ask what you 
have accomplished? You have not, with all the 
money, been able to keep the Indians in check, 
or to protect the lives and property of your citizens 
there, Is it proposed now to goon in this way 
and expend six millions more every year? And 
if it takes six millions annually for that Territory, 
will it, not take six millions also for each of the 
others under the same plan of operation ? 

Sir, I hold ‘that you are bound to incur even 
that enormous expenditure, if you. cannot afford 
the requisite protection ata less cost. [deny that 
it is a question whether they shall be protected or 
not. I deny your right to withhold protection 
from these people. You are under a moral obli- 
gation to do it; you cannot refuse to do it; and 
the only question is, as to the best and cheapest 
mode of performing that which is imperative to 
be done. If any gentleman on this floor can 
show that it can be done by another mode cheaper 
than the one I have suggested, I am ready to 
adopt it, If any gentleman will point out a pro- 
vision of the bill which is not well adapted to the 
object contemplated, I am quite willing that it 
should be stricken out, and another one substitu- 
ted in its place. If any Senator will show me 
how this duty can be performed at less expense, 
I will readily adopt his amendment; ‘but I neither 
understand nor appreciate the course of argument 
which opposes this bill and supplies nothing in 
the place of it, so that the great duties which are 
imposed upon us may be performed under the cir- 
cumstances of the case. 

Mr. President, I was not ambitious to come 
forward with a proposition of this kind. The 
| Committeeon the erritories took the subject under 
their consideration, because, under the rules. of 
the Senate, they were charged with the protection 
of these Territories; and for the further reason 
that memorials upon memorials in piles, from all 
the Western States, have been flowing in upon 
us during the entire session, and the Senate have 
referred them to the Committee on the Territories, 
so that that committee should take such steps as 
they might deem to be necessary. 

Mr. MASON. -Memorials for what? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Memorials for the protection 
of the emigrant lines; memorials for protection 
between the Mississippi river and the Pacific 
ocean; memorials for protection by military force; 
memorials for the establishment of law and order 
there; memorials, in short, asking for protection 
to life and property along the whole line. We 
have in the committee-room innumerable memo- 
rials upon this subject; and scarcely a day passes _ 
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in which we do not receive more of them, Setting 
out the hardships, the murders, and the ravages 


_ which are there-daily committed. We felt it to 


be our duty to do something. We do not pretend 
that we have devised the best system that can be 
devised; we can only say that we have devised 
the best that has occurred to us. If any Senator 
has a better one, let him come forward and pro- 
duce it—if he has a cheaper one, let him propose 
it; but, until some other one is proposed, we con- 


tend that this is entitled to consideration; and that | 
until a cheaper mode can be devised, the item of |} 


expenditure is not a proper argument against this 
mode of doing that which we are bound to do. 
Mr. DAWSON. I am in favor of the motion 
of the Senator from Virginia, to refer this subject 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. I consider 
it as embracing one of the most important propo- 
sitions that have been for a long time presented to 
this body—presented without an estimate or with- 
out any previous understanding on the part of the 
Senate as to the amount of money it is to involve. 


.1 propose to say a word or two to the Senator 


from [llinois, on the. subject of the expense in- 
volved in this measure, and to ask him whether, 
before he presented this bill here, he made any in- 
vestigation as to what would be the amount of 
expense of raising and equipping these three regi- 
ments. There are to be three thousand mounted 
men, who are to be raised and paid at the same 
rate as the mounted riflemen who were sent to 
California. Has he taken into consideration, so 
as to advise us before we give our votes upon this 
subject, what will be the cost of transportation 
necessary to carry the subsistence some two thou- 
sand miles to stations near to California? Has 
he thought of that? And has he made an estimate 
of the buildings that willbe necessary for the con- 
venience and comfort of the soldiers and as shelter 
for their horses, and of the utter impossibility of 
‘procuring lumber or even common trees on these 
vast prairies to build these houses with? Has he 
ascertained how long it will take to clear the land 
where all this subsistence is to be raised? Nota 
word of it, sir, have we heard; and yet the Sena- 
tor from Illinois denounces those ae happen to 
speak of probable expenses, which certainly ap- 
pear not less enormous than probable, when the 

ives of emigrants are taken into consideration! 


Sir, I hold that this is no way to lay down a prop- 


esition, Lay down your plan; show your esti- 
mates for everything you propose to do. Tell us 
what is to be the distance of this telegraphic line 
which is to be protected? Why, sir, if lam rightly 
informed, it is some eighteen hundred or two thou- 
And three thousand men are to be 
dotted along this line for its protection! And 
suppose you divide them into companies of a hun- 


dred each, how many stations will you have over | 


the two thousand miles? One station for every 
sixty miles! And then, to show you the plausi- 
bility of this bill, these men are to protect these 
telegraphic lines, while at the same time it is 
thrown out to the country that they are to subsist 
themselves by agricultural labor! Sir, it cannot 
be done. They cannot do it. There will be 
a constant traveling backward and forward to 
»protect the emigrants as well as the telegraphic 
posts. Sir, a proposition like this evidently ap- 
ertains to the jurisdiction of the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs, and I desire tg have it investi- 
gated by that committee, in order that I may 
be justified in giving my vote. i 
itis necessary, too, sir, that we should consider 
the character of the country over which this line 
is to be built; and in that will be found numerous 
and large items which the Senator does not appear 
to have considered at all, such as the numerous 
rivers which are to be bridged or ferried over in 
‘the long distance of two thousand miles. What 
is likely to be the expense of erecting bridges or 
of constructing all the ferry-boats necessary in 
this long journey? How are the materials to be 
got? or, if you make boats where the materials are 
found, how are you to get them to the rivers where 
they are to be used? All these are vastly import- 
ant considerations. I am not dispos 


: {ll 


to with- i 


j| two thousand miles. Sir, what plausibility is 


| duty, or taking care of their horses. 
| so many ways in which money will be rendered 


| 
| 
5 : a | 
; that the chairman of the Committee on Military | 
Afairs should investigate this whole subject, and | 

| 


reference of this matter to the Committee on Mili- i 


| chair.) Gentlemen may make a more plausible į 


i agreat road over a vast wilderness, and to keep | 


| cost of building the road. And when the Com- 


hold the needful protection to the emigrant. “Sir, | 
that is the object which we ought to have in view; | 
and when we present a bill of this nature, involy- 
ing so great an undertaking, I think we ought not | 
to dream of commencing it until we have pretty 
thoroughly: understood where we are going, and 
how we are tò get there. 

lt has been said that $4,000,000 will not suffice 
to cover the expenditure which will be incurred | 
by this bill. Sir, we all know that the cost of 
transportation has been immense even from Inde- 
pendence to Santa Fé, over a regular-built route; 
and yet these three thousand men are not only to | 
support themselves by agricultural labor, but are 
to make a road and build bridges over a space of 


there in such a proposition? Everything which 
is contemplated in this bill, Mr. President, must 
be carried into execution by the appropriation of į 
money. The builders of these bridges and ferry- | 
boats will have to be mechanics transported from | 
one end of the line to the other, because these | 
three thousand soldiers will be all the time on 
There are 


necessary here, that it is due to the country and 
the Senate—the Senator from Ilinois himself not 
having, perhaps, sufficient time, in consequence 
of the press of other duties, to look so minutely 
into the details as seems to me to be necessary— 


present it in the shape ia which it ought to be pre- 
sented to the Senate and the country. Then we | 
shall more fully understand it; and when we come i 
to vote upon it, we shall do so with more satis- | 
faction, whether we should find it necessary to | 
vote for it or against it. therefore feel obliged | 
to vote for the motion of the Senator from Vir- | 
ginia, that this bill may be recommitted -to the | 
Committee on Military Affairs, especially consid- | 
ering that the Senator who is at the head of that | 
committee knows something of the cost of trans- 
portation in some of those regions, 

One thing further. This bill had passed my 
notice except in one point of view. I supposed it | 
was intended as a means of erecting a great tele- 
graphic line, as I casually observed it; and one | 
thing for which I supposed this military escort į 
was necessary was for the protection of this'tele- | 
graphic line. Now the idea of a telegraphic line | 
through a savage country extending some two | 
thousand miles, seems to me to be hardly very ' 
practicable. It would have to be traversed over | 
every day for the repair of accidents, the result 
either of storms or of mischievously disposed per- | 
sons. Why, sir, even for that, three thousand | 
men would not be enough. I am glad to find, U 
however, that it was not, as I at first supposed, ! 
to make an appropriation of the public money for ! 
the benefit of an individual. 1 think if the bill is | 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, it | 
will be likely to come back in such a shape as | 
will present to us various public considerations į 
which should be taken into the account by this | 
body. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I feel bound to resist the | 


I feel bound to resist it for the ii 


Mr. DAWSON, 
show me an estimate of the cost of transportation 
&c., I will not propose such a reference. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I was remarking that a ref- 
erence could be made, if at all, with quite as much : 
propriety to the Committee on Roads and Canals, | 
over which you preside, (Mr. Brigur in the! 


ti 


argument, since the object of this bill is to make 


i 


up bridges, to show that the bill ought to go to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals, in order 


i 
Í 
H 
i 
f 
that they may bring forward the estimates of the | 


mittee on Roads and Canals shall have reported, 


be made, may move to: have it referred again to: 
the Committee on the PostOffice and. Post ‘Roads, 
because it provides for carrying ‘thé mails; thën, 
after that, gentlemen. may ‘say that it must be fe- 
ferred to`the Committee on Public Lands, in order 
that they may report ‘upon ‘that part of the bill 

which proposes to grant land to the'soldiers along 
the line. Thus you will find, that ifthe jutisdic- 
tion over this matter is taken fromthe Committee 
on the Territories, you have nocommiittee to which 
itis proper to refer the bill. With the same plau- 
sibility that the gentleman urges a reference to the 

Military Committee, you may urge a reference té 

the Committee on Roads and Canals, to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, to the 

Committee on. Public Lands, and, perhaps, to 


|, two or three other committees; and, sir, the whole 
|| effect of any reference will be, to kill the bill. 


The gentleman. wishes for estimates; he wishes 
to know the cost of the buildings, of the bridges, 
and boats along the line. Why'does he want the 
estimates, and if he wants them, how is he.to get 
them? : Mae SEN 

Mr. DAWSON. Call for thems <9 0" 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And wheré from? ‘Will you 
call from the vast wilderness, where’ you have 
neither an officer nor a soldier, nor an agent of 
any kind? Or will you send an agent there, and 
wait till next year for a reply? Lapprehend you 
| will wait a longer time than that, before you will 
have a reply to your call. That is the very thing 
to which I object. We have not the means to 
get at the estimate; you have not-a man in the | 
nation prepared to make an estimate. And why 
do you want an estimate? The provision in the 
bill is, that the troops shall ‘build station houses 
and posts for themselves with their own hands, 
out of the materials to be obtained along the route. 
No matter what the cost is, it does not cost the 
Government a dollar, for they are tobe on out 
of the material along the line, and by the soldiets 
themselves, who are to be paid by the compensa- 
tion provided in the bill. The gentleman talks 
about the cost of the transportation of the maté- 
tials which may be needed for building these posts 
and stations. I perceive that the Committee on 
Military Affairs do not understand the spirit of 
the bill. Who ever dreaméd of hauling ‘lumber 
two thousand miles to-build a bridge, when ‘you 
may make an adobe bridge from sun-dried brick, 
made of the clay found on the very spot? The 
materials may be taken out of the very. bank of 
the rivers. I fear that if the bill were sent to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Dawson] would get the estimates 
far above four millions of dollars, if he proposed 
to haul the material across the country for building 
these bridges, &c., instead of getting the material 
along the line, and constructing these buildings of 
adobe brick. [take it, the material may :be‘ob- 
tained along the line. ` 

Mr. DAWSON. Can 
of adobe brick? 7 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I know the gentleman is 
suggesting these inquiries for the purpose of draw- 


you make ferry-boats 


‘ing my attention from the provisions of. the bill; 


but I will go through with my course of remark. 
It so happens that he has not studied the geogra- 
phy of the country. The rule is, w everybody 
who has seen the prairies knows, that when you 
approach a stream, you find there is timber 
skirting its banks. And when you travel across 
a prairie and see timber rising in front of you, 
you rest assured that water is near. It-so happens 
that Providence has placed timber near the streams, 
so that bridges and boats can be constructed for 
crossing them, x 

In the same way you go through with all-the 
estimates for which the Senator from. Georgia 
asks. He wishes to know the estimated cost.of 
transportation. Why, sir, this bill provides for dis- 
pensing with transportation by compelling these 
stations to raise their supplies along the line, and 
thus avoid that enormous expénse whichis incurred 
every year by the regular Army for, transporta- 
tion. ‘The gentleman cannot get it out of his head 


i 
another gentleman, desiring that further delay may ! 


that this is to be conducted upon the extravagant: 
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-scale upon which the regular Army is conducted, 


and it iş for that reason that 1 fear to. have the bill- 


~ go-to: the Committee on Military Affairs, on ac- 
count of the’ amount of money which ‘they may 
` think it necessary to prpvide. i i : 
“Sir, we show-clearly the object..of the bill. It 
-is to.make a road and protect. that road, and all 
the people who travel upon it-oy settle along the 
< route.:.-We-wish.to do it in the best-and. cheapest 
possible mode;and we know-the best mode is to 
: make it: for the interest of the men owning the 
soil to protect: the soil. There is no mode by 
which you can do: it except bya line of settlers 
from the valley of the Mississippi to the Pacific 
ocean. That line of settlements-can only be formed 
by making the road and protecting it. You need it 
for a military road as well as. for commercial and 
domestic purposes. You need it.to regulate your 
intercourse with the Indians, and it is your duty 
to. make it for the protection.of those who have 
already gone there under the protection of your 
laws. . 
When you look at this, you will: see that- all 
these estimates are unnecessary, because the ex- 
prnditnre is to be met by the men themselves. 
ut the Senator says, these men -will have to be 
engaged, in the duties of soldiers, and therefore 
cannot have time to build themselves houses. Sir, 
the moment you have one hundred men stationed 
ata post, the presence of that number operates as 
a perfect security. Fifty can go on to the next 
station and raise it, and twenty of those who re- 
main may be engaged in cultivating the soil. 

The Senator from Georgia asks how long a 
time it will take to clear the country, and prepare 
it for the cultivation of the soil? The gentléman 
does not happen to live in a prairie country; he is 
not aware that all the land is already cleared, and 
therefore ready for the plow at this very mo- 
ment. 

Mr. DAWSON. Does it not take a year to 
raise a crop, and a year to raise hogs? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That isthe very point I was 
coming to. It will not take a year to raise the 
hogs, as the Senator appears to anticipate, for I 
expect that they will drive their horses, their cat- 
tle, and their hogs with them, as the emigrants 
do; whenever they remove for the purpose of 
taking up a position elsewhere, they invariably’ 
drive all the live stock necessary for their use wit 
them, and that stock will be able to support itself 
on the prairies during the summer, and those very 
prairies constitute vast meadows on which the 
grass necessary for the subsistence of the stock 

uring the winter can be cut. The only thing 
you have to supply, therefore, is a portion of the 
breadstuffs during part of ‘the first year, until the 
corn crop can mature. For that reason I sug- 
gested that the expenditure for the first year will 

e greater than for any subsequent year. 

, But I must remind the Senate again, that the 
Pointing out these objections, and the suggestion 
of these large expenditures, show us that we are 
to expect no protection at all; they evince direct, 
open hostility to that section of country. | 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Burt- 
LER] points out this expenditure, without taking 
into consideration the argument that this mode 
is fifty per cent, cheaper than any that has ever 
yet been devised and reported on by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. I want the opponents of 
this bill to meet the argument. Have they done 
so? If they do not adopt this system, what sys- 
tem willthey adopt? [want again to remind them 
that every objection, every argument they use, 
shows clearly that they are predetermined to de- 
prive us ofMAll protection. We wish to under- 
stand what line of policy is to be pursued. to- 
wards us; whether it is simply a choice of means 


that.is to be consulted, or whether we are to be’ 


subjected to a denial of all justice. This is the 
very point which we wish to understand. The 
Great West demands some protection of this na- 
ture; the Pacific coast demands it; the whole nation 
demands it. Is therea man in this Senate who 
does not know that to refuse to withhold that pro- 
teation, is to advocate the disunion of this Repub- 
lic? Is there a man in this ‘body who does not 
know. that this Union cannot exist unless wé have 
some means—either this road, or a railroad, or 
some other means of communication, with the Pa- 
cific? ; 

I want Senators to meet this broad question, 
and, if they are opposed to open a communica- 


tion between the Atlantic and the Pacific, if they 
¿are in favor of disunion, let them declare it. -Let 


the people of the. United States understand it dis-. 


tinctly. I care not what cause they allege for 
their course, whether they rest it on the score of 
economy, or on any other footing. it is true that 
the: protection we ask for will eost money; the 


protection of the Union costs money in every: sec- 


tion. We have expended money freely in Geor- 


gia, andin those other States. from which this op- 


position comes; We have expended millions on 
millions on thecoast of the Old: Dominion. Never 
has the great West. objected. when Virginia asked 
for one, two, five, or- seven. millions for the-pro- 
tection of the Old Dominion; and that against an 
imaginary, anticipated, foreign invasion! But 
when we of the West ask for protection for our- 
selves, our women, and. children, over whose 
heads the tomahawk is suspended, we are told 
that it costs money! Economy is the argument 
put in contrast with a call for the preservation of 
life. I think it is time that gentlemen understood 
the bearings of this question. 

I repeat that I do not stand upon the provisions 
of this bill. Modify them as jou please, provided 
you secoraplinh the object. Change them as you 
please. Offer amendments to every section, so 
that not a line} have written shall remain, and I 
will accept them, provided you carry out the ób- 
ject of the bill; provided you afford protection to 
ẹmigrants and settlers, and open a communication 
with the Pacific. 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to say a-word or two 
in explanation and in answer to the Senator from 
Illinois, before dismissing this subject, for I am 
not prepared. to vote upon it now. I told him 
candidly that I had not the information to enable 
mé to vote intelligently upon it at this time. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam willing to accede to the 
request of the Senator to postpone the considera- 
tion of the bill until some day named by him. 

Mr, BUTLER. I have not considered the pro- 
visions of the bill.. It struck me as a remarkable 
bill, however, and one which broaches a'new poli- 
cy; and in that I am entirely correct. ‘The Sena- 
tor from Ilinois has repeated the words, ‘* Will 
you deny us protection?” I think the word ‘ pro- 
tection ” has been very often repeated, as though 
I had denied the power or right of every Govern- 
ment, and this Government especially, to protect 
its citizens in the enjoyment of life and property. 
But how is the Government to afford that protec- 
tion? Are you to have guardians for every man, 
woman, and child, who chooses to leave one part 
of the country to go to another? That would be 
one mode of protection. Are you to afford a mili- 
tary escort for the traveler from one part of the 
country to another? In every instance the pro- 
tection which is to be afford 
their Government, is the protection of the law. 
The protection by the Army, of courses may be 
in enforcement of the law. You organize a terri- 
torial government. For what? To give your 
people protection. You-haveanarmy. For what 
purpose? To give your people protection. If the 
Senator from Illinois will convince me that this 
is the best mode of increasing the Army—and 


| heretofore protection has been afforded to our citi- 


zens and emigrants going abroad, by the law, and 
by the Army, by the war power—I may look with 
favor upon his proposition. But this is the com- 
mencement of a new policy, that, under the guise of 
regulating emigration, or promoting the Union, 
is to be adopted! ` Sir, I shall not be surprised 
shortly to see some bill introduced into this body 


| to hasten the millennium, [laughter,] some speci- 


fic measure; and I have no doubt money would 
be one of the measures for hastening the millenni- 
um. [Continued lavghter.] What declamation 
would you hear then! What fruitful themes for 
declamation the Union supplies! 

But when the honorable Senator from Ilinois 
rises and proposes a measure here, he must take 
the responsibility of satisfying the body that the 
measure is proper in itself. He has. no right to 
retort on those who oppose it, that they have wot 
satisfied him that their objections are valid. That 
is no modeof treating a proposition of this kind. 
He must satisfy me upon his responsibility, as a 
statesman and a politician, that the. measure is 
right. I havea right, and we all have a right, 
to make every objection we can, until we have 
sufficient reasons to satisfy the body that the meas- 
ure is proper, and ought to be adopted. He 


to every people by 


should satisfy us that this-is the best mode of in- 
creasing the Army—if it is necessary. to increase it 
three thousand men—for the purpose of protecting 
our emigrants òr settlers against the Indians, 
That protection has heretofore been extended by 
the sword, and by an army. under the command 
of the Government; -but to make roads, and 
bridges, and ferries, and plant corn-fields, to en- 
able your. emigrants te go from one part of the 
country to another, has never been done from the 
beginning of the Government to this.time. That 
is a. form which. protection: has never ‘assumed. 
The only protection that many have had has been 
by going in bodies and protecting themselves, or 
they have had the ordinary protection from the 
Army, or from the laws. “Adventurers who go 
from one part .of the country to another: must 
devise means for protection to some extent—not 
entirely, I admit; but I am opposed to making the 
Government the guardian of every one. I like 
the principle of the common law; let every. man 
protect himself to seme extent; but when he can- 
not do it, give him the protection of the law and 
of the Army; but to make a road, and plant com- 
fields, and do all this, isa new mode of giving 
protection. Itis, to be sure, feeding our people 
at the expense of the Treasury. 

I am not prepared to vote upon the bill now. I 
should desire time to be convinced in regard to its 
details. I do not say that I am opposed to it en- 
tirely; but I must retort upon my friend, when he 
tells me that I have made. objections which he 
cannot’Understand and does not think valid, that F 
expect him, as.the author of the measure, to sat- 
isfy me, and all those who act with me, in regard 
to its provisions, : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. To what time does the Sena- 
tor desire the bill to be postponed ? 

Mr. BUTLER. I should like four or five days, 
to converse with the Senator or some other person 
on thé subject. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iam willing to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill for a week—say 
until next Tuesday. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to postpone it until 
this day week. 

Mr. BORLAND. Yhave a few words to say, 
not so much against the postponement—though I 
am prepared to act: upon the bill speedily—as in 
response to a suggestion of my friend from South 
Carolina, {Mr. BurLer,} which looked a little like 
shifting me from my position in supporting a meas- 
ure which I have taken some trouble to uphold. 
He thought, from the rule of action by which I 
seemed to be governed in this case, that I might, 
without inconsistency, go over to the support of 
the Collins line of steamers. If he, or any of the 
advocates of the Collins line, or. of any other 
measure, can show me that it stands on a founda- 
tion similar to this, I will go for it at once and 
without hesitation, But the Senator treated it as 
a most amazing proposition that we should under- 
take to protect emigrants going from one portion 
of our country to another, and asked if we were 
to appoint a guardian for every man, woman, and 
child who chooses to move from one region-of the 
country to another? He says he is willing to put 
them under the protection of law and the army. 

Mr. BUTLER... It has never been done other- 
wise. 

Mr. BORLAND. Now, let me ask if this bill 
proposes to do any more for the persons who, for 
commerce or for any other purpose, seek a new 
home in our own territory—even if we do pay 
three or four millions a year—than we pay now, 
and have paid from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, in protecting those who, for purposes of 
commerce, or ahy other. purpose, choose to leave 
our borders and go into foreign countries? For 
what do we keep up a Navy? An Americanciti- 
zen chooses to build a ship, and load it with com- 
modities for purposes of speculation or pleasure, 
and go thousands of miles across the ocean, per- 
haps into regions now unknown, and discover new 
territories with which to trade or reside. Let him 
be subjected to an outrage there—let his rights of 
person or property be infringed, and what is the 
consequence? hat has already been acknowl- 
edged as the obligation of this Government is to 
send armed ships there, and seek redress for’ the 
Injury received in person or property; and for the 
purpose of doing that, and of being always ready 
to do it, we are now paying $8,000,000 a year to 
maintain a Navy... - é 
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If, for the purpose of protecting our citizens 
who, for commerce or for pleasure, or any other | 


purpose, often leave cur own shores and go thou- 
sands ef miles across the ocean, we are bound to 
- maintain a Navy, at an expense of eight millions 
. of dollars a year, [ ask the Senator how can he 
object when we propose—even at the extravagant 
estimate whick he has made of four millions a 
year—to protect our citizens, men, women, and 
children, who choose to seek new homes. ôn our 
owr sol, and jn pursuance, too, of the policy 
which this Government has adopted, and has been 
carrying out for years, of acquiring new territory, 


and inviting and encouraging its settlement by the | 
How can we |! 


enactment of liberal @end laws? 
refuse protection to these, while we are giving 
every day to another class of our people who are 
better able to protect themselves, and are certainly 
no more entitled te protection ? 

As to the estimate which has been made, that it 
will cost four millions a year to carry out the ob- 
jects. of this bill, I know it is extravagant, but I 
shall not undertake to discuss it now, I presume 
the further consideration of the subject will be 
postponed until a future day. 


Mo one can dispute, that the proposition can be 
carried out at an expense not only far below that 
which Senators opposing it have suggested, but at 
such a reduction upon the present expenditures 


for military services intended for the same pur- | 
pose, but which serve no good purpose whatever. | 
I understand the motion pending | 


Mr. BELL. 

_ ig to postpone the further consideration of the bill, 
I do not wish to discuss the subject now, but I 
was about to suggest to the friends of the measure 


—and I beg leave to say that I do not know but } 


‘that I shali be one myself when I come to under- 
stand the practicability and extent of the. objects 
proposed to be attained by it—whether we could 
not get some advantage by committing it, as was 
proposed, to the Committee on Military Affairs 
in the mean time, I have spoken to the chairman 

of that committee [Mr. Smerns] on this subject, 

and he says truly, with the other Senator from 
illinois, (Mr. Doveras,] that it is a matter which 
does not admit of definite estimates; still T beg 
leave to suggest that there are some branches of 
information which would essentially aid us in 
coming to a proper conclusion, and if we post- 
pone it that that éommittee might give us some 
very valuable information upon the subject. For 
example, I think we want topographical informa- 
tion, and I presume it is more readily within their 
means and convenience to present it to the Senate 
than any other committee. I suppose the various 
reports of exploring parties, of engineers and 

Others who have made reports to the Department, 

could be collected, and some valuable information 

be brought before the Senate by a little attention 

and industry on the part of the’ committee. I 

think it important to ascertain whether the objects 

stated by the honorable Senator from Illinois are 
practicable. Lhave not, to be sure, very thoroughly 
studied the geography of the country as stated by 


the honorable Senator; but is it possible to effect i 


the plan of protection which the honorable Sena- 
tor proposes? I think we want light on that sub- 
ject. My general information upon the subject 
‘SeacheS me that we have about five hundred miles 


of sterile desert crossing streams in which there is | 


but a very slight margin of vegetation; and the 
suggestions thrown out by the honorable Senator, 
it seems to me—unless we have more information 
than I have on the subject—are not practicable 
with regard to one of the most exposed portions 
of the route; for example, the route on which the 
caitle and horses, not only of the military force, 
but of the emigrant parties ate in danger every 
year of perishing on account of a deficiency of 


grass on the road, for although grass does spring : 


up on the plain from our western borders to the 


Rocky Mountains, yet it is sparse. This is a| 


part of the subject on which information could be 
furnished by the Military Committee, and T should 
tike to see it. > 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would suggest that all the 
information on that subject that can be farnished, 


In the mean time j 
. A will look into it, and if it shall become necessary, į 
¿T think I shall be able to show by figures which | 


Mr. DOUGLAS, Yes, sin 

Mr. BELL.. And itis supposed to be practi- 
cable to establish large posts, one hundred.miles 
from each other, and intervening posts, twenty 
miles distant, between the main points? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELL. Then thereis another point upon 
which we might get the infermation condensed. 
We have not time to look into the reports, made 
by the exploring parties, within the time that. the 
gentleman thinks we ought to act upon the bill. 
He proposes to establish settlements for cultiva- 
tlon at various points. 
route as to admit of that? The prairies, over 
which the road is proposed to, pass, are not the 
rich prairies of Illinois, lowa, or a part of Mis- 
souri. I understand they are of a very different 
character. 
report on that subject. It could be extracted read- 
ily. If the posts are to be sustained by cultiva- 
tion at the points where they are to be established, 


į itisan important quéstion whether or not the coun- 


try is ferule enough for the purpose of forming the 
nucleus of a settlement. If it be practicable, the 
object is a worthy and a noble one; but I beg leave 
to propose now to the honorable Senator from Il- 
linois the question—and I would like him to an- 
swer it if he is prepared—whether he expects any 
such line of posts as this would be a sufficient 
communication overland—sufficient military com- 
munication for the still greater ulterior purpose of 
holding the two great sections of this country to- 
gether? How would that facilitate the passage of 
armies? * lt would only subsist the soldiers them- 
selves, and would not even supply provisions to 
emigrants; and when we want to transport troops 
and munitions of war, does not the whole project 


fall far short of the greater object ef opening acom- | 


munication? In that point of view, itis important 
to ascertain if we can make an approximate esti- 
mate of the cost of the undertaking, and if it will 
cost three or four millions a year, (and I think 


it cannot cost less than three millions the first | 


year,) in reference to that, another question arises, 
whether this plan would be the cheapest? The 
honorable Senator says it is the cheapest plan, and 
the best one united. If it will cost three or four 
millions the first year, and two or three millions 
the second, had we not better commence at once a 
great mode of communication by railroad or plank 
road, or some other means which wauld enable us, 
with sufficient facility and cheapness, to keep up 
the communication, and hold the two grand sec- 
tions of the Uniondogether, and protect the west- 
ern frontier? These military posts, it seems to me, 
will not accomplish that object. They are to be 
temporary. They are to give protection to the 
emigrant, but they open no such communication 
as the country will demand, between the Atlantic 
and the Pacific coasts, and must demand before 
a great while, particularly, as the Senator sug- 
gests, if we should be involved in a war with any 


‘powerful maritime nation abroad. If it is to cost 


us ten millions of dollars in three years, as some 
gentlemen sincerely believe,—and others think 


it will cost more,—would it not be more advanta- 


geous to employ that immense sum in the com- 
mencementin making a railroad from our western 


borders to the basc of the Rocky Mountains? That || 


ten millions would make such a road. . Would it 
not be cheapest to commence at once some great 
communication of this kind? These are all sub- 
jects which do not seem now to be settled definitely, 
but they are worthy to be considered. 

Another suggestion: The honorable Senator 
proposes to make these posts—these three thou- 
sand men to be stationed along a line of two thou- 
sand miles—for the protection of emigrants, and 
he says there are twenty thousand on thé route 


now—some gentlemen suggest thirty thousand. H| 


have heard of no depredations committed by the 
Indians on them this year. The emigrants are 
only upon the routeabout four months in the year; 
but the bill proposes to establish and keep upon 
that line three thousand men through the whole 
year. There are eight months in the year when 
they are not necessary for the protection of the 


complete the travel by emigration frem the west- 


ern part of the frontier to the settlements in our |; 


L GLOBE. 


Js there such a soilon the |} 


i should like to have some condensed ; 


i| urgent and imperious necessity for it. 
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Has the honorable Senator taken into his calcula- 
tions the estimate that such a force ‘alone will ab- - 
sorb the’subsistence upon which the cattle and the — 
horses of the emigrants themselves must depend? 
The grass upon that desert of five hundred miles, 
on this sidé of the Rocky Mountains, does not 
spring up luxuriant and rich as it does‘in Illinois; 
Towa, or “Missouti. It is scant for a large por- 
tion at all seasons, and even the emigrants are’ 
detained on theiz journey, and their beasts of bit- 
den die for want of a sufficient supply of grass— 
at least such are the accounts 1 have.seen. ` : 

If the bill is postponed, I beg leave to suggest - 
whether it would not be profitable to. the whole 


| Senate to send it to the Committee “oñ: Military 
, Affairs, so that we may have the necessary inform- - 


ation condensed and presented to us—or let it be 
recommitted to the Committee on the Territories 
for that purpose. I care not to which it is sent, 
provided this information is obtained. I do‘not 
think it sufficient for the honorable Senator from 
Ilinois to say that every gentleman can examine 
the voluminous reports made on. this subject, 
giving an account of the various. explorations 
made on the line, I think it is ordinarily the duty 
of the committee which brings in such:a measure 
to present it in such a shape that Senators who are 
occupied particularly in the investigation of other 
matters which are before their respective commit- 
tees may see ata bird’s-eye.view the whole ‘sub- 
ject as far. as there is any information to be ob- 
tained in regard to it. . } merely suggest that we 
might have such a report at the time to which itis 
proposed to postpone the further consideration of 
the bill. : ¢ ; 

Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, it is’ ad- 
mitted on all hands that this isa very important 
measure, necessarily attended with very great ex- 
pense. I have not seen, as yet, any urgent ne- 
cessity for it demonstrated. ft is said that. it. is 
to give protection to the emigrants, who are pass- 
ing to the Pacific. Now, I would like to hear 
from the honorable Senators who have advocated 
the bill, the extent of the depredations that have 
recently been committed by the Indians upon the 
emigrants. I think that. some year or two ago, 
forty-seven thousand emigrants passed Fort Lar- 
amie in a single year. That was probably a 
larger number than"usually pass; and [am not in 
possession of facts which show that any. consider- 
able number, or any of them, fell victims to the 
savages. Itis possible that the Indians may have 
committed some depredations; it is possible the 
may have committed some murders;. but ‘J thin 
the namber has been unusually small, and that 
the security with which the emigrants pass throuh 
the Indian territory, exceeds that which border 
settlers have usually enjoyed. NI 

I think that before so important a measure. as 
this receives the sanction of the Senate, we ought 
to have some distinct data, showing definitely an 
It is urged 
that we should establish a line of communication 
with our possessions on the Pacific, if. we would 


| hold them. Such a line of communication is es- 


sential. I believe there is great force in this sug- 
gestion; but telegraphic communication is the last 
mode to answer that purpose. If we would con- 
nect ourselves with our western possessions, and 
bind them to us so as to hold them permanently, 
it must be. by a railroad. In the first place, it 
would be utterly impracticable to maintain and 
keep upa fine of communication by ‘telegraph. 
The distance is some two thousand miles, and 
how liable it would be to interruptions, extending 


! for such a distance, from accident ahd from de- 
| sign, when passing through a country occupied 


by numerous tribes of mischievous and hostile 
Indians. When interrupted, how is it to be re- 
stored? How are you to ascertain the point where 
the wire is broken, and to repair it without serious 
delay? Then the extremes are so remote, and 
the intermediate, stations so far from each other, 


is printed by the Senate, and in the hands of every- 
body, in the report of Colonel Frémont, who 
encamped, night after night, on this very route. 

Mr. BELL. Is that the route proposed in the 
bill? 


s 


western Territories. I may be mistaken in that, 
but itis my impression. In the mean time the ; r 
three thousand men, and not only the men, but l| coast, I object to this bill as a measure that would 


j 
{ 
! 
} 
ł 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
emigrants. Asl understand it, about four months i 
| 
| 
their three thousand horses must be subsisted. |} embarrass, and probably defeat; the railroad, by 
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i ‘absorbing. the means nécessary for‘ that purpose. 


z 


The. connection. should be: across the continent,- 


and by contjnuous permanent settlements along 
the whole line, uniting. the East and the West, 
with the means of rapid and easy communication. 
This can be effected only-by a railroad. Such a 


road would farnish not only the means of convey- 


ing intelligence, but of carrying. the'prodiicts of 


settlers to aimarket, and bringing back their sup-_ 


plies, and thus enabling them to settle in these in- 
terior regions. It would: settle the country. Now 


it is well known that the means by which a rail- || 
, road must be built, is the public land along the i 


line. . : 
This bill proposes to absorb that means, andis 
therefore antagonistic to a railroad.: 1t provides 
that each one of the three thousand troops that are 
to. be raised, should have, in addition. to the pay 
and émoluments of mounted riflemen, six hundred 
and forty acres Of land apiece. This would be 
selected along the line, and of course the best land 
would be taken, and you would thus absorb the 
means that may prove.essential for carrying for- 
ward successfully the great and important mea- 
sure of a railroad. ` : 

Again, there is a serious objection on the ground 
of expense. It is nota trivial affair to maintain 
three thousand mounted troops at points so re- 
mote, where, as has already been shown by the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee, there are long 
distances where the supplies for men and horses 
must be transported. We find, too, that when 
tve increase the army, it is difficult to reduce it 
again; and if these men are raised, I fear the in- 
crease will be permanent. Itis said, I-know, that 
at the expiration of three years ‘these troops can 
be disbanded. In such case they will be either 
settled along the line, or they will return to their 
homes again. Now, I would like to ask gentle- 
men practically acquainted with matters of this 
character, whether it would not be more difficult 
and more expensive at the end of three years, if 
this military force should be disbanded, to protect 
the disbanded men than the emigrants who are 
now traveling along that line? We will then have 


a narrow line of settlements of two thousand miles | 


in extent. They will be entitled to protection. 
They can truly say they were invited by the Gov- 
ernment to occupy these remote, isolated positions 
—they can say that the Government has withdrawn 
its aid and support from them, and that they have 
a necessity to apply their exertions and labors to 
support themselves and families, and that therefore 
they ask military posts to be established along the 
line for their protection, unless they can be under 
pay for protecting themselves. ‘Their protection 
would cost much more, I apprehend, than that of 
the emigrants who now pass through the country. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator suggested just 
now, if { understood him, that he was in favor of 
building a railroad across that desert country. 
He objects to the necessity for military protection 
to those settlers along that line at the end of three 
years. I wish to ask him if he thinks it would 
cost more to protect these settlers than it would 
to protect a railroad along a course of one thou- 
sand or fifteen hundred miles, with no settlements 
atat? 

Mr. BRADBURY. Iwil answer the honor- 
able Senator, When a railroad is established, we 
furnish the means of communication which will 
establish a permanent and large line of settlements 
the whole distance. By means of a railroad the 
farmer can bring his produce to market. You 
establish that which will be a benefit to settlers, 
and enable them to sustain and protect themselves; 
for they canto there in large numbers, and in this 
respect you have the great advantage of a railroad 
over a telegraphic line. I presume the honorable 
Senator does not suppose that the farmers are to 
transport their produce to market along the tel- 
egraphic line. Tt is for this reason that a railroad 
will iead to permanent and large settlements from 
the Adantic to the Pacific, and will bind the two 
portions of the Union together, which a telegraph 
cannot do. It is for this reason that I fear, if this 
measure is adopted, you will defeat one which 
will be of substantial, permanent, and national 
benefit. " ` 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient.) 
The question is on the motion to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill till Tuesday next, 
and make it the special order for that day. 

Mr, RUSK. T hope it will not be made the 


|| and for other purposes.” 


special order. “It will then stand in the way of 
other business. i oe 
Mr. HALE: i; 3 ; question. 
‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. “Then the ques- 
tion will first be on the motion to postpone. ~- 
Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘I feel authorized to modify 
the motion so‘as to pdéstpone the consideration of 
the bill for a week without “making ‘it the special 


1 ask a division ‘of the 


order. i Aia 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

RATES OF POSTAGE. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- 
yesentatives by Mr.-Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing thatit had passed a bill to amend an acténtitled 
‘Ar act to reduce and modify the rates of pòst- 
age within the United States, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved March 3d, 1851. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned.» 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuzspay, July 13, 1852. 
The House metat eleven o’clock, a.m. 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
TheJournal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the further consideration of House bill No. 144, 
to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to reduce and 
modify the rates of postage in the United States, 


Prayer 


LAND DISTRICTS IN IOWA, 


Mr. HENN.: Lask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take up Senate bill No. 478, now 
upon the Speaker’s table, ‘to create three addi- 
tional land districts in the State of Iowa,” and to 
have it considered at this time before proceeding 
to the execution of the special order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Is it the inten- 
tion of the gentleman to have the bill referred, or | 
to put it upon its passage? 

Ar. HENN. 1 desire to putit upon its passage. 
I will state to the gentleman from Georgia that the 
Committee on Public Lands of the House have 
agreed to a bill precisely in the same words as this 
bill which has passed the Senate. It is very im- 
ortant that this bill should pass before any proc- 
lamation is got out for the sale of the lands in 
the western portion of the State of Iowa. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ishould be very happy to 
accommodate the gentleman ‚from lowa; but I 
must insist on the regular order of business. 

Mr. HENN. The bill will not occupy more 
than five minutes, and I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection to it. 

:Mr. JOHNSON. I cannot withdraw it. 


CALIFORNIA BATTALION. 


Mr. McCORKLE. Ihave an indulgence to 
ask of the House, in reference to a very import- 
ant matter, which [think no gentleman will object 
to when I state what itis. Task the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up from the Speak- 
er’s table a bill which provides for the appoint- 
ment of three commissioners from the Army to 
adjust, examine, and report ‘to the next Congress 
upon the claim of the California battalion—a bat- 
talion who served in California during the Mexi- 
can war, and who subsisted themselves and pur- 
chased their own arms. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I object, and 
insist on the regular order of business. 

“Mr. McCORKLE. If the gentleman will hear 
the facts, I think he will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I should like to know 
what is the regular order of business? 


The SPEAKER. The further consideration i 


of House bill No. 144, reported from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Well, sir, the regular 
order of business has been insisted on by my friend 
from Georgia, [Mr. Jounson,] I have no objec- 
tion to this diseussion if it is to come out of the 
morning hour, but otherwise I must object to it. 

Mr. OLDS. J object to it if it is to come out 
of the morning hour. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I insist on the regular order 
of business. Pe 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, by unanimous | 
consent, eS 


Ordered, That the petition and papers of Henry Pauling | 


RATES OF. POSTAGE ON NEWSPAPERS. 
«The SPEAKER. . The regular order of busi- 
ness is the. further consideration of House bill 
No. 144, to amend an act entitled “An act to 
modify and reduce the rates of postage in the 
United States, and for other. purposes,” and the 
pending question is ort the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Disney.] 
`- The amendment.was read as follows: p 

And be it further enacted, In all. cases of publication of 
the uncalled for German letters, it shall be the duty of the 
Postmaster General to cause such -publication to be made 
in the German newspaper having the largest circulation in 
the vicinage, such’ publication to be governed in every re~ 
spect by the provisions of the Jaw in relation to the publi. 
cation of uncalled for letters ingfhe English language. 

Mr. DISNEY. At the suggestion of several 
gentlemen, and with a view of making the amend- 
ment broader, so as to embrace all other languages, 
I will modify my amendment so as to read ag fol- 
lows: i 

That when a Hst of uncalled for lettérs shall be pub~ 
lished in any newspaper printed.in any foreign language, 
said list shall be published in such newspaper. having the 
largest circulation within the range of delivery of said 
office. : 


The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman will be allowed to modify his amend- 
ment, i 

No objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. Upon this amendment the 
yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. OLDS. I hope the call for the yeas and 
nays will be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

There being no objection, the yeas and nays 
were withdrawn. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Diswey’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

There being no further amendment to the bill, 
it was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and was subsequently read the third time. 
au bill as amended was read through by the 

erk. 

Mr. BROOKS. Has the 
hausted itself yet? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

r. BROOKS. I am about to move for the 
recommitment of this bill to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads, with someinstructions, 
which I hope will meet with the approbation of 
the House. I would not make the motion if, upon 
this question of the weight of two and a half 
ounces, as reported in the original bill, there had 
been a fair vote. It will be remembered that two 
and a half ounces was the weight originally agreed 
upon by the committee, but. it was subsequently 
altered. On taking a vote in the House on main- 
taining the original proposition of the committee 
—two and a half ounces—there was a majority of 
the House in favor of it; but it was necessary to 
make a quorum, and members voting blindly to 
constitute that quorum, reversed that majority 
into a minority.” It is for that reason that I claim 
the indulgence of the House in asking for the re- 
commitment of the bill, which is now the only 
way left to obtain a true vote upon. the principle 
on which I wish to divide the House..." 

Mr. Speaker, it is quite unnecessary for me to 
repeat the arguments that I advanced the other 
day on this subject, because those arguments have 
been repeated on the other side of the House, as 
well as upon this. The principle on which I op- 
pose this bill is, that this limitation of the weight 
of periodicals and newspapers to two ounces, as 
it now stands in this bill, is a premium for bad 
printing and for a bad quality of paper—a retro- 
grade in the art of printing, and a discouragement 
| of all printing. ise h 

It is said that newspapers of the present size 
will come within two ounces.: But it is the pol- 
icy of this country, or it ought to be the policy of 
this country, to- encourage printers to print as 
large newspapers as possible, containing the largest 
possible amount of reading matter, provided they 
can do it for a given sum of money. This bill as 


previous question ex- 


|| it now stands reverses that policy, and it-offers a 


premium for the printing of newspapers upon 
paper of bad quality and of low weight, and in 
that way would result in great injury to the com- 
munity. ; a 

I voted for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. W asnBuRN,] because it bettered 


be withdrawn from the files of the House, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


the bill somewhat; but the principle which we 


+ 
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have incorporated in the bill, by the adoption of 
that amendment, is a vicious principle; its whole 
tendency is to confine the circulation of papers 
published in one Siate to that State, and to that 
State only. Its whole tendency. will be sectional; to 
make the people of one State know only the pol- 
ities of that State, and the politics of no other 
State; and to prejudice the people of one State 
against taking papers published in another State. 
For instance, the people of the States of New York 
and Pennsylvania can have the benefit of the pa- 

ers published in the cities of New York and 

hiladelphia; but the moment those papers. pass 
into New Jersey or Délaware the postage is en- 
hanced, because they de carriéd half a mile across 
the Hudsoa river into New Jersey, and fifteen or 
twenty miles to the Connecticut line on the other 
side. And in the same way, papers published in 

incinnati cannot be taken into the State of Ken- 
tucky without an enhancement of the postage. 
The States are considered separate nations by this 
bill, having no right to take the papers published 
in each other. 

The motion I propose to submit now is to re- 
commit this bill to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, with instructions “ to re- 
port a bill not raising the rates of postage on news- 
papers under one thousand miles, or limiting the 
weight of newspapers or periodicals beyond the 
existing law.” : 

I remarked the other day that this bil! did, in 
fact, increase the rates of postage on newspapers 
under one thousand miles. F think I demonstra- 
ted that, and it is not necessary to®epeat the argu- 
ment. I therefore propose to instruct the commit- 
tee to report a bill not raising the rates of postage 
on newspapers under a thousand miles. The 
maximum weight of newspapers under the present 
law is three ounces. This bill makes it two 
ounces, i ` 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a question 
of order. Was not the previous question ordered 
on this bill? : 

The SPEAKER. Not upon its passage. 

Mr. JONES. Has the bill been engrossed? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. JONES. Then no amendment is in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York proposes to recommit the bill with certain 
instructions. 

Mr. JONES. 
bill now. 


The committee cannot amend the 


Mr. BROOKS. We can commit the bill with’ 


“nstructions. I was remarking, when I was inter- 
rupted, that under the existing law the maximum 
weight of newspapers is three ounces. This bill 
proposes to make the maximum two ounces. | The 
second branch of the instructions, therefore, directs 
the committee to report bill not limiting the weight 
of newspapers and periodicals beyond the existing 
law. I now ask for the previous question on my 
motion, tpon which I-shall call for the yeas and 


nays. 

The SPEAKER. Upon that proposition the 
previous question has been demanded. i 

Mr, OLDS.` I merely rise to ask the question 
whether the rule allowing an hour’s speech after 
the previous question has been ordered, would 
allow me to reply to the gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Brooxs,} as I reported the bill? I 
have not yet occupied that hour. I will say to 


the House, however, that I do not want five min- 


utes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gentle- 
man has a right to address the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit the ques 
tion’ to the Chair, whether the instructions arè in 
order or not? The bill iscertainly not amendable 
here, and the gentleman from New York cannot 
move to recommit this bill with instructions to 
report another bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. I do not propose to do that. I 
have the right, under the one hundred and forty- 
sixth rule, to move its recommitment, whether it 
can be amended or not. I moved to recommuit 
with instructions. 

Mr. JONES. 
be amended. 

The SPEAKER. 
tieth rule is this: 

« After commitment and report thereof to the House, at 
any time before its passage, a pill may be recommitted.” 


Mr. JONES. Exactly; but not with instruc- 
tions to amend. 


The billis engrossed, and cannot 


The one hundred and twen- 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would 
follow as a matter of course, as one of the objects 
for. which abill is to be recommitted. 

Mr. JONES. We cannot amend it here, and 
certainly we cannot give instructions to a com- 
mittee to do what we cannot do. It seems to me 
that the only mode to attain that object now, is to 
reconsider. : : 

The SPEAKER. There is a general power-to 


instruct committees, and the gentleman will not, 
I suppose, deny that the committee itself may | 


amend after it is recommitted. There is, then, a 
general power, the. Chair again remarks to the 
House, to instruct its committees, and the Chairis 
denise inclined to think the instructions are in 
order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Such has been the uniform 
practice of the House, 

The previous question then received a second, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr, OLDS. 1 desire only to occupy a few 


moments of the time of the House, in reply to the , 
suggestions of the gentleman from New York, | 


(Mr. Brooxs.] I am satisfied that this opposition 


upon the part of the city press is becoming almost | 
factious towards this bill. I believe the opposition | 


to be entirely confined to that interest. .Now, sir, 
what are the facts? This bill does not raise the 


postage upon papers that circulate within the į 
county—it entitles them to go free; and it goes | 


beyond the old law, because it provides that they 
may go to a post office out of the county, pro- 
vided the subscriber lives in the county, which is 


| not the case with the existing postage Jaw. 
Thus far; then, this bill does not increase the |j 


postage. Then, this bill does not increase the 


postage within the State where the paper or peri- | 


odical is published, because the provision intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. W asn- 
purN;] which was assented to by the House, 
allows them to circulate within the State at the 
minimum rate fixed in the bill, which is a very 
low one indeed, being only half a cent upon a 
paper weighing two ounces. Now, sir, what is 
really the provisions of thissbill of which the gen- 
tleman complains? It is not true, as the gentle- 
man says, that it increases the rate of postage upon 
all distances up to a thousand miles. It does not 
increase the postage for distances between five 
hundred and fifteen hundred miles. It does, per- 
haps, increase the rate in some degree under five 
hundred miles. 


But, sir, ought this increase to be a subject of į 
it a hardship for a gentleman who ! 
takes the New York Express double sheet, living | 
in New Orleans, that he shall be compelled to pay | 


complaint? Is 


one cent postage for the transmission. of. that pa- 
per through. the mail of the United States? Is 
that a great hardship, sir?—such a one as the city 
press ought to complain of? And yet that is pre- 
cisely the rate of postage fixed in this bill, ‘The 
double sheet New York Express, New York Her- 
ald, and New York Tribune, can go from the city 
of New York to Galveston, Texas, for one cent 
postage. And if that is a hardship, I do not 


Í know what there is they cannot complain of asa 


hardship. 


But we are compelled to look a little to the rev- | 
I should be willing to reduce |) 
the rates of postage not only upon letters, but | 


enues of the office. 
upoa papers, still lower than they are now, if such I 
could be done with due regard to the interests of i 
the country and the revenues of the Post Office | 
Department. But so long as you permit your | 
franking privilege to exist, you cannot reduce the | 
postage upon letters and upon newspapers as low | 
as it really ought tobe. ‘The amount of circula- i 
tion of free papers, and of exchange papers, 1s ; 
enormous; and I will venture the assertion, that | 


-of all the newspapers delivered frora the post office | 
| in the city of New 
| postage at all. 


York, not one half pay any | 
Yes, sir, I am: prepared to say ; 
half are delivered at that office | 


that more than one : office | 
It will still 


without the payment of any postage. 
be so under this law. i : 
Mr. BROOKS, (interrupting.) I would ask | 
the gentleman if, under this law, it would not cost | 
a cent to send a newspaper from Cincinnati to | 
Covington, just across the river, in Kentucky? | | 
Mr. OLDS. Itis so under the oid law. [tis | 
impossible to fix upon any rule that will do equal | 
and exact justice to all men. Under any general 
rule you may lay down there must be cases`of 
peculiar hardship- You have to fix a line some- 


|| where. You had to fix it under the old law, and 
i} you must fix it under the new.) -i | i ; 

I was about to remark, that I would be glad to 
reduce the postage upon: newspapers still lower. °. 
|| I do not wish to cripple the press, or decrease the - 

dissemination of intelligence throughout the coun: 
| try; but in order to reduce the postage either upon: 
letters or printed matter, you must ‘consent tod 
away with your franking privilege. Are gë 
mén prepared to do this? - For one, sir, I am will+ 
ing to.come up to the mark.” `s : eae) 

in Great Britain, a‘niember of: Parliament, the: 
Queen of Great Britain herself, or’ the-Postmas: ` 
|| ter General of England, cannot. frank, a letter. 
i| This is a privilege that has grown up in this coun= 
try, fastened on the post office system of the coun- 
li try, and unless you dispense with. it, you are 
|| obliged to raise the postage upon letters and papers 
| received by the people of the country. It is‘a 
|| necessary consequence of the franking privilege, 
!| enjoyed by members of Congress and others. 
!| Now, 1am willing to have aslowa system of post- 
age as possibly can be established consistént with 
|| a proper regard to the revenues of the Post Office 
Department. This bill will increase the revenues, 
and it will work no hardships at all to the circu- 
‘| lation of newspapers, and the dissemination of” 
knowledge through the country. It is not such 
a tax as will be burdensome to the people. I will 
ask you, sir, suppose you reduce thé rates of 
postage still lower, in accordance with the. pro - 
visions of thé motion submitted by the gentleman. 
from New York [Mr. Brooxs] to recommit with - 
instructions, what will be the consequence? Why; 
sir, you will have to increase the tax upon the 
people of the country to raise a higher revenue to 
defray the expenses of the Post Office Departs 
ment. You have already found that you have to 
appropriate a million and a half of dollars, and 
|) perhaps ‘two millions of. dollars, to sustain the” 
Post Office Department, and in that, sir, you do 
i| not take into consideration your ocean mail ser- 
viċe. The appropfiation you make to. E; KaCol- 
lins is not a chargé upon the Post Office Depart- 
| ment. The Aspinwall line and the Bremen and 
Havre lines are not a charge upon. that Depart- 
ment. Leaving the whole of the ocean mail ser- 
vice out of the calculation, and yet you: have to. 
| appropriate more than a million and a half of dol-* 
lars to support your present postal facilities; ‘and: 
yet the gentleman from New York, [Mr, Brooxs,] 
to sustain the interèst of the city-press, asks for. 
a greater reduction of the postagé upon c 
Let nie not :be" misunderstood, Mr. Spe 
have no-hostile ‘feeling’ against: the city pres 
wish'them well, and trast they may double their 
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Mr. BROOKS. 
upon my motion. 
Mr. HART demanded tellers 


upon the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered; and Messrs. Flaunt 
| and Savace were appointed. 


The House was then divided, and the tellers. 
| réported—ayes 36, noes'92. f j 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 


to recommit the bill with instructions, and it was 
disagreed to—yeas 33, nays 133; as follows: 
YBAS—Mesers. Abererombie, John H. Boyd, Briggs. 
Brooks, George H. Brown, Cartter, Chandler, Clingman, 
George T. Davis, Bvans, Giddings, Hart, Haws, Henn, 
Horsiord, John W. Howe, Jenkins, James Johnson, Daniel 
| T. Jones, Maan, Martin, MeCorkle, Henry D: Moore, John 
Moore, Newton, Sackett, David L. Seymour, Skelton, - 
Stanly, Abrabam P. Stephens, Sutherland, Wallace, an 
Watsh—33. t 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Averett, Babcock, Da- 
| vid J. Bailey, Barrere, Beale, Bell, Bibighaus, Bissell, . 
| Bragg, Brenton, Buell, Burrows, Burt, Busby, Joseph 


Cabie, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, 
Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Cobb, Daniel, Jobn G; Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, Durkee, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ewing, Faulk- 
ner, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gambie, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, 
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Green, Grey; Grow, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Isham 
G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Hib-: 
bard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Thomas -M. : Howe, 
Hunters Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Andrew ‘Johnson, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Leteher, Lockhart, 
Mace, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, 
McLanahan, MeQueen, Meade, Millson, Miner, Molony, 
Mufphy, Murray, Nabersy Olds,’ Orr, Andrew: Parker, 
Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Perkins, Phelps, 
Powell, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Robin- 


son, Ross, ‘Savage, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Seurry, | 


Origin S. Seymour, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, St. Martin, Stuart; Sweetser, 
Taylor, Thurston, Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, Ward, 
Watkins, Welch, Alexander White, Wilcox; Wildrick, 
Williams, Woodward, and Yates—133; : 


So the House refused to recommit the bill: ‘ 


[Mr. BARRERE, from the Committtee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled ‘A 
joint resolution for the relief of Elizabeth F. Thurs- 
ton, of the Territory of Oregon; which receive 
the signature of the Speaker.] 

The question now bens, Shall the. bill pass? it 
‘was put and agreed to. ; : 

So the bill was passed. f 

Mr. OLDS moved a reconsideration of the vote 
on the passage of the bill, and to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 


SPRINGFIELD AND TERRE HAUTE RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The business next in order 
is the consideration of House bill No. 289, entitled 
“ A bill granting the right of way and a portion 
of.the public lands to the States of Indiana and Ili- 
nois to aid in the construction of. a railroad: from 
Springfield, Illinois, to Terre Haute, Indiana.” 

he gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Davis] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, took the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
will yield the floor, I will move that the consider- 
ation ofthis bill be postponed until to-morrow 
morning. We cannot get through with it now 
beforg the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will yield to the gentleman for 
the purpose of submitting the motion he has sug- 

ested, ; 
EM. JONES. Ithen submit the motion that 


the further consideration of the bill be postponed, | 


until to-morrow. 

The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
to. 

Mr. COBB. There are three or four other bills 
in the precise situation of the one, the considera- 
tion of which has just been postponed. They will 
be also, I suppose, postponed until to-morrow. If 
that is not the understanding, I will move to take 
one of them a : 

Mr. STUART. As thereis.only three minntes 
remaining of the morning hour, I suggest that we, 
by unanimous consent, proceed to the considera- 
tion of business in the House. There will be then 
no difficulty, as the bills to which the gentleman 
alludes will come up in their proper place. - 

The SPEAKER. The consideration of these 
bills having been postponed until to-day, if not 
acted upon now, will be taken up in their order 
some other day. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up the defi- 
ciency bill, which was reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not 
expired yet by one minute. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. ' 


Mr. GORMAN. I wish to make a report from 
the Committee on Printing. 


The SPEAKER. <A report from the Com-, 


mittee on Printing is not in order during the morn- 
ing hour, which has not yet expired by three 
quarters of a minute. 

Mr. SACKETT. Has not the morning hour 
now expired? 


The SPEAKER. It has, 
Mr. GORMAN. I believe I have the floor 
now. 


The SPEAKER. The House on yesterday 
ordered the main question to be ‘put on the defi- 
ciency bill,and the Chair, if called upon to execute 
the rules rigidly, must decide that that takes pre- 
cedence over all other propositions, ~ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The main ques- 
tion was not ordered on the deficiency bill: “The 
call for the previous question was seconded, and I 


‘then moved that there be a call of the House. In 
that condition the House adjourned. coe 
Mr. GORMAN. H the. main question was 


not ordered, | am in order. : 
that the main question was not ordered ‘to be put; 


has a right to make a report unless the House has 
determined whether or ‘no the main question shall 
be ordered to be put. = =i ae 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I insist upon the 
regular: order of business. 2.0. 0S > i 

{Cries of“ Question !” “Question !°’] j 

The SPEAKER. A motion for. the call of the 
House, which motion. the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee states he. submitted, is not in order after 
the call for the previous question has been sec- 
onded. 

Mr. JONES. Itis not in order after the main 
question has been ordered to be-put, but it is in 
order after the call for the previous question has 
been seconded. 

The SPEAKER. A motion for the call of the 
House is not in order after the call for the previ- 
ous question has been, seconded, by express rule 
of the House. ; 

Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays 
upon ordering the main question to be put; which 
were ordered. f 

The question was then taken on ordering the 
main question to be put, and it was agreed to— 
yeas 117, nays 52; as follows: 


YEAS—Messis. Abercrombie, Thomas H. Bayly, Bar- 
rere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Bragg, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, Brooks, George H. Brown, Burrows, Burt, 
Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Chapman, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Con- 
| ger, Curtis, George 'F. Davis, Johh G. Davis, Dawsen, 
Dean, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Evans, Faulkner, Florence, 
Towler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, 
Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Hammond, Harper, Hart, 
Haws, Haven, Henn, Horsford, Houston, Howard, John 
W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, 
Ingersoll, Ives, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, J. 
Glancy Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Lockhart, Mann, Edward €. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, Millson, 
Miner, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morrison, Murray, 
Nabers, Outlaw, Samuel *W. Parker, Perkins, Phelps, 
Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Rus- 
sell, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Scudder, David 
L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Snow, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, 
Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Thurston, Walsh, Ward, Wat- 
kins, Welch, Wells, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wildrick, 
Williams, Woodward, and Yates—117. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Averett, Babcock, Beale, 
Bocock, Buell, Thompson Campbell, Chastain, Daniel, 
Edgerton, Edmundson, Ewing, Floyd, Freeman, Gorman, 
Green, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Jack- 
son, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George 
W. Jones, Letcher, McLanaban, McQueen, Meade, Mo- 
lony, Morehead, Murphy, Oids, Orr, Andrew Parker, 
Peasiece, Powell, Ross, Savage, Scurry, Smith, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Sweètser, Townshend, Venable, Wallace, and 
| Woodward—s2. 


So the main question was ordered to be put. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The motion submitted by 
me on yesterday to recommit the bill, was made 
with a view to keep the bill before the House. . I 
would now like the House to give me permission 
to withdraw that motion, so that we may proceed 
to vote upon the bill. 

There was no objection, and the motion was 
| withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the 
Senate will be read through, in connection with 
those of the Committee of the Whole. If it be 
the pleasure of the House, the amendments to 
which there is made no objection will be voted 
upon in a mass. 

Mr. AVERETT. This is a very important 
bill, and as there are only onehundred and sixty 
members present, for the purpose of getting a 
fuller House, and as a motion for a call of the 
; House is not now in order, I move an adjourn- 
ment; and upon which motion I demand the yeas 
‘and nays. g 
| The yeas and nays were refused; and the mo- 
| tion to adjourn was disagreed to. À 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the 
amendments of the Senate, and those proposed by 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union in connection. > 

The Clerk having read the amendments, the 
| following, to which there was no exception, (the 
action upon which in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union having been heretofore 


stated,) were concurred in without a division, 


-The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair is now satisfied |! asked. ` 


+ but the Chair is not satisfied that the gentleman: 


viz: Nos. 1, 3,4, 6, 8,9, 10, 12, 14,15, 16, 17, 


18, 20, 21, 22,.23, 24, 26, 27, and 29. 


‘The House then pci to consider those 
amendments upon which a separate vote had been 


Thé SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will report those ` 
amendments upon which ai separate vote was. ` 
asked; y ‘ 

The second amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: ` A aang 

Page 2, tine 26, after the word “ dolars,” in the clause 
providing for the temporary clerks in the office of the Third 
Auditor, strike out the words: , : 

te Provided, That no elerk. shall receive more than at the 
rate of $1,000. per annum under @pis act.’” 

- And insert the following in lieu thereof: 

“Which sum--sball, be distributed among the-clerks ae~ 
cording to the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury A 
Provided, That no salary from this fund shall exceed ¢1,200 
per annum.”? Pe 

This amendment of the Senate was amended in 
the committee, by inserting after the word *‘ ex- 
ceed’? the words “ $1,000 per annum, except two, 
who shall receive $1,200.’ pa es 

The question now being upon concurring in the 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole to the, 
Senate amendment—- ` 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE demanded the yeasan 


"| nays; but they were not ordered. 


The question was then. taken, and the amend- 
ment of the committee was concurred in. 

The amendment of the Senate, as amended, was 
then agreed to. i 

The fifth amendment of the Senate, upon which 
a separate vote had been called for, was read, as 
follows: 

Page.5, line 95, after the clause appropriating $80,000 
for running and marking the boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico, according to the treaty of Gua- 
dalupe Hidalgo, insert the following: . 

“ Provided, That nothing herein contained shall be se 
construed as to sanction a departure from the point on the 
Rio Grande, north of the town‘called Paso, designated in 
the said treaty.”” 

The committee had amended this amendment, 
by striking out the words ‘‘ from the point on the 
Rio Grande north of the town called Paso, desig- 


| nated in the said treaty,” and inserting, in lieu 


thereof, the words ‘ rom. the true line of the 
treaty’? so as to make it read: 


“ Prowded, That nothing herein contained shall Be so con- 
strued as to sanction a departure from the true line of th 
treaty.” Sanie 

The.-question being upon concurring in the 
amendment of the committee to the Senate’s amend- 
ment, it was put, and upon a division, there were 
—ayes 70, noes 76. ‘ ` 

Mr. BROOKS demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 73, nays 103; as follows: , 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, Barrere, Bell, 
Bibighaus, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, 
George, H.: Brown, Buell, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chandler, 


Chapman, Conger, G. T: Davis, Dockery, Duncan, Evans, 
Floyd, Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, Gondrich, Grey, Har- 


‘per, Haws, Haven, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 


Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Jenkins, James Johnson, 
Preston. King, Kuhns, Mann, Martin, Miner, Henry. D, 
Moore, Morehead, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. 
Parker, Perkins, Porter, Reed, Robie, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Scudder, Smart, ‘Snow, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Thurston, Towns- 
hend, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, - 
Welsh, Alexander White, and Williams—73. 
‘NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Averett, Babcock, David J. Bai- 
ley, Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bragg, Burt, Busby, 
Thompson Campbell, Cartier, Caskie, Chastain, Church- 
well, Clingman, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, J. G. Davis, Daw- 
son, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Dunham, Edgerton, 
Edmundson, Faulkner, Florence, Freeman, Thomas J; D. 
Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Grow, 
Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Har- 
ris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, 
Houston, Howard, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Andrew Jobn- 
son, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, 
J. Glaney Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Edward ©. 
Marshall, Humphrey Marsball, Mason, McCorkle, MeLan- 


‘ahan, McQueen, Meade, Mojony, Morrison, Murphy, Mur- 


ray, Nabers, Orr, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Powell, Price, 
Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, 
Russell, Sackett, Savage, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Ori- 
gen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, 


. Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, Stuart, 


Sweetser, Venable, Wallace, Wilcox, Wildrick, and 


| Woodward—103. 


So the House refused to concur in the amend- 
ment of. the committee. 

The amendment of the Senate was then agreed 
to, on a division—ayes 91, noes not counted. 

The seventh amendment of the Senate, upon 
which a separate vote had been asked, was then 
read, as follows: 


* 
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Insertafter line one hundred and eight, 
« Por compensation of the Surveyor General of Arkansas, ! 
per act of August 8, 1846, $2,000. i 
“ Forclerks in the office of the Surveyor General of Ar- | 
Kansas, per act of August 8, 1846, $6,300.” i 
i 
The question being upon agreeing with the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, in| 
non-concurring with the Senate in this amend- 
ment— 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
what position that amendmentis? 
TheSPEAKER. The Committee of the Whole 
upon the part of the House propose to strike that | 
amendment out, : i 
Mr. JOHNSON. @ would ask permission of | 
the House to make a five minutes explanation in 
regard to this amendment. ; | 
‘Leave being unanimously granted, Í 
Mr. JOHNSON resumed. I was absent from | 
the city when this amendment was considered in || 
Committee of the Whole. Thus the Senate 
amendment providing for the payment of a defi- | 
ciency of salary dueto the officers of the surveyor i 
general’s land office of Arkansas was stricken out. ‘| 
Tt is money which will have to be paid some time || 
or other. The service was performed, and the 
chairman of the Waysand Means himself, I believe | 
will say that this money will have to be paid some | 
time or other, and the reason why this provision 
was stricken out was because the surveyor gen- 
eral’s office of Arkansas ought to have been dis- | 
continued heretofore. ; | 
Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman allow | 
me to make a single remark? “Shere is no doubt | 
about the service; but the question presented ; 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union was, that the service was rendered in | 
violation of the action of the last Congress in re- | 
i 


I will ask in | 


fusing or declining to put in this appropriation. 

Mr, JOHNSON. ‘That is the statement of the 
gentleman in regard to it. Then I will ask the | 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, | 
if he does acknowledge this fact, that at some time | 
or other the money must be paid ? | 

Mr. HOUSTON. l have no doubt that this i 
money will be paid. I have told gentlemen so | 
here repeatedly. J think the gentleman will agree | 
with me, that the service has been rendered in vio- 
lation of the law by the Commissioner of Indian | 
‘Affairs. But he is doing right in endeavoring to | 
get the appropriation for ‘his own State. I believe | 
it will be paid some time or other. I have no ob- | 
jection to its being paid. 

Mr. JOHNSON. There is a general law in 
existence which discontinues the surveyor’s office- 
at a certain point, It was recommended at the ; 
close of Mr. Polk’s administration that the office 
should be closed, but the next Administration that | 
came in after Mr. Polk’s, when theirattention was | 
called strictly to the condition of that office and | 
the public surveys, recommended that it should be | 
continued, and the House of Representatives |! 
expressly passed a law making an appropriation | 
to continue it. This has been the law. The | 
Thirty-first Congress. made that recommendation, | 
and this office has been continued ever since. The | 
officers discharged the duties which were imposed : 
upon them, and there is now an account due them | 
for services rendered which my friend from Ala- | 
bama |Mr. Houston] acknowledges will be paid | 
gome time or other. The Senate provided for it | 
by inserting an amendment which ought never to | 
have been stricken out. It never would have been | 
stricken out if the matter haq been properly ex- f 

| 
| 
| 
| 


ł 


i 
it 
i 


plained; but Į was absent from the city, and there 
was no one else here to explain it. That is the way 
the matter stands. I ask that the House will re- 
fuse to concur in the amendment of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole to the Senate amendment, and 
that they will agree to pay the money due for ser- ; 
vices rendered in the Surveyor General’s office. ry 
will not detain the House any longer. 4 


| pay for th 


The question was then put, and the House re- || 
fused to concur with the Committee of the Whole H 
on the state of the Union in striking out the Sen- ! 


ate amendment. i 


The amendment of the Senate was then agreed | 


| 
i 
f 
i| 
to. : H 
The eleventh amendment of the Senate (upon i 
which a separate vote was asked) was read, | 
proposing to’ strike out “< $1,000,” and insert || 
t< $1,200,” in the proviso of the following clause: i 

“For compensation. of extra clerks employed in the | 
office of the Commissioner of Pensions, $20,000: Provi- i 


ded, That no clerk shall receive more than at the rate of 
$1,000 per annum under this act.?? | 


This amendment was amended by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union by 


‘| striking out the proviso of the Senate and insert- 


ing the following in lieu thereof: 

« Provided, That no clerk shall receive more than at the 
rate of $1,000 per annum under this act, except two, whose 
annual salary shall not exceed $1,200. © s“ 

The question being upon concurring, in the 
amendment of the committee to the Senate’s 
amendment, it was taken by tellers (Messrs. Fur- 
LER, of Maine, and Cuanpier acting as such) 
and decided in the affirmative—ayes 73, noes 55. 

The amendment of the Senate as amended was 
then agreed to. 2 

The thirteenth amendment of the Senate to the 
clause providing for the payment of interest on 
the awards to the Chactaw claimants, upon which 
a separate vote had been demanded, was read, as 
follows: 

Provided, That after the 39th day of June, 1852, all 
payments of interest an said awards shail cease, and that 
the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to pay said claimants the amount of principal awarded in 
each case respectively 
this purpose be, and the same is hereby, appropriated : 
Provided further, That the final payment and satisfaction 
of said awards shall be first ratified and approved asa final 
release of all claims of such parties, under the fourteenth 
article of said treaty, by the proper national authority of 
the Choctaws, in such form as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Interior.” 

This amendment had been amended by the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, by inserting after the word “t appropri- 
ated” the words ‘not exceeding $872,000.” 

The question was taken upon the amendment 
of the committee, and it was agreed to, and then 
the amendment of the Senate as amended was 
concurred in. 

The first clause of the nineteenth amendment, 
which had. been stricken out by the committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, was read, as 
follows: . 

« For contingent expenses of the Senate, $137,775.” 

The question being on agreeing to this clause— 

Mr. JONES demanded the yeas and nays; but 
they were not ordered. 

The question was then put upon agreeing to 
the amendment. of the Senate, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The second clause of the nineteenth amend- 
ment, upon which a separate vote had been de- 


| manded, was read, as follows: 


«To enable the Secretary of the Senate to pay for the 
copies of the report of Doctor David. Dale Owen, United 
States gevlogist, on the geology of Iowa and Wisconsin 
and Minnesota Territory, heretofore ordered to be executed 
for the use of the Senate, under the special direction of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, thirty-one thou- 
sand two hundred and eighteen dollars and seventy-five 
cents: Provided, That no more than fifty cents a copy 
shall be paid for the binding of the book.’? 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 


ment was agreed to. : ; 

The third clause of the nineteenth amendment, 
upon which a separate vote had been. demanded, 
was read, as follows: 

«é To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
ree thousand five hundred copies of the report of 
Doctor David Dale Owen, on the geology of Jowaand Wis- 
consin and Minnesota Territory, ordered by a resolution of 
the House of Representatives, to be executed under the spe- 
cial direction of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, $16,387 50: Provided, TI c 
a copy shail be paid for the binding ofthe book.”? 


The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. : 

The twenty-fifth amendment, upon which a sep- 
arate vote had been demanded, was read, as fol- 


lows: ; 
t For addititional compensation for inercasing the trans- 
portation of the United States mail hetween New York and 
Liverpool, in the Collins line of steamers, to twenty-six 
trips per annum, af such times as shail be directed by the 
Postmaster General, and in conformity to his last, annual 
report to Congress, and his letter of the 15th of Ne@®ember 
last, to the Secretary a r 
creased service on the first of January, 2852, at the rate of 
$33,000 a trip, in lieu of the present allowance, the sum of 
$236,500: Provided, That it shall be in the power of Con- 
gress at any time afer the 3lst day of December, 1854, to 
terminate the arrangement for the additional allowance 
herein provided for, upon giving six months? notice.” 


The question being upon agreeing to this amend- 


ment of the Senate, 
Mr.SWEETSER 
‘The yeas and nays were 


demanded the yeas and nays. 
ordered. 


s 


, and that the amount necessary for |; 


That no more than fifty cents |} 


of the Navy, commencing said in- i 


sh Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, 


_ The question was-then taken, and it was deci ed 
in the affirmative—yeas 89, nays 81. =: 


VEAS—Messrs. Aiken; Thomas, H; Bayly; Bell, Bibig- 
hans, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, George: H: : 
Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell; Caldwell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Carter, Chandter, ‘Chapman;: Clingman, 
Conger, Curtis, George T. Davis, Dean; Doty; Duncan; 
Evans, Florence, Fowler, Thomas. J.D. Fuller, Gamble,. 
Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Hammond, Harper- Hart © 
Haws, Haven, Henn, Horsford, Howard; Thomas Mv Howes- 
Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, J: Glancy Jones, Kuhns; Kúrtzy 
Mann, Edward .C. ‘Marshall, Martin, McCorkle, Meade, 

; Miner, Henty D. Moore, Morehead, “Morrison, Murray, 
; Penn, Perkina; Porter; Price, Rantoul, Reed, Riddle, Rabie, < 
| Robinson, Russell; Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Scudder, David L. Seymour, Snow, Stanly; Fredérick -Pa 
| Stanton, Richard A. Stanton, Abr’m P: Stephens, Stone, 
| St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Thurston, 
| Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch; “Alexander: 

White, and Yates—09. ‘ ae pa 
| NAYS— Messrs. Abererémbie, Allison, Averett, Bab- 
| cock, David J. Bailey, Beale, Bocock, Bragg, Brenton, 
Buell, Burt, Busby, Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, 
i Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Cobb, Daniel, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dunham, Durkee, Edgerton, Ed- 
mundsen, Ewing, Faulkner, Floyd, Freeman, Gentry, Gor- 
man, Green; Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Isham G. Haris; 
Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holla- - 
day, Houston, John W. Howe, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, 
Jenkins, A: Johnson, James Johnson, R: W. Johnson, 
Daniel f’. Jones, deorge W. Jones, Preston King, Letcher, 
Mason, McLanahban, McQueen, Millson, Molony, Murphy, 
Nabers, Olds, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peasiee, 
Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Scurry, | 
Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Benjamio Stan-" - 
ton, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Townshend, Venable, 
Wallace, Watkins, Wildrick, Williams, and Woodward 


Pending the call of the roll,— Pee I ae 
|| Mr. DIMMICK stated that he had paired off 
| with his colleague (Mr. Futter] on this particular 
question, or that he should have voted in the nega- 
tive. RY 
Mr. MACE stated that be had paired off with 
Mr. Bexnerr, and that he also was opposed to 
the measure. . . zi 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, said that he 
had paired off with Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 
Mr. WILCOX stated that the had paired off 
with Mr. LANDRY. Sa eee 
Mr. ORR said that he had paired off with Mr. 
Pox, and was against the amendment. 3 
Mr. EASTMAN said that he had paired off 
with Mr. Mracnam, and that he was opposed to 
the amendment. oad eae ae 
Mr. BARRERE said that he had paired off 
with Mr. Bowe, and that’ he was opposed-to the 
amendment. l e o E i 
So the amendment was agreed to: © 0, Cuen 
| Mr. CARTTER. I move ‘to reconsider the `. 
vote by which the amendment was agreed to, and. 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 
Mr. CABLE. of Ohio. Is it in order to move 
to lay the bill upon the table? : 
The SPEAKER. Itisin order. |. 
Mr. CABLE. Then I make that motion, and 
I demand the yeas and nays. 
! Mr. SWEETSER. I move 
: adjourn. 
| Mr. CARTTER. 
į reconsider. A 2 ea 
Mr. SWEETSER. Then I withdraw the mo- 
tion. to adjourn. E i i 
The yeas and 
Casie’s.motion. 
Mr. HART. 
|-the effect of this motion? 
| amendments upon the table? 
i The SPEAKER. The bill with all the amend- 
ments. 
i! The question was then taken, and it was decid- 
i edin the negative—yeas 73, pays 104, as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Averett, David J. Bailey, 
Beale; Bocock, Bragg, Brenton, ‘Albert G. Brown, Buell, 
Busby, Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chas- 
tain, Churchwell, Cobb, Pawson, Dimmick, Durkee, East- 
man, Edgerton, Edmundson, Floyd, Freeman, Gaylord,’ 


H 

| Gorman, Green, Grow, Hamilton, isham G. Harris, Samp- 
l son W. Harris, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, 
i 
! 
i 


H 


that the House * 


L withdraw my motion to 


nays were ordered upon Mr 


Į wish’to inquire what would be 
Will it lay all the 


f 


ji 


John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, James Johnson, Danici T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, Preston: King, Letcher, Mason, McLanahan, Me- 
| Qneen,. Millson, Molony, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Orr, 
Andrew Parker, Peasiee, Powell, Richardson, Ross, Rus- 
sell, Savage, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, 
Benjamin Stanton, Sweetser, Townshend, Venable, Wal- 
Jace, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Woodward—73. ES 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Thomas H. Bayly, Bar- 
i} rere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bowne, J. H. Royd, Briggs, Brooks, 
| George H. Brown. Burrows, Burt, E. Carrington ‘Cabell, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chandlery Chap- 
man, Clingman, Conger, Curtis, George T. Davis, John G. 
Davis, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Dunbam, Evans, 
Ewing, Florence, Fowler, Thomas J. p. Fuller, Gamble, 
Grey, Hammond, 


1 
H 


Hi 
| 
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Harper, Hart, Haws, Haven, Henn, Horsford, Houston, 
Howard, Phos, M: Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jackson, Robt: 
W. Johnsen, J. Glancy Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Lockhart, 
Mann, Edward C. Marshall, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, 
Mc€orkle, Meade, Miller, Miner, Henry D. Moore; More- 


head, Morrison, “Murray, Samuel W. Parker; Penn, i 


~ Perkins, Porter, Price, Rantoul, Reed, Riddle, Robie, 


Robinson, Sackett, Schermerhorn, “Schoolcraft, Seud- | 


der; David L. Seymour, Smart; Snow, : Stanly, “Frederick 
P.. Stanton, Abraham Pz Stephens, Stone, Stuart, Suther- 
land, Taylor, Thutston, Walbridge, Walsh; Ward, Wash- 
burn;: A ae: ‘Welch; Alexander White, Williams, and 
Yatea-1046 26° > 3 geet! 


table. <: 
.. Pending the call of the rol] , a 

Mr. ORR said: I shall vote aye, I have ori- 
ginally voted against this bill, and I have agreed to 
pair. of with Mr. Pore upon: the-Collins: amend- 
ment, but, nevertheless, 1 feel at liberty now to 
vote to lay. the bill upon the table. ; 

‘The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
second clause of. the twenty-fifth amendment, as 
follows: ; 

‘For defraying the expenses of the supreme, circuit, and 
district courts of the United States, including the District 
of Columbia; also’ for jurors and witnesses, in aid of 
the funds arising from fines, penalties, and forfeitures in- 
curred in the fiscal year ending June thirtieth, eighteen 
hundred and. fifty-two, and previous years, and likewise for 
defraying the expenses of Suits in which the United States 
arè concerned, and of prosecutions for offenses committed 
against the United States, and for the apprehension and 
safe-keeping of prisoners, in addition to former appropria- 
tions, ninety thousand dollars: Provided, Thatno officer of 
the United States, who is in attendance upon any court of 
the United States, in the discharge of the duties of said 
office, shall receive any pay or compensation for his attend- 
ance as a witness on behalf of the Government, at the 
same time that he receives compensation as such officer,” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were not ordered. 

The question being taken upon the amendment, 
it was agreed to. 

The third clause of the twenty-fifth amendment 
of the Senate was then agreed to, viz: 

“ To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to the 
clerks employed in the Census Office on extra duty, at the 
rate of $100 for full service, according to the office roli, the 
sum of $10,500,?? _ 

The fifth clause of the twenty-fifth amendment 
of the. Senate, upon which a separate vote was 
asked, was read as follows: 

«For the reconstruction or repairs of the steamer Bibb, 
used in the survey of the Nantucket shoals, $18,000.” 

The question being on agreeing to the amend- 
ment, : 

Mr. HUNTER demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. n 

Lhe-sixth clanse of the twenty-fifth amendment, 
for establishing a depdt of coal for nayal purposes 
at Key West, in the State of Florida, $20,000, 
was then agreed to... , 

The seventh clause of the twenty-fifth amend- 
ment of the Senate, for the purchage.of a site on 
which to erect a custom-house in Bangor, Maine, 
$1,500, was read. — : 

The question being on its adoption— 


Mr. HUNTER demanded the yeas and nays; 


which were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment wag agreed to. 

The eighth clause of the twenty-fifth amend- 


ment, for the purchase of a site on which to erect |] 


a censtom-house at Bath, Maine, $11,000, wag 
then agreed to. f 

The ninth clause of the twenty-fifth amendment 
of the Senate was read, as follows: 

“t For the completion. of the custom-house at Mobile, Al- 
abama, $100,000.77 . 

This amendment of the Senate.had been amend- 
ed by the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the. Union by the addition of the following 
clauses: ; ; 

“Yor the completion of the custom-house at Louisville, 
Kentucky, the additional sum. of $43,700. 

“ For the completion of the custom-house at Cincinnati, 
$50,000. 

«c for the completion of a custom-house and other public 
offices connected therewith, at Pittsburg, $95,000. 

“ For the completion of the fire-proof building in the city 
of St. Louis, Missouri, for a custom-house and independ- 
ent treasury building, and other offices of the United States, 
$37,000. : 3 

“For the completion of a custom-house at 
ginia, $50,000.77 

The question being on concurring with the com- 
mittee in its amendments to the Senate amend- 
ment=- ve 


Norfoik, Vir- 


So'the House refused to lay the bill upon the: 


if 


Mr. HUNTER asked for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. eae 


ine 


Senate amendment as amended— 
Mr. MOORE, of Penrisylvania, demanded tell- 
ers.: : RES Ree eee Be Ba Y, 


The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. 
dered; and Messrs: - STANTON, of Tennessee, and 
Campsery, of Dlinóis, were appointed: > ` 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 98; noes not counted. A, 

So the amendment: of the Senate as amended 
was agreed to. 

The twenty-eighth and thirtieth amendments, 
upon which separate votes had been asked, were 
then agreed to. i 

Mr. 


[OUSTON. What is the question now 


i before the House? 


The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Sen- 
ate have all been disposed of. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then what is the question 
now? ý 

The SPEAKER. 
the House. 


BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer the res- 
olution which I send to the Chair. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Clerk ‘of this House be, and he is 
hereby, directed to purchase and furnish to each new mem- 
ber of the House who has not heretofore received them, the 
same books that were purchased for and furnished to the 
new members of the last Congress; and that, as far as pos- 
sible, he purchase them of the original publishers: Pro- 
vided, That this resolution shall not authorize the reprint- 
ing of any such books. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, objected. 


THE INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. | I desire to offer a resolution 
to close debate upon bill No. 43, making appro- 
priation for the service of the Indian Department, 
and for the fulfillment of Indian treaties. I shall 
propose to close the debate at twelve o’clock to- 
morrow, so that, if the House sees fit, there can be 
a session this evening, to enable those gentlemen 
who desire to speak to do so. I shall call for the 
previous question; but if the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Jounson] desires to offer an amend- 
ment, I will give way to enable him to do so, and 
then I shall call for the previous question. 


COLLINS LINE—-~MOTION TO RECONSIDER. 


Mr. WHITE, of Alabama. I rise to a privi- 
leged question. 1 move to reconsider the vote b 
which the amendment of the Senate to the defi- 
ciency bill, in relation to the Collins line, was 
agreed to, 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Al- 
abamia vote with the majority? f 
Mr. WHITE. I did, sir. 

Mr. CLINGMAN: F move to lay the motion 

to reconsider upon the table. 
_ Mr. AVERETT. I move that the House ad- 
ourn. : f 
: Mr. OLDS. On that motion I call for the yeas 
and nays, 

[Cries of ‘Oh, no!” and “ Let us adjourn:!?’} 

Mr. OLDS. Well, I withdraw the call for the 


There is no question before 


i-yeas and nays. 


Mr. HOUSTON. T desire to ask a question of 
the Chair. If we get into this contest about the 
Collins line, of course the balance of the day is 
gone. Is.it not in order to pass over this motion 
to reconsider until to-morrow, unless it is pressed 
now, and have a vote upon my resolution, so that 
we can devote this evening to speech-making? 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
the unanimous consent of the House. 

Several Memuuns objected. : 

The qiféstion was then taken on Mr. AvgereTT’s 


motion, and it was agreed to; and the House ad- 


| journed until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committeés: 
By Mr. RIDDLE: The petition of Henry C. Carter, of 
Kent county, State of Delaware, praying Congress to grant 


him relief, in consequence of imposition by an agent upon 
the General Land Office. p p 


‘The amendments were then severally concurred 


The question <ihen being. upon agreeing to the. 


Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas. and nays, 


OORE called for tellers; which were or- 


By Mr. JONES, of Tennessee: The petition of William 
Moore aud others, for mail routes front Pulaski, via. Fay- 
etteville; Tullahoma, and McMinnville, tò- Sparta. ? 

Also, the petition of Abner S. Boone and others, for mail - 

-routes between the same points. Hinde ee 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: A memorial of the 
Agricultural Society of Philadelphia, in favor of an Agri- 
cultural Bureau. : i 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, July 14, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burner. 


Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of the 
Mayor and Common Council of the city of Alton, 
Hlinois, praying that the ciy of Alton may be 
made.a port of entry; which was referred. to the 
Committee on Commerce. i a 

Mr. BORLAND presented the petition. of the 
Green Mountain Rifle Corps, praying that the Sec- 
retary of War may be authorized to.furnish the 
corps with arms and accoutrements;.which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the joint resolution 
to provide additional security. for the lives and. 
property of persons navigating the Western 
waters, reported it back with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred resolutions of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin, and the memorial of citizens of St... 
Lawrence.county, Néw York, in relation to a ship- 
canal round the Falls of St. Mary, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof; 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Sarah and Lucinda 
Turner, praying an appropriation to test Trip- 
lett’s invention for preventing the explosion of 
steam-boilers, asked to be discharged from the 
further consideration thereof; which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. BRADBURY, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which were referred a resolution of 
the Senate directing the Judiciary Committee to 
inquire into the expediency of making it penal for 
any officer of the Army, or other person appointed 
by the President, having'a salary by law. for his 
compensation, to contract, directly or indirectly, 
for supplies for Government; and also, a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War relating to 
the same subject, reported a bill amendatory of 
the act ‘* concerning public contracts,” approved 
April 21, 1848; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Susan C. Randall, 
praying compensation for extra duties performed 
by her late husband, Archibald Randall, in the 
circuit court of the United. States, submitted an 
novere report thereon; which was ordered to. be 

rinted. : 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which were referred. the petition. of. 
Frederick Parsons, praying a.grant-of bounty, 
land; and the petition of John: Spencer, late rës” 
ceiver of public moneys at Fort Wayne, Indiana, 
praying indemnity for losses on account of a suit 
against him by the Government, submitted. ad-. 
verse reports thereon; which were ordered to be 
printed. — ; 

Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which was referred a joint resolu- 
tion for the purchase of the half-breed tract on. 
Lake Pepin, in Minnesota. Territory, reported it 
back without amendment. : $ 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which, was referred.the memorial of George 
Stealey, praying compensation for his services and 
expenses while on a mission to the Indian tribes 
in California, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for his relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 


COLLECTION DISTRICTS IN OREGON. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Commerce, 
to which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives, entitled “ An act authorizing the 
‘President of the United. States to designate the’ 
‘places for the ports of entry and delivery for the 
‘collection districts of Puget’s Sound and Umpqua, 
‘in the Territory of Oregon, and to fix the com~ 
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‘ pensation of the collector at Astoria, in said Ter- j| 


‘yitory,”® have directed me to report it back with- 
out amendment, and recommend its passage. A | 
bill similar to this has already passed the Senate, | 
very nearly in the form of the present bill. In 
the Senate bill salaries were proposed for certain | 
officers there. The House have passed -this bill, | 
diminishing the salaries below-the amount fixed: 
in the Senate bill. The Senator from Indiana | 
(Mr. Bricur] is extremely desirous that the bill 
should be put upon its passage, and I ask that it 
may be considered now. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes to authorize.the President of the Uni- | 
ted States to designate the places for the ports of | 
entry for the collection districts of Puget’s Sound | 
and Umpqua, in the Territory of Oregon, upon 
receiving satisfactory information as to the best 
location for the said ports, instead of the places 
now established by law. It further provides that 
the annual compensation of the collector at Asto- 
ria, in Oregon, shall be $3,000, including the fees 
sf hin office, commencing on the Ist day of July, 
1852. 

The bill was reported to th 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a | 
third time, and passed. 


RESOLUTIONS AROPTED. 
Mr. BRADBURY submitted the following res- 


i 
i 


e Senate without |) presented this morning, is one by an honorable 


olution; which was considered and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be instructed 
to inquire into the expediency of continuing a pension to 
Mrs. Thankful Reynolds. 
Mr. FELCH submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Pablic Lands be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing a new 
land district, embracing the county of Benton, in the Terri- 
tory of Minnesota. 


THE ISLAND OF HAYTI. 


Mr. MASON. 
ing resolution: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 
cate to the Senate, if not incompatible with the public in- 
terest, copies of the correspondence of Robert M. Walsh, 
Esq., whilst acting as Commissioner of this Government at 
the Island of Hayti. 

It appears that our commercial intercourse with 
“that Island is increasing rapidly. I am informed, 
from sources entitled to credit, that the corre- 
spondence of this gentleman, who was recently a 
special commissioner to Hayti, will be found to 
be of much interest, both politically and contmer- 
cially. 
be considered at this time. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to. 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES. 

Mr. NORRIS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which, under the rules, lies over for one 
day: 

Resolved, That (the House of. Representatives concur- 
ring) the sixteenth joint rule of the two Houses be amended 
by adding the following thereto: “ And all general appro- 
priation bills shall be sent at least ten days previous to the 
day fixed for the adjournment of Congress.” 

Tf amended as proposed, the sixteenth joint rule 


will read: 
“No bill that shall have passed one House, shall be sent 
for concurrence to the other on either of the last three days 


ofthe session; and all general appropriation bills shail be | 


ent at least ten days previous to the day fixed for the ad- 
o urnment of Congress.” 


LOSSES OF SPANISH SUBJECTS. 
The engrossed joint resolution for the relief of 


the Spanish consul, and other subjects of Spain | 


residing at New Orleans, and of subjects of Spain 
residing at Key West, by indemnity for losses 
oécasioned by violence of the mob in the year 


41851, was read the third time. | 


Mr. MASON. In consequence of some mod- 


ification made yesterday, at the instance of the Sen- | 


ator from Louisiana, it will be necessary to insert, 
after the word “Havana,” the words ‘tin Cuba.” 
Lask the unanimous consent of the Senate to make 
that amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to, and the joint | 


resolution was passed. : 

On motion by Mr. SOULE, the title of the res- 
olution was amended by striking out the words 
“ by violence of the mob.” 


SUSPENDED LAND ENTRIES. 


The engrossed bill to revive and continue in !! 


I ask leave to offer the follow- | 


T ask, therefore, that the resolution may | 


| relative to suspended entries of the 


|| "Che juveniles in other places will learn the juve- 


|| They may give their word of honor—and Iam 


i for the purposes for which the. United States 


+ innocent things imaginable. The resolution does 


| guns. 


force for a limited time the provisions of an act 
public lands, 


was read a third time and passed. 
i 4 


REDUCTION OF POSTAGE. 


The bill from the House of Representatives to 
amend an act entitled ‘* An act toreduceand mod- || 
ify the rates of postage in the United States, and 
for other purposes,” passed March 3, 1851, was 
read a first and second time byits title, and referred” 
to the Committee on the Post Office:and Post 
Roads. 


, WASHINGTON CITY GUARDS. 


The engrossed joint resolution to supply the 
Washington City Juvenile Guards with arms, 
was read a third time; and the question was, 
Shall it pass? ` 

Mr. HALE. Mr.President, I have great doubt 
as to the propriety.of passing this. resolution. I 
do not know precisely the nature of the company 
referred to in it, but I perceive they are styled 
«< Juveniles,” and I suppose they form a sort. of 
infant military. school. I believe that the experi- 
ment of establishing infant military schools, when 
tried, has failed. } see that among the petitions 


Senator from Arkansas, from some juveniles 
somewhere else, asking the same privilege. The 
arsenals in which the United States arms are de- 
posited, are scattered all over the United States. 


nile privileges which have been extended. here, 
and we shall have applications pouring in upon us 
from one end of the country to the other. If we 
do for one company what this resolution proposes 
to do, we must, to be impartial, distribute arms to 
whoever asks them, and so we shall have to fur- 
nish all the children throughout the United States 
with fire-arms. 

I suppose these juveniles are about fourteen 
years of age. The next thing. will be, some ju- 
venile company will be formed of boys eight or 
ten years of age; and they will petition for small 
pistols and revolvers, and we will have to furnish 
them to all who are large enough and stout enough. |) 
to carry them. If they are not large enough and 
stout enough to carry them, we shall have to fur- 
nish them with dirks and small arms. I think, 
without any attemptto bejocose on this occasion, 
that it is an evil example. I think we had better 
not pass the resolution. It would be well for us 
to pause. I believe that the military spirit does 
not need any more encouragement or fostering than 
it has already had. It has elected one President 
lately, and it is going to try very hard to elect an- 
other.. (Laughter.] 

Besides, sir, I am opposed to it on another prin- 
ciple. If you give out the arms of the United 

tates to adults—men who have become capable 
of assuming legal responsibilities—you may then 
have some security that the arms will be safely 
kept, and returned when they are wanted, fit 


s 


want them. But if you distribute them to ju- 
veniles, they cannot assume legal responsibilities. 


not certain that that is not better than the legal 
responsibilities of older men, but it is not. such as 
Governments deal with. I think, with all dispo- 
sition to sympathize with young men and boys— 
and nobody has more of it than I have—that this 
is a mistaken manifestation of that sympathy, and 
encouragement, which ought not to be extended to 
them. I appreciate highly the generous motives 
of the Senator who introduced the resolution, but 
I think that he is mistaken. But, whether he is 
or not, such is my judgment. [shall feel con- 
strained to vote against the resolution, and I shall 
ask the yeas and nays upon its, 

Mr. CLEMENS. When the Senator from 
New Hampshire, yesterday, objected to the third 
reading of this resolution, | was at some loss to 
understand the reason; but he has explained it to | 
us to-day, to my entire satisfaction. ‘The Senator, 
it is known to most of us, is a Free-Soil candidate 
for the Presidency; he has no military glory to 
run upon, and hence he is opposed to the military 
spirit. [Laughter.] Now, this is one of the most 


not provide thatthese boys shall be furnished with 
No one ever contemplated that they should 
have muskets, because they cannot handle them. 
It simply proposes to authorize the Secretary of 
War to furnish them with such arms as, in his 


“of War isre 


| pe 


| sage of the resolution. 


judgment, they can use to advantage. There iss 


scarcely a city, there is scarcely a village of three 


thousand inhabitants, anywhere. in ‘the country,” 
: in which there is not such a company.- 1. myse 
belonged to one for years; and Itake occasion. to:. 


say now, that I sincerely believe a boy of” 
age will learn more, ag to the uses of fre-arms: 
three weeks, than a grown man will in seven. 

There.can be no harmin this.. The Secretar 


ul 
simply pives hit the discretion to furnish this com- 
pany with old sabres, if he chooses—something’ 


with which they: can-do no damage. ; ‘No: one sup- 
| poses. he will give them muskets, forthey.would be 


useless to them. . They. could not: manage them, 
He may furnish them with any light arms he sees; 


ured to do nothing: The'vesolution | 


proper. The Government has some twenty-odd, ` 


thousand old sabres, that might be employed in. 
that way, withoutany great detrimentto the pub- 
lic; unless it should encourage the military spirit, 


and thus assist in defeating the Senator from New. . 


Hampshire for the Presidency. [Laughter.] > 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, Í had hoped that 

after the Union was so thoroughly saved.as it has. 

been, and the Wilmot proviso was dead, and -its-, 


friends buried, flings at-their corpses or remains: ` 
would be spared; but it seemis.it is not so.. Thes: 


honorable Senator indulgeés:in. what he supposes: 


to be wit; and I have no. doubt it. was; because Ii: 


saw several laugh But I think. that the .thing, 
ought to be treated seriously by the Senate.’ What, 
sort of arms would the. Secretary deem: suitable, 


for these juveniles?—I believe they are styled: . 


i| “juveniles.” Fdo not. know exactly their.ages,’ 


but as they are called juveniles, E suppose, they- 


must be infants under the age of twenty-one.. 


Some of them would no doubt. be capable of 


handling pretty large arms—heavy muskets; and `: 


then it would be graduated down. I think that 


the whole thing.is wrong. If you once commence,: ; 


you will not.stop.here. Another petition has: 
already been presented for the same object; and: 
titions will continue td come in. : 


should indulge a little more fully than I think, 


When I got up I did not know but, that I- 


upon reflection, itis best for me to do; in remarks: 
upon a certain subjéct which the: allusion of the: : 


Senator from Alabama would give me an oppor- 
tunity of doing. I refer to the position.in which: 


1 stand in relation to. the matter to which he hag: : 


referred. But. upon the whole, as. the Senate i 


$ 


not very full, and I do not think the steam isquite::: 


up yet, I will not do it. [Laughter] But Ewik 
take oceasion to tell thé Senator this:{I do. not 
know the course which Lor my friends,may-take 


but I think when:the election is over the party. 


defeated: will not be at a loss to know how it hap- 
pened that it was defeated. That is all I will say 
at present. I ask the 


The yeas and nays were. or 


YEAS-—-Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Borland, Charlton, 
Clemens, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of. 
Iowa, Douglas, Felch, Gwin, James, Jones of ‘Towa, 
King, Mallory; Mason, Norris; Rusk, Sebastian, Shietds,: 
Soulé, Spruance, andToucey—22. S RIET A 


NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead,“ 


yeas and nays onthe pass . 


dered, and being i 
: taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 14; as follows:: | ` 


Chase, Davis, Dawson, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Miller; Sam~: 


ner, Upham, and Wade—14, eee 
So the resolution was passed,.- ©. : 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Irise forthe purpose ofask- 
ing the Senate to take up the billto provide for the 
protection of the Territories of New Mexico and. 
Oregon, and the States-of California and Texase 

Mr. GWIN. I gave notice. yesterday, that I 
should to-day. call up the California land bill, 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to take up a bill in 


which the Senator is very: much interested. My ~ 


impression is, that it will occupy but a very little 
time. Its, as heknows, a subject of very great ` 
importance. ‘The bill to which I allude, is a bill 
which has passed the House, and. to which the 


Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate has - 


reported an amendment. With -the permission of 
the Senator from California, I would like to-call 
it up, and have it amended as proposed and sent 
back to the House. ‘ 


Mr. GWIN. [am very much in favor of the 


measure which the Senator from Ilinois proposes < 


to take up. ButI gave notice yesterday that I 
should to-day ask the Senate to take up the bill to 
which 1 have referred.- It is a -bilkof very great 
importance to California, and I -hope it will be 


* 


`. Phe bill which I propose to take up concerns his 
` own people ‘more, perhaps, than any other por~ 


‘for her admission is, “That the people of said 


“for such speedy legislation as will secure to our 
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taken üp. It has been reported for several months 
and has been lying on our tables for:a long while. 
Mr, SHIELDS. I do not wish to interfere | 
with, the Senator from California... I know that 
the bill which he proposes to-‘take up is very 
necessary, and I have no wish to interfere with it. 


tion of. the country; but f will withdraw. the mo- 
tion to enable him to take up the BiH to which he 
aliades. Mure : 


PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


On the motion of Mr, GWIN, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole; to consider 1 
the bill ** to provide for..the survéy of the public 
lands in California, and the granting of donation 
privileges, and for other purposes.” 

The Committee on Public Lands reported an 
amendment to the bill, which was to strike out all 
of the original bill after the enacting clause and 
insert a new one, > ne 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I propose, as I 
gave notice yesterday, to offer a substitute for the | 
whole bill. I will proceed very briefly to give the 
reasons which have induced me to offer the sub- 
stitute. Iam in favor of the bill as reported by 
the Committee on Public Lands, but I have been 
informed that there is great doubt whether the bill 
can pass the other House in the form in which it 
has ses reported. I have, therefore, in order to 
secure legislation with regard to the public domain 
in California, proposed this substitute. It does 
away with the donation system provided for in the 
original bill, and substitutes in its place the pre- 
emption system, 

lt is now four years since California, by the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, was recognized as 
an integral part of the American territory, and 
nearly two years since she was admitted as a sov- 
ereign State into the Union; but the machinery of 
the land system has not yet been put into full oper- 
ation in our State. One of the conditions in the 
act of Congress of the 9th of September, 1850, 


“State, through the Legislature, or otherwise, 
‘shall never interfere with the primary disposal of 
€ the public lands within its ‘limits, and-shall pass 
t no law and do no act whereby the title of the 
t United States to, and right to dispose of the same, 
‘shall be impaired or questioned,” the Constitu- 
tion having delegated to Congress ‘ the power to 
“dispose of, and make all needful rules and regu- 
‘ lations respecting, the territory or other property 
‘ belonging to the United States.”? This constitu- 
tional delegation of power, and the law for the ad- 
mission of our State, plainly point out the duty of 
Congress in this matter, and the settled policy of 
the nation, fixed by a long series of legislative 
acts as to all the other territory, of the United 
States, and now grown into an established system, | 
require that the public lands in California shall be ! 
laid open to sale without delay, which the suffer- | 
ing interests of our people now imperiously de- 
mand, 3 ge 
Soon after California was represented in Con- | 
gress, a bill to effect this object was. introduced, 
among other measures, affecting our landed inter- 
ests; and, althoagh constantly pressed and stren- 
uously urged at the last session, owing to exciting 
and extraordinary causes, of public notoriety, the | 
only step towards the measure was the intro- 
duction of an item into the general appropriation 
act of 3d March, 1851, providing a sum for the 
surveys of public lands and private claims, and 
compensation, limited to two years, for a surveyor 
general. The legislation which I have heretofore 
proposed and advocated contemplated the granting 
of donations to actual settlers, upon liberal prin- 
ciples. Since then the “ homestead ” bill, being, 
in some respects, a kindred measure, and ofa gen- 
eral character; has passed: the other House, and is 
now before the Senate. In consideration of this 
fact, objections have been-advanced against making 
special provisions for donations in the California 
land bill, creating well-founded apprehensions that 
its. passage may be jeopardized, deferred, or de- 
feated, if this measure, in a special bill for our 
State, be now insisted upon. I am willing, there- |! 
fore, to waive the principle for the- present, being į 
moved to do so by a conviction of the necessity | 


people the early benefits of the land system by | 
survey, public sale, and especially by a preémp- i 
+ 


tion ‘system that will make their rights. attach from | 
the instant of the’ passage of the law on agricultu- 


ral lands, whether surveyed or unsurveyed, >I 
now introduce a substitute for the original bill, on 
which I ask the immediate action of the Senate, 
and to which I think no reasonable exception-càn 
be taken. It creates, permanently, the -office of 
surveyor general for California, fixes. his. salary; 
provides for incidentals; for an -official -seal by 
which to authenticate papers; gives him the same 
power in regard to surveys in California as the 
surveyor.general of the State of Louisiana has in 
that State; authorizes him, in executing surveys, 
to act in cases of conflicting boundaries, but not 
to preclude a legal investigation and decision by 
the proper tribunals; stipuiates a maximum price 
for the survey of private claims and public lands; 
gives power to the head of the Department, if he 
deems proper, to direct the surveys according to 
the geodetic method; to depart from the rectangu- 
lar system where the public interests may require 
it; authorizes the President, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to appoint a registerand re- 
ceiver, with the usual powers; fixes their salary; 
directs the location of the land office at a conve- 
nient place, with power to remove it, and to cre- 


| ate two. or three land districts in California, and 


appoint officers; lays open all the agricultural un- 
reserved public lands in California, whether sur- 
veyed or unsurveyed, to preémption, according to 
the act of 4th September, 1841, removing the re- 
striction in that act as to the extent of possessions 
of claimant, or in regard to abandonment of his 
residence to move on public lands; grants the six- 


|| téenth and thirty-sixth sections to thé State for 


schdol purposes; directs all unsold public lands 
to be proclaimed and offered, and thereafter makes 
them subject to private sale at $1 25 per acre; for- 
bids the register and receiver from taking fees, ex- 
cept for deciding preémptions, but allows receiver 
actual expenses for making deposits. 

The bill which I have prepared as a substitute, 
further provides that, where there shall be a house 
erected and a cultivation on the school sections, the 
State authorities shall take an equivalent in other 
lands; forbids a settlement on a tract selected for 
a military post, or within a mile of suck post; 
declares that certain town or village sites, shall 
not be subject to entry by settlers under this act, 
but shall be subject to the act of 23d May, 1844, 
for the ‘‘ relief of the citizens of towns upon the 
lands of the United States, under certain circum- 
stances,” except such towns as are on mineral 
lands, to which the act gives the inhabitants a 
right of occupancy and cultivation, until Congress 
shall dispose of the same; confers authority for 
paying for surveys by the day, instead of the mile, 
when necessary; orders that officers may Hold over 
after their commissions have expired, until their 
successors enter on duty; directs the surveyor 
general, when compatible with other duties, to 
inspect the surveying operations on the field, to 
see that the work is faithfully: done, or to depute 
an agent for the purpose; authorizes a seal to be 
provided for the surveyor general of Oregon, and 
fixes his salary; and grants to California two en- 
tire townships for a ‘seminary of learning; pro- 
vides as to the manner of selection, and grants to 
the State ten sections of land for the purpose of 
erecting public buildings. ; 

Such is an outline of its provisions—all of which 
have been, time and again, sanctioned by legisla- 
tive acts as to other States, and are founded upon 
precedents too well established to be now disputed 
precedents, too, that. authorize and allow a far 
more liberal policy towards our State, especially, 
in reference to donations, and in regard to which I 
now give notice that, unless provided for in a gen- 
eral law, I shall hereafter insist upon by intro- 
ducing a measure to convert the preémptions under 
this act into donations, by dispensing with any 
payment on the land. 

even months of the present session have elapsed 
—we are hastening to the close of the first session 
of the Thirty-second Congress—and I now call 
upon the Senate for a speedy passage of this bill, 
so indispensable and of such vital importance to 
the present and future welfare of my constituents. 

Mr. FELCH. The-bill originally introduced 
into the Senate was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, which committee reported it back 
with an amendment, which was a substitute for 
the whole bill, The-Senator from California now 
proposes a farther amendment, which is, in fact, 


} 


a substitute for both of them. -T wish to propose 
an amendment or two to the proposition of the 
Senator from California, but I suppose that, in 
the present stage of the proceedings, it will be 
hardly competent: for me to do-so, as it would. be 
an amendment toan amendment.to an amend- 
ment. i i ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris 
in the chair.) TheChair‘did not understand that 
to be the state of the case. ` eS 

Mr. GWIN. If the substitute which. I have 
offered is adopted in place of the origina] bill, and 
the amendment reported by the Committee on 


|| Public Lands, it will then be open to amendment, ` 


I suppose. f ; 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the Senator from 
California is mistaken. If the substitute is once 
adopted it cannot be amended. . All amendments 
must be made before the Senate adopt the substi- 
tute. e 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands the rule to be, that when amendments 
are moved to the original bill, the questionis taken 
first on those amendments, then on the amendment 
to the substitute, and then the question is taken on 
the substitute itself, ; : 

Mr. HUNTER. I think that is the rule. 

Mr. GEYER. Jsubmit that the amendments 
reported by the committee are the first in order, 
and. that this amendment is intended as a substi- 
tute for the amendment. of the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. © The Chair un- 
derstands the rule to be, that the original bill is 
first to be perfected before the question is taken on 
the substitute. 

Mr. GEYER. 
ginal bill? 

Mr. HUNTER. As I understand it, thisisa 
substitute for the original bill, and therefore I ap-. 
prehend the Chair is perfectly right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
now understands that the committee réported a ` 
substitute for the whole bill. The first question, 
therefore, will be on the amendment of the com- 
mittee. ~ eg Si 

Mr. FELCH.” If that amendment is adopted, 
will it then be open to amendment? s 

Mr. HUNTER. I now see the state of the 
case. The bill was referred to’ the committee, and 
the committee proposes to amend it by a substi- 
tute, and the-Senator from California now pro- 
poses to amend the substitute of the. committee, 

he best plan to get out of the difficulty will be 
to vote down the substitute of the committee, and 
then let the Senator from California offer his 
amendment as a substitute for the original bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. This isa motion to amend the 


Is this a substitute for the ori- 


“original bill, is it not? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The original 
bill was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that committee reported a substitute 
for it. 

Mr. DAVIS. The committee report in favor 
of striking out the’ whole of the original bill. Now 
it is competent for the Senate to amend that: bill 
before it is stricken out. Therefore, if this ig 
proposed asan amendmentto. that, I think itisin 
order. es 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The original 
bill is open to amendment; but if no amendment 
be offered, the question will be on the substitute 
reported by the committee. 

Mr.-HUNTER.- I understand that the Sen- 
ator from California and the Committee on Public 
Lands have agreed that they will consider his sub- 
stitute in place of their own. ` It will save time, 


| therefore, to vote down the substitute of the com- 


mittee. The question will then stand as between 
the original bill and the substitute of the Senator- 
from California. Of course, amendments can be 
offered to the original bill, before the vote is taken 
on the substitute. 

Mr. ADAMS. TI understand the rule, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Virginia, that the 
original bill is under consideration now, and may 
be perfected before the substitute is voted upon; 
but there being no proposition to amend or perfect 
the original bill, the question comes up first upon 
striking out, and then the substitute will be open 
to amendment. If that should be rejected, then, 
as the Senator from Virginia suggests, the prop- 
osition of the Senator from California would come 


up. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
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now is on agreeing to the amendment reported 
from the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. FELCH. I hope we may vote down that 
proposition; not but that I prefer it altogether to 
that which is offered by my friend from Califor- 
nia, for I am disposed to be more liberal than his 
substitute proposes to be, to the settlers on the 
public lands in that portion of the country. But 
as he apprehends difficulty, apart from the merits 
of the case, and desires to substitute a preémption 
right instead of a donation right, of course F yield 
at once, and hope the Senate will vote down the 
amendment of the committee. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on 
Public Lands was rejected. 

Mr. GWIN. I now offer my substitute for the 
original bill; which is to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert the following: 


That the surveyor general for the district or State of 
California, who is now, or may hereafter be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall keep his office at such place as the President, 
in view of the public convenience, shall from time to time 
direct; and the surveyor general, if he has not already 
done so, and his successors in office, before entering upon 
duty, shail take and subscribe an oath or affirmation before 
a judge ofa United States court, or other competent officer, 
to support the Constitution of the United States, and faith- 
fully discharge the duties of his office, and give bond in the 
same amount as other surveyors general, the penalty 
thereof to be increased whenever the Secretary of the In- 
terior ghall deem proper. He shall be entitled to receive a 
salary at the rate of $4,500 per annum, payable quarter- 
yearly, to commence from the time of entering into bond. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
allowed for clerk hire in the office of the surveyor general, 
the sum of $11,000 per annum, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary; and for office rent, fuel, and other incidental 
expenses of his office, such sums as shall be found neces- | 
sary by the Secretary ofthe Interior. And the Secretary of 
the Interior is hereby authorized to cause an official seal to 
be prepared for the office of the said surveyor general ; and 
any copy of, or extracts from the plats, field-notes, and other 
records and documents on file in his office, when attested 
as such, by the said seal, and the signature of the surveyor 
general, shail, in all judicial matters, have the same force 


and effect as the originals. i 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said sur- | 
veyor general shall have the same. power and authority, and 
perform the same duties respecting the public lands and 
private claims in the State of California, as by law appertains 
to, and are required of the surveyor general in Louisiana, 
except so far as the same may be modified by this act. He 
shall engage a sufficient number of skilifn] surveyors as his 
deputies, whom be shall cause to survey, measure, and mark 
pase and meridian lines through such points, and perpetuated 
by such monuments, and such other correction parallels 
and meridians as may be prescribed, and also to survey and 
establish the other lines of the public lands. He shail also 
cause all private clainss to be surveyed after they have been 
confirmed; and in the location and survey of them, he shall 
have the same power and authority as are conferred on the 
land officers of Louisiana, by the sixth section of the act of 
3d March, 1831, creating the office of the surveyor general 
for that State; and for surveying the base and meridian 
lines, and private claims, and meandering navigable waters 
the deputy surveyor shall be allowed not exceeding $16 

er mile; and for surveying the other lines of the public 
ands, there shall be paid not exceeding an average of $12 
per mile: Provided, That none other than township lines j 
shall be surveyed when the lands are mineral or are į 
deemed unfit for cultivation; and no allowance shall be | 
made for such lines as are not actually run and marked in 
the field, and were actually necessary to be run. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatif,in the opinion 
of the Secretary of the Interior, it shall be advisable, he is 
hereby authorized to direct such surveys after what is | 
known as the geodetic method. And whenever, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Interior, a departure from 
the rectangular mode of surveying and subdividing the pub- 
lic lands would promote the public interest, he may direct 
such change to be made in the mode of surveying and des- 
ignating the said lands as he may deem proper, with refer- 
ence to the existence of mountains, mineral deposits, and 
the advantages derived from timber and water privileges: 
Provided, That such lands shall not be surveyed into less 
than one hundred and sixty acres, or subdivided. into less 
than forty acres, unless under peculiar circumstances. 

Sec. 5v And be it further enacted, ‘That there shall be 
appointed, by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, a register of the land office and re- 
ceiver of public moneys for the State of California, at such 
time as, in his judgment, the public interest may demand, 
with a salary each of three thousand dollars per annuni, 
payable quarter-yearly ; and the land office shall be located 
at such place as the President, in view of the publie con- 
venience, shall from time to time direct; and previously to 
entering on the duties of their offices, they each shall take 
and subscribe an oath or affirmation, before one of the 
jndges of the United States courts, or other competent 
officer, to support the Constitution of the United States, 
and faithfully to discharge the duties of their respective 
offices, and shall give bond in the same amount as other 
registers and receivers of the public land offices; and their 
general duties and responsibilities shall be the same as j 
other officers of like character! Provided, however, That | 
at such time or times as in his judgment the public interests | 
may so imperatively require, and in ‘the absence of any i 
further and special legislation of Congress on the subject, | 
it shall be lawful for the President of the United States to 
divide the State or California into two or three separate 
and distinct land districts, as cireumstances shall deter- 
mine to be necessary, embracing, respectively, the upper 


ji 
| 
| 
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| 
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' so to act, after the d 


and lower, or the upper, middle and lower portions of the 
State; and he shall appoint, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, or daring the recess of Congress 
when necessary, a register of the land office and receiver 
of public moneys for each of such land districts; arid the 
land offices for the same, respectively, shall be located at, 
and be removed trom time to time to-such places as the 


| President shall’deem most suitable for public convenience. 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all the public 
lands in the State of California, whether surveyed or unsur- 
veyed, with the exception of sections sixteen and thirty- 
six, which shall be and hereby are granted to the State for 
the purposes of public schools in each township, and with 


‘the exception of lands reserved and appropriated ander the 


authority of this act, and excepting also the Jands claimed 
under any foreign grant or title and the mineral lands, shall 
he subject to the preémption laws of 4th September, 1841; 
and shail, after the plats thereof are returned to the office 
of the register, be offered for sale, after six months’ public 
notice iu the State of the time and place of sale under the 
laws, rules, and regulations now governing such sales, or 


‘ such as may be hereafter prescribed : Provided, That where 


uusurveyed lands are claimed by preémption, the usual 
notice of such claim shall be filed within three months 
after the return of the plats of surveys to the land offices, 


| and proof and payment shail be made prior to the day ap- 


pointed by the President’s proclamation for the commence- 
ment of the sale, including such lands, the entry of such 
claims to be made by legal subdivisions, aud in the most 
compact form: And provided further, That the restrictions 
in the act of 4th September, 184], as to the extent of the 
possessions of the claimant, and of quitting or abandoning 
his residence on his own land to reside on public land in 
this State, shall iuterpose no bar to their obtaining the bene- 
fits of this act; and all of said lands that shall remain un- 
sold after having been proclaimed and offered, shall be sub- 
ject to entry at private sale as other. public land, and-at the 
same minimum price per acre; aud the register and receiver 
shall not be entitled to any percentage or fees, except for 
deciding preémption cases, when each of them shall be al- 
lowed ‘the same fees as are paid to other like officers ; but 
the receiver shall be entiuled to his actual necessary ex- 
penses, going and returning in making his deposits. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, ‘That where any set- 
tlement, by the erection of a dwelling house, or the cuiti- 
vation of any portion of the land, shali be made upon the 
sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, before the same shall 
be surveyed, or where such sections may be reserved for 
public uses or taken by private claims, other lands shall be 
selected by the proper authorities. of the State in Heu 
thereof, agreeably to the provisions of the act of Congress, 
approved on the 20ih of May, 1826, entitled “ An act to 
appropriate lands for the supportof schools in certain town- 
ships and fractional townships, not before provided for,” 
and which shall be subject to approval by the Secretary of 
the Interior. And no person shall make a settlement or 
location upon any tract or parcel ofJand selected for a mil- 
itary post, or within one mile of such post, or on any other 
lands reserved by competent authority ; nor sball any per- 
son obtain the benefits of this act by a settlement or loca- 
tion on mineral lands. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the public lands, 
not being mineral jands, occupied as towns or villages, 


shall not be subdivided, or subject to sale, or to be appro- | 


priated by settlers, under the provisions of this act; but the 


! whole of such lands, whether settled upon before or after 


the survey of the same, shall be subject to the provisions of 


the act entitled “ An act for the relief of the citizens. of 
| towns upon the lands of the United States, under certain 


circumstances,” approved May 23d, 1844, except such 
towns as are located on or near mineral lands, the inhabit- 


! ants of which shall have the right of occupation and culti- 
| vation only until such time as Congress shail dispose of the 


same; nor shall any landè specially reserved for public 
uses, be appropriated under the provisions ofthis act. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That whenever the 
public surveys, or any portion of them, authorized by this 
act, or by the act approved September 27, 1850, entitled 
“An act to create the office of surveyor general of the 
public Jands in Oregon, and to provide for the survey and 
to make donations to settlers of the said public lands,” are 
so required to be made as to render it expedient to make 
compensation for the surveying thereof by the day, ‘instead 
of by the mile, itshall be lawful for the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, under direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, to make such fair and reasonable allow- 
ance as, in his judgment, sbail be necessary to insure the 
accurate and faithful execution of the work. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That, except where 
the Presidentof the United States shail see cause other- 
wise to determine, each officer to be appointed in virtue of 
this act, and also every other like officer of the United 
States, may continue in the uninterrupted discharge of his 
regular official duties, and is hereby authorized accordingly 
ay of expiration of his official commis- 
sion, and until a new commission shall be issued to him 
for the same office, or otherwise, until the day when a suc- 
cessor shall enter upon the duties of such office ; and the 
existing official bond of auy such officer so acting, shall be 
deemed and held to be gond and sufficient, and in force 
until the date of the approval of a new bond to be given by 
bim if recommissioned, or otherwise, for the additional 
time wherein he may so continue officially to act, poursu- 
ant to authority hereof. And the provision as to bonds to 
be given by deputy surveyors for the faithful execution of 
their duties, in a penalty of double the estimated amount 
of money accruing to them under their surveying con- 
tracts, as required by the act of March 3d,.1831, entitled 
« An aet to create the office of surveyor general of the 
ublie lands for the State of Louisiana,” referred to in the 
hird section of this act, shall be and the same is hereby 

é jicable to public surveys m 
maa AE he CE MEINEY of the sureties to ali such bonds 
shall be approved and certified by the proper surveyor gen- 
era}; and the same provision 15 hereby extended to all 
other branches of the public surveying service elsewhere; 
and all such bonds heretofore required of deputy survey- 
ors, according to usage in the surveying service, shall be 
deemed and held to be of the same validity as if the same 


the State of Califor- T 


| had been required by law. And itis hereby made the duty 
of cach of the respective surveyors general of the public = 
lands of the United States, so far as is. compatible Wa the 
desk duties of his office, occasionally to inspect. the suri., 
veying operations while in progress in the ficid, sufficiently. 
to satisfy himself, from actual inspection, of the: fidelity of 
the execution of the work-according 10 contract, a Ez 
actual and necessary expenses-incurred by, hifa :wWhi 
engaged, shall be allowed; and where it is incom 
with his other duties, for asurveyor general to devote th 
time necessary to make a personal inspection of the 7 
in: progress, then-he shall be, and hereby is, authorized) ta” 
depute a confidential agent to make such examination; ang, <; 
the actual and necessary expenses of such person: shall be: . 
allowed and paid for that service, and §5 per day during the 
examination in the field : Provided, ‘That such examina- 
tion shall not be protracted, beyond thirty.daye,.and in po 
case longer than is actually necessary ;:and when -a sur 
yeyor general, or any person employed in his’ ‘offices, ata 
regular salary, shall be engaged in such special service; he. 
or they shail only receive his necessary expenses ‘in addi~ 
| tion to his regular salary. we 
Sec. l1. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and required 
to cause to be provided for the office of surveyor general of ~ 
Oregon a seal, with-such device as shall be deemed: suits 
able, and copies of any papers’on file in’ his office whieh 
may be authenticated by bim under said seal shall be-ey- . 
idence in all cases in Which the originals would be ev- 
idence; and from and alterthe passage of this act the salary 
of said surveyor shall be- $3,500 per annum. - $ ’ 
Sec. 12. And le it further enacted, That the. quantity 
of two entire townships, or seventy-two sections, shall be 
and the same is hereby granted to the Staté of California, 
for the use ofa seminary of learning; said lands to bese- 
| Jected by the Governor of the State, or any person he may v 
designate for that purpose, in legal subdivixions-of not less | 
than a quartet-section of any of the unsold, unoccupied, ; 
| and unappropriated publie lands therein, subject to the ap-. 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, and to bé disposed 
of as the Legislature shall direct : Provided, however, That 
no mineral lands, or lands reserved for any publie purpose 
whatever, or lands towwhich any settler may be. entitied 
under the provisions of this act, shall. be subjeet to suche 
selection. i 4 
Sec..13. And beit further enacted, That there shall be 
! and is hereby granted to the State of California the quan- 
tity of ten entire sections of land, for the purpose of erect- 
| ing the public buildings of that State; said lands to be se- 
| lected by the Governor, or any persons he may designate, 
in legal subdivisions of. not less than a quarter-section of 
any of the unsold, unoccupied, and unappropriated publie 
lands in that State, and subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of the (nterior: Provided, however, That none of 
said selections shall'be made of mineral lands, or lands re- 
served for any public purpose whatever, or Jands to whieh ` 
any settler may be entitled under the provisions of this.aet. 
Mr. FELCH. I wish to propose one or two - 
verbal amendments. The first one is to strike out 
the words ‘reserved and’* in the sixth line of the» 
sixth section, and to insert after the word :<‘ act’ 
the words “ or reserved by competent authorit 
That part of the section will then.read— . =; 
“That all the public tands in the ‘State. of California; 
whether surveyed or unsurveyed; with the exeeption of see- 
tions sixteen and thirty-six, which shall be, and -bereby are, 
granted to the State for the purposes, of public sehools in 


each township, and with the exception of lands appropria- ~ 
compe- 


ted under the autliority of this. act, or reserved: by 
tent authority,” &e. E 


The amendment was agreed to: = : aor 

Mr. FELCH. I propose further to amend the « 
same section, by inserting in the twenty-second 
line, after the word ‘ subdivisions,’’ the’ words 
‘ according to the United States surveys.””. "Phat 
part of the section will then read— "i7 ii 

« Provided, That where unsurveyed lands are claimed“: 
by preémption, the usual notice of such claim shall -be filed 
within three. months atter the return. or the plats of surveys 
to the land offices, and proof and ‘payment: shall be made 
prior to the day appointed by the President’s‘proclawsation , 
for the commencement of the sale inclnding such Jands, : 
the.entry of such claims to be made by legal subdivisions, ` 
according to the United States surveys,” &e, ; 

The amendment was agreed to? got ii 

Mr. FELCH. 1 further move-to.amend the 
| same section by adding at the end: the‘following 
| proviso— . ` : =s 
“ Provided, That nothing inthis act shall be construed to 
! authorize any settlement to be made on any of the publie ” 
| Jands not surveyed subsequently.to the Ist day of January, 
| in the year 1853, nor shall any rights of such settlers be 
| recognized by virtue of any settlement or improvement 
made subsequent to that date.” 

Mr. GWIN. IT trust the Senator from Mithi- 
gan will so change his proviso as to confine his 
| restriction to one year after the passage of this-act. . 
lt may so happen that this act may not be passed 
by the first of January next. I would suggest to 
him: to strike out the words “Ist of January, 
1853,” and insert “one year subsequently to the 
passage of this act.” hs 

Mr. FELCH. Iwill modify the proviso so as 
to meet the views of the Senator from California. 

The proviso-as modified was read, as follows: 

« Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
‘to authorize any settlement tobe made on any public land 
il not surveyed} unless the same be made within one (year 
į from the passage of this act; nor shal) any rights of such 
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settlers. be recognized by virtue òf any settlement or im- 
provémeht made upon such unsurveyed lands subsequent. 
to that dgse.?? i : ; : : 


Mr. FELCH. The bill: now recognizes the | 


rights: of settlers to preémption on tands that are’ 
not surveyed; of. course. it «must::do 80, or-no 
rights:could-be recognized, as tro lands have: béen 
surveyed as‘yet. “The bill, as originally reported 
at the last. session: of ‘Congress, followed in its. 
provisions: the. bill in relation: to settlements in 
Oregon; granting to settlers donation rights, not 
merely at the present time, 


inOregon, until the end. of: two years from the- 


next January; a considerable portion of that timex} 


has ‘now elapsed, ard I proposein the amendment: 
to give settlers time to’ secute’ the preémption 
rights. on the. unsurveyed 
commencement may be made in: the surveys, so 
that they ‘may obtain privileges, either: by entry 
or by: preémption claims. I do not think, consid- 
ering the great length of time required to obtain 
information-in Californid in regard to the provis- 


ions of this'act; that the time mentioned—one year | 


—would be too long; certainly not too long, when 
compared with the time allowed in the bill relative 
to Oregon; but that. is a matter for the consider- 
ation of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER: It may all be righ, but, still 
I want some information in regard to the bill. I 
believe: it isa departuré from: the system which 
has been pursued on this side of the Rocky 
Mountains, as we have never given preémption 
rights ahead. of. the surveys, except in special 
eases. Perhaps it is also a departure from the 
system in another respect, as it proposes to permit 
whites to go and settle upon Indian lands, 

' Mr. GWIN. There are no Indians in Califor- 
nia who can claim rights, other than possessory 
rights, to any of the agricultural lands. Their 
locations on these lands are mostly broken up. 
The Indians are in. the mountains, in and beyond 
the gold regions: There are few Indian tribes, so 
faras my information extends, who would be dis- 
turbed in consequence of the passage of this act. 
There is no obstacle, therefore, on. this ground, 
in the way; and-it is important that the bill 
should‘pass, as it will entitle: persons who have 
settled on lands belonging to the United States, 

. whether surveyed or unsurveyed, to their preémp- 
tion rights, and give them security in their posses- 
sions until the surveys are made; for Senators 
should remember, that only $25,000 have been: 
appropriated for the: purpose of extending the 
land system of the United: States to California; 
and although some township lines have been run, 
none. of the public lands have as yet been sur- 
veyed; nor: can. they be, to. the extent that the 
wants of the country demand, for many years to 
come, The only thing. that:it remains for us to do, 
therefore; is. to devise means. for the purpose. of 
securing occupants in the peaceable possession. of 
their lands.: 

The amendment was.agreed to. 

Mr, FELCH... In the forty-seventh line of the 
eleventh section, there ig a provision for the pay- 
ment of the actual and necessary. expenses-of the 
officer who may be deputed by the surveyor gen- 
eral to inspect, in his stead, the surveying opera- 
tions while in progress in the field. 
that, in addition to the allowance and: payment of 
theactual and necessary expenses of such person, 
he shall be paid eight “dollars per day during the 
examination in the field. “I move to amend this 
part.of the section by striking out ‘eight,’ and 
inserting ‘* five;’’ so that this officer shall. be re- 
munerated. at the rate of five dollars per day. 

The-amendment was agreed. to. 

Mr. Gwin’s‘substitute, as amended, was agreed 
to, and the bill was reported to the Senate. 

Mr. GEYER. I observe, in the sixth. section, 
it is proposed to grant:to the State of California 
sections sixteenth and thirty-sixth, in every town- 
ship, for purposes of schools. I do not know, 
Mr. President, what is the reason for that differ. 
ence.in this act, from the course which has beeu 
taken in regard to other States and Territories, 
with the exception of Oregon, and why it is pro- 
posed to grant two sections in every township for 
the support of schools. I do not look upon it as- 
a grant to a State;- but I suppose that these dona- 
tions are made by way of encouraging persons to 
Settle upon the public lands, and that they are 
given to the towns as án inducement. that they 
will have this land appropriated to schools; while 


* 


but prospectively, as | 


lands; hoping. that a 


It provides. 


in the-other land States the sixteenth section.alone 
has been reserved. Í understand the thirty-sixth’ 
section was also reserved in Oregon and dedicated. 
to schools. But I suppose that arose from the pe- 
culiar.condition-of thatcountry: A- different sys- 
tem from:that which:has'been.adopted in the other 
States'and Tetritoriés-was adopted there bý- way 
of inducing persons to go into that remote region 
to occupy that territory, then belonging: to the 
United States, which had remained unsettled by 
citizens of the United States for many years. T 
do. not know-that any sich. bounty is neéessary to 
induce settlements in California; and I therefore 
move to strike out the words ‘and thirty-sixth.’? 

Mr. GWIN: If the Senator from Missouri 
will take into consideration the time when the Ora- 
gon bill passed, he-will find that it was within the 
last two years, and that it has precisely the same 
provision which is in this bill: “Iam sure that the 
same advantages, in regard to education, are due 


` 


to the people. of California. which have been 


granted to the people of Oregon. It seems to me 


it would be a most flagrant act of favoritism to give 
to the people of Oregon, who are divided from the 
people of California: only -by an imaginary line, 
double the amount of land for school purposes 
which you give to the people of California. As to 
the inducements to emigration, the Oregon bill was 
passed with more especial reference to the settled 
policy of the Government; and the same course 
willbe pursued with respect to remote Territories 
hereafter. I hope this distinction will not be drawn 
against the people of California, when the same 
amount of land pee has been granted to the 
people of Oregon, and when there are many advan- 
tages given to the people of that Territory whichare 
notasked for in this bill. The donation principle 
is admitted in the bill for Oregon; and though we 
will contend for that principle hereafter, if the 
homestead bill does not become a law, all we ask 
now-is. simply that we may have the land system 
extended to California, and the same amount of 
land granted for school purposes as. was granted 
to Oregon, - ; 

Mr. GEYER. Mr. President, if I thought my 
proposition would have the effect of a discrimina- 
tion against California, I.would withdraw the mo- 
tion-to amend.at once; but it is because there is a 
discrimination in favor of California that I have 
made the motion. Provisions are proposed to be 
made for the people of California, which were 
never made for those of any other State. I would 
have no earthly objection to the dedication of four 
sections of land in every township, for the pur- 
poses of schools, if that is to be the system to be 
adopted in reference:to the: public lands; indeed, 
I believe the interests of the Government would 
be promoted by providing that four sections in 
every township should: be given for that purpose, 


instead. of one.: - But: my attention was called: to | 


this by the fact that‘in ‘every other land State, the 

sixteenth section alone has been reserved for the 
benefit of schools, and I am:not able to under- 
stand why a discrimination was made in favor of 
California. It was made in thé case of Oregon, 

and it was made as an exception, and I supposed 

it arose from the-fact that some additional induce- 
„ment was necessary to: be offered to prevail. on 

persons'to go into that remote region and settle; 

1t was to some extent necessary for the defense of 
that Territory of the Uwited States, that it should: 
be occupied by citizens’of our own country, and 

on that account I supposed it was that two sec- 

tions were dedicated. to school purposes in every 

township. I do. not. understand that. the: same 
reason exists now in relation to California, and I 

beg thé Senator from that State [Mr. Gwiy] to 

understand that it is because it is making an ex- 

ception, departing from. our general policy, that I 

object toit. Allowing, and believing it te be good 

policy for the Government generally to appropri- 

ate a larger portion of the public land than has. 

heretofore been appropriated for purposes of edu- 
cation, it is only:because this seems to be an ex: 

ception to thé general policy that I object. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will state to the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. GEYER.] that- when I was on the 
Committee on Public Lands, we had this bill be- 
fore that committee, and I concurred in this pro- 
vision in relation to-California; and I did so from 
a conviction that’ even: after :this-bill had passed, 
California would have less valuable school land 
than either the State of the honorable Senator or my 
own. Such is the character of. the country,-that 


.of an entirely different formation from 


| and which, perhaps, it is not 


-other rivers: 


‘though ‘they get nominally twice as much land, 


they’ will really have less in value. Now, the 
Senator. knows that the whole of that country ‘is 
anything 


on this side of the mountains; that the only por- 


tion of the’ country capable-of cultivation, is that“ 


lying*along the rivers, arid even that, in most in- 
stances, must be irrigated im order'to bë profitably. 


cultivated. I take'it for granted that the country. 


is'very much like that which we saw in Mexico, 
when we passed through-it, rather of an Asiatic 
formation; and if so, California; even if you double 
the quantity given to other States, would have a less 
‘quantity of valuable land, given for this purpose, 
than the State of Missouri, or Towa, or Hlinois. 
That was the impression upon which Í acted then, 


‘and Lam satisfied, that if the Senator will reflect 


for a moment that that country is only capable of 
being cultivated. along the rivers, and even there, 
in many instances, only. by irrigation, he will see 
that this land will not: be sufficient to. afford: the 
means of education which we’ have in the States 
of the Mississippi valley, where the land’ is: so 
much more fertile. - f Sore: f 

Mr. BORLAND.. Iam in favor of retaining 
this proviso, on the general ground thatit is `a 
proper and good policy to double the quantity of 
and usually given for common-school purposes; 
and in connection with this, I will mention now 
for I presume some Senators may have forgotten’ 
it—that, two years ago, the.Senate “passed, with- 
out a dissenting voice, a bill granting to all the - 
new States having’ public lands within their bor- 
ders, this additional section of land ineach town» 
ship, and further allowing an exchange of all the 
school sections, where they might be found to be 
of inferior or unsalable quality. The bill wag 
introduced by myself, and was reported favorabl y 
upon by the Committee on Public Lands. Tt 
passed the Senate, and most probably did not pass 
the Housejn consequence of its‘notbeing reached. 
Such a bill, I believe, is on the Calendar now from 
the Committee on Public Lands. I trust, there- 
fore, that. you will pass this section as itis. I 
think itis desirable that it should be passed. I 
did suggest'to the Senator from California that it 
might be well to.amend it by making the provision 
applicable to all the States; but as he wishes: his 
bill to: stand upon its’ own ‘merits, ] will not offer 
that amendment, ea keg ae bake, Ped 

Mr. GEYER. As I said before, I am not dis- 
posed to press this amendment, because I believe 
the provision of the bill, as ‘it now stands, to be’ - 
unjust to other States; not on that ground at all. 
‘Phe explanation given, by the- Senator from Tii- 
nois has satisfied methat this case may probably: 
be an exception; The’ lands of California may 
probably not be such lands’ as’ would be of any 
great value.. At.the same time, I am: pleased to 
learn that the Senate, on one occasion, have passed. 
an act to extend it to other States; and I, for one, . 
would be ready to vote for such a proposition as 
would equalize grants to the States to any number 
of sections not exceeding four sections to every 
township for the purposesof education. - I with« 
draw the amendment. tai vo 

Mr. FELCH. I. wish: to--offer ‘an additional 
proviso to:the sixth section; — ~ j 

The amendment was read, -as follows: 

And provided, further, .Tbatthisact shall not be construed 
to authorize any settlements to be made in any tract ofcoun- 
try ‘in the occupation of any Indian tribes, or to. grant any. 


: preémption right to the same, 


Mr. GWIN. The rights of the Indians to any 
territory in California are merely- possessory; and 
I would like to learn from the Sènator from Mich- 
igan whether this would have any referetice to 
certain settlements made by the Board-of Tndian 
Commissioners under treaties which they made, : 
improper to say,” 
were not confirmed by the Senate. They have 
been. placed on portions of the public land they 
did-not occupy before. Iam quite willing to con- 
cede that these Indians have possessory rights, as 
they had them. when- the country came into the 
possession of the United States, when they occupy. 
the same locations, but there are at present very 
few of them in the agricultural districts, Those 
who arẹ located in the agricultural districts were 
chiefly at the mission stations, I believe there 
were at one time some thirty thousand Indians at : 
the various missions in California. There are 
some few Indiaii.villages on the Sacramento and. 
There is one on Captain Sutter’s 


-asking the Senator from California, what provis- 


„tinct from the lands. These lands, for a few varas 


‘They may be brought before Congress in a sepa- 


«amended, is as follows: 
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possessions. But they are diminishing every year, 
and I am not anxious to disturb them in their pos- 
sessions, but am also unwilling to acknowledge 
any right of soil in these tribes. Let them remain 
at the villages they now occupy, and confine the 
operation of the proviso to that object, and I will 
not oppdwe it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would take the liberty of 
ion is made in regard to the land occupied by 
these Indian missions? i 

Mr. GWIN. None at all. It does not bear 
upon them, A large number of grants have been 
made of lands formerly cultivated by the missions. 
The bill merely relates to the public domain dis- 


immediately around the missions, are claimed by 
the priests, and these claims are, I presume, being 
adjudicated upon by the board of commissioners. 
The bill has no reference to these claims whatever. 


rate bill, if it is decided that the board-of land com- 
missioners have not power to extend to them the 
relief which the representatives of the church ask. 

Mr. FELCH. My object in offering this 
amendment is certainly not to embarrass any of 
the settlers of California. A suggestion was made 
by the Senator from Virginia, that we might pos- 
nibly, in legislating on this- matter, be interfering 
with some of the rights of the Indians of that 
country. The truthis, that we have little actual 
knowledge on the subject of the Indian tribes in 
that country. Officially, we have none, for 1 be- 
lieve we have no treaties that ever were made 
with any of them. It is, however, understood 
that a large portion of the country occupied by 
the whites is relieved of the original inhabitants. 
Still I understand that there are portions of the 
country to which the Indians have retired—per- 
haps mineral portions—and which they are occu- 
pying to a considerable extent.. My object was 
to avoid the possibility of white people going 
among the Indians and making settlements, and 
claiming that the United States had given sanction 
to it by this law in opposition to the rights of the 
Indians. ‘The way to get rid of the Indians is not 
by sending white men to claim rights among them. 
It is to form treaties with them, as the Government 
has heretofore done, according to the provisions of 
the Constitution. Although this bill is intended 
to provide for those settlers who are now there, 
aud those who may go there within a limited time, 
I think we should endeavor to keep it free from 
all embarrassments of the kind to which I have 
alluded. I therefore apprehend, that while this 
proviso will notinterfere with any settlements made 
there, because the settlements will be made where 
there are no Indians, yet I think it is a safeguard 
which is due to the Indian themselves, and which 
we ought to throw around their rights. I do not 
apprehend that this ‘proviso will embarrass any- 
body; but, on the other hand, it seems to me to 
be quite proper that we should give the Indian 
that security which I desire to give him by this. 
proviso. 

Mr. GWIN. I shall not oppose it. Ido not 
think it will have any particular bearing any way. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to; and the section, as finally 


«Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That all the public 
lands in the State of California, whether surveyed or unsur- 
veyed, with the exception of sections sixteen and thirty-six, 
which shall be and hereby are granted to the State for the 
purposes of public schools in each township, and with the 
exception of lands appropriated under the authority of this 
act, or reserved by competent authority, and excepting also 
the lands claimed under any foreign grant or title, and the į 
mineral lands, shall be subject to the preémption taws of 
4th September, 1841, and shall, atter the plats thereof are 
returned to the office of the register, be offered for sale, after 
six months? publie notice in the State of the time and place i 
of sale under the laws, rules, and regulations now govern- 
ing such sales, or such as may be hereafter prescribed: | 
Provided, That where unsurveyed lands are claimed by pre- | 
emption, the usual notice of such claim shall be filed within 
three months after the return of the platsof surveys to the | 
Jand offices, and proof and payment shall be made prior to į 
the day appointed hy.the President’s proclamation for the | 
commencement of the sale, including such lands, the entry | 
to such claims to be made by legal subdivisions, according | 
of the United States surveys, and in the most com pactform : | 
And provided further, That the restrictions in 
4th September, 1841, as to the extent of the possessions of 
the claimant, and of quitting or abandoning his residence 
on his own land to reside on public land in this State, shall ! 
interpose no bar to their obtaining the benefits of this act; | 
and all of said lands that shali remain unsold after having | 


been proclaimed and offered, shall be subjeet to entry at {i 


the act of |: 


| purpose and in the same 


private sale as other public jand, and at the same minimum | 


price per acre; and the register and receiver shalt not 
be entitled to any percentage or fees, except. for deciding 


preémption cases, when each of them shall. be allowed the | 


same fees.as are paid to other like officers ; but the receiver 


shall be entitled to his actual necessary expenses, going and 


returning in making his deposits : Provided, That noting 
in this act shall be construed to authorize any settlement to 
be made on. any public land not surveyed, unless the same 
be made. within one year from the passage of this act; nor 
shall any righits-of such settlers be recognized by virtue’ of 
-any settlement or improvement made on such unsurveyed 
lands subsequent to that date: And provided further, That 
this act shall not be construed to authorize any settlements 
to be made in any tract of country in the occupation of any 
Indian tribes, or to grant any preémption rights to the same.” 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will now be on concurring in the several amend- 
ments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in, and the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. : 

EXCHANGES OF SCHOOL LANDS. 

Mr. MALLORY. [now move that the Senate 
postpone all prior orders, with a view to take up 
‘* A bill allowing exchanges of school lands, and 
authorizing selections for deficiencies in certain 
cases.”’ 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read a second time, and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It provides, that where any tract of land which 
has been set apart for the use of schools in any of 
the several States which contain public land, has 
been or shall be found of inferior quality, unfit 
for cultivation, or unfavorably located, the proper 
school authorities of such State may, and they 
are hereby authorized to relinquish the same un- 
der such rules and regulations as may be pre- 
scribed by the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and to select in lieu thereof, in legal subdi- 
visions, a quantity not to exceed the number of 
acres of the tract so relinquished, of any of the 
unclaimed and unappropriated public lands then 
subject to private entry at the minimum price, sit- 
uated within the township where said relinquished 


‘land was situated; or should none of good quality 
remain in the township, then the selection may be | 


made in each case from any such land within the 
limits of the particular State, the selection to em- 
brace at one and the same time all the land author- 
ized to be taken by the authorities making the 
exchange, and to be entered and recorded at the 
proper land office of the district in which the se- 
lected land may lie; and upon the approval DY the 
Secretary of the Interior of the new selection un- 
der authority of this act, a patent shall issue as in 
other cases: provided, that before any such patent 
shall issue, or any right or interest attach to the 
land so selected, the proper authorities holding 
the title to the land proposed tp be exchanged, 
shall execute and deliver to the United States 
proper deed or deeds, to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, conveying to the United 
States an unencumbered title to the premises so 
proposed to be exchanged; and also, that the prin- 
ciples of the act entitled “ An act to authbrize the 
selection of certain school lands in the Territories 
of Florida, Iowa, and Wisconsin,” approved the 
15th of June, 1854, and which have been hereto- 
fore held to be applicable only to actually sur- 
veyed townships, in which the sixteenth section 
therein was either in whole or in part covered by 
confirmed titles, leaving other public land in said 
township be extended so as to apply to those 
tracts of country, in any of the States referred to 
in the first section of this act, covered by large 
private claims, which embrace a greater area than 
a township and which, therefore, may have pre- 
cluded the survey in the usual rectangular mode 
of what would have been a township of public 
land; and also, that the land authorized to be se- 
lected and granted by this act, may be, by the 
proper State authorities, disposed of for the same 
manner as other school 
lands heretofore granted. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

WEST FELICIANA RAILROAD, 


Mr. BROOKE. I ask for the postponement of 
the previous orders, for the purpose of taking up 
Senate bill No. 306. It isa bill for the relief of the 
West Feliciana Railroad Company: i 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
taken up as in Committee of the Whole. ` 


| Treasury, 


The bill has been published heretofore, ` It pro- 


vides that the duties paid by the West Feliciana. 


Railroad Company on ‘certain iron rails iniported 
by the company in 1836, ‘beréfunded by the Gov- 
ernment. : Ae pet aes ers 
Mr. DAWSON. I propose the following ad- 
ditional section to the bill, covering the samme prin 
ciple for.a similar object: ` a : 
Src.2. Be it further enacted, That the Secretary ofthe: 
Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized to refiind tothe 
Georgia Railroad-and Banking Company the duties collected 
on certain railroad: iron: imported by. said company: Pro- 
vided, ‘That the said company-shalL prove to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, that the rails so:imported 
were actually laid down añ, ór. about, the time when the 
rails of the Red River Company, the. Central Géorgia Rail- 
road and Banking Company, and the Munroe Railroad 
Company were laid down, on the rails of whieh: companies 
Congress has already remitted the duties. oF 


The amendment was agreed to. a : 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 should really like t 
know what peculiarity there is-in these two cases, 
that should cause Congress to remit the duty on 
this iron? Other companies, J believe, pay: duties 
on railroad iron. ` If there is anything peculiar in 
these two cases that would make them exceptions 
to the general rale, I should like to know-it. 

Mr. BROOKE. . In accordance with the request 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, I will state ‘the 
facts of this case. By an act passed in July, 
1832, all the railroad iron imported within: five 
years thereafter, and actually laid. down, was: to 
be admitted free of duty: < In 1836, iron was im- 
ported by the West Feliciana Railroad Company 
—a portion of it was taken: direct to New Or- 
leans, and a portion to New York. That part of 
the iron which was sent to New Orleans: was lost 
by the sinking of the steamer Choctaw, while on 
her way up the river; and in consequence of dif- 
ficulties having occurred in securing the right of 
way, that portion which was conveyed to New 
York was not laid down within the five. years 
specified by the act, although it was imported 
within that time; and the company'‘now ask. that 
the duties be refunded to them, inasmuch as they 
complied, so far as they eould, with the act ‘of 
1832. J ask for the reading of the report, which 
sets forth all the facts. : 

Mr. DAWSON. ` My friend. from Pennsylva- 
nia, who represents the iron interest, [Mr.Brop- 
HEAD,] Will find that this amendment ‘comes in 
competition with no interest which’he represents, 
It is only to perform an act 
been recognized in this body for eighteen’ years 
past. It will be recollected that, in 1832 the Gov- 
ernment of the United: States, for the purpose of . 
encouraging internal improvements.by the States, 
permitted railroad iron to be brought in free, as 
these duties had an oppressive effect upon individ- 
ual and State enterprise. The act was continued 
in force down through 1836. and 1837, and until 
1842. The facts in regard to. that matter have 
been properly stated by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi, (Mr. Broore.] vee 

As early as 1838, Georgia undertook to connect 
the Northern with the Gulf States by a railroad 
communication, and to open a way for travel to 
the Mississippi valley. We expended: more ¢ap-= 
ital, undertook more weighty contracts, and exe- 
cuted them with greater rapidity ‘than any other 
State in the Union, altogether -for the convenience 
of the country, andat an immense loss, for cur 
stock went down to forty cents on the dollar. 
But we have survived all that. It so happened 
that large shipments of railroad iron were ordered 
before the passage of the act of 1842, but they did 
not arrive until after that act went into operation, 
and duties were paid. From- time to time the 
railroad companies in Georgia, and throughout 
the South generally, have applied for a remission 


of the duties, and they have been remitted, The | 


Feliciana Railroad Company applied ten years ago 
for a remission of duties on this iron. The money 
which was paid by the company went into the 
and bills for the relief of the company 
have passed oné body or the other heretofore, but 
have failed to pass through both. All we ask 
now is, to be placed on precisely the same footing 
as other companies, and that we may havé simple 
justice done, àsking no donations, expecting no 


| liberality, that has not been extended to others. 


To,think of my friend from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 


BropH&ap,]. who expects me to aid ‘his iron- ¢ 


mongers, rising up and opposing such a measure 


as this—it is shocking! Why, the money has 


of justice, which has . 
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already; beén. paid. over to. the Government; and 
paid, too, uñder circumstances which did not. re- 
` quire. it of them more than of. other. companies 
which have been exempt. coe i 

Lam looking at my smiling friend:from Iowa, 
IMr. Donce,}. and want tọ remind-him that we, 
in Georgia, have not had-a particle of aid in the 
construction of our great railroad route. We have 

` not had extended tọ- us the same degreé of liber- 
ality which has been shown by Congress to the 
new States, nor have we asked it; all that we ask 
now ia justice., I call on the Senators from Iowa,, 

from: Tilinois, from Tennessee, and from. Mis- 
souri, and ask them whether they aye willing to. re- 
fuse us this act of justice, and to forget the benefits, 
conferred on them by opening a road from Geor- 
gia to the banks of the Tennessee? We have 
tapped the valley of the Mississippi, and, owing 
to our exertions, you may now start from Wash- 
ington, and travel by railroad tothe banks of that 
beautiful: river—the Tennessee. Having execu- 
ted this great work—having carried the road over 
mountains, having sometimes tunneled mount- 
ains, having ordered the iron, which was to have 
been laid down before the act of 1842 passed, is 
there anything unreasonable in our coming fer- 
ward and asking for the remission of the duties 
paid?. Ig there anything wrong in it? Certainly: 
not. Why should not this section pass? 

My friend from New Jersey, [Mr. Mitier,] if 
Tam not mistaken, reported in favor of this claim 
some few years ago, when it was under the con- 
trol of my late colleague Mr. Berrien; and it has’ 
been repeatedly reported on favorably, 

The facts are what I stated them to be. Under 
the law of 1832 the iron was ordered, but did not 
arrive in Georgia until after the act of 1842 had 
gone into operation, Every other company, sim- 
dlarly situated, has had its duties remitted—the 
Central Railroad Company had its duties remit- 
ted; the Munroe Railroad Company had its duties 
remitted, and all that we ask is, tobe put on a 


par with those companies; that, having aided by: 


our enterprise in opening a speedy communica- 
tion with the West, the few thousand dollars 
which we paid, in the shape of duties, may be 
refunded, as has been done in all other cases. 
The losses of the company have been great, and 
render them more urgent in demanding that meas- 
ure of justice, which, I am sure, no member of 
this body candeny, after having accorded it to all 
others. Certainly, no one can refuse that to one 
section of the country which has been done for 
another. : > 

Mr. ATCHISON. By way of reciprocating 
the extreme liberality always shown by the Sen- 
‘ator from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] to the West, 
and particularly in relation to the publie lands, I 
will make this proposition to him: If he will ac- 
cept, in lieu of the money paid by way of duties 
upon this railroad iron, lands that have been. of- 


fered for sale at $1 25 per acre, I will give it my 


consideration, 

Mr. DAWSON. I have one word to say in 
reply. It is the honor of the Government that I 
am desirous of protecting. We paid the duties 
in money, and the Government surely would not 
wish us to take the value of it in lands. 

Mr. ATCHISON. The Senator charges $2 50 
per acre for public lands when we make a bargain 
for some, particularly for railroad routes; and I 
thought I was conferring a favor on him by sug- 
gesting the possibilty of his getting lands at a rea- 
sonable rate. He estimates these public lands 
much higher than we do; indeed, much higher 
than. money, and I conceived that I was making 
a very liberal proposition. f 

Mr. COOPER. | After the very pathetic appeal 
made by my friend from Georgia, [Mr. Dawson,] 
I feel very great reluctance in opposing his amend- 
ment. However, notwithstanding his appeal, I 
shall have to put myself in the same category with 
‘that of my colleague, [Mr. Bropneap.} I am 
opposed to the amendment. offered by the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia; although, as I under- 
stand the proposition, I am not opposed to that 
of the Senator from. Mississippi, relating to the 
West Feliciana Railroad Company. I understand 
that that comes under the provisions of an act 
passed a number of years ago, by which the du- 
ties were designed to be remitted on iron imported 
ų for certain railroads. The amendment propésed 
by the Senator from Georgia does not follow the 
principle of the law to which I have just referred; 


and although-I-have no doubt that a few. thou: 


sand- dollars put into-the pocket of this great com- | 
pany would enable itto extend its operations and 
divide larger profits:to the stockholders, yet when 
IT begin to grant bounties, F shall not grant them” 
to. great corporations.: I am in- favor of protec- 
tion.to American industry. so far as protection can 


be afforded by discrimination in-levying. duties. +; 
Af } could abandon the principle at all, it would | 


not be in favor of great corporations; it would-be 
in favor of those who we are told suffer from the 
imposition of the duties... Sir, on some other oc- 
casion L may attempt to prove tothe Senate that 
the imposition of duties does not always, nor even 
generally, enhance the price, but thatit has a con- 
trary effect. It is very.easy to show, too, by ref- 
‘erence to particular articles, for instance, the article 
of nails, that a duty of four cents per pound was 
at one time imposed, and very speedily we 
brought the whole price down to three and one 
fourth cents per pound. That is but one illustra- 
tion of: the effect to which I have referred. But Ii 
believe, that whilst I am willing to grant that | 
which the principle’of the act of 1836 intended to 
grant, Lam not willing to goany further, and give | 
bounties to these great corporations. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, I would inquire of the 
Senator from Georgia whether the amendment 
which he proposes bas ever been acted upon by a 
committee of this body ? 

Mr. DAWSON. l understand that it has been 
acted upon several years ago; and’l believe the 
Senator from New Jersey {Mr. Miter] can 
verify the fact. I have been referred by the Hon. 
John P. King to papers stating all these facts, and 
alleging their existence. 

I regret very much to hear the Senator from | 
Pennsylvania express the idea that the duties on 
iron do not enter into the prices paid. If that be | 
true, then no protection is wanted upon iron. But 
my impression was that the duties were paid by 
the consumer. ‘That is my position; but we will 
not controvert.that point. [ wish, however, to 
state the facts in regard to this case a little furthér. 
In 1832, a law was passed permitting railroad iron 
to come in free of duty. That law remained in 
force for five years, and it was extended for five 
years more, namely, till 1842, when it was al- 
tered, permitting, however, all railroad iron which 
had been then ordered, or was on the way, to be 
admitted duty free. Some of this. iron was not 
laid gown for three or four years after this altera- 
tion of the law, owing to the poverty ofthe com- 
panies,and yet the duty was remitted upon it. 
‘That grew out of the character of the times. Now, 
here are Senators on this floor, from every State 
of the Union, all of which began their improve- 
ments about that time, and I ask if a single com- 
pany, in any one State, has been required to pay 
the duties, or if they have paid them under the cir- 
cumstances prescribed by the act of 1842, whether 
they have not been remitted? Yes, sir, all of | 
them. These are the only two exceptions. The 
Georgia,railroad is a private company. On the 
rails laid along part of this great line the duties | 
were remitted; but on this other part they were | 
not remitted, owing to the facts [have stated. Now, | 
gentlemen say that, having got so much, why | 
should we ask for more? But, sir, see what the | 
little State of Georgia has done with her own cap- 
ital! She has carried out this great link atan 
enormous expense; and if we are disposed to en- 
courage the States to make these internal improve- 
ments, which are useful to the whole nation, this 
is certainly one of them. Gentlemen talk about 
having a connecting link from Boston to Louisi- 
ana. What State in the whole Union has done 
more than Georgia to carry out such a link? 
What State has expended more millions for the 
public convenience than that State? Massachu- į 
setts, I understand gis the first State in the Union 
in regard to railroads; New York, I believe, is ; 
next; I believe Pennsylvania is next, and Georgia 
is the next to Pennsylvania. . 

Now, let me mention another fact. For. years į 
our stock was a perfect sacrifice. The original | 
constructors of these roads lost fifty per cent. on | 
the value of their stock. They realized no div- | 
idends for years, anā still, through their. energy | 
and perseverance, with the view of accomplishing | 
the purpose originally intended, they did carry | 
that purpose out. I believe, however, the Senate | 
has no disposition to debate the matter any further. 

A Senator. What is the amount? i 


H 


| act to 1845, I think. 


“Mr. DAWSON, - Ido not know, but the matter 


ig to be brought entirely. within. the: provisions 


which have applied: to, all the other. bills. which 
have been passed; and-the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is to say whether all the facts are as ‘alleged, - 
so as-to bring this case "within the provisions: of 
the law which has been provided for cases of this 
kinds: He is to decide, after an- examination of 
the facts, whether it comes within the principle. 
We have surrounded-that principle in every way, 
with every safeguard, for the protection of the 
Treasury. This matter does notat all’ interfere 


-with the iron interest;. and even if. the money is 
| taken out of the Treasury, that ought to be no 


reason why the iron interest should oppose it. I 
dislike to seë the iron interest get into a squabble 
about so small a matter as this. : 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris 
in the chair.) The Chair will suggest that this 
debate is not in order, as there is nothing at this 
moment before the-commnittee. It will be better, 
to allow the bill to be reported. to the Senate, as 
the amendment has been agreed to in Committee 
of the Whole. ; : 

Mr. HALE. Then let the bill be reported to 
the Senate. . ` S 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the question is taken 
on concurring in the amendment, I want to make 
an inquiry from the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. HALE. I am entitled to the floor. I 
yielded in consequence of the Chair having in- 
formed me that there was nothing before the com- 
mittee. ` 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended, and the question recurred on concurring 
in the amendment. : 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be read. 

It was accordingly read. | : 


Mr. HALE. I heard buta little of the remarks 
of the Senator from Georgia, and what I did hear 
pleased me so-much, that I regret that I did not 
hear more. But I believe that Senator is right in 
saying that Congress has uniformly released the 
duties in cases of this sort. Under these circum- 
stances, if the iron. was ordered under alaw which 
admitted it free of duty, in the expectation that it 
would be received under the operation of thatlaw, 
and there Was a failure to receive it prior to: the 
passage of a new act changing the terms on which 


| it might be received and imposing duties, Congress 
8 posing ’ & 


has remitted the duties. I am willing to go as far 
as that now; but I wish to have the assurance that 
such is the fact with reference to this bill. We 
do not know when the iron was ordered, or when 
it was received, but we are called upon to pass an 
act, provided the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
be satisfied that the rails were received at the time 
that certain other rails were received. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia shall have my vote, if he can 
show. that the iron was ordered under a law which 
would admit it free of duty, or with alow duty, 
and that from any casuality it failed to be received 
till a higher duty was fixed, as I am for imposing 
only such a duty as would have been proper when 
the iron was ordered; but that is not shown. 

Mr. MILLER. -As I reported this bill to the 
Senate, I wish to, make a few remarks. By the 
act of 1832, Congress declared that the duties on 
any vailroad iron imported and laid down within 
three years after the passage of that act should be 
remitted. Congress extended the terms of that 
In this case, all the iron was 
imported within the time. Part of it was lost in 
the Mississippi river, by the sinking of the steam- 
boat which was transporting it to New Orleans, 
and, of course, could not be laid down. ‘Thecom- 
pany could not give their affidavit that the iron 
had been laid down; hence the necessity of an dct 
to relieve them in that respect. ‘The remainder 
of the iron, as the petitioners stated, was not laid 
down within the three years, owing to difficulties 
from pressure in the money market, which they 
did not anticipate, and for other sufficient reasons. 
But it was all afterwards laid down upon their 
own road. As Congress has remitted the duties 
in numerous cases -of a similar character, and as 
this comes within the spirit of the act of 1832, I 
think it should pass. In the case of-the company 
in Georgia, I believe the iron was: ordered previ- 
ous to the passage of the act of 1842. 

Mr. DAWSON. It was in 1841. 

Mr. MILLER, But I think it did not get into 


1852. 


‘the country within the three years prescribed in 
the act. 

Mr. DAWSON. No, sir. : 

Mr. MILLER. Inthe case of the Felician 
railroad the iron was imported within the three 
years; but in the case of: the Georgia railroad: it 
Was not. ẹ But the Feliciana company did not lay 
down the iron within three years, owing to pecu- 
liar embarrassments. A bill for their relief has 
“once passed the Senate. “My friend from Penñ- 
sylvania need not be at all alarmed‘about the pas- 
sage of this bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
thing on the face of the amendment by which a 
proper case can beshown. 1-quité agree that this 


ple of the act permitting the iron to be imported free, | 
and the act of 1842. At the same time I should, 
be very much disappointed if we were toopen, by | 
any process of legislation, a new class of cases. 
if there were anything in the amendment which 
would show that this case belonged to that 


“lass of cases, so that we are all satisfied that we || 
are not opening new ground for further applica- |; 


tions from other persons not in the same condition, | 
J should be better satisfied likewise. 1 am satis- 
fied, from the explanation of the Senator from 
New Jersey, that it is within that class of cases. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 think the whole thing is 
sufficiently evident on the face of it. I will read 
the amendment again, for the information of the į 
Senator. It is as follows: 

Seo. 2. Be it further enacted, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury be, and is hereby, authorized to refund to the | 
Georgia Railroad and Banking Company the duties col- | 
fected on certain railroad iron imported by said¢ompany : 
Provided, ‘That the said company shall prave to the. satis- 
faction of the Secretary of the Treasury that the rails so 
imported were actually laid down at or about the time 
when the rails of the Red River Company, the Central 
Georgia Railroad and Banking Company, and the Munroe 
Railroad Company, were laid down, on the rails of which 
companies Congress has already remitted the duties. 

The object was to place the case within the 
laws at present existing. ` 

Mr. FELCH. Itseems tome that we ought 
to subject this amendment to the examination of į 
acommittee. The facts in the case are scarcely 
known to the Senate at all. On two former oc- 
casions a petition was presented to Congress, and 
in both instances, I believe, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and no, report. was ever 
made, I believe, from any committee; so that we 
have here, as an amendment to a bill, a claim which 

- has never received the sanction or examination of 
. any committee at all. 

Mr. DAWSON. If the Senator will pardon 
me, Í will state that this subject was acted upon 
before I was in the Senate, and that, as I under- 
stand it, the several railroad companies were 


sought to be relieved by a general bill; but that! 
arately. Ly: 


afterwards they were taken up sep ; 
know that at that time the honorable Mr. King, ; 
who, by the by, is now president of this railroad 
company, had c 
to the care of Mr. Berrien. 

Mr. FELCH: It has never before appeared | 
upon the records of the Senate. It seems to have 
been referred to a committee, but never reported 
upon. The other companies referred to in this | 
amendment presented the 
referred to committees, and reported favorably 
upon. Now I am perfectly willing to apply to 
thig case the same rales which have been applied | 
to other cases; and in order that it may be done, 
I move to recommit the bill to the committee. 


Mr. DAWSON. I am informed that a bill has |} 


once passed the other House relating to this very 
case, before. { 
Mr. FELCH. 
mitted to the Committee on Finance. ae 
Mr. BROOKE. I hope the Senator from Michi- 
an will not persist in his motion to recommit the 
bill. [ think it would be unfair that my bill, to | 
which there is no objection, should be impeded | 
by the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 
Ttrust, that rather than recommit the bill, theSenate 
will vote. down the amendment and let my bill go 
on its way rejoicing. 


Mr. FELCH. My object is not to embarrass |; 


the bill of the Senator from Mississippi; but I am 
not willing to vote for th 
ator from Georgia until it has been referred. 

Mr. DAWSON. I dislike to embarrass the 
bill of the Senator from Mississippi; but_I also 
dislike to see opposition to the claim of Georgia 


I should be glad to see some- | 


car y | concurred in. 
case falls within the spirit and meaning and princi- į; 


harge of it, and he turned it over jj 


ir claims, and they were |; 


I hope the bill may be recom- || 


r the amendment of the Sen- |: 
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alone. I put her in company with Mississippi, 
not with the view of weakening her claim, but 
| rather on the supposition that being in such good 
| company it might be strengthened. But if it is 
thought desirable to recommit the bill, 1 will with- 
; draw my amendment rather than. his bill should 
| be jeoparded. 1 will say, however, to my friend 
| from Michigan, that { do not think he need. be 
| alarmed... He might permit the bill-to pass toa 
| third reading, and if by to-morrow he should see 
i any reason to reconsider the matter he could.make 
the motion to reconsider, and the bill could be re- 
considered accordingly. 

Mr. MILLER. {hope that motion will not be 
I will suggest that the further con- 
sideration of the bill had better be postponed until 
to-morrow, and, in the mean time, the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] can so amend the 


section as to render it unobjectionable to the Sen- 


ate. I will state, that Iam not entirely satisfied 


; myself with the phraseology of the amendment. 


I will again suggest to the Senator from. Michigan 
{Mr. Fexcu] that he should withdraw his motion, 
and allow the bill to pass over until to-morrow. 
Mr. DAWSON. I have no objection to. the 
course suggested by the Senator from New Jersey, 
(Mr. MiLLER,] provided that the Senator from 
Mississippi (Mr. Brooxs] has no objection to it. 
If the bill should be postponed until to-morrow, I 
will ask the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferca} 
to look over it in the mean time, and: change the 


The motion was agreed to. 
THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


| A message was received from the House of Rep- 
| yesentatives, by the hands of Mr. P. B. Hayes, | 
| Chief Clerk, announcing that the House had con- | 


sidered the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1852, and that the House had rejected several 
of the Senate amendments, had concurred in some 
with amendments, and had concurred in others. 
Mr. HUNTER. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to be allowed to make a motion. I 


i| move to refer the bill which has just come from 


the House of Representatives to the Committee 
on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. GEYER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and after some tinte spent therein, the doors were 
reopened; and 

The Senate adjourned. 


& 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, July 14, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. « 


order the consideration of House bill No. -289, 
| & granting the right of way and a portion of the 
‘ public lands to the States of Indiana and [linois, 
| cto aid in the construction of a railroad from. 
| * Springfield, {kinois, to Terre Haute, in Indiana.” 
| Mr. OLDS. At the request of the chairman of 
| the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads of 
| the Senate, I ask leave to withdraw from the files 
| of the House certain papers, for the purpose of 
| sending them to the Senate. _ 

| There being no objection, 1t was so ordered. 


i LOCKPORT AND BUFFALO RAILROAD. 
! Mr. HAVEN. I ask the unanimous consent 
| of the House to introduce the joint resolution 
| which I send tothe Chair. | ; 
The resolution was read for information, as fol- 

lows: 
| Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 

the United States of Americain Congress assembled, T'hat 
: the right of way through the public lands. of the United 
| States lying in Black Rock, in the county of Brie, and State 
| of New York, be, and the same is hereby, granted to the 
i 


| Lockport and Buffalo Railroad Company: v 
in the opinion of the President of the United States, such 
grant be not injurious to the publie interest, and that the 
joeation shall be approved by the President, as to the posi: 
| tion and width of the said railroad: And provided further, 
| That if the said railroad shali not be completed within two 
i years, or if at any time after its completion, the said rail- 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
The SPEAKER stated as the first business in | 


Provided, That | 


road be discontinued or 
and determine. >>= < 


Mr. SKELTON objected to its introduction. < 
Mr. HAVEN.: I hope: no objection: will be 
made to this resolution, as it concerns mainly my 
| own district, and as it is of consequence ‘to. the 
applicants that the grant shall be made at. once; if 
at all. [tis usual to pass resolutions of this kind. 
This House has dene it im one or two instances 
this session. -I remember one instarice—the. case `- 
of the plank road in. North Carolina, the Fayette- 
l| ville.road, and.I think there have been others.. In 
this case. there is only eighteen. acres of dand, on 
which a defensive work ‘called Fort ‘Porter is, sit- 
uated. Thefortis some thirty feet or more above 
the level of the Erie Canal. Thi¢land drops down - 
a steep bank, and there is a small plat running” 
along by the canal, on which the company pro- 
pose to run the railroad track. It cannot go over 
the hills; or getinto the city in any other way. . I 
hope the objection will be withdrawn. 
he SPEAKER. Is the objection withdrawn? 
Mr. SKELTON. No, sir. I object to it. 
Mr. PRICE, I ask leave to offer the resolution 
| which I send-to the Clerk’s desk. - mae : 
Mr. MACE. I[object. 0°): ee 
Mr. PRICE. Thope the gentleman will let: it 
be read for information. Iam sure there can be, 
no objection to it. : 
Mr. MACE. I 
order of business. ager 
SPRINGFIQQD AND TERRE HAUTE RAILROAD, 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of business 
is the consideration of the Springfield’ and Terre 
Haute railroad bill. 4 PE PAEA 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, when. 
this bill was reported back from the Committee 
on Public Lands a few days since, with a recom- 
mendation that it be passed, the House extended 
to me its courtesy by postponing the further ean 
sideration of it until to-day. J stated on that oc~ 
i casion that [had confidence in my ability to adduce 
such facts, and to impart such information as 
would satisfy the House that if there be merit in 
a single bill among the series introduced during 
the present session, embracing the alternate-section 
principle, there is merit in the one now under con- 
sideration. Itis for this purpose, sir, that I ask 
the indulgence ofthe House for.a few. moments,. 
I trust’ that I may ask this favor without being 
considered obtrusive, for I am confident that no 
one has occupied less of its time than myself. 1 
intend to be brief, for I am well aware of theifact 
that much time has been consumed.in the discus-- 
sion of the principles involved in this bill.’ Tam 
aware that not only the subject, but the patience” 
of the [Louse is well-nigh exhausted, and I am 
also aware that other great measures of public pol- 
icy are pressing themselves upon the attention of 
gentlemen; nevertheless these are important meas- 
ures—importabt to the Government, important to 
the country, and consequently entitled to a fair, 
deliberate, and candid hearing. € 
This is a bill granting the right of way, and a 
small portion of the public lands to aid in the con~ 
struction of a railroad from Terre Haute, inthe 
i| State of Indiana, to Springfield, in the State of Il- 
| linois, and similar, in all its provisions, to the bill 
passed during the present session, granting the 
right of way and a`portion of the public lands to 
aid in the construction of a railroad from Hanni- 
bal to St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri. H is 
contended by honorable gentlemen on. this floor, 
i that Congress has no constitutional power thus to 
| dispose‘of the public domain. ‘The friends of this 
i measure, however, contend that Congress has this 
| power; and, in support of their opinion, refer to 
i the following clause in the Constitution: 
t 
i 
1 
1 
} 


abandoned, the grant shall cease 


object, and call for the regular 


« Congress shall have power to dispose of, and make gil 
needful rules and regulations respecting, the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States.?? 


| Sir, Lam not a lawyer, and do not claim for 
| myself any peculiar qualification to decide upon 


or to construe more correctly than another the 
constitutional law; but, looking at this provision 
of the Constitution as a plain, practical question, 
| I cannot resist the conviction that the power jin 
| Congress is full and ample to dispose of the pab- 
‘lie Jands in the manner and for the. purposes, 
sought by this bill. If, however, I distrusted my 
| own judgment, I have the satisfaction. to know 
|| thatevery Administration of the Government, from 
| that of Washington down to the present time, have 


Í 
| 
| 
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recognized this power in Congress, and have given 
-it their sanction and approval. ‘Thenumerous in- 
stances in which similar grants have been made 
by Congress, and approved by the Executive, 
: coming down to us through our country’s politi- 


cal history, have been- so “often referred to in-dée-_ 


bate: during ‘the present‘session, I regard it-as a 
work of supererogation were Eto call the atten- 
tion of the House to:them again. Tt is sufficient 

: forme to say that I am not embarrassed by a sin- 
gle'doubt as to the constitutional power of Con- 

“gress to make thése grants. It is, to my mind, 

“tlearly a question of policy, of expediency, ‘and 
as such I intend to treat it. Tale Paes 
' By casting your eye over the map ‘of the coun- 


try, you will see that the cities’ of Philadelphia, 


Columbus: in ‘Ohio, Indianapolis and Terre- 


Hautein Indiana, and Hannibal and St. Joseph: 
in Missouri, are nearly on the same parallel of 
latitude; a line of railroad on this route would 
open a direét communication between the Atlantic 
cities and the heart of the fertile region of the 
upper Mississippi. © Within the next eighteen 
months that part of this line of road will be com- 
pleted from Philadelphia to Indianapolis; between 
ndianapolis and Terre Haute the road isin oper- 
ation; between Springfield and Quincy a great 
portion of the road is finished, and the balance 
rapidly progressing towards completion. The 
grant of lands to the State. of Missouri made 
during the present session, and to which I’ have be- 
fore referred,.with the private capiigh of that rich 
and enterprising State, will at once*tnable her to 
construct the road from Hannibal to St. Joseph, 
thereby making this great chain complete, except 
that part between Terre Haute and Springfield, 
a distance of one hundred and twenty-six miles. 
The object of the bill under consideration is. to 
supply this link. 

From a statement prepared at the General Land 
Office, and now in my possession, it is estimated 
that about sixty-one thousand acres of land will 

“be granted by the passage of this bill, a portion 
of which have been in market and subject to pri- 
vate entry since 1816, and the residue ‘since 1823, 
“They are refuse lands, situated in the middle of a 

“vast prairie, and utterly worthless to the Govern- 
ment; but, sir, pass this bill, aid the private en- 
terprise of the country to add this last link to 
this great national thoroughfare which must in a 
few years be continued westward to the Pacific 
ocean, and they will at once become valuable, and 
find a ready market at the minimum price of 
$2 50 per acre, as fixed by this bill. They will 
be settled and brought into cultivation by an en- 
ergetic and enterprising people, who, by their 
labor and industry, will add something ‘to the 
wealth and prosperity of the country. They will 


no longer remain a barren waste, valueless to the | 


Government, and an obstacle and barrier to the 
settlement and improvement of the West. 
. But it is contended that the value of the alter- 
nate sections reserved to the Government by the 
rovisions.of this bill will not be increased in value. 
Ly experience, sir, compels me to a conclusion 
directly opposite. In my State about four hun- 
dred miles of railroad have already been con- 
structed. The value of real estate immediately 
contiguous to these roads, without a single excep- 
tion, has been augmented from one to three hun- 
dred ‘per cent.,and I think I might safely challenge 
gentlemen to point to mea single instance where 
the like result has not been produced by like causes, 
‘Let’ me ask them, would not this principle apply 
with peculiar force to the case under consideration ? 
These lands are as rich and fertile as any upon 
which the sun shines; but situated as they are— 
forming a part of an extensive plain, remote from 
timber, stone, and, other materials for inclosing, 
building, and other purposes—it is unreasonable 
to suppose that they will be purchased from the 
Government while millions of acres of lands 
equally rich and fertile, possessing all these ad- 
vantages, can be bought at the same price. Rut 
assure to the purchaser of these lands a facility 
of access and speedy communication with the 
markets, and I can assure you, sir, that no lands 
in the Western world will be sought after with 
greater avidity. . These, sir, are some of the ben- 
-efictal effects to be produced by the ‘passage of this 
bil. Idonot exaggerate or overestimate them. I 
speak from a full knowledge of the facts, acquired 
by-a life spent in the West; and he who doubts 
thë truth of my conclusions knows bat little of 


x 


-western people, and’ the’ effect of such improve- 


-ments upon the value‘of westerh lands. 
ET have intimated that this road is,-in its éharac-, 
“ter, national. - I “repeat it, sir. “Completed from 


Philadelphia to St. Joseph, it will be the longest 
direct line of ‘railroad ón the globe—fourteen hun- 
‘dred miles in-length. Passing through the eenter, 


| or nearly so, of thé States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, 


‘Indiana, Illinois, and Missouti, a country une- 
qualed upon the face of the earth in its agricultural 
and manufacturing resources, and all the elements 
of-wealth and: greatnéss—about mid-way between 
the lakes. ofthe: North and the Ohio river—con- 
nected by railroads with Boston, New York, Balti- 


‘more; and other Atlantic cities—it will unite with 


the road from Louisville to Nashville and Savan- 
nah; to Charleston on the South, and by innumer- 


Fable roads with the lakes of the North. By the 


completion of this road a communication and trade 
hitherto unknown will be opened between these 
distant regions, binding them together still more 
closely by the ties of interest, and promoting the 
common welfare of all. Nature, sir, has marked 
this as the great overland line of travel from the 


| East to the West. Let me ask gentlemen, if this 


be not sufficient to stamp it as a work somewhat 
national in its character ? 
The bill is objected to because the lands sou 


ght 
to be approp 


riated lie within the State of Illinois, 
that State having heretofore been liberally pro- 
vided for. True, sir, these lands are all» within 
the borders of Illinois; theres notan acre of them 
within the’State of Indiana. She received, a few 
years since, one‘ million six hundred and nine 
thousand acres of land, to aid her in extending the 
Wabash and Erie‘canal to the Ohio river. fam 
proud on this occasion, as one of her Representa- 
tives, to express the gratitude she still feels for 
that munificent grant, every acre of which has been 
faithfully applied to its legitimate purposes. And 
more, sir; that canal will be completed during the 
present year, ‘and-the waters of the lakes will min- 
gle with those of the Ohio. But, sir, is this objec- 
tion well taken? The advantages of this grant 
will not inure to the exclusive benefit of Mlnois. 
She does not come here pressing this bill. Mis- 
souri, Indiana, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and other 
States, have quite as deep an interest in the success 
of the measure as Illinois, 

Now, if the measure be right and just, if the 
general interest of the country is to be advanced, 
will gentlemen give it their opposition on the 
ground alone that the interest of Illinois too is to 
be promoted by its success? Again, sir, the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers are national in their char- 
acter. Will gentlemen oppose ¢ppropriations of the 
public money for the improvement of these rivers, 
because thereby the interest of the States contig- 
uous to them may be advanced in a greater ratio 
than the more remote States of the Union? I trast 
not. If, by the passage of this bill, sir, a link 
shall be added to a chain of great national com- 
munication, if its-own merits commend it to the 
favoralale consideration of the House, I would en- 
treat gentlemen to support it as a mieasure for the 
good of the common country. 

Mr, Speaker, 1 have listened with pain to the 
sectional 
debate, attempted to give these railroad proposi- 
tions. J have heard with regret the terms ** West- 
ern interests,” ‘* Western rapacity,” t Western 
land piracy,” applied to them. 
to pass them by in silence; I would be unworthy 
of a seat in this Hail if I did so. These remarks 
are gratuitous and out of place; they come with 
an ill grace from gentlemen whose States have 
shared so largely in the bounty ef the Government, 
for constructiug harbors, light-houses, break- 
waters, and other important national improve- 
ments, out of moneys, too, paid into the common 
‘Treasury by the western and southwestern States 
as a tribute for the privilege of settling, subduing, 
and bringing under cultivation the western wilds. 


In all these appropriations, the West has been- 


governed by a generous and liberal policy. No 
charge thatthe public interest had been retarded 
by the advancement of sectional interests has ever 
been heard from her Representatives on this floor, 
to my knowledge, nor will it ever be unless it be 
in self-defense. eae 7 

Now, sir, let mé tell gentlemen, that if this sys- 
tem of debate is to be persisted in, if. western 
improvements and western measures are to be 
opposed upon sectional grounds, the West will take 


j 


turn gentlemen have;in the course of |! 


I cannot consent | 


care of herself. It is said that ** power is always 
stealing from the many to the few.” ‘This remark 
‘is peculiarly applicable to the ‘present.case, for the 
time is not far distant when the voice of the West 
will be more potent in these Halls than it is now. 

“Sir, I deplore sectional issues of every kind; we 
area common brotherhood, seeking thésame high 
destiny. No great measure of public policy can 
|, be adopted by this Government affecting the ‘ine 
terests of one. section; either for weal or for wo, 
without at the Same time, to some ‘extent, affect- 
ling the interests of the rest. - Were T, sir, to seek 
a motto giving full expression to the sentiments.of 
my. own heart, it would be: * The North, the 
South, the East, the West, and the Center, one 
‘and inseparable, now and forever.” 

“T have doubtless manifested some feeling and 
anxiety for the passage of this bill, but am un- 
conscious of being governed -by local or selfish 
considerations, — Eee 
' I desire, in conclusion, sir; to address a few 
words to those gentlemen who supported the Han- 
nibal and St: Joseph railroad bill. That were 
will be almost valueless without the connection 
which will be provided for by the passage of this 
bill. It cannot exist without it. Tt is the East- 
ern trade and the Eastern travel whith is to sus- 
tain it. Such were. the views taken by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Hatz,] in 
his able speech délivered in this. House during the 
present session. Such, sir, are my views, and 
such must inevitably be the conclusion of every 
gentleman who will calmly and dispassionately 
Investigate the subject. . 

Gentlemen seem at a loss to understand why it 
is that the new States have, withiii so short a pe- 
riod, ftom a mere handful of hardy pioneers, scat- 
tered over a vast, unbroken, and primitive wilder- 
ness, become „populous; wealthy, and. powerful; 
and in seekindWora solution of the problem, have, 
no doubt honestly, arrived at the conclusion that 
this wonderful spectacle is the result of favors be- 
stowed upon them by the Government. . The con- 
clusion is erroneous. Were it possible for these 
genlemen. to go with me to the West, I would 
give them a practical answer. Sir, I would point 
them to the praitie and the forest; to thè rich‘and 
fertile soil; to the exhaustless. mineral resources; 
to the boundless fields of gram; tò: thé beautiful 
rivers; to the milions of intelligent, enterprising, 
and industrious pëople, who have inherited the in- 
domitable energy and patient endurance of their 
fathers of New England, the chivalrous daring of 
their ancestry in the sunny South, with the Fon- 
esty and integrity of both.” With such a heritage, 
sir, the result need not be speculative; it could not 
be other than it has been. 

I trust the bill will pass. If-it be in order, I 
move the previous question. 

Mr. DEAN. I wish to makean inquiry of the 
gentleman [Mr. Davis] before he takes his seat; 
and that is, whether this road is -not provided for 
in the general land bill proposed by Mr, Bennerr? 

Mr. DAVIS. It is not. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 

uestion is called for, 
the table. i 

Mr. AVERETT. 
of the House, 
yeas and nays.: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion for 
a call, and it was disagreed to—yeas 54, nays 114. 

The question then recurred on the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. MILLSON. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move the 
reference of the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That m 
the pending question being to 
table. , ` 

The question was taken on the motion to lay 
the bill upon the table, and it was disagreed to— 
yeas 78, nays 101; as follows: 

YEAS—-Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Averett, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bragg, Buell, 
Burt, Caskie, Chapman, Churchwell, Culiom, Curtis, Dan- 
iel, George T. Davis, Dawson, Dockery, Edmundson, Faulk- 
ner, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Faller, Gamble, Gaylord, 
Giddings, Grow, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas. Y. 
How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
| Jones, J. Glancy Jones, “Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, 


4 


As the previous 
I move to Jay the bill upon 


I move that there be a call 
and on that motion demand the 


otion is.notin order; 
lay the bill upon the 
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Mann, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, McMullin, McNair, Mc- 
Queen, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Murray, Newton, An- 
drew Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Powell, Reed, Robbins, 
Robie, Ross, Savage, Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stonc, Venable,-Walliace, Washburn, 
Wildrick, and Woodward—78. F 

NAY 3—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Bell, Bowne, 
Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. 
Brown, Burrows, Busby, B. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Ca- 
ble, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, 
Chandler, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, John G. Davis, Dean, 
Dimmick, Doty, Duncan, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Fitch, 
Florence, Freeiaan, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, 
Green, Grey, Harper, Hart, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, 
Henn, Houston, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Jackson, An- 
drew Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, R. W. John- 
son, Kuhns, Landry, Lockbart, Mace, Edward C. Marshall, 
Humphrey Marshall, MeUanahan, Miler, Miner, Molony, 


Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel | 


W. Parker, Penn, Phelps, Porter, Price, Rantoul, Richard- 
son, Riddle, Robinson, Russell, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Scudder, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Skelton, 
Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, 
Stuart, Taylor, Thurston, Townshend, Walsh, Ward, 
Watkins, Welch, Alexander White, Wilcox, and Yates— 
101. 

Previous to the announcement of the preceding 
vote, f 3 

Mr. MURPILY stated that 
with Mr. Harr, who is absent from the city. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. As the morning 
hour has expired, if it be in order, I withdraw my 
call for the previous question upon the passage of 
the bill under consideration, and to move to re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and upon which motion I call for the pre- 


vious question. 

APPORTIONMENT UNDER THE SEVENTH 
CENSUS OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 


the United States. 
printed at once. 


There was no objection, and permission to re- | 


port was accorded. 
Mr. McLANAHAN. Iam instructed by a ma- 
jority of the Judiciary Committee to report back 
to ‘An act providing for the taking of the seventh 
and subsequent censuses of the United States, 
and to fix the number of the members of the 
House of Representatives, and providing for their 
future apportionment among the several States,’ 
approved 23d May, 1850.” ae 
Accompanying that bill, sir, as a minority 


will here take occasion to state that, under the 


circumstances, I have no great*objection to the | 
passage of the Senate bill, because already many | 
States have districted for representation. | 
The act of 1850 on this subject has been so far ex- | 
ecuted in most of the States of this Union, that it 

would be impolitic and unwise now to repeal it. T| 


of the 


desire, however, to enter my protest against it, 


and in my report I take the ground that the act of. 


1850 was in itself unconstitutional, and opposed 
to the uniform practice of this Government. A 


departure from the well-settled construction of the į 
Constitution on this subject has occasioned all the | 


and embarrassment in 


delay, all the dificulty i 
It is only by re 


which we are now involved. 


taming to the ways in which our fathers walked | 


that we can proceed with safety. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
order. 
Mr. McLANAHAN. I 


intend to make. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not want to consume 
time which ought to be appropriated to other busi- 
ness, and therefore cali the gentleman to order. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I move to refer the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that the bill, and reports accompanying 
it, be printed. 


112 


he had paired off | 


i I ask the unanimous | 
consent of the House to submit a report from the | 
Committee on the Judiciary, with regard to fixing | 
the number of Representatives, and to provide for | 
their apportionment under the Seventh Census of : 

It is a bill which ought to be | 


Senate bill No. 281, entitled “ An actsupplementary | 


of | 
the Judiciary Committee, I submit a report, and Tj 


I call the gentleman toi 


have but further to 

state, thatthe honorable gentleman from Kentucky | 
[Mr. Marsuatz] also submits a minority report, 
which will be printed, under the motion that I now | 


Mr. MEADE. Will a motion to 
upon its passage take precedence? 
“The SPEAKER. Ht will not. 2g) Pt ee 

Mr. MEADE. I submit the motion that the 
bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
motion. 


put the bill 


mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed. 


DEFICIENCY BILL—-COLLINS STEAMERS. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs l 
upon the motion to lay upon the table the motion | 


made by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 


Wuiure,]| to reconsider the vote by which the | 
i| clause in the deficiency bill, for the increase: of | 
appropriation to the Collins line of steamers, was || 


adopted. . 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay upon the table, and it was agreed to—yeas 92, 
nays 86; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Thomas H. Bayly, Bell, Bibig- 
haus, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Briggs, Brooks, George H. 


Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis | 


D. Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Clingman, Con- 
ger, Cullom, Curtis, George T. Davis, Dean, Doty, Duncan, 
Evans, Florence, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, 


Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Harper, Hart, Haws, Ha- | 


ven, Henn, Horsford, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas 
Y. How, Ingersoll, J. Glancy Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, 


Lockhart, Mann, Edward È. Marshall, Martin, McCorkle, | 


Meade, Miller, Miner, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, More- 


head, Morris, Murray, Penn, Perkins, Porter, Price, Ran- | 
toul, Reed, Riddle, Robie; Robinson, Russcll, Sackett, | 
Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Scudder, David L. Seymour, |; 
Snow, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, | 
Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, St@Partin, Strother, Stuart, |; N t 
| when his name was called, under the construction 
P hair ¢ 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Alen, Allison, i; the Chair gives the rule, he would not have been 
Averett, Babcock, David J. Bailey, Beale, Bocock, Bragg, | 
Brenton, Buell, Burt, Busby, Joseph Cable, Thompson i 
Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Cobb, Daniel, | 


erton, Edmundson, Faulk- |: sentleman has no right to vote, his vote should be 


| stricken from the list. 


Sutherland, Taylor, Thurston, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, 
Washburn, Welch, and Yates—92. 


Dawson, Disnéy, Durkee, Edg: 
ner, Floyd, Freeman, Gentry, Gorman, Green, Grow, Ham- 
ilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, 


Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Houston, John W. Howe, Ives, |; _ r d x : 3 
) k | tion is very unimportant, as it does not affect the 
ert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Pres- |i Rees ae 


Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, Rob- 


ton King, Letcher, Mason, McLanahan, MeMullin, 
McNair, McQueen, Milson, Molony, Murphy, Nabers, 
Olds, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penni- 
man Phelps, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Savage, 


Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Benjamin | 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Townshend, Ven- || 


able, Wallace, Watkins, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wil- 
drick, and Woodward—86. 


So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the |) 


table. 


vote, the following proceedings occurred: 

Mr. ORR. I will state to the House that J have 
paired off with Mr. Poux on this question. 

Mr. SMART. 


tion, provided my vote shall affect the result. I 


have reason to believe that it will, and therefore H 
He is in favor of, and I am opposed | 
to the appropriation for the Collins line of steam- |; 


cannot vote. 


I was on the sofa back of the railing. 
that was within the bar of the House, and there- 


fore when the-interrogatory was propounded to |, 
me by the Chair, whether or no I was within the | 
l! bar, Í responded that I was within the bar, sup- | 
posing that was the construction and meaning of | 


the rule. 


|| tleman shall be retained on the record? 


I have agreed to pair off with f 


zoll Mr. A ON n thi s- | ` À 
my Masato Bopanna att Ell reconsider, made by me in January last. 


New Ssnums....No: 112. : 


ight 
According to the 


[Cries of “t Order !”? * Order!) ayes 
The SPEAKER.” The gentleman. has ar 
; to rise to a question of order. 


; || member present to vote; yet the Chair has no 
I object to the | 

ibe forthe House to adopt such action as it might 
| The question was then taken, and the bill and | ge ga ES 
accompanying .reports_were referred to the Com- | 


i 
f rules of the House it is made the duty of every 
i 


power to compel members: to: vote; cand it would 


think proper upon the subject. i 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. FavLKNER] 


$ 
| 
| calis the attention of the Chair and the- House: to 
it 


the fact that he was outside of the bar when his 
| name was called, and as the Chair understands, 


The Chair is called upon to 


! decide according to the statement of the gentle- 
i man from Virginia, [Mr. Fautkner,] that he has 
| not the right to vote. ` i : 
|| Mr. RICHARDSON. 


It is very usual fer 
members to vote standing outside of the bar. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not vote 
when his name was called, but came in afterwards, 
and in reply to the interrogatory of the Chair, 
stated he was within the bar and voted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave voted very often. 
myself outside, but leaning over the bar, | + 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman is misin- 

formed with regard to the facts. The gentleman 
did not vote outside of the bar, but as the Chair 
understands, he voted after he came in, answering 
the intertogatorý of the Chair that he was within 
the bar. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Supposing he had voted 


entitled to vote. It is an everyday practice for 


: members to vote standing on the outside of the 


bar, and the votes thus given are recorded. Ifthe 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. “This ques- 


result of the vote. _ ae. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: . am-in hopes 
the rule of the House will be enforced, so that gen- 
tlemen, until the result is announced, will keep 
away from the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated, the 
rule of the House. It will be for the House to. 
determine whether or not the name of the gentle- 
man from Virginia be stricken from the list. The 


Previous to the announcement of the preceding || Chair will further state, that it will not change the 


:i result of the vote one way or the other. 


Is it the 
pleasure of the House that the name of the gen- 
{Cries of “ Certainly 1”? «© Certainly P]: 

Mr. STUART. I move to take up a motion to 


-© © PRINTING. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the gentleman from 
Michigan to yield me the floor until I can make 
the report from the Committee on Printing, which 
I have been so anxious to submit for several weeks 


| past. 


Mr. STUART. As the gentleman from Indi- 


i ana, as I understand, does not propose to take 
_action upon that question-at-this time, but merely 


to submit the report, and to postpone its consid- 
eration, I yield the floor for that purpose. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not propose action now. 
Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing to 
report to the House, “ A bill to provide for exe- 
cuting the public printing, and establishing the 
prices thereof, and for other purposes,” 

Mr. G. Desirous of having the House advised 
of the details of the bill, as it comes up for consid- . 


| eration to-morrow morning, I move that it be 


rinted. 

Mr. CARTTER. Can it be printed to-day #- 

Mr. GORMAN. I will say, in response to the 
gentleman, that I will see it shall be immediately 
printed, and laid upon the desk of each member 


to-morrow morning. 
a 


d 
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Mr. SFANLY. Iriseto a question of order. 
suppose, sir, that this committee reports under. 
‘the 20th: joint rule. - I wish to call the attention of | 
the Chair to that rule, and desire to state, that I 
consider the committee have no authority to make | 
a report of this kind. It is not within their prov- 
ince.or their duty. They haveno moreauthority 
to. report this tham: to report any other matter 
pending before the House. : 

Mr: GORMAN. Hf the gentleman will. allow 
me, I will relieve him from that difficulty. There 
have. been referred to that committee various 


reau, others for the adoption of other plans, and a 
bill of the Senate introduced into. that body by 
Senator Cremens, of Alabama. They ‘have all 
been considered. by the committee, and the bill 
which I have reported is the result of their delib- 
„erations. 

Mr. STANLY. The reference of these memo- 
rials does not confer authority upon the com- 
mittee. We may refer to them memorials to 
alter the tariff laws, to establish a branch Mint, 
.to raise an army, and to make appropriations 
for roads and canals, but the reference does not 
give that committee jurisdiction over them. If 
the rules are to be violated in this way, there will | 
be no end of their violation at all. ` Í want the 
decision of the Chair upon that subject as a pre- 
cedent for our action hereafter. That committee | 
have no power to handle this subject further than 
this rule is authority. The 20th rule reads as 
follows: 


€20, A committee, consisting of three members of the 
Senate and three members of the House of Representatives, 
shall be chosen by their respective Houses, which shall con- 
stitute a Committee on Printing, which shalt have power 
to adopt such measures as may be deemed necessary to 
remedy any neglect or delay on the part of the contractor to 
execute the work ordered by Congress, and to make a pro 
rata reduction in the compensation allowed, or to refuse the 
work altogether, should it be inferior to the standard; and 
in all cases the contractor and his securities shall be respon- | 
sible for any increased expenditure consequent upon the 
non-performance of the contract. The committee shall 
audit and pass upon all accounts for printing; but no bill 
shall be acted upon for work that is not actually executed 
and delived, and which they may require to be properly 
authenticated. ” 


Mr, STANLY. I maintain that under the 
rule this committee have no jurisdiction over that 
subject. They have to audit merely the accounts 
oft e public printer, and to take such measures con- 
nected with the present public printing, account for 
the delay in its execution, and say what shall be 
deducted. They have no authority to report a 
bill to change the entire law of the land in regard 
to the public printing. 

The SPEAKER. During the last Congress, 
the Committee on Public Printing reported what 
was regarded by many gentlemen as a private 
claim. The question was then made, as it is now 
made by the gentleman from North Carolina, 

Mr. Stanzy,] that it was not competent for the 

ommittee on Printing to make such a report. It || 
was decided, however, that as that subject had jj 
been referred by the House to the committee, it | 
was clearly in order. The Chair understands ! 
from the statement of the chairman of the com- f 
mittee, that the matters embracing the provisions 
of this bill had been referred to that committee. 
Unless the Chair has been misled in regard to the 
facts, it seems to me there can be no doubt as to 
the right of the committee to report the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. The precise point desired to be | 
made is, not that the committee have not the right | 
to report upon the subject when it is referred to 
them, but that they cannot report now in ad- 
vance of the time when they shall be called upon 
for reports. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is very clear that | 
the Committee on Printing may report at any į 
time. 

Mr. HAVEN. The question is not whether 
they may not report at any time upon the ordi- 
nary business. conferred upon them by law, but 
whether they can report upon general matters 
not pertaining to their duties under the existing 
law which may have been referred to them from 
time to time? Thatis the question, I understand. 

The SPEAKER. The 2lst rule reads thus: 

“ Tt shall be the duty of the Committee on Printing to re- | 
port at any time.” 

There is in this no qualification. The decision 
of the Chair is, that it is in order for that commit- 
tee to report upon any matter referred to it, or 
that they have a right to report upon under the 


à 


a 
. 


rule, at any time; and he cannot.recognize the dis- 
tinction drawn by the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Haven.) a ; 

> Mr. HAVEN: . The point supposed to be 


made was this: that the rule was made in refer-. 


ence to the existing law, which declares that the 


committee have charge of this business, and of 


seeing that the contractis executed, and that they 
might report at. any time upon these points. Now, 
subsequent to alf this, new duties are charged 
upon it, by reference of matter to them 

The SPEAKER. In that immediate. connec- 
tion: the gentleman. will allow the Chair to say, 
that the reasons which the gentleman gives may 
be very good why the matter referred to that 
committee should not go there; but they do not, 
in the opinion of the Chair, furnish a ground for 
him to decide against its being in order, that 
matter having been referred to that committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. It will be 
recoilected-——— 


Mr. HOUSTON. What is the proposition |; 


now before the House for discussion? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Sranty] raises a question of order, 
and several gentlemen have been indulged in ex- 
planations. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ff there is any matter to be 
settled, 1 am perfectly willing for it to proceed. I 
am exceedingly anxious, however, to take up and 
consider the appropriation bills. But this report 
has got in by reason of my having lost the floor 
by a privileged question. s 

Mr. MARSHALL. 

I stated before. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 


It will be recollected, as 


bama calls to order, and debate is not in order, || 


unless an appeal is taken. 

Mr: MARSHALL. I do not propose to dis- 
cuss a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair overrules the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Stan.y.] . 

Mr. STANLY. I appeal from that decision, 
and ask the yeas anf nays upon it. If I under- 
stand the Chair, a memorial being referred to this 
committee gives it power to report a bill at any 
time. Atthat rate they can report a bill for rivers 
and harbors—to alter the tariff, or anything else, 
at any time. 

The SPEAKER, The decision of the Chair is 
this: The House has referred to the Committee 
on Printing matter precisely such as is embraced 
in the bill. There is a rule authorizing that com- 
mittee to report at any time. The Chair, there- 
fore, decides that the bill, or report of the commit- 
tee, is in order. From this decision the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. Sraniy] takes an ap- 

eal. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I do not 
know whether, under the rules, this subject is 
debatable at all. ; 

The SPEAKER. It is debatable, in the opin- 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
make a single suggestion. 

Mr. STUART. I gave the floor to the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman,] to make a re- 
port, upon the ground that it would not occupy 
any time. If this thing is to be discussed, I 
shall feel myself compelled to assume the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan, [Mr. Sruarr,] and the whole House, by 
common consent, permitted the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Gorman] to make this report. It is 
before the House, and it is for the House to de- 
termine what they will do with it. 

Mr. STUART. But I yielded the floor condi- 
tionally for that purpose. ° 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I under- 
stand that the question of order which the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Sranty] made, 
stopped the making of this report, because his 
question of order meets the report at the thresh- 
old, as to whether such a report can be made. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair decides that the 
question of order was made in time to arrest the 
report, “te 

Mr. STUART. I ask if fam notentitled to the 
floor? [Laughter.] I certainly was recognized 
by the Chair, and ‘yielded the floor temporarily to 
the gentleman from Indiana. I said to the Chair 
and to the House, that inasmuch as the gentleman 
from Indiana enly wished to introduce his report, 


Being in order, I will 


temporarily for that purpose. 
— The SPEAKER. - The gentleman from Mich- 
igan so stated when he made the report, but.a 
question of order has been raised upon the report 
itself, and. the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.. 
MARSHALL] is entitled to the floor, The Chair 
does not think it can be taken from him, : 

Mr. STUART. . The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is not speaking to the question of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I propose to speak to the 
merits of the bill. ad 

Mr. STUART. - I understood the gentleman to 
bring up new matter entirely. 

, Mr. MARSHALL. I intended to make a mo- 
tion as soon as I arose, for the reference of this 
report, in case the Chair had decided the question 
of order, and no appeal had been taken; but when 
the-Chair announced that the appeal was debata- 
ble, E proposed to make a suggestion upon that 

oint. 

The SPEAKER. Fris in order. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. The House willrecollect, 
that when the difficulties occurred about the con- 
tract with the present public printer, the Com- 
mittee on Printing assumed the position that this 
‘House had no right to instruct that committee, 
and that by the existing law, and by the constitu- 
tion of the committee, they were beyond the power 
of the House. -If the Committee on Printing bring 
in a bill, and it should be the pleasure of this 
House to recommit it to the Committee on Print- 
ing with instructions, what is to prevent them at 
once from assuming again that this House cannot 
instruct them to report a bill, and that they would 
not do it unless they please?: And the very fact 
that they have it in their competency, such a 
| position is evidence of the fact: that they have no 
right to originate legislation; and the House will- be 
| placing itself in the absurd position of permitting a 
committee, on memorials referred to it, to intro- 
duce general matters of legislation. When this 
House acts ipon that matter of legislation, and 
sends it back to that committee, with instructions 
to prepare it in a definite mode, that committee 
can return back to the Elouse for reply, that they” 
| are out of the power of the House, and that they 
will not obey it. Gentlemen cannot: escape from 
that conelusion, and this bill ought not to be 
entertained. It will be récollected, upon that’ 
occasion, that while this Committee on Printing 
had the particular matter of the contract under 
their supervision, in order to reach the matter of 
legislation, this House constituted a special com- 
mittee, for the purpose of revising the laws and 
reporting a bill. Now, this bill is matter uf gen- 
eral legislation, as I understand it, upon which a 
special committee of this House is now acting. F 
suppose that the House will refer the bill, at the 
roper time, to the special committee raised by the 

ouse, which has charge of the general subject- 
matter embraced in the bill. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I desire to ask 
at what time this committee was raised ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. It was raised immediately 
i upon the last report of the Committee on Public 
Printing, while that matter was pending. : 

Mr. STANTON, It has been nearly ‘two 
months ago. —” d 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ido not know how many 
months ago. 

Mr. STANTON. It has been a considerable 
timeago.- Do they expect to report this session? 

Mr. MARSHALL. We expect to report this 
session. I will state to my colleague, that ‘the 
committee has concluded upon the basis of its 
report, and will be ready to report as soon as they 
can get æ scale Of prices. upon which to base a re- 
port. ‘The committee has had no opportunity to 
report, as they have not the right to report at any 
time. Probably by the time we shall have an op- 
portunity to report, we shall be ready to do so. 

Mr. DEAN. Isa motion to lay the appeal on 
the table debatable? 
| TheSPEAKER. It is not debatable. 

Mr. DEAN. Then I make the motion to lay 
the appeal upon the table. 
| Mr. STUART. I suppose I can take the floor 
| now, and go on with my business. 

My motion will override anything, except a 
motion to adjourn. I will never yield the floor 
again, unless the terms upon which I yield it are 
i understood and adhered to by.the Chair and the 
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House. My motion being a motion to reconsider, | 
I understand, under the rules, is a privileged one, 
and takes precedence of everything, except a mo- | 
tion to adjourn. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
appeal upon the table. 

‘rhe SPEAKER. The question is upon laying 
the appeal upon the table. The Chair did not 
understand the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Srvart] as insisting upon his right tothe floor. 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir; I do insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will consider that 
question, and endeavor to decide it correctly. 

Mr. DEAN. Does not a question of order take 
precedence of all other motions? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the privileged question raised. by the gentleman 
from Michigan, must take precedence of the privi- 
lege of the Committee on Printing to report, if the | 
gentleman insists upon it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to know what is the 
state of the question? [havea privileged question 
remaining undisposed of that is confronted by the | 
question of the gentleman from Michigan. Now | 
l want to know what is the condition of this 
report, if any has been made? 

The SPEAKER. A report-has not been made, 
because the House has not received it, but it re- 
mains a preposition, to be determined upon, in the 
opinion of the Chair, after the expiration of the 
morning hour to-morrow, unless it be again shut 
out by some privileged question of a higher grade. 

Mr. HOUSTON, ` Do 1 understand the Chair 
correctly, as saying thata report hasbeen received 
from the Committee on Printing ? 

The SPEAKER. The question of the recep- 
tion of the report is before the body. An appeal 
has been taken from the decision of the Chair, and | 
a motion made to lay that appeal upon the table. | 


The motion is to lay the 


Mr. STANLY. “But the Chair decides, that |! 


the report. was not in order, and that thegentleman | 


from Michigan (Mr. Srvarr] had a prior right to 
the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman 
from Michigan takes precedence of the report. | 

Mr. STANLY. Then how could the report | 
come in at all? i 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Michigan stops the consideration of the 
matter before the House, which is the proposition | 
to report. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is this report, then, con- 
fined to the morning hour? i 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
it cannot be considered during the mggning hour, 
but will be the first businessin order Mihe House 
after the morning hour shall have expired. 

Mr, HOUSTON. Then I wish to present an- 
other point of order. The express condition upon 
which the gentleman from Michigan agreed to let 
the report come in was that itshould come inand be 
taken up in the morning hour. F understood that | 


was the condition, and it was so stated by the ʻi 


an from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman. ] 
PEAKER. The Chair did not so under- 


gentlem 
The S 
stand it. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Was not that the under- 
standing of the gentleman from Michigan? 
Mr. STUART. I certainly so understood it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understood it 
simply that the gentleman from Indiana should 
make his report from the Committee on Printing. 
He has attempted to do so. Objection was made 
to the reception of that report upon the ground ; 
that it was out of order. The Chair decides it to | 
be in order. An appeal has been taken from that | 
decision, and a motion is made to lay the appeal | 
upon the table. 


The gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Srvarr] | 


now calls up his proposition to reconsider a certain i 
vote; which, in the opinion of the Chair, takes 
precedence of the m 
Alabama, (Mr. Housron,] and the pri 
the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Gormay.] 


Mr. HOUSTON. Iam satisfied that the gen- 


tleman’s motion takes precedence of mine, and | 


confronts me. L have no doubt about that. But 


I feel an interest in the matter, because if this | 
ing intervenes between theappro- | 


question of print ; 
priation bills and the action of this House, they 
will be put off until October, and we shall not get 
the work done at all. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman appeal 
from the decision of the Chair? 


That, of course, excludes it altogether. li 


‘| report. 
otion of the gentleman from | 
opposition of ; 


Mr. HOUSTON. IL wished to present a sug- 
gestion to the Chair to see if I understood the 


as l understand it, made from the Committee on | 
Printing, and the Chair now decides without dis- 
posing of that report, although it is not made in| 
the morning hour, and therefore not cut off by the 
expiration of the morning hour, that before that 
| reportis disposed of another member. can rise and 
call up a privileged motion—a motion to recon- 
sider—and thereby stop the action of the House 
upon the unfinished business which was then be- | 
fore it. Now, Í am aware if this report had been | 
i made in the morning hour, and the morning hour 
had expired, why, as a matter of course, the gen- 
tileman could have called up his privileged ques- 
tion. - 

The SPEAKER, Will gentlemen suspend for 
a single moment until the rule is read? ‘he rule 
is as follows: 


«55. When a motion has been once mad, and carried 
in the affirmative or negative, it shalt be in order for any 
member of the majority to move tor tae reconsideration 
thereof on the same or the succeeding day; and such mo- 
lion shall take precedence of all other questions, except a 
motion to adjourn, and shall not be withdrawn after the said | 
succeeding day, without the consent of the House, and 
thereafter any member may call it up for consideration.”’ 


Mr. STUART. Now, I hope the gentleman 
from Alabama will allow me to proceed with my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair reviews his decis- 
ion in reference to the motion made by the gen- 
tleman from Michigan, and itis upon this ground: 
If the motion to reconsider is made when a different 
subject is before the House, itis entered and re- ; 
mains until that subject is disposed of, and then ; 
takes precedence over other business, except the 
motion to adjourn. Therefore, in the opinion of 
the Chair, and according ‘to the practice, as the 
book states, the motion of the gentieman from 
Michigan cannot interfere with the motion imme- 
diately before the House. 

Mr. STUART. ‘Then I am entitled to the 
floor when this motion is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will then be 
entitled to the floor. " 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that the pend- 
ing motion now isto lay the appeal upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That is the question now 
before the House. 

Mr. STANLY. As this motion is important, 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state 
the question, so that there may be no misunder- 
standing, in reference to this business. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gorman] present- 
ed a report from the Committee on Printing, 
embracing a proposition to change the existing 
law upon that subject, stating at the same time, 
which is not doubted by any one, that memorials 
concerning the matter contained in the bill, have 
been referred to that committee, and itis upon that 
matter that the committee report. That being 
the case, the Chair unhesitatingly decides thatthe | 
report isin order. From that decision the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr. Stan ty] takes an 
appeal, upon the ground that the committee cannot 
act upon such matter—cannot change the law, 


| of having that law regularly executed. The Chair 
| thinks that is a fair statement of the gentleman’s 
point of order. ‘ 

Mr. STANLY. The committee have no au- 
thority, under the rules of this House, to alter the 
law. 

Mr. BURT. Dol understand the Chairto say, 
that the committee report a bill to change the ex- 
isting law ? 

The SPEAKER. That is the nature of the; 


Mr. BURT. And they ask authority to make | 
that report after the expiration of the morning | 
! hour? i 

The SPEAKER. Yes, and propositions to: 
change the law have been referred to the committee | 
by the House. That is the ground upon which | 
the Chair bases his decision. 

Mr. HAVEN. Will the Chair allow me to, 
inquire, that it may be stated, whether the report 
embraces any of the subjects which have been 
given in charge to the Committee on Printing by | 
the Jaw, or whether it is confined solely to the sub 


eri 3 
il jects whieh were referred to in these memorials 


| Chair correctly in his decision. Here isa report, }} 


but has been constituted simply for the purpose |, 


? il yead that debate shall close 


| „The SPEAKER. The: Chair is very free: to 
| answer that the law of the two Houses creating 
the committee, does not confer the power upon 
that committee to change the law, butit was com? 
petent for the House to refer any- matter they 
chose. The House is to be the judge of thate: < 
The question was then taken upon laying-the’ 
appeal upon the table; and it was decided-in-the: 
affirmative—yeas 108, nays 60; as follows? 3 
YEAS—Messrs.. Aiken, Averett, Babcock, Thomas:H 
Bayly, Bocoek, Bragg; Aibert G. Brown, Buell, Burt, Bas~ 
by, Joseph Canis, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, 
Churchwell, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis; Daw- 
son, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Doty; Dunham, Edgerton; 
Edmundson, Faulkner, Fitch; Florence, Freeman; Thomas 
iJ. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gaytord, Giddings, Gilmore, Gormany. 
Green, Hamiiton, Rammond, Ivham G. Hanis, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Hena, Hibbard, Holladay, 
Houston, Ingersoll, Lves, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Jonn= 
son, James Johnson, Join Johnson, Robert W, Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J: Glaney Jones, Pres- 
ton King, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Mann, Mason, Me- 
Corkle, McLanahan, MeMuilin, McNair, McQueen, Mill- 
son, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, Nahbers, Oids, Andrew 
Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Powell, Price, Rantoul, 
Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Ross, Savage, School 
craft, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S~ Seymour, 
Skelton, Smart, Suiith, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Rich-! 
ard i. Stantou, Abrabam P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, 
Stuart, Sweetser, Townshend, Wallace, Wilcox, and 
Wildriek-—108. z 


. Allison, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, John 
H. Boyd, gas. Brooks, George H. Brown, Burrows, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain. Cul- 
lom, George ’f. Davis, Dockery, Duncan, Durkee, Evans, 
Fowler, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grey, Harper, Haws, Ha- 
ven, Horsford, Joha W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thos. 
Y: How, Hunter, Landry, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, 
Miller, Miuer;.Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, 
Morehead, Samuel We Parker, Perkins, Porter, Reed, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Thad- 
dens Stevens, Strother, Sutherland, Taylor, Walbridge, 
Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Alexander 
White, and Yates—60. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table, and the 
decision of the Chair was sustuined as the judg- 
ment of the House. B I e 

Mr. GORMAN moved that the bill and report 
be postponed until to-morrow, and that they. be 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

[A. message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Aspury Dicxrns, t8q., its Sec- 
retary, informing the House that that body had 
passed the following bills and resolutions, and. 
asking the concurrence of the House therein _ 

An act to authorize the President of the United. 
States to designate the places for the ports of en- 
try and delivery for the collection districts of. 
Paget’s Sound and Umpqua, in the Territory of 
Oregon, and to fix the compensation of the col-: , 
lector at Astoria in said Territory; © 0 0o 

An act to revive and continue in force for alim- 
ited time, the provisions of an act relative to sus- 
pended entries of public lands; ’ 

A resolution for the relief of the Spanish consul 
and other subjects of Spain, residing at New Or- 
leans, and of subjects of Spain at Key West, by 
indemnity for losses occasioned in the year 1851; 
and 

A joint resolution to supply the Washington 
City Juvenile Guards with arms.] Bee 

Mr. STUART called up a motion made by him 
in January last to reconsider the vote by which 
the House referred to the Committee. on Roads 
and Canals the bill making appropriation’ for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Hinois river. 
He addressed the House-an hour in favor of the 
Government making appropriations for the im- 
provement of harbors and rivers, within the range 
of the Constitution; that is, on those waters where 
the Federal Government has jurisdiction, or into 
which foreign commerce has access. [His re- 
marks are published in the Appendix.) 

Mr. HOUSTON. The question now before th 
House is the motion for reconsideration, submitte 
by the gentleman from Michigan. | 

Mr. STUART. Ido notnow insist that a vote 
be taken on that motion. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to lay the motion to 
| reconsider on the table. We have it up, and let 
it be now disposed of. : 

- The question was taken, and the motion to re- 
consider was laid upon the table. 
CLOSE OF DEBATE ON THE INDIAN BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call up the resolution sub- 
mitted by me on yesterday, for the termination of 
debate in committee on the Indian. appropriation 
bill, That bill has been discussed for two or. three 
weeks. L modify the resolution, so that it will 
five minutes after the 
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Committee of the Whole shall again resume the 
consideration of the bill: i i 

Mr: JOHNSON,- of Arkansas. The chairman: 
of the Committee of Ways and Meéatis has just 
stated that this bill has been under. discussion for 
several weeks; but it is well known there has been 
no debate as yet upon the merits of it. i 

Mr. HOUSTON., That has not beenmy fault. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee... The previous 
question: has not been called, and with the gentle- 


man’s consent, T move the debate be terminated |, 


upon the billin one hour after the committee shall 
have again resumed its consideration. 
one will interfere, but let the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs have the floor for that 
hour, that the Committee on Indian Affairs may 


be heard. ; ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am willing to agree to 
that. ~ 

Mr. JOHNSON: [object to that amendment 


being made now; and I will state my reasons for 
the objection. As the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, I can state to the House that 
there are questions which must arise upon that 
appropriation bill which will demand debate; and 
those questions cannot be discussed under the five 
minutes rule. : 


Mr. HOUSTON. With the gentleman’s con- 


sent, I will modify my resolution, so that it will 
read that debate on the Indian appropriation bill 
be. terminated one. hour after the committee shall 
again resume its consideration. I do not want an 
hour to speak. It is my great desire to progress 
with the business of the country. 

Mr. JOHNSON. : I must appeal to the House. 
That is not satisfactory. ' 

Mr. HOUSTON. ï object to further. debate; 
unless it is declared to be in order. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will not debate the ques- 
tion, but we must be heard, if possible, upon this 
subject.’ I move that debate be closed within four 
hours after the committee shall again resume the 
consideration of the bill. There are two speeches 
which will hage to be made upon the subject. 
Upon my motion I demand the previous question. 

he call for the previous question was seconded ; 
and the main question was then ordered to be put. 

Mr. CONGER. I move to lay the resolution 
upon the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were refused—there being, 
upon a division, ayes 10, noes 123. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
lay the resolution upon the table, and it was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. Jounson’s amendment was then agreed to, 
and the resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved that the rules be sus: 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committée of the Whole on the state of the Union; 
which motion was agreed to. f 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Jones, of Tennessee, in the chair.) 

On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, the Indian ap- 
propriation bill was taken up for consideration. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Chairman, certain matters 
have been referred to the Indian Committee, of 
which I am a member, and the only opportunity 
we will have to report upon them, or any fact 
connected with them, will be during the pendency 
of this general Indian appropriation bill. I desire, 

erefore, now to call the attention of the com. 
mittee to one of these matters, which can only be 
discussed under the hour rule, as there are so 


I call for the yeas 


many collaterals connected with it, as to preclude | 
possibility of throwing that light upon itj 


the 
during the five minutes debate which the subject 
admits, and justicedemands. I will be as briefas 
possible, my only object being to convince the 
members 
the views which I myself entertain in relation to 
the matter. 


It is not a pleasant task for meto advocate what | 


is ordinarily called a claim, and yet. such is the 
character of what [ am about to move as an amend- 
ment in the Indian appropriation bill, and about 
to discuss. It is a claim, however, not of an in- 
dividual character, 
or part of a nation, of Indians. 

heen discussed at-some length by 
the committee, (Mr. Jounson, 


It has already 
the chairman of 
of Arkansas,} but 


T hope no. 


of this committee of the correctness ofj 


but one presented by a nation, | 


unsuccessfully, as the order which had previously 
been adopted by the House stopped. debate, and 
cut him off from most of his explanation. T send 
thé amendment to the Clerk’s desk, and desire it 
read. : cnc a i 
-The amendment was then read, as follows: 
.For liquidated balance:found due the Creek Indians for 


_losses sustained during the last war with Great Britain by. 


that portion of the tribe that was friendly to and codperated. 
with the United States in accordance with the promise of 
the Government, $110,417 90; to be paid by the United 
States agent for the Creek Indians to those individuals now 
living, and the legal representatives of those deceased, who 
are entitled to receive the same per capita, i 

At the risk of some repetition I shall briefly 
allude to the origin ‘of the claim which the amend- 
ment proposes to pay. As you know, Mr. Chair- 
man, It originated in the so-called Red-stick war, 
which was a part and parcel of the war of 1812 
and 1813. In that war the great body of the 
Creek Indians took part against us. They were 
allies of the English, and enemies to us. A por- 
tion of them, however, remained: faithful to their 


| peace stipulation with the American people, and 


fought in our ranks, making our enemies, though 
their own countrymen, their enemies. They 
thereby. subjected themselves to depredations upon 
the part of the hostile Creeks, who esteemed them 
not. only. enemies, but, as our allies, traitors to 
their own people, and manifested their anger b 
destroying their villages, their crops, and their 
stock. At the close of that war, General Pinck- 
ney being in command in that quarter, was di- 
rected to treat with the hostile Creeks, and certain 
instructions were sent to him by which it was 
supposed he would be governed. Those instruc- 
tions were dated the 17th of March, 1814. They 
were to procure—- 

“Ist. An indemnification for the expenses incurred by 
the United States in*prosecuting the war by such cession 
or cessions of land as may be deemed an equivalent for said 
expenses. 

“2d. A stipulation on their part that they will cease all 


į intercourse with any Spanish post, garrison, town, &c. 


“3d. An acknowledgment of a rightin the United States 
to open roads through their country, to navigate waters and 
streams within the same,” &c. 

These instructions, as already remarked, were 
dated the 17th of March, 1814. Three days there- 
after, on the 20th of March, the Secretary of War 
seems to have reconsidered them, and wrote to 
General Pinckney ‘that the proposed treaty: with 
‘ the Creeks should takea form altogether military, 
‘and be in the nature of a capitulation, in which 
‘ case the whole authority of making and conclud- 
‘ing the terms will rest with you exclusively. In this 
‘transaction, should it take place, Colonel Haw- 
‘kins, as agent, may be usefully employed.” 


| General Pinckney, then, had plenipotentiary pow- 


ers—the terms were to be such as he might pre- 
scribe—such as his judgment could approve, irre- 
spective of any previous instructions from the 
Department. General Pinckney, with these ample 
powers conferred upon bim,-and having associated 
with him Colonel Hawkins, proceeded to make 


i known to the hostile Creeks, through those who 


had been friendly, the terms upon which a‘ capit- 
ùlation” or treaty could be made. He promised 
to the friendly Indians, furthermore, that they 
should be indemnified for their loss of stock, and for 
the injuries they had sustained by the depredations 
committed upon them by their hostile brethren, 
and that in taking land from the hostiles to indem- 
nify Government for the expenses of the war, the 
territorial rights of the friendly Indians should be 
respected. {n conformity with these principles 
and promises, the commencement of this stipula- 
tion was had; but before. its completion General 
Jackson superseded General Pinckney. He (Gen- 
eral Jackson) was instructed on the 24th of May 


to carry out the arrangement which General Pinck- | 


ney had commenced. General Jackson conse- 
quently perfected this capitulation, but not upon 
the terms of the promise. which had been made, 
or the principles which had been promulgated by 
General Pinckney, so far as the friendly Creeks 
were concerned. 

In the letter of May 24th, 1814, of the Secre- 
tary of War to General Jackson, reference is made 
to the instructions which had been sent. to Gen- 
erai Pinckney.. The instructions of 17th March, 
were doubtless those alluded to, and not the sub- 
sequent letter of the 20th, putting the treaty upon 
the basis of capitulation, and giving General Pinck- 
ney plenipotentiary powers; and therefore Gen- 
eral Jackson supposed he had no authority under 


these instructions. to liquidate the claims. of the 
friendly Creeks for depredations. He accordingly, 
so far from. making a: provision for these claims’ 
out of the lands which he obtained by the treaty” 
from the hostile Creeks, refused to take them any 
further into. consideration than to make known to 
the President the wish of the friendly Creeks, that, 
they should be, investigated and paid, in accord-., 
ance with General Pinckney ’s promise. In making- 
the treaty, General Jackson did not confine him- 
self to merely obtaining from the hostile Creeks.a. 
certain amount of land to indemnify‘us for the ex- 
penses of the war, but, governed altogether in the 
act by political considerations, ‘he took likewise 
eight milion acres of land belonging to the friendly 
Creeks. He did this for the purpose of insuring 
the observance, by the Indians, of the second item 
of the instructions to General Pinckney—the one: 
requiring the Indians to abstain from “all inter- 
course with any Spanish post, garrison, or town.” 
The Spanish authorities were then in possession of 
Florida; and the eight million acres taken from the 
friendly Indians intervened between the remainder 
of the Indian possessions and that Territory; aii 
ting the Indians off from access to it. He thas 
did it for good reasons—reasons, indeed, which, 
.when explained to the friendly Creeks, they! ac- 
uiesced in, although they protested against the 
disresard of their claim. i ae 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the gen- ` 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Fire] allow me to in- 
derrupt him a moment? ` He has fallen into. an. 
error, that the Indians acquiesced in this arrange- 
ment. They always protested against it, and you. 
will find their protest in the American Archives. 
They did not acquiesce in it; and it was a most 
outrageous transaction, by which we took eight 
million acres of land from these friendly Creeks, 
the allies of the United States, who fought with: 
us and for us against their own tribe of Indians, 
as indemnity for the war. [tis as gross an outrage 
as was ever committed. J : 

Mr, FITCH. Ihave the Archives to which the 
gentleman alludes. I do not understand from ; 
them that the friendly Indians willingly consented 
to the surrender of their land, but they acquiesced 
in it as a necessity from which they saw no appa- 
rent escape. The reason. was explained to them; 
and they submitted, with a protest against the. . 
non-payment of their claim, and a protest further- 
more against the capitulation which compelled 
them to the surrender of their territory, The 
Indians unwillingly assented to the treaty, and 
only signed it upon General Ja¢kson’s promise 
to forward @the President General Pinckney’s 
promise that their claims should be paid out of the 
proceeds of this land, or otherwise. T'hese prom- 
ises, in their estimation, constituted a part of the 
treaty. They drew up a statement relative to their 
claims, dated the 9th of August, 1814, a day or 
two after the treaty was completed, and insisted 
upon its being forwarded with the treaty. 

We learn by a letter from Colonel Hawkins to 
the War Department, dated August Ist, 1815, 
(American Aychives,) that the Speaker (Indian) 
said: 

“Before he signed any papers with him, (General Jack- 
son,] as he would not admit their claims in the treaty, he 


should make and signa paper expressive of them, and who 
were the masters of the land.” 


Accordingly, on the 9th August, (1814,) this 
; paper was drawh up and signed, and “ the Speaker 
‘urged it should be sent on with the treaty, which 
‘they were about to sign, to which he annexed 
‘ the letters of the 23d and 25th April, between Gen- 
‘eral Pinckney and Colonel Hawkins.” 

These letters contained the promises to the 
friendly Indians of remuneration for thie depreda- - 
tions committed by the hostiles—the promises we 
are now. endeavoring to have redeemed. . 

Colonel Hawkins further says: “The docu- 
‘ment of the 9th is what, in fact, the chiefs call 
‘their part of the treaty.” 

That statement, according to their ideas, con- 
stituted a part of the treaty as binding upon the 
Government as any other part of it. The claims 
alluded to in it are those on which payment is now 
asked. It will be remembered that two distinct 
promises were made by General Pinckney to the 
friendly. Indians—first, that their claims should be 
paid; second, their territorial rights should be re- 
spected. I have shown the hitherto non-redemp- 
tion of the first promise, and that the second Was: | 
violated for political reasons. I have shown that 


The obligation imposed upon the United States 
by General Pinckney’s promises to the Indians 
was so apparent, that the treaty or capitulation 
having been ratified on the 16th of February, 
1815, soon afterwards, on the 12th of July fol- 


lowing, the Secretary of War wrote to Colonel |, 


Hawkins, asking the nature and extent of the in- 
demnity which these friendly Indians expected, 
how far justice and policy would dictate its pay- 
ment, and how it should be paid—whether in 
land, goods, or in money. On the 18th of Au- 
gust, 1815, Hawkins answered, that justice de- 
manded the adjudication and payment of the 
claims; that the promises of General Pinckney 
should be redeemed; that the claims should be 
paid in money to theindividual claimants, As to 
the armount of the indemnity, he could not report, 
because the vouchers were not in his possession— 
@ part of them being in the hands of General 
Jackson’s secretary, and the remainder being in 
the possession of the assistant agent at Coweta. 
One objection now urged to the payment of the 
claims is, that, although Colonel Hawkins said, 
in his letter of the 18th of August, that he could 
not state the amount of the claims, he yet ventures 


the opinion that ‘at the time of drawing the lines | 


for the treaty’’—the capitulation at, which the land 
was taken—the Indians would probably have been 
satisfied with $60,000. It has been asserted that 
the $60,000 was intended as an estimated amount 
sufficient to cover the entire claim of individuals for 
destruction of their property. The interpretation 


put, by the Indian Bureau, upon that sentence of! 
Colonel ITawkins’s letter embracing thesopinion |i 


relative to the $69,000 is, that the amount ($60,000) 
wes designed by him as an estimate of what the 
Indians would have taken for their territorial rights, 
and had no relation to individual claims. {ft is 
perfectly immaterial, however, whether he meant 
the one or the other, for it was but opinion— 
made, it would appear, without any consultation 


with the Indians, and, as he himself said, without | 


the facts of the case before him. It was not.even 
an estimate—for an estimate presupposes Some 
data upon which it is based—and he expressly 


stated he had none such; that none of the vouchers | 


were in his possession. He was instructed to as- 


certain the amount of the claims which would be | 


embraced under the principles and promises pub- 
lished by General Pinckney. He proceeded to do 
this, and on the Ist of April, 1816, made a report 
“on the claims of the friendly Indians for losses 
‘sustained by them in their civil war, agreeably 


‘to the terms of peace offered by Major General :, 
‘Pinckney, 23d April, 1814, and the preliminaries |) 


tof the treaty of Fort Jackson, of August follow 
ting.” Up to that time he found due $78,360 75 
out of claims presented to the amount 
$108,415 12}, but he stated in that report, that 


he could only arrive at an approximation to the | 


amount of these claims, because the hunters were 
absent. New all who know anything of Indians, 
are aware that hunters and warriors are synony 
mous, and are the leading men of the nation—thos 
alone who know aught relati 
nation, In the absence, then, of the hunters, it 
was utterly impossible for Colonel Hawkins to 
arrive at anything like a close approximation to 
the amount of the claims. He reported, however, 
that, in his judgment, $100,000 would cover the 
whole. 

In March, 1817, soon after that report was 
made, Congress appropriated $85,000, and that 
amount was forwarded. Before, however, it could 
be paid, or the investigation into the amount of 


the claims completed, Hawkins died, and was | 
Mitchell was ap- |: 


succeeded by D. B. Mitchell. 
nointed on the 20th of March, 1817, and the Sec- 


i $ : : . 
retary of War instructed him that the final distri- 


of | 


veto the affairs of the : 


the whole amount of claims was not then ascer- 


tained. Here was an express recognition, on the 
part of the Secretary of War, that the $85,000 was 
only designed to cover the claims in part, and was 
not esteemed sufficient to cover the whole. Mitch- 
ell, consequently, felt himself instructed to with- 
hold the money until the entire amount of claims 
was known. He accordingly did so, and. pro- 
ceeded to complete the investigation which Haw- 
kins had commenced. . During that investigation, 
claims to the amount of upwards of $300,000 were 
presented. The chiefs, with the aid of Mitchell, 
reduced the amount to $195,000. Toward this, 
the $85,000 was paid, pro rata—about three fifths 
of the entire amount being thus left unpaid. That 
leaves the amount now asked for—$110,000. This 
amount the Executive branch of the Government 
has acknowledged due, and it is now asked of this 
committee and of this Congress. 
Hawkins’s first estimate, that §60,000 would į 


have satisfied the Indians at the time of the draw- ' 
‘ing of the lines, is, as I have already stated, 
brought up as an objection to this claim. It is 
: said that that $60,000 was intended to cover the 
| whole amount, and that, therefore, the $85,000 
i ought to have been sufficient. It is further ob- 
| jected that the Committee of Ways and Means, 


| that their report should be conclusive. Jt appears | 
|| they had only before them Hawkins’s first esti- 
|i mate—g60,000—and knew nothing of his subse- 
|} quent estimate of $100,000. They therefore had 

not allthe necessary facts before them upon which | 


|! to base a conclusive report. Whether the $60,000 | 


i 
H 
i 
{ 
H 


|; was intended to cover the whole of the claims, ter- : 
i ritorial and all, of the friendly Indians, or not, is, 
ii as I have before stated, perfectly immaterial to the 
| issue here. That was not an estimate, but a mere į 
| opinion, without data or vouchers to sustain It. 
eas subsequent and partial inquiry, there was 
de an estimate of $100,000, and still later, after 
| rigid inquiry, the whole amount was found to be 
| $195,000. The direction to withhold the payment 
| of $85,000 until the claims were all in was, in it- 
| self, a recognition, upon the part of the authorities 
` here, that $85,000 could not satisfy the entire 
claims justly due to the Indians. . 

It is sometimes said, that this claim was in part į 
| provided for by the treaty of 1826, by which we 
|| engaged to pay $100,000 to certain Creek Indians, 
|, a part of which sum we have paid very recently. 
| But that $100,000 had no relation whatever to 
Í these claims. It grew out of a previous treaty 
which this Government made in 1825 with Mc- 
| Intosh and a few of the Indians friendly to him— 
| a treaty which, it was subsequently charged, was 
| brought about by improper means, and which 
created so much dissatisfaction among the Indians 
generally, that McIntosh and many of. his friends 
were soon 
brethren who supposed themselves outraged by 
the treaty. So obnoxious was that treaty, that in | 
| 4826 another was made to annul the previous one; | 
: and by the latter, the Government agreed to pay | 
' $100,600 as indemnity for injuries sustained by 
| MelIntosh’s friends from the hostility of the other 
Indians in consequence of their dissatisfaction 
i with the treaty. of 1825. 

Again, it is said that this claim has rested a long 
time—since 1817—-and no mention has been made 
of it in Congress subsequent to 1824, until within 
a very recent period, and therefore it is argued 
the claim must have been considered‘ as having 


! ma 


i 

f 
ti 
t 
{ 
| 
i 


i | 


i| been paid, or as being unjust. Neither of those | 
|! positions There is proof here of an 
| positions holds good. nere is proof hereo 


ble character, that the Indians were never 
f the $85,000, and 


: indisputa 
satisfied with the payment 0 
that it was never considered a paymen 
they did not present their claim to Congress, they 
were constantly urging it on the Department. | 
: Mr. Calhoun says, on March 10th, 1824: 
|; ©Since the payment of the $85,000 above-mentioned 
ii repeated applications have been made by the Creek Indians 
` for further demands, but the Department declined acting ov 
them as there was no appropriation at its disposal that 
.| could be so applied.” 
The Indians have constantly, 
urged their claim on the Department, 
yartment has h 
ence they nowask 
for that purpose. 
time the Creek na 
© jay with their history well 
|| banded and disorganized 


H 


i 


year after year, 
but the De- 


i 
i 


i that an appropriation be made 
It is true that for a certain į 
tion of Indians, as those famil- | 
know, were almost dis- | 
in consequence of their | 


ti 


if 
‘ito those -who were t 


li în 1824, made a report adverse to the claimysand i: 


killed—victims to the fury of their || 


| had, it is true, a good political r 


n byt 
tin full. If! pe 


| tice to us, how long wou 


ad no money with which to pay it, |; €0 
| nized on the part o 


| 


; own intestine troubles, and they had möre th 
"enough to do to settle those troubles, without, in= 
| sisting on the payment of a’claim: dué only to # 
| portion of the nation. A large: portion of thé 
i Creeks are those who were hostile to us during’ 
he war of 1812 and 1813, or the descendants of 
hostiles, : and consequently they have no interest 
whatever in. urging the claims; on ‘the con- 


I should have been: pleased to have gone moré 
‘elaborately into this case, but my object has heen 
from the commencement, not to dwell too. much 
upon collaterals, but to present the strong points. 
l have endeavored to answer, as far as a Fenited 
time would permit, certain objections which have 


i! been urged, and may be urged“again, to the pay- 
ii ment of the claim. R ead 


It has been said that the ad- 


‘| verse report of 1824 ought to be binding and con- , 


clusive, because of the character of the gentle- 
; men composing the then Committee of Ways and 
Means, from which that report emanated: » That, 
sir, would be paying too much deference. to the 
opinions of individuals, even if they had at that 
‘time all the light in relation to the cave ‘béfore 
: them, which we have now. But that was not the 
case, because we are told by the Indian Bureau 
that they had not Hawkins’s second estimate be- 
' fore them, and consequently they did not act with 
| a full knowledge ofall the facts of thecase. And, 
sir, there are good reasons, independent of Pinck- 
ney’s promises, why the claim should be paid. 


|| Those promises, I take it, every gentleman will 


say, are obligatory upon us. They are promises 
‘ from which we cannot with honor escape. Gen- 
: tlemen may sneer at the idea of such a thing as 
honor in dealings between us and the weak remi- 
nants of a tribe, who were at one time powerfal 
enough to compel us, from motives of policy, if 
from no other, to do them justice. But the same 
principles which govern us in our intercourse with 
the most powerful nations in the world, should 
equally be our rule of action in dealing with the 
red men, even though it be only a feeble band, 
We promised these people certain considerations 
for their services, and for the damages they have 
sustained as our allies, and those promises we have 
not redeemed in full. Shall we seek to escapè 
their redemption because of the inability of fe 
tribe now to compel us to their fulfillment? or shall 
we rather keep faith with those who were friendly 
to us in the time of our need? Pe, 
Now circumstances are reversed—we do: not 
need their services, but they are dependent upon 
us; but does this deprive them of their right to 
demand justice from us? Is this a reason re uir- 
ing them to abandon all expectation of the fulfill- 
; ment of our promises to them? I said there were 
reasons independent of Pinckney’s promises for 
the payment of this claim. One of the strongest 
is found in the fact, that at the time of the capitu- 
lation, which was designed to be a capitulation of 
hostile Creeks only, the’ friendly Creeks. were 
merged with the hostiles—were made a party to 
the surrender, and thus treated as enemies, after 
| having fought with us, not against us—after hav- 
ing been our allies instead of ‘our enemies. We 
surrender, and took from 


made them a party to the J took f 
them eight million acres of land, in addition to ee 
We 


| fifteen millions we took from the hostiles. 
eason for doing so. 
| We were governed in the act by policy, not by 
| strict justice; but having benefited by the policy, 
i shall we now refuse to pay a just debt to those 
_who were injured by it, thus paying for one injury 
he infliction of another? Reverse the case. 
the part of others jus- 
Id it be submitted to? 
of land from the friendl 


If policy thus denied upon 


These cight million acres ; ! 
Indians, and the fifteen millions from the hostile 
ones, have since been in part gold by the United 
States for a sum far exceeding the cost of that 
Creek war. 

General Pinckney was told to insist upona suffi- | 
cient quantity of land to cover the expenses of the 
war; and included in those expenses should bé, of 
course, the claims which he subsequently recog- 
f the friendly Creeks for m~ 
a sufficient quantity of those 
s already been sold to far more than com- 
for the expenses of that war, ificluding 
What good reason, then, is there 


'demnity. I repeat, 
| lands ha 
| pensate 


| these claims. 
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why the claims should. not be paid? -We have the 
money in our Treasury—the proceeds of the lands 


and- shall we keep it there and thus speculate at 
‘the expense of justice, and of our ‘promise to those | 


who befriended usin the hour of our neéd, and 
suffered because of that friendship? We have not 
only refused to pay them out of the proceeds of 
the domain taken from the hostile Indians as we 
promised, but we have taken their own lands. ~ 
«We hadia political purpose to accomplish, and 
we had political reasons for our action. But let 
us: not now adopt the dollar-and-cent policy of 
‘refusing to pay a` debt because the creditor is too 
feeble to enforce its payment, and because, having 
the money in the Treasury, we can appropriate it 
to another use. Such policy, if avowed, would de- 
grade us, as it ought to, in the estimation of every 
man inthe civilized world. 

I recollect, Mr. Chairman, when this matter 
was previously under discussion, and my friend, 
the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
(ar Jounson,] was speaking on it+~I recollect, 
i say, a little opposition from yourself, (Mr. 
Jones, of Tennessee, in the chatr,) opposition 
usual, and usually expected of you; because, | be- 
lieve, whatever other charges, if any, can be 
brought against you, partiality for any bill which 
contemplates appropriations of money out of the 
Treasury, for any purpose whatever, is not among 
them. 1 do not'wish to be understood as desiring 
to take advantage of your now occupancy of the 
chair for the purpose of making any allusions to 
you, under the supposition that you cannot an- 
swer them. If you desiré to answer, I trust you 

“will call another gentleman to the chair, and ob- 
tain the floor for that purpose. Every facility in 
my power, even to yielding a portion of my own 
time, shall be granted you for that purpose. I 
will now read a portion of your languege upon the 
occasion of the previous debate (25th March ult.) 
upon this subject. I shall do it, as you will find, 
Mr, Chairman , for the purpose of calling your at- 
tention to a promise which you then made. In 
view of that promise, I candidly expect you, Mr. 
Chairman, as an honorable man—and such we 
know you to be—to hereafter be one of the warm- 
est advocates of this amendment; for you promised, 
under certain circumstances and upon certain 
conditions, to support it cheerfully. Those con- 
ditions have been complied with, as can be easily 
demonstrated to the House. Your language upon 
the occasion referred to, is as follows: 

“Ff the Committee on Indian Affairs, or the Committee 
on Claims, orany other committee of this House, will take 
up this case, investigate and aseertain what pa war in- 
dans, who were friendly to the United States, are entitled 
to the specific sums of money which make up this aggre- 
gate swn of $110,000, and report sneha bill here providing 
for the payment of the particular Indians who sustained 
losses, or, in case of their death, to their heirs, L will vote 
most cordially and cheerfully to pay this money to them, 
Let us know who are the Indians, and who are the boirs. 
L think we should not only be just, but we shoutd, upon all 
occasions, be liberal to the Indians in this country. [ say, 
if you will ascertain who are the particular Indian chicts 
and warriors of the friendly party entitled, E will vote for a 
bili to pay them. But, until T know who they are, I can- 
not vote this money. - T know that the gentleman from Ar- 


kansas (Mr. Jounson) would not, nor would any member 
of this committee, ask for the payment of this money if it 
were going to thie Creek nation asa nation. Ef itis due at 


all, itis due to particular individuals; and when it can be 
ascertained aud a specifie appropriation made to them, then 
I will give it my support.” 


Now I intend, Mr. Chairman, to hold “you to 
this promise. We have taken this matter up, we 
have investigated it, and ascertained to what par- 
ticular Indians, or their heirs, this money is 
payable. Here is the list, {holding it up,] each 
individual’s name, and the amount he was entitled 
to. Many of these individuals are yet living, and 
where they are not, their heirs are very easily 
traced, and this money will be paid to them; and 
where there are no heirs, the money will remain 
in the Treasury. If T have not met every objec- 
tion which can be urged tothe amendment, I hope 
some gentleman will let the fact be known; or if 
any gentleman desires to state and debate an ob- 
Jection, I will yield him a portion of my time for 
that purpose, expressing at the same time an en- 
tire conviction of my ability to hereafter success- 
fully refute his objection, i 

Mr. MEADE. I wish to send up an amend- 
ment to the amendment already offered to the bill: 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must state that 
he doesnot understand the gentleman from Indi- 
ana (Mr. Fircu] to offer an amendment, but to 


i| form me how much they have already received ? 


‘release of all femands arising out of said war, and the treaty 


give notice of one 
“arrives. N 
Mr. FITCH. That is all. i 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill will. have to. be 
read through by clauses and paragraphs, and then’ 
the amendment will bein order. <=- mot 
Mr: MEADE... {then give notice that I. will. 
at the proper time offer as an amendment to the 
amendment the one which I send to the Chair. I 
desire the Clerk to-read it. : 
The amendment was then read, as follows: 
Provided; That ‘before the said sum, or avy portion there- 
of, be’ paid, the said tribe or nation of Indians shall give a 


he will ‘offer when the right time 


consequent thereon, 


Mr. MEADE.. My object, sir, in offering that 
amendment is to conclude, upon the part of the 
Indians, any further demands upon the Govern- | 
ment. Probably, sir, I might, in strict justice, 
admit that these Indians did have an equitable | 
claim upon this Government for the eight million | 
acres of territory which were taken from them under | 
this treaty. However, it would be a stale demand, 
and one which I wish to have relinquished. As 
has been stated by the gentleman from Indiana, 
{Mr. Fircu,] when we made a treaty with the 
hostile Creeks, we agreed beforehand with the | 
friendly Creeks that we would provide for their 
indemnity, they having lost large sums in houses, | 
furniture, horses, and cattle. When General 
Jackson took possession of that army, previously 
under command of General Pinckney, he assumed 
to. himself, in virtue of the ample instructions 
which had been given to his predecessor, to pre- | 
scribe the terms of that treaty; and unfortunately 
for those friendly Indians, it became necessary, 
from the necessities of State alone, to deprive them 
of large strips of territory running down to the 
Florida line, the object being, as stated by Gen- | 
eral Jackson at the time, to cut off communication 
between the Indians living on the westside of the 
Chattahoochee river, and the warlike Seminoles 
who lived in the Territory of Florida. That was | 
done for the future security of our citizens. While 
its injustice abstractly was admitted—while the 
friendly Creek Indians werg aware that great in- 
justice was done them in depriving them of their 
territory, yet they yielded to the interest of the 
United States, relying hereafter upon the justice 
of the American Government to grant them an 
indemnity. ; : 

After-that treaty was made, Mr. Chairman, 
orders were issued to our Indian agent, Mr, Haw- 
kins, to ascertain the loss which*the Indians had 
suffered in their lands, and in their horses and 
cattle; and after a partial examination, Mr. Haw- 
kins reported to the Government that he would 
estimate theirdosses at somewhere about $100,000. 
But before he had completed his investigations, 
Mr. Hawkins died, which subsequently led to the 
appointment of Colonel Mitchell, who completed 
the investigation. It isin the report of Colonel 
Mitchell, made in the year 1817, that this sum of 
$110,417 is stated as the amount due to these In- 
dians, for depredations committed by these hostile 
Creeks." : 

Well now, Mr. Chairman, I find that that does 
not embrace the eight million of acres of land 
which we took from ‘them, and which now consti- 
tute a portion of the State of Georgia, and from | 
the sale of which, T understand, we have already 
received some $8,590,000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this nation of Indians has 
dwindled down to a comparatively small number; 
but yet some persons may take it into their heads 
hereafter to ‘stimulate those Indians to come for- 
ward and demand payment for these lands, and it 
is for that reason that I offer the proviso, which | 
requires that the nation, before this $110,417 shall 
be paid them, do grant a release of all demands 
that may have originated in that war. à 

Mr. FOWLER. Iam deeply interested in the 
gentleman’s statement. Will the gentleman: in- | 


have received about 


Mr. MEADE. They 
I do not know the exact 


$85,000 or $90,000. 
amount. 

Mr. FOWLER. Of the 110,000? 

Mr. MEADE. No. Ofthe $200,000 and odd. 
I will state to the gentleman that this $110,000 is 
the balance left, after giving them credit for | 
$85,000 appropriated before the balance was as- 
certained, Congress believing, at the time, Mr. | 


| Hawkins to be rightin his estimate of the amount | 


of money due them for these depredations. This 
is the balance. > z E paean ` 

.Mr. FOWLER. How much, if: anything, 
have they received on account of that eight million 
acres of land ? : . 

Mr. MEADE. They have received nothing on 
account ofthat eight million acres of land, as 
I understand. Now, in view. of that fact, Mr. 
Chairman, I am not inclined particularly to scru- ° 
tinize every item stated in this balance of $110,000, 
knowing full well, whether it be more or. less 
than their sufferings amounted to, the fact that we 
have taken eight million acres of land from them, 
from which we have realized, probably, as many 
millions of dollars. -I will not go into an exact 
account, with a view to ascertain the real bal- 
ance due to them for these depredations. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Iam informed 
by a gentleman. that, while I was outside of the 
bar, the gentleman introduced a proposition to put 
a barrier to their presenting any other claim these 
Indians may have against the Government—pro- 
viding, if this be given, that they are never to de- 
mand anything else.from the Government. 

Mr. MEADE. My proposition is, simply, that 
before this money is paid to these Indians, thena- 
tion shall release all demands'growing out of that 
war, and the treaty consequent upon that war: 

Mr. JOHNSON. You are speaking of the 
eight million acres of land. The taking of that 
was one of the*consequences growing out of that, 
war. 

Mr. MEADE, It may be so contended. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The proviso is, then, to cut 
off these Indians or their heirs from the reclama- 
tion of those eight millions of acres? _ 

Mr. MEADE. ` Yes, sir. 7 

Mr. JOHNSON. Thegentlemen then stated that 
if it were not adopted, the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas might come in and attempt to obtain for these 
Indians the reclamation of these eight million acres 
of land. 

Mr. MEADE, I did not say so., . 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am then incorrectly in- 
formed. | Í will state to the gentleman that I do 
not oppose his amendment, which precludes these 
Indians from ever coming back again.’ I will not 
oppose it if thesé Indians want to take the $110,000. 
If they are willing to take it by way of compro- 
mise for every other right they may have, I will 
vote for theamendment. I am willing that it shall 
be passed. But it will be a proud task for any 
man to stand upon the floor of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and compound the debts of the Gov- 
ernment ohe United States against a creditor 
powerless, and who is under your feet! But I will 
vote with the gentleman! Is that the way the 
American House of Representatives is to legis- 
late with reference to an ignorant, helpless, 
down-trodden people? This is the measure pro- 
posed. I will not do otherwise than vote for the 
gentleman’s amendment, and let these Creek In- 
dians take the $110,000, and let them feel, when 
they have taken it, that the Government which 
took from them while they were its allies, and 
afier they had been bravely contending for our 
cause eight million acres of Jand—this great and 
good Government—their great Father is the one 
which reaches out its hand to pay a just debt of 
$110,000, saying: “ I will give you that which 
‘I own to bedue you, but you must acknowledge 
‘beforehand, that in robbing you of eight million 
‘acres of land, I have robbed you most right- 
eously.” Is that it? Tnatis the philosophy of 
this House. 

Mr. MEADE. I did not yield the floor-to the 
gentleman to make a long speech. I offered that 
amendment for the purpose of settling this account 
with the Indians now and forever. The Indians. 
have preferred their claim for $110,000. I want 
them to bring forward at this time every claim 
they may have against the Government to pre- 
clude legislation hereafter upon the subject. And 
I now give the gentleman from Arkansas notice, 
that if these Indians have any further claims 
against this Government, and he desires to be- 
friend them, let him bring them forward now.. I 
am opposed hereafter to -having these claims re- 
opened.. They have slept upon their rights, if 
they have any, in relation to these lands, from 
1814 down to the present time, and I do not wish 
these old transactions ripped up again. If they 
have anything to claim in consequence of the taking 
of these eight million acres of land, I say let them 
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bring forwar 
it. ‘But | have no idea these Indians shall here- | presume no one else désires to discuss it. The 
after, when they are almost extinet, bring forward | Senate have now. introduced a joint resolution 
claims for millions of dollars against this Govern- ; proposing to amend the joint rules of the two 
ment, after they have slept for forty or fifty years. Pousa that appropriation bills from us shall not 

Mr. FOWLER. If the gentleman will allow /! be received within ten days from the time fixed 
another inquiry. If I understand the gentleman ' for adjournment. It is absolutely important we 


from Virginia, he admits they have an equitable |: should send thern something. I move debate upon i 


claim for the eight million acres of land, and that 
they are entitled to $110,000 for losses. f 
Mr. MEADE. I say this, Mr. Chairman: that 
they might hereafter bring forward a claim against 
us for this eight million acres of land. I have not ;i 
sufeienily investigated the subject to say whether 
it would bean equitable claim or not; I only know 
that they had a title to the land which wie taken |! ee R E 


from them by this treaty; but there have been li Mr. PRICE. I ask the unanimous consent of 


: $ l! the House to submit the following resolution: 
any oth ji 5 t=] : 
manyoomer treaties made with these Indians, and ' Resolved, That twenty thousand copies of the obituary 


there have been other pecuniary considerations |) speeches and proceedings, upon the death of Henry Clay, 
passing between the Governmentand them. Fam | in the Senate and this House, be printed, under the direc- 
not sufficiently conversant with the facts to inform |} tion of the Committee on Printing, for the House. 
l; 
| 
j 


j the Indian appropriation bill be terminated. one 
; hour afier the committee shall again resume- its 
! consideration. 

| Objection was made. z 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to reconsid- 
er the vote by which the resolution was adopted. 


the gentleman whether such a claim be equitable © There was no objection. 
or not. li ‘The question was then taken, 
Mr. FITCH. {now claim the floor under the || was unanimously adopted. 
understanding made with the gentleman. ll Mr. FOWLER moved the House adjourn; 
Mr. McMULLIN. I move, with the gentle- | which motion was agreed to. 
man’s consent, that the committee rise. || And the House adjourned till to-morrow, at 
| 
1 


and the resolution 


Mr. TAYLOR. I would suggest to the gen- || eleven o’clock, a. m. 
tleman to modify his motion so that it will be in 
the power of the committee to take a recess till | 
seven o’clock. I think these speeches of an hour ; 
each in length should be heard in the evening and | 
business would be facilitated. We will get through 
asmonth ‘sooner by adopting that plan. i 

Mr. FITCH. If all the members present were |; 
convinced, they would not constitute a quorum of | 
the committee. 

Mr. TAYLOR. We can have a general un- | 
derstanding no vote shall be taken. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We had last week, at the |} 
evening session, a better audience than we had in | 
the morning. ji 

i 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions and memorial were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi : The petition of A. B. 
l Lewis and other citizens of Louisiana, Mississippi, and 
Alabama, praying an appropriation to remove obstructions 
at the mouth of the East Pascagoula river. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of William 
Beschke, asking from Congress assistance to complete a 
i steamboat with a new mode of propulsion 5- also, patron- 
age for a ship gun and other valuable inventions. 

By Mr. GILMORE : The petition of citizens of Indiana 
county, Pennsylvania, for a post route from Indiana, Penn- 
sylvania, to Smicksburg in ndiana county, Pennsylvania. 


Mr. TAYLOR. Gentlemen need not come | 
here if they do not want to. | 
Mr. FITCH. I cannot explain my other | Tuurspay, July 15, 1852. 
amendment in five minutes, and will therefore | Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
yield altogether my right to the floor. i| Mr. BRIGHT presented the credentials of the 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, I do not want || Hon, Davin MERIWETHER, appointed a Senator 
to speak to-night. I am willing that the debate || by the Governor of Kentucky in place of the Hon. 
shall be closed after the conclusion of my speech, | Henry Cray, deceased, which were read, as fol- 
but I would ask'the indulgence of the committee || lows: 
to submit my remarks in the morning. || Commonweanre oF KENTUCKY, sete 
Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to suggest to my || Henry Olay, Esquire, who was duly chosen Senator for 
friend from Arkansas that there are many gentle- |; iig Comimonwealih, iu pureuance ofthe Or dariog @ ot 
i i ii the Unite ates a es 
men who desire to speak. y KIR pleašant L epean H last session of the Legislature of the Commonwealth, to 
during the evenings, as we have proven. Ishould || take effect on the first Monday of September next, and 
have great pleasure In listening to the gentleman || having died before the period that his resignation takes 
to-morrow, but some other one can occupy the !! effect—I, Lazarus W. Powell, being Governor or Chief 
i 
f 
1 


IN SENATE. 


4 . > istrat wealth, have, therefore, thought 
floor this evening. We have but a month to Bik i Marae Of gomon T nstiiiton, to appoint Davip 
here, and it is utterly impossible to accomplish | Weriwerner, Esquire, to be and act as a Senator for the 
the public business unless we debate during the |; Commonwealth until the time the resignation of the said 
evenings 5 ee E nore hand and seal of the Common- 
Mr. JOHNSON. Then to-morrow morning | [seat] iral this 6th day of July, 1852. 
there would be no certainty I should be entitled to :| È W. POWELL. 
the floor. : 
Mr. TAYLOR. There would be an under- |; ? 
standing that the gentleman should be entitled to | | The oath prescribed by law 
the floor in the morning. _ _ {Listered to Mr. MERIWETHER, 
The question was then taken on the motion ij-the Senate. . ’ 
submitted by Mr. McMu.iin, and it was agreed i Mr. BRIGHT. The letter of appointment just 
to. | read, and which conferred upon you authority to 
The committee accordingly rose, and the || administer the oath just taken by the honorable 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the chairman || Senator from Kentucky, must have striek a ena- 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the |; tors who paid attention to its reading, as di erent 
state of the Union had had the state of the Union || in phraseology from, letters or certificates of ap- 
generally under consideration, and particularly |; pointments usually given in such cases. 
House bill No. 43, “making appropriations for the |! 


: By the Governor: 
: J. P. Metca rE, Secretary of State. 


having been admin- 
he took his seat in 


i That paper limits the term of service of the ap- 
Indian department for the year ending 30th ofJune, | pointee to the first Monday of September next, 
1853,” and had come to no conclusion thereon. | that being the time at which the resignation of the 


$i then Senator (since deceased) was to take effect. 
es SONS rae o oe object in rising is not to ask action at 
Mr. . Ta - 


, My i 
: ii this time upon the credentials of the pro tempore 
sent of the House to take up Senate bill No. 96, §: P 
“to provide for the removal of obstructions in the 


‘i appointee, but to say that I regard the limita- 
tion contained in the credentials of the honora- 
river Savannah and for the improvement of the l 
same,’’ for the purpose of reference. [tisa bill 2 


ii ble Senator as gtanding for naught, and that 

: ; i though he may not himself set up claim to the 

PCy ee ances deeply interested. seat ‘he occupies, after the time mentioned in the 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken | aper just read, yet he has certain constitutional 

up, read a first and second time by its, title, and Pht. his constituency and every State in the 

referred to the Committee on Commerce. | Union have certain constitutional rights arising 

DEBATE ON THE INDIAN BILL. ij out of, and to be affected by the mo ana manner 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ar- ij this question js determined, pe mi require 

kansas has stated his willingness to have the de- |; him to serve until such tims ene coen a y 
bate closed on the Indian appropriation bill as || the Constitution of the Unite 


| tion, it ought to be so declared. 


choosing his successor. I have made these sug- 
gestions to prevent any misconception of the facts, 
and to place my esteemed ‘friend, the honorable 
Senator trom Kentucky, in a- proper position: be- 
forthe body if the question should ever- comeup 
again. The jiodoranle Senator himself, 1 am au- 
thorized to say, has personally no feeling in the 


matter other than that which arises from a desire , 


to serve his constituents faithfully, and fulfill: the 
obligations of the. laws and Constitution ‘under 
which he acts.. 0s , Fale a8 
“Mr. DOUGLAS. I would suggest the propri- 
ety of referring these credentials to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. [entertain great doubts as to =» 


the power of the Governor to appoint a Senator, 
and limit the period to a shorter time than. that 
prescribed by the Constitution of the United States. 
The Constitution declares that if a vacancy occurs 
during the recess of the Legislature, the Governor 
may make a temporary. appointment, and the 
commission shall extend to the next meeting of 
the Legislature; which shall then fill such vacan- 
cy. I entertain. great doubt as to the power of 
the Governor, in his commission, to. make a lims 
itation, not only unauthorized by the Constitu- 
tion, but in direct violation of its express. terms. 
As to what the effect of such a limitation would 
be upon this commission, I am not pre ared:. to 
state. I think it may as well go to the Judiciary 
Committee for investigation. f 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave no doubt that this ques- 


tion is a very important one; but I should dislike = 


to anticipate events, and act for something which 
may never arrive. Iam one of those who donot 
think that the mere paper is anything but the evi- 
dence of the title. The real title of the Senator who 
has just taken hisseat is according to the Constitu- 
tion, and what may be conferred upon him by the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky. I do not hold that 
the Governor of the State, by any language he 
can use, can limit the tenure of office under. the 
Constitution of the United States. But I will say 
to my friend from Illinois that it is possible that 
this issue may never arise; and if it does, and Mr. 
Dixon should come here and claim the seat, the 
honorable Senator may be perfectly quiet, because 
it will be the duty of this body at that time to de- 
cide upon the validity of his election. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have made no motion, but 
simply threw out the suggestion. l ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think, with the Senator from 
South Carolina, that the contingency may never 
arise, and therefore it would be premature now to 
make a reference to the paper presented. If it does 
arise, it will then be time enough to raise the issue. 
That matter was considered before the paper was 
presented.” I hope the Senator from Illinois will 
not press his suggestion. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 differ entirely from the Senator 
from Indiana. I think this paper ought to be re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. If it is notin 
accordance with the requirements of the Constitu- 
It is no appoint- 
ment at all, if the Governor has put an improper 
limitation upon it. Certainly the Senator who 
has just taken a seat.in this body cannot: hold his 
seat longer than the period specified in the com- 
mission; which is until the time when Mr: Dix- 
on’s commission is to tàkeeffect. I do not in- 
tend to prejudgezthe question ; but Lam cléarly of 
the opinion that the wording of the executive ap- 
pointment is wrong. It is the only paper of the 
kind that has ever been presented in this body. 
A vacancy was created by resignation to take 
effect at a future day, followed by an election to fill 
the vacancy from the date specified. Inthe mean 
time the Senator who resigned, to take effect at a 
future day, dies before that day arrives; and the 
vacancy of that seat in this body is by death, and 
not resignation, and should be filled accordingly. 
I think it cannot be filled in the form of the com- 
mission that has just been read. it should have 
had no reference to Mr. Dixon’s election. The 
question ought to be examined by the Committee 
on the Judiciary before we pass away from it. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, 1 think there 
can be no doubt in relation to this question. 
think the suggestions made by the honorable Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, commend themselves 
to. the favorable judgment of the Senate. The 
Senator from California is certainly wrong when 
he says, there is no commission conferred upon 
the Senator from Kentucky, by the paper which 


has been read. If there be an improper limit, in 


Mii 


July 15, 


TT 


presents itself. ` s 
` The PRESIDENT. There is no motion before 
the Senate. i 

The conversation therefore dropped. 

on PETITIONS, ETC. .- 

Mr. RUSK. I formerly presented a petition 
froni mail contractors for extra allowance. This 
subject was presented to the House of Represénta-- 
tives in 1844, where it was. acted upon. > During. 
this session of Congress, the petition, with accom- 
panying papers, was presented here, and referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post | 
Roads. In the examination of these papers, I 
found that the matter had been before Congress, 
and been acted upon; therefore it became neces- |i 
sary to obtain the papers which were presented 
with the petition driginally. These were in the Hi 
office of the Clerk of the House of Representa- |: 
tives. “I applied for them, and he said that he || 
could not permit them to leave his office, without || 

| 


an order of the Efouse. I therefore procured the 
order withdrawing them, for the purpose of pre- 
senting them to the Senate; which I now do, and 
move that they be referred to the Committee on : 
the Post Office and Post Roads. ` 

They were so referred. i 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of Franklin county, Massachusetts, praying that 
the homestead bill may become a law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SOULE presented a resolution of the Uni- 
ted States Agricultural Society, praying to be in- || 
corporated; which was referred to the Committee 


: up for consideration. 


the appropriation bills? 


BILLS PASSED. 

The following engrossed: bills -w 
tead a third time and passed: 

An act allowing exchanges of school lands, and 
authorizing selections for deficiencies in certain 
cases; and i 

An act. to provide for the survey of the. public 


ere severally 


lands in California, the granting of donation priv- | 


ileges therein, and for other purposes. 
ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. HUNTER. Some time since a resolution | 


from the House, in relation to the adjournment of 


| Congress, was, upon my motion, ordered to lie 


upon the table. I desire now to move to take it 


. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I would ask the honorable 


| Senátor from Virginia if he wishes to fix the day 
| of adjournment until we know something about 


Mr. HUNTER. ‘I had intended to state, that 


it was my purpose, if the resolution should be 
tuken up, to move to amend it by fixing the 30th 


- of August, which I think is the earliest day upon 
! which we can adjourn. 


It will be for the Senate, 
however, to determine what day it will fix. My 


| own opinion is, that, by the 30th day of August, 
| we ought to be able to get through with the busi- 
| ness of the session. If the Senate should take up 


-on Agriculture. 
Also, resolutions of the National Convention 
. for the promotion of Agriculture, asking the aid of 
Congress in promoting the interests of that branch 
of industry; which were referred to the Committee | earlier day. 


on Agriculture. The motion to take up th luti 
| p theresolution was agreed 
Mr, COOPER. I have been requested to pre- ; to, and the Senate proceeded to consider it. It is 
sent the memorial of William Beschke, a native || as follows: 


of Prussia, and a naturalized citizen of the United “ Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senate,) ‘That 
States, praying Congress to examine au invention |; the President of the Senate, and the Speake? of the House 
which he denominates a + breech-loading steady || of Representatives, close the present session of Congress 
ship-gun,” and also a model propeller. 1 will || by an adjournment of their respective Houses on Monday, 


“po a. |i the 16th day of 3 f: loc 
merely state that I know the gentleman, He is Adie August next, at the hour of twelve o'clock, 


a man of education and scientific attainments. |! 
: , | , . vet solu- 
His gun has been examined by a number of gen- || 4: Mr HUNTER I mo A amend the resolu 
ion by striking out “‘ sixteenth,” and inserting 


dimne invent E aa T hee Dro | thie aot aa to fate day’ of adjournner 
y : ; Jee’ |) for the 30th of August. 


to the memiogialist to state before moying to refer k À 
thememorial to the Committee on Naval Affairs, |! cone SHIELDS. 


which I now do. | day; but, I confess, we have been treated in such 


It was so referred, | 4 
TON os. aye | a way by the House for two sessions past, that I 
Mr. MORTON presented the petition of George am very unwilling to close the door, b adopting 


J. Tehnbauer, praying additional compensation for | 
taking the Seventh Census in Florida; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GWIN presented a petition of citizens of 
Nevada, California, praying the establishment of 
a branch Mint in that State; which was ordered-to 
be laid on the table. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
‘lutionary Claims, to which was referred the me- | 
moridl of Anna De Neufville, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a joint resolution for the relief of 
the heir of Jahn De Neutville and son; which was | 
read and passed to the second reading 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


NOAH HANSON, 


„Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Sena 


is hereby, directed to pay ont of the contingent fund of the i 
Senate, to Mrs. W. Maria Hanson, as administratrix of the |: 


; the resolution, it is my purpose to offer theamend- 
| ment I have indicated. J should not be willing to 
| vote to fix an earlier day, and I fear we cannot 
| get through the necessary business if we fix an 


i we had a certain number of hours in which to 
į accomplish our work, and we had to harry through 
ji the most important bills which came before Con- 
|| gress. We all recollect the manner in which that 
i; matter was conducted, and the scenes which were 
| transacted in this Chamber. I think itis the duty 
of the House to send us the appropriation bills in 


cur with them in adjourning 


as promptly as pos- 
; sible. 


Bat unless we do that; unless we make 


| propriation bills will be kept back as they have 
been heretofore, and we will be compelled to ac- 


anxious for an early adjournment; but I should 
dislike very much to be placed in the position in 
which we have been 
past. 


Mr. GWIN. I shall vote against fixing any 


+ 


c be, and he 


estate of Noah Hanson, tate a messe ger of the Senate, the 
usual per diem compensation for his services froin March 
27, 185), to June 1, 1851, and from October 1, to November 
1, 1851, the time of his decease, and also to pay the fimeral į 
ezpenses of said Hanson, as heretofore paid in similar 
cases. 


DERBY’S REPORT, 
Mr. GWIN submitted the fo 
fer consideration: 


Resolved, That one thousand additi 
port of the Secretary of War of the 1 
nicating, in compliance witha r 


lowing resolution 


| 
| 
i 


oual copies of the re- 
Sth of Sune, commu- 
esolution of the Senate, a [i 


; day of adjournment until the amendment to the 
rules, suggested by the Senator from New Hamp- : 
shire, [Mr. Nornis,] is adopted. I am utterly | 
opposed to fixing a day of adjournment, unless | 


we have, ten days prior to that period, all the ap- 
propriation bills before us. 1 hope there will be 
no day fixed until that amendment to the rules is 
made. If we place ourselves in the power of the 


|| House, they may send us the whole of these ap- 
_ propriation bills.two or three days before the 


adjournment, and we shall be forced to pass them 


Jam as anxious as the hon- | 
ble Senator from Virginia to adjourn atan early | 


that understood, my impression is that those ap- 


placed forthe two sessions | y 
; i| ever obnoxious, however objectionable, or how- 
i| ever wrong may be some of the provisions con- 
i tained in an annual appropriation bill, it would be 


i 


. . { 
| such a resolution, before we receive the general 
|; appropriation bills. The last session we sat here, | 


due time; and when those bills come we will con- || 


cept them as they come from the House, without || 
examining them, or to reject them in toto. I ami | 2 
| Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from South Car- 
| olina says, ‘* reject them.” Now, the Senator 


without examination. Iam opposed to fixing any 
day until the amendment of the rules, proposed 
| by the Senator from New Hampshire, is adopted. 
| Mr. DOUGLAS.. If it be in order, I would 
move a resolution that the Secretary of the Senate 
be instructed to notify the House of Represent- 
| atives, that the Senate will be ready to adjourn in 
| ten days after we receive the appropriation bills 
from the House. As things now stand, it is held 
| forth tothe country.that we are responsible for 
| protracting this session of Congress.. I wish it to 
ibe understood thaf thé Senate- are ready to ad- 
; journ, at any time, as soon as we can receive the 
| appropriation bills and have time to act upon them. 
| I suppose ten days would be sufficient, and would 
| be the’shortest time within which we could act 
upon them, if we should be ready to enter upon 
their consideration thé moment they. are received. 
I think ‘it is due to the country, I think it is due 
to the other House, that they should know why 
i it is that we are waiting and not fixing a day of 
adjournment. We are waiting simply for the 
i House to send us those bills; and if the House 
| can understand officially that that isthe reason 
; why the Senate is waiting, it will probably hasten 
| the reception of the bills, and will, at an rate, let 
| both the House and the country know the reason 
i for the delay. 

The PRESIDENT. <A proposition of the na- 
| ture suggested by the Senator from Ilinois, will 
not be in order. 


| 
i 
i 
} 


ie Mr. ADAMS. Ishall vote against the amend- 


ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia} 
with the bope that this body will concur im the 
resolution passed by the Flouse, which has bébn 
on our table for the last month. It is suggested 
| by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Suraxps,] that 
the appropriation bills may be sent here at so late 
a period, that this body will not have an opportu- 
nity to act upon them; and the last session has 
been referred to as an instance of that.. T would 
ask that Senator, or any other Senator, whether, 
within the last twenty years, he has ever known 
i any session of Congress, or of anyother déliber- 
| ative body, where the mass of business was not. 
| thrown on the last days of the session? Itis so 
i every session; and shall we better the matter by 
postponing the day of adjournment until the 30t 

of August? I think not. I think that if we de- 
‘termine to adjourn on the. 16th of August, the 
| House will send to the Senate the appropriation 
bills as soon as possible. At all events, it'seems 
i to me the Senate should concur in the resolution. 
| of the House, and then do the best wecan. We 
i have already consumed a great deal of time; and 
| I think it is‘due to the Senate, it is due to the coun- 
try, it is due to the character of the Congress of 
the United States, that we should adjourn very 
early.. In my humble opinion, we shall make. 
| more character, and do the country more good by 
an early adjournment, than by any legislation. 

Mr. HAMLIN., [am willing to vote for the 
shortest time for adjournment that any Senator 
will name; I am willing to vote for the resolution 
of the House, which is now under consideration, 
if we can first have a vote of the House upon 
the resolution which has-been subinitted by 
the Senator from New Hampshire, {Mr. No RRIS.] 
But until we can have that, I am not disposed to 
; vote for any particular day of adjournment. 
There is a responsibility which rests upon this 
| body in relation to the annual appropriation bills. 
When those bills are sent to usat the last week 
of the session, we assume that responsibility with- 
out being able to perfect Ulose bills. We are 
made responsible for acts for which we should not 
be held responsible, 

Mr. BUTLER. Reject them. 


i 
{ 
i 
i 
t 
f 
i 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 


from South Carolina knows very well, that, how- 


utter folly to attempt to reject it. If we, there- 
fore, proclaim to the House, that we shall be 
ready to adjourn at any period of time within ten 
days after they shall forward to us the appropria- 


i 
| 


ii tion bills, it seems to me that we discharge our 
i| whole duty. 


I understood the suggestion made by the Sen- 
; ator from Illinois (Mr. Doveras] to be a distinct 
motion. I suppose the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia will be first in order; but after the 


TH 


ales shall be taken upon his motion to amend, 
suppose it will be in order to move to amend the 
resoiution by striking out the whole of it, and 
passing in its place a resolution that the Senate 
will be ready to adjourn within ten days after the 
Ue aay bills shall be sent to it from the 
House; or let the resolution lie upon the table 
until the Senator from New Hampshire shall have 
the opportunit of passing his amendment to the 
joint rules, and send it to the House, and let them 
concur in it, 1 wil! then vote to adjourn on the 
1éth of August, or at any time after they shall 
give us ten days to pass upon the appropriation 
bills; and, in my judgment, that is a very limited 
time. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, there aretwo | 
classes of objections to the amendment which I | 
have proposed. ‘Tbe Senator from Hlinois [Mr. - 
SnieLDs] objects that it is unsafe to fix any day for 
adjournment at all until we get the appropriation 
bills, and in that he is sustained by the Senator 
from Maine. The Senator from Mississippi, and 
some others, think we ought to adopt the resolu- 
tion as it came from the House, and fix the time i 
of adjournment for the 16th of August. I am 4 
inclined to think that it would not be wise to wait 
until the appropriation bills are sent from the 
House, but that it would be more politic to fix 
some day, by which the business of the country 
could be transacted, if the two Houses were dis- | 
nosed to do so, not only because it is proper in || 
itself, but because it is usual, and operates as a ; 
sort of notice between the two Houses that the ses- | 
sion is to terminate at that time, and they apply | 
themselves more closely to business after the day ‘ 
of adjournment is fixed. Such has been our ex- 
perience heretofore. 

I doubt, if we were to fix no day, whether the | 
appropriation bills would be here by the end of | 
Angust. I think it probable that the House would | 
ull continue to delay, and that we might have 
that series of debates in which Congress has been ; 
engaged for some time past. 

X ather do I think it would be altogether cour- | 
teous or proper to send to the House such a res- 
olution as my friend from Ilinois (Mr. Doveras] | 
proposes to send. Fle proposes to send our Sec- 
retary down to the House to say that ‘ within ten’ 
days after you send us the appropriation bills we ; 
will be ready to adjourn.” It would be, in effect, , 
saying, ‘ nothing prevents us from adjourning but ; 
your neglect to discharge your appropriate func- | 
tions and duties.” ; 

Mr. GWIN. Itis true. i 

Mr. HUNTER. Ifit be true, it would scarcely 
be courteous in us to say this to the other House. 
It seems to me that it would be improper. I 
believe that if the appropriation bills were here, : 
we could perhaps get through with them in ten 
days, but it would be very hard work. I think | 
that would be hardly time enough to allow. Be- i; 
sides, what would be the meaning of the phrase? 
Should we wait for ten days after all the appro- 
priation bills get here, or ten days after the first. 
one? ‘They have already sent us two appropria- 
tion bills—very smali ones it is true—pension | 
bills, which have been acted on. Ifit means that `! 
we shail be ready to adjourn ten days after the 
shall besent to us, it might i; 
ould be necessary for the , 
consideration of any one bill, But I think it is ; 
objectionable on the ground that it would be con- 
sidered discourteous, and would engage US I: 
disputes with the other House, which | wish to | 
avoid. z F 

On the other hand, itis my opinion, from what | 
J can learn, and I have endeavored to ascertain— :; 
for I am anxious to fix as early a day asthe Sen- © 
ator from Mississippi or any other gentleman— 
that we cannot get through with the necessary 
business of the country by the 16th of August, 
even if the House and the Senate were both to 
work as long and as much as could reasonably be : 
expected of them. We not only have all the 
main appropriation bills to act upon, except the | 
iwo small pension bills to which I have referred, 
but we havea vast mass of other business upon 
the Calendar which ought to be attended to. 
am told that the House has done very little in re- © 
gard to private claims. Tt will probably be insist- 
edaupon that it shall devote some two OF three 
days ta the Private Calendar, before it adjourns; | 


ion 


last appropriation bill 
be more time than W 


and itis right and proper that it should do some- © 
thing for the relief of private claimants. We all « 


| connected with the appropriation bills, and certain ‘| 


| that it would be safé to fix any day earlier than 


| the H 


" their bills blindly; but I would be willing to reject | 


| that I would not be so factious, but that I would 
! withdraw the reques 
| bill that was to appropriate about as much money : 


i! tion’of John Quincy 


| cause, they s 


‘hear me, that an le S 1 
i tueky, now deceased, was In his place, and voted |i 


| ance to commerce—and 


I from the House to the President’s, to get that . 
| ight-house bill signed. 


: Fiye minutes W 
: position in which we voluntarily put ourselves, | 


i 
we could do to dispatch properly the business 


i 
i 
and some of which are yet to be considered—bills j 
of great importance. I do not think, therefore, 
| 
| 
| 


the 30th of August, and yet I think we ought to 
fix on the first day we can, with safety, to operate 
by way of notice to the House and to the coun- 
try that we intend to get through, if possible, by 
that day; and I think it would be an inducement 
to the House themselves to do business more | 
rapidly. Sy * 

Mr. BUTLER. I made a remark just now | 
which, perhaps, I might as well explain. I in- |: 
timated that it would be proper in some cases to || 
reject the appropriation bills. I say so again. If: 
ouse give us notice that they will adjourn | 
on the 16th of August, and they fail to send us ; 
the appropriation bills within such time as they ‘| 
themselves have indicated, I say, for one, on the i 
responsibility of a Senator, that I would not take | 
the bad ones, and leave the responsibility with i 
them. I want no controversy between the two i! 
Houses; and when the intimation is thrown out | 
that the House has not transacted business with | 
dispatch, | think we might as well look to some |! 
delays in this body, occasioned by such discus- | 
sions as took place with regard to the Collins | 
line. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have no pro- 
fessions to make of my desire to go home, or of ; 
my willingness to adjourn. I will let that matter 
take care of itself; but I want to call the attention | 
of the Senate to the fact, that two years ago we | 
agreed, I do not know exactly when, to adjourn į 
on the 30th of September. On the 24th of Sep- | 
tember, six days before that, we had an appropri- i 


; ation bill sent to us from the House, making an || 


appropriation of some $10,000,000 for the naval i| 
service of the United States. That was commit- || 
ted to our appropriate committee; and, Sunday 

intervening, on the 28th of September, when we 
had to adjourn on the 30th, we had, fot the first 
time, under consideration that bill making appro- 
priations to the amount of $10,000,000. 1 had 
given some attention to the subject, and I asked | 
fo have that bill read through once, and I remem- 
her that half a dozen or a dozen Senators got | 
around me immediately, begging, for God’s sake, i 
si 
it 


t to have read through oncea || 


Y 
if 
‘| 

i 
‘| 


as it used to cost that “ extravagant”? administra- || 
Adams to get through the | 
year with, But I believethe bill was read through |! 
once, and on that day it was passed. It was re-)) 
marked by a Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. | 
Bapeer,] that it was within his knowledge that 
Senators then voted against their convictions, be- | 
aid, there was no tirhe to consider | 
He mentioned a fact which is, 
lection of many Senators who now 
honorable Senator from Ken- 


amendments. i 
within the recol | 


Heh 


with me on an amendment, merely because, he 
said, there was not time to consider it; and his 
vote was given against his judgment because there 
was no ume. 

Now, Lam not willing to put myself in that į; 
position. Twill not vote for any day, 30th or | 
40th, that may be named, until I am sure the busi- | 
ness of the Senate is in sucha position that may); 
acquit myself of the responsibility which belongs il 


to me—and | conceive that I have some—as an! 
‘individual Senator, i 
i judgment upon the appropriation bills which may 
‘be sent here. 


of exercising my deliberative `! 


I remember, too, one very important bill, a bill ; 
making appropriations for all the light-houses of ; 
the United States—a matter of very great import- ': 
the question was how fast i 
m here to the House, and 


our clerks could ran fro 


I believeit was estimated |, 
thatif our clerks could ran from here to the House, : 
and from there back to the President’s room, and i 
then here again in five minutes, it might be passed. | 
es was all the time we had under the | 


i 


| important business by that ume, 


| eration—and it seems to be the main 


ty 


| made the amount a little | 


| to meet its approbation, 


for the consideration of a bill making appropria- 


‘| tians for all the light-houses in the United States, 


Now, sir, I am willing ‘to take the responsibility 
and the odium, if any odium comes. with it, of 
absoMitely refusing to fx any day for adjournment 
until we.can be satisfied that we shall.be in a situ- 
ation in which we may discharge the responsibili- 
ties which belong to us, by deliberately consider- 
ing the propositions made to us to appropriate the 
money_of the people. : ý : 

Mr. BORLAND. I amas anxious as any one 
to adjourn, and I'think the Senator from, Missis- 
sippi gave some good reasons why we should ad- 
journ atan early day. There was one other which 
‘he might have added, which I confess has.a good 


|| deal of influence with me, in desiring to adjourn 


at an early day; that iè, that it would greatly pro- 
mote the comfort of Senators and members of,the 
other House, as well as the character of Congress. 
But, sir, my constituents are too much interested 
in important measures which are now pending be- 
fore Congress, to permit me to vote for an adjourn- 
ment ata day so early that it would almost inev- 
itably prevent the passage of these bills by. refus- 
ing them time. I would adjourn next week if the 
business which we have before us could be acted 
upon by that time. Ido not believe that can be 
the case. I donot believeit can be acted upon by 
the 16th of August. I doubt whether many im- 
portant measures can be acted wpon by the 30th 
of August. Butas that time seems to have met 
the views of Senators, and there seems to be some 
good reason why we. might get through with the 
I shall vote for 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

But, Mr. President, I think there is one consid- 
one ‘brought 
for ward here against an early adjournm ent—which 
has very little foundation in fact. . It is the im- 
portance of passing the appropriation bills. In 
view of what has been the action of this Govern- 
ment within the last year especially—I: speak of 
the Executive Government—I do in all conscience, 
believe that itis a matter of comparatively little im- 
portance whether we pass the appropriation bills 
or not in advance for the public service. The Sen- 
ator from Virginia, (Mr. Hewrer,] as chairman 
of the Committee on Finance, is ready this morning 
to report the deficiency bill, which yesterday, came 
back from the House; which bill proves clearly 
and conclusively, that whether we pass the appro-, 
nriation bills or not, or whether we put items in 
them or not of a particular character, the Exec- 
utive finds no difficulty in carrying. on the Gov- 
ernment. If it be lawful, if it be right for.that 
Department of the Government to contract obli- 
gations, incur expenses, and use the public funds 
in the administration of the Government with- 
out an appropriation by law, then all this anx- 
jety and solicitude which Senators manifest on 
the subject of the appropriation bills has, in my 
opinion, very little to do with the merits of the 
question, Suppose we pass an appropriation bill, 
suppose, in our discretion, we appropriate only 
half as much as the Executive Department of the 
Government said would be necessary, does that 
make any difference as to the amount? - Suppose 
we leave out three, five, ten, or twenty milhons 
from the fifty `or sixty millions per annum which 
I suppose we shall have to use for the expenses 
“of the Government under this Administration, will 
that lessen the expenses of the Government? If 
we may judge from the past, it will serve but aga 
stimulant to expend more. 1 do not know. but if 
we were to leave it to the discretion of the Exec- 
utive altogether, that we should gain something 
for the public interest; for when, last year, we re- 
fused an appropriation asked for by the Executive, 
that Department, in disregard of our refusal, went 
on and not only expended what we refused, but 
arger, if I am capable of 
making the calculation. : 

Mr. SEWARD. I shall vote for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia, be- 
cause I am satisfied that it is the duty of the Sen- 
ate to codperate with the House in bringing this. 


session to a close within a reasonable time. 


have never Known a legislative body to adjourn in 
any other way, except by a prorogation power 
elsewhere, or by resolution similar to this. {have 
never Known any deliberative body that adjourned 
itself in any other way thah by a resolution intro- 
duced in one House, passed, and sent-to the other 
fixing a day in advance, 
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at which time it was supposed, upon consultatign, 
that both would probably get through the business 
beforethem, | I can see very well that we shall 
not beprepared:to adjourn on the day nameg by 
the House of Representatives, but if we extend 
the time a fortnight, and give them notice now, if 
they aci as they have always acted, and. as all 
legislative bodies ‘with which -F have- had. any 
acquaintance have acted, they will then address 
themselves to the business that. devolves upon 
them. “The amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia strikes me as being reasonable and practica- 
ble, and Lam sure we shall never adjourn in any 
other way but by the passage of a resolution. 

Mr. MILLER. I have been a member of this 
body about ten years, and at the end of every 
Jong session of Congress during that time, we have 
had the same difficulty in fixing the time of ‘ad- 
jourament. If gentlemen will turn their attention 


to. the debates which took place whenever a reso-, 


lution of this kind came from the House, they wilt 
find that what has been said to-day is nothing 


more than a repetition of what has been said be- | 


fore-—the difficulty of getting through the business 
at the time fixed by the House; and yet experi- 
ence has shown that we never commence really to 
‘work up the business of the nation until the House 
designates the time of adjournment. 
period is once fixed, we go to work knowing the 
time we have and the business likely to come be- 
fore us, and prepare ourselves to adjourn at the 
time fixed by the two Houses. With regard to 
the general appropriation bills, I think there are 
more difficulties suggested here than actually ex- 
ist. The principal and most important matters 
contained in those bills. are national matters. We 
all understand generally what they ought to be; 
and itis not necessary for the body to wait until 
the House sends them to us for the purpose of 
calling our attention, to them. All these matters 
are thought of by honorable Senators. They 
know generally the nature of the appropriation 
bills, and are prepared to act upon them when 
they come. -The respective committees of the 
Senate have already considered, :I have no doubt, 
many.of the important matters contained in them. 
‘When they have come here, the difficulty has not 
been with regard to the important matters con- 
tained in them, for want of a proper investigation, 
but on account of some factious opposition fre- 
quently made to certain appropriations. Now, 
that opposition will be made, no matter how far 
distant you may fix the day, if you fix as the 
day the Ist of October, you will find the same 
difficulty when the time arrives. I also under- 
stand that the other House is now prepared, and 
intend to take up immediately the appropriation 
bills. They have already changed their hour of 
meeting from twelve to eleven o’clock, and [ have 
no doubt that the appropriation bills will be taken 
up and acted upon iy that body on or about the 
ist of August. I think we might get through the 
business at the time fixed by the House, but for 
fear there may be some difficulty in that, I am 
willing to vote for the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia, 

Mr. DAWSON. I do not intend to make a 
speech upon the subject, but merely to state the 
reasons why I shall vote for the original resolu- 
tion, It is said by every Senator that we are anx- 
ious to adjourn, and such I believe to be the feeling 
of all. It is stated by the Senator from Illinois, 
that we can adjourn within ten days after the re- 
ception of the appropriation bills; and that if we 


Representatives. The House of Representatives 
have announced to us by ‘resolution, that they 
will be ready to adjourn on the 16th of August. 
Are they not the best judges of their own power 
and capacity to discharge the duty incumbent on 
them? And are we going to give an excuse for 
the extension of this session of Congress, by add- 
ing fifteen or sixteen days to the session, thereb 

changing the onus before the public from the House 
to the Senate? My own judgment is, that the 
House of Representatives will send us the whole 
of these bills, at least by the 4th or 5th of next 
month—especially as they have said so; and that 
we can take up the whole of the measures and 
carry them through, and be prepared to adjourn 
atthe time designated. What is to prevent us? 
Is it not known to every Senator who has been 
here during the sessions limited by the Constitu- 
tion to ninety days, that no business is transacted 


When the | 
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prior tø the Ist day of January; ensuing out meet- 
| ing; and that scarcely ever is am appropriation 
bill reported to the House of Representatives be- 
fore the Ist of February? “And yet we always 
adjourn on the 4th-of March, as required by the 
| Constitution... What, now, is ‘the object of this 
limitation? To place upon us the same necessity 
in the long session, which we bave prolonged for 
nine months, as the Constitution places upon us 
for a short session. We-shall then act more and 
talk less, and debate no measure that it is not de- 
‘sirable to pass. I therefore shall vote. against the 


say to him, in doing so, that. I have great confi- 
dencé in his judgment; but he ought not to seek to 
be the judge of the House of Representatives; he 
ought not to take it upon himself to say that the 
House of Representatives will not do what they 
have proposed to do. . They have said that they 
will be ready to adjourn on the 16th of August. 
Let us pass the resolution. . If there should be 
any failure, by our concurring in it, and we should 
be driven to the inevitable necessity of passing 
another resolution extending the time of the ad- 
journment, the fault will not be ours, but will be 
that of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to state a fact, which 
is made necessary by the remarks of the Senator 
from Georgia. Iam not assuming to be the judge 
of the other House. 1 have consulted with some 
of the experienced members.of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, and from what they tell me, it 
will be unsafe to adjourn before the 30th of Au- 

ust, - 

Mr. DAWSON. The Senator will pardon me 
for saying that we have their declaration in the 
resolution. It is their public act before the coun- 
try. By that we are to be judged; not by the 
private conversation of some of their members. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I desire to make a statement. 
jj I think it may relieve us from embarrassment. 
Perhaps we had better keep the resolution in our 
own power, Let itlie on the table; and let us 
adapt our action upon it to the action of the House. 
I should dislike to send it back. I would rather 
have the original resolution in our power, and 
await some further action of the House on the 
business before them. 

Mr. GWIN. No member of the Senate is 
more anxious for an early adjournment than I am; 
for unless we adjourn early, it will be impossible 
for the Senators and Representatives from Cali- 
fornia: to go home before the next session; but I 
shall not vote for any day of adjournment until 
we get the appropriation bills from the House of 
| Representatives. I had some little experience on 
| that subject during the last Congress. The Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire (Mr. Harr] has al- 
luded to what took place during the last long ses- 
sion of Congress. The light-house bill passed 
here without even being read. 
named that; and the bill at the last session was 
į passed also without being read; and it contained 


so far as portions of my State are concerned. 


I 


1} from any adjournment until we have an opportu- 
l! nity of examining such important bills. I am 
! therefore entirely opposed to fixing a day of ad- 


| upon an adjournment. They have not taken bills 
' from the Speaker’s table which we passed months 
ago. Talk about the progress of business made 
| by that House! They have made no progress. 
| We cannot judge of the future by the past; or, if 
' we can, there will be no adjournment at all. We 
should not put it out of our power to examine the 
appropriation bills when they send them to us. I 


shall have time to examine those bills, or, at least, 
until the passage of the amendment to the rules 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, 
{Mr. Norris.]_ I hope that amendment may be 


the resolution on the table. 


i, the motion, and they were ordered; and being 
aken resulted—yeas 12, nays 34; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Davis, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Geyer, 


~ 


j 
l 
5 


amendment of the Senator from Virginia; and I | 


He might have | 


provisions which makea perfect mass of nonsense, į 


think this experience, which we have had so re- |} 
cently, should induce us to withhold our assent | 


| that we should have some assurance of receiving ; 
; the appropriation bills from the Hoase in a rea- | 


f € ; | sonable time, before we come to a determination | 
do wot adjourn the fault will be with the House of |} 


| 
i 
! 
| journment now. I think itis a matter of necessity | 
i 
i 
\ 
H 


hope, therefore, there will be no action here -on } 
this subject until we have some evidence that we |! 


agreed to; and, in the mean time, I move to lay | 


Mr. ADAMS asked for the yeas and nays on | 


Gwin, Hale; Ham 
Walker—12. ~ 


NAYS—Messts.-Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, Bor- 
i| Jand, Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Charon, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Wiscon- 
sin, Felch, Foot, Hunter, James, King, Mallory, Mason, 
Meriwether, . Miller, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Smith, 
Soulé, Spruancé, Toucey, Upham, and Wade—34. 

So the motion was not agreed to. - 

Mr. RUSK.: - I move to postpone the further 
consideration of-the subject until to-morrow.. If. 
we go on with it now we shallinevitably consume 
the whole day in debating-it. -The chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs yesterday gave 
notice that he would to-day call up a most import- 
ant bill, which was reported from that committee 
—one that is extremely important to-the country, 
as itis to the State I represent, for we are con- 
stantly being murdered by the Indians there; and 
I hope it will be.taken up and considered. f 

Several Senators. We can vote on the res- 
olution now. 

Mr. RUSK. 
come to a vote. 

Mr. ADAMS. . I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken resulted—yeas 22, nays 22; as follow: ` 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Borland, Bright, Brod- 
head, Brooke, Butler, Chariton, Dodge of lowa, Felch, 
Foot, Hunter, James, Mason, Miller, Sebastian, Seward, 
Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Uphamys and Wade—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, 
Davis, Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Geyer, 
Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, King, Mattory, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, 
Shields, Soulé, Toucey, and Walker—22. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MERIWETHER, when his name was 
called, said: I ask to bevexcused from voting. 
The question is one on’ which I do not feel pre- 
pared to vote, not being apprised of the state of 
the business before Congress. 

The PRESIDENT. Ifsuch is the pleasure of 
the Senate the gentleman will be excused. 

Mr. SHIELDS. If it be in order now, I will 
move to lay the resolution on the table. My 
reason for itis, that I think we are going to get 
into some difficulty. I really apprehend, though 

„I am anxious to adjourn on the day designated 
by the House, that the business-is not in such a 
way as to enable us to do so. I am anxious to 
adjourn; but I should prefer. to keep this resolu- 
tion in our own power for the present. I suggest 
to the Senator from Virginia, whether it will at all 
retard the business, to keep it a week longer in 
our power? I am as anxious to adjourn as he is; 
but there are so many important, bills to be acted 
upon, that | think if we adjourn on the 16th, from 
the way the House transacts business, we shall 
disappoint the country. If it be competent, T will 
move to lay the resolution on the table, for the 
purpose of taking it up again at a proper time, as 
soon as we ascertain the state of things in the 
House. I do not feel. prepared to vote for it now 

i| as it stands. 

Several Senarors. “Move to postpone it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will change my motion, 
and move to postpone the further consideration of 
the resolution until this day week. ‘By that time 
I think the House will have taken some action, 
which will enable us to act more intelligently. 
|. Mr. DAVIS. I hope that motion will prevail. 
It is hardly worth while for me to go into the 
reasons; but I really should be glad to know 
; whether we can accomplish the business which is 
indispensably necessary before we fix upon the 
day of adjournment. [think we have been put 
i| to great inconvenience, and done injustice to our- 
| selves and to the country, by the hurried manner 
| in which we have heretofore heen obliged, at the 
| close of the session, to vote upon important bills. 
| All the important bills of the session are in the 
į rear at this moment~-more in the rear than at any 
| session which has occurred. I should be glad to 
experiment a little before the resolution is disposed 
of, to see what progress we can make. Whenever 
i we can see day-light in regard toan adjournment, 
| the earlier the better; but I should be loth to go 
| away. without discharging our obligations to the 
i country, by passing the necessary appropriation 
and other bills. By passing the ‘resolution, we 
may throw the opportunity of discharging our 
duty out of our hands. We came very near it, 
at the session before the last. We were. driven 
within three or four hours of the last moments of 
li the session, to pass. the most important business 


I withdraw the motion, if we can 
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we had. Ido not want to be put in that position 
again, i 

Mr. PRATT. Tam satisfied that, but for the | 
motion of the honorable Senator from Virginia, | 
(Mr. Wuwrer,} by which this resolution was laid | 
upon the table when sent here from the Hause, | 
we should have been prepared to adjourn upon | 
the day indicated by the House. I am farther | 
satisfied, that if it continues to lie on the table, we | 
shall be in the same position at the end of one | 
month, or two months, that we are to-day.. It is, 
therefore, essential, in my opinion, that we should 
act upon the resolution fixing upon some day at 
which the session of Congress shall be brought to | 
aclose. I believe that if we fix upon the 16th of | 
Angust, the day mentioned by the House, the | 
House will of course, in justice to the country at | 
large, go to work upon those measures alone i 
which are essential to be passed, and they will be 
in as good a position to do justice to the country | 
as they will be by any postponement which we 
may make. We shall have at last to rely ina great 
degree upon the examination made by the com- 
mittees of this body, to which these measures 
will be referred. It would be impossible for every 
Senator to discuss the details and particulars of 
them. We must rely in a great degree upon the 
judgmentof the committees, and T, for one, am pre- 
pared now to vote.for the resolution of the House. 
Atany rate, we ought to act definitively upon the 
subject, and I therefore hope the motion to post- 
pone will not prevail. | 

Mr. SOULE. It strikes me that the apprehen- | 
sions entertained with reference to an early ad- ; 
journment are unfounded. It would seem to be the 
opinion of some that the postponement of this 
resolution will give us some security that thej 
business of the House will be brought up in time, ! 
and that the Senate will be allowed to act ad- 
visedly upon the measures which will come be- 
foreit. Such seems certainly to be the object 
sought after by those who oppose the adjourn- 
ment on the 16th of August. Bat will they realize 
what they mean to effect by voting against the 
resolution? In my judgment they will not., The 
experience of the past affords a presumption to 
the contrary. Now we have the House committed 
by the very step which it has thought proper to 
take—committed not only to. the Senate but to 
the country—committed how? To the effect that 
it will in due time send to this body those meas- | 
ures which it cannot be expected we would be | 
willing to pass without due consideration. Is not 
that the obvious bearing and effect of the resolu- 
tion? Clearly it is. 

And what are we going to do by postponing 
the resolution? Precisely the contrary of what we 
expect to realize. We are going to exonerate the 
House from the obligation which it has volunta- | 
rily and by its own act assumed, and incurit our- | 
selves. I; for one, am unwilling to do so. 1 feel 
bound to presume that the House is as much 
aware of its responsibility as we can be of ours. 
I feel bound to presame that it will set itself 
to work, so as to avoid the consequences of 
that responsibility; but should my presumption 
in that respect be unfounded—if I were wrongin 
what I take pleasure to expect from the dispo- 
sition of the House, then I am notat a loss as | 
to the course I shall pursue. Whenever time 
shall be wanting for me to consider deliberately of 
measures committed to my judgment, 1 shall de- 
cline acting at all, and let the responsibility rest 
whereitmay. But, sir, I do not apprehend these 
extremities. The House willact—the more read- 
ily and promptly on account of the very position 
in which the resolution has placed its members. 
I shall, therefore, be for concurring at once In the 
resolution, as being the only means for bringing 
the business of this session to a close. i 

Mr. SHIELDS. I do not.mean to protract ; 
the debate. I take no pleasure in throwing the | 
responsibility or onus on the House. The only | 
question, { consider, is this: Shall we be able to | 
transact the important business of the session in 
the time stated? The inquiries I have made in | 
relation to the business in the House satisfy me | 
that we shall not. Not one important measure | 
has passed Congress this session. The table of; 
the House is loaded with important bills from the | 
Senate. And does any man suppose. that they, 
and the appropriation bills, can pass within the : 
time fixed in the resolution ? I think not. [shall : 
therefore persist in my moti 
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‘| The PRESIDEN 


on to postpone the į 


resolution for a week, and then, after having ! 
made inquiries, if -think we can adjourn-on the} 
16th, I will unite with other gentlemen in endeav- | 
oring to do so. But if it be detrimental .to the 
public business We ought not to adjourn, no mat- 
ter where the responsibility falls. a 

Mr. BRIGHT. -Leoncur in the opinion ex- 
pressed by the Senator. from Maryland, [Mr. 
Prarr,] that had the Senate taken up the resolu- 
tion of the House when it was first brought here 
and concurred in it, we could have been ready at | 
the time specified to adjourn; but having failed to 
do so, we have as usual since that time been very 
industriously engaged in doing very litle. More- 
over, events have occurred since that time which 
lost to both the Houses five or six days. The vote 
taken but a few moments ago, shows that there 
are but forty-four Senators present. Six are absent 
by order of the Senate. In these circumstances, 
[think it would be very proper to agree to the 
motion made by the Senator from Illinois, to de- 
fer the consideration of the resolution for onei 
week. If then we find that we shall be able to į 
get through by the middle of next month, we | 
ought to agree to the resolution. But I have my 
doubts upon that point, and I am unwilling to see 
the remnant of the session—the fittle which. is ; 
left—employed in hasty legislation, as has been 
the case more or less for the last five or six ses- 
sions. Gentlemen prepare their business, and are | 
unable to get it up at an early part of the session— 
hence, at the close, it is put through either shape- 
less or not at all.. I was in hopes that the close of 
this session would be distinguished somewhat for 
its attention to and care of, not only public, but 
private business. There is an immense amount 
of private business undisposed of, which is now 
in its. incipient stage. If the amendment moved 
by the Senator from Virginia had been agreed to, 
namely: to adjourn onthe 30th of August, I think 
we could have wound up the business by that time. 
I was in hopes that that would have been agreed 
to by the Senate, but I shall now vote with the 
Senator from Illinois, to postpone the resolution. 

Mr. PRATT asked for the yeas and nays upon 
the motion to postpone; and thev were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. If the honorable Senator will 
change his motion to postpone till Monday next, 
{ will vote for it. I think we can act upon it as 
well on Monday as in a week from this time. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would make the modifica- 
tion most cheerfully, only my object is to make 
some inquiries as to the condition of business in | 
the House—to ascertain how it stands, and how 
we stand. I would change it, if I could obtain 
that information by that time. ; 

The PRESIDENT. It can only be modified | 
by unanimous consent, the yeas and nays having 
been ordered. | 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, | 
resulted—yeas 27, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Borland, Bright, Brod- | 
head, Brooke, Charleton, Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of} 
Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Felch, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, 
Hale, Hamlin, James, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, 
Meriwether, Norris, Sebastian, Shields, Sumner, and Up- 
Me fanera, Adams, Bayard, Butler, Chase, Clarke, 
Cooper, Dawson, Hunter, King, Miller, Pratt, Rusk, Sew- 
ard, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Toucey, Wade, and Walker, 
—19. ` Í 

S0 the further consideration of the resolution ! 


was postponed till Thursday next. ; i 


RECONSIDERATION. 


Mr. NORRIS. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia to the resolution which has just been post- 
poned was rejected. The motion, I suppose, can ; 
be entered on the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT. That will not be neces- 
sary. The resolution has been postponed; and 
the motion can be made when it comes up again. 
| Mr. NORRIS. I suppose the motion must be 
made either to-day or to-morrow. 

T. The Chair will state that | 
no object can be effected by making the motion | 
now, unless the Senate take up the resolution | 
| again by reconsidering the motion postponing it. | 
| When it comes up again, this day week, the mo- | 
tion can be made to insert either the 30th, or any 


f other day in place of the 16th. : 
j 
| 


Mr. NORRIS. But I suppose the motion to | 


reconsider must be made to-day. 
The PRESIDENT. The S 


enator does not |} superintendent on official business, 


exgctly understand the Chair... The reconsidering’. 
of the vote: which rejected ‘the striking out: of ihe 
16th and inserting ihe 30th would have no effect 
on the resolution whatever. The resolution: has 
been postponed until Thursday. next. 
Mr. NORRIS. The Chair does 


not seem to 


! understand me. `E have given notice, that .when: 


the resolution comes up, Twill move a‘ reconsid~ 
eration of the vote rejecting the amendment of the — 
Senator from Virginia, f 

The PRESIDENT. That will not be heces- 
sary. When: the resolution.comes up again, the 
Senator can move to strike out‘ 16th,’’ and in- 
sert any other day. $ epa S 
Mr. HUNTER. Willit be in order to move 
it when the resolution comes up again, the Senate’ 
having decided against it ? ss 

The PRESIDENT. TheSenate having decided 
against it to-day will not prevent their deciding it 
again. ‘The motion to reconsider, however, can 
be entered upon the journal. BW 


AMENDMENT OF THE RULES, 


On motion by Mr. NORRIS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following. resolution, sub- 
mitted by him for consideration yésterday: 

Resolved, That (the House of Representatives, concur-* 
ring) the sixteenth jointrale of the two Honses be amended 
by adding the following thereto: ‘ And all general appro- 
priation bills shall be sent at least ten days previous to. the 
day fixed for the adjournment of Congress.” s 


Mr. SHIELDS. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor to amend the resolution by inserting after the 
word ‘* sent,” the words ‘to the Senate.” It is 
too general as it stands. 

Mr. NORRIS. That was the original form in 
which the resolution was drawn up; but; do not 
think there can be anything unconstitutionalin the 
Senate originating appropriation bills. 

Mr. GWIN- I hope the Senator from New 
Hampshire will not alter his resolution. I hope 
it will remain as itis. I have no doubt of the 

ower of the Senate to originate. appropriation 

ills. An appropriation bill is not one for the 

raising of revenue. We havecertainly the power 

of originating appropriation bills, which are dif- 

ferent from bills for raising revenue. 1 therefore 
hope the resolution will remain as it is. ` ; 

he resolution was adopted; and, as amended, 

the sixteenth joint rule will read thus, if the House 
of Representatives shall concur: TIA 


‘ No bill that shall have passed one House, shall be sent 
for concurrence to the other on either of the last three days 
of the session ; and all general appropriation bills shall be 
sent at least ten days previous to the day fixed for the ad-- 
jouroment of Congress.” ‘ rA rang 


DEFICIENCY BILL. we 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives, to supply deficiencies in. the ap- 
propriations for the service of the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1852, with the amendments thereto, 
submitted the following report: 


They recommend that the Senate should agree to the 
amendment of the House, to strike out ah -after the word 
“cents,” in line 7, of the twelfth amendment of the Senate, 
except the following provisions: i : ae: 

For presents and provisions for Indians visiting superin- 
tendent on official business, $1,000. es A 

For traveling expenses of the superintendent and the 
necessary attendants, $2,500.” Sone 

That it should disagree te the amendment of the House 
to the fourteenth amendment of the Senate. 

That it should agree to the amendments of the House to 
the twenty-filil amendment of the Senate, with the folow-_ 
ing amendments: a 

Strike out ‘$43,700, and insert “ $16,000,” in. line 6, 
of the House amendment, folowing line 71 of the Senate 
amendment, and add after line 18, in the said House amend- 
ment, as follows: 

“For per diem compensation and mileage of Senators, 
members of the. House of Representatives, and Delegates, 
850,000.” 

That it should insist on the- eighteenth amendment, and 
concur in all the other amendments of the House to the 
Senate amendments.. . 

The twelfth amendment to which the. report 
refers, was as follows: 

“1, Page 7, after line 142, insert: 

“2. For expenses of establishing the superintendency of 
Indian Affairs. in California, authorized by. the act of 3d of 
March, 1852, viz: : 

«I. For salary of superintendent, $1,318 08. 

«9, Por salary of clerk, $824 17. - 

63. For rent of office for superintendent, $1,000. 

«4. For stationery, fuel, lights, &c., for office of super- 
intendent, S275. 

‘c5, For messenger expenses, &c., $400, ý 

«6. For labor, miscellaneous items, and contingent ex- 
of the superintendency, $275. > A 
Por presents and provisions for Indians visiting 


$1,000. 
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: KEN For traveling expenses of the superintendent and the 
necéssary attendants, $2,500. fet a 
‘#9, For furniture for superintendent’s office, $300. 
“10. For iron safe for superintendent’s ‘office, $1,000. ° 
Ul. For United States flags, for distribution among the- 
tribes, 4500.7? ioe ` A 
The House struck out every item but the first, 
and the Financé.Committee of the Senate recom- 
mend a concurrence in the House amendment, 
except as to the seventh and eighth items: i 
- The fourteenth amendment of the Senate was to 
-Strike out. these words: 


*<For compensation to ihree speciat agents and four in- 
terpreters for the Indian tribes of Texas, and. for the pur- 
chase of presents, and to negotiate with said Indians, under 

` instructions from the Cammissioner of Indian Affairs, for 
their removal from that State.to’ some designated unocen- 
pied territory of the United States, $25,000.» f 
“ And insert in‘lien thereof the following, viz: 
* For the purchase of presents, and to negotiate under in- 


structions from the Secretary of the Interior, with the In- 
dians. in Texas, who have intruded themselves into that 
State from the territories of the United States, for their re- 
moval from that State, $25,000.” 
The House struck out the words which we have 
placed in italics, so that as amended the amend- 
“ment reads thus: 

~ “For the purchase of presents, and to negotiate, under 
instructions from the Secretary of the Interior, with the In- 
dians in Texas, for their removal from that State, $25,000, 

The Senate Committee on Finance recommend 
a disagreement with this amendment. ; 

The twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate added 
the following-item: - 

“For the completion of the custom-house at Mobile, 
$100,000. 

This the House of Representatives amended by 
adding the following: ' 

“t Fór the completion of the custom -house at Louisville, 
Kentucky, the additional sum of $43,700. 
$50 an the completion of the custom-house at Cincinnati, 
ge on 

Pe Por the completion of a enstom-house and other public 
offices connected therewith, at Pittsburg, $35,000. i 

“For the completion of the fire -proof building in the city 
of St. Louis, Missouri, for a custom-house and independ- 
Sy building, and other offices of the United States, 
$37,000, * 

Bor the completion of a custom-house at Norfolk, Vir- 
ginia, $50,000,” 

The Senate Committee on Finance propose to 
reduce the appropriation for the Louisville custom- 
house from $43,700 to $16,000; and to add to the 
House amendment— y 

“For per diem, compensation, and mileage of Senators, 
members of the House of Representatives, and Delegates, 
$50,000.” . 

The committee recommend that the Senate insist 
on its eighteenth amendment, to which the House 
disagreed. It is to insert at the end of the clause 
In page 13, appropriating $1,500 for the payment 
of Messrs. Babcock, Wilkinson, and Holcombe, 
for revising the laws of the Legislative Assembly 
of Minnesota, the following: 

“ Provided, That hereafter no expenses incurred by a 


Territorial Legislature shall be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, unless previously sanctioned by law,” 


In all the other amendments the Senate commit- 
tee recommend a concurrence. 

Mr. HUNTER, I ask that the bill may be 
taken up at this time, for the purpose of consider- 
ing that report. x 

The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
consent. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate choose, the 
question can be taken on the report in gross or 
separately on the amendments, landewiand the 
Senator from Texas wishes to make a Separate 
‘question on the amendment in relation to the 
Texas Indians. ‘The Committee on Finance have 
concurred: in all the amendments made by the 
House to the bill, with three or four exceptions. 
The first was this: The House struck out all 
that portion of the amendment which related to 
the superintendency of Indian affairs in Califor- 
nia, with the exception of the salary of the super- 
intendent, The Committee on Finance recom- 
mend to concur in that, with the exception of two 
items—one being for presents to the Indians, and 
the other for the traveling expenses of the super- 
intendent, who is to be sent there for the purpose 
of seeing the Indians, 
relation to which there was a difference of opin- 
ion, was that for the custom-house at Louisville. 


The next amendment, in | 


The tfouse added to the amendment of the Senate | 


certain estimates made by the Department since it 
was offered. The Department recommended that 


"is true, by the extra session of the Senate, but still | 


‘Senator from Virginia (Mr. Hoxrer] 


in those cases in which it was provided last year, | 
in the appropriation bills, that $75,000 should be | 
devoted to.the purchase of the- site and completion | 


of the building, Congress should appropriate 


$75,000 for the building, independent of the site. | 
‘Lhe House adhered to that recommendation, with | 
one exception. They allowed to Louisville $47,000, | 


instead of the price of the site, which was-$16,000. || 


The Committee on ‘Finance have recommended i 
that that amendment be so.amended as to conform 
it-to the usage in relation. to the other custom- i 
houses, and to’the estimate of the Department. ' 
That is the second case.in which we differ. l 
The third is:the amendment introduced. here in i 
relation to the appropriation for the removal of i 
Indians who may have intruded into the territory | 
of ‘Texas. The House struck out the words | 
“who may have intruded themselves into that | 
State from the territories of the United States,’ so | 
as to. make it read, “ for their removal from that | 
State.” The committee do not agree to that, but | 
recommend that we should insist on our original | 
amendment, making the appropriation for the re- 
moval of Indians who. may have intruded into ! 
Texas. à 
The fourth, in which we disagree from the | 
House, is in the amendment in relation to territo- | 
rial expenses. We provided, in that amendment, 
thatappropriations should notbe made hereafter for | 
the expenses of any Territory which were en- | 
tered into without the sanctionoflaw. That was 
rejected by the House because a law was passed | 
in 1842 to that effect. But it is thought roper to 
insist.on it, inasmuch as the law has been de- | 
parted from, to give notice that it will be hereafter 
adhered to. | 
There is also an additional amendment which it | 
is necessary to put in.. There was a deficiency | 
in the fund for the pay and mileage of Senators. | 
The Secretary of the Senate sent down an esti- | 
mate to the Committee on Ways and Means which 
was rejected in the House. “The Committee on | 
Finance have added that because it will be neces- 
sary. The original estimate reached only to the 
17th of August. The Speaker of the House has 
drawn enough to serve that body until that period, 
and there is a deficiency in what is left for the 
Senate. It is a deficiency created in great part, it | 


it is necessary to provide for it. The Committee 
on Finance havetherefore recommended an amend- 
ment by which it is provided for. { believe these 
are the only.cases in which we have differed from 
the Flouse. We have recommended the concur- 
rence in all the other of their amendments. 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the pleasure of | 
the Senate, the question will be on coneurring in 
the report of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope that the question in rela- | 
tion to the Texas Indians may be excepted. I 
concur willingly in the whole report, with that 
exception. I move that that portion. of the report 
be excepted. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the question will be 
on agreeing with the whole of the report, except- | 
ing that portion which relates to this particular 
amendment. | 

The question was accordingly taken in concur- | 
ring in the report, excepting theamendment above | 
referred to, and it was concurred in. | 

The PRESIDENT. The question will now i 
be on concurring in that amendment. j 

Mr. RUSK: Ttrust that the Secretary will read i 
the amendment made by the Senate, and also that | 
made by the House of Representatives. | 

The amendments were read as follow: | 

The Senate’s amendment was: ! 

€ For the purchase of presents, 


and to negotiate, under i 


| instructions from the Secretary of the Interior, with the | 


Indians in Texas, who have intruded themselves into that | 
State from the territories of the United States, for their | 
removal from that State, $25,000.” | 

And the améndment of the House of Repre- | 
sentatives was to strike out the following words: i 
| 


“ Who have intruded themselves into that State from the Í 
territories of the United States.” 


Mr. RUSK. I hope the House amendment : 
will be agreed to, The appropriation amounts to || 
the small sum of $25,000, for the purpose of re- f 
moving the intruding Ihdians from Texas. The |! 
seems to 
imagine that in the language of the House of Rep- | 
resentatives there is conveyed an instruction to į 
the President to removeall the Indians. 


There is | 


no such instructions: Therestriction I should have 
resisted at the moment it was made, as an unne- 
cessary precaution, because it ‘not only. implies a 
suspicion that Texas requires something improper 
in this négotiation, but. that you cannot,-on this, 
as on all other oceasions;trust to the Executive 
Government the necéssary. powers for carryitig it 
on. The idea, to my mind, is utterly preposter- 
ous. Whatever negotiations. are made with re- 
gard to the removal of these Indians, would be 
the subject-matter of treaty, and must, therefore, 
necessarily come before the Senate. - Nobody re- 
juires that such a proposition as the Senator from 
irginia has alluded to should be inserted in this 
bill, and therefore the restriction recommended by 
the Committee on Finance is unnecessary, and 
would only impede the negotiation that would take 
lace with the Indians, because the first step would 
e to hunt them up, to find them, to ascertain by 


| legal proof, such as.would satisfy the Senator from 


Virginia, who were the Indians that went over 
from the territory of the United States and settled 
in Texas. I should be glad to have him theré as 
witness, and associate counsel; for the purpose of 


|| proving their identity. He would find it rather.a 


difficult matter. ; . 
The appropriation, as made by the House of 
Representatives, places the matter in the discre- 
tion of the Executive of the United States, where 
such discretion properly rests, and where it hag 
been placed heretofore: “I think it would be pre- 
osterous for Congress to attempt to give particu- 
ar instructions with regard to these Indians. ° 1 
cannot, see any of the difficulties apprehended by 
the Senator from Virginia, at all; for. no liability 
rests on the President to remove all the Indians 
from Texas, according to the wording of. the 
amendment by the House. : 

Mr. HUNTER. The amendment of the Sen- 
ate reads as follows: . 

“For the purchase of presents, and to negotiate, under 
instructions from the Secretary. of the Interior, with the 
Indians in Texas who have intruded themselves into that 
State from the territories of the United States, for their 
removal from that State, $25,000.” 


Now, the Senator from Texas says it is only 
designed to have it apply to Indians who intruded 
themselves into the territory. If that is the only 
design, why not express that idea in terms?’ be- 
cause I think he will see, if he examines the 
amendment which the House have sent here, that 
there is danger of its receiving a very different 
construction. He asks who is to ascertain what 
Indians have intruded into the territory of Texas? 
It was the Senator himself who said. that the In- 
dians had intruded, and he is lawyer enough to 
know that the burden of proving’ who they are 
rests on him. Wehave an agent there, and we 
will appropriate the money to’ remove those who 
are proved to have intruded. But take it the other 
way, and suppose we expunge these words fram 
the amendment, and how does it stand? Here ig 
a very small sum appropriated, but it is neverthe- 
‘less the entering wedge, which implies that the 
United States is under some sort of obligation to 
remove the Texan Indians from Texas. Where 
shall we remove them? Where is the territory 
which we have for the purpose‘of removing them? 
They belong to Texas, and the United States 
have not assumed the obligations to remove thera 
and provide a place for them elsewhere. If the 
Senator from Texas thinks the United States are 
under any obligation to remove them, the question 
should come up in another shape; for it isa large 
question, and requires much consideration, 
© The Senator has complained that our. Indians 
have intruded upon Texas and committed depre- 
dations there. I am willing to make appropria- 
tions for. the purpose of securing the people of 
Texas, so far as the Government can do it, from 
such intrusions; beyond that I am not willing to 
go. Ido not think we are bound to do it, nor can 
we have the means to do it, unless we. make some 
further provision for that purpose. Whenever we 
do that, it will take a much larger sum of money 
than $25,000. i 

But the Senator says that this removal is to be 
a matter of discretion with the President of the 
United States. The President of the United States, 
however, will be compelled to exercise his discre- 
tton within the provisions of the law; and if by 
law we acknowledge the obligation, and assume 
the business of removing the Indians from Texas, 
what discretion will the President have? When 
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we havea law on that subject he will be bound to f 
execute it. Iam unwilling, at present, to assume i] 
that we are under any such obligations. When 
the question comes up fairly I am ready to con- |} 
sider it. I wish to reserve my opinion until that | 
time, as I do not wish to prejudge it. I therefore 
desire to have the words put in which were putin | 
by the Senate, for the purpose of excluding the | 
idea. that we are under obligation to remove them, 

Mr. RUSK. I do not think that a solitary.ap-.| 
propriation has ever passed this body, extending 
the hand of this Government to afford protection 
against Indian depredations in Texas, without | 
undergoing the strictest and most searching in- ‘| 
vestigation—depredations not committed by the || 
Indians belonging to Texas, but by Indians who, |} 
by the policy of this Government, and in the teeth || 
of their solemn treaties, have been forced upon ; 
them. T assert the fact, that this Government has |; 
violated the obligations of its treaty, and has forced 
upon Texas, from the frontier of the territory || 
lately purchased from that State, a tribe of Indians | 
the most dangerous, and from which the people | 


{ 


of Texas suffer more than from all other tribes | 
together, The Government not only did this, but | 
it furnished to them $10,000 a year, furnished in | 
arms and ammunition, which they used upon our | 
defenseless women and children; and now, when | 
the pitiful sum of $25,000 is asked to be placed at į 
the discretion of the Executive officers of this | 
Government, for the purpose of removing these 
Indians from Texas, metaphysical arguments are 
brought forward to show thatit would be incurring | 
an obligation on the part of the United States to | 
remove all the Indians from Texas. We ask for f 
an appropriation of $25,000 for the accomplish- ‘| 
ment of this desirable end—the removal of those | 
Indians which have been forced upon us by the 
policy of the United States Government. 

And, sir, the honorable Senator from Virginia į 
chooses to say that the Indians belong to Texas! ' 
Sir, they belong as much to the United States as |; 
to Texas, even the Indians in regard to whom he : 
entertains so much alarm lest the Government 
should be compelied to remove the whole of them— | 
I mean the Camanches. More of their home, if | 
they have any home at all, is in the territory ac- i 
quired by the United States from Texas. Their |; 
principal range is in the territory; and the Senator i 
from Virginia, it seems to me by his course of | 
reasoning, is not only desirous of driving these || 


Camanches, and Caddoes, and Cherokees, and |! 


i 


Shawnee Indians into our territory, but he isun- | 
willing to assume the responsibility of keeping | 
out these Camanches. It seems to me that his ii 
objection to the amendment of the House of Rep- | 
resentatives involves a suspicion which the words || 
of that amendment will not bear, and for which |! 
they do not appear to me to furnish the slightest || 
foundation. 4 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Texas has ‘| 
introduced two or three issues, which, it seems to i 
me, do not arise out of this amendment. The firs 
is the treatment of the State of Texas by the 
United States Government. I was not aware be- || 
fore, sir, that the Government of the United State 
had dealt hardly or unkindly with that State: bu 
if that question should ever come up, and if the | 
Senator is determined to maintain that opinion, I | 
hope he will do it on some other occasion—that it |; 
mav be discussed in connection with some other || 
bill: for I have no doubt that if he enters into ij 
that inquiry, he will find that he has not quite so |} 
much cause of complaint as he thinks he has. He i 
says I am unwilling to relieve the State of Texas | 
from the pressure of the Indians, whom we have f 
forced upon them. Why does he say so? Į say; 
fam willing to adopt anamen dment providing for i 
the withdrawal from Texas of all the Indians over | 
whom the United States has control, and for whom |, 
they are responsible. | did not say that the United |, 
States might not at some future day to 
place of refuge for the Indians in Texas. 
said was that [ was not willing to prejudge that : 
question, and to give such a shape to the amend- | 
ment as would cause us to assume that obligation; 


for L am not convinced that it is an obligation 


resting upon the United States, to provide for the || 


removal of these Indians. He has said, what E. 
admit to be trae enough, and what would be pro- | 
vided for in the amendment if it retained its ori- | 
ginal shape—namely, that we are bound to save ; 


them from the intrusion of those Indians which || 
United States. But, i| amendment. 


belong to the territories of the 


|| rassing question, if we were to attach to the United 


| marked, that is a question upon which I do not 


i ted a willingness to provide for it. Neither have 


į speaks of is incurred, not in the slightest degree. 


| and was a witness of the instrusion. 


provide aij 
AND: 


i 
i 


| and ammunition for the slaughterof women and : 


i the Senate. 


. h k : f 
sir, I apprehend that we would find it an embar- | 


States the sole responsibility of managing all the 
Indians ingTexas. They may, indeed, ugdertake ʻi 
itat some period or other; but, as I before re- |! 


now wish to pass judgment—one on which it is |! 
not now necessary to pass judgment. The prin 
cipal evil of which he complains is the intrusion || 
of the United States Indians upon Texas. For ii 
that evil I am willing to provide a remedy. This || 

i 

| 


amendment, as it.was passed by the Senate, pro- 
pides that remedy, but I am unwilling to go far- 
tner. 

Sir, the Senator from Texas objected that meta- | 
physical arguments have been used against -the ; 
claims of Texas. Hf the claim of Texas is re- 
stricted to what is asserted in the amendment, L 
have used no argument against it. I have-admit- 


i 
| 
I argued that other question; but I apprehend, l 
whenever it does come up, let the Senator take || 
which side he may, he will. use metaphysical ar- |! 
guments, if he argues the question at all. —- | 
i 

i 

j 

| 

i 


Mr. RUSK. TheSenator from Virginia charges 
me with having raised this. question, when he has 
raised it himself, by saying that the amendment of |j 
the House assumes the right of the Government of |; 
the United States to remove all the Indians from 
Texas.. ‘The Senator himself raises the question, |i 
and then objects to my answering him. Now, 1i 
say that, if this amendment pass, as proposed by 
the House, no such obligation as the Senator |) 


The amendment now appropriates a certain sum || 
for the removal of the Indians—nothing more. 
I will state my position again: Texas ceded to |; 
the United States a large quantity of territory, | 
over which these Camanches roam twice as much 
as over the State of Texas. Suppose that, in the 
expenditure of this money, the President of the 
United States should see fit to say to these Caman- 
ches—and such a policy has been recommended : 
by the officers who have had counsel with them— 
suppose thatthe Governmentshould say, “We will | 
locate you here, and will furnish you with the im- | 
plements of husbandry, and will furnish you with | 
provisions; suppose that were done by the Gov- || 
ernment, in the territory belonging to the Caman- |: 
ches, still that territory belongs to the United || 
States, and the Senator would, in fact, preclude ; 
the attempt from being made to induce the Ca- | 
manches to quit their robbing and murdering 
habits. However, I do not expect that to take ; 
place, nor to see such a treaty made. The Sena- | 
tor, in his place here, will not allow anything bear- ji 
ing such a construction to pass; and, in his desire |! 
to avoid any responsibility on the subject, frames. || 
the appropriation in such a way as to preclude | 
any idea of obligation resting on the United States 
to provide for the security of the frontier. Now, 
i ask him—and he is a better lawyer than I am— |: 


to show how this amendment imposes the slight- ,; 
est obligation on the part of the United States. , 
Words are generally used in incurring an obliga- | 
tion, and I ask him to read, and plainly construe, « 
this amendment, and show me where there are | 
three words which imply the slightest obligation . 
on the part of the United States to remove all the 
Indians. i i 

There is an obligation onthe part of the United | 
States which the Government has not been very | 
ready to discharge; that is, the defense of the! 
frontier; but I do not mean to enter into ù discus- |! 
gionon that point now. The Senator says that I- 
shali have some little difficuity in showing that | 
these Indians entered Texas from the territory of ;; 
the United States! Sir, I should find none. 1 
court that issue at any time. I stood by, myself, 
Į stood by, 
and saw the arms and ammunition, taken from 
these Indians. If that was not dealing hardly i 
with Texas, I do not understand the English © 
language. lf furnishing these savages with arms : 


hildren is not dealing hardly, I do not know what |, 
could be so termed. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question |. 
is on concurring in the amendment made by the 
House of Representatives to the amendment of 


The Committee on Finance 
Senate do disagree to that: 


E 
tt 


Mr. HUNTER. 
recommend that the 


; of ail the amendments made to ‘the bill. 


. mittee of the Whole. : 


: § Mexico,” approved May 13th, 1846. 


: @Pagoons in the regular 


|: pani 


: in accordance with th 
: mustered into die service of the United States, and shall > 


The.amendment was not agreed :to.: ` Be 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. - That dispos 


es 


PROTECTION OF THE. TERRITORIES» < 
Mr. SHIELDS. If there is no other business: 


‘now before the Senate, I move. to: postpone all: 


prior orders, for the purpose of taking up- House 


_-bill No. 259. “It is “An act to” provide for the 
| protection of the Territories of New Mexico and: 


Oregon, and the States of ‘Texas and .Califor-. 
nia,” which has “been reported back from the” 
Committee ‘on. Millitary Affairs, with. an amend- 


; ment. i 


s 


The motion was agreed to, and the-Setiate pro-" 
ceeded to the consideration of the bill as in Com- 


The bill, as it came from the. House, provides J 
that the President be authorized to- cause arms tò 


| be distributed among such portions of the inhab- 
i itants of New Mexico and Oregon, and the States 
‘of Texas and California, as he may deem advis- 


able, and under such regulations and precautions 


‘as may be considered necessary to insure the 


preservation of said arms, and the application - 
thereof.to the defense of the said Territories; and: 
that so much of the two hundred thousand dollars 

annually appropriated by the act of 23d of April, ` 


i 1808, for arming the whole body of the militia of 
i the United States, as may be necessary, shall be 


used for that purpose, anything in said act ta.the 
contrary notwithstanding; and that the’President 
be authorized, whenever he may deem it neces- 
sary for the pretéction of said Territories, or either ` 
of them, to call out all, or any portion of the 


i| militia thereof, or to accept the services of one or 


more volunteer companies which may be raised ` 
therein; and that the volunteers and militia so 
called into service shall be entitled to the same or- 

dinary monthly ‘pay and allowances as were pro- 
vided by law for volunteers while in the service of | 


i the United States under the act entitled ‘(An act 
: ‘providing for the prosecution of the existing war 


“between the United States and the Republic of 
The committée proposed to amend the hill by 
adding thereto the following sections: j 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the President of © 
the United States is hereby authorized. to accept the ser- 
ices of as many companies of mounted Texan rangers as 
he in his judgment may deem necessary for the protection 


: of the Texan frontier: Provided, That the whole force thus 


raised and employed in ‘Texas, shall 
number of five hundred men. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That each of the said 
companies of rangers shall consist of one captain, one first, 
one second, and one third lieutenant, five sergeants, five. 
corporals, aud one hundred privates, who ‘shall engage to 
serve the Government for one year, at least, from the date 
of their muster iuto the service of the United States, unless 
otherwise ordered and directed by the President. 5 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the said mount- 
ed rangers shall provide their own horses, clothing, and 
equipments, with the exception of arms and ammunition, » 


in no ease exceed the ` 


i which arms and ammunition are to be supplied by the Gov- 
: ernment; but if any member of any of said companies 
| shall fail, during his term of service, to provide himself as 


above mentioned, the United States may furnish him with 
the same, and retain the amount out of his pay. 

Sec. 6. And he it further enacted, That the commis- 
sioned officers shall receive the same pay and emoluments ` 
as officers of the same gradé in the Army of the United 
States, and the officers shall be allowed forage for their 
horses, and be entitled to the same rations: as those ‘of the 
same grade respectively in the Army of the United States ; 
and the sergeants shall be allowed ¢28 per month, the cor- 
porals $25 per month, and the privates §22 50 per month 
respectively, and shall be entitled to the same rations and 
the same forage for their horses, which are now allowed to 
rvice of the United States. 

. And be it further.enacted, Thatthe officers, non- 
ned officers, and privates, raised pursuant to thi 
ali be entitled to the Hike compensation in case of d 
by wounds or otherwise, incurred in the service, as 
Fore been allowed to officers, non- commissioned 
privates, in the military estabiishment of the 
United States, but shall in nocase be entitted to compen- 
gation for the joss of horses or private property, and shall 


| be subject to the rules and articles of war, and such regula- 
| gons as have been or shall be established according to law 
; for the government of the Army ofthe Ui 


ed States, 

Sec. D. And be it further enacied, That when the Pres- 
ident shall deem it necessary to employ any portion of said 
force for the protection of the Texan frontier, be shall cause 
the Governor of Texas to be notified of his intention, desig- 
nating the number of companies that will be required, and 
e or places of muster: and such company or com- 
3 the Governor may select for said service, pot ex 
number designated by the President, and waa’ 
regularly organized and equipped, 
requirements of this act, shall be 


ceeding the 
all present themscl 


eontinus in suck service, subject to the rules and eghlations 
aforesaid, for the term of one year, unless otherwise ordered 
and directed by the President. fede . 
Sec. 9. Andbe it further enacted, That the President is 
also authorized to call upon the Governor of California for 
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any number of companies'which he may. deem necessary’ 


for the protection of the frontier-of said State; not exceed- 
ing five in all, to be inall respects mounted, organized, And 
equipped, to consist of the same number. of officers, non- 
commissioned officerg, and privates, to receive the’ same 


pay and emoluments, to serve ‘under the same limitations | 


for the same term, and to be subject in allrespects to the 
same rules and regulations as already provided by this act 
in the case of the ‘Texan rangers. ~- - : $ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Noants’ 


in the chair.) T'he question. will then be on agree- 


ing to the amendment proposed by the committee. ' 


‘Mr. SHIELDS. Tam informed thatthe read- 
ing of the. report -of the Committee ‘on Military 
Affairs will greatly facilitate the passage of this 
bil. I wish the report may be read... : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let the report 
be read. ; AE 

It was read-accordingly; from which it appears 
that the state of “affairs on the Rio Grande frontier 
is of the most deplorable character. Pillage, rob- 
bery, and murder are of such frequent occurrence 
as to render life and property altogether insecure; 
and-unless immediate steps be taken to arrest the 
evil, there is ‘reason to apprehend that it will end 
in an atrocious and vindictive border warfare in 
that region of our country. ; 

" The committee, without deeming it material to 
inquire into the causes which have produced these 
outrages, or to specify particulars, declare -that it 
is a matter of public notoriety, that the present 
condition of the Texan frontier is such as to re- 
quire the immediate attention of the Government. 
The mixed character of the population on the Rio 
Grande frontier, differing in habits, manners, and 
language, naturally leads to dissensions, and as the 
American settlements on the Rio Grande are sparse 
and defenseless, adequate protection. cannot- be 
furnished by the civil authorities, aided by a small 
and insufficient force along such a vast extent of 
country. . Protection can only be afforded by a 
strong force of mounted riflemen, such as was 
used in a similar case by the Republic of Texas. 

An equal necessity seems to exist for the em- 
ployment of a similar force in California. A large 
portion of the population of this State, from the 
nature and variety of their pursuits, are scattered 
over the frontier and exposed to Indian hostilities. 
It is not to be expected that a small regular mili- 
tary force could furnish ‘adequate protection 
throughout the whole extent of the California 
frontier; and besides, experience shows that the 
temptation to desertion is so great, that the regu- 
lar military force cannot be relied on for adequate 
frontier protection in that State. Mounted ran- 
gers seem to be best calculated for such irregular 
and anomalous border service, until such time as a 
change in. the condition of things in these States 
may render a small regular force sufficient for their 
protection, : 

The measure here recommended will enable the 
President to’ eall out this force as circumstances 
may render it necessary; and if, upon full trial, it 
be found efficient, he will be able to withdraw, at 
his discretion, a large portion of the regular force 
from California and’ Texas, and concentrate. the 
same in New Mexico and Utah, and on the great 
lines of travel between the Mississippi valley and 
Pacific coast, 

This disposition of the military force of the 
country will afford additional, and itis to be hoped 
adequate, protection to the inhabitants of these 
Territories, and to emigrants crossing the conti- 
nent; and will, besides, contribute to diminish the 


enormous expense of maintaining a multitude of | 
small military posts—policed rather than garri- | 


soned by military detachments, wholly insufficient 
to overawe the Indians or to protect the inhabit- 
ants, 


With a view, therefore, to preserve peace with | 


a neighboring Republic, to prevent a lawless 
border warfare, and to afford such protection to 
our frontier settlers as their present defenseless 
situation so urgently requires, the committee re- 
ported back the bill, with an amendment designed 
to accomplish these desirable objects. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill 
was reported to the Senate. 


Mr. GWIN. The compensation which is al- 


lowed to the men J think is entirely too small. It | 


is only $22 50 per month; and it is well known 
that, so far as my State is concerned, we cannot 
secure the services of mounted rangers with their 
own horses at that rate of compensation. We 
give to common soldiers there $15 a month, These 


meri are to beout-in the bush; they are to find-their 


own horses and equipments, and it will be impos- 


sible to execute this law, unléss you: increase- the 
compensation. . I therefore move-that the compen- 


sation be at least fifty per cent. aboveat- pro- ‘ 


posed in the bill. 
`” Mr. SHIELDS. 
California will 
ment. © f f ; ; 
. Mr. GWIN. -I have prepared an amendment, 


I hope thé Senator from 


‘which L now offer. ‘It ‘is to: insert. inthe eighth | 
-line of the ninth section, after the word ‘* emol- 


uments,” the words “with ‘an addition of fifty 
percent. for two years and.’* ‘The section, as thus 
amended, will then read: ot : 


Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the President is 
also authorized to call ùpoi the Governor of California for 


. any number of companies which he may deem necessary 


for the protection of the frontier of said. State, not excéed- 
ing five in all, to be in alf respects mounted, organized, and 
equipped, to consist of the same number of officers, non- 
commissioned officers, and privates, to receive the same pay 
aud. emoluments, with an addition of fifty per cent. for two 
years, and to serve under the same limitations for the same 
term, and to be subjectin all respects to the same rules aud 


regulations, as already provided by this act in the case of 


the Texan rangers. ' 


Mr. SHIELDS. By the terms of the bill these 
men are to ‘be employed but one year. If the 
force be found sufficient, and if it answer th? pur- 
pose, the President’ can continue it pe: håp: for 
two years. Consequently the amendmesut is ob- 
jectionable on that ground. But there is another 
consideration. The same principle applies to all 
the troops serving in California. 1 presume the 
allowance made’ to the troops in California is 
wholly inadequate; but there has been no legisla- 
tion giving additional pay to any of the regular 
troops.. The legislation that took place on that 
subject has expired, and I think it would be unfair 
to give this additional pay to this force and not to 
the regular troops also serving in the same coun- 
try and under the same circumstances: And I 
may as well state here as at any time, that we 
considered this force, which is to consist of about 
five hundred men, to be the cheapest, as well as 
the best kind of force that can be employed on 
that frontier; and that although the monthly pay 


is much greater than that of the regular troops— | 


the latter receiving: only eight dollars per month, 
and these twenty-two and a half dollars per 
month—yet as they willfurnish their own horses 
and clothing, and as they will present themselves 
organized and ready for reception into service, we 
find them much cheaper than any regular ‘forces 
raised in any portion of the country and trans- 
ported to the frontier. I could go into the items 
and give every item of expense, but I presume it 
is unnecessary. ‘The chief expense arises in the 
first place in the recruiting; next, in the contracts 
in relation to horses and equipage, in contracts 
for clothing, in transportation from the East to the 
West, and in the casualties’ accompanying that 
transportation; for the loss by casualties attend- 
ing the transportation of horses, in most cases, 
amounts to twenty-five per cent. I find this is the 
most effective and at the same time the cheapest 
force that can be employed on the fronier. 

Now I suppose that no -man who has watched 
the state of things on the Rio Grande, does not 
see the necessity of some additional protection, 
not anly to our own people, but that species of 
protection which, by our treaty stipulations, we 
are hound to give to the Mexican people on the 
soil which we have acquired. If this force does 
not accomplish it, I cannot, for my life, devise 
any scherfie by which it can be done; for | take it 
for granted that the character of the men who pre- 
sent themselves, thus armed and equipped at their 
own expense, will be far superior tò that of men 
recruited about the recruiting stations. Iam also 
satisfied that the men who reside in, and are ac- 
quainted with the country, with the Indians, and 
the Mexicans, if they are the right sort of men, 
will be much more efficient, and a more valuable 
force for the protection of the frontier, than any 
men sent from the East. . À 

I will say notbing as to the necessity for such 

rotection. 

ut I will say that on the Rio. Grande, from its 
mouth to the Paso del Norte, we are on the eve of 
one of the most nefarious border wars that any 
country ever engaged in;`it will be distinguished 
by murder and robbery in every degree. It is 
too frequently the-case, and, in saying this, I feel 
that Senators who are acquainted with that coun- 


not persist in urging this amend} 


J presume that the Senate admits that; |/ 


try will bear fne ‘witness, that the guilty there 
escape the punishment of their crimes, and the 
innocent suffer... For instance, a*murder is com- 
mitted on the American side.of the river,‘and the 
guilty parties escape to’ the-mountains; perhaps 
to the wodds; the next day the party that seis out 
in pursuit of the murderers, find it impossible to 
arrestthem, but wreak their vengeance on the in- 
nocent. ; That is the state of things now or the- 
Rio Grande. I wish f’could:impress on the people 


there the necessity of keeping sacred faith with 


the Mexicans; every ‘consideration of duty, of 
policy, and of magnanimity, should make them 
do so. ` f ee 
I take it for granted that: if-five hundred well-- 
selected, intelligent men‘ were raised and embodied 
in Texas, that we shall hear nothing more of filli- 
bustiering arid Caravajalling. 1 think that if such 
a force had. existed Caravajal would never have 
shown his face on. the American side of the Rio 
Grande. ` si a 
. Now, as 1 remarked, from the calculations I 
have made, it seems ‘that this force will cost 
$531,821 a year; a regular force of mounted men, 
enlisted regularly, at the same ‘pay as regular 
.troops, and sent there, would cost the Govern- 
ment $752,735 the first year, and for the second, 
and each subsequent year, would cost $437,035. 
As I have already stated, the expense is incurred 
here, not. on the frontier; in your contracts, in the 


| transportation of men and horses from the Hast, 


from Maine and Massachusetts, to . California; 
whereas this bill provides the means for obtaining 
the men, together with their horses and clothing, 
on the spot. The men provide their own: horses 
and their own clothing, consequently the only ex- 
pense to the Government, is for the forage for the 
horses, and for the pay and rations of the men, 

Now, with regard to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Califordia, [Mr. Gwiy,] my im- 
pression is, that there isa necessity for an increase 
of pay in the whole of that State; but the increase 
should be equal; it should apply to the regulars, < 
as well as to the volunteers, and’ the Committee 
on Military Affairs has that matter under consid- 
eration, and‘intend to bring in a general bill on 
the subject. I think, therefore, it would not be 
st ad tô introduce the subject into the present 

ill, : a are ER 

Mr. GWIN. As the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs has stated that the com- 
mittee intend to report a general bill: giving iri- 
creased compensation to the army and officers in 
the State of California, that will answer the pur- 
pose of my amendment. The increased compen- 
sation which I propose should be in operation for 
two years. My proposition was to increase it 
fifty per cent. within that period. Iam quite of 
opinion that the compensation should be increased, 
and on the assurance which has just been given 
to the Senate by the chairman of the Committee 
on Military Affairs I will withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. As the bill came from the 

ouse it only provided for the Territories of New 
Mexico and Oregon. It said nothing in regard to 
Utah. I presume that that was done on the as- 
sumption that the Mormons were able to protect 
themselves; but on mature consideration it seems 
to me to be better that we should legislate equally 
as to all, and that the Territory of Utah should 
be included with the Territories of New Mexico 
and Oregon. I will state that by this bill the 
President of the United States has the power either 
to call out the troops in these Territories or not, as 
the necessities of the case may appear to require. 
If there be no necessity to call them- out, of course 
he will not do so. ` And if there should unfor- 
tunately be such a ‘necessity, then he can call 
them out-in proportion to such necessity. 

In relation to the remark of the honorable Sen- 
ator from California, that if these troops that are 
thus to be raised in Texas and California should 
not accomplish the object for which they are de- 
signed, I-trust the President will disband them at 
once—and particularly in Texas. If the troops 
thus raised do not prevent these outrages on the 
Rio Grande, and if it is found that after they are 
raised these outrages continue, and that the Amer- 
icans go to the other side of the Rio Grande and 
aid Mexicans to violate the laws of Mexico, I 
should. be quite willing, for- one, to call upon the 
President to disband themat once. I trust, how- 
ever, to the honor and the character of the men; 
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and I trast something to the State of Texas, too, | 
for she has more interest than any other portion | 
of the country in putting down the paltry and in- 
significant warfare. that is going on, and which is 


the country on the other side. But while I say! 
that, [ must also say for our own side, that there | 
is now on the Mexican side a large body of Mex- | 
ican troops—if troops they can be called, which | 
receive no pay—for the Government of Mexico is 
too poor to pay them—and they may be consid- 
ered as half soldiers and half brigands—these men 
are necessary to protect our people against that 
class. 

Mr. RUSK. The troops provided for by this 
bill, which I think is about the best that could 
have been provided, have been called for by the 
President of the United States. The Mexicans 
have on the opposite side several thousand troops 
at Matamoros. Our own forces during the time 
of the fillibustering affair were not more than about 
twenty. We have a custom-house in which are 
deposited large stores of goods, and, I believe, 
there is not a single soldier at the place. In an- 
other part of the country, where the Camanches 
cross for the purpose of committing depredations, 
I think there have been two broken companies. 
At Paso del Norte there was a station, at which 
there were some hundred soldiers. The com- 
mander of that portion of them used to be attached 
to the ninth military division including New Mex- 
ico. The commander removed the soldiers from 
that station, and they have no soldiers there now 
at all. 

In regard to the apprehension which might be | 
entertained from these troops entering into any | 
collision with Mexico, I think there need be none 
atall. Iam very sure that if there had been two 
hundred Texan rangers upon that frontier during 
the time of Caravajal’s operations there, none of | 
it would have been heard of. Previous to the 
time that Caravajal commenced his hostilities, the 
citizens of Texas, scattered up and down the 
towns on the Rio Grande, were enjoying a trade | 
of some two or three millions of dollars annually, | 
a profitable trade with Mexico; and that trade, by 
the operations of Caravajal, a man totally desti- | 
tute of character, has been entirely broken up. If} 
the citizens of Texas had been in sufficient num- 
bérs there, they would have stopped his operations; 
and I have no doubt that if two hundred soldiers 
had been there, none of those depredations would | 
have been committed. The presence of two hun- | 
dred Texan rangers would mend the manners of the 
Mexicans speedily; for they have some occasion | 
to entertain considerable respect for that class of | 
troops, with whom they have heretofore had some 
little acquaintance. They would effectually pre- 
serve peace on that frontier. ; 

The amendments made to the bill, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, were concurred in by the 
Senate. . 

Mr. SHIELDS. The bill in its present form 
provides only for the distribution of arms among 
the people of the States of Texas, and California, 
and the Territories of New Mexico and Oregon. 
I move to amend it by inserting ‘¢ Utah” after 
t New Mexico,” so that it will read: ‘* That the 
President of the United States be, and he is here- 
by, authorized to cause arms to be distributed 
among such portions of the inhabitants of New 
Mexico, Utah, Oregon,” &c. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. 

MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 

Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, the resolution 
introduced by the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia, [Mr. Wever,] for the appointment ofa 
select committee to investigate the charges pre- 
ferred against the Commissioner upon the Mexican 
boundary was the made special order for to-day. 
The honorable Senator from California himself 
designated to-day; but he is not here, and I should 
be very unwilling to proceed with the discussion 
in his absence. There is some evidence now 
being prepared in regard to the subject which is 
not yet fully completed; I therefore move that the 
resolution be taken up in order, that its further 
consideration may be postponed until Wednesday 
next. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ac- 
cordingly resumed the consideration of the reso- 
lation. 


i TE SEE ji 
as disgraceful to our country as it is injurious to |; 


“Mr. CLARKE. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the resolution until Wednes- 


day next, and make it the special order for that 
day. 


resolutid@ the special order fur Wednesday, as 
such a proposition was strenuously resisted in re- 
gard to a bill which I have been urging, and which 
stands postponed to the day previous. to-that 
named by the honorable Senator. 

Mr. CLARKE. I do not insist upon that; 
| part of the motion with regard to making the res- į 
olution the special order; but simply move that į 
its further consideration be postponed till Wed- 
nesday next. 

The motion was agreed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. CLARKE, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and i 

The Senate adjourned. 


i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘ Tuurspay, July 15, 1852. 


The House met at eleven.o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. Burier. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order į 
is House bill No. 271, “ granting the right of way 
and a portion of the public lands to the States of 
Florida and Alabama for the construction of cer- 
tain railroads in said State.” 

Mr. SIBLEY. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House to submita resolution. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
then read, as follows: | 

Resolved, That the Committee on: Public Lands be in- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of establishing one 
or snore additional lund offices in Minnesota, and providing | 
for the appointment of a surveyor general tor said Terri- | 
tory, and that said committee report by bill or otherwise, 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- ; 
tion was adopted. A 

Mr. MACE. On yestetday, when the Collins 
line appropriation was up, and my name was 
called, eee that I would not vote because I had | 
paired off with Mr. Bennerr, of New York. 1) 
was opposed to the appropriation. The matter 
was omitted by the Reporters. 


} 
| 
H 
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ir: DOUGLAS. I must object to making this į 


of the engineers, that in order to give security to 
the public works at Pensacola, which. have already, 
cost the Government millions of dollars, it istab- 
solutely essential that some means. of ‘transporta-. 
tion be afforded -for the: troops and: munitions ’of 
war essential to the protection of such important 
national interests. There is, at. present, no means 
of getting to Pensacola except by-séai.’.It is-mien> 
tioned in onë of these reports that ‘diiring the diffi- 
culties on the Canada frontier some years ‘azo, 
the British Government. transferred. their: naval 
station from Halifax to. Bermuda, some-two. hun- 
dred and eighty miles: from Charleston. © They- 
are, as you know, already in: possession of the 
Island of Jamaica, and we ¢an imagine;what will 
be the situation of this country and the ‘condition 
of the inestimably valuable ‘commerce passing 
around the capes of Florida, if we have not some’ 
strong point-upon the Gulf of Mexico:which is 
accessible to our troops and munitions of war... . 

It has been very properly and wisely said by a 
committee of a former. Congress, to whom: this. 
subject was referred, that * withoutan easy, rapid, 
‘and safe railway communication to the interior, 
‘all their money, and all the national considera- 
‘tions. which dictated the purchase of Florida 
‘with a view of obtaining Pensacola fora naval 
‘ depôt, will result in so much benefit conferred on 
“any great naval Power with which we may here- 
‘after happen to be at war.” In-this connection 
I ask the attention of the House to a few extracts 
from the reports of Colonel Totten, Chief of the 
Engineer Department: i 

In his report to the Secretar 
November 2, 1843, he says: . 

& The fortifications of this harbor, at the present mo- 
ment, so far as the works themselves are concerned, con- 
stitute a formidable and efficient array of strength ; and, 
within two or three, years, thle entire system. of local ĝe- 
fense will be complete, excepting only such auxiliary means 
as may, without danger, be left to be executed when about 
to be needed. , 

“ But there are other considerations connected with the 
security of this great harbor, whieh are independent of 
mere defenses, whether naval or military; such, L mean, ° 
as relate to a safe and easy communication with the sources 
of supply and relief. These are of more than common, 
interest here, because any enemy thatshould be able.to test 
the arrangements for detense would, in doing so, complete- 
ly cut off all the existing channels of communication. 
This isolated position of Pensacola, in reference to any | 
productive or populous region, is its peculiar disadvantage; 
which has all along been keptin view by those connected 
with the defensive preparations, aud by them bas been re- _ 
peatedly presented to the notice of the Government. : 


y of War, dated 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon com- 
mitting the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. That motion was | 
made with a view of preventing the bill from going | 
upon the Speaker’s table. The bill has been fre- | 
quently under consideration, and I do not propose | 
now to make a long speech in favor of its 1 will | 
merely: call the attention of the House to the fact | 
that this bill, which is now under consideration, | 
was the first bill of the kind ever introduced into į 
Congress. As far back as 1836, a vill of this kind | 
was reported to this House, and passed the Senate, | 
and has continued to pass the Senate from year to | 

ear. 

Other States have availed themselves of the sug- 
gestion or plan proposed by the Pensacola Rail- 
road Company to induce the General Government 
to aid in the construction of railroads passing 
through the public lands by a grant of the alter- 
nate sections of land on either side, and two States 
have been more fortunate than the State of Florid 
in inducing the Committee on Public Lands to | 
report their bills in advance of others, which have | 
passed both Houses of Congress and become laws. i 
Signal benefits have thus been conferred on the | 
States of Illinois and Missouri, in the Northwest. | 
We now ask a similar act of justice and liberality | 
for my section of the Union, the extreme South- 
east. The bill under consideration provides for a 
road from the town of Pensacola, in Florida, to 
t Montgomery, in Alabama, about one hundred and 

fifty miles in length. If gentlemen will refer to 
li the documents upon the subject, they will find 
l! that this very road has been recommended from 
|i time to time by the War Department as absolutely | 
i! essential to the protection of the town of Pensa- : 
| cola. ‘There is between that town and the popu- 
| lous parts of Alabama, and other sections of the 


| 
| 
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miles, which separates that place from the rest of 
mankind.. It has been deemed by the Depart- 


| 
| 
|| ment, as you will see by referring to the reports 


z . : H 
country, & wilderness of some sixty or seventy | 


“There was a time when private enterprise seemed 
about to connect this mere harbor of refuge inte one of the 
great entrepôts of western commerce, by opening a direct 
and speedy communication with the interior ; but, since 
the failure or postponement of thathope, the extent to which 
the General Government may, in such a case, interfere to 
carry out enterprises having such an object, would seem to 
have become a very important question’? 


In his report dated November 30, 1844, Colonel 
Totten uses the following language: 

“& Pensacola harbor, Florida.—I beg leave to refer to. pre- 
vious reports from thix office for strong expressions of opin- 
ion as to the value of this harbor to the nation, and-the 
importance to the large public interest already established: 
therein, of opening direct communication with the interior. 
The works of defense, in charge of this department, have 
been improved to the extent admissible@vith the funds at. ` 
command, and are now in progress of such improvement. 
Soine further aid will be needed, as stated in the following: 
reports on the particular works.”? 


Colonel Totten, in his report dated November 
1, 1845, uses the following emphatic expressions 
in regard to the necessity of a communication to 
the interior from Pensacola: 


“Now that the defenses of this harbor arein acondition 
of efficiency, inviting the resort thither for shelter, in time 
of war, of vessels of every description, and. warranting any 
extension which it nay be desirable to give to arrangements 
for their repair, reéquipment, and refreshment, it appears 
to be quite important to look to the means of getting uc- 
cess to the productive and populous interior districts, The 
sterility of the region contiguous to Pensacola is the anly 
defect which its harbor has asa naval station or a point 
of rendezvous; but this defect may be a very serious one 
in certain moments, and invites, thercfore, the particular 
attention of the Government. It is presumed, that if no 
opportunity be afforded for the National Government to act 
directly in the matter, any private enterprises, tending to 
remove this difficulty, will be eagerly patronized.” 


In his report dated 10th November, 1846, he 
again calls attention to this subject, and says: 


! «T have so often, in my annual reports, invited -the atten- 
tion of the Government to the importance of this harbor for 
national purposes, and to the need. of opening a communi- 
cation with the 7 country of the North, and shall, there- 
fore, on these subjects, now restrict inyselfto referring, back 
to these communications.” 


There are many other reasons which I could 
give in favor of this road, but F am satisfied if I 
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go into a long discussion of the subject, it will be | 


utterly impossible to get a'vote to-day. . Enough 
hasbeen said to show the national importance.of 
this road, and the interest which the Federal Gov- 
ernment has. in its. construction. . I- will- merely 
add, that another great advantage to the country 
from the construction: of this road is, that it will 
forir a continuous line of: railway communication 
from the extreme eastern ‘section ofthe Union to 
the Gulf of Mexico, thereby affording increased 
facilities.to the Government for the transportation 


ofthe mails, and a speedy and direct.communica= |} 


tion between- the Atlantic cities- and those on the 
Gulf of Mexico. At present the great line of rail- 
roads to the South west terminates at Montgomery. 
This foad will complete the connection. z 
Iñ this same bill there is a provision made for 
a road across the peninsula of Florida, from some 
point upon the Atlantic, on or near the St. Mary’s 
river, to some point on the Pacific coast; to be 
designated by. the State of Florida. 


vious:to all, The question has claimed the con- 
sideration of this Government for a series of years, 


as to whether a ship-canal could be constructed. | 


across the peninsula of Florida. | That project 
has been held by many scientific men not to be 
a feasible one. At all events, its feasibility is so 
doubtful, that I have no. idea that this Government 
could now be induced to undertake it... The rail- 
road which we now propose will be, in some sort, 
a ‘substitute for the project of the ship-canal, and 
so far from interfering with the latter project, will 
be in aid of it, by diverting travel and commerce, 
and thus attracting public attention to the import- 
ance of this communication across the peninsula 
to avoid the dangerous. navigation around Cape 
Florida. The proposed road passes through a 
district.of country ‘so poor that it will not yield 
black-eye peas,” and will never be worth five 
cents an acre unless this road is constructed. This 
fact every. man knows who has ever been in that 
section of the country; for it is a sandy, pine, 
barren country throughout nearly its entire Jength, 
We propose, by this bill, to give the State the 
alternate sections of land on either side of this 
road, which, though utterly worthless in. them- 
selves, will acquire great value from the facilities 
the road will afford for the transportation to market 


of lumber, pitch, tar, and turpentine, the only | 


products of the land, and which it is now utterly 
impossible to make available. The increased value 
given to similar lands, similarly situated in the 
State of North Carolina, by the construction of 
the Wilmington road, enables us to form some 
estimate of the advantage to the Government, asa 
great land proprietor, in a pecuniary point of view, 
by the passage of this will and the completion of 
this road. The alternate sections reserved to. the 
Government at present are worth nothing. Their 
value will probably be enhanced to the increased 
estimate, $2 50 per acre, put upon them by this 
bill. Whatever may be true of alternate sections 
of land through which the other railroads in the 
Northwest may pass, it is certainly true in this 
cage, that the lands in these alternate sections are 
utterly worthless without the construction’ of this 
road. Ido not know thatit is necessary for me 
to say more upon this subject now, except that 
the Legislature of the State of Florida has au- 
thorized a subscription, on the part of the State, 


of $1,000,000 ‘towards the construction of this | 
I withdraw the motion to recommit, and | 


road, 
move to put the bill upon its passage, and upon 
that motion f demand the previous question. 

-TheSPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman did not submit the motion to re- 
commit. i 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I think I made the 
motion. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman made the 
motion to recommit to the Committee on Public 
Lands. The gentleman from Tennessee {Mr. 


Jones] moved to recommit it to the Committee of | 


the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
That is the question. 

Mr. CABELL. . Those. motions were sepa- 
rately’ reconsidered, if the Speaker will recollect, 
until we came back to this distinct vote. I had the 
floor upon the last motion, which was to recom- 
mit the bill. AN those other motions had been 
reconsidered, That is my recollection. Was 
there such a motion as to recommit the bill to the 
Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union? 
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The import- | 
ance of this road as. a.national work must be-ob- | 


. The SPEAKER. The motion to recommit it. 
tò the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union is now pending. È w , 
_ Mr. CABELL.. Will the Speaker bag kind 
-as to tell me who made that motion?. . . ; 
|. The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ten- 


lowed it up. bya motion to lie upon the ‘table, 
which was voted down, and the question recurred 
upon the motion to-commit, which is- now the 
question before the House... 0 woo, ; 

Mr. CABELL: -What will-be the effect of the 
“previous question? “Will-it cut-off the motion: to 
put the bill upon its passage? - $ i 

The SPEAKER... It will bring the Houseto a 
vote first upon the motion to commit. - ; 

Mr. CABELL. And what will be the next 
|i motion? ` , 2 $ 

The SPEAKER. Upon the passage of the 
bill. ` : ` 

Mr. CABELL. 
question. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to inquire: if this 
|| road is embraced among the roads provided. for 
in the land bill which has passed this House? 

Mr. CABELL. There is a clause in that bill 
| to this effect: that thé lands granted to railroad com- 
panies shall be deducted from the land appropri- 
ated to the individual States. There are two mil- 
lions.of acres appropriated in that bill to the State 
of Florida. We desire now merely to give direc- 
tion to that grant, and have it deducted from the 
two millions. I càll the previous question. | ° 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Florida whether that bill does not itself direct 
the application of land for that road? 

Mr. CABELL. No, sir. 

Mr. MILLSON.. The House is thin, and 
with a view of giving time to absent members to 
have an opportunity of voting, I move that there 
be a call of the House. 

Mr. LOCKHART demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. . 

‘The question was then taken upon Mr. Mist- 


I shall move the previous 


So the House refused to order a call. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon recom- 
mitting the Florida land bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. If that-mo- 
‘tion should fail, it will bring the House to vote 
first upon the amendment, and then upon the en- 
grossment of the bill. ; 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
committing the bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and having it printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I move to lay 
the bill upon the table, and upon that proposition 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays- were ordered. 

The question was then taken,and there were— 
yeas 75, nays 84; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Averett, Bibighaus, 
Bocock, Buell, Burt, Busby, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Curtis, George 
T. Davis, Dean, Dimmiek, Edgerton, Edmundson, Fowler, 
i, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Giddings, Green, 
| Grow, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hib- 

bard, Holladay, Hunter, Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Pres- 
ton King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Mason, 
| McLanahan, MeMullin, MeQueen, Meade, Millson, Mor- 
rison, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, 
Perkins, Powell, Reed, Robbins, Robie, Russell, Savage, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, 
Richard H. Stanton, Sweetser, Thurston, ‘Townshend, 
Tuck, Wildrick, and Woodward—75. - 

NAYS—Messrs. W. Allen, Bell, Bissell, J. H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, A. G. Brown, E. Carrington 


well, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, John G. Davis, Dockery, 
Duncan, astman, Evans, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, 
Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, 
Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Horsford, Hous- 
ton, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Jackson, James 
Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Landry, 
Lockhart, Humphrey Marshall, Miller, Miner, Molony, 
|| Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel 
| W. Parker, Penn, Phelps, Porter, Richardson, Sackeit, 

Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Seurry, Smith, Stanly, Benja- 
min Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, 
| A. H. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Saylor, 
Venable, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Wilcox, Wil- 
| Hams, and Yates—S1. : 


The SPEAKER. The question is upon refer- 
‘ring the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
| the state of the Union. x ` ` 

| . SEVENTH CENSUS. $ 

|. Mr. McLANAHAN. I movea reconsidera- 


nessee [Mr. Jones} made the motion, and he fol- 


son’s motion, and there were—yeus 35, nays 108. | 


Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Church- |! 


ion of the vote taken yesterday, by which the bill 
-and reports ;of the Judiciary Committee on the 
“subject of the apportionment of the Seventh Cen- 
sus. of the United -States, were referred to the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union: 
My. object is to have them. printed, and in afew 
days after they shall have been printed to call them 
up for. consideration, ` se . S 
Mr. STUART. Lriseto a question of order— 
that. this motion cannot be made within the morn- 
ing hour. tha ik! eg) ee TA 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it- is 
in order for the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. McLananan] to have his motion entered at 
any time, but it would not be in order to. consider 
his motion at this time. That is the distinction 
which the Chair makes. The motion will be en- 
tered.upon the Journal. ` 
FLORIDA LAND BILE: 
The question then recurred-upon referring the 
Florida land bill to ‘the Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union. 
Mr. HAMILTON demanded the yeas and nays; 


which were ordered. 
The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 77, nays 77; as follows: : 
.YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, Beale, 
Bibighaus, Bocock, J. H: Boyd, Buell, Burt, Caskie, Chap- 
‘man, Chastain, Curtis, Dean, Dimmick, Edgerton, Edmund- 
son, Floyd, Fowler; Gamble, Giddings, Grow, Hamilton, I. 
G. Harris, Hascall, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Thomas 
M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, Jack- 
son, Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
| J. Glancy Jones, Preston King; Kubns, Kurtz, Letcher, 
; Mann, Martin, Mason, McLanaban, McMuilin, McNair, 
McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Morrison, Murphy, 
Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Pow- 
ell, Reed, Robbins, Robie, Russell, Savage, David L. Sey- 
mour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Townshend, 
Í Tuck, Venable, Washburn, Welch, Wildrick, and Wood- 
ward—77. : 
NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Bell, Bissell, Bragg, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, E. Carrington Cab- 
ell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thomp- 
son Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 
George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Doty, 
Dunham, Evans, Fitch, Freeman, Gentry, Gorman, Green, 
Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, 
Horsford, John W. Howe, James Johnson, John Johnson, 
|| Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey 
Marshall, Miller,’ Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John 
Moore, Nabers,’ Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, 
Phelps, Porter, Price Richardson, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Alex- 
ander H. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, 
Walsh Ward, Watkins, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—77, 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. GORMAN. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired ? ; 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 

ired. : 
P Mr. GORMAN. Is not the next business: be- 
fore the House the billin relation to the public 
printing? 

The SPEAKER. The report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Printing is the first business in 
order. à 

Mr. GORMAN. 
bill, 

Mr. HOUSTON: This bill has just been laid: 
upon our tables, and f wish to know of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr..Gorman] whether he 
will not allow-me to-make a motion to postpone 
its consideration until to-morrow? It is impossi- 
ble that members can have examined it since it 
came to our desks this morning. Then, sir, I 
have another reason why I wish. to postpone. I 
have great anxiety to get through, if possible, 
with the Indian appropriation bill to-day. There 
is nothing before the Senate. They will get 
through the deficiency bill to-day; and my object 
isto send them that bill, that they may be at 
work upon it. — f : 

Mr. GORMAN.. I would accommodate the 
gentleman certainly, or any.one else in the House, 
if this were a new question; but the public print- 
ing has been subject to discussion so long, and 
the merits and demerits of every proposition have 
been discussed so long, that it is not like a new 
question. We have talked about it until it is per- 
fectly familiar to the ear and the recollection of 
| everybody. - The rates and charges have been be- 
fore the House since the first report of the com- 
mittee upon the subject of public printing. The 
rates and charges originally reported to ‘the 
House are the same as those in this bill; and 
| therecan be no kind of question raised that has 
į not been raised, and no question discussed that has 


I ask for the reading of the 
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not been discussed—and consequently I cannot 
consent that it shall go over from day to day. 

The Clerk then read the bill reported by the 
Committee on Printing, as follows: 


Be it enacted, &c., That the joint resolution entitled 
“ Joint resolution directing the manner ef procuring the 
printing for the two Houses of Congress,” approved August 
3, 1846, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2. Be it further enacted, That, from and after the i; 
passage of this act, there shall be elected a public printer by i 
each House of Congress, to do the public printing for the |; 
Congress for which he or they may be chosen. H 

Sre. 3. Beit further enucted, That the following shail : 
be the prices to be paid for such printing as may from time |: 
20 time be ordered by Congre: | 

FOR THE FIRST CLASS, 

Consisting of the bills and joint resolutions of both Houses. jį; 
For composition, per page, fifty cents. | 
For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching, per |: 
page-- Hy 

For five hundred and eighty copies, seventy-five cents; | 
and at the same rate for any greater number not exceeding i 
one thousand copies. fi 

FOR THE SECOND CLASS, j; 
i 


i 


Consisting of reports of committees of both Houses, with 
indexes: 
For the composition per page, octave— i 
For small pica plain, one doilar. te 
For small piea rule, one doilar and twenty-five cents. | 
For brevier plain, one dollar and fifty cents. ji 
{ 
j 


Vy 


For brevier rule, one dollar and seventy: five cents. 


Per thor eventy cents. | 
For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching of the ; 
octave size, per page— ii 

For twelve bundred and fifty copies, ninety-five cents, | 
and at the same rate for any greater number not exceeding | 


fifly cents; and atthe same rate for any 
exceeding filtecn hundred copies, 
For deduction on account of folding and stitching not |, 
reqnired in the copies reserved for binding, per page, i 
for one hundred copies— j! 
For the octavo size, one quarter of a cent, i 
For each table larger than octavo, one quarter of a eent. 
Additional charge for the trimming, folding, stitching, $i 
or inserting of each map. chart, diagram, or plate, Of | 
any size or shape, in the copies not reserved for bind- ji 
ing— t 
Tor one hundred copies, ten cents, j 
FOR THE THIRD CLASS, 
Consisting of the journals of both Houses, with indexes: 
For the composition per page, octavo— 
For small pica plain, one dollar. 
For small pica rate, one dolar and twenty-five cents. 
For brevier plain, one dollar and fifty cents. 
For brevier rule, one dolar and seventy-five cents. ' 
For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching, per : 
page, octavo— i 


greater number not | 


For twelve hundred and fifty copics, ninety cents, andat | 
the same rate jor any greater number not exceeding fifteen 
hundred and fifty copies, 

Por deduction on account of folding and stitching not |, 
required in the copies reserved for binding, per page, ij 


i 


for one hundred copies— 
For the octavo size, one quarter of a cent. 
FOR TUE FOURTH CL 
Consisting of the Executive documents of each House, em- 

bracing mes from the President, reports from the ii 

severa! Executive departments, offices, and bureans, and 

the documents and statements communicated therewith, 

with indexes + 

Tor the composition per page, octavo— 

Forsmall pica piain, one dollar, |; 

For smali piea rule, one dollar and twenty: five cents. ʻi 

For brevier plain, one dollar and fifty cents. ie 

For brevier rule, one doilar and seventy-five cents. 

For the con:position of tables larger than octavo— 

Per one thousand ems, seventy cents. 

For the pr paper, folding, and stitching of the 
oetavo size, per page— 

For twelve hundred and fifty copies, ninety-five cents ; 
and at the game rate for any greater number not exceeding |; 
filleen hundred copies. : 

For the press- work, paper, folding, and stitching of each | 
table larger than octavo— i 

For twelve hundred and fifty copies, threc dollars and 
fifty cents; and at the same rate for any greater number not | 
exceeding fifteen hundred copies. : 

For deduction on account of folding and stitehing not | 
required in the cupics reserved for binding, per page, | 
for one hundred copies 

For the octavo size, one quarter of a cent. 

For each table larger than octavo, one quarter of a cent 

Additional charge for the rimming, toldin titehing, | 
or inserting of each map, chart, diagram, or plate, of | 
any size or shape, in the copies not reserved for 
binding— ; 

For one hundred copies, ten cents. 

FOR TIIR FIFTH CLASS, H 
Consisting of every other description of. printing not in- 
clutied in the preceding classes for each House, with in- 
dexes, and divided as follows, viz: 


118 


ss 
ASS, 


ti 


Consisting of resolutions and ot 
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Part A of the Fifth Class, 
z her documents from State 
Legislatures, memorials, pe ns, and all other papers 
or documents not included in parts B and C of this 
class: 

For the composition per page, ectavo— 
For smali pica plain, ene doilar. 
For small pica rule, one dollar aad twenty-five cents. 
For brevier plain, one dollar and fifty ceats. 
For brevier rule, one dollar and seventy-five cents. 

For the composition of tables larger than octayo— 
Per one thousand ems, seventy cents. 

For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching of the 

octavo size, per page 

For twelve hundred and fifty copies 


ety five cents; 


ii and at the same rate for any greater number not exceeding 


fifteen handred copies. 


For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching of | 


each table larger than octava-— 
For twelve hundred and fifty copies, three dollars and 
fifty cents; and at the same rate forany greater number not 


For deduction on account of folding and stitching to 
be omitted in the copies reserved for binding, per 
page for one hundred copies— 

For the octavo size, onc quarter of a cent. 

Fer each table larger than octavo, one quarter of a cent. 
Additional charge for the trimming, folding, stitching, 

or inserting ofeach map, chart, diagram, or plate or 
any 
ing— 

For one hundred copies, ten cents. 

Purt B of the Fifth Class, 

Consisting of treaties, messages, reports, and other pape 
and documents ordered to be printed in confidence for 
the use of the Senate: 

For the composition per page, octavo— 

For small pica piain, one dollar. 

For small pica rule, one dollar and twenty-five cents, 

For brevier plain, one doliar and fifty cents. 

For brevier rule, one dollar and seventy-five cents. 

For the composition of tables larger than octayo— 

Per one thousand ems, seventy cents. 

For the press-work, paper, foiding, and stitching, of the 
octavo size, per page— 

Por sixty-five copies, twenty cents; and at the same rate 


for any greater number not exceeding one hundred copies. | 


For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching for 
each tabte larger than octavo— 

For sixty-five copies, two dollars; and at the same rate 
for any greater number not exceeding one hundred copies. 
Part C of the Fifth Class, 

Consisting of tabular statements of the orders of the day, 
lists of yeas and nays, circular letters, and all other 
printing of a miscellaneous character, not specified in 
either of the preceding classes, or in parts A and B of 
this class: 

For composition, in whatever type, size, or form that 
may be required— 

Per thousand eins for plain work, fifty cents. 

Per one thousand ems for rule and figure work, fifty cents. 
For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching One 

hundred copies, per page— 

For royal octavo or any size smaller, twenty cents. 

For quarto post, one dollar. 

For folio cap, ove dollar. 

For any size larger than folio cap, one dollar, 

The paper to be used under this part © to be such as may 
be directed by the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the 
House of Representatives, respectively. 

Percentuge deduction for additional copies of either class, 

For @eduction on the prices above stated for the press- 
work. paper, folding, and stitching, tor furnishing ad 
tional copies of matter included ia either of the aibre- 
said classes, the additional copies to be printed on the 
same paper, with the same ink, and in the same style, 
as the usual numbers, viz: 

For deduction for any number of copies— 


Exceeding filleen hundred, and not exceeding five thou- | 
i sand, none. 


Exceeding five thousand, and not exceeding ten thousand, 
two per cenim. ‘ 
Exceeding ten thousand, and not exceeding twenty thou- 


; sand, three per centum, 


Exceeding twenty thousand, five per centum. 

Bec. 4. Be it further enacted, That the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives and Secretary of the Senate shall 
purchase of the lowest and best bidder alt the paper to be 
used for the public printing, said paper to be of a fine and 
smooth texture, weighing at least fiity pounds to the ream, 
pot calender; the price or cost of said paper to be deducted 
from the prices for printing bereinbefore fixed. 

Src. 5. Be it further enacted, That a committee, con- 
of three members of the Senate and three members 
of the House of Representatives, shall be appointed by the 
Speaker of the House and President of the Senate, which 
shall constitute a Committee on Printing, which shall hav 
power to adopt such measures as may be deemed necessary 
to remedy any uegiect or dgiay in the execution of the pub- 
lic printing, and tomake a pro rata reduction in the con- 
pensation if the work shail not be dene in a neat, durable, 
and workmanlike manner, or to refuse the work allogether 
if not so exce aforesaid. ‘ie committee shal] andit 
aud pass upon all Recounts for publie printing 5 but no biil 
shail be acted npon for work uot aetuaily delivered. 

Sec. 6. Beit further enacted, That all motions to print 
extra copies of any bill, report, oF cther public document, 


i shall be referred to the committee of the members af the 


House in which the same may be made; and all expenses 
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size or shape, in the copies not reserved for bind- | 
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i for printing shall be paid ont of the contingent fund of the 
| two Houses, in proportion to the number ordered by each, 
; except the expense of composition, which shall be paid by 
| the House first ordering the same to be printed. 

That all acts or joint resolutions conflicting with the pro- 
visions of this act he, and the same arc hereby, repealed. 


i Mr. GORMAN took the floor. 


ERROR---FLORIDA RAILROAD BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Indiana suspend for a moment? 

Amid the confusion prevailing in the House, at 
the time, the Clerk made a mistake in the count, 
upon the vote to refer the Florida land bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
"he vote stands, infact, a tie. Under the rule, it 
i| is the duty of the Speaker, to vote when his vote 
would change the result. The Speaker votes in the 
' affirmative, and the bill is therefore referred. 
| Mr. DEAN. [rise to a privileged question. I 
| move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
|| referred, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon. 
i the table. 

The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the motion to reconsider must be entered, but can- 
|! not interfere with the business immediately before 
i the House. : 
| Mr. DEAN. Then [ withdraw the motion. 
| 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the chairman of the 
Committee on Public Printing allow me to in- 
| troduce a substitute for the bill which he reported, 
| that it may be read for the information of the 
| House, if it is in order? 
| 


| Mr. GORMAN. Iam somewhat surprised to 
| hear the gentleman from New York ask that of 
me, under the circumstances, but I cannot now 
say why. I certainly would extend to him any 
courtesy that I possibly could, but—— 

Mr. JENKINS. Allow me to say, I have no 
doubt the gentleman would be glad to extend to 
me any courtesy, and I hope therefore I may have 
an opportunity of offering the substitute. 

Mr. CARTTER. We will take care of it, if 
the previous question is called. 


THE FLORIDA RATLROAD BILL. 


Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 
Iwas engaged at the moment, but I understand 
the Speaker to have voted upon the question of 
referring the Florida railroad bill. 1 wish to state 
this for the consideration of the Speaker. The 
vote had been announced, the Chair had decided 
that the motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union was not 
| carried, and the House had proceeded to other 
business. 

Several Voices. There was a mistake in the 
| vote. 
| ‘The SPEAKER. The Chair acted upon the 
| idea that it was his duty to vote, and that if any 
error existed in the vote it should be corrected, 
and that the Journal should be kept correctly. 
| Mr. STUART. I understand the rule to be 
| this: In the first place, I understand that the 
iat 
f 


i| Speaker may vote upon any question if he chooses; 
| but according to the practice of the House, when 
the vote of the Speaker will change the result, he 
may or may not vote, It is usual, if he votes at 
‘all, to do so at the request of a member; but I 
| submit this question that the Speaker can no more 
vote after the question has been decided, and the 
House has proceeded to other business, than any 
other member of the House can vote. If the 
House has not proceeded to the consideration of 
other business, and the Speaker has not before 
announcing the vote finally, then he can vote; but 
after that he has no more right to record his vote 
| than any other member of the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I would like to make a sin- 
gle suggestion. The objection of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Srvanr] comes too late, for 
the vote of the Speaker was received by the com- 
mon consent of the Hause. No one objected. 

The SPEAKER. The following is the rule 
upon the subject: 

“12. In all cases of ballot by the House, the Speaker 


i 
i 


f 


(l shall vote ; in other cases he shall not be required to vote, 


1794 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


_ July 15, 


unless the House be equally divided, or unless his vote, if 
given to the minority, will make the division equal ; and in 
case of such equal division the question shall be lost.” 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I desire to 
inquire whether there was an error in the state- 
ment of the vote? 

The SPEAKER. There was an error in the 
statement of the vote. The Chair thought it was 
his duty to state that error to the House, that it 
might be corrected; and he was under the impres 


sion that it was his duty, also, under the rule, to | 
It will be for the House to deter- | 


cast his vote. 
mine what disposition it will make of the matter. 
Mr. STANTON. 
fectly right. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Supposethe error 


had not been discovered until after the House ad- |! 


journed to-day, the Speaker would have brought 
it to the consideration of the House to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER: TheJourmal must have been 
corrected in the morning, at all events. 

Mr. JONES. The error would have been dis- 
covered, and the Speaker would have given his 
vote then. 

Mr. STUART. When I raised my question 
of order, I did not understand the fact now stated, 
that an error existed in the vote, which was sub- 
sequently corrected. 


The SPEAKER. There was a miscount of one || 


vote. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING AGAIN. 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 certainly will not inflict a 
speech upon this House upon the printing ques- 
tion. I shall not attempt to debate 1t in any man- 
ner. I simply want to make a statement to the 
House, as perhaps some gentlemen did not hear 
the bill read distinctly. 


stand my voice can be heard by every member im |! 


the House, and J will briefly state what this billis. 


The first section provides that the act approved i} 
The | 


the 3d August, 1846, shall be repealed. 
second section provides for the election of a pub- 
lic printer, and the third section establishes the 
prices; and ] will here state, that the prices are the 


same as those which were reported to the House i 


upon a former occasion. The prices are what 
were called Towers’s estimate. 

Mr. STANLY. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STANLY. I understand that the gentle- 
man does not propose to debate this subject, and 
I desire, therefore, to ask him in relation to cer- 
tain matters of fact as he goes along. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Indiana to have said 
that the prices are nearly the same as those fixed 
by the committee for the performance of the work 
in case Hamilton’s contract was pronounced null 
and void. ask the gentleman from Indiana if in 


that contract there was not more charged because || 
only the balance of the work had to be done?—be- || 


cause if the public printer had done all the work 
for the whole Congress, he could have done it for 
Jess, (having time to prepare himself,) than it could 
be done for by a person who might undertake to 
finish a contract which Boyd Hamilton had left 
unfinished ? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
Į do not know that that entered atall into the con- 
sideration of the estimate made hy Towers. Tam 
not at all advised thatit did. We did not so state 
to him, nor do I know what considerations in- 
duced him to fix upon these prices. 

Mr. STANLY. I have been informed that 
that consideration did enter into the estimate. 
Can the gentleman inform me who fixed those 
prices? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
fixed by Mr. Towers, in an estimate sent to the 
Printing Committee, I believe three months ago, 
or perhaps not more than two months ago. 

Mr. STANLY. One more question. Is not 
the contract with Boyd Hamilton pronounced null 
and void, and set aside by the committee? 

Mr. GORMAN. The resolution passed by the 
Committee on Printing declared that the contract 


was not void, and not forfeited, but that A. Boyd } 


Hamilton had not complied with his contract. 
Mr. STANLY. Was not another contract en- 


tered into with other persons to execute the print- 


ing? 


Mr. GORMAN. A contract was entered into | 


by the Committee on Printing with Gideon & Co. 
to do the printing of the Senate, and Donelson & 


I think the Speaker is per- |; 


Perhaps from where I | 


I will answer the gentleman. || 


The prices in this bill were | 


| Armstrong (now Armstrong) to do the printing 
i of the House. : 
| Mr. STANLY. Now I should be glad to 
i know what will become of these two contracts if 
ii this bill becomes a law? 

| Mr. GORMAN, I will state to the gentleman 
| 

I 


li 


|, tleman’s friends, and I am authorized to relinquish 


i| ever will say so. 

‘| My. SMART. I have understood—I do not 
+ know how true it is—that that writing which the 
|| gentleman has, is not very explicit, and I think 
i it is material that we should see the writing. 

i Mr. GORMAN. I have it here, and if the gen- 
|: tleman will come and sit by me, | will show it him; 
i; but I have no authority to let it go into the papers, 
i because it was an authority given to me by a gen- 
| tleman in private life. 

: Mr. GIDDINGS. I want to inquire of the gen- 
‘| tleman from {ndiana if, in this arrangement, the 
| interests of the Whig party are as well attended 
i to as those of the Democratic party. 

| Mr. GORMAN. They are not attended to: at 
| all, lassureyou. Neither the interests of the Whig 
| party or any other party have been attended to. 
i 
l 
| 


| 
| 
i 
| 


We have tried to do what we thought right, and 
that is about all. We expect to elect a Democrat, 
|| however, if we can, my friend. 

‘i Mr. GIDDINGS. One further inquiry. Js this 
| bill in accordance with the direction of the Dem- 
ocratic caucus? 
if Mr. GORMAN. Well, sir, I have no kind of 
|i objection to reply to that question, The Demo- 
|! cratic party had a caucus; the Democratic party 
| did agree that the public printing had not been ex- 
i ecuted according to contract; they did agree that 
i| the public service was suffering from that failure; 
i they did agree that there must be some remedy; 
they did agree to adopt a remedy, and they did 
agree that this was the best remedy. These are 

the matters upon which they agreed. 

| Mr. MASON, Let me correct the gentleman 
i in his last remark. 

| Mr. GIDDINGS. I have one further question 
i to ask the gentleman, if he will allow me, but 1 
will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky, if he 
| wishes it. 

| Mr. McMULLIN. 
mana question, 

| Mr. GIDDINGS. I will yield to my friend 
| from Virginia, as I want to get at these interrog- 
atories. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know how the 
prices reported by the committee will compare with 
| the prices of 1819? 

' Mr. GORMAN, I cannot exactly tell myself, 
| not being a practical printer; but I understand 
| printers to say that they are about thirty-five to 
| thirty-nine per cent. lower than the prices of 1819. 
| Mr. PHELPS. An inquiry has been made by 
| the gentleman from Ohio, {Mr. Gmpinas,] as to 
t| what was done in the Democratic caucus. That 
| matter has been published, and perhaps, not agree- 
i| ing in everything with what has been said by the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Gormay,] though 
i may have misunderstood him, I have no objec- 
tion myself to proclaim what was done in that cau- 
cus. It was determined that it was expedient that 
each House of Congress should elect a public 
i, printer. It was also declared to be expedient to 
regulate the price—to pay a reasonable price for 
: composition, press-werk, binding, and stitching 
i the documents ordered to be printed for each 
‘branch of Congress. It was furthermore declared 
: to be expedient,so as to obtain proper paper upon 
which the public printing-was to be executed, 
| that Congress should procure the paper for such 
| printing, and incoming to sucha result, I am sat- 
' isfied that it is the same result to which every gen- 
| tleman must come, when he takes into considera- 


I wish to ask the gentle- 


|: tion the manner in which the public printing has 
l: been executed for the last three Congresses, this 
: included. 


Mr. GORMAN. I said I was not going to 


|| make a speech. The gentleman from Missouri, 


| fair or not. 3 
| compare with Towers’s bid, and with John C. 


[Mr. Pusirs] has detailed precisely what the 
Democratie caucus did agree to in a resolution 
offered by him. Let me state further, that it was 
not determined by that caucus who was to be the 
public printer. No nomination was made. The 
only thing that was agreed to by that caucus was 
what has been stated by the gentleman from 
Missouri. . 

This bill is not presented in obedience to that 
caucus. It was drawn long before that caucus 
was called—a month before that caucus was 
heard of, or thought of. It was drawn immedi- 
ately after the nomination for President by the 
Democratic party, without consultation, except 
with the members of the Committee on Printing, 
and with the select committee appointed by this 
House, of which the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Marswaz] is the chairman—the provisions 
of this bill being substantially the same as the 
provisions of the bill agreed upon by that com- 
mittee. ; 

There are some details in this bill in which some 
of our friends, and some gentlemen of the oppo- 
sition, cannot altogether concur. In the conflict- 
ing opinions upon all questions of this complicated 
character, there will always be some difference of 


| opinion in regard to the particular items in a bill; 
| but the main and'substantial features of this bill 


have been submitted to every gentleman by whom 
this question of printing has been considered 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Willthe gentleman allow 
me to ask hima few questions? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will, with pleasure. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have looked over the 
sections of this bill, but, of course, I cannot tell 
what the rate of compensation is—whether it is 
I will ask the gentleman how it will 


Rives’s bid? 

Mr. GORMAN. Istated to the House before 
that this is Towers’s estimate; it is substantially 
the same as Towers’s bid, varying only in one 
class. I believe I am within the bounds of truth 
when I say that it is critically and actually the 
same as Towers’s estimate, except in the fourth 
class, and that is a little higher. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then, if I understand it, 
this is about the rate at which it was agreed that 
the pring should belet tothe Union and the Re- 

ublic. 

k Mr. GORMAN. This is the precise scale of 
prices at which it was agreed that it should be let 
to the Union and the Republic. 

Mr. CARTTER. F understand that the chair- 
man of the committee designs calling the previous 
question, but before he does so, I desire to make 
an inquiry of him in regard to the precise applica- 
tion of the fourth section if the bill. The fourth 
section provides— 

«That the Clerk of the House of Representatives and the 
Secretary of the Senate shall purchase of the lowest and 
best bidder all the paper to be used for the publie printing 3 
said paper to be of a fine and smooth texture, weighing at 
least fifty pounds to the ream, not calender; the price or 
cost of said paper to be deducted froin the prices of printing 
hereinbefore fixed.” 

I wish the chairman of the Committee on Print- 
ing would explain that provision. It appears to 
be that the amount paid for the paper shall be de- 
ducted, but no reference is made to the price or 
quality of the paper. 

Mr. GORMAN. I will endeavor to explain 
it. Members upon both sides of the House will 
remember that these bids were made with a view 
to the public printer being required to find the 
paper; this estimate of Towers was made with that 
view. Gentlemen will also remember that after 
the discussion in this House, there seemed to be 
a decided impression that the Government should 
buy the paper, that the publie printer should not 
speculate upon it, and that it would then be of 
the style, and texture, and weight that the Gov- 
ernment desiresits printing to be done upon. With 
that view, my friend from North Carolina [Mr. 
Venas_r] suggested an amendment almost in the 
precise words that are employed in this fourth sec- 
tion. After examination, I thought it proper that 
we should put in that provision; and it was put 
in. It simply provides that the price of the paper 
is to be deducted from the price of the composi- 
tion and press-work. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him what is to be done 
with the contract with the present public printer? 
Is there any provision for that? i 
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Mr. GORMAN. Notin this bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. Well, I should like to know 
what is to become of him; because we cannot elect |. 
a new printer unil we get rid of the old one. The | 
law nowhere authorizes us to dismiss him, but | 
only to hold kim on his bond for any deficiency 
in his work. Now, we have one printer, and T| 
want to know what is to become of him? i 

Mr. GORMAN, If the law is repealed, the 
gentleman who is now the public printer will re- 
Hinquish his contract. I can say that to the gen- 


H 


tleman. 
Mr. STEVENS. Ido not know but that he | 
will. What I want to know is, if the committee 


undertake to say that the repeal of that law re- |; 
peals the contract between this Government and : 
the present public printer? 
Mr. GORMAN. Now, I think gentlemen |: 
ought to be satisfied with asking me questions. 
Mr. SMART. F would like the gentleman to 
inform me 
Mr. GORMAN. J cannot yield to any further 
questions. I hope gentlemen will try to be recon 
eiled, and be satisfied. | 
Mr. STEVENS. The caucus so decided. ji 
Mr. GORMAN. Not at all. Men’s con- | 
sciences are not controlled upon questions of legis- |; 
tation, I apprehend, by the resolution of a caucus. | 
{tis a recommendation to friends, and that is all. |: 
It is to be expected, however, that there will be a |: 
liberal consideration paid to the dignified delibera- |; 
tion which was bestowed upon this question by ii 
Democrats who, I hope, were devoted to the wel- |: 
fare of their country, as well as to the welfare of i| 
their party. It isa recommendation to their polit- |! 
ical friends of what they deem the best action to 
take, if any gentlemen differ with them, I hope | 
it will be an honest difference—I expect it will be. | 
I make these remarks simply in reply to the gen- į 
tleman from Pennsylvania, | 
Mr. Chairman, I shall take the responsibility || 
of offering an amendment which has been handed |, 
to me by the gentleman from North Carolina, |: 
(Mr. Vaxague.] It willbe remembered by gen 
tlemen that there was a contest here some time 
since as to whether this House had a right to in- į 
struct the Committee on Printing. To obviate | 
that difficulty, and entirely do away with all fur- | 
ther argument or contest on the subject, the gen- | 
tleman from North Carolina has handed me an | 
amendment which I think ought to be incorporated | 
in the bill. I will read it; itis to add to the fifth | 
section the following: | 
Provided, That no contract, agreement, or arrangement ; 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


entered into by the committee shail be binding, or take 
effect, until the same shall be reported to the Housejof Con- 
gress to whieh the printing belongs, and approved by the 

same; and when the printing relates to the business of beth | 
Houses of Congress, then it shal! be reported to both Houses | 
of Congress, aud approved by then. 

Mr. FITCH. 
intended to obviate the same difficulty, and if the |; 
gentleman will permit me, I willreadit. The fifth | 
section of this bill is, I believe, substantially the || 
existing law. Is it not? 

Mr. GORMAN. Itis. 

Mr. FITCH. My amendment more clear 
defines the duties of that committee. It is to strike 
out the word ‘ which” in the fifth line of the fifth 
section, and insert the following: 

Whose duty it shall be, if there be any neglect, delay, |! 
or defect in the exeention of the public printing, to report |; 
the fact, instances, and extent to the House and the Sen- | 
ate, and if joint instruction refative to this action be no 
given within three weeks from the date of their report, they 
ehali— i 
Mr. GORMAN. The amendment of my col- 
eague is substantially the same as that of the gen- 
eman from North Carolina. Theamendment of 
1e gentleman from North Carolina covers all that 
ground, and consequently there is no necessity for |) 
accepting the amendment of my colleague. $ 
The SPEAKER. The amendment of the gen- | 
eman from Indiana (Mr. Firen) cannot be of- ` 
fered without the consent of his colleague. j: 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope, sir, that after having ` 
disposed of this public printing, I shall be per- : 
mitted to withdraw from this vexed question. E- 
have never in my life had a public duty to per- ' 
form in which 1 had so many conflicting elements `; 
to meet. I have never discharged a public duty | 
with amore conscientious regard for the public i- 
weal and the service. In thè selection of individ- | 
uals to do particular jobs, I confess that my || 
party predilections have sometimes governed me. |} 


T have prepared an amendment |! 


ot. 


: to the gentleman 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is | 
| notin order. The gentleman from Indiana insists | 


: on his right to the floor. 


But I have been so much annoyed, and hav 


| been so much subjected to the suspicions of gen- | 


tlemen in regard to prices and in regard to my 


party predilections, that I think, after I have! 
discharged my duty, and got the public printing `: 
; once fixed upon a permanent basis, I shall ask the | 
kind indulgence of the Chair to discharge me from §: 


further service on that committee. It isa com 
mittee upon which any gentleman who discharge 
his duty lays himself open to the constant crit- 
icism of his kindest and best friends. 

Sometimes it has been a duty which I have 
really performed with reluctance. Itis one which 


at the proper time I shall ask to be discharged | 
from. i 
Mr. Speaker, as I said before, this bill has i; 
! been discussed; the prices have been discussed; | 
the merits of a proposition fora printing bureau | 
i: have been discussed; the election of a printer has 
: been discussed; the buying of paper by the Gov- 
| ernment has been discussed. 
| proposition plainly before you to repeal the exist- 
ing law, to elect a printer, to fix the prices, and | 
to providethat the Government shall hereafter buy | 
the paper on which the printing is done, and upon : 
this question | now ask for the previous question. |: 
I hope the į 


Now you havea 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
gentieman will not insist on his demand for the 
previous question, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Task the gentle 
man to withdraw the call for the previous ques 
tion. There is one matter here which f should 
like to have explained. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
allow me to offer a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 


[Mr. CAMPBELL] desires to propound a question, |! 


and for that purpose I will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I should much prefer that 
the gentleman would withdraw the demand for the 
previous question, to allow me to submit a few re- 
marks in relation to the biil. 

Mr. GORMAN. F cannot do that. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The question I desire to 


l ask, is substantially the same as that which was 
! propounded by my colleague, (Mr. Carrrer.]} 


Mr. GORMAN. Then I must insist on the 
previous question, for I have answered that ques- 
tion once. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. At all events I did not |! 


understand the gentleman’s explanation, and I de- 
sire to call his attention to it again. I understand 


that the committee have reported this bill, in pur- | 


suance of the recommendation of the caucus 
The object of that caucus, as stated by the gentle 
man from Missouri, [Mr. Puevrs,] was to allow 
a fair price for composition, press-work, folding 
and stitching—Congress to furnish the paper. 
Now, sir, it will be observed that when the com- 


; mittee—— 


Mr. GORMAN. I cannot allow the gentleman 


| to make a speech, because my time will be out, | 
| and I cannot then call the previous question. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. 


I merely wish to explain 


Mr. CAMPBELL. The point I desire to sub- 


i mit is simply this—— 


Mr. GORMAN, I really cannot yield the floor 


i any longer. 


Mr. GAMPBELL. Weil, I hope the previous 
question will be voted down. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman from In- 
diana allow my substitute to be read? 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. F desire to 


| know if itis in order now to move to refer this i 


bill to the Select Committee on Printing? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 


York (Mr. Jenxtys] rose, and was recognized by |) 
| the Chair, and appeals to the gentleman from In- | 
diana [Mr. Gorman] to yield the floor to him for | 
! the purpose ef having his substitute read. 


Mr. JENKINS. I desire to have my substi- 


tute read; and then I will give way to the gentle- | 


man to move the previous question. 
Mr. GORMAN. 


' cause my time will be out, and I cannot hold the | 


floor for the purpose of moving the previous ques- 


tion. . 
The SPEAKER. In reply to the question pro- 
pounded a moment ago by the gentleman from 


I hope the gentleman will; 


I cannot yield the floor, be- ii 


Kentucky, (Mr. Marsnatr,] the Chair would 

siate thatit is not in order to receive a motion to 
: commit while the demand for the previous ques- 
tion is pending. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I thought 
that the demand for the previous question being 
made, but not seconded, the motion to commit 
took precedence. If the demand for the previous 
question be seconded, the motion to commit can- 
: not be made at all. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot, nor can any mo- 
: tion intervene between the demand for the previous 
question and the putting of the question for sec- 
onding that demand. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Gorman] to allow me to make 
a single remark upon this bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Icannot. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise to a 
question of order. I submit that this debate can- 
: not be allowed after the demand for the previous 
| question has been made. The Chair so stated. 


FLORIDA RAILROAD BILL AGAIN. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I rise to a 
privileged question. I have just ascertained that 
my name is not recorded as having voted against 
| the motion to commit the Florida land bill. I cer- 
tainly did rise in my place here, and vote in the 
negative, Fe 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects very 
well that the gentleman from Georgia did vote 
upon that motion, and that he voted in the nega- 
tive. He regrets that these errors should have 
: been committed by the Clerk; but he only wonders 
that such errors are not more frequently commit- 
ted in this body, where there is so much confusion. 
i The accuracy of the Clerk in these matters has 
usually been very great indeed. The only wonder 
is, that mistakes are not more frequently made. 
The Chair learns that the vote of the gentleman 
from Georgia is not recorded. He very well re- 
collects, as before stated, that the gentleman did 
rise in his place after the roll had been called, and 
: addressed the Chair, and that he voted in the neg- 
ative. Itis for the House to determine whether 
the correction shall be made or not. 

Mr. CARTTER. I recollect that the gentle- 
: man from Georgia voted in the negative. 

There was no objection, and the vote was re- 
corded, making a majority in the negative. 

So the bill was not committed. 

Mr. GENTRY. Does not the question now 
recur upon the bill? f 

The SPEAKER. Tt doesnot, The consider- 
' ation of tbat bill is confined to the morning hour, 
| which has expired. It will come up as the first 
! business for the morning hour to-morrow morn- 
ing. 


| 
| 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING AGAIN. 

| Mr. BRENTON. I desire to ask my colleague, 
. the chairman of the Committee on Printing, [Mr. 
‘| Gorman,] to withdraw the demand for the pre- 
i} vious question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can propound 
| no question unless the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Gorman] withdraws the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

0o Mr. GORMAN. 
i| mand. 

: Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I demand 
' the yeas and nays upon seconding the demand for 
i the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. It is notin order to have the 
yeas and nays upon seconding the demand for the 
previous question. The gentleman can demand 
|| them upon ordering the main question. 
| Mr. SMITH obtained the floor. 
© Mr. MARSHALL. I move to lay the bill upon 


I do not withdraw the de- 


|, the table, and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
|i and nays. 

Co Mr. SMITH. 
the floor ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alaba- 
|; ma has the floor, and the gentleman from Ken- 
i, tacky cannot take it from him to make his motion. 
Mr. SMITH. T rise to make a personal ap- 
| peal to the honorable chairman of the Committee 
i on Printing. I do it, asa friend to the principles 
i of the bill. Butit isa matter of two much import- 
| ance to be voted on under the operation of the 
' previous question. There has been but one speech 
i made, and that in favor of the bill. The thing 


i 


| should be more thoroughly investigated. The dis- 


i 


I desire to know if I have not 
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cussion heretofore had upon this subject has been 
of a very desultory character, and.no distinct opin- 
jon on any particular branch of this ‘subject has 
been arrived at; especially are we undecided upon 
the all-important question—the price of the work. 
Now, sir, I appeal to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing to withdraw his demand for the 

revious question. ‘The honorable gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. MarsmaLL] is the chairman of 
the Select Committee on Printing. I hope, sir, that 
that select committee will have an opportunity of 


making their report before the vote is taken on this | 


bill. ‘The special committee was raised to in- 
vestigate this whole subject, on account of its great 
importance. ‘ 
bill down, under the operation of the previous 
question, I shall vote against every portion of it, 
and also. against the candidate which may be 
brought forward under it.. If we havea fa 
chance to investigate and make it right in its fea- 
tures, then I will sustain it, and the nominee of 
the party; for printing, sir, I can never consent 
to. make a malter of money, a political principle. 
This subject of printing involves a vast amount of 
money, and it is our duty to attend to the Treasury 
untrammeled by party considerations. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If the demand for the 
previous question is withdrawn, I will not make 
the motion to Jay the bill upon the table. i 

The question was then taken upon seconding 


the demand for the previous question, and the re- |. 


sult was—ayes 49, noes 98. 
So the demand was not seconded. 
Mr, JENKINS. 


ask to have read. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I wantto make a suggestion 
to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. JENKINS. 


York is entitled to the floor, and it will be for him 
to say whether he will yield it to the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Hovusron.] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I only desired to say, that 


I suppose the gentleman wishes to have his biil j 


printed, and I propose that he should make the 
motion to print, and let the bill go over till mem- 
bers can have an opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. JENKINS. If the bill is printed, that 
will answer my purpose. I move that the further 
consideration of this subject be postponed till to- 


morrow, and that the bill with the amendments. be | 


printed. 


The SPEAKER. The billhas already been |! 


printed. Does the gentleman move that the pro- 
posed amendments be printed? 

Mr. JENKINS, [submit that motion. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 


Committee on the Public Printing. 
Bir. JENKINS. 
Mr. KING, of New York. 

from New York [Mr. Jexxiys] will have his 

amendment read, and we can then know how to 
dispose of it. 
Mr. JENKINS. 
the substitute read. 
It was then read, in part, by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: 


Thave no objection to having 


1846, entitled “ A joint resolution direc 

of procuring the printing for both Houses of C 

Be tt enacted by the Senate ant House of Rey 
of the United States of America in Congress assemii 
That there shail immediately be chosen by joint resol: 
of hath Houses of Congress a Superintendent of Pubie 
Printing, who l be a practical printer, aud shall held 
his office durin sent Congress, or until another be 
appointed in bis place; said Superintendent is hereby 
cloathed with all the authority conferred. in and by said 
joint resolution, upon the Secretary of the Senate and the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, the President or 
Vice President of the Senate, the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, and the authority conferred upon the 
Commitee on Printing in and by the second section of said 
joi ‘ution; and he is hereby required tô perform all the 
conferred by said joint resolution upon said officers 
and cach and every of them, except the dutics of the Com- 


mittee on Publie Printing mentioned in the third section of ; 


said joint resolution. 

Sec. 2. Bett further enacted, That the 
ent, when so appointed shail take the oath of office prescribed 
in the second section of the actof the 8d of Mareh, 1791, for 
clerks and other officers; and shall execnte to the United 
States a bond, with two sufficient sureties, to be approved 


of by the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the | 
House of Representatives, in the penalty of $10,000, condi- | 


tioned for the faithful performance of the duties of his of- 
fice. The said Superintendent shall, therefore, procnre the 
printing necessary to be done before the elose of the pres- 


If the House attempis to force this | 


I now offer the following sub- į 
stitute for the bill, which I send to the Clerk, and į 


I hope I do not Jose the floor. i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New ' 


Tmove that | 
the bill and amendments be referred to the Select : 


[believe] still have the floor. | 
I hope my friend j 


d Saperintend- | 


il 
j! 


| suitable samples of the 
i on whieh th 

A bill amendatory of a joint resolution passed August 3d, +] : 

g the manner : 


| proposals for the printing afores 


ent session of Congress, or which may have been begun 
but not performed substantially according to contract, upon 
such terms as he may deem most advisable, and as sha}! 
best promote the public interest; and for that purpose the 
said superintendent is hereby authorized to purchase the 
requisite paper for said printing. r . 

Sec. 3. Be it further enacted, That the said Superintend- 
ent be, and he is hereby authorized to contract for and pur- 
chase all paper for the printing of both Houses of Congress 
during his continuance in office; thet contracts for paper 
shall, at all times, be separate: from contracts for printing, 
and tbe same person shall not be allowed to contract boih 
for printing and furnishing the paper; the contracts for 
printing to be-done, and paper to be furnished after the 
close of the present session of Congress, shali ke tet and 
entered into m the manner prescribed in the first section of 
d joint resolution, and shali embrace the paper and print- 
ing tor the residue of the present Congress only. 

Sse. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatsaid Superintend- 
ent be and he is hereby authorized to decide upon the per- 
formance or non-performance of al! said eontracts, and 
whether the conira 
clare the same forf 
to he entered into tor printing shall contain a stipulation 


: that the printing shall be done in a reasonable time ; which 


time may be designated as oecasion shall require by the 
said superintendent; which conditions shall be inserted in 
each contract. Before declaring any contract forfeited for 
non-performance, the Superintendent shall immediately 
serve a written notice thereof upon the defaulting contract- 
or, specifying the particulars in which such failure of per- 
formance consists, and the superintendent shali thereupon 
imnaediately proceed to relet such contract in the manner 
provided in the said first section of said joint resclution as 
herein amended ; buthe shall not relet such contract to such 
defaulting contracior. Said Superintendent shal) forthwith 


cause the contractor, so failing to perform his contract, and | 
his bail to be prosecuted in the name of the United States | 


for the damages arising from such failure. 

.5. Beit further enacted, That the said Superintend- 
all personally superinteud the business inirusted to 
his charge. He shall keep the samples of paper and print- 
ing upon which the contracts are lct; he shall keep an 
accurate account of the paper furnished and the printing 
done, with the contract prices thereof and all expenses per- 
taining to caid office. Heshall make a full report of his 
doin 


Jed to receive a salary of 232,000 a yeer forhis services. 

See. 6. Be it further enacted, That within thirty days 
before the adjournment of every Congress, both Hoy 
shall proceed by joint resolution, to choose a Superintend- 
ent of Public Printing, who shall possess the power and be 
subject to the same duties herein conferred and imposed 
upon the said Superintendent. Said Superintendent shalt 
be entitled to the like salary, and shall hold his office for 
the period of two years or until another be chosen. So much 
of the said joint resolution of the Sd of August, 1846, as is 
inconsistent herewith is hereby repealed. 


The following is the joint resolution proposed 
to be amended by the foregoing bill: 


Resolved by tie Senate and House of Representatives of 
the Uniled States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the Seerctary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 

representatives, be and they are hereby authorized and re- 
quired, at the beginning of the final session of every Con- 
gress, to advertise, for four weeks successively, in all the 
newspapers published in the city of Washington, for sealed 
proposals for supplying the Senate and House of Represent- 


atves, respectively, of Wie next ensuing Congress, with } 


the necessary printing for each; which advertisement shall 
be tue Kind of printing and the quality of paper re- 
i, as near as may be, in the execution of the werk ; 
nd said advertisement shall divide and classify the print- 
ing of the respective houses, as follows: One of bills and 
resolutions; one of reports of committees ; one Of journals; 


one of executive documents; and one for every other de- 
į seription of printing; cach class to be a sep 
| to be provided fe E 
T 


ate job, and 
or by separate contra ic said adver- 
ent shall a a designation of the place in the 
ity of Washington where such sealed proposals shall 
ived, and the day aud time of day at which said Sec- 
y and Clerk will cease to receive any further propo- 
And the Seeretary and Clerk aforesaid shall provide 
printing requircd, and of the paper 
same is to be executed, to be kept at the 
nated as aforesaid at icast twenty days suc- 
the time of receiving proposals shall ex- 
6, Open to the inspection of all persons desiring to make 
aid, intelligence whereof 
shall be contained in said advertisement. Tmmediately on 


the expiration of the time for receiving said proposals, they 


shall be opened by the Secretary and Clerk aforesaid in the | 


presence of the Vice President, or President of the Senate, 
and the Speaker of the Mouse of Representatives, and of 
such persons making proposals as may wish to be present. 


And the Seeretary of the Senate, under the supervision of 
the Vice President or President of the Senate, and the 


Clerk of the iio 
ion of the Speak 
printing to toe lov 
evidence of his 


of Representatives, under the supervis- 
shall, thereupon, let each class of said 
t bidder, who shail furnish satisfactory 
acticaul skill and his ability to do the 
» an a curity for 
ithful execution of the jobs and contracts under 
by And thereupon the Viee President or President 
of the Senate and its Secretary, and the Speaker of the 
House and its Clerk, shall proceed to take bonds, w 
good and sufficient security, for the due and faithful per- 
formance of the work ; and the officers aforesaid shall im- 
mediately thercafter report to their respective Houses all 
such lettings of printing, and the contracts relating to the 
same: Provided, That the said proposals shall remain 
sealed until the time appointed for examining the same. 

Sec. 2. And be it further resolved, 'Thata committee, 
consisting of three members of the Senate and three mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives, shall be ehosen by 
their respective Houses, which shall constitutea Committees 


werk, and who shail offer good and suficien 
tire 


ts be performed in due time, and to de- j 
ed jor non-performance. The contracts , 


sat the opening of each session of Congress and as | 
as Congress or either House shall direct; and shall be | 


7 
| 


1 
i 


on Printing, which shall have power to adopt sueh meas- 
ures as may be deemed necessary to remedy any neglect or 
delay on the part of the eontractor te execute the work or- 
dered by Congress, and toimake a pro rata reduction in the 
compensation allowed, or to refuse the work altogether, 
should it be inferior to the standard; andin all eases, the 
contractor and: his securities shall be responsible for any 
increased expenditure consequent upon the non-perform- 
ance of the contract. The committee shall audit and pass 
upon ail accounts for printing; but no bill shall be acted 
upon for work that is net actually executed and delivered, 
and whieh they may require to be properly aythenticated. 

Src. 3. And be it further resolved, That all motions to 
print extra numbers of any bill, paper, or document, in 
either House, shal! be referred to the members of the com- 
mittee of that Dorse, who shall report apon the propriety 
of printing, and the probable expense thereof, as early as 
convenient. And all expenses for printing shal be paid 
from the contingent fund of the two Horses, in proportions 
to the number of copies ordered by eaeh, except the ex- 


“pense of composition, which shall be paid by the House 


which shall have first ordered the printing of the paper or 
document; and if there shall be a second composition, it 
shail be paid tor by the House whieh shall authorize and 
direct the same; and when extra copies of any document 
or paper shall be ordered by both Houses, they shall he de- 
livered to the two Houses simultaneously, in proportion to 
the number of copies by them respectively ordered. 

Sec. 4. And be it further resolved, That all laws and 
parts of laws now in force, not in conformity with the pro- 
visious of this joint resolution, be and the same are hereby 
repealed, 


Mr. HOUSTON. Ihope the time of the House 
will not be taken up by the reading of this sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. JENKINS. I then move that the further 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, and that the 
proposed amendments be printed, and with the 
original bill, be referred to the Select Committee 
on Printing. 

Mr. DEAN. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will modify my motion so 
as simply to move that the proposed amendments 
to the bill be printed. Then any other motion 
can be made by itself as to its disposition. I do 
not desire to incumber the motion by attaching to 
it any other proposition. . 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move so 
to modify the motion of the gentleman from New 
York, that the bill, with the amendments, be re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on Printing, and I 
propose to make a remark or two upon that mo- 
lion, if the gentleman from New York does not 
intend to take the floor. 

Mr. JENKINS. Upon the motion to refer I 
do not design to make any remarks, for the reason 
that I desire to discuss the merits of the bill when 
I can get the floor for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York has the floor, if he desires to address the 
House. 

Mr. JENKINS. Iwill give way for a single 
explanation by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Ido not design, at this 
time, to discuss the bill. I only desire to submit 
a remark, to show why the bill should be referred 
if itis the sense of the House to refer it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to make 
an inquiry of the chairman of the Select Commit- 
tee on Printing, when they will probably be ready 
to report? 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will answer the gentle- 
man’s inquiry frankly and at once, The special 
committee—if their political opinions are to enter 
into the matier—a majority of them, belong to the 
other side of the House. They will make their 
report just as soon as it can be done intelligibly, 
and with fairness, both to the people and the 
printer. They have nothing else to subserve ex- 
cept to get a bill regulating the public printing, 
upon a fair footing—one which shall give remu- 
nerative prices to. the employees, and shall be fair 
to the people of the country. That is all the ob- 
ject they have in view. 

Mr. JONES. That is all I want. 

Mr. MARSHALL. They will report as soon 
as they can get the data upon which to make an 
intelligent and proper report. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Will my col- 
league permit me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Will my colleague per- 
mit me to answer one question at atime? I will 
state that, after having determined to pay remu- 
nerative and fair prices to the printers, in order to 
obtain what amount, in the estimation of the craft 
or trade, were fair prices, I made personal appli- 
cation to most of the ‘printing establishments in 
this city, but I got. a schedule of prices from one 
only. Lrepeated my applications to the others. 
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I did not conceal the fact that the committee had 
come to the determination that the Government 
should buy the paper. I have not been able, ex- 
cept in that one instance, to obtain a statement. 
We have conferred upon the propriety of sending 
to the other cities to ascertain. from the larger es- 
tablishments what was a fair rate. We only de- 
sire to reach that, and just so soon as we can learn 
from the best. sources, what are fair prices to re- 
munerate the public printer for the work pertain- 
ing to a printer, we will. make our report.. Our 
committee have determined that the paper shall 
be furnished to the printer. I do not find that 
the printers interested in this matter, are agreed 
that the Government shall take away more than 
the furnishing of the paper at all. In fact, I think 
they are all disinclined to it. 

Mr, JONES. 1 now ask the gentleman from 
New York to yield me the floor for a moment. I 
think this committee can report in a week. 

Mr, JENKINS. 1 decline to yield the floor 
further. I perceive that this question in regard to 
the report of a select committee is likely to embar- 
rass my motion. My motion is to print merely, 
and Ido not: want to have that incumbered by 
other matters. : 

The SPEAKER. 
move to refer the bill. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I desire to know 
whether a motion to postpone until to-morrow, 
which is a day certain, would not be in order, and 
whether that motion would be debatable? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order, but 
would not be debatable. Does the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Jenss] yield the floor to 
his colleague? [Mr. Kive.] 

Mr. JENKINS, ‘I yielded to my colleague for 
an inquiry. 

Mr. KING. I understand, then, it is in order 
to make this motion to print, and that having been 
passed upon, that a motion to postpone the con- 
sideration of the bill until to-morrow will be in 
order, will preclude other motions, will not be de- 
batable, and will in the mean time enable us to 
have the amendment printed, and thus have the 
whole subject before us to-morrow, if the House 
shall order the printing done. After making a 


It is in order, however, to 


single remark I will suggest to my colleague either | 


to make the motion or permit me to doit. I am 
myself in favor of open competition, and of the 
contract system, to the lowest bidder for doing 
this work. J am unwilling to admit that the 
American Congress is unable to. enforce a con- 
tract. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If we are going to havea 
debate let us have a debate, but if we are going to 
postpone let us postpone. 
order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in order. 
The question of printing is debatable. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is true, but he is not 
entitled to the floor, except to ask a question. 

TheSPEAKER. He has the fioor by the con- 
sent of his colleague, (Mr. Jenxins.] 

Mr. KING. I am in favor of the contract 
system, and of letting out the work to the lowest 
bidder. Iam in favor of the proposition submit- 


ted by my colleague, (Mr. Jenxivs.] I believe, if |) 


it is fairly presented to the House, it will be 
adopted. “All I ask is a fair and full consideration 
of it, and a full knowledge of it upon the part of 
the House. 
because I believe the subject of the printing of this 
House requires early and prompt action. 
have not had our documents, and have been un- 
able to furnish them to our constituents. We are 
unable to obtain those which are necessary for our 
own information in the matter of legislation. This 
business of printing, in my judgment, has been 
already postponed too long, and we ought to act 
promptly upon it. If, in the course of a day or 
two, the committee upon which is the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsvazz,] could report, I 
would have no objection to postponing, but I do 
not think it ought to be postponed long. Iam 
willing the further consideration should be post- 
poned until to-morrow. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will barely remark that I 
do not wish to postpone this subject at all. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I merely rise to re- 
spond, as a member of the special committee, to 
the inquiries of the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Kive,] that IE know of no reason why the 
special committee may not report in three days. 


I call the gentleman to || p : 
i The SPEAKER. Then there is a pending mo- 


We | 


T am opposed to the motion to refer, || 


Mr. JENKINS. Ido not wish to have this 
subject postponed for an unreasonable time, If 
the special committee cannot report under a week, 
that is too long a time, and I am opposed to post- 
poning thé subject so long. lhope this subject 
will be brought up for consideration at an earlier 
day than that, and be disposed of. My amend- 
ment is, that a practical printer be appointed by 
the.two Houses of Congress, upon a salary; and 


| cient to carry out the contractsystem in its fullest 
| extent, and to secure with efficiency and prompt- 
| itude the execution of the work, so that every 
member may have his documents in a reasonable 
time. I hope, therefore, that the motion to post- 
pone this subject until to-morrow, and that the 
| amendment be printed, will prevail. 

i Mr. HART. 1 desire to know if the report of 


The SPEAKER. Ordinarily it will do so, but 
not under the special order of the House, which 
confines the morning hour to the call of commit- 
tees for reports. 

Mr. HART. The difficulty I suggest would be 
embarrassing. The special committee would not 
have an opportunity of reporting to this House. 


The SPEAKER. Without the consent of the 


f until all the standing committees are called. 
Mr. GORMAN. The gentleman from Ken- 


ular committees shall have been called, if any one 
person of this House objects, unless they report 
on some Monday, when it shall be in order to 
| movea suspension of the rules, and then it will 
require the usual number of two thirds to suspend 
| the rules. Now, sir, the object must be, and 
cannot be any other, if Lam a judge—— 

; Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) Is there a 
motion pending to postpone the consideration of 
this matter until to-morrow ? 

The SPEAKER, 
sort pending. There is a motion to commit this 
; bill and amendment to the Special Committee on 
| Printing. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understood the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Jewxiys] to make that mo- 


tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York withdrew the motion. 

Mr. JENKINS. The Speaker labors under a 
| mistake. I did make the proposition, and I desire 
| it to have effect. I moved to postpone the consid- 
| eration of this matter, and to have the amendment 
rinted, 


i tion to postpone, which is not debatable. The 
roposition to print, however, is. 

Mr. GORMAN. 
| tertained by the Chair until after I obtained the 
| floor, it interferes with my right. 
| TheSPEAKER. It was made before the gen- 
| tleman took the floor. 
| : Mr, GORMAN. But it was not entertained, 
| as I understand, by the Chair. 

; The SPEAKER. The Clerk, however, enter- 
i tained it, The Chair decides that the motion is 
pending, and that it takes precedence of the motion 
| to commit. 
| Mr. GORMAN. Is it debatable? 
The SPEAKER. Itisnot. A motion to print 
alone would be debatable. : 
Mr. GORMAN. I submit, as a matter of 
| course, to the decision of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The question willbe first taken 


| pending amendment. ` Thefirst proposition is not 
| debatable, the second is. i 
Mr. GORMAN. I want to debate it, and say 


‘la few words. The question of printing entitles 


| me to the floor, and entitles me to be heard, but I 


|i do not want to beout of order. 


‘| ‘The SPEAKER. The proposition to print 
cannot be considered separately from the question 
| to postpone, and the proposition to postpone Is 
not debatable. f 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not want to postpone, 
| but the question to print brings up the whole ques- 


tion. 
Mr. FOWLER. I rise to a question of or- 


der. ; 
“The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that de- 


that we surround this subject with powers suffi- | 


House, that special committee could not report’ 


tucky [Mr. MARSHALL] has no parliamentary | 
right to make a report until the balance of the reg- į 


There is no motion of that | 


If that motion was noten- || 


upon the motion to postpone, and then upon the | 


i 
i 
H 


- sae 
bate is out of order until: the mio 


. : | had not the floor upon that question? 
a special committee takes precedence of the report | 
|| of standing committee? 


is disposed of. f 
Mr. FOWLER. That decides th 
order I was-about to make. ee 
The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the motion to postpone until to-morrow. z 
Mr. BELL calied for the yeas and nays; which 
were not ordered. REN ni 
Mr. MARSHAŁL, of Kentucky, demanded 
tellers; which were not ordered. $ 
The question was then put, and it was 
in the affirmative—ayes 75, noes 47. : 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs: now 
upon the proposition to print the amendment. ~ 
Mr. HOUSTON. I demand the previous gues- 


tion to postpone 


e question of | 


decided 


! tion upon that mation. 


Mr. GORMAN. I want to know whether I 
‘ne SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman did not seek 
the floor at the time when he could have occupied 
It. ” . 
Mr. STUART. I ask the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] to withdraw his demand for 
the previous question; for certainly it was the un~ 
derstanding of those upon this part of the House, 
at all events, that the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Gorman] should have the floor upon that . 
question E f 
The SPEAKER.. The Chairexpected thàt the 
gentleman would seek the floor, but he. did not. - 
Mr. CLINGMAN. . I beg leave respectfully to 
ask the Chair whether this. motion to postpone, 
having been passed, does not necessarily carry . 
over the whole subject, the motion to print and 
everything else? Í 


The SPEAKER. 


It has been the practice of 


ithe House, according to the récollection of the 


Chair, to take a vote separately upon a motion to 
commit and a motion to print. 

Mr. GORMAN. I certainly did not want to 
annoy the Speaker for the purpose of getting the 
floor; but I want to say to the House, upon the . 
subject of printing, who is to print? How is it 
to be printed? What do you want printed? i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I wish to inter- - 
rupt the gentleman a moment. ‘ i 

Mr. GORMAN. I have the floor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I then rise to a question 
of order. os 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the - 
previous question has been called for. : : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Gentlemen all around, me 
say their understanding was, that. the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Gorman] should have the 
floor. I think it is an improper time to debate 
this bil], on a motion to commit. Ido not want 
to. take an advantage, however, and I will there- 
fore withdraw my demand for the previous ques- 


| tion. 


Mr. CARTTER. 
previous question. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. . 
The question was then taken on the motion to. 
rint the amendment, and it was agreed to. | ` 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Spealer—— 
Mr. JENKINS. I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I move to reconsider the vote just taken, 


I renew the demand for the 


| and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 


table. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] was first recognized by the 


| Chair. 


DEBATE ON THE INDIAN BILL. 
Mr. JONES. I call up:my motion, made on 


i yesterday, to reconsider the vote by which the 


resolution was adopted terminating debate upon 
the Indian appropriation bill in four hours after it 
shall again come under consideration in the Com- 
mittee of the -Whole on the state of the Union. 

Tf the resolution be reconsidered, I shall move 
to amend it, to close the debate one hour after the 
committee shall resume the consideration of the 
Indian appropriation bill. : 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I trust the gentleman will 


' extend the time to one houranda half. I should 


like to have half an hour for the purpose of dis- 
cussing the merits of the bill. p 
Mr. JONES. When the resolution comes be- 
fore the House, the gentleman can submit that 
amendment. 
Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I move to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 
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; i 
The question was put on the motion to lay upon | 
the table; and, upon a division, there were—aye 
56— EEA 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I demand | 
tellers. . : A 

Mr. STANTON. I will, with the consent of 
the House, withdraw my motion. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I renew it. 

Tellers were demanded, and ordered; and 
Messrs. Steruens, of Georgia, and Morony were 
appointed. 

‘The question was again put, and the motion to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table was 
agreed to, the tellers having reported—ayes 63, 
noes 54, f 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules -be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itsélf into | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. i 

Mr. CONGER. I would inquire whether it | 
be in order to move that the House proceed to the | 
consideration of the business upon the Speaker’s ; 
table? i 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the motion of | 
the gentleman from Alabama. j 

The question was taken, and the motion was , 
agreed to. j 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the ! 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, (Mr. Disney in the chair.) 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The business first in order | 
is the consideration of House bill No. 43, making 
appropriations for the expenses of the Indian De- | 
partment for the year ending 30th of June, 1853; 
upon which the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. | 
Jounson] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas.’ My colleague | 
on the Committee on Indian Affairs (Mr. Firea] 
requests from mea few minutes of my time for 
the purpose of stating a few facts; I therefore yield 
to him. i H 

Mr. FITCH. Ihave made the request, Mr. | 
Chairman, of my colleague in consequence of hav- || 
ing lost some considerabie portion of my time yes- | 
terday by yielding to another gentleman. I shall | 
speuk directly to the amendment which it is my | 
intention, and of which I now give notice, to offer , 
at the proper time. I alluded yesterday to the 
disagreeable nature of the duty sometimes imposed 
upon members of committees of advocating claims, | 
If matters of this character, however, are referred 

i 


to me,asa member of the committee under the | 
ordinary rules of the House, and, after a rigid | 
investigation, I find nothing in them upon which | 
to hang a doubt of their. justice and validity, or | 
anything that would justify me in opposing them, 
I should esteem myself as forfeiting any confi- 
dence which the House and my constituents might | 
be disposed to repose in me if 1I sought to create 
doubts and raise objections not justified by the 
evidence in the case. 

It is true, sir, that pettifogging objections can be 
urged to the payment ofany claim, however just; 
but there is nothing in the character of such ob- || 
jections recommending them to gentlemen in their | 
private relations, and certainly nothing appealing || 
in favor of a resort to them by a grave legislative |; 
body, for whose acts an entire nation is account- | 
able. An individual weighing character and credit | 
at nothing might refuse to pay a just debt, unless | 
upon the condition precedent of the relinquishment | 
to him by his creditor of another “debt, perhaps - 
equally as just; but such compounding of debts— : 
such a principle, I apprehend, this nation and this 
Congress would hesitate to declare as their guide ; 
of action in their intercourse with other nations, | 
or their own people. It is, however, the princi- | 
ple which, I am sorry to say, is recognized by the 
amendment offered by my friend from Virginia 
[Mr. Meane] on yesterday to my amendment, 
for the benefit of the friendly Creeks. It is a: 
pinap which I hope will not be adopted. I 
have but little further to say with reference to the : 
claim of the Creeks. By the treaty of 1821 we 
compelled them to indemnify certain citizens of | 
G ia for depredations committed upon those , 
Ci aby the Indians. In doing so, we exercised 
irht incumbent upon us; for while, as the gov- | 
ernment of the people and their servants, we are | 
bound to protect them from injury—as guardians | 
of the Ladians, justice demands our protection to | 


remarks, I made reference. | 


A t 
be extended over them. In the protection of our | 


people—citizens of Georgia—we compelled the In- 
dians to compensate individuals for damages inflict- 
ed upon them; and shall we refuse to mete the 
same measure. of justice to others we demanded 
for our citizens, especially when those others look 
to us for protection, and when the damages for 
which they ask restitution were inflicted upon 
them because of their friendship and alliance with 
us? 

-I now desire, sir, to address myself to the 
amendment to which, in the first portion of my 
Itis an amendment 
relating to the Menomonee Indians of Wisconsin, 
and providing for additional compensation to them 
for certain lands that were purchased from them 
by the Government. The amendment reads: 

“ For additional compensation for the sale of their lands 
in the State of Wisconsin, by treaty of October 18th, 1848, 
$221,840, the same to be paid in such manner, with the 
approbation of said nation, as the President may think 
most advisable to their prosperity and happiness.’* 

Mr. Chairman, I presume no gentleman of the 
committee desires to vote upon a proposition in- 
volving the expenditure of almost a quarter of a 
million of dollars, without knowing something 
about it. Hence, I hope to have the attention of 
the committee while I briefly explain that amend- 
ment. The Menomonees of Wisconsin were 
possessed of a large and valuable tract of land, 
surrounded and encroached upon by whites, which 
it was very desirable should be purchased by the 
Government for the purpose of being brought into 
market and cultivated. There were obstacles to 
a treaty, which had prevented one being made 
until 1848. In October, 1848—I will not be pre- 
cise, though I have the date before me—a treaty 
was made. I desire to call the attention of mem- 
bers from Ohio to my subsequent remarks upon 
this subject, because, in pursuing its history, as 
detailed in the report of the Commissioner of fn- 
dian Affairs, dated April 23d, 1851, I shall neces- 
sarily be compelled to say some hard things, and 
allude to charges of a grave character against a 
gentleman of that State, and desire to avoid even 
the seeming of a disposition lo prevent his friends 
here, in his absence, from making such defense of 
him as they may think is required. The gentle- 
man to whom I allude is Mr. Medill. He was 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs in 1848, and was 
detailed as a special commissioner to negotiate a 
treaty with the Menomonees, We find by the 
record that, “As preliminary to the making of 
‘this treaty, the question was submitted to the At- 
t torney General of the United States to determine 
‘the extent and quantity of the lands owned by 
‘these Indians. He gave an opinion on the 13th 
‘of September, 1848, in which he examined the 
t several treaties previously made with the Meno- 
‘monees, and the agreement between them and 
‘other tribes in relation to their boundaries. ”’ 


«c After this opinion of the Attorney General | 


‘was given, the Secretary of War issued his in- 
“structions to the commissioner who was appoint- 
‘ed to negotiate the treaty. These instructions 
“were dated September 14th, 1843.” These in- 
structions told Mr, Medill, ‘* The Presidentis dis- 
posed to treat the Indians with kindness and lib- 
erality;’? and, “if a treaty can be effected at a 
“cost per acre of the estimated quantity of land 
< within the limits suggested by the Attorney Gen- 
‘eral, not exceeding that paid by the United States 
© under the treaty with the Menomanees of September, 
€ 3, 1836, provide in the treaty for the purchase of 


‘all their claims to lands in Wisconsin, and stip- | 


‘ulate for the payment of a sum not exceeding the 
t same ratable price as in the same treaty above re- 
‘ferred to; the quantity of land estimated to be 
‘within these limits, and to form the basis of eal- 
‘culation of price, is three millions twenty three 
€ thousand and eight hundred acres.” 

We are told by the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, (report April 23d, 1851,) that ‘£ Accompa- 
‘nying these instructions there was a map, pre- 
‘pared at the Topographical Bureau under the di- 
‘rection of this office, in accordance with the fore- 
‘going opinion of the Attorney General. The 
“area marked out on the map as the Menomonee 
‘tract was estimated to contain the number of 
‘acres mentioned in the instructions, to wit, three 
‘million twenty-three thousand eight hundred 
acres.” 

We first, then, have reference to the treaty of 
1836, to ascertain the price which he was au- 
thorized to pay, and we find it was a fraction more 


than eighteen cents an acre. With these instruc- 
tions, with this knowledge thatthe amountof land 
was three millions twenty-three thousand eight 
hundred acres, and this map, he proceeded to 
|-Wisconsin. I desire to call the attention of the 
committee to another fact connected with this mat- 
ter. Upon the map was laid down ‘a small lake 
i that determined the course of one of the boundary 
| lines ”?” of the Menomonee lands. I call attention 
particularly to this ‘ small lake,” because it will 
figure again in the further history of the transac- 
| tion. He convened the Indians, and asked them 
| to sign a treaty—not ceding to the United States 
‘an “estimated quantity of land,” at a certain 
“ cost per acre’’—but stating that, ** The said Me- 
‘nomonee tribe of Indians agree to cede, and do 
| ‘hereby agree to cède, sell, and to relinquish to 
| ‘the United States all the lands in the State of 
| «Wisconsin, wherever situated.” In considera- 
tion of which sweeping cession they were to re- 
ceive $350,000. 

We have seen that he went to Wisconsin with 
aknowledge that he was to treat for at least three 
millions twenty-three thousand eight hundred 
acres. We will now proceed to prove, that by his 
own admission, he discovered while there the pos- 
session of the Menomonees to be four million acres. 
In his report to the Secretary of War, dated De- 
: cember 12, 1848, he says: 

“ Rut F ascertained, while in the country, that there was 
an error iri the map which was before the Attorney Gen- 
eral, in relation to the location of a small lake that deter- 
mined the course of one of the boundary lines, end which, 
if so corrected as to conform to the representations there 
made, would probably increase the number of acres which 
I was authorized to recognize as belonging to the Indians 
to about four millions.” 

And in his report for 1848-749, to Congress as 
i Commissioner of Indian Affairs, he speaks of the 

treaty as one by which the Menomonees ‘cede 
| all their lands in Wisconsin, containing about four 
f millions of acres,” 

: With these instructions, and this knowledge of 
| the amount of land he was about to purchase, let 
| us next see what it is in proof he told the Indians, 
i He “repeatedly told said Indians that their. tract 
| ‘of land contained only about sixteen hundred thou- 
‘sand acres; that he was offering them more for the 
‘same than he was instructed by their great father 
‘to pay therefor.” And that ‘the speeches of 
‘said Medill in said councils were filled with 
‘threats and menaces towards said Indians, by 
| ‘which means (in part) he was able to obtain (as 
i ‘he did) a signed treaty.” And further, that 
« He told the nation he would not give them more 
‘than the $350,000 for said land, and threatened 
| é them with the authority of the United States, and 
“its power to remove them at its pleasure, if they 
| did not sign the said treaty.”’ 

: “ He threatened to degrade those of their chiefs 
|; € who opposed the treaty, if they did not consent 
‘tothe terms which he proposed; and declared 
i‘ that if they persisted in refusing to sign it, he 
'* would remove them, and appoint other chiefs who 
would sign it. Thus he induced some of their 
: ‘chiefs to sign said treaty from fear, and because 
| they supposed that the United States would force 
‘them off their lands if they did not willingly sell 
“and cede them.” 

And of the Indians, it is in proof that they 
i §¢ sioned the treaty. of October 18, 1848, under the 
‘belief that, should they refuse, the Government 
© of the United States would violate their repeated 
; © pledges of protection, and send troops to force 


! € them to leave their homes.” 

And that “ Osh Kosh, the head chief, said to his 
: fellow-chiefs then in council: § My friends, we can- 
‘not do otherwise; we are forced into it.’”’ 

Mr. SWEETSER. I hope the gentleman will 
ie permit me to put a question to him. I desire to 
| know upon what authority the gentleman makes 
H this statement. 

| Mr. FITCH. Upon official authority from the 
‘Indian Bureau, made up in part of a record left 
| by Mr. Medill when he left the Bureau. I quote 
| mostly from such authority. 

| Mr. SWEETSER. Iam not acquainted with 
i the facts. I only ask that question. 

i Mr. FITCH. Desiring not to consume too 
: much of the time of my friend from Arkansas, 
|| [Mr. Jounson,] I have condensed the history of 
|, this matter as much as possible; but have official 
| 
| 


authority for all the statements I have made rel- 
` ative to it—authority based upon Mr. Medill ’s 
j record, the affidavits of fourteen witnesses, the 
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written statement of one reverend gentleman, and 
of “two members of the Society of Friends.” 
The correctness of the authority can scarcely be 
doubted—the credibility of the witnesses appears | 
to be unimpeachable, and the factsas relatedappear 
to be incontrovertible, though there is a denial of || 
the charges against Mr. Medill. This denial con- 
sists of statements, not affidavits, of five persons. 
To this denial I may again refer, time permitting. 
‘The testimony to sustain the facts which I have 
briefly mentioned and the statements I have 
quoted, is, in the language of the present Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, ‘fall and explicit 
upon all the alleged points of wrong and griev- 
ance,” of which the Menomonees complain. 

What is exhibited by the state of facts thus | 
officially. disclosed? Successful efforts upon. the 
part of a Government functionary to procure by | 
threats and fraudulent misrepresentations, from a 
feeble and friendly people, who have never shed 
the blood of un American citizen—who have never 
raised a tomahawk against us—a cession of what 
he knew to be near 2,500,000 acres of land, with- 
out any compensation ! a ; 

The cession which Mr. Medill supposed to be | 
4,000,000 acres; was afterwards ascertained to 
contain 5,000,000 acres. The Indians, therefore, | 
lost 3,500,000 acres, for which they have received | 
no consideration. Was this treating them with | 
the “kindness and liberality’? contemplated in 
President Polk’s instructions? 

It is not to be wondered—no, it should have 
been expected, that the Indians would appeal from 
the terms of such a treaty, forced upon them in 
such manner. They accordingly did appeal. A 
deputation of their chiefs came to this city, and 
appealed to the President from the wrong and out- |; 
rage perpetrated upon them. They asked that 
the treaty of the 18th of October, 1848, should be 
construed to cede, on. their part, only 3,023,800 | 
acres to the United States, or that a new treaty | 
should be made. They desired something approx- |} 
imating to the value of their lands. The Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs does not deem it ex- | 
pedient to grant either request, for reasons which, | 
in justice to my friend from Arkansas, (Mr. Joun- 
son,] I cannot enumerate, as it would encroach |; 
too much upon his time, but which will be found 
in the report of the Commissioner, to which I have 
before alluded, of April 23, 1851.. He recom- | 
mends compensating them for the amount of land 
which Mr. Medill was expected, under his in- į 
structions, to purchase of them at the price of 
1836, the price he was expected to pay. Strict 
justice, it appears to me, would require us to pay 
that price per acre for the 5,000,000 acres; but the | 
Department having the matter under charge, and |; 
presumed to have a more full and correct under- | 
standing of it than we can, think and recommend 
otherwise, and the committee of which I am a 
member acquiesces in that recommendation. 

We therefore propose, by the amendment I shall |; 
offer, to pay $221,840, that being the balance due || 
for 3,023,800. acres at the price of 1836—18 99-100 | 
cents per acre. With this amount the Commis- | 
sioner believes the Indians will be content; and itis i 
the least a decent regard for honor and justice will |, 
permit us to pay. Its payment is recommended not i 
only by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, but 
the recommendation is repeated by the Secretary | 
of the Interior, with the sanction of the President, | 
all of them having examined the matter. It there- 
fore stands upon a footing upon which scarcely || 
ever a claim of that extent and character was be- 
fore placed; for whatever we on this side of the 
House may say of Mr. Fillmore’s political opin- 
ions—however heterodox we may and do esteem 
them, and whatever political sins may result from || 
them—ave have yet to hear his personal honesty || 
questioned. . If there beany one disposed to do it, 
he has yet to speak, and even then candor compels , 
me to say, that I should very probably question 
the veracity of the.witness. The claim, then, :; 
comes before us after full investigation by these |; 
parties.. Their recommendation has been su 


bmit- i| 
ted to the committee of which I am a member, and || 
that committee instructed me to offer the amend- || 
ment which 1 will offer at the proper place. a 

Mr. OLDS. With the consent of the gentle- f 
man from Indiana, I desire tò remark, that I am | 
not a personal friend of Colonel Medill, and | 
should not feel called upon to notice this seeming | 
attack upon his official conduct, were it not that | 
he is a constituent of mine. The gentleman |! 


ji no knowledge of there being a greater quantity 


ithe Department, or anywhere, any conceivable 


|; place the application for additional compensation | 


; their tand without any compensation, unless they 


| those witnesses again, or in my anxiety to en- 
t croach no further upon his time, I should have 


speaks, as he says, from the record of the Indian | 
Bureau. JI ask him to state if the same record | 
does not show that Colonel Medill, at the time of 
his negotiation with the Wisconsin Indians, had | 


than the 1,600,000 acres paid for by his treaty 
with them? ` : : 

Mr. FITCH. Quite the contrary. The record. 
shows that he had full knowledge of the owner- 
ship by the Menomonees of at least 3,023,800 į 
acres, and that he subsequently learned on the | 
spot where and when he was negotiating the treaty, 
that the amount was 4,000,000 acres... 

Mr. SWEETSER. I understand the gentle- 
man to say, in the beginning of his remarks, that 
the Attorney General had his attention called to 
the state of the Territory, and had*made an esti- 
mate, with which Mr. Medill proceeded to Wis- 
consin, and upon which he acted. I understand 
the gentleman to say distinctly, that that statement 
disclosed. the amount. of vacant unsold land be- 
longing to the Menomonees, and upon that he 
makes the charge upon Mr. Medill, that he could 
not be ignorant of the fact. Now, I wish to put 
the further question, whether there is disclosed in 


motive, on the part of Mr. Medill, to deceive these 
Indians? If so, let it go to the country. 

Mr. FITCH. I have said nothing of his mo- 
tives. I know nothing of them. Motivesare not 
what the committee referred to me to investigate. 
It was acts and their result. Motives can only | 
color the act, they cannot change the result. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Task the gentleman wheth- | 
er he is satisfied that we have received more land | 
than we have paid for, without regard to the fraud 
or mistake on the part of the commissioner? | 

Mr. FITCH. We have; and the committee | 


upon that ground. The Indians consented to the 
treaty, which ceded more land than they were told 
they possessed. They were not deceived by be- 
ing so told in regard to the amount of land which 
they possessed. -They knew it was more than | 
was represented; but threats, and fear of losing all 


assented to the treaty, induced them to do so. | 
We paid them by the treaty for less than two mil- 
lion acres, and received 5,000,000 or more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then, as the guardians of | 


| the Indians, and as honest men, we have nothing |} 


to do but to pay for what we actually got. 

Mr. FREEMAN. 1 desire to ask, the gentle- 
man from Indiana one question. I understood 
him to say that the Indians were fully aware, at 
the time they signed ‘the treaty, that they owned 
this additional quantity of land. By what power 
did Medill force these Indians to sign that treaty? | 

Mr. FITCH. He told the chiefs, in the first | 
place, that if they would not sign the treaty, he 
would degrade them and appoint others in their | 
stead. The chiefs knew his power and position, 
for these Indians are intelligent men. He like- 
wise told them that if the tribe prevented the per- 
fection of the treaty, he. would employ military 
force to drive them out of the country. It was 
the power of threats, then, by which they were 
made to sign the treaty. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Allow me to 
ask whether Colonel Medill denies having made 
use of these threats? , 

Mr. FITCH. I do notknow. No denial by 
him is before the Indian Committee, or referred to 
by the Bureau. : ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. There is a de- 
nial by certain witnesses, to which -the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Firen] has previously referred. 

Mr. FITCH. Certainly; and I thank the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas for-calling my attention to 


omitted any further allusion to their evidence. 
The denial, to which the gentleman from Arkansas 
refers, consists of written statements (not sworn 
to) of five individuals. Two of these, I believe, 
were Indian sub-agents. Certainly one was, and 
he appears to be the principal one— William H: 
Bruce. The name is one with which the House 
is probably familiar. He figured in the recent de- 
ficiency bill as a defaulter to the amount of some 
$33,000, and under circumstances which should 
destroy his credibility, even if he was a man of 
veracity before. It appears to have been through 
him that the statements of the other four persons 


were obtained, at least they were forwarded to the 
‘Indian Bureau by him. With a reiteration of 


l; what I have before said, that the application for - 


| additional compensation is based not upon charges- 
against Mr. Medill, or any motive which may 
: have governed his acts, but upon their result, upon 
i the fact-that by his treaty the Indians were paid 
for less than two million acres while they were, 
made to cede five millions, {surrender the floor 
to the gentleman. from Arkansas, with thanks for 
his courtesy. oe ae 


Mr. JOHNSON, 


of. ‘Arkansas. There is no 


i| statement of- Mr. Medill, whether he ‘denies 


having made use of the threats or not; but we must 
presume he does... ae 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania[Mr. CHAND- 
LER] asked whether or not we have got land which 
we did not pay for; and he came to the conclusion 
that if we have, and from Indians that were at our 
mercy, it ought to bè paid for. Every one will 
agree to that proposition. Well, the object of 
this amendment is to. pay for what we got, over 
and above what we have paid for. Weare called . 
upon to come to a conclusion, whether. it is. true 
that we did get. more than we paid for, from the 
| facts of the case.” ‘ f ` 
Mr. FITCH. Will my friend from Arkansas 
allow me to state that there is an Executive rec- 
ommendation to pay the Indians. the difference? 
The amount of land estimated by the Attorney 


li General at the time Medill went out, was three 


million and odd thousand acres; but it was subse- 


l| quently ascertained, and Medill. knew it, that it 


was four millions of acres. j 
Mr. JOHNSON. That we got more land than 
we paid for, cannot be said legally. >It is not 
correct legally, because the treaty defines in the de- 
scription of theland sold, all the land that they possess. 
But what is the fact, in truth and justice, with 
reference to this transaction between these Menom- 
onees and the Government of the United States ? 
i Sir, it was difficult to determine what land these 
| Indians were entitled to, and what were the bound- 
aries of their territory. All the facts were ac- 
| cordingly collected from various previous treaties 
| with the tribe, and the whole matter was referred 
to the Attorney General of the United States to 
settle the law points involved, and to determine. 
carefully what in truth were their: boundaries. 
| The decision of the Attorney General exposed an 
| amount of land in-their possession, and belonging 
Í to them, of 3,023,000 acres. ‘Armed with-these . 
| documents and this decision, Mr,-Medill’ started 
for the Indian territory, as a special commissioner, 
to make a treaty with this tribe. Well, sir, when 
he got there, he discovered that there was an error, 
and that theland which the Indians had amounted 
to 4,000,000 of acres, as he stated in his.own re- 
port, instead of 3,023,000. He reported this when 
he came back, and spoke of it with pride, that in 
the transaction with the Indians, he had got the 
whole 4,000,000 of acres for $350,000. Wel, 
sir, it turns out, on surveying the land, and on 
utting it into our surveyor general’s land office, 
in plats marked out by the chain and compass, 
that we got 5,000,000 of acres.from the Indians, 
Now, sir, what were the instructions given to 
this commissioner when he was sent out to make 
this treaty? Those instructions from President 
Polk were, that he should give to these Indians for 
their lands not exceeding what had been paid: to 
them for another portion of their land, under a 
, treaty of 1836. The rate which was paid then, 
| if paid for 3,023,000. acres which the Attorney 
General estimated the Indians to possess, would 
| have amounted to upwards of $571,000. Well, 
i sir, Mr. Medill goes out and buys the whole of 
| the land owned by the Indians, and in conformity 
with those instructions, he makes a treaty and 
gives them $350,000. For what? For 3,023,000 
lacres? No, sir; but for all the Jand they had, 
which turns out to have been 5,000,009 acres. But 
that is not all. Jt is charged by the Indians, that 
Mr. Medill exhibited maps to them, and repre- 
sented to them that they had not more. than 
; 1,600,000 acres. What is there in this transac- 
tion, aside from all the oral testimony, which goes 
to prove that that representation was made? 
There is this, (and if it be not the evidence of truth, 
it is one of the most remarkable coincidences that 
| ever occurred, or, as some might consider it, a 
| piece of circumstantial testimony more conclusive 
than direct proof of the fact, and it js this,) that 
taking the instruction to pay a given sum—say 
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about nineteen cenis per acre—for the 3,023,000 


acres which it was estimated the Indians possessed, 
it would have amounted to upwards of $571,000; 
but if you estimate it, you will find that $350,000, 
which he agreed to pay, was precisely, leaving 
off about $40,000, what he was authorized to pay 
if the quantity of land had been 1,600,006 acres 
instead of 3,093,800 acres; and the $40,000, which 
makes up about the $350,000, is expressly set 
apart for the half-breeds, whose aid was essential 
to him. 


Now, I mean to convince you that it was rep- | 


resented to the Indians that they had’only one 
million six hundred thousand acres, and that they 
made the treaty on that representation. I do not 
speak of it as a point of dishonor to Mr. Medill 
Indeed, it may be regarded by many as a skilful 
piece of diplomacy for the service of this Govern- 
ment, and that it was faithful service; but was it 


honorable for a powerful nation? Certainly, it is į 


a most singular coincidence that the amount 
agreed to be paid would almost precisely come up 
to the amount authorized hy the instructions, if 
the amount of land had been one million six hun- 
dred thousand azres. Is it not, then, reasonable 
to suppose that the land was bought from the In- 
dians as one million six hundred thousand acres? 
It all may be right, or it all may be wrong. ‘This 
amendment is for the purpose of paying for the 


whole amount of land supposed at the time to be i 


theirs. . If we take the five million acres from 
these Indians for $350,000, they may indeed say 


that their great father has certainly driven a very | 


hard bargain with them. 


Mr. SWEETSER. With the permission of || 


the gentleman from Arkansas, I desire to ask 
whether these Indians, prior to the ratification of 
this treaty by the Senate, sent im any protest 
against the ratification, showing the fraud now 


j 


Í 
} 
H 


represented to have been perpetrated upon them | 


by the cornmissioner? 


Mr. JOHNSON. I know that the Christian 


art of this same tribe represented these things i) 


ere, but how soon after this treaty I am unable 
now to say. 

Mr. OLDS. As I stated before, my relations 
with Colonel Medill are not friendly; but as his 
representative, I feel authorized to put in a dis- 
claimer against these charges. Colonel Medill is 
regarded by those who know him as an honor- 
able man. I have known him often accused by 
his political enemies, but never before by his po- 
litical friends. Allow me to say that the evidence 
now adduced against him, although introduced 
here by the political friends of Colonel Medill, 
nevertheless is furnished by his political enemies. 
I am not myself familiar enough with the affairs 
of the Indian Bureau to attempt his justification. 
This, however, is not the first attempt that has 
been made by the political enemies of Colonel 
Medill to assail his administration of Indian af- 
fairs. Fle triumphantly vindicated himself before, 


and I think I may venture to pledge him to do so | 
I trust I may ask the indulgence of this || : | | 
1, partment that we have derived the facts in refer- | 

i 


again. 
House and the public to suspend any condem- 
nation of Colonel Medill until they have heard hi 
version of this transaction. Iam confident that, 
after hearing his statement, they will acquit him 
of any dishonorable motives. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I desireto say, that to make 
up a judgment against Mr. Medill, when there is 
evidence furnished on the record to prove that he 
was not guilty of this fraud, without a hearing, 
would be doing him total and entire injustice. E 
say that there is testimony on the record that 
goes to repel all these charges. 

Mr. PHELPS. There is the evidence of Mor- 
gan L. Martin. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Morgan L. Martin is one, ` 
1 will not): 
charge Mr. Medill with having done these things | 
and with having defrauded the Indians; but I will | 
al the same time say, that it is plain we have got | 


and there are three or four others. 


five millions of acres of land for $350,000. If, 
sir, we got 5,000,000 of acres of the land of this 
tribe of Indians for $350,000, it is an outrage in 
the sight of God and man. We will not give up 
the land, but hang to it like grim death, and rob 
the Indians of all their land. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I only desire |: 
to say, that from a personal acquaintance with | 


Colonel Medill for a long time, I believe him to be 
totally incapable of perpetrating a fraud such 


` : 


that represented; but at the same time we a 


li have robbed them of what we in Congress are all 


‘| tribe, and received a consideration for it, for which 
as: 
Hii 


t 

| know that he is a gentleman who from the best 
| of motives would endeavor to drive the best bar- 
gain he could. It seems to me that without im- 
| puting any fraud to Colonel Medill,.it is perfectly 
| clear from the statements which have been made 
| here, and which I presume to be correct, that a 
| g¥eat mistake was made on both sides. ` ` 
: Mr. JOHNSON. ‘That is exactly the conclu- 
Í sion E come to. In order to obtain relief in this 
| matter, it is not necessary to prove that there 
: must have been absolutely fraud and misrepre- 
séntation committed. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Will the gentle- 
man permit me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Not till f have finished my 
sentence. I want to get out this idea, for Í deal 
| in ideas, one at a time, and do not wish them 
i confounded. {Laughter.] I say itis not neces- 
| sary for any man to suppose that there must have 
| been fraud or misrepresentation in the matter, | 
| such as to dishonor a man in the slightest degree. | 
I have not made these charges myself, nor will I 
do so, because I should want to see most conclu- 
sive proof before I would charge a man with such | 
acrime. But the bill states the facts of the case, 
and they are ample enough to satisfy us that those 
Indians have been dealt. most harshly by upon our 
| part—that they have got nothing, and that we 


daily fighting over, as the greatest boon and rich- | 
est blessing man can have. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. As Colonel Medill is a res- 
ident of the State which I in part represent; I will 
| state that these disclosures huve somewhat sur- 


| prised me, and I would suggest, as a way of getting 
along with this business, that my colleague from 
the Circleville district [Mr. Ops] should embrace 
this inquiry in the resolution which he has been 
: trying to get before the House for a long time in 
reference to the Gardiner claim.  [Laughter.] 

| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Oh, I cannot 
| give way for these little disputes—gentlemen can 
) never come that gamé upon me. 
t 


Mr. OLDS. 
to say one word? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I cannot tolerate this. 
| will not do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OLDS. When | made the charge against 
Mr. Corwin, my colleague, as the immediate rep- 
resentative of Mr. Corwin, pledged him to eall 
for an investigation; since which nothing has been 
heard from him. I have pledged. Colonel Medill 
to make a full vindication of his administration of | 
the Indian Bureau. We shall now see which will 
; come up to the scratch. 
| Mr, JOHNSON. [Í have every disposition to 
‘be courteous, but I cannot stand this at all. 

{Laughter.] 
| Lwiil leave that proposition, and I beg the at- 
| tention of the House to another somewhat remark- | 


It 


t 


cured all the facts and statements from the De- 
partment of Indian Affairs, Itis from that De- 


ence to all these cases. We have demanded of | 
them, in every case where there has been a mat- 
ter before us fur inquiry, to investigate the matter 
fully from their own files, at the expense of the | 
: Government, and present us with all the facts, so 
i that the Committee on Indian Affairs, and the 
| House of Representatives, may have the fullest į 
| and fairest chance possible to judge in the case. I | 
i will now present a case where we have all the 
: facts before us. I havea bundie of papers con- 


i| nected with it, large enough, in all conscience, and | 


> which I have made the basis of an amendment j 
: which I will send to the Clerk, and ask to have 
read. [A copy of the amendment was not pro- 
cured.] | 

That the committee may understand more clear- 


monstrated, and the facts will demonstrate it. { 
is this: The United States madea treaty with one 
portion of a tribe of Indians, by which they sold 


t 
>and bounds, and received a consideration in full ! 
, for it, pledging ourselves to give them a title and | 

atent in fee for all of it. Six years after that, the | 
the same land to another portion of the same 


we were to give to that portion of the tribe, also, a 
fee simple title, and give them, toe, a patent for it. 


I ask the gentleman to aliow me | 


ly, I will state a proposition, which has to be de- i! 
Itt: 
} 


| them a certain portion of territory, defined by lines |: 


nited States sold one hundred thousand acres of |: 


( 
iH 
i! 
{ 
i 


Now, there are two questions which arise: Are 
not the United States bound to return the consid- 
eration which they received from the last sale, to 
the latter part of the tribe, and which portion of 
the tribe should it be paid over to? Both portions 
of the tribe cecùpy all the land first sold, and they 
live together like a‘band of brothers.. They are 
the Shawnee Indians, and. the best civilized por- 
i tion of the Indians. I repeat, the question which 
| pow arises is, are not the United States bound to 
refund the money she received from the second 
gale of the same land? Now, in view of these 
facts, can any man rise in this House and contend 


‘that it is not right that the Government of the 


United States should return the consideration 
' which she thus obtained of the ignorant Indian 
‘under false pretenses? 

There is one proposition. Thereis another which 
originates in it, and itis this: As the first portion 
of the tribe purchased all of the land upon which 
the whole tribe are now located, and as they have 
received the second portion of the tribe with then 
i upon that land, whether it is not right that the 
consideration to be refunded by the United States 
should not be paid to the first portion? We have 
brought in this amendment so as to provide that 
the entire fund. obtained by the Government on 
the second sale of the same land, should be res 
funded to the Indians, and should be paid over in 
money; and the Committee on Indian Affairs 
l have determined that it shall not be paid to either 
| portion of the tribe separately, but that it shall be 
| paid to the whole tribe. This is a succinct state- 
‘ment of the whole case. I beg leave to read to 
the House this document which I hold in my 
‘hand, with some commentary upon it, in order to 
i make it more plain. It is short, and if this House 
ig disposed to do justice, there will be interest 
enough manifested to hear it read. 

With some parts of this report I do not concur. 
I think they are not consistent with a just con- 
' clusion from the facts of the case, but I will point 
i them out as I goon. It is from the Secretary of 
ithe Interior. It is dated the tth of July, 1852, 
| only afew days ago. Ft was completed first in 
| April last; but some errors were discovered in it, 
t 
| 
1 
i 


and I returned it for-correction, and it now comes 
dated only a few days ago. It says: 


¢ I have the honor to transmit to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs of the House of Representatives the accom- 
panying papers, relating to a claim of the Shawnees of 
Ohio, in which I find the facts to be as follows: 

« On the 4th. of January, 1793, Baron Carondalet, in be- 
half of the Spanish Government, gave permission by grant 
to Lewis Laramier to settle with the Delawares and Shaw- 
| veces within the province of Louisiana, upon the righe 
banks of the Mississippi river, from the Missouri to the 
Arkansas, with the understanding that the lande selected 
| were u be considered as vacaied upon their removal there- 
, from). 


| They were to have the lands so long as they 
| lived upon them, but it was to be considered va- 
cant as soon as they removed from it. 


j 
i 
| By virtue of this grant, a tract of land near Cape Gi- 
' yardean, twenty-five mites square, was taken pos ion of 
1 by the two tribes, who, fora time, occupied it jointly, Dug 
in the year 1815 the Delawares abandoned it, leaving the 
Shawnees the sole occupants. 
“In the sixth section of the treaty made by the United 
: States with France on the 39th of April, 1803, by which the 


i; Province of Louisiana was added to the United States, it 


was stipulated that such treaties and articles as existed bhe- 
tween Spain and any {Indian tribe should be observed by 
the United States.”? 


Now we come directly to that portion which 
relates to the matter of dispute, and I ask your 
especial attention: 


“ On the 7th of November, 1825, the United States en- 
tered into a treaty with these Indians by the name of the 
Shawnees of Missouri, by which the Jatter ceded and re- 
linquished to the former the lands abovementioned, in 
consideration ofa gift te them, and those of the same name 
in Ohio, who might thereafter emigrate to the west of the 
Mississippi, of å tract equal in extent to fifty miles square, 
situated west of the Mississippi, and designated by metes 
and bounds; with the proviso, that if, upon exploration, 
said lands should not, by a delegation of the tribe, be 
deemed suitable, an equal extent of territory should be as- 
signed them on the Kansas river, west of the boundary of 
the Missouri. 

“ It was finally determined to settlethem on the Kansas, 
and the Missouri Shawnees were removed there in 1828.7? 


It will be perceived at once that fifty miles 
square on the Kansas river was bought and paid 
‘for by the Missouri Shawnees, and the United 
States got the lands which the Missouri Indians 
: had occupied, between the Missouri and Arkansas 


; rivers, near Cape Girardeau. 
“There is no evidence to show that thts tribe was, until 


ii Since A z = 
| this time, associated in any manner with the Shawnees of 
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Ohio, who, as a separate and distinct tribe, were dwelling | 
upen lands of their own, in a distinct region.?? | 
This Jast sentence of the report is all nonsense, | 
and not worth the reading. The two tribes spoke} 
the same language; the one provided for the other | 
by a treaty, and there are other important intrinsic 
facts which show they were the same, and divided 
perhaps years before by some unfortunate: intes- 
tine feud. Schoolcraft would: tell a different tale 
in his Indian History and Statistics. > 
‘One of the stipulations of the treaty-of 182 
‘ was, that the lands in question should be. con- 
' é veyed by patent, in fee-simple, ‘to the Missouri | 
‘ Shawnees.”’ By patent in fee-simple, these fifty | 
miles were secured to the Shawnees. ‘* This pro- 
vision was complied with on the 11th May, 1844,” 
during Mr. Tyler’s administration, for the first 
time. There was the treaty standing unperformed 
all the time from 1825 to 1844, during all of which 
time they were entitled to a patent in fce-simple.. 
“The provision was complied with on the llth 
‘of May, 1844, when a patent was issued to them, 
“following the conditions of the treaty. . It con- | 
‘veyed the fifty miles square of land on the Kan- 
í sas to the Shawnees of Missouri, for themselves 
‘and those of tlie same nation” who were residing 
in. Ohio, subject to the right secured to the ‘ Ohio 
band of. Shawnees.”’? Now, these two bands of 
Shawnees had been separated for many years— 
we do not know how long. But there is, we see, 
a provision made in the treaty of 1825, with the | 
Missouri Shawnees, though separated hundreds | 
of miles from the Ohio Shawnees, by which fifty | 
miles square should be conveyed to the Missouri | 
Shawnees for their benefit, and the joint benefit of | 
the Ohio. Shawnees, whenever they should remove į 
west of the Mississippi. But ‘this right,” that 
is, the right of the Ohio Shawnees so called, ‘as 
will appear hereafter, was only a right, of occu- 
pancy, (so says this report.) no consideration 
passing from them.” The Ohio Shawnees paid 
nothing for the right, itis true. “They were at | 
_the time living in the State of Ohio, on lands | 
owned by them, in their own exclusive right.” 
But by the treaty of 1825, they were provided for, į 
and by thé language of the treaty, as well as the 
patent, they have a full interest in the fee, and | 
cannot be forced out of it by the action of the Mis- | 
souri Shawnees. ; | 
Now, sir, we come to the other band, the Ohio 
Shawnees. “On the 8th of August, 1831, the 
‘United States executed a treaty with the Shaw- | 
< necs of Ohio, by which they agreed to grant to this | 
< division of the tribe, by patent infee-simpletothem,”’ 
as the language of the treaty expressly says, | 
“and to their heirs forever, as long as they shall 
exist as a nation, and remain upon the same, a | 
“tract of land to contain one hundred thousand 
‘acres, within the tract of land equal to fifty miles 
“square which, as above-mentioned, had been be- 


‘fore granted to the Shawnees of Missouri: This 


is the treaty of 1831.. ‘* The consideration to the | 


‘United States of the cession of the said hundred ; 
‘thousand acres on the Kansas, was the lands 
‘owned or claimed by them in the State of Ohio.” 
These lands the United States received from the 
Indiens, in consideration of conveying lands to 
the Indians; lands which they (the United States) 
had already sold, and in-which these Indians 
already had an interest, although they did not 
know it, secured to them through their brethren of 
.Missouri in the treaty of 1825, from whom, at that | 
time, they were widely separated, and of whose 
existence even they may have been ignorant. 

Thus these Ohio Shawnees ceded all the lands 
they had in Ohio, and the consideration paid by 
the United States was one hundred thousand acres 
of land which the United States had already sold, and 
already received pay for, and which they thus sold | 
asecond time. A singular’ position this—for a | 
people to sell a second ime what they had already 
sold, and receive pay a second time for what they 
had already received pay for, and to a patt of the 
same people who had paid for it in the first place, 
and who owned it, and had a joint fee-simple in- 
terest in itat the very time tt was a second time pur- 
chased. A . 

Now, if there is any conscience among men— 
any honorin the Government—and I have doubted 
whether there could be an element of that char- 
acter reckoned upon in this soulless corporation— 
after I have seen men, intrusted so highly.as we 
are here, vote in the way I have seen them vote 
upon matters of this character-1 say if there: is į 


| 
| 


any conscience among men—any honor in the 
Government, the consideration a second time paid 


to the United States, and now lying in your Treas- || 


ury, must be paid to these people. 
{Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. PHELPS here obtained the floor. : 


Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman allow me | 


a few words more in explanation. 
but a few moments, I assure him. x 

Mr. PHELPS. I will. yield for a few mo- 
ments. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON. I will then proceed, and I 
will comment no Jonger upon that kind of spirit 
which; out of mere suspicion as to whether a 
measure is right or not, will not examine to see 
whether it is right, and, from mere suspicion, will 
vote dishonor upon the escutcheon of the nation 
itself. I will make no furtherremarks about that, 
but continue with thestatement in this paper. ¢¢ It 


I will occupy 


was also stipulated, that if there should not be a ! 


sufficiency of good land unoccupied by the Shaw- 
nee Indians,” those already on the Kansas river, 
‘those who had already settled on the tract, then 
the one hundred thousand acres thereby granted to 
the Shawnees of Ohio should be located on Jand 
contiguous.” If they had taken the one hundred 
thousand acres of land contiguous, then. there 
would have been some consideration for the lauds 
they had ceded to the United States in Ohio. They 
went over among their brethren after this, and 
found their brethren. ready to receive them with 
open arms. 
and intermarried, and they are one people. Their 
interests are common, their friendships and affec- 
tions are altogether. ‘They have settled, and are 
at home there, and live upon‘the rights which 
were secured to them under the treaty of 1825 


with the old original Cape Girardeau Shawnees. 


They have neyer thought of taking the lands con- 
tiguous. 


“ The United States further agree, that upon tie sale of 
the lands in Ohio, the proceeds of those lauds, after deduct- 


ing seventy cents per acre, the cost of survey, and certain | 
improvements, shall constitute a five per centum fund for į 


the future necessities of the wibe.”? 


The United States was to reserve seventy cents | 


per acre, so that there can be no difficulty in making 
the estimate of what is the true consideration 
paid over. The whole of those lands have been 
surveyed and sold, as the records of the General 
Land Office show. 

‘© When the lands in Ohio were surveyed, there 
‘were found to be 96,051 acres, which have been 
‘sold by this Government for $126,551. The 
t cost of thesale and the improvements mentioned 
‘in the treaty, amounted to $21,005 40, which, 
“together with the seventy cents per acre, was 
t deducted from the aggregate amount received for 
‘the land” in Ohio bought from the Indians, 
“and the remaining sum of $39,300 18, now con- 
‘ stitute a fund upon which five per cents per an- 
‘num is paid by the United States for the use of 
t the Ohio Shawnees.’’ } 
what their lands actually brought, was $39,000, 
and the seventy cents per acre was what the Uni- 
ted States got from them, without giving them one 
cent ‘of consideration for it. 

“ The aggregate amount of seventy cents per 
© acre, which was deducted from the sum received 


‘for the laud, is $66,246 23, and remains in the 
t Treasury,’ and-is the amount of money which, | 


by the amendment I shall offer to the Indian ap- 


propriation bill, is asked shall be refunded to the | 
| Shawnee Indians. : i : 
Now, sir, the question is, how shall-it be re- || 


funded? The Ohio Shawnees, as it is claimed by 
their agents here, or was claimed, demand that 


|| they shall receive it, because it was for their lands. 


But the Missouri Shawnees say that they have 
furnished. the consideration in this fifty miles 
square; which the United States was bound to 
furnish, and demand the consideration which the 
United States received for it. If we pay over the 


i amount to the Ohio Shawnees, the Missouri Shaw- 


nees might well come forward and say to the Un 
ted States, ‘We furnished theland, and we demand 


the money which you received, as an equitable |} 


settlement, if, indeed, it be not a legal right; and 


thus you may have to pay it over again. - It would be 


at least a troublesome case for a kind. heart or a 
tender conscience, If, upon the other hand, we pay 


i it to the Missouri Shawnees, the Ohio Shawnees 


‘They settled down amongst them, | 


All they ever got out of | 


zi 


l 


| 
i 


i 


i 
1i 
i 


| 
| 
| 
j 
jt 
l 
H 


H 


| * wereptovided and securéd.in the fifty miles square. 


‘it was our land you got for nothing in Ohio, Your 
‘payments tothe Missouri Shawnees are made 
‘in your own wrong, and we make our demand.” 
Thus we might have to pay ‘to them. this sunt - 
again.. Therefore it is‘that I have ‘offered the 
amendment in thé-way I-have, after full-consilta- 
tion, ‘for the payment to the Shawnets :(ein- 
‘bracing the whole tribe) of the moneys due to 
‘them under and ‘by virtue of-the treaties of the 
‘7th of November, 1825, apd the 8th-of August, 
©1831, between the United States and said tribe of 
‘Indians, the amount being $66,246 23,”’ with a 
proviso, however, that thé ‘said tribe of -Indians 
shall first. express their assent to this method of 
settlement, and that the payment of the above 
sum, equally to the whole tribe, shall be satisfac- 
tory in discharge of this debt by the United States, 
If we pay it to one tribe we may- have to pay it to 
the other. Their rights stand equally balanéed, 
and we should pay it. equally among them all, and 


‘not until they express their assent that it shall be 


so received by them, in satisfaction of the debt.. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, | will not trespass longer 
upon the timeof myfriend, [Mr. Puzirs,] and 
will yield the floor. . Le a . 

‘Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, I would not 
have sought the floor to.address the committee, 
were it not that charges have, been. made .by-two 
members of the Committée’ on Indian Affairs 
against a gentleman whom I have always esteemed, 
as a faithful officer andas an honorable man, I 
knew Wm. Medill when he was ‘Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. ~ a o] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas.: You say charges 
by two members. [have not charged. I cast no 
imputation against him, because’ I expressly ‘said 
that the facts were there, and I would not permit 
myself. to draw a conclusion, or to’ makea charge, 
knowing that he had no chance to be heard, ‘ 

Mr. PHELPS. Then it is to avoid inferences 
which may be drawn by persons who may read - 
the remarks’ of my friends from -Indiana and Ar- 
kansas that censurejs due Colonel Medill in the 
negotiating of this treaty.. > Wan AY 

r. FITCH. If there be a charge made in 
stating the evidence of the Indian Bureau, commu- 
nicated in part by Mr. Medill himself, and part by 
others, in full, the charge has. been made, ~ 

Mr. PHELPS. I take the position, looking to 
the documents before me, that Colonel Medill is 
fully exonerated from practicing any fraud upon 
the Menomonees in the negotiation of the treaty of 
1848. . But it is true [ have not before me. the offi- 


| cial documents, by which F mean, the:letters and 


other evidence on filein the office’ of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, I have, however, the 
aunual report of the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs made to the Secretary of the Interior, where- 
in he introduces and refers to extracts taken from 
the evidence on both sides. The-gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. Pircu] took occasion to refer to the 


| character of Mr. Bruce, whose letter is upon -file 


fully exonerating the Commisstoner of Indian Af- 
fairs from any misrepresentation to the Menomo- 
nee Indians at the time of the negotiation of the 
treaty. With regard to the- character of Mr. 


|.Bruce, perhaps the gentleman from Indiana and 


myself will not disagree; But were there not other 
men—honorable.men—who filled and who are 
filling high and responsible stations in the country, 


who gave the same testimony Mr. Bruce gave? 


I will refer to one gentleman, Hon. Morgan L. 


| Martin, who wasa Delegate fromthe Territory of 


Wisconsin, and with whom.I served here in the 
Twenty-ninth Congress. He was the president, 
I believe, of the convention which framed the 
constitution of the State of Wisconsin, and he also 
had the confidence of the admiuistration of Mr, 
Polk, for he was appoined commissioner to ne- 
gotiate treaties with the Indians. He testifies in 
relation to this matter, that the representations to 
which the gentleman from Indiana refers as having 


| been made to the Indians at that time, were not 


made, and that he was present at the time of the 

negotiation of the treaty. : Ls 

Mr. FITCH. lf the gentleman will allow 

e, I will state a distinction between their. state- 

ments. na 

Mr. PHELPS. One isa letter, and 

is sworn to. ` A 
Mr. FITCH. The statements the géntleman 


3 


the other 


may say, “That under the treaty of 1825, though |- refers to, of the position of: the Christian party, 
itis true we paid nothing for it, still our joint rights || are mere statements. The'charge is sustained by 
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ten gentlemen under oath. There is a very broad 
distinction. f 
Mr. PHELPS. I'am willing to that. But | 
first, Mr. Chairman, let us refer: to. the instruc- | 
tions given to Colonel Medill, when he was ap- | 
pointed the commissioner to negotiate this treaty | 
with the Menomonees.. There was a controversy ; 
as to the extent of their rights+some contending | 
their territory was less’ than 2,000,000 acres;- 
but upon a reference of this matter to the Attor- | 
ney General of the United States, he stated that 


3,000,000 acres of land to which the Menomo- | 
nees hada title. That was then assumed ag the 
basis upon which the treaty was to be negotiated. 
The Attorney General said they had title to 
3,023,800 acres of land, 


onel. Medill by: the then Secretary of War, under 
whose jurisdiction Colonel Medill at that time 
was: , ; 

“Tn consequence of the conflict and confusion as to the 


true boundaries of the Menomonee country within the lim- ! 


its of the State of Wisconsin, T have taken the opinion of 
the Attorney General of the United States on the subject, 
and inclose to you a copy for your information. The Presi- 
dent is disposed to treat the Indians with kindness and lib- 


erality ; aud while the extreme claims of the Menomonees | 


to territory already purchased by the United States from the 
Chippewas and Winnebagoes cannot be recognized; you 


may, if a treaty can be efiected ata cost per acre of the es- | 
timated quantity of land within the limits suggested by the | 


Attorney General, not exceeding that paid by the United 
States under the treaty with the Menomonces of September ! 
3d, 1836, provide in the treaty for the purchase of al! their | 
claims to tands in Wisconsin, and stipulate for the payment 
ofa sum not exceeding the sume ratable price as in the same 
treaty ahove referred to; the quantity of land estimated to 


be within. these limits, and to form the basis of your calcu- } 


lation of priec, is three millions twenty-three thousand and 
eight hundred acres.” | 


The instructions tothe commissioner then were | 


positive that he must assume there were three 


million twenty-three thousand eight hundred aeres | 
of land, to which the Menomonees had a title, as | 
the basis upon which the treaty was to be made. | 
He could not, under the instructions given him | 
by his superior officers, recognize any right in the | 
quantity. | 


Menomonees to an excess over that 
The instructions were, that he might allow a price 


not exceeding that which had been paid to the | 


Menomonees 
3d, 1836. We have only this extract from the 
instructions to that commissioner, but, as a matter 


of course, the instructions which have always , 


been given by the Secretary of War, when the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs was under the 
jurisdiction of that Department, and by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior since it has been placed under 
the jurisdiction of his Department, are, that 
shall not give exceeding a certain amount. 

thermore, the instructions are generally directed 
to the purchase of the land at alow price, and not 
for $1 25 per acre; for there is no land we have 
purchased from the Indians that we have paid 
GL 25 per acre for. The price has varied from 
three to fifty cents per acre. Recently a treaty was 
negotiated with Indians living within the Territory 


of Minnesota, represented by my friend before me, | 


for the purchase of certain land. Ido not know 


the price they were paid, but I have no doubt the | 


Delegate will inform us. 
Mr. SIBLEY. They were paid a little over 
ten cents per acre—between ten and eleven. 


Mr. PHELPS. Large tracts of land within the |! 


limits of Minnesota Territory have been negotiated 
for by the present Commissioner of Indian Af- 


fairs, and purchased ata price not far from ten | 
cents per acre, just about the same price stipulated | 
to be paid the Menomonees by the treaty of 1848. |! 

Mr. FITCH here made a remark entirely in- ; 


audible to-the Reporter. 

Mr. PHELPS. Upon the basis given him in 
his instructions for the treaty, he could not recog 
nize an excess, because he was instructed by the 


Secretary of War to assume that they had title to | 
3,023,800 acres of land; and he paid $350,000 for | 


the tracts which he did purchase from the Me- 
nomonees. The Commissioner of indian Afiairs 
remarks as follows: 


“ Some controversy had arisen in relation to the extent | 


and boundaries of the country owned by these people, the 
principal chief claiming nearly eight miltions of acres, whilst 
the Department conceded to them a much less quantity. 
The matter was referred to the Attorney General, who, 
upon a fwi examination of the numerous treaties hercto- 
fore made, as well with this as the various other tribes 
which formerly inhabited that region of country, gave an 
elaborate and satisfactory opinion on the subject. I was 


i 

į 

i 

i 

f 

he was of.the opinion there were upwards of | 
$ 


f I will now read the fol- 
lowing extract from the instructions given to Col- ; 


per acre by the treaty of September | 


ou! 
Fur- | 


Í 
i 
i] profession calls him to maintain and defend the 
i 
i 
l 


accordingly limited in the recognition of their rights, as will 
be seen by the letier of instructions, to 3,023,800 acres, and 
to the same rate of compensation therefor which was paid 
Ser. the land acquired from the same tribe by the treaty of 
1836. f 

He acted within his instructions, and received 
the approval of the Secretary of War and of the 
President of thè United States for his conduét: in 
that negotiation. The treaty was subsequently 
ratified by the Senate. When did you hear the 
‘charges of fraud and misrepresentation? T say 
they are made by some traders or- half-breeds, 
who.desire to receive more of the money of the 
Government. The statement was made under 
oath, I will say, that some of these persons 
charged the commissioner had represented. to 
them at the time of the negotiation, that they 
owned but 1,600,000 acres of land, and that he 
i| threatened, uniess- they signed the treaty pre- 
|| sented to them, he would disgrace some of their 
|| chiefs—that -he would depose them and install 
|| others into their position. These are the repre- 
|| Sentations which have been made by these half- 
‘| breeds and traders, whovare living with the Me- 
|| nomonees. .Who were present when the treaty 
|| was executed? ‘There were present gentlemen of 
character and standing, whose letters are as much 
a guarantee of truth, contained over their signa- 
tures, as the oath of an employee of an Indian 
trader or a half-breed. 

By reputation I have some knowledge of the 
| character of the half-breeds and of a class of 
white men who resort to the Indian country. You 
have heard the Commissioner of Indian’ Affairs 
charge that when money was to be disbursed to 
the Indians that they were defrauded of the nghts 
by white men. The charges of misrepresentation 
are made by this class of: men against Colonel 
Medill. One of the gentlemen who speak of the 
;| complaints made by the Indians about the man- 
ner of the negotiating of this treaty denominates 
them a ‘tissue of cunning fabrication’’—** looks 
upon it as a scheme to get money out of the 
Treasury.” Of the character of Mr. Bruce, as I 
|| have already stated, I have nothing to say. Of 
Morgan L. Martin L have already spoken. The 
member upon this floor representing his district is 
well aware of his character and high standing. 
i| 1 will also refer to A. G. Ellis, a gentleman with 
whom | have no personal acquaintance. I find that 
| A. G. Ellis and M. L. Martin, were by Mr. 
Polk’s administration appointed commissioners to 
negotiate treaties with the Stockbridge and other 
tribes of Indians residing in the Northwest Terri- 
tory. A, G. Ellis was a witness to the negotia- 
tion of this treaty, and at that time an Indian sub- 
agent. I have before me the treaty signed by 
Colonel Medill as commissioner, and by the In- 
diaus, and signed and sealed in the presence of 

Albert G. Ellis, Morgan L. Martin, Samuel 

| Ryan, and several other gentlemen. ‘The present 
| Commissioner of Indian Affairs reporting upon 
| this case refers to some of the testimony. . I will 
į read the statement of the testimony of these gen- 
| tlemen in connection with that of Mr. Bruce: - 
“ William H. Bruce, the sub-agent, to whom a copy of 
|i the petition had been transmitted by this office, states that 
| he was present at the making of the treaty, and denies that 
anyUung derogatory to the character of the gentlemen em- 
; ployed in making it took place. Ne adds, if a mistake was 
|| made by Mr. Medill, it was owing to the maps before him. 
i He also submits— A 

“Ist. A letter from the Hon. M. L. Martin, in which it 
is stated that he (Mr. Martin) was preseut with Commis- 
| Sioner Medill at the making of the treaty, and that every 
: charge, either dircet or by implication, against the latter, of 
improper conduct, is destitute of truth. 

“2d. A letter from A. G. Ellis, in which it is stated that 
the charges against Mr. Medil} are gratuitous and mali- 
cious ; that the latter exhibited great kindness and patience 
į to, and used no concealment with, the indians; that the 
opposition to the treaty came, not from the Indians, but 
| from the half-brecds, the traders, and their missionary. 

“3d. The deposition of Samuel Ryan, which sustains 
the foregoing ; and, 

“dth. A letter from Colonel Francis Lee, United States 
Army, in which he says, with some facts to give plausibility 
to the whole, the petition of the Christian party is a tissue 
i| of cunning fabrication ; looks upon it as a scheme to get 
i| money out of the Treasury.” 


| 


Now, these are the witnesses who testify to the 
conduct of Colonel Medill at the time this treaty 
was negotiated. We have the testimony of a 
Lieutenant Colonel of the Army of the United 
States, who can have no inducement to misrepre- 
sent. He has no personal interest at stake. His 


| honor and the rights of this nation. The station 
he occupies stamps with truth every assertion he 


makes. He would as soon falsify his oath as to 
make a statement under his hand ‘that is untrue, 
It is only for the purpose of presenting this testi- 
mony in relation to the conduct of Colonel Medill 
at the time these negotiations took place with the 


Menomonees—it is to remove theinference of an 


improper conduct on the part of Mr. Medill, from 
the charges which have been made here, tending 
to inculpate and censure him, or cast even a 
shadow of suspicion upon him, that I am induced 
at this time to refer to these things. I regret that 
I did not know this matter was coming up. Tam 
sorry that either myself or some gentleman from 
the State of Ohio had not been furnished with this 
evidence for the purpose of making a more com- 
plete defense of Mr. Medill’s character—knowing 
him, as I do, to be a noble and honest man, and a 
faithful officer—one who has sought the interests 
of the Government, and, as I believe, those of the 
Indians also, and which can be easily shown by 
reference to the public documents of the country. 
For five years I-had a personal acquaintance with 
him, and the greater part of that time he held the 
office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs. Prior 
to that time, he had held.a seat in the House; At 
this time he is the Lieutenant Governor of the 
State of Ohio. His character for honesty is above 
reproach, I. have defended him from the charge 
of fraud or misrepresentation in negotiating this 
treaty. : , 

Mr. SWEETSER. I do not wish to detain 
the committee but for a few moments. The ground 
upon which the Committee on Indian Affairs ask 
the appropriation for the Menomonee Indians js 
most extraordinary, and involves a most grave 
aud serious charge against an eminent citizen of 
my State, the former Commissioner of Indian 
Afairs. f : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to make a motion, to see whether the commit- 
tee will not have a recess and meet again this 
evening for discussion? . 

Mr. SWEETSER. I do not desire to occupy 
the attention of the committee.more than ten min- 
utes, and therefore. I prefer speaking now, and 
finish the discussion. I say, the ground upon 
which this appropriation is asked is a most ex- 
traordinary one. I do not rise for the purpose of 
resisting the influence of the argument made in 
favor of this appropriation; but standing as I do 
here, one of the Representatives from Ohio, I feel 
bound, in consideration of public duty, to inter- 
fere in this debate, in order to exculpate an ab- 
sent friend, who had no knowledge that an attack 
would be made upon him in this House, and what 
I may say is without examination, or any pre- 
tended knowledge of the facts further than they 
have been disclosed here. 

‘That I may proceed understandingly, I will 
repeat the charge, as I understand it, and as I ap- 
prehend it was understood by the committee, 
{ will do the honorable gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Jounson] the justice and credit to say, that 
he has not himself indorsed this charge. If I 
have understood the gentleman from {ndiana, 
(Mr. Fircn]—and if Í am wrong, I wish he would 
correct me—he started out with the assertion that 
he desired to call the attention of the delegation 
from Ohio, particularly, to what he would state, 
inasmuch as he was about to state harsh things 
against an individual who stood high in that State. 
I consequently paid particular attention as the gen- 
tleman proceeded to state his charge, and I call 
his attention to some facts, which I consider ma- 
terial in the defense of this case. 

The charge, substantially, is this: that Colonel 
Medill being armed with power from the Govern- 
ment, proceeded to the Territory of Wisconsin, 
in order to make a treaty with the Indians resid_ 
ing within. that Territory; that prior to this the 
Government had given him information, predi- 
cated upon the statement made by the Attorney 
General, of the extent of the possessions of the 
Indians within that Territory; that he went there 
with a full knowledge of all the facts upon which 
his action was to be predicated; that in the face of 
this information and the truth, he said to these In- 
dians that they had but about 1,600,000 acres of 
land, for which he was to treat, when he knew 
that they possessed and claimed about 5,000,000 
of acres, and by threats and falsehood obtained 
from them a cession of all their territory, under a 
general grant. That is the nature of the charge. 
Superadded to that is the charge, that when the 
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Indians were hesitating in'relation to making the 
treaty, Colonel Medill, armed with the powers of 
the Government as one of its high officers, and 
the only channel through which these Indians 
could reach the Government, threatened these In- 
dians that unless they made the treaty upon the 
basis laid down by him,.the strong arm of the, 
Government would be used against them, the chiefs 
would be overthrown, and they would be removed 
by the military power of the countrya - Will this 
charge be proved by the records-of the country? | 
I interrupted the -honorable: gentleman, and de- 
manded. to know upon.what-authority, or even 
evidence, he made the charge. -He replied, upon 
record evidence now on file in the Indian Bureau. 
I now say, if that’ charge be true, the country is 
disgraced, and I stand here, as one of the people’s 
Representatives, to say, when that case is made 
out, that I am prepared to go as far as any man to 
-set aside all these treaties predicated upon grounds | 
that outrage the feelings of every man, not only 
of the House of Representatives, but the whole 
country. This charge should not be made unless 
predicated upon proof about which there can be 
no cavil. This charge ought not to be made | 
against the Government in which we live, and go 
abroad to the nations of the earth, that this Gov- 
ernment, in the nineteenth century, with all its 
power, has so abused and outraged an inoffensive 
people, who have never shed the blood of a white 
man, as has -been stated to their credit. If this į 
charge can be substantiated, there is no penalty 
known to any criminal code upon the face of the 
earth that ought not to be inflicted upon the com- 
missioner who negotiated the treaty. | 
Į interrogated the honorable gentleman upon one ; 
-part of his argument, whether there was any con- 
ceivable motive for the perpetration of this out- | 
rage upon the Indians. He did not assign any. 
As this discussion proceeded—and it seemed that 
none of these gentlemen who had investigated the | 
matter were disposed to assign any motive upon 
the part .of Mr. Medill—my colleague from the 
Butler district [Mr. Campa i] arose, and in or- 
der to make a political point here, asked my col- 
league from the ninth district [Mr. Ops] whether 
he was willing to let this charge go in connection 
with the charge which he had madeagainst ahigh 
officer of Government. The only distinction be- 
tween the two cases is, that Colonel Medill was 
charged with cheating the. Government not for his 
own benefit, while the other officer was charged 
with cheating the Government for his own-benefit. 
The cases are not parallel. As we proceeded with 
this matter, the honorable gentleman from: Mis- 
souri, [Mr. PueLrs,] whose attention has. been | 
called to this matter in consequence of being a 
member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, pre- 
sents a different phase of the case, and before I sit 
down I will call the gentlemaif from Indiana [Mr. 
Frren] to either explain his statement, or take | 
back the charge which he has made against Colo- | 
nel Medill.» It appears that when Colonel Medill 
went to Wisconsin to treat with the Menomonee 
Indians, that his data. was mere conjecture. | 
estimate of quantity was not the result of any | 
actual survey or reconnoissance of the country, | 
that had even the pretense of accuracy. ; 
It was known to the Attorney General and to | 
Colonel Medill, that these Indians possessed a con- | 
siderable territory, but the precise amount was tō.: 
all uncertain. His instructions were to purchase 
all for a gross sum» Supposing that the quantity | 
would be about three millions of acres, he pur- 
chased the whole of their possessions in Wiscon- 
sin. The treaty was ratified by the Senate with- 
out objection from the Indians. bey t 
At this point allow me to repeat.that there is no 
evidence here that Colonel Medill used any threats 
for the purpose of inducing these Indians to sell 
their possessions. 


Mr.. FITCH. I simply rise to-say that the gen- |) 


tleman is mistaken. 
`-Mr. SWEETSER. 
ublish the evidence, if any exists, in his speech. | 
i the charge be true, I desire that the severest | 
penalties should be inflicted upon an American | 
citizen who dared, in the face of the American | 
people, to perpetrate such an outrage. I care not | 
wlio heis. Ido not rise here forthe purpose of | 
pettifogging or shielding this man at all; but I rise | 
for the purpose of making a point that will bring | 
out the truth. I will not trespass upon the atten- 
tion of my friend from Minnesota (Mr. Sister] 


I hope the gentleman will: 


The | 


but a moment longer. ‘Here is a plain case in re- 
lation-to the public lands. Colonel Medill was in 
error in relation to the extent of the possessions 


of the Indians, as has been developed by subse- 


quent. examinations and survey. The Attorney 
General was not well advised, and the Indians 
were in error themselves. The Government de- 
sired to buy all their possessions in Wisconsin, and 
they intended to sell.all. It is now ascertained 


| that the amount, as stated by.the commissioner, 
That is. the true state of the case.” 


was too low. 
‘We are not called upon to vote so as to disgrace 
any Department of the Government, or any man 
connected with the treaties. Instead of predicating 
the case upon the statement of the gentleman, it 
seems to me that he has presented a false issue, 
and one that will not command the vote of this 
committee favorably. - It may be that the gentle- 
man’s judgment was clouded by prejudice. 

If you predicate your vote upon the fact that 
this charge was true, there is no man here that 
would give such a vote until after a full and fair 
investigation of this- matter, and until the accused 
party had been heard in his defense, and the facis 
had been placed before the country. If there has 
been an honest mistake, which is the reasonable 


view of the case upon the admitted testimony on” 


file, if we have driven the Indians into a hard bar- 


| gain through a mistake in relation to the quantity 


of land they possessed, we should now come for- 
ward and make up to these Indians what is-hon- 
estly theirduc. In my judgment that.is the ground 
upon which this case should rest. There is no 
reason, from the disclosures made here, to make 
the charge which has been made here against 
Colonel Medill, the commissioner who negotiated 
this treaty. Thanking gentlemen for their atten- 
tion, I yield the floor to the gentleman from Min- 
nesota, [Mr. SIBLEY.) 

Mr. SIBLEY. I have notrisen with any design 
of making a set speech or of consuming much of the 
time of the committee. I deemed it but right and 
proper in me, however, in view of the fact that an 
attack had been made upon a gentleman who 
formerly occupied a distinguished position under 
this Government, to yield a portion of my time to 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sweerser,] to 
enable hiny to reply to- the very serious charges 
which had been raade against. Colonel Medill, by 
members of the Committee on Indian Affairs of 
this House. It was but justice to the absent, that 
the reply sbould go forth to the country simul- 


taneously with the accusations against him, and | 


to effect this object, I very cheerfully permitted 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Swrerser}>to oc- 
cupy as much of my time as he might deem neces- 
sary to devote to the defense of the former Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs. Being myself ignorant 
of all the facts connected with the transactions 
between the Governmentand the Menomonee In- 
dians, I have nothing to say on that subject. I 
propose to-detain the committee for a short time 
in the discussion of another matter of very general 
interest to the country at large, and particularly 
to the Indians themselves. Sir, the aboriginal 
tribes upon this continent, and especially those 
inhabiting the northern portions of it, are sub- 
jected to a great amount of suffering, because of 
the want of food and proper clothing.. This isa 
subject which | had the honor of bringing before 
this House during the last Congress, in a speech 
which I made upon the general topic of our In- 
dian relations, when I took occasion, among other 
things, to state, that the miserable condition of the 
wild tribes of the West was far from being real- 


| ized by Congress and by the country. 


Sir, but two short years have passed since that 
speech was delivered, and my observation and the 
information 1 have gathered since that time, have 


` entirely corroborated the statements therein con- 


tained. I have seen whole bands of Indians, 
comprising men, women, and children, reduced 
to a state of emaciation from hunger, shocking to 
behold in this fair land, which God has blessed 


with an abundance of all the elements necessary | 


for the support of human life. I have witnessed 
the voracity with which these poor creatures have 
seized upon and devoured garbage the most dis- 
gusting, from which the very pampered dogs of 


your cities would turn away with loathing. It | 
would be some consolation to be able to assert | 


with truth, that reduced to these extremities, there 
was still no reason to believe that any had actually 


perished from the want of sonie kind of food capa- | 


ble of sustaining. life: 
solace is denied us. De : 

- I have reason to know, from statements which 
! have been made to me: by respectable men in ‘the 
Indian country, that during thé last year, in’ the | 
Territory which I haye the honor to: represent | 
upon this floor, there have been from- sixty to one 
‘hundred deaths aniong. the Indians, from, actual 
starvation. I. maybe met. here with the ‘state- 
ment that these calamities befall them because of 
theif improvidence.. I-have no disposition to deny 
that such is the case tosome.extent. Everybody 
who knows: anything ‘about. the character.of. an 
Indian is aware that he acts up tothe scriptural 
maxim of letting ‘* the morrow. take thought. for 
the things of itself.” If he has ‘but sufficient’to 
feed himself and his: family for one day, he does 
not trouble himself much about what heis to have 
of fare for the next. That is especially the case 
‘with the Indians who. depend exclusively upon 
the game for subsistence. Now, have reason to 
know, that many of the large western prairies 
which formerly abounded in wild: animals’ are 
now entirely denuded of them, The consequence 
is, that within two or three years bands of Indians 
who relied entirely upon the; buffalo, elk, and’ an- 
telope for their daily supply of food, shave: been 
reduced to the last stages of destitution. ee 

I propose in an amendment I'shall offer to the ` 
bill under consideration, before I take my seat, to 
appropriate the sum. of $100,000, ie be applied by 
the Secretary of the Interior to relieve ‘such cases. 
of suffering as I have ‘described among the :In- 
| dians in any part of the United States., I have 
i taken particular care likewise.to provide that no 
! part of this money shall. be paid put by the Sec- 
i retary unless statements from~ entirely reliable 
; sources shall be brought to his notice, showing 
the absolute necessity. of the expenditure. 
| In immediate connection with this subject I 

propose to reply to a charge made by the gentle- 
| man from Missouri, [Mr. eae against a 
class of persons jn. the West called Indian traders. 

Mr. PHELPS., Thegentleman will permit me 
to say, that in the allusion: which I. made tothe 
Indian traders as being unworthy of credit, I did 
| not mean to refer to the owners of. trading estab- 


| 
| 
| Jishments, but to the class of men employed ‘by 
| 
{ 
i 
| 


‘Unfortunately. even that 


| them to trade with the Indians. Those persons do 
not stand very well.on the frontier where I live. 
Mr. SIBLEY. Sir, I accept the explanation of 
| the gentleman, so faras it goes, but [will not remain 
silent in this House and hear a-whole élags: of cit- 
| izens, with many. of whom. I am. intimately. ac- 
quainted; denounced, as I have sometimes ‘heard 
them, by gentlemen who knew nothing about those 
they so bitterly inveighed against. I am aware 
that there ave individuals in the West who are very 
improperly denominated Indian traders, who de- 
serve all the denunciation that can be poured upon 
them, here or anywhere else. I mean those men 
who are engaged in selling liquor to the Indians, 
and taking from them in exchange therefor, blan- 
kets, guns, or anything else they may chance to 
possess. I hold these individuals in just as much 
detestation as the gentleman from: Missouri can 
|. probably do. Thank God! we have very few of 
i| them in our Territory, and when they come there 
i they are not suffered. to remain long, before. they 
are made to feel the weight of the public indigna- 


i 
1 
fs k 
{ 


; ON. A DE i ` 
` But when that gentleman, or any other, under- 
takes to pour forth denunciations upon the regu- 
' larly-licensed traders, as destitute'of integrity and 
' honor, I shall take issue with him at once. 
i We have in our Territory many citizens who 
‘have been engaged for years in the Indian trade, 
and who are as high-minded, as honorable, and 
as little obnoxious to the charge of defrauding the 
Indians, as any gentleman in this House. I will 
do them the justice to say, that they, in- conjunc- 
tion with the missionaries of the Cross, have gone 
further to benefit the Indians, to feed them when 
they were hungry, to clothe them when they were 
naked,.to prevent the introduction of liquor among 
them, aud to alleviate their sufferings generally, 
than any other class in the community. `` 
Mr. SWEETSER. I ask. the gentleman if it 
is Hot within his knowledge that, during the times 
of scarcity and starvation with these Indians, the 
traders have reduced themselves almost to pov- 
erty, in order to relieve the Indians in their exi- 
encies ? : i 


Mr. SIBLEY. 


I will state to, the: gentleman 
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that such is very frequently the case. The men 
who receive licenses as traders must first show | 
that they are of good character, otherwise, by the 
terms of the law, they should not be permitted tor} 
go into the Indian country at all. They are withal | 
compelled to give bonds to the Government in a 
large amount to observe all existing regulations, 
and to refrain from any violation of the laws reg- | 
ulating ‘trade and intercourse with the Indian 
tribes. Such men are the real friends of the poor | 
Indian, and will share the last crust or the last | 
blanket with the starving, shivering savage. For 
the most part, so far from defrauding the Indians, 
they are defrauded by them; for I assure the gen- | 
tleman that he very much underrates the ‘charac- | 
ter of. these western Indians for shrewdness and 
intelligence, if he thinks they can be very easily 
imposed upon. They know the value of the arti- 
cles of merchandise used by them about as well | 
as the whites. themselves, and are quite as apt to | 
look after their own interests. f | 
But L wish to present another fact in relation to | 
this much-abused class of men. I have been an | 
Indian trader myself for fifteen or more years, | 
and. cannot consent to be placed in the category 
mentioned by the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. PHELPS. I exonerated you. . 
Mr. SIBLEY. I know the gentleman did not 
intend to apply his remarks to me personally; but į 
I choose to defend the class to which [myself | 
have so long appertained against all such imputa- 
tions. i 
Mr. PHELPS. I have already said that I did | 
not intend to embrace in my remarks the prin- 
cipal traders, the proprietors of the trading estab- 
lishments; I only intend to embrace their em- f 
ployees, the meñ whom they employ to trade 
with these Indians. i 
Mr. SIBLEY. Iam perfectly willing to admit 
that there are traders and half-breeds among the 
Indians, as there are persons in all communities, 
who are no better than they should be. It would 
be strange indeed if there were not exceptions to 
the gerferal rule. 
Mr. PHELPS. That is the class to whom I | 
allude. 
Mr. SIBLEY. They form a portion of those | 
who spend their lives among the Indians; but 
they are men whose characters are just as well | 
known and appreciated among the Indians, and 
held in as just estimation by them as they are by | 
the whites. I wish, as an act of justice to this 
class of the community, to state one fact which 
no man who knows anything about it will contro- | 
vert. Of all the Indian traders of my acquaint- | 
ance, (and they are many in number,) 1 know of || 
none who have enriched themselves, but 1 am | 
aware that by far the largest number have be- | 
come utterly impoverished jn the prosecution of; 
this branch of commerce. Do these facts go to: 
show that the Indians are defrauded by these 4 
people? or rather, do they not afford incontestable į 
evidence that such wholesale charges are utterly į 
without foundation? 1 haveno knowledge of the | 
kind of men they may have upon the frontiers of | 
Missouri, to whom the gentleman particularly 
alludes, I am speaking of men some of whom | 
hold high social positions in our Territory, and i 
whose representations may be regarded as en- | 
tirely reliable. H is from them that I have derived | 
in part the information of the miserable condition 
of the Indians; and it is upon the statements of ! 
such individuals, together with my own general | 
knowledge of the necessity of the case, that I | 
have based my action in the introdnction of the | 
amendment referred to. ‘i 
Now, sir, E desire to advert to another fact con- | 
nected with Indian treaties which have been made, ; 
and are constantly being made with the Indians. || 
‘There is a great mistake jn the publie mind about | 
the amount of compensation which the Indians | 
receive under these treaties. It is generally sup- | 
posed that they are paid a price for their lands | 
somewhat approximating to that at which the: 
Government holds its public domain. Why, sir 
so far from that, the average rates paid to the In- 
dians for land, since the foundation of the Gov- : 
ernment, have been about eight cents an acre; and 
“yet we constantly hear complaints made of the 
large appropriations that are required to fulfil !! 
these treaty stipulations. Gentlemen seem to for- 
get that we have taken away the homes of these |! 
poor wretches, driven them west of the Missis- | 


t 


„with the Indian character, and I understand his | 


who fall upon them with. scalping-knife and with 
tomahawk, and that their principal dependence for 
‘subsistence is on the small annuities which they 
receive from this Government. es | 

-Mr. MURPHY. I desire to ask the gentleman | 
a question. He appears to be well acquainted | 


proposition to be to make provision for those that | 
are suffering among them. I desire to ask the | 
gentleman if the tendency of this provision will 
not be to:increase the suffering? : 

Mr, SIBLEY.: I will answer the gentleman | 
from Georgia very-cheerfully. If I had any idea 
that such. would be the effect of this provision, I 
should certainly nòt offer the amendment. I wiil 
state.to the gentleman, that as to the matter of fact, 
there can be no difference of opinion among men 
who are at all acquainted with the situation ‘of 
matters in the West, that this state of things does | 
exist. “Not a year passes by, that scores and 
scores of these Indians do not perish from aétual’ 
starvation, and. I ask the gentleman. whether he 
thinks .that in view of that state of things, this 
Government should fold its arms and refuse to 
make a small appropriation to meet such exigen- 
cies as these? S 

Mr. SWEETSER. - With the permission of | 
the gentleman, I will state that I have a near rela- 
tive living in his neighborhood, from whom I re- 
ceived a letter a few days since, concerning the 
Indians in that locality: He writés me, that in 
consequence of ‘the treaty made. last fall, the fn- 
dians have not made so much ‘provision for their 
subsistence as-they have done hitherto, and that 
consequently, large numbers of them are not only 
suffering from hunger, but are actually dying. 1 
believe that the Indians need the aid of the Gov- | 
ernment, and I shall vote for the amendment of 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I have no doubt the gentleman’s 
information is correct. I will state to the com- 
nuttee, that | was. present at the time the Upper 
Sioux treaty was made, which has. just received 
the sanction of the Senate. - I know that when the 
Indians arrived at the grounds, a great many of : 
them were scarcely able to walk, from pure ex- 
haustion. Many women and children were re- : 
duced almost to skeletons. There were present, 
‘when the treaty was made, from two thousand to 
three thousand Indians, and the commissioners | 
were obliged, as a matter of absolute necessity, to 
send out teams to meet them laden with supplies to | 
save them from death by actual starvation on their | 
way to the treaty ground. i mention this as a single 
instance of the desperate straits to which the wild 
tribes of the prairies are reduced. If the facts could ! 
be obtained in an authentic form trom all parts of | 
our extended country, it would be found thatother | 
tribes are suffering in like mannet. . 

Sir, this Government has assumed to itself the 
guardiadship of these poor Indians, and should 
take Immediate measures to meliorate their condi- i 
tion. With an overflowing Treasury—with your | 
teeming granaries, and all the elements of pros- | 
perity abounding in. your midst, for very shame | 
let not the American Congress refuse to contribute H 
something to alleviate the awful sufferings which, |! 
unrelieved, bid fair soon to destroy utterly the | 
remnants of that noble race whose homes. you are 
daily invading and appropriating to your own | 
benefit. The sum proposed in the amendment is, || 


i 
| 
| 
i 
i 
i 
| 
i 
i 
| 
| 


as I have before stated, $100,000. If by the ex- 
penditure ofa part, or the whole of this amount, ° 
the lives of hundreds can be saved, who will re 
gret the outlay? If no such exigency arises as to 
require the money to be devoted to that sacred |: 
purpose, it willremain in the Treasury, and Con- ‘| 
gress will at Jeast have the satisfaction of knowing || 
that its duty has been performed. 

I now send up the amendment, and ask that it | 
may be read: i 

For the subsistence of the Ingians of any tribe residing : 
within the limits of the United States who may hereafter : 
be suffering for want of food and proper clothing, to be ex- : 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, | 
$100,008: Provided, That in no ease shall any portion of 
said swn be paid out unlessa reliable statement shall be H 
made to the Secretary of the Interior of the existence of 
such a state of suffering amongst the Indians as is contem- | 
plated in this clause. j 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I rise for a different purpose || 
than that of expressing my approbation of the 
amendment which has just been read. But I will j 
say, that my heart responds to the proposition of; 


sippi, amongst wild and hostile bands of Indians, 


the gentleman from Minnesota. I would that the i! 


| gress; and, therefore, I have no official kn 


ii General of the United States has 


i there were sevent 


Committee on Indian Affairs should report a gen- 
eral change in our policy towards thatmuch-abused 


i| people, and, instead of sending armies to slay them, 


we should send them food to sustain them! That 
would operate as the ‘most efficient protection to 
our frontiers that could be provided. If this sys- 
‘tem were adopted, we should have no more trouble 
with them—no more Indian depredations. But I 
rise to make a‘statement, to which I ask the par- 


| ticular attention of the chairman of the Committee 


on Ways and Means, and the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

[Here a message was received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dicxrns, its Secretary, 
announcing that it had-agreed to some, disagreed 
to other amendments made by the House, and had 
made one new amendment to the bill to supply 
deficiencies in ‘the appropriations fôr the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1852.] : 

Mr. Q. proceeded. “I repeat, I ask the especial 
attention of. those gentlemen to some interrogato- 
ries which I desire to propound to them, for the 
purpose of obtaining information, and that the in- 
formation may go to thecountry. I will observe, 
that I desire to have the experience of the able 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs [Mr. 
Jounson, of Arkansas] to obtain this intelligence. 
According to reliable information, which I received 
in the summer of 1850, these Creek Indians, to 
whom attention has been turned, and for whose 
benefit I shall most heartily concur with the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs, by voting 
for the compensation he proposes to give them, 
with force and violence seized from seventy to one 
hundred free.persons of color in the Indian terri- 
tory, or, at least, those claiming to be free, and 
enslaved, sold them, and transported them to the 
State of Louisiana, where they are now in servi- 
tude as slaves. I will state that this was done in 
violation of their treaty entered into im 1845, and 


| in subversion of our solemn faith entered into with 


these negroes during the Seminole war, in 1837. 
The official information upon this subject is in the 
Indian Department, where it has been received, 
and from which wé have not been able to obtain 
any intelligence by resolution, although a resolu- 
tion for that purpose has been in my desk since 
the first day of the session. ` 

The questions I desire to propound to those gen- 
tlemen are, first, Is it a fact that those persons of 
color were seized and sold into slavery? and, sec- 
ond, by what claim of right, or pretended title, 
did these Creek Indians enslave and sell those 


| people? If gentlemen are not -prepared to an- 


swer these interrogatories now, Í hope they will 
be to-morrow. I hope I shall have a plain and 
distinct answer to these two questions. In order 
that I may not be misunderstood, I will repeat, 
is ita fact, shown by the official records of this 
nation, or within the knowledge of these gentle- 
men, that from seventy to one hundred persons, 
claiming to be free, were'seized by these Indians 
and sold into slavery? Secondly, by what author- 
ity was that outragecommitted? Ih order to give 
time to unswer these two questions, I will now 
consent that the committee rise. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON. I never fail to answer agen- 
tleman’s question if I am able; and I will answer 


'; the questions put by the gentleman from Ohio so 


far as I can. . 
The subject-matter of which the gentleman 


| Speaks has never been before the Committee on 


Indian Affairs during my connection with that 
committee, in this or any other session of Con- 
i owledge 
in regard to the matter at all. Then as’ to the 
knowledge J have obtained incidentally, do know 
that there has been a great contest in relation to a 
portion of these Creek Indian negroes.- I do know 
that the matter has been looked into here inthe Ex- 
ecutive Departments; Ido know that the matter has 
never been before the House at all, unless it has 
strangely escaped my notice. I know it has not 
been before my committee. I know the Attorney 
declared his 
opinion as to the title of these negroes I think 
y of them, though it might have 
been more or less. So, then, I have no official 
information on the subjectto which the gentleman 
alludes. : 

Some two or three years ago, I knew ofa contest 
going on about the title to these negroes, and that 
it was decided that they belonged to those In- 
dians. They had established themselves in a free 
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town, which they maintained with force and arms. 
There were heavy disturbances. existing there in 
the Indian nation, amounting at times almost to 
civil war. I ‘believe before it was done with, it 
was quite civil war. I kriow they were taken, but 
what was done with them I do not know, They 
were taken and carried out of the nation, with the 
design of holding them as property, when they 
could not hold them in the nation, on account of 
the disturbance whichthey created:. I know the 
decision of the Attorney General of the. United 
States, as to the title to these negroes, and that is 
the wholé'statement in regard to-the matter, as far 
as I can give it. - I’ know nothing at all officially, 
but asfar as 1 know anything in relation to the 
maiter from any’ source, the gentleman is wel- 
come to it. Thereis nothing disguised, so far as 
I am concerned.’ ` 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 2 
there'is not. T have served with that gentleman, 
and [know his feelings, the humanity which he 
always exhibits. 
want to suy here, and then I will give way. . 
Mr. JOHNSON. “There is one thing more 
which I will give. Ihave it from a gentleman 
from the State of Arkansas, who is generally cor- 
rect in the statements he makes. I can only give 
the gentleman’s, understandings, for I have no of- 
ficial information. I can, however, give some. in- 
formation from this gentleman, who is well ac- 
quainted with the progress of this contest, and the 
condition of things. there at the time, in relation 
to the action of these very same parties who were 
_ slaves to the Creeks, 


earth have been perpetrated upon females, the 
daughters of the Indians themselves, which just- 
ified civil war upon their part. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Before I give way for the 
committee to rise, I must protest against.this off- 
setting of crimes. If those negroes wereguilty of 


rape, Jt-was no reason why this: Administration i 
should sell them, or suffer them to be sold, into | 
slavery. But I know what gentlemen would an- | 


swer : : . 
Mr. JOHNSON. Then why ask for an an- 
swer ? ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Because I intended to ex- 
pose the manner in which these crimes have been 
treated, and to-morrow I will explain the matter 
further. ` a : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
does not acknowledge either of the Baltimore piat- 
forms; so I.suppose he may agitate. {Laughter.] 

A motion was then made thatthe committee 
rise, which was put, and carried in the affirm- 
ative. i 


The committee accordingly rose, and. ‘the | 
Speaker having resumed the chair, the chairman | 


(Mr. Diswry) reported that the committee had, 
according: to order, had the state. of the Union 
generally. under consideration, and particularly 
House bill No. 44, it being the Indian appro- 
priation bill, and had come to no conclusion there- 
One o ` f 

Mr. HOUSTON. The deficiency bill has 
been returned to the Fouse. 
Senate has concurred in most of the amendments 
of the House. [had hoped it would be in such 
a condition -that the House could. concur in the 
amendments to which the Senate have disagreed. 
I will state what they are. ; : 

Several Members. | There.is no quorum, and 
you cannot pass them. a : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not want to have any 
trouble about it, and I will move that’ the bill be 
committed to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
There are but three amendments which the Senate 
have not concurred in, and [think there will be 
no objection to those. They have non-concurred 
in the amendment of the House in reference to the 
appropriation for the Louisville custom-house. 

hey have reduced the appropriation to $16,000. 
They. have insisted upon the amendment which 
we rejected, providing that money should not be 
expended’ in the- Territories without being pre- 
viously sanctioned by law. : They have also non- 
concurred in thé amendment of this House to that 
paragraph of the bill which proposes to allow 
$25,000 to negotiate for the removal of the Indians 
from Texas. They non-concur in our amend- 
ment by which we propose to give it to all the 
Indians. They propose to confine it, as originally, 
to the Indians who have gone from the territory” 


Bat there is one thing which I | 


The representation is, that | 
the most shameful outrages upon the face of the | 


Í understand the | 
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a 4 li order. 
I have not the least doubt 1] 


of the United States into Texas. Those are the 
amendments now. pending between the iwo 
Houses, The Senate have added an amendment 
to the amendment of this House by which they 
propose to appropriate $50,000 for the pay. and 
mileage of members of the Senate» I would like 
a concurrence in these Senate amendments. — 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I trust this 
House, although there are very few of us here 
now, will be very far from concurring in that por- 
tion which relates to the Louisville custom-house. 
Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ken- 
tuck 
course, 


The SPEAKER. The motion is not now in 


Mr. MARSHALL. I have oily this to say, 


| that I trust the Houge will not concur in that por- 


tion’ of the Senate-report which. relates. to the 
Louisville dustom-house. Asa Representative of 


| that district, I do not know by what: instrument- 


-manner ? 


| Jerse 
! der. 


ality the Senate has been affected, or who. it is 
that has operated upon it; but I would rather have 
no amendment than to have $16,000, because there 
is no sense or propriety in it. : 

Mr. SKELTON. “I rise to a question ‘of 
order. > wt 7 
Mr. MARSHALL. But whether:this House 
concurs or not in the other amendments, | trust it 


will not concur in that, and that they will either 4 
; drop it entirely, or give me -the benefit of a com- 


mittee of conference. I have said all I desire to 

say. ieee 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I desire the 

gentleman to yield me the foor a moment. 

Mr. SKELTON. I rise to a question of order. 
It is, that there is no business hefore the House 
and-consequently debate is oùt of order. — 

The SPEAKER, (Mr. Puexrs in the chair.) 
The Chair will say to the gentleman——'  ~ 
een FOWLER. I was recognized by the 

wair. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
commit this bill, 

Mr. FOWLER. I was recognized by the Chair, 


, 


de. 


j and I claim the foor. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to refer this bill to 
the Committee on Ways and Means.. 
. Mr. FOWLER; Ihave the floor. © 


Mr. MARSHALL. How can gentlemen take : 


> 


the floor in this wa L-yielded the floor to the 
gentleman from Arkansas, (Mr. Jounson.] 


Jersey [Mr. Sgerron] rose to a question of order. 

Mr. SKELTON. 
that there is no question properly before’ the 
House, and consequently that debate is out of 
order. `. f 

The SPEAKER. By general consent the de- 
ficiency-bill was taken up. 

Mr. COBB. General consent was not asked, 


Mr, HOUSTON. ITasked that the bill be re- : 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means. || 


We will have a report in the morning. 
Mr. MARSHALL. 
House that the floor c: 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
y [Mr, Sxerron] rose to a question of or- 


Mr. MARSHALL. 
a question of order. 
Phe SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Hlousrox] moved informally to pro- 


ceed to the consideration of the deficiency bill, No | 
objection being made to the motion the Chairthen | 
entertained it; as he understood, by unanimous | 


consent. Lotte F 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. That is right; 

that is correct, 
Mr. COBB. Noap 

sent was made. 
The SPEAKER. 


peal to the House for con- 


The gentleman from- Ken- 


| tucky [Mr. MARSKALL] is. entitled to the floor. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman has yielded 


to me-to makea single remark by way of expla-. 


nation, ~ It is. this, sir; I do not wish to make a 


motion myself to have this bill referred to.a com- : 
mittee of conference between the two Houses, | 


upon those two. or three amendments. 1 do no 


wish to make the. motion myself, because. it in-` 


volves upon any one who makes the motion. the. 


y (Mr. Manrswatt] resists it as a matter of 


I was going to move to, 


My. question ; of order is, | 


Is it the order of. this | 
an be taken from me in this |} 


I am willing to yield to | 


\L GLOBE. 
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. . i we “can-do. no ‘bus 
Mr. SKELTON. [ rise to a question of priv- | 
‘lege. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


| thama committée of conference. 


journ. 


| Speaker’s table ? 


tee on Ways and Means, 


{| to adjourn has been made 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New! 


journ, and while the 
i, gentleman from New Y 
question of order. 


‘motion to adjourn. 


tious about this thing at all. 
to take that course, and therefore I move to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee of Ways and Means. 


journment? 


„tion fo adjourn, when 


motion. 


necessity of taking the position of chairman of - 
the committee, and I-do not want it, because I 
should have no time to.attend-toit.. suggest “that 
such course be taken ‘with it; and’I hope the - 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentueky [Mr. 
Mansnaxt] will be concurred'in. 0, 3 
Mr. FOWLER, ‘I rise toa question of order. 
There is no quorum present, and -F make thé’ point 
of order, that we cannot transact business without. 
a quoram, yj ee ae 
Mr. MARSHALL. © That-question cennot be 
ascertained while Iam -upon‘the floor: _ Ra 
Mr. FOWLER: .. My question of order ig, that 
iness, because there is not a 
quorum here, elie ess a eke ae ; 
“The SPEAKER. There has been no division 
by which the Chair could determine: whether a 
quorum is present or not. ` : ae tas 
Mr. MARSHALL. I move that a committee 
of conference be appointed upon the poitits of dit. 
ference. between the Senate and ourselves. 
“+ Mr. COBB., I wanta division upon that motion, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr.~Marsnauu,] 
that he is informed that there is anew amendment 


proposed*by the Senate to this bill, which ‘will te~. 


gniresome other action upon thé partof the. H ouse 


Mr. MARSHALL. Then I change my-mo- 
tion, and move ‘that this House disagree to, the. 


Senate amendments, and- appoint a committee of 
conference, and imform*the 


enate of the fact. . 
Mr. FOWLER. J move that-the House ad- - 
The House was being divided on ‘the motion, 
wheo—— esa es 
Mr. HART took the floor. Where will this 
bill go should the House now adjourn? To the 
The SPEAKER. The motion is now. pending 
to disagree to the Senate amendments. a 
Mr HART: ‘Will it be the first business: in 
order to-morrow morning? S o o 2 
The SPEAKER. It goėsto the Speaker’s table.. 
Mr. HOUSTON. If thete'is anew appropria- 
tion, it will be necessary to send it'to the C omimite , 


Mr, JONES, of Tennessee. ` That bill as it, 
comes from the. Senate, proposes a hew appropri» 


i| ation of $50,000. That, as .a.matter of course, 


under ‘the rules, if required, must go to the’Com-. 
mittee of the.Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. AVERETT. T understand thata motion. 
sand the House iè divi~. 
tion was made to ad~ 
uestion was being put, the 
ork (Mr. Hart] rose to a 


ded. upon. that: motion. ` 
The SPEAKER. “A mo 


Mr. HART. beg pardon. 
inquiry of the Chair. R f 
Mr. HENN. I rise to a question 


Irse to make an 


of order, 


The rules of this House require each member to 
keep his seat, and that but one member 
ata time. 


shall speak’ 
[Laughger,] an eee 
The SPEAKER. The.question is upon the 


Mr. FOWLER.. I would like-to. inquire if the 


chairman of the Committee of Ways'and Means 
did not make a motion to-recommit this bill? 


` The SPEAKER. . The floor was-not assigned 


to him for that: purpose. 


Mr. FOWLER. I understand thatto be the fact. 
Mr. HOUSTON. E- do not. want to be cap- 
I know the bill has 


Mr. JENKINS. ‘I rise‘to a question of order. 


I wish to know what question is now pending? 


Mr. JOHNSON. Is it not a question of ad- 
The SPEAKER. That is the question. 

Mr. MACE. - Feall for the yeas and nays. 
‘The question was again being taken on the mo- 


Mr. FOWLER said: I withdraw the motion 


to adjourn, as there is some doubt about the po- 
sition of the bill. : f : 


Mr. COBB. 1 renew it, 3 f 

My. HOUSTON. I move to commit; the bill 
to-the Committee of Ways and Means. 

‘Mr. COBB. Lask for a division upon that 


“Mr. MARSHALL. ‘I undersfand my motion 
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is pending, and Ido not mean that it shall be 
overslaughed. I understand I had made a motion 
to disagree with the amendments proposed by the 
Senate, and to appoint a committee of conference, 
„and inform’ the Senate thereof. 
that that motion shall be set. aside, unless this 
House votes it down. ; f j 


a moment. The gentleman from Kentucky has: 
submitted a motion. that the House. disagree to 
the amendments made by.the Senate to the defi- 
ciency bill. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Houston] has submitted a motion that the bill, 
together with the amendments, be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 
informed that the Senate have adopted a new 
amendment, appropriating $50,000. The rules of 
this House require its. consideration in a com- 
mittee.. Hence, in the’ opinion of the Chair, the 
motion submitted by the gentleman from Alabama 
{Mr. Hovsrox] would have precedence. The 
motion now pending before the House, is the mo- 


tion to commit the bill to the Committee of Ways” 


and Means. 

` Mr. FOWLER. 

move that the House adjourn. . 

morning, s ' 
Mr. AVERETT. I protest against any pro- 

ceedings here with only twenty five members pres- 

ent. Chere are not more than twenty-five or thirty 


present, and I insist on a division upon the ques- i 


tion of adjournment. 


The House being divided on the question, there | 


appeared—ayes 12, noes 18; but before the vote 
was announced, ra pM As 

Mr. FOWLER withdrew the motion. 

Mr. AVERETT. I move-that the House do 
now adjourn. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question has just been 
putand the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Task that the question may 
be put upon the motion to commit the bill. 


Mr. WALSH. When will the committee have | 


a chance to report back the bill? i 
Mr. AVERETT. lhave no sort of objection 
to proceeding, but for the fact that thereare not 


thirty members present, and therefore I- protest | 


against any. proceedings being had. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I rise to a question of 
order. 

Mr. AVERETT. There is no quorum present. 
I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. MARSHALL. My motion is pending. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish toin- 


quire whether the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
Hovsroy}: has, made a motion, which is enter- | 


tained by the Chair, that this bill be committed to 
the Committee of Ways and Means?. and whether 
if the House now adjourn; that motion having 
been made, the bill will be prevented from going 
to the Speaker’s table, so that it will be reached in 
the morning? 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. Hovsron Fis already entered. 


The bill will therefore not go to the Speaker’s |! laid upon the table. 


table. 


Mr. MARSHALL. Before the question of | 
H THOMAS PEMBER. 


adjournment is presented, I want to know‘what 

decision the House has made upon my motion? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair decided that the 

motion of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 


Hovusron] took precedence of the motion of the: 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marswaxi,] and | 
c If the ; 
Fouse decides not to commit the bill, then the mo- jj 


therefore entertains the motion to commit. 


tion of the gentleman from Kentucky willbe next 
in order, unless some other motion be submitted. 
But that question must be first taken. J will fur- 


that there is a rule of this House requiring all ap- 
propriation bills to be considered in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


upon this new appropriation. 


nm 


Mr. Averett, andit was agreed to. 


So the House adjourned until to-morrow at | 


eleven o’clock. 
PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate committees : 


I do not intend || 


4 Shere aay ji zation.. oy 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend | 


i} son'and others, revolutionary soldiers, for a modification of 


The Chair is {| ~ i 
i Frıpay, July 16, 1852. 


i if any discussion arises, the bilis must be passed 

. ji over. g 

That being the motion, I| 
- jf The PRESIDENT. The first bill on the list 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let us act upon it in thej; 


|| has been reported embracing substantially the case 


it mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of 


‘| steamer Vixen, from October 23, 1848, to June 
(| 20, 1850, and the difference between the compen- 
i! sation of a captain’s clerk and a purser on board 
thermore state to the gentleman from Kentucky, 


| 
‘| 28, 1848. 
The | 
motion of the gentleman from Kentucky is de- 4; 
cided out of order until the committee have acted | 


The question was then taken on the motion of j 


By Mr. ABERCROMBIE: The petition of Stephen 
O?Keliy, claiming compensation for services and losses in- 
curred in behalf of the United States, during the Creek 
| Indian hostifities in Alabama, in 1835. 

By Mr. PARKER, of indiana: The petition of Jeremiah 
Smith, G. W. Monks, and 56 others, citizens of Randolph 
county, Indiana, praying for the passage of Mr. STANLY’S 
bill, applying the fourth installment to purposes of coloni- 


. By Mr. GOODRICH: The petition of Stephen Thomp- 


the pension laws. 

By Mr: PEASLEE: The petition of Roswell Shurtleff | 
and others; praying for the passage of the bill introduced by į 
- Hon: ENWaRD STANLY, in favor of African colonization. 


> oo IN SENATE. 


| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 


The PRESIDENT. This is private bill day. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would inquire whether this 
is the day on which private bills may be discussed? 
' The PRESIDENT. This-is the day on which, 


THOMAS H. LEGGETT. 


is a bill for the relief of Thomas H. Leggett. 

‘Mr. HUNTER. There is objection to thatbill; 
and I understand that no bill can be discussed to- 
day. 5 

The PRESIDENT. The rule requires that if 
any discussion arisés, a bill shall be passed over; 
or it shall be passed over if any Senator expresses 
a disposition to discuss it. 

Mr. SEWARD. If there is no disposition to 
: discuss the bill, we may as well take the question 
now. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would prefer that the bill 
should be passed over for to-day. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator propose 
to discuss the bilt? . | 
Mr. RUNTER. I cannot tell until the bill 
comes up; other members may wish to discuss it. 
Mr. BORLAND. 1 have something to say on 


‘The PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 


MARVIN W. FISHER. 


The next bill on the Calendar was the bill for 
the reliefof the widow of Marvin W. Fisher, which 
provides for directing the Secretary of. the Treas- 
jury to pay to Harriet F. Fisher, widow and 
executrix of Marvin. W. Fisher, the sum of 
$20,000, as a full compensation for the past use 
of the machine invented by him for charging per- 
‘ cussion caps, in the arsenals of the United States, 
and also for the future free and undisturbed use 
by the Government of the patent right to the ma. į 
chine, with its improvements, as patented Novem- 
ber 21, 1848. : 

Mr. BORLAND. I would suggest, as I did 


| before when that bill came up, that another bill 


it 


| provided for here, and other cases of a similar 
| character. That bill is intended as a substitute 
i for this. For that reason I move that this bill be 
| 
t 


The motion was agreed to. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 


| Thomas Pember. | It proposes to direct the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury to audit the | 
account of Thomas Pember, and to pay him the | 
difference between the compensation of acaptain’s | 
clerk and a purser: on board the United States 


the ship Electra, from July 1, 1847, to February i 


The bill was reported to the Senate without! 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was subsequently read a third 
i time and passed. ~ : 
i 
| MARK BEAN AND RICHARD H.. BEAN. 
The bill for the relief of Mark Bean and Richard | 

H. Bean was stated to be the next in order. It; 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Tressury | 
to pay to Mark Bean and Richard H. Bean, of | 


i 


; Arkansas, the sum of $15,000, as a compensation į 


and indemnity in full for losses sustained by them | 
in their removal under the third article of the treaty | 


abill which ought not to pass the Senate. 


with the Cherokee Indians, of May 6, 1828, by 
which they were forced to abandon not only the 
lands which they had settled, cultivated, and im- 
proved, but an extensive manufactory of salt, 
warehouses, dwelling-houses, and other large im- 
provements. i j 


Mr: BAYARD. When the bill was up before, 
it was opposed. by the Senator from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Unperwoop,] nòw absent as one of the com- 
mittee of the Senate, who has gone to accompany 
the remains of his late colleague. I think the bill 
ought not to be acted upon in his absence. He 
may wish to continue that discussion. Certainly, 
as Í understood his argument then, this is clearly 
1 Ihave 
no desire to discussit myself. Iam not sufficiently 
familiar with its details to do. so, but T have no 


-doubt he would discuss it, for he is opposed to it, 


and J think hë was very. successful in. showing 

why it should not passe I think the billought not 

to be taken up in his absence, and therefore l move 

to postpone ‘its consideration till Friday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT T. NORRIS. 


The Senate resumed, as-in Committee of. the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Robert T. Norris. It provides for the payment 
to Robert T. Norris, of the sum of dollars, in 
consideration of injuries received by him while 
acting as a pilot under the direction of the collector 
of éustoms in New York. 
` Mr. SEWARD. . I move to fill the blank with 
$500. oe : a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. {f would. like to hear the re- 
port in that case read.. : 

The report was accordingly read; from which it 
appears, that Robert T. Norris was a regularly 
trained and licensed pilot in New York; that in 
September, 1839, he was directed by the collector 
of the customs of that port to pilot a floating light- 
ship, belonging to the United States, from the East 
river to the station off Sandy Hook; and while 
performing this duty, and engaged in the act of 
mooring the vessel, the chain-cable slipped out of 
the hawse-hole‘on the port-bow, in consequence 
of one of the stoppers giving way, and coming in 
contact with his person; badly injuring his right 
leg, and so violently injuring the left, that ampu- 
tation was afterwards necessarily performed. 
this accident the petitioner was disabled from pur- 
suing his avocation, and his means of support 


were rendered very precarious. The committee 


consider that the accident having happened on 
board a ship belonging to the Government, under 
its management, and while the party was engaged 
in the service of the Government, it is a case 
commending itself to the magnanimity, if not to 
the justice, of the United States. At the same 
time, the committee say that they cannot advise 


|| the precedent of granting pensions for injuries and 


wounds received in the civil service of the United 
States. . They therefore have thought proper to 
submit a bill providing for the payment of a fixed 
sum; and they refer, as a precedent, to the report 
made in the House of Representatives, May 2d, 
1850,-in the case of Eli Darling. 

Mr. FELCH. I wish that this bill should be 
laid over until another day. I see, by the pro- 
ceedings heretofore, that a bill for the same object 
once passed the House, came to the Senate, was 
reported upon adversely here, and. the bill was 
finally indefinitely postponed. I would like to 
look into that adverse report. ; 

Mr. HUNTER. This bill. ought to be laid 
over. It seems to me it introduces a new princi- 
ple—the granting of pensions to pilots. 

Mr. FELCH. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until Friday next. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEWIS H. BATES AND WILLIAM LACON. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Lewis H. Bates and William Lacon. It pro- 
poses to authorize the accounting officers to audit 
and allow the claim of Bates & Lacon for losses 
and damages sustained by them in consequence 
of the proceedings. of the custom-house officers in 


| New York, in exacting from them, on certain im- 


portations of iron into that port, made between 
June Ist, 1829, and January Ist, 1832, higher du- 
ties than were required by law, and in seizing and 
libeling those goods on the refusal of Bates & 
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Lacon to enter the same subject to higher duty, 
and for certain costs of court paid by them, and 
not. reimbursed. a : 

Mr. FELCH. I move to-postpone the further 
consideration of this bill. I find that it is in the 
same situation with the one last up. ` : 

The motion was agreed to.” > eray, 

“RICHARD MACKALL. -` Fe 

The PRESIDENT announced that the next 
billon the Calendar was-one for the relief of Rich- 
ard Mackall. 208 Pe Eon 

Mr. BAYARD expressing*a wish to debate the 
bill, it was passed over, 2 oe Se N o 

HENRY KING. _ 


‘The Senate resumed, as in. Committee. of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for. the relief 
of the representatives of Henry King. It. pro- 
poses’ to ‘direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to the legal representatives of Henry King the 
sum of $8,140 for his services inthe third Mary- 
land regiment, and in’ the commissary: department’ 
during the revolutionary war. °. 7 0] 

Mr. BAYARD. I do-not desire to oppose this’ 
claim, or to- discuss the bill, if those who advocate 
it are willing to, have it, amended by striking out 


the allowance of interest. ‘I move to amend the» 


bill by striking-out the sum of $8,140,” and in- 


serting ** ¢1,817°36.”. On’ the, face’ of the bill itf 


does not appéar that any interest. is allowed, ‘but 
in point of fact the claim originally for revolution- 
ary services was. $1,817 36.. The réport -of the 
committee shows that interest te the amount of 

6,332 64 is allowed upon the claim, and embod- 
ied in the bill, as if it were’ part of the claim. I 
move to amend the bill in that way, and if the 
amendment.shall’be agreed to without discussion, 


I shall not oppose the bill.’ Othérwise I shall-be, 


compelled to oppose’it. Iam opposed to paying 
four times the amount of the claim... 2-2 
Mr. SHIELDS. I-would.like to hear the re 
port read. wie tt CONE os tigen . 
Mr. BAYARD.” If interest is to be claimed, I 
shall discuss the‘bill;, but if interest is not claimed, 
I have no objection:to make to the bill. 


The réport was read, from which it appears that 
the. claim is for the services of Henry King as | 


sergeant in the third Maryland regiment ‘from 
May 30th to October 20th, 1778, at the rate of $10 
per month; as commissary.’s clerk- from October 
Qist to. December Bist, 1778, at $35 per month; 
as commissary’s clerk from January Ist, 1779, to 
April 19th, 1780, at $50 per month; as-assistant 
commissary of. issues from May 10th, 1780,: to 
September 10th, 1781, at $75. per month, and for 
a retained ration during a’small part of the time, 
which latter item amounts to €8 15s., haking the’ 
total £862. 10s.. The United States are credited 
with various payments. during that time, amount- 
ing to £180 18s. 8d.. 0 i reese 
Mr. SHIELDS. “I would suggest that this bill 


be laid over-for the present, ‘and that we go on || 


with cases requiring less’ time and less trouble. 
There are several matters involved here that may, 
in my humble‘opinion, lead to an immense amount 
of claims upon. the Government: Forone, I want, 
to examine this matter. very carefully. If we es- 
tablish the principle here involved; we may have 
to continue. it in other cases. y 
principle of the case‘ is wrong. I dg not object 
merely to.the allowance of interest; but I have my 
doubis.as to whether the prinċipal should be paid. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator propose 


to discuss the bill? ` 3 
Mr. SHIELDS: Yes, gir. © 7 a5, 
The PRESIDENT. . It will be passed over. - 

JOHN JACKSON AND OTHERS, i 
The Senate resumied,-as in Committee of the 

Wholé, the consideration of the bill for the relief 

of John. Jackson, Joseph Pineau, arid Louis A.. 

S. Smith. It proposes to direct the Secretary of 

the Treasury to pay to these persons the mileage 


allowed by jaw to witnesses attending the courts: 


of the-United-States, from Port-au-Prince, in the 
Island of St. Domingo, tothe city of Boston. 
Mr. GEYER. Mr. President, I ‘understand 


that there are some-differences in thé mode of | 


computing mileage, and it is desirable-to avoid 
that. The sum which it. was intended to. al- 
low to’ these witnesses was $180 each.. I there- 
fore move to amend it, by striking out the words 
‘mileage allowed by law to,” and to insert ‘the 
sum of $180 each for their mileage as;’’ so. that 


-|| panying that bill? If there ‘be I would like to 


I am afraid that the. 


the bill shall provide for paying them “ the ‘sum 
of $180 each for their mileage as witnesses attend 
ing the courts of the United States,’? &c- y 

‘The amendment.was agreed to, the bill was re- 
| ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed fora third reading. It was subséQuently 
-read a third time and passed.: - g 


`. HIRAM MOORE AND JOHN HASCALL. 


calli- ‘The bill has been read once, and will now 
be read a second time. ee oe 

The bill was accordingly read a second time, 
and considered. by the Senate as in Committee of 
the’ Whole. a ea a ee ee ea ae 

It. provides that there be granted te Hiram 
Moore and John Hascall, citizens of the’ United 
States, and to their heirs, assigns, and legal. repre- 
sentatives, for the term’ of fourteen years, from 


exclusive right-and liberty of making; construct- 


-used, the improvements for cutting,: thrashing, or 
cleaning grain, or either 'of them, and embraced 
“in the model, drawings, or specifications connected 
‘with letters-patent granted to them, on the 28th 
day of June, 1836, fora machine commonly known 
as‘ Moore & Hascall’s. Harvéstmg.-Machine,”’ 
together with the improvements invented by them, 
or either.of them, in -petfeeting:said machine, or 
any part thereof, from the date of their original 
patent, to the day from which the same is hereby 
renewed and extended. And that the Commis- 


a certificate of such renewal and extension; and 
append an authenticated. copy thereof to the ori- 
-ginal, patent, “withthe proper specifications and 
claims; Providèd, That the said patentees shall 
-fiist “pay into the Treasury, to the ‘credit of. the 
patent: fund, the fees required by Jaw ‘for the re- 
newal of extension of patents: And provided fùr- 
\ ther, That all rights and interésts in said patent 
heretofore granted or assigned by said patentees, 
or by their duly authorized agents, in their name, 
shall inuré to- and be enjoyed by such assignees 
and purchasers thereof, respectively, during ‘the 
renewed term of ‘said patent, upon the same con- 
ditions and to.the same extent as for the term that 


Mr. JAMES. I.wish to offer an amendment 
to that bill. It is to add the following proviso: 
Provided, Thatany additional claim to said Jetters-patent 
of 1836, so made and -presented to the Patent Office ‘for 
a patent improvement.or addition, and shall. by this act in, 


the same manner be open'to ‘be contested on the ground of 
‘priority of invention, or other legal grounds. . ive € 


Mr. HUNTER, Is there any report accom- 


a 


hear it read. ` , 

The PRESIDENT. There is no report: 

Mr HUNTER. I should like to hear. some 
explanation of the bill from some of its friends, as’ 
-there ig no-report. ~ - i 

Mr. FELCH I believe there is no printed 
‘repòrt. The'amendment of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, if I understand it correctly, will 
„probably lead to some. debate; and 1. therefore 
move to postpone thé further consideration of. the 


The motion was agreed to: -= 
s a, ADJOURNMENT OVER. f 
_ Mr. HALE. I move that when the Senate 


next... 3 
. Mr. ADAMS. Task 
i that metion. * >. i 2 
Mr. SHIELDS. I hope the Senator will with 
draw the call forthe yeas and nays. © |” 3 
_ Mr. HALE: No, let him have them. . 
The yeas and riays were ordered. © ~~ me 
‘Mr. WALKER. - I should like-to ascertain, 
Mr. President, if that motion is in order on private 
bill day? - ` ae ee : 
The PRESIDENT. Certainly; ‘it is.a motion 
toadjourn. 0 e o e ei 
Mr. WALKER. No, it is -not a motion to ad- 
liourn, buta motion to regulate adjournment... 
The PRESIDENT. It is. perfectly consistent 
with private business, = | 


Me WALKER. No; itis entirely public bùsi- 


ness. ames 


© The PRESIDENT. The-next bill in order is | 
a bill for the relief of Hiram Moore and Jolin Has- 


the 27th day-of June, A. D. 1850, the full. and |; 


ing, using, and vending’ to others to be made or: 


sioner of Patents be directed and required to make. |; 


did exist when such sale or assignment was made. |} 


letters-patent, under. the. provisions of this act, shall be for | 


bill until Friday next. : Ye OM 


adjourns to-day, it do adjourn to meet on Monday; 


for the yeas and nays on | 


~The question was then taken on the motion, and” 
resulted=-yeas 30, nays 10; as follows: > ` “vi 
YLAS—Messrs. . Atchison, “Bayard, Borland; -B 
Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Chasé, Cooper, De Saussure, . 
Downs, Feich, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Hanilin, James, Man-. 
gum, Meriwether, Miller, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk;.Se- 
; bastian, Shields, Soulé; Toucey, Upham, and Wade. : 
NAYS=Messrs. Adams, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of. Iowa, Jones ‘of Towa, King, Mailory, Seward,: 
Spruance, and Walker—10: - me we a 
: ‘So the motion was agreed to... 


~ JOSHUA KENNEDY. > 


- “The Senate took up ** A“ bill forthe ‘relief. of. 
|| the legal representatives of Joshua Kennedy; de- 

| ceased,” which was teadja, Second time.and con-~ 
| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. - The bill ~ 
i provides that the Secretary-of the Freasury pay * 


‘ll to: the legal. representatives of ‘Joshua Kennedy, 


deceased, out of any moneys not otherwise ‘ap- 
propriated, the sum-of $6,500, in full compensa» `. 
.tion for the destruction of property by the Creek: 
| Indjans in the year 813.00 ba ret 
_. The report from the.Committee on-Indian Af- 
fairs was read, in which they. state that the de- 
struction for which the petitioners :ask indemnity ` 
did not’ take ‘place** while’ the troops occupied ` 


‘*such occupation was the cause of its, destruc- 
‘tion;’* so that the case, in the opinion of the còm- ~ 


| mittee, comes. clearly. within-the spit, if not the - 


jletter, of the act_of 1816, and the ‘supplement 
thereto. Ifthe military. occupation,be the'exciting ~ 
cause of the destruction, it is difficult’ to imagine 
what differenée the précise moment at which. the: 
\ destruction took place can make. - Ttis the feeling 
of hostility, created, on the patt-of the enemy by.. 
the act of the.Government in.erecting a‘source” of > 
annoyance in their neighborhood, which: makes 
the Governmentliable for the consequences. of -its 
' own act, and not the particular.time chosen. by 
the enemy to satisfy its- vengeance.’ In the ‘case. 
under consideration, the petitioner had otiginally 
erected his -buildings and other. improvements 
under. the assurance given ih the President’s proc- - 
lamation, that thè'persons and property of settlers 
should be: protected. Subsequently these build- 
ings were converted.into. a temporary fort by an 
‘officer of the Government, and as‘such became the - 
point of assault to ‘the: Indians immediately. after. 
their successful. attack on Fort Mimms and the 
| massacre of. its garrison. - It'is true, the-party of 
troops which. had occupied the premises had, in 
their panic occasioned . by the ‘destruction ‘and 
slaughter at Fort Mimms, retired; but immedi- 
ately after that. destruction, and whilst the ,mili- 
tary defenses were’ still in; existence, the premises 
‘were attacked and destroyed by the enemy. ` 
‘Mr. BAYARD. I would like to look. into the 
| report.which- purports to. be annexed to. the re- 
port which has been read, giving the result-of.a 
former examination of. a committee, whiéh isnot 


| Stated. in.that report: ‘There are some principles 


i stated here to which I cannot assent, in regard to 
the construction of the law of 1817. - The com- 


| mittee say that they have examined the case with 


| great care; and. that they find the- facts to: bein 
accordance with the report of .the:Committea on” 
| Claims óf the Thirtieth Congress, “filed, and: in- 
tended to be made a part hereof.’’» That report is 
not printed, and the facts alluded to dé not appear 
in this. -report at.alli “I move- to` postpone the 
-further consideration of the bill antil Friday next. 
The PRESIDENT. -Thè report to which ‘the ` 
| Senator-alludes has:been printed: Pe 
i Mr RUSK. I wish to say one word, sir, in 
i regard to this matter. à; yates 
| The PRESIDENT: 
‘sion. i N A A ; 
Mr. RUSK. -I donot propose to discuss the . 
| question. I merely wish-te explain the nature of 
* the other report. : = : 


“There “ean be no discus- 


Mr. RUSK. Ii Know it is, but the.Senator 


it, and I wish to,save him the- trouble of an’ ex-`. 
amination. ~ I believe there have beén adverse re- . 
ports in both ¢ases—an adverse report once, and . 
two reparts in favor of it. The principal difficulty 
arose from this claimant not complying with the 
Jaw in -regard to indemnity’ in such cases. . ‘The 
law: was passed with a limitation, and ‘that lim- 
| itation expired before. any decision was “made on 


i the subject, though the case- was presented to. the 


Commissioner. This was the catise of the differ- 


“| ence between the two reports. 


right, - 


.the property; but, there can ~be;no doubt that”, 


The PRESIDENT. The other report is printed. : 


from Delaware {[Mr..Bayarp] has not examined: . 
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The PRESIDENT. The Chair 4 must inter- 
fere to prevent discussion. Does the Senator from | 
Delaware. make any motion? v ` 

Mr. BAYARD. I would rather like to look | 
into the facts, and examine the law of 1817. |. 

The further consideration of the bill was then | 
postponed until Friday, next. š 


LIBUTENANT We D. PORTER. 


` Senate bill No. 254: was then taker ùp, “and | | 
read a second time; and considered by the Senate | 
as in Committee of the ‘Whole, beitig <A bill for 
the relief of Lieutenant W. D: "Porter. Bee 
The bill provides that. the Secretary of the | 
Treasury be directed to‘pay to Lieutenant W.. D. 
Porter, of the Navy:of the United: States, the sum 
of $1, 848 61, being for se. much money: expended | 
by him for expenses incurred in bringing Amin, 
Bey, of the. Turkish navy, and his attendants, to 
the United States, in the year 1950, at the request | 
-of the Minister Resident of the United. States at 
Constantinople. : 
No amendment being offered, the bill was re-i 
ported to ‘the’ Senate “without amendment, and : 
ordered to be engrossed. for a third reading... It : 
was subsequently. read a third time and passed’ 


BANCROFT WOODCOCK. 


The Senate took up: Senate bill No..239, for he i! 
relief of Bancroft Woodcock... It was read a Sec- i 
ond time, and considered as in Committee of the | 
Whole. i 

It enacts that the several patents granted to'i 
Bancroft Woodcock, on the 26th day of January, || 
in the year 1832 vend on the 23d day of November, rj; 
in the yèar 1836, and on the 14th day of June in | 
the year 1837, and on the Sist day of January, in 
the year 1845, for his improvements. in ‘the self- 
sharpening plow, be.renewed and extended for the | 
term of ten years, from and after the passage of. | 
the act; provided, the said Bancroft. Woodcock ii 
shall, within three months after the passage of the ʻi 
act, make and file in the Patent Office amended i 
specifications of his inventions, for the purpose 
of correcting defects therein; anid shall pay the 
legal fees and charges thereof. And the Commis- 
sioner of Patents is directed to receive the surren- 
der of the said patents; and on payment of the 
fees and charges provided by law for the extension 
of patents, to issue to: Bancroft Woodcock new: 

atents, with amended specifications; provided, 

even er, that said patents, issued.under the act, | 

shall have no more force or effect as evidence, or 
oiher wise, than if the renewal and extension had i 
been made by the Board of Extensions or the’ 
Commissioner of Patents, before the expiration of | 
the original patents; and provided further, that all 
persons now enjoying the lawful use of machines | 
constructed under the patents.aforesaid may con- 
tinue to use the same, notwithstanding the act. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That bill, as I understand. it, 
is intended to revive a great many old expired 
patents. -. 

Mr. JAMES. Ifthe Senator from Illinois will 
permit me, I will explain the bil in a few words. 
Mr. Bancroft Woodcock had taken out four pat- j 
ents for his inventions, the last of which expires |; 
in 1859.. The object of the renewal is simply to'i 
confirm to him the rights and. privileges which | 
heretofore belonged to him, and without which the | 
last improvement would be of no value. Mr. 
Woodcock is a hard-working mechanic, and the 
committee have examined his claim, and are sat- 
isfied of its justice and. propriety. The exten- 
sion, nominally for ten years, is, in reality only || ! 
for three years, because the patent which he at H 
preseatholds, expires in 1859. ‘The benefit which A 
willbe really conferred on Mr. Woodcock, will be || 
the extension of the other patents, of which the 
last is an improvement, during that time. 

Mr. SHIELDS... I believe I understand the bill | 
now. The last patent which Mr. Woodcock ob- : 
tained expires in 1859, and. he asks for an exten- 
sion of it—being-an improvement on many previ- j 
ous patents—for a term of three years, and he de- 
sires to have the previous patents superadded, as | 
it were, to the last patent? 

Lreally do not know whether this is a matter 
upon which we can legislate properly. Tam not | 
acquainted with the subject: but it appears to me : 
to bea question for.the consideration of the Com- 
missioner of Patents, rather than for the action o 
the Senate. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | i 
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I the captors of thé frigate Philadelphia, 


Ann Robinson;” 
‘and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


| the first article. of the treaty of Ghent, and paid 


‘he is entitied for his services as an acting purser 


HI desire to hear it read. 


| ber, in the said year 1842, the ship Concord, being 
| engaged in the pursuit of slaves, was wrecked at! i 


-Lieutenant Gardner, then the senior officer belong- 


ve under the nécessity of passing che bill over, if iE 
y discussion-sbould arise on it. 

Mir. SHIELDS. I shall not offer any further | 
obj ection to'the bill 
Mis WALKER. I object to it. 

The. PRESIDING “OFF FICER. 
| passed övet. 


CYRUS H. McCORMICK. 


- The jext bill in order was a bill for the relief of | 
Cyras H. McCormick: 
Mr. NORRIS. I propose to discuss that bill | 
„when itcomes up. it as, therefore, üntiecessary i 
to read itnow. z 

The bill was: accordingly passed over. 


“CAPTORS. OF THE FRIGATE. PHILADELPHIA. | j 
The next- bill in order wasa.bill for the relief of | 


Te will be 


Mr. ALE. I shall discuss that bille 
it to be passed over. ; 
The bill was accordingly passed ‘over. 


FREDERICK, VINCENT... 

The next bill in order was-a bill for the relief of | 
| Frederick Vincent, administrator. of James’ Lè 
Caze, surviving pattner of Le Caze and. Mallett. 

Mr. BAYARD. ° That bill, I believe, reserves 
| interest onthe claim. F shall ‘wish to discuss that 
question, if it.is intended to give interest. From | 
so much of the report as, I have glanced at, Lam į 
-inelined to think: the Government never can be 
liable to interest -in‘such a case, either. on. prinei- 
ples of justice or equity; or on any other principle. 

The PRESIDENT. _ ‘Phe bill will: be passed 
over. ; 

Mr. BAYARD... Į would rather discuss it from | 

the phase of the réport. 

The bill was accordingly passed over, 


‘ANN ROBINSON, 
The Senate took up. ‘*-A bill for the relief of | 
which was read a second time, 


I wish | 


i 
| 
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It proposes to direct the Secretary of State to 
pay to Ann Robinson, of- Virginia, the sum’ of 

$380, it being the assessed value of: a slave,. car- | 
ried off from Virginia by the British forces, in 
| June, 1813, during the war declared by the United 
, States against Great Britain, if there be so much į 
remaining.of the fund of $1,204,960, provided by 


by Great Britain, abd accepted. by the United |} I 
Sitesi in full satisfaction for slaves and other prop- į 
erty carried off. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
: amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for.a, 
third reading. Tt was subsequently read a. third | 
time dud passed. 


GUSTAVUS A. DE RUSSY. 
The Senate then took up House bill No. 96, 


| being “A bill for the relief of Gustavus A. Dei 


Russy, late an-acting purser in the United States | 
Navy,” which had been rèad a second time, and! 
was eonsidered.as in Committee of the Whole. | 
It proposes-to authorize the Secretary of the i 
i Treasury to pay to Gustavus A. De Russy, late i 
an acting purser in-the Navy, the sum of $514, | i 
in full of the balance. of compensation to which ; 


Mr. FELCH. If there is a report ia that cas 

The report made by the committee of the House | 
of Representatives was read, in which the com- i 
mittee state, that the ship Concord, belonging then | 
to the. Brazilian squadron, was some time an the 
year 1842, by order of Commodore Morris, com- | 
mander of said squadron; sent to the coast of! 
Africa. William Bærum was. then captain of | 
said ship, and the said Gustavus A. De Russy | 
was captain’s clerk, the latter officer receiving the | 
pay of $500 per annum. In the month of Octo- 


i 


the mouth of Orange rivér, and the captain and | 
purser were lost in an attempt to cross the bar in | 
a boat. On the 7th of November, 1842, to fill the | 
office of purser thus made vacant, Mr. De Russy ! 
received-an acting appointment, under the hand of | 


ing to the wrecked Concord; and was duly placed | 
in “charge of the stores, moneys, accounts, and ef- | 
fects. of the former purser. He ‘assumed this | 
charge under ali the disadvantages consequent | 
upon a shipwreck on a desolate coast, and fulfilled ; 


it 


justly entitled, but which he cs annot obtain as the 


in all their details the. duties ofa purser to the 
officers and crew until-they were received on board 
the United States ship Pennsylvania, after their 
arrival in the United States. His services as 
i}spurser extended to the 31st of March, 1843. The 
pay of pursers in the Navy; as previously regu- 
lated by law, was $40 per month and-two rations 
per day, of the value of twenty cents each. In 
addition to this, however, certain: perquisites at- 
tached to the office, i in the shape of commissions 
on purchases, or profitson supplies; but on the 
barrer coast of Africa, where few supplies could 
be obtained, and’ they only from: a considerable 
distance and at great cost, Mr. De Russy was de- 
‘prived of the benefit of any .such perquisites: or 
emoluments, because he furnished the supplies at 
the cost of proeuring them. 

The- bill was reported to, the ‘Senate without 
j amendment; read a third time, and passed. 


‘PROTECTION. To THE TERRITORIES. 


“Mr. SHIELDS: -A ‘bill passed.this body this 
morning—House bill No. 259, -being “An act to 
provide” forthe protection ‘of. the: Territories of 
New Mexico and Oregon, and the States of Texas 
-and California,” when i ‘mipperied to be absent. 
Yesterday, by an amendment made to the body 
of the bill, “ Utah’? was inserted as one of the 
Territories’ to be protected, and it was omitted ine 
the title; I wish now to amend the title so as to 
assimilate it to the body’of the bill, and ask per- 
mission of the Senate to do so. 

Mr. RUSK.. “You have a. right to. make the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. The. bill can De amended 
as the Senator from Illinois desires, by the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate. If there be no ob- 
jection made, the title will be so amended. 

No objection being made, the title was Amended, 
accordingly. 


HEIRS OF THOMAS FLETCHER, DECEASED. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
‘Whole, to consider.the bill fromthe’ House of 
Representatives, entitled.“ An act for the relief of 
the executors and heirs of Thomas Fletcher, de- 
ceaséd,” which was reported, from the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, without amendment.” It'en- 
acts. that Wiliam M: Seddith, and Henry Daniel, 
the surviving executors; and Felix F. Fletcher, 
D. W. Fletcher, and À Margaret Washington, late 
Margaret. Fletcher, heirs of. Thomas Fletcher, 
shall be released and discharged from a certain 
penal bond, in the sum of $20, ,000, payable to the 
United States, executed by said Thomas Fletcher ; 
aaa One of the sureties: of Carey Nichols, May 28, 
1817. : 

The bill was reported tó the Senate: without 
amendment, ordered to be read a third time, and 
| being read a third time, was passed. 


SYLVESTER CHURCHILL. 


The bill for the relief of Sylvester Churchill was 
read a second time, and the Senate proceeded to 
consider it as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to require the Secretary of the Treasury 
to. pay to Sylvester Churchill, Inspector General of 
the United States Army, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $1,020 14, 
being the’ pay and emoluments.of his office from 
July 8, 1845, to January 21, 1848, to which he is 


law now stands, : 
- Fhe bill was reported to the Senate -without 
amendment: 

At the request of Mr. Davis, the report of the 
Committee on Military Affairs. was read, from 
which it appears.that Sylvester Churchill, of the 
United States Army, was appointed inspector gen- 
eral on the Lith of September, 1841, to rank from 
the 25th:of Jube of that year; and that on the 23d of 
August, 1842, a law was passed which, among 
other things, abolished the office of one of ‘the two 
inspectors general. of the Army. The President 
and Secretary of War, however, found it neces- 
sary, for reasons which they assign at length, to 
continue both until the 29th of April, 1845, during 
which time the memorialist dischar eed the duties 
of the office with acknowledged zeal and ability. 
On the 29th of April, 1845, the President deemed 
it necessary under the law alluded. to, to abolish 
the office. The memorialist, being the junior, 
was honorably discharged. T he necessity of the 
service, however, and the.injustice done a merit- 
orious ‘officer, induced Congress to restore the 
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orialist was restored to his former rank and emol- 
uments. During the interval from July, 8, 1845, 
to Qist January, 1846, he continued in the public 
employment, but by an oversight in the act which 
restored his office, he is unable to draw pay for 
that period without a special act. The amount 
was $1,020 14, to which he is justly entitled; and 
the committee concur with the War Department 
in recommending that justice be done in this case 
to a gallant and meritorious officer by the passage 
of a special law for his relief. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. It was subsequently read a third time 
and passed. . 


W. K. AND APHIA JENNINGS. 


The bill for the relief of W. K. and Aphia Jen- 
nings was read a second time, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider it, as in Committee of the 
Whole. It directs the Secretary of State to pay 
to W. K. Jennings and Aphia Jennings, in the 
State of Virginia, the sum of $1,120, being the 
assessed value of four slaves carried off by the 
British forces in the month of June, 1814,—being 
the legal representatives of William Bean, de- 
ceased, who was the representative of Sarah Ul- 
mer, his sister, who died in his lifetime, and who 
had lost three slaves, Esther, and two children, 
the said Bean having lost a negro man named 
Sam,—if there be so much remaining of the sum 
of $1,200,409 60, paid by Great Britain to indem- 
nify the United States for slaves and other pro- 
perty carried off by Great Britain during the war, 
and which the United States accepted in full sat- 
isfaction of the same, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 


ANDREW SMITH. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider House bill entitled ‘‘ An act 
for the relief of Andrew Smith,” which was re- 

orted from the Committee on the Post Office and 

ost Roads without amendment. 

lt proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to pay to Andrew Smith, of Campbellton, in 
Georgia, $100, in satisfaction for two Treasury 
notes, specially indorsed to his order, and alleged 
to have been abstracted from the mail between 
Hamburg, Mississippi, and Campbellton, Geor- 
gia, each for $50, on his producing satisfactory 
evidence to the Secretary that they were so in- 
dorsed and mailed to him, and abstracted as afore- 
said, and paid under a forged order of the said 
Smith. 

Mr. BAYARD. I perceive that the report 
made by the committee in that case is adverse, 
and I therefore move that the bill be indefinitely 
postponed. I take it for granted that the Senator 
from Texas [Mr. Rusk] would not have made an 
adverse report, unless it was absolutely neces- 
sary. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was in- 
definitely postponed. 


JOHN A. BRYAN. 


The joint resolution for the relief of John A. 
Bryan, was read a second time, and the Senate 
roceeded to consider it as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to require the Secretary of 
War to receive proof of the number of days that 
John A. Bryan was engaged in the discharge of the 
duties of a commissioner, to make and carry into 
effect the treaty with the Wyandot Indians, he be- 
ing appointed commissioner for the purpose afore- 
said, by the Secretary of War, on the 19th of April, 
1836, and pay said Bryan at the rate of eight dol- 
lars per day, for the time so engaged, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, deducting therefrom any amount which he 
may have heretofore received for said service. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Sen- 


ate without amendment, ordered to be engrossed | 


for a third reading, and, being read a third time, 
was passed. 
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office; and on the 21st of January, 1846, the mem- 


ji damages which he actually sustained as owner by 
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ELISHA W. B. MOODY. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill to reimburse to Elisha 
W. B. Moody moneys paid by him as owner of 
the British bark Sarah in the rescue of the passen- 
gers and crew of the American ship Caleb Grim- 
shaw. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Treasury to audit and pay to Elisha W. B. Moody, 
on having satisfactory proof that he was the owner 
of the British bark Sarah, such sums of money 
as he paid for disbursements in or about the rescue 
of the passengers and crew of the American ship 
Caleb Grimshaw, which took fire at sea in 1848, 
and in carrying them to New York, together with 


reason of his performing that humane act, to be 
shown to the satisfaction of the said Secretary, 
and not to exceed $5,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was subsequently read a third | 
time and passed. 


ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. i 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of the 
Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company. It 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to said railroad company, assignees of the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, $120,000 in full of 
money advanced by- the said Commonwealth to 
the Government of the United States in erecting 
public buildings in the District of Columbia, in 
pursuance of an act of the General Assembly of 
the said Commonwealth, approved 27th Decem- 
ber, 1790. i 

The following amendment was formerly sub- 
mitted by Mr. BRODHEAD. To add two ad- 
ditional sections to the bill: 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said Secre- 
tary be further directed to pay to the State of Maryland, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
$72,000, in full for money advanced by the said State to the 
United States for the same purpose mentioned in the fore- 
going section, in pursuance of an act of said State, entitled 
< An act concerning the District of Columbia and the city 
of Washington,” approved December 19, 1791, and the res- 
olutions of their Assembly of the previous session. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary | 
of the Treasury be directed to pay, out of any money in the | 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the treasurer of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, for the use of the said 
Commonwealth, the sum of $100,000, in full compensation 
for fitting up, for the use and occupation by Congress and 
the public officers, of the public buildings in the city of 
Philadelphia, then belonging to the said Commonwealth. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope this will be passed 
over. Ishall have something to say upon it when 
it comes up. . 

The bill was accordingiy passed over. 


MARIA TAYLOR. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to the consideration of the bill for the re- 
lief of Maria Taylor, reported from the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims. It proposes to enact 
that Mrs. Maria Taylor, wife of William R. Tay- 
lor, of the parish of Ascension, State of Louisiana, 
claiming in her own right a certain tract of land 
in that parish, near its upper limits, on the left 
bank of the river Mississippi, containing eleven 
and a half arpents by forty in depth, bounded 
above by the land of the late Jean Louis Parent, 
and below by that of the late Pierre Prospere, | 
together with the land immediately adjacent to and | 
back of the said tract, containing twelve arpents | 
front by forty additional in depth, with such di- | 
verging of the lateral lines as to embrace an area | 
of five hundred acres, be confirmed in the title | 
thereto: Provided, That this act shall only be con- | 
strued as a relinquishment of the Government of | 
all claim to the said tract of land: And provided, | 
also, That it shail not operate against the claim of | 
any other person to the said tract of land. 

The report of the Committee on Private Land 
Claims was read, from which it appears that the 
petitioner states that she is the lawful owner and | 
proprietor of a certain plantation situated in the 
parish of Ascension, State of Louisiana, near its | 
upper limits, on the left bank of the Mississippi 
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river, composed of two tracts mentioned in the 
bill; that she derived the title to one tract,.as de- 
scribed, through sundry main conveyances from 
the original’ proprietors, whose possession com- 
menced long anterior to the treaty of cession of 
Louisiana, and which have been continued unin- 
terrupted by any subsequent owners to the present 
time; that the possession and occupancy of the 
rear tract has also been continued nearly the same . 
length of time; but a confirmation of the. title 
thereto could not be obtained in consequence ofits 
being included within the limits of the survey of 
the Houma grant, made by one of the claimants 
under that grant, and that in order to remove this 
objection Carlosde Armas, under whomshe claims, 
on the 26th of December, 1816, purchased from 
General Wade Hampton, who had acquired that 
grant bp purchase, all his right and title to: said 
tract. The committee are satisfied that all the 
material facts stated by the petitioner are estab- 
lished by documents on file, accompanying the 
petition; and, considering the long uninterrupted 
possession and cultivation of the land, are of opin- 
ion that the petitioner is entitled to relief, and ac- 
cordingly report a bill. 

Mr. FELCH. [ask that this may be laid over 
until next week. 
The bill was accordingly passed over. 


JAMES HIGGINBOTHAM. 


The bill for the relief of James Higginbotham 
was read a second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It provides that James 
Higginbotham be authorized to relinquish to the 
United States, in such form as the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shall prescribe, the 
south half of section No. 29, township No. 81, 
north of range 23 west, in the district of land of- 
fered for sale at lowa City, in the State of Iowa; 
and, npon the relinquishment being made, he shall 
be authorized to enter, in lieu thereof, the south 
half of section 27, in the same township, or, if the 
same be sold, any other half section of land sub- 
ject to private entry at the land office at Iowa 

ity. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 


THOMAS MARSTON TAYLOR. 


The bill for the relief of Thomas Marston Tay- 
lor was read a second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
allow to Thomas Marston Taylor, a purser in the 
United States Navy, in the settlement of his ac- 
counts, such deficiency as shall be shown ‘to ex- 
ist by reason of his making deposits of Treasury 
notes in the Phenix bank, Charlestown, Massa- 
chusetts, subsequently to the month of April, 
1842; and shall also allow to him such reasonable 
and proper expenses as he has actually incurred 
and paid in prosecuting any suit brought to en- 
force the supposed priority of the claim of the 
United States over other creditors, upon the just 
assets of the bank in the hands of the trustees; 
evidence thereof being furnished by the said Tay- 
lor to the accounting efficers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 


JOHN J. SYKES. 


The bill for the relief of John J. Sykes was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to direct the Postmaster 
General to cause to-be paid to John J. Sykes, or 
his legal representatives, such sum of money as 
may appear to be due to him for services ;endered 
and disbursements made by him, as assistant mail: 
agent in California, from October 19th, 1850, to 
December 25th of the same year, on the produc- 
tion of satisfactory vouchers, showing that such 
gervices were actually rendered and disbursements 
made. pod f 

The bill was reported to: the Senate without 
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amendment, and@ ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third reading. lt was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 


WADE ALLEN. 


The bill for the relief of Wade Allen was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. {t proposes to direct the Postmaster 
General to adjust and settle the claim of Wade 
Allen, deceased, for extra services performed as 
contractor under the firm of Allen & Kitchen, in 
transporting the mail from Montgomery to Mo- 
bile, in the State of Alabama, during the years 
1844 and 1845, and to allow and pay to the legal | 
representatives of Wade Allen a just and legal 
compensation for the extra services performed by | 
him in carrying the mails one month in each of 
those years over that route on a different schedule, | 
and in a less time than he was required to do by 
his contract; that compensation to be estimated by 
reference to the original contract and the special : 
contract, if any such shall be proved to have been | 
made in relation to the performance of such extra 
services. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a !; 


third reading. It was subsequently read a third 
time, and passed. 


WILLIAM P. S. SANGER. 


The bill for the relief of William P. S. Sanger 
was read a second time, and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the 
proper accounting officers of the Treasury to pay 
to William P. S. Sanger the same rate of com- 
pensation for the time he was employed as engi- 
neer at the Norfolk navy-yard, as was allowed by | 
the act of Congress, approved September 28th, 
1850, to James Heron, for services which he had | 
rendered at the Pensacola navy-yard. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the reading of the 
report in that case. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brierr in 
the chair.) There is no report. 

Mr. GWIN. There is no report, but there is 
a letter from the Navy Department which I ask 
may be read. 

The Secretary accordingly read a letter from the 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, stating | 
that Mr. Sanger performed the services referred 
to; that he performed them to the satisfaction of | 
the Bureau, and that he asks merely the same | 
allowance as was made by Congress to the civil | 
engineers at the New York and Pensacola navy- | 


yards for similar services, and the Bureau recom- į 

mend the allowance of the claim. 
Mr. WALKER. 

stand that this is one of a class of cases where it 

is proposed to allow compensation to an officer 

because he happened to perform duty. 

Mr. GWIN. Additional duty. 

Mr. WALKER. Itis additional compensation | 


for performing duty. It 


Mr.GWIN. Additional compensation for per- | 
forming additional duty. 
Mr. WALKER. This person was required to 
perform duties as civil engineer at the Norfolk 
navy-yard. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator object to the consideration of the bill? 
Mr. WALKER. No, sir. I wish simply to | 
remind the Senate of what they are doing. I do: 
not wish to see a principle established by which | 
we are to pay additional compensation to every | 
man in office who happens to perform some duty. | 
Mr. FELCH. I would like to inquire of the | 
chairman of the committee who reported this bill, : 
whether any compensation was ever before given | 
for these services ? 
Mr. GWIN. If the gentleman had attended to | 


the reading of the letter from the Chief of the Bu- | 


reau of Yards and Docks, he would have seen that . 


the proposition is to give to this officer precisely | 


the same compensation which was given to officers 
at New York and Pensacola for services like those 
performed by Mr. Sanger. This is the third in- 
stance of the kind; an 


I wish the Senate to under- |! 


d Mr. Sanger is the only |! 


Mr. FELCH. I find that two bills have been 
passed for the relief of William P. S. Sanger. I 
do not know whether it is the same individual or 
not. My inquiry is whether those bills were 
passed providing compensation for the same ser- 
vices. I think it would be better to let the subject 
He over in order to examine it. 

Mr. PEARCE. This bill is for an entirely dif- 
ferent purpose from the bills referred to by the 
Senator from Michigan. Those bills were passed 
for the relief of Messrs. Sanger & De la Roche. 

Mr. GWIN. This gentleman is one of the most 
worthy officers in the employment of the Govern- 
ment. I have examined this claim very thorough- 
ly, and I was at first under the impression that the 
Naval Committee had accompanied the bill with 
a report. At any rate, the committee unani- 
mously recommend the passage of the bill. They 
believed he was entitled to the additional compen- 
sation, as other officers who performed similar 
services had received it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 


WILLIAM G. WILLIAMS. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain William G. Williams was read a sec- 


| ond time and considered as in Committee of the 


i| sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 


officer who has not been paid additional compen- | 
sation for those additional services. 


Mr. FELCH. The Senator does not under- i 


stand my inquiry. I wish to know whether any | 
bill ever passed before providing for the payment 
of this individual for these services? 

Mr. GWIN. No,sir. 


Whole. It proposes to authorize the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to adjust and 
settle the accounts of the late Captain William G. 
Williams, of the Corps of Topographical Engi- 
neers, and to allow the amount of certain vouch- 
ers alleged to have been lost in consequence of 


Captain Williams having been killed in the battle 


of Monterey; not exceeding $300, the balance 
appearing against him; and that the three months’ 
extra pay allowed by the act of July, 1848, be 
aid to the widow or orphan children of said Wil- 
iams, 


Mr. PRATT. I propose to amend the bill by 


| adding at the end of it these words: ‘* out of any 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. It was subsequent- 
ly read a third time and passed. 


FRANCIS B. STOCKTON. 
The bill for the relief of Francis B. Stockton 


|! was read a second time and considered as in Com- 
i mittee of the Whole. 


It proposes to direct the 
proper accounting officer to pay to Francis B. 
Stockton, a purserin the United States Navy, the 
sum of $67 57, being the amount of losses sus- 
tained by him by reason of making his deposits 


of public moneys in the Phenix Bank of Charles- ; 


town, Massachusetts. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading. 
time and passed. 


WALTER COLTON. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Walter Colton was read a second time and con- 
It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Teekay to 
pay to the legal representatives of the late Walter 
Colton, the sum of $7,865 33, being the amount 


It was subsequently read a third 


Afterwards, upon a thorough investigation of the 
question, I felt that I had not understood it at the 
time I objected to it; and I determined that if it 
ever came up again, I should net make any op- 
position to it. I saw Mr. Colton, after I opposed 
the bill. He called upon me, and laid his papers 
| before me, and ] went through an examination of 
them. Heis now dead; and the bill now provides 
for paying the amount to his legal representatives. 
I make this statement, because I recollect that 
| formerly I opposed the claim very violently; and 
afterwards, upon a thorough examination of it, E 
felt that it was a just one. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘I did not make the objection on 
my own account. I do not know that I have any 
opinion about the bill. I recollected that there 
were gentlemen who opposed the claim, and E 
wished to state that fact. I withdraw any objec- 
i tion which I have made to the bill, if other gen- 
tlemen are satisfied. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


| amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


| third reading. It was subsequently read a third 
| time and passed. 


WILLIAM GRA¥SON. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER announced that 
| the next bill upon the Calendar was one for the 
relief of the heirs of Colonel William Grayson. 

Mr. UPHAM. There is some dispute about 
that bill, and I ask that it may be passed over. 

It was passed over. 

ANN C. BELKNAP. 

The bill granting a pension to Mrs. Ann Č. 
Belknap was read a second time and considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
require the Secretary of the Interior to place the 
name of Mrs. Ann C. Belknap, widow of the late 
Brigadier William G. Belknap, on thelist of pen- 
sioners, and pay her a pension per month at the 
| rate of half the monthly pay to which her late 
husband was entitled at the time of his death; the 
pension to commenceon the Ist of January, 1852; 
and to continue during her widowhood. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

It was subsequently read a third time and 
passed. 


SANTIAGO E. ARGUELLO. 

The bill for the relief of Santiago E. Arguello 
i was read a second time and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Santiago 
E. Arguello, late a captain in the California bat- 
talion, the sum of $11,548 for losses of property 
sustained by him during the period of said ser- 
vice, and in consequence thereof. 

Mr. HALE called for the reading of the report, 
and it was accordingly read. From the report it 
appears that Captain Arguello was a wealthy and 
influential inhabitant of California, residing in the 
vicinity of San Diego. On the invasion of the 
country during the Mexican war, and on the ap- 
pearance of the proclamation of Commodore 
Stockton, then in command of that division of 
the American forces, Arguello placed himself at 
the head of a company raised through his influ- 
ence and exertions, and immediately joined the 
United States forces, and fought with distinguished 
bravery upon several occasions under the com- 
mand of Commodore Stockton, who fully attests 


i his gallantry and the importance of his services. 
: On November 25, 1846, he was appointed by Com- 


modore Stockton a captain of riflemen in the Cal- 
ifornia battalion, and on January 16,a member 
of the legislative council of the Territory. In 


consequence of his attachment to the cause of the 
| United States, and the zeal and activity which he 
; manifested in their service, his rancho was ravaged 


and laid waste, his buildings burned, and his cat- 
tle and other movable effects taken away by the 
enemy, by which he appears to have been re- 
duced from competency and wealth to penury and 
dependence. The commissioner appointed by H. 
Fitch, esq., Alcalde of San Diego, to examine and 
report upon the losses of Arguello, stated under 
oath, after a personal examination, that the per- 
sonal property thus destroyed by the enem 

amounted, at the lowest value, to $14,888. The 
committee reduced some of the items so as to al- 
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his appreciation of the services of Captain Ar- 
guello. The report refers to a case in 1818, where 
a report was made by a committee of the House 
of Representatives in favor of a claim of the same 
nature. The Senate Committee on Claims in the 
second session of the Twenty-first Congress 
adopted the same principle in their report on the 
case of John Daly, a Canadian refugee, and on 
that report a bill was passed granting to John 
Daly $5,006 for supplies furnished and assistance 
alae to the Army of the United States in Can- 
ada. 

Mr. DAWSON. The principle involved in this 
bill is one which I have not considered. It would 
seem, from the report, that there have been some 
vases prior to this, in which the Government 
has adopted a similar principle. I do not know 
whether, on examination, it would turn out that 
the cases involved the same principle. Suppose 
an enenty were to enter our country, and one of 
our citizens should join him, and thus become a 
traitor to his own country, and take up the cause 
of those who are invading us, are we to place him 
in a condition where he could, with equity and 
justice, require a foreign Government to pay him 
for any losses occasioned by his course towards 
this Government? I am not prepared to adopt 
this principle, nor can I consider it correct in 
morals. When we invade a foreign country, and 
one of their citizens joins us, and then claims the | 
protection of this Government against his own 
people, for confiscating his own goods, ought we 
to remunerate him? That is the whole amount of 
this transaction. ; 

Now, sir, I maintain that the Government of 
Mexico, during the whole time that the war was 
going on, had a right to confiscate the property of 
this man, if he was one of their citizens, and de- 
serted their standard, and took sides against his 
own country. Ido not think we are bound, by 
any consideration of natural law, national Jaw, or 
of morals, to interpose and protect him. I do not 
desire to go into the discussion now. I hope the |} 
bill may be passed over for the present. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. One word before the bill 
is passed over. The Government of the United 
States had the benefit of this man’s services; his 
property was destroyed in consequence of his at- || 
tachment to our cause; and if the honorable Sen- 
ator from Georgia will listen to the letter of Com- 
modore Stockton, I think he will withdraw his 
objection, i 

Mr. BAYARD. I suppose the bill will have to 
be passed over; but I would ask the Senator from 
Georgia to look into the facts of the case. I think 
the case is one of great merit; indeed, I think the 
sum recommended by the committee is less than 
ought to be allowed. i 

Mr. DAWSON. I do not know that, upon 
examination, I shall be opposed to the claim. At 
present Í am disposed unfavorably towards it; 
but I should like to have an opportunity of ex- 
amining it, and ascertaining whether this principle 
has ever been recognized by the Government be- ; 
fore. . 

Mr. GWIN. This gentleman is one of my 
constituents, and T will say a word in regard to 
him, as the remarks of the Senator from Georgia 
may be misunderstood. The Senator says that 
this man turned traitor to his own country. Why, 
sir, the people in California then were ina state of 
revolution. The Californians were fighting against || 
the Mexican Government, and were revolution- 
izing the Government. In the midst of this revo- 
lution the proclamation of war reached California, 
and the United States took possession of the coun- 
try. This individual, because he was prominent |} 
in opposition to the Mexican Government, inde- 
pendent of our contest, was punished by the de- 
struction of his property. It is one of the most 
meritorious claims ever brought before the Con- | 
gress of the United States. - i 

Mr. SEWARD. I feel bound to move that 
this bill He over till next Friday. i 

Mr. DAWSON. Ifthe report had presented | 
the facts as set forth hy the Senator from Califor- || 
nia, the case would have been different, but there is 4 
nothing in the report about an existing revolution. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD. If the gentleman had list- | 
ened to the letter of Commodore Stockton, he | 
would have seen what were the facts. i 

Mr. DAWSON and Mr. HALE. Let the bill 
lie over. 

The bill was passed over. 


i 
i 
| 
i 
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- JACOB BANTA. 


The bill to enable Jacob Banta to locate two 
revolutionary bounty land certificates was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to authorize Jacob Banta to enter and locate one 
hundred and sixty acres of land in any land dis- 
trict in IHinois or Iowa, on any lands subject to 
private entry, at the minimum price, upon pre- 
senting and surrendering at such office revolution- 
ary bounty land certificates, numbered 3,178 and 
3,182, issued under the act of Congress of May 
30th, 1830. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


HENRY C. MILLER AND OTHERS. 

The bil! for the relief of Henry C. Miller, Philip 
W. Thompson, and Jesse B. Turley, was read a 
second time and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to authorize the Super- 
intendent of Indian Affairs at St. Louis, Missouri, 
to receive proof as to and inquire into the quan- 
tity and value of oxen and other property taken 
from Henry C. Miller, Philip Thompson, and 
Jesse B. Turley by the Osages or other tribes of 
Indians, in the month of June, 1847, while travel- 
ing from the State of Missouri to Santa Fé; that 
if the Superintendent shall find that the Osages, or 
other Indians receiving annuities from the Ouited 
States, forcibly took said oxen from Miller, 
Thompson, and Turley, then the Superintendent 
is required to retain from the annuities of the In- 
dians an amount sufficient to indemnify Miller, 
Thompson, and Turley for the loss of their prop- 
erty. lt farther provides, that if it shall appear 
from the proof before the Superintendent that the 
depredations were committed by Indians not re- 
ceiving annuities from the United States, it shall 
be the duty of the Superintendent of Indian Affairs 
to report his proceedings, together with all the 
evidence and proof in the case; to the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, together with his opin- 
ion as to the value of the property, in order that 
the same may be paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States; and that in the examination of the 
claim the Superintendent shall proceed according 
to the provisions of the “ Act regulating trade and 
intercourse with the Indian tribes and to preserve 
peace on the frontiers,” approved June 30, 1834. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘I ask that the bill may be 
passed over, as I intend to discuss it. 

The bill was accordingly passed over. 

ISAAC ADAMS. 

The bill for the relief of Isaac Adams was read 
asecond time. It proposes to enact that the let- 
ters-patent granted to Isaac Adams on the 14th of 
October, 1830, for a new and useful improvement 
in the printing machine, called the ‘* power print- 
ing-press,” and also the letters-patent granted to 
Isaac Adams on the 2d of March, 1836, for addi- 
tional improvements in the power printing-press, 
be extended for the period of fourteen years. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam opposed to all these bills. 
Į intend to make a general speech on the subject 
of the extension of patents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill giving 
rise to discussion will be passed over. 

GEORGE DENNETT. 

The bill for the relief of George Dennett, of 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, was read a second 
time and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to George Dennett the sum of $75 in full 
for services performed by him in bringing up ar- 
rearages of business in the naval ofice, at Ports- 


| mouth, New Hampshire, at a time when there 


was no naval officer. 
Mr. BAYARD. I shall object to that bill. It 


the report, that it is a-case in which the party ac- 
cepted the situation of naval officer, and an attempt 
ig made to give him extra compensation, because 
thebooks of the office had not been brought up for 
about three months anterior to the appointment. 


it may be passed over. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 1 hope the Senator will allow 
the report to be read. : 

Mr. BAYARD. Ihave ne objection to hearing 
the report read. 

At the request of Mr. Hamin the report of the 


appears to me, as far as l can judge from reading | 


I shall certainly object to this claim, and I ask that | 


| Committee on Commerce was read, from which it | 
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appears that George Dennett was appointed naval - 
officer for the port of Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire; that he took the oath prescribed by law, 
and entered on the discharge-of his official duties 
on the 13th of March, 1849; that the office of naval 
officer was vacant from the 18th of December, 
1838, to the 13th of March, 1839; that-it-therefore 
became Mr. Dennett’s duty to bring up: the arrear- 
-ages of business for the time the office was vacant, 
for which he received no compensation. In pur- 
suance of the recommendation of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and from the fact that, in the opinion 
of the committee, Mr. Dennett is justly and equi-: 
tably entitled to compensation for that-service, the 
committee report a bill for his relief.: 005 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Delaware withdraw his objection? 

Mr. BAYARD. No, sir, I shall certainly op- 
pose the bill whenever it comes up. It seems to 
me that the principle on which it is based is utterly 
unsustainable. 

The bill was passed over. 


“HEIRS OF JAMES BELL. 


The bill to amend an act entitled “ An act for 
the relief of the heirs of James Bell, deceased,” 
was read a second time and considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to enact that 
the proviso to the ‘ Act for the relief of the heirs 
of James Bell, deceased,’’ approved June 30, 1834, 
so far as the same prevents the payment to the 
heirs or legal representatives of the full amount 
found to be due to them by the proper accounting 
officers, under the provisions of the act of 1834, 
be repealed; and that the full amount found to be 
due on said account, adjusted in the manner pre- 
scribed in that act, be paid to the legal represent- 
atives of James Bell. 

Mr. BAYARD. That bill, if I understand the 
report—and I have read it very hastily while other 
cases were being considered—includes the allow- 
ance of interest, and defends the principle of al- 
lowing interest on all revolutionary claims. I cer- 
tainly shall discuss that question. 

The bill was accordingly passed over. 


JOHN MOORE WHITE. 


The bill for the relief of John Moore White 
was read a second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury ‘to pay to John 
Moore White, the son and sole heir of John 
White, a major in the army of the Revolution, 
who was slain at the battle of Germantown, the 
seven years’ half pay to which Major White, had 
hé not died, would have been entitled by a resolve 
of Congress, passed August 4, 1780, together with 
such interest thereon as would now be due, if a 
certificate for the said seven years’ half pay had 
been issued under the operation of the funding act, 
and no payment made thereon. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to discuss this bill. 

Mr. MILLER. I hope the Senator will allow 
the bill to be considered now. wx: 

Mr. ADAMS. If the interest is stricken out, I 
shall not discuss the bill. I merely propose to 
discuss the question of allowance of interest. 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to amend- 
ments being offered and acted upon; but [ will 
state that this old gentleman is over eighty years 
of age, is very poor, and blind, and this bill, to be 
of any service to him, should be passed immedi- 
ately. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
founded in error. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is 
very clear, that if debate arises upon a bill, it must 
be passed over. . f ; 

Mr. WALKER. A number of bills on the Cal- 
endar are of the same character, and I wish to ob- 
serve to gentlemen who are making these objec- 
tions, that these claims are all based upon a solemn 
promise of the Government, under resolutions 
passed in 1780, 1782, 1783, and 1784, I believe, 
i that interest would be paid. It is a solemn con- 
| tract of Government, and it does seem to me 
, extraordinary that, at this day, gentlemen should 
object. to fulfilling the promises of Government, 
made to these old revolutionary soldiers. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, giving 
rise to discussion, must be laid over. 


WILLIAM JONES. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William Jones was read a second time, and 


I think this whole matter is 


which he would have been entitled to receive un- 
der the pension act of 1818, had his name contin- 
ued on the pension roll until June 22, 1829, the 
day of his death. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the reading of the re- 
port of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; 
and it was accordingly read. 

From the report it appears that Wiiliam Jones 
was a soldier in the war of the Revolution; that he 
served as a sergeant for more than eighteen months; 
that he received no bounty, gratuity, or pension 


from the General Government on account of his | 


services; that he was entitled to a pension under 
the act of 18th March, 1818; that his name was 
inscribed on the pension roll under that act, at the 


rate of ninety-six dollars per annam, to commence | 


August 16, 1819; that, before any payment was 


made to him on account of his pension, it was | 


suspended, for some cause unknown. The Com- 


mittee consider that it is right and proper to allow | 


the representatives of the deceased the pension to 
which he would have been entitled had his name 


been kept upon the pension roll, and he received ! 


his pension until the day of his death, 
Mr. BAYARD. I should like to have an ex- 


planation of one fact stated in the report before 1 | 


can vote for the bill. It appears, from the report, 


that the name of William Jones was inscribed on | 


the pension roll, at the rate of $96 per annum, to 
commence on the 16th of August, 1819; but that, 
before any payment was made to him on account 
of his pension, his pension was suspended for some 
cause unknown. [should suppose that the cause 
might be ascertained from the Department. It is 
not probable that the pension was suspended with- 
outcause; andif there was cause, we should know 
whatit was. It may have been sufficient. I ob- 


ject to the bill unless there is some explanation on | 


that head. It doesnot appear from the report, 


that any application was made to the Department | 


to know for what cause the party was stricken off 
the pension roll. It certainly ought to be known. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill giving 
rise to debate will be laid over. 


URIAH JONES. 


The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Uriah Jones was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 

ay to the legal representatives of Uriah Jones, 
ate of Providence, Rhode Island, the sum of 


$1,180, being the amount he would have been en- | 
titled to receive had his name been placed upon | 


the pension roll, under the act of 1832, agreeably 
to his application. 

Mr. FELCH called for the rending of the report 
of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; and 
it was accordingly read. 


From the report it appears that Uriah Jones | 


enlisted in the Rhode Island continental line, in 
the company of Captain Humphreys, attached to 
the regiment under the command of Colonel An- 
ell,in March, 1777, nnd continued to serve until 
eptember 24, 1782, when,in consequence of some 


misunderstanding with Captain Allen, who at that | 


time commanded the company, he, with several 
others, left the army, and returned to their homes; 
that he was in actual service nearly six years; was 
engaged in several battles, among which were 
those of Springfield, Red Bank, and Yorktown; 
that he was several times wounded; and, at the 
time of his death, had two balls in him; that he 


never received any gratuity, pension, or bounty | 


from the General Government on account of his 


services; that he made application to the Commis- | 


sioner of Pensions to be placed on the pension- 
roll, under the act of 1832, but his name having 
appeared on the Rhode Island roll as a deserter, his 
claim to a pension wasrejected. Under the act of 
June 27, 1832, all privates who served six years 
during the war of the Revolution, were to be al- 
lowed a pension forlife, at the rate of 680 per annum. 
The question as to whether the party was entitled 


he could be considered a deserter. The commit- 


tee consider that it is proved by the evidence very 


clearly that he was not a deserter; that he did no 
leave the army until long after actual hostilities 
had ceased; that he left in consequence of a misg- 


J until February 28, 1842, when he was discharged I 
to a pension turned upon the fact as to whether 


ii ation of the mail over the railroad, the mail was j 


| the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Samuel! 


; master General and the railroad company, not} 


_ July 16, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


THE AMISTAD CASE. 


The bill to indemnify the masters and owners 
of the Spanish schooner Amistad and her cargo 
was announced to be the next bill in order. 

Mr. SEWARD intimating a wish to debate it, 
it was passed over. 


JOHN McINTOSH. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the | 
Whole, to consider the bill from the House ofi 
Representatives for the relief of John McIntosh. |) 
it proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior 
to place the name of John McIntosh, of Montgom- |! 
ery county, Kentucky, on the roll of invalid pen- į 
sioners at the rate of eight dollars per month; the. 
pension to commence on the 4th of March, 1848, 
and continue during his natural life. 

Mr. ADAMS calied for the reading of the re- | 

ort. 
R The report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions of the House of Representatives was ac- 
cordingly read, from which it appears that John | 
Mclntosh enlisted as a soldier in 1813 in Captain i 
Henry Daniel’s company of infantry; that he! 
marched immediately to Seneca, Ohio, and joined | 
the forces under the command of General Wiliiam : 
Henry Harrison; that he proceeded from thence | 
with the troops on a forced march to Lower | 
Sandusky, thence to Canada, and thence to the |! 
Thames; in which battle he was engaged. At the | 
expiration of twelve months, the time of his enlist- || 
ment, he was discharged from the service. While | 
in the service in the line of his duty, on the forced |! 
march referred to, he received an injury in the 
right leg, producing a rupture of the muscle, from 
the effects of which he never recovered, but which || 
continues to grow worse as he advances in life. i 
Two good surgeons, of respectable character, in | 
the State of Kentucky, state that his disability is į! 
total. The committee therefore report a bill for |! 
his relief. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a | 
third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL W. CHILSON. 


The hill for the relief of Samuel W. Chilson | 
was read a second time, and considered as in | 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct | 


ji 
f 
| 
if 


W. Chilson the full amount of three months’ pay, |! 
at the rate of $600 per annum, as compensation : 
for damage sustained by him in consequence of } 
his being discharged from duty as mail agent on | 
the railroad from Boston to Springfield without i| 
any previous notice, or without any charge of | 
misconduct or delinquency preferred against him, | 
in violation of the contract entered into by him | 
with the Postmaster General, dated July 23, 1840, 
entitling him to such notice. 

Mr. ADAMS called for the reading of the re- 
port of the Committee on the Post Office and Post |! 
Roads, from which it appeared that on the 23d of | 
July, 1840, the Postmaster General entered into a | 
contract in writing with the petitioner, Samuel W. 
Chilson, whereby the petitioner engaged to serve | 
the Department as mail agent on the railroad | 
from Boston to Springfield, to take charge of the | 

l 


i 


mails, to receive and deliver the mails at the in- 

termediate offices, and to perform other services 
specified in the contract, for which he was to be 
paid $600 per annum, The contract was for one! 
yeer, and it contained a provision that the peti-! 
tioner should give three months’ notice before he || 
quitted the service, and that the Postmaster Gen- 
eral should give him like notice before he dis-' 
charged him, providing, however, that he might 
be discharged at any time for palpable delinquency 
in the discharge of his duties. The contract was 
continued by consent of both parties, and the pe- 
titioner remained in the service of the Department | 


without any previous notice, or any charge or 
claim of misconduct or delinquency; but it appears į 
by the statement of the Department that the Post- | 


being able to agree on the terms for the transport- 


withdrawn from that company, and transported 
for a short time in some other way. This was 
assigned as a reason for discharging the petitioner. 
This was a contingency that was not foreseen or 
provided for in the contract, and in the opinion of 
the committee it does not take away the right of 
the petitioner under the contract. e was nota 
public officer, but merely performing a service 
under a contract, and has the same claim for 
breach of contractas he would have had if the 
contract had been with an individual. The com- 
mittee, therefore, report a bill for his relief. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


CREW OF THE MISSOURI. 


‘The bill for the relief of the petty officers and 
seamen of the late United States frigate Mis- 
souri, was read a second time and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to direct 
the proper accounting officers of the Treasury to 
pay to each of the petty officers, seamen, marines, 
and others composing the crew of the United 
States frigate Missouri, at the time that ship 
was burned in the harbor of Gibraltar, in August, 
1843, the sum of $75, in consideration of the-loss 
of clothing and other personal effects, sustained 
by them in consequence of their exertions in en- 
deavoring to preserve the property of the United 
States. 

Mr. BORLAND. Within the last three or four 
years several cases have been before the Senate, 
not precisely like this, but involving the same 
principle, and my impression is, that they have 
been invariably rejected. There is now pendin 


| a claim of the officers of the brig Somers, whic 


was lost at Vera Cruz. 
sideration of this bill. 
The bill was passed over. 


THOMAS J. PAGE. 

The bill for the relief of Thomas J. Page was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

It proposes to require the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury to audit and adjust the 
account of Lieutenant Thomas J. Page, of the 
United States Navy, for his expenses in preparing 
his accounts as acting purser of the United States 
brig Dolphin, and to pay the same, provided the 
amount to be thus paid shall not exceed $75. 

Mr. DAVIS called for the reading of the report 
of the Committee on Naval Afairs; and it was 
accordingly read. 

From that report it appears that the memorialist 
alleged that in October, 1849, while on the East 
India station, he was appointed to command the 
brig Dolphin, and with the command was con- 
nected the appointment of purser; that he per- 
formed the duty of purser on board the vessel, 
and adjusted accounts for the Government as act- 
ing purser, and submits an account of the time he 
was employed, for which he claims compensation 
at the rate of $1,500 per annum, making the sum 
of $3,037 92. The report of the committee, which 
was made by Mr. MaLLory, goes into the whole 
question ofallowances to naval officers, and comes 
to the conclusion that the memorialist is not enti- 
tled to pay as purser for performing the duties of 
purser while acting in command of the brig Dol- 
phin; but, inasmuch as he was subjected to some 
expenses in preparing statements of accounts be- 
yond the sphere of his ordinary and legitimate 
duty, the committee report a bill for his relief to 
that extent. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not know that I have any 
objection to the bill. I believe, from hearing the 


I must object to the con- 


: report read, that the committee arrived at a very 


correct conclusion in regard to the general princi- 
ple. That is, that a person commanding a small 
vessel is not entitled to the pay of a purser be- 
cause he performs the duties of purser. The com- 
mittee propose, however, to make some allowance 
in consequence of some extra expenses to which 
the officer was put on account of preparing books 
and matters of that sort. To that I have no ob- 
jection. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. It was subsequently read a third 
time and passed. 


HEIRS OF BENJAMIN O. MOOERS. 
The bill for the relief of Benjamin O, Moocers, 


1852. 
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deceased, late a lieutenant in Colonel Hazen’s 
regiment of the revolutionary army, wasannounced 
as the next bill in order. 

Mr. BAYARD gave notice that he should dis- 
cuss the bill, and it was accordingly passed over. 


MATTHEWS, WOOD, AND HALL. 


The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Charles S. Matthews, Charles Wood, | 
and James Hall, was announced to be the next 
bill in order. - 

Mr. BRODHEAD intimated a desire to discuss 
it, and it was laid over. 


JOHN DEVLIN. 


The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the bill for the relief of John 
Devlin. It proposes to direct the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to cause to be audited and settled; by 
the proper accounting officers, the account of John 
Devlin for services rendered as temporary clerk 
in the office of the Fifth Auditor, in the years 
1837 and 1838, and to pay him such sum as may 
be found equitably due for such service, not ex- 
ceeding $1,366. 

Mr. SHIELDS; As the Senator from Indiana, 
[Mr. Waircoms,] who introduced the bill is not 

resent, I wish to state that it has passed the 

enate already three times, I believe, but failed 
in the House. Mr. Devlin was employed asclerk 
under Mr. Pleasonton, in the Fifth Auditor’s 
Bureau, under the promise that when the usual 
appropriation for that Bureau should be made, he 
would receive a salary at the rate of $1,000 per 

rear. He was employed for sixteen months, but 

y misapprehension, when the appropriation was | 
made, it was not sufficient to cover his case. The 
service was performed at*the request of the head 
of the Bureau. The committee in their report 
refer to former cases, and conclude with the re- 
commendation that the petitioner, having rendered 
valuable and faithful services for which he has 
not received compensation, ought to be paid. 

Mr. DAWSON. Ì perceive that tne Senator 
from Delaware reported the bill this year. 

Mr. EX YARD. I did report the bill at this 
session; I examined the facts of the case, and think 
they are very clear. Idid not think it necessary | 
to make any written report, because there were 
previous reports made in favor of the claim. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object to this bill, but I 
do not know but that it will be obnoxious to some 
of the arguments which the Senator from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Boruanp] made against the deficiency 
bill. (Laughter.} 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a |i 
third reading. 


JOHN McAVOY. 

The bill for the relief of John McAvoy was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to direct the Sec- 
retary of War to cause to be paid to John Mc- 
Avoy, late a private in company H, of the 8th 
regiment of United States infantry, the sum of | 
420, which sum was paid, by McAvoy for trans- 
portation from Brazos de Santiago, to New Or- 
leans, while in the service of the United States. 

The bill- was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


NATHAN WESTON. 


The bill for the relief of Nathan Weston, jr., | 
late additional paymaster in the Army of the 
United States, was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

oses to direct the accounting officers to pay to 
‘Nathan Weston, jr., the full amount of three 
months? extra pay, in conformity with the fifth 
section of the act of July 19, 1848. ; i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. ; 

BOUTON, WRIGHT, AND FISHER. 

The bill for the relief of Richard M. Bouton, 
George Wright, and the widow of Marvin Ww. 
Fisher, was read a second time, and considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. Et proposes to di- 
rect the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Rich- 
ard M. Bouton, George Wright, and Harriet F. 
Fisher, widow of Marvin W. Fisher, the sum of | 


ercussion caps in the arsenals of the United 

tates; and also for the future free and undis- 
turbed use by the Government of those machines, 
together with the patent rights thereof. 

r. HALE, [do not rise to oppose the bill, 
but to call attention to the fact that another bill 
has been reported, which partly covers this case; 
that there are conflicting claims here. 

Mr. BORLAND. A single word will, I think, 
satisfy the Senator from New Hampshire. The 
other bill to which he alludes was laid on the table, 
this having been subsequently reported in order to 
cover the whole ground, and make an equitable 
arrangement of the whole matter. The other bill 
was laid on the table to make way for this. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


third reading. 
JAMES W., CAMPBELL. 
The Senak proceened to consider, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the. bill from the House of 


Representatives for the relief of James W. Camp- 
bell, of Pike county, Missouri. It provides that 


‘| James W. Campbell, of Pike county, Missouri, 


be authorized to enter, free of charge, any of the 
public lands subject to private entry, at $1 25 per 
acre, subject to sale at the land office for the dis- 
trict of Palmyra, in the State of Missouri, not 
exceeding one hundred and twenty acres, upon 
making proof to the satisfaction of the register and 
receiver of that land office, subject to the approval 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
that he is the legal assignee of John J. Jackson; 


dated June 26, 1838, purporting to be issued by 
A. Byrd, receiver at Palmyra, in favor of Jack- 
son, one for $50, and one for $100, surrendering 
the said receipts to the United States, and execut- 
ing a relinquishment of all his right, title, and in- 
terest to the land therein described. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


GIDEON HOTCHKISS. 


The bill for the relief of Gideon Hotchkiss was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, It proposes to enact that the 


izen of the United States, on the 9th of January, 
1837, for a new and useful improvement in the 
construction of reacting water-wheels and other 
appendages, for the term of fourteen years from 
November 30, 1836, be renewed, revived, and 
extended, from and after the date of the passage 
of the act, for and during the term of seven years: 
Provided, however, That such renewed and ex- 
tended patent shall be open to legal inquiry, as if 


“hat all persons now enjoying the lawful use of 
any water-wheel or improvement prior to the pat- 
ent of Gideon Hotchkiss, and purchasers of any 
such water-wheel, or improvement lawfully con- 
structed, may continue to use the same, notwith- 
standing the provisions of this act. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not propose to offer 
any amendment to this bill, but I think it ought 


i| to be discussed. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. If my friend from Arkan- 
sas will allow the report to be read, I think hecan 
have no objection to the bill. This man would 
have the right to have his patent extended at the 
Patent Office, but there was a misunderstanding, 
which prevented him from doing so. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then I withdraw my ob- 


jection. 


amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


WILLIAM R. NEVINS. 


The bill for the relief of William R. Nevins was 
read a second time, and considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to enact, that so 
much of the eighteenth section of an act entitled 
« An act to promote the progress of the useful 
arts, and to repeal all acts and parts of acts made 
for that purpose,” passed on the 4th of July, 1836, 
as prevents the extension of a patent after the ex- 

iration of the term for which it was originally 
issued, be suspended so far as shall be necessary 
to authorize the renewal of the patent of William 
R. Nevins, of the city of New York, for his inven- 


$5,000 each, as a full compensation for the past 
use of their machines for making and charging 


| tion of what is denominated in his letters-patent, 


amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a | 


i 


letters-patent granted to Gideon Hotchkiss, a cit- | 


issued under the general law: And provided, also, | 


and that two receipts, numbered 19,513 and 19,514, | 


i by 


The bill was reported to the Senate without |)” 


“ A certain machine for rolling and cutting crack- 
ers and biscuit,” dated March 2d, 1886; and re- 
issued May 9th, 1848, subject, however, to all 
other restrictions and conditions in that act con- 
tained. i 
The bill was reported to the Senate withou 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third-reading. i : 
On motion, the Senate adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
i Fray, July 16, 1852. 


The House met at eleven ô’clock, a. m; Prayer’ 
the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. i 
‘The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is House bill No. 271, ** granting the right of way 
and a portion of the public lands to the States of 
Florida and Alabama for the construction of cer- 
tain railroads in said States.” 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask the 
unanimous eonsent of the House, that the bill 
which came from the Senate, entitled ‘* An act to 
amend an act entitled ‘ An act to provide for the 
better security of the lives of passengers on board 
of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
and for other purposes,’ ” be taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. It is a very, long bill, containing 
forty-seven sections, I ask its reference now, 
that that committee may have time to examine it. 

[Cries of “ Agreed!” ** Agreed !7] 

The bill was then read a first and second time 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following res- 
olution, which, in my opinion, is of the nature of. 
a privileged question: 

‘Resolved, That on Monday next, and thereafter, during 
the present session of Congress, this House will meet at 
ten o’clock in the morning, and that there shall be a recess 
from three to five p. m., each day. 

Objection was made, and the resolution was not 
admitted. : 


FURNITURE FOR THE HALL. 


Mr. SWEETSER. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following rese 
olution. I think itis one that should be offered 
as a privileged question, but whether it be so or 
not, Lam confident it will meet with the approba- 
tion of the House: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House is hereby author- 
ized to purchase new sofas, or settees, and chairs for the 
hail of the House, and such other necessary furniture as, 
in his judgment, may be wanted for the convenience of 
members, with as little delay as possible. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Wherearethey to be placed? 

Mr. SWEETSER. Instead of the old ones. 
I hope the old sofas may be removed, for they are 
a disgrace to the House. J 

Mr. LETCHER objected f 

Mr. SWEETSER. I insist that as this reso- 
lution provides for the convenience of members 
of this House, it isa privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks differently 


from the gentleman from Ohio, and so decides. 


COMPENSATION OF THE CLERKS. 


Mr. WELCH. Jask the unanimous consent 

of the House to submit the following resolution, 
which I am instructed to report to the House by 
the Committee on Accounts: 
Resolved, That John A. Parker, John Hunnicut, and M. 
Martin, be allowed the same compensation as assistant 
clerks of the House of Representatives—say $1,500 per an- 
num—for the present session of Congress. 

Mr. BRIGGS. lam in favor of the resolution, 
but would suggest to the gentleman to modify his 
resolution to make it extend to this Congress in- 
stead of this session. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection te the in- 
troduction of the resolution? 

At the request of Mr. FOWLER, the Clerk 
again read the resolution. 

Mr. NABERS. If the re 
jected to, I move the resolution I sen 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If amendments are to be 
offered, and there is to be discussion on the reso- 
lution, I object. ` 


solution be not ob- 
d to the 
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Mr. STANTON, of 'Fennessee. I rise to a 
question of order. The question of order I make 


is this: The resolution was read, and the gentleman | 


from Alabama paid no attention to its reading. 
The Chair called upon the House to know if there 
were any objection, and there was no objection, 
and it was not until the second reading of the res- 
olution that the gentleman objected. 
submit that the objection comes too late. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman’s own state- 
ment shows that he paid no attention to what did 
take place. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides the ob- | 


jection was not too late. 

So objection being made, the resolution was 
not admitted. 

INDIAN CLAIMS, 

Mr. FREEMAN. Lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up Senate resolution 
No. 39, authorizing the examination of the claims 
of the Biloxi Bay Indians, for its reference to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

There was no objection, and the joint resolu- 
tion was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I call for the regular order 


of business. 
FLORIDA AND ALABAMA RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The business in order is the | 


consideration of House bill No. 271, entitled « A 
‘bill granting the right of way and a portion of 
* the public lands to the States of Florida and Al- 
tabama, for the construction of certain railroads 
‘in said States.” The pending question is upon the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from Flor- 
ida, [Mr. CABELL,] in the nature of a substitute. 

(The Clerk here read the substitute, which has 
been published heretofore.] 

Mr. CABELL. I will only ask the attention 


of the House to a statement of the effect of this | 


amendment. It differs from the original bill in 


this, that it embraces the amendment which was | 
made to the Missouri railroad bill as it came from į 


the Senate, that these companies shall take the 
lands appropriated by the bill as the road advances 
by the ten miles. When they construct ten miles 
of the road they are to take the land granted to 
them along that distance. It differs also from the 
original bill in this, that it prevents a collision in 
the selections of land between this railroad and 
the one contemplated by the bill of the gentleman 
from Alabama, which crosses it at right angles. 


These are the only differences between the original į 


bill and my proposed substitute. Ifthe House is 
favorable to the bill, I trust it will adopt the sub- 
shitute. 

Mr. COBB. 
BIE] road is provided for in the bill, is it not? 

Mr.CABELL. The bill provides for no other 
than the Florida railroad. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE, The amendment of 
the gentleman from Florida is a proper one. It 
prevents any conflict hereafter occurring between 
the Florida road and the one proposed by my bill 
in the selection of the land granted by the Gov- 
ernment to aid in their construction. One crosses 
the other at right angles. 

Mr. CABELL. As the gentleman has stated, 
my substitute, by this variance from the original 
bill, is only intended to obviate a collision of in- 
terests, which will hereafter occur if the bill for 
the Alabama railroad pass. There is no other but 
the Florida railroad provided for, 

Mr. AVERETT. It is almost impossible to 
hear, from the confusion in the Hall, what is read 
at the Clerk’s desk, and in consequence we are 
voting upon amendments, the contents of which 
are not known to us. 
Chair whether amendments have been received 


since the call for the previous question has been | 


seconded ? 

The SPEAKER. None have been received 
since the call for the previous question was sec- 
onded. 

Mr. AVERETT. I understood the gentleman 
had submitted an amendment whilst the House 
was acting under the operation of the previous 
question. 

The question was put on the substitute, and 
upon a division there were—ayes 65 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. Moore of 
Louisiana, and Orr were appointed. 


I therefore | 


My colleague’s [Mr. Anercrom- : 


i would inquire of the | 


| 
i 
i 
I 
{ 


| 
| 
f 
Í 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
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i 
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Mr. ORR. If I am indulged in a remark, I 
think the House will sustain the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair trusts that the 
gentleman may be indulged. 

Mr. ORR. The remark I desire to submit does 
not go to the merits of the bill. 

Mr. AVERETT. If the House is acting under 
the operation of the previous question I object, un- 
less the opponents of the measure be also allowed 
an opportunity to reply. 

Mr. ORR. The amendment is all right, and 
gentlemen may vote for or against it as they 
choose. 

The question was again put, and the substitute 


was adopted; the tellers having reported—ayes 84, | 


noes 37. 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered, there 
being upon a division—ayes 27, not a sufficient 
number, 

Mr. SWEETSER. I move to lay the bill 
upon the table; and upon that motion demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 


to lay upon the table was disagreed to—yeas 73, | 


nays 87; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Averett, Babcock, Thos. 
H. Bayly, Beale, Bibighaus, Bocock, John H. Boyd, Buell, 
Burt, Caskie, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Edmund- 
son, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Grow, 


Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hascall, + 


Holladay, Horsford, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ives, 


Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. | 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Letcher, Maun, į 


Martin, Mason, MeLanaban, McQueen, Meade, Millson, 
Morehead, Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Perkins, 
Powell, Reed, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Russell, Sav- 
age, David L. Seymour, Origen 5. Seymour, Skelton, 
Smart, Richard Il. Stanton, Sutherland, Sweetser, Thurs- 
ton, Lick, Wallace, Washburn, Wildrick, and Wood- 
ward—73. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Barrere, 
Bell, Bowne, Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, L. D. Campbell, Thomp- 
son Campbell, Chandler, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, 


Conger, John G, Davis, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, | 


Durkee, Evans, Fieklin, Fiteh, Florence, Freeman, Gentry, 
Goodrich, Gorman, Grey, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, 
Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, Howard, John W: 
Howe, Thomas M. Howc, Jackson, James Johnson, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Jobnson, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, 
Mace, Humphrey Marshall, McMullin, McNair, Miller, 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, 
Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Price, 
Richardson, Robinson, Sackett, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stuart, Tay- 


| lor, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Wilcox, Williams, 


and Yates—87. 

So the motion to lay upon the table was dis- 
agreed to. 

Previous to the announcement of the above 
vote, 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine, stated that he had 
paired off with Mr. Srernens, of Georgia. 

The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 


: in the affirmative. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill was then read the third time. 

Mr. CABELL. I move to put the bill upon 
its passage, and upon that motion demand the 
previous question, - 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The question now being, Shall the bill pass ?— 

Mr. BUELL demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

‘The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 77, nays 85; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Barrere, 
Bell, Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, George Il. Brown, E. Car- 
rington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, 
Chandler, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, John G. Davis, Dis- 
ney, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Evans, Ficklin, Fitch, Flor- 


: ence, Freeman, Gentry, Goodrich, Gorman, Harper, Samp- 


son W. Harris, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 
Howard, John W. Howe, James Johnson, John Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, 
Humphrey Marshall, McNair, Miller, Miner, Molony, H. 
D. Moore, John Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, S. W. Parker, 
Penn, Pheips, Porter, Price, Richardson, Sackett, Scher- 
merhorn, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, F. P. 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stuart, Taylor, Walsh, 


Ward, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Wilcox, Williams, and 
Yates—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Averett, Babeock, Thos. 
H. Bayly, Beale, Bibighaus, Bocock, John H. Boyd, Buell, 
Bart,Caldwel}, Caskie, Chapman, Churchwell, Cartis, Dan- 
iel, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, Edmundson, Ew- 
ing, Floyd, Fowler, Gamble, Gaylord, Giddings, Goode- 
now, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, Hammoua, IL. G. Harris, Hart, 
Hascall, Holladay, Horsford, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas 
Y. How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew John- 
son, D. 'F. Jones, Geo. W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Prestor 
King, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Mason, McLanahan, Mc- 
Queen, Meade. Millson, Morehead, Murray, Newton, An- 
drew Parker, Peaslee, Perkins. Powell, Reed, Robbins, 
Robie, Ross, Russell, Savage, David L. Seymour, Origen 
S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Snow, Riehard H. Stanton, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, Sweetser, Thurston, Tuck, 
Waliace, Washburn, Wildrick, and Woodward—85. 

So the bill was rejected. ; 

The SPEAKER. The bill next in order is the 
bill proposing to give the right of way to railroads 
generally. 

Mr. JENKINS. [rise to a privileged question. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which the bilf 
was just rejected, and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

Mr. CABELL. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Is it not in order to move 
to suspend the rules and go into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has not 
yet expired. 

Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a point. of order. 
The point of order I raise is simply this: [ do not 
object, myself, to the motion to reconsider, be- 
lieving it to be in order, but the House may think 


į differently. At the last Congress this point was 


raised and settled by an appeal to the House. I 
understand this question has been already once 
reconsidered. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman is mistaken. 


' The vote upon the passage of the bill has not been 


reconsidered. That vote has but this moment 
been taken. 
Mr. ORR. It was the reference to the Com- 


mittee of the Whole that was reconsidered. 

Mr. STUART, I move toproceed to the busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. KING, of New York, Let us dispose of 
the motion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER. . The morning hour having 
expired, the regular order of business will be the 


| consideration of private business upon the Speak- 


er’s table. 


THE REPORT ON PRINTING. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to commit the bill, with all the 
amendments, which was pending yesterday in re~ 
gard to the public printing, to the Committee on 


| Printing. The chairman of the select committee 


[Mr. MarsnaLL, of Kentucky,] and myself have 
agreed to have a joint meeting between us this 
evening, and I desire that the whole business be 
recommitted to the Committee on Printing with 
that view, 

Mr. KING, of New York. I object to the re- 
commitment. I think that we had better have 
this matter settled now. 

The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, 


it is competent under the rules, in the opinion of 


į the Chair, to proceed to the consideration of pri- 


vate business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. ORR. ‘The House can by a vote deter- 
mine to proceed to other business. 

The SPEAKER, The difficulty is, that the 
gentleman could not get in a motion to proceed to 
that description of business. It is competent for 
the House to go into a Committee of the Whole 
House, or Committee of the Whole on the state 


i of the Union. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. What has 
become of the motion to lay on the table? Is that 
passed by, as a matter of course? 

The SPEAKER. We have passed from the 
consideration of that subject, the morning hour 
having expired. That question is pending when 
we shall again return to the morning hour. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I thought I had the floor, 
and it was taken from me by the privileged motion 
of the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Jenxins.} 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has lost no 
right, however. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to ask if it be the 
pleasure of the House to take up and vote upon 
the deficiency bill, which has come back from the 
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Senate with two or three disagreements. With 
the consent of the House, I willexplain them, and 
it will not take but a few minutes, 

Mr. COBB. I object. Private business ought 
to be attended to. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I move, then, that the rules 
of the House be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 
this motion, from the fact that the Senate is now 
without work, and have sent us a resolution refus- 
ing to receive from us, if we agree to their reso- 
lution, any appropriation bills within ten days of 
the day of adjournment. It is absolutely essential 
that we should get through with something, and 
send it to the Senate. : : 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
ron’s motion, and it was agreed to. 

So the rules of the House were suspended, and 


the House resolved itself into the Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Disney 
in the chair) on the Indian appropriation bill. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Itis not my intention to de- 
tain the committee at very great length, as [ do 
not know that Lam able to make my voice heard 
through the Hall. I however intend to givea his- 
torical relation of the facts, without argument or 
embellishment. We heard last evening the state- 
ment of the official head of the Indian Committee, 
that during the summer of 1850, from seventy to 
one hundred persons claiming to be free in the In- 
dian territory, and under protection of our laws, 
were seized by those Creek Indians, enslaved, and 
sold into bondage. I distinctly called the attention 


of that gentleman, and the official head of the Com- | 


mittee of Ways and Means, to the fact, and de- 
sired to know by what right or claim of title, these 
Indians seized and enslaved these people. To that 
gueslion neither of these gentlemen has responded. 
They proclaimed their ignorance; but the chair- 
man of the Committee on Indian Affairs, how- 
ever, said that he had been informed by a member 


of this House, that these negroes had committed | 


rapes upon the daughters of the Indians. I know 
not who the gentleman was, but I understood him 
to be a member of this House, and if he possesses 
further information, I have no doubt he will come 
forward at once and give it to us. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. What does the 

entleman want? I can scarcely hear you. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. 


to you this information. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
ation this morning. Would the gentleman like 
to hear it? Wecannot go anywhere and find a 


more desperate or lawless band of people in any | 
community within the limits of the United States, | 


or California, or among the balance of mankind. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, It would be a strange affair 
if these people, brought up in a slaveholding com- 
munity, should not copy some of their masters’ 
examples. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
extraordinary lawlessness of that people. You 
requested me to furnish you with as many facts 
as I could this morning in regard to this subject. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I have requested nothing 
from that gentleman concerning these charges of 
crime to justify seizing and selling them into bond- 
age. I have not called upon the chairman this 
morning, but his friend, to whom I always refer 
in a case of necessity, and never except under 
necessity. [Laughter] 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE, 
tion to the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and I received it from a source which 
cannot be doubted—the agent of the Indians them- 
selves. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to have the 


gentleman inform us if the females committed . 


these rapes? 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. [think the gentleman 
has put an impertinent question, such as ought 
not to be answered by any gentleman upon this 
floor. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish that gentlemen would 
not provoke these interrogatories from me. I wish 
that gentlemen would learn to treat colored people 
as men. When I speak of the solemn fact of 
seventy or a hundred persons as being seized and 
enslaved, and now toiling under the lash, what is 


the answer by which this outrage is attempted to | 


be justified? Why, that they committed rape. 


I feel bound-to make | 


I was saying that I did not ; 
know who the gentleman was that communicated | 


I have some further inform- 


I gave the informa- | 


|| groes; and although this history has been by me, 
It is one of-the instances of | 


If that be a fact let them be punished as others are. 
Mr. JOHNSON. That was merely an allusion 
to the lawlessness of the Indians. `. j 
Mr. GIDDINGS. It was the only fact by | 
which itis attempted to justify an outrage un- 
equaled in the history of our nation. Why, sir, 
shall slaveholders justify their crimes by this 
charge, when that crime is authorized by law in 
every slave State of the Union, and practiced by į 
a large portion, who, owning the mothers, sell 
their own children! With such examples before 
them, it would be extraordinary if negroes should 
not learn some of the habits of the more genteel 
portion of community. i 
Mr. JOHNSON. I must say that I will have 
nothing more to do with this debate; for it will | 
lead into one of those kind of squabbles which I | 
abhor. i 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Let the gentleman retire from | 
this unpleasant discussion. He made the charge 
and I meet it. It is not my intention to detain | 
the committee more than half an hour; but I will | 
say that the history of the people who were thus | 
sold into slavery is one of the most interesting 
in the annalsof the nation. No peopleon this con- 
tinent has passed through such scenes, trials, and 
persecutions. For seventy-six years they have 
been contending for their freedom—a people who 
for nearly three generations have been struggling | 
for liberty have been at last seized and sold, and 
now pinein bondage. - | 
These are not the slaves who fled from Georgia | 
previous to and during the war of our Revolution. | 
Fhose generations are gone, passed away, and | 
the people now at last enslaved or fled from our j 
nation, are the grandchildren and great grand- 
children of the heroic people who fled from the | 
oppression of Georgia slaveholders as early as | 
1776. Others took advantage of the turbulent | 


times, when the colonists were themselves fighting | 
for freedom, and fled into the further portions of | 
the Creek settlements, in the lower part of Geor- | 


gia, and there took up their residence. ‘The first | 
treaty for their surrender by the Creek Indians | 
was with Georgia, as a sovereign State, in 1786. | 
The numbers who had thus fled from slaveholding | 
tyranny I am unable to state; but they were 
strongly attached to freedom; and the Indians un- 
dertook to return these people back to their mas- 
ters, but found themselves unable to do it;and when 
our present Constitution had been adopted, and 
Congress assembled under it, at its first session, in | 
1796, the first treaty entered into bythe Government | 
of the United States, was a treaty with these Creek 

Indians to return these fugitives from slavery in | 
Georgia, for which we, the people of the United 

States, were to pay them a stipulated annuity, | 
which has to ‘this day been paid, and for which | 
we are still paying them annually, the certain, def- | 
inite, and distinct sum of $1,500. The first great | 
and principal error was in our Executive at that | 
time, consenting to interfere in this catching of ne- 


on two former occasions, briefly alluded to, yet, in 
order to make the subject understood, it is neces- | 
sary that I should repeat some of the principal | 
facis, in order to show the outrage which the; 
present Executive has suffered to be committed |} 
within our jurisdiction, and under our laws. | 
Again the history of this people may now be fully 
written. Their convection with this nation has 
céased, and instead of bringing their history down 
to a certain date, as heretofore, I am able now to 
close the sad tale so far as the people of this na- 
tion will ever learn it. 

In 1796, the Indians were able to bring in a few | 
of the negroes. But being unable fully to comply | 
with their stipulations, entered into another treaty, 
called ‘‘ the treaty of Colerain,” and again renewed | 


1 
| 
Ji 
j 
! 
j; 
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their contract to bring forward the remaining fu- j; 


gitives. As time passed on the people of Georgia ; 


became clamorous for the return of their negroes, li 


and many attempts were made to seize them. ' 
They nearly all fled with those Creeks with whom | 
they associated by marriage, &c., and went into 
Florida, entirely beyond the jurisdiction of this | 
Government, and soon acquired the name of the | 
«Seminole band,” the word Seminole meaning | 
runaway. There they lived, intermarried with the į 
Indians, and actually becamea part of them. Sit- | 
vated as they were, the Government was unable | 
to constrain the Creeks to bring them back to; 
slavery. 1 
| 
i 


After the war of 1812 had closed, [think some 


a 


i 


time in 1816, there were found on the banks of 
the Appalachicola river, some three. hundred or 
four hundred of these negroes, who had assembled 
there in a fortification, determined to defend and 
protect their liberty. From 1774 these negroes 
and their ancestors had been contending for free- 
dom. They had lived with the Seminoles, had 
acquired an influence with the Indians, and no 
persuasion could induce them to think of return- 
ing to bondage. They therefore resolved to die 
rather than surrender their freedom. ‘They had, 
many of them, been born. in the everglades. of 
Florida, and their lives spent thus far in efforts to 
evade the hand of oppression, to evade the power 
and influence of this Government, which, for an 
entire generation, had endeavored to enslave them. 
Yes, sir, while boasting of this as the only free 
Government upon earth, its powers and influence 
were exerted to reénslave these miserable outcasts, 

But, sir, as I before’ said, some three or four 
hundred of them had assembled in a fort, and this 
Government—pressed by the slaveholders in Geor- 
gia—issued an order from yonder Department to 
our Army and Navy to go there—go there, invade 
Florida, then a Spanish province, and to seize 
these people who were then dwelling in peace, 
and only desiring to live invundisturbed quietude. 
There they had their plantations and gardens, their 
flocks and herds, their wives and little ones, liv- 
ing in seclusion from the world, innocent and in- 
offensive. But, sir, two gun-boats were sent up 
the river Appalachicola, anà. opened their, fire 
upon these people, to slay them for no other cause 
upon earth than their love of liberty. They fired 
hot shot until the magazine was reached and ex- 
ploded, and in one instant two hundred and sev- 
enty human beings, for no other fault than their 
dislike of oppression, were sent to their final ac- 
count. Sir, their blood rests upon us, upon our 
Government, upon all who wielded its powers 
and influence. Terrible was that hour, and ter- 
rible must be the retribution of those who then 
bathed their han:ts in innocent blood. Those who 
survived the explosion were seized by the troops, 
manacled, and returned to slavery by our army. 
In Georgia and Alabama they and. their descend- 
ants bow to the servile tasks, or sleep in servile 
graves. Those who were not then m the fort, 
lived in different towns in the deep recesses of the 
forest and everglades. They escaped destruction, 
and we may well imagine had no very friendly 
feelings towards our Government. ° 

In 1818, itis well known that the first Semi- 
nole war occurred. Then again the Army. of.the 
United States sought to recapture and reénslave 
those who remained of this people. They were 
again found in conflict for their freedom. They 
rallied to the fight, and in various battles did fatal 
execution against our Army, and the celebrated 
Arbuthnot, who was hanged by the orders of Gen- 
eral Jackson, whether rightly or wrongfully I do 
not pretend to say, was charged with having coun- 
seled these people to the maintenance of ' their 
liberty. This was one of the charges brought 
against him, and of which he was convicted, and 
for which he was executed. Sir, through a series 
of years, and a succession of the most extraordi- 
nary struggles, these people were found fighting 
and defending their liberty, in a manner which 
would have done honor to our most heroic ances- 
tors. And, sir, the harder they strove, the more 
intense the clamor of the slaveholders became. 


i Every effort was made to induce this Government 


to get back their bondmen. The Executive ap- 
pointed commissioners to hold acouncil, or rather 
to enter into another treaty with the Indians. 

In 1891, at a place called Indian Spring, a final 
treaty upon this subject was negotiated. By that 
treaty we extorted from the Creek Indians 
5,000,000 acres of land, for which we stipulated 
to pay $450,000. Two hundred and fifty thou- 
sand dollars were retained by this Government, 
so much of it to be paid over to the slaveholders 
of Georgia as would compensate them for the ne- 
groes who had left there forty years previously. 
Under an investigation by commissioners appoint- 
ed by the then Executive of the United States, 
the whole number of negroes were ascertained, 
and all of them strictly counted and paid for; and 
here I will say, that according to the late Attor- 
ney General, Mr. Wirt, the slaveholders were 
allowed from two to three times the real value of 
each slave, and at this estimated value the whole 
sum rose only to $109,000, and in this amount was 
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included the very slaves that we ourselves had 
murdered upon the Appalachicola river, And 
here let me say, by way of episode, to gentlemen 
who are so fond of acting in this Hall upon mat- 
ters with which they are ignorant, that the slaves 
said to have escaped from the fatherof Mrs. Irwin, 
to whom, during the present session, we have 
granted some $95,000, because her father lost 
slaves, that these slaves of her father were in- 
cluded in this negotiation, and paid for, as I un- 
derstand the record; for all who were gone, and į 
all who were proven to have left their masters, 
were regarded as having taken refuge with the 
Indians, and were paid for accordingly; and yet 
there was $141,000 left which the Indians supposed 
was theirs. f 

And now I come to an important point in this 
history. While this claim for the $141,000 was 
pending, which the Indians hoped to get, there was 
no hostility, no very apparent uneasiness among 
them. ‘Yet, strange to“say, while this money lay 
in our hands, and the Indians were calling for it, 
having paid for the slaves, and claiming that it 
belonged to them, the slaveholders of Georgia also 
claimed it as theirs. They insisted that it should 
be paid over to them, and this contest went on 
from, perhans, 1826 to 1834. In the latter year 
this House and the Senate passed a law to pay 
over this balance of $141,000 tothe owners of the 
slaves, 

Mr. DURKEE. I wish to ask the gentleman 
a question, 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Certainly, iffor any inform- | 
ation, | 
Mr. DURKEE, I should like to know why 
that money was paid over to the slaveholders of 
Gengia? Upon what authority, and for what | 
object was it paid over? | 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My friend inquires as to! 
the claim which Georgia made to this money. li 
can answer in no other language than what they 
themselves have given through their official agents 
inthis Hall. ‘The claims of the slaveholders of 


ties, not to agitate the subject of slavery. But 


| the slaves, but the lower Creeks sympathized with 


į only persons engaged in perpetrating the outrages 


Georgia were referred to a select committee, and | 
the chairman of that committee, if I mistake not, 
was agentleman of the name of Gillmore, who was 
from Georgia, He had the whole subject under 
consideration; he examined it minutely and care- ! 
fully, and made a long detailed report, and he |) 
came to the conclusion that they had no title 
whatever to this money, save one, and that was 
by way of indemnifying the owner of the slave 
for the offspring which they would have borne to 
their masters had they remained in bondage. This 
can be found in the report on the subject made to 
this House by the select committee in 1832 or 1833. 
This was the claim,and one upon which I have no f 
disposition to comment. 

But I will proceed. The $141,090 was paid ! 
over to the owners of the slaves, in addition to | 
the former sum, stated by Mr. Wirt to be at leas 
twice the real value of the slaves, and then the 
Indians became clamorous at once. The whole | 
amount of $25 


59,000 had been taken from them, and 
a delegation from the Upper Creek towns started, | 
in 1835, to seize these people residing with the |! 
Seminoles in Florida. With the negroes and the | 
Seminoles the Lower Creeks sympathized. “And i; 
here, sir, early in 1835, commenced the hostilities 7 
to which so much attention has been directed in HI 
another end of the Capitol during the present ses- i: 
sion of Congress. Mr. Chairman, if E may be 
allowed, I will say, thatin 1837 the gentleman who f 
was then Secretary of War, (Genera? Cass,) now 
a member of the Senate, when called on by this i! 
House, by way of resolution, to report the causes | 
of these Creek hostilitiesin Alabama and Georgia, 
(for you will recollect the ussion in the § 
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tillities with the Cresks of the Lower Towns, | 
One honorable Senator ascribed it to the starving 


ii 
i 
it 


; trolling influence over the Indians and fought with 


| manded them in the field. 


ji fought, and passed from the stage of life, and 


i; 1836, and 1837, they were fighting continually for |; 


i met the enemy in many pitched battles, but when 


| dians his military fame was of no repute, His 


: With all the energy and all the power, all the in- 
| fluence and all the skill and tact which he pos- 
i! sessed, he was quite unable to subdue them 


: were sent to tell them to come in, and that if they | 
; would surrender by capitulation they should be | 
. secured in their persons and property. 
`; serious aitention of the House and the country to i 
| the fact that General Jesup, 


condition of the Indians, who were said not to have || 
food to subsist upon; another thought it arose 
from defrauding them in their lands; and another 
to bad management of the Executive in hurrying 
the Indians off to their western country. The dis- 
putants exhibited more ingenious tact and ability 
in avoiding this subject of the negroes than I ever 
saw by any other statesmen. I presume this was 
in compliance with the injunctions of the two par- 


they spoke, I think, of everything else than the 
real cause of those hostilities. 

As I have already stated, immediately after this 
last. money was paid over to the slaveholders, the | 
Creeks from the Upper Towns went in pursuit of 
the slaves, and the negroes being connected with 
the Seminoles, the Seminoles and negroes together 
resisted the Creeks. They resisted the outrages 
sought to be perpetrated upon them, and imme- 
diately hostilities were commenced both by the 
lower Creeks and Seminoles. Those hostilities 
were nearly simultaneous, and the battles were 
fought by the same Indians and the same negroes. 
And the Seminole or Florida war and the Creek 
war in Georgia were, in fact, one war, as appears 
from the documents in our library. Phe Indians |! 
in the upper Creek towns were in favor of seizing 


the Seminoles and negroes who were in Florida, 
and they aided and assisted in the early part of 
the Florida war, and in some instances were the 


upon the white settlements. i 

And in this connection I may say that these || 
facts were officially reported in 1837, by the then | 
Secretary of War. The treaty of Payne’s Land- | 


ing was declared valid. By it the Seminoles had 
stipulated to emigrate to the Indian country west 
of the Mississippi. They refused to go there, be- f 
cause the Creeks had possession of the country, | 
aud the Seminoles knew the moment they were || 
placed within the power of the Creeks, that mo- H 
ment the Creeks would seize these negroes as || 
their slaves. The negroes had obtained a con- li 
t 

them. They controlled their councils and com- | 
If gentlemen will look | 

at Executive Document 295, first session, Twen- | 
ty-fifth Congress, they will find the whale history | 
of this transaction. “As I have already hinted, |! 
many of these people had as it were been born | 
upon the battle-field; educated under the sound of |; 
the war whoop; and their whole lives spent in i 
defending and protecting their God-given right to ʻi 
freedom. In this manner generations had risen, 


were succeeded by men able in council and valiant | 
in battle. Hr this way, during the years 1835, 


the liberties which their fathers had maintained; | 
followed through swamp and everglade; pursued 
and hunted by our troops; persecuted, tormented, 
yet they remained firm in their love of liberty, 
and in their patriotic devotion to their families | 
and friends, determined to die rather than sur-; 
render themselves to slavery. Sir, I do not mean |: 
any personal detraction, but the distinguished 
general who now bears aloft the banner of the 
Whig party went there with his army. He had 
fought upon the Niagara frontier, and he had 
conquered the proud hosts of Britain. He had 


he came in contact with these negroes and In- 


laurels drooped, his plumes fell, and his colors 
trailed in the dust; he could not conquer them, |: 


He | 
gave up the contest and left the field. i 
Sir, it was only by stratagem and by ihe viola- 


fell victims to the inexorable spirit 
When it was found that no army | 
was had to decep- li 
I do not say it was | 


intended by the officers then in command. Agents | 


i 
i 
i 


I call the || 


1 


acting as our com 
mander in Florida, on the 6th of March, 1837, |: 


entered into a solemn compact and article of capit- iÍ 


; Arkansas, [Mr. 


i remain. 


ulation with these very identical negroes and their 
allies, the Florida Indians, securing them in their 
persons and property, and the faith of the nation 
was pledged to them in that compact, It is in the 
fifth article of the capitulation, and is as follows: 

“General Jesup, in behalf of the United States, agrees 
that the Seminoles and their allies (distinctly recognizing 
these negroes as the allies of the Seminole Indians, and they 
Were recognized as such throughout) who come in and emi- 
grate to the West shall be secure in their lives and prop- 
erty.” 

That was the pledge of this Government, and 
the negroes came in and surrendered; they were 
transported west, and when they arrived at the 
further boundary of Arkansas, they found ‘that 
they were not to be protected upon the lands of 
the Creeks, and they stopped upon the Cherokee 
territory. They had no territory of their own, 
and they dared not go within the Creek jurisdic. 
tion, because they would be enslaved. The Cher- 


| okees were dissatisfied with it, and complained to 


this Government. The Creeks were dissatisfied 
because the negroes did not come into the Creek 
country, in order that they might get their slaves, 
and hostilities were threatened in that country for 
four years. In 1845, a treaty was entered into 
between the Cherokees, the Creeks, the Semi- 
noles, and this Government, and in that treaty it 
was stipulated that the Seminoles should be per- 
mitted to go into the territory, and conduct their 
own affairs. The Creeks bound themselves not 
to molest them or their negroes, and this Govern- 
ment agreed to pay a certain sum to each, and to 
the Cherokees, as compensation for the stipula- 
tions mentioned. All questions of property, in- 
cluding the question of the freedom of these ne- 
grocs, were, by mutual consent, to be referred to 


| the President of the United States. This question 
| of the freedom of the negroes was in issue there, 


and it was settled by the solemn stipulation of the 
Creek Indians, that they would submit it to the 
Executive of the United States. In obedience to 
that stipulation, the Seminoles and these negroes 


| went into and settled in the Creek territory. 


As was stated yesterday by the gentleman from 
Jounson,] the colored people had 
their settlements there by themselves, and contin- 
ued in the enjoyment of all the comforts of civil- 
ized life for five or six years. In 1847-'48, the 
Creeks sent forward their claim against this Gov- 
erment for the $141,000. You will recollect, Mr. 
Chairman, that that money had been paid over to 
the slaveholders of Georgia, in 1834. Well, sir, 
the Creeks renewed their claim. [n 1847, I re- 
fused to vote fora Whig Speaker, and in conse- 
quence of that I was removed from the post of 
chairman of the Committee on Claims, which I 
had held under prior Whig rule, and was trang- 
ferred to the seventh or eighth member on the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, where, I believe, I had 
the pleasure of serving with the gendeman from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Jonnson.] This identical claim 
of the Creek Indians was referred to myself, and 


_ therefore l know something aboutit. I found that 
: the Indians had a clear and indisputable right to 


the $141,000, and I therefore made a report in favor 
of the claim; this House and the Senate passed it, 
aud the Indians received their money. After they 
had received that money, in 1852, in violation of 


` their compact, in violation of all the solemnities of 


their treaty, and of all the dictates of humanity, 
they, with armed force and violence, seized from 


; seventy to one hundred of these negroes, enslaved 


them, sold them into bondage, and there they now 
They attempied to seize upon the others, 
and there was fighting, and bloodshed, and civil 
war, in order that they might obtain possession 


of these persons and send them to eternal servi- 


tude. And there, sir, was the Executive of this 
nation looking on with folded arms and seeing 
these outrages perpetrated, and the pledged faith 


| 
J | of this Government to secure these people in their 
i; tion of our most solemnly pledged faith that these f 
|| persons finally j 
: Of slavery. 
: could conquer them, recourse 
_ tion, fraud, and corruption. 


lives and property violated and trampled under 
foot. Sir, had we thus violated our solemn com- 
pacts with any other people or nation on earth, as 
we have that which we entered into with these 
negroes, we would have cast upon our history a 
stain which no time could erase. A portion’ of 
these negroes attempted to flee to Mexico under the 
celebrated chief Wild Cat, but they were pursued, 
a battie was fought, and many were slain on both 
sides, but the gallantry of these heroic negroes 
was too powerfui for negro-catchers. They es- 
caped, and are now safe in Mexico, and we ‘shall 
hear from them and their children to the third and 


1852. 
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fourth generation. Another portion is said to 
have gone northward and found a resating-place 
in Canada. $ 

Sir, I believe that of the five or six. hundred of 
these persons who went west, notone now remains 
in that Territory. They are no longer under our 
jurisdiction, theirstory istold,and their history may | 
now be written. A more romantic history does not 
exist upon the records of this or any other nation. 
For nearly three generations. these people have 
been fighting and contending for the rights which 
God had given them. During that whole time the 
arm of this Government has been raised to enslave | 
them. Our money has been poured out by way 
of appeasing their oppressors. The very men |! 
who murdered these negroes in 1816 received, 
during the last session of the Twenty-fifth Con- 
gress, a bonus—a gratuity of more than $15,000 | 
for thus murdering and massacring their fellow- | 
men. Our Treasury has been drained to enslave | 
these people; but, sir, the arms of this civilized | 
Government were unable to effect it. And until 
we violated our faith—until we disregarded our 
compact, and sent them within the power of the 
Creeks, and there left them to become victims of 
those savages, they maintained their liberty, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have accomplished what 
I intended. I intended to give the country these 
facts without. embellishment, and without going 
into particulars more than was necessary. The | 
President should have informed us. Indeed, we 
ought to have been permitted to introduce resolu- 
tions calling for official information on this subject; 
but efforts to suppress agitation has cut off all 
chance for obtaining information in this mode. I 
have had a resolution calling for this information 
in my desk. since the commencement of the ses- 
sion. ' 

Mr. Chairman, I may have mistaken some of 
the facts in this history which 1 have given, but [ 
think.1 have not. I beliéve I have given them 
correctly, in dates, names, and places. If I have 
minine any point, I trust others will set me 
right. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Mr. Chairman, my design 
in rising this morning is to present a.few consid- 
erations to the committee, touching the appropria- 
tion that is asked for the Menomonee Indians of 
Wisconsin, It will be recollected by those mem- 
bers who were present last evening, that I made a 
point touching the conduct of the recent Commis- 
sioner of Indiam A fairs, (Colonel Medill.) It was 
well known to you and the House at the time, that 
it was without examination and without consulta- | 
tion in relation to the facts upon which it was pred- 
icated, I have the satisfaction this morning of in- 
forming the committee and the country, that upon | 
examination of the report which is submitted to | 
the House by the present Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, lam fully sustained in the construction 
that I put upon the conduct of the late Commis- | 
sioner, Colonel Medill. And, without attempting į 
to go into anything like the controversy that seems 
to exist between the late Commissioner and the | 
honorable gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Fircu,] | 
who made, as l conceive, an. attack upon him yes- | 
terday, I desire now, in the few moments that } 
i 
j 
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are allowed me, to place a correct statementof the | 
facts connected with the case before this committee | 
and before the country. 

The substance of the charge made yesterday | 
was, that Colonel Medill had, in negotiating the | 
treaty with the Menomonee Indians of Wisconsin, | 
in 1848, practiced a fraud upon that tribe; and the 
inference to be drawn from the manner in which | 
the charge was made is, that he acted knowingly | 
and wantonly in the perpetration of a fraud. Inj 
the defense of the Commissioner, I then stated that : 
the data upon which he acted, was a proper one, | 
and that the appropriation which was now asked ; 
in this bill, did not depend upon the truth or false- 
hood of the charge which was made by the hon- 
orable gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Firen] 
against Colonel Medill. But, in order to be ex- | 
plicit with regard to the point to which I rose this | 
morning, I will read so much of the report of the | 
present Commissioner of Indian Affairs as relates 
to this particular item—the conduct of the late 
Coramissioner, Medill, in relation to this treaty. 
T ask the attention of the committee, and of all | 
those gentlemen who feel an interest in this sub- | 
ject, to the point which I here present. I will not 
take up the time of the committee by reading the | 
whole report, but only such portions of it as refer | 


t 
to the matter I am now noticing. After 


————— neea 


to state that, prior to the time of Mr. 
going to Wisconsin to make a treaty with these 

ndians, the Attorney General was called upon to 
examine the several treaties made with the various 


| tribes of Indians in the country contiguous to the 


Menomonees, to ascertain the data upon which 
they were founded, and to report; which report 
was to furnish the precise data upon which Mr. 
Medill was authorized to act, and to which the 
instructions of the Executive Department of the 
Government was attached, the present Commis- 
sioner says: 

“After this opinion of the Attorney General was given, 
the Secretary of War issued his instructions t9 the com- 
missioner who was appointed to negotiate the treaty. These 
instructions were dated September Mth, 1848, and con- 
tained the following directions, to wit: 

4c $ In consequence of the conflict and confusion as to the 


‘ true boundaries of the Menomonee country within the į 


€ limits of the State of Wisconsin, I have taken the opinion 
‘of the Attorney General of the United States on the sub- 
t ject, and inclose to you a copy for your information. The 


| ‘President is disposed to treat the Indians with kindness 


t and liberality; and while the extreme claims ofthe Menom- 
* onees to territory already purchased by the United States 
‘t from the Chippewas aud Winnebagoes cannot be recog- 
© nized, you may, ita treaty can be effected at a cost per 
Sacre of tae estimated quantity of land within the limits 
“suggested by the Attorney General, not exceeding that 
t paid by the United Stutes under the treuty with the Menom- 
‘onees of September 3, 1836, provide in the treaty for the 


į ‘purchase of all their claims to lands in Wisconsin, and 


t stipulate for the payment of a sum not exceeding the same 
t yatuble price as in the same treaty above referred to; the 
t quantity of land estimated to be within these limits, and 
‘to form the basis of your calculation of price, is three mit- 
í Hons twenty-three thousand and eight hundred acres.’ 

“ Accompanying these instructions there was a map, pre- 
pared at the Topographical Bureau under the direction of 
tms office, in aecordauce with the foregoing opinion of the 
Attorney General. The area marked out on the map as the 
Menomonee tract, was estimated to contain the number of 
acres mentioned in the instructions, to wit, 3,023,800 acres. 

“© On the 12th of December, 1848, the commissioner of 


the United States reported to the Secretary of War that he 


had consummated the treaty. He said: 

st You will perceive that the Menomonees cede to the 

í United States all their lands in the State of Wisconsin, 

> without any reservation whatever; and that the resolu- 

‘tion of the Senate of the 3d of March, 1843, has, in all 

€ other respects, been strictly observed.’ a2 
* * * w 


* * 


s The second article is in these words, to wit: 

«c Thesaid Menomonee tribe of Indians agree to cede, 
< and do hereby agree.to cede, sell, and to relinquish, to the 
© United States, all their lands in the State of Wisconsin, 
¢ wherever situated.’ 

« As preliminary to the making of this treaty, the ques- 
tion was submitted to the Attorney General of the United 


| States, to determine the extent and gnantity of the lands 


owned by these Indians. He gave an opinion on the 13th 
of September, 1848, in which he examined the several trea- 
ties previously made with the Menomonees, and the agree- 


ment between them and other tribes in relation to their 


boundaries.”? 


This treaty was submitted to the Senate of the 
United States, and at a subsequent session it was 
ratified. Up to that time there had not beena 


whisper against the conduct of Colonel Medill, or | 
‘a charge made of fraud in connection with the 


treaty | have referred to. 

A Memper. Up to what time? 

Mr. SWEETSER. Up to the subsequent 
session of 1848 and 1849. 

A MEMBER. 
treaty? 

Mr. SWEETSER. It was. Now, sir, I am 
here to-day for the purpose of asserting, without 
fear of contradiction, that the Executive branch 
of the Government, with the present intelligent 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, do not appeal 


‘| to this House to make this appropriation pre- 


dicated upon the ground assumed by my hon- 
orable friend from Indiana, [Mr. Firca,] yester 
day. They put it officially upon the ground 
which I assumed yesterday—that the data upon 
which the commissioner acted was imperfect— 
that there was a conflict of opinion in relation to 
the extent of land which the Menomonees held in 
Wisconsin. But he was instructed to purchase 
that territory at a sum not exceeding the sum 
paid to them by a prior treaty made in 1836. 
These facts are all fully sustained by the eviden@e 
on file. 


Now, sir, when we come to the charge made by 


Was that immediately after the | 


al 
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the honorable gentleman from Indiana, I will admit, 


that there is a conflict of testimony; that individ- 
uals had attempted to set aside this testimony; 
and have sought to avoid it altogether, and that it 
is predicated upon the testimony to which the hon- 
orable gentleman from Missouri [Mr. PueLrs] 
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time of the committee to read all this report, be- 
cause I do not deem itimportant. ° But I will read, 
before I sit down, a section of the report made by: 


ithe present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 


order to show the true grounds upon which this 
appropriation is sought by the Department. My 
purpose is not to go further. into the defense of 
Colonel Medill than to say this: he is a gentleman 
not unknown to fame. . For a considerable time— 
I think three or four Congresses—he held a seat 
upon this floor. He was subsequently transferred, 
during the Administration of Mr. Polk, to~the 


|| position of Commissioner of Indian Affairs. In 


the opinion of a large portion of the public men 

of the country who knew him, a better officer 

never existed under the Government; and his in- 

tegrity, so far as 1 know, has never been im- . 
peached. 

Subsequently, he was elected a member of the 
convention to remodel the constitution of Ohio. 
He was called to the presidency of that conven- 
tion, and was, afterwards, almost unanimously 
nominated for Lieutenant Governor of the State, 
which position he now occupies. Sir, I should be 
false to the duty Iowe to the constituents I repre- 
sent upon this floor, to whom Mr. Medill has. been 
so long and so favorably known, if I did not rise 
in my place and state to this House and to the 
country, what I know to be. the facts upon the 
acts of Mr. Medill, as Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, were predicated. 

In this connection I will state, what this report 
well says, that, with a feeble tribe of Indians like 
the Menomonees, situated as this Government is 
in relation to the Indians of the country, if this 
charge is sustained, itis one of no ordinary im- 
port, and it being of that great and important 
character, I feel it my duty. } feel called upon 
by every consideration of public duty, so far as 
the facts would justify me, to repel the charge. 
I will not take up the time of the, committee by 
reading more than what the present Commissioner 
nays of the conflicting testimony. I beg leave to 
call the particular attention of the committee to it: 


“ By the treaty of 1831, provision was made for the man- 
ner in which the lands set apart as the future home of the 
tribe should be subsequently acquired by the United States. 
The provision to this effect was as follows: 

“(The boundary, as stated and defined in this agree- 
‘ment, of the Menomonee country, with the exception of 
¢ the cessions hereinbefore made to the United States, ine 
«€ Menomonees ‘ claim, as their country,’ that part of it ad- 


| ¢ joining the farming country, on the. west side of the Fox 


< river, will remain to them, as heretofore, for a hunting- 
‘ ground, until the President of the United States shall 
t deem it expedient to extinguish their title. In that ease, 
t the Menomonee tribe promised to surrender it immedi- 
‘ately, upon being notified of the desire of the Govern- 
‘ment to possess it? The additional annuity then to be 
paid to the Menomonee tribe, to he fixed by the President of 
the United States. 

“ Subsequent treaties did not abrogate the foregoing pro- 
vision, and by it ample power is given to the President to 
do full justice to these Indians. It is respectfully sug- 
gested, that the clear meaning of this provision is, that the 
President should have power to extinguish the title without 


| u treaty, and by mere notice; for it says, ¢ Fn that case,?— 
: that is, when the President shall deem it expedient to ex- 


tinguish the title—‘ the Menomonee tribe promise to surren- 
der it immediately, upon being notified of the desire of the 
Government to possess it? And it further provides for the 
mode of compensation, or the sum to be paid, when the 
title is extinguished. This is also to be fixed by the Presi- 
dent. It says, ‘the additional annuity then to be paid to 
the Menomonee tribe, to he fixed by the President of the 
United Stutes.’ By this it was evidently intended to leave 
the whole question in the hands, and subject tothe will, of 
the President. 

tt Shoutd the President decide to exercise the discretion- 
ary power vested in him by the treaty of 1831, the amount 
of the ‘additional annuity, the manner of payment, 
whether in money or goods, and the several datesat which 
payments shall be made, will have to be determined. 

“Tn fixing the amount, it may be well to refer to the in- 
structions which preceded the negotiation of the treaty of 
1848, and to the report of the Commissioner after it was 
consummated. 

“The Secretary of War, in his instructions to Mr. Me- 


| dill, after informing him of ‘the disposition of President 


Polk to treat the Indians with kindness and liberality, di- 
rected him to effect a treaty, at a cost, per acre, of the es- 
timated quantity of land, ‘not exceeding that paid by the 
United States under treaty with the Menomonees of Sep- 
tember 3d, 1836, and estimated the quantity to form the 
basis of his calculation of price, at 3,023,800 acres. ` 
“ By the treaty of September 3d, 1835, it appears, from 
the report of the Commissioner, that 4,184,320 acres were 
ceded to the United States, for which the Menomonees 
were to receive the stun of $791,510 50. A similar rate of 
payment would, as stated by the Commissioner, make the 
3,023,800 acres amount to $571,840. He, however, nego- 
tiated the treaty, which acquired for the United States all 
the lands claimed by the Menomoneesin Wisconsin, fot the 
sum of $350,000, a sum far short of the maximum which 
he was authorized to offer. The number of acres, it ap- 
pears from the same report, exceeded the estimate of the 


adverted on yesterday. I will not take up the || Secretary of War, being about 4,000,000; and this latter 
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quantity, at arate similar to that paid in the treaty of 1836, 
would amount to $756,453, j; . 

“Tt appears, then, by the treaty of 1835, the price paid 
for the 4,184,320 acrés was 18 9-10th cents per acre; at the 
same rate, only 1,851,851 acres would have been acquired 
for the $350,000, paid under the treaty of 1848. It is al- 
leged, however, by the Indians, that Mr. Medill stated that 
they owned only 1,600,000 acres, and that he was paying or 
offering them more for their lauds than he was authorized 
by the President to offer. When, therefore, it is consid- 
ered that 1,600,000 acres, at the maximum which the Com- 
missioner was authorized to offer, amounts to $302,400, 
and that it is alleged that he told the Indians he was agree- 
ing to pay more than he was authorized to pay, there isrea- 
gon ta believe, and it is in evidence, that such a statement 
was made to them; and although it does not appear that 
they were deceived by itin regard to the quantity which 
they owned or claimed, yetit may be worthy of considera- 
tion, in connection with the other facts and circumstances, 
in determining the additional compensation proper to be 
allowed them. 

“Tris known that these people are helpless and depend- 
ent. Great dissatisfaction exists among them by reason of 
the treaty of 1848. The impression which generally pre- 
vails among our own citizens in their vicinity is, that they 
have been hardly dealt with, and that the terms of their 
contract bear heavily upon them, ‘The lands which, by the 
treaty of 1848, they had surrendered, are exceedingly val- 
uable, and in extent, as computed at the General Land 
Office, excecd five millions of acres. To pay them now, 
what the Government under the administration of Presi- 


dent Polk was willing to pay, is the least, taking all the | 
circumstances into consideration, which, in the opinion of | 


this office, it should do. The quantity then estimated to 
form the basis of Mr. Mediis calculation of price was 
3,623,800 acres. This, at the maximum which he was au- 
thorized to pay, would amount to $571,840; and this is the 
least sum, after deducting the $350,000 already paid, 
which, in my opinion, the Government ought to pay, or 
which would satisfy the Indians. Wath this amount of 
additional annuity, properly applied, it is believed they 
would be contents it will satisfy them that the Government 
designs to do them justice, and will so impress them with 
a sense of gratitude, as to wake them more obedient to 
those instrumentalities which may in future be employed 
to bring them under the influence of civilization and Chris- 
tianity. 

“Jntimately connected, too, with the settlement of this 
question is the faet, that the period is rapidly approaching 
when these Indians will have to remove trom their present 
residence to the one provided for them west of the Missis 
sippi. ‘he expenses of their removal they will themselves 
have to defray, and this is an additional reason why the 
most favorable consideration should be given to their peti- 
tion for relief Besides affording them the means of re- 
moving, a knowledge that an additional annuity had been 
granted to them would, no doubt, have a most beneficial 
effectin conciliating their good will, and leading them to a 
more ready acquiescence in the policy and measures of the 
Governinentin regard to their future management. 

“The papers submitted by you are herewith returned, 
together with the memorial of the € Christian party’ of the 
Menomonees, and the statements in answer thereto, to 
which reference has been made in the foregoing. 

“ Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

“EL. LEA, Commissioner.” 


Now, Mr. Chairman, the question is presented 
to this House, who hold the equitable conscience 
of the nation, upon the ground that it is not only 
free from objection, so far as the charge of fraud 
is concerned, but it appeals to the equitable con- 
science of this House and the country, whether, 
after this mistake has been made—a mistake 
which, between man and man in the ordinary 
tribunals of the country, would authorize a court 
of competent jurisdiction to decree a relief—they 
will give the relief which is asked for; whether 
they will make the appropriation which the Exec- 
utive branch of the Government, after three or 
four years examination, have determined is just 
and equitable towards this defenseless and inoffen- 
sive people. I hope, sir, the appeal is not made 
in vain. 
can give, in the discussion of this question; and 
if I were permitted to remain here, would give 
my vote cheerfully for this appropriation. But I 
say in my place here, itis not necessary to make 
acharge against any person in connection with 
this treaty. Here has been an obvious mistake, 
as subsequent examination has demonstrated, and 
all that is now asked for is, to do what the Gov- 
ernment designed to do in the origin of this trans- 
action—to make this people whole for the territory 
which they have conveyed to the United States. 
I hope it willbe done, as a matter of right and 
justice, 

Mr. FITCH. I will not consume the time of 
the House in answering the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Sweerser.] I made no attack upon his 
constituent, Mr. Medill. I gave simply a history 
mostly from the official record, and all sustained 
by that record, of his treaty with the Menomo- 
nees and its results. If that is to be construed into 
an attack, the gentleman [Mr. Sweersrer| had 
better direct his efforts to procuring a change in 
the record, or limit his defense to a denial of its 
correctness or authenticity. The gentleman him- 
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self has quoted from the record matter which will 
not much benefit his constituent. He speaks ofa 
mistake which is to exonerate Mr. Medill from 
j blame. The idea of a mistake originated with Mr. 
Bruce, the sub-agent. He is the witness I men- 
tioned yesterday who made a written statement 
designed to defend Mr. Medill. In that statement 
he says ifa mistake was made by Mr. Medill, it 
was owing to the maps before him. This was 
said for the purpose of defending Mr. Medill from 
a charge of having attempted to deceive the Fn- 
dians. But Mr. Bruce said too much for a suc- 
cessful defense of his friend, for, by calling our 
attention toa mistake, he leads us to inquire what 
kind of a mistake it was. We find Mr. Medill 
admitting, that while he was on the ground, he 
discovered a mistake which increased the pos- 
sessions of the Indians from 3,023,800 acres to | 
4,000,000 acres. But did he give them the ben- į 
| efit of this mistake? On the contrary, he told | 
them they had but 1,600,000, and refused to pay 
| them for more than that! Ifthe gentleman [Mr. 
Sweetser} can make for him no better defense | 
than a mistake, silence would be a mercy to him. | 
But mistake has nothing to do with the case before 
us, Weare dealing with a result which is not 
denied. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has arrived at 
which this debate is to terminate. No further | 
discussion will be allowed, except under the rule | 
in relation to amendments. 

Mr. COBB. It is suggested to me that I did | 
wrong in my action this morning in reference to | 
the deficiency bill. And whenever I am satisfied 
i that L am wrong, or have done wrong, I am will- 
ing to make proper reparation. I objected this 
morning to the consideration of the deficiency bill, : 
from my anxiety to proceed with the private bus- : 
iness we then had under consideration. 

Now, sir, from the urgent necessity for the 
| passage of that bill—-and for the reason, as the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Housron] says, ; 
; that the Senate have nothing before them—I am | 
going to move that the committee rise, that we ; 
! may go back to the House, in order that the chair- 
man may propose to take up that bill, and that 
the House may consider it. We then can come 
back into committee upon this bill, or we can pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of business on the Pri- | 
vate Calendar, as the House may think best. 

I move that the committee rise. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
| was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and theSpeaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had the state of the Union gener- 
ally under consideration, and particularly House ; 
bill No. 43, ‘* making appropriations for the In- 
dian Department for the year ending 30thof June, : 
1853,” and bad made progress, but come to no į 
conclusion thereon, | 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. With the consent of the : 
House, I wish to take up the deficiency bill which | 
; has been returned from the Senate. There are a | 

few matters of difference between the two Houses, | 
which I will explain in a very few words, and then 
ask the House to vole upon them. 

The first subject of disagreement between the | 
two Houses I will read. It is this: 

“Por presents and provisions for “Indians visiting super- | 
intendents on official business, $1,000.” 

Also, 


i 
{ 
| 
| 
| 

i 
| “For traveling expenses of the superintendent and the | 
i Š $2,500. 
i 


i necessary attendants, $2. 


| These two items were among the original amend- . 
: ments of the Senate, but were stricken out by the 
House. The Senate did not concur in the action | 
of the House in striking them out. The expla- | 
nation which I heard made in the Senate on yes- 
_terday, in reference to them, appeared satisfactory : 
i to me. A large number of treaties have been made | 
: with the California Indians, which have been re- 
‘jected by the Senate. The next steamer for Cali- 
| fornia carries out the news of the rejection of those 
| treaties, and the Department is exceedingly anx- | 
: ious that it should have this amount of money, for | 
'the purpose of sending the superintendent, along | 
i with the news, with presents, to pacify the Indians ; 
; upon the receipt of that intelligence. 

| The second disagreement between 


the two | 


| Houses is this: The Senate amended the original | 


bill of the House in the section relating to the 
Texas. Indians, by an amendment which directed 
the $25,000 to be appropriated to the removal of 
such Indians in Texas as “ have intruded themselves 
into that Slate from the territories of the United 
States.” The House amended that provision by 
striking out these words, so that the $25,000 would 
have been. applicable to the negotiation and re- 
moval of all the Indians in Texas. The Senate 
insist upon a concurrence with their original prop- 
osition, and F heard the argument there yesterday, 
and I wassatisfied that that proposition was right. 
The argument was this: that if we now make this 
appropriation to commence a negotiation with the 
Indians of Texas, who really belong to Texas, 
and with whom the Government of the United 
States lave nothing to do, we will thereby assume 
jurisdiction and involve ourselves in interminable 
troubleand expense in regard to them. The Sen- 
ate, therefore, insist upon their amendment. 

The next item, Mr. Speaker, is in regard to the 
Louisville custom-house. The House amended 
the original amendment of the Senate by appro- 
priating $43,700 for the completion of the Louis- 
ville custom-house. The Senate reduces that ap- 
propriation to $16,000; and they did it, as I under- 
stand, upon this ground. I did not get the oppor- 
tunity, when this subject was under discussion in 
the House, of having the letter of the Secretary 
of the Treasury read, because my friend from 
Kentucky (Mr. Mansuax1.] objected to it. When 
we were in committee the Chair decided that I had 
no right to debate the subject, because the gentle- 
man who preceded me had debated it. 

The Secretary of the Treasury recommended, 
in regard to all these custom-houses at Pittsburg, 
Cincinnati, St. Louis, Bath, Mobile, Bangor, and 
Norfolk, that in each case Congress should appro- 
priate, in addition to the amount already appropri- 


| ated, a sum sufficient to pay what had been ex- 


pended in purchasing the sites. All the other 
custom-houses have received that appropriation. 
We have appropriated for the Pittsburg and Cin- 
cinnati custom-houses what the lots have cost; 
and at all the other places we have appropriated 
what the estimates of the Department called for, 
except to the custom-house at Louisville, and 
there we have appropriated $43,700. As I un- 
derstand, the letter of the Secretary, which was 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 

roposed this appropriation of $16,000 for the 

ouisville custom-house. Since that time the 
Secretary has written a letter to the honorable 
member who represents the Louisville district, 
(Mr. Marswaut,] in which he adopts a plan the 
estimate of which requires $43,700. That esti- 
mate never reached the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and it never reached the House, except 
by reference made to it by my friend, [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL.] I think the Senate have done right in 
their action, and that is the unanimous opinion of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, as far as we 
have had a committee this morning. 

It is true that the lot in Louisville cost only 
$16,000, while at Cincinnati the lot cost, I under- 
stand, more than $50,000. The lot cost $58,000, 
but the citizens made up the $8,000; which re- 
duced the cost to $50,000, and in that case the 
appropriation is $50,000. If this appropriation of 
$16,000 is agreed to in regard to the Louisville 
custom-house, then the custom-houses at that 
place, at Cincinnati and Pittsburg, will stand 
precisely upon the same footing, each one having 
$75,000 for building the house. ` 

There are two other amendments. 
have added this new amendment: 

“í For per diem compensation and mileage of Senators, 
members of the House of Representatives, and Delegates, 
$50,000.77 

It is proper for me to say to the House, that 
this $50,000, added by the Senate, is for the pur- 
pose of supplying a deficiency by the abstraction— 
by the taking of that amount from the original ap- 
propriation for constructive mileage. But what 
can this House do? Is it possible for us to con- 
trol a codirdinate branch of the Legislature? The 
money is gone, and it may be proper enough for 
us to dicuss it, and, if we choose, to condemn the 
act, as | do, as an improper act upon the part of 
the Senate; and, although it may be proper enough 
to condemn it, and say we disapprove of it, yet 
can we control the Senate? If the Senate see fit 
to stand up for its present pay, as a matter of 
course this bill will fail. And if this bill should 
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be lost, it would be put in some other bill. The 


constructive mileage has already been taken by || 


Senators who intend to take it, and it is gone. 
This appropriation is for the pay of mileage and 
per diem for this session. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If this is 
allowed, cannot they claim a credit this year, upon 
what.they have abstracted, as the gentleman calls 
it, the last? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
proper expression. 

Mr. STEVENS. I think it is a proper word. 
I think it was abstracted, subtracted, and extracted 
wrongly. I do not think it ought to be allowed. 
I think the House ought to insist upon disagree- 
ing to 1t. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is for the House to do as 
it sees fit upon the subject. 
statement as fairly as | can before the House; but 
it is proper for me to say that it is impossible for 
us to defeat that appropriation. 

The next amendment upon which the Senate 
insist, is the amendment which you, remember 
was discussed in committee, and is this: 

“ Provided, That hereafter no expenses incurred by a 
Territorial Legislature, shali be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, unless previously sanctioned by Jaw.” 

The House defeated that proviso upon the 
ground that the law of 1842 covered it. It is true, 
that law does remedy the difficulty which existed 
before that day, and, as was well remarked by the 
Delegate from Minnesota, [Mr. Srs.ey,] whom I 
do not now see in ‘his seat, we have allowed a de- 
parture from that law; we have allowed a miscon- 
struction of that law, and we are ourselves respon- 
sible for the loose course of proceeding in regard 
to those Territories. It was well argued, in the 
Senate yesterday, that something else must be 
done besides notifying them we intend to adhere 
to the provisions of the law of 1842. The amend- 
ment can do no harm, if it does no good. I have 
now stated the disagreements. 

Mr. STUART. I want to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact, as I understand it, that each 
House takes mileage for itself. The Committee 
on Mileage reports, and each House for itself de- 
termines this question, and determines it conclu- 
sively. Now, sir, whatever opinion may be en- 
tertained here in regard to paying constructive 
mileage of Senators, it is a matter this House has 
no control over, and a matter for which this House 
is in nowise responsible—not in the least degree. 
And I should be very sorry to have this House 
act upon a suggestion which has fallen from the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srrvens,] to 
refuse to concur in this amendment of the Senate 
for any such reason as he assigns. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If the gen- 
tleman will allow me, | will inquireofthe chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means whetber 
we did not insert a clause in some bill last year 
making it a law to prevent constructive mileage? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. This does not 
come into conflict with it. 

Mr. STUART. No doubt we may with the 
concurrence of the other House and the President 
—covering the whole legislative department of the 
country—change a law; but, sir, when that law is 
changed, each House again determines for itself 
what the law is. 

Mr. JOHNSON. My recollection of the pas- 
sage of that law is this: The Senate itself intro- 
duced the clause which cut off the constructive 
mileage last Congress. This case is not affected 
by that law at all—itis for constructive mileage 
anterior to the time of the passage of the law. 

Mr. STEVENS. It is for constructive mileage 
of Jast March. 

Mr. JOHNSON. After the law has passed? 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well; I am unable to say 
anything in regard to that. 

Mr. FITCH. Happening last Congress to be 
on the Mileage Committee, this matter fell under 
my observation, and I now rise merely for the 
pupose of giving information correctly with re- 
gard to this subject. A provision was introduced 
by the Senate into some bill cutting off construc- 
tive mileage for the sessions of the Senate that 
may be called on the 4th of March, 1853, and on 
the 4th day of March in every fourth year there- 
after. The design was to prevent Senators from 
drawing constructive mileage for that usual Exec- 
utive session called after the Inauguration of a new 
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` tendance, now allowed by law: Provided, 'That this act 


President. Last year’s session of the Senate was | 
not-one of that character, and therefore does not 
come under this provision of law. Senators chose 
to avail themselves of the old law and drew their 
constructive mileage. ` 

Mr. STUART. I did not rise for the purpose 
of discussing the propriety of any law, but simply 
to state the fact, which I believe is, that this 
House cannot control this question, and that this 
House is not responsible for the pay of mileage to 
members of the Senate. Each House deterrnines 
that question for itself. 

Mr. GENTRY. This House can determine 
the principle. 

Mr. FITCH. So far as the existing law will 
permit them, they can. But there is another thing 
in relation to this question of mileage which it 
may be as well to state. It is perfectly immate- 
terial whether.we admit or cut off the constructive 
mileage of the Senators for their last session; for 
even if we had it'within our power to prevent 
them receiving the money now, their hames are 
upon the record, and if they choose to, they may 
at any time hereafter draw the amount to which 
they are entitled should the regular appropriation 
for mileage cover the amount. Instances have 
occurred where it has been drawn years subse- 
quently, and they will occur. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am satisfied the positions 
assumed by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
Srvart,] and the explanation of the gentleman | 
from Indiana [Mr. Fircn] of the law of 1851, are 
correct. The law of the 3d of March, 1851, reads 
as follows: 

“ Be it enacted hy the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That from and after the passage of this act, no member of 
the Senate shall be entitled to receive compensation for his 
attendance at the Senate, in the recess of Congress, during 
such meeting of the Senate as may be called on the 4th day 


of March, 1853, and on the 4th day of March in every fourth 
year thereafter, other than the eight dollars per diem for at- 


shall not apply to a Senator, not a member of either House 
of Congress at the expiration of the Congress preceding 
such called session of the Senate.” 


The law makes the question plain. 

Mr. FOWLER. I rise to a question of order. 
If I. understand the chairman, the Senate have 
added an appropriation of $50,000 to the bill, My 
question of order is this: Whether the House, 
there being a new appropriation added by the 
Senate, can proceed to discuss and act upon it 
until it shall have been first referred to the Com- 


I make the question with great deference, but it 
seems to be one worthy of consideration. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the rule of the 
House very clearly, but unanimous consent was 
given to consider the proposition. 

Mr. FOWLER. Lunderstood the consent of the 
House was, that we might hear from the chairman 
the propositions that have been submitted by the 
Senate, and not that we should proceed to con- 
sider and act upon them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair's recollection of 
the proceedings is, that the House gave its unani- 
mous consent to the consideration of the amend- 
ments proposed by the Senate. The House and 
Chair have been acting upon that understanding. 

Mr. FOWLER. If that is the understanding, 
I waive my question of order. I did not so under- 
stand; certainly. g 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwill again call the attention 
of the House to a line in the law of March 3d, | 
1851: 

tc No member of the Senate shall be entitled to receive 
compensation for his attendance at the Senate, in the recess 
of Congress, during such meeting of the Senate as may be 
called on the 4th day of March, 1853, and on the 4th day 
of March in every fourth year thereafter.” 

This session of 1851 was a called session, and 
held before the law took effect according to its con- 
ditions; so there can be no doubt about the law 
authorizing Senators to take the mileage provided 
for by the amendment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. This ques- 
tion of constructive mileage is a mere construction. 
The law allows them actual mileage, and is it not į 
competent for us at any time to refuse to make an f 
appropriation to any branch of this Legislature i 
for a demand for services never rendered ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. This House has power to 
doa great many things which [ think.1t improper 
for them to exercise. Now, the Committee of} 
‘Ways and Means this morning, although the bill í 


was not referred to them in terms, sent for and 
acted upon these amendments. Their action, to 
be sure, was informal; but that committee unani-. 
mously agreed to recommend a concurrence in the 
roion or the Senate, and therefore the passage of 
the bill. 

Mr. JONES. The Senate’s amendment, with 
reference to the constructive mileage, was notunan- 
imously agreed to in the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I may be mistaken about 
that. Probably the gentleman voted against that, 
but the other recommendations were unanimous, 
Under the instructious of the committee, I shall 
move to agree in the three instances, and to recede 
in two Instances. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is 
the motion to refer to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw that motion, 
and propose concurrence in the Senate’s action, 
and upon that motion demand the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Mr. Speak- 


Mr. HOUSTON. I will yield to the gentle- 
man to make an explanation, still holding my 
right to the floor, however. 

, Mr. MARSHALL. {will not accept the lib- . 
erty the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means proposes to extend to me, as a mem- 
ber of this House, and I throw myself upon the 
pleasure of the House, that he shall not call the 
previous question upon me. ; 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is still upon the floor. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. I understood the gentle- 
man to tender to withdraw his call for the pre- 
vious question, for the purpose of allowing me to 
make an explanation. I desire to reply that I 
want to make some remarks with regard to the 
appropriation for the Louisville custom-house. 1 
want to be heard upon that; and 1 want the House 
to disagree to the amendment of the Senate in 
that particular. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I donot know what the gen- 
tleman means. I do not want, of course, to pre- 
clude him from making his explanation. I want, 
however, to retain the floor for the purpose of 
getting this bill through. a 

Mr. MARSHALL. The Senate has become 
suddenly economical, and, for the first time since 
I have been in the public service, has reduced an 
appropriation made by the House of Representa- 
tives. We are told by the honorable chairman of 
the Ways and Means, that in effecting this reduc- 
tion in the case of the Louisville custom-house, 
the Senate has merely cut down the appropriation 
to the point recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and to the original intent of the law— 
that the amount remaining for the erection of the 
building at Louisville reimburses all that was ex- 
pended from the original appropriation for the lot, 
and that the amount cut off was an extravagance 
into which I have led the House. 

Mr. Speaker, the law ordered custom-houses, 
&c., to be built at Louisville, St. Louis, Cincin- 
nati, Pittsburg, Mobile in Alabama, and Norfolk 
in Virginia. To each of the five points first named, 
the sum of $75,000 were appropriated. I under- 
stood atthe time, it was designed that the ground 
should be purchased, and the building erected 
with the sum appropriated. But in the case of 
Cincinnati, the Secretary so construed the law as 
to allow $75,000 to be appropriated for the building 
alone, regardless of the cost of the ground, while 
at the other points the law was construed that 
$75,000 was to cover the total expenditure, both 
for the ground and building. The appropriation 
for Mobile was $100,000, for Norfolk $50,000, 
with a clear and explicit declaration that in each 
case the appropriation should purchase the site. 
and erect the building. If the idea which guided 
the committees of Congress was to restore merel 
the expenditure which has been made for a’ site, 
should like to know from the honorable chairman 
ofthe Ways and Means, who is a member from 
Alabama, why the rule was not applied in the case 
of Mobile? The expenditure for a site in that 
town was only $12,500, but the appropriation this 

ear is $100,000 for the custom-house in addition 
to $100,000 last year. i should like to know why 
the rule was not applied by the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance in the Senate to the case 
of Norfolk in Virginia, where nothing of the 
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appropriation of last year ($50,000) was spent and 
no site has been purchased—no plan of building 
adopted, and for which $50,000 are now appro- 
priated additionally without starting a question in 
the committee of either House? 

Mr. Speaker, to this suggestion it will be replied 
by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Houston,] 
that the Secretary of the Treasury recommended 
both the appropriations in the cases of Mobile and 
Norfolk which have been voted. Yes, he did, 
and I rejoice that he did so, expressly in the case 
of Louisville, as will appear by the letter which I 
now send to the Clerk’s table to be read to this 
House, which letter was before the Senate com- 
mittee when the reduction of the appropriation to | 
$16,000 was voted, and which letter had been ex- | 
hibited to the gentleman from Alabama and other | 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means, | 
before they agreed to the reduction as made in the | 
Senate, ‘The following is the letter: 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, June 4, 1852. | 

i 


Sır: In reply to your verbal inquiries, with reference to 
the progress that has been made towards the erection of a: 
building, in the city of Louisville, for a custom-house, a 
post office, and other public offices, I have to state: 

dst. ‘That commissioners were promptly appointed, to 
select a site for the building, in order that the intentions of 
the Goverment might be carried out without unnecessary 
delay. 

2d. That these commissioners selected a lot, for which 
the Government has paid the sum of $16,000. 

3d. Phat architects were publicly invited to submit plans | 
for the building; and that two plans were received, one of 
which [ was willing to adopt, ifthe building could be erected 
jn accordance with if, durable and fire- proof, for the balance | 
of the appropriation, (viz 9,Q0U;) and, 

4th. ‘Phat specifications and estimates were called for, | 
froin the architect by whom this plan was submitted, which | 
specifications aud estimates have just been received. iI 

According to those, the building ean be erected of brick i| 
and wood for the residue of the appropriation on hand; but | 
fur a structure of stone and won, substantial and fire- proof {i 
from bottom to top, an expenditure of $102,700 is shown to |j 
be necessary. Asa safe and durable building is desired, [ | 
would respectfully recommend an additional appropriation | 
by Congress of the sum of $43,700, for the purpose of con- |} 
structing the sane according to the plans and specifications | 
above referred to, 

i am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

THOS, CORWIN, Secretury of the Treasury. 
Hon. Moumvurey MARSHALL, House of Representatives, 


i 
{ 
{ 


I came to this House with that letter in my |! 


possession, and asked for an appropriation of | 
543,709 for the custom-house at Louisville, as the | 
Secretary recommended, and then the chairman of | 
the Waysand Means opposed me, but this House, | 
acting upon the recommendation of the Depart- 
ment, unhesitatingly voted the sum demanded, and 
thereupon Cincinnati, Pittsburg, St. Louis, and 
Norfolk came forward through their Represent- 
atives on this floor, and asked the appropriations 
which were granted them. Do you not know that 
had this House refused the appropriation to the 
Louisville custom-house which was asked by me, | 
it would also have refused the rest? Could Mobile 
have received $100,000, or Norfolk $50,000, had | 


the appropriation to Louisville of $43,700 been 
voted down in this House? Why, then, has the 
Louisville appropriation alone been selected as a 
mark by these committees? Why has the recom- 
mendatioa of Mr. Corwin been followed in every 
other case than that of my district? i 
The gentleman from Alabama (Mr. [lousron] || 
attempts an explanation by referring to the re- 
marks of the Secretary of the Treasury, in sub- ; 
mitting his “annual estimates,” in which he says: 
“The Department has plans for the custom-houses at 
Pittsburg and Louisville, which can probably be completed | 
for the above sum of filty thousand dollars each; but it is a | 
matter of great doubt whether it is either economy, or in | 
other respects good policy, to ereet such building: ean | 
be constructed wiht that lost. It is to be recollected, | 
thatin these buildings. it is intended to accommodate not | 
only the business of the enstom-house, but also the post | 
office, United States courts, the land offices, independent | 
treasury, and any other of the Mederal officers who may be | 
located in th laces respectively. 
« These ¢ are increasing so rapidly, that what might | 
he considered sntiicient accommodations for the above pur- 
p at this timo, will probably be entirely inadequate in | 
the course of acomparatively very few years, and willthen | 
require to be extended or entirely rebuilt. Et should also <| 
be an indispensable requisite in all public buildings to be |: 
bereatter erected, that they should be perfectly fire-proof, 
both from the interior and exterior; and it is but right; 
and proper that such structures should de not only well and °: 
stanti built, but should, within reasonable limits, be 
finished ty a handsome and ornamental manner, both inside : 
and out. hat all these requisites cannot be obtained ina |: 
building of the nec ry size, the cost of which is limited 
to Arty thousand dollars, is very apparent. Thatlimit would 
oblige the Department to the use of brick as a material, and 
to adopt plans which, though called fire-proof, are not so 
completcly such as should be the ease with all public 
structitres. Buildings for the above purpose, in every way `: 
suitable and proper, and with accommodations not only i! 


| pursuing any such rule. 


, our disposal should not operate against us. 


sufficient for the present, but for the probable future wants 
of the Government for a long period, can be erected and 
furnished for seventy-five thousand dollars; and itis earn- 
estly recommended that such increased appropriations 
should be made. Another reason for granting this sum is, 
that it would prevent what might be cunsidered as an invid- 
ious distinction between these two cities and those of Cin- 
cinnati and St. Louis, where a larger amount has been ap- 
propriated. 

‘If Congress, however, should not think it advisable to 
grant that sum for Pittsburg and Louisville, contracts can 
be made fer the buildings to cost not more than $50,000 
each, but for Jess than that amount the Department is con- 
vinced that it would be inexpedient and injudicious to at- 
tempt the erection of them. On this footing an additional 
appropriation of $16,000 would only be required for Pitts- 
burg, as the balance remaining of the appropriation tor Lou- 


i} isville exceeds $50,0U0.”” 


Mr. Speaker, you will perceive, by reading this 
communication from the Secretary, that only 
$16,000 is asked for Pittsburg, and nothing for 
Louisville—if it is the intention to erect houses 
costing only $50,000; but it is advised that the ap- 
propriations shall be expended in each case to 
$75,000, because the Department then supposed 
this sum would be sufficient to complete the plan 
which the Secretary had in view, and which was 
adopted for the Louisville custom-house. Subse- 
quently, however, the Secretary received the work- 
ing estimates from the architect whose design was 
approved, and that person informed him that 
$102,700 would be necessary to finish the house 
upon the plan proposed. The Secretary then ad- 
dressed the letter to me which has been read by 
the Clerk, and recommended the appropriation 
necessary to build the house upon the plan prop- 
erly. 

T believe no plan for the custom-house at Cin- 
cinnati or St. Louis has been adopted, and I ven- 
ture the assertion that no plan will be executed in 
either city for $75,000, The gentleman from Ala- 
bama pursues the suggestion of the Secretary, that 
$75,000 for the building will make all of our west- 
ern cities exactly equal in the favors received from 
Government, and therefore the additional appro- 
priation asked for the Louisville custom-house 
should be reduced from $43,700 to $16,000. He 
goes on the principle that ‘* equality is equity,” 
and proposes, l presume, fo divide fuirly among us. 
Now, sir, I eschew that principle and repudiate it 
as a test of proper legislation. There is no reason 
why the custom-houses in the several cities named 
should be built upon the same plan, or should cost 
exactly the same amount of money. We should 


look at the wants of Government, at the probable | 


future of your business at these several localities; 
and in arranging the buildings to be erected, we 


| should act with enlightened forecast to meet the 
public wants, without regard to the particular | 


amount spent here or there. But, if the idea of 


preserving equality, which the Secretary of the | 


Treasury suggested, and the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means repeated, is to be our 
guide, it imports, necessarily, that the buildings 
shall be on the same plan in each locality. 

There remains a more difficult condition to be 
met with in this view. We must equalize the 
wages of labor and the prices of materials in each, 


ii in order that an equal sum of money may accom- 


plish the same amount of work in each, ‘The mere 
suggestion of the idea exhibits the absurdity of 
i But, sir, if it is to be 
pursued, then be pleased to remember that $125,000 
have already been appropriated for the custom- 
house in Cincinnati, $100,000 for that at St. Louis, 
$105,000 for that at Pittsburg; and if the appro- 
priation { ask shall be granted, only $118,000 will 
have been appropriated at Louisville. If the 
commissioners at Cincinnati paid $50,000 for the 
site, and those at Louisville only $16,000, surely 
our economy of the fund which was placed at 
If 
Cincinnatians have paid a high price for ground, 
in order to erect their custom-house and post office 
in the most conspicuous place, and the Louisville 
people have taken an obscurer site, in order to erect 
the finer house with the fund at their disposal, 
each have exhibited the peculiarity of their taste, 
and both should be indulged. If you mean to 


i treat them alike, when you now appropriate 
: $50,000 for Cincinnati, you should bestow upon 


Louisville the same amount. That is essential 


‘upon the idea of * equality, in order to avoid in- 


vidious distinctions.” But, sir, as I before re- 
marked, there is nothing worthy of the American 


ss 


:: Congress in that idea of equality, as applied to 


these appropriations, and if there be, the commit- 


| 
1 
| 


tees have violated it by making an invidious dis- 
| tinction against the commercial city in my district. 
i! They have disregarded, also, the recommendation 
| of the Secretary, as exhibited in the letter read at 
the Clerk’s table. Can it be that gentlemen will 
|| apply to these buildings, which are intended for 
post offices and court-rooms, as well as custom- 
‘| houses, their old rule that, because Cincinnatiand 
Louisville are in the interior, the appropriations 
! there should not be more than half as great to 
i accomplish the purpose as they would be if the 
i cities were situated on the sea-board? I have 
| shown you the facility with which the committees 
| appropriate for Mobile and Norfolk, and how 
they justify under the Secretary’s recommenda- 
i tion. I show you how stringent they suddenly 
|; become when the appropriation is in the interior, 
and how they trample on the recommendation from 
li the Treasury in the case. Upon what principle do 
'! these committees act ? 
: Mr. HUNTER. Whatis the diiference in the 
| whole amount proposed to be appropriated be- 


i tween Mobile and Louisville? 
| Mr. MARSHALL. The whole amount ap- 
propriated to Mobile is $200,000. The whole 
f amount appropriated to Louisville will be $118,000. 
‘| I imagine that my district collects three or four 
| times as much revenue as the port of Mobile. We 
| collect $78,000 a year in duties at the portof Louis- 
| ville, and yet we are here higgling upon the ques- 
tion whether you shall expend an additional 
i $27,000 upon the public buildings in Louisville. 
j Í am as much in favor of economy as any man, 
i but I desire to see it dispensed with a proper 
‘hand, and in a proper manner. [trust that this 
House, under the circumstances, will not com- 
mence in their economy upon my city, but will 
disagree to this amendment at least, and give me 
the benefit of a committee of conference with the 
! Senate. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Lou- 
isville (Mr. Marsivarx]} bas argued his case as if 
it were the Committee of Ways and Means who 
had made the discrimination of which he com- 
plains. In that he mistakes. This amendment 
originated in the Senate, and was intended not only 
to destroy a discrimination in his favor, but also 
to reduce the appropriation to the estimate of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The gentleman very 
well knows that I have been endeavoring to get for 
him the $16,000 which he and the Secretary both 
said would be ample to build a suitable custom- 
house in Louisville. I was in favor of giving it 
to him, because, from the attention and investiga- 
i tion I had given the subject, I thought it necessary 
and proper. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury says 
it is necessary to appropriate this additional 
$16,000, in order to build and properly furnish a 
custom-house that shall be perfectly fire-proof, 
both from the intertor and exterior. I believe the 
appropriation ought to be made, and endeav- 
ored to get the Committee of Ways and Means to 
come to the same conciusion. But while this mat- 
ter (of these custom-houses) was under examina- 
tion by the Committee of Ways and Means, the 
Senate saw fit to act upon it, by providing for 
three, and leaving out the others. i havea right 
to speak of my own action in committee. My 
course has been equally fair towards all the cus- 
‘ tom-houses proposed at the various points; and if 
the gentleman from Kentucky thinks ctherwise, 
| he can confer with any member of that committee 
: on the subject. I stated, in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, afew days since, 
that these custom-houses should be completed; 
and, while I believed it was improper to put any 
-of them in this bill, yet, if any of the appropria- 
‘ tions for custom-houses were to be retained, that 
i they all stood substantially upon the same footing, 
and should all be rejected or retained. I do not 
say they are all equally necessary as custom- 
‘ houses, for T do not so regard them; but, as they 
‘have all had partial appropriations, they should 
: now have enough to finish them. I remain of that 
: opinion, but it seems the gentleman has changed 
‘his mind. The Senate, as well as the Committee 
: of Ways and Means, in this instance, have kept 
: within the recommendation of the Secretary of the 
: Treasury; and the document which has been read 
by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- 
| SHALL] was never seen in the committee room. It 
is a recommendation sent to the gentleman him- 
self, and, I presume, at his own instance. Itis 
i true, it has been shown to me, within the last few 
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days, by the gentleman from Kentucky; but it 
never has been before the committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I showed it to you as 
chairman of the committee. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Tam unable to say in what 
capacity the gentlemen intended me to see it. I 
do not, however, regard itas a recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to this House, or 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. But my 
friend from Kentucky says they collect more rev- 
enue at Louisville than at the port of Mobile. 
Mr. Speaker, 1 fear he has not looked into the 
matter. Why did he not state how, and under 
what circumstances, the revenue is collected at 
Louisville and Mobile respectively, and the differ- 
ence in the duties of the collectors at each point? 
Where are the duties performed—I mean to ask, 
where are the services rendered upon which the 
revenue is collected at Louisville? Is it at Louis- 
ville? Not atall; all thatis done by the collector 
at Louisville is to receive the money. Louisville 
is a port of delivery, and not a port of entry; and 
every box or package of goods that goes to Louis- 
ville, Cincinnati, Pittsburg, St. Louis, or any 
other port above New Orleans, is entered at New 
Orleans, inspected there, and every particle of the 
work necessary to clear them through the custom- 
house is performed in New Orleans, except the 
mere collection of the money; and the money is 
received by the surveyor at Louisville on a state- 
ment or certificate from the collector at New Or- 
leans. The surveyor of the customs at Louisville 
then takes the certificate of the collector at New 
Orleans and examines whether the packages and 
certificates correspond, receives the money, and 
issues his permit for the delivery of the goods. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Suppose a thousand bags 
of coffee are imported direct to Louisville, or any 
other interior port, I ask the gentleman what sort 
of handling and what sort of inspection they un- 
dergo at New Orleans, or any other exterior port 
at which they may be introduced into the country? 
and whether they cannot be warehoused, under 
the law, after they reach the city of Louisville? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Just precisely the same sort 
of handling, inspection, and labor they would un- 
dergo if there were no port at Louisville, or such 
interior point; the only thing from which the col- 
lector at the exterior port would be relieved would 
be the handling of the money. The gentleman 
says that the goods may be stored at Louisville; 
but does he maintain that that would devolve labor 
to any amount upon the surveyor there? Besides, 
this provision does not provide at all for a ware- 
house at Louisville. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I state to the gentleman 
from Alabama, that nothing is more needed at 
Louisville than a warehouse. 

Mr. EIOUSTON. Thatmay be; but I say, and 
the fact is beyond controversy, that this amend- 
ment does not propose to erect a warehouse for 


goods. i 

Mr. DISNEY. Ihopethe gentleman will allow 
me to state, that the very buildings now pro- 
posed to be erected by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury at each of these ports, are all to have pro- 
on made for the storage of goods. It is the 


visi S 

practice now at each of them, to receive and store, 
oods. aes 

d Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is mistaken; 


the very reverse of what he says is correct, The 
plans and estimates which are before the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means show no such thing. | 
Mr. MARSHALL. Istate to the House, with 
the gentleman’s permission, that the plan and es- 
timate for the building at the city of Louisville, 
do provide for rooms in that building for the pur- 
pose of storing goods under the public warehousing 
system. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I have not seen the plan and 


estimate for the custom-house at Louisville, be- | 


cause it was passed at thelast Congress, and there- 
fore the plans were not called for by us. But the 
Committee of Ways and Means have called for 
plans of several that were before them this ses- 
sion, and I have seen others at the Treasury De- 
partment, and not one of those plans contains any 
provision for the storage of goods, and I feel very 
confident that the gentleman is mistaken. As I 
said before, the whole of this labor is performed at 
New Orleans, with the exception of the mere re- 
ceiving of the money and retaining 1t or paying it 
over, according to orders. 


Now, sir, in Norfolk and Mobile it is very dif- 


i 
ij the Reporters could not hear. 


ferent; they are ports of entry as well as delivery, 


i and goods are brought to those ports from foreign | 
| countries direct, are entered, inspected, and all the |; 
labor is performed there just as it is at New York, | 


Boston, or New Orleans. There is therefore some 
reason why the buildings should be larger, and 
necessarily more costly at those ports. You have 
at Mobile a collector, a deputy collector, several 
clerks, weighers, gaugers, measurers, thirteen in- 
Spectors, and all the other officers necessary to 
execute the revenue laws of the country. 

But, sir, E must hasten on. I will show you 
that the Secretary of the Treasury says he can 
build a house at Louisville that will answer the 
purpose very well, for $59,000. Here is his re- 
commendation, and it is the only one that is before 
Congress, except the letter which the gentleman 
from Kentucky has read, and which he drew out 
of his pocket—TI will not say his breeches pocket, 
for I believe letters come from coat pockets now- 
a-days. {A laugh.] I will read what the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury says in regard to thecustom- 
houses at Louisville and Pittsburg: 

«The Department has plans for the custom-houses at 
Pittsburg and Louisville, which can probably be completed 
for the above sum of $50,0U0 each; but itisa matter of great 
doubt whether it is either economy, or in other respects 
good policy, to erect such buildings as can he constructed 
within that limit. It is to be recollected that, in these build- 
ings, itis intended to accommodate not only the business of 


the custom-house, but also the post office, United States 
courts, the land oflices, independent treasury, and any 


places respectively. 

« These cities are increasing so rapidly, that what might 
be considered sufficient accommodations for the above. pur- 
poses at this time, will probably be entirely inadequate in 
the course of a comparatively very few years, and will then 
require either to be extended or entirely rebuilt.” 


He is arguing now against the $50,000: 
¢¢ Tt should also be an indispensable requisite in all public 


buildings to be hereafter erected, that they should be per- 
fectly fire-proof, both from the interior and exterior ; and it 


i! is butright and proper that such structures should be not 


only well and substantiatly built, but should, within reason- 
able limits, be finished in a handsome and ornamental man- 
ner, both inside and out. Thatall these requisites cannot 
: be obtained in a building of the necessary size, the cost of 
which is limited to $50,000, is very apparent. That limit 
would oblige the Department to the use uf brick as a material, 


so completely such as should be the case with all public 
structures, ’? d 


Now listen to what follows: 

« Buildings for the above purpose, in every way suitable 
and proper, and with accommodations not only sufficient 
for the present, but for the probable future wants of the 
Government for a long period, can be erected and furnished 
for $75,000; and itis earnestly recommended that such in- 
creased appropriations should be made. Another reason 
for granting this sum is, that it would prevent what might 
_be considered as an invidious distinction between these two 
cities and those of Cincinnati and St. Louis, where alarger 
amount has been appropriated.” 


Itseems that the Secretary of the Treasury does 
not want to make an invidious distinction between 
Cincinnati, St. Louis, Pittsburg, and Louisville, 
which are allin the interior, and some of them,as it 


as a reason for granting $75,000 to Louisville. 
He thinks that as $75,000 was to be expended on 
the building at Cincinnati and St. Louis, it would 
be an invidious and improper distinction to say 
that the buildings at Pittsburg and Louisville 
should not have $75,000 also. Well, sir, I am 
willing to give them $75,000 each, and this $16,000 
to Louisville will make it up to $75,000. I think 
the Government should make all its buildings 
hereafter erected fully and perfectly: fire-proof, 
both from the interior and exterior. He says he 
| cannot erect a complete fire-proof building for 
$59,000, but he can for $75,000, and he therefore 
asks the appropriation of that sum. I am willing 
| to give no more. : 
Mr. MARSHALL here made a remark which 


Mr. HOUSTON. I am treating the subject 
fairly, and when I have discharged my duty I 


not have gone into this so extensively if the gen- 


; commendation on this point. : 

Mr. MARSHALL, I did read it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not what I now propose to 
read. I will add a little to what the gentleman 
read. The Secretary of the Treasury, says: 

«1¢ Congress, however, should not think it advisable to 
grant that sum ($75,000) for Pittsburg and Louisville, con- 
tracts can be made for the buildings to cost not more than 
$50,000 each, but for less than that amount the Department 


other of the Federal officers who may be located in these | 


i and to adopt plans which, though calied fire-proof, are not | 


: were, in the same neighborhood, and he gives that | 


shail have nothing further to say upon it. But [| 
want to bring the facts before the House. I should | 


tleman had read the whole of the Secretary’s re- | 


|| anywhere else? 


is convinced that it would be inexpedient and injudicious 
to attempt the erection of them. n this footing an addi- 
tional appropriation of $16,000 would only be required for 
Pittsburg, as the balance remaining of the appropriation for 


| Louisville exceeds $50,000.” 


That is to say, he can.make a contract for the 
building of a custom-house at Louisville for $50,000 
or $59,000, which will answer all the purposes of 
the Government at present, but he thinks we ought 
to have a building fire-proof, both interior and ex- 
terior, and well and handsomely finished, to suit 
the fashionable notions of the people of Louisville. 
He seems to be struggling hard to convince Con- 
gress that Louisville is entitled to $75,000, and I 
agree with him. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, made a re- 
mark, which was not heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave read what the Sec- 
retary says, and I am satisfied he is right. There 
is no necessity of giving this large amount to 
Louisville, and only $75,000 to Cincinnati and 
Pittsburg. The house can be built for about the 


game cost in either of these cities, and every. man 


here will concur with me in that opinion. It re- 
quires substantially the same character of build- 
ing, and about the same amount of cost, to build 
a custom-house in either of those cities. Why 
should you build a finer house in Louisville than 
Why should you make the in- 
vidious distinction between Louisville and other 
cities in the same region of country? —__ 

I am now going to speak of the gentleman’s es- 
timates. We all‘know how estimates sometimes 
get in here. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. These are the estimates 
of the architect. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to say, that when I 
was struggling to obtain this $16,000 to Louisville, 
the Secretary of the Treasury told me that he had 
plans and estimates in his hands for building a fire- 
proof building for $75,008. That is what he told 
me, and that is what is written down here. These 
estimates were made without any solicitation or 
interference on my part. He gave these estimates 
without consultation with me, or any one else, so 
faras I know. And it is now for us to determine 
whether we shall send this bill back again to the 


| Senate, or whether we shall terminate the matter 


now. It seems to me, that the amount involved 
is not enough to make it worth while to send the 
bill back to the Senate. I will say to gentlemen, 
that if we disagree to this amendment, and appoint 
a committee of conference, it may even endanger 


| the passage of the bill itself. It stands, at least, 


a chance to be defeated entirely. The superin- 
tendent is now ready to start for Oregon, if he 
had the money to pay expenses. Itis very im- 
portant that he should be there. I call the pre 
vious question. 


Mr. FITCH. I desire to know what will be 


| the effect of the previous question? 


The SPEAKER. Each amendment will be 
acted upon separately, as distinct propositions. 
The previous question was then seconded, and 


: the main question was ordered to be put. 


Mr. MARSHALL. [ask for a separate vote 
upon the Louisville custom-house amendment. ’*; 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Task fora 
separate vote upon the amendment relative to con- 


structive mileage. : 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. So do I, and the 


eas and nays upon that. -~ 

The SPEAKER. Itis competent for the House 
to take. the question upon receding from its amend- 
ments, or upon insisting upon them, whichever it 
be the pleasure of the House to do. If the ques- 
tion is taken upon receding from its amendments 
it will save one vote, which would otherwise have 
to be taken upon concurring. 

The first amendment was to strike out or dis- 
agree to the following amendment, proposed by 
the Senate to the original bill: 

& For presents and provisions to the Indians, and for a visit 
of the superintendent, upon official business, $1,000. For 
traveling expenses of the superintendent, and other neces- 
sary expenses, $2,500.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. My motion is to recede from | 
the disagreement of the House to that amendment. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to; and the House receded. ; 

The next amendment was the following, which 
was made by the Senate to the original bill: 

« For the purchase of presents, and to negotiate, under 


instructions from the Secretary of the Interior, with the 
Indians in Texas, who have intruded themselves into that 
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State from the territories of the United States, for their 
removal from that State, $25,000.” 

And the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives was to strike out the following words: 


t Who have intruded themselves into that State from the 
territories of the United States.”? 


The question was on receding from the House 
amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD. [hope the House will not 
recede from its amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. I call the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Ifthe House will 

ermit me to say five words, I think I can make 
that matter clear. Py a 

Mr. FITCH. I object, unless some one can 
Haye an opportunity to speak upon the opposite 
aide. 

Mr JONES. I have no objection to that. 

Several Memners objected. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; only four 
members rising. 

Mr. HART demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Jonnson of Arkansas, and 
Hovsron were appointed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. May I ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs one 
question? 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES. I desire to ask that gentleman if 
the gentlemen from Texas in the House did not 
favor this amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The Texas men are opposed 
to it. 

Mr. HOWARD, The amendment defeats the 
whole object. 

Mr. JONES. 
object. 

Mr. HOWARD. It is exactly the reverse. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 87, noes 34. 

So the House agreed to recede from its amend- 


ment. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate have made an 
amendment to the amendment made by the House 
to the original amendment of the Senate, which 
will be reported to the House. 

The amendment of the Senate was to “ strike 
out $43,700 and insert $16,000.” 

The section thus amended would read as fol- 
lows: 


« For the completion of the custom-house at Louisville, 
Kentucky, the additional sum of $16,000. >? 


Mr. MARSHALL. T want the House to in- 
sist upon the amendment of the House to the 
Senate amendment. I make that motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. T'he motion, I suppose, will 
be to recede. That is the motion 1 made when 1 
was up. 

The SPEAKER. It is neither the one nor the 
other. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ments of the Senate. 

Mr. MARSHALL. J understood the Speaker, 
upon a former occasion, to say to the Fouse that 
we might take either form of the question. 

The SPEAKER. This is an amendment by 
the Senate to our amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. LI hope we shall disagree 
to the amendment of the Senate. I demand tellers. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. MARsSIALL 
of Kentucky, and Housron were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported-—ayes 42, and, before the noes were taken, 
the tellers disagreed as to the number, and 

Mr. HOUSTON reported that there had been a 
miscount, 

TheSPEAKER. The tellers report that they 
cannot count. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MARSHALL. Iwas about nine ahead, 
when he closed the game upon me.. [Laughter.} 

Mr. HOUSTON. The last half dozen that 
passed through, he counted in one way and I an- 
other. 

The SPEAKER. The tellers will again resume 
their places, and a recount will be had. 

The tellersaccordingly resumed their places, and 
a count was had, when 

Mr. HOUSTON reported: Another miscount, 
Mr. Speaker. It is impossible for the gentleman 
{ Mr. MARSHALL] and myself to take the count. 
{ Laughter.) 


I think it carries out the precise 


Mr. FAULKNER. 
nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will recollect 
that the yeas and nays were demanded but re- 
fused. . 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Iwas about 
to say there was a quorum voting, for 1 recollect 
that there were sixty odd in the affirmative, and 
forty-six in the negative, and ten or adozen went 
through afterwards. 

The SPEAKER. There is no question about 
a quorum. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I know about as much as 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] on 
the subject. I say-there was no quorum voting. 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope, by general consent, 
there will bea recount. 

The SPEAKER appointed Messrs. PueLPs and 
CuHanpLer to act as tellers, (Messrs. MARSHALL 


I call for the yeas and 


and Houston having been excused,) when the: 


question was again taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 71, noes 62. 

So the House concurred in the amendment of 
the Senate. 

The next amendment of the Senate was then 
read, as follows: 


. 2 ` H 
« For per diem compensation and mileage of Senators, 


Members of the House of Representatives, and Delegates, 
$50,000.°? 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, called for the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Did the 
Senate propose that as an amendmentto the cus- 
tom-house appropriation ? 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
Senate amendment, and it was decided in the neg- 
ative—yeas 42, nays 97; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Barrere, Briggs, George H. Brown, 
Burt, Chandler, Conger, Dawson, vockery, Duncan, Fitch, 
Florence, Freeman, Gamble, Goodrich, Gorman, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Holaday, Houston, Jackson, 
Robert W. Johnson, J. Glaney Jones, Kuhns, Lockhart, 
Miller, Henry D. Moore, Nabers, Orr, Phelps, Porter, Price, 
Schermerhorn, Snow, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Stuart, Taylor, Thurston, Walsh, and 
Welch—42. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Averett, David J. 
Bailey, Bell, Bocock, J. H. Boyd, Bragg, Brenton. Albert G. 
Brown, Buell, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph 
Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, 
Chapman, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Curtis, Danicl, 
George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dimmick, Disney, East- 
man, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas 
J.D. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Grey, Grow, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Harper, Hascall, Henn, Horsford, John W. 
Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, In- 
gersoll, Ives, Andrew Johnson, Johu Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Preston King, Landry, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, 
Martin, McLanahan, MeMullin, McNair, 
Meade, Millson, Miner, Molony, J. Moore, Murphy, Mur- 
ray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, 
Penniman, Perkins, Powell, Rantoul, Reed, Robbins, 
Robie, Schooleratt, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Smart, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, Ward, 
Washburn, Watkins, Wilcox, Wildrick, aud Wood- 
ward—97. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. There is one further amend- j 


ment, to which I suppose there will be no objec- 
tion, and I move that the House recede from its 
amendment. 

The amendment referred to was then read, as 
follows: 

« Provided, That hereafter no expense incurred by a 
Territorial Legislature shall be paid out of the Treasury of 
the United States, unless previously sanctioned by law.”? 


The SPEAKER. This was an original amend- 
ment of the Senate, to which the House dis- 
agreed. The Senate insists upon its amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the House re- 
cede from its disagreement. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the House receded from its disagreement. 

The amendments were all disposed of. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take up a bill 
upon the Speaker’s table, for furnishing arms to 
the juveniles. Every one knows what that means, 
I suppose. It is a bill to authorize the Secretary 
of War to furnish arms for a company of boys. 

A Voice. I object, I object. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have made several efforts 
to get the House to dispose of several bills lying 
upon the Speaker’s table for months. It is 
very necessary that they should be disposed of, 
and i do hope they will be disposed of now. It 
will consume but very little time. It is a reproach 


McQueen, | 


to the House to permit bills, involving so large 
interests as they do in regard to private individ- 
uals, to remain so long undisposed of. They 
ought to be disposed of at once. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
before this body, is the consideration of business 
upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CARTTER. I move that the House ad- 
journ. . i 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the House adjourned until eleven o’clock to- 
morrow morning. 

PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 

under the rule, aud referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. BOYD, of New York: The petitions of citizens 
of New York, in favor of extending Uri Emmons’s patent 
for a planing machine, dated 25th of April, 1829. 

By Mr. IVES: The petition of Captain John Hoover, of 
Leroy, Jefferson county, New York, for an invalid pen- 
sion. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, July 17, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is a motion to lay upon the table a motion’ to re- 
consider the vote by which the Florida railroad 
bill was rejected. 


LAND DISTRICTS IN IOWA. 


Mr. HENN. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take from the Speaker’s table Sen- 
ate bill No. 488, entitled “ An act to create addi- 
tional land districts in Iowa,” with a view of 
having it put upon its passage. I hope my re- 
quest may be granted. It is the same Dill that 
the House committee reported. 

Mr. COBB. That isa large State, and it should 
have additional land offices. There ought not to 
be any objection to the bill being taken up. 

Mr. HUNTER. If itis proposed to put the 
bill upon its passage, I object. 


RAILROAD IRON FREE OF DUTY. 


Mr. MACE. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce a bill of which I have 
given previous notice, with a view of having it 
referred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read 
a first and second time by its title, as follows: 

“ A bill to admit railroad iron free of duty.” 

Mr. ROBBINS. I object to that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s objection 
comes too late. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
bill upon the table. 

Mr. MACE. I demand the yeas and naysupon 
that motion, 

Mr. ORR. Lhope my friend from Tennessee 
will withdraw his motion, and let the bill be re- 
ferred. 

Mr. JONES. I decline to do so. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I question 
whether the motion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee be in order at this stage of the proceedings. 
The only motion that could be made upon the first 
reading of a bill would be to reject it. 

The SPEAKER. It has passed its second 
reading, and is now open for engrossment, amend- 
ments, commitment, or to be laid upon the table. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
through Asspury Dicxins, Esq., its Secretary, 
notifying the House of the passage by that body 
of certain bills.] 

The question was then put upon the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table, and there were—yeas 
51, nays 64; no quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER. There is not a quorum 
voting. As the Chair is satisfied there is one 
present he trusts those who have not will cast their 
votes. 

Messrs. Jounson of Georgia, Bayiy of Vir- 
ginia, Hammon, Beare, and Freeman asked 
the unanimous consent of the House to be allowed 
to vote, they having been outside of the bar when 
their names were called. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


I move to lay the 


I hope the unanimous 
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consent of the House may be accorded, so that we 
may have a quorum. 

Mr. FOWLER. I object. 

The SPEAKER. There are 51 in the afirma- 
tive and 64 in the negative—no quorum. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Thereis un- 
doubtediy a quorum in the House, several mem- 
bers having come in since the vote has been taken; 
and T will inquire of the Chair whether it be not 
in order, by unanimous consent, to move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means? i 

a SPEAKER. That motion is not now in 
order. 

Mr. STUART. 
the House. 

Mr. HAMILTON, I move, by unanimous 
consent, that the vote be retaken on the motion to 
lay on the table the bill introduced by the gentle- 
man from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Michigan would seem to be an objection 
to all propositions except that for the regular 
order of proceeding. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
whether a quorum voted on the motion to lay the 
bill upon the table? k 

The SPEAKER. A quorum did not vote. 

Mr. JONES. Then Í submit this question: 
That there being no quorum upon that. vote, it is 
clear, beyond all sort of question, there was no 
quorum present when this bill was introduced and 
read the first and second time. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That does not follow. 

Mr. JONES. Task if the admission of the bill 
can be taken as the action of the House? 

The SPEAKER. To the question raised by 
the gentleman from Tennessee the Chair has to 
reply, that, although the House did not divide, it 
is to be presumed there was a quorum present. 
The Chair overrules the point of order, for the 
reason that we are a quorum for all legislative pur- 
poses until the contrary has been shown. . The 

uestion is now upon a motion fora call of the 
ouse. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order. My point of order is this: That when 
the House is found without a quorum upon any 
vote, members coming in havea right to vote, not- 
withstanding the rule that is usually appealed to; 
and such must be the case if you are ever to have 
a quorum. If members who are brought in by a 
call of the House are not permitted to vote you 
never will have a quorum. 

The SPEAKER. . The Chair overrules the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
Virginia. One of the plainest rules of this body 
is, that no gentleman can vote without unanimous 
consent, who was outside of the bar when his 
name was called. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise to an- 
other question of order. If the question whether 
there be a, quorum or not, or whether there has 
been a quorum or not, is involved, I maintain the 
point that it is apparentto the Speaker, from facts 
which he is obliged to notice, there is a quorum; 
for the vote shows there was within one of a 
quorum, and before that vote was announced vari- 
ous gentlemen asked to be permitted to vote. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will allow 
the Chair. Whatever might be the power of the 
Chair upon the point presented, the question is 
not now before the body, it being superseded by 
a motion which is clearly in order, that there be 
acall of the House. That is the only business 
now in order, except a motion for an adjourn- 


T move that there be a call of 


ment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Icall for tellers upon the 
motion for a call of the House. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Mace and 
Cumeman were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the House 

‘refused to order a call—the tellers having reported 
—ayes 38, noes 89. 

The SPEAKER. There being a quorum pres- 
ent the Clerk will again call the roll. The ques- 
tion is upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to lay the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Mace, ] en- 
titled «A bill to admit railroad iron free of duty,” 
upon the table. The bill was introduced by unan- 
imous consent this morning, underwent its first 
and gecond reading, and a motion was made to 
refer it to the Committee of Ways and Means, 


when a motion was submitted that the bill be laid 
upon the table, upon which motion the question 
is now to be taken. i 

The question was again put, and the motion to 
lay upon the table was disagreed to—yeas 74, 
nays 79. 

. So the motion to lay the bill upon the table was 
disagreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion to refer the bill to the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. MACE. Inasmuch as several members of 
the Committee of Ways and Means do not like 
the reference to that committee, I withdraw that 
motion, and move that the bill be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and ordered to be printed; and upon which motion 
I call for the previous question. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I ask that the gen- 
tleman will withdraw his call for the previous 
question until I shall offer an amendment. 

Mr. MACE. The bill is perfect in itself. 

Mr. KING. As the gentleman objects, I trust 
the call for the previous question will not be sec- 
onded. lask that my amendment be read for in- 
formation. 

Mr. ORR. _I object. 

Mr. DEAN. I move to lay the bill upon the 


table. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I demand the yeas and 

nays upon that motion. 

he SPEAKER. That proposition has just 
been voted upon, and the Chair thinks the motion 
cannot be repeated at this time. 

Mr. DEAN. Action has been had since. The 
gentleman has withdrawn his motion to refer the 
bill to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
he now proposes to refer it to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. As there may bea reason, 
from the change of the proposition, to induce the 
House to lay the bill upon the table now, that did 
notoperate before, the Chair entertains the motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Dray} will withdraw that motion, 
and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Mace] willlet 
this bill goto the Committee of Ways and Means. 
I think it is better for those who are opposed to 
the bill to let it go to that committee, so that we 
can go on with other work. It is useless to spend 
time caviling about this matter. If there is a ma- 
jority in favor of the passage of this bill, in God’s 
name let them carry it. If it be referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, I can only say, 
that so far as | am concerned, it shall be promptly 
acted upon, and reported back to the House. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. By unanimous consent I 
wish to ask a question of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

[Cries of ** I object!” “I object 7] 

The SPEAKER. It is objected to, and debate 
is out of order. : 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [If hedesires to reconsider 
it, why did he vote to reject the bill in the first in- 
stance? 

(Cries of “ Order!” “t Order!”’] 

Mr. ROBBINS. Is it competent for the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. Mace] to withdraw his 
motion, if any gentleman objects to it? ; 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for the gen- 
tleman from Indiana to withdraw his motion. The 
motion made by him is, to refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and that the bill be printed. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Dean] moves, again, 
to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. VENABLE. If this motion prevails, it 
takes the bill with it upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is to lay the 
bill upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let me ask the House if 
they will not 

[Cries of “ Order !?? $t Order !”} í 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hovsrox] should be heard? 

(Cries of ‘T object !’’ “ I object!”’] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am aware that discussion 
is out of order, but I wished to ask the House to 
refer the bill. f A 

The question being upon the motion to lay the 
bill upon the table, 

Mr. DEAN demanded the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered, 


Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana. I would. most 
respectfully ask the Chair, if this motion to lay 
upon the table is in order? We have had that 
motion already, and the House have refused to lay 
the bill upon the table. : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that, in- 
asmuch as action has taken place since, by the 
withdrawal of the motion to commit the bill to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and a substi- 
tution of the motion to refer it to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union and print, 
it is in order. 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL, of Minois.. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. When the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Mace} asked leave to introduce this bill, he 
was permitted to do so with the understanding 
that he would refer it to the Committee of Ways 
and Means. After he was permitted to do so 
without objection, he makes the motion to refer it 
to another committee. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Macs] indicated his purpose to refer the bill. 
The House gave its unanimous consent to the in- 
troduction of the bill, but after the bill was intro- 
duced it is competent for the House to dispose of 
it as it may see fit under the rules. That is the 
opinion of the Chair. ; 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Dean’s 
motion, and there were—yeas 88, nays 69; as fol- 
lows: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, Averett, Bab- 
cock, Barrere, Beale, Bell, Bibighaus, John H. Boyd, 
Briggs, George H. Brown, Buell, Burrows, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Curtis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dunean, Florence, 
Floyd, Fowler, Gamble, Gaylord, Giddings, Hamilton, 
Harper, Isham G. Harris, Hascall, Haven, Holladay, Hors- . 
ford, Houston, John W. Howe, ‘Thomas M. Howe, Thomas 
Y. How, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, George G. 
King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Mann, 
Martin, Mason, McLanahan, McNair, Meade, Milson, 
John Moore, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, 
Peastee, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Price, Reed, Riddle, 
Robbins, Robie, Russell, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, 
Scudder, David L. Seymour, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Taylor, Thurston, Tuck, Walbridge, Washburn, 
and Wildrick—88. i $ 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Aen, David J. Bailey, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bissell, Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Bren- 
ton, Albert G. Brown, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Thompson 
Campbell, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 
Daniel, J. G. Davis, Doty, Eastman, Edmundson, Ewing, 
Ficklin, Fitch, Freeman, Gentry, Gorman, Green, Grey, 
Hendricks, Henn, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, MeMullin; Me- 
Queen, Miller, Molony, Morehead, Nabers, Orr, Samuel 
W. Parker, Phelps, Porter, Powell, Robinson, Seurry, 
Smart, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Abr’m P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, 
Stuart, Townshend, Venable, Wallace, Ward, Watkins, 
Alexander White, Williams, and Yates—69. 

So the House agreed to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
pired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 3 

Mr. BUELL. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid upon the table, and to 
lay that motion upon the table. 

Mr. BISSELL. Upon that question I call for 
the yeas and nays. . 

The SPEAKER. If there is controversy about 
it, the question of reconsidering the vote goes over 
for the present. nee 

Mr. DANIEL. If it is in order, I move to 
proceed to the consideration of private bills upon 
the Speaker’s table. ee 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 1 ask if the morn- 
ing hour has yet commenced? — 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 

ired by some twenty, minutes. 

Mr. OLDS. F would like to know when it 
commenced. ‘The morning hour is devoted to re- 

orts from committees. Dee $ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state how 
the morning hour commenced, if gentlemen will 
allow him to do so. The morning hour com- 
menced by the presentation of business within the 
morning hour to the consideration of the House. 
The, gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Mace]: rose 
and asked the unanimous consent of the House to 
allow him to report a bill. The Chair decides that 
as the morning hour was not. reserved, it had ex- 
pired. ag bag 


Has the morning hour ex- 
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Mr. OLDS. I ask if the Chair has not an- 
nounced the same order of business morning after 
morning ? 

The SPEAKER. That is very true, but in 
every case where the morning hour has not been | 
interfered with, it has been reserved by express 
motion before proceeding to the business of the 
morning hour. That is the shape in which unan- 
imous consent has been heretofore asked. It was 
totally neglected this morning, and in the opinion 
of the Chair the morning hour has expired. 

Mr. OLDS. I do not wish to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, but I am sure the under- 
standing was, that when leave was granted to in- | 
troduce the bill, that it should not interfere with 
the morning hour. If i had not been of that opin- 
ion, I certainly should not have given leave. 

Mr. CABELL. [ask if that was not the na- 
ture of the motion of the gentleman from Indiana, ; 

(Mr .Mace?} 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already 
stated that the regular business of the morning 
hour was reported at the Clerk’s desk. The gen- 
tleman from Indiana, (Mr. Macg,] at that stage 
of the proceedings obtained the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce his bill. Inasmuch 
as the morning hour has expired, a motion is now 


made that the House proceed to the consideration |; 


of business upon the Speaker’s table. The pri- 
vate business upon the Speaker's table will be re- 
ported by the Clerk, 


Mr. GORMAN. I do not know in what state || 


the report made by the Committee on Printing 
is, if we go on with this motion. I ask if it is in 
order to move to postpone the report until Mon- 
day next. 

The SPEAKER. 
private business on the Speaker’s table is first in 
order, to the exclusion of the report of the gentle- 
man from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman.] By unan- 
imous consent alone the gentleman can get in a 
motion with reference to that matter. 

Mr. GORMAN. I then ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to allow me to make such 
motion. 

The SPEAKER. If no motion is made at all 
with reference to the report of the Committee on 
Printing, it will come up in order on some future 
day, when not interfered with by some more priv- 
ileged motion. 

Mr. GORMAN. So that it does not go upon 
the Speaker’s table, I am satisfied. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Some gentlemen have mis- 
understood the decision of the Chair, and have 
insisted that the Chair did not decide that the mo- 


tion of the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. | 


Dante] takes precedence over my motion to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

TheSPEAKER. ‘Themotion of the gentleman 
from North Carolina does take precedence. In- 
deed, there is no necessity for any motion such as 
that made by the gentleman from North Carolina, | 
(Mr. Dantet.] The first business in order is Sen- 
ate bill No. 185—An act'for the relief of the Raleigh 
and Gaston Railroad Company. 


It being private bill day, the i 


ETT] would then have had it in his power, before 
the question itself was put—tellers having been 
ordered—to make the motion he now submits. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sacr- 
ETT’s motion, and, upon a division, there were— 
ayes 40, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to go into a Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Joun- 
son’s motion, and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Diswey in the chair.) 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The CHAIRMAN. The business first in or- 


i 


il der is the consideration of House bill No. 43, 


| making appropriations for the expenses of the In- 
‘dian Department for the year ending the 30th of 
! June, 1853. The time agreed upon for discussion 
| by the House having expired, the bill is now open 
for amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
rules, to address the Committee of the Whole on 
| the State of the Union for one hour. There are 
this subject; especially upon the amendments pro- 
posed to the bill, of which notice has been given. 
But, as I am exceedingly desirous of expediting 
the public business, I will endeavor, in one instance 
at least, to set a good example, and I will, there- 
fore, decline toaddress the committee this morning, 
for the purpose, if possible, of getting through 
with this bill. 

The bill was then read by clauses. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to amend 
the item which reads ‘‘ for repairs of buildings at 
agencies, $2,000,” by increasing the amount to 
$15,000. 

Mr. J. said: Mr. Chairman, I submit to the 
House, and to the gentlemen. of the Ways and 
Means Committee, that the original recommenda- 
tion of the Department was $15,000, and that that 
sum is extremely moderate for the purposes for 
which itisasked. The policy of thisGovernment, 
and the laws now in existence in regard to Indian 
tribes, require that the agents of the Government 
shall live at or among the tribes. Itis found that 
they cannot so effectually perform their duties if 
they are not convenient to the tribes; nor can they 
exercise such a supervision as is for the best in- 
terests of the Government, for the peace of the 
frontiers, and of the Indian settlements themselves, 
when they are not among the Indians, as when 
they are among them. It is utter folly to expect 
an agent to go and live among the distant Indian 
tribes, where there is no dwelling for him to in- 
habit, and, at best, nothing but an Indian hut 
| where his papers, office, and records must be kept. 


within a tribe that lies distant from the frontier, 
we find that the agent, under the law which re- 
quires them to live ‘*at or near” the tribe over 
i which he is appointed, is often located at consider- 
able distances, and most inconveniently. ‘Phe in- 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. {s it now in 
order to move to suspend the rules to go into the | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 
upon a general appropriation bill? H 

The SPEAKER. Itis in order. 

Mr, JOHNSON. I then submit that motion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Are there not 
some private bills upon the Speaker’s table which | 
passed without objection through the Committee 
of the Whole upon objection day? 
we ought to pass those bills. They have been for 
months upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. SACKETT. Does the motion to go into 
a Committee of the Whole upon the Private Cal- 
endar take precedence of the motion to go into; 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the! 
Union? i 

The SPEAKER. 


d 


It does take precedence. 
Mr.SACKETT. I then make that motion. 
Mr. LETCHER. 1s it in order for the gentle- 

man to submit that motion while the House is di- 

viding upon the other motion ? 

The SPEAKER. The House was not precisely | 

in the act of dividing. Suppose tellers had been , 

ordered: thegentleman from New York [Mr. Sacx- ; 


1 think that!) 


| well appropriated among the various tribes for the 


| We cannot expect Indian agents, men of intelli- 


|| terest of the Government, and the prosperity of 


tth 


e tribe, are the victims of this error. 

It will readily be seen, then, when we consider 
: the great number of these Indian tribes, that we 
| must have some means—-and Congress has hereto- 
fore always provided these means—to support the 
agents, and enable them to live at least in log-cabin 
comfort. We cannot expect them to go and camp 


the amount of pay which we give them, expect 
them to build houses for themselves, which must 
afterwards revert to the Government as Govern- 
ment agencies. A sum of $15,000 is all that is 


i| asked for the repairs of agencies, although we | 


have a great number of old agencies, and have | 
taken under our control the supervision of many į 
new tribes, where there are no agencies or houses 
at all; $15,000 is all that is asked for the repair of 
i all the old agencies that already exist. I have no 


! question in my own mind that $30,000 could be 


t 


| purpose of establishing residences for these agents. 


i gence and character, such as will be competent to 
| exercise the requisite beneficial influence over these 
‘tribes, to go out themselves, mount a hunting 
| shirt and leggings, camp in the woods, and sleep 


i 
l 


I have a right, under the | 


many things I would like to say, connected with | 


Consequently, where there is no place of residence | 


in the woods throughout the whole period oftheir į 
service as Indian agents, nor can we, considering | 


beneath the trees upon the bare ground; nor can 
we expect them, under the limited and economical 
system which we have adopted in paying them so 
small an amount—in most instances no more than 
$750—and losing the benefits of civilized society, 
living amonginibes of savages, that out of this sum 
they should build houses for themselves, and when 
turned out of office by the succeeding Administra- 
tion, have to abandon them, and receive nothing 
of this Government for them. This is not the way 
business is done, and I trust and believe that the 
Committee of Waysand Means were not fully in- 
formed of the necessities in regard to these mat- 
ters. Ido not believe they would have stricken 
out so moderate an appropriation as $13,000 out 
of $15,000. 

l shall make no more remarks upon this subject, 
believing that what Í have already said will show 
the necessity to the House, that the Government 
of the United States should provide some means 
by which the agents of the Government shall live 
among the tribes where their duties are to be dis- 
charged, and where they have to exercise that in- 
fluence over the Indians which will preserve peace 
and good order upon our frontiers. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Chairman, the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means fully appreciate the ne- 
cessities existing for erecting buildings at the vari- 
ous Indian agencies in this country. They were 
not, however, prepared at this time to authorize 
the expenditure of money for the erection of addi- 
tional buildings for Indian agents. At the present 
time it is not determined at what point the Indian 
agencies are to be located. For years past money 
has been expended for the erection of buildings 
for the use of the agents in various tribes situate 
directly upon our frontiers; and there are at this 
time buildings at which the agents are now resid- 
ing, and where they have been residing for several 
years past. At the last session of Congress, it 
will be remembered by those members who were 
in that Congress, the number of Indian agents 
was reduced by an amendment proposed by the 
gentleman from Arkansas, (Mr. JonNion;] the 
chairman of the Committee on indian Affairs. 
The number of Indian agents was then reduced. 
At this time there are upon the frontiers houses in 
which the Indian agents reside, and when you 
come to the Territory of New Mexico and Utah, 
I am bound to concede that there are no buildings 
there for the agents to oceupy, and it is a matter 
| of uncertainty where these agents are to be sta- 
tioned. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the 
Secretary of the Interior have not yet determined 
what tribes are to be placed under the supervision 
of the Indian agent now stationed in New Mexico. 
Certain I am that one of these agents has been 
here during the last winter, thus showing that 
there is hardly any necessity for the number of 
Indian agents that has been given to the Territory 
of New Mexico. The Committee of Ways and 
Means were desirous of affording to the Indian 
department all the money which was needed for 
the purpose of repairing the buildings at the resi- 
dences already erected within the Indian country, 
and hitherto the appropriation for that purp se 
i has been limited to a sum of $2,000 per annum. 
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs himself tells 
you that the estimate he now submits exceeds the 
estimate of past years $13,000, and the Committee 
of Ways and Means made the amount proposed 
to be appropriated by this bill correspond with 
the amount that has hitherto been appropriated 
for that purpose. 

i Tbelieve the custom hitherto has been, whenever 

it was thought advisable to erect a building foren 
Indian agent in any particular tribe, that the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, or the Secretary of 
the Interior, has submitted a special estimate for 
the erection of buildings to be occupied by such 
agent stationed at such point. When we have 
estimates of that kind sent to us, that we may 
know ourselves where the buildings are to be erect- 
ed, that we may have all the information upon the 
subject, by which we may judge of the necessity 
of continuing agents, then will Congress be able 
to judge of the necessity of making such appro- 
pristions. But lam unwilling to place this sum 
of money at the disposal of the Commissioner of 
indian Affairs, or the Secretary of the Interior, to 
be expended perhaps injudiciously, for Congress 
may determine to extinguish the title to the lands 


| 


which the Indians now occupy, and then your 


PU 


pecs 
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‘expenditure of money. for the ‘buildings of. the: 
agents would be useless and: thrown away, “Again 
there is another objection to-this amendment. ita 


you appropriate $15,000 forthe erection-of new || 


agency buildings, L-desire to know: how mair 
new agency buildjngs:will be erected ?: . 

In the Indian country, the expensé of buildi 
much greatés than. it-is-in the States. For in- 
stance, in the Territory of Oregon; it is probably 
five, if not ten times greater” in some portions’ of 
that Territory than it is-in the States, and-almost 
every agency building. erected on the frontier of 
Missouri or-Arkansas, designed for the use and 
aceommodation of an agent, has cost from $1,500 
to $3,000. Let, then, the Commissioner of Iri- 
dian Affairs designate: where he wishes.to erect 
these buildings, but not ask for the money to.be. 
appropriated in this-manner, by. which he may 
commence some half dozen or more buildings with 
an appropriation insufficient to finish them, and 
afterwards he-will come to. Congress:and demand” 
additional sums of money to be appropriated. for 
the buildings which hé has commenced inorder to 
complete them. These are the reasons which in- 
duced the Committee of Ways and Means to make 
an estimate. inthis particular -for ‘the repairs of 
these buildings corresponding with. the estimates 
of preceding vears. . ; 

Mr, SIBLEY. [Is it in order to. offe 
ment to an amendment?. 

The CHAIRMAN. . It is in order. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I propose, then, sir, to offer 
the amendment which I introduced a few days 


ran amend- 


ago. . : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas... T submit that 
the gentleman is not in order’ in. offering a new 
amendment, unless it applies to this amendment. 
The question has`not yet been taken upon my 
amendment. There has been no vote upon it yet. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jounson’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to, : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, under the instruction-of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, to comein after line 
thirty-one, on page three, viz: : 

For contingencies of the Indian Department, $36,500. 

Mr. Chairman; I have but a word to say imre- 
lation to that amendment. That is the usval-ap- 

ropriation forcontingencies, The Committee of 

Ways and Means, pursuing the course pursued 
towards all the Departments, addressed a letter to 
the head of the Indian Bureau for a detail, or as 
near a detailed estimate of the expenditure contem- 
plated by that apropriar as he could giye: We 
desired to know for what objects the money was to 
be a propriated, as nearly as he could give it. He 
declined, for a considerable time to: furnish it, and 
the committee, therefore, struck it out. Subse- 
quently. he furnished the information, and the 
committee have instructed me to request the House 
to insert this amendment. I hope it will. be 
adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am in favor of that amend- 
ment, and am not going to speak against it; but I 
desire to say, that; there has been some strange 
misunderstanding between the Ways and Means 
Committeeand the Department. Now, his letter 
bears date on the 5th of January, 1852, and the 
reply, dated 5th of January, 1852, was sent the 
same evening. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not suppose the gentle- 
man from Arkansas desires to question the vera- 
city of my statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
this to show that the 
fairs replied directly. ce 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman Is misin- 
formed. fT have ro doubt, as every member of 
the Committee of Ways and Means will state who 
is upon this floor—and I have not conferred upon 
the subject with any member of that committee 
that these are the facts. We waited fora very 
long time, and the information was not sent to Us. 
The letter we received does not bear date the 5th 


I do not; but I am stating 
Commissioner of Indian Af- 


understood the ‘chairman of the Committe 
:Waysänd Means to say that he asked‘ for inform- |] 
-ation-from the Commissioner of Indian Affiurs as 


atthe Cominissioner furnished | 
‘the information, (Will the chairman let the coñ- li 
mittee know what those objecis are?” Let us | 
have the information. ~ : ee Ribot f 
` Mr; HOUSTON: His impossible for me to! 
state themall. Iris all of the contingencies that | 
caitend the administration. of all the Jaws in resi 
gard to the. various Indian” tribes -at the ‘several | 
indian agencies all over the country. er aE 
Mr. FOWLER. Is'the letter of: ihe Commis- | 
sioner shart? Ror ee a oe À i 
Mr.. HOUSTON... The. detailed statement of 
the jrems isin the committee-room./-4 can send 
and get it, if, the geyueman wishes-it, but itis 
long. ` : be as 
o Mr. JOHNSON. -I have it somewhat in my. | 
power to answer (he gentleman rom -Massachu- 
‘setts, [Mr. Powter, having devoted much_attén- 
tion: to this partictilar: branch. of business. Ltis 
this: There has been, from ‘the time: as far back 
as fam acquainted with the history of our legisla- 
tion upon Indian affairs, a contingency necessary 
to be provided for, and actually provided for. “Phat 
contingency for miny years has stood ut $36,500, | 
which: is. the precise amount that the chairman’; 
of the Ways and Means Committee naw offers. | 
That: contingency, which was estimated for, was 
thrown out of the appropriation. bill in conse- 
quence ‘of some misunderstanding between the: 
Committee of Ways and Means ‘and the Indian | 
Baréau or the Department of the Interior. 
o Mr, PHELPS. There was no misunderstand- 
ing. The. Commissioner failed to answer the 
fetter. oe, 3 
Mr. JOHNSON. He failed to answer the let- 
ter according to the understanding of the commit- 


ji 
| 


i 
i 
| 
i 


| 


tee, but he answered it according’ to. his under- | 
standing. If that be no misunderstanding, then | 


there was none, 


But the appropriation itself is 
for contingencies. It is one that always has been 
made, and should be made again, and the Ways 
and Means Committee oller it themselves, and it} 
is right. ButI will state the objects of the appro- | 
priauon, : 
Mr. FOWLER. Thatis what I want to know. 
Mi, JOHNSON. The objects. are to pay for 
the transportation of goods and money. due to the 
various Indian tribes in every direction through- 
out the broad expanse of this Union. ‘That is one 
of the beaviest items. ‘Ihe transport of goods 
and ‘supplies of bacon and salt; and every other 
article that can be named, throughout the whole 
expanse of territory where our Indian relations 
extend, covering, I believe, a greater area, or at 
| least as great, as that covered by our white popu- 
lation. That is, as T before said, one of the heaviest 
items which creates the necessity for this appro- 
priation. i 
The various expenses of traveling incidental to 
the movements of the-agents ünder the orders of 
the Dep 
There are others which 


] cannot go into and give-|| 
you the amount of. l haveexamined them, and j 
you will see how reasonable is the amount of ap- | 
propriation. for all the contingencies. incident to |} 
the administration ofthis branch of the Indian | 
department, when you consider. that the-amount | 
is not increased, although during the present fiseal 
| year our Indian relations have been most extra- 
ordinarily extended. ‘There is no doubt. of the 
propriety of the appropriation. , 

Mr. SIBLEY. is it in order now to offér an 
amendment to the amendment? - 

The CHAIRMAN. Tt is. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Then I offer the following 
amendment,of which I gave notice the day before 
yesterday: 

For the subst 
within the Hits 


@. of the Indians of any-tribe residing 
of the United States. who may Hereatie 
be suffering fer want of food and proper clothing; 10 be e 
ended under the direction of the secretary of the Triterior, 


} 


of January. 
Mr. JOHNSON, 
Mr. FOWLER. 
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Here is the letter. 
I wish to make an inquiry. 


| F a 
| 100,000: Provided; That iy no case shall any portiin of 
| said sum be ‘paid out unless a reliable statement shall be. 
made to -the weeretary of the ‘Anterior of the existence, of * 


S._TERMS § 


to the objects for which this money was to-be áp- |f 
f propriated, and th S 
| proposes an 


artment is another item of expenditure. «|. 


fe 


lated in this clause. 


“Mr. PHELPS. 
ri 
pending. am: 


í ex jendi 
anyen lawi > 
i 


r. SIBGEY, T withd 


the present, andiwill offer it whe 


now. pending. is disposed of. 


The anvendment was. accor 


dingly withdrawn. 


sucha state of suffering ainongst the: dian: 


i] 


question of order. 
amend 


ait tothe 
{ place, it 
authorized by 


The question.recurred-upon the amendment sub- 


mitted. by: Mr. Houston... 
- MP-PHELPS. . Pimove- 
ment. by reducing the, 
$1,000. For the: in! 
from Massachusetts 
more ex 


Indian 


: cies,an 


merely offe 

of answeting t 

Massachusetts. 
‘There being no objection, 

withdrawn. — 
The question 

offered by Mr. 

decided. in the affirniative. 


to amen 
aniount ofthe appropriation 
formation’ of the gentleman 
{Mrs Powter] 
lun that thete ate other és 


Fousron, and. be 


So the amendment was agree 


Mr. SIBLEY: 
amendment which, 
drew. ore: 

The amen 

Me. 
That appropriation has 
nor is it authorized by any 

The CHAIRMAN. T 
to. overrule the point, of. 
gentleman from Indians 
ther examination, fro 
that an ‘appropriation j 
nine and thirty, ‘for provi 

Mr. PAELPS, .That apj 
for by express law. 

“Mr. DUNHAM 
for in the-bill,-to w 
vided for by express treat 
the laws of the land. 

“The CHAIRMAN 
that in thé allusion w 


n 


some general provision of 
Secretary of the Interior to 


‘for the Indians perhaps in ‘some: 


ament was again read. 
DUNHAM. I nse to a ques 


a 
wm the, very 


ja 
Pp 


etions © I desire, there- 
leman‘from Missourt, 


ok. 


did., 


L now, propose 
J before: submitted, but 


P 


d the amend- 


wil further- 


over the dis- 


the amendment was 


“yecurred upon the amendment 
ing, put, at was 


‘to offer “the 
with- 


tion of order. 
ot been, estimated for, 
j existing law.” 

he Chair feels compelled 
order presented. by the 
Itappears, without fur- 
face of the bill, 
‘is-made, in lines twenty- 
sions for. Indians.” 
propriation 1s provided 


The anpropriations provided 
hick the Charr-alludes, are pro- 
ies, which are a part of 


. The Chair will rémark,* 
hich: he made to the -appre- 

‘priation: in lines twenty-nine and thirty, be 
posed’ that that appropriation was 


made -ünder 
thorizing * the 
së provisions 
articular aud 


Joe.) daly AT 


“specified cases. If the existing law-does authorize. 
the Secretary to purchase provisions for the use of 
Indians, in general terms—if there be no limitation 
upon’ such. appropriations, then. the amendment” 
offered by the gentleman from Minnesota, being | 
of ‘the same general charactey, would come within. 
the. operation of “the la 
amowht.y © ono a, ea ERS En : 

Mr: DUNHAM: There is no law invexistence | 

‘thats authorizes“ the purchase> of “provisions for 
Wels Me ee eee 
|. Mre SIBLEY. I will'state that there is alaw | 
authorizing the expenditure of $10,600 p ] 
as a civilization: fund, and has-been ever since: 
1819. - Eien Stade! Sadao A : 

Mr, DUNHAM. . For what-purpose?. 
Mr. JONES,’ of “Tennessee. 
Indians: ete A pete 
- Mro DUNHAM: That is for another purpose 
entirely...» But there is no existing law that_{ ever | 
heard of that authorizes: appropriations. for the | 
purpose which the amendment of the gentleman) 


To civilize the 


from. Mintiesota‘seéms to contemplate. ome, 
Mr. SIBLEY. - I: rise. to, a question’ of order. | 
Has not the point of order raised bythe. gentle: | 
man from Indiana‘ been‘ overruled. by the Chair? | 
‘If 'so, all these remarks-are irregular and. out. of 
order.” : ` E a T A 
The CHAIRMAN. There is- a: question. of 
order already pending. ‘The gentleman from In-; 
diana will-perceive that the whole point turns ou | 
a question of. fact—whether the existing laws ‘do 
or do not authorize the expenditure of. maney for 
the:ptrchase of provisions for the use and benefit 1 
of. Indians.:: The Chair. cannot “determine that’ 
question’ of fact without seeing the laws. ` 
Mr. JOHNSON, of - Arkansas. . 
‘question of.order. © => gee 
. The CHAIRMAN... The question of order 
now pending must be determined before another | 
one can be raised. >` - : f 
Mr. DUNHAM. - Ii seems tome that the gen- 
tlenian from Minnesota must first submit the au- 
thority of law'by which such an appropriation 
can be made, as his amendment proposes... - 
“The CHAIRMAN. . ‘The Chair will remark 
again that he finds ‘in the billa provision sto ‘the 
following effect: 
‘For provisions for Indians, $11,800.” : 
The Chair is therefore compelled froin the face | 
of the document. to. assume that such appropria- 
-tions are warranted by the existing laws. -If the 
existing laws do’ warrant ‘an appropriation for 
“such a purpose, the amendment of ‘the gentleman | 
from Minnesota being for that purpose, although 
larger in amount, is within the range of the rules 
of- otders ‘Lt all. turns, as the Chair before rê- 
marked, upon’ the question. of fact, door do not 
` the existing laws: authorize ‘such appropriations ? 
The Chair infers from the face of this, -bill that 
they do; Soha, sare 
Mr. SIBLEY. “I believe that when I have ex- | 
plained to the committee, in the-few minutes that 
are allotted to me under the rules, the necessity of 
making an appropriation of this kind, there will 
not be a solitary vote against the amendment. I 
stated in my remarks, the day before yesterday, 
that a state of facts had come to my. knowledge 
within a short time which showed thatin iy own 
Territory there'had, within the last few months, 
perished from actual starvation, some fifty or more 
individuals’of the tribes within it. “Now, I know 
that there is no fund at the disposal’ of the De- | 
partment which can be used for. relieving the In- | 
dians when they-are reduced’ to extremity for- 
want`of food. I state, upon my own kiiowledge | 
of the fact, that this suffering among the Indians | 
is increasing from year to year. I myself have 
seen within the last few months whole bands of 
Indians.reduced to such a state of exhaustion ‘as 
‘to tender Jocomotion almost impossible, arid they: 
were only enabled to live through the season by 
ad from the Government: agents, or by individ- 
uals. ca š zo > 
In this state of things, and: with these ‘facts 
staring us in the face, the‘question is, whether this | 
Congress is-hot willing to put into thé hands of | 


r 


F rise ‘to aj 


Oe 


the: proper authorities, with-all the restrictions + 


which may be necessary to guard the expenditure | 
of the. money, such asun as may make. it possi- | 
ble for the Departmenttosuccor.the Indians when | 
they are found in a starving condition. - 
‘T’propose, before Isit down, to modify my | 
amendment... I find that some gentlemén: around /! 


y “although. larger in! 


pated: and 
‘reduced to 


|.that’‘that is the amount whi i : 
treaty to disburse.to the Indians for their support’ 


the think the appropriation too large.” Tam will- 


ing to reduce itto $50,000, and. to’guard-it by all 
thé-limitations as to discretionary power in’ the 
Secretary which can: be thrown around ‘it, so-that 
it'shall-be disbursed:in’ no case except when the 
Indians are-found. tö ‘be actually in a condition 


bordering. on-stafvalion.. Ido not propose that. 
whenever: it is.undérstood, that an Indian tribe are’ 


somewhat straitenedin their means of subsistence, 


And that they have not an:.abundance of supplies 


on hand, that.a probable’ failure’ shall: be antici- 


‘ovided ‘for; 


there Ought to beno doubtin. the mind of any geh 


cing a fund'at the disposal of the Secretary of the. 


|| Interior, to be appliéd to‘their immediate relief. ` 
> Lnow madify my amendment. so as to-read as 
follows: =- is a : f 


‘For the subsistence of Indians of any tribe residing within 
the limits of the United States, who inay hereafter be in a 
starving-condition;.to. be -expended under.the direction of 
the Secretary-of the Interior, $59,009.: Provided, That in 
nò case Shall any. portion’of said sum be paid-out unless re- 


liable statements-shall- be made. to the Secretary of the In- 


terior of. the:existence of: such a state of suffering among 
the Indians as is cofitemplated by this clause.» “ Khe 


“Mr. PHELPS. ‘lam undér the necessity of op- 


posing the amendmelit proposed by the gentleman 
trom Minnesota. By. treaty stipulation, and. by 
law, we appropriate, in round numbers, $800,000 
to be expended forthe benefit of Indians; I mean 

nt- which we are boung by 


and subsistence. -The gentleman from Minnesota 
now proposes’ to: inerease the amount $50,000, 
without any recommendation or estimate from the 
Department or from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, but upomhis own mere motion, and upon 
information which he has obtained by his: resi- 
dence in ‘the ‘Ferritory of Minnesota, relative to 


the suffering condition of Indians in that :Terri-. 


tory.” Now, if you Make this appropriation in. 
‘this: instance, you.will have to follow “it: up ‘by 


j| appropriations hereafter; and you cannot estimate 


the extent to which éxpenditures will increase and 
grow-uponus.. Those wild tribes of Indians, which 
support themselves by robbing” our emigrants. to 
California! and -Oregon—by plundering the emi- 
grant trains. crossing ‘the plains—are sometimes 
found ina state of starvation, and you would have 
to disburse.money, to keep them, alive to scalp de- 
fenseless men women, and:children.. Away with 
such philanthropy:! ` T 

Mr. SIBLEY. I wish to correct the statement 
of the gentleman as to a matter of fáct. I do- not 


propose that this money shall be expended for the. 


benefit of any. particular ‘tribes of Indians-that 
now receive annuities.from: the Government, but 


among all the ‘tribés’ in: the United:States-——those: 


who-do or do not receive annuities, wherever they 
may: be found in a suffering: condition.. ; 


-© Mr. PHELPS. Then it isa proposition to 


‘support thé wild Indians, and pay them for mur- 
dering white men, et ws 
It is proposed to-extend it now, not. to those 


civilized. Indians upon our frontiers who: may. be | 


starving or. suffering, but you are to extend it to 
those ‘wild Indians, and thus to give. them a prè- 
mium to plunder, scalp, and tomahawk ‘our de- 
fenseless women and children. :I can never čon- 
sent to such an expenditure. : There is a provision 
existing for an appropriation of $10,000, or not to 
exceed that, to be expended under the direction of 
the. Secretary.of War, and is usually expended 
under the direction of the officers of the Army in 
the Commissary’s Department, amongst the In- 
dians who visit the military stations and forts upon 
our frontiers, if they are found to be in a destitute 
or starving condition.” You will find that appro- 


| Pon embraced in the Army appropriation bill. 


liave no objection to that appropriation. - 

Mr. SACKETT. 

general provision.of law which prescribes the màn- 

ner in. which’ this appropriation is to be expendéd? 
Mr. PHELPS. None whatever. “There is no 

legislation upon the subject... MBthis provision. be 


adopted it will be the first.and only provision upon- 
‘| your. Statute-book directing money to be.expended. 


in this manner... There-is no -regulation: for ‘this 


disbursement of this money if itis appropriated. - 


There is no law regulating the -conduct of the of- 
ficers ‘who may be charged with its disbursement. 


nit: when: Indians are. 
j h-an éxtremity “as contemplated. 
ańd expressed ïi- the amendment, then;-I think 


; Suppose the’ amendment‘ 
were adopted, Task’the gentleman-if there-is any 


| 
H 
| 


“i| tlemen of this“¢ommittee of the propriety of plä- |) T 


| inserting ** $1,000.72 


| premium to these wild 
destroying our péople...: 


our notice. 


~ Mr. SIBLEY,” Iwill staté" to” the: gentleman 
that thereis a.provision appropriating $10,000 for 
the. civilization of the Indians, withoutany restric- 
tión: whatever so. far as the Department is con- 
cerned. * ~ ing anne ieee ae 
‘Mr. PHELPS: So far as this civilization fund 
is concerned, there isa standing. appropriation 
of $10,000, for. civilizing: the Indians; but that 
money. is expended for paying .missionaries.to go - 
among. them, for establishing. and “supporting 
schools, and for-civilizing the Indians.~ E know 
of some schools which are. supported and-kept up 
out of these $10,000... It-is not expended: for par- 
‘chasing. clothes and provisions, but, as T said, for 
paying missionaries and for the support of schools, 


‘The money: is expended for an altogether different 


purpose fronvthat contemplated by the proposition, 
of thé gentlernan. from Minnesota, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I moveto amend 
the. amendment by striking. out: 4 $50,000,” and 


` "I offer that ameridment forthe parpose òf- say- 


ing that I do not conebdr-in the améndment of the 


gentleman from Minnesota, [Mr.Sisiéy,] for rea- 
sons which I will giveto the committee: ~I do not 
concur in the reasons given by my friend from 
‘Missouri [Mr. Preps] for opposing it, but there 
are, In: my opinion, good reasons for opposing it. , 
My friend from Missouri says this.is offered as a 
Tndians for. scalping and- 


` “Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman: will.allow 
me, I will explain. È- understood the’ gentleman 
from Minnésota to’say:that he did not-desire. this 
money to be expended among the civilized Indians, 
but among the wild Indians with: whom we have. 
no treaties—those who sealp.and. tomahawk our . 
defenseless. women.and children on the frontiers. 
Mr. JOHNSON, “The -object- of my friend. 


i from Minnesota is this: There are large numbers 


of Indians within the limits. of his own Territory 
whom I have no doubt, as. he states, suffer ex- - 


| tremely... Well, I am not afraid, if we were to 
‘give to. them to preserve them from starvation, that 


it'would prove .a.-fruitful. motive to destroy our 
people atalii: The only objection Ihave to it is, 


‘that it would ‘take something-from the, Treasury, 


and ‘it would. furnish: a.-precedent. which. would 
grow into-a systema, so-that‘all, the tribés of In- 
dians with whom, we have made no treaties would 
be fastened upon. the. Government ‘of the United 
States for support. But, aside from that, if I sup- 
posed that the cause of humanity required us to 
afford. these Indians relief—if.[ supposed they were 


really suffering, so that help was seriously de- 


manded from our hands, from the whole. history 
of this country connected with these. Indians, I 
should feel bound to come forward, temporarily 


‘at least, and save their lives. 


But, sir, I have not that species of evidence 
which would authorize me to come forward and 
vote.to expend $100,000 or even $50,000: for this 
purpose. -Nòt at all.” Ido not find that the horr- 
‘orable gentleman’ from Minnesota has presented 
here the recommendation. of any Department: of 
this Government. fox this .appropriation. “The 


| Department which has especial charge of these 


Indians has-sent no. message here upon thé. sub- 
ject. He comes ‘here and asks for the appropri- 
ation upon information which he has received 
from home. But is that a source.of information 


“sufficiently authoritative to be relied upon by us 


‘when we know nothing of it? We must be per- 
mitted.to. judge of the testimonyof which, he 
judges himself., We-might.not-pethaps judge of 
it so partially as. the. gentleman. feels bound ‘to 
judge. This consideration. has “more especial 
weight when we know:that the Government hag 
agents amongst these tribes, and if serious: want 
existed amongst them tothe extent represented 
by the gentleman from Minnesota, the Indian 
agents there-would reportit here to the Indian De- 
partment of this Governmentand call for relief; and 
if the: circumstances of the case were such as to 
justify it, the Department would commend it to 


‘our consideration if they did.not recommend an 


appropriation. But they have not. brought it to 
Now, shall-we step:aside here with- 
out any authoritative showing’ from. any quarter, 
when we have a department of the Government 
expressly to-attend-to and investigate these mat~ 
ters, and appropriate $100,000 for what we do not 
know to exist, or fer what we. do not Know'in 
that authoritative manner which:we are required 
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to know before we act? It is setting an example 
or precedent the end and extent of which-no man 
can foresee. I cannot, then, when I know that no 
committee of this House, and nocommittee of the 
Senate has had this matter under consideration— 
when no Department of the Government which 
have these Indian agents amongst all these various 


tribes of Indians, has recommended it to our con- 


sideration—when they are all silent upon-the sub- 
ject—-agree to make the appropriation. |. +- 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. “fam opposed to. 


the amendment to the amendment, not ecause I 


am in favor of the amendment. of the gentleman’ 


from Minnesota, but I want-both voted ‘down be- 
cause there are no recommendations or estimates 
from any Department of Government for them, 
and because there has been no investigation by any 
committee. ae i 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee allow me to explain? 

Mr. JONES, I cannot, Ihave but five min- 
utes to speak. I wish. to make a remark or two 
upon this bill. These entire estimates when re- 
ferred to the committee by the Department amount- 
ed to $928,890, all based upon acts of Congress 
and treaties with thé various tribes of Indians. 
The Committee of Waysand Means, in reporting 
this bill, reported in favor of all these items except 
$49,800. Thirteen thousand dollars of thesum they 
rejected was for the repair of buildings at the agen- 
cies, and which this committee refused to reinstate 
upon the motion of the gentleman from Arkansas, 
{Mr. Somnson.] Anotheritem which the committee 
of Ways and Means did not report, of $36,500, for 
contingencies, this committee, upon motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housrew,] the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 


naw 


have restored. .There is another item of $300 | 


which is not reported or estimated for. This: bill 
includes the entire amount estimated forby. the 
Department except the $13,300; and of that, 
$13,000 the Committee of the Whole have refused 
to insert in the bill... Then we come within $300 of 
the amount originally estimated; and it is believed 
this $300 may be accounted for by a clerical error; 
so that. the bill, as it now stands, embraces the 
original estimates of the Department to us for the 
support of the Indian Department. 

he question was then put,and the amendment 
to the amendment was not agreed to.. | f 

Mr. SIBLEY, Is it in order for me to amend 
my amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think it is not in orderfor 
the gentleman to amend his own amendment. 

Mr. SIBLEY. If itis in order I move to re- 
duce the sum $20,000. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have no objection to the 
gentleman adopting that course; butifit is adopted 
it will render this debate interminable, and, with 
the design of getting along with this business, I 
object. I must do so, for if we go on allowing 
members to amend their own amendments we shall 
never get through, : 

Mr. SIBLEY. IT ask the Chair to decide 
whether it is in order for me to amend my amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
itis in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. To avoid all 
difficulty, I move, in order to give the gentleman 


It is in order to amend 


from Minnesota a chance to speak in opposition | 


to the amendment, to reduce the amount to $100. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
that the amendment is open to amendment, and 
he knows of no parliamentary rule which would 
prohibit the mover of an amendment from the 
privilege extended to every other member upon 
the floor. The Chair will make no remark upon 
the symmetry of such a proceeding. Hecan only 
decide upon the right; and he decides that the 
gentleman from Minnesota has the right to make 
the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. -I will offer the amendment 
which Ia moment ago indicated, and the gentle- 
man from Minnesota can speak against it, 1 move 
to strike out all but $100. . 

Mr. SIBLEY. I thank the gentleman for his 
courtesy. Iam opposed to that amendment. I 
do not wish to be placed in a wrong position upon 
this subject by the remarks of the gentleman from 
Missouri, [Mr. Pueps,] and the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr.Jonxs,] with regard to my ob- 


| ject in offering the amendment. It has been stated 
that there has been'no estimate furnished from the 
| Department for this appropriation. Now, I will 
venture.to say that there-is no officer connected 
with the Indian Department of this Government, 
be “he a superintendent or commissioner, who 
would not heartily assent to the proposition Ihave 
introduced, and declare sucha provision to-be in- 
‘dispensable. -There is no official document, sô far 
as.tknow, at the Indian Office showing the :stéte 
of things I have exhibited. But I have hére let- 
ters from reliable sources upon which E have 
based my statement to this committee. And Ido 
not hesitate to reaffirm that within the last six 
months many Indians in the Northwest have pet- 
l ished for want of proper food and clothing. 

The: gentleman from Missouri [Mr.’ Pueirs] 
has stated that this amendment was offering-a sort 
of premium to those wild Indians ‘to scalp and 
tomahawk the defenseless emigrants, 
to that-gentleman, and he must be, aware of the 
fact, that the very reason why those Indians have 
become so desperate in their attacks upon the lives 
and property. of the whites who are passing’ to 
California and Oregon is, because the action, or 


the means of subsistence by the commission’ of 
these outrages. Has not their country-been-made 
a thoroughfare for all the people who choose to 
pass through it with or without their consent? 
Has not the game which furnished the principal 


|} food of these poor wretches been destroyed or 


driven off, and the Indians thereby rendered des- 
perate? And has the Government provided against 
the inevitable result of such .a state of. things? 
Sir, thé gentleman has. made -a great. mistake in 
asserting that the passage-of this amendment will 
be virtually offering. these Indians. a premium to 
commit depredations. ` lt. will be attended with 
precisely the contrary effect. : 

Mr.JONES. I would inquire of the gentleman 
from Minnesota if the Indians of any tribe with 
whom we have treaties, and with whom we have 
an agent, has been reduced to a state of starva- 
tion? : 

Mr.SIBLEY. I wasjust coming to that point. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rules of the 
House, allowing five minutes’ discussion, it is pro- 
vided that a member offering an amendment: shall 
be allowed five minutes to explainhis amendment, 
and show why it should be adopted; and another 
shall be allowed five minutes to show why it 
should not be adopted. This general debate is 
hardly allowable, except it is under a liberal con- 
struction of the rule. The amendment: is to re- 
duce ‘the appropriation, and the gentleman must 
confine himself to showing reasons why the ap- 
propriation should not be reduced. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I was endeavoring to show. 
why this amendment of the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, [Mr. Jormson,] proposing to reduce the 
appropriation, should not be adopted. Now, sir, 
with regard to the question of the gentleman from 
Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] I wish all the facts to be 
before the House when a vote is taken upon my 
amendment. I willstate, that some of the Indians 
in our country are removed hundreds of miles 
from the agency within whose jurisdiction they 
are considered to be; and it is impossible for-the 
agents to be cognizant of everything that passes 
amongst Indians at that distance. ~ They must 
necessarily depend upon the reports of the mis- 
sionaries and traders, who live near the Indians, 
I am not aware that any among the bands who re- 
ceive annuities have died of starvation. They are, 
of course, far better off than others who must 
hunt for a subsistence. But I have before ex- 
plained that, in offering the amendment, I have 
not reference particularly to the state of things ex- 
isting in this or that partof the country. {know 
that much suffering is endured by the Indians in 
the Northwest, but to what extent no one can tell. 
I presume the same scarcity of food to exist else- 
where; perhaps in California, Oregon, New Mex- 
ico, or among the root diggers of the Rocky 
Mountains; andythat the proper authorities may 
have the means at command to relieve any such 
extremity of distress, wherever iť is to be found 
within the limits of our greatcountry, I have been 
| induced to present my amendment for the consid- 
eration of the committee. Having thus discharged 
what I conceived to be my duty, the fate of the 
proposition must be decided by the House. ‘The 


Sir, I say- 


rather non-action, of the Government has reduced- 
them to the necessity of providing themselves with: 


| facts are before you; and, meager as the infornia- 
tion is, the bare possibility of starvation being én- 
| dured by any, within the boundaries of this -Re- 
| public, should be guarded against, without delay. 
; ifthe indians do not: need relief the money: will > > 
j remain in the Treasury’ if they should need it, 
| God knows that this Congress ought not to: with- 
hold it fror themi o ot es : 

+ But; sir, my-amendment-does-not profess to do 
more than to plaeé'a'fund in the hands ofthe Ex- 
ecutive, to be.tised in saccoring those poor Indians 
who are in a starving condition, whenever it ‘may 
be known, or can bè proved, to the satisfaction of 


ji the Secretary of the Interior, that:the-Indjans are 


iñ a state of starvation. 1 want the-Secrétary to 
have some means at his disposal to feed them, and 
keep. them from starvation. si a , 
The CHAIRMAN. The. question: is upon - 
agreeing to the amendment to the‘amendment.  _ 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I withdraw ` 
the amendment, if: there is no objection. 
No objection was made; and the amendment 
‘was withdrawn. BAR ivan a. 8 aed 
The question then recurring upon agreeing with 
the original amendment, <0 fm 
Mr. FOWLER. requested that it might be'read 
again, cicio Stina hat Se Paca TA, 
It was accordingly “again: read, às above: in- 
serted. : ies des ile n s Gi Os 
Mr. DURKEE.: I propose to amend‘the amend- 
ment by adding $5,000. i 2. Sym nna 
` My. Chairman, 1am in favor of this amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Minnesota, because it 
is wise, huniane, and just., We allknow, sir, that 
the Indian lives by the chase, and that his‘means 
of subsistence are precarious and yncertain—that 
frequently during the severe winters of the last 
few years, many of the Indians in the Northwest 
have died of starvation in. consequence of deep 
snows, which prevented the digging of -roots. 
Many of them, also; have suffered much from im- 
mense herds of cattle driven through their country 
to California, and from loss of their game killed 
by emigrants. 3 a : 
The Omahas, residing on the Missouri, river, 
and directly.on the California route, sent a dele- 
gation, to this city last winter, to represent to their, 
“ Great Father ” their wrongs and grievances, `I 
accompanied ‘this delegation to the “Executive 
mansion, and witnesséd their interview with ‘the 
President. My sympathies were deeply touched 
as I heard these unsophisticated children of thè 
forest relate their tale of hardship aŭd’ suffering. 
The chief orator said to. the President, «The 
“Omaha tribe wish to maintain friendly. relations 
‘with their white brethren, and arein favor of ex- 
‘hausting all ‘pacific means for a proper adjust- 
‘ment before resorting to measures of wat,” -The 
President made them presents, and promised fur- 
ther relief.. Sir, were there a fair expusition made 
of the dealings and conduct of this Government 
towards the Indians, I fear we should find: a tre- 
mendous balance against us. We may pass over 
these things lightly now, but.it would. be well for 
us to remember that there’ must: come ia day of 
reckoning. -I noticed a few days since, in exam- 
ining the report of the Commissioner. of Public 
Lands, that we had realized already for those pùr- 
chased of the Indians, over sixty millions of dol- 
lars profit,.after paying all expenses incident to 
survey and sale. Ona large portion of these lands 
may now be seen densely populated cities and 
highly cultivated farms worth from ten: to one 
hundred dollars per acre; and for these lands we 
| paid the poor Indians only-about ten cents per 
acre. Now, while our red brethren are crowded 
by white settlements.on all sides, and their whole 
country overrun by the immense travel to the Pa- 
cific, to refuse this small. tribute to the cause of 
justice, appears to.me.an act of great inhumanity. 
This amendment you see, sir, only provides relief 
| where there is;dahger of actual starvation, ard 
shall we refuse them even this slight act of repara- 
tion? “Wehear much of the cruelty of slavery, 
and alas! justly, too, but I have never yet heard 
that the master in any case allowed the slave to 
perish with hunger. Sir, for our Government, 
which boasts so much of its civilization and liber- 
ality, to deny this relief to the hitherto unéared-for 
Indian, would be as oppressive as the conduct of 
the. English Government towards Ireland in her 
infamous system of absenteeism: ‘and. taxation. 
We all remember that only a few:years since, fift 
thousand people in ireland died for want of food, 
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“mote than 


countrys eis Rane : aa 
SON, of Georgia. .I am’ opposed. i 


Mr. JOHN 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


‘of the principle of intervention: in the .affairs of | 
` Europe, and to protect and regulate:her affairs. 
Now weare appealed to to make an appropria- ; 
. tion’ to. prevent. the Indians from starving, and:! 
every person in distress must be recognized by 
this Government; everybody must.be encouraged. 
to look to the Government for provision and pro- 
tection. Labor they may throw aside, may wan» j 
der and roam“ through the woods, arid refuse to 
work atall, and thereby ‘be reduced to a state of | 
starvation, and humanity and hospitality require 
that we should appropriate the funds of our own 
, people to:protectthem! oo C a ua a 
I say, sir, it is wrong in principle. . This Govs, 
ernment has not the power and the resources to | 
rotect mankind from misery and from starvation, 
if they do‘not:protect. themselves. by labor.. Let 
. them labor—let' them, till the earth.. If they do 
not they will suffer. It is not- our business, and 
~ humanity: does not require that we should. inter- 
_ fere for the purpose of regulating the affairs of 
Europe; or for the purpose of protecting these In- 
dian tribes, © ee peta 
The. question was then taken on the amend- | 
ment offered by Mr. Durweg tothe amendment, 
and it was not agreed to. 
_ Mr. GIDDINGS, I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting 454,000 in the place of $50,000, 
I move an amendment, sir, simply: for the. pùr- | 
pose of expressing the feelings which F entertain . 
upon this subject: I know there is ño opportu- 
nity now, in a five minutes speech, of explaining 
in ‘regard to the system of our intercourse with | 
these savage tribes. I expressed the hope, a few 
days since, that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
would take this: whole system, into consideration | 
andchangeit;and thatinstead of appropriating our | 
funds now. to send troops to- maintain, our army, | 
andto furnish armsand munitions to. butcher these 
poor, savages, we should send. them food, which 
is afar more efficient and powerful defense to our 
frontier, than. all the arms we can: raise.“ As a 
matter of policy, I.sny let us feed those who are 
starving. As was well alluded to by the gentle- 
man oppositeme, [Mr. Durgen,] it isa duty due 
from us to-those whose lands we inhabit, and 
whom we have driven from their soil. . If there is 


` anything due from one people to another upon the 
face of the earth, itis due from this nation'to the 
savage tribes upon our western frontiers. 

Sir, I was a little astonished. to near the gentle- į 


man here [Mr. Jonnson, of. Georgia} deny that i 


this was a matter of humanity, and, over which | 
‘we have no control. A few days since we could ji 
for show, for glory, and for the purposes of com- 
merce-—and in the course of one year, we can} 
«spend a million of dollars in that way—but now | 
when’ it is proposed to expend $50,000 for: the | 
purposes of humanity, gentlemen shudder and re- | 
volt at it. Now, t beg gentlemen here, if there ; 
are any such principles and feelings as humanity, | 
and propriety, instead of bestowing the wealth of | 
this nation upon these corporations, upon men of} 
wealth, upon millionaires, and tén ar fifteen mil- į 
lions annuelly upon your Armyand Navy—in the | 
name.of Heaven, lét us feed ourenemies and make | 
them. our best friends. -My heart réspondéd to i 
every sentiment which -fell from: the-lips of the; 
-genteman from. Minnesota, {[Mr. Sinzey,} and I 
‘know the feelings.of the gentleman: from Arkan-* 
sas, (Mr. Jounson.] “He is rightabout.this mat- 
ter, but 1 would extend it so as toinduce=the be- 
lief to which he alludes. : Put it-under the:control | 


i 
i 
i 
t 
i 
j 
| 


‘i| require that“wé. should -pursue a4 
‘|| frémxthat proposediby this amendment. „We mugt 
‘adopt one of two lines of ‘policy towards: À 


reivilize them, or they must be exterminated. The: 


ii tune,and therefore we are bound:to support them į 


“upon-all occasions where appeals aré made, to hu- 
Mmanity; we ar 


-appropriating this.$50,000, you will be obliged to 
J| doit again and agam, until-you-will have to.open 


country... [t must resultin this. “Gere it is now 


take from them the inducement to transfer; théir |; 
i lands to thë Government for the purpose of settle- 


‘means of support from the Government by receiv- 


inducement there will be for the Indian tribes to 


a single Indian -by wa 


‘themselves. We must either pension them upon 


-vote to pay $33,000 a trip to splendid steamships, |) 
j af that be sõ, we should not as. well provide. for |: 


rman I haye no more- tọ “say at this 


`. Mr: Chairma ; : 
time. T-ought not to have spoken at-all, on ac- 
If count of the condition of my. throat, but 1 merely 
rose- to. say a word in þehalf of these poor in- 
dians. ` oy ’ e ee ic 


Mr: DUNHAM. “Mr. Chairman, I know that jj 


‘very. apt to be carried away; but 
‘the principles of hue humanity 


me th Edra 
different course 


itsstri 


he In- 


dian-‘tribes upon our. frontiers: We; must either, 


idea of keeping up the present relations in our 
different States and- Territories is ‘preposterous. 
What, then, is to bethé-effect-of this amendment?. 
Itis twofold. If you. introduce this-system, by 


the public Treasury- to ali the -Indians of “the 


in Minnesota, perhaps; ext, it will be in Arkan- 
sas; next, in the Territory beyond; and*so.it will 
go on until the Indians of all your Territories will |! 
come upon the publie- Treasury for ‘support... H Ji 
you put ther upon the Treasury for support, you. j 


ment, « One of-thegreat objects now.accomplished: 
by. the Indians, in making their, treaties withthe 
Goverment for. transferrifig ‘their lands -tọ ithe 
Government, is, that they. may. have permanent 


ing. pay fot their lands. If you adopt the practice 
whieh is to be established by this amendment, you 
takeaway all thatobject. And again, Lask, what 


become civilized if you pursue this.policy of sup- 
porting-them in this manner?” L.confess L donot 
see:any. charity in this Government in supporting 
in| y of an annuity upon- the 
public Treasury. i A r aR NE 

E say-thisis a most ruinous policy to the Indians 
the Treasury of the Government, ahd ‘give them 
enough to support themselves entirely, or else we 
must withhold all support and compel..them. ‘to 
become civilized, and. to adopt industrial pursuits 
for their own sustenance. I submit to the-com= 
mittee whether this must not‘be the case? If you 
give the $50;000.asked for this Territory, I will) 
inquire whether youdo notthereby takeaway the || 
stimulants to their either conveying the territory 
to the General Government, or becoming givilized 
and supporting. themselves. by’ their own’ labor’ 
upon their own soil. Lsubmit to the. committee 
that it becdmes them to weigh:well, before they | 
adopt thig principle of. gratuities to the various 
{ndian tribes. . {tell you, if: you adopt this prin- 
ciple, by adopting the amendment, you will never 
‘gee the end of it; but it wilgo on Increasing-and 
increasing until every Indian from the Mississippi 
river to the Pacific ocean, shall be put upon the 
public Treasury. for support, to be kept, as the 
gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Puers] said, in a 
sort of half state of starvation, with just enough 
to live upon, in addition with what you give them, |i 
what they. may steal and. plunder from your own 
GLIZEDS. . . : vA e || 

Mr. DURKEE. Ewoùld like to ask the gen- 
tleman the question, whether Congress have not 
provided for the poor of this District; and whether, 


the wants of suffering Indians as for the poor in | 
this place? | 

Mr. DUNHAM., There is a very great differ- | 
ence in the policys The poor of this District, if 
they are supported out of the public ‘Treasury | 
and it may be'a question whether they should or’ 
should not.be-thus ‘supported—are civilized: men |} 
who-have been overtaken-and ‘reduced by misfor- 


t 


as a portion of thecommunity. "There is nothing | 
to be gained by throwing them back upon. their 
own resources as willbe vin he ease of the In- 
dians. Wig one TY et E T : 
Mr. GIDDINGS, “With <the’ consent “of the 
committee, Twill now withdraw the amendment 
proposed by me. o <5 >o. at ne Glee 
There was no objection, and .the-amendment 
was withdrawn. : i 


Ne, Mr. VENABLE move to ineréase the amount 
to $56,000. ee sue oy 


- Mr. Chairman, we have-béen admonished ‘that 
‘enough has been said about the claims of human- 


ity, in relation to-thisband of starving Indians..... I 
| hope that I.shall never be unwilling.to hear those 


claims-as long as they are unsatisfied: „Asiong 
as Fam a member of this House, the claims. of 
the widow, the orphan, or the wronged and suffer- 


jing Indian, shall never be passed.-by without.an ` 
H effort on my part to`satisfy thems 
“my duty, end to'be found “ready. to acknowledge. 


mean to do 


those obligations which originate in my relations 


Lto suffering huwanity. “The gentleman from In- 


diana [Mr Dunnam} presented one of the coolest 
propositions to which I bave ever listened—that. 


ithe Indian race must’ be- either civilized or exter- 


minated. “(Who authorized us to go on a crusade 
to press civilization by force upon a race of our 
fellow-men,or to destroy.them, in one general 
massacre?.. Who commissioned us, as a Christian 
people, to destroy a whole race of men, whose 
offense is, ‘that they decline to: adopt ‘our: institu- 


-tions, and refuse to’ surrender their lands? For 


the'gentleman from Indiana declares that, should 
this amendment pass, the inducement for the In- 


| dians to sell the lands will.be removed—a policy 


which “pressés the. sword as the first argument; 
and; when’ that ‘fails, the ‘horrors of starvation 
brought on by our own cupidity.. We have inva- 


„ded their territory, destroyed their game, despoiled 


them of their lands by the ‘mockery’ of treaties 
wrested ‘by forces and now, when a -perishing, 
broken-down band of savages, reduced to extremi- 
ties; is presented to us for our favorable considera- 
tion; we are told that sound policy dictates that 
we-turn. a deaf ear-to their complaints. A people 
reduced to’ poverty by our’ policy lift up their 
hands to us for bread; a poor band of Indians, 


| the victims of hunger, that direst plague which 


waylays and besets the path of man, ery to us. for 
food in their extremities. In. reply, gentlemen 


‘cipher ànd calculate. With such ciphering and 


calculation I have nosympathy. I mean to wash 


“my hands-of any ‘share in the responsibility in 


such a system. ‘Thestarving Irish were heard over 
thé ocean—their cries. redched us; the victims of 
fin earthquake iù Central America: have received 
bread at-our hands; but the owners ofthis broad 
land, who-have-been driven from.their homes, the 
graves of their ancestors, and all that was dear to 
them, may. perish, and ‘we Jook to that-event as 
one of the alternatives of the policy: of civilization 
or extermination: : -I do.not wonder that civiliza- 
tion is declined by them, when all that they know 
of it is derived: from the policy pursued by this 
Republic towards theih and their red brethren. 
We can pour out millions upon ‘the Collins steam 


-lines and rich. corporations, “The Treasury can 


be depleted at every call of dictatorial wealth, but 
the faint ery of the perishing, plundered savage is 
drowned. in the-clamors which are always heard 


around this Hall, raised in behalf of the demands 


‘of rich cupidity. Sir, God punishes. crimes. in 
‘that state of society in which they do the greatest 
mischief; He therefore leaves to Governments and 
nations to be his. ministers in punishing crimes 
-which war against social organization, reserving 


| to himself the regulation of that punishment here- 


after. But, as nations do not exist hereafter, his- 
tory teaches us that they are the subjects of chas- 
tisement here. Ammon and. Moab, Edom and 
Amalek, have been swept away in, His wrath; 
other nations have experienced the same fate, and 
the agitations of the civilized: world indicate. the 
progress of similar dealings on the part of Heaven. 
I desire, if possible; to-avoid. the cup of wrath 


- which I fear.is in store for.us'as a. people, for the 


wrongs inflicted on -this.unhappy. race: - Ido hot 
blame them:for declining civilization at the bands 
of their. enemies and “oppressors. 1 have never 
been surprised that the persecuted Aztec of Mex- 
i¢o,-about to ‘be’executed, when the priest pro- 
posed to Christianize bim in order that he might 
go. to heaven, asked; ‘ Are there any Spaniards | 
there?” Being told that there were, declared, that 
be did not wish to go-to such a place. Sir, the 
civilization which leaves the perishing Indian to 
die, and withholds bread, deserves to be rejected 
by them. I shall vote for bread for these Indians, 
I feel in doing so that Ihave done my duty. - 
Mr. DUNHAM. F wish-to make a.single re- 
matk, as the gentleman from North Carolina has 
placed my argument in a false light, unintention- 


P H 


natural tendency of things must resultin their ex- 
termination, unless-they become civilized.” ‘ 

Mr. STANTON, ‘of Ohio. |] am opposed- to 
the amendment ofthe gentleman. [do not think. 
the original amount. is any too much. The prop- 
asition of the gentleman from Minnesota (Mr. 
Serey} will not prevail here. It is not: large 
enough. It does -not hold out inducenénts 
enough, and therefore it cannot sacceed:. [Laugh- 
ter.} Leonfess myself a little shocked-at some of. 
the sentiments I havé ‘heard’ advanced ‘upon. this 
floor. One reason that is urged against granting | 
this in the shape of whatis ‘called a-gratuity, is, | 
that they -have “now annuities. i oe 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise.to a 
question of order, regretting very much to be 
conipelled to interrupt the gentleman. - The gen- 
tileman from North Carolina (Mr. Vexasie] pre- 
sented an amendment, the adoption of which. he 
advocated for five minutes. The honorable gèn- 
tleman from Ohio, now occupying the floor, is 
speaking in favor of the same amendment. It -is 
inconsistent with the rules that two speeches shall 
be made in favor of the same amendment. I wish 
to speak in opposition to the amendment, if I am 
permitted, i CARRA 

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair’s attention was 
called to the, precise point made by the gentleman 
from Arkansas; but in scrutinizing the language 
of the gentleman, failed'to discover, so far as he 
had proceeded, any positive exhibition of a posi- 
tion in violation of his right, under the rule, to 
speak in opposition to the pending amendment. 
The original amendment, as thé Chair is advised 
is for the sum of $50,000. The present propost- 
tion is to increase that amount, and the. remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio must be in opposition 
to that increase. The Chairman will here re- 
mark, that hetoo fully appreciates the importance 
of free, untrammeled discussion, to limit it unne- 
cessarily; but it is obvious to every gentleman of 
the committee, that the strong tendency on the 

art of gentlemen isto extend this into a miscel- 
aneous debate, which will bea violation, substan- 
tially, of the order of the House, and the Chair 
resolves that no further discussion upon the gen- 
eral merits of the bill shall be had, and that gen- 
tlemen shall be allowed only the privilege estab- 
lished by the rule of five minutes in explanation, 
either in favor or opposition of, the pending 
amendment. The gentleman from Ohio will limit 
himself, as the Chair trusts every gentleman will, 
to the privilege accorded by the rules. The gen- 
tleman will therefore speak in opposition to the 
amendment, : 

Mr. STANTON. I was about to remark, if I 
am at liberty to proceed, that 1 understood gentle- 
men to- have urged here asa réason why we ought 
not to grant this in the shape of a gratuity, that 
we are now paying-some $800,000 in the shape 
of annuities to these Indians. That is no gratuity. | 
We have received three times over the amount | 
proposed by the amendment. If they had the | 
first principle of justice done them they would | 
have this amount many times over. What is the | 
original proposition? [tis that you shall set apart |) 
a poor fund to save these Indians from starvation. ; 
It is nothing more nor nothing less, It is not that | 
they shall bė. sapported—that they shall be ex- 
empted from exertion. The inducement to labor 
will not be taken away. It is that when they 
came to the door of starvation—when they have || 
no means of securing anything to sustain natur 
that they shall be supported. It is nothing mor 
nor jess. Now I assert that one dollar spent for 
bread is worth one hundred dollars expended for 
powder to preserve the peace of the frontier. Gen- 
tiemen want estimates from the Department. Did | 
you have an estimate to appropriate $5,000,000 i 
to Ireland? I want to know that. It is weli 
known you had no estimate from the Treasury | 
for that. Did you have an estimate for the ap- į} 
propriation to the-Collins line of steamers? Some | 
gentlemen on the Committee of Ways and Means, i 
who are now so distressed about precedents with | 
regard to gratuities, have favored, without i 


i 


i 
i 
| 
i 


i 


mates being had from the Department, the appro- 

sriation of millions to the Collins line, which is | 
ne with consequences as a precedent. They are | 
opposed to the poor fund for fear of its being mate 
a precedent. I should like to see the distinction 
between the two appropriations demonsirated. 


Hi 
i 
H 
j 
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| ment of this fiscal year up to the time this debt 


i was a clause init which provided in express terms 


and starvation is the necessary consequence.” 
© The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to 
interrupt the gentleman and decide that his course 
ofremark is-oat.of order. He must confine him- 
‘gelf-to opposition to the amendment.. 2 
“Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, I rise to.s 
in opposition to. the amendment. pa 
The CHAIRMAN. The presumption is that 
the gentleman from Ohio was speaking in opposi- | 
tion to the amendment, and the gentleman from | 
Arkansas will. remember that the rule of thé House | 
permits but one speech in the opposition. se 
- Mr. JOHNSON: I raised à point of orderon:! 
the gentleman from Ohio. The Chair decided that | 
the remaiks of the gentleman were nat in opposi- | 
tion to the amendment, and called him to order. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The’ Chair intimated to 
the gentleman that he must limit his remarks to 
the question, ` ` 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
the debate. 
hé question was then put, and the amendment 
to the amendment was disagreed to. 4 
“The question then being put upon Mr. Starry’s 
amendment, ` b 
Mr.JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded tellers; 
which were ordered; and Messrs, Housron and 
CHANDLER were appointed. 
The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 41, noes 76. 
So the amendment, was rejected. 


peak 


My object simply was to 


The following clause of the bill was read: 


“ For interest on the amounts awarded Choctaw chaim- 
ants under the fourteenth article of tha treaty of Dancing | 
Rabbit Creek, of the 27th September; 1830, for Jands on į 
which they resided, but what it is impossible to give them, 
and in-tieu of these scrip bas been awarded under the act of 
the 23d of August, 1842. not deliverable east by the third 
section of said law, 343,600.” | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Under the direc- | 
tion of the Committee of Ways and Means, I | 

ropose to strike out all after the word “ thirty,” | 
in the eighty-fourth line, to the word “ dollars,” 
inclusive, in the eighty-ninth line, and insert the 
following: 

From the 1st of July, 1852, to the date of the passage of 
an act entitled “ An act to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priation for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1852,” a 
suin not exceeding $2,000. 

Mr. J. 'This provision of $43,600, originally re- 
ported in this bill by the Committee of Waysand 
Means, was to pay the five per cent. interest upon 
the $872,000 which is owing by the United States | 
to the Choctaw Indians under the treaty of Dan- 
cing Rabbit Creek. It will be recollected that in 
the deficiency bill we have appropriated $872,000 
for the payment of the principal, and also for the 
payment of the interest up to the first of this 
month. We now propose to strike out this appro- 
priation for the interest upon that debt for the 
curtent fiscal year, and appropriate this $2,000, 
‘which is to cover the interest from the commence- 


shall be paid to the Choctaw Indians. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am opposed to this amend- 
ment, because it is only three days since we have | 
passed a law by which we provide expressly that | 
no interest shall be paid after the first day of this | 
month. Itis alaw reported from that same com- ; 
mittee, which provides for the payment “of this | 
claim, and one of its sections declares that no in- | 
terést shall be paid afier the 30th day of June, 
1852. 

Mr. JONES. We have not paid the money | 
upon the first of the month, and we cannot pay i 
until the deficiency bill shall be approved by the | 
President. I ask the gentleman if he is opposed | 
to paying the interest upon-that debt from the first | 
day of July until the money shall be appropriated | 
to pay the interest? i i 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 will answer the gentleman | 
very briefly. I directed the attention of the com- 
mittee to that verg section at the time it was under 
consideration. While the bill was under consid- 
eration, I asked why it was in that shape, as there 


that no interest should be paid after that day? I 
was opposed to the bill then, for I thought there 
was something in it which ought not to be there. 


i 


amendment, and it-was-agreed‘t 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
lowing amendment, ta come in,after 
constituting a new-clause; a 
“For payaiént tothe’ Chickasaw Tndians fo 
of.defateation’ of Captain R.-D. C: Coins; United States 
isbursing agent, together with the hiiterest thereon, at the 
per cent. pèr: atnium from March, 1839, until 


ł 


of six i 
paid, $24,982 28.: i; nao i Aa 
_ This is an amount of money which was placed 
in the hands of the United States disbtrsing agent, . 
during a period:running somewhere, between 1834 
and 1839, R. D, C. Collins, captain: inthe United. 
States Army. That agent became adefaulter, and 
„among the other «sums of -money with which he 
defaulted;-was the amount: of twenty-fOtir thous 
sand nine hundred and odd dollars of the funds of 
the Chickasaw nation.. By express. treaty. with 
that tribe of Indians, we were bound to invest. the 
whole of their funds in such a manner ag should 
bring them an interest to be*paid to them in the 
shape of anannuity. Their accounts remained un- 


i 


` settled until they themselves produced thera. They 


have appointed a dèlegation of their own number, 
‘who are now inthis city... They have:comé-here 
to examine before the Commissioner of. indian; 
Affairs:into their accounts: = 7 ye 
~The amount was placed by. the Governmwent..of, 
the United States-in the hands: of -their own dis- - 
bursing agent, and wher he-broke.up as a defaul- 
ter, this remaining amount. had. never been, ac-. 
counted for.» This it is proposed. to place to the 
credit of the Indians, on the books... °° 0) ion 
I will now read letters from the Treasury -De- 
partment, fromthe Secretary of the Interior, and 
from the Commissioner of todian Affairs, This 
letter is from the Treasury Department, ‘atid . is 
addressed to Colonel Lea; the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs. n ‘ a 
I will ask’ gentlemen who wish to understand 
this case, to give ‘their attention to the written. 
statements of the Departments, rather than to any- 
: Treasury DEPARTMENT. 


thing I-could say: 
Srconp Auprror’s Orrice, June 16, i 
Sir: Jn answer to’ yours of the 15th instant, requesting 
to be informed of the amount unaccounted for, by the late: 
Captain R. D.C. Collins, fur “ carrying into effect trestie: 
wiih the Chickasaws, per.act 20th April, 18367—~" x 
The amount. standing against Captain Collins; on the 
books of this office, unaccounted far, is $24,982,283. - 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, ete 


igsa. 


P. CLAYTON, “02 
= Pa 7 ASUS cam Second Auditor. 
Colonel. L. Lea, Commissioner of Indian Affairs. o 
The report from the Commissioner of ‘Indian 
Affairs, is to the following effect: : 


DEPARTMENT OF. THE INTERIOR, 
Orrick [xp1an AFFAIRS, July 14, 1852, 

Sm: I have the honor to transmit, herewith, copy of-a 
Jetter addressed to this ofice on the 17th of May last, hy 8. 
Folsom, a Chickasaw, duly authorized by his people to at- 
tend to their business at Washington, in which he calls my. 
attention to an alleged balance of $24,982 28 due the-Chick-. 
asaws, by reason.ofa failure on the part of-the late Captain 
R. D. C. Collins, United States Army, a disbursing agent, to 
account to the Government for the same. ee aS 

Upon receipt of the leuer referred to, I addressed a ‘com’ 
munication to the Second Auditor of the Treasury, asking 
to be informed of the sum unaccounted for by the late Cap- 
tain. Collins, on Chickasaw. account, and was advised” by 
that officer that it amounted to $24,982 28, the sum alleged 
to be due the tribe by Mr. Folsom, as stated above. A copy: 
of the Auditor’s letter, dated 16th ultimo, advising: me of 
this fact, is also herewith transmitted to you. 

Additional evidence of the default of Captain Collins 
may be had on-reference to report No. 453; from the Com- 
mittee on Public Expenditures of: the House of Represent- 
atives.—See. Vol. I., Reports. of Committees 27th. Oan- 
gress, 2d session. ets as 
>. 'Fhere is no doubt that the sum claimed. by Mr. Folsom 
forms a balaneé of the fund which, from time to time, was’ 
placed in the hands of Captain Collins to be disbursed: on 
account of the.Chickasaws, and that be failed to do so; or 
to account for the same at the office of the Second Auditor. 
Itis bat just, therefore, that the claim should be allowed, 
and that arrangements be made for its final settlement. 

With regard to the paynient of interest on this demand of 
the Chickasalws, the only question, in’ my opinion, which 
should be considered is the period at which its computation, 
should commence; and as it appears that the last remit- 
tance to Captain Collins was made in March, 1839, at which: 
time $19,500 were remitted to him, their claim to interest: 
from that period I deem reasonable and juste -0 uu o7 

The foregoing is therefore respectfully submitted, with 
the recommendation that the same, and’ copies ‘of the ac- 
companying papers, be transmitted to the several Commits 
teeson Indian Affairs of the Senate and House.of Repre- 
sentatives, to the end that an- amendnient be made to the 
general Indian appropriation bill, by which the Chickasaws 
. may be reimbursed the sum of $24,982 28,the amount in 
the hands of the late Captain Collins at the time of his 
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death, with interest thereon at six per 
March, 1839: 


cent. per annam from 
Very respectfully your obedient servant, 


Hon. A. H. H. STUART, 3 . 
|= | Seeretary of the Interior. -~ 


1 will now ‘read the letter from the Secretary of 


the Interior, inclosing the communication which 


J haye read, and upon. which the Comimittee on 


Indian Affairs have-been acting. It is as follows 
: DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, i 
rat a ta A WASHINGTON, July 15, 1852. 
Sin: Ihave the Honor to transmit, herewith, a.commu-_ 
Hieation of the present date, from the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, wiih accompanying papers, showing abalance 


of $24,982 25 to be due the Chickasaw indians; in conses] 


quence of the failure of Captain RD, C. Collins, of the 
United States Army, a disbursing agent, to account to the- 
Government forthe same, `. 5 G 
These papers. are transmitted to the committee with a 
recommendation, that provision be made in the general ap- 
propriation bill for the reimbursement to the Chickdsaws of 
the aforesaid sum, with interest thereon, at six’per cent. per 
annum from March,,1839, the period when the defaleation 
occurted, 
Lam,'sir, with much respect, your obedient servant, 
: ALEX. H. H. STUART, Secretary. 
Ri W. Jonnson, 5 x 
Chairman Committee on Indian Affairs, 
: . . House of Representatives. 


Hon. 


The proposition, siris to place this account to 
the credit of the Indians, as a nation, upon the 
books: of the Treasury. > . f oF 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia.” } desire to ask 
one question. I should-liketo be informed by the 


mover of this amendment at what time this:sum | 
of money—$24,000—was placed-in the hands of | 


this agent? and under what law, and for what 6b- 
jects it was placed in his hands? Bayt om 
Here the hammer fell.)  -- ~7 De 
- Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Thegentleman 
from Georgia can claim the floor to spexk in op- 
position to the amendment, and then permit me to 
answer his questions. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Very well, sir; 
I claim the floor to.speak against the amendment. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. ` In-reply to the 
gentleman from Georgia, I will state that the 
money was placed in the hands of the regular dis- 
bursing agént, under the authority of the Govern- 
ment always to'use their own disbursing. agents 
for the purpose of disbursing money, in the man- 
ner in which it is ordered by Jaw. è 
Mr. JOHNSON; of Georgia. “Was it comipul- 


sory on the agent to, pay the money over, or was | 


it left to his discretion? 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas: The gentleman 


will perceive that this money of the Chickasaws | 


was in the Treasury of the United States, placed: 
in our hands.in trust; and suppose there was no 
authority of law for the Secretary of the Treasury, 
or any other Department, to place that money m 
the hands of one of the disbursing agents of the 
Government, does that release us from our liabil- 
ity-for:having abused the trust that was placed in 
our hands? : 

Mr: PHELPS. ‘With the permenon, of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Jounson,] I desire 
to make a remark or two with reference to this 


amendment, as I presume other amendments of a | 


similar. nature will be brought forward. ‘The 
Committee of Ways and Means have no informa- 
tion in relation to this matter. Examine the esti- 
mates which have been presented here by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and by the Secretary 
of the Interior, and you.will find no estimate for 
any claim of this kind. . I am aware that à prac-; 
tice“has grown’ up of late for ‘the Department 
to send an estimate for some claim which -an 
individual. Indian, or, perhaps, a- tribe, may 
have against the Government, to the Committee 
on Indiah “Affairs, either of the House or of the 
Senate; and it has been customary—and-more re- 
cently that custom has grown into general prac- 
tice--to recommend’-favorable action upon that 
claim to the committee.. The Comittee on Fi- 


nance of the Senate, the Committee of Ways and | i 
| justice- must not be done because this amendment 


Means of. this House, and the members of this 
House, except those who may happen to be upon 
the committee to. whom ‘the communication is 
made, are not advised at all in relation to these 
matters. The consequence will-be, that hereafter 
jt will be brought. up against us that appropria- 
tions have been made by this Congress: without 
any recommendation from any Department of the 
Government. If any Executive: Department of 
the Government of the United States believes that 
these demands are just—that there is a just. claim 


L. LEA, Commissioner.” 


Ji partments 


| 


| may 
| bil, Í 
bill has no knowledge whatever.. 
in relation tó the justice of this claim, but 1 pre“ 
sume, from’ the femarks of the: gentleman “from 
Arkatisas, thatthe agent of the Government has 
| become a defaulter, and “that money belonging to: 
| the Indians has been lost: I desire to pay every. 
j just demand. which ‘this Government owes to aby 
H Indians, but I. object tọ this. mode of burdening 
| down appropriation bills-with items for-which we 
have no estimates, and when the Executive De- 
have been afraid to say, through their 
‘ estimates, how much. money will be wanted for 
ithe purpose of carrying: on the Government. I 
| think, it is time to ‘put a stop to this-practice. As 
the Representatives of the people, we havea right 
to have ‘better information in relation to these 
| matters than that which is given by gentlemen in 
i five-minute speeches in favor of amendments. . Í 
am not censuring the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
I am only speaking.of the course pursued by the 
Executive Departments of the Government. There 
is where the censure is justly due for' seviding. in 
their estimates in this irregular manner.: ~ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. ‘The Commit- 
| tee of Ways and: Means want everything in this 
|) House. eae ; 

Mr. PHELPS. I would be willing that these 
estimates should be referred to the Committee on 


i 
I 
} 
| 


“| Indian Affairs, «nd that they should take charge 


i of this bill, because they have more time to devote 
to the examination of these mattérs, and also bé- 
cause it is to be presumed that they are better 
versed iù the affairs.of the Indians than any other 
committee of this House can be. 

la Mr MEADE I moveto strike out “ five hun-+, 
| dred. ` i 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. As the gentle- 
mar from Virginia does not wish to make any re- 
| marks, 1 desire to speak in opposition to striking 
out any part of the amendment, 
it for the purpose of ‘replying to the very extraor- 
dinary-argument which has been introduced here 
by the gentleman from Missouri. Sir, it shows 
|| that another member of the Committee of Ways 
| and Means. knows nothing about the matter of 
which he talks. [Laughter.] Sir, we owe a debt 
to these Indians.. The money was in our Treas- 
| ury—in our hands—and it is gone. Your, Treas- 
ury Department, your Indian Department, your 
| Secretary of the interior, all acknowledge it, and 
i; why shall eve not pay it? Why, because: the 
Committee of Ways and Means have not been 
informed of it... Justice cannot be done to these 
peoplebecausethe Committee of Waysand Means 
have not been informed of the debt: Sir, one 
committee of this House is to be discredited be- 


i 
i 
i 
t 
} 
1 
i 


|| channel through` which information is communi- 
cated; and not only that, but every Department of 
this Government must kneel humbly to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and explain every- 
thing to them, before right and justice can be done 
‘to anybody: Why, sir, I will not stand here and 
see this slight put upon the committee of which I 
i have the honor to-be a ‘member, unless the House 
| says that. am wrong in this matter. If they say so, 
I will submit, and these amendments may all go. 
| I ask that justice shall be done to these people, 
and Iam met by being told. that the Department 
| had no right to send the information to me, and 
ithat I have no right to ask it in the discharge of 
| my duty as a member of a committee. Yes, sir, 


i 


does not conie through that hallowed channel—the 
| Committee of Ways and Means—that identical 
|| committee which reported their Collins line ap- 
propriation. I teil you that this money is proved 
| by the record to be due to these Indians; they 
| claim it; the Committee on, Indian Affairs. report 
i that the claim is a justone; and it is not to be al- 
| 


i 
j 
| 


lowed. Why? For any. reason ‘that goes to the 
|| merits of the case? No, sir; but for the reason 
| that it did not go tothe Committee of Ways and 


| against us on the part of any Indian nation: which: 


and l- wish to do: 


cause another committee has not been made the | 


! Thompson, of Mississippi]—always 


from: Arkansas has convinced me. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Means. Sir, I call the attention of this committee 
to the fact that there has not been one session out 
of the six that I have been in Congress; at which 
the Committee.on Indian Affairs have not eon- 
tended upon this floor against the right of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to take charge of this 
appropriation bil atal. The bill contains nothing 
but what felates-to Indian Affairs. - At thié.session 
] persuaded our committee not to make a. move- 
ment to take the bill from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, but.to let it go to them, and then offer 
our amendments when. it came into. the House. It 
has been otherwise in-all time past, and yet now 
the gentleman from Missouri speaks of the recent 
practice which hassprung up on the part of thé De- 
‘partments of sending estimates to some other quar- 
ter than to the almighty Committee of Ways and 
Means. [Laughter,} Sir, I will not stand it, and if 
the House wants me to stand it, let them say so, 
and I willpitch amendments, books, papers and all, 
to that committee. Lhope the House will not take 
the ground that the Committee on Indian Affairs 
cannot be the Channel of communication witha 
single Depariment—not even with the Indian De- 
partment—for the pürpese of getting justice dones 
because it is protested*against by the Committee 
of Ways and Means. F 

Sir, Í pledge myself again that if this thing were 
to be gone over again, from the course pursued 
‘several times, 1 would move to take away the bill 
from the Ways and Means, and confide it to its 
legitimate committee—the Indian Committee. > I 
believe the motion would have been sustained 
heretofore by the House. I believe it would be 
now sanctioned by it. But I wil say more, it is 
no recent practice that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs have been catied’ tpon’ to ‘appropriate for 
objects’ connected with our Indian relations; on 
the contrary, it was the practice of the committee, 
previous to my being connected with it—as Thave 
the testimony of the chairman of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs previous to myself, [Mr. Jacob 
to fight the 
Committee of Ways and Means for that bill. It 
‚was not legitimate action to refer it to the Com- 
mittée of Ways and Means atall, [t should have 
been always referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs... That.is my view of the matter. 

Now, I will give you the evidence of the Inte- 
rior Department, the Treasury, the Second Aud- 
itor, and of the Indian Bureau, all going to show 
that the money is not in the Treasury. It was 
there once; but it was paid into the hands of the 
agent. That agent- never paid it over. He be- 
came a defaulter; and the money is yet due to the- 
Indians. This appropriation is demanded by the 
Government to adjust the accounts with those 
Indians. Shall we not pay it? The gentleman 
says we are not to pay it because the Ways and 
Means have not had before them the evidence of 
the existence of the debt. Sir, I am not,as a 
member. of the Indian Committee, bound to go be~ 
fore the Commitiee of. Ways and Means and ask 
their approval of a’ just debt connected with our 
Indian affairs before it can be presented to the 
House for its consideration. {tis none of their 
business. [Laughter.]: It is the business of the 
committee to which are referred legitimately all 
paian, concerns—the Committee on Indian Af- 
airs. : 

Mr. MEADE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
If it be in 
order, I-will-withdraw my amendment. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. ry , oe 

Mr. PHELPS moved. pro forma to reduce the 
appropriation one dollar. | i i 

Mr. P. said: The gentleman from Arkansas 


has endeavored to make.a falsé issue between him 


and myself.. 1 found no fault with the Committee 
on Indian Affairs taking charge of the matters 


‘which appropriately belong to them. I find no 


fault with any committee. of the House taking 
charge of the matters. that are appropriately re- 
ferred toit by. the House. Nor did I, in my 
remarks, cast any censure, except upon the prac- 
tice of the executive department of the Govern- 
‘ment. Since J have been upon the Ways and 
Means I have found much fault with. the exec- 
utive departments of the Government’ sending 
communications directly to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. I. thought they should be 
sent to one House‘or the other—thateach mèm- 
ber of this House was. as much.entitled to know. 
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what the executive department recommended as 
any one committee of this House. That is the 


point I make. I have, as a member of the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means, refused to receive 
a communication from an executive department 
recommending appropriations to be made, unless 
that executive officer would also send.a similar 
copy of the same communication to the House 
of which I was a member, or ‘tothe Senate, I 
desire that this’information should goto you, Mr. 
Chairman, and'to every member of this House, 
and not merely that there should. be -bestowed 


upon a few persons constituting a standing còm- | 


mittee of this House, information appertaining to 
the finances of this Government, which will come 
before this House as the representatives of the 


people, and to be doled out to us by that committee. | 


hatis the point which I make; and had this 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
been sent directly to this House, L would not have 
objected to the Committee on Indian Affairs taking 
charge of it... I would not have interfered. “But 
we would have had this information printed, and 
each member of this committee and of the House 
could have examined it for himself, and have sat- 
isfied himself as to the justness of the claim. I 
speak in this matter from the experience I have 
had since I have been a member of this House. I 
recollect well when the Committee of Ways and 
Means came in here with their amendments to the 


general appropriation bills, and when nobody but |! 


the members of that commitiee knew anything of 
the necessity of making the appropriations which 
they proposed in theiramendments. When those 
amendments were proposed, it would be stated 
that the Secretary of State, or the Secretary of 
War, or the Secretary of the Treasury, said the 
appropriation, was necessary, and the House 
fairly had to take them upon trust, without exam- 
ination, That is the point l wish to present. I 
cast no censure upon the gentleman-from Arkan- 
sas, nor upon any gentleman in this committee. 
What I want is, that these communications shall 
come into the House through the proper channel. 
I meant that they should come directly to the 
House, and be presented through the Speaker of 
the House. Let them be printed, and let them go 
through the public papers, so that the people of 
the country may know what the Departments have 
recommended, and what they have not.. The 
remarks which I saw fit to. make in relation to 
this amendment arose from the fact that this in- 
formation had not come in a manner by which the 
members of this House could obtain it. By the 
specified rules which govern this body, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are to report your 
general appropriation bills and the Indian bill as 
one of them.’ Then, sir, it may be construed into 
a censure upon the Committee of Ways and 
Means, because they have not examined the esti- 
mates upon which the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs ask for these appropriations when they have 
no more information upon the subject than one of 
the Indians themselves, living upon the broad and 
extensive prairies west of our frontiers. They 
have never seen anything of it. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jounson] whether a single public document has 
been printed at this session of Congress which 
gives any explanation whatever in relation to the 
appropriation which he now asks? 

Mr. JOHNSON. That shows how much my 
honorable friend knows about this business. Here 
is a letter, dated 14th of July: 

Mr. PHELPS. Has this been presented to the 
House? 

Mr. JOHNSON. It has; and read. 

Mr. PHELPS. Has it been printed? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly not. . 

Mr. PHELPS. Then it is not a communica- 
tion addressed to the House. It is not addressed 
to the Speaker of the House. So no information 
has been presented to the House at all, in relation 
to this matter. dae ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise in opposi- 
tion tothe amendment. Thegentleman wants this 
information to go to the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Youcannot take cognizance of anything 
unless first inspected by this Committee of Ways 
and Means. 
condition. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iask the gentleman to allow 
me to say one word in relation to this matter. 

Mr. PHELPS. 1 did notsay it should go to the 


This House would be in a beautiful |! 


Waysand Means. I. say each member ofthis 
| Efouse is entitled to. the same information as any 
| member of any committee, Ido not.ask thatit 
|) should go :to.their committee or my committee. 
| But why should it’be sent there? ` 

._Mr. JOHNSON: 1 should like to know what 
T makes their committee any more creditable or any: 
more honorable than mine, before the House? ©. 

A Member, Oh; they are all -honorable.. ` 

Mr. TAYLOR. 1 will ask the gentleman from 


to cast censure upon the executive. officers of the 
Government to whom these letters were addressed? 
I ask merely for the purpose of information. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will tell the gentleman. 
Here is a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
į addressed to myself, as chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Indian. Affairs. f Sa E 


man of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Certainly. Here it is in the 
| accomplished manner ìn. which the Secretary of 
the Interior presents official information connected 
with this matter. 
ation of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


to allude. The honorable gentleman from Mis- 
| souri says, if L understood him aright, that within 
| his recoliection, the time was when the Committee 
| of Ways and Means reported the whole ofthe 
| appropriation bills, and that nobody knewanything 
about them, or their amendments, but that com- 
mittee, 

Mr. PHELPS. I did not say that. 
I—— ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh! thegentleman now says 
he did not say it. Thatis well. But { was going 
to remark, what a beautifully blindfold condition 
these two hundred and odd sensible men, who 
know nothing about this business, must have been 
in. Nobody could know anything about it but 
the Committee of Ways and Means. Sir, we 
have a full right to any information we can get. 
This information comes through the proper chan- 
nel now, and we havea full right to it; and we 
can satisfy ourselves whether the appropriation 
isa justone. We have every evidence here of 
truth that can be given under official oath, or that 
can be given under a high personal individual 
honor. That is here, and what does it speak of? 
It speaks of a duty to-a race of people, humble 
and beneath us, whom you arenot obliged to pay. 
To him to whom it may be a consolation to say, 
i ec we will not pay where we can help it,” I would 
respond, ‘* that we are not obliged to pay.”? All 
we have to do is to say, ‘* Shut the doors of your 
Treasury against the just demands of these Indi- 
j ans, and they cannot help themselves.” If the 
: gentleman says we will not pay it, because these 
communications did not come through the proper 
channel, I will say that that consideration does 
i not affect me. Thatof which he speaks has never 
been the channel forsuch communications. There 
was no time for these communications to be printed. 
There was no time for the Committee of Ways 
and Means to act upon these estimates, because 
they were not received until that committee had 
voted upon their estimates, and reported the bill. 
These communications from the Departments will 
always continue to come to the -committee which 
has, expressly, the charge of the subject-matter 
involved. ‘This claim is due, and this House has 
to pay it. It will be paid by them some time. It 
| is provided for by treaty, and you will be com- 
pelled to pay, should you let it run on interest for 
five hundred years, if the public records can be 
preserved. ; 

Mr. MOREHEAD. I will ask the gentleman 
to indulge me a moment. Do I understand that 
this money was paid over to an agent employed 
by the Government? i 

Mr. JOHNSON. It was.. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. Was that gentleman an 
agent both of the Indians and of the Government? 

Mr. JOHNSON. No,sir. He was the regu- 
lar disbursing agent, and an officer of the Army. 
| Tt was Captain R. D. C. Collins. -I knew him well 
in my lifetime. [Laughter.] ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. How long have you been 
| dead? 
| Mr. JOHNSON... Ehave been dead ever since 
| Icame in contact with the Committee of Waysand 


Means. [Laughter] 


I said 


| Atkansas, as the gentleman from Missouri seems || 


Mr. TAYLOR. I think this is very proper in- 
formation, very properly called for by the chair- i 


Itis transmitted for the consid-. 


But there is another little matter to which I wish 


the amendment, by 


Mr. PHELPS. If the. committee will permit 
me, | will withdraw my amendment. se a 
There was no objection, and. ‘the amendment 


was withdrawn. tn 


The question recurring upon theoriginal amend: 
ment offered by..Mr. Jounson;- of Arkansas; it . 
was put, and the amendment, was agreed to... 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Imové toamend - 

‘ reducing” the appropriation 


o ; i x : : 
- The CHAIRMAN. ‘The’ Chair stated to the 
House that the original amendment offered by the 
gentleman from. Arkansae’ [Mr.. Jounson} was | 
agreed to. : Pia ema PEATE, 
Mr. JOHNSON.. T understood, if the: Chair’ 
please, that the vote taken was upon ‘an “amend- 
ment to the amendment. OR ME a 
The. CHAIRMAN. That amendment’ was 
withdrawn. ; k ay i 
~- Mr. TAYLOR. Ido not understand whether 
the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas 
was adopted or not. . `> : ee 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair’ will again 
state, that he announced to- the. House that the 
amendment tothe amendment, offered’ by the gén-~ 
tleman from Missouri, (Mr. PäeLrs;] was with- 
drawn, and that the question recurred upon: the 
original amendment, as offered by. the-gentlenian 
from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson.] The-Chair pat 
that question to the House, and it was decided in 
the affirmative, and the amendment,was.agreed.to. 
The. decision ‘having been: made, there is. nothing 
now: pending before the House except the bill. 
Mr. FITCH. I- have another amendment to 
offer to this Chickasaw section of the bill, to which 
fam’ sure there will be no objection. Tiam in- 
structed by the Committee on Indian Affairs: to 
offer it. As the papers are elaborate, I will.give 
a statement of it as briefly as possible. =.) > 
The amendment is this. Add to the clauge— 
For the payment of $2,842 36 to Hiram H. Pitehlyn;in 
his own right, and as the sote heir-at-law and legal repre- 
sentative of hts brother, John Pitehlyn, deceased; that be- 
ing the amount of the proceeds of the sales of two quarter 
sections of land granted to, and located in the names of, the 
said Hiram H. PitebJyn and John Pitehlyn, under and by 
virtue of the cighth article of the treaty with the Chickasaw 
Indians; made at the city of Washington, on the 24th day of 
May, in the year 1834, and which quarter sections of land 
were sold, and the proceeds- thereof invested in the stock of 
the State of Arkansas, in pursuance of the provisions of the 
article aforesaid. g : ae = i 
Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the. Chair if that. 
amendment is in order? Front the reading of it,- 
it seems to me to be an amendment to. bring in the 
private claim.of an individual Indian; I present 
the point of order to the Chair. Dh yanta es 
Mr. FITCH. I would like the gentleman to bé 
alittle less capiious in his exceptions. It isa 
treaty stipulation I desire to have fulfilled, al- 
though it happens to relate to one, individual. : I 
do not see the propriety of the point of order, 
Mr. HOUSTON. Does the Chair decide that 
the amendment is in order? À 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair.decides that 
the amendment is in order. ; wo, 
Mr. FITCH. The facts of this case are simpl} 
these’: By the eighth article of the treaty with 
the Chickasaw Indians, madéjn.thecity of Wash- 
ington, on. the 24th day of: May, 1834, the lands 
held by certain minors were permitted to be sold, 
and the proceeds invested-for their benefit, When 
they should become of age, and upon. its. being 
certified by certain chiefs that they were of age, 
and that it was for the benefit of those individuals 
that these moneys, thus invested, should be paid 
to them, it was to be paid to them, This Pitchlyn 
was one of those minors. His brother is deceased, 
and he is the sole heir of the deceased. He has 
become of age, and it is so certified by the. chiefs; 


ul 


i and it is further certified’ that it is for his benefit 


that this money should be paid to him. That, 
certificate is indorsed by the agent of the Chicka- 
saws. 

The amendmént: is recommended by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and_the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office. This money, which we 
have in our possession, for their benefit, was ine 
vested in stock which is below par. They: conse- 
quently recommend that the money should be 
appropriated out of the Treasury rather than sell. 
the stock at a sacrifice, when there is every. prob- 
ability of its soon being worth its par value..This ` 
is simply a concise statement of the facts. Unless 


| these letters are called for, I do not propose to say 


any more, z raa 
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Mr. HOUSTON. T should like to read. them. 
Send them up to the Clerk. ase? 
- Mr. FIUCEH. The treaty is cited in the amend-: 
ment: | have offered. This Pitchlyn was one of 
the minors provided.for by the treaty, ‘The land 
was selected; it was sold, and. the proceeds invest- 
ed in. accordance with the terms of the treaty; and 
in. accordancé with the terms. of the treaty, this 
Indian, having become of age, the proper Depart- 
ment now recommends that the money shall be 
paid to him. ` The interest has ‘been paid every . 
yéar-upon this investment. : 


Mr. HOUSTON: Unde 


er any circumstances, it 
séems to me, there is an objection to the phrase- 
ology of that amendment. The facts which the 
gentleman has stated, have not been communt- 
cated to the House until now; but it seers to me 
a. points presents’ itself there that may hereafter 
involve -us in. some difficulty. The character of 
the proposition “is, that we shall pay lo A B, as 
the heir of © D, a certain annuity.” Now, there 
is’a question there which ought to be decided, it 
seems to me, by the Department; and if the amend- 
ment ïs to be adopted at all, it had better be adopt- 
ed in such phraseology as will authorize the proper 
Department to determine upon such testimony as 
may be satisfactory ‘to them: whether this. beir- 
ship is correct, or whether some other person may 
not really be the party interested. ý 
Mr. FITCH. Iam sorry'l have not had time 
to enlighten my friend upon the subject. I stated 
to the committee, what I supposed would be satis- 
factory, that | had this proof; and of course the 
Department would not have recommended this 
amendment in favor of this one man unless they 
had heen satisfied. i z a eee 
Mr. HOUSTON. Without touching the mer- 
its of the case, I suggested that, as a matter of 
caution, we had better so-change the phraseology 
as to Žive the discretion to the proper Department 
to pay the money to the heir of the Indian upon 
presentation. of ‘such testimony as will satisfy 
them that he is the person entitled. : 
Mr. FITCH. To that 1 have no objection at 


all. 2 
“Mr. WILLIAMS, 
rise. o : 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. ; f . 

. Thé committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the Chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according to 
order, had the state of the Union generally under 
consideration, and especially House bill No. 43, 
making appropriations for the current and contin: 
gent expenses of the Indian department, and for 
fulfilling treaty stipulations. with various Indian 
tribes for the year ending 30th June, 1853, had_ 
made progress, but. had come to no conclusion 
thereon. - : Í 

Mr.CARTTER. I desire to make a report 
that. involves no legislation whatever, in order 
that it be laid upon the table and ordered to-be 
printed. It is a report adverse to-the extension 
of the Woodworth patent, 

‘No objection was made; so the report was re- 
ceived, laid upon the table, and ordered to be 

rinted. ; 

Mr. COBB.. T have here a Senate bill, No. 152. || 
It provides for the payment to a widow and seven 
children money due to them: It was. reported |! 
from the Committee on Claims unanimously... I 
ask that I may be permitted to report it, and that 
it: be‘ referred to the Committee: of the Whole 
House... « 

No-objection was made, and the order was en- 
tered accordingly. 

On motion by.Mr. FLORENCE, 

_ The House then adjourned until Monday morn- 
ing at eleven o’ciock, a. m. 


I move that the committee 


IN SENATE. | 
Mownnay,..hily 19, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirtieron F. Morean. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented a memorial, very nu- 
merously signed, of citizens.of Portland, Maine, 
praying that the bill now pending before Congress, 
nown as the Jand distribution’ bill, may become 
a law; which was. referred to the Committee on 
Publie Lands. ; San l 
Also, the memorial of Israel Rodgers, represent- || 


‘to which he was entitled for services, during: the 


| offer to the Government the services of a regiment, | 
-composed of ten companies; of active, intelligent | 


| phia, forthe purpose of protetting-emigrants on 


form permanent settlements on the eastern frontier 


‘numerously signed, by highly respectable gentle- 


| and. recommending W...A. Ka Martin, of Phila- 
| delphia, as competent to design and execute such 
| piéture or pictures; which was referred ‘to the | 
| Committee on the Library. 


| has already been brought before Congress by the 


in the Government warehouse at San Francisco, 


ing that -he hasbeen defrauded of the:bounty land 


late war with. México, and praying-other land; 
which was referred*to. the Committee on Public 
Lands. - ‘eae . i 

Mr.BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I present 
the petition of Colonel William #, Small, of Phil- 
adelphia, who represents that he is authorized to 


young men, of the-city and county of Philadel- 


the frontier and in California. “He represents that-| 
the object of: those’coniposing this.regiment is, to, 


of California, and to give protection to settlers, 
emigrants, and miners. lam wellacquainted with 
Colonel Smail. He served with great credit to 
hithself in Mexico, and he is a gentleman well 
calculated to take command of such aregiment. 1° 
move that the petition be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. also presented a petition, 


men of the city and county of Philadelphia, rep- | 
resenting that they desire to have an act or joint į 
resolution of Congress passed, authorizing that. 
among the paintings selected to adorn the Capitol 
there may be some illustrative of the victories | 
which constitute the naval glory of the ‘country, 


Mr. DAWSON presented the memorial -of 
James L. Collins, praying indemnity for property 
lost in the Mexican war, and for services as. secret 
and confidential agent of the United States ren- | 
dered during said war; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. | 

Also, the memorial of Harriet O. Read, execu- | 
trix of the late Lieutenant Colonel A. C. W. Fan- 
ning, of the United States Army, praying com- 
pensation for extra services of Colonel Fanning; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Afairs. ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Indiana in favor of granting bounty 
land and extra pay to surgeons and assistant sur-. 
geons in the last war with Mexico, who were not 
duly commissioned; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CASS. I present a memorial of citizens of 
Philadelphia, praying that an appropriation be 
made for the construction of a ship canal around 
he. falls of the river St. Mary. As the subject 


Committee on Public Lands, 1 move that theme- 
morial be laid on the table; and, at the same time, | 


I give notice that during the-week I intend. to call || 


up the bill reported -by the Committee on Public 
Lands ia relation to that subject. 
The memorial was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. GWIN presented. the petition of J. W. 
Osborne, praying to be released from the payment 
of duty bonds on goods destroyed by fire while 


‘California; which was referred to the Committee 

on Finance, i Í ; 
Mr. SUMNER. I have in my bands an im- 

portant petition concerning American literature, 

signed by names universally honored in this coun- 

try. The petition is.short, and I will read it: 

To the honorable Representatives of the people of the 

S United States in Congress assembled: 

The undersigned, authors, publishers, bookseliers, print- 
ers, editors, and paper dealers, citizens of the United States, 
respectiully ask that your honorable body will enact a law 
for the benefit of American literature, which shali give tu 
Britiso authors aud publishers the same right to the control 


of their Jiterary property in the United States that the law 
of Engiand offers reciprocally to the authors and publishers 
of this county. 7 ‘ 


I have also a second petition to the same effect. 
These petitions were prepared.some time ago, but 
only now have been placed in my hands.. Among 
the ‘illustrious petitioners are Janes Fennimore 
Cooper, on whose signature is now the sacred 
seal-of death, Jonathan N..Wainright, Hermann 


. Edward. Robinson, Rufus W. Griswold, 


i| ground. 


‘reading. 


these petitioners in their prayer, and cordially de- 
string some action of Congress on this subject, if 
not this session, yet speedily, so soon as it prac- 
tically can be done, I move that these petitions be 
referred to the Committee on the Library.. . 
' The motion was agreed to. me 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which.was referred the petition | 
of Abigail Stafford, submitted a report, accom= 
panied by a bill for her relief; which was read and 
passed tothe second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. ; 

- Mr. SERASTIAN, from the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, to which were referred the docu- 
ments relatiig to the-claim of William Senna Fac- 
tor, Submitted -a report, accompanied by a bill for 
his relief; which was read and passed to the second 
The report, was;ordered to be printed. 

_ Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred a motion to print the 
report of the Second Auditor, transmitting copies 
of the accounts rendered ‘for disbursements of 
money, goods, and. effects for the benefit of the 
Indians during the year ending June 30th, 1851, 
reported against printing the same, as entirely un- 
necessary. 

The report was agreed to. 

_. LANDS OF FRANCIS GARDERE. 

Mr. DAVIS. I am'requested by the Commit- 
tee. on -Private Land Claims, to which was re- 
ferred. the petition of Francis Gardére, to‘report a 
bill authorizing: the purchase’ of certain lands be- 
longing to Francis Gardére. Iam also requested 
by the committee to- ask its consideration at this 
time. i 

The bill was'read a-first time, and ordered to'a 
second reading. i 

There being no objection, it was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It proposes to authorize the Secretary. 
of War, if satisfied that the title thereto is un- 
doubted, to purchase of Francis Gardére a cer- 
tain tract of land, consisting of about three acres, 
which adjoins lands of the-United States at Baton 
Rouge, in Louisiana, if he: shall be of opinion 
that the same is necessary to the United States, 
and that it-can be obtained’ with an undoubted 
title, for a sum not exceéding $1,500. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will state for the information 
of the Senate, that Mr: Gardére claims a harrow 
strip- of land which adjoins the lands occupied by 
the United States for an arsenal, at Baton Rouge. 
It is so situated that-it divides those lands to a 
certain. extent;-and, in fact, part of it is now oc- 
cupied by the United States. This matter has been’ 
some timè in controversy;-.and this gentleman, 


‘not being satisfied with the existing state of things, 


wishes his claim settled, Since the papers in the 

case have beén before Congress, l have had some 

correspondence with the Secretary of War, and 

he has had further correspondence with the officers 
at Baton Rouge on this subject. Three disinter- 

ested gentlemen were appointed to appraise the 

value of this land. They appraised it at $1,500, 
including the whole of the land. Mr. Gardére. 
is unwilling to sell:-that part which ‘is’ convenient 

to the United States without selling the whole. 

This bill proposes that the Secretary of War shall, 

if he is satisfied that the title is undoubted, pur- 
chase it for a sum not exceeding $1,500. l sup- 

pose that will be the easiest and speediest mode of 
setting the controversy. 

Mr. SHIELDS. lam not sure that there is 
any additional land wanied at Baton Rouge by the 
Government. ‘ 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 would state to the Senator that 
this strip of Jand is about forty feet wide. It runs 
right into the lands occupied by the United States, 
dividing them: for some-three or four or five hun- 
dred feet—I do not know how far—perhaps more 
than that—some thirty or forty rods. This strip 
of land runs right in, like a high-way, between 
the lands occupied by the United States. They 
can get along without it; but it would be very con- 
venient to have it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The reason for my remarks 
was, that there lias been an application this win- 
ter to have a portion of the land attached to the 
arsenal at Baton Ronge set apart for a burial 
I applied to the Department to ascer- 
tain whether the amount of land held by the Uni- 
ted States at Baton Rouge was sufficient to enable 
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the Government to give away a portion of it; and ji 
1 found that, so far from wanting additional land, }: 
we would be able to give away some portion. of i 
that which we already have, without-any detri- į 
ment to the public service. [know nothing, how- 4 
ever, of this particular case. I. think it is rather ‘|; 
unusual to passa bill to anthorize the Secretary 
of War to purchase land from a particular indl- 
vidual, designating his name in the bill ! 

Mr. DAVIS. The bilt only authorizes’ the 
Secretary of War to purchase on condition that 
he is satisfied that Francis. Gardére has an un», 
doubted title to the land. Now, that may be true, | 
which is stated by the honorable Senator from | 
Winois; but the condition of things there is this: l; 
This narrow’strip of land runs directly into the || 
land of the United States, dividing, it perhaps, |i 
into very nearly equal parts, and they cannot very 
well go from one part of the Jand. to the other 
without passing over this strip, unless they takea 
wide circuit. This tract is only about forty feet | 
wide, I believe. a H 

Mr. SHIELDS. I think it would be better to i 
refer the bill to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
We can report the bill as soon as we ascertain the 
facts in relation-to it. | 

Mr. DAVIS.. The Committee on Private Land ! 
Claims bas gone through a very careful investiga- | 
tida of this matter. -We had before us all the 
maps and all the plats. The Secretary of War 
has caused the matter to be investigated, and the į 
land to be examined from one end to the other. 
There are maps showing the precise condition of | 
things there. The title, Į suppose, without doubt, | 
is in this man. The United States now occupy | 
the land; and they ought either to surrender it or į 
buy it. I think nothing new will come to light | 
by referring the bill to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ‘There are all the papers; they state just 
the story which I state to the Senate. They show 
just the state of things which I exhibit here. 
There is the map; there are the plans, the sur- 
veys, and the correspondence. 

Mr. SHIELDS. | withdraw my opposition to 
the bill. J know that the honorable Senator from 
Massachusetts never ‘presents a subject without 
investigating it very thoroughly, and [ have great | 
confidence in his opinion after investigating a sub- 
ject of this kind. My only wish was to ascertain 
‘all the facts—whether the land was needed by the | 
Government; and if needed, whether the price 
proposed was the proper price. 

Mr. DAVIS. Allthat is settled by the corre- 
spondence which was before the Committee on 
Private Land Claims. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


PORT OF DELIVERY AT ALTON. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Com- | 
merce, to which was referred the memorial of the 
Mayor and Common Council of the city of Alton, 
Ilinois, praying that that. city may be-made a p 
port of entry, has directed me to report a bill to 
constitute Alton, in the State of Ilinois, a port of |i 
delivery. . | 

The bill was read a first time, and ordered toa | 
second reading. \ 

Mr. SHIELDS. I presume there will be no || 
objection whatsoever to the bill; andas I wish to |} 
have it passed. before the adjournment of Con- ! 
gress, I ask that it may now have its second read- | 


ing. | 

‘The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous ii 
consent to rend the bill a second time now. il 

Mr. CLEMENS. We have had two or three i 
bills of this sort reported against by the Committee | 
on Commerce, and I should like to know what i 
is the difference between those cases and this. I jj 
believe the committee have reported against the; 
passage of similar bills, it 
Mr. HAMLIN. The Senator from Alabama į 
is mistaken. 1 do not think he listened correctly. | 
to the title of the bill. This bill is precisely of the 
character which was agreed to. by the committe 
in the case alluded’ to, | suppose, by him—constl- | 
tuting a port of delivery, and not a port of entry 


i 

zl 
The Senator from Alabama presented a memorial I 
for the erection of a port of entry at a point which | 
I do not now recollect. [t was submitted to the || 
Treasury Department, and they recommended that |; 
a port of delivery onty be established, in conform- |) 


| quested to communicate 


Í North and South America, at Panama. 


ity to the usage of the Government from its foun- || 


dation. I submitted the papers to my-friend from 
Alabama, and I understood him,to say that hedid 
not desire a port of délivery alone, consequently 


| there was no report made in the case. This bill 


is in accordance with the usage of the Govern- 


ment, whichis to establish ports of delivery where || 


they are needed on waters above ports of. entry. 


This bill.is recommended by the Department, and. |j 


-I apprehend: there can be no objection to it. 
<The PRESIDENT. If there is no. objection; 
the bill will now. have its second reading. i 
Mr. CLEMENS. Letitlie over. [think the 
Senator from Maine is mistaken as to the facts in 
the othercase. J wish to examine the matter. 


The PRESIDENT. Objection being made, the | 


bill cannot now be read a second time. 


FOREIGN COMMERCIAL REGULATIONS, i 
Mr. HAMLIN, fiom. the Committee on Com- 


| merce, submitted the following resolution; which 


was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be requested to pre- 
pare and communicate to the Senate, at the next session 
of Congress, abstracts or selections of such portions of the 
diplomatic and consular eorrespondencein the Department, 
within the fast four years, as respects new commercial reg- 
ulations adopted in the several nations with which we have” 


| intercourse, and such’ otber information as may, in his 


opinion, promote the commercial interests of the United 
States. i 


ISTHMUS OF TEHUANTEPEC. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I ask leave to 
submit the following resolution: 


Resolved, ‘Uhat the President of the United States be re- 
to the Senate, (if not, in his opin- 
ion, incompatiblewith the public interest,) the correspond- 
ence between the Governments of the United States and 
Mexico, in regard to a right of way across the Isthmu: 
‘Tehuantepec, gra g 


ad by Mexico to a Mexican ¢ 
which grant, by subsequent assignments, W 
to a citizen or citizens of the United States ; 
information in the possession of the Executive concerning 
the alleged abrogation of such grant by Mexico, the dis- 
continuance of the work, and expulsion of those engaged in 


it; together with all documents connected therewith. 


"And that, under hke limitation, he be requested to com- 
municate to the Senate the correspondence between the 
two Goveruments, with the accompanying documents, in 
relation to any proposed conventions between them regard- 
ing such grant of the right of way. 

Mr. President, it is my purpose to ask the Sen- 
ate to consider the resolution at this time. We 
are all aware that since the acquisition of the:im- 
portant territorial possessions which have accrued 
to the United States under the treaty of peace 
with Mexico, the attention of the whole Amer- 
ican people has been strongly directed to those 
modes of access the most convenient certainly, and 
probably, also, the most speedy, to those posses- 
sions across the continent of Southern America. 
‘As we are aware, under grants that have been ob- 
tained from the Government of New Granada, 
there is now in the course of construction, and 
nearly completed, a railroad extending across the 
narrowest point of the Isthmus, which connects 


also aware that there is now in course of con- 
struction, or said to be, acommunication intended 
to beaship canal across a pointin Central America, 
between the two Republies of Nicaragua and Costa 
Rica. But this proposed communication, which 
is referred to in the resolution, which lies within 
the limits of Mexico, is believed, by a large por- 
tion of the American people, to be that which will 
be found of greatest interest to the United States, 
because it lies, probably by a thousand miles, 
nearer to their territory, and because it offers, in 
the estimation of a numberof those whose attention 
has been turned to it, the most certain means of 
constructing a railroad. 

Be this as it may, we are aware that the grant 
was made by the Government of Mexico, in 1846, 
to a citizen of Mexico, conveying to him import- 
ant advantages and immunities, and holding out 


i inducements for the construction of a way of some 
ably a railroad, across that Isthmus, 


kind, prob 
That grant, 
were authori 
original grant, passed t 


the possession of citize 


by subsequent assignments, which 
zed and legalized by the terms of the 
hrough English hands into 
ns of the United States, 
where it now remains, It isalleged on their part, 
that they have complied with all the terms of the 
original grant.* Tt is very certain that citizens 
holding that franchise have expended a very large 
sum of money in making the necessery surveys, 
and in preliminary arrangements to commence the 
work. It is equally certain that the Government 


We are j 


j of Mexico, by one of those acts which, perhaps,... 
national courtesy will notpermit me to’characterize: 
in this place, has forcibly éxpelled those who were 
i! engaged in the work under*the authority sof the, 
Government of Mexico itself. 9 0s 
Now, sir, what I want particularly to call to the. 
attention of the members “of the Senate as the rep-. 
resentatives of the United States of America, is 
probability that for halfa century tocome we shall” 
‘not have,if we ever caw have; the same-imme iate 
!' and certain communication across the continent 
of South America: with our possessions on the 
Pacific which we will have'and ‘now have through 
the territories of the Republics.whieh. border on: 


usat the South, Oe ARS gage ta 

I -wish-to call the attention of the Senate-an tof 
the- American people to the, further fact, as} hold 
it, that happen what may, the’ necessities of. ‘the. 
United States never can permit the exchisive:con-~ 
irol ofany right of way across the continent to. 
pass from States through. which the way lies, into 
the-hands of any foreign Power.. > 

It is one remarkable fact connected with this 
right of way across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, | 
that whilst it remained-in the hands of a Mextcan. 
citizen every facility ‘and encouragement was giyen- 
to him to prosecute the work, and whilstit re-, 
mained in the hands of:English subjects, to whom 
it was passed by that Mexican citizen, the same: 
encouragement and facility was given to- them. 
It has recently passed- into the hands of citizens of 
|| the United States, and it, has been‘followed by the | 
expulsion of the grantee, with.the whole party ` 
engaged on the works of the company. ae 

Sir, I have been made ‘aware that’ this subject 
has been a matter of negotiation between the two., 
Governments, at one time it was believed; with, a 
|| probability of a favorable issue. But in the 
I| mutations which are constantly taking place in 
the Government of Mexico, a final disposition of. 
the subject has recently been made by the Mex- 
ican authorities—so far as rights existed under 
that grant—Mexico holds that they are ended, and 
all negotiation has ended with them. In this 
state of things, there is a propriety, in.my judg- 
ment, that all the matters connected with the sub- 
ject, with the conduct of the Mexican Government 
in regard to this grant since it passed. into the 
hands of American citizens, should be made known. 
to the Senate, and through the Senate to the Ameri-: - 
can people; that the Congress of the United States, , 
in its wisdom, may determine whether any., and if- 
any, what measures shall be taken on its part: to 
see that the rights of the citizens of America are’, 
properly regarded by every foreign Power; and. 
further, if necessary, to take care that the essential 
| interests.of this country in reference to any and 
| every right of way across the continent shall never 
| come under the exclusive control of any foreign 
Power. Itis for this purpose that T have offered 
the resolution, that we may have all the ‘docu- 
| ments connected with the subject before us. : 
| Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, | agree, perhaps, 
with everything the Senator from Virginia has said, 
with one exception. He has sajd that there Js:no. 
probability that, for a quarter of a century to come, 
|! there will be anv other route connecting: the pos- 
| sessions of the United. States across the continent, 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific, except’ through 
Central A merica, or across the Isthmus of Tebuan- 
tepec. Now, sir, entertaining the opinion that, 
long before that time expires, we shall have a rail: 
| road connecting the possessions of the United 
| States through their own territory, | give notice 
here that I shall never assent to the opinion of the 
|! Senator, that it will be a quarter of a century be- 
| fore that event. In half that time [ hope we may 
i have a railroad communication across the conti. ` 
| nent through our own territory. l hope the reso- 
lution will be adopted. I agree with: everything 
| the Senator has said in relation to the Tehuantepec 
grant. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, whenever the 
| State of California, and the States bordering upon 
the Mississinpi, and any States or Territories that 
may be intervening between them, are. strong 
„orare prepared to make this railroad, I 
he Senator that a quarter of a 
i century will not elapse before the communication 
| to which he refers will be completed. The Gen- 
| eral Government, perhaps, might make that com- 
ij munication within a quarter of a. century, or an 
i eighth of a century; and, J presume, thatit is to 


ji? : 
i| this Government reference 18 made, when a speedy 


{ 


i 
lj enongh e 
|i shall agree with t 
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execution of. it isanticipated. Itis to excludé any 
such inference, so fat as T am concerned, that T 
look ‘to 80 long-a period for its completions 

Mr. GWIN. -Lwish to say for my own State, 
that if the. General Government will give to that 
State what Mr. Whitney asks; thirty” miles on 
exch sidecof the road, we will guaranty -10 make 
aroad.seven hundred miles long to-the mouth of 
the Gila, or to the northern boundary of our State, 
within: five vears; fy > y 
The resolution was adopted. 
5 NOTICES OF BILLS. ; 

<Mr.: ATCHISON gave. notice of his intention 
to ask leave to introduceʻa bill to. amend an act, 
entitled “ An act to provide-for the payment for 
horses and other property lost or destroyed: in’ the 
military service’ of the United Sates,” approved 
3d of March, 1849.: . č : 

Mr. JAMES gave notice of his intention. to 
ask, leave to introduce a ‘bill, relating to the ap- 

raisement of merchandise, and to prevent frauds 
in the valuation of dutiable imports, and for other 
purposes, 


` BILLS PÁSSED. 

.The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 

Bill for the relief of John Devlin; 

Bill for'the relief of Samuel W. Chilson; 

Bill for the relief of Nathan Weston, jun., late 
additional paymaster in the United States Army; 


Bill for the relief of Richard M. Bouton, George | 


Wright, and the widow of Marvin W. Fisher; 
‘Bil for the relief of Gideon Hotchkiss; 
Bul for the-relief of W. R. Nevins; and a 
Bill for the relief of John McAvoy. 


PHILO SMITH. 

A message way: received from the House of 
Representatives, by the hands of Mr. P. B. Hayes, 
Chief Clerk, announcing that it had. passed a bill 
for the relief of Philo Smith; which was read a 
first and- second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

PROTECTION OF NEW MEXICO, ETC. 

The bill from the House of Representatives to 

rovide forthe ‘protection of the Territories of 
New Mexico, Oregon, and the States of Texas 
and California, was read a third time as amended, 
and the amendments. being concurred in, it was 
passed. 

LIEUTENANT TEMPLE’S MEMOIR. 

Mr. BELL. Some time ago a resolution which 
I introduced was laid upon the table, and since that 
time resolutions have not been taken up in their 


order. I hope that resolution will now be taken up | 


-and acted upon by the Senate, It is not regarded 
as.a political matter.. When it was last before the 


Senate, some suggestions were thrown out. by | 


Senators on the other side of the House, that per- 
haps it was a political question, but Í believe that 
that will probably be.withdrawn.. I move that the 
resolution be taken up. 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to furnish the Senate with a copy of the Memoir of the 
landing of the United States Troops at Vera Cruz, in 1847: 
by Lieutenant William Grenville Temple, with an Appen- 
dix, containing the written Orders of General Scott and Coin- 
modore Conner, on file in the Navy Department. 

Mr. WALICER. I believe that that is a book 
which some time ago it was proposed to publish. 
When the question was last under consideration, 
there was a good deal of discussion in regard to 
its and, if my memory ‘serves. me rightly, hot a 
little feeling too. { must confess, however, that 
Ihave almost forgotten what light was thrown 
upon the question by that discussion, and I think 
we had better have it repeated. I believe it was 
then pretty generally conceded that this was a 
kind of pamphlet gotten up by some individual no 


doubt sufficiently competent to write a memoir on | 


this subject; but, so‘far as my recollection goes, it 
was then deemed useless and unnecessary, and 
there was a disinclination to publish it. I cannot 
see why it should be regarded as more necessary 
to publish it now than it was then.. For one T 
should like to have the information brought before 
us again, so that our-memories.may be refreshed. 

Mr. BELL. The gentleman. from Wisconsin 
is. mistaken. These general orders never have 
been published. co 

Mr. WALKER. Will the gentleman from | 


had ‘Ween published. 1 said that when the ques- 


Ji tion was up before, it was proposed to: publish: 
i ttiis pamphlet, or, rather, that, the object of the. 
| resolution seemed to. contemplate its publication, | 


| and that on that account the resolution was laid 
! upon the table. 7 0. 000 ; l 

, Mr. BELL. The proposition is simply. stated 
in the resolution itself; which is to furnish the 
Senate with a copy of this memoir. The sub- 
stance of the memoir is principally, professional. 
itis in relation to a matter.of public interest con- 
nected with one of the most splendid: achievements 
‘of the late war, and, indeed, it is one of the most 
interesting memoirs in our history since the foun- 
dation of our Government.” The pubiic. have no 
means of getting aconnected account of that trans- 
action, and can only learn its history by searching 
avoluminous mass of papers bearing upon the 
subject. My object in asking to have.the papers 
sent to us, was that the information might be pre- 
sented in one report, so that the public curiosity 
might be gratified. But the main object was that 
the professional instruction which the memoir 
contains might be rendered more available for the 
benefit of military and naval officers, as it may be 
to some extent, I believe that the Senate have 
scarcely ever refused to pass such a resolution 
when it has been offered. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Warxer] 
says that there-was an objection to printing this 
memoir when the resolution was first, presented; 
and that. there was a. general disposition: not to 
meddle with it. { do not know upon what au- 
thority the.Senator says.that. Two or three gen- 
tlemen then objected on the ground that the pas- 
sage of the resolution was laying the foundation 
for the publication of a book. In reply to that I 
said that the memoir was so brief that it could be 
scarcely called a book, even if printed as such. I 
understood that the whole of it would not contain 
more than about forty pages in manuscript. It 
would be unjust to call ita book. I know that 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hamury} objected 
strongly, upon the ground that he was opposed 
to publishing books of any size. I stated that, 
whenever the Senate chose to lay down’a rule that 
they would publish no reports of any kind, no 
Patent Office reports éxcept those relating to busi- 
ness before us, and no reports connected with the 
military or naval affairs: of the country, or com- 
mercial or agricultural reports except relating to 
business here, 1 would agree to it. Had ‘such 
been the general understanding of the Senate, that 
no such reports were to be published by order of 
the Senate, I would not have offered this resolution. 

Again, what is asked now, is not to print it, 
but it is merely that we should see that memoir, 
and see those general orders. As I have stated 
before, we cannot find them without wading 
through some fifteen hundred or two thousand 
pages of the general operations of the Mexican 
war, in order to find them. The question of 
printing is a subsequent one, and, I hope, though 
the Senator from Arkansas (Mr. Bornanp] is 
looking so much interested in this matter, and so 
earnestly, that he is not going to pounce upon it, 
as he is not now a member of the Committee on 
Printing; and I hope he will not make any objec- 
tion in advance, 

.It is, really, a very small matter. Some gentle- 
men supposed, when the resolution was first pre- 
sented, that it was designed to have some political 
bearing, and to operate in favor of General Scott, 
who commanded the land forces on that occasion. 
I suppose those who- objected forgot the part 
which Commodore Conner took. I have not seen 
the orders to which the resolution refers; and, 
whether they will redound too much to the credit 
of the commanding officer or not, 1 do not know. 
I believe that the skill of the commanding general, 
in the management of the land forces, is admitted 
by all. Commodore Connor may be entitled to 
great credit also; but those things did not enter 
into my mind. when F offered the resolution. My 
object was to have possession of an interesting 
i portion of history, which gave a condensed view 
| of thatlanding, which I have heard lauded highly 
| by persons who were present, and who under- 
| stand these subjects better than I do. It has been 
; stated by them to have been one of the most skill- 
| fal and successful operations ever effected under 
| similar circumstances. | hope that the. Senate 
| will agree to the resolution, so that we may see 


| Tennessee excuse me. I did not-say that they” 


the memoir; and when the question of printing 
comes up, we can decide whether it is worthy of 
| being printed’or- not. = ; 
i Mr. BORLAND. Treally did not intend to say 
| anything on this subject, for I do not attach much 
timportance.to it; but as the Senator from Tennes- 
| see seems to think that I am very much interested 
jin the motion, because | looked’ at him earnestly 
| when he was speaking, I must be permitted to say 
a word, i : : 
“The Senator is mistaken in supposing that-I 
feel any great interest in the question, because I 
looked at him earnestly; the fact is, that I felt very 
much interested jn the eloquent manner in whic 
the Senator presented the subject to the Senate; 
and it was on that account I looked at the Sen- 
ator so earnestly. 
Mr. BELL. It was a 
assure the Senator. 

Mr. BORLAND.: Istake occasion to say, that 
everything relative to the subject of this memoir, 
so far as the general orders are concerned, must 
be already published and on record, and of course, 
accessible to any one desirous of looking into that 
record, : ; 

The only thing that can be said on this question 
is, that this mémoir, or-treatise, was written bya 
young officer of the Army or Navy—I do not know 
which—for the purpose of giving his views relative 
to, the capture of Vera Cruz. I know nothing 
about it: myself. I apprehend that it is all that 
the Senator from Tennessee. (Mr. Bett] says it 
is—very beautiful, and ably and eloquently writ- 
ten; but I suppose that there have been a hundred, 
ay, possibly five hundred, beautiful articles pub- 
lished on the same subject. Many of the news- 
| papers have contained very able articles, and arti- 
cles of great interest, on that subject. Nobody, 
certainly, admires the great achievement of the 
American arms at Vera Cruz more than 1 do; and 
can there beany necessity for the Senate now to 
adopt this memoir, and publish it as part of the 
official proceedings, simply because a young gen- 
tleman is rather ambitious to figure in print! If 
the Senate should take this course, it will open the 
door to every young gentleman who is seized with 
a like ambition, and: who may be anxious to pro- 
| cure the imprimatur of this body. 1, at least, do 
not feel disposed to attach so much importance to 
the lucubrations of the author of this memoir, or to 
any others ofa similar class. — ` ; ‘ 

As to the question of printing, I have nothing 
to say—that will be a question for the Senate’ to 
determine after the document is sent here in com- 
pliance with the resolution of the Senator from 
i Tennessee; but I will observe that in these elec- 
tioneering times, when everything that can affect 
the fortunes, or the character, of an aspirant for 
a high public office, is brought forward, and when 
we see, not merely accounts of the battles in Mex- 
ico in print, but also pictorial representations of 
those battles flooding the country, I do think that 
it would not be expecting, or requiring too much, 
to give such applicants to understand thatthey must 
themselves be at the expense of printing and pub- 
lishing their treatises. ; ; 
| Mr. DOUGLAS. If there is anything new in 
| this memoir which has not. hitherto~been pub- 
| lished, I desire that it should be brought to light. 
I think the whole country feel a general interest-— 
but particularly at this time—in relation to every- 
thing connected with the late Mexican war. I have 
understood that there are many things which have 
| not yet been published, both between the land forces 
and the War Department, and the Navy and the 
Navy Department, which I should like to see 
printed and spread before the country. Corre- 
spondence relating to trials, and to armistices, and 
to.various other matters connected with the land 
forees in Mexico, which I haveno doubt it would 
| be ‘gratifying to the public to have laid before 
them. 

I hope that there will be no impediment thrown 
in the way of the passage of this resolution. It 
-calls for information; let it come; and if that in- 
formation, when it does come, confers credit upon 
any party, let those who are entitled to the credit 
have all the honor. I trust, that so far from any 
objection being thrown in the way of this resolu- 
tion, we may have a series of resolutions, or this 
one so enlarged, as to bring out all other inform- 
ation, so that all those who were engaged in the 
| Mexican war may have all the credit to which 
| they are entitled. “I. am proud of their exploits. 


mistake on my part, I 
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I wish to haveall their gallant deeds thrown be- 
fore the country—that we may have published all 
the secret history of that war, so that we may 
know exactly who is entitled to credit, and how 
much there is of it, i 

Mr. MASON. I would inquire of the Senator 
from Tennessee, whether this memoir is in the 
form of an official communication made by an of- 
cer of the Navy to the Navy Department? If it 
be in that form, I shall have pleasure in having it 
published, but if it be in the form ófa private me- 
moir, with the reluctance which | have of appear- 
ing to countenance this publication of: books or 
pamphlets by the Senate, I should have no hesita- 
tion in voting against the motion. 

Mr. BELL. I presumeit cannothave the char- 
acter of an official communication, because in such 
case it would bemade by the Commander-in-Chief 
of the Army, or of the Navy, as the case might 
be, to the War or Navy Department. But this is 
a connected narrative of facts, and not one of his- 
toric or private comment, as the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. BorLann] seems to suppose; and 
only connects the several instances and subjects 
of the transaction. No official report of an officer 
of the Army, or Navy, would go into a narrative 
of these incidents. For this purpose, as it is de- 
sirable that a continuous and brief narrative of this 
important operation should be published, and as 
itis impossible that any person can now obtain 
any knowledge of it, except by wading through 
some two thousand pages of official dispatches, 
this memoir has been drawn up. That is its sole 
object, and of course, therefore, it cannot belooked 
on as an official communication. 

Mr. MASON. [I take it for granted that this is 
a private paper which this gentleman has lodged in 
the Navy Department, as he might lodge it any- 
where else, entirely subject to his own control, 
and which might be published by himself or any 
one else. Now, my objection to the resolution 
arises not from the nature of the subject at all, 
but from the fact of this memoir beinga private | 
paper; for this reason, I think the Senate ought | 
not to be called on to publish it, or any papers of 
a similar character. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will simply remark, as to 
the nature of the resolution, that I do not know 
that it is intended to have any ulterior effect on the |; 
election of a President; but, as the Senator from |! 
Tennessee thinks it so very important that we ;| 
should have some publication relative to the war 
in Mexico, I will suggest to him the propriety of 
appointing a historiographer of that war, and let 
him prepare and present a condensed history, not 
of the capture of Vera Cruz alone, but of the 
whole war. 

The Senator says, that the documents already | 
published containing this information are too va- 
luminous, and that the great merit of this memoir 
consists in the factof its being a continuous narra- 
tive! Well, let the historiographer condense these |; 


documents and give a continuous narrative, in- | 
cluding all the leading events of the war; and such 
a work will be infinitely superior to the memoir 
which the Senator proposes that we should pub- | 
lish. 
We know that it has been said that the opera- | 
tions from Vera Cruz to the city of Mexico, all į 
i 

] 

j 

| 


constituted parts of one series of operations; all 
belonged to one plan; and I will again suggest to | 
the Senator that, if his object is to give a condensed 
view of one of those operations in that series, it 
cannot be understood properly, except we have it | 
in its connection, as a part of the whole; and there- | 
fore we ought to provide for the publication of the | 
whole. If he deems that object to be sufficiently 
important, and will modify his resolution, so as | 
to provide for the appointment of a gentleman | 
competent to write the history of the whole war, 
Į will vote with him. 

Mr. BELL. The Senator 
that I have no such object in view, 
now whether the honorable Senator wou all 
vote for such a proposition if presented. This is 
an isolated transaction in part—one not calculated 
to attract public attention as other brilliant achieve- 
ments might do. There was no rencounter with 
the enemy on that occasion. Nevertheless, I have į 
heard the landing of the troops at Vera Cruz, un- 
der the circumstances, spoken of as an achieve- 
ment which was and is considered by professional || 
military men as an achievement worthy of spe- |; 
cial and separate notice; and it was this opinion, 4 


knows very well | 
and I doubt | 
ld really |! 

| 


| 
il 


expressed by several gentlemen who had seen-the 


memoir, that induced me to offer this resoliition.; 
I had never t 
dreamed that any gentleman would suppose it to | 
have any political object or purpose whatever. | 
| The resolution is suchas I thought I had a right 


to the consideration of the Senate. 


to supposé, from the general feeling and spirit of 
this body, would meet with favor here. I thought, 


; when'a suggestion was made to bring to notice a: 
particular transaction, of which there was-no nar- 


rative before the country, which was so. brief as, 
this; and not containing ‘sentiments or opinions, 
but simply giving a connected history of the or- 
ders and the circumstances attending the landing; 
that not only the officers of the Army and of the 
Navy, but the whole country, would like to see 
the history of thatachievement. I supposed there 
was a feeling of patriotism strong enough in the 
Senate to like to see it, and [ did not'think of 
rousing any feeling of political jealousy, or that 


the matter would redound to the particular-advant- | 


age of General Scott or of Commodore Conner 
I thought that when we had expended many thou- 
sands of dollars for publications as little author- 
ized by the Constitution and as little connected 
with our duties here as this paper, there could be 
no objection to seeing it. Sir, { think it is very 
likely that gentlemen of sufficient industry, and 


i those who take interest enough in the matter to 
do it, may glean from the voluminous documents | 


which contain the details of that war the several 
incidents connected with the landing, but they are 


not to be found in the condensed form in which | 


they appear in the memoir of Mr. Temple. 

Mr. BORLAND. 1 am not aware that the 
Senate has ordered public reports to be brought 
before them, except those connected with some of 
the public offices. 

Mr. BELL. Ido not know whether any of 
precisely this description have been made; but 
reports of public utility are frequently called for 
and published. We have compendiums of laws, 
and for various purposes, and we had a propo- 
sition this morning for a compendium of laws 
connected with our commercial regulations, and 
which might be said to be of some practical use. 
But this resolution does not relate to a matter of 
sufficient importance, that I should stand here and 
urge the propriety or impropriety of publishing 
these forty pages of a condensed narrative, relat- 
ing to the landing at Vera Cruz. 1 merely ask 
that the vote may be taken, and if Senators think 


it ought not to be published, let them say so.. I| 
will merely say, that it is a paper filed inthe Navy | 


Department, one which those who have examined 
it think should be published; that it is a narrative 


i artistic and professional in its nature, and one 


which might be useful to our Army and Navy 


hereafter; and in view of the public interest gen- , 
| erally, itis just as important as those other com- 
pendiums to which 1 have referred, which have | 


been published. 


Mr. HUNTER. I was about to ask to take 


up the deficiency bill, which has come back from - 


twe Elouse with a disagreement to one of our 
amendments. 

Mr. BELL. 
this resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senate are prepared to 
vote, I have no objection. 

Mr. GWIN. J move to lay it on the table, 
with a view to go into Executive session. 

Mr. BELL. 
come up in its order as unfinished busmess. 

Mr. GWIN. I will move, then, to postpone 


I hope the vote may be taken on 


I hope it may be postponed, and |! 


the consideration of this resolution till to-morrow, i 


for the purpose of proceeding to the consideration 
of Executive business. 
The motion to postpone was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 
The message before alluded to had been re- 


: ceived from the House of Representatives, by the 
hands of Mr. P. B. Haves, its Chief Clerk, an- || 


nouncing that the House had receded from so much 


of its amendment to the twelfth amendment of the | 


Senate to the bill to supply deficiencies in the ap- || i c J 
ane lee Ki is a law, Í believe, which forbids any member from 


ations for the service of the fiscal year end- 


propri 
bihe 30th of June, 1852, as had been disagreed | 
to by the Senate; that it had receded from its 


amendment to the fourteenth amendment of the 


|| Senate; that it had receded from its disagreement 
i to the Senate’s eighteenth amendment; that it had 
agreed to the first amendment oi the Senate to the | 


| of those who have been recently appointed. 


amendment of the House.to- the Senate’s twenty- 
fifth amendment; and that it had. disagreed to the, 
Senate’s second amendment to the amendment. of 
the House to the Senate’s twenty-fifth amendment 
to the said bill. S pees 
- The only remaining amendment in controversy. 
was in these words, which the Senate proceeded 
to consider: 5 eee a! 
“For per diem compensation and mileage of Senators, 
Members of the House of Representatives, and’ Delegates, 
$50,000,” DPR Sa On REN” Ge aay 

Mr. HUNTER. * I move that the Senate insist 
on its amendment. And if the Senate concur. in. 
that motion, I shall ask for a. committée of con- 
ference. Before .the question is taken, however, 
on that motion I hope- I shall bê indulged. in. a 
word or two of explanation. I am:convinced that. 
the- House of Representatives disagreed tothe” 
Senate’s amendment because they did not. under- 
stand it. It was supposed that this amendment 
was designed to cover the money taken for mile- ` 
age at the last called session of the Senate. It 
wasalso supposed that by votirig down thisamend- 
ment they could defeat the practice which has 
hitherto prevailed of claiming and receiving mile- 
age in such cases. The Howse of Représent- 
atives, however, is mistaken to some extent as to 
the first supposition, and, I think, entirely as to 
the second. : : PE aye SE. Se aes 

This amendment is for $50,000 to cover a defi- 
ciency; and the whole amount of mileage taken 
for the last called session, to which reference has © 
been made, will not exceed $40,000 or $41,000. 
The deficiency therefore Was not caused entirely 
by the mileage of that session. I presume that 
the House of Representatives designed to deprive 
the Senate of mileage for that session; but if that 
were the design they would utterly fail by this - 
means to accomplish their object. The money 
was taken more than a year ago. It was taken 
according to law; it was taken according to the 
decision of those appointed by the law to decide 
on that matter; it was taken according to the 
opinion of the Attorney General; and the accounts 
of the disbursing agent who paid it have passed 
the proper accounting department. The money, 
then, which was thus taken is legally vested in 
those who have taken it. - There is no action 
which the Senate or House. of Representatives 
could take, or which the whole Government could 
take, which could divest those, Senators of their 
property in that amount. ; ; 

But, sir, apart from that, the effect of defeating 
this appropriation would be, to’ deprive Senators 
of their per diem allowance; and if thé House in- 
tend to insist on what they have done, the effect 
will be to deprive us hereafter of that allowance; 
because if the Senate is to be deprived of pay and 
mileage until this money is restored, they ‘can 
never receive either, for it is impossible by an 
action which they could take, either on this amend- 
ment or any other bill, that they can deprive Sen- 
ators of property which the law. has vested in 
them, Again, sir, this deficiency arises not from 
that source alone, but from other causes. It is 
well known that several Senators have come here 
to supply vacancies, and that they, of course, are 
entitled to their mileage. ‘ : 

These have been the causes which have created 
this deficiency; and unless this amendment is 
agreed to there will be no money to pay to Sena- 
tors their per diem allowance; for I understand that 
the money in the hands of the Secretary for that 
purpose is nearly exhausted. The effect, then, of 
refusing this amendment will not-be to deprive 
Senators of the mileage for the called session, but 
to stop their daily compensation for services which 
they are now rendering, and to refuse the mileage 
think, therefore, when the Flouse comes to under- 
stand the matter fully, they-will probably recede 
from their amendment. 

I will farther take occasion to say here, that I 
think it would be dangerous for either House to 
interfere with the personal conduct of members of 
the other.. Suppose, sir, that we were disposed to 
carry on such a war, could we not retaliate? There 


receiving his pay except on those days on which 
he is actually in attendance. We know very well 
that this rule is not observed; and suppose that, 
with this knowledge, we were to move to cut down 
the appropriation for their pay, upon the plea that 
much of it was for time when. they were absent 


1836 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLC 


BE. 


July 19, 


from duty, and: therefore. not entitled under the | 
law, would they not have cause to compiain of us |! 
as having violated that courtesy which is due from 
one dranch of the Goverament to another? Surely 
they would think such a course of procedure on 
our part very unbecoming. rs ete be 

Each House, therefore, must:be allowed to judge 
of the propriety. of its own action. in relation. to 
matters concerning that House only; and-if they 
are guilty of any misconduct they are. responsible, | 
not each House. to the other, but to the country; 
and throughout:the country there will always: be. 
found critics enough to éxpose such’ misconduct 
onthe part of either branch of the Legislature. 
I: hope; sir, that it may be long before the two 
Houses engaze inso unworthy a contest, or seek :! 
to hold up each other to public reprobation. Ti 
trast, then, that the Senate: will insist on its 
ainendment, and ‘propose a committee of confer- 
ence in relation to-it; for lam sure that such a 
committee would. not. be long'in adjusting this 
matter-of difference between the two Houses. , 

The questioe being taken, the Senate insisted, 
and‘agreed to appoint a committee of conference; 
and Messrs. Hunter, James, and Urnam were 
appointed. 


$ 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

The Senate, on motion by Mr. GWTN, pro- 
ceeded tothe consideration of Executive business, | 
and, after some time spent therein, the doors were | 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mownpay, July 19, 1852. 


The House met at eleven.o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. L. F. Moacan, - 
~The Journalof Saturday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order ; 
is the motion to lay upon the table a motion to | 
reconsider.the vote by which the Florida land bill 
was defeated. 

>- RELIEF OF PHILO SMITH. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Before the commence- 
ment of the business of the morning. hour, I ask 
the consent of the House to itnroduce a small bill. 
I will say to the House that it isa matter of inter- 
est to. but one of my constituents, and it proposes 
to secure him the payment of the sum of $19 96, 
the sum due him as one of the ordinary seamen 
on hoard the Macedonian, as the share awarded to 
him as captors of certain Algerine vessels, under 
Commodore Decatur. Ido not know whether a 
bill for the payment of a sum of that size would 
be entertained here. Such is the character of the 
bill I desire to introduce. 

The bill was then read by its title, as follows: 

“A bill for the relief of Philo Smith.” | 

Mr. HOUSTON. If it is introduced, I must | 
have it taken out of the morning hour. There is | 
ho time to spare from the public business. If it | 
is not taken out of the morning hour I must ob- | 
ject. | 
: Mr. OLDS. Ishall be compelled to object if | 
it be taken outof the morning hour. | 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Task that the bill may be | 
read for information, and I know thè gentleman 
will not object. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. This is a matter of so | 
small importance that itis hardly worth while to ! 
occupy the attention of the-House at another | 
time. The evidence in support of this claim is as 
clear as couid be. I ask that a letter from the 
Treasury Department be read, and I ask that the 
rule which requires thatitshould be considered in 
Committee of the Whole, be suspended, and that ! 
it he acted upon now. 

The letter alluded to was then read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
August 30, 1851 

Sie: Your letter of the 23d instant, to the Seeretary of 
the Navy, having been referred to me, in reply I have to 
inform you that there isa smatisum of $19 96 due to Philo | 
Smith, (ormerly an ordinary seaman on board the Macedo- 
nian, as his share of the amount awarded to the captors 
of certain Algerine vessels, under Commodore Deeatur. 
Those unelaimed balances having Jong since been carried 
to the credit of the ‘surplus fund,?? they cannot now be 
paid, until Congress shall reappropriate moncy for that 
purpose. Iam, &c., your obedient servant, 

A. O. DAYTON. 


| 
| 


Joser A. Lewis, Esq. 
No further objection being made, the bill was 
then ordered to.be engrossed and read a third time; 


' 
t 
{ 
j 


j 
| 
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j-excavation-ofan-old military. reserve, but no longer 


and having been engrossed, it was- read the third. 
time and passéd. TMs ot : 
- Mr. MOLONY; Thereisabillupon your table 
that has come from the Senate. it passed -that 
body unanimously, so free-was it from objection. 
Itis simply this: ltasks nothing out of the Nation- 
al Treasury, but asks the privilege for-the city of 
Chicago, at our own expense,—which wiil not be 
less than one bundred thousand. dollars,—to im- 
prove her harbor. by widening the river... Why 
she asks this privilege- of Congress is, that such 
improvement cannot take .place without a slight 


held for-that purpose. I-ask the consent of the 
Elouse, so great and urgent are the necessities of 
the commerce of that port, that it may be taken 
up.and passed. ` It has already passed the Senate. 

The bill-was then read a first and second time 

| by its title, as. follows: 
_ © An act to authorize the Mayor and Common Council 
of Chicago, Illinois, to excavate a portion of the public res- 
ervation at that place with a view to the improvement of 
the navigation of the Chicago river.” 

The bill was then read through, 

Mr. STANLY. [ would be glad to know 
whether there is any provision in the general river 
and harbor bill for the improvement of the Chica- 
go river? 

Mr. MOLONY. Not for this improvement. 

Mr. STANLY. ` Is there anything in. the bill 
for it? 

Mr. MOLONY. There is in the bill to which 
the gentleman alludes a provision for the comple- 
tion of piers there which have already been com- 
menced. The bill now under consideration is for 
the widening of the river, which is imperiously 
demanded for letting commerce get in and out. 

The bill was then ordered to be read athird time. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to inquire, Mr. Speak- 
er, whether the bill has ever been beforeany com- 
mittee? 

Mr. MOLONY. It was before a Senate com- 
mittee, which reported in its favor. The report. 
lies upon the Speaker’s table. The Senate have 
unanimously passed the bill. 

[Cries of * Question P? « Question !”?] 

‘The bill was then read the third time and passed. 

Mr. MOLONY. I move that the vote by which 
the bill was passed be reconsidered, and that the 
motion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Is it in order for me to sub- 
mit the motion that the rules be suspended, and 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. Not now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why is it not in order now? 

The SPEAKER. Because of the special order 
of the House setting apart the morning hour for 
the consideration of the morning business. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the regular order 
of business, then. 


FLORIDA AND ALABAMA RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in orde 
is House bill No. 271, granting the right of way 
and a portion of the public lands to the States of 
Florida and Alabama, for the construction of cer- 
tain railroads in said States. The pending ques- 
tion is the motion of the gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Jenxrys] to lay upon the table the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was rejected. | 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman from Florida, 
(Mr. Casen,] who feels a deep interest in this 
bill, has been called from the city on account of 
sickness, and I therefore move that its further 
consideration be postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr. STANLY. If it be in order, 1 move that 
its further consideration be postponed till to-mor- 
row week. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. JENKINS. The question, I believe, will 
be first taken upon my motion. | 
TheSPEAKER. According to the rules of the 
House, the question must be first put upon the 

longest number. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Sranty, and it was agreed to; and the farther 
consideration of the bill was postponed till Tues- 
day week. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO RAIL AND PLANK ROADS. 


the right of way to all railand plank roads -pass- 
| ing through public lands’ belonging to the United 
States. : : 

_ Mr. COBB... Itis.not my intention to.consume 
further time in the discussion of this bill. “I shall, 
however, submit for thé action-of the House sev- 
eral amendments which have been- suggested to 
; meas being proper... . eas 

Mr. HUNTER. With: the. gentleman’s'per- 
mission, I will give notice. that at the’ propér time 
I will offer the following amendment: ` ` 

Provided further, That when a location. for either of 
| said railroads, or-plank roads, or sites for depSts on the line 
of such road or roads shall be selected, the proper officers 
of such road or roads shall: transmit to the Commissioner, 
of the General Land Office a correct plat of the survey of 
said road or roads, together with tbe survey of sites for 
depSts before such selection shall become operative. 

Mr. COBB. [have no objection to that amend- 
ment. [trust F may have the attention of the 
House to the few suggestions I shall throw out. 
The bill now provides that all plank and railroad 
companies shall be entitled to five acres every ten 
miles, if there be public land there, for the pur- 
pose of constructing thereon depéts, &e. The 
suggestion has been made to me, that that quantity 
of land is too great. I have no preferences what- 
ever in relation to the matter. Ieis for the Flouse 
to determine whether we shall grant to rail and 
plank companies five, or a less number of acres, 
for establishing work-shops, depéts, &c; That 
| the question may be submitted for its action, I 
move to insert in lieu of ‘* five’? “ one,” so that 
it will read ‘one acre” instead of “five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. It is also suggested, that in the 
thirteenth line of the third section, after the words 
“the road shall be begun within five years,” I 
should move to insert the words “ from and after 
the passage of this act.. The amendment,. if 
adopted, will not affect the bill one way or the 
other. 

Mr. HENN. Ido notsee the necessity for the 
limitation. Why not let the roads be commenced 
whenever it is thought proper? 

Mr. COBB. I have no choice, The amend- 
ment is intended to guard the Treasury as much 
as possible. It is for the House: to say whether 
the words I have proposed shall or shall not be: 
inserted. : 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. Is there any. time 
proposed in which the roads shall be completed ? 

Mr. COBB. The bill: provides that. all such 
roads shall be commenced within: five years, and 
completed within fifteen years, 

Mr.SMART. Will the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Cons] indulge me for a moment? 1 
noticed in the reading of the bill, which I have 
not noticed before, that it is very loosely drawn, 
Į see that it authorizes the com pany totake wood, 
stone, and earth from the vicinity of the railroads 
at all times, for building and repairing the road, 
and carrying it to any point. It strikes me that 
į this is a most extraordinary grant. It is a grant 
to this company to go to any portion of the public 
lands and take wood, earth, and stone, however 
valuable, for the repairs of railroads. I trust that 
no such grant will be made by this House. What 
will you have left, suppose-you make this grant? 
Suppose you wish to sell lands to a citizen, what 
will you have to sell? You will be obliged to sell 
this land with this reservation. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman has any doubt 
‘about this matter Į can obviate it ina moment, I 
will state to the House that they have given in 
several railroad bills the right of way to different 
States. If the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Smarr] 
has any difficulty about this matter, I would sng- 
gest an amendment like this: ‘So long as they 
remain publie; so the land which is disposed of 
will carry with it a revocation of the right of the 
road to use stone and timber from the particular 
land which may be sold. 

Mr. SMART. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I will say to him that I am opposed to that 
grant. It is a grant that has no limit, and peo- 
| ple may, in their discretion, take as much wood 
| and timber on the particular road as they please. 
I am not for making such a grant here, and I trust 
that the project will be laid upon the table. 

Mr. COBB. To obviate the gentleman’s ob- 
i jection, I am perfectly willing that there should be 
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Tbe SPEAKER. The question next in order 
is the engrossment of House bill No. 284, to grant | 


ian amendment inserted there in. the words, * so 
Jong as said lands remain public belonging to the 
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United States,” or any other words which the 
entleman may choose. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. COBB. T will hear any question. 

Mr. JENKINS, If I understand the :biil- 
aright it grants two hundred rods of land—one 
hundred on each side of the road. f 

Mr. COBB.. One hundred feet on each side. 

Mr. JENKINS. Thatis twelve rods: ‘Why 
do you want a road twelve rods wide for a plank 
road? It is wide enough for three or four tracks, 
and here are two hundred feet granted, 

Mr. STUART. ‘Will the gentleman allow me 
a moment? The gentleman. from Maine [Mr, 
Smarr] objects to the bill, because it fixes an in- 


cumbrance upon land that shall have been pur- |; 


chased by individuals. No such construction can 
be given this bill, because it purports to give the 
right of way through Government land, and this 
right exists while it is Government Jand; but the 
moment those lands are sold to an individual the 
right to take timber, stone, or earth ceases; the 
right of way merely remains,and nothing but that. 
As to the suggestion made by the gentleman from 
New York, (Mr. Jenxins,] in regard to the width 
of the road, the bill does not propose to give this 
number of feet along the whole line of the road. 
It purports to give this number of feet for the pur- 
ose of depot stations, building, &c. 

Mr. JENKINS. The gentleman is mistaken. 
It gives a width of one hundred feet along the 
whole line, on each side of the road. 

Mr. STUART. It only gives the additional 
width at different points where stations and other 
buildings are necessary. 

Mr. COBB. One hundred feet on each side. 

Mr. STUART. Roads which are laid out in 
the western States are at least one hundred and 
fifty feet in width. There is no reason why they 
should not be two hundred feet. It is for the pur- 

ose of a railroad track. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask, should there be a reason why it should be 
two hundred feet before the grant is made? 

Mr, STUART. Certainly there should be. 
Whether it is one hundred or two hundred feet, it 
is a matter of no possible consequence except so 
far as revards the interests and convenience of the 
road. When you get on a double track why two 
hundred feet will not prove too much room. 

Mr. COBB. I desire to call the attention of 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Jenkins] to 
what I am about to say. I was of the same way 
of thinking with the gentleman, but I consulted a 
gentleman of this House, who is a practical engi- 
neer, [Mr. Evays,] and he objects to the bill, be- | 
cause it did not give land enough. He said that 
it is utterly impossible to construct a road of this 
width through many sections ofthe country, where 
considerable excavations have to be made. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will not sixty feet b 
enongh for three tracks? 

Mr. COBB. Two hundred feet will not be | 
enough in many instances, especially through low 


e wide 


ground, and they would have to beg for more. 
The House has the bill beforeit. T have no more 


jnterest in it than any member of the House, and 
I trust that they will take charge of it and make 
such disposition of it as they see fit. Lam re- 
quested to call the previous question, . . 
Mr. ABERCROMBIE. { hope my friend will | 
withdraw the demand for the previous question 
for a moment. [hope the bill will not be laid 
upon the table. The House will recollect that a 
bill was defeated the other day granting the right 
of way and a donation of public | 
construction of a railroad from 
Bay. Thatroadis now in progress. 
ers of that section of country are BOW 
upon it. I suppose that there are not less t 
five hundred hands at work upon it at this time. 
It is, as I have said before, j 
of the farming community, who are making an 
effort to get a market where they can carry, IN a 
cheap and speedy way, their produce for shipping. 
Forty miles of the road are under contract, and it 
passes through some thre ; 520110 
ablie lands in thatdistance. Reject this bill and 
all the work, and all the money which has been 
expended upon it, will be lost to that commun- 


Girard to Mobile 
and the farm- 
at work 


It would be better for the 


ity. 
“Mr. JENKINS. J f 
bill applicable to his case, 


gentleman to introduce a 


ands to aid in the | 


less than 


> : 1, ! 
entirely in the hands 


: il 
e or four half sections of |. 


stea passage of a general bill of 
this character. Š : N 

| Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I cannot conceive of | 
any bill for my case that would not be the best | 
bill for the whofecountry, and for other roads. Will | 
| thé Government become so narrow and contracted i 
in its disposition as not to allow improvements of 
i this important character to be made through every 
part of the country? 1 could not su ppose that i 
there would be such illiberality in this Bouse: | 
do not think there is, and | cannot believe, for -a 
moment, that the motion will be entertained by 
[the House. Idesire to bring this matter to the 
| serious consideration of the House. It is a mat-| 
ter of no small importance to the part of the; 
country which 1 have the honor to represent. | 
They have spent a great deal of money already, 
i and there is but a smäll portion of the. public lands | 
| through which the road, now under contract, 
passes—probably not more than three or four half 
Į sections. Are we to be deprived from carrying 
on this road upon this account? As the road pro- 
gresses, it reaches larger bodies of public lands— 


i 
i 
| 
| will be made valuable by this improvement. Is 
lit possible, in view of the considerations I have 
| presented, that this House can refuse to. grant the ! 
| right of way to the company who are building 
this road? 1 hope that the good sense of this 
House will determine against the motion made 
| by the gentleman on my left, (Mr. Jenxis.] 
Mr. HAVEN. [ have no desire to take up the 
time of the House before the vote.is taken upon 
this bill, I desire to submit two amendments for 
the consideration of the House. It will be seen ; 
| by reference to the bill that it authorizes the run 
| ning of these roads through the public lands. I 
| submit to the House tha! that may be an author- 
ity to run through these lands upon which the | 
Government have forts, arsenals, navy-yards, | 
' dock-yards, and works of public improvement, and ij 
I propose to offer a limitation restricting the use 
of such propery. Then I am in hopes that the | 
bill will be so acceptable to the House, that they | 
will take it with another amendment which I pro- | 
pose to offer, and which is to incorporate sub- | 
stantially upon the bill the resolution } offered the | 
other. day, authorizing a company in my own 
State to run their track through a work of the kind | 
I have described. With these amendments, Lam | 
| in hopes that the bill will pass. 1 would have this | 
proviso added to the end of the third section: 
Provided still further, That none of the foregoing provis- į 
| ions of this act shall apply to, or authorize any rights in 
| any lands of the United States, other than such as are held ; 
| for private entry and sale at the minimun price and such i 
as are unsurveyed and not held for public use by erections 
or improvements thereon. 


i 
| 
t 


i 


| The SPEAKER. The amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New York (Mr. Haven] | 
will not be in order unless proposed as an amend- 


Ohio, [Mr. Hunrer,] unless by unanimous con- | 
sent it be received and considered at the proper | 
i ume. 

Mr. COBB. I object to that amendment, and 
therefore the gentleman cannot offer it. 1 will 
hear the other amendment read, for I think it is 


right. | 
Mr. HAVEN. I was not aware that the | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio- 
was to the end of the third section. If that comes 
in at the end of the third section, then L propose | 
this amendment as an amendment to his, which 
will bé in order. 

The SPEAKER. As an amendment to an 
amendment, it would be in order if the geneman ; 
had the floor, or if he could offer it by the consent 
of the gentieman from Alabama, {Mr. Coss.) 

Mr. HAVEN. That is precisely what I stated. 

Mr. COBB. Let it go. 1 have no particular 
objection to it. 

Mr. HAVEN. I propose now to offer an 


amendment as a fourth section of the bill. 
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for New York’s especial benefit, 
! Mr. STUART. S 
in regard to that frst amendment. {tis that the 
he words “ minimum 


i gentleman should strike out ti : 
|, price,” because you cannot cross a railroad track | 
i where alternate sections have been reserved. 
Mr. HAVEN. Very well; I have no objection 
to that. Strike out those words. 
The amendment was $0 modified. 


i 


funds which are poor and valueless, but which || 


ment to the amendment of the gentleman from ji 


Mr. COBB. 1 think that ought to be ingrafted i 
{ wish to make a suggestion | 


| sugge 


I desire now ito offer the fol- 


| Mr. HAVEN... offer the 
-Jowing, to come in at the end of the bill as a fourth 
section: $ Lx 


| Andhe it further enacted, That the right of way ibrongh 
| the public lands of the United States, lyipgin Black Rock, 
p the county of Erie, in the State of New York, beand the 
same is hereby granted to the Lockport and Buffaio: Rail- 
road Company: Provided, Thatin the opinion of the Pres- 
identof the United States such grant-be not Injurions.to- 
k public interests, and, that the. location.shall be approved (by: 
the President as to the. position. and width of-the said rait- 
road: Provided further; That if une said railroad shall net 
be completed within two. years, or ifs at-any time mter its 
completion the-said railway be discontinued or abandoned, 
this grant shall’cease and detérinine. Bey 

The SPEAKER. | At this moment that amend- 
ment can only be entertained by unanimous.con- 
sent. Another amendment being pending, it. is 
not in order until that.is disposed of. © 0 0o > 
i Mr. COBB. My object is, that everybody shall 
be satisfied, if possible. - nee 

Mr. SACKETT. I wish to makea suggestion, 
with the permission of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama,.[Mr. Cozs,] if it is in order. I think the 
first section of the bill is imperfect. Tam for the 
principle of the bill, I think it is a good bill, and 
ought to be passed; but there are two. or three 
manifest defects. in the first:section. One is, that 
‘there is no provision authorizing surveys for the 
purpose of roads, unless it is upon a given track 
of road to be adopted, or that has been adopted 
by the company. In other words, there is no 
authority to run surveys with a view.to ascertain 
a track. ae in & 

Another thing which is common at this day is, 
that railroad charters are granted by different 
States, running throngh different States, andide- 
pendent upon. the legislation of different States. 
There is no provision in this bill except for rail- 
roads, the charters of whichgire granted by. agiven, 
State. Now, I propose a substitute for the first 
section containing the same principle, but which 
relieves it from those two defects. ` 

Mr. COBB. 1 will consent to the amendment 
being read, o 

The propose 
lows: 

Beit enacted, Vhata right of way of one hundred feet 
in width, for a railroad, be and is hereby ‘granted through 
any of thé publie lands belonging 10 the United States, to 
all railroad, and plank road companies authorized by’ the 
legislative authority of any one or more of the States, and 
any such company shall have a right to take possession of, 
hold. and use for the purpose of this grant so inuch of the 
land bereby granted as may be required fora railroad, sta- 
tions, depots, and watering places of the company, butto 
no greater width and extent than js herein provided ;. and 
the engineer, officers, and agents of any such company 
shall have the right to enter upon any of the’public lands 


belonging to the. United States for the purpose of surveying, 


locating, laying out, and fencing upon any such road its: 
stations, watering places, and depots. 

Mr. COBB. [cannot accept that amendment, 
In the first place it proposes only one hundred feet, 
and an able engineer here tells me that itis impos- 
sible to establish a road of that width. The second 
proposition of the gentleman may bring the differ- 
ent States into conflict, and 1 have no disposition 
on a bill like this to do that. _ I therefore object to 
the amendment. apne 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, Will the 
gentleman allow me to trouble him for a moment? 

Mr. COBB. 1 cannot refuse any gentleman of 
the House this courtesy. ‘ 

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. Speaker, there is one 
provision in this bill which Ido not like, and I 
suggest it to the gentleman. As the bill now 
stands, a company running their road through ove 
township of public jands, although they may run 
it for forty miles through other lands, will be en- 
titled under the second section of this bill to take 
materials for building, and for the perpetual repair 
‘af the road, from the public lands alone, forever. 
Now, I suppose it is only intended to give the 
right to take for repairs and building through the 
lands of the United States; but as the bill now 
reads, it gives them the right to take it for the 
whole road ofl the public lands. What I propose 
is this, sir: that the company shall have the right 
to take materials off the publie lands for building 
a road through the public lands, and for repairmg 
it through the public lands, but not for the buid- 
| ing and repair of the whole length of the road. <I 
st to the gentleman to propose as an:amend- 
| ment to the end of the second: section the words 
‘through said land.” Tt will then give the right’ 
to build it from the public materials through the 
public lands, and to repair it from materials through 
the public lands. « But it willnot givethe:company 


d substitute was then read, as fol- 
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the right to build their road at the public expense, 
with the timber of the public for fifty or one hun- 
dred miles, although they mayrun but ten’ miles 
through the public lands. It will then read: ~ 


- “That the said company or companies shall have the 
right to take froin the public lands in the vicinity of said 
road or roads, all such materials. of earth, stone, and wood, 
as may be necessary or convenient, from time to time, for 
the actual construction or repair of the said road or roads, 
or any part thereof, through said lands.” 


That.confines the application of the-public ma- | 


terials to the road through the ‘public lands. I 
understood the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
AxERcROMBIE,] to say that his road runs through 
several sections of the public: lands, but that most 
of it rans through land that is not public. Iam 
willing that he should take- the materials off the 
public lands for that portion of the road which 
runs through the public lands. 

Mr. COBB. I have no objection to the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman froin Pennsy!- 


vania, (Mr. Srevens.] My object is to make the | 
bill perfectly satisfactory to the House and to the | 


country. ~ 

The SPEAKER, Itis not within the power 
of the gentleman from Alabama to accept that 
amendment, the bill being a report from the com- 
mittee, as the Chair understands it. 

Mr. COBB. If the gentleman will send his 
amendment to me, I will offer it. 

Mr. BISSELL. I feel some interest in this bill, 
but no more than every gentleman in this House 
ought to feel, because if isa measure which relates 
to the public interest. As Iwas about to say, 
though it may not be very flattering to us, yet it 
is amusing to consider, for a moment, how very 
inconsistently we have acted. Now, during the 
Jast Congress, a bill passed this House, giving, 


for a certain railroad, all that is asked in this bill, | 
and fifty feet in width more, as a right of way, | 


and, in addition to that, two millions and a half 
acres of the public lands. ‘This very session 
another bill has been passed by the votes of mem- 
bers who surround me, giving to acompany, or to 
a State—which is the same thing—first, all that is 
asked, every single thing asked in this bill, and 
fifty feet in width more; and then, in addition to 
that, one million seven hundred thousand acres of 
land besides. Then comes up a simple proposi- 
tion to give to all similar companies the right of 
way merely, and the right of taking earth, and 
other suitable materials for constructing the roads, 
just exactly as was provided in those other bills 


alluded to, save that in this bill there is fifty feet | 


less given and no land—not millions of acres, not 


one acre—and here we are, higeling and haggling, | 
and quarreling, as to whether that bill shal! pass, | 
because it authorizes the taking up of too much | 


road, or gives twenty-five feet too much. land. 
‘Now, T ask if this is not an inconsistency which 


should shame legislation? F ask ifit is not a triv- 


jal objection that is raised against this bill, which 


is of a general character—not partial—but uniform | 
and equal, and extending to all campanies alike | 


certain, necessary, indispensable privileges? Is it 
not a trivial objection that there are ten feet too 
much, when, in one case, you have given away 
two and a half millions of aeres of land, besides 
two hundred and fifty feet right of way? 

Mr. COBB. 
afraid he will getup a discussion. 

Mr. BISSELL, 
not care about saying anything more. 
merely to add that this bill ought to pass without 
a single moment’s more discussion. It isa harm- 
less and a simple bill, necessary and indispensable 
if you will have railroads. If you want to save 


the time, labor, and expense, of legislating upon | 
every local measure,—and they are legion,—you | 


must pass this bill. 


Mr. COBB. T hope the gentleman will let us | 


act upon the bill. 

Mr. BISSELL. 
then. 

Mr. CARTTER. ĮIwantto make an inquiry 
in connection with this bill, with the gentleman’s 
permission. If] am not allowed to do so, I hope 
the previous question will be voted down. 

Mr. COBB. Tintend to test the sense of the 
House whether they want any further discussion 
upon this matter or not. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. 
explanation. 


Mr. COBB. 


Call the previous question, 


I desire to make an 


I hope my colleague will not in- 


Ts the gentleman through? Iam | 


I am not through, but I do | 
I want: 


‘| submit a motion to recommit the bill to the Com- 
F 


| before the House. 


sist, because he belongs to the State of Alabama, | 
and I have been charged with yielding the floor to }| 
the friends of the bill, although really more ene- | 
mies have had the floor than friends. I propose, | 
as an additional amendment, tocome in ag a fourth | 
section, the one which the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Havry] proposed. : | 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only bedone by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. COBB. 
to ite oo P . 
The SPEAKER. If itis the pleasure of the | 
House the proposition will be received and con- 
sidered in its turn. 

No objection. was made, so the amendment was | 
received. ; 

Mr. COBB. Then the gentleman from-Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Srevens,? who charges this bill 
with not being perfectly guarded in relation to | 
taking stone and materials, asks the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer his amendment, to 
be considered at the proper place and time. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
received. 

Mr. COBB. Ifthe House is willing to sustain 
the previous question, I now call for it. 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens,] when he was upon 
the floor a few moments since, said that he un- i 
derstood me to say that the road I had been ad- 
vocating in this House passed through very little 
of the public lands. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must interpose, 
and remind the gentleman that debate is not in 
order, : 

Mr. ABERCROMBIE. I only wish to give 
an je planation, I want to set the gentleman 
right. | 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent 
of the Ffouse that the gentleman be allowed to 
proceed? l 

[Loud cries of “ Object !”’] 

Mr. SMART. I moveto lay the bill upon the 
table; and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. ‘ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 70, nays 91; as fol- 
lows: 

YUAS—Messrs. Allison, Ashe, Averett, Barrere, Bart- 
lett, Beal, Bibighaus, Bowne, Breckinridge, George H. 
Brown, Buell, Burt, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Carter, Chap- 
man, Chastain, Daniel, George T. Davis, Dean, Dimmick, 
Edmundson, Floyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Hiunilton, {sham G. taris, Hebard, Hillyer, Holladay, Hors- | 
ford, John W. Rowe, Thomas M. Iowe, Tyes, Jackson, 
Jenkins, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Mann, Martin, McLanahan, MeMullin, McNair, 
Morehead, Murray, Newton, Peaslee, Perkins, Powell, 
Reed, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Russell, Schermerhorn, David 
L. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Stanly, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Sutberland, Thurston, Wallace, Wildrick, and Williams 


—70, 


NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, David J. 
Bailey, Thomas TE Bayly, Bell, Bissell, John’ H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Busby, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Churchwell, 
Clingman, Cobh, Conger, Curtis, Jobn G. Davis, Dawson, 
Disney, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, Ficklin, Fitch, 
Florence, Freeman, Gamble, Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Har- 
per, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, 
Houston, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John | 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Landry, 
Lockhart, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, Meade, Miller, 
Miner, Molony, Johu Moore, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Orr, 
Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Phelps, Polk, 
Porter, Richardson, Riddle, Robinson, Savage, Scudder, 
Scurry, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, 
Strother, Stuart, Taylor, Townshend, Tuck, Venable, Wal- | 
bridge, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Alexander White, and | 
Yates—91. 


i 
So the House refused to lay the bill upon the | 
i 
l 
i 


Lhope the House will not object 


table. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired? i 
The SPEAKER. It has. 
Mr. COBB. I ask my colleague to allow me to 


mittee of Public Lands, with a view to keep it 


Mr. HOUSTON. I am perfectly willing that 
the gentleman should submit that motion. | 
; My. COBB. Then I make that motion. i 


EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Task the unanimous consent 
| of the. House to offer the following-resolution: 


ji James Jobnson, 


Resolved, That until otherwise ordered, this House will 
| hold an evening session on each day, commencing at fiye Hi 


o'clock p: m., which shall be devoted exclusively to dis- 
cussion in the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Union. 

Mr. WARD. I object. a 

Mr. HOUSTON, Gentlemen around me insist 
that £ shall move to suspend the rules, so as to 
enable me to offer that resolution. It would be a 
great saving of time, and if the evening sessions 
did ‘not work well, we could give them up. I 
therefore move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. VENABLE. I ask for tellers on the sus- 
pension of the rules. 

Mr. HOUSTON. T will modify my resolu- 
tion so as to make it read “six o'clock p. m.,’’ 
instead of ‘* five o’clock p. m,” 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Jounson of 
Arkansas and Cuanpier were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the te 
ported—ayes 76, noes 64. i 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas an 
and they were ordered. : 

Mr. BURT. I suggest to the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways. and Means to 
strike out the latter part of the resolution which 
specifies that the sessions shall be devoted to 
speech-making. 

Mr. CARTTER, Oh, no, that is the very 
thing for which we want the evening sessions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I suggest to 
the gentleman from Alabama to insert in his res~- 
olution, after the word “ discussion,” these words i 
** of those general appropriation bills upon which 
debate has not been closed.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have no objection to that 
modification. 

Mr. CARTTER. I hope the gentleman will 
not modify it in that way. ; 

The SPEAKER. Inthe opinion of the Chair, 
that modification cannot now be made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to know from 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, what necessity there is for the passage of 
such a resolution as this? Why cannot the House 
order an evening session on any day when the pub- 
lic necessities require it? I can see no necessity 
for the passage of such a resolution as this. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In reply to the gentleman 
from Illinois, I will say that, the necessity is ap- 
parent. We are near the end of the eighth month 
of the session, and nothing has been done. The 
Senate is calling upon us daily for business, and 
there is a resolution from that body now upon the 
Speaker’s table, saying that they will not receive 
business from us within ten days of the day of ad- 
journment. The gentleman mustsee the difficulties 
in the way, and my object is to have these even- 
ing sessions that gentlemen who want to make 
general speeches on promiscuous subjects may 
meet here and discuss. If it proves ineffectual, if 
it proves a bad rule, we can repeal it. There can 
be no harm in the experiment for the purpose of 
expediting the public business. There isa great 
necessity for it. 

The SPEAKER. This discussion, as gentle- 
men are aware, is out of order, unless by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
men to order. ¢ 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
TON’s motion, and there were—yeas 101, nays 68; 
as follows: 

XEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Wiliam Ap- 
pleton, Averett, Barrere, Beale, Bell, Bibighaus, Briggs, 
Buell, Burt, Cartter, Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, 
Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Curtis, Jolin G. Davis, Dean, 
Dimmnick, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, Edmundson, 
Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Freeman, Gamble, Gaylord, 
Gentry, Giddings, Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, 
Haws, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, Hors- 
ford, Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
Hunter, Ives, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johni 
son, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, 
Leteher, Lockhart, Mann, Martin, Mason, MeLanahan, 
McNair, Mison, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, 
Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Perkins, Phelps, 
Powell, Rautoul, Reed, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Scher- 
merhorn, Scudder, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Skelton, 
Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Stone, Sutherland, Taylor, Venable, Wal- 
bridge, Wallace, Washburn, Welch, and Yates—101. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Ashe, David J. 
Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Bissell, Bowie, Jolin H. 
Boyd, Bragg, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, 
Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Thompson Campbell, Chapman, Daniel, George "P. 
Davis, Dawson, Disney, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Good- 
enow, Grey, Sampson. W. Harris, Holladay, Jenkins, 
John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George 
W. Jones, Kubns, Landry, Humpbrey Marshall, Me- 
Mullin, McQueen, Meade, Miner, John Moore, Morehead, 


lers re- 


d nays; 


I object, and call the gentle- 


Andrew Parker, Penniman, Polk, Porter, Richardson, 
Riddic, Ross, Russell, Savage, Smart, Stanly, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, St. Martin, Strother, Thars- 
ton, Townshend, Ward, Watkins, Alexander White, Wil- 
cox, Wildrick, and Williams—68. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move thatthe rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on thé state of the Union. 

Mr. STANLY. Task the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to withdraw that motion, to permit me to 
make a motion to suspend the rules to take up 
from the Speaker’s table the bill for the relief of 
the indigent insane, in order that we may fix a 
day for its consideration. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Icannot. I must press the 
consideration of the pablic business as much as I 
can. 

Mr. GENTRY. Will not the gentleman from 
Alabma allow the resolution from the Senate pro- 
posing to arm these little pages and other boys to 

e taken up? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
my motion. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Houws- 
Ton’s motion, and it was agreed to—ayes 82, 
noes 40. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Disney in the 
chair.) 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN stated, as the business be- 
fore the committee, the consideration of House 
bill No. 43, ‘making appropriation for the cur- 
t rent and contingent expenses of the Indian de- 
“partment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
* with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 
« June 30th, 1853,” and that the pending question 
was on the amendment of the gentleman from In- 
diana, (Mr. Firon. 

Mr. FITCH. I 
80 as to read: 

For the payment of $2,842 36 to Hiram R. Pitchlyn, in 
his own right and as sole heir-at-law and legal representa- 
tive of his brother, John Piteblyn, deceased; that being 
the amount of the proceeds of the sales of two quarter sec- 
tions of land, granted to, and located in the name of, the 
said Hiram R. Pitchlyn and Jobn Pitchlyn, under and by 
virtue of tke eighth article of the treaty with the Chicka- 
saw Indians, made in the city of Washington, on the 24th 
day of May, in the year 1834, and which quarter sections 
of land were sold, and the proceeds thereof invested in the 
stock of the State of Arkansas, in pursuance of the provis- 
ions of the article aforesaid: Provided, Said Hiram R. 
Pitchiyn shall establish his identity, and that he is John 
Pitchlyn’s sole heir, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have no objection to that 
amendment in its modified form. 

Mr. FITCH. Very well, sir; then I will not 
trouble the committee with the reading of docu- 
mentary evidence in support of the claim. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to propose to the 
committee that we shall not read the bill regularly 
through, but that we shall pass through it regu- 
larly, stopping at each point where an amendment 
is proposed to be made. These i ae are all 

aid under treaties, and must be pRivided for. | 
have gota bill marked with the points at which 
amendments are intended to be proposed, and we 
shall save a great deal of time by skipping from 
one of those points to another. 

Mr. BRENTON. H the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means will furnish us all with 
bills marked at the points where amendments 
have to he offered, L will not object to the plan he 

roposes. z 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman has no 
amendments of his own to offer, of course it can 
make no difference to him. However, let the bill 
be read through. 

Mr, GIDDINGS. I propose, for the purpose 
of asking for a little information, to diminish this 
appropriation five dollars. : 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment 
pending. P . i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. F desire to obtain some in- 
formation from the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, if he possesses it. This whole 
Chickasaw grant is appropriated according to the 
act of 1799. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
proposed ? 


I cannot. © I must insist on 


p modified my amendment 


What is the amendment 


| paid to them. 
old volume of Indian treaties, but I was informed | 
by a clerk in the Indian Office that he knew of: 
j but one volume of the publication in. existence, 
and that was the one which they had in the office | 


ment pending. This provision has been agreed 
to, together with the various amendments which 
have been offered to it, which cannot now be 
altered. - If, however, the gentleman proposes to 
offer an additional provision by way of amend- 
ment, he has a right to do so. ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Then I offer the following 
as an amendment: 

Provided, That no portion of this amount be paid until 


the original contract between this Government and the 
Chickasaws shall be ascertained. 


I offer that amendment merely for the purpose 


of inquiring whether the chairmen of the Com-: 
mittee of Ways and Means, or the chairman of , 


the Committee on Indian Affairs, can give us any 
information as to this original contract with the 
Chickasaws. 
paid under the act of 1799. That act was predi- 
cated upon an agreement with the Chickasaw In- 
dians, entered into in 1799, and that agreement is 
what L want to ascertain. 


agreement was in force. 


ment would expire. The agreement was not to 
be found at that time, and I now want to know of 
the chairman of the Committee on [ndian Affairs, 
and of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 


and Means, if that agreement or contract is within | 
their knowledge, or if they have anything to show | 


when that contract will expire? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will ask that 
the proposed amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Gippines} may be read. I cannot 
determine what he desires, as 1 cannot hear 
him. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My amendment is that no 
portion of this amount shall be paid until that con- 
tract shall be ascertained to be in force. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What contract is it? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
adelphia in 1794, and referred to in the act of 1799, 
under which this appropriation is made. 1 want 
to know when that amendment will expire? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I can at once give to the 
gentleman all I have to say in regard to it. He is 


now referring to a matter which has been adjudi- | 


cated entirely by the Committee of Ways and 
Means—a matter which hag not been before the 


Committee on Indian A ffairs—and a matter about | 
which I know nothing upon the face of the earth. | 
It has never been before us, and I know nothing | 
The Committee of Ways and. 


in regard to it. 
Means can answer, perhaps; | cannot. 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Can the chairman of the 


Committee of Ways and Means inform me ?—for ; 


we are paying money, and no one knows under 
what authority we are paying it. We can only 


say we have paid it heretofore, and we agreed to į 


pay it so Jong as the contract remains in force. 
Now, whether that contract has expired, or 
whether it yet remains in force is a matter which 
I desire to understand. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will send up the law, and 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr, Gippivés] can hear 
it read. 


“Mr. GIDDINGS. I have the law. 


Mr. PHELPS. I will further state, if the gen- | 
tleman from Ohio will give his attention, that I | 
have the impression that the agreement referred to | 


in the act of Congress to which the gentleman re- 


fers, is not contained in any of the statutes of the $| 
United States, but is contained in a volume of; 
treaties, compiled many years since, under the | 
direction of the Secretary of War. 1 think it was ; 
during the last Congress that my attention was ` 
called to some treaties and agreements made with | 
the Indians; and if I mistake not, one was with | 
I cannot now state the ij 


the Chickasaw Indians. a } 
terms of that agreement, but my impression is, 
that it was a permanent annuity which was to be 


of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I want those gentlemen to 
bring forward at the next session a knowledge of 
that contract. I do not want to detain the House. 


Itis well known that this grant is į 


It was made at Phil- | 
adelphia, and the grant was to continue while that | 
I called upon: the De- i 
partment years since to ascertain when that agree- | 


The contract made at Phil- : 


The agreement is contained in an |! 


i| If they:are not prepared to: show.the ‘contract 
i| now, Í hope they will be the next session,- -` > 
| “My. PHELPS. I am not, for one, prepared at 
this time. - i ee ae 

Mr.GIDDINGS. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. . Lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee’of Ways and Means to amend. the clausé 
|| appropriating $400 for the purchase of tobacco for 
| ‘the.Chippewas, by striking out $400 and inserting 
| $500. The insertion of $400 in the printed ‘bill 
i 


was a typographical error: ‘ oe 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. z SEE aaa Bia, 

Mr. HOUSTON. . I propose, under the instruc- 
tions of the Committee, to amend the clause ap- 
propriating $1,000 for two carpenters for. the 
Chippewas on Lake Superior, by striking out 
“$1,000,” and Inserting ‘t $1,200." © 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. . : í 

The following clause of the bill was read: 

“For sixth of forty-six installments to be paid to the 
Chippewas of Mississippi, stipulated. in the third article of. 
the treaty of the 2d of August, 1847, $1,000.97 : eee 

Mr. HOUSTON. Tam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to propose.an amend- 
ment to theabove clause. After the word. * for”? 
insert the word “three,” and after the word ‘sixth?’ 
insert ** seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth; and in 
the one hundred and fifty-second: line, strike out 
the worg ‘ one”? and insert in lieu thereofthe word 
| e five.” The-pbject of this amendment is tomake 
to this tribe of Indians, thè advance which was 
struck out of the deficiency bill a few days ago— 
| to advance the five installments to enable them to 
open their farms and carry on the cultivation: of 
them. The subject was discussed a few days ago. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. ae 
| Mr. FITCH. T now offer an amendment, of 
‘| which I gave notice some days since, to come in 
at the end of the clause in relation to the Creek 
Indians, at the end of line two hundred and fifteen. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

For liquidating the balance found due to. the Creek Tn- 
dians for losses sustained during the last war with Great 
Britain, by that portion of the tribe that was friendly to, 
and cooperated with the United States, in accordance with 
the promise of the Government, $110,417 90, to be paid by 
the United States agent for the Creek Indians, to those in- 
dividuals Jiving, and the legal representatives of those dê- 
ceased, who are entitled to receive the same. 

Mr. FITCH. It will, perhaps, be scarcely ne- 
cessary to allude ‘any further to this matter. “It. 
has been estimated for; it has been recommended 
by the proper Department; it is in proof that these 
Indians aided us in our war against the hostile 
Creeks; and it is in proof that they suffered dam- 
ages at the hands of those hostile Creeks, for 
which they have not been. compensated, at least 
only in part. This amendment provides for the 
payment to them of the balance of the amount 
| found due to them, under an investigation gone 
into by the express direction of the Government. 
| The claim has been recognized by the Govern- 
ment, and they ask that this additional. appropri- 
| ation should be made, in order to enable them to 
py it. With this simple synopsis of its history, 

will submit it without further remarks, unless 
objection be made. 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CONGER. I have an amendment to pro- 

ose to the bijl, if it isin order. 

The CHAIRMAN. An amendment ig in or- 
der. 

Mr. CONGER. 
I send to the table. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

To pay the claim, as adjusted by the accounting officer 
| of the United States Treasury, in favor of David Taylor, 
| under the latter clause of the thirteenth article of the Cher- 
okee treaty, concluded at New Echola, December 29, 1835, 
and approved by the Senate, $12,800 ; to be paid out of the 
| balance of the appropriation of July 2, 1836, under an act 
iH entitled “ An act making further appropriations for carrying 
' into effect certain Indian treaties.” 
| Mr. CONGER. That claim arises under. the 
i treaty of 1835, made with the Cherokees. For 
carrying that treaty into effect, appropriations 
i were made on the second day of July, 1836. It 
has been the practice to pay these claims out. of 
those appropriations. When this claim was un- 
; derinvestigation, the First Comptroller entertained 

doubts whether any of these appropriations were 
|| applicable to the payment of this particular class 


| 
| 
| 


ae 


I offer the amendment which 
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of claims. Having examined the matter, he fur- 
nished me with a written statement, in which he 
says he is unable to come to a conclusion that he 
has the right, by law, to pay it. “Thereis no dif- 
ficulty about theamount. That has already been 
ascertained by the accounting officer of the Gov- 
ernment. There is a balance of this appropria- 
tion that is not wanted for any other purpose. It 
is necessary, however, to confer upon the con- 
trolling officer Authority to pay this claim out of 
the balance remaining. Thatisall thereis of this 

“matter, and here is a written statement from the 
Comptroller stating these facts. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not know 
that I am acquainted with the fact,-but | under- 
stand that this claim has been allowed, and that 
the Secretary of. the Interior has made a requisi- 
tion upon the Treasury for the payment of it to 
some claims agents of this city, who have been 
endeavoring to get the claim allowed, and who 
have filed a caveat against the paynfent of it to 
David Taylor, until he pays hisagent. Are these 
the facts? 

Mr. CONGER. The gentleman is mistaken. 
So far as { can learn the facts from the Comptro!- 
ler, a requisition was made upon the Secretary 
of the Interior; but when the claim came before 
Mr. Whittlesey, the First Comptroller, he stated 
that upon an examination of the law making the 
appropriation, he entertained doubts whether he 
could pags the claim, because this class of claims 
had not been appropriated for. Thatis the point. 
A communieation from Mr. Whittlesey, which I 
will in a moment send to the Clerk’s desk to be 
read, { think will satisfy the gentleman this 
amendment should be passed. Mr. Whittlesey, 
a few evenings since, called at my room expressly 
to recommend my attention to this subject. If 
there is any agent of claims concerned about it, I 
know nothing of the fact. I will ask the Clerk to 
reád the communication I send to his desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, i 
COMPTROLLER’S OFFICE, July 15th, 1852. 

My pear Sir: J have not been able to see David Taylor 
this morning, and do not know what disposal he made of 
my decision. Itis tao long to copy now, and Eam afraid 
t ahali not have time to make his case. known to you intel- 

igibly. 

Pasia Taylor married a Cherokee female. The State of 
Tennessee, (I think that was the State.) by legislation 
compelled an abandonment of her right to a reservation, 
By the tast clause of the thirteenth article of the Cherokee 
treaty ofthe 29th of December, 1835, the United States 
agreed to pay this class of claimants. —( Vol. 7, Indian Trea- 
ties, 484.) On the Xd day of July, 1836, Congress made 
eleven appropriations to carry the Cherokee treaties into 
effect. They amount to $690,367.—( Vol. 5, pages 73-4.) 
Neither appropriation is for this class ofclaims. It was the 
practice, however, until 1846, to pay this class of claims 
outotthe appropriations mentioned. ‘The Indians com- 
plained, and when ‘the treaty of August 6, 1846, was con- 
eluded, the United States agreed to refund to the Chero- 
Kees what had been thus improperly charged. Albion K. 
Parris, Second Comptroller, was one of the commissioners, 
and atter tle treaty of 1846, he refused to sign any requisi- 
tion, charging Upon the appropriations of July 2d, 1836. 
the payment of any claim of the class of David ‘Taylor’s 
claim, Betsy Melntosh had a claim of the same kind of 
David Taylors, and by a joint resolution of March 14th, 
1848, Congre 
the appropriation of July 2d, 1836. 

This is a legislative construction given hy Congress. 

I labored much in the investigation of these treaties and 
Jaws, with the desire te come to the conclusion that David 
Taylor might, without further le ation, be paid out of the 
balance of the said appropriations: bat} am convinced he 
camiot be so paid, without violating the Constitution and 
the laws, unless Congress shall so direct. ‘Phe balance is 
not wanted for the purpose for which it was originally appro 
priated, as other provisions were made under the treaty of 
1846. David Taylor has been here a long time, and if you 
can contribute towards a speedy payment ofhis claims, you 
will advance the cause of justice. 

Isubmit the form of an amendment. 

Most sincerely, yours, 
ELISHA WHITTLESEY. 


Hon. James L.. Concer, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. CONGER. It will be observed that he 
only doubts as to whether he can pay the claim out 
of any of the appropriations which were formerly 
supposed to include everything provided for in the 
treaty. Upon an examination of the law and 


treaty referred to, [fully concur with the Comp- | 


troller in his construction, that although the claim 
is embraced in the treaty, that class of claims are 
nat provided for by any one of the specified appro- 
priations. Among the laws of the Twentieth 
Congress is the ease of Betsy Mackintosh, one 
similar to this. In that case, a resolution was 
passed authorizing the payment-of the amount 
elaimed-out of this fund. This is what Mr. Whit- 


directed itto be paid out of the balance of | 


| myself. ‘They are in my own vicinity. 


tlesey refers. to as a legislative construction of the 
act, There is no doubt with reference to the 
amount of the claim. He doubis whether he cou:d 
pay the amount out of these appropriations, and 
for that reason asks the passage of the amendment 
I have offered. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. FITCH. 
mittee on Indian Affairs-to offer the following 
amendment, to come in after line three hundred 
and twenty-eight, on page fifteen: 
_ Provided, That ali money appropriated by the three 
foregoing clauses, together with all similar appropriations 
in 105U und 1851 forthe Rel river Miawies, heretotore with- 


held from payment, shall be paid to said Eel river Miamies- 


only, and to no other band whatever, or individuais; aud 
that all annuities feretotore due and appropriated to the 
Het river Miamies, but erroneously or Otherwise paid to the 
Miami nation, shall -be paid to the Eel river Miamies, out of 
money appropriated in J851-52- for paymeut oF annuities 
to said Miami nation; or, if the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs deem it more expedieut and just to the’ Ludiaus, 
shall be paid, and is hereby appropriated out of the ‘Treas- 
ury of the United States, to be repaid to the United States 
by: being withheld from the Mimmi annuities, in such in- 
stallinents as the Cominissioner may deem expedient. 

Mr. F., The Eel river Miamies are a smali band, 
and gentlemen of the last Congress will recollect 
that the existence of the band was questioned by 
l then 
moved a proviso, that the money should not be 
paid unless to the Eel river Miamtes themselves, if 
such band existed.. Ít wasafterwards ascertained 
that the band was in existence, but that the money 
due them had been paid for several years to an- 
other band of Indians by mistake. ‘The annuities 
were paid to the Miami nation proper, and not 
to the Kel river band, to which they were due. 

The existence of the band having been satistac- 
torily ascertained, it is provided by the amend- 
mest that the annuities which have hitherto been 
withheld of 1850 and 185], shall be paid to that 
band, and that band only; and further, that the an- 
nuities heretofore erroneously paid to the Miamies 
shall be repaid to the Eel Rivers, either out of the 
annuities of the Miamies or out of the Treasury, 
which is subsequently to he reimbursed in install- 
ments out of the annuities of the Miamies. ‘The 
latter course is the one, probably, which the Secre- 
tary of the Interior and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs will adopt, because they state—and I 
have their statement before me, which is some- 
what voluminous—that justice to the Eel Rivers 
demand this money should be paid now, and that 
if the amount, some $13,000, were to be taken out 
of one or two annuities of the Miamies, they would 
be reduced to a sum which would scarcely meet 
their wants. Hence it is they propose to pay it 
out of the Treasury, which is to be reimbursed in 
small installments out of the annuities of the 
Miamies. ‘Phe papers in the case are two volumin- 
ous to be read under the five minutes, and it is 
sufficient to say that the matter has been before 
the Indian Committee two or three times—the 
present and the last two years, and that in every 
Instance it has met with its approbation. 1 do 


not think there can be a shadow of a doubt of the | 


correctness of the amendment. 

Mr. HOCSTON. 
to state that the money which ought to have gone 
to the Kel Rivers has been paid to the Miamies, 
who were not entitled to it, and that the proposi- 
tion now is to pay out of the annuities of the 
Miamies proper, enough to refund what had been 
taken from the Eel Rivers. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Yes, sir; itis 
simply to say that not a cent shall come from the 
Treasury of the United States. It is merely a 
settlement between a tribe of Indians and a baud 
of that tribe. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


Mr. FITCH. I am instructed by the Com- 


mittee on Indians Affairs to offer the. following 


amendment, to come in after line three hundred 
and thirty-seven: 


For additional compensation for the sale of their lands 
in the State of Wisconsin, by treaty of October 18th, 1848, 
$221,840; the same to be paid iu such sums and at such 
times, with the approbation of such uation. as the President 
may think most conducive to their prosperity aud bappi- 
ness. 


That, the committee will perceive, is the amend- 


ment in regard to the Menomonees of which I gave 
notice some days since. The facts in the case I 
have already fully set forth te the committee, and 


I am instructed by the Com- 


I understand the gentleman | 


if I know anything of the matter—and I have in- 
vestigated it with some deliberation—set forth cor- 
rectly. No matterwhether it was a mistake or 
whether it was intentional, they were made to self 
five million acres of land for the.price of less than 
two million acres by the terms: under which the 
commissioner was instructed to purchase the land. 
They were dissatisfied with the terms of the treaty, 
and they remonstrated against it at the time, and 
they have continued their remonstrance till this 
time. The amendment has the recommendation 
of not only the Indian Bureau and the Secretary 


of the Interior, but it has the indorsement of the 


President. It therefore comes before us. in a 
shape which I really think the committee can 
scarcely question, 

Mr.CARTTER. How much money does the 
amendment involve? 

Mr. FITCH. Two hundred and twenty-one 
thousand eight hundred and forty dollars, the bal- 
ance due them for the difference between one mil- 
lion and three million twenty-three thousand acres 
of land. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. -What amount of land does 
the gentleman propose to pay for by his amend- 
ment? 

Mr. FITCH. 1 will state that the map, and the 
opinion of the Attorney General, which was based 
upon the map and treaties, gave the Department 
reason to believe that the Menomonees were pas- 
sessed of three millions and twenty-three thousand 
acres of land. That was the amount which the 
Commissioner was instructed to purchase on cer- 
tain terms, and which the present Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior 
think ought to be paid for now. With thatamount 


| the Indians will probably be satisfied. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Was there an 
amount in the treaty ? 

Mr. FITCH. There was not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. What amount did they sup- 
pose they ceded? 

Mr. FITCH. They ceded upwards of five 
millions. 

Mr. HOUSTON. What amount did they sup- 
pose they were ceding ? 

Mr. FITCH. They supposed they were ceding 
5,000,000 to 7,000,000 acres.. Our Government 
supposed they were buying 3,023,000 acres. The 
land is not surveyed. I noticed that my friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jonnson] fell into an errorin 
stating the amount was found to be 5,000,000 acres 
on being surveyed. It is now being surveyed. 
The General Land Office, upon a correct’ esti- 
mate, have ascertained the amount to be at least 
5,000,000 acres. The Indians have ceded all 
their land, of whatever amount, but it is thought 
they will be satisfied if we pay them for what we 
supposed they were possessed of at the time of the 
treaty, viz: 3,023,000 acres. We have paid them 
by the treaty for 1,600,000 acres of it. The bal- 
ance of the 3,023,800 acres is what we contemplate 

aying them now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I understand we are 
paying for the difference between 3,023,000 acres 
and 1,600,000 acres. 

Mr. FITCH. Exactly; that is what is asked. 

The questiop then being on Mr. Fircu’s amend- 
ment— tg 

Mr. KING, of New York, demanded tellers; 
which. were ordered; and Messrs. Brices and 
Motowy were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 83, noes 42. 

Sc the amendment was agreed to. 

[A message from the Senare, by Mr. MACHEN, 
its Chief Clerk, was here received, informing 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles, viz: 

48. An act for the relief of John Devlin; 

325. An act forthe relief of Samuel W. Chilson; 
An act for the relief of Jahn McAvoy; 
341. An act for the relief of Nathan Weston, 


y specific 


jan., late additional paymaster in the United States 


Army; : 

242. An act for the reliefof Richard W. Bouton, 
George Wright, and the widow of Marvin W. 
Fisher; 

345. An act for the relief of Gideon Hotchkiss; 
and 

376. An act for the relief of W. R. Nevins. 

And that the Senate insisted upon their second 
amendment to the amendment of this House to the 
Senate’s twenty-fifth amendment to the bill of the 
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House, (No. 207,) to supply. deficiencies in the-| 
appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1852,” and ask a conferencé on | 


the disagreeing votes'of the two Houses thereon.] | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. At the end -of. 
line three hundred and sixty-nine, I wish to offer 
the following amendment: Spee Oe 


To defray the expenses of a certain party of Omahas who 
visited the city. of Washington during the months of Feb- 
ruary and March during the year 1852, the sum of $3,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior. 


The House will recollect, upon my calling their 
attention to it, that in March last, while these In- | 
dians were in this city, a bill was introduced, at -| 
the instance of the Indian Bureau and the Secre- ; 
tary of the Interior, on the authority of the Com- ; 
missioner of Indian Affairs, to defray their ex- 
penses. That bill was before the House, and it 
ought to-have passed at once without any dispute; 
but my friend from Georgia, [Mr. Srernens,] not 
now in. his seat, protested, upon a- mere formal 
point, that the bill ought to be printed. I then 
told him, if he contended for that printing, that 
there would be nothing @ pay the expenses of | 
these Indians, and they would be kept waiting 
here a month or more longer than was necessary, 
and at great expense. The House ordered the 
bill to be laid-over for printing, and it did not 
come back to us ina month. To save the Gov- 
ernment from the necessity of the expense that 
would have resulted from the delay, the Bureau | 
of Indian Affairs put themselves to the great 
trouble of obtaining time to pay those parties who 
had claims for the expenses of these Indians while | 
in the city, under the assurance that Congress 
would assuredly, with its universal praétice and 
precedent heretofore, make the necessary appro- 
priation for the cefraying all these expenses. I 
am instructed by the Committee on Indian A ffairs 
to offer the amendment I have instead of offering 
a separate bill, as we intended last March. It has | 
been the policy of this Government, from time 
immemorial, to bring some of the tribes here, that 
they might aitain to some appreciation of the 

ower of the Government, the necessity of their 

olding themselves in subordination to its laws, 
and that they might have an idea of their own 
helplessness if they choose to come in hostile con- 
tact with the powers of the Government. Hence | 
it is that the expenses of many of these wild In- 
dians. have been paid by the Government, that in 
making these visits they might see something of 
the people to whom they were compelled to submit. 
I will read a precedent which occurred in 1849. to 
show the difference between that instance and this. 
It is a joint resolution of the two Flouses: “that 
‘the sum of $6,000 be and the same is hereby ap- 
$ propriated out of any money in the Treasury not : 
‘otherwise appropriated, for the purpose of defray- | 


‘ing the expenses of a certain delegation of the | i 
! of this Government, he asked one ofthem what he 


‘Chippewa Indians and their interpreter,” &c. 

In this case the sum of $6,000 was appropriated | 
for about six or seven who comprised this Indian 
delegation. But in the case before us, there were | 
nineteen in ail, and they were here for weeks, and | 
all the appropriation we have recommended for | 
paying their expenses is the sum of §3,000. 

This, sir, it strikes me, makes the amendment ; 
itself perfectly clear, and concerning which the | 
House cannot have one momentary doubt. 

Mr. HENN. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from ‘Arkansas, whether there is any objection to 
paying the expenses of the Indians to this place 
as well as home again? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman asks me 
whether there is any objection to paying the ex- | 
penses of the Indians to this place, as well as | 
while they are here, and home again. Ido not 
feel disposed to say anything in relation to that. 
But I will say to the House that the party of white 
men who brought the Indians here, did 1t without 
the authority of the Department, and not in accord- 
ance with their instructions or the policy of the į 
Goverment in that particular instance, and there- 
fore it was that they refused to recommend any | 
appropriation at all, by which the expenses of i 


16 


| these Indians"were to be paid on their way to this 


place. But when they found that these men would 
not agree to bear their expenses any further, and 
that the' Indians were to be left in a hopeless 
condition, the Department recommended this sum 
to be appropriated to pay their expenses while 
here, and to enable them to return. 

Mr. HENN. I would ask if the same gentle- 
men who brought them here weré not authorized 
to conduct them home again? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The same persons who 
brought them here did conduct them back again, 
but with this understanding on the part of the 
Department, that they would not recommend the 
appropriation of one cent to defray their expenses 
whilecoming here; their expenses while they were 
here, and for their return home, were all the De- 
partment recommended to beappropriated for—— 

Mr. HENN. At the request of the gentleman 
from New York, {Mr. How,] who is now absent, 
and whose constituents have contributed to pay 
thé expenses of these Indians through New York, 
and for the purpose of paying a just debt due to 
the conductors for their own services, and for their 
expenses from the Indian country to this city, | 
offer this amendment, as a substitute to that of- 
fered by the Committee on Indian Affairs: 


That a sum not exceeding $7,000 be, and the same is 
hereby, appropriated tor the expenses of the Omaha In- 


| dians, and their conductors on their journey to, trom, and 


at the city of Washington, during the past winter, and that 
the Secretary of the Interior be directed to cause to be aud- | 
ited and paid out of the sum hereby appropriated such sun 
of money as may be due for such expeuses. 


1 wish to remark that this does not cover the | 


whole sum claimed, but- I believe it will cover all | and by the treaties of the 7th’ of November, 1825, and the 


that is jusly due and ought to be paid them. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I ask what is the amount 
asked fur by the amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. HENN. Seven thousand dollars. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Then it is to increase the 
appropriation from $3,000 to $7,000. Well, sir, 
the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Henn] has stated 


į the grounds upon which he offers this amendment. 


i Itis for the House to decide whether they will | 


pass it, - I have stated that it is not recommended 
by the Department. If the House choose to adopt 
the amendment, I have no objection. But I wish 
it Understood that itis not at my instance. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I am opposed to 
this amendment. I. am opposed to the policy, if 
there is‘a policy about it, of bringing these In- 
dians here at all, whether by individuals or by 
the Commissioner, or whether the Department 
order them here. {tis tono purpose, They de- 
rive no benefit from it, Itis a matter of specula- 
tion, wholly and entirely. -The idea of giving the 
Indians a knowledge of the power of this Govern- 
ment by bringing them hereis fallacious in the 
extreme. 
that after the Indians had been here for some time, 
and had anopportunity to examine into the power 


thought of it. The reply was, that they had a 
medicine man at home who could kill the whole 
ofthem. This is the kind of knowledge they re- 
ceive of the power of this Government. 

I desire to know what authority this party 
of men had to bring these Indians here? The 
gentleman from Arkansas has just told us that 
the Department gave them no such authority. 
Upon what authority, then, do they come here 
and claim compensation for bringing these In- 
dians here? Has any setof men the right to bring 


© 


: a party of Indianshereto dance and whoop around 


the city, and then receive pay from the Govern- 
ment for it? 1 protest against claims of that char- 
acter, Upon the ground stated by the gentleman 


were about to be abandoned—it was the duty of 
the Government then, as an act of humanity, to 
pay their expenses and return them home; but I 
will not give the persons who brought them here 
a premium for doing an unauthorized act. 

Mr. HENN. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas whether the Government did 
not find, on consultation with these Indians, that 
they had violated their treaty with the Indians; 


To illustrate it, a gentleman told me! 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


H 
from Arkansas-that they were brought here, and | 


No. 116. ae 


and therefore the Indians. had just cause to comé 
here and enter their claims against’ the Goverii+ 
ment for that violation} ; : GORR 
Mri JOHNSON. -I have never examined inte 
the matter. of which the gentleman speaks, partic- 
ularly. There may have/been grounds‘ of: comi- 
plaint upon the part ofthese Indians; ora portions 
of the action of the Government towards them, 
but that does not clear up this matter so'as to make 
it an authorized proceeding upon the part of these. 
white persons who brought them here, as the De- 
partment alleges, upon their own hook—to speak © 
in the ordinary language. It was not in accorde 
ance with the desire or policy or instructions of 
the Government at that time that they should be 
brought here; but it was in accordance with hu- 
manity and right that, after they had been brought. 
here, and had no means of: living here, ner of re- 


‘turning home, that they should be enabled’ to re-. 


turn home, and that the Gove 

their expenses: Bre gal sets s$ 
‘The question was then taken, and:the-amend- 

ment to the amendment was not agreed:to.. $] 
Mr. JOHNSON. I now ask that, the ‘question 


ronment should bear 


| may be take upon my amendment. to pay their 


expenses while here, 
home. i “ : 
The question was taken, and 
was agreed to. ‘ . T 
Mr. JOHNSON. To the section’ of the bill 
referring to the Shawnees, | offer, under the in- 
structions of the Committee on Indian Affairs, the 
following amendment: ` 


and to ‘enable them to'return. 


the amendment 


For paywent-to the Shawnecs-of moneys tue them under 


8th of August, L831, between the United States and the two 
divisions of said tribe of Indians, the same being the net 
mance received into the Treasury for the’ sale of their 
lands in’ Ohio, 366,246 33: Provided, however, That said 
tribe of Indians shall first express their assent that the pay~ 
ment of the above sum-shall be made equally to the whole 
wibe rather than to either division thereot, . 

That is an amendment which restores’ to the 
whole tribe what is due to them. under a very 
strange and extraordinary state of case. The Gov-. 
ernment of the United States bought out one half 
of the tribe of its luids, for which it stipulated to 
furnish lands for the whole tribe, and givethem a 
fee-simple tide for the same. The Government 
then bought out the lands of ‘the second portion of 
the tribe, amounting to some ninety-odd thousand 
acres, for which they were to give the Indians one 
hundred thousand acres of theland they had already 
sold to the first portion of the tribe, and which was 
already theirs by absolute treaty stipulations with 
a fee-simple tile and a patent therefor, So the 
consideration for which the sale was made. by. the 
secund portion of the tribe—those who. lived. in 
Ohio—-was lands which the United States had pre- 
viously sold, and to which they were consequent- 
ly unable to give any title at all. That is the 
amendment, and it stands as one of. the clearest of 
cases. I offer it with the proviso, because if the 
money is paid to. the first division of the tribe 
those from Missouri, who furnished the original 
consideration for the land—it would create a dis- 
tinction in the tribe who are now living together 
like a band of brothers. The committee, there- 


| fore, came to the conclusion that it should be given 


to the whole tribe alike.. 

l have explained this case without going into 
minutiz, because F gave a full and distinct expla- 
nation of it in my remarks. on this bill before the 
debate was closed. Every one then expressed 
entire satisfaction as to the matter, and a convic- 
tion that it was but. simple justice. Under the- 
instructions of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
I have so drawn the amendment that the money 
shall not be paid to eithér branch of the tribe, but 
to the whole tribe. It is quite clear, and beyond 
dispute, from all the facts of the case, that we 
owe thisgiven amount. The only question is, to 
whom we owe it? Singularly enough, we owe it 
equitably to one half the tribe, and legally to the 
other. Sut as they are a band of people among 
the first of the Indian tribes in point of intelli- 
gence and civilization, and as the two. branches. of 
the tribe have interrnarried and live together like 
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1842 
brothers, supporting themselves by agriculture, so 
that they will have no disposition to dispute among 
themselves, the committee have instructed me to 
put in a provisioti that the money shall be paid to 
the whole tribe, and that it shall not be paid at all 
until they assent to its being paid in-that way. If 
we pay it to one-branch of the tribe or tothe 
other, we shall have to pay it over again; and as 
we owe but one debt, we want ta pay but one. 


The object of the proviso to the amendment is to i 
7 { 
E 
i 


prevent-our ever being called upon to pay the debt 
again. 

Mr. CARTTER. This amendment proposes 
pay a given amount of money, does it not? 


to pay ag J 
JOHNSON. Yes, sir, $66,246.33, or sev- 


Mr. 
enty-one cents an acre for the land. i 


Mr. CARTTER. And this is in lieu of one |j 


hundred thousand acres of land? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir, land which we pro- 
posed to sell them, but which had been sold be- 
fore; and they claim to have this money refunded, 
deducting the cost of surveys and improvements, 
and everything in our favor, and leaving the 
amount of only seventy-one cents an acre. We 
owe them this money by every law, equitable or 
legal, that was ever brought to bear on a civilized 
community. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to, j 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved to amend 
the clause in reference to the Winnebagoes, by 
adding thereto the following: 

For the payinent of reasonable compensation for travel- 
ing, transportation, and subsistence of A. M. Mitchell und 
posse of citizens, of Minnesota ‘Territory, summoned by 
him, when marshal of said Territory, and engaged in. the 
suppression of Indian disturbances in said Territory, about 
the 30th of June, 1850, their accounts to be setiled and pay- 


ment made under the orders and direction, of the Secretary 
of the Interior, $1,600. 


Mr. J. said: I will state. that this amendment 
was offered by me, under instructions from the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to the Indian appro- 
priation bill of the last session of Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. And wasruled out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir; it was not ruled out 
of order; and I will mention the peculiar circum- 
stances under which this amendment failed to 
become’a portion of the regular Indian appropria- 
tion bill of the Jast session of Congress, for it may 
be of some interest to new members to know how 
entirely a dead failure can be brought upon them 
atan unexpected moment. t offered this amend- 
ment in Committee of. the Whole on the state of 
the Union; and, as the chairman of the Ways 
and ‘Means, the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bayiy,] was vey anxious that we should get on 
with tue bill, and as they had commenced reading 
the bill for the purpose of reporting it back to the 
House, says he, “Just wait, Johnson; VU offer 
that amendment myself as soon as we get into the 
House; and, if T offer it, it will certainly pass.’? 
Says I, “ Certainly, sir; PI do so;” and I with- 
drew the amendment. ‘Well, as soon as we got 


into the House, up jumps the chairman and callss|| 


the previous question on the bill, I remonstrated, 
and said I did not think itfair, Says he, ‘I take 
‘bark the call for the previous question, and F now 
‘offer this amendment for the genteman from Ar- 
‘kansas, and ask thatit may be put in the bill and 
s passed.” Just at this point another gentleman 
got up, “I rise toca point of order.” ‘ The 
Srraxer. The gentleman will state his point of 
tarder”? Says he: “ [make this point of order: 
© That no section can pass making an.appropriation 
‘of money without being first considered in Com- 


‘ mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union.” | 


The Chair sustains the point of order; Mr, John- 
son must take his seat; and the chairman of the 
‘Ways and Means calls the previous question on 
the bill. That is the way my amendment went 
down. Tt ought to have been passed at that ume. 
Jt was one of those nice little interludes in which 
a man thinks he has a head on his shoulders, but 
finds, when he comes to look at himself, that he 
has none at all. 


ment from the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

Several Mempers. Itis not necessary. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well, sir; if the com- 
mittee is satisfied, I will not have it read. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 


if 


Aà Į now ask, as an explanation to | 
the committee of the circumstances out of which 
this claim grew, that the Clerk will read the state- | 


: ment, and it was agreed to. 


! 


| adopted. | 


‘Mr. JOHNSON offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the bills. 


31,137 76. - 2 


The Clerk read a letter from the Secretary of 


! the Interior, explaining and recommending. the ap- 


propriation. 


The question was then taken on the amend- 


Mr. JOHNSON. -I now offer'the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the bill: 
For payment to Presha Bedwéll, (formerly Presha Fore- 


man,) being the amount of an award by the Cherokee. com- | 
n her favor, which was ‘erroneously ‘paid by a | 


joners i 
former Cherokee agent to some one who personated the 
proper claimant, the sum -of $464. s 


It is satisfactorily established that a- former 
agent of the Cherokees made the payment to 
another person, and that this amount of $464 due 
to Presha Bedwell never has been paid. It is in- 


cluded in the regular estimates, and was presented j 
by me under the instruction of the Committee on | 


Indian Affairs; as an amendment to the deficiency 
bill. A point of order was made upon. it, and 
overruled; but atthe same time the House—many 
members not voting at all—voted down the amend- 
ment, on the ground which was taken in-contest- 


ing it—that the deficiency bill was not the right | 
place for it, and that it ought to go into this bill. | 


Lam now instructed by the committee to offer it 
as an amendment to this bill. ‘This:item, and two 
other small items*which I shall offer when this is 
disposed. of, are thus referred to in the estimates 
of the Department: ** The several sums are re- 


* quired to correct errors committed by the United | 


© States Cherokee commissioners in their awards, 


!*and by the Indian agent in his payment under 


‘ those awards.”” 1 hope the amendment will be 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s table: 

Tbe amendment was read as follows: 

For payment to Horsefly, being the amount of an award 
by the first board of Cherokee commissioners (less. the 
sum of six dollars allowed as fee to the attorney) for an 
improvement belonging to Tianey, the deceased wife of 
Horsefly, improperly valned and paid for te Tawney, of 
the same town, in the country east, the sum of 354. 

Mr. BELLE. I rise, not under the name of op- 
posing this amendment, but to make an inquiry 
of the Committee of Ways and Meaus. Most of 
us who vote here,.or atleast many of us, vote with- 
out understanding whether these amendments are 
right or wrong. f take it for granted, however, 
that theseamendments areall right, otherwise the 
chairman of the committee, as well as other mem- 
bers of the committee, who must necessarily un- 
derstand the application of these amendments, 
would inform. us. * 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendments which 
have been offered, with one exception, before these 
small ones, whieh are now up, as was stated by 


i the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. PueLrs,] on | 


yesterday, were wholly new to the Committee of 


| Waysand Means, as they are new to every mem- 


ber of this House. Nothing touching or relating 
to them, in any way, has ever been referred to us, 
witn probably one exception, or to any commit- 
tee. 


Ohio, [Mr. Bexi,] or any other gentleman. That 
is the reason why nothing was said in regard to 
these claims passing this morning. It would be 
impossible for us to investigate them, unless com- 
munications had been made to us, or made pub- 
lic, so as to reach the Commitee of Ways and 


Means, either by reference, or by being amongst | 


the public documents. There are one or two ex- 
ceptions, as I have stated. ; 
These claims now being proposed involve, as 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Beir] must see, 
issues of fact. They depend upon the truth of the 
statement, as set forth by the Commissioner ofthe 


Indian Bureau, that the parties were personified, | 


and the money paid to wrong. persons. ‘Those 
facts are suchas have never been-acted-upon by 
the Committee of Waysand Means. 
excluded from the- deficiency bill upon grounds 


stated by the gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. | 


Jounson.] These cases, in my opinion, should 


They were ; 


Itis impossible for me, then, to know any- 
thing more about them than the gentleman from | 


not go into-this bill, not ‘because they have no 
merits, for that I have not examined into, but be- 
cause! regard them as private claims, which ought 
to have been examined into and reported, either 
for or against, by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
I do not. think it proper, however, to make that 
point of order in reference to them, as Ido ‘not 


know the claims to. be unjust, and since, taking as - 


correct the statement of the gentleman who has 
examined them, the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, the facts are in favor of the claimants., 

Mr. BELL. I have but a word, then, to say. 
Without any hostility to the merits of these 


_claims, as.1 do not know what merits they may 


possess; I shall be under the necessity of voting 
against them; from the fact that they have not 
been: presented toa committee, as they properly 
should have been. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
is mistaken about these claims. They were pre- 
sented to a committee, and were before the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, as hewill find by doc- 
ument No. 30. I will read the language of it: 

“For payment to Presha Bedwell, (formerly Presha 
Foreman,) being the amount of an award by the Cherokee 
commissioners in her favor, which was erroneously paid 
by a former Cherokee agent to some one who pergonated the 
proper claimant, $464. 

«For payment to Horsefly, being the amount of an award 
by the first board of Cherokee commissioners (less thesum 
of six dollars allowed as tee to the attorney) for an nmw- 
proveinent belonging to ‘Tianey, the deccased wife of Horse- 
fly, improperly valued a paid for to Tawney, of the 
same town, in the countr@east, $54. ` 

‘For payment to Se-ka- wee, a Cherokee, only heir of 
Woo te-ti-eh, deceased, for an improvementin Turkeytown 
valley, Alabama; which was improperly valued and paid 
for to Rachael Bright, a white woman, the: said Woo-te- ti- 
el, deceased, being the rightful owner, $166 50.7? 

These are the amendments now proposed, and 
the explanations of them is found in the same doc- 
ument, two or three pages further on, and is in 
these words: i i 

“Nos. 3, 4, and 5, As expressed in the items, the several 
sums are required to.correct errors committed by the United 
States Cherokee commissioners in their awards, and by 
the Indian agentin his payments under those awards.” 

Mr. BELL. [understand all theseclaims have 
been paid once. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. They have, by the Govern- 
ment. Dei A, 

Mr. BELL. And now we are asked to pay 
them a second time. Lhold that such an applica- 
tion should be made through a proper committee, 
and——- 

Mr. JOHNSON, of “Arkansas. They have 
never beei paid; I dispute it; they have never 
been paid. Why, sir, if the Government has 
paid the money to parties not entitled to it, do you 
cal] that payment? ‘And will you refuse the just 
debts of the Government because they have once 
paid it in theirown wrong?—because they have 
made a false payment? 

Mr. BELL. I understand that. Money from 
the Treasury of the United States has been paid 
out, and by the agentsof this Government. They 
may have paid it to improper persons. I do not 
doubt the view the gentleman takes of it, but $ 
want the application to come through the proper 
channel—through a committee who can examine it 
in their room. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. I willask the gentleman from 
Ohio, if he will allow me to interrupt him, whether 
or not the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
it was specially referred, and by them examined 
and reported upon, is not a proper channel of 
communication ? 

Mr. BELL. fÍ do not doubt that. 

‘The question was then taken on theamendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I offer another amendment. 
It is for money mispaid, or in other words never 
paid-at all. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

For payment to Se-ka-wee, a Cherokee, only heir of 
Woo. te-ti-eh, deceased, foranimprovementin Tarkeytown 
valley, Alabama, which was improperly valued and paid 
for to Rachael Bright, a white woman, the said Woo-te-ti- 


‘eh, deceased, being the rightful owner, $166 50. 


The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House, with the 
amendments. . l 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. : 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 


1852. 


committee reported, that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, accord- 
ing to order, had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly the bill of 
the House (No. 43) “making appropriation for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling weaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 
June 30th, 1853,” and had directed him to report 
the same back with sundry amendments. `>- 

Mr. HOUSTON. -{ call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the billand dmendménis.. 06.07 

The previous question received a second, and’ 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. HOUSTON.” I suppose the House do not |! 
care about having all the amendments read. -If i; 
no one calls for the reading of them, let us take a 4 
vote upon them altogether, except those singled j! 
out, and upon which a separate vote is desjred. 

The SPEAKER. According to the usual prac- 
tice, unless objected to, the Clerk will read the 
amendments. If any gentleman desires a separate 
vote upon any one of them he will signify it. 

Exception was taken to but two amendments. 

The question was then taken upon all the 
amendments reported from the committee, except || 
the eighth and eleventh, and they were concurred: 
m. ` =) 

Amendment No. 8, upon which a separate vote 
was asked, was read as follows: { 

*¢ For liquidating the halance found due to the Creek Tn- ! 
dians tor losses sustained during the last war with Great 
Britain by that portion of the tribe that was friendly to and 
codperated with the United States, in accordance with the 
promise of the Government, $110,417 90, to be paid by the 
United States agent for the Creek fndians to tadividnals 
now living, and the legal representatives of those deceased 
who are entitled to receive the same.” 


Mr. DANIEL. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon that amendment, and also demand tellers 
upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers upon the yeas and nays, and also the 
yeas and nays were refused. 

The question was then taken upon the adop- | 
tion of the. amendment, and there were upon a 
division—ayes 74, noes 36; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 1 ask for tellers on the 
amendment, 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. FLAMILTON 
and CHANDLER were appointed, | 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and the tellers reported—ayes 85, noes 39. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The next amendment which was reported as an 
addition to the clause making appropriation for | 
the Menomonee Indians, and npon which a sep- 
arate vote was requested, was then read as fol- | 
lows: 

6¢ Por additional compensation for the ‘sale of their lands | 
in the State of Arkansas by the treaty of October 18, 1848, 
$221,840: the same to be paid in swch sums aud at such | 
times, with the approbationof said nation, as the President 
may thiuk most conducive to their prosperity and happi- |! 
ness.?? i 

Mr. KING, of New York. Iask for the yeas | 
and nays upon that amendment, 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- |; 
ment was agreed to. : 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. When is it the pleasure of 
the House to have the bill read a third time? 

[Cries all over the Hall of * Now!’ “ Now!’} 

The bill was then read a third time. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the hill, | 

The call for the previous question was seconded, | 
and the main question was ordered to be put, H 

The question was then taken, and the bill was 


passed. 


DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 ask that the 
House will, by unanimous consent, permit the 
deficiency bill, which has been returned to us from i 
the Senate with a disagreeing vote between the | 
two Houses upon a solitary item, to be taken up, į 
that the House will insist upon its non-concurrence 
with the amendment of the Senate, and that acom- 
mittee of conference be appointed, as asked for on 
their part. f 

There was no objection, anå the bi 
“Py. JONES. I move that the House insistupon 
its non-concurrence in the amendment of the Sen- 


Howas taken 


| isting deficiency—to pay the mileage and per diem 


| $40,000 or $41,000 of the $50,000 appropriation is 
| not to pay constructive mileage of the Senate? It 


| stand not. 
| thought they were entitled to it. 
. . o t 
| geneman, F will state that this ts for the regular į 
| this question at all it is this: Atthe last session of | 


| the Secretary of the Senate, $186,000, and upon 


| Out of that the Secretary of the Senate drew from | 
|i the Treasury $190,040, and he had an unexpended | 


|| structive mileage out of the appropriation of that 


| not this entire $50,006, but somewhere over 


i paid out that session for constructive mileage. 


Mr. STANLY: -T hope the House will recede 
from their disagreement. : sist 

Mr. JONES: If the gentleman will permit me 
T will state, that’ his motion to recede will take 
precedence of the one to ask for a committee of 
conference, -À : 

Mr. STANLY. I want to get the House-out 
of .a.difficulty, which | think they have got into 
by accident. { am satisfied the House actedinder 
& mistake in voting against that appropriation the 
other day. There was some discussion about the 
constructive mileage after the adjournment of 
last Congress, and many members thought. they 
were voting upon:that. That is not the fact, but | 
if it were so, it would not alter my opinion. ‘This |} 
is an appropriation of $50,000, to supply an ex- 


of members of the Senate and the House. 

Now, if the Senate-have done anything which 
this body does not approve, this is. not the place 
for us to arraign. them, and I hope we will not set 
an example of finding fault with any conduci of 
theirs. If we do so, we will injure ourselves in li 
the public estimation, and confer no great honor 
upon republican government itself. The question 
whether that honorable body has done anything 
wrong, | do not intend. to discuss, whatever my. 
individual opinions may be. Leave them to the 
tribunal of public opinion, That is the bar before 
which they are to be tried, as well as ourselves; 
and Í ask the House—! implore them—not to get | 
into a contest with the Senate about their applica- | 
tion of their fund in whatever way they may 
choose to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. For.the pur- 
pose of being informed correctly upon the sub- 
ject, and for the purpose of the country being cor- 
rectly informed upon the subject, L wish to ask 


the gentleman from North Carolina whether some 


makes no difference what we may do hereafter, 
the facts ought to be known to the country, and 
for what this $50,000 is to be paid. fs not this 
appropriation to supply a deficiency created by the 
payment of that constructive mileage? 

Mr. STANLY. F donot know, but I under- 
I heard so from some incidental de- 
bate in the Senate; but whether it is so or not the 
constructive mileage has been taken by those who 


Mr. HOUSTON. With the permission of the 


per diem’ and mileage. The constructive mileage 
has been paid long since. 


| and proper appropriation now. 


sion. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If T understand 


a: : | 
Congress we appropriated, upon the estimate of |: 


the estimate of the Sergeant-at-Arms of this House, 
a sum sufficient to make that up to $835,040. i 


balance of appropriation in his hands of $12,000, 
making $202,000 in round numbers’ The last 
Executive session was convened on the 4th of 
March, 1851, and lasted some ten days. For that |) 
session most of the Senators took constructive || 
mileage, for which no estimate had ever been f 
made or appropriation passed by Congress; but ji 
the appropriation having been made for the fiscal || 
ear which commenced upon the first day of July, |; 
1851, they took the necessary amount to pay con- | 


i 
year, and, consequently, left a large deficiency— || 
i 


$40,000. The entire constructive mileage of all 
the Senators, if taken at that extra session, would, | 
according to a statement of the Secretary of the | 
Senate, be alittle over $48,000. There is between | 
6,000 and $7,000, which, I understand, has not | 
been drawn by Senators, and which it is probable 
will notbe drawn, which would make some $41,000 


Then, sir, the payment of that amount out of the 
| appropriation leaves a deficiency at the present 
| session of the Senate, in the fund for the pay of 
| the mileage and per diem of Senators, which was 
originally estimated for by the Secretary of the 
! Senate and annropriated by Congress. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. With the permission of the 
gentleman, I will correct him in his statement. It. 


& 


three or four. : ; 
A’Voicr. Somesix or seven: Aig et 
MrcHOUSTON. Tam informed by a gentle 
man. near ie there were six’ or seven: Their. 
mileage will make a, considerable portion: of this | 
amount: ae Be, Ret ye A 
‘Mr. JONES.  Thatmay be all rights- I donot 


s 


| know how many there-were, but the difference 


between the constructive mileage and the-$50,000 
is made up by the difference.of mileage voted: to 
the California Senators and other new Senators 
which have come in. ak 

Mr. CLINQGMAN. I want. to see whether I 
understand the gentleman’s point correctly, . This 
appropriation is to pay-the regular per diem and 
mileage of the present Senators; hut I understand 
if some money had not been applied in a different 
way, it might have been unnecessary; but it seems 
to me, taking it tocbe true that the Senate wasted 


| money at a former ‘session, there is no. reason 
! why they should not have the money that is due 
| to thrse individuals—pernaps a different: set- of 


individuals. We cannot, upon the ground they 
liave misapplied money formerly, refuse the usual 


Mr. JONES. The tacts are before the House. 
I cannot myself vore for the appropriation, 

Mr. FITCH. With the gentleman’s permis- 
No matter what our-opposition to this con- 
strustive mileage may be, Mv. Speaker—and past 
action has shown mine to be enrnest—our- refusal 
to concur in the amendment of the Senate to this 
deficiency bill will not reach the point. They 


‘have the money, and we have no power to make 


them vive it up, had we the disposition todo so. 


i The deficiency is not in the Senate miléage and 


per diem simply. [vis in a fand for mileage and 
per diem of Senate and House both. The appro- 
priation for that purpose will be exhausted early 
in August; and surely the House cannot intend, 
by its present action, to say it will refuse to make 
the necessary appropriation for the purpose of sup- 
plying a deficiency for its own pay and mileagé.: 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There is not one, 
dollar estimated for by this House. ; 
Mr. PILCH. The Sergeant-at-Arms assured ` 
me, that early in August the fund will expire,and 
! presume he did ic with the data before him. 
Some time in August, then, there will be no find 
for.the payment of the per diem and mileage of 
members of the House, and merely for the pur- 


| pose of showing our hostility to an act of the Sen- 
p x 3 


ate, which we have not the power to go. behing or 
remedy, we propose a course of action which, if 
we are consistent, must Jead us to refuse an àp- 
propriation for our own pay, If the Senate has 
misapplied their funds, they alone are responsible, 
not the Fouse. We find only before us the fact 
that a deficiency in a joint fund exists. Those 
who now vote against supplying it, would: prob- 
ahly be the first to complain, if, in Angust, when 
the Sergeant-at-Arms has no money to pav them, 
the Senate should refuse to supply the deficiency 
for that purpose. 

Mr. STANLY. I trust we will pursue the 
course that we will be satisfied with on calm re- 
flection. One reason why we should avoid a col- 
lision with the Senate, was suggested bya gentle- 
man near me, one of the first members of the 


|l House in intelligence, character, and length of 


service. Suppose the Senate should object to any 


| appropriation to us for books, or for anything else, 


We would be brought into collision with that 
body, which would tend to onr mutnal discredit 
before the American people. If they have done 
anything wrong, let them be amenable to public 
opinion, and let us take care of our own conduct, 
Our only right course is, to act as gentlemen, and 
as members of the louse. I move that the House. 
recede. from its disagreement to the Senate’s 
amendment, and upon that question call for the 
previous question. 
* The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays. : a 

Mr. CHANDLER demanded tellers on the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. 


T 


were—ayes. 32, 
So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

he question was then taken, and there were— 

yeas 70, nays 50; as follows: — . 

“ yRAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Allison, W. 


-Appieton, Babcock, Barrere, Bissell, Bowie, Briggs, G. H. 
„Brown, Burt, Caldwell, L. D. Campbell, "T, Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Chandler, Chapman, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, George 
T., Davis, Dawson, Doty, Duncan, Fiteh, Florence, Fowler, 
Gamble, Goodrich, Gorman, Harper, Haws, Hendricks, 
Holladay, Horsford, Houston, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, 
Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George G, 
‘King, Landry, Lockhart, Martin, Meade, Miller, Millson,’ 
Miner, Jolin Moore, Nabers, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Peas- 
lee, Phelps, Porter, Rantoul, Reed, Schermerhorn, David 
L. Seymour, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, St. Martin, 
Strother, Sutherland, Taylor, Thurston, Ward, Welch, 
and Wiltiams—70. , 7 

NAYS —Messrs. Aiken, Averett, Bell, Bibighaus, Bren- 
ton, Buell, Joseph Cable, Chastain, Churchwell, Daniel, 
John G. Davis, Dean, Dimmick, Eastman, Ficklin, Floyd, 
Gaylord, Giddings, Hamilton, Haven, Henn, Hillyer, John 
W. Howe, Hunter, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Danie! T. 
Jones, George W. Jones, Preston King, Mace, Mann, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, MeLanahan, MeMullin, McNair, Molony, 
Murphy, Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, 
bins, Robie, Skelton, Smart, Benjamin Stanton, Towns- 
hend, Walbridge, Watkins, and Wildrick—50. 


So the House agreed to recede from their amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
of the. House to offer the following resolution. 
presume that no objection will be made: 


Resolved, Thatthe Clerk of the House of Representatives 
furnish and deliver to each of the members and Delegates 
of the House of the present Congress, who have not already 
received them, and pay for the same out of the contingent 
funda of the House, such books as have been furnished to the 
members of the Tweuty-cighth, T'wenty-ninth, Thirtieth, 
and Thirty-first Congresses: Provided, That this shall not 
authorize the reprinting of any of said books: And provided 
further, That no work thus authorized to be furnished shall 
be obtained or delivered by the Clerk, unless he shall be 
able to procure a sufficient number of copies thereof to fur- 
nish.a complete set to cach member and Delegate entitled 
thereto. A 


I ask the unanimous consent 


I 


Several Members. I object. Lobject. Lobject. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move a suspension of the 
rules. It is the usual resolution, and designed to 
furnish the new members of the House with the 
same books that the old members have already 
received. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
journment. 
- Mr. FOWLER. If we adjourn now will this 
be the first business next Monday? 

The SPEAKER. It will come up first in order 
after the morning hour. 

The question heing upon the suspension of the 
rules, 


I move an ad- 


Mr. KING, of New York, demanded the yeas || 


and nays; which were not ordered. 

Mr. ORR. I understood the Chair to say that 
this question would come up first in order next 
Monday. : f 
. The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it 
will be first in order after the morning hour next 
Monday. 

Mr. ORR. The yeas and nays having been 
refused, I move that the House adjourn. ~ 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Orr’s 
motion, and there were—ayes 43, noes not counted. 

Mr. ORR. Before the result is announced I 
withdraw my motion. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Fow- 
Ler’s motion, and there were—ayes 75, noes 18; 
no quorum voting. 

Upon motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, 
the House then adjourned till to-morrow at eleven 
o'clock, a. m., 

PETITIONS, Ke. 

‘The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 

under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. BATLEY, of Georgia: The petition of Eftzabeth 
Bankstoue, for pension due her deceased husband for rev- 
dlutionary services. 

By Mc. BROWN, of Mississippi: 


to remove obstructions from the mouth of the Pascagoula 
river, in the State of Mississippi. j 


By Mr. TAYLOR: The petition of the Mayor and City ! 


Council of die city of Chillicothe, in the county of Ross, in 
the State of Ohio, praying Congress to donate to the said 
city all the land formerly occupied by the old channel of 
the Scioto river, now vacant, and adjoining that city. 

Also, the petition of Abner -Wesson and 85 others, cit- 
izens of Rosa county and the vicinity, in the State of Chio, 


praying Congress to pass the bill introduced in the House of i| 


Representatives by the Hon. EDWARD STANLY, entitled “A 
“bil to authorize the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to deposit 


Perkins, Rob- | 


A i The petition of A. E. | 
Lewis and others, praying for an appropriation of $60,009 ; 


HE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE 


i| Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieron F. MoRGaN. 


\ referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| 25, 1829; which were referred to the Committee | 


|! and other inhabitants of Muskingum county, 


¢ with the several States the fourth installment of the de- |j 


< posits of the public money, directed to be made with said 
€ States, by the act approved June 23, 1836.” 

By Mr. FL j 
| F. Small, of Philadelphia, tendering the service of a regi- 
ment of volunteers for the defense of the eastern frontier of 
California. p : 

By Mr. MILLER: The petition from sundry citizens of 
Missouri, praying for. the establishment of a mail route 
from Bloumington to Brunswick, Missouri. 

By Mr. CHANDLER: Memorial of A. Groves, jun., 
George Cadwalader, and many other citizens of Philadel- jį 
phia, concerned in steam navigation, remonstrating against 
an early passage of Senate, bill No. 223. 


IN SENATE. — 
_Turspay, July 20, 1852. 


-The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a petition of citizens of Green county, Al- 
abama, praying that the bill now pending before 
Congress, known as the ‘homestead bill,” may 
become a law; which was referred to the Commit: | 
tee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CLARKE presented a memorial of under- 
writers, merchants, and. others, citizens of Prov- 
idence, Rhode Island, praying that. the salary of 
the United States district judge for the southern 
district of Florida may be increased; which was 


Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of Francis 
| Bouynge, praying an appropriation to enable him 
to introduce into, and‘cultivate in, the United 
States, the tea, indigo, coffee, and other tropical 
plants and fruits; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 


Waldon, praying remuneration for expenses in- 
curred in relieving destitute emigrants on the route 
to California; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. FISH presented two petitions of citizens 
of the State of New York, praying that the bill 
now pending before Congress, known as the 
“ homestead bill,” may become a law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

_Also, a memorial of the Common Council of the 
city of Brooklyn, New York, in favor of the es- 
tablishment of the line of steamers between that 
city and Gluckstadt, in Holstein, proposed by 
Christian Hansen; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
| Also, a memorial of merchants of New York 
: and Boston, asking for the recognition of the in- 
, dependence of Hayti by the Government of the 
United States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. g 

Mr. TOUCEY presented a memorial of under- 
writers, merchants, and others, citizens of Con- 
necticut, praying that the. salary of the United 
States district judge for the southern district of 
: Florida may be increased; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. . . f 
_ Mr. MORTON presented the petition of Buck- 
ingham Smith, late Secretary of Legation of the | 
United States in Mexico, praying compensation as | 
Chargé d’A ffaires during the time he acted in that | 
capacity; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial of M. 
| M. Marmaduke and others, praying indemnity for 
| depredations by the Indians; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
| _ Mr. SEWARD presented the petition of H. H. 
| Jones, and other citizens of New York; the peti- 
‘tion of A. R. Plumley and other citizens of New 
York; the petition of John D. MeGregor, and 
other citizens of New York; the petition of Joseph | 
G. Carman and others, citizens of New York; the 
petition of Samuel Smith, and other citizens of 
New York; the petition of J. B. McCawley, and 


George L. Fox, and other citizens of New York; į 


other citizens of New York; the petition of Wil- 
liam Adams, and other citizens of New York; the | 
| petition of Charles J. Miller, and other citizens of | 
| New York; and the petition of Judge Meigs, the 


Comptroller, the Mayor, and other citizens of | 

{f 
mons’s patent for a planing machine, dated April ! 
1 


on Patents and the Patent Office. 
Mr. CASS presented the petition of John Hamm 


ORENCE: Memorial from Colonel William || 


Mr. WELLER presented the petition of Elias | passed the Sen 


the petition of Thomas William Wood, and jj 


New York city; in favor of extending Uri Em- | P 


| cultivated, and which interfered with them. 


of the W. 


to them by the Legislatures of Virginia and Ohio; 
which was referre 
diciary. i 


` REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


- Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred a message from 
the President of the United States, with papers in 
relation to the claim of Samuel A. Belden & Co., 

ainst the Government of Mexico, asked to be’ 


` |) discharged from the further consideration thereof; 


which was agreed to. 
Mr. MASON submitted a report on the sub- 
jects which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr, WALKER, from the Committee on Rev- 
olutionary Claims, to which was referred the me- 
morial of William Reily, deceased, late a captain 


i| in the fourth Maryland regiment of the revolu- 


tionary army, submitted a report accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of the widow of the late Cap- 
tain Reily. The bill was read and passed. to the 
second reading. The report was ordered. to be 
printed. 

Mr. DAWNS. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Private Land Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the memorial of James H. Rhinehart and 
others, to ask to be discharged from its further 
consideration. In presenting this report, I have 
a brief explanation which I wish to make. The me- 
morial, among other things, remonstrates against 
a certain bill which the memorialists represent has 
ate, which Mr. Rhinehart and the 
other memorialisis contend does injustice to them. 
I wish to state that the memorialists are entirely 
mistaken. These parties are claimants to lands 
situated on the Maison Rouge grant. Richard 
King, for whose relief a bill has been passed, 
which bill, it is alleged, does injustice to Mr. 
Rhinehart, presented a memorial early in the ses- 
sion, asking that he be allowed to enter, by way of 
preémption, certain lands in the Maison Rouge 
grant, which hehad not cultivated or inhabited, 
and the same which is claimed by the memorial- 
ists. In thé same petition he requested to be con- 
firmed in another-tract of land, which was ceded 
to him by the person to whom it was granted, for 
making a road through the Maison Rouge claim. 


| The Committee on Private Land Claims reported 


distinctly and emphatically against his first claim. 
They could not allow him a preémption for land 
which he had never cultivated, because that was 
not contemplated, and it would do injustice to 


|| other settlers. The committee did report a bill in 


his favor, confirming his title to two hundred and 
forty arpents of land for making the road. These 

arties seem to have misunderstood the object of 
that bill. They have supposed that it confirms 
Mr. King’s claim to land which he had never 
To 
remove all doubt on the subject, I will read the 


į report which was made by the committee on the 


subject, which refers to the identical land, section 


| thirteen, township nineteen, referred to in this me- 


morial. In February last, I made the following 
report: 


« The petitioner had two objects, distinctand unconnected, 
and differing in their nature. First, the petitioner prays 
that he may be allowed to enter, by way of preémption, a 
certain tract of land adjoining his plantation in the Maison 
Rouge grant, though his case does not come within the 
provisions of the act of 1841, granting preémption to certain 
purchasers and settlers on said grant; this the committee 
are of opinior. ought not to be granted, because other per- 
sons claim the same land by right of settlement, and also 
by State location, and it would be incompetent and un- 
usual, and improper for Congress to interfere in such cases, 
and accordingly recommend the rejection of this part ofthe 


sas > À | petition. 
other citizens of New York; the petition of | 


¿c Secondly, the petitioner prays that his title may be con- 
firmed toa tract of land conveyed to one B. Baily in 1818, 
for cutting through the Maison Rouge grant a public road, 
by the person who then claimed the said grant. Iu Loui- 
siana, by the laws in existence under the former as well as 
the present State government, owners of land fronting on 
navigable streams were required to make and keep in repair 
a public road along the bank of the river. In compliance 


| with this law, the claimant of this grant, which extended 


some forty miles on both banks of the Ouachita river, em- - 
loyed a inan to cut the road, and gave him in payment two 
tracts of land in this grant, one on each side of the river, of 
two hundred and forty arpents each, of which the land here 
claimed was one. The road there cut was through a new, 
unsettled, and heavily-timbered country, in 1814, and has 
been in use as a public road and mail route ever sinee mail 
routes were established in that quarter of the country. The 
committee are of opinion that under the circumstances the 


Ohio, praying Congress to establish the bridges || petitioner has an equitable claim to have this smal) tract 
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confirmed to him, and report a bill accordingly and recom- 
mend its passage.” K : 

Here is the bill which was passed by the'Sen- 
ate sometime ago: ; P 


< Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 


That Richard King be, and he is hereby, confirmed in his j P 


titie to two hundred and forty arpentsof landon the eastern 
bank of the Ouachita river, in the parish of Caldwell, State 
of Louisiana, which was conveyed ‘by the claimant of the 
Maison Rogue grant to Bagwell Baily An eighteen hundred 
and eighteen, for cutting a road through said grant, and has 


remained in the possession of, and-in cultivation by, said i 


Baily and his successors to the present time, and is now a 
part of the plantation of said King, on which hehas resided 
for many years; and thata patent issué.to him for-it after 
a legal survey is made and returned “under the direction of 
the surveyor general: Provided, That this act shall amount 
only to a relinquishment of title on the. part of the United 
States.” : - 

I think it is necessary to make this explanation, 
because, although a copy of the memorial was sent 
to me sume time since, and ] made an explanation 
to the parties concerned; yet, not remembering 
the facts, or from inadvertence, the same memorial 
has since been presented by my colleague. i 

Subsequently to the report of the committee 
against part of thememorial of Mr. King, another 
memorial was presented by my colleague from Mr. 
Hynes, and King, and other persons, praying a 
similar grant as that for which the firs, petition of 
Mr. King prayed, and was reported against; also, 
that they might be allowed to enter by way of 
preémption, lands which they had neither inhab- 
ited nor cultivated, as the law in such cases pro- 
vides. That subject was under the consideration 
of the Committee on Private Land Claims, and | 
that committee had come to the conclusion to re- 
port against it, and would have reported against 
it before now, but for the fact that my colleague 
requested that the petition should be further con- | 
sidered. : : 

1 wish here to state my position distinctly. It 
is this: I shall do everything I can, as I have done 
on all occasions heretofore, to protect the settler 
in his rights. But í am opposed in this case, as I 
have been in every other, to the granting of pre- 
emption sights to large purchasers, where the 
same reasons do not exist. The applicant, Rich- 
ard King, is an old acquaintance and friend of 
mine; and he is incensed against me because T 
reported against a portion of his memorial. It is 
very hard, when this is the case, that I should 
algo be censured on the other side; and hence I 


have thought it necessary to make this explana- |; 


tion to show the circumstances as they actually 
exist, -I do not think there is any equity or jas- 
tice in granting preémption rights to those persons 
who purchase large tracts of land, and who do not 
occupy and cultivate them, particularly when they 
come in conflict with bona fide settlers who might 
be disturbed by them. There is the less reason, 
as this memorial very properly represents, that 
Mr. King should ask the privilege of entering 
lands, and of obtaining preémption rights to lands 
which he has not occupied or cultivated, because, | 
under the bill already passed in 1851, he is entitled | 
to enter, by way of preémption, certain lands pur- 
chased of Coxe in the grant, which he did culti- | 
vate and occupy. 
that he should ‘ask the right to enter in this man 
ner lands situated in another place, which others 
claim, and which he has not occupied or cultivated. 
Under the direction of the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, Í move that the committee be dis- ! 
charge L 

memorial of James H. Rhinehart and others. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CATLIN’ S COLLECTION. 

Mr. SEWARD. 
up the joint resolution for the purch r 
Catlin’s collection of Indian Scenes and Portraits. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I hope the resolution will 
not now be taken up. The chairman of the Com- 
mitiee on the Library, [Mr. Pearce,] who has 
paid some attention to the subject, is not now In | 
hig seat; and I am sure that he would desireto be | 
present when that resolution shall be under con- | 
sideration. | hope, th 
take it up in his absence. 

Mir. SEWARD. Ifthe Senator from Alabama | 
knows that the Senator from Maryland desires to | 
be present, | will, of course, waive the motion at | 


ase of George 


hands papers which he had, and expressed to me 


i 
time; bu: that honorable Senator placed in my | 
i 


! ate to the subject at this time, 


Hence, it seems unreasonable |, sold in satisfaction of his debts. a 
question is ever to be decided at all, (and it has | 
| been before Congress many years,) a state of cir- | 


cumstances has arisen which renders it essential, 


d from the further consideration of the $ 


I ask the Senate now totake jj 


erefore, the Senate will not | 


an earnest desire that the resolution should be |, 


taken up at as early a period as possible. 


i 


i 


_ Mr. CLEMENS. I haye no objection to tak- 
ing up the resolution now, if the Senator from 
Maryland expressed a desire that it should be 
taken up. l knew: that he had paid attention to the 
subject, and I thought it proper that he should be 
resent. . oa 

Mr. SEWARD 
the subject. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

The resolution was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 
poses to authorize the. President of the United 
States to purchase tlie collection of Indian Scenes 
and Portraits, by George Catlin, for the use. of 
the United States, on such terms, not exceeding 
$30,000, as he shall think proper; and to cause 
them to be deposited in such of the public edifices 
of the Government, in the city of Washington, 
as he shall think proper. It also authorizes the 
President to appoint for the purpose an agent to 
act under his instructions, who shall receive a 
compensation not exceeding his traveling expenses 
and eight dollars a day for sixty days. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, the Select 
Committee to which the subject was referred, sub- 
mitted a report, which hasbeen printed. That re- 
port states all the facts and circumstances of the 


case, and as it is not long, perhaps it will be as | 


convenient, for a proper understanding of the 
merits of the subject, to have that report read. 

The report was accordingly read. 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, this report 
presents to the consideration of. the Senate the 
facts of the case. In the first place, this collection 
cost the artist the sum of $10,000 in money, and 


| many years of the best part of his life. ‘The pa- 


pers referred to in the report show the testimony 
of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Dover,] and the honorable Senator 
gan, [Mr. Cass,] and various others present, that 
the paintings are valuable and true. - ‘The princi-~ 
ple-upon which the purchase is to be made, is 
explained in the report. The importance of se- 
curing, while we can, memorials of the aboriginal 
races of this country, is a point which has been 
settled heretofore by the action of the Grovern- 


ment. ‘The walls of the Capitol are graced with | 


Indian scenes, and characters in sculpture and on 
canvas: Besides this, the Senate, a long time 
since, before became a member of it, ordered a 


work to be prepared on that interesting subject by | 


the first of our writers in that department—Henr 


| R. Schoolcraft—a work which is going through 


the press at a vast expense, and. is exceedingly 
creditable to the arts, as well as to the literature 
of the.country. 

I have nothing, therefore, to add on the subject 
of the merits of the case, but barely to submit 


some few facts which are proper to be stated for | 
of engaging the attention of the Sen- | 
and a final disposi- | 


the purpose 


tion of it now. 
This question was brought before us by letters 


from Mr. Catlin, in London, in jail, in which he |; 
informed us that he had been arrested for debt, | 


and that thiscollection had been advertised to be 
If, then, this 


and due to him, and due to the country, that it 
should be disposed of now. Before the resolu- 


tion was submitted, these facts were made known | 
Į have here a letter which bas | 
| been addressed by Mr. Catlin 

the Committee on the Library, 


to the Senate. 
to the honorable 
of which thé Sen- 
ator from Maryland is chairman, which I will 
beg leave to read to the Senate, showing the sit- 
uation of Mr. Catlin and of his collection: 


To the Hon. Mr. PEARCE, 
the Library, United States Senate, 
Library Committee: 

Some weeks since I addressed a letter to your honorable 
body on the subject of my Indian collection, having been 


Chairman of the Committee on 
and gentlemen of the 


| informed that my memorial to the Congress had been re- 


ferred to your consideration. I now take the liberty of ad- 
dressing you again, and of inclosing to you the auction- 
eer’s advertisement, which will show you the reason Ihave 
had for ularm for the safety of my collection, and the cause 
of this, my second prayer, that some step may be taken, 
ifit has not yet been done, by your bonerable body for the 
rescue Of the works of my life, which you discover I have 
not the power myself of doing. By the inclosed circular, 
it will be seen that the collection was to have been sold on 
the Xd of this month, but by a hard struggle, aided by some 
‘American friends, the sale has been postponed until the 
19th of July, on the grounds that there was a prospect of 


> Lhave consulted with him on | 


It pro- 


from Michi- | 


j 


_ curing these memorials to our country, 


| was in Paris at the time it was written. I 
i not, in drawing up'‘the resolution, adopted Mr. 


| 


| 


the Congress voting the appropriation to < 
my debts, and to return the collection as the property 
Government of the United States.“ eels eld 
‘The auctioneers comments upon the interest and value 
of the collection are worth reading, and clearly show that 
there is a strong desire to obtain and preserve the collection 
in England, if they can get it at a sacrifice and enough, r 
should think, to excite. some American, feeling in. the. 
breasts of those who read it. sede’ 9 Ree mea 
Iam ashamed that my speculations have not been better 
managed than these results prove, and that I shquid: be 
‘ander the necessity of asking for help to preserve my. Wworke; 
but my desire to see these memoriais preserved: and treas- 
ured up by our country is above all delicate and selfish feal- 
ings, and J again pray, gentlemen, if it be not too late, that 
you may lose no time in recommending to the Government, 
not to appropriate money for my relief, but to purchase the 
works of my toilsome life, which J have gathered for my 
country, and which I offer as justly worth: the. price 1 ask 
for them. y Sa 4 
The Joint Committee on the Libraryin 1846 decided that 
my price was moderate for them, and recommeded its pur- 
chase ; since which time, encouraged in the belief that the 
Government would, eventually buy theni I have added to 
the collection, at an expense of several thousand dollare, 
and continued the Jabors of: my brush ; and in my last pró- 
posals have agreed to take $15,000 less than {then required. 
Confident, gentlemen, of your disposition to aid in se- 
I remain your obe- 
GEO. CATLIN. 


enable me. tò pay 
the 


dient servant, : 
Panis, June 24th, 1852. f 


Mr. Catlin has also sent the advertisement. of 
the auctioneer. who is to’ sell the. collection... I 
read: ed . ; 

© Cutlin’s Indian collection contains within itself an 
unique museum, fully representing the manners, customs, 
sports, religious ceremonies, costumes, and individuality a 
of the interesting tribes of North American Lndians, con~ 
sisting ofa valuable and curious display of male and female 
costuies, hows, quivers, spears, shields, war, eagle, and ra- 
ven head-dresses, necklaces, moccasins, belts, pouches, war 
clubs, robes, mantles, tobacco sacques, wampums, whistles, 
rattles, drums, saddles, masks for mystery dances, cradles, 
calumets, spears, pipes, tomahawks,. scalping-knives, 
scalps, and sculls; two bundred and sixteen portraits of 
braves, mystery men, chiefs, squaws, &c. 3 sixty-five land- 
scapes, principally on the Upper Missouri river ; nine spir- 
ited sporting scenes, sixty-three faithful delineations of 
amusements and customs; four valuable and highly-fin- 
ished paintings, representing the singular religious ceremo- 
nies of the Mandan tribe; eighteen full-length figures, 
dressed in the costumes of their various tribes, many of 
them rare, curious, and vatuable ; a splendid Crow lodge, 
or wigwam, brought from the foot of the Rocky Mountains, 
made entirely of buffalo skins, garnished and painted, 
iwenty-five feet high, capable of sheltering eighty or more 
persons ; two beautiful models of the Falis of Niagara, rep- 
resenting them as in summer and winter; a large and 
splendid collection of North American quartz, a curious 
collection of pipes with carved red-stone bowls, besides an 
infinity of objects of deep and abiding interest too numerous 
for insertion within the limits of this particular.” 


By this letter of Mr, Catlin, it appears’ that he 
had in. some way obtained his liberty, and thath: 
kave 


Catlin’s calculation as to the price for this collec- 
tion. Perhaps I might have done so had this let- 
ter been placed in my hands before the resolution 
was drawn. The sum at which the original offer 
of the collection was made was $65,000. I-have 
supposed that, under the circumstances, it would 
be acceptable to him if the sum of $30,000 was 
provided for this purchase. At the same time, as 
no one could know the precise value of the col- 
lection now, I thought it better to provide that an 
agent should be sent out who could procure it at 
such price as would redeem the work, and there- 
fore the resolution proposes to appropriate only . 
330,000, whieh is not one half of the original price. 
f it can be procured for that sum, and if that will 
be satisfactory to him, then we can secure it; other- 
wise we shall only have made an effort to secare 
it which will have cost the country nothing of 
which any citizen can complain who thinks that 
such works of art ought to be procured at all, 
Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. President, l am aware 
that it is somewhat unfashionable to resist ex- 
travagant appropriations of the public money, but 
this is too barefaced a case to be permitted to pass 
without a word of opposition, This resolution is 
a model in its way. There is but one man in 
‘America who could have drawn it. It is: ‘ Re- 
‘solved, &e. that the President of the United 
“States be, and he is hereby authorized, to pur- 
‘ chase the collection of Indian scenes and portraits 
‘of George Catlin,” &c.; and then it provides, 
that “the may appoint for the purpose an agent.” 
This resolution does not tell us where the pictures 
are, Theyarein London. Theagentisto be paid his 
traveling expenses and eight dollars a day for sixty 
days. The resolution is entirely: silent as to where 
these paintings are, and for anything that appears 
on the face of it they may be in New York. The 
committee have reported this resolution, knowing 
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nothing whatever about the subject, The paint- 
ings are in London; the committee have had no 
opportunity to examine them. T donot know how: 
comperent they might be to jadge of them, even if 
the paintings were here; but they have not seen 
them; they know nothing about them; but they 
. propose to authorize the President of the United 
Stutes to. purchase of. Mr. George Catlin his 
collection of Indian Scenes and Portraits, and to 
do it on the authority of certain Englishmen, who 
say that these are very fine paintings., Well, sir, 
Lam not a very good judge of portraits of-any 
sort, but I think the English are very “bad judges 
of Indian portraits. f think we are better judges 
of Indian portraits than any Enghshmen. Why, 
one of them landed here a few daysago—a man of 
some distinction--who fancied he could kill a buffalo 
within fifty miles of Washington. I do not pro- 
fess to be.a judge, but { have here the testimony 
of aman who has examined it and who isa judge. 
Let.it be remembered, thatat the time when this 
resolution was reported, there was here in. the 
Smithsonian Institution a collection of Indian por- 
traits which thé committee have entirely over- 
looked. It was not necessary to send an agent to 
London to examine them, and therefore the com- 
mittee report against them. f have here the testi- 
mony of Captain Eastman, who, as everybody 
knows, is a competent judge. In relation to the 
collection of portraits now in the Smitasonian fn- 
stitution, he says: 
Wasuineron, D. C., June 28, 1852. 
Dear Sir: Having been requested by you to express my 
opinion as fo the comparative merits of yours and Mr. Cat- 
lin’s paintings of the Cidians of this country, it affords me 
pleasure to say that F cousider the artiste merits of yours 
far superior to Mr, Catlins, and they give a better idea of 
the Indian than any works in Mr. Catlin’s collection, 
Very respectlully, your obedient servant, : 
J EASTMAN, Cupt. U. S: Army. 


Mr. STANLEY. 

There is the testimony of a man who is a judge; 
the testimony of a man who has examined both 
collections; the testimony of a man who is him- 
self one of the best artists in the country, I 
would rather have a collection of portraits painted 
by him than by either of these gentlemen; and he 
tells us that here, at our own door, there is a col- 
lection of portraits far superior to any in Mr. 
Catlin’s collection—not merely to Mr. Catlin’s as 
a whole, but to any in Mr. Catlin’s. Yet in the 
face of this, we are to send an agent to London, 
pay him eight dollars a day and his expenses, and 
give $30,000 for an inferior collection. As Icom- 
menced with saying, L conclude with saying, that 
this is too barefaced a proposition to be allowed 
to pass without opposition, 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I am very 
sorry to occupy a moment of the time of the Sen- 
ate upon this question. l] am very sorry that this 
subject is occupying the time of the Senate this 
morning. We have many measures of public 
importance now pressing upon the attention of the 
Senate. Justice to individuals has been delayed; 

ublic interests of the greatest importance have 

een postponed. And for what? To consider 
whether we shall go into the business of buying 
pictures. Bat I will not occupy the time of the 
Senate with any remarks upon that aspect of the 
question. 

We have come to this old acquaintance of ours, 
who has been herelongerthan | have been. | met 
this proposition here four years ago, and it has 
followed us up ever since. We have heard every 
session of ‘t Mr, Catlin and his Indian portraits,” 
“ Mr. Catlin and his Indian portraits,” until it 
has to me become almost like a certain patent bill 
thet we had under consideration a year or two 
ago, which came pretty near running everybody 
out of the Senate, and we at last got so sore about 
it that we dismissed it, and would not consider it 
any further, 

Since it seems that we are to buy Indian por- 
- traits; since it seems that the Government is going 
into the picture business, although I am opposed 
to the whole scheme, and think that the puliic in- 
terests are suffering, not only by the postpone- 
ment of other measures, but by the amount of 
money we shall have to pay for this collection, if 
we have got to buy, if we have got to go into this 
business, | am disposed to do it understandingly. 
If we are to pay money out of the Treasury for 

ictures, 1 am for having the best we can get. 
For that purpose I have prepared an amendment 
to the resolution, which is to strike out all after 
the word ‘* resolved,” and insert— 


ji 
i 
i 


1, because he is well known to the country as an | 


‘Phat a select committee of three be appointed by the 
Chait-to inquire into the-retative merits and value of Mr: 
Catiia’s and Mr. Stantey’s coltection of Indian portraits ; 
+ or whether it may. not be better to: employ Captain, East- 
| man, or some other officer of the United States Army- Who 
is a competent artist, to paint a series. of Indian portraits 
for the Government, thai tò purchase the collection: of 
either Mr. Catlin or Mr. Stanley. r 


Mr. President, that opens the whole field of in- 
quiry, and will enable and reguire the committee | 
that may be appointed’ to. examine and ascertain 
the- relative merits of ‘the ‘various collections of 
pictures that are presented to. our cosideration, 
and-to determine whethér either is worthy of our 


| be beuer to employ an officer of our own Army, 
| who is competent, to- paint us a better series than 
either. : j 

_ i bave mentioned the name of Captain Eastman 


; arust of very high order of talent, perhaps equal } 
| to, if not better than any who is engaged in paint- į 
ling Indian portraits, and whose knowledge of in- | 
| dian character, and fumiliarnty with scenes among |! 
the Indians, qualify him beter than perhaps any 
| other man to judge of what is meritorious in such j 
painungs; and perhaps he is himself better quali- 
fied than anybody else to produce a series that 
i will be worthy of the patronage of the Govern- 
ment. ‘The advantage of employing him or some 
otber officer is two-fold: First, thal we may there- 
by, and, in my opinion, will obtain better work | 
for the money which we may pay; and secondly, 
that we shall have to pay. very little money at all, 
He is au officer of the Army; heis competent to 
do the work; and he is willing to be employed, at 
what he now receives as an officer of the Army, 
to do this work, about which gentlemen seem to 
j have so. much solicitude. For these reasons I 
have offered the substitute. i 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, from the re- 
marks of the Senator from Arkansas, it is evident 
that his objection is not to the measure per se, but 
to the collection of paintings that itis proposed to 
purchase. He is not for purchasing the Indian 
portraits, and other paintings of Mr. Catlin, but 
he is for directing an inquiry which is designed 
to result in the employment of Captain Eastman, 
or in the purchase of another gallery, the work of 
Mr. Stanley. Now, I have nothing to say against 
the artistic merits of either Captain Eastman or 
Mr. Stanley. On the contrary, I am willing to 
concede to both of them avery high degree of 
skill in this department of the fine arts. Both of 
them have given striking evidence of great talent; 
but, according to them all the merit that is due 
to them, or to either of them, to say that they are | 
but gleaners after Mr. Catlin is doing injustice to 
t neither of them. 

Sir, I have seen the paintings of all these gen- 
tlemen; and, although I do not. profess to be a 
very critical or accurate judge of matters of this 
kind, yet, as far as I have any judgment, I am 
compelled to say that the collection of Mr. Catlin 
is very far superior to them, or any other, in ar- 
| tistic merit. He was the original in this feld. 
; When he first commenced to give to the world 
i the series of Indian portraits which are now in 
| London, and which have been seized in execu- 
tion, that field of art was entirely unexplored. 
| His genius opened the way, and, until to-day, I 
|, have never heard it suspected or hinted that there 
| was not a very great display of artistic skill and 
| talent exhibited by Mr. Catlin in the paintings 
į which the resolution before us is designed to pur- 
| chase, in order to grace this Capitol. ere, 
abroad, everywhere, wherever these paintings 
have been exhibited, no matter in contrast with 
what others, the highest praise has always been 
accorded to the artist, not only for faithfulness of 
delineation, but, as i have said already, for gen- 
eral artistic skill. 


Now, sir, is t not a matter that should com- 


i patronage to this extent, or whether iv may not | 


purchase a collection as perfect as that of Mr. 
Catlin is? The portraits which his pencil has j 
executed are the only remains of the chiefs and 
braves of those tribes who were once lords of the 
soil, and who have almost entirely disappeared 
from the world. Is it not right that we should 
now provide that posterity may know the forms 
| and faces of those great aboriginal chieftains, as 
well as that they may learn from history their | 
| other characteristics which cannot be so well ex- 


t 


H 

i 

| 

i 

i 

i 
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| mend itself to American statesmen and patriots to 
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! hibited upon canvas? Soon, sir, a like opportu- 


tunity of transmitting to canvas the features of 


these chiefs will have ceased to. exist altogether; 
and although no doubt Mr. Stanley-has employed 
himself with. ability in this same walk of art, he 
has not. had the same opportunitiés that Catlin has 
enjoyed, and has not producéd so much that’ is 
worthy of patronage as Catlin has done. . If Con- 
gress should choose, Lam very willing to extend 
this patronage both to Mr. Stanley and to Cap- 
tain Eastman. “1 -do-not-think that it would: be 
any very.great stretch of public generosity to pur- 
chase the collection of Mr. Catlin, in the first 
place, and in the second place, the few scattering 
works of Captain Eastman, and finally to add to. 
both the collection of Mr. Stanley. [do not think 
that it would bea great thing for a rich and-pow- 
erful nation, advancing with greater rapidity to 
wealth, power, and intellectual preiminence than 
any otber nation which has preceded them in the 
history of the world. . Sir, I can conceive of noth- 
ing that would grace to a larger extent the halls 
which are about to be erected for thedeliberations 
of future Congresses than a gallery containing 
portraits of the aborigines of this country, in or- 
der that posterity may see the faces of the race of 
men that occupied this soil when it was a wilder- 
ness, and previous to their time. 

If there Be an objection to the form of the res- 
olution proposed by the Senator from New York, 
as has been suggested by the Senator from Ala- 
bama, and I apprehend that there is something 
objectionable in it, let us amend it; but do not let 
us turn our back upon.the proposition merely be- 
cause there is something in the resolution that gen- 
tlemen do not like. J can vote for it in its present 
form, though | think the employment of an agent 
is altogether useless. We know what the collec- 
tion is; we know what it is that Mr. Catlin pro- 
poses to sell us; and asimple resolution authoriz- 
ing the President to purchase and pay a sum not 
exceeding so much, on the delivery of the collec- 
tion to an authorized person, would be all that is 
necessary. If somebody else will not move so to 
amend the resolution I will do it. I havean 
amendment in my hand which, inthe event that 
no other gentleman proposes it, I shall offer, But 
I do trust that the proposition will commend itself 
to.the American Senate, and that although gentle- 
meh may sneer at itas going into the picture-deal- 
ing business, it will not deter men who have a 
proper regard—I will not say that, because it might 
cast a reflection on gentlemen, and I do not intend 
to do it—for these things from voting the trifling 
sum, in comparison with our ability, that is ne- 
cessary to purchase this collection of paintings. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, at this stage of 
the session, when there remains so much public 
business of the country requiring the attention of 
the Senate, I do think it will be conceded to be 
out of place that we should consume our time 
with the discussion of the relative merits of the 
gentlemen referred to, as portrait painters. Tam 
opposed to the original resolution, and te the sub- 
stitute offered by the Senator from Arkansas; and 
for the purpose of testing the sense of the Senate, 
I move to lay the whole subject upon the table, 
and I ask the yeas and nays upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ` 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the honorable Senator 
indulge me in a word of reply? 

Mr. PRATT. My whole object was to pre- 
vent the consumption of time. {fthe gentleman 
replies, some one else will wish to reply to him, 
I prefer to have the sense of the Senate upon my 
motion. f : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris in 
the chair.) The question is not debatable. 

The question being taken, the motion to lay the 
subject on the table was agreed to—yeas 26, nays 
20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs.. Atchison, Bayard, Borland. Butler, 
Chariton, Clemens, Davis, De Sanssure, Douglas, Downs, 
Felch, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, Jones of Towa, Mal 
lory, Mason, Meriwether, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—6, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Brodhead, Brooke, Clarke, Coop. 
er, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of fowa, Fish, 
Fout, James, Miller, Seward, Shicids, Smith, Spruance, 
Stockton, Sumner, Upham, and Wade—20. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. JAMES, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill amend- 
atory of the several acts regulating the appraise- 
ment of imported merchandise, and the more 
effectually to prevent frauds against the revenue, 
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and for other purposes; which was read a firs 
and second time by its.title, referred to the Gom- 
mittee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ATCHISON, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
amend an act entitled “ An act to provide for the 
payment for horses and other property lost or 
destroyed in the military service of the United 
States,” approved March 3, 1849; which was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


LIEUTENANT DERBY’S REPORT: 


_ The Senate proceeded to consider the-resolu- 
tion submitted by Mr. Gwin the 15th instant, in 
relation to a reconnoissance of the Gulf of Mex- 
ico by Lieutenant Derby; and, on motion, it was 
ordered to be referred to the Committee on Print- | 


ing. | 


$ 


DIFFICULTIES AT ACAPULCO. 


_ Mr. WELLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: i 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interest, to 
communicate to the Senate all the information in his pos- 
session relative to the recent difficulties’ at Acapulco, in 


Mexico, between the American Consul aud the local au- 
thorities. j 


Mr. WELLER. Task the consideration of this 
resolution now, as itis a matter of some immedi- 
ate importance. I see, by the latest intelligence 
from that country, that the American Consul at 
Acapulco is still in prison. He was putin prison, 
I believe, because, as was alleged, he had inter- 
fered with some of the judicial authorities of that 
city. It is important that we should have all the 
facts in the case. When one of our agents in a 
foreign country is detained ina foreign prison, the 
honor of the Republic requires that we should 
investigate the matter. I ask, therefore, that the 
resolution be now considered. ; 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to. 


THE DEFICIENCY BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Haves, its Chief Clerk, 
announcing that it recedes from its disagreement 
to the second amendment of the Senate to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to 
the twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate to the 
bill ‘* to supply deficiencies in the appropriations 
for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1852.” 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Also, that it had passed a bill making appro- 
priations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for the 
year ending June 30th, 1853; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 


LANDS OF FRANCIS GARDIERE. 


| 
The engrossed bill entitled “* An act authorizing | 
the purchase of certain lands belonging to Francis | 
Gardiere,”? was read a third time and passed. 


RAILROAD IN LOUISIANA. | 

Mr. DOWNS. I move that the prior orders 
be passed over, with the view of taking up Senate | 
bill No. 408. It isa bill granting to the State of | 
Louisiana the right of way and adonation of public 
land for the purpose of locating and constructing 
a railroad from Shreveport to the Mississippi 
river, in said State. This bill was reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 

The motion to postpone the prior orders was 
agreed to, and the bill was considered by the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill consists of six sections, and provides | 
that the right of way through the public lands be 
granted to the State of Louisiana, for the con- 
struction of a railroad from Shreveport, m said 
State, to a point on the Mississippi, at Providence 
or opposite to Vicksburg. 

The bill is in the terms of the many bills of the! 
same character which have been passed by the 
Senate. f 

The several amendments to the bill, which were 
proposed by the Committee on Public Lands, 
werewsimply such as to make it conform to the | 
Towa, or model bill, passed by the Senate some | 
time ago, granting lands for railroad purposes. | 
The amendments reported by the committee were l 


agreed to. The bill was then reported to the Sen- 

ate, the amendments were concurred in, and the 

bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 

ing. E : 

EMIGRANT ROUTE BETWEEN THE MISSOURI 
RIVER AND CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I ask the Senate now to 
postpone all prior orders, with a view to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill which was post- 
poned until to-day; I refer to the bill for the pro- 
tection of the emigrant route, and a telegraph line, 
and for an overland mail between the Missouri 
river and the settlements in California and Or- 
egon. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the 
consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. When this 
bill was last under consideration, the pending 

uestion was on a motion to refer the bill to the 
Sommittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I believe that motion was 
not recognized by the Chair, because it was of- 
fered when the bill was before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MASON. I madethat motion when the 
bill was last under consideration, but it was ob- 
jected, by the then occupant of the chair, that the 
motion was not in order, because the Senate was 
then in Committee of the Whole. In order to af- 
ford the Senator from Texas (Mr. Rusx} an op- 
portunity to offer an amendment, which I perceive 
he now has ready, I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. RUSK. I propose to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, in the bill now before the Sen- 
ate, and insert what I send to the Chair. I move, 
also, that the further consideration of the bill be 
postponed until to-morrow, in order that the 
amendment may be printed. 

Mr.G WIN. Lhope that the Senater will with- 
draw his motion to postpone, so as to permit me 
to make a motion. 

Mr. RUSK. I withdraw it. 

Mr. GWIN. Then I move that the bill, to- 
gether with the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Texas, be recommitted to the ommittee on 
the Territories. This will be the better plan, and I 
think it is more than probable that the committee 
will adopt the substitute of the Senator from Tex- 
as. I think it is also probable that it will be agreed 
toby the Senate. j 

r. HAMLIN. I wish to inquire whether 
that motion can be put while the bill is under con- 
sideration as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. GWIN. The object of the motion is to 
recommit the bill and amendment, and to procure 
the printing of the latter. Having consulted the 
chairman of the committee on the subject, I can 
assure the Senate, that it will be acted oy imme- 
diately. The probabilities are that the committee 
will adopt the substitute. 

Mr.DOUGLAS. Through the kindness of the 
Senator from Texas, I have begn allowed to ex- 
amine his amendment, and it strikes me as being 
worthy of consideration, whether it will or will 
not be adopted as a substitute for the present bill, 
after some modification. From the slight exam- 


l| ination that I have had the opportunity of making, 


Lam induced to think that the amendment requires 
some modification, and I am in favor of the mo- 
tion of the Senator from California, for the recom- 
mittal of the whole subject to the Committee on 
the Territories, the more especially as we have re- 
ceived an assurance that it will be acted on imme- 
diately. 

Mr. BRODIJEAD. Ialso have a substitute, 
which I should wish to be referred with the pres- 
ent bill to the Committee on the Territories. I 
move that it be so referred and printed. 

Mr. BELL. Had we not better have the amend- 
ments read for information? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Sen- 
ator from California [Mr. Gwin] modify his prop- 
osition so as to embrace both amendments? 

Mr. GWIN. Certainly, sir. 

The motion to recommit the bill, together with 
the amendments of Mr. Rusx and of Mr. Brop- 
weap, was then agreed to. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. believe that does not in- 
clude the motion to print. 
' ments be printed. 


The question was taken on that motion, and it 


was agreed to. 


I move thatthe amend- 


NOAH HANSON. CO i 

Mr. HAMLIN. I offered a resolution à few 
days since in relation to pay tothe widow ofa 
deceased messenger for service rendéred ‘previous: 
to his decease. T-move'that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of that resolntion át thistime. - 

The motion was agreed to, and ‘the ‘resolution 
was read a second time, and considéred asin Con 


-mittee of the Whole. 


gee ed 


The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, That the Seeretary. of the Senate he, and he 
is hereby, directed topay out af the’ contingent.fand of the 
Senate to Mrs. W. Maria Hanson, as adininistratrix:of the 
estate of Noah Hanson, late a-messenger of. the Senate, the 
usual per diem compensation for his: service: yom March 
97, 1851, to June I, 1851, and from October 1, November 
1, 185}, the time of bis decease, aid also to pay the funeral 
expenses of said Hanson, as heretofore paid ‘in -similar 
cases, 7 nt 

Mr. HAMLIN. I would move to .refer that 
resolution to the Committee on Contingent Ex-. 
penses of the Senate, but that on conferring with 
the chairman of that committee, I Jearned that he’ 
approved of the resolution, and did not consider 
it necessary to have it referred. | will state that 
the person referred to in the resolution performed 
the duties of a messenger in one of the document 
rooms during the time specified in the resolution. 
The resolution also proposes to make provision 
for the payment of the funeral expenses of the 


deceased, which is agreeable to the precedent in 


some cases heretofore. The expenses are very 
slight, not exceeding $100, and the widow of the 
deceased is, as I learn, in somewhat indigent cir- 
cumstances. i , 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. I would. much prefer 
to have that resolution referred to the Committee 
on Contingent Expenses. J am rather inclined to 
think that the payment of the funeral expenses in 
sucha case is a new feature. It is not to the 
amount of that expense to which I should object; 
but I prefer to have the resolution referred to the 
committee, and therefore make that motion. 

The motion was agreed. to. : 


ADDITIONAL SECURITY ON WESTERN 


WATERS. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. 1 move that the Senate. 
postpone all prior orders, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of a «joint resolution 
to provide additional security for the lives and prop- 
erty of persons navigating the western waters.” 

he motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
was read and considered as in Committee, of: the 
Whole. ‘ 

It provides that it shall be the duty of the owner 
or master of any boat, craft, vessel, or faft, navi- 
gating any of the western navigable rivers, not 
propelled in whole or in part by steam, running or 
floating between sunset and sunrise, to carry one 
or more signal lights in a conspicuous place, that 
may be seen by other boats. navigating the same 
waters, under the penalty of $100. 

And it provides, also, that in addition to the 
signal lights, as before prescribed, the master or ` 
owner of such boat, craft, vessel, or raft, shall be 
provided with a rattle or bell, in such times as'fogs 
may preventsaid lights from being seen, and sound 
the same upon the known approach of other boats, 
under the penalty of $100. `, oa 

Jt further provides, that the foregoing provisions 
shall apply to such vessel, Boat, craft, or raft, not 
only while actually running or floating, but while 
lying to, cabled, or anchored, at any place other 
than such public place’ and landings as may by 
law or regulations of corporate Cities and towns 
be appropriated for such purpose. > . 

d by this 


And also, that the penalties impos 
resolution shall be recovered in the manner speci- 
fied by the eleventh section of the act approved 
July 7, 1838, entitled «An act to provide for the 
better security of the lives of passengers on board 
of vessels propelled in whole orin part by steam.” 

And further, that the owners or masters of any 
boat, craft, vessel, or raft, as aforesaid, neglecting 
or violating the provisions of this resolution, shall 
not be entitled to recover against any other. boat, 
raft, craft, or vessel, any damages for injuries sus- 
tained, (other than those which are willful and ma- 
licious,) by collision or otherwise. , 

The bill was reported back from the Committee 
on Commerce, wih the following amendment: 

“To insert, after the word € boats, in the eighth line of 
the first section, the words ‘ or craft.” 

The question was taken on the foregoing amend- 
ment; and it was agreed to. 
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July 20, 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. 
` word ‘ bell,’? in section second, line fourth, the 
words * or, some other contrivance.” ; 

‘Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Arkansas the inquiry, whether he will not 
be likely to do away with all the good. effects of 
the bill by such.a “contrivance” —whether he 

will not weaken the means of giving an alarm, by 
leaving itto any man’s own suggestion to take any 
contrivance which he may choose? I would sug- 
gest. whether it would not be betier to limit it to 
something that will give the alarm, in order to give 
ample notice. Thatis the object, I suppose. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Iwill say to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that I offer this ‘amendment | 
at the suggestion of gentlemen who have had much ; 
more experience in these matters than T have, and 
who suggested that other means were sometimes 
adopted of late, which in some cases were found 
to be more-effectual than the ringing of a bell. 

Mr. DAVIS. ‘Then I would suggest the adop- 
tion of the words, ‘ or some means equally effect- | 
ive,” in place of those named by the Senator | 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. J will adopt those words ; 
in lieu of my proposed amendment. 

Theamendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. I propose further toamend | 

the bill, by inserting in line sixth of the first sec- 
tion, after the word “* steam,” the words ‘or 
sails,” so as to embraceall the smaller sailing craft 
that navigate those waters. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. l have one more amend- 
ment, which is to insert in section fifth, atthe sixth 
line, after the word ‘ malicious,” the words “ or 
from want of ordinary care.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I would inquire whether 
this is a proper. time to move an amendment of 
the tite of the bili? This is called a joint resolu- 
tion, while it shouldbe denominated a bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This is not 
the proper time. 

My. SEBASTIAN. Iwill, then, move to strike 
out the word ** Resolved’’ in the first section, and 
to insert the words ‘ Be it enacted;’? and also to 
strike out the word “t resolved,” in each of the suc- 
ceeding sections, and insert the word ** enacted.” 
- The amendments were agreed to. 

The resolution was then reported to the Senate 
as amended, 

Mr. CHARLTON. I would suggest to the | 
Senator from Arkansas, | Mr. Sepasriay,] that by : 
the proposed amendment, in the fifth section, it | 
seems to me the Senator is destroying the effect of | 
the words within the parenthesis. It reads, “shall |! 
‘not be entitled to recover against any other boat, 
‘raft, craft, or vessel, any damages for injuries | 
‘gustained, (other than those which are willful and 
‘malicious,) by collision or otherwise.” 

If I understand the amendment, the words “ or 
from want of ordinary care,” are added after the 
word ‘‘ malicious.” It suikes me that it should 
remain as it was, for the plain reason, that it ap- 
pears that the boat which has received the injury 
has not exercised ordinary care, and therefore 
she ought not to recover damages from the other. |: 
They ought to be upon the same footing. The |! 


i 
i 


rule of common law has always been, that if there |) 
be any neglect or fault at all on the part of the | 
boat which is injured, the party cannot recover. | 
In admiralty the ruleis to divide the loss. But I 
would suggest that, inasmuch as, in this case, the 
injured boat has not exercised the ordinary care, 
Ido not see why the owners of that boat should | 
recover from another boat which has exercised or: 
dinary care. If it is a proper time to make the | 
motion, I would move that the words, ‘or from 
want of ordinary care,” be stricken out. Ido not 
wish to embarrass the bill; but I make the motion 
so as to make the bill harmonize with the princi- | 
ples of common law. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I would suggest to the 
Senator from Georgia to let the question be taken 
on concurring in the other amendments made in 
Committee of the Whole first, and then upon this 
particular amendment by itself. 

The question was taken on concurring in the 
several amendments made in Committee of the 


the Senator from Georgia, and they were con- 


t 
curred in. i 
The question then recurred on concurring in the |! 


amendment madeby inserting the words, ** or from 


` want of ordinary care,” in the fifth section. 
Mr. CHARLTON. I do not wish to embarrass 


the bill at-all, and if the Senator from Arkansas 
prefers the section-as it is, I will not insist on my 
motion. It seems to me, however, that we should 
not concur in that amendment. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. On examining the original 
draft of the bill, it occurred to. me that the provis- 
ion as it stands was amply sufficient, because, 
where there is a wantof ordinary care technically, 
an injury may be said to be done willfully and ma- 
liciously. It was thought, however, that by add- 
ing these words, it would make the matter still 
more specific: As to the application of the bill, I 
take it for granted that the Senator from Georgia 
is mistaken, when he says that the question ap- 
plies to a boat which is injured, but which has 
not failed to comply with the provisions of this 


| act. 


‘The question was taken on concurring in the 
amendment, and it was not concurred in. 

No further amendment being offered, the bili 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. . 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS EN CALIFORNIA, 
Mr. WELLER. 1 move to postpone the prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up Senate biil 


‘by the surveyor general of California for the 
‘surveys which may be executed of any claims 
‘which have been or may be presented to the 
‘board of land commissioners for adjudication 
‘under the act of Congress, approved 3d March, 
$1851, to ascertain and settle the private land 
“claims in the State of California.” 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
considered by the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Iv provides that in the case of any and all pri- 
vate land cims which have been or may be pre- 


sented in good faith for adjudication to the board | 


of land commissioners, under the act of Congress, 
approved 3d March, 1851, “to ascertain and set- 
tle the private land ciaims in the State of Califor- 
nia,” and in which the said commissioners may 


certify to the surveyor general of California that |) 
evidence is before them that such claim or claims | 


have been presented to them in good faith and 
are docketed accordingly, it shall and may be law- 
ful for the said surveyor general, out of the sur- 
veying funds, to pay for the survey of such claims 
as have been or may be executed under his super- 
vision and direction: Provided, That upon the re- 


e | 
turn to the office of the said surveyor general of 


the field notes and plats, he shall find that such 
surveys have been correctly made. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Public Lands, with amendments—namely: to add 
several sections, and to amend the title so as to 
make it read as follows: ‘* A bill te amend an act 
‘entitled ‘An act to ascertain and settle the pri- 
‘vate land claims in the State of California,’ ap- 


‘proved March 3d, 1851, and for other pur- 


“poses.” 


The following are the additional sections pro- | 
| posed by the Committee on Public Lands to be 
! added to the bill: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the authority 


i} conferred on the. surveyor generat by the first section of this 


act, for the paymeut of surveys executed under his super- 
2 Of claims before coniirmation, shail only apply to 


such cases as the surveyor gencral, in the gradual exten- || 


sion of the lines of the public surveys shall find within the 


immediate sphere of his operations, and which he shall be ; 
satisfied ought to be-respected, and actually surveyed in | 
dvance of confirmation; and in eases of this class he : 
shalt be authorized to trace out and establish the exterior || 
lines of such private claims, closing upon their exteriors | 
the lines of the public surveys, aud according to such in- : 
structions as may be given bythe Commissioner of the ; 
| General Land Office ; and the provisions of this act shall 


not be construed as conferring any authority on the sur- 
veyor general to pay for the survey of any such private 
land claims as may be isolated trom, or disconnected with, 


the immediate line of his extension of the public surveys. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in every case in 


which the board of commissioners shali render a tinal de- 
; cision, it shall be their duty to have two certified tran- | 
i: scripts prepared of their proceedings and decision, and of | 


the papers and evidence on which the same are founded, 


i; one of which transcripts shall be filed with the clerk of the 
: proper district court, and the other shall be transmitted to į 
the Attorney General of the United States, and the filing of i 


such transcript with the clerk aforesaid shall, ipso facto, op- 


erate as an appeal for the party against whem the decision | 
of the board may be rendered; and if such decision shall į 
be against the private claimant, it shall be his duty to filea į 
notice with the clerk aforesaid, within ‘six months there- | 
after, of his intention to prosecute the appeal; and if the | 
decision shall be against the United States, it shall be the i 


No. 269, being a bill * to authorize the payment | 


duty of the Attorney General, within a like period, to cause 
a notice to be filed with the clerk aforesaid that the appeal 
will be prosecuted by the United States; and on a failure of 
either party to file such notice with the clerk aforesaid, the 
appeal shall be regarded as dismissed. ee 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That in any petition 
which may be filed by a ‘present claimant,” under the 
ninth section of the said act of the 3d of March, 1851, it 
shall and may be optional with him either to present ornot 
the “ deraignment of title”? to him from the ‘original 
claimant; and in any case in which such deraignment 
shall not be filed, and à. final decree of confirmation shall 
be rendered, such decree. shal] inure to the benefit of the 
claimant under the original grant or concession, his lawful 
assignee, or legal representatives; and any provision of the 
aforesaid act of the 3d of March, 1851, inconsistent with 
this act, be and the same is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the board of 
commissioners for the ascertaining and settling the said 
private land claims, may authorize and direct the clerks 
of the said board to superintend the taking of depositions 
to be used before the said board whenever the law agent 
cannot attend the taking thereof; the said board, upon 
the application ofany claimant, or of the law agent, under 
this act, aud the act of which this is amendatory, may 
direct a commission to issue to take depositions before 
any officer authorized by the Jaws of Calisormia to admin- 
ister oaths; in all which cases written interrogatories shall 
he filed before said board at least forty days before the time 
fixed for taking said depositions ; and cross interrogatories, 
if desired, shail be filed before said board within twenty 
days after the filing of the aforesaid interrogatories. The 
ns thus taken shall be carefully sealed up and 
transmitted, by the officer taking the same, to the secretary 
ihe said b@ard. 

Sec. 6. Andhe it further enacted, That for the purpose 
of expediting the ascertaining and settling private land 
claims in California, tlie President of the United States 
shall appoint an assistant agent, learned in. the Jaw and 
skiled in the Spanish and English languages, whose duty it 
shall be to aid and assist in the discharge of all the duties 
imposed on the ageut by the act of which this is amenda- 
tory, and his compensation shah not exceed $4,000 pet an- 
num. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Public Lands. ` 

Mr. WELLER. I move to amend the sixth 
section by striking out of the ninth line the word 
“four? and inserting-the word ‘six,’ so that 
the compensation to be allowed to the assistant 
law agent shall be six thousand dollars instead of 
four thousand, as now proposed in the bill. The 
reason why I propose the amendment is this: the 
compensation allowed to the law agent is fixed 
by the act, of which this is amendatory, at six 
thousand dollars, and the duties to be performed 
by the assistant are precisely the same as those to 
be performed by the agent himself. It is for that 
reason that I move this amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. WELLER. It willbe necessary to move 
an amendment to the fifth section proposed by 
the committee, in the seventh line. it now reads 
in this way: 

“ The said board, upon the application of any claimant, 
or-of the law agent,” &e. 

l move to insert after the word “ agent” the 
words ** or assistant agent.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to amend the bill by 
offering an additional section. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The question must first 
be taken on agreeing to- the amendments of the 
committee as amended. 

The amendments of the committee as amended 
were agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER. I now move to amend the 
bill by adding the following as an additional sec- 
tion: 

Sec. 7. And be-it further enacted, That so much of the 
thirteenth section of the act passed March 3, 1851, entitled 
* An aci to ascertain and settle private land claims in the 
State of California,” and as limits the time for the filing of 
claims, be so amended as to extend the period for present- 
ing the same two years from and after the third day of 
! March next. p 
i Mr. WELLER. This section is necessary 
| because, as the law now stands, the time for the 

| pitesentation of these claims will expire on the 3d 
of March next. It will be impossible for the 
board of commissioners to adjudicate on all the 
cases anterior to that time; and for that reason | 
propose to extend the time two years from the 3d 
of March next. ; 
- The additional section was adopted. 

Mr. WELLER. I have another section 
offer to this bill, 

‘It was.read, as follows: 
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all laws, decrees, and ordinances of the Spanish or Mexi- 
can Governments relating 
claims in California or New Mexico; and also certified 
copies of all memorials or petitions presented to the Supreme 
Government of Mexico, in relation to lands in said State 
and Territory while in possession of the said Republic; to- 
gether with all documentary evidence touching said sub- 
jeet. And further, to obtain stich other information, under 
the i 
adjusting land claims before the board organized under the 
act of 3d March, 1851. : 


Mr. GEYER. I would like to be informed 
whether this agent is to go to Mexico for the 
arpose of obtaining the muniments of titles of 
individual claimants? Or, to-what do these docu- 
ments he is directed to procure relate? - The evi- 


dences of title I should. suppose the claimants | 


themselves ought to produce. If there be any 
other documents which the agent ‘can procure, 


under‘ this section, | am not aware of it. It may | 


be important to collect and translate these evi- 


dences for the information of the Commissioners | 
and the Supreme Court of the United States, when | 


that court shall have to act on any case which 
may be brought before it; but I cannot understand 


why an agent should be sent to collect evidences i 
of title for individuals, at the expense of the Gov- | 


ernment. The language of the amendment seems 
to cover that object, and I wish to inquire whether 
it ig desirable that a public agent should be em- 
ployed for that purpose? 

Mr. PRATT. I understand that it is the ab- 
ject of my friend, the Senator from California, 
(Mr. Waxter,] to refer the bill to the Committee 
on Public Lands, after having amended it so far 


as he thinks necessary. Am I right in making 


that statement? 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir. 
Lands. That committee reported the bill, and 
these are two additional sections. 

Mr. PRATT. Then I was misinformed. 

Mr. WELLER. The testimony | expect to 
obtain by sending such a commissioner to Mex- 
ico, is designed to save expense to the Govern- 
rnent, as well as to promo 
Government in other respects, 

It is wel] known that many grants were made 
in California and New Nexico by the supreme 
Government of Mexico; and the evidence of such 
grants 
search in vain for it in California. 
therefore, to send an 
of ascertaining the prec 
grants, for I know that some have been made by 
the supreme Government of Mexico, of which we 
have no evidence at all in California. I am afraid, 
also, that the time will come when evidence will 


be manufactured in Mexico, for the purpose of | 
California which have no ` 


bolstering up titles in 
real foundation, The sooner, therefore, you send 
an agent to Mexico, the sooner you will ascertain 
the facts in regard to the evidence that may be 
there, and the better you will secure the interests 
of our own Government. If you obtain nothing 
by sending out this agent, except the fact that 


there is nothing there at all, you will save an im- į 
mense amount to the Government, for l| am much i 
afraid that titles will be manufactured in that | 


country. The object of the amendment, therefore, 
is to send persons 
all decrees and ordinances th e 
passed by the Mexican Government, in relation 


io these lands, and to obtain copies of all memo- 


rials presented to that Government, touching these 


grants, Histo supply that testimony which we 
cannot obtain elsewhere, 


of these cases, 


procure. 

Mr. GWIN. 
turely considered. 
Attorney : 
proved by one of the judges o 
the Secretary of the Interior, 
mittee on Finance. I 


stice in the decision of claim 
I have authority for saying, 
oned decisions 1 
years, 


ju 
nia. 
Court has postp 
cases in other States for 
such information as will 


to be collected by this section, 


Supreme Court, the appeals on land elaims from 


to, or affecting, land titles or 


direction of the Attorney General, as may be useful im 


i I do not propose 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Public 


te the interests of the 


you must obtain in Mexico—you may | 

I propose, | 
agent there for the parpose ; 
ise character of these | 


to Mexico to procure copies of | 
at may have been j, 


and that in the decision 
these commissioners may have be- 
fore them ull the evidence which it is possible to 


‘This proposition has been ma- 
It has been submitted to the 
General of the United States, and ap- 
f the Supreme Court, 
and also by the Com- 
have no doubt of the abso- 
lute necessity of this evidence, in order to secure į 
sto land in Califor- : 
that the Supreme 
n important land | 
for the want of 
be collected, if this sec- 
tion of the bill passes. And] have reason to know, | 
that unless the laws, or inances, &¢., authorized : 
are furnished to the 


H 

{| California will remain on the- docket for. years. 
The Supreme Court cannot decide upon a title, 
until all the evidences of title, and the laws under 
which they originated, are collected in the form 
proposed in this bill. In similar cases in other 
States, the court has refused to take them up for 
years, for want of such evidences of titles as it is 
now proposed to obtain. + | ; 

Mr. DAVIS.. Lf I understand the proposition 
precisely, it is the same which has once been be- 
fore the Senate. I then listened to the discussion 
which took place, and I was very well satished 
that some measure of this description ought to. be 
|| taken, for the obvious reason that the initiation of 
land titles is, to some extent, among the records 
of the Republic of Mexico, as I understand. 
There is no means of tracing up such titles to their 
origin except through these records. That is ap- 
plicable, as I understand, toa certain extent, to 
titles in California. Is that so? . 

Mr. WELLER. It is so. 

Mr. DAVIS. It is indispensable, if the courts 
are to be called upon to decide these questions of 
title, that the evidence should be produced; and I 
think it is more convenient to obtain that evidence 
now, and,as the Senator from California [Mr. 
Weer] suggests, more safe that the titles should 
be investigated early, and that these documents, 
or copies of them, should be obtained and should 
be in the possession of the proper authorities in 
this country, to be disposed of as the public exi- 
gency may require. ft seems to me eminently 
judicious and wise that this proposition should be 
carried out; and 
some foundation for the suggestion thrown outby 


ters are teft to be managed according to the wits 
of men, it is not improbable that false papers may 
be manufactured in the Republic of Mexico, and 
become a source of serious difficulties hereafter. 
I think it is safer, and indeed that it is mdispensa- 
ble, that we should have this evidence in the early 
stages of the settlement of those countries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. Was this bill reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands? 
HO Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should be very glad to hear 
some explanation of it. 
A Senaror, The 
; Committee on Private Land Claims, 


in the chair.) The Chait understands that the 
bill was first referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims; that committee was discharged from 
its further consideration, and it was then referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. WELLER. Thew 
Committee on Public Lands, with the exception 
of two sections which L have had added to it. 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, the bill, as ori- 
ginally presented to the Senate, and referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands, consisted of but a 
single section. ‘The object of that section was to 
secure payment for certain surveys in reference to 
private land clairas in California. The committee 
added a clause in reference to that section, to act 
| asa limitation upon it as originally introduced. 
The bill, as it now stands, as reported by the 
Committee on Public Lands, limits the payment 
out of the public 
known as the surveying 
and that is, to the survey 0 
the private land claims when the private claims lie 
within the region where the public survey is going 
on. 
survey to those original claims under the Spanish 
and Mexican grants to be found. The conse- 
quence is, that in making the surveys, running 
the township lines, and other lines, where the 
land is subdivided in that country, the surveyor 


Ja portion of country embraced within a private 
claim; and he can have no knowledge of that sub- 
ject until the exterior lines be in some manner as- 
certained. 

"There was an application here to cause surveys 
to be made of all the private claims whenever they 
were presented to the board of commissioners. 
But the committee thought that, in one elass o 
cases to which I have already referred, it was ne 
| cessary that there should be some surveys, and 
‘that there need be none. in other classes. They 
ii have, therefore, confined the surveys to cases 


MAE I 


l apprehend, too, that there is ; 


the Senator from California, and that if these mat- | 


bill was referred to the | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norms | 


hole bill eamefrom the | 


Treasury, or out of what is | 
fund, to asingle instance, |) 
fthe exterior limits of |! 


There are no actual marks or monuments of |}; 


has no means of ascertaining when he arrives at || 


where the private land claim is within the imme- 
diate vicinity of the. surveys which are now pro 
gressing under the direction of the surveyor gen- 
| eral; so that when, in surveying a- large tract: of 
| country into townships, & private claim is found 
| to lie in the vicinity, an application.is made to the 
| board, before whom the claim is presented,-and 
i the exterior dine 

‘tained by the surveyors, 

| that. line-in making the: exterior survey. It is 
| true; that when the claim is finally adjusted, it 
| may be that: these lines .of exterior survey may. 
not be found to be the true lines of. the granty: but 
it will be perceived -at once-that the necessity. of 
| something of this kind is manifest. from this fact, 
i that otherwise the surveys of the. public'lands 
would be continued across the private land claims., 
It will cost more money to continue the surveys 
| across the private land claims, than to arrest them 
and survey the exterior boundary, and then close 
the lines upon the ‘exterior survey. And that is 
| the whole object and design of the bill. ; 

[t is not surprising that difficulties. should be 
found both to private. claimants and the public 
surveyors, in carrying on the surveys under these 
circumstances; but, by limiting it in this manner, 
it is believed that there will be much less expense 
mon there would. be if any other course were pur- 
sued, 5 

The bill provides, as I before remarked, for 
payment from the. surveying fund, that-is, from 
the public Treasury, only in those ‘cases which I 
have mentioned. The large class of private claims 
which are scattered over the country, from one 
end to the other, not in the immediate vicinity of 
the surveys now progressing, of course will not 
| come under the provisions. of this bill, as surveys 
will not there be made. aA 

There is another provision made by the com- 
mittee in reference to appeals to be taken from the 
decision of the hoard of commissioners on pri- 
vate land claims. It proposes to extend the time 
of taking appeals.” The object of the provision 
in that respect is to secure greater facilities for 
appeals to be taken in those cases and to enable 
the parties to come up directly. It requires the 
action of the board, in preparing the papers ne- 
cessary to take the appeal before the court where 
| it may finally come to a decision, before the Su- 
preme Court. The magnitude of these claims is 
evidently such that a large portion of them must 
inevitably be decided by the judicial tribunals of 
the couniry. My own opinion is, that the greater 
the facilities afforded for a decision before’ the 
court of Jast resort, the better it will be both for 
the public interests and for the claimants. 


| 
\ 
t 
| 


is surveyed—the lihe is. ascer- 


I do 
not believe that they can be settled in any other 
manner. * 

There is also a provision introduced which re- 
peals the operation of the former Jaw requiring a 
| deraignment of title to be produced in all instances 
| before the board. It was found to be a matter of 
| very little consequence to securing the rights of- 
jj parties apd the public, and at the same time it 
was found to be attended ‘with very great incon- 
venience, and, in many instances, enormous: €X- 
pense to the claimant. These are the main fea- 
tures of the bill as it is presented. ' 

Mr. WELLER. There ig another important 
amendment:reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands, and which is, in my judgment, very neces- 
i sary to the execution of the law of March 3,1851. 
| It is in regard to the taking of testimony. The 
Lact of 1851 provides that testimony may be taken 
H 


before the board, or before any member thereof. 
Now, the act of 1851 gives to the board of com- 
‘ missioners all the vitality they have; and when 
that act attempts to point out a particular manner 
in which testimony may be taken it cannot be taken 
in any other way. One of the amendments pro- 
; posed by the Committee on Public Lands is, that 
| depositions may be taken, upon interrogatories and 
i cross-interrogatories, before any person author- 
t 

{ 


; ized by the laws of the State of California to ad- 
| minister oaths. : 
| There isa difference of opinion upon this subject. 
‘| There are some persons who believe, that under 
: the law of 1851, testimony could have been taken 
in this way. But the general opinion of the pro- 
fession has been, and the opinion of the board is, 
‘that testimony could only be taken before the 
i board, or some member thereof. Now, aa a con- 
i, sequence resulting from that practice, jt sometimes 
i| requiresteight or ten days to take the deposition of 
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a single’ witness. Oftentimes these- witnesses are 
in a distant part of the State, old-and infirm, ‘and: 
the board sit in the city of San Francisco; so 
that it was utterly impossible. to bring “witnesses 
from the greater. portion of the State, in order to 
have their testimony taken. > a 

The amendment to which I allude obviates that 
difficulty, by authorizing the taking of depositions, 
by interrogatories filed, in any portion of the State, į 
before any person who is authorized by the laws 
of the State to administer oaths, It is of the greatest 
importance, in my judgment, that that provision 
of the bill should be passed at once, in order to 
enable the board of commissioner’ to facilitate the 


business of adjusting these claims. © fi 
The-bill was reported to the Senate as amended. | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The question 
is on concurring in the amendments made in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr: GEYER. 
be reserved,.and that the question be taken sepa- 
rately upon it. 

Mr. FELCH. 
made to the sixth section, as reported by the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, as to the salary of the assist- 
ant Jaw agent, be reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If such is the | 
pleasure of the Senate, the question on those 
amendments will be reserved. 

Mr. PRATT. ‘There is one section inthe bill, 
as reported by the committee, ‘to which I ask the 
attention of my friends from California. It strikes 
me that it would be extremely injudiciou’ to adopt 
the principle which is contained in the section to 
which Iallude. Under the origivial.act; testimony | 
could only be taken before one of the commis- 
sioners. The land in California either belongs to 
the United States, or it belongs to individuals. 
For the protection of the United States, it was pro- 
vided in the original act, that testimony, in refer- | 
ence to the title to private claims, should only be 
taken before one of the commissioners. The bill, 
as reported by the committee, proposes to alter the 
original act, by allowing testimony to be taken in 
the country, before any one authorized to adminis- 
ter an oath—before a justice of the peace, a notary 
publie, or anybody else—upon interrogatories filed 

y the claimant, 

Now, suppose a case arises. A valuable terri- 
tory is in question. It belongs to the United 
States, unless it bélongs to some private claimant. 
The private claimant, instead of taking his testi- 
mony, as the original law provided, before the 
officers appointed by the United States, is author- 
ized by this bill, if it passes, to go before some 
justice of the peace, file his interrogatories, and 
the United States will not be represented, unless 
it be upon interrogatories filed. Theanswers taken 
in this way before these magistrates, are to be re- 
turned as evidence of the title of these private 
individuals. T apprehend a great deal of evil will 
result to the. United States from this course of ex- 
amination. The Government, in nine cases ont 
of ten, will not be represented at all; and this will | 
put it in the power of private claimants to collect 
only such testimony as may be collected to cor- 
robarate their own claim, which will be deter- 
mined in this way. There will not ordinarily be 
any cross-interrogubories filed at all. There will 
be no examination with regard to the credibility 
of witnesses, and the United States will not be 
protected at all by the clause which has been 
adopted. I therefore ask that the vote be taken 
separately on that section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would suggest that it would be better to take the 
question on each amendment separately; and then 
Senators can discuss each as it comes up. 

Several Senators. Agreed! 

The amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole, as the second, third, and fourth sections, 
were concurred in. 

The next amendment, made as in Committee of 
the Whole, was read, as follows: 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the board of 
commissioners for the ascertaining and settling the said pri- 
vate land claims may authorize and direct the clerks of the 
said board to superintend the taking of depositions to be 
used before the said hoard whenever the jaw agent or as- 
sistant agent cannot attend the taking thereof. The said 
board, upon the application of any claimant, or of the law 
agent, under this act and the act of which this is amend- 
atory, may direct a commission to issue to take depositions 
before any officer authorized by the laws of California to 


adininister oaths ; in all which cases written interrogatories 
shail be filed before said board at least forty day$ before the | 


I ask that the last amendment į 


Task also that the amendment | 


tiine fixed for taking said depositions; aud cross-interrog- 
atories if desired, shall -be filed before said board within 
iwenty days after the filing of the aforesaid interrogatories. 
The depositions: thus-taken- shall be carefully sealed up, 
and transmitted by the officer taking the same, to the sec- 
retary of the said board.” ae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. . The question 
is on concurring in this amendment. 

Mr.-PRATT. Phat is the section to which 
my objection obtains. I notice, from the reading 
of it, that there is an-additional objection. to it, 
which Pdid not urge before... By the original act, 
there was adaw officer of the. Government who 
was toxtake this testimony—who was to be pres- 
ent, in order to examine and cross-examine wit- 
nesses who wéreto be produced on the pact of the 
private claimants.. Now, ‘the amendment pro- 


| poses to.alter the act of 1851 by substituting any 


one of the clerks of the board in place of the law 
agent of the Government. That is an additional 
objection, it seems to me, to the one which I urged 
a short time ago. The act of 1851 was intended 
to protect the Government, first, by the appoint- 
ment of a law agent, who should be the law officer 
of the Government, to conduct this examination; 
secondly, that the examination itself should be 
taken before the commissioners appointed by the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. resident, I confess I 
have not been able to discover the force of the 
objection urged by the honorable Senator from 
Maryland against the fifth section of the bill, un- 
less it be admitted that à man is much more apt 
to commit perjury in the State courts than in the 
Federal courts. I cannot discover tfere is any 
force in hisargument, unless it be admitted that 
this board of commissioners, being Federal ofi- 
cers, have the power to administer an oath in such 
a way thata man would not be so apt to commit 
perjury as if that oath were administered by one 
of the State judges. Now, what is there in the 
amendmerft? It is simply a proposition that this 
testimony, which is to be introduced before the 
board of land commissioners, shall be taken under 
oath—ihatall thesolemnities which the law usually 
imposes upon human testimony shall be imposed 
upon that upon which the commissioners are called 
to adjudicate these claims. Under the old law 
there isa provision that the testimony shall be 
taken before the board of commissioners, or some 
member thereof, in the presence of the law agent. 
The effect of that provision was, that you could 
only take one deposition at a time, because there 


being but one law agent, he was compelled to be 


present at the taking of the whole testimony. 
Oftentimes ten, and in some cases, to my own 
knowledge, fifteen days were consumed in the 
taking of a single deposition. If they were to go 
on in that way under the old law, I venture the 
prediction that it would take at least fifteen years 
to pass upon the land titles which have been al- 
ready presented to the board. 

The object of this amendment which is pro- 
posed by the Committee on Public Lands, is sim- 
ply to authorize the taking of testimony before 
any tribunal authorized by the laws of the State 
of California to administer oaths. The section 
provides that thelaw agent or assistant law agent— 
for you create one under this bill—shall be present 
at the taking of these depositions; or, in the dis- 
cretion of the board of commissioners, one of the 
clerks may be authorized to superintend the taking 
of that testimony. What is the objection to that? 
If this bill passes, there will be a law agent and 
assistant law agent. Thereare already five clerks. 
Any one of these clerks may be deputized by the 
board of commissioners to attend before any per- 
son authorized to take testimony in any portion 
of the State of California, 

I apprehend that these land commissioners, 
looking to the interests of the General Govern- 
ment, will take care to send the law agent, or as- 
sistant law agent, or some competent person, to 
take the testimony, wherever testimony is to be 
taken which is material in the adjudication of a 
claim. Suppose a claim be presented—and there 
are many of them—from the county of San Diego, 
the extreme southern county of the State, portions 
of it lying at a distance of eight hundred miles 
from San Francisco, where the board of commis- 
sioners meet. 
section of the State, whose testimony is important 
only to prove the possession of the property on 
the part of the claimant, or some other matter, 
which-is not very material as to the title. That 


| vate claimants. 


Suppose there are witnesses in that. 


witness may be an old or-infirm person, and it 
may be utterly impossible for the claimant to get 
him up: to ‘the city of San Francisco, where the 
land commissioners are in session, and that claim- 
ant must :then necessarily be deprived of the ben- 
efit of this testimony. Now, is there any: justice 
in that? If there be an officer in that portion of 
California—in San Diego: county—who is au- 
thorized to. administer oaths, wherefore, I ask, 
is there any impropriety in filing interrogatories, 


| and cross-interrogatories. before the board of com- 


missioners, and: ordering that testimony to: be 
taken ?- ë 

The Senator from Maryland says that the ob- 
ject of the original provision was to guard against 
perjury. You can guard against perjury as well 
by nequiring the party to swear before the local 
authorities as before the Federal authorities. . I 
know that all the profession who have been en- 
gaged in this business in the city of San Francisco, 
have petitioned for this very amendment which is 
now proposed by the Committee on Public Lands. 
{ have seen a memorial, signed by every one of 


| the counsel who are now engaged in the prosecu- 


tion of these claims before the. board of land 
commissioners, and signed, also, by the law 


agent, calling upon this Government so to amend 


the Jaw.as to make the act of 185] a practicable 
one. From my own knowledge of the transaction 
of business before the board, I may well say that, 
unless this amendment be made to the law—if you 
continue to take the depositions under the act of 
1851, fifteen or twenty years will be necessarily 
consumed in the adjustment of these land claims. 
Of course, it is to the interest, not only of the Fed- 
eral Government, but of the State Government, 
that all questions connected with the title to lands 
in California, should be settled as speedily as pos- 
sible. It is to the interest of the Government; it 
is to the interest of the emigrant, who is daily set- 
tling on these lands, which may be owned by pri- 
It is, therefore, in order to facili- 
tate the settlement of these claims—in order that 


| these questions may be decided at once, that it be- 


comes necessary to authorize depositions to be 
taken in some other way than that provided by 
the old law. : 

.Mr. GWIN: Iam not opposed to this section 
of the bill, but I think it proper that I should ex- 
plain why the act of 3d of March, 1851, is sup- 
posed. to. have proved deficient, and requires the 
amendment proposed. It was expected, when 
that law passed, that the board of commissioners 
would go through the country; that they would 
go where these land claims were. The first thing 


j which they did when they got to California, was 


to decide that they would remain at San Fran- 

cisco, inasmuch as the Government had not made 

any provision to pay their expenses for holding 

genious of the board in various portions of the 
tate, 

The delegation of the State applied to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and have finally obtained 
an order for the commissioners to go from point 
to point, to accommodate the land claimants, as 
they should, and no doubt would have, done at 
first, but for the unwise economy of the last Con- 
gress in failing to allow the necessary expenses of 
the board, It was proposed as an amendment to 
the act of the 3d of March, 1851, by a Senator 
from Missouri, (Mr. Benton,] no longer a mem- 
ber of this body, that the board should be required 
to hold sessions at various specified points in the 
State; but [looked upon it so much as a matter 
of course that the President would require them 
to hold their sessions where the claims were, that 
I opposed the amendment. I did not think it pos- 
sible that any board of commissioners would come 


to any other conclusion but that they were to 
‘travel through the country wherever the claims 


were; but it seems that the present board did come 
to another conclusion, and it was with great diffi- 
culty we could get an order for them to go from 
one part of the State to another. The former 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Benton] proposed an 
amendment to the act above referred to, making it 
the duty of the board of commissioners to sit at 
San Diego, Los Angeles, Santa Barbara, Mon- 
terey, San José, Sonoma, and other places, and 
take testimony; but that was. notagreed to by the 
Senate for the reasons above stated. I presumed, 
at that time, that the President would conceive 
this to be the duty of the commissioners; and 
issue orders accordingly. They have not traveled 
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over the country; and hence, 1 am in favor of in- 
creasing the number of officers to some limited 
extent, before whom the testimony may be safely 
taken; but I am entirely opposed to. any construc- 
tion of the original law that will release the Pres- | 
ident from the obligation of ordering the commis- 
sioners to hold their sessions in various sections | 
of the State. 70 

As my colleague has stated, a number of mem- 
bers of the bar of San Francisco have petitioned. 
for an increase of thé number of- officers before 
whom testimony may be taken. No doubt these | 
gentlemen would like very much to have the board | 
sitall the time in San Francisco, because they | 
would then get control of the business before the | 
commission; but when.the commissioners go from | 
one section of the State to another, the difficulty li 
which the board has labored under, while sitting | 
at San Francisco, will be, ina great degree, re- 
moved. Atthe same time, I am in favor of ex- | 
tending the power of taking testimony to other |: 
officers, as my colleague has proposed, with secure 
guards to provide against loosely taking evidence | 
that may be produced to confirm fraudulent claims. ii 
I shall not oppose his proposition, but 1 have 
thought it proper to state why there was a limita- 
tion in the original léw. That limitation was in- 
serted with the understanding: that the board of | 
commissioners .would zo from point to point | 
throughoutthe State, and would not renderitneces- | 
sary to bring witnesses from great distances, and 
for the additional reason that there should be the | 
most rigid examination, when oral testimony or į 
unofficial papers were necessary to sustain a claim | 
for land. Too many guards cannot be thrown | 
round the taking of testimony of this kind. Land | 
claims that rest in whole or in part upon oral or | 
unofficial written testimony, should be passed upon 
with the greatest caution. À 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, it was my mis- 
fortune, perhaps, in the course of the remarks | 
which I made, to be not understood by my honor- 
able friend from California, [Mr. WELLER.] 
will, however, endeavor to make myself under- 
stood by the Senate. The original law attempted | 
to protect the United States by two means—first, 
that all the examinations of testimony should 
be taken before commissioners appointed by the 
United States; and secondly, that the examination 
of witnesses should be conducted by the law officers 
of the Government. l 

Now, the proposition upon our table to which 
I object, annuls both of these muniments of pro- 
tection which were thrown around the United 
States by theoriginal act; for in place of the board 
of commissioners taking testimony, it is to be 
taken before any magistrate, or any person au- 
thorized by the laws of California to administer 
an oath. In the next place, the examination of 
witnesses is to be conducted, under the proposed | 
amendment, by any clerk of the board, instead of | 
a law officer of the Government. I submit to the | 
good sense of the Senate whether there is not force | 
in the objection that the United States are not pro- į 
tected by this mode of examination as they were | 
protected by the original law? Will any one tell | 

ination taken beforea magistrate, | 


me that an examina’ 
a one-sided examination, to which the United 
Statesare not parties at all, and where they are 
not represented by anybody, or if represented, | 
where they are represented by a clerk not a law- | 
yer—a person not capable of making an examina- 
tion is as reliable as one under the original law? E| 
do not say that the witnesses will be more apt to | 
commit perjury by being examined before a State | 
tribunal, than before a Federal tribunal; but by į 
having a cross 
law officer of the Government ine. 
formation which may be important to the United — 
States; you may be able to get, in legal form, in} 
this way, the precise facts of the case. That is | 
revented if you pass the amendment to which I| 
hive made objection, If that amendment be 
adopted, any private claimant: in California can | 
go before istrate in any remote part of the | 


a magi 4 
State, eight. hundred or one thousand miles away | 
from where the board sits, collect his witnesses, | 
and havean ex parte examination there; and thatis | 
to he returned as the evidence of title upon the part | 
of the individual as against 
Would not the United States be better protected | 
if that examination were conducted before a.com- l 

1 

i 


missioner and by the law officers appointed by 


the United States? Now, if my honorable friend 


i| showed that the testimony was immaterial. Often- 


-examination made in person by the i 
, you may get in- . 


the United States. i 


j i $ 
cannot see the force of the objection, I think it is 


| thus taken is or is not of importance; and, if they i 


| find by the interrogatories that the testimony is to 


not my fault, but his. - : . j 

‘Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, | do not think 
that Í misunderstood the honorable Senator from 
Maryland. The amendment simply authorizes 
the board of commissioners to direct one of the 
clerks.of the board, whenever the law ‘agent or 
the assistant law agent cannot attend to the taking 
of depositions, to attend and take them. I be- 
lieve there are five clerks of this board, and they 
are all gentlemen of the legal profession; they are 
alllawyers; they are all, I apprehend, competent 
to elicit the truth upon the examination of a wit- 
ness. And, in order to guard against this loose 
manner of taking testimony, to which the Senator 
alluded, there isa provision that the interroga- 
tories and cross-interrogatories shall be filed be- 
fore the board of commissioners within a certain 
time. 

Now, supposé that, upon the filing of these in- 
terrogatories and cross-interrogatories, the fact is 
discovered that the testimony of the witness. is 
not very material; that it relates to the mere ques- 
tion whether the party occupied the premises at a 
particular date. In that case the board of com- 
missioners would say at once, ‘4 It is unnecessary 
to send our Jaw agent theres it is unnecessary to 
send either of these clerks there.” But if, upon 
the filing of those interrogatories, it appears that 
the tesumony about to be taken was material, and 
might affect seriously the interest of the Govern- 
ment, the board of commissioners, representing 
the Government, would take care that the law 
agent, or some competent person, should be dis- 
patched to take that testimony. 

1 ask the gentleman what fraud can be practiced 
here? The board of commissioners are there for 
the purpose of watching the interests of this Gov- 
ernment. There is the law agent; there is the as- 
sistant law agent. Whenever these interrogato- 
ries show upon their face—and they have to be 
filed forty days before the deposition is taken— 
that the testimony about to be introduced is ma- 
terial, is it not reasonable to suppose, that these 
commissioners, looking to the interests of the Gov- 
ernment, will be careful to send an agent fully 
qualified to take the testimony? This 1s the ob- 
jection which the gentleman urges; and i hold that 
there is no force in his argument, unless it be ad- 
mitted that there is something peculia” about the 
imposition of an oath by a Federal judge, which 
does not apply ge State judge. Jf the testimony 
of a witness is to be taken in the county of Los 
Angeles, or in the county of San Diego, the ma- 
teriality of the testimony will be shown to the 
board of commissioners by the filing of the inter- 
rogatories; and it is the duty of the agent of the 
Government to superintend the taking of the tes- 
timony, if he holds that the interests of the Gov- 
ernment are about to be involved. What is the 
objection to that? 

The section provides, that the board of com- 
missioners ** may authorize and direct” the clerks 
of the board to superintend the taking of the testi- 
mony—they “‘may’’doit, l suppose they would 
exercise the discretion which is vested in them 
by this fifth section, whenever the interrogatories: 


times testimony is introduced as a mere matter of 
form, A large mass of testimony will sometimes 
be introduced before the commissioners, which is 
not material in deciding upon the justice or the 
injustice of the claim. In all such cases, where 
the testimony is a mere matter of form, or where 


the fact to be elicited is immaterial, as a matter of |! 


course, an examination could as well be conducted 
by one of the clerks as by the law agent. If you 
have five clerks, and they professional men, and 
two law agents, and they learned in the law, and 
skilled in the Spanish language, as this act re- 
quires, I hold that the interests of this Government 
will be sufficiently guarded, and that there will be 
no danger of fraud being perpetrated by private 
claimants. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, by what partic- 
ular practice known to California, my friend from 
California infers that these commissioners could 
ascertain the importance of testimony, before that 


testimony was taken, T leave it to the Senate to i! 


The answer of the Senator to my argu- | 
that these commissioners will know, by 
rogatories filed, whether the testimony 


judge. 
ment is, 
the inter 


| may lead us int 


i 
| 
! 


be important; they will'send the Jaw agent to make 
the ‘examination. °° Now, how on earth they are 
to ascertain, from the filmg of the interrogatories, 
whether the testimony is or ‘is’ hot-to he import- 
ant, ! frankly admit that Icannot conceive: Here: 
would be the interrogatories: “ Doyou'kiow such 
a tract of land?” < ‘Have you any knowledge in’ 
reference to the title to that land??? ‘These are in- 
terrogatories which will probably-be put in‘every 


‘case. How could the commissioners understands. 


by the filing of such- interrogatories, that the tes- 
timony would:or-would not: be of importance? “4 
There is another objection to thé amendment, 
to which I desire the attention of the colleague 
[Mr. Gwin] of my worthy friend from Californias 
Under the present law, these commissioners tre. 
obliged to go into the different sections of the State - 
for the purpose of adjudicating these land titles. 
Now, I submit that, practically, this amendment 
will repeal that obligation. The commissioners 
sitnow in San Francisco. If, then, they are te 
take testimony by interrogatories in different: por- 
tions of the State, there will“ beno necessity for 


| them to go into-different portions of.the States Tf 


this provision is made, of course they will not go’ 
to the great inconvenience of. traveling eight hun- 
dred or a thousand miles; because, if the amend- 
ment be adopted, there will be no necessity for it; *- 
but they will sit permanently in San Francisco, 
and have migratory clerks, magistrates, and so 
on, who are to settle and bind the United States 
as regards the title to, this valuable territory in 
California. [do think that this proposition ought 
not to prevail. Eos : 

Mr. DAWSON. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tors from California whether it would not. bebet- 
ter to postpone the further consideration, of this 
subject, and allow time for the introduction of-a 
clause into the bill—in lieu of the one proposing 
a change in the manner of taking testimony—so 
as to require of the board of commissioners to sit 
in various parts of the State. 

Mr. PRATT. That is the law now. ; 

Mr. WELLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; 
it is not the law now. 

Mr. PRATT. I understoo' 
colleague to say that it was. A 

Mr. WELLER. No, sir; he said that an order 
had been given by the President to that effect. 

Mr. GWIN. | The President of the United 
States can order the commissioners wherever he 
pleases. When the original bill was under con- 
sideration, a Senator from Missouri [Mr..Benton} 
proposed that the commissioners should sit in 
certain districts, naming them. He proposed to 
make it imperative on them. I stated’ at the time 
thet I was confident the President would order 
them to these points. In his amendment, Mr. 
Benton named the time and place of assembling 
the board, and I know great inconvenience might 
result from having the board sit at one place at a 
time when it might be proper to order it to another. 
But the commissioners determined to sit at San 
Francisco until provision was made to pay their 
expenses for traveling from place to place, and it 
was with great difficulty the California delegation 
could obtain an order for them to go from.one 
part of the State to another. F f 

Mr. DAWSON. My objectis to introduce a 
provision satisfactory to the State of California, 
and that I think can be done only by dividing the 
State off into districts, and requiring the commis- 


d the gentleman 8 


| sioners togo on circuit from place to place for so 


many days, or 80 many months, in order that the 
witnesses may all he brought before the commis- 
sioners. This mode of introducing testimony by 
way of interrogatories is an innovation upon the 
established rule. It is. very often deceptive, and 
o error. 

The reason why the section alluded to was in- 
troduced in the original bill two years since was 
this: California was settied by a population whose 
language we did not understand, and the charac- 
ter of whose people, before our race went there, 
we did not well know, Take such a tract of land 
as the Mariposa grant: Suppose the testimony 
upon which it should be decided in favor of a 
private claimant should be taken before an alcalde 
La Mexican, who did not understand a word of 
the English language, who could not translate the 
Spanish language into English, so that it could be 
communicated to the board of commissioners. It 
was to avoid any misinterpretation by the person 
-who should be appointed linguist, as well as that 
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the facts might be fairly presented before the com- 
missioners, that the Senate, at that- time, settled 
. down on this idea: The commission. will be com- 
posed of competent. gentlemen who will andèr- 
stand the Spanish language in some degree. 
Having the witnesses before them, they.can soon 
see their character and ascertain the reliability to 
be placed upon them, and the Government will 
thus be protected against combinations. 
My friend, the junior Senator from California, 
[Mr. Weter,] hinted that there were various | 
vittles which might be manufactured. there: We 
all know that is the case in every new country. 
All these titles have.to be investigated, or they 
may be imposed upon the United States so as to 
supersede our just rights... This may be done by 
combinations of men; and: when these titles are to 
be sustained, the combination will be ready with 
their witnesses; and unless we make proper pro- 
visions there will be no opportunity of discover- 
ing these transactions. ` I do not make any charge 
against California, but we know. these things do 
occur, and the object we had in view when we 
passed the original bill was to prevent such things. 
I go this far: I will appropriate any amount of 
money that may be necessary to authorize these 
commissioners to go from place to place, to make 
if convenient to the State of California. I am | 
sure that the senior Senator from California, [Mr. | 
Gwin,] from the suggestions that he made, is in | 
favor of ‘the position which I occupy. Make 
these commissioners travel over the State of Cal- 
ifornia, increase their salary, and pay the cost of 
their transportation, if you will. Require them 
to go from point to point; to sit from time to time | 
-at different places, and see the men who are to 
‘testify against the rights of the United States. 
- Weshould relax no rule by which testimony is 
to be obtained. We should endeavor to get at 
the truth. The plan proposed in this aendment 
seems to me to.be a very lax one. I do not know 
that there is so loose a method of obtaining testi- 
mony in any State. There are no questions half 
so important to the Government as those which ! 
will arise in California. Millions of acres claimed | 
under Spanish and Mexican grants will be sub- 
mitted by claimants for adjudication before these 
commissioners. The better plan, I think, is to | 
arrange the matter in such a way that there can i 
be no imputation against the honesty of the par- l 
| 


ties, and where a decision shall be made satisfac- 
tory toall. Iagain repeat, that I think it would | 
be better to postpone this bill until to-morrow. If; 
it be postponed Ï shall be willing to vote to take it | 
up at any moment, and agree to a section such as || 
l have suggested to meet the views of the senior 
Senator from California. : 
Mr. WELLER. 1 cannot see what will be | 
gained by postponing the further consideration of |} 
the subject until to-morrow. Nor can I see how 
the taking of testimony before one of. the land 
commissioners is better calculated to elicit the | 
truth than testimony taken before any other per- 
son. My friend from Georgia assumes (for it is | 
a mere assumption) that these land commission- || 
ers understand the Spanish language. Why, sir, | 
they know nothing of the Spanish language. I 4 
admit they ovght to knowit. I believe further, : 
that none of the three land commissioners know ; 


testimony were taken before some person entirely |! 
ignorant of that language; but in this particular '! 
case there is no force in the argument, for the rea- | 
son that these land commissioners do not ander- | 
stand that language. i 

If it be the desire of any considerable portion , 
of the Senate to postpone the consideration of the | 
subject to some future day, or if there be any Sen- !! 
ator who desires to examine this particular ques- 


-and I cannot consent to let the bill go over merely 


ject, I might be able to demonstrate that there is 


hesitate to give my consent; but I do confess that 
I am oftentimes very much inclined to doubt the 
friendship of the Senator from Georgia, so far as 
California is concerned. I am very much in- 
clined: to doubt: his liberality towards California, 


on his request.. 

Mr. DAWSON. I am very sorry that my 
friend from California should intimate that I have 
been illiberal to that State. No one is disposed to 
be more liberal than myself. I would like to know 
what the honorable Senator. understands by lib- 
erality to his own State? Has: he thought for a 
moment of the extent of the liberal grants to that 
State? She has possession of all_of the public 
lands, and all of the gold mines, just as much as 
if we had said to her, ‘Take them, if you please.”’ 
We have not limited her—we have not restricted 
her by any law of the United States. We have 
passed almost every: bill which the Senators for 
that State have presented, and I have voted for a 
great many of them; but when you come and ask 
us to violate a principle which goes to consum- 
mate, as I believe, a great deprivation of therights 
of the United States, I must interpose. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I should be 
very sorry, at this late hour of the day, to enter 
into a discussion as to the liberality of Congress, 
or the Executive branch of the Government, to- 
wards California. If I should go into that sub- 


no State in this Union which kas been more shame- 
fully neglected than the State of California. Itis 
true there has been sometimes liberality upon the 
part of Congress; but whenever there has been 
liberality here, the conduct of the Executive De- 
partment of the Government has been such as to 
rob us of all the fruits of that liberality. Nearly 
two years ago Congress made a liberal appropria- 
tion for the construction of light-houses upon the 
Pacific coast. Not a dollar of it has been expended 
by the Executive Department of the Government. 
Some three or four weeks ago, for the first time, 
a contract was entered into for the construction of 
those light-houses; and yet the Senator from Geor- 
gia asserts that the Federal Government has been ! 
extremely liberal to the people of California! 
Why, sir, you have done nothing towards their 
custom-house. You are collecting more than three 
millions of revenue per annum there, and you 
have not yet taken the necessary steps to protect. 
the commerce on that coast, orggive to California | 
even a custom-house or a marfRe hospital. You 
sent an agent out there, and he went about the 
country for a considerable time, and then came 
back; but nothing was done. 

You have left the people of California to pro- || 
tect themselves against the Indians. You have had 
as many as eight men stationed at the mouth of 
the Gila, to afford protection to the great body of | 
emigrants, and people on the frontier; and all this | 
the Senator from Georgia considers is extreme 
liberality! Now, I confess that although my |! 
friend from Georgia has a great appearance of || 
candor and liberality, so far as California is con- |; 
cerned, I have not yet found, when it came to 
acts, that that Senator backed his words. He has 
not at all times stood by us as I desired he should. 
I say thig with all proper respect. I have no || 
doubt the Senator from Georgia thinks heis doing | 
what his duty to his constituents demands that he 
should do; but at the proper time I shall endeavor }, 
to demonstrate that there is no people now within į 
the limits of the United States who have been 
more shamefully treated, not only by the legisla- 
tive but by the executive branch of this Govern- 
ment, than the people of California. If F cannot 
demonstrate that, I will admit I have been labor 
ing under a gross delusion. 


Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, there is a legal 


if 
question involved in this amendment, which I de- | 
sire to state for the consideration of the Senate. |! 
I would ask the Senator what power has the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States to impose an obliga- : 
tion upon the State authorities to take testimony | 
in cases in which the United States are interested ? 


»Mr. WELLER. I grant you that the General 
Government cannot compel the State authorities 
to take testimony; but it may authorize them to 
do it; and if the State authorities. take that testi- 
mony, I apprehend it would be legal. But Iadmit 
that the $ 


Mr.PRATT. Here; then, might be the result: 
Parties might go to a magistrate who may be in 
their favor, living in the locality... He may take 
testimony to-day favorable to the claimant, and if 
the United States come to-morrow with opposing 
testimony, the Senator admits they. could not 
compel him to take that testimony. Now this is 
unexampled to me. There is no such provision in 
my own State, nor, so far as I know, in any State, 
providing that testimony to be used in the Federal - 
courts shall be taken by State officers. I have 
always thought it was the practice to have Federal 
officers to take testimony which was.to be used in 
the Federal courts. . There are commissioners ' 
appointed for that purpose. I am not aware of 


any casein which testimony to be used in the Fed- 


eral courts is taken before the local authorities. 
The result will be—the Senator admitting, as he 
must admit, that we cannot impose the obligation 
on the State authorities to take the testimony— 
that they may not take such testimony as may be 
offered by the United States, and therefore, in that. 
aspect of it, it would be unquestionably deleteri- 
ous to the interests of the Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I have some 
difficulty in voting for the fifth section, which is 
the question now before the. Senate, owing to what 
I consider its obscurity—though that may arise 
from my not understanding the entire object in 
view, which the honorable Senator from Califor- 
nia may be able to explain to me. I refer to the 
mode of taking testimony which is to be substi- 
tuted for that provided in the original act. The 
original act, as fundereiand from the Senator from 
Maryland, for I have not examined it, provides 
that testimony shall be in all cases taken before 
the commissioners.. The proposition here is, in 
the first part of the fifth section, to authorize the 
clerks of the board, by the authority of the com- 
missioners, to superintend the taking of deposi- 
tions to be used before the board whenever the 
law agent or agents do not attend to the taking of 
them. Ido not object to that portion. Then the 
section goes on to provide that commissions may 
be issued by the board. to take depositions which 
it is provided may be taken upon written interrog- 
atories, and commissions may be issued to “any 
officer authorized by the laws of California to ad- 
minister oaths.” ee ; 

I do not know exactly, taking the whole scope 
of the section into consideration, whether-it is in- 
tended that there shall be any questions put to 


| Witnesses under these commissions other than 


those contained in the written interrogatories. If 
it is not intended that any other question shall be 
put, then of course there could be no superintend- 
ence in taking the testimony at all, on the part of 
theclerks. But the commissioner alone is author- 


j ized to put the ‘interrogatories according to. his 


own judgment. No other person can interfere. 
Cross-interrogatories will be filed, I presume, by 


! the law agents of the Government on the one side, 


or, where the commission was asked by the Gov- 
ernment, by the private claimant on the other 


| side. ` 


If I understand the rule as to the taking of dep- 
ositions on written interrogatories, the commis- 
sioner would have no authority to go beyond those 
interrogatories. He could ask no question beyond 
them. If so, there can be no superintendence. 


| Then the difficulty arises of authorizing any man 


in the State of Celifornia, who, by the laws of 
California, may administer an oath, to take depo- 
sitions under written interrogatories. 

Sir, in my judgment and experience, it is no 
such easy thing; it requires a man conversant with 
these matters to take the answers of witnesses to 
written interrogatories, or the whole effect of the 
examination may be lost, as regards the cross-in- 
terrogatories particularly. If your commissioner 
is not a competent man, a witness may be made 
to speak precisely what the ignorance or incapa- . 
city of the commissioner makes him speak. No 
lawyer who has practiced in a court of chancery 
can doubt, that if your commissioner is not com- 
petent, or if he is wanting in good faith in taking 
the deposition of a witness, under written inter- 
rogatories, he imay make that deposition precisely 
what he pleases. 

lam, therefore, not willing to confer this power, 
unless the justices of the peace in California, and 


| the notaries public in California have a higher de- 
i} gree of intelligence and capacity than my obser- 
i vation has shown exists, as regards such persons 
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in other States of the Union, where I have known 
something aboutthem. Unless the average there 
is higher, I am not willing to. intrust to them the 
interests of the Government; nor do I think the 
interests of the claimants ought to be intrusted in 
such cases, to parties to take answers. to written 
interrogatories, who, in nine cases out of ten, 
may be utterly incompetent to take them. I 
cannot vote for the section-as it stands, because I 
think it will tend to establish a loose rule as to the 
taking of testimony; and a true decision on one 
side or the other must depend on the truth of the 
facia stated, which could not be relied upon by 
taking testimony in the mode proposed. > 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, it seems to. me 
that there is an unnecessary alarm; for this pro- 
vision does not appear to me to propose anything 
which, in its practical operation, will be found to 
put in jeopardy the rights either of the public, or 
of individuals who may be claimants. It has this 
certainly to recommend it: that-there is an abso- 
lute necessity for some means of getting the testi- 
mony which both the claimant and the Govern- 
ment have in these cases, before the board of com- 
missioners, in order to bring their adjudication to 
a termination sometime within the life of the pres- 
ent generation. 

Now, sir, what is the provision of the old law 
in regard to the taking of depositions? That law 
is based upon the idea that the witnesses will be 
present; but.it is not based upon the idea that the 
witnesses will, in all cases, testify before the com- 
missioners acting asa board, On the contrary, it 
contemplates the using of depositions before the 
board, which may be taken at chambers before 
one of the commissioners. The Jaw agent is re- 
quired to be notified of the taking of depositions, 
in order that he. may be present. A deposition, 
then, is presented before the board, and is used in 
the same manner as other depositions are, and as 
depositions taken under the proposed amendment 
are proposed to be used. Every guarantee which 
is had in regard to the solemnity of the taking of 
depositions, is had under the amendrhent which is 
proposed. It is only the tribunal that is changed, 
from one of the commissioners at chambers, to 
such persons as may be found competent among 
those who are authorized to take depositions to be 
used in the judicial tribunals of the State of Cali- 
fornia. e 

It seems to be supposed that there is a particu- 
lar ability on the part of a commissioner at cham- 
bers. Why, sir, any other competent man may 
as well take, at chambers, depositions to be used 
before this tribunal, as one of the commissioners 
himself. And if itcame from another man equally 
competent, the deposition would be as much in 
form and substance, and as reliable in every re- 
spect as if taken before one of the commissioners 
at chambers. It seems to be supposed that there 
may be incompetent officers appointed to take | 
depositions in California, and that we ought not 
to adopt those officers as a competent tribunal to 
take these depositions. It is true that- incompe- |; 
tent officers may be appointed; but what will be |; 
the case under this amendment? Why, the board |! 
themselves are to settle upon the application of \ 

i 
| 
| 


the party. As I understand the operation of this 
amendment, if a deposition is proposed to be | 
taken, ‘which cannot be taken before the board, or j 
any member of the board, then an application is 
made to the board of commissioners sitting as 
such, and they issue a commission—issue it to | 
whom? Why, they are limited in their choice; | 
in other words, they are authorized to select, from 
the persons in the State of California who are 
authorized to administer oaths, an individual, and | 
a commission is to issue to him. The board | 
of commissioners, knowing who are competent, | 
and who are not competent, will issue a commis- |; 
sion only to such persons as they think proper to | 
select. ; | 
IfI am correct in this matter, what is the po- | 
sition of the thing? Why, the commissioners | 
themselves, acting as a board, knowing the com- | 
petency of the men, and ability of the men, and 
the integrity of the men, will direct their commis- | 
sion to such a man, living in the neighborhood of | 
the witness, as may receive their sanction as a | 
proper man to take these depositions. And in 
that manner before the | 


the testimony will come r i 
board. This 1 understand to be the operation of 
the amendment. 


Mr. BAYARD. The Senator is entirely mis- 


` be no difficulty about it. Ido aver that, on the 


' missioners for the taking of testimony, on suffi- 


| course, when they come to issue this commission 


| Senator is, I think, entirely mistaken as to the 


; commission to such a person as j 
i approval of that board; but if I am wrong as to |j 
{ 


i in the words of the act, directed to A B, or any 
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taken in his construction of the act. There can 


face of the language used here, there is no author- 
ity on the part of the board to select a commis- 
sioner atall.. The board may issue a commission. 
I think the word “ may ” would be construed as 
mandatory if a reasonable cause for asking for the 
taking of a deposition should be shown. If the 
commission issue, it issues to take depositions 
before any officer authorized by the’ laws.of Cal- 
ifornia to administer oaths. It would not be com- 
petent, under such circumstances, for the board to 
restrictthe party to a particular officer of their own 
selection. The commission issues. It must bea 
general commission to any officer who is “ author- 
ized by the laws of California to administer 
oaths.” That, I think, is the necessary construc- 
tion of the language. i 
Mr. WELLER. The phraseology used here 
is, I think, precisely similar to that which is 
found in all laws authorizing the taking of depo- 
sitions, on interrogatories, or cross-interrogatories. 
I have never known any case where a commis- 
sion issued, in which the name of the officer be- 
fore whom the depositions were to be taken was 
not designated, and ‘that is the only fair and legit- 
imate construction of the fifth section. When- 
ever application is made to the board of com- 


cient showing, the board directs a commission to 
issue to some officer of the State, who is named 
in that commission, to take this testimony. The 
phraseology of the bill is, that they “* may directa 
‘commission to issue, to take depositions before 
‘any officer authorized by the laws of California 
tto administer oaths.” Now, as a matter of 


upon a pore application, it must be directed to 
some officer who, by the laws of the State of Cal- 
ifornia, is authorized to administer oaths; but |i 
whether he is a proper person to intrust with this 
important business of taking testimony, is a ques- 
tion to be settled by the board of commissioners. 
This, I hold, is the only fair construction of the 
section. Any other construction would bea mere 
technical one, and not a legitimate one. 

Mr. BAYARD. The Senator’s construction 
is different from what the practice has been under 
the laws of the United States. The honorable 


Mr. WELLER. I speak of the practice 
which has prevailed. 
Mr. FELCH. Mr. | 
raised as to the construction of this section. Per- | 
haps I speak more in reference to my own view |! 
of it, as reported by the committee, than in re- | 
t 

{ 

t 

| 

i 


necessary effect of the language. | 
| 


President, a question is 


gard to any technical question which may be 
raised as to its construction; but I understand the 
construction which I have mentioned to be the |} 
true one, which is to be put upon the section. 1j 
do not know any authority by which the board || 
of commissioners could be called upon to issue a 
did not meet the 


the construction, or if it admits of a doubt upon 
that point, I desire to have the section amended, 
go that it shall meet that proposition. f 

Mr. DAVIS. Suppose a commission is issued 


nia to administer oaths,” that commission would 
issue in the very words of the act. 

Mr. FELCH. Ido not suppose any commis- 
I have always 
practice, that || 


other person “‘ authorized by the laws of Califor- | 


record. 
Mr. PRATT. That is the practice in Mary- į 


and. 

Mr. DAVIS. This section authorizes the com- 
mission to issue to any person whois “ authorized 
by the laws of California to administer oaths.” 
Mr. WELLER. The objection is very easily | 
obviated. It was certainly the intention of the | 
act to provide that the commission should issue to | 
a person to be designated in it; but I can very | 
readily obviate the objection by an amendment, |; 


| third persons therein, 
| subject to the same. 


‘ is the consideration of the bill giving 


| morning for consideration. 
; motion to recommit the 


_ vious question. 
‘ tion of the House, and I 


ithe previous question 
i gentlemen the floor 


ean perfect it still further, ; 
| demand for the previous question, turn the bill 


so that it shall read that the board “ may direct a 
“commission to issue. to take depovitions before 
t any officer designated by the board, authorized 
‘ by the laws of California. to administer oaths.” 
If that suits the tastes of gentlemen on the. other 
side, I shall bé willing to make that amendment. 
I offer that amendment, hoping thatit- willobviate 
the objection, nan Ne eee ee 

Upon the motion of Mr. JONES, of Iowa, the. 
further. consideration of the bill was postponed 
until to-morrow. > aren: hae 

TOWN OF BELLEVIEW, IOWA. 

On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill for the benefit of the. town, of 
Belleview, in Iowa. : i ; 

‘The original bill had been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, which had reported it 
with an amendment, which was: to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: . 

c That there shall be and hereby is granted to the city of 
Belleview, in Jowa, the land bordering on the Mississippi 
river in front of the said city, reserved by the act of 2d 
July, 1836, for a public highway and for other publie pur- 
poses, together with the accretions which may have formed 
thereto, or in front thereof, to be disposed of in such man- 
ner as the corporate authorities of said city. may direct. 
The graut. made by this act shall operate as a relinquish- 
ment only of the right of the United States in and to the 
said premises, and shall in no manner affect the rights of 
or to the use thereof, but shall be 
On application bya duly authorized 
agent of the corporate authorities of said city to the Com- 


missioner of the Géneral Land Office, a. patent, of relin- 
quishiment, in accordance with the provisions of this act, 


shall be issued therefor, as in other cases.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amend- 
ed, the amendment was concurred in, and the bill 


> 


was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuuspay, July 20, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirrerton F. MORGAN. 


The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


| RIGHT OF WAY TO RAIL AND PLANK ROADS. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
the right of 
way to all rail and plank roads passing through 
the public lands belonging to the United. States, 


i upon which the previous question has. been de- 
i manded. 


On motion by Mr. HAMILTON, :by. unan- 


Mr. COBB. Yesterday I called the previous 
question on the bill under consideration. "The 
morning hour having expired, I also entered a 
motion to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands, in order that it might come up this 
J now. withdraw the 
bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and also the demand. for the: pre- 
I would like to have the atten- 
will detain it buta mo- 


ment. l-understand that there was some dissat- 


| isfaction on yesterday ‘in relation to my calling 


, and refusing to give some 
for the purpose of making 
personal explanations.. 1 did not know at the 
time that they desired the floor for this purpose, 
or I should have given it to them with pleasure. 
Whenever I refuse anything to gentlemen in this 
House, my object is to promote the progress of 


- business, and not to evidence any disrespect to 
‘any 
; I should state this, to satisfy those gentlemen who 
| may 
- refusing to allow them the floor. 


member of the House. [t is proper that 
have been displeased on account of my 
Tam about to 


make another proposition. Inasrnuch as ĮI re- 


' ported this bill from the Committee on Public 


some gentlemen here believe that they 
1 will withdraw the 


ands, and 


loose upon the House, and let gentlemen do with 


it as they please. 


Mr. POLK. Oh don’t!* Don *t turn it loose! 
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upon the previous question. Having withdrawn 
it, ldo not intend to make a speech in advocacy | 
of the passage of this bill.. I believe it to be so 
plain a proposition, that it needs. no discussion, 
and, therefore, | shall not discuss the measure, 
leaving it in the hands of the House to do with it 
asthey please. ~ ee i 

Mr. OLDS. T am afraid, if the gentleman turns 
that bill loose upon the House, thàt it might in- 
jure some of us very much, and therefore £ call 
the previous question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PERKINS. I appeal to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Ops] to allow me ‘to offer an 
amendment. ` ; 

Mr. OLDS. I think. a sense of duty compels 
me to insist upon my motion. : 

Mr. PERKINS. ` Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. DEAN. I object. 

Mr. JENKINS. | As the friends of the bill re- 
fuse the amendment of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Prrsins,] L move to lay the 
bill upon the table. 

Mr. BISSELL. Upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GAYLORD. Wil it be in order to move 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on Public 
Lands with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. | It will not be in order, the 
previous question having been demanded, and a 
proposition having been made to lay upon the 
table. 

- Mr. BISSELL called for tellers upon his de- 
mand for the yeas and nays; which were ordered, 
and Messrs. Srevens, of Pennsylvania, and Pox, 
were appointed; and on a count, there appeared, 
ayes 3]. ` 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. AVERETT. ` Being unable to hear from 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Cosg,] I rise 
for tbe purpose of inquiring whether the friends 
of this bill have refused to strike out that clause 
which gives the unlimited right to take timber and 
stone, to keep the road in repair ? 

Mr. BISSELL. . | would reply if E may have 
the privilege 
Mr. DEAN. I call the gentleman to order. 

' The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order, the 
questiun being to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. BISSELL. “I do not propose to debate 
the hill; Will not the Chair hear what I design 
to sa 


The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot do so | 


without a direct violation of the rules, and he is 
callen upon by half a dozen gentlemen to enforce 
them. 

Mr. BISSELL. I wished to ask the Chair 
what was the question in order, and what was not 
in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis the duty of the Chair 
to state that which he has twice done; and he will 
repeat for the third time, if gentlemen will permit 
him: The motion pending is to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

Mr. BISSELL. I desire to ask permission of 
the House to answer the question of the gentle- | 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Avererr.] | 

Mr, DEAN. I object, unless others can speak | 
algo. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York, (Mr. Deawn,] and a half a dozen others, 
called the gentleman to order when the proposition 
was first made. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then I trust, if this be the 
case, that the proposition to lay the bill upon the 
table will be voted down. 

Mr. SACKETT. I wish to propound a ques- 
tion to the Chair. 

(Cries of t Order!” « Order !??] 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman raise a 
point of order? 

Mr. SACKETT. Tam not certain whether it 
is a question of order or not. I wish to ask a 
question of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, Discussion is not in order. 
By unanimous consent alone can the gentleman 
propound his interrogatory. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jex- 
xins’s motion to Jay the bill upon the table, and 
there were—yeas 68, nays 78, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, William: Appleton, Averett, i 


Babcock, Bartlett, Beale, Bibighaus, Bowie, John H. Boyd, 
Breckinridge, George H. Brown, Buel. Burrows, Burt, Jo- 
seph Cable, Caldwell, Chandler, Chapman, - Chastain, 
Dean, Dimmick, Edmundson, Faulkner, Floyd, Fowler, 


| Thomas J..D. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Ham- 


ilton, sham G. Harris, Hillyer, Horsford, John W. Howe, 
Thos. Y. How, Eves, Jenkms, D. ‘I. Jones, Geo. G. King, 
Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Ma- 
son, McLanahan, McNair, Morehead, Murray, Newton, 
Peastee, Perkins, Poweil, Reed, Robbins, Robie, Skelton, 


Sinart, Stanly; Abraham Pe Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, ji 


Sutherland, Thurston, Townshend, Venable, Washburi, 
and Wiidrick—68. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Bell, Bissell, Bragg, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, Busby, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chureh- 
well, Chugman, Cobb, Conger, Curtis, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Disney, Duncan, Eastman, Fitch, Florence, 
Freemao, Henry M..Pulier, Gamble, Green, Grey, Harper, 
Sampson W.. Harris, Haws; Haven, Hendricks, Henn, 
Houston, Howard, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James Johu- 
son, Johu Johtison, Robert W. Johnson, George. W. Jones, 
Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Meade, 
Miller, Millson, Molouy, Joha Moore, Murphy, Andrew 
Parker, Samuel W, Parker, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, 
Riddie, Robinson, Savage, Schermerhorn, Origen S. Sey- 


mour, Smiti, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, | 
i Stone, St. Martin, Stuart, Taylor, Tuck, Walsh, Ward, | 


Watkius, Welch, Addison White, Alexander White, Wil- 
cox, Woodward, and Yates—78. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 


| table. 


The bill was read through, as follows: 

Be it enacted, §c., That the right of way shall be, and is 
hereby, granted toal) rail and plank road companies that are 
now, Or that may be chartered hereatter, over and through 
any of the public lands of the United States, over which 
any rail or plank road, authorized by an act of the General 


Assembly of the respective States in which public lands | 


may be situated; and the said company or companies are 
hereby authorized to survey and work through the said pub- 
lic lands, to be held by them for the track of said road, one 
hundred feet in width; and, furthermore, an additional 
quantity of filly feet.in width on each side of said road or 
ruads along the same. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said com- 
pany or companies shall have the right to take from the 
public lands, in the vicinity of said road or 1oads, all such 
Inaterials Of-earth, Stone, or Wood, as may be necessary or 
convenient from time to time, for the actual construction 


| and repair of said road or roads, or auy part thereof. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enucted, That there shall be, 
and is hereby, granted to said company or companies all 
necessary shes for watering places, dep: ts, and work-shops 


along the line of said road or roads, so far as the places con- | 


venient for the same may (all upon the public lands: Pro- 
vided, ‘That no one depot or watering place shall contain 
over five square acres, and that said sites shall not be nearer 
to each other than ten miles along the line or lines of 


| said road or roads: Provided further, That the said grants 


herein contained, as well as of the use of the pubtie lands 
as of the mitteriats for the construction of said road or 
roads, shall cease and determine, unless the road or roads be 
begun within five years, and compl ted within fifteen years 
thereafter: dnd provided, moreover, That it any road, at 
any time after its completion, be discontinued or abandoned 
by said company or companies, the grants hereby made shall 
cease and determine, aud said lands hereby granted revert 
back to the General Government. 


Mr. OLDS. There seems to be much dissatis- 
faction at the call for the previous question; and, 
not wishing to exclude any amendment that may 
be proposed to the bill, I withdraw that call. 

Mr. CARTTER,. | moveto strike out the sec- 


i ond section of the bill, for E believe the bill is as 
| valuable without it. 


TheSPEAKER. That amendment will notbe 


| in order until the amendment now before the body 


has been disposed of. 

Mr. CARTTER. Well, I announce my pur- 
pose to make that motion at the proper time. 

Mr. PERKINS. [ havean amendment to offer, 
which, I think, will now come in at the proper 
place. 

Mr. SACKETT. 
under consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. Does the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Perrns] propose an 
amendment to the first section ? i 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido,sir. I propose to amend 
the first section of the bill, as follows: 

Tostrike out all after the word “ width,” line twelve, sec- 


tion one, to. the end of the section, and add: Provided, 
That in case where deep excavation, or heavy embank- 


Is the first section of the bill 


|| ment is required for the grade of such road, then at such 


places a greater width may be taken by such company, if 
necessary, not exceeding, in the whole, two hundred feer. 


Mr. STUART. 
tute for that bill, 

The SPEAKER. That will be in order; but 
the original bill will still be open to amendment. 

Mr. STUART. I understand that; but I wish 
to propose the following substitute for the bill: to 
strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert 
what I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the substitute, as follows: 


That whenever in any of the Territories or States in 
which the public lands are situated, the roate of any rail- 
road authorized by authority ofsaid State or Tertitory, 


I desire, sir, to offer a substi- 


States remaining unsold, the Secretary of tie Interior shali 
be, and he is hereby, empowered to authorize the company 


i shall lead through any of the public lands of the United | 


L 


constructing the same, to survey and mark for that purpose 
through suci lands, the track of such railroad, with seventy- 
five teet of land in width on each side of the center thereof. 
And the route of such.road shail he designated and marked 
ou the ground by plain landmarks, and a copy of the notes 
of survey and a plat thereof, with a description of such 
lasdmarks, shal} be retitrned to the office of the Secretary 
of the futerior withiu such time. as ne shall. designate 5 and, 
| upon the approval of the same by said Secretary. the tand so 


! 
i 
i designated ‘shall be šet Apart and beld for the use’ of such 


company for the route of such railroad and the fixtures ap- 
purtenant thereto ; and the public Jand intersected by the 
same shall thereafter be sold subject to the rights granted by 
this act; and a copy of the survey and plat aforesaid shall 
| also be filed in the proper’ local land office by such com- 
pany, before any rights under this act shall vest in them. 

Sec. 2, Mad be it further enacted, That the grants pro- 
vided for in this act, aud all rights and privileges secured 
| thereby, shall cease and determine, unless the road in each 
ease be begun within one year, and completed within ten 
yéars after the approval aforesaid: and if the said road or 
roads shall at any time before or after its completion be dis- 
continued or abandoned by said company, the grants here- 
by made, and all rights and privileges liereby secured, shall 
cease and determine. 

Mr. STUART. That substitute merely pro- 
poses to give the right of way through the Gov- 
ernment lands, one hundred and fifty feet wide. 
It provides for surveys to be made, and returned | 
to the office of the Secretary of the Interior; and 
: when so returned, and acquiesced in by-him, then 
these lands over which the road passes are to be 
withdrawn from sale, and the balance of the land 
| is to be sold, subject to this right of way. It con- 

fers no right to take timber, materials, stone, or 
anything else; and whenever the Company or State 
ceases to use the right of way for thé purposes in- 
dicated by the grant, the land reverts to the Gen- 
eral Government. Now, sir, that is all we ask; 
and if the Hoase is disposed to adopt that, so far 
as f am concerned, I shall be abundantly satisfied, 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman allow me to 
say what I ask for? 

Mr. STUART. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. COBB. The bill which the Committee on 
Public Lands reported, and which has been 
amended to the satisfaction of almost every gen- 
tleman in this body, is such a bill as no Congress 
that | have been a member of, has ever refused to 
a State. We have precedent after precedent upon 
i the books, where they have passed such bills 
granting exactly such privileges to the different 
States as is proposed to be granted by this bill; 
and now, if this House is not willing to give a 
general bill of a similar nature, I shall not ask for 
any bill. [shall vote against the proposition of 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Sruarr.] It 
is no proposition at all. [tis a burlesque upon 

us to grant simply a right of way. We have 
| already a right of way through our State. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question of order. 
I rose a moment ago, and madea motion to strike 
; out the second section. The Speaker pronounced 
the motion out of order, for the reason that the 
bill might be perfected first. The gentleman from 
| Michigan [Mr. Srvarr} rises, and moves a sub- 
i stitute for the whole bill—a proposition which is 
still a subordinate one to the motion I made. I 
ask if the gentleman is in order? 

The SPEAKER. That is very true. The prop- 
osition immediately before the body is the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, (Mr. Perxins. ; 

Mr. CARTTER. Then the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. Srvuart] is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. It is proper to entertain his 
proposition; but it is also true that the bill may be 
perfected by amendment before the gentleman’s 
substitute can come up as in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it not necessary that his 
motion should be in order to give him the privilege 
of the floor? That is the question I wish to raise. 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair thinks ithas been 
the custom to allow gentlemen to state briefly the 
contents of a proposed substitute, but the ques- 
tion immediately before the body is the amend- 
ment proposed to the first section of the original 
bill. 

Mr.STUART. I propose, sir, to modify the 
substitute I offered, so as to make it cover plank 
roads also. 

The SPEAKER. That modification will be 
made. 

Mr. WHITE, of Alabama. I wish to call the 
attention of the House, and the gentleman from 
Michigan, for a moment to the character of the 
amendment which he has proposed. 

Mr. COBB. ‘Will my colleague allow me to 
make one suggestion? 
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Mr. WHITE. Yes, in a momént. The only || 
object which can be subserved by the first section - 
of this amendment, it seems to me, is to secure |; 
the accomplishment of the road, so fur at least as 
to have it surveyed. That I understand to be | 
the object—agreeing that this survey. should be |: 
made. ae 

The SPEAKER. Wil 
Alabama allow the Clerk t 
ment in order? ; 

The Clerk again read Mr. Peruins’s. amend- 
ment, (as inserted above.) i i 

Mr. STUART. I wish to understand of the 
Chair what is the condition of the substitute that | 
I propose ? l 

The SPEAKER. The substitute has been en- | 
tered, and it will be taken up after the House has | 
perfected the bill. ; 

Mr. STUART. My view is this: It is in 
order to offer the substitute. The substitute is 
pending, but the House has a right to amend the 
original bill to suit itself. i 

The SPEAKER. And there is an amendment | 
pending tó the original bill, which the Chair de- || 
cides is the first in order. 

Mr. STUART. I made the inquiry for this 
purpose: a motion for the previous question, be- || 
ing sustained, would not, I believe, cut off the ! 
substitute? 

The SPEAKER. 
of the Chair, i 

Mr. COBB. Iwill accept the amendment of 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Per- ii 
Kiys.] Itis enough for us. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in the power of the 
gentleman from Alabama to accept the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 

Mr. COBB. I know that; but Lam merely ex- || 
pressing my opinion about it. | 

Mr. CARTTER. I thought the gentleman 
from Alabama had let the bill loose upon the 
House. i 

Mr. COBB. Yes, so I did. 

Mr. JENKINS. I call forthe reading of the 
first section of the bill, as it will read if the pro- 
posed amendment of the gentleman from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Perxins] is agreed to. 

The Clerk then read the first section of the bill 
as proposed to be amended. 

Mr. JON 1S, of Tennessee. I wish to suggest 
to the friends of th s bill that 1 think it would be 
as well to insert after the words ‘plank roads’? |i 
« macadamized turnpikes.” 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
New Hampshire accept that amendment? 

Mr. PERKINS. ido not. 

Mr. COBB. I have no objection to that amend- | 
ment. 7 

Mr. JONES. Well, I offer that as an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment tn the amendment, and it was agreed to— | 
ayes 73, noes not counted. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I move to insert after the |; 
words “ macadamized roads,” “ public roads.” 

Mr. STUART. I hope, sir, that gentlemen | 
in this Mouse will not attempt to make a farce of |, 
this matter, and that they wiilnot detain the House | 
upon such propositions as these. Everybody 
knows that the States havea right to authorize 
the laying out of any roads through the public 
lands, or anywhere else, except roads of the char- 
acter provided for in this bili; and it is even con- 
tended by many gentlemen that they possess that 
authority, and itis only for the purpose of saving |; 
dispute about jurisdiction that this bill to give a 
right of way to rail and plank roads through the 
public lands is asked for. f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I do not rise | 
for the purpose of making a speech, but for the 
purpose of asking a question. 1 wish to make an 
inquiry, whether it is necessary to pass a bill of 
this description, to give a State the right of way 
through the public domain? My opinion about 
that is this: I am nota lawyer, it is true, but f 
there are some first principles, some general prin- | 
cinles, that can be understood. I understand, for 
instance, that the right of eminent domain exists | 
in the sovereignty. The State authority of a |; 
State is the sovereign power. A State has author- 
ity to incorporate a company with the privilege of 
making a road. Let meillustrate the point I wish: 
to present. individual who owns the | 


1 the gentleman from 
o report the first amend- j 


It would not, in the opinion 


ai 


i 
! 
i 
i 


Here is an 1 


i A ce ae pte te 4 . a 
of a State; and who is a non-resident. 


| ernment upon precisely the same ground. 


| Government. 
| ment, of course compensation would not be asked 


soil lying within the limits of a State, and_who is 
a non-resident, and here is the Federal Govern- 
ment, who owns the soil lying within the limits 
, The 
question then arises, after- the incorporation has 
been granted tu a company to make a road, have 
not they the power ‘to. grant to the company a 


| right of way through the soil where the fee resides 


in the Federal Government the same as they have 
where the fee resides in an individual? .. 

Mr. SACKETT. Can they do that in the case 
of an individual, without compensation ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Exactly so; that is the very 
point L was going to speak to. In many of the 
constitutions of the States, and in the bills of rights, 
it is provided that property, real or personal, shall 


not be taken or appropriated to the public: use’ 


without just compensation being made therefor. 


Then, usually in granting this act of incorpora- | 


tion, the mode of ascertaining the amount of dam- 
age is prescribed, and they have a right to set 
apart as much of individual property, paying com- 
pensation therefor, as the public interest requires. 
‘Then let us place individuals and the Federal Gov- 
ff the 
Federal Government thinks proper to take the 


damages when assessed for the right of way , 
through the public lauds, let thé Government re- 


ceive 1. 

Mr. WASHBURN. 
Ueman in whom is the right of eminent domain 
in the Territories? 

Mr. JOHNSON. The right of eminent do- 
main in the Territories would be in the Federal 
if damage is done to the Govern- 


for; but so fur as the States are concerned, the 
> . . . . ’ . 
question is clear. The right of eminent dumain 


| exists in the sovereignty; hence a State has as 


much a right to condemn and set apart for public 
use the public domain lying within the limits of 
the State, as it has that of an individual; and if 
compensation is to be made, the Federal Govern- 


ment is as much entitled to compensation for the | 
land condemned and set apart for public use, as | 


an individual is, Let individuals and the Federal 
Government be placed precisely upon the same 
footing, f think the bill is wholly unnecessary. 
l think it is supererogation. 
has this privilege already, and it is not necessary 
to anticipate State legislation, so far as E can per- 
ceive. . 

Mr. WHITE, of Alabama. If the State au- 
thority can grant the right to artificial persous, or 


to a corporation to trespass upon the public lands, 


why cannot it make the same grant to natural 
ersons ? : . 
Mr. JOHNSON. The State authority has no 


authority to grant the privilege of committing | 


trespass. That is a different affair. 


Mr. WHITE. Is cutting down timber and 


has its existence in sovereignty. 


one place and the right of eminent domain is in | 


another. The principles are clear and distinct; 
and this bill is wholly unnecessary. It is not ne- 
cessary to pass such a law. The States have the 
authority, and if the company want to ase public 


ciple that they would have to pay individuals 
for it. 
Mr. GOODENOW. 1 withdraw my amend- 
ment, 
The question recurred-upon the adoption of the 
amendment as amended, and being put it was de- 


| cided in the affirmative. 


So theamendment to theamendment was agreed 


to. 
| Mr. SUTHERLAND. Isit now in order to 


offer an amendment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to 
amend the first sectign, it is 10 order. 

Mr. SUTHERL SAD. I move, then, to amend 
the first section by striking out the word “ here- 
after’? in the fifth line, and inserting after the 


I want to ask of the gen- | 


A State authority | 


lands—if they want timber and other materials, 4 
let them pay the Government for it upon the prin” 


word ‘chartered,’ in the: same. line,:the words 
“ ten years hereafter, ”:so as to make jit reed: 

“That the right of way shall be and ia hereby granted to 
all rail and plank road cOmpanies that are now or that may, 
j| be chartered ten years hereafter,” Bes ™ i Sa 

It seems to me, sir, that the House ‘would: be 
passing avery bold public measure without much. . 
consideration, if it was to agree to this first’ set- 

I| tion as it now stands in the bill. The ‘principle 
contained in this first section is, “that the right of 
< way shall be and is hereby granted to all rail and 

‘plank road companies.that are now or that may 
‘ be hereafter chartered.” When? Two hundred 
years hence? The time is'not limited, .-All‘you 

have to do is, to give a company a charterfor tivo 

hundred years, or for five thousand years. Sap- 
pose you do charter a company for five hundred 

years, or for a thousand years now, when you 

have public lands, and they locate their road now, 

but do not go into operation for. two hundred 

years, I ask any lawyer in this Elouse what the 

rights of that company are through the public 
1! lands? 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. . I ask the gen- 
tleman whether this provision in the third. section 
does not meet the difficulty, “that the said grants 
‘herein contained, as well as of the use of the 
t public lands as of the materials for the construc- 
|| < tion of said road or roads, shall cease and deter- 
i| * mine, unless the road or roads be begun within 
i| ‘five years and completed within: fifteen. years - 
thereafter?” ` ` : 


Mr. SUTHERLAND. < After what? After the 
|i charter? ` 
| 
i| five years, and completed within fifteen years from 
|| this time. cages 
e date ofthis 
act? 
Mr. DAVIS. | Yes. 
prevision: But, sir, it seems to me that it would 
ve infinitely better to grant these rights of way, 
arises. 
| Sir, in regard to these grants of land to railroads, 
| know that we have been making them, and that 
those who vote for them think it right to do s03 
i| land titles in these new States into inextricable 
confusion. I say, and I wish it to be noted, that 
i| States yill most’ seriously and most solemnly. re- 
i| gret every one of the conditions inserted in. these 


Mr. DAVIS. Unless they be begun within 
Mr. SUTHERLAND, From th 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I had overlooked that 
and grant them these privileges as each case 
i| and for other purposes, on certain conditions, I 
|| bat | say that, in the end, they will throw. the 
within twenty years from this time these: land 
bills. 


tyf will never utter another 


If they do no 
|| sentence in public. If they will strike out every 
|| one of these conditions and convince me that the 
settlement of the country requires these railroads, 
i| I will vote for their bills; but I never will vote to 
i grant lands to a State or a corporation, tying them 
jj up with conditions, and confining them iñ the use 
| of the lands. | tell you, sir, 1 tell this House, that 
‘| in the end, it will turn out to be the ‘saddest busi- 
ness for the new States that they have ever gone 
into. Eknow it from experience. . I know enough 
of the principles of the common law, and of the 
philosophy of the common law, to know that by 
this system of granting away lands on conditions 
and terms, and by tying them up, you are injuring 
yourselves, and that you will regret it forever 
hereafter. 

If, however, by a subsequent section of the bill 
the time is limited, I do not insist on this amend- 
ment; but if the House thinks that it is not lim- 
| ited to five years after the passage of this act, or 
five years after the charter of the company, then 
L insist on my amendment. At all events, it 
would be safer to insert the words of my amend- 
ment. They can certainly do no harm. 

Now. one word more. { desire to Ulustrate the 
j idea Lintend to convey by this amendment, and 
the question of law which might arise as to what 
rights would attach to a company chartered, but 
not going into operation. Tt is perhaps a remnant 
of the feudal system; but in the manors in New 
York and in England at this day, it is quite com- 
mon when a man Jeases a farm, to grant also to 
i the tenant a right of common. Now, this ques- 
| tion has been raised in New York, and.carried to 
our highest courts. Here is a lease given forever, 
and granting the right of common; the. tenant 
| claims the right of common, and yet the landlord 
has no commons; the tenant claims the right to 
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asturé his cattle, and to. cut his wood, on the 
and that was common when his lease was grant- 
ed. Now, a question of that sort might arise ùn- 
der this section of the bill. A company is char- 
tered; a bill is passed giving them the right of 
way; the company does not go into operation; in 
the mean time the lands are sold.. Now, has that 
chartered company a right of way through the 
land that has been sold subsequent to the passage 
of the act, and which may have been surveyed 
for the railroad track? It is a grave question of 
law, what rights this first section does give to a 
company which is chartered, and has not gone 
into operation. ` . 

Mr. COBB. Ihave no objection at all to the 
amendment proposed by the honorable gentleman 
from New York, so far as it proposes to extend 
the time to ten years from and after the passage 
of this bill. But I see that the morning hour has 
nearly expired, and with a view of keeping the 
bill before the House, I move that it be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Public Lands. I trust 
that the House will be prepared to vote upon the 
bill to-morrow morning, and dispose of it in one 
way or the other. 

Mr. MEADE. I rise for the purpose of sug- 

esting that this bill should be committed to the 
Čommittee on the Judiciary. The bill seems to 
involve questions of law, which should be con- 
sidered more maturely than we are in the habit of 
considering bills that are sprung upon us in the 
House; and I therefore think that it should be 
committed to the Committee on the Judiciary. If 
it is in order, I will submit a motion for that pur- 


ose. 

j Mr. COBB. I cannot yield the floor for any 
motion. I have moved to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Publie Lands, and on that mo- 
tion I call for the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has: 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I desire to offer a res- 
olution to terminate debate in Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on House bill 
No. 87, ‘making appropriations for the support 
of the Military Academy for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1853.” 

The SPEAKER. Thatresolution is not in or- 
der, as the bill has not been considered in Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have drawn up the reso- 
lution in such a way as to make it, I think, legit- 
imate and proper. My resolution is that the de- 
bate shall close after the discussion has been con- 
tinued for a certain length of time. i 

The SPEAKER. TheTTouse has decided such 
a resolution to be out of order. 

Mr. IIOUSTON. Then l move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the Flouse resolve itself 


into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 


the Union. 

Mr. HENN. Thope the gentleman will with- 
draw that motion, and allow us to go to the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table for an hour or two. I 
have no objection to going into committee after 
that time; but let us, at least, devote one hour to- 
day to the business on the Speaker’s table. 

r. St. MARTIN. Is it in order to move to 
proceed to the business on the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. [t will be im order to do so 
if the TLouse votes down the motion to go into the 
Comunittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hous- 
‘ron’s motion, and it was agreed to, on a division 
—ayes 86, noes not counted. 

So the rules were suspended,and the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Pretrs in the chair.) 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up House 
biil No. 87, ‘* making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Military Academy for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1853.” 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘There is no unusual appro- 
priation in this bill. On the contrary, the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have reduced some of 
the items. As I desire, if possible, to take up, 
10-day, the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, 
which is the important bill of the session, I hope 
the committee will allow this bill to be passed upon 


t 


without any general debate, and let us take up the 
civil and diplomatic bill immediately. 

{Cries of “Agreed!” “s Agreed !”] | 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. OLDS. Mr. Chairman, I expect to make 
upon this occasion what is called a political 
speech; but Ido not propose to eulogize the Dem- 
ocratic, candidate’ for the Presidency, nor to de- 
tract from the merits of the Whig candidate. 

Mr. STANLY. Irise to a question of order. 

Mr. OLDS. TI hope this will not be taken out 
of my hour? - , 

Mr. STANLY. Iwish to know of the dom- 
inant party in this House whether, at this late 
period in the session, they are willing to allow this 
general debate upon the appropriation bills. I am 
willing to submit to whatever the committee may 
decide. If they decide to allow this irrelevant 
and rambling debate to go on, Jet the responsibil- 
ity rest upon the party which has a large major- 
ity in this House. 

I raise the question that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Oxps] is out of order, upon the ground 
that he is discussing the presidential question upon 
the Military Academy appropriation bill. [raise 
the question, and whatever the committee may 
decide, I will agree to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 


ion that in accordance with the general practice of |: 


the House, general discussion may be permitted 
to go on. He therefore overrules the point of 


! order raised by the gentleman from North Carolina, 


and decides that the gentleman from Ohio is in 
order. 

Mr. STANLY. 
decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
in accordance with the general practice of the 
House, in the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, the gentleman from Ohio is in order 
in discussing the presidential question. From 
this decision the gentleman from North Carolina 
(Mr. Sran.y] takes an appeal. The question is 
now, therefore, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Before the question is put, 
I desire to appeal to the gentleman from Ohio, in- 
asmuch as he designs to publish that part of his 
speech which he does not speak, in the newspa- 
pers, not to speak any part of it, and publish it all 
in the newspapers. 

Mr. OLDS. [am afraid it would not have the 
same effect upon the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
same effect. A 

Mr. GOODENOW demanded tellers upon the 
appeal; which were ordered; and Messrs. STANLY 
and Pork were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 75, noes 39; no quorum voting. 

Mr. OLDS. [ask for a recount. 

[Cries of ** Call the roll !’7] 

Mr. HOUSTON. We find almost every day, 
that we do not have a quorum present by one 
o’clock. Task that the roll may be called. 

Mr. SMART. l hope we shall have the unan- 
imous consent of the committee for a recount. I 
think a quorum is present. 3 ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by 


I take an appeal from that 


I think it will have the 


j unanimous consent, and the Chair hears. objec- 


tions on all sides. 

The roll was then called. 

Pending the call of the roll, Mr. Brices stated 
that he was not within the bar when his name was 


called, but asked that his name might be recorded 
as present. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I believe, according to the 


practice of the House, it is permitted in a call of | 
the Fouse, for a member to record his name upon | 


the Journal, whether he was in the House when 
his name was called or not; but as the rules have 
been universally administered, they have no such 


right in Committee of the Whole, upon a call of |; 


the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. The practice in commit- 
tee, as the Chair understands it, has been differ- 
ent. The names of gentlemen have been recorded 
since the adoption of the rule when they have 


| asked it. 


_ Mr. JONES, of Tenn e. 
is misinformed in relation to this matter. I believe 
the first time the roll was ever called, under this 


| rale, I was in the post office when my name was 


I think the Chair |! 


called,andcamein here a moment after, and asked 
that my name should be recorded. The Speaker 
decided, however, that it could not be recorded. 
-'The committee rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. Pueres) 
reported that. the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, had, according to order, had 
the Union generally under. consideration, and par- 
| ticularly House bill No. 87, makingappropriations 
for thesupport of the Military Academy, had found 
themselves without a quorum, and had directed 
him to report that fact to the House, with the names 
of the absentees. i 

A quorum being now present, the committee 
| resumed its session. i 
| The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon sus- 
| taining the decision of the Chair that the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Orns] was in order in dis- 
| cussing the presidential quéstion upon an appro- 
| priation bill. The tellers, Messrs. Srawry and 
| Poxx, will resume their places. 
| ‘The question was then again put, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 94, noes 37. ; 
| So the decision of the Chair was sustained by 
| the committee. 
i My.STANLY. [call the attention of the com- 
| mittee to the fact that only ten Whigs voted inthe 
1 
| 


affirmative. 

Mr. OLDS then proceeded with his remarks, 
i and referred at length to the opinions of General 
| Scott on Native Americanism. He also spoke of 
| the various questions in issue between the Whig 
| and Democratic parties. [His speech is published 
in-the Appendix.] 
‘| Mr. BELL then obtained the floor, and ad- 
dressed the committee an hour in reply to his col- 
| league, (Mr. Oxps,] in regard to the presidential 
| candidates.. He alluded to the great public services 
j of General Scott, and commended his fitness for 
the Presidency. [His remarks will be found in 
the -A ppendix.] i i 
i  Mr.HOUSTON. Iam anxious to get through 
! this bill to-day. I hope the committee will dispose 
i of it without further debate. If they will not, I 
! shall be under the necessity of moving that the 
| committee rise, that we may pass a resolution in 
i the House closing debate. `; 
| [Cries of “& Agreed !’’ “+ Agreed”? «* Agreed!”] 
| 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I suppose, 
| from what has transpired in committee this morn- 
| ing, that there will be little, if any, debate upon 
| the bill itself, Nothing has been said in reference 
ji to the merits of the bill as yet; and as there are 
| other important bills upon the table—one in par- 
: ticular, the bill for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors—which I desire to take up, I hope that 
thé committee will consent that this bill be reported, 
:, So that the other may be taken up and discussed. 
; Mr. HOUSTON. Thereare some two or three 
| amendments which I wish to offer to the bill now 
i under consideration, 

i 


in detail, and each clause will be considered ag a 
section. 


|, The following section was then read by the 
| Clerk: f 

“ For pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and musicians, 
391,272: Provided, That hereafter, in lieu of the pay proper, 
rations of every description, forage, servants, and all other 
emoluments or allowances whatever, heretofore received, 
the professors of engineers, philosophy, mathematics, ethics, 
and chemistry, and the commandant of the corps of cadets, 
shall be entitled to receive $2,000 each per annum, and the 
professors of drawing and French, $1,500 each per annum.” 
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all but two $2,000, and those two $1,500 each. It 
cuts off all their extra allowance except their lon- 
gevity ration, fuel, and quarters. The proviso 
in this bill, as you will. discover, cuts off their 
longevity rations. The committee are satisfied 
that this is too great a reduction, and they have 
instructed me to ask the committee to strike out 
this proviso so that the present law will stand, 
giving to all the professors except two, $2,000 
with their longevity rations, and to those two, the 
professor of French and drawing, $1,500. 

Mr. CARTTER. I am opposed to this amend- 
ment, and if itis true that the amount of these 
salaries are low, Í would prefer giving them 
higher, so that we can comprehend them. In the 
last Congress we made an effort to strip these pro- 
fessors ofa list of fictitious allowances in the way 
of provisions for servants, forage for horses, lon- 
gevity rations, &c., and rendering their salaries in 
plain English, so that we could comprehend the 
amount when they appealed to us for pay, instead 
of following this old fiction of rations, which 
meant nothing more nor less, when inquired into, 
than so much more money. If there is anything in 
this bill in the way of reformation, that commends 
itself to my judgment and approbation, itis the 
simplifying these salaries and talking in English 
about them; and I will suggest to the Committee 
of Ways and Means and its chairman, that if 
these salaries are not enough, to make an increase, 
so that we will comprehend what we are paying. 
What are your longevity rations? What do you 
mean by them? What are the public to under- 
stand by ‘longevity ” rations? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. By the action of 
the last Congress in fixing these salaries at $2,000 
it was not intended to cut off longevity rations, 
nor their quarters. 

But these professors are occupying public 
houses at the Academy belonging to the Govern- 
ment. They say that if they are prohibited from 
their quarters, then other officers who are stationed 
at the Academy will come up and claim those 
Government houses which they now occupy, and 
they will have either to build or to rent houses. 
It was not the intention, as I understand it, either 
of the Comroittee of Ways and Means of the 
former Congress or of this House to deprive the 
professors of the public houses which they now 
occupy. i 

With regard to the longevity ration, I will 
merely say that it is an extra ration given to each 
officer of the Army for each five years that he 
may be in service. When he has been five years 
in service he gets one additional ration, when he 

` has been ten years, he gets two additional rations; 
when he has been fifteen years, he gets three ad- 
ditional rations, and so on. 

Mr. CARTTER. I thought there was some 
absurdity about it. ‘The principle is this, that the 
older a man grows the more he eats. {Laugh- 
ter. 

She, JONES. I believe the principle of it is, 
that the older a man grows the more children he 
has. 

Mr. CARTTER. It is this indirect mode of 
payment that I protest against. The appetite does 
not grow any larger, or the capacity of the stom- 
ach to digest any greater as a man advances in 
age. I protest against perpetuating disguises by 
which money is drawn out of the Treasury with- 


out the people or the House knowing it. I sup- || ar 
|! families. 


posed that we had struck a blow at this de- 
scription of legislation in the last Congress, but I 
find the Committee of Ways and Means, who are 
retrenchers, coming in here, after reporting a ref- 
ormation which ought to be made, and endeavor- 
ing to strike it out. Now, unless these officers 
want an increase of food every five years, do not 
strike out the proviso. 

Mr. FOWLER. The gentleman from Ohio 
has referred to the legislation of the last Congress. 
I had the impression that the gentleman from 
Ohio has, except that I thought we cut off these 
extras and fixed the salaries at $2,000 for all the 
professors except two, and then we thought we 
were doing nobly. Will the gentleman inform 
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us how much theseextras amount to? 


We ought 
to know. i : 
Mr. CARTTER. Ido notrecollect. J under- 


took to measure their stomachs in the last Con- 
gress. I could not find any rule to be governed 
by, and I could only judge by experience. 

Mr. SACKETT. I wish to ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means a question. 
I wish to know what the salaries of these various 
officers were, aside from the rations, before the 

“9.000 last year was passed, which fixes them at 
Par £ 

Mr. HOUSTON. Some of them who were 
not attached to the Army got salaries, and those 
who were attached to the Army received their pay. 
I will explain that, if I can get the floor when the 
gentleman from Ohio has concluded his remarks, 

Mr. CARTTER. All I have to say is this: 
Whatever may be the occasion for extra rations 
in actual service, a set of scientific professors in 
permanent positions do not require them. And, 
sir, let us talk English when we make an appro- 
priation, and not go through the miserable rigma- 
role of ‘ longevity rations.” [Laughter.} 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
is a little unfortunate, for he has shown the com- 
mittee very plainly either that he did not under- 
stand last year what he was doing, or that if he 
did, he has forgotten it. I will read the law, 
which will satisfy the gentleman that either one 
or the other of these is absolutely true. 
the proviso: 

* Provided, That hereafter, in lieu of the pay proper, ordi- 


der the provisions of the act of April 12th, 1812, the pro- 
fessors of engineers, philosophy, mathematics, ethics, and 
chemistry, shall be entitled to receive $2,000 each per an- 
num, and the professors of drawing and French $1,500, ? 8e. 

So that you see the law itself, of which the 
gentleman speaks, was a reformation, and I am 
willing to admit that it expressly, by its terms, 
leaves the professors their extra rations. 

Mr. CARTTER. That was not designed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The law was intended to 
leave to them their extra tations. 

Mr. CARTTER. The gentleman is mistaken; 
it was not so intended. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The law certainly leaves it 
so. We are not restoring anything atall. The 
Committee of Ways and Means, believing as the 
gentleman believes, that the law ought to have 
gone on and cut off the balance of the rations, 
proposed in this bill that the longevity rations 
should also be cut off. But here is a very long and 
: candid communication from one of the present 
professors, who proves satisfactorily that it is im- 
possible for the professors to live as they ought to 
live, if we take away their service-rations, as they 
i are called. 

‘ Mr. MILLSON. 
inquiry of the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Fowxer] in regard to the amount of the 
rations. I will state that this longevity ration— 
| which seems to me to be a very reasonable addi- 
tional allowance—is granted first, because it is de- 
sirable to retain in the public service useful and 
i competent men; because, too, the professors at 
West Point have not the same opportunities of 
; promotion that are open to those who commence 


this slight additional compensation is necessary 
! to provide for the continual increase of their 
| And now I will state the amount which is added 
| to the compensation of the professors by retaining 
Supposing that a 
| professor has served thirty-five years, the increase 


a faithful and continuous service of thirty-five 
ears. 

l Mr. FOWLER. Am Ito understand that that 

| is the whole amount that he will ever receive? 

| Mr.MILLSON. Yes, sir. 

| Mr. FOWLER. Well, I want to know how 

! much these rations, forage, servants, and other 


i emoluments will all amount to in any one year? 


1 
i 


Flere is | 


nary rations, forage, and servants, heretofore received un- | 


| 


With the permission of the !; 
|| gentleman from Alabama, I desire to reply to the 


| their career in the Army with them; and because |; 
i 
t - $ 
ji will ali be consumed. 


of his compensation, at the expiration of that | 
| time, is only $500. That is the sole increase for || 


Bergs. No 
Mr. MILLSON. I am now speaking 
question of .the longevity wation, ‘that, bei 
only point béfore the committee. 3205 

Mr.. FOWLER., ‘But. I want ito: know how 
much all these perquisites for any one year amount 
to? : sg 
. Mr. MILLSON, — Tcan give. the gentleman no 
information on that subject. I wish now to state 
to the committee what would -be the ‘whole.ex- 
pense to the Government, supposing the six: pro- 
fessors at West: Point received longevity rations 
after a service of thirty-five years. ‘The whole ad- 
ditional expense for the six professors would be 
something like $3,000. I think ‘that a veryire 
sonable addition, and I am in favor.of the amend- 
ment. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘There was another reply- 

hio 
and Į am sure it is one he will appreciate. If the 


intended to make to the gentleman from 
gentleman proposes a reformation in the Army, 


! why does he not call to account the Committee on 


Military Affairs of this House? The Committee 


lof Ways and: Means have attempted to reform 


this error, as we considered it at. the time, to which 
he has called the attention of the committee. We 
thought thglongevity ration ought to be cut off, 
but upon a reéxamination of the subject. we found 
our opinions changed, and the committee, have 
instructed me to ask the House to strike out the 
provision of the bill which would deprive the pro- 
fessors of it. But the gentleman will remember 
that these longevity rations are allowed by law, 


i and that all the other officers of the Army get 


them. Why does he not call for a reformation, 
to change the law upon this subject? Why does 
he not call upon the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to so modify the law as to deprive all officers 


! of these rations, if the professors are to be de- 
i prived of them who are already deprived of the 
|! opportunities of promotion which other officers 


have? The Committee of Ways and Means 
thought that the professors ought to be allowed 
them. i ne Se EDA 


Mr. CARTTER. Here is the provision ‘that 
was adopted at the last Congress: ‘That here- 
after in lieu of the pay proper, ordinary rations,” 
which. I unsophisticatedly supposed at that time, 
meant the rations’ they ordinarily received, |‘! for- 
age and servants heretofore received under the act 
of April 12th, 1812,” and so forth. Well, the 
committee reported in this bill that they should 
receive salaries of $2,000, and exclude ali rations. 
Now I do not know whether that is enough or 
not. If itis not, make it larger, although I think 
itis ample. But render it so that we can under- 
stand it, and do not attempt to keep up the fable 


| that the older the officer grows the more he wants 
i to eat, for the purpose of getting the money. 


Mr. HOUSTON. That isthelaw now: Why 
do you not propose to repeal it? 

Mr. CARTTER, I understand that. You 
proposed to do'it by this bill, but now you are 
going back in this amendment. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Will the gentleman, from 
Ohio allow me to makea suggestion to him, which 
will perhaps remove his difficulty ? 

Mr. CARTTER. Certainly. i 

Mr. DUNCAN. If the officer himself does not 


| eat any more as he grows older, it is highly prob- 


able that as he grows in years his family will in- 
crease, he will have more to feed and the rations 


Mr. CARTTER. Then increase his salary, 


‘or change the tide of your longevity ration, and 


call it shori-gevily ration. [Laughter.] If it is to 
feed children, say so, and Jet us understand it. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Hovs- 
ton’s amendment, and it was agreed to. ‘ 
Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee of Ways 
and Means have instructed me to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: After the word “ subsistence,” 
in line eighteen, strike out ** $438," and insert 
t 89,263” in lieu thereof, so as to make it read: 
For commutation of subsistence, $2,263. : 
That is to make appropriation for: wh 
committee has just done. eee 
The question was then „taken upon the amend- 


at ‘the 


kd 


Be 
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J uly 20, 


ment, and it was decided in the affirmative—ayes 
70, noes not counted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment. it merely appropriates $30 for clothes 
for the commandant’s servant. F will merely re- 
mark. that the commandant of the cadets is enti- 
tled to a’servant. g 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

For clothing of officer’s servant, $30. 


The question. was put, and the amendment was |! 


agreed to. : . 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 move to strike out, in the 
twenty-second line, the words ‘and improve- 
ments for,” so that instead of ‘for repairs and 
improvements, for fuel and apparatus therefor,” 
it shall read ‘‘for repairs, fuel, and apparatus 
therefor,” &c. : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | now move that the bill be 
reported to the House. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 1 have an, 
amendment which I desire to offer at the end of 
the bill. 

Mr. HENN. 


want to offer to one of the sections of the bill.. I; 
move to strike out the twenty-eighth and twenty- | 


ninth lines, which are as follow: 
“ For expenses of the board of visitors, $3,000.” 


I look upon this board of visitors as a perfect |: 


humbug. It gives these gentlemen an opportunity ‘| to do injustice to the Engineer Corps of the Army | 


But this but does justice to the balance of | 
the corps of the Army. It will not affect the pay | 


f A ; ii of the Superintendent at all. I believe you now | 
The question was put, and decided in the neg- |} 


of making a pleasant summer excision, but it |) 
I hope |; 


has never done any good in the least. 
these lines will be stricken out. 


ative. 


The last two sections of the bill were then read | 


as follows: 
“ For the purchase of thirty artillery and cavalry horses, 


$6,480.” 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means to explain 
this new appropriation. I think we have nothing 
similar in any previous appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The sections explain them- 
selves. They have artillery and cavalry horses 
there for the purpose of exercising the students, 
and learning them to ride. They have some sixty 
or seventy horses there, but some half a dozen or 
probably eight or ten of them are reported as be- 
ing unfit for use. ‘They wish to increase the 
number to ninety, so that so much labor need not 
be imposed upon the same horses, and in order to 
make them last longer. 

Several Mempurs. That’s enough. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I merely rose for information, 
because I saw it was an appropriation which was 


not contained in former appropriation bills. f am | 


satisfied with the explanation, 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I now offer |i 
the following amendment, to come in at the end !: 


of the bill: 


Provided, That the Superintendent of the Academy at || 


West Point may be selected by the President of the United 


States from any corps of the Army of the United States, | 
from those officers whose rank is not less than lieutenant | 


colonel lineally, or by brevet. 


It is probably known to the House that, in the |: 


present condition of the Military Academy at 
West Point, the Superintendent of that institution 


is always selected from the Corps of Engineers, | 1 
and that the rank of the Superintendent for several | 


years. back has been only that of captain. Your 
artillery corps, your ordnance, your infantry, 
dragoons, and the various corps of the Army, in 


the present condition of the law, are precluded | 


from the position of Superintendent of that Acad- 
emy. No matter what is the character of the 
gentleman of the Army you may bring—no mat- 
ter what gallantry he may have exhibited in front 
of the batteries of the enemy—no matter how 
high a personal character or position he may 


have, heis precluded from the position of Superin- | 
tendent at West Point, for no other reason m the ; 


world than because he does not belong to a Corps 
of Engineers. It is the general wish of the Army 
that this change should be made in the law. 
position is one of high responsibility. The Super- 
intendent of the Academy at West Point ought to 
bea man to whom the youth of the country will 
look up to with pride. In that position there 
should be an example of the soldier; and without 


I have an amendment which I | 


“Por forage of ninety artillery and cavalry horses, 


The || 


may be permitted to observe that the merit of the 
Army is not confined to that corps, 

The President of the United. States, under the 
change of law which I propose, will have the op- 
portunity of exercising his discretion and his 
judgment. I have put it in the proviso that he 
shall not be of. less rank. than lieutenant colonel, 
lineal or by brevet, because that when taken. from 
| this Engineer Corps it will be found that the Super- 
i intendent is of no higher rank than that of. captain. 
if 


| When I was at West Point, a very distinguished 


i the rank of colonel, was Superintendent, and the 
! late General Worth, then lieutenant colonel, was 
| commandant of the corps. When this Superin- 
tendent left, another was appointed of lower rank. 
This involved the necessity of a change in many 
i of the subordinate officers, because they would 
net be assigned a duty at West Point under the 


rank, and so itdwindled down. This is always 
the way. When the Superintendent decreases in 


|| ably decrease or diminish in rank, except the pro- 
|| fessors who do not hold -rank in the Army at all. 


|| refuse to serve as subordinates, when the rank of 
i the Superintendent goes down. I submitted this 
proposition at the last Congress, and it met the 


concurrence of the whole Army. Ido not wish 


l atali. 


receiving the pay of a lieutenant colonel. 

Tam requested by a gentleman at my left, to 
speak of the duties of a Superintendent ef that 
i! Academy. He is not connected with the corps at 
all. His duties are ornamental rather than use- 
| ful. The commandant of the corps has the mili- 
| tary command of the corps of cadets and instructs 


j 

! 

t 

| 

i i * : 
|; have a-captain of the engineers there, and he is 
i 

1 

| 

i 

i 

| 

| 


the Academy receives the reports from the aca- 
demic professors and the commandant. He super- 
intends the disbursements; receives visitors; com- 
municates with your Department; and so far as I 
know, has general control over the Academy. But 
there is no reason on earth why he should be an 


i 
1 
i 
i 


| mandant there for years, and who was acceptable 
ras a governor and instructor of youth at West 


of Superintendent of that Academy, except for 
that clause in the law which says he must be a 
|| member of the Engineer Corps. I do not wish to 
t 


| ought to pass. 
|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


Whole on the state of the Union had, according to 


‘| emy at West Point, for the fiscal year ending 
| June 30th, 1853, and had instructed him to report 
|! the same to the House with sundry amendments 
thereto. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Task the previous question 
; upon the passage of the bill; and if there be no 
i; objection, I ask that the amendments may all be 


Ht 


| Included in one vote. 
‘| The previous question was seconded, and the 


f main question ordered. 


ji Mr. KING, of Rhode Island. I ask that a 


1, Separate vote may be had upon the last amend- 


E eee 
saying anything against the Corps of Engineers, I I 


gentleman from the Corps of Engineers, holding | 


charge of an officer not equal to themselves in | 
| rank, the subordinate officers will also proportion- |i 


All the officers of the Army of a higher rank will | 


them in military tactics. The Superintendent of | 


engineer officer. There was no reason why Gen- | 
| eral Hitchcock, for instance, who was the com- | 


! Point, should not have been promoted to the office | 


i| detain the committee, but I think this amendment i 


order, had the Union generally under considera- jl 
Hon, and particularly House bill No. 87, making j; 
ppropriations for the support ofthe Military Acad- || 


ment, which prevides that the Superintendent of | 


the Academy at West Point may betaken from any 
corps in the Army. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
agreed to concur in all the amendments of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
except the last. 

Mr. KING. I demand the yeasand nays upon 
concurring in the last amendment. .I understand 
that the effect of this amendment will be to dis- 
place the present Superintendent, and for that rea- 
son I demand the yeas and nays. 
| Mr. CARTTER. Idesire to know whether 
that wiil be the effector not? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I, too, desire to know what 
will be the effect of this amendment upon the pres- 
ent Superintendent. ‘I understand the amendment 
; to limit the discretion of the President to a choice 
: from the officers not less in rank than lieutenant 
colonel. I understand the present Superintendent 
only holds the rank of captain, and at the same 
time I suppose he discharges his duties very well. 
i| I desire to know whether the amendment will dis- 
|| place him ? 

i Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. By the in- 
i dulgence of the House I will remark that I am 
| perfectly willing to modify the amendment so as 
to allow the President the right to select the Super- 
| intendent from any corps of the Army, and not 
| have anything whatever said about rank. All I 
|| want is to throw it open to the whole Army. 

i The SPEAKER. That modification can be 


made by unanimous consent. 

No objection was made, and the modification 
suggested by Mr. MarsHaLy was made. 
| Mr. KING, of New York. Task for the read- 
|| ing of the amendment as amended. 
| Mr. MARSHALL. Iwill remark that I un- 
derstand that the gentleman who is now Superin- 
tendent of West Point Academy, Mr. Robert E. 
Lee, (who is very acceptable to me,) has the rank 
of heutenant colonel. 
i, ‘The amendment, as modified, was then read, as 
H follows: 
!| Provided, That the Superintendent of the Military Acad- 
ij emy at West Point may be selected by the President of the 


| United States from any corps in the Army of the United 
| States. 


The question was then taken on the adoption 
i of the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

(| The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time, and being engrossed, it was read 
| the third time. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. I move the previous ques- 
1 


|i tion upon the passage of the bill. 

| The previous question was seconded, and the 
l main question was ordered to be put. 

|. The question was then taken upon the bill, and 
iit was passed, 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


| Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. With aview 
i to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
; of the Union upon the river and harbor bill, in 
which there is a deep interest felt throughout the 
country, I move that the rules be suspended, and 
that the Flouse resolve itself into the Committee 
i of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the House 
; adjourn. 

Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas. As there is a 
motion made which takes precedence of the motion 
: of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Szysroun,] 
| I will ask the gentleman if he had not better make 
l 


i that bill a special order? This whole question of 
i the improvement of the rivers and harbors has 

| been sunk through the whole session, and we 

; ought to do something now, if ever we do it. 

| Mr. HOUSTON, Everything else has been 

| sunk with it. 


| up at once. 

|| Mr. HAMILTON. I move the House adjourn. 
1 

| 

t 


Mr. JOHNSON. I hope the Chair will state 


| The SPEAKER. A- motion is submitted by 
ithe gentleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] 
| that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
| resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
i the state of the Union, and the gentleman from 

| Maryland [Mr. HamıLToN] moves that the Elouse 
adjourn. 


1852. 


~ 


Mr. HENN. Has the gentleman from Mary- 


land the right to. the floor, to submit that motion? |] 


The SPEAKER. The motion is in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If the Whig party will vote 
against this which they call their charter doctrine, 
the House can adjourn, | i 

The question was taken on the:motiohn to ad- 
journ, and it was not agreed tó. 

‘Mr. TAYLOR: F hope‘the House will go into 
me Committee of the ‘Whole, and take up this 

il, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will not a motion to take 
up one of the appropriation bills take precedence 
in the committee of a motion to take up She river 
and harbor bill? 

The SPEAKER. That isa question to be de- 
termined by the chairman of the committee, who- 
ever he may be. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a 
question of order. That cannet be so, it having 
been decided by precedent heretofore. Sir, if you 
refer that questionto the chairman of the commit- 
tee, we have no show at all, for any man may be 
chairman there. The river and harbor bill is a 
general appropriation bill, and it has been so de- 
cided by the Speaker heretofore. 

Mr. MEADE, It was so decided, confessedly 
against the rules of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. The 
question is upon the motion that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
nays upon that motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I move that the 
House adjourn. ; 

Mr. MEADE. Jask for a division of the House 
upon that question. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Those who 
vote here against this bill are Virginians, and she 
has neither rivers or harbors. 

Mr. MEADE. Lask for tellers upon the mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Fow.er and 
Morony appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 32, noes 67; no quorum voting. 

Mr. MEADE. I move that the Housedo now 
adjourn. ai 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas., I rise to a 

uestion of order. No quorum is necessary to 

etermine the question of adjournment either way. 
‘The rule is as good upon one side as upon the 
other, 

The SPEAKER. The question just submitted, 
and upon which the House was divided, was upon 
a motion to adjourn; and no business having been 
transacted since, another motion is not now in 
order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I move that there 
be a call of the House. 

Mr. SMART. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. . . 

Mr. KING, of New York. This question can 
be decided to-morrow, just as well as to-day. 
When we go into the Committee of the Whole to- 
morrow, this motion can be made, and it will be 
fora majority of the committee to decide it, and 
as we have no quorum present, I move that this 
House adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There can be noth- 
ing effected by going into the Committee of the 
Whole to-day, and taking up that bill, because, 
if that should be done, it would be tantamount to 
making it a special order, and gentlemen must see 
that we can effect nothing by going into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, now, without a quorum. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. My object 
in making the motion now is to get into the com- 
mittee upon this bill, with the uuderstanding that 
this being the unfinished business, it would come 
up first before the committee to-morrow, Į ask 
the Chair if that would not be the result if we go 
into the committee to-day, and take up this bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. a 
be a call of the House, which should be first dis- 

osed of. Is debatein order? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Kixe,] however, submitted a motion 
that the House do now adjourn. f 

Mr. KING. [I withdraw that motion that my 
colleague [Mr. Seymour] may give notice that he 
will submit the motion to-morrow to take up this 


I demand the yeas and 


i tion is, that there | i | ; ; A 
The pending motion is, that there | The report was ordered to be printed. i call it up this morning. 


„journ. i 
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bill, I think it unnecessary to have a call of the 
House now. $ : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then give notice that to- 
morrow I shall move to take up one of the regu- 
lar appropriation bills, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, Then, sir, I 
ask whether the last motion submitted and acted 
upon, was not a motion to adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. ft was. SS ois 
> Mr. JOHNSON, Iwill further ask, for the 
information of the House upon this. subject, 
whether it was not decided during the preceding 
Congress that an appropriation bill for rivers and | 
harbors was a general appropriation Dill, and | 
whether that decision is net a precedent here? 

The SPEAKER, (Mr. Sruarr in the chair.) i} 
The Chair trusts that the House will indulge him 
in a statement. Whatever may have been the; 
experience of Congress upon this subject is as |! 
well known to the House as to the Chair. The: 
Chair‘has a well-ascertained opinion of his own į 
upon this subject, but he is acting temporarily in || 
the chair, and even if he were acting permanently, |i 
he would not undertake to decide that question. | 
{tis to be decided by the chairman of the commit- | 
tee, after the House shall have resolved itself into | 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, what shail be the order of business before | 
the committee. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then the chairman can settle | 
it which ever way be pleases. : i 


Mr. CHASTAIN. I renew the motion to ad- | 


Mr. KING, of New York. F ask for a divis- 
ion of the House upon that question, that we may 
determine whether a quorum is present or not. | 

The question was then taken on the motion to ! 
adjourn, and upon a division there were—ayes 
42, noes 6U. No quorum voting. 

There being no quorum in the House, 

On motion by Mr. CARTTER, the House then 
adjourned until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a.m. 


i 
i 


MEMORIALS. 

The following memorials were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. CHANDLER: The memorial of George C. Read 
and other citizens of the United States, asking Congress to 
employ Mr. William A. K. Martin to paint a picture repre- 
senting an American naval victory, to be placed in the i 
Capitol, 

Also, the memorial of numerous citizens of Philadelphia ; 
asking Congress to construct a canal around the Sault: 
Ste. Marie. 

Also, the memorial of Carson & Newhold, of Philadel- 
phia, asking compensation for merchandise destroyed while 
in the publie stores (port custom-house) in the city of Phil- 
adelphia. 


IN SENATE. 

Wepnespay, July 21, 1852. f 

Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieron F. MoRGAN. 
Mr. CHASE presented three petitions of citi- ; 
zens of Ohio, praying that the bill now pending | 
before Congress, known as the ‘* homestead bill,” į 
may become a law; which were referred to the: 
Committee on Public Lands. i 
Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of in- į 
habitants of Joe Daviess county, Ilinois, praying | 
that the transportation of the mails on Sunday may | 
be prohibited by law; which was referred to the | 
i 
i 


Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | 
Mr. DAVIS presented two memorials of steam $ 
engineers, residing on the northern lakes and the | 


He also, from the same. committee, to. 
was referred the bill from the House of Re 
atives to protect actual settlers. upon th 
the line of the Central Railroad and brane 
granting preémption® rights: thereto, re 
back with anamendment. o ii T An 

BILL INTRODUCED. = 


title, and referred to- the Committee on‘Roads and 
Canals. aaa = P Baden AT as 
BILLS PASSED. 


The following. engrossed. bills were ‘severally. 
read a third time and passed: DnE nad 

An act granting to the State of Louisiana. the 
right of way and a donation ‘of public land. for the 
purpose of lecating and constructing. a railroad 
from Shreveport to the Mississippi river, in said 
State; EE 

An act for the relief of the town of Belleview, 
*in Iowa; and a 

An act to provide additional security for the 
lives and property of persons navigating the west- 
ern waters, 


FOREIGN POSTAL ARRANGEMENTS. F 


Mr. SUMNER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed toù aa 

Resolved, What the President of the United States be re~ 
quested to furnish to the Senate copies of any correspond- 
ence, net heretofore communicated to. Congress, between 
the Department of State and the diplomatie agents of the 
United States abroad with regard to foreign postal arrange- 
ments, and especially cheap ocean postage, so far as the 
same can be done without detriment to the public interests, 


DEPUTY NAVAL OFFICERS. 


Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following. reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: ENAS 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be directed 
to juquire into the propriety of placing the compensation of 
the deputy naval officers and deputy surveyors, for the 
ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia; Baltimore, and 
New Orleans, on an equality with deputy collectors at said 
ports. eed 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. ` 
Mr. CLARKE submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: ree aos 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to report to the Senate, as soon as practicable, the reasone: 
for the recall of Lieutenant Colouel J. D. Graham from his 
position as chief astronomer of the Boundary Commission, 
employed in determining the fine between the United States 
and the Republie of Mexico; together with. ail ..the-papers 
connected with his appointment, the revocation. of thàt ap- 
pointment, and the instructions given to him, Also, that 
the Secretary of the Interior be further directed to report to 
the Senate any instructions given or sent to Andrew B. 
Gray, relating to the initial point upon the Rio Grande, 
agreed upon by the Commission, and the reasons for the re~ 
moval of the said Andrew B. Gray from his position as sur- 
veyor upon the part of the United States upon the said 
Boundary Commission. 


THE TAUNTON RIVER. ig 

Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: eee 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the expediency of making provision for 
the survey of Taunton river with reference to the obstacles 
impeding navigation therein. 

INDIGENT INSANE. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I desire to ask permission of 
the Senate to take up Senate bill No. 188., 

Mr. GWIN. Lhope the Senator will give way 


rivers, bays, and gulfs of the Atlantic coast, pray- i 
ing the enactment of alaw for the correction of the | 
existing evils in the management of steam vessels; ; 
which were ordered to be laid on the table, | 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. | 

Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, | 
to which was referred the memorial of Russell & || 
i 


Jones, surviving partners of Brown, Russell & ;; 


stores for the troops in New Mexico, submitted a | 


report, accompanied by a bill for their relief; | 


which was read and passed to the second reading. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the memorial of | 
Israel Rogers, representing that he has been de- | 
frauded of the bounty land to which he was enti- | 
tled for services during the late war with Mex- į 
ico, and praying other Jand, submitted an adverse 


for a moment, until 1 suggest the taking up of the 
resolution which was postponed until to-morrow, 
in regard to the day of adjournment. The Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. Sour] conceives it to be*his 
duty to be present when that resolution is voted 
upon. It is well known to the Senate, that heis 
in very bad health, and it is Poa dangerous 
for him to be in the Senate at all. 1 hope that, 
by general consent, that resolution will be taken 
up this morning and acted upon, : 

Mr. SHIELDS. I presume that the bill which 
I desire to take up will provoke no discussion, and 
lam under some obligation to make an effort to 
If it gives rise to any. 
debate, I will agree to lay it aside, and take: up 
| the resolution referred to by the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia, which I presume will excite some discus 
sion. [would state to the honorable Senator from 
| Louisiana, that the moment the bill to which F 
is through, { will call up that resolution. 


report thereon. 


bill that passed the Senate at the last session, after 


wt 


BE. 


indigent insane, and I will throw myself not -only 
on. the courtesy, but upon the gallantry of the 
Senate, to take it up and dispose of it now, one | 


ji 
i 


way or the other. I take it for granted, that al- j 
though Senators may be inclined to vote against |} 
it, and feel it to be their duty to do so, no one! 
will be disposed to assail or attack it, and that it l 
will provoke no discussion. I move to postpone |} 
all prior orders for the purpose of taking up the !i 
bill making a grant of lands to the several States |: 
of the Union for the relief and support of indi- |i 
gent insane persons. ‘i 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator will not |} 


! closing our labors. 


ators to distrust neither the House nor- them- 
selves, and they will soon discover that there is 
ample time in those twenty-six days for perfect- 
ing leisurely what may be incomplete, and for 


doing up without precipitancy what may remain | 


undone. The posiponement insisted upon, we all 
know, will advance none of the objects sought to 
be attained through it. We will be, on the 3ist 
of August, precisely where we would have been 
onthe 16th. The longer we postpone the ad- 


li some short 


journment, the greater will the tendency be to i 


crowd the Journal in both Houses with new 


schemes of legislation, that will come and press | 
upon us at the last hour, to the detriment of the 


legitimate business which should take precedence 


press that motion. The bill to which he alludes |; upon them, and which will only be attended to in 


is one to which I am opposed. If we can dis- |; 
tribute lands among the States for that purpose, 
we can do it for any other purpose. I hope it will 
not be taken up. 

Mr.GWIN. The Senator from Winois is mis- 
taken if he thinks the hill will not lead to discu 
sion. | 

Mr. SHIELDS. Then if it does give rise to | 
discussion, and any Senator indicates a wish to 
debate it, | will not press it to-day. But I was in 
hopes that, as it was so fully discussed before, it 
would be settled one way or the othe now with- 
out discussion. {take ne other interest in it, ex- |: 
cept to do what I consider to be my duty as chair- 
man of the committee which reported it. 

Mr. DAVIS. J hope that bill will be taken up 
and disposed of. 

The motion was not agreed to, there being on 

-adivision—ayes 17, noes 22. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. SHIELDS. {now move to take up the 
resolution of the House in regard to the adjourn- 
ment of Congress. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The resolution is as follows: 


Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senats,) That 
the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives close the present session of Congress by 
an adjournment of their respective Houses on Monday, tiie 
16th day of August next, at the hour of twelve o’clock, 
meridian. 


Mr. SHIELDS. J have called up this resolu- 
tion for the accommodation of my honorable 
friend from Louisiana, whose health is such that 
he will be obliged to leave tke city. THe wishes 
to have some action on it before he leaves. 
Lam still of opinion that it would be indiscreet ! 
and improper for us to act upon it for some time | 
to come. i shall vote against concurring in the 
resolution, although [ have called it up. 

Mr. SOULE. I do not wish to be understood | 
as indulging a personal desire or feeling of my 
own, when 1 express my preference for an ad- 
journment on the 16th of August. That preference 

would unhesitatingly surrender, if I could but 
be persuaded that the interest of the country, or 
the business ofthe session could be promoted and 
advanced by it. But my impressions, Mr. Pres- 
ident, are decidedly the other way. I verily be- 


i 
H 


ta 


i 


lieve that we hold the House under a solemn and ;) with the public business. 


binding obligation—a bond which Tam unwilling | 
to cancel—that it shall so dispose of the bills which 
await its action, as to send them hither in season 
to enable us to bestow upon their merits our most 
serious and most considerate attention. We need 
not fear that by concurring in the resolution upon 
our table we will be exposed to a renewal of the 
mortifying scenes which were exhibited here at 
the last session, in the hurry with which we had 
to act upon most important and momentous meas- 


sibility that rests upon its shoulders, and is not 
likely to overlook the duties which that responsi- 
bility imposes. Should we not concur in the reso- 


lution as we have it on our desks, the friends of | 


the amendment postponing the adjournment to the /! 
30th of August, may find it at least difficult to |! 
bring the House to assent to it; and then we are j 
again thrown at its mercy, and with no better |! 
prospect of ending our labors than we had three || 
monthsago. It seems to bean object, on all hands, || 
that the session should speedily be brought to a |} 
close. The country, Í apprehend, is rather more | 
anxious lest, in what remains of it, we should do |} 


But |: 


earnest, when it shall be ascertained that there is 
a fatal day, and a fatal hour, beyond which they 
cannot be expected to reach. 


shall be on this, ag it was on a former occasion, 


this time. I must say, that so far as I can judge, 
{ cannot see that the business of the session is in 
such a condition as to allow us to fix a day of 
adjournment. Take, for instance, the deficiency 
bill—a bill that ought to have been passed almost 


\ the first week of the session, which we only 
assed the other day, and then with great diffi- | 


‘culty. That being the case, I am unwilling, 
while the question is in our own power, to let 


| 
| that power depart from us. f would rather let 


i! the resolution lie on the table; and when wethink 


the proper time has come for adjourning, we can 
i designate the time, and send the resolution to the 
, House, 

Mr. SMITH. I move to amend the resolution 
in conformity with the suggestion made by the 
honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Howrer] 
the other day, to strike out the “16th,” and in- 
sert the * 30th,” which is the last Monday in 
August. [suppose it is in order to do that now, 
notwithstanding the vote of the Senate the other 
day, by which the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair considers it to 
‘beinorder. The subject comes up at a subse- 
quent day. It does not prevent the Senate from 


i 
| 
| 
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| 


cided they would not de. This resolution is not 


like a bill. 

Mr. SMITH. I hope that the vote will be 
taken upon this subject without any very pro- 
tracted discussion. It is hardly worth while to 
spend another day in debating it. 
ever, but feel some degree of surprise, after the 


honorable member of this body should suppose 
that the business of the session can be brought to 
i a close without fixing a day of adjournment; or 
that he should suppose that we can, until we do 
fix that day, make any very considerable progress 
I care not how long w 
remain here; we may go along, with the day un 


‘condition that we now are. It may be very de- 
| plorable that it should be so; it may be very deplor- 
; able that the appropriation bills are to be sent into 
| this Chamber from the House of Representatives, 
; within some six, or eight, or ten days of the ad- 


Committee on Finance, aud that they should be 


|| reported to us, and we be compelled to act upon |; 
! them, as we have been heretofore, without an op- : 
portunity to give them hardly amoment’s consid- ; 


i eration. Such has been our past experience, and 
such, I venture to predict, will be our experience 


experience we have had on this subject, that an | 


; determined, from now until the middle of Septem- | 
ber, and we shall be, substantially, in the same || 


journment; it may be very deplorable that we ! 


c ' should be obliged to hand over those bills to the 
ures. The House will feel the weight of respon- | 2 


t Such being the | 
view which I have taken of the question, my vote | 


deciding now that they will do what they then de- | 


I cannot, how- | 


| 
| 


at the present session of Congress; and, therefore, : 


chairman of. the Committee on Finance, 


FEUNTER,}] to take this business into his own 


hands—and I hope he will do it next session of || 


Congress—and prepare the bills, and report them 
to the Senate, to the end that we may take them 


| up, and givethem some consideration. 


t 
i 
i 


i 
j 


| Í venture to make an appeal to my friend, the | 
[Mr. | 


I repeat, sir, until we fix the day; until it be- 
comes certain that Congress will adjourn within 
eriod, no considerable progress. will 
be made with the public business. W hat is the 
condition of bills that have passed the Senate and 
been sent to the House of Representatives? I do 
| not know that it is in order for me to refer to it, but 
I believe that if we could ascertain the truth, if we 
could have the facts before us, we should ascertain 
that a vast number of them now He accumulated 
on the table of the Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, which have not received even a ref- 
erence to the proper committees of that body. 

I trust, therefore, without dwelling upon the 
subject, that we shall now fix the day of adjourn- 
ment. I know we shall be involved in difficulty, 
and serious difficulty, too; but it is inevitable. 1 
hope we will now fix the day for adjournment; 
| and I am in favor of the last Monday in August 
| I cannot concur with the opinion of my honorable 
friend from Louisiana upon this subject. That 


:: honorable Senator says, that the House of Rep- 


resentatives have taken the responsibility of fixing 
the 16th day of August. When did they assume 
that responsibility? Several weeks ago; and it 
was on the assumption that we would then agree 


toit. But the state of things is now entirely al- 
| tered, We havea totally different state of things. 


If we agree to the resolution, it will be passed; 
and the House will have no opportunity to review 
the question, whether, in the present condition of 


i! the public business, they will be in a condition to 


adjourn on the day they originally named, The 
House, therefore, cannot properly be said, under 
the existing circumstances of the case, to have as- 
sumed the responsibility of deciding now, that we 
can adjourn on the day named by them; but by 
amending the resolution, as I nowepropose, we 
| can send it back to the House, and they will have 


and rejected by a vote of the Senate cannot be 
made. ‘The Chair will read the parliamentary law 
on the subject: 

“A question once carried cannot he questioned again at 


the same session; but must stand as the judgment of the 
house.” 


Mr.BRODHEAD. I presume that the amend- 
| ment can be received by unanimous consent, and 
that we can take a vote upon it. 

Mr. ADAMS. I beg leave to suggest that it 
was in reference to that very rule of the Senate 
that the Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. Nor- 
ris] moved a reconsideration of the vote on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Hunrer,] with a view of bringing it 
u again. 

Mr. SMITH. To relieve the Chair and the 
Senate from any difficulty on the subject, 1 will 
move to insert ‘‘ Tuesday the 31st.” It cannot 
make any essential difference whether we adjourn 
on Tuesday or Monday. I move to strike out 
4$ Monday the 16th,” and insert “ Tuesday the 
3lst. 

The PRESIDENT. That will be in order. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I accord with what 
| has been said by the honorable Senator from Hli- 
nois, [Mr. SneLos.}] So far as respects myself, 
there is no member of the Senate more desirous 
than I am of returning to my family, and not one 
who has fewer personal motives to remain here 
than I have. But there are considerations higher 
than those. There is a change going on in the 
legislative organization of this Government such as 
would work great changes in other Governments 
under other circumstances. Under the Consti- 
tution we are a codrdinate branch of the Gov- 


H 


ernment. By the Constitution we have the right 
to originate any bills except money bills—except 
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bills raising taxes-on the people. Those we can- | 
not originate. ` The initiatory step in regard to 
such bills must be taken by the House of Repre- | 
sentatives. We can originate any appropriation 
bill as well as the House of. Representatives; but 
the practice has been that they. originate in the 
other House, and I suppose the Senate would be 
unwilling to depart from that practice, except un- 
der extreme circumstances. Practically, we are 
reduced to a legislative cipher in regard to appro- 
priation bills, and there is not a member on this 
foor who does not know it. The time has come | 
when a practical remedy should be applied. Bills 
are forced upon us at the last moment of the ses- 
sion; and you know, Mr. President, and all of us 
know, that they have been passed by the Senate | 
without our knowing one word that was in them. 
‘We have been driven to this extremity: either to | 
stop the financial operations of the Government, 
orto pass hastily bills that we have never seen, | 
and know not what they contain. ` 

Mr. President, that is not the power given to 
us by the Constitution. We owe it to our posi- 
tion, we owe it to our duty, as one of the great 
depositories of the legislative power of this coun- 
try, and we owe it to the Constitution itself, that 
we should have time to look into those bills, and 
act upon them on our own responsibility. 

Gentlemen talk about a joint rule to prevent 
bills coming to us within a few days before the 
close of the session. What good willitdo? We 
all know that such rules are suspended at the very 
last moment of a session. They are practically 
so much waste paper. They have never prevented 
any single bill from either House going to the 
President. To my own personal knowledge, a 
President has had sometimes to sign bills at the 
last moment of the session without even reading 
them through, 

Now, I insist that we have come tosuch a pass 
that there should be some practical check put to | 
this great legislative evil. We cannot discharge 
our duties to the country under this state of things. 
We are becoming a mere court of registry; and 
worse thi: that, a court of registry without being | 
able te read what we are called upon to regis- 
ter, without being able to exercise any rational 
control. Wehave to pass upon certain items 1n 
appropriation bills; and we ought to consider | 
whett hey are necessary—whether the public | 


Í 
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her t 
interest demands them; but every member knows | 
we do not doit. Lask whether the personal con- | 
venience of any member, or any consideration 
stronger than that should stand in the way of our 
doing fearlessly our duty? i think the resolution 
should lie upon the table for the present. I believe | 
that to be the only practicable remedy that is | 
within cur power. ` Í believe it isa question be- | 
tween that and the actual surrender of the legisla- | 
tive power of this body to the House of Repre- | 
sentatives. Formy own part, I shall vote to lay | 
the resolution upon the table until such a time as | 
I think the Senate can act understandingly upon | 
it, and know what bills they are called upon to : 
pass, so that they can fulfill their duty. We are ; 
as much the Represen 


tatives of the American 
people as are the members of the Fouse of Rep- : 
resentatives. They are elected by the people. į 
We represent the State sovereignties, which are as | 
dear to the people of this country as any portion | 
of our institutions. Weare as responsible to | 
them, and that responsibility 1, for one, want to | 
meet and discharge properly. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I do not enter |! 
into this discussion with any view of affecting the | 
question before us, but with a view to make some |} 
general remarks which have been suggested by the 
observations of the honorable Senator from Mich 
igan. The course of legislative proceedings at | 
this session has made two pregnant indications, In | 
my opinion; and they are, that measures of the | 
greatest importance nave been passed without dis- i} 
cussion, and discussions have taken place upon |i 
matters that were not properly beforé the body. | 
Yes, sir, we are departing from the praper mode |; 
of proceeding as a legislative body, to register the : 
rescripts of anot ) 
jature—I suppose i may speak of it from newspa- 
rer reports—which is taking up its time m dis- 


ji 
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her coordinate branch ofthe Legis- || 


i 
i 


be conducted with comity, and that is thé only 


rale, I speak of comity in the highest sense; not 


as mere idle courtesy, but that kind of comit 
which should require of one certain duties which 
essential justice dictates. Why are not the appro- 
priation billshere? AmI tobe told that by laying 
this resolution upon the table and taking time be- 
fore we act upon it, we shall correct the evil which 
the honorable. Senator from Michigan has so 
strongly pointed out; and which is but an omen 


| to the times that this Government is changing its 


character entirely, and that Congress has lost the 
respect in the public mind which has heretofore 
been awarded to it, because it has become a merè 
public body, to speak as one would at a hustings? 
I believe that more bills have been passed by this 
body at this session than were ever passed at any 
session of Congress since I have been a member 
of the Senate; and there has been more discussion 
on matters that do not legitimately belong to the 
body which has taken jurisdiction of them. 
Now, sir, l do not, upon this question, agree 
with the honorable Senator from Michigan—and 
Ihave a very great respect for his opinions; I 
would defer to them upon most matters, but upon 
this, if he intends to correct this evil, Í think it 
should be done by leaving the subject, and agree- 
ing to adjourn upon the 16th of August, the time 
proposed by the House of Representatives, Will 
it be said that by so doing we shall leave the wants 
of the country unprovided for—that we shall deny 
the money necessary to carry on this Govern- 
ment? Allow me to say—and I say it with great 
deference—that if Congress were not to meet for 
five years, or ten or twenty years, the Government 
of this country could exist and survive it. I have 
contemplated this subject well, aud I believe if 
Congress were nut to meet in ten years, it would 
be just as well for the interests and true liberties 
of\the country. 1 am not one: of those who be- 
lieve that everything is to be done by the guard- 
ianship of Congress. I believe that one of the 
very best things that could occur, so far as regards 
the practical evil which we experience, would be 
to deny the supplies which might be exacted ofus, 
uot from an intelligent judgment, but which might 
be exacted from us, perhaps, by a combination— 
though I do not think it has ever occurred by a po- 
litical combination—between the Presidentand the 
Houseof Representatives. Such a thing might ex- 
ist; there could be such a combination to withhold 
the appropriation bills, until such time that we 


would be bound merely to register their edicts. 1 | 


do not believe any such thing has ever occurred. 
Í believe the evils which have been complained of, 
occur entirely from the vicious tendencies of these 
bodies at Washington to discuss matters that do 
not belong to them. That is my opinion. Iam 
willing to agree to adjourn on the 16th of August, 
and let the consequences fall where they may. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Mr. President, [ have no 
doubt that if Senators were to consult their own 


private individual feelings, the earliest possible i 
day named would meet the concurrence of the | 
Senate, and I certainly should vote for tue very i! 


earliest Gay. But there are public considerations 
which rise superior to individual wishes. I con- 
cur most cheerfully in every word, syllable, and 
letter, that fell fram the Senator from Michigan. 
There are obligations, insmy hamble judgment, 
which rest upon us, and as one Senator here, I 
am disposed to concur with the Senator from 
Michigan, in meeting those obligations manfully. 

The appropriation bills have been sent to us 
from the other branch of Congress heretofore on 
the last day, or last two days of the session—ap- 
propriating tens and tw , di 
lars. We are made responsibie for those bills 
when they undergo what here is worse than the 
mockery of legislation. y legis 
supposes that there is to be investigation and de- 
d Senator knows that that is 
pplied to 


liberation, and every 
a violent presumption, at least when a 
these bills. 
resolution, proposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Norris,} 
rules so that the appropri 

to this branch of Congress at 
its adjournment. I wish 


cussing the present merits of the presidential can- 


Vass. E i 
The proceedings of the two separate bodies į 
composing the Legislature, provided by the Co | 
stitution of the United States, must necessarily ` 


on- |j 
| days to act on 


È 


cheerfally for any day they fixed, al 
e appropriation bills. 


enties of millions of dol- ; 


Why, sir, legislation pre- |; 


We have sent to the House a joint | 


to amend the joint ; 
ation bills shall be sent || 
least ten days before 
it had comported with | 
the sense of the other House to have concurred || and perhaps i 
with the Senate in the adoption of that resolution. 


had done so, I should have voted most |} £ 
tee hes ` allowing usten || the chairman of the C 


But the | 


House of Representatives, in its wisdom, has. 

seen fit yet. to concur with the Senate; and antilit 

|| Shall do so, or until we shall see some prog 

made, I intend to vote for ño hour, no day-o 

journment, no ‘time which: shall crowd thoge’ dp 

| propriation bills upon us’ in the last hours of: the 
session. . Sea BRE 

Within the last few years I have seen: an a 
propriation bill, appropriating “$10,000,000, sent 
| here, and Senators-have been implored ‘to desist 
i from either excluding what was in the: bill or ‘in 

cluding what it was believed by our committees 
should go into it, Senators here were ‘deterred 
from offeriag any amendment, because we! were 
admonished by the hands of the clock that a delay 
of a few minutes would defeat the bill, = 05%. 
| „Ido not regard the defeat of the appropriation 
i bills as a matter of Ło slight importance ag the 
| Senator from South Carolina does. I concur with 
l him, very fully in the belief that if we had but‘one 
| session for some years, and made our appropria- 
| tions to cover that period of time, we should have 
| very little trouble. We are oppressed with an 
i| excess rather than a want of legislation; but while 
our appropriations are required to be made annu- 
ally, I would hold it to be an evil if they were not 
annually made, 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, if, like the Sena- 
|| tor from South Carolina, I represented one of: the 
| old States, I should be indifferent about the time 
when Congress adjourns, because no local legisla- 
tion is needed in his State which ‘can even, as he 
|| supposes; go on independently of this. Govern- 
ment; but it is entirely different with the State 
which I represent. We have a great deal of local 
| legislation indispensably necessary to be passed 
|i by Congress, and hence the time of adjournment 
5 of very great importance to the State of Cali- 

orn. ` 

I agree with the Senator from Michigan, and 
| the Senator from Maine, that we never should 
determine on the day of adjournment until the ap- 
propriation bills are sent to us from the House of 
Representatives. A few days ago we discussed the 
question of adjournment, and we refused then to 
pass oramend the House resolution. Immediately 
i| afterwards we passed a resolution proposing to 
‘amend the joint rules by which no day of adjourn: 
ment was to be fixed until ten days after the appro- 
priation bills were senttous. How has the House 
met that proposition? ‘This morning, instead of 
taking it up, what have they done? They have 
set aside this proposition to amend the rules and 
all the appropriation bills, and taken up the river 
i! and harbor bill, 80 as to send it to us as they sent 
it last year, to destroy the whole legislation of the 
country, or force us to pass it, 

J am not willing to submit to any such coercion. 
{| T am not willing to see appropriation bills amount- 
‘i ing to $40,000,000 pass in three or four hours, at 
|Í the close of the session, as we were forced to pass 
ii them at the last session, owing to the fact that the 
river and harbor bill was brought up to block legis- 
lation, or to compel us to pass it. Tam utterly 
opposed to fixing any day of adjournment, until 
we get the appropriation bills here so that we may 
examine and discuss them. I hope the Senate 
will never again put it in the power of the House 
of Representatives to coerce us as we were at the 
last session of Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Presi 
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dent, I do not rise for 


the purpose of giving any advice to the House of 
Representatives, nor for the purpose of adminis- 


| forcing legislation by 
adjournment, or by any e 
| shun the difficulty which has been pointed any 
| the honorable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass; 
it will require a little patience on. our 


j| part to do it. | . nat 
I believe it is agreed in the Senate, and T think 
ommittee on Finance so said 


| to us the other day, that it is. impossible to get 
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through with the business by the day of adjourn- 
ment proposed by the House. It will leave us no 
time for deliberation here. What is the proposi- 
tion now under consideration? Itis to extend 
that time to a future day. Do gentlemen imagine 
that they are to force the House of Representa- 
tives by such a process? Suppose we amend the | 
resolution in the form proposed, and send it to the | 
House, we then place 1t in the hands of the House | 
to dispose of it as they please. We shall have | 
lost all our power over it. We shall have lost, 
what now lies in our hands, the control of this | 
measure, which by many gentlemen is esteemed 
a matter of very great consideration under the cir- 
cumstances which exist. Now, would it be wise, H 
if they are right in the view which they take of the j/ 
subject, to extend the timenamed by the Hlousetoa | 
future day by the amendmentand throw the matter | 
back into the House of Representatives again? I; 
thinkit would not. I wish, as] said the other day, 
to see my way clear through this matter before I | 
undertake to fix aday of adjournment. I wish to 
see that we have proper time to act upon the im- | 
portant measures which shall be sent to us, and | 
which must be sent to us from that body. I would | 
reserve the fixing of a day of adjournment until | 
we see daylight. With these views, I shall vote | 
against all these propositions. 
Mr. MASON. When this resolution was be- j 
fore the Senate a few days ago, I voted for the | 
amendment of my colleague to postpone the time | 
of adjournment tll the 30th of August. I did it 
because I concurred in the opinion of that honor- ! 
able gentleman, and others, that we should not | 
have sufficient time, judging from the probable | 
course of action of the codrdinate branch of the | 
Legislature, to perfect the appropriation bills within 
that time. I shall now change my vote. I be-| 
lieve that, between now and the 16th of August, | 
we shall have sufficient time to perfect the appro- | 
priation bills, provided they are immediately acted 
upon in the Elouse, where they originate. But, | 
if other legislation is to take precedence of them, i 
1 am for concurring at once in the proposition of; 
the House, in order to induce them, if practicable, | 
to confine their deliberations, till the close of the | 
session, to the npprof riation bills. tdo not be- ! 
lieve that requiring the appropriation bills to be | 
sent here in ten days, or fourteen days, or twenty- | 
four days, before the adjournment, will expedite į 
the action of the House upon those bills. If itbe | 
expedited at all, it will be from our prompt action || 
on the determination of the House to adjourn on |} 
the 16th of August. 
L agree with the Senator from Michigan, that | 
all deliberation has practically been taken from us | 
on the most important questions belonging to this | 
Government—the appropriation of the money of , 
the people. If there be any mode of correcting 
the evil which he has pointed out, I will go with | 
gentlemen in devising that mode. It may be by |j 
originating these bills here. I see no objection to | 
originating the bills here, except a proper regard | 
for the practice of the country. But, if the Sen- | 
ate is to be driven to it, I shall go with gentlemen | 
| 


i 
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in doing it. But I shall change my vote now on 
this subject. I will vote for the day of adjourn- | 
ment named by the House, and I will do it with | 
the belief that the House will conform its aetion : 
to its own act in fixing that day; with the belief i| 
that it will bring to the notice of the country the | 
fact that, if the appropriation bills are lost, it will | 
be by the habitual action—I will not say of which | 
House. Iftheyare put off till the last days of the | 
session, so that we have no time for deliberation, |} 
I wish to let the country see who is responsible j| 
for it. Iwill take the responsibility, for one, of | 
now fixing the day. Iam willing to vote for the | 
earliest day—that which was suggested by the | 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. BELL. Ido not rise to notice any sug- 
gestion thrown out to remedy the mischief of: 
having appropriation bills sent here during the | 
few last days of the session, as they have hereto- | 
fore been to the great embarrassment of the Sen- | 
ate, because they could not be considered maturely 
by us. From my experience of the legislation of | 
Congress for many years, I never expect to see | 
the time when many of the most important bills | 
will not have to be acted upon by one House or 
the other in the very closing hours of the session. 
It results from the constitution of Congress, and 
from the freedom of discussion and debate, and 
the freedom of action of the members, and from | 


| 
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| the postponement of the question at that time was 


; i 
the general disposition to throw off the most im- | 
portant matters that come before us for consider- 
ation until the close of our services here at each 
gession. 

With regard to the particular proposition now 
before the Senate, it occurs to me that the resolu- 
tion was in the most effective position when it was 
lying on the table for the present. We had some | 
very appropriate discussion the other day, which 
was calculated to havea proper effect on the coun- | 
try, and on the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives. I think it had some effect. 1 think that | 


very properly made; and I may say that I think 
some Senators are rather unjust to the House in | 
saying or supposing that under the pressure of | 
that debate they would not expedite the business ; 
in the House. Let me enumerate some things 
that they have done since the discussion of the ! 
other day. They have closed up the deficiency 
bill with very little trouble, and without loss of 
time, and have passed the Indian appropriation į 
bill in a reasonable time. They took up also and 
passed the Militaay Academy bil, a subject which | 
has often occupied days and days of discussion; | 
and now they have taken up the river and harbor | 
bill, and will probably dispose of it in a few days. | 
But the objection now made is, that the river and 
harbor bill is interposed between the appropri- 
ation bills, and this industry and dispateh which | 
has been manifested in the House within the last | 
few days does not content the Senate. They |; 
would have been content, perhaps, if the river and 
harbor bil had not been interposed. if 
But that billis one of those very measures which || 
require the most mature consideration; it is one | 
which is usually composed of many items which 
deserve the consideration of both bodies. It re- 
lates to a branch of public policy which has been | 
considered of great importance by several Admin- | 
istrations, though there have been intermissions | 
in that policy, and it may be said that the public ; 
mind is not fully setded asto the question whether | 
it is a proper policy or not. F think the House of 
Representatives have taken the proper steps by 
taking up that quesiion in advance of some of the | 
appropriation bills, in order that it may be acted | 
upon and sent to the Senate, so that it may meet | 
with due consideration here, before the other ap- | 
propriation bills are thrown in pell-mellat the close 
of the session. The probability is, that unless we 
get at the consideration of that great measure soon, | 
it will have to be passed without consideration, or | 
be condemned wiihas little. Whatever may be the 
opinion of the majority of the people of the United | 
States, itisa question which excites deep interest 
in a large portion of the Union, particularly in the 
Northwest, and in some degree in the Southwest, | 
It is a proper subjectto be taken up, as a measure | 


of importance, and which ought to be dispatched |; 


by the House and given to the Senate in due time | 
for their deliberation; and whatever may be the | 
final decision upon the question, it should be ma- į 
turely considered. ĮI presume it was taken up by 
the House with a view to giving it due considera- 
tion there in the first place, and, secondly, to give 
the Senate an opportunity to discuss and consider 
the policy of that measnre. It is in some sense an 
appropriation bill, Bills of that nature heretofore | 
have contained appropriations to an amount of | 
some two or three milltons of dollars. And itdoes 
not lose the character of a most important meas- 
ure, and at the same time of an appropriation bill, 
because its policy has sometimes been favored by 
one Administration, and again condemned by an- 
other. 

Trose, however, for the purposeofsaying that the | 
debate here, the other day, has had asalutary effect | 


on the House, as I think, and that they have done | 


well since that discussion, and if we think proper 


j to let it lie on the table another week it will still |! 


have a salutary effect. I think that the House are | 
now under some obligations to send the appropri- | 
ation bills here before the 16th of August. Mem- | 
bers of that House must feel the force of that ob- 
ligation. This isa mode of giving activity and 
energy to their movements, and I would suggest, | 


though 1-will not move it, that the resolution had |: 


better lie on the table another week. Iam myself | 
ready to adjourn on the 16th of August, if we can 


to us. 
of the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] be- 
cause, having the control as he does, of the most 
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important bills before either House of Congress, 
Í thought his opinion was entitled to some defer- 
ence. I think it possible now, that we may get 
through by the 30th, and. if the House of Rep- 
yesentatives will send the appropriation bills here 
by the sixteenth, we can do it. But, as I sug- 
gested before, I hope the Senate will agree to let 
the resolution lie on the table fora few dayslonger, 
so that we may see if it will not quicken the move- 
meats of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. PRATT. I coneur entirely in what has 
been said by the Senator from South Carolina, 
(Mr. Burzer.] I believe that the self-respect and 
the preservation of the purity, the independence 
at least, of this body, as one of the branches of 
the National Legislature, depend on our prompt 
and decisive action on this question. 

The House of Representatives, a month ago or 
more, passed a resolution, stating that they would 
be ready to adjourn on the Ith of August; they 
have not asked us to send that resolution back; 
they have not made any motion to’ reconsider thas 
vote; therefore they say,in effect, to the country 
that they are now prepared to adjourn on the 16tr 
of August! That is what the country must un- 
derstand, and can only understand, by the action 
of the House of Representatives. Well, now we 
are asked to say that we cannot adjourn on the 
16th of August, because, it is said, the appropria- 
tion bills will not be sent here in sufficient time to 
admit of due consideration by the Senate! The 
only mode of correcting this evil is, by bringing 
public opinion to bear on it; and the only mode 
by which you can bring public opinion to bear, is 
to reject the appropriation bills sent here at the 
close of a session, unless they come in time to en~ 
able us to consider them—and to consider them 
with proper deliberation, - There can be no doubt 
as to what should be our course with respect to 
this question, in my opinion. Let the amount of 
evil caused by the rejection of the appropriation 
bills be what it may, it is nothing coroparable to 
the mischief produced by one branch of the Legis- 
lature forcing the other to act without really 
knowing what they act upon. 

The House of Representatives have said, and 
now say, to the country, that they are ready to 
adjourn on the 16th of August. Let us adopt the 
resolution they have sent here, and if they do not 
enable us to receive the appropriation bills in suf- 
ficient time before the 16th to consider them delib- 
erately, let us reject the bills; then the public wil? 
see where the evil lies and correct it. Butif you 
postpone the day of adjournment; if no such con- 
sequence grows out of it, public opinion will not 
be drawn to the subject, and the evil will last for- 
ever. Suppose that the appropriation bills are not 
passed, and we adjourn at the day appointed by 
the House resolution, we meet again on the 1st 
December, and I want to know where is the great 
and overwhelming hardship to the country, if they 
are not passed? Iam unable to see it. 

I think this resolution affords us an opportunity 
upon which I am anxious to seize to procure a 
decision by which the attention of the public will 
be drawn to the question; and Ido hope, if the 
House of Representatives do not send us the ap- 
propriation bills in time to enable us to consider 
them maturely, that we will adjourn without act- 
ing upon them. I am desirous that such an event 
should occur, in order that the public may see the 
evil and correct it, as it can only be corrected by 
the sound action of public opinion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It occurs to me that if we 
oceupy the whole time between this and the 16th 
of August in discussing this question of fixingaday 
for adjournment, we shall not be very likely to get 
through the business by that day. If, however, 
we would postpone all unnecessary discussions, 
possibly we might get through by that time.. If 
we continue to debate this matter for two weeks, 
I donot think that the opinion of any one will be 
changed, „I therefore hope that the question will 
be taken. 

Mr. GWIN. When the Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Bett] was passing a eulogy upon 
the House of Representatives for taking up the 
river and harbor bill, I wish at the same time he 
had told the Senate why it was not taken up four 


t n l : | or five months ago, so that we might have had an 
have the most important appropriation bills sent || 
I voted, the other day, for the amendment | 


ample opportunity for discussing it in the Senate. 
Instead of adopting this course dictated by an ob- 
vious sense of duty, they have passed it over until 
the seventh or eighth month of the session, and 
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that, too, after passing a resolution that they will 
adjourn on a given day. oi 

‘The House commences the discussion of this 
important measure when there is scarcely time to 
pass the necessary appropriation bills, and’ will 
send it here to impede the passage of thesebills as’ 
it did before. J am prepared to take up and give : 
a deliberate discussion to the river and harbor bill | 


when there is time for such discussion; but I am jj 


opposed to giving it precedence of the whole im- | 
portant business of the country. I am by no 
means willing, Mr. President, to see the experi- 
ment which the Senator from Maryland (Mr. | 
Pratt] seems to court. This Government has 
been in existence under the Constitution for up- 
wards of sixty years, and the appropriation bills į 
have never yet been lost. 
such an experiment tried. 


Ido not wish to see | 


1 Ido not concur in one observation 


Mr. CLEMENS. I agree with the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. Dovazas,] that we had better 
go to voting, and for that purpose I shall make a 
motion; but before I do so | wish to answer 
one or two suggestions which have been made by 


the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Prarr.] That: 


Senator says that the House of Representatives 
yet say that they are ready to adjourn. He is 
mistaken, however, for the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means says that they cannot 
be ready by the 16th of August. His opinion is, 
that if this resolution had been adopted when it 
first came here, the House would have worked 
up to it; but that now itis altogether impossible 
to get through the business by that time. 

Another thing: the Senator from Maryland 
said he would be quite willing to adjourn without 
passing any appropriation bills, T have no doubt | 
that the Whigs generally, botl in this and the 
other House, would be perfectly willing to adjourn | 
without passing any appropriation bills, and then, 
when they had an opportunity of going before the 
country, amuse themselves by laying all the blame 
upon the Democrats. l move to lay the whole | 
subject upon the table; and upon that motion I | 
ask the yeas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BELL. I will ask if that motion should 


revaj r it will not be perfectly in order to |! e 
prevail; w hether.it wi per y |! Cuase] has made allusion to my remarks, and I 


move to take up the resolution at any time ? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly the subject can 
be taken up at any time upon mofion to take it 
up. 
Pine yeas and nays were then taken, and re- 
sulted—yeas 19, nays 32; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Brooke, Cass, Clemens, 
Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Downs, Felch, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Jones ofJowa, Nor- 
ris, Shields, Stockton, and Sumner—19. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Borland, Bright, Brod- 
head, Butler, Charlton, Chase, Clarke, Dawson, Douglas, 
Fish, Foot, Houston, Hunter, James, King, Mason, Meri- 
wether, Miller, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, 


Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Toucey, Upham, Wade, and |: 


Weller—32. 

So the motion to lay the resolution on the table | 
was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT. The question now occurs 
on postponing the further consideration of the | 
resolution until this day week. 

Mr. BELL. If the Senate will allow me, I| 
will withdraw that motion. I see that it is the | 
sense of the Senate to fix a day. ; 

No objection being made the motion was with- | 

TAWN. 
: Mr, CHASE. When this question was under 
the consideration of the Senate a few days since, | 


I voted against the proposition of the chairman of |, 


the Committee on Finance, (Mr. Hunrer,] to 


strike out the ‘16th August’? and insert instead || 


the “30th August,” as the day of adjournment; | 


but it now appears, by the information received |) 


from the chairman of the Committee of Ways and | 
Means of the House of Representatives, {Mr. 
Hovusron,] that it will be impossible to get through 
the business by the 16th August; I shall there- | 
fore reverse my former vote, and now vote for the 
proposed amendment. 


It is very well known, by those who are ac- |! 


guainted with the early history of this Government, 


that, almost at the outset, a proposition was made 
to divide the business between the Senate and the 


House of Representatives. That proposition did 
not prevail, and then grew up the practice, which 
has ever since prevailed, of originating all the ap- 
propriation bills in the House of Representatives, 
and then sending them to the Senate. There is 


| this course of action, and before we complain of 
i 
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nothing, however, in the Constitution requiring 


the House of Representatives for negligence in the | 
performance of its duties, it seems to me that it | 
belongs to us to ascertain the extent of our powers, 
and then, if the appropriation bills are not sent to 
us soon enough by the House of Representatives 
i to enable this body to act on them, we should 
originate those bills here, and send them down to 
| the House. i i 
obser which was | 
| made by the honorable Senator from South Car- 
olina, [Mr. Burner.] He seems to think that 
this Government would get along very well with- 
out any sessions of this body or of the House of ! 
Representatives; that if Congress were not to sit į 
‘for twenty years—I believe that was the period 


| well as if we had our regular annual sessions. I| 
| concur rather in the remark of a distinguished | 
French civilian, that ‘t every departure from an- 
| nual legislative sessions is an approach to despot- 
ism;’’ and I believe that if that event should take | 
place, which the Senator seems to contemplate 
with favor, the suspension of the sessions of Con- 
gress for a period of ten or twenty years, the re- 
sult would necessarily be either the consolidation 
of the Government and the establishment of a des- 
potism, or the dissolution of the Union. Neither 
of these events could Í contemplate without pain | 
| and dismay. 

Upon the whole, I am in favor of action upon | 
this subject now—in favor of fixing that time | 
which the chairman of the Committee on Finance | 
here, and the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means in the House of Representatives, indi- 
cate as the time within which the business of Con- 
gress can be accomplished. I shall therefore vote 
in favor of the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
| ator from Connecticut [Mr. Smrru] to the resolu- 
tion as it now stands. 

Mr. DAWSON. The Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Cuzmens] took occasion to say, a few mo- 
ments ago, that every Whig on this floor would 
be willing to adjourn without passing the appro- 
priation bills. 
| Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. | 


i 
| 
| 
| 


f 
| wish to correct myself if the Senator from Geor- | 
gia will allow me. 

Mr. DAWSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have stated, Mr. President, 
that I wished to correct myself, and in doing so L 
shall take the liberty of making a few remarks 
applicable to the Senator from Ohio, as he has 
gone out of his way to attribute to me language 
which I did not employ. I believe I did say, sir, | 
that ¢his Government would go on without a 
meeting of Congress for three or four, or perhaps 
even for ten years; aad in making that remark, į 
my view was to showits stability. I am not one 
of those who believe so entirely in the supremacy | 
of Federal legislation. I am one of a class of 
peliticians that believe thatif there were less influ- | 
ence exerted through the Federal head, and more į 
honor in the different parts of the Confederacy, | 
we should have the elements of an honorable 
Union—a Union unlike that which is now almost 
| torn asunder by the agitating speeches of Jacobins 
in this Hall. . 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is sorry to in- 
terrupt the Senator, but he must remind him that 
| the question is on agreeing tothe amendment pro- 
| posed to the resolution in regard to adjournment. 


The Senator, therefore, must be aware that he is 
| not speaking in order. , 1 
| Mr. BUTLER. When I say that subjects | 
| have been agitated in this Hall having a Jacobin | 
| tendency, am I out of order? Can I not refer to 
such speeches? N , 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly, in a general 


my confidence in the perpetuity of republican in- 


stitutions would die the moment I could suppose | 


he named—Government would proceed quite as || 


it depended upon:the wisdom of men who. choose 
to claim, for the. Federal Government, powers 
which were never conceded-to it. Sir; what has 
this Government become? A mere agency. to 
collect and distribute money, or to meet and gen- 
erate discussions of the most injurious kind—dis- 
cussions ‘calculated to throw: apart the different 
members of this Union, bound together by acom- 
mon league.~ When [used the ‘remark to which 
allusion has been made I did so with no view: of 
introducing the topic which the gentleman from 
Qhio has introduced, let him disguise it ‘as’ he 
may. I did not introduce it with any such view; 
but I do say that I do not think I shall submit to 
any species of legislation in the other House which 
is unconstitutional and offensive. That was my 
object; and [ thought the sooner we come to the 
issue—the practical question—the better, if you 
must have a practical Government. i 

Before I close, allow me to makea ‘remark: in 

regard to what was said by the Senator: from 
Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL.] He has introduced 
another topic here, which does not belong to this 
occasion. Sir, if we had assented to the proposi- 
tion of the House of Representatives fixing the 16th 
of August as the day of adjournment, would the 
river and harbor bill have been taken up in the 
House? No, sir; notatall. And that very fact 
shows that, by taking up any given topic for dis- 
cussion, they can force this body to adopt their 
measures; and | suppose that, in that way, the 
river and harbor.bill will be-forced upon-us. | No 
doubt they have counted the votes, and intend that 
it shall be passed without discussion. I know that 
those who have’ the power can distribute the pub- 
lic money, or the publie lands-of this country; but 
Iam not to be satisfied, as the Senator from Ten- 
nessee would be, by taking a silent vote, without 
raising my voice upon the subject. But, sir, that 
fact shows the importance of our coming to some 
conclusion. Fix a time for adjournment.: Let it 
be the time which the House itself has fixed—the 
16th of August; and I will warrant you that it 
will at once take up and dispose of all the appro- 
priation bills necessary to carry on the Govern- 
ment. I never have said that appropriations for 
objects within the legitimate and constitutional 
sphere of this Government should not pass.`. I 
have never said that appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army and Navy, and other constitu- 
tional purposes, should not be made. No such 
thing, sir; and more, so long as I have anything 
to do with the Government, I shall not fail to do 
my duty in these respects. If such appropria- 
tions are defeated, it will not be by my agency. It 
is not our fault, but the fault of the times, that 
measures are brought here which are not within 
the sphere of our constitutional duties, and with 
which we have no right to meddle. 

Neither am 1 to be told, Mr. President, by the 
Senator from California, [Mr. Gwry,] that the 
State of South Carolina is not interested in appro- 
priations of this Government. I made no allusions 
to California which were not perfectly respectful. 
It is true that I was opposed to her admission into 
the Union, for reasons which I urged at the time, 
and which I still think were good. But I. have 
ceased to make war upon California; and since 
she has been admitted Fain as ready to do justice 
to her as J am to any other State, notwithstanding 
I had some objection to her coming into the Union. 
All I said was, and I say it again, that from her po- 
sition she will bean ally to the doctrine of free trade, 
and will, atthe same time, uphold theconstitutional 
rights of the minority. But, sir, I did not rise to go 


‘| into these questions, but simply to say, that when 


gentlemen rise to make allusions which are not 
called for, they should remember the proverb which 
says, ‘* Those who livein glass houses should not 
throw stones.” 

Mr. GWIN. Only one word. The Senator 
from South Carolina must have misunderstood me. 
Isimply stated that South Carolina was not so 
deeply interested in local legislation as California. 

Mr. DAWSON. As Iwas goingon to observe, 
sir, when interrupted by the Senator from South 
Carolina, a friend of mine [Mr. Cremens} has 
said that he had no doubt every Whig on this 
floor was desirous that Congress should adjourn 
without passing the appropriation bills. So far as 
Iam concerned, I disclaim that imputation.. Ido 
not desire that Congress should adjourn without 
passing the appropriation bills, nor do } wish the 
impression to go abroad to the country that either 
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branch of Congress ig governed by such a deter- 
mination. If any one desiréd to discuss this ques- 
tion, so as to make that appeal, the proposition 
ghould have been started at an earlierday. Why 
are we delayed nów, and constrained to continue 
this session of Congress down to the 31st of Àu- 
st? It is from the want of the appropriation 
ills. Is that the faùit of the Senate? Notatall. 
The Constitution requires that all appropriation 
bills. shall originate in the House of Represent- 
atives, 
© Several Senarors. No! No! No! 

Mr. CASS. Tax bills only. 

Mr. DAWSON. Well! All bilis for the pur- 
pose of raising revenue; and we have adopted the 
principle that all bills of this nature should origin- 
ate in the House of Representatives, so that it has 
acquired the force of a constitutional provision. 
That is what [-wished to say, aud what I wish | 
to be understood. Now, these appropriation bills 
have not reached us; thé fault is not ours; nor, 
perhaps, is it that of the House of Representa- j 
tives. But, supposing that the House of Repre- 
sentatives had been determined to force these meas- | 
ures through, and to force an early adjournment 
of Congress, had they not the power to de so?) 
Are parties so equally divided in the House of | 
Representatives that it is with dificuity that you | 
can get an appropriation bill presented? I pre- 
sume not. 
branches of Congress. Why, then, insinuate the i 
remark that the Whigs are desirous of adjourning |; 
without passing the appropriation bills? Why in- 
sinuate that one party is desirous of preventing | 
their passage? Such en influence has not operated | 
on either party. The delay has grewn out of the || 
peculiar character of the present Congress, and || 
out of the exciting circumstances connected with 
it. We find ourselves subjected to the iuduence 
of these circumstances, and we cannot avoid it. 
We must adjourn, and we must pass the appro- 
priation bills, and the question is: What is the best 
lan to adopt for the accoraplishient of that ob- 
ject? 

The other day, 1 voted for the motion to adjourn 
on the 16th of the ensuing month; and I did so 
under the conviction, at that time, that the Honse 


us 
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The majorities are wemendous in both jj 


| man of the Committee on Finance in the Senate, 


i| rily—that is not our fault. 


Mr.DAWSON. And yetthe imputation which 
seems to rest on us is that we have failed to dis- 
charge our duty. Why should that imputation 
be permitted to rest on us? 

l beg to say that Congress has the power to 
change the day of adjournment, even after it has | 
been fixed by a concurrent resolution. Ifwecon- 
cur in this resolution, and the House of Repre- 
sentatives find it out of their power io get through 
with their business at the time fixed, let them send 
usanother. That will place usin a proper attitude 
before the country. I say nothing on this question 
which I desire should go to the country for the 
purpose of influencing the public mind. Ail I de- ! 
sireis that the Senate may be placed fairly on | 
this question, and occupy the position before the | 
country which it really does occupy. ‘These are | 
my views, and therefore I urge that we should | 
| adopt the resolution sent to us by the House, and | 
fet the House send us back another, asking an | 
extension of the time, if they desire it. We know 
what committees have to report last: The chair- 


and the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means in the House. Can any one say that the | 
chairman of the Committee on Finance here has | 


i| ject. 


not discharged his duty? Certainly not. He has 
brought everything before us for our action, which 
belongs to his committee; and if in the other 
branch of Congress everything has not come up, 
in consequence of the great amount of business to 


ber of members of the House, who in conse- 
quense cannot act with-so much facility as we do 
--perhaps they are not to ‘blame, because their 
machinery is such as to cause more delay necessa- 
Let them say to us, 


of Representutives would be enabled to send the |! 
appropriation bills to us sufficiently early to act i 


on them before that day; as the Senator from IHi- 
nois [Mr. Sumips] stated that we would be able 
to pass them all in ten days, I had no difficulty in 
voting for that resoludion. But it seems now that 
the House cannot send the bills scon enough to | 
adjourn at that date, and the only difficulty ! have | 
in changing my vote is this: it will appear, by the | 
record, that the House of Representatives asked 
us to adjourn on the 16th of next month, and that 
we refuse to do so, {s that a position which we 
ought to.occupy? My friend, the Senator from i 
Alabama, [Mr. Cremens,] informs us that the | 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means į 
in the House of Representatives says, that it will be 
impossible to adjourn before the last day of August. 
Well, perhaps that statement by the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means will change 
the aspect of things; but why bas not the chan 
man of the Committeeof Waysand Al 
an intimation to be sent to this bod 
practicability, or impossibility, of adjou 
the 16th? That House is composed, immedi 
of the representatives of the people; for the dis- 


a sae aes : 
charge of their duty they ore directly answerable |! 


to the people; our Government is a’ representative | 
Government, and as, in accordance with its forms, : 


j 


| 
| 
| 


m- 


is answerable to them, it must alone bear the 
blame of the delay; let us, therefore, adopt any 
resolution relative to the adjournment that the rep- 
resentatives of the people may send, and leave 
them to make the necessary explanations, and 
bear the responsibility. 

1 prefer, like the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Prarr,] that we should run the risk of passin 
these bills, rather than accept the position that w 
now occupy, for it seems probable that the ques 
tion—who is to blame for the delay in the bus 
ness of this Congress? will become a matter of || 
discussion. It appears to be made a question be- H 
fore the country; and I desire that the represent- | 
atives of the States should stand correctly before | 
the public, and that the immediate representatives || 
of the people should assume their own responsi- 
bilities. If these bille had heen reported to ua as 


ij 
H 
ji 
H 


g 
D 
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i 


Hi 
it 


i 


‘| we passed the resolution.” 


j 
| 
| resolution as it is, and adopt it, and then if they | 
‘are not ready to adjourn we shall not be to blame. i! 


rmiment on: 
1 it 


1Y, ii 


; € | now it is too late, itis impracticable.” That is the 
that House is an emanation from the people, and i 


| be in favor of some amendments; but if the bills 


if they find that they cannot get through with their 
business on the 16th, “ We were mistaken when 
Hence l urge that we 


} should adopt the resolution. One Senator has said | 
i that if we had concurred in the resolution when it : 
| first caine here, they would have been ready to! 
| 


adjourn on the 16th of August, but because we 


i trions habits, they have fallen back in the busi- ; 
ness. "That isnot so, i think. Let us take the! 


| Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator from Georgia 
| [Mr. Dawson] has asked why the chairman of 
| the Committee of Ways and Means has not com- 
; municated the information to this body, that they 
| cannot get through with the business in the Louse, | 
| so as to adjourn on the 16th of August?) That is | 
I do not know any 


fa very singular question. 


with this body. It happened that he was standing 


with the business of the House by the 16th? 
said, ‘ No, we cannot; but I believe if you had 
adopted the resolution when it was first sent, the 
! House would have been induced to work up to it; 
way in which it was commiunicated to me, and 
hat is the only manner in which the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means can commu- 
nicate to this body, that is, through the individual 
members of it. 

As the Senator from Georgia has chosen to refer 
toa playful remark made by me, that I had no | 
idea that there was a Whig member of this body | 
who would not like to see the appropriation bills | 
fail, so that they might charge their failure upon | 
the Democrats of this body, | must say, and say | 
it seriously, too, that I see and know what must! 
be the result. There are questions pending here | 
for the revision of the tarif, and it may very well j 
be, that that tariff should be amended, and Í may | 


are lost for want of time, what will be the result? | 
Brey Whig speaker in Pennsylvania will tell the | 
people that the Democrats prevented their getting | 


be acted upon, and on account of the great num- | 


did not concur in it, and hold them up to indus- i! 


by my seat while this discussion was going on, ; 
and Lasked him the question: Can you get through | 


He} 


i 
i 
means which he has of communicating offeially | 
f 
i 
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circumstances, every Whig speaker in the North- 
west. will tell his people that this Congress have 
refused to do justice to the Northwest, snd thus 
claim the election of the Whig candidate for the 


Presidency. Gentlemen know these things will 
happen. I do not intend to place myself, nor the 
party with which E act, in such a position. Iin- 
tend that the appropriation bills shail take their 
regular course. If they do not come here within 
the three days of the end of the session, as the rule 
requires, [ will take the responsibility of killing 
them. So with regard to the river and harbor bill. 
I shall vote for the earliest day for adjournment, 
and then E will kill their bills, if they do not come 
here in due time. 

Mr. RUSK. T do not think that the question 
whether the House or the Senate is to blame, nor 


| which of thera is entitled to the most credit, nor 


do I believe that any question respecting the dis- 
solution of the Union, or want of respect by this 
body toward the other, is involved in this sub- 
I think the only question legitimately be- 
fore us is, whether or not we can pass the bills 
upon which we are to act before the 16th of Au- 
gust. Gentlemen say we have not time to do it. 
One gentleman says we have not time to discuss 
them properly. {í suppose that if we could dis- 
cuss them until we were satisfied, we should not 
adjourn this year. Avother gentleman says that 
he is informed by the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means of the House, that it is im- 
possible to get through those bills by the time 
they had fixed. I have great respect for the opin- 
ion of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means; but I have another opinion myself, 
and I believe that when pressed into the service 
he can do a great deal more business than he sup- 


poses. We have now more than three weeks to 
go upon before the 16th of August, and the ques- 


| tion is, whether the two Efouges ean pass the 


! devoted to them. 


regular appropriation bills by that time. ftis a 
longer time, according to my recollection of what 
has happened in the past, than we have ever 
You may fix the day of ed- 
journment at the 30th of August, or the 30th 
of September, and these appropriation bills will 


i be passed in the same hurly-burly fashion, as if 


you fix the day at the 16th of August.” They 
will be acted upon in precisely the same manner, 
because the moment you fix the time, and extend 
it, other matters will come up, and presidential 
speeches will be made, and all the time we shall 
have to pass the appropriation bills will be the 
very last days of the session, The time of adjourn- 
ment is approaching, and there is much anxiety 
m the subject, and a desire that we should have 
much information as possible with regard to 
mportant measures which must be passed; but 
my own opinion is that we have ample time, and 


i that we shall give as much time to the appropria- 


tion bills if we de 


ii sake to pass th 


' endof the session will come ap at 


i be lost, but I never 


ermine to adjourn on the 16th 
alt have if we extend the time 
these circumstances, I intend 
ing in the resolution as sent 


of August, as we s 
to the 31st. Under 
to vote for coneurr. 
here by the House. 

The business that 


2 


may remain unfinished ai the 
the next session 
without a re-reference to committees, and I think 
that on the whole it will be beiter for us, and better 
for the country, that we should have the appropria- 
tion bills passed ou the 16th than on the 3st of Au- 
gust. I have been two of three t 
alarmed for fear that thea > 


imes dreadfully 
tion bills would 
alarmed again. I 


ain 


saw the clock pointing to near the last moments of 


the session, and I begged gentlemen for Ged’s 


e bills. My friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Arcaison] asked me not to beg gen- 
tlemen so earnestly, and said there was no danger 
that the appropriation bills would be lost. And 
after that we had ample time, for we did pass 
them, and had half an hour to spare, 

Mr. STOCKTON. Being oneof the hamblest 
members of this august body of the representa- 
tives of the Federal Republic, I have been slow to 
participate in this discussion, and certainly should 
have said nothing on the subject if it had been 
confined to the mere question of agreeing to a day 
of adjournment. But a question has heen con- 
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nected with this discussion which seems to.render 
it my imperative duty, as a representative of the 
State of New Jersey, to say a few words in rela- 
tion thereto. In the first place, however; I must. 
say that I do not concur in the reproaches which 
have been cast upon the other branch of Congress 
on account of any supposed delay in their busi- : 
ness. If any delay has occurred, the reason is to 
be found in the great amount of ‘business which | 
Congress has had to consider and to act upon. 
Nor am J disposed to find fault with any of the 
discussions which have taken place on the subject 
of presidential. candidates. They have been mostly 
interesting, and Ido not know that they have 
interfered with the business of Congress. The 
business of Congress requires reflection and in- 
formation, which is not to be attained in this 
Chamber alone. So far as I am concerned, sir, 
my mind has been more devoted to the considera- 
tion of the public business in my own than in the 
Senate Chamber. Therefore, so far as my voice 
goes, Lam ready to acquit both Houses of Con- 
gress of any neglect of their appropriate duties. 
The delay, if any, has been caused by theamount 
and the importance of the business we have had 
before us. Though I am as desirous of returning j 
to the boson of my family as any member of this | 
body can be, I would prefer that the resolution 
should lie on the table for the present; and until 
T can see more clearly the probable time when we 
may hope to finish the public business in a satis- 
factory manner to our constituents, @ well as 
ourselves. . i 
Mr. President, I had no disposition to discuss 
this question, and but for the exciting speech 
made by the Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. 
Burver,} I should have remained silent. The 
Senator from Tennessee (Mr. Ber] spoke of 
the importance of the harbor and river bill; and 
another Senator spoke of the importance of the | 
tariff bill. With regard to the first I have but 
little to say at present, except to concur in its im- 
portance. With regard to the tariff, I must be 
permitted to say that I regard it of more conse- 
quence to my constituents than any other bill 
which has been, during the session, or Is now | 
pending before Congress. The tariff—ay, sir, 
the tariff—the mere mention of which startles gen- 
tlemen from their propriety, and drives them head- | 
Jong into the question of the dissolution of the 
Union—-I have to tell such gentlemen, let them 
come from where they will, or represent whom 
they may, that there are two sides to the ques- 
tion of the tariff; and, Democrat as I am, I intend 
that, on all proper occasions, my voice shall be 
raised in the Senate, and out of the Senate, in be- 
half of the poor laborer of the North; and he who 
represents the slave labor of the South may raise | 
his voice as potential as he sees fit, he will not | 
alarm, but find me prepared, to the best of my 
poor ability, to defend the interest of the free 
North.. But, sir, do not misunder- 


laborer of the 

stand me. T repudiate the doctrine of a tariff for | 
the purpose of protesting one interest more than | 
another interest, one section more than another | 


We are not to consider the interests of 


the whole people; not of States, 
Sir, we must seek for some 
n which to rebuild | 


section, 
fragments, but of 
but of the nation. 
sound, well-settled principle upo 
this theory of the tariff. 

The PRESIDENT 


The Chair must remind 
Jersey that the question is 
pon any other bill. 


NT 
the Senator from New 
not upon the tariff, or u . 
Mr. STOCKTON. Iam aware of that, sir. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator can allude 
to the subject of the tariff generally; but it will į 
not be in order, upon the present question, to go 
into the merits or demerits of any tariff. , 
Mr. STOCKTON. What I mean to say 1s 
this: that the tariff bill is a matter of so much 
conseguente, that it behooves Congress not to 
adjourn without modifying 1t; and I give that as a | 
reason why we cannot now fix a day for adjourn- ; 
ment, Besides, sir, the tariff bill to which I al- 
lude, is not for protection of manufacturers; it is | 
not to be a tariff exclusivel 
intended to protect millions 7 i | 
who earn their bread by the toil of their own 
hands. E can tell the Senator from South Caro- 
lina that their interests are not much longer to be | 
disregarded. Sir, this Government may survive | 
the effects of the most disastrous battles; we may | 
regain lost territory; but I teil him and others to 
be warned in time—that we may not be able to 


y for revenue; but it is || 
of our fellow-citizens, |! 


i 


i 


| in some measure, said something in relation to 
ject of free trade. 


| Senator’s explanation, was for him to have added, 


| able and unexcitable and courteous manner. 


| abstract theories of free trade, when we have 


resist the importunate remonstrances of a free, but 
impoverished and degraded people. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New Jersey 
is under a great mistake. I made not the least al- 
lusion to the tariff. However, I suppose he may 
as well hang his speech on what I said, as on 
what was said by any other Senator. Icertainly ; 
made no allusion tothe tariff—not in the least. ` | 

Mr. STOCKTON. What I meant to say is 


this: that the tariff belongs to the business of Ii 


Congress, and is entitled to as much of our time 
as any other matter. If the Senator from South | 
Carolina did not speak of “ free trade’’—if he did 
not make use of that expression which naturally | 
leads to the consideration of the whole subject of | 
a tariff—then I stand before the Senate corrected. 

Several Senarorns. He did. He did. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
man. I believe thatif he chose to take the remark 
which I made in that view, he might have used it 
for the purpose of dilating upon the subject. I 
think, however, that the subject of the tariff was 
freely spoken of by the Senator from Alabama; 
and the remarks of that Senator, it appearggyo me, 
might have afforded the Senator from New Jer- 
sey a better text than my remark in regard to 
« free trade.” The connection in which. | spoke 
of free trade—and 1 hope the Senator from New 
Jersey, while he is in favor of the tariff, will not 
undertake to controvert the great doctrines of free | 
trade—was in relation to California. Though that, 
as far as I know, does not involve the tariff, yet 
in candor to the Senator I must admit that I did 
speak of California as a probable ally against 
one which might be a proscriptive and protective 
tariff. My remark may allow that interpretation, 
but L used it at the time with no such purpose. 
I did not wish to iniroduce into, this debate any 
topic which did not properly and legitimately 
relate to the subject. I did, perhaps, manifest 
some little temper, because I thought that some 
topics had been introduced here which ought 
nőt to be introduced, 1 will not say deliberately, 
but perhaps inadvertently. I think the Senator 
from New Jersey is at liberty to make his remarks 
both in regard to what was said by the Senator 
from Alabama and myself, for I believe we hoth, 


| 


the question of a tariff—though all that I said was 


E : | 
a mere allusion, in the most casual way, to the sub- 


Mr. STOCKTON. All that was necessary to 
fill the measure of my surprise on hearing the 


that what he did say, was said in the most ami- 
He 
put Wy interrogatory in regard to tree trade. I | 
do noWemember its precise purport. But, sir, I 

am willing to confess my homage to the sublime 


I wish to correct the gentle- į; 
| 


; terests. besides. those of commerce and agriculture;, 
and Isay. this to show the importance of. sitting; 
two months longer, rather than avoid this great 


uestion. te ket gs E : 
I am constrainėd to ask if it: 


Mr, HUNTER, : 
is in order to debate the tarif on this resolu- 
tion? aS 

The PRESIDENT. 
i Chair was unwilling to interrupt 
Senator. in 

Mr. STOCKTON. I:am very much:cbliged: 
to the Senator; but if he had taken. the same. 
trouble to arrest the extraordinary excitement-of- 
his own friend, he would not have had .occasion: 
to interfere in my behalf. [Laughter.] I did not 
intend to say a word about the day of -adjourn- 
ment. But, sir, you may expect to wake up New 
Jersey whenever the tariff is agitated; you may 
then look out for her. . [Laughter]. 1 will now 
relieve you, Mr. President, by no longer: persisting 
1 in this debate. pigs 

Mr. BORLAND. I shall not enter into’ the 

general considerations which have been, presented 
f at such length on this subject; but shail confine 
myself to thesimple question before the Senate, and 
i state, in as few words as I can, the reasons which 
control my vote. They are not personal tomyself, . 
so far as convenience or comfort are concerned 
—although I have as strong reasons, perhaps, 
in this respect, to induce me to adjouru at an early. - 
day, and go home, as any other Senator.’ ‘Nor 
is it a question with me as to whether the Senate 
or ETouse is to blame for delay. It is a practical 
question, however, with me, whether there be, 
time allowed—reasonable time--for the passage of 
the important bills which are before the two 
Houses of Congress. Feeling as much concern, 
I apprehend, as other Senators, for the passage of 
| bills which are general in their character, and 
‘which affect the interests of the whole Union, 


Certainly, not; but. ; the: 
the ‘honorable; 


i 


i 
H 
i 


ii T have, at the same time, a particular interest for 


| that region of country in which I reside, and for 
| bills relating to it which are now at stake before 
[the two Houses. Without undertaking to give 
| the reasons, I express my conviction, that there 
iis not time, between this and the 16th of August, 
| for the passage of those bills; and I deem it.to be 
| of a great denl more importance to the country 

generally, and especially to my constituents, that 
| we should sit here, at least until the last of Au- 
| gust, or the last of September, if necessary, and 
| take time for the passage of those bills, than that 
we should gain any other advantage, personal or 
| otherwise, by an early adjournment. For. that 
Í reason, and believing, from what] learn: of the 
condition of things in the other House, that there 
may be time for the passage of these hills by the 
last of August, I shall vote for the substitution of 
the 31st” for the 16th” of August. 


| 


and simple truths of Adam Smith, and the disci- 
ples of that school of political economists. F will | 
go further, and say that [believe ali the efforts 
that have been urged against his leading doctrines, 


and those of Ricardo on rent, have failed; but | 


their application to this country, in iis present | 
condition, in relation to the rest of the wortd, and 
in reference to the commercial policy of other na- 
tions, is an entirely different question—the great 
question. It does appear to me, (not designing 
anything offensive,) the most absurd thing in the 
world to be wrangling and quarreling about the 


staring us in the face the necessity of raising fifty | 
millions of annual revenue, which has, since the 
origin of Government, and must continue to be, 
almost entirely obtained from duties on imports. | 


Now, sir, what I claim is the right, as a represent- : 


ative of New Jersey, interested as she is in the 
development of her iron, nut to allow any re- 
proach as to its importance, any r 
to its unconstitutionality, or any sneer at efforts 
made to modify tbe tariff without remarks from 
me. 
tlemen will have to face the music on that same 
question of the tariff. We mean, if we can, to 
get itup before the Senate, and we Intend to ex- 
plain to the Senate, and to the people, our objects, 
views, and motives in doing it, New Jersey 
means to insist that you shall unlock the hoards 
of treasure which slumber in the mountains that 
traverse her territory, as well as that of a sister 
State. She means to insist that by doing so you 
will not violate the Constitution; that you willonly 
be fulfilling your obligations to further’ other in- 


y insinuation as j 


I hope before the session is over that gen- | 


Before I conclude my remarks, without going 
into a general discussion, 1 wish to make a single 
statement of fact to the Senator from New Jersey. 
In intimating the importance of bills before. the 
two Houses of Congress, as a consideration: for 
prolonging or curtailing the session, I can say to 
him that the bill to which ‘he adverted, and at- 
tached so much importance, so far as it affects the 
interests of the different States of this Union, 
affects the interests of my constituents, I appre- 
: hend, far more than his; for] think I can state as 
| a fact, which cannot be controverted, that so far 
ag iron is concerned, we have more of itin Ar- 
kansas at this time than would make the whole of 
New Jersey a solid mass of iron, aud then as 
much copper besides. sS 

Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, as I voted to 
lay the resolution on the table, I shall vote for the 
latest day of adjournment proposed. I think 
there is no necessity for us to getup, at this late 
period of the session, after nearly eight months’ 

ng, a desire for a hasty adjournment—that, all 
at once an inspiration should come upon us that 
we are violating our duties if we do not, pell-mell, 
right or not right, fix an early day of adjourn- 
nent, and go home whether the business be done 
or not. For one, I can see no reason for it. -We 
came here to do the important and necessary busi- 
ness of the country. It is true, we have been 


| 
| 
|| here a great while. We have done much; but we 


| have much yet to do—much which we may do in 
| the course of the next month or six weeks; and 


| I think it is more important to the country that 
i! we should take a reasonable time forthe disposing 


|| of the business before us, than: that we should, all 


at once, get up this fever, and rush home, whether 
the business before us is through or not. 

I cannot see the consistency with which gentle- 
men, some of whom voted last week for the 30th 
of August as. a proper day of adjournment, now 
say they will vote for the 16th. Why is this? 
‘They seem to have worked themselves into a sort 
of passion against the House of Representatives, 
because they have not sent bills here. I shall not 
enter into any crimination or recrimination with 
the House. 1 think it much more important to 
the Senate to be sure that we do our own duty 
before arraigning the conduct of others. They 
have their-own responsibility.. Let them meet it; 
I will not arraign them here. 

This resolution came to us more than a month 
ago, I believe, and we took no action upon it then. 
On the contrary, when a member of the Senate 
who holds a most responsible position, and whose 
voice should have weight on the subject, suggested, 
at the time it came, that it ought to be postponed 
until the appropriation bills were sent to us, in 
order that we might know what time we should 
have, it was postponed. And now, after a month 
or six weeks, with the exception of two unim- 
portant appropriation bills, which will not take 
up much time, we have not received any of those 
bills. When the time intervening between now 
and the day designated by the House is much 
shorter than if we had fixed the day of adjourn- 
ment then, I cannot see the consistency or pro- 
priety of voting for the shortest period. There 


is a great deal of business that is now matured in | 


both Houses; we have our minds made up on it: 
we have formed our opinions; we have discussed 
it, and reported upon it; it is now fresh in our 
minds; we can dispose of it now more satisfac- 
torily to the country than we shall be able to do 
at any other time, when the discussions would all 
have to be renewed. Shall we break up under 
these circumstances, and go home without doing 
this business? $ 

Gentlemen have referred to the appropriation 
bills, as if they were the only things before Con- 
gress. Why, Mr. President, they must have for- 
gotten that there is a great deal of other very im- 
portant business. Theappropriation bills, Lagree, 
will necessarily pass. They always do. And 
they will pass, if you should not take them up 
until the last day of the session. But there is 
something else before Congress besides them. 
‘What have we been discussing all the session? 
Where are the important railroad bills—some 
thirty ov forty, Í believe—which passed the Sen- 
ate, and are not yet disposed of by the House? 
Where is that important bill about the homestead 
rights, which we have received from the House 
of Representatives, in favor of which you have 
so many memorials presented from so many quar- 
ters, and which has not yet been reported back 
from the Committee on Public Lands? Are we 
to get up and run home without acting on these 
measures? Where is that important bill, sent to 
us from the Elouse, on the subject of granting 
public lands fer railroads, upon which there is so 
strong a feeling in many States? 

Although that bill contemplates a measure 
which was once rejected by the Senate, on an ela- 
borate discussion; yet, perhaps, in the earnest- 
ness of the new States to do something on this im- 
portant subject, those who opposed it before may 
finally, as a compromise, think it better to take 
that bill, with some modifications, rather than go 
home, after the urgent wish expressed in so many 
quarters in the new States to have these appro- 
priations made, without getting anything. 

Now, I, for one, anxious as Í am to get away— 
and I am as anxious as any one—am not willing 
to fix an unreasonably short period and go home; 
and when I am called upon by my constituents, 
to say why these measures were not disposed of, 
teil them it was because we had not time. I think 
it much better to take a month more, and have a 
reasonable time to dispose of these matters, than 
hasten off suddenly and leave them undisposed of. 

Besides, if there is any blame—and [ do not 
attach any blame to the House or Senate in this 
matter—after having delayed so long the proposi- 
tion of the House to adjourn, to take it up at this 
time and concur in it, would be taking them by 
surprise. If there is any want of performance of 
duty on their part, by passing the resolution we 
shall relieve them from that responsibility, and 
take it upon ourselves. But, as was well ob- 


| taken, resulted—yeas 15, nays 36; as follows: | 


| Bright, Brodhead 
| Dawson, De Saussure, Douglas, Downs, Fish, Foot, Hous- 


! before any officer authorize 


served, if we had fixed the time a month ago, 
when the resolution was sent here, it would have 
given a reasonable time to dispose of the import- 
ant measures before Congress; whereas, if we take 
it up now and agree to it, we shall take them by 
surprise, and compel hasty and improvident ac- 
tion upon those measures. I hope, then, Mr. | 
President, that the proposition to postpone theday 
of adjournment until the 31st of August, will be 
adopted. That will give us reasonable time. It 
will not allow time enough for long discussions; I 
presume no one wants to have them; but it will 
allow reasonable time to dispose of the appropria- 
tion, and other important bills in which the coun- | 
try feel a great interest. 
the amendment will be agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the | 
amendment to strike out “ Monday the 16th,” | 
and insert ‘ Tuesday the 31st.” 

Mr. BRODH EAD asked for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
— yeas 23, nays 23; as follows: 

YEAS.—~Messrs. Borland, Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, 
Cass, Chase, Clarke, Clemens, De Saussure, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Downs, Feich, Foot, Geyer, Huuter, James, 
Jones of iowa, Meriwether, Miller, Pearce, Sebastian, 
Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Stockton, Upham, and | 
Weller—2s. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, Butler, : 
Chariton, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Fish, 


i 
ł 
i 
i 


Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, King, Mason, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, |/ 


Soulé, Sumner, Toucey, and Wade—23. 
So the amendment was agreed to; and the ques- £ 
tion recurred upon the resolution as amended. | 
Mr. GWIN. I move to postpone the further | 
consideration of the resolution until this day week; | 
and upon that motion ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 


YBAŞ—Messrs, Bell, Cass, Clemens, Davis, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of Jowa, Pelch, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, 
Jones of lowa, Norris, Shields, Sumner, and Wade—15. 

NAYS—Mes: Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Borland, 
Brooke, Butler, Charlton, Chase, Clarke, 


ton, Hunter, James, King, Mason, Meriwether, Miller, 
Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Seward, Smith, Soulé, 
Spruance, Stockton, Toucey, Upham, and Weller—36. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was then concurred | 
in by the Senate. 


MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by the hands of Mr. Hayes, its į 
Chief Clerk, announcing that it had passed a bill 
making appropriations for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1853. 

The bill was read twice, and referred to/the 
Committee on Finance. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA. 


On motion by Mr. WELLER, the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill “ to authorize 
‘the payment by the surveyor general of Califor- 
‘nia of any claims which have been, or may be 
‘presented to the board of land commissioners for 
‘adjudication under the act of Congress, approved | 
«3d March, 1851, to ascertain and settle the pri- 
* vate land claims in the State of California.’’ 

‘The bill was under consideration yesterday as | 
in Committee of the Whole, when various amend- | 
ments were made. 
Senate, and some of those amendments were con- 
curred in. The question was on concurrence in 


the following amendment: 


See. 5. And he it further enacted, That the board of 
commissioners for the ascertaining and settling the said pri 
vate iand clans may authorize and direct the clerks of the 
said board to superiatend the taking of depositions to be 


sistant agent, cannot attend the taking thereof. The said | 
board, upon the application of any claimant, or of the law 
agent. under this act and the act of which this is amend- 
atory, may direct a commission to issue to take depositions 
by the laws of California to 
administer oaths ; in all which cases written interrogatories 
shall be filed before said board at least forty days before the | 
time fixed for taking said depositions; and cross-interrog- ‘ 
atories, if desired, shall be filed before said board witbin 
twenty days after the filing of the aforesaid interrogatories. 
The depositions thus taken shall be carefully sealed up, 
and transmitted by the officer taking the same, to the sec- 
retary of the said board.” 


Mr. WELLER moved to amend it by inserting 
between the words ‘ officer’? and * authorized” 
the words ‘* designated by the board;’’ which was 
the pending question at the adjournment. I have | 
been shown to-day an amendment which has been 


i hope, therefore, that |! 


The bill was reported to the f 
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drawn up by my friend from Maryland, which I 


July 24, 


i ies . 7 . . g 
think carries out the object. intended to be accom- 


plished by the fifth section as it was drawn up. I 
shall, as a matter of course, interpose no objection 
to.his amendment. My only object was to facil- 
itate the transaction of business before the board 
of commissioners. My judgment has been that to 
accomplish that object power should be conferred 
on some: other persons than the members of the 
board to take testimony. As the amendment of 
the Senator from Maryland will answer the pur- 
pose, I withdraw the amendment which I offered 
yesterday. 

Mr. PRATT. I propose to amend the amend- 
ment, as adopted in Committee of the Whole, by 
striking out the words ‘ direct a. commission to 
issue,” and inserting ‘issue at their discretion a 
commission to some person known to them to be 
competent.” I propose also to insert after the 
word ‘* depositions” the words ‘ at such time and 
place as they may designate,” and to insert after 
the last amendment “ who shall be and hereby is 
authorized to administer oaths to all witnesses 
who may depose before them.” I propose fur- 
ther to strike out the following words: j 


“ Before any officer authorized by the Jaws of California 
to administer oaths ; in all which cases written interroga- 
tories shall be filed before said board at least forty days be~ 
tore the time fixed for taking said depositions; and cross- 
interrogatories shail be filed before said board within twenty 
days atter the filing of the aforesaid interrogatories.” 


If the Senate agree to the amendments which 
I have proposed, the amendment reported from 
the Comnggtee of the Whole will read: 


Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That the board of 
commissioners for the ascertaining and settling the said 


| private land claims may authorize and direct the clerks of 
the said board to superintend the taking of depositions to 


be used before the said board whenever the law agent or 
assistant agent cannot altend the taking thereof. The said 
board, upon the application of any claimant, or of the law 
agent under this act, and the act of which this is amenda- 
tory, may issue, at their discretion, a commission to some 
persou known to them to be competent, at such time and 
place as they may designate, who shall be and hereby is 
authorized to administer oaths to all witnesses who may 
depose before them. The deposition thus taken shall be 
carefully sealed up and transmitted by the officer taking 
the same, to the secretary of the board. 


These amendments have been shown to the 


i Committee on Public Lands, who reported this 


bill, and they concur in them. The Senators from 
California are willing to accede to them. 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed 
to. 

Mr. GWIN. I propose the following proviso, 
to come in at the end of the fifth section: 

Provided, That the board shall hold sessions at Los 
Angeles, Santa Barbara, and Monterey, at such times, alter 
giving due notice, as the President of the United States 
may direct, and that the actual expenses incurred in travel- 
ing and holding such sessions of the board shall be paid out 
of the Treasury of the United States. 

The board of commissioners give as a reason 
why they do not hold their sessions at various 
portions of the State, that it is impossible for them 
to do so without expending a large portion of their 
salaries. It is perfectly proper, as I contended 
when the act which the bill under consideration 
proposes to amend passed, that their actual ex- 
penses for traveling should be paid. I looked 
upon it as of the greatest possible importance that 
the board should go where theclaims were. The 


| reason why they have not done so—the reason 


why the President has not ordered them to do so 
—is, that the expense of their traveling would 
absorb their salaries, so that it would be impossi- 
ble to get competent men to fill the office. 

Mr. FELCH. I desire to inquire what the 
salary of each commissioner is? 

Mr. GWIN. It is $6,000 per annum. The 


: : Senator has i i i i 
used betore the said hoard whenever the law agent, or as- ji ator has before his committee various commu 


nications, addressed to me b 


the board, in which 
they say that it absorbs a 


large portion of their 


| salaries to meet the ordinary expenses there now; 


and if you add to them the expenses of traveling 
and opening the board at other places, it will ab- 
sorb the whole. That is what they state. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I would suggest to the 
Senator from California the propriety of adding, 
as an additional proviso, the following: 

Provided, That such traveling expenses shall not ex- 
ceed the full amountof their salaries now allowed by law, 

I think, without such a proviso, the amendment 
of the Senator from California will be about 
doubling their salaries in the end. With my pro- 
viso, 1 am willing to take it. 

Mr. GWIN. I would, be willing to put in a 
provision that these expenses shall not exceed 


* 
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42,000, but my colleague suggests that if we spe- | 
cify any sum, the expenses will amount to that 
and nothing else. i : p i 

Mr. WELLER. Thatis the objection to fixing | 
the limit. They would be sure to put their trav- 
eling expenses precisely at that amount. I prefer | 
the words of my colleague’s amendment, so as to 
pay them their necessary and actual traveling ex- 
penses. If you say that the expenses shall not 
exceed $2,000, they will be sure to: make them ex- 
actly $2,000, and I think; as a matter of economy, 
we had better not limit them in the bill to any spe- 
cific amount, but. use such phraseology as shall 
confine the expenses to what are absolutely neces- 
sary, and they will not be very great. I suppose 
the transportation from San Francisco upon steam- 
ers, to the lowest point in the State, would be some | 
$40 or $50, and.the expenses of living at Los An- | 
geles or Monterey would be much lower than at 
San Francisco, where the board now are. | 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed | 
to, and the amendment as amended was con- j 
curred in. 

The next amendment, made as in Committee of 
the Whole, was to add the following as an addi- 
tional section: 

Sec. 6. And beit further enacted; That for the purpose 
of expediting the ascertaining and settling private land 
claims in California, the President of the United States 
shall appoint an assistant agent, learned in the law and 
skilled in the Spanish and Englisli languages, whose duty 
it shall be to aid and assist in the discharge of all the duties 
imposed on the agent by the act of which this amenda- 


tory, and his compensation shall not exceed $6,000 per an- 
num. E i 


The PRESIDENT. . The question is on con- 
curring in this amendment. 

Mr. FELCH. ‘That section, as reported from 
the Committee on Public Lands, made the com- 
pensation of the assistant agent $4,000. On the 
motion of the Senator from California, [Mr. 
WELLER,] the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, struck out fourand inserted six. Sothat 
I am opposed, and now move to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out ‘¢ six” and inserting “four,” | 
which will restore the section to the form in which 
it came from the Committee on Public Lands. 

I see by the law under which the agent himself 
is appointed that his salary is not fixed. Itis left | 
to the President to determine what amount, per 
annum, should be paid him, and I understand it 
has been fixed by him at $6,000. 

Mr. GWIN. `I will state to the Senator that 
there is another act in regard to that. By the ori- 
ginal law, there was no limitation; but in the civil į 
and diplomatic appropriation bill of last year, there 
was a limitation made. That bill, in appropria- 
ting $50,000 for the expenses of the board of | 
commissioners, provided that the salary of the | 
law agent should not exceed $6,000. 

Mr. FELCH. I was notaware of that. The 

srovision of the law prescribes the duties of the 
aw agent. He is required to be skilled in the | 
Spanish and French languages; and of course Is | 
supposed to be competent for the performance of 
all the duties devolving upon him. Now, the 
qualifications of the assistant agent are to be pre- 
cisely the same. The question, then, is, whether 
the salary ought also to be the same., I rise now 
more for the purpose of making an inquiry than | 
for anything else. It has been reported that the 
law agent, who has been appointed, instead of 
having the qualifications which are required by 
the law, is neither a Spanish nora French scholar, 
and therefore is not competent to perform his du- | 
ties so far as the translation and the investigation | 
of the records are concerned. | 

Mr. WELLER. He isrequired to understand | 
the Spanish and English languages, but not the | 
French. I have no personal acquaintance with | 
the law agent who has been appointed; my inform- | 
ation, however, is, that he does not understand 


the Spanish language—that he does not pretend to 
bea Spanish scholar. He is a very respectable 
stump speaker, but as to the Spanish language, I 
believe he knows nothing about it. eet 
Mr. FELCH. I only wanted to inquire 
whether we are called upon to appoint an assist- 
ant agent, because the agent has not the qualifica- 
tions prescribed by the statute? If that is so, I 
do not feel at liberty, in the first place, to go for 
appointing a man to do his duty; and in the next 
place, to give an exorbitant salary to the man who 
isto do that duty. It seemed to the committee, 
as this individual is to be merely an agent— 


‘acquainted with the Spanish language, and be } 


although we admit the great importance of the | 
duties to be performed, and the high qualifications | 
which are required—looking at the enormous `ex- | 
penditure that this board is to cost, in any event, | 
to the Government, and upon the supposition that 
the discretion of the President was properly exer- |í 
cised in selecting a man having the qualifications | 
provided in the statute, it might not be necessary | 
to pay such a high salary to a person who. is to ! 
act in his place. I admit at once, if we are to | 
make the substitute the principal instead of the || 
agent, who may not-be competent for the dis- | 
charge of his duties, we should provide for him. | 
{ am willing to give as high a salary as may be 
necessary, but it seems to me, upon” the supposi- |) 
tion that the appointment of the law agent is such | 
as it should be—and if it is not, it should be jf 
changed—if we give $4,000, as provided in the || 
section as it came from the committee, we would i; 


those which are to be performed by the law agent. | 
It requires as much legal ability, and just as pro- if 
found a knowledge of the Spanish language to | 
discharge the duties of the post of assistant law | 
agent, as for the other post. Hence l think iti} 
necessary and proper that the pay of the assistant ii 
law agent should be precisely the same as that | 
which is fixed for the law agent. i 
Now, whether the law agent be competent fully | 
to discharge the duties of the station or not, I am 
not prepared to say; but if he is not, I know of | 
no way by which he can be got rid of. He has 
been appointed by the President of the United: 
States, who was authorized by law to appoint | 
him, and Í know of no way by which the legis- | 
lative department of this Government can now | 
displace him. That he does not understand the 
Spanish language—and { speak of that, of course, 
from information which 1 have received from | 
others—is, in my judgment, a very great defect. 
Itis of the greatest importance that the person | 
who is appointed to examine these claims before 
the board of commissioners should be thoroughly | 


able to read the original grants; and nearly all the | 
original grants were in the Spanish language. It! 
is therefore absolutely important that the law 
agent should be able to read them in that language, ! 
in order that he may discharge understandingly | 
the duties imposed upon him by the law. | 

But I believe these appointments have been very 
unfortunate. I believe the law agentis a common- 
law lawyer, who has been sent out to that country 
to investigate cases which are to be decided under 
the civil law, that having been the law of the ter- 
ritory when we acquired it. The com missioners, 
as I ‘stated yesterday, are all common-law law- | 
yers. The President of the United States should $ 
have selected a law agent not only acquainted with į 
the civil law, but the commissioners who are to || 
adjudge these claims under the civil law should be | 
familiar with the science of the civillaw. In the ; 
exercise of his discretion, the President of the j; 
United States has seen fit to appoint the persons ‘| 
whom he has appointed; and now I hold that it | 
is important, in order to the proper discharge of the | 
duties under the law, that an assistant agentshould | 
be appointed. | 

The law agent himself has asked the Depart- i 
ment of the Interior for the appointment of three |l 
additional agents, and he asks for an increase in |! 
the number of clerks, as well as the number of i: 
agents who are to try these causes. The delega- || 
tion of the State of California, looking to the ìn- | 
terests of that State—desiring, of course, that the | 
business should be facilitated, in order that the | 
rights of parties in that State may be decided at || 
once—have agreed to recommend the appoint- | 
ment of one assistant agent, instead of three assist- || 
ant agents as asked for by the law agent. That |; 
the appointment of this person 1s necessary, Ty 
have not the slightest doubt. In my judgment, it |) 
will be almost impossible to execute the law of | 
1851, within a reasonable time, unless there be | 
assistant counsel employed to represent the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

It is for that reason that I have advocated. the 
proposition to appoint one assistant law agent, 
and not three, as was asked for, not only by the 
law agent, but, Í believe, also by the board. I 


willing to give them one additional law agent; and 


| with my 


one will; E think, be amply. sufficient to enable the : 
Government to be: properly represented in’ con- 
ducting these cases. 1 propose to fix the compen- 
gation of the assistant law agent at $6,000, be. 
cause that is the compensation which is already- 
allowed by Jaw to a person who performs similar- 
services. —- ; Í . : d 

Mr. FELCH. I do not object to the appoint» 
ment of this one law agent, for it may be neces” 
sary to make the appointment. Nor would I have : 
Senators understand that I object to a fair and. 
liberal compensation—much more. liberal than 
would be given for any like service on this side 
of the continent. But let us look fora moment: 
at the salaries which are provided. "They: are: 
very liberal. The commissioners receive $6,000: 
each, and it is proposed to give the same salary 
to the assistant law agent. ‘The. law agent, F un- 
derstand, also receives $6,000; but there are other 
officers appointed who have important’ duties: in 
connection with the action of the board. Among’ 
them is the secretary, whose qualifications are 
precisely the same as those required of the law 
agent and assistant Jaw agent. ay 

Mr. WELLER. I think the law does not re- 
quire that the secretary should be a lawyer. The 
act of 1851 requires that the law agent shall be by 
profession a lawyer. 

Mr. FELCH. He is to be ‘learned in the 
law,” ; 

Mr. WELLER. I imagine he could not well 
be ‘learned in the law” except he were a lawyer 
by profession; but there is. no such qualification 
necessary for the secretary. : : : 

Mr. FELCH. F do not refer to.the qualifica- 
tion in that particular point, but to the qualifiva- 
tion of which I was speaking, to wit: the know- 
ledge of the Spanish and English languages—those 
qualifications which will enable him to perform 
the duties in connection with the old records and 
documents, and with the settlement of the claims. 
The qualifications of the secretary are the same 
in that respect, and his salary is fixed at $4,000. 
There are also five clerks in connection with the 
board. Their qualifications are not defined, but 
the salary paid them is $1,500 each. I do not 
think we ought to make the salary of the assistant 
law agent higher than that of the secretary of the 
board. I do not think we ought to make it equal 
with that of the commissioners. Ido not think 
the qualifications required of him, and the.duties 
which he has to perform, would require that ex- 
orbitant compensation. All of these salaries, in 
any event, are very high, such as we have not 
given elsewhere; and although I have always voted 
friends from California for paying liberal 
salaries to our officers in that State, I think they 
ought in this case to be content with the $4,000 
proposed by the committee. 

Mr. WELLER. lam satisfied that it would be 
utterly impossible to obtain the services of a com- 
petent assistant law agent for $4,000. If gentle- 
men desire to defeat the bill entirely; if they are 
opposed to the appointment of an assistant law 
agent; if they believe such an officer is wholly 
unnecessary, then with great propriety they can 
defeat the object entirely by striking out $6,000 
and inserting $4,000. But Lam satisfied it will not 
be within the power of the President to secure the 
services of a competent person, skilled in the 
Spanish and English languages—such a one as 
he ought to appoint, acquainted with tfe civil 
law—alt a compensation of $4,000 per annum. H 
may seem extravagant to gentlemen who are not 
acquainted with the condition of things in Cali- 
fornia. The expenses of living in that country 
have been so often alluded to, that itis not neces- 
sary now that I should refer to them. What may 
seem extravagant to gentlemen here, on account of 
the comparatively cheap expenses of living on 
this side of the Rocky Mountains, would be cer- 
tainly considered to be very liberal aud fair onthe 
other side. 

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I can well un- 
derstand that, in California, less than $6,000 would 
not command the services of a proper agent, Or 
assistant agent, or additional agent, whatever you 


may choose to call him, under the sixth section of 


this bill. In my judgment, the law officers of the 
Government are the sole protection of the Govern- 
ment in these cases. If they are proper individu- 
als, and perform their duties properly, they: will 
constitute the great protection of the Government 
against spurious and unauthorized claims. The 
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greatest security the Government can:have. must be 
in the efficiency of these officers. If you expect, by 
peddling upon the subject of salaries, to obtain a 
proper man, of. professional character, with the 
accomplishments which. the law. requires, for less 
than $6,000, I think you will be.mistaken. If you 
go upon that ground, then you had better not 
think about an additional-agent at all, but throw 
all the labor upon the present agent. ae 

As I understand the recommendation of the 
Committee on Public Lands, it is to. appoint an- 
other agent, because the present agent is not able 
to perform all the duties that will be thrown upon 
him, owing to the multiplicity of business. And, 
in fact, the agent recommended, whom they call ; 
an “assistant agent,” stands in the light of an as- i 
sociate counsel, or associate agent, having pre- H 


i 
t 
i 


cisely the same character of duties, standing pro- || 


fessionally on the same level, and having the: 
Same requirements made of him as of the original 
agent. In the profession, a mere sense of personal 


pride would, under such circumstances, prevent |j 


any competent man from accepting the office at a | 
less sum than the compensation allowed to the | 
agent. Professional feeling alone would deter a | 
man of character in the profession from accepting 
the office at a less salary. 

Mr. WELLER. I can state, from my own 
personai knowledge of the business which is al- 
ready before the board of commissioners, and that 
which will be presented to them, that it will re- 
quire the whole time, not only of the law agent, 
but of the assistant law agent, to attend to it. It 


is utterly impossible to secure the whole time of || 


any man who is learned in the | | 
in the Spanish and English langu 


r ages, for a less į 
compensation than $6 


,000 a year; more especially | 
will it be impossible to obtain the services of a | 
proper person for a compensation. $2,000 less than | 
that of the counsel with whom you have asso- 
ciated him, thùs placing the assistant agent in a 
degrading position. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. 
Fetcn to amend the amendment made in Com- 


| lowing resolution, to w 


; mit the bill granting the right of way to all plank | 


aw, and skilled {I 


hich no objection can-be 
made after it has been read: SS 

Resolved; That the Secretary of War-and the Secretary 
of the. Navy, if not deemed incompatible with the public 
good, report to this House the number of officers belonging 
to the Army and Navy, remaining in and about Washing- 
ton city ; and also the duties performed by them connected 
` with the public interest. oa i 


Mr. WALSH objected. 
Mr. OLDS. I call for the regular order of busi- 
ness. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO PLANK AND RAILROADS. | 
Mr. COBB. I withdraw my motion to recom- 


and railroad companies through the public lands | 
of the United States, to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and also my call for the previous question. 
I think there will be no difficulty in passing the 
bill this morning, after I shall have made a brief 
| statement. Many members have been opposing 
| the bill on the ground that it granted to plank and 
railroad companies the use of stone, timber, etc., 
| in perpetuity. By agreement with the honorable 


| 
i 
{ 
| 
| 
| 
i 


opposed to the measure upon that ground, { shall | 

make the motion that the grant of the use of tim- | 
ber; stone, &c., shall be limited to the completion | 
| of the road. J trust there will be no objection to | 
this restriction on the part of the friends of the bill: | 


sustained, if theamendment shall be incorporated | 
in the bill by unanimous consent, L shall call for | 
the previous question. 

Mr. CARTTER. F hope the amendment may 
be adopted. It limits the grant to the material 
necessary to construct the road in the first in- 
stance. 


amendment proposed by myself, which is by com- 
mon consent pending. 

Mr. COBB. The amendment | have just sug- 
gested comes iv after yours, which will make | 
| it much stronger, 
Mr. STEVENS. 


mittee of the Whole, by striking out ‘ six” and 
inserting “four,” no quorum voted; 
And, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnesnay, July 21, 1852. 
The House met at eleven o'clock, a. m» 
by the Rev. L. F. Morgan. 
Lhe Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. BOWIE stated that he had received a 
communication from his colleague, Mr. Corrmay, 


stating that he was detained at home on account 
of the illness of his child. 


i 


Prayer 


| 
i 
i 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order i; 


is aà motion to recommit to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, House bill No. 284, « granting the right“ 
of way toall 
the public lands of the United States.” 


CESSION OF CUMBERLAND ROAD. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. There is a bill pend- : 
ing in the Committee of the Whole on the state of : 
the Union, of considerable iinportance to the State 
of Ohio, to which [apprehend no gentleman can 
possibly object. it will be impossible to reach it 
duringythe session unless the House will consent 
to take it up and pass it now. I hope I may have ii 
the unanimous consent for that purpose. It is a |; 
bul to cede to the State of Ohiothe unfinished por- | 
tion of the Cumberland road. For that road we | 
have made no appropriation for the last twelve or 
fourteen years. The State of Ohio desires the | 
cession of the road that she may complete it. The 
portion that has been constructed is going to dilap- | 
idation. Similar bills have been passed for In- it 
diana and Hinois, and this isa precise copy of ;; 
the bill passed in those cases. it 
Mr. COBB, Ihave no objection to the propo- |: 
sition, provided it does not come out of the morn- il 
ing hour, Ifit does Ð will object. j 
The SPEAKER. Itis for the House to decide ij 
whether or not it shall be taken out of the morn- ji 
ing hour. j 
Objection was made. i 
Mr. STANTON, I should be glad that the 
gentleman objecting would state his objections, 
that they may appear upon the record. i; 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to introduce the fol- 


i 
F 
| 
HT 


i 
+I 


lank and railroad companies through |! 
ł g2 j 


{ 
i 
i 
Hl 
| 
i 


built through the publie land have the benefit of 
the timber and stone they need for ihe construc- 
tion of the road in the first instance; but not to 


after years. That is the object, L understand, of | 


the gentleman from Alabama, and 1 think with 
that modification that the bill is a cood one. [| 
hope the assent of the House will be accorded to | 
the modification. 

Mr. SMART obtained the joor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chuir will state, with 
the permission of the gentleman, that he under- 
stands the amendment of thegentleman from Ala- : 
| bama to be to strike out from the second section 
he words ‘and repairs.” ‘Phe grant then will 
be “of suzh materials of earth, stone, or wood as 


for the actual construction of the said road or | 
roads, or any part thereof.” i 

Mr. SMART. I desire to inquire of the gen- | 
tleman from Alabama whether he is willing to ac- | 


cept the substitute of the gentleman from Michi- 


gan, [Mr. Sruarr?} 

Mr. COBB. I have submitted the matter for 
the determination of the House, by which Iam 
willing to abide. I do not expect to obtain the 
vote of the gentleman from Maine under any cir- 
cumstances. 


gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,] who was |: 


| That is all they desire, and relying upon being |) 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Thercisan |! 


T wish simply to state the effect 
of the provision, if the gentleman will indulge me 
fora moment.. I say, under that provision you 
take all stone——. f 

Mr. COBB. Icannotyield for discussion. The 
amendments have been made to conform to the 
wishes of the opponents of thebill. Thave yield- 
ed for the submission of every amendment sug- 
gested since the bill has been before the House for 


Mr. SMART. 


i consideration. 


Mr. SMART. I object to the gentleman’s 
amendment, as he is not willing to allow mea 
single statement. 

Mr. COBB. Very well. The matter is with 
the House for its decision. I call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. FOWLER. I think, to make thelanguage 


Í of the second section consistent, the words © from 


time to time” should he stricken out, provided it 
is only proposed to- grant the use of material in 
the construction of the road in the first instance. 

Mr. COBB. I have no objection to that. Gen- 
tlemen may offer whatever amendments they may 
deem proper, so that the bill is kept alive. If 
anybody else wants to make an amendment, I will 
not call for the previous question. 

Mr. ROBBINS. If the call for the previous 
question be sustained, will not the question recur 
upon the adoption of the amendments? i 

The SPEAKER. That will be the case; but 
the Chair understands the gentleman from Maine 
to objectġp the pending amendment of the gentle- 


man from Alabama. 

The question was then put upon seconding the 
call for the previous question, and there were, upon 
a division—ayes 49. 

Mr. FICKLIN demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Jonnson, of Arkansas, and 


' Fowier were appointed. 


I think the substitute of the | 


The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 66, noes 15; no quorum voting. 

Mr. KING. I move that there be a call of the 
House. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Upon that 


i motion I demand the yeas and nays. 


entail upon the road any perpetuity of right in | 


The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being then put upon the motion for a call of 


, the House, it was disagreed to—yeas 65, nays 78. 


So a call of the House was refused. 

The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
seconding the demand for the previous question, 
ud on that question tellers have been ordered. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I wish to inquire whether 


i, the amendment suggested by the gentleman from 


Alabama, [Mr. Cozs,] who reported this bill, lim- 
iting the use of timber, stone, &c., to the original 
construction of the road, has been accepted, and 
whether it can be considered by the Flouse? 

The SPEAKER. It was objected to by the 


| gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Smarr,] and there- 


fore not entertained. 
The question was then taken, (Messrs. Fowter 


i and Ciasrarw acting as tellers,) and there were— 


ayes 85, noes not counted, 
So the previous question was seconded, and the 


; main question was then ordered to be put, 


The SPEAKER. The question will be ‘first 


‘ upon the pending amendment, offered by the gen- 
i tleman from New York, (Mr. Surmer.anp,] 


may be necessary or convenient from time to time | 


Mr. SMART. I wish to make a single remark `i 


in relation to this subject. I think gentlemen of 
the West are making a bill which in reality is in 
opposition to their own interests. I understand 
that they wish to retain in the bill the clause 


:| authorizing the taking of timber from the land. ; 


They say now, in the first instance; but, sir, it 
occurs to me 
Mr. COBB. I cannot yield to the gentleman to 
make an argument. I will only reply, that so far | 
as Western gentlemen are concerned, they will 
take care of their own interests. : 


which is to strike out the word ‘ hereafter” in the 
fifth line of the first section, and insert after the 
word “charter,” the words ‘ within ten years 
hereafter,” 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 
the Clerk that there were several amendments 
which were permitted to be offered by the unani- 
mous consent of the House. If such is the fact, 


: of course they will be read. The following amend- 
ment was offered by the gentleman from Ohio 
: (Mr. Hunrer] to the third section: 


Provided further, That when a location for either of 
said railroads or plank roads, macadamized turapikes, or 


| sites for depots, on the line of such road or roads, shall be 
:: selected, the proper officers on such road or roads shall 
; transmit to the Commissioner of the General Land Office a 
, correct plat of the survey of said road or roads, together 


with the survey of sites for depdts, before such selection 
shall become operative. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Haven] 


'} proposes to amend this amendment by adding the 


following: 
Provided further, That none of the foregoing provis- 


: ions of this act shall apply to, or authorize any rights in 


any lands of the United States other than such as are held 


1852. 


tor private entry and sale, and such as are unsurveyed, N 


not held for public use by erections or improvements there- 
on. ooo Ñ% 


The amendment to the amendment, and the | 


amendment as amended, were agreed’ to. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- | 


sylvania (Mr. Stevens] moves to amend the sec- 
ond section of the bill, by adding at the end there- 
of the words, ‘through. said land.’ 


; . | 
The question. was taken, and the amendment | 


was agreed to. 


„The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | 
York (Mr. Haven] proposes as an additional sec- | 


tion, the following amendment, which will be now 
reported by the Clerk. 
The amendment was then read, as follows: 


That the right of way through the public land of the 
United States, lying in Black Rock, in the county of Erie, 


and State of New York, be, and the same is hereby, granted 
tothe Lockport and Buffalo Railroad Company : Provided, ; 
That in the opinion of the President of the United States, : 


such grant be not injurious to the public interests, and that 
the location shall be approved by the President as to the 
position and width of said railroad: And provided further, 
That, if the raid rairoad shall not be completed within 
two years, or if at any lime after its completion, said rail- 
road be discontinued or abandoned, the grant shall cease and 
determine. 


The question was then taken, and the amend- | 


. ment was agreed to. | 

Mr. SACKETT. Is it in order to move an 
amendment to the first section? . 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order, 
the previous question having been ordag: The 
question now before the House is upðthe sub- 
stitute offered by the gentleman from Michigan, 
{Mr. SroarT.] 

Mr. CARTTER. The amendment suggested 
this morning was not entertained I believe by rea- 
son of the previous question, ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. Smart] objected. 

Mr. CARTTER, 
Maine and the unanimous consent of the House 
to place a limitation upon the right to appropriate 
material. 

Mr. SMART. If gentlemen will permit me to 
mya few words——— 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine 

can only proceed by the unanimous consent of the 
House. 

Mr. SMART. Iam willing to go for the sub- 


stitute of the gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. Sro- | 
art,}] which I believe is the appropriate bill. I| 


still continue the objection I have already made. 
Mr. CARTTER. Then I ask the unanimous 

consent of the House to insert at the close of the 

second section a limitation upon the appropriation 


of material to the first construction of the road. | 
The amendment I make is to strike out the words | 


“and repair.” 
Mr. SMART. I object. 
Mr. CARTTER. 1s it in order to reconsider 
the vote by which the previous question was or- 
dered, with a view of availing myself of an oppo 
tunity to move the amendment 1 have suggeste 


Mr. DUNCAN. rise merely to say that the | 


bill, as amended, meets my approbation, although 
I should prefer the amendment. , 

Mr. COBB. The friends of the bill have no 
objection to it. 

‘Mr. DUNCAN. I was about to ask that the 
original bill may be read, so that the substitute 
may be offered. A . 

Mr. SMART. At the suggestion of friends 


around me, | will withdraw the objection I made. | 


Mr. WHITE. [renew the objection. 
Mr. CARTTER. 


indicated. : 
The question was then taken, and it was agreed 


t 


which I have already suggested, and upon it call 
the previous question. 


The previous question was seconded and the , 


main question ordered. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Lask for the 
reading of the second section as it stands amended. 
The section was read by the Clerk. _ 
Mr. SEYMOUR. I ask the unanimous con- 


sent of the House that the word ‘actual’ be | 


stricken out, and the word ‘ first”? inserted in heu 
thereof; so that it may read ‘‘ for the first construc- 
tion of said roads.” 


I ask the gentleman from į 


1 move to reconsider the | 
vote by which the main question was ordered to | 
be put, in order to make the amendment I: have | 


0. 
Mr. CARTTER. I now move the amendment į 
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There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
| The question was then taken on Mr. Cantrer’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the substitute 


offered by the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. | 
Srvart.] fg OR : i 
Mr. STUART. -I wish fo suggest a mere ver- 


bal amendment, which is this: Where the words 
‘* General Assembly”? are employed it would be 
better to say ** Legislatures.” That would cover 
all the legislative authorities of all the States. 

There being no objection, the bill was so 
amended. 

Mr. SACKETT. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to strike out the word ‘ over,” 
in the sixth line of the third section and to substi- 
tute the word ‘upon’? in lieu thereof. It is bad 
sense as it now stands. It will then read ‘upon 
which railways may be situated. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I object to that 
amendment. It amounts to nothing at all. 

Mr. HUNTER. An amendment was adopted 
yesterday, inserting the words ‘*macadamized 
|| turnpikes”’ after the words “ M&nk roads,” where 
|| they occur in the first section. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the [Louse that those words may 
i| be inserted wherever it is necessary, to make the 
whole bill conform to the amendment as adopted 
yesterday. 
|” There being no objection it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENN. There is one other incongruity. 
The words ‘ten years” are used in the first sec- 
tion, and ‘five years’ in the third section. I 
ask the unanimous consent of the House that the 
a section may be made to correspond with the 

rst. 
‘| There being no objection, it was so ordered. 
|! Mr. DUNCAN. ‘I call for the reading of the 
original bill as amended. 

It was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the right of way shall be, and is hereby, gvanted to all 
rail and plank road or macadamized turnpike companies } 
that are now, or may be chartered within ten years herc- 
after, over and through any of the publie lands of the Uni- 
ted States, over which any rail or plank road or macadam- 
ized turnpikes, authorized by an act of the Legislature of 
the respective States in which public lands may be situated ; 
it and the said company or companies are hereby authorized 
to survey and mark through the said public lands, to be 
held by them for the track of said road, one hundred feetin 
width: Provided, Thatin case where deep excavation or 
heavy embankment is required for the grade of such road, 
then at such places a greater width may be taken by such 
company, if necessary, not exceeding in the whole two 
hundred feet. . 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacled, That the said com- 
pany or companies shalt have the right to take from the 
public Jands in the vicinity of said road or roads ail syeh 
materials of earth, stone, or wood as may be necessary or | 
convenient, from time to time, for the first construction 
of said road or roads, or any part thereof through said 
lands. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That there shall be, 
and is hereby, granted to said company or companies all 
necessary sites for watering places, depdts, and work-shops 
along the line of said road er roads, so far as the places | 
convenient for the same may fall upon the public lands: 
Provided, That no one depôt or watering place shall con- 
tain over one square acre, and that said sites shall not be 
{| nearer to cach other than ten miles along the line or lines 
\ of said road or roads: Provided further, That the said 
f grants herein contained, as well as of the use of the public 
| 
į 
l 


lands, as of the materials for the construction of said road 
orroads, shall cease and determine, unless the road or roads 
be begun within five years from and after the passage of 
this act, and completed within fifteen years thereafter : 
|i and provided, moreover. That if any road, at any time after 
its completion, be discontinued or abandoned by said cow- 
pany or companies, the grants hereby made shall cease and 
determine, and said lands hereby granted revert back to the | 
if General Government: Provided further, That when a loca- 
i} tion for either of said rai or plank roads, inacadamized 
turnpikes, or sites for depôts ou the line of such road or 
roads shal! he selected, the proper officers of sueb road or 
roads shall transmit to the Commissioner of the General 
i Land Office a correct plat of the survey of said road or 
roads, together with the survey of sites for depots, before | 
such selection shall become operative: Provided further, 
That none of the foregoing provisions of the act shall apply 
to or authorize any rights in any Jands of the United States 
other than such as are held for private entry and sale, and 
such as are unsurveyed and not held for public use hy eree- į 
tion or improvement thereon. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States lying in Black 
| Rock, in the county of Erie, and State of New York, be, and 
the sanieis hereby granted te the Lockportand Buffalo Rail- | 
road Company: Provided, That, in the opinion of the Pres- 
jdent of the United States, such grant be not injurious to 
the public interest, arid that the location shail be approved 
by the President as to the position. and width of the said 
| railroad: And provided further, That if the said railroad 
| shall not be completed within two years, or if at any time 


after its completion, the said railroad be discontinued or 
abandoned, the grant shall cease and determine. —- 3 


The substitute of Mr- 
terday] was also read. ` À ` aa 
Mr. MANN. I wish to: inquire, whether. this 
bill does not include California, so that a réad, ag 
soon as the public lands are surveyed there, can 
be laid out twelve rods wide, and-an. acre taken 
fora denét any where? te. We Ce a 
Mr. CARTTER. I rise toa question of order, 

I understand that this substitute of the honorable 
member from Michigan [Mr, Sruarr] is the Sen- 
ate bill now pending in the House; and the ques- 


STUART [published ‘yes: 


| tion of order I wish to make is, whether one bill 


can be made as a substitute for another. <° 07- 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
itis notidentically the same. The substitute was 
entertained yesterday by the House, and under 
the circumstances the Chair does not feel justified 
in ruling it out of order. a 5 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. T, riset 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to make 
an amendment, to obviate the difficulty which I see 
has struck the mind of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Mawnw.] ft is this: At the end 
of the first section of the substitute I propose to 
insert these words: s 


Provided, That said company shall have no interest in 
the minerals on the lands thus granted. 


Otherwise they will take up half the California 
gold lands. 

Mr. CARTTER. I do not see the necessity 
for that amendment, and I object to it. - The bill 
purports simply to grant the right of way and:oc+ 
cupancy—a usufruct-right such as highways have 
in all cases of that kind, and it is well anderstood 
that they have no other right than the right to oc- 
cupy, for the purpose of passing over. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. Is not the pre- 
vious question in force? 

The SPEAKER. „Itis. ` 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then I object to this dis- 
cussion. i 

Mr. CARTTER. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr, HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired ? f i 
i The SPEAKER. It has, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I then move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve. itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on’ the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. STEVENS. I wish to know if J had the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer my 
amendment, and whether it is now pending? 

The SPEAKER. It was objected to. f 

Mr. STEVENS. I believe the objection was 
withdrawn. Ee 


HOSTILITIES ON THE RIO GRANDE. 


Mr. HOWARD. I wish the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Housron] to withdraw his motion 
for a moment, to enable me to make a statement to 
the House. I wish to get up a bill that will take 
hut a few moments to dispose of. It.relates to. the 
difficulties upon the Rio Grande, and the hostilities 
that are going on there. Itisa House bill; which 
the Senate have passed with amendments. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have no doubt that the 
commitiee will come into the House this. evening 
time enough for the gentleman to make that mo- 
tion. If I yield now, I shall have to yield to a 
dozen other gentlemen who are wishing me to do 


s0. 

Mr. HOWARD. Ifthe gentleman fim Al- 
abama knew the facts, he certainly would not cb- 
ject. ~We have by the last mail received news 
that two villages upon the banks of the Rio Grande 
have been burned, und that steamboats have been 
brought in from the New. Mexico side. ‘There is 
a bill which has passed the Senate authorizing the 
President, if he deers it necessary, to call for a 
sufficient force to repress those hostilities, and to 
preserve peace upon the borders. If this matter 
is delayed much longer, it will lead to serious con- 
sequences; and I hope, therefore, as it will not take 
five minutes to concur in the. amendments of the 
Senate to the bill which has already passed this 
House, that the gentleman will withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, Ifthe mo- 
tion is withdrawn, is not the bill upon which we 
were acting when the motion was made to go into 
Committee of the Whole again before us èo: t 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands. the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Howaxp] to ask the 
gentleman from Alabama to withdraw’ his motion 


! 
f 
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to go into the Committee of the Whole on: the state 
of the Union, that hë may ask. the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up a bill which he 
will designate. - 

Mr. HOWARD. | It will not take five minutes. 
I have no doubt the House will concur in the 
amendments of the Senate. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
tion, ahd unless there is unanimous: consent, of 
course it is of no use for me to withdraw my mo- 
tion, ; : 

Mr. HOWARD, Who objected? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe there was objection 
made just now. 

Mr. HOWARD. Nobody. objects. At all 
events, if any objection is made, I will renew the 
motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I withdraw my mo- 
tion, 

Mr. HOWARD. I now ask the unanimous 
consent of the ITouse to take up from the Speaker’s 
table House bill No. 259, to provide for the pro- 
tection of the Territories, which has been returned 
from the Senate with sundry amendments. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
to-day with the other bill. 
one night can make any difference about these In- 

ians. š 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania object? 

Mr. STEVENS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I renew my motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 


resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on jj 


the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were suspended, and the House ac- 
cordingly resolved itself into the Committee ofthe 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. OLps in 
the chair.) 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up bill No. 
196, which is the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I move that 
the committee proceed to the consideration of bill 
No. 282, being “a bill for making appropriations 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors.” 

Mr. Hd 
to the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sry- 
mour.] The bill he calls for is behind almost all 
the appropriation bills. 

Mr. STUART, Ical the gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama (Mr. Housrox] moves to take up House 
bill No. 196, which is the civil and diplomatic ap- 
sropriation bill; and the gentleman from New 

ork (Mr. Seymour] moves to take up House 
bill No. 282, for the improvement of rivers and 
harbors. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Trise to a point of order, 
which is this: In the first place, ilere can be but 
one motion pending at the same time; and then I 
do not want the Chair to state that motion, so as 
to preclude the point of order which I will raise 
afterwards, which is—that that bill cannot be 


I understand there is objec- | 


T think we had better go on | 
I do not believe that | 


taken up, unless by a formal vote of the commit- | 


tee setting aside every other bill upon the Calendar 


that is before it, 


ThaCHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide the | 
pointof order. Ele supposes, asa matter of course, | 


that the vote must be first taken upon the motion | 


first made. AIl appropriation bills are privileged | 
bills, and the question will first be taken upon the | 


motion which was first made by the gentleman 
from Alabama. 
c¥MOUR, of New York. 


Gk 


Mr. SE 


I submitted | 


the motion which I made, because I supposed that | 


the bill to which it refers was also a general ap- ` 


propriation bill, and I ask the Chair, as a question 
of order, whether it is not competent, if the com- 
mittee should refuse to take ap 

Mr. BURT. 1 call the gentleman to order, 


Mr. SEYMOUR. Lam propounding a ques- : 


tion of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order. 


The Chair has already stated that the question | 
will first be put upon the motion of the gentleman | 


from Alabama, [Mr. Hlorsren.] ‘oe 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Before the 

question is put, is it not naturally in order, and in 

conformity with the practice of the committee, to 


i 
i 
i 
i 


i 
i 
i 
i 


USTON, I wish to make a suggestion || 


move to set aside one bill in order to take up an- | 
other bill?. : eas ae: me 

The CHAIRMAN. . Not an appropriation bill. 
All general appropriations are excepted by the 
rale, ‘ 

Mr. STUART demanded tellers upon the mo- 
| tion of the gentleman:from Alabama, [Mr. Hous- 
TON. : f 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. T desire to` take 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair, if the | 
Chair decides that it is not in order to take up the | 
j river and harbor biil. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not so de- 
cided. The Chair will again state his point. The 
appropriation bills are all privileged bills; and the 
motion: of the gentleman .from Alabama [Mr. 
Housroy] to take up House bill No. 196 being | 
first made, it must be first voted upon. If it is | 
not carried, then it will be in order to take up the 
other bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Ifa motion 
| is made to lay aside that bill before the question is 
put upon taking it up, is it not in order? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. A | 
motion is not necef@ary to lay aside the other bills į 
on the Calendar, because the appropriation bills are į 
privileged bills. 

Messrs. Crincman, and Srevens of Pennsyl- 
vania, were appointed tellers. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hovusron’s 
motion, and it was decided in the negative—ayes 
47, noes 92. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I now move to take up 
House bill No. 282, being a bill for the improve- 


The bill having been read through by the Clerk, 
the first clause was reported for amendment, 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. In introducing 
to the committee the subject of river and harbor im- 
provements, as they are particularly considered in 
this bill, permit me to say that the Committee on 
Commerce of this House, at an early period in the 
session, had their attention drawn to this great 
question of the improvement of harbors and rivers, 
and a discussion was had to some extent, upon the 
consideration of the President’s message, in refer- 
ence to this subject; but the principles or views 
upon which the committee would act in framing a 
bill, were not then determined. Shortly after that 
time, however, petitions came in to a very large 
number from all quarters of the country, praying 
for these appropriations for the improvement of 
our Jarge and navigable rivers, and for the im- 
provement of our harbors both upon the sea-coast 
and upon the northernlakes. Petitions also came 
in in reference to our great. western rivers in such 
numbers, and presenting such pressing exigencies 
upon this subject, that the committee, before any 
decision had been had in reference to the Presi- 
dent’s message, referring this subject specifically 
to our consideration, and the reference which the 
House saw fit to make of those various petitions, 
proceeded to the consideration of this very im- 
portant, and, I will add, as it has proved, very 
embarrassing subject. In addition to these peti- 
tions, I ought to state to the committee, that from 
many of the large cities deputations of gentlemen 
of the p=: respectability connected with our 
commerce, and practical navigators—men who 
have been long engaged in navigation both in our 


ment of rivers and harbors, 

Mr. MEADE. 1 rise to a question of order. I 
should like to have the rule read in reference to 
appropriation bills. It will be said that this ques- 
tion was decided by the last Congress. I have 
; only to state to the committee that I was in the 
chair at the time, and 1 decided that the motion to 
take up the riverand harbor bill was out of order. | 
I was overruled by the committee. Many of the 
Whigs who voted to reverse my decision stated 
that they did it knowing that I had decided cor- | 
| rectly, but that they were determined to override 
the rules and take up the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will think him- 
self constrained to decide in accordance with the 
decision of the last Congress, that itis in order to | 
take up the bill. 

Mr. MEADE. The question is whether the 
Democrats will doas the Whigs didthen. [Laugh- 
ter.) Do I understand the Chair decides against į 
me? | 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. The Chair decides | 
in accordance with the ruling of the last Congress, | 
that it is in order to take up the river and harbor j 
bib. f 

Mr. MEADE. Then from that decision I take | 
an appeal, 

Mr. BURT. I ask that the Chair will have the 
rule read to the committee which designates the 
| general appropriation bills, and I feel myself ver 
anxious to know upon what grounds the Chair 
has decided. 

The Clerk then read the rule, No. 135, as fol- 
lows: 


“ In Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, | 
the bills shall be taken up and disposed of in their order on i 
the Calendar; but when objection is made to the consider- Í 
ation of a bill, a majority of the committee shall decide, | 
without debate, whether it shall be taken up and disposed | 
of, or laid aside; provided, that genera! appropriation bills, | 
and, in time of war, bills for raising men or money, and | 
bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall be preferred to all | 
other bills at the discretion of the committee, and when de- | 
manded by any member, the question shall first be put in 


regard to tben.” 

Mr. DUNCAN. Task for the reading of the 
80th rule. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


“ 80. General appropriation bills shail be in order in pref- ! 
erence to any other bills of a publie nature, unless otherwise 
ordered by a majority of the House.” 


I 
i 
i 
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The question then being, Shall the decision of | 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? : 

Mr. MEADE demanded tellers; which were or- | 
dered; and. Messrs. STEYENS, of Pennsylvania i 
and Jonnson, of Arkansas, were appointed. i 

T'he question was then taken, and it was deci 
in the affirmative—ayes 93, noes 24. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustai 
| the judgment of the committee. 


’ 
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Ì 
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foreign and domestic commerce—have appeared 
before that committee, pressing upon their con- 
sideration subjects of very great importance to the 
localities where they resided. J allude particularly 
to very respectable delegations sent here by the 
cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, and New Orleans. 

Sir, we found when we approached this subject 
that it was full of embarrassments. On looking 
back upon the history of this country for the last 
fourteen years, we found that no appropriations 
had been made—not even to keep in repair public 
works which had been through a long period, 
under previous appropriations, erected by the 
Government and were out of repair. We found, 
in some cases, that the channels of streams and 
the approaches to harbors were rendered even 
worse than they were in their. natural state by 
the obstructions occasioned by the lack of appro- 
priations to keep in repair these old works of the 
Government. We found, also, that very large 
and extensive territories have been added to this 
Government during the fourteen years which have 
elapsed since, with one exception, and that limited 
in its character, any general appropriation bill of 
this character hag passed. In that period the 
State of Texas, with a sea-coast of six hundred 
miles, and watered by numerous very large rivers, 
where there are harbors adequate to a very large 
trade, if they shall but receive small appropri- 
j ations for the purpose of removing the sand bars 
at their mouths, has been opened to the com- 
merce and enterprise of the country. Besides 
this, the march of population to the West, during 
that long period has been settling the wilderness 
and developing the resources of one of the richest 
and most fertile countries on the face of the globe. 
New States have been added to the Union—States 
which have received no consideration by appro- 
priations of this character since they have been 
admitted into the Union; States where large towns, 
great commercial centers, are now growing up, 
where there are large harbors to be improved, and 
where commerce is concentrating; States in which 
rivers of great magnitude, needing but small ap- 
propriations to remove the obstructions of nature, 
will in a short time bring from the improved and . 
fertile regions of the interior a vast amount of 
commerce to the lake coast. 

Under these considerations, and in view of a 
subject so embarrassing as this is, the committee 
addressed themselves to the preparation of this 
bill, and I will say, in behalf of the committee, 

that they have devoted more time to the prepara- 
| tion of this bill than to any other bill~indeed, I 
may add, than to all the other bills béfore them— 


| although the subjects referred to them are very 


humerous, and concern the whole commerce of 
the country, both foreign and domestic. 


1852. 


Sir, the majority of the committee were opposed 
to entering upon anything like a general. system 
of internal improvements. They wished to frame 
such a bill as would meet the good. sense of this 
House and of the country—one- that should not 
embrace so large an amount, and located at such 
various points of the country.as would-not be ame- 
nable to the objection that it~wag- reviving the old 
policy of. a general systém- of internal improve- 
ments, but which would; at the same time, satisfy 
the imperious demands of commerce. The great 
difficulty has been to define and settle upon. a bill 
which, at the same. time that it should meet the 
wants of commerce, would suit.the wishes and 
gratify the expectations of the various localities 
concerned.. That, sir, is a very difficult matter. 
It is one that has occasioned great embarrassment 
to the committee. Many gentlemen appeared be- 
fore the committee, expecting that, because ap- 
propriations were contained in a former bill which 
passed this House, a bill embracing very large 
appropriations, made at numerous points, and, I 
may say, apparently much at random, and with- 
out that regard to localities and the interests of 
commerce, the same appropriations should be 
adopted by the committee, and reported to the 
House in this bill. 


But the committee have prescribed another rule |; 


for their conduct. They have supposed—and that 
is the ground upon which they have framed this 
bill—that it was their duty to provide for the gen- 
eral wants of the commerce of the country at those 
localities, those great commercial depots, where 
it had already concentrated. They did not sup- 
pose that it was within their province to go into 
those parts of the country just rising into import- 
ance, where the commerce had hardly yet defined 
its localities, where you would not know if you 


appropriated to-day ten or twenty thousand dollars | 


for the improvement of a harbor, whether ten years 
hence there would be any trade or commerce to be 
benefited by it. They preferred rather to confine 
the appropriations to the wants of the general com- 
merce of the country, by locating them at the great 
centers of commerce, where it already exists, and 
where it will be benefited. 

But, sir, were we to confine ourselves to these 
points, there would be another sort of protection 
for commerce, that would“be wanting. While 
our trade is passing from one of these great centers 
to another, either upon the lakes or the ocean 
coasts, it will need harbors of refuge, to which it 
can repair in case of distress; and appropriations 
for such harbors, in the view of the committee, are 
not merely local it their character, but protect and 
subserve the interests of the general commerce of 
the country. For instance, in framing this bill, 
we have located a harbor of refuge between the 
mouth of the Niagara river, on Lake Ontario, and 
the port of Rochester, atthe mouth of the Genesee 
river. Between those points, a distance of some 
eighty or ninety miles, there were many harbors 
which had been projected, and some of which, I 
believe, received the favorable consideration of the 
Government, and had received appropriations. 
But the committee did not think it proper, they 
did not think it fell within the rule which they | 
had prescribed for their action, to recommend ap- 

ropriations for any of these small ports, simply 
because they had received them before. 

But inasmuch as the general commerce on that | 
lake, in its transit from the mouth of the Niagara 
river to the harbor of Rochester, in case of stress 
of weather would need a harbor for shelter, the 
committee determined to locate one, and only one, 
between those.two points. And let me say here, | 
that they located that harbor, as they have all į 


others of this character, without reference to any |: upward, ) L i 
tistical information before us, have been lost during 


interest that gentlemen living there 
but simply from the consideration 
creek is midway between the 


speculative 
may have, 
that Oak Orchard 
two points to which I have alluded, and i 
a harbor where all shipping, in case of necessity, 
will find a shelter and pretection from storms. 
The case which I have stated to the committee 
illustrates the principle upon which the committee 
have proceeded in framing the whole of this bill. 
They have not intended in any instance to depart 
from thatrule, and when they provide for the general 
wants of commerce by making improvements In 


$ and our Northwestern lakes. 


will afford || 
i 
| 
|| appropri 
ji these objects, 


has often been raised—and too many times with 
the very best of reasons—that the appropriations 
are designed to. subserve the interests of some 
parieula locality rather than the country at large. 
would not be willing to give my vote for a-bill 
| that should be framed upon a different principle. 
E believe that -the principles which we have 
| deemed. proper to adopt in framing this bill, are 
strictly within the constitutional. power of Con- 
gress; within the line of policy prescribed by the 
| fathers of our Republic; within the doctrines laid 
down by General Jackson in his messages, and 
; followed by his immediate successor. They con- 
| form to the doctrines of Mr. Calhoun, presented in 
| his able report relative to the proceedings and ob- 
| jects of the Memphis Convention. They are, too, 
į in accordance with the opinions formerly expressed 
| by acitizen of my own State, whose opinions upon 
this, as upon every subject of public concern, ever 
| received the highest consideration and the fullest 
| confidence, by the entire population of that State. 
| Tyefer to the lamented Silas Wight, who coincided 
with the views [ have expressed upon this subject. 
| He held that it was legitimately within the power 
of Congress to appropriate for the improvement 
of harbors and rivers, confining their appropria- 


| national commerce—for its protection in our great 
commercial centers, and its transit from one point 
| to another, 

Mr. Chairman, I have not the vanity to believe 
that this bill may be entirely perfect. There were 
a great many embarrassments in framing such a 
bill, arising out of the want of that information 
| which, had the system of making these improve- 
ments for our large harbors and rivers been kept 
up for the last fourteen or fifteen years, we should 
have been supplied with. We have had to look 
back to the data of former years. We have been 
obliged to refer, continually, to the Topographical 
Bureau for further estimates. In some instances 
we have obtained them, and in others we have 


we could get from various reports which have here- 
| tofore been made upon this subject, and we present 
| appropriations based upon them as the best in- 
| formation we could obtain. 

When we consider the amount which it is pro- 
posed to appropriate by this bill, it seems per- 
fectly apparent that it would be better to adopt it 
with its limited appropriations, than, by imposing 


jections which have heen made against other bills 
of this nature. The amount provided for in this 
bill is a little over $1,500,000; and that amount is 
small when we consider the extent of our country, 
the number of our rivers and harbors which have, 
| for a long time, needed improvement, and which 
' still need it, and the value of the commerce ex- 
| posed to the dangers against which this bill is in- 
tended to guard. I do not intend to go intoa 
statistical detail of these disasters, which have 
| been attended with loss of property and of life, to 
| a most alarming extent upon our Western waters, 
i Yet J will here say 
to this House and to the country, that the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce have had before them statis- 
| tical information upon this subject, showing that, 
in one year—the year 1851—the amount of prop- 
erty lost upon our Northwestern lakes, in conse- 
quence of a lack of proper harbors of refuge, has 
been far greater than the whole amount appropri- 
ated in this bill for the whole country. Yes, sir; 
upwards of $2,000,000, as we learn from the sta- 


i the last year upon our Northwestern lakes, mainly 
; for the want of those very works of improvement 
which this bill seeks to construct. 


sion, to give any adequate view of the magnitude 
| of the commerce which is to be subserved by these 
ations. Since the last appropriations to 
it has largely increased beyond any 
: calculation we f 
| year 1847, a convention was held at Chicago, 
| where much valuable and authentic statistical in- 
_ formation bearing upon these points, was collected. 


harbors where that commerce hasalready concen- 
trated, and then provide for such harbors of ref- 
uge as will be needed in its transit from ane of 
those points to another, they regard the appro- 


! 
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i! ation communicated to 


"Since that time, Lam not aware that there has been 
y regular and properly-authenticated inform- 
Congress upon this sub- 


tions, as is done in this bill, to the wants of a great || 


| been compelled to rely upon such information as | 


| various amendments which may be proposed so to | 
enlarge the amount as to subject the bill to the ob- | 


It would be impossible for me, upon this occa- ; 


have at the present time. In the! 


| formation we could from the newspapers of the 
|| day, and: from. the various periodicat publications, 
which have treated of our commercial interesis: 
|! But we may safely assume that this commerce, 80 
i| great fourteen years ago as to astonish the country 
| by its magnitude, if.we are to be guided in oures- 
; timate of its. present volume by the-authentic in- 
; formation given to the public by the Chicago. cone 
| vention in 1847, has, within this.period, increased 
| threefold. ` PE Ea 
| Why, sir, when we look at the improvements 
: that-are going on under the guidance- of individual 
enterprise, and. by the aid: of private capital, in 
the construction of railroads throvghout the coun- 
try, for the increase and accommodation of its 
internal trade, we cannot fail to- see its vast ex- 
‘ tent and the almost incalculable surplus products 
: by which it is sustained: There is not a Statein 
i the Union which is -not now arouged upon-this 
| subject and diligently constructing her railrdads 
|i upon which to transport the products of. the ilim- 
| itable and fertile West to the harbors and ports of 
the East for domestic consumption or tranship- 
‘ment abroad. Look at New York, spanned by 
: three parallel railroads, connecting the commerce 
i of the western lakes with the populous marts of 
| the East, besides the main artery of her inland 
| trade, the Erie canal—and_sustained by the de- 
i mands for transportation. I was surprised by the 
|. statements of a very respectable committee which 
1 
H 
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! came before the Committee on’ Commerce, from 
| the State of North Carolina—a State which, until 
recently; had not imbibed the spirit-of improve- 
| ment, nor entered with much zeal upon the ‘de= 
velopment of her own resources by the construc- 
tion of railroads, and other works of internal 
improvement. But, sir, that State is now direct- 
ing its energies with as much ardor and efficiency 
| as any other State in this Union, towards thisgreat 
|; object, by the construction of railroads and other 
| improvements. And she, too, seeks by these 
| means not only to lay open her own agricultural 
i and. mineral wealth, but also to reach the trade 
and commerce of the great western valley through 
| the neighboring State of Tennessee. The bill 
| under consideration seeks to'aid her enterprise by 
| the improvement of those harbors on her coast to 
| which this trade is being directed. Š 3 
: Sir, you find the State of South Carolina, too, 
very deeply interested at the present time in the 
+ subject of railroads, connecting with similar lines 
of communication in the Western States, and 
provision has been made in this bill for the im- 
provement of the harbor of Charleston, the point 
towards which those lines of railroads are di- 
| rected. The general design should be so to reach 
| the trade and commerce of the West that it may 
| find an easy transit to all those points. on the sea- 
| board, north and south, where it will meet our 
foreign trade. The spirit of enterprise beginning 
with the northern and central parts of this Union 
has extended to every portion of the Union. The 
railroads to the Western States have poured in- 
calculable wealth into the Eastern States, and so 
they are destined to do for a long period to come. 
Now, J invite gentlemen who have hitherto en- 
tertained prejudices against this system, to look 
at this bill as it has been drawn, limited, and 
carefully guarded as itis in every point, within 
the constitutional authority to which T have al- 
luded, and see whether it be not better go join 
with the rest of their fellow-citizens in this work, 
restricted within constitutional limits, and thus 
to develop our own resources by the improve- 
ment of our rivers and harbors. By so doing, 
while we are developing the great and ever-grow- 
i ing West, we shall also add wealth to the sea- 
ports of the East. I know there are difficulties; E 
know there are dangers attending this as well as 
every other subject of legislation, It has been 
ii said that this system leads to corruption and 
‘extravagance; and that it will bankrupt the 
| Treasury. Sir, what subject of legislation which 
| comes before this House is not obnoxious to the 
same objection? Will not the Navy, and the 
Army, if you vote profuse and extravagant ex- 
penditures, in the spirit which has been charged 
upon the friends of the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, lead to corruption? Would not those 
systems lead to extravagance? Would they not . 
be apt also to bankrupt the Treasury of the coun- 
try ? “Why are they not objected to, because’ they 
may leađ to that result? It is because we all trust 


i 

| 
i 
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“been. made up*in former-days, for the. very pur- i 
pose of dividing out the public-funds. I would ii 
deprecate: such a course: “It is not necessary. || 
The interests of the country do not-demend it? Tti 
should be répudiated by every honest’ legislator, |: 
to whatever party. he may belong. Such:a policy |} 
will find no favor-with me.” ‘Sir, E- believe upon |; 
this subject, as upon all other subjects within-the |; 
pale of the Constitution, that the Congress of the |} 
United States have the purity, integrity, honesty, | 
and firmness to meet questions of this character 
upon principle, and to decide them upon their mer- į 
its. hen the day comes, if it ever does, that the 
Congress of the United States cannot be trusted 
with the exercise of this power, it will be a dark 
day for.our Republic. Sugh an insinuation goes to 
impeach the moral honesty of the community; it; 
impeaches the integrity and the patriotism of those |! 
who come up from every part of the country to || 
legislate for this great people. It would be the | 
knell of ‘our liberties if it were to: be known and 
understood that this Congress, assembled herë, 
was so corrupt, so dishonest, so regardless of 
constitutional duty, and so devoid of patriotism, 
that they could not decide questions of this char- ʻi 
acter with honesty, and are not, therefore, to bef 
trusted with them. Iam not one of those who | 
believe that there is not intélligence enough among 
the people to understand these subjects, and to | 
apprecipte our conduct as Representatives. Andi 
although many gentlenen who agree with me | 
politically may differ with me upon this subject, 
yet I never entertained a doubt that. we had the 
constitutional power and our bounden duty to 
make such appropriations of this character as the | 
wants of the commerce of the country demanded. | 

Sir, this bill is designed, and in the main does |: 
justice to all parts of the country. [ respectfully 
aubmit.that it should not meet with any serious || 
opposition, That amendments may be offered Ii! 
have no doubt. Gentlemen will feel called upon || 
to offer them, and I hope they will receive a 
proper consideration from the committee. But it | 
would be most unfortunate if, under the guise of |} 
poe this bill, a course of emendation should | 

eadopted upon it that would so load it down | 


+ 


with matters foreign to the subject to which thé | 
committee have limited their action, that it would |; 
not receive the approval of those who desire to į! 
give fair ard reasonable protection “to this great i 
national interest. i 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, |; 
there are two items of appropriation in this bill to | 
be expended in Louisiana, of which I think it | 
my daty to say something, in order that the ob- 
jects may be well understood by the committee. 

The first is the appropriation for opening a ship- |! 
channel through the most convenient pass leading | 


from the Mississippi river into the Gulf of Mexico. | 
PE i 


I give notice that, at the proper time, I shall offer 
an amendment to increase the appropriation from |! 
$75,000 to $150,000. This is, as I contend, to all a 
intents and purposes, a national work, The Mis- i; 
sissippi is the natural outlet for ten States of this | 
Union, and parts of five other States. The popu- i 
lation of the valley of the Mississippi in 1850, ex- ʻi 
cludi® Virginia and Pennsylvania, amounted to :! 
near ten millions; adding the portions of those | 
two States in that valley, the population exceeded ‘| 
ten millions. Besides this, the whole shipping || 

1 
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i 
interest of the Atlantic States may be taken into 
the account, so that nearly or quite half the popu- | 
lation of this Union may be said to have a direct |: 
interest in this work. The exports through that ʻi 
channel to foreign countries, for the year ending |! 
Yune 30, 1851, amounted to $54,000,006, aud the | 
exports, coast-wise, may safely be put down at a 
like amount. 

Louisiana, the outlet of that great valley, is the | 
second State in the Union for exports of domestic |; 
productions, and the fourth in point of imports |! 
from foreign countries. The annual loss occa- | 
sioned by detention and injuries to vessels by ‘| 
reason of the obstructions proposed to be removed, į 
is edtimated by the Chamber of Commerce of New i 
Orleans at $500,000, and the increased pricein the | 
freight and insurance is estimated at five million 
six hundred thousand dollars. This immense loss 


| 


i 
falls almost entirely upon the producers of that i pended in making examinations and surveys, | 


| wou 
: on the Arkansas river. 


! brought from New Mexico through that channel 
: to New Orleans. 


: The other appropriation to which I allude is for 


the'removal of the raft.in Red river. In the report 
of the Secretary of War, accompanying the Pres- 
ident’s message, ‘ê the removal of the obstructions 
‘to the navigation of Red river is recommended as 
‘a means of reducitig the expenses of supplying 
‘many of the posts in Texas and New Mexico.” 

The. Secretary says, that. “the amount that the 
‘Government would save by means of this improve- 
‘ment, in two or three years, would defray the cost of 
‘the work.” -I-shall endeavor to show that the 


estimate is not only within bounds, but that the | 


General-Government will be the gainer to a much 


| larger extent, in that respect, and also in other re- 


spects, . “ 
T had the honor to introduce a bill ‘at the com- 


| mencement of this session, providing for the re- 


movalof this obstruction, which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs;and I understand 
that a favorable reffort has been ready to be made 


for several months past—without any opportunity | 
i tomake it. 


By a report of the Quartermaster General, now 
before that committee, dated December 20, 1851, 
General Jesup says: 


<The saving to the Government which would be made 
by the removal of the raft (in Red river] may be estimated 


| at about $45,000 annually, provided a regiment of troops is 
| to be maintained on the line of the frontier, [of Texas,] and 


in proportion.” 
In another part of the report he says: 


«But if that river should bè effectually cleared, so as to! 
render its navigation certain during high stages of water, | 


it is believed that at least two other of the present posts 
n Texas, now occupied by other troops, could be more 
economically supplied than at present; added to which, 
it is but fair to presume that as the posts on the new line be 
pushed forward toward the Rio Grande, it will be found 
that that ronte will be cheaper and more certain for supply- 
ng the posts in the vicinity of BI Paso, in New Mexico, 
than the present route via Indianola and Fort Leaven- 
worth.” 

This estimate comes from a highly-meritorious 
officer, whose position, experience, and intimate 
knowledge of the country enable him to form 
more correct estimates than any other living man. 

had previously conversed with a highly-intelli- 
gent officer of the Army, who has been three 
years stationed on the northern frontier of Texas, 


whose opinions coincided with those of General | 


Jesup, and who pointed out other advantages. 
General Jesup based his estimate upon the pre- 
sum 


I have the assurance, that 
if the raft was removed, it would be much lower, 


| which, taken in connection with the two other 


* 


s 
firm and smooth as a turnpike, with no streams of any 


magnitude or other obstructions, through the entire dis- | 
tance. *? * 4 ““T conceive this to be decidedly the 


best overland wagon route to California for several re: 
It can be traveled at any time,” &e., Ke. bat 
“tt would forma directline of communication with Coo 
road from the United States to the Pacific, shorter by severi 
hundred miles than any otier. ®™—pp. 224 and 225. 

& The grass remains green during the entire winter, and 
the climate is salubrious and healthy; it possesses all the 
requisites that can he desired for a fine agricultural coun- 
try.” 


acons. 
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I know that while that river was partially clear 
of obstructions in 1839, a quantity of bullion was 


I have said that the Government will be the 
gainer in other respects. In order to explain this, 
it will be necessary to give a short history of the 
original work. The appropriations from year to 
year, from 1828 to 1838, inclusive, amounted to 
something about $326,000. The raft then extended 
about one hundred and sixty miles from its pres- 


ent location downwards,- the greater portion of | 


which had doubtless been there more than half a 
century. A portion of this appropriation was ex- 


pron that the freight to Preston, on Red river, | 
d be the same as now charged to Fort Smith, | 


t€ Our road is as | 


The. whole-of that immense raft-was removed 
under the. efficient. stiperintendence of Captain 
Shreve in about five years. . In 1938: the naviga- 
tion of that river was opened for seven. hundred 
-and fifty miles from the foot of the former raft. 
A slight additional expenditure for two-or three 
years, judiciously applied, as recommended’ by 
Captain Shreve, would have made the navigation 
free forever. This is fully explained in his rë- 
port, madein March, 1839.” Speaking of the neces- 
sity of further appropriation and expenditure, he 
says: s ` i 
“<The advantages to be derived from. that operation are 
; various and important in their character.’ š ‘s 
“1. The water flowing out through the bayous, on the 
southwest, &c., fas into the river through two outlets at 
: Shreveport, which backs up the river above for fifteen 
miles, diminishes the current so much that it has not suffi- 
i cient power to open the original bed. 
{| 2. The bayouson the northeast require stopping also.” 
| Speaking of the commencement of the work by 
him in 1833, he says: ` 
‘¢ At that time there was no settlement on the river from 
i; forty miles below the raft to Fort Towson, except a few at 
l: the Caddo Agency, and a few in Arkansas and Texas, 


i from the foot of the original raft to Fort Towson, seven 
! hundred and fifty miles by the meanders of the river.” 
His estimate then was 485,000, to make it 
ji effectual. About the time that this Herculean 
|| work was completed, a treaty was made with the 

Caddo Indians, who resided west of the river 
along the raft to remove them; and a land office 
i was established at Natchitoches, with a land dis- 
|i trict embracing the land on both sides of the river, 
|; the greater part of which was previously entirely 
shut out by that obstruction. 

The first sales of land in 1888 in that district 
amounted to $411,870. (See Ex. Doc. No. 38, 
H. R., 26th Cong., 2d sess.) The year following 
| the sales were $79,527. (Ex. Doc. No. 24, H. R., 
|| 27th Cong., 2d sess.) The sales:since then to the 
i| second quarter of the year 1849. were in all about 
i! $742,497; and there remained about three million 

acres to be disposed of. 
li ‘The sales of land in the Washington district, 
il Arkansas, similarly situated, to 1847, inclusive, 
i; amounted to $630,855. (Ex. Doc. No. 12, H. R., 
‘i 30th Cong., 2d sess.) And there remained in that 
li district in 1834, 420,989 acres that had been in 
|, market twenty-five years, so that the sales of the 

public lands brought into market by this gigantic 
i| improvement amounted to $1,373,352—four times 
| its original cost. f 
In 1841, the raft had again formed to a limite 
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|| extent, and another appropriation of $75,000 was 
|! made; but from some cause the work was aban- 
| doned before any good result was obtained. 

I have shown by official documents that the 
li General Government has been the gainer by the 
ji original removal of that obstruction, and I feel 
t satisfied that a like result will be obtained by its 
;, removal at the present time, exclusive of the im- 
| mense advantages in military operations, in the in- 
| creased celerity and certainty in the transportation 
il of troops and their suppliés—an object of great 
i| Importance—and facility of communicating with 
|! New Mexico. 


speeches on the Cumberland-dam question, this 
‘improvement may fairly be classed as a national 


i; work. Í am not the advocate of any indiscrim- 
i| inate system of internal improvement by the Gen- 
i! eral Government; but I hold, with the late Mr. 
| Calhoun, a strict constructionist, thet there are 
| works that of necessity are national, “and that if 
f “ you set up. too narrow a construction, and do not 
| ‘give the power originally intended, there is great 
‘danger that there will be no limitation upon it 
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t whatever.” But I do not wish to put this work 


on those grounds alone. I say thatitis necessary 
and proper, and that itis required for the defense of 
the country, for- the transportation of, and supplies 
for troops; that it will produce an immense saving in 
the Quartermaster’s Department; that it will open 


a better and shorter road, for military purposes, | 


to New Mexico and territory of the United States 
west; that it will bring into market a large body of 
public land, and in these points of view becomes 
essentially a national work. General Jackson must 
have so considered. it, because I find that appro- 
priations were made for. that object almost every 
year during his Administration, both befure and 
after his veto of the Maysville road bill; and the 
late President Polk, while a member of this House, 
voted for appropriations for that work. 

If it was then considered a national work, it 
becomes ten times more so now. | Since then 
Texas has been annexed, New Mexico and Cal- 
ifornia have been acquired, and we are bound by 


a solemn treaty to defend Mexico from the incur- ! 


sions of the Indian tribes in our territory; and a 
very onerous treaty it is, too. And in order to 
comply with its stipulations, a line of military posts 
must be kept up along the northern frontier of 
Texas, and in New Mexico and California. 

I think that I have made it sufficiently clear that 
the cost of the work will be saved in less than two 
years in the transportation of troops and their 
supplies alone, and this, too, exclusive of the large 
body of publie land that will thereby be brought 
into market, which will more than reimburse the 
entire expenditure. 

If my view of this subject be correct, Congress 
has clearly the power—and in view of economy, 
it becomes the duty of Congress to provide for 
the removal of this obstruction—by the fourth 
section of the fourth article of the Constitution. 
The United States is bound to protect each of 
the States against invasion and against domestic 
violence. Troops must therefore be stationed 
along the Texas frontier to keep off the Indian 
tribes in the territory of the United States, Then 


if this work, as I have demonstrated, is necessary | 
and proper to that end, or for the support of the 


army, the power is clearly conferred without any 
regard to that vexed question of internal improve- 
ment by the General Government. 

Te may be asked why this work should not be 
executed by Louisiana? My answer is, that the 
obstruction is at the northern limit of that State. 
The United States, and the States of Arkansas and 


Texas, have by far a greater interest; and by the | 


act admitting Louisiana into the Union, it is pre- 
seribed ‘as a condition upon which said State is 


‘incorporated into the Union, that the river Mis- | 
‘sissippi and the navigable rivers and waters lead- | 


‘ing into the same, and into the Gulf of Mexico, 
‘shall be common highways, and forever free, 
“ag well to the inhabitants of said State as to the 
‘inhabitants of other States, and the Territories of 
‘the United States, without any tax, duty, impost, 
‘or toll therefor, imposed by the said State.” It 
ig therefore clearly a work that should be executed 
by the General Government. i 

The United States engineer estimated the re- 
moval of the raft, and other improvements required 
in the river, at $186,500. A large portion of this 
amount is estimated for cut-offs end other work 
below Shreveport, thought not to be absolutely 
necessary, ‘Che original raft was removed at an 
average cost of about 420,000 per mile, including 
gosts of exami ne, surveys, boats, &e. The 
raft is now stated to be about five miles long, and 
must be more easily removed than the original, 
which had lain there over half a century. It is 
therefore concluded that $100,000 will be sufficient 
to free the navigation of the principal obstruction. 

Mr. SACKETT. I do not intend to make a 
general speech upon the subject of the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, but only to call etten- 
tion to certain defects and omissions, and to one 
more especially of a most glaring character in this 
bil, which 1 think this House ought to correct, 
and which I am quite sure they will correct after 
the facts of the case are presented. At the proper 
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| rivers and harbors, and that it is a duty enjoined 


į to the pressing necessity for their improvement. | 


| quired at the mouth of the harbor of sand and 


sion in this bill. I will say, in passing, that Tam | 
in favor of the principle of the improvement of our | 


upon the Government, by every consideration of | 
justice and good faith, toward the commerce of | 
the country. There is a commerce on Lake On- | 
tario of near $100,000,000 yearly. Every Siate! 
of the West, and every citizen of the West, is | 
interested in thatcommerce. A large share of out | 
products of the West float over that lake, which | 
possesses but few of what may be called natural | 
harbors. There are few good and valuable har- 
bors that can be secured for the benefit of com- | 
merce upon it. I wish to have the attention par- ; 
ticularly of the chairman of the Committee on | 
Commerce to what I am about to state, with the 
view to ascertain whether he assents to the truth 
of the facts I shall set forth. As early as 1829, | 
the Government adopted Big Sodus Bay—as it is 
known, in contradistinction to Little Sodus—ag 
one of the harbors of this lake. Government 
had a double object in view then, which is of equal 
potency now. One object was to improve by far | 
the best harbor upon the lake, for the benefit of | 
the commerce of the lake; and the other object 
was this—Lake Ontario being the dividing water | 
between this and a foreign Power, and that harbor 
being about half way between the eastern and 
western ends of the lake, was the only depét the 
Government could secure, in case of a war, for the 
shelter of any naval force it might have upon it. 
I can say, beyond the possibility of contradiction, | 
that it is the only harbor of sufficient capacity to | 
answer the necessities of the Government in case | 
of war, between England and the United States, | 
upon that lake. It is a bay about six miles long 

and from one to two and a half wide, and sur- 

rounded by a rising country, contributing to make 

it one of the most perfect harbors upon the lakes | 
or sea-board of the whole country. I risk little | 
in saying that there is no better harbor upon the 
American coast, sea-board or lakes, than the har- | 
bor of Big Sodus Bay. It has several sheltering | 
islands in it. Itis situated midway upon the lake, 

and consequently the Government, at an early pe- 

riod, as I have stated before, (1829,) adopted this 

as an important harbor, that should be protected 

and improved; and we have actually expended | 
upon it between $140,000 and $150,000. {may 

not be precisely accurate in the amount, but at any | 
rate that is not far from the sum. 

The mouth of theharbor is now protected by two 
piers nearly a mile in length, which were built | 
more than twenty years ago, and which are now, 
to a certain extent, in a state of dilapidation. On 
account of their protected situation, they have | 
stood better than any piers this Government has | 
constructed elsewhere upon the inland waters for |i 
the security of a harbor. The Government this || 
year recommend an appropriation of $15,000 to | 
put this important work in a state of preservation 
and security. [ am personally well acquainted | 
with the situation and condition of these piers, | 
and, if it be desired, can go further into detail, as || 


| nected with commerce. 


j new and untried: experiments? 


I believe the $15,000 recommended by the Gov- | 


| ernment—and the chairman of the committee will :) 
| mercial points on that lake, Rochester and Oswe~ 


justify me in stating that that sum has been rec- | 


ommended-—will put those piers in a condition to | 
stand for many years to come. At present there |. 
exists breaches in them, some of thestone, timbers, 


and planking are gone, and some dredging is re- | 
il 


dirt, the collection of twenty years. The piers are || 
about a mile in length, stretching out into theil 
lake; and what they require is to be thoroughly |, 


less to commerce. i 
I do not intend to cast any direct censure upon į 


i, the committee which has reported this bill, and i 
{| given this subject its consideration. I attribute to | 


ithe committee, whether this 


a misapprehension of the circumstances ‘of thé 
case ther than to intended wrong, that with such 
a case as this before them, they nave nat recom- 
mended any appropriation for the preservation of 
this harbor, though, as I fully represented’ this 
case before that committee, the circumstances of 
this omission are very extraordinary, and äsT 
think and as the people of this*country inter- 
ested in the commerce of that Jake wil! think, are 
without excuse. 

This same committee have gone fiheen miles 
further east, and recommended $10,000 for a new 
work, in no one respect comparing at all in value 
or importance with this, and refused to recom- 
mend for this when even the harbor is ready 
made, and only wants repairing; such an extra- 
ordinary course cannot be justified. This new 
work was neverrécommended by the Government. 
The Department recommend no appropriation for 
it. Now why does this committee assume to 
abandon the most important harbor on the lake, 
to enter into a new scheme of this kind? It de- 
mands explanation—explanation that I know can- 
not be given on any principle of justice, right, or 
sound legislation. “They have made an‘appropri- 
ation, I say, for anew work at a distance of six- 
teen or seventeen miles from Big Sodus Bay, for 
which the Government has never heretofore given 
a recommendation. Why is this? Why is a 
work of this vast importance neglected, and one 
of the best harbors of all the lakes abandoned, to 
try some new experiment, of which we know 
nothing, and where there is no commerce, no ship- 
ping, and now no harbor? The distance from the 
mouth of the Genesee river, below Rochester—a 
very important commercial point—~to Oswego, 
which is another important point, is between sixty 
and seventy miles; and without the harbor of Big 
Sodus, I wish the committee to bear in mind—for 
itis a fact that cannot be contradicted—there'is not 
a single harbor of protection for vessels for this 
whole distance, a part of the lake more exposed 
than any other, it being in the central part and at 
the widest point, and nowhere sheltered by a 
single island or protection. The work suggested 
will not be a protection at all, for it has not yet 
been begun. ce Aine! 

What can be the meaning of this abandonment 
of so important a work? Why does the Com- 
mittee on Commerce neglect to recommend the 
preservation of a work on which there has been 
already expended more than $140,000, and a har- 
hor that is by far the best on all the lakes——-a har- 
bor that is the only one that can be used asa naval 
depét in case-of war? This isa most extraordi- 
nary proceeding—one that cannot be justified — 


| one that every principle of right, justice, and pro- 


priety condemns. It is a mockery of harbor pro« 
tection to pursue such a course—a course that will 
meet the swift condemnation of the people, and 
that ought to be repudiated by every interest con- 
Are we to let thebest. 
harbors of the country go to decay for the sake of 
Such a course is 
unheard-of in the course of commercial protec- 
tion, and I call upon the House to take notice 
of it. 

I say there is no protection at present, except 
this harbor, between the two by far the most com- 


zo, a distance of between sixty and seventy miles. 
Task this committee, and Fask the chairman of 
is wise and sound 
to the harbors 


egislation? whether it is*justic 


and the commerce of that Jake to refuse to appro- 
priate to a work constituted as this is—a work in 
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into account. This bay is situated about nine 
miles from the Erie canal. A canal is at this time 
in process of construction, to connect the Erie 
canal with the waters of that bay, which is very 
soon to make that one of the great commercial 
points upon thatlake. A railroad company is also 
organized for the purpose of constructing a road 
to connect that point with the series of railroads 
which connect. the West and the East, the coal 
regions of Pennsylvania, and both the central 
and. southern line of railroads running through the 
State of New York. If we examine this subject, 
we see that it is not only a point of vast import- 
ance directly, to the commerce upon the lake, but 
it is a point of vast importance connected with the 
internal trade that will necessarily and very soon be 
connected with the point itself. In fact, looking to 
the future interests of the country, there is no more 
important commercial point upon our inland Jakes. 

r. TAYLOR. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Sackerr] seems to be discussing a par- 
ticular item in this bill in regard to the improve- 
ment of some harbor on Lake Ontario. He is 
very properly discussing it; but I suggest to him, 
and I submit a question, whether his remarks 
would not be more proper under five minutes ex- 
planation, which would be allowed upon each of 
these items;—and I see that there are five for Lake 
Ontario. 

I would further say to the gentleman, without 
interrupting his speech, that I really believe that 
it would be wiser to move that the committee rise, 
and limit debate to five minutes, and then proceed 
to the items of this bill, so that the bill may pass 
to-morrow. The time of this House is very pre- 
cious, and I would suggest to my friend from New 
York (Mr. Sacxerr] that he allow the motion to 
be made, that the committee rise for the purpose 
of limiting debate, so that we can. proceed to the 
consideration of the various items in this bill. I 
see that there are seventy-three of them in all, and 
I suppose that there are gentlemen who would like 
to make seventy-three speeches for and seventy- 
three speeches against them. We would progress 
admirably under the five minutes rule, and I sub- 
mit, with all due respect to the gentleman, the sug- 

estion that the committee rise for the purpose of 
imiting debate. 

Mr. SACKETT. If my friend will allow me, 
lhave to make a remark or too further. Tam 
nearly done with the subject. I do not desire to 
occupy the attention of the committee for any con- 
siderable length of time. I have made these re- 
marks, because I thought such an amendment 
as the one I have suggested could not be presented 
under the five minutes rule, as I regard the point 
in whose behalf I have offered these remarks as 
one of the most important points upon the lake. 
It is, in truth, the oniy naval point which can be 
used upon Lake Ontario. I wished to make these 
explanations with a view of giving the committee 
the facts, so that when the amendment is moved 
it may be properly understood. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish in this connection to 
state some matters of fact. The works upon this 
Big Sodus Bay upon Lake Ontario, to which he 
refers, are old works, and were commenced in 
1829. The first appropriation that was made for 
that harbor was to the amount of $143,000. ‘The 
harbor is a fair one for a harbor upon that lake. 
We have appropriated $10,000 for the improve- 
ment of another harbor, which is about fifteen 
miles from that one, upon the understanding that 
the land and the position of the other harbor, 
would render it of great value asa harbor of refuge 
upon that coast; and another reason is because 
that part of the coast iy the most exposed of any 
part of Lake Ontario, and if vessels are ever in 
danger of being driven by the northwest winds 
upon the coast, itis at that point. The facts as 
they came to the knowledge and understanding of 
the committee are, that the other bay, which is 
about fifteen miles further to the west, and is sur- 
rounded by such high banks as to afford better 
protection at the present time for shipping, induced 
the committee to make this appropriation, rather 
than to make an appropriation for the old work, 
supposing that work could be at some future time 
put in repair if necessary, and that the sum which 
we have now named in this appropriation was, at 
this time, a proper and fair distribution of these 
appropriations applicable to that point. . 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 1 wish to ask the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Com- 


merce a question. If a vessel approaching Os- 
wego in a gale from the northwest could enter that 
harbor—whether the committee had not in view 
an appropriation for a harbor of refuge, where 
vessels might make it when they could not at 
Oswego? 

Mr.SEYMOUR. My colleague upon the com- 
mittee, the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. FuLLER,] 
is right in his suggestion. 


Mr. SACKETT. One suggestion made by the | 


chairman of the committee as a reason for neglect- 
ing Sodus Bay is a reason in relation to which he is 
entirely mistaken. Itis not truein point of fact that 
the country surrounding Little Sodus Bay makes 
it better than the Big Sodus Bay. I do not wish 
to say anything against that point; itis notne- 
cessary. I do not know but with $100,000 or 
$200,000 expended there a harbor of some value 
might be made. I suppose this to be true. But 
while I suppose this—guess_at it, which is all 
the committee could have done, for the Govern- 
ment recommended nothing—I know that Big Sodus 
Bay is by far the best harbor upon that lake or on 
any of the lakes. There is no harbor that com- 
pares with it at all, either in capacity, safety, or 
security; and there is no harbor that can compare 
with it in a national point of view for naval pur- 
poses. Should we ever have any difficulty with 
England, there is no harbor so calculated for de- 
fense on account of the points of intersection with 
the lake. In fact the Committee on Commerce 
has refused to report for the only national harbor 
of protection for a navy there is on Lake Ontario, 
and that too even after the Government has made 
the work, and all that is wanted is to keep it in 
repair. 

On the subject of appropriations for thatlake, I 
ought to say a word. , Thecommerce of that lake 
is immense, and increasing with wonderful rapid- 
ity. The whole country is interested in it, and 
the appropriations for that lake are only about 
one half what the appropriations are for Lake 
Erie. I am not complaining, however, in regard 
to that point. I am only endeavoring to show to 
the committee the great propriety, as 1 think, ofim- 
proving this harbor, and putting these works, upon 
which the Government have expended so much, 
in a safe state of preservation. That is all I ask, 
and that is all those interested in this matter ask. 
It is what the commerce of the whole country re- 
quires. I come now directly to the point. ill 
this committee suffer these works to go to decay 
for the want of $10,000 or $15,000, which will 
put them ina state of preservation that will last 
for a long series of years? Ido not believe that 
any such policy will characterize our legislation. 
There is some misapprehension on the part of 
the Committee on Commerce touching this sub- 
ject. They have overlooked this important work 
without reason, and this House will correct it. 
The chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
says Little Sodus will serve as a port of refuge 
to vessels going to Oswego. Suppose it will, 
is so important a point as Big Sodus to be neg- 
lected to build up a tender to Oswego? What 
sort of justice is this, what sort of protection to 
commerce is it? There is at Sodus a light-house, 
collector, and custom- house officers, and commer- 
cial business. How is it at the point the commit- 
tee proposes? F leave the committee to answer. 

I have been solicited to move that the committee 
rise, for the purpose of closing this debate. There 
are those who desire to be heard before this com- 
mittee upon other matters connected with this bill, 
and l shall therefore decline to make such motion. 
I wish to say a word upon the supposed infallibil- 
ity of this bill. I protest. against any such idea 
as to any. bill which may be brought into the 
House. 

The committee are to judge of the propriety or 
impropriety of every amendment, and are we to 
be told when the Committee on Commerce bring 
in their bill here, that it is brought in upon such 
principles, under such circumstances, and after 
such labor by the committee, that it is not justly 
subject to amendment? Sir, I agree to no such 
proposition: T understand that there are various 
Important points of the rivers and harbors of the 
country which are entirely neglected by this bill. 
I have endeavored to represent one. ‘There are 
others of still greater importance, and I protest 
against the principle that we are not to look to the 
real propriety of the case, but to be guided pre- 
cisely by the views of the committee that reported 


the bill. 
tion. 

The amendment that I intend to propose at the 
proper time, in reference to Sodus Bay, appro- 
priates $15,000, which is the precise sam that the 
Government has recommended as the proper 
amount to be expended in order to secure the 
works already there from destruction by the ele- 
ments and the waters of the lake. - 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported that the committee had ex- 
amined bills of the following titles, viz: 

H. R. No. 91. An act for the relief of the exe- 
cutors and heirs of Thomas Fletcher, deceased; 

H. R. No. 207. Anact to supply deficiencies 
in the appropriations for the services of the fiscal 
year ending the 30th of June, 1852; 

H.R. No. 262. An act toauthorize the President 
of the United States to designate the places for 
the ports of entry and delivery for the collection 
districts of Puget’s Sound and Umpqua, in the 
Territory of Oregon, and to fix the compensation 
of the collector at Astoria, in said Territory; 

H. R. No. 231. An act for the relief of James 
W. Campbell, of Pike county, Missouri; 

H. R. No. 167. An act for the relief of Isaac 
Cobb; 

H. R. No. 96. An act for the relief of Gustavus 
A. De Russey, late acting purser in the Navy; 

H.R. No. 103. An act for the relief of John 
Mcintosh; and 

S. No. 241. An act to authorize the Mayor and 
Common Council of Chicago, Illinois, to excavate 
a portion of the public reservation at that place, 
with a view to the improvement of the navigation 
of Chicago river— 

And found the same truly enrolled; when the 
Speaker signed the said bills. 

Mr. TAYLOR. With a view to facilitate the 
progress of the public business, I shall notavail my- 
self of the opportunity now afforded me of address- 
ing the committee for one hour, although F have 
listened to over-two hundred speeches from other 
gentlemen which have occupied nearly the whole 
session. I submit to the committee that we shall 
progress with this bill with as much satisfaction 
to every gentleman interested in it, and with as 
much benefit to the whole country, by closing the 
debate and confining ourselves to the explanation 
of amendments in five-minutes speeches, as we 
shall by further debate under the one hour rule; I 
therefore move that the committee rise, with a 
view to close the debate in a short time. 

Mr. DISNEY. I trust my colleague will with- 
draw that motion. It is very evident, from the in- 
dications around us, that this bill has been taken 
up quite unexpectedly, and that gentlemen are not 
prepared to debate it. The bill is certainly alto- 
gether too important in its character to be forced 
through the House without full and free discussion 
in regard to it. 

Now, I havea matter to bring to the attention 
of the committee, in which my constituents are 
interested—a matter of vast importance to them 
and, I believe, to the Republic generally; and cer- 
tainly to propose to me to crowd into a five-min- 
utes speech, even a mere statement of facts, is 
asking too much. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to rise is not 
debatable. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I merely propose to reply to 
my colleague. I notice that this bill contains ap- 
propriations for the Mississippi, Missourt, Ohio, 
and Arkansas rivers, $260,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I do; but merely to reply to 
my colleague. Iam as much in favor of these 
appropriations as my colleague, or anybody else; 
but we are now within less than a month of the 
close of this session, with the great bills of the 
session pressing upon us, and the Senate,in some 
degree, reproaching the House with not expediting 
the public business. Now, here isa bill which 
has been before us since the 14th day of June 
last. Jt was submitted to this House more than 
a month ago, and I do not believe there is a gen- 
tleman in this committee who has not long since 
made up his mind definitely in regard to these ap- 
propriations, and who is not ready to vote on 
them. Ido not desire to limit debate upon the 
general policy of the country; and if gentlemen 
desire it, | am willing to have evening sessions 
from seven till ten o’clock. 


I repudiate all such ideas of legisla- 


ey = 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1875 


Mr. MEADE. Will the gentleman from Ohio 
allow me to say a word by way of explanation? 

Mr. TAYLOR. I yield the floor to the gentle- | 
man for that purpose. 

Mr. MEADE, I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that a motion for the committee to rise 
with a view of closing this debate ought, in my 
opinion, never to be made, unless the committee 
shows a disposition to quit the subject-matter 
before it in order to discuss general matters having 
no connection with that subject. We have been 
in committee but one hour, and there Has been no 
disposition to quit the merits of this bill with a 
view of discussing other matters. Now, while 
gentlemen show a disposition to confine them- 
selves to the merits of the bill, and its various 
details and provisions, I do think that the appli- || 
cation of the gag law by a majority of this House 
would be exceedingly injudicious and unjust. 

I will remark further to my friend, that while it 
is not my purpose, nor, as far as I know, the pur- 
pose of any gentleman who is opposed to this bill, 
to make hour speeches, with a view of delaying 
the decision of the question, or in any way to 
throw impediments in its way; yet there are some | 
who are deairona of bringing before the attention 
of the committee certain bona fide amendments to 
this bill which require more than five minutes 
explanation. And if my friend was not in too 
great a hurry to make his motion for the commit- 
tee to rise, I would ask him for still more time, 
for the purpose of bringing to the- notice of this 
commitiee one instance of omission in this biil, 
which, in my opinion, works great injustice to the 
State which Lin part represent. But I will not 
ask my friend to grant me more of his time, unless 
itis freely granted. If it is granted, however, I 
have only to say that it will not take me more than 
ten minutes to say what I have to say. Ido not | 
wish to speak in opposition to the bill generally. || 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I hope the 
gentleman from Ohio will withdraw his motion 
for the committee to rise, in order that the gentle- 
man from Virginia, and any other gentlemen who 
wish to present to the committee subjects that ap- 
pertain to the perfection of this bill, may be heard || 
at the present time. | 

Mr. TAYLOR. In deference to the wishes of || 
the gentleman from Virginia, and of the distin- || 
guished gentleman who is chairman of the com- 
mittee that reported this bill, J will, before I sit 
down, withdraw the motion. I wish, however, 
to make a remark in answer to the gentleman from | 
Virginia. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair under- 
stand that the motion to rise is withdrawn? 

Mr. TAYLOR. Yes, sir; I withdraw it; but 
I wish to respond to the gentleman from Virginia, 

Mr. MEADE. If the gentleman from Ohio | 
will allow me, I will mention to him that one of | 
my colleagues, who represents an interest deeply || 
involved in the question of river and harbor im- | 

rovements, is desirous, I have no doubt, although | 

have not conferred with him, of submitting his 
views upon this subject. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I will state to the gentleman | 
that I have withdrawn the motion until gentlemen | 
depart fram the discussion of the bill now under | 
consideration. I differ with the gentleman from | 
Virginia in this respect: I think that we can dis- | 
cuss these bills which have been lying on our | 
tables so long a great deal more appropriately, in- | 
telligibly, and successfully, by limiting debate, and 
confining ourselves to five minutes of explanation | 
for and against amendments. My experience 
here leads me to that conclusion. 

Now, I have no desire to limit the general de- 
bate upon this bill, or any other; but I submit to 
the gentlemen of this committee that it behooves 
us, as legislators, when we have been sitting here 
since the first Monday in December last, to expe- 
dite the public business, and, if we ever mean to 

ass a river and harbor bill, to do it now, and do 
it quickly, for the people all over the country ex- | 
pect it at our hands, and expect that we shall pass | 
upon it in time for the Senate to pass upon it also. 
You know that we Jost a very valuable appropri- 
atiow*bill of this kind at the last session, because 
we sent it to the Senate too late for them to act 
upon it. In my humble judgment, however, it | 
was in good time; but we were then in view of a 
presidential nomination, and it did not suit the 
views of presidential aspirants to take up that bill, 
for the want of which the Western country, and 


i 
f 
| 
| 
{ 
i 


| 
fi 


| teraway our time in unnecessary debate. 
to debate some amendments which I design to offer j 


| month; when we have resolved to adjourn on the 


r i with notion as long || me 
one hour, and { will withhold my mo a 8 |i river, on Lake Erie, $15,000, 


isoon as I find: gentlemen departing from it to 
i make presidential Buncombe speeches, to which |! 


| indulge in making myself. But I submit that we || 


| war establishment, and to our Navy, and Iam | 
| willing to go to a reasonable extent to make ap- 


! the entire bill now before the committee. 
| not do it if I was assured that no amendment |; 


the United States generally, had been suffering for 
so many years, and hence it was defeated. 

Now, 1 should like to consume an hour in dis- 
cussing the merits of this bill, and of the various 
appropriations contained in it. it is imperatively 
demanded by the Western. States that something |! 
shall be done to protect our harbors, to protect the | 
commerce amongst the States, to improve our 
rivers, to uphold that vast internal commerce 
which is greatly superior, in amount, to our for- 
eign commerce, and which, 1 say, demands the |! 
attention, and the speedy attention, of this House, 
and of this Congress. We should not, then, trit- 
1 wish | 


to this bill, but I am content to debate them under 
the five minutes rule. Those of my friends ought 
not to complain who have already occupied two, 
three, four, and five hours of the time of this 
FIouse during the present session, There are a 
hundred gendemen in this House—and | wish the 
country to know and understand it—who, by the 
tyranny of the rules which we have imposed upon 
ourselves, have not been permitted to occupy five 
minutes of the time of this House on any proposi- 
sition, local, private, or public. 

Now, l have great deference to the wishes of 
those gentlemen. I am willing to sit here during || 
four or five hours in the morming, and then have 
protracted sessions in the evening,.if they desire 
it, to hear them discuss public questions of gen- |; 
eral interest. But when a bill of this kind is be- | 
fore us, which has been upon our tables for a 


16th of August, and when we have been re- 
proached by the Senate for not sending them the 
important appropriation bills, so that they may 
get ready to adjourn, ido think it behooves us to 
act speedily and promptly on this bill, and not 
consume time by unnecessary und vexatious dis- 
quisitions on questions which are not before us. ! 

I will now yield my right to occupy the floor | 


as gentlemen confine themselves to a discussion | 
of the bill now before us, but I shall renew itas || 


I have no objection, provided they can be made 
at'some convenient time during our sessions, and 
which, if it becomes necessary, I shall probably 


are called upon by an imperious necessity, not 
only to act on this bill, but to hear from our va- 
rious committees—the Naval Committee, the 
Committeeon Military Affairs, the Committee on 
Commerce—upon other subjects than this bill, | 
and all the other committees which have not been 
called for four months, while some of us have 
been sitting here in exhausted health and spirits, 
listening with regret to the waste of the time of |, 
the House and of the committee, which, it seems 4j 
to me, might have been profitably appropriated, |i 
if we had limited ourselves to debate on the ques- | 
tions under consideration. H 

Now, I have no reproaches to makeagainstany |; 
gentleman of this House; butasa member of some 
little experience, 1 feel that I havea right to submit i 
it to the gentlemen of the committee, If it does not |; 
behoove us to act promptly upon this bill, partic- 
ularly when, as the gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Seymour] says, it is fourteen years since 
any appropriations have been made for the im- |; 
provement of our harbors and the protection of | 
our commerce. I, for one, sir,am willing to sit j; 
here day in and day out, to hold evening sessions, || 
and to pass this bill before we take up any other 
appropriation bill whatever. Iam friendly to the 


propriation for the civil and diplomatic service of 
the country; but I say that gentemen who repre- 
sent interior districts, should stand by this bill and 
pass it in some form or other, before they touch the 
civil and diplomatic bill, or any other appropria- | 
tion bill, in the House or in the committee. 

Mr. STANLY. I wisk to offera substitute for |: 
I would 


would be offered to the bill as reported by the | 
Committee on Commerce. i I 

The bill I propose is one introduced into the | 
House by me on the 4th of March last, and re- j; 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. Lt is the 
| identical bill which passed this House, in the last į; 


Congress, which was sent to the Senate, and was 
defeated there on the last day of the session. ` I 
offer it now, without any further remarks, and 
hope it will be printed in the Globe, so that every 
one can examine it. Then, if the House vote this 
substitute down, | shall feel justified in votin, 
against all other amendments which may: be of- 
fered. If we cannot take this bill, let us take the 
one reported by the Committee on Commerce: 
The substitute was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and. House of Represent- 
utives of the United States of America in Congress. as- 
semiled, That a sun of money. be, andthe same is hereby, 
appropriated, to be paid out of any wnappropriated money 
in Wie ‘Treasury sufficient for the following purposes, viz: 

Por a breakwater structure at the harbor of Burlington, 


| on Lake Champlain, $15,000. 


For a break water structure at the harbor at Plattsburg, on 


; Lake Champlain, 315,000. 


For the improvement of the harbor at White Hall, on 
Lake Champlain, $10,000. 
aoe and working of dredge on Lake Champlain, 
$9,000. 

For improvement of the harbor at Port Ontario, on Lake 
Outario, $15,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Oswego, on Lake 
Ontario, $40,000. ‘ 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Big 


| Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, $10,000. 


For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Little 


; Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, $10,000. 


For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of the 


| Genesee river, on Lake Ontario, 420,000. 


For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Oak 


j| Orchard Bay, on Lake Ontario, $10,500. 


For a dredge-boat ou Lake Ontario, $20,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Buffalo, on Lake 
Erie, and the repair and extension of the sea-wall thereat, 
$950,000. 

È improvement of the harbor at Dunkirk, on Lake 
0,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Cattaraugus; on 
Lake Erie, $15,000, i 

For the improvement of the harbor at Erie, on Lake Erie, 
40,000. ; 

For the improvementaf the harbor at Conneaut, on Lake 
Erie, $15,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Cunningham’s Bay, 
on Lake Erie, $10,000. : 

Por the improvemwentof the harbor at Ashtabula, $15,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Grand 


For the improvement of the harbor at Cleveland, on Lake 
Erie, $20,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Black 
river, on Lake Erie, 810,001. 2 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Ver- 


! million river, on Lake Erie, 910,000. 


For the improvement of the harbor at Huron, on Lake 


| Erie, $0,000, 


For the improvement of the harbor at Sandusky, on Lake 
Erie, $30,000, i 

For the improvement of the harbor at Monroe, on Lake 
Erie, $20,000, ‘i 

For a dredge-boat on Lake Erie, $20,000, $ 

Yor the improvement of the harbor at Michigan City, on 
Lake Michigan, $30,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Chicago, on Lake 
Michigan, and for repairs of dredge and dredging, $27,176. 

Fora breakwater structure at the harbor of Waukegan, 
on Lake Michigan, $15,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at $ 
Michigan, $20,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of the 
Kalamazoo river, on Lake Michigan, $10,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor atthe mouth of Grand 


t. Joseph, on Lake 


|i river, on Lake Michigan, $10,000. 


For the it vement of the harborat Milwaukie, on Lake 
Michigan, #25, 00 

Kor the improvement of the harbor at Racine, on Lake 
Michigan, $20,006. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Southport, on Lake 
Michigan, $15,000, 

For a dredge boaton Lake Michigan, $20,000. 

For continuation of the surveys of the northern and north- 
western lakes, $25,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Dubuque, on the 
Mississippi river, 220,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at St. Louis, on the 
Mississippi river, $56,000. s 

For the improvement of the harbor at Hav¥e de Grace, in 
Maryland, 320,000. 

For a breakwater stracture at Great Point, Nantucket, 
Massachusetts, $20,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at New Bedford, Mas- 
sachusetts, $10,000, $ 

For the improvement of the harbor at Provincetown, Mas- 
sachasens, $4,500, E 

For the improvementof the harbor at Wilmington, North 
Carolina, aud a resurvey of the Cape Pear river below Wil- 
mington, and for the survey of the harbor at the mouth of 
New river, below Jacksonville, North Carolina, $10,000, 

- For the improvement of the harbor at Bridgeport, Con- 
necticut, $10,000. 

Por the improvement of the harbor at Savannah, and the 
naval anchorage, near Pulaski, $50,000. . 

For the construction of a breakwater structure at Stani- 
ford Ledge, in the harbor of Portland, Maine, $20,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Falmouth, Massa- 
chasetts,, between Buzzard’s Bay and Vineyard Sound, 
$4,500. 
Fe For the improvement of the harbor at Providence, and 
the removal of a rock in Saukonnet river, Rhode Island, 
5,000. 

J For the imprévement of the harbor at New Castle, Dela- 
ware, $15,000. 
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For the improvement of the harbor : 
sey, embracing the Bay of Newark, and the Kills, west- 
ward of the mouth of the bay, $15,009. 

Por the improvement of the harbor at Port Penn, Dela- 
ware, embracing the Reedy Island Shelter, $25,000. ; 

For the completing of the removal of the sand shoal in 
Pamlico river, below Washington, North Carolina, $5,600. 

For the continuation of the Delaware breakwater, $59,000. 


For the improvement and further survey of the harbor at :: 


below. the Port Warden’s line, ang the Pa- 


Baltimore city. 
y Js Jine to the mouth 


tapsco river, trom the said Port Warden 
of said river, 820,000. 

For the repairand preservation of the harbors on the coast 
of the Atlantic ocean, $20,0:-0. g 

For the removal of obstructions to the navigation of the 
Hudson river, above and below Albany, $75,000. | 

For the removal of the obstructions to the navigation of 
theSt. Clair river, connecting the upper and lower lakes, 
$40,000. 

For the improvement of the Ohio river above the Falls at 
Louisville, $80,000. 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river below the 
rapids, the Obio river below the falls at Lonisville, and the 
Missouri and Arkansas rivers, $240,000 ; i nd for the Ilinois 
and Tennessee rivers, $50,000 each. Y 

For the improvement of Red River, $80,000. 


For the repair of the dam at the head of Cumberland | 


Island, in the Ohio river, $50,000. 


For the improvement of the harbor at Stanford, Connec- į 


tleut, 85,00. 


For the improvement of the Hog-Island channel, in the ‘ 


harbor at Charleston, South Carolina, $25,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Manitouwoc, in the 
State of Wisconsin, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Sheboygan, in the 
State of Wisconsin, $10,000. 

` For-the improvementof the upper and lower rapids of the 

Mississippi river, $50,000. 

For the improvement of the Hurlgate channel, in New 
York harbor, $30,000. 


9 : : s ai 
For the removal of rocks obstructing the navigation of 


Cob:cock Bay, near Falls Island, below the Port of Pem- 
broke, on the coast of Maine, $5,100. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Sag- 
inaw river, in Saginaw Bay, on Lake Huron, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the Bayou La Fourche, in Lou- 
isinnia, $25,000. 


For the improvement and further survey of the harbor at ; 


the mouth or Clinton river, on Lake St. Clair, in the State 
of Michigan, $16,000. . 

For the improvement of the harbor at Pultneyville, in the 
State of New York, on Lake Ontario, $16,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor atthe mouth of Black 
river, in the State of Michigan, $10,000. 

For a survey of the harbor at Beaufort, North Carolina, 
with an estimate of the cost and advantages to said harbor, 
of connecting the river Neuse therewith, 32,570. 

For the survey of the Mississippi river above the Falls of 
St. Anthony, for the purpose of ascertaining what improve- 
ments (and the expetise thereof) can be made in the navi- 
gation at Sauke and Pike rapids, $5,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Mobile, $50,006. 

For surveying the entrance to ‘Caunton harbor, Massa- 
chusetts, 1,500. 

For the improvement and further survey of the harbor at 
Richmond city, Virginia, and the James river from said har- 
bor to the month of said river, and from the junction of said 
river with the Appomattox river, to the city of Petersburg, 


$20,000. 


For the construction of snag and dredge boats, and dis- F 
eharging-scows, for the removal of obstructions in the har- | fi ; } 
* may be disposed to favor the improvement of | 


bora on the coast of Texas, $50,000. 
For the removal of Middle Rock, designated on the chart 


as ‘Rocky Buoy,” in the harbor of New Haven, Connec- | 


tieut, $6,009, ‘or for the erection of a beacon thereon, at the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, 
Eio comoving the raft in the Colorado river, Texas, 
For removing the obstructions vi the Rio Grande river, 
Texas, $25,700. . 
For the improvement of the harbor of Port Jefferson, 
New York, $5,000. 
_ For reopening A communication between Albemari 
Sound, North Carolina, and the Atlantic acean, $100,06 
For a sea-wall op the great Brewster, in the harbor of 


discharging-xcows, to be used 
Missouri, Arkansas, and other western water 

For a breakwater at Richmond Island 
bor, $10,000. 

Mr. MEADE. If 1 understood the gentleman 
from North Carolina, | Mr. Srani, }—for I heard 
him. but very imperfecily,—he now. proposes to 
offer, as an amendment, the bill passed by the 
House during the last session of Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, Í do not intend to make a speech 
upon this question. 


$100,000. 
yin Portland ha 


] see from. the votes that have been taken upon 
preliminary questions in connection with this bil, 
that it is the determination of this House to pass 
this bill in some shape or other. 1 wish to bring 
to the attention of the committee the fact, that 
while nearly every State-in the Union has been 
provided for in this bill to some ‘extent, that which 

have the honor to represent in part is not men- 
tioned. Every other State has some appropria- 
tion except (I may without egotism. be permitted 
to say) the great State of Virginia. F have con- 
ferred with the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, [Mr. Szymour,] and asked him why 


at Newark, New Jer- |, 


it 
ji ples upo 


was that those who have no constitutional scru 
n this subject should have overlooked the 
State of Virginia, while ail the other States have 
een provided for? I say, Mr. Chairman, it is 
unfair, Jiis usterly unjust that any State should 
| be overlooked from the simple fact that her dele- 
|| gation is restrained by honest convictions from 
asking for appropriations: of this sort, Those 
who do not entertain constitutional objections 
i! should take care in all bills of this sort to see that 
| equal justice be done to every section of the 
| Union. í 
i Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask the 
| gentleman to allow me to explain the matter. 
| Mr. MEADE. I cannot give way at present. 


| man of the Committee on Commerce. He gave 
! me for a reason of the omission that no estimates 
| or petitions had been submitted to his committee 
‘for the State of Virginia. It only shows that the 
Department which submitted the estimates have 
overlooked the State of Virginia entirely. 

Now, sir, the delegation from Virginia have 
ithe same reasons for not appearing before the 
! committee that restrain them from voting for such 
| appropriations in the House, But if it be the pol- 
| icy of Congress to improve the rivers and harbors 
lof the country, is it not incumbent upon those 
; who are in favor of them, and who have no con- 


| 
| 


shall not suffer by the integrity and fidelity of her 


doctrines inculcated by their forefathers, and reit- 
erated time after time. by their children? 

Look to the map of Virginia, and see if there 
is a State in this Union penetrated by more noble 
rivers than that State is. Is there a State in this 
Union 


; interests of this sort, { appeal to its justice, Í ap- 


she entertains an honest belief that Congress has 
; no authority under the Constitution to make such 
| Appropriations. 
! my opinion, of those who have the charge of pre- 


l! that State as well as for those of other States of the 
Union. Why, sir, L find more than a dozen ap- 
propriations for the great State of New York, 
; embracing every portion of it. The interest of 
‘almost every State except Virginia is carefully 
provided for. ` 

To those from the interior of the country who 


ii to appropriations by Congress for such purposes, 
i Í beg to say that in.the State of Virginia, the 
! noble James river, which bears the commerce of 
| three most important cities, presents, at this time, 
! an obstacle to the general commerce of the country 
i; equal to that of any river in the United States. 
! Bat for Harrison’s Bar, which hes about sixteen 
; miles below the junction of the Appomattox and 

James rivers, ships of the largest burden would 
| float safely up to the wharves at City Point and 
discharge these cargoes without hindrance. They 
an now only reach that point by putting half 
heir cargo on board of lighters which, at gréat 
xpense, are sent down to Harrison’s Bar for that 
purpose. This bar is about sixty-five miles from 
Richmond, and- some twenty-five or thirty from 
Petersburg. But, Mr. Chairman, we have not 
been urging upon Congress the appropriation of 
$50,000 for the removal of that bar. We have 
not brought.to the attention of the nation the great 


i 
i 
| 


river. We have not brought the claims of that 
i river and its heavy commerce to the attention of 
ii Congress, for the reason that I have just named: 
i our convictions ia regard to the powers of Con- 
i; gress over the subject. an 

( Is itnot incumbent, then, upon those who en- 
i tertain no such scruples, to see that the interests 


i 
i 
i 
f 
i 


ji 
Hi 
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Hi 


to punish you. To punish what? To punish 
honesty of purpose? To punish constitutional 
| convictions? Is it because the term. ‘‘ Virginia 
|| abstraction’? has become odious in this House, 
j; that this policy is pursued? Let me remind those 
i) gentlemen that we value those abstractions as the 


i 1 said I had conferred with the honorable chair- ! 


‘ gtitutional scruples in the way, so far to respect | 
i the honest opinions of Virginia as to see that she | 


i Representatives in strictly adhering to the great | 


presenting to the operations of commerce | 
so inviting a field as her bays and rivers? Not, 
jone. If it be the purpose of Congress to look to 

peal to its sense of equity, that the State of Vir- | 
ginia shall not be put under the ban simply because | 
Sir, it is the bounden duty, in | 


! paring these bills, to provide for the interests of | 


i rivers, and who have no constitutional objections | 


j e ‘interests invoived-im:the navigation of the James | 
l only wish to submit a very |! 
few remarks: to the committee upon the subject. 


| of every section of the country be provided for. i 
It is adding insult to Injury, to tell us we do this | 


ie 
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dictates of a sacred duty. Let them consider the 
source from which such opinionscome. Let them 
consider that it is by virtue of the veneration 
respect which we have been ever in the hab 
observing towards the great charter of our rights. 
Let them consider, at least, that they proceed from 
an honest purpose, and that we are governed in 
this matter by a principle—a principle that leads 
us to these resulis; and that however erroneous 
they may be deemed by others, they are as much 
bound to respect them as one denomination of 
Christians are bound to respect the conscientious 
opinions and belief of another. If both sincerely 
believe in their religion, it becomes neither to tell 
the other they are wrong, and should be punished. 
Should Virginia be excommunicated because she 
adheres to her faith—because she refuses to be 
purchased? I protest against such a sysiem of 
legislation. I say to the committee, that by pur- 
suing a policy of this sort, instead of promoting 
and fostering a feeling of love for the Confeder- 
acy, it is calculated to create heartburnings and 
discontent, and to convert the Congress of the 
United States into an inquisition and engine of 
torture, to force the consciences of men. 

Mr. Chairman, while I shall vote against this 
bill, in consequence of many appropriations in it 
which I cannot approve, and which I believe to 
be unconstitutional, yetif such a bill is to pass, it 
is my duty to urge upon this House, and upon 
those who can conscientiously vote for such a bill, 
to do justice to.all. 

My. STANLY. Will my friend allow me to 
say a word? In the substitute I have offered, 
there is an appropriation for the very thing -to 
which the gentleman has referred. 

Mr. MEADE, Iam very well aware of thats 
but I should prefer this bill with the omission of 
my State, to the bill offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Srayzy,] for the sim- 
ple reason, that it does less violence to the Con- 
stitution. That bill is much more local and par- 
ticular in its provisions. I would prefer this bill 
ag the lesser evil, although the greater evil wouid 
offer a local benefit. 1 shall not be controlled in 
my choice between the bill before the Liouse and 
that proposed by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, by the fact that there is in that bill some 
$40,000 or $50,000 offered asa reward for the vote 
of Virginia. No, sir; I prefer this bill which con- 
tains an appropriation of about $1,500,000, to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, which I believe appropriates upwards 
of $3,000,000. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. The remarks 
which have fallen from the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Meane] demand from me, on behalf 
of the committee, a few words of explanation in ref- 
erence to the course which we have pursued. The 
Committee on Commerce found, when they looked 
at this subject for the first time, that no estimates 
had been madefor any appropriation that fell within 
the State of Virginia, They found that no petitions 
had been presented from that State for any appro- 
priation, or even for a survey upon which future 
appropriations could be based. No member of 
this House from the State of Virginia ever pre- 
sented to that committee any objects for their con- 
sideration; and I would ask the members of this 
committee whether they deem it proper for any 
committee of ‘this House, and more especially a 
committee constituted, as we were, in reference to 
the distribution of the patronage of the Govern- 
ment, if E may so call it, upon works of this char- 
acter, to have sought cases, in the different States, 
for the purpose of locating bur appropriations ? 
Had wedoneso, we should have departed entirely 
from that spirit ang principle of practice by whic 
we have been actuated in the formation of this bill 
from the beginning to the end of it. Atthesame 
time, sir, it did not. escape our observation,-and 
it was a matter of remark and consideration in the 
committee, that the great State of Virginia, with 
all her commercial interests, did not appear in this 
bill, But they said that a sense of delicacy and 
propriety, in reference to the construction of a 
bill of this character, certainly ought to have, and 
did have, the effect to withhold. any memI&Y of 
that committee from calling upon any gentleman 
from the State of Virginia to solicit a ease, where 
we might appropriate money-in that State, 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupiing:) The gentile- 
man seems to place the fact that there is no ap, 
propriation in that bill for the State of Virgina 
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upon the ground that members of that State did 
not cail upon the committee and petition for any- 
thing of that kind. While 1 do not think that is | 


Whi 
aground that ought to be considered, yet I wish 
to ask the gentleman if that was the rule which 
influenced him in not inserting some provision, and 
making some appropriation for the Tennessee 
river? He was called upon, I know, upon that 
subject. I find nothing in the bill for that im- 
portant watercourse. 

" Mr. MEADE. I did not yield the floor for the 
introduction of any new matter. I yielded to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Semoun for 
the purpose of allowing him to make an explana- 
tion of the course pursued by the committee in 
regard to my own State. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to ssy to the gentle- 
man from Virginia, [Mr. Meape,| since he has 
alluded to the position of Virginia, and to the 
cpinions entertained by her in regard to works of 
this character, of the constitutional right of 
Congress to muke appropriations therefor, that no 
considerations of that kind operated upon the 
committee in this matter. We respect the State 
f Virginia; we respect her esmen; we respect 
rests; and we were most happy to find, 
investigations which we instituted upon this 
ct, that the first appropriation that was made 
uction ef piers upon the Delaware 
r the protection of the commerce of this 
country in that quarter, was sanctioned by that 
distinguished citizen, Thomas Jefferson, from! 
Virginia—the very first appropriation, as early as | 
1805, of $5,000 and upwards, for the purpose of 
commencing upon these waters works for the! 
protection of commerce, 

Mr. MILLSON. | wish to know if the gen- | 
tleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] is to be | 
understood as asserting that Mr. Jefferson ad- | 
mitted that Congress possessed this power of | 
making appropriations for rivers? | 

Mr, SEYMOUR. I mean to say this, that Mr. | 
Jeferson approved of that bill, and I believe he | 
approve? of ane or two others, the effect of which || 
was to protest our commerce in the harbors and | 
upon the rivers of the country. T know very well |! 
the doctrine he proclairaed ja his messages. I; 
know that he announced himself as opposed to | 
the system of internal improvements; but f know į 
at the same time that he did approve of that bill, |; 
and I believe one or two others, which he based | 
upon no other power than that expressed in the 
Constitution—-a power for building piers for the 
purpose of making navigation easy and safe. 

Mr. MULLSON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to vead his own language upon this subject? 

Mr, SEYMOUR. Yes, sir; but 1 concede all 
that, 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Jefferson, in the second 
session of the ninth Congress, speaking of the 
continuance of imposts, and of the probable sur- 
plus revenue, after the extinguishment of the 
public deut, uses this language: 

«Their patriotism certainly would prefer its continuance 
and application to the great purposes ot the public educa- 
tion, roads, rivers, canals, and such other objects of public 
jmprove mene as pay be thought proper to add to the con- 
strtutional enumeration of Federal powers.” 

And in the same connection he adds: 

“y suppose aa amendment of the Constitution, by con- : 
sent of the States, necessary, because the objects now rec- 
ommended are not lose enumerated in the Con- 
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large navigable waters. . 

The proper idea, 1 think, to be entertained upon | 
this subject, is not that every State in the Union ! 
should be entitled to an appropriation for the pro- | 
tection and preservation of its commerce, but that l 
wherever a national object can be found; wherever i 
it may be, whether in the State of New York, or 
in the State of Virginia, or in any other State, 
there jet us meet it with the constitutional power, 
and let us exercise it in the protection of ourcom- 
merce; and inasmuch as no question was brought 
before us in relation to the State which the hon- 
orable gentleman [Mr. Mzapx] represents, and‘ 
which he has so ably vindicated here, we did not : 


| as there are also to other States that have great i 
commercial interests, and which are bordered by ;| my State, how is it that estimates were presented 


enter into that inquiry in reference to that State. 
Indeed, we had no basis for our action. 

No report was presented to us and no estimates 
in reference to the Tennessee river, to which the ji 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] has 
alluded. The honorable gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Crurcuwett] did, however, bring befor 
us, from the War Department and Topographical 
Bureau, the case of the Tennessee river, and re- 
ferred us to previous reports upon the subject. Tt. 
underwent a very patient and long investigation in : 
the committee, but the committee were not in favor 
of inserting it in this bill. 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. 
yield to me a moment? 

Mr. MEADE. I propose to finish what I have : 


to say, and then will leave the floor to the gentle- | 


Will the gentleman 
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Mr. CHURCH WELL. I merely wish to ask | 
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li 


bill as reported, was, that no one appea 
that committee in behalf of that interest 

Mr. SEYMOUR. [| am obliged to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee (Mr. Cucacuwenr] for the | 
opportunity to correct a mistake, committed by 
me in reference to that matter. In one meeting 
we did institute that investigation upon the data 
before us, which were surveys made some years 
previous, and the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Cnorcnwet,] apprehending that such data were 
imperfect, and understanding the conclusion to 
which we had arrived, very creditably to himself, 
and for the benefit of his constituents, procured 
from the War Department. a new estimate upon 
that subject, which, I will do him the justice to 
say, was not received by the committee until they 
had come to their conclusion upon the subject. 

Mr. CHURCII WELL. [desire toask the hon- 
orable chairman this question: Did not the commit- 
tee, when I appeared before them with Long’a re- 
port on that river, and the estimates of the cost of 
the iraprovement of its navigation, as made out by 
the Topographical Bureau and submitted to the 
Secretary of War, give me, as & reason why an 
appropriation for the Tennessee river was notin- 
cluded in the bill, that they had perfected their bill, 
and thatit was already as large as would proba- 
bly pass? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. J donot know whether they 


did or not. te 
Having the highest opinion of 


Mr. MEADE. r ! 
my worthy friend, the chairman of the Committee į 


? 


mong t a 
stitution, and to which it permite the publie revenues to be | 


applied.?? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. 
reference to the views of Mr. 
Adams and Mr. Monroe al 
views which they put forth int 
this subject, and that they were opposed toa gen- 
eral system of internal improvement; but at the | 
same time those distinguished men, during their 
adminisirations, did not hesitate to approve ofi 
works which kad for their object the protection of 
the commerce of the country upon our lakes and 
in our harbors. > 

Mr. Monroe went to i 
soatter than the two Presidents that preceded him. 
‘ome: much is due to the history of those times. 

Į wish to say a word further in regard to the | 


{will add to what I said in | 
Jefferson, that Mr. | 
so coincided in the 


heir messages upon , 
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greater extent in this 


i 
i 
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| 


ns contained in this bill for | 
w York. There are ap-; 
, made to that State, | 


wluded to appropriation 
works in the State of Ne 
propriations, large m amount, 


| into the wants of the whole Union. 


| that the chairman of that com 


he gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. || prop s nelud d 
Twas proceeding to answer when |i In that bill Virginia was not wholly neglected as |; 

Vir, MaLLsox} interrupted me. He || in this. Why is it that the small amount con- |! 

í i H 


on Commerce, [Mr. Sermour,] both as to his in 
telligence and integrity, J am inclined to receive | 
almost any apology he may offer for his neglect of |; 
Virginia in reporting this bill. 

The chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
says it was not his business to invite applications 
of this sort. Well, that may be true, and [ con- 
ceive he may not have regarded that as a part of 
his duty; yet; had I been a member of that com- 
mittee, it seems to me t 


hat I should have taken a 
different view of its obligations. Į should, with- 
out any special application, 


have thrown my eye 
over the whole extent of country, and examined 
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uld simply remark, 
mittee, no doubt, in 
uestion, had before him the ap- 
ed in the bill of the last session. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I wo 


investigating this 
nriations includ 


| tained in that bill should not have struck the atten- 
| tion of the Committee on Commerce, if they read |: 
| the billat all; which I presume they did? H there |; 


H 


! the Government,amounting ina 


| of appropriations whi 


‘ tude ard the extent of 


—an amendment to that effect will be offer 


ion 


was not a disposition to overlook the interest. of- 


from the executive officers. of the Government, 
without including estimates for the State of Vir- 
ginia also? That was an omission upon the part 
of those officers which I cannot charge upon the 
committee or its chairman. Let the members of 
this House remember that the river to which I 
have called their attention, is the largest river in 
the State of Virginia, upon which are situated. 
three of its most important towns. The obstrac- 
tions in it are serious impediments to commerce, 


and can be easily removed by an. adequate appro- 
‘| priation. 


3 James river affords the means of trans- 
porting to the markets of the world almost the 
entire tobacco crop of theStateof Virginia, amount- 


i| ing to fifty thousand hogsheads. The worth of 


that tobacco is from three to five millions of del- 
lars annually, according to its price, 

In addition to that, sir,the other great staple 
of Virginia, wheat, goes down that river in con 
siderable quantities. There cannot be Jess than 
from three to five hundred thousand. barrels of 
flour transported to the markets of the world 
through that outlet. These cosstitute the most 
important articles of our commerce. The whole 
amount of commerce going down the James river 
cannot, in my opinion, fall short annually of from 
$5,000,000 to $6,000,000. i 

We all know that there must be a return trada 
of equal amount coming up the river, making a 
grand total of some $10,000,000 or $12,000,000. 

Mr. Chairman, whilst I am making this speech 
in behalf of the State I in part represent, I do not 
wish by what I say to impress upon the commits 
tee the importance of passing a bill of this char- 
acter. No, sir! 1] believe that every internal ime 
provement ought to be constructed by the individ- 
uals directly interested in it. 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 
through Assury Dicxins, Esq., its Secretary, 
notifying the House of the passage by that body 
of the joint resolution of the House, fixing the 
day of final adjournment, with an amendment, 
and sundry bills, and requesting the concurrence 
of the House therein.} 

There is another very large river washing the 
shores of Virginia, the Roanoke, in which North 
Carolina is also interested, down which immense 
amounts of produce annually go. There are 
many impediments in that river, which might be 
removed by an appropriation of this sort. And 
in this connection, Mr. Chairman, let me bring 
to the attention of this committee a most import- 
wrt fact: that of the appropriations. for internal 
improvements, made since the. establishment of 
ìl from $10,000,000 
to $15,000,000, but $25,000 has ever been voted 
to the State of Virginia, and that was for the con- 
struction of a canal from the city of Norfolk to 
the Dismal Swamp. T believe that is the extent 
ch ever have been made to 
the State of Virginia, notwithstanding the multi- 
her wants upon that sub- 
ject. It is, however, an evidence of her, fidelity 
to those principles which she has ever maintained 
in relation to the power of the General Govern- 
ment. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I would ask the gentleman 
from Virginia what would be the probable coat of 
the removal of the bar in the James river? 

Mr. MEADE. I will answer the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania simply by telling him that there 
nave been estimates made, but I do not now rec- 
olleet the precise amount.. I presume $50,000 
would at least be sufficient to remove that bar. I 
am not, however, certain as to that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to argue that such an amendment would be 
oper to this bill? 


pr 
1t Mir. MEADE. I say such an amendment 
would be highly proper if the bill be passed at all. 


Mr. ALLISON. 
such an amendment, 


in its favor. . 
Mr. MEADE. Thegentleman wil 


If the gentleman will offer 
I, for one, will cast my vote 


ibe gratified 
ed. 
uestion, The 


Mr. STUART. iwishtoaska 1 
e Committee 


entleman has been complaining of t 
Commerce for not reporting something favora- 
Now, Lam not a member of that 
ose to take it in charge, 
er he does not know 
i] as all others, can 
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bleto Virginia. 
committee, and do not prop 
but I would ask him wheth 
that that committee, as we 
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properly only take up such subjects as are re- 
ferred to'it? And when he concedes there has not 
been a petition before the committee asking for 
anything of the kind, with what propriety he can 
make the objection? 

Mr. MEADE. The same idea was forcibly 
stated by the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which [ have made allusion, and there- 
fore L say it was unnecessary for the gentleman | 
from Michigan to have reiterated it. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to ask the gentleman 
another question. I want him to tell this com- 
mittee whether he will vote for this bill should his | 
amendment be incorporated in it? 

Mr. MEADE. ‘Thatquestion was also un- | 
necessary, and I should characterize it by a 
stronger term but for the respect which I have for 
the gentleman from Michigan, T have said, in the 
course of my argument, that no bribe this commit- 
tee could offer would induce me to depart from 
the principles in which I religiously believe, and į 
which were taught me from my cradle by my 

- father. Did he admit the supposition in his 
mind at the time he asked me such a question— 
that my vote would be controlled by such an ap- 
propriation? I have repeatedly said, Mr. Chair- 
man, in the course of my argument, and [ had | 
hoped that every member of this committee had 
heard it, that while justice and equity required a 
fair appropriation to be made to the exigencies of | 
my State, should such a bill pass, yet the delega- 
tion from Virginia, entertaining my views, would 
vote against the bill.. But while we, under the 
control of our conscientious convictions, would 
vote against this bill, it was nevertheless the duty 
of every fair man in this committee to make the 
appropriation. I contend that the favors granted 
by Congress to any State of this Union should not 
depend upon the particular principles entertained by 
her in reference to constitutional power. Í repeat | 
again, sir, that the Committee on Commerce, to 
which was referred these various petitions, should 
have taken the whole subject under their consid- 
eration; and while I do not mean to bring charges 
against that committee or its worthy chairman, 
having the utmost confidence in it and its pur- 
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poses, yet I would regard. it as an omission of || 


duty, which saat the press of business had 
occasioned. I repeat again, that the bill of last 
Congress was before that committee, for the bills 
of previous Congresses are usually taken by com- 
mittees as a guide for their action, and in that bill 
their attention was drawn to an appropriation 
made for this very case. 

Mr. STUART. If the gentleman will allow 
me for a moment, I wish to say, thatany question 
I have propounded was with the utmost respect 
for both the gentleman and his opinions, and sim- 
ply for the purpose of bringing to his attention, | 

ecause I know the gentleman’s fairness upon all | 
occasions, the character of the argument which he | 
urges; and to submit—aad I do that also with 
great respect—that any gentleman who denies the 
power of Congress to make these appropriations, 
cannot fairly object to any bill upon the ground 
that it does not appropriate for the benefit of his 
State. The only legitimate argument for him is, 
that he is opposed to the whole, and that he goes 
against the whole, 

Mr. MEADE, You had as well contend, that 
in the bilt which distributed the surplus revenue 
some years aga, the State of Virginia should have 
been left ont because she believed the distribution 
to be wrong. Jf you adopt a particular policy, 
though it may be in opposition to the views of a 
particular State, that policy should apply equally 
to itas to the other States; but he must have a 
very perverse opinion of things who would sup- 
pose that in adopting a general’ policy for this 
Government, it should only be applicable to those 
who favor it. There are not, I trust, ten men in 
the committee who entertain the opinions of the 
gentleman from Michigan. 2 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman misappre- 
hended me. I do not say such a bill should not 
be framed. l say, on the other hand, distinctly 
that it should be framed. I would make improve- 
ments in every State without reference to the opin- 
ions of its delegates upon the subject. But what I 
say is, that it is within the legitimate range of ar- 
gument that a gentleman having constitutional 

scruples to these bills at all times, cannot object 
to them upon the ground that they did not favor 


T 
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Mr. MEADE. The gentleman has not changed 

| his position. lf the State of Virginia were to vote | 
| in the Congress of the United States against the | 
declaration of a war which she believed to be un- | 


{ 
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irginia from furnishing her quota of men and 
money to prosecute that war? Certainly not. 

New, Mr. Chairman, the ground upon which į 
I place, apart from the constitutional question, 


local improvements is, that the country to be bene- 
fited by these improvements is the country which | 
should pay for them. And if a county of Ohio, | 
or of New York, were to apply to the Legislature 
of either of those States for an appropriation for 
any local work, it would be unjust to tax the peo- 
ple of a remote county for that improvement, 
simply because it would benefit that particular 
locality, and thus contribute to the aggregate 
wealth of the country. Why, sir, if I owned an | 
estate upon which there was an immense water | 
power, could I require my neighbor to come and | 
build my mill, because it added to the general | 
wealth of the country? No, sir; the utmost I 
could require of him would be to indorse my note, 
and enable me to raise funds to erect that improve- 
ment. And so with regard to any county in any 
State of this Union. When it makes application 
for an internal improvement, it is granted upon 
the principle that the work will yield annually a 
profit equal at least to the interest on the money 
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been lost. 

There are various considerations which enter 
into the mind of a Legislature of a State when it 
grants money for internal improvements besides 
the local benefit that may accrue. If the property 
is improved in value, why that property is more 
highly taxed, and thus a return, to some extent, 
is made into the Treasury, which contributes to | 
the payment of the interest upon the money bor- 
rowed and expended. I will admit that many 
things should be taken into consideration in appro- | 
priating for internal improvements besides the 
profits arising from the work. It may be valua- 
| ble in other respects, but as a general rule, unless 
it promises to yield profits in some shape or other 
equal to the interest of the outlay, the work should 
not be made. If $100,000 is expended by the 
community on a work which returns but half the 
interest, $50,000 is utterly lost. Nobody will 
deny a proposition so plain. 

Those whose property is benefited, and whose 
income is increased by the improvement, should, 
in some way or other, be the bearers of the ex- 
pense of its construction. All that a particular 
locality can require of the rest of the community, 
is to come to its assistance, and enable it by the 
general credit to borrow the money necessary for | 
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internal improvement should be based, and no 
other; those who receive the profit should bear 
the burden. 

Mr. WALSH. Who should make the improve- 

| ment in Virginia rivers? 
Mr. MEADE. Ifthe gentleman had listened 
| to my argument, the question would not have 
i been asked. [ contend that every State should 
make its own improvements, and that Congress 
should not undertake to make internal improve- 
i ments for the States. 

Mr. WALSH. You have said that there was 
a general commerce upon the James river. If 
Virginia does not chooseto make the improvement, 
is the general commerce of the country to suffer 
on that account? Is that the argument? 

Mr. MEADE. ‘Thatis not the argumentatall. | 

Mr. WALSH. I only desire to understand 
the gentleman, 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman has put a ques- 
tion to me, which would draw me out upon the 
constitutional question, which I do not wish to 
argue. Itis a foregone conclusion of the major- 
ity of the House, that this bill should pass, and I 
do not wish to waste my breath upon the consti- 
tutional question. Iam only speaking of the ex- 
pediency of making internal improvements with 
a view of inducing this committee, if possible, to 
confine their appropriations to those works alone 
where we have some assurance that the amount 
expended upon them will be returned in some way 
or other, by way of profits to the community, and 


his State, 


‘not lavish ihe money. of the country prodigally, 


just would the gentleman exonerate the State of || 


my opposition to the appropriation of money for |! 


expended. If it does not, then the capital has |; 


the work, This is the principle upon. which every |; 


| ing Harrison’s bar 


and throw it away where no benefit will be derived, 


or if a benefit, not commensurate with the amount 
of the outlay. These are the considerations which 
I wish to press upon the minds of the committee, 
as they have already decided the constitutional 
question, as } infer from the various preliminary 
votes taken here. If I cannot effect one thing, I 
will try and effect another. If E cannot induce 
Congress to withhold unconstitutional appropria- 
tions, my next object is to induce it to confine 
these appropriations only upon such works ag are 
known to be essential and important; and further- 
more, I wish to induce Congress to exercise that 
power as a father would over his family, and not 
to make advancement to one child and forget the 
claimsof another,or as a courtof equity which will 
not neglect an absent distribute, but bring all the 
interested parties before the court. The State of 
Virginia is not a party to the bill. I ask this com- 
mittee now to issue its summons and bring Vir- 
ginia before the House, and let her rights be pro- 
tected. 

{Mr. FULLER, of Maine, here made an in- 
quiry which was entirely inaudible to the Reporter, 
but it was in reference to the necessity of remov- 


Mr. MEADE. Laks not in the habit of assert- 


; ing as a fact what] do not know and cannot prove 


to be a fact. I can only give to this committee 
my belief upon this subject. It is my sincere and 
honest belief that the interests of the commerce 
of the country as much demands the removal of 
Harrison’s bar, as it does the construction of 
any of those works for which appropriations 
are made in this bill, with the exception, proba- 
bly, of the Mississippi and the Red river. 1 find 
appropriations for the Hudson river, for the ben- 
efit of a Stace which has expended $40,000,000 in 
internal improvements—a State which has con- 
structed her canal from the Hudson to Lake Erie, 
at an expense of $15,000,000. The appropriation 
made to the Hudson is but a mite compared to 
the immense amounts which that State is expend- 
ing every year in internal improvements. This is 
small game for the State of New York, when 
contrasted with the immense amount appropriated 
for the enlargement of the Erie canal. At Harri- 
son’s bar, vessels which do not draw more than 
fourteen or fifteen feet water, come to a dead halt 
until lighters from the city of Petersburg and 


| Richmond come to their relief. 


The committee can now truly estimate the im- 
portance which the removal of this bar is to the 
commerce of the James river. Gentlemen may 
ask me, if it is so important, why Virginia does 
not remove the bar by appropriation from her 
own means? Virginia, at this time, is engaged 
in immense works of internal improvement, and 
there is not so great and pressing a necessity for 
the removal of this bar as exists for constructing 
the great lines of communication to the West, to 
which Virginia is now devoting her energies. 

Our citizens are taxed as heavily at this time 
as they can with convenience bear, for the pur- 
pose of shaking hands with their brethren of the 
great West. We expect at no distant day, per- 
haps not more than three years, to stretch our 
arms from James river to the Mississippi, and to 
invite to our ports a part of the trade of that great 
and magnificent valley. The committee will see 
at once why the State of Virginia prefers to ap- 
propriate all its means at this time to the import- 
ant improvements of which I have spoken. Per- 
sons engaged in shipping in the cities of New 
York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Boston, and other 
sections of the country, are directly interested in 
having this obstruction in James river. removed, 
so that their vessels can have free navigation to 
our cities. City Point, which is at the confluence 
of James and Appomattox rivers, is but ten 
miles from the city of Petersburg, with which it 
is connected by arailroad. From thecity of Rich- 
mond it is forty-five miles distant. That point is 


| the entrepôt, as it were, for both places. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I have not 
taken the floor for the purpose of making an 
hour’s speech. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to suggest to my figend 
from Kentucky, [Mr. MarsnarL,] that he will 
allow meto make a motion that the committee 
rise, so that I may offer a resolution inthe House, 


| closing debate upon this bill at twelve o’clock to- 
| morrow. We can agree to have a recess from five 


to seven o’clock this evening, and go on and dis- 
cuss this bill. 
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Mr. MARSHALL. I cannot yield the floor 
for any such purpose. I was disposed to oppose 
the proposition, when first suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Obio, (Mr. Tayror.] 

Mr. TAYLOR. [trust that the gentleman is 
in favor of limiting the debate to some reasonable 
time. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I think myself that de- 
bate upon this bill ought not to be limited, so long 
as any gentleman desires to speak. My opinion 
is very decided, that upon a bill so important as 
this, there are a great many amendments wanted; 
and representing the section of country that F do, 
I shall vote for this bill with a great deal of hes- 
itancy, if I vote for it at all. 1 find in this bill 
that the State of New York. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish that the gentleman 
would allow me to put myself right. I did not 
wish to prevent the gentleman from offering any 
reasonable amendment. I humbly submit that we 
should limit debate to some hour to-morrow—say 
twelve o’clock. 

Mr. MARSHALL addressed the committee for 
a short time, in favor of river and harbor improve- 
ments, but without concluding, yielded the floor 
to— 

_Mr. YATES, who moved that the committee 
rise, 

The question was put, and the motion was; 
agreed to, 

The committee accordingly rose; and theSpenker | 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
Oxps] reported that the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union had had under consid- | 


eration the state of the Union generally, and par- jj 


ticularly House bill No. 282, making appropria- | 
tions for the improvement of certain harbors and 
rivers, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


HOSTILITIES ON THE FRONTIER. 

Mr. HOWARD. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House now to call up the bill to which | 
I alluded this morning, for the protection of the 
frontiers. 

[Cries of ** Too late !”] 


Mr. DUNCAN. I object, and move that we i 


do now adjourn. 


ADJOURNMENT OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope I shall have the con- 
sent of the House to call up the resolution pro- 
posing to fix the day for adjournment, and | ask 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Duncan] 
to withdraw the motion to adjourn for that pur- 

ose. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Has that resolution passed 
the Senate? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
call it up. 

Mr. DUNCAN. We can do that another day 
as well as to-day. I insist upon my motion to | 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 
journed till to-morrow morning at eleven o’clock, 
a.m. 


It has, and I desire now to 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. SKELTON: Petition of citizens of New Jersey 
in favor of Mr. Stanly‘s bill making appropriations for the 
assistance of the Colonization Society. 

By Mr. SMITIL: Petition of Noble A. Penland praying | 
Congress to allow hima pension for services inthe last 
war. 


IN SENATE, 
Tuurspay, July 22, 1852. 

Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieron F. Morean. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of 
Henry A. Amelung, praying an appropriation to 
test a plan for preventing steamboats or other 
vessels from sinking, of which he is the inventor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of John S. 
Davis, a citizen of California, praying to be in- 
demnified for depredations upon his cattle, com- 
mitted by the Indians during the winter of 1851; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Also, documents in relation to the claim of Ed- 
ward J. Jackson, praying indemnity for a mule 
stolen by the Indians in the winter of 1851; which 


|, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


|! ing, to which was referred a resolution of the | 


I| coast of California, viz: the Islands of Santa Cruz, Santa 


Also, the memorial of Commander Thomas R. 
| Gedney, United States Navy, asking to be reim- 
bursed certain payments made by him in 1846-7, 
on account of expenses of the coast survey; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of voters of 
Cardington, Ohio, praying that the bill now pend- 
ing before Congress, known as the ‘ homestead 
bill,” may become a law; which was referred to | 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Samuel 
Brenton, asking that a claim allowéd to T. A. H. 
Edwards, and erroneously paid to James McKay, 
may be investigated, and relief afforded to the 
lawful owners of said claim; which was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 

Mr. BRODHEAD presented a petition of citi- 
zens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, praying that 
the bill providing for the payment of the fourth 
| instaliment, of the deposits of the public lands 
i directed to be made with the States by the act 

of June 23d, 1836, may becomea law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLEMENS presented the memorial of 
Rosa W. Inge, praying the continuation of the | 
| pension allowed her for the services of her late 
husband, Lieutenant Z. M. P. Inge; which was | 


| 
i 
| 


Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of Ers- 
i kine & Eichelberger, praying the payment of} 
i the amount of a debt due them, which was con- | 
| tracted by John Gunter, jun.,a Cherokee Indian, | 
| 

1835; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. i 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 


Senate to print one thousand additional copies of | 
| the report of the Secretary of War, of the 15th 

‘of June, containing a reconnoissance of the Gulf 

| of California and the Colorado river, by Lieuten- 

i ant Derby, reported in favor of printing the same; | 
| which was agreed to. 

Mr. FOOT, from the Commitiee on Pensions, 
to which was referred the petition of Hannah | 
Thompson, praying that the pension she now re- 
| ceives may be continued for life, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof, as 
the committee propose to report a general bill which 
will include her case; which was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF COAST SURVEY. | 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution; | 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
| to communicate to the Senate what sums will be required, 
without interfering with the regular progress of the coast 
survey, to extend it to the present fiscal year so as to include 
the islands in the vicinity of the Santa Barbara channel, 


Rosa, San Bernardo, Anacapa, Santa Catalina, Santa 
Clemente, San Nicholas, and Santa Barbara; and also to 
report whether the usual land surveys, dividing the islands 
into townships, sections, half sections, quarter sections, 
and eighth sections, could not at the same time be made by 
the officers of the coast survey, under the direction of the | 
Superintendent. 


ADDITIONAL SCHOOL LANDS. 


On the motion of Mr. BORLAND, the previous 
orders were postponed, and the Senate proceeded, | 
as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the bill 
allowing exchanges of, and granting additional 
school lands in the several States which contain 
public Jands, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the bill is read, in | 
order that our action may be facilitated upon it, | 
| I will state to the Senate that a portion of this | 
bill—the first section—has already been provided | 
for by a bill which was passed the other day, on | 
the motion of the Senator from Florida, [Mr. 
Matzory,] allowing an exchange of the sixteenth 
section, if it should be found to be of inferior 

uality. This bill contains three sections—the 
| frst section, which relates altogether to the ex- 
change of the sixteenth section, if inferior, for an- 
other section of good land, becomes unnecessary 
in consequence of the bill which was passed the 
other day. As the passage of that billtook place 
since this bill was reported from the Committee 
on Public Lands, I have to propose some verbal 
amendments to the second and third sections. 

The PRESIDENT. Let the bill be read, and 
then the Senator from Arkansas can offer his 
amendments. 


i 


were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


The bill was read accordingly. It consists of 


prior to the Cherokee treaty, of December 29, |! 


T 


three sections, the first of which provides that 
where the sixteenth section heretofore set apart 
for the use of schoals in each of the several States 
which contain public land, has been or shall be 
found of an inferior quality, unfit for cultivation, 
or, unfavorably located, the inhabitants of each 
township, under the authority of said States, shall 
be at liberty to relinquish the said sixteenth section, 
and to select in lieu thereof any other section, 
either as a whole section, or in any legal subdi- 
visions, within the same township that may re- 
niain subject to sale by private entry; or should 
none such remain in the same township, then the 
selection may be made in each case from any land 
within the limits of the State subject to sale by 
private entry, to be entered and recorded at the 
proper land office of the district in which the se- 
lected land may lie, and a proper conveyance made 
therefor, in the usual form, under the authority of 
the United States; and upon the approval, by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, of the new selection, 
under the authority of this act, the original tract 
shall ipso facto revert to and become public lands 
of the United States. 

The second section provides that there shall be 
selected, in the manner set forth in the preceding 
section, an additional section of land, either as a 
whole section, or in any legal subdivisions, for 
each township within the said States, and under 
their authority, which section is granted by this 
bill for the use of schools within such township, 
and shall be recorded and conveyed as before 
stated. 

And the third section provides that the land au- 
thorized to be selected and granted by the firstand 
second sections of, or by any preceding acts for 
similar purposes, or any part of the same, may 
be, by the proper authorities, disposed of in ac- 
cordance with the laws now in force in relation to 
such lands in each of the States, respectively. 

Mr. BORLAND. I propose, for reasons which 
I stated just now, to amend the bill by striking 
out of the first section all after the enacting clause, 
and inserting the second section as I propose to 
modify it. 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition to mod- 
ify the second section will be a separate question. 
The question must first be on striking out of the 
first section all after the enacting clause. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. I now move to amend the 
second section of the bill, which becomes the first, 
by adding after the word ‘ selected,” in the sec- 
ond line, what I send to the Chair. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After the word “ selected,” in the second line, insert: 

Either as a whole section, or in any legal subdivisions, 
within the same township that may remain subject to sale 
by private entry; orshould none such remain in the same 
township, then the selection may be made in each case 
from any land within the limits of the State, subject to sale 
by private entry, to be entered and recorded at the proper 
land office of the districtin which the selected land may 
lie, and a proper conveyance made therefor in the usual 
form, under the authority of the United States; and upon 
the approval by the Secretary of the Interior of the new 
selection under authority of this act, the original tract shall 
ipso facto, revert to and become public tands of the United 
States. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

Mr. BORLAND. I now move to strike out, 
after the amendment just adopted, the words ‘fin 
the manner set forth in the preceding section,’’ 
these words being unnecessary, as there is no 
preceding section. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. Lpropose to make a corre- 
sponding amendmentin what was thethird section 
of the bill, but which is now the second, Itis to 
strike out the words “and second.” This is 
merely a verbal amendment, and is necessary to 


| make the bill consistent. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. The word “ gections,’? in 
the same section, is in the plural number. It 
should be in the singular. I move to strike out 
the **s.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MAWSON, I will inquire of the Senator 
froin Arkansas whether this bill proposes to. give 
any additional sections to the new States for com- 
mon school purposes? 

Mr. BORLAND. 
of the Senator from Georgia. 
ago this bill passed the Senate i 
to that in which it has been repor 


I will answer the question 
Some two years 
n a form similar 
ted by the Com- 


J uly 22, 


now become the first section, grants a section in 
addition to the sixteenth section already granted 
to the new States. 

_ I will not now enter into an explanation of the 
reasons which make such a grant necessary and 
proper to carry outthe object which Congress had 


in view in making the original grant of one section 
m each township in the new States. I suppose 
that the Senate is satisfied on that point, as to the 
propriety and policy, and justice of the measure— 


the necessity, indeed, if we desire to carry out the | 


original object which Congress had in view in 
making these grants, which was to set apart such 
a quantity of land in each township in the new 
States, as would suffice for the establishment of a 
common school in the township. 

I will also state, that this additional section has 


been granted to Oregon and California, and this | 


bill simply proposes to put the other States on the 
same footing with regard to the public lands do- 
nated for schools. 

Mr. DAWSON. Then, as I understand the 
proposition, it is to double the quantity of land 
which has been already granted to the various new 
States for school purposes. 
derstand to be the fact. 
to enter into a discussion upon this subject. I 
merely present it as another evidence of the large 
claims which the new States are making upon the 
old States. 


mitted new Sintes into the Union, one section in 


each township has been allowed for school pur- | 


poses. ; Joe 
Now, beeause Oregon and California, for cer- 


tain reasons, have been allowed on extension of | 


this particular kind of grants of land, all the land 
States are claiming, in the first place, to have all 
the lands which they have heretofore received from 
the Government for school purposes, and which 
are found not to be worth a dollar and a quarter 
per acre, returned to the United States, and the 


township permitted to take the very best lands į 


lying within the township for school purposes, to 
supply the place of the sixteenth section; and 
added to that, after we have given them lands as 
good as can be found in the township, we sre to 
double the amount to all the new States, from 
Ohio down to the last State admitted. I merely 
present this statement to show the immense quan- 
tity of public land which we are now appropri- 
ating to the new States; first for purposes of inter- 
nal improvement, and. then for purposes of edu- 
cation, and | beg Senators from the new States to 
observe that I an not going to oppose this amend- 
ment. They claim land, and whenever the claim 
is made, we concede to them the amount of land 


This bill propones to double the amount already 
henever the 


That is what I un- | 
Now, sir, I do not desire | 


i From the foundation of the Govern- | 
ment, or rather from thetime that we have ad-! 


bali : 


į 
i; 


| for the purpose of constructing the canal. 


division in kind? 
not be done. Whenever a proposition of this 
kind is brought before the Senate I can see, Mr. 
President, by your own expression of countenance, 
that it is not likely to injure the State of Alabama. 
This will not injure any of the new States. You 
are benefited by it. And though the general 
wealth throughout the country is superior to that 
of my own State, and though you have the means 
of sustaining internal improvements, and educa- 
ting your children far superior to ours, yet you 
call upon us to contribute funds for that educa- 
tional purpose. And when we ask you to aid 
those who are so impoverished in the old States 
as to be without the means of the education of 
their children, and to give them some portion of 
this fund, you pronounce it unconstitutional. 
Here isa time for reflection, a time for us all to 
consider, and for the people throughout these 
United States to take this great question into their 
own handsand manage it. Ihave cea&ed to make 
any opposition to these schemes of the new States. 
{ know they wiil all succeed until they carry all 
their requisitions upon the Government to such an 
extravagant extent as to create un excitement 
among the people. And, in order to prevent that, 
I beg to present this as a sound argument in favor 
of Bennerr’s bill. 

Mr. BORLAND. As I said, I do not wish 
to enter into an argument respecting the merits of 
this bill. I have been under the impression until 
this morning that it meets with the approval of 
the Senate, and will meet with the approval of 
the country; and I am glad that the Senator 
from Georgia has expressed his intention not to 
oppose it. When the Bennerr bill, to which 
that Senator has alluded, comes up, it will be soon 
enough to discuss its provisions. If that bill has 
merits, its friends will then set them forth; if not, 
they will allow it to take its chanee. As the Sen- 
ator admits the merits of the present bill, and no 
one is disposed seriously to question its provisions, 


it will, I trust, be voted on without occupying the | 


time of the Senate by any further discussion. 

Mr. DAWSON. fdo not wish to be misun- 
derstood by the Senator from Arkansas placing 
me in a position that I did notadvance. I did not 
oppose the bill, because it would be useless to do 
so, but I would advocate it if it extended a simi- 
lar meed of justice to all the States, and would 
put it out of the power of the new States to deny 
henceforth the claims of the old States whenever 
they may come up for consideration. 

l make no opposition to the bill, for the reasons 
i have just stated. That isthe ground upon which 

put it. 

he bill as amended was reported to the Senate, 
the amendments were concurred in, and the biil 
was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


SAULT STE. MARIE. 


On motion by Mr. FELCH, the Senate pro- | 


ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the con- 


sideration of the bill granting to the State of | 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- | 
lic lands for the construction of a ship canal į 
around the Falls of St. Mary’s, in said State, ; 


which was reported from the Committee on Pub- 
lie Lands wita an amendment. 

Mr. FELCH. I gave notice the other day 
that when this bil should be called up, I should 


p propose an amendment in the form of a substi- 


te for it. The bill provides for a grant of land 


amendment which I shall offer proposes to con- 
struct itas a public work by the United States, 
and to have the use.of money instead of land. As 


‘| the object of the bill is somewhat changed, and 
ii the amendment which I propose is a substitute 
ii for it, it may not be necessary to read the or 


Dil uatil we act on the substitute. Unless some 


'| Senator wishes to have the bill read, E move to 
‘i suspend the reading of it, and propose, as an 
| amendment, to strike out all after the enacting 


clause, and insert the following in Heu thereof: 
That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to contract with the lowest bidder or bid- 
ders, after public notice given in the usual manner for let- 
ting contracts, for the construction of a ship canal around, 
the Falls of St. Mary’s, in thé State of Michigan; whieh 


|) cats shail be not less than one hundred. feet wide and 


twelve 1o24 deep, with single locks not Jess than three kun- 


it dred and fifty sat long and seventy-five feet wide, with 


such piers and other snuurtenances as shall, in the opinion 


|| of said Secretary, be requires for the safe and proper use of 


said canal: Provided, That said Secretary may enter into 
separate.contracts for such different pora Qs of the work. in 


Ttrust, Mr. President, that will | 


The: 


constructing said canal as he shall deem conducive to the 
public interest, and the aggregate amount of all said con- 
tracts- shali not exceed $400,000, which shall be paid to the 
contractor or contractors as the work progresses, reserving 
always a sum equal to twenty per centum on the amount 
of work performed until the whoie be completed :..8nd pro- 
vided further, That the contractor or contractors shall per- 
form the work under such instructions and superintendence 
as the said Secretary shall deem necessary and proper to 
secure the faithful execution of the contracts, and shall 
give such ample security for the performance thereofas he 
shall direct and approve : And provided further, That such 
contractor or contractors shall have the right of taking from 
any of the lands of the United States stone and other mate- 
riais for the construction of said canal and its appurte- 
nances. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I desire to say a 
few words on the subject of this bill, and 1 will 
detain the Senate but a little while, for I believe it 
is pretty well understood. The Senate are aware 
of the relative position of the great lakes of our 
continent; that they constitute three plateaus; the 
principal one—Lake Superior—having an eleva- 
tion of six hundred feet above the ocean; the sec- 
ond plateau, including Lakes Erie, Huron, and 
Michigan—I call them one, for, though they are 
not strictly on a level, yet there is a permanent 
water communication between them-—and Lake 
Ontario. Between the last and Lake Erie there is 
a difference of about three hundred and fifty feet. 
That is now overcome by the Weiland canal, a 
work constructed on the British side, by the Brit- 
ish Government, by means of which the upper 
and lower Jakes, except Lake Superior, are now 
in communication, for the purpose of navigation. 
Between the middle plateau and Lake Superior are 
falls of about thirty, or, perhaps, thirty-five feet, 
including the rapids, Jeaving, however, the fall of 
St. Mary. We desire to overcome, by this com- 
munication, the falls of about thirty feet. The 
consequence of this want of communication is, that 
between Lake Superiorand Lake Huron there is no 
transit of articles going up and down, The com- 
munication must stop, and a different class of ves- 
sels must de provided foron thenpperlake. It is, 
as the Senate may well see, a very great interrup- 
tion, and a very great expense to the navigation, 
that the business of the upper and lower lakes 
have to encounter. 

Here is an extent of water of nearly fifteen 
hundred miles, and a coast of nearly fivethousand 
miles, including these five great lakes, covering a 
superficies of nearly eighty thousand miles, one 
of the most magnificent regions in the world. 
With Lake Superior we are just beginning to be 
i| wellacquainted. Until lately it was supposed that 
the land was not worth anything, It is now as- 
certained that it aifords a valuable means of agri- 
culture, besides being one of the richest mineral 
| districts in the world, I presume all the mernbers 
of the Senate have looked over Whitney & Fos- 
ter’s report. From it they will see that. the cop- 
i| per and iron are inexhaustable treasures, enough 
to supply the whole world. Copper is found 
there in native masses in prodigious sizes, un- 
known everywhere else in the world; and the iron 


is found in such quantity as has never been found 
| elsewhere; and there is enough of it to supply the 


whole world. The iron alone is a mineral treas- 
ure for any country; and what will perhaps sur- 
| prise some gentlemen, they will see by referring 
| to that report—and many Senators know that the 
į iron is perhaps richer than any other in the world 
; —that one ton and a half of ore gives one ton of 
| bloom iron. Itis among the vichest mineral treas- 
| ures we have., That region is growing to be vastly 
f 

i 


| important. The Un States own upon it, I 
‘i have as ained from the Land Office, 
; Millions of acres of land, and the communicati 

s] nad the ocean r 


{Soap per peninsula of 
i; Michigan ten millions of acres; of which have 
i} been sold short of two hundred thousand acres, 
i and been granted for school purposes shor 


i rH, Bien 
\ hey own inthe up 
{ 
} 
| three hundred thousand acres, leaving with 
| 
I 
| 
| 


| 
n that 
upper peninsula, now the property of the United- 
| States, among the richest mineral districts in the 
| world, nearly ten millions of acres. 
| Now, Mr. President, no gentleman here will 
|! deny the expediency, almost the necessity, of 
1 having a canal, to overcome these disadvantages, 
| of only three quarters of a mile, and only a fall of 
l| twenty-five feet. As to any constitutional difi- 
i culty, there is none whatever. Every foot of this 
| proposed canal iste be overthe public lands. The 
| United States have nothing to do but dig the canal- 
|i through their own land, without asking the per- 


i 
i 
j 
il 
i 
i 
1 
i 
1 

i 
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world, knowing the district, knowing the region 
above, but would consider it a good speculation 
to construct a work of this nature, with a view to 
enhance his own property. But there are other 
and still more important considerations which 


should influence us in this matter. In a military 
point of view, there can be nothing more import- 
ant for this country, looking to the future, than 
the construction of such a canal. In the event of 


a difficulty with Great Britain, the first thing we | 


should have to do would be to construct a military 
marine upon the three middle lakes, and another 
upon Lake Superior, You cannot carry your 
marine from one lake into another; but if this ca- 
nal were constructed, the marine which you have 
upon Lake Superior, and the marine you have 
upon the middle lakes, would answer the same 
purpose uponall. twas so felt during the Oregon 
dificulty. At the time we feared a rupture with 
England, Mr. Polk’s administration, tomy own 
knowledge, were on the point of proposing to 
Congress to construct the canal with this view, 
and were only prevented from taking that measure 
by an amicable adjustment of the difficulties then 
pending with the British Government, rendering 
the worl unnecessary. 

_ The Senate will perceive at once the bearing of 
this subject upon our military operations hereafter.. 
Lake Superior is too important to be neglected. It 
will be as important in a few years as the coast of 
any other lake; and the difficulties with that coun- 
try which may come—as difficulties may come be- 
tween all countries—and which prudent men ought 
to foresee will compel us to butld a marine there, 
one single ship of which would build the canal 
which we now ask, and enable us to transport the 
marine up and down, backwards and forwards, as 


may be wanted on the middle or upper lakes. As j 


a mere measure of military precaution, therefore, it 
is worth more than all it will cost. You must have 
the sailors there also—you must have the whole 
expense on all the lakes, when one would answer 
equally for the whole, with this canal. As an 
inportant matter of commerce, as a matter of ex- 
pediency connected with the navigation and busi- 
ness of the country, few measures can be more 
important. ‘There are few gentiemen who are 
aware of the importance of the navigation on the 
akes. v commerce is now not less than 
$20,000,000 upon them, and our navigation very 
little, if any, less than 200,000 tons. However 
startling these amounts may be, yet the tables 
mitted to the Senate will show the fact. There 
namount of commerce well worth the foster- 
re of the Government, so far as we can ex- 
it within our constitutional limits, 


y foolishly, very unwisely, without 
ye, in my opinion, by the General 
t from da Tam now authorized 


erame 
to way, ti j 
pany of individuals to make, J 
your Jand, they will do it without asking a cent 
fom the Goverament. But this, the Government 
does not want. The State government does not 
wantit, The country upon the upper lakes does 
not wantit. They donot want to pay the heavy 
neces fit is held as a matter of profit in 

i ls. Stil further, letme tel] 
‘rom the last paper received 
hat a party are now on the 
., by order of the Cana- 
view to the construction 


i 


want is a 
tory to ans : 
both in peace and in war. 
State his message, | think of the ses- 

ona review of the whole sub- 


gion 
ject, expres 
consideration 
He had seen i nt 
country, with a view not only to their interests, 
Sutto the interests of the whole United States, 
and he recommended te Congress to passa law 


with that view. 


AE 


Q 


d 


favorable action of Congress. 


at if you will give permission to a com- || 
that canal through | 


’ 
ommended this measure to the | 


mportant bearing upon the upper | 


gle paragraph from a paper which I received this 
morning, from the Sault Ste. Marie, which will 
show the progress of improvement in that re~ 
gion: $ 

“The Iron Mountain and Lake Superior Railroad Com- : 


the road; and they have located their dept and most part 
of the line ef the road. We learn from Mr. Ely, superin- 
tendent, that the route is quite as favorable as was expect- 
ed. The grade, though steep, will be easily overcome, : 
especially as there will be but little freight to take up from 
the lake. The road will run for some distance near the 
| bank of the Jake, and accommodate every one.’? 


Here isa road now actually laid out, and in 
process of construction, to accommodate the iron | 
works, which is torun from Lake Superior across 
the whole peninsula, to Lake Michigan, entirely | 
by private enterprise, the product of which is to | 
i| go by way of the Sault Ste. Marie. i 


| interests of this Jake, and, in fact, to the whole Northwest. | 
With this road, five thousand tons of iron can be shipped | 
as easily, in the same time as five hundred tons have been | 


dred thousand will be a limit of yearly shipment as easily 
accomplished. Does any one think this isa steep estimate? | 
Let him look at the steep and high iron mountains, worth 


at the almost Himitless demand growing up at the great | 


ply, and he wil! be satisfied with our estimate. i 
“This road is but the beginning ofa more extended route 
from this place to Bay de Noquet, on Lake Michigan, which | 
will make a direct southern outlet for some of the iron from | 
this region, as well as an inlet for the supplies needed to 

carry forward extensively the iron business. 7” 


The amendment proposed by my colleague, in- 

' stead of containing the provision made by the ori- 
ginal bill, which appropriated land, and which i 

intended to confer upon the State authority witha | 
view that the work might go on by the authority . 
lof the Legislature, proposed that Congress shall | 


necessary by the circumstances of the case. An 
amount of land might be given that would make 
the canal; but it would take a long time; and, in 
the fluctuations now attending our land system, 


Congress may adopt, men competent to construct 
such a work would be fearful about taking land 
for compensation. The matter remains altogether 
i so uncertain, that it is difficult to tell whatamount | 
i would be necessary, or whether any reasonable ; 
‘amount would be sufficient now to induce them to 
‘goon. In these circumstances, we propose that 
| the United States shall take hold of the work, 
| and make it as they would any other improve- ! 
| ment; and [ trust that such will be the decision of 
i the Senate. 

Mr. DAWSON. I willask the Senator who : 
| reporied the bill, whether there has been any sur- 
vey made, or estimate presented as to the cost of: 
onstruction of this canal? 

Mr. FELCH. There have been two surveys 
made for this work. One was made, in the first 
I t 
ii izan, in 1836, I believe. Subsequently to that 
‘time, the attention of the Department was called 
| to the subject, and they directed another survey i 
f to be made under the authority of, and by the ofi- 
cers connected with, the Topographical Bureau; 
and a report was presented, ext ibiting the whole 
country, with & map of it, giving the distances 
| with an estimate of the expense. The estimateis 
renin detail. The total amount of expense is 
:454,107 66. This provides, however, for a canal 


o 


i with double locks, the estimate for which was 


ased upon the length and size of the steamer 
|) Michigan, which was then the only steamer 
i upon the lakes belonging to the Government. 
‘That was a small iron vessel, one hundred and 
sixty-seven feet long. The dimensions for the 
canal were, one hundred feet wide, and twelve feet . 
deep; for the locks, two hundred feet long, and ; 
fifty feet wide. : 
Since that time, the commerce of that country i 
has very much increased ,and the dimensions ofthe | 
canal, as provided in the amendment, are larger | 
than those provided for in the estimate. In other i 
words, we have, in the amendment, provided for a | 
canal which shall accommodate the steamers now į 
lying upon the lakes—supposing that they will be | 


already transported. But allow me to read a sin- | 


pany are putting up a large office at the lake terminus of | 


i of increas 
'| country; and he says further, that it is necessary 


“This isa project of immense importance to the iron :! 
this season; and with a ship-canalat the Sault, five hun- H 


more by the pound than common pig metal; let him look || 


West, and consider these facilities for procuring here a sup- |! 
1 


do the work like any other pablie work, rendered || i ; 
|, terprise, or intended enterprise—none authorized 
| by : 
‘through the head of a Department. Was it by 


not knowing, from day to. day, what measure jj 


tance, under the authority of the State of Mich- || 


ment. 
| Senator. : 
Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, this is an- 
other of those internal improvements that I sup- 
| pose come within. the Baltimore platform. Te 
seems, from the argument of the distinguished 
Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] that it is 
for the public defense, for the purpose 
i d protecting the commerce of the 


i necessary 
ing an 


| for the purpose of increasing the value of the pub- 
lic lands, which, I suppose, makes it all very 


|, justifiable! I do not pretend to enter into the dis- 


cussion of the question of internal improvements 
on this bill, All that I require is, that the Senator 
| who reported it shall call upon the proper Depart- 
ment to have an estimate made of the cost of the 
construction of the canal, founded upon the data 
presented in the bill, and ascertain how much 
money we are about to appropriate for the im- 
i provement. > 

I admire very much this manner of introducing 
a bill for internal improvements, putting it upon its 
own independent footing, and not in connection 
with other propositions, merely for the purpose 
of gaining strength to carry-it through, Itis cer- 
tainty a very honorable position to place it ins 
and I must ask of the Senator to be so kind as to 
bring it within one of my principles. In passing 
bills making appropriations for internal improve- 
ments, l always desire an estimate to come from 
| the Department, as to the probable cost. Then I 
i will take into consideration the propriety and 
| practicability of the improvement, and vote in re- 
i gard to it, according to my convictions. Buthere, 
| sir, there seems to have been two surveys—one 
made by individuals, for their own individual en- 


the Government of the United States, save 
! Congress that they were called upon to make that 
estimate? or did the Department itself cail the. 
attention of the engineers to it? ; 

Mr. CASS. The Department makes almost all. 


‘| of these estimates.: Net one case inten arises. 


from a resolution of Congress: not onein twenty; 
| perhaps not one in fifty. wea Se oft Bea ; 

Mr. DAWSON, As we are taking the matter: 
j into consideration ourselves, to declare whether: 
i the improvement ought to be made, let us have it 
| submitted to the Department, and let the estimate 
be made by our authority. ~ F do not recollect who 


‘| was Secretary of War at the time the order was 


i given for the survey to ascertain what the canal 
wowd cost the Government. Wil the Senator 
i from Michigan be kind enough to inform me in 


‘| what manner it was made?: 


| 
| Mr. FELCH. The report of the Topographical: 
! Bureau was called for by a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, and was presented to the body, in reply to 
| that resolution, in-1844. —. j ; 

Mr. DAWSON. The report made by the Top- 
ographical Engineers was called for, I. know, by 
‘a resolution of the Senate; butia resolution was 
never passed by this body authorizing a report to 
be made, according to my recollection of the mat- 
iter. I know the report was called for; but J want 
to know when the Secretary of War instructed 
the engineers to make the survey. What is the. 


5 


, date of the engineer’s report? i 


' Mr. CASS. If the honorable Senator would be: 
| good enough to recur back to the register, he would: 
| find who was Secretary of War at thé ime. My 
| colleague, I believe, said that the ‘date of the re- 
: port was 1844. f E 
| Mr. DAWSON. That is the time the report: 
was communicated to us; but how long was the 
officer engaged in making the report? ` 
Mr. CASS. Perhaps- one day. ae 
Mr. DAWSON. What I wanted toshow was; 
that the report had been made-for a number of 
called for by the Department, and not by 
T wished to:show: to 


. 
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fourteen. As it is now proposed to increase the | 
dimensions of the canal over what was then pro- 

posed, it is proper that we should have a new | 
estimate presented. t 

The amendment of: the Senator from Michigan | 
is already before the Senate for consideration. [| 
presume it will take but a short time to submit į 
the provisions of that amendment to the Topo- 
graphical Bureau, and have an estimate made, and 
let it be presented here; then we shall know upon 
what to base our action; we shall have no bad } 
foundation, by which other appropriations may 
be based upon this for other internal-improve- 
ments. [ also like to require estimates in every 
case before passing upon an internal improvement 
bill. Thatis my object and design in this case. 

Mr. CASS. I would ask the honorable Sena- 
tor if he intends to vote for the bill, if he gets the 
report which he desires? 

Mr. DAWSON. I think it very probable; if 
the canal would increase our commerce and pro- 
tect our frontier as a military improvement—thus 
bringing it within either of the platforms—the 
Democratic or the Whig. 

Mr. CASS. Which will the gentleman take 
for himself? 

Mr. DAWSON. Iwilltake both. {Laughter.] | 
Your platform is certainly much weaker than ours | 
on that point; and therefore I certainly cannot fail 
to take yours by accepting our own. 

Mr. RELH It seems to me that there can 
be very little object in taking the course proposed | 
by the Senator from Georgia. The amount pro- j 
vided for by the amendment is less than the esti- 
mate of the Department. That estimate was for 
psu The provision in the amendment which 

have offered is, that the Secretary of War shall 
receive proposals for the construction of the canal, 
accepting of course the lowest bid. He may re- 
ceive a bid for the whole or any portion of the 
work. The whole cost, however, is nat to exceed 
$400,000. Unless a contract can be made for the 
amount of $400,000, of course no legislation which 
we may have here on the subject can go into 
effect. | 

-In regard to the amount, the Representatives 
of Michigan felt an interest in providing, in the 
first place, for an amount which would be suf- 
ficient to construct the work; for it is true that 
although it is a work ofa good deal of magnitude, 
yet it is of that character that if money is appro- 

iriated; in this manner, a single season will, I be- 
jeve, be sufficient to open the communication 
between the lakes lying below Lake Superior. 
We desired, therefore, to fix upon such a sum as 
would be sufficient, in the first place, to insure the 
making of contracts for the execution of the work; 
and. inthe second place, which would not be an 
extravagant expenditure of money for the construc- 
tion of the work. We were, therefore, satisfied, 
on consultation, with the amount proposed—and I 
can assure the Senator that the consultation has 
not been confined either to members of the Senate, 
or to individuals outside, but included those at 
the Department who were conversant with the 
matter, who have aided us in fixing on the amount 
necessary to secure the construction of this work 
at a very low expense. 

Now, it is very true, as my colleague said, that 
there are men outside of this Chamber—moneyed 
men in this: country—men interested in the coun- 
try bordering: on Lake Superior—who would at 
once take hold of and construct the work, if the 
Government would permit them todo so. We | 
have resisted all application of that kind, because 
we thought it was a work of so much public im- 
portance, that acting, to a certain extent, for the 

ublic interests, we ought not to suffer it to. pass 
into: the hands of -individuals, and thereby give 
them the control of the navigation of the upper 
and lower lakes. 

The amount fixed in the amendment, $400,000, 
with the explanation I have given, will, I think, 
be sufficient; and I see no necessity of sending to 
the Department for the: purpose. This is a less 
sum than the Department estimated for in 1844. 
Although the work will be increased as regards 
the magnitude of the locks, it is a Jess sum; and 
yet I have no hesitation in saying that, for the | 
amount specified here, we can at‘once have con- 
tracts entered into for the construction of the work. 
If.it can be done for less, of course the whole 
amount proposed to be appropriated will not be 


petition of every person who may see fit to enter 
Into It, 

Mr. DAWSON. I do not wish to prolong 
this debate; but I will very candidly state to the 
honorable Senator what my object was. If this 
canal is needed for the public defense, then the bill 
ought properly to have been investigated before 
the Committee on Military Affairs. If it is in- 
tended for the purpose of encouraging our com- 
merce, it ought to have been referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. But, as it comes from the 
Committee on Public Lands, it can only be con- 
sidered as an improvement for the purpose of in- 
creasing the value of the public lands. Have the 
Military Committee asked for the appropriation 
of this money for the public defense? Have the 
Committee on Commerce ever presented a report 
to this body, asking for an improvement of this 
| kind, for the purpose of encouraging the commerce 
of the country? Then it comes down at last to 
‘ one of the arguments of my distinguished friend 
! from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] that it is to increase 
the value of the publiclands. And then the ques- 
tion necessarily arises whether we should appro- 

riate this amount in money, for the purpose of 
improving the value of the public lands in this 


i 
t 
i 
| 
| 
i 
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i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
| 


many years ago a late President of the United 
States, when we were in danger of a foreign war, 
had it seriously under consideration to present the 
subject to Congress as a means of increasing our 
public defenses, 
off, and he did not do so. He thereby showed 
| his good judgment and good sense, and his un- 
willingness to involve the Government in an ap- 
propriation of money which the emergencies of 
i the time did not require. 
| in a state of profound peace—when there is no 


priation. 


country. 
| merely for the purpose of improving the value of 
the public lands, to make this appropriation? I 
wanted to get to that point, and to show to the 
Senate that we are legislating now for the defenses 
of the country, and forthe encouragement of com- 
merce, through the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. CASS. I do not intend to follow the hon- 
orable Senator from Georgia through this discus- 
sion. We have pursued that race long enough, 
and I am not going to say another word about it. 
But [ cannot help noticing one most extraordinary 
doctrine which he has advanced, which is, that if 
a standing committee of this body report a propo- 
sition, we here have no right to take into consid- 
eration any other question than the simple one 
that may have been before the committee. 

Mr. DAWSON. I did not say you had not the 
right to do it, but that it is unusual. 

Mr. CASS. Unusual! Why, Mr. President, 
I take it that if a measure is before this body and 
a Senator is compelled to vote upon it, it is his 
duty to look to all the circumstances connected 
with it. A measure is presented; it is referred to 
a committee; the committee make a report giving 
their views; and then when it comes before the 
Senate, it is every Senator’s duty to look into the 
whole circumstances connected with it. There 
are pröposinons which come before us every ses- 
sion which involve considerations that are fre- 
quently not adverted to by the committee which 
report them; Very frequently occasions arise 
where questions involve different interests, and itis 
difficult to know to which committee to refer them; 
but because they are referred to one of the com- 
mittees, does it, therefore, follow that we are to 
lose sight of all the considerations which might 
recommend their reference to another committee ? 
Such a doctrine will not do for a moment. You 
might as well shut your eyes to these questions at 
once. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I shall vote with 
a great deal of pleasure for the bill before the Sen- 
ate. It comes from a committee of which I ama 
member, and { would ask my friend from Georgia 
whether, when a subject is referred to a commit- 
tee by the Senate, it is not the appropriate duty of 
that committee to report upon it. It was by the 
action of the Senate that this subject was sent to 
the Committee on Pablic Lands. ‘The action of 


expended. The matter will be open to the com- 


| the Senate, therefore, superinduced the duty, on 


wey. > 
‘he Senator from Michigan stated that not! 


But that apprehension passed ‘ 


| war-cloud lowering—when there is no apprehen- į 
sion felt, we are called upon to make this appro- | 
In the same way | might speak of the |! 
appropriation in reference to the commerce of the | 
Then the question is: Is it politic, į 


Yet, now, when we are || 


| tee on Commerce. 


the part of that committee, of making such a re- 
port as they believed proper in regard to it, 

This is a national work of internal improve- 
ment, and the amendment of my friend from 
Michigan, instead of going in a roundabout way 
to do what is to be done, proposes to appropriate 
out of the public Treasury the public money to 
doit. It recognizes the old doctrine—in favor of 
which I have always been—of the power of the 
General Government to appropriate the public 
money for works of national importance, I rose 
more particularly, however, to suggest that it is 
all-important, as it seems to me, that we should 
pass this bill at this time, not only for the reasons 
assigned by my honorable friends from Michigan, 
but for another reason—that, if it is not passed 
now, it may be possible, looking to the. future, 
that we may have at the head of this Government 
some one who would prevent its going into effect, 
even if it were passed. 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Georgia inquired whether this bill had re- 
ceived the sanction of any of the committees of 


| this body, except the Public Lands Committee. 


He asked why it was not referred to the Commit- 
I wish merely to state, that 
it has been referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. They have given their sanction to the bill 
in a report here. It was then referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. That committee have 
given their sanction to it, and their report provided 
for the execution of the work by a grant of land, 
which was the scope of their authority. It has 
received the sanction of the War Department, as 
is indicated by the report to which reference has 
already been made. The President of the United 
States, also, gave it his sanction in his message to 
Congress, whieh was alluded to by my colleague. 

Mr. SMITH occupied the attention of the Sen- 
ate for some time, in favor of the proposed vanal, 
showing its importance, and the great importance 
of the region of country it would open to market. 
He also commented upon the mineral resources 
of that region, and their great value to the coun- 
try. [For his remarks see Appendix.]} 

Mr. MASON. It is not contemplated, I sup- 
pone; that we shall take a vote upon this bill to- 

ay. 

Several Sewators. “Oh, no!’ “Oh, no!”? 

Mr. CLARKE. There will be no vote taken 
on this bill to-day, and [ therefore move to post- 
pone its further consideration till to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 


Mr. CLARKE. I now ask the favor of the 
Senate to allow me to call up a resolution which I 
offered yesterday, for the purpose of disposing of 
it. It will not occupy one moment. It is a res- 
olution in relation to acall for papers from the 
Department of the Interior. 

The motion to take up the resolution was 
agreed to. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior he directed 
to report to the Senate, as soon as practicable, the rea- 
sons for the recall of Lieutenant Colonel J. D. Graham, 
from his position as chiefastronomer of the Boundary Coni- 
mission, employed in determining the line between the 
United States aud the Republic of Mexico ; together with all 
the papers conneeted with his appointment, the revocation 
of that appointment, and the instructions given to him. 
Also, that the Secretary of the Interior be further directed 
to report to the Senate any instructions given or sent to 
Andrew B. Gray, relating to the initial point npon the Rio 
Grande, agreed upon by the commission, and the reasons 
for the removal of the said Andrew B. Gray from his po- 
sition as surveyor upon the part of the United States upon 
the said Boundary Commission. 

Mr. CLARKE. I move to lay the resolution 
on the table; and, in doing so, I merely wish to 
say that, since the introduction of that resolution, 
I have ascertained that all the papers which I de- 
signed to call for by that motion, were included in 
a similar resolution, offered by the Senator from 
California some time ago. To call for them again 
would be a work of supererogation, and I there- 
fore move to lay the resolution on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. GWIN. The unfinished business of yes- 
terday is a bill to “ authorize the payment by the 
‘surveyor general of California for the survey of 
‘any claims which have been, or may be presented 
‘ to the board of land commissioners for adjudica- 
‘tion under the act of Congress, approved 3d 
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«March, 1851, to ascertain and settle the private |! 


‘land claims in the State of California.” 

I believe that is the next business in order to- 
day; but, as it is now late, and as it is desirable 
that we should bave a short Executive session, I 
will simply remark, that if it leads to any further 
discussion, | will move its postponement. I think, 
however, that we can take a vote upon it to-day, 
and I hope it may be taken up and disposed of. 
I move that that bill be taken up. 

Several Senarors. No, no; it’s too late; ad- 
journ. 

Mr. GWIN. If gentlemen are indisposed to 
take up the bill, I will withdraw the motion. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate proceeded 
to the consideration of Executive business; and, 
after some time spent therein, the doors were re- 
opened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Trorspar, July 22, 1852. 


The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirrizron F. Morean. 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER stated that the business first 
in order was the consideration of House bill No. 
284, ‘to grant the right of way to all rail and 
plank roads passing through the public lands of 
the United States.” 

Mr. CLARK. Jask the unanimous consent of | 
the House to take up and have passed Senate bill 
No. 316, which is now upon the Speaker’s table. | 
It is a bill entirely of a local character, and the in- 
terests of the citizens concerned in it demand that 
it shall be passed. I believe that if the House 
will hear the bill read, there will not be a dissent- | 
ing voice to its passage. | 

Mr. DUNCAN. Will the gentleman state | 
what is the object of the bill he refers to? 

Mr. CLARK. The object of the bill is merely 
to relinquish to the town of Belleview, in the State | 
of Iowa, a certain narrow strip of land bordering 
the Mississippi river. Itis formed, in part, by ac- 
cretions, and I suppose it does not amount to more 
than three or four acres altogether. The object of 
relinquishing itis to enable thecorporate authorities 
to erect warehouses and wharves. Nobody is in- 
terested in it except the citizens of the place. If 
gentlemen will hear the bill read, I am sure they 
will permit it to pass. 

Mr. AVERETT. Has the bill been referred 
to any committee of this House? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. AVERETT. Then I object to its being | 
taken up. f 

Mr. CLARK. I hope the objection will be 
withdrawn. The people of the town are waiting 
the passage of this bill in order to build ware- 
houses and wharves, which the commercial inter- 
ests of the place absolutely require. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia withdraw his objection? 


Mr. AVERETT. Ido not. 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO CANAL. 

Mr. HAMMOND. [ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up frorn the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 358, for the purpose of having 
it referred. It is a bill ‘* directing a survey and 
estimate of the cost of constructing a canal basin 
at the terminus of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
at Georgetown.” | 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. l 

Mr. FLORENCE. lask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present a bill ‘for the pro- 
tection and settlement of the eastern frontier of 
California,” for the purpose of having it referred | 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Has previous notice been | 
given? : : 

Mr. FLORENCE. No, sir; I have given no 
notice of it. 

Mr. STANLY. Then, sir, I object. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 1 insist on the 
regular order of business. 


RIGHT OF WAY TO PLANK AND RAILROADS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 


| lished in yesterday ’s proceedings] were then read. 


| ayes 36, noes 81. 


| to the Clerk’s desk. 


ness is House bill No. 284, and the pending ques- 
tion is on the substitute offered by the gentleman 
from Michigan, [Mr. Sruarr.} 

The bill as amended and the substitute [pub- 


Mr. SMART called for the yeasand nays on the 
substitute, and asked for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Ops and 
Davis, of Indiana, were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported 23 in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on agreeing to the 
substitute; and it was decided in the negative— 


| 
i 
| 


So the substitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the amendment was rejected, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts, 
several clerical errors in the bill were corrected. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time, and was subsequently read the 
third time. 

The question now being, Shall the bill pass ?— 

Mr. SMART called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the bill passed. ! 

Mr. COBB moved to reconsider the vote by | 
which the bill was passed, and also to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which fatter | 
motion was agreed to. ; 

On motion by Mr. COBB, the title of the bill : 
was amended, by inserting after the word “ plank”? | 
the words ‘ Macadamized turnpike.” 


| 

CESSION OF CUMBERLAND ROAD. | 
j 

| 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I desire to renew 
the request which I made yesterday. Task the | 
unanimous consent of the House to enable me to ; 
move that the Committee of the Whole on the state | 
of the Union be discharged from the further con- ; 
sideration of the bill to cede to the State of Ohio , 
the unfinished portion of the Cumberland road; 
the State authorities desire to finish it. If the bill ; 
is not taken up now, it cannot pass at this session. | 

Mr. BISSELL. What does the gentleman pro- | 

ose to do with the bill? f 

Mr. STANTON. I want the Houseto passit. | 

Mr. BISSELL. Then I object. 

Mr. STANTON. The State of Illinois got a 
bill passed just like this. 

Mr. RANTOUL. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit the resolution which I send 


Mr. OLDS. I object, and call for the regular 
order of business. 

[Cries of “ Read the resolution !’’} 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be 
requested to communicate to this House, so far as may, in 
his opinion, be consistent with the public interest, all the 
information in his possession relative to the right of vessels | 
of the United States to take fish within three miles of the 
coasts of the British North American Provinces, according | 
to the uniform practice under the convention of 1818, and 
as to any orders issuegd, or any cruisers dispatched, or fitting 
out by the Government of Great Britain, or by either of 
said Provinces, for the purpose of interrupting said fishery 5 
and also what measures, if any, have been taken by the 
authority of the United States to protect such right of fish- 
ery: 

Mr. OLDS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Then the House will pro- 
ceed to the regular order of business. 

Mr.OLDS. At the request of gentlemen around | 
me I will withdraw the objection. 

Theresolution was then again read and adopted. | 


HOSTILITIES ON THE FRONTIERS. 


Mr. OLDS. I ask for the regular order of 
business. 

Mr. BISSELL. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up from the Speaker’s table 
the bill authorizing the Government to furnish 
arms to the citizens upon our frontiers. 

Mr. OLDS. I cannot consent. I call for the 
regular order of business. 

Mr. BISSELL. Will the gentleman hear what 
the bill is, and then object? 

Mr. OLDS. But I shall be compelled to object : 


| to any other than the regular order of business. 


Mr. BISSELL. I hope the House will allow i 


me a word in explanation of the object of this bill, 
The House sometime ago passed a bill authorizing 
the Government to supply the citizens upon our 
frontiers with arms for their own protection. The 
bill was sent to the Senate, where it received a 
small amendment, authorizing the President, in 
certain cases, to call out the militia there for the 
protection of the frontier. With chat amendment 
the bill is now returned to the House. The re- 
cent and the latest accounts show the greatest 
possible necessity for the passage of this bill, as 


! the Indians and Mexicans upon the frontiers of 


Texas are committing the most horrible outreges, 
and there is the utmost necessity that this bill 
should be immediately passed. +I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take that bill from 


| the Speaker’s table, with a view of concurring in 


the slight amendment made by the Senate. 

[Cries of ‘ Agreed !’’ 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I object. 

Mr. HOWARD. I appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. BISSELL. I am sure if any gentleman 
will read the latest accounts from the frontier of 
Texas, he will not object to the passage of the bill. 
I have no interest whatever myself in the matter, 
but the necessity of the case demands that the bill 
should be passed immediately. I think no gen- 
tleman objects. 

Mr. STANTON. I objected; and I do not 
withdraw my objection. 


SPRINGFIELD AND TERRE HAUTE RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness js the consideration of House bill No. 289, 
granting the right of way and a portion of the 
public lands to the States of Indiana and Minois 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from Spring- 
field, Illinois, to Terre Haute, Indiana. ‘The 
pending motion is to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I now withdraw the 
demand for the previous question, and also with- 
draw the motion to recommit; and in order to get 
a vote upon the merits of the bill, I move to put 
it upon its passage; and upon that motion [ call 
the previous question. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. STANLY. I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw that motion for a moment, and let the bill 
be postponed for a week or two, in order to see 
what the Senate may do with the land bill. 

Mr. STEVENS. I would willingly do that, 
but I suppose the motion to postpone is not in 
order. l ask the Chair whether it is competent 
for me to move to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
during the pendency of the call for the previous 
question. 

A Memnurr. Let the call for the previous ques- 
tion be withdrawn, 

Mr. DAVIS. I decline to withdraw the call. 

Mr. STEVENS. Then I insist upon the mo~- 
tion to lay upon the table, and ask the yeas and 
nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the ques- 
tion being taken, the result was—yeas 61, nays 
78; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, Ashe, 
Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Bartlett, John H. Boyd, Bragg, 
Caskie, Chastain, Cleveland, George T. Davis, Dawson, 
Dinunick, Duncan, Fautkner, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Gaylord, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Hibbard, Horsford, Jobn w. 
Howe, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, George G. King, 
Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Mariin, Mason, Me- 
Lanahan, McQueen, Meade, Mitison, Morehead, Murray, 
Newton, Perkins, Reed, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Origen 3. 
Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, 


I move to 


i Venable, Wailace, Washburn, Wildrick, and Woodward 


—6I. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Bissell, Bowne, Briggs, 
Albert G Brown, George H. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington 
Cabell. Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, J. G. Davis, 
Doty, Eastman, Fieklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Good- 
enow, Goodrich, Green, Grey, Harper, Hart, Hebard, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Howard, T. M. Howe, Jackson, James Jobn- 
son, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kuhns. Landry, 
Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Miller, Miner, Mo- 
lony, John Moore, Nabers, Olds, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, 
Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Rantoul, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Seurry, David L. Seymour, Stanly, Benjamin. Stauton, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, Towns 
hend, Walbridge, Waish, Ward, Watkins, Addison White, 
Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—78. 


So the bill was not laid upon the table. 


1884 


July 22, 


d Asune were ap- 
pointed. 4 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 59, noes 63. 

So the House refused to second the demand for 
the previous question: : 

Mr, DOTY.: I wish to offer an amendment to | 
the bill. : 

The SPEAKER. Is the proposition in the na- 
ture.of an additional section? ` 

Mr. DOTY. Itis designed as an addition to 
the last section of the bill. i 

Mr. ALLISON. Isitin order to move to post- | 
pone the further consideration of the whole subject | 
for two weeks? e | 

The SPEAKER. Itisin order. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move that the bill, 
with the proposed amendment, be postponed for 
two weeks. : 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask that the amendment 
may be read, so that we may have some knowl- 
edge of what we are acting upon. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 


` That to aid in the construction of the railroads herein- | 
after mentioned there shall be and hereby is granted to the 
all the rights, privi- | 


States hereinafter named, respectively, 
teges, and liabilities conferred by the preceding sections of 

this act on the States of Indiana and Tilinois; and that 

public lands of the United States to the same extent, in pro- 

portion to the length of the road, on the same terins, limita- 

tions and restrictions in every respect shall be and hereby 

ave granted to each of the said States hereinafter named, 

respectively, for the benefit of the road or roads described, 

viz: 

To the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Minois, for a railroad 
fiam. Toledo, in Ohio, by Logansport and Layfayette, in 
Indiana, and by Peoria, in Ilinois, to Burlington; from 
Cincinnati, in Ohio, by Vincennes, to St. Louis; and from 
Louisville, by Mount Carmel, on the nearest practicable 
route, to a point on said last-mentioned road, in [linois. 

To the States of Missonri and Arkansas, for a railroad 
frony-a point on the Mississippi river opposite Cairo, by 
Little Rock, to a point on the Texan boundary, in Arkansas, 
with branches from Little Rock to Fort Smith, and toa 

oint on the Mississippi river, to be designated by the 

Legislature of the State of Arkansas. 

To the States of Louisiana and Mississippi, for a railroad 
from New Orleans, by the way of Jackson and Canton, in 
Mississippi, thence to connect, by the nearest and best 
routé, with the proposed Nashville and New Orleans rail- 
rond; from New Orleans, by Opelousas, tothe Texas line; 
and from a point opposite to Vicksburg to Shreveport, and 
thence to the boundary of Texas. 

To the States of Mississippi and Alabama, for a railroad 
from Brandon, iù Mi ippi, to Montgomery,in Alabama. 

To the State ‘of Wisconsin, for a railroad from Chicago, 
by Woodstock, Janesville, and Fond du Lac, to Lake Su- 
perior; from Milwaukee, by La Crosse, on the Mississippi 
river, to the Falls of St. Anthony; and from Manitowoc, 
on Lake Michigan, by Stevens's Point, to the Falls of St. 
Croix, and thence to the Mississippi river, in the Territory | 
of Minnesota, with a branch to Fond du Lae on Lake 
Superior, | z : 

To the State of Jowa, for railroads from Dubuque to 
Keokuck, and from Davenport, Dubuque, and Burlington, 
on the Mississippi river, upon the best and most direet 
routes to the Missouri river—the points of termination to be 
selected by the Legistature of the State of Jowa. ; 

To the State of Michigan, for a railroad from Zilwaukee, 
on Saginaw river, by the head of Grand Traverse Bay, to 
Mackinaw ; from Pontiac, to the mouth of Grand river; 
and from Port Huron, on the river St. Clair, across the Pen- 
insula of Michigan, to Lake Michigan. i 

To the State of California, for a railroad from San Fran- 
cisco to Sau José. 


county. S : ; ert 
To the State of Florida, for a railroad and branch from a 
certain point near the Atlantic ocean, in Florida, across the | 
said State, to a certain other point or points.on the Gulf of | 
Mexico, in said State; the said points, and the route of the 
said road gnd branch, to be designated by the authority of 


the said States; and also, to the States of Florida and Aja- 
bama, fora railroadirom a certain point on Pensacola Bay, | 
in Florida, to Montgomery, in Alabama, (with a branch from 
the said rõad to'a- pòint at or near the terminns of the Girard 
and Mobile road, on the waters of Mobile Bay.or ‘Tensaw 
river, in the said State of Alabama,) the route of said road ! 
and branch to be designated by the authority of the said { 
States, respectively. , žal 

To the State of Alabama, for the Alabama and Tennessee | 
river railroad,.leaging from Selma to the Tennessee river, 
at or néar Gunter’s Landing, ae A 

Also, for the Winchester and-Tennessee river railroad, 
leading from Winchester to the ‘Pennesseé river, at or near 
Deposit, in the State of Alakama. a l 
> And- the routes of the said roada shall be on thé most 
direct and feasible lines between the places named, and in | 
all cases where the said routes, or either of them, are not 
now located and determined, the proper anthority of each 
State, respectively, through which sald roads, or parts 


i 


thereof, run, or to wbich the preceding grants are made, 


shali determine the same. And all’ minerat lands, except- i 


ing those subjeet by law to private- entry, are! hereby-ex- 


| debate the matter. 


į Public Lands? 


granted. r 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Irise to a ques- 
tion of order. The amendment, I think, is cer- 
tainly not in order, for the reason that the bill un- 
der consideration is for a particular obiect, and 
this amendment is to introduce a general system 
applicable to other States in which the public lands 
lie, and the Chair will recollect that it has been 
held in this House uniformly, ï believe, that a 
pension bill, for instance 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (interrupting. ) 
I must call the ‘gentleman to order. He cannot 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman4s stating his 
oint of order, and after the decision of the Chair 
1s made, the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jonn- 
son] may appeal. 
Mr. JONES. I was stating what had been the 
uniform practice of the House. 


Mr. DOTY. I wish to remind the Chair of the | 


decision the Chair made, in the case of the bill 
reported for a railroad in Wisconsin by the Com- 


mittee on Public Lands, and referred to the Com- : 


mittee of the Whole. A gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was allowed, and decided by the Speaker 
to be in order, to move an amendment in favor of 
a railroad in Kentucky, and a general grant of 
land. The question is therefore decided. 

The SPEAKER. Was that during the pres- 


ent session? 


Mr. DOTY. Ft was. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recol- 
lect it. 


Mr. DOTY. Mr. Grey, of Kentucky, made 
the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. 
amendment in order at this time? 


The SPEAKER. There is a question of order į: 
pending, upon the amendment already proposed. i! 
The bill, as the Chair understands it, proposes to 
appropriate lands, and to give the right of way to | 


the States of Indiana and Illinois: This proposed 

amendment is to extend precisely the same privi- 

leges, as the Chair understands, to other States. 
Mr. TAYLOR. To what other States? 


The SPEAKER. The number I do not recol- | 


lect, but there are several. Ina word, the effect 


of the amendment is to convert a bill for a special | 
purpose, into very nearly a general bill, embracing || 


almost all, if not all, the States of the Union, in 
which public lands lie. The Chair is inclined to 
overrule the questien of order raised by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.] The Chair 
confesses that he has some doubts. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
quire if the morning hour is out? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. DOTY. I move to recommit the bill, to 
which I offered the amendment which has just 
been read, to the Committee on Public Lands: 


I wish to in- 


The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Ken- 


tucky [Mr. Stanroy] has the floor. 
Mr. STANTON. 
order the report of the Committee on Printing? 
The SPEAKER. It is the first business in the 
House. i, 
Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. “ Would it bein order 
to move to recommit the bill which we have just 
had under consideration, to the Committee’ oa 


The SPEAKER. It would be in order, if the 
gentleman can get the floor for that purposes. . 
` Mr. STANTON, If Ido notlose my privilege 
to the floor, I will yield to that motion. í 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. if the morning 
hour has expired, I insist upon the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour is out. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I insist upon the regular 
order of business. : 

Mr. STANTON. As I have. the door, I will 
make the motion to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, - - : ; ; 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. -I rise toa 
question' of order. Isit competent. to: make that 
motion, while a motion to. postpone to.a day cer- 
tain is pending? -—. f ae 

The SPEAKER. It is not.only competent, bit 
the Chair thinks it. takes precedence; but he will 
turn to the:rules. The .46th rule reads: 

“ When a question is under debate, no-motion shall he 


Ts a further | 


Is not the first business in | 


H 
i 
| 
t 
i precedence in the order in which they are arranged,” &e. 
| "The Chair thinks that the motion to recommit 
| ig not in order. 

| Mr. STEVENS. I was under the impres- 
| sion that it was not, until the other motion was 
i decided, However, the Chair will determine. 

; “he SPEAKER. The motion to postpone toa 
|! day certain takes precedence. 

| Mr. KING, of New York. 
i| to commit is not in order? 

i The SPEAKER. Iris not 


Then the motion 


Mr. KING. My colleague over 
i| Jenxins,} who offered a substitute 
i ported by the Committee on Print 
; be absent to-morrow, and for a few days. 
is to be postponed on account of the gentler 
i from Indiana, (Mr. Gorman,] the cha 
i| committes, being absent, | suggest. that it be poste 
‘i poned for a still longer time, say until the latter 
|, pari of next week, My colleague can say when 
i he will be back. . 

| Mr. STANTON, 


I have no objection to any 

| reasonable time, : 
Mr. KING. Then I suggest a week from Mon- 
i day next. It can be taken upat any time by unan- 


i 
| 
| imous consent, at an earlier period. 
4 
| 
| 
| 


i 
+ 
|| Mr. STANTON. I cannot consent to so long 
|! a delay. I have no objection to have its consid- 
; eration postponed until next Monday. 

Mr. KING. My coileague will not be back 
ii then. I will inquire of the Chair, if it will not be 


‘in order to bring this matter up at any time, if it 

i$ NOL postponed ? 

The SPEAKER, If the House does not post- 

i; pone it. 

i Mr. KING. Ifitis not postponed it remains 

|; the business first in order in the House, after the 

morning hour? 
The SPEAKER. 

| Mr. STANTON. 


It does. 

Iwill modify my motion, 
and move to postpone its consideration until Mon- 
i| day, instead of to-morrow... 
| Mar. FLORENCE. I move to postpone it until 
© Tuesday next. 

i Mr. JENKINS. 
|| this day week. |: 

The SPEAKER. The question will first be 
taken on the longest time. 

- The question was then taken upon the motion of 
My. Jenxins, to postpone the consideration of the 
whole matter until Thursday next, and it was 
H agreed to. | 
|! THOMAS RITCHIE’S CLAIM. 


Mr. STANTON. Taminstructed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing for the Flouse, who bave had 
li under consideration the memorial of Thomas 
| Ritchie, on the subject of public printing, propos- 
jing a reduction of fifty per cent. upon the prices 
i| of 1819, as the:-prices by which he proposes that 
| his accounts shall be settled, to make a report upon 
|| that subject. My object. in presenting a report 
| now is merely that it way be printed; and I will, 
iin addition to the motion to print, move to post- 

pone the consideration of it until this day three 
weeks. 
| The SPEAKER, the report in the shape of 
a bill or a joint resolution? 

Mr. STANTON. In the shape of ajoint reso- 
tution. : 
, _ The resolution was then read 
| tide, as follows: 

4 “Joint resolution: providing a séttlement with Thomas 
i} Ritchie, assignee of William M.: Belt, for printing in the 
i! Thirty-firet Congress,” 


i move to postpone it until 


Stared 


| 
i 
| 


a first time by its 


i 


t 


if : : D e 

| Mr. STANLY. i should like to know how that 

| The SPEAKER. It comes from the Commit- 

tee on Printing, which has tie privilege of report- 

i 

| r. STANLY. [raise the question of order, 
that that committee has'no jurisdiction over the 

f minge on Printing has, no jurisdiction over it at 

ij all. i 


| report.gets before the House? 

ng at any time. 

subject. That is a private claim, and the Com: 
Mr. STANTON. I have simply to’ say that 


1852. _ 
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the House gave the committee jurisdiction over 
the matter by receiving Mr. Ritchie’s memorial, 
and by r ing it to us; and we have simply 
acted in obedience to the commands of the House 
in presenting the report. 

Mr. STAN 


{Mr. Bayiy,] who is not now in his seat, very 


properly intimated to the House, a few days: 


since, that we are in the habit of exercising a 
higher law, one above the Constitution and the 
rules, by taking jurisdiction of subjects which do 
not properly belong to the various committees. 
Now, this is one of those occasions; and [ want 
the House to settle, before they go any further, 
whether this Committee on Printing has any au- 
thority to pass upon private claims in this manner. 
According to the rules, the Committee on Printing 
have no more to do with it than the Committee 
of Ways and Means, or the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, or any other committee in this House 
—none in the world. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, 
tleman will allow me to ask a question, I desire 
to know whether this biil refers to any printing of 
this Congress, or whether it is a claim for past 
and executed work? 

Mr. STANTON. Itrelates to thecurrent work. 
Mr. Ritchie has not completed the work of the 
last Congress. He has not had it in his posses- 
sion long enough to enable him to complete it. 
The work is now going on. 
ply provides the terms upon which the account 
Shall be settled; and it relates to the current busi- 
ness of the last Congress which is under the con- 
trol of this ETouse, and the officers of the House. 

Mr. JAVEN. I would like to inquire of my 
colleague upon the Committee on Printing, [Mr. 
Sraynron,] whether this is a report from the Joint 
Committee on Printing, or whether it is a report 
only from that part of this committee whieh con- 
sists of the members of this House? Before the 
question is answered, [deem it due to myself to 
say, that for one, as a member of that committee, 
I have always insisted thatthe duties of that com- 
mittee were simply executive, and should be con- 
fined to carrying out in its fullest force and oper- 
ation the resolution under which the committee 
were appointed; and hence 1 have declined to act 
upon any of these things which I did not consider 
ag pertaining to the duties cf that committee. If 
it shall turn out that this report is made bya por- 
tion of that joint committee, then 1 want to sub- 
mit a question, whether this House can receive 
anything short of a report from the Committee on 
Printing, which consists of three members of each 
House? 

Mr. STANTON. I stated, when I introduced 
the report, that it was a report from the commit- 
tee of this House, and not of the joint committee. 
The memorial of Mr. Ritchie was referred to us, 
the three members of this House on the Commit- 
tee on Printing, and we were directed to take the 


matter into consideration, and report upon it. We | 


have done so. ; i 
Mr. HAVEN. Then I desire to make the ad- 
ditional question. The second section of the joint 


resolution recognizes a Committee on Printing; |) 


and there is but one such committee, that I am 
aware of, and that consists of six members—three 
from this House and three from the Senate. I 
submit, in addition to what was suggested the 
other day, that even if the whole of that com- 
mittee, as a committee, can report upon any sub- 
ject, at any time, yet it is not competent for half 
of that committee to do it. 

Mr. STANLY. The following is the 20th 
joint rule: j 


be chosen by th 
a Committee ¢ £ 
such measure deemed necessary to remedy any 
neglect or delay on the part of the contractor to execute the 
work ordered by Congress, and to make a pro rata reduc- 
tion in the compensation allowed, or to refuse the work 
altogether, shonid it be inferior to the standard; and in all 
eases, the contractor and his securities shall be respousible 
for any increased expénditure consequent upon the non- 
performance of the contract. The committee shall andit 
and pass upon all accounts for printing ; butno bill shall be 
acted upon for work that is not actually executed and de- 
livered, and which they may require to be properly authen- 
tieated.— Joint resolution (section second) of the first ses- 
sion Twenty-ninth Congress.” 
Now, sir, this must have been audited and 
ssed upon in the last Congress. Mr. Ritchie 
as been paid according to his contract in the last 


The resolution sim- ! 


LY. She gentleman from Virginia, | 


4 


{ 


If the gen- |} 


| lief, because he lost money by that contract. I 
| want a vote of the House upon the point of order, 


|! before this question shali be acted upon. i 
The SPEAKER. The fact that the House of | 


Representatives has directed the memorial of 
i Thomas Ritchie to be sent to that committee is 
conclusive as to the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STANLY. How did the House send it? 
Did some gentleman send it up, as we do pe- 
tations every day, and say, presented by Mr. A 
B, and referred to such a committee? 

The SPEAKER. ‘That would be equally legal 
and regular, in the opinion of the Chair. Tt will 
be for the House to alter its rules, if they are im- 
perfect. 

Mr. STANLY. Do [understand the Chair to 
decide that the reference of one of these papers 
gives jurisdiction to the committee? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so thinks. 

i Mr. STANLY. It is time the House should 
decide that question. After the question is decid- 
| ed I want to raise the question whether one half 
of the committee can make a report. If so, it is 


|; not necessary for the House to appoint any one 


| committee upon any particular branch of business; 
| for if Í can geta committee favorable to my views, 
| having referred to it 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
from North Carolina to order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is called to 
order. Does he take an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair? 

Mr. STANLY. I do take an appeal. 

The SPEAKER. If the geneman will allow 
the Chair for a single moment, he will refer to the 
proceedings of last Congress upon this very sub- 
ject. 


I call the gentleman 


t WEDNESDAY, February 12, 1851—page 257. 

«Mr. McWillie, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the memorial of Thomas Ritchie, a party to 
| the contract of William M. Belt, to execute certain classes 
of the priuting of Congress, asking that some arrangement 
| may be made by which he may be suitably compensated, 
reported a joint resolution (No. 36) € for the relief of Thom- 
as Ritchie on the subject of the public printing.’ 

“Mr. Burt made the point of order thatit was not compe- | 
tent for the Committee on Printing at this time, except by 
unanimous consent, to make a report based upon a private 
memoria!—the rule of the House which authorizes the 
Committee on Printing to report at any time only contem- 
i plating such cases as are designed to expedite the public 
priuting. 

“The Speaker stated that the 21st joint rule explicitly 
provides that ‘it shall be in order for the Cominiitee on 
! Printing to report at any time ;? it places no restrictions ay 
| to the subject-matter of such report, only limiting the eom- 
| mittee to such mattersas are legitimately before them. For 
this reason, and in conformity with a decision of the House 
| in the Thirtieth Congress, he decided that it was in order 
tor the Cominittee on Printing to report the said joint reso- 
lution at this ime. 

* From this decision of the Chair Mr. Burt appealed. 

Mr. Robert M. McLane moved that the appeal be laid | 


i Mr. 


| on the tabte. 
© And the 
“bt was di 
“ Sothed 


juestion being put on the latter motion, 

ided in the affirmative. 
jon of the Chair was sustained.” 

| The Chair decides that it is in order for a com- | 
| mittee to make a report based upon a memorial 
i 

| 


| that has been referred to it. 
| Mr. STANLY. 
| decision. 

| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I demand 
| tellers upon the appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

: "Tellers were ordered. 

Mr.STANLY. This question involves some 
| $200,000 in its decision, and I demand the yeas 
i and nays. 
Mr. STAN’ 


I take an appeal from that 


TON, of Kentucky. Only $60,000. 
Mr. STANLY. I understand $200,000. t 
| Mr. STANTON. Then we difer about that. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
: ETCHER. Is it in order ‘to move to 
| lay the appeal on the table? | 
| "The SPEAKER. It is. T 
My. LETCHER. Then I submitthat motion. 
Mr. STANLY. Idemand the yeas and nays | 
upon that proposition. i 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| Mr. KING, of New York. I desire, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the precise question before 
us, to propound an inguiry. I understand the gen- | 
tleman from North Carolina to raise the point that 
| the sending ofa petition to a committee by a single | 
| member, under the rule, does not confer upon that | 
| committee jurisdiction of a subject the same-as if 


the House had made the reference. 


Congress, and this is an application of his for re- || The SPEAKER. The gentleman gave ‘some 


such reason for taking an appeal. The Chair’s 
decision is, that inasmuch as the memorial has 
been sent regularly under the rules of the House 
to that committee, it is in order for it to make a 
report upon that memorial. : 

Mr. KING. My vote will be governed by'the 
facts of the case. I doubt whether a single mem- 
ber can confer jurisdiction; but if in open House, 
by its order, the reference was’ made, there is a 
difference. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. T call the gen- 
tleman to order. Discussion is not in order. j 

Mr. KING. My object simply was to get pos- 
session of the facts of the case. mo 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, in reply to the 
gentleman from New York, will be allowed, he 
trusts, to say, that even if it were referred by a 
single member, it was referred under a rule of the 
House, which is as binding as though it were re- 
ferred in open House. It is the business of the 
Chair to enforce the rules as they areand not to 
amend them. 

Mr. KING. And then the decision of the Chair 
is that such a reference would confer jurisdiction? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides, 

Mr.CARTTER. [ask the reading of the rules 
governing the power of the committee—rules 20th 
and 24th. 

The SPEAKER. 
objected to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. For the pur- 
pose of getting information, and ascertaining the 
starting point of this matter, I ask that there be 
read the entry made upon the memorial. Let us 
see to what committee it was referred by the mem- 
ber introducing it, and whether it was referred to 
the whole or only part of the committee. 

{Cries of “ There is objection to the reading or 
discussion !”? and “ Question !”? ** Question !"7] 

The SPEAKER. All discussion is objected to 
upon the right of the Chair. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. We need light. 
upon this subject. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay the appeal from the decision of the Chair 
upon the table, and it was agreed to—~yeas 81, 
nays 64; as follows: 

YEAS-—-Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John. Appleton, 
Averett, Babeock, Thos. H. Bayly, Bissell, Bragg, Breck- 
inridge, Busby, Caldwell, Thompson’ Campbell, Caskie, - 
Chastain, Churehwell, Clark, Cobb, George T. Davis, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Doty, Eastman, Faulkner, ; 
Fitch, Florence, Floyd, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Gaylord, Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, 
Sainpson W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Houston, Howard, Jackson, Robert. W. Johnson, George 
W. Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Mason, 
McLanahan, Meade, Millson, Molony, Murphy, Murray, 
Nahers, Olds, Penn, Polk, Powell, Rantoul, Richardson, 
Robbins, Ross, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Bey- ` 
mour, Skelton, Smart, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard A. 


Stanton, Abraham P, Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Stroth- 
er, Stuart, Thurston, Wileox, Wildriek, and Will s—S1." 

NAYS — Messrs. AHison, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, 
Bowne, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, 
Gcorge H. Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Cleveland, Conger, Cullom, Dunean, Fow- 
ler, Gentry, Giddings, Gonderiow, Goodrich, Grey, Grow, 
Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thos. 
M. Howe, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Kubns, Landry, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Martin, McQueen, Miler, Miner, John 
Moore, Morehead, Newton, Samuel W. Parker, Perkins, 
Reed, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, Scudder, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Walbridge, 
Wallace, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Addison 
White, Alexander White, and Yates—64, 

So the motion to lay the appeal upon the table 
was agreed to. . : l 

[A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States informing the House of 
the signature of certain bills.) 

Mr. SFANTON. I movethat the further con- 
sideration of the report be postponed tilt this day 
three weeks, and that it be ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STANLY. There is another question of 
order pending—the one raised by the gentleman 
from New York, | we 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire that. question disposed 
of. The question just decided was disposed of 
the other day, and i did not care to trouble the 
House about that. The question I raise was stated 
before, and it is, that this petition was referred to 
the Committee on Printing, consisting’ of three 
members of this House and three members:of.the 
Senate, which is designated in the lawas the 
* Committee on Printing.” There-is no such 
thing as a division of it in -the Jaw. “The third 


They will be read, unless 
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section provides that certain duties may be dis- 


charged by members of the committee from each 
House. 
before him, he can understand my point. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the section 
before him. 

Mr. HAVEN. The Chair, then, sees my 
point. It is stated by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, [Mr. Stanron,] and no doubt truly, that 


this is the report from a portion of that committee; ! 


that itis from the members of that committee of 
the House. It is not, therefore, a report from the 
committee. To be so, it must be a report from a 
majority of members of that committee from both 
Houses. itis not the report of that majority. 
The law specifies the duties that may be performed 
by one portion of the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
question of order raised by the gentleman to be, 
that this musi be a report from the entire com- 
mittee, which is a joint committee of the two 
Houses. The third section of the law reads ag 
follows: 

“That all motions to print extra numbers of any bill, 
paper, or document of either House, shall be referred to the 
members of the committee of that House, who shall report 
upon the propriety of printing, and the probable expense 
thereof as carly as convenient”? 


Itis very clear from this section that the law 
contemplates separate action to that extent, at all 
events, 

Mr. HAVEN. There is no doubt of that. 

The SPEAKER. And the right of that portion 
of the committee belonging to the House has been 
again and again exercised, the Chair thinks, in 
this body. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Allow me to 
make a suggestion at this point. It has not been 
three days since this House referred to that com- 
mittee, composed of three members of this House, 
a proposition to print under their direction, and, 
in their discretion, twenty thousand copies of the 
obituary speeches and proceedings upon the occa- 
sion of the announcement of the decease of Mr. 

5 
ay. 


ifthe Chair has the section I allude to | 


r. HOUSTON. That comes under the ex- 


press letter of the law. 

Mr. HAVEN. Besides the House could direct 
any one member of the committee to make sucha 
contract. 

Mr. STANTON. The joint resolution of 1846 
provides that the Joint Committee on Printing 
shall have this printing executed, and that the con- 
tract shall be made by it; but the House conferred 
upon our portion of the committee special au- 
thority by that resolution to have this printing 
done under their own discretion. It is taken from 
under the law. 

Mr. SACKETT. Has the House done so in 
this case? z 

Mr. STANTON. It did go in the case of the 
printing of the obituary addresses. 

Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman will allow me 
a moment, the House conferred—if that is the 
language of the resolution—upon the three mem- 
bers of the House composing the Committee on 
Printing the power to have executed a certain 
number of copies of the obituary addresses and 


other proceedings of the House upon the occasion | 


of the announcement of the death of Mr. Clay. 

Mr. STANTON. It is not an extra number of 
any document ordered to be printed by the House. 
It is a special job out of the usual and ordinary 
printing of the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. Itis understood and conceded 
that it does not come within the powers of the 
committee under the law. Tt is not in the fifth 
class of printing, for if it had been, it would have 
gone to the public printer—Mr, Hamilton—with- 
out any difficulty, And not coming within either 
of the classes, it was a kind and portion of print- 
ing for which there was no contract provided, and 
hence the committee was charged with exercising 
a duty not under the law to carry out the will of 
the House upon that subject. 

Mr. STANTON, 
upon the committee if the House has power, 
withont any rule, to refer that description of mat- 
ter to this committee, whether it has not power to 
refer this proposition of Mr. Ritchie ? 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Ritchie’s proposition was 
referred to the Committee on Printing composed 
of the six members I have mentioned. In the 
other case, the proposition was referred to the three 
members of the House on that committee. 


I will ask my colleague |} 


ji I will not indulge in argument. 


| 
i pensation for public printing, proposing a reduc- 


i asking relief from his contract.” 


Mr. STANTON. ‘The gentleman labors under 
| a mistake there. 

Mr. HAVEN. Inone case under the rule,and 
in the other by the House. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman labors under 
a great mistake. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York contends that the memorial was referred 
i to the entire Committee on Printing, and not a 
portion of it, and that it is not in order for a por- 
tion of the committee to report. That is his | 
point. 

Mr. STANTON. Now to the facts. The 
gentleman who presented the memorial says he 
designed to send it to our committee. It was in- 
dorsed upon the back “To the Committee on 
! Printing.” If it had been intended to send it to 


i ete . j 
il the joint committee, it would have been so re- |! r 
i law gives to the members of both Houses on that 


1 ported upon the Journal. The Clerk of the House 
sent it to our committee, believing that to be the 
direction intended by the author, as it really was. 
i That is the way our committee got possession of it, 
| Mr. STANLY. Iwish only to say a word. 
On the 10th of 
| January, 1851, the petition was first presented, 
| It is indorsed “ Petition of Mr. Ritchie, for com- 


tion of fifty per cent. on the prices of 1819, and 


There is nothing at all about the current busi- į 
| ness of the session. The last entry upon the pe- 
! tition is, ‘ March 17th, 1852; referred to the Joint 
! Committee on Printing, Tuomas H. Bayty.” 
| The reference is to the joint committee, and here | 
half of that committee have undertaken to do the 
duty of the whole, and this House is to act upon 
it before it goes to the committee at all. 

I-should like to have the yeas and nays upon 
that proposition. f 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to inquire of the 
Chair whether this discussion. is in order? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is very anxious 
to make a correct decision in this case, and was 
indulging gentlemen in the suggestion of facts. 

Mr. SYGART. I will make a single sugges- 
tion. This Joint Committee on Printing pos- 
sesses certain duties under a law, but not under 
any rules of this House. I have listened, and, as | 
I understand, all gentlemen agree that this is not 
a duty arising under that law, but that itis a sub- 
| ject-matter referred to the Committee on Printing | 
| under the rule of this House. The only Com- | 
i mittee on Printing this House has for such pur- 
pose is its own committee. We cannot refer to a 
joint committee raised for a particular purpose. 
i Now it has been held heretofore that the mem- 
| bers of this committee, appointed by the House, 
| constitute its committee, and the only committee | 
it has, upon printing. 

Whenever, therefore, a subject is referred, un- | 
der the rules of the House, to the Committee on |! 
Printing, and that subject does not fall within this 


defines its duties, it goes to the members appoint- | 


i 


over it, and they are the only ones who can report 
to the House, because they are the only ones over į 
whom the House have any control. Theyarethe i 
only organs from whom we can compel a report. 
We cannot coerce a report in this House from the | 
joint committee, but from that portion which con- | 
stitutes our Committee on Printing we can, by 

| resolution, coerce a report. We can instruct, and | 
we can control them, and if the facts have been | 


| port has been correctly made. i 

The SPEAKER. [I wish to know if a portion 
of the committee belonging to the House did not | 
report during the present session, changing the 
| existing law upon the subject of printing. Has 
lit not become our practice by that precedent? 
i The law very clearly contemplates action upon į 
the part of the committee of each House, inde- : 
pendent of the other. The Chair overrules the | 
question of order raised by the gentleman from | 
New York, (Mr. Haven.] 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
refer to the mistake which the gentleman from | 
North Carolina [Mr. Sranxy] has made in a mat- | 
ter of fact. 


The old memorial of the last Con- | 
| gress, which was re-referred at this Congress, is ' 
| - . 
the Committee on Printing.” a i 

Mr. STANLY. In whose handwriting? | 


law which authorizes this joint committee, and |! 


ed by this House. They have the sole control ‘| 


properly stated in this case, I submit that the re- || l f 
ii part of the committee had a right to report; and 


I only desire to |! 


indorsed thus: “Tuomas H. Bayzy, referred to :; 


‘ this memorial as to where it should go. 


! poses of them, I am willing to abide by them. 


Mr. BAYLY. It is my indorsement. The 
Clerk interpreted it as referred to the Joint Com- 
mittee on Printing, but he had no right to alter 
my reference, as the first is in my handwriting, 
and the other in that of the Clerk. Here is the 
memorial { presented at this session, and it is inə 
dorsed in these words, in my handwriting! 
“ Tuomas H. Bayty, referred to the Committee 
on Printing.” | beg to say to the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. Willthe gentleman allow me 
to interrupt him? I fear I shall lose the opportu» 
nity unless he does. I do not desire to raise these 
questions continually, and when the House dis- 
desire to take an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair upon that subject. I will mention it now 
for fear that I may lose the opportunity, that the 
Committee on Printing is a designation which the 


committee. There is no such thing as a commit- 
tee of this House, and a committee of the other, 
There is nothing buta Committee on Printing, 
and then there are certain duties which are con» 
ferred upon the members of that committee, who 
belong to this House. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. For the sake of 
getting a little light, and to have the beginning 


i point right, I wish to ask the gentleman a ques- 


tion. I understand him to draw a distinction be- 
tween the Joint Committee and the Committee on 
Printing. I wish to know if there are two dis» 
tinct committees—whether there is a Committee 
on Printing in this House, and a Joint Commit» 
tee of the two Houses? 

The SPEAKER. Thereis but one, which is 
a joint committee, but the duties of this committee 
are in many cases made separate by the express 
language of the Jaw. 

Mr. BAYLY. The phraseology of that refer- 
ence was not accidental upon my part, but it was 
placed there by design. I was consulted about 
Some 


; persons had the impression that it should go to 


1 


the Committee on Claims. That was not my 
opinion. We have agreat many Committees on 
Claims; a Committee on Revolutionary Claims to 
which the revolutionary claims go—a Committee 
on Private Claims, to which all private land claims 
go—a Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, to 
which invalid pensionsand other claims go, which 
properly come under their jurisdiction. Then 
there are a variety of claims which go to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs—such as the claims of 
the Secretaries of Legations, for instance, who 
perform the duties of Ministers. Besides these 
Committees on Claims which have specific juris- 
diction, there is a general committee, if E may say 
so, which is the residuary legatee of all other 
claims, and that is the Committee on Claims. 

This is a claim which I thought ought to go to 
the committee having jurisdiction of the subject 
to which the claim related, precisely as 1 would 
send a private land claim to the Committee on 
Private Land Claims; andas I would send a claim 
in respect to printing to the Committee on Print- 
ing. 
Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question of order. 
It appears to me that the House have just settled 
this whole question by laying upon the table an 
appeal from the decision of the Speaker upon a 
question of order that tested the admissibility of 
this report. 

The SPEAKER. Thatisvery true. Interms 
the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Srawty] 
appealed from the decision of the Chair that a 


the House decided that the committee had the 
right to make the report. Another ground of ob- 
ection is made, and the gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Srawiy] has a right to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair, which he has done. It 
is the same question repeated upon different 
grounds, that the report made is inadmissible. 
Mr. CARTTER. The point I wish to make 
is this 
Mr. HAVEN. I beg pardon, if the gentleman 
from Ohio will allow me to correct a mistake. I do 
not wish to take up the time of the House. The 
other was a decision as to whether the committee 
had aright to reportatany time. That was decided 
and disposed of by the House. This is a ques- 
tion whether less than the committee—that is, one 
half of the committee—can report in regard to this 
matter when it has not been before the committee ? 


1852. 
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The SPEAKER. It resolves itself into the 
same proposition: whether the report was a proper 
one under the rule. The Chair decided that it 
was. From that decision an appeal was taken, 
and it is substantially the same as the other for 
different reasons. 

Mr. CARTTER. The point I make is this: 
that a distinct reason, or accumulated reason, op- 
erating upon the mind of the House to bring 
them to the same conclusion, cannot change the 
force of the decision which has been already made 
upon this question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tacky (Mr. Sranron] arose and stated distinctly 
that it was a report from that portion of the Com- 
mittee on Printing which belonged to the House 
of Representatives. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Srawty] raised the question of or- 
der, that the report could not be received under 
the rules. The Chair overruled that objection. 
From the decision of the Chair the gentleman 
from North Carolina took an appeal, and the 
House have laid that appeal upon the table. The 
Chair must repeat again, that 1t is the same ques- 
tion as to the reception of the report, although the 
appeal is founded upon a different reason. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I desire to 
state a simple fact. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Haven] stated his reason prior to the 
decision which was made by the Chair and vote 
taken by yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. He made an argument which 
went against the reception of the report, 

Mr. STANLY. My friend from Virginia 
(Mr. Bayty] is mistaken in regard to a part of 
his statement as to the reference of this petition. 
The last petition reads, ‘‘ referred to the Commit- 
tee on Printing;” that is dated March 16, 1852. 
The next day after that reference is to the Joint 
Committee on Printing, March 17th. 

Mr. BAYLY. The direction I made to the 
Clerk was to refer it to the House committee. 

Mr. STANLY. What is it that gives jurisdic- 
tion? Itis the reference by this House. How 
does this House act? By the direction which the 
Clerk gives the petition. That reference is special, 
and to the Joint Committee on Printing; but by the 
terms of the report of my friend from Kentucky, 
[Mr. Sranron,] it is referred only to one part of 


it. 5 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
New York, [Mr. Haven,] upon the ground that 
his proposition has been already decided. It is 
competent to take an appeal from that decision, 
but it is a repetition of the question of order raised 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Sranzy,] based upon different reasons. The gen- 
tleman will remember he urged that very reason 
against the reception of the report, 

Mr. HAVEN. I desireto say to the Speaker, 
and the House, of course, that J did not so under- 
stand it, or J would not have raised the question 
of order. 1 have no desire but to put an end to 
the continual questions of order raised upon this 
matter. I wish to have it settled. f understood 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Stanty] 
had made his point. 

The SPEAKER. The reasons against the re- 
ception of the petition were made to operate, and 
did operate, upon the minds of certain gentlemen. 
The appeal is upon the very same point as to the 
reception of the report, which has already been 
made. 

Mr. STANLY. I appeal from that decision, 
because it is altogether a separate and distinct 
question. Suppose it should turn out that there 
was only one member in the city during the whole 
time, and that during the whole year two mem- 
bers died. They of course could not have acted 
upon the report. : ; l 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I object to any discussion 
unless there is an appeal taken from the decision 
of the Chair. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina (Mr. Stranky] takes an appeal. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Í move to lay the appeal 
upon the table. . : 

Mr. STANLY. I only wish the question 
settled. It ought to be settled in someway. The 
first question was, whether the committee have 
any jurisdiction at all upon the subject? And the 
next question is, whether it ought to be referred 
to the whole committee or not? The questions 


are as wide apart as two questions can possibly 
be. The House have decided that the committee 
had jurisdiction of the matter by the reference of 
the petition to them, by sustaining the Speaker in 
his decision. There is an end of that, and Í have 
nothing more to say upon that point. 

The SPEAKER, ‘lhe gentleman will recollect 
that the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Sranron] 
stated distinctly that it was a report frorn that 
portion of the committee belonging to the House, 
and upon that state of facts the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. Sranzy] took an appeal. 

Mr. STANLY. No, sir. {appealed upon the 
ground that they had no authority over this ques- 
tion at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to be un- 
derstood by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Sranty,} and he thinks that he will agree 
with the Chair. It is precisely the question which 
was raised and settled upon his own proposition, 


as to the right of the committee to report—— 


Mr. STANLY. No, sir. 
The SPEAKER. But for different reasons. 


Mr. STANLY. It was another argument used 
by the gentleman from New York (Mr. Haven] 
in addition to what I stated at the moment he in- 
terrupted me. l remarked that that was another 
question, and surely itis another question. I have 
nothing to do with that appeal. I made no point, 
and I did not know that this point was coming up. 
This is altogether different from the one made be- 
fore. I wish the House to decide whether one 
half or a member of this Committee on Printing 
can make a report. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. If the gentle- 
man from North Carolina labors under the im- 
pression that this is a report from a single member 
of that committee he is much mistaken. 

Mr. STANLY. By no means. I put that by 
way of argument to the Chair. 

Mr. BARRERE. [ understood the Chair to 
have decided this point: that a single member may 
refer a petition or memorial to less than the whole 
committee. That seems to be involved in his de- 
cision. If reference was made to a part of the 
committee it violates the rule—— 

TheSPEAKER. That is another reason why 
the report should not be received; and if upon the 
appeal now taken the House sustains the Speaker, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Barnere] can have 
the same question repeated again for the reason 
which he has now stated. 

Mr.BARREKE. I merely desire to know how 
the Chair decides the matter. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
memorial was proper] referred to the committee. 

Mr. BARRERE, rit be referred to the whole 
committee, can a part make a report? 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair is 
this: The committees of the two Houses act in 
cases which are separate and distinct from each 
other. This is a matter which belongs exclu- 
sively to this House. The practice of the House 
is to receive such reports, and the Chair adheres 
to that practice. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is it possible 
to call the previous question upon this matter? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. JOHNSON. We have had so much de- 
bate and lost so much time upon this matter, that 
I call the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair 
is, that the question of order made by the gentle- 
man from New York (Mr. Haven] is in fact the 
same question of order raised by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Sranwty,] upon which 
he took an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
and which appeal was laid upon the table. The 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Sranzy] in- 
sists, the ground being different, that the ques- 
tion is really a different one, and may be again 
decided by the House. The Chair thinks it is in- 
competent for the gentleman from New York, 
[Mr. Haven,] or the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, (Mr. Srany,] to appeal thus the second 
time from the decision of the Chair after the ques- 
tion of the receivability of the report had been 
settled by the vote of the House. From that de- 
cision the gentleman from North Carolina takes an 
appeal, and upon that the previous question is de- 
manded. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
effect of the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. It will bring the House to a 


What will be the 


l ia 
vote upon the appeal taken from the decision of 


the Chair. 

Mr. STANTON. Not upon the report of the 
committee ? i Saas 

The SPEAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. STUART. I move to lay the appeal upon 
the table. a 

Mr. HART called for tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Penn and CHANDEER were 
appointed, 

he question being taken, the tellers reported— 


ayes 63, noes 61. 


Mr. STANLY demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. . 5 

The SPEAKER. If not objected to, the Chair 
will again state the question as he understands it, 
It would be quite competent for the House to re- 
consider its vote and reach this object, but nothing 
can be clearer to the Chair than that an appeal 
upon the appeal just decided is not in order. The 
Chair was of opinion that the House really could 
not understand the question. The gentleman from 
North Carolina took an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair, which was, that the gentleman from 
Kentucky had a right to report. The gentleman 
took an appeal from that decision, which was laid 
upon the table. The gentleman now says, that 
the committee had no such right to report, but for 
another reason entirely—and it may be a very 
good one—and insists that he has the right again 
to vake precisely the same appeal that he took be- 
fore. These, certainly, are the facts of the case 
which must appear upon the Journal, 

Mr. HAVEN. With the permission of the 
Chair, I desire to correct his statement. f submit 
that the former decision of the House was, that 
the committee had a right to report. This is a 
question whether less than half of the committee 
have the right. 

The SPEAKER In reply to that, the Chair 
states that the gentleman from Kentucky stated, 
with great distinctness and clearness, that it wasa 
report from a part of the committee, and from the 
decision of the Chair, that such a report was in 
order, the appeal was taken. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope the Chair will allow 
me to put myself right. Ee misunderstands me. 
I never said or argued that the Committee on 
Printing had no right to report. I argued that 
they had nothing to do with this case at all—that 
they had no jurisdiction over it. 

The SPEAKER. That is very true. À 

Mr. STANLY. My argument was, that the 
whole committee of the Senate and the House 
together, had nothing to do with this. “That was 
my point, and from the decision of the Chair upon 
that point, I appealed. Then the question raised 
by the gentleman from New York, and which had 
not occurred to me, is whether the committee had 
reported at all. The House has to decide that. 

The question was then taken upon laying the 
appeal upon the table, and it was decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 78, nays 70; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, 
Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Bragg, Breckinridge, 
Busby, Catdwell, Cartter, Caskie, Chastain, Churehwell, 
Clark, Cobb, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Doty, East- 
man, Faulkner, Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Howard, 
Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Lockhart, Mason, MecLanahan, Meade, Millsom, 
Molony, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Peaslee, Penn, Polk, 
Powell, Rantoul, Richardson, Robbins, Ross, Savage, 
Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, 
Smart, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, 
Sutherland, Thurston, Townshend, Venable, Wileox, Wil- 
drick, and Woodward—78. ‘ 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Barrere, Beli, Bibighaus, Bowne, Joim H. Boyd, 
Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. 
Brown, Burrows, Lewis D. Campbell, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Conger, Culom, Duncan, Durkee, Fowler, Giddings, 
Goodcnow, Goodrich, Grey, Grow, Harpar, Hascall, Ha- 
ven, Hebard, Horsiord, Houston, Sohn W. Howe, Thomas 
M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, 
Junes Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Kulins, 
Landry, Maan, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, MeQueen, 


i Miller, Miner, Moore, Morehead, Newton, Samuel W. 


Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Reed, Sackett. Stanly, Benja- 
min Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Walbridge, Wal- 
lace, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Addison White, 
Alexander White, and Yates—70. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table, and the 
decision of the Chair was sustained as the. judg- 
ment of the House. i : eat 

The joint resolution was then read a second 
time. 


| Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, 


there are several appropriation bills which the 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee is 
desirous of getting through with as speedily as 
possible. I therefore desire to move to postpone 
the further consideration of this resolution until 
this day three weeks. 
Mr. POLK. 
two weeks. 


Mr. HOUSTON. That would hardly leave us | 


time to get through with the appropriation bills. 
Mr. STANTON. My object in putting off this 
matter is that other, and, perhaps, more important 
business of the country, shall be got through, and 
that this matter should not inany way embarrass 
the action of the House upon those measures. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman pro- 
pose that the report of the committee be printed? 
Mr. STANTON. Ido, sir. 
Mr. STANLY. 
resolution. 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That Thomas Ritchie, assignee of William M. | 


Belt, the contractor for executing the second, fourth, and 


fifth classes of printing for the ‘Thirty-first Congress, shall | 
receive as compensation for said work, payment at the rate | 
of one halfof the price paid for the printing under'the joint | 


resolution of 1819, and in lieu of the prices specificd in the 
contract of said Belt. 

Mr. BAYLY. I would suggest that we shall 
be more pressed three weeks fram now than in one 
or two weeks. It occurs to me that the better time 


would be an earlier day. | 


Mr. STANLY. If this resolution is postponed | 
will that give it priority over other business when 
it comes up? : 

The SPEAKER. That will depend on the cir- 
cumstances of the case. There are various other 
propositions that would take priority. 

A Me; STANLY. Does it make it a special or- 
er? 

The SPEAKER. It is impossible for the Chair 
to anticipate what would interfere with the consid- 


eration of it. | 


Mr. STANLY. I desire to inquire how much 
money this will take out of the Treasury? 

Mr, STANTON, of Kentucky. I remarked 
to you abont $60,000. If I had had an opportn- 
nity then, I should have corrected some of the 
errors into which you have fallen. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone is 
not debatable. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 1 move to 
postpone the resolution until the 4th of March. 


a POLK. When Pierce is to be inaugu- 
rated, 
The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Penn- 


aylvania [Mr. Srevens] must propose some day 
within the present Con 

Mr, STEVENS. 
March. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I wish to inquire 
if this is not a bill that is required by the rules to 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union? Does it not appropriate money? 

The SPEAKER. It does not, according to the 
opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentueky. 
previous question, and I desire to know what will 
be the effect of that motion? 

The SPEAKER, The effect of it will be to 
bring the House to vote upon the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Srevens.] 

Mr. STANTON. 
my motion? 

The SPEAKER, 

Mr. STANTON. 

Mr. STUART. 


prens: 
hen [ say the third of 


Yes. 


Then it is exhausted. 


off the motion to postpone? 

The SPEAKER. 
postpone. 
> Mr. STANTON. Then I withdraw my de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
to go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union? i 

The SPEAKER. 
the Chair. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Let us postpone 
this matter first. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Very well, ifthe House will ; 
let this matter be postpone by general consent. ; 

The SPEAKER. The motion to postpone is | 
not debatable. 


It will be, in the opinion of 


I suggest to the gentleman to say | 


I call for the reading of the | 


T move the | 


And if that fuils, then upon 


J I wish to make an inquiry. H 
If we sustain the previous question, will it not cut |i 


it will cut off the motion to | 


Wil it be in order to move | 


able, then 
I withdraw my motion. 
The question was accordingly withdrawn. 
The question being upoa the motion proposed 
by Mr. Srevens, of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. STEVENS demanded the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was then taken, and it was decid- 
ed in the negative—yeas 64, nays 90; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, 
Bowne, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. 


BSS) 


“|| Brown, George H. Brown, Cleveland, Conger, Durkee, 


|! Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grow, Hascall, 
| Haven, Hebard, Iorsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, James Johnson, Danicl 
T. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Landry, 
Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McQueen, Miller, 
Miner, John Moore, Morehead, Newton, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Penniman, Perkins, Rantoul, Reed, Sackett, Schermer- 
horn, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
‘Taylor, Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Ward, 
Washburn, Watkins, Alexander White, Woodward, and 
Yates—64. 

if NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, John 
i| Appleton, William Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. 
i| Bayly, Bisscll, Bragg, Breckinridge, Busby, E. C. Cabell, 
i! Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Chas- 
H tain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Jebn G. Davis, 
I| Dawson, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Eastman, Ew- 
| ing, Faulkner, Fitch, Florence, Floyd, Freeman, Thomas 


H Harper, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Houston, Howard, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, 
Mason, McLanahan Meade, Molony, Murphy, Murray, 
Nabers, Olds, Peaslee, Penn, Polk, Powell, Richardson, 
Robbins, Ross, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stu- 
art, Sutherland, Venable, Walsh, Addison White, Wilcox, 
and Williams—90. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred to postpone the further 
consideration of the report until this day three 


weeks; and, being put, it was agreed to. 


SEVENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. McLANAHAN. 
made on Saturday last, to reconsider the vote to 
refer to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union the Senate bill apportioning the Sev- 
enth Census. 
| Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
i| to move to go into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. This is a privileged 
question. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. So is the other. 

The SPEAKER. That motion wiil be in order 
when the gentleman can get the floor for the pur- 
pose of making it; but the gentleman from Penn- 


Mr. HOUSTON. 

ii member to make a motion to postpone the consid- 

eration of the motion to reconsider? 
TheSPEAKER. It will be in order when the 


had yielded the floor with a view to the motion’s 
| being put. 
Mr. McLANAHAN. 
| ylelded it. 

The Clerk then read the title of the bill, as fol- 
ii lows: 
|! e Senate bill No. 281, supplementary to an act providing for 
the taking of the Seventh and subsequent Censuses of the 
inited States, and to fix the number of members of the 
| House of Representatives, and to provide for the future ap- 
ii porigniaent among the several States, approved 23d May, 

99. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Ji is not my design, 
i at this late day in the session, to make any 
| decided opposition to the passage of this bill, 


No, sir; I had not 


accompanied the bill, was to turn the attention 


ithe act of 1850 was a total d@parture from the 
| ginning. 


President Washington, in 1792. itis well known 
that after full consultation with his distinguished 
Cabinet—Jeiferson being Secretary of State—Pres- 
ident Washington sent his firstand only veto mes- 
sage, with this bill, back to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, whereit originated. The bill fell under 
the weight of the constitutional objections urged 
against it by the Executive, 


J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Green, Grey, Hamilton, Hammond, | 


I call up my motion, į 


Is it in order | 


sylvania (Mr. McLawanan] is nowupon the floor. | 
Will it be in order for any | 


My main object in submitting the report which | 


| of this Fouse, and of the country, to the fact, | 
| that the constitutional provision for the apportion- ! 
| ment of the census had been violated—and that | 


! uniform practice of the Government from the be- į 
The law of 1850 bears a striking sim- 
larity, in all its features, to the bill presented to | 


And from 1792, up į 
to 1842, the uniform practice was to divide by a |; 


GLOBE, 


f short time, only an hour and a half. 


ue 


fixed ratio—not the aggregate mass of the repre- 
sentative population of all the States in the Union, 
but the representative population of each separate 
State, without regard to fractions. In 1842, this 
practice was abandoned, so far as to admit the 
representation of major fractions—fractions above 
amoiety. Mr. Webster, in his celebrated report 
as chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the 
Senate, avowed the doctrine that the representa- 
tion of minor fractions would be unconstifdional. 

The bill, however, before the House has re- 
ceived the sanction of the Senate. I was directed 
to report it without amendment, by the majority 
of the Committee on the Judiciary, and l have 
now moved to putit on its passage. 

Now, sir, inasmuch as the most of the States 
in the Union have already formed districts for 
their Congressional representation—thereby anti- 
cipating the execution of the law—and inasmuch 
as the presidential election approaches, and elect- 
oral representatives of the several States must be 
ascertained under the provisions of this bill, lam 
willing that it should be acted on without further 
delay. If the House see proper to pass the Sen- 
ate Bin, I will not interpose any objection here, 


| although I must say I never can sanction its prin- 


ciples by voting in its favor. Iam opposed to it 
in the general and in the detail. I move that the 
bill be put upon its passage. 

Mr. KING, of New York. The motion to re 
consider must first be put. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand 
the previous question upon the proposition to ra- 
consider? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. No, sir. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to reconsider, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

The question recurred upon the motion to refer 
the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state 


| of the Union, 


Mr.McLANAHAN. I withdraw that motion, 
and move to put the bill upon its passage, and 
upon that I demand the previous question. ` 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time, and was subsequently read a third time. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Desiring to 
have an opportunity of recording my vote against 
that bill, l call for the yeas and nays upon its pas- 


| Sage. l 
Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers upon the yeas 


and nays; which were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the bill passed. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. . The resolution 
fixing the time of adjournment cf the present ses- 
sion of Congress, was returned by the Senate on 
yesterday, with an amendment. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up from the 
Speaker’s table that resolution, in order that we 
may concur in the amendment. 


Mr. TAYLOR. I object. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Before mov- 
ing to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, I wish to offer a resolution 
closing debate upon the river and harbor appropri- 
ation bill. As to the time, I will state to the FZ ouse 
that it is immaterial to me, but the period for the 
close of the session is drawing near, and Į should 
like the debate to be closed to-day if possible. If 
gentlemen wanta longer time they can offer amend- 
ments. J offer this resolution: To close debate in 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union upon the river and harbor appropriation 
bill, at four o’clock this afternoon, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. Mr. Speaker, 
this ifa very important bill, and many gentlemen 
are desirous to be heard upon it before the discus- 
sionis closed. The resolution proposes a very 
I move to 
amend that resolution by inserting Saturday next 
at one o’clock. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I give notice tha- 
if that -should be voted down, I will move ‘to- 
morrow, at one o’clock.”’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. 


1 ] i hope, sir, 
that my motion may prevail. 
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Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee; demanded tellers 
upon the amendment. oe 0 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. FowLer and’ 
Moony were appointed...’ a 

Mr. JONES. Is it.in order to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman’ from 
Illinois, [Mr. Campneiz,] by striking out the 
words “ Saturday, at one o’clock,”’ and inserting 
‘< to-morrow, at one minute after one o’clock”’ in 
lieu thereof? ` ` ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that would 
be technically in order. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. . I will adopt: 
that as a part of the original resolution. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. You cannot get rid of my 
amendment by that kind of operation. + 

The SPEAKER. It would accommodate the 
action of the House if the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Seymour] be allowed to amend his 
resolution. 

Mr. VENABLE. He has a right to do it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he has a 
right to modify it. It will then read “ that debate 
shall close to-morrow, at one o’clock.”” 

Mr. JONES. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out “Saturday, atone o’clock,’”” and 
inserting ‘to-morrow; at one minute past one 
o'clock.” f a 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was agreed to— 
ayes 66, noes 55, 

So theamendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and the question being then taken upon the 
resolution as amended, it was decided in theaflirm- 
ative—ayes 66, noes 55. 

So the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. [move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. St. MARTIN. I hope the gentieman will 
withdiaw that motion, to enable me to submit 
another motion, which will occupy but one minute. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, T withdraw it, 

Mr. St. MARTIN, Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House, to submit a motion that the 
Committee onthe Judiciary be discharged from 
the further consideration of the memorial of clerks 
in the custom-house at New Orleans, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the motion was en- 
tertained and agreed to. ; 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution, terminating debate on 
the river and harbor bill, was agreed to, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I now renew the motion that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 


House regolved itself into the Committee of the |) 


Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. Oxps in the 
chair.) 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN stated that the business 
before the committee was House bill No. 282, 
“ making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers,” and that the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Marsuas] was enti- 
tled to the floor. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, concluded 
his remarks in favor of river and harbor improve- 
ments. [Elis remarks will be found in the Ap- 
pendix. | . , 
"Mr. LOCKHART obtained the floor, but 
yielded to . : 

Mr. STUART. It is evident that there are 
many gentlemen who wish to speak upon this 
subject, and as it is nearly dinner time, I propose 


the committee take a recess until five o’clock. 
Mr. CAMPBELE, of Ilinois. I hopenot. I 


Mr. TAYLOR. I would suggest six instead of | 
five o’clock.” =. : E j 
“Mr. STUART. -I accept that modification. 
` The question was then put upon the motion 
thatthe committée take a recess till six o’clock, 
and it was agreed to. ~~ Page . 
And the committee then took a 


‘recess till six 
o’clock. à 


i EVENING SESSION. | 
TW ouse resumed its session in the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union on the 
| river and harbor bill, (Mr. Oxps in the chair.) 
| Mr. LOCKHART, who was entitled to the 
floor, addressed the committee an hour in favor of į 
the bill. He avowed himself a strict construc- , 
tionist of the Constitution, and said he was pre- || 
pared to vote for a just system of measures, of a | 
national character, for the improvement of rivers | 
and harbors. In doing so he was not departing | 
from the Democratic doctrine, having before him 
the example of Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, : 
Jackson, and Polk. He expressed the hope that | 
the gentlemen from Virginia, and from other sec- || 
tions of the Union on the Democratic side of the | 
House, would lay aside their abstractions and go | 
in for the support of this bill, which was certainly : 
national in its character. Fle expressed some ob- | 
jections to the details of the bill, which gave large | 
appropriations to the Northern and Eastern sec- | 
tions of the country, and comparatively small ap- : 
propriations to the great western rivers. f 
Mr. WALSH did not wish to trouble the com- | 
mittee with a speech, and gave notice that he 
should write out what he wished to say in defense || 
of the Committee on Commerce. | 
Mr. DUNCAN obtained the floor, and entered || 
into a vindication of the Committee on Com- || 
merce from the charges which had been preferred : 
against it. The gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
MansHaut,] he said, complained that the bill ap- 
ropriated too little, while the gentleman from | 
irginia (Mr. Meane] complained that the bill | 
appropriated too much, he being opposed to all ; 
| such appropriations; and both charged the com- 
mittee with injustice and neglect of duty towards 
their particular sections. Fie entered into a refu- | 
tation of those charges by calling attention to the } 
duties of the committee, and detailing its labors || 
and the data on which its action was based. In } 
the course of his remarks he said that the committee | 
proposed to appropriate as much as could be judi- ; 
ciously expended by the next session of Congress. | 
As to the complaint of Virginia members that there | 
is no approprianon in this bill for that State, he |! 
remarked that so longas they adhere to hair-split- | 
ting constructions of the Constitution, they must | 
| suffer the consequences and take the responsibil- | 
ity. He expressed the hope that the substitute ; 
offered by the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Sranty,] containing many objectionable , 
| items, and involving a much larger appropriation of ; 
i money, would not be adopted . | 
| Mr. VENABLE addressed the committee in | 
| opposition to the bill on constitutional grounds. i 
F 
j 
| 
! 


Te had been in the House long enough to know j 
that the mere will of the majority fixed the con- | 
struction of that instrument; and when gentlemen 

rise to speak about the constitutionality ofa meas- : 
ure it excites a smile, and they are called abstrac- | 
tionists for endeavoring to maintain the Constitu- | 
tion which they are sworn to support. The ques- | 
tion of constitutionality on the subject now before | 
the committee had notbeen touched, and the gentle- | 
men who had spoken in favor of it had been driven j; 
from point to point until they had been compelled to : 
take shelter under the shade of “‘ the general wel- : 
fare.” The Whigs spend all the money they can. | 
It was their policy,and theyactupto it. Hedid not | 
complain of them; but he wished to confine his | 
| remarks to those gentlemen who call themselves | 
| Democrats. They had just returned from the | 
| Baltimore Convention, which declared against 
any general system of internal improvements. ; 
There were seventy-three items in this bill—one | 
of them appropriating $5,000 for connecting the | 


hope the gentleman will proceed with his speech. 
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| waters of Indian river and Mosquito lagoon, at " 


i time and expenses in obeying 


the Haulover, Florida. ` When, a-small stream” 
was made so peculiarly Democratic as to: come 
within the force and meaning of the Democratie: 
platform, he~-was at a loss ‘to:understand’ the 
meaning of the declaration. eee ea 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, addressed the: 
committee an hour in support of the policy. of 
making appropriations for harbor and river im- 
provements. Tle said he could seeno-constitu- 
tional impediment to making such appropriations 
at any point where there. was Federal jurisdiction 
—at any point where the general commerce of the 
country, whether upan the lakes or the'sea-board,: 
demanded such appropriations. “He-could’ not 
enter into the nice distinction. made-by some gen- 
tlemen, thatit was constitutional to improve -the 
harbors on the sea-board, and unconstitutional to 


i! make such improvements on .the northern lakes, 


and the great western rivers. “He objected to 
such a construction of the Constitution, . He 
could see no difference in principle between im- 
proving harbors on the lakes. and Atlantic coast, 
and the improvement of the western navigable 
streams. ` Se i ve 

[The above speeches will be found in the Ap- 
pendix. toga Fe dE, at 

Mr. MOLONY obtained the floor, but yielded 
to ae 

Mr. FAULKNER, who moved that the com- 
mittee rise;-which motion was agreed to, there 
being upon a division—ayes 8, noes 7. 

"the committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
Oxps) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had the state of the 
Union generally under consideration, and partic- 
ularly House bill No. 282, making appropriations 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and 
had made progress therein, but had come to no 
conclusion thereon. ‘Ane ote . 

Mr. FAULKNER. I would ask of the House, 
ag it isa matter which can excite no.sort of op- 

osition, that: the Committee on Military Affairs 
be discharged from the further consideration of 
the memorial of the State of Virginia, asking to 
have refunded to her moneys advanced to the 
Mexican volunteers, and to submit a report which 
I move, with the memorial, be: laid upon the - 


| table, and printed. - 


There was no objection, and the order 
tered accordingly. 

On motion by Mr. FLORENCE, the House 
then adjourned. 


was en- 


PETITIONS, &o. 
The following petition, memoriala, &c., were presented 


li under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 


By Mr. WALBRIDGit: The petition of Hermann Camp 
and seventy-five other citizens of Tompkins county, New 
York, in favor of Mr. Stanly’s bill making appropriations 
for the Colonization Society. $ 

By Mr. STANTON, of Ohio: The petition of citizens 
of Miami county, Ohio, praying the establishment of a post 
route on the turnpike from ‘Troy to Springfield, Ohio. 

Also, the memorial of Robert Irons, of Logan county, 
Ohio, praying that a pension may be granted to him for his 
services in the Indian war of 1790. 

By Mr. FAULKNER: The memorial of John F. Can- 
non, of Warren county, Virginia, praying relief in a con- 
traci made with the Pust Office Department. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripay, July 23, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieron F. Morea. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 


Ordered, That the exccution of the order of tha Sonate, 


| assigning Friday of each week for the consideration of pri- 


vate claims, be suspended until one o’clock. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of Amos 
Knapp, praying that the pension allowed him may 
be made to commence from the 3d of April, 1848; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. , 

Mr. STOCKTON presented the petition of 
Anna Maria Baldwin, praying compensation for 
a summons of the 


United States circuit court for the District: of Co- 
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fumbia, in the case of the United States against | 
White; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims. g j 
Mr. SEWARD submitted additional documents `| 
in relation to the establishment of a line of steam- 
ers from Brooklyn, New York, to Gluckstadt, in | 
Holstein; which, with the memorial of Christian 
Hansen, on the same subject, were referred to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


EMIGRANT ROUTE TO CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. ‘The Committee on the Terri- 
tories, to which was recommitted the bill for the |i 
rotection of the emigrant route and a telegraphic 
ine, and for an overland mail between the Mis- 
souri river and the settlements in California and 
Oregon, together with an amendment by the Sen- 
ator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] and another offered 
by the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Baop- 
neav,} have had the same under consideration, 
and directed me to report a substitute for the ori- 
ginal bill, and for both amendments. I move that 
the bill be taken up for consideration, with the view 
of moving that the substitute be printed, and that 
its further consideration may be postponed until 
next Wednesday. 
The motion was agreed to; and the bill was 
taken up and considered as in Committee of the 
- Whole. Hi 
On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, it was i 
Ordered, That the further consideration of the bill be | 
postponed until next Wednesday. 
MILIFARY ACADEMY BILL. H 
Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, the Commit- 
tee on Finance, to which was referred the bill from 
the House of Representatives making appropri- 
ations for the support of the Military Academy for 
the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1853, have di- 
rected me to report the same with certain amend- 
ments. AsI suppose thatit will lead to no debate, 
Task that the bill be considered immediately. If 
it leads to any debate, I shalt be willing to post- 
one it, as I do not wish to interfere with private 
ills. 
The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
consent to consider the bill at this time. | 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 
The amendments of the committee were, to in- 
sert the following items: 
<i For riding hall, $12,000. 
s For improvements and additions to officers’? quarters, 


& For additional pay to the lithographer and pressman 
employed in the lithographic office, $50 each—@ 1003? 
—to add the following additional section: | 

“ And be it further enucted, That hereafter the assistant 
professors of French and drawing shall receive the pay and 
emoluments allowed. to other assistant professors 3°? 
and to strike out the following clause: 

+t Provided, That the Superintendent of the Military Acad- 
emy at West Point may be selected by the President of the 
United States fron any corps inthe Army of the United 
States? > > 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendments were concurred in. The 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third time. 

Mr. HUNTER subsequently rose and said: 
There has been a mistake in the enrollment of the 
deficiency bill, and it will be necessary to rectify 
it by reconsidering the vote ordering the Military 
Academy appropriation bill to'a third reading, in 
order that we may attach to it.an amendment ren- 
dered necessary by this mistake. The deficiency 
bill has gone to the President, and has been signed 
by him; and it is necessary that we should intro- 
duce speedily some amendment, in order to make 
provision for what. was omitted there. The item 
1s in relation to the compensation and mileage of 
members, which was a subject of difference be- 
tween the two Houses, but which was finally set- 
tled. By some mistake it was omitted by the 
enrolling clerk. Itis my purpose now to ask a 
reconsideration of the vote ordering the amend- 
ments to the Military Academy bill to be en- 
grossed, and the bill to be read à third time, that 
we may add a-section to it making provision for 
thisitem. ` : : 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I now offer the following 
amendment as an additional section: i : 


Sec., 3. And be it further enacted, That to reetif A 
take. which was made in the enrollment Of the cit ented 


*¢ An act to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1852,” 
by omitting a clause appropriating for per diem compensa- 
tion and mileage of Scuators, Members of the House of 
Representatives, and Delegates, and agreed to by the Ben- 
ate and House of Representatives, the sum of $50,000 is 
hereby appropriated (or that object ont of any money m the 
‘Treasury not otberwise appropriated. 

I think it due to the clerks of the Senate to say 
that the mistake was not made by them. It was 
made by the enrolling clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives. j ; 

The amendment was agreed to; the amendments 
were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. TI y 
and passed; and the titie was amended, on motion 


by Mr. Hunrer, by adding thereto the words i 


*‘and for other purposes.” 
THE NORTH AMERICAN FISHERIES. 


Mr. MASON submitted the following resolu- : 


tion: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- |: 
quested to communicate to the Senate, if, in his opinion, 


not incompatible with the public interests, all correspond- 
ence on file in the Executive Departments with the Gov- 
ernment of England, or its diplomatic repregentatives, since 
the convention between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain, of October Wth, 1818, touching the fisheries on the 


coasts of the British possessions in North America, and the |; 


rights of citizens of the United States engaged in such fish- 
eries, as secured by said convention. 

And that the President be also requested, under like lim 
itation, to inform the Senate whether any of the naval forces 
of the United States have been ordered to the seas adjacent 


to the British possessions in North America, to protect the || 


rights of American fishermen, under said convention of 
1818, since the receipt of the intelligence that a large and 
unusual British naval force had been ordered there to en- 
force certain alleged rights of Great Britain, under said 
convention. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I have thought 
it my duty, considering the present aspect of af- 


fairs, so far as they are communicated to us by |} 


the public journals, to submit this resolution and 
ask that it be considered immediately. We are 
informed, unofficially, but in a manner clearly in- 


| dicating that it is correct, that the British Govern- 
ment has recently asserted rights under the con-- 


vention of 1818, in relation to the fisheries of the 
north, which, whether they exist or not, they 
suffered from 1818 to 1841 to pass without a ques- 
tion, and after 1841, when the question was 


mooted as to the respectivé rights of British sub- | 
jects and American citizens under the treaty of | 


1818, they still suffered to remain in statu quo. 
Sir, the British Government know weli that 
very large and important interests are embarked 
by citizens of the United States in these fisheries. 
hey know that the harbors, and coasts, and 
seas off their possessionsin North America swarm 
at stated seasons of the year—and this, as F#m in- 


formed, is one of those seasons—with these fishing i 


vessels; yet, suddenly, without notice of any kind, 
we are informed from the public journals, and 


semi-officially, by a sort of proclamation from the |! 


Secretary of State, that a very large British naval 
force has been ordered into those seas for the pur- 


pose of enforcing, at the mouth of the cannon, 'i 


the construction which Great Britain has now re- 


cently determined to place on that convention. | 
Now, sir, I had supposed, in this civilized age, | 


and between two such countries as those of Great 
Britain and the United States, that were it the 
purpose of England to revise her construction of 
this convention, and require that it should be en- 


forced, comity, ordinary’ comity, national cour- į 


tesy, would have required that notice should have 
been given of that determination on the part of 
Great Britain. But, sir, when no such notice is 
given; when, on the contrary, the first informa- 
tion that reaches us is that Great Britain has or- 
dered into those seas a large naval force for the 
purpose of enforcing this Alléged right, I. know 
not in what light it may strike other Senators, 
but it strikes me as a far higher offense than a 
breach of national courtesy—as one of insult and- 
indignity to the American people. Pie 
This morning, in-the first paper I took up from 
the North, I see extracted. from one of the British 
colonial newspapers, printed at St. Johns, in New 
Brunswick, a formal statement. of the actual naval 
force ordered by Great Britain immediately to ren- 
dezyous in those seas. It consists: of the Cum- 


berland, a seventy-gun_ ship, commanded by Sir. 
G. F. Seymour, who, E believe, is a British admi- | 


ral commanding onthe West India station; anā 
then follows an enumeration of steam-vessels, 
sloops-of-war, and schooners, to the number of 


The bill was read a third time, | 


nineteen, ordered to rendezvous there immediately , 
and with the utmost dispatch. For what pur- 
pose? To enforce at once, and without notice to 
this Government, so far as I am informed—and 
yet we have some information, through the quasi 
proclamation of the Secretary of State—at the 
mouth of the cannon, the constraction which the 
British Government places upon that convention, 
F do not know what view has been taken by the 
President of this extraordinary movement on the 
part of the British Government; but I think I do 
know what the American people would demand 
i of the Executive under’such cireumstances. If 
| there be official information, or information satis- 
i| factory to the Executive, that this extraordinary 
i 
| 


| naval armament has been ordered by Great Brit- 
l ain into the North American seas, for thepurpose 
| of executing, instanter, the construction which 
‘| Great Britain places upon the ecnvention, I say 
i the American people will demand of their Execu- 
tive thatall the naval force on the home station 
į should be ordered there instantly, to protect the 
i| American fishermen. 

| _ Sir, we have been told by the poet who most 
deeply read the human heart, that “out of this net- 
| tle, danger, we pluck this flower, safety;”’ and if I 
may be told that there is danger of collision, ¥ 
- would answer at once, there is no danger. But 
if there were, it becomes the Executive immedi- 
ately to resent that which can be looked upon only 
asan indignity and insult to the nation. I have 
i| no fear; Mr. President, that war is to follow the 
| apparent collision which has taken place between 
ithe two Governments; but I confess that I fee} 
deeply the indignity that has been put upon the 
i American people, in ordering this British squad- 
i ron into those seas without notice; and if E read 
the feelings of our people aright, they will demand 
ii that alike force shall be instantly sent there, in 
order that the rights of our people may be pro~ 
| tected. : 
Sir, E do not profess the power to construe the 
|| purpose of this movement on the part of the Brit- 
i| ish Government; but I was very much impressed 
|| by a dispatch which I saw in one of the late pa- 
i| pers, but which, unfortunately, 1 have not at 
i hand; within the last few days—a dispatch from 
the Foreign Office of Great Britain to the Colonia? 
Office, advising the Colonial Office of this move- 
/ment—advising it thatit was one that required 
celerity and dispatch, and requiring that measures 
should be taken by the Colonial Office to procure 
concert between the British naval force and the 
colonial authorities. The reason assigned was, 
| that this measure was taken on the part of Great 
i| Britain as preliminary to certain negotiations. 
| Now, what does this mean? I know not what 
|| these negotiations are, but if it means anything, it 
|! means that weare to negotiate under duress. Ay, 
i 


i sir, at this day, that this great people, covering a 


| continent, and numbering five and twenty millions, 
| 


|| are to negotiate with a foreign fleet on our coast. 
| I know not what the President has done; I claim 


j to know what the American people expect of 
i him. I know that if he has done his duty, the 
! teply to the resolution of inquiry will be, F have 
ordered the whole naval force of the country inte 
those seas to protect the rights of American fish- 
ermen against British cannon. I hope it will be 
the pleasure of: the. Senate to consider the resolu- 
tion immediately. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution ig not un- 
| der consideration, except by unanimous consent. 
i If not objected to, it will be considered, 

i) There was no objection. 

|| Mr. HAMLIN. As one of the representatives 
i| of a State most deeply interested in the subject 
embraced in the resolution, I desire to express my 
gratification that the chairman of the Committee 
| on Foreign Relations has seen fit to call the atten- 
| tion of the Senate and country to it; and I desire 
| to yield a most hearty and cordial approval of 
every word and sentiment which have been ex- 
pressed by that Senator. We are not permitted 
to know at this time precisely, what is the state of 
affairs between this country and Great Britain; 
|| and it is for the purpose of knowing, so far ag it 
| may be compatible with the public interest, what 
| 


is the precise state of affairs, that this resolution 
has been offered. lt is, indeed; wonderful, that 
after a treaty had been acquiesced ‘in, and after 
a construction had been‘ given by acquiescence 
for a long period of time, without notice, an arm- 
ament from ‘that. Government should be sent: 
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into those waters. 
itis impossible for us to tell, That there is some 
ulterior purpose beyond that which is borne upon 
the face of the matter, in my judgment, is quite 
certain. Indeed, it has been whispered—ramors 
have come to my ears—that it is taken in connec- 
tion with the question of reciprocity of trade with 
the British colenies surrounding us. Whether it 
be so, or whether negotiation is to be demanded, 
or legislation to be asked under duress, I am sure 
we are not permitted to know. But, if that be 
the case, it was well said by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, that in this age, ay, at this hour, it is wen- 
derful, indeed, if either negotiation or legislation 
should be attempted by sucha course. Wecould 
neither legislate nor negotiate under such a state 
of things, without dishonor or disgrace, ner 
would we. 

This is a very important question, however, to 


the Slates that compose the Northern section of | 


this Union. ‘heir interests are extensive. The 
individuals who are engaged in these fisheries are 


numerous, and their lifetime is one of danger and | 


disaster; and while the treaty has been acquiesced 
in, and a construction given to it by acquiescence 
for a long period of time, it is nevertheless true, 
and is well known to all of us who reside in the 
immediate vicinity, that there have been many oc- 
casions when its plain principles have been vio- 
lated, and our fishermen have been subject to an- 
noyances, and their vessels seized and confiscated 
upon more than one occasion, when it is justly 
believed they had not fallen within the provisions 
of the treaty stipulations. They have never been 
free of annoyance. Whatis to result from this 
movement remains to be seen. 

It is not my purpose, at this time, to go into an 
accurate account of the extent of that interest, or 
of the persons who are directly connected with it. 


As one class of our population, however, there | 
are none who have more just calls upon us for pro- | 


tection in their just rights. Wherever a naval 
battle has been fought, on the ocean or on the 
Jakes, the men interested in those fisheries have 
been the individuals who have added luster to our 
flag in every such engagement; and they are, in- 
deed, entitled to all the protection which the treaty 
stipulations of the Government can give them, 
That flag which they have so patriotically sus- 
tained on all occasions they may well look to for 
protection now, and I am rejoiced that the chair- 
man of the appropriate committee proposes to 
make the appropriate call upon the Department. 
‘When we shall learn definitely what is the precise 
state of affairs, I shail concur most cheerfully with 
the Senator in carrying out the just demand which 
he has made. 


question. The resolution itself shows that we 
should have that definite information which we do 
not now possess. When that shall arise, I will 
endeavor to show the extent and magnitude of 
this great branch of industry, and its connection 
with the commerce and prosperity of the country; 
and I believe J can satisfy all that our fishermen 
may call upon us for protection in all their rights; 
nor do I doubt that they and the commerceof the 
country will receive that protection from our Gov- 
ernment. 


Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I desire also to i 
express my full concurrence with the remarks that | 


have fallen from the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,} and my gratification at the character of 


those remarks, equally statesmanlike and patriotic. | 


it seems to me that the course of the British Gov- 
ernment in this matter, so far as we can under- 
stand it, is one of the most extraordinary. pro- 
ceedings that has occurred between nations in 
modern times. 
cisely determine to my own satisfaction. Whether 
it ig to try us, or to provoke us, or with some ul- 
terior object, I do not undertake to say; but, in 


any event, I trust that this Congress, as Tam sure | 
the American people, will stand up to their rights, | 


whatever they may.be, and maintain them, But 
there is a question, independent of any doubt that 
may arise on the construction of the treaty, as to 
our right to fish within a given distance from the 
British. colonial coasts. “Here is a treaty which 
has been in force more than thirty years, and 
a practical construction has been -put_upon. it 


from the day it was made to this day, without | 


contradiction. Now, in this state of things, 
what do the British Government do? They do 


What are its peculiar ebjects, | 


This is not the time, in my opinion, | 
when a discussion should be had upon thegeneral | 


What the object is, I cannot pre- | 


j 
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| They draw the sword and cut the Gordian knot. 


| —none whatever. 


| ation. 


not enter into a negotiation to remove the difficulty. 


Instead of amicable negotiations with a view to: 
terminate the difficulty between us, they resort to 
force in the face of the world. But 1 trustghis 
Government will meet the British Government 
face to face. 

-But I may be allowed here to express the regret 
I feel that one word has been published in the 
papers on the subject, by way of warning to the 
fishermen; for I understand by the remarks in one 
of the respectable papers here, that that was the 
view with which a publication was made. This 
isa mistake. It is in fact saying to the fishermen, 
‘< There is great doubt in regard to this question. 
Take care how you go there until that doubt is 
removed.” That is not the way te meet such a 
question as this. It is net proper to meet it by 
throwing out deubts to the country and to the 
world. We should stand upon our position until 
the question ig met by fair negotiation, and not 
say at once to the world, ‘ There is great doubt 
upon this subject—great doubt whether we will 
support our fishermen, and therefore we tell them 
to take care how they go there. We should stand 
upon the position we occupy, upon the construc- 
tion put upon the treaty for almost half a century; 
and we have a right to say to the British Govern- 
ment, ‘If there is any doubt upon this subject let 
us negotiate, and do not draw the sword and cut 
the knot.” I fully concur with every word that 
has been said by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, I have heard it 
rumored—and I speak only from rumor—that this | 
matter is now under the consideration of gentle- | 
men clothed with power to negotiate. The news- | 
papers inform us that the British Minister has ; 
gone to Boston, and the letter-writers state—and | 

suppose they tell the truth—that he there meets | 
the Secretary of State to consider this matter, Hf! 
there is really any difficulty I hope they will find 
some mode of adjusting it; but | must confess 
that, though I may be wanting in the earnestness 
of patriotism which belongs to gentlemen in this 
Chamber, I have really felt no alarm—ao appre- | 
hension for the safety or the peace of the country 
I feel no anxiety, because I 
see nothing which menaces our tranquillity or 
promises to disturb our repose, and I think I ap- 
prehend, tomy own satisfaction, what lies at the 
bottom of the matter on the British side of the 
question. I think my friend from Maine (Mr. 
Hamiin} has got hold of the key which unlocks | 
and exposes all that may seem mysterious in what | 
has occurred in the Provinces. 

There has been for some considerable time past 
a‘pretty earnest and determined effort made te 
open between these colonial governments and the 
Government of the United States, what they call 
reciprocity in trade. Certain propositions, known 
by that name, have been brought forward in Con- 
gress, and one is now pending in the other Fiouse. 


suit, all the privations and all the sufferings which 
separation from home and a- continuous. isolated 
condition on the sea implies, and. after all obtains 
nothing but a moderate, a humble living. - Thetis 
their choice, however; for the world.is open te 
them as to others, a 

But there is a national point of view in this mat- 
ter which is deeply interesting to us.. These men 
who. go. upon tke Grand Banks and upon the 
Labradorcoast to fish are generally native citizens, 
There is scarcely an exception; they are native- 
bora citizens, and from that ‘nursery springs the 
great body of navigators and- men of enterprise, 
| who adorn and embellish the country. I sayois 
here, sir, fearless of contradiction, that if you take 
away this protecting acm of the Government, you 
take that which is more essential to you in the 
defense of the country than eny one thing which 
can be named. Why, sir, the enterprise, the 
skill, and the courage of these men are. manifest 
as far as our name and. fame extend, They carry 
your commerce everywhere, and they give to it 
the high character which it has attained. Withe 
out them and their maritime skill we should sink 
down into the condition of France, and other 
countries, which have not found themselves capa- 
ble of carrying on successfully a great and ex- 
tended commerce with other nations. . This isthe 
| nursery of the skill and strength which are indis- 
pensable to success on the ocean. . As a moneys 
making business, I'may.say te you, what will be 
found to be true on analyzing the subject, that the 
profits of fishing seem-incapable of alluring any 
one inte the pursuit. - But as-a maritime. subject, 
it is clothed with interest in every point-of view.: 

Hence it is | would give to them heartily and 


i| cordially, under all circumstances, the protection 


which they deserve. But while I desire this, itis 
fitting and proper that I should repeat what has 
been declared by the Senator. from Maine, that 
these fisheries have been more or less attended 
with controversy and difficulty at all times. : There 
are, as the Senator from Virginia justly observed, 
fishing grounds lying within the. exclusive juris- 
diction of the colonies that are valuable, and they 
desire to participate in them. ‘Through accident 
or through inattention they sometimes’ get upon 
those grounds; sometimes their vessels have been 
seized; and it may be lawfully, but sometimes it 
is said unlawfully. condemned. . But that seizures 
have. taken place from time to time we all know... 
At what time Great Britain put the construc-: 
tion on the treaty which raises the. difficulties 
which are now. said'to exist, I am notat this mo- 
ment informed; though I do know that the con- 
troversies have been so grave as to cause remon-, 
strance which was followed by negotiation. I be- 
lieve we do not claim, we never have claimed, the ` 
right to fish within the limits of her jurisdiction 
without her consent—that is, within three miles. of 
the coast; but I have understood she sets up a 
claim of this kind: there being on the coast. of 
her colonies large bays and inlets of the sea that 


There have been bills, called bills of reciprocity, 
reported to each of the Houses, in former sessions, | 
which failed to become laws. I may say, that | 
whenever I see a bill that has any claim upon its i 
face to its title—a bill that is actually reciprocal in 
its character—I shall give ita very careful consider- 
Hitherto I have seen none. I have seen a 
pretty strong and urgent effort made by these 
colonies to open what they call a reciprocal trade 
with this country, but that reciprocal trade, if you 
examine the bills brought forward, will be found 
to contain conditions in favor of their own people, 
while the reciprocity is not extended to us. 
Whenever that is extended to us, I shall be dis- | 
posed to treat it with great respect. But a meas- 
ure of this description must look to our interests, 
as well as to that of our neighbors, or it can have 
no claim to be called reciprocal. : 

I feel as sensitive perhaps as any. gentleman 
upon this floor, and desire to give the most ample 
and the most complete protection to the fishing | 
interest, which is mixed with this question of re- | 
ciprocity; and T declare with the greatest sincerity | 
that I do not believe that in all of the great inter- į 
ests of this country there is one that deserves and į 
merits protection more. I know of no interest i 


where the dollars which are earned are. earned ;/ 


with more labor, more toil, more peril, or more į 
sacrifice of personal.comfort and enjoyment. Sir, ; 
the fisherman pursues his employment upon the | 
open, tempestuous Atlantic ocean, enduring all į 
the hardships which belong to that laborious pur- i 


are very extensive in their character, she says;:in: 
giving interpretation to the treaty, that when the 
headlands of such bays are within six. miles of 
each other, she claiming jurisdiction three miles; 
from each coast, we cannot enter.to fish. That 
is probably the chief matter of controversy. This 
is not:the time to discuss that point, or to vindicate: 
the ground which we maintain. It is said, how, 
ever, that an unusual force—and | believe it is an 
unusual one, one of unusual numbers, of unusual 
strength—has been ordered to protect this right. 
I see nothing more avowed than.the purpose of 
protecting their lawful right to what the treaty of 
| 1818 concedes. This may:or may not cover the- 
| motive. I can find some solution of what seems 
| at least unusual in the. suggestion of the Senator. 
| from Maine. I have seen therights of navigation’ 


upon the St. Lawrence more stringently asserted 


than formerly. There was a time when courtesy 
would pass a vessel of the United States through 
the canals of the Province, but such privileges 
are now denied or reluctantly conceded. I have 
been told of late that it carinot.be passed upon.. 
any terms.: You hear the matter of the ‘free 
| navigation of the St. Lawrente much discussed, 
Vand that of the St. Johns aliso. ‘The latter, per- 
more important than. the 


haps, is, to some extent, 
|-former. : jasiu n 
; But still there are gentlemen—the Senator from: 
| Illinois for example—who esteem the free: naviga- 
i tion of the St. Lawrence of very high importance. 
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That may be, though I believe th 
internal improvements of the United States: has | 
been to divert a very large portion of the trade of 
the St. Lawreace through New York. That has 
been the result; but still that is a great highway, 
and it is desirable that itshould be opened, though 
if the Canadians desert it for highways of ours it 
remains to be seen whether we have genius enough 
to make it available to great practical uses. . 
These colonial gentlemen are earnest for permis- 
sion to bring their products free of duty into our 
markets, and they wish to barter the navigation of 
these rivers and the fisheries for this privilege; and 
what more natural than in this earnestness they 
should esteem it advisable to straighten the line, 
and to refuse the courtesy that has heretofore been 
extended, and if the fishery laws have been alittle 
laxly administered, to hold us up to the full letter 
of ‘the law, and, perhaps, a little beyond it? Tecan; 
find a solution of that sort that satisfies my own 
mind very well; yet l profess no knowledge upon 
this subject but what is open to everybody. It is 
gathered, in fact, from the circumstances which 
surround us—nothing else. Now, I do not be- 
lieve, any more than the Senator from Virginia, 
that anything very serious is to grow out of its | 
but still it is certainly a matter to which the atten- | 
tion of the Government ought to be directed. 
They ought at least to take pains to investigate | 
the subject, and see whether there is anything that | 
deserves consideration on the part of this country; 
and if there is [ trust they will make the appro- | 
priate movement. 
J Dhardly know what better guarantee we can | 
have than that which I suggested in the outset of 
my remarks. If the Secretary of State and the 
British Minister are together in consultation on || 
the subject, I dare say, before they part, we shall 
know and understand the length and the breadth, : 
the depth and the height of this whole subject. 
Nevertheless, so far from having any objection to 
the passage of the resolution now under consider- 
ation, I most heartily and cordially approve of it, 
and shall be gratified to see the information for | 
which it calls, and gratified to look a little more | 
into the subject; and-if there is anything deserving | 
the attention of the Senate, I know it will get it. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I wish to 
make a single remark. I do not know what may | 
have heen the British policy upon the subject of | 
the fisheries; but I know that the British Govern- 
ment has become a good deal excited on the sub- 
ject. I have reason to say so. In 1832, as I am 
informed, and I know at later periods, (in 1845,) 
the British subjects upon the Bahama Islands, and 
other neighboring islands, did apply to the Gov- 
ernment for leave to fish, believing they had been 
unjustly excluded by the fishermen from the 
North, who had gone there.. Now, it may be that 
Great Britain has done this with a view to bring 
this subject to a negotiation; and I confess it is a 
singular. form, in which they have proceeded, to 
reach that result. But they wish to make some | 
issue; they wish to make some negotiation on the | 
subject. I dislike to see an issue made by arms, | 
in the first place, to be ended peaceably. Of course, ii 
I wish for a peaceable end; but F think negotiation 
should precede the arms. I think it would be 
better to commence the matter with negotiation 
instead of arms. [ agree very much with the Sen- | 
ator from Massachusetts, that it would be better | 
toleave the matter to the negotiation of those in | 
whose ‘hands it is at this time. That would be! 
quite as safe as if it were made the subject of pop- | 
ular-agitation. ‘ i 
“Mr. BORLAND. I donot come from a por- 
tion: of: the country which is supposed to be di- || 
rectly or:deeply interested in the particular inter- | 
ests involved in the question now before us. But, 
sir, I do’feel deeply interested, as my constituents |} 
do,in every question which affects the honor of | 
this country and its: proper relations with other |i 
countries. “For that reason I would add a few |) 
words to what has been said. k 
F- concur most. fully in the views which have || 
been expressed in favor of the adoption of the | 
resolution. I hope it will be adopted unani- |} 
mously. But while I do's, E must express also 
the astonishment and'reeret I. have felt that there 1 
should be any necessity for it; -and that instead of | 
our calling upon the President for information upon 
this important subject, the Executive should have 
failed to communicate to us, voluntarily and at 
once, all that he has in regard to it:It'cannot be 


i 
I 
i 
H 


i toleration for one moment at the other end of this || 


‘nation, as it ought to receive it, in terms the most | 


| is fully offset by a very positive newspaper state- | 


treating it, as suggested by the honorable Senator || 


publication and popular discussion. 
if this subject, involving the rights of our citizens 
as endangered by the hostile acts of a foreign 
force, be of sufficient importance to call forth the 
Secretary of State in public proclamations to warn 
the people of impending danger from such a source, | 
what has withheld his hand from communicating | 
all his information in regard to it to the two 
Houses of Congress, who alone are competent to | 
deal with the question in its most serious aspect— | 
who alone are authorized and able to take efficient 
meusures for the full protection of the interests 
and honor of the country ? Í 

Sir, it may be true, as the Senator from Massa- : 
chusetts has said, that the proposition for recipro- | 
cal trade between the British Colonies and the 
United States is at the bottom of this. But, lask, | 
if that be so—if all the views he expressed on | 
that subject be correct—if such a course as has | 
been pursued be the way to open negotiations with | 
us? Has it ever happened before, in the whole | 
history of our country, from the day when our į 
independence was acknowledged by Great Britain | 
until this Administration, that negotiations have | 
been opened with us through the medium of can- | 
non pointed against our citizens and our ships? | 
If there be such an instance in our history, I con- | 
fess my ignorance of it; and T would gladly have | 
remained in ignorance to my dying day that such | 
a thing could be. But, whether 1 be ignorant on ii 
this point or not, I am very sure of one thing—j; 
that its existence at the present time will not only 
not be tolerated by the American peopie, and | 
should not be tolerated by their representatives | 
in either House of Congress; and more, sir, its! 


avenue, by those intrusted with the Executive 
management of our foreign relations, while it | 
should be held up before the people’s eyes, will į 
be inevitably sure to receive the people’s condem- į 


decided and emphatic. 

It has been said, in the course of this discus- 
sion, that a negotiation, perhaps, is going on be- |} 
tween the British Minister and the Secretary of || 
State at Boston. If that be true, it is certainly a | 
most extraordinary proceeding, that negotiations, | 
involving a question of such importance as this, | 
should be carried away from the seat of Govern- | 
ment, from the neighborhood and beyond the ob- | 
servation of the whole Cabinet, and of Congress, | 
toa remote town, made, agit were, a matter of | 
summer recreation, rather than a national business | 
here, at the appropriate place, and under legiti- 
mate, accustomed, and appropriate influences. But |} 
Iam not satisfied that this suggestion is true. So || 
far, it seems to be a mere newspaper rumor, which 


ment which contradicts that rumor flatly. The jj 
New York Herald (as reliable for such informa- : 
tion as any paper we receive) declared positively, || 
on yesterday, that Mr. Crampton was neither | 
then at Boston, nor had been there at all; and that i 
the rumor that he and the Secretary of State were | 
engaged in negotiations there, had no foundation ! 

i 

i 


whatever in fact. 


Mr. ADAMS. I have no objection to the pas- | 
sage of the resolution. The resolution itself ad- 
monishes the Senate that we are not advised of all | 
the facts in relation to this matter; and until we 
are advised and have all the information that can 
be obtained in reference to this controversy, I | 
submit to Senators, that it is not altogether proper ! 


tain all 
before we so fearlessly assert, that we will main- 
tain our position. I think we should first ascer- 
tain that we are right, and then talk of maintaining 
our position. I have no fear, sir, that our Govern- 
ment will not maintain its position when that is dis- 
covered; but first Jet us have the information, and 
then determine whether or not we are right. And 
if we find that we are right, then the idea of either 
Great Britain, or any other Power holding an 
armed force over this Government, will only ex- 


| cite a smile on the countenance of every American 


citizen; for the British Government cannot so far 
misunderstand the American character, as to sup- 
pose that such a course would have any influence 
in determining any action on our part, which it 
might be desired by such Power that we should 
take. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ishall vote with very great 
pleasure for the resolation of the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, [Mr. Mason.] 
I have read it with some care; and I perceive 
that it is limited to two objects—in the first 
place, a call for the information in the possession 
of the executive branch of the Government; and 
in the next place, for information as to whether 
that branch of the Government has resorted to any 
measures for the purpose of exhibiting, on the part 
of the United States,an armed force in the waters 
which are the scene of the difficulties which have 
arisen. I see nothing improper in the calls made. 
While all of us feel the importance of the fisheries, 
on the northern shores, to the United States, it 
must also be admitted that there is no one Siate— 
either Maine, for which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce [Mr. Hamuty] has spoken; 
or Massachusetts, for which another Senator (Mr. 
Davis} has given expression—that is more inter- 
ested than another in this question; it is very clear 
that there can be no collision of the forces, or of 
any portion of the forces, of Great Britain and 
the United States on the Bay of Fundy, or in the 
waters adjacent, which will not necessarily in- 
volve this whole country in the blaze of war; and 
if that event should arrive, there is no part of the 
Union that will be exempt from its calamities, and 
certainly that State which I, in part, represent, 
will be one of the first to be visited with its re- 
sponsibilities and its disasters. 

While, therefore, I see, and admit, the propri- 
ety of calling for this information; if it be true, as 
there seems to be no doubt that it is, that the 
British Government has exhibited a force prelim- 
inary to negotiation, and while I think that the 
suggestion is a pertinent one that the Govern- 
ment of the United States should be prepared with 
a corresponding force for the purpose of main- 
taining an attitude equally commanding and ad- 
vantageous for negotiation; while I think that 
this resolution, in itself, is not only harmless, but 

` proper, I must deprecate, with the Senator frorn 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,} if E understood the 
spirit of his remarks correctly, any undue ex- 
citement on this subject. 

Tt is a great and important question, and 
whether it is to be terminated, ast have no doubt 
it will be terminated, peacefully; or is to be termin- 
ated by a sterner arbitrament, it is very clear 
that it will be conducted most wisely and most 
safely on our part, if we keep cool during the 
present stage of the controversy; and I, for one, 
propose to keep myselfin that temperament. Nor 
do | think that there is anything extraordinary in 


| newspaper accounts of the negotiation on this 


subject... We all know that the honorable and 
distinguished Secretary of State is accustomed, 
precisely at this season of the year, to resort to his 
native climate.as a protection against that of this 
latitude, which is injurious to his health, and he 
resorted there before any of these questions had 
arisen. . He is therë recruiting his energies. and 
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itude is s 


sorted to Boston for the purpose of meeting and 
negotiating with the Secretary of State. If it be 


true, itis well. The negotiation can be conducted | 


ag well there as elsewhere; and if it be not true, 
the Secretary of Stute has given abundant evidence 
in the publications which have already appeared 
upon the subject, that he is alive to the interest 
involved in this question, and that he is sound 
with regard to national interests, as, indeed, we all 
know, that he is loyal and devoted to the dignity 
and honor of his country. While, therefore, I 
shall vote for the resolution, I do not think the 
oceasion calls for unnecessary excitement on the 
subject. 

Mr. RUSK. [do not design to enter into this 
debate atany length; but from the very statement 
of the case, it scems to me that the conduct of 
Great Britain in this business should be met 
promptly, on our side. It is supposed by some 
Senators to be designed to bring about an enact- 
ment for reciprocity of trade on our part with the 
British colonies. Tr that be so, I will never give 
a vote for such a measure under such circum- 
stances, no matter what may be the consequences. 
I will never yield to any threats made by the 
British Government, and cannon will be found 
to be the least available argument that could be 
used. 

It is said, upon the other hand, that it is for the 
purpose of bringing about a negotiation by which 
the British Government will acquire rights in an- 
other quacier similar to those which they have 
soseded to us on the northern coast, and which 
we claim there. Sir, is this the way to negotiate? 
Is this the time when negotiations are to be 
opened between Great Britain and the United 
States, 
Can we neg 
sir, I would not negotiate, 
negotiation, nor stop to inquire into the justice of 
a negotiation brought about under such circum- 
stances. 1 think it is due to ourselves to protect 
our rights, and if we would do it, itis necessary 
to meet this demonstration on the part of Great 
Britain with a similar demonstration. I would 
do nothing to bring ona war; I know the evil 
consequences which would result froma war, but 


otiate at the. cannon’s mouth?. No, 


I would not submit to this domineering spirit | 


which has manifested itself too much in all the 
conduct of Great Britain with other nations. We 
have equal rights, and under such circumstances 
we owe it to ourselves to maintain them—some 
time or other we may be compelled to doit. If 
England chooses to negotiate with cannon, we 
can negotiate with similar instruments, and when- 
ever the time comes, we shall be ready to doit. She 
will find she has blows to receive as well as blows 
to give. She has.interests to be sacrificed upon the 
ocean aswell as we have. War will be as inju- 
rious to her as to us, and she will find to her cost 
that a demonstration of a strong naval force. will 
be of but little avail in carrying out any views 
she may have in this matter. I shall most cheer- 
fully vote for the resolution offered by the hon - 
orable Senator from. Virginia, [Mr. Mason.] 

Mr. MASON. I desire to be indulged in one 
word, that I may put the matter right, so far as 
Tam concerned, having originated the resolution. 
[can assure the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Davis,] as well as the Senat 
from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,] that I never had 
it in contemplation, nor have 
such purpose in, this matter, as to substitute war 
for negotiation. Sir, if Great Britain had been 
content to submit this matter to negotiation, either 
upon our shores, or upon their island, 1 should 
not have called forthe information. I would have 
jeftthe a in the hands of the executive branch 
of ihe Government, to which it properly belongs. 
But, when we are informed 


usual naval force has been sent, 


after ordering a strong naval force there? | 


nor would I sanction a | 


or | 


expressed any | 


that a large and un- 
with dispatch and 


BA 


| celerity, into those waters, preliminary to nego- 
| negotiations have begun I would stop them. I 
would not exchange one word, or write one line 
on the subject of these fisheries, until that force be 
withdrawn. I wished to express that purpose. 
|| Sir, we are to be con¥idered in possession of these 
|| fisheries—a possession, whether rightfully or 


{ 

| Power for thirty-odd years; and the first inti- 

| mation which the American people have had of 
(any dispute, are some twenty vessels of war or- 

| dered immediately to these waters. I know not 

i for what purpose the Secretary of State has gone 


the British Minister has gone there, (if he has 


gone there.) 
honorable Secretary, for whose intellect no one 
entertains a higher respect than I do, exchanges 
one word with that Minister, er pens one line, 


the expectations of his countrymen. 

Mr. TOUCEY. [I trust that nothing has been 
| said, or will be said, in this place, that will oper- 
ate adversely to the important interest which is 
involved. L concur most fully in the sentiments 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] 
with regard to the magnitude of that interest. It 
has ever been’ cherished by the Government and 
| people of this country as one of the very highest 
| importance, not merely asa profitable employment, 
| but as a nursery for seamen. I feel, myself, en- 
| tire confidence that nothing which has been said, 
or will be said, in this Senate, will operate ad- 
versely to that interest. I must say, however, 
that, if it be proposed to open a negotiation 
on the subject, under the mouths of British can- 
| non, it is a mode of initiating it that does not 
commend itself to my judgment as a citizen of 
this country, oras a member of this Senate. After 
we have been in possession of this right, we and 
our ancestors, from the first settlement of this 


have acquiesced in the enjoyment of it under the 
treaty of 1818, by our northern fishermen, are 
we now to be interrupted in it, and to have a ne- 
gotiation forced on us in thishostile way? Itrust, 
sir, that no Government of this country will ever 
open a negotiation in regard to any interest in this 
exceptionable and, I may say, humiliating man- 
ner. l may say that if the Executive is desirous 
i of conducting this matter in a spirit becoming the 
! American people, the first step will be a demand 
for the withdrawal of the British naval force. 

And what, sir, is the meaning of this notice 
which has been sent to the public prints by the 
Secretary of State? What is its object? I should 
like to hear the Senator from Massachusetts (Mr. 
Davis] explain the object of that notice, issued 
from the Siate Departmen: to the publie. Isit 
that our fishermen should withdraw from those 
waters which they have been accustomed to fre- 
quent, before the negotiation is commenced? Is 
it that we are to abandon our rights, and then 
open a negotiation under British cannon? Is that 
the object? If it be, it isa mode of opening and 
conducting it, that, I think this country will not 
very cordially approve of. ; 

I am sorry that 1 have not that confidence in 
| the Executive which, perhaps, I ought to have. 
After what I have witnessed in Central America; 
after what I have witnessed on the coast of Cuba; 
after what I have witnessed in reference to this 
matter thus far, I confess that my confidence in 
the Executive is not as strong, as, perhaps, it 
ought to be. 

Tt seems, i 
! rather disposed to pursue a host 
us, not only in Central America, not only in send- 
ing forces into the neighborhood of Cuba, but in 
! sending this large force to the neighborhood of 
p Nova Scotia. 

I return my thanks to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, [Mr, Mason,} who 
| has introduced this resolution. I am very glad 
i that the subject has been introduced here; for I 
|| am constrained to think that perhaps the Execu- 
li tive Department may need a little prompting— 
|| prompting, at least, by forcing on ita knowledge 
|| of the intense interest felt on the subject, and the 
| importance attached to it by the Senate, if no- 


| where else. ` 


ndeed, that the British Government is 
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tiation, I want to express to the Senate, that if | 


| wrongfully obtained, acquiesced in by the other; 


to Massachusetts; | know not for what purpose : 


But I do know this: That if that : 


until that force is withdrawn, he will disappoint | 


country down to the present moment, without the | 
slightest interruption; after the British Govern- | 
i ment, during a period of more than thirty years, | 


ile course towards |! 


1883 
i The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] 
says that the claim: of Great Britain is, that we 
shall not enter a bay where the capes are not six. 
miles apart. Does the honorable Senator suppose 
that that is the extent of the claim which is made? 
| Is he well informed on that subject? I had my- 
i self supposed that their proposition was to draw: 
aline from one cape to another without limiting it 
to. a distance within six, or ten, or twenty, or 
forty miles, and then to: require us to keep three 
| miles outside of that line. ‘That, as I understand, 
ii is the claim of: the British Government; and the 
| force that is sent into British waters and our 
waters there, is for the purpose of enforcing that 
claim, contrary to the practical construction put 
upon the treaty from 1818 down to the present 
‘| day; and that force is sent there without notice, 
i and sent, too, in the fishing season, so that vessels 
| engaged there are seized, without warning, for a 
| violation of this new interpretation of the treaty 
of 1818. 

I express again my gratification that the Senator 
from Virginia has presented this resolution. I 
shall vote for it with great cordiality, and I trust 
the consequences growing out of it will be only 
such as will conduce to the safety of this great 
i| public interest. os 3 
i Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, I honor the 
| motive which prompted the introduction of this 
i resolution; but I am sorry. to be obliged to say 
| that I do not consider the course which the dis~ 

cussion has taken is in character with the motives 
which prompied it. Facts have been assumed for 
! the purpose of discussing. this question, with a 
i! view not precisely intended to be involved when 
ii the information shall come in. If I understand 
the reason of this resolution being offered, it is 
that the Senate is without legitimate information 
on the question, and that it is desirable to have it 
in order that we may thereby shape our action; 
and, in getting at this information, intimations too 
i| strong to be misunderstood, objecta too clear to 
be iisinterpreted, have. been inferred: and com- 
mented upon. 

The Senator from Connecticut (Mr. Toncsy]} 
‘says that the Executive probably may want 
| prompting on this question; that he does not un- 
derstand the feelings of the country, and particu- 
larly the feeling exhibited here! hen has he 
ever exhibited a want of interest in any great 
question? From what public or: political act of 
his can you infer that he has been sleeping on his 
post when.the honor and interest of the country 
were involved?) What act of ‘his ever authorized. 
a Senator to rise in his place: upon this floor and 
presume that he has not discharged his duty? 
What circumstance has been suggested here that 
! would influence the mind of any Senator so as to 

lead him to suppose that. he is not now acting 

upon the question on the information which he 
has, and is seeking for all other necessary and 
proper information? And when was it that he 
ever failed to communicate to the. Senate any 
matter likely to involve the honor or the interest 
| of the nation? Never, sir. Why then talk about, 
promping, urging, and stimulating the Executive: 

epartment of this Government to” sustain its’ 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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i honor and its influence? B 
| [would not have uttered one word upon this: 
subject, but that Esee everything tending. to party, 
and to influence the public mind against.the agents. 
of the Government. Have we got to this pass, 
that we cannot discuss even the grave question of 
probable war, without first attacking the character 
| of the representatives of the people at the head of 
i one of the Departments? It is said that this is a 
great interest of the North, and that they are alive 
| to it. And where has the North a greater man to 
| sustain her interests, than the present Secretary 
lof State? When is it that he has ever failed to 
' meet any duty devolving upon him in that respect? 
i Never, sir; never. But I am not going to be the 
i, occasion of introducing discussion. I merely re- 
i ply to gentlemen by saying, that this has all oc- 
i curred within three days; and yet blame is sought 
| to be imputed to the Executive Department! Wait 
: your time, gentlemen, with patience. First obtain 
i your information; and if the Executive: or any 
| member of his Cabinet, has failed to discharge his 
| duty, then stand upon that which will be ander- 
| stood by the people, and make your attack. But 
|i we are now standing on air—treading on nothing; 
| and therefore we should avoid making any insin- 
li uations which might seem to be ungenerous or 
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unkind, Even the absence of the Secretary of || 
State has been spoken of; an absence created by j 
the state of his health. Who supposes, Mr. Pres- | 
ident; that when a question hke this arises—a ! 
question, | may say, almost involviog peace or || 
war—ile, or any other man connected with the | 
Administration of this Government; would fail in | 
the full discharge of his duty ? : 

Bat, Mr. President, I regret this for another | 
reason. No longer ago than yesterday, in reply || 
to the distinguished Senator from Michigan, [Mr. | 
Cass,} I stated that there was no “ war cloud’?! 
now lowering over us; but how seasonably this 
reminds me of what is said in the best of booksthat 
we “ know not what a day or an hour may bring 
forth”? Can it be that all this talk of war, which 
we hear this morning, was intended to frustrate 
my prediction of yesterday? [Laughter.} Sir, 
the people may well inquire why this discussion, | 
with this.reference to subjects upon which we 
have no information, should have arisen; and w hy 
* war should have been spoken of here to-day. My 

friend from Mississippi {Mr, Apass} has unones- 
tionably put this matter in its proper light.” Fe | 
spoke of it as it ought to be spoken of. He said, 
“You have no official information, and why will 
you needlessly alarm the country ?”? Let us, then, | 
wait with patience. This is Friday. We can | 
have the information by to-morrow or Monday; | 
but in the mean time 1 much fear that the public | 
mind will become filled with apprehensions, The |! 
telegraphic wires will convey the information over | 
the length and breadth of the Union, that the ques- |! 


tion of war has been discussed here; that gentle- ; 
men have risen in passion, asking for information | 
when they had none; and yet went on to talk | 
about war, and about the guns of a foreign coun- | 
try being brought to bear upon us; and that the | 
Government of this country would be forced to | 
treat under the pointed artillery of an enemy! | 
Sir, } ask, in all candor and seriousness, are 
these facts?. No, sir, they are mere imaginines— | 
mere expressions of gentlemen whose minds are | 
not informed as to the actual facts; and yet it will 
go from one end of the country to the other, that | 
there is a “cloud of war’? lowering over thecoun- | 
try, when nobody seriously believes any such | 
thing. Hence it is that I say, that I honor the | 
motive which prompted this resolution of inquiry, | 
in order that the public mind may, be quieted jn | 
regard to the matter. Is there a Senator here who 
supposes for a moment that the resolution will. 
result in the communication to this body of any 
grounds on which we shall have occasion to talk 
about war? Not one, sir; not one. 

The papers which have been spoken of as | 
having been published in relation to this subject, 
really amount to nothing. So far ag I can comi- 
prehend the subject, I can really see nothing but 
what is amicable between the two nations, Tam 
in favor of the resolution, and hope it will be 
passed. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I will reply to the question 
which the Senator from Georgia has addressed to 
me by asking a question. Why has there been 
issued from the Department of State the letter | 
which has appeared in the public prints? and why į 
has not the Executive, instead of that, senta naval | 
force to protect the fishermen in the enjoyment of | 
their rights? | 

Mr. DAWSON. Doesthe gentleman desire an i 
answer to that question now? f 

Mr. TOUCEY. Yes, sir, H 

Mr. DAWSON. I presume that if the fisher- || 
men have been deprived of theit accustomed rights, | 
and the President hag been informed of it, he hag | 
discharged. his duty. If those statements, with | 
regard to the fishermen being injured in their just | 
rights, be true, show them to be so, and present | 
to me the papers in which the declaration ig made, i] 

Mr. TOUCEY. Does the Senator from Geor- | 
gia say that the President has sent a naval force | 
to our northern waters for the purpose of pro- 
tecting our fishermen? 

Mr. DAWSON. Did you understand me to!) 
say so? f 
_ Mr. TOUCEY. -I understond the Senator to | 
intimate it, and I wish him to be explicit. | 

Mr. DAWSON, Iwill respond to the in 
because in arguing a question in the Senate 
every gentleman upon his own statements 
propounded to me-the question, 
President done so and so, and 
pond. I reply, that if his facts 


quiry, | 
l tak 
- He 
why has not the | 
asked me to res- || 


be true I would | 


| the sixth of July, 


presume that the President had discharged his 
duty. ` : 

Mr. TOUCHY. | ‘Fhe answer of the gentleman 
is, that he presumes the President has discharged 


his duty. How has he discharged his duty? 
What*has the Executive done? ‘The Secretary || 


of State has issued a notice to the fishermen, and 
I can conceive of no object of that notice, except 
that it is to induce them to yield to the British 
claim. ‘There bas been time to send a force there. 
What vessel, what naval force, has gone there or 
has been ordered there? If there has been a move- 
ment of that kind it ought to have been public. 
No information has been communicated to Con- 


gress, and, so far as the publie know, nothing has | 


been done. And now the facts to which 1 bave 
adverted justify me, l think, in saying that we 


have not the evidence of there having been those | 
be ve : 
prompt and decisive measures which the country | 


demands. 

Mr. BORLAND. I think the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Dawson} is altogether mistaken in 
saying we have no information on this subject. 
if the Secretary of State be capable of eommu- 


nicating information, and is worthy of belief, we | 


have information from bhim. We have, as 1 have 
said, publications in the newspapers, over his own 


signature,as Secretary of State, that Great Britain | 


has ordered this large naval force there, and that 


| there is danger of that force coming in hostile col- 


lision with our peoples and the resolution of the 
Senator from Virginia, ag | understand it, is based 


| upon that information, and very natural inferences 


from it. Mr. Webster, as Secretary of State, has 
published to the world, through the newspapers, 
that such has been the action of the British Gov- 
ernment, and he has given a sort of politico-his- 
torical account, somewhat in detail, of this fishery 
question. And,as part of its present aspect, he 
says that an American fishing vessel has already 


been taken by the British naval force there, and | 
carried into a British port; that a number of our | 
citizens, with their preperty, while engaged in | 
their usual pursuits, and in the exercise of | 


rights not questioned for thirty years, and entitled 
to our protection, have been captured on the high 
seas by an authorized British naval force, and car- 
ried prisoners into a British port, and there de- 
tained for trial by British courts. It is true, sir, 
we learn, from another source, and } rejoice at it, 
that,in the spirit which belongs to and becomes 
our people, a sufficient number from other vessels 


organized and armed themselves, and pursued the | 


marauders, and “cut the vessel out” again, leav- 
ing her commander, it is said, still a prisoner. 
Such are the publications, and they are not dis- 
puted. Now, if that be not information upon 
which to set, | should like to know what would 
be the character of information to induce the Sen- 
ator toact? It is in the face of these facts, as 
published to the world by the Secretary of State, 
that we ask for what else the Executive may 


| know, what he has done, and what he means to 
| do, We surely are entitled to such further inform- 


ation—indeed, we need it, if we mean to do our 
duty, and do it intelligently and effectively. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
that lam in favor of the resolution. | have an- 
nounced that fact, and you are entitled to that. 
The gentleman goes on discussing a point that I 
never raised, one way or the other. 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator said we had 
no information upon which it was proper to act: 

Mr. DAWSON. Upon which it was proper 


to make an attack upon the Executive branch of || 


the Government. That was the issue. 

Mr. BORLAND. As to the declaration of the 
Senator that these things occurred so long ago as 
the letter of the Secretary of 
State is dated on the twentieth instant, only three 
days ago; and as far as we have any knowledge 
at all on the subject it has all come to us within 
three days. If it was so long ago as the Senator 
has said, there might be time for the first fush of 
excitement to have passed away, and-the Senator 
might well say that it was out of place now. Per- 
haps there is not so much excitement as the Sen- 
ator supposes—not so much as may lead to war. 
But if there be no cause for excitement, when, 
upon the authority of the Secretary of State, we 


jare told that our citizens have been interfered 
with in the rightful pursuit of their business— | 


that their rights have been violated, their persons 
violated, and their property taken by an armed 


The Senator will perceive | 


b foree,—if the Senator finds no eause for excite- 
i ment in all this, and no cause of censure against 
| an Executive that neither puts a stop to it himself, 
| nor calls upon us to do so, then | know not when 
‘or where, or in what he would find cause. In 
such a state of things, I think negotiations are out 


| of place. itis time something were done, either by 
| the Executive or by us. 

| Mr. SEWARD. This is either a grave ques- 
| tion, or it is not. If it is a trivial one, time is 
| only wasted in discussing it. If it is a serious one, 
| it is worth while to know what we are disputing 
about. Now, we certainly are not disputing about 
this call for information, for we are unanimously 
in favor of that, so far as it is possible to ascertain 
from the sentiments expressed by gentlemen on 
this foor. Then the only question about which 
there is any dispute is, whether any fault should 
be attached to the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment, thus far? l submit to Senators, that if 
there be a prospect, however dim and distant, of 
a war with Great Britain, it is an important and 
serious question, and one of the best modes for 
_ losing the advantages in a negotiation, either for 
securing our rights or for preventing that war, is 
| to show the British nation at the outset that we are 
| hot agreed among ourselves; that we are taking 
to task the executive department of our Govern- 
ment, for want of sufficient promptness in secur~ 
ing our interests, But let that pass. 

What evidence is there that the Executive hag 
failed, or that the Secretary of State has failed, or 
is about to falter in securing the national rights? 
Why, our first knowledge of this question comes 
from a publication of his own, announcing it to 
| the country, and declaring that in his opinion the 
yight of the question was on our own side; and 
that very communication was madè before he had 
time to examine the facts, and the evidence since 
disclosed, showing that the position assumed by 
the British Government is wrong, and that the 
position assumed by the fishermen is right. Fhe 
Secretary of State is already committed. What, 
then, is wrong? Gentlemen say that he is pro- 
ceeding to si pes while there is an armed force 
collected by the opposite party, to sompe] us, if 
we will negotiate, to negotiate under threats or 
menaces. Sir, it is the business of the Secretary 
of State, and of the Government, always to be 
ready,in my humble judgment, to negotiate under 
all circumstances, whether there be threais or no 
threats—whether there be force or no foree; but 
the manner, and the spirit, and the terms of the 
negotiation will be varied by the position that the 
opposing party may oceupy. And there is noth- 
ing new in this. We havea treaty that is called 
the treaty of Washington, which settled conflict- 
ing boundary claims between the United States, 
i embracing a portion of the State of Maine, and 
; the Province of New Branswick, and it was con- 
summated, as the negotiation was held, while both 
parties were standing on the line ready, if the ne- 
| gotiation failed, to establish their respective pre- 
i tensions by force. 

Sir; we sent a Minister to Mexico to negotiate 
the payment for indemnity for commercial obli- 
gations and other claims; but at the same time we 
: marched a force to the Rio Grande, and we after- 
| wards dictated the terms of peace to Mexico, with 
| @ victorious army in her capital. 1 agree that the 
| parties should be made equal, equal in every ad- 
| vantage for negotiation; and if it be true—and 
; there seems to be ground to believe it is—that the 
- British Government has resorted to the ex- 
tremely improper measure of collecting a force in 
` those waters, preliminary to the negotiation, then 
| I subscribe to every word which has been uttered 
|; by the Senator from Virginia, and implied in his 
| resolution, that we should be represented there 
by an equal force. One object of this resolu- 
tion is to ascertain from the President whether 
| he has sent such a force. Either we believe that 
1e has sent such force or we believe that he has 
not. If we assume, with the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. Toucery,] that he has not, and that 
he is indisposed to do so, and will not, then it is 
an insult to the President to ask him if he has 
| sent the force, which we have concluded in our 
own minds that he has not sent. We should at 
| once proceed to a vote of censure, and not to a 
| resolution of inquiry. If it would be proper to 
i 


i 
| 
| 
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;, send a force, we are bound to believe that the Ex- 
|| ecutive, which has charge of the whole case, 
|; Knows the time and the manner of sending that 
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force, and, therefore, I repeat that inthe very mo- || 
ment we are inquiring whether a force has been 
sent it is discourteous to the President, as it is 
unwise and imprudent, te bestow censure for not | 
having done that which we imply that we sup- 
pose he may have done, or will yet do in good 
season. 

On the whole, I see no necessity for any ex- 
citement on this subject. A war with Great Brit- 
ain will be no trifling affair, and, as I said before, 
we will go into either negotiation or war, and come 
out of it more safely, if we are to go into it, keep- 
ing cool and taking our time, and taking every 
advantage of circumstances which may arise. f 
need not say that when such an exigency comes 
I shall be as well prepared to meet it, its respon- 
sibilities and its consequences, and to stand as 
long and firmly by the national rights and dignity 
as any one here or elsewhere. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I do not wish to 
continue this discussion by going into any: ex 
pression of my views on the various suggestions 
which have been thrown out, but I wish to say a 
word or two upon one point. I have listened 
with a great deal of interest—with more than com- 
mon interest—to all that has been suggested on 
this subject on both sides of the Chamber. I 
have listened witha great deal of pleasure to much 
that has been said. J accord with much of it; 
but there is one view, one suggestion—and the 
whole debate is very suggestive to my mind— 
which has not yet been thrown out. i 

I do not think there is any real cause to appre- | 
hend war between the two countries, growing out || 
of this transaction, whatever it may be; and it }} 
has been very well said that we do not know all ji 
the facts bearing upon it. Certainly, sir, some i! 
sortion of the discussion might very well have i| 
Peen postponed. Butthere have been certain sen- | 
timents announced which I think worthy of a 
passing attention from the Senate, and from the 
country. 

I understood the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to say that, from 
some information within his reach, he is satisfied 
not only that some few vessels-of-war of Great || 
Britain have been ordered to those grounds for the |i 
protection of the alleged rights of British fish- |; 
ermen, but that the extraordinary armament of |) 
twenty vessels-of-war has been ordered into those | 
waters for the protection of British interests. ji 

Mr. MASON. [ have no other information į 
than that contained in the publie journals of the i 
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day. I stated that I obtained that information as 
to the extent of the British armament from a news- 
paper of St. Johns, New, Brunswick, setting out |) 
the armament, and stating its objects, which I | 
took to be authentic. 

Mr. BELL. That was a very good foundation 
upon which to base the remark. There must be 
no great reason to doubt—I believe it is not doubted 
at all, that some unusual force has been ordered to 
that station—some armament beyond the usual 
extent. I hinted at, the amount of it for the 
special purpose of calling the attention of the Sen- 
ate to it. 

The honorable Senator has also announced the 
sentiment, that if it be true that any armament | 
has been sent to those waters, all negotiation | 
ought to cease, if there has been any projectedne- 
gotiation. ji 

Mr. MASON. Notatall. I announced this, |; 
that the presence of an unusual armed force almost |; 
in our own waters, sent there with dispatch and ij 
celerity as a preliminary to negotiations, had been | 
stated in the public poor and if that were true, | 
in my estimate of the spirit of the American peo- 
ple, they would require that armament to be with- 
drawn before any negotiations were entered into. 

Mr. BELL. T understood the honorable Sen- ; 
ator, perhaps, not exactly as he has stated it now; | 
but I understood him to announce that there; 
seemed to be authentic information that it was in| 
connection with a negotiation—not that the British | 
Government had sent this armament there as a 
preliminary to a negotiation, but that in their in- 
structions to their officers it was expressly stated 
that it was in connection with a pending negotia- | 
tion. Upon the assumption that this was true, I 
understood the Senator from Virginia to announce 
that all negotiation ought to céase. . 

If it, be that that force is ordered there as.a pre- 


i 
: 
i 
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; such an order issuing from her Admiralty, or 
‘from any other department of her Government; i 
; but I will say that af it be as assumed by the hon- | 
| orable Senator from Virginia, his sentiment was a 
| correct one. 


| riority of the British force, and thus commencin, 


| upon those waters in connection with a negotia- 


| United States; aud if she has, whether wisely or 


j good sense and intelligence in the two countries 


' on the Pacific coast, to negotiate on precisely equal 
Sir, |! 


| floating batteries to back her diplomatic agents, | 
; when she sends them abroad. She has great ad- 


| LAND] waking up upon this subject, and ready to 


| curtail the appropriations for the Navy, from the 


| twenty ships, whick 


ish Government in commencing a negotiation by 


corr If it was for the purpose of “intim- 
idating and overawing this country by the supe- 


a negotiation with an armed battery ef a thousan 
or two thousand guns, then it would be a ques- 
tion whether negotiation ought not to be termin- 
ated-until they were withdrawn. 

I did not rise, Mr. President, for the purpose 
of going into the particular details of this busi- 
ness; for we are really somewhat in the dark as 
regards what they are. But there are some, which | 
seem to me of sufficient authority to base some ac- 
tion of this body upon them. I rose merely for the 
purpose of expressing this sentiment: thatif Great 
Britain has thought proper to array this force 


tion, and for the purpose of forcing a reciprocity 
treaty (for which she has so much desire) be- 
tween her North American Provinces and the 


unwisely, thought proper to order these arma- 
ments into those waters for that purpose, then I 
rejoice that she has done so. Not that I think war 
will grow out of it; for I believe there is too much 


to suffer a war to grow out even of a menacing | 
andinsulting attitude—such as that taken by Great 
Britain. She will find some way, consistent with | 
her honor, to recede from her position, if she has | 
taken it. But I repeat the sentiment—if she has į 
done so, I rejoice at it. 

Honorable Senators have said they feared the | 
Executive of the United States had not met this | 
question with the true national spirit with which | 
he ought to have met it; that he should have or- 
dered an adequate force immediately for the pro- | 
tection of our interests in those waters. Honor- 
able Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
particularly have spoken with that spirit of reso- 
lateness and determination that indicated that they | 
were ready to meet Great Britain at once in this 
controversy, with gunsand with naval armaments, 
if it were proper in that way to maintain the hon- 
or and dignity of the country. ? 

I say again, sir, that I rejoice, or shall rejoice, 
if Great Britain has taken this position, trust- 
ing that it will not lead to any serious difficulties 


between the two countries. I rejoice at it because || 


I trust that it will serve to wake up this country 
to its true position, that we are not in a condition 
cither in regard to the fisheries or our interests in 
the States south of us, or in regard to the islands 


terms with such a Power as Great Britain. 
she has some twenty-odd thousand guns on her 


vantages over us. Still, greatas they are, I know 
the American spirit is ready to maintain the honor 
of this country against all odds. I am rejoiced to 
see even the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Bor- 


meet Great Britain. I have understood that there 
has been a proposition made in another Hall to 


very moderate estimates sent in by the Executive 
Government, fully one third. And I would hike 
to know of the honorable Senator from Connecti- 
cut, (Mr. Toucry,] where are our twenty ships- 
of-war, to meet the twenty British ships-of-war on 
those waters? We may have a greater number 
than that—I do not know exactly how many—on 
our. various. commercial posts -on. the Atlantic 
coast, on. the: Mediterranean, in. the East Indies, 
or on the Pacific coast. . E do not know how many 
of these are in proper condition. for service. $- 
question whether we have altogether in-our Navy 
more than twenty or. thirty vessels in proper con- 
dition to be sent out to meet this squadron of 
is not one twentieth part of 
the British Navy fit for service. T-call the atten- 
tion of honorable. Senators. on. the- other side 
of the Chamber particularly-to. this-question.. I- 
wish them to remember it-when we come to the 
subject of making appropriations for the Navy- 
On a former day $ threw out the intimation; 
that, if I had the power, 1 would vote five millions | 
| extra, for. making experiments in regard, to the 


liminary. to a negotiation, I will not say what 
would De the soundness of the policy of the Brit- 


i] building up. of a navy, so as to havea respectable}: 


rf 
| force on the Pacific coast; though‘ such a force 

would not be equal to. halfor one tenth that of 

Great,Britain, or France, yet, with ‘a:good force 

there, you would be in a position, without ‘the 

probability of absolute and. shameful disaster; to 

meet any Power from abroad that might. think 

proper to insult us. ee 

I repeat again, that I apprehend: no war with 
Great Britain in regard to this question; but f 
think this a fit occasion, not only to call the 
attention of the Senate, but, so far as I can, to 
call the attention of the country to our miserably 
defenseless condition; to call attention to the:con~ 
dition in which we would be if our honor com- 
pelied us to meet the power of Great ‘Britain, as 
some think there is danger we shall. be compelled 
todo. Ihave not the least idea that a war will 
grow out of the transaction. The truth is, we. 
would be in a condition to. be overawed—or ordi- 
nary people would be in sucha condition—except 
for the indomitable energy, courage, and self-sac- 
rificing spirit of this country, for every gentleman 
must know that, to meet Great Britain promptly 
at this time, must be a great sacrifice, not to the’ 
honor of the country, but to the safety of many 
of the most exposed parts of the country; andthe 
safety of our dominion in one quarter of the 
world. Still our honor would be preserved after 
all; and finally, perhaps, history would have no 
occasion to record, that the United States had ever 
succumbed to any power, however.superior, : The 
only object for which I arose was to. callattention 
to this fact. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I am un- 
willing to prolong this discussion, but a remark 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Ber] calls 
for a word from me, He expressed his gratifica- 
tion to find that I—even ‘was waking up to the. 
interests and honor of this country. Sir, I am 
but an humble member here, and do not often take 
part in discussions apon the general policy of the 
Government, confining myself more particularly, 
as I think becomes me, to the special interests of- 
| my immediate constituents; but I am not aware 
that I have madea remark here, or given a vote, 
or failed to give a vote, that has indicated any- 
thing like indifference to any question of import- 
ance—to any measure involving the national de~ 
fenses. 

Mr. BELL. Perhaps I did not:explain suf- 
ciently what I intended by the allusion to the 
honorable Senator. I referred to his sentiments, 
expressed some weeks ago, in relation to the ex- 
| penditures of this Government upon the Navy. ` 

Mr. BORLAND. Such, I supposed, was the: 
Senator’s allusion, and that is the point to which 
| I wish to come. I find no necessity for changing 
| the opinions then expressed upon that subject, in 
view of what some Senators seem to regard as a 
cloud of war. Ido not. anticipate that war will 
grow out of this any more than the honorable 
Senator from ‘Tennessee does. But even if I did, 
it would not change the opinions I sincerely enter- 
tained, and decidedly expressed, in regard to:ap- ° 
propriations. I did not, and do not now, object ` 
to full, abundant’ appropriations for all purposes > 
of national defense. The point of my objection 
was, that unnecessarily large and extravagant ex- 

enditures had been made ina timé of peace. But 

et war actually come, or impending danger of ' 
war, and I shall be as ready as the honorable Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, or any other Senator, to 
vote not only as much as the twelve millions per - 
annum for the Army, and. eight millions for the ` 
Navy, which I complained, the other day, that this 
Administration had expended ina time of pro- 

| found ‘peace with all the world;” but I will vote © 
fifty millions, if necessary; withouthesitation—nay, ` 
sir, the last.dollar now im the Treasury, or which 
the entire means of the people could pay into it, ` 
| if it were to protect their interests or their honor. - 

I do not. object. to sufficient defenses,- or the 
means of paying for them. But we are not defi- 
cient, either in means or preparation for ‘defense. 
I do not agree with Senators who say we are ina `` 
defenseless condition. I do not think, with-the: + 
Senator from Tennessee, that there is any fhëcês- i~ 
| sity or propriety in expending‘ five millions ex’ 
‘tra’? to put-ourselves ina better state of defense. © 
“Weare now the best defended people upon the~”’ 
face of the earth. I do notagree with the Senator 
that, if war should come, we'are so'exposed to the 
incursions of the enemy, by land- or water, that 
‘our intérésts would materially suffer before we 
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could give blow for blow, 
shores, and even from the sea. 
and character of our people, fostered and devel- 
oped by our institutions, that ten days would nat 
be suffered to elapse from the first sound of war, 
before every assailable point would be prepared, 
as no other people could prepare, to receive all 
comers, and defy the world in arms. 
opinion of my country and my countrymen. — | 
Itisaremarkable fact, Mr. President, and [ think | 
it is not out of place to notice it here, that, in look- | 
ing back through the history of our Government, + 
especially to the war period of 1812, and since that ‘| 
time, in every dispute, or hostile collision, witha | 
foreign nation, without an exception that now oc- |: 
curs to me, there has been a party in our country, 5 
and represented in the two Houses of Congress, || 
which h 
country, and against our own. 
not actually taken sides against us, they have, at | 
least, held back the word of encouragement, and i 
often the helping hand, when we have needed | 
them to sustain the interest and honor of home. | 
Such things I do not charge against the Senator | 
from Tennessee in person—far from it. But the | 
old elements of that same party are yet organized | 
l 


in this country, and are not without representa- | 
tives in the two Houses of Congress. Of this, į 
and its line of demarkation, we have proof in this 
discussion here to-day. 

Sir, it may be no unfit occasion to say a word 
in reply to the inquiry which was made on the | 
other side of the Chamber, as to where was the 
ground of apprehension that the present distin- 
guished Secretary of State would not be found 
true to.the interests of hie countrymen, when 
brought in collision with the interests of cther 
countries, and Great Britain especially? I may 
remind the Senators who ask that question, that 
in the war of 1812, growing out of Interests sim- 
ilar to those of these very fishermen, the distin- į 
guished Secretary of State, then amember of the | 
other House, denounced and opposed the war, | 
and used terms of reproach against those who | 
were engaged in it, and the protection of whose 
rights had led to it; and if. my information is not 
greatly at fault, uttered that notable exclamaiion, 
*¢ Let them starve and freeze? That gentleman 
then, and those adhering to him, denounced the 
“war in terms.which I will not now disgust the 
ears of an American Senate, or an American peo- | 
ple, by repeating. ~ Even when the war was over, | 
and the patriotic hearts of our people, from one | 
end of this Union to the other, were pouring out | 
their gratitude to God for the success of our arms, | 
and congratulating one another upon the glory | 
which rested upon our flag, fresh from the fields | 
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of that war, the present Secretary of State, and || 


those who adhered to him, instead of joining in | 
that expression of gratitude, and in that voice of | 
congratulation, declared it to be unworthy of a 
Christian people-to rejoice at the result of such a 
war, .I-do. not undertake to say that the distin- | 
guished Secretary of State himself used these pre- | 
cise expressions; but we know, as well as we 
know any other thing in our history, that the par- 
ty to which he belonged, and of which he was 
considered the head and leader, in the other House 
of Congress, did utter expressions such as that; 
and that division upon the opinions and sentiments 
then entertained and thus. expressed, marked the | 
line of separation between the political parties of | 
that day, and which have continued their separate 
existence until now. From- that day to this, 
whenever disputes or collisions have arisen be- 
tween. our own country and-another, and any one | 
has advocated, has demanded, prompt and ‘ener- | 
getic action; to vindicate the rights of our own, 
opposition-and rebuke have never failed to make | 
themselves-seen and-heard on the other side of the | 
Chamber. ; 

Mr. PEARCE. :Mr. President, the Senator 
from Mississippi {Mr. Apams] has well expressed 
my opinion. L think that we admit, by the- res- | 
olution which is now before us, that we are not 
furnished with the information which is desirable 
and necessary for the understanding of this cues- 
tion; else it is to be presumed we should not ask 
for it. Well, sir, in the absence of information— 
when we are but half informed, or not informed | 
at all—we are proceeding to discuss, and almost | 
to determine, this whole matter. We determine | 
first, and consider afterwards. F think: that is a | 
reversal of all proper course of proceeding. Edo |! 


and drive him from our | 
Such is the spirit | 


Such is my | 


as invariably taken sides with that foreign || 
Or, if they have |) 
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not know, sir, what course the Administration 
will take; but I think it scarcely liberal to throw 
upon them at this time the suspicion of being 
wanting in patriotism and public spirit. Still less 
do I think it fair inthe Senator from Arkansas 
H {Mr. Borraxn] to give, as the basis of that sus- 
|i picion of his, the supposition which he seems to 
| entertain, that the Secretary of State, at a time to 
|| which the memory of man can scarcely run, as 
mine certainly does not, did express some opin- 
ions very disgusting, as he says, to American 
ears. Ido not recollect the whole course of that 
distinguished man; but I know this, that he was 
not a member of the Congress which declared war 
against Great Britain, and that many years ago, 
when he was charged in this Senate with being 
wanting in public spirit during the war of 1812, 
he replied with great vigor, and defied the pro- 
duction of any evidence to show that he was want- 
ing in the most loyal patriotism, or any vote or 
opinion ef his inconsistent with honorable and 
patriotic conduct. He said he differed from the 
dominant party of that day as to the course which 
should be pursued in the conduct of the war, that 
it had been written of Great Britain by one of her 
sweetest poets that— 

& Her march is o’er the mountain wave, 

Her home is on the deep,” 

and that during the war of 1812, he was for meet- 
ing her at that home; he was for intercepting her 
on that march; he was for giving play to the gal- 
laut spirit of our Navy, and teaching Great Brit- 
ain that we were not strangers on the bosom of 
the deep. I do not believe, sir, that any unpatri- 
otic expression, such as the Senator from Arkansas 
has referred to, ever escaped the lips of that emi- 
nent man during the war of 1812, or at any other 
time. And when charges were rung most loudl 
and repeatedly against him here in this Hall, 
twelve or thirteen years ago, I never heard such 
language imputed to him. 

But be this as it may, what course is the Ad- 
ministration to take? Are they to assume, as 
gentlemen here assume, that the British have sent 
a fleet to the waters of Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick to overawe us, that we may be com- 

elled to negotiate at the mouth of the cannon? 

am not willing to assume it. I think a regard 
for the honor and dignity of the country—a con- 
sciousness of the regard, and for our nation’s dig- 
nity and courage, which other nations must enter- 
| tain, would prevent them from assuming that. I 
| think that if the Secretary of State, or the Exec- 
utive, were to call upon the British Government 
to say whether such was the purpose of sending 
their fleet to the waters of Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick, they would promptly disavow it. 
The British Government would probably say that 
they have had, ever since the treaty of 1818, and 
before that time, vessels cruising upon that station 
for the purpose of protecting their fishermen in 
their just rights, and that this increased force was 
sent for this purpose, and no other. If they 
should say that, who could doubt that they said 
that which they had a right to say, and were 
doing that which they had a right to do? We 
would not hesitate to send our fleet to protect our 
fishermen, under similar circumstances, and would 
! not think ourselves liable to a suspicion of offer- 
| ing a national insult if wedid so. Ihave no doubt, 
therefore, that this purpose would be promptly 
i disavowed. 
| But, says the honorable Senator from Connecti- 
cut, [Mr. ‘Foucrr,] and I think some other Sena- 


send a fleet to the same waters to which the Brit- 
ish have ordered their fleet—to their waters. 
not see that Senator now in his seat, and I regret 
it, for I should like to know from him what jn- 
structions he thinks the Executive ought to give 
to the commander of the fleet sent to those waters, 
because it would very much depend upon that, 
whether sach a demonstration would be harmless, 
ridiculous, or pernicious. Should we send a fleet 
without instructions? To do so would be a farce. 
To send them with one set of instructions would 
be almost as ridiculous; and to’send them with an 
other might involve the country in war, and sub- 
ject the President to impeachment. 

Mr. MASON. If the Senator will induige me 
for an instant, I will state to him whatis my view 
of the subject. It is this: that if the British Gov- 
ernment have sent a large and unusual naval force 
into the seas adjacent to their possessions in North 


tors, that it is due to ourselves that we should | 


Ide! 


America—where American citizens were in the 
habit of fishing unmolested—with instructions, ae 
we are informed, to interfere with the rights ag- 
serted by these American fishermen, whether well 
or ill-founded, under a construction alleged to be 
placed by the British Government upon the con- 
vention of 1818; and if the American Executive is 
informed that such a movement has taken place 
on the part of the British Government, it was his 
imperious duty at once to order an adequate naval 
force into those seas, to protect American citizens 
in the exercise of their rights under the treaty. 

Now, sir, as to the danger of collision, I put 
this to the honorable Senator from Maryland: the 
British Government have taken the initiative, and 
| they either expected a collision, or they did not. 
if they expected a collision, they were not deterred 
in their movements by that expectation. If they 
did not expect a collision, they expected us to 
acquiesce tamely in this national offense on their 
; part—for itis a national offense, according to in- 
ternational law to send without explanation, and 
without notice, such a fleet, on such an occasion, 
; to these waters. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think the Senator is trenching 
on my time. 

Mr. MASON. | did not mean to interrupt the 
Senator, but to give him my view of the subject. 
| He asked what instructions should be given to 
our naval commanders if sent on such a mission. 
| I will tell him what instructions. I would suggest 
to instruct the naval commander to preserve the 
rights of the American fisherman in statu quo; to 
let him fish where he has been accustomed to fish 
| for the last thirty years; and if he was interfered 
| with by the British naval power, to protect him; 
and I would do it forthe very purpose of avoiding 
a collision between the two countries. 

Mr. PEARCE, There are a great many ifs 
and buts in the statement of the honorable Senator 
from Virginia. It is much more qualified in that 
respect than the remarks of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. Toucyy.] I do not understand 
the latter Senator to put any of these contingencies 
in the case at all, but toassume that it is now the 
| duty of the President of the United States to send 
| a fleet into the waters of Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick. I said that much would depend upon 
the character of the instructions given to the com- 
mander of sucha fleet. Much would depend upon 
the purposes of the British Government—and of 
| those purposes the Senator understands no more 
than myself. Itis a matter of pure conjecture. If 
the commander of such a fleet is to be instructed 
to protect our fishermen in their just rights, who 
is to tell him, or is he himself to be the judge, 
| when their just rights are invaded? Is the Exec- 

utive to transfer his duty of ‘construing a treaty 
to a captain of a man-of-war? How shall he give 
him definite instructions” Shall he leave it to the 
| commander to say which are the broad waters of 
the ocean common to all nations, and which are 
those in which we fish by license ? 

The Senator says our fishermen are to exercise 
their just rights, as they have for thirty years 
past. Who knows how they have exercised their 
just rights for thirty years past? Is this Govern- 
ment prepared to say on what part of the coast of 
the British Provinces, and within what distance 
from the shore they have invariably fished forthirty 
years past? May it not be that our fishing ves- 
sels have encroached from time to time? Do we 
not know the fact that they have done so? 

Our fishing vessels have been euptured more 
than once in the course of the last thirty years for 
the violations of treaty. Is the captain of a man- 
of-war to determine the questions that may arise, 
some of them, perhaps, very nice and subtle? 
Or is he to be sent there with general instructions 
to protect our fishermen, and be left to the guid- 
ance of his own discretion and the conjectures he 
may make as to the proper constructien of the 
treaty? Or, on the other hand, is he to be sent 
there and be told, if you find a British vessel cap- 
turing an American fishing-smack in British wa- 
ters, or within the waters of a bay whose entrance 
is not above six miles wide, open your broadside 
upon him? Now, sir, when the Executive does 
that, I think he will assume a power for which 
i the Congress of the United States will be very apt, 
to call him to account, and a very solemn account, 
| while the country, too, would demand a reckon- 
ling. It would be assuming a power which does 
i not belong to the Chief Magistrate of this coun- 
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try; it would be forcing this country into a war, 
when the power of making war resides in Con- 
gress, and in Congress alone. I think, sir, that, 
without stimulating the Executive by fiery discus- 
sion here, we may safely intrust the honor of the 
country and the interests of our Northern fisher- 
men in his hands. No, American statesman is 
likely to betray the one or sacrifice the other. With 
afull sense of his responsibility to the country 
and his own stainless reputation, and with much 
fuller knowledge than we now have of the subject, 
we may expect him to discharge his whole duty. 

But I do not wish to violate the rule which I 
announced as the proper one when I set out—that 
is, that it is not wise to discuss a subject when we 


are not furnished with the necessary information | 


in regard to it; and I conclude with the hope that 
the discussion will not be pursued further, and 
that the resolution may either be passed at once, 


or, if there ig to be further debate, that ıt may be | 


postponed till another day. 
Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I suppose, from 


the lateness of the hour, that this day cannot be | 


devoted to the object for which it was designed. I 
-differ in some degree from those Senators who 
have spoken on this subject; and that difference of 
opinion, in my own mind, brings me to the con- 
clusion that there is a much stronger probability 
of a collision with Great Britain than is expressed 
by the Senators who have spoken. Great Britain 
has said that she now claims the exclusive right 
of fisheries on those waters. Mr. Webster, the 
representative of this Government, has said that 
under the convention of 1818 the citizens of the 
United States are entitled to fish there. 
then, the two Governments are directly at issue. 
Great Britain has sent an unusually large fleet 
there to protect her citizens in the alleged rights 
assumed by her Government. We have the letter 
of instructions from the British Admiral to the 
commanders of the vessels composing that fleet, 
which says that our citizens are to be prevented 
from fishing in those waters as they have done 
from 1818 to the present time. Mr. Webster as- 
sumes not only that this is the legitimate construc- 


tion of the treaty of 1818, but that the British | 


Government have subsequently, in 1845, admitted 
our construction to be the correct and legitimate 
construction of the treaty of 1818. Now, sir, 
when the two Governments stand in this attitude; 
when here is the British fleet instructed by. the 
Admiral in command to take possession of our 
vessels pursuing what our Government says. is 
their Jegitimate right, is there no danger of col- 
lision ? 

Our fleet ought to be sent there—and it can 
be sent with but one object—with instructions 
upon the part of our Government precisely simi- 
lar to those sent on the part of Great Britain. 
We have the letter of their Admiral directing their 
vessels Lo take possession of our fishing boats, and 
to capture our seamen engaged in this business, 
_ which our Secretary of State says—which our 
Government says, is the legitimate right of every 
citizen of the United States. Now, when our 
vessels go there, they can go there properly with 
but one instruction—that if the British Govern- 
ment enforce that order it must be prevented by 
force. As my colleague says, it is all a farce to 
send a fleet there unless you send such instructions. 

Each Government has assumed its attitude upon 
the subject, the one claiming for its citizens the 
exclusive right of fishery, the other assuming a 
claim upon the part of our citizens of the right to 
fish. The British Government have sent their 
vessels there for the purpose of preventing the ex- 
ercise of that right by our citizens. If we send, 
as we ought fo send, a fleet there, it should be 
with instructions that if the British attempt to 
carry out the orders of their Admiral, our naval 
force must prevent it—that if it is to be done by 
force it must be prevented. I therefore see in the 
attitude of this question, a greater probability of 
war than I did with reference to the ‘540 40 
question, or with reference to any position . in 
which the country has been placed within my rec- 
ollection. : : 

It seems tome that the whole argument here 
to-day has proceeded upon a false hypothesis. It 
is assumed that the British Government have sent 
their vessels there in order to treat. Why, sir, 
the sentiment avowed by my friend from Texas, 
(Mr. Rusx,] that the people of this country, the 
Representatives of the people of this country, the 


Here, | 
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| lations [Mr. Mason] be correct. 


| She intends, at the cannon’s mouth, to protect her 


| done as much as any Senator would desire it to do. 


* i 

Government of this country, will never consent to |! 
treat at the cannon ’s mouth, is well known to the 
British Government. Itis as well known to the 
British Government, as it is known, Mr. Presi- |: 
dent, to you or me. There is not a Government 
on the face of the civilized globe that does not | 
now know that no treaty can be made with the | 
i 


American Government, if it be attempted to be | 
done by force, however desirous this Government į 
might otherwise be to make the treaty which the | 
other Government proposed. Itis known to Great | 
Britain; and therefore I assume that she has no | 
intention to treat. She would not have sent her | 
fleet there if she had desired to treat on that or | 
any other subject. There is not a man in the 
copntry who would submit to treat with her, i 
the fact assumed, no doubt correctly, by the hon- | 
orable chairman of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
Great Britain, || 


i 
L 

i 

therefore, does not pretend to treat. She has as- |! 
sumed her attitude on this subject. It is this: || 
| 


That she has the exclusive right to these fisheries. 


subjects in what she has proclaimed to be their |! 
rights. We cannot be left in doubt on that point, 
because we have here the letter of her Admiral, 
published by our Secretary of State, setting forth 
that fact. : 

I think the people of this country should not be 
lulled into security about this matter. 1 think 
there is great danger of collision with Great Britain 
in regard to this subject. I have no doubt that 
the Executive Department of this Government has 


I have no doubt that the necessary steps have al- | 
ready been taken to provide a sufficient naval force 

to protect our seamen in what our Government jj 
has proclaimed to. be their rights; and when the 
naval force of this country goes there, I do not |j 
see how a collision is to be avoided. The British || 
Admiral must withdraw his orders, or those under 
his orders must not obey them, or a collision is 
inevitable—it cannot be avoided. Is there an ofti- || 
cer in the Arherican Navy, who, if sent there, for | 
this purpose, would permit an American vessel 
to be captured without firing his guns into those 
who were about to capture her, however unequal || 
the force might be? 
_ I certainly did not rise to defend the Adminis- | 
tration. It can need no defense from me. ‘The 
members composing it are about to retire from 
public life. The gentleman who has been most 
assailed has retired, or will retire very shortly. I 

think that the violent assaults on that gentleman 

might at least have been dispensed with. His age, 

the services which he has heretofore rendered to 

his country, ought to have protected him, it seems 

to me, in this, the theater of his fame, from the 

violent attack which has been made upon him by 

my honorable friend from Arkansas. I need not 

say anything in this Hall with regard to the char- | 
acter of Daniel Webster. I will not attempt it. 

We all know him. The American people all 

know him. ‘here is no necessity for political 

asperity to rail against him, for he is about to re- 

tire from public life forever; and he should rest in 

the affections of the American people. His talents 

should be admired, as I believe they are, by the 

people at large, and should be free, I think, from 

any violent political attack. 

The resolution was adopted. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. i 
A message from the House of Representatives |: 


was received by Mr. Hayes, its Chief Clerk, an- |; 
nouncing that it had passed the Senate bill sup- | 
plementary to “ An act providing for the taking | 
‘of the Seventh and subsequent Censuses of the | 
‘ United States, and to fix the number of the mem- |; 


‘bers of the House of Representatives, and pro- j; 
‘ vide for their future apportionment amongst the | 
‘several States,” approved May 23, 1850. | 

Also, a bill to grant the right of way. to all rail | 
and plank roads and macadamized turnpikes pass- | 
ing through the public land belonging to the Uni- | 
ted States. . s 

The last-mentioned bill was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. . 

ADDITIONAL SCHOOL LANDS. 

The bill allowing exchanges of, and gravtingad- | 
ditional school lands in the several States which | 
contain public lands, and for ether purposes, came 
up on its third reading. f sind ee pat 


; for and he against it. 


Mr. BORLAND. I will state to the Senate 


: that since that bill was ordered to be. engrossed 


yesterday, I myself, together with the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Lands, have exam- 
ined it with a‘ great deal of care, and although it 
expresses really what is intended, yet, owing to 
its having been made up by ‘amendments, the 
phraseology of the bill is not perhaps as clear and 
specific as’ it might be. For,that reason I ask the, 
unanimous consent of the Senate to substitute, 
another bill which I have prepared. It is the same: 
in substance as this, but varying somewhat in the 
order of its arrangement... i s : } 
The PRESIDENT, The. bill can. only . be 
amended at this stage by unanimous consent, 
Mr. BORLAND. ‘The amendment which I 
propose is to strike outall after the enacting clause, 


and insert: 


That there shall be, and hereby is, granted to each of the 


| Stetes which contain public lands, and to which one sec- 
| tion only in each township has heretofore been granted for 


the use of schools, one additional section of land of good 


' quality foreach township within said States, which addi- 
Í tional section is hereby granted for the use of schools within 
! such townships; the said additional section to be selected 
i under the authority of said States respectively, either as a 

whole section, or in any legal’ subdivisions within the 
: township that may remain subject to-sale by private entry, 


or should none such remain in the same township, then the 
selection may be made in each case from any lands within’ 


‘ the limits of the State subject to sale by private entry, to 


be entered and recorded at the proper land office of the dis- : 


| trict in which the selected land may lie, and a proper con- 
i veyance made therefor in the usual form. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Jand au- 
thorized to be selected and granted by the first section of 
this act, or by any preceding acts for similar purposes, or 
any part of the same, may be, by the proper authorities, dis- 
posed of in accordance with the laws now in: force in re- 
lation to such Jands in each of the States respectively. 


The amendment was agreed to. The bill was 
read the third time, and passed. 
On motion the Senate adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frauway, July 23, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by ine Rev. Lirrieron F. Morsan. 
he Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 


Lis upon ordering the following bill to be engrossed 
and read a third time, viz: ‘A bill granting the 


‘right of way and making a grant of land to the 
‘ State of Michigan, to aid in the construction of 
‘the Oakland and Ottawa railroad, commencing at 
‘the village of Pontiac, in the county of Oakland,. 
‘and terminating on the navigable: waters of Lake. 
‘ Michigan, in the county of Ottawa.’ ; 

Mr. SAVAGE... I ask the unanimous. consen 
of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 276, entitled ‘* An act for the re- 
lief of Colonel James R. Creecy,’? for the purpose 
of its reference. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken 


up, read a first and second time by its title, re- 
: ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made 


the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered 
to be printed. : 
EXPLANATION. road 

Mr. POLK. I rise to a privileged question: 
In justice to the gentleman from Kentacky,. (Mr. 
Brecxinnipce,] I consider it proper to state that ` 
desiring to be absent from the city of Washington, 
he requested that I would pair off with him on the 


: vote upon the Collins line of steamers—I being 


g I did so. Puring his ab- 
sence the honorable gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 


: Hammonp] asked me to assign to him the pair off, 
l! as he wished to leave for Maryland. Being doubt- 
| ful whether I would at the time leave the city or 
not, Lassigned itto him. When I found that Phad 


to leave, I paired. off with the gentleman from 


i: South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] © On my return, upon 


a conversation with Mr. Hasmonn, I Jearned that 
he apprehended the assignment was to apply only 
till Saturday. He- told me that when he found 
there was ‘some doubt upon the subject he ceased’ 
to vote. He did not vote when it was explained 
to him. 1 make this statement that the gentleman” 
from Kentucky may be correct upon the record.: , 

Mr.CLARK. Task that Senate bill No. 316, 
be taken from the table in order that it maybe, 
referred. : a 
P Mr. DUNCAN. What does the bill provide 
or? mes 


Mr. CLARK. Itis the same bill-of which 1 
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í 
spoke on yesterday morning. Itis to relinquish 
to the town of Beileview a strip of land. 

Mr., OLDS. Does the consideration of the bill į 
come out of the morning hour ? i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
1 do not know what the bill is. 


PROTECTION OF THE FRONTIERS. 


Mr. BISSELL. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to permit the bill authorizing the 
President to supply the citizens upon the frontier 
with arms to be taken up and passed. 


i object. | 


necessity for speedy action upon that bill. Our i 
citizens upon the frontier need the arms, Its con- | 
sideration will occupy but a moment. 

[Cries of “ Agreed!’ Agreed 177] 

Mr. OLDS. If it does not come out of the 
morning hour, I will not object. Otherwise I 
shall. 

Mr. STANLY. 


Mr. BISSELL. 


of the morning hour. 


taken up in advance of the morning hour. It will | 
take but a single moment to pass the bill. 
Mr. STANLY, IJ object to that. | 


SPRINGFIELD AND TERRE HAUTE RAILROAD. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. I rise to a question 
of order. I would inquire of the Chair whether 
the consideration of the Springfield and Terre 


Haute railroad comes up first in order during the į, 


morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The decision of the Chair | 
in regard to that matter is, that there being no | 
question pending to commit the bill, it takes its į 
place upon the Speaker’s table, , 

Mr. DAVIS. 1 willendeavor to state my point | 
of order in as few words as possible. I under- ; 
stand the Chair to decide that a motion to recom- 
mit or to commit the bill to the Committee on 
Public Lands would keep it from the Speaker’s 
table? 


The SPEAKER. It would keep it before the | 
House. i 
Mr. DAVIS. I understand the Speaker de- | 


cides, further, that a motion to postpone to a day 
certain will not keep it from the Speaker’s table. 
The SPEAKER. That is the decision of the 
Chair. 
Mr. DAVIS. 


difference without a cause. 


It strikes me the Chair makes a 
I have examined as 


far as I could this qnestion of order, and am sat- | 
i 


is at if the moti recommit keeps the bill |: : 
isfied that if the motion to recommt p e ` vead again? 


before the House, the motion to postpone certainly 
does not put it upon the Speaker’s table. If the 
Chair overrules my point, T take an appeal. 

The SPEAKIER. Under the twenty-seventh 
rule, Senate bills and resolutions are to be taken 
up in their order, and if, on being read a second 
time, no motion be made to commit, they are to 
be ordered to their third reading, unless objection 
be made, in which case, if not otherwise ordered 
by the majority of the Honse, they are to be laid 
upon the table in the general file of bills, to be 
taken up in their turn. That provision has con- 
trolled his predecessor in reference to Senate bills, 
and also bills reported from committees, upon 
their second reading. The practice of the House, 
ag far as the Chair knows, has been uniform upon | 
that point—that unless a motion be pending to | 


commit, the bill takes its place upon the Speaker’s |. 


table in the general file. i 

Mr. DAVIS. 
leave of the House, to put myself right. The 
amendment to the Springfield and Terre Haute 
road was proposed against my will and consent. 


I understand this morning that the gentleman who |! 


offered it is now willing to withdraw it, and to let 
the vote be taken upon the merits of the bill | 
which I had the honor to present. 1 do not desire | 
to state anything further. I will take an appeal 
from the decision of the Chair, and I trust that the 
House will sustain that appeal, that there may be 
a direct vote upon the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand, then, that if 
the House sustains the appeal, and reverses the | 
decision of the Chair, they reverse the rule upon | 
this subject, as understood and practiced by the 
House? H 

The SPBAKER. It will reverse the practice 
of the House. pd wie “Ses 


I would | 
say again to the House that there is the greatest || 


I wish to make a remark, by the | 


: made to postpone a bill which was before the body 


isk ithe morning hour expired, and the House 
Į object, if it does not come |: 
out of the morning hour. 

Well, then, let it be taken out || practice of the House, goes upon the Speaker’s 
: table in the general file, to be taken up in its order, 
Mr. OLDS. Then I object. i 
Mr. BISSELL. Then I propose that it be |: 


|; the rale, which provides that Senate bills in that 
| precise condition, being upon their second read- 
‘ing, shall go upon the Speaker’s table, unless 


li particular stage—the House having passed from 
‘their consideration to go into Committee of the 


i andsecond reading, that they be referred to committees and 
+ put under way; butif, on being read a second time, no mo- 
, tion be made to commit, they are to be ordered to their third 
i. reading, unless objection be made; in which case, if not 
otherwise ordered by a majority of the House, they are to |! 


: clear enough in regard to Senate hills. 
: to long usage, and, as the Chair thinks, according 
; to propriety, bills reported from committees in this 


i 
i 
} 
} 
} 
i 


‘in regard to committing, ora pending motion to 
i commit, has been controlling the action of this 
; body upon bills reported from the committees 

when at the same stage as the bills from the Sen- 


Mr. ALLISON. That is the point to which I 
wish to direct the attention of the House. 

The SPEAKER. And it is difficult to say 
where the change in the practice will end. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the point I wish 
made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, from all his ex- 
perience, could not point out the trouble that might 
follow. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
lay the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. DAVIS demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I would be gratified if the 
Chair would state the question. F 

The SPEAKER. On yesterday a motion was 


I move to 


for consideration. Before the House determined 
upon taking the vote upon the motion to postpone 
9 : e use pro- 
ceeded to other business. The Chair decides that 
the bill in that stage, according to the universal 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to propound a 
single question to the Chair. The practice of the 
House has invariably been, that where a motion 
is made to commit, the bill does not go upon the 


Speaker’s table. 
The SPEAKER. That is true. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the difference |} 
‘in fact, and what rule makes the difference be- 


tween the motion to postpone and the motion to 
commit? 


The SPEAKER. The Chairthis moment read 


there be a motion to recommit.’ That expression 


ate. > 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to make this 
point: A provision is made that Senate bills at a 


Whole—shall go upon the Speaker’s table, and 
take their place upon the files. This excludes the- 
idea of any other but Senate bills going there. 
The practice of the House in regard to House 
bills at the same stage has been in conformity with 
that rule; although the rule itself excludes, in my 
opinion, the decision which the Chair has made. 
Mr. ROBBINS. Will the Chair have the rule 
The 27th rule was then read, as follows: 
«© 3d. Bils and resolutions from the Senate on their first 


be laid on the table in the general file of bills on the Speak- 
er’s table, to be taken up in their turn.— September 14, 
1837.” 

The SPEAKER. This is the rule, which is 
According 


House take the same course, and no preference 
should be given to them over bills from the Sen- 
ate in the same stage. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Idesireto know of the 
Chair, as he is more familiar with the rules than 
myself, if there is any other rule bearing upon this 
question of which the Chair is aware? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair knows of no 
other rule bearing upon this matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The effect of the rule, 
then, in my judgment. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
tion is not debatable. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not debatable, as a mo- 
tion has been made to lay the appeal upon the 
tabie. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Discussion is not in 
order I know, but I wish to inquire for informa- 
tion upon this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would remark to 
the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Ricnarpson,} 
and to the House again, that if there-is a single 
instance in the history of the proceedings of this 
body varying from the practice as stated by the 


The ques- 


Chair, he is not aware of it. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Iam not familiar with 
the practice, but 1 do not think that the rule war- 
rants the practice. 

Mr. STEVENS, of 
gentleman to order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. Was not this 
bill “ ordered otherwise” than committed to the 
Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER. There was novorder taken 
upon it. The bill was upon its engrossment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The rule says, ‘‘if not 
otherwise ordered by a majority of the House.” 
Was it otherwise ordered? What did the House 
order? Is it competent for the House to make 
the order? 

The SPEAKER. It was competent for the 
House to do it, but they did not do it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. A motion was made to 
postpone it two weeks hence. That precluded 
the reference to the Committee of the Whole, and 
was virtually ‘ otherwise ordering” in regard to 
the disposition of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. If a motion had been made 
to postpone to a particular day, a question before 
the House, and equally legitimate, was to order 


Pennsylvania. I call the 


ithe bill to be engrossed and read a third time, 


neither of which keeps the bill before the House, 
according to the practice. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, took the floor. 

Mr. NABERS. Is the question debatable? I 
feel obliged to object to the gentleman’s proceed- 
ing. 
‘Mr. DAVIS. Cannot I have the liberty of re- 
ferring to some authority upon this question? I 
will send it up to the Chair to be read. It is an 
extract from Jefferson’s Manual in support of my 
appeal. 

Phe SPEAKER. If not objected to the author- 
ity will be read for the information of the House.’ 

“That the rules require that one hour shall be devoted 


to reports of committees, &e., each morning; that the 
report of a committee, under consideration when the hour 


| expires, becomes, on the succeeding morning, the first 


business before the House, after the commencement of the 
morning hour; andtbat the business is to be resumed at 
the stage where it was left when the hour expired.”—Jef- 
ferson’s Manual—“ Arrangement of Business.’? 

The SPEAKER. If it be the pleasure of the 
House to overrule the universal practice of the 
House, the Chair has no objection in the world; 
but he would feel it to be his duty at once to recur 
to, and present for action thereon, a great many 
other bills which, in the same form, have passed 
to the files on the Speaker’s table. From the first 
day of the session they have gone regularly in 
that way, and taken that course. 

The question was then taken on laying the ap- 
peal upon the table, Messrs. Cuanpipr and Sr. 
Manrin acting as tellers; and there were—ayes 
89, noes 37. 

So the House laid the appeal upon the table. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. Irise to a privileged 
question. I move to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to second the demand for the 
previous question. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, 
the bill not being before the body. 


OAKLAND AND OTTAWA RAILROAD. 

Mr. STUART. I understand the question to 
be upon the engrossment of the bill read at the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. That is the question. 

Mr. STUART. Ido not wish to detain the 
House in reference to that bill. I can state, ina 
very few words, that there are at this time twenty- 


i five miles of road completed from Detroit, north- 


west to Pontiac, in our State. The object of this 
bill is to provide for the construction of a road 
from Pontiac, in connection with this road, to 
Lake Michigan, opposite Milwaukie. The dis- 
tance is about two hundred miles. Upon the east- 
ern portion of this road, and upon the western 
also, the public lands are entirely taken up. 

In the central part of the State, east and west, 
there isa considerable amount of public lands un- 
sold, so that upon the line of this road, if the bill 
pass, the State would have the benefit of about 
two hundred thousand acres, according to the state- 
ment which I have from the General Land Office. 
The road, as gentlemen can see by a single glimpse 
at the country, would form’a continuous line in 
connection with the contemplated: railroad from 
Milwaukie to the Upper Mississippi, and from 
the Upper Mississippi to the Eastern States of 
Pennsylvania, New York, and the New England 
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and the Atlantic States. I regard the work as | 
important to these States as to these Western | 
States. It is a work of immense importance to ! 
our State, running through the lower peninsula, 
north and south, What I ask for this bill is noth- | 
ing but a fair and candid consideration. I shall! 
not detain the House, because I cannot suppose | 
| 
i 
i 
H 


for an instant that I can inform gentlemen upon 
the general purposes of bills of this character. I 
have stated a few facts which affect this road. J 
can assure gentlemen that itis not a visionary 
affair. Itis a road most meritorious in its char- | 
acter, and one which must be and will be built : 
eventually whether the State gets this assistance į 
or not, because the great interests of the country | 
demand it. But it is a bill which falls clearly : 
within the rule which is contended for in regard 
to these billa; and I believe that the alternate sec- 
tions of land and the unsold lands in the country 
adjacent will refund five times over to the Govern- 
ment what they will get without the construction 
of the road for the public lands. Iam desirous 
that the bill should be put upon its passage; and 
if any gentleman wishes to have it read through 
before | move the previous question upon it, I 
shall have no objection. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I do not 
wish it read. I desire to ask a question, how- 
ever. Is there any provision in the bill by which 
the amount of funds furnished -by the United | 
States is to be returned to the United States in the 
shape of stock? or does it go to stockholders? 


Mr. STUART. The only provision in the bill 
is to grant lands to the State of Michigan for the 
construction of this road. There is no provision 
for refunding to the United States at all. 

Mr. STEVENS. If it contains a provision 
that the United States, for the amount of funds | 
which it contributes, shall hold stock in common 
with the other stockholders, I will go for this and 
other railroads; but I never will give land to enrich 
other stockholders. 

Mr. STUART. There is no such provision. 
The benefit which the United States Government | 
will derive from the increased value of the alter- 
nate sections, and the increased sale of the Gov- 
ernment lands in the vicinity, will more than com- 

ensate for the land proposed to he granted. If) 
it is desired to have the bill read, I have no objec- 
tion. I move the previous question on the en- 
grossment of the bill. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. Is it in order to move | 
to refer this bill to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, as the previous | 
question is demanded. f 
Mr, CABLE. Is it in order to move to lay the 
bill upon the table? . i 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. i 

Mr. CABLE. Then I make that motion. | 

Mr. STEVENS. Upon that question I demand 
the yeas. and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken, and there were— : 
yeas 79, nays 67; as follows: J 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, William | 
Appleton, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Beale, Bibig- 
haus, Bocock, John Il. Boyd, Bragg, Breckinridge, Bur- 
rows, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Caskie, Chastain, Cburch- 
well, Cleveland, Curtis, Geo. T. Davis, Dimmick, Duncan, 
Faulkner, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goodenow, 
Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Hebard, | 
Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas 
Powe, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Geo 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King 
Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher; Mann, Martin, Mason, McLana. 
han, MeMullin, MeNair, McQueen, Meade, Millson, More- 
head, Murphy, Newton, Powell, Reed, Robbins, Robie, 
Savage, Schermerkorn, Scudder, Origen S. Seymour, Skel- 
ton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Suther- 
land, Wallace, Wildrick, and Woodward—79. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Bissell, 
Rowie, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Geo. H. Brown, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis P. Camphell, Thompson : 
Campbell, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, John | 
G. Davis, Disney, Doty, Eastman, Ficktin, Fitch, Florence, ' 
Freeman, Henry. M. Fuller, Gentry, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hendricks, Henn, Houston, Howard, James Johnson, Jobn | 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Leckhart, Mace, 
Humphrey Marshall, Miller, Molony, Nabers, Orr, Samuel | 
W. Parker, Penniman, Pifelps, Polk, Porter, Rantoul, Sack- 
ett, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Richard H. Stanton, Abra- 
ham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stuart, Taylor, Thurston, 
Townshend, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addison | 
White, Alexander White, Wilcox, and Yates—67. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, before the vote was an- 


i call of the House. 


il frontiers. It will take but a moment to dispose; 


permission of the House to record my vote. I 
should have voted in the negative. 
Mr. ALLISON. | I object. 
So the bill was laid upon the table. 
Mr. BARRERE. I move to-reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was laid upon the table. ; 
Mr. CABLE. I move to lay that motion upon 
the table. 3 
Mr. ALLISON. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. Has the morning hour ex- 
ired ? 
The SPEAKER. It will not expire until six- | 
teen minutes past twelve. 
Mr. STUART. I believe I was entitled to the 


i floor. | 


The SPEAKER. Gentlemen upon the floor | 
are apt to suppose that they are ahead of every- : 
body else. 

Mr. STUART. I ask the Chair this question: 
Has he announced the name of any gentleman as 
making a motion since the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Barrere?| 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Caste] moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. STUART. I addressed the Chair—— 

The SPEAKER. So did the gentleman from, ; 
Ohio, [Mr. Case, | and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Srxvens.] . 

Mr. STUART. Did the Chair ackuowledge 
either of them by name? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized by. 
name the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. CasLr,} who: 
made the motion to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. STUART. I would ask the yeasand nays 
upon that question. : 

The SPEAKER, The Chair would say to the | 
gentleman from Ohio, that he would be gratified if 
he would withdraw his motion, as itis the usual | 
practice and courtesy of the House to allow the | 
gentleman who reports a bill to control it. 

Mr. CABLE. ‘Lo gratify the Chair, E will 
withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio, | 
(Mr. Cane,] and the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, (Mr. Srevens,} and the gentleman from ; 
Michigan, [Mr. Srvarr,] were simultaneously | 
upon the floor. The Chair recognized the gentle- 
man from Ohio, (Mr. Canie.] The question, 
however, to reconsider the vote and lay upon the | 
table is not debatable. 

Mr. STUART. That motion is not made. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cane] withdraws 
his motion and yields the floor to me. 

The SPEAKER. The question to reconsider 
is not debatable, and therefore the Chair supposed 
at the moment that it could not be a-matter of any 
consequence to anybody who obtained the floor, 
as the question was not debatable. 

Mr. STUART. I desire, as the morning hour į 
is within some two minutes of being out, that the 
House will consent to let this motion pass over 
until to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that this matter shall be passed over until 
to-morrow morning? i 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object. | 

Mr. STUART. Task the yeas and uays upon ; 
the motion. 1 

Mr. STEVENS. 
upon the table. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. 


I move to lay the motion | 
I move that there be a!’ 


Mr. POLK. I move that the House adjourn, : 
and upon that motion I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Davis, of 
Indiana, and Cuanpitr were appointed. th 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 7, noes 114. | 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired? ` 

The SPEAKER. Ithas. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Then I move that the House | 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on j 
the state of the Union. i | 

i 


i 
i 
[i 


PROTECTION OF THE FRONTIERS. 
Mr. BISSELL. I ask the gentleman from | 
New York [Mr. Seymour] to withdraw his mo- į 


tion for a moment, that I may ask the House to ; 
take up and pass the bill for the protection of the | 


nounced, said: I was not within the bar, but I ask il 


arie e es eee | 


of it. , 
“Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I would be 


glad to do so, 


but the hour of debate is limited, 
and there are a number of gentlemen who wish to 
speak upon the river and harbor bill.. > 

Mr. BISSELL. It will consume buta moment.. 

Mr. MEADE. I move that-the House resolve 
itself into a Committee ôf the Whole on’ the Pri-. 
vate Calendar. ; Lg eat Sve 

The SPEAKER. That motion takes  prece-. 
dence of the one submitted by the gentleman from. 
Néw York. . i 

"The question was-then taken upon Mr. Meabe’s 
motion, and it was not agreed: to. oo : 

Mr. BISSELL. I would state to the gentleman 
from New York that the bill which I propose to, 
take up will not consume three minutes’ time., 
There will be no discussion upon it, and there is 
certainly no bill before the House that requires ac- 
tion more than this. T will renew the gentleman's 
motion when it is disposed of. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I cannot withdraw my mo- 
tion, 

Mr. BISSELL. Then I hope the House will 
vote down the gentleman’s motion; and upon it I 
ask for tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was: then taken upon Mr. Ser- 
Mour’s motion, and it was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


So the rules were suspended, and the ELouse re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole.on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Oxps in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
932, making appropriations for the improvement 
of certain harbors and rivers; upon which Mr. 
Morony was entitled to the floor. . : 

Mr. MOLONY. Mr. Chairman, I do not in- 
tend to occupy the portion of the hour allowed me 
before this debate closes by order of the House. 
But, sir, from. the great interest which my con-. 
stituency particularly, and the Northwest gener- 
ally, feel in just and liberal appropriations for 
harbors and rivers, I feel constrained, contrary to 
my own feelings, to’ present some considerations 
which suggest themselves to me as bearing upon 
the bill pending before the committee. Wehave, 
sir, the usual amount of objections, both ag re- 
gards the Constitution and expediency, with which 
we always meet from cértain gentlemen whenever 
measures of deep interest to the Mississippi Val- 
ley are under discussion in this body. 

‘All of our railroad bills giving alternate sections 
to ‘railroads, eminently calculated to settle and de- 
velop the boundless resources of that valley, add- 
ing at the same time to the value of the public 
domain and the resources of your National Treas- 
ury, have to meet ‘here constitutional ‘objections 
from acertain quarter. From the same gentlemen 
the cry of unconstitutionality was raised when the 
bill giving a home to the homeless and land to the , 
landless was before us. That bill, sir, while it was 
but just to that class of our fellow-citizens whom 
it was particularly designed to benefit, was sus- 
tained by high considerations of national policy, 
and eminently commended itself to the favor of 
the new and landed States, calculated, as it is, to 
swell the tide of emigration to them, and hasten 
the development of their vast agricultural and com- 
mercial wealth. Yet, sir, it had to encounter, on 
its passage through this House, all the snags and 
sand-bars which these‘strict constructionists could 
throw in its way; but fortunately it outrode all of 
these perils, and is now in the hands of the Sen- 
ate, to whose action upon it the country is looking ` 
with the most profound interest. 

In relation to the constitutional pris one urged 
by gentlemen to the passage of the bill now pending 
before us, I have buta little, very little, to say, sir. 
As thegentleman from North Carolinalast evening 
remarked, so.say I, sir. It is utterly in vain to 
discuss this constitutional question. It is a ques- 
tion so utterly foregone. that I am not aware of 
any American statesman, living or dead, who had 
a national reputation, or who now has one, who 
has ‘not and does not concede the constitutional 
question, Thisis not, and never has been, a party 
question; but upon the power and duty of Con-~ 
gress to make these improvements for the: benefit 
of your commerce, inland and foreign, there has 
been and is a most remarkable unanimity among 
eminent American statesmen, all recognizing. the. 
power and duty. I repeat, sir, am not aware 
of the constitutional question ever having been 
raised by a single eminent. American statesman. 
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But, Mr. Chairman, there is singular inconsist- 
ency in the preaching and practice of gentlemen 
who upon this floor raise these constitutional ob- 
jections. They are ever ready, sir, to put their 
hands into the National Treasury for the improve- 
ment of harbors, the erection of breakwaters, 
building of light-houses, for the building and 
maintenance of a Navy, all for the protection of 
our Atlantic commerce. Yes, sir, we have been | 
voting annually, for the benefit of your foreign com- 
merce, millions of dollars, which, in the aggregate, | 
from the adoption, of the Constitution up to 1852, 
amounts to $271,000,000! while the amount for 
the protection of your inland commerce, in the 
aggregate, is only $8,000,000! For these vast 


expenditures of your National Treasury gentle- j| 


men of the strict construction school uniformly 
vote. Of their constitutionality I entertain no | 
doubt; but of the expediency of continuing a sys- 
tem of naval appropriations, which has already 
swallowed up hundreds of millions of treasure, 
great doubts are entertained, and upon ita grave 
question arises for the consideration of the Amer- 
ican Congress and the country. The constitu- 
tional power for these appropriations is derived 
from the clause of the Constitution which confers 


upon Congress the power to regulate foreign com- |: 


merce, and the commerce between the States and i 
the Indian tribes. That in the regulation of for- 


eign commerce is involved the right to appropriate | 


money: for its protection no one denies; and what- 
ever may be thought of its expediency, all admit | 
the constitutionality of the series of annual appro- | 
priations for the benefit of our foreign commerce. | 
Of the vast amount of $271,000,000! no constitu- į 
tional scruples were ever entertained, no fears of 
national bankimptey have ever been sounded in our | 
ears—at any rate by these gentlemen of constitu- 

tional scruples, so insurmountable when a bill comes 
before us appropriating $1,000,000 for the regula- ; 
tion of the commerce between the States, upon the 
great chain of lakes stretching half way across the 
continent, upon the vast Mississippi and its nav- 
igable tributaries, where floats a commerce of 
twice the value of that which is carried on upon 
the Atlantic. All these constitutional scruples are 
in the very face of that clause of the Constitution | 
which confers upon Congress the power to reg- ; 
ulate the commerce between the States, as well as 
the foreign, and giving that power over both, not 
by an implied, but an express grant. In what I 
have said I intend not to arraign the motives of 
any gentlemen who now do, or who heretofore 
have, occupied seats upon this floor. 
granted that every gentleman is governed by his | 
own convictions of constitutional duty, and of ex- : 
pediency, on this question and all others. I accord | 


that much to all, as I claim it for myself. li 


But while I concede that, I must say that gen- | 
tlemen are inconsistent, and are giving us but a 


poor return for the steady and liberal support ': 
which has been given by western members to |) 


measures of interest, particularly to Atlantic com- 
merce. We, sir, have had no sectional views 
operating upon our minds, inducing us to with- | 
hold our voices or our votes from measures which 
we acknowledge to be both national and constitu- | 


tional; but, sir, it may become a question for West- |; 
eva members to decide, whether our support of | 
Atlantic commerce, at the expense of our National |: 


Treasury,atany rate with the liberality of former | 
years, is not to cease, since, in return for our lib- 
erality, we meet with nothing whenever we move | 
in behalf of western commerce, however modest 
in our demands, from certain quarters, but consti- 
tutional scruples and cries of national bankruptcy! 

When the bill was before this body appropri- 


ating to E. K. Collins & Co., in the course of the |i 


next eight years, not less than $5,000,000 more 
than a responsible bidder offered to take our mails 
for, I believeit was both constitutional and highly 
expedient in the opinion of some gentlemen, who 
vow see in this bill a violation of the Constitution, 
which appropriates $1,000,000 for the protection 
of acommerce, in which twelve millions of Amer- 
jean people are directly interested, and in which, 
indirectly, every portion of this Union has a vast 
interest. I intend not to charge upon gentlemen 
who sustained that appropriation to the Collins 
line of steamers, any improper motives. I could 
not reconcile my support of that bill with my 
convictions of constitutional duty, and with those 
views of strict economy in the use of the public | 
money, by which I am guided; still I am ‘well! 
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I take it for |; 


ji 
| 
' 
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line; and whatever I may think of their act, my 


of this bill, or the principle of it, after voting for 
that, is straining al a 
encies in which honorable gentlemen will some- 
times be found. 


in violation of the Constitution, and a diversion 
from the National Treasury of its resources, yet, 
sir, when Mr. Bennerr’s bill was before us, dis- 
tributing not less than $60,000,000 of the public 


i lands, and abstracting that vast amount of our 


national resources, with no equivalent to our Na- 
tional Treasury whatever, there were some Demo- 
crats, who, disregarding the objections which they 


m 
te 


only in violation of those rules in regard to the 
Constitution and economy, by which now they 
profess to be governed, in violation of a cardi- 
nal Democratic doctrine, which has been incor- 


days of General Jackson, viz: no distribution of 
the publiclands or their proceeds among the States. 
But perhaps gentlemen will say that this doctrine 
of the Democratic party is opposed-only to an equal 


Benwerr’s bill makes not an equal distribution of 
the sixty millions, but gives it mostly to the old 
: States, hence there is no departure from Democracy, 
: according to their strict construction of our creed. 

Mr. AVERETT. 
to make his remarks in application to those who 
held these constitutional scruples about the Col- 
i lins line. I beg leave to say here, that those hav- 
ing those scruples are in the majority on that 
question; and that his remarks fall but upon the 
minority of our party. 

Mr. OLONY, 
hend ver 
makes. I have made no application to individuals 
! of my remarks. Iam stating a fact,and that fact 
‘is this: that there are many bitterly opposed to 
this bill, who had no constitutional scruples in 
| voting for a bill which gave E. K. Collins & Co. 


tic mail, . A 
Mr. Chairman, I propose to notice briefly the 
declarations of gentlemen who rise here in their 


that the support of appropriations for the protec- 
tion of our inland commerce, is anti-Democratic— 
that the principle involved in them is appropriated 
by and belongs to the Whig party of the country. 
I deny the statement, sir. Gentlemen undoubt- 
: edly believe what they assert, but they, in this 
instance, are committing not an uncommon mis- 
take, viz: the substitution of a few individuals, 
: and those themselves for the National Democratic 
party. 


himself, who were both its strict constructionists 


: and true interpreters of its meaning, sanctioned ap- 


| propriations for both foreign and inland commerce; | 
i 


: and all succeeding Democratic Administrations, 
and all the great men in our party, among whom 
' stand prominent General Jackson, Silas Wright, 
and John C. Calhoun, have not only sanctioned 
| by their votes, but have sustained them by unan- 
i swered and unanswerable argument; and, sir, 


and, by many regarded, illiberal views upon this 
question, had no doubt of the constitutionality of 
appropriations of the public money for harbors 


gable rivers, which were national in their charac- 
| ter; and the ground upon which he based his ob- 
i jections to the bill submitted by both Houses of 
Congress to him, in his celebrated veto_message, 
| was not a denial of the power to Congress to vote 
| the money, but its application to objects deemed 
by him local, not national; also, that the necessi- 
ties of the Treasury, at that crisis, engaged, as we 
were, in a foreign and expensive war, made it in- 


j 
i 
i 
} 
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| expedient, in his view, for him to sign it. 


high respect for those gentlemen forbids a sus-! 
icion of the purity and patriotism of the motive. | 
ut I do say, that for gentlemen to express here ; 
constitutional and other objections to the passage | 


gnat, after having sioallowed | 
the camel, an illustration of the palpable inconsist- į 


And, again, although in the opinion of some i 


gentlemen, the homestead and railroad bills con- | 


templated a use of the public domain, both being į 


urge to this bill, and others who voted for it, not | 


porated in every Democratic platform since the ; 


distribution of the public lands, and that since Mr. | 


I understand the gentleman | 


I do not know that I compre- į 
clearly the point that the gentleman | 


a bonus of $5,000,000 for carrying our transatlan- | 


seats and proclaim to this House and the country, | 


The founder of the Democratic party, as well as | 
the great expounder and author of the Constitution | 


President Polk, who, itis known, had very strict, | 


upon our lakes, and improvements upon our navi- | 


aware that some of the ablest, purest, best men ! 
j of both political parties, in both Houses of Con- | 
gress, sustained this appropriation to the Collins 


With- ii 


T 


i Pierce be sure to follow. 


out meaning to be understood as indorsing all the 
sentiments of that message, still, I repeat, such 
were President Polk’s grounds for his veto, and 
no other. And, sir, that General Pierce enter- 
tains the same views in relation to this subjectthat. 
Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, Wright, and Cal- 
houn have declared and vindicated by the power 
of their votes and mighty intellects, lam assured; 
sir, in that gallant man, and pure and incorrupti- 
ble statesman, the Democracy of the Mississippi 
valley have the most unreserved confidence; and, 
under the glorious standard which Pierce and 
King now bears triumphantly upon our inland 
seas, and the mighty rivers of the West, and upon 
which is inscribed protection to the commerce of 
our lakes and rivers, are the invincible Democracy 
of the great Northwest now rallying with an una- 
nimity and enthusiasm in supportof Young Hick- 
ory of the granite hills, only equalled by their de- 
votion to Old Hickory, in whose footsteps, as 
regards rivers and harbors, as well as upon other 
questions, as his illustrious predecessor, will Frank 


In the great Northwest lies the reliable strength 
of the Democratic party. There, sir, standing in 


| its true position, that party cannot be defeated. 


But, sir, if certain gentlemen could succeed in 
their efforts to throw upon the national Democratic 

arty the responsibility of those views which they 
individually entertain in relation to rivers and 
harbors; it would be a responsibility that, in the 
great State of Ohio, also in Indiana, Michigan, 
‘Wisconsin, Illinois, and Towa, would crush it 
totheearth. Standing in their true and ancient po- 
sition, the Democracy, in all of them, will come 
gloriously out of the approaching contest, with 
Ilinois heading them, as she did in 1844, as the 
banner State of the Union. 

Sir, it is for no abstraction that we are contend- 
ing, in demanding protection to our commerce. It 
is a principle of right which applies directly and 
vitally to us; in it is involved the preservation of 
the lives of the people engaged in the protection of 
the property involved ina commerce of $500 ,000,000 
or $600,000,000, which floats upon the great chain 
of northwestern lakes and the mighty Mississippi 
and its tributaries. Sir, the Democratic voters of 
the Northwest cannot. be bribed. by any considera- 
tions of advantage merely to abandon a principle, 
or their party founded upon a principle; but if the. 
day should ever come when that principle shall 
be abandoned, when the living faith which is and 
ever has been in us, shall be denied, then will the 
people of the Northwest stand to the doctrine of 
protection to our inland commerce, and deny its 
allegiance to that party which forsakes it. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call theattention of the 
House and the country to the fact, that during the 
last fourteen years, upon your Jakes and rivers, 
not less than $2,000,000 annually, and about one 
thousand Jives, have been lost; and if you add the 
item of insurance against the dangers which this 
Government should have removed, amounting to 
not less than $2,000,000 more, you have the start- 
ling aggregate of loss of life and property, not less, 
during the last fourteen years, than $50,000,000 
of property and ten thousand lives! Yes, sir; 
and all, or most of it, in consequence of this Gov- 
ernment failing to extend to- our commerce that 
protection which humanity, its own interest, and 


ja high sacred constitutional duty, require it to 


grant; but for failing to do it, not only has this 
occurred—this frightful destruction of human life 
and great. loss of property-——but widows and help- 
less orphans, by tens of thousands, have been de- 
prived of their earthly protectors, who; in a mo- 
ment of fancied security, were hurried from time 
to eternity, with not one moment’s preparation for 
themselves and for those whom they were leaving 
penniless and friendless behind them. 7 

In conclusion, I repeat again, that upon the 
question of harbors and rivers the Democracy are 
now, and ever have been, sound; and upon this 
principle, as well as upon all of the time-honored 
principles of our party, stands the gallant Frank- 
lin Pierce; in him the Democracy of the North- 
west have unbounded: confidence, and the trust 
we repose in him he will faithfully discharge, and 
the great interests of our lakes and rivers, which, 
on the fourth of March next, the American peo- 
ple will commit to his keeping, he will be faithful 
to, as he bas ever been to the duties of every sta- 
tion to which the partiality of a confiding constit- 
uency have called him. Í 
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sidering this question, did it under all of the re- 
sponsibility that would attach to gentlemen_of 
high intellect, unimpeached integrity, and patriot- 
ism, in a like position; but, sir, it was the misfor- 
tune of the great Northwest not to be represented 


on that committee. We are so constituted, Mr. 
Chairman, that our convictions of right are one 
thing, and our convictions stirred up and impelled 
forward by a deep and living interest in a question, 
quite another. It is an old saying, and long since 
admitted as a truthful one in this body in theory, 
and generally in practice, that a bantling should 
be committed to the tender care of a watchful and 
kind-hearted nurse. In the organization of this 
committee that correct rule was departed from, 
and no gentlemen from the Northwest are upon 
it, and some entertaining constitutional objections, || 
I believe, to any bill of the kind. Under such 
circumstances, nothing better could have been | 
looked for, and it becomes the duty of this com- 
mittee to so far perfect the bill as will make it 
acceptable to the river and harbor interest. A 
great injustice is done to the Mississippi and its | 
navigable tributary waters in this bill. The ap- | 
propriations should be increased for the Lower | 
ississippi, and to the Upper Mississippi there || 
should be a liberal appropriation for the removal | 
of the Rock River Rapids, and one for the removal | 
of obstructions to navigation below and above the 
Falls of St. Anthony; by the removal of which— | 
which can be effected for a trifling amount, compar- 
atively—great advantages will result to the com- 
merce of the upper river, for which the delegate | 
from Minnesota intends offering an amendment, | 
and to which no well-grounded objection can be | 
urged. The Tennessee should have an appropria- | 
i 
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tion, the Ohio an increase; and, sir, to the Ilinois | 
river there should be an appropriation of at least 
fifty thousand dollars., This river is navigable for 
two hundred and fifty or three hundred miles; and 
what renders it eminently of a national character 
is, that it and the Illinois and Lake Michigan 
canal connect the navigable waters of the Missis- 
sippi with the lakes, forming an uninterrupted 
water channel for commerce from the city of New 
York, by the way of Buffalo and Chicago, to | 
New Orleans. One of my colleagues intends of- i 
fering an amendment in behalf of that river, which | 
deserves, and I hope will receive, the favorable | 
action of the committee. The only amendment | 
which I propose to offer is for the construction of | 
a breakwater and the erection of a pier at Wau- 
kegan, Illinois, on Lake Michigan. I called the} 
attention of Colonel Abert, the head of the Top- | 
ographical Corps, to the necessity that existed for | 
a harbor of refugeat Waukegan for the commerce | 
of the lakes. He admitted the necessity as being || 
greatand urgent, and said that he had made a ; 
survey of that port, and had made an estimate for |; 
the. construction of a breakwater, which would | 
give the best harbor for refuge on Lake Michi- || 
gan, and for about one half the expense of any | 
one on the lake. Since the committee have not | 
made appropriation for this place, I shall submitan | 
amendment to the bill in behalf of it, as the only 
one which [I have to offer. 
[Here the hammer fell.] . i 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentleman from New | 
York [Mr. Seyniour] is now entitled to an hour į 
to close the debate. 
Mr. DISNEY. I trust the chairman of the | 
Committee on Commerce will be kind enough to | 
allow me a portion of his time. : i 
Mr. SEYMOUR. For a few moments. 
Mr. DISNEY. I thank the chairman of the | 
Committee on Commerce for extending to mea | 
portion of the time allotted by the rules of the | 
House exclusively to him., 
ingly at the time that the motion should have been 
made which was made to limit debate in this com- 
mittee upon a bill of so much importance as that 
now pending before the committee. There is no | 
one object which has ever occupied the attention 
of Congress that ha ted the attention 


s ever so enlis 
of the public, or 


which has created so much ex- | 
citement among the entire people of the country as | 
the subject of internal improvements. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I rise to a ques- | 
tion of order. I desire to know whether the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce [Mr. Ser- | 


Í regretted exceed- | 


| bill. 


H 


erson? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair. supposes the 
gentleman from New York, after having obtained 
the floor, has the right to yield it for personal ex- 
planation; but he cannot yield it for the purpose 
of general discussion. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say 
one word in relation to this matter of closing de- 
bate upon this bill. The effect of this operation 
of limiting debate has been, that a Representative 
of a Jarger commercial interest than any other upon 
this floor has, by the action of this House, been 
entirely excluded from uttering a solitary word 
upon the merits of this bill, Ñ have sought the 
floor from the commencement of this discussion; 
but I have failed to get it. By the action of this 
House the most important commercial and navi- 
gating interest within the limits of this Republic, 
so far as any single district is concerned, is pre- 
vented from being heard at all in relation to this 
So much for the action of the House. Now, 
you will allow Buncombe speeches to be made by 
the hour upon unimportant bills, but 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I desire to know whether 
the gentleman from Ohio has the right to take a 
part of my time with my own consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not without the unani- 
mous consent of the committee. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. IfI am entitled tothe floor, 
I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio for expla- 
naton. 

Mr. NABERS objected. 

Mr.. DISNEY. 1 appeal to the committee to 
allow me to proceed. 

Mr. NABERS, I presume there are one hun- 
dred gentlemen in this House precisely in the 
same condition with the gentleman from Ohio. 
So far as I am concerned, | have no objection to 
his proceeding with his remarks. I too, like him, 
have sought the floor again and again from the 
beginning of this discussion, for the purpose of 
expressing my views upon the subject. But b 
that outrageous vote of this House, {I cannot call 
it otherwise than outrageous,) our mouths have 
been shut upon a bill more important in its char- 
acter than any which has been before the House. 

-The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remind 
the gentleman that this question is not debatable. 
The gentleman can proceed if there is no objec- 
tion. 7 

_ [Cries of ** Object !’’] 

Mr. DISNEY. I move-that this committee do 
now rise, with the view of enabling me to intro- 
duce a proposition for the reconsideration of the 
vote limiting debate upon this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not 
the floor for that purpose, unless the gentleman 
from New York yields it to him. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. ldo not yield for that pur- 
pose. 

Mr. DISNEY. Iam in actual possession of 
the floor, and I make that motion. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New | 


York [Mr. Seymour] isentitled to the floor. The 
gentleman has no right to make the motion. 
Mr. DISNEY. Well, this proceeding of closing 
debate is an outrage, and I protest against it. 
(Cries of ** Order !’”] 
TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 


! is out of order, and will take his seat. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Mr. Chair- | 


man, were I called upon to justify the case which 


a Government unfettered by constitutional restric- | 


tions should bestow upon the commerce subject to 
its control, I should content myself by referring 
to the extent of that commerce and its demand for 
protection. 
where diffused, occupying all classes of citizens, 
from the man who can supply only the bone and 
muscle of an iron frame up to the skillful naviga- 
tor and the merchant prince; if it employed an 
immense capital, wafted by. every breeze and 


| borne on every sea; if it was exposed to the en- 


croachments and depredations of the barbarian, 
the marauder, the ruthless pirate, or if endangered 
by the various perils of an extended coast, or the 
obstructions of mighty rivers, I would at once 
claim for it, on the score of that parental care, 
that general guardianship, which any supreme 
national Government should exercise over the in- 
terests of its citizens, the protection and the fos 
tering care of the Government to whom such vast 
commercial interests pertained. . 


Ea 


If this national interest was every- | 


ders secure the person and property of the citizen, 
i : 

| whether upon the land or the sea, is acknowledged 
i by all to be one of the highest duties of every Gov- 
ernment. The united suffrages of all nations, 
ancient and modern, have sustained this- senti- 
ment. It has ever been the cardinal rule of the 
statesman, and the boast of the patriot. It Was 
the maxim of the sages of antiquity that the most 
perfect:Government was that by which the rights 
of the meanest. citizen. were regarded of equal 
sanctity with those of the wealthiest and most 
powerful, And it may well be the pride of, our 
Government that its legislation and ‘its power re- 
| gard the rights and the welfare of its humblest citi- 
zen—the sailor before the mast—as sacred as the 
millionaire whose capital puts the machinery of 
commerce in motion; which regards the bone and 
muscle, nautical skill, and the capital, each as but 
i links in that golden chain which binds the wealth 
of commerce fast to our side. 

In this general view of the duty of the supreme 
Government ofa nation, the protection of all those 
engaged in its commerce—extending that com- 
merce—removing the obstacles to its advancement 
—and protecting it on the high seas, and in the har- 
bors, are most clearly embraced., This consider- 
ation will always have a most important bearing 
in defining the limits of legislation under a consti- 
tutional government of limited powers like our 
own. In all such cases. the power tomake appro- 
priations for any purpose, must be referred solely 
to the provisions of the Constitution. That isthe 
great chart by which all its: powers are to be 
measured. : zs 

The clause in the Constitution of the United 
States to which the power of improving rivers 
and harbors has principally been referred, is found 
among the express grants of power, and reads as 
follows: ‘ Congress shall have power to, regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States and with the Indian tribes.” “The 
language itself, ‘to regulate commerce with for- 
eign nations and among the several States,” would. 
seem to be so explicit as to leave no doubt and 
need no comment. Commerce on our large rivers 
is surely regulated by. those improvements which 
direct its course, facilitate its passage, and pro- 
tect it from the perils of navigation while. floating. 
on their bosom. Commerce. on our ocean coasts 
and inland seas is regulated by those improvements 
which have for their object its safety from storms 
by the protection of roadsteads and harbors. Such 
works regulate it by increasing its volume and in-, 
suring the certainty and regularity of its. transit ; 
from point to point. T ee 
- But we are not.left to a narrow rule of construc~ 
tion. We may safely occupy a higher and more 
satisfactory ground. The framers of the Consti- 
tution intended to confer this. power upon the new 
Government, What had these sages of the Rev- 
olution assembled for? To patch up a rickety 
Confederation? No! They had met to forma 
new government—a government whose main and 
distinctive quality should be, that it operated not. 
upon States and communities, but upon individu-. 
als. It.was designed not to make requisitions of 
sovereign States, but to command individual citi- 
i zens of a common country to make and govern a 
Unjon, not a Confederation. It was, therefore, 
clothed with the power to lay and collect taxes, 
duties, imposts, and excise. It exercised these 
high powers. It laid tonnage duties, imposed a 
tarif of duties upon importations, built custom- 
houses, established port regulations, - appointed 
collectors, and assumed. to demand and hold, the 
whole revenue derived from commerce, for the use 
and support of the General Government. Can it 
for a moment be pretended, that the States surren- 
dered to the General Government the right of cel- 
lecting a revenue from their commerce, and.did not 
also surrender the power of giving that commerce 
direction, extension, and protection? 

The whole history of our country, cotempora- 
neous with the formation of the Constitution, for- 
bids such a supposition. . 
i ‘Pheconflicting commercial regulations of the dif- 
| | ferent States of the old Confederation, was one of the 
{| greatest sources of trouble and embarrassment to 
ii the National Government of that day. . The fm- 
| possibility of producing united, just, and: proper 
|; action in extending those facilities, and that.pio- 
H tection demanded by the complex commercial. in - 
|} tercourse of contiguous States, rendered it neces- 
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sary to create a superior power, upon which should ! 
devolve the duty of regulating, in the most ex- |! 
tended sense, this great national interest. ; 
The writers of the Federalist alluded to the want 4 
of a power to regulate commerce as one of the 
principal defects of the old Confederation. It is i 
i 

| 

1 


there said, ‘The interfering and uineighborly 
‘ regulations of some States, contrary to the true | 
‘spirit of the Union, have, in different instances, | 
‘given just cause of umbrage and complaint to 
t others, and it is to be feared that examples of this 
“nature, if not restrained by a national control, 
“would be multiplied and extended till they become 
* not less serious sources of animosity and discord 
* than injurious impediments to the intercourse be- 
t tween the different parts of the Confederacy.” | 
And Mr. Madison declared that ‘ The defect of | 
£ power in the existing Confederacy, to regulate the | 
< commerce between its several members, is in the ; 
* number of those which have clearly been pointed | 
t out by experience.” > il 
Mr. Calhoun, too, in his elaborate report made || 
to the Senate in 1846, upon the subject of harbor |} 
and river improvements, says: 
“The embarrassments, distraction, and hazard of collis- : 
fons, growing out of the exercise of the power thus reserved hi 
¿n the States respectively to regulate their commerce with H 
foreign nations and with each other, were so great and | 
alarming as, in the opinion of the reflecting and patriotic, i| 
to demand a speedy aud effcetual remedy, and contributed 5 
more than any other cause to the calling of the Convention | 
which framed the Constitution. As is well known, care ii 
was accordingly taken to apply effectual remedies as might |} 
be expected by delegating to the newly-formed Government ‘| 
the exclusive power of regulating the commerce of the i 
States with foreign nations and with one another, and pro- Í 
hibiting, without qualification, the States from entering into | 
any treaty, alliance or confederation, ”? : 
The Constitution, then, evidently gives to the | 
National Government all power which the States, | 
under the Confederation, had exercised, or might , 
have exercised, to regulate commerce with foreign | 
nations or among themselves. È 
Itis a well-attested historical fact, that before | 
the adoption of our Constitution, the power of j 
erecting such light-houses, buoys, beacons, and 
piers, or breakwaters, had been exercised by each 
State at its own pleasure, and as it deemed the i 
exigencies of its commerce to demand. Each | 
State levied its own duties, imposts, and excises; i 
and from its treasury thus supplied, regulated i 
and protected its commerce by such structures and 
improvements as were demanded. i 
Sir, so clearly obvious, so well understood at 
that day was it, that by the power toregulate com- 
merce, the General Government had the power 
not only to light up the whole coast, by the erec- | 
tion of light-houses, not only to save commerce || 
by buoys and beacons from destruction on rocks, || 
sand-bars, and snags, but to protect it from the 
storms of the ocean and our inland seas—that at || 
the first session of Congress after the adoption of || 
the Constitution a law was passed authorizing, to 
the fullest extent, the exercise of this commercial || 
power. After enacting a law “ for laying a duty || 
on goods, wares, and merchandise imported into || 
the United States,” and another ‘ imposing duties :: 
on tonnage,” it passed a law entitled «* An act for || 
the establishment and support of light-houses, || 
beacons, buoys, and public piers. It is worthy | 
of observation, that although there was no grant |} 
of commercial power to the General Government, | 
except what was given by the power to regulate :j 
commerce, this act provided for the paymentout of || 
the National Treasury “ for the necessary support, | 
< maintenance, and repairs of all light-houses, bea- 
‘cons, buoys, and public piers erected, placed, or 
‘sunk, before the passage of this act, at the en- 
‘trance of, or within auy bay, inlet, harbor, or 
‘port of the United States, for rendering the nav- 
‘igation thereof casy and safe.” Not only did 
this act adopt all the public works of this char- 
acter then in the country, and provide for their re- 
building and repair, but provided for an extension 
of these works, by directing the building of anew 
light-house at the entrance of Chesapeake bay. 
Fiere, then, was claimed and exercised the 
power to erect and maintain, in the bays, inlets, 
harbors, and ports—public piers. For what pur- 
pose was this power exercised? For national de- 
fense merely? No; but for the broadest and most ` 
general of all commercial objects, fully expressed 
1n the language of the act itself—* rendering the 
navigation easy and safe.” And by whom was 
this done? Not by the men of a remote gener- 
ation from the fathers of the Republic, but by the | 


| 
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first Congress convened under the Constitution; 
a body of men embracing many of the most illus- 


ii trious members of the Constitutional Convention 


of 1787. Among them we find the names of John 
Langdon and Nicholas Gilman, of New Hamp- 


shire; Roger Sherman, of Connecticut; William | 
| Patterson, of New Jersey; Robert Morris, George 


Clymer, and Thomas Fitzsimmons, of Pennsyl- 
vania; Richard Bassett and George Reed, of Del- 
aware; Daniel Carroll, of Maryland; James Mad- 


ison, of Virginia; Pierce Butler, of South Caroli- | 


na; and William Few, of Georgia. Nine of the 
old thirteen States were represented in this Con- 


gress by one or more of those who had represented | 


them inthe Constitutional Convention, making an 
aggregate of thirteen men, distinguished for their 
talents and patriotism, now, as legislators of the 
nation, claiming the right to exercise this power 
under the Constitution which they had themselves 
helped to frame. Neither language nor cotem- 


| poraneous exposition can furnish stronger proof | 
of the existence of this power in the Constitution. | 


This construction of the Constitution, so clearly 
deducible from its language, has been fora long 
course of years so fully sustained and followed 
by the legislation of the country, under all politi- 


cal parties, that it is now approved and sanctioned | 


by a large majority of the people. Recurring to 
past legistation, we find that from the commence- 
ment of Mr. Jefferson’s administration to the end 
of Mr. Tyler’s, there have been appropriated for 
the construction and repair of roads, and the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors, $17,199,229. 
These appropriations were made as follows: 


Under Mr. Jefferson... ee .eeeeeeees $48,400 
«6 Mr. Madison..... eee. eee ees 250,800 | 
66 Mr. Monroe.........02000502. 707,621 


«Mr. J.Q. Adams............. 2,310,475 : 
‘© General Jackson ............-10,582,882 | 

© Mr. Van Buren............... 2,999,544 
<s 


Mr. Tyler seeseenssssosoo.. e. 1,076,500 

Although these appropriations during the ad- 
ministrations of Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe 
were made chiefly for the improvement of roads 
and canals, yet we find in 1802 an appropriation 
of $30,000 for repairing and erecting piers in the 
Delaware river; in 1805 an appropriation of $5,888 
for the same purpose, and still another in 1806. 
These acts received the official approval of Mr. 
Jefferson. : 

In 1816, under the administration of Mr. Mon- 
roe, an act passed making an appropriation for 
repairing the piers in the harbor of Newburyport 
and the preservation of Plymouth beach, in the 
State of Massachusetts, and another appropriating 
$75,000 for the improvement of the navigation of 
the Mississippi and Ohio rivers. Thus itappears 


i : Pee a 
that while those distinguished statesmen—Jeifer- 


son, Madison, and Monroe—did not admit the 
power of the General Government tu enter upon 
and adopt a general system of internal improve- 
ments, embracing roads and canals, they did not 
hesitate to approve of acts of Congress for the 


aid and protection of commerce, by erecting piers | 


and other harbor works, and improving the-navi- 
gation of our large rivers. 

There had been, however, ever since the close 
of the war of 1812, a large party in the country 
in favor of a system of internal improvements, 
embracing the construction of roads and canals in 
the States, by the General Government. 


The Cumberland road commenced during the | 


administration of Jefferson, and the gigantic en- 
terprise of New York for connecting the waters 


with the Atlantic had begun to develop the wealth | 


of the great West. The practicability and the ad- 
vantages of these avenues of trade and commerce 
were no longer problematical. The question was 


settled.. The enterprise of the whole country was | 


aroused, and urged capital and legislation to fol- 
low these glorious examples. As is usual in such 
cases, this fervor mingled with political agitation, 
and the expediency of our Government adopting 
a general system of internalimprovements, extend- 
Ing over the whole country, became one of the 


| leading topics in the political discussions of the 


day. In Congress the movement took a decided 
shape and character. Inthe House of Represent- 
atives a committee called «* A Committee on Inter- 
nal Improvements” was formed. The system of 
improvements’by roads and canals thus adopted, 
was nurtured by this organ of the House, and 
Increased from year to year in extent, in the 
number and magnitude of the works recommended, 
& 


and the expenditures increased until it received a 
check in General Jackson’s veto of the Maysville 
road bill—~and was finally prostrated by the pre- 
valence of the doctrines of that celebrated- message, 
elaborated, discussed, and repeatedly applied in 
his subsequent messages. The extent of the evils 
engendered by this system wili be seen by the 
character of the bills which they reported. This 
committee on internal improvements was abolished 
in 1832; and the contents of the last bill reported 
| by it should be preserved, as illustrative of thé 
i system which it represented. It contained, among 
other appropriations, the following: for a road 
from Detroit to Grand river; a road from Memphis 
to Little Rock; a national road from Portsmouth, 
Ohio, to Lynnville mountain, in North Carolina; 
a road from Lower Sandusky to the boundary 
line; fora canal from the Hlinois river to Lake 
Michigan; for a subscription to the Alexandria 
Canal Company, and to erect a bridge over the 
Ohio river at Wheeling. Here, then, are grouped 
together, in one system, roads, bridges, canals, 
and joint-stock companies, exhibiting the true 
character of that class of improvements for which 
there were, at the time of the Maysville veto, 
projects before Congress, the completion of which 
would have required more than $100,060,000. 
The Maysville road itself started at a point on 
the Ohio river, and ran only sixty miles to an 
interior town. Ít was a strong case of a mere 
local improvement, not general or national in its 
character. 

The doctrine which finally prevailed, and which 
was sanctioned by the administration of General 
i Jackson as the true constitutional doctrine, and 
was followed in the subsequent administration of 
Mr. Van Buren, is thus laid down by General 
; Jackson: 


“There is another class of appropriations for what may 
be called, without impropriety, internal improvements, 
which have for their object the improvement of our har- 
bors, the removal of partial and temporary obstructions in 
our navigable rivers, for the facility and security of our 
foreign commerce. The grounds upon which I distinguished 
appropriations of this character from others, have already 
been stated to Congress. I will now only add, that at the 
first session of Congress under the new Constitution, it 
was provided by law that all expenses which should accrue 
from and after the 15th day of August, 1789, in the neces- 
sary support and maintenance and repairs of all light- 
honses, beacons, buoys, and public piers, erected, placed, 
or sunk, before the passage of this act, within any bay, in- 
let, harbor, or port of the United States, for rendering 
the navigation there easy and safe, should be defrayed out 
of the Treasury of ihe United States; and further, that 
it be the duty of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to provide 
i by contracts, witb the approbation of the President, for re- 

building, when necessary, and keeping in good repair, the 

light-honses, beacons, buoys, and public piers in the several 
, States, and for furnishing them with supplies. Appropri- 
: ations for similar objects have been continued from that 
i time to the present without interruption or dispute. As a 
| Natural consequence of the increase and extension of our 
commerce, ports of entry and delivery have beeu multiplied 
and established, notonly upon our sea-hoard, but in the inte- 
| rior of the country, upon our lakes and navigable rivers. 
: The convenience and safety of this commerce have led to the 
extension of these expenditures to the erection of light- 
houses, the placing, planting, and sinking of buoys, beacons, 
and piers, and the removal of partial and temporary ob- 
structions in our navigable rivers, and in the harbors upon 
: our great lakes as well as on the sea-board. Although. I 
| have expressed to Congress my apprebension that these 
| expenditures have sometimes been extravagant and dispro- 
; portionate to the advantages to be derived from them, I 
; have net felt it to be my duty to refuse my assent to bills 
| containing them, and have contented myself to follow, in 
: this respect, in the footsteps of all my predecessors,” 


It must be peculiarly grateful to every friend of 
the judicious and proper exercise of this power 
under the Constitution, to find it fully sustained 
and justified by that venerated patriot who never 
failed, whether in the Cabinet or the field, to stand 
by theConstitution. The prosperity and advance- 
ment of his country in all her varied interests, and 
especially in the extension of her commercial inter- 
ests by the improvement of the great natural ave- 
nues and depots of her commerce, were objects 
which lay near his heart. He repeatedly, in his 
: messages to Congress, declared himself the friend 
of those internal improvements which were na- 
tional in their character and designed to advance 
the great interests of general commerce. And as 
a permanent proof of his sincere devotion to these 
interests, he placed his approval upon recard to 
acts of Congress appropriating more money for 
these objects than the aggregate of all which has 
, been sanctioned by every other Administration, 
; from the adoption of our Constitution to the pres- 
i ent time. ` 
Sir, it needed the vigorous mind, the determined 
| will, and the'inflexible purpose of such a man at ` 
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the head of our Government to establish, sustain, 
and guide this policy. it needed his strong arm, 
at the same time, to protect it against the attacks 
of its enemies, and to save it from the excesses of 
its friends. The nations of antiquity were accus- 
tomed to erect statues commemorative of the vir- 
tues and achievements of their heroes and states- 
men. We, at an humble distance, follow their 
example, and the gratitude of this Republic will 
soon be evinced by an equestrian statue to be 
erected in this capital in honor of the hero of 
New Orleans. 

But, sir, permit me to say, that while the work 
of the artist shall transmit to posterity the victo- 
rious General in the attitude of triumph, there is 
another work, not less permanent, and equally 
grand and imposing—the Delaware breakwater, a 
structure which owes its existence chiefly to the 
wisdom, firmness, and expanded national feeling 
of Andrew Jackson. And the tempest-tossed 
mariners through future years who shall take ref- 
uge behind its surge-beaten walls, will ever be 
reminded of him, the great hero and statesman, 
whose policy it commemorates, and whose dis- 
tinctive character it indicates in its silent but 
impressive majesty. There it stands, and there 
we hope it ever will stand, as he, its great founder, 
stood, when in the zenith of his power, firm and 
immovable, amid the jarring elements of political 
factions. 

Sir, in this review of the policy of our Govern- 
ment on this subject, I shall not omit to notice the 
veto message of President Polk on the river and 
harbor bill of 1846. That message presents, in a 
very able manner, the opinions of that distin 
guished statesman, whose administration fills one 
of the brightest pages of his country’s history. 
Those opinions had been long before formed, ex- 
pressed, and acted upon by him, from the very 
commencement. of his public life in the councils of 
the nation. They are entitled, as are all the pro- 
ductions which emanated from the pen of that able 
man, to our most respectful consideration, But 
when we reflect upon the circumstances which 
called forth that veto—the preconceived opinions 
of the President; his hitherto consistent opposition 
to such measures as he was there called upon of- 
ficially to prove; an empty Treasury; the press- 
ing exigencies of the Mexican war; the vast 
amount of debt already incurred in its prosecu- 
tion; the prospect of a still further and larger in- 
crease of this debt; and the greatuncertainty which 
then hung over the issue of the contest,—wecannot 
fail to see that, aside from any views of prece- 
dents and clearly-settled previous policy, there 
were other reasons, abundant and sufficient to jus- 
tify the course adopted by the Executive. Indeed, 
he sets forth, as one of the prominent reasons jus- 
tifying the withholding of his approval of that bill, 
the situation of our Treasury, and the embarrass- 
ments created by the war with Mexico. I trust 
that single exception, occurring under such cir- 
cumstances, will not be allowed by the American 
people to have unsettled and overturned the well- 
established policy of the country, for-near half a 
century, on the subject of these improvements, 

I cannot dismiss this review of the constitu- 
tional power in question, without referring to opin- 
ions expressed by two distinguished statesmen of 
different sections of the country, and each, during 
his public career, wielding a political influence 
more potent than the highest official station could 
give. I refer to John C. Calhoun and Silas Wright. 

Mr. Calhoun, in the report to which I have 
already referred, after pursuing at some length a 
course of the most luminous and forcible argu- 
mentation, arrives at the following general con- 
clusions. After citing the provisions of the Con- 
stitution and the subsequent acts of Congress, he 
says: 

“These. provisions furnish conclusive proof that the 
States, under the power to regulate commerce established 
light-houses, buoys, beacons, and public p that Con 
gress regarded the power. as delegated to it, to the same 
extent; that the object of the power was the increased fa- 
cility and safety of commerce along the coast; that it apper- 
tained especially to the regulation of commerce among the 
States, as the portion of the ocean in its vicinity isthe great 


common highway of the commerce of the States bordering | 


on it; and that it embraced navigation as well as trade.*? 


Again he adds: © 


“Having now shown that the power to regulate com- 
merce, fairly construed, embraces the establishment of light- 


houses, broys, beacons, and public piers, for the increased 


safety and facility of the commerce of the Atlantic coast, 


your committee will next proceed to consider the question; 


| these measures is conceded by this eminent states- 


| been to open an account with each work separate- 


| eminently just and proper. 


| added to the appropriations for the western rivers 


! and for which they sent us no estimates until we 


whether it may not be constitutionally applied to increase l 


the safety and facility of the Mississippi and its waters?” 


Upper Mississippi, the Ohio, or the Missouri, as if 


|! it was given to these rivers specifically. No ap- 


_ After pursuing at some length the line of his |) propriation is more needed than that which opèns 


argument, he concludes thus: 


« Having now shown that the power to regulate commerce 
among the States is as applicable tothe commerce of the 
Mississippi as itis to that of the Atlantic coast, and that 
the removal of the obstructions which endanger or impede 
ment of light-houses, buoys, beacons, and public -piers, | 
your committee are also of the opinion that it extends to | 
the removal of like obstructions in its great navigable: trib- 
utaries, including such as have three or more States bound- | 
ing on their navigable waters.” | 

Thus the whole power claimed by the friends of | 


| 
t 
f 
| 
| 
its navigation is as fully embraced by it, as the establish- | 
| 
I 
| 
l 
| 
i 


man, ofthe school too of the strictest construction. 
For the slight exception he makes of such rivers 
as run between two States only, or are confined 
to a single State, stands upon a construction most | 
clearly erroneous and inconsistent with the un- | 
qualified grant of the power itself. soi 

Sir, Silas Wright, the clear and logical reasoner, | 


I 
| 
the pure-minded legislator, the greatest. of our i 


northern statesmen, in his letter to the Chicago : 
Convention written in May, 1847, after reviewing || 
the constitutional question and the many embar- | 
rassments which attend the exercise of this power, || 
admits its existence in reference to such improve- lj 
ments as are of a general or national character. 

Having expressed these views in relation to the | 
constitutional question, I shall now address my- 
self for a few minutes to one or two considerations | 
which have been urged against this bill” The, 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Mansyant] the | 
other day complained of the manner in which !! 
these appropriations were proposed to be applied || 
to the western rivers. He urged that the sum of}, 
$260,000 named for them all should have been 
divided and distributed by the bill to the several ob- 
jects to which it was to be appliéd. I will say to 
the committee in reference to that point, that the 
manner of appropriation adopted in the bill was 
introduced as a matter of economy, and under the 
advice of and after full consultation with the Top- 
ographical Bureau. Former appropriations have 
been made to individual works. The custom has 


i! 
| 
| 

ly, and in every case to procure for each of these | 

works upon the western waters a separate and | 


distinct company of men to operate, and a distinct | 
equipment of boats and machinery necessary to ; 


carry on the operations. It has, however, been |i 


found, by experience, more economical for the | 
Government to haveageneral appropriation, which | 
would enable them to purchase one set of boats 
and implements in number and equipment suficient 
for the work on all the rivers, and to operate upon 
them as the exigencies of the case might seem to 
require. Thus, the Topographical Bureau, under 
whose direction the whole force operating on these ; 
waters will be placed, can adapt their movements | 
to the state of the water and other circumstances 
as may best subserve the interests of the Govern- 
ment. The gentleman has also alluded to what 
he has been pleased to denominate the apparent 
inequality of these appropriations between the 
different sections of the country. I hope gentle- 
men have examined this subject for themselves, 
and if they have, they will see that there is no 
such inequality existing. None surely was in- | 


tended. 1 find, upon looking over these appropri- |; 


ations, that for the Atlantic coast there is an 
amount of $530,000; for the northern lakes, 
$492,000; and for the western rivets and harbors, 
458,000. Such a distribution, if tested by the į 
only proper criterion by which appropriations of | 
a national character should be tried, the actual 
wants for the operations of the next fiscal year, i 


regard to the western rivers, that in no case have | 
we reduced the estimates sent to us from the De- 
partment for these rivers, but we have given them 
in every instance the full amount asked for. by the 
Government. We have gone further: we have 


$125,090, which the Goverment did not ask for, 


called for them. We have recommended a large 
amount required for opening the mouth. of the: 
Mississippi, for the benefit of the great trade not; 
only of New Orleans but of the upper country. | 

I differ-with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. | 
Marsaatt] in his view of the character, of this | 
appropriation. The appropriation for the moath. | 


I will say farther, in |! 


the mouth of the Mississippi, giving access to the 
foreign trade, and an outlet for the whole internal 
trade of the great valley. Atthe present time the 
mouth of the Mississippi is so clogged as almost 
to prevent navigation. I will say to the commit- 
teé that there is not in this bill a single case which 
appeals more strongly to the House for the exer- 
cise of thé constitutional power to improve rivers 
than this very appropriation. So deeply has is 
been felt by the people in that quarter, that they 
have come here in Jarge numbers, representing the 
mercantile and shipping interest ofthe city of New 


i Orleans, and they have laid before us’ statistical 


information, showing the most alarming extent 
and injury of these obstructions. The Senate, 
upon this representation, without waiting for the 
usual forms of business, passed a bill appropri- 
ating this sum of $75,000, and sent it to us asking, 
our concurrence in the measure. The committee, 
however, have placed it in this bill, deeming it just 
to the pressing wants of other parts of the country. 


commerce of that port, 
our action immediately in a military point of view 
if in no other, . ee 

In the last Congress an appropriation was made 
of $15,000 for the purpose of protecting Great 


Brewster island.. If that island is washed away, 
(and it is now rapidly going,) it wili fill up the 
only good channel which gives access to the large 
shipping of Boston, and will deprive the harbor 
of that city of the protection of the forts and bat- 
teries we have erected there to defend the com- 
merce of that great commercial emporium of the 
North. There are numerous cases of this char- 
acter demanding the immediate action of Congress. 
There is a case in the State of North Carolina 
where this Government has constructed.a fort on 
the Cape Fear river, and established piers, Sub- 
sequently the falling down of the walls, and the 
abrasion banks upon which they stood, have ma- 
terially obstructed the navigation of that very valu- 
able river—a river in which the great bull of the 
commerce of that enterprising State is now, find- 
ing its way to the ocean. There has been à com- 
mittee here representing that interést and urging 
immediate action upon the part of this House, 
We desire that all parts of the country should be. 
fairly heard, and dealt fairly with. ons 

Allusion was made by the honorable gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Venasiz,] who is not 
now in his seat, to the character of the bill in'ref- 
erence to the location of the appropriations, and” 
that the committee had acted most unfairly and 
unjustly. ok R FE E Ara 

He estimated that the planting States had not 
been fairly dealt by in making these appropriations. 
Sir, those States lie mainly on the Atlantic seg- 
board, and if you will look at what we have given 
them on thesea-board, you will find that it amounts 
to $433,000, and if you add to that their propor- 
tion of interest in what has been given to the great 
rivers of the West, it makes the sum of $563,000 
that is given to the planting States, Sir, no injus- 
tice of this kind was designed, and none has hap- 
pened through any mistake ‘or negligence of the 
committee. I anr satisfied that this committee, oir 
examining the details of this. bill, will see that 
it does ample justice to every part of this coun- 
try. 7 

Sina allusion has been made to my own State— 
a State which has a vast commercial interest,-and 
a large extent of lake coast and of river navigation 
as well as considerable sea-coast. Now, instead 
of the appropriations for that State being increased 
as western and ‘southern appropriations, have 
been, this bill contains upwards of $20,060 Tess 
than the estimates sent to us by the Department 
for the State of New York. “We have also been re- 
ferred to the important work recommended here 
for the Delaware river, and though Hid ‘not fall. 
within the constitutional ground whieh we 
prescribed for ourselves, yet this id. é 


of the Mississippi is as advantageous to the i improvements on that river stand “upon different 
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ground from any other. These piers and some 
others in the Delaware river were long since ceded 
to the Government upon the implied understand- 
ing and agreement that the Government would 
keep them in repair. Among these works were 
the piers at Port Penn. They lie on the east side 
of Reedy Island, and greatly need repairs. 

The Department, however, believed that a bet- 
ter work could be made on the other side of Reedy 
Island, and that, too, for a small increase of ex- 
penditure; and we recommend that object as one 
of great importance to the vast commerce of the 
city of Philadelphia. ‘ 

But, sir, seeing that my time is nearly out, let 
me say, in conclusion, that I regretted the intro- 
duction of the substitute proposed by the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Sraxty,] which 
is the old bill of last session. { warn gentlemen 
who are friends of judicious and proper appropri- 
ations of this character against adopting such a 
bill as that. Gentlemen who were in the last 
Congress know the character of that bill. The 
committee had it beforethem. They went into 
an examination of its contents, and they found 
that a large number of appropriations were put in 
‘that bill without any estimates whatever from the 
proper Department, without any surveys, so that 
when you commenced the work you never could 
know where it would end, or what would be its 
utility. I will mention one item in the bill which 
struck the Topographical Bureau as most extraor- 
dinary. It was an appropriation of $20,000 to con- 
struct a breakwater at Nantucket, for which there 
had been no survey or estimate; and when the at- 
tention of the Bureau was called to the subject, 
they found that you might as well construct a 
breakwater on the broad expanse of the Atlantic 
as to put it there; and its ultimate expense, instead 
of being computed py thousands, would absorb 
millions of dollars. There are other appropri- 
ations in that bill of a similar kind, and so numer- 
ous are they, and so ill-digested, and of such 
doubtful utility, that I warn the friends of this bill 
against the adoption of it. There are many votes 
in this House which will be given for this bill 
that, under no circumstances consistently with 
good policy and with the principles which we 
have adopted for our guidance on this great na- 
tional subject, can be given for the bill introduced 
by the gentleman from North Carolina. 

Let me say here, that I am far from claiming 
for this bill anything like perfectability. I stated, 
in opening this discussion the other day, that the 
committee Inbored under great embarrassment in 
forming this bill, and I stated the reason, of those 
embarrassments. I wish now to say to gentle- 
men on all sides that this bill is the result of great 
deliberation on the part of your committee, and 
has arisen out of concessions and compromises of 
opinion, differing as we did with regard to the 
extent to which we should proceed in this matter; 
and I hope for that reason, if for no other, the 
House will be very reluctant to admit any addi- 
tions to it. This bill has arisen from a concession 
of the various grounds and opinions of the mem- 
bers of the committee-all believing that the great 


interests of the country on this subject were no | 


longer to be neglected by Congress; that it rose 


above all party considerations and demanded im- | 


periously at the hands of Congress such action 
under the Constitution as shall protect, as far as 
practicable, by these improvements, the immense 
interests of our national commerce. 

Mr. DISNEY. I shall make one more attempt 
to appeal to the good sense of the House, and I 
therefore move that this committee rise. My ob- 
jectis to extend the time allowed for debate on 
this bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will say to the 


gentleman from Ohio that he cannot effect his 


object in the House any more than in the com- |) 


mittee, A motion was made to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution closing this debate 
was agreed to, and that motion was laid on the 


mous consent, 


The CLIAIRMAN, 


So the Chair has stated, 


Mr. DISNEY. The gentleman from Tennes- 


see is entirely mistaken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to rise is not 
debatable. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Disnry’s 
motion, and it was not agreed to. > 


| consent to the States to lay tonnage duties. 


: | pendent order of. outsiders. 
table, The gentleman can therefore only get ina |i 
resolution to extend the time allowed, by unani- |i 


| strike out the enactin, 


And the committee proceeded to consider the 
bill by clauses. 

Mr. STANLY. I wish to make an inquiry of 
the Chair relative to the order of proceeding, for 
it has been differently decided by different presid- 
ing officers. I ask when, in the opinion of the 
Chair, the vote on the substitute, which I offered 
a day or two sihce, can properly come up? 

The CHAIRMAN. After the committee have 
perfected the original bill and the substitute. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, moved to strike 
out the first clause of thebill, whichis as follows: 


“< That the following sums of money be, and the same 
are hereby appropriated to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and to be expended 
under the superintendence of the Secretary of War, for the 
following purposes;?”, 


and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


That the consent of Congress is hereby given to each of 
the States hereinafter named, to levy a tonnage duty upon 
the commerce within their respective jurisdictions for the 
purpose of raising and collecting the several sums of moncy 
bereinafter specified, which said sums when so collected 
shall pe appropriated to the works and uses bereinafter des- 
ignated. 


Mr.J. said: It has long been a cardinal principle 
of the Republican party of this country that this 
Congress and this Government should not exer- 
cise and assume doubtful powers. The exercise 
of the power of this body to pass this bill is one 
of a contested character, but the Constitution is 
clear and unequivocal, that Congress may give its 
There 
is no doubt of that. Every personconcurs in the 
power of Congress to give its consent to that, but 
there is a vast variety of opinion as it respects the 
power of Congress to appropriate directly from 
the Treasury, money for the purposes of internal 
improvement. If we adopt this amendment, we 
avoid that difficulty; we shall stand by the car- 
dinal principles of the Republican party. 

This amendment, sir, is in conformity also with 
the views of Mr. Polk in his veto message. It is 
in conformity with the practice and usage of the 
Government, and if adopted it will check extrava- 
gance; each locality and each State will know best 
what improvements can be made, how they are to 
be made, and how they will best answer the pur- 
poses for which they are designed. Now, the 
contest is not how the improvements can be best 
effected, but what section shall receive the largest 
amount of money. But the amendment will have 
another effect; it will put the tax upon the persons 
who are interested in these improvements, and 
who receive benefit from them; the tonnage duty 
will be upon the owners of the vessels, and they 
will then charge the consumers for the use of the 
facilities afforded by these improvements. These 
will be the effects of this amendment if it is adopt- 
ed. If, however, it be not adopted, and if this 
Government takes upon itself a system of im- 
prov ements, it leads to extravagance, puts a tax 
on people who ought not to payit, has a tendency 
to form combinations, and to exhaust the Treas- 


ury. 

Mr. STANLY. ‘I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, but I shall not occupy my five minutes in 
discussing it. I shall be obliged t the gentleman 
from Georgia if he will tell me what he means by 
the Republican party. 

Mr, JOHNSON. Iwill answerthe gentleman. 
The Republican party consists of those who con- 
tend that this Government has no powers but 
those clearly granted in the Constitution, and such 


| as are incidental to and necessary to carry out the 


granted powers. , 
Mr. STANLY. That is, the sensible men of 
both parties. 


Mr. JOHNSON. In the party to which I re- 


: cently belonged there is as much latitudinous con- 
i y z 


struction as in any other. 

Mr. STANLY. The party to which you re- 
cently belonged. What party does the gentleraan 
belong to now? : 

Mr. JOHNSON. I now belong to the inde- 
[Laughter.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jounson’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MILLSON. is it in order to move to 
clause of the bill? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not, 


| The enacting clause is the last thing to be consid- 


ered. The gentleman can move to strike out the 
rst appropriation if he chooses. aS 
Mr. MILLSON. I move, then, to strike out the 


fi 
first clause in the bill, which is as follows: 


| cedents and authorities. 


*& For the construction of the Delaware breakwater, 
30,000. 

I have not the vanity to suppese that I can shed 
any new light upon a subject which has engaged 
for so many years the attention of our wisest 
statesmen. If I could, it would, perhaps, be idle 
toattemptit. From the indications already given, 
I doubt if the most conclusive reasoning that the 
subject is susceptible of, could defeat the passage 
of this bill. I cannot even permit myself to hope 
that it is to be the last of its kind. It has already 
been decided to rank among the general appropri- 
ation bills, and our rules may soon require such a 
biil to be annually reported, with the bills for the 
support of Government, within the first thirty 
days of the session. ee 

Gentlemen on this side of the House insist that 
there is nothing in this measure at war with the 
doctrines of the Democratic party. About that, 
sir, [have nothing to say now. I will not assume 
to speak ex cathedra as to what may constitute 
Democracy. Nor do I mean to charge that this 
bill violates the Constitution of the United States. 
Whatever may be my own convictions upon the 
subject, to insist that am certainly right and other 
gentlemen unquestionably wrong, may not be al- 


| together becoming. When, however, the gentle- 


men from Illinois, [Messrs. Camppexut and Mo- 
Lony,] the honorable chairman, (Mr. Szymour,} 
and others who have spoken in this debate, attempt 
to show that these appropriations for the improve- 
ment of rivers and harbors, have been the settled 
policy of the Government from its earliest estab- 
lishment, I take issue with them; and IJ refer them 
to the declaration of Mr. Polk, in his admirable 
veto message, that the power was not only never 
exercised, but was never even claimed for more 
than thirty ycors after the organization of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Sir, I have not thought it proper, in addressing 


j Statesmen, to urge them to oppose a particular 


policy because Mr. Jefferson or Mr. Madison be- 
lieved it to be unconstitutional. We arenot now 
before a court of justice arguing cases upon pre- 
Independent reasons 
ought to be addressed to the understandings of 
gentlemen; and that method of discussion which 
seeks to maintain a favorite theory by citations of 
illustrious names, is not more complimentary to 
the hearer than it is apt to be convincing. ‘The 
Constitution did not exhaust itself in its appeals 
to the past generation. It speaks to us as it did 
to them, and it is safer to rely upon the text than 
upon the commentary. 

But, sir, when the authority of Mr. Jefferson is 
invoked by the friends of this bill, it is allowable 
to show that they have utterly misconceived hia 
opinions. Gentlemen insist that their views are 
sanctioned by this great republican statesman, and 
they lay much stress upon his approval of the bill 
making appropriations for light-houses, and for 
building piers in the Delaware river. This bill 
was passed in April, 1802, and it cautiously pro- 
vided for a cession by the States to the United 
States of the land on which not only the light- 
houses, but the piers were to be built. [tis upon 
this slender foundation that gentlemen rest their 
argument that Mr. Jefferson acknowledged the 
power of Congress to expend millions of de‘lars 
1a this system of internal improvement, prosecuted 
in utter contempt of the State jurisdiction. Put I 
now propose to read a letter of Mr. Jefferson to 
Albert Gallatin, written in October, 1802, not only 
upon the general subject which gentlemen have 
been discussing, but in reference to this very ap- 
propriation for piers inthe Delaware river. “As I 
presume they have never seen this letter, I invite 
their particular attention to it. They will find 
that Mr. Jefferson utterly condemns the system 
of which they are the advocates, and that the only 
ground on which he conceived the appropriation 


|i could be considered constitutional was that the 


piers might be necessary for the protection of our 
ships-of-war. Here is the letter: 


You know my doubts, or rather convictions, about the 
unconstitutionality of the act for building piers inthe Dela- 
ware, and the fears that it will leadtoa bottomless expense 
and to the greatest abuser. [How prophetic '] There is, 
however, one infention of which the act is susceptible, and 
which will bring it within the Constitution, and we ought 
always to presume that the real intention whieh is alone 
consistent with the. Constitution. Although the power to 
regulate commerce does not give a power to build piers, 
wharves, open ports, clear the beds of rivers, dig canala 
build. warehouses, build manufacturing machines, set up 
manufactories, cultivate the earth, fo all of which the 
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power would go if-it went to the ‘first? yet a -power: to 
provide and maintain à Navy is a power to providerecep- 
tacles for it, and places to cover and preserve-it. fa" 
choosing the places where this money should be-latd ont, F 
should be wnuch disposed, as far ascontracts:- will permit, to, 
confine it to such. place or: places ds. the ships-éf-war, may 
- lie at, dnd he protected from ice, and I shouldbe for stating | 
this in a message, to Cowgiess, in order to prévent the.effect 
of the present example. The vet has been built on the'ex-’ 
ercise of the power of building tight-hatses,as a regulation | 
of commerce., Bat I weil remember the opposition on this 
“very ground to the first act for building alight-house, 'The 
utility of the thing has sanctioned its infraction, Bat if on 
that infraction we build a second, on that secand a third, | 


&c., any one of the powers of the Constitution may be | 


made to comprehend every power of Government.” i 
Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, this power f 
to improve, the navigation of rivers and harbors 
has been so: long exercised by the Government, 
rst and last, by almost every Administration, ex- 
cept that of Mr. Polk, that I hardly now think. it 
is an open. question. But I have one objection to 
this bill, which to meis an insuperable objection, 
{tis sectional, eminently sectional in its.character | 
-too much so; F think, to command :the votes of 
a majority of this House; certainly too much so 
to command mine, without considerable modifica- 
tion. . Whoever. takes-up ‘this bill and scans it, 
will see that it has three prominent objects. It is 
to appropriate to.the great centers where the voting 
_ is done, and to leave out all the other sections, sub- 
stantially, without reference to the merits of the 
works they present to the consideration of the 
House and the legislation of Congress. ~; ‘ 
Now, sir, there were many objections to the bill 
that passed the House at the last session of Con- | 
gress. { voted for that bill, though T could not 
conceal from myself the fact that-theréwere many 
objectionable features init} but it, had-one merit, 
atleast, over this. ` It-was not entirely sectional; 
it was not confined to’ Big. Sodusand Little Sodus, 
and the lakes; and to those places where the voting 
ig to be‘done which is to pass the bill, as is emi- | 
nently: the case with the one now- before the 
House. . 

Sir, my own State has a sea-coast of over seven 
hundred miles, yet, upon that. ‘sea-coast, there is 
not a single appropriation in ‘this bill. ft is en- 
tirely omitted. The bill:of last Congress: appro- 
priated $50,000 to her coast.. There wasan ap- 
propriation ‘in the bill of the last session: for, the” 
improvement of the Rio Grande, made upon sur- 
vey by an. officer of the Topographical Engineers, 
and estimate, and: upon the recommendation of 
the Administration and of the War Department, | 
that the. navigation of that river was necessary or 
highly convenient ‘for military - transportatiom. 
The same recommendation was also made by the 
Secretary of War the present. session; but that 
recommendation has not been regarded. I under- 
stand ‘it was upon. the pretense that the bound- f 
ary line had. not been run. I say pretense, because 
the line was being run. The party running it 
have now reached as far as Loredo, the largest 
portion of the line, and will be at the mouth of 
the Rio Grande. before this bill can pass both 
Houses, and.that river, if there is à national char- | 
acterin any river, is national in its character, be- 

cause it divides. the two Republics.: All that is 
required, as I understand, to ‘make ‘it. perfectly. 
navigable wearly half way to El ‘Paso front its | 
mouth, is $25,700, as estimated by the-officer who 
surveyed it, and the saving to the Government 
each year, in the cost of transportation, would be 
more than twice that amount. But, sir, it cannot 
be‘expected that in any bill which has the char- 
acter which has-been given to this—a State that 
has only four votes-—should expect to. have jus- 
tice done her, and.much tess liberality. 
Mz. ROBBINS.. L wish to make an inquiry of 
the gentléman=—~- --. 1 = : 
[Here the hammer fell-] : : 

: Mr. MILLSON:-. With the consent -of the 
committee I will withdraw my amendment. < 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas..; I object. 

The question was then taken, and thë amend- 
ment was not agreed to. See geen aa 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I move toamend by 
increasing the appropriation $5,000. 22 <. = 

I did not-inténd to have made a speech. upon! 
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i in,my mind, how itis possible to apply the rule | 


|| States themselves; for instance; to the Mississippi 


| have.a séa-coast of thirteen hundred miles ‘in all, 


-ber of votes, we have an appropriation in this bill 


| resents. The sectionality of this. bill, therefore, 


| and appropriate. 


| snags to be taken out, and the river tò be cleaned 
j out. Now how can any one State bordering upon, 


this bill atvall, but to häve contented myself with 
_thelabors.I performed in:committee: Bat on hear= 
ing-the remarks made by the’gentleman from Tex- 
as, in which the charge was made that this bill was 


framed upon sectional grounds, and knowing that) 


at least so far as one member of that committee wag. 
concérned, that no such motives operated inre- 
porting this bill, I*now-disclaim entirely any sec- 
tional feeling in the matter. 
much better gratified when the gentleman-made 
these charges, if he had poisted ont the manner-in 
which the bill. was’ sectional, rather than to: have. 
made the charges alone. . He says, for instance,: 
that his own State, witha sed-board of seven:hun- 


dred miles, is passed over. | Sir, there is an appro- | 
priation. in that bill” of $20,000 for one river in the || 


‘State, “But he says’ that: Texas. has only. four 
votes.. Why, sir, my own State has eight votes— 
double the numberof the gentleman’s State. Wee. 


and between three and -foür hundred- in a straight 
line; and-yet, although we have double thë num- 


of only $15,000, while: Texas has'$20,000, - 

Mr. HOWARD. You have got.it’ever since’ 
the organization of the Government. ies! 

Mr. FULLER: lf that is the sectionality of 
which he speaks, and on account of. which he 
cannot vote forthe bill, L take it, as one member 
of the committee, F shoulĝ.be exempted front the | 
charge of entertaining ‘any such feeling; for it-is 
to be supposed. that I should have ‘the interest. of 
my own State as much at heart as the State which 
the gentleman [Mr. Howard] so honorably rep- 


so far as the two extreme States upon the sea-board 
are concerned, is, that Texas having four votes 
has $20,000, while Maine, with. her eight votes, 
has only $15,000. Maine is also the third State 
in the Union in point of commerce, the extent. of 
which I had something to say in my former re- 
marks. ‘Then, when the gentleman from ‘Texas 
charges this as being a- sectional bill, 1 hope he 
will, at least, exempt one member of. the commit- 
tee from that charge. ats ce 
Now, in relation tothe merits of the bill itself, 
the- committee. have ‘already had their atténtion 
called to it. I,-for one, ‘was. willing to .give my 
assent: to put fhe sea-board; the lakes, and, the 
Mississippi river upon an equal- footing, so. that 
one section of the-country should have.no.advan- 
tage over the other.” And T think this-is as fair:a | 
bill in that particular as, perliaps; any gentleman 
in this House could sit down, with the given sum, 


For myself, I do not admit the constitutional 
right of this Government to. go into a system, of 
internal: improvement, unless in connection with 
our sea-board.and- harbors.. There is a difficulty, 


that these improvements should be made by the 


river. 


There are certain improvements to be made, 


this river make these improvements? What States. | 
would do it? -Would Mississippi? would Louie | 
siand? would Arkansas? would any of the other 
States? The same. remark applies to the Jakes 
‘and to the Atlantic sea-board.- Then I say itis | 
wrorig.to throw upon the commerce of the coun- 
try the burden of making these. improvements. 

Å o species of property which 


Perhaps there is n 
already bedrs.a heavier burden...” 

[Here the hammer fell.] -7 i Ae 

Mr. BISSELL. I am‘opposed to. the amend- 
ment offered’ by the gentleman [Mr. Futter] who 
has just taken -his seat. Indeed, I donot know | 
but Í shall be opposed. to the whole bill. . Į will. 
not say just now that I shall vote against it, though’ 
my present inclination is to do so, unless it re- 
ceives very essential modifications: OF course Í 
shall not attempt, in the few minutes allowed me, 
to go into a discussion of. thie details of the: bill. 


‘I intend at present -to notice buta single-objec- 


I should. have been‘) 


| well, having frequently traveled ‘from Ne k 
to-Albany;* But Fdo not Know how-far, up-the 


tionable feature—one of the many with which the 


bill abounds—with a view of directing to ip, the. 


especial attention, of Western men. “Ik is a-con- 


‘which oughtin.my judgment, to'go yery far with: 
li, just men-in determining the amount of: favor 


which the bill ought: to-reegive. 1 find: here, for’ 
‘continuing the iriprovement ofthe navigation ofthe 


Hudson river above. and, below Albany, $30,000; 
That river is navigable, T Believe; for about*sixty 
miles. © 0.0" ha : Page aa a BE 

Mr: SEYMOUR, of New. York. Will the gen~ 
tlemanipermit mè to, correct him? The Hadson 
river is navigable for one hundred’and fifty miles; 
and the improvement projected upon that: river is 
where the tide ebbs and flows. “oo » oe 
| “Mr. BISSELL.. “I meant to say one hundre’ 
and sixty miles—not sixty. 1 knew the. distance: 


y 


‘tide ébbs and-Hows;* the gentlemañ can te 
. Mr. SEYMOUR, “Över one hundred'an 
miles, and up tòa dam constricted. aeress:, 
river, at least four miles above any p j 
improvement. o5 Ste 
Mi BISSELL- W, 
distance ofé-hundred 
that-one b $ 
river, $50,000 is appropriated by this; bill. 
Now, pass to the nextiterit in the bih: °°. 
For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river, below the rapids; the Ohio, including the re~s 
pairs.of the danvat Camberland island ;. the Missouri’ and 
the Arkansas rivers, $260,000.77 nf ; Baa dee 


11, then, call thé navigabl 


eo 


Here. is an extent of western river navigation ~ 
scarcely less than six thousand miles—forty times 
greater than. the length of the Hudson—and forall - 
this the.-bill proposes to appropriate $260;000;,.a 
sum only about five times as great as that appro- 
priated. to one hundred:and fifty miles on. the little 
Hudson. This is the faet:to which L call the at- 
tention of: western. mefnbérs on this floor.’ Upon 
what principle can this thing “be Lyre aa 
it equitable? Ts it. adjusted.according ‘to the diffi- 


culties and dangers ‘of navigation; or the real, ac- 
‘tual necessities of commerce?’ The Hudson. may- 
6 facilitate 


© 


riced improvément—doubtless, does 
commerce: But what. are its wants "in, that res 
'gpect‘compared with ‘thasé ofthe “western rivers? 
Ort which of themi.: dò-the disasters to life .aind to 
commerce océur?- There rung, nearly the entire 
navigable distance of the Hudson river; directly 
upon its margin, one ofthe finest railroads.in the 
Union; and the time occupied in, passing over itis 
three hours.. Besides this, the river ‘itself, in its 
| present condition, is justly regarded. as one of the 
‘finest navigable streams in the world. Why, then,’ 
appropriate a sum for the improvement of the navi«. 
gation ‘of: that river, proportionably -greatér, 
near forty-fold, than for western. rivers—rivers 
whose banks, unlike those of the. Hudson, are,not 
lined with railroads? E eons 

“Task: again, why 
iniprovement of this 


appropriate °50,000 for. the 
fale. span of the Hidson, : 


| and a st'so.insignificantly small, comparatively, 


for this immense: extent of western waters? 
Where are the dangers to river navigation ?. Are 
they notin the Mississippi, the Missouri, the Ohio, 
an 
other. obstruction, which so often’send scores of 
human beings -to-their watery graves, and bury in. 
the'deep the rich'cargdes of ouritiland commerce? 
Not on the Hudson—not on the Hudson; but on 
the Mississippi and its tributaries. : : 
[Here the hammer fell): ; : 
‘The question was thei taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr: Futur, and it was not agreed to. 
“Mr: CASKIE® moveto insert between the 
ninth and tenth lines the amendment whichd send 
to the’Clerk’s table. ~ i ae 
“The amendment was read, as follows? f 
For the improvement of the James and Appomattox rivera - 
below Richmond and Petersburg, $50,000. ae 
Mr. CASKIE. Inasmuch as ah‘appropriation + 
"to these two-rivers, in connection with, this bill, 
has. béei several times alluded to ‘Tncineidental de~. 
bates which have sprung up here, and as I have 
not yet heard from any one an objection to the 


 sidevation—that.to which’ D- ai now reférring-—_ 


and fifty miles. Aid, for >. 
undred and: fifty’miles: of the. Hudson: - 


by: 


the Arkansas? Where are the snags, and < 
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fairness of the appropriation asked for that pur- 
pose, according to the- principles of the bill, do. 
not feel called upon tø say anything in reference. 
to the amendment l have offered, save only that 
my friend (Mr. Megane] and myself, who repre- 
sént the two districts interested, are perfectly pre- 
pared to give any’ explanation -which may be de- 
sired. ox, 
derstand that this subject was in no.way presented | 
to the’ Committee on Commerce, and that. they 
had no petition, no memorial, no surveys, and 
no. request, in reference to these rivers made to. 
them. The subject was never brought to ‘their | 
notice, except from the circumstance of finding an 
appropriation for the improvement of:the naviga- 
tion of those rivers in the bill ofast year, antil 
the subject was presented to the House. 2 
And while I am up, will mention a curious | 
fact. Inthe year 1844, there were appropriations 
made for harbors and rivers; but they were made 
in separate.bills. A gifted son of Virginia, Mr. 


Tyler; was then in the presidential chair. He saw j; 


fit to sign the bill for the western rivers and lake 
-harbors, but vetoed the bill for the harbors and 
rivers of the Atlantic coast; and he assigns asa 
special reason for vetoing that bill, thatit included | 


the very rivers which gentlemen now present to |! 
He made it a prominent feature |! 


the committee. 
of his objection to the bill, that it included appro- 
priations to those rivers in Virginia. I presume, 
sir, he must. be supposed to have understood the 
interests of Virginia, and that, atleast, he had good 
reason for thus singling out those appropriations, 
as special objects of condemnation. ; 
Mr. MEADE. 
whether that veto was not. based on constitu- | 
tional grounds alone? ‘The necessity of the work | 
Mr. Tyler did not controvert. He vetoed the bill 
upon the ground of the unconstitutionality of such 
an appropriation. ; 
Mr. DUNCAN. 
me, but I have not time to read it... The veto was | 
not placed upon unconstitutional grounds alone; 
but the objection was, that if the improvements 
suggested were made, it would favor. one part of 
Virginia to the exclusion of another: y} 
Mr. CABELL, of Florida. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him a question? «Before the gen- 
tleman appeals to this authority of Mr, Tyler, f 
ask him whether he assented to the reasons given 
by Mr. Tyler? whether Mr. Tyler was not acting 
in opposition to the opinions which the gentleman 
himself entertains? and whether it is fair to quote 
his opinions in opposition to the amendment now 
offered to this bill? And further, I ask the gen- 
tleman whether this very appropriation has not 


beén recommended from time to time by the proper |} 


department, to which this question is properly 
referable? . : y | 

Mr. DUNCAN. Ido not concur at all with 
Mr. Tyler in opinion. T stated his opinions that 
they might pass in the House for what they are 
worth. ` 


subject, and I am not aware that in former years ! 
there has been any recommendation from the ex- į 


ecutive department. ji 


[Here the hammer fell.] | 
The qnestion then recurring upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Casxrz, | 


j 


Mr. MEADE demanded tellers; which were f 


not ordered. : 

The House was then divided on the question, | 
and there were—ayes 50, noes 40; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope tellers may now 
be appointed by unanimous consent. 

No objection was made, and Messrs. Cuanp- 
LER, and Parker of Indiana, were appointed 
tellers. é 


_Mr. COBB. [propose to add at the end of the 
ninth line in the bill, the following: 
For the surveying and improving the Tennessee river, 


000 below, and $50,000 above the Muscle Shoals in | 
iver. 


sald r 


It is not my intention to censure either directly } 
or indirectly the Committee on Commerce for hav- | 
ing omitted in this bill to provide for the improve- | 


I will ask. the “gentleman, : 


I have the message before |! 


ment of thé Tennessee river, which is navigable 


for more ihan three hundred miles below, and five 


hundred miles above the Muscle Shoals. 1 have: 
submitted the amendmént by which that omission 
will be supplied. . It-will be observed that [do not 
propose the improvement of the Muscle Shoals, 
for to do that would. réquire the expenditure of 


ae : ` upwards.of $3,000,000. _ The importance of the 
Mr. DUNCAN. I wish the committee to-un- || 


improvement of the ‘ennessee river has long since 
been acknowledged by the Government, -for years 
ago they granted“four. hundred thousand acres of 


choice land in ‘Alabama for the-improvement of 
the Muscle Shoals. That is of itself a strong ar- 


gument in favor of the-amendment. We, cannot 
èxpect that, after the expenditure of four-hundred 
thousand acres of land, and accomplishing noih- 


| ing, in the improvement of those shoals, to get 


another appropriation for that object. Below 


these shoals steamboats dre running at all seasons ; 
of the year, and there.are improvements which | 
can be made there which will add much to the í 


navigation of the river. Everybody on the com- 
mittee, acquainted with the stream, knows that it 
rises in the State of Virginia, flows through Ten- 


nessee and Alabama, and empties into the Ohio | 


river, in Kentucky. fis importance is admitted 
by all. Ifit-be proper to improve it, why not be- 
gin. the work now, when numbers of steamboats 
are upon the river, running above and below the 


Muscle Shoals? ` 


Mr. Chairman, I had some constitutional scru- 
ples in relation to the improvement.of certain riv- 


‘ers and harbors, until my return home about 


twelve months ago’ from the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States, I. got on board the Chattanooga -to 
descend that river to. my home, a distance of 
about one ‘huudred miles. 
steaming down the river it was stove by a rock, 
which could have been removed for $200, and the 
lives of the passengers—my family and myself 
included—were periled. 
me.in regard to the constitutionality of the ques- 


tion, and the importance of the improvement of | 


that river was practically demonstrated’ to me, 
{Laughter.] Lam well satisfied that there are 
improvements which should be undertaken by the 
General Government, and which are strictly con- 
slitutional. Of that L have never doubted, although 
my favorite policy, from the first. time | had- the 
honor ofa seat here, has been to’ authorize. the 
States to levy tonnage duties, for the purpose of 
making improvements ot the character. provided 
for by this bill and others. 1 believe that Çon- 
gress has the power in certain instances to improve 
rivers and harbors, 


Mr. CHOURCHWELL. I move. the follow- 


i ing, to come in as an addition to the amendment: 


| pose there is going to be’opposition to my amend- 
: ment? : 


_ Department. 


| old estimates of Colonel Long, to. the Committee | 
on Commerce for. their investigation, and for the | 


For the improvement of the Tennessee and its naviga- 
ble tributaries above the Muscle Shoais, $138,600, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War. 


I offer that amendment in. good faith. It is 


based upon the estimates of the Department made | 


out by the Topographical Engineers. 

Mr. DUNCAN. [raise the question, that itis 
notin order for the gentleman from Tennessee now 
upon the door to submit an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Coss] to the bill. i 

The CHAIRMAN. This is only an amend- 
ment in the second degree, and therefore in order. 

Mr. DUNCAN. 


tleman from Alabama has not been opposed. The 


rule declares that a speech of five minutes shall 
be made in favor, and a speech of five minutes | 


against the amendment. 
Mr. COBB. Why the gentleman seems to sup 


(Laughter.} 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 


point of order raised by the gentleman from Mas- | 


sachusetts. 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. The amendment Ij) 


have offered is based upon the estimates of the 
I regret that E did not obtain the new 
es'imates in time to have submitted them with the 


insertion of the appropriation for the improve- 


ment of the Tennessee river in the original bill. 
There can be no good reason urged from any 
quarter of this Congress, why that’ river should 
not be improved as well as any other river pro- 
vided for in that bill; and that, too, sir, upon Dem- 
ocratic national grounds. It isas much a national 


Whilst the boat was ; 


That at once convinced | 


The amendment of the gen- | 


| surplus products—limitlessin 


ithe Government a few dollars, 


rcountof the delay, caused b 


| object as the Ohio.” A ‘majority of the commit- 


tee which reported this bill, belong,.] believe, to 


: the Democratie party- That they were sincere in 


putting in appropriations for the rivers they have, 


| have no doubt, nor will they now say the Ten- 
i nessee ought not to be’ improved. And although 


wé oppose a general, wasteful, and profligate sys- 


| tem of internal improvements by the General Gov- 


ernment, at the sametime we have the sanction of 
every President, from the first Congress dawn, for 
a reasonable, judicious, and prudent expenditure of 
the public money for the improvement of highways 
which-may be necessary to. make navigation easy 


land safe. . I propose this'amendment, sir, because 


I believe that the water-course, to which the.ap- 


| propriation provided by it is to be applied, comes 


under that character of improvements, and is of 


| national importance. 


The Tennessee river, lam aware, has not at- 
tracted the attention that the Delaware, Hudson, 
and other northern rivers have. {thas not met with 
the early favor of the Government: Its obstructions 
are as nature made them, but there is no river more 
susceptible of being improved. The.completion 
of the great railroad, however, from. Chattanooga 
upon its banks to the southern sea-board at Charles- 
ton and Savannah, is fast developing its value and 
the necessity of its improvement—giving us an 
outlet for our commerce, which has increased mare 
than a hundred-fold in the past two years. The 
tonnage on the river is more than doubling itself 
every year. The increase of the great staple of 
the Southern, States the last season, borne on its 
bosom, was over.twenty thousand bales; an in- 
crease of the article of Indian corn, over the former 
season, of five handred thousand bushels, shipped 
to markets’ abroad. Indeed, sir, I might go on 
and show from facts. and figurés that the import- 
ance of this. beautiful river, as a gréat national 
highway, is.of the character to merit and deserve 
improvement by the Government. Ft has been 
surveyed by the Government; it has been used. by 
the Government for the transportation of its - 
troops; it is now used for the transportation of the 
Government mail. Heading in Virginia and North 
Carolina, it runs. in a` southwesterly direction 
through East 'T'ennessee and Alabama, washes the 
shores of a portion of Georgia, is the line between 
Mississippi and Alabama, and then, after. making 
an extraordinary curve in’a northwesterly direction 
through West Tennessee, it flows through Ken- 
tucky and empties. into the. Ohio, bearing off the 
quantity—of the rich 
and fertile Tennessee valley. iy, tice 

The character of the obstructions to its naviga- 
tion are such as to. be easily improved, consisting 
principally of jutting rock ‘and shoals, alternating 
with deep and unobstructed basins, varying in 
depth from twenty to forty feet, allowing the chan- 
nel through the shoals to be deepened without in- 
jury to it aboveor below. | Its banks, being prin- 
cipally of rock and a different. soil. from the Ohio, 
Mississippi, Missouri, or Arkansas, are net sub- 
ject to injury from floods, and any. improvement 
would be permanent. lts- obstructions have cost 
F ‘well recollect 
that a few years ago, when the Mexican war was 
raging, troops were raised in East Tennessee, (the 
nursery -of. soldiers,)- and that the’ easiest con- 
veyance for them to the seat of war was down the 
Tennessee river, and I believe, also, that to the 
steamboats in-the service of the Government, there 
had to be paid a demurrage of $500 a day on ac- 
y the obstructions. in 
that river at low water. ` 

I could still further assign as’ another reason, 
why it should be acknowledged by this Gavern- 
ment as a national object. When a survey was 
made by Colonel Long, in conjunction with some 
assistants in Tennessee, the expenses of that sur- 
vey were refunded to the State of Tennessee by 


‘General Jackson, thereby acknowledging it as 


worthy of the favor of the Government. If the 
position is to be taken, whether our river is enti- 
tled to imyprovement—whether it is equal to the 
Ohio or other rivers—]I tell gentlemen that, in 
navigable extent itis the fourth highway in the 


Teen : j 4 
United States, and in volume of water the third, 


T have been asked, by gentlemenaround me; where 
is Tennessee river? I tell them, that it is in the 
very heart of the Confederacy; and while you are 
improving your veins:near the surface, that ¢on- 
vey the national blood in a healthful condition, 


| Tet us improve the main arteries to the extent their 


= ne 


1852. 


importance demands: T see no reason wh y-west- 
ern rivers should not be iniproved, as well as the 
northern rivers or northern harbors., It ig strange 
and. extraordinary logic that-admits the right tol} 
erect light-houses, piers, and buoys, to: poitt out. 
rocks -and_ breakers tosvessels arid denies the night 
tn remove the rocks that causé the: nécessity for 
them. ; a4 Bptegeh th. Be sep att ten ee 
{Here the hammer fél ee 
Mr. WALSH: T believe. it:is inorder t 
ose this: amendment: “1 have. no objéction to ti 
ennessee river and: its.improyemient; Dut there 
seems to be a wide mistake-abroad, particularly 
upon the part of, same gentlemen ih this House in 
regard to the subject ofeniver. and harbor improve- 
ments. The ‘ascertainiient of- the amount of 
money tovbe.appropriited in. these cases is almost | 
as nice. as, arithmetical calculations, We must 
know the nature of. the obstruction—we must 
know: whether it is worth while to begin the im-` 
provements; we must know the season at whieh 
those imnrovemenrs areto be made: and, al this - 
information we get from the officers of the proper 
Department, In reply not only to what has-been 
said by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr 
Cuvrcnwetrs} bút especially in reply.to the gen: 
tileman from Tinois; [Mr Morose; ] who attempts 
to-make this a sectional. matt vatray ing hos- 
tilé feelings against us, 1” will say that the appro- 
priations for the Ohio and Mississippi rivers are 
within a very small amount of the appropriations 
recommended by the appropriate Department. 
The items are the same recommended by your 
scientific men, as thesum of money whieh ought 
to be.appropriated within a given titve and at par- | 
ticular’ seasons. Gentlemen’ seem anxious, by 
going to the Treasury and dragging out its means 
at once, tn realize the fable of the golden. gaose, ' 
whose owner, nat satisfied with her- laving a 
golden egg every day, killed. her in. the vain idea 
of getting a still greater increase, “The appropria- | 
tion for the Tennessee river was not an appropria- 
tion sustained by any estimate: at all from the | 
proper Department; nor do T u nderstand the gen- 
tleman now to say thatit was. ` He says that there 
wasa local survey in thot State; all | understood | 
him*to ‘say ‘was, that there was a sirvey under! 
the authority of the State of Tennessee. | 
Mr. HOUSTON. Under the authority of the | 
Government of the United States.” The gentleman 
misunderstood his statement. 
Mr. WALSH. All mean to sayis this: that 
those estimates were never presented to.the còm- 
mittee in my presence——they were never there for | 
ouraction., And if the House will now allow me, Ff 
will say that. the committee have had no opportu-, 
nity fortheirexamination.. ae -i 
‘Mr. HOUSTON. -E called the attention of .the 
chairman of the Comimitree on Commerce myself, | 
and anothermemiber of that committee, to this very |) 
improvement; and upon More occasions than cone, | 
I have solicited’ them to take up this subject and | 
incorporate ‘an appropriation. for this river in-the | 
Mr. CHURCH WELL, T have the estimates 
of the Department nowin my hand. They are tlie | 
same which were presented to the chairman of the 
Committee’ on Commerce, Si 
Mr, WALSH. fam only speaking from my 
own. persanal knowledge: Sir, there is nothing 
sectional in this bill; and the statement which de- 
dares thatit is sectional.is not sustained by a sin- 
gle fact before the committee. The fact stated hy +, 
the- gentleman from-New York, [ Mr. SEYMOUR,] 
shows that there pas been an equal division of these | 
improvements to ‘different sections of the.country. 4 
The charge is wholly unfounded that this cem- 
mittee have acted upon any sectional grounds. | 
We-endeavared to promote the interesis’of al 
sections of the country. Wher our attention was 
called: to this. matter of the Rio. Grande, it was 
suggested that tie boundary qnestion was not sete} 
ted. : We knew that ip: regard to the harbor and. 
river bill of the last: year, the hair-splirters of the | 
Senaie relied upan that very item for the purpose : 
of defeating the appropriation. It was in, nò pre- | 
tense, but in the verv spirit of compromise, and a 
desire to'prevent difficulty, that we did not em-: 
brace thatitem. oP oh Sig BIST ee he deen 
_ Mr SEYMOUR. Asthe ge 
ed to the Rio Grande matter, Fwish-to say that. I- 
hold in my hand ‘the correspondence upon this | 
gubject.from the ‘Topographical: Bureau, showing J) 


that the line-had not been run on the Rio Grande, i 


and thatno Survey could-be made apon whieh any | 


Lorde? ou an.appropriation for the Teunessee river. . 


‘that th 
-can make his speech to-murrow. . 


estimates ought vo be founded. < ; ; 
Mr, WALSH. . You wal recollect: that- this 
was‘madethe-point of dufficulty by. 
airother: branch of Congressim-regatd tu these ap- | 
piopriations ye ee ese 
°-([efére the hammer fel. f. 7 wee 

‘The CHAIRMAN. © ‘Lhe Chair supposes.that | 
this discussion’ about the’ Rio Grande is: out of 


Whe quéstioi was then take om. Mr. Cuurou- 
WELL’s amendinent; ard it was rejected. 
| Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. 1 otter 
Towing amendment: 0. 000 oe 
For removing obstructions from fhe mouth pf Pasca- 
goula river, in the State of Mississippi, YOU UVA i i 
Gentlemen belonging to the Committee on Com- 
merce say that appropriations of this kind havenvt | 
been inserted in the biil because’ they -have not 
been asked fur. J sent to that cofnmiuee a peu: 
tion for this very appropriauion, aud not only has} 
ivbeen Jett out, butne surtof notice has been wken | 
of it. Sa cate ; ZEE 
` Mr: JOHNSON, of Arkansas., I desireto move 
‘committee rive; and then the getuleman: |} 


Mr. BROWN: I hope that this’ talk about the | 
commuttée’s rising will notcome out of my limiè., 

‘The CHAIRMAN: OF course not. - 

Mr. JOHNSON. We bave come to a stand 
stiil and can do nothing. J move, therefore, that. 
the committee rise. Sa oe 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I hope the.committee ‘will 
notiise. } demand tellers. oc 

‘Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. 
Ricuaroson, were appointed. 

‘he question was teu taken; and there were— 
ayes 62, nves U7. = ` fhe iene ce i 

So the committee réfused-to rise. o o 0e 
< Mi BROWS. ‘E was proceeding to say, that 
the. members of the Committee om Commerce 
were wholly mistaken, as fur as the proposed ap- 
propriaion. was concerned, when they. said that | 
it had been lett out of the bill-because it was 
not asked for. More than once petitions. for 
this appropriation ‘have gune to that committee 
through the ordinary chuunels. 1 have not, it is 
true, gone and besought the members of the com: | 
mittee in person, to put inty the bel this orany | 
other appropriatiou. > F have neither begged aior | 
bargained for that which | havea right to demand 
in the name of. my codstivuents. My consutuents 


Lercuerand 


petitiouéd, ‘as. was their right; and L presented | 


their petinon, as was my duty. And I wok itfor 
granted, ‘that the members of re Committee on) 
Commerce; fike the members of the otlier commit: 
tees of this House, would ‘discharge weir duty. 
Sull, I fnd this bill reported, and no notice taken 
of tivuse petitions. 1 find, algo, and itis that of 
which | especially complain, that the State which 
l have the honor in part lo represent upon this 
floor—a State which supplies to this ‘Government 4 
one seventh part of its exports, abd, hy conse’ 
“quence, one seventh partofits imports, and which, | 


therefore, supplies one seventh part of the whote i} E Une h 
| rule, which is as flows: 


revenue of the Government derived: fron. imports 
—has mot had ‘appropriated to it inthis bill one: 
Single solitary: dollar; not one farthing. Sirythe | 
State of Mississippi has-been entirely overluuked. | 


in.the preparation of this bill. 

A Voice. So has Virginia. 8 0 DOSLA 

‘Mr. BROWN. No, T think Virginia, has n 
been entirely omitted. Shehas something, but Mis 
sissipprhas not one dollar froin the commencement 
to the conclusion of the bill.” This is the only item 
that has been asked for, abd ivwas due tothat State 
it should have been granted; or if not granted, 
the petitions should have had at least a decent and 
respectful consideration. Why isthis? Why are 
our petitions. thus trarapled under foot and spit 
‘upon? Isit becausethe Mississippi delegation come 
here subscribing to thedoctrive ofa suigt-constrice | 
dow of the Constitution? “Are you going to.es- | 
tablish the principle in this country, that money | 


is w be doled out to those only who beleve thata 
liberal construction of the Coustitation is right 2 
and are you going to refuse appropriations: ta. | 
those who:take a different view of thei duty. to, 
the Constitution? Are the liberal constructionis's | 
—-those who. believe the Government may and į 
ought to make these appropriations, abeut to band | 
together, seize the public money and appropriate | 


‘gentlemen iy |i 


i 


the fol- |. 


such a. 


för our 


*. [Here the hamr 


ized. by law. F would i 


-enunrent. 


therefore decides that the amendment of 


“The CHAIRMAN. No, sir; it is not debat- 


it to themselves, and will they deny to those who 


dispute their power to appropriate all “participa. ' 


Clerk may reid the 81itrule,.so’ that th 
tee may understand irs; eR 


able ta get.theiri 


distrit 
their dis cà] 
distribution? No Hoyouh 


dfyou cannot appropriate money in my distriet 
out of respect, for my constitutional © inions.on 
the subject of these appropriations,. then’ carry’, 
‘your. respect a little further, and qnit taxing my 
constituents until. t ain’ satisfied that you'are doing 
it according to. thé Constitution. If you may take 
money out of my. district withowit myconsent, you 
If wevare 
ibution, then” Jet 
If bry State, 


iations; 
Sa 


miy put it-back without my.consent, 
to have a partial system of dis 


icf the, 
‘igtthwult- into her ‘pocket, she 
"robbery. if you“ close against"her:the hand 


tributes, . a 
í fay KA ii 
Mr. MeMULLIN obtained the foor, $ a v 
Mr. GIDDINGS.. -Irise to a question of ords 
Tunderstand that the: appropriation proposed in 
this-amendment is not to vontinue any work that, 
has already been commetced, or that is author- 
uire.of the Chair.whether, — 
s ih order ‘under, the 8st 


that being the cases t 


« 8. No ‘appropriation shall he: reported in such.genera} 


genci cral Department of the Gov- 


ains. 
the point of order raised. by the gentleman from 
Ohio, this whole bill is out-of order,” |.” : 
Mr. GIDDINGS. SL will say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Hlinois, that this.bill is to provide 
for the carrying on.of works ¿which have been, 


“Mr. RICHARDSON.: TF the Chairsust 


already commenced. © ‘ 


‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
that rule has reference to. the general appropria-. 


tien bills reported. from the Committee of Ways. 


and Means, and wottothisbill, which was reparted : 
from the Committee on Commerce. The Chair 
the geb- 
tleman from-Mississippiis iu orders > 03, 17 
Mr: GIDDENGS. From that decision Lappeal;: 


and { believe the appeal is debatable. ` 


able, o- 5 : BE A 
“MroGIDDINGS. Then T simply as 


-Loud cries of ** Object!” 
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- Mr. LETCHER. ‘I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN entertained the motion, ‘anid. i 
proceeded to divide the committee upon it.: 

Mr. McMULLIN.. -I rise to’ a question of |, 
order. That: motion éannot be entertained: Tiwas || 
upon the floor to speak in opposition to theamend:- 
ment ofthe gentleman from ‘Mississippi; the gen- 
tleman. from Ohio rose to a question of order, ‘and 
J took. my seat ‘until that quéstion of. order was 
decided... I insist that no gentleman hasa right-} 
to take-the floor from me to submit any- motion. 

The CHAIRMAN... The gentleman from Vir--} 
ginia is right. The facts areas he has-stated, and | 

the motion that the committee:do now rise is not 
in order, unless he yields the floor for that’ pur- 
ose. 

Mr. LETCHER. Trise tò a question of order. 
My colleague retained his seat-until the commit- 
tee was actually dividing on my motion. It.was 
too late for him to. claim the floor then. 

The CHAIRMAN... The Chair decides that 
that does not take away from the gentleman from. 
Virginia [Mr. MceMutury] his ‘right to.the floor. 

Mr. DISNEY. Suppose this question: of order: 
should be continued for half a-day, would it not 
be competent for the committee to rise? 

The CHAIRMAN.. ` The appeal must be de- 
cided at once, and without debate.. 

The question was then put, ‘ Shall the decision | 
of the Chair stand as the judgment’ of. the com- 
mittee?” and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. ORR. « I raise another question of order, 
that the amendment submitted ‘by the. gentleman 
from Mississippi is not germane to the ‘amendment 
to which itis offered. ‘The one is to improve the 
Tennessee river, and the.other is to improve a 
river in Mississippi. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that the 
amendment is germane and in order. 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman from Virginia | 
yield the floor for a motion to rise? ` 

Mr. McMULLIN. I yield it for that purpose. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the committee do now | 
rise. 

The question was put, and on a division there 
were—ayes 60, noes 35. 

So the motion was agreed to; 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman(Mr. Oxns) | 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had under consideration the | 
state of the Union generally, and particularly House 
bill No. 282, ** making appropriations for the im- ? 
provement of certain harbors and rivers,” and had į 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Lask the unanimous consent | 
of the House to call up the resolution proposing 
to fix a day for the final adjournment, which has | 
been sent back from the Senate with ab amend- | 
ment. ; i 

Mr. TAYLOR. I object. : p 

Mr. EWING. Imovethatthe House adjourn. j; 

Mr. BISSELL. Willthegenteman withdraw |! 
that motion for one moment? 

Mr. EWING. I withdraw it. ti 
PROTECTION OF THE FRONTIERS. -Il 

Mr. BISSELL. I hope there will be no objec- ji 
tion now to taking up and disposing of the bill ; 
which I mentioned this morning, to authorize the i 

President to place in the hands of our citizens on |! 
the frontier arms for the protection of. themselves |} 
against the Indians. 

Mr. WARD. I object, and imove that the ‘i 
House adjourn. Le 

The mouse was agreed to, and the House ad- !' 
journed until to-morrow at. eleven o lock, a.m. 


H 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i 
Saturpay, July 24, 1852. Hi 
The House met at eleven o'clock, a. m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirrieton F. Mo RGAN. f 
TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved: f 
The SPEAKER: The business first in order | 4 
is the motion to reconsider the vote by which if 
the following bill was ordered to be laid on the ` 
table, viz: “A bill granting the right of way and | 
‘ making a grant of Tand to the State of Michigan, | i 
£to aid in "the construction of. the Oakland “and | | 
‘Ottawa railroad, commencing at the village of i 
t Pontiac, in the county of Oakland; and termin- i 


-a certain railroad in, Michigan.. 


‘ating on the 'ravigable waters of Lake Michigan, 


‘in the county of Ottawa.”’ 
Mr. FOWLER. :-I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to-present a bill, of which previous 


notice has been given, merely for the pürpose: of f 


having it referred. 
Mr. TORR. Let us first hear i it Tead, 


‘The title of the bill was read, as-follows: * A 
bill amendatory of -the several acts regulating the 


appraisement. of: imported merchandise, and. more’ 


ae the | to prevent frauds against the revenue. ? 
. JONES, of Tennessee: ‘T object. 

Me ‘DUNCAN. T ask .the unanimous’ con- 

Sent of the House to present the following bill, to 

‘which, Fam sure, there will bé no.objection. T 


bask that. it be read for information. 


- The bill Was read by its title, as follows: A 
bill to reduce the duties on’ certain articles, and 
to exempt certain articles from duty.’’ 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object.” 

Mr. SCHERMERHORN.. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to introduce a bill, of 
which previous notice has. been given, and to 
which, F presume there will be no objection. 

Mr. HOUSTO L object to any bills being 
introduced, and call for the regular order of busi- 


| ness. 


OAKLAND AND OTTAWA RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is. the con- | 
| sideration of House bill No. 290; to. grant the 


right of way and a portion of the public lands to 
The pending mo- 
tion is to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
laid upon the table. 
Mr. STUART. 
ther consideration .of that motion until Wednes- 
|| day next; and I hope there will be no objection. 


| Mr. CLEVELAND. I hope the consideration | 
of this bill will be postponed Jonger than that. 


if 
a day further off-is fixed, I shall have no objec- 
tion. 


Mr. STUART. ‘If itis desired to postpone the 


consideration to a later day, I have no objection. 


with it now. - 

Mr. JONES, at Tdnnesseé: Hasa motion been 
awade to lay the motion to reconsider on the table? 
' The SPEAKER. -No such motion has been 


made. 
Mr. JONES.. Then I make that motion. 
‘Mr. STUART. I apprehend the- gentleman | 


could not get the floor for that purpose. 
upon the floor myself. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to reconsider 
not being debatable, unless the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Sruart], desired to make a mo- 
tion, he could not hold the floor, and the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] had a right to 
make the motion to lay the motion to ‘reconsider 


I was 


| upon the table. . 

Mr. STUART. To make a motion is the pre- 
ii cise purpose for which I rose, 

Mr. MEADE. ‘Before we proceed further with || 
+ this matter, I desire to know what the bill is? 


The bill was again read by its tide. 

Mr. STUART. I now hope the gentleman 
from Tennessee will allow me to make the motion 
to postpone, if that motion can- be made. J will 
: not make any other motion with reference to the 
bill. 

Mr. JONES. Wea are now within a few weeks 
-of the close of the session, and it is. necessary to 
; economise time as much as possible, in order. to 
get through with the public business. 


Mr. SFUART, But it will take buta minute i 
, to postpone the bill. 


Mr. JONES. I know it will not, but if we post- 
' pone it till Wednesday next it will come up again 
: then, and we shall have it all to go over again. I 
think it is better to dispose of the bill now. 

Mr. STUART. 
‘tion to reconsider upon the table is to be put now, 
I ask for a call of the House, and .upon that mo- 
tion I demand the yeas and nays, and tellers on 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HAMILTON, 
and Srrevens of Pennsylvania, were appointed; 
, and the House being counted, the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 31. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put upon thè motion for 
a call of the House, and there were—yeas 44, 


I move to postpone the fur-, 


I do not wish to take up the time of the House | 


If the motion to lay the mo- h 


nays 72, the Speaker voting in the negative to make 
aquorum.. - 

So a call of the House was refused; 

When the name of. Mr. Corrman was called, 

Mr WALSH róseand stated that his colleague 
IMr. Corrman] had fot some time been detained 
from the: House, in consequence of the sickness 
[of a child, and lie was now detained on actount 

of her death, : 

- Mr. CLEVELAND sjated that Mp. Grow’ was 
confined to his room by indisposition, >.. 

“Mr. STUART. Tnow move that: the further 
consideration of this ‘bill-be postponed till Wed- 
nesday next. 

The SPEAKER.” "The Chair ündérständs that 
| motion is already pending, as well as the motion 
to lay the motion, to reconsider upon’ the table. 
The latter motion must first be put, unless the gen- 
tleman. from Tennessee withdraws it. 

“Mr, JONES. T. decline to withdraw. the mo- 
tion. - 

Mr. STEVENS, of ‘Pennsylvania, T demand 
the yeas and nays upon the motión to lay upon 
i| the table. E 

The yeas and nays were ordered. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the Chair state the 

recise motion? 

The SPEAKER. Onyesterday the House, by 
a vote, laid the bill on the table. A motion was 
then made to. reconsider. that vote.. The gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] now moves to 
lay the motion-to'reconsider on.the ‘table, which 
is the motion now pending, and upon whieh the 
yeas and*nays have been ordered. 

The question was then pùt, and decided in the 

negative—yeas 53, nays 8l; as follows: 
; -YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Johu Appleton, William 
Appleton, Ashe, Bartlett, Bibighaus, Bragg, Breckinridge, 
| Burrows, Caldwell, Caskie, Chastain, Cleveland, Daniel, 
Edmundson, Fowl er, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Good. 
enow, Grey, Hamilton, Jsham G. Harris, Hebard, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Horsford, John W, Howe, Jackson, Andrew Jonn- 
son, George W. Jones, George G. King, Preston. King, 
Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, Mam, Martin, McLanatian, Me- 
Mullin, McNair, Meade, Millson, Morchead, Murphy, Mnr- 
ray, Perkins, Powell, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Thad- 
deus Stevens, „Wallace, and Wildrick—53. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Barrere, 
| Bissell; Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Geo. H. Brown, 
f Busby, E. C. Cabej, Lewis D, Campbell, Chandler, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Conger, - -Cyllom; Joh. G: Davis, Doty, 
Durkee, Bastman, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, 
Henry M. Fuller,»Gentry, Green, Harper, Sampson W. 
Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven; Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 
Thòmas Y. How, Hunter, James Jotinson, John: Johnson; 
Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey 
Marshall, Miller, Miner, Nabers, Olds, Orr, S. W. Parker, 
Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Price, Richardson, 
Robie, Sackett, Schermerborn, *Seurry, David L. Seymour, 
Smith, Stanly; Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. 
Martin, Stvart, Taylor, Thurston, ‘l'ownshend, Walbridge, 
Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, 
and Yates—8i. 

-So the House refused to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
| postpone the further consideration of the bill until 
Wednesday next. - 

i. Mr. ‘CLEVELAND. I move to amend ‘the 
f motion by striking out.“ Wednesday next? and 
|i inserting “ two weeks from next Tuesday. 

| Mr.STUART. Lhope the bill will not De post-~ 
poned longer than Wednesday next. 

|| The question was put upon the adoption of the 
| amendment, and, upon a division, there were— 
|| ayes 62, noes 61." 

Mr. FICKLIN demanded tellers; which were 
| ordered; and-Messrs. Cuanpirr and St. MARTIN 
i were appointed. 

| The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 54, noes “69. i 

|. So the arnendtment was not adopted. 

[| The motion to postpone the further consider- 
| 

f 

| 


i 
if 
i 


il ation of the bill till Wednesday next was then 
|i agreed to. 
WHEELING BRIDGE, 

|| -The SPEAKER, The next business in order 
His the consideration of the bill «declaring the 
Wheeling bridge a lawful str ucture, and for other 
purposes, 2? The pending motion being to com- 
mit to the Commitee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union and print. 

Mr. OLDS. I move to postpone: ihe further 
'| consideration ‘of that bill tilla week from the next 
| Monday. There are other matters from the Com- 
| mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads which 
I desire to have come up; and as the bill will be 
likely to occupy considerable time, I move its post- 
ponement till Monday week. 


io 


E CONGRESSIONAL .GLO 


—— 


- Mr. FOWLER, Is there nota motion pending . 
to print the minority report? oe ee 
The SPEAKER. ‘The motion was to commit 
thé bill to the Committee óf thé Whole oni the | 
state of the Union, aid to print the majority and 
minority reports. oo -V bes Ret gee teeta TN 

Mr. STUART. F hope.its’ consideration will- 
be postponed until a week from. Wednesday. next): 


T 


instead of Monday» 


Mr. OLDS.. I have no objection to that, and 
will so modify my motion. csi, 7285 i 
Mr. FOWLER. :l-hope'the motion will-be'so 


framed as to include the ‘motion.co- print both the 
majority andi minority reports. ~All F desire’ is 
that these reports shall be printed... ' : 
‘The SPEAKER... Will the gentleman from. 
Ohio state what is his precise motion ? . 
Mr. OLDS. ‘I-move to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until a week from Wednes-: 
day next, and that the two reports be printed, 
‘The motion: was agreed to. i 
REPORTS FROM THE COMMITTEE ON THE 
POST OFFICE AND POST ROADS.. sy 3 : y 
Mri CLARK, from the Coinmittee.on the Post 
Office and Post, Roads, reported a billfor the relief | 
of the. Southern: Michigah Railroad Company; 
which was read a first'and second time byits title 
and’ referred to” the- Committee ‘of the. Whole 
House, thade the order of the day for to-morrow, 
and, ie the report accompanying, ordered to be. 
- prmte EET : : j 
j Mr. CLARK, from the same committee;- re- 
bored ‘a bill forthe relief of Cornelius Covert, of 
Michigan; which was read a first and second time 
by its title. ` 
Mr. CLARK. 
course, $ i 
Mr. STUART. I wish to make-a-short state- 
ment to the House, and then F. shall:move.tò put 
the bill upon its-passage. It is simiply a bill forthe 
relief of a contractor for carrying the mail, where 
the contract was entered into undera mistake. It 
ceded ‘by the Postmaster General that the 


I ask that it shall.take the same | 


is conce 
~ mistake was made. His contract should have been |; 
entered into for $419, whereas it was entered into, | 
through a mistake, for $219. The Postmaster | 
General examined into the matter, and -conceded 
that it was an error, but he thought-he had not the 
power to correct it, but tbát it ‘Must be done bý 
Congress. The Committee on the Post Office.and 
Post Roads have also examined into. the'subject, 
and they are of the opinion that it.was, unquestion- 
ably, an error, and that the, man ought to be re- 
lieved. He is running’upon: the line ‘now, and 
‘running at a great disadvantage. Not being a 
man of means, it embarrasses him greatly to carry } 
out his contract; yet if he-does not carry it out, 
the Department will prosecute him. This is, ina 
few words, a correct statement of the facts of the | 
case. The mistake was made of inserting $219, 
when it should have been $419. s p 
_ My, STEVENS, of. Pennsylvania.’ Will the 
gentleman allow me to ask him a question? ~ In j 
the proposal, what was the sum named? ~ 
Mr. STUART. Four hundred and nineteen 
dollars. Itis merely an error in drawing up the 
contract. The: bill. proposes to give him, not 
what was his bid, but to give him. the bid of the-: 
next man under him.. I know the man: very well 
—tT live but a few miles from him, arid I know that | 
this delay embarrasses -him very much. I hope | 
the House will pass thebill.. <- -> 
The question now being upon, the motion to 
committo the Committee of the Whole House— | 
Mr. CLARK. 
being put upon its passage, and will withdraw thé 
motion to commit, to enable the gentleman to ! 
make his motion. I will state, however, in this | 
connection, that this bill stands’ upon about: the 
satme ground as a large class of bills. i 
Mr. STUART... I, now: move to 
“upon its passager `> i 


i 


put the: bill 
The bill was read through by the Clerk. -* 
Mr. BISSELL., Iam- very far from wishing 
to do anything to embarrass this bill, but I would į; 
like to Know of the gentleman: from Towa, (Mr. || 
‘Cuakk,] what we are,-to uriderstand -by his re-. 
mark, that this is but one of a class, of cases ?. 
‘Mr. CLARK. Thegentlemas isto. understand 
just this—— . AE Bat eee 
. Mr. KING, of New 


York; “Th bil makesan 3 


„appropriation, and. must, except by .utanimous ` 


H 
S 


consent, go to.a;Committee of the Whale. ` 


J will be seen by the committee tha: 


| man’s had- not been taken, the one at $396 would: 


| the parties supposed ‘they were to receive, redu- 


| mined that.the mistake ought to be’ rectified ,-but 


I have no-objéction to the bill i} 


| examine it a whole day he would come to the 


-Mr STUART. No, sir; it- does not make any | 
‘new appropriation. S e S0 too S LEE 
-The SPEAKER.. The bill provides- for the 
payment- of money out of -the Post Office fund not 
otherwise appropriated: = 5 <i 
~. Mr. STUART.. R does not- raise any money 
opriation, but simply cor- 


or makeany pew appr 

pects. mistake.. .* abie 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, 
‘dently.an appropriation. 8 $ 005 
TheSPEAKER.. T 
Committee of the Whole, if it 


; eyi 


that itaviust go to a 
is insisted on, under the rule. - erate 
Mr. STUART... I hope no one will insist upon 
it. The case is precisely-as F stated; the factsare 
clear; and there ts.no dispute about it by the Post- 
master General, and none by the committee. -It 
t this-man does. 
ets $396 instead. 


not get what he paid, but simply g 


of $419, which was his. bid. The Postmaster y 


General recommended that'amount, kecauscif that 


have been.: 


~ Mr. STEVE 


NS. - In consequence of the rës 


mark, that this was onè of a ‘whole class of cases f 


of this kind, F'musk ask that it be referred to the- 
Committee of the Whole. weet ec gle pace A 
Mr, CLARK. In. answer to the. gentleman 
from Iflinois, {Mt. Brsseuz,] Edid not mean‘to say- 
that there is another case just like this; but-—: 
The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the 
bilt must be referred to the Committee of: the. 
W hole.. : - y 
Mr. STUART. Lask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Srevens] to withdraw his objec- 
tion. He can learn from the gentleman from Iowa, 
(Mr. Ciarx,] the chairman of the committee, that 
the facts of the case are justas I have stated them. 
The SPEAKER., Is the objection withdrawn? 
Mr. STEVENS: It is a most extraordinary 
mistake in the Postmaster General, if it be one; 
and if it be a mistake, it is most extraordinary if he 
cannot correct it; and if there is a whole class of 
canes of this kind, I. must’ have time to look into 
them. wie . 
Mr. STUART. ‘Thegentleman from Towa will 
not say that there is another case precisely like 
this. , it : . 
Mr. CLARK. I cannot say that, there is an- 
other case precisely like this; but there are cases 
for obtaining pay for. carrying the mail,.and the 
cases are alike in this respect. 
Mr. BISSELL. [do not wis 
as interposing any objection myself.” ; 
| Mr. STUART. This billis not for ap-increase 
of. pay, but is an..absolute deduction ‘from ‘what 


cing that pay from $419 to $396. ., . 

Mr. LETCHER. I would like to know of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Sruart] when 
this contract was entered into? ` 

Mr. STUART. : lt was entered into some year 
or two ago, but. I cannot tell the time: precisely. 
The contract. is now. in forée, and-the man is now 
carrying the mail. £4 ` 
“ Mr. LETCHER.. W 
ceytained ? ` 

Mr STUART. A-short time after the contract 
‘was entered- into. The Department was notified | 
of it by my predecessor. When T came oñ T 
went to the Postmaster General: - He referred thè |) 
case to his law officer to examine, and they deter- 


hen-was the mistake as- | 


that they had not the power to do it, and that the 
contractor must come to Congress for relief. . 
“Mr. FOWLER. -I wish to say that I hope the 
gentleman from.Pennsy!vavia (Mr. Stevens] will 
withdraw. his objection. We examined this case 
fully. m committee, and were satisfied: that the | 
mistake ought to--be rectified, and. if he were to | 


same conclusions... i ate 
The SPEAKER: Unless-the objection be with- 
drawn, the bill must go to the Committee of the 
Whole. i ELA hag oak “ f 
` The objection'was not withdrawn; and the bill | 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on f 
the state of the Union. Be aes è j 


PROTECTION OF THE-FRONTIER. ` ` 


‘| 
‘| 


<] 


è 


d STA 
The SPEAKER: : It has.. 


-o Mr. BISSELL. I feel it my duty a 


gain to ask | 


he Chair is of the opinion } h 


Tthe time being will be he 


h to be understood ` | 


|| supplies froni- wherever they ma 


Mr. BISSELL. Has notthe morning hour ex- | 
| pire z F2 yt car o : 


| the House that they will take-up and pass tlie bill 
to which T referred on yesterday, which isto-dus 
thorize the Executive, to-furnish. the citizens. u 
the frontiers. ‘with “arms. to protect. themselves _ 
agajnst the Indians.» ‘Lask.the unanimous consent 
of ihe House to tale tupac nn Sf : 
~ [Cries of «* Agreed !?” * Agreed P]. wgs 
-No:objettion was: madeyañd the bil. was 3 
` ported to the House by its. title; gs- follows: 
<$ H: B. NO, 259, :An-act to provide forthe protec 


the T 


will be, called for, w 


| proptiation, ` . pet eed oun oe 
. Now, sir,-L hold in-my hand a document trans- 
i-mitted to the Cominittee. of Ways and Means,‘at 
the early’ part. of this session, from the Secretary, 
of the. Treasury. ‘The :documentis No.,28. My. 
honorable . friend Mr. Howard] from ‘Texas; 
writes:to the Secrétary, and asks for an estimate 
of the amount required to pay the four companies 
of Texan mounted volanteers,:;who have not been 
paid. The Secretary. of the Treasury sends to 
the Bouse the estimate, and afterwards the esti- 
| mateforanother:company;.making five altogether. 
"By referring to document, No. 28, to which Í 
have alluded; you. will find this estimate: ies 
“Estimate of amount- required to- pay. four -Compa ies. Of 
Texas Mounted Volunteers,:called intothe seriigeof the 
“United States by Brevet Major “General George. M: 
- Brooke, and Brevet, Brigadier. General, WS, Harney. 


l 


Name of Captain | > Period of servicer Amount. 

H. B digcciuitodh.t May 5 to Nov'r 5, 1851... ,| $18,119- 00 
ALA. Wallace... | March 23 to Sept. 23, 1851)” 17,450 00. 
D.O. Connor. saas March 17-to‘July 18, 18515)! 12,266 00 

ALS. Fords... sees "| Mareh 23 to Sept-28, 1851,]" 17,950 00 

: Bos Gale 65,785 00 


The estimate for the’ fifth’ company was some 
$15,000 or $16,000; making.in all about $80,000,” 
| which has gone into the deficiency bill. It will 
be observed that these estimates are for “ pay,” 
and ihat does not include, according to~estimates 
TL have been enabled to make, one third part of the 
actual amount of expense of these five companies 
of ‘Texan ‘volunteers. That merely ** pays” the 
meñ. Now, sir, there is all the forage, there ig alt 
the immense cost of transporting. those men, and 
i be: ordered: $0 
and which. cost will be -a great eal > 
Oneihundred 
the exs 
volans 


t 


the frontier, 
more- than the ‘pay’ of the men. 
cand ‘fifty thousand dollars will not: pay: 
pense of those: five companies of Texan: 
“teers called into service at that time. 
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Now; sir, when all this outery is made about 
our expenses-~and bdo nat think the gentleman 
from. Texas [Mr. Howarp]} bas “indulged in i, 
but it hags come from other quafrers—we are. nót 
only to have Texas-included within the provisions 
of this bill, but we are to, have Utahvand Califor- 
nia added to the bill by the Senate. We are to 
have an expense of $1,000,000. entailed upon this 
country. by this: bill. through these amendments 
from the Senate, and it is an tmgracious task to 
oppose it. The cry is, “the frontiers are in 
danger; the. Indians are commiting. devastations; 
men, women, and children are murdered, and prop- 
erty is being destroyed.?? > Ss us 

But I want. to makea remark for the sake of 
future reference, and to'let the country know how 
the expenditures are increased. L-commend the 
forbearance-and patriotism. of gentlemen from the 
West and North, who. give their votes day and 
day, for'these appropriations, without raising any 
objection. Those who are so anxious to protect 
the frontiers, turn a deaf ear to the demand of. 

rotection by American laborers. Thousands of 
ives and millions of dollars are lost on the western 
waters for want of a river and harbor bill, but the 
Senate will not.allaw the country to have such a 
bil. -You must adjourn at one or two:o’clock on 
Fridays and Saturdays, and cannot sit five or six 
honors for the purpose of getting through that bill. 
Milions of property are destroyed by snags in the 
Mississippi and Ohio rivers, and life there does 
not seem to bé regarded. Hundreds of men are 
sunk by a single snag in the Mississippi; and this 
is all right; butdet an Indian kill a white man upon 
the frontiers, and you go to the expense of millions. 
of dollars. I donot object to all: proper expend- 
imre for this purpose, but F wish to ‘see. justice 
done to other parts of the country. These extra- 
ordinary expenses have notcome from this House. 
Let the Senate bear the responsibility of this act. 
We are to be abused and censured for loss of time, 
and it may be all right to favor the gentlemen who 
would fasten this immense appropriation upon 
us, without any committee of this House baving 
passed upon it, or having examined it. 1. shall 
nat call the yeas and nays upon it, but L-shall not 
vote for the billas it stands, for I have.not. had 
a chance to examine it. Let the responsibility 
of this immense expenditure, which, in less than 
twelve months will amountto more than $1,000,000, 
be upon the heads of those who advocate it, and 
Not upon us, 

Mr. BISSELL. It is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to protect its citizens upon the frontiers, or 
itis not. If itis not, then this bill ought not to 
be here at all; and, being here, it ought to be voted 
down—not the Senate amendments only, but the 
entire bill, If it be conceded that it is ourduty to 
protect those citizens, then we must do so, cost 
what it may; though we ought, doubtless, to have 
due regard to the economy as well as the efficiency 
of the mode we may adopt of performing: that 
duty. : 

The most important of these Senate amend- 
ments contains a weill-guarded provision for rais- 
ing, if, in the opinion of the Executive, it becomes 
necessary to do so, a force of volunteer mounted 
rangers, not ta exeeed five hundred in number, to 
operate in defense of the frontiers: and, though 
raised forone year, they are fale to be discharged 
the very moment the necessity which called them 
forth shall cease to exist. Í doubt whether the 
gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. STANLY] can’ 
devise any better mode uf accomplishing the ob- 
ject. : 

Mr. STANLY. Sucha force is three times as 
expensive as that of the regular Army; and we 
‘give the President the power to call them into ser- 
vice when he wants them, 

Mr. BISSELE. On the question of relative 
cost, the geatlenniea, T think, is clearly auscaken. | 
Bat has he no confidence in the discretion of the 
President? i 

Mr. STANLY. Morethan you have, i sus- | 

ect. 

Mr. BISSELL. T have sufivient faith in the 
present Executive cheerfully to intrust hiin with 
this discretionary power. Ihave no thought that 
Mr. Fillmore will call out the rangers provided for 
by this ull, unless it becomes indispensable to do 
so for the protection of the lives and property of 
our citizens. Nor do I fear that any man likely 
to be chosen to the Presidency in future will exer- 
cise the very plain powers conferred by this biil 


| necessities. But this which:we are now consid- 
„ering is a peculiar-service, requiring forits proper ji 


“mounted rangers. 
| hts mode of warfare that common to his race. 


unwisely. feel. quite sure that Mr. Pierce will || 


nut, aud Ldo.not think any other man will have j 
the opportunity, ät-least not fur four ur five years | 
to Come. + ve g : 

itis. incumbent 


upon: us, beyond all- question, 


to protect; by somé means, those frontier citizens || 


from thé hostilé savages with which they are sur- 
rounded. We ought to protect them eifectually. 
luis a crying sin against usthat we have delayed 
that protection.so Jong. . The best, the most eflect- 


‘ual, the. most’ecohomical mode of doing-it, as, in 
my judgméni,that provided for -by the bill now | 


belure us, tt is-urue,.we have-a regular Army, 
which, to'some,; may seem suficient. fur all our 


performance “a particular description ‘of force— 
The foe-is. the wild Indian; i 
He 
makes his descent upon the settler stealthily and 
suddenly, and retreats agaiv to his piace of con- | 
cealment as rapidly as his fleet horse can carry | 
him. Of what use are infantry or artillery here? 


Who but mounted fangers, men living upon the || 


Spot, acquainted with’ Lidiian habits, practiced in } 


border wartare, and, to some extent, fanuliar with || 


the country, cun operate ettectively against’ such 
a foe? Nor is it a small considerauun that the 
wen liable vo. be called into service under. this bill 
would feel the addiuonal sumuius imparted by the 
knowledge that they were fighting fur the protec- 
tion of their own firesides. ‘he comparatively 
small mounted force belonging to our regular Ar- 


mys scattered, in detached corps, from one ex- 


treme of the Union tothe other. They could not, 
without great expense, be marched from Oregon, 
for instance, or other remote points, to the bor- 
ders of Texas; nor is it probable that that could 
ever be done in so short a ume as to answer any 
guod purpose, 

Mr. GiUDINGS. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission £ will propound to hima question. I care 
nothing about these presidential matters. I wish 
to inquire why the necessity of this increase of 
the Army? Ifthe troops we have there are not 
fit for service, in Heaven’s name why not dis- 
charge them, and secure those that are? My ob- 
jection is to an increase of the Army,and the con- 
sequent incréase of expenditure. We have an 
Army. apon hand for the protection of. the Union, 
and if they are not capable of protecting it, why 
not discharge.them and appoint others? 

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Gipvines] considers the regular Army all- 
sufficient for the purposes contemplated in this bill. 
1 have already explained, in part, my reasons for 
thinking otherwise. Suppose it were attempted 
to carry out the views: of that gentleman, what, 
probably, would be the result?) An emergency 
arises, consequent upon Indian ravages, requiring 
the instant presence .of.a military force, say on 
the frontier of Texas. Mounted troops—the only 
ones that could be of any possible use—might 
then be ordered from Oregon, and. other distant 
points. The expense of transportation would be 
enormous, and the unavoidable delay such as to 
render the movement wholly nugatory. Before 
the troops could arrive at their place of destination 
the necessity for their presence would have passed 
away; our ciuzens wil have been slaughtered, 
their plantations devastated, and the Indians by 
whom the outrages were committed will have 
found safety in their mountain fusinesses. - ` 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Why not take the troops 


from Fort Washington, and the Atlantic coast, 


where they are of no use? 

Mr. BISSELL. Because, first, the cost of 
transporting them to the pomts at which troops 
might be needed on the frontier would more than 
equal, probably, the expense of raising all che ! 
force needed right ies i the vicinity of the 
troubles: and, secondiy, because, as J have al- 
ready said, they are that descripuon of troops | 
requisite for inis service, : : i 

dlr. GIDDINGS. Are they of. any use where 
they are? ses ee 

Mr. BISSELL. Perhaps so, perhaps not. J 
do not answer for that; and it is quite clear that 
whether they are or are not useful, our exposed 
citizens on the western frontiers are free from 
responsibility on that score. f 

Although the bill authorizes the President to 
call for as many as five hundred volunteers, yet it 


does not follow that in any event which may arise 


to their respective homes. 


he will call for even half that number.: He will 
exercise a sound discretion, and -accept the ser- 
vices of only so many as the exigency of the case 


“may require. Perhaps not ‘more than a hundred 
„will ever be ealed for under this laws perhaps not 


vng; and those, few or many, who may be re- 
ceived iñto the service are to be retained ‘only so 
long as there may-be actual necessity for. it; and 
they are only to recéive pay accordingly? A sud- 
den. incursion of the Indians may make it ‘neces- 
sary on the instant to raise a company of fiy or 
one hundred Texan rangers.. In twenty days 
they ‘may have performed the requisite service, 
when they. will receive their discharge and return 
Bat instead of this 
simple and natural mode of accomplishing a plain 
but most important object, gentlemen would have 
us incur the ‘expense and delay of transpsrting 
regular soldiers to the scene of hostilities—soldiers 
who, from the nature of the service to’ be per- 
formed, are worthless when they get there. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I did not intend any such 
thing. atts ; ws 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I would like to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Hlinois what number 
uf the regular troops. of the Army are now sta- 
tioned in Texas? 

Mr. BISSELL. The precise number T do not 
now recollect. 1 believe, however, the number to 
be amply sufficient for the protection of the fron- 
tiers of that State if they were the right description 
of troops; but they are not. -Three hundred 
mounted Texan ringers are worth, for Indian 
fighting, twice the number of regular troops now 
in Texas.. ` he EE yt i 

Mr. FULLER.: I believe there is something 
like one third of the regular. Army now there. 

Mr. BISSELL. Very provably.. But for any 
use they are of in the way we are now consider- 


ing, they might just as well be taken ae : 
Mr. DISNEY. If the gentleman. will allow 


me, I will state a fact. Some time last summer, É 


į fell in company with General Garland, who, I un- 


derstand, is in command of that frontier. { asked 
him to explain to me, if he could, why these out- 
rages and depredations continued upon that fron- 
tier, what kind of troops were necessary to pre- 
vent them, and how many? His reply to me was, 
« My dear sir, I jhave troops enough now there, 
‘if it is the will of the American Congress, to 


“exterminate every Indian between the Atlantic 


‘and Pacific: oceans.” ** What, then, Iin- 
quired, ‘is the cause of them??? “ Why, sir,”’ 
said he,-*¢ the whole difficulty lies here: the State 
‘of Texas gives license to white men to mingle 
‘and trade among the Indians, and they keep 
‘them in a state of insubordination,” He said, 
repeating his remark, “I have men enough to 
exterminate every Indian between the two oceans.” 

Mr. BISSELL: 1 should like to know, then, 
why the gallant General has permitted so many 
outrages and so much slanghtering to be done by 
the. Indians on that frontier? Surely it were an 
easier task to protect that frontier, tnan to exterm- | 
inate all the Indians between the two oceans. 

Mr. DISNEY. [ tell the tale as it was told to 
me. . GA a. 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes, but you were not told 
the whole tale. The General, if I am not misin- 
formed, is not upon the frontiers of Texas at all— 
perhaps not within two or three hundred miles of 
the scene of difficulties, On the contrary heis at 
a post quite in the interior. Had he been differ- 
ently situated, and with more experiencein Indian 
warfare upon that frontier, he might have formed 
a different. estimate as to what could be done with 
the Indians with bis small force. Though I doubt 
not that, with that force, he could accomplish all 
that any man could, for | regard him as an excel- 
lent and brave officer. But the faet that these 
outrages have continued, notwithstanding the 
presence of such a force in Texas, is conclusive 
that something else is requisite to be dore. And 
1 repeat tbe expression of my own deliberate còn- 
viction, that that “something”? necessary to be 
done is wisely and economically provided for in 
the bill now before us. Give the President the 
discretionary power to call for rangers when the 
necessity arises, under the restrictions provided 
in the bill, it being incumbent upon him to dis- 
charge them the moment the necessity, ceases, and 
you have done all that is requisite for the provec- 
tion of the frontiers, and done it effectually. : 

.Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. F would ask the 
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gentleman, from Illinois whether the amendment’ 
does not provide that their services shali not be 
accented for less than a year? s P 
- Mr: BISSELL. | It, provides that the engage- 
ment to serve’ shall be for one-year.. This is the 
engagement on: the part.of the volunteer. ‘He is” 
to serve so long, unless“ sooner discharged. ` But 
itis the tight and the duty of the President to dis- 
charge the volunteers thus -raised the -momeit | 
their services, can-be dispensed with: They may , 
be discharged within ten days, avid even without 
being marched to the seat of Warts = + wey 
Mr. STANTON. | Is it not provided ‘that, if 
they are called’ into service, their’ pay ‘shall be 
continued through the year?” . < * 
Mr. BISSELL. «Not ‘at all. 


i Jt provides for 
their payment Yor ‘the time they actually serve— 
no more; .If-they serve for ten, days, and are 
then discharged, they ate to be paid for those ten 
days, and for them only. Tt seems to me that | 
there can be no sufficient objection to this mode of 
protecting our frontiers, if we concede protection 
to be due them. The gentleman from Ohio [Mrs 
Disney].seems to suppose: that. all these Indian | 
troubles arise from the conduct’ of mischievous 
white men, who are permitted-to mingle and trade’ 
with the Indians. To ‘Some™extént.that may be 
true; butinot, I imagine, to the extent supposed 
by that gentleman’, No doubt there. are vicious” 
white men among the Indians, who'do sometimes 
instigate them to perpetrate outrages upon our 
frontier settlers. But what then? Is the honest 
and peaceable settler, in the pursuit of his own 
avocations at home, entitled to no protection from 
his Government? Are innocent women and chil: 
dren to be slaughtered at the pleasure uf neigh bor- 
ing savages, and we raise no arm. to save them 
because the: foe has been instigated by outcasts. 
Trom among ourselves?, No, gentlemen; our: Goy- 
ernment must discharge its duty to’ all its citizens,’ 
especially in the protection of. their lives... “If it’ 
fala dn this, it forfeits all claim. to protection, for 
itself. ee n 
Mr. STANLY. I will ċall the gentleman ’s 
attention to one-point. If I mistake not, there is 

a provision here for the payment of horses lost in 
‘the service. . ; 
“Mr. BISSELL.- No, there is no provision of 
the kind, i Paes 
Mr. STANLY. Is there not a provision for 
pensioning those wounded, as though they were in 
the regular service? _[ do not think that is right, 
Mr. BISSELL. ‘There is not. . ; 
At the: request. of Mr. Jonnson, of Arkansas, 
the Clerk again read the bill and amendments: 
Mr. HOWARD. 'I wish to correct one or two 
mistakes into which ‘the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr, Srawty] has fallen. As to the duty 
of this Government to` protect all of its citizens, 
whether upon the frontier or upon the fishing 
ground, [ presume there can be but one opinion. 
Now, sir, you have. acquired a large, territory 
which you must defend. You have undertaken 
„iñ your treaty with. Mexico to restrain your tribes 
within the United States. That provision of the 
treaty has been totally neglected, which every 
man in this House knows; and the consequence 
of that neglect will be that a large number of claims - 
arising in Mexico, will be preferred here for pay- 
-ment. I presume that it as the intention of the 
Honge.to protect the men who.live-unon the fron- 
- tiers. of Texas, California, Oregon, New Mexico, 
and Utah. Two methods have been proposed by 
which this is to be effected.-:. The Administration 
has called for additional forces, : The Administra- 
tion, through its messages. and reports, has told 
you that the present force is inadequate. - They, 
~ to be sure, have called for an increase of the regu- 
lar Army, but no one knows better than the hon- 
corable member from North Carolina that an in- 
‘crease of theregular Army cannotbe accomplished. 
You cannot- geta bill for that purpose through 
-Congress,.even if it were a proper measure. My 
own opinion is, that it is not necessary. That 
the regular Army requires reorganization is true; 
- that we have no use forthe increase of infantry, 
does not admit of doubt. That four regiments 
at Jeast of the eight regiments of infantry. now in 
service, ought to be converted into permanent cav- 
alry, in order to make “the Army: efficient for the 
resent frontier service, is the opinion of the best- 


Ee : 
| proposes, w 


_as. Under the estimate o 


: pense; whereas, i 


hich is to-call put the resident-tiilitias 
who understand the character‘of the Service, who 
‘oan. perform’ it, and who can undergo the hard- 
ships to which it- subjects every one embarked. in 
it. General Sureis, of the Senate, has madea 
close caleulation with regard to'the expense of the 
two. kinds of force, and he shows that thé mounted 
rangers are thirty per cent.,and mare, cheaper 
than the. regular Army. The -whole am 

-foreé’contemplated by the bill, is 1,100 "men: for 
California, Oregon, Utah, New Mexico, and Tex- 
f General SnreLps, if you 
iicreased the regular Army tothe same extent, 
the ammat cost would-be $752,735. per annum 
for 1,100. The same force as proposed: by the 
bili would cost $531,821 per annam. The pay of 
the rangers.is greater; but-you get cl 


pense of transportation of men aud-horses, which 


it is these items, together with the expense of re- 
cruiting, which make regular. traops. more expen- 
sive than mounted rangers. With this species of 


force, the only.expense ‘is’ for the pay and: “ras 


lions of the men, andthe forage of the horses. “In 
“addition to that, if you increase the Army, at will 


and you will. make it a permanent ex- 
f yoù adopt. this plan for pro- 
tecting the frontiers, they will be strong enough 
in a-very short time to protect thémselves; aud 

ou will not need a permanent force, and will-not 
incur a permanent expense. 
only twelve months, and in a few years the force: 
may be safely disbanded. A great deal. has been 


manently, 


the frontiers... Every man who has-paid any at- 
tention to.the subject, knows that the regular Ar- 
my is totally deficient.in cavalry, and that the In- 
dian service requires cavalry; that it is as absurd 
‘to put infantry upon this service, as it is to pata 
man on foot in pursuit of ‘aman mounted: on a 
fleet horse on the prairies. If you had-ten times 
the number of men upon the frontier as you now 
have, they could not give protection, unless they 
were mounted. An increase of infantry is not an 
increase of the defenses òf the frontier. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. This Administration, 
at the last session of Congress, 
increase of two or more regiments of mounted men, 
besides the increase of theinfantry and the com- 
panies of artillery, so as to make virtually four 
regiments. -- JA 
r. HOWARD. 
pense four, times as great, 
as eficienta force as th 


. That would make the: ex- 
and would not firnish 


hardship, and. acquainted with. Indian habits and 
character. According to the statement of the gen- 
tlemen from Ohio, (Mr. Diswey,] this increase of 
the regular Army proposed by the Administration 
to the last Congress, would make an additional 
expense of -$3,000,000-a year; whereas this plan 
proposed by the bill under discussion, furnishing 
eleven hundred men for Oregon, California, Utah, 
New Mexico, and. Texas, cannot much exceed 
500,000., It- must be apparent that this is the 
efficient mod 

furnish a` force which will do some good. As to 
-what the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Disney} says 
‘in relation to General. Garland, I would-séy that 
he is a very clever gentleman, 
little Indian fighting. in-Texas as the honorable 
gentleman. from Ohio himself, and not as much, 
for I believe he did join. us therein a fight when 
we had the Mexicans to deal with, {wish to 
state to the House, as this matter has been dragged 
in here,-the way the regular Army of the United 
States makes a, 
stated: to me by 
they leave camp, it is 
thata party is going ou 
and of course the fndians know all about it. 
then they get ready, take eight or ten days’ pro- 
visions, blow all their horns, beat the drums, and 
march out. The Indians go before them until 


one of the Indian agents. Before 
understood about a week, 
t in, pursuit of the Indians, 


and then these regulars start-back into camp, re- 


after them at their leisure. je 
customed to and not fitted for the rapid movements 


informed officers inthe Army. sos 
“But the cheapest and most efficient method of 


necessary to overtake indians. 


‘defending: the frontiers, is the one which this bill 


| lent troops for regular warfare, 
to frontier services `: : 


Bt of | 


ear of the ex: 


you must incur if regular-troops are řesorted Lo. - 


fasten this.increasé upon the establishment per- | 


The enlistment is-for | 


said about the amount of troops now in service on | 


recommended an’ 


e employment of hardy’ 
frohtiermen, who are good riders, accustomed to: 


e—the cheap method, and thatit will | 


but he has done-as | 


campaign against the Indians, as: į 
t 
Well, i 


their eight or ten days’ provisions are exhausted, | 


turning home ata much faster rate than when they | 
went out, and the Indians generally come: back i 
The wien-are not ac- || 


They: are, excel- 
but not adapted 


‘Tdonat wishto'sayanything disparagement.of 
the regular Avmy, butthey-are totally unfitforthis 
|| Fndian service, aa at present organized... The pri- 
vates aré not the right material., The men; whom 
| they recruit from the cities, and. from other placés, 
éannot undergo’ the hardship, ,and they. know 
nothing of tiding. -/ They know nothing: of fran-, 
tier life, The regular officers.of the United States 
Anny are-equal to any hardships or. any service, 
‘but you havenever.given.them men who can për- 
form service, upon the. frontier.” Your infantry. 
-upon thë frontiers, aré totally nseless. * They are 
not: put there except to. prove the, necegsity. for 
Keeping up these posts. | Every man knows, that 
if you havea cavalry force ‘you ‘cannot keep iùsthe 
| saddle at aby-one time, more Chat one-third or one 
fourth of the. force, and there are always: plenty.of 
men to keep the posts and guard the forts, if you 
have ońly an exclusive ¢ j 


7 3 cavalry force on the: fron- 
tier.. It is, therefore, idle to talk of increasing the 
Army by- infantry, in’ the. manner proposéd’ by 
the, Administration... If you were tọ increase it, 
it would. be four: times-as. expensive as this plan, 
and totally inefficient when done. Regular cav- | 
| alry,-who have been; for. a.series of years upon. . 
the frontier; acquire. the habits and experience of . 
frontier life. . “But what you want.is ‘immediate 
service, and it-would take two ör three years dl 
of. raw dragoon ‘recruits to render ‘them "at all i 


efficiënt. E aoe ee 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire: to. know. 
gentleman. from Texas, if he.can ‘give’ us thein- 
formation; what. am ount of trdops Texas had.upon 
‘this frontier, when she had. fo guard ‘her settle- 
ments against these Indians, and what amount of — 
United States force there is now in. the: different 
forts.. In other words,- desire to’ know if Texas 
did not defend that entire frontier from the Indians 
with fwo companies of mounted- troops? You 
have there now some two or three regiments. Can 
they protect the frontier as‘ well as: two such com- 


panies? . , £ ay AES 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from: Texas [Mr. Howard] if this 
force is absolutely necessary in order to: protect 
those regular troops? “[Laughter,] oe go 
Mr. HOWARD. I believe’ the’ infantry “have 
some horses which they come: down.to steal: | Tw 
answer to the gentleman from Minois, [Mr, Ricu- 
arDsox,] Iwill say it is true that Texas protected 
herfrontier with two or three companies, bút the 
frontier is now much more extended. ` Ut is true 
that there is a large force of United States: troops 
upon; the frontiers of ‘Texas; but as:I’have said 
before, they are not.a moutited: force,-and: not: of 
that character which: willgive sécurity tothe fran; 
| fierand perform the. service required therë.. When 
Texas had her three companies, they were always 
mounted, and they performed a vast amount of 
service. They rode everywhere; they: could kill 
the game in the praifies, and supply themselves 
with food when necessary, ahd could undergo any 
amoúntof hardship. They always moved rapidly, 
because not encumbered with, the baggage which 
every regular Army will demand: tee o 
. Mr: RICHARDSON: » I amisatisfied from.my 
observation about these things, and some little ex- 
perience, that the regular Army isnot the right 
‘kind of force to benefit the frontier against the In- 
dians, and that you rust ‘have: that kind of force 
settled in-the neighborhood of the Indians who 
understand and are acquainted with their habits. 
One company taken from Texas will, do ‘more 
|. good in their defense than three companies of the 
i| regular Army. Ido not believe that the regular 
| Army can he equaled, however, by- volunteers, 
| where they have to fight a, force ‘upon the field; 
but where you have to, hunt up the enemy, as you 
do the Indians, the ‘men-who settle upon the fron- 
tier are the best. troops in’ the world to defend the 
| frontier. Lam clearly-of the opinion that Congress 
should’pass some act by which you will make the 
i people who live upon “the frontier défend them- _ 
+ selves and pay them for It. aes 
| Mr. HOWARD. As to that feature of the bill 
which provides for armi 
|! tiers, E have only to say, that th 
| rustifig inthe arsenal, and: they wo 
Government one dollar except for trans 
There can be no sound objection ta ma 
disposition of the arms. : : 
‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, 
sion of the gentleman {T wish t0.says 


report of the War Department. I find 


ng the citizens of the fron- 
e arms are ‘here 
uld not, cost the 
gportation. 
ing that 


"With the permis- 
that inthe 
a letter of 


i 
{ 
i 
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Captain S.Q. French, of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, in the first.part of the President’s 
message and accompanying documents. of. the 
present session, page 233. Captain French says, 
Speaking of the Indians in Texas, in’ the eighth 
military department: ee eee i 
£ Their numbers appear to ‘have been considerably over- 
` estimated, if the reports of men: who have been among them 
can bẹ relied on, and’ the information gained by Lieuten~ 
ant Colonel Hardee, in his expedition to their country, 
be correct. Ft is believed that the entire numbers, in- 
cluding all ages and the different sexes, ofall the tribes that 
frequent the border settlements of Texas in the eighth mil- | 
itary department does not exceed 4,000.- i 


“The respective numbers of-the different bands may be 
set down, by their own computation principally, about as- 
follows: Delawares, 63; Shawnees, 70; Tonkaways, 3005 | 
Quapaws, 200; Caddoes, 160; Anadocoes, 200; Jonees, 
113; Keechies, 48; Tawacunoes, 140} Wacoes, 114; Le- 
pans, 350 ; Lower Camanches, 700 ;‘and the Northern Ca- 
manches at 1,500.77 : ad s A 

If this statement be:correct, there’ are: not. ex- 
ceëding 4,000 Indians of all ages, sexes, and con- 
ditions in the eighth military department, composed 
of the State of Texas.- I should think that they 
would not number more than. 800 or 1,000. war- 
riors. By the Report of the Adjutant General, in 
the same book; page 201, giving the strength and 
condition.of the Army, their. actual. retutris’ and 
their location, he says— ey, a 

“That when this report was made to Congress last Na- 
vember, there were stationed in Texas, as present, 1,867 
troops.?? : 

He put down the aggregate force of those who 
were present and absent, and which they had in 
Texas, as 2,319—one man, if this report be true, 
for every two Indians of all ages, sexes, and condi- 
tions in that country. I understand that they have 
taken some troops from Oregon; and I ‘believe -it 
is shown by this same report that in all Califor- 
nia and Oregon at this time we had less than 750 
troops. : 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Will the gentleman 
state also the number of troops that are located in 
New Mexico? | 

Mr. HOWARD. I will say.a word in rélation 
to Mr. French. It is very easy for a United 
States officer to go out to New. Mexico, dressed 
in regimentals, and ran through that country, and 
then send a report tothe Department. Such loose 
information is not entitled to any weight on such 
a subject. The former agent who resided among 
these Indian tribes for years, reports the actual | 
number of Indians, resident in Texas, about 
10,000. It is well known, in addition to that,- 
that there are tribes who penetrate into Texas 
from the Territory of New Mexico, and other 
Territories of the United States; so at some 
seasons there are probably 20,000 Indians in- 
Texas, during the winter season, committing all 
sorts of depredations. . If they will give us what 
we ask for in this bill, I should be quite wil- 
ling that the infantry should be withdrawn from | 
Texas altogether. T say that this. force is entire- 
ly useless, and worse than useless. It is absurd: 
to suppose that such a force can be made avail- 
able for the defense of the country against the in- 
roads of mounted Indians. How isa man on 
foot to run down an Indian on a fleet horse? It 
is preposterous to say that such a force can do 
anything for the defense of the frontier in Texas, 
Oregon, or New Mexico. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In answer to the | 
question of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Fur- 
LER,] T will state that, according to the report of 
the Adjutant General, made last fall, there were |! 
in the ninth military department (New Mexico) į 
1,459. troops, and in Texas and New Mexico some | 
3,500 troops. 

Mr. STANLY. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Texas (Mr. Howarp] one question. I wish 
to ascertain whether the State of Texas does not 
refuse to let the United States exercise any juris- 
diction over the Indians in her territory atall? If 
that be so, Texas, before she calls upon us to au- 
thorize her to take men to protect herself, ought, 
at Jeast, to consent.that the United States should 
exercise jurisdiction over those Indians, and make | 
treaties with them, or remove them, or otherwise 
exercise authoritative influence over them. 

Mr. TIOWARD. The State of Texas has con- 
sented to every jurisdiction which this Govern- | 
ment has asked over these Indians: The Govern- | 
ment has never pretended that the Indians owned | 
any fee, or right of occupancy. This Adminis- 
tration, as well as all past Administrations, take 


x 


i 


Tie 


time, been granted. 
efnment of the United States has left the subject 


| too much ‘at loose ends. 


Mr. STANLY. Does not the State of Texas 


forbid the traders òf the United States from going 
there, and has she ñot refused to give any reser- 
vation to Indians inside her borders? - 


Mr. HOWARD: No, sir. The facts of the’ 


case ate these.- L was of the opinion, and still am | 


of the opinion, that the United States Government 
has a right, under the Constitution, to regulate 
the commerce with the Indians, and that itis a 
power conferred upon the Federal Government. 

< I made an application myself to the Indian-De- 
partment under the present Administration to €x- 
ercise that power, because I considered it proper 


that the United States should regulate the traders’ 


and the trade with the Indians; but the Depart- 
ment declined, upon the ground that they had no 
jurisdiction over the-subject, which, in my opin- 
ion, is-as clear & mistake-as ever was committed, 
It is a jurisdiction expressly given by the Consti- 


tution over all Indian tribes. ‘Texas, by. her legis- , 


lation, has permitted the Indians to reside tempo- 
rarily and hunt north of a certain line,. but. with 
no. right to pass south of it, without express per- 
mission. The line has been recognized:and acted 
upon by this. Government. The State has dealt 
liberally with the Indians, considering that they 
have no right of occupany in Texas. ` And as to 
the other suggestion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, Texas has never opposed the General 
Governinent in its right to make treaties with the 
Indians. The State ‘has admitted the right as to 
everything but that of negotiating about occu- 
pancy, and the line between the Indians.and the 


| whites, and that power this Government has never 


claimed. The Indian agents of the United States; 
as to all other subjects, make treaties with the-In- 
dians without any opposition or question from the 
authorities of Texas. 

Mr. STUART. I only wish to say a word or 
two upon this subject, and then I intend to move 
the previous question, believing that the matter 
has been sufficiently discussed before the House. 
I wish, in the first place, to enter my dissent, as 
one member of this. House, with regard to the 
assertion ‘made by the gentleman from Texas, 
{Mr. Howarp,] that the treaty between this coun- 
try and Mexico has not been complied with in re- 
gard to protecting their frontiers against the dep- 
redations.of the. Indians. However proper that 
may be argumentatively, I do not think the facts 
justify the conclusion, and I do not think this 
TLouse- ought to do an act which. can be quoted 


against the Government at a future day in support: 


of any such claim. Therefore, as a member of this 
House, I dissent from the proposition, so that, if 
the record is ever to be used, it shall not be’ said 


| that the gentleman from Texas made the assertion, 


and that it was acquiesced in by this body. 

Mr. HOWARD. I wish to state that the Ad- 
ministration has. made.the same assertion, and 
called for additional forces. : 

Mr. STUART. Now, sir, in reference to this 
bill, the whole subject seems to me to resolve it- 
self into a single question, which is this: Is the 
executive department of this country the proper 
depository of the discretion provided for in this 
bill? It seems to me that it is, not only.by the 


Constitution, but by the pračtice of the Govern- 


ment, . 

Mr. CLEVELAND. As the gentleman from 
Michigan has given notice that he proposes to 
call for the previous question, will he allow me to 
say a word? 

Mr. STUART. Ifthe gentleman will be brief, 
I will, with pleasure. - 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the House to the importance of the bill 
now under consideration. We know very well 
at the time this bill was introduced here, at. the 
solicitation and suggestion of the Representatives 
of these Territories and States, who feel particu- 
larly and specially interested in. the matter, that 
they only asked of us an appropriation of money 
to purchase arms to be distributed to men to be 
used in case of emergency. - That was as far as 
they went in their request, as every member of the 


I represent. 


i character of this amendment. 


troducing this bill for the benefit only of the people 
It was referred to the Committee on 
the Militia. As the bill came from thé committee, 
it provided for the distribution of arms among the 
people-of New Mexico, and authorized. the Presi- 
dent.éo. call out-troops in New Mexico and also in 
Oregon. When it came. into the. House, it was 
amended by theaddition of California and Texas, 
so. far as regards the distribution ‘of arms, but 
it did not give authority to the -President-to call 
out troops; in cases of emergency, in Califor- 
nia or Texas. The Senate amendment gives that 
authority to the President in reference to Califor- 
nia and Texas. te ae 

Mr. CLEVELAND. When the bill passed 
this House, it gave to the men of Texas and New 
Mexico, wherever there existed danger from the 
incursions of Indian parties, arms; and it gave 
power to the President, through his. authorized 
agent, to call out.this force at once to repel an in- 
vasion, and: then retire: . That wag all that was 


-asked for. < When the bill got into the Senate, this 


amendment.was made-to it, which I take the lib- 
erty to. say is a regular addition to our regular 
Army of one thousand mounted men. All agree 
that the Army is too numerous now, not properly 
mounted, and. not of a proper. character; and 
really, some information fell from the gentleman ` 
from Texas, [Mr. Howarn,] that it.was a nui- 
sance in his State, and that Texan rangers were 
almost needed to protect our-infantry there. But 
if you will examine.the amendment of the Senate, 
you.will find that itisa permanent increase of one 
thousand mounted men to our regular Army, for 
whichwe shall have to bear the expense through all 
coming-time, and which the gentlernan from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranty] says will be. one million 
of money or more. This is.an important matter, 


| and.I beg tó call the attention of the House to it. 
| Valuable as time is, I believe we can spend a little 
i time profitably here in examining this. matter, be- 


fore we are called upon to increase the Army. Is 
there any man who has a vote in this House, who 
is bold enough to stand up and say that the Army 
which now exists, with a proper reorganization, 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman allow mé to make one ‘remark? Does 
not this bill propose to pay the soldiers there dou- 
ble what the present troops receive ? 

Mr. HOWARD. No, sir; it does not. 

Mr. STEVENS. Why, it proposes to give 
them $22 a month. ; ; 

Mr. HOWARD. No; it gives. them the pay 
of volunteers, An-estimate from General Shields 
shows that it is seven per cent. cheaper, and for 
this reason: These men on theground furnish 
their own. horses and clothes—everything but 
their arms; whereas, if you send regular troops 
there, you must pay the expense of transporta- 
tion. ` 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Inthe little time allowed 
me by the courtesy of my friend from Michigan, 
(Mr. Sruarr,] I wish to expose tothe House the 
f The original bill 
which passed this House had my support. No 
man is more ready than I am to afford additional 
protection to the frontier settlements, and I be- 
lieve that is the common sentiment of the House; 
but in the amendment: to this bill, you are clan- 
destinely to get an additional increase for a regu- 
lar army of one thousand mounted men, at an 
enormous expense. No man who has examined 
the bill will deny that assertion. ' 

Mr. BISSELL. The gentleman overlooks the 
fact altogether that it authorizes these troops to be 
enlisted for only a single year. ~ 

Mr. CLEVELAND. . Surely; but let us ex- 
amine this, for it seems to me that my friend from 
Illinois [Mr. BısseLL] does not understand ‘it, or 
I do not understand it. 1 beg to know whether 


| is not. all-sufficient ? 
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they may not be reénlisted fora new: year, when 
their year expires, and re 
ing time, in precisely the same manner of our reg- 
ular [Army ? and no -géentlemnan upon’ the foor 
understands it better than „the ‘gentleman; from 
Mlinois. ‘Disguise it as-you, will, in point-of fact 


this is à permanent increase to our regular Army | 
of one thousand mounted men, for the. benefit of | 
a particular region, at- an enormous ~expense, N 


greater than any one.corps We-have. ,Gentlemen 
may say-that they must ‘be disbanded.at the end 


ofa year; that the enlistmert-expires at: that times” 


but in né-instance will that: take place, for there 
never willbeva time when there will notbe Indians 
there to meet atid repel. I deny that it is good 
policy .for.this House.thus, not understanding 
what ‘they are about, to make a regular increase 


of this character,or any other, to the Army; and | 
especially one of this’ description. I agree. with 


the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Sranzy] 
in reference to this kind of legislation coming to 
us from the “Senate. It has already. carried 

8,000,000 into the pockets. of a private concern 
in New York, and millions in other directions. .I 


think we ought to be careful how we make this: 


addition. to our Army, which all: agree is now 


sufficiently xiumerous and expensive, “by ‘an. | 


amendment. of the Senate’ to’ a bill. which «was 
- asked for here by'men wHo knew as wèlt what 


was needed as any gentlemen now here, although: 


they might not have had friends who wanted to 
get commissions. . 
Mr. STUART. 
when 1 yielded the floor to the-gentleman from 
Connecticut, (Mr. CLevenanp,] that it seemed to 
me that, both under the Constitution and the prac- 
tice of the country, this discretion has been vested 


in the Executive Department; and, sir, if the argu-.} 


ments used by gentlemen in, opposition to this 
bill be true, why, the troops will not. be:raised, be- 
cause there is no necessity for them; and if. there 
is a necessity, they- will-and ought to be raised. I 
am willing to leave it there, “<I am perfectly satis- 
fied, from the little 1 know about such subjects, 
that nothing short of a mounted force is worth 
anything at all in hunting down mounted Indians. 

Mr CLEVELAND. I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. Have you in your experience 
ever known an office created by-the Government 
where there were not plenty of men, and friends 
enough to provide for them? ae ‘ 


‘Mr. STUART. I, sir, fortunately, or unfor- 


tunately, never enrolled myself in that-list of men 
who suspect everybody. - ; eee a 

Sir, the Constitution of the country vests cer- 
tain powers in Congress, and certain in the Ex- 
ecutive Department, ‘and I àm opposed, in the 
first place, to. trenching upon. them from any 
source; and, in the second place, L am willing to 
leave this responsibility where. the Constitution 
has placed it, and Jet that Department.assume and 
abide by the responsibility.” : i 

Now, sir, believing that this question has been 
discussed so far as discussion can be valuable, 
move the previous question. 

Mr. ORR: A 
demand for the' previous question, I desire. to offer 
an amendment and make a motion, and I will re- 
new his ‘motion myself. , I promise not to make à 
speech ‘of more than two minutes in length. 

“Mr. STUART. -My objectis, sir, to terminate 
discussion. -If I-can, sir, without yielding the 
floor, allow the gentleman tò submit his amend- 
ment and his motion; I will-do so. ` eni 

The SPEAKER. That can only. be done by 
unanimous consent, 7 bgt ee i ts 

Mr, STUART. What amendment. does: the 
gentleman propose? eat ws 

Mr. ORR. I propose to add to the Senate 
amendment this proviso: $ 


. Provided, That the President shall, before ordering out | 


any troops authorized -by the preceding sections, disband 
one of the regiments of infantry now in the service of the 
United States. vice z ga 
I then désire to-'move to- refer the bill and 
amendment to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and thatthe bill _and.amend- 
ment be printed, so that the House can understand 
thè actiona © 0 0 0. we Lins 
“Mr. HOWARD. I appeal to the gentleman 
from South Carolina not to embarass this bill with 


that amendment. The regular Army bill ‘is the | 


place for that. We have news every mail- from 
California, Texas, and New Mexico, that the In- 


Snlisted through allcom:, 


.I was proceeding’ to state, | 


If the gentleman will withdraw the 


{ 
t 
| 


| 


“marid for the previous question. 


tions... ¥." 


.allow me to say. that I wish to test the'sense of 


withdraw his: motion. 


\|-was nòt a second." 


ithe Senateisin single.sections. 


j line, insert the word Utah”? 


<- The SPEAKER. 


force of eleven hundred or twelve hundred men, if. 


| ernment, and are always brought upon us under 


diang are commiting depredations,and butchering, 
men, women,and childrens -55 e o 0 
.Mr. STUART.. -I cannot withdraw. the ‘de- 
Mf. ALLISON. -L ask the gentleman from 
Michigan to withdraw ‘his demand. for. the pre- 
yious question. =: S7.: Uae a eae 
The SPEAKER. "The gentleman from Michi 
gan-has deelined=to do ‘so upon several appliga- 


“Mr: STUART. I-hope the gentleman’ will 


the House upon this. subject: -I should’ be very 
glad to oblige the gentleman, but I think this mat; 
ter has been already sufficiently. discussed. 
Mr. ALLISON. I merely wish to remark———- 
~The SPEAKER. Debate is outof order. -Thè | 
gentleman from Michigan absolutely refuses. to. 
Se een P a, 
The House was then. divided upon ‘séconding’, 
the.demand.for. the previous question, and there 


Mr. ORR, -1I propose. to, amend ‘the Senate 
amendniént by:adding the proviso which has just. 
been-read, . I understand that the amendment of 
~The SPEAKER: The. first pending _amend- 
ment-will be reported by the,Clerk. °- >» - cor 
The-Clerk read the amendment,.as follows: . 
_ cè After the words New Mexico, in the first, section, fifth: 
The SPEAKER. The amendment: proposed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina {Mr. Orr]. 
will not be in order to the first amendment pro- 
posed by the Senate. 
-+ Mr. ORR. Mt. Speaker, I desire to make a 
motion to.commit-the bill and amendment tothe’! 
Committee of the Whole où the state of the Union, | 


dent—— we TE Si 
` Will ‘the gentleman allow 
the Chair. The first amendment proposed by the 
Senate to this bill is of a character which will not 
allow the amendment proposed as an amendment 
to the Senate. amendment. The gentleman’s | 
amendment will be in order.to the second amend- 
ment of the Senate, but not to the first.” . : 

Mr. ORR. This bill originated in the House 
of Representatives, to provide for arming citizens 
upon: the frontiers. hen it went to’ the Senate, 
an amendment’or amendments were put into it, - 
providing that additional troops should be raised, 


rangers and troops-of that description. ` Thepro- 
viso that I.desire to insert is‘to come in até nd 
of that portion.of the Senate amendment.’ ats 

The SPEAKER: It will-be in ‘order at-that: 


placé, but not in ‘ordér_as an: amendment, to: the 
first amendment of the Senate... 3, AN 

Mr. ORR. Will the Chairentertain the aménd- 
ment how?. .. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be entertained ex- 
cept by unanimous consent, : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania.. I think this 
is a very important bill. - It goes to create a large 


I understand it, and it is going to þe a permanent 
tax, not orily for these men, but for their pensions 
for-all future time. ° Now, it odght:to be deliber- | 


ately considered, and the idea that- because, these || 


Indians: have -burnt villages, this. bill must. pass | 
immediately; is one that I do. niot understand. I 
understand. these. popular appeals, the-effect they 
have, and how litle effect they ought to have. | 
Now, I would suggest to the gentleman from | 
South: Carolina [Mr. Orr] to move to refer this 
bill to the Committee on Military Affairs, and. let | 
any amendments that may be suggested by gen- 
tlemen be. considered there, and the bill. reported’ 
back’, which can be done in the course of three or. 
four days, and the House can then act deliberately 
upon it. The plunigings that we make are those 
which involve us in all the difficult-and dangerous 
schemes of this Government, and every other Gov- 


the cry of some pressure. ~I have no doubt that 
some murders: have been committed in- Texas; 


but-will the passage of this bill this day bring those; 


who have been murdered back from their graves, or 
is there any danger that those murders will be re- 
newed instantly? Why,the raising and organi- 
zation of these troops will take some time, and 
three or four days will not make any difference. I 


and that. they may be printed. It is very cevi- | 


our feelings: It is agreat perinanent, systeni—for. 
it wil be permanent. A's the gèntlemañ from- Gone 
necticut (Mr. CLeverann] saidjitisnotfor.a.year, 
_but a lease from year to year, ing forever, © 
and fixing upon the’country a gr 


t 
nothing- but. ab additional large army to! be’, 
manent. from “year td “year, and not, wher. em 
gency requires ít.: We have authorized already, 
las l said before, fe arming -of all: th eb ple. 

who are now to be converted. into regula 
and: we have authorized them -tó be called ol 
4vhenever there is occasion. Whatmoreis-neces- 
sary? If a permanent addition to the Army is:ta.’. 
be-made, let it be made in a regular way.: Levthe’ 
country know‘it, .Let.us.change thé ¢ aracter of - 
our forces if they are-not good for,anything.. Let: 
| us.disband them.and convert. them to some other’ - 
speciés, of troops which will be of sérvice, aiid. 
‘enlist, if. you -pléase, thosé ‘who are accustomed: 
to hunt down Indians... Let us do this in airegu- 
Jar way.. I-hopethe gentleman will move to'refey. - 
this ‘bill tacthe.Gommittée on Military Affairs. .*) 
Mr. SCURRY,” With: the permission:.of the « 
gentleman fram South Carolina, I desire to‘say.a 
few. words. This ig a:subject of considerable in-. 
terest-to‘the State which- I have’ the honor-ip part: 
to.represent——although it does-not -so particularly 
interest that portion of the State to which I-belong: - 
as it does the. district of my colleague. . I am sate,” 
isfied, from. the demonstrations. -that have. been 
made in this House, that there is no. possibility of ' 
passing this bill. : Rep A eet 
oA Memper. Not now. ce ` 
* Mr. SCURRY... No, norat any other time.: T, 
am-convinced :of that, and have been: for some 
time paši.” All we want to: kriow is, whether, the 
Congress of the United States intend to afford that. 
-protection: which is due from, thia Government. to: 
the people of Texas.: If you do not intend ‘to. 
‘pass, kill this bill without “evasion, and ‘we'shall . 
then necessarily be compelled.to rely on ourselyes 
for our own protection. _ When that hour arrives, 
believe me, that the sons of ‘Texas will,-be found. 
aj their posts and. true to. their tusts.. When the. 
people of Texas learn that thé Government of the.. 
United States will stand quietly by ‘and: see their, 
fellow-citizens massacred by the Indians and Mex-: 
icans; + when: they. find, that thése: te 
on the frontier,-costing hundreds. of fin 
are passed by and totally. disregarded by the C 
| gress of the United States; the - wìll feel‘and.know . 
that:the period has. arrived- when they, must rely 
upon themselves, and*become their. own protect- 
ors. : l E S 
I know the. officers of thë United States Gov-, 
ernment stationed in Texas are all opposed to this 
kind of force; nof has ‘the time ever- been, when | 
the officers of the United States Army favored.the. 
employment of valunteers. The Governmentitself 
prefers the discipline and-subordination-of the rpg- 
ular Army , however inefficient to'a volunteer.force;. 
even though that volunteer force. were’the-most 
“efficient that was ever employed in’any, speciés of 
warfare; 2000 Ue te eRe 
_ Now;.a word as to 


È 


} ). the: expense of this mode of 
défense. During the bloodiest period of the Mex- 
ican war, the United States stationed on the fron- 
tier of Texas, from the Rio Grande tothe: Red 
river, a regiment of volunteers, commanded by the 
present Governor of Texas. ` That. regiment cost 
the Government less than any. other. regiment of” 
mounted men in the service;-and T state asa fact, 
without the-fear of contradiction, ‘that the frontier- 
of Texas was better protected by that single regi- - 
ment than it has ever been. since Texas wasan- 
nexed to the United States. . During the time that: 
regiment was upon “the frontier, Indian depreda- _ 
tions were unheard of;-and why it is, with thé 
enormous. force; (a forcé. represented here to. bè 
equal to the whole. Indian population of “Texas,) 
does not ‘give equal security, is alone to be ace 
counted for upon: the ground that it is unfit for the’. 
| gervicé im which it is employed. rt a Ue 
Much credit is due to the officers and men coms 
“posing that regiment of volunteers, for the activity 
and energy which they displayed in giving. security 
to the whole frontier. i 


Their success arose, in part, 
from the system adopted; which convertéd the regi- 


hope gentlemen-will not, therefore, act on this ap- 
peal which is-made; and which seems to appeal to 


ment into a daily moving-column; extending from, 
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the. Red: river to the Rio Grande. This kind of i 
service cannot be, done with the regular infantry, 
even if they were disposed to undertake it; and Í | 
will be excused for questioning their disposition. 

Sir, Pearnestly, desire that this -bill may pass. ~I 
havéspoken upon this'subject from the fact that I; 
am cognizantiof the difficulties under wich thet 
people of Texas havé labored; and I feel equally 
well satisfied ‘that if this: force is placed upon the 
Rio Grande, that it will not only repress the In- 
dian and. Mexican marauders, but it wilbalso sup- 
press and keep down. those inroads of which gen- 
tlemen so loudly complain here as: having been 

“marde into Mexico. a EE E A 

Give us a force from the citizens of the frontier, 
who are acquainted with the habits and warfare of 
the Todians add’ Mexicans, and who have been’ 
accastomed to fighting and pursuing them, and 
they will not, only prevent: fillibustering expedi- 
tions into Mexico,-but will check and put down | 
depredatinis upon our own border. But let the | 
Infantry. remain there unaided as it is; and our 

ears will continue to he saluted withthe cry of woe 
from the s¢alped of the wilderness, and the most 
cruel massacres will sull:continue to be enacted’ 

Mr. ORR. T have occupied a good: deal more 
time than I anticipated, but I hope the House will 
bear with mea tittle longer. I do not.understand 
the gentleman from Texas, who has just resamed 
his seat, to charge: directly that this Government 
has manifested any indisposision to protect, the 
peopleof Texas. Whilst Fam not very thoroughly 
informed as to the history of the present Adminis- 
tration, and as to how it stands affected to the peo- 
ple of Texas, I think that he might have spared the 
Government an imputation of that sort.. ‘There 
are now, Mr. Speaker, two thousand five hundred 
troops within the limits of Texas, or about that 
number, “One of the gentlemen from Texas [Mr. 

Howarp] tells us-that they are utterly inefficient 
for the purposes for which they bave been posted 
there. ‘In addition to that large number, Lam now 
just told that seven hundred more troops have 
been recently sent there—the rifle regiment. 

Mr. HOWARD. ` The whole force there never 
has been over eighteen hundred men;,and I will 
state another fact, that more than-half of those are 
engaged in the duties of the Quartermaster’s De- 
partment, cutting hay and wood. 

Mr. ORR. Whether the.force there was thre 
thousand two hundred men, according to the offi- 
cial report of the. Secretary of War now before 
me, or eighteen hundred, according to the gentle- 
man from Texas, his argument shows very conclu- 
sively, that numbers is a matter of no consequence, 
for he says that the troops are utterly inefficient, | 
pies it would be better to have no troops there 
at all, . 

Mr. HOWARD. I spoke of the infantry. 

Mr. ORR. The. Government has certainly | 
shown a disposition to protect the people of Texas, 
and to protect the people of Mexico from the forays 
of the Indians, carrying out in good faith the stipu- 
lations of the treaty with Mexico, by posting some 
four thousand soldiers in the Territories of Texas 
and New Mexico. If the troops that have been 
sent there have proved inefficient for that purpose, 
then the amendment that I have presented should 
be adopted. Now, I have no prejudice against the 
plan which the gentleman from Texas has indicated 
as the proper one to defend well and efficiently 
the Texan frontier—noneat all. If that is the best 
description of troops, mounted volunteer rangers— 
and l am disposed to concede very much to the 
experienceand knowledge ofthetwo worthy Repre-: 
sentatives from Texas——why, then, give them that 
description of troops. But if the troaps belonging 
to the regular Army now stationed on the. Texan 
frontier, are doing no service at all, then af you 
raise five hundred mounted men for the purpose 
of frontier defense, disband an equal number of 
regular troops. Ihave no desire to kill this bilt 
by indirection, or through a covert assault. It 
has been intimated to me since I indicated the 
motion that I proposed to make, that it might have 
the anpearance of hostility to the bill, to send it to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ; 

With a view of showing to the friends of the 
bill that F desire in good faith, that their frontier 
shall be efficiently protected, and in their own way, 
but at the same time without such an enormous 
tax.on the Treasury of the United States, I will 
change the motion that I originally proposed to | 


e 


| few days—perhaps in a week of ten days. - 


| port. 
l'am utterly opposed to: having the regular Army | 
increased eleven hiindred-men by this ingenious | 
. device; aud that isthe’ practical’ effect if the bill 
should pass without some such amendment as I 


make, and move that the bill and Senate amend- 
; meni—inclading my own, ifin order—be referred- 
to the Committee on’ Military Affairs. That com-. 


mittee will be enabled to report back the-bill in a 


Mr. HOWARD. When will that committee 
be called for réports, at the rate we are going on 


i now ?.. alee ah ie a ae 
Mr. ORR. I have no doubt the committee will: 
be called ii due season; but if not,.and if the.case- 


so urgently requires-the action of Congress as the 
gendeman represents, two. thifds-of the members 
can be found upon any: Monday to .silspend the 
rules to enable that committee to sibmit their. re- 
Udo not at all desire'to kill off the billy but 


have indicated, E am utterly opposed to any such 
policy as that. If our infantry regiments ‘cannot 


|, subserve the purposes for which they are in the | 
employ of the Government, convert them into cav- | 
alry troops; and if they are then still incompetent | 


ov mefficient on account of the personal incapacity 
of thè soldiers for this arduous service, disband 
them and take those who can serve the Govern- 
ment efficiently. Now, I think the gentlemen 


from Texas are asking a good deal of this House j 
in*requesting them to pass at once, without con- 


sideration, reference to a committe, or printing, 


a bill occupying so many pages as this does—a | 
“bill.which the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. StraNry]-tells us will involve an expenditure | 
of $1,000,000 annually, and a permanentincrease’: 


of the regular Army of more than one thousand. 
To ask the House to take such a bill upon trust, 
or on the recommendation of the Senate, without 


| referring it to any committee, is really asking a 


good deal. ft strikes me that the request is not at 
all signalized by its modesty.. L am therefore in 
favor of sending the bill tothe Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. ‘Let them devise some plan to ob- 
viate the objections which have been made here, 
and then report the bill back to the House. 


and if eleven hundred additional troops are to be 
raised for service on the western frontier, let us 
have a provision in the bill to reduce the existing 
force .by disbanding an equal number. I now 
move that the bill and amendments be referred to 
thegiimmmittee on Military Affairs, and that the 
bil: amendments be printed; and if the House 
concur in the views which I have presented, they 
will sustain the previous question which I now 
demand. - 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


i Is. there any 
amendment pending? 


The SPEAKER. There is no amendment to 


the amendment proposed by the Senate pending. 
Mr. JONES. I have one that | wish to get in, 


rand I think it will certainly meet the approbation 


of the friends of the bill. Eshould like my amend- 


ment to go to the Committee on: Military Affairs, | 


for perhaps it is not drawn with as much care-as 
it should be. ; 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


South’Carolina withdraw the call for the previous 


| question ? 


Mr. ORR. The gentleman from Tennessee 


desires to make a remark or two, and I will there- | 
fore withdraw the call for the previous question if | 


I do not lose my right to the floor. 
The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimeus consent, 2 
The amendment of Mr. Jones was then read, 
a follows: i 


Provided, That the horses and horse eqnipages furnished | 


by the troops mustered into service under this act. shall, at 


| the time of being mustered into service, be valued jn such 


mariner as shall be prescribed by the Secretary of War, and 
each man mustered into service as: herein provided, shall 
reeeive payment from the United States for their horses 
and horse equipages respectively. _ s ; 


The SPEAKER. That amendment is not in | 
order to the first amendment proposed by theSen- | 


ate. a 5 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My experience in 


these matters is, that nearly all the horses thatare | 


mustered into service, belonging to the volunteers, 
have, sooner or later, been paid for by the Gov- 


ernment; and it would be better, in my opinion, i 


that the value.of the horses at the time they are 
mustered into service, should be paid by the Gov- 


‘ernment; and then, in case “the horses are lost in 


the service, you will save the volunteer the trouble 


rand expense of.coming here: for his relief, and will 


save us-the trouble of’ making out ‘his claims and 
having them. audited at the Department.- ^ >, 
<Mr, STEVENS, of Pennsylvania... Does the 


“gentleman. desiré that the Government should pay 


for. the Horses in advance, and.then pay-the sol- 
diets double wages also. - eign eo ener 
o Mr. JONES. No, sir. I want the whole sub- 
ject to goto thé Military Committee; but I wish 


to have that committee provide thatthe horses 


shall be paid. for ‘at: the time they are mustered 


iL intoservicé, and then that the troops shall be paid 


i I 
they are’not called for reports; we can suspend | 
the rales, and the bill can be reached in that way; | 


i 
H 


i 
i 
: 
i 
į 
i 
i 
i 
i 
: 


-cents per.day for the risk, we pay 
a 


as: dragoons, mounted upon Government horses, 


Mr. DUNCAN. - ‘I wish to ask the gentleman, 
from Tennessee a question: IfI understand it, this 
bill contemplates bringing these troops into’ ser- 
vicė for a very limited time. ae 

Mr JONES. » For-twelve months. : 

Mr. DUNCAN. And they are not tobe kept 
in Service for that time-even unless wanted. ‘They 
may be dismissed within thirty days, if their sêr- 
vices are not necessary. Now, if the Government 
is to buy horses for them all, when they are mus- 
tered into service, whatis to become of the horses 
after the troops are dismissed ? 

“Mr. JONES. They will not be dismissed until 
their time is.out, and by that time there will be ' 
but few horses left. d re ste 

Mr..MEADE, IfI read the bill correctly, these 
soldiers are to provide their own horses, for which 
they are to be paid an additional sum—some ten 
or twelve dollars a month “above ‘the ordinary 
wages, I think. © This was intended not only to 
pay for the hire of-the horses, but to pay also for 
the risk they run of losing them. ` That being the 
case, | should much’ prefer, rather than buy the 
horses, which will be valued at'a very high price, 
to give these ten or twelve dollars per month, and 
let the soldiers run their own risks asto loss of 
horses. i 

Mr. JONES. I understand all that. Wealways 
give forty cents. per day for this risk. But it is 
usually the case, that after we have paid the forty 
for the horses 
too, That is whatit comes to at last, .. 

Mr. HOWARD. They have no legal claim for 
the horses; and if you adopt the amendment which 
the gentleman proposes, you cannot tie the hands 
of Congress, so that they cannot pay ‘for the 
horses afterwards, |) nae : . 

Mr. JONES: Well, Uhope the bill will be re-. 
ferred to the Military Committee, and that they 
will take the whole subject under, consideration, 
and make the bill conform to that provision for 
buying the horses, and then giving the troops the 
same pay as dragoons mounted upon the Govern- 
ment horses; for you will at least save the forty 
cents per day while they are in the service. I call 
for the previous question, 

Mr. SCURRY, I hope the gentleman will per- 
mit me to call his attention to this provision of 
the. bill. It expressly provides that the troops 
shall receive no compensation whatever for the 
loss of horses. X ; He Go 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, . But that is 
nota finality. That may be repealed. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BROOKS. I wish to: make one sugges- 
tion before the gentleman moves the previous ques- 


‘ton. I wish to provide that the committee may 


report at any time, because we shall never get the 
bill back unless that provision is made. 2 
Mr. JONES. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Is that in order? 
The SPEAKER. -Itis not in order if objected 


Mr. KING. I object.. ; 
Mr. JONES. I now again demand the pre- 
vious question; `- 

‘The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. : 
` The bill was then ordered to be committed to 
the Committee on Military Affairs—ayes 75, noes 
not counted. i 


to 


TOWN OF BELLEVIEW. 


Mr. CLARK. .I should now'be pleased if I 
can get the consent of the House to call up Sen- 
ate bill No. 316; the object of which is to relin- 
quish to the town of Belleview, in the Sta:e of 
lowa, a certain narrow strip of land bordering 
upon the Mississippi river, and have it passed. 
It is a bill entirely local in its character, and one 
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to which there can be no:objection. “I hope the 
House will allow ittocomeup. Task that itmay 
be read, and I have ho doubt it will poss, 

‘Mr. DUNCAN, | Lobject... o% ; 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New Yori: “I move that 
the rules of the House be, suspended, and: that the. 
House resolve. itself into*the- Committee: of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
tleman from Néw* York’ to” withdraw that motion 
for a moment; in: -order to. allow. me to- introdt 


resolation.. in relation to” the ‘publication of the} 


obituary notices, which were Grdéréd'ta be printed 
afew days ago. My tesolution:pro vides that they | 
ghall-be hound. I hope there-will be no objection. 
It will take but a moment: ~ 

‘Mr. SEYMOUR, T decline to withdraw the | 
motion, 

‘Phe question was “then put, and the motion 
agréed to. 


i 
Sn the rules were Suspended, and the House re- fi 


solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Oups in ‘the chair;) 
and resumed the considerati on of House'bill No. 

282, making appronriations for the improvement 
of certain har bors and rivers, + 


RIVER AND. HARBOR: ‘BILL. ` 


The CHAIRMAN, When the caniinittee r rosé 
yesterday’ an. amendment’ was pending, offered, 
by the gentleman from Alabama, making appro- 
priations for the improvement of the Tennessee 
river. To that amendment the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Brown] offered an amendment 
making an appropriation for the improvement of | 
the Pascagoula river. The question now pending is 
therefore the amendment to theamendment; upon. 

- which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. MeMut- 
LIN} is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. McMULLIN: My. Chairman, I am “Op- 
poreik to .the amendment of the gentleman, ‘from 

ississippi, (Mr. Brown,} bécause I think it will 
have the effect to render the ‘bill. more ‘acceptable 
to the House.’ Jt occurs to me that the bill as it 
stands is so wholly objectionable in all its features, 
that it cannot réceive the votes of a majority of 
this House; but if you adopt this amendment, it 
will serve to render the whole bill more ‘palatable 
to some gentlemen. Now, sir, the bill that passed 
this House at the last session of Congress. was 
one highly. objectionable to ‘me. “But, notwith- 
standing the fact that that-bill appropriated twice 
the amount which this bill proposes to appropri- 
ate, according.to my recollection; it bore upon its 
face something Approximating : to even-handed 
justice.’ But, Mr. Chairman; when you examine 
this ‘bill, -What do you see? Why; sir, you find, 
in the first place, that the committee that reported 
this bill, headed as itis by the distinguished gen- 
tleman. ftom. New York, [Mr. Srymour,] has 
taken especial pains to provide well for that little, 
unimportant State, New York. (Laughter.] You 
find,. when you come to look ‘into this bill, New 
York introduced ina good many different pli wes, 
. BROOKS. I rise to a point of order, 
Deer have already commenced, and I ‘feel: it 
my duty to insist that this discussion shall be 
confined within legitimate limits. The amend- 
ment under. consideration is an appropriation ‘for 
the ‘improvement of the Pascagoula river, in the 
State òf Mississippi; . The point of order-which E 
make is, that the gentleman must confine his re- 
marks to showing: “why ‘the. approptiation should 
not be made for. the improvement of. that river. 
We shall not get through the. discussion on. this’ 


bill in three weeks, if we go on in this manner, J 


raise, the point of order, that the gentleman: from 
Virginia is notdisenssing the amendment before 
the House; and Lintend to appeal to the committee 
ta sustain me, so as to see whether we are disposed 
to gò ọn; with. the public. business or not. 


The CHAIRMAN. The-Chair supposes that j 


-the gentleman in’ opposing this particular amend- 
ment, will have the right to show. why other por- 
tions of tné gountry: provided for in the bill, are 
not deserving of the same appropriation. 

Mr. BROOKS. J beg to suggest.that this one 
appropriation. is: now” ‘under-.discussion. When 
the items relating ta Ohio or New York-come ‘up, 
the gentleman can then oppose them if-he chooses. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The Chair-is well aware 
that, according toa strict construction of the rules, 
the gentleman from Virginia is not in érder.. He 

- would gladly enforce the rule if he supposed the 


Task. the: “gent ji 


| the remarks of my colleague f 
iowere striédy i in order, and upon'this ground:.M.y | 
colleague “was'contending that the adoption of tbe; 
aimendinient cof :the- ‘gentleman® from Mississippi | 
{Mt Brown] would: tend të Hake this’ bill wore. ii 
acceptable, and thereby increase the chances of its | 


i! Mour.] 


| others. 


.and more particularly to the State of New 


committee would sùstain him, but heis “unwilling 


‘to enforce them, strictly: upon one member of the | 


committee, and mot upan all” 

` Mr. BOCOCK..’ ‘T.would state in reply to the 

gentlemati ‘from New York; (Mr. Brooxs,}-that 
Mo Murr} IE 


passing; but this bill ought Rot to'pass, and uhere- 


fore-he contended that the arhendment of the gen- 


teman from Mississippi should -nòt be adopted, 

because it wonld increase the chances of the bill. 
Mr. BROOKS. ° The gentleman does: not ùn- 

derstand my point of order, | T-wisli to restate it. 


The CHAIRMAN, . The Chair. „will say that ij 


this point of orderis not, debatable: 
Mr. BROOKS? 

state my point? 
The 


from. New: York, and decides that the zentlenian 
fiom- Virginia is Out of order. The Chair now 


‘states to “the: committee, that ‘in: future he shall: 
‘The geii-, 


stricily entorve the rate-in this respect, , 
tleman from Virginia will proceed in onder. ; 
Several Mampens: > That is right. we 
Mr. MeMULLIN. ~The gentleman over the 


way [Mr. Brooxs] has given conclusive evidence: 


that the position L took was right- His conduct 
shows conclusively that there was: something in 
the point 1 was making upon the honorable chair- 
man-of the Committee on Commerce,” {Mr, Sev- 
Now, fask that committee to tell this 
committee and the country, upon what principle 
it is that they have putin some twelve or fourteen 
appropriations, indifferent items, to thé State of 

ew York, amounting inal to $939, 000, or there- 
abouts, Now, sir, if you pass this amendment 
of the gentleman from Mississippi, you add, prob- 
ably, his vpte to the bill, and perhaps the votes of 
I consider the bill to be unjust in itself, 
and desire to see it defeated if possible. 


The course pursued by this committee has been- 
so perfectly disinterested that it reminds me.of an j 


anecdote I once heard. . There was an. old lady 
who, being very self-righteous in her prayers to 
high Heaven, asked God to be merciful to-all the 
world, and’ more ‘particularly to herself. This 


committee, in, dealing out the favors of this Gov- 


ernment, are anxious to do justic eto all the ling 
r 

I expect to oferan amendment or two. in favor of 
the Old Dominion. 

Now, sir, I ask this Houseto pause before they 
adopteither the amendment of.the gentleman from 
Mississippi, or any other amendment to this bill. 
This bill, in my judgment, ought to be rejected. 
You have here a House, composed i in the main of 
Democrats. Now, sir, T ask this House, and I 
ask the committee, if they can. in justice to “them- 


“selves go forward and vote for a bill which is so 


artial in. jus operations? The last river, and hars 
bee bill of the last Congress. appropriated $50,060 
to Virginia, but the Virginia vore was cast against 
that bill, and, sir, itis likely to. be cast against this 
bilkalsow 
mittee that they designedly overlooked: Virginia; : : 
Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. Isit inorder now to. 
offer an amendment? ` 
TheCHAIRMAN. Thereisalready an annd- 
ment pending to the amendment, and i would not 
be in order, 
The question being upon the amendment offered 


-by Mr. BROWN, 


Mr. BRI OWN demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 


to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
the amendment offered by the geutleman from Ala- 
bama, (Mr Cons.] > 
~Mr. GENTRY. 
amendment ? - 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis. > 
Mr, GENTRY. The amendment, of the gen- 


“Is that Amendment operi to 


teman from Alabama proposed toappropriase how f 


much? 


The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five thousand 
dollars below, and $50,000 above the Muscle 


| Shoals, in the Tennessee rivers 


< Mr. GENTRY.- į move to change ike sums 


-Is it not ih ordér for. me to re- | 


1 donot mean to charge-upon the com-. 


-The question now is upon’ 


HAIR MAN, “The Chair has already i 
sustained the point of order made by the geneman 


| ment will not be adopted: ` 


ni t be appropriat ei 
case, 2” 

Anestimate:bas been made by ‘winsidect De- 
. par tment, M „Çħairn oF (He: gui 
i nhprove the navigation of the Ten: 
“ghiinkt would be inexpetient for fi 
to aménd. the- bill; by adopting thé amendi j 
proposed bythë: gentleman frot Alabama, BME 
‘Cons,] a and inconsistent with thee 
-theproper J epart ant:. Those’ estimates dontein= 
plated’ an’approprintion: of upiwi anf-$100;0005 
| above tlre Musedle-Shoals:.--Lhe- “AS MAY vigahle, 
‘below the shoals: “AS rairõad runs round 
shoals, and the estimates confine the imp 
below the shoals. ‘Phere. are a few dbs ‘pe 
to be removed, and which being’ removed; wil 
-make that-stream one of vie bestin” Arer i 
The Engineer Departrient. has estimat 
removal "of those obstructions to the na’ 
that river above the Shoals. téit is.the’ pleasure: 
of this cominittee, and of this House; to'mak'e an 
appropriation for that river ‘at all, F think th 
h propriation: ought to be made 
the estimates: of the Department: ;Extenis 
tenis’ of wailroad improvements « ‘Rave heel ‘ 


“Chattanooga, rand extensivers aystenis” ‘are being a 
completed, connecting the Northwest: with® 3 
stream. There.is no, point: in: ‘America, i ini 
opinion, wher it is 80: important to renovi 
structions from na vigation: as that of -the Ten ese 
see river,- If you mtend'tohäveasystem öf it 
provements, it.oughitto: be ‘a system all embracing. 
In. its character: -Why exclude this important. 
tributary to the Mississippi: when. all others:.a ë 
embraced? Repeated estimates’ and reports: have 
been made by: scientific engineers, showing that it 
. contributes a larger volume of water than: thé Ohio 
itself, to. the Mississippi river: “Any, gentleman. 
„who fooks.at thé system of impravements already 
‘completed south to the Chattanooga, and, those in, 


| progress of completion north of: that. point, will. 


see in a moment that there is ‘no stream in Amer- 

ica where so.wnuch: good wit be aceimplished: by. 

- small appropriations for the removal of a few 6b-. 
structions and.rocks, easy of bein; ved; and 

which being removed, make-it.at once one of thie” 

most navigable streams, and” one whic conduces 
wm the welfare’gf a larger extent.of country than 
any other stream, except i the Mississippi river“ ‘ite. 
self, embraced in ‘the provisions’of this; bill. 

Lhope, therefore, t that: the’ amend pent, offéred | 
by the gentleman from A Alabama [Mr Copp] will 
not be adopted, and “that. the :proposition.which: 
vili be presented by my colléague,Who:rejireseni 
the- ‘Kýoxville:; district,- [Mr Cuuronweui). 
founded upon estimates’ coming from the. proper’ 
Department—the Engineer Department—will; at” 
some stage of the proceedings, be adopted, f 

Į will never. vote for any. bill, that fails to- emi, 
brace that -stream, and-1 hope no man. from the. 
region of country I represent: will sustain‘a: bill: 
- that excludes a provision for that, stream. =: 

Mr.. SEYMOUR.” I-wish-to inquire i 
to those: estifiiates,. whether they wer 
any officer upon the grounds and: üpon ati e: 
ination of the obstructions'to which, he refi i i 

“Mr. GENTRY: ` Therehave reen’ repeated süre. 
| veys and ‘estimates made at various periods.: The 
| Chief. of the. Corps. of ‘Fopographical Engineers 
"was directed by the Secretary of Warto examine 
those previous estimates, and to make outa new 
estimate therefrom, which is‘just.as well! as ifa 
new survey had been made, There i is.no difficulty 
upon the subject at all. 

` Mr. SEYMOUR.: “Then the. estimate was made 
from the old estimates $ ’ 

‘Mr. GENTRY: The 


nature ofthe stream has 


‘The question s was then taken on the arnendateis | not changed, and they are as good as if they. were 


made yesterday... They were. made by scientific 
men, and have been: ‘repeatedly made, and: the rea- 
son wh that stream, has not eretofore been: em= - 
braced in such bill is, that those representing that 
sectinn’of country have had ‘constitutional objet- 
tions in- regard to. the power of Governimentto 
makeappropriations for such ahjects, and insté a 


J| of ‘straggling to- obtain appropriations. fòr this 


stream, they have discouraged every effort to make 
appřopriations for it. > 
Mr. COBB. F hope. the gentleman’ Ss: mend- 


[Laugh 


Mr. GENTRY; _ Then E withdrew 
ter.] ` 


1916 


J uly. 24, 


> No.objection was roade, and the amendment was 
withdrawn. -` ‘ > 

Mr: FREEMAN d 
rent, by-inserting $30,000 for the removal of the 
bar: at the mouth of. the Yazoo river. {tis very 
clear that this bill isa partial one upon ‘its face. 


While appropriations are made for streams which f 
pass through the interior of almost every, State in | 


this Union, not-one ‘single* dollar is:appropriated 


to‘rivers ‘or harbors in the State. of Mississippi, } 


nor.on_its “gulf, or river coast.. The chairman of 
the committee [Mr. Seymour] admitted the other 


evening, that two bays, the Little Sodus and the 
Great, Sodus, entirely: within the. jurisdiction of f 


the State of New. York, hađ large: appropriations: 
to them ini. this bill; and that: the Beate of New 
York had the right: to improve them, thereby eX- 
cluding.the Federal Government.. -Qu the second 
page of this'bill is another appropriation of $50;000 
“to the Hudson- river, at Albany. This place is 


‘also entirely within the jurisdiction of the State of | 
New Yorks.and’ such is the case with regard to | 


most of the items of this. bill; yet not a dollar is 


appropriated to therivers of Mississippi, emptying i 


either into the Gulf of Mexico, or into the Mis-. 
sissippi itself. Just at this moment, an amend- 
ment of my colleague [Mr, Brown] for an appro- 
priation to clear out the mouth of the Pascagoula 
river, which empties into the Gulf of Mexico, has 
been voted down without ceremony. We. have 


the Tombigbee river, running through the States | 


of Alabamaand Mississippi, long enough, accord- 
ing to the definition of certain gentlemen. here, to 
be called a national stream, also’ the Pascagoula 
and the Chickasaway; yet not a dollar is, given 
either. We have.the Pearl river, pissing from 
the Gulf of Mexico to Jackson, the capital of the 
State of Mississippi, and thence to the interior, 


which is navigable for six months in the year for | 


large steamers, and not a single dollar is appropri- 
ated. to that. Pere, also, is the Yazoo river, for 
which I offer an amendment, and to which not a 
single dollar has been appropriated. Yazoo City, 
a large and thriving commercial town upon this 
river, has more commerce than nine tenths of the 
rivers and harbors included in this bill. ý 
_ Why, sir, the second appropriation in this bill, 
instead of being an appropriation to improve rivers 
and harbors, as professed in its title, proposes Y 
construct a harbor upon the east ‘side of Reedy Esl- 
and, in the Delaware; and there are several appro- 
priations for the same purpose. ` vs 
Instead, therefore, of making appropriations for 


the improvement of rivers and natural harbors, this | 


committee have recommended appropriations to 
build harbors, where nature never intended they 
should be. eee 

Mr. WALSH. [would say to the gentleman 
that that is one of the harbors in the Delaware 
river, which the Government is under a solemn 
contract to keep in repair. 5 

Mr. FREEMAN. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The appropriation is to build the harbor, and not 
to repair or improve it. ‘Phe gentleman will have 
to amend the bill, if it is an old harbor. 

I want $30,000 to be appropriated for the im- 
provement of the mouth of the Yazoo river, emp. 
tying into the Mississippi river, which latter is 
admitted, upon all hands, to be a stream entitled 
to improvement. The Mississippi river is.a great 


national highway, a stream not within the juris- | 
diction of any single State, but the common bound- | 


ary of nine States, and over which no single State 
has exclusive jurisdiction, and therefore.as strictly 
within the power of Congress to improve as the 
Atlantic coast. The Yazoo river runs from the 
interior of Mississippi, through one of the most 
fertile cotton regions in the world. It bears away 
the cotton, and, brings, in return, the annual sup- 
plies for the planters. At the mouth of this river, 
in the bed of the Mississippi river, is a bar, of 
eqaally as much importance and magnitude as the 
bar in the Hudson river at Albany. Why not 
cut it away? The bar at Albany, as I am in- 
formed by the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, [Mr. Seymour,] requires $800,000 to 
improve it, and they have been improving that bar 
ever since I can remember. They have actually 
expended $375,000 upon it,and-yet.the bar is just 
as bad as when they commenced appropriating for 
its improvement. It feeds with’a growing appe- 
tite; the bar gets larger as the public treasure is 
lavished upon it, and, at the same rate of improve- 
ment, by the time the whole estimate of $800,000 


. Tinove to amend the amend- | 


4 


ij is expended upon. the 


 -EreemAn.].-Gentlemen oppose this bill because it 


| that-wag not provided for in this bill. 
| gentlenian. is mistaken. 


| jewel in the galaxy of States, I presume all will 
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work, the river will “be. 
wholly impassable... ae Ae 
Mr. FULLER... bam opposed tothe amendment 


offered bythe gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr: į 


does. not contain-appropriations:for every harbor 
-and every river: ie the Union, whichis susceptibl 
of being improved; and. which may be done.consti- | 
. tutionally. Unless, therefore, you get up.a bill 
large enough to-do the-whole‘at once, shall we do | 
nothing? ..You can do a-portion: this year, anda 
portion-another year, *I'do not stippose any -gentle- |} 
man expected the committeé‘to-report a-bill. large 
enough to do-the-whole at once.: =... +. à 
Mr: FREEMAN, (interrupting.) The gentle- 
| man is a lawyer, and a good lawyer, too. Now; 
I ask him what he thinks of that provision of the 
Constitution which provides that no preference 
shall be given. to the port of one State over that of 
another? "We have some ports. in Mississippi; 
bat you have given preference to the ports of other 
States to the exclusion of thosé of Mississippi. 
Mr. FULLER. -I will respond to the gentle- | 
man.that his State is not precluded from having | 
an appropriation some other year: To. provide 
during one year the appropriations for all the States | 
would. swell the bill too large. | 
j 


Mr. FREEMAN... What year are wè to come į 
in, I should like to know? J fear-it-will be after | 
the day of judgment, g 7 4 

Mr: FULLER.’..The gentleman’s colleague 
{Mr. Brown] said that the State of Mississippi 
was’ the only State upon the Atlantic. sea-board , 
In that the 
He then went on toas- 
same the reason why the State of Mississippi ! 
was omitted by the committee. He assumed:that | 
the omission was owing to “her peculiar political | 
opinions. Now, New Hampshire, which is a 


concede, with a sea-board of fifty miles, and”a 
very fine port, has not. hadia dollar appropriated 
to her. Thegentlernan is: therefore mistaken in 
that-fact.. He was quite as much mistaken in the 
inference which he drew... The committee did not 
pomit to give an appropriation to the State of Mis- 
sissippi for the reason he assigns. 

Now, sir,.as has been remarked heretofore, the 
committee went around the frontier of the country, 
endeavoring-to. deal out equal and exact. justice:to 
all portions of it. There is not gold enough in 
the mines of California to improve all your har- 
bors... Are gentlemen going to take the ground 
that. because their particular river is not appropri- 
ated for, they are going to oppose the bill? The 
| result of that argument would be, if it have any 

force at all, opposition against any bill. Thegen- | 
| tleman, as his State borders upon the Mississippi, 
| ought to'be satisfied with her share that has been 
| appropriated for that river. These aré all the re- | 
marks I desire to-make. ` ; : 

The. question was then taken on Mr. Fee- 
MAN’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
rejected. : i ` Si 

< Mr; YATES offered the following amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Illinois and 


Cumberland rivers, $100,000 ; 350,000 of said amount fo be 
expended on each of said rivers. 


Mr. Chairman, I must confess, that I am very 
much surprised. at the report. of this committee. 
How it happens that a committee, aiming to frame 
a system of improvements and to do equal justice 
to all parts of the country, to provide for the pro- į 
tection of life and property on the sea-coast, on | 
the inland lakes, and the important navigable rivers 
of the country—how it happens, that that com- 
mittee should overlook ‘and omit the Illinois river, 
| I do confess I am at a loss to imagine. This, sir, 
| is an unpardonable oversight. 

I am not disposed to find fault with this com- 
| mittee. I must say I like the men who compose 
it well, and I must exonerate them from any de- 
liberate design to do injustice to any portion ofthe 
country, or any desire to claim for their several 
localities larger appropriations than they. woald 
award to the West or any other section. But, 
sir, the fault is here: there is no representative of 
western interests on that committee, favorable to | 
| the construction of internal improvements. It is 
unfortunate for. the country and unfortunate for 
the symmetry of this bill, that. several members | 
from the West had not been appointed on that 


committee to present the wants ofthe ten millions of 
people of the valley of the Mississippi. -I have 


every sort. of craft: t 
sail after sail floated, in. the beautiful prospective, 
while along its banks the iron horse dashed by us 


discovered the fact, to my great regret, that many 
eastern men, have but faint conception of the ex- 
tent of western interests, of western .wants- and 
western progress; and while honestly disposed. to 
do us justice, yet for the want of this knowledge, 


„they fall-far short of it. And; while they déal'out 
tothe West with a sparing; reluctant and- parsi- 
|| monious hand, they seem astonished that our hearts 
‘do not overflow with gratitude: for what they con- 


sider. the most“unboundeéd liberality. -You.speak 
to.them. of improving'the Illinois river, and their 
replies are’ absolutely provoking. <“ Oh!’ say 
they, “if you make appropriations for thé im- 
provement of’ the Hlinois river, then you must” 
make appropriations for every other river.”’ ‘These 
same gentlemen have appropriated by this bill, 
$50,000 for the Hudson river. Now, I wish to 


inform. you, sir, and this committee, and I speak 


emphatically, and from personal knowledge, that 
the Illinois is as large and fine a-navigable stream 
as your far-famed Hudsons: While, sir, it is nav- 
igablé at. most seasonsof the year for boats of the 
largest size, from its mouth to La Salle, a distance 
of two hundred and fifty miles, your Hudson. is 
navigable for only one hundred. and fifty miles., If 
you will look at your geographies you will find 
this out. ` 

I had the pleasure, a short time since, of travel- 
ig upon the Hudson, and it was.a pleasure. I 
saw a picture of life and animation’ there which 
delighted me.. I saw the waters there moved by 
Steamer after. steamer, and. 


at the speed.of forty miles. an hour. Mansions 
of elegance and. splendor, and. a numerous succes- 
sion of beautiful cities. and villages. passed in re- 
view before us. But, sir; while, L admired thé 
Hudson and its beautiful scenery, and viewed the 
evidence of wealth and prosperity upon its banks, 
yet I found that, for the purposes of navigation, it 
was nota better stream than the Ilinois. And 
‘yet, sir, for'that river there. is in this bill an ap- 
propriation of $50,000, although it is within the 
imits of a single State, and although a railroad 
rung on its.banks parallel with it from. its mouth 
to the highest point to which ‘itis navigable. Is 
this equal and impartial legislation? Is-it fair to 
lavish the public treasure'in. appropriations to a 
State powerful in’ resources, commanding thetom- 
merce of the ocean, and abounding in capital and 
wealth, for the improvement: of. her rivers, while. 
a single dollar is denied to a young and needy 
State, for her rivers, equally national, and de~- 
serving of improvement? a : f 

Ifthe Illinois river is not a national stream, 
then there is none. The doctrine that a river, to 
be a national one, must flow between two or more 
States, and not be comprehended within the limits 


of a single State, is becoming. obsolete, and is 


yielding to the more intelligible and sensible con- 
struction that if itis needed and used for the trans- 
portation and travel of many States, then it ‘is 
national, whether it is contained within a single 
State or washes the shores of a dozen. The Hud- 
‘son is a national thoroughfare upon this.very 
principle. Its source and its mouth. are in the 
State of New York, but its head-waters are ;con- 
nected with other States and with the lakes by 


| railroads, so that it floats the commerce and travel 


of many of the States of this Union. The Mi- 
nois stands upon the same ground. Its head- 
waters are connected with the lakes by the Illinois 
and Michigan canal; and railroads from its head- 
waters to the Jakes, and- to:the Upper Mississippi, 
are already projected, and several are, at this time, 
in the process of construction. ~ Sree 

I say, sir, if the-Ilinois river is not a national 
work, then. the‘ Mississippi is not. Jt is, in a 
strong sense,-a direct extension of that. river to 
Lake Michigan. It connects the great lakes with 
the Father of Waters. ‘It connects New, York 
with New Orleans. | Nearly all that trade which 
finds its way over the lakes, and on that Jong line 
of railroads which sweep around the lakes on its 
way to. the West, seek its natural and almost only 
channel down that stream. And thisis no secret. 
I am speaking what is known-to, the country, 
alhough it may have escaped the attention of the 
committee. The rapid increase of the commerce 
upon this stream, its statistics, and the immense 
amount of business, travel, and transportation upon 
it have been the constant subject of newspaper 
correspondence and comment in every part.of the 
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country; and occupies no unimportant part j in the 


printed reports and communications of executive: 


officers to the two branches of Congress. -ftis 


one of the most important of all -our owesterr | 


There is not a traveler-fromthe East to 
tof the 


waters. 
St. Louis, or to any part of ‘the. interi 


West, whether he travel.down the Ohio.and.up-tie ` 


Mississippi, or by the northern. Jake: route,.who 
does not take-this riveř in his. ‘route, either going. 
or returning. 


Tn a speech which I ‘nade in April last: before. 
this House, I: exhibited: some. statistical, facts | 


showing the importance of this, stream: I then 
showed, what seemed: to surprise some members 
of the House, that. the trade and. transportation 
upon this river was grèater than that upon either 
. the Missouri: or Upper. Mississippi. I showed 
that the number of arrivals at the city of St. Louis 
of steamboats: from the Illinois was greater than’ 
from the Upper .or Lower Mississippi, the Mis- 
-souri, or the Ohio; and that of the staple articles of 
wheat, corn, &c., the amount transported on this 
river in the direction of New Orleans and by the 
northern lakes, was considerably greater. Tmen- 
tion this, not to disparagethe Missouri and Upper 
Mississippi, forthe amounts appropriated to th 
by this bill are too small, and: they are’ each -de- 


serving of Jarger appropriations than the Hinois. 


„Tiver, because. they. are’ longer, their obstructions 
are greater, and their navigation far more perilous 
and difficult. 

But, sir, we are not without. the highest sanc- 
tions in favor of the nationality of this stream. 
The Government of the United States, acting upon 
thé proper assumption, after the usual surveys, 
that this’ connection between the lakes and the 
Mississippi was a great national thoroughfare, 


made.a handsome grant of lands to the State of | 


Illinois for the construction of that magnificent 
work, the Illinois and Michigan: canal. . It .also 
caused a survey ‘and plans aid estimates, of the 
Illinois. river to be made, and on the 6th March, 
1838, Mr. Poinsett, then Secretary of War, com- 
municated to the’ Senate, in obedience to a resolu- 
tion calling: for “tlie same, the report of the Topo- 
graphical Bureau of Engineers, showing, atlength, 
the national character of the stream, its capacity, 
obstructions, and plans for its improvement. I 
shall call the aTeo of the committee to a few 
extracts from that report: . 


“Tn an agricultural, commercial, as well as imitar 
point of view, the Minois river, is ‘destined to occupy an 
important rank amongst the rivers of the West. Embracing 
in the arms of its principal tributaries, the southern shores 
ot Lake Michigan, it traverses more than two thirds of the 
State of Mlinois from north to south, and waters, by its 
branches, more than halt its width, an extent. of: country. 
unrivaled for the fertility of its soil; perhaps.in the world.”? 

«t By means of the Winois and Michigan canal (less than 
one hundred miles in length} its wafers will be united with 
those of lake Michigan, thus completing the connection of 
the internal navigation “of the country from New York to 
New. Oleaus.”? 

tín a military point of view, the uninterrupted naviga- 
tion.of this river cannot be oyerlooked, as it will afford 
fecilities for the transportation of troops and munitions of 
war with certainty and celerity, and will enable the Govern- 
ment, should it at any time become necessary, to concen- 
trate upon the frontier, with rapidity and ease, any amount 
of force, while, at the same time, the capacity of the valley. 
of the stréam to furnish supplies for their use is eee 
ed.” 


Upon the subject of the capacity of the stream, 
the report says: 


. “When compared with other streams in the West, the 
Tllinois, even in its present unimproved State, is superior 
to most of them in the depth of its waters, ‘The improve- 
ment of the Tennessee contemplates, at.the utmost, the 
attainment of a depth of only. twenty-four inehes, and that 
of the Ohio, between Pittsburg and Whecling, a depth of 
thirty inches; whilst the Ilinois in its natural state has at 
no time (w ith the exception of two or three bars) à. less 
depth than two feet, and that only in extremely dry seasons, 
and for a short period in midsummer.” 


As.to the obstructions, the report remarks: 


4 The Tilinois river, from Peru to its mouth, flows over 
a bottom of sand and alluvial matter with a current so very 
gentle and uniform as to cause but a few hours’ difference 
in the time occupied by steamboatsin ascending or descend- 
ing its stream, an estimated distance. of two hundred and 
fifty miles,.?? ---* x Boo * 6 The obstructions 
consist entirely of bars, formed for the most part by the de- 
posit of sand and allavial matter brought down by thetrib- 
utary streams, and in some cases by the widening of the 
bed of the river itself? *> * Rie R * A few 
logsand snags are here and there to be found, but the ob- 
struction from this cause {s much less than in other fresh- 
water streams. No danger is. apprehended from them, as 
they retain their positions from year to.year, and being few 
in number, and their localities perfectly known, they are 
easily avoided, ”? 


‘The report, after referring to several plans for || 


hem - 


pe s The’ only plan. whichis likely. o prove of any-advan- 


nels tlirough. the’ bars, and Chaton: 


a Ka The plan recotimendéd is, to purchase a dredging: ma- 


afterwards i in keeping open the passages thus forme 


‘and it is believed thatan appropriation of $50;000. |f 


“plain of them. They are necessary and proper. 


system which appropriates for the Atlantic coast, 
“tent of territory, your extended coast, your great `i 


lakes, and your Mississippi and its tributaries, all? 


-would start the West upon a new tide of pros- i 


i eral in its proy isions to every. section of our com- 


removing: these obstructions, adopts the following, | 
which, in_my-opinion, is: the best: | 
‘| 


- To excavate chan- 

to a- limited extant. 

This modé-is believed-to. be peculiarly adapted to this. 

aiver, as the deposits form: very ‘slowly, in consequence of . 

-the alluvial matter brought down by the’ current, being un- i 

usually small. 2s 
Es 


tage is the.secondone proposed, \ 


E 


‘ching, T9- be ` constantly , employed” during: the csummer 1 
‘montis, first in excavating channels throtigh the. bars, and 


is believed that a-depth of three feet: would amply zecom- 

Shodate any. probable amount of transportation upon the | 
river; and from the fact-that two feet water is already | 
found (save on one or two bars) an exeavation of one foot 
in depth, and in many cases of six” inches only, would : 
effect this object.” 


Now, Mr. Chairman, here is a navigable river; 
one of the greatest-of our national thoroughfares, i 


will render it permanently navigable for years to` 
come, ‘at all seasons -of the year. . Now, sin; for | 
two or three months in the- year. its navigation is | 
obstructed, except’ for. boats.of the very smallest | 
size, which work their way. over these bars with | 
great.difficulty and after long detentions. -At this if 
very: time, from the mouth of the river to its | 
source, steamers and canal boatsin great numbers 

are aground, unable to proceed on their journeys. 

Now, you will observe thatno Representative: from 

the West has proposed to reduce the appropria-.; 
tions for the benefit of the East. We do. not com! 


We only propose to increase in a proper ratio the 
number and amount of the appropriations for ne- 
cessary objects in the West. It is but poor en- 
couragement, to.western members to vote millions 
for the benefit. of the East and for the protection. 
of foreign commerce, while; for the waut of small 
appropriations, we are compelled ‘to :see millions 
of dollars’ worth of western agricultural produc- 
tion obstructed in their way to market. Ido con- | 
fess, sir, I shall be very loth to support this or | 
any bill which makes such. distinctions against |; 
the West. | 

I hope to see the bill properly amended; and 
when itis so amended, I shall support it most 
cheerfully. And. I shall support it for reasons j 
very different from those which influenced gentle- | 
men on the. other side ‘of this House, whose plat 
Jorm says they are opposed to a general system of inter- 
nal improvements. {shail support it because åt is: ji: 
a general system of internal improvements. We | 
cannot do without a: general system, and at. the | 
same time do justice to.all_ parts of: the country. 
What is a general system? J call thatia general 


and for the lakes and. rivers in every. section, ac- 
cording to their absolute necessity, and having a 
due regard to economy. Look at your broad ex- | 


} 
| 
requiring the fostering hand and support of the | 
Government. Two. millions of dollars, properly | 
expended, would be no great burden on thej 
Treasury; it would revive your commerce; it | 
| 
1 
| 
| 


perity s it would stimulate the enterprise and iù- 
dustry of the whole country, and the Government. | 
would have accomplished one of the objects of its | 
creation; the promotion of the good of the people.., 
Our commerce has floated over snags long enough") 
our citizens have found watery graves in our west- | 
ern rivers long enough, in carrying out your nar- | 
row platforms, your straight-jacketed construc: | 
tions, and your salt-water abstractions." We are | 
i 

l 

i 

! 

i 


called upon by every consideration—the saving of 
hundred of lives and millions of property annu- | 
ally destroyed, cheapness and expedition in get- | 
ting to, market, exemption from heavy insurances, | 
‘and by every consideration of the general welfare, i} 
to-pass at this session a-river and harbor bill, lib- 


mon country. ; 

Mr. NABERS. Tam opposed to the amend- 
ment. Tt occurs to me, Mr. Chairman, that the 
progress of the debate upon the general merits of | 


this bill, so far, ought to. convince every candid |). 


member ‘of this committee that the system contem- | 

plated is improper. But why? Simply because | 
if seems we can never determine what is a national | 
work, or what is a local. one. - There is the dif- i 


of delivering a lecture here.. 


: provements “ 


|, this bill. be not a system of, pi 


culty. Every. gentleman appears to argue that | 
his particular river} or his particular harbor is jj 


"hain sir, gentlemen. a 
-upon the-Democratic side of. the” H 
will take occasion to ‘say that Il-ha 

The 


the same. time jpposed i 
Now; wi 
me if this: he not’a system, 


ibe. 
Mr. BROOKS. Lris È 
“proposition under consi ke an-ap~- 
propriation for the Ilinois and Ctimberland rivers, 
which it is the duty of: the gentleman from’ 
sissippi to oppose, whereas he is discussing 
question of internal improvements. | +: 

The CHAIRMAN: The Chair. thinks: the re- 
marks of the’ gentleman i in order as opposing ány’ 
appropriation. 

-Mr. BROOKS. But it is his duty. to oppose 
this partichlar one.’ -. 

The CHAIRMAN: Opposing all appropria- 
tions is ‘opposing this specific one; - 
-Mr BROOKS,’ .We have had. discussion. of. 
the penéral principle before, and it. is “utterly im-. 
possible to. get through: with the -bilhin-this ways 

Mr, NABERS. -am very much obliged to: 
the chairman and committee., As Fmade no allù< 
sion to New York, I had supposed the gentléman . 
would not, have raised his point of order. .. I have 
no hostility to New York, or to! sany “other State; 
but I was trying to ascertain, if 1 could, if this 
bill doesnot propose a system of internal i improve- 
ments. What am Fto understand by a systém? 
- Perhaps -L cannot illustrate -my meaning ‘better 
than by an anecdote... Mark: you, I tell it not fór 
amusement, but for the purpose -of making the 
committee. understand my exact meaning, and of 
adding to ‘the. standard literature, of the ‘day: 
{Laughter.]. : ge: 

‘Gentlemen think that while they. favor this bill 
they are against a general system of improve- 
ments. Well, sir, a colored gentleman. mm 
region of country becamé intoxicated.on very bad, 
whisky. The- next morning le swore that he 
would never drink another dram. ‘The next ‘op: 
mprinnity that offered, he answered: ‘I havesaid: ` 

at I never would take another dram, but'stop 
I believe’ I will. take two or, three swallows!” 
{Laughter.] Now, I submit to this committee, 
whether, if this bill does- not--propose’ a: general 


| system of internal improvements,.1t does fet take 


two or three swallows’ in’ that, direction ? {Re 
newed laughter.} It is absurd tó talk in that way. 


| Again, if gentlemen i are Opposed toa general sys- 


tem of improvements, should not. the very same. 
process of reasoning which induces them to op- 
pose a general system induce them to oppose a 
partial one? Task with what consistency gentle- 
men can oppose a general, impartial, equitable 
system of internal improvements, and yet g9 for 
one that is partial in every feature? - 

„Gentlemen: have been. exceedingly pusrded. in 
getting up this bill. They have-informed-us: ‘that 
they have guarded against any infringement of the 
‘Constitution of the United States. We would be 
led. to infer from thé general tenor of their obser- ` 
vations upon. this. billy that they havé-fixed: the 
Constitution’ precisely: in the midst of the heavens, 
and that they fear if it were let go to. one side or 
the other, the universe might be upset... But, sir, 
Lask any. candid man to tell me why, ifiibe. thus 
fixed in the center, its rays fall partially? Why 
does it not shine equally.upon every portion of 
the. Confederacy? It doesnot do so. While its 
light concentrates with almost killing force in 
some particular localities, in others all is dark as 
midnight. 

The question was then: taken upon Mr. Yates’s 
amendment, (Messrs. CHANDLER and Motowy ` 
acting as tellers,), and- there were—ayes 63, noes 


So the am ndeni was rejected. 
Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. TI offer the following 
amendment: 


For asurvey of the Allegany river from Pitts burg 10 Glean. 
-Pointe With a view for further improvements, 20,0000 = 


The. Aliegany river takes its rise in the ‘State of 
New ‘York; runs into Pennsylvania, flows back 
again into the Siate of New York, and at last 
finds its way into the Ohios- Tts: the Ohio at 
Pittsburg, and ther efore, if it does not wash three 
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- States, it washes two States" three times, and, of 
‘course, comes within the constitational rule South. | 
{Laughter.}.-An appropriation for this‘ tivers t} 
considés, then, as. germane to; this bill, The com- + 
‘mittee willsee, if. they will tisten-té. what- say, that 
the appropriation] ask has as much ‘merit as any: 
one provided forin the bils. Ar canal runs from 
Rochester, in’ the interior of ‘tne State. of New.) 
York to Olean. Point, connecting with the riverat | 
that place.: From Olean. to” the point where the 
Allegany meets: the Monongahela—and the two 
form the Ohio—the distance is abauttwo hundred . 
and twenty miles. ` All T desire ‘is, that. a survey | 
for improvements shouldbe made. A steamboat. 
ascended this river three miles above Olean Páirt 
more than eighteen years aga.: About six months’ 
in a year steamboats ply-régularly-for the distance | 
of one hundred and thirty miles upon that. riven, 
and for three months ina year a distance of about 
two hundred miles; and it. would be capable of | 
plying the whole year between: Pitsburg and 
Olean in case the proper improvements were made. | 
All we ask for at this time is a survey, in orde 
to see what improvements can be made. 

I will state. that, abotit_ twelve or fifteen years 
ago, a survey was ordered by this Government, 
with the view of improving this river. A ‘survey 
was made with great care, and at reasonable. ex- 


l 


l 
I 
I 
K 


pense, of course, and a favorable report was made ||. 


to Congress in regard to this improvement, but 
nothing was done. The report and the survey 
have been lost or mislaid, and now we cau get no ; 
trare of them at all, It is for this reason that we 
ask. for this appropriation of $29,000 to have a re- 
survey, with the view of, improving it hereafter, 
if in the wisdom of this Goveroment.it should be 
thought proper to do so. . I am fora general sys- | 
tem of internal improvements, and Lamia Demo- | 
crit in that. respect. (Laughter.] I am’ for a | 
general system of internal improvements of all 
rivers, with which [stand immediately connected, | 
flauighter:] which: is the case with most mem- | 
bers.» chink that no one will dispute this. New i 
York and Ohio are interested, as well as Pennsyl- | 
vania; in this improvenient, and so are the wholé 
United Srates, because this river js the great. con- 
necting link between the waters of the Atlantic and 
the Gulf.of Mexico, and it would. be the most di- 
rect route, if it was improved, by which you coug 
go from New York to. New Orleans àt any seaso 
of the year, It maybe improved sq that at all 
seasons it would be navigable for steamboats of 
gome two hundred or three hundred tons burden. 
Itis so in its natural state, except in adry time, 
when.the bottom of the river rises too near thë 
surface af the water. (Langhter.] ; 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I would like to ingnire 
whether the gentleman really believes that this is 
a work «which is’ general and national, according 
to the Whig resolutions? oe ; ğ 

Mr. HOWE. Jam confident that it is'accord- 
ing to both platforms. `E should say according to 
the letter. of one, and the construction put upon 
the other. [Langhter.] ; F 

Mr. GIDDINGS.. l hope that we may soon 
get to a vote upon this bill; and E will say to my 
friend from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Howe,] that I 
shall speak agalast this appropriation. {tis prob- 
able, within.a few months, at the next session of 
Congress, that we shall pass another bill for the 
improvement of our rivers and harbors, and be- 
fore it be possible for us to expend, in a proper 
manner, the moneys appropriated by this bill, -1 
comemplate that we shall have another bul-to sup- 
ply the deficiency. We have had, in my district, 

Uone appropriation in fourteen. years, and that 
was merely for repairs. In diffusing among the 
people of our-country the benefits of commerce, 
we have been niggardly in m-king appropriations į 
from the public Treasury, while we have squan- | 
dered $200,000,000:t0 keep our Army and Navy, 
for no other purpose than to kill, destroy, and: 
butcher mankind. . We have, in times past, and 
are now standing here and contending against 
givivg to the peonle the prosperity which this bill 
would carry to them. Tam nota little astonished 
at the tenacity with which every attempt to anpro- 
priate moneys for the benefit of the United States 
is opposed, while every attempt to squander th 
funds in any other direction is met promptly, and : 
our treasure is poured out profusely. Let mesay || 
here that the estimates. in my district have: been | 
cut down, more than in anv. other part: öf the! 
Union; but I ask for no additional appropriation, | 
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internal improvements. commenced,. established, 
and. putin successful operation. . Now, let us be- 
gin, and. letus. adhere to the committee;. for they 
have given this-suk f : 
“have,an my opinion, acted accofding to their best 
judgment, althougl I wish they had: appropriated 
ble thé amount to these objects that they have 


+ 


following as 


‘an amendment. ty the amendment: `: 
{ For-the improvement of the navigation. ò 


or s0unuch t äs- inay be ineeess: 


ary, to be: expended 
upon each of aid rivers. k ao Paid i 


Mr. Chairman; there is notin my road the con- 
stitutional difficuity. that lesin. the way of some 
gentlemen who have expressed their opinions be- 
fore this committe, in regard to the powers of 
this Government. ` I hold that we have the consti- 
tutional powerto makea toad, to use and improve 
one already made, to makea canal or improve one 
already made, to improve the navigation of a river 
wherever itis hecessary to transport mails, oops, 
munitions of war, or the supplies of provistos for 
those troops.- In other words, we can-do any of 
these things where it is for the use of Government; 
and it is clearly:constitutivnal, in. my judgment. 
{t is. wholly immaterial whether that river runs, 
within a single State, ina . 

Tne amendment L propose most clearly comes 
within the class of cases k have laid down. ` 1 pro- 
pose to vive $45,000 16 improve the tilinois river. 
That stream is one of the links in the chain‘of 
communication between the Auantic sea-board and 
the valley of the Mississippi. ‘The arms that are 
used on our. western frontier have of necessity to 
be carried upon-it. 


are or shonld-be transported upon it. During the 
war with Mexico troops were carried upou it, and 
both in war and” peace the Govertimeut interest 
requires the improvementof that river. In high 
water the entire stream for three hundred miles is 
one ofthe best for navigation. in low water there 
are three or four obstructions which can be re 
moved atasmitil expense, and these being removed 


navigation of any in the United States. [tis most 
certaiuly trae that commerce would be gréatly 
ienefited by this improvement. The products for 
transportation are nowhere so great as along the 
banks of that river. ft traverses for is whole 
„extent the richest and mest fertile country that 


industrious people. 
Gentlemen who 
bute‘have characterized this bilk as Sectional. “Sir, 
pit is ‘eminently “so. “The bill proposes to give 
$50,000 to improve the Hudson. river, after over 
$310,000 has: been expended: by this Guveriment’ 
heretofore forthe same object—a river that has 
now no obstructions, only navigable one hundred 
and sixty miles, with a- railroad along its banks 
its entire length; anid nothing to the Hlinois, navi- 
gable over three hundred miles, withall the elaimis 
and reasons Í have stated. 7 oil 
ftis true, the bill gives something to the Mis- 
sissippi river; but only enough to send agents out 
to make contracts, bay boats, and exhaust the 
sum to favorvites—not enough to do anything to 
improve that river, or anyoiher West.. The bill 
is eminently Atlantic. and eastern. -The western 
rivers, upon whose bosoms float four times in 
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less than $490,000, while the Hast takes, in her 

modesty, ouly a little over $1,000,000. 

~ i bave said, Mr. Chairman, that | bad no-con- 

stitulional difficulties in supporting a fair and: just 

bill, to carry out the objects necessary and proper | 
to be carried out in-improvements.. ‘Fhe bill now 

under consideration } regard asa better one than 

the one presented two years ago. [tis better only. 

ina few particulars; it leaves out a few improve- 

ments east that. had no claim& under any circum” 
stances to be improved; itleaves out the appropria- 

tions for the improvements of some towns that 

were in the hill one ‘or two years ago.” In other 

particulars it is very objectionable. The appro- 

priation for the improvement of the rapids of the 


Í am anxious to see awise and. liberal’systenr of | 


‘great consideration. “They } 


f the Tilinais | 


cand Cumberland rivers, $90,005. $40,000 of said anuunt, f 


through two, three, or a dozen States; oris wholly’ 


A large portion of the provis- | 
ion for. the troops. is carried there. ‘The mails | 


the river would at all umes. be the: very best for | 


the sun shines upon, setted by an ehterprising’and | 


have precéded: me in. this de- | 


value all our foreign commerce, gets by this biil | 


the amendment of. the gen- 
tlernan-from‘Ilinois; but I am more anxious to 
call the attention of the country, and-especially öf 
-the Democratic party, to it., The people of this, 
country area reading people, and ‘they will: see 
that gentlemen-have already urged upon. the com- 
mittee. millions of dollars of appropriations that 
should have been ‘provided ‘for, as they claim, in 
this bill, and before we get through it will be, 
millions upon millions. © ge ott : 
Now, some gentlemen: say that. this is not a 
general internal improvement bill; but, sir, no man 
can be so willfully: blind, or -so. blinded -by potiti- 
‘cal. prejudices, or by a desire for victory at the 
coming election, as not to: see that this is:but_ the 
entering wedge, and that it will ultimately, if per- 
sisted in, drain. the Treasury of hundreds and 
hundreds of millions of dollars. There isno way 
to escape it, Log-rolling is a common practice in 
this House, and there is no way in which it is 
possible to guard against, it, if the Democratic 
party incorporate this Whig policy of internalim- 
provements. by the General. Government. into its 
creed. . Gentlemen, if they. will go back a few 
years, will temeinber: that this was the great,and 
dividing qtiestion .between the. two parties of the 
country. James K. Polk, when in the presiden- 
tial chair, with his clear head. saw the danger there 
was to the country from beginning such a-svstem, 
and had: the nerve, in imitation of “Old Hicko- 
ry,” to set not only his face but his pen against it. 
What has been the result? There is nota well- 
informed man in America but what knows. that 
the action of that Democratic President has saved’ 
to this countty hundreds of millions of dollars. 
Now, Frank Pierce is nominated.by the party that 
sustained the course-of President) Polk, and he is 
to be reproached by some of my Democratic 
brethren in this House. because’he is opposed to 
this vérv system... fy. Wiggs ohh ee Pa 
- Mr- JOHN W. HOWE. Will the gentleman 
let me ask him ené question? T ota gos t 
“Mr. CLEVELAND.” I cannot. 
time. E he i He Fe 
Mr. RICHARDSON.” I hope the gentleman 
from. Connecticnt will allow me to propound, to, 
him one question? ; i 
Me CLEVELAND. I must decline, for T de- 
sire to express my views, so faras I can, within 
the five minates allotted:to me.: In, my judgement, 
those gentlemen are abandoning the ground on 
which the Democratie party bave so successfally 
stood for years and years, and caving into W hig- 
gery. for it is caving in, aud everybody under- 


| which'I shall:make 


t 


T have not 


stands it so; and.there is no use trying.to disenise 
it. They may think that the passage.of this bill 


will end. in the coming election. of President, but 
they. will do it at the expense.of the best interests 
of the country, and-the entire destruction of the 
party.: Such, may be the result, It wanld he bet- 
ler to go hack and take the advice of “ Old Hick- 
ory a 


>and James K. Polk—the men who dared to 
stand upon the principle that this. Government isa 
Government of limited powers. S ; 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York., 
the gentleman from Connecticut is quatir 


- Tobservė that 


Geh- 


eral Jackson; T ask him whether heis willing. to 


abide bv. the doctrine of Jackson? SS o: 

Mr. CLEVELAND: I answer:that Lam. I 
was about to say that Eam half inclined to try the 
experiment that the committee-have proposed. I 
arn free to say I thiùk the committee deserve great 
credit fot the power of resistance they have shown, 
They have given usa very. moderate bill, and E 
am. tempted to give the country thie “bill and let 
them try-it. I fogewarn the real Democrary,of 
| the country, however, that.they may, and [ fear 
will, find Bitter. consequences flowingeven from 
this; but at the same time, I-think the Committee 
on Commerce deserve, credit fornot reporting a 
bill containing appropriations to- the amount of 
three, five, or ten millions.of dollars, as: will prob- 
ably be done atthe next.session, if this bill passes. 
We ought to set our faces against any kind of 


} 
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amendments to this. bill. 
ment come in, and there is no sechrity; the Treas-- 
ury will be robbed to the amount of millions. of 
dollars, at this session. The-only-s 
have is to have the. Democratic. party. in power, 
and have them live upio their principles. ' Sir, 
we must guard against the Whigs getting their old 
notions into our new platform. - 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New -Y 3 
question of order. ; Lask whether.t 
offered by the gentleman from, Hino 
inasmuch.as it emili 
not at all énnnected ` 


 yise fo" a: 
amendipent, 
isin, order, 
two distinct. propos } 
reach ‘oth 


that that makes any differen 

Mr. SEYMOUR.” “Then “he might put a hun- 
dred different propositions in one amendment. 

The CH AIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
amendment is morder. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
amendment. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. ‘Grey and 
Fowser were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and. it was decided, 
in the negative—ayes 57, noes 68. 

So the amendment was rejected. `: 

Mr. MEADE. | I.now offer, asan amendment, 
the section. offered by oiy colleague [Mr.-Casxim] 
yesterday, changing -the ‘sum’. “from $50, 000. to 
$49,500, s0 as to. read Aas follows: 


“For the improvement of the Apponiattož and James. 
rivers, $49,500.” : 


Mr. Chairman, T have a few facts to state to this 
committee which will, [ think, enlighten them to 
some extent upon this subject. Upon this river 
four of the most important towns in the State of 
Virginia are situated. They annually contribute 
to the General Post Office a revenue of $40,000. 
The city of Richmond $23,000; Petersburg $6, 000; 
Lynchburg §4,000; and Norfolk $7,500." They 
are all either situated directly upon this river, or 
connected with its commerce. The city of Peters- 
burg, which ‘I represent, is’ situated. ‘upon tide- 
water, about ten miles from the confluence of the 
James and Appomattox rivers, and may be-called 
a James river city. 

Now, sir, we ask an appropriation of $49,500, 
being about the amount reported to be necessary’ 
by your awn engineer about ten years ago. 

Mr. Chairman, I stated to the committee on a 
former occasion that the State of Virginia bad 
been entirely overlooked in this bill. Having the 
finest harbors and the most. extensive sea-coast of 
any State upon the Atlantic—in the face of all 
this; it has been entirely neglected. . T find that- 
there are thirteen towns in the State of New York 
whose aggregate post office revenue is only $52,000 
—only $12,060 more thanthat of the four towns | 
have named: in Virginia, which have appropria- 
tions amounting to 58, 000 in this. bill; But in 
connection with this fact let me state, moreover, 
that these towns.in the State of New York have 
already received from the hands of the General 
Government: $1,122,000; the towns which I have 
mentioned. in Virginia having all of them received 
in this time but $25,000; which was all given to 
the city of Norfolk. 
Hadson hela yielding a post office revenue of 
$23,000, bas an appropriation in this hillof $50.000, 
and has already received from the General: Gov- 
ernment 370.000. But T desire to call the atten- 
tion ‘of the gentleman from Connecticut, [Mr. 
Curveranp,] who “started out with a very «ood 

speech against internal improvements, hut yet indi- 
cated a ‘mitigated hostility to’this hill, to the fact 
that the Committee on Commerce has, in this bill, 
made appropriations to every little town in New. 


1 ask: for tellers onthe 


York having a creek that could, be called a navi- | 


gable stream.’ For the little harbor of Oak Or- 
chard: creek this bill contains an appropriation of 
$10,000, having already received from the Govern- 
ment $20, 000, and such is the smallness of ‘the 
population that it pays into the post office treas- 

ury but $76 per year.’ A port called Port Jeffer- 
son has an appropriation-of §1.200, which pays 
into the post office treasury $150 perannum. The 
harbor at the town of Dunkirk has an appropria- 
tion in this bili: of $30,000, and pays only $779 
into the post office treasury, and -having already 
received $93,000 from the General Government. 

The thirteen places in the State of New York. 
which are provided for in this bill ‘bavecaltogether 
received) more than a-million-of dollars from’ the 
General Government, and have in this bill an age 


Let one. single mend. 


The city of Albany, on the} 


ity weean H 


| 


| 


gregale approp riation amounting | to $258,000, while 
the whole reyenue-paid by them into the post office 


| retuarks. óf the gendeman -from Vir 
[Mi ypriations for the f 


| invidious remark. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair dees not see | 


i necessity; 


ry. is only $12; 3000 more than that paid by the 
owns. for 


place Nits postoffice revenues. 

EYMOUR. ‘of New York. Iam happy 
Frnyself of the opportunity afforded’ by the 
rina; | Mr. 


Des). to. allude to’ the appre 
which: l-have the honor, in, patt,-to. repre 
‘and which have so often been the subject of 
A I regret that the geneman., i 
from Virginia should have taken the ‘course he 


_bas in holding’ up to this committee a compar: ative ! 


view of the revenues of certain: post ‘offices in | 
New York with certain othersin Virginia, instead 
‘of comparing the commercial returns of the two 
States. Anything. connected with the commerce 


of my:State, or the importance, of the Huason-|) 


river, I shalat all times. be: teady. to:meet, when: 


„ever gentlemen shall invite. the discussions»; 
d. stated i in my remarks <at, the. opening: of ibis | 
debate, thé. principle. upon’ which: this bill’ was 


framed... Linstanced: the very case of Oak Or-- 


chard creek on Lake Ontario, io which the gentle: 


man has alluded, as an illustration of that princi 
ple. We have inade an appropriation for tha 
place, not with réference to its ‘local: commerece— 


we expressly repudiated that as a criterion for-ap-| 


propriation—but with reference to the ‘general | 
commerce of the lake upon which it- is, situated, . 
and for thé purpose of providing for that general 
commerce a harbor of refuge. But in ‘reference 
to this particular case, a better appropriation is 
not contained inthis -bill ‘Phe fact.was brought 
to the notice of the Committee on Commerce, that, 
a harbor of refuge was especially needed at that 
point during the” storms which. prevail upon the 
lake. We have not sought to make these appro- 
priauions for the purpose s of building up towns at | 
any particular points, bul to make them ivhere | 
the general commerce of the country demanded. 
‘The same is true with regard to Dunkirk and Port į 
Jefferson harbors in New York. The latter; on; 
the northern shore of Long Island is intended 
as a harbor of refuge,.and is the only harbor of | 
that kind upon a coast of one hundred and forty | 
miles in extent, covered by a large commerce. 

As to the Hudson river, the “gentleman from į 
Virginia, (Mr. Meang,] and the gentleman. from, i 
Mlinois, {Mr. Bisset, | yesterday seemed to can-| 
sider ita small river, of very little importance—alto+ l 
gether a trifling affair, compared with.the western | 
Waters, ‘Have these gentlemen: considered that | 
this is the-only outlet for a tradeas Jarge as, that | 
of which they so: continually boast of upon the 
Mississippi-and its. tributaries’. ftis, like thë! 
mouth of the Missisšippiy an outlet. for that great | 
chain of Mediterranean lakes which stretches from 
Lake Ontario to Lake Superior, the natural avenue | 
for the whole trade of those lakes except thecom- | 
paratively small amount which passes through the 
St. Lawrence. Thistrade comesdown to the tide | 
waters of the Hudson by the Erie canal and the: 


| 
several lines of railroad, and then finds its way to i] 


the great emporium of our commerce. The offi- | 
cial returns of Jast year show that produce to the 
amount of. $54,000,000-came by the canals alone 
to the tide waters of the Hudson, of which three’ 
fourths at least came from the West, and a great 
portion from Hlinois itself. ` The ascending trade 
will make nearly as much more; and when you add 
the other trade upon the river, coming by railroads 
and other ways, you will swell it up to the amount 


| which gentlemen are claiming for the Mississippi | 


itself. But this appropriation bas been denounced 
as extravagantly large. 
only the fourth appropriation the Government has 
made: for that work, which was begun in 1834. 
This is the smallest appropriation that ever passed 
this House for that work; smaller. by one half) 
than those passed during the administration of | 
General Jackson. It is a case‘of the most urgent | 
so strong that the Legislature of the 
State at its Jast session appropriated $10,000 to be | 
employed i in affording temporary relief to the nav-~! 
igation, until the National: Government should re- 
sume this important and truly national work. 

With regard to the particular case upon which 


the ‘gentleman from Virginia bas offered this | 


amendment for the James river, in which the city! 
of Richmond ‘is principally interested, I explained 
to the committee the other, day- the situation in i 


4 “ask this appropriation. | 
es more truly the. commercial i im | 


I 
4 
| 


‘mony now submitted. to the Senate 


Iv is- $50,000; and it is |) 


‘+ four months, 


Moe have noe 
I natianal work in Virgini 
other part- 
| orial,. no estimates for. thi 
nothing ‘in-relation. to 
this, House for: consid ration, w 
up and denannce the action o 
not inserting i itir the bill, ahd 

bes inserted without. estima 


= ME: DE 
‘ordered; and Messrs. Jouw w. 
RERE Were appointed. “4 
Mr. CASKIE, Isit in ader ‘for met i 
unanimous consent of the committee to: say avery, 
i few words upon the amendment? to. 
The CHAIRMAN... Itisin order for. the: ge 
flemantoask. the consent of the committee, though. 
it requires tinanimous consent to give permission, 
. Several Mempens. objected; 
MrHARRIS; of, Tennessee, 
committee do: how rise. 
The question was pu and’ th motion was not 
greed: to. : : A 


I move that. the 


-The question being taken. upon the ame 
‘to the. amendment, the. telleis reported f 
noes 59—no quorum voting. © ‘ 

~Mr.. CAMPBELL, of Minois,. mined t } 
committee rise, which mo ion was. agreed, to: 

Thecom mittee accordirigl y rose, and: the Speak; 
er having taken the ‘chair, the, ‘ehairmaat of the. 
committee reported that the Commirtee: af the 
Whole on the-state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the state of. the Union generally. ùn- 
derconsideration; and particularly House bill No; 

282, making. appropriation for certain rivers: and 
harbors, dnd had- come to no -resolatio ‘théreon: 

On. motion by Mr. ASHE the Hot i 
journed. until Monday at eleven o 'eloc k: 


IN SENATE. : 
- Monpay, July 26, 1852, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M:i Bu ier.: 
"The PRESIDENT, pro. lem: laid before. th Sen- 
ate a report òf the Secretary of the Interioy;.made, 
in compliance with a resolution.of the Senate-call-- 
ing for information in rélation to‘the, Commissions 
appointed. ta rün and mark the boundary. belween’ 
the Unired States and Mexic 
Mr. WELLER: L presume i che” utterly 
impossible to print the whole.of this doctiment in 
time for the useof the Senate during the present ses- 
sion of Congress. ttis nec essarily a voluminous: 
document. “Whether it has, héen. retained in the 
Department for the purpose. of preventing its publi- 
eatin, J shall not undertake to. say.. Certain it is’ 
that there are some of us here who will le very.” 
unwilling to vote for appropriations forthe continu-: 
ance of this boundary survey until. we have: had, 
an Opportunity of. investigating.the mass of :testi- | 
Tt sias for 
the purpose of facilitating this businessthat I went: 
| to the Department at.the verbal request, and net in 
| accordance-with:a writter note for the purpose of 
Selecting those documents: of which it wasawhoily 
unnecessary that.copies should be made... I spent 
| two. or three hours, not in selecting papers to be 
sent to the Senate, but in selecting ‘those. which l 
| considered it was whol] ly unimportant should be 
i copied. They consisted of invoices of gonds turned: 
; over from one Department to another, which were 
wholly useless. so. faras regards the determination. 
of the question to be'settled here. Well; sir, that 
is the document sent-to the Senate after a lapse of. 
In the present:condition of the pub- 
Jie printing; F take it for granted that it wilt bei ims 
| possible te print:this document during the present 
| sessionaf.Congress: The object of the Secretary, 
however, may: be: attained by sending the daus: 
ment in, if delay was desired. “There is s mich of 
this document, liowever, which may be 'pririted at.- 
once: It may be possible that if the document he | 
transniitted to the Committee on Printing; they: 
i may. make such a selection from it as will-enable 
the Senate to understand the mannerin which this 
Boundary. Commission has heen managed When 
we are called upon to’ make an appropriation to 
| meet its expenditure. For that purpose, I move 
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make further 
the work. ae ae ee as 
Mr. CLARKE. I have no bjection’to the mo- 
tion. of the Senator from California. “Tyhére area 
great many of these papers‘which are-very neces- 
‘gary to:be seen by the Senate, before they canract: 
uponthis question: ‘Fheréareagreat-many papers, 
as Lunderstand, that relate particularly totheinitial 
point which. has beenparually agreed upon, if not 
` finally decided upon 
‘Boundary Survey.” I think that -all-the papers 
which’ relate to. the initial point should be-pub- 
lished. merely suggest, to the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, whether it will not bë ‘better to amend-his 
motion, so as to-carry with it-instructions to-print 
everything which relates to the initial péint-of-the. 
surveys, Which were made in the neighborhood of” 
the Rio Grande, so that everything maybe before 


us previous tothe time when the subject will prob- |) 


ably come’ up for discussion.’ 


Mr. WELLER. As that id the practical ques 


tion which the Senate will be called upon to de~ |" 
cide, of course the Committee on Printing will de- 


cide that everything relating. to that point should 


be published at onċe. On these matters which we i 
are called. to pass upon, the Committee on’ Print- 


ing will see the necessity of having: this ‘matter 
published. ` gee es Ei A E a 

Mr. CLARKE. Lmerely wish to say, that I 
do not desire to ‘interfere with this inany degree 
whatever; and, with the understanding that the 


to.bé published before the Setiate is called upon to | 
appropriations for the continuance of | 


ni by the Commissioners of the || 


committee will select everything relating to these | 


points; but’ the difficulty is, that the Committee 
on Printing might not know what it would be ne- 
cessary.to. publish. i ` ` 

Mr. GWIN. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island 
will allow me to interrupt him, I will make a sug- 
gestion which E think will obviate all difficulty. T 
would suggest that the matter.should be referred - 
toa select committee consisting ‘of the Senator 
from Rhode'Island, [Mr.Crarke,] my colleague, 
(Mr. Werier,} and the Senator. from Texas, 


(Mr. Rusk.] think by adopting such‘a course, | 


every necessary document could be selected. 

Mr. CLARKE. [.very:much doubt whether 
such a suggestion would be of any use. The 
Senator from California will have much: other 
business to attend to. I have little time myself, 
and the Senator from Texas, we all know, is en- 
gazed from early morning till late at night in the 
public service, No Senator devotes himself with 
more alacrity and zéal to the public service than 
thatSenator. Underthesecircumstances,therefore, 
Ithinksucha committee could do very littletowards 
the accomplishment of the desired object... On the 
other hand, if the Committee on Printing should 
undertake it, they, understanding what would be 
wanted, could make the selection. -I have no ob- 
jection, however, ifgentlemen think proper to refer 
this matter to a select committee, but I think the 
other course would be the best. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I concur in the suggestion of 
the Senator from ‘California, (Mr. Gwiy.] The 
papers on the table relate to a subject in which: 
the gentlemen he has named’ have, very appro- 
priately, an interest, and of which, perhaps, they 
have a better knowledge than any others in the 


Senate. They would, therefore, readily select | 


such papers as would bear upon any of the various 
points in’ controversy, and there would thus be 
no necessity for printing any others. T hope the 
action of the Senate will take that direction. The 
selection and printing of the papers will be done 
much more readily, and a much better disposition 


tained. 


Mr. COOPER. `I do not rise to oppose the; 


reference moved by the Senator from California, 
(Mr. WELLER,} but to answer a remark which I 
understood to have been made by that gentleman, 
and which, in my opinion; was-unkind and unjust 
to the Secretary of the Interior. ‘Iam not certain 
that I understood that remark, but I took it to be 
that; by the delay which had coccurred in trans- 
mitting to the Senate the papers ‘which’ had been 
called for, the Secretary of the -Intérior had, per- 


t e || jurious to the United States; I shall be bound to | 
will be made of them than could be otherwise at- jj 


naps, answered the object which he had’in:view.:| 
sion ofthe 
ble delay iñi 


Senate; but, 
ned 


“with Some 
‘duceé-suel 
ceeping 


i 


for: the purpose of subserving’ any object of his 
I do -not. think that | 


papers relate. ene 

‘There is another difficulty. The papers. will 
have to beconsidered, and their.contente discussed 
probably in the committee; and thus the commit- 
tee itself may be involved ina difficulty iit, select- 
-ing' the proper papers to be printed. ` It might be 


said or supposed that some papers bearing on the 
question had not been ardered to: be printed.. The | 


us the testimony-in, regard: to a question-of vital | 


tremely, from whatever. cause it may have oc- 
curred, that four nionths of the. session should 
have been consumed in responding to this call. I 
am not prepared, nor do I intend, to make either 
charges or insinuations in relation to this delay, 
| though I regrèt tbat so much time has been Jost | 
; since the call was made- before we have received 
these papers.. They relate to a question of vital 
importance to: the interest of the United States in 
“relation. to this boundary line. i 
| -I contend ‘that the Commissioner has departed 
from the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, to theloss 
to the United States of alarge territory, and in a 
position where it is remarkably important. | The 
: Commissioner and the Secretary of the Interior 
insist that they have carried out'the treaty. Tin- 
| sist that they have palpably departed from it, I 
desire to arrest this proceeding where it is; but I 
do not. desire to do anything which might fall 
upon parties.engaged in the survey, who havenot, 
| fallen into this error. Thesé parties are yery far 
| from home, and depending upon appropriations to 
be made, or already made... I could see no «place 
where. we could get up the question’ better. than 
the present, where we could have it properly and 
| faintly discussed. -5i age : ie 
i} [should dislike to interfere with appropriations 
for carrying òn this survey; but if driven to that, 
and no other means are afforded of arresting what | 
T believe to-be a survey which will be greatly in- | 


I 
resort to it; This is a grave question, one that L į 
regard as a violation’ of the treaty. An ‘iitial | 
point, has ‘been established on the Rid. Grande, | 
above that where it was established by the treaty, | 
at least thirty-four-‘miles.. The extent of territory 
included in the running of that line will be thirty- 
four miles by about one hundred and eighty, and, 
that at a most important pomt for communication 
between the Atlantic and -Patific portions of this 
country... What Tamanxious to dois, to get this 
| question before the Senate and. Congress, mm such | 


| 
t 
| 
| 


| a form that this mischief may be prevented: What ; 


| sioner-may go o 


hat ‘there had || t 
it before the Senate in a:proper form," 


object of this call was that we might have before ||| 


importance to the- United States.. I regret ex- |i 


‘| not “he. prepared: to. “enter, into a discussion of 


J fear is, that if there is:to-be delay the Commis- 
i so of and :complete-the line between 
Rio. Grande from an improper 
therefore, that to reach this 
and bring 
1 rith‘all the 
facts bearing: upon it, the best-plan will beto refer 
‘these -papers-to_a special’ committee’ of five Sena- 
tors: “And [will say that I desire not-to be placed 
upon-that.committéé: [have considerable feeling 
än reference ‘to,-this. matter... I’ believe I would :do 


the-Gila: and the 
| point. Tt seems. tome, q 
question in the shortest possible manner, 


“|; justice,“but I -confess I have considerable ‘féeling 


| on the subject. I think that’ if, this initial pont, 


| which the Commissionérhas fixed upon, isretained, 


weshall sustain-an injury irremediable, one which 
i will-be-more mischievous in its consequences than 
i any <which we have sustained for a long time. 
laving these. views, .I desire, from -feelings of 


' | delicacy in relation to this matter, not to be placed 


upon the committee. “I hopes however, that the 
Senator from-California will modify his motion in 
-such a manner that these papers. may'go to aselect 
committee.. Such a committee can,.in. a short 
time, make à ‘selection of whati they consider 
necessary to have: printed, as’ beating upon the 
| question. to be considered by the Senate. The 
| Printing Committee could take no action except 
with reference to the question: of printing, and 
would not have the whole subject before them as 
| the select. committee would have. . I hope, there- 
fore, the Senator from California will modify his 
motion as I have suggested... a 5 
‘Mr. OLARKE. “I was about to say, in refer- 
-ence to this incidéntal question, that I was very 
desirous indeed ‘to see the papers, in order that I 
might be- better enabled -to discuss the question 


i 


‘l involved in the resolution.: I felta special interest 


in investigating the conduct'of the. Commissioner 


| of the Boundary Survey, Finding the papers did 


not come in, I ventured to. go to the Department 
and inquire when wé might expect them. That 
was on: Thursday last. "The .Secretary told me 
they would be there.immediatély. He said that 
when the resolution of the Senator from California 
was adopted, he saw at.once that a vast mags of 
papers would necessarily. have -to be examined. 
Hespoke of having given an invitation to the Sen-. 
| ator from, California to-make a.selection of papers 
which he desired to have sént:. He stated that he 
át once sét tivo clerks to copying papers, and find- 
ing that their progress. was slow, he engaged 
|- another, and the three were ‘constantly erigagéd in 
copying and examining the papèrs; The papers, 


I that it is a question which does nòt. involve any- 
| thing now before the Senate, and’ that until’ we 
see the papers now: sent in to the Senate, we-shall 
a 
| question which the Senator ‘says Is of so. much 
| iniportance-to-the country, and to those who have 
-been engaged in the commission for running the. 
boundary-line. <55 2-0 0° 
I. My parposeis to confine myself in the remarks 
Ishall make hereafier, to a defense of the private 
character. of the Commissioner, and, incidentally, 
to “charges. made agaitist others, following, with 
‘the limited means'in my possession; the transit of 
lthis commission, and of its re-formation in 1850, 
up to the time when these charges were prepared 
and: sent here, together with’ the other’ evidence 
which: has been furnished: My object in doing 
so is simply this: to-vindicate the character of. an 
individual far.away from this place—an individual 
who is not here to refute the charges brought 
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against him, and who is not afforded an oppor- 
tunity of speaking for himself. Itis the private 
character of the Commissioner which I propose to 
vindicate, and, by the blessing of God, 1 shall be 
able to do so. 

As regards this initial point, I shall beg my 
friends, who are so anxious to pursue this inves- 


tigation, not to force on a discussion at this mo- | 


ment, when no one is prepared to take part in it, 
or to say what is right or what is wrong. The 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Rusx] has his opinion; 
I have mine; but I am not prepared to vindicate 
that opinion to-day. I merely say this for the 
purpose of begging my friends to withhold an ex- 
pression on one point, and let us get through the 
discussion on some others. 

Į think that the suggestion of the Senator from 
Texas, (Mr. Rusx,] relative to the printing of the 
papers, is a good one. Let a special committee 
be appointed to select such papers as it is ascer- 
tained apply to the charges against the Commis- 
sioner; also, such papers as relate to the charges 
against others; for let us recollect that the charges 
laid before us are not made against one man alone. 
Let all the papers referring to these charges, and 
connected with the boundary line, and the initial 
point on the Rio Grande, be selected and printed. 

here are many papers which it would be folly to 
think of printing: for, even if they were printed, 
they would not be worth the paper upon which 
they were printed. 

I concur in the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] for the appointment of 
a select committee, to whose care the selection of 
the documents for publication may be left. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take oc- 
casion to say that the discussion with regard to 
the initial point of the boundary line is not now 
under consideration. It is simply a question of 
reference to a committee. 

Mr, PEARCE. Ido not wish to say anything 


on the subject of referring this matter either to the | 


Committee on Printing or toa select committee. 
I did not hear the remarks of the Senator from 
California, [Mr. Werxer,] but if I understood 
he remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. Cooper, | some suspicion had been expressed 


by the former named Senator that the Secretary | 


of the Interior had withheld these papers with a 
special design. It is to that point { wish to speak. 


I have before mea communication from the late || 


chief clerk in the Department of the Interior, to 
the Secretary of that Department. In this com- 
munication he says, that when the call was made 


it was his duty to prepare these papers and send | 
|| tion was necessary to the vindication of my own |! 
reputation against infamous charges made upon | 
|i this floor; and for this reason I may have shown ʻi 


them to the Senate, and that the instructions of the 


Secretary of the Interiorto him were to havethem | 


prepared with all possible dispatch. He further 
says, that the force in the Department not being 
sufficient, it was necessary to obtain clerks else- 
where; that two clerks were transferred from the 


Census Bureau, and that part of the time three |; 
After they had made |: 


clerks were employed. 
copies of the papers which were supposed to be 
necessary, it was considered essential that these 
copies should be compared with the original docu- 
ments. The communication to which I have re- 
ferred further says, that these clerks devoted to 
the work of revision and correction all the time 
that could be spared from other duties which im- 
peratively required theirattention, being frequently 
engaged upon it tilla late hour of the night. It 
also goes on to say: 

“ After the comparison and the correction of errors, and 
the supplying and copying of such papers as had escaped 
attention at first, it was uecessary to arrange all these pa- 
pers—an immense mass—in intelligible order; a work 
which required an intimate knowledge of their contents, and 


much intelligence and skill, and, of course, to be intrusted || 


to one clerk only. It will be remembered, alsa, that the 


records of the Department on the subject are embraced in a |: 
But one clerk at |; 


bound volume, and fill many pages folio. 
a time could be employed upon this, and that fact occa- 
sioned some delay after the other papers were prepared. 
“This statement will show some of the causes of the de- 
lay complained of. The resolution might have been re- 


sponded to sooner, if you had seen proper to pursue one of 


these two courses, Viz: either by taking the regular clerks 
of the office from their regular duties, and thus practically 
putting a stop to the operations of the Department; or, 2d, 
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| by employing a large number of extra temporary clerks, 
who would not have done the work so well, but would 
have done it—a proceeding not Jooked upon with much fa - 


| disposal would not very well bear.” 


|! Phat, I believe, is a fair explanation. It is evi- 
i dent that the Secretary of the Interior could not be 

the copying clerks. 
i iterates these orders, from time to time. That he 


onerated from all complaint on the subject. 


j 

| 

| 

| oner , 

| Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I` know that 
f 

‘land has stated in regard to the Secretary is true; 
i 
H 


1l have been at the Department, I have heard him 
į tell his chief clerk that he must increase his force 
to get this report sent to the Senate. But as far 
back as the 10th of June, I received a letter from 
the Secretary in which he informed me that the 
papers would be sent in in a very few days; that 
they were then comparing them. 
myself at the Department some four or five times, 
in regard to the answer to this call, and was con- 
stantly imploring the Secretary to increase the 
force, in order that we might have the answer in 
time to haveit printed. Notwithstanding all this, 
it has been delayed. Whether it was the inten- 
tion of the Secretary to prevent its publication at 
j this session or not, I do not undertake to say. 
| There is no man connected with the administra- 
tion of public affairs here for whom personally I 
entertain a higher opinion than the head of the 
Department of the Interior. I would be slow 
to impugn his integrity. But there are persons 
connected with that Department who were also 
connected with it under the administration of a 
late ex-Senator, (Mr. Ewing,] and I confess L do 
not entertain as high an opinion of them as I do 
of the head of the Department. There may be 
some gentlemen connected with that Department 
now who were engaged in the performance of du- 
ties there when certain letters were suppressed by 
the then head of the Department for the purpose 
of injuring me. If there be any fault on the 
part of the Secretary of the Interior, it has been, 
in my judgment, because he did not give hig 
personal attention to the subject, although entreat- 
ed by me on several occasions to give it. He 
knew I had no confidence in some of his subor- 
dinates. That is what I have to say; and I still 
! think the resolution could have been answered 


i; would have been answered much sooner. I hope 
|: I am now understood. An answer to the resolu- 


more than a usual degree of anxiety. 

i The PRESIDENT. The Chair wiil have to 
|; interpose again, and remind Senators that the 
|, question is simply on referring the communication 
to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WELLER. In answer to the suggestion 
made in regard to the appointment of the select 
committee, if it is thought advisable by any con- 


any objection to it. I will not make the motion 
|i myself, because I do not desire to be placed on the 
i committee, and under the parliamentary rule I 
‘might subject myself to be put on itif I should 
i make the motion. 1 hope, therefore, my friend 
i from Texas will introduce it in the form ofa 
proposition toamend my motion. 
tas an amendment to my proposition. 


» Printing. 
> Mr. GWIn. 
fer the subject to a select committee. 

The PRESIDENT. That motion is not in 
‘order. The question must first be taken on the 


Mr. WELLER. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. GWIN. I move that the communication 
be referred to a select committee of five, to be ap- 
i pointed by the Chair. 


| 
| 
| 
| 


vor by Congress, and which the contingent fund at your |i 


; perpetually engaged in supervising the work of | 
He gives his orders, and re- | 


has done; and, having done that, I think he is ex- | 


much of what the honorable Senator from Mary- | 


because upon more than one occasion upon which |} 


I had called į 


‘much sooner, and under different circumstances | 


siderable portion of the Senate, I will not interpose i; 


I would accept 


The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to | 
prefer the communication to the Committee on |) 


I move, as an amendment, to re- |! 


| proposition to refer to the Committee on Printing. |, 
i i 


|| ‘he motion was agreed to. 

i| The PRESIDENT. It requires theunanimous 
|; consent of the Senate for the Chair to appoint the 
| committee. 

| INo objection was made; and the President ap- 
pointed Messrs WELLER, Ciarxe, Rusx, Coop- 
ER, and Toucey, as the committee. 


PETITIONS. 

Mr. WADE presented a petition of citizens of 
Morrow county, Ohio, praying that the bill now 
| pending befere Congress, known as the ** home- 
f stead bill,” may become a law; which was re- 
i ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DAVIS. I desire to present a petition of 
| certain publishers of daily papers in the city of 
| Boston. They represent that there is a bill before 
| the Senate, which has come from the House of 
| Representatives, regulating the postage of daily 
papers; and I desire to get the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee cn the Post Office and 
Post Roads to the subject. They complain that, 
by the provisions of that bill, they are oppressed, 
and ask the Senate to look into those provisions, 
and see whether they are just towards the pub- 
lishers of daily papers that weigh more than two 
ounces. Í understand, from the memorialists, that 
they are the publishers of papers falling within 
that category, and that it imposes what they deem 
to he a very unreasonable burden upon them. 
They say that the former postage was acent with- 
in certain limits, and that it is now proposed to 
raise it to two cents. ‘They think the Senate 
| ought to take cognizance of the subject, and make 
some more equitable legislation. While the bill 
reduces postage everywhere else, they complain 
that it raises it on them. I move to refer the peti- 
| tion to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
| Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which were referred the following memo- 
rials of widows of soldiers who have been on the 
pension roll, but whose pensions have expired, 
praying a renewal of their pensions, ask to bedis- 
charged from their further consideration, for the 
reason that the committee have reported a general 
bill, which will embrace the cases presented by the 
memorials: 

Memorial of Sarah A. Watson; 

Memorial of Augusta O. Boyd; 

Memorial of Mary Ann H. Ridgeley; 

Memorial of Mary Robb; 

' Memorial of the widow of Orlando Pierce; and 

Memoria! of Elvira F. Smith. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred the petitions of John Cripps, Orson 
Young, and the children of Hannah Scott, asked 
|: to be discharged from the further consideration 
i; thereof; which was agreed to. 

l He also, from the same committee, to which 
| was referred the petition of Lavinia Taylor, 
i widow of Isaac Taylor, a private in the United 
| 
| 
i 
1 


States Army, praying a pension, reported a bill 
i for her relief; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
| was referred the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives for the relief of Silas Champton, of New 
York, reported it back without amendment, 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, from the Committee on 
Publie Lands, to which was referred the petition 
of John H. C. Mayer, praying that a sum of 
|i money paid by him on land subject to entry may 
‘be refunded with interest, reported a bill for his 
i relief; which was read and passed to the second 
' reading. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- 
diciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
Samuel H. Hampstead, praying compensation for 
services as district attorney in defending claims to 
lands in Arkansas, submitted a report, accompa- 
i nied by a bill for his relief; which was read and 
The report was or- 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post Of- 
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fice and Post Roads, to which was referred the peti- 
tion of the administrator of Isaac L. Battle, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; |i 
which was read and passed to the second reading. | 
The report was ordered to be printed. f 

Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on Pensions, 
to which were referred the bills from the House of 
Representatives, for the relief of Catherine Clarke, 
and for the relief of David Murphy, reported them 
back without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Sarah Crandall, 
praying a pension, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill for her relief; which was read and 
passed to the second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred a joint resolution relating to pensions, 
reported back the same with an amendment, 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives making appropriation 
for the current and contingent expenses of the In- |; 
dian department, for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending 
June 30, 1853, reported back the same with sun- 
dry amendments. j 

r. UPHAM, from the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
memorial of John R. Jefferson, praying compensa- 
tion for carrying the mail, and damages for the 
annulment of his contract, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
Van Rensselaer Morgan, praying to be allowed 
compensation for his traveling expenses while re- 
turning from the Sandwich Islands, by order of the | 
Navy Department, submitted a report, accompa- 
nied by a bill for his relief; which was read and | 
passed to the second reading. The report was | 
ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of citizens of Pensa- 
cola, praying that measures may be taken for the 
construction of a ship-of-war at that navy-yard, 
and that it be prepared for the construction, equip- 
ment, and repair of all classes of vessels-of-war, | 
submitted a report on the subject; which was 
ordered to be printed. 


GEORGE R. C. FLOYD. 


Mr, GWIN. lam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Finance to report back the joint resolution 
for the relief of George R. C. Floyd, late Secretary 
of Wisconsin Territory, and sureties, and offer a 
substitute to the joint resolution. Inasmuch as it 
is a matter which has been adjudicated before by 
the Senate—as it merely refers the accounts to the 
proper office for adjustment—lI ask for its consid- 
eration now. [I presume there will be no objection 
to it. 

No objection was made, and the Senate pro- | 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider | 
the joint resolution. The amendment of the | 

| 


committee is, to strike out all after the resolving i 
clause, and insert the following: 

“Phat the proper accounting officers of the Treasur 
Department be authorized and directed to settie the account 
of George R. C. Floyd, late Secretary of Wisconsin Terri- 
tory, upon principles of equity and justice. ™? f 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was į 
reported to the Senate as amended; the amend- | 
i 
f 
| 


ment was concurred in, and the bill was ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading. 

SETTLERS ON THE CENTRAL RAILROAD, ETC. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I move to postpone all prior 


! third time. 


: constrained by asense of duty to insist upon taking 
j up the Indian appropriation bill. 


| Representatives proposing to adjourn on the 31st 


orders, for the purpose of taking up House bill |, 
entitled ‘An act to protect actual settlers upon |! 
“the land on the line of the Central Railroad and |: 
t branches by granting preémption rights there- |! 
$ to.” My reason for making this motion is, that | 
it is a bill of such a nature that unless it passes 
within a few days, it will be of no avail to the i; 
persons whom it is intended to benefit. i 

Mr. GWIN.  Lhopethe Senator will withdraw F 
his motion to allow me to offer a resolution. f 
| 
H 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I will suggest to the 
Senator from California that it will take but a 
short time to act upon the bill. The necessity for |: 
its passage is great. j 


Mr. SHIELDS. The parties intended to be | 


i 


|; preference to other subjects. Other gentlemen | 
: have special subjects which they wish to have 


: know where it will end. 
| can have his bill taken up on next private bill day. 


| sition to treat my friend from Georgia with every 


benefited by the bill are preémptors on the line of 
the railroad, and they will lose their little improve- 
ments unless it passes within a few days. itis only į 
intended to enable them to enter the land at $2 50 | 
per acre, the Government price. The lands are | 
to be sold, and they will get into the hands of 
speculators unless this bill shall pass in a few | 
days. That is the only reason for asking the 
Senate to take it up now. It will be of no avail 
in two or three days. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill. It was reported from the Committee on | 
Public Lands with an amendment to strike outall | 
after the enacting clause, and insert the following: | 


t That each and every person now an actual settler and i 
occupant, and who, on the 20th day of Seprember, in the | 
year of our Lord 1850, had made such an actual settlement į 
and improvement as would have entitled him to aright of :[ 
preémption under the act of September 4th, 1841, but for | 
bis failure to give the requisite notice under that law, orto i 
file proof within due time, on any tract ofland now owned | 
by the United States, and situated within the Hinits reserved | 
from sale by order of the Government, because of the grant : 
of alternate sections to the States of Illinois, Mississippi, | 
aud Alabama in aid of the construction of the Chicago and | 
Mobile railroad and branches, by virtue of an act of Con- 
gress approved September 20th, 1850, entitied ‘An act 
granting the right of way and making a grant of land to the 
States of Hlinois, Mississippi, and Alabama in aid of the 
construction ofa railroad from Chicago to Mobile,’ shall 
have the right to purchase, at the price established by law 
in regulating the sales of said lands, a quantity of the tract 
so settled on and improved, uot less. than forty nor more 
than one hundred and sixty acres, in legal subdivisions, on 
which said improvements may be situated: Provided, That 
any person claiming the right to purchase under this act 
shall, before the actual offering of the tract at public sale, 
file with the register of the proper land vitice a notice de- 
scribing the land by its numbers, aud make the necessary 
proof, affidavit, and payment for the land, within twelve 
months from the date of this act: And provided further, 
That the right of way upon and across any tract of land 
claimed under the provisions of this act, uot exceeding two 
hundred feet in width, shall be reserved and retained for 
the said railroad and branches, as the same may be located 
and constructed.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. The bill was | 
reported to the Senate as amended; the amend- 
ment was concurred in, and ordered to be en- 
grossed, and the bill was ordered to be read a 


| 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, by unanimous consent, 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill to 
provide for the correction of errors in the location } 
of military bounty land warrants, and entry of 
lands; which was read a first and second time by | 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

JAMES C. WATSON. 


Mr. CHARLTON, I desire to ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to take up the bill for 
the relief of the legal representatives of James C. 
Watson, of Georgia. I will explain, in a few 
words, why I make that request of the Senate at 
this time. My colleague, [Mr. Dawson,] whose 
presence on the occasion of the debate on the bill 
is absolutely necessary, may be detained from the 
Senate by unavoidable circumstances for many 
days after this. I ask, therefore, as an act of 
courtesy to him, that this matter may be taken up 
at this time, to enable him to leave the Senate 
Chamber to attend to duties which are more press- 
ing upon him, a knowledge of which, perhaps, is 
familiar to most of the Senators present. I. move 
to postpone all prior orders, for the purpose of 
taking up that bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. 


| 
I regret very much, but I am | 
1 
| 


t ) l think, after | 
having sent a resolution back to the House of | 


of August, we ought to take care to transact the | 
business as fast as they send it to us, especially 
the general appropriation bills. The Indian ap- | 
propriation bill was reported this morning, and I 
hope the Senate will take it up, and consider it in 


considered, and if we begin with this, I do not 
I presume the Senator | 
Mr. SUMNER. I certainly have every dispo- | 
courtesy, but the bill which he seeks to take up 
out of its course is a private bil. Naturally, | 
therefore, it should come up on Friday. But there i 
is another circumstance on account of which I Í 


may certainly appeal to the courtesy of the Senate. 
Itis known to all that the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
Cuase] has expressed an intention to discuss the 
bill. Itis within my personal knowledge that he 
has made elaborate preparation for that discussion. 
Now, it so happens that this very day he has leftthe 
city to be absent some days; and his last request 
to me, as he left, was to appeal to the Senate to 
have that bill, if it should be brought forward, put 
aside until his return. On that ground, as a cour- 
tesy to the absent Senator, and as this is a private 
bill, and therefore does not properly come up with 
our public bills, E must join with the Senator from 
Virginia, and ask that it may not be considered 
to-day. 

Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, I certainly do 
not wish to interfere with the desires of any mem- 
ber of the Senate, with regard to the order of busi- 
ness that should be taken up. I have no inclina- 
tion to interfere with the wishes of the honorable 
Senator from Georgia, but, sir, after the explana- 
tion made by the honorable Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, it would be hardly courteous to the 
Senator from Ohio to take up the billnamed by 
the Senator from Georgia, in his absence, inas- 
much as he has prepared himself for its discus- 
sion. But, incidentally, in this discussion upon 
the motion of the honorable Senator from Geor- 
gia, my friend from Virginia [Mr. Hunter} has 
mtimated his wish—-and his wishes are almost 
always law with us—that the Indian appropriation 
bill should be taken up for consideration by the 
Senate. Now, I submit in opposition to that in- 
cidental suggestion, and in opposition to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Georgia, that there already 
has been in this Chamber a discussion upon a res- 
olution that was introduced by the honorable Sen- 
ator from California, [Mr. We.wer,] in relation 
to certain charges that were made against the 
Commissioner to run and mark the boundary line 
between this country and Mexico. The Senate 
will recollect that that discussion, so far as it pro- 
ceeded, was entirely of a violent and personal 
character. It falls to my lot to undertake to de- 
fend an absent man, and so far as the limited ma- 
terials within my possession have enabled me, I 
am ready to enter upon that defense now, and I 
certainly will ask the Senate not to supersede, by 
any new subject, the consideration of the regular 
order, which was expected to come up to-day, 
but that the motion of the Senator from Georgia, 
and the suggestion of the honorable Senator from 
Virginia, may not prevail, and that I may be al- 
lowed to go on with my remarks, following the 
honorable Senator from California, 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to know whether I 
understood the Senator aright. Did hechargeme 
with having made a violent personal attack on the 
present Commissioner? 

Mr. CLARKE. I said that the discussion, as 
presented by the honorable Senator, was of a vio- 
lent and personal character. I believe that was 
the expression, but I retract the word ‘* violent. ?”? 
It was only personal. I meant nothing offensive. 

Mr. WELLER. It was not personal so far as 
the Commissioner was concerned. 

Mr. CLARKE. The Senator will allow me to 
explain that I meant no discourtesy to him, and 
I ask him now, in advance, not to get angry with 
one who does not intend to offend him, or any- 
body else, any further than in the line of duty pre- 
scribed as a Senator on this floor. So far as that 
goes I shall do my duty. But I would observe 
that, in the remarks made by the honorable Sen- 
ator upon his resolution, he referred to a former 
Senator upon this floor. With that, except as an 
incidental thing, I have little to do; but in those 
remarks there were charges preferred by him—for 
the first time they ever came to my knowledge— 
against the Commissioner. It was to these charges 
that I referred as being of a personal character, 
I retract the word “ violent,” and beg the Senator 
not to think that I meant anything discourteous. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- 
poning the prior orders for the purpose of taking 
up the bill named by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. RUSK. It seems to he a matter of cour- 
tesy all round. A motion is made by the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia to take up, as a matter 
of courtesy to his colleague, the bill which he has 
named. The honorable Senator from Massachu- 
setts desires, as a matter of courtesy to the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, that it should be postponed until 
he has an opportunity to come back and discuss 
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it. As 1 understand the Senator from Rhode 
Island, he desires that he shall have his rights, by 
going on with another discussion. Now, sir, I 
have to choose between these three gentlemen to 
whom I should extend courtesy. 

Mr. DAWSON. If my friend will allow me, 
I will ask my colleague to withdraw his motion. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the Senator will not do so. 
The bill was once up, and would have been dis- 
cussed and passed, but the honorable Senator’s 
politeness then withdrew the motion in order to 
give the Senator from Ohio an opportunity to in- 
vestigate it. I know something of this bill, and 
it is clearly just,legal,and right. It is for money 
paid by General Watson years ago, which is now 
owing to his heirs. I know the question which is 
desired to be ratsed by the honorable Senator from 
Ohio. He desires to raise a question where, in 
fact, none can be raised, and to fasten to the bill a 
question as to the right of property in slaves. I 
have examined the facts in the case. The whole 
claim arises, to be sure, in relation to some slaves 
that were captured from the Seminole Indians. 
Under an order of one of the officers of the Gov- 
ernment they were to be turned over to the Creeks. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will be under 
the necessity of saying that the bill is not under 
consideration. 

Mr. RUSK. 
this. 
not prevail out of courtesy to the Senator from 
Ohio. Now, I know the claim to be a just one. 1 
feel sure that it does not involve the questions 
supposed. I know the condition of the honorable 
Senator from Georgia to be that which must be 
extremely embarrassing. He has a son at the 
point of death. This bill has been delayed and 
delayed; and one day in its order, when we were 
upon private bills, it was, as a matter of cour- 
tesy, postponed. And now that Senator has to 
choose between going to the bedside of his sick 
and dying son, or extending his courtesy, and not 
discharging his duty to his friends and constit- 
uents. Under such circumstances, I hope the Sen- 
ate will take up and dispose of the bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ihave received a communi- 
cation from oneof the parties interested in this 
bill, insisting that it shall not be taken up in the 
absence of the Senator from Alabama, (Mr. CLEM- 
ens,| who is not now present. Iam not acquainted 
with the merits of the bill I have no reason 
to believe but that it is just; but there is some 
difference among the parties as to the propriety 
of taking it up now, which I do not understand. 
But I am requested to state this much to the Sen- 
ate, that one of the parties is desirous of having 
the Senator from Alabama present when it is con- 
sidered. 

Mr. SUMNER. I would take the liberty of 
correcting my friend from Texas, so far as he has 
undertaken to state what the honorable Senator 
from Onio would say, if he were here to discuss 
this question. I understand that the Senator from 
Ohio has made an elaborate examination of the 
facts and documents in the case. Fe is desirous 
of presenting his conclusions on that examination, 
to the Senate. This case is one which has been 
some ten or twelve years before Congress, and 
now for the first time has reached this body; and 
when a Senator has set himself apart and made 
that preparation for an examination, may he not 
expect that the bill will, at least, take its regular 
place on the Calendar as a private bill, and then 
be called up, and he have an opportunity to 
present the results of his examination to the 
Senate? I think it is nat claiming too much for 
that absent Senator—after he has made his prepar- 
ation, when he has authorized me te make that 
known to the Senate—to ask this indulgence. 

Mr. RUSK. [I knew this indulgence was once 
extended to the Senator from Ohio. Iam not dis- 
posed to be wanting in courtesy to anybody; but 

know this case. I have investigated the matter. 
My moral perceptions may be wrong; but [ do 
not think I have seen a stronger case of justice 
presented before the Senate. I know very well 
that the honorable Senator from Ohio did request 
the Senator from Georgia to postpone it on a fermer 
day; and now, under the circumstances, it is a 
question whether or not we shall indulge the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, as a matter of courtesy to him, in 
raising an abstract question, or indulge the Senator 
from Georgia, who is called away from the Senate 
by an afflicting circumstance. 


I will then confine my remarks to 


The question is, whether this motion shall | 


Mr. WALKER. The last remark of the Sen- 
ator from Texas does not seem to present the case 
| properly. My friend from Massachusetts, but an 
Instant before, denied that the object of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio was to raise a mere abstract ques- 


honorable Senator was to present an argument 
upon the facts of the case. Í know nothing at all 
about this claim. If any Senator has investigated 
it, and can elucidate it upon the facts, I shall be 
glad, for one, to hear him. I regret exceedingly 


be asked, to the Senator from Georgia, under the 
circumstances; but we havea request that this case 


Senator from Ohio to give an’argument upon the 
facts, not upon an abstract question; and the Sen- 
ator from Alabama desiring to submit another ar- 
gument, I suppose, or at least to be present, [ 
think we had better not take up the bill now, out 
of its order, when it is not private bill day. 

Mr. CHARLTON. Iam sorry that I cannot 


| my motion. I recollect to have read in an old 
| play ofa man who made up his mind that he would 
| never again do another courteous act as long as 
i he lived. If | were my colleague, I would make up 
my mind not to do another courteous act during my 
į life, if this request should be refused. When the 
| case was called up before, the Senator from Ohio 
| requested that it might be postponed, siating that 
' he desired to make some remarks upon it. My 
| colleague, with his usual courtesy, acquiesced, 
| He was ready, and able, and willing at that time 
| to debate the whole question, and present it thor- 
| oughly and accurately to the Senate. It was sim- 

ply through his courtesy to the Senator from Ohio 
į that it was postponed. How is he situated now ? 


| perform. Whether he shail not have another 
| more solemn duty to perform, is a question I hate 
! to entertain, but which he may have to entertain. 
| Now, between these two courtesies, between these 
|i duties, can the Senate hesitate for a moment? The 
|; Senator from Ohio has had ample time to prepare 
| know, by any extraordinary circumstance. My 
|| colleague has prepared himself for the case; 
| his presence is indispenably necessary to the safe 
| 
| Lask the Senate if they will hesitate between these 
| two different courtesies? 1am as ready to hear 
! the Senator from Ohio upon the abstract question 
| of slavery, which we are just as ready to meet as 
| any other question involved in this case; but the 
| Senate have intelligence and information enough 
| before them to act upon the case without the Sen- 
iator from Ohio; and I ask, under the circum- 
| stances, that the Senate will take up the bill as an 
! act of courtesy, and an act of justice to my col- 
league. 

In reference to the absence of the Senator from 


ji 
i 
| 
i 


| although perhaps it may be important to have him 

here—cannot affect the merits of thecase. There 
|i may be a question, after the Senate shall have 
| passed this bill, which of two legal representatives 
| shall be entitled to the money. With that ques- 
tion the Senate has nothing to do. 
ferred to the proper Department to pay the money 
to the legal representatives of James C. Watson; 
but that 1s a question which is not at all to be agi- 
tated here. All the Senate have do is with the 
abstract justice of the claim; and now I make an 
earnest, and I hope, effectual appeal to the Senate, 
to relieve my colleague from the unfortunate pre- 
dicamentin which he is placed—placed, too, by 
| his courtesy to the Senator from Ohio, I hope, 
therefore, the Senate will agree to take up the bill 
and pass it. 

Mr. WADE. My colleague [Mr. Cuase] has 
left the city for to-day, not supposing that this 
bill would come up out of its regular order, it 
being a private bill. He has been guilty of no 
negligence in preparing himself on the question, 
: as Í know. He expected it would come up on the 
| last private bill day, and was then ready to meet 

it. Itis not true that he has been negligent in 
preparing himself; he is prepared, and was pre- 
pared then. But the bill was passed by, the Sen- 
ate being occupied with other matters. He went 
away, believing that it would not come up again 


not to extend any courtesy whatever which may | 


accede to the request of my colleague to withdraw | 


; Here is a solemn duty which he is called upon to | 


‘himself. He is not called away, as far as we | 
and | 


and effectual vindication of the claim just as it is. | 


It will be re- ! 


tion here. He assured us that the object of that | 


may not be taken up to-day, on account of another || 
Senator, (Mr. Crumens,] whoisalsoabsent. This i 
being the state of things; it being desired by the ii 


i| Alabama, I have only to say, that his absence— || 
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I until next private bill day, and had not antici- 
ji pated at all any movement to take it up out of its 
l regular order. 1 know that he thinks ita very 
l| important bill, and believes that the claim is not 
; well founded, not on account of any abstract prin- 
ciple that I know of. I have understood from 
him, that it depended on a great variety of facts, 
and investigation of documents of considerable 
magnitude, requiring considerable labor to go 
through their investigation. 1 know he has come 
to a conclusion directly opposite to that which the 
Senator from Texas thinks is very clear. He has 
repared himself, he has investigated the case, and 
1e wishes to state to the Senate the result of his 
investigation, He did not anticipate any move- 
ment to take it up out of its order. Were he 
here to-day, he would be ready to discuss it; for 
he did in good faith proceed to inform himself of 
the facts, and he immediately prepared himself for 
the discussion. I think, out of courtesy to him, 
the bill should not be taken up to-day.” I think, 
in justice to all, that we may understand it, it 
should not be taken up. 

Mr. CLARKE, I had designed—and my pa- 
pers are before me—to go on to-day; butafter the 
appeal which has been made by the Senator from 
Georgia, [Mr. Cuanzrow,] and the particular cir- 
cumstances under which that appeal has been 
made, I withdraw all claim I may have upon the 
courtesy of the Senate to proceed to-day, and will 
vote for the motion of the honorable Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. DAWSON. I trust I may be permitted to 
suggest to my colleague to withdraw his motion 
; until to-morrow, and Jet the Senator from Rhode 

{sland go on this morning. s 

Mr. CLARKE. It makes but little difference 
to me whether l proceed to-day or to-morrow. I 
have the evidence before me; it is nearly all either 
written or printed. I have very little myself to 
say, except to submit the evidence. , 

Mr. CASS, As the Senator from Rhode Island 
is perfectly willing to postpone his remarks, it cer- 
tainly appears to me that the appeal, presented by 
the Senator from Georgia, is such as to justify the 
Senate in going on with the bill which he has 
moved to take up. 

Mr. Cuar.ron’s motion was agreed to, and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. __ 

It proposes to direct the Treasurer of the United 
| States to pay to the legal representatives of General 
i James C. Watson, late of the State of Georgia, 
| deceased, $14,600, with six per cent. interest per 
| annum, from May 8th, 1838, till paid, being the 
i 
| 
j 


i 
{ 
i 
i 
H 
i 
| 
i 
i 
f 


f 
i 
i 
H 
| 
i 
| 


| amount paid by him, under the sanction of the 
| Indian agent, to certain Creek warriors, for slaves 
captured by said warriors while they were in the 
| service of the United States against the Seminole 
Indians in Florida. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
; amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. JONES, of Towa. I move that the Presi- 
dent of the Senate appoint an additional member 
; of the Committee on Enrolled Bills, as one of the 
| members of that committee is now absent on ac- 
i count of indisposition. 

The motion was agreed to, and Mr. CHARLTON 
was appointed. 
| NOTICE OF A RESOLUTION, 
| Mr. TOUCEY gave notice of his intention to 
: introduce a joint resolution, transferring from the 
| office of the Attorney General to the Solicitor of 
| the Treasury the duty of examining titles to lands 
| proposed to he purchased or taken by the United 
; States for custom-houses and other public pur- 
| poses. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
i resolution, submitted hy Mr. W ELLER on the 28th 
| of June, proposing the appointment of a select 
committee of five to investigate the charges pre- 


i 
i 

# THE BOUNDARY COMMISSIONER. 
f 
{ 
i 
| 


1; ferred by Colonel J. McClellan, of the Corps of 


Topographical Engineers, against J. R. Bartlett, 
Commissioner to run and mark the boundary line 
between the United States and Mexico. 

Mr. CLARKE addressed the Senate for soma 
‘time in defense of the official conduct of Com- 
‘missioner Bartlett, but, without conclyding, gave 
1 WEY 


And the Senate adjourned, 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monnay, July 26, 1851. 

The House met at eleven o’clock, a. m. 

The Journal of Saturday was readand approved. 

The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the unan- 
{mous consent of the House to take up the resolu- 
tion fixing the day of adjournment. 

[Cries of “ Agreed !” “ Agreed p 
House.} 

Mr. OLDS. Agreed, 
of the morning hour, 

Mr. HARRIS. I will then propose to take up 
the resolution before proceeding to the execution 
of the business of the morning hour. i 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I object to taking up the 
resolution previous to the morning hour. | 

The SPEAKER. It is objected to, and the 
resolution cannot be taken up until after the ex- 
piration of the morning hour. . 

Mr. OLDS. I would inquire if there is not 
some unfinished business pending before the | 
House for the morning hour: | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by 
the Clerk that there is not. Reports are now in 
order from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported the following res- 
olution: i 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
pay to Nathan Rathburn, at the same rate of compensation |} 
that other clerks of the House are paid, from the first day 
of January, 1851, to the 4th day of March, 1851, for ser- |; 


vices as clerk of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. | 


Mr. OLDS. I send to the Chair a letter directed | 
to the chairman of the present committee, from 
the chairman of the same committee during the 
last Congress, which I desire to have read. 

The letter was then read, as follows: 

WASHINGTON, Tth May, 1852. 

Dear Sin: Mr. Nathan Rathburn was employed as 
clerk of the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, |; 
of the House of Representatives, Thirty- first Congress, į} 
from the first of January, 1851, to the close of the session. || 

i 


all over the | 


if it does not come out 


The committee reported a post route bill, an unusual thing 
at a short session, which made it indispensable to employ 
a clerk, Very respectfully, 

E. D. POTTER, late Chairman 


f 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. | 

Hon. E. B. Oros, Chairman, Sc. | 
Mr. OLDS. Ihave only a word to say in re- || 
lation to that resolution. At the last short session |} 
of Congress, there were so many petitions for || 
post offices and post roads, which is a very un- || 
usual thing, that it became necessary to report a | 
bill in reference thereto. The chairman of the || 
committee being engaged in other duties, as mem- || 
bers of the House generally are during a short || 
session, and in attending to the sittings of the || 
House, had not the time to attend to the drawing || 
H 

i 

i 


up of that bill, and he employed a clerk for the 
time named in that resolution—that is, from some 
time in January to the close of the session in 
March. All I have to say is, that the House have 
the power to pay the clerk employed by that com- 
mittee. If they do not do it, the chairman of 
that committee will have to pay him out of his į 
own pocket. i 
The SPEAKER. The question is upon the | 
adoption of the resolution. i 
Mr. STANLY. 1 wish to know of the gentle- | 

| 

| 

1 

\ 


man from Chio, [Mr. Oxps,] if his predecessor, | 
the chairman of that committee, did not ask per- | 
mission of the House to employ a clerk, and the : 
House refused to grant it? 1 do not wish to object | 
to this small matter, but I do not want to set a 
bad example, by allowing a committee todo what į 
the House forbids. My recollection is, that the | 
gentleman asked authority to employ a cierk, and 
the House refused it. If so, it ie improper for us | 
to pass this resolution. it 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman is misteken in f 
supposing that the chairman of the committee | 
acted in opposition to the wishes of the House. |} 
He employed this clerk with the expectation that i 
he would have to pay him out of his own funds. | 
Jam aware that there was no resolution of Con- Hi 
gress authorizing the employment of a clerk by ji 
that committee, Now, it is a question simply | 
whether Congress will pay that clerk, or whether i 
the chairman of the committee shall do it? i 
Mr. STANLY. The gentleman has not an- || 


| swered my question. My question was: 


i ten times the sum for some other object. 


| known repeated instances, in my experience, of 


| clerks, but more frequently in the executive branch 


| which I hope will come up during the discussion | 


| else, which were refused, but where they have gone | 
| on to spend the money notwithstanding. Now, ; } ) 
! with what propriety can we refuse to pay any debts i| withdraw the call for the previous question. 
| they choose to contract if we allow this system to |; 
i| drawn. 


i daily labor for their subsistence. 


| absolutely necessary to be rendered—and he asks 


the House refuse to authorize the employment of 
a clerk ? 

Mr. OLDS. I have already stated that I sup- 
pose there was no authority from the House for 
the employment of a clerk; but the chairman of | 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads | 
found it absolutely necessary to have a clerk, and | 
if the House does not pay for the services of that | 
clerk, the chairman will be obliged to pay it him- 


self. li 


Mr. STANLY. Did not the House refuse? 
That is the question. 

Mr. GENTRY. It seems to me that this prin- 
ciple is involved in the proposition now before the | 
House—namely, whether the House will confer 
indiscriminately upon all of its committees the dis- 


| 
| 


cretion of employing clerks whenever they choose 
without its authority? ff we adopt the principle 
of paying when they employ a clerk without the | 
authority of Congress, we may expect every com- | 
mittee to employ a clerk, and the House be culled ; 
upon to pay them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. 


I wish to ask | 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Oups,] why his | 
predecessor did not ask for authority to employ a | 
clerk, if a clerk was necessary ? ! 

Mr. OLDS. Iam informed by the gentleman | 
from North Carolina [Mr. Stanty] that the com- 
mittee did do so, but the House refused. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. In what position is this 
question before the Fiouse? 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
passage of the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I regret that any question 
has been made about this matter; but, as it has 


been made, I think the House had better settle the }: 


principle right. 1 remember, that in the last Con- 


i 
| 


F 
t 
i 
i 
i 
i 


i 


a 


| that a larger sum 


1 


i| Gentry, Grey, 


gress, there were repeated applications from several | 


committees for clerks, and the House refused its | 
consent. Now, we understand that the chairman | 
of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads thought proper to employ a clerk, and he 
did so, according to my recollection, upon a dis- 
tinct refusal of the House to pay him. [do not 
think, therefore, that there is any principle which | 
will justify us in paying him. 1 would rather give | 


I hope the House of Representatives will not | 
allow itself to be trifled with in this way. I have 


this kind, when attempts have been made to get | 


of the Government, where we have refused ex- ' 
pressly to allow them, and where, notwithstanding | 
| 
| 


| they were employed, we have been called upon | 
to pay them. There are several instances now, ‘| 


of the appropriation bills, where it will be found 
that executive officers have asked for appro- | 
priations of money for particular purposes, such 
as the building of houses, offices, or something 


| Busby, E. Cartington Cabeti, Jose 


Did not | one, it was too small a one for the House of Rep- 


resentatives to pass, but if he could come and ask 

for half a million, as for the Collins line, he could 
et it. 

j Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman 

frora Ohio [Mr. Oros} if he did not oppose the 

deficiency bill upon that ground? 'Fhatis my rec- 

ollection. 

Mr. OLDS. I did, and ask the gentleman if he 
did- not vote for it? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will state this distinction 
between the two cases. There is this important 
distinction: The expenditures in this deficiency 
bill were generally of a character authorized by 
aw. Weare bound by law to maintain our Army 
and Navy, and Congress said they could be main- 
tained at a less rate than the Secretary thought 
they could be, and the House has become satisfied 
than was appropriated was ne- 
cessary to do what the law required should be 
done. But we have no law authorizing the em- 
ployment of these clerks. If we had such a law; 


and had voted a certain sum of money which was 


found insufficient, then there would bea similarity 


i} were ordered. 


The question was then taken upon the motion 
to lay the resolution upon the table, and it was 
decided in the negative—yeas 61, nays 72; as fol- 


i lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Barrere, Beale, Bibighaus, John H. 
Boyd, Bragg, Brenton, George H. Brown, Burrows, Cald- 
well, Chastain, Cleveland, Clingwan, Cobb, Daniel, Jobn 
G. Davis, Duncan, Eastman, Faulkner, Ficktin, Gaylord, 
Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Hart, 
Hebard, Hendricks, Honston, John W. Howe, James John- 
son, George G. King, Preston King, Letcher, Martin, Mill- 
son, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Murphy, 
Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Ross, Smart, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Taylor, Thurston, Tuck, Wat- 
kins, Welch, Addison White, Wileox, and Wildrick—61. 

NAVS~--Mesers. Aiken, Ashe, Bissell, Albert G. Brown, 
ph Cable, Thompson 
Chandler, Chapman, Clark, Dawson, 
Dimmiek, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Edmundson, Florence, 
Fowler, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Green, 
Sampson W. Harris, Henn, Hibbard, Howard, Thomas M. 
Howe, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, Kurtz, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Humpbrey 


Campbell, Cartter, 


` Marshall, McNair, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Peas- 


lee, Penn, Polk, Porter, Powell, Price, Richardson, Rob- 
bins, Robie, Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, 
Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thade 
deus Stevens, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Suth- 


| erland, Townshend, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Alexander 


j 
t 
i 


i 


go on here? ‘This is a small matter, I admit, but 
the chairman of the committee, whoever he was, | 
thought fit to employ this clerk, and I think he 
ought to py him. We haveall to employ clerks. 
1 do, and every member has to for our private | 
business, and without them we cannot get along | 
with our public and private business both. I hope | 
the House will reject this application. I move to 


lay the resolution upon the table. ji 
Mr. OLDS. I hopethe gentleman will with- |: 


draw his motion, to allow me to say a word, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. OLDS. I wish to say, in relation to this 
matter, that this applicant stands in precisely the | 


ii i H : 
i! same condition as the Secretary of War in asking 


i 
| 
appropriation for the deficiency bill. Congress | 
had refused appropriations for purposes asked in i 
i 
l 
i 


|! that bill, but the War Department went on and 
| made the expenditures. 


é But here is a poor man, | 
with his wife and children depending upon his | 
He has given 
his services for sixty days to the country—services 


pay for those sixty days at the usual rate of com- 
pensation, and this House, in its magnanimity, | 
refuses to pay him, and yet gives $3,000,000 to the 


‘War Department, in the deficiency bill. [told this | 


applicant that although I believed his claim a just | 


t 


White, Williams, and Yates—72. 

Mr. OLDS. I move the previous question. 

The House was divided on seconding the pre- 
vious question, and there were 75 in the affirma- 
tive, and 30 in the negative; no quorum voting. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Task that the House may be 
divided by tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FULLER, of 
Maine, and CHANDLER appointed. 

Mr. OLDS. If there be no objection, I will 


No objection was made, and the call was with- 


The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 


| the adoption of the resolution, upon which tellers 


have been ordered. The same gentlemen will act 
as tellers, 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 79, noes 43. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. OLDS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 


! motion was agreed to. 


CORNELIUS COVERT. 

Mr. STUART. l move to reconsider the vote 
by which the House referred the bill for the relief 
of Cornelius Covert to the Committee of the 
Whole. JI stated the contents of that bill to the 
House, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Fow rer] also stated that the committee had 
examined it with great care, It is simply to cor- 
rect an error Ina contract. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the bill is in the hands of the printer, in compli- 
ance with the order of the House, The gentle- 
man’s motion may be submitted for consideration 
and postponed. 

Mr. STUART. I will then submit the motion, 
and give notice that I will call it up. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman can call it up | 


Reports from 


at any time in the morning hour. 
ost Roads 


the Committee on the Post Office and 
are now in order. 
POSTAGE ON THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 

Mr. OLDS. I aminstructed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to report the 
following joint resolution: 

Joint resolution providing for the distribution of the laws of 
Congress and the debates thereon. 

With a view to the cheap circulation of the laws of Con- 
gress and the debates contributing to the true interpretation 
thereof, and to make free the communication between the 
representative and constituent bodies: 

Resolved by the Senate and Houseof Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
from and after the present session of Congress the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix, which contain the laws and the 
debates thereon, shall pass free through the mails so long 
as the same shall be published by order of Congress : Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein shali be construed to authorize 
the circulation of the Daily Globe free of postage. 

The resolution was read a first and second time. 

Mr. OLDS. I ask that the resolution may be 
put upon its passage. It is not necessary that I 
should explain it, as its object, I presume, is under- 
stood by every member of the House. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. When shall it have a third 
reading ? 

[Cries òf“ Now!” & Now !7} 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the committee whether these laws cannot 


be now distributed free by the frank of the Clerk? : 


Mr. OLDS. ‘There is no doubt but what mem- 
bers of Congress have the right to frank the Con- 
gressional Globe. It is printed by order of Con- 
gress and is, therefore, a public document. It is 
the only publication which does any justice to this 
House before the country. ‘lhe proceedings of 
both the Senate and House of Representatives 
are reported in the Congressional Globe; and the 
country, by the circulation of that publication can 
understand precisely the relative importance of the 
two Houses, and precisely what is donein the two 
Houses; but take, sir, the Union ar National In- 
telligencer, and you find a full report of the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate but a very meagre account 
of the Elouse proceedings, inasrauch as the House 
pays nothing for the insertion of its proceedings 
in those two papers. 

A Memper. These papers contain a wretched 
skeleton of the proceedings of the House. 

Mr. OLDS. Yes, sir, asa friend near me says, 
they are but wretched skeletons. Members of 
Congress have received communications from all 
portions of the country with regard to the unfair- 
ness with which the proceedings of this House 
are known or represented in the country. The 


people know nothing of what is going on here, | 


and the only way they can know is by the circu- 
lation of the Congressional Globe. Mr. Rives 
does not propose to raise the price of the Globe 
atall, If it can be circulated free, without the 
frank of members of Congress, to subscribers, it 
will be taken into the country, and we shall be 
fairly represented. The Appendix to the Globe 
will hereafter contain all the laws passed at each 
session of Congress. Thus, we will not only 
give greater circulation in the country to the pro- 
ceedings of both Houses in an authentic form, 
but the laws themselves, which those debates and 
proceedings serve to illustrate and explain. 


Mr. DUNCAN. The object of the resolution, |; 


then, is that the subscribers of the Congressional 
Globe may receive it free of postage. 
Mr. OLDS. Yes, sir; but not the Daily Glebe. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I certainly shall not vote fox 
the resolution. While I am perfectly willing 
there shall be such a modification of the postage 


law as shall put the Congressional Globe upon a |; 
footing with the other newspapers of the country, |: 


T can see no reason why it should be put upon a 
more favorable one. 

Mr. OLDS. IJ have but a word to say in rela- 
tion to that. We do not know the new postage 
pill will become alaw. We have no evidence of it 
atoll. The Congressional Globe now goes through 
mail as transient matter, and the postage upon 


dollars. 

Mr. DUNHAM. That was the very thing to 
which | was coming. I understood that point 
perfectly well. My opposition to the resolution 
ia this: while f am willing to take away the ob- 


it for a long session of Congress is more than nine | 


jection to which the gentleman alluded, and to 
|| provide that the Congressional Globe shall go as 

a regular newspaper, I am not willing that it 
| shall go free through the mails of the country. 
| There is no more propriety in allowing this pub- 
| lication that privilege than any other newspaper 
| in the United States. The Globe is for the inform- 
ation of the people, and so is every other news- 
paper published in the country. It should be 
i simply put upon a footing with other papers, and 
|| Not privileged over that of others. If the gentle- 
i; man will so modify his resolution that the Con- 
|! gressional Globe shall pay the same rate of post- ! 
l age as other newspapers, as if it were a regular | 
| and not an irregular publication, I will vote for its | 
| but I will never give my vote that it shall go | 
i through the mails of the country free. i 
i Mr.CARTTER. I do not wish to discuss this | 
|| proposition, but it occurs to me there is a good | 
|| reason for distinguishing between this paper and | 
i} others. The matter here proposed to be sent free 
|| of postage is exclusively Congressional, and in | 
that particular unlike any other newspaper publi- 
| 


| cation; but | do not wish to discuss it. I think it i 
| ought to be passed, and with a view of facilita- | 
| ting that result, I call for the previous question. | 
[Cries of “That is right”? ‘ Thatis right!?’] : 

l The call for the previous question was seconded, ! 
|i and the main question was ordered to be put. i 
; The question was then taken, and the resolution | 
f 

H 

i 

| 


l was passed. f 
Mr. CARTTER. I move to reconsider the! 
‘vote by which the joint resolution was adopted, | 
i and that that motion be laid upon the table. | 
: ‘The latter motion was agreed to. 4 


POST ROUTE BILL. i! 


Mr. OLDS. Iam instructed by the Committee || 
| on the Post Office and Post Roads to report ‘a bill 
! to establish certain post routes.” 
| The bill was read a first and second time by its | 
| title. i 

Mr. OLDS. 1 wish to say with reference to |) 
that bill that we have endeavored to make it satis- į 
|; factory to all the members of the House. It is {| 
not necessary that the bill shall be read, as each | 
member has examined it and ascertained that it | 
contains what he desired. 1 therefore move to: 
dispense with its reading, and that it be put upon | 
! its passage, It contains nothing but post routes. i 

Mr. MACE, 

Mr. OLDS. í wish to say one word in regard | 
to offering amendments to this bill. I gave notice |i 
in the House more than five weeks ago, and again ; 
about two weeks since, to members to have their | 
| post routes all before the committee, that they | 
l; might be embodied in this bill when it came before | 
the House, and to obviate the necessity of having i 
the bill printed, or taking up the time of the House | 
i in submitting amendments. If it is now to be: 
\ opened for amendments, we may spend two or | 
' three days in its consideration. Let the amend- || 
U ments go over to the short session, and iet an- 
| other post route bill be then reported. i 
| Mr. MACE. Twill ask that my amerdment | 
| 


he read. i 

Mr. OLDS. J will make the suggestion that! 
the bill go back to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, and gentlemen can then go | 


| ments are inserted. 
= Mr. MACE. I withdraw my amendment. d 
Mr. OLDS. I move that the bill be recommitted | 
‘to the Committee on the Post Office and Post}, 


| Roads. 

1 Mr. COBB. 
amendments to offer. 
| it gets to the Senate it will be amended. I do, 
i not see why it should be recommitted to the com- |. 


A great many members heve | 
Į have no doubt that when |! 


Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the previous ques- | 


iin this House who have entered 


I have an amendment to offer. |! 


| 

: i 
mittee. i] 
4 


tion. j 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Do J under- ; 
stand the previous question as being called ? 
| The SPEAKER. The Chairhasnot heard the 
|i demand for the previous question. 
i Mr. HOUSTON. 


1 called the previous ques- ' 


‘| the inspection of each member. 


ĮI understand the motion is || 


all. 
| The SPEAKER, The Chair must state that | 
|. the call for the previous question was not heard at || : aa 
‘all. The gentleman from Tenneasee [Mr. Jonn- :i pending to suspend the rules. The proposition 


son] waa recognizel, and if he claims the floor is 
entitled to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I made the demand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the 
gentieman. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Lunderstand the proposition 
is to recommit the bill, or to put it upon ite pag- 
sage under the operation of the previous question, 
without having it read. There are a great many 
gentlemen here interested in the establishment of 
post routes running through their districts, and it 
seems to bea strange proposition to come forward 
with along bill establishing post routes all over 
the country, and ask that it be put upon its pas- 
sage without even having it printed orread. It is 
true that the chairman of the committee informed 
the Fíouse sometime ago that the bill was in course 
of preparation, and called upon gentlemen to pre- 
sent to the committee their amendments. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The proposition is to recom- 
mit the bill, for the purpose of allowing members 
to go down to the committee room, examine, and 
see if their routes are in the bill. My object was 
simply to accomplish that end, and get through 
with this matter. I understand from the gentle- 
man who is at the head of the Committee on the 
Post Officeand Post Roads, that it has been usual, 
with a solitary exception, to pass this bill without 
printing, and the committee always allowed mem- 
bers to see whether their routes were in the bill. 
That is the proposition now. 

Mr. FOWLER. l desire that the chairman of 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads 
may withdraw his motion to recommit, and that 
we may pass this bill at once. I think I can sat- 
isfy the House that there will beno injustice done. 
Every post route has been carefully examined by 
the committee, and, I believe, in every single in- 
stance, the committee have referred to gentlemen 
etitions. AN 
have been consulted already. I believe it is usual 
to pass the bill without reading it. I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw the motion to recommit. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In this connection J am sorry 
to inform one of the members of the committee 
that his information is incorrect. I have had va- 
rious petitions and applications forwarded to me, 
and, under the rules of the House, I have referred 
them to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, but I have never received any inform-: 
ation from the chairman of any meeting of the 
committee, or as to whether any of the routes 
based upon these applications were embraced in 
the bill or not. 

Mr. OLDS. Will the gentleman allow me to 
inform him that, unless he received notice that 
there was some dispute about his post routes, 
they have been embraced in the bill? In all cases 
where gentlemen have received no notice, their 
routes have gone in. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Wow dol know, in referring 
those petitions, that they ever reached the com- 
mittee? How do I know, or how do the members 
of this House know, that the Clerk, in making 
out and transcribing the bill, may not have omit- 
ted some post routes? How easy is it to commit 
mistakes? I cannot see any objection to the post- 
ponement of the bill to a day certain, and having 
it printed, so that each member may examine it 


‘| for himself, and ascertain whether his routes are 


embraced in the bill or not. To report a long bill 
without even having it read to the House, and to 
say that we must take it, nolens volens, upon the 
mere ipse dixit of the chairman—and this, too 
when we ascertain the fact that members who have 
referred petitions to the committee have not been 
consulted, and do not know whether their routes 


are in the bill or not—is a most extraordinary pro» 


ceeding. And it seems,if you wish to getinform- 
ation, you must go in person to the committee, 
for the bill is not printed, as bills usually are, for. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Has not the 
morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HARRIS. IJ ask that wetake up the res- 
olution fixing the time of adjournment of the 
present session of Congress. 

Mr. STANLY. I object. A 

[Cries of ** Agreed !’? ** Agreed!’? ‘ Agreed!?”’) 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move to suspend the 
rules for that purpose. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion already 
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made bythe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Fow sr] on last Monday, is the question pending 
at this time. 

Mr. FOWLER. [call for that question. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is the motion pending now to 
suspend the rules, the regular order? 


The SPEAKER. kis. 
Mr. HARRIS. i call, then, for the regular 


order of business. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I have a res- 
olution which I am directed to report from the 
Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. Itwill not be in order, while 
a motion to suspend the rules is pending. ` 

BOOKS FOR NEW MEMBERS. 

Mr. FOWLER. Icall for the question upon 
the resolution which I submitted. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives 
furnish and dejiver to each of the members and Delegates 
of the House of the present Congress, who have not already 
received them, and pay for the same out of the contingent 
fund ofthe House, such books as have been furnished to the 


members of the ‘T'wenty-eigbth, Twenty-ninth, Thirtietb, | 


and Thirty-first Congresses: Provided, That this shall not 
authorize the reprinting of any of said books: And provided 
further, That no work thus autuorized to be furnished shall 
be obtained or delivered by the Clerk, unless he shall be 
able to procure a sufficient number of copies thereof to fur- 
nish a complete set to each member and Delegate entitled 
thereto. 


Mr. DUNCAN. 
I wish to offer. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution is not yet 
before the House. The question is upon suspend- 
ing the rules to admit it. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. . 

So the rules were suspended.. 

Mr. FOWLER. I demand the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. DUNCAN. 1 wish to offer an amendment. 
1 will promiseto renew the previous question, if 
the gentleman will withdraw it. 

r. FOWLER. No, sir. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr, DUNCAN demanded tellers on the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered, and Messrs. Penn 
and CHANDLER were appointed. 

The House was then counted, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 32, noes 105. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Before the 
Clerk commences calling the roll, I desire that the 
40th rule of the House shall be read. 

The Clerk read the 40th rule, as follows: 

& No member shall vote on any question in the event of 
which he is immediately and particularly interested.” 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to know from the 
Speaker if this rule debars any member from 
voting on this resolution? I think it does not. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 


I have an amendment which 


who are personally interested in this affair? That 
is the law of this House. 

Mr. FOWLER. That is a question for every 
member to decide for himself. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it be the pleasure of the 
House, I should like to say a few words on the 
resolution as I am interested in it, according to the 
40th rule. 

Mr. FOWLER. The previous question has 
been ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
withdraw his demand for the previous question. 

Mr. FOWLER. It ig not in my power to do 
80. 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 


of the resolution, and it was decided in the affirm- | 


ative—yeas 87, nays 47; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, John Appleton, William Appte- 


ton, Ashe, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bissell, John H. Boyd, i 
Bragg, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington i 


Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Cleveland, Cullom, George T. Davis, Dis- 
ney, Doty, Eastman, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, Henry 
M. Fuiler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, 


Hart, Haven, Hebard, Hillyer, Horsford, Howard, Joha į 


W. Howe, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, J. Glaney 
Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, 
Mace, Mann. Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McLanahan, 
McMullin, McNair, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, 


Murray, Newton, Peaslee, Penn. Polk, Powell, Price, Rich- | 


ardson, Robbins, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, School - 


eraft, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, | 


Smart, Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, 


| interested in the resolution had a right to vote, he 


1 ask the gentleman if the | 
rule does not exclude all members from voting } 


| Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Perkins, Powell, Richard- 


| top, Thurston, ‘Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, 
| Washburn, Watkins, and Yates—1L07. 


| Boyd, 


|| Jones, George G. King, Kubns, Mace, Mann, McLanahan, 
I hope the gentleman will 


' the rules, believing that we ought to fix the day 
(ofadjournment. Since I gave my vote the chair- 
' man of the Committee on Foreign Relations (Mr. 
| Bayt] has given an intimation—— 


|: Committee on Foreign Relations 
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Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, Walsh, Welca, Wilcox, 
and Yates—87. 

NAYS—Messrs. Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Brenton, 
Brooks, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Caskie, Churchwell, 
Clark,Clingmas,Cobb,Curtis, Daniel, J. G. Davis, Duncan, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Fieklin, Floyd, Gaylord, Green, i 
Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hendricks, Hibbard, Houston, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, 
Jackson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Preston 
King, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Outlaw, Penniman, 
Phelps, Robinson, Savage, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin j 
Stanton, Welt: Watkins, Addison White, and Wil 
rick —49. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Pending the calling of the roll, 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, said, that as the 
question had been raised as to whether members 


should decline voting. 

Mr. FOWLER moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution had been passed, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take up the reso- 
lution fixing the time for the final adjournment of 
this session of Congress. 

Mr. POLK objected. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to take up the resolution, and 
upon that I demand the yeas any nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MEADE. I move to postpone the con- 
sideration of this question for one week. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not inorder. 
The pending question is to suspend the rules of 
the Elouse. 

Mr. WALSH. Is it in order to ask a single 
question in relation to this motion ?. 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. WALSH, I desire to make one single 
suggestion to the House. 

The SPEAKER. Isit the pleasure of the House 
to hear the gentleman’s remarks? 

Many Memnuers objected. 

Mr. WALSH. Have gentlemen read Mr. 
Webster’s speech in this morning’s papers? 

{Loud cries of * Order !”’] 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Har- 
ris’s motion, and there were—yeas 107, nays 60; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, Al- 
lison, John Appleton, William Appleton, Babcock, Bibig- 
haus, Bissell, Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, 
Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, 
Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dimmick, Duncan, Durkee, 
Eastman, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Floyd, 
Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodrich, Green, 
Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, 
Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, Houston, 
John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, 
Hunter, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, Robert 
W. Johnson, J. Glaney Jones, Kur'z, Landry, Letcher, 
Lockhart, Martin, McMullin, MeNair, Molony, Henry D. 
Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, 


son, Robie, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Schoolcraft, Origen 
S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, 
Abr’m P. Stephens, ‘Thaddeus Stevens, St. Martin, Strat- 


NAYS—Messrs. Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, John H. 
Brooks, George H. Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Chapman, Cobb, Conger, Cullom, Daniel, Disney, Doty, 
Dunham, Florence, Fowler, Goodenow, Grey, Harper, 
Hart, Haws, Hebard, Howard, John Johnson, George w. 


Meade, Miller, Millson, Miner, John Moore, Outlaw, Peas- 
lee, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Robbins, Sackett, 
Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Stanly, Richard 
H. Stanton, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Walsh, 
Ward, Weich, Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, 
Wildrick, and Williams—69. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 

Pending the call ef the roll, 


Mr. MEADE said: I voted for a suspension of 


[Loui cries of ** Object !’’ and ‘* Order!’ 

The SPEAKER. Debateis out of order. 
remark is in order. 

Mr. MEADE. Well, I am at liberty, I sup- 
pose, to change my vote, voting in the dark. I 
wanted to hearsomething from the chairman of the | 


No 


[Loud cries of ‘¢ Object!” and “Order !’7} 
Mr. MEADE. Then I will vote in the nega- 
tive. 


LANDS FOR THE INDIGENT INSANE. 


Mr. SFANLY. Mr. Speaker, there is a bill 
upon the Speaker’s table, which has been lying 
there for action for some time. Task the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take it up, with a 
view of appointing some future day for its con- 
sideration. It is a bill for the relief of the indigent 
insane. A large majority of the House are in 
favor of it; but I wish to have some day designa- 
ted for its consideration. 

Mr. JONES. [ object. 

Mr. STANLY. Then I move to suspend the 
rules, to enable me to take up that bill, and upon 
that I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Mr. BISSELL. The question is not distinctly 
understood. . g 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the 
question. The gentleman from North Carolina 
moves to suspend the rules of the House for the 
purpose of taking up and acting upon House bill 
No. 76, making a grant of public lands to the sev- 
eral States of the Union for the benefit of indigent 
insane persons. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sran- 
Ly’s motion, and there were—yeas 100, nays 53; 
as follows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Aflison, 
William Appleton, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, Bissell, John 
H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Geo. 
H. Brown, Burrows, E. C. Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson 
Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, George T'. Davis, Doty, Duncan, 
Ficklin, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, 
Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Haven, Hebard, Hors- 
ford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Bowe, James Johnson, 
George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Mann, Martin, 
McLanahan, McNair, Miller, Miner, Henry D. Moore, 
John Moore, Morehead, Nabers, Newton, Outlaw, Samue? 
W. Parker, Peasice, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Price, 
Richardson, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooleraft, Origen 8. 
Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stan- 
ton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor Thurston, 
Townshend, Watbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn. Wat- 
kins, Welch, Addison White, Alexander White, Williams, 
and Yates—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Babcock, Thomas H., Bayly, Bo- 
cock, Busby, Joseph Cadi Caskie, Chastain, Daniel, John 
G. Davis, Dimmick, D. Dunham, Durkee, Edmond- 
son, Floyd, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Grey, Hamilton, [sham 
G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, How- 
ard, Thomas ¥. How, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Jobnson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy 
Jones, Preston King, Mace, MeMullin, McQueen, Meade, 
Millson, Murphy, Murray, Olds, Penn, Powell, Robbins, 
Robie, Ross, Savage, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Wallace, 
Wilcox, and Wildrick—53. 

So (two thirds not voting inthe affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 


WILLIAM SPEIDEN. 


Mr. DANIEL. I ask the consent of the House 
to report a bill from the Committee on Claims—a 
Senate bill—and I will briefly state tothe House the 
reasons way I wish to reportit. Itisacaseof some 
urgency. Ít is a bill proposing to relieve Purser 
Speiden, who served under Commodore Stockton 
and Commodore Shubrick, in the capacity of 
purser, paymaster, commissary, and: quartermas- 
ter, while they were operating in the Pacific. In 
the performance of these duties, which were ardu- 
ous, it is alleged that he incurred considerable 
extra expense, and that he sustained some loss by 
receiving, inadvertently, counterfeitmoney. His 
case has been submitted to the proper Department, 
and they have decided thatit does not come within 
the act of the 3d of March, 1849, allowing com- 
pensation to those persons collecting military con- 
tributions and disbursing them during the Mexi- 
can war. Heis, therefore, under the necessity of 
applying to Congress. The Senate have passed 
the bill, and it has passed the Committee on 
Claims without a dissenting voice. My object is 
to put the bill upon its passage, that Purser Spei- 
den may attend to it in person before he goes upon 
the Japan expedition. He is likely to be gone 
several years, and the case cannot be so well ad- 
justed in his absence as in his presence. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, objected. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. What is theamount 
of the claim ? 

Mr. DANIEL. The amount of the claim is 
about $4,000. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Danre1’s 


1852. 
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motion, and upon a division there were—ayes 80, 
noes 38 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Claims, | 
reported back Senate bill No. 217, for the relief of 
William Speiden, with sundry amendments. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does that bill 
make an appropriation? 

The SPEAKER. It does. 

Mr. DANIEL, I suppose we areacting under 
a suspension of the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The bill cannot be passed | 
unless the rule requiring its commitment Is sus- 

ended. : 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to suspend the rules 
so that the bill may be put upon its passage. i 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Can that be done 
without unanimous consent? Can it be done by | 
two thirds of the House? i 

The SPEAKER. It canbe done by two thirds. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I ask for 
the yeas and nays upon that motion. I think it 
is a very dangerous practice to suspend that rule. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. | 

Mr. DANIEL demanded tellers; which were 
ordered, 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Dax- 
1e1’s motion, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

The bill was then referred to a Committee of 
the Whole House, made the order of the day for 
to-morrow, and ordered to be printed. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the bill of the House of Representatives 
No. 87, making appropriations for the support of the Mili- | 
tary Academy for the year ending June 30, 1853, and the 
Senate amendments thereto; also, the bil! of the House of 
Representatives No. 196, making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatie expenses of the Government for the year 
ending June 30, 1853, and for other purposes ; also, the bill 
of the House of Representatives No. 220, making appropri- 
ations for the support of the Army for the year ending June 
30, 1853 ; also, the bill of the House of Representatives No. | 
240, making appropriations for the naval service for the year i 
ending June 30, 1853 ; also, the bill of the House of Repre- 
sentatives No. 241, making appropriations for the service of | 
the Post Office Department for the year ending June 30, 
1853, and for other purposes; also, the bill of the House of 
Representatives No. 242, making appropriations for the 
transportation of the United States mail by ocean steamers, | 
and otherwise, for the year ending June 30, 1853, ve sev- 
erally made the special order of the day for Wednesday 
next at one hour after the meeting of the House, to be con- 
sidered in the order above named; and that they continue 
the special order of the day one hour atter the meeting of 
the House from day to day, and for every day thereafter, 
Fridays and Saturdays excepted, until the said bills shall be 
finally disposed of. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, objected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move to suspend the 
rules. I have given two days for finishing the 
river and harbor bill, which is now before the | 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I will say to the gentleman 
that no person is to be blamed, because that bill is 
not already finished. The committee have pro- 
ceeded to discuss it. . | 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask a suspension of the 
rules; and I think there is plenty of time to get 
through that bill by Wednesday. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I call for the yeas and nays. | 

The yeas and nays were ordered. f 

Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to propounda ques- 
tion to the Chair. I desire to know whether the 
adoption of that resolution will interfere with the | 
regular five minutes discussion of the river and | 
harbor bill? I desire to know whether that bill į 
must give way to these appropriation bills if we | 
adopt that resolution ? | 

| 
i 
| 


The SPEAKER. It will give place if theriver 
and harbor bill is not disposed of by Wednesday. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. IfI can [| 
will withdraw the call for the yeas an 
ask that the vote may be taken by tellers. | 
The SPEAKER, That can only be done by | 
unanimous consent, i 
Mr. CLEVELAND objected. | 
Mr. ROBBINS. I wish to make an inquiry of | 
the Chair. 
passes, whether it will deprive the committees from | 
reporting during the morning hour? | 
The SPEAKER. It willnot. It doesnot pro- | 
pose to interfere with the morning hour. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- | 


t| Schermerhorn, Schooleratt, Scudder, Scurry, David L. 


| committee are absent, and I was not present when 


i| amendment, offered by the gentleman from Vir- 


I wish to know, if that resolution |) 


Ton’s motion, and there were—yeas 72, nays 77, | 


as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abérerombie, Willis Allen, Allison, 
John Appleton, William Appleton, Ashe, Bocock, Breck- 
inridge, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Joseph Cable, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cas: 
kie, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Curtis, 
Daniel, John G. Davis, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Faulkner, Ficklin, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, 
Houston, Howard, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kurtz, Leteher, McMullin, McNair, Milson, Mo- 
lony, Murphy, Nabers, Olds, Samuel W. Parker, Peasiec, 
Penn, Perkins, Phelps, Potk, Price, Robinson, Ross, Skel- 
ton, Smith, Snow, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, Tharston, 
Wallace, Watkins, Wilcox, and Wildrick—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Babcock, Barrere, Beil, Bissell, John 
H. Boyd, Brooks, George H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. 
Carrington Cabell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Clark, 
Cobb, Conger, George T. Davis, Disney, Doty, Duncan, 
Durkee, Lastman, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, IJenry M. 
Fuller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Goode- 
now, Goodrich, Green, Grey, Harper, Haws, Haven, Heb- 
ard, Henn, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
John Johnson, George G. King, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, 
Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Miller, Miner, Henry 
D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Murray, Newton, Out- 
law, Penniman, Porter, Rantoul, Robbins, Robie, Savage, 


Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham 
P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, 
Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Ward, Welch, Addison 
White, Alexander White, and Yates—77. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rule was not suspended. 


CLERKS’ SALARIFS. 


Mr. WELCH. Iask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution from 
the Commiitee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That John A. Parker, John Hunnieut, and 
M. Martin be allowed the same compensation as assistant 
clerks of the House—that is to say 31,500 per annum each, 
for the present session of Congress. 


Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, objected. 

Mr. WELCH. Then I move a suspension of 
the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
of the gentleman how many clerks are now em- 
ployed by the Clerk of this House, and what is 
their compensation ? 

Mr. WELCII. Iam not able to answer the 
gentleman’s question. The other members of the 


this resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES. I would ask if this resolution 
does not propose to increase the compensation of 
the messengers in that office so as to make it the 
same as the clerks? 

Mr. WELCH. The resolution isto allow Mr. 
Martin, Mr. Hunnicut, and Mr. Parker the same 
pay that the officers who performed the same du- 
ties during last Congress received. So I under- 
stand it. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Include them all. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I askif they were 
not appointed as messengers ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I have an 
amendment to offer, to which I do not think the 
gentleman will object. 

The SPEAKER. That is not now in order. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Wetcu’s 
motion, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the rules were not suspended. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved that | 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself mto the Committee ofthe Whole on the state 
of the Union; which motion was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Oxns in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
282, making appropriations for the improvement 
of certain harbors and rivers. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee 
rose, there were two questions pending—an 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Conn,] making an appropriation for | 
the Tennessee river; and an amendment to that 


ginia, [Mr. Mrape,] making an appropriation for 
the James river; and upon the latter question tell- 
ers had been ordered. 

Mr. MEADE. Is it competent for me to with- 
draw the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. It can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. WARD. I object. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


‘ing a navigation in which a dozen other 
i have an equal interest, and from which improve- 


Mr. MEADE. I desire to withdraw it, with a 
i view of offering it again hereafter, when I shall 
present some additional facts to the committee. 

Mr. WARD. If thatis the gentleman’s pur- 
pose, I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. MEADE then withdrew his amendment.. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, moved to 
amend the amendment by adding. thereto the fol- 
lowing: 

Also, for the improvement of the harbor of Bridgeport, 
Connecticut, $6,000; also, for the improvement of the har- 
bor of Norwalk, Connecticut, $6,000. 

Mr.S. said: Mr. Chairman, I am prepared to vote 
fora river and harbor bill properly framed, and my 
impressions were in favor of this bill when it was 
first presented; but on examination, the details 
seem to me to be open to considerable exception. 
It is true that the bill is less monstrous than some 
of its predecessors, and the committee are entitled 
to great credit in having given us a bill which in 
point of extent and amount may be regarded as 
moderate and reasonable. But it strikes me that 
the principles are erroneous upon which the com- 
mittee have distributed their appropriations. There 
aretwo methods, entirely distinct the one from the 
other, upon which such a bill may be framed: 1st, 


| such works only may be embraced as are clearly of 


general interest to the commerce of the country — 
works which stand out prominently as of common 
necessity for the Union—works to which State au- 
thority is manifestly and wholly incompetent, and 
which are by necessity thrown upon the care and 
patronage of the General Government. Of this 
character are the improvements of the navigation 
of the Mississippi and its great tributaries. A 
dozen States are interested in this navigation; no 
one State has the necessary jurisdiction to make 
improvements. No one State can be singled out 
and called upon to expend her money in improv- 
tates 


ments, if made, the other States will derive an 
equal benefit. S 
Of this character are also certain improvements 


lof harbors on the great lakes;—harbors which 


are sought to be improved, not for the local ben- 


| efit of the harbor itself, but to furnish a safe shel- 


ter to the commerce of whatever State may need 
a retreat from the storm. 

Of this character are also certain improvements 
on the Atlantic and Pacific coasts, the Delaware 
breakwater, for instance, in which the commerce, 
not only of these States, but of the world also, is 
interested. 

The naval defense of the country may also re- 
quire attention to some of the lake and ocean har- 
bors. 

One mode, then, of framing a river and harbor 
bill is, to select only these great objects, and to 
carry such a bill the appeal would be to our feel- 
ings as American citizens, and to no lecal consid- 
erations; to our pride and patriotism, not to our 
selfishness. Sucha bill would be separated by an 
immeasurable distance from mere works of inter- 
nal improvement, and would have to contend with 
no constitutional scruples. Such a bill, sir, the 
committee have not, in my judgment, given us. 
When we come to read the bill section by section, 
we shall find, 1 think, that objects are embraced 
which cannot be regarded as of common interest 
and national importance, in the sense I have been 
speaking of. S : 

The other principle and mode of framing a bill 
is, to make it an omnibus, and to patronize some 
small improvement in ever State, and in almost 
every Congressional district. Such a bill may 
crawl through the House like the animal called a 
milleped, I believe, for it will find a motive power 
in every part of the body. I do not say that such 
is the character of the bill we have; a few States 
are wholly omitted in the bill; but if the local in- 
terests of one hundred Congressional districts are 
served, that will be sufficient to secure its passage, 
especially if those who draw blanks this year are 
promised compensatory prizes in the next bill. 
Believing, then, that this bill is framed upon the 
principle of attempting a distribution of favors, I 
have submitted my amendment, and in its behalf, 
I appeal to the sense of justice of the House. The 
bill appropriates $1,500,000, of which $6,000 is 
for removing a rock in New Haven harbor, and that 
is all which the bill gives to Connecticut. The 
population of the State is, to that of the Union, 


| as three hundred and twenty-four. This bill gives 


TH 


OBE. 


E CONGRESSIONAL GL 


Jury 28, 


us in the proportion of six to fifteen hundred. | 
The just share of the State in an appropriation of | 
$1,500,000, is $28,000, instead of $6,000, and the 
amendment, if adopted, will still fail to do us jus- 
tice. 

The harbors of Bridgeport and Norwalk were 
presented to the consideration of the Committee | 
on Commerce, accompanied with careful surveys 
and estimates, and with favorable reports, from the 
Topographical Bureau; and the improvements are | 
vastly yore national than most of the objects em- | 
braced inthe bill. The committee having rejected | 
the applications, my only remedy is now by this | 
appeal to the House. : 

Both Bridgeport and Norwalk are important and | 
growing places, with a rapidly-increasing trade, 
foreign and domestic. Important railroads ter- 
minate at both their harbors, one of which, at: 
Norwalk, has been completed within the last year. | 

In reply to my complaint, that by this bill Con- 
necticut fails to receive her fair proportion, I was 
told by my friend, the honorable chairman of the ;| 
committee, that Bridgeport may receive something || 
under a general appropriation, included in the bill | 
for contingencies upon the Atlantic coast. But 
the interest of Bridgeport in that fund is too small 
and too contingent to be of any account. 

If the amendment which I have proposed be ' 
ndopted, one serious objection to the bill will be |; 
removed. It will, indeed, still be an omnibus bill, l; 
and will embrace many improvements which strike |; 
me as being rather local than national. But the bill 
by this amendment, and a few others of like char- 
acter, will be rendered more just aud equal than it 
now is. But if this amendment shali be rejected, i 
one method of rendering the bill national ds still | 
open—that is, to strike out all the appropriations 
that are merely local, and thereby essentially re- | 
duce the total amount of the appropriations. In i| 
this way, perhaps, the bill can be rendered accept | 
able by confining it to those important objects || 
which cannot be effected by State authority, and `| 
which must either be wholly negiected and aban- 
doned, or be prosecuted by the General Govern- 
ment, Forsuch appropriations I desire to cast my | 
vote. Kis of uo importance whether the money 
is to be expended on the Atlantic or Pacific, on the 

Lakes or on the Gulf of Mexico. My interest in 
such appropriations is not local nor sectional, bat |) 
is American. Tt belongs to me as a citizen of the į! 
United States, and not as a citizen of any partic- ii 
ular State. But if the bill remains unmodified, | 
and I am compelled to vote upon itas it now stands, | 
although it contains several appropriations which | 
I would gladly vote for, yet, as a whole, my vote | 
must be against it. If the barbors of Conne 
cut are excluded, and other harbors, of no great 
claims or merits, are provided for, I shall be want- 
ing to my duty as an humble representative of my | 
constituents if 1 should fail to protest and vote 
against the measure. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Connecticut. This bill is entitled ‘* A bill making 
appropriations for the improvement of certain har- 
bors and rivers.” A large amount of the appro- 
priations are for works entirely within the juris- 
dictions of the several States, and over whicn the 
State governments have exclusive jurisdiction. It 
is, therefore, a bill establishing a system of inte 
nal improvement within the States of this Uni 
and that, too, without the consent of either o 
States. We were told the other day by a mem- 


|! Europe, Asia, and Africa, or thatsuch power was 
intended to be given to Congress? 


ii nations,’ it is equally out of our power to do the | 
:| same thing within the several States of this Union. | 


buying and selling, or the interchange of coramodities? Or 
does it comprehend navigation and intercourse?’ 
* * * * * * * 


< Commerce, undoubtedly, is traffic; but it is something 
more. Itisintercourse. It describes the commercial in- 
tercourse between nations and parts of natiows in all its 
branches; and is regulated by prescribing rules for carry- 
ing on that intercourse.” 


Here is the law and the commentary. Not a 
word is said about appropriating money for im- 
provements, either external or internal. Not a 
word is intimated about building or improving 
harbors or rivers; nor do the terms of the Consti- 
tution admit of any such construction. 

The whole power granted is “to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations, and among the sev- 
eral States, and with the Indian tribes.” Now, if 
we can improve rivers and harbors within ‘ the 
several States,” under this grant of power, we can 
also improve rivers and harbors within the juris- | 
diction of “ foreign nations.” The power to regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations is as broad as 
the power to regulate commerce among lhe several 
States. They are identically the same; and is any 
man so crazy as to admit the power to build har- 
bors and improve rivers and harbors throughout 


* 


Again, the 
power to regulate commerce with the “ Indian 
tribes’? is identically the same as that to regulate 
commerce with foreign nations and among the sev- 
eral States; yet it is well known that the Indian 
tribes of the United States have no rivers or har- 
vors to improve; they have never engaged in nav- 
igation at all. We have always denied them any 
title either to Iand or water. We have treated 
them as mere tenants at will, with the right to 
hunt and fish until we choose to drive them away 
by force, or coax them away by small donations 
of gewgaws and money. i 

If, then, it be impossible, under this clause of : 
the Constitution, to improve rivers and harbors, 
either ‘* with the Indian tribes,” or in “ foreign 


By what rule of interpretation is it that the | 
word ‘commerce? is construed by the learned 
Committee on Commerce to mean both rivers and 
harbors? We have always been taught that a 
river was a large stream of water flowing in a chan- 
nel; that a harbor, in the commercial sense, was a 
port, or haven, for ships; a bay, or inlet of the sea, | 
in which ships can moor and be sheltered from 
the fury of the winds and a heavy sea; any navi- 
gable water, where ships can ride in safety; that 
commerce was a mutual change of goods, wares, 
productions, or property of any kind, between na- 
tions or individuals, either by barter or by pur- 
chase and sale; trade; traffic. The words are to- 
tally dissimilar in meaning; and yet, the committee 
tell us they all mean the same thing; in short, that 
the commerce of the present day is the philosepher’s 
stone of a past age. 

The legal rule for the interpretation of words | 
is, that they shall be taken in their ordinary im- 
port—as they are generally received in the com- | 
munity where the law was made and is to operate. 
By this rule we have seen that commerce means | 
one thing, rivers another, and harbors a third: yet 
the committee tell us to improve rivers aud har- 
bors is to regulate commerce among the States. 

The world have generally supposed that com- 
merce was one thing, and the means or mode of 
carrying on commerce was another; they have 


ber of the Committeeon Commerce, [Mr. Warsi] 
that the committee reported this bill under the 
constitutional power of Congress to ‘* regulate 
commerce;’’ and yet, strange to say, there is not | 
a single regulation of commerce in the whole bill. ; 
Not one, sir. The Secretary of War is armed | 
with the arbitrary power of expending nearly a 
million anda half of dollars on seventy-three specified ` 
works, Nota word is said about commerce or : 
navigation—not a single * regulaiion’’ prescribed. 
What is meant by the constitutional power to 
“regulate commerce?” In order to be exact, E: 
: & ATS 

will read from Story on the Constitution, vol. 2, 
sec. 1061: 

_ “In the first place, then, what isthe constitutional mean- | 
ing ofthe words to‘ regulate commerce? for the Consti- | 
tion being one (as has been aptly said) of enumeration, and 
not of definition, it becomes necessary, in order to ascer- 
tain the extent of the power, to ascertain the meaning of the 
words. The power is to regulute; that is, to prescribe the |i 
rule by which commerce isto he governed. The subject to |! 
he regulated is commerce. Is that limited to traffic, to ! 


| generally supposed that rivers and 


harbors, 
wagon roads, and railroads, were publie highways, 
over which commerce was conducted, and its: 
transmission regulated—that these agents were : 
merely instruments in the hands of the “common ! 
carriers ” of the country who transport the articles 
of commerce. If this is all a mistake, and rivers 
and harbors are in fact a part of commerce itself, 
then wagon roads and railroads, with ail their 
paraphernalia, are also parts of commerce, and we 
can build wagon roads and railroads, road wagons, 
railroad cars, and steamboats, under the power of ! 
regulating commerce, They are all a part of the j 
same system. in fact, railroads are fast super- 
seding rivers and harbors in the carrying trade— 
they carry with more rapidity and more safety, 
and are, therefore, better inland instruments of 
commerce. 

lected this all-important branch of cow merce? | 
Why are no appropriations made for wagon roads 
and railroads? We need such roads in Missis- 


j 


sippi and Louisiana, and a million and a half of 
dollars would help the railroad commerce very 
much indeed. We have now eleven thousand 
miles of railroads engaged in commerce. The 
committee might easily have appropriated as much 
per mile to the railroads as they have per mile to 
the navigable rivers. Why not make the eppro- 
priations uniform? Why protect one branch of 
commerce and totally neglect the other? Sir, this 
forced and unnatural interpretation of the Consti- 
tution would enable Congress, with equal pro- 
priety, to engage inall the branches of commerce, 
to the exclusion of the people of the States. It is 
admitted, that where Congress has jurisdiction, 
| that jurisdiction is exclusive of all others. If the 
onstruction of harbors and the improversent of 
rivers be regulations of commerce, to build steam- 
boats, steamships, and sail vessels, are still more 
legitimate regulations, and then to engage in the 
carrying trade follows as a natural result of the 
other assumptions of power. Thus, under a mere 
power to prescribe uniform rules for conducting 
our foreign and domestic commerce, Congress be- 
comes an absolute despotism, monopolizing the 
| entire commerce of the country, foreign and domes- 
| tic, and driving all competitors from our waters. 

A conclusion so monstrous, so utterly at war 
with all the principles of our confederated Repub- 
lic, should cover with shame and confusion the 
advocates of such a construction of plain language 
which conveys but a single meaning. 

Again, sir, if to improve the highways over 
which commerce is transported be to regulate 
commerce, as the committee contend, then all the 
overseers of roads and road-makers, and all! the 
‘Trish and German emigrants laboring on the rail- 
roads of the United States are actively engaged in 
‘regulating commerce among the States. "They 
are doing that which the Constitution has con- 
fided alone to Congress. Their acts are therefore 
‘ unconstitutional and void, and the Committee on 
‘Commerce should sally out and work the roads 
themselves by way of executing their constitu- 
tional power to regulate commerce. 

But, sir, if to improve harbors be to regulate 
commerce in the United States, this bill violates 
the Constitution in another particular. Several of 
the ports of the United States are not included in 
the bill, and the Constitution declares that “No 
‘preference shall be given by any regulation of 
“commerce to the ports of one State over those of 
‘another.”? This bill gives a preference to the 
ports of New York over the ports of several other 
States. 

This clause of the Constitution should satisfy 
the committee that they are wrong in the interpre- 
tation they have given to the power to regulate 
commerce. It js wholly impossible to improve 
all the ports of the United States alike. Some 
require large expenditures of money, while others 
are perfect by nature and require noneat all. But 
if the regulation of commerce be simply to pre- 
scribe rules by which commerce and navigation is 
to be conducted, one set of rules will apply to all 
the ports in the Union; and hence no preference 
would be given to any port by such regulations; 
and such is clearly the intent of the framers of 
the Constitution, 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. WARD offered the following as an amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

For the bnprovement of the navigation of tie Cumberland 
river, $50,000. 

Mr. W. said: Mr. Chairman, I do not design 
to make many observations with reference to the 
propriety of this amendment. I do not doubt the 
power of Congress to make these appropriations, 
and not only that, but I believe it is the absolute 
duty of Congress so todo. The stream to which 
I propose this appropriation is one of more mag- 
nitude than is ordinarily attributed toit. It is one 
of those streams that are by the ordinance of 1787, 
and by the Constitution, taken peculiarly under 
the control of Congress iiself It is a stream that 
the States have no jurisdiction over, becavse it is 
navigable to ali the States of the Union. [tis a 
stream upon the bosom of which floats an annuai 
trade of from five to ten millions of dollars—em- 
bracing a trade through the better part of Ken- 
tucky and the better part of Tennessee. The 
| national character of this stream was demonstrated 
by an appropriation made in 1832, during General 
Jackson’s administration, and also by appropria- 
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tions made in 1834~’5-’6~"7 and ’8. After that, 
from some cause unknown to me, no appropria- 
tion has been made for that stream. Itis a na- 
tional stream, and one in which my State and the 
district which I represent, are particularly inter- 
ested. 

I do hope that if we are going to exercise that 
power which Congress has all along exercised, of 
improving the highways and rivers of our country, 
that a portion of that power should be exercised 
for the benefit of this improvement. The amount 
is not more than the magnitude of the interests in- 
volved in the trade of that river demand. And 
why was it left out? Ido not mean to say that 
the committee have done wrong in leaving it out, 
but that stream is entitled to the fostering care of 
this Government, and I hope and trust that those 
of this committee who are disposed to exercise 
that care over our streams, will exercise it, and 
extend it over that stream which my constituents 
are particularly interested in. 
it is that this Government, so anxious to extend 


its power for the purpose of protecting its exter- | 


nal commerce, is not as anxious to extend the 
same power for the protection and extension of 
its internal commerce. Have we the power to 
expend from nine to sixteen million dollars annu- 
ally to protect our commerce with foreign nations, 
and have it not to protect that commerce in which 
our citizens only are concerned ? 
construction of the powers of the Government. 
If you do exercise this power, as you annually 
do, for the protection of our foreign commerce, 
how much greater is the necessity for its exercise 
for the protection of our internal commerce? We 
are then promoting our own interests exclusively ; 


I do not see why | 


That is not my | 


while in protecting our foreign commerce, we are || 


protecting the interests of foreigners, as well as | 


our own. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I regret exceedingly that I 
have been so indisposed for several days past as to 
ie been prevented from participating in this de- 

ate, 


It was my intention, if I had been in my | 


seat when the honorable chairman of the Com- ! 


mittee on Commerce reported this bill, to have ob- 
jected to its introduction. The committee will 
recollect that gentleman and myself had some con- 


flict at the commencement of the session as to the | 
respective jurisdictions of our committees—the ; 


Committees on Commerce and Roads and Canals 
—over the subject of rivers and harbors. 
will also recollect that the House took several votes, 


They | 


and decided, by somethirty majority, thattheCom- | 


mittee on Commerce had no jurisdiction over the `; t 
Yet in defiance of that vote that committee ‘| money into the hands of the Government officers 
have seen proper to report here a bill embracing | 


all the rivers, after the Committee on Roads and | 


rivers. 


Canals, of which I am a member, had submitted 
separate appropriations for each of the rivers. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to in- 
terrupt the gentleman. 

Mr, ROBINSON. I cannot yield. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. But I wish to correct what 
I believe to be a misapprehension of the action of 
the House. I donot understand that any such 
vote has been taken. 


| 
| 


i 
| 
t 
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Mr. ROBINSON. There was more than one | 


vote taken upon the subject. 
Mr. KING, of New York. 
order. 


I vise to a point of 


The gentlemen cannot discuss this ques- , 


tion upon the amendment which has been offered | 


to the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON. 
amendment and the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
major proposition contains the minor, and declines 
to rule the gentleman cut of order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I intend to vote against the 


amendment and against the bill, and I am giving | 


reasons why I shall give those votes. Iam op- 
posed to omnibus bills of whatever character or 


however you may get them up. Tam opposed to : 
congregating together a mass of appropriations. : 


There are appropriations in this bill for which I 
would vote had I the opportunity, but I wish to 


place myself upon the record by stating to this | 
committee, and through them to the country, that | 
very carly in the session, I introduced, from the | 


I am opposed both to the |: 


Committee on Roads and Canals, bills which | 


were placed upon the Calendar, for the improve- 
ment of the Arkansas river, the Ohio above the 
falls, the Mississippi, and abill for the improvement 
of Rock Island rapids, referred to by the gentle- 


man from Mlinois, [Mr. Camprers.! They are U improved by authority of Congr 


| 
| 


: be expended upon any one river. 


upon the Calendar, and very much in advance ofthe 


i 


i 


can assume the power to improve such waters, 


bill introduced by the gentleman from New York. |: because they are the common property of all the 


They oughtto have been taken up in their order, 


and i 


States. They cannot be improved by a combina- 


passed according to their merits. But instead of |! tion of States, because the Constitution declares 
that, the House has seen fit to overslaugh these bills |, that ‘‘ no State shall, without the consent of Con- 
entirely. The Committee on Commerce hasseen | 


proper to assert its jurisdiction and take these 
matters into its own hands. J hope not only upon 
this account, but on account of the public interest, 
this bill will be defeated, as the last one was the last 


; session of Congress. | consider itno better than that 


of the last session—nota whitbetter. When gen- 
tlemen remarked to me that they had taken up our 
western bill, I had some curiosity to know what that 
«western bill’? was, and I found it was the river 
and harbor bill. Now, if gentlemen will look into 
this bill, they will find that instead of being a 
western bill, it is a northeastern, Atlantic, and 


northern lake bill, The great West have very little | 
: of Mexico. 


share in it. Sir, I call the attention of this com- 
mittee to the fact, that the great West had no rep- 
resentative on the committee which framed this 
bill. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. What does the 
gentleman mean by the great West? Where is 
the geographical distinction? I should like to know 
the boundaries ? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I mean the Mississippi val- 
ley. There is very little of the great Mississippi 
valley interested in this bill. It is a partial bill. 

Mr. FULLER. It gets $400,000. 

Mr.ROBINSON. The bill, it is true, appro- 
priates $260,000 to the Mississippi river and its 
tributaries, but itdoes not provide how much shall 
If it passes, the 


| War Department may send out an engineer who 


of this bill, F could show that it was susceptible | 


may appropriate every dollar upon a single mile 
upon one of its tributaries, or upon the main branch. 
He can do with it what he pleases, either to ex- 


i! pend it all in building a wing dam or in changing 


the channel in a single place. I think much the 
most sensible plan is, as indicated in my bill, to 


build boats for pulling snags out of the natural | 


channel. If I had time to enter into the merits 


of greaterand more corrupt abuses than any other 
bill that can find its way through Congress. 


j 
H 
| 
{ 
H 
i 
} 
j 
i 
| 


There is no sort of restraint upon the Government | 


officers. 
Mr, FULLER. 
with reference to the Atlantic appropriations? 
Mr. ROBINSON. 
tion, It is wrong in reference to the Atlantic ap- 
propriations, as well as the others, to give the 


without any check whatever—without telling them 
how it is to be expended, or where the appropri- 
ation ig to be made. 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers upon the amend- 


ment to the amendment, but they were not or- ij 


dered. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am op- 
posed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Alabama. In my former remarks of this morning 
I disputed the power of Congress to make internal 
improvements under the power to “ regulate com- 
merce,” but I donot deny the power of Congress, 
under other grants of the Constitution, to improve 
such rivers and harbors as are strictly national 


highways, and not exclusively within the jurisdiction i 


of a State. Congress may regulate the commerce 


Is not the same power given j; ‘ nmer 
| as the Atlantic ocean itself. 


T will not argue that ques- | 


of rivers within the jurisdiction of a State, but: 


cannot interfere with the right of a State to con- 
struct improvements by removing obstructio 


erecting wharves, locks, dams, or even turning | 


the channels of rivers. 
on vessels navigating such improved rivers or har- 
bors: bat the 
State to levy any duty of tonnage, or any impost 
or duties on imports or exports, except what may 
be absolutely necessary for executing its inspec- 


Constitution expressly forbids any | 


; gress, enter into any agreement or compact with 


another State.” 

The Mississippi river is an illustration of this 
principle. It has its source near the boundary be- 
tween the United States and the British posses- 
sions; it passes through the commercial as well as 


: the geographical heart of the Union, and finally 


empties into the Gulf of Mexico. Bordering on 
the west bank of the river are the States of Loui- 
siana, Arkansas, Missouri, lowa, and the Territory 
of Minnesota; on the east bank are Wisconsin, 
Illinois, Kentucky, Tennessee, and Mississippi— 


‘making two continuous tiers of States, spanning 


| dian Territory, and upper 


the entire Union from British America to the Gulf 
All the great rivers that flow from 
the Rocky Mountains, through Nebraska, the In- 
exas—the Missouri, 
the Platte, the Arkansas, the Canadian, and the Red 
rivers, with their numerous navigable branches— 
empty into the Mississippi. On.the east side are 


! several rivers in Wisconsin and Illinois, the Ohio 


| 
| 
| 
| 


i Mot. 


and its tributaries, including the Cumberland and 


Tennessee rivers, and minor streams from the 
State of Mississippi—making fifteen States and 
Territories in the richest and most productive 
portion of the habitable globe, whose commerce 
naturally flows into the channel of the Mississippi 
river. If such a river be not a national highway 
for the United States, then the Atlantic ocean is 
The border of the Atlantic coast, from the 


i State of Mississippi to the British line, has Ala- 


bama, Florida, Georgia, South Carolina, North 
Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Delaware, New Jer- 
sey, New York, Connecticut, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, and Maine—being fourteen States. 
Add Pennsylvania and Vermont, which are not 
immediately on the coast, and there would be 
sixteen States. But the western part of Pennsyl- 
vania has alarge commerce on the Ohio, and thence 
down the Mississippi river. So that the commerce 
of the Mississippi river arises from as many States 
and Territories as border the Atlantic coast from 


| Maine to the Mississippi line, thereby making the 
| Mississippi river as much a national highway for 


iall border upon this chain of inland seas. 
i Single State can claim their exclusive jurisdiction. 
; If, then, no single State can improve these waters, 


ii © welfare of the United States. 
55 i ma 


A State may levy tolls i. 


all the purposes of commerce and national deense 
No single State has 
the sole right to improve this river. The Consti- 
tution forbids all the States from making compacts 
or agreements with one another, and therefore the 
Mississippi cannot be improved by a combination 
of a part or all of the fifteen States and Territories 
immediately interested in its navigation. 

The same is the case with regard to the great 
lakes and connecting rivers that separate us from 
British America. Wisconsin, Illinois, Indiana, 
Jichigan, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and New York, 
No 


and no combination of States can be made for that 
purpose, it follows, as an irresistible conclusion, 
that the power rests in the United States. But, 
independent of thisargument, there are other grants 
in the Constitution which throw upon the Federal 
Government the onus of improving the navigation 
of the class of waters named. 

Congress is authorized ‘+ to lay and collect tax- 
‘es, duties, imposts, and excises, pay the debts 
‘and provide for the common defense and generat 
” e To provide and 
tajn a Navy.’? “To raise and support 
armies.” “To provide for calling forth the 
militia to execute the Jaws of the Union, suppress 


ü 


; insurrections, and repel invasions.” “To estab- 


tion laws, and even such duties are for the use of i: 


Congress. These and the like regulations of com- 


merce are reserved exclusively to Congress, and . 


lend additional force to the conclusion that the 
improvement of rivers and harbors are not regula- 
lions of commerce. 

All oceans, bays, gulfs, harbors, rivers, and 


., the United States, and subject to the revision of | 


tablish post roads,” and under the war power, 
military roads. 

“The United States shall guaranty to every 
s State in this Union, a republican form of govern- 
“ment, and shall protect each of them against inva- 
‘sion; and on application of the Legislature, or 


| ¢the Executive, (when the Legislature cannot be 


‘ convened,) against domestic violence; and “may 
‘make all laws which shal} be necessary and 
* proper for carrying into execution the foregoing 
t powers, and all other powers vested by this Con- 


: stitution in the Government of the United States, 


lakes not entirely within the territorial jurisdiction — 
of a State are national highways, and liabie to be |: 


ESS. 


No State 


‘or in any department or officer thereof. ”? : 
Under the power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, &c., the policy of the Government has 
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been, and now is, to raise a sufficient revenue by 
duties upon imports. The revenue of the country |! 
depends, in a great measure, upon our commerce i 
with foreign nations. It is, therefore, the right 
and the duty of Congress to regulate, encourage,and |! 
protect this foreign commerce as the source of our 
national revenue. We regulate this commerce in 
part by éreaty stipulations with foreign nations, 
and in part by passing laws imposing a tariff on į 
imports and declaring all the regulations, rights, 
duties, and burdens of persons and vessels engaged |: 
in commerce and navigation. In order to collect | 
the revenue arising from this commerce, we estab- 
lish ports of entry and custom-houses, and appoint 
officers to make the collections. We encourage 
and protect this source of revenue from disaster at 
sea by the improvement of the external channels | 
of navigation in all the various modes; the erec- |; 
tion of buoys, light-houses, &c. We protect this ji 
source of revenue from the assaults of foreign na- || 
tions and from piracy, by the power of our Navy, 
which is required to float wherever the ‘‘star-span- 
gled bauner’’ is unfurled to a breeze. To render 
the Navy secure from the disasters of the sea, navi- 
gation must be improved, as well for purposes 
of national defense as for national revenue. FEence |i 
it follows, that in all the waters where this foreign 
commerce floats, and in all the harbors and ports | 
where this commerce terminates and the revenue | 
is collected, the Federal Government has the right | 
to make the necessary improvements. | 

It may be said that this rule does not apply to 
the Upper Mississippi, where no foreign commerce 
floats and no revenueis collected. At points where | 
this objection exists and navigation is obstructed, 
Congress may in its discretion improve the navi- 
gation for other national purposes. This river is 
now used as a national post road for the transmis- 
sion of the mails, and as a national militery road for 
the transmission of naval and military armaments; 
and under the power to establish post roads and 
to protect the fifteen States and Territories on the 
line of this river in the enjoyment of a Republi- 
can furm of Governmentand from invasions, rebel- 
lions, and insurrections, Congress may make such | 
improvements as will “in peace prepare for war,” 
and thus enable the Federal Government to give 
all the great States in the valley of the Mississippi | 
the same facilities for protection that is given to 
the States upon the sea-board, 

lt will be observed that all the navigable waters 
I propose to improve are upon the external bound- | 
aries of the States, or so connected with our for- |} 
eign commerce, the national revenue, or national | 
defeuce, as to placethem exclusively under the ju- 
risdiction of Congress for these purposes, My 
position is, therefore, strictly within the rule of | 
the Democratic party, against a system of internal 
improvements within the jurisdiction of the States. 
President Polk, in his veto of a similar bill to this, 
remarks: 

“The Constitution has not, in my judgment, conferred 
upon the Federal Government the power to construct 


works of internal improvement within the States, or to ap- 
propriate money from the ‘Treasury for that purpose”? 


General Jackson, in one of his messages to Con- 
gress on this subject, sent in the following classi- 
fications of navigable waters, subject, in his opin- | 
ion, to be improved by the authority of Congress: 


“Ist. Improvements of harbors on the sea-board. 

“2d. The removal of partial and temporary obstructions | 
ina river already navigable, lying between a port of entry 
established by law, on said river, and another such port on 
the ocean. 

“3d. The improvement of the harbors on such rivers, 
and within such places, or on the great lakes, which are | 
themselves directly traversed by vessels engaged in our for- 
eign commerce.?? j 


This varies but little from the rule I have laid 
down in the foregoing argument. 

Both the Whig and Democratic parties, in their | 
Baltimore platforms, agree that Congress has the | 
power to make improvements of a national char- | 
acter; but there seems to be a great diversity of 
opinion alike among Whigs and Democrats as to 
what class of improvements are really national. 
Being a strict constructionist—a State-Rights man 
~~a Union Democrat—I have sought, for my own 

ratification, to deduce the true rule togovern this 
important branch of public policy from the Con- | 
stitution itself. If I have failed, ìt is. to be attrib- | 
uted to my weakness, and not to any fault of the 
Constitution. 

The bill under consideration contains several | 
legitimate appropriations, but many more that are |! 


| objectionable as merely local improvements in the 


; of War has the unrestricted power to spend the 


| one of the proposed improvements. 
| mittee may be well’ informed on the subject, but 
‘they have taken good care to keep their informa- 
: tion to themselves. 


i; proposed, but also as to the amount of money | 


| amounting to a million and a half of dollars, to 


;named. Hunters after fat jobs will beset the Sec- | 
retary with their schemes and proposals, not to |; 
i make improvements but to make money; and if this 


| the country are offered to the first section of the | 
| and that Alabama is not to receiveanything. Why? 


i amendment has been submitted to the House? 


| question. i 


interior of States. The objections of President 
Polk toa former river and harbor bill, and for 
which he vetoed the same, apply still more forcibly 
to this bill than to that. Besides, the Secretary 


money appropriated as his will may direct. His 
personal attention to fifty-seven distinct improve- 
ments, scattered in remote parts of the Union, 
cannot be expected, and is not required by the 
bill. The Committee on Commerce have made 
no report to this House as to the necessity of any 
The com- 


The House and the country 
are wholly uninformed by the committee, not only 
as to the existing necessity for the expenditures 


each improvement will require, the character of the ! 
improvements to be made, and the time to be con- 
sumed in their completion. 

In short, the bill looks like a series of donations, |! 


the common carriers of the country, to be doled out | 
by the Secretary of War, who is required to give 
no bond for the faithful application of the money, 
and has no instructions as to the character of the 
works to be constructed.. In the valley of the 
Mississippi, the places to be improved are not even | 


million and a half of dollars does not prove to be | 
a political corruption fund, a Federal pipe-laying | 
scheme, it will be because the Secretary of War | 
is a man of immaculate purity, patriotism, and | 
sagacity, and not because the Committee on Com- | 
merce have guarded the appropriations with any | 
statesmanlike precautions against it. The friends 
of the bill seem resolved that it shall not be | 
amended. They may have the power to pass it, | 
and we have neither a Jackson, or a Polk to stran- : 
gle the Briarean monster with a veto; but it will do 
its friends no honor, and the country no good. 
Mr. DISNEY. 1 rise to make a suggestion 
with regard to the mode of procedure on this bill. 
I submit to the Chair, and to the. committee, that 
it will be more symmetrical, and will better facil- 
itate the action of the committee with regard to 
this bill, if the Chair will rule, and the committee 
wil] sustain that ruling, that gentlemen shall with- 
hold their amendments until we arrive at the sec- 
tion of the bill to which they appropriately belong. 
If amendments for localities in every section of | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


bill, the debate will be interminable. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. 
the gentleman isin order? 

Mr. MEADE. Virginia has no locality in the | 
bill. 

Mr. DISNEY. You can, then, offer your 
amendments at the end of the bill. 

The question then recurred upon the amend- 
ment of thegentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Coss.] 
Mr. COBB demanded tellers. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. 
an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I rise to a question of order. | 
I submit whether it is not too late to offer that 
amendment after the question on the original 


I ask whether 


I desire to offer 


. The CHAIRMAN. TheChair supposes that, 

as the vote has not been consummated, it is in | 
order to submit an amendment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. The House was in the very 
act of dividing. 

The CHAIRMAN. Butit is in order, after a 
vote has been taken upon one side only, to pro- 
pose an amendment, and to discuss the proposi- 
tion contained in it. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is.in order. From that decision 
the gentleman from Indiana takes an appeal. 
_Mr. DUNHAM. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is notin order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I have a right to state my 


I take an appeal from the 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has stated the 
question, and debate is not in order. 


The question then being, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee ? 

Mr. DUNHAM asked for a division of the 
House. 

The House was divided, and there were—ayes 
65, noes not counted; no quorum voting. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Srrvens and 
FuLver appointed; and, the question being taken, 
the tellers reported—ayes 98, noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I ask the Clerk 
to read the amendment I have offered. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

And also for the survey of the Flint and Chattahoochee 
rivers, in the State of Georgia, with a view of improving 
the navigation thereof, $25,000. 

Mr. J. said: It has been objected to certain pro- 
posed amendments to this bill, that they ought 
not to be ingrafted upon it, for the reason that no 
estimates have been forwarded to us by the proper 
Department. I believe that has been urged against 
the proposed appropriation to the James river, in 
the State of Virginia; and similar objections have 
been urged to other streams named—for instance, 
the Tennessee and Yazoo rivers. I propose, in 
this case, to obviate that objection so far as the 
two rivers embraced in my amendment are con- 
cerned, by asking an appropriation from this 
body to make a survey for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing what improvements can be made in the navi- 
gation of thosestreams. The Flint river is almost 
entirely within the State of Georgia, but still it is 
navigable and connected with foreign commerce. 
It penetrates a rich and fertile country, producing 
a large amount of cotton. 

The Chattahoochee river forms for several hun- 
dred miles the boundary between the States of 
Georgia and Alabama, and is navigable at certain 
portions of the year, and at other times is not. 
That is the case with each of thosestreams. After 
forming a junction with the Flint river, it consti- 
tutes the Appalachicola river. From those two 
rivers, and from the Appalachicola, there is ex- 
ported annually to foreign countries, cotton to the 
value ofabout $10,000,000. This amount of prod- 
uce is exported upon the bosom of the waters of 
those two rivers. They are objects of national 
concern, They are connected with our national 
trade and national interest, as much so as the 
North river, or the Illinois, or the Mississippi, or 
Ohio rivers. There are obstructions in the rivers 
which an appropriation of money can remove. 

But it is objected, that Virginia is not to receive 
anything, that Georgia is not to receive anything, 


Not because their proposed improvements are not 


; ofa national character, but because their Repre- 


sentatives upon this floor entertain doubts as to 
the constitutional power of this body to make 
such improvements, and because they believe in 
the impolicy of exercising it, if the power existed. 

I understand that the ground upon which this 
bill is based, and the ground upon which it is to 
receive public favor, in the minds of gentlemen 
upon this floor is, that the objects are national in 
their benefits. Here, then, sir, is a national ob- 
ject. Make, then, an appropriation for it. 

I am free to say, as an individual, and I believe 
I represent the views and feelings of the people of 
my State, that I do not believe Congress has the 
constitutional power to make these appropriations; 
and if it has the power that it is impolitic to exer- 
cise it; but for that reason are my constituents and 
my people to be deprived of the benefits of these 
Appropnattons: , 

ask gentlemen, when they look to the political 
sentiments and political views of individuals, that 
they will not confine their vision to the South, and 
to our constitutional notions. Let them look, 
also, a little to the constitutional notions of the 
people upon Lake Erie, at Sandusky, and at 
Cleveland—to the notions of the people at Chi- 
eago and Ashtabula. If men’s notions are to 
control appropriations, let those men who have 
constitutional notions such as those referred to, 
not have the benefits of this Government aid. 

I am free, sir, to state, that if theseamendments 
are ingrafted upon this bill, I will not even then 
vote for it. But if there is to be a distribution of 
the spoils, contrary to the policy of the Govern- 
ment, I ask for the people of my section of the 
country that they shall share in that distribution, 
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and that our notions of the power of the Govern- 
ment, and the policy of its exercise, shall not 
govern the action of this body, and that national 
views and national benefits shall control its action. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I rise to makea 
single remark upon a single point. As amember 
of the Committee on Commerce, sir, I say itis very 
painful to my feelings to hear gentlemen charge upon 
that committee that they were influenced in select- 
ing any of the places which they have recommend- 
ed for appropriations from any political considera- 
tion whatever. So far as concerns myself and 


my associates upon that committee, I do not be- 
lieve that that idea ever entered their minds in the | 
remotest sense. The disposition of that commit- : 


tee was to do justice to all sections of the country; 


and as the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Joux- | 


son] refers to the sentiments and notions enter- 


tained in particular sections of the country upon | 
political and constitutional questions, I refer him £ 


to the mouth of the Savannah; I refer him to the 
harbor of Charleston; I refer him to Mobile, and 
to the mouth of the Mississippi, all of which have 
been provided for. And why will gentlemen per- 
sist in charging that this committee was influenced 
by sinister considerations in reference to one part 
of the Union over another? If I believe, sir, I 
am incapable of any action whatever, it is an ac- 
tion of that kind, arising from such motives. 

I hope that gentlemen who have objections to 
this bill, will put them upon grounds that will not 
impugn the motives of the committee. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 


offered by Mr. Jounson, of Georgia, and it was | 


not agreed to. 
Mr. WARD. 

ment by inserting ‘for the improvement of the 

navigation of the Cumberland river, $45,000.” 
Being a friend, practically and theoretically, to 


internal improvements, I wish to suggest to those | 


who framed this bill that if any interests have been 


neglected that ought to have been embraced in this : 
bill, good policy would require that they should | 
listen to the complaints of those whose interests | 


have been neglected. ‘ 

As I have before remarked, Mr. Chairman, I 
am friendly to the exercise of the power of voting 
appropriations for internal improvement, and be- 


lieve it to be the duty of the General Government | 
to exercise the power to clear out all navigable | 


streams of a national character. And when m 
particular portion of the community, who are di- 
rectly interested, appeal to those who have this 
ower under their guardianship, and that appeal 
1s disregarded, I cannot say how far that may in- 
fluence my final action in reference to this partic- 
ular bill. “If the object for which I now appeal be 
not in its character national, if it deserves not the 
consideration of this House, I desire not its action. 
But that this is a national stream, I appeal to the 
action of this House in 1832,-"4,~’5,-’6,-’7 and 
8, during the administrations of General Jackson 
and Mr. Van Buren. That it is one of magnitude, 
sgo far as commerce upon it is concerned, I appeal 
to the fact that there is a trade upon it, amounting 


to between five and ten millions of dollars annu- į 


ually. Since 1838, nothing has been done for us. 
We now appeal to this House, who seem disposed 
to recommence this system of internal improve- 
ment, 
a stream which eminently demands it. 


ing the beneficent action of the General Govern- 
ment into operation, so far as the interests of the 
community demand it. Are we to be unheard, and 


is our appeal to be disregarded? We area partand | 
parcel of that great valley of the Mississippi, ; 


which has already been too long neglected by the 
General Government. 
as numerous as those who live upon the lake 
shores, our interests are as dear to us as theirs. 


We desire—we demand—not as a favor, but as a | 
matter of right, that something shall be done for : 


this stream, which is clearly and undeniably 
a national one. 


every call madeupon its gallantry. We have done 
our duty to this Government, and we now ask in 
return that it will do its duty towards us. In 
1838 she did it. Whether or not there has been 
any particular application made to the committee 
for an appropriation to this river | do not know; 
but there are many things the committee have not 


I propose to amend the amend- | 


We ask you to makean appropriation for | 
We ask 
ou in behalf of those who are in favor of carry- | 


Although we may not be | 


It flows through the two States i 
of Tennessee and Kentucky, a portion of the. 
community which has ever responded to any and | 


done that justice to the community would require. 
Ido not impugn their motives. I believe that they 


did the best they could, under the circumstances, | 


and what they thought was right; but there are 
interests which have been neglected in this bill. 
Many members of the House are opposed to the 
principle of internal improvements. There are 
others in favor of the exercise of the power by 
the General Government, like myself, who may 
vote for this bill if properly amended, when it 1s 
important for us to vote upon its final passage; 


but it is but bad policy for the friends of the bill | 
to oppose honest efforts made to perfect the bill by | 
necessary amendments. l hope and trust, as this | 
is not more than the interests of the stream de- 


mand, asit is a national stream, that the committee | 
will vote in the amendment I have submitted, and | 
unite the friends of the system to carry the bill ij 

i 


through, as nearly perfect as it is possible for such 
frail mortals as we are to make it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. 1 shall oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Warp] for the same reason that I the other day 


opposed the amendment of the gentleman from | 
Mississippi, [Mr. Brown.] I call the attention |) 
of the committee to the inquiry I shall propound. | 


I desire to know of the Chair whether or not it be 
competent for me to move that the committee rise, 
with a view of moving in the House the recon- 
sideration of the vote by which general discussion 
upon the merits of that bill was suspended? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order, A 


į motion to rise and report the bill to the House 


cannot be entertained so long as amendments are 
pending. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I desire debate reopened 


upon this bill. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. It cannot be done. 


The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider 


bate was adopted, was laid upon the table. 

Mr. DISNEY. [suggest that the object sought | 
to be obtained by the gentleman from Virginia, | 
does not, of necessity, involve a motion of recon- 
sideration. It is a provision of parliamentary ; 
law that the adoption of a new order rescinds an 
existing one. It therefore does not require a re- 
scinding, pro forma. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
tend to decide that question. The Chair only 
says that a motion for the committee to rise and 
report the bill cannot be entertained so long as | 
amendments are pending in committee. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Is it competent for me to 
move that the committee rise? 


The CHAIRMAN. lt is competent for the 
gentleman to move that the committee rise, but 
should it rise, the bill is left in the committee. 
Does the gentleman submit the motion? 

[Cries of “Oh no!” “Let us go on with the 
bill 1”) 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I rise to a 
question of order. No member of the committee 
is entitled to the floor except for the purpose of 
debating an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is opposed 
to the amendment, and so long as he says nothing 
he is entitled to the floor. (Laughter.} 

Mr. McMULLIN. I do not think that the 
gentleman should have raised the question of order 
upon me. He will recollect Corporal Trim, whose 
silence was more eloquent than his speech, and I | 
have no doubt my silence would suit the gentle- | 
man’s views better than my speech. (Laughter.] 

I concur fully and entirely in the views taken 


by the gentleman from Georgia, (Mr. Jounson,] | 


but dissent from the gentleman from Kentucky as | 
to the power of the General Government. Ias- 


sert, that I never have seen presented to the A mer- | 
ican Congress for its adoption a more sectional | 
and partial bill of appropriations for internal im- | 
provements than the present one. I do not mean | 
to impugn the motives of members of the com- 

mittee; but it is sufficient for me to know—and I | 


l 
i 
i 


is partial and sectional in its provisions. Will 


any gentleman of the committee deny that fact? 


If they do, I will only ask a reference to the bill li 


itself to justify my assertion, There is no appro- | 
priation proposed for Virginia, although there are | 
several streams national in their character flowing | 
through her territory. Is not the noble James | 
river a national stream? Jt is, all will admit; and | 
yet there is no provision for its improvement. l| 


desire that the country shall know—that this bill I 
i 
| 


will not charge that the Committee on Commerce 
have omitted appropriations for the “Old Domin- 
ion?’ because her delegation were rather too tight- 
laced to vote for a system of internal improve- 
ments, There are other national streams in Vir- 
ginia besides the James river. There is the 
important stream of Holston, which runs through 
my district. Jt is a tributary of the Mississippi, 
and ought to be provided for; and before this bill 
is disposed of, it is my intention to submit an 
amendment for that purpose. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Warp’s 
amendment; and, upon a division, there were— 
ayes 35—— : 

Mr. WARD. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of 
Alabama, and Morony were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the tellera re- 
ported—ayes 54, noes 59. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no quorum, and 
the Clerk will call the roll. 

(Cries of ‘* Recount!” ** Recount !”} 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
a recount will be had. ; 

There was no objection, and the question was 
again put, and the amendment was lost—the tell- 
ers having reported—ayes 53, noes 73. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 


| jected. 


Mr. TAYLOR. 
amendment: 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio river 
above the falls at Louisville, $160,000. 


The committee will recollect, that a few days 


I desire to offer the following 


‘ago, with a view to the prompt and speedy action 


of this House upon this bill, [ resigned the privi- 
lege I had of speaking one hour. I should be 
very glad now to speak one hour, to show how 


| 
H - K ` . . 
i r rece i| deeply interested in the bill is the section of coun- 
the vote by which the resolution terminating de- | 


try from which I come, but I am so anxious now 
to have a vote upon this bill, and have it adopted 
or rejected, that 1 would sit down now, and not 
consume the five minutes’ time to which I am en- 
titled, if I thought by such course that I should 
induce speedy action. I desire speedy action 
upon the bill, in order to accommodate the coör- 
dinate branch of Congress, and give them some- 


| thing to do within a few days. We have been 
The Chair does not in- jj 


subjected to unmerited reproaches for not sending 
the Senate something to do. They overlooked the 
great fact that we sent them a bill of this House, 
which occupied us five or six weeks, distributing 


| equitably sixty millions of acres of public lands, 


carrying out that great Whig policy which was 
devised some years ago, of distributing the pro- 
ceeds of the public lands by voting to divide the 
lands equitably, instead of the proceeds, for inter- 
nal improvements and education. We have sent 
them a bill of far more importance than any bill 
with which they have been favored this session, 
and it still lies on their table. Now I wish to 
speak tu the amendment I propose. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. J rise to a point of 
order. The gentleman does not wish to spend 
time unnecessarily. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I am obliged to my critical 
friend from the Bellefontaine district, (Mr. STAN- 
ron, but he is as much out of the way now ag 
usual. I advocate the adoption of this amend- 
ment for several reasons. We have had no ap- 
propriation in fourteen years for the Ohio river, 
a stream of about one thousand miles in length, 
navigable for steamboats, and which bears upon 
its bosom a greater amount of commerce than any 
other river, in proportion to its length, in the United 
States. Last year the Committee on Commerce 
and this House did appropriate $80,000 for that 
river, but a Democratic Senate rejected it; and, in 
my opinion, a Democratic Senate will again reject 
this bill in any form in which you may send it to 
them. I think itis a good omen for this country, 
when so many of our Democratic friends in this 
committee are ready to consider as so much idle 
wind the resolution adopted by their Jate National 
Convention, in which they resolved ‘* that the 
Constitution does not confer upon the General 
Government the power to commence and carry on 
a general system of internal improvements.” 

Now I am for a general system and reasonable 
appropriations therefor, and not fora partial sys- 
tem of internal improvements. Every Democrat 
of any great distinction in this country has advo- 
cated a general system of internal improvements, 


| from the days of Jefferson down to the present 
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time. What do I see ina speech which lies be- 
fore me? The honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, [Mr. Szymovur,} and other 
Democratic members, show that from the adminis- 
tration of Mr. Jefferson down to that of Mr. Ty- 
ler, there were appropriated hundreds of thousands, 
and millions of dollars, for objects similar to those 
contemplated in this bill; and even greater appro- 
ptiations were made during General Jackson’s 
administration—the very impersonation of Democ- 
racy. | quote the amounts from the chairman’s 
speech: 

s This construction of the Constitution, so clearly dedu- 
cible from its language, has beén for a long course of years 
so fully sustained and followed by the legislation of the 
country, under all political parties, that it is now approved 
and sanctioned by a large majority of the people. Recur- 
ring to past legislation, we find that from the commence- | 
ment of Mr. Jefferson’s administration to the end of Mr. 
Tyler’s, there have been appropriated for the construction | 
and repair of roads, and the improvement of rivers and 
harbors, $17,199,222. These appropriations were made as 
follows: | 


Under Mr, Jeferson p, orsresssiresasesereese $48,400 | 
“Mr. Madison.. «250,800 
«¢ Mr. Monroe. + 707,621 | 
“ Mr.J. Q. Adams. ser 2,810,475 
* General Jackson., +++ 10,582,882 | 
«Mr. Van Buren... vee 2,222,544 | 
Mr. Tyler. .cssecesees 1,076,500 | 


T rejoice to find that a portion of the Democratic ; 
party in this House are abandoning the resolution 
of their National Convention, introduced for a spe- 
cial purpose. The Whig resolution of their late | 
National Convention, in this respect is liberal, and 
I will read it: 

“6. The Constitution vests in Congress the power to 
open and repair harbors, and remove obstructions from 
navigable rivers; and it is expedient that Congress shall 
exercise that power whenever such improvements are neces- 


sary for the common defense or for the protection and facil- | 
tties of commerce with foreign nations or among the States | 
-—such improvements being, in every instance, national and ! 
general in their character.”’ i 
It acknowledges the power of Congress, under | 
the Constitution, to improve rivers and harbors, | 
and takes the ground that we are called upon by | 
every consideration of duty, to make appropria- ! 
tions to improve our lake harbors, and particu- 
larly our great western rivers, as well as the har- 
bors upon the Atlantic sea-coast. It has been my 
fortune to have passed over Lake Erie, within a 
few years, some half dozen times. Four times it | 
has been my misfortune to have been on the lake ' 
in a storm, when forthirty-six hours we were en- 
deavoring to get into a harbor of refuge, one of | 
those formerly improved by the General Govern- 
ment, and when the lives of hundreds of passen- | 
gers were endangered. Then I could have wished 
that some of the anti-internal improvement men 
in Congress could have been on board to have 
witnessed the necessity for these appropriations, 
Then they would have changed their tune, and I 
think they would have declared themselves in 
favor of the power of the General Government to 
build up a system of internal improvements, and 
improve our lake harbors, and navigable rivers, 
Mr. MILLSON. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Taynor.] | 
I rise, however, not so much for the purpose of | 
assailing it, as with the view of offering some ob- 
servations in reply to what has fallen from the 
gentleman who introduced the amendment, from 
my honorable friend from Connecticut, [Mr. Sey- 
mour,] and from other gentlemen who participated 
in the debate this morning. They rely a good deal 
upon a distinction between what they call national 
and local improvements. Some gentlemen, too, 
who agree with me in their general views upon 
this bill, have intimated a willingness to vote for | 
a bill making appropriations for works of a na- 
j 
I 
| 


tional character. These they suppose to be con- 

gtitutional, but the others not so. lask gentlemen | 
whence is this distinction between improvements | 
of a national and local character derived? Cer- ; 
tainly not from the Constitution itself. What is! 


a national improvement? What is meant by the || 


phrase? Will they say that a national improve- | 
ment is a constitutional one? That is only beg- | 
ging the question. Itis reasoningin a circle. The | 


improvement is national, because it is constitu- || 


tional, and it is constitutional, because it is na- | 
tional. The distinction is altogether arbitrary and : 
fantastic. If, however, national means general, | 
as distinguished from local, then I agree with the 
honorable gentleman [Mr. Tayior] who has just 


provements is condemned by the resolation of the 


T 


Baltimore Convention, which he has just now 
contrasted with the resolution adopted by the re- 
cent Whig Convention. If this resolution does 
not condemn such improvements, then I do not 
know what is its meaning. No other construc- 
tion, it seems to me, can be put upon the resolu- 
tion of the Baltimore Convention than the one I 
i have given it. j 

But in truth, sir, there is no such distinction 
known to the Constitution, as that between na- 
tional and local, or general and particular improve- 
ments. If a thing be at all within the power of 
Congress, it does not cease to be constitutional 
| because it is made the subject of a general sys- 
tem. And if the power over the subject is not 
given to Congress, it cannot be made constitu- 
tonal by multiplying the occasions for legislating 
upon it, The resolution of the Democratic Con- 
vention declares, that the Constitution confers 
upon Congress no power to commence and carry 
on a general system of internal improvements. If 
any internal improvements are constitutional, then 
a general system could not be unconstitutional. 
Will any gentleman say that Congress possesses 
no power to establish a general system of post 
roads—a general system of post offices—a general 
system of mints for coining money? No, sir. If 
the power be granted—if it be one of the subjects 
of legislation within the constitutional competency 
of Congress, then it matters not whether the 


tional. I would appeal to gentlemen belonging to 


uation in which some of them are placed—I know 
the difficulties of their position, and I speak more 
in sorrow than in anger when I express the opin- 
ion, that their votes, if given for this bill, will not 


|| be in accordance with the ancient usages and doc- 


trines of the Democratic party. What was the 
i vote, even in the last House of Representatives, 
upon this subject? [have it here. Upon the bill 


i| which then passed this House there were—yeas 


103, nays 87. Of the yeas there were 85 Whigs, 
and only 18 Democrats. Of the nays there were 
7 Whigs, and 80 Democrats. This was the di- 
vision of parties in the last Congress upon the bill 
which then passed this body. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. That was a 
very bad bill. 

Mr.MILLSON. The gentleman says that was 
a very bad bill. 


think this, too, is a bad bill, because J conceive it 
assumes powers which have never been granted to 
Congress, and which, as Mr. Polk very truly said, 


for more than thirty years after the Government 
went into operation. There is an ancient super- 
stition among some savage tribes, that they suc- 
ceed to the moral and mental attributes of those 
whom they slay in battle; and perhaps the Demo- 


Whigs, have a right to appropriate to themselves 


spoils of war. Let them say, if they please, that 
į they claim these principles as their own, by right 
of conquest. But I protest, as I have before done, 


republican fathers of the Constitution. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Tay- 
LoR’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. 

i Mr. EASTMAN. 
ing the following: 

| For completing the improvement of Grani river slough, 

| at the town of Potosi, in the State of Wisconsin, which 

{ 


| was commenced under an act of Congress, approved June 
15th, 1844, and which is yet unfinished, $15,000. 


purpose of improving the janding, or harbor, at 
the town of Potosi, in Wisconsin. The land was 
sold, and the proceeds of it were applied to the 
object contemplated, but thesum realized from the 
sale was not, however, sufficient to make the im- 
provement desired. The work which has been 
commenced will go into decay unless there is an 
additional appropriation made for this improve- 
ment. I offer this amendment in good faith, so 


may not be rendered useless, for want of another 


: : ‘| appropriation to complete the work. 
taken his seat, that this system ‘of internal im- ! Mt 
| to the amendment, but F rise simply for the pure ij 


r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [ am opposed 


thing done be general or particular, it is equally | 
constitutional; if not, it is equally unconstitu- | 


I think, with him, thatit was a | 
very bad bill; but, with all proper deference, Ij 


in his excellent veto message, were never exercised | 


cratic party, after their many victories over the | 


the principles and doctrines of their opponents, as | 


In 1844, there was a grant of land made for the | 


that what has been already done by Congress | 


the Democratic party—I know very well the sit- || 


against the idea that they are sanctioned by the |: 


| the business before us. 


pose of saying that we have made no progress; 
and it seems to me that those of us who are in 
favor of the bill should make no speeches about 
this matter at all, for this course would certainly 
bring us at some period to a vote upon the ques- 
tion. We have only got so far to the first section, 
and it seems to methat weare in a condition that 
we will never get through. There isa good deal 
of business to be done, and thereisno telling when 
we can adjourn, unless we can get through with 
I do hope that we will 
go on, and that the friends of the bill will have 
nothing more to say about it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. EastMan’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. ` 

Mr. DISNEY offered the folowing amend- 
ment: 

For the purchase of the Louisville and Portland canal, 
and towards the construction of a canal on the fidiana side 
of the river, $500,000. 

Mr. D. said: I had desired to express myself 
somewhat at length in regard to this bill, had it 
been the pleasure of the House to have allowed 
me that privilege. I shall not be guilty of the 


i folly of attempting to make a speech in the five 


minutes now allotted to me by the rules, but 


; my action in regard to this bill will be determined 


by the result of the vote of the committee on this 
amendment. If this amendment be adopted, } 
shall vote for the bill with cordiality. If it be re- 
jected, I shall use my best endeavors to crush and 
defeat. the bill. My reasons for it arefew. That 
amendment will test the sincerity of gentlemen 
who claim to be the exclusive friends of these in- 
ternal improvements, because the improvement 
there asked for is more important in its character 
than any five provided for in this bill, There is 
more commerce passes that point than there is at 
any five of the ports provided for in your bill, 
The obstructions there are greater than at any 
other point provided for in your bill; and so far 
as the constitutional questions go it is freer from 
objection than any other work provided for here, 
for the Ohio river, from its rise dawn to its de- 
bouchment, lies entirely without the limits of any 


| State. 


I have not time in five minutes to state the facts 
connected with this matter; but I will state, in gen- 
eral terms, that more than $500,000,000 of com- 
merce annually floats upon these great western 
rivers. And I put it distinctly to gentlemen who 
claim to be the exclusive friends of this bill, and 
ask, Flow will you defend yourselves before the 
people of the West, if you vote down this appro- 
priation, and yet vote such appropriations as are 
provided for in this bill? The tax already paid 
by the people of the West on these obstructions 
has amounted to millions; and the pecuniary tax 
is but small compared to the incumbrances inflicted 
on commerce by the existing obstruction at this 
point. More than $100,000,000 of commerce an- 
nually passes over these falls, More than two 
thousand steamboats pass through the existing 
canal, independent of the large number which pass 
over the falls at high water, and when the naviga- 
tion will permit it. 

I repeat again, that the amendment which I now 
offer will test the sincerity of gentlemen, and en- 
able the people of the West to determine how far 
they are sincere in advocating the improvement of 
the rivers of the West. The committee have so 


i| far voted down one after another each and every 
I move to amend, by add- | 


appropriation to improve the western rivers. The 
Committee on Commerce have allowed in their 
bill $260,000 for all the western rivers, the com- 


: merce of which amounts to $500,000,000 annually, 
ij and in the trade of which more than thirty thou- 


sand men are engaged, while you appropriate 
$400,000 for the commerce floating on the lakes 
of $50,000,000 or $60,000,000 annually, and 
$900,000 to the Atlantic coast, when your whole 
foreign commerce does not equal the commerce 
upon our streams. How can you stand up before 
the people of the West and say that you are 
friends to river improvements, when you will 
vote millions here for the improvement of petty, 
contemptible harbors into which no commerce 
goes, and refuse appropriations for points on the 
rivers of the West where hundreds of millions of 
dollars are annually involved, and where the ob- 
structions are so great that if they existed upon 
any part of the Atlantic coast there would be a 
general rebellion amongst ihe people? 
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I repeat what | said in the outset, that the ac- 
tion of the committee on the amendment which I 
have offered will test the sincerity of their profes- 
sions in regard to river improvements. If you | 
vote down this amendment, the people of the 
Weat will have no faith in your professions, or 
your anxiety in regard to the interests of the com- 
merce of the West. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I am op- 
posed, seriously and in earnest, to the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, So much of 
it as relates to an appropriation for the purchase 
of the outstanding stock in the Louisville and ; 
Portland canal, I discussed the other day, but so 
much as proposes a canal upon the Indiana side 
of the Ohio river, I think I could demonstrate to 
be uncalled for, inexpedient, and improper. I 
venture my reputation upon the fact, that it is de- 
monstrable that no canal can be constructed on 
that side of the river, that will answer the purposes 
of commerce, for less than $§1,000,000—ranging, 
according to the different plans, from $1,000,000 
to $7,000,000—and that the canal on the Kentucky 


side of the river can be enlarged to dimensions |} 


that will suit the wants of commerce, now and 
hereafter, for a sum ranging from $600,000 to 
$700,000. I have stood, for months, ready to 
offer to the American Government a contract, with 
indisputable security, for the sum of $700,000 to 
enlarge and extend that canal, and to have it fin- 
ished in two years—with an interruption of navi- 
gation that shall be limited to three months—so 
that a steamboat ninety feet broad, and four hun- 
dred feet long shall be able to pass through it. 
But I do not even ask the House of Representa- 
tives to pass upon any proposition of that sort 
until I have an opportunity to exhibit maps which 
I have in my possession, which will show the 
form of the Ohio at that point, and which will 
show that there is no proposition that has ever | 
been submitted to make a canal on the Indiana 
side of the river that will bear the test of an ex- 
amination of five minutes. That is enough to | 
say against the proposition of the gentleman from | 
Cincinnati. 

I will consume the balance of my time in 
making the suggestion, that we have not yet got | 
beyond the appropriation for the Delaware break- 
water, and that if we are to disenss, under the five | 


minutes rule, all the conceivable amendments that |! 


may be offered to this bill, on the first clause | 
thereof, we might as well at once commence a re- | 
construction of the entire bill. { have amend- 
ments lying on my desk, connected with western | 
improvements, that I intend to offer when we | 
come to the western improvements; and it strikes 
me as proper that gentlemen who have amend- 
ments to offer, should offer them at least to some 
clause of the bill connected with the part of the 
country to which those amendments refer. 


We have already spent upon the Delaware |: 


breakwater one million nine hundred and odd thou- | 
sand dollars. 1am ready to vote this much more. | 
Ido not know when we shall get to the conclusion 
of the appropriation for it. 1 see by the last re 
port that it is proposed, when they get the break- ; 


water finished, to put an hospital on it. j; 
Mr. DISNEY called for tellers; but they were || 


not ordered. i 
The question was then taken on theamendment | 
to the amendment, and it was disagreed to. 


greed, | 

Mr. DUNHAM offered the following as an i 
amendment to the amendment: i! 
i 


For the construction ofa steamboat canal around the Fails 
of the Ohio river, at Louisville, on the Indiana side of said 
river, $500,010. 

Mr. DUNHAM said: Mr. Chairman, when 
this bill came up for discussion, I was, unfortu- 
nately, unable to express my sentiments in refer- 
ence to it. I concur in some of the remarks made 
here this morning by my colleague, [Mr. Rozin- 
son. ] 
whence this bill emanated, and from the various | 


As has been very forci- ; 
bly exhibited by the honorable member from Cin- 
1 


I do not expect, from the committee | 


| No man can doubt that the great Mississippi val- 
ley is, after all, the tax-paying portion of the coun- 
try. Wehave, for years, had burdens laid upon 
us for the purpose of improving the harbors and 
streams on the sea-board and lake-coasts, while 
our commerce has been entirely neglected. We 
have actually been paying tribute into the public 
Treasury for the purpose of getting our products 
to their markets. It has beena two-edged sword 
to us. On the one hand, we have been compelled 
to furnish means for your improvements, and on 
the other hand, we have been compelled to pay a 
tax into the general ‘Treasury for the few pitiful 
improvements we have had. 


that he should have an opportunity to make good 
the vaunting boast which he has uttered here this 
morning, and compare the advantages of a canal 
on the Kentucky side with those of one on the In- 
i diana side. I undertake to say that I shall be 
i able, if that controversy shall ever come up, to 
i demonstrate to this House, and to the country, 
that you cannot build a canal upon the Kentucky 
side of the river sufficiently large for the com- 
merce of the Ohio, or that you can possibly get a 
boat of any dimensions into the mouth of it at the 
lower end. 

As to the assertion of the gentleman relative to 
the comparative cost of the two works, why, 
every survey that has been made, so fur as my | 
, knowledge extends, shows that the improvement | 
‘ which we desire on the Indiana side of the river | 
į can be made for a much less sum than that on the | 
| Kentucky side. The gentleman himself has said 


is half a million. 
that half a million we will undertake to remove 
this obstruction to the navigation of the Ohio river, 
which would be an immense relief to the com- 
merce of the Ohio, in which the whole country is 
interested from Pittsburg to New Orleans. 

I had hoped that the legislation upon this sub- 
ject would have been allowed to take the legitimate | 
| course—that it would have been brought forward 
by the proper committee. When that question 
‘does come up, I shall be prepared to enter at large | 
` into its discussion, and I believe I shall be able to 
i satisfy the House and the country of the justice, 
economy, and propriety of this appropriation. I 
shall especially be able to show the illiberal spirit 


has boasted so much here. 

Mr. WALSH. l do not concur in what the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Rosinson] has said 
with regard to the respective jurisdictions of the 
Committee on Commerée and the Committee on | 
Roads and Canals. I have never understood that | 
at any time the jurisdiction over this subject has 
been exercised by any committee other than the 
Committee on Commerce. I have never under- 
stood that the House of Representatives, by any 
vote, has changed that jurisdiction. It is pertecly 
plain, that if we had no other ground upon which 


have just spoken, in regard to the proper location 
of the proposed canal, would be amply sufficient. 

Mr. DISNEY. I will remark that the only 
diference between the gentleman from Kentucky 


canal built upon one side of the river, and we 
want it built upon the other. 

| Mr. WALSH. The proper Department will 
| decide upon which side it should be located; and 
! when we have its surveys and estimates before us 
| we can act advisedly. 

| But even, sir, if the House should sustain the 
| proposition, no blame can attach to the committee 
| for not reporting it in this bill. The Committee 
í on Commerce, although having properly in charge 


over the subject of canals. That control belongs 


to the committee of which the gentleman from In- | yous consent of the House to introduce the fol- 


ii lowing resolution: 


| diana [Mr. Roprxson] is chairman. 
; J will now, Mr. Chairman, refer to a charge 


which has several times been made on this floor, ; 
I allude, | 


and which has no foundation in facts. 


So far as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. ; 
MARSHALL] is concerned, E should be very glad | 


of the gentleman from the Louisville district, who | 


| to resist this amendment, that furnished by the. 
| disagreement between the two gentlemen who | 


| 
| [Mr. Marsga] and the gentleman from Indiana | 
| [Mr. Dunnam] and myself is, that he wants the | 
j 


harbor and river improvements, have no control |, States,” approved the 3d of May, 1850.” 


that they will want $700,000. Now all we want j! 
That is all we ask, and with |! 


H 
H 


} 


! I will now mention some facts which I desire shall 


before the country in relation to this matter. 


o 
| The gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Vexa- 


BLE] came before that committee, avowing his con- 
stitutional scruples and his intention to vote against 
the bill. But notwithstanding this, he gave us 
every information in relation to the appropriations 
that were needed in his own State. The gentle- 
man from Georgia, representing the Savannah 
district, [Mr. Jacxson,] also came before us, and 
though he avowed his objections to the bill, and 
declared that he would not support it, yet, never- 
theless, gave us every assistance in relation to the 
item connected with his own district. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I rise to a point of 
order. I want to know what this has to do with 
the Louisville canal ? 

Mr. WALSH. This general debate has been 
allowed upon the part of others. 1 have some- 
thing now to say to my friend upon my left, from 
Ohio, [Mr. Taytor,] who seems so anxious for 
a speedy termination of this discussion. The very 
worst way we can adopt to come to a speedy vote 
is to raise these party questions. There is noth- 
ing in this bill which will impugn a single plank 
in the Baltimore platform. It is not a question 
of internal improvement, as men of other days 
have understood these terms. If gentlemen will 
refer to the days of 1818, they will find that 
there were then two sets of resolutions intro- 
duced by Mr. Calhoun and Mr. Clay, into the 
House of Represenattives; one declaring the right 
of Congress to appropriate the public money to 
the construction of roads and canals, which was 


‘carried by a decided vote in the affirmative; the 


other declaring the right to make military roads, 
was defeated by a few votes. These questions 


: then were passed upon by that republican party 


‘to which I belong now. 


| questioned. 


9 [Laughter.] They de- 
cided that internal improvements were constitu- 
tional, and that is the system of internal improve~ 
ments, to which the Baltimore platform manifestly 
alludes. The power to regulate commerce, by the 
improvement of harbors and rivers, was never 
The construction, demanding such 
improvements, I undertake to say, notwithstand- 


| ing the earnest and able argument of the gentleman 
| from Mississippi, [Mr. Fremman,] has been sus- 
| tained by Jefferson, and by every republican Pres 


ident of the country, and is coeval with the Con- 
stitution itself. And let me say to the gentleman 
from Mississippi, if I have time to refer to the 
constitutional question, that this right, under the 
naval clause, to which he refers, is even more ex- 
tended than under that authorizing the regulating 
of commerce. 

Mr. CLARK. 
now rise. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to give 
notice that when we get into the House, I shali 
move to suspend the rule which authorizes this 
five minutes’ debate in Committee of the Whole, 
from and after to-morrow, at two o’clock, upon 
this bill. 

Mr. Ciarx’s motion was then put, and agreed 
to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and theSpeaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. Oips) 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the state of the Union gener- 
ally, and particularly House bill No. 282, “making 


I move that the committee do 


' appropriations for the improvement of certain har- 
' bors and rivers,” and had come to no resolution 
‘ thereon. 


Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled ‘* An 
act supplementary to ‘ An act providing for taking 
the Seventh and subsequent Censuses of the Uni- 
ted States, and to fix the number of members of 
the House of Representatives, and to provide for 
their future apportionment amongst the severat 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the unani- 


Resolved, That the five minutes rule be suspended, se 
far as relates to the bill of the House No, 282, from and after 


| two o’clock, p. m., to-morrow. 


[Loud cries, “1 object !”? “I object !?7] 
Mr. JONES. I move to suspend the rules. 
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Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HAMILTON, 
and Furter of Maine were appointed. i 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 59, noes 62; two thirds not voting 
in the affirmative. 

So the Flouse refused to suspend the rules. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to, and 

The House adjourned till to-morrow, at eleven 
o’clock, a.m. 


PETITIONS, &c. l 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented | 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : | 


By Mr. PORTER: The petition of George Lynch, of 
St. Charles, Missouri, for an inerease and arrears of pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MOREHEAD: The petition of Abner Apple and 
others, praying the establishing of a post road from Alle- 
imance to Mouticello, in the county of Guilford, North Caro- 
hina. : 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of John Stillwell and 49 
others, citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, asking for the 
passage of the bill introduced by Mr. Stanly, for paying | 
over the fourth installment of the surplus revenue. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of John Aiken and 
others, asking an appropriation for the erection of additional 
buoys in the harbor of New Bedford, Massachusetts. 

Ry Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of Isaac 
Huddiestone and GL other citizens along the route, asking | 
that a post road be established from the mouth of Red river 
to Burv’s Ferry, in Louisiana, thence to Huntsville, in 
Texas. 

Also, the petition of G. W. Thompson and others, in re- 
lation to the Rio Hondo Jand clajins. 

By Mr. HUNTER: The petition of John Clark, of Bel- 
mont county, Ohio, for damages to his land and mill, oc- 
casioned by the construction of the uational road. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of illinois : The petition of W. L. La- 
sater, and 46 other citizens of Hamilton and White eoun- 
ties, Illinois, asking Congress to establish a mail route 
from the town of McLanesboro, in Hamilton county, to 
Liberty, in White county, [linois. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of the 
trustees of the Monticello Academy, in the State of Missis- | 
sippi, praying Congress to pay over to said trustees the | 
amount of money, with interest thereon, for which the 
United States improperly sold a sixteenth section of land 
belonging to said Academy. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of 
Board of Trade and citizens of Phitadetphia, asking for the | 
removal of obstructions from the mouth of the Mississippi. 

Also, the memorial of Democratic citizens of Montgoin- 
ery county, Penusylvania, asking for an increased duty on 
iron. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, asking 

. for a modification of the bounty land act of 1850. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burier. 


Mr. JONES, of Jowa, presented the memorial 
of the City Council of Dubuque, Iowa, praying a 
further appropriation for the completion of the im- | 
provements in the harbor at that city; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of Dwight | 
Smith, a citizen of the United States, praying in- 
demnity for losses sustained in consequence of his 
forcible expulsion from Mexico by military force 
during the late war with that Republic; which 
was referred to the select committee appointed on 
the subject of claims against Mexico. 

JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN asked and obtained leave to 
introduce a bill entitled an act to amend * An act 
to divide the district of Arkansas into two judicial 
districts, and for other purposes;’’ which was read 
a first and second time. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The main object of that 
bill is to extend the criminal jurisdiction of the 
district court over the western portion of the State, 
occupied chiefly by Indians. I therefore ask that 
the bill may be referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think the reason assigned by | 
the Senator from Arkansas is hardly sufficient to | 
secure that reference for this bill. It appears to 
me that it ought first to go to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, in order that that committee might į 
aoe the reasons why we should divide the 

tate. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. There is but one section 
of the bill embracing matter which is relevant to 
the consideration of the Committee on the Jagi- 
ciary, and that is the provision which requires the 
circuit court of the United States to be held semi- 
annually, instead of annually. All the remainder 
of the bill has relation to the extension of the 
criminal jurisdiction of the court over the Indian | 


country. That is the main, I may say the prime 
object of the bill; and it seems to me, considering 
it in that point of view, that the subject is one of 
which the Committee on Indian Affairs have ap- 
propriate jurisdiction. 

The bill was referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 


OPERATIONS OF THE NAVY. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate in what manner the vessels 
of the Navy are now employed, specifying tbe objects and 
operations of each squadron, and of single vessels on special 
service; and also to communicate to the Senate a statement 
of the force of the Navy available for immediate service. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope that resolution will be 
considered now. Itis not necessary to do more 
than to allude to a certain event, to show that it is 


| important to get that information immediately. 


Mr. MILLER. F think that resolution had 
better lie over one day, according to the rule. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
New Jersey object to its consideration at this 
time? 


Mr. MILLER. Ido. 


The resolution was accordingly laid over, under | 


the rule. 
CIRCUIT COURTS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution, | 


which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of so reorganizing 
the circuit courts of the United States as to include the 


A 


States of California, Texas, Florida, Iowa, and Wisconsin 
within said circuits. 


BRIG “GENERAL ARMSTRONG.” 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Presidentof the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate (if not incompatible 
with the public interest) copies of all the correspondence 
which has taken place, and documents that may have been 
collected, since the message of the President of the 15th of 
December, 1845, (printed with Senate documents, Ist 
session Twenty ninth Congress, in volume 3, No. 14,) in 
relation to the claim of the owners of the brig General Arm- 
strong against the Government of Portugal, including all 
letters and papers in the possession of the Government ma- 
terial to a full understanding of the subject, and not hereto- 
fore communicated to the Senate. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Silas Loomis, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for the 
relief of thelegal representatives of Daniel Loomis, 
deceased; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed, 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION, 


Mr. WELLER, from the select committee ap- 
pointed to inquire into the subject of printing a 
report of the Secretary of the Interior, made in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate calling 
for information in relation to the commission ap- 
pointed to run and mark the boundary between 
the United States and Mexico, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested, if not incompatible with the public interests, to 
trausmit to the Senate copies of ~First, aleuer from Mr. M. 
Gonzales de la Vega, Chargé Affaires of Mexico, to the 
Secretary of State, dated January, 1852; second, copy ofa 
letter from the Mexican Minister to the Secretary of State, 
dated lith March, 1851, both upon the subject of the Amer- 
ican and Mexican boundary commission. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope that resolution will 
receive the consideration of the Senate now. The 
letters referred to are very material in regard to 
this boundary commission, and } presume they 
are on file in the State Department. They are 
referred to in the communication which has been 
made to the Senate by the Secretary of the In- 
terior, but the letters themselves have not been 
sent to the Senate. I have been instructed to offer 
that resolution by the committee, and I hope it 
will be agreed to. 

The resolution was adopted. 


APPEALS TO THE SUPREME COURT. 


Mr. GWIN. 
T wish to offer: 

Resylved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 
for appealsto the Supreme Court of the United States from 
the district courts of California, in all cases involving the 
amount of $2,060. i 


1 understand that the district judges in Califor- 


I have another resolution which 


nia have decided that, under the law organizing 
the district courts, there is no power of appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States, and that 
great injustice is likely to occur to litigants in the 
courts there, on account of this want of power. [ 
hope the resolution wiil be now considered. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 


Mr. SUMNER. Ihave a resolution which I 
desire to offer; and, in announcing it, I give notice 
that I intend to call it up as early as possible— 
perhaps to-morrow during the morning hour. I 
will then throw myself on the indulgence of the 
Senate. 
| The resolution was read, as follows: 
| Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be re~ 
| quested to consider the expediency of reportinga bill for the 
immediate repeal of the act of Congress, approved Septem- 
ber 18, 1850, usually known as the “ fugitive slave act.’ 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senate will indulge 
' me for one moment. There are few acts 1 would 
not sooner commit than deny the right of speak- 
ing on any subject to a Senator who throws him- 
self on the indulgence of this body; but, if the 
gentleman who has offered this resolution asks to- 
| morrow, or at any other time during this session, 
the indulgence of the Senate to be heard on it, J, 
for one, shall refuse. We have fixed a day for 
the adjournment; it is at hand, and it is probable 
that the House of Representatives will agree to 
adjourn on that day; and here, after eight months 
of the session have elapsed, within thirty days of 
the adjournment, the Senator from Massachusetts, 
representing a State, in part, asks to be heard on 
| a question which involves the continuance of this 
Union! and that at a time when there can be no 
i reply! I shall refuse the Senator’s request. 

i The PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind 
i the Senator from Virginia that there can be no dis- 
| cussion at this time. 


| 
| 
BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PASSED. 

| The following engrossed billand joint resolution 
| were severally read a third time and passed: 

| An act to protect actual settlers upon the land 
| on the line of the Central Railroad and branches, 
| by granting preémption rights thereto; and a 

| Joint resolution for the relief of George R. C. 
j 

j 

H 

| 

| 

1 


Floyd, late secretary of Wisconsin Territory, and 
| sureties. 
| Mr. TOUCEY, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained Jeave to introduce a joint res- 
olution to confer additional duties and powers on 
| the Solicitor of the Treasury; which was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
: the Committee on the Judiciary. 


| ALTON, A PORT OF DELIVERY. 
i Mr. HAMLIN. At the request of those who 
| are interested materially in the subject, I ask the 
| Senate to take up for consideration ** A bill to con- 
stitute Alton, in the State of Ilinois, a port of de- 
j livery.” The honorable Senator from Alabama 
| [Mr. Cremeuns] interposed an objection to this 
; bill when it was offered before; but I understand 
i he now withdraws that objection. There are pe- 
' culiar reasons why it should be taken up and con- 
| sidered now. I apprehend that it will not occupy 
| many minutes. 
| The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 
! The bill was read a second time, and the Senate 
i proceeded to its consideration as in Committee of 
| the Whole. It provides that Alton, in the State 
of ilinois, shall be constituted a port of delivery, 
and shall be subject to the same regulations and 
restrictions as other ports of delivery in the United 
| States; and that there shall be appointed asurveyor 
of customs to reside at that port, who shall, in 
addition to his own duties, perform the duties and 
receive the salary and emoluments of surveyor, 
prescribed by the act of Congress, approved on 
the 2d of March, 1831, providing forthe payment 
of duties on imported goods, at certain ports therein 
mentioned, entitled ‘“ An act allowing the duties 
‘on foreign merchandise imported into Pittsburg, 
‘Wheeling, Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, 
‘ Nashville, and Natchez, to be secured and paid 
‘at those places.” It also provides that this port 
of delivery shall be annexed to and made a part 
of the collection district of New Orleans, and that 
all the facilities and privileges afforded by the act 
į of Congress of the 2d of March, 1831, be extended 
i to it. 
|! The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
i to be engrossed for a third reading. 


} 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1935 


EXPLORATION OF BEHRING’S STRAITS. 

Mr. GWEIN. I wish to make an inquiry of 
one of the members of the Committee on Com- 
merce. The Senator from New York (Mr. Sew- 
arp] some time ago reported from that committee 
a bill to authorize an exploration and reconnois- 
sance of the courses of navigation used by whaling 


vessels in the regions of Behring’s Straits, and | 


also of such parts of the China seas, Straits of 
Gaspar, and Java Sea as lie directly in the route 
of vessels proceeding to and from China. T wish 
to know when that Senator intends to call the bill 
up. Itis of the greatest importance to my State. 
Mr. SEWARD. [am prepared to call the bill 
up at the first opportunity. I should be glad to 
take it up now; butas the Senate is occupied at 
this moment I will call it up to-morrow, if the 
Senator from California will give me his support. 

Mr. SEWARD, subsequently, by unanimous 
consent, informally submitted an amendment to 
the bill; which was ordered to be printed. 


FALLS OF ST. MARY'S, MICHIGAN, 


Mr. FELCH. Idesire to ask the Senate to 
take up a bill which was in part discussed the 
other day, the action of the Senate in regard to 
which was not completed, It is Senate hill No. 
28, in reference to the construction of a ship canal 
across the State of Michigan. 

The PRESIDENT. Is that a special order? 

Mr. FELCH. Ubelieve not. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator from Michi- 
gan will agree to Jay the bill aside at one o’clock, 
if it should occasion debate, I will agree to it. 

Mr. FELCH. 1 will agree to that. I move, 
therefore, that the prior orders be postponed, and 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
that bill. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to the con- 


sideration of the “bill granting to the State of | 


Michigan the right of way and a donation of pub- 
lic lands, for the construction of a ship-canal 
around the Falls of St. Mary’s, in said State,” 
the question being on the adoption of an amend- 
ment reported by the committee, to strike out of 


the twentieth line of the first section the words, | 


“two hundred,” and insert ‘*two hundred and 


fifty; and in the next line to strike out the word | 


“fifty,” and insert“ sixty,” so as to make that 
clause of the section read: 
“ And provided further, That said canal shall be at Jeast 


one hundred feet wide, with a depth of water twelve feet, | 


and the loeks shall be at least two hundred and fifty feet 
long and sixty feet wide.’? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘These are all the amend- 
ments reported by the committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwas not inthe Senate when 
that bill was taken up, but I understand it isa bill 
appropriating money for an internal improvement 
solely within the limits of one State. I wish to 
know what is the character of the bill, because, if 


that is the case, | must say that it appears to me | 
that we are going much further than we have | 


heretofore done in relation to this system. 
Mr. TOUCEY. [| regard this work as being 


calculated exclusively for the public benefit, so far | 
It pro-: 
poses to open a canal on the lands of the United . 
States, by means of which Lake Superior will be : 
Without this į 


as we are called on to act in regard to it. 


connected with the lakes below. 
canal it will be indispensably necessary to main- 
tain a naval force on Lake Superior, as well as on 
the lakes below; but if this canal be constructed, 
one single naval squadron will suffice for the ser- 
vice on all the lakes. To effect that object, the 
proposition is now made to construct a canal on 
the lands of the United States, and thus render a 
double marine force unnecessary onthe lakes. In 
order to remove any objection which may yet exist 
in the minds of Senators, I will offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment which has been proposed 
by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Fercu.] 

The PRESIDENT. There wasan amendment 
offered by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
FeLcu,] which has been printed. The question 
will next be on that amendment. 

The amendment was to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert the following: 


That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- | 
thorized and directed to contract with the lowest bidder, : 


or bidders, after public notice given in the usual manner for 
letting contracts, for the construction of aship canal around 
the Falls of St. Mary’s, in the State of Michigan, which 
canal shali not be less than one hundred feet wide and 


| 
| 
i| 
| 
i 


| work in constructing said canal as he shall deem conducive 


; make the appropriation in money to the amount 


! in a different shape, for the construction of the 


7 
twelve feet deep, with single locks, not less than three bun- jį 
dred and fifty feet long and seventy-five feet wide, with 
such piers and other appurtenances as shall, in the opinion 
of said Secretary, be required for the safe and proper use 
of said canal: Provided, That said Secretary may enter 
into separate contracts for such different portions of the 


to the public interest, and the aggregate amount of all said 
contracts shall not exceed four hundred thousand dollars, 
which shall be paid to the contractor or contractors as the 
work progresses, reserving always a sum equal to twenty 
per centum on the amount of work performed, until the 
whole be completed: And provided further, That the con- 
tractor or contractors shall perform the work under such 
instructions and superintendence as the said Secretary 
shall deem necessary and proper to secure the faithful ex- | 
ceution of the contracts, and shall give such ample security 
for the performance thereof as he shall direct and approve: 
And provided further, That such contractor or contractors 
shali have the right of taking from any of the lands of the 
United States stone and other materials for the construction | 
of said canal and its appurtenances. | 


Mr. TOUCEY. I proposeto amend that amend- 
ment by adding to it the following, as an addi- 
tional section: 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said canal, 
with its appurtenances, when the same is completed, shall 
be delivered over to the State of Michigan, to be kept in 
operation and repair, aud subject to use by ali citizens of 
the United States, and such foreigners as may be permitted 
to use the same by authority of Congress, upon the pay- 
ment of such tolls and charges only as shall, in the aggre- 
gate, be sufficient to defray the necessary expenses of the 
operation and repairs of said canal: Provided, That all 
boats and vessels belonging to or in the employment of the 
United States shall at all times be allowed to pass through | 
said canal free of all charges: Provided also, That there į 
shall be Kept under the authority of said State an accurate 
account of expenditures in the repairs and the operating of | 
said canal, and also of all receipts for tollsand charges, and | 
a sworn statement of the same be returned to the Secretary 
of War in the month of January in each year: and pro- | 
vided further, ‘That the work upon the said canal shall not 
be commenced until said State, by an actof the Legislature 
thereof, shall agree to accept the same, aud shall make 
proper provision for the preservation, repair, and operation ; 
thereof on the terms and conditions above specified. | 


Mr. BELL. I believe that this bill originally | 
proposed to appropriate land for aiding in the con- 
struction of this work. The proposition made 
by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Ferca] is to : 


of $400,000. ‘That proposition involves a new 
question, and I think brings up very clearly the | 
consideration of an old one, which for many years | 
has been considered as having had its quietus, for 
the present at least. As Į understand this propo- 
sition, there is no difference between it and that 
which was once made, and in effect was carried 


Chesapeake and Delaware canal. ‘The same argu- 
ments were then urged in favor of that work which 
are now urged in favor of this. It might be said 
that the proposition is similar to that which has 
so frequently been discussed in this Hall, for the 
construction of a canal in the State of Indiana 
around the falls of the Ohio river, and making an 
appropriation from the Treasury for that purpose. 
There was also another similar proposition with i: 
which you, Mr. President, are better acquainted, : 
which was to construct a canal in the State of | 
Alabama around the Muscle Shoals in the Ten- 

nessee river. The construction of the Florida | 
canal is another proposition of a similar character. : 
No one of these propositions is different in princi- 
ple from the proposition to construct a canal | 
through any one State in the Union. I shall be | 
glad if honorable Senators will say where the dis- 
crimination can be made. 

I think the principle isthesame. For example, ‘| 
it is said, with reference to this measure, that it is 
important for the military defense of this country. | 
So is every great work which facilitates rapidity 
of movement through the different portions of this 
Confederacy. Every work is highly useful which 
tends to aid in the transportation of the munitions 
of war, so as to be able to meet an enemy where | 
we are hardest pressed. The rapid accumulation 
of forces in such a case is important, and if we 
extend this principle so as to embrace the common 
military defenses of the country, all works of in- 
ternal improvement of that description—roads, ! 
canals, and railways—come under the same prin- 
ciple. Those to which I have alluded are of this i 
description. This pass between Lakes Superior |i 
and Huron, the pass between the Delaware and | 
Chesapeake Bays, and the passes on the various | 
rivers of the country, are all objects which would | 
be useful as military appliances in bringing forth 
the resources of the nation for the purpose of de- | 
fending ourselves against a foreign enemy; yet, | 
in principle they are not different from that great ij 


line of communication which once was proposed 
to connect Buffalo and New Orleans. The same 
principle and the same policy would apply as to 
the military defenses of the country, strengthening 
its resources in time of war, as well as giving en- 
ergy to our commerce in time of peace. No one 
denies that. 

It is said that this particular pass would be 
especially useful as a means of national defense, 
by enabling us to pass our ships speedily from 
one of the great lakes to another, in case of a war 
with Great Britain. Are honorable Senators 
really sincere when they place their reliance for 
support to this measure, upon that—I will not 
call it pretext, in deference to gentlemen—but that 
argument, as presented by the Senator from Con- 
necticut?) Why, if war is possible, it might be 
useful to us to have such a means of communica- 
tion. But does any gentleman really contemplate 
that in any future collision with Great Britain, we 
shall have any necessity for military defenses on 
the northwest, or between Lakes Superior and 
Huron? In what period of time, in what remote 
generation do they expect there will be sufficient 
English population and resources in that quarter 
of the British possessions, to cause us any annoy- 
ance or alarm whatever? Does not everybody 
know, that inthe eventofa war with Great Britain 
atany time, or in ten or twenty years at least, 
the power of this Confederacy, increased as it is 
by its population and resources, would soon pass 
over the boundaries which separate us from the 
colonies of Great Britain, and that the few troops 
kept there would soon be compelled to yield? Does 
any gentleman suppose really that we are to have 
war steamers on Lake Superior for the purpose 
of defending our northwestern boundary against 
Great Britain, or that the lakes lower down, Erie 
and Ontario even, will need such defense? I ven- 
ture to say that if the real judgment of Senators 
on this floor were announced, it would be that we 
have no cause to fear from any British force on 
any part of our northern frontier. Such has been 
the growth of this country since the war of 1812, 
that every gentleman will see that the reduction of 
the British power in Canada would be but a morn- 
ing’s work. There might be some hard fighting 
to maintain the contest there, but every gentleman 
must see that our growth since 1812 has been such, 
that from the moment war was proclaimed, Eng- 
land would not dream of retaining possession of 
that province. It would be surrendered, given 
up, abandoned at once. Honor might compel 
them, perhaps, to hold out for a short time; but 
certainly with no expectation of maintaining their 
ground or resisting the resources of our twenty or 
thirty millions upon their southern borders, against 
their one million or two. I say, therefore, that I 
take it that the talk about the necessity of this 
canal as a means of defense, is a mere pretext. 

As to the principle involved, I have said that 
the principle is the same as would be involved in 
carrying out a general system of internal improve- 
ments. | had thought that that system was set- 
tled, practically at least, and that that portion of 
the Whig party—but I beg pardon for using party 
titles here; it was not my intention to do so; it is 
wrong. I shall go on to speak of the system of 
constructing works of internal improvement by the 
aid of appropriations from the Treasury. I thought 
that system had been abandoned by both the great 
parne in the country. I was always opposed to it. 

think no man has been more earnest and zeal- 
ous in supporting the policy of making appropri- 
ations for the maintenance of commerce, for open- 
ing harbors on the lakes and eisewhere as being 
more national in their character, as being a de- 
scription of improvements not generally to be car- 
ried out by a combination of individual capital, 
and as not always affording individual States such 
reason to expect benefit as to induce them to en- 
gage their revenues in the construction. I have 
maintained that policy, but E have strenuously 
opposed any scheme of a general system of inter- 
nal improvements. 

I did not care about opposing this bill, as it 
came before the Senate originally. The proposi- 
tion then was to appropriate five hundred thou- 
sand acres of land for the construction of this 
canal. I was willing that the bill should pass in 
that shape, as it was assimilated in principle to 
the appropriations for railroads in those States in 
which the public lands lie; but the proposition 
now before the Senate is very different, it is for 
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an appropriation of $400,000 from the Treasury 
of the United States for the construction of this 
work, : 

I am glad that a sense of the impropriety of the 
measure is manifested by so many Senators; and 
l am anxious that it should be discussed, in order 
that we may come to avote on it. I want to 
know—(and I do not speak now as a party man— 
I do not want to see how it will operate on the 
two contending parties of the country)—I want to 
ascertain whether such a system is likely to be 
taken up and approved by the body of the people 
throughout the United States, and by a majority 
of the members of the two Houses of Congress. 
I am opposed to it on the ground that it leads to 
profligacy and waste of the publie money, and 

ecause there would be no end toite No treasury 
whatever would satisfy the extravagant demands 
that would be made on it under sucha system. I 
repeat that I would like to know on what distinct 
principle Senators could support this proposition, 
except on theground that itisexpedientto effect this 
particularimprovement. Supposethattheargument 
is that this is an isolated work; that it will open a 
very short passage between thetwo lakes, a passage 
very important to the mining resources and copper 
mines of Lake Superior—a distance of country 
which appears to possess extraordinary mineral 
riches, scarcely yet developed. If it be important 
on that ground, why is it that precedency is given 
to such a measure as this? Senators talk of the 
embarrassment to the trade in transporting sup- 
plies to the mines, if this passage is not made; 
and in the transportation, again, of the products 
of the miners’ labor. In answer to this, I will 
merely say, what is the difference in principle be- 
tween giving $400,000 for the purpose of opening 
this pass, and the construction of a railroad for the 
purpose of connecting it directly with Lake Mich- 
igan, or with some other point? There is no dif- 
ference; the principle is the game; and the only 

uestion is as to the power and the expediency. 

he power and expediency is the same in the one 
case as in the other, and on principle you might 
as well vote for the one as for the other. 

But the point to which I wished to call attention, 
when I made this slight digression, was, that 
there were older demands pending for nearly half 
a century—demands that should have precedence 
of this work. Who that has any knowledge of 
the manner in which commerce is going on in the 
West, is not aware of the tax imposed on trans- 

ortation from the Upper to the Lower Ohio, and 

rom the Lower Ohio to New Orleans, and in- 
deed on all the branches of the Mississippi, 
amounting to hundreds of thousands of dollars; 
indeed a million of dollars—half a million at least, 
besides the ineumbrance attending reshipment at 
Louisville. Taking the amount for the whole 
year—-for at some periods it is only the smallest 


class of boats which can pass, and in such cases j 


commerce is cut off altogether—I should suppose 


that at least half a million of dollars would be a j 


moderate estimate for the tax imposed on the gen- 
eral commerce on that river by the obstruction. 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Brien] can cor- 
rect me if I make an over-estimate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. More than that. 


Mr. BELL. The Senator from Indiana thinks | 
Then | 
look at the Muscle Shoals in the Tennessee river, | 


itis more than that; and F think so too. 


a river which I found, to my surprise, some few 
years ago was scarcely known, but which is now 
recognized as one of the greatest rivers of the 
country, as broad as the lower part of the Ohio 
itself, or nearly as broad, and yet so obstructed 
that it is not even known to intelligent gentlemen 
of the country, and members of the Senate and 
House of Representatives. 

‘The Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. Sairs,] 
the other day had much to say about the rich 
copper mines of Michigan; but when you talk of 
the discovery of rich mines, go up that river. I 
know that this may appear to be somewhat like a 
local allusion, but I merely state it in answer to 
what was said, and to the glowing description 
which was given by the Senator from Connecticut, 
the other day, of the copper mines and the copper 
ore of Lake Superior. Sir, you may have some 
knowledge of the mineral riches of the waters of 
Tennessee, after you pass the Cumberland mouth. 
I know that rich copper mines have been discov- 
ered in that river—riches that have been shut out 
from the knowledge of the world, and much more 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


of Tennessee should have priority. The principle 
and the objects would be the same in both cases, 
and I can see no ground on which we can give 
priority to this claim. 

But again, Mr. President, I am greatly anxious 
that we should do something for our rivers and 
harbors in the West, and particularly in the North- 
west. How is it that this bill is sought to be 
pushed through in preference to other bills? How 
is it that the object here is sought to be made a 
separate one and is not connected with a general 
river and harbor bill? Iam no advocate for the 
practice of connecting a great number of measures 
together and giving strength to the whole, while 
in its separate parts it would have nothing but 
weakness; but I appeal to Senators to say whether 
that has not been the principle on which such meas- 
ures have had to abide their fate, not only in the 
House of Representatives, but also to some extent 
in the Senate? Ay, sir, even the present session a 
proposition was made to appropriate $50,000, not 
for an original improvement in the navigation of 
the Ohio river, but positively to remove a nuisance 
created in the channel of that river by a former 


appropriation, the former work of this Govern- |; 


ment. And, sir, that proposition sleeps. The 
Senator from Kentucky (Mr. Unperwoop] took 
that bill under his charge, and during the present 
session has made some three or four distinct efforts 
to obtain an appropriation for the removal of this 
obstruction, or for repairing that work which the 
Government had placed there by its prior action. 
And yet, the Senate resisted that bill. On what 
principle was it done? On the principle that it 
must share the common fate of appropriations for 
such purposes—on the principle that if a river and 
harbor bill should not pass, that particular bill 
should not pass. I will not undertake to say 
whether the proposition now under consideration 


ean be discriminated from rivers and harbors, or | 


for removing obstructions in our rivers generally; 
but Lthink itcannot. It ig notan improvement of 
a harbor; it is not for the removal of an obstruction 
existing by nature or which may have been acci- 
dentally thrown into the channel of a great water- 
course, but for the construction of a canal between 
two great lakes; to remove an obstruction origin- 
ally placed there by nature. It is directly for an 
appropriation for the construction ofa canal, which 
I say cannot be discriminated on principle, froma 
general system of interal improvements which has 
been advocated by some in former times. 


I insist, therefore, that this work shall share the |: 


fate of the Cumberland dam appropriation. If it 
bea work which can be brought within the prin- 
ciple of the river and harbor bill, let it be brought 
in as one of the amendments to that bill. Let it 
not be said that because these mines are so rich, 
it is necessary that this work should be taken out 
of the general principle. Perhaps these mines are 
rich, but I have not the faith to believe that the 
copper is twenty per cent. richer than other copper 


that has been discovered, or will bear so much | 


greater stress or strain than the copper of other 
mines, Nor do I believe that the iron found there 
is thirty per cent. stronger than any other. 


have in spirit rappings, and I cannot say that I 
have much in either. 
velous to my mind as the other. The copper 
mines may be rich, and I have no doubt that a 


canal will be useful in promoting trade, manufac- | 


tures, ship-building, and other objects. I have no 
doubt of that. But I want this bill to come up 
where it can be discussed in connection with other 
subjects which are analogous in principle. I want 
to know whether it can be discriminated from the 
principle which applies to the appropriations made 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors. If it 
properly comes under the general subject of im- 
provements of the national rivers and harbors, 
connected with the commerce of the country, and 
stands upon the same footing that the improve- 
ments in the harbors of the lakes or in the rivers 


ig 
have but little more faith in these reports than I | 


The one is. about as mar- i: 


stand upon, let it go into that bill, and let all mat- 
ters which stand upon the same principle be acted 
| upon together. If it cannot stand there let it fall. 

Then, upon either ground, I see no propriety, 
| no demand in the public interest or the public 
| wants which requires that thig bill should be hur- 
| ried through before the other. 
| [did not intend to make these remarks, as I did 
| not suppose that this bill was coming up this 
i morning: under these circumstances. It certainly 
| involves all those principles which I have stated. 
| If no other Senator wishes to reply to what I have 
| stated I will move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. CASS. The honorable Senator from Rhode 
| Island [Mr. Crarxe] is entitled to the floor to-day 
| upon another subject; and I said to him this morn- 
| ing, that if this bill were taken up, and should 
i lead to debate, as far as my colleague and myself 
i were concerned, we would consent to postpone it 
| at the proper moment for him to go on. I desire 
: now to fulfill that promise. 
| Mr. CLARKE. I desire to get through with 
| the few remarks which I have to make in contin- 
| uation of what I said yesterday; but personally I 
; am not ina great hurry. If the honorable Sena- 
: tor prefers to go on now for a short time, I have 
no objection. 
| Mr. CASS. It would be better to pass the bill 
| over informally, and let the Senator proceed with 
i his remarks, 

Mr. HUNTER. 


| I hope it will be passed over. 
| The Senator from Rhode Island has the floor, not 
| having finished the speech which he commenced 
| yesterday. 

i Mr. SMITH. I wish merely to suggest to the 
| consideration of the Senate, that whenever we 
! take this matter up, I really think it ought to be 
finished. If the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island desires to go on with his remarks now, I 
would prefer to have the bill postponed; but when- 
erer we do take it up, Í hope the Senate will fin- 
ish it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I hope my friend from Ten- 
nessee will not intimate any purpose to move to 
lay the bill upon the table. I hope it will be per- 
mitted to take as wide a range of debate as any 
other subject in this body. 

Mr. BELL. Ihave not made the motion. 

Mr. CASS. Ialso hope that a wide range of 
debate will be permitted on the bill; and I merely 
wish now to say, that the honorable Senator from 
| Tennessee has, in my opinion, totally mistaken 
| the ground of the bill. It has no connection with 
; the system of internal improvements at all; and I 
i think we who are in favor of the bill, can satisfac- 
‘ torily show that to be the case. For the purpose 
of permitting the Senator from Rhode Island to 
| proceed with his remarks, I move to postpone the 
i further consideration of the bill until to-morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES C, WATSON. 


| Mr. WADE. I move to reconsider the vote on 
i the passage of the bill for the relief of the legal 
| representatives of James C. Watson, which was 
| passed yesterday. 1 do it because I wish my col- 
| league to have an opportunity to express his views 
| upon the bill. Ido not propose now to discuss it, 
au merely make the motion, and let it lie on the 
ii table, 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio 
moves to reconsider the vote on the passage of the 
bill, and also that that motion lie on the table. 
|, Mr. WADE. I will state that that bill passed 
|: this body under peculiar circumstances. Itis a 
li bill of some considerable importance, on account 
of the amount appropriated by it. It passed this 
body without any investigation whatever, while, I 
understand, there are many documents and much 
evidence that should be traveled through carefully 
and investigated before any one can determine 
whether the claim is well grounded or not. 

Mr. RUSK. [s the proposition that the motion 
to reconsider lie on the table? 

The PRESIDENT. Itis. The Senator from 
Ohio must withdraw the latter motion which he 
ii made, or he cannot enter into a discussion upon 
|| the subject. 

Mr. WADE. Ido not propose to discuss the 
li merits of the bill, but simply wish to say that the 
|| Senate are aware that it passed under peculiar cir- 
; cumstances, and without investigation, but that it 
| did undergo considerable investigation in the other 
I House, and was not there considered a claim so 
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la as to be passed without investigation... I 
now my colleague has prepared himself.with an 
elaborate argumeat upon the subject, and I-Know’ 
also that he -has come to the conclusion that thè ' 
claim is not well founded.: Ido not claim to have 
investigated.it so as to be prepared to take it up. 
now. {have not had the means to-do it; but from | 
what I have heard my colleague say, from his in- 
vestigations- 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair wiil have to 
ask the Senator again, whether he withdraws his | 
proposition to lay the motion to reconsider on the | 
table? . : 

Mr. WADE. [have got through with what I 
wished to say. The bill passed under such cir- 
cumstances that Í chink my colleigue should have 
an opportunity to make his objections known.to 
the Senate. If the claim is well founded, of course 
it will pass; if not, it ought to. be rejected. an 

Mr. CHARLTON, | {rise to a question of or- | 
der—whether a motion to reconsider can be made 
by any one who did cot vote with the majority 
to pass the bill? : : 

The PRESIDENT, Certainly not. 

Mr. CHARLTON. ‘Then lask, whether the 
Senator from Ohio voted in favor ofthe passage of 


the bill? | 
Mr. WADE. I did not. { voted against its j 
passage. t 


The PRESIDENT. Then the Senator cannot ! 
make the motion to reconsider the vote. The mo- | 
tion must come from one who voted. in the ma- 


jority. , i 
Mr. WADE. I voted with the minority. | 
The PRESIDENT. Then the motion to recon- | 

sider cannot be entertained. 


THE BOUNDARY COMMISSIONER. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. WrrLer, on the 28th 
of June, for the appointment of a select commit- 
tee of five, to investigate the charges preferred by 
Colonel J. McClellan, against John R. Bartlett, 
Commissioner to ran and mark the boundary line | 
between the United States and Mexico. 


Mr. CLARKE concluded his defense of Mr. iN 


Bartiett, and explanations were made by Mr. 
Werirer. [Mr. C.’s speech will be found in the 


Appendix.} i 


Mr. HUNTER. I move that the resolution lie 
on the table, for the purpose of submitting a mo- 
tion that the Indian appropriation bill be taken 


up. 
The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message was received from the House of 


Representatives, by Mr. Faves, its Chief Clerk, | 


announcing that it had passed a joint resolution 
providing for the distribution of the laws of Con- 
gress, and the debates thereon. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HUNTER. 


of Representatives, “ making appropriations for 
f s pprop 


‘the cutrent and contingent expenses of the En- : 


‘dian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 


* year ending June 30, 1853.” 


1 
‘lations with the various Indian tribes, for the | 
i 


it pending when the Senate adjourns to-day, in | 


order that it may be the first business in order to- | 
morrow. after the morning hour, i 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- | 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the į; 


Whole. i 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, Jidy 27, 1852. 
The House met at eleven o'clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. Burien. ; 
F heJouenal of yesterday wasread and approved. 
The SPEAKER. The bill of the House, No. 
Q71, to grant the right of way and a portion of 


122 


d 
I move that the Senate pro- | 
ceed to the consideration of the bill from the House | 


Tt is not my pur- | 
pose to go into it this evening, but I wish to have | 
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ii Edmundson, 


| 


H 
il 


| 


| Thos. M. 


the public lands to the States of Florida and Ala- || 
bama,to aid in the construction of ‘cerfam rail- 
roads, was rejected. when last under consideration. 


A motion was entered to reconsider.the vote Dy ii 


‘which the bill was rejected, and to lay the motion į 
to reconsider upon the table. The question upon | 
the latter motion is the first business in order, it 
having been postponed until to-day. 

On motion by Mr, WATKINS, by unanimous 
consent, It was ` 


Ordered, That leave begranted to withdraw from the files 
of the House: the petition and- papers of Daniel Witt, for i 


the purpose of transterring them to the proper departiieut— ite 
i 


the Pension Office. : 
On. motion by. Mr. SCHERMERHORN, by | 
unanimous consent, it was | 
Ordered, That the Committee on Claims be discharged | 
from the farther consideration of the petitions and papers of i 


David Bell, and. ofGeorge S. Claflin, and that they be sev-: 
erally refereed to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


POST ROUTE BILL. 
Mr. OLDS. I ask the unanimous consent of | 
the House that I may withdraw the report, which. | 
I. made yesterday, from the Committee on the i 
Post Office and Post Roads—tbeing the post route i 
bill—in order that the committee may add to it | 
such amendments as may be thought desirable, so |! 
as to avoid the necessity of such amendments be- ii 
ing made when it comes before the House. I think) 
there can be no objection. i 
No-objection was made, and the report was | 
withdrawn. i 
Mr. OLDS. I give notice to the members of | 
the House, that the report will be if the room of; 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads | 
during the day, and I hope each member will ex- 
amine it, and see that his route or routes are in it. 
Mr. MOREHEAD. When will the committee ; 
report? i 
Mr. OLDS. To-morrow morning. 
RAILROAD IN FLORIDA AND ALABAMA. 
The SPEAKER. The business: before the | 
House is a motion to lay upon the table the mo- ; 
tion to reconsider the vote by which the bill was || 
laid upon the table, ‘granting the right of way || 
and a portion-of the public lands to the States of ; 
Florida and Atabama for the construction: of cer- | 
tain railroads in. said States. ”? 


the Efouse. . 
The question was taken on the motion, and it 
was agreed to. 


Campbell 


i reported—ayes 88, noes not counted, 


names of the absentees. f 

Mr. ROBBINS. I would inquire of the Chair 
: ; y t 
if there is a quorum voting? 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is a quorum—one | 
hundred and forty members having answered to | 
their names. ‘ 

Mr. ROBBINS. ‘Then I move that all further 
proceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. cae 

The SPEAKER. The qtestion recurs upon 
laying upon the table the motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill which has been heretofore 
referred to, was rejected. 

Mr. SMART. Upon that question Í demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have al- | 
ready been ordered. i , 

The question was then taken, and it was deci- 
ded in the negative—yeas 74, nays 79—as follows: 

VEAS—Messts. Aiken, Allison, J. Appleton, Ashe, Bab- į 
cack, Barrere, Bibighaus, Boeock, John H. Boyd, Bréck- 
inridge, Joseph Cable, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Cleve- 
land, Curtis, Darby, Dawson, Dimmick, Dancan, Edgerton, 
, Faulkner, Fowler, Thos J. D. Fuller, Gam- 
ble, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Grey, Hamilton, Har- 
per, Isham G. Harris, Hascall, Hebard, Hillyer, Holladay, 
Howe, Thos. Y. How, Hanter, Andrew Johnsi 
George W. Jones, F. Giancy. Jones, George G. King, Pu 
ton King, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Mason, McLana 
han, MeQueen, Millsan, Morehead, Newton, Samuel W. : 
- Parker, Perkins, Riddle, Robbins, Scudder, David L. Sey- | 
mour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Richard H. | 
Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, Sutherland, Thurs. | 


| 
| 
| 
The roll was then called through, and also the |i 
| 


ton, Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, aud 4 


Wildrick—74. ae aed 
NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Wiliam Appleton, Bis- d 


| House.] 


sell, Brage, Brenton; Brooks, A} r 
Brown, Busby, E. Carrinaton: Cavey Cadwell, Lewis: D. 
“Campos; Chandler, Clark, Clingman; Gobb, 
Demy: Disney, Dockery, Doty, Durkee; Eastman, Fitch, 
Sorene, Gentry; Goodrich, Greer, Hart, Haven, Hend- 


ert. G: Browh, George H: 


“rieks, Henn: Horstord, Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, 
Jackson, James Jokuson, Joba Fob Robert W. Jobn- 
son, Kuhns, Landry, M urmphrev Ma H, McNair, 


Miler, Motony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Nabers, 
Olds, Outlaw, Penn, Vennimian, Phelps, Põik, Porter, 
Price, Robie, Sackett, Scherterhorn, Scurry, Sinithy Stan- 
ly, Benjamin Stanton, A. P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stroth- 


. er, Stuart, Taylor, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addi- 


son- White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—-79. 

So the motion to reconsider was not laid upon 
the table. 2 : 
The SPEAKER. © The question now is upon 
reconsidering the vote by which the bill was re- 
jected. cence elas ee ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. Has th 
tion been caled upon that? °" 

The SPEAKER. = Tebas not -> 

Mr. CLINGMAN, I- calk for the 
question.” k we EE ; 

The House was divided upon seconding-thede- 
mand for the previous question; and’ there were 
72 inthe afirmative; when eee gan 

Mr. STUART demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs, Penn. and: CaLoweLL were 
appointed. DORA 
The House was agai 


è previous gues- 


previous 


n divided, and the tellers 
So the previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. ` 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. TU voted on the mo- 
tion to-Jay the motion to reconsider upon the table, 
under a misapprehension. [ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to change my vote from the 
affirmative to the negative. It will make no dif- 
ference in the result-of the vote. 

No objection was offered, and :the 
made. 

Mr. SMART. I call for the 
upon the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, an 
yeas 76, nays 76, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Alten, Bissell, John H. Boyd, 
Braga, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George 
H. Brown, Ds Carrington Gabel, : Caldwell lewis: D, 
Campbell, Chandièr, | Clark; Clingman, “Cobb, Disney, 
Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Edgerton, Fitch, Ftor- 
ence, Henry M. Puller. Gentry, Goodrich, Hart, Haven, 
Henn, Houston, Howard, John We Howe, Jackson, James 
Johuson, Jobn Solnson, Robert W. Jahuson, Kuhas, Lan- 
dry, Mace, Humphrey Marshall; McNair, Milter, Miner, 


change was 


yeas and nays 


d there: were 


} Molony, Henry D. Moote, Sohn Moore, Nabers, Olds, 


Outlaw, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Porter, Price, Sackett, 
Sehermerhorn, Scudder, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stromer, Suw 
art, Taylor, Walsh, ard, Watkins, Welch, Addison 
White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—76. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John “Appleton, Ashe, 
Babeoek, Barr Bibighaus, Bocock, Breck bwidge, Jo- 
seph Cable, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, 
Cleveland, Cutlom, Curtis, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Dim- 
mick, Dunham, dmandscn, Fowler, Thoinas J: D Fulk 
ter, Gamble, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Green; Grey, 
familton, Harper, haim Garris: Hascall, Webard, Hiti- 
yer, Holladay, Horsford,;Thamas M: Howe, Thomas Y. 
ow, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, J. 
Glaney Jones, Geo. G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, eteh- 
er, Mann, Mariin, Mason, MeLanaban, MeMuatlin, Mill- 
‘son, Marehead, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Polk, 
Robbins, Savage, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, 
Skelton, Smart, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stratton, Satherland, Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, 
Wallace, Washburn, and Wildrick——78. í 

There being a tie vote, the Speaker voted in the 
negative; so the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was, rejected did not prevail. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Has not the 
morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. Ithas. _ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Hiinois. 
name was called upon the last vote, I stated that 
I did not understand the question. Before, and 
when the vote was announced, I was engaged in 
conversation. [ask the consent of the House to 
record my vote. 

{Cries t I object! 


When my 


>? «J object!’? all over. the 
OBITUARY NOTICES.” 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky: 
make a report from the Gommittee.on 


L desire to 
> Printing. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL G 


LOBE. 


Has the morning hour 


ex os ee ieee eee 

: ‘Phe SPEAKER. It has; and the gentleman. || 
from. Kentucky (Mr. Sranron] presents a-reso--ii 
ition from the Committee on Printings which will 


s then read as follows: >>. 
‘ceedings. of: the House and Sen- 
try. Clay, ordered Dy this Howse,.and 
publication, be bound under the ex- | 


ji 


ù necessity: 
; { i rity te bind it-under- 
ting contract for printing. “It willbe pub- 
very neat i ` 


p ti 
Aishèd y F En ase ‘ 
` Mr. KANG; of New York.: What willit cost? 
» STANTON, “About one shilling. 
The question was taken- on the resolution, and j 
it was agreed to.. : 4 = ‘ 
: RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. |). 
Mr. SEYMOUR; of New York. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and’ that the House re- 
solve itself into. the Committee of the-Whole‘on 


| 
| 
i 


the state of:the Union. 

Thequestion was putan 
tòs. > 4 5 , : 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the ; 

Committee of the-Whole on the state of the Union, ; 

(Mr. Onps-in the chair,) and. proceeded ‘to. the | 
„consideration of House bill, No. 282, making. ap- 

propriations for certain rivers-and harbors: ti 

© ‘The CHAIRMAN. When: the Committee 
rose.on. yesterday thé questions pending were, the || 
‘amendment ofthe gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 

Coss] making appropriation for the Tennessee’ |! 

river, and- the amendment to that amendment, of- 

ferd by the-gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dun- 
nam] Making an- appropriation for a ship canal 
around the falls upon the Indiana side. ` 
efore proceeding to the consideration ‘of the 
ng. amendments, the. Chair: asks -the indul- 
gence of the committee to state, in advance, a de- 
cision ‘which. he feels himself called uponto make, 
relative to’ the further consideration of. this bill. | 
‘And} inasmuch as this decision will be an inno- 
vation upon the practice of the. Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, he announces 
it, in advance, that no member. of the committee, 
when called to order under it, may suppose the 
Chair personal or invidious, and that the com- | 
mittee, byan examination of the question, may | 
be prepared'to sustain or overrule the Chair. 

Phe. last clause {of the 136th: rale: provides for | 
discharging the Committee of the Whole on the- 
state.of.the Union * from the farther: considera- 
‘tion of any bill-referred to it, after acting, witk- 
* out. debate, on all amendments pending, or. that 
‘may be offered.’? The Chair holds that this rule 
not only absolutely precludes. all discussion upon . 
thé merits and demerits of the bill, but that it also 
forbids all debate upon the pending amendments, 
and that if there was no other rule, making an 
exception, the committee would be compelled to 
vote upon all pending, or amendments to be of- 
fered, without discussion, 

The 34th rule makes. the exception; but being 
an exception, it must. receive a strict construction. 
Itis as follows: f ; E 

© Any member shall be.allowed in: conimittee: five avin- 
“utes to explain any amendment he may offer ; after which, 
any. member first. obtaining the: floor shal be allowed to 
speak five minutes in opposition to the amendment.” | 

'The:Chair will feel himself bound to give astriet | 
constfaction: to. this rule; and. will hold, that: all 
remarks upon the general merits of the bill-will be | 
out of order as.“ eeplaining’’ an amendment, and : 
that all remarks touching the demerits of the bill j 
will begut of orđer as opposing an amendment. | 

If the committee’sustain this decision, the busi- 
ness of the session will be greatly expedited, and 
whether they do or nots the Chair will feel-that in 
making the decision he has.disctiarged his duty. 

The. question is.-upon the amendment. of the 
gentleman from Indiana, [Mr; Dixnam;] and on 
that amendment tellers have been ordered. 

Messrs. Stevens of Pennsylvania, and Joun- 
son of Arkansas, were appointed as.tellers. 

„The question was. then takeny-and the. tellers 
reported-—ayes 12, noes not counteds:: -/ 


d the motion was agreed 


i 
i 
if 
4 
i 
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“Sò the airendmetit was rejected. E 


“Phe CHAIRMAN. | The question now recurs. Ip 


upon the following. amendment, proposed by the 
gentlemaw from Alabama, [Mr. Coss:] 

. For surveying and. improving ‘the Tennessee river, 
$25,000 below; and 
said rivei.” 


» Mr. COB 


B. I demand tellers upon that amend- 


d the question be- 
ndment was rejected. `.. 
LEY... I-offer the -followiiig amend- 


‘or the. survey of the, Mississippi ‘river between Fort 


lH Snelling and ‘the Falls.of St. Anthony, and àlso above the: 


Falls’ of St.-Anthony, with: special reference to. the im: 
provement of Sauk and Pike rapids; 35,000." -7 oe 

Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amendment, 
not pro “forma, for. the- purpose of making a five 
minutes speech, but in good faith, and with an 


li earnest desire that it will be adopted. Sir, it may 


be said by the Committee. on Commerce who re- 


ported the bill now before you, that the necessity | 


for theappropriation asked for has not been pressed 
before that committee, That is true; but it was 
no fault of mine’ that ‘the subject introduced by 


meas-an independent proposition, was not allowed ! 


to take the usual course, but was ordered to be 


referred to another committee. Had not that been | 
the case, I can assure the honorable chairman of | 


the Committee on: Commerce, that he would not 


have escaped repeated visitations from me; with a | 


view-to secure--his good offices in behalf of the 


small appropriation T now ask for; and its incor- | 
poration into the river and harbor bill. 


«Mr. Chairman, it is of very greatimportance to 
the Territory of Minnesota, that a survey should 


be made of the Mississippi river, immediately | 
below: the Falls of St. Anthony, as well as above | 


that point. A report from a competent officer, 


; based upon actual ‘survey, will. determine. the 


mooted point, whether that river can be made safe- 
ly‘navigable at a low’ stage of water from Fort 
Snelling to the` Falsi -As’a matter of justice to 
large. numbers of our ‘citizens, d proper examina- 
tion should be made without delay under the au- 
thority ‘of Congress... The river above the Falls 
needs some improvement, in the removal of Bowl- 
ders in the ‘channel, and particularly in the. dis- 
placement of the rocks-at Sauk and Pike rapids, 
but: for which impediments in the navigation, 


steamers might run fromthe Falls of St. Anthony | 


to Pockegoma Falls, a distance of nearly four hun- 


dred miles. -A part of the country through whieh ! 


the Mississippi runs above the rapids mentioned, 
as well as below them, cannot be surpassed for 
beauty and. fertility, and the removal of the ob- 
structions in that :stream would be incalculably 
beneficial to. the whole of the upper: part of the 
Territory. | The Government would also be ben- 


efited by the increase in’ the sales: of land, which | 


would necessarily follow any measure adding to 
the facilities of intercommunication, Hike that an- 
ticipated: by my amendment: -I hope the small 
appropriation embraced in it will be granted, that 


Congress may obtain the requisite information as į 
to the sum necessary to be expended for. the im- | 
provement of. the Mississippi within the limits of 


Minnesota. 
my amendment for a like purpose was included in 
the river and harbor bill which passed the House 
during the last Congress, and’ as the present ‘bill 
contains not one dollar of appropriation for Min- 
nesota, I ask the committee to vote for my propo- 
sition: tae g 

Mr. NEWTON. “Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment. because Lam in favor of the bill, For the 
amendinent, if adopted, is: calculated to weaken the 
prospect of passing the bill. Every independent 
amendmentis calculated to have that effect. For 
éach onethat has been offered and rejected has equal 
merit with the ene now offered. Ifamendments that 
materially increase the amount of the bill be adopt- 
ed, it opens the way for the whole class that have 


_been so long neglected, that the amount would i! 
affrighten the friends of the bill, and thereby: de- i 


feat the object. I would vote for the. amendment 
if it could pass; so I-wou 
been rejected. : Sa E 

Improvement. of rivers and. harbors: is-one.of 
the most important subjects: It has been neglect- 
ed and its policy- doubted: for the last fourteen 
years, until that- whi 


450,000 above, the Muscle Shoals in | 


Inasmuch as the sum embraced in | 


ld“ for ‘those ‘that have i; 


| years a h had: before been done has |j i 
|, dilapidated: and gone to decay-to such an extent ii- From theforegoihgappropriations the following 


Tan = = 


that. the sacrifice of ‘lifé and 


‘contained: but one single appropriation of thenum- 
| ber it now contains; for by 1t we should revive the 
policy so long withheld, that the power is denied. 
E would: support it because it is offered- by. the 
Democratic party.'who heretofore have denied its 
„exercise in any practical manner. F would sup- 
port it:beċause it commits the incoming Adminis- 
tration, whom. in a certain event, without that 
committal, I fear would block it.” But Jast; and 
most.of all, I.would support it because the coun- 
wy and our best inierest imperiously call for and 
demand it. F presume every. member has some 
favorite amendment. he would be glad to have 
adopted, but because he cannot obtain it, no friend 
of the measure will oppose it. ‘The lake shore in 
northern Ohiois poorly provided far; Ashtabula, 
a point that has an appropriation, but. since the 
|i bill has been reported, the harbor has received an 
ii injury that requires the amount.to be increased. 

Conneaut, a harbor equally important with 
Ashtabula, and in the neighborhood, has received 
nothing, and will probably be ruined in the course 
of another year, without an appropriation. To 
savé it, it will be necessary to take some portión 
from theothers and-apply to this, and by it the 
amount will not: be increased.’ Small ag this bill 
is, tber&is probably as much as will be used be- 
fore we meet again in December, Pad 

There has been expended upon Lake Erie, in 
| northern Ohio, from 1826 up to 1838, the following 
sums in the different years. “Until thattime no 
appropriation had. been made by the General Gov- 
|| ernment in the State of Ohio: 


| g 
Ho § 
u be 
OP SEN 
2 2 o. Qore 
$1218: 388 
ra 
8 3.8. 88a 
i E 
H ere en E 
BSS BS gee Bo jo. 
D. WO Dares oy Voy 
| EREN , veland. 
| PSS 2 SADR 3) Cleveland, 
1 e S ogy = g 
I 888 2 2838 8 
Pe ares Sieg e a a | aly 
| COD OUR es if 
Ytre u. amtoa YS 7 
} IOs Si Ow Mr -| E 
| EE T E | Huron river, 
H 2 cowow 5 
| e23 3 388485 | &S 
i 
i wy = 
ji PH S St, GOS ; 2 
| So. Wah eo OE y = 
Soot seer 2 ‘Ag Jk, 
l Z2 csssn' ss: S | Ashtabula cr’k = 
i eeaco pu - ot 
} 23 sezes Wo e i | & 
t B TH RS 
F 1 
it SAPD PMO 3 3 
BES AR S ; LŠ 
f S2g, SALS, 3.5 Black river. > 
i Soo CSD, © jj $ i 
l eso oeron Q } 
i E SSS. SE5S~ O | fies 
— i Q 
is 
tt er. i Š 
\ eeu wer ‘eat ri pat 
! ggg s. p Conneaut rivesy| o8 
ees ford 
| = z 
ji ed 
Hoo geca S aE A 
SO we ‘2 Cunninghian ¢ 
Se 5 fo) 
t :S89S8' "3 creek. fos) 
| j 5 
| gee e| | 
5 L 
wwe 
! PREJ 
; eS ones 
i SSS trv revs Vermillion. iy 
woe 
aoe A 
ih eee ; 
ji : 3 i 
i < E i i 
i 2 ; 
ii ro a a o a B | Sandusky Bay. | 
i = | 
TER SLi H 
Er : i 
aT. m | 
Sp Sew me wawewey i 
a | SERS SS NSS SSN - 
1) Sod tony Donte T . 
R EREE EEEE Total 
H a NwUwWe- Krsonnreoewoces 
i] e aLe =¢ ~ 
Hia QSL SSSssyrses 
i 


In 1844 there was appropriated to Grand river 
$16,000, to- Cleveland $253,000, to. Haron river 
-$5,000, to Ashtabula creek, $5,000, to Conneaut 
river $5,000, to Sandusky’ bay $15,000, in all 
$65,000. Lake Erie may be said to be the great 
outlet to western: trade-and business. 


1852. 


1989 


harbors were begun: at Conneaut the improve- 


ment was begun in 1829; the river was then ob~ > 


structed by a bar, and frequently nearly dry, and 
rarely more than two feet of water; but since the 
pier has been begun a depth of from ten te eleven 
feet can be carried from the lake into the river, 
and after entering the river it is sufficiently, deep 
for half a mile. 
line between Pennsylvania and Ghio, and accom- 
modates both States. The whole amount appro- 
priated from 1829 to 1844 is $48,305, and the com- 
merce of the. harbor. in 1846 was $380,475. At 
Ashtabula 969,149 has been expended. When 


the work was begun not more than three feet ofii 


water could be commanded at the entrance; now 
it is adequate for the first class steamers one and 
a half miles, and the cammerce in 1846 was 
$891,584. Cunningham river received appropfi- 
ations from 186 to 1838 to the amount of $28,668, 
from which appropriations very considerable busi- 
ness sprung up, ware-houses were built, and pro- 
duce landed; but in 1838 it was reported against 
by the Government commissioner, as not being 
sufficiently large to come within the constitutional 
provision, and it has been permitted to dilapidate. 

Grand river harbor is ene of great safety. 
When the improvement commenced the river was 
obstructed by a bar; at first there were only six 
feet of water, now there are eleven. Itis navi- 
gable two miles. The commerce of 1846 was 
$891,584. 

Cleveland, by reason of these improvements, 
has become of great importance. When the im- 
provement began, the river was obstructed by a 
bar, and occasionally nearly dry; now ten feet 
of water can be commanded. The commerce of 
1846 was $12,559,100; the whole amount appro- 
priated is $449,413. 

Black river is navigable for about four miles; at 
first obstructed by a bar, and sometimes dry, and 
now nine feet of water. [ts commerce in 1846 
was $215,040. 

Vermillion, by reason of these appropriations, 
has become an important point; at first, not more 
than three feet of water, now from six to nine. 
Commerce of 1846, $137,770. 

Huron is also an important harbor, at first ob- 
structed by a bar, and sometimes dry; now ten 
feet af water. 

Sandusky is a very important harbor, and in an 
unfinished state. 
$5,943,177, : 

Upon this lake is employed, in connection with 
more northern lakes, 160,520.71 tonnage of ship- 

ing. The commerce of these harbors, in 1846, 


was $21,018,730. At most, or all of these harbors, | 
are light-houses, warehouses, and other conve- |i 
nient buildings for the transaction of an extensive | 


business with the surrounding country. In all 
instances the sums appropriated were insufficient 
to complete the work according to the original de- 


sign, and for want of subsequent appropriations | 


to finish and repair, they have been, and are now, 


in a dilapidated condition, by means of which, in |, 


many instances, there is great loss of lives and 


capital. By reason of the harbor at Cleveland, | 


mainty, it kas advanced from a common village to 
be the second city in the State, and bids fair to be 
among the firstin the Union. Sandusky, Paines- 
ville, 
causes, have advanced from small villages to cities 
and towns of much commercial importance. 

By these Governmental appropriations a large 


amount of capital and shipping has been invested, | 


whichis now suffering immensely from the want 
of the continuation of the same policy, by which 
it was invited and encouraged. 

I hold that the Government, by having com- 


menced this policy, and invited the investment of ji 


millions of money and employment of hands, 
are now bound, by every consideration of policy 
and humanity, to continue it. No country under 
heaven suffers so much as ours from a vascillating 
policy. 

From 1826 to 1838 this policy was pursued from 
year to year, until our lakes and rivers were cov- 
ered with ships, and our shores with cities and 
villages; and all at once it was unconstitutional 
and impolitic to continue it, and, with the single 
exception of 1844, all appropriations have been 
withheld, and by it the country clad in mourning. 
No interest so much neglected, the consequence 
of which is so fatal to our prosperity. 

By this bill, many of the most important places 


This harbor is now the boundary | 


{ts commerce in 1846 was: 


‘Ashtabula, and Conneaut, from the same i 


‘ neglected yet not abandoned policy, under which 
Let us not ex- 


' tinguish the feeble light, but nurse it as a precur- 
The amendment 
now sought is one among the many means cal- 


‘sor of that which is to come. 


‘ culated, but not designed, to defeat the object. At 
ono period of our Government has the passage of 
j a bill of this character been of more importance, 
_ or more ominous in its effects and consequences. 
4 Both of the great political parties of the country 


| our country so much flourished. 
i 
: 
i 
i 
H 


: acguiesces and demands it. 

| ‘Phe question was then taken, and the amend- 
; mert of Mr. Sintey was rejected. 

Mr. CURTIS proposed to amend the bill, by 
` inserting the following, viz: 

\ For removing obstructions in the Allegany, $15,000, 

i 


Mr. CURTIS. 
‘appropriate a small sum for the removal of ob- 
i swactions which now impede the navigation of 
ithe Allegany river. This river might be made 
navigable at a very moderate cost from its junc- 
! tion with the Ghio to the New York improvements, 
| thereby affording, after the completion of the Gen- 
| esee valley canal, a continuous navigable water 
i communication from the waters of the Hudson 
i and the St. Lawrence to these of the Ohio and 
Mississippi, It may therefore be said with pro- 
| priety to bea work purely national in all its charac- 
| teristics. If appropriations for the improvement 
of the Ohio, such as is contained in this bill now 


! is a mere extension of that river, is also constitu- 
tional and proper. 

Tam not one of those who. doubt the constitu- 
i tional power of Congress to appropriate money 
i for the improvement of rivers which are national 
i thoroughfares for our foreign or inland commerce, 
‘or the construction of suitable harbors for the 
i accommodation and protection of our shipping. 
ii tisa power which has been so long exercised, 
| that if precedent is entitled to any weight in con- 
i stitutional construction, may be regarded as set- 
| 


tlet. The power to regulate commerce with 
l; foreign nations and among the several States and 
i Indian tribes, is sufficiently explicit to relieve 
l| my mind from all constitutional scruples upon the 
j| subject of appropriating money for the improve- 
| ment of rivers, and the erection of harbors, by 
! which our commerce can be extended and pro- 
| tected—or, to use the constitutional language, 
|i “í regulated.” The only difficulty has always 
l been to draw the line of demarkation between 
| 
H 
{ 


local. A general system ofinternal improvements, 
embracing roads and canals, has at this late day 
but few advocates. ‘The doctrine may be regarded 
: as fully settled during the administration of Gen- 
| eral Jackson, in his celebrated veto message of the 
|) Maysville road, and acquiesced in by every suc- 
l; ceeding Administration, with the exception of Mr. 


į the action of Congress on the subject of improve- 
ii ments to narrower limits than those of any of his 
predecessors. Upon that subject I am induced to 
! follow in the footsteps of General Jackson, and the 


gress overriverand harbor improvements, and Lam 
| rejoiced to see that the Committee on Commerce 
i have adopted that rule for their guidance in their 
report of the bill now before the committee; and if 


i the bill can be confined to objects purely national, 


l extension of our commerce, it shall receive my 
support, 1 confess, however, that my support 
would be more cordial, if the amendment which J 
have proposed should be adopted. 


ted to be constitutional, because national; indeed, 
it may be classified with a majority of the appro- 
priations in this bill. 

Surveys have been made of this river by highly- 
competent engineers, and estimates made of the 


ticability, at a very moderate expenditure. 
: does not, therefore, come under the head of a new 


i 
f 
t 
i 
1: 
I 
| 
k 
|; 
i 
j; 
j 
| 
|: 
| 
| 
| scheme or project. A very considerable commerce 


are its advocates and supporters, and the country ©. 


This amendment proposes-to | 


| 
| 
| under consideration, are constitutional and expe- ` 
| dient, then the one asked for the Allegany, which | 


: Polk’s, whose construction would eircumseribe i` 


Democratic Presidents who preceded him, in their | 
| construction of the constitutional powers of Con- |: 


and such as are necessary for the protection and | 


The improvement of the Allegany comes un- ; 
der that class of national objects which areadmit- | 


cost of its improvement, showing its entire prac- į 
Te: 


is now carried on by means of steamboats and 
+ other craft upon this river, which run regularly, 
» about six months in the year, as far up as Frank- 
i din, a distance of about one hundred and twenty 
" miles, and irregularly. to Warren, a distance of 
i; one hundred and eighty miles from. Pittsburg. 
i: Lhis commerce might be very materially augment- 
|; éd by the removal of some of the most prominent 
i existing obstructions ia the river, which this ap- 
‘propriation would aid in accomplishing, If the 
= attention which the importance of this channel of 
: communication demands was bestowed upon it 
| by the General Government, thegriver would be 
q, made navigable during most of the year.. To. all 
i those interested in increasing the facilities of trade 
: between New York with the valley of the Ohio, 
| Chis improvement especially commends itself. This 


i! river is the only natural channel of communication 


i 
5 


| connecting the improvements of New York with 


New York is cut off during the early part of the 
seasen, or has to seek its way through improve- 
nents in Pennsylvania, when a preference is, of 
caurse, given to the trade of Philadelphia, subject- 
ing that of New York ‘to great delay, inconveni- 
i ence, and increased expense. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I should like to ask 
the gentleman, whether he proposes the removal 
of the aqueduct and bridge across the Allegany at 
Pittsburg? i 

Mr. CURTIS. No, sir. i 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to make, under the 
accision of the Chair, an argument in opposition 
to this amendment. J propose to fill the full com- 
‘| pass of the rule. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. BISSELL. 
ment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Illinois 
river, $30,000. : 

The adoption of that amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, will tend to remove, in some measure, one 
i of the most objectionable features of this bill—its 
unjust and oppressive inequality. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. [raise a point of 
order upon the gentleman. . 
| Mr. BISSELL. Very well. But do not let it 
| be taken out of my five minutes’ time. 

: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear 


Mr. 
amendment would in some degree remove the in- 
| equality of the bill. 7 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the 
entleman from Ilinois must confine himself 
strictly to an explanation of his amendment. 
io Mr. BISSELL. {shall certainly do so. There 
ii seems to be an extraordinary degree of sensitive- 
|i ness on the part of the gentleman from Maine, and 
ii the other members of the committee who have 
ntroduced this bill. They seem to have an in- 
|i stinctive knowledge that it cannot stand the test 
of examination; and in that I agree. with them. 
The amendment which F now submit proposes an 
appropriation of $50,000 for the improvement of 
| the Ulinoisriver. During the last Congress, what 
i was called a river and harbor bill passed this 


i 
{ 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


l 
| 


I offer the following amend- 


received the sanction of the country. 
approval. 

That bill contained an appropriation of $50,000 
li for the improvement of the navigation of the Illi- 
i noisriver. Now, lam at a loss to conceive what 
l new light the committee reporting this bill have 
ii received that has induced them to reject that im- 
portant item? How is it that the Hlinois river 
has so dwindled in importance since the last Con- 
“gress as to be entitled to no notice atall—not even 
to be mentioned in an omnibus bill of this sort? 
The former bill, with an appropriation of $50,000 
for the Illinois river, passed the House—failed in 
the Senate but for want of time, and was sanc- 
tioned by the country. Surely, then, the com- 
"i mittee reporting this present bill need have had no 
ii fears about incorporating that item for the benefit 
of one of the most important rivers of the West. 
Or, if 50.000 were too large a sum, they might 
| have proposed thirty, or twenty, or tei thousand 
li at least, for that object. Their map might have 


1940 


shown them that there was such a river as the 


Illinois, and that, in a business and commercial | 
point'of view, it was of some importance. : 

The State of Ilinois, at an expense of more than | 
$6,000,000, has built.a magnificent canal connect. | 
ing Lake Michigan with the Illinois river, The | 
Illinois connects withthe Mississippi, which flows 
directly on.to the Atlantic:ocean. Unless the fi- 
nois is kept in a. navigable condition, our costly 
canal is comparatively valueless. ‘The State of 
Illinois, strong as she may feel herself, is yet too 
poor easily to bear a loss of $6,000,009.. - Is it | 

assible, that while voting away millions. for the 
improvement of harbors and rivers, Congress will 
refuse the trifling sum necessary for the improve- - 
ment of the Illinois, and: thus: render, in a great 
measure, valueless the expensive and magnificent 
canal which that-State has ‘at sucha great cost 
constructed? Let me call the attention of the com= 
mittee to one suggestive fact in connection with 
this subject ? ; Axe 

The Illinois river stands in almost precisely the 
same Commercial position that the Hudson does. | 
It is one link in the chain connecting the lakes | 
with the Atlantic ocean on the west, while the 
Hudson constitutes a precisely similar link, con- 


necting them with the ocean on the east. The |! 


Ilinois river, uniting with the canal, may: be said 
to connect the lakes with the Atlantic ocean—so 
does the Hudson. In position and in commercial | 
importance they'are’ almost identical, except that |! 
the one is west and the other is east of the Alie- | 
gany mountains. Now, for the improvement of 
thé Eludson this bill appropriates $50,000; for the | 
improvement of the Illinois, nothing. Taltogether 
pass by the fact that the Eludson has heretofore | 
received thousands upon taousands of dollars from | 

| 

| 


the Government, while the Illinois has never re- | 
ceived a cent, and complam only at this. time of | 
the injustice meditated by this particular bill. Sir, | 
this bill is unequal, inequitable, monstrously un- | 
just—if it be in order to speak of the bill. [Laugh- | 


ter. f 5 | 
ihe CHAIRMAN. Itis not in order to allude | 
to the merits or demerits of the bill in discussing 
this amendment., 


My. BISSELL. Strictly speaking, I suppose į! 


not; but if I allude to itat all, what else can Í say? 
I cannot say that itisa just bill. [Laughter.] The 
chairman of the committee (Mr. Seymour] tells 
me to say nothing about it, That, no doubt, is 
the proper injunction to give to the friends of the 
bill, and upon their observance of that injunction 
depends its safety. [Renewed laughter.] 

Ar, FULLER, of Maine. 
gentleman from Illinois makes out a very strong 
case. If any case could be put where there has 
been‘an omission, the case he puts is one of the 
strongest, and particularly because this river and 
canal connecting with it have had from the Gov- 
ernment alargeappropriation of theland of the Uni- | 
ted States, a railroad some where in the vicinity | 
of this canal has had a-grant which the friends | 
of it say is equal to $20,000,000. This, therefore, | 
I say, furnishes a very strong case in behalf of my | 


friend from Hlinois. 
Does the gentleman say that | 


Mr. BISSELL. 


any land or money has been applied by the Gen- | } 


eral Government to the Illinois river? 

Mr. FULLER. 
tion of alternate sections of land has been hereto- | 
tofore made to aid in building the canal of which | 
the gentleman has spoken. 

Mr. BISSELL. Yes,.sir, and. in addition to 
that, that canal has cost the State of INinois 
more than $6,000,000. | 

Mr. FULLER. Ido notdoubtthat, and so have ! 
a great many other canals costa vast deal of money 
which the Government has not contributed a cent 
towards; hence I conceive that the gentleman from i 
Ilinois (Mr. BrssesL) has made outa very strong | 
case ! 

Mr. McMULLIN. - I rise to a point of ordery | 
[laughter] and itis, that the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Futver] should confine his remarks to the 
subject-matter under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
that the. gentleman. from Maine is opposing the 
amendment. 

Mr. FULLER. Iwas only stating reasons 
why I could not go for the gentleman’s amend- į 
ment. 

Mr. BISSELL. 
amendment. 


I ask -for tellers upon my | 


|| myself authorized to resort. to. all legitimate 


l through the States of Tennessee and Kentucky. | 
| 


I will agree thatthe , E ce ai : ; 
F i! ples of justice, if we examine the matter philo 


|i dered; and Messrs. Kiva of New York, and 


|. Mr. WARD.  Loffer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 
-Yor the improvement of. the navigation of the Cumber 
jand river, $49,000. g . 

J am only desirous to secure what I conceive to 
be justice to that particular river, and in.so doing j 
I hope that the House will not consider me unne- 
cessarily troublesome. I am not in the habit of 
demanding or asking al the hands of Congress 
any favor which my judgment. does not clearly | 
and conclusively show is right in itself; and when 
I am satisfied that. what I do ask is right, I feel 


means for obtaining it. -The Cumberland river, | 
for which I desire an appropriation to be made, 
received, in the year 1832; during General Jack- 
son’s administration, an appropriation of $30,000; 
in 1834 it received an appropriation of $30,000; 
| in 1836 it received an appropriation of $20,000; 
in 1837 it received an appropriation of $55,060; 
and in 1838 it received an appropriation of $20,000. 
l think that these facts clearly and conclusively 

demonstrate the fact that Congress have uniform- | 
ly, upon an examination of that stream, been sat- 
ised that this was a stream of a national charac- 
ter, which. demanded action at the hands of the 
i General Government. It is a stream that is navi- 
gable for upwards of six hundred miles, running 


But this is not the only point upon which I base 
the claim for an appropriation for this river. It 
is true that as great an amount of trade does not 


river. Itis our misfortune to live in a country | 
more sparsely settled than that upon the Hudson; : 
bùt there are individuals living upon the Cumber- 


this Government as those more fortunate, living 
upon the Hudson. This bill proposes to give to 
the Hudson river $50,000 for a navigation of one 
hundred and fifty miles, while the proposition I 
present is to give, for the improvement of the 
Cumberland river, $49,000 for a navigation of six | 
hundred miles. It is not the number of individ- 
uals involved—it.is not the amount of produce 
: which comesdowna stream, thatgives ita national 


, character. The duty of the Government is as 
great to protect balf a dozen individuals settled 

upon a stream, which js national in its character, 
as it would be to protecta million. It is true, if 
they have not the same voting power—if they | 
have not the same influence in attempting to | 
thwart. measures which are in themselves unjust, 
: as would the million, yet, according to the princi 


i 
i 
1 
I 
| 
| 


sophically, they have as much right to the pro 
tecting arm of the Government as would larger | 
numbers. We have no railroad in that country, 
| by means of which we can transport our produce | 
! to market. We are dependent alone upon this 
| single stream, and we are surrounded. by moun- 
| tains in every direction. The citizens who in- 
| habit the valley of that river are industrious and 


i friends of this bill will not force from its support 
‘those who are in favor of the principle of the im- 
provement of rivers and harbors. 


they will not have strength enough to carry out 
this or any other improvement. Iam anxious to 
see a system of improvements commenced, and I | 
wish to see such a system established upon broad, ! 
; just, and general. principles. | 
Mr. CARTTER. Tam opposed to the amend- | 
ment. > 
Mr. WARD demanded tellers; which were or- 


Gay.orp were appointed. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Warp’s 
amendment, and there were—ayes 58, noes 59. 
So the amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. i 
Mr. MACE. `I offer thefollowing amendment 
tothe amendment: 


| 

if $ 

i For the improvement of the Wabash river, $50,000. i 
| L offer this amendment in good faith, and I be- 

i 


f 

| 
| lieve it should be adopted by the committee. The | 

Wabash river is a river that is strictly national in | 
| its character—as much so as the Hudson or any | 
| other river that has been mentioned. ‘It is navi- 
, gable for mostof the.season, for four hundred.and 
! fifty miles, dividing the frontier between the States | 


pass down that. stream as down the Hudson || 


land who are as much entitled to the protection of :! precedent be settled in favor of the Wabash river 


enterprising; and I do hope and trust that the » 


They may i 
| find, if they force A, B, and C from supporting 


{ understand that appropria- |; this bil], that when the final vote is to be taken, 


i 
| 
i 


| that point. 


provements. 
canal, extending from Evansville to Toledo, upon 


! Lake Erie—the longest canal in the United States, 


upon which our productions find their way North 
and South, and especially in a northerly direction. 
I feel as much interested in the improvement of 


| the Hudson river, the harbor at Buffalo, and all 


these improvements in this bill, as any other man; 
but I do ask this committee—and I ask them in 
good faith—and f ask it because } believe it is 
right and just—to appropriate $50,000 for theim- 
provement of the Wabash river. There can be 
no objection to it. It is asmall sum of money. 
I think it will be the settled policy of the country 
to engage in improvements of the kind contem- 
plated by the bill. If itis to be the policy, let the 


ag well as other rivers of a like character; let these 
appropriations be made, and then the country will 
become harmonious, and such appropriations will 
not enter into the political contests of the day. I 
trust, as I have before stated, that this committee 
will seriously consider my amendment, and_vote 


‘+ for the small appropriation asked for in it. Upon 


the amendment | have offered | demand tellers. 
Tellers were not ordered. 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. CARTTER offered the following 
ment to the amendment: 


For the improvement of the Tuscarawas river, $10,000. 


Mr. C. said: Mr. Chairman, it may not be 
known to the committee that the Tuscarawas 
river is a very important river, but it is a river 
that has flowed a great many years. When it 
commenced flowing, the history of the region of 
that country does not give; but, it is supposed, 
shortly after the subsidence of Noah’s flood. It 
is a very interesting river in its Indian legendary, 
and has been appropriated to national commerce 
long before the discovery of this continent by Co- 
lumbus. [Laughter.] Bark canoes have, in days 
gone by, floated down the Tuscarawas, and it is 
said that they always floated down easier than 
they floated up. [Laughter.} From time imme- 
morial its beautiful waters have been very im- 
portant; for, ifit were not for the waters of the 
‘Tuscarawas, and some. other streams, the Mis- 
sissippi river would be unfurnished with water. 
[Laughter.} In this point of view, the committee 
will perceive that it is of the highest importance 
to the national commerce of the country; and I 
hope that this recommendation of this river will be 
sufficient to move their vote one way or the other 
upon the subject. [Laughter] i f 

There is another consideration which operates 
with me personally. 

Mr. CLARKE. Irise toa question of order. 
I wish to know whether this is in pursuance of 
the order promulgated by the chairman this morn- 
ing, or the higher law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
the gentleman is giving his reasons why his amend- 


amend- 


| ment should be adopted, and that he is in order. 


Mr. BISSELL. Irise to a question of order. 
I think it is not in order for the gentleman to en- 
croach upon the province of. Dan Rice—at any 
rate nat in the House of Representatives. I make 
Į {Langhter.} 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. {Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. STEVENS; of Pennsylvania, Then the 
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amount of water, the Tuscarawas is just as im- 
portant as the Illinois river. My own impression 
in reference to both is, that it will be found, in 
the lapse of time, that all these improvements | 


had better be in the direction of supplying water. |: 


{Laughter.] For it will be found, in the history | 
of the cultivation of the country, that the great 
difficulty is the want of water. Now, I hope, | 
with these substantial recommendations of this | 
amendment, that it may be placed alongside of; 
and considered with others. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. I hope the gentleman may | 
be allowed to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. STEVENS objected. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Carr- 
TER’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. [havean amend- 
ment which T desire to offer. 

Mr. BISSELL. Iask the gentleman from Il- | 
linois to withhold his amendment until a vote is į 
taken on the amendment that I offered. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 


amendment. 


Mr. BISSELL demanded tellers upon hisamend- ;; 


ment, but they were not ordered, 
The question was then taken upon the amend- |; 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of illinois, offered the fol- | 
lowing anrendment: i 


j 


Very well; I withdraw my | 


į 


cessary to. be removed. If these rocks were re- 


moved, the channel would not only be strait- : 
ened, but it would be widened, and thereby make | 


the navigation of it a great deal more safe and 
easy. than it is at present. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. The remarks 
which have fallen from the gentleman from IHinois 
deserve a few words of explanation from the com- 
mittee, 

I would say that both propositions for the im- 
provement ef the Des Moines and the Rock river 
rapids were before the committee. The charts, 


surveys, and estimates were all examined; and | 
the committee were satisfied that the chief ob- .: 


structions to the navigation upon these rapids were 


in the Des Maines rapids at the lower part of: 


them; and for the purpose of seeing whether these 
obstructions could not be ina great measure re- 
moved—about which there had been some doubt, 
so much as to suggest the propriety of construct- 
ing acanal around both rapids—the committee 
concluded to recommend $50,000 for the purpose 
of removing the chief difficuity, the principal ob- 
structions, which we understood are at the foot 
of the Des Moines rapids. Now, if this opera- 
tion—which we contemplate by this “bill, and 
which we have restricted to two chains as they 
have been surveyed by an engineer, and are de- 
scribed in the bill as the lower chain, and the 
English chain—should prove as successful upon 
a further examination, as we hope it will, then 
we can go on with propriety ata subsequent time, 
and make other appropriations for removing some 
of the difficulties to which the gentleman from U- 
linois has alluded. The whole amount of the 
estimate for this work is, I think, nearly half a 
million of money. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Htinois. This estimate, || 


; it will be remembered, wag made in 1837, when 


For the improvement of the Rock river rapids, in the | 


Mississippi, 850,000. 


Mr. STEVENS. To incrense the rapids? | 


Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir, to increase their 
rapid usefulness. [ intend, sir, to confine myself 
to the explanation of this amendment, and I have 
only a few words to say. 

In the bill reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, the general appropriation for the Missis- 
sippi, Missouri, Ohio, and some other rivers, is 


made to take effect below the Des Moines rapids, |: 


about one hundred and fifty miles below the Rock | 
river rapids, in the Mississippi river; therefore 

no part of that appropriation can be applied to ` 
the improvement of the Rock river rapids. That 
same bill contains an appropriation of $50,000, to 
be applied to the improvement of the Des Moines 
rapids in the Mississippi river, and to those rapids 
alone. No appropriation, thea, thus far has been 
suggested for the improvement of the Rock river 
rapids, in the Mississippi river. Now, sir, these - 
rapids are about eighteen miles in length, and they 

offer to the free navigation of the Mississippi river 

almost insurmountable obstructions when the: 
water is in a low state. 


St. Louis to Galena, a point about one hundred 
miles above these rapids. 
low water has commenced, the company having 
that contract have been under the necessity of 
stopping their large boats, and making arrange- 
ments to run boats above the rapids. It will be 
seen, therefore, for the national purpose of trans- 
portation of the mail on this great national stream, 
that the improvement of these rapids is essentially 
necessary. If, sir, the appropriation of $50,000 
should be carried into effect for the improvement 
of the Des Moines rapids, it makes it more neces- : 
sary and niore essential that some improvement of 
a corresponding character should be made in the 
rapids situate or located one hundred and fifty 
miles above them on the same stream. 

In 1837, under an act of Congress, and in obe- 
dience to an order from the War Department, an 
engineer made a survey of these rapids, and ithas 
been ascertained that the appropriation of a very 
small sum, something, of course, over §50,000, 
bat $50,000 itself would make a very great im- 
provement in the navigation of the upper rapids. 
The river is here crossed by chains of rock stretch- 
ing from shore to shore. The channel is narrow 
and ruinous, and there are ledges of projecting 
rocks, that reach inte the channel, which are ne- 


: we ma 


the country was unsettled, and when it was very 


i expensive both with regard to procuring and em- 
ploying men, and obtaining materials to com- |; 


menee operations with. 
the country is densel 
the ground, and provisions and everything elseare 
greatly cheapened. Besides that, it has been as- 


At the present time, sir, 


certained that about half the expense estimated ; 
by that officer, would so improve these rapids as - 


to make the navigation free and easy. J therefore 


do not consider that the estimate made thirteen or | 
fourteen years ago, under the circumstances in| 


which the country was then situated, is a proper 


ii estimate by which to judge of the expense that |) 
‘would be necessary for the proposed removal of | 


these obstructions to navigation. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. Lam gratified to learn that 
hope, at_a future day, to perform this 


: work, if the experiment which, with this $50,000, 


Last spring the Post i 
Office Department established a river mail from ` 


we propose to make in the most difficult part, is 


successful, at a less sum than bas been estimated. |; 
But it was the opinion of the committee, and | 


also of the Topographical Bureau, that $50,000 
would be all that could be advantageously em- 
ployed during the present fiscal year. 


vail. 


Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers, but they | 


! were not ordered. 


Since the season of | 


The question was then taken on the amendment, !! 
` and it was not agreed to. ! 


Mr. COBB offered the following amendment: 


For improving the Tennessee river, $120,000, to be ex 
pended under the directian o 


Mr. DUNCAN. 


I wish to raise a question of: 


order, whether an amendment, substantially the :i pier S 
i I ask a small appropriation, were not built by the 


same as the one having been once or twice pre- 


: sented to the committee, and voted down, can be : 


i faith. 


again offered? 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment is not the | 
same. It proposes a different amount, and there- 
fore the Chair thinks that it is in order. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, when Í offeredan `: 


kar 


amendment to this bil of 875.000, a few day 
since, I offered it then, as I do t 


sion upon the various amendments, and, in fact, 


in relation to the very one I offered of $75,000, © 
that there was particular objection to it, because ; 
l have understood, sir, £. 
- that there were men in this House who deter- | 


it was not large enough. 


mined to vote against that amendment, because 
the amount was not large enough. Now, when L 
offered that amendment of $75,000, J did it witha 


settled, all materials are on | 


i hope the amendment, therefore, will not pre- |i 


he Seeretary of War, above | 
; aud below the Muscle Shoals in the said river. 


is now, in good . 
I understood, in the course of the discus- - 


view to make it correspond with the principle of 
the bill proposed by the committee. I observed, 
very clearly, from an examination of that bill, that 
the object, of the committee was to ‘appropriate 
alone to legitimate objects. They omitted some 
evidently, and the second object was to curtail the 
expenditure at this time as much as possible. I 
thought then that this $75,000, perhaps, would 
be about the proportion that that particular. sec- 
tion of country ought to have, compared with the 
amounts that the bill proposed then to appropri- 
ate. Since then Į have been told-that that amount 
would not be worthy of consideration, and. from 
the action of this House, when I called for tellers, 
but three solitary gentlemen rising, and when my 
vote was taken, no more than five voting for it, it 
was evident that I was mistaken in the amount, 
and [ now propose to increase it to $120,000. 

Sir, when [ was discussing the propriety of the 
appropriation for the Tennessee river, when I last 
addressed this House, I did so with great reluct- 
ance. I do so with great reluctance now, for I 
assure the House and the country that nothing is 
i more taxing to me—[ was going to say to my 
modesty—than to rise and address this House 
upon any occasion. But, sir, duty is the highest 
law with which I am acquainted. Duty demands 
that I should make a strenuous effort, and I. tell 
this House and the country that itis the last effort 
I intend making for the improvement of the Ten- 
nessee river. If I do not succeéd in this, I beg to 
say that whenever the substitute is proposed for 
this bill, I intend to vote against it, although the 
' Tennessee river has therein an appropriation of 
! $50,000. Fdo this for the reason that I believe 
the substitute is improper. I shall vote against it 
upon the ground that I believe such a bill ought 
not to pass this House. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
; order. 

Mr. COBB. 
instantly. 

I believe, sir, that the sum of $120,000 ought to 
be appropriated for the purpose of improving the 
Tennessee river. When I addressed the commit- 
tee before, I believe I was ‘floundering upoin the 
rock just below Chattanooga, and endeavorng to 
; descend, but now. { will turn from that rock, and 
: pass upwards, There are, as I understand, many 
individuals who inquire as if it had been a.doubt- 
ful thing heretofore—and I suppose this is more 
: playfully than otherwise—where is the Tennessee 
river? The Tennessee river that this amendment 
proposes to improve, rises in the States of North 
Carolina and Virginia, and proceeds through both 
those States into the State of Tennessee. It then 
; runs through Tennessee into Alabama, in the 
|; northeastern portion of that State, entirely through 
the State of Alabama; it then proceeds into a 
portion of Mississippi—or, at least, we may say 
! Mississippi bounds that river upon the South— 
g between the States of Tennessee and 
sippi, then into the State of Tennessee and 
into Kentucky, and empties into the great Ohio. 

Mr. COBB asked for tellers; but they were not 
ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Coss’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. McNAIR offered the following amend- 
i ment: 

For the repairs of the works at Mareus Hook, on the 
| Delaware river, below Philadelphia, $5,000. 


Mr. MeN. said: Mr. Chairman, although this 


I will return to my amendment 


is a good bill and more moderate in its appropri- 


ations than some former ones, yet I do not think 
it is perfect. These piers, for the repair of which 


Government, but they were ceded to it by the 
State of Pennsylvania. Therefore there can be 
no ground for saying that these piers cost the Gov- 
: ernment anything originally. ‘They are now ina 
state of dilapidation, and are almost useless on 
account of their decay. The materials are rotting, 
and the mud is covering them over. When these 
: piers were ceded to the Government by Pennsyl- 

vania, it was the understanding and the agreement 
‘that the Government should keep them in repair 
for the benefitof commerce on the Delaware river. 
Therefore there is an obligation on the part of this 
Government to keep them in repair; and she does 
not act in good faith towards Pennsylvania if she 
does not. The report of the Topographical En- 
ji gineer concludes with cailing the “attention to the 
i: © fact not generally known that the United States, 
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* in accepting the cession from the States of Dela- 
s ware and Pennsylvania of the harbors on the 
‘Delaware, being those of Port Penn, Newcastle, 
* Marcus Hook, and Chester, guarantied to keep 
‘them in repair.” . 

The citizens of 


this amendment l only ask for them the small 


sum of $3,000, in order that, being so reasonable, | 


Lmightget what I ask: F hope it will be borne 
inmind by this House that these piers are situ- 
ated on the west side of the river Delaware, which 
is at.that place about three miles in width, and 


that all the vessels sailing to and from the great ; 


city of Philadelphia, containing four hundred and 


nine thousand inhabitants; sail by. these piers. 


Now, it may seem to some persons in this House 
that the repair of these piers is not of much im- 
portance. to commerce; but we must take into 
consideration that ‘these 
little harbor being formed below them for vessels 


of large size, and that that harbor. in times of | 
storm, and most especially when the river is full į 
of ice, is a matter of very great importance. | 


Many times in the winter vessels of large size find 
protection there from the ice. 


I cannot agree with some gentlemen of this | 
House, who think that the West and North get ; 


too little appropriation in proportion to the East. 
There are in the bill $86,000 for the Delaware river 
below Philadelphia, and none above on tide-water, 
a distance of forty miles. Now, Philadelphia is 
a large city, and her commerce extends to every 
commercial country in the world, and: Pennsylya- 
nia is a large State, asking for appropriations for 
none of her rivers except the Delaware, and we 
think, in proportion to other parts of the United 
States, the amount is small. From-the calcalation 
that I have made, I find that the Atlantic States 
obtain, according to the present bill, $377,000; the 
Southwest and West $535,000; and the North on 
the lakes $503,000. ‘his seems to be a pretty 
good division in the different sections of the Union. 

There is one thing said about the East whieh t 
think is unjust, and that is, thet the Atlantic States 
have received a very large amount from the Gov- 
ernment for their rivers and harbors many. years 
ago,and therefore they should not receive so much 
now. It should be remembered that the old States 
paid for all these things themselves long before the 


new States came into the Union, and they have | 


now equal right to appropriations with the new 
ones. 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. McNam, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. It seems to me that 
there have been votes enough taken to satisfy. this 
comnie that no amendment is intended to this 

ill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
pose an amendment? : 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir; E move to strike 
out the first section of the bill, from the third to 
the seventh line. 

The CHAIRMAN. We have passed that part 
of the bill, and therefore no amendment to it isin 
order, e are now at the eighth line. 

Mr. STANTON. Then f move to strike out 
the words, ‘* For the continuation of the Delaware 
breakwater, $30,000.” 

Mr. Chairman, J suppose that there have been 


Does the gentleman pro- 


votes enough taken to satisfy this committee that | 
no amendment is to be made to the bill by way of | 


addition. I now propose to see whether this com- 
mittee will make any amendment by way of sub- 
traction, 

The Committee on Commerce appropriate for 
the Adantic coast a large part of the $1,500,000, 
and the great Mississippi valley, embracing one 


half of the population and more than one half of | 


the commerce of the country, gets only one sixth 
of the appropriations: The Mississippi and its 


tributaries have an appropriation of $260,000, out | 


of $1,500,000, which is-only one sixth of the ag- 
gregateamount. Every one knows that the ap- 
propriations for the eastern section and for the 
Atlantic slope are for the improvement of tide- 
water rivers, where there are no obstructions to 
navigation. Here is an appropriation of $50,000 
to the Hudson, a stream without obstructions, 
and where there never has been a solitary vessel 
lost by obstructions to the navigation; whilst upon 
the Qhio, to which we have not appropriated a 
dollar-for-fourteen years, four hundred and fifty 


the town of Marcus EFtook, in |! 
their memorial to Congress, ask $20,000; bet in 


iers are the cause of a | 


| lives have been lost within a year. Now, l ask 
i| ihe Representatives of the Mississippi vailey, if 
| they intend that these appropriations shall all go 
l eastward and to the Atlantic coast, and if the one 
half of the population of the country which they 
represent, is to be content with one sixth of the 
appropriations contained in these river and har- 
bor bilis? l myself am prepared to strike at the 
enacting clause of the bill, and to take the respon- 
sibility before the country of defeating the whole 
bill, unless there is to be something like. equality. 
it.does so happen, strangely enough; that the ma- 
jority of the committee whieh reported this bill 
are irom the Atlantic slope. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Are these remarks in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN, They are not. The gen- 
tleman must confine his remarks strictly to his 
amendment, and show why this appropriation 
should be stricken out of the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I have nothing more 
to say. 

Mr. RIDDLE. As the gentleman from Ohio 
has given no reasons why his amendment to strike 
out the appropriation for the Delaware break water 
should prevail, it may, perhaps, be unnecessary 
for me to detain the committee with a word upon 
the necessity of that appropriation. E 

Mr. Chairman, 1 presume there is no member 
of this House who, knowing the advantages of 
this breakwater to the commerce of our country, 
the condition of the work, and that it has been 
constructed by Congress at an expense of hun- 
dyeds of thousands of dollars, perhaps millions,as 


suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky, {Mr. 


| an appropriation which will enable us to complete 
and preserve it, This, sir, is nota State matter. 
It is not, because it bears the name of the Dela- 
ware breakwater, a State improvement. It is es- 
sentially a national work, and one in which the 
citizens of New Orleans, or any commercial city 
of the United States, have more interest than the 
citizens of Delaware. 1 have known nearly two 
hundred vessels, from every section of the United 
States, and from almost every portion of the world, 
to be at one time riding ìn safety in this break- 
water; whereas, if it had not been there, perhaps 
l one fifth of these vessels would have been lost, 
| and the lives on board destroyed. Sir, when 1 say 
| it is the interest of the Government to complete 
| ihis. work, | speak of what 1 am well convinced. 
I| My attention was directed to the subject some time 

i since. My observation has taught me that the 
| amount reported by the committee will not only 
| enable the Government to replace the stones which 
have been washed away, but lay upon them a cap- 
ping, or heavy course, which wall resist the storms 
and ice, and preserve the substructure from. the 
effects of the lashing waves. Yet the gentleman 
l from Ohio rises from his seat, and, with coolness 
land deliberation, moves to strike out this appro- 
| priation, small as it is, which is calculated, not 
| anly to preserve the work which has been done, 
but to complete it, and protect, to a great degree, 
į the commerce of the country and the world. 

Sir, vessels from ail parts of the Union are com- 
pelled, at times, to seek this breakwater for safety. 
The rice and cotton of the South; the products of 
i the Middle States, and the manufactures of the 
North, as well as the most valuable cargoes of 
foreign goods, frequently float there, side by side, 
‘and, during the raging of the storm, defy the 
i| winds and the waves. This protection to our 
|| commerce has been afforded by an American Con- 
i; gress, but not quite to the extent it deserves. If 
il the work be not speedily completed, that which 
| has already been constructed must inevitably be 
| destroyed, and Congress will, at an early day, 
have to appropriate four times the amount now 
asked for. I therefore trust that the proposition 
if of the gentleman will be voted down. 

Mr. STANTON called for tellers; but they 
| were not ordered. 

And the question being taken upon the amend- 
ment, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. TUCK. I desire to offer an amendment 
to that clause. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise to a 
question of order. After a. motion to strike out 
the clause, no amendment to it is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to. strike out 


Marsuary,] would now be willing to strike out į 


| 


| tion from the committee. 


Mr. MARSHALL. Ihbavealways understood 
that after the vote was taken on a motion to. strike 
out a clause, it could no longer be amended. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the payliamentary 
law, but an exception is made by our rules. The 
53d rule is as follows: 

“<A motion to strike out and insert shall be deemed indi 


| visible; buta motion to strike out being lost, shall pre- 


clude neither amendment nor a motion to strike out and in- 


sert.” 


Mr. TUCK offered the following amendment: 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Ilinois 
river @44,000.?? 


` Mr. T. said: Mr. Chairman, as an eastern many 


| when 1 had taken a survey of the appropriations 


contained in this bill, | confess I was surprised 
that the IHinois river had not received any atten- 
{ believe it to be an 
oversight on the partof the committee, and if they 
had received and had had before them the inform- 
ation which has been laid before this committee, 


| they must have been unanimous in favor of some 


appropriation for the linois river. 

l proposed this amendment, being fully aware 
that the committee have several times voted down 
propositions to improve this river; but I believe 
ihat a more full consideration of, and a more care~ 
ful inquiry into, the importance of this river wilt 
lead to a different result. It has some two hun- 
dred and fifty miles of navigable waters, making 
it one of the most important rivers in the West. 
Having traveled several time over that river, I 
have been astonished at the amount of business 
done upon it-—at the magnitude of its commerce 
compared with that of the Chio and Mississippi 
rivers. | ask the committee to remember this 
fact. There are more arrivals of steamboats at 
St. Louis from the Hlinois than from any other 
western river. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him a question? What particular points 
upon the Illinois river need improvements? 

Mr. TUCK. There are twenty-eight bars be- 


| tween La Salle and the mouth of the Hitnois, which 


are impediments to the navigation of this river. 
By the removal of some four of these bars, at a 
cost of some $50,000, the capacity of the river 
will be increased, as shown by surveys, so that it 
will exceed that of the Ohio river. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise to a 
question of order. The point I wish to make is 
this: That the mere change of the sum for the 


| accomplishment of the same object is not such a 


change as to allow the amendment to be offered 
again after having been once rejected. After it 
has heen once rejected by the committee, the rule 
excludes it from being offered again, 

Mr. TUCK, ‘That point has been overruled 
within half an hour. 

Mr. JOHNSON. If we are to understand that 
any change of sum, from one cent to half a mil- 
lion of dollars, will permit the same amendment to 
be offered over again we shall never get through 


| with this bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
according to the practice of the committee such 
amendments have been allowed, and he does not 
feel authorized to change that practice. Heover- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I then take an appeal, and I 
hope the committee will decide that amendments 
can be offered once and no more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas raises the point of order, that an amend- 
ment, having been once offered for the improve- 
ment of the EHinois river, and voted down, that it 
is not in order to offer another amendment appro- 
priatng a different sum for the same purpose. 
The Chair overrules the point of order. From 
that decision the gentleman from Arkansas ap- 
peals, and the question now is, ‘t Shall the decis- 
ion of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
éommittee ?”” 

[A message was here received from the Senate, 


; announcing the passage by that body of the fol- 


lowing bills: 

Joint resolution for the relief of George R. C. 
Floyd, late Secretary of Wisconsin Territory, and 
sureties; and 

An act to protect actual settlers upon the land 
upon the line of the Central Railroad and branches, 
by granting preémption rights thereto.] 

Mr. JOHNSON demanded tellers upon the ap- 
peal; but they were not ordered. ` 


1852. 


1943 


not have been understood. 
upon the question. 

The House was then divided, and there ap- 
peared to be no quorum voting. 

By unanimous consent, tellers were then or- 
dered; and Messrs. CHANDLER and Lercner 
were appointed, 


Gal . 


he question was again put, and the tellers re~- 
ported—ayes 90, noes not courted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained as 
the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. TUCK, (resuming.) [have proposed this 
amendment not because I had any particular par- 
tiality for the western country, but because I be- 
lieved an appropriation ought to be made for the 
improvement of this river, if any harbor and river 
bill should ever pass Congress. The Illinois river 
passes through the great State of Llinois, embra- 
cing a tract of country of greater fertility than 
any other of equal extent in the whole country. 
That State now sends seven Representatives to 
Congress, and in the next Congress will send 
nine. The Illinois river runs through the richest 
portion of that country, and connects and commu- 


nicates, by means of other rivers, with the most | 


distant parts of the State. I think if the commit- 
tee will consider the magnitude of this river, and 
the extent of the commerce carried over it, they 
will consent to include this appropriation in the 
bill. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I desire to know if the 
gentleman is not acting under the five minute 
rule? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time taken up by the 
point of order which was raised is not taken out 
of the gentleman’s time, and his five minutes have 
not yer expired. 

Mr. TUCK. I hope gentlemen will permit this 
general system of internal improvement to be per- 
fected by introducing this meritoriousitem. They 
may be prevented hereafter from adopting any 
* general system;’’ and Í advise them to make the 
present system as perfect as possible. Let them 
do all they can to develop the resources of the 
country before they become bound, hand and foot, 
according to the Democratic platform, against all 
improvements, either for East or West. 

r. FULLER, of Maine. Mr. Chairman, I 
am opposed to this amendment, both as an eastern 
man and as a fair-minded man. As an eastern 
man, Lam opposed to it upon this ground: If west- 
ern men are disposed to put eastern men in a 
wrong position, I am disposed to correct them. 
Now, sir, this bill contains within it appropria- 
tions for improvements west of the slope of the 
Allegany range of mountains to the amount of 
$717,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that he must confine his remarks 
strictly to showing why this particular amendment 
should not be adopted. 

Mr. FULLER. That is precisely what I am 
doing. Iam bringing my argument directly to 
bear upon the point to show why the gentleman’s 
amendment should not prevail. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that any remarks upon the general merits or de- 
merits of the bill are not in erder. 

Mr. FULLER. Certainly. 1 am bringing my 
remarks to show why the appropriation should 
not prevail. 


The CHAIRMAN. The pointthe Chair makes 


is, that the rule closing debate is positive, and | 


that the rule granting five minutes’ debate must be 
construed strictly to apply to remarks in explana- 
tion of the amendment or in opposition to the par- 
ticular amendment under consideration. No allu- 
sion can be made to the merits or demerits of the 
bill itself. : 

Mr. FULLER. Well, sir, I will endeavor to 
confine myself to the rules prescribed by the 
Chair. 


Mr. STUART. I wish to make a suggestion. 


While I believe the Chair to be decidedly correct | 


in his decision, I beg to ask this question: Sup- 

ose the amendment offered was already provided 
in the bill, would it not be competent to oppose it 
upon the ground that the very same provision was 
in the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. STUART. Well, that is just what the 
gentleman was doing. a 

Mr. FULLER. Iam very much obliged to the 


i 


| 


erally provided for. 
Mr. TUCK. Then I understand the gentleman 


to object to this amendment because the West į 


have already larger appropriations than the East. 
Now, I would ask him if the West have not voted 
for appropriations to be expended upon the Atlan- 
tic coast many times when they had not one dol- 
lar appropriated to themselves? 

Mr. FULLER. Not to my knowledge. 
not aware of any bill of this kind in which the 
western country has not its full share of the pub- 
lic money. 


Another reason why I am opposed to the appro- , 
priation recommended in the amendment of the : 
gentleman from New Hampshire is, that there are : 


no estimates from the proper Department for the 
amount required upon that river. 


ular estimates for the removal of those obstruc- 
tions; so that the committee can determine whether 
the appropriations contained in this amendment 
are proper or not. 

Mr. YATES. 
mitted upon this subject on Saturday, I showed 
that estimates had been made. [ referred to a re- 
port of the Topographical Bureau made to the 
Senate, showing what those obstructions were, 
and their number. This information the gentle- 


man can find in my printed speech, published in | 


the Globe of this morning. 

Mr. FULLER. 
there may have been at some time an exploration 
and survey of the Illinois river. What I desire to 
say is, that there has been no survey, accompany- 


ing the sum which it is now proposed to appro- ;i 
priate, showing its pertinency to the improvement | 


for which it is to be made. 


The question being upon the adoption of the | 


amendment, 

Mr. TUCK demanded tellers; which were not 
ordered. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. GREEN. 
ment, viz: 

For the removal of a bar in Sandusky Bay, on Lake Erie, 
at the mouth of Sandusky river, $10,000. s 

Mr. Chairman, I do not offer this amendment 
for the purpose of obstructing the passage of this 
bill, nor do I desire to take up the time of the 
committee in discussing it. I will simply say that 
while the entrances of almost ever 
harbor upon Lake Erie have received appropria- 
tions, this one has been entirely neglected. 


structions in the river, and we now ask for this 


sum for the removal of the bar in the bay, at the ; 


mouth of the river. 

There is considerable commerce carried on there, 
although to a great disadvantage in consequence 
of that obstruction, and simple justice to that sec- 
tion of the lake country requires that we should 
have this appropriation. 
amount equal to that which we have made up by 


private enterprise, and expended upon that work. | 
I hope, Mr. Chairman, the amendment will be ii 


agreed to. 1 call for tellers on the question. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
mend was not agreed to. 

Mr. MOLONY. Mr. Chairman, I propose the 
following amendment: 

For the construction of a breakwater and piers at Wau- 
kegan, Illinois, 810,000. 

There was submitted to the Committee on Com- 
merce an estimate for a harbor of refuge at this 
port, on Lake Michigan, with reasons why an 
appropriation should be made for it, which should 
have been conclusive in favor of it with the com 
mittee. 

Colonel Abert, the head of the Topographical 
Corps, reports, in response to a call made upon 


him by the chairman of the Committee on Com- 


merce, “‘ that from an actual and careful survey of 


that port, he is convinced of the necessity of a 
harbor of refuge there for the safety of the general 


lam: 


l u There are no /) 
particular obstructions pointed out, and no partic- | 


In the remarks which I sub- | 


I do not pretend to deny that | 


I offer the following amend- ' 


river and | 


We. 
have expended ourselves $10,000 in removing ob- | 


We only ask, sir, an | 


commerce of the lakes;” and he-accordingly sub- 
mits, for the consideration of the committee, an 
estimate which was about one half the amount of 
|| any estimate ever. submitted for a harbor upon 
i} Lake Michigan, which, he says, will make a har- 
| bor of refugeat that port better than any one now 
| upon the lakes. a aes 
| . When the committee consider that not less than 
$2,000,000 and six hundred lives have been lost 
upon the northwestern lakes, in the last four years, 
and that for the last fourteen years not one dollar 
| has been appropriated to the commerce there, it is 

hoped that an object so strongly recommended by 
| that officer, whose position enables him to know, 
and whose duty it is to report in relation to the 
‘| urgent necessities of that commerce,and to whose 
i! report the greatest respect should be paid by the 
i committee and the House, will not be rejected by 
the committee. The committee have gone behind 
the Topographical Bureau, whenever injustice to 
any particular locality has been charged upon 
i them, alleging that no estimates had been submit- 
|| ted by the War Department for the object; also 
| affirming that, as a rule of action, they had been 
guided by it in their recommendations in this bill 
now pending. 

The rule adopted by the committee is generally 

a very correct one; but in this instance they have 
violated their own rule, and not reported in favor 
of this object—a harbor of refuge at Waukegan— 
which had been urged upon their ‘favorable con- 
sideration, by reasons as cogent as.any submitted 
! in behalf of any abject in the bill. 
' The committee have clearly departed from a rule 
of action of their own adoption, showing no good 
reason for it, and I hope that my amendment will 
ii be adopted by the committee. {demand tellers 
| on the question. 
‘ Tellers were not ordered, 
| The question was then taken, and the amend- 
| ment was not agreed to. : 
i 
i 
f 


The next clause of the bill was then reported 
as follows: 


“For the construction of a harbor on the east side of 
Reedy Island, Port Penn, Delaware, $51,090.” 


| Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
strike out that clause in the bill. 

I make my motion, Mr. Chairman, for the pur- 
pose of hearing from the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, the considerations which in- 
un the committee to put that clause in the 

ill. 

I find, upon an examination of the estimates 
| by which the committee were guided, no trace of 
an estimate for this work. I understand that upon 
the west side of that island, a harbor is already 
constructed, and I do not understand why we 
should commence the construction of one upon 
the east side of theisland. This is a large appro- 
priation, and probably the gentlemen at the head 
of the Committee on Commerce (Mr. Seymour] 
can explain the necessity of it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I have here- 
tofore called the attention of the committee in gen- 
eral terms, to this appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a harbor on the east side of Reedy Island, 
Port Penn, in Delaware. Port Peen was one of 
|! those points on the Delaware river, where a pier, 
i| constructed by the State authorities, was meny 
i| years ago ceded to the General Government, with 
lan understanding that the Government should 
|! keep it in repair. The Government proceeded, for 
| several years, to appropriate large sums of money 


_ for the purpose of keeping in repair these works, 
| which were upon the west side of the island, and 
between that and: the western shore of the Dela- 
ware. But it has been found that the old struc- 


ence of expense between the new structure that is 
proposed, and the repair of the old structure, is 
+ about two thousand dollars. 

= The whole subject has been referred to the Top- 
| ographical Bureau, and they sent an officer of 
i, great ability, a topographical engineer, who ex- 
‘| amined into the matter, and I hold in my hand a 
i| Jong correspondence, and several voluminous and 
i; very interesting reports upon that subject, which 
| are full of proofs of the necessity of the harbor, 
i and the expediency of constructing that upon the 
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east side.of this island, a: short distance from the 
old works, rather than going on with the improve- | 
ment and repairs of the old structure. __ 

Mr. MARSHALL. I would inquire if ‘those. 
estimates were submitted to. the. Committee on 
Commerce by the Topographical Bureau, or were 
they contained in the printed estimates from the | 
heads of the bureaus to Congress? : 

Mr. SEYMOUR. = Iwill answer. There were 
a great variety of petitions and memorials from 
personsinterested in the navigation of these waters, 
showing the necessity of this work; but. before 
the: Committee on Commerce proceeded to adopt 
it they sent to the Topographical Bureau and. de- 
sired from them an investigation of the proposed 
work. They made the investigation, and returned 
to us.a full report, going into detail, showing the 
expenditure necessary to complete the work, and 
also the expediency of it. Those are the’ doc- 
uments to which I referred. H 


i 


ll the Department every year. This very year the | 


| amount. of appropriation in my. amendment has 


been estimated for and recommended. by the En- 


ment haye set forth, better than} could, the rea- 
sons and necessities of this appropriation. I do 
not know, sir, by. what measure of justice or by 
what rule of action that committee were guided 
| when they omitted to take into consideration this 
appropriation, thus recommended and- so much 
| needed, and whenit is based upon the very ground 


rule of action. [trust there will be no objection 
to the amendment. 
Mr. WALSH. 1 wish only to say afew words 


| upon the idea that the Union is to be dissolved, or 
| we are to be conquered by the British. They cer- 
| tainly seem to consider that there is to be no other 


Mr. MARSHALL. If I understand the chair- 
man of the committee, the old pier upon the west 
side of the island is still standing. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. It is standing in a dilap- 
idated condition; and the Topographical Bureau 
believe it to be an unwise expenditure to put re- 

airs upon it, and that it would be cheaper, and | 

etter subserve the interests of commerce to con- 
struct this new harbor, which is buta short way 
from the old one. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I would call the 
attention of the chairman of the committee to the 
depth of the water there. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I referred to that subject, 
but should have added that upon taking the sound- 
ing upon the western side of Reedy Island, it was 
found that if we should go on with that structure, 
we should not have a work of much utility. The 
large ships passing up the Delaware river could | 
not be protected there. The work would be of | 
little service, whereas upon the eastern side of the | 
island, and but a short distance from the old work, 
a most excellent protection can be obtained by the 
ice-harbor, which is proposed to be constructed, 
as is described here in the particular estimates we 
have, and which can be built for the sum we have 
named in the bill. 

The question was then taken on. the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. Marsuaux, of Kentucky, 
and it was not agreed to, 

Mr. HEBARD. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the twelfth line: 

For continuing the breakwater structure, and improve- 


ing the harbor, at Burlington, Lake Champlain, Vermont, | 


$15,000. 


From the intimations which have fallen in the | 


committee, it would seem there is a determination | 
that no. amendments to the bill shall be adopted. 
If that be so, L, of course, suppose that the amend 
ment Ihave just submitted will share the fate of 
all others. hatever may be the determination 


harbor and river bill than the one before the com- 
mittee. This system is necessarily a progressive 
one, and to be gradually extended. If we were 
to extend the provisions of this bill to all the cases 
presented by gentlemen, or even to those of the 
| description of that presented by the honorable 
| member, [Mr. Hesarp,] the appropriations thus 


| the renewal of the system we must establish cer- 
i tain rules for our government. Let gentlemen rec- 


necessarily be of a progressive character, and grad- 
ual development. - W hat rule, then, have the com- 
mittee acted upon? 

In making these appropriations, the committee 
looked first to the great highways of human inter- 
course and the great channels of trade—the Mis- 
sissippi, the Ohio, the Arkansas, and other rivers 
of that description. And looking to the Missis- 
| sippi, we appropriate in one item, $75,000 for the 
improvement of its mouth, in which some twelve 
| or fifteen States are interested. We appropriate 
large sums for its improvement at other points. 
And so with regard tothe Ohio. We must adopt 
| this rule, sir, or otherwise the whole scheme must 
| fail. 
| Mr. SACKETT. 
| Is not the gentleman debating the merits of the 
|i bill? 

Mr. WALSH. I say that this amendment is 
nat in order, because it does not come under the 
rule which we must adopt in entering upon these 


|; 
[i 
i 
i 
jj at the outset to the great highways of human in- 
tercourse and the great channels of trade, and then 
the other points which are subordinate in interest 
ican be deliberately considered as legislation in the 
; premises progresses. There has been a good deal 
| of aneedote told and argument urged in this matter. 


of the Committee of the Whole, or the committee 
who reported this bill, I shall not neglect my duty, 
but present the amendment. I have offered it in 
good faith, believing the appropriation contem- 
plated proper, and that it should be incorporated 
into the bill; and J say this from the fact that the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce, some 
days ago, declared the rule, which in some meas- 
ure guided them, was to make these appropria 
tions where the wants and necessities of the com- 
mercial community had already been developed, | 
and where works had already. been commenced, but ` 
not completed. This is different from almostall the | 
other amendments that have been. offered. This | 
is the only work which has ever received any aid 
from the Governmentin the State of Vermont. It 
was commenced some fifteen or more years ago, 
but it-has had no appropriation since 1844, and 
now remains in.an unfinished condition. The 


e there will be no objection to this amend- | 
ment. f 
action if it be rejected, but T hope that the goed | 
sense of the committee who reported the bill will | 
interpose no objection. to its incorporation into it. 


Ithas, I believe, received the recommendation of 


i 


|; proper examination, it had better fail. 
j be a general grab at the Treasury of the country, 
i without proper guide and control, it should be 


I hold out no threats of what will be my || ‘The question was then taken on Mr. Hesarp’s 


The complaints preferred are similar to those 
which may be made by a greedy man, that he 
cannot swallow at one meal enough to last him a 
lifetime. Gentlemen might as well complain that 
committees had not put in the Navy or Army bill 


tain either institution for twenty years. 
argument of gentlemen is against the whole na- 
ture of the system. Why, sir, the debt of the 


| further to say, that if this system is not to bea 
| gradual one, if itis not to be progressive and 
| founded upon surveys and estimates, and executed 
and rendered by your officers in the proper 


i! department, whose science enables them to make a 


If it is to 


| lost. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is giving 
| too large a latitude to the rule that has been laid 


4 down. 


| Mr. WALSH. Ihave said all I desired to say. 


: amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I offer the 
| following amendment, to-come in at the end of the 
i twelfth line: 


gineer department. The reports of that depart- į 


which I understood the chairman to say was their | 


| in opposition to this amendment, and it does seem | 
to me that gentlemen proposing amendments act | 


| made atone time would be unreasonably large. At | 


'ollect that there has been no appropriation for |! 
| fourteen years, and that the undertaking now must | 


I rise to a question of order, | 


. { 
improvements anew. We must confine ourselves | 


at a particular session, an amount that would sus- | 
The | 


United States, as was remarked to me this morn- | 


I have this | 


For tbe repairs of the Cumberland dam on the Ohio river, 
50,000. 3 

I have not offered that amendment, orany other, 
to the bill as a mere matter of form. I submit the 
| amendment as an act of justice to one of the great 
|| thoroughfares to which society resorts, and which 
it uses, and which, in the view of the gentleman 
| from Maryland, [Mr. Waxsn,} ought to become 
the first object of our. consideration in adopting 
; this system. The Camberland dam has been 
placed across the Ohio river for the purpose of 
Improving the navigation of the Cumberland river. 
It was put across the Ohio river, from the head of 
the Cumberland Island to the Hhnois shore, under 
the authority of the United. States exercising its 
power to improve the navigation of the river, 
when the Ohio was free from obstruction there. 
Freshets have. broken the dam away, and at high 
| water one end of it is entirely submerged. They 
are now compelled to keep a stationary engine 
there, and every boat that passes up through the 
sluice, oy break in the dam, is taxed for the use 
of the stationary engine from $25 to $75. Actually 
at that point in the navigation of the Ohio river, 
ji boats traveling under ordinary power cannot go 
i wp over the Cumberland dam. You ought either 
to take it out of the river or improve it. A great 
many people of the West are inclined to take it 
i out; but I understand that that will be, probably, 
| a matter of impossibility, as you have sunk in the 
middle of the stream rocks weighing upwards of. 
twenty tons, which are now imbedded in the bot- 
| tom of the river. Upon those rocks this dam hag 
been constructed. This is a work for which esti- 
mates have been made, and the amount I now ask 
for the purpose of repairing that dam has been re- 
|| ported by Colonel Long, and was passed in the 
į! last appropriation bill, It was reported by the 
i| office of Western Improvements in 1848. I hope 
i| there will be no difficulty in putting that amend- 
i| ment through. 
i| Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I desire to 
make a reply to the remarks of the gentleman. 

Mr.MARSHALL. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, I will modify my amendment. 1 will 
| make it, ‘* For the repair or removal of the Cum- 
|| berland dam,”’ and let the committee repair or 
remove it, ag they see fit. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. 1 suggest to the gentleman 
from Kentucky whether that is not entirely am-~. 
biguous? Should we appropriate $50,000 in this 
bill, which may answer for its repair, but may be 
four times what is necessary for its removal? 
Now, the Government have estimated for the re- 
| pairs, not the removal, of this dam, and that is 
“included, at $50,000, in the Jast official estimate 
|; upon this subject, by Colonel Long, which | have 
| before me, in which he has put together. all the 
estimates required for improvements for the year 
beginning the Ist of July, 1850, and ending the 
30th of June, 1851—for the last fiscal year before 
this; so that it may be considered as an estimate 
for the present time. In this the estimates for the 
ii repairs of the Cumberland dam, at $50,000, are 
jadded to the other estimates for the western 
rivers, including the Mississippi, the Arkansas, 
|| the Missouri, and Ohio, and amount to $300,000. 
: Now, this was reported by the officer who has 
| had charge of the works on the western waters, 
to the head of the Topographical Bureau, as a 
sufficient sum of money to be appropriated for 
one fiscal year. Through that Bureau it came to 
the War Department. That Department revised 
aod sent it to us, reduced $40,000; and $260,000, 
instead of $300,000, is now asked. for. the same 
work, That is not sufficient. to complete it, but 
is all the Government can well apply during the 
present fiscal year. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I would inquire whether 
I understand the gentleman as stating that the ap- 
propriation of $260,000 includes an appropriation 
for the Cumberland dam? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. The $300,000 which was 
reported by Colonel. Long to. the Department, in 
1849, included the Cumberland dam. The head 
of the Topographical Bureau, this year, in send- 
ing in his printed estimates, refers in his report to 
i the report of Colonel Long, as the data upon which 
he based his printed estimates, which have been 
laid before the House. 

Mr. MARSTIALL. Does that embrace the 
| Cumberland dam? 
|, Mr. SEYMOUR. It was specifically embraced 
it in the original estimate. of Colonel Long, and that 
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having been referred to us this year must be con- 
sidered as containing the Cumberland dam. The 
chief of the Department has certified to us that 
$260,000 was enough for these improvements dur- 
ing the current fiscal year, instead of $300,000, 
which the subordinate certified to him. I trust 
the committee will be governed rather by the opin- 
ion of the head of the Bureau, and the War De- 
partment, than by the opinion of a subordinate 
officer. The estimate which we have put intothe 
bill, without any deduction, is no index what- 
ever to the whole sum that may be wanted: in the 
future to complete these works, but is only intend- 
ed for this fiscal year’s operation, And here is the 
mistake gentlemen have made upon these appro- 
priations. You cannot test them by the amount 
we propose to report this year. The operations 
for this year suffice only for the initiatory step in 
these works. We are now to recommence the 
work on the western waters, and for the first year 
we ask such appropriations as are necessary for 
the construction of snag-boats and other boats, 
and for the operations upon these waters for the 
current fiscal year only,as well as for repairing 
the Cumberland dam. This very appropriation 
for the Cumberland dam is included in another 
part of this bill. 

Mr. DISNEY. I would inquire if the pending 
amendment is in the first degree? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in the first degree. 

Mr. DISNEY. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by increasing the sum $10,000. I move the 
amendment simply for the purpose of enabling 


me to say that this work has been duly charac- | 


terized by the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
MarsnaLL] as a public nuisance, as it now ob- 
structs that stream. The danger lies here: That 
if you build up that dam you will obstruct the 
navigation of the Ohio, and if you tear it dewn it 
will fill up the mouth of the Cumberland. It is 
so great a nuisance that the steamboat men them- 
selves will pull the dam away. Certain itis, that 


something should be done, and the dam should | 


not be left in its present position. It should be 
either removed or repaired. One or the other of 
these things should be done, for as it now stands 
itis one of the worst possible nuisances. As re- 
gards the estimate of the Department, it is the 
veriest of all moonshine. When the. engineers 
or officers did see it, the dam was in repair, Now 
it has been torn partially away, and in the worst 
of possible forms, it obstructs the Ohio and does 
not relieve the Cumberland. If there be an ap- 
propriation made by this House, I think the 


amendment I have offered should be adopted. | 


What amount is necessary to make the repair I 
do not know; but I am satisfied that the dam 
should be removed, or some other measares taken 
in order to leave the navigation of the Ohio unob- 
structed. I hope that some appropriation will be 
made for the Cumberland. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Dis- | 


wey’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
The question then recurring upon Mr. Mar- 
SHALL’s amendment, tellers were ordered; and 


Messrs. Hamitton and Henpricks were ap- ii ar ir h 
| been expended, how is it possible for any com- 


pointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 32, noes not counted, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WARD. I propose to offer the following 
amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Cumber- 
land river, $48,000. 


In offering this amendment, it may be thought |i 


that Lam unnecessarily importunate in regard to 
this appropriation, but when gentlemen take into 
consideration the importance of this stream, and 
the great interest which my constituents have in 


this matter, they will excuse me for my urgency. | 


It is our misfortune to represent the mountaineers, 
than whom there is no class of people in the Uni- 
ted States more thoroughly imbued with patriot- 
ism. ] 
them which they-have failed to perform. Who 


does not know that the district of country which | 
I have the honor to represent has contributed 
much to the honor of the country, and that she j 


has always gallantly and manfully responded to i 3 
i decided in the negative—ayes 54, noes 80. | 


her country’s call, in bearing up the stars and 
stripes? 
Mr. CARTTER. 
patriotism and things in general upon this bill? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair trusts that the 


! The Chair cannot see what the Delaware break- 


i to the merits of that amendment. 


: dence to show that it has been all expended, and | 


‘had, there were—ayes 27, noes 73; no quorum ; 


Government has never demanded a duty of ; 


Is it in order to talk about }} 


gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Warp] will con- 
fine his remarks to the amendment. 

Mr. WARD. I will keep in the bounds of or- | 
der. We have suffered enough in sustaining the 
Government, at least to expect that she will ex- 
tend a litle aid in the improvement of this river. Is | 


it not enough that citizens of the district which I |! 
have the honor to represent have fallen upon | 


foreign soil in sustaining the stars.and stripes of | 


our country, but in addition thereto, citizens of || $ 


that district shall be compelled to risk their lives | 
upon the stream, for the improvement of which I i 
now ask the beneficent action of the Government, | 
in granting such aid as will prevent this unneces- | 
sary sacrifice of the lives and property of the | 
mountaineers? They have a right to demand | 
such aid, and it is just and proper that it should ; 
be appropriated. It seems to me, that there can 
be no construction which can be brought to bear | 


upon this subject, that can negative such a prop- | 
osition. Upon what grounds, then, do this com- 
mittee refuse an appropriation for this river? 
Have they refused it upon the supposition that 
the wisdom of the Committee on Commerce, who | 
framed this bill, is infallible ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him a question—wnether he has ever 
presented any estimates to the committee, or ever 
called their attention to the wants of that river? 

Mr. WARD. I acknowledge the fact, that no | 
estimate has been presented to the committee, But 
should that alter the case? If the appropriation | 
isa just and proper one, it has claims upon the 
consideration of this committee as much as if it 
were presented to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman admits that he 
never sent any estimate to the committee. Some 
gentlemen seem tosuppose that the committee are i 
bound to hunt up information for themselves. 
Flere is the amount which has been appropriated | 
for the improvement of the navigation of the Cum- | 
berland river in years past. In 1832, $30,000 ; 
were appropriated; in 1834, $30,000; in 1836, 
$20,000; in 1837, $55,000; in 1838, $20,000; | 
making in all over $150,000—three times as much | 
as the State of Maryland has ever received for her 
streams and rivers altogether. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I will ask 
the gentleman if the same estimates do not show 
that we have appropriated two millions of dollars 
to the Delaware breakwater alone? and if that js i 
not as much as you have appropriated to the | 
western streams altogether ? 

Mr. WALSH. Ido not suppose. it is, but I 


water is not connected with the commerce of one | 


| State, two or three States, but it concerns the in- 
terests of the commerce of the whole country. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair calls gentlemen 
to order, as the debate is entirely out of order. 


i 
| 
| have not time to examine it, The Delatvare break- | 
| 
| 


water has to do with an appropriation for the | 
Cumberland river. The debate must be confined | 


Mr. WALSH. In the absence of any inform- 
ation as to the manner in which this money has 


mittee to reeommend any further appropriation? 
The sum of $150,000 has been appropriated to one 
single river in the West, and if there is any evi- 


that the removal of obstructions in its navigation | 


i 

i z : h A { 

_ require further expenditure, of course we will give į 

‘it. | 
against a committee of this House, with nothing Hi 

| 

| 

| 

i 

i 


But certainly no complaint can be made! 


i but this record before them, and with no recom- |; 


mendation showing the necessity of any further į 
appropriation. 
Mr. WARD demanded tellers upon his amend- ! 
ment, but they were refused. : 
The question was then put, and a division being į 


voting. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, 
the question will be taken by tellers, in order to 
see if there is a quorum present. 


| 


; for the largest class of steamers. 


For removing obstructions at and. near the mouth of the 
Pascagoula river, in the State of Mississippi, $10,000. 


Mr. B. said: When I proposed this amendment 


| the other day, I asked for $60,000.in obedience to 


the request of the petitioners. The sum was.a 
large one, and I apprehend that. some gentlemen 
may have voted against the amendment on account, 
of its magnitude, and others on account of want 
of actual knowledge as to what was the. Pasca-: 
oula river. .The Pascagoula river is one. empty- 
ing into the Gulf of Mexico, and is nearly as large, 
as some gentlemen here may know, as the Sus- 
quehanna river, being nearly five miles wide at 
its mouth, and running some seyenty miles. into 
the interior, and being for that distance navigable 
There is, how- 
ever, an obstruction at the mouth of it which 
renders its navigation entirely useless. If gentle- 
men desire to know what that obstruction.is, what 


‘| is to be sought for above the river, and what is to 


be carried upon it, I can inform them that the trib- 
utaries of the Pascagoula lead into the most 
fertile portion of the cotton-growing region, and 
that its banks are thickly covered with live-oak 
and with the very finest species of pine. The ob- 
struction consists in a deposit of earth and sand, 
making a bar near the mouth of the river which 
renders its navigation wholly impracticable except 
when the tide is in a particular-direction, or when 
a storm raises the waters so high as to enable a 
vessel to pass over the bar; and when once ves- 
sels get into the river, it is exceedingly question- 
able when they will get out again. Under these 
circumstances, the petitioners ask that that bar 
may be removed, and my amendment proposes to 
appropriate $10,000 for that purpose. I have no 
further speech to make in regard to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment until there isan exploration and survey to 
find where the river is. (Laughter.] 

Mr. BROWN asked for tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. WinutAmMs and Penn were 
appointed. 

The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the negative—ayes 32, noes not counted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, moved to strike 
out the following provision of the bill: 

“ For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
the Hudson river above and below Albany, $50,000.” 

Mr. J. said: I believe that river is entirely within 
the jurisdiction of the State of New York. It is 
a fine, noble river, and. its navigation is good. 
There is, moreover, a railroad running parallel - 
with the banks of the river for the distance of one 
hundred and sixty miles. Why, then, should an 
appropriation be given to that river.when the nav- 
igation is good, and when facilities for trade are 
thus afforded to the people connected with it? 
Why should an appropriation of $50,000 be given 
to that river, and nothing to the Illinois, nothing 
to the Cumberland, nothing to the Tennessee, 
nothing to the Yazoo, nothing to the Chattahoo- 
chee, and nothing to the James river? Those riv- 
ers are al] suited for navigation, but they all have 
obstructions in them. Upon what principle of equal 
justice is it that this money is to be appropriated 
to the Hudson river? Is it upon the principle that 
you are to make the rich richer? New York is a 
powerful State—powerful in. influence, in wealth, 
and in commerce; and therefore this appropriation 
must be made for the Hudson, but these other 
rivers, in which there are obstructions, cannot re- 
ceive a dollar. 

The gentleman from Maryland tells us that in 
commencing this system the great-channels of 
human intercourse must first be attended to, and 
that afterwards those streams of minor import- 


i! ance will receive the favor and encouragement of 


the Government. We are to understand, then, 
that this is to be a progressive system—that this is 
but the commencement of the squandering of the 
money thatisin the Treasury—that it is to be 
carried on year after year, and session after ses- 
sion—and that a perpetual tax is to be laid upon 
the people of the different sections of this country 
for the benefit of those rivers and streams that 


There being no objection, Messrs. Cuanpiur | may meet with the favor of Congress. J say, sir, 


and Asue were appointed tellers. 


‘| that this appropriation ought to be stricken out. 


The question was then again put; and it was || The Hudson river has no more claim upon this 


So the amendment was not agreed to. i 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, proposed to | 
amend the bill by inserting after the seventeenth : 


i lne the words: 


! House than other rivers have. 
i! more claim and demand more consideration from 
| this House than it does, 


Other rivers have 


There is no-necessity 
for. this improvement; there is a necessity for the 
improvement of other rivers. 
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‘Mr. DEAN. Iam opposed to the motion of 
the gentleman from Georgia, to strike out this ap- 
propriation of $50,000 for the improvement of the 


navigation of the. Hudson, and desire to answer | 
the question which he has just propounded. He | 


asks, Why should an appropriation be made for 
the Hudson river? i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. And not for the 
Tennessee river? ; 
_ Mr. DEAN. Wehave not come here to dis- 
cuss the comparative merits of grants to be ap- 
plied to particular localities, or the propriety or 
impropriety of this or similar bills. We are 
now acting under the five-minutes rule, and must 


confine ourselves to amendments to the bill, and 


our discussions to the pending amendments; and 
as much has been said about the amount appro- 
priated by this bill to various points in New 
York, I would say to gentlemen, and to western 
men particularly, that this is not a New York im- 
provement, ora New York appropriation, but 
one in which their own States are vitally inter- 
ested, for the reason that this is the great artery 
of trade for the whole West, and that more inter- 
nal commerce passes up and down the Hudson 
than upon any river in the United States. 

(Cries of “ Not? e Nor’) 

Mr. DEAN. fam not—I cannot be mistaken 
upon this subject. - It is one which I have inves- 
tigated, and I Gee assert that more butter, cheese, 
oats, corn, and grain of different kinds reach tide- 
water by way of that river than reach New Or- 
leans by way of the Mississippi. 

Several Voices. Oh, no; you are mistaken. 

Mr. DEAN, No, sir; Lam not mistaken. I 
have recently had occasion to examine the subject, 
and though [ have not now the figures by me, not 
supposing E should be required to use them here, 
I will refer gentlemen to the statistics collected in 
EHunt’s Merchant’s Magazine for 1850 and 185]. 

A word as to the necessity for this appropriation. 
If gentlemen will go up the railroad which they 
have spoken about as being directly on the bank 
of that river, and which has been brought in here 
to show that the appropriation was not needed—a 
‘railroad which has not been constructed by grants 
of land from the General Government, or by any 
aid from the State or National Treasury but wholly 
by private enterprisc—they will often see at low 
tide—not a single boat—but whole fleets of sloops 
and steamboats on the overslaugh near Albany. 
They will also see the steam dredge at work in the 
river, removing that obstruction. Now, we ask 
as but an act of justice, when we are thus expend- 
ing our own resources to remove this obstruction 
to navigation—a navigation in which all the States 
are interested—that a small portion of the com- 
mon fund should be applied to the same purpose. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. . I would. ask the 
gentleman if it has not been decided recently that 
the State of New York has no jurisdiction over 
that river? 

Mr. DEAN. In the case of. Gibbons vs. Og- 
den, in the Supreme Court of the United States, 
it was expressly decided that the State of New 
York had no power to restrain the navigation of 
that river—that flowing, as it did, between different 
Slates, that the river belonged to the Union, and was 
open to the free and wnrestricted commerce of the 
Union ; and, consequently, that in its navigation, 
every State has an interest and equal right. 

Mr. DISNEY. The gentleman is wrong in 
regard to that decision. I desire to ask him if the 
Supreme Court of the United States, in that case 
of Gibbons vs. Ogden, did not decide that the 
State of New York had exclusive jurisdiction 
over the Hudson river; but that no State had a 
right to grant exclusive privileges to any particu- 
lar individual to the navigation of any particular 
river within the limits of that State? 

Mr. DEAN. The question in the case to 
which the gentleman refers, was as to the power 
of the Legislature of the State of New York to 
confer the exclusive right to Fulton and Living- 
ston to navigate all the waters within the jurisdic- 
tion of the State by boats impelled by steam or 
fire. Gibbons was runing two steamboats from 
Elizabethtown, New Jersey; to New York city. 
Ogden, the assignee of ‘Fulton and Livingston, 
had obtained an injunction against him in the 
New York courts, which had ‘been sustained by 
the Court of Errors—then our highest judicial 
tribunal. An appeal was taken to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, where the injunction 


was dissolved, the decision of the State courts re- | 
versed, upon the grounds I have stated. So that, | 
by the express decision of the highest judicial | 
tribunal known to the Constitution, this river is a | 
national highway; and this appropriation is for a 
national object. 

I desire to say, further, that the members from | 
New York do not come here to oppose proper and 
constitutional appropriations for the improvement 
of the rivers or harbors of other States, or to ask | 
appropriations exclusively for their own. They | 
only ask thatthe same rule may be applied to | 
New York that is applied to every other State in : 
the Union. : 
| . The mere fact of this being an appropriation for 
i the Hudson river, and that river being situated | 
i| within the Stace of New York, does not make it | 
l| a New York appropriation at all. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I will sug- |! 
gest the propriety of making the amendment ' 
which I suggested before. I move to strike out | 
i the words “above and,” and to insert in the: 
‘place of “Albany”? the word “Troy.” The: 
| section now reads— : 
| “For continuing the improvement of the navigation of j 
the Hudsons river above and below Albany, $50,000.” ! 

It would then read as follows: i 
|  Forcontinuing the improvement of the navigation of ; 
. the Hudson river below Troy, $50,009.” 
The object of the amendment is to provide that : 
| no portion of the appropriation shall be expended | 

above the city of Troy. j 
| Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
i explain to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
MARSHALL] and the committee, the reason for | 
adopting the phraseology used in the bill to which | 
j he has alluded. It arises out of the nature of the | 
obstructions upon that river, Six miles below | 
Albany is the principal obstruction upon the river. 
lt is known in that country by the term over- 
slaugh; and, as I remarked, 1t is the greatest im- 
pediment in the whole course of the navigation of 
the river. But whilst the principal Government 
works have been commenced at this location, 
about six miles below Albany, there is another ob- 
struction of the same character about two miles 
below the United States arsenal, at Watervliet, 
near Troy, where the Government has also com- 
menced a work. The obstruction is one which 
impedes the navigation of the river nearly as much 
as that below Albany; and the improvement is | 
equally necessary at both points. The language | 
used in this bill with reference to this appropria- 
tion is precistly the same as that employed in the į 
early appropriations for this river; and after con- į 
sultation with the Topographical Bureau, and the 
War Department, for the purpose of securing the 
navigation of this river at both these points, and 
for the purpose of securing a portion of this ap- 
propriation to each point, I think the phraseology 
is best as it is. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I would suggest to the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, that if this obstruction of which he speaks | 
is between the cities of Troy and Albany, the | 

i 


l 
i 
i 
i 


Pisite: 


| 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| amendment which I propose would not prevent } 


shall be expended for improvements above Troy. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. The language of the section 


| 
| points. 
j 
t 
H 


the money above Troy. There are no Govern- 
ment works above that- city, and there is no navi- 
gation above the dam, a short distance from the 


which the Government has already commenced. 
When these works are completed, the navigation 
of the river will be good. I hope the language of 
the section will remain as it is in the bill. 

Mr, MARSHALL demanded tellers upon the 
i adoption of the amendment; which were ordered; 


|i pointed. 
; The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 55, noes 73. 

So the amendment was not agreed to, 

Mr. MARSHALL. Inow move to insert after 
the word “Albany” the words “but not above 
Troy,” so that it will read: 

“ Por the continuation of the improvement of the navi- 


gation of the Hudson river above Albany, but not above 
"Troy, $50,000. 7 


I will state to the committee that my only object 


‘already begun by the Government. 


the appropriation being expended at both these į 
What I want is, that none of the money | 


as it stands does not. provide for expending any of | 


city. -This appropriation is to continue works | 


j and Messrs. BRECKINRIDGE and Scurry were ap- | 


in offering this amendment is, to provide a limit 
beyond which this appropriation cannot be used, 
You perceive, sir, that the appropriation now 
reads: 


| Py y ; , 
1] “For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 


the Hudson river above and below Albany.” 

What I propose to do is, to limit the appropria- 
tion so that it shall not be expended above the city 
of Troy. I have no idea of attempting the im- 
provement of that river above the dam at Troy. 
I propose to alter the verbiage, because, forsooth, 
it is said that we might force the whole expendi- 
ture of the appropriation below Albany. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. This is a- mere verbal alter- 
ation to which I have no particular objection if it 
is insisted on. But if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky will look at the amendment and at the ori- 
ginal provision of the bill, he will see that the 
amendment is wholly unnecessary, because the 
| provision of the bill as it stands, provides for con- 
| tinuing the improvement of the navigation of that 
i river. And by the language of the bill itself, the 
| appropriation cannot be applied to works not 
Now, there 
are but two of these works. One is below Troy, 
about two miles below the United States arsenal, 
and the other is about six miles below Albany. 
These are the two items to which the appropria- 
| tion is designed to apply 
| Mr. MARSHALL. AlI propose to do is to 
i confine the expenditure of this appropriation below 

Troy, and [ think there can be no objection to 
that. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I now demand 
tellers upon my amendment to strike out the whole 
clause. 
| Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hunn and 
Draw were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 46, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr.WARD. I moveto strike out ‘ $50,000,” 
and insert ‘ $25,000.” 

Mr. POLK. Is it in order to move that the 
committee rise? 

The CHAIRMAN.. Not without the consent 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, who is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. DEAN. [I risetoa point of order. I sub- 
mit that it is not in order to propose that amend- 
| ment after the motion to strike out the section has 
been rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. That point has already 
been raised and decided. The gentleman’s point 
is correct according to parliamentary law, but 
not according to an express rule of the Hona: 

i Mr. POLK. Iask the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky to yield to enable me to make a motion that 
the committee do now rise. 

Mr. WARD. I will yield for that purpose, 

Mr. POLK. I submit that motion. 

The motion was put, and the committee refused 
to rise. 

Mr. WARD. I will not pretend that the Hud- 
son is not a national object demanding an appre- 
priation of some magnitude. The intention of 
|| the framers of this bill seems to be not to give 
'| appropriations to national objects, but to parcel 
| them out according to a standard formed by them- 


i| selves, which standard, when examined, does not 
H justify the amount of appropriation made to that 
iriver. The proposition which { have made again 
jand again, for the river which I in part. repre- 
|| sent, has not been voted down upon the ground 
1 that it is not an object worthy of appropriation, 
| but—— 

| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to 
interrupt the gentleman. He must confine his. re- 
marks to a change in the appropriation to the 
Hudson river. 

Mr. WARD. How can I do that but by com- 
parison, to show that the appropriation in the bill 
for the Hudson river is too large?—and therefore I 
i conceive myself to be in order. 

The committee has refused to make an appro- 
| priation for the river which I in part represent, 
| hot because it was not a national object, but be- 
cause we are to commence a system of improve- 
| ments upon an economical plan. 

i The CHAIRMAN, The Chair must again in- 
terrupt the gentleman, and insist upon enforcing 
the rule of order which he laid down this morning. 
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The argument that the committee has refused to 
vote appropriations for the Cumberland river is ' 
not applicable to the amendment to reduce the ap- : 
propriation for the Hudson river. i 

Mr. WARD. It is a very difficult matter to | 
know what is in order ander that decision. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the con- | 


struction to be strictly this: When a motion is | 
made to reduce an appropriation, remarks must | 
be made to show why that particular appropria- | 
tion should be reduced, and why itis more than | 
is necessary for that particular work. | 

Mr. WARD. In order to do this, it seems ne- : 
cessary to allude to the standard upon which these | 
appropriations are recommended; and in so doing ; 
to advert to the different streams 

The CHAIRMAN. In discussing that ques- 
tion it is not in order to discuss the refusal of the | 
committee to make appropriation for streams in a | 
different part of the country. 

Mr. WARD. This bill contains appropriations | 
for various rivers, and the appropriations to these | 
tivers should be made according to the magnitude | 
of the interest involved, the extent of the naviga- 
tion, and length of the streams. To the Missis- | 
sippi and its tributaries, amounting to upwards of 
sixteen hundred miles of navigation, they have 
appropriated the sum of $260,000; and to the Hud- 
son river, with a navigation of one hundred and | 
fifty miles, they have appropriated one fifth of that i 
amount. ‘ 

{ hope that the system of internal improve- 
ment-, if commenced at all, of which T am in 
favor, will be based upon a principie just to all 


portions of the Union, for each and every portion |j 


of it are equally interested in the matter, Now, | 
when those who are settled upon the Mississippi | 
and its tributaries—amounting to one half the 
population of the United States—demand that an 
appropriation shall he made to them, thereis doled 
out to them $260,000, while those living upon one | 


hundred and fifty miles of navigation get $50,000. | 


Is that just, is that properand fair? Is it propor- | 
tionate to the interests involved in the two streams? 
It seems to me not, and that $25,000 is as much as | 
the Hudson river demands, and as much as the | 
interests involved in it are entitled to, and I hope | 
and trust that this committee will cut it down to | 


that amount. ij 


other States of this Union—that great State which | 
contains the emporium of the commerce of the | 
United States? Why, sir, the gentleman’s feel- 
ings should be more national. 

1, sir, who represent the State of Virginia, which | 


has not one single cent appropriated in this bill, | 
and which has to pay $100,000 towards the pay- ij 


ment of this million and a half, even I, sir, whose : 
State receives nothing under this bill, am opposed | 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Ken- ; 
tucky, [Mr. Waro.] ! 

Why, sir, will he be so cruel as to scatter his | 
shot among the little brood of chickens the chair- ; 
man of the Committee on Commerce has hatched, | 
afier an incubation of some five or six months— | 
{langhter]—a brood of thirteen as pretty little 
chicks as you ever saw. Well, he has only di- į 
vided among them the sum of $258,000, and what : 
is that. when compared to the million and a quar 
ter already received by them? {Laughter.] i 

Why, has the gentieman no national feeling? 
Does he remember, sir, that we have already tes- | 
tified to the amount of $850,000 in favor of the | 
superior advantages that State enjoys over the rest | 
of the Union? Now, sir, while the House is will- | 
ing to go to this extent in favor of that great State, 
why should the gentleman be so uncharitable as 
to object to this little sum of $50,000 to a little 
river in the State of New York, which has hith- 
erto received bat $370,000? [Laughter.] 


l 


i 


| committee, that it is not from a factious opposi- 


| ment to this particular section, making an appro- 


! tion of the Government of the United States, by 


| structions to the navigation of this river. 


I am astonished at the gentleman, and I hope 
he will withdraw his amendment? [Laughter.] 
The question being upon the adoption of the 
amendment, 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers; which were not 
ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Will it be in or- | 
der to move that the committee rise, and report 
this bill to the House, with a recommendation that 
it do not pass ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is if no gentleman de- 
sires to offer any further amendments to the bill. 

Mr. MEADE. Lhaveafew amendments more | 
which I desire to offer. š 

Mr. YATES. 1 move to amend the bill by | 
adding: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Hlinois 
river, $40,003. 

My. Chairman, I will say but a few words upon 
this amendment. | have not offered it in any cap- 
tious spirit of opposition. I assure you, and this 


tion, but because it isa subject which I feel deeply 
at heart. 

Sir, the subject of appropriations for the im- 
provement of the navigation of the Nlinois river 
has been much, and for a long time, discussed 
throughout the length and breadth of our State. 
The question of constitutional power has been 
raised; and I feel a great desire for this Congress 
to settle this question, It is one that deeply affects | 
my constituents and the prosperity of my State, ; 
and in no small degree the commerce and interests į 
of many States of this Union. I offer the amend- 


priation for the improvement of the Hudson river, 
for the reason that the Hilinois river is situated simi- 
larly to that river. The two streams are nearly 
alike in every particular. They are each within the 
limits of their respective States. The head waters 
of the Hudson are connected with the lakes by | 
railroads and canals, and the commerce of many | 
States is transported upon it. This makes it a 
national stream. ‘Che head waters of the Illinois | 
are connected with the lakes by railroads and | 
canals, and the products and’ merchandise of | 
numerous States are borne upon it. This makes 
that a national stream. Now, sir, I wish to test 
the fairness and justice of this committee. Are 
you willing to give to the wealthy and powerful 
State of New York $50,000 for a stream only one 
hundred and fifty miles in length, and deny to the 
young and needy State of Illinois an appropriation 
of $40,000 for a navigable stream two hundred and 
fifty miles in length, and one of the most important 
rivers in the United States? This is the question 
I put to the committee, and I call upon them to 
face it and to vote upon it, with this view of the: 
question, Is it fair, 3s it honest, is it just to the 
State of Illinois, to deny her this small appropri- | 
ation, and give to a State of the most unbounded || 
wealth and resources a larger appropriation, for a 
river with a railroad on its banks for its whole 
Jength—a State, sir, which is literally cutup with 
railroads, and whose harbors command the com- 
merce of the world? I trust what I say will not 
be interpreted into bitterness of feeling on my part 
towards New York. I have none. I do not wish 
to reduce her appropriations, but to raise those for 
the Ohio, Illinois, and Mississippi rivers to the 
same standard. 

Now, in a speech I made on Saturday, I brought 
forward before this committee the report of a sur- ; 
vey, estimates, and plans made under the direc- | 


a civil engineer, showing that this was a national 
stream, and showing that there are important ob- 
Now, 
what are the facts? Why, sir, steamers of the 
largest size are now floating without obstruction į 
or detention upon the Hudson, while on the IHi- ¢ 
nois river, from La Salle to the mouth of that river, | 
at this very time, while we are now discussing the | 
question, steamboats and canal-boats are aground, | 
their crews out of employ, and the whole com- i 
merce of that river obstructed for want of an ap- | 
propriation—for the want of that encouragement ; 
which it is the bounden duty of this Government | 
to extend to all her great national highways, and | 
which the public sentiment of this country now | 


most imperatively demands. 


The amendment which I propose is right, and 


it ought to be made. Our steamboats are detained 
by bars in this river, when an appropriation of 
$40,000 would remove them and place us upon 
an equality with the far-famed Hudson. I donot 
decry the Hudson. Any person who ever trav- 
eled on it will be proud that such a stream is in 
his country. 1 did not vote to strike it out of the 
bill. Ido not propose to diminish the appropri- 
ation for it a singledollar. No, sir; but I propose 
to ingraft upon It a stream equally important and 
equally national as the Hudson; and I think the 
House will see the propriety and justice of so 
doing. ee 
Mr. Chairman, let the friends of internal im- 
provements act in concert, let them amend this 
bill in some few particulars only, and we shall 
soon witness the beneficent effects of our legisla- 
tion in the vast increase of our commerce and in 
the accelerated march of our country to that high 
preéminence of prosperity which as patriots and 
Americans we all so much desire her to attain. 
Mr. EVANS. Ido not know that I have any 
objection to this appropriation, but rather to the 
place where it is proposed to introduce it. There 
seems an unusual desire to make the appropria- 
tions for the western rivers and the western har- 
bors as amendments to the appropriations for the 
eastern riversand harbors, Gentlemen are so eager 
and impatient to introduce their amendments that 


| they cannot wait until they arrive at the proper 


place in the bill. There are abundant opportuni- 
ties, when we reach the Illinois appropriation, to 
put in this amendment, l think it likely I shall 
vote for the bill of my friend from North Carolina; 
[Mr. Sranuy,] which has something in it for the 
gentleman from Ilinois, [Mr. Yares.] In advo- 
cating these amendments, some gentlemen, instead 
of taking liberai National grounds upon this gen- 
eral question, are animated by something like hos- 
tility to the East. 

Since 1776 there has been expended in the State 
of Maryland $55,000; and in the State of the 
gentlemen particularly anxious here to-day, 
$2,617,000, not to say anything about millions of 
acres of public lands they have received. Well, 
sir, I do not entertain ‘any envy towards the 
West. 1 hope she may be prosperous and great; 
but why all this clamor about these expenditures ' 
in the East? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself strictly to remarks in opposition to 
the amendment. ; 

Mr. EVANS. Then I will say no more at 
present, 

The question being on the adoption of the 
amendment— 

Mr. YATES demanded tellers; which were not 
ordered. 

‘The question was then taken on theamendment 
of Mr. Yares, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The question was put; and upon a division there 


| were—ayes 53, noes 47. 


Mr. ORR. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Canrrerand 
Harr were appointed, : 

The question was again put, and the motion to 
rise was disagreed to, the tellers having reported — 
ayes 59, noes 75. 


Mr. MASON. I offer the following amend- 


; ment: 


For the enlargement of the Louisville and Portland 
canal, and constructing an additional lock, four hundred 
feet in length, $700,000. 


Mr. Chairman, my amendment appropriates 


+ $700,000 to the enlargement of the Louisville and 


Portland canal, and for the construction of an ad- 
ditional lock, four hundred feet in length, which 
is the amount for which a contractor proposes to 
make that improvement. This canal, by the con- 
sent of the State of Kentucky and the stockhold- 
ers, belongs to the General Government, after a 
few hundreds of dollars shall be paid out of the 
tolls on the canal, which event will transpire in 
about one year. The Government advanced 
money to construct that canal. It has received 
back all that it advanced, and $35,000 besides. It 
was authorized that the profits of the canal should 
be paid to the extinguishment of stock held by 
individuals in it, and the whole commerce of that 
country is taxed by tonnage duties, for the pur- 
pose of reimbursing the Government for the ad- 
vances it made for the construction of the canal. 
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The Government, then, in a short time, will own 
this. whole canal, without forfeiting ‘one solitary 
dollar. Tt is a question, then, whether they will 
enlarge and- improve it, or build. another canal 
around the falis, upon the Indianaside. The most 
economical plan is that which will meet the wants 
of commerce, and. to meet the wants of commerce 
the canal should. be enlarged. My proposition is 
to:appropriate $700,000 for that purpose. It is 
not-a. gratuity, for the Government will -receive 
tbat sum back.in tonnage duties, as it has received 
back: every dollar.it expended on it heretofore. 
We have the right to ask, when we pay tonnage 
duties upon that canal, better accommodations 
than are at present afforded. The locks are:small 
and the navigation is very much obstructed. 


The appropriation of $700,000, as proposed, will | 


afford better accommodations, and: the Govern- 
ment. will not lose a dollar thereby. The tolls 
in three or four years will reimburse it. 


the United States, its profits having redeemed all 


that has éver been expended upon it,and the Gov- || 


ernment is the gainer by about $35,000, and the 


Government will receive the balance of the stock || op 2 ger | 
ii Cincinnati, [Mr. Drsxey.] This is no time to 


by an arrangement with the stockholders. 

Mr. MEADE. Will we not then have peti- 
tions here asking that it shall be madea free ca- 
nal? 


Mr. MASON. I do not ask that until the 


Government has been reimbursed every dollar. | 
Probably some may send such petitions, but it is | 


for Congress to say whether they will or will not 
make the canal free. 
would inquire of the gentleman whether it would 
not be better to do that than to appropriate $50,000 


for the improvement of the navigation of the Hud- | 
son river, upon which traveling $ easy compared | 


with that on the western waters, where naviga- 
tion is obstructed by snags? That river is deep 
and straight, and there is not a snag in it. Yet 


pu appropriate $50,000 to improve it, and neverto ! 


e reimbursed. We ask this $700,000 shall be ap- 


and. which will be repaid. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I am opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky. The 
magnitude of the amount is a sufficient objection 
to. it, in my mind. I hope the question will be 
taken upon the amendment at once, 

Mr. DISNEY. I move to strike out the amend- 
ment, and to insert in lien thereof the following: 


‘Towards the improvement of the navigation of the Falls | 
of the Ohio 500,000, to be expended under the direction of 


the Secretary of War. 


Mr. DISNEY. T am opposed to the original 
amendment as offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. MARSHALL,] because, sir, it does 
not contemplate that sort of arrangement for the 
convenience of commerce passing that point which 
the exigencies of that interest require. The exist- 
ing extent of commerce now passing. that point 
requires two canals, and itis increasing so rapidly 
that it will, in a short time, imperatively demand 
the addition of a new canal, so that there may be 
one for the ascending, and another for the descend- 
ing commerce. 

Ido not propose toenter into a controversy with 


the gentleman from Kentucky, as to which side of | 


the river this improvement shall be made upon; 


and hence, in the amendment I now offer, I pro- | 


pose to leave the entire subject to the decision of 
the Secretary of War. The necessity for it is 


apparent to every person who is atall familiar with || 
the obstructions in the navigation at that point. | 
The difference between the gentleman and myself | 


is, that. he wants to subserve what he supposes to 
be the local interests of Louisville. 


Why, sir, this attempt to enlarge that canal would 
he the total destruction of commerce while the en- 
largement was going.on. But when the gentleman 


from Louisville [Mr.. MarsnaLL] remarked, on | 
yesterday, that he would undertake to demonstrate | 
this thing could be accomplished better, it struck (| 


me that a remarkable improvement had taken 


place in the gentleman since he. made an effort of |! 
iment of Mr. Mason was not agreed to. 


the same kind before the Committee on Roads and 
yanals, who had the subject under consideration. 
They decided against the proposition of the gen- 
teman. 


| humbugged by this cry about river improvements | 


| previous question, which will prevent us making 


The | 
stock in that. canal. is. the most profitable of any in | 


said he could demonstrate to the committee, and I 
apprehend he would be about.as successful upon | 
this flooras he was there. But, sir, I desire -to į 
say another thing before | take my seat, and it is | 
to appeal to gentlemen to give usa record upon these 
various matters when this committee shall rise. 
Let us see—let the people of the West be no longer 


—let them see who it is that vote down their appli- | 
cations for the improvement of their rivers. Give `! 
us the record, and. I ask no more; but do not, 
when this committee rises, sustain the -call for the 


motions in the House which will give us a record || 
upon each proposition separately. I want. the 
people of the West to see who have voted down 
appropriations. for each of their western rivers, | 
and who have voted down the appropriations for || 
the improvement of the Falls of the Ohio. Let | 
them appreciate the truth of the declarations and |! 
professions which will be made about the anxiety ; 
of a certain class of politicians in this country to 
improve the western rivers. 


The next section was then read, as follows: 


“For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river below the rapids; the Ohio, including the repairs 
of the dam at Cumberiand Island; the Missouri and the 
Arkansas rivers, $260,000.” 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
strike out all after the word * navigation’’ to the 
word ‘dollars,’ inclusive, and insert the following: 


Of the Ohio river above the Falls, $60,000; and for the 
purchase of snag boats and scows, necessary for efficient 


| service upon the western rivers, $100,000 ; and forthe im- 


provement of the Mississippi, Missouri, Arkansas, and 
Ohio below the Falls, $200,000, 

at will be perceived, from. the manner in which 
the amendment is drawn, that I attempt merely by 
that amendment to separate the amount specific- 
ally appropriated for the upper Ohio, in the esti- 
mates submitted to the Committee on Commerce, 


| from the amount which was intended by the En- 


gineer Corps of last fall to be appropriated below 
the Falls. In addition to that, I ask for the appro- 
priation of $100,000 for the purpose of reconstruct- 
ing the snag-boats which are intended for use upon 
western waters. At the time this business of im- 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I rise to 
oppose the amendment of the gentleman from 


discuss the question which the gentleman has pre- 
sented. AllI have to say to that gentleman—as 


If they do so, however, I | 


i || Selfishness manifested here either on the part of || 
propriated for the improvement of that canal from || 
which the Government receives so large a profit, | 


i 
i 
| 

| As a Representative from the city of Louisville, if | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| us a controversy of this sort where one has an | 


; movement. 


|| ternal improvements; and I am willing to compare | 


Her selfish- | 
ness affords a reason which may influence the | 
Kentucky members, but which the geveral inter- 
ests of that entire region repels and prohibits. | 


He failed to convince them of. what he |! 


his remarks seem to be pointed at me—is, that I |i 
am ready to make my record now and at any [| 
time, either in the committee, in the House, or į; 
before the people, upon this subject; and I say |; 
now, that na bill can command my support at any | 
time which has in it an appropriation for the In- 
diana canal, because it would be a profligate and | 
eXtravagant waste of the public money. | 

Mr. DISNEY. Give us the record. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I make the record now to 
satisfy the gentleman in advance, and I will be 
ready to exemplify the record by a demonstration 
whenever the time comes that will put the whole 
scheme, I think, to public shame. There is no 


Louisville or on the part of her Representatives; | 
but there is a plain, straight-forward attempt to | 
do what is exactly right, and subserve the pur- | 
poses of navigation, and at the same time save | 
the pabio money, as far as possible, and not to 
get this Government into a scheme which cannot 
be consummated for less than millions of dollars. 


I could not look any further than that city, it 
would be just as proper and prudent for me to 
agree here to arbitrate this matter before the Sec- | 
retary of War as it would have been for the He- | 
brew mother, in the Bible, to have divided her | 
child when a false mother presented herself. Ido | 
not see the object of gentlemen in thrusting upon | 


opportunity of speaking only five minutes. The ` 
people of Cincinnati will see that their Represent- 
ative, after having waited here eight months in i! 
silence, could not expect to have succeeded when ; 
he presented a proposition here before the Com- ` 
mittee of the Whole, involving an expenditure of | 
$500,000, by indulging himself with a five min- | 
utes’ speech in explanation thereof. The very | 
magnitude of his effort in behalf of the navigation | 
of the Ohio, must carry conviction to his constitu- ; 
ency of the sincerity with which he presses the : 
My vote in the last Congress, and 
my action and speech, have been in favor of in- 


my record upon that subject with the gentleman | 
from Cincinnati, (Mr. Disney.] Iam willing for ! 
his people and mine to look at our action in the | 
last Congress upon this subject, when we had an 
opportunity to pass a bill with liberal appropri- || 
ations for western streams. Then I was at the i 
post of duty. Where was he? Why his anx- 
lety for improvement brought him in the next 
morning. [Laughter.] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Disney’s ! 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not ; 
agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the original | 
amendment— i 

Mr. MASON demanded tellers; which were not į 
ordered. : 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 


i 
|| 
| 


| 


Mr. MEADE moved that the committee rise. ; 
The question was then taken, and the committee i 
refused to rise. i 


i 
i 


|| out and insert, as you will perceive. 


I show 
the fact that these boats, costing that amount, were 


i in use upon those waters when the improvements 
ceased. I hope that there will be no difficulty in 
! increasing the appropriation that amount, and that 
i there will be no difficulty on the part of the com- 


mittee in separating the appropriation which was 
designed for the upper Ohio from that which was 
designed for the Ohio below the Falls. 

I will remark that the Hudson river above and 
below Albany isa case right in point. Remember 
that the head of the Committee on Commerce was 
exceedingly averse to altering the phraseology of 
the appropriation for this river, lest, forsooth, it 
might be all spent below Albany. Now,I wish to 
apply in this case the very morale of what he 
taught me to the specific appropriation asked for 


i, above the Falls of the Ohio, and that it shall not 


be within the competency of any engineer or Sec- 
retary to spend it upon some. other river than the 


| Ohio. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Iinois. I desire to offer 
an amendment to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Marswatu.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to strike 
It isin order 
to move an amendment to the words to be stricken 
out, and the words to be inserted there. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 desire to strike out of 
the original bill. 1 move to strike out the words 
t below the rapids,” and insert ‘* below the Falls 
of St. Anthony.” 

My object in offering this amendment is to ex- 
tend the appropriations, or at least to give to the 
Executive the discretion of extending them in aid 
of the navigation of the Mississippi river. The pro- 
vision from which I propose to strike out the words 
“below the rapids,” restricts the appropriations 
to that point. Above that. point, no part of the 


| sum appropriated by this clause can be applied. 


I do not understand the reason for this restriction 


iin theappropriation. Besides that, I am opposed to 
|, conferring on the Executive Department the power 


which is contained in this paragraph. Iam op- 
posed to placing it within the power of any single 
man to take this immense sum of money and ap- 


| propriate it at any particular point on any of these 


rivers where he may see fit to apply it. L think 
it is the duty of Congress to make the appropria- 


he requires that the balance of the appropriation’ 
shall be expended below the Falls of the Ohio, 
That would exclude that portion of the Upper 
Mississippi river between its mouth and the Falls 
of St. Anthony. 

The sum proposed to be appropriated is mea- 
gre, and I would desire to increase it; but I per- 
ceive that it is almost impossible. When you 


i; vote money, let it not be scattered over the coun- 


try for the mere purpose of giving to every por- 
tion of the country some part of the appropria- 
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tion; but let the amount, when it is appropriated 
for a specific object, be commensurate with the 
importance of that object. What will $50,000 do 
towards improving the rapids in the Mississippi 
river? And if it amounts to nothing, of course 
the object of the committee is merely to fix a 
stake there for the purpose of showing that they 
have brought that region of country within their 
range, when, in fact, they have been of no practi- 
cal benefit to it whatever. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] 
spoke of the immense sums that had been ex- 
pended in the West. I will say to him, thatif he 
will refer to the statistics in relation to this sub- 
ject, he will find that from 1806 to the present time, 
there have been expended a little over $17,000,000; 
and out of that sum only a little over $2,000,000 
has been expended for western harbors and west- 
ern rivers. Task, if this inequality is to be per- 
petuated by this bill, and by all the other bills that 
are to follow it for all time to come? I hope that 
the amendment which I offer may prevail, and 
that the Executive may have a discretionary 
power of going to the head of navigation, instead 
of heing restricted to the Des Moines rapids. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

Mr. ORR. Would it not be in order to move 
that the committee take a recess? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would; but the motion 
that the committee do now rise would have prece- | 
dence. | 

Mr. ORR. We shall never get through this 
bill unless we sit here Jonger. I ask for tellers 
on the motion of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MCQUEEN 
and Poux were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—ayes 69, noes 48. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speals- 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman re- 
ported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had, according to order, had 
under consideration the state of the Union gen- 
erally, and particularly House bill No. 282, 
“ making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers,” and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The Senate have returned 
the Military Academy appropriation bill, with 
certain amendments. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to allow that bill to be referred 
to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

On motion by Mr. Campsext, of Hlinois, the 
House then adjourned until to-morrow, at eleven 
o’clock, a. m. 

PETITION, &e. 


‘The following petitions, memorials, &c.,were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. HAWS: The memorial of Edward H. Swift, of 
the city of New York, asking for the return of certain duties 
paid by him to the Government, on sugar destroyed by fire 
in said city. 

By Mr. ASHE: The petition of James M. Lewis, pray- 
ing for a pension for wounds received while in the service 
of the United States during the late war with Great Britain. 
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IN SENATE. 
Wepyespay, July 28, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented five petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
renewal of the patent granted to Austin and Zeb- 
ulon Parker for improvements upon reaction water- 
wheels; which were referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, a memorial of the Board of Trade and 
citizens of Philadelphia, praying the removal of 
obstructions from the mouth of the Mississippi | 
river; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, five memorials of citizens of Pennsylva- 
nia, praying the speedy construction of a ship- 
canal around the Falls of the St. Mary’s river; 
which were ordered to be laid on the table,as the | 
subject is now before the Senate. | 

4 


Also, a memorial of citizens of Montgomery 
county, Pennsylvania, praying that the bill pro- 
viding for the payment of the fourth installment of | 


the deposits of the proceeds of the sales of the | 
public lands, directed to-be made with the several | 
States by the act of June 23, 1836, may becomea ! 
law; which was referred to the Committee.on Fi- | 
nance. Hi ENE. 

Mr. FISH presented the petition of Changuion | 
P. Jervey and others, praying for an American || 
register for the brig ‘* Marthaette Morse,” late || 


the Belgian brig ‘* Enterprise;” which was referred || 
to the Committee on Commerce. | 
Mr. CHARLTON presented a memorial of the 


accounting officers of the Treasury Department į 


may be authorized to allow and pay all accounts |! 
intended to be provided for by act of 11th August, | 
1842, ‘* providing for the settlement of the claims i 


2> 


| 
i 
agent of the State of Georgia, praying that the! 
| 
| 
1 


of Georgia for the services of her militia,’ when |; 
it shall be made to appear that the State has al- |i 
lowed and paid the same; which was referred to || 
the Committee on Military Affairs. i! 
Mr MASON presented the memorial of R. M. |; 
Heath, agent for the State of Virginia, praying 
that certain moneys expended by said State in or- 
ganizing, &c., the Virginia regiment of volunteers 
for the Mexican war may be refunded; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, presented the petition 
of William and M. Dearinger, praying the cor- j| 
rection of an erroneous entry of land; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


PROCEEDINGS ON THE DEATH OF MR. CLAY. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Printing | 
have instructed me to report the following resolu- 
tion: | 

Resolved, That the proceedings of the Senate and House 
of Representatives on the death of Henry Clay, ordered by |i 
the Senate, and now in process of publication, be bound | 
under the direction of the Committee on Printing, by the 
binder of the Senate documents. 


Mr. CASS. I think there can be no objection ! 
to that resolution, and I hope it wiil be taken up 
and adopted immediately. i 

No objection was made to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. According to the rules of 
the body, as it proposes to appropriate money out 
of the contingent fund, it will be required to be 
read three times. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think not. It cannot be 
possible. We have a contract made with the 
binder of the Senate, and all volumes that are or- 
dered to be printed are ordered to be bound, if i: 
they exceed a certain number of pages. This work 
does not come up to that number of pages; but 
being a work of this particular character, and one | 
worthy of being preserved, and the I Touse of Rep- 
resentatives having adopted the principle of binding |; 
it, it is simply including it within the rule. j 

The PRESIDENT.  Ifsuch is the understand- 
ing of the Senate, the resolution will not be read 
three times. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill supplemental 
to the act approved March 3, 1851, to ascertain 
and settle the private land claims in the State of 
California, reported back the same, with a recom- 
mendation that it do not pass. | 

Mr. GWIN. I shall at another time ask the į 
indulgence of the Senate to make some remarks | 
on that subject. I have been most grossly mis- | 
represented in regard to the principles involved in | 
that bill. I want to have an opportunity of ex- į 
plaining it, and I feel pretty confident that I can į 
do it in a manner to insure it the favorable consid- ‘| 
eration of the Senate, notwithstanding the Com- |! 
mittee on Public Lands are adverse to it. i 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the Ju- i 
diciary, to which was referred the joint resolution || 
to confer additional duties and powers on the So- 
licitor of the Treasury, reported it back without 
amendment. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- | 
sions, to which was referred the petition of Mrs. | 
Maria Davis, praying a pension and bounty land, : 
for the services of her son during the war with | 
Mexico, submitted a report accompanied by a bill į 
for her relief; which was read, and passed to the į 
second reading. The report was ordered to be || 

i 
1 
i 
i 


printed. . . 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Rev. Richard Fuller, | 
praying that a pension may be allowed. to the i! 


| back and recommend its passage. 


mother of Captain James Stewart, of the United 
States Army, submitted a report, accompanied by 
a bill for the relief of Mrs. Claudia Stewart; which 
was read, and passed to the second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. j 


RIGHT OF WAY TO ROADS. ` 
Mr. FELCH. The Committee on Public 


| Lands, to which was referred House bill entitled 


** An act to grant the right of way to all rail and 
plank roads and macadamized turnpikes passing 
through the public lands belonging to the United 
States,” have instructed me to report it back with- 
out amendment, A bill similar in its character 
passed the Senate the other day. This is a House 
bill; and f suppose the House, having passed it, 
will not act on theother. As the Senate has once 


i acted on a bill of the same kind, 1 ask that this 
| may be considered now. 


No objection was made, and the Senate pro- 


i ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 


Whole. 

It proposes to direct that the right of way shall 
be granted to all rail and plank roads or macadam- 
ized turnpike companies that are now or that 
may be chartered within ten years hereafter, over 
and through any of the public lands of the United 
States, over which any rail or plank road or mac- 
adamized turnpikes are or may be authorized by 
an act of the Legiaanire of the respective States 
in which public lands may be situated; and the 
said company or companies are thereby author- 
ized to survey and mark through the said public 
lands, to be held by them for the track of said 


| road, one hundred feet in width: provided, that 
j| in case where deep excavation or heavy embank- 
|| ment is required for the grade of such road, then 


at such places a greater width may be taken by 
such company, iMecessary, not exceeding in the 
whole two hundred feet. 

It proposes also to grant other privileges, such 
as are granted to railroad companies, and with 
like limitations. 

And it proposes further to direct that the right 
of way through the public lands of the United 
States lying in Black Rock, in the county of Erie 
and State of New York, shall be granted to the 
Lockportand Buffalo Railroad Company: provided 


| that, In the opinion of the President of the United 


States, such grant be not injurious to the public 


| interest, and that the location shall be approved 


by the President as to the position and width of 
the said railroad: and provided further, that if the 
said railroad shall not be completed within two 
years, or if at any time after its completion the 
said railroad be discontinued or abandoned, the 
grant shall cease and determine. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the bill will be laid 
over. T should like to look into it. 

Mr. BORLAND. [ would suggest to the Sen- 
ator that we passed a bill of this character about 
the same time, or soon after this bill passed the 
House—a bill for the same purpose being in the 
two Houses at the same time. To save time, 
therefore, and to prevent any conflict in legisla- 
tion, the proposition now from the Committee on 
Public Lands is to take the House. bill, which, in 
substance, is precisely the same as that passed by 
the Senate. 

No amendment being made, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, ordered to be read a third 
time, and it was read a third time and passed, 

LAND DISTRICTS IN WISCONSIN. 

Mr. DODGE, of Towa. I am instructed by 
the Committee on Public Lands, to which was 
referred House bill to establish additional land 
districts in the State of Wisconsin, to report it 
As itis a bill 
which will not consume any time, can lead to no 
discussion, is a measure of very great importance 
to the State, and has received the favorable action 
of the House, I am instructed to ask the unani- 
mous consent of the Senate to consider it now. 

No objection was made, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It proposes to establish two additional land 
districts in the State, and defines their boundaries, 
establishing the two land offices thereof respect- 
ively at Stevens’s Point and La Crosse, and au- 


| thorizing the President of the United States to 
l; remove such offices to any other place in the dis- 


tricts whenever he may deem such removal ex- 
pedient. It also proposes to aùthorizethe Presi- 
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dent to appoint, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, a register and receiver.of the public 
moneys for each of suid districts, who shall be 
required respectively to reside at the seat of said 
offices, and perform the duties and receive the 
compensation prescribed by law in relation to other 
land offices; and if it should be found necessary 
to establish said districts during the recess of Con- 
gress, the President is authorized to appoint such 
officers until the end of the next session of Con- 
gress: provided, however, that the act shall not 
go into effect until at least six months after its 
passage. It further proposes to direct the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office to transfer 
all papers, &c., which may be necessary for the 
sale of the public lands, to the offices thereby con- 
stituted. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a | 
third time and passed. 


BILL PASSED. 


` The engrossed bill to constitute Alton, in the 
State of lilinois, a port of delivery, was read a 
thied time and passed. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE LAWS AND DEBATES | 
OF CONGRESS. 


The joint resolution from the House of Repre- : 
sentatives for the distribution of the laws of Con- | 
gress and the debates thereon, was read a firstand | 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Library, as follows: i 
Joint resolation providing for the distribution of the laws of | 

Congress and the debates thereon. | 

With a view to the cheap circulation of the laws of Con- | 
gress, and the debates contributing to the true interpretation | 
thereof, and to wake free the communication between the f 
representative and constituent bodies: | 

Resolved ty the Senate und Hous@@f Representatives of | 
the United States of Americain Congress assembled, That 
fram and after the presentsession of Congress the Congres 
sional Glofe and Appendix, which contain the laws and the 
debates thereon, shall pass tree diroagh the mails so long 
ag the same shall be published by order of Congress : Pro- 
vided, That nothing herein shall be construed t0 authorize 
the circulation of the Daily Globe free of postage. 


THE ISTHMUS OF TEHUANTEPEC, 


A message from the President of the United | 
States was received, by Mr. M. P. Fitimore, his | 
Secretary, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of the Senate of the 19th instant, requesting the 
correspondence between the Government of the | 
United States and that of the Mexican Republic, | 
respecting a right of way across the Isthmus of | 
Tehuantepec, a report from the Department of | 
State, and the documents by which it was accom. | 
panied, | 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the message and 
documents were referred to the Committee on For- | 
eign Relations. | 


SECRETARY OF THE CENSUS BOARD. i 


Mr. DAVIS asked and obtained the unanimous | 
consent of the Senate to introduce a joint resolu- | 
tion, explanatory of an act supplementary to the 
act approved 23d of May, 1850; which was read 
and ordered to a second reading. j 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis my purpose to moveto com- | 
mit this resolution to the Committee on the Judi- | 
| 


ciary, if the Senate think it necessary. It is sim- | 
ply explanatory of a law which was passed a few 
days since, which is within the knowledge of | 
many gentlemen. Itis simply to give a construc- ; 
tion to that act. If itis thought necessary, [ will | 
move to refer it to the Committee on the Judici- | 


i 
i 
| 
I 
i 


ary. 

Mr. BUTLER. I was not the member of the 
committee who reported the bill which this joint 
resolution proposes to explain and amend, and 
therefore, perhaps, F ought not to speak; but the | 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts conferred | 
with me, and it seems very obvious to me that the | 
joint resolution ought to pass; that is, if Mr. | 
Whittlesey is at liberty to give the construction to | 
that act which may be insisted upon. It will give! 
the clerk of the Census Board $5,500 instead of | 
$2,500 or $3,000, if that act is not explained ac- | 
cording to my clear understanding of how much | 
he ought to be paid. { think the joint resolution 
ought to pass without any reference. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask for the second reading of ! 
the joint resolution now, I think it ought to pass, į 
for the reason suggested by the honorable Senator | 
from South Carolina, and ought to pass promptly. | 
I desire that the joint resolution may be read, that 
the Senate may see what it is, 


| was under consideration; and there is in that act 


| original act, and can make myself understood 


‘ told that under that amendment there has been a 


j being the day fixed for the examination by the | 


The resolution was read as follows: 

“ Resolved, Çe., That the third section of the act entitled 
cAn act supplementary to an act providing for the taking 
“of the Seventh and subsequent Censuses of the United 
‘States, and to fix the number of the members of the 
‘House of Representatives, and provide for their future 
“apportionment among te several States,’ approved 23d of 
May, 1850, be so construed that’ no allowance as compen- 
sation shall be allowed to any person for constructive or j 
any other service rendered as Secretary to the Census Board | 
after the Lst day of June, 1850. > - 


The joint resolution was read a second time, by 
unanimous consent, and considered asin Commit- | 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would remark, that in the act 
which we passed concerning the representation of 
California, the subject of the census of that State | 


i 
! 
i 
i 
t 
j 
i 
| 
1 
1 
H 


a third section to which this resolution applies. T| 
have not that section before me, but I have the 


rom it, ‘The twentieth section of the act of May, 
1850, is as follows: 

+ fhat for the purpose of carrying into effect this act, | 
and detraying the preliminary expenses, there is hereby ap- Í 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury, not otherwise 
appropriated, $159,010, out of which the said Secretary of 
the [Interior may allow to the person employed as Secretary | 
of the Census Board, a compensation atter the rate of | 
$8,009 per annum during the period he has been in employ- | 
ment.” | 

The third section of the act, which we passed | 
a short time ago, strikes out the words “‘has | 
been,” and inserts ** may necessarily be.” Lam 


claim put in for double pay; first, of Superintend- | 
ing Clerk of the Census, and then of Secretary of | 
the Census Board. Iam informed that this Su- 
perintending Clerk, who was also Secretary of the 
Census Board, was allowed after the rate ofi 
$3,000 a year, up to the Ist day of June, 1850, 
when the census was required to be taken, that | 


act of May 23, 1850. This act prescribes in an- | 
other section, that the Superintending Clerk shall 
have a salary after the rate of $2,500 a year. Now, 
upon what authority of right or for what service 
rendered to the Census Board, a claim in addition 
to the $2,500 can be sustained is beyond my com- 
prehension; but theamendment was made for some 
purpose, and must relate to this officer, since the 
amended section refers to his compensation as 
Secretary of the Census Board, and nothing else. 
I reported the act of 1350 under the direction of 
the committee, and it was not our purpose, or that 
of the. Senate, to assign to this officer two distinct 
duties, or to give him compensation for two offi- 
ces. The act was so framed as to limit the com- 
pensation of the Secretary of the Census Board ; 
to the post, and to transfer his duties, if any re- 
mained, to the Superintending Clerk. No other 
construction can be put upon the act, and hence 
the necessity of amending it before extra pay can 
be allowed. Nothing is plainer than that this Su- 
perintending Clerk was to have the entire superin- 
tendence of the census, under the Secretary of the 
Interior, and that the office of Secretary of the 
Board was abolished by the appointment of such 
a clerk. 


I doubt if the Census Board has ever had a! 
meeting from the lst day of June, 1850, to this | 
day, or has had anything to do. All the busi- | 
ness confided to them was, in the first place, | 
to prepare blank forms; and they were subse- | 
quently directed to have the preliminary papers 
printed. They were in process of printing at the 
time the bill passed, and they were directed in that | 
bill to continue the care of this pristing until it 
was completed. No other duty was ever assigned 
to them that I am aware of. If it be possible, | 
under the amended act, to give the construction to | 
it which has been intimated, I think it is the duty | 
of the Senate to say that they did not mean to sanc- | 
tion the existence of the two offices. No duties | 
remained for the Secretary of the Board to per- 
form which did not, as was intended, devolve upon 
the Superintending Clerk,and for which he is fully 
and liberally paid by his salary. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed | 
for a third reading. 


EXPEDITION DOWN THE YUNI AND COLO- 


RADO RIVERS. i 


Mr. GWIN offered the following resolution, 
and asked for its immediate consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the War Department 


transmit to the Senate, as soon as practicable, a copy of 
the expedition down the Yuni aud the Colorado, under the 
command of Captain Sitgreaves, corps of Topographical 
Engineers, and of the maps belonging thereto; also the 
sketches and views and illustrations of Indian customs. 

Mr. ATCHISON. T would like'to have that 
matter explained. ldo not know what it is; but 
from all I can now gather, it appears to me to be 
designed to bring about the printing of another 
book by the Senate. : 

Mr. GWIN. Ishould like to know on what 
authority the Senator says this is designed to bring 
about the printing of a book. It was sent to me 
by the head of the Topographical Bureau, stating 
that it contained important information. I know 
as little about it as the Senator from Missouri; 
but take it for granted that Colonel Abert would 
not bring this matter here, or have sent it to me, 
unless it contained important information. He 
sent it to me with a note, requesting that it might 
be considered by the Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Then I think it is prema- 
ture to consider it at this time. I expected that 
the Senator from California would be able to give 
us some information. Ido not know to what ex- 
tent this matter maygo. Ido not know anything 
about it, or what it would cost to print it, 

Mr. GWIN. When the communication comes 
before the Senate, that will then be a question for 
consideration. The question of printing is not 
now before the Senate. The simple fact is this: 
That one of the officers of the Government has 
made an exploration of a portion of the territory 
of the United States not hitherto explored, and 
has prepared a statement of its results. We ask 
to have this communicated to us. Whether it is 
sufficiently useful to go to the expense of printing 
itis a question to be decided hereafter. 

Mr. MASON. Iam as much opposed to this 
system of printing books as any Senator present; 
but fam decidedly of opinion that where explora- 
tions have been made by intelligent officers of the 
Army and Navy over portions of the American 
continent not hitherto explored, I think we can- 
not better expend a reasonable sum of the public 
money than by printing and diffusing that inform- 
ation. I never heard of this before, and sup- 
pose that it is of that character, and I shall readily 
agree to the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


FUGITIVE SLAVE LAW. 

Mr. SUMNER. lask the Senate to take up the 
resolution which I offered yesterday, and on the 
question of taking it up I wish to say a word. 

In asking the Senate to take up this resolution 
for consideration, I say nothing of its merits, nor 
of the argument by which it may be maintained; 
nor do I anticipate any objection to it on these 
grounds. All this will properly belong to the dis- 
cussion of the resolution itself, when it is actually 
before the Senate. The single question now is— 
not the resolution—but whether I shall be heard 
upon it. As a Senator, under the responsibilities 
of my position, I have deemed it my duty to offer 
this resolution. I may seem to have postponed 
this duty to an inconvenient period of the session; 
but, had I attempted it at an earlier day, I might 
then have exposed myself to a charge of a differ- 
ent character. It might then have been said, that 
a new-comer, and inexperienced in the scene, 
without deliberation, hastily, rashly, recklessly, 
I pushed this question before the country. This 
is not the casenow. Ihave taken time, and, in 
the exercise of my most careful discretion, now 
ask for it the attention of the Senate. I shrink 
from any appeal founded on a trivial personal con- 
sideration; but, should I be blamed for any delay 
latterly, | may add, that, though in my seat daily, 
my bodily health for some time past down to this 
very week, has not been equal to the service I 
have undertaken. I am not sure that it is now. 
But I desire to try. 

And now, again, I say the question is simply, 
whether I shall be heard. In allowing me this 
privilece—this right, | may say—you do not com- 
mit yourselves in any way to the principle of the 
resolution; you merely foilow the ordinary usage 
of the Senate, and yield to a brother Senator the 
opportunity which he craves, in the practical dis- 
charge of his duty, to express convictions dear to 
his heart, and dear to large numbers of his constit- 
uents. For the sake of those constituents, for my 
own sake, I now desire to be heard. Make such 
disposition of my resolution afterwards as to you 


cism, censure, or displeasure; but do not deprive | 
me of a hearing. ‘Strike, but hear,” f 

The PRESIDENT. The motion of the Sen- | 
ator is, I presume, to postpone the prior orders, 
with the view of taking up that resolution. | 

Mr. SUMNER. ttis. | 

Mr. MASON. It is the undoubted right of i 
every Senater to introduce into this body any sub- 
ject which, in his judgment, is appropriate to the 
occasion; but there is a correlative right on the 
part of the Senate to consider it, or not, as they | 
think proper. Now, I object to the consideration |: 


of this resolution at this time; but from no dis- | 


courtesy to the gentleman who has introduced it; 
from no objection, at a proper time, to consider 
the question involved in the resolution, if any ; 
gentleman here, on his Senatorial responsibility, - 
chooses to bring it up; but I object to it, because 

it is manifest, at this late period of the session, | 
that the Senate can give it no further consideration . 
than to hear the remarks of the Senator who in- 
troduces it. It is not, therefore, introduced for 
any practical object; and because of its disturbing 
character—because, whenever it does come before 
the Senate, it comes in the form of a fire-brand, L 
will say, that till the Senate is prepared to con- | 
sider it, and pass upon it, I object to its consider- | 


iy 


j 


1 


ation; and upon the question of taking up the |: 
resolution, I ask for the yeas and nays. j! 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BROOKE. IÍ merely wish to state, Mr 
President, that the State which E have the honor, 
in part, to represent upon this floor, ani also the 
State that is so worthily represented by my friend 


Í give his property and his blood for the protection 


who sits on my left, (Mr. Crrartron,] stand in a |) 


peculiar attitude in reference to this question. Both | 
of these States have in the most solemn manner, by 
means of conventions—not mere party conven- 
tions, but conventions assembled by requisition of 
their Legislatures—declared in the most solemn 
and emphatic manner that the repeal, or essential 
modification, of the fugitive slave law shall be re- 
garded by them as a sufficient cause for the disso- 
Jution of this Union. This, sir, is no idle threat. 
It isa threat which I believe will certainly be car- | 
ried into execution with the full concurrence of the 

whole South whenever that act shall be done. | 


: our condition upon our southern borders; but we | 


Then, sir, I can regard this proposition as no less i; 


f 
than to instruct the Committee on the Judiciary | 
to bring in a bill to dissolve this Union; and I can- | 
not consent—courtesy or no courtesy—that such 
a question should be mooted at this late day of | 
the session. Sir, we in the State of Mississippi | 
do not regard this fugitive slave law as of any es- 

sential benefit to us. 
Mississippi seldom, if ever, escape to the north- 
ern States; and when they do escape, we consider 
the time, and trouble, and expense of recapturing 


them as being more than they are worth. |; 

'The Senator from Mis- |i 
sissippi must be aware that the resolution is not |! ‘ 7 
i: being a prominent feature of it. We were willing 


The PRESIDENT. 


under consideration. H 
Mr. BROOKE. I am aware, Mr. President, 
that it is not; and | am giving reasons why it 

should not be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator is not enter- 
ing into the merits of the resolution ? 

Mr. BROOKE. No,sir. As I was remarking, 
we do not regard this law as having any merits 
so far as we, in Mississippi, are concerned; but 
its repeal would be an act of bad faith—an act 


showing that no faith can or willbe kept by our ;; 
northern brethren with us; and we contend thata |: 


|| by our constituents to perform. 


Our negroes in the State of |! 


Union preserved under such circumstances, would ;; 


be worse than no Union at all. [ c 
posed that, at this stage of the session, a question | 


Hence I am op- j 

| 

so momentious should be brought before us. F| 
i 

i 


disclaim any intention to exhibit a want of cour- į 


refusing my vote to take up this resolution, and I - 


think I have given reasons which should be satis- | 


factory. I therefore move to lay the whole sub- : 


i 
| 
i 
ject upon the table. i: r ‘ 
š : stands the Coliseum Rome will stand, when falls | 
' the Coliseum Rome will fall, and when Rome falls, | 
1 
I 
| 
i 


Mr. CHARLTON. Will the Senator from 
Mississippi withdraw that motion for a moment? 
I will renew it. 

Mr. BROOKE. I[withdraw the motion. 

Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. President, it is my 
misfortune to have differed with the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts on another occasion, 
as well as to do so on this occasion, on a question 
of the courtesy of this House. {am sorry to do | 


it; for it would give me great pleasure to be able Í 


i and weare absolved; break that, and Georgia is | 


| please, I am a Union Demoerat. 


tesy towards the Senator from Massachusetts in | lerac 
: eyes to have it dissolved. 


; ern Democracy, who had stood by us through į 
: good and through evil report. 
' do battle for the star-spangled banner whilst this | 


Jess, if it is merely to spend the time of the Senate | 


; 
i 
question before us is something more than a ques- | 
t 
i 


sent. 
fairs in this body. 
with bills, bills of a most important and necessary 
character; appropriation biils, bills necessary for 
the purpose of carrying on the machinery of our 
Government; and ail these must stand still that a 
resolution may be debated, which will have the 
effect, if it have any effect at all, to rend in pieces 
this Union. I say rend in pieces, for the State of | 
Georgia stands pledged that the moment the fugi- | 
tive slave law is repealed, come what will, come | 
what may, at once to dissolve the ties which she | 
owes to it; and having thrown down that gauntlet, | 
neither I nor any of my constituents will be willing | 
to recede from 1t. 

If the Senator from Massachusetts will look a 
little, and only a litle beyond his own coast, he 
will see the humiliating spectacle of the star-span- | 
gled banner-—I will not say trailing in the dust— 
but at half-mast, and the crew and captain of a į 
vessel in charge of one of the captains of a national | 
vessel of Great Britain. And if he turns his atten- : 
tion back from that humiliating spectacle to this f 
Chamber, he will see every Senator ready to pro- 
tect the interest of the country and the property of | 
his constituents; he will see every one ready, dis- 
regarding every sectional prejudice and feeling, to 


of the property of citizens of any portion of this 
Confederacy. 

Just atthis time, when we know where the brunt 
of this war is to fall, if there bea war, we know 


do not look at those consequences when the in- | 
terests of the Confederacy are at stake, and we are | 
willing to sacrifice everything for the good of this 

glorious Union. Just at this time, when we are | 
ready to make any sacrifice which the Union calls | 
for from us, he asks us to break down the oniy 
guard for the protection of our property; he asks 
us to hold ourselves recreant to our own rights, 
and take up this resolution to the disregard of the 
great mass of business which we are called upon 


I am ready to consider the question involved in 
the resolution when it comes up in its order. 1 do 
not wish to gag the gentleman. I feel a personal 
respect for him, and I am willing to extend every 
courtesy to him which is reasonable; but there is 
a bound beyond which courtesy may not extend. 

It is my good fortune to be a Union Democrat, 
and I am not ashamed of my position. I know 
that I, as well as a great body of men with whom 
I was associated in Georgia, have been held up to | 
scorn and reproach, because we were willing to 
abide by the compromise, the fugitive slave law 


to take it. We did not stop to consider whether ! 
full justice had been done to us, but we saw in the 
effort to come to a compromise, a returning sense | 
of justice, and we were not willing to cut loose | 
from the glorious bond that held us to the north- | 

H 

H 


We were ready to 


compromise was respected by the North, but that 
was the extent to which we were willing to go. | 

As I have said, we adopted the compromise as | 
a peace-offering. Repeal the fugitive slave Jaw | 


not true to herself if she continues dishonored in 
this Confederacy. Let them class me as they 
I love this glo- 
rious Confederacy; it would bring tears to my 
I love it, and I look 
upon it as a last trial of an experiment to show 
that a free people can govern themselves. There 
was an old prophecy relating to Rome, ‘t when 


the world.’ But still I am unwilling to go one 
inch beyond the line which has been drawn. Why 
should Í, upon any principle of personal courtesy, |i 
vote to allow a resolution to be taken up which Is 

either useless or worse than useless? For it is use- | 


upon a subject in listening to its discussion, when || 


we do not intend to act upon it; and it is worse | 


than useless if its effect will be to dissolve this 
Union. Shall f vote for it? No; Iwill not. F 
tell the Senator from Massachusetts that I mean 
no personal disrespect to him. I have known him 
long, and I acknowledge that I have received 
courtesies from him; but on a question of this 
character, where the interests of my State are con- 
cerned, | should feel myself recreant to my State 
and to myself, if I should vote forit. And I say, 
in the face of this nation, that if the fugitive slave 
law is repealed, then the gentleman may say, as Í 
would say, ‘“ My native land, good night;”’ good 
night to all your prosperity and to all your great- 
ness, and come what will, come what may, ‘ we 
have exhausted the argument, and we will stand 
by our arms.” 

Mr. GWIN. I move that this subject be laid 
on the table, for the purpose of taking up the In- 
dian appropriation bill. 

Mr. PRATT. But the yeas and nays have 
been ordered on the question of taking up the 
resolution, and I desire to have them. 

Mr. GWIN. Then. I withdraw my motion to 
lay on the table. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I do not know that I under- 
stand the question before the Senate, Mr. Presi- 
dent, having just come in. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Sumner,] to postpone the previous orders for the 
pürpose of taking up the resolution he offered yes- 
terday. 

Mr, SHIELDS. I will ask for the reading of 


the resolution by the Secretary. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


“ Resulved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be re- 
quested to consider the expediency of reporting a bill for 
the immediate rep@l of the act of Congress, approved 
September 18, 1859, usually known as the ‘fugitive slave 
act? >? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Asa member of this body I 
am decidedly opposed to that resolution, and shall 
vote against it whenever it comes up for discus- 
sion. But that is not the question now, and it 
occurs to me that Senators have attached too much 
importance to the motion which is really before 
the Senate. 

I felt that there was great force in the observa- 
tions which fell from the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. Mason] yesterday. There was very great 
force in what that Senator observed, that the 
resolution being brought in at this late stage of; 
the session, at a time when we are almost over- ` 
whelmed with business, it could not be considered 
by the Senate—no opportunity for reply being 
afforded. The principle involved by the resolu- 
tion being a mere abstract question—for such I 
hold it to be now—and the resolution itself being 
merely introduced in order to give the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Scemner] an oppor- 
tunity of addressing the Senate, 1 think it is a 
great pity that the time of the Senate should be 
wasted by it now. I regret that the Senator has 
deemed it necessary to his position, or to himself, 
to bring such a resolution forward; but having 
done so, the only question is whether you will 
permit him to be heard or not. Will you deprive 
a member of this body of the right of expressing 
his views on a subject that, for ought we know, 
may interest him? Will you compel him to be 
silent? 

I have sat in this Senate, and have listened to 
treason, uttered by honorable Senators, and yet 
we have listened patiently; and I ask Senators 
from the South to consider whether anything wilt 
be gained by preventing a gentleman from being 
heard on a question like this. Can we gain any- 
thivg by stifling his voice on this subject? 1 am 
as decidedly opposed to the agitation of this ques- 
tion as any Senator in this body, and while] shall 
vote against any law to modify or change the fu- 
gitive slave act, unless it be found defective in ita 
operation, and with a view to strengthen it, yet if 
there is a motion made to lay the resolution on the 
table, I shall vote against laying it on the table, 
Į will hear what the gentleman has to say; and 
more than that, [ have a peculiar curiosity at this 
stage of affairs in our country to hear what this 
third party has to say, so that we may know how 
they are to stand in the coming presidential. con- 
test. I take it that the Senator from Massachu- 
setts means to give an exposé of their views and 
intended proceedings. 1 want that third party 
formed, for one, and I would not stifle it for a mo- 
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ment. Twill give it all the encouragement I can. 
iE want men to be classified in the coming election, 
and that those in the northern States, my own as 
well as the rest, may be so classified, in order 
that we may know how many are disposed to 
favor the repeal of the fugitive slave law. We 
shall lose nothing, in my opinion, by a classifica- 
tion. 

I shall vote against the resolution itself, and 


against any reagitation of this question; but, at | 


the same time, I mean never to give a vote to pre- 
vent any gentleman from being heard in this body. 
Let him come from what quarter he may, E will 
hear him, whatever he may choose to say. I 
would, therefore, suggest that the honorable Sen- 
ator postpone his resolution and speech until Sat- 
urday. ‘ft will interfere then with none of the 


the practical matters of legislation before us, and 
| shall refuse tc extend any act of courtesy to any 
gentleman to make a mere theoretical or a political | 


recently divided this great people. 


included in the appeal which has been made to 
gentlemen from the South, by the Senator from 


Illinois, [Mr. Sureips;] but there is no man more | 
l have said | 
here openly, and somewhat under the censure of | 


averse to this question of debate. 


the Senate at the time [ did so, thatI would not be 


| speech intended to operate upon the presidential | 
election, or fan the flames of discord that have so | 


Mr. BUTLER. I suppose I may feel myself | 


compelled to vote‘for a measure which looked to | 


the right of debate. ] t 
to arrest agitation by attempting to exclude peti- 


the suppression either of presenting petitions or of | 
I have long seen that efforts į 


anything unusual in refusing to the Senator from 
Massachusetts the taking up of his resolution out 
of its order at this time, and considering it. Noth- 
ing is more common in the proceedings of this 
body than to refuse to take up a question that is 
not considered of practical importance, to the post- 
ponement and exclusion of other matters which 
all acknowledge to be matters of practical import- 
ance, and which have precedence in the regular 
order of business. [I myself, although 7 have ex- 
perienced the courtesy of the Senate in many in- 
stances, have made motions to take up important 
business which was before the Senate out of its 
order, and have been refused. There is not a Sen- 
ator, 1 apprehend, upon this floor, who has felt 
interested in bills for his own State—if that be dis- 
courtesy—who has not received discourtesy from 


tions and close debate are vain. [ know it willgo 
ion. I believe the honorable Senator from Massa- : 
| chusetts is pledged to agitate. However, that may i 
i be beyond the matter; and, therefore, I would be | 
| perfectly willing, as he is bound to do it, | sup- 


the hands of the Senate, upon asking to take up 
business which the Senate recognized and acknow- 
ledged to be of vital interest to the constituents of 
the Senator making the proposition. But I have 
never considered it a discourtesy. I have never 


legitimate business. | hope we may all agree to 
give the gentleman a hearing on that day. I have 
‘not the least idea that his speech will ever rend 
the union of these States asunder. [Laughter.] 
Mr. GWIN.. Mr. President, I differ entirely 
from the honorable Senator from Niinois with re- 


gard to extending courtesy to a Senator here, to | 
speak on any subject which he chooses to present | 


before the Senate. If the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts were to introduce a resolution here to in- 
struct the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire 
into the expediency of reporting a bill to dissolve 


this Union, I should like to know whether the ; 
Senator from Illinois would vote in favor of his | 
having an opportunity to speak on such a resolu- | 
tion? Now, Mr. President, I recollect very dis- | 


this subject when the other side can be heard. 
fair field and a clear sky upon this subject, and I 
fear nothing. But! feel myself embarrassed very 
much by the peculiar attitude andthe peculiar junc- į 
ture of affairs at this time; and [ feel a conflict be- 
tween a sense.of duty—I may say a sense of duty | 
to every Senator—and courtesy. But, if this sub- | 
ject is taken up, the fact cannot be disguised that 

the Senator himself will be bound to make allu- į 


pose, under very high obligations to his constitu- | 
ents, to give him leave at any time to speak on : 
AU 


supposed that any other Senator considered it a 
discourtesy to be refused precedence for business 
in which he took a special interest over all other 
business. Why, then, should it-be considered an 
act of discourtesy to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts? Why should it be considered anything un- 
usual to refuse now to take up and consider his 
resolution, to the postponement and exclusion of 
all the important business of the session, in the 
very last month of the session, when everything 


„must necessarily be considered in some degree of 


Why should it be considered an act of 
discourtesy to him to refuse to postpone every 
other interest, however important, to take up and 
consider that which I apprehend neither he him- 
self nor any other Senator upon this floor would 


tinctly, some ten years ago, that, upon the occa- | 
sion of a gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. 
John Quincy Adams) bringing forward a mem- | 
orial in the other House of Congress in favor of 
dissolving this Union, there wa@ a weeks’ discus- 


sion to South Carolina and her laws |! haste? 
Mr. SUMNER. I shall not. | 
Mr. BUTLER. Then I shall be clear, per- | 
| haps. (Laughter.] I do not know how it can |] 
be discussed very well without some allusion of || 


sion, and he was very nearly being expelled from 
the House. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The honorable Senator will 
permit me to say that.a treasonable proposition— 
a proposition openly and flagrantly treasonable— 
of course this Senate should not entertain. I 
should not vote for such a thing as that. I have 
already said that I should not vote for this resolu- 
tion. 
that may be brought in in favor of such a propo- 
sition, 

Mr. GWIN. Well, sir, I look upon the two 

. propositions as-one and the same. F think that 
the resolution which has been introduced by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, proposing to instruct 
the Judiciary Committee to report a bill to repeal 
the fugitive slave law, is equivalent to introducing 


a resolution to dissolve the Union; because we all i 
know that the repeal of that law would produce | 


that result. We have just heard it from the Sen- 
ators from Mississippi and Georgia, that their 
States were bound to, and they would act upon it. 
T have no doubt that the repeal of that law would 


dissolve the Union; and therefore, the introducing | 
of this resolution f look upon as equivalent to in- |] 
|i to have an influence; and, therefore, I feel ex- | 
‘| tremely embarrassed on this subject, as I have. 


troducing one to inquire into the expediency of 
dissolving the Union; and hence, there is no de- 
gree of courtesy I could beasked to extend to any 


Senator, that would justify me, in my judgment, i! 


ag a representative of one of the States of this 
Confederacy, in voting in favor of this discus- 
sion. Therefore, although f should desire to ex- 
tend all reasonable courtesy to the Senator from 
Massachusetts, I cannot comply with his request 
in this case. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, like the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts, Lam anxious to be heard, 
and [ came into the Senate this morning after 
riding the entire night, for the express purpose of 
being heard—not upon the fugitive slave law, nor 
upon any other question calculated to have effect 
upon the pending presidential election. I make 
my speeches on those subjects elsewhere, and come 
here to make speeches upon practical subjects of 
legislation. 
tect the emigrant route to Oregon and California, 
with the amendments for a railroad to the Pacific, 
untul this day. The Committee on Territories 
having reported the bill, and it having been post- 
poned until to-day, f,as chairman of the committee, 
expected to be called upon to explain its provisions 
and f do think that the subject of a railroad to the 
Pacific ocean is a matter of more practical import- 
ance to the nation, the people of the United States, 
and the world, than a speech upon the fugitive 
slavelaw, Hence, Ishall insist upon adhering to 


I shall vote against it, and against any bill | 


TheSenate postponed the bill to pro- ; 


: said that he has played the part of a parliament- 
ary rhetorician here. I believe he would not like 
it to be said of him, that he had risen to play the 
orator before the Senate of the United States, and 
to make a speech merely, If he intends anything 
he ought to have before him, under the responsi- 


from Massachusetts, a dignity of purpose. 
| does he intend to carry out the purpose of refer- 


to give him an opportunity to make an oratorical 


flow the angry waters of agitation already ? 


| current cannot be controlled, unless there is some 
i counteracting influence upon his speech. I say 
| this mach to the gentleman himself. Flis speech 
i must have an influence. I suppose it is intended 


heretofore said, that 1 did not intend to suppress 
discussion or exclude petitions. 


the matter, but leave it to others to decide it. 


sachusetts as any one here. 


li business before this body. 
ji passed a resolution, after some considerable de- 
| 


i suffer still more. 


resolution at this time. 


H : | 
| I think Senators have erred, to some extent in | 
] il bate 
| : 


l supposing that we commit a discourtesy, or do 


the kind. However, I suppose the honorable Sen- il 


lator from Massachusetts would not like it to be į 


bility of a Senator, and especially of a Senator | 
And | 


ring this to the Judiciary Committee, with a view į 
i to have it acted upon? “Or is it merely a pretense | 


display before the Senate, and make the proceed- |; 
ings of the Senate the vehicle of communication | 
for his speech throughout the United States, and i 
wash deeper and deeper the channel through which |! 


If that is his object, I must be allowed to say, |) 
when he undertakes to agitate, perhaps the true | 


t 

i I feel more em- f 
‘| barrassed upon the vote I shall give than I have | 

| upon almost any other subject, and I am inclined || 

| to think that I shall not vote at all in reference to | 


Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, if this were i 
i a mere question of courtesy, I apprehend I should | 
| be as ready to extend it to the Senator from Mas- | 
But, while I will not |! 
| say that it rises above courtesy, and extends as | 
| far as some Senators seem to consider it—the ques- į 
|i tion of the integrity of this Union—I will say that | 
i itisa question materially affecting the practical 
We have recently |; 
‘| majority who approved of them, who voted for 
j bate, in which we have solemnly determined—we | 

have brought ourselves under a solemn obliga- i 
ij tion—that we will devote our time from this to | 
i the last day of August, to the practical business : 
i; of the country, for which we were sent here, and ` 
i| for want of which no one can deny that the coun- | 
i try is to some extent suffering, and is destined to ; 
For that reason, without un- | 
dertaking to give any other—deeming that suffi- | 
cient—I shall vote against the consideration of this ! 


say is to have any practical operation here—cer- 
tainly no beneficial operation—upon the business 
which is pending before us, and which it is our 
solemn duty to attend to, at this time, and attend 
to assiduously. 

There is, in my opinion, no disguising the fact, 
that if this subject is discussed by one Senator, it 
will call forth discussion from other Senators, and 
there is no telling, when it is once open, when it 
will be closed. Now, Mr. Presitlent, I appeal to 
the two great parties who compose this Senate, as 
the representatives of the American States, 
whether, when we adopted the compromise meas- 
ures so called, we did not make a solemn pledge, 
and if both parties do not now stand pledged, not 
only by their votes here but by their Conventions 
recently held in a neighboring city, to pursue such 
a course as shall keep out of the councils of the 
nation and the public discussions of the country, 
as fur as they may be able to do so, all consider- 
ation of this subject, which has always been agi- 
tating to the country—which has always been 
evil in its consequences, and dangerous to the in- 
tegrity of this Union? I may say here, as I have 
often said to my constituents, that to many of 
those measures I was opposed. Iam not going, 
Mr. President, into a discussion of their merits. 
I simply wish to state my position. When those 
measures were passed by constitutional majorities 
in the two Houses of Congress, and received the 
official sancuon of the President of the United 
States, whatever opposition I might have felt to 
them, I felt bound by a sense of duty to the coun- 
try to yield my opposition, and acquiesce, for the 
sake of peace, and quiet, and harmony in the 
country, and the preservation of this Union. But 
if Senators and Representatives who had objec- 
tions, and yielded them upon considerations of 
this sort, feel bound now to sustain the. measures 
for the great object for which they were passed, 
and to sustain what has been said to be the ac- 
complishment of that great object, I ask, if the 


them all, who sustained them here, and proclaimed 
them as a ‘‘ peace-offering,’’and as having accom - 
plished the object, if they are not bound now to 
carry out the pledge solemnly made, and since so 
often solemnly reiterated, and by their votes, and 
by their decided action here, keep agitation out of 
the Senate of the United States, and leave the 
matter at peace so far as we can, and attend to 
our practical duties? For these considerations, I 
shall vote against considering the resolution. 

Mr. HUNTER: It seems to be likely that we 
shall consume all our time in this preliminary de- 
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Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to move to postpone 
the resolution until next Saturday. 

The PRESIDENT. The resolution is not un- 
der consideration. The simple question is on 
postponing the orders with a view of taking it up, 
and on that question the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER, The Senate will recollect that 
the bill making appropriations for the Indian De- 
partment has been, I may say, before the Senate 
for three days. It was reported one day, it was 
yesterday taken up, and the Senate adjourned 
while it was pending. ` 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to ask the Chair 
whether it is not competent to move to postpone 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts until 
next Saturday? 

Mr. HUNTER. This is a question in relation 
to the order of business, and cannot be postponed, 
but must be decided. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on post- 
poning the orders with the view of taking up the 
resolution of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
That question cannot be postponed; it must be 
taken. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Clarke, Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Foot, Hamlin, Seward, Shields, Sumner, Upham, and 
Wade-—-10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Brodhead, Brooke, Cass, 
Charlton, Clemens, De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Felch, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Hunter, King, Mallory, 
Mangum, Mason, Meriwether, Miller, Morton, Norris, 
Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, 
Toucey, and Weller—32. 

So the motion to take up the resolution was not 
agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT. The hour has arrived for 
the consideration of the special orders. ‘Che first 
special order is the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives ‘* making appropriations for the current 
‘and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 
“ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
‘the various Indian tribes for the year ending 
‘June 30, 1853.” f 

Mr. SEWARD. Ido not think that bill was 
male the special order for to-day. 

The PRESIDENT. It is the unfinished busi- 
ness of yesterday, and is therefore the first special 
order. 


Mr. SEWARD. I wish to state, for the in- 


formation of the Senate, and especially for the in- | 


formation of the honorable Senator from Califor- 
nia, [Mr. Gwin,] that I came here this morning, 
intending to propose to take up the bill providing 
for a reconnoissance of Behring’s Straits. I give 
notice now, that I shall ask the Senate to take up 
that bill after we shall have got through with the 
bill now under consideration, or during the morn- 
ing hour to-morrow. 

Mr. CASS. I merely wish to observe that I 
have had a conversation with the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance, and he has agreed to in- 
terpose no objection to the consideration of the 
bill for the construction of a canal around the 
Falls of St. Mary’s, when the bill now under con- 
sideration shall be disposed of. Myself and my 
colleague are very anxious to, terminate that bill. 
1 therefore wish to give notice that when it is 
next taken up, I shall urge the Senate to dispose 
of it; and I shall ask to have it taken up as soon 
as this bill is through with. I will repeat what I 
said yesterday, that if we cannot satisfactorily 
show to the Senate that a work of defense upon 
aremote frontier, and upon the land of the United 
States, has no more connection with the doctrine 
of internal improvements than it has with the 
judiciary, or any other power assumed and granted 
to the Government of the United States, we will 
abandon the whole measure. 

The PRESIDENT. The Indian appropriation 
billis under consideration. It has been reported 
from the Committee on Finance with several 
amendments, the first of which is to strike out the 
following clause: 
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“For liquidated balance found due the Creck Indians, i 


for losses sustained during the last war with Great Britain 
by that portion of the tribe that was friendiy to and co- 
operated with the United States, in accordance with the 

romise of the Government, $110,417 90, to be paid by the 


nited States agent forthe Creek Indians, to those individ- © 


uals now living, and the legal representatives of those de 
ceased, who are entitled to receive the same.” 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, this claim is, 
I believe, an old acquaintance of the Senate. ìt 
originated in the transactions of the war of 1814 
with the Creeks, which was determined by a 


treaty made by General Jackson with the tribe in | 
that year. When that treaty was made by Gen- | 


eral Jackson, under the instructions of the War 


Department, he obtained a cession from the Creeks |: 


for the purpose of reimbursing the Government 
for the expenses of the war; and for military and 
other purposes, he obtained a cession of a large 
portion ofland. I believe it amounted to 22,000- 
Of these lands, about 8,000,000 of 
acres belonged to the friendly Creeks. Thisamount 
was reserved by General Jackson, as he said, for 


military purposes, and purposes which were then ' 
beneficial, not only to the United States, but to iq 


the Creeks themselves, because by interposing 


| white settlements there they intercepted the Creek 


Indians from access to Florida, which was then a 
foreign possession. 


possession of this portion of the Creek lands. 
When that cession 


treaty. They agreed to sign it, however, provided 


that General Jackson would send on to the Gov- | 
ernment, along with their signatures, their state- 


ment in relation to their claim, It is a statement 
which was sent along with the treaty. It was 


not a portion of the treaty—it was not incorpora- ° 


ted into the treaty; but it was sent by General 


Jackson as their statement along with the treaty 
when it was communicated to the Government. | 


Their statement was: 


** We call ourselves, as we are, masters of the land. 
We have adhered faithfully in peace and war to our treaty 
stipulations with the United States. 


equivalent, leaves to the conquered Indians lands between 


Coosa and Tallapoosa, we do not deem the exchange as ! 
it shall not, however, interfere with run- | 
ning the line, as we rely on the justice of the United States | 
And on these conditions | 
We request that General Pinckney’s letter, of the 23d of : 


an equivalent. 
to cause justice to be done us. 


April, to Colonel Hawkins, and the answer thereto, of the 


25th, be sent on with the treaty, which we will sign after | 


delivering this instrument.’ 


The portion of General Pinckney’s letter here į 


referred to contains these declarations: 


“The United States will retain so much of the conquered | 
Government thereof to be a | 
of the war, and as a resti- | 
tution for the injuries sustained by its citizens and the | 


territory as may appear to the 
just indemnity for the expenses 
friendly Creck Indians. You will please, sir, to communi- 
cate these terms to the friendly Indians, and enjoin them, 
in the proscution of the war against such as may continue 
hostile, to abstain carefully from injuring those who may be 
returning with the intention of making their submission 
You may likewise inform them that the United States wil 
not forget their fidelity, but in the arrangement which may 


be made of the lands to be reiained as indemnity, their claim | 


will be respected; and such of their chiefs as have ¢ 
guished themselves by their exertions and valorin the e 


mon cause will also receive a remuneration in the ceded | 


lands, in such manner as the Government imay direct.” 


General Jackson, in making the treaty, obviously | 


had reference to these assurances; for he retained 
in that treaty for each of the Creek chieftains the 
lands of which they were in possession for the 
use of themselves and their heirs, so long as they 
remained upon them. He also retained for the 
friendly Creek Indians a portion of the land which 
belonged to the hostile Creeks. It is true that 
when they asked him where the hostiles were to 
go, he said there was enough for both; and in this 


he said what was perfectly true; for he retained : 


upwards of five millions of acres for a tribe num- 


bering from twenty thousand to twenty-five thoy 
re 


sand persons, being something like two hund 
and fifty acres per man. He said it was enough 
for both. I believe it was. But he transmitted, 


NAL 


n It was necessary, therefore, ; 
for military, as well as other purposes, to obtain | 


Á n was made, the friendly | 
Creeks were not satisfied with the terms of the | 


Finding that General | 
Jackson, in drawing the lines around our country, to retain į 
so much of that conquered from the hostile Indians as he į 
deemed just, found it necessary, for political motives and ; 
purposes, to run a line within which there is a great quan- | 
tity of lands actually our property, for which he, as an | 
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as they desired, with the treaty, their communica- 
Colonel Haw- 


| 

n 

| tion in reference to their lands. 

Ea : 

kins, the Indian agent, and avery valuable agent, 
| one in whom the Government seemed to have 
i 
| 
i 
l 
| 


great confidence, and justly to have reposed it, 
| was written toon the subject. . In relation to these 
‘claims of the friendly Creeks, Colonel Hawkins 
says: j 
“* As to the extentof the claims, I have no. data to calcu- 
late from. Part of the vouchers were taken on ‘by Mr. 
Cassedy, the General’s secretary, and the remainder given 
| in since to the assistit agent, at Coweta, which I have 


i 
i 


i ordered on here; whatever they may be, I wilt forward 
i them, as soonasreceived. I believe, at the time of drawing 
| the lines for the treaty, $60,000 would have been received 
as an equivalent. J'he Indians ofFookaubatche were the 
‘| anost faithful, and the greatest sufferers; their town was 
; besieged for eight days, and when they had to retreat it was 
destroyed with all their property but what they could carry 
i off when they retreated to Coweta. Some of Coosande, 
| Tuskegee, Coweta, and Tallahassee; had their houses 
| burnt, their stock and provisions destroyed—some few toa 
f considerable amount, bat mostly. to a trivial one. The 
. losses sustained were by no means general, as many of the 
friendly towns did not lose anything but what was taken 
by disorderly individuals of Floyd’s army.” : 


| 

| 

i Various questions were put to Colonel Haw- 
|| kins hy the War Department. . The third question 
|| was: ; 
| 

| 

| 

| 

| 


“ Question 3. Whether indemnity ought to be made to 

them by restoring a part of the ceded land, or by an addi- 
: tional annuity, or by giving them a certain fixed sum in 

money or goods??? 
In reply to this he said: 

“I believe the correct way would be to liquidate the 
claims of individuals, some of which, } am told, are too 
high; reduce them to a just value, and pay them, [f it 
were a national claim, a ecssion of land might be desirable 5 
but to individuals it is otherwise.” 

The meaning of that was obviously this: that Col- 
onel Llawkins thought, not that we were bound to 
pay them for their lands—not that we were bound 
to pay them for property destroyed by the hostile 
Creeks, for we werenotbound to indemnify our own 
citizens for the property destroyed during the war 
by the hostile Creeks, unless it was done because 
that property was in possession of the troops, or 
the possession of the United States for military 
stores. We were not bound to indemnify them 
according to any view of things, whether they bi 
Jooked upon as citizens of our own country, or 
a separate and independent people; but in order to 
satisfy them, as these friendly ndians seemed, to 
think’ they had been hardly dealt by, Colonel 
Hawkins said the best way would be to liquidate 
these claims, and make the Indians an allowance 
of money. He said, that, at the time the treaty 
was made, he believed $60,000 would have satis- 
fied them. Afterwards he made an examinauon, 
and on making that examination, he found that 
$78,000 ought to be paid them, and said their just 
claims could not exceed $100,000. 

With this information, in 1817 the subject was 
brought up before Congress, and the Committee 
of Ways and Means, at the head of which was 
Mr. Lowndes, of South Carolina, reported upon 
it, and reported that under all these circumstances, 
after reciting this calculation of the Indians in re- 
lation to their lands, we should pay them $85,000, 
a sum which was between that found by Colonel 
Hawkins to be due, and the greatest amount which 
he thought could possibly be due to the Indians. 
i In order to show that this was designed to be 
paid, not upon the supposition that we were bound 
to remunerate themactually for all the losses they 
suffered—not upon the supposition that we were 
bound to pay them for the eight millions of acres 
of land—but in order to do what was reasonable, 
to give satisfaction, it was proposed to make an 
appropriation of this sum of $85,000, in gross, to 
| be distributed rateably amongst all the claimants, 
i thinking that would satisfy the friendly Creek In- 
: dians in relation to their treatment by the United 
‘States. in order to show that that was his view, 
I will read what Mr. Lowndes says: 

“c At the time of the treaty, the friendly Creeks would 
have heen satisfied, in the opinion of Colonel Hawkins, 
to have received as an indemnity for their losses, the sum 
of 860,000. Asitis to be considered in some measure a 


! claim under a treaty, as they seem to have expected that 


i some fixed sum would be distributed among them aa an 
| equivalent for their losses, and as to do so will be to make 


il it the interest of each sufferer that the losses of another shall 


j 
i 
i 
| 
i 

Ki 
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not be exaggerated beyond their real amount, the committee 
believe that it will be best to appropriate a definite sum, to 
be applied; under the direction of the Secretary of War, 
to indemuity the friendly Creek Iudiaas for property de- 
stroyed by the hostile Creeks, in fair. proportion to their 
losses.” 

. < A law was passed, in. pursuance of this récom- 
mendation of Mr. Lowndes, and the sum recom- 
mended, $85,000, was appropriated in gross. It 
was supposed. to be as much as the Indians could 
rensonably expect; not upon the idea of paying 
them every cent which they might have lost from 
the injuries of the hostile Creeks during the war, 


‘but merely to satisfy them,—to persuade them 


that they had been dealt with generously. It 
seems, however, that they were not satisfied, and 


they presented their claim again. , ‘The matter was | 
again adjudicated by the Committee of Ways and 


Means in 1824, at the head of which committee 
at that time was Mr. Louis McLane. 
port takes the ground that the question had been 
settled by Mr. Lowndes, and that they would not 
disturb that settlement. Flere is a portion of that 
report. The committee say: 


“It is the opinion of the committee that the sum of 
$85,000, appropriated by the law of 1817, was intended to 
be a full indemnity tor aH the losses of the friendly Fudians, 
and was equal to any reasonable expectation. ‘This ap- 
pears to be manifest from the estimate by Colonel Hawkins, 
that the chiefs would have been satisfied at the date of the 
treaty with the sum. of 60,000; and, in the letter of the 
acting Secretary of War to D. B. Mitchell, the Indian 
agent, directing the application of the money, he is in- 
formed that, as the Jaw is general in its terms, and predi 
cated on Colonel Hawkins’s estimate, it will be proper to | 
pay the claimauts mentioned in the estimate only a portion 
of their claim at present, as it is probable that there may 
be other claimants entitled to the benefits of the law, who 
are not mentioned in the list of claims furnished by Colonet 
Hawkins; therefore a final distribution of the money should 
not take place until the whole amount of the claims is 
certained.’? 


This shows that it was the opinion of the Secre- 


tary of War that this was the allowance of a sum | 


in gross ‘to be distributed among the Indians rate- 


with them. Tt was obviously the opinion of the 
Secretary of War that after ascertaining the whole 
amount of the claims, this sum of $85,000 was to 
be distributed among the claimants rateably. The 
committee, therefore, in 1824, decided that they 
would not disturb the settlement made in 1817. 

1 know, sir, that it has been urged by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, seizing upon a single 
clause in the report of 1824, that this committee, 
at the head of which was Mr. McLane—and 
which was one of the ablest committees, if you will 
refer to the members composing it, ever organized 


in the House of Representatives—did not under- | 


stand this subject; and that they were mistaken 
as to the facts, basing the assertion upon a loose 
expression in the report. 
it will see it was consistent and clear in its object, 
as it was concise in its. statements. The idea that 
Mr. McLane did not understand the statement of 
the agent, General Mitchell, which is relied upon 
in order to disparage and set aside this report, is 
refuted by the fact that, appended to the report is 
the letter of General Mitchell, which was pre- 
sented along with it, and submitted by Mr. Me- 
Lane and the committee themselves. It is obvi- 
ous therefore that they had all these papers before 
them, and that they understood the subject. ‘The 
decision was, that they would not disturb thi 
settlement—that it was asettiement made by Con- 


gress—not to pay the whole amount of the losses, ; 
but to pay a certain sum of money in gross, to be : 


distributed among the claimants rateably. 
It is nowhere to he found that Mr. Calhoun, 


then: Secretary of War, ever recommended the | 
Being called upon, he sub- i 


payment of theclaim. 
mitted these papers, and said they were all the 
information which he had upon the subject. Gen- 


eral Jackson, when he submitted the treaty, did ; 
not recommend the payment to the friendly Creeks | 


of anything. He was, subsequently, for eight 
years President of the United States, and had the 
power and the means, and would undoubtedly 
ave recommended something to be paid, if he 
had believed that anything was due; but he failed 
to do so because, doubtless, he did not think it 


proper to disturb the settlement which had been 
made, 


Now, I ask the Senate whether they think it 
right to go back and disturb the settlement and 
adjustment of this claim madein 1817—something 
like thirty-five years ago—especially when they 
cometoremember thatit was subsequently brought 


That re- | 


But whoever will read | 


up to another committee in 1824, and they refused 
to disturb the settlement? It is now assumed, at 
| this great distance of time, that we should go back 


| treaty, and see whether the settlement or adjust- 
| ment was not an improper one, and reopen the 
whole question, in order to see that justice may 
be done. 

Why, sir, if we act-upon this principle, I take 
it upon myself to say that there is not a treaty 
which.we have made with the Indians, which f 
have examined, which could not be set aside upon 
i the same grounds. If we go upon the ground 
i that the Indians were the owners of these lands, 
f and that there was not enough paid to them for 
| that ownership, I can take all the treaties and show 
| upon their face that the Indians have not received 
| a full compensation for what they have ceded. 
|| Why, I am told that the Osages have ceded to the 


! United States upwards of 140,000,000 acres of 
Í land, and have received only about $400,000 in 
‘| exchange for it. If we should reopen this treaty 
| in order to readjust this agreement, I do not see 
: how we could refuse to go back and examine the 
| Osage treaty, and see if they had any legitimate 
, claim upon us; for if these Creeks have any legiti- 
| mate claim at all, it is in relation to their lands— 
! the 8,000,000 acres taken from them. If we were 
' to readjust this, and pay the $110,000 demanded, 
| in addition to the $85,000 previously paid for their 
| losses, you would make this act the foundation of 
| another claim. They would come before us ina 
i short time and ask us to give them something in 
| return for the 8,600,000 acres of land which were 
| ceded to the Government unger the treaty of 1814. 
| But, sir, what will become of the Treasury? 
| W hat will become of the time of Congress, if we 
i 
1 


| and undertake now, upon such imperfect evidence 


up our minds that we shall have business enough, 


ij all the time which Congress has to bestow upon 
the business of the country; for I know of no 
treaty, if the question ere ey, of considera- 
tion ig to be made a ground for disturbing it, which 
may not be reopened and disturbed. 

l go a little further. 1 say that if the Senate 
determine to reopen and readjust this account, and 
to go back into these ancient transactions, I am 
not satisfied that these Indians would be entitled 
to receive more than they have received. They 
certainly were not entitled to payment from us for 
| losses inflicted upon them by members of their 
| own tribe—by the hostile Creeks, and were to be 
paid nothing but a mere gratuity to satisfy them. 
Nor were we bound to remunerate them for the 
i 8,000,000 acres of land taken from them; for, 

as General Jackson well said, those lands were 
| taken, not only for our benefit, but for theirs; be- 
‘cause it was greatly to their interest that peace 
| sh6uld be preserved; and as long as the Creek 


| possible, or at least very difficult, to preserve 
peace, 

I do not, for one, admit that the Indians have 
| any other than a possessory right in these lands, 
I do not believe that it is a proper principle in 
treating with them to consider them as the owners 
of the lands, and go upon the idea of compensating 
hem for thelands. Wehaveneverdoneso. We 
have never paid them a sum which would beany- 


No, sir. Our obligation is this: that where it is ne- 
a manner as shall be compatible with their future 
happiness and future improvement; and we make | 
them such allowances as will put them in no worse | 


the case—and the necessity of the case under | 
‘ which they suffer, is being thrown into competi- ; 


‘tien with the white man, a competition before 


ad ` 

‘| I believe that the course of the Government, so 

il far from having been inhuman and unkind to | 
these people, as has been said, for the last thirty 


| 

| 

| 

i š 

| or forty vears at least, has been eminently hu- 
j i 
j 

| 

| 

i 

| 

i 


mane, and has palliated, so far as they were con- | 
werned, a necessary evil. It has postponed their 
fate; it has delayed their destiny. The United | 
States have done all that they could do in order to | 
afford these people every facility for improvement 


i 
t 


‘and examine the circumstances attending this | 


į thus go back and reopen these ancient transactions, | 
as we may collect, to readjust these matters? 1 | 
e distri te- || say, if we act upon this principle, we may make | 
ably, so as to satisfy them of our mode of dealing | 
in relation to these Indian claims, to employ nearly | 


{ 
| 
| nation had free access to Florida, tt would be im- | 
i 
i 
| 
i 


thing like a compensation for the lands themselves, | 
if they were considered as belonging to the Indians. | 


| 
i 
ie 
| 
which they must ultimately perish. | 
| 
| 
i 
t 
i 


i 
i 
i 


H 


{ 


cessary to remove these Indians, we do it in such | 


a situation than arises from the very necessity of || 


and civilization. I believe, therefore, that we were 
not bound, in equity or law, to treat with these 
Indians upon the principle that they were the own- 
ers of these 8,000,000 acres of land, and that 
we should pay them for them. We left them, as 
General Jackson said, enovgh for both portions of 
the tribe. Wegavethem, acsording to this treaty, 
one year’s subsistence. We gave, as we prom- 
ised, to the chiefs of the friendly Indians, the pos- 
session of what they held, during their lives, and 
as long as their posierity would keep them, And 
finally we removed them west of the Mississippi, 
where this tribe, numbering now about twenty 
thousand people, have 9,000,000 acres of land— 
very fine lands—more, I am told by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, than they can possibly 
use. | 

Now, I ask, upon a survey of the whole of our 
transactions with these Indians—of all the circum- 
stances connected with this matter, if we have not 
done as much for them as they could reasonably 
expect. Idoubt whether we should have benefited 
them if we had given them a larger allowance 
in money. I believe that if we Took into this 
matter we shall find that we have injured them by 
mistaken efforts of philanthropy; and that, often, 
when we have made these pecuniary allowances 
out of mistaken feelings of generosity, it was af- 
fording them the means of self-destruction, and 
the degradation of their tribe. In saying so, I do 
not speak without the book. Why, in the very 
last report of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
we have a report from the Kanzas agent, Thomas 
Mosely, in which he says: 

t I believe, and feel well assured, that large annuities of 
money afford a certain data by whieh the final extinction 
of the red men can, with arithmetical precision, be made. 
In this little tribe, now numbering fess than six hundred, in 
the space of ten weeks there has been one murder, and 
several badly stabbed and injured, and some ten or twelve 
have died from the effects of drunkenness, and, in the 
mean time, abont thirteen have died of cholera. The most 
of these were intemperate.” 

In another portion of his report he says: 

«I am clearly of the opinion, that to pay the annuities 
once a year is the better policy; and if it could be legally 
made only once in two years, it would then throw the dis- 
solute and drinkers upon their own resources, and per- 
ebance they might see the necessily of betaking themselves 
to some useful employment. T view annuities, in money 
paid to Indians, as a great misfortune, if not a curse, to a 
majority, as they are seldoin benefited by it to the extent 
ofitsamount. If some plan could be adopted by which the 
annuities eould be expended upon improvements, farms, or 
houses for the Indians, it wouid result to them and their 
families more beneficial and valuabte. 

«F find the Shawnee people more industrious in the gen- 
eral, and better farmers, than the neighboring tribes, hy 
is this difference? [tmustbe beeause they draw buta very 
small annuity, not sufficient even to attract traders, and 
they are thrown upon their own resources, and itis with 
them work or do worse.”? 

{ am therefore of opinion, that this claim has 
been adjusted as long ago as 1817, and that is 
would be impolitic now to attempt to disturb that 
settlement; and E must say, that if I were called 
upon to readjustit, in looking tothe transactions as 
they have come down to us through that distance 
of time, I believe that the Government has done as 
much for these Indians as it was wise to do upon 
any view of the case. Nor do I believe that it 
would have been better for the Indians themselves 
if the Government, at that day, had given them, 
instead of $85,000, $185,000 in money. Tt was 
for these reasons that 1 for one voted in the Com- 
mittee on Finance to strike out this item, and to 
recommend to the Senate to strike it out. 

Mr. CHARLTON. Mr. President, [ do not 
propose to makea speech in reference to this claim, 
but only to offer a few remarks in regard to it, as 
it has fallen in my way to be conversant with its 
nature. I differ now, as I would always differ 
from the honorable Senator from Virginia, with 
great diffidence, because Í know the ability, the 
learning, and the research which he brings to the 
investigation of every question to whieh he turns 
his attention. But, sir, the human mind is Hable 
to fall into error,and [think my friend from Vir- 
ginia has made that lapse in the present instance. 

The question before the Senate is, Have we 
made any promises to these Indians? and jf. we 
have made promises, have we performed them? 
The abstract question, whether we ought to pay 
them annuities at a greater or less distance of time, 
is a very different question. The questions now 
under consideration are, as J state them: Have 
we ever made any promises tothese Indians? and 
have we fulfilled those promises? Senators must 
remember the condition of affuirs at the time when 
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these promises were made. We were then en- 

aged in a war with Great Britain—I speak now 
of 1813 and 13814—and a great part of the Creek 
Indians were induced by the evil purposes perhaps 
of the British Government, certainly by other In- 
dian tribes, particularly the Prophet—the brother 
of Tecumseh, I believe, being the main agent—to 
rebel against the treaties which they had made 
with the United States, and put themselves in a 
state of armed hostility. It was very important 
to the Government that a portion of these Indians, 
as many as could be, should be kept from active 
hostility against the United States, for we had 
enough upon our hands in the war with Great 
Britain and with the rest of the tribe. Those In- 
dians who remained true to the Government, and 
true to the treaties which they had made with the 
Government, rendered essential service. They 
arrayed themselves against their own clan—against 
some of their own tribe; they gave their blood, 
and they gave their property, as the results of 
their aid in our behalf. I do not know whether 
my friend from Virginia is a military man or not, 
but he must rememoer that the very highest mili- 
tary authority of this land at present, an authority 
which, although he will not recognize it, a great 
many else will, has said that it is a very danger- 
ous position for a man to place himself under a fire 


both in his front and in his rear at the same time. | 


That is the position which the friendly Creeks 
occupied. They had divers fires to contend with 
in front and rear, but they remained true and 
faithful. 

The first remark of the Senator from Virginia, 
to which i wish to reply.is, that we were not bound 


to indemnify the friendly Creeks for their own | 


land, which they lost by remaining faithful to the 
treaty which they had formed with the Govern- 
ment. Lsay that we were bound to indemnify them 
for this land, because the Government promised 
to indemnify them; and the report which E have 
before me, from the Department of the Interior, 
shows that that was the policy of the Government, 
and that that was what we promised. Jt will be 
remembered that General Pinckney was clothed 
with almost absolute authority by the Secretary 
of War, in relation to this matter. In the report 
from the Department of the Interior, I find the fol- 
lowing: 

“General Pinckney employed Colonel Hawkins, the 
Government agent for the Creeks, to make known to them 
theterms upon which peace would be granted, among which 
was, thatthe United States will retain so much of the 
“conquered territory as may appear to the Government 
“thervof to be a just indemnity forthe expenses of the war, 
tand as a restitution for the injuries sustained by its citi- 
“zens, and the friendly Creek Indians.’ He was instructed 
to communicate these terms to the friendly Indiaus, and 
enjoin them, in the prosecution of the war against such as 
may contione hostile, to abstain carefully from injuring 
those who may be returning with the intention of making 
‘their submission. You may likewise inform them that 
“the United States willnot forget their fidelity, but in the 
management which may be made of the land to be re- 
‘tained in indemnity, their claim will be respected, and 
“sueh of their chiefs as have distinguished themselves by 
‘their exertions and valorin the common cause, will also 
‘receive a remuneration in the ceded lands, in such man- 
* ner as the Government may direct.’ ”’ 


Now, the Senate will perceive that we did make, 
during this war, a promise to indemnify the 
Creeks; that in consideration of their friendly con- 
duct, we would indemnify them against all losses 
which they might sustain, That promise covered 


at that time, as was supposed, their individual 
losses incurred from the hostile Creeks during the į 


contest; for they did not certainly, and the Gav- 
ernment did not seem, at that time, to contemplate 
that as a reward to them for remaining friendly to 
the United States, we would take away their 
land. But the Government did take away the 
lands of the friendly Creeks; that was one of the 
fires in front and rear to which they were sub- 
jected. 

Such was the condition of affairs when General 
Jackson came on to make this treaty with them. 
He insisted upon drawing his line with the sword. 
He took jaway not only the lands of the hosti 
Creeks, but also the land of the friendly Creeks; 
and when they asked him where they should go, 
he pointed them to what my friend from Virginia 
terms an *“ equivalent,” which was a small por- 

. tion of their own territory. It strikes me that this 
was a curious kind of equivalent. Suppose we 
had avery broad domain; suppose it possible 
that a foreign Government should conquer and 
take away all our lands, and give us a small por- 


ba 


| Mr, CHARLTON. 


| tion, such as Rhode Island and Delaware, and tell 
us that was an equivalent for the losses we had 
sustained, and then put hostile people along with | 
us. That was the condition of things in this 
ease. The United States narrowed these Creeks 
to a small portion of their own territory, for they | 
were masters of the whole Creek territory at that 
time, in a certain sense. A very small part of it 
in comparison with their great quantity of Tand, 
was reserved for them, and then the hostile Creeks 
were put in among them—the Indians. whose 
blood was roused by the contest they had between 
each other. That was the equivalent which they 
got. 


4 


But it is said, that even if we were bound to 
pay them, this payment has been made. The | 
various reports made ou the subject in the House 
of Representatives have been alluded to, and I 
shall speak of them very briefly. First, it is said 
that Colonel Hawkins, the intelligent agent of 
these Indians, reported that $60,0U0 would have 
been received by them as an equivalent for these 
losses. I say, respectfully, that isnot so. Colonel 
Hawkins reported that they would have received 
as an equivalent for their lands $60,000. Now, 
we all know that a party who is under the power 
of another may be willing to receive as an equiva- į 
lent in one sense what is really not an equivalent |! 
in another. They were under the power of the 
Government. They were under the power of the |i 
military chieftain who had them in charge. But 
Colonel Hawkins, in that connection, was not |i 
speaking of these individual losses at all. Me 
was alluding to the land, and he says so ex- 
pressly. The report which I have before me | 
trom the Department of the Interior, speaking of 
Colonel Hawkins’s report, says: 

“Tn regard to the claim on account of the lands of the 
friendly fudians inctuded in the cession exacted by the 
treaty, be expressed the opinion that at the time of drawing 
the lines for the treaty, $0,009 would have been received 
as an equivalent.” 

There is no claim here forthe losses. ‘Phis re- 
ferred altogether to the land. He spoke exclu- 
sively of the land which the friendly Creeks had 
lost; and in making allusion to the $60,000, he 
did not refer at all to the individual losses which 
they had sustained. The Senator from Virginia 
tells you, and the reports will show, that one 
town—the town of ‘Tookaubatche—was com- 
pletely destroyed, the cattle of the inhabitants 
were driven away, and their houses were burnt. 
down. The whole individual property of the || 
chiefs and other warriors was taken away from 
them by the hostile Creeks. It is these individual 
losses for which they now claim compensation, |j 
and not for their land which has been taken from 
them. 

Colonel Hawkins, in that very letter, draws a 
distinction between the land for which they were | 
willing to receive $60,000, and the individual losses | 
which they sustained. The losses were sustained ; 
by warriors who remained faithful to the United 
States during that conflict. Colonel Hawkins re- 
ported, in August, 1818, that he had no data on 
which to calculate as to the extent of the claims 
of individual losses, part of the vouchers having 
been taken away by General Jackson’s secretary, { 
and the remainder given to the assistant agent at | 
Coweta. Then he goes on to say: 

“In regard to the claim ou account of the lands of the 
friendly {ndians, included in the cession exacted by the 
treaty, be expressed the opinion that at the time of drawing 
the lines for the treaty, $69,000 would have been received 
as an equivatent.?? | 

There is a very clear distinction drawn here be- |! 
| tween the individual losses of the Indians, and | 
ithe lands taken from them. Colonel Hawkins 
i says that they were willing to receive $60,000 as 
an equivalent for their lands, but that he had no 
data from which he could make a calculation as 
to the extent of their individual losses. 

Mr. BUTLER. Does the $60,000 cover theii 


individual losses ? 


j 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| | 
{ 
i 
l 


There is very clearly aj: 


distinction drawn. He says: 
< In regard to the claim on account of the lands of the 
friendly Todians, included in the cession exacted by the 


| treaty, he expressed the opinion that‘ at the time of draw- 
| ing the Hnes for the treaty, $61,000 would have been re- 


| ceived as an equivalent.’ 7” 
| He stated that he had no data upon which to! 
i calculate, as to the extent of the claim for individ- 
| ual losses, and after stating that, he goes on to say 
i that the Indians would have been willing to receive 1! 
| $60,000 as an equivalent for their lands. 


| cis probable that there may be other claimants 


| structions? 


them, I do not know which. 


Mr. BUTLER. Does he use the word losses, 
or lands? : 


Mr. CHARLTON. I will read to the Senator 


i exactly what the report from. the Department of 


the Interior says: 


t Catone! Hawkins reported, August 18th, that he had no 
data upon which to calculate, as to the extent of the claims 
for the individual iosses 3 part of tie vouchers having been 
taken by General Jackson’s secretary, and the remainder 


i had been given to the assistant agent at Coweta. 


‘in regard to the claim on account of the lands of. the 
friendiy Indians, inciuded in the cession exacted by. the 
treaty, he expressed the opinion that ¢ at the time of draw- 
ing the fines for the treaty, $60,040 would have been re- 
ceived as an equivalent? °? aa 

Colonel Hawkins, on the ist of April, 1816, made 
an additional report as to theamountof the claims; 
and he stated (hat, from the peculiar condition 
of affairs, it was imperfect, and could not be other- 


; wise till all the hunters came in; but be found in 


that report that the aggregate of the claims pre- 
sented up to that time, was $108,415 12}. The 
amount favorably reported upon was $78,360 75. 

It is manifest that he did not consider the 
$60,000 as an equivalent for both, for he makes 
a favorable. report on claims to the amount of 
$78,360. He estimated that the whole amount of 
just claims would not exceed $100,000. ‘The Sen- 
ate will perceive that this was a mere estimate. 
He stated that the Indians were on their hunting 
grounds, and hecould not form a correct estimate, 
bat that he had already obtained an estimate which 
he considered as just, for over $78,000; and added 
that he supposed the just claims would amount to 
$100,000. In that estimate was not included the 
losses on account of the destraction at Tookau- 
batche. That town was totally devastated; and 
the individual property of the warriors was‘alto- 
gether destroyed. 

In 1817, Mr. Lowndes made his report. I 
think by looking at it, it will be manifest that the 
committee did not consider that the $85,000 which 
they proposed to appropriate, was an equivalent 
for all the losses, and would. pay for all the 
individual losses which the Indians had sus- 
tained. That will be made evident by turning to 
page five of the report which we have received 
from the Department of the Interior, The Secre- 
tary of War, upon the $85,000 appropriation, in- 
structed Colonel Hawkins to pay the Indians 
«only a portion of their claims at present, as it 


‘entitled to the benefits of the law who are na 
‘mentioned in the list furnished by Colonel Haw 
‘kins; therefore, a final distribution of the money 


| ‘should not take place until the whole amount of 


t claims are ascertuined.”” 

It will not do for the Senator from Virginia to 
say that the Government did not intend to pay 
these losses in full. Certainly the whole action 
of the Government shows that it intended to pay 
the whole, in full, when fairly ascertained. What! 
this Government huckster witha party of unfor- 
tunate Indians to pay them a pro rata share upon 
their individual losses—losses recognized by the 
Government, the propriety of paying which was 
recognized, and an appropriation made to pay 
them. Is that the true construction of these in- 
Certainly it is not. Our sense of 
justice would revolt from that.. The instructions 
do not contemplate that. They were to Colonel 
Hawking to pay the Indians “ only a portion of 
‘their claims at present, as it is probable there 
‘may be other claimants entitled to the benefits of 


i*the law who are not mentioned in the list of 


‘claims furnished by Colonel Hawkins; therefore 


| ‘a final distribution of the money should not take 
; < place until the whole amount of claims are ascer- 
t teined. ”? 


I ask the Senate, was it intended, when the 


| whole amount of claims was ascertained, to pay 
| a pro rata portion? Would not that be an act of 


bad faith? The Government called to its service 
these unfortunate men, who really stand in the 
attitude of cestui que trusts. They remained faith- 


i fal to the Government from circumstances which 


made it very honorable to them, or very politic to 
I ask, then, if such 
is the construction to be put upon this clause—that 


| after their just claims had been ascertained accord- 


ing to the intention of the Secretary, he was to say 


| to them, acting for the Government, ‘* Gentlem en, 
i we will give you a pro rafa allowance, to be dis- 


. a R ee asr 
tributed amongst you, for these individual losses? 
I beg my friend from Virginia to say serlous.y 


whether he thinks this was the meaning of the 
Secretary of War in his dealings with this un- 
fortunate race—for they are unfortunate. 


Whether they have merely a possessory right.in 
the land, or whether it belonged to them, is not 
the question for our consideration. We certainly 
took the land from them. We took it from them 
in consequence of their fidelity to us against the 
hostile Greeks. It. is-at this day much more val- 
uable. to the Government, and has brought, and 
will bring, more money than would pay for the 
expenses of that war with the Indians. J do not 
think the instructions of the Secretary of War 
contemplated that there was to be merely a pro 
rata allowance to be paid to these men. The 
whole language shows that such was not his in- 
tention. The object was to retain a part of the 
claims until. the whole amount Should be ascer- 
tained, and then the Government was to pay them 
that full amount when it should have been ascer- 
tained. 

Now we come to the report of 1824, upon which 
so much: stress has been laid by the Senator from 
Virginia. It is said that in that case one of the 
most able men in this country made a report ad- 
verse to this claim. Mr. President, the ablest 
man in this country is liable to error, and it so 
happens that sometimes the ablest men in this 
country are more liable to error than anybody 


else, because they are very apt, in the press of | 


public business, and the demands made on their 
time and talent, to overlook small matters. That 
the chairman of that committee fell into error is 
certainly no imputation on his talents. Far be it 
from mè to make anv imputation against the talents 
or business habits of Mr. McLane; but I say itis 
apparent upon the face of his report—and I think 
if the Senator from Virginia will read the whole 
report to the Senate, the Senate will agree with 
me—that he did make an egregious error. He 
states that the original claim amounted only to 
$110,417 90. Now, so far from that being true, 
that was the balance which remained after the ap- 
plication of the appropriation which had been 
made by Congress. Did he not fall into error 
there? He stated, as the wholeamount originally 
claimed, what remained after the appropriation 
which had been made by Congress had been paid 
to them. I say that is the fair construction of it. 
+And you will find that Governor Mitchell, who 
“was appointed agent subsequent to Colonel Haw- 


kins, reported this amountas the balance due to | 


these Indians. ‘This is what led Mr. McLane 
into’ his hasty error; and I will say here, that 
hasty errors, and hasty letters, ought to be care- 
fully avoided, particularly in matters of arithme- 


tic, for, unfortunately, figures never lie, though } 


men sometimes do. 

By- looking at this report of Governor Mitchell, 
the then ‘Creek agent, it will be seen that the 
amount of claims which he adjudicated was 
$184,028 50. The amount of payments was 
$73,610 60, leaving a balance due of $110,417 90. 


et Mr. McLane put this down as the whole | 


amount of the liquidated claims. The original 
amount liquidated was $184,000, and the amount 


ance of over $110,000. 
tial difference? 
falsus ia omnibus, applicable here ? 
an error of such a glaring character in regard to a 
matter of this discription, is it not fair to infer that 
there are errors in other parts of the report? I 
make the question fairly. 


that this was the whole balance of the original 
claim. Lonly ask, in justice to these Indians, 
that that portion of the report be read. If itis 
read, I think the Senate will agree with me that 
Mr. McLane did fall into an error when he stated 
that that was the original amount, whereas it was 
only the balance. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator desire me 
to read it now? 

Mr. CHARLTON. Certainly; [ shall bevery 
happy to hear it. É 

Mr. HUNTER. Here is the paragraph to 
which the gentleman refers: - 
A « These claims for horses were liquidated by the chiefs, 
in council, at Fort Hawkins, in July, 1817, and amounted 
to the sum of $110,417 90. OF this sum, 381,085 60 was 
paid to the individuals in proportion to their respective 
claims.” 


I admitted that this, strietly interpreted, was a 


vah The Senator from Vir- | 
ginia says the fair construction of this report is, | 


In i 
this case we have certainly got the lion’s share. i 


: my mind what he meant. 
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; but it is very plain to 

One hundred and ten 
thousand dollars was the balance left of the claims 
of the Creeks after the $81,000 had been paid. 
When he said, “Of this sum $81,085 60 was 


mistaken view of the case 


i paid,” he meant to say that that was paid on the 
: whole original sum of over 


S 


: that he must have meant that he knew al! about 
‘the matter, | would refer to the fact that he an- 
nexes to the report a letter of General David B. 


Mitchell, which shows that the $110,000 was the 
balance. It is from this report of Mr. McLane 
that I obtained a copy of the letter of Mr. Mitch- 
ell, which is there stated in fall. 

Mr. CHARLTON. I believe Talleyrand said 
once that the use of language was to concea 
thoughts; and I think that we may advance a 
little, and say, that the object of this report, in 


_ making figures and statement, (if the commentary 
: of the Senator of Virginia be correct,) was to con- 
|! ceal what the writer really meant by it; for 1 say 


that it is self-evident, (if the explanation or com- 
mentary of the Senator from Virginia is correct, ) 


' that the gentleman who made this report has said 


| « liquidated by the chiefs.’ 


directly the opposite of what he meant. It seems 


very curious that the author of it should write to | 
a dollar and cent the very amount of the balance, |. 


and state it as the amount of the original claim 
> Certainly, “liquida- 
ted by the chiefs.” By whom else was it to be 
liquidated ? 


dated by them in common with the agent. “Phere 


‘ can be no mistake about that. 
{ask the Senator from Virginia now, as Í know | 
‘he is a candid and fair man, to listen to this sen- |i 
‘tence from the report, which is very short, and į 


tell me whether it is possible that it can bear the 
meaning which he gives to it? 


<<'Phese claims for losses were liquidated by the chiefs, | 


| in couneil, at Fort Hawkins, in July, 1817, and amounted 


tothe sum of $110,417 90. Of this sum, $81,985 60 was 
paid to the individuals, in proportion to their respective 


claims; and the balance ($3,914 40) was piaced in the j 


hands of the two principal chiefs, by general consent, to 
be applied to some cases of peculiar hardship otherwise 


| unprovided for.” 


‘amount of the sum named. 


The report of Mr. McLane is wrong from be- | 
| ginning to end. 
ic 


The amount liquidated by the 
hiefs at Fort Hawkins, in 1817, was only $134,- 


| 50450. Afterwards, the amount liquidated at the 
i agency, in 1818, was $49,524—making in all the 


sum of $184,028 50. So he was wrong there. He 
was wrong in stating that these claims for losses 
were adjudicated by the chiefs in 1817, to the 
But, in 1818, as I 
have already said, another amount of $49,524 was 


added; and, acting upon the instructions of the | 


Secretary of War, payments were made upon 
these umounts of two fifths to each individual for 
those losses, ascertained, allowed, and acceded 


| to—making the balance due, after the appropria- 


l! tion of $85,000 had been applied to that object‘ 


| the precise balance of $110,417 90, which the re- 
: port assumes to be the amount of the original 
! liquidation. 


Now, was not an error made there? Does not 


! the Senator perceive, do not all perceive, that Mr. 
t : : McLane was evidently in error? Inthe confusion 
of payments was nearly $74,000, leaving a bal- | 
: Is not that a very essen- | report of General Mitchell, looking at the items, 
Ts not the rule, felsus in uno | 


lf we discover ; 


of the moment, glancing his eye down upon the 


he took the balance remaining as the sum total of 


the amount of claims liquidated, which a man in |) 
a hurry would be very apt to do. I say, he took | 


‘the amount of balance as the original amount 


i liquidated, whereas it was only the balance due | 


‘after paying two fifths of the claims. 


1 do not feel myself authorized to trespass longer | 


upon the patience of the Senate on this question. 


| E did not intend to make a set speech upon it, and 


donot intend todosonow. [believe that honesty 
isthe best policy: I believe that theremark applies 


i to individuals, and I believe also that it applies to 


‘ Governments. 


: our control. 


I think it applies more especially 
when we have to deal with those who are under 
It is the same feeling which has al- 


| ways characterized us in dealing with the female 


sex; and these friendly Creeks were as much un- 
der our power as the ladies are, and a great deal 
more, let me say in parenthesis, not meaning to 


i infringe upon the dignity of the Senate. 
The question is, then, did we not promise this į 


to the Indians? We did. Weconfirmed itafter- 


: wards. We agreed to pay the amount of the 


: claims when they should beascertained. Ourown 


“agent ascertained these claims, and stated them to ; 


OBE. 


190,000. Asa proof 


It was presented by them and liqui- | 


_ July 28, 


i| be $184,000. Now, this idea that we are to pay for 
l! these claims pro rata, is unworthy of this Govern- 
ment. 

Is it nota horrible idea that the United States 
Government, in dealing with these cestui que trusts, 
‘when the justice of the claims have been. ascer- 
‘tained, is to give the claimants two fifths of their 
‘claims pro rata? These claims were ascertained 
; by our own agent to his entire satisfaction; and he 
i was a man whose honor cannot be impeached. 
: Both these agents were beyond reproach. Here 
| now, when we are asked to pay these claims, the 
cry is set up that they area stale demand. That isal- 
i ways the cry when the weak claim from the strong. 
: These claimants have been knocking at our doors 
“for years; but other claims were in advance of 

them. I ask the Senate to look at this claim be- 
‘fore they reject it. The fact that it has been long 
| standing is no answer against it. It is the very 
‘reason why we should do justice now. The fact 
lis we did promise to indemnify these Indians 
| not only for the lands, but for the losses they sus- 

tained. Let the lands go; we took them from the 
: friendly Creeks as a reward fortheir kind services 
| in opposing their brother Creeks. They fought 
for us. The hostile Creeks took them on one 
flank, and deprived them of their property, drove 


! 
i away their cattle, burnt their houses, killed their 
|} women and children and some of themselves; left 
i their red blood in that ‘“ Red Stick war.” We, 
i on the other flank, from motives of policy, took 
H away the whole of their lands, and after a solemn 
|| promise made during this war that we were going 
i: to fully indemnify them for the losses which they 
| had sustained from the hostile Creeks, penned them 
| up in a small delta, and told them, ‘¢ this is enough 
| for you.” When they asked us where the hos- 
tile Creeks were to go, we said to them: “ Take 
| them amongst you.” Was not that very charit- 
| able and kind to pen them up ina small piece of 
| land, and require them to take the hostile Creeks 
into their midst! This was the ‘ equivalent” 
i which my honorable friend from Virginia says 
they received. These other small pieces of land 
which hesays thechiefs received individually as an 
“equivalent,” they also lost. After the treaty, 
the laws of the whites were extended over them. 
Does my friend from Virginia not know that the 
. Indians cannot live under the laws of the whites? 
: And when the white population came in, the In- 
l: diane had to abandon their pieces of land and clear 
off. i 
| I speak zealously upon this matter. I have no 
i particular interest in it. I do not know one of the 
Creek Indians. But I think justice ought to be 
ii done at all times and under all circumstances. 
: The answer that this is a stale claim, will not do, 
i provided it is shown here that this Government 
promised this unfortunate race to recompensate 
them for their individual losses; and on the show- 
‘ing of our own agent, paid them but two fifths of 
these losses. I therefore appeal to the justice of 
‘the Senate to-retain in this bill, the appropriation 
which the House of Representatives have put into 
it for these claims. Let the bill stand as itis in 
this respect; and let the amendment of the com- 
mittee be rejected. 
| Mr, BORLAND. Mr. President, I do not in- 
|: tend to make a speech to. the Senate on this sub- 
|. ject, for on two or three occasions before, when 
this question was before the Senate, I have pre- 
_ sented my views of the case, and urged, as far as 
' E was able, the propriety and justice of paying 
this claim. The Senator from Georgia, at this 
me, has so fully and clearly set forth the merits 
of the claim; that 1 do not think it needs another 
word by way of argument, in its support. But | 
rise simply to call the attention of the Senator from 
Georgia, and the Senator from Virginia, to one 
i single point, suggested incidentally by the Senator 
from Virginia—that the liquidation of these claims 
| was made not by the agent of the Government, 
but by the chiefs of the Indians themselves. Jn 
_ that, the Senator from Virginia is clearly mistaken. 
The liquidation was made by the agent of the 
| Government in consultation and coöperation with 
- the chiefs. But suppose it had been made entirely 
ii by the chieʻs of the Indians themselves; the fact 
i thatit was afterwards recognized by the agent of 
ii the Government as a proper liquidation, makes it 
equivalent to his own act, just as if he had gone 
f 


| into it originally and made the liquidation wholly 
: himself. 
Another thing: To show that these Indian chiefs 


i 


who were concerned with the agent in this liqu 
dation were not disposed to be exorbitant in their 
demands on the United States, or to yield to all i 


claims which might be set up by the individual. ! 


Indians, { would menti 
the claims, as presented by the individual Indians, 
and their award in many instances, perhaps in al- || 
almost every instance, reduces considerably the |! 
amount of the claim. | 
H 
| 
| 
| 


on that they greatly reduced | 


if 


But, sir, it is not necessary to go back to that 
transaction at all, to see whether they have made 
a fair liquidation or not. It is enough for usto act 
now, to know: the fact, that in the year 1817, bya 
solemm act of Congress we recognized that liquida- 
tion, and madean appropriation to pay it, though | 
it was not enough to pay it, as the Senator from 
Georgia has said; for, under that act, only two 
fifths of the claims were paid; that is, on a claim 

t of $2,000, $800 were paid; and so it was through- 
out. ‘Fhe recognition by the Government of the 
claim, as far back as 1817, and its partial payment 
make itobligatory upon us, in my opinion, beyond |: 
dispute, to pay the balance now. 

It was for this reason that f remarked, in a 
speech which I made on this subject, when the 
deficiency bill was under consideration, that I con- 
sidered this claim as the only item in it which was 
areal deficiency. It was to make up a balance | 
due upon a claim which had been liquidated and | 
recognized by us, and paid in part. My opinion |) 
is that it should have remained in the deficiency 
bill, but the Senate struck it out. W has now | 
pleased the House of Representatives to provide | 
for the claim in this bill; and J do think it is ime— 
Lthink we owe it to the ordinary considerations 
of justice, to say nothing of liberality and gener- 
osity, towards a people whose country we have 
taken, and whose dearest rights, we are bound to 
admit, we have trampled upon—to may them now 
what they ask, not as a favor, but what they de- 
mand as a simple act of justice, which we ac- 
knowledged thirty-five years ago. i 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I do not propose 
to examine this question fully, since the Senator ‘i 
from Georgia has so clearly explained the grounds į 
upon which the claim is supported. But 1 think | 
that this proposition can be clearly discriminated | 
from that class of propositions, or from that course 
of legis’stion, to which we seem to have a consid- |! 
erable tendency, ta regard to compensations to the 
Indians for their lands; that js, going back and | 
inquirmg whether strict justice has been done to 
them, and whether more ought not to be done, 
upon some promises in some shape or form made 
by the agents of the Government at some time. 
think this claim can be well discriminated from 

that whole class, in regard to which I agree with 

the Senator from Virginia, that it would be highly 
impolitic to go back aad examine for years and || 
years past, no matter how long or at what more 
recent period, and see whether exact and precise |! 
justice was done to an Indian tribe, when we had | 
taken a portion of their lands from them by trea- | 
ty; because in general it is but little more or less |: 
than taking their lands, for we give them such |; 
compensation as we are willing to give. Lagree |! 

with the honorable Senator from Virginia as to f 

that. : 

Nor can the idea be sustained of equalizing the |: 

payments that are made to indemnify the Indian || 
tribes for their lands, under treaties made at vari 
ous periods by the Government. Such a thing |: 
would be utterly impossible. "We have not the : 

means of doing it justly, in the first place; and in į; 

| 


the second place, we are called upon by no con- 
siderations of justice to do it, I think, if the hon- |: 
orable Senator from Virginia has listened to the 
train of argument submitted by the Senator from |, 
Georgia, and will listen to an addition or two |; 
which I propose to make, he will see that this |. 
claim stands entirely upon a different ground. | 
And l think, in order to understand it properly, ; 
it would be well for the Senate to throw out of 


view altogether all that has been said, and all the |: > 
ii amounted to about $80,000; but he said, at the 


evidence that has been adduced as to the value of | 
the lands taken from these Indians, under the | 
treaty of Fort Jackson in 1814. We can throw 
that altogether out of the case; for, as f unde 
stand ihe claim, itisnot based upon that idea 
‘That has- only been thrown in as a make weight, | 
as an auxiliary argument, to show that justice re- ; 
quired something to be done towards 
dians in regard to another matter. 

Į have been led to look somew 


these In- : 
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| this claim, upon the 
» ator from Arkansas, (Mr. Sepastian,] whose ac- 


i why, if 


i quantity from the friend! 


(js really founded upon distinct prine 


| got by the 
‘ wlation—for I must here ree 
: comman 
i to by 


| all their losses sustained during the war. 


i to them of indemn 


request of the honorable Sen- 


curacy and judgment in these examinations Ihave 
had an opportunity of testing upon many prior 
occasions. When this proposition was brought 


|i up in the Senate as an amendment to the deficiency 


bill, I` must confess that my impression was 
against the justice of the claim set up on behalf of 
the Creeks. I was not entirely satisfied in regard 


! to it; but my impression was then strongly against 


it. E have since made a more careful examination | 
into the matter, and find that no connection really 


; exists between the foundation of this claim, and 
the claim as to the value of the lands which were 


taken from the friendly Creeks. 
Again, | was unfavorably impressed towards 


“the claim when the question was up before, by 
“the consideration that, subsequent to 1814, and 
; subsequent to 1817, and even subsequent to 1818, 


when these claims were liquidated, there had been 
two or three treaties made with the Creek Indians 
by this Government, and Idid not clearly perceive 
this had been a subsisting claim at the 
time, and the Indians had continued to make the 
claim—I{ mean the friendly Indians in the war of 
1814—it was that this claim was not liquidated in 
those subsequent treaties. My mind was strongly 
impressed with the idea that if it had been well- 
founded—if the Indians themselves felt that they 
were clearly entitled to this additional compensa- 
tion for their losses in the war of 1814, it would 
then have been set up, and would have been al- 
lowed by the Government, or we should have 
known why it was rejected. 

There ave two grounds upon which T doubted 
before, when this question was up. 

If we can divest our minds of all that has been 


| said, and all that has been found in these reports, 


as to the treaty of Fort Jackson, in regard to the 
cession of Jand, and in regard to the stipulation 
by which we obtained a large quantity of land, 
first from the hostiles, and then nearly as large a 
y portion of the Creeks, 
we may be better able to see whether this claim 
iples of its 
own, not connected with this idea of going back 
and paying a full compensation for lands that we 
treaty a long time ago. 

r, four ov five months before this capit- 


Now, si 


argument used by the honorable Senator from 
Georgia—General Pinckney, who was then the 
der-in-chief of these forces, was written 
the friendly 
ed for 
Gene- 
ral Pinckney communicated the contents of this 
letter to the agent for the Indians, Colonel Haw- 
kins. Colonel Hawkins sent runners through the 
Creek country, particularly to the friendly Creeks, 
inciting them to assist the Government of the 


the Secretary of War, to assure 
Indians that they should be fully indemnifi 


| United States against the hostiles. And it was 


in good part in consequence of this notification, 
that he succeeded in a few months in getting 


‘both the hostile Creeks and friendly Creeks to- 


gether in general council, where General Jackson 
made known the terms upon which he would treat 


: with them. 


at that time to General 


Complaint was made ¢ 
ded of the promise made 


Jackson, or he was remin 


lieve he said they should be indemnified. The 
treaty was made. This was in 1814. Subse- 


quenily the agent of the Creeks was directed by | 


the proper Department of the Government to as- 
certain an 
Creeks for spoliations committed by the hostiles 
during the war in 1813 and 1814. In 1816 claims 
to the amount o 
presented. I do not remember whether it was in 
the council of the chiefs or how. As I under- 


stand the communication of Colonel Hawkins, he 


communicated to the War Department the fact 


that the claims then, in 1816, supposed to be good, 


same time, that the account was imperfect—that 
all the claims were not presented or adjudicated, 
or, to use a mercantile phrase, liquidated. Con- 
gress, in 1817, appropriated 485,000, and put that 
Amount at the disposal of the Government. The 
Goverment sent it out to ihe agent, who was, at 
that time, I belteve, General Mitchell, who had 


|| superceded Colonel Hawkins, with instructions 
hat carefully into |! that if that were not enough to pay the whole 


apitulate a part of the | 


ity for their losses; and 1 be- | 


d liquidate the claims of the friendly ; 


f about $100,000, I believe, were | 
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amount, he should distribute it pro rata among the 
claimants to the amount of the ¢laims'then ascer- 
tained, as far as the liquidation had béen attempted. 
In his report of the case, he expressly shys that 
the account which he had sent was not complete. 
There were further claims to be ascertained and 
liquidated. When this sum of money was placed 
at the disposal of the agent, he paid it pro rata to 
the claimants, and reported that a balance ‘of 
$110,000 remained unpaid. This report.came in 
in the year 1818; for this liquidation, under which 
this balance of $110,000 remained unpaid, did not 
take place in 1817. The final liquidation of the 
claims took place in 1818. The friendly Creeks 
came forward and claimed this balance; and that 
is the foundation of the present claim. 

The report of Mr. McLane, made in 1824, is 
relied upon to show that these Indians are not en- 
titled to any balance. I will not recapitulate all 
the views submitted by the honorable Senator from 
Georgia upon that point, to show that the distin- 
guished gentleman who made that report either 
had not the proper documents before him, or that 
he totally misunderstood those that were before 
him. [am of opinion that, by looking into the 
papers belonging to the question of that time, it 
will be seen that he had the data before him by 
which he could have corrected his own report, 
and that this balance of $110,000 remained after 
the $85,000, which had been appropriated, had 
been paid. One mistake of that report was in as- 
suming that the $85,000 which had been paid was 
to be deducted from the $110,000, and in assuming 
the amountof the original claim as being $110,000, 
and therefore refusing to make a further appro- 
priation. 

There was an antecedent reportef Mr. Lowndes, 
which has been referred to, which was made, I 
think, in 1817, in which Mr. Lowndes recognized 
distinctly the obligation of the Government to pay 
this claim; but it has no other connection with it 
except to show that that distinguished man recog- 
nized the obligation of the Government to pay the 
whole of this claim when ascertained. 

Then, sir, this is a claim in the first place due, 
not to the Creek nation as a nation, but it is due 
only to a portion of the tribe. It was due to the 
friendly Creeks, constituting, it may be, a ma- 
jority, or less than a majority, or, perhaps, more 
than a majority of the whole tribe. Subsequent 
treaties were made with the Creeks: one was 
made in 1821. Itis very well known that that. 
treaty was made, as was alleged at the time, and 
as is now, l suppose, generally admitted, by Gen- 
eral McIntosh and his followers, without the con- 
sent of many of the leading chiefs and warriors 
of the tribe; for which reason he lost his life, and 
the lives of those who united with him in that 
treaty of Indian Spring, were endangered. That 
was the first treaty made by him without due au- 
thority from his tribe. The Government of the 
United States subsequently acknowledged this fact. 

In 1826 there was an additional treaty made, 
which was to repair the mischiefs, and to restore 
harmony to the Creek nation, in consequence of 
the disruption of it, occasioned by the treaty of 
Indian Spring, made in 1821. Thetriendly Creeks 
—I am narrating now the circumstances which 
have reconciled my mind to believe that there is 
sufficient reason to support this claim-—-entered 
into that treaty of 1826 with a view to restore the 
harmony which had been interrupted in conse- 
quence of the arrangement made by General 
McIntosh in 1821. These claims then existed 
only as individual claims, and did not belong to 
the nation in its tribal character. This claim was 
still left by that treaty in the condition of a private 
claim on ibe part of the friendly Creek Indians, 
who had never been indemnified for the losses sus- 
tained by them at the hands of the hostiles in the 
war of 1813-14. 7 

The treaty of 183: 
deal of discussion 1m 
ago, was a treaty by the w 
for the cession of the country, 
of i, into reservations, with liberty to themselves 
to sell it without even executing an agreement to 
remove westward. This was a trealy entered 
into under circumstances of expediency and pres- 
sing necessity, at the tine, with the whole nation, 
including the hostiles. It will be observed that all 
these treaties—those of 1821, 1826, and 1832— 
were treaties nominally made in the name, © the 
whole nation. The treaty of 1821 was, in fact, 


2, about which we had a good 
this Chamber some weeks 
hole tribe, not so much 
as for the cutting 


1958 


general treaty with the tribe, he did present that | 


claim, and urged the propriety and justice of its 
being paid. He said that General Jackson said 
to him, in 1814, that this was a matter which 
concerned the wholecountry. ‘“ We want you to 
‘remove; but whenever youremnve and go West 
‘this money will be ready for you; you shall he 
t allowed the whole of your losses incurred in the 
‘war of 1814.” ldo not pretend that there is any 
documentary evidence for this, but we find by the 
report of Mr. McLane, in 1824, that it was a 
claim then prosecuted. 

In 1841—while it was my bad fortune, perhaps, 
to be a few months at the head of one of the De- 
partments—I dispatched an intelligent agent, well 
acquainted with the Indian character and Indian 
affairs, to that country. There had been so many 
panics and alarms got upon the western border 
with regard to several discontented portions of 
these tribes—the Cherokees and Creeks especially 
—that to ascertain the true character of their com- 
plaints, and to see if there could be any means de- 
vised of giving them content and making them 
satisfied, an agent was sent out. One of the 
causes of complaint reported by the agent was, 
that those who were alive of the old friendly 
party in what was called the “ Red Stick war’? of 
1814, considered that this Government had nat 
‘kept its faith with them; that they had been prom- 
“ised by the Government of the United States in- 
demnity for their losses; that they had only been 
partially paid; that they had brought their claims 
again and again to the Government; that the Gov- 
ernment had shut its ears to them; that they had 
prosecuted their claim from time to time, and 
that the Government continued to lend a deaf ear 
to them, and that they would never be satisfied 
until the balance of their losses was paid them. 
I believe such was the written report of the agent. 
I have not seen it very recently, but | imagine that 
it can very readily be referred to. I adduce this 
for the purpose of showing that these Indians never 
lost sight of that claim in their national or tribal 
character, but that the representatives of this por- 
tion of the tribe which incurred the losses, con- 
sidered that they had a claim upon the Govern- 
ment under its express promise. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator from Ten- 
nessee permit me to interrupt him for a moment? 
for I really wish to ascertain his views, not for the 
Pures of controversy, but to see what they are. 

f I understand him, his opinion is, that we are 

called upon to pay these Indians for the losses 
which they sustained in the war—that we are 
bound to make good their individual claims for 
those losses, and are not bound to pay them any- 
thing for the lands which we have taken from 
them. 

Mr. BELL. "My jndement is not founded on 


the land at all; and therefore T said that we could | 
more clearly comprehend the fall justice of the | 


caim by throwing out the consideration of the 
and, 

Mr. HUNTER. But I would ask the Senator 
whether, if we are bound to pay this claim, he 
does not think we shall have another claim made 
here for the land? I wish to ascertain whether 
the Senator thinks this will be the end of it, or 
whether it will not bind us to make good another 
claim for the lands themselves? For myself, it 
seems to me that that will he the result, 

Mr. BELL. My opinion is that this Govern- 


| 
| 
l 


| Senator from Virginia himself said, if you exam- 
‘ine the seale of allowances made to the Indian 
i 
i 


i tribes, you will find that some have had a hundred, 
and some five hundred, and some a thousand per 
| cent. more than others, owing to the different cir- 
| cumstances under which treaties have been made, 


also to the different views of justice entertained by 
the Government at different times. I doubt if a 
| hundred millions of dollars would equalize the al- 
lowances to be made to the Indians for the exac- 
tions we have made from them of their lands. I 


regard to the cession of these lands, as the Indians 
say, which were taken by General Jackson when, 
like Brennus, he threw the sword into the scale. 
I think we cannot go back. The Indians, as a 


their lands would bring. That has happened to 
the hostile as well as to the friendly portion of the 
Creek nation. Though I believe they have had 
| little out of their reservations, yet each head of a 
family was permitted to sell and make what he 


he held. 
this Government thought proper to allow to nu- 
merous other Indian tribes in the treaties we have 
made with them. I do not think that on grounds 
of policy or of justice, in regard to this tribe— 


philanthropic idea of indemnifying the remnants 
of all these tribes for the value of the land of which 


Government—that there can be any limitation to 
such a proposition. Such a proposition, it ap- 
pears to me, would be chimerical—a_ proposition 


sources to fulfillor carry out. Tagree that Gen- 
eral Jackson took a portion of their lands, as they 
called them, but I do not think there is much in 
that idea, because the land was as much the land 
of the hostile as of the friendly Creeks. 

What the friendly Indians meant by that, as 1 
understand, is, that General Jackson took posses- 
sion of a strip of territory which they happened 
to occupy; for the country occupied by the nation 


tions separating the friendly from the hostile. I 
repeat, that the lands so taken by General Jack- 
son belonged quite as much to the hostile as to 
i the friendly Creeks. The latter had no greater 
right than the others, being merely the occupants 
of that country; and General Jackson might have 
| said to them, “I take this land not only from 
you, but from the whole nation; you occupy it as 
one nation of Indians; I do not draw any lines 
between you.” So that I think there is nothing 
in that argument, and the Senator from Virginia 
(Mr. Hunrer] need not have any fears that the 


Government for having been despoiled of their 
lands, as those lands constituted a part of the 
common Creek country. This claim is founded 
on very different considerations. It is not a claim 
made by the whole, but by a part of the Creek 
nation, which remained firm in their friendship 
to the United States, and who shed their blood in 
attempting to reduce their hostile brethren to sub- 
mission to the United States. They show that, 
in accordance with the terms of the capitulation, 
| they ought to have been indemnified for their 
ret and they say that they never were indem- 
nificd, 

I have attempted to show the distinctive features 
of this claim, as being distinct from that class to 


he stated so forcibly and truly that this Govern- 


|i think that we did not pay them a full and ample 
compensation. It is for these reasons, withoutat- 


‘ that 
| validity of the claim, since this subject was under 
consideration on a former occasion, If Tam mis- 
taken in any material fact, I should like to be cor- 
rected, 
set up by a portion of the tribe, and therefore not į 
In any sense a national claim, which it was not! 


: the difference in the value of the land, and owing | 


concur most cordially and clearly with the honor- į 
able Senator from Virginia on that head, and with | 


nation, have had the benefit of the sale of three | 
fifths of their whole country, at whatever prices | 


could out of the six hundred and forty acres which | 
That was a much larger allowance than | 


unless we take up the large, broad, expansive, and 


j we have deprived them since the foundation of the | 


which we would not have the power or the re- | 


was one—there was no line between the two sec- | 


can come here and make any reclamation on this 


which the Senator from Virginia referred, when | 


; ment could notgo back to do justice to these tribes, | 
| from whom we have obtained lands, and who now | 


| tempting to go into all the particulars of the case, | 
T have been led to change my impression of the | 


But | think this is a private claim, being į 


i 


or 1832, that the friendly portion of the tribe should 
be paid for Josses inflicted upon them by the hos- 
tile Indians themselves. It was not a matter 
which concerned the nation at large; and I think 
that because it is rather in the nature of a private 
claim, and because these friendly Creeks have 
never been able to get the assent of the whole tribe 
to urge the claim on this Government, we ought 
to be more careful to do them justice than if it 
had been an outstanding claim of the tribe from 
1814. If it had been an outstanding claim of the 
tribe since 1814, I should have reason to suppose 
that it would have been settled in the treaty of . 
1821, or 1826, or 1832. I have stated the reasons 
why it was not settled by either of those treaties. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 

And, on motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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Wepyespay, July 28, 1852. 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Livrirron F. MORGAN. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


» CORNELIUS COVERT. 


Mr. STUART. 1 desire to call up the motion 
to reconsider the vote by which the bill for the re- 
lief of Cornelius Covert was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. It will be recollected 
that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Sre- 
VENS] objected to the passage of the bill when it 
was last up, but since then he has become satis- 
fied of the correctness of the bill, and that it ought 
to pass. The bill is simply for the correction of 
a mistake in the contract. ‘The proof is clear and 
conclusive that the contract was drawn up for 
$219, when it ought to have been $419, according 
to the accepted bid. The Postmaster General 
recommended to the committee that the contractor 
be paid ee per annum, which is the amount of 
the next bid below him. There ean be no objec- 
tion to the bill. I repeat that it is simply for the 
correction of an error. {therefore move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was referred. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Sruarr’s 
motion, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the vote was reconsidered. 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from Michigan whether this subject has 
been investigated by any committee of the House è 

Mr. STUART. I will state that it has been 
very carefully examined by the Committee on the 
Pose Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. One question further. 
I want to know if the committee unanimously: 
recommended this bill? 

Mr. STUART. So I understand. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Fowxrzr] stated 
to the House the other day very distinctly, that 
there was no question about it. I hope the bill 
will be passed at once. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and was subsequently—being 
engrossed—read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. STUART moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. i 

OAKLAND AND OTTAWA RAILROAD BILL. 

The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the motion submitted by Mr. Barrere on Fri- 
day last, to reconsider the vote by which Hause 
bill No. 290, ‘granting the right of way and 
‘making a grant of land to the State of Michigan, 
‘to aid in the construction of the Oakland and Ot- 
‘tawa Railroad, commencing at the village of 
‘Pontiac, in the county of Oakland, and termina- 
‘ting on the navigable waters of Lake Michigan, 
‘in the county of Ottawa,” was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. STUART. 
the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was accordingly called, and one hun- 
dred and sixty members answered to their names. 


I move that there be a call of 
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During 
ings took place: 


Mr. HENDRICKS stated that Mr. Davis, of 


Indiana, was confined to his room by sickness. 

Mr. KING, of New York, stated that Mr. 
Burue was detained at home by sickness in his 
family. 

Mr. HART stated that Mr. Marsuatt, of Cal- 
ifornia, was confined to his room. by sickness. 

On motion by Mr. ORR, all further proceedings 
under the call were then dispensed with. 

The question recurred upon reconsidering the 
vote by which the Gakland and Ottawa Railroad 
bill was laid upon the table. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I move to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the-table. 

Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 
The last vote taken in reference to this bill was 
on a motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table, and the House refused to lay it upon 
the table. 

The SPEAKER. That being the case, the 
Chair must rule the motion of the gentleman from 
Tennessee out of order. 

Mr. SAVAGE. Then I move that the bill be 
postponed indefinitely. 

‘he SPEAKER. The bill is not before the 
House, and the Chair doubts whether it is com- 
petent to postpone indefinitely the motion to re- 
consider. The Chair thinks it is not in order. 

Mr. TUCK demanded the yeas and nays on 
the motion to reconsider. ‘ 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 76, nays 74; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Brenton, 
Briggs, George H. Brown, Busby, E, Carrington Cabell, 
L. D, Campbell, T. Campbell, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, 
Conger, Doty, Durkec, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, 
Ficklin. Fiteh, Florence, Freeman, Gentry, Goodrich, 
Green, Harper, Haws, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 
Howard, Thomas Y. low, James Johnson, John Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Kurtz, Landry, Mace, Miller, Molong, 
John Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, 
Penniman, Phetps, Polk, Porter, Price, Rantoul, Richard- 
son, Sackett, Schermertorn, Schoolcraft, Scurry, Smith, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham 
P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, ‘Thurston, 
Townshend, Walsh, Ward, Addison White, Alexander 
White, Wileox, Williams, and Yates—76. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, William 
Appleton, Babcock, Beale, Bell, Bocock, John H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Burrows, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Caskie, Chap- 
man, Chastain. Churchwell, Cleveland, Daniel, George T. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, Bd- 
mundson, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, 
Giddings, Goodenow, Grey, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, 
Hebard, Holladay, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, In- 
gersoll, Jackson, George W. Jones, George G. King, Pres- 
ton King, Kuhns, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Mason, McLan- 
ahan, McNair, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morehead, Mur- 
phy, Newton, Perkins, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Savage, 
Schoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen X, 
Seymour, Smart, Stratton, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Washburn, Watkins, and Wildrick—74. 


So the vote by which the bill was laid upon the 
table was reconsidered. 

During the call of the roll, the following proceed- 
ings took place: 

Mr. ASHE stated that he had paired off with 
Mr. Davis, of Indiana. 

Mr. COBB. 1 was engaged in conversation at 
the time, and do not know whether I was within 
the bar when my name was called or not. I be- 
lieve I was, but T cannot speak with certainty. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman states that 
he believes that he was within the bar when his 
name was called, and the Chair thinks that is 
enough to entitle him to vote. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I must object. 

Mr. COBB. If there is any objection, } will 
not ask that my vote may be recorded. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
lay the hill upon the table. 

Mr. KING, of New York, demanded the yeas 
and nays; and they were ordered. 

Mr. STUART. Before that question is taken, 
J move that there be a call of the House, and on 
that motion, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I presume that 
the object of the gentleman from Michigan is 
merely to exhaust the morning hour, and I hope, 
therefore, that he will allow this question to go 
over until to-morrow, and permit us to go on with 
the river and harbor bill at once. If there be no 
objection, I will move that the rules be suspended, 
and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


! standing about this matter. 


sent. .- 

Mr. STUART. I desire to make an inquiry 
ef the Chair, so that there may be no misunder- 
ł do not wish to em- 
barrass the business of the House, but I want to 
know, if this bill is passed by now, what will be 
its condition. Will it come up to-morrow morn- 
ing? Lunderstand that it will. 

The SPEAKER. If the bill is postponed there 
will be no difficulty; it will come up during the 
morning hour to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES. Then I move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until to- 
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. 
for a call of the House. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. TI now move 


i that the rules of the House be suspended, and 


that the House resolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
before the expiration of the morning hour, unless 
by unanimous consent. 

There was no objection, and the motion was 
submitted, and on being put, it was agreed to, 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Oxns in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
282, making appropriations for the Improvement 
of certain harbors and rivers. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose, 
there were two questions pending. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. Marsra] moved to 
strike out, after the words ‘navigation of,” in 
line twenty-one, to the word “dollars,” in line 
twenty-five, inclusive, and insert a substitute in 

lace thereof. The gentlemen from Illinois [Mr. 
Pares] moved to amend the amendment by stri- 
king out the word “ rapids,” in the original prop- 
osition, and insert the words ‘‘the Falls of St. 
Anthony.” The question pending, therefore, is 
upon the amendment to the amendment. 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Manr- 
SHALL’s amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Upon that amendment I 
demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. BAYLY, of 
Virginia, and Sr. Marrs were appointed. 

The original clause was read, as follows: 


“ For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river below the rapids; the Ohio, including the repairs 
of the dam at Cumberland [sland; the Missouri and the 
Arkansas rivers, $260,000.” 


The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out after the word “navigation” to the word 
« dollars,” in line twenty-five, inclusive, and insert the fol- 
lowing: “of the Ohio river above the falls, $59,000 ; for 
the purchase of the snag-boats necessary for efficient ser- 
vice on the western rivers, $100,000 ; and for the improve- 
ment of the Mississippi, Missouri, Arkansas, and Ohio 
below the falls, $203,000. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 55, noes 63. 

So the amendment was lost. 

Mr. MILLER offered the following amend- 
ment: 

Strike ont all after the word “river,” in the twenty- 
second fine, to the word dollars,” in the twenty-fifth line, 
inclusive, and insert the following: 

For the improvement of the Ohio river, $59,000 5 

For the improvement and repairs of the dam at Cumber- 
land Island, $530,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river between the 
Falls of St. Anthony and the head of the Des Moines rap- 
ids. $3,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river between 
the foot of the Des Moines rapids and the mouth of the 
Ohio, $50,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river between the 
mouth of the Ohio and New Orleans, $50,000 5 

For the improvement of the Missouri river below the 
mouth of the Big Sioux river, $60,050 ; 

For the improvement of the Arkansas river, $50,000 ; 

For the improvement of the Illinois, Tennessee, and 
Cumberland rivers, each, $40,000. 

Mr. M. said: Mr. Chairman, I have offered 
that amendment because I regard the provisions 
of this bill, as reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, as inadequate to the wants of the western 
rivers, and because the committee have aggre- 
gated the objects of appropriation. Į regard it, 
sir, as insufficient, because, by reference to the 
estimates which were furnished by the Topo- 


1 now withdraw the motion | 


cussion, it will be seen that ‘over $100,000 are 
needed for the construction. of snag-boats: and 
other boats necessary for the improvement of our 
western rivers. It will be seen, by reference to 
the Executive documents of 1849—50, that -the 
estimates for the construction of snag-boats were 
as follows: 


For the construction and outfit of two snag-boats, of the 
largest class, at 25,000 CACD coc sceeeee eree eues. a $50,000 
For the construction of three light draught snag- 
boats, $15,000 CAC... cc cceeeeceeveseretereres 45,000 
For the construction and outfit of two machine 


boats, AT $250 EACH Leer cee veeenead vressa .: 4,500 
For repairs and reoutfit of snag-boat Hercules.,.... 2,000 
$101,500 


The bill reported by the committee includes in 
i the appropriations of $260,000, for the four rivers 
mentioned, the repairs for the dam at Cumberland 
Island in the Ohio river, which, according to the 
estimates furnished by the Topographical Bureau 
to the last Congress, amounts to the sum of 
50,000. Add to this the estimates by the same 
ureau, for contingencies of all sorts, of $14,500, 
and the cost of snag and other boats, and the im- 
rovement of Cumberland dam, will amount to 
$166,000; which sum, deducted from the amount 
of the appropriation, will leave only $94,000 for 
the improvement of the thousands of miles of 
navigable water in those four great rivers. 

And yet the Committee.on Commerce have re- 
ported the sum of $50,000—more than half that 
amount—for the improvement of the Hudson, 
which, as I understand, has only one hundred and 
fifty miles of navigable water. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not objecting to this appropriation 
for the Hudson river; butif it be necessary to 
appropriate $50,000 for one hundred and fifty miles 
upon the Hudson, which is a better stream than 
either of those mentioned in my amendment—bet~ 
ter than the Ohio, as I understand, and far better 
than the Missouri, the Mississippi, or the Arkan- 
sas river, how much ought to be appropriated for 
those streams? If you will estimate it, you will 
find that this bill appropriates more than $300 a 
mile for the Hudson river; while it has appropri- 
ated only at the rate of about $50 a mile for these 
western rivers. Gentlemen say that more com- 
merce passes over the Hudson than over either of 
those rivers. ‘That may be true; but I presume 
no gentleman will contend that there have been as 
many lives lost,as many boats sunk, and as much 
property lost upon the Hudson in the last fifteen 
years as upon the Mississippi river and its trib- 
utaries within a single year. I have before mea 
report, which reached me last night in one of the 
western papers, showing that since the first of 
January last the number of steamboats lost upon 
these rivers has been thirty-one. The number 
lost by snags, since the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river and its tributaries by steamboats com- 
menced, is four hundred and sixty-nine, and the 
number lost during the year 1849 was eighty- 
three. 

I ask that the gentlemen of this committee will 
look at this further fact. The steam marine upon 
our western waters is greater than the whole of 
that of Great Britain. The whole steam marine 
of Great Britain amounted, in 1848, to 168,078 
tons, while that upon our western rivers amounts 
to 204,725 tons. I ask that this committee will 
not only make such appropriations as our western 
rivers require, but I ask that they will do another 
act of justice to the people of the West. I ask 
that, instead of appropriating $260,000 for the four 
rivers, leaving its distribution to the discretion of 
the officer who superintends their improvement, 
and the application of this fund, that you will make 
specific appropriations for each river, and not leave 
the appropriation in such condition that the amount 
may be applied exclusively to any one, or two of 
them, but give to each an amount to which it is 
fairly and justly entitled. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Iam opposed to this, as 
Lam to all amendments offered to this bill. But 
I want to call the attention of the committee to this 
fact: If they will consider the subject but a minute, 
i they will be satisfied that they can accomplish their 
objects, and save a vast deal of time, by a course 
other than that of offering all these amendments. 
There is, as gentlemen know, a substitute for this 
bill before this committee, offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Stanty,}] which em- 
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braces all, or nearly all, these various amendments | 
proposed by gentlemen from the different sections 
of the Union, That. substitute will necessarily | 
come up and: be acted upon by the committee, and 
gentlemen who prefer to support that, which is the 
bill that passed the House the last session, can 
support that amendment. If it passes, all, or 
nearly-all, the improvements for which these va- 
rious amendments are offered, will be provided 
for. I shall myself vote against that amendment, 
and T trust a majority of the committee will. But 
by pursuing that course, we shall decide all these 

uestions by a single vote, and shail thus save the 
time now so unnecessarily expended, as gentlemen 
must be aware. 

One word further. I have no doubt that gentle- 
man offering these amendments hope they will 
pass, or if they have had abundant evidence from 
the action of the committee that they are not. to 
pass, they are placing themselves right before 
their constituents in order to satisfy them that their 
Representatives have not been unmindful of their 
particular interests. But in the substitute offered, 
these gentlemen can all accomplish their objectby 
recording their votes in the House in favor of that | 
substitute, and save the useless consumption of } 
time. I would therefore suggest to the gentlemen 
of this committee, that we can bring this matter 
to a speedy and satisfactory conclusion by com- 
ing to a vote. upon the amendment of the gentle- | 
man from North Carolina. If thatis voted up or 
down, let us vote upon the bill as presented after 
that vote, and let it be the finul vote. All this 
time will then be saved, and the object of ali these 
gentlemen will be as well cared for by recording 
their votes in the House as if all these separate | 
amendments had been offered. 

Mr. MILLER. T desire to say a word or two | 
in reply to the gentleman from Connecticut. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further discussion is | 
in order. 

Mr. MILLER. Then I demand tellers upon 
my amendment. 

The question being on the adoption of the | 
amendment offered by Mr. Mittyer— 

Mr. MILLER demanded tellers; which were; 
not ordered. F 

The question was then taken, and the amend- | 
ment was not agreed to. f 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I offer the | 
following amendment: 
Add the following at the end of the clause, in line twen- | 


ty-five: “And for the purchase of snag-hoats for service | 
on the western wni southwestern rivers, $80,000. 


Mr. M. said: I have not offered a single amend- 
ment except in good faith, and with the idea that ; 
it ought to pass. [I have now, in the shape in| 
which I have placed this amendment, abandoned | 
the hope of fixing the amount for the improve- | 
ment of the upper Ohio at $60,000, as was esti- | 


mated by the engineers, and am compelled to leave || 


the appropriation as the Committee on Commerce 
have placed it. 

I have now, sir, offered an appropriation which 
will add eighty thousand dollars, for the purpose 
of building snag-boats upon the western waters, 
and will increase the appropriations in this bil by | 
that sum. And I wish to know how it is, that | 
this committee can consider it fair and praper to | 
appropriate in this bill $100,000 for the purpose | 


of making dredge-boats and delivery scows for |! 


use upon the northern lakes, and refuse the same 
amount for the purpose of making snag-boats for | 
use upon the westernrivers? Ido not understand | 
the philosophy of this; and itis insufficient to tell 
me, in explanation of it, that the Committee on j 
Commerce have reported it. Ihave already stated : 
to the committee, that at the time this system | 
stopped, in 1847, there were fi J : 
used upon the Mis 
were sold out. 

which includes ¢ 


sissippi and Ohio, but that they | 
From this $260,000 in the bill, | 
30,000 for the Cumberland d 


am, ! 
and $60,000 estimated by the engineers for the! 
upper Ohio, you will have remaining but £150,000 |) 
for the Missouri, the Arkansas, the Mi: ippi, | 
and the Ohio below the falls, And of this amount, 


if you expend $100,000 to repli 
necessary to recommence th 
ment, you will have left t 
which to work upon thew 

Now, sir, I do not know what western men | 
may do. . I do not know what the Representatives | 
of the valley of the 


eplace the snag-boats į 
is system of improve- | 
hen bat. $50,060 with | 
hole western rivers. 


Mississippi may doy but if: 


four snag-boats being || 


} 
i 
A 
it 
i 


this House refuses. this appropriation, I would 
vote this bill down athousand times. This is one 
of the last appeals ] have to make, and I trust that 
this amendment will be put upon the bill. It is 
fair, it is-proper, and itis necessary. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I am opposed to 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, who last addressed the committee. -__ 

It is a little singular that the Department did 
not think proper to recommend to this House and 
to Congress, any greater appropriation for the 
western rivers than the committee have reported 
in this bill. They reported all that the. Depart- 
ment recommended. Now, sir, I do not know— 
perhaps the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- 
SHALL] can Inform the committee—what is the 
i cost of a snag-boat, as compared with dredge- 
boats, as to their durability? And why is it that 
geutlemen indulge here in asking for these ran- 
; dom appropriations? 
| Mr. MARSHALL. Twenty-five thousand 

dollars have been estimated for each of these snag- 
boats. The estimate is contained in the report of 
the superintendent of western improvements; and 
if the gentleman had looked through the reports, 
he would have seen what snag-boats cost. 

Mr. FULLER. Suffice it to say, in answer to 
the gentleman, thar the committee reported all that 
the Department recommended, and I suppose the 
Department understands what is necessary to be 
appropriated in any one year. IfI have any idea 
of the mode of improvement of the western riv- 


stone-work and masonry; it is simply by the use 
of these boats, the pulling up the snags. 

But, sir, there is another reason why the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman should not be 
voted by the committee. This Government owes 
$63,000,000, and it pays $3,000,000 a year inter- 
est money. A million and a half of dollars is all 
that the present force of your Topographical Bu- 
reau can expend in any one year. Do gentlemen 
want to vote large sums of money to have that 
Bureau increased to expend it? It strikes me not. 
It would not be judicious, and I think, therefore, 
that a bill that appropriates $1,500,000 a year, is 
in all conscience enough, 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I only wish 
to call the attention of the gentleman from i aine, 


(Mr. Futier,] and also of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Mansuaut,] to the estimates 
which were sent to Colonel Long, who has the 
supervision of this work. In that he estimates as 
i necessary to build and outfit the two new snag- 
boats of the largest class, 425, 
of a lighter draft, at $15,000 each. He also rec- 
ommends the repair and outfit of the large boat 
on hand, the Hercules. These estimates were re- 
ferred to us by the chief of the Topographical 
Bureau. - This is all they ask for, and it leaves a 
balance of $50,000 for the Cumberland Island dam 
and the working of these boats for one year. The 
simple question is whether we shall add $80,000 
or $100.000 more than the Department asked for 
for the present fiscal year? 


of Mr. Marsuany, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to raise the sum 
from $260,000 to $850,000. 

My object, Mr. Chairman, is to get for those 
western rivers precisely the same amount which 
we voted for the Collins line. [voted for that 
appropriation. 
think so, and would vote for it again. But, sir, 
I am of the opinion that this appropriation for the 
Mississippi river is entirely too small—I mean for 
the Mississippi and its tributaries. According to 
the report of Lieutenant Maury, there are twenty 
thousand miles of navigable waters. That river and 
its upper tributaries, liein fifteen of the States, One 


matter. Now, sir, it is very well known, that 
that section has heretofore had but little or nothing 
of all the appropriations made by this Govern- 
ment. ; 

The people of the West have come up liberally 


by men in times of war, and from their interior 
position they have had but little or nothing. Now, 
I do not contend that it is a sound principle to dis- 
tribute money merely with the view of giving 
| equality to the different sections; but, sir, those 
western rivers really need it, and when they can 
makea fair case for an appropriation, why should 


ers, it is not as expensive as the building piers of || 


000 each, and three | 


The question was then taken on the amendment | 


I thought it right then, and I still |i 


half ef the Union is directly interested in this |: 


to maintain the Government in its revenues, and |: 


you not give them aliberal one, so as to put them 
on a fair footing with the rest of the Union? 

{have a statement which estimates the com- 
ji merce upon that river and its tributaries, upwards 
i and downward, at more than $200,000,000. Then, 
‘you have an immense commerce passing over 
| many thousands of miles of navigable water, of 
i the most dangerous character in this country; and 
| yet, sir, the obstacles are not of the kind that are 
| most difficult of removal, such as long shoals 
ior stony rapids. They consist mainly of snags, 
i and some bars of mud, which can be easily dis- 
placed. I hope, therefore, when it js borne in 
|| mind that there are immense losses annually upon 
i those rivers, by means of obstructions that can 
_ easily be removed, and that this Government has 
i heretofore done little or nothing for that section. 
| I trust, I say, that gentlemen will come up and 
i give it a liberal appropriation. i 
| But I am told by the gentleman over the way, 
| (Mr. Seymovn,] that the present bill proposes to 
| give as much money as can be expended in one 
; year. I care nothing about that. J think it very 
likely that we shall not get another of these bills 
| passed for the nextten years, (nor dol care much 
if we do not, as Iam not partial to the system,) 
and as these rivers have been for fourteen years 
without an appropriation, I should like to give 
them a liberal one at this time. Let us do what 
is right. The Treasury is said to be nowina 
good condition, with a surplus of ten or fifteen 
millions of dollars, and let us make a liberal ap- 
propriation for that portion of country that has 
heretofore had but little, and is most in want. 

I moved this amendment, Mr. Chairman, notas 
| a mere matter of form, but because I think the ap- 
ii propriation too small; and I hope that those gen- 
tlemen who, like myself, are not very friendly to 
the system, will nevertheless agree that if itis to 
go on, and expenditures are to he made, that they 
shall be so arranged as to do the greatest amount 
| of good. As this river and its tributaries lie in so 
many States, it cannot otherwise be improved. 

I think it very likely thatthe framers of the Con- 
stitution never contemplated such action as this; 
yet all parties and all Administrations have sanc- 
ioned national appropriations. But everythingis 
national in one sense, and local in another, and my 
great objection to this whole system is, that you 
can draw no line of distinction between what is 
national and what is merely local, and therefore 
| there are likely to be great abuses. I hope that 
gentlemen who stand like me, not very favorable 
| to this system of improvement by the General 
Government, will, if it is to go on, vote the mone 
where it is most needed. Let us act fairly to alt 
| sections of the country, and vote for this amend- 
ment, and if it shall be adopted with some other 
changes, I am inclined to vote for the bill. As it 
now stands, however, the appropriations it makes 
are so unequal, and lavished with so partiala hand, 
| where they are least needed, that the bill, as a 
whole, ought to be defeated for that reason alone. 

The question being on the amendment of Mr. 
Cryeman— 

Tellers were demanded and ordered; and Messrs. 
Hamrox and Bears were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 57, noes 67; no quorum. 

By unanimous consent a recount was ordered. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 69, noes 85. 

So the amendment of Mr. Curweman was not 
; agreed to. 
| Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
nmendment: 
| or the improvement of the Tennessee river and its 
navigable tributaries, above the Muscle Shoals, $138,000 ; 
to be expended under the direction of the Seeretary of 
| War. 

I offer the amendment for the ‘Tennessee river 
; again, with a variation in the amount of the ap- 
_ propriation. It seems that all outside of the Com- 
; mittee on Commerce have to put their fingers upon 
; a particular wire to have any amendment passed. 
In offering the amendment again to the bill, I do so 
without much hope that it will be adopted. The 
amount is based on proper estimates from the 
: Department, and cannot be objected to on that 
account, That it is fora national object no one in 
all the opposition has denied; yet there is a fatal- 
ity attending the proposition, which seems com- 
‘mon to all, unfortunate indeed, sir. The bill 
i reported by the Committee on Commerce seems 


} 


I offer the following 


orious: 


Up to the present hour, 1 suppose not 
less than fifty propositions have been offered and 


voted down. In this bill, the Ohio and Arkansas 
are provided for. Why is the Tennessee lett out? 
lt was in the bill reported by a similar committee 
to thelast Congress. Has it grown less import- 
ant, or less national and meritorious? 

This improvement has been estimated for by 
the Department. Several members of that com- 
mittee have informed me that they are willing to 

ut this amendment in. The gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. Waxsn] intimated his w..ing- | 
ness for its incorporation into the bill. I hope he 
will now yield it his support, and I trast that it |} 
will meet with the approval of a majority of this | 


would passa bill, he alluded to the delegation from 


Tennessee? 


Mr. CHURCHWELL. In reply to the hon- 
orable gentleman, T-will state that an explanation 
is unnecessary. Everybody knows how you will 
vote: ` 


see. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. Yes, sir; but Į -did 


not say eleven votes from Tennessee; there are 


some from Kentucky who J hope will support my 


amendment, and who will not support the bill 
unless there is more liberality shown to western 
rivers. I should like to make an allusion to the 


history of this question, as it seems that from the | 


position I have assumed, I am to be indirectly 
lectured by my own colleague. I beg leave to 


Mr. JONES. There are eleven from Tennes- | 


bles, viz: oe 
EXPENDITURE OF EACH ADMINISTRATION. 


Under Mr. Jefferson... cs ccececeeeeseuete 48,400 

“s Mr. Madison waa PETERS 50,000 
6 | Mr. Monroe...... EPPEN 706,621 ` 

“- Mr. J. Q. Adams... esse 2,310,475 

“General Jackson... 10,582,882 

‘¢ Mr. Van Buren..... REN 2,222,544 

tE- METY erat A 1,076,500. 

$17,5199,223 


In a period of forty years, making an average 
expenditure little short of $430,000 the year. 
Extract from Senate Document, 44, Twenty- 


ninth Congress, second session: 


committee, i! present to the consideration of the committee a 
| EXPENDITURES IN EACH STATE: 


The CHAIRMAN. Ti ii test vote in the United States Senate, where, it is 


e he gentleman must con- |! 
fine his remarks to an explanation of his amend- |! to be presumed, are the leaders of the parties, that | 


| 
| 
i 1 o Ta `, 

ment li it may be seen that I am not alone in that posi- |) sri gnd Territories, . aora 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. My amendment ex- |; tion. | New Hamps hiPese Seicc dase beets fa 0600 00 
plains itself. [Laughter.] Its reading is its best {|} In the Congressional Globe of March 3, 1847, || Massachusetts .... 526,148 22 
explanation, and I hope it will be passed. I will || among the proceedings of that date I find the fol- |} Vermont........ sess 101,000 00 
tell gentlemen interested in the passage of this bill |! lowing test vote: ji rumie taaua a 1000 38 
that eleven votes will count in its passage. Task |, “Mr. Davis moved that the Senate proceed to consider || New York... 1,632,115 80 
the adoption of my amendment, because I believe | the bill making appropriations for the improvement of cer- || New Jersey ” 28.963 00 
it to + mee i A í rivers ar arbors. Fonnsy)ve a 
Mt to be HECESSALY: and proper. If we look back 1 FeMu D. expiained that it was a bill from the House ap- Sealed vana and Delaware. eae 2L 2a 
into the history of this system, we find that the || propriating about £600,000 for the improvement of rivers in |! Delaware o.o.. Aig, Misr teas | 2,038,356 00 
Tennessee river, although the fourth river in nav- i| the West, and for certain harbors, | Maryland, Pennsylvania, and Virginia. 1,901,227 81 


“Mr. Baggy understood the object of the bill, But he 
hoped it would not be taken np, as it wouid lead to a dis- | 
cussion which would consume so much time as would pre- | 
judice other bills of greater importance. 

Mr. Davis replied, that whether there was any discus- | 


Maryland, 
Virginia . . 
North Carolina. . 

VIVA. eves 


igable extent in the United States, has received | 
comparatively nothing from the Treasury. 

Mr. WALSH. The gentleman must have been | 
mistaken in supposing I would vote for this amend- | 


:. 55,000 00 
~.” 25,000 00 

70,377 00 
243,043 06 
287,712 72 
204.997 60 


ment. fle told me there had been surveys made H sion would depend on the Senator from Alabama and bis ji ; 
en, panne i ere a ii friends, He (Mir. D.) did notinteud to discuss it. H 46,500 00 
for the improvement of the Tennessee river by i Mr, Basy said he would oppose the bill item by item. | 7177200 00 
the General Government, and that he had them |} «Mr. Dre stated that he had introduced this bill. He had f| Nonnessce sess. ee eee 11,920 00 
in his possession. Į told him that I would look || no doubt of the constitutionality of the appropriations for |! Kentucky and Tennes: 155,000 00 
at them with pleasure. Į gave him no assurance |! the otieets wien were specified, and he hoped the bill |} Arkansas.....eceeceeee 486,065 00 
. 1 A a ee oa it if would be passed. g fi 100,000 00 
that I wouid vote for the appropriation. i o «Phe yeas and nays were ordered on the motion to take |) 75,000 00 


Mr. CH URCHWELL. ‘The gentleman said ii up the bill, and the question being taken, it was decided as | 
that he had no objection to the improvement of |: wHo l 
the Tennessee river, and I understood him to suy | f Yeas—Messrs. A Hen, Ashly, Atchison, Badger, Breese, 
the amendment ought to be adopted 2 il Cameron, Cass, Cilley, Jobu M. Clayton, Corwin, Critten- 

| OU 


indiana... 
Minois e.e. 


Mr. WALSH. Snid on yesterday ui tke den, Davis, Dickinson, Dix, Evans, Greene, Hannegan, 
time would speedily come when the Tennessee 
river would be reached in the progress of these 
improvenents. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Yes, sir, the time 
will come, 1 hope—and l suppose the gentleman 
would vote that it be improved now if it cost noth- 
ing. The honorable gentleman remarked that he 
had not seen the estimates. Those estimates were 
before the committee. They were in the hands of 
its chairman for several days, and if the gentleman 
from Maryland has not seen them itis not my fault. 
Lhavethem. He can see them now. It will be 
my pleasure to show them to him. Here they 
are: 


Wag DEPARTMENT, ? 
WASHINGTON, July 13, 1852. $ 

Sun: Tp compliance with your verbal request, F have the 
honor to transmit you au estimate, prepared by the Colonel | 
of Topographical Kugineers, for the improvement of the | 
‘Tennessee river, above th usele Shoals. ! 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

C. M. CONRAD, Secretary of War. 
Hon. Wm. M. Crrurcuws), 
Mouse af E 
JuREAU OF Topog 


resentutives. 
PIHCAL ENGIN 
WASHINGTON, July 13, 1852. 
Sim: tn reply to the inquirics of the Hon, Mr. Cuurcn- 
WELL, in reference to the various estimates for the improve- |: 
ment of the Tennessee river, I have the honor to state that |; 
these estimates were made ata period when pri of food | 
and lahor were much lower than now. The imate for 
the impediments ahove the Muscle Shoals, has been revised | 
by State commissioners, under this change of prices, which | 
revision, itis be H approach nearer the reality of 
the expenditure t imates of 1834 
The rev 
nents in t 
tween Kel 
handred and fifty mile 
which is now po 


to the impedi- 
oal region, or he- 


And from the best information : 
1, it is believed, that ifthe river were | 
adequately Improve this distance, that it would b 
igable for small draft steamboats, throughout its who 
tent from Knoxville to the Ohio, and throughout the g ; 
part of the year. ‘These considerations make the improve- 


ment of that part of the river an object of serious import 
For this part of the river, the revised cstimate 
sree $166,000 | 
29,060 ; 
12,600 : 


ance. 
AMOUNTS lOs ssa eee eee eee Sig Sars Av gales is HHS 
To which add for adredge-boat..,.. 
And for contingencies, ten per cent.............. 


pebiuiy aated ieit a 138,000 


Respeetfully submited, J. 1. ABERI 
Colonel of Corps of Topographical Engineers, 
Hon. ©. M. Conran, Secretary of War. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask my |. 


colleague whether by his remark, that eleven votes 


Making atoial of... 


s Perry and Knoxville, a distance of about two i- 


‘son, Mr. Madison, Mr. Monroe, and Genera 
Jackson, under whose administrations appropri- 


l granted. 


Houston, Huntington, Jaraagin, Johnson of Maryland, 
Johnson of Louisiana, Mangum, Miller, Morchead, Niles, 
Pearce, Simmons, Soulé, Upham, Webster, aud Wood- 


, Chalmers, Mason, Turney, and Yulee—9. g 
“The bill was then taken up in Committee of the 
Whole. 


Mr. Bacry would not delay the business of the Senate f 


by opposing the bill item by item, as he had promised, and 


would simply content himself with moving as a test ques- | 
tion, to strike out the appropriation of $150,000 for the im- ; 
i provementof the river below the fai 


i s at Louisville; and 
on that question he should ask the yeas and nays without 


! further remark. 


“Phe question was taken, and decided in the negative ; 
as follows: 

“ Veas—M 
and Yul j 

“Nays—-M 
ton, Breese, Bri; 

titey, John M. 
Dix, Ivans, Fairfield, Greene, Hi 
ington, Jarnagin, Johnson of M 


r: 


Allen, Ashly, Atchison, Baduer, Ben- 
Calhoun, Came 


i 
Ya 


inmons, Soulé, Sturgeon, Upham, Webster, Westcott, and 


| Woodbridge—3s, 


<The bill was then read a third tine and passed.*? 


Tbus, upon the question (which was understood if 
: to be a test) there stood for it, twenty Democrats : 
and eighteen Whigs, and only six Democrats | 


against it. f 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is sorry to in 
terrupt the gentleman, but he must confine his 
remarks to his amendment. 
Mr. CHURCHWELL. 
ment will pass. 


enter into a constitutional argument upon this sub 


‘ject, but I content myself by giving the opinion |! 
(as inferred from their votes) of tweniy Demo- |, 
crats, strict constructionists, of the Senate, who. 


voted in favor of the system on a test question— 
only six voting against it. Iam opposed to a 
general and extravagant system of internal im 
provement; but having the sanction of Mr. Jeffer 


ations were made, | thought proper to ask an ap- 
propriation for an object as national and as im- 
portant as any in the bill. 


and river improvements, not including surveys 
$17,199,228. 


1 Wisconsin 'Territer, a 


Messrs. Bagby, Benton, Bright, Butler, Cal- | 


t 
| 
| 
j 


s. Ragby, Butler, Mason, Niles, “Turney, | 


n, Cass, Chalmers, ‘| 
layton, Corwin, Crittenden, Dickinson, | 
negan, Houston, Hnut- | 
nd, Johnson of Loni- ii 
na, Mangum, Mitler, Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Rusk, i 


I hope the amend- į 
My time will not allow me to; 


i Penn. & Del... 


I hope it will be} 
During a period of forty years in the | 
i history of the Administrations, from 1806 up to |! 
1845, there has been expended for road, harbor, :į 


I propose to give the amount ex- E 


Ohio ...... 
Michigan .. 


167,500 00 
75,000 00 


$17,199,223 23 


Towa TCIrilOry ccc e cc cee ec cee rar ee eeee eens 


AMOUNTS APPROPRIATED IN EACH YEAR. 


Year. Amount, Year. Amount. 
18G cece ec eeee $48,400 00 1830 ..6. 00. 2,508 93 
isto. 60.000 00 1831.. 31] st 
FIBI e, 50,000 00 1832 + 1,225,008 43 
1812 .... 30,800 00 1833.. + 1,159,451 82 
100,600 00 1834... . 1,641,621 52 

10,000 00 1835......6.6. 1,352,243 61 

4,000 WU 1836 1,837,520 31 


1837 
1838* . 


1,768,218 63 
2,087,044 16 


317,989 60 
32,920 00 


175,000 00 1839 60,500 00 
176,712 00 1841 75,000 00 
284,253 00 1842 100,000 00 
398.541 45 1843 230,000 00 


1,620,120 56 
608,560 25 


1844 696,500 00 
50,000 00 


(G45 veers eees 


$17,199,223 23 


“The appropriation law of 1838 directed that buta portion 
(not exceeding one halt’) of amounts appropriated should 
be expended in that year. 

J. J. ABERT, 


* Col. Oarps af Topog?l Eng’s. 
VED BY THE NORTHERN AND SOUTHERN 
STATES. 


AMOUNTS REC 


Southern States. 
Md.,Va.,& Pa.gl 901.227 00 
Maryland....++ 55,000 00 
Virginia..ceees 25,000 0 

577 00 


Northern States. 
Maingenea $276,574 72 
N. Hampshire. 10,000 00 
Massachusetts. 526,148 22 


Vermont...... 191,000 09 North Carolina 379,377 
Rinode wd.. 32,000 00 Georgia....... 243,043 00 
160,407 26 Florida . 287.712 00 


Connecticut... 
y + 1,632,115 89 
28,963 00 

207,981 23 
38,413 GU 

. 2,038,356 00 

+ 1,270,733 00 
. _ 993,601 00 

« 2,617,661 00 


< 204,997 00 
46,500 00 
717,200 00 
113989 93 
155,000 09 
486,065 00 
100,000 00 
75,000 00 


New York 
w Jer: 
Pennsylvania.. 


Alabami... 
Mississippise ss 
Louisiana..... 
‘Yonnessec.,.. 
Ken. & Tenn. 
Arkansas ..... 
Mo. & Ark... 
Missouri... 


Delaware. 


"645,724 00 South Carolina NONE, 
12I 1673500 00 
75,000 00 
10,822,178 23 4,679,045 00 
SET 
SOU. s jacwis isha crane so. $4,679 045 00 


10,822,178 23 
1,698,223 0V 


17,199,223 23 


Worth. eesis sa 
Western rivere. 
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: Ït is a remarkable fact, sir, that out of the whole i 
expenditure for interna! improvement by the Gen- | 
eral Government, thesouthern States have received | 


but $4,679,045, as will be seën by the table, while | 
the northern States have received $10,822,178. | 
The gallant State of South Carolina has not re- || 
ceived one. dollar...I mention these facts, not | 
from any sectional feeling, but merely to state 
them as they are shown from the figures. When | 
willthe time arrive when western commerce and || 
western tivers are to receive their due proportion | 
ofthe revenue? Will it ever arrive? I fear not, | 
sir, under the system adopted. 

‘Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not wish to 
read a lecture to my colleague, or to anybody else 
here, but I intend to say 

Mr. CHURCH WELL. 
posing the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. Certainly. Ido not intend to | 
vote for the bill whether the appropriation for the 
Tennessee be included in the bill or not. i 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. Of course not; that : 
would not be expected of my colleague. | 

Mr.CHURCHWELL demanded tellers; which | 
were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. CASKIE. I offer the following amend- : 
ment: i 


i 
| 
f 


ls the gentleman op- 


i 
For the improvement of the James and Appomattox ; 
rivers, below the cities of Richmond and Petersburg, | 
$45,000. 


Unlike my friend, Mr. Chairman, I go into 
this battle with a high hope, yes, a confidence of | 
success; for I do not consider. the amendment I 
offer to have yet been, in all that has been said 
upon this floor, really opposed. There are many 
things I desire to. say—some of them relating to 
myself—but five minutes fly by so quickly that I 
must not only talk rapidly, but sacrificing all else, 
I shall confine myself to the simple presentation of 
such facts as time will permit me to adduce. It 
is a mistake to suppose that the people of Virginia 
are indifferent to these rivers. A petition for the 
improvement of the James river was, I am in- 
formed, presented to the last Congress. The 
Council of the city of Richmond has repeatedly 
acted on the subject. J have here before me the 
proceedings of a © Virginia Commercial Conven- 
tion,” held in the city of Richmond the 10th and | 
11th of September, 1851, in which, by resolution, 
they declared that ‘the bars which now obstruct 
the navigation of the James river should be re- 
moved,” 

The honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce seems to base his objection to our 
amendment, as [ find him reported in the Globe, 
upon the idea that we claim that our amendment 
should now be inserted without estimates, with- | 
out surveys and without data.” 

Now, if I show him that this is error, that there | 
are surveys, estimates, and data on which I ask 
this amendment, may I not appeal to his fairness, 
and the fairness of gentlemen on all sides of the! 
House, and ask if they will not remember the | 
maxim ‘‘ equality is equity,” and in this commit- 
tee correct the plain injustice of the omission of 
Virginia from the bill?) Here in this volume of! 
Executive documents which E hold in my hand, | 
is the report of Howard Stansbury, United States | 
Civil Engineer, made to Colonel Abert, of the | 
Topographical Engineers, giving the results of a 
complete survey of that part of the James river 
where the obstructions exist, to which this amend- 
ment relates. I have been informed by Professor 
Bache, who is now with his camp at Rosslyn, 
near Petersburg, engaged in the survey of the 
twelve miles of the Appomattox, which thisamend- 
ment meludes, and which survey he will follow 
by that of the James, as part of the Coast Survey, 
of whieh he isthe head, and who has very recently 
made an inspection of the James, that from such 
examination as he has been able to make, Stans- 
bury’s Report is a very thorough and reliable doc- 
ument. It is also his opinion that if there be any 
error in that report, it is against the improvement 
--the professor considering that perhaps the oh- 
structions are now less serious than they would | 
appear from the report. Stansbury’s estimate is | 
$115,200. 

And without making any complaint, I must be | 
permitted to remark, that since we have been in; 


i this improvement in removing these bars, by 


this committee I have presented to the chairman į 


of the Committee on Commerce, for his examina- | 
tion, the report of Stansbury. \ 
Here let me say thatI trust an opportunity will | 
be afforded the gentleman from North Carolina, | 
(Mr. Moreneap,] who informs me that he con- i 
siders his district as much interested in this matter | 
as my own, to say a word on this amendment. | 
Now as to data. I had supposed that a glance į 
at the map, and a very slight inspection of the | 
census synopsis, which I imagine is in the pos- | 
session of every member of this committee, would | 
be sufficient to show the impropriety of the omis- 
sion of Virginia from the bill, i 
Flere are before me plenty of statistics, which į 
I wish my time would allow me to read. F will) 
give you some from the report of a committee of į 
that Commercial Convention, to which I have al- | 
ready alluded, in which report it is stated that: 
“the tonnage employed in the direct foreign trade | 
between Europe and the waters of the James river, 
amounts to nearly 30,000 tons.” To which E will | 
add, that besides many large schooners running } 
between Richmond and various ports of the coun- 
try, there are now steam lines from Richmond to | 
Baltimore, Philadelphia, and New York, which 
serve a very act ve commerce: i 
“ Tn estimating the present value of the Chesapeake trade, | 
so far as materiais ale at hand for a correct estimate, we | 
will find that the James river and Kanawa canal, its pria- i 
cipal tributary, contributed during the last year, $6,135,- j 
865 49, the products of the interior; whilst it carried into | 
the interior, merchandise and other articles, valued at; 
$37,727,224 20.* | 
“The business of the Central Railroad has doubled within 
the past year, its downward tonnage mounting to 25,000 
tons, and its upward transportation is perhaps one half that 
amount.” 


Mr. STROTHER. | propose to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of my colleague. I move | 
to strike out $45,000, and insert $60,000. My : 
reasons for so doing, I will state very briefly to | 
the committee. it is true that the Committee on 
Commerce have overlooked James river, in Vir- 
ginia, in the division of funds which they propose 
to devote to this subject; and so fur as the influence | 
and effect of the action of that committee bear 
upon the question, it ignores the existence of one 
of the largest commercial interests in this country. 
There is hardly any commercial portion of this 
country so largely demanding the favorable con- 
sideration of this body, as this very one now un- 
der consideration, The city of Richmond is now 
the center of internal improvements in the shape 
of canals and railroads, upon which have been 
expended, by State and individual enterprise, 
near $20,000,000. Improvements are reaching to- 
wards, and when completed, will grapple with the | 
mighty commercial productions of the Mississippi 
valley, so that there are concentrated already at 
that point a large amount of productions, not only 
of Virginia but of part of North Carolina, seeking | 
for foreign and home markets, to be largely in- 
creased when these improvements strike the valley 
of the Mississippi river. Consequently not only 
the interests of Virginia are involved in this ques- | 
tion, but the interests of all the northern commer- | 
cial States, and the interests of the western pro- | 
ductive States. This tide of production flowing 
and to flow along these lines to Richmond and 
Petersburg is obstructed in its after progress to 
the outside markets of the country, by the imped- 
iments in James river. The owners of vessels 
North, and the purchasers of productions North, 
are interested, as much as we are in Virginia, in 
the removal of these impediments. 

The report of Mr, Stansbury, referred to by 
my colleague, [Mr. Casxir,} shows the cost of | 


t 
which large vessels come up to the ports of Rich- | 
mond and Petersburg. So we have data upon | 
which to make this appropriation, and upon that ! 
data l urge upon this committee that $60,000 are | 
hardly enough to accomplish all that is desired in 
the removal of the largest impediments, and the 
giving a larger and freer flow to this tide of trade 
and commerce. t know that there are influences 
operating upon the minds of this committee against 
this appropriation. First, that the Representa- 
tives of Virginia, in their strict construction of | 
the powers of this Government over this question, 
take ground but upon principles of justice and 
right. And many consider it just and proper to 
give to Virginia the fullest benefit of her own con- 
stitutional doctrines. These doctrines, although | 


* An. Rep. of J. R. and K. Co., Nov., 1850. 


still regarded as of great value, are now treated as 


holy relics, and so far as the action of the Federal 
Government is concerned, are reserved entirely for 
exhibition at grand party festivals and conven- 
tions, and exhibited there for the venerating ad~ 
miration of party. Certainly, since the days of 
the Memphis Convention, where the geographical 
discovery was announced that the Mississippi was 
an internal sea—a sort of Mediterranean—and its 
afluents, bays, estuaries, &c., the policy of the 
Government upon the questions embraced in this 
bill may be regarded as fixed, and the Virginia 
construction as discarded and obsolete. 

While I am a disciple of that school, Iam not 
of the ‘* straightest sect,” and believe that the Fed- 
eral Government has the power to improve har- 
bors and rivers. Furthermore, I recognize the 
necessity of modifying abstract opinions accord- 
ing to the changing, enlarging, and exciting ex- 
igencies of the laws. [t would be certainly unjust 
to the people of Virginia, and to the people of the 
whole Union, for this committee: to reject this 
amendment upon the reason stated. The system 
should be administered upon no principles of favor- 
itism or of punishments, but according to the just 
requirements of the commercial wants of the coun- 
try. I stand ready to vote for any bill thatis just, 
and wise, and fair in its character, and against any 
that is not. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I am opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Srroruer,] who last spoke, and in favor of 
the original amendment. Ishall have great hesi- 
tation in reconsidering any determination—— 

Mr. STROTHER. I was about to say, that 
at the suggestion of gentlemen, if the committee 
is peculiarly economical upon a question of 
$15,000, E would withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I understand that the amend- 
ment cannot be withdrawn until T have concluded 
what I have to say. I was about to say that I 
should have great hesitation in reconsidering any 
determination to which the Committee on Com- 
merce, upon a full examination of the subject, had 
come. I understand this to be a matter which has 
not been brought before the Committee on Com- 
merce, or considered by them. I understood fur- 
ther, in relation to some of the appropriations 
asked for here, that there have been no surveys 
made by, which Congress could judge of the cost, 
or what was to be done. That objection does not 
exist in this case, for full surveys have been made 
under the authority of this Government showing 
that this improvement may be made at an ex- 
pense less than the annual injury resulting to com- 
merce there. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order for the gentle- 
man to advocate this amendment? I understand 
that he should oppose the addition of $15,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. Itis legitimate for me to show 
that the addition ought not to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Casxiez] proposes $45,000. The 
other gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Srroruer] 
proposes to amend by striking out ‘ forty-five,” 
and inserting ‘‘ sixty.” The gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] opposes striking out 
“forty” and inserting “sixty.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman haga right 
to oppose the addition of $15,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Davis] must confine his remarks 
to the difference between $45,000 and $60,000. 

Mr. DAVIS. If my friend does not see the 
pertinency of my argument, it is no fault of mine, 
I will go on in the line of suggestion I was about 
making. I was about to say, that it appears 
by the report of the engineer made under the 
authority of this Government some number of 
years ago, that this improvement may be made at 
an expense less than the annual injury which re- 
sults to commerce from the existence of these ob- 
structions. lt further appears, if any gentleman 
will take the pains to examine into the facts, that 
this improvement has been agitated in Virginia for 
many years. 

4 Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman to or- 
er. 

Mr. DUNCAN. | believe there has been no 
opposition to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the 
amendment, offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Srrorusr,] has been discussed for 
and against. After the vote is taken upon this 
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amendment it will bein order to oppose the ori- | 
ginal amendment. i 

Mr, STROTHER. With the leave of the com- 
mittee, I will withdraw my amendment. 

There being no objection, it was withdrawn. 

Mr. DUNCAN. ‘I am opposed to the amend- | 
ment offered by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Casxie,] upon the other side of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Hlinois. How many 
speeches can be made upon this amendment? | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Campsetu,] that the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Srroruer] offered 
his amendment, and made a speech for it. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] rose 
and opposed it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. There wasan amendment 
made to that, and two speeches made upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds, that 
when the amendment was offered, the gentleman 
from Virginia, [Mr. Casxie] made a speech in 
favor of it. Before any opposition was made, an- 
other gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Srroruer] 
rose and offered an amendment to the amendment, 
and there was a speech for and againstit. It was 
withdrawn, and the gentleman from Massachn- 
setts [Mr. Duncan] now rises to oppose the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Casxre. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. =I should like to ask if the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Srroruer] had not been withdrawn, 
if he could go on and oppose the orizinal amend- 
ment? | 

The CHAIRMAN, After it had been voted 
down he conld have done so. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. Such has not been the practice be- 
fore this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ti- 
nbis (Mr. CampBELt] rises to a question of order, 
that an amendment to the amendment having been | 
offered before a speech was made in opposition to 
the original amendment, it is not in order after- 
wards to make a five-minutes speech in opposi- 
tion to that amendment. The Chair overrules 
the point of order. From that decision the gen- | 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Campseny] takes an 
appeal. The question now is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee? i 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I am opposed to the amend- 
mentofthe gentleman from Virginia, [Mr.Casxt,] 
and f assign as a reason for the consideration of 
the House—the reason which I assigned a few 
days ago—that the improvement of the James 
river was never in any manner brought to the 
notice of the committee. I care not for the politi- 
cal opinions of the gentlemen from Virginia who 
represent that State upon the floor of this House. 
It was perfectly in the power of the business men 
at Richmond and other points upon James river, 
interested in this navigation, to send up a petition 
or to present themselves in person, and bring the 
subject of that improvement to the notice of the 
committee, f 

Mr. McMULLIN. I wish to ask the gentle- | 
man a question, I willask the gentleman if the 
committee did not know the fact that estimates for 
this river were provided for in the bill of the last | 
Congress? : 

Mr. DUNCAN. I stated that we had the bill |: 
before ns, but we did not consider it as the rule 
of our action at all. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. I ask the gentleman if he 
ig not now satisfied that the subject has been i: 
brought before this committee, and if it is not now |. 
competent for the committee to take cognizance 
of is? 

Mr. DUNCAN. The question then presents ` 
itself to the House, whether they are prepared to | 
go into an examination and introduce an import- | 
ant amendment upon the floor of this House, | 
which has never been presented to the committee, |; 
in preference to some fifty other petitions of sim- |: 
ilar character for Improvements upon the lakes 
and elsewhere, which were presented to the com- 
mittee, and which they felt hound to reject under 
the restrictions which they imposed upon them- ! 
selves in the formation of this bill. The gentle- | 
men from the remote lakes, and from various por- |: 
tions of the country, have represented the state of || 


| 


| of the House of Representatives is in their keep- 


aici . f 
the respective improvements before the committee. | 


I say that if this House inserts the appropriation 


for this river, at this time, they ought to go | 
farther, and make some fifty more appropriations. | 


Unless they are prepared to do this, I call upon 
them not to make this appropriation—though it 
may be a worthy one—for James river. I do not 
undertake to say that it is not a proper subject of 
appropriation; but when satisfied of that fact, I 
shall certainly vote with great cheerfulness for the 
appropriation of James river. It was impossible 
for the committee to make provisions for all the 
objects which they deem constitutional, necessary, 
and important. It is only a question of time. 
Those cases which are omitted this year may be 
presented next year, and will then deserve, and I 
hope receive, the favorable consideration of the 
House. 

Mr. CABELL, of- Florida, moved to amend 


the amendment by striking ont ‘ $45,000” and | 


inserting in lieu thereof ** $75,000. ’’ 

Mr. C., said: I offer that amendment for the 
reason that, in my opinion, there is no appropria- 
tion that has been asked for, or presented to this 
House, which is more entitled to favorable con- 
sideration than the one which is now under con- 
sideration. The sum of $45,000 is less than that 
which is estimated for, and therefore | am willing 
that it should be increased to $75,000, and even 
more if itis necessary. My intimate acquaintance 
with the State of Virginia places me in a position 
in which | may speak advisedly upon this subject. 
The statistics relating to the James river have been 
already presented by a Representative from the 
State of Virginia. It has been represented to | 
this committee that in point of importance the 
post office receipts of the city of Richmond, chiefly 
Interested in this improvement, are perhaps greater 
than those of any other city for the improvement 
of whose harbors appropriations are asked, with 
the exception of a few large cities upon the At- 
lantic. The commerce of this river, and its anti- 
cipated connection with the West, gives it, in my 
opinion, an especial claim upon the consideration 
of the House. 

But if it be in order, and I rise cheerfully for į 
the purpose, I will say that, in my judgment, the 
course of opposition to this and similar amend- 
ments, is the most extraordinary that has ever 
been presented to this House. Gentlemen from 
the committee seem to assume that all the wisdom 


ing, and that this House should not take upon 
itself to determine the propriety of considering 
particular amendments. They all agree in the im- | 
portance of this particular provision, but because 
the gentleman from the city of Richmond, who is 
more particularly interested in it, did not follow 
up that committee, and find out where their meet- 
ings were, and insist upon this appropriation 
which had been estimated for from time to time, 
and which has been in every appropriation bill 


for the last fifteen or twenty years, therefore it is ji 
I ask that committee why || 


not to be acted upon. tee 
it is they have stricken out the appropriation for 
James river, that has been in all these bills? The 


Representatives from Virginia, and the people of | 


Virginia, may very well ask why itis that the com- | 
mittee have assumed to strike it out, without ask- | 
ing the Representatives from that State whether 
there was propriety in it or not. I have not my- 
self been hefore the committee. T desire appro- 
priations for my own State, and I did not know 


that it was expected we should go before the com- |! 


mittee. I thought all that was necessary for me, 
and those who are interested in these appro- 


i The question was then taken on the amendment 
| to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

| Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved to amend'the 
amendment by striking out ‘* $45,000,” and: in- 


serting ¢ $51,000.” 

Mr. B. said: As is very well known to this 
House, I have always been opposed to this whole 
| system, I have never voted for any of these 
| bills, and if I ever had any difficulty in my own 
| mind as to the inexpediency, to say nothing about 
the utter want of the constitutional power of Con- 
| gress to pass such appropriations—if anything 
were wanting to satisfy us of its inexpediency, it 
| would be the course that the Committee on Com- 
i| merce, that has reported this bill, has taken in re- 
| spect to it, if E may judge of that course from the 
remarks of my friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. 
Duncan.] What isit? He says that there was 
| NO appropriation put in this bill for the James river 
because the Representatives from Virginia did not 
' go before that committee to ask for it. 
| Mr. DUNCAN. Idid not say any such thing. 
| I said there were no petitions presented for an ap- 
propriation for that river. 

Mr. BAYLY. Very well. The gentleman, 
therefore, puts the neglect of the committee in 
; acting upon this matter upon the ground that the 
| people from the vicinity have not petitioned Con- 
| gress in respect to the subject. Well, now, sir, I 
| have made it an invariable rule of conduct on my 
part, as a member of several of the committees of 
i this House, of which | have had the honar to bea 
| member, to put less reliance upon petitions from the 


|| neighborhood, and less reliance upon the represent- 


: ations of members whose constituents are imme- 
i diately interested in the appropriation, than upon 
| anybody else’s, hecause they are alwaysinterested 
in making out the best case they can for their con- 
| stituents, which they invariably do. Their state- 
| ments are ‘tex parte”? A better reliance for a 
| committee of this House on all such occasions is, 
| to tuke the responsible recommendations of the 
Executive. There is some little responsibility 
there, ‘I'heir estimates are not entirely made un- 
der local influences. They are notentirely under 
the control of local interests in these matters, and 
j itis no excuse to this committee that members 
| from Virginia did not go to it, to whom they ought, 
to some extent, to have turned a deaf ear, if they 
had gone. They ought to have looked to the rec- 
ommendations of the Department. I undertake 
to say, that no river and harbor biH- 

Mr. FULLER, Will the gentleman from Vir- 

ginia allow me to say a word? The committee, 
when they took up this matter, had recommend- 
atiens from the Department for a bill; and in those 
recommendations, which the committee looked 
at officially, there was no appropriation whatever 
for James river; so that the attention of the com- 
; mittee had not been at all called to it, 
i Mr. BAYLY. Why did not the Administra- 
i tion make an estimate and recommendation? It 
has always been done heretofore. Why has it 
been omitted now? No one can be at a loss to 
know. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to sug- 
gest. that this debate is entirely out of order. Both 
i the remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bayty,}] and the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. 
FuLLER,] are ont of order. To be in order their 
remarks should go to show the propriety of 
striking out $45,000, and inserting $51,000. 

Mr. ORR. Tam opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. BayLy;] but if 
| Congress is to adjourn by the 31st of August, the 
House should finish this bill to-day. 

The qnestion was then taken npon the amend- 


| 
| 
| 


priations, was to satisfy the House of Represent- 
atives that it was proper, and being proper, that 
they would act upon it, without the necessity 
for the consent and sanction of a majority of a 
committee of this House. At the last Congress, 
Į did apply to the Committee on Commerce, and 
+; was then decided that the appropriation I asked 
for was not national. Now, it strikes me as be- 
ing rather peculiar, that nothing was national that 


came from Florida, and this year | did nót go be- || 


fore the committee, for F expected the same result. 


ii But I hope to induce this House to take a differ- 
ent view of the important interests in which my || 


State is concerned. 

Mr. ORR. Fam opposed to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Florida. I have no disposi- 
tion to debate it, and I ask that the question may 
now be taken. 


ment to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MEADE moved to amend the amendment 
by striking out the sum of $45,000, and inserting 
| 53,000 in Hen thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will notify the 
gentieman beforehand that he will have to confine 
| himself strictly to showing why $53,000 should 
| be inserted instead of $45,000. 
|! Mr. MEADE, 1 think the Chair might as well 
| have waited until I had broken the rule before he 
| read mea lecture. 


|i provement deserves a higher sum than is contained 
; in the amendment, and at the same time, to meet 
| the objections urged by the gentleman from Mas- 
| sachusetts, against any appropriation to this ob- 


OBE: 


der. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Massachu- | 
setts has impliedly informed this House that every 
approrriation contained in that bill has had a pe- 
tition in its favor : before the Committee on Com- | 


merce. -Thatof. the hundred and odd appropria- 
tions, large and. small, contained. in that bill, 
every one was represented by a petition before 
that committee. Do I understand the gentleman 
from Massachusetts to make that assertion? 

Mr. DUNCAN. | I never said anything of that | 
kind. I said that there were either petitions pre- 
sented, or representations from members. 

Mr. STUART. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Virginia should confine his 
remarks to. showing the. propriety of increasing 
the appropriation. a 

The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to sustain the point of order, for the remarks 
of the gentleman from Virginia are not applica- 
ble. 

“Mr. MEADE, . Then how was the gentleman 
from Massachasetts in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided that 
the gentleman was out of order. 

Mr. MEADE. Ido not wish to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair at all, but I wish to re- 
mind this committee that the gentleman from 
Massachusetts himself has admitted the propriety 
of this appropriation in the course of his remarks. 
This committee is perfectly satisfied ef the pro- | 
priety of the appropriation, but if the bill be passed = 
at all, there is not a man in this House who does | 
not feel in his heart that the State of Virginia 
should have an appropriation, and all that is ne- 
cessary for us to ue, is to satisfy this House, and 
not the Committee on Commerce. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, let me bring to the attention of the | 
House the fact that thisimprovement is absolutely | 
necessary to a continuation of the line of improve- | 
ments by which the products of the Mississippi | 
arriving by railroads to Petersburg and Richmond | 
are to seek foreign ports. 

Mr. HOWARD. I am opposed to this amend- 
ment, and in favor of the proposition of the gen- 
Ueman’s colleague, (Mr. Casxis.] The gentleman 
has said he cannot understand why the appro- : 
priation for this river was in the bill which | 
passed the last Congress, and excluded from the 
estimates of the present session in the bill now 
under discussion. To me, sir, it appears to be a | 
very plain matter. There isa species of old fogy- 
ism in the heads of all these departments, who re- | 
main in office permanently without being subject 
to political change and the vicissitudes of party. : 
It becomes a life establishment upon which they ; 
quarter all their friends. ‘The head of the bureau, | 
therefore, feels an interest in having a moderate 
bill which will be certain to pass, and furnish some 
money to spend for the benefit of friends and em- 
ployees. He looks, therefore, rather to the success 
of a small bil, than to any enlarged and liberal 
consideration of the great public interests. The 
character of the present bill is a very apt illustra- 
tion of that fact. When the Department found 
that objections were made to the magnitude of the 
bill which passed this House at the last session, 


it is evident the Chief of the Topographical Corps, |} 


commenced trimming up for the present session. ; 
Hence we find the Department struck first at the 


Congress, and excluded from them several import- ; 
ant subjects of improvementcontained in the former | 
bill, especially in my own State; and in one in- 
stance, when it had the approbation of the De- | 
partment at the last session, and in another where | 
there had been a regular survey and estimates sent | 
in, 


provement of James river is another pregnant 
illustration of this course and policy of the De- 
partment. An appropriation for this work was 
embraced m the bill of last Congress. It has been 
thoroughly surveyed by an able officer of the Top- : 


ographical Engineers, and regularly estimated for. |! 


Why, then, was it not. embraced in the present | 
estimates and bill? [t was well known that the Vir- ; 


ginia members, with perhaps one or two excep- || 


tions, would not vote for the measure. 
therefore, expedient to distribute the amount to 


river was given the go-by. In other words, the i 


iH national and not a local bill, for national and not i 


:| improvement of James river, because I believe | 
new States that could not vote very formidably in || 


2 f | Why? 
Sir, the subject of the appropriation to the im- | 


Tt was, | 
: ‘| money to be expended under State authority. The 
some section where the Representatives would | improvement to be made with the m 
pursue a different line of conduct.. Hence, James || 


| depend upon the sentiments of the Representa- į 


tives, or the voting strength of the State. Sir, 


whole system. - j F | 

The question was. then taken upon the amend- i 
ment to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. | 

The question recurred upon the amendment pro- | 
posed by Mr. Casxiz. i 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. St. Martın, and Furrer of Maine, 
were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 83, noes 45. 

So the amendment was agreed to. i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE offered the following 
amendment to the amendment: 

‘To the State of Kentucky to ennble that State tocontinue | 
the improvement of the navigation of tie Kentucky river, | 
$150,000. i 

Mr. B. said: [have been a silent observer of | 
this debate, sir. I have taken no part init. 1 
have been a curious and interested observer of it. | 
{n the early part of the debateallusions were occa- ; 
sionally made to some principles which ought to ! 
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days it has degenerated into a scramble for the | 
appropriation of mou :y among the different sec- | 
tions and Congressional districts of this Union— || 
just, sir, as you have seen boys scramble over the 
division of gingerbread or apples. i 
In this state of the case, I feel it my duty to | 


I represent a district, sir, which is bounded in 
part by the Kentucky river, four counties of which | 
lie, as it were, in the embrace of the Kentucky . 
river; and I feel that I should merit the condem- 
nation of my constituents if I failed, while the i 
committee are proceeding upon present principles, | 
to ask an appropriation for them. {L believe, sir, 


tacky river; but that is nothing. On looking over | 
this bill reported by the Committee on Commerce, ' 
of which I have made an analysis, I find that the | 
majority of the appropriations recommended by | 
them have not been estimated for by the engineers, į 
in the printed reportaccompanying the President’s | 
message, nor recommended by the Department. 
Mr. FULLER. { would like to correct that; 
statement. 1 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
my time is very short. My statement ts strictly 


i | 

E cannot yield, for | 

| 

correct. I have carefully analyzed this bill, and I! 
i 

| 

i 


i| think quite as carefully asthe Committee on Com- | 


merce themselves have. Neither, sir, did I go be- 

fure the Committee on Commerce and ask for an | 
appropriation for the Kentucky river. Í consid- | 
ered that the committee were bound—contrary to 
the principles which have been announced by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Duncan]— 
to distribute appropriations fairly among all parts | 
of the Union according to the merits of the respect- 

| ive sections. I thought that we should pass a; 


| local improvements; and that the Committee on 
| Commerce was as much bound to know those ob- | 
ects which were national as a court of justice is 
to know those laws which are general. Iam em- ' 
boldened by the passage of the amendment for the 


James river runs through a singie State only, and 
the Kentucky river runs through a single State | 
also. 
have not proposed that this money shall be appro- 
priated under the authority of the Federal Gov- i 
ernment. 
Kentucky, to be appropriated under herauthority. 
Because being neglected for a long series : 
of years by the Federal Government, we under- | 
i took ourselves to improve that stream, and w 
| have made locks and dams in it, and partially im 
oved the navigation, The State of Kentucky | 
| has the jurisdiction over it, and the control of these | 
| locks and dams, 

| Now,if the money appr 

| pended under the authority of the Federal Gov- 
| 


ernment, the Executive might take it into his head 
to tear down these locks and dams, and improve ; 


the river after sonte other notion. We want this: 


oney Task | 
wiil be connected also after a certain fashion with 
foreign commerce; and therefore my amendmen 


govern these appropriations; but for the last two || 


come in and ask an appropriation for my district. |) 
| 


the engineers have made no estimates for the Ken- | 


The committee will perceive, sir, that 1 |! 


I have asked for it for the State of i: 


| Department. 


must command the approbation and the vote of 
the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Sruarrt.] The 
commerce floats from the Kentucky into the Ohio, 
from the Ohio into the Mississippi, from the Mis- 
sissippi into the Gulf of Mexico, and thence to 
the markets of this country and of the world. It 
is also an inter-State stream; that is to say, com- 
merce will be borne upon the Kentucky river from 
State to State; for high up upon its waters a rail- 
road is now in process of construction-—at least, 
the stock is nearly all subscribed—and it will be 
completed soon, to connect with the whole net- 
work of southern railroads, by which passengers 
and freight will be brought to. the banks of the 
river and transported to other States. Therefore 
it is an inter-State stream upon the principle laid 
down and acted on in this committee. Tam wil- 
ing also to compare the tonnage of the Kentucky 
river with the tonnage of many of the streams 
embraced in this bill, or with the tonnage that 
enters many of the harbors embraced in it. 

Mr. WALSH. When the honorable gentle- 
man from Kentucky says that the committee itself 
should have geographical information upon all 
these subjects, he must mean, I presume, that that 
information should be furnished to the committee 
by the gentlemen representing the different sections 
of the country upon that committee. And in this 
connection, as party allusions have been made to 
this system, T would beg that gentleman and the 
committee to recollect that the very respectable and 
able gentleman representing that section of country 
on the committee, and appointed by the Speaker 
of this House, is of the Democratic party, and 
indulges in all the constitutional scruples held by 
the gentleman from Kentucky. The gentleman 
from Kentucky will hardly pretend that members 
from the Atlantic border should be as well in- 
formed upon the subjectof western improvements 
as the gentlemen from that section of the country. 
So much for that portion of his remarks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 
any of these improvements if the House can come 
to a conclusion upon them upon evidence which 
is sufficient to lead themto a just result. But the 
appropriation sought for by this amendment—and 
the same may be said of that sought for by the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, which 
has just been adopted—is no better entitled to con- 
sideration than fifty or sixty other appropriations 
which have been shut out of this bill by the action 
of the committee, und therefore, if it is inserted, 
so far from this being a system of equality and 
justice, it is in every respect the reverse. Some- 
thing has been said about the chickens which have 
been fed by the action of the committee. Sir, I 
congratulate the House and the country that at 
last the game chickens of old Virginia come under 


| the wing of the parent hen. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s remarks 
are taking entirely too wide a latitude. 

Mr. WALSH. Well, sir, if itis out of order 
to express these congratulations, on finding that 
Virginia is what Virginia was in former days, 
coming in under the Constitution to participate in 
all its blessings, I proceed to say that there is no 
safety but in reliance upon the reports of the 
T have no personal acquaintance 
with the officers iv that Department, but I answer 
to the argument which has been enforced with so 
much spirit and determination by the gentleman 
from Texas, (Mr. Howanrp,] that if those officers 
are not to be trusted in the performance of their 
duty—that if his charges are true, he owes it to 


‘| his position as a member of this House, he owes 


it to the country-—— 


The CHAIRMAN. 


“ne Chair called the gen~ 


! tleman from Texas to order when he was indulging 


in remarks of this character; and he must now call 
the gentleman from Maryland to order. 

The Chair decides that, these remarks have no 
application to the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky. ` 

Mr. WALSH. Then, sir, I say that we can- 


À i not proceed with safety in the execution of this 
onriated should be ex- || 


system, but by reliance upon the integrity and in- 
telligence of those gentlemen who are in the em- 
ployment of the Engineer department. 1f we can- 
not rely upon them, either because of the want of 
capacity or want of integrity, it is the business of 
this House, as the great protector of the country, 
to create a new Board more subject to just respon- 
sibility, and who will be able to perform the duty 
more effectually and honestly, 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


1965 


Mr. HOWARD. I move to amend the amend- 
mentof the gentleman from Kentucky by reducing 
the amount $100,000, so as to leave it $50,000. 
I think that $50,000 is enough, as there has been 
ao survey, although I confess, Mr. Chairman, 
that I have no great confidence in the manner in 
which this bill or the estimates have been prepared 
by the head of the Topographical Bureau; and 
that if the estimates of the Topographical Bureau 
was here for $150,000, I would still vote for 
$50,000. Why do I say this? I say it for this 
reason, that the only proper person to estimate 
for a work is the scientific officer who makes the 
survey; that the information is strictly local, and 
that it is not within the power of the head of the 
department to take up that information and to un- 
dertake, intelligently, in an office in the city of 
Washington, to reverse all that that officer has 
performed, and to pronounce his work good or 
had, as has been done in repeated instances in the 
preparation of the estimates for this bill. Sir, I 
do not care what gentlemen may think in relation 
to the position or point that i now make. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I call the 
gentleman from ‘Texas to order. I understand 
that he has moved to reduce the appropriation 
proposed in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. I insist that he should confine his re- 
marks to the expediency of that reduction. 

Mr. HOWARD. Lam doingit. If the gen- 
tleman thinks I am not, let him comply with the 
rule, and reduce my remarks to writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the gentleman from ‘Texas must confine his re- 
marks strictly to his amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD. Iam doingso. Tamshow- 
ing that this reduction ought to be made, because 
there is no estimate from the Topographical Bu- 
reau; and then I think it is competent for me to 
show how much weight ought to be attached to 
the action of the head of the Topographical Engi- 
neers, who has prepared these estimates. Is that 
not in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it 
is taking very Jarge latitude. 

Mr. HOWARD. If it is out of order for a 
gentleman to adduce reasons in favor of a position 
which he assumes, of course itis impossible for 
us to proceed intelligibly. F undertake to say that 
the estimates of the head of the Topographical 
Bureau have not been made fairly; that he has 
taken the reports of his subordinate officers—the 
most intelligent and competent officers in his corps; 
that he has reduced their estimates in some in- 
stances, and rejected them altogether in others. 

Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman to or- 


der. 

Mr. HOWARD. Let the gentleman reduce his 
point of order to writing. 

Mr. STUART. Itis not necessary for me to 


do so. The rule does not require it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chairthinks that the 


remarks of the gentleman from Texas are entirely 
out of order. The Chair called the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Waxset] to order for making 
remarks of the same character. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order, and it is this: The rule requires that when 
one gentleman calls another gentleman to order in 
debate, he shall, if required to do 850, reduce his 
point of order to writing, that the Chair may de- 
cide it. That isa privilege that the member upon 
the floor has a right to, and I make the point be- 
cause it becomes important. 

Mr. HOWARD. I demanded it myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from Iflinois, that the Chair himself 
made the same point as the gentleman from Mich- 


igan. 
or. RICHARDSON. With all due deference 
to the Chair, I want it reduced to writing. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The rule does not require 
the Chair to reduce it to writing. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But thegentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. Srvarr] made the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair himself had 
made the same point of order, and the gentleman 
from Michigan only rose to enforce it. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Is itin order for me 
to oppose the amendment to the amendment pro- 
osed by the gentleman from Texas? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 
Mr. HOWARD. I will withdraw the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 


| be followed by further appropriations hereafte 


! endeavoring to show that the appropriations con- 
Í tained in this bill were not fairly distributed 


The CHAIRMAN. Thatean only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Several Mempens objected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Lam opposed to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas. My | 
amendment proposes to appropriate $150,000, and | 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas pro- 
poses to reduce that amount to $100,000. I as- 
sure the gentleman, and I assure the committee, 
that the amount named in my amendment is little 
enough for the improvement of the stream. You 


ti 
ji 


cannot improve the Kentucky river for $150,000, 


much less for $50,000, which the gentleman pro- | 


poses to reduce it to. Indeed, the sum I ask is} 
only intended fairly to begin the work, and mus 


Another reason for the passage of this amend- | 
ment is, that the section of country in which the 
Kentucky river lies, and of which it is the im- 
portant stream—being the principal stream in our | 
State, as its name proves—has received fewer ap- 
propriations than any other, and that the largest 
appropriations have been given to the East. I call 
the attention of the committee to a curious fact, 
illustrating how certain localities are cherished by | 
the Committee on Commerce. i 

On analyzing this biil, I discovered that nota; 
single estimate made by the Engineer department į 
for the State of New York, and accepted by the | 
committee, has been cut down one dollar, while 
the estimates have been cut down one half, and 
sometimes more, for most of other improvements, 
and especiaily for those in the Northwest. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Will the gen- į 
tleman let me say one word? ! 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
is too short. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I presume the gentleman ; 
does not wish to misrepresent the committee ? i 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Certainly Ido not, į 
and I will yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I will state, then, to the gen- | 
tileman from Kentucky, that, instead of the fact be- 
ing as he had stated it, if he will Jook at the printed 
estimates, he will find that several works estimated 
for on Lake Erie have been entirely left ont of this 
bil. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have examined 
this bill carefully, and F am not mistaken in what 
Tsay. 
the Committee an Commerce, that some of the es- 


I cannot; my time 


timates made by the Engineer department are not |: 


contained in this bill, but it isalso true that of all | 


id 


Mr. STUART. I call-the gentleman to order. 
I ask the Chair whether this question of order is 
debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. FOWLER. I call for the reading of the 
36th rule. That will show that the gentleman 
from Kentucky has the right to demand that’ the 
gentleman from Michigan shall reduce his point 
of order to writing. hee 

Mr. CARTTER. Icall the gentleman from 
Massachusetts to order, 

Mr. RICHARDSON and o 
the reading of the rule. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ken- 
tusky has still one minute left, and will proceed in 
order. ‘ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iam prepared to show, 
and but for the extreme sensitiveness of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, would show that the locali- 
ties from which the gentlemen come, who com- 
pose that committee, are amply provided for in this 
bill, while others are neglected. 

Several Memsens. That istrue. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I mean nothing dis- 
respectful to the committee. They did what was 
perfectly natural. If I had been upon that com- 
mittee it would have been perfectly natural: for 
me to have cared specially for my own State. 
That is the course connected with this whole sys- 


It is not debatable. 


thers, objected. to 


item, when you descend to State and local appro- 


priations. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Stuarr] is 
solicitous that we shall not go into the discussion 
of the general merits of this bill. Sir, all debate 
upon this bill was smothered in the beginning. 
You have gone into committee upon the bill, and 
have put the five minutes rule upon us, and now 
you will not even allow us to discuss it upon its 
merits in a five minutes speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the gentleman cannot discuss the general 
merits of the bill upon an amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not object to 
the decision of the Chair, but I do object to these 
points of erder being raised by members of the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. STUART. As it happens, however, 1 


‘have not the fortune to be a member of the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce. 


lt is true, as stated by the chairman of |! 


the numerous appropriations for the State of New |; 
York, contained in this bill, there is not one in | 


which they have not gone up fully to the estimates 
of the Engineer department, while they have cut 
down the estimates for other portions of the coun- | 
try, in many instances one half. | 

Mr. STUART. [rise to a question of order. ; 
It is not in order to discuss the general merits of 
the bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
tleman shal! reduce his point of order to writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


personal in debate, the point of order must be re- 
duced to writing, but not otherwise. 

Mr. STUART. Well, sir, I call the gentleman 
from Kentucky to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky must confine his remarks strictly to the 
reasons why the appropriation should not be re- | 
duced. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Wow does the Chair 
decide upon the point of order made by the gen-: 
tleman from Michigan, (Mr. Stuanr?} : 

The CHAIR™ 
understand the question made by the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. STUART. [submitted that it was not in | 
order to discuss the merits of the bill, or whether | 


it ig founded upon the estimates submitted by the || 


Departments or not, upon the amendment now 
pending. . f : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the | 
point of order. 1 

Mr. GENTRY. 
legitimate to discuss the question which the gen- ; 
tleman from Kentucky was discussing. He was 


in 
the various sections of the country; and I ho 
that that is legitimate argument. 


I insist that the gen- į! 


I submit that it is perfectly | ; 
i applied to the courts for an inj 


fhe Chair understands ©: 
| the rule to be, that where there has been anything .; 


The Chair did not fully || 


The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was not agreed to, 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Breck- 
inRipce’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, submitted. the 
following amendment, to come in at the end of the 
clause under consideration, viz: 

Provided, That the appropriations herein contained for 
ssissippi, the Ohio, the Missouri, and the Arkansas 
shall be applied exclusively to the improvement of 
tively, and not to the con- 
struction of landings and harbors on said rivers. 


Mr. C. said: Mr. Chairman, I believe I haveat 
last succeeded in offering an amendment, which 
will meet the approbation of the committee. Hit 
does not, all | can say in addition is, that I am 
opposed to making appropriations in this bill for 
the improvement either of harbors, or landings 
upon the rivers. I deny the authority, and I deny 
the policy or the expediency of the General Gov- 


il ernment to make them, for the reason that it is 


substituting individual interest for the public wel- 
fare. But I have another reason for offering this 
amendment. Heretofore the General Government 


has appropriated large sums of money—hundreds 


of thousands of dollars—for the purpose of making 
the wharves of St. Louis accessible. For the pur- 
pose of raking myself understood, T will ex- 
plain the position of an island in the Mississippi, 
opposite St. Louis, akout the middle of the river, 
called Bloody Island. The tendency of the cur- 
rent is to the Ilinois side of that island. The city 
of St. Louis, however, for the purpose of divert- 
ing the natural channel of the river to the St. Louis 
side of the river, without any kind of authority 
commenced to build a dam across that portion of 
the river between Bloody Island and the Ilinois 
side of the river. After they had proceeded with 
the work for some time, the Hlinois authorities 
unction, to stop the 


proceeding, which was granted. The city. of St. 


‘| Louis, in connection with the owners of Bloody 
‘| Island, made an application to the Legislature of 
Id || Ilinois for the privilege of building two cause- 
| ways, or two dams, and te make two roads, con- 
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necting Bloody Island with the Illinois shore. | 
The privilege was granted by the Illinois Legisla- 
ture, and for the purpose of insuring the comple- , 
tion of the work, they entered into bondsina large | 
sum with the owners of Bloody Island. They ; 
commenced the work, and having filled up the | 
channel, they failed in constructing these two | 
causeways. . A flood came, and the whole work | 
was very much damaged, but they suceeeded in | 
doing so much as to destroy the navigation of the | 
river upon the Ilinois side. 

In the-bill which passed the House at the last 
session, and which Í understand is to be offered as 
a substitute to this, there is an appropriation of 
000 for the improvement of the St. Louis 

arbor. I desire now, before making this ap- 
propriation which. is to be made for the improve- 
ment of this river, to. have inserted in the bill a 
provision, that it shall be applied exclusively to 
the improvement of the navigation of the channels 
of the river, and not for the improvement or con- 
struction of harbors. These owners and capitalists 
at St. Louis, desire to get money from the General | 
Government for the purpose of building these | 
two causeways, and thereby relieving themselves 
from the obligations they were under to construct 
these works, in consequence of the bond entered 
into by them with the State of Illinois. For the | 
reason l have stated, I hope the proviso to the | 
amendment may prevail. [ cannot consent that ! 
appropriations shall be made, and the patronage | 
of the General Government used, to build up a į 
great city on the Missouri side, to the injury of | 
others equally meritorious on the Illinois side. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish, for 
the information of the committee, to call the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Ilinois (Mr. Camer- 
BELL] to this fact, that there was among the printed 
estimates sent to the House upon this subject, one 
of $50,000 for the removal of obstructions in the 
harbor of St. Louis. This, among other estimates, 
was presented to the Committee on Commerce, 
but they rejected it, upon the very ground which | 
the gentleman from Illinois has now urged in favor 
of this proviso. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Will the gentle- 
men allow me to ask him one question, for the 
purpose of correcting the statement made by the 
kenileman from Kentucky, [Mr. BrRecrixriver?] 

want to know whether there is a single appro- 
priation, reported by the Committee on Commerce 
in this bill, which did not have the approbation of 
the corps of Topographical Engineers? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I rise to a question of 
order. l want to know whether it is in order to 
discuss this question, in opposition to the amend- 
ment under consideration ? i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that | 
the gentleman from New York and the gentleman 
from Maine are out of order in the course of dis- 
cussion they were pursuing. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I was going on to say that 
we rejected this estimate, because we did not think 
it came within the proper range of harbor and 
river improvements to construct upon a navigable | 
river anything that might be called a harbor, which | 
was nothing more than a landing or wharf. The | 
committee will perceive that this large appropri- | 
ation is confined by the very language of the item | 
to which the gentleman from Illinois has alluded to | 
the improvement of the navigation of these rivers. | 
There is no need therefore for this amendment. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. They want toimprove the ! 
navigation of the Mississippi by turning its chan- | 
nel from the Illinois to the Missouri side; and that | 
it would be improved by constructing these cause- | 
ways. It is for the purpose of preventing this | 
appropriation from being thus applied, under ary | 
circumstances, under the direction of the Secretary | 
of War, that I have offered this proviso. i 

Mr. SEYMOUR. After this very estimate for | 
the improvement of the St. Louis harbor having 
been rejected by the Committee on Commerce, 
and given no place in the bill, I really do not think 
any Secretary of War would ever take any por- ; 
tion of the $260,000 appropriated for the improve- | 
ment of the Mississippi river and its tributaries | 
for the improvement of the harbor of St. Louis. | 
If there is any danger of that being done by any | 
Secretary of War we are likely to have there, per- ; 
haps it would be worth while tu put the restric- | 
tion in. j 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then why object to the 
amendment? l 


f which I refer. 


The question now being upon the amendment, 

Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers; but they 
were not ordered. 

Mr. LANE. I do not desire to oppose this 
amendment, but Í desire to say a few words in 
relation to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
unanimous consent. 

Several Mempers objected. 

The question was then put, and the amend- 
ment was.rejected—ayes 32, noes not counted. 

Mr. MILLER offered the following amend- 
ment: 

For the improvement of the harbor at St. Louis, $50,000, 

Mr. M. said: Mr. Chairman, I beg leave, in the 
few remarks I intend to present upon the subject 
of this amendment, to call the attention of this 
committee to a clause in the remarks submitted by 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce [Mr. Seymour] in opening this dis- 
cussion, and then show you the inconsistency of 
the course taken by that committee in reference to 


It can be done only by 


ment, with the rule laid down by the committee 


He says: 


upou which they have framed this bill—that it was their 
duty to provide for tue general wants of the commerce of 
the couutry at those localities—those great commercial de- 
pots, where it had already concentrated. They did notsup- 
pose that it was within their province to go into those parts 
of the country just rising into importance, where the com- 
merce had hardly yet defined its localities, where you 
would not know if you appropriated to day ten or twenty 
thousand dollars for the improvement of a harbor, whether 
ten years hence there would be any trade or commerce to 
be benefited by it. They preferred rather to confine the ap- 
propriations to the wants of the general commerce of the 
country, by locating them at the great centers of com- 
merce, where it already exists, and where it will be bene- 
| fited.’? 


Now, I desire to call the attention of the com- 


nection with this subject, which I have before 
me. IJ refer to the estimates of the Topographi- 
cal Bureau, relative to this harbor, and which the 
Committee on Commerce had before them. At 
the last session a similar estimate was made for 
the improvement of the harbor at St. Louis. 
Mr. WALSH. I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Missouri this question: Does he suppose the 
Yommittee on Commerce were bound to surren- 
der their judgments upon constitutional law to the 
Topographical Bureau? 
Mr. MILLER. [| will answer the gentleman. 
I did not suppose the Committee on Commerce 
were bound to surrender their judgment to the esti- 
mates of the Topographical Bureau, nor do I sup- 
pose that we in this committee are bound to sur- 
render our judgment to the recommendation of the 
Committee on Commerce. These estimates have 
been furnished to the committee for their considera- 
tion, but they haveseen fit to reject some of them. 
Atone moment when an amendment is offered, 
not embraced in the estimates, some member of 
the committee gravely rises, and objects to the 
appropriation, because there was no estimate for 


for the harbor of St. Louis, for which there is an 
estimate, the gentleman rises and asks whether 
we suppose the committee are bound by these 
estimates? 


the rule which guided them, with the action of the 


was, but a few years ago, an inconsiderable 


six thousand, and with but little trade. 


$60,060,600. 
port of last year, over three thousand arrivals of 
steamboats; and yet, important as this harbor of 
St. Louis is, not only to the city of St. Louis, not 
! only to the State of Missouri, but to the States of 


| the reason why the harbor of St. Louis has been 
omitted? 


the appropriation recommended in this amend- | 
as indicated by the chairman in those remarks. | 


“But the committee have presembed another rule for ! 
their conduct. They have supposed—and that is the ground | 


mittee for a few moments to some facts in con- | 


| it; and now, sir, when an amendment is proposed | 


I desire to call the attention of the committee to | 
a few facts, to show how inconsistent are the dec- | 
larations of the chairman of the committee as to ; 


committee, as is clearly manifested by the facts to ! 
it is very true, sir, that St. Louis |) 


French village, with a population not exceeding ; 
Now, | 
sir, that city numbers one hundred thousand : 
inhabitants, and it has a commerce estimated at ! 
It had, sir, according to the re- | 


As I remarked, Mr. Chairman, there were, i 


Ilinois, lowa, Wisconsin, and the Territory of ! 


during the last year, over three thousand steam- 
boat arrivals at the city of St. Louis; each boat 
of this vast.number freighted with the produce of 
our fertile lands, and the rich ores of our mines, 
or the manufactures and productions of other sec- 
tions. And of the whole number of steamboats 
plying upon our western rivers, the returns show 
about one hundred and thirty enrolled and licensed 
at St. Louis, a larger number than at any other of 
the great cities upon those streams, and ranking 
in the amount of their tonnage second to, and but 
a little below, the tonnage of steamboats enrolled 
and licensed at New Orleans. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. It is unneces- 
sary for me to say that l am emphatically opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Mizier.] I was astonished that the 
committee did not see fit to adopt the amend- 
ment which I offered, and which, perhaps, would 
have excluded the very amendment which the 
gentleman. [Mr. Mirer] has offered. ‘These 
harbors—I will not call them harbors, for there 
is no such thing as a harbor on a river, the 
river is the harbor itself—these landings upon 
rivers for the benefit of localities where boats re- 
ceive and discharge their freights, the General 
Government has already expended hundreds of 
thousands of dollars for the very purpose of im- 
proving them at the city of St. Louis. 1s that for 
the benefit of the general commerce of the coun- 
try? Tris for the purpose of directing the natural 
channel of the river from the Illinois side to the 
St. Louis side; and the more profusely they ex- 
pend the money, the more obstinately the old 
Father of Waters pursues his natural channel. 

Sir, these claims which have been presented for 
harbors upon the Mississippi, have constituted 
one of the greatest difficulties which the friends of 
improvement of the channel have had to encoun- 
ter in all the contests which have been had for im- 
provements of that description. Why, sir, so local 
have improvements of this character been consid- 
ered, that they are seldom or never embraced in 
any system of internal improvements. They are 
left to the localities, and to the cities immediately 
to be benefited by them. 

Mr. MILLER. Will the gentleman permit me 
to ask him whether appropriations were not made 
in 1836 and in 1837 for this very harbor? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Yes, sir; and thatisthe very 
reason that | am opposed to it now. There has 
been, as J understand it, between $200,000 and 
$300,000 appropriated for the harbor of St. Louis, 
and which seems to have such an insatiable maw 
that it can never be satisfied. Are we to leave the 
rapids in the channel unprovided for, for the pur- 
pose of securing a good Janding at the wharf of 


| St. Louis? I apprehend, sir, before the commit- 


tee will entertain a proposition of this kind, they 
will pause to consider whether it is not their duty 
to remove the great obstacles to the navigation of 
the stream, rather than to making appropriations 
for constructing convenient landing points for the 
benefit of particular cities and localities. 

Sir, Lam opposed to every harbor and every 
landing appropriation which may ever be got up 
in this House while lam a member of it, and I 
will record my vote against them. Ido not op- 
pose the amendment on account of the locality it 
is intended to benefit, but on account of the prin- 
cipleit involves. If the landing at St. Louis should 
be improved, other points of less importance would 
profit by the precedent, and there would be no end 
to applications for similar objects. 

Mr. MILLER called for tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was not agreed to. 


” Mr. ROBINSON moved to strike out the clause 
“for the improvement of the navigation of the 
‘ Mississippi river below the rapids; the Ohio, in- 
‘cluding the repairs of the dam at Cumberland 
‘Island; the Missouri and the Arkansas rivers, 
< $260,000;” and insert the following clauses: 


That the sum of $100,000, out of any money inthe Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, be and the same is hereby 
appropriated for the improvement of the Rock Island and 
Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of War. 

That, for the improvement of the navigation of the Mis- 
gouri river, by the removal of snags and other obstructions 
in the natural channel of said river, and for the building of 
a snag-boat, with necessary machinery and appurtenances 
suitable to that purpose, the sum of 475,000 be and the same 
is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
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not otherwise appropriated ; the sanie to be expended under 
the superintendence of the Seeretary of War. 

That, for the improvement of the navigation of the Ar- 
kansas river, hy the removal of snags and other obstructions 
in the natural channel of said river, and for the building of | 
a snag-boat, with necessary machinery and appurtenances 
suitable to that purpose, the sum of $75,000 be and thesame 
is hereby appropriated out of any mouey in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated; the same to be expended under 
the superintendence of the Secretary of War. | 

That, forthe improvement of the navigation of the Ohio | 
river between Pitsburg and the Falls at Louisville, by the 
removal of snags and other obstructionsin the natural chan- 
nel of said river, and for the building of a snag boat, with 
the necessary machinery and appurtenances suitable to that 
purpose, the suw of §100,90) be and the same is hereby ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not etherwise 
appropriated ; the same to be expended under the superin- 
tendence of the Secretary of War. 

That, for the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio 
river, below the Valls at Louisville, and the Mississippi 
river, hy the removal of snags and other obstructions in the 
natural channels of said rivers, and for the building of 
snag-boats with necessary machinery and appurtenances 
suitable to that purpose, the sum of 200,000 be aud the same 
is hereby appropriated out of any movey in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated ; the same to be expended under 
the superintendence of the Seeretary of War. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to rule this amendment out of order, on the 
ground that the propositions are identical with 
various bills pending before the House; and hence, 
under the rule, they are not in order. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Then I will modify the 
amendment by reducing the sum named in each 
proposition, five dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. That will be in order. 
Mr. ROBINSON. My object in offering the 
amendment is to test the sincerity of gentlemen of | 
this committee who pretend to have such a holy 
regard for the great West, and who desire to have 
a bill pass through for its benefit. Now, the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals have had all these 
matters referred to them by a vote of this House, 
and they have had them under serious considera- 
tion, and have authorized the reporting of five dif- 
ferent bills, which are embraced substantially in 
the amendment I have had the honor to offer. 
They appropriate a specified amount for each one 
of the great western rivers—for the Mississippi 
and its tributaries. They go further, and desig- 
nate the manner in which the improvements shoald 
be made—to wit: by the removal of snags and 
other obstructions in the natural channel of those 

rivers. 

If gentlemen are really sincere in desiring ap- 
propriations to aid the great West, they will cer- 
tainly have no objection in striking out the clause 
under consideration, and substituting the one I 
have sent to the Chair. 

The amendment I propose makes a larger ap- 
propriation for these western rivers, by some 
$200,000, than the one reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, and it will, therefore, render the 
bill so much the more equal in its general charac- | 
ter than it is now. ‘Phere were, sir, upon the 
Committee on Roads and Canals more than one: 
or two members, coming from the valley of the 
Mississippi, who represented the interests of the | 
Great West and the people who live there, and 
who ought to know something about their inter- | 
ests; and I ask you, Mr. Chairman, who, if any, 
have a right to be consulted about what they want 
in reference to these improvements, and as to how 


the money should be expended? Now, the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce have lumped the appropria- į 
tion for the three principal western rivers, to be 
expended under the direction of the Secretary of | 
War. Now, every one knows, who knows any- | 
thing about the western rivers, that when appro- 
priations have been made, to be expended under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, without 


any limitation or restriction whatever, that the |} 


judgment of the steamboat captains, pilots, and 
river men through the entire West, has been that 
the appropriation has been expended so as to do 
more harm than good. They are the ones who 


strike out the section the committee have reported, 
and adopt the amendment I have sent to the Chair, 


then you will have the money appropriated as | 


we, who live upon those rivers, and whose inter- 
ests are involved, desire it. 

I stated, when upon the floor the other day, in 
reference to the clause appropriating $260,000 to 
the Mississippi and its tributaries, that it would 
be in the power of the Secretary of War to ex- 
pend the whole sum upon any one of those rivers, 
and at any poini upon either, without any restric- 


$ 
{ 


| one character, and that it consists in the construc- 


possess the proper information. Now, if you will | three or four different sets—one upon the Arkan- 


| tion whatever. 


| chooses, for the purpose of securing votes in the 


l ask for tellers upon this amendment. 


| water, or other circumstances. 


i this money only for this year, and for the pur- 


And let. me ask, Mr.-Chairman, 
in the hands of a corrupt Secretary of War, or 
a designing Administration, what could be made 
more efficient than the exercise of that discretion 
in controlling a presidential election ? 

If this bill passes as it comes from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, you put it in the power of the 
present President, through his Secretary, to ex- 
pend the entire sum of $260,000 at any point he 


pending presidential campaign. (fam happy to 
know, however, that at present they think their 
nominee. is scarcely worth the candle.) 1 shall 
{ want to 
see western men show their hands, and | regret 
that we are not in the House, where we could have 
the yeas and nays, to show whether they are will- 
ivg to vote as much money to their own section 
of the country as they are fur the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 1 stated the 
other day to the House the reason why the Com- 
mittee on Commerce placed the appropriation for 
these western rivers together in one sum as they 
have. The gentleman from Indiana, {Mr. Rog- 
inson,] by the amendment which he has offered, 
seeks to separate them, and seeks largely to in- 
crease the amount which is to be given to the 
western rivers. Now, the reasons stated from 
the Topographical Bureau, through the Secretary 
of War, to the committee, we judged to be good 
ones, and we commend them to the committee. I 
will repeat them. Every person who is conver- 
sant with the nature of the improvements upon 
the western rivers, will perceive that they are of 


tion of snag-boats and in extracting from the 
channels of navigation the snags and other imped- 
iments in them. Now, formerly, as the Depart- 
ment informed us, they have been accustomed to 
have separate appropriations. Each river having 
a separate appropriation, of course you were 
obliged to construct for each of them separate ap- 
paratus, because each one was enutled to the use 
of its own funds. Besides that, there has always 
been a great difficulty in operating upon those 
rivers, from the fact that there would be high water 
in one river when it is low in another. 

Mr. ROBINSON (interrupting) made a remark 
which was inaudible to the Reporter. 

My.SEYMOUR. The Department states that 
this fund should be thus concentrated and kept 
together; and that it will be a more economical 
mode of operating by enabling them to transfer 
their body of men engaged in this service, as well 
as their implements of labor, from one river to an- 
other, as may be demanded by the state of the 
For these rea- 
sons, and for no other, have the committee put 
this whole appropriation in one item. Wedeemed 
it best for us to rely upon those men who, for a 
long period of years, have been conversant with 
these matters—who have the aid of persons of 
great experience in the Topographical Corps, 
Colonel Long and others, who have had especial 
charge of the improvements on the western rivers 
—rather than resort to any conjecture upon the 
subject. Even ifa division of this appropriation 
should be decided upon, we have no data before 
us by which we could tell how much to give to 
one river or how much to another. 

There is another reason. This whole appro- 
priation is but for the ensuing fiscal year—l! should 
rather say for the present fiscal year, for we have 
already passed beyond the last of June, when the 
last fiscal year expired. The consequence Is, the 
Department, if this sum shall be voted, will use 


poses indicated in operating upon those rivers this 
year. The next year they will ask for more, but | 
you are first obliged to coustruct and collect to- 
gether your boats and other implements; and it 
is better to have but one set of tiem than to have 


sas, one upon the Missouri, one upon the Missis- 
sippi, and another upon the lower Ohio. 

Į wiil add, in reference to the gentleman’s 
amendment, that he has omitted one very import- 
ant object, We nave included in our bill for the 
Ohio, the Cumberland dam as a specific mauer. 
It is not contained in the gentleman ’s amendment. 


The question heing on the amendment, 

Mr. ROBINSON demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Dray, and Jounson of Ar- 
kansas, were appointed. 


a 
ayes 31, noes not counted. 
So the amendment was rejected. . 
Mr. MOLONY offered the following amend- 
ment: ie 
For the improvement of Flinois river, $51,000 ; and for 
the construction of a breakwater and piers at the port of 
Waukegan, Hiinois, $15,000; also, 851,000 for the Tennes- 
see river. i 


The question being put, the tellers-reported—— 


Mr. Chairman, we have been trying for the last 
two days to so far improve this very unjust bill 
as to make it acceptable to the country, all with- 
out success, sir.. But, sir, after voting down all 
amendments for the Illinois, for harbors of refuge 
upon the lakes, for the Tennessee, and other im- 
portant tributaries of the Mississippi, as high! 
inexpedient, if not unconstitutional, notwithstand~ 
ing a hundred millions of dollars, and much mere, 
are demanding these appropriations for its safety, 
the committee have just vored $50,000 for James 
river, upon which floats annually not $2,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s remarks 
are not in order. 

Mr. MOLONY. The application I am going 
to make, will convince the Chair and the commit- 
tee that they are in order. 

I take that vote in behalf of James river as, a 
good omen, as an indication that this committee 
have determined to reconsider their votes, and 
yet do justice to the Illinois river, the Tennessee, 
and the commerce of the lakes, by passing the 
amendment which I have submitted. It cannot 
be, sir, that this committee are prepared to place 
themselves on the record—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
gentleman’s remarks to be out of order. They 
are not in explanation of his amendment, 

Mr. MOLONY. Iam coming directly to that 
explanation. The Chair will see the order of my 
remarks before I get through. 1 repeat, can it be 
possible that this committee are prepared to de- 
clare an appropriation to James river constitu- 
tional and expedient, while the vast commerce of 
the Illinois, Tennessee, and the lakes, which 
loudly demand—— 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to talk 
about the ‘Tennessee river. 

Mr. MOLONY. That is a part of the very amend- 
ment now pending. I was proceeding to say when 
interrupted by the Chair, that the passage of this 
amendment was loudly demanded by the wants 
of a great commerce suffering for the want of it, 
and that the committee, standing upon the record: 
against it, after voting for the James river appro- 
priation, could not vindicate before the country its 
character for impartiality and justice; it would be 
parallel with the act of the Committee on Com- 
merce, who have taken to New York the lion’s 
share of the appropriation reported by them. The 
committee owe it to themselves to reconsider their 
votes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s remarks 
are not in order, 

Mr. MOLONY. I was going only to add— 
and pass this amendment. 

Mr. STANLY. lam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Hlinois. If T can get 
an opportunity, I shall offer an amendment which 
will be decisive as to these amendments, 

Mr. MOLONY demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
of Mr. Morony was disagreed to. 

Mr. BISSELL. I submit for the consideration 
of the committee the following amendment: 

For the improvement of the Hudson, river, above its 
highest navigable point, $50,000 ; and, for the improvement 
of the Mlinois river, $200, 

Mr. Chairman, I still think that in a bill of this 
sort something ought to be appropriated for the im- 


| provement of the navigation of the Hlinois river, 


Of course | must admit, in deference to the com- 
mittee who reported this bill, that that river is of 
very insignificant importance, compared with the 
other rivers, which that committee has so amply 
provided for. By itself it may be entitled to no con- 
sideration whatever, in the opinion of those gen- 
tlemen. Wiha view, therefore, to entitle the Hh- 
nois to the sum of $200, T have coupled the prop- 
osition with one for an additional appropriation of 
$50,000 for the Hudson. This, I hope, may ren- 
der my amendment acceptable to the committee 
who have this bill in their especial charge. But, 
as the committee, in getting up the bill, have taken 
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care to provide in advance for the Hudson, to the 
extent of $50,000, which is deemed sufficient for 
all the navigable portion of that river, the ad- 
ditional $50,000 now asked for is proposed to be |) 
expended exclusively above the highest navigable 
point. [Laughter.] Now, I-do hope that this 
very liberal proposition will secure to my amend- 
ment the favorable consideration of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and especially of its able chair- 


man; and that thus we may obtain for the Hlinois |} 
[Renewed laughter.] |! 


river the $200 prayed for. . 
I admit that, compared with the Hudson, the Illi- 
nois river, although occupying a precisely similar 
commercial position, is a very insignificant stream. 
And so the Committee on Commerce have evident- 
ly regardedit. Ido wellremember, from my early 
reading, that when the renowned Dutch navigator, 
old Hendrick Hudson, first entered, and sailed or 


floated up the river, which properly bears his || 
name, he supposed he had discovered, what so |! 


many have sought ‘in vain for since, the northwest 


waters touching the State of Tennessee refused. 
The State of illinois, which has received such 
liberal grants of the public land, is the last State 
which | supposed would have asked for an ap- 
propriation of the public money. {am not only 
opposed. to appropriations for HUnois, but to ap- 
propriations for any of these States. I belong to 
that class of politicians who are opposed to a gen- 
eral system of internal improvements; but while 
strongly opposed to a general, | am much more 
hostile to a partial, unjust, and iniquitous system 
like that which is endeavored to be fixed upon the 
country by the present bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlema 
discuss the merits of the bill. 

Mr. SAVAGE. I did not rise to make special 
objection to the gentleman’s appropriation. I think 
| his State has as much right to the public money 
as the State of New York. It has had liberal ap- 
propriations of the public land, but my State has 
| had neither money nor land from the Government; 


n cannot 


passage to China; and he took an extra drink of | 
schnaps on account of it. [Laughter.}] I presume, 
from the high appreciation in which the Commit- 
tee on Commerce seem to hold that river, and the 
partiality evinced for it, over all other rivers, espe- ji 
cially of the West, that they have adopted the 
views of the honest Dutch navigator concerning 
it; though it does seem as though my friend, the 
honorable chairman of that committee [Mr. Ser- 
mour) had lived long enough on the banks of the 
Hudson to have learned that the importance which |} 
its discoverer attached to the stream was alto- | 
gether imaginary. [Laughter.] 

A Vorcn. ` Was it the committee that took an 
extra drink? 

Mr. BISSELL. No; it was the discoverer of 
the. Hudson that took the extra drink. The com- 
mittee have merely taken an extra share of the 
appropriations provided for in their bill. 

eriously, Mr. Chairman, I have endeavored to 
show, on previous occasions, that the Ilinois river 
was entitled to a place in this or any similar bill į; 
which may come up for the consideration of Con- || 
ress. It constitutes,as I have before said, an 
important link in the chain connecting the lakes 
with the Atlantic ocean on the west, being con- 
‘nected with the lakes by a most excellent and 
costly canal. I have likened it to the Hudson, 
which, in a similar manner, is connected with the 
lakes by a similar canal. ‘The commerce upon it | 
; is immense, and rapidly increasing in magnitude | 
“and importance. Vor want of improvement, its 
“navigation is rendered difficult, and is almost | 
wholly obstructed at certain seasons of the year. | 
The Government has never yet expended a dollar 
on that great river, while others of scarcely as |; 
much importance, though with different geograph- |} 
ical situations, have been improved year by year 
with money taken from our National Treasury. 
I have before called the attention of the House to 
the fact, that the bill which p. 


t 


the last Congress contained an appropriation o 


$50,000 for this river, and that in framing this bill f 
the Committee on Commerce have coolly rejected |; 


that item without giving us a why or a wherefore 
As an Illinoisian, feeling a deep interest in the wel 
fare of my State, and as a lover of justice in the 
abstract, | shall feel constrained to withhold my 
support from this bill in its present shape. Nor 
do i see how any western man, in view of its 
gross inequality, can vote for the bill in the ab- 
sence of those modifications which a due regard į 
to the commerce of the great West demands. i 

Mr. SAVAGE. Iam opposed to the gentle- | 
man’s amendment. I think that his State has had 


5} 
ii 
ii 


{i 


į proper quantity of water. 
| that he can do it. 

| amendment of the gentleman from IHnois [Mr. 
assed this body during || BısseLL] is perfected by the amendment I now 


and I could not well see other States receiving ap- 
propriations of land and money without objecting. 

Mr. DEAN. I offer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 


And the further sum of $50,000 is hereby appropriated to 
remove obstructions from every stream west of the Al- 


legany mountains which is navigable twenty-five miles | 
for scows; and the further gum of $25,030 to make each |. 


place that is now damp a proper receptacle for water; and 
the like sum to Professor tispy for furnishing, by scientific 


i means, a sufficient supply of water for the same. 


Mr. GOODENOW. 
ment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hardly feels 
itself authorized to rule it out of order. 

Mr. DEAN. The gentleman from Tlinois 
(Mr. Bissevv] has offered an amendment which is 
not complete within itself. He moves the appro- 


I submit that the amend- 


fudson river above its navigable point. Noman 
from New York—no man in this committee who 
is interested in the navigation of this river, or the 
general commerce of the country, has asked for 
such an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s remarks 
are not in order. 

Mr. DEAN. Iam speaking to my amendment. 
It is necessary, in order to perfect the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. Brsseux,] that 
I should offer this amendment. If the Hudson 
river is to be improved above tide-water, and 
above the place where it is navigable, the streams 
west of the Allegany should be improved in the 
same manner. And the only way we can im- 
prove those rivers is to furnish them with water. 
‘Phat is all they want. They have not water 
enough; but there is a good place for a river all 
along there anywhere, if yon can only furnish the 
Professor Espy says 
{Laugnter.] I say that th 


offer. Lhope that my amendment will be adopted 
and voted for by those gentlemen who are in favor 
of the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr, Bisseny.} 
Mr. DUNHAM. 


action of this committee, and with this whole de- 
bate. 


; of water is wind, and we need not go far, not fur- | 


ther than the gentleman himself, to find the ma- 
chine by which we could be supplied with wind 
for almostany commercial and manufacturing pur 
pose which we need in that western country. 
{Laughter.] 

I think it ill becomes a gentleman from an cast- 


lern State to offer such an amendment as this. || 
A ` : 

When the State from which he comes has had | 

improvements made out of the General Treasury || 


these many years, and when the commerce of his 
State has been created and is now maintained by 


| the West—when its wealth has been built up from 
| the hard earnings of these western and northwest- | 
ii ern States, it ill becomes him to stand up in this | 
| House and attempt to cast ridicule upon the coun- 


try which has made hisown. He may well boast 
of the improvements of his State, of her wealth, 
of her peculiar position as the great thoroughfare 


for our commerce which has enriched her; but it ! 


seems to me that it is not very generous for him 
to ridicule our honest though humble efforts to 


priation of $50,000 for the improvement of the !! 


I think that amendment of- |i 
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. | 
Dean] 1s in perfect keeping with this bill, with the |} 


l He proposes that we shali be furnished | 
with water. I think the best supply for absence |i 


improve the channels of our commerce. We have 
grown up by our own exertions; by ourown exer- 
tions we shall continue to grow, and prosper, and 
i wax great, until the heart of this country will be 
| in the western valley. You ask. us not only to 
i support yourcom merce, make yourimprovements, 
but you levy taxes upon us for the purpose of 
{ 

j 


4 
{ 


building up your manufactures; and when we come 
here and ask that an humble mite may be granted us 
: out of the Public Treasury for works of general 
importance, a Treasury which we supply by an 
unjust, unequal, and partial system of taxation, 
arranged for your benefit, we are to be met with 
scorn, ‘and taunts, and ridicule, when you have 
been draining that same Treasury for years and 
| years. Others from the West may submit to it, 
| but [, for one, will not. ets. 
; Talk about our want of water! Why, it ts the 
| commerce that floats upon our western waters, 
i that has filled the coffers of the State of New 
|| York, and the New England States. Our want 
|| of water! It is upon the bosom of our western 
ii waters that the productions of your manufacto-~ 
; ries which have been built up by the partial exer- 
| cise of the powers of this Government, find a way 
i to market, and that you have become rich, and 
t 

| 


i 
il 
j 
j 
i 
H 
i 
i 
| 


have grown proud and insolent, as you show here 
upon this floor and elsewhere, 
i The question was then taken upon Mr. DEAN’S 
‘amendment to the amendment, and it was re- 
jected. 
' Mr. COBB. I offer the following amendment 
i to the amendment: 
i For the improvement of the Coosa river, above Greens 
| port, in the State of Alabama, and below Rome, in the State 
i of Georgia, $20,000. 

I will make no speech upon it. The amendment 
speaks for itself. 

The question was then taken on Mr, Coss’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. s 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Bis- 
| SELL’S amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the original clause: 

Sixty thousand dollars of the same to be expended in the 
improvement of the Ohio above the Falls at Louisville. 

The committee will perceive that 1 do not pro- 
pose in this amendment to make an appropriation 
of a single dollar more than is in the bill. In the 
present reading of the House bill, it strikes me 
that the whole amount will be expended below the 
| Falls. Sixty thousand dollars is the amount esti- 
| mated for above the Falls, and I ask only that 
the reading of the bill shall be changed, so that 
this amount shall be expended above the Falls. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Hunver’s 
| amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. GENTRY. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 
| _ Por the improvement of the Tennessee river above the 
| Muscle Shoais, £100,000, to be expended under the direc- 
! tion ofthe Secretary of War. 
| This amendment differs somewhat from those 
| heretofore offered and rejected by the committee, 
| The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cors] pro- 
| posed an amendment for this river, to be expended 
liin part above, and in part below, the Muscle 
| Shoals. I'am not sure whether the amount to 
‘| be expended above the Muscle Shoals, was the 
same as proposed in my amendment. My col- 
| league [Mr. Cuurcuwetz] offered an amendment 
|, for the improvement of the Tennessee and és trib- 


ii waries. This amendment proposes simply to im- 
prove the Tennessee river above the Muscle 
Shoals. Ido not care about saying much in its 
favor. It speaks for itself. Tt ought to speak for 
itself, and if the members of this Congress had 
looked to the geography of that country, its com- 
mercial waats, and the military necessities to be 
i subserved by this proposition for an appropriation 


ak 


i to that stream, there would be no need for urging 
„it upon their favorable consideration. Ido not 
| believe that there is a singleitem in this bill, of all 
' the various improvements proposed to be made 
| by it, that is so important as this. The immense 
i| system of railroad improvements in the southern 
: Atlantic States connect with the Tennessee river 
| at Chattanooga. The Tennessee river is the con- 
necting link between that point and the vast valley 
of the Mississippi. It is over that river that 
Ohio, Hinois, Indiana, Missouri, Towa, and 
Minnesota will have to transport their productions 
to the markets which the southeastern Atlantic 
| States furnish ; and it is over the same channel of 
cation in time of war, when your south- 
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eastern Atlantic sea-board shall be invaded by~a 
foreign foe, that the military strength and re- 
sources of the upper valley of the Mississippi must 
go to the rescue. A small expenditure of money 
will make this communication complete and ample 
for all the purposes of commerce, and for the pur- 
poses of military defense. 

It is surprising that men who pretend to the | 
character of statesmen should undertake, in at- | 
tempting to revise a system of public policy which 
has been suspended for years, should have failed 
to embrace this improvement in their bill. If they 
have any right to set up a claim to the character 
of statesmen, in seeking to renew this system, they 
should endeavor so to shape its details as to com- 
mend it to the approval of the country, and not 
overlook such a stream as this. Why exclude 
one of the most important tributaries of the Mis- 
sissippi, connecting the mighty valley of the Mis- 
sissippi with the southeastern Atlantic States of 
the Republic? I repeat, that in a commercial 
and military point of view, this appropriation is 
infinitely more important than any appropriation 
embraced in this bill. If wise statesmen desire to 
revive an important policy, if they seek to give it 
permanence, and maintain it, how can they expect 
to do so when its opponents can point to this | 
odious and unreasonable discrimination against 
this stream? With such a glaring evidence of the 
inequality of the system, the people of that great 
valley will withhold their favor from those who 
endeavor to withhold the constitutionality and ex- 
pediency of such a system. I believe in the ex- 
istence of the power under the Constitution, and in 
the expediency of exercising that power if it shall 
be so exercised as to distribute its benefits fairly in 
all the different parts of the country. If you adopt 
a principle, you must follow it out to its results, and 
let every section of the country have all the bene- 
fits which that principle can confer. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise to make 
a suggestion to the House in regard to this mat- 
ter. e have not made a single step in this bill 
to-day. As those who are in favor of it desire to 
finish it to-day, and as those who are opposed to 


it are desirous of getting clear of it, I hope that || 


we will sit here to-day until we have made some 
progress. 

Mr. GENTRY demanded tellers on his amend- 
ment; which were ordered; and Messrs. Harnas, 
of Tennessee, and Breckiwringr were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and it was deci- 
ded in the negative—ayes 34, noes not counted. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. We have been 
some time engaged in the consideration of this 
bill. I have not trespassed upon the committee 
for one moment, and now, with a view of testing 
the sense of the committee, and for the purpose of 
endeavoring to get at something that we can make 
some progress in, I move to lay aside this bill, that 


we may take up the civil and diplomatic appro- | 


priation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 
motion to be in order. 

Mr. ORR. Well, sir, I ask for tellers upon it. 

Mr. STUART. [rise to a question of order. 
My point of order is this: That after the House 
has ordered the debate to close, under the rule, it 
is imperative upon us to go on and act upon every 
amendment that may be pending or offered to the 
bill, and report the bill to the House. While I 
concede that you may lay aside a bill before the 
House: has closed debate upon it, I make the 

oint that you cannot do it after the debate has 
bean closed. = 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the point of order is well taken. The House 
has ordered the debate to be closed upon this bill. 
The order is, that the committee shall proceed to 
vote upon such amendments as may be pending, 
or offered to the bill, and then report the bill to the 
House; ` We are acting under that order. 


Mr. JONES. Well, sir, we can lay aside the | 


— 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Mich- 
igan. 

Mr. JONES. From that decision I appeal. 

Mr. ORR. I ask for tellers on the appeal. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Asur and 
Disney were appointed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. If the com- 
mittee should resolve to lay the bill aside, and take 
up the appropriation bill, what will be the situa- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DUNHAM. 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not the question 
before the committee. A motion is made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Joxes} to la 
aside this bill and take up the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill. The Chair decides, that inas- 
much as the House has closed the debate upon this 
bill, and ordered that the committee shall vote | 
upon the amendments that may be pending or 
offered, and then report the bill to the Hlouse, it is 
not in order to lay the bill aside. From that de- 
cision the gentleman from Tennessee takes an ap- 
peal. 

The question was then put, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 
and it was decided in the aflirmative—ayes 84, 
noes not counted. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained as 
the judgment of the committee. : 

_Mr. SMART moved that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY. I desire to bring this matter 
to a close, and get the committee to decide whether 
they will amend the bill or not. Ido not know any 
mode in which that question can be more satisfac- 
| torily tested, than by the one which I now pro- 
pose. I desire to offer as anamendment, to come 
in at the end.of the clause we are now at, the | 
whole of the bill of last session, omitting only such 

items as are provided for in the bill, and with the 
addition of three small items—g30,000 for the 
navigation of the Cumberland river, $50,000 each 
for the Illinois and Tennessee rivers, and $2,000 
for the survey of the Pascagoula river, in Missis- 
sippi, which the State Legislature has asked the 
General Government to improve. ‘This embraces 
all the amendments which have been offered, and 
.if the committee will vote upon it, it will test the 
question whether the bill is to be amended or not, 
and enable us to get through our labors. | 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
raise a question of order in reference to that 
amendment. The question that I wish to submit to 
the Chair is this, that inasmuch as a large number 
of the items embraced in the proposition of the 
| gentleman from North Carolina, have already 
been presented to this committee and voted upon, 
the proposition is out of order. | 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not un- 
derstand that the amounts are precisely the same 
that have been voted upon; but even if they were, 
the Chair thinks that being combined with others, | 
the amendment would be in order. 

Mr. SKELTON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from North Car- 
olina, for the reason that it is calculated to kill the 
bill, and entirely to destroy the system of the im- 
provement of the rivers and harbors of the coun- 
try. Upon the same ground, I am opposed to all 
the amendments that have been offered here to-day. 
Now, sir, upon what principle have the gentlemen 
i who offered these amendments proposed them? 
: Upon pure national and patriotic grounds or upon 
|i mere sectional grounds? They say they want their 
| own districts improved, and that isa very com- 
| mendable desire. So do I want mine improved, 
| and for that very reason I am opposed to these 

amendments. My State gets only $11,000—a very 

small sum, and not as large as we are entitled to, 

but we are willing to take it rather than destroy | 
|i the chance of ever getting anything. What will 
be the effect of the adoption of this amendment? 


I call the gentleman to or- 


bill for the present, and resume its consideration 


hereafter. 
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Why, it is very evident that this House will never 
U appropriate four millions of dollars in a single 


New Serres 


year. Last year’s session demonstratéd that fact, 
and I appeal to those who are friendly to these’: 
improvements to yote against amendments of this 

kind, and against all amendments; for the-reason 

that that is the only: way in which we can get the 

western rivers improved at all. : ; 

I have as deep an interest in the West ag in my 
own State. I should like to see the whole coun- 
try benefited, but we must wait. We cannot do 
everything inaday. We might spend a hundred 
millions of dollars during the coming year in the 
improvement of our rivers and harbors, and spend 
it with benefit to the country; but then we cannot 
have a hundred millions of dollars to spend in. a 


| Single year. We shall destroy. the system entirely 


by carrying it forward too rapidiy. Let us then 
proceed gradually and judiciously. If our west- 
ern friends are not dealt. fairly by at this session, 
let them wait until next session. I will guaran- 
tee that there is a disposition on the part of the 
members from the East to do ample justice to the 
West. * = 

Mr. MEADE. I would ask the gentleman if 
he proposes ultimately to spend the one hundred 
millions of dollars upon internal improvements? 

Mr. SKELTON. I have no doubt that that 
sum will be spent, in the course of years, gradu- 
ally and judiciously. This House has selected a 
judicious, high-minded, and intelligent committee 
to report on appropriations of this kind. If gen- 
tlemen want riversand harbors improved, let them 
submit their propositions to the committee that 
has been appointed by the Speaker, and that has 
the confidence of the TLouse, and let them be care- 
fully examined by that committee. Now, I con- 
fess that I cannot judge of the propriety or impro- 
priety of the various expenditures on western 
rivers, but I trust in the Committee on Commerce. 
I have confidence in their integrity; I have confi- 
dence in their intelligence, and I am willing to 
trust to them, not because I believe their report to 
be right, judicious, and fair to all sections of the 
country, but because I believe that this is the only 
plan by which we can carry forward these im- 

rovements. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the committee 
take a recess till seven o’clock this evening. 

The motion was not agreed to. ay 

The question now being upon Mr. Sranty’s 
amendment— 

Mr. APPLETON, of Maine, called for the 
reading of the amendment. 

It was read as follows: 


for a breakwater structure at the harbor of Burlington, 
on Lake Champlain, 315,000. 

For a break water structure at the harbor at Plattshurg,on 
Lake Champlain, $15,000. r $ 

For the improvement of the harbor at White Hall, on 
Lake Champlain, $10,000. 
atom repairs and working of dredge on Lake Champlain, 
For inprovement of the harbor at Port Ontario, on Lake 
Ontario, $15,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Big 
Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of the 
Genesee river, on Lake Ontario, $20,000. 

For the improvemeut of the harbor at Cattaraugus, on 
Lake Brie, $15,000. 

For the improveiment of the harbor at Conneaut, on Lake 
Erie, $15,000, 

For the improvement of the harbor at Cunningham’s Bay, 
on Lake Brie, $16,000, $ 

For the improvement of the harbor at the month of Ver- 
million river, on Lake Erie, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Huron, on Lake 
Erie, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Sandusky, on Lake 
Erie, £30,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Monroe, on Lake 
Brie, $20,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Dubuque, on the 
Mississippi river, $20,000. 
r the improvement of the harbor at St. Louis, on the 
Mississippi river, $50,000. : 

For a breakwater structure at Great Point, Nantucket, 


i! Massachusetts, $20,000, 


For theimprovement of the harbor at New Bedford, Mas 
sachusetts, $10,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Bridgeport, Con- 
necticut, $10,000. ; 

For the nnprovement of the harbor at Falmouth, Massa- 
chusetts, between Buzzard’s Bay and Vineyard Sound, 
$4,500. ; 

For the improvement of the harbor at New Castle, Dela- 
ware, $15,000. : 
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Fer the improvement of the harbor at Newark, New Jer- 
sey, embracing the Bay of Newark, and the Kills, west- 
ward of the mouth of the bay, $15,000. 

For the removal of obstructions to the navigation of the 
Hudson river, above and below Albany, $75,000. 

For the removal of the obstructions to the navigation of 
the St. Clair river, connecting the upper and lower lakes, 
$40,000. 

For the improvement of the Ohio river above the Falls at 
Louisville, 480,000. 

For theimprovementof the navigation of the Cumberland 
river, 30,000. 

For the {Ninois and Tennessee rivers, $50,090 each. 

Yor. the repair. of the dam at the head of Cumberland 
Island, in the Ohio river, $59,000. 

For the improvement of the itarbor at Stanford, Connec- 
ticut, 35,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Manitouwoc, in the 
State of Wisconsin, 310,000. 

For the improvement of the upper and lower rapids of the 
Mississippi river, $50,000. 

For the further improvement of the Hurlgate channel, 
and Tarlem river, in New York harbor, $30,000. 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of Sag- 
inaw river, in Saginaw Bay, on Lake Huron, $10,000, 

For the improvement and further survey of the harbor at 
the mouth of Clinton river, on Lake St. Clair, in the Siate 
of Michigan, $10,000. 

For tie improvement of the harbor at Pultmeyvilte, in the 
State of New York, on Lake Ontario, $10,000. 

For the improyement of the harbor at the mouth of Black 
river, in the State of Michigan, $16,000. 

Flor a survey of the harbor at Beaufort, North Carolina, 
with an estimate of the cost and advanta said harbor, 
of connecting the river Neuse therewith W0, 

For the survey ofthe Mi ppi river Move the Falls of 
St. Anthony, for the parpose of ascertaining what improve- 
ments (aud the expense thereof) can be made in the navi- 
gation at Sauke and Pike rapids, 85,000. 

Por surveying the entrance to Taunton harbor, Massa- 
chusetts, 1,560. 

For the improvement of the harbor at Richmond city, 
Virginia, and the James river from said harbor to the mouth 
of said river, and from the junction of said river with the 
Appomattox river, to the city of Petersburg, 60,000. 

For the construction of snag and dredge-boats, and dis- 
charging-scows, for the removal of obstructions in the har- 
hors on the const of Texas, $50,000. 

Por removing the obstructions in the Rio Grande river, 
Texas, $25,700, 

For the construction of snag-boats, dredge-boats, and 
discharaing-scows, to be used on the Mississippi, Ohio, 
Missouri, Arkansas, and other western waters, $100,000. 

Fora survey of the bar and other obstructions at or near 
the month af the east branch of Pasecagonta river, in the 
State of Mississippi, $2,000, 

‘LA message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing the passage, by that body, of the fol- 
lowing bill: ; : 

A. bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James C. Watson, of Georgia] 

Mr. ASHE. fs it in order to offer an amend- 
ment to an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is in order. 

Mr. ASELE. I offer the following: 

For the improvement of the mouth uf the Cape Fear 
river, at the main bar, $20,000. 


Mr, Chairman, I deferred offering this amend- 
ment to the original bill reported by the Committee 
on Commerce, until, by the action of the House, 
the appropriate ocension should occur for me to 
offer it; hut as the substitute offered by my col- 
league (Mr. Branny] will, if adopted, ent me off 
from any other opportunity, I must now do it. 
The Committee on Commerce has been liberal in 
its appropriations to North Carolina, and for that 
reason T feel much reluctance to interfere in the 
detail of their report; but the urgent cordition of 
the cormmimerecial interest of my section leaves me 
no option. vo of the largest towns in North 
Carolina are situated on this river. The State, in 
the lastsix orseven years, has most generously ap- 

ropriated $5,000,000 towards their improvement. 
This action of the State was met ina proper spirit 
by the people. Enterprising, active, and ener- 
getic, they have done their utmost to forward their 
own. prosperity. The result of their conduct is 
strikingly manifested in the altered condition of the 
town of Wilmington itself. In the last ten years 
they have much more than doubled their popula- 
tion, and added fourfold to the amount of theirreal 
and personal property. ‘Ine foreign tonnage of 
the port has increased from 8,000 to 23,000. They 


are, in fact, surrounded with all the inciting ele- | 


ments of great prosperity; bat their prospect is 
not cloudless. To their great terror and dismay 
they find for the last five years the principal inlet 
of the harbor, known as the Main Pass, has been 
filling up in a most astounding manner. Five 
years ago, vessels drawing fifteen feet water could 
come in and out; but now vessels drawing only 
eight or nine feet, are debarred from entering. 
This disastrous filling up. of the inlet has been 
occasioned, as they believe, and as a-delegation 
composed of merchants of the highest respecta- 


| propriation of 450,000 to that object, 


bility stated. before the committee, by the oper-. 


ations of the Government works. Very soon 
after the erection of Fort Caswell, the military 
department discovered its foundation was being 
completely washed away by the channel of the 
river, In order to prevent this, three or four jet- 
ties were run out from the main land into the 
channel. These jetties have indeed protected, as 
intended, the fort, but asa necessary consequence, 
have filed up the channel. Thisis the actual state 
of the case, and I most earnestly ask the commit- 
tee, then, if this case is not entirely analogous to the 
case of Savannah, represented by my honorable 
friend, (Mr. Jacxson?] Could you have a case 
which would appeal more strongly to your sense 
of equality and justice? {think not. 

Mr. MEADE. I would suggest to my honor- 


able friend from North Carolina, [Mr. Asite,] for | 
| whose proposition I entertain the Kindest feelings, 


that he alter his amendment in such a manner as 
to provide for changing the appropriation of 
$50,000 for reopening a communication between 
Albemarle sound, North Carolina, and the Atlan- 
tic ocean, at Nag’s Head, to the improvement of 
Cape Fear river; for if Í understand anything about 
that coast and the trade upon it, Nag’s Head is 
comparatively a very unimportant place, and it 
certainly could net class among the national ob- 
jects for appropriation. It is astonishing to me 


‘that when North Carolina was brought to the at- 


tention of the Committee on Commerce, they 
should, in their comparison of the various points 
worthy of appropriation, have selected Nag’s 
Head in preference to Cape Fear river. I admit 
every word the gentleman has said about the im- 
portance of improving that river. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. The reason 
why the appropriation of $50,000 has been made 
to Nag’s Head, as it has been called, though it is 


laid down in the charts as Roanoke inlet, is for | 


the purpose of opening a connection between Al- 
bemarle sound and the Atlantic ocean for the gen- 
eral commerce of the country, for the whole trade 
that passes from North to South. Make this im- 


| provement, and you have an inland communica- 


tion by passing down the Albemarle sound much 
safer than by going outside, where you are ex- 
posed to the most dangerous coagt on the whole 
Atlantic. There are more localities on the North 
Carolina coast to be provided for than in any part 
of the country. 

Mr. MEADE. Before Nag’s Head is im- 
proved with a view to admit vessels into Albe- 
marle sound, the gentleman had better, in connec- 
tion therewith, first have turned his attention to 
the improvement of the Roanoke river, because, 
unless the navigation of that river is improved the 
improvement of Nag’s Head will be of little ser- 
vice to the general commerce of the country. Here 
is the town of Wilmington, a large exporting and 
importing place, situated upon Cape Fear river, 
and I should have supposed the Committee on 
Commerce, in consideration of itsimportance and 
need of improvement, would have made this ap- 
But with 
ail respect to my friend, I think he requires of us 
more than the due share of North Carolina, when 
he asks for an appropriation of $50,000 for Nag’s 
Head, and $40,000 in addition for the improvement 
of Cape Fear river. 

The question now being upon the amendment 
to the amendment, 

Mr. ASHE demanded tellers; but they were not 
ordered. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
to the amendment was not agreed to. 

The question now recurred on Mr. Sranty’s 
amendment. 

Mr. ASHE demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Cuanpier and Disney were 
appointed. 

‘The question was then taken, and decided in the 
negative—ayes 49, noes 88. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, offered the 
following amendment: 

Strike out all after the word “ for,” in the clause “ For 
the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi river, 
below the rapids; the Ohio, including the repairs of the 
dam at Cumberland island; the Missouri and the Arkansas 
rivers, $250,000,”? and insert the following: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
river, below the mouth of the Missouri. ........$100,000 

For the improvement of the Mississippi river above 
the mouth of the Missouri... cs cece eee eee 

For the improvement of the Missouri river....... 


i the West. 


For the improvement of the Ohio, above the falls 


at Louisville... ...sesssereoeseaeererseserseeree 59,008 
For the improvement of the Cumberland dam.... 50,000 
For the improvement of the navigation of the Ohio 

river below the falls...... Joes deca¥eeiee Seis veere 203000. 
For the improvement of the navigation of the Ar- 

KANSAS FIV! ceceecrssesreccessseerecscerececs 40,000 
For the improvement of the navigation of the Ini- 

MOMS TIVEL. cece cceeee cre assas secre reseerstees 80,008 
For the improvement of the navigation of the Ten- . 

nessee YÌVer..es.sesesess se seccesserseess 40,006 
For the improvement of the navigation of the Cam- 

bertand iver... cece serere sroerereereeressssese 30,000 
For the repairs of the piers at Big Sodus Bay, on 

Lake Ontario. .....cseeee wee 15,000 
For the improvement of the Pascagonlariver..... 10,000 


For the construetion of snag-boats on the western 
ANG SOUTNEFN TIVCTS. seess e eves vosreeeeeceseres 109,000 


$590,000 

Mr. M. said; The amendment comprises nearly 
all that can be profitably expended in the year, 
between the present time and the time for the next 
appropriation bill of the next session of Congress, 
upon the western rivers; and it does not leave out 
either the upper or the lower Mississippi, or the 
lower or upper Ohio, or the ‘T'ennessee, or the 
Cumberland, or the Illinois, or the Pascagoula; but 
it takes eare of themall. It makesa proper appro- 
priation for the Cumberland dam, and presents to 
gentlemen from the valley of the Mississippi, in 
the conerete, what we have been trying for three 
days to get in the segregate. There is no ob» 
ject for whieh appropriation is provided for in this 
amendment for which Congress has not appropri- 
ated heretofore. It increases the appropriation to 
the whole West and to the whole South about 
$250,000, of which amount is appropriated to the 
construction ofsnag-boats $100,000,and the remain-~ 
ing $150,000 is apportioned among all the rivers of 
There is an appropriation, also, whic 
has been recommended by the estimates of this 
year for Big Sodus Bay upon Lake Ontario. The 
sommittee on Commerce, I perceive, have put 
into their bill Little Sodus Bay, for which there 
was no estimate, and for which there was no rec- 


| ommendation; and they excluded from their bill 


Big Sodus Bay, for which there was a recommend- 
ation and an estimate. But what they expected to 
gain by it, or what they expected to effect by it, 
Ido not know. Big Sodus Bay is estimated for, 
and Little Sodus is not, 

Mr. DUNCAN. Will the gentleman allow me 
to explain why the committee did that? 

Mr. MARSHALL. Not in my five minutes. 
The gentleman can do that presently. There is 
some explanation for it, but it is very curious to 
me that a committee that goes by estimates should 
do that. 

But there is in this amendment an appropriation 
of $100,000 for the Mississippi below the mouth 
of the Missouri, and I ask any gentleman here if 
he supposes that that is an improper amount to be 
appropriated. If there be any appropriation here 
that is not properly called for, or that cannot be 
properly expended, why the Secretary of War, 
exercising his discretion, will not expend it. 

My amendment has this advantage over the 
proposition of the committee, it indicates upon 
the part of Congress where the money is to be ex- 
pended, and selects the works upon the part of 
Congress to which the appropriations are made, 
instead of doing that which Congress does an- 
nually for the Post Office Department, for the 
Engineer Department, and for every other depart- 


| ment of this Government—the voting of sums in 
; the aggregate, and leaving it to the Executive 


Department to appropriate them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. 
committee rise, 

Mr. BROOKS. I rise to a question of order. 
Is it in order to adjourn without having done any- 
thing to-day? [Laughter.] 

Mr DISNEY demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was not agreed to. ‘ 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I do not expect to 
occupy my five minutes, but I wish to call the at- 
tention of the committee and the attention of my 


I move that the 


i colleague, [Mr. MarsnaLL,] to the fact that he 


has thought proper to include the [linois river in 
his omnibus amendment, and to exclude’an im- 
portant river of his own State, which bounds in 
part. his own. district, and in part my own. I 
allude to the Kentucky river. It is peculiarly 
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unfortunate that an amendment asking appropri- | 
ations for the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, shoald | 
be encumbered with items which are wholly inde- l 
fensible upon any principle that would place the | 
slightest limit upor these expenditures. | 

The [Hinois river takes its rise in the State of | 
Ilinois, and empties itself at the edge of the State | 
of Illinois. It is a locaiand a State stream purely, | 
and becomes national, according to the argument ` 
of some gentlemen, because at a high point upon | 
its waters it is connected with the lakes by a: 
canal, and thereby connects the lakes with the: 


Mississippi and the southern Auantic States. | 
Now, sir, I put it to the committee, that if this } 
makes a national stream of the IHinois river, you $i 
can makea national stream of every piece of water |! 
that flows in any portion of the United States. | 

Upon the same principle, the Kentucky river is ! 
now in process of being made a national stream, 
although to speak seriously about it, it is a litle | 
river which takes its rise in the mountains of Ken- | 
tucky, and empties at the borders of the State, and | 
apon which, for the greater part of the year, you | 
cannot get a steamboat to run without the build- : 
ing of locks and dams to carry it up; and yet we 
are building a railroad which will connect its | 
waters with the Southern, Atlantic, and the Gulf: 
States. 
linois river is a national river. 

fam opposed, sir, openly and unalterably op- 


posed, to appropriations to local State streams. || 


Well, sir, Big Sodus Bay. lhad supposed that | 
Big Sodus Bay was in the bill, and not Little : 
Sodus Bay, and a great many gentlemen were of; 
the same opinion. But it terms out that Big | 
Sodus is excluded, and Little Sodus put in. The | 
committee have worded it artfully—* for the im- | 
provement of Sodus bay, Lake Ontario, Cayuga | 
county, New York,” &c. I understand that Big 
Sodus and Little Sodus are bat a few miles apart; ! 
that very little commerce goes into either of them; | 
that there are not two hundred people at cither 
plates but that they are intended principally for 
harbors of refuge. What do we want with two ' 
harbors of refuge within five or six miles of each 
other? The time does not suffice to enter into this 
matter, but I protest against meritorious appro- | 
priations being endangered by a connection with | 
others which ought not to pass. 

Mr. MASON. I move to add $50,000 for the i 
Kentucky river; $20,000 for the Big Sandy; (laugh- 
ter;] and $50,000 for the Wabash. 

I voted against this bill at the last session of 
Congress, because the committee could not amend 
it so as to make it national. I believe this bill to 
be strictly national, according to the views of 
some gentlemen as to what makes a bill for inter- 
nal improvements national—that is, that there 
is some appropriation init for his particular dis- ‘ 
trict and locality, {Laughter.] [think that is | 
the correct definition of nationality as applied to | 
making internal improvement bills in this Con- 

ress, ! 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- Í 
fine his remarks to the three rivers named in his 
amendment, 

Mr. MASON. I am doing so; and the princi- 
ple and definition laid down brings-my river in. 
{Laughter.] Big Sandy isin my district. [Laugh- 
ter.] That, sir, acting upon the principle which 
controls the action of others here, renders it en- { 
tirely national. [Laughter.] The bill reported 
by the committee, not including that river, is, of 
course, not national to me. My colleague from 
the Lexington district, (Mr. Breexwrivce,] 
through whose district the Kentucky river runs, 
cannot vote for this bill unless that stream is in- 
cluded, for that would be entirely against princi- 


ple. 


Now, sir, I do not expect to vote for this bill, |! 


because I haveno idea in the world that Big Sandy | 
will be included. [Laughter.} Ecannot possibly : 


vote for a bill unless it is national, by being con- |, 


nected with my district. {Laughter.] | 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, the whole matter is | 
a perfect farce. When gentlemen undertake to | 
lay down a system for national internal improve- | 
ments, they turn it into a burlesque by making i 
appropriations for so many little local improve- 
ments near or in their own districts. I shall vote: 
against this bill, because, though ostensibly a na- | 
tional one, and laid down upon principles, it is in | 
reality a scramble for appropriations to particular | 
localities. t 


| ; if 
It is as much a national stream as the Jl- | Po 
ʻi thatthe appropriation shall be expended under 

i the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. F call the gentleman to 
order. Heis speaking against his own amend- 
ment? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MASON. 1 make my remarks under the 
idea that my amendment will not be carried. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, Let us have the vote. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

Mr. CARTTER. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the improvement ef the navigation of Sait river, 
$5,100,003, to be expended before the 4th of March next, 


; under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


[Laughter.] 
Mr. Chairman, this amendment has been sug- 
gested to me. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 


ii tion of order, 


Mr. CARTTER. Does the gentleman deny 
the nationality of this river? (Laughter.] 

Mr. JONES. I had supposed that the friends 
of those who were to sail up that river would pro- 
vide for its improvement. [Renewed laughter.] 

Mr. CARTTER. If my friend from Ten- 
nessee had noticed the particular phraseology of 
the amendment, he would not have risen to a 
question of order. I provide in that amendment 


with a view of leaving it in the hands of its 
friends, [laughter,] presuming that he will not mis- 
appropriate it, [Renewed laughter.| But there 
is no doubt about the nationality of that stream. 
It has been nationally navigated for a great many 
years. Ihave been up it myself recently. [Laugh- 
ter.} E know something of its navigation, and 
from what little observation [ have made, I know 
that it has snags in it; and I do not wish to leave 


to those who have got to take the passage quite | 


as hard a tripas I have had. I hope it will be 
voted early, with a view of providing an open 
navigation there in season, for somebody has got 
to occupy it. {Laughter.| The prospect now ts, 
that the gentlemen who are in favor, par eacellence, 


i| of improvements of rivers will have occasion to 


occupy it, and I ask them to come forward and 
vote for it. 
its nationality. It runs through all of the States, 
and through all of the districts of the States. 
(Laughter.] It embraces a portion of all the 
constituencies, and therefore must be of necessity 
national; and if you depart from the works which 
ought to be legitimate—works upon the high seas 
of the nation—and go to expending the national 
treasure upon rivers, l insist this one shall have 
the first place. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. 
reply to my colleague. 
whether we are not doing injustice to ourselves, 
and whether we should not proceed to vote upon 
this bill. Can weadd to ourown reputation and to 
the character of the country by this trifling? 

[Cries of t Order!” “ Order!’’] 

Mr. G. I know when I am in order,and lam 
arguing in behalf of those very gentlemen wha 
are calling me to order. What is the scene we 
have presented to the country for the last three 
days? Amendments have been offered which no 
man expected to carry. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. My colleague does not ex- 
pect to carry his amendment, I am sure. 
opposed to the amendment of my colleague, and 
also to that submitted by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. CARTTER. My opinion is, that if we 
continue this character of legislation the majority 
of the members of the House will be interested in 
the appropriations. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


I call the gentleman to 


The gentleman must con- 


fine his remarks to the appropriation for Salt | ; ) 
| very greatly the widest, but about the same in 
ii depth with the Kentucky chute; but the shoal, 


river. [Langhter.] 
Mr. GIDDINGS. I do verily believe if we go 
on three days longer that we will all have to travel 


up Salt river, [laughter,] for we are now trifling |; 


with our own reputation and the character of the 
country. 

The’ question was put, and the amendment of 
Mr. Cartrer was rejected. 

Mr. SMART. 1 move that the committee do 
now rise. 


My. MEADE demanded tellers; which were 


There can be no equivocation as to j 


Tt is not my intention to} 
I appeal to gentlemen j 


Iam; 


| 
| 
| 
| 


ordered; and Messrs. WiLLrams and Scurry were 
appointed. f 
The question was taken, and the committee 
refused to rise, the tellers having reported—ayes 
56, noes 69. fie 
The question then recurred upon the amendment 
of Mr. Marsuatt, of Kentucky. . : 
Tellers were demanded, and ordered ;: and 
Messrs. Moony and Hunrer were appointed. 
The question was put, and the amendment was 
disagreed to, the tellers. having reported—ayes 
4l, noes 71. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I move to strike 
out from the clause under consideration the word 
“ repair,” and in its stead to insert- the word ‘‘ re- 
moval;” so that the appropriation will be for the 
removal instead of the repair of the Cumberland 


, dam. 


lt will, Mr. Chairman, be recollected by the 


‘committee that opposite the mouth of the Cum- 


berland river is the Cumberland Island, and ‘that 
the main channel of the Ohio river runs between 
the Cumberland Island and the Illinois shore. An 
appropriation was made by Congress to construct 
a dam from the head of the Cumberland:Island to 


: the Illinois shore, for the purpose of diverting the 


main channel of the river from the INinois and 
to throw it upon the Kentucky shore;and thereby 
to improve the harbor of Smithland—if l may call 
ita harbor. The dam was constructed. It has 
not benefited the harbor of Smithland, but.it has 
destroyed the navigation of the main channel of 
the river, it may be urged that the navigation of 


ithe main channel has been destroyed by the 


breaking down of the dam, but my information is 
—and i have received it, being a member of one 
of the committees, from certain persons who ap- 
peared before it—that you cannot, by the con- 
struction of any dam there, make the navigation 
as good as it was by the natural channel. Then, 
sir, if it does not improve the navigation of the 
Ohio, why have it repaired? Remove it and let the 
river be in the condition it was before the con- 
struction of the dam. You have placed there an 


i obstruction, and it is the duty of the Government 
: to remove it, unless it will improve navigation. 
i But it is said that it will improve the Cumberiarsd 


river. It may improve the entrance into that por- 


i tion of the channel which is next to the Kentucky 
t shore; but how can it improve the Cumberland 


river? It may facilitate the entrance to thatriver, 
but will it improve the navigation of the river 
above the entrance? What good will that effect? 
None, but to allow boats toland with more facility 
at Smithland. Andis the whole country, is the 
whole commercial interest connected with the 
navigation of that river, to be tied down to the in- 
terest of Smithland? Fs every other interest to 
give way for the parpose of building up a small 
town there? The object of the amendment is to 
remove that obstruction. 

Mr. GREY. Mr. Chairman, I oppose the 
amendment of the gentleraan from Georgia, and 
am authorized to assure this committee that the 


‘ gentleman is very greatly mistaken in his intimn- 


tion that the ‘ Cumberland. dam” was built for 
the benefit of the town of Smithland. It was 
built for the purpose of improving the navigation 
of both the Ohio and the Cumberland rivers, and 
I will show to this committee how fully, and in 
what way, it effected the purposes of its erection; 


; for, sir, Í am intimately acquainted, from frequent 


| personal observations, with the localities at and 


| 
| 


} 
i 
| 
| 


about that point. , Í 
«Cumberland Island” is opposite the mouth of 
Cumberland river. ‘Those two rivers are running 


|, nearly a west course, when the Ohio, about three 
i 


fourths of a mile above Smithland, divides itself 
around the island, one division of its waters com- 
ing into the Cumberland immediately opposite 
Smithland, (which is on the Kentucky side of the 
Cumberland river,) the other passing to the north, 
or Ilinois side of the island; the Hinois being 


or bar, which was the greatest obstruction in the 
Cumberland, was at or near the confluence of the 
two rivers, which is about two miles below Smith- 
land. The dam from the head ef the island tothe 
Ulinois shore, forced the main channel of the Ohio 
through the narrow, or Kentucky chute, into the 
Cumberland, immediately at Smithland;. thence 
down the Cumberland, and thus deepened the 
water at the junction of the Cumberland with the 
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ł 
Illinois chute, (two miles below Smithland.) Al- | 
though the dam was never completed, yet whilst 
it was unbroken it made the navigation of both 
rivers far better than it ever was before or sinee, 
and will do so again. But, sir, if the dam is now 
removed, (which will cost a larger expenditure 
than to repair it,). it will pass much the largest 
half of the waters of the Ohio down the Illinois side 
of the island, which will, at its junction with the 
Cumberland, again increase the bar, and stop up 
the mouth of the latter river, as was the case be- 
fore the dam was erected. 

This did, and, if the dam is removed, will again 
result from the fact that the Ohio is a much larger 
stream than the Cumberland at their junction, 
and its greater volume of water will force its chan- 
nel, and throw the washings out of its channel 
into the mouth of the Cumberland river, and thus 


form a sand bar, destructive of the navigation of 

the Cumberland. But repair the dam, and from 

the head of the island around the south, or Ken- 

tucky side, will be a greatly better channel than 

the Illinois side will ever be, even if the dam were 

removed, because the water on the Illinois side is | 
spread out over so wide a channel. 

Sir, will you make an appropriation to remove 
the obstructions to its four or five hundred miles |! 
of navigation, and then make an appropriation 
which entirely stops up the Cumberland river at 
its mouth from all steamboats ? 

Cumberland is one of the most valuable rivers 
in the South or West. The evidences of its im- 
portance, and the necessity for repairing that dam, 
is proven by the preamble and resolutions adopted 
by the Legislatures of the States of Kentucky and 

ennessee, by which both these States have me- 
morialized Congress on this very subject, and in- 
structed their respective delegation in Congress to 
obtain an appropriation for the repair and com- 
pletion of that dam. Since that dam has been 

roken, the Cumberland bar at the mouth of the 
Cumberland has so greatly increased that boats 
cannot now come up to Smithland or into the 
Cumberland river, and a small ‘ chicken-coop”’ 
of a steamboat of seven or eight inches draught is 
in low water plying between Smithland and the 
mouth of Cumberland river. 

Mr, SAVAGE, moved that the committee rise. 

Tellers were called forand ordered; and Messrs. 
Harris, of Alabama, and Fur.er, of Maine, 
were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 54, noes 67. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is 
upon the amendment of the gentleman from Geor- | 
gia, (Mr. Jounson.] | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
committee rise. i 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question oforder. i 
That was the last vote we took. 

_ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that 
it is always in order to make a motion that the 
committee rise. 

Tellers were demanded and ordered on the mo- 
tion that the committee rise. 

The question wag then taken, (Messrs. Mason 
and Orr acting as tellers,) and there were—ayes | 
8, noes 69. No quorum voting. | 

[Cries of ‘Call the roll P? “Call the roll!’ 
“Call the roll!’”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes that | 
the roll must be called. 

The roll was then called, and the absentees 
noted. 

The absentees having been reported to the 
House, and there being a quorum now present, 
the committee resumed its session. 

The tellers having resumed their places, the 
question was again put upon the motion that the | 
committee rise, and there were—ayes 58, noes 55. | 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- = 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
Oxps) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had had the state of the 
Union generally under’ consideration, and partic- || 
ularly House bill No. 282, making appropriations 
for the improvement of rivers and harbors, and : 
had made progress therein, but had come to no 
conclusion thereon. 

Mr. PRICE. I ask the unanimous consent o 


g: 
rH 
the House to offer a petition from citizens of Jer- : 
sey City, asking that some action of Congress be | 


_ had for the relief of the Irish exiles, Mitchell, 


O’Brien, and others. I ask its reference to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Objection was made. 

On motion by Mr. FULLER, of Maine, the 
House then adjourned till to-morrow at eleven 
o’clock, a. m. 


PETITIONS. 


The following petitions were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. BRAGG: The petition of L. Cooper, asking for 
a law authorizing the issnance of duplicate certificates of 
land serip in the district of St. Stephens, Alabama. 

By Mr. MeNAIR: The petition.of the citizens of Mont- 


gomery county, Pennsylvania, asking thatthe Secretary of |; 


the Treasury be authorized to deposit with the several 
States, the fourth installment of the deposits of the public 
money directed to be made with the said States, by the act 
of June 23, 1836. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of G. B. 
Burr and 33 other citizens on the route, asking that a post 
road be established from the mouth of Red river, to Burr’s 
Perry, in Louisiana, thence to Huntsville, in Texas. 

By Mr. KUHNS: The petition of Elizabeth McDowell, 
widow of James McDowell, of Pennsylvania, a revolution- 
ary soldier, praying for a pension. 

Also, the petition of William Price, praying for compen- 
sation for extra services as watchinan in the Census office. 


IN SENATE. 
Trorspar, July 29, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrreron F. Monraan. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Milwaukie, Wisconsin, and a petition of citizens 


| of Dewittville, New York, praying that the billnow 


pending before Congress, commonly known as the 
« homestead bill,” may become a law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented the petition of John 
Carroll Brent, and other citizens of Washington, 
District of Columbia, praying that the jurisdiction 
of the corporation of said city may be extended 
over the Eastern Branch bridges; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia. 

Also, a petition of the citizens of Springfield, 
Massachusetts, praying that the armories of the 


United States may be placed under the superin- | 


tendence of civilinstead of military officers; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a representation of the petit jury of the 
criminal court of Washington county, District of 


Columbia, respecting the necessity of providing |: 
aroom for the court in which to hold its sessions; |, 
! which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia. 

PETITION WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. PEARCE, it was 

Ordered, That the petition of Obed Hussey, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Patents and 
the Patent Office. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to which various memorials 
on the subject were referred, submitted a report, 


accompanied by a bill granting certain additional | 


powers to the corporation of Washington; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin, from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, to which was referred the peti- 
tion of Henry A. Amelung, reported a bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to test the 
plan of Henry A. Amelung, to prevent steamboats 
and other vessels from sinking; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. 

Mr. CLEMENS, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
Whitemarsh B. Seabrook, Joseph Whaley, and 
others, praying payment for military services dur- 
ing the last war with Great Britain, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof; 


: whith was agreed to. 
Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- | 


sions, to which was referred the memorial of Mrs. 


Elizabeth Armistead, widow of General W. K. | 
! Armistead, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for her relief; which was read and passed to | 
the second reading. The report was ordered to be | 


printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the memorial of Mrs. Asenath M. Elliott, 
widow of the late Captain E. G. Elliott, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill for her relief; 
which was read and passed to the second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. 


ittee on Indian 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill ‘to amend 
an act to divide the district of Arkansas into two 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Committee 


judicial districts, and for other purposes,” have 
directed me to report it back with an amendment. 

As this bill has not yet been printed, I ask that 
it may be taken up, so that it may be ordered to 
be printed in its amended form. The amendment 
of the committee is simply to amplify and make 
more explicit the original bill. Task that the bill 
be now taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the bill as in Committee of the Whole. 
| The first section provides that from and after 
i the passage of the bill, the counties of Sevier and 
| Sebastian, in the State of Arkangas, shall be in- 
t 


| cluded within the judicial district created by the 
lact of March 3, 1851, styled the ‘* Western Dis- 
trictof Arkansas.” The second section provides 
for an additional term of the circuit court of the 
United States for the ‘“ Eastern District of Ar- 
kansas,” to be holden at Little Rock annually. 
The third section provides that the existing laws 
of the State of Arkansas for the punishment of 
erimes which are not locally inapplicable, shall, 
after the passage of theact, be in force in that part 
of the Indian country included within the jurisdic- 
tion of the district court of the United States for 
the western district of Arkansas, and that all acts 
| and parts of acts for the punishment of crimes in 
| the Indian country inconsistent with the foregoing 
| enactment be repealed, except—Ist, So much of 
i the laws of the United States as provides for the 
punishment of treason, robbery of the mail, coun- 
terfeiting the coin or securities of the United States. 
Qd, The various laws now in force regulating 
trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and 
for maintaining peace upon the frontier. 

The amendment of the committee is to add to 
i this: “and 3d, Such other laws for the punish- 
‘ment of crimes and offenses against the laws, 
| «treaties, or authority of the United States, over 
| «which the courts of the United , States have ex- 
 § elusive jurisdiction.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and the 
amendment was concurred in. 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, it was 


| Ordered, That the further consideration of the bill be 
|; postponed mntil to-morrow, and that the bill as amended be 
|! printed. 


DEPOSITARY OF THE TREASURY. 


gi ; 4 
i Mr. WELLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
|i sent, and agreed to: 
| Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
| to report to the Senate-— 
| Ast. At what period a depositary of the Treasury was es- 
tablished at California, and at what point? 
| 2d. What deposits such depositary was authorized to re- 
: ceive, and what deposits were made with him, as acknowl- 
| edged or recognized by the Treasury Department? 
3d. When did the monthly statement of the Treasurer of 
the United States, required by Jaw to be published, first. an- 
nounce that a depositary had been established in that 
State? 
i dth, Tf such depositary was authorized before or after 
| Collector King’s appointment at San Francisco, why was 
| not the amount on deposit given in said monthly statements 
previous to November last? 
i Sth. State the dates and amounts of the bonds oi any) 
| given by collectors Collier and King, as designated deposi~ 
; taries of the public money. 


FORTS AND NAVAL DEPOTS. 


| My. SHIELDS submitted the following resolu- 
ition; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to re- 
; port to the Senate, for the action of Congress at its present 
! session, the amount necessary to construct a fort and naval 
| depat at San Francisco, California, and the amount that 
: can be advantageously expended in the construction of 
|i said work, during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1853 5 
: also, the whole amount necessary to complete the defense 
‘of Garden Key, or Tortugas Island, Florida, with the 
amount that may be advantageously expended on the same 
during the said year, and similar information in relation 
to Fort Delaware, Delaware river, and such other import- 
ant points as may be most exposed in case of war, and 
which require immediate efficient defense, 


TRUST FUNDS. 


Mr. BRIGHT submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 


+ 


; four fiscal years; also, 
: or discrepancies between the statements of balances in the 
li Treasury at the end of fiscal years, as exhibited in the an- 
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nual reports on the finances, and the annual reports on the i 
receipts and expenditures of the United States, stating the : 
same for each of the fiscal years ending 30th June, 1849, | 
1850, and 1851. H 
` BRIDGES ACROSS THE POTOMAC. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia be instructed to report, by bill or otherwise. practical 


plan for the accomplishment of the following objects: 


1. For the repair of the Long Bridge across the Potomac 
for temporary use as a service bridge. 

2. The erection of a new bridge over the Potomac river, 
at the Little Falls, to supply the place of the chain bridge 
carried off by the late flood. 

3. The erection. of a new bridge across the Potomac river, 
ator near the site now occupied by the Long Bridge, ac- 
cording to the plan adopted by General Andrew Jackson, 
President of the United States, and approved by him on the 
3d of April, 1833. 

I do not wish to call up the resolution for action | 
now. I merely ask that it may be laid on the | 
table and printed. I have also collected a great : 
deal of statistical information, and I will ask that : 
that be printed for the use of the Senate. Iltisa; 
very important matter. 
The resolution and statement were ordered to | 

printed. H 
Mr. MASON informally laid on the table the jj 
following, which he gave notice he would offer as ; 
an amendment to the resolution of the Senator | 
from HHlinois; which was also ordered to be printed: | 

And that they inquire into the practicability and expense : 
of constructing, at some point west of Georgetown, à sus- 
pension bridge, a stone bridge, or a bridge of such character 
as may be adapted to the transit as well of ordinary travel (| 
as of railroads, in case that should be considered the most ! 
convenient point in the District of Columbia for connect- | 
ing the northern with the southern line of railroads, > 


SECRETARY OF THE CENSUS BOARD. 
The joint resolution explanatory of an act sup- 
plementary to an act approved 23d of May, 1850, | 
came up on its third reading. a. 
Mr. MANGUM. lapprehend that that reso- 
lution, which was yesterday ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, upon very little con- | 
sideration, is founded in a mistake in fact. I am 
not prepared to give a full and clear investigation ' 
of that mistake this morning, but hope to be in 
the course of a day. I move to reconsider the 
vote ordering the joint resolution to a third read- | 
ing, and thai that motion lie on the table until I 
shall be prepared to make an explunation of the | 
subject to the Senate. ' 
Mr. DAVIS. Ihave no objection to the delay, | 
which, however, can be obtained without making | 
a motion to reconsider the vote. I wish distinctly | 
to state to the Senate, that if the Secretary of the | 
Census desires to be heard upon this question, I | 
have no earthly objection to it. > 
The motion to reconsider was ordered to lie on | 
the table. 
Mr. DAVIS. 1 give notice, in order that the | 
| 


be 


parties may be prepared, that I shall call up the : 
joint resolution to-morrow. i 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DOWNS, agreeably to previous notice, | 
asked and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the | 
settlement of a certain class of private land claims, | 
within the limits of the D’Antrive claim, and for | 
allowing preémption to certain purchasers and ac- ' 
tual settlers, in the event of the final adjudication 
of title of said D’Antrive in favor of the United `i 
States, and for other purposes; which was read a | 
first and second time by its title, and referred to : 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. : 
Mr. STOCKTON, by unanimous consent, `; 


ment of imported merchandise, and the more effect- || 
ually to prevent frauds on the revenue, and for jj 
| 


SURVEY OF THE WHALING GROUNDS AND 
ROUTES OF COMMERCE ON THE PACIFIC. i 
Mr. GWIN. I move that the Senate proceed |: 

to the consideration of the bill ** authorizing an || 

exploration and reconnoissance of the courses of |) 
| 
l 


navigation used by whaling vessels in the regions 
of Behring’s Straits, and also of such parts of the 
China Sea, Straits of Gaspar, and Java Sea, as: 


| be necessary. Jt also proposes to continue the act 


| ern bank, while the desponding sportsman, whose | 


| luck under the deep magnolia forest that shaded | 


i iea. 


i 
3i lesson. ciden e > den | 
| of the earliest historical notice of the subjugation |, 


the animal. Whalebone entered into commerce 
| in the fifteenth century, and at first commanded 
the enormous price of seven hundred pounds ster- 
ling per ton, exceeding a value.in this age of ten 
thousand dollars. Those were merry times, if not 
for science, at least for royalty, when, although 
the material for stays and hoops were taken:from 
the mouth, the law appropriated the tail of every 
whale taken by an English subject to the use: of 
the Queen, for the supply of the royal ward- 
robe. f 

In 1486 the Portugese reached the Cape of 
Storms, and, in happy augury of an ultimate pas- 
sage to India, changed its ill-omened name to that 
of Good Hope; and immediately thereafter. the 
| States of Europe, especially England and Hol- 
land, began that series of voyages, not even yet 
ended, in search of a passage to the East through 
the floating fields and mountains of ice in the 
Arctic ocean. The unsuccessful search disciosed 


the Indian appropriation bill comes up as the spe- i 
cial order. I want to put that bill through, ‘but 
we may not be forced to interfere with private 
business to-morrow. i 

Mr. GWIN. It willtake but a short time to 
consider the bill which I propose to take up. | 
The Senator from New York (Mr. Sewarp] has | 
a few remarks to make upon it, and then I think | 
it will pass without opposition. 

Mr. HUNTER, fon very sure that it cannot |} 
be passed in fifteen minutes. [ think we had better | 
dispose of one subject at a time. 

Mr. SEWARD. Ishall detain the Senate but | 
a very few minutes on the bill. I hope it will be ; 
taken up now. I have been waiting several days | 
for an opportunity to get the bill up. 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘Will the Senator consent to 
put the bill aside at one o’clock? 

Mr. SEWARD. I will pledge myself to re- į 
ceive a proposition from the honorable Senator `i 
from Virginia, at any time, to do it. ii the refuge of the whales in the bays and creeks of 

Mr. GWIN’s motion was agreed to. i Spitzbergen. In 1575 a London merchant wrote 

The bill was read a second time, and considered || to a foreign correspondent for advice and direction 
as in Committee of the Whole. | as to the course of killing the whale, and received 

It proposes to authorize the President of the || instructions how to build and equip a vessel of 
United States to cause an exploration and a re- || two hundred tons, and to man it exclusively with 
connoissance to be made, under the direction of the |} experienced whale hunters of Biscay. Theattrac- 
Secretary of the Navy, of the courses of naviga- | tion of dominion was stronger in that age than the 
tion used by whaling vessels in the region of Beh- || lust of profit. The English now claim Spitz- 
ring’s Straits, aud also of such parts of the China | bergen, and all its surrounding ice and waters, by 
1 


sea, Straits of Gaspar, and Java seas, as lie di- |i discovery. The Dutch, with truth, alleged an 
rectly in the route of vessels proceeding to and || earlier exploration, while the Danes claimed the 
from China, and that for this purpose, the Presi- || whole region as a part of Greenland, a pretension 
dent shall be authorized to employ one or more | that could not then be disproved; and all these 
suitable vessels of the Navy and such officers of || parties sent armed forces upon the fishing ground, 
the Navy and Army of the United States, as shall ;; less to protect their few fishermen, than to estab- 
lish exclusive rights there. Aftersome fifty years, 
these nations discovered, first, that it was absurd 
to claim jurisdiction where no permanent posses- 
sion could ever be established, by reason of the 
rigors of climate; and secondly, that there were 
fish enough and room enough for all competitors. 
Thenceforward, the whale fishery in the Arctic 
ocean has been free to all nations. 

The Dutch perfected the harpoon, the reel, the 
line, and the spear, as well as the art of using 
them. And they established, also, the system 
which we have since found indispensable, of re- 
warding all the officers and crews employed in the 
fishery, not with direct wages or salaries, but 
with shares in the spoils of the game, proportioned 
to skill and experience. Combining with these 
the advantages of favorable position, and of fru- 
gality and perseverance quite proverbial, the 
Dutch even founded a fishing settlement, called 
Smeerenburgh, on the coast of Spitzbergen, within 
eleven degrees of the North Pole, and.they took 
whales in its vicinity in such abundance, that 
ships were needed to go out in ballast to carry 
home the surplus oil and bone above the capacity 
‘ of the whaling vessels. The whales thus origin- 
ally attacked, again changed their lurking place, 
Spitzbergen was abandoned by the fishermen, and 
the very site of Smeerenburgh is now unknown. 
In the year 1496, Sebastian Cabot, in the spirit of 
that age, seeking a northwestern passage to the 
Indies, gave to the world the discovery of Prima 
Vista, or, as we call it, Newfoundland, and the 
Basques, Biscayans, Dutch, and English, immedi- 
ately thereafter commenced the chase for whales 
in the waters surrounding it. 
€ Scarcely had the colonists of Massachusetts 
‘i planted themselves at Plymouth; before the ster- 
ility of the soil snd the rigor of the climate forced 
them to resort to the sea to eke out their subsist- 
‘ence. Pursuing the whales out from their own 
north as commonly the whale hunters used to | bays, in vessels of only forty tons burden, they 
travel;” nor was the stranger suffered to depart || appeared on the fishing ground off Newfoundland 
until he had submitted to the King ‘a most just || in the year 1690. Profiting by nearness of posi- 
survey and description” of the Northern Seas, | tion and economy in building and equipping ships, 
not only as they extended upwards to the North |! and sharing also in the bounties with which Eng- 
Cape, but also as they declined downwards along || land was then stimulating the whale fishery, they 
the southeast coast of Lapland, and so following || soon excelled all their rivals on the Newfoundland 
the icy beach of Russia to where the river Dwina į; waters, as well as in Baffin’s Bay and off- the coast 
discharged its waters into the White Sea, or, as |) of Greenland. Thus encouraged, they ran down 
it was then caled, the Sea of Archangel. Per-; the coasts of Americaand Africa, and in the waters 
haps my poor speech may end in some similar ‘rolling between them they discovered the black 

The incident I have related is the burden || whale, a new and inferior species, yet worthy of 
capture; and then stretching off toward the South 
Pole, they found still anothér species, the sperm 


in force two years. A 

Mr. SEWARD. ` Mr. President, some years 
ago, when ascending the Alabama, I saw a stag | 
plunge into the river, and gallantly gain the west- | 


rifle he had escaped, sat down to mourn his il | 


the eastern shore. You, sir, are a dweller inthat | 
region, and are, as all the world knows, a gentle- || 
man of cultivated taste and liberal fortune. Per- 
haps, then, you may have been that unfortunate | 
hunter. Llowsoever that may have been, I wish 
to converse with you now of the chase, and yet 
not of deer, or hawk, or hound, but of a chase | 
upon the seas; and still not of angling or trolling, : 
nor of the busy toil of those worthy fishermen | 
who seem likely to embroil us, certainly without | 
reluctance on our part, in a controversy about | 
their rights in the Bay of Fundy, but of a nobler | 
sport and more adventurous sportsmen than Izaak 
Walton, or you, or Daniel Boone, or even Nim- 
rod, the mightiestas wellas mostancient of hunters, 
ever dreamed of—the chase of the whale over his | 
broad range of the universal ocean. 
Do not hastily pronounce the subject out. of 
order or unprofitable, or unworthy of this high: 
presence. The Phoonicians, the earliest mercan- ; 
tile nation known to us, enriched themselves by | 
selling the celebrated Tyrian dye, and glass made , 
of sand taken from the sea; and they acquired not | 
only these sources of wealth, but the art of navi- ; 
gation itself, in the practice of their humble calling 
as fishermen. A thousand years ago, King Alfred 
was laying the foundations of empire for Young 
England, as we are doing now for Young Amer 
i The monarch whom men justly have sur- | 
named the Wise as well as the Great, did not dis- | 
dain to listen to Octher, who related the adventures 
of a voyage along the coast of Norway, ‘so far 


of the monster of the seas to the uses of man. || à still | 
i whale, whose oil is still preferred above all other; 


i 

i and thus they enlarged the whale. fishery for the 
| for the food yielded by || benefit of the world, which since that time has 
lt wants only fifteen minutes of one o’clock, when |, the tongue, and the oil obtained from the fat of i| distinguished the two branches of that enterprise 
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geographically by the designation of the northern 
and southern fisheries. In 1775 the fisleries were 
carried on by the Americans, the English, the 
Dutch, and the French. The French employed | 
only a smail fleet, the Dutch a larger one of 129 
sail. The English had only 96 ships, while the 
Americans had 132-vessels in the southern fishery, 
and 177 im the northern fishery, manned with 
4,000 persons, and bringing in oil and whalebone 
of the value of $1,111,000. ‘This precociousness 
of American naval enterprise elicited from Burke, 
in his great speech for conciliation to the colonies, 
a tribute familiar to our countrymen, and perhaps 
the most glowing passage that even that great or- 
ator ever wrote or spake: 


« Look at the manner in which the people of New Eng- 
land have of jate carried on the whale fishery. Whilst we 
follow them among the tambling mountains of ice, and be- 
hold them penetrating into the deepest recesses of tludson’s 
Bay and Davis’s Straits, whilst we are looking for them 
beneath the Arctic circle, we hear that they have pierced į 
into the opposite region of Polar cold—that they are at the 
Antipodes, and engaged under the frozen serpent of the 
South. Falkland Island, which seemed too remote and 
romantic an object for the grasp of national ambition, is 
but a stage and resting place in the progress of their vic- 
torious industry. Nor is the Equatorial beat more dis-- 
couraging to them than the accumulated winter of both the 
Poles. We know that whilst some of them draw the line 
and strike the harpoon on the coast of Africa, others run 
the longitude, and pursue their gigantic game along the 
stot Brazil. No ocean but what is vexed with their 

sheries, no climate that is not witness to their toils. 
Neither the perseverance of Jlolland, nor the activity of 
France, nor the dexterous and firm sagacity of English en- 
terprise, ever carried this perilons mode of hardy enter- 
prise to the extent to which it has been pushed by this 
recent people—a people who are still, as it were, in the 
gristle, and not yet hardened into the bone of manhood.” 


But Britain did not conciliate. The Revolution 
went on,and the American whale fishery perished, 
leaving not one vessel on either fishing ground. 

Yet it is curious, Mr. President, to mark the 
elasticity of our countrymen in this their favorite 
enterprise. A. provisional treaty of peace between 
the United States and Great Britain was concluded 
on the 30th of November, 1782. On the 3d of 
February, 1783,” (I read from an English paper | 
of that period,) ‘the ship Bedford, Captain 
“Moores, belonging to Massachusetts, arrived in 
‘the Downs. She passed Gravesend on the 4th, 
“and on the 6th was reported at the custom-house 
‘in London, She was not allowed regular entry 
‘until after some consultation between the Com- 
‘missioners of Customs and the Lords of the | 
‘Council, on account of the many acts of Parlia- | 
‘ment yet in force against the rebels of America. 
‘She was loaded with five hundred and eighty- 
‘seven barrels of whale oil, and manned wholly 
‘with American seamen, and belonged to the | 
‘island. of Nantucket. The vessel lay at the ; 
‘Torsley-Downs, a little below the Tower, and | 
‘was the first which displayed the thirteen stripes 
‘of America, in any British port.” 

Nevertheless, the lost vantage ground was not 
easily nor speedily regained. The effort was made 
against protection, against exclusion in foreign 
markets, and against bounties by the English 
Government equivalent to forty dollars per man 
employed, or fifty per cent. on the valne of every 
cargo obtained—bounties not occasionally nor | 
irregularly offered, but continued from 1750 to | 
1824,andamounting in theageregateto £3,000,000. į 
Nor was this all, These bounties, enhanced with | 
additional inducements, were offered to the Nan- ! 
tucket fishermen on condition of their abandoning 
their country and becoming inhabitants of the ad- 
jacent British Colonies, or of the British Islands. : 
It seemed, indeed, that a crisis in this great na- 
tional interest had come. Happily there wag, on | 
the French side of the channel, at least, one un- i 
wearied friend of America, as there were many 
watchful enemies of England. La Fayette wrote | 
several letters to Boston and arrested an immigra- |i 
tion from Nantucket to the British Colonies and | 
Islands, already on the eve of embarkation, and | 
then addressed himself to the French monarch and | 


i 


his court. France saw at once the danger of a | 
transfer of so great a number of seamen, together |! 
with the very secret, art, and mystery of whale | 
hunting, to her hereditary and relentless enemy. | 
The good but ill-fated Louis RVI. equipped six | 
whaling vessels, with American harpooners, on! 
his own account, and offered a bounty of nine dol- | 
lars per man, payable by the Royal Treasury, to | 
every American fisherman who should emigrate H 


to France. In a whole year, only nine families, | 
containing thirty-three persons, acvepted this offer; |! 


and therefore the King, in compliance with La 
Fayette’s first advice, adopted the expedient of dis- 
criminating in favor of American cargoes of oil 
and whalebone in the French market. ‘Fhe Amer- 
ican whale fishery began to revive, and in 1787, 
1788, and 1789, it employed an average of one 
hundred and twenty-two wessels. But it still la- 
bored under the pressure of competition stimulated 
by bounties both in England and in France. In 
1790, the Great and Genera! Council of Massa- 
chusetts appealed to Congress for protection to 
this great interest of that Commonwealth. Mr. 
Jefferson, the Secretary of State, submitted an 
elaborate reply, which, while it was liberal in its 
spirit, nevertheless closed with the declaration, 
that “the whale fishery was a branch of industry 
tso poor, as to come to nothing with distant na- 


‘tions who did not supportit from their treasuries; | 


‘that our position placed our fishing on ground 
* somewhat higher, such as to relieve the National 


‘Treasury from giving it support, but not to per- | 


‘mit it to derive support from the fishery, nor to 
‘relieve the Government from the obligation to 
‘provide free markets for the productions of the 
‘fishery, if possible.” 

The enterprise had not yet languished into life, 
when the French Revolution of 1789 occurred, 
which involved Europe, and ultimately the United 
States, in wars that swept the latter, as well as the 
French and Dutch, from all the fisheries, and left 


them in the exclusive enjoyment of Britain, who | 


achieved in those wars her now established preémi- 
nence as the conqueror of the seas. 
the British had 146 vessels in the northern whal- 
ing ground, which captured no less than 133 
whales, and thus obtained 13,590 tons of oil and 
438 tons of whalebone; and 56 ships in the south- 
ern whale fishery, equally successful. The Amer- 
icans now reéntered the game, and the tables were 
speedily—and, as we think, permanently—turned 
in their favor. In 1624, the British became dis- 
couraged, and withdrew their bounties; and in 
1842 they had no more than 18 vessels in the north 
fishery, which captured only 24 whales. The 
southern fishery declined still more rapidly; so 
that, in 1845, not one British whaler appeared in 
the South Seas. Since that time, all nations have 
virtually abandoned this ‘* hardy form of perilous 
industry” in favor of the Americans. The entire 
whaling fleet of the world, in 1847, consisted of 
about 900 vessels, 40 of which belonged to France, 
20 to Bremen and other ports in Northern Europe, 
20 to New Holland and other British Polynesian 
Colonies, and all others, more than 800 in number, 
with a tonnage of 240,000 tons, belonged to the 
United States. Che capital thus employed exceeded 
$20,000,000 of dollars, and the annual productions 
of the fisheries amounted to $13,000,000. With 
the decline of this enterprise in Great Britain, her 
commercial writers began to discountenance whale 


fishing altogether; and while they now represent | 
| it as a new gambling adventure, they endeavor to | 


stimulate the people of continental Europe to sub- 
stitute vegetable oils for those procured in the seas. 

Mr. President, pray consider the cost, time, 
dangers, and hazard of the whale fishery. Each 


vesssel with its outfit is worth $30,000, and carries `! 


thirty able-bodied seamen, and is afloat on a sin- 
gle voyage one or two, perhaps three years. It 
finds the whale never below the sixtieth degree 


of latitude, and can remain there only during the | 
The whole |: 
time may elapse without a whale being seen. |; 


brief polar summer of three months. 


When discovered, every stage of his capture 


i is toilsome, and attended with multiplied dan- i| 


gers to the assailants, increased by the shoals, the 


ice, the storms, and the fogs, which protect the | 


animal against his pursuers. The statistics are 
absolutely frightful to a landsman or a common 
seaman. In 1819, of sixty-three British ships 
sent to Davis’s Straits, ten were lost. In 1821, 
out of sixty-nine, eleven were lost. Of eighty- 
seven ships that sailed for Davis’s Straits in 1830, 
no less than eighteen were lost, twenty-four re- 
turned clean, while not one of the remainder had 
a full cargo, and only one or two half fished. 
Pray consider now, sir, that the great triumph 


of the American fishermen was achieved, and is | 
still sustained, not only without aid from the Gov- | 


ernment, but practically also without aid from the 
capital or enterprise of general commerce, and, 
indeed, to quote the nervous language of Jeffer- 
son, “ with no auxiliaries but poverty and rigor- 
ous economy.” The whaling fleet of the United 


At their close |} 


| States, in 1846, consisted of seven hundred and 
| thirty-seven vessels. Of the thirty States, only 
| five, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Connecticut, 
|, Massachusetts, and New York, were represented; 
l| and all of them except New York are the States 
ii Jeast blest in fertility and climate. New Hamp- 
i| shire having only a single port, sent out only one 
|| vessel. Rhode Island, one of the three most di- 
[i minutive States, equipped fifty-two. Connecticut, 
|| a small State, sent out one hundred and twenty- 
i| four. New York, with her extended territory, 
|i vast wealth, and stupendous commercial establish- 
[i 

|i 

ji 

| 


| ments, sent only eighty-five; and all the rest pro- 

i ceeded from that State, inferior to many others in 
| extent, wealth, and commerce, but superior to 
‘| them all in intellectual and social development— 
: Massachusetts. 

Wealth does nothing, patronage does nothing, 
while vigor does everything for the whale fishery. 
n Great Britain, London resigned it in favor of 
those poor and obsolete towns, Hull, in England, 
and Peterhead,in Scotland, as soon ag the Gov- 
i So of the eighty-five 
| vessels which, in 1846, represented New York in 
|| the fishery, only one went up from the port of New 
ii York, the commercial capital of the State and of 
i| the continent, while no less than eight proceeded 
I| from Cold Spring, a mere nook in the mountains 
ii which crowd toward each other just above the 
|i city, asif to prevent the waters of the Fludson 
| from their destined meeting with the tides of the 
ocean. All the others were sent forth from New 
Suffolk, Greenport, and Sag Harbor, inconsider- 
i able villages or hamlets on the outward coast of 
i. Long Island. Massachusetts exhibits the same 
l case. Boston finds more lucrative employment 
for her capital in spindles, in railroads, and even 
| in her fields of ice and quarries of granite; and so 
; leaves the profits and toils of the whale fishery to 
i| Freetown, Falmouth, Sippican, Wareham, Ply- 
i| mouth, [Iolmes’s Hole, Fall River, Provincetown, 
i! Fairhaven, New Bedford, and Nantucket, towns 
i which, but for their pursuit of the whale fishery, 
li would scarcely have been honored with designa- 
| tion on the chart, or names in the gazetteer. Most 
! wondrous of all, Nantucket is a sandy island, 
|| fifteen miles long, and three miles broad, capable 

of maintaining by agriculture only one hundred 
| persons, and yet it was the cradle of the whale 
‘fishery; and neither any town in America, nor in 
| England, nor even in France, has ever success- 
| fully established, or at all maintained, the whale 
| fishery without drawing, not merely its knowl- 
| edge of whale-hunting, but the officers and crews 
| of its vessels, chiefly from that sandy shoal thus 
| rising above the surface of the sea. 

: Need I dwell here on the whale fishery as a 

source of national wealth, and an element of na- 
tional force and strength? The number of those 
who are actively afloat in the pursuit ranges from 
15,000 to 20,000, while twenty times that greater 
| number of persons are indirectly engaged in the 

culture of hemp and the manufacture of cordage, 
ithe building of ships, furnishing their supplies, 
‘manufacturing and preparing the oil and whale- 
| bone, in sending them to market, and in the vari- 
ous other occupations incidentally connected with 
the trade. The wealth thus acquired leaves all the 
resources of the country untouched. Dr, Frank- 
lin cheered the fishermen of his day with the ap- 
ophthegm that whosover took a fish outof the sea 
always found a piece of silver in his mouth, and 
our experience has confirmed its truth, although 
itis now rejected by the commercial writers of 
England. 

Weare the second in rank among commercial 
nations. Our superiority over so many results 
from our greater skill in ship-building, and our 
greater dexterity in navigation, and our greater 
: frugality at sea. These elements were developed 
in the fisheries, and especially in the northern 
fishery. We think that we are inferior to no na- 
tion in naval warfare. The seamen who have won 
our brilliant victories on the ocean, and on the 
lakes, were trained and disciplined in this, the 
severest of all marine service; and our naval his- 
torians agree that it constituted the elementary 
school of all our nautical science. What, then, 
would compensate us for the loss or for the decline 
of the whale fishery? 

Mr. President, I have tried to win the favor of 
|| the Senate toward the national whale fishery for 
i| a purpose. The whales have found a.new retreat 
| in the seas of Ochotsk and Anadir, south of Behr- 


H 
i 
i, ernment bounties ceased. 


i 
| 
| 
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ing Straits, and in that part of the Arctic ocean 
lying north of them. In 1848, Captain Roys, in 
the whale ship Superior, passed through those | 
seas and through the straits, braving the perils of | 
an unknown way and an inhospitable climate. He | 
filled his ship in a few weeks, and the news of his | 
success went abroad. In 1849, a fleet of 154 sail | 
went up to this new fishing-ground; in 1858, a fleet || 
of 144; and in 1851, a fleet of 145. The vessels were | 
manned with thirty persons each; and their value, 
including that of the average annual cargoes pro- 
cured there, was equal to $9,000,000, and thus ex- 
ceeded by near $2,000,000 the highest annual import |! 
from China. But these fleets have been besetby not || 
only such dangers of their calling as customarily j! 
occur on well-explored fishing grounds, but also by | 
the multiplied dangers of shipwreck resulting from 
the want of accurate topographical knowledge— 
the only charts of these seas being imperfect and 
unsatisfactory. While many and deplorable losses | 
were sustained by the fleets of 1849-50, we have | 
already information of the loss of eleven vessels, | 
one thirteenth part of the whole fleet of 1851, | 
many of which disasters might have been avoided 
had there been charts, accurately indicating the 
shoals and headlands, and also places of sheltered | 
anchorage near them. These facts are represent- 
ed to us by the merchants, ship-owners and under- 
writers, and are confirmed by Lieutenant Maury, 
who presides in this department of science in the 
Navy as well asin the labors and studies of the Na- 
tional Gbservatory. We want, then, not bounties, 
nor protection, nor even an accurate survey, but 
simply an exploration and reconnoissance of these 
seas, which have so recently become the theater 
of profitable adventure and breve achievement of | 
our whale hunters. This service can be per- 
formed by officers and crews now belonging to 
the Navy, in two or three vessels which already 
belong or may be added to it, and would continue | 
at most only throughout two or three years. | 
Happily, the measure involves nothing new, un- | 
tried, or uncommon. To say nothing of our re- 
cent search for the lamented Sir John Franklin, 
nor of our great exploring expedition under Cap- | 
tain Wilkes, we are already engaged in triangu- 
lating a coast survey of the Atlantic shore. Charts, | 
light-houses, and beacons, show the pilot his way, 
not only over that ocean and among itsislands, but 
along all our rivers and even upon our inland 
lakes. The absence of similar guides and bea- 
cons in the waters now in question results from 
the fact that the Pacific coast has but recently 
fallen under our sway, and Behring’s Straits and 
the seas they connect have not until now been 
frequently navigated by the seamen of any na- 
tion. Certainly somebody must do this service. 
But who will? The whalers cannot. No foreign 
nation will, for none is interested. The constitu- 
tional power and responsibility rests with the Fed- ; 
eral Government, and its means are adequate. 

California is near this fishing ground. Her en- 
terprising citizens are already engaged in this, pur- 
suit, and henceforward the whale hunters of Nan- 
tucket must compete with a new rival possessing 
the advantage of nearness to the scenes of their 
labors. California, therefore, joins Massachusetts 
in this reasonable demand. 

Mr. President, the small exploring fleet thus 
proposed would be obliged to quit the Northern į 
seas early in September, and could not retarn to 

` them until the succeeding June. I propose that it 
should spend that long season in performing a ser- 
vice not dissimilar under milder skies, in that part 
of the Pacific ocean and its adjoining seas, which | 
is usually traversed by vessels sailing from New | 
York and San Francisco to China and the Indies. 
Remember, sir, if you please, that not only has 
no Asiatic prince, merchant, or navigator ever ex- 
plored this one of all the oceans the broadest and | 
i 


| 
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most crowded and crowned with islands, but 
that they have forbidden that exploration by Eu- | 
ropean navigators, who have performed whatever | 
has been done at the peril and often at the cost of 
imprisonment and death. We have made no ac- ! 
curate survey, for we have only just now arrived 
and taken our stand on the Pacific coast. Weare 
new on that ocean—nay, we are only as of yesier- 
day upon this continent; and yet maps and charts 
are as necessary to the sea-faring man on that 
ocean as on any other, and just as necessary on 
every ocean as monuments and guides are to him 
who traverses deserts of sand or wasts of track- 
less snow. 


i whatever quarter of the world; while he who 


Lieutenant Maury informs us that every navi- 
gator of those waters is painfully impressed with 
a sense of surrounding dangers—they exist, and 
yet the only charis that have been made fail to in- 
dicate in what forms or in what places they will 
appear. So imperfect is our topographical inform- 
ation, that a large island called Ousima, supposed 
to be thickly inhabited and highly cuitivated, lies 
in the fair way to China, and yet no vessel has 
ever touched or gone around it. {t would repay 
tenfold the cost of the whole exploration, if we 
should find on that island a good harbor and a 
friendly peeple.* Horbergh’s charts of these pas- 
sages, are the best. But these are of old dates, 
aud although they have been corrected from time 
io time, yet they are very imperfect. The shoais 
in the China Sea, the Sea of Japan, and the Straits 
of Gaspar, are represented to us by navigators, as 
being formed of coral, a mixture of animal and 
vegetable organization, and therefore fhereasing 
rapidiy in magnitude as they approach near to the 
surface of the waters. Itis particularly necessary 
to explore and note the shoals and islands lying 
between the coast of Palawan, on the China Sea, 
and that of Cochin China, and also the shoals in 
the vicinity of West London, Prince of Wales, 
and Paulo Sapata Islands. The perils existing 
there oblige ships going up and coming down 
through those seas against the monsoons, to beat 
at disadvantage, whilean exploration would prob- 
ably disclose eddies and currents which would al- 
low of straight courses where now no one dare 
pursue them. Clement’s Strait and the Cara- 
mata Passage are filled with the same dangers. 
Again, the great outlet from the China sea into 
the Pacific ocean, by the Bahee, and adjacent pas- 
sages between the islands of Luconia and the coasts 
of China and Formosa, need to be surveyed, al- 
though the islands are generally well designated 
on the maps. Then proceeding northwardly, a 
regard to thesafety of the whaleman demands that 
the islands between the coasts of China and Japan, 
and from them to the Loo Choo Islands, and so on 
to the Russian possessions, and along them east- 
wardly to Behring’s Straits, should be surveyed. 
The last attempt to perform that duty was made 
by a small Russian fleet, which was captured aud 
destroyed, while its officers and crew were impris- 
oned by the Japanese. Lastly, as we advance 
eastwardly in the very track pursued by our 
whalers and China men, we encounter islands, 
and many shoals imperfectly defined, and espe- 
cially the Bonin Islands; while prudence requires 
a careful reconnoissance aiso of the Fox Islands, 
which, although lying somewhat northwardly of 
the passage, might, if well known, afford shelter 
in case of inclement weather. This reconnois- 
sance in a temperate latitude is demanded by the 
merchants, underwriters, and navigators, in all 
our Atlantic as well as in our two Pacific ports, 
and the argument for it rests on the same founda- 
tion with that which supports the proposition for 
the more northwardly exploration. Sir, the mails 
and a certain class of passengers will be carried 
by us, or by the English steamers, from Califor- 
nia, And the Chinese port is Shanghai. And 
yet for wan,of such a survey as this, you cannot 
choose or establish a coaling station, although the 
length of the voyage is seven thousand miles. 

Sir, have you looked recently at the China 
trade? Itreaches already seven millions in value 
annually. Have you watched the California trade? 
Its exports in bullion alone already exceeds 
$50,009,000 annually, and as yet the mineral de- 
velopment of that State has only begun. ‘Tae set- 
tlement of the Pacific coast is in a state of sheer j 
infancy. There is, speaking relatively, neither 
capital nor labor there adequateto exhibit the forces 
of industry that might be employed in that won- 
derful region. Nor is California yet conveniently 
accessible. The railway across Panama is not yet 
completed. The passage through Nicaragua is not 
perfect; that which leads through Tehuantepec is 
not begun; nor have we yet extended, even so faras 
to the Mississippi, the most important and necessa- 
ry one of thern all, the railroad across our own 
country to San Francisco. The emigrant to the} 
Atlantic coast arrives speedily and cheaply from | 


would seek the Pacific shore, encounters charges | 


* Within the last year the Memnon, an American ship, 
valued with her cargo at $500,009, was lost in the Straits of 


Gaspar. 


and delays which few can sustain. Nevertheless, 
the commercial, social, and political movements of 
the world are now in the direction of California, 
Separated as it is from us by foreign lands, or more 
impassable mountains, we are establishing there a 
custom-house, a mint, a dry-dock, Indian agen- 
cies, and ordinary and extraordinary. tribunals of 
justice. Without waiting for perfect or safe chan- 
nels, a strong and steady stream of emigration 
flows thither from every State and every district 
eastward of the Rocky Mountains. Similar torrents 
of emigration are pouring into California and Aus- 
tralia from the South American States, from Eu- 
rope, and from Asia, This movement isnot a sud- 
deu, or accidental, or irregular, or convulsive ones 
but it is one for which men and nature have been 
preparing through near four hundred years. During 
all that time merchants and princes have been seek- 
ing how they could reach cheaply and expeditious- 
ly, “ Cathay,” “China,” “the Bast,” that inter- 
course and commerce might be established between 
its ancient nations and the newer ones of the West. 
To these objects Da Gama, Columbus, Americus, 
Cabot, Hudson, and other navigators, devoted 
their talents, their labors, and their lives. Even 
the discovery of thiscontinent and its islands, and 
the organization of society and government upon 
them, grand and important as those events have 
been, were but conditional, preliminary, and ancil- 
lary to the more sublime result, now in the act. of 
consummation--the reunion of the two civilizations, 
which, having parted on the plains of Asia four 
thousand years ago, and having traveled ever after- 
wards in opposite directions around the world, now 
meet again on the coasts and islands of the Pacific 
ocean. Certainly no mere human event of equal 


| dignity and importance has ever occurred upon 
| the earth. 


It will be followed by the equalization 
of the condition of society and the restoration of 
the unity of the human family. We see plainly 
enough why this event could not have come be- 
fore, and why it hascome now. A certain amount 
of human freedom, a certain amount of human in- 
telligence, a certain extent of human control over 
the physical obstacles to such a reunion, were 


| necessary. All these conditions have happened and 


concurred. Liberty has developed under improved 
forms of government, and science has subjected 
Nature in Western Europe and in America. Nav- 
igation, improved by steam, enables men to out- 
strip the winds, and intelligence conveyed by 
electricity excels in velocity the light. With these 
favoring circumstances there has come also a sud- 
den abundance of gold, that largely relieves labor 
from its long subjection to realized capital.. Sir, 
this movement is no delusion. It wili no more 
stop than the emigration from Europe to our own 
Atlantic shores has stopped, or can stop, while 


‘labor is worth there twenty cents and here fifty 


cents a day. Emigration from China cannot stop 
while labor is worth in California $5 a day, and 
in the West Indies $10 a month, and yet is worth 
in China only $5 for that period. Accordingly we 
have seen sixty-seven snips filled, in three months 
of the present year, with seventeen thousand em- 
igrants in the ports of Hong Kong, Macao, and 
Whampao, and afterwards discharge them on the 
shores of California, and of Cuba, and other 


| islands of the West Indies. 


Sir, bave you considered the basis of this moye- 
ment, that this country and Australia are capable 


| of sustaining, and need for their development, five 


hundred millions, while thelr population is con- 
fined to fifty millions, and yet that Asia has two 
hundred millions of excess? As for those who 


! doubt that this great movement will quicken ac- 


tivity and create weaith and power in California 
and Oregon, I leave them to consider what changes 
the movements, similar in nature but inferior in 
force and slower in effect, have produced already 
on the Atlantic coast of America. As to those 
who cannot see how this movement will improve 
the condition of Asia, I leave them to reflect upon 
the improvements in the condition of Europe since 


| the discovery and colonization of America. Who 


does not see, then, that every year hereafter, Eu- 
ropean commerce, European politics, European 
thoughts, and European activity, although actu- 
ally gaining greater force, and European connec- 
tions, although actually becoming more intimate, 
will, nevertheless, ultimately sink in importance; 
while the Pacific ocean, its shores, its islands, and 
the vast regions beyond, will become the chief 
theater of eyents in the world’s great Hereafter ? 


our own complete emancipation from what re- | 
mains of European influence and prejudice, and | 
in turn develop the American opinion and influ- | 
ence, which shall remould constitutional laws and : 
customs in the land that is first greeted by the ris- į 
ing sun? Sir, although I am no socialist, no | 
dreamer of asuddenly-coming millennium, I never- | 
theless cannot reject the hope that peace is now to | 
have her sway, and that as war has hitherto de- f 
faced and saddened the Atlantic world, the better : 
passions of mankind will soon have their develop- | 
ment in the new theater of human activity. 
Commerce is the great agent of this movement. 
Whatever nation shall put that commerce into full ; 
employment, and shall conduct it steadily with | 
adequate expansion, will become necessarily the | 
greatest of existing States; greater than any that 
has ever existed. “Sir, you will claim that respon- | 
sibility and that high destiny for our own country. | 
Are you so sure that by assuming the one she will | 
gain the other? They imply nothing less than 
universal commerce and the supremacy of the seas. | 
We are second to England, indeed, but, neverthe- | 
less, how far are we not behind her in commerce | 
and in extent of empire! I pray to know where 
you will go that you will not meet the flag of Eng- | 
land fixed, planted, rooted into the very earth? If! 
you go northward, it waves over half of this con 
tinent of North America, which we call our own 
If you go southward, it greets you on the Bermu- | 
das, the Bahamas, and the Caribbee Islands. On | 
the Falkland Islands it guards the Straits of Ma- 
gellan; on the South Shetland Island it watches | 
the passage round the Horn; and at Adelaide | 
Island it warns you that you have reached the ` 
Antarctic Circle. When you ascend along the 
southwestern coast of America, it is seen at Gala- | 
pagos, overlooking the Isthmus of Panama; and | 
waving saluted it there, and at Vancouver, you | 
only take leave of it in the far northwest, when i 
you are entering the Arctic Ocean. If you visit 
Africa, you find the same victorious cross guard- |! 
ing the coast of Gambia and Sierra Leone and St. 4 
Helena. It watches you at Cape Town as you | 
| 


pass into tbe Indian Ocean; while on the northern 
passage to that vast sea it demands your recogni- 
tion from Gibraltar, as you enter the Mediterra- | 
nean; from Malta, when you pass through the 
Sicilian Straits. On the Ionian Islands it waves 
in protection of Turkey; and at Aden it guards | 
the passage from the Red Sea into the Indian 
Ocean. Wherever western commerce has gained 
an entrance to the continent of Asia, there that flag 
is seen waving over subjugated millions—at Bom- 
bay, at Ceylon, at Singapore, at Caleutta, at La- 
hore, and at Hong Kong; while Australia and 
nearly all the islands of Polynesia acknowledge its 
protection, 

Sir, I need not tell you that wherever that flag | 
waves it is supported and cheered by the martial 
airs of England. ButI care not for that, The 
sword is not the most winning messenger that can 
be sent abroad; and commerce, like power, upheld 
by armies and navies, may in time be found to 
cost too much. But whatis to be regarded with 
more concern is, that England employs the steam 
engine even more vigorously and more universally 
than her military force. Steam engines, punetn- | 
ally departing and arriving between every one of. 
her various possessions and her island seat of | 
power, bring in the raw material for every manu- || 
facture and supplies for every want. The steam 
engine plies incessantly there day and night, con- 
verting these materials into fabrics of every variety | 
for the use of man. And again, the steam eagine | 
forever and without rest moves over the face of |! 
the deep, not only distributing these fabries to | 
every part of the globe, but disseminating also the | 
thoughts, the principles, the language, and religion | 
of England. Sir, we are bold indeed to dare com- | 
petition with such a Power. Nevertheless, the f 
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resources for it are adequate. We have coal and | 
iron no less than she, while corn, timber, cattle, | 
hemp, wool, cotton, silk, oil, sugar, and the grape, ; 
quicksilver, lead, copper, silver, anå gold, sve all || 
found within our own broad domain in inexhaust~ f 
ible profusion. What energies we have i 
expended prove that we | 
are needful. What inventions we have made ij 
prove our equality to any exigency. Our capital : 
mereases, while labor scarcely knows the burden i 
of taxation. Our Panama route to China has a | 
decided advantage over that of the Isthmus of |; 


$ H 
s already |; 
lave m reserve all that y 


| some mistake the House of Representatives put 


Suez, and, at the same time, vessels leaving that | 
country and coming round the Horn will reach | 
New York always at least five days sooner than 
vessels of equal speed can double the Cape of: 
Good Hope and make the port of Liverpool. i 

Mr. President, we now see how conspicuous a | 
part in the great movement of the age, California 
and Oregon are to sustain, and that, as yet, they 
are separated from us and isolated. They will 
adhere to us only so long as our government over 
them shall be conducted, not for our benefit, but for 


their own. Their loyalty is great, but it cannot ex- |! 


ceed that of the thirteen ancient American colonies 
to Great Britain; and yet the neglect and oppression 
of their commerce undermined that loyalty, and | 
resulted in their independence. I hear often of | 
dangers to the Union, and see lines of threatened | 
Separation drawn by passionate men or alarmists, į 
on parallels of latitude; but, in my judgment, | 
there is only one danger of severance, and that is | 
involved in the possibility of criminal neglect of | 
the new communities on the Pacific coast, while 
the summits of the Rocky Mountains, or of the 


dismemberment. Against that danger I would 
guard as against the worst calamity that could be- ) 
fall, not only my country, at her most auspicious | 
stage of progress, but mankind also, in the hour 
of their brightest hopes. I would guard against | 


it by practicing impartial justice toward the new || 


and remote States and Territories, whose political | 
power is small, while their wants are great, and 
by pursuing at the same time, with liberality and | 
constancy, the lofty course, to which they invite 
us, of an aspiring, yet generous and humane na- 
tional ambition. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther cunsideration of the bill until to-morrow, for 
me purpose of taking up the Indian appropriation 
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upon the bill, but I am unwilling to see it passed 
in its present shape. As it stands it vests unlim- 


ited discretion in the President of the United |! 


States. There is no limitation as to the amount | 


which may be expended. The only limitation is || 


that vessels of the Navy are to be employed. 
Mr. SEWARD. I have an amendment which 

I think will remove the objection of the honorable : 

Senator. Ithas been printed and laid on the tables | 


of Senators. {tis in the nature of a substitute, || 


| 
to strike out all after the enacting clause, and in- | 
sert: 


That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to cause an exploration and reconnois- 
sance to be made, under the direetion of the Secretary of the 
Wavy, of the track of navigation pursued by whaling ves- 
sels in the region of Behring Straits, and also of such parts 
of the China Sea, the Straits of Gaspar, and Java Sea, aslie 
directly in the route of vessels proceeding from Atlantic or 
Pacific American ports to China and Japan; and that for 
this purpose the President is anthorized and requested to 
provide one or more suitable vessels, or assign them from 
vessels now in the Navy, and such officers of the Navy and 
Army of the United States as shall be necessary; and the 
sum of $125,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to defray the 
expense of earrying this act into execution. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That this act shall 
continue in force two years. 


The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill from the 
House of Representatives “making appropri- 
‘ations for the current and contingent expenses of 
‘the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty | 
‘stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the | 
‘ year ending June 30, 1853;” the question pend- | 
ing being upon the second amendment of the Com- 
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mittee on Finance, which was to strike out “< ten,” į 


and insert “ two,” in the following clause in re- 
lation to the Miamies: 

“ For permanent provision for the purchase of one thou- 
sand pounds of tobacco, ten thousand pounds of iron, and 
one thousand pounds of steel, stipulated in the 4th article 
of the treaty of October 23, 1826, $770.” i 

Mr. HUNTER. The change is made to make 
the provision correspond to thetreaty. Owing to | 


in “ten thousand,” instead of “ two thousand.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The third amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was stated to be to strike out from th 


e ap- į 


propriations for the Menomonees the following: 


“ For additional 
! in the State of Wisconsin, by the treaty of October 18, 1848, 
$221,840; the same to be paid in such sums and at such 
times, with the approbation of the said nation, as the Pres- 
! ident may think most conducive to their prosperity and 
i happiness.” 
Mr. HUNTER. My. President, this amend- 
i ment relates to the last treaty made with the 
i Menomonee tribe of Indians. “According to that 
| treaty a provision of $350,000 was given to that 
tribe for the cession of lands which they made at 
that time. 

Commissioner Medill, when he went to the 
i treaty ground, was instructed by the President 
that he might give thera at the rate of nineteen 
cents per acre—which was the price that had been 
paid to the Menomonees for a previous cession 
of land—for a quantity of land not exceeding 
3,230,800 of acres, These instructions were given 
in pursuance of an opinion of the then Attorney 
General, who, I believe, is the present Senator 
i from Connecticut, (Mr. Toucry,] in which the 
| belief was expressed that this was the extreme 


$i 


5 M 5 kih f ite i it limit of the rightful demands of the Menomonee 
nowy Mountains, mark the only possible line of ii 


tribe of Indians. They had made a treaty form- 
erly, by which, for $791,310 50 they had ceded 
lands to the United States. This was to obtain 
the residue of their lands. Some difficulties had 


| existed between the Menomonees and other tribes 


as to their rightful boundaries. The question was 
' submitted to the Attorney General, and he came 
to the conclusion that they could not claim more 
than that amount of land. The President accord- 
ingly instructed the commissioner that he should 
not give more than such a sum per acre for so 
many acres, but he did not instruct him that he 
; should go to the extreme limits which were allowed 
| him under this commission. 

It appears from the report of the commissioner, 
and indeed from other testimony, that when he 


|| got upon the ground, the Menomonees claimed a 


Mr. GWIN. I hope the bill will not be post- || much larger quantity of land than was supposed 


poned. It ought to be acted on immediately. li 
Mr. HUNTER. I have no speech to make if 


to belong to them. They claimed about 8,000,000 
of acres. Indeed the commissioner himself found 
that in the map upon which the Attorney General 
and himself had previously acted, there was prob- 
ably a mistake; and he thought, as he reported 
j when he came back, that their lands were about 
4,000,000 of acres. He madea bargain with them 
| by which he obtained a cession of all their rights, 
whatever they were, for the sum of $350,000. 
Much testimony was taken upon both sides, and 
| the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 
the report which he has given us on the subject, 


) decided that it was a contract of hazard; that the 
i 


| Indians on the one hand insisted that there was 
| this large amount of land—larger than ithas turned 
out to be—whilst the commissioner refused, on 
the other hand, to give more than the sum which 
they finally accepted. 

The exterior lines of the surveys'of the land 
have been run, and it appears from them that 
something like five millions of acres were ceded 
by these Indians under that treaty. They have 
set up a claim, not under the treaty, but an equi- 
table claim for compensation for this additional 
amount of land. They have claimed it: because, 
as they allege, there was fraud on the part of the 
commissioner who negotiated the treaty. In re- 
‘lation to the question of fraud, there has been 
much testimony, and Iam informed by my friend 
| from Missouri, [Mr. Avcnison,] the chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, that the question 
was raised at the time when the treaty was rati- 
fied by the Senate, and that the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs was then satisfied that there was no 
fraud or misrepresentation on the part of the com- 
| missioner. And the Senate must have heen satis- 
| fied, for they ratified the treaty. Noris the cir- 
| cumstance that a less compensation was given 
i than that which was the extreme limit fixed by 
| the instructions of President Polk to be consid- 
| ered as having vitiated the treaty, because that 
| fact was before the President when he communi- 
cated the treaty to the Senate; and that fact must 
| have been before the Senate when they confirmed 
it. Mr. Medill, in his report, says that he was 


i, authorized to have given this sum, but that he 


obtained the cession for less; and he himself’ sup- 
: posed that the lands ceded amounted to about 
| 4,000,000 acres. 

In relation to the question of fraud, there are 


i} persons who have charged it upon the commis- 


| Sloner, and there is a good deal of testimony in 
i the Department on the subject. On the other 


LG 


Colonel Lee, of the Army; Mr. Martin, who, I 
believe, formerly represented the Territory of Wis- 
consin as Delegate in the Elouse of Represent- | 
atives, with whom the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Doper] is well. acquainted; Mr. Ellis, a former 
Indian agent; and Mr. Bruce, the late Indian 
agent. All these gentlemen depose that nothing 
of the sort can properly be charged to Comunis- | 
sioner Medill, who negotiated the treaty. 

This claim of the Menomonee Indiansis founded | 
upon the charge of fraud, and the further allega- | 
tion that there was an inadequacy of considera- 
tion—that having sold so much land they ought 
to have received more than was given them under 
this treaty. There is no pretext of doubt in rela- 
tion to the construction of the treaty isclf Tt is | 
clear and specific. The present Commussis ` : of | 
Indian Affairs, in examining the testimony, came 
to the conclusion that fraud could not be imputed 
to the commissioner who negotiated the treaty, 
and he came to the conclusion that the treaty 
bound the Indians—that it wag a contract of haz- į 
ard; but he also said that he believed that, so far 
as the Indians were concerned, it was a hard bar- 
gain, and in order to rectify it, he proposed to go |; 
back to the provisions ofa former treaty—the treaty 
of 1831, under which the President was allowed, ‘| 
without any further treaty, without the necessity | 
of negotiating this last treaty, to remove the Ín- | 
dians from those lands, and make them such fur- ; 
ther allowances in the shape of annuity as he | 
might think to be justand proper, Under that `i 
authority, derived fromthe Indians by the treaty | 
of 1831, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs came ii 
to the conclusion that the Executive had the power | 
to settle this question, and he proposed to give | 
such additional allowance as would amount to the ʻi 
sum authorized by President Polk in his instruc- 
tions, if Commissioner Medill had gone to the ; 
extreme limit of those instructions; that is to say, || 
he proposes that we should appropriate such a | 
sum as, in addition to the $350,000 paid, would `| 
amount to the price of 3,023,800 acres of land, at ii 

i 


about nineteen cents an acre. The House ofRep- 
resentatives have put into the bill a provision 
making that appropriation. ! 
This appropriation the Committee on Finance, `i 
after a careful consideration, determined ought to || 
be stricken out. We were of the opinion that it | 
ought to be stricken out, because, if we go upon || 
such testimony as this, if we set aside treaties | 
thus made by our officers—treaties in relation to | 
whose construction there can be no sort of doubt— || 
we may go through the whole catalogue of Indian : 
treaties, and set them allaside. We lay the foun- | 
dation for new claims in relation to almost every ; 
Indian treaty which has ever been negotiated, be- 
cause you may take any of them, and on their | 
face prove an inadequacy of consideration, if you | 
argue upon the supposition that the Indians were | 
the proprietors of the land. As I said yesterday, : 
I am told in the Department, that the Osages have - 
ceded in all more than one hundred and forty mil- 
lions of acres of land for something like $400,000; 
and they are a more numerous tribe, I believe, ii 
than the Menomonees. If you pass this, how | 
could you refuse their demands, when they come 
with their maps and the treaties in their hands to 
show that the consideration was inadequate, un- ij 
less, indeed, you could go upon the supposition | 
that the Indians were deceived, and the commis- ;| 
sioner had been guilty of fraud? I think, with || 
| 


the testimony before us, it would be doing great || 
injustice to Commissioner Medill to make any | 
such admission. So far as the facts are con- | 
cerned—so far as any comparison is proper to be :| 
instituted between the quantity of land ceded and |, 
the amount of money given, the commissioner | 
made no concealment of the facts. He reported | 
it to the President in the report which accompanied ij 
the treaty. He said he believed there was more | 
land than was supposed by the Attorney General | 
at the time the instructions were given. But he: 
did not, nor do J, acknowledge, that this Govern- |! 
ment, in its past transactions with the Indians, ii 
ever supposed that they were entitled to demand | 
of us the full value of the lands as owners. Sir, j 
they could only be regarded as having some pos- |; 
sessory title, and, as 1 said yesterday, all that D 


| necessary for their comfort, that this is an ample 


| which we haveactually given them, and theamount 


| pensation in the shape of an annuity. 
| me that something of this sort ought to be done. 


jif it should turn out that they have not been, I 


hundred persons, all told. They received by the 
cession of 1831, something like $700,000. They 
received, under this treaty of Commissioner Me- 


dill, something like $350,000—making upwards of į; 
$1,000,000 in all. They received, too, in exchange |: 
for their former possession, a tract of country, i 
which, I am told, comprises about 600,000 acres ; 


of land, to which they will be removed. And it 
seems to me, when we come to look at what is 


provision. If we have made an ample provision 
for them, what more can be required of us? If 


we are to suppose that they are the owners of the į 
land, we should not be satisfied with giving them | 


nineteen cents an acre; for it is worth much more. 


If we believe that, in equity, we ought to give them | 


this price—which is a high price for Indian lands 


—then this appropriation will not do, for it does | 
| 


not amount to the difference between the amount 


which would be'due upon the land which they act- 
ually sold, if we were to value them at nineteen 
cents an acre. They sold upwards of 5,000,000 | 
of acres, and their claim in the whole would be, 


therefore, if we were to give them that amount per | 
t 

acre, upwards of $900,000, and the sum necessary |! 
i | 


to be appropriated to make up the difference, in- 


stead of being only $220,000, would be something |; 
like $600,000. 7 
But, Mr. President, suppose we make the ap- | 


propriation, will the Indians get the benefit of it? 
Ís not that one objection to making these appro- 
priations in gross? So strongly does the Cum- 
missioner of Indian Affairs seem to feel this, that 
he recommends that whatever additional compen- | 


sation is given them, should be given in the shape © 


1977 


|. produce testimony to show that there were private 
“ declarations, or fraud, or anything of that charac- 
i ter on the part of the commissioner, they may 
|; come here and disturb the treaty, and set aside its 
| provisions, introduce new contracts and new 
agreements upon which the Government has to 
act. 

I think, therefore, for the sake of example, that 
this item should be stricken out. But there is a` 
difficulty in relation to these Indians, fér which I 
i am willing to provide. They will soon have to 
remove, owing to the action of Congress. At the 
present session, the inhabitants of Wisconsin have 
been pressing. to have these Indian lands, which 
were ceded, put into market. If the lands are put 
into market, it will be necessary to remove the 
fadians. They are not willing to go to the coun- 
try reserved for them, and which is theirs by 
right; but they are willing to go, and, as [ under- 
stand at the Department, the people of Wisconsin 
are probably willing that they should be tempora- 
rily placed in a portion of the northern part of that 
ii State. Under these circumstances, the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs has drawn up an amend- 
ment, which I shall offer, if this provision be 
i stricken out*by the Senate—to appropriate $25,000 
i to remove them temporarily to this place, until it 
i can be seen whether an arrangement can be made 
i 


| with the government of Wisconsin, to make a per- 
‘manent exchange with the Indians, and to give 
; them some more permanent location in some por- 
|i tion of the State. If the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin should be unwilling to make such an arrange- 
ment, of course the Indians will have to go further 
west, to the lands which belong to them; but if 
the people are willing, and the Indians themselves 
desire it, it would seem to be fair to make this ar- 
rangement. In order to make such an arrange- 
ment possible, it would be necessary to make 
i some provision for their removal, and their tem- 
i porary settlement. 
Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, I concur in 
the object which the Senator from Virginia has in 
view--to strike this clause from the bill. This 


of annuities, from year to year. And that was | 
the original promise made by the President, in the | 


year 1831—that if he should remove them, under |, 


that treaty, he would pay them an additional com- | 
it seems to | 


| Why, sir, } found a contractin the Department in |! 


relation to this very tribe, by which one agent— 


—was to get one third of the amount which they | 
were to receive. 
agent, to state that the sub-agent who transmitted 
the contract and the correspondence, says he con- 
sulted the Indians, and they declared that they 


were willing to make the contract—that it was f 
But the very fact that they should | 


fairly made. 
have madeso improyident a contract, is proof that 


‘| it will be throwing away the money to appropriate 


it in gross, asis proposed to be done here. If we 
do give them additional money, itought to be done 
with such safeguards as would secure the enjoy- 
ment of it by the Indians themselves. 

The whole question with me is this, whether 
these two thousand five hundred Indians have not 
been sufficiently provided for by this and former 
treaties? It strikes me that they have been; but 


should be willing to make further provision for 
hem, notin the shape of compensaticn for their 
lands, but in order to disc} 


for their future home by suitable arrangements 
and provisions for them. That I should be will 
ing todo. But if we act upon the principle that 
the Indians, or their agenty, can come here and 


set aside treaties by private parol declarations on | 


the part of the commissioner, or transactions at 
the time, or secret and private understandings on 
the part of the Indians themselves, or mistakes 


; and misunderstandings on the part of the Indians, 


then we shall never know what we are confirming 
when a treaty is sent for ratification to this body 

lf this appropriation be made, and this princi- 
ple be carried out, the whole system of Indian 


| treaties ought to be abolished; because it will be 


impossible that the Senate can know what bar- 
gain they are making when they act upon an 
Indian treaty. If it is favorable to the Indians, it 
binds us, of course; because they are the weaker 
party. If it is unfavorable to them, or if they 


| 

| 

i 

| 

| 
and I do not know that they have more than one | 
It is true, and is just to that; 
| 


harge ourselves of the | 
obligation of securing their comfort and providing 


matter was before the Committee on Indian Affairs 
in 1848, when the treaty was submitted to the 
Senate. ‘The charge of fraud and mistake was 
then investigated by the committee and by the 
Senate. Charges were made, letters were written, 


' and memorials were sent on against the ratification 


of that treaty. Specifications were sent forth 
against the conduct of Commissioner Medill, who 
negotiated the treaty. We gave it a close inves- 
igation, and Commissioner Medill, upon every 
harge,and upon every specification, proved them 
o be entirely false, and himself to be entirely inno- 
ent, by the very best men in the State of Wis- 
onsin, who testified in his favor, But suppose 
here was a mistake—and I am willing to admit 
nat perhaps the Indians, at the time, were not 
fully aware of the extent of their claim—this is 
‘not the time to makean appropriation, and it is 
upon that point that I wish to address a few re- 
marks to the Senate. 

Suppose they are entitled in equity and good 
‘ conscience to $220,000, in addition for their lands, 
I say this is not the time to make the appropria- 
tion, in my opinion; because they are in an un- 
settled state. They were to have removed within 
two years after the ratification of the treaty, to 
the territory set apart for them by it, upon the 
Crow-Wing river west of the Mississippi. They 
have examined that country; they have explored 
it throngh a delegation, and are of the opinion 
that it is neta country suitable for them, and they 
ʻe unwilling to remove to it for the reason thatit 
is a barren country, entirely void of gume; and for 
another more potent reason with them: they 
say that they will be hemmed in on one side by 
the Chippewas, and cn the other by the Wins- 
i bagoes, their hereditary enemies; and they being 
; a smali band compared with either the Chippewas 
| i 
t 
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e 


gi ea 


eè 


| or Winnebagoes, are unwilling to go there hat 
‘ig their condition? There is no other land set 
! apart or appropriated for them. They are still in 
; the State of Wisconsin. The white settlers are 
i| pressing upon them; and place them wherever you 
1, may in the hmits of that State, I doubt very much 
‘i whether the Legislature of Wisconsin will ever 
|; give their consent that the Menomonees shall per- 
| maneotly live within the limits of their State. It 
| is against their policy. It is preparing trouble in 
i: the future, if the Legislature should consent. They 
ii may consent to their remaining there for a few 
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years; but this Government must provide some 
home for them. 

Then I see no necessity for this appropriation 
at this time, even admitting their claims to be 
just; because they cannot use it. They have no 
use for it; and I think the Government will be 
acting very foolishly to make the appropriation, 
and place it in the hands of the Indians, or their 
agents, whosoever they may be; because a home 
must be provided for them; and a territory, per- 
haps, that would be large enough, and would suit 
them, would cost not merely ten, fifteen, or twenty 
cents an acre, but might cost from fifty cents to a 
dollar an acre. Therefore, I think there is no ne- 
cessity for the Indians having the money at this 
time; particularly so since the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance intends to propose an ap- 


propriation of $25,000 for their present subsistence | 


and accommodation. Then, without going into 
the question whether there was fraud perpetrated 
or not; or whether there was a mistake as to the 
quantity of land or not; or whether we have paid 
them too small a price for their land, it seems to 
me to be inexpedient to make the appropriation at 
this time. 

When the proper time arrives, I shall be willing 
to deal liberally with them—not only justly, but 
liberally. If $220,000 shall not be sufficient to 
establish them in their new homes, and start them 
as an agricultural people, I shall be willing to take 
half a million out of the Treasury for that pur- 
pose. Therefore, I think we had better agree to 
the amendment proposed by the committee, and 
when the time arrives when this money will be 
necessary and beneficial to the Indians, we may 
consider it, and if there be equity in their claim, 
make the appropriation, 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Before the vote is taken 
on the motion of the Senator from Virginia to 
strike out that clause from the bill, I will ask to 
substitute the amendment which I send to the 
Chair, in lieu of the whole of thatclause. In other 
words, I move to strike out the objectionable por- 
tion of the bill, and to insert what I send to the 
Chair. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


That an additional compensation for the sale of their 
lands by the treaty of October 18, 1848, for the excess of 
tani actually ceded over the quantity owned by them, as 
ascertained by the official opinion of the Attorney General, 
atthe same rate as that paid for said territory, assuming the 
quantity as that fixed in said opinion, may be allowed in 
the discretion of the President of the United States: Pro- 
vided, ‘Chat the same shall be subject to all necessary de- 
ductions for expenses of procuring a new home, removal 
Wereto, and subsistence for twelve months thereafter: And 
provided further, That the balance shall not be paid until 
after such removal, and then in such manner as the Presi- 
dent. may direct. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 


would suggest to the Senator from Arkansas that | 


he proposes to strike out precisely what the Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Hunrer] proposes to 
strike out. ù 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am aware, Mr. Pres- 
ident, of the difficulty which may arise under the 
rule of the Senate, and I shall, therefore, with- 
draw my amendment for the present, and confine 
myself to what the Senator from Virginia proposes 
to strike oat; and if that motion prevails, then I 
will ofer my amendment. 

Mr. BELL. The proposition of the Senator 
might be made by way of amendment to the 
clause. He has a right to move to amend it be- 
fore the question is taken on the motion to strike 
out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair un- 
derstands the amendment of the Senator from Ar- 


kansas to propose to strike out precisely the same | 
matter which is proposed by the Senator from | 

> i meet 
Therein is the diffi- | 


Virginia to be stricken out. 
culty. 

Mr. WELLER. The motion of the Senator 
from Virginia is simply to strike out. 

Mr. BELL. The Senator from Arkansas may 
leave a word or two of the original clause stand- 


ing, and so shape his amendment as to move to 
amend the clause. 


Mr. WELLER. There is no necessity for 
that, for the proposition of the Senator from Ar- 
kansas is to strike out and insert; and, as I regard 
the rule, a motion to strike out and insert has pre- 
cedence of a mere motion to strike out. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I can obviate the whole 
difficulty, by attaching my amendment to the pre- 


; amendment or that of thecommittee. 


; nesses; which are enough to show that there was 
la glaring and palpable mistake between the 


| lands of the Menomonees, about which there was 


_ at the Land Office, according to which the Indians 


| and, according to that, we allowed them for only | 


| Land Office have revealed the fact, that instead of 


| structed by the hands of the Indians by such 


H 
H 


| ceding clause. I find it will make good sense, if 


so attached. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 
remind the Senator from Arkansas that the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia is to 
strike out another clause, and not the oneto which 
the Senator proposes to attach his amendment. 
The motion of the Senator from Virginia is there- 
fore first in order. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Then I will address my 
remarks to the question on the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. Jt matters but litle 
whether the question be in the precise form of my 
The amend- 
ment which I propose, instead of making an ap- 
propriation upon what I conceive to be an artifi- 
cial and arbitrary basis, which [ think cannot be 
justified upon any correct principle, provides for 
an extra allowance to the Menomonees upon what. 
[ consider a true and just principle. Itis to allow 
the Indians the same rate of compensation for the 
country which they thought they had ceded as 
for that which they did actually cede, providing 
only for the excess in quantity over that which it 
was supposed they owned, by that which has been 
ascertained to be the amount belonging to them at | 
the date of the treaty. That excess amounts to | 
about two millions of acres—an excess which, in | 
proportion to the land which the Indians were 
induced to believe from the map at the Land Office | 
belonged to them, is such as to strike the mind of 
every Senator as amounting on its face to a pal- 
pable mistake. 

Mr. President, I throw out of consideration al- 
together what I regard as an wnproved charge 
against the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, in 
reference to a fraudulent concealment of the real 
quantity of land at the time of making the treaty. 


That forms no part of the ground upon which I |! 


have gone in coming to the conclusion that this is 


a just claim; but I put it upon the ground of a | 
claim coming under the head of what lawyers | 


class as mistakes. -I throw out all churges of 
fraud—charges which I regard as neither substan- 
tiated by testimony, nor sustained in view of the 
known probity and integrity of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, who negotiated this treaty. But 
there are some facts upon record, apart from those 
to which the Senator from Virginia has alluded, 
as being merely parol declarations of credible wit- 


amounts of land which the Indians supposed they 
were ceding, and that which they actually did 
cede, which must strike the mind of every Sen- 
ator as being an amount too large to have been | 
covered up from the knowledge of the Indians. 
A. simple and brief history of the case, as it ap- 
pears from documents on file in the Indian Office, 
will show that what I have remarked is strictly 
correct, 

In 1848 the Government, desiring to obtain the 


a dispute in regard to the quantity, referred the 
matter to the then Attorney General, who exam- | 
ined the subject, and who ascertained to his own 
satisfaction that there was not more than 3,860,000 
acres justly belonging to them. For this the com- 
missioner was authorized to pay at a rate not ex- 
ceeding eighteen cents per acre. He called the 
Indians together, and offered them for the whole 
amount of their lands $350,000, which was at the 
raie of about eleven and a half cents per acre for 
what they were induced to believe they owned at 
that time. Preparatory to this the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs had been furnished with a map 


were represented as owning about 3,000,000 acres, 
That map was exhibited upon the council grounds, | 


3,000,000 acres. The Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs does not conceal the fact that he went upon 
that map as containing the true boundaries of the 
country. Subsequent discoveries made at the 


there having been only 3,000,000 acres ceded, 
there were nearly 5,000,000. 


More than this: There was a rude map con- 


means as they could command, by which they 
showed and contended that they owned more than 
was shown by our map. The commissioner dis- 
countenanced and repelled that presumption, and 


for the amount of land as disclosed by the map of 
j the commissioner. ‘They therefore ceded a quan- 
tity of Jand according to their map, so that it was 
said by a member of the House of Representa- 
tives that ‘we bought according to the Indian 
map, and paid according to our map,” making a 
difference of 2,600,000 acres. 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. I would ask the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas, if he will permit me, whether 
itis a fact that the actual quantity of land has 
been ascertained by a survey? I have heard other- 
wise. I have heard that the survey has not been 
completed, and by turning to a memorandum 
which has been laid upon our tables, it will be 
found that in the report made by the Commis- 
sioner to the Secretary of War, after the treaty, he 
said that, while in the country, he ascertained 
«there was an error in the map ” in his posses- 
sion ‘*in relation to the location of a small lake 
that determined the course of one of the boundary 
lines,” the correction of which would probably 
increase the number of acres ** to about four mil- 
lions.” He further says, that ** the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, upon the evidence now 
in his possession, estimates the tract as having 
contained at the time of the treaty, five millions. 
“Estimates,” mark you. Not thatitis surveyed. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I can give the Senator 
from South Caroiina the basis on which the Land 
Office made the estimate. It was from an estimate 
made under the inspection or by the measurement 
of the Corps of Topographical Engineers, under 
| the authority of the Land Office. In making outa 
map, the Corps of Topographical Engineers esti- 
mated the amount between certain boundaries, and 
those boundaries were afterwards ascertained to 
be true, and that amount shows a slight excess 
over five millions of acres in the country. The 
discrepancy arises in this way: there was a par- 
' ticular lake which governed one of the boundaries 
of the country. The situation of this lake was 
laid down incorrectly in the map which governed 
the decision of the-Attorney General. They found 
that that lake was one or two hundred miles fur- 
ther off than was at first supposed, varying the 
amount of land by that much, and embracing in 
all, an excess of two millions of acres. The map 
which has been recently made out, properly Jo- 
i locates this lake, which governs the Wisconsin 
boundary, and thus we have five millions of acres, 
according to the estimate made by the Corps of 
Topographical Engineers. 

I believe, Mr. President, that I have now stated 
the entire history of this claim. !tconsistsof the 
fact that there was an official document made ont 
under the inspection and by the advice of an ofi- 
cer of the Government; that by that map the 
Indians were represented as owning 3,000,000 
acres; that in consequence of a mistake in one of 
i their boundaries, we took, by treaties made in 
general terms, all their lands, and swept away 
from them about 2,000,000 acres more than they 
thought they were selling at thetime. This, there- 
| fore, as it seems to me, constitutes a just and 
equitable claim on the Government in their behalf 
for this excess; and in placing it upon this princi- 
ple, and allowing for that excess, I have allowed 
at the same rate for this excess as the price would 
| be per acre by paying for 3,000,000 acres the sum 
of $350,000. ‘That is the position of the matter, 
and the ground on which I place it. 

One word more, and [ have done. It was 
thought by my colleagues on the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, who investigated this claim, that the 
time had not arrived to do justice to these Indians; _ 
that the whole appropriation. gas premature; and i 
that the fact that they had nofyet removed to their 
new home was sufficient to show that we ought 
not to settle the claim, or make the appropriation, 
until a home was provided for them. That state 
of affairs leads me to a precisely opposite conclu- 
sion from that to which the worthy chairman of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs was brought. 1 
think that the allowance should be given for the 
very purpose of removing that difficulty. It is 
true that the country assigned to them is found to 
| be inhospitablein climate; and worse than that, it 
| was in the neighborhood of their implacable ene- 
mies, with whom they would be exposed to bein 
an eternal state of warfare. ‘They chose, there- 
fore, to remain upon the land which they had 
ceded, in the State of Wisconsin. Whether this 
| desire of theirs will be granted, it remains for the 


they were compelled to submit to the offer made 


i Legislature of Wisconsin to determine. But how 
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isa country to be obtained for a home for them, 
and how are their removal and subsistence to be 
provided for except out of this appropriation which 
the other branch of Congress have been disposed 
to grant? 

This is what I provide for. My amendment | 
provides for procuring them a home, and for their 
removal, and subsistence for twelve months. It 
provides that the balance shall not be paid until 
these contingencies are met; and it seems to me, 
that the amendment obviates all the difficulties to | 
which the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
and the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs have referred. It only provides for the pay- 
ment of the money when all these problems have !: 
been solved. 

As to the time when justice should be done, I ;; 
think, as a general principle, it is true, that it 
should be done as soon as we are satisfied that it |! 
is due, and that it ought to be performed at all. 
This is no old and stale claim revived from the || 
musty archives of the Government, for the benefit 
of heartless agents, or to satisfy the cupidity of 
speculators; nor is it one of that class which has | 
arisen from an attempt to overreach the Indians, 
and impose a hard bargain upon them. This is 
not an old claim, but one which has been closely 
followed up in different forms, from the first. Im- 
mediately after the treaty was ratified, the Indians | 
sent delegates on here in order to correct it; but | 
they were unsuccessful, as the chairman of the | 
Committee on Indian Affairs has told us. They | 
have never lost sight of the claim. When the! 
claim first appeared, it was not for the justice of , 
Congress, but against the whole effect of the trea- | 
ty, which they alleged was a fraudulent one; but 
they were unable to substantiate the fraud by ev- ij 
idence. The subsequent claim has been placed | 
on the ground of a palpable mistake, and on that |] 
ground I think that we ought to make the allow- 
ance. 

This is a claim in which I have little interest, 
and with regard to which I have no feeling at all; 
and in expressing these views, I have only at- 
tempted to show what were the views of the 
friends of this claim in the other House. I leave 
it for other gentlemen to dispose of as they see fit. 

Mr. WALKER. Iin part represent the State | 
in which these Indians reside, and in which this i 
money, if paid to the Indians, will probably be 
expended. It might be inferred, therefore, that I 
should be one of the most zealous friends of this 
item in the appropriation bill; but I entirely con- 
cur with the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 


H 


i 
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I think the item ought to be stricken out of the bill. | 
That we acquired more lands from the Meno- 
` monees by the treaty than was contemplated by | 
this Government at the time, E have very little | 
doubt; but I am not aware that in the negotiation ; 
with these Indians, or with any other of the tribes, | 
we have been at all times particular to ascertain | 
the precise number of acres, and then pay thei; 
Indians per acre for what they concede. We know 
that the lands purchased from the Indians, gen- į 
erally, are in an unsurveyed district of country; |; 
and that to arrive at a lumping bargain it is usual || 
to make an estimate of the quantity contained ji 
within the tract. In this case the estimate was | 
too Jow, and there is an excess over the quantity |) 
supposed to have been purchased, thus entitling |; 
the Indians to some allowance. H 
I concur with the chairman of the Committee 
on Finance, and the chairman of the Committee | 
on Indian Affairs, in the opinion that this is not || 
only an improper time to make this appropriation, i| 
but that the manner of this proposed appropri 
ation is also improper. [ object to the appropri 
ation being made at this time, and also to its be 
ing made in gross; and it occurs to me, as it may |! 
have occurred to other Senators, that the lips of |} 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance have |; 
given utterance to one reason which ought to de- || 
termine us against it, and that is: Some person i 
has, at one plunge, at one grab, secured one third |} 
of the whole amount which these Indians may || 
get, either at this time or hereafter! And itseems i 
to me that is not all; but that a member of one 
branch of the Government is also to pocket 
430,000 out of this appropriation, if it should 
ass. That has been intimated to me, and I 
eard it in such a manner that I think it may be 
fully proved. 
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A Senaror. To what branch of the Govern- 
ment does that person belong ? 

Mr. WALKER. To the legislative branch. 

That there is a secret, lurking desire to cast 
censure on the once commissioner, Mr. Medill, is 
to my mind self-evident. So long ago as 1842, 


| when that gentleman was in the House of Repre- 


sentatives, he had occasion to make a speech, in 
which he visited a certain other person who has 
been high in authority in Wisconsin, with charges 
of the most flagrant crimes, That those charges 
have never, to this day, been answered is true. 
That they were well made 1 believe, and the com- 
munity believes, because they were not answered. 


! ‘Phat that individual, therefore, secretly treasured 
up in his heart the determination to have revenge, 
l believe. 


‘The time has arrived. As soon as this 


ji treaty was made, there came forth charges of | 


fraud against Mr. Medill, and they have been 
pressed zealously ever since. Although the pres- 
ent Commissioner states that there is no proof of 
fraud, this appropriation is sought for; and not 
only is there thus to be a triumph over Mr. Me- 
dill, but some of those who make the charges of 


villainy and avarice against him, are to pocket | 


$30,000 out of the money of the Indians. 

What do you propose to accomplish for the In- 
dians by making this appropriation at this time? 
It is very evident that you are about to fill the 
pockets of others. But do you place in the hands 
of the Indians anything that will be available 
even as a temporarary benefit? Would not the 
grant of this money be an injury to them? They 


are now living in the midst of the white pop- ! 
ulation; the Government formerly assigned to | 
| them a home, a distant one it is true, west of the ; 
į Mississippi; they visited it, and found that it was 


a country where they would be starved to death, 
or where those who escaped starvation would be 


li killed by the Sioux, by the Chippewas, or by the 


Winnebagoes. 

They shrunk back to Wisconsin, for starvation 
or death by the tomahawk were all that awaited 
them in that.country, and they are now located in 
the midst of the whites; where the Maine liquor 
law does not extend, but where they can obtain as 
much liquor as they desire. If this appropriation 


shall be made, drunkenness, dissipation, and death | 


will prevail among those unfortunate people, and 
what they do not spend in that way, they will be 
swindled out of; the money will be gone before 
they have proceed a mile from the place where it 
has been placed in their hands, or tied up in the 
corners of their blankets. 

Is this the way to treat these Indians? They 
are now in a country where they can exist, at least. 
Will you furnish them with this money which 
willdo them no good? You willnotonly do them 
no good, but by giving it to them, you will inflict 
a positive injury. 

W hen the tine comes for their removal—and I 
am sure that the Legislature of Wisconsin will 
not consent that they shall remain in that State— 
it will be proper for the Governmentof the United 


' States to look at the condition of these Indians, and 


consider the treaty they made, and how hard that 
treaty is; and to consider the means of giving 
them a home, and of providing them temporarily 
with the means of subsistence, until they are able 
to provide for their own maintenance. Such a 
course would be statesmanlike, just, and honest; 
but how often is it, when you make a treaty with 


the Indians, that any claims they may have against į 


the Government are suppressed ? In all probability 


l until some secret agent, the enemy of his country, | 


and the enemy of the Indians alike, has dug it up 
and exposed it, and then, after he obtains an as- 
signment of the claim, we pay, not the Indians, 


but this agent for having extracted it from the | 


Government. I am opposed to this course alto- 
gether, and I do hope and trust that the appropri- 
ation will be stricken out of the bill. 

I am equally opposed to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. SEBASTIAN, ] 
because, as I have already said, we do not know 
what to do with the Indians. Suppose you adopt 
the proposition of the Senator from Arkansas, 
what will you do with them? 


an appropriation for any 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. 

Wisconsin misunderstands the object ofmy amend- 

ment. It does provide for and make the payment 


Does his proposi- | 


braced these objects in my amendment, because I 
believe it was stipulated by the treaty of 1848, and 
is an ordinary stipalation, which is found in all 
our treaties with Indians which relate to their 
lands.. It will be recollected that by the treaty of 
1848, we assigned to these Menomonee Indians a 
new territory west of the Mississippi, which they 
did not like; and now the choice with them is be- 
tween going to that territory or to some new coun- 
try, to be assigned to them by the Government of 
the United States, or their taking a portion of the 
ceded territory; but in either case they must be- 
come a serious charge to the United States. If the 
State of Wisconsin agrees to allow them to remain 
there, then I think it would not be going beyond 
the limits of justice to say that they ought to have 
as much of their territory restored to them as was 
taken by this mistake, and for which they were 
not paid, But, in any case, the purchase of a new 
country, and the removal and subsistence of these 
Indians in that country for twelve months, as is 
proposed by my amendment, is to be paid for out 
of this surplus, and the balance is not to be paid 
to them until they have removed from the ceded 
territory to such country as may be provided. 

In regard to the balance itself, 1 have adopted 
the provision in the original terms of the bill— 
that it shall be paid to them in such manner as 
the President of the United States may direct. 

While I am up f will merely say to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, that if such a disposition of the 
money as I have proposed does not suit him—-if 
he fears it is to go into other channels than those 
that will benefit the Indian, you have only to 
adopt the expedient which has been twice resorted 
to by the Senate—the paternity of which so justly 
belongs to the Senator from Wisconsin—which is, 
that the money shall be paid into the hands of the 
Indian himself, and to no other person. That is 
an amendment which I will not offer myself, for 
I have some doubts as to whether it would work 
altogether well; but if any other Senator chooses 
to offer it I will not make any opposition. I know 
it was agreed upon in the case of the $2,000,000 
which were paid to the Creeks, and also in the 
same amount which was paid to the Cherokees; 
j and the plan has been repeatedly resorted to for 
the purpose of breaking down the influence of 
agents, and of uprooting that kind of influence by 
which many gentlemen suppose the proceedings 
of Congress have been and may be surrounded. 
j I merely throw out these suggestions, which I 
think are a sufficient answer to what has been 
said by the Senator from Wisconsin in regard to 
agents, and the hands into which this money is to 
go, and the agencies-—the corrupt agencies—by 
which these claims have sometimes been fished 


up. 

Mr. WALKER. The explanation of the Sen- 
ator does not obviate the difficulty to which I was 
alluding when 1 took my seat. Neither the Pres- 
i ident nor any member of this Government knows 
what to do with this money. ‘The Indians them- 
selves should be consulted as to where they will 
go. if they will not go to the home which has 
been provided for them, it is impossible to deter- 
mine at present where they will go. They desire 
to remain temporarily in Wisconsin, and Wis- 
i consin has consented that they may remain there 
fora short time, and be located in the northern 
part of the State, 1 believe; but it is utterly im- 
possible for them to remain there for a very long 
time. Settlers are now scattered over the whole 
of the **Menomonee purchase.” At this very 
session we have granted preémption rights to the 
white people there, of whom there are now twenty 
thousand. As soon as the settlers advance, the 
Indians must go. Will the Senator tell me where 
ihe proposes to locate them, even with all this 
money which it is proposed to appropriate? No, 
sir. i he asks the Indians, can they take him 
where they will go? No,sir. Would he appro- 
priate this money before this Government or the 
Indians know what to do with it? It seems to me 
it is trifling to think of such a thing, Whatis the 
amendment of the Senator? It is to pay, instead 
of the sum of $221,840, which the House have 
put in the bill, the sum of $600,000. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. With the permission of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, I will state thet 1 


1980 
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that it would make but a few thousand dollars 
more; not more than $4,000 or $5,000 more. 
thought the amount was so small, that it would 
be better to take that sum than make an arbitrary 
allowance. 


mined. 

Mr. WALKER. That is not what is argued, 
nor what I believe will be the effect of the amend- 
ment, 
for the land which has been purchased from the 
Indians, you will have to pay according to the 
rate which is demanded for the whole land, which 
is eighteen and nine tenths cents per acre. I have 
calculated the amount upon 5,000,000 acres 

Mr. BELL, It amounts to $400,000. 

Mr. WALKER. 
the supposition that we were to pay nineteen cents 
per acre for 5,000,000 acres, which amounts to 


$950,000; I then makea deduction of the sum paid || 


under the treaty, which was §350,000, and that 
leaves the sum to be paid $600,000. The Senator 
from Arkansas proposes to pay only eleven anda 
half cents per acre. 


which have been made of this cluim, by the In- 
dians. 
Now, sir, when it is made, let it be ascertained 


where the Indians are to go, and let Congress ap- | 


propriate so much money as is necessary to bu 

them a home, if a new home is to be provided. If 
we have land, they should be content if we give 
them land and charge them for it. 


purpose, together with what will be necessary to 
furnish them with necessary blacksmithing, and 


to provide the means to keep them from famine | 
until they can be established ina new home? How | 
do you know what to do withthem now? If you | 
appropriate the money now, how do you know | 
what will become of it? One third of it will go | 
into the hands of agents, and then the rest will he : 
drawn by—I will not say whom. That is what ' 
will become of it; and who else is to have a‘ fin- | 
But so long as it , 


ger in the pie” I do not know. 
can be ascertained that it will be necessary to lo- 


cate them in their new home, just so long as the | 
money now paid will support them they will pay | 
it out uil it is all gone, and none of it will benefit i 


the poor Indians. The poor Indians? Why itis 
the cormorant agents who surround this Capitol 


who will get it, who give us more trouble than all | 


the Indians would with arms in their hands! 


Sir, if you were to propose to appropriate ten | 


millions, to be expended in Wisconsin among 
the citizens of my own State, I should oppose it, 


if given upon this plan, when I know that the ; 
benefit is to redound to those who have done . 
It is entirely use- : 


nothing but cheat the Indians. 
less; itis worse than useless; it is injurious; and I 


hope the chairman of the Committee on Finance | 
will succeed in his proposition to strike out the ap- | 


propriation, 


But whatever those views may be, I am opposed to 
this appropriation, 


of the Government should be extended to them, it 
may be done. I hope that when we extend our 
hand to them, and say, ‘“ Take the fish,” they 


may not find, when they seize upon it, that it is | 


a stone. 

Mr. BELL. I believe the Senate are ready for 
the question. I merely wish to say, that in com- 
mon with the members of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, I have looked a little into thi 
and I concur, in the main, in the views expressed 
by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 


ertheless, I see in the condition of the Menomo- 


nees something which will force itself on the sym- | 
pathy, if not on the justice, of Congress, to in- : 
duce Congress at some time to make an additional |; 


appropriation for their final settlement. 


LI 


My proposition is to pay them for the | 
additional 2,000,000 acres at the rate of eleven and | 
a half cents an acre. The amount is easily deter- | 


If you give the same price which was paid ; 


I made my calculation on | 


But besides that, it is sub- ` 
jected to the manifest objection of the assignments || 


Then what will : 
be necessary to remove them, appropriate for that : 


t I hope it may be stricken out, : 
and that the rights of the Indians may be guarded; | 
and whenever it is necessary that the patronage | 


Honter,] || 
with regard to the policy of going back and over- | 
hauling this treaty to discover. whether strict and ` 
adequate justice was done to these Indians. Nev- j 


i| propriation, and if it could be the last appropri- 


Congress will have to make an appropriation 
or a donation for the relief of these Indians. 
They are now in Wisconsin, but are not entitled 
to a foot of land which they can claim as their 
own. They have been permitted by the Legisla- 
ture of the State and by the President of the 
United States, to remain where they are for the 
present; but that permission is merely temporary. 
In accordance with the terms of the treaty of 
1848, six hundred thousand acres of land were 
provided for them. They have explored that 
country, and pronounced it to be unsuitable to 
them. For many reasons they declined going 
there, and the Government has not insisted that 
they should occupy the lands which were assigned 
i| to them. Aconsiderable difficulty will arise when 
l| ever you comc to remove them, as to the place 
| where they are to be located. 

| The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Warrer] 
i| has stated that the Legislature will never permit 
| them to form a permanent residence within the 
ii limits of that State. Ihave heard it suggested, 
on the other hand, that they probably would be 
permitted to remain. If the Senator from Wis- 
consin is correct in his supposition, then it is a 
subject which should be looked to by the execu- 
tive branch of the Government. I would be glad 


location of these Indians. 


| where the Senate must despair; and, therefore, I 
consider this appropriation useless for the present. 


been determined on. 
Mr. BELL. M 


gress, and those who take an interest in the north- 
western country, will agree that a portion of the 
territory which we acquired from the Sioux should 
be appropriated to these Menomonees. Unless 
we agree that they shall have a location in the 
southern portion of the Minnesota Territory, I 
know of no country suitable to their condition to 
which these Indians can be removed. [ have 
thought a little on this subject. [have examined 
the map, and ruminated on the condition of that 
country generally. You cannot force them fur- 
ther west, because you will at once place them 
amongst powerful and hostile tribes; and unless 
you give them a location in the southern part of 


they are to go. They will be without a home; 
the authorities of the State of Wisconsin will not 
allow them to remain, and yet I do think that 


State of Wisconsin, if they have a territory they 
can spare, to allow them to rest within their bor 
ders. 

Mr. WALKER. 


not to excite sympathy; but I was speaking of the 
fact that Wisconsin has no country to which the 
whites will not advance, and hence it will be un- 
wise to give these Indians any portion of the 
country there for their permanent location. 


Mr. BELL. 


‘ity the people of that State will finally exhibit to- 


where are the Indians to go? They are two 
thousand, or two thousand five hundred in num- 


| by the chase nor by plunder, and if you drive 


i them away, where will you send them to? You. 
us claim, | 


eannot send them among the wild men of the far 
| West, It therefore becomes a serious question, 


! them some portion of that country, so that they 
may remain in that territory. 


of the 
the Northwest as well as the people of other por- 
tions of the Union. That, however, is a ques- 
tion which we cannot settle here. 


SSES ate ms 


if the Senator from Wisconsin would point outa i} 
district of country which would be suitable for the |! 


Mr. WALKER. That is just where F despair, } 
and where the Government ought to despair, and | 
lt should not be made until some place shall have HI 


opinion is that there will be l 
great difficulty, unless the two Houses of Con- || 


the ‘Territory of Minnesota, I cannot see where | 


every consideration of ordinary sympathy, and |): 
the necessity of giving protection and guardian- i 
ship to these poor creatures, does call upon the | 


I was not arguing a ques- i 
| tion of morals, or of what ought or what ought | 

1 do not know to what extent my colleague ii 
concurs with me. I should be glad to have his con- || 
currence, and to hear his views upon this matter. || 


_ I do not know how it would be | 
unwise, nor is it for me to say what the State of)! 
Wisconsin will do, or what generosity or human- | 


wards these Indians; but here is the dilemma— ; 


her; they are partially civilized; they live neither | 


and I hope the State of Wisconsin will assign į 


I know that the: 
people of the State of Wisconsin are generous in ` 
their sympathies, and so, indeed, are the people ii 

Doled States everywhere—the people of |! 
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great annoyance to the inhabitants of Wiscon- 
sin. If that State would assign to them a hun- 
dred thousand acres, or fifty thousand acres, it 
would do notonly an act of common humanity 
and generosity, but it would aid that part of the 
country generally in getting rid of a great diffi- 
culty. But this may be said to be aside from the 
; question. . 

i But whatever money you propose to give upon 
| principles of generosity or liberality, or, if you 
please, on the ground of an injustice done through 
a mistake in the treaty of 1848, it should be re- 
served to atime when they and we can know where 
they will go and have a permanent home. The 
paying of a small amount, to enable them to re- 
move to a portion of Wisconsin, would be only a 
: temporary expedient, as the difficulties that now 
exist with regard to the settlements in the North- 
west will accumulate every year. [tis a question 
which requires the careful consideration of the 
Government. I foresee that. I hope they will 
have a portion of the territory assigned them in 
Wisconsin. If the State of Wisconsin will con- 
: sent to that, then it will be time for the Congress 
i; of the United States to step forward and show 
their generosity, or justice, if you please, by giv- 
ing further compensation for lands which we have 
| acquired by the treaty of 1848. 

From the examination which I have given to 
this question, I see no ground for further compen- 
sation upon principles of strict justice. I should 
i like to know from the Senator from Arkansas, 
[Mr. Sesastian,] where he obtains his evidence 
‘ of a distinct definitive boundary of the Menomo- 
nee country. The treaty of 1848 cedes all the 
lands to which they had any claim. They never 
had any separate and distinct boundary to their 
lands, so far as I understand the history of that 
i tribe. The treaty of 1831 specifies a boundary 
|! claimed”? by the Menomonee Indians, it is true. 
: But what is the fact with regard to the claim made 
| by these Indians? We have had to extinguish 
i the title of the Sioux, the Chippewas, and the 
1 
| 
| 
} 


Winnebagoes, to portions of this very Menomo- 
i nee country. The claims of many other tribes 
| have been extinguished to large portions of this 
very territory, by three or four distinct treaties. 
| There never was a time when the Menomonees 
| could claim a boundary free from the adverse 
| claims of the Sioux, the Chippewas, or the Win- 

nebagoes, to certain parts of it. 

I do not mean to go into a detailed statement of 

į this subject. T admit that whether there is justice 
j in the claim or not, we shall find ourselves in a 
situation in which we shall be compelled to make 
i! some further compensation to the Indians on some 
ii ground or other; but now is not the time. I think 
l: this clause ought to be stricken out. 
» Mr. CASS. I have listened to this discussion 

with a good deal of interest, with a view to make 
up my own mind in regard to it, and the conclu- 
sion to which I have come is this: | am clearlf of 
opinion that something should be done for these 
Indians, but I am very much in doubt as to what 
should be done. For myself, I must say that I 
; have not facts enough before me to enable me to 
, come to an ultimate decision in that respect. 
: The treaty between the United States and the 
: Menomonees, by which the latter ceded their 
lands, provides that they should cede all their lands 
to the United States, and the United States gives 
; them another ceuntry containing six hundred 
| thousand acres, in a territory which was ceded to 
= the United States by the Chippewas. I do not 
know where it is; but I suppose north and west 
: of Wisconsin. Does it extend to the wet, marshy 
country on Lake Superior? 

Mr. WALKER. I believe it is beyond the 
Mississippi, on the Crow- Wing river, 

Mr. CASS. It is said that there is not a suf- 
ficient quantity of good land within that boundary 
to support the Menomonees. That we do not 
know. The Menomonees were to remove to it 
within two years. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe I can furnish the 
| Senator from Michigan with the information he 
“requires. Does he wish to know what we pro- 
‘| pose to do with the tribe? 


to accept; but we should know something about | 
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capable of supporting them? 

r, HUNTER. I ean answer the Senator | 
from Michigan, if he will allow me. The coun- | 
try is not suitable to the taste of these Indians. |! 
In all probability it is capable of supporting them; 
but one great difficulty is that it throws them into | 
contiguity with powerful hostile tribes. The | 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs told me that he | 
thought he could make an arrangement with the 
last Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, but that 
he had failed; and that he hoped to succeed with 
the next Legislature in making an arrangement 
by which they might be located on the Wolf and 
Oconto rivers, I have an amendment which he 
recommended, proposing an appropriation of | 
$25,000 for the purpose of removing them there 
temporarily. The necessity of removing them 
from their present home is, that the people of || 
Wisconsin wish to put this land into market. 

Mr. CASS. ‘Then, if I understand the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, the difficulty 
jg notin the nature of the country, but in its con- | 
tiguity to hostile Indians. I know these Indians 
well. There is something curious in relation to 
their history. They have never sought to be en- 
gaged in any contest with hostile tribes surround- 
ing them. [tis their boast that they have never 
killed a white man. They were never hostile 
to us. Although they have been living in con- 
tiguity with the Winnebagoes, and the Chippe- 
was, and the Sacs and Foxes, and other tribes 
ever since the French owned that country, I ven- 
ture the assertion, on my firm belief, that they never 
took a scalp. I have not the remotest idea that || 
if you transfer them to a point west of the Mis- | 
sissippi, to which the Sacs and Foxes are con- | 
tiguous, one drop of blood will be shed in con- 
sequence. Twenty years ago, 1 descended the | 
Mississippi river with a party of Chippewas who ; 
had been in a state of war with the Sioux. After | 
going down the river some five hundred miles we | 
approached the Sioux and Buffalo country, and | 
they became alarmed. ‘They landed and saw the | 
foot-prints of the Sioux, and found some hiero- || 
glyphical marks on the bark of a birch-tree, which 
had been put there to show that the Sioux had 
been there, describing the number of the parties, 
and what they had done, which was to ‘them all 
as clear as daylight from these hieroglyphical 
marks. The flag of the United States was there, | 
and I told them there was no danger. i 

We went down the Mississippi as easily as we | 
would now go down the Ohio. There was no | 
danger, and my opinion is, that a smal] force of | 
the United States sent into that country with them | 
would obviate all difficulty. But still [would not | 
force them to go there if the country is not suitable || 
for them, for they are the best and most peaceable | 
Indians that are to be found in any part of the | 
country. They have subsisted very much upon 
the wild rice, and hence have been called the Wild- | 
rice Indians. They gather immense quantities of |) 
it in their canoes, in the fall, from the lakes, where | 
it remains during the winter. And beneficent itis il 
in nature, to give them this means of subsistence, l 
which sows itself, so that they are not even under | 
the necessity of preserving grain for seed; for the | 
Indians generally, will very often eat up their seed | 
grain when they have it, and they would eat up | 
this if they could. j 

There is one thing that I beg Senators to con- 
sider.. We are parties, judges, and executioners | 
in this case, and therefore it becomes us, in the | 
position we occupy before the country and the | 
world, to deal, not with strict justice as between 
white man and white man, but liberally and gen- 
erously. Let me tell you there is not a Menom- 
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j but whether that country contains 1,000,000 -or 


| which they could improve, and such a country we 


| to throw this money in the river than to pay it 


i or charge the commanding officer, or the Gov- 


| in the State of Wisconsin, by the treaty of Octobar JEéth, i 


| owned by them, as ascertained by the official opinion of the 
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onee, there is not an Indian from one end of the | 
country to the other, that knows the difference be- i 
tween 1,000.000 of acres and 5,000,000; they have ` 
not the slightest conception of it. You undertake 
to bound any country by miles, and they know | 
nothing at all about it; but all you can do is, to į 
name certain places with which they are acquaint- 
ed,and tell them that those places are the limits of 
which you speak, and they will understand you; 
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One thing with regard to Colonel Medill. I have 
not the slightest idea that he ever intended any 
fraud or the least wrong in the treaty that he made, 
Probably there is more land than was supposed., 
Colonel Medill specified that the Indians should 
have a certain sum. They estimated the land at 
so much, and he said he would give so much for it, |; 
The Indians could not know anything more about 
the transaction, if limited to a certain number of | 
millions of acres, than if it had been in Chinese. | 
We had it our own way, and the signature of these 
Indians made to the treaty should no more pre- 
clude them from having justice done than if they 
were blind on that point. If we assumed that! 
there were three millions of acres, and we agreed || 
to pay so much per acre, and itturns out that there 
were four millions of acres, we are bound, upon 
every principle of justice, to make up the differ- 
ence, and not say we bought three millions, so 
and so, and it turns out that there are four or five 
millions. J repeat, that, upon every principle of 
justice, we should do what is right, whatever may 
have been the treaty. 

I have great doubts about the propriety of pay- 
ing them $250,000 as proposed, either individually 
or collectively. Ido not believe that it would do 
them any good. I would much prefer that we |) 
should provide a country for them, in which they 
can live. They do notraise any large quantity 
of agricultural products; nor do they hunt. They | 
are rather disposed to live on a few vegetables, 
and the wild rice. The country they occupy is | 
not a hunting country, nor are they capable of 
hanging on to the chase like the Sioux; and I 
should wish to send them to such a tract as would 
induce them to attend to agriculture; a country 


| 
| 
5,000,000 of acres, they have no conception. j 
i 
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should find for them in the United States, and put 
them fairly and honorably in possession of it. į 
When the time comes, we should make up any 
difference to which they may be entitled, and give 
them every cent of it; but it would be much better 


to them now in gross. Provide for them a small 
sum now; act justly with them; send some person 
to investigate the actual position of their affairs; 


ernor of Minnesota to make an examination, and i; 
ascertain whether they are in the slightest danger | 
from the interference of the Sioux, and: if there || 
should he any danger, Jet the Government step | 
between them and the Sioux. I repeat that I 
think it would be better to take this course, re- j; 
serving to ourselves such action as circumstances | 
may render necessary. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. In order that the amend- || 
ment may be put in proper parliamentary shape, | 
I have modified it so as to strike out the words 
<: $991 ,840; the same to be paid in such sums, and , 
< at such time, with the approbation of said nation, || 
“as the President may think most conducive to || 
“their prosperity and happiness,” and insert, in | 
lieu of it, the following: ' 
For the excess of land actually added, over the quan- | 
tity owned by them, as ascertained by the official opinion | 
of the Attorney General, at the same rate as that paid for | 
said territory, assuming the quantity as that fixed in said 
opinion, may be allowed in the discretion of the Preside 
Provided, That the same shail be subject. after all necessary 
deductions, for expenses of procuring anew home, removal 


thereto, and subsistence for twelve months thereafter : 2nd | 
provided further, That the balance shall not be paid unti 
after such removal, and then in such manner as the Presi 
dent may direct. 


So that the same clause may read: 
‘t For additional compensation for the sale of their land 


1848, for the excess of land actually added, over the quantity 


Attorney General, at the same rate as that paid for said : 
territory, assuming the quantity as that fixed in said opin- ii 
jon, may be allowed in the discretion of the President: | 
Provided, That the same shall be subject, after all necessary |; 
deductions, for expensesof procuring a new home, removal i 
thereto, and subsistence for twelve months theceafter: 2nd i 
provided further, That the balance shall not be paid until į; 
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after such removal, and then in such manner as the Presi- 
dent may direct.” 

Mr. AUNTER. This amendment, I think, is 
premature, and will hardly accomplish the object 
that was designed. It certainly would throw these 
allowances of money into the hands of the agent, 
as it seems to me. But] propose, if the Senate 
should strike out the provision in the bill, as rec: 
ommended by the Committee on Finance, to move 


i to insert the following provision: 


For expenses of their removal from their present location 


} to the district of country on the Wolf and Ocunto rivers, 
| designated in the report of Superintendent Murray: to the 


missioner of Indian Affairs, dated September 30th, 1851, 
$25,000. i 

This is an amendment drawn up at the Indian 
department, and suggested by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, ais designed to meet this state 
of things. These lands are about to be offered for 
sale. ‘he whites will go in among the Indians and 
disturb them, and thus lead to collision, which it 
is desirable to avoid. The district of country here 
designated belongs to the United States. The In- 
dians are willing to go to it. ‘The Commissioner 
says there is a very great sympathy felt for them 
among the people of Wisconsin, and he supposes, 
from what he can learn, it will be agreeable to 
those people that the Indians should be located in 
this way, and we can provide for them temporarily 
until it shall be ascertained to what other place it 
will be best to remove them. The Indians are 
dissatisfied with the country set apart for them by 
the treaty of 1848. The Indian department hopes 
to be able, when it shall have had time to look 
around, to make some more suitable provision for 
them; and this is designed for a temporary rest- 


i| ing place, and for a permanent settlement, if the 


Legislature of Wisconsin shall agree to that. 

it seems to me that it will be enough to do this 
now. Wecannot know what it may be neces- 
sary to appropriate to obtain a permanent home 
for them, because we cannot know where it ma 
be located. Whenever that is ascertained, I shall 
be willing to vote—not upon the idea of paying 
them for their lands—what may be necessary to 
secure to them a suitable and proper home, one 
which they can enjoy—where they may live in 
peace and happiness; but where that may be we 
cannot tell until the case is investigated—until fur- 
ther examination is made into the countries open 
for Indian settlements and the peculiar wants of 
these people. Therefore I think it will be better 
to strike out this appropriation and insert the 
amendment which is suggested by the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and which I shall offer if 
the Senate will agree with the Committee on Fi- 
nance in striking out this appropriation. © 

Mr. CASS. If would ask the Senator where is 
the country to which he proposes to remove the 
Indians? “Is it in Wisconsin ? 

Mr. HUNTER. Itis. 

Mr. CASS. I think there can be no difficulty 


: in saying that the Legislature of Wisconsin, and 


of all of the northwestern States, will not consent 


osed as a 
permanent arrangement, unless the Cogislaluve 
shall say that itis tobe permanent, It is intended 
merely as a temporary arrangement. The Com- 
missioner of Indian affairs tells me that he be- 
lieves it to be the wish of the people of Wiscon- 
sin to have them settle there. 

Mr. CASS. Ifit isto bea temporary arrange- 
ment I have no objection. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Does the Senator propose 
to locate them on the Fox river? 
Mr. HUNTER. No, sir, buton the Woltand 


i Oconto rivers, on territory which forms a part, | 


believe, of their cession. 

Mr. CASS. I would ask the Senator one other 
question. I did not hear the terms of his prop- 
osition; and what I wish to know is, whether it 
would allow provisions to be issued to the Indians 
to supply their necessities ? 

Mr. HUNTER. The phrase which I use is: 


i «t For expenses of their removal.” I suppose that 


$25,000 will be enough to provide for those ex- 
penses, including the issuing of provisions. It 
was my design to include provisions. 

Mr. CASS. It would be a very dangerous ex- 
periment ‘to remove the Indians, and set them 
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down in the wilderness, without any provision 
for their support. Therefore, I wish some pro- 
vision made forthem. I have my doubts as to 


whether the sum proposed to be appropriated by | 


the Senator from Virginia, will be sufficient. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, I rise for 
the purpose of asking the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance—as there appears to be some 
difference as to what the Commissioner on Indian 
Affairs has reeonmmended—whether the amend- 
ment which he proposes now to submit, as he 
says upon the recommendation of the Commis- 


sioner en Indian Affairs, is in leu of the appro- | 


priation which came from the House, and which 
was also recommended by the Commissioner of 
indian Affairs? The very appropriation which 
we have been discussing was recommended by 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who made a 
very elaborate report after a careful investigation 
of the subject. Now, here is another amendment 
not embraced in the original bill, proposed to be 
offered by the Senator from Virginia; and I wish 
to know, whether it is supposed by the Commis- 
sioner that this temporary provision is to be in 
lieu, and to obviate the necessity of the provision 
which came from the House? 

Mr. HUNTER. The amendment was drawn 
up to meet the case of this appropriation being 
stricken out. [did not understand the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs as withdrawing his ori- 
ginal recommendation. But, if the Senate should 
strike out the provision appropriating $220,000, 
then he recommends that this other provision 
should be made. And E certainly understood 
that, if it was made, it would enable them to get 
along until next session very peaceably and com- 
fortably. 


The question being taken on the amendment | 


of Mr. Sesasrian, it was not agreed to. 

The amendment of the committee to strike out 
the clause was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
amendment: 

For expenses of their removal, and provisions, from 
their present location to the district of country on the Wolf 
aud Oconto rivers, designated inthe report of Superintend- 
ent Murray, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated 
September 3), 1851, $25,000. 

Mr. WELLER. I think that amendment had 
better specify on its face that it is for the tempo- 
rary removal of the Indians; and I think also that 
it is proper that it should contain a provision 
making it dependent upon the Legislature of 
Wisconsin assenting to it. I do not think it is 
proper that we should go intoany ofthe sovereign 
States of this Union, and undertake to remove the 
Indians from one portion of the State to another 
without the consent of the Jocal authorities. But 
as thig amendment is now drawn up it might ad- 
mit the construction that we intended that the In- 
dians should reside there permanently. It would 
be better to insert the amendment I have suggested 
for the purpose of rebutting that presumption. 


Mr. HUNTER. Lam perfectly willing to in- | 


sert the word ‘* temporary;”’ but it cannot be ne- 
cessary to have the consent of the Legislature of 
Wisconsin to the temporary removal of the In- 
dians. Itis proposed to remove them to Govern- 
ment lands which have never been offered for sale. 

Mr. WELLER. 
Government, I suppose there can be no doubt as 
to the authority of the Federal Government to 
place the Indians there. 

Mr. HUNTER. I modify the amendment by 
inserting the word ‘ temporary”? before the word 
“removal.” The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. It is the opinion of many Sen- 
ators, with whom I concur, that we should have 
an Executive session to-day. I therefore move to 
postpone the further consideration of this subject 
until to-morrow. The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


: : | 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 


Executive business; and afier some time spent 
therein, the doors were reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, July 29, 1852. 


The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m, Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirrrsron F. Morgan, 
The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


The SPEAKER! The business firat in order 


I now offer the following | 


If the lands belong to the | 


is the motion to lay upon the table House bill 
No. 290, “granting the right of way and making 
a grant of land to the State of Michigan, to aid 
in the construction of the Oakland and Ottawa 
Railroad, commencing at the village of Pontiac, 


in the county of Oakland, and terminating on the j 


navigable waters of Lake Michigan, in the county 
of Ottawa.” : 

Upon this motion the yeas and nays were or- 
dered. 

TOWN OF BELLEVIEW. 

Mr. CLARK. I should be gratified if the 
House would allow me to take up a bill, the ob- 
ject of which [ can state in one minute by the 
clock. The Government laid off several towns 
in the State of Iowa, amongst others Belleview, 


and reserved in each section a small strip of land | 


from sale and occupation except as a common. 
‘The citizens of that town desire that that strip of 
land should be relinquished to them in order that 
they may control it for public purposes, for putting 
up warehouses for the storage of wheat and other 
products. There is but one section in the bill, 
and it can be read in one minute. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifit comes out of the morn- 
ing hour I do not care. 

Mr. CLARK. f will not take more than a 
minute’s time. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida. JI wish to know if 


it will come out of the morning hour. If so, I 
object. 
Mr. CLARK. I desire that it shall not come 


out of the morning hour. 
Mr. CABELL. I have no objection, then. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I object to it. . 
Mr. CLARK. It will not take one minute to 
read the bill. 


The people there are waiting, and 


anxious for its passage, and I hape that the gen- | 


tleman will withdraw his objection. It can be 


passed while we are talking about it. 


Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will include | 


it in the morning hour I will not object. 


OAKLAND AND OTTAWA RAILROAD. 
The SPEAKER. The objection is not with- 
drawn, and the question now is upon laying bill 


No. 290 upon the table, upon which the yeas and | 


nays have been ordered. 

Mr. STUART. I move that there be a call of 
the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The roll was then called, and 129 members 
answered to their names. 

On motion by Mr. STUART, all further pro- 
ceedings under the call were then dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on 
the motion to lay the bill upon the table, upon 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 63, nays 82; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, William Appleton, 
Bartlett, Beale, John H. Boyd, Burrows, Caldwell, Caskie, 
Chastain, Cleveland, Daniel, Dawson, Dimmick, Dockery, 
Duncan, Dunham, Edmundsov, Fowler, Thomas J. D. 
Fuller, Giddings, Goodenow, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, 


Hascall, Hebard, Hibbard, Holladay, Horsford, John W. ! 


Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Mann, Martin, Mason, McMullin, McNair, McQueen, 
Miilson, Morehead, Murphy, Newton, Perkins, Robbins, 
Robie, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Origen S. Seymour, 
Skelton, Stratton, Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, 
and Wildriek-~63. 

NAYS — Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Barrere, 
Beil, Bragg, Brenton, Brooks, George H. Brown, Busby, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson 
Campbell, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, Dis- 
ney, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Ficklin, 
Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Goodrich, Green, Grey, Har- 


per, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, ; 
Houston, Howard, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert | 
W. Johnson, Kubns, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Miler, l 


Motony, John Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Price, Ran- 
toul, Richardson, Robinson, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Scurry, 
D. L. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, 
Start, Thurston, Townshend, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, 


Welch, Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, and | 


Williams—82. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table, 

Mr. STUART. The question, as I under- 
stand, is now upon the engrossment of the bili. 

TheSPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that the previous question was demanded. 

Mr. STUART. It was demanded, but not sec- 
onded. I made the motion for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I appeal to the gentleman 


before he moves the previous question, to allow 
me to offer an amendment. I desire thatit should 
be read. I willthen vate for the previous gues- 
tion, and for the bill, if my amendment be adopt- 
ed. The amendment is very short, and I hope 
that the gentleman may consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Sru arr] to yield me 
the floor to offer an amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Lhope that both amend- 
ments will be allowed to be offered. Let the 
amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
JouNson]} come in first, and mine follow. 

Mr. STUART. I propose to withdraw the de- 
mand for the previous question, and | yield the 
floor to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Joun- 
SON]. 

Me. JOIINSON. I submit the amendment 
which I asked leave to offer. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iask the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jounson] to allow my amend- 
ment to be added at the end of his amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. T will ask for the reading of 
my amendment, and I will say also to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Curseman,] that 
l have no objection to the reading of his amend- 
ment, if he desires it, but I cannot consent to its 
being offered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
ment may be admitted, 

Mr. JOHNSON. [have the floor and I shall 
be compelled to occupy it, as I have some remarks 
to make. I regret to refuse anything to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, but when I shall 
have expressed some views upon the propriety of 
the amendment which I have submitted, I shall 
be compelled to call the previous question. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Will the gentleman hear 
my amendment? It is a very short one—but a 
single sentence. 

Mr, JOHNSON. I will permit the gentleman 
to make a motion in reference to the reading of 
his amendment, if l am at liberty to do so. 

The SPEAKER, The amendment of the gen- 
“leman from Arkansas [Mr. Jonnson] will be first 
read. 


The amendment was then read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 


Sec. —. And beit further enacted, That to aid in the 
construction of the railroads hereinafter mentioned, there 
shall be, and hereby is, granted to the respective States here- 
inafter named, for the aforenamed purposes, and no other 
whatsoever, cvery alternate section of land designated by 
odd numbers for six sections in width on each side of said 
roads; but in case it shall appear that the United States 
have, when the lines or routes of the said roads are defi- 
nitely fixed by the authorities aforesaid, sold any part of 
any section hereby granted, or that the right of preémption 
has attached to the same, then it shall be lawful for any 
agent or agents, to be appointed by the Governors of said 
States, respectively, to select fram the lands of the United 
States most contiguous to the tier of sections above speci- 
fied, so much land in alternate sections, or parts of sec- 
tions, as shall be equal to such lands as the United States 
have sold, or to which the right of preémption has attached 
as aforesaid, which lands, being equal in quantity to one 
half of six sections in width on each side of said roads, the 
States aforesaid, respectively, shall bave and hold to and 
keep for the use and purposes aforesaid, and for no other 
purposes. And the sections and parts of sections of land 
which, by such grant, shall remain to the United States 
Within six miles on each side of said roads, shall not be sold 
for less than double the minimum price of the public lands 
when sold. And that all the rights, privileges, and liabilities 
herein conferred on the State of Michigan in the provisions 
of this act, in relation to the use by the United States of the 
said railroads for the transporting the property, troops, 
and mails of the United States, the time for completing the 
said roads, and the modes of applying the avails of the 
public lands for the construction of the roads, shall be and 


I hope that my amend- 


| hereby are adopted in relation to all the States and rail- 


roads, respectively, hereinafter named, in as full and ample 
manner as though specially enacted in relation to each of 
the same, to wit: 

To the States of Ohio, Indiana, and Wlinois, fora railroad 
from Toledo, in Ohio, by Fort Wayne, Logansport, and 
Lafayette in Indiana, and by Peoria in Miinois, to Bur- 
lington; from Belpré, by Chillicothe, Hillsborough, Cincin- 
nati, and Vincennes, to St. Louis; and to the States of In- 
diana and Illinois, for the railroad from New Albany by 
Mount Carmel, to Alton in Hlinois. 

To the States of Indiana and Hlinois, fora railroad from 
Lafayette, in Indiana, by Middleport, in {linois, to La 
Salle county ; also, for a railroad from St. Charles. on the 
Missouri river, by Alton, to Terre Haute, on the Wabash 
river, with a branch from Springfield, by Bloomington, to 
Chicago; and to the State of Indiana, to aid in the eon- 
struction of the railroad leading from Cincinnati, Ohio, by 
Richmond, New Castle, and Logansport, in Indiana, to 
Chicago, in Hlinois. 

To the States of Missouri and Arkansas, for a railroad 
from a point on the Mississippi river opposite Cairo, by 
Litte Rock, to a point on the Texan boundary, in Arkansas, 
with branches from Little Roek to Fort Smith, and toa 
point on the Mississippi river, to be designated by tha 
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Legistature of the State of Arkansas. Also, for a railroad 
from Fort Leavenworth to the Merrimack river, within the 
county of Franklin; and from the mouth of the Ohio river 
to the Iron Mountain, in Missouri; and from Washington 
in Arkansas, to Gain Landing. 

To the States of Louisiana, Alabaina, and Mississippi, for a 
railroad trom New Orleans, by the way of Jackson and Can- 
ton, in Mississippi, thence to connect, by the nearest and 
best route that may be selected, with the proposed Nashville 
and New Orleans railroad; also, from New Orleans, by 
Opelousas, to the Texas line; and also from a point oppo- 
site to Vicksburg, on Lake Providence, to Shreveport, and 
thence to the boundary of Texas. 

To the States of M opi and Alabama, for a railroad 
from Brandon, in Mi ppi,to Montgomery, in Alabama; 
also, for the Memphis Charleston railroad. 

"To the State of Florida, for a railroad and branches from 
a point near the Atlantic ocean, in Florida, acrozs the said 


State, to a certain other point or points on the Gulf of Mex- j 


ico, in said State—the said points and the routes of the said 
rond and branches to be designated by the authority of the 
said State. And also, to the States of Florida and Ala- 
bama, for a railroad from a point on Pensacola Bay, in 


Fiorita, by Montgomery, to ‘Paladega, in Atabama, with | 


branche: 
Tensaw 
the route of {road and branches to be designated by the 
authorities of said States, respectively. 

‘Vo the State of Alabama, for the Alabama and Tennes- 
see river railroad, leading from Selma to the ‘Tenness 
river, at or near Ganter’s Landing ; also, forthe Winchester 
and ‘Pennessee river railroad, leading from Winchester to 
the Tennes river, at ornear Deposite, in the State of Ala- 
bama; and also, for the Girard railroad, leading from Gi- 
rard in Alabama, to the waters of Mobile Bay. 

To the State of Wisconsin, for a railroad from Chicago, 
Illinois, by Woodstock, Janesville, and Fond du Lae, to 
Lake Superior; and also, for the La Crosse and Milwaukie 
railroad, leading from Milwaukie, by LaCrosse, ou the Mis- 
sissippi river, to the Balls of St. Anthony 5 and also, for the 
Manitouwoe and Mississippi river railroad, leading (row 
Manitouwoc, on Lake Michigan, by Stevens’s Point, to the 
Falls of the st. Croix, and thence to the Miss pi river, 
in the Territory of Minnesota, with a branch to Fond da 
fac of Lake Superior ; aud also, from Manitouwoe, by the 
cities of Milwaukie, Racine, and Kenozha, to Chicago. 

To the State of Jowa, for railroads trom Dubuque to 
Keokuck, and from Davenport, Dubuque, and Burlington, 
on the Mississippi river, upon the best and most direct 
routes to the Missouri river—-the points of termination to 
be selected by the Legislature of the State of Iowa, 


om said road, to the waters of Mobile Bay or 


To the State of Michigan, for a railroad trom Zilwaukic, | 


on Saginaw river, by the head of Grand Traverse Bay, to 


a point opposite Mackinaw, on the Straits; and from Port | 


Huron, on the river St. Clair, across the Peninsula of Mich- 
igan, to Lake Michigan, 

To the State of California, for a railroad from San Fran- 
cisco to San José. 

‘Yo the State of Missouri, for a railroad from Pahnyra to 
a point on the Mississippi river, opposite Quincy, Mlinois. 

‘And the rontes of the said roads and branches shall be 
on the most direct and feasible lines between the places 
named for their commencement and termination; and in 
all cases where the said routes, or either of them, are not 
now located and determined, the proper authority of each 
State, respectively, through which said roads, or parts 
thereof, run, or to which the preceding grants are made, 
shal) determine the same. And all mineral lands, except- 
ing those subject by Jaw to private entry, are hereby ex- 
pressly reserved to the United States from the lands hereby 
granted. 


Mr, CLINGMAN, 
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I cannot consent to allow 
the amendment of my friend from North Carolina 
[Mr. Crinamay] to be offered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
allow it to be read. i 
Mr. LETCHER. Irise to a point of order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Iask permission to read 
the amendment myself. Itis very short, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I must decline it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope, then, that the pre- 
vious question will not be seconded. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas (Mr. Jonyxsox] is in order? If 1 under- 


1 now offer my amend- 


stand it, these very propositions which are em- | 


braced in this omnibus, have been passed upon 
by the Elouse at a former period of the session. 


Many of them, if not most of them, have been in | 
separate bills. The point of order I raise is this: | 
that the House has decided upon these separate | 
bills and refused to pass them, and it is not in or- | 


der to embrace them in this omnibus, and present 
them as an amendment to the bill now before the 
House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the | 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Vir- | 


ginia, [Mr. Lercuer.J| The amendment is not 
in and of itself any of the bills that have been or 


are before this body, and therefore is not out of |; 


order upon that ground. 
Mr. SKELTON. 


general bill upon a special case; and the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Arkansas being a bill 
general in its character, is not germane to the ori- 


i They 


er, andto a pointon the Chattahoochee river— į 


I ask the gentleman to | 


I desire to know whether | 


l rise to a question of order, | 
and it is this: that it is not in order to ingraft a | 


ginal bill, which provides for a special object. 
have no connection whatever. 

The SPEAKER, The original bill proposes 
to grant certain benefits to the State of Michigan; 
the amendment proposes to grant precisely similar 
benefits to other States. Whilst the Chair is not 
very clear that the policy is good, or that the ob- 


jection might not originally be at least plausible, 


still in conformity with the decisions which the 
present occupant of the chair has made, and with 
decisions made by others before him, the Chair 


overrules the point of order raised by the gentle- ; 


man from New Jersey. 


Mr. SKELTON. From that decision of the | 
Chair I appeal; and I ask for the yeas and nays | 


upon the appeal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
peal upon the table. 

Mr. 
I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. TUCK. 
rule. 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 

“55, No motion or proposition on a subject different 


I move to lay the ap- 


from that under consideration shall be admitted under color : 


of amendment. No bill or resolution shall at any time be 


amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, | 


any other bill or resolution pending before the House.” 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


April, 1850, may be read. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I object. 


Mr. ORR. Is this matter debatable? Tas not 


a motion been made to lay the appeal upon the ; 


table? 
The SPEAKER. [{t has. 
Mr. ORR. ‘Then 1 object to any discussion. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Gentlemen do not 
want light. 
The SPEAKER. All debate is out of order. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I take it to be in order at 
this stage, to move to lay the whole subject on the 
table; and I make that motion. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
order pending the question on the appeal. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 


rst be decided. 


The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 


man from North Carolina would control the whole | 
The decision of the Chair will be in- | 


matter, 
effectual certainly, if the House decides that the 


whole subject shall lie upon the table. Both are | 
privileged questions; but the motion of the gen- : 


tleman from North Carolina covers the whole 
ground, and, in the opinion of the Chair, is in 
order. 

Mr. STUART. If this decision be right, it 
would be out of the power of the House—[Loud 
cries of ‘¢ Order !’’] 


ever be determined by the House? 
The SPEAKER. 
cessity that it should be determined. 
Mr. FOWLER. 


Carolina, (Mr. CLINGMAN.] 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Cuiwe- 
man’s motion, and it was decided in the afirma- . 


tive—yeas 104, nays 62; as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, William i 


Appleton, Ashe, Babeock, Barilett, Beale, Bell, Bibighans, 


Boeock, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Brooks, Burrows, Busby, | 


Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, 


Cleveland, Clingman, Curtis, Danicl, George T. Davis, : 


Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Duncan, Dim- 
ham, Edmundson, Floyd, 


Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, In- 
gersoll, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, George G. 
King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kartz, Letcher, Mann, Martin, 


; Mason, MeMullin, McNair, MeQueen, Meade, Millson, | 


Morebead, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Perkins, |i a question of order to the Chair. I know itis the 


Polk, Robbins, Robie, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Schoon- 


I| maker, Scudder, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, |) 
: Stone, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Thurston, fownshend, | 
Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Waliace, Ward, Watkins, Ad- 


dison White, and Wildrick-—104. 


WAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Barrere, i 


Bissell, Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, George F. Brown, E. Car- 


rington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, : 
: Chandler, Clark, Cobb, Conger, Doty, Durkee, Eastman, | 


Edgerton, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Sampson 


W. Harris, Haws, Henn, Houston, Howard, James John- 
| son, Jobn Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Loek- | 


FULLER, of Maine. Upon that motion | 


I cail for the reading of the 55th | 


I ask that the de- ! 
cision of this House, made upon the Ist day of | 


That motion is not in | 


r There is a; 
aerate of order before the House which must : 
i i 


If a motion is now in order jj 
to lay the whole subject upon the table, Task the |} 
Chair if a question of order on an appeal could ; 


Nor would there be any ne- ; 


; J call for the yeas and nays , 
upon the motion of the gentleman from North | 


Fowler, Thomas J. Ð. Fuller, i 
Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Gillmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, | 
Grey, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hascall, Hebard, Hen- ; 
dricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, John W.: 


hart, Mace, Miller, Molony, John Moore, Nabers, Olds, 
Orr, Samnel W. Parker, Penn, Peaniman, Phelps, Porter, 
Rantoul, Richardson, Sackett, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Ben- 
jamin Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Siephens, 
St. Martin, Strother, Walsh, Welch, Alexander White, 
Wilcox, Williams, ang Yates—62. 

So it was ordered that the whole subject lie upon 
the table. 

Great noise and confusion prevailed in the Hall. 

Mr. STUART. I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and I also move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

{Loud cries of Order F°] : 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I movetolay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table, and upon that motion ` 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Irise to a question 


‘of order. 


Mr. STUART. I have a question of order 
which I desire to submit to the Chair. 

Mr. JONES. My question of order is, that 
this bill having once been laid upon the table, and 
that vote reconsidered, it is notin order to move 
a reconsideration of it again. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Itisa different bill; it has 
been amended. 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman is mistaken. 
There has been no amendment or alteration of the 
bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. An amendment has been 
moved, which changes the position of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question of order raised 
by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee will be decided 
when the bill comesup again. The motion of the 
gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. Jounson] is now 

ending, that the rules be suspended, and that the 
‘Louse resolve itself into the Commitee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STUART. I have a question of order 
which is in advance of all these, if I can get the 
ear of the Chair to state it. I made a motion to 
reconsider the vote, and I also moved that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that that is 
the question which must first be put. : 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir; but I had a right 
to submit those two motions, and I submitted 
them before the gentleman from Connecticut (Mr. 
CieveLanp] moved to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. 
that is the history of the matter. 
the attention of the Chair. 

Mr. STUART. [ say that I have a right to 
have my motion submitted. 

The SPEAKER. Certainly, but the right of 
the gentleman from Connecticut to move to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table is very 
clear. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman from Con- 
necticut never was recognized. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Yes, sir, I was. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman was not rec- 
ognized by the Chair. 

[Loud cries of * Order P? ‘ Order!” and great 
confusion. ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again state 
the question. A motion was made by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. Srvarr] that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 


The Chair is informed that 
It had escaped 


| into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union before the gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Creveranp] moved to lay the motion to rez 
consider upon the table. The Chair states, how- 
ever, that when this subject is reached again, the 
gentleman from Connecticut will have a right to 
make the motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to submit 


custom here for gentlemen to move the reconsid- 


i eration of a vote, and to make another motion to 


lay that upon the table, those motions both rela- 


i ting to the same subject; but the question I wish 


the Chair to decide, if this is the proper time, is, 
whether a gentleman can make a motion to recon- 
sider, and then make a motion on an entirely dif- 
ferent subject before the first motion is submitted 
to the House or decided? ; i 


f the House. ; : 
I do not believs there is such a 


practice o 
Mr. JONES. 
ease upon the records of the House. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there are | 
very many in the practice of the body. | 

Mr. KING, of New York. I ask what has | 
become of the first question of order raised by the 
gentleman from Tennessee? [Mr. Joxes.] 


The SPEAKER. That question will be decided f 


when the motion to reconsider again comes up. | 
` Mr. KING. Then the motion to reconsider 
has not been entertained. It has only been pre- i 
sented, and the question of order upon it is pend- | 
if 


ing. 
The SPEAKER. It is presented, and the point į; 


of order will be decided when the subject comes 


u ain. | 
p j 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask fora vote upon the | 
motion of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. 
Srvart.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. For the pur- 
pose of acting understandingly on this subject, I 
wish to puta question to the Chair. When a 
motion is made to reconsider, the Flouse may con- 
sent to pass over that motion and go to something 
else; but the Efouse has not consented to enter the 
motion to reconsider made by the gentleman from 
Michigan, and it is still before the House. It is 


a privileged motion, and any member has a right | 


to call it up for action at any time. But it has 


not yet passed from under the consideration of the |; 


House, and how, then, can the gentleman make 
another motion upon a separate and distinct sub- 
ject? 
’ The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Michigan has a right to move to | 
reconsider, and his right is also clear to move to 
suspend the rules to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. STUART. The morning hour had ex- | 
pired when | made my motion. | 


The SPEAKER. Itis for the House to deter- | 
mine whether they will agree to the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan. | 

Mr. CLEVELAND. If the House refuses now 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union, will not this subject come up as the | 


first business? 

The SPEAKER. It will, and the question of 
order raised by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee will 
then be decided. T'he Chair does not see that the 


rights of any gentleman are compromised. i 


Mr. STUART. 'Themotion to reconsider must | 
go over until the morning hour to-morrow. 
The SPEAKER. That is true., It will have 
to go over to the morning hour, belonging, as it | 

does, to the morning hour. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. E desire to pro- 
pound one interrogatory to the Chair. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. Sruart} submitted 
the motion to reconsider, and then moved to go 
into the Committce of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. Could he then have called the previ- | 
ous question on it, and then have moved that the | 
House adjourn, before taking his seat, or being 


recognized by the Chair on any one of those mo- ! c 
i. made, the whole debate upon that motion must be | 

confined to the morning hour; and if any gentle- ; 

/ man rises in his place and moves to go to the con- 


tions? 

The SPRAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee appeal from the decision of the Chair? 
If the gentlernan appeals, the Chair will reply, 
and give a great many examples within his recol- 
lection. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 1 appeal from the 


decision of the Chair. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ing of the 56th rule. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON, {| desire to ask a question of 
the Chair, if itis in order to do so. The Chair 
has decided that the motion to reconsider belongs 
to the morning hour, and I desire to know if any 
member has not aright to insist upon a vote on 
the motion to go into the Commiitee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. There can be no question 
about it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I insist upon a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair. begs leave to | 
make a single remark in explanation. Suppose | 
the House determines that the gentleman from 
Michigan (Mr. Srvarr] had not a right, at the 


Tusk for the read- 


‘| because the 56th rule provides that a motion to 


j 
i] 
1 
$ 
{ 


| 


|! nibus bill, indicating the feeling of the Honse in re- 


| Michigan, (Mr. Sruart;] and I will say that, after 


! debatable. 


i; Whole on the state of the Union. 


‘ belongs to the morning hour, and mast go over to | 


' notwithstanding the motion to reconsider is one of 


time, to make the motion to go into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] insists 
upon the vote on the motion to reconsider—which 
it would be his right to do, unless it was super- 
seded by another question privileged in its char- 
acter—and that is the precise question or proposi- 
tion made by the gentleman from Michigan—the | 
only thing that could be effected by the gentleman ; 
from Tennessee would be to put the gentleman |; 
from Michigan down, and to put the gentleman | 
from Alabama, (Mr. Housrow,] or some other 
gentleman up, to-make a privileged motion that | 
would take the House from the proposition which | 
he seems desirous to get at. That is the whole || 
history of the matter. : 
Mr. CLEVELAND. I hope the gentleman į 
from Maine [Mr. Futter] will withdraw his ap- | 
eal. i 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call the atten- | 

| 


tion of the Chair to the 56th rule. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Is debate in order now, or is | 

it proper to have a vote upon the motion to go into | 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the: 
Union? | 
| 


Mr. HOUSTON. Is the appeal debatable now? || 
I understood the Chair to decide that it belonged | 
to ihe morning hour. j 

Mr. JONES. I ask the gentleman from Maine ! 
to withdraw his appeal from the decision of the | 
Chair. | 

Mr. FULLER. Iwill withdraw the appeal. | 

Mr. JONES. Now, admitting that the gentle- | 
man from Michigan [Mr. Bruant] had the right | 
to make both motions without taking his seat, I | 
submit that the motion to reconsider takes prece- | 
dence of the motion to go into Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union. The 56th rule 
expressly provides that— 

“When a motion bas been once made and carried in the 
atlirmative or negative, it shall be in order for any member i| 
of the majority to move for the reconsideration thereof, on | 
the same or the succeeding day ; and such motions shall 
take precedence of all other questions, except the motion i 
to adjourn.” 


Mr. STUART. But iu this case one motionis 
in the morning hour, and the other is not. That 
makes a distinction. 

Mr. JONES. That makes no difference. A 
reconsideration is moved. The rule provides that 
a motion to reconsider shall take precedence of all 
other motions, except a motion to adjourn; and 
therefore the motion to reconsider submitted by 
the gentleman from Michigan must take prece- 
dence of the motion to go into Committee of the | 


The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from 
Tennessee answer the Chair one question ? 

Mr. JONES. I will, iff can. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- || 
tleman will find trouble to answer it satisfactorily 
to himself. 


GLOBE. | 


ij up 


This appeal, and everything connected with it, 


the morning hour. If the motion to reconsider be ; 


sideration of any other business, it is in order, ;| 


a privileged character. 
from Tennessee agree that this statement is cor- : 
rect? 


Mr. JONES. 


Does not the gentleman © 


I think it is not exactly correct, ii 


reconsider shall take precedence of all others, ex- | 
cept the motion to adjourn. 4 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If the Chair |! 
nd the House will allow me, I think lcan save i 
some trouble in regard to this matter by makinga ; 
simple statement to the House. It is evident that | 
the whole difficulty upon this subject has arisen | 
out of the hostility which has been excited on ac- į 
count of the omnibus bill presented by myself this | 
morning. I willnow state tothe Housethat lam sat- | 
ished entirely by the vote of 100 to 60 upon this om- | 


gard to that bill this morning. I do not desire to || 
embarrass the proposition of the gentleman from 


the immense majority against that omnibus bill 


| tion to reconsider is not before the House. 
ii Chair decides that both these motions are dis- 


i; exclusion of all other motions. 
| ag positive and distinct that it is in order at any 


Pi Beta 


| this morning, I am satisfied that the proposition 


er time arrives, 


cannot prevail; and when the prope n j 
ook upon If as 


I pledge myself to withdraw it. 
killed by that vote. 

Mr. HAMILTON. There will be objection to 
withdrawing that amendment. 

The SPEAKER Does the Chair understand 
the appeal. from the decision of the Chair to be 
withdrawn? 

Mr. FULLER. Iwill withdraw theappeal. 

Mr. HAMILTON. _I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right 
to withdraw his appeal. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. If the House 
refuse to go into Committee of the Whole on the 


‘| state of the Union, will the motion to reconsider the 


vote by which this bill was laid upon the table, be 
the first business in order ? 

The SPEAKER. It will be first in order in 
the morning hour only. 

Mr. HARRIS. But the motion to reconsider, 
being a privileged motion, is it not competent to 
call it up at any time? Isit not in order to call it 
immediately ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it 
can only be called up as a privileged motion, con- 


nected with and asa part of the business of the 
|| morning hour. 


Mr. HARRIS. I think, according tothe 56th 
rule, it may be called up at any time. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. CARTTER. I call fora vote upon the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union; we have wasted time enough 
uselessly in the discussion of this question. 

The SPEAKER. No debate upon this ques- 
tion is in order. ; 

The House was divided upon the motion to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and there were—ayes 78, noes 71. 

Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers, which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Harris, of Tennessee, and 
CLinGMAN were appointed, 

The question was again taken, and decided in 
the negative—ayes 71, noes 86. 

So the House refused to go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


REPORT ON PRINTING. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I ask if the 


| first business in order is not now the consider- 


ation of the report of the Committee on Printing 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I rise to a priv- 
ileged question. I move now to take up the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which this land bill 
was laid upon the table. . 

Mr. STANTON. I ask the Chair to answer 
my inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Sranron] moves to call up the report 
of the Committee on Printing, the consideration 
of which was postponed till to-day. 

Mr. SKELTON. I move to lay the motion 


| upon the table. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Jersey cannot make that motion, because the mo- 


The 


tinctly privileged motions by the rules of the 
House. He decided some minutes since that the 


ii motion to go into the Committee of the Whole on 


the state of the Union was also a privileged ques- 


‘tion, which would take precedence of a motion to 
'! reconsider a vote, which is in itself a privileged 
‘| question by the rules; and the rules declare that 
lit shall be put if any gentleman desires it, to the 


Yet the rules are 


time for the Committee on Printing to report. The 


| power of that committee to report at any time is 


perfectly clear: and in the opinion of the Chair, that 
report having been made, and its consideration 
postponed till to-day, carries with it the right to 
call up the report for consideration at the time to 
which its consideration was postponed. The Chair 
decides therefore that the consideration of the re- 
port of the Committee on Printing is the first busi- 
ness in order. 

Mr. STANTON. My object is not to call up 
that report for consideration by the House now, 
for this reason: the Special Committee on Print- 
ing and Joint Committee of the two Houses have 
held several conferences upon this subject, and have 
finally agreed upon the provisions of a bill, which 
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only object in calling it up now is to have it post- | 


poned ull te-morrow, in order to give time to print 
st. I move that the further consideration of the 
report of the Committee on Printing be postponed 
till to-morrow morning, and that the report of the 
special committee be printed. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I will say 
to my colleague that the Special Committee on 
Printing have prepared a bill which they are ready 
to report at any time. 

Mr, KING, of New York. I desire to know 
whether the report of the Special Committee has 
yet been submitted to the House? 

The SPEAKER, It has not. 

Mr. KING. Then itis not yet in a condition 
to be printed. 

Mr. STANTON. I understand the committee 
have their report ready, and I ask that it be 
printed, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is not the censideration of 
the report of the Committee on Printing confined 
to the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. By a special rule of the 
Louse, it is in order for the Committee on Print- 
ing to report at any time. The Chair, therefore, 
thinks that the consideration of this report cannot 
be confined to the morning hour. 

[Cries of “ Question!’ “ Question 17] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to explain 
the state of the question distinctly to the House. 
The gentleman from Kentucky— 

Mr. STANTON. I presume there will be no 
objection. J ask that the report of the Special 


Committee may be allowed to be printed in order | 


that members may have an opportunity of seeing 
it. I presume the proposition will meet the unan- 
imous consent of the House. 

Mr. KING, of New York. 
the present. 

Mr. STANTON. I then move that the further 
consideration of the report of the Committee on 
Printing be postponed till to-morrow, and that the 
report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. STUART. i move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 


I object to that for 


voad bill was laid upon the table, 

Mr. HOUSTON. You cannot call that up ex- 
cept in the morning hour. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
56th rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thought that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Sruart] rose to a 
privileged motion. T insist that the Chair shalt 
put the motion to go into the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands pre- 
cisely the same question is made again. Gentle- 
men seem to be dissatisfied with the decision of 
Chair in reference to this motion to reconsider. 
The Chair would like to inquire of those who are 
skilled in our practice here under parliamentary 
law, what position that bill would be in if the 
committee did reconsider itnow? Could they find 
any rule by virtue of which they could force the 
Elouse to consider it now? 

Mr. KING, of New York. I willsay one word 
upon this subject. These railroad bills have oc- 
cupied the attention of this House from the com- 
mencement of the session to the present time, to 
the exclusion of ali other business. 
this log-rolling system should be stopped. 

(Cries of < Order!” “s Order !?7] 

The SPEAKER. Any feelings of this kind, 
however, ought not to induce you, gentlemen, to 
introduce a new practice into this House. The 
Chair overrules again the question of order made 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Harris.] 

Mr. HARRIS. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, and ask for the reading of the 56th 
rule. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
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The morning hour 


Itis time that | s.. | 
i: Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bell, Bibighaus, 


I call for the reading of the į; 
i| order. 


i 


i 


| 


having expired, is it in order to move to proceed to 
the business upon the Speaker’s table? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt 
about it at all; but there is an appeal made from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BAYLY. But I had the floor before the 
appeal was taken. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman hasa right 
to take an appeal. There is no question about 


: that. 


Mr. STUART. I moveto lay the appeal upon 


i the table, and upon that question 1 demand the 


| yeas and nays. 


Mr. HARRIS: I ask for the reading of the 


l; 56th rule. 


Mr. STUART. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that both 
the rules, and all the rules upon this subject will 
be read by general consent. 

Mr. CARTTER. 1 object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan (Mr. Sruanrt] rises in his place and moves 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resoive into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, undera rule which declares 
that that motion shall be in order at any time. 
The Chair thinks that is the question now before 
the body. The gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
Harrars| contends, that under the rule authorizing 
any member to move to reconsider a vote of the 
House, and to have it considered, that that is the 
question now before the body. The Chair over- 


! rules the point of order taken by the gentleman 


from Tennessee, [Mr. Harars,] and hke takes an 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. Another 
gentleman (Mr. Sruart] has moved that the ap- 
peal do lie upon the table, and upon that prepo- 
sition the yeas and nays are demanded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to ask a ques- 
tion. Doesnot this motion to reconsider arise out 


of business reported from the committee, and as 


‘such belongs wholly 


7 to the morning hour? 
The SPEAKER. It does; and belongs exclu- 
sively to the morning hour. Such, certainly, has 


; been the invariable practice of the Chair, during 
| his service in this position. The Chair would 


further remark, that unless we thus classify our 
business, as has been the practice, we shall have 


‘confusion so confounded that it will be difficult for 
I call up the | 
motion to reconsider the vote by which this rail- į 


the wisest among us to get along. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


; another question. 


Mr. HARRIS. Is this question debatable? 
The SPEAKER. kis not. 
Mr. HARRIS. Then I call the gentleman to 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
the Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. That willbe debate, but the 
Chair hopes the gentleman will be heard. 

Mr. HARRIS. 1 object. 

Mr. STUART. I withdraw, for the present, 


I want to elicit a fact from 


my call for the yeas and nays upon the motion to į 


lay the appeal upon the table, and demand tell- 
ers. 
Mr. HARRIS. I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
the yeas and nays. 
Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Penn and 
Brooks appointed. 
The House was then divided, and the tellers 


_reported—ayes 25, nays 94. 


So the yeas and nays were ordered. t 
The questien was then taken, and it was decided 


in the affirmative—yeas 112, nays 39; as follows: | 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, 


| Bissell, Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Albert G. 
| Brown, George H. Brown, Burrows, Busby, E. C. Cabell, 


: Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chand- 


| ler, Chaposan, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, George 
T. Davis, Bimmick, Dockery, Doty, Durkee, Eastuian, 
Edgerton, Edmundson, Ewing, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, 
Fleyd, Fowler, Gaylord, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, 
Goodrich, Green, Harper, Hart, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, 
Horsford, Houston, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, 
Tngersoll, Jackson, James Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 


i} George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, 


McNair, Miller, Miner, Motony, fienry D. Moore, Jobn 
Moore, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Old, Orr, Samuel W. 


I desire to ask the Chair | 


{I ask for tellers upon j 


New Series... No. 


Parker, Peastee, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Price, Rantoul, 
Robhins, Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 
S. Seymour, Skefton, Smith, Stantv, Abraham P. Ste- 
phens, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Suth- 
erland, Thurston, Townshend, Luck, Venable, Walbridge, 
Waleh, Ward, Welch, Alexander White; Wilcex, Wil- 
drick, and Williams—112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Beale, Bo- 
cock, Jahn H. Boyd, Briggs, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Caskie, Chastain, Cullom, Dean, Disney, Duncan, Grey, 
Hamilton, Isham G, Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, 
Jobn W. Howe, Thomas Y, How, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Preston King, Letcher, Martin, Me- 
Mullin, MeQueen, Miflson, Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, 
Savage, Schoonmaker, Benjamin Stantoa, Wallace, and 


i Watkins—-39, 


So the appeal was laid on the table, 

The question then recurred upon the motion 
that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, being put, it was 
agreed to. 

RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


So the House accordingly resolved itself inte 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Orns in the chair.) 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
committee proceed to the consideration of the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
motion not to be in order, for the same reasons 
given yesterday upon a similar motion. 

Mr. JONES. { ask the Chair to turn to the 


| rule, which prescribes the course of proceedings 


in committee, which is, ‘that the Cafendar shall 
‘be called, and that the committee shall proceed 
* to the consideration of business as called, unless 
‘there be a motion to lay it aside, giving prece- 
‘dence, however, to appropriation bills, and to 
“some others under particular circumstances.” 
The order of this House, closing debate upon any 
particular bill, does not make it a special order, 
and compel the committee at each succeeding sit- 
ting, to take up that same subject. I take an ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair requests the 
Clerk to read a part of the special order, by which 


| debate was closed upon the river and harbor bill. 


The latter part of the order was then read, as 
follows: 

“ And the committee shall then proceed to vote on such 
amendments as may be pending, or offered to the same, and 
shall then report it to the House, with such amendments as 
may have heen agreed to by the committee.” 

Mr. JONES. Exactly, and the Chair will see 
that, on the resumption of the subject by the com- 
mittee, it also cuts off five minute debates. 

Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. JONES, Is not the appeal debatable? 

Mr. STUART. Itis not, ` 

The CHAIRMAN. Whether debate is in. or- 
der, depends upon the correctness of the decision 
of the Chair. If, as the gentleman contends, de- 
bate be closed upon the bill, no debate can be 
allowed upon the appeal. The Chair supposes 
that the order of the House, requiring the com- 
mittee to vote upon amendments, and then to 
report the bill, with the amendments, to the House, 
is a positive order, from which the Chair feels that 
he cannot take the responsibility of departing. 


i; Thatis the decision, and from it the gentleman 


from Tennessee [Mr. Joxes] takes an appeal. 

The question being, “ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” it 
was put, and decided in the affirmative, 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee last 
rose, it had under consideration House bill No. 
282, making appropriation for the improvement 
of certain rivers and harbors. The question 
pending was the motion of the gentlernan from 


| Georgia, [Mr. Jounson,] to strike out the word 


< repairs,” and insert the word ‘ removal,” in the 
clause— 

“í For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river below the rapids; the Ohio, including the re- 
pews of the dam at Cumberland Island; the Missouri and 
Arkansas rivers, $260,000.?? 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. i 


1986. 


Mr. WARD offered the following amendment: 

Strike out the entire clause above inserted, and insert in 
lieu thereof: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi, the Ohio, the Missouri, the Cumberland, the Ten- 
nessee, the Illinois, the Arkansas, and the Red rivers, 
$750,000. 

Mr. W. said: Mr. Chairman, it is very evident 
to my mind, when looking over the vast country 
embraced in this appropriation, that enough has 
not been done-for it. The section of country in- 
cluded in my amendment contains one half of the 
population of the United States. It furnishes al- 
most two thirds of the internal trade of the United 
States. It embraces a navigation of upwards of 
sixteen thousand miles. 

The bill recommended by the committee, pro- 
poses to appropriate a million and a half of dol- 
lars; and of that sum, it proposes to give to the 
section of country embraced in my amendment, 
only about $300,000. This is not doing justice 
to that section of the country. The trade upon 
these rivers, according to an estimate made in 
1846, then amounted to four hundred and thirty- 
odd millions of dollars, and according to thesame 
report, that trade had been increasing annually at 
the rate of ten per cent. for ten years preceding 
that time. It has been increasing at the same, if 
not a greater rate, up to the present moment. The 
trade upon those rivers for which this appropri- 
ation of $750,000 isasked amounts to $766,000,000 
annually. And for the purpose of cleaning out 
these highways to market, upon which is borne 
that large amount of property annually, this com- 
mittee propose the appropriation of only some 
$300,000. Is it just, when this money isto be 
dispensed, that the western community should 
only receive one fourth of the entire amount of the 
appropriations in the bill? It seems to me not. 

he objects proposed to be accomplished are na- 
tional in their character. Upon that subject there 
can be no rational dispute. They have been rec- 
ognized as national by the appropriations that 
have been made heretofore by Congress, when 
this subject was up, and fully and fairly discussed. 
They are all national streams, and the vastness of 
the interests involved, demands far more than is 
given by this bill. And those who are in favor 
of a system of internal improvements, should, 
when framing one, place it upon a just and impar- 
tial basis, or it can never be sustained before the 
American people. 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered, and Messrs. Kine of New York, and 
Beare were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was rejected; the tellers having reported— 
ayes 39, noes not counted. 

Mr. PARKER, of Indiana. 
lowing amendment: 


Provided, That so much of the said sum as may be re- 
quisite for that purpose, be applied to the construction of 
four substantial snag-boats for use upon said rivers. 


Mr. Chairman, I presume there can be no objec- 
tion to this amendment It appropriates no addi- 
tional sum of money. It simply allows those of 
us of the Mississippi valley who take a deep in- 
terest in river and harbor improvements to divert, 
of the $260,000 appropriated for the western rivers, 
such an amount as may be requisite for the con- 
struction of four substantial snag-boats, to be used 
on those rivers. There certainly should not be 
any objection to this amendment, with any friend 
to these improvements. It meets with the entire 
approbation, so faras I have been apprised, of 
the western members thus friendly. 

Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the commit- 
tee, unless these snag-boats be constructed, the 
appropriation will be of comparatively little value. 
You might about as well set a mechanic to work to 
build a house without tools, as our operatives of 
the West to work in the improvement of these 
rivers without snag-boats. No snag-boats have 
been provided for. Dredging machines and mud- 


I submit the fol- 


scows have been provided for upon the northern | 


lakes. They are indispensable to make the ap- 
propriations there available. In like manner are 
these snag-boats requisite for our western rivers, 
At the time these river improvements were broken 
down, the snag-boats were destroyed or disposed 
of. They were indispensable at all times when 
improvements were making, and they will be in- 
dispensable at all times hereafter, if valuable im- 
provements are in good faith to be made. And 
this amendment asks only for the diversion of a 


portion of the appropriation for the construction | 
of these boats. It strikes me that this committee | 
cannot object to it—the western members I am | 
sure will not. Will our northern brethren upon 

the lakes? Will our Atlantic brethren? It does 

not affect the integrity of this bill. Let me say, 

however, with reference to this matter, that there 

is no gentleman from the West who feels more 

keenly the rank injustice done tothe West by this 

bill than I do. But, sir, we have spent time 

enough upon it. f have voted for all propositions 

to increase the appropriations for the West; for | 
my head and heart are in them; but it is folly to | 
consume the time of the committee further at this 
late day of the session upon them. I hope my 
friend from Kentucky [Mr. Warp] will desist. 
He has struggled enough—he has had his time. 
We have made the effort time and again, for the 
adoption of his and numerous other important 
measures, and it now seems to me, with all re- | 
spect, a reckless consumption of our time, to at- 
tempt them further. Let us then rest satisfied 
with what we have got, as it is manifest we can- 
not get any more. Iam for that, simply because 
| I cannot do better; and I hope that there is no | 
| friend of river and harbor improvements upon this 
floor that will vote against this bill because he can- 
not get as much as, or just what he wants. The 
passage of even this bill, by this Congress, is a 
great point gained for the future. It will establish 
an important principle. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 1 wish to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
to the estimates contained in the report of Colonel 
Long, who has been charged with the improve- 
ments upon the western waters, and upon which 
the head of the Topographical Bureau has based 
the communications which have been laid before us 
this session, and upon which the committee have | 
acted. The appropriation in the bill has been 
based upon his estimates. He has stated what it 
is proposed to do with the money. It is proposed 
to build two large snag-boats for use where he | 
should deem them wanted, and three more of a 
lighter draft—in all five boats—— 

Here the hammer fell.] 

he question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Parker was lost. 

Mr. HOWARD. [submit the following amend- 
ment: 


For dredge and snag-boats for the improvement of the 
navigation upon the coast of Texas, $50,000. 


Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that this appro- 
priation was in the bill which passed at the last ses- 
sion of the preceding Congress. It was put in the 
bill by the Committee on Commerce with the full 
concurrence and consent of the head of the Topo- | 
graphical Engineers, upon a conference with him. 
Ido not know why it was not embraced in the 
present bill, for certainly, if it had been recom- 
mended to the Committee on Commerce by the | 
Department, it would not have permitted the in- | 
justice to exist which does in this bill in relation | 
to the coast of Texas. Why a coast of near one | 
thousafd miles that is susceptible of so much im- | 
provement as this, has been entirely pretermitted | 
| In this bill fam at a loss to understand. Theen- ; 
trances to most of the harbors on that coast are | 
obstructed by bars which are shallow. They can 
easily be dredged out. To Texas, that has fur- 
nished and is now furnishing so large an export 
of cotton and sugar, and is supplying a large con- 
tribution to commerce, it strikes me this commit- 
tee are not disposed to do anything like justice. 
It seems to me this committee should not stand 
here merely to register the estimates of the Topo- 
graphical Department—to do nothing else than to 
obey the behests of that Department. I trust this | 
amendment, as it received the sanction of the De- 
partment at the last Congress, and of this House 
during the session of the last Congress, will re- 
ceive the favorable consideration of the Committee 
of the Whole. The dredge-boats which this 
comparatively small appropriation would provide, 
would be sufficient to deepen the bars at the en- 
trances of the bays on the coast of Texas, and 
also remove the bars at the mouths of the rivers 
which empty into thebays. There have been sur- 
veys of the coast of Texas already sufficient to 
authorize this estimate, or the head of the Topo- 
graphical Engineers would not have agreed to it 
at the last session of Congress. Why is it omit- 
ted now, except for the reason that the bill can | 
| get more votes by spending this amount of money 
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in the ‘East and North, already so lavishly pro- 
vided for? 

The coast of Texas was surveyed, at least in 
part, during the war with Mexico, The mouth of 
the Rio Grande was surveyed by an officer of the 
Topographical Engineers, who recommended that 
the bar should be dredged out. Matagorda and 
Aransas Bays were also surveyed, and Galveston 
Bay was sufficiently examined to show the peces- 


; sity of a dredge-boat im that bay, especially on 


the channel between Galveston and Houston. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. F wish to 
state in brief the reason why we have not included 
this appropriation in the bill. No doubt the time 
will come when there will be snag boats needed 
upon the coast of Texas; but it has been the uni- 
form practice of this Government, before it appro- 
priated to the building of boats, or to any other 
matter, for the purpose of making improvements, 
to malre an estimate and to survey the work, espe- 
cially if it were a large one. 

Mr. HOWARD. I will state to the gentleman 
that there was during the war with Mexico a sur- 
yey made by the engineers of the Army, of Mata- 
gorda and Aransas Bays, and, if I am not incor- 
rectly informed, also of Galveston Bay. They 
found it necessary to survey these bays for milh- 
tary operations. Those surveys are now in the 
Department, Í presume. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. The answer to that is found 
in the fact, that no estimates have been sent to us 
upon which the House might act by way of im- 
provements for the purposes of commerce. We 
have provided in this bill for a survey of the bar 
at the mouth of the Trinity.river, and we would 
have recommended to the House the survey of the 
mouth of the Rio Grande, which is a large river, 
and important to the commerce of the country; 
but at the time the bill was framed the boundary 
line was not settled, so that no survey could be 
properly made. When a survey shall be had at 
the proper points where improvements are neces- 
sary in Texas, and the House shall have its atten- 
tion called to the estimates and data, it will be then 
time to provide for snag-boats and improvements. 

Mr. HOWARD. I should like te ask the gen- 
tleman whether the same condition of things did 
not exist at the last session, when the committee 
recommended this appropriation? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. That I cannot tell. I have 
the manuscript statement of the Department, ad- 
vising that it would be improper to direct even a 
survey of the Rio Grande at this particular time, 
or until the boundary line shall have been set- 
tled. We have had our attention called to no 
specific improvements needed upon the coast of 
Texas. I suppose there are some; and if so, they 
are connected with the mouths of their rivers. 

Mr. HOWARD demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and Mr. How- 
ARD’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr.McMULLIN. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the improvement of the North Fork of Holston river, 
from Saltville, in the county of Washington, Virginia, to 
the Tennessee line, $30,000. 

I have not offered this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, from a factious opposition to the bill, but in 
good faith, and in the full belief that it should be 
adopted. I appeal earnestly to the gentlemen of 
the Committee on Commerce, and to its chairman 
particularly, to yield this amendment their ap- 
proval and adoption. The first question which 
presents itself to the consideration of the commit- 
tee is as to the character of this stream. It is a 
national stream. I refer to the members from 
Tennessee for a proof of its nationality. 

This river heads in Virginia, and passes through 
Tennessee and a portion of Mississippi. Upon 
it there have been thousands and millions of dol- 
lars of property involved. I appeal to the com- 
mittee, notwithstanding I feel that I am appealing 
in vain,. because it does seem to me that it has been 
the purpose of the Committee on Commerce not 
to have permitted an i to be dotted or a t to be 
crossed. It is true that they have been overpow- 
ered with the justice of the proposition of my col- 
league from the Richmond district, [Mr. Casxrs,] 
and adopted it, although James river was strangely 
excluded from the bill by the Committee on Com- 
merce. J appeal to the gentlemen from Tennessee, 
whose State has been neglected as was Virginia— 
I appeal to the liberal chairman of this committee, 


1987 
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who has been so very prolific in his investigations, 
according to the speech of my colleague from the 
Richmond district, [Mr. Casxre,] and desire te 
know if he cannot come up and vote for this 
amendment. It is true, that this river, which I | 
propose to improve, has not been surveyed ever 
the whole route. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish simply to ask my 
friend from Virginia, (Mr. McMutuiiy,] whetker 
he is disposed to vote for the amendment himself? | 

Mr. McMULLIN. Most assuredly. I shall |! 
vote for it with great pleasure, and I am desirous 
that the gentleman from New York (Mr. Seymour] 
should vote for it. f 
it, I have no doubt that it will pass. Propositions |! 
have been presented to this House again and again, | 
which to my mind were just. If the committee | 
intend to pass this bill—as it is supposed they do— | 
T appeal: to them if they wish to carry out even- | 
handed justice, and if they have any regard to 
population and taxes, that they will adopt this || 
amendment. tj 

Mr. FLORENCE. Will the gentleman say, |! 
that if the bill is amended, he will vote for it? | 

Mr. McMULLIN. I will not; but that does 
not affect the question, I have a right to appeal 
to those gentlemen who intend to vote for the bill i! 
to do justice. I hope that my honorable friend | 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Frorences,] while he is 
dealing out justice to all portions of the country, | 
will deal it out tothat portion of the country which | 

| 


I have the honor to represent in part. 
Mr. MILLER. 
question, whether, if the amendment prevails, he ; 
will vote for the bill? i 
Mr. McMULLIN. No, sir. 
Mr. MILLER. Then I have to say that I have | 
frequently heard of Virginia abstractions— | 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Will the gentleman | 
allow me te ask him a question? | 
| 


I wish te ask the gentleman a | 


Mr. MILLER. I wish only to make a short | 
reply, and I will yield the floor afterwards. 

Mr. BAYLY. Suppose the gentleman from |; 
Virginia [Mr. McMozuin] will agree to vote for | 
the bill, will you agree to vote for the amendment? 

Mr. MILLER. [have to say this, that I have 
heard of Virginia abstractions, but this is the first 
instance of a practical illustration of the term. 
Here is the gentleman who offers that amend- |! 
ment—— | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must call the 
gentleman to order, for net confining his remarks 
to the amendment. i 

Mr. MILLER. I intend to make an applica- 
tion of my remarks to the amendment which the | 
gentleman has offered. Hereisan honorable Rep- : 
resentative from Virginia, who believes that every | 
such appropriation is an infraction of the Consti- | 
tution, and that every such appropriation is a 
wrong done to the Constitution, and votes against 
all such bills; and yet he asks an appropriation of || 
some $30,000, and thereby seeks ta induce this || 
committee to make an infraction upon the Consti- 
tution. Yes, sir; he goes further, and seeks through | 

. this committee to induce the House of Represent- 
atives to abstract $30,000 from the public Treasury. 
This, I say, is a practical iflustration of the term, | 
and truly, sir, may it be called a Virginia abstrac- | 


tion. Hi 
The question was then taken on Mr. McMut- || 
Liw’s amendment, and it was rejected. i] 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I move to amend the | 
clause, appropriating $50,000 for the improvement | 
of the Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river, ' 
atthe lower chain and English chain, by striking | 
out $50,000 and inserting $100,000. ji 
The CHAIRMAN. We have not reached that || 
section of the bill, . i 
Mr. WARD. I offer the following amendment: | 
For the improvement ef the Mississippi, Ohio, Mis- 
souri, Cumberland, Iingis, Tennessee, Arkansas, and Red | 
river, $700,000. 
I am anxious to place this bill in a form in | 
which I can consistently act with my notions of | 
propriety and justice to the portion of country | 
which I represent. Iam struggling to place my- | 


| to the rules laid down. The interests involved in 


i risk of human life, which should be above all 


| ernment to make an appropriation large enough 
to prevent such a sacrifice. 


If he will come up and vote for || p p 
ii the $100,000 for the snag-boats, which it is pro- | 


j of this mighty Republic so disregardful of prop- 
i erty and life as to permit this sacrifice still to be | 


ii the amendments. 
i| of life and property which are involved here are 


|i sponse at the hands of the committee. 


i| commenced upon that just and liberal principle 


| ciples of propriety which should rule this House. 


; der. 


i and the sober, rational part of this House who are 


‘| conformity with what we deem inconsistent with | 


ii order. 


self and that community right upon the subject of |; 
internal improvements. We are in favor of in- |! 
ternal improvements; we are in favor of improving || 
the highways to market. f 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- | 
fine his remarks strictly to an explanation of his || 
amendment. H 

Mr. WARN. ‘I will do so, and confine myself ;| 


that country are of far greater importance;, it | 
seems to me, than this committee are disposed to | 
give to it; not only on account of the immense i 
amount of property which is annually risked upon || 
those streams, but on account of the unnecessary 


pis and above all considerations. When we 
ehold from year to year and from day to day the | 
unnecessary sacrifice of life and property, we con- 
ceive ourselves justified in calling upon this Gov- 


S y The amount there 
roposed will not do it; for after appropriating | 


posed to construct, and $50,000 to repair the dam | 
at the month of the Cumberland, you have left | 
only for the improvement of over sixteen thou- 
sand miles of navigable water, $110,000, a sum 
that will scarcely compensate men to employ the 
hands to do the work. Are the Representatives 


carried on? It cannot be possible that the com- 
mittee will refuse to give the sum which is asked 
to be given here? It will take at least the sum 
proposed in this amendment to make the neces- 
sary improvements upon the rivers embraced in 
I do think that the interests 


of sufficient importance to receive a favorable re- 
I wish to 
see this bill passed. { wish to see the system 
upon which it can be sustained. I do not want 
the whole valley of the Mississippi to be made 
opponents of that system, because it is so im- 
portant to their well being, as it regards both 
property and life. If those who have framed this || 
ill are determined to abstract from us three quar- 
ters of a million of dollars and to give us only | 
about $310,000, we will not submit to it, if we | 
can avoid it. | 


Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to oppose the | 
amendment of my honorable friend from Ken- ; 
tucky, [Mr. Warp.]_ Irise to oppose it, because i| 
the amendment offered is in opposition to the prin- ‘ 


I oppose the amendment now, and [have opposed ; 
no other amendment before, because I have waited 
to see when patience should cease ta be a virtue, 
and when forbearance on the part of the House 
‘would lead to some forbearance upon the part of 
those who try the patience of the House—— i 
Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Are the gentleman’s | 
remarks in order? j 
Mr. CHANDLER. Yes, sir, Laminorder. | 
[Cries of “Go on!”? “Go on!?’] | 
Mr. STANTON. I makethe question of or- | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair trusts that the ` 
gentleman from Pennsylvania will confine his re- 
marks in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam confining myself to ; 
the amendment, and I hope I shall produce some 
amendment of another kind. [Laughter.] It is time | 
that gentlemen of this House should know that ; 
we cannot and will not—we who are for the bill, | 


opposed to the bill—will not be dragooned into a ! 


our honor and the dignity of the House. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I call the gen- ; 
tleman to order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Am I out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. f 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I will proceed in | 
Mr. STANTON. I move that the rules of the | 
House be insisted upon, and that the gentleman | 
take his seat. i 

Mr. ORR. I move that the gentleman be per- | 
mitted to proceed in order. i 

The question was then taken, and it was decid- 
ed in the affirmative. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Thegentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Warp] says that he has a rightto be i| 
heard. Let him be heard, not in defense of him- i 
self, not for any personal rights which I have, but f 
for that respect in which I have been educated for |] 
this body, and for that respect which the people 
of the country have forit. It is not to be over- 
looked that we are sinking in the esteem of the | 


community, instead of commanding the public | 


admiration. . What I have said the committee can 
comprehend. : 

Mr. YATES demanded tellers on the amend- 
ment; which were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Warp’s 
amendment; and it was rejected. 

Mr. YATES. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
river, $175,000 ; for the Ohio, $100,000; for the Missouri, 
$50,000; and for the Ilinois, Arkansas, Tennessee, Red, 
and Cumberland rivers, each, $46,000. 


Mr. Y. said: I do not propose to discuss the 
amendment. It is a‘plain proposition; it speaks 
for itself. I propose that amendment witha view 
of placing myself right upon the record—to show, 
sir, that Í am in favor of the improvement of our 
navigable rivers, Whatever my vote may be 
upon this bill, this amendment, which I offer in 
good faith, will show that [ am in favor of the 
construction of internal improvements by the Gen- 
eral Government, when such improvements are 
proposed to be constructed upon a proper princi- 
ple. Now, Mr. Chairman, here is a fair amend- 
. It proposes $175,000 for the Mississippi, 
$100,000 to the Ohio, $50,000 to the Missouri, 
and $40,000 to the Arkansas, Illinois, Red river, 
and Cumberland rivers; in all, not half a million 
of dollars. Now, sir, our western rivers and har- 
bors ought to have an appropriation of at least 
$1,000,000 to remove the snags, flats, and bars, 
and to deepen the channels of said rivers. Look 
at the vast extent of territory through which 
these rivers flow. Look at the twenty thousand 
miles of steamboat navigation, the ten millions of 
people upon the banks of those rivers, interested 
in their navigation, and at the $250,000,000 worth 
of property annually floating upon these streams, 
and at the immense sacrifice of life and property, 
and I repeat that we ought to have $1,000,000 ap- 
propriated for the improvement of these rivers. I 
only propose by this amendment to have a half 
million of dollars appropriated. f 

I contend, sir, that if this committee is willing 
to do fair and impartial justice to the western coun- 


il try, they willadopt thisamendment, Voteitdown, 


if you please—vote against our western rivers and 
harbors; but the time will come when we shall have 
the power to resist such oppression, and such par- 
tial legislation. I, sir, am not to be deterred in 
offering my amendment by gentlemen who say 
we are attempting to tire down this committee. 
There is a majority of this committee in favor of 
this very appropriation of half a million of dollars 
to the improvement of our western rivers; but the 
voice of the committee is smothered by the deter- 
mination of gentlemen to vote against all amend- 
ments, right or wrong. And, sir, when we get 


i| into the Elouse they will move the previous ques- 


tion, and cut off all amendments. I, sir, should 
like to see their names on the record. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels con- 
strained to remind the gentleman that he must 
confine his remarks strictly to his amendment. 
The Chair called the gentleman from Pennsylva- 


il nia [Mr. Cuanpier] to order for proceeding with 


remarks of a similar character. 

Mr. YATES. Well, sir, E do not wish to pro- 
ceed out of order. I shall say nothing more, but 
ask for a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It must be obvious to 
every gentleman in the committee that this amend- 
ment cannot be adopted. I most respectfully sug- 
gest, therefore, to the committee that we decline 
entering upon any further amendment, and come 
to a direct vote upon reporting the bill to the 


; House. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
tleman are not in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I beg to say in reply to 
the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Minter] 

(Cries of «* No!” “ No P’) 

Mr. McMULLIN. The gentleman tells us 
that he has at last found out what Virginia ab- 
stractions consist of. 

[Cries of ‘* Order!” ‘ Order !?"} 

The CHAIRMAN. i 


The remarks of the gen- 


The Chair will be com- 
pelled to confine debate strictly within the rule. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Yares’s 


‘amendment; and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. LANE offered the following amendment: 


That the sum of $50,000 be appropriated for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Willamette river, in the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon. 


Mr. L. said: I have very little hopes, from the 


T 


yesult.of the votes upon the amendments that have 
been offered this morning, that this amendment 
will- be adopted, I nevertheless know’ that the 
appropriation asked is a just and necessary one. 
Early. in the session of the Legislative Assembly 
of Oregon, the Legislature passed: a joint. resolu- 
tion-asking an appropriation of twice the sum I 
here ask for this very purpose. ‘The importance 
of the uninterrapted: navigation of that river was 
known and fet by the Eegislative Assembly of | 
that Territory, and they have, therefore, appealed. 
to you forthe appropriation necessary to effect 
this object, so essential to the prosperity of the 
country, and, in the event of a war with the In- 
dians, so important to the transportation of troops 
and supplies of our army. i 

I ask for a small sum of money for the improve- | 
ment of the navigation of the only tributary of the | 
Columbia river at all valuable for steamboat navi- | 
gation. ‘Fhis river empties into the Columbia | 
about ninety miles from its mouth. The naviga- | 
tion. of the Columbia is uninterrupted for first- | 
class vessels to the mouth of the Willamette, | 
from whence large vessels ply for a distance of 
twenty miles up that river. At present, there ex- | 
ist serious obstructions to the safe navigation of j 
the last-mentioned river, capable of being removed | 
at a comparatively slight experise to the General | 
Government, and I trust that, in view of the im- | 
portance of the commercial advantages of that 
river, the committee will waive their seeming de- 


termination not to permit any amendment to the |i 


bill before. them, and grant the appropriation 
asked. It is in vain to think of the inhabitants of 
that Territory effecting the object for which this 
appropriation is asked. The pioneers of that | 
country are unable, however willing they might 
be, to engage in. such an enterprise. The Terri- 
tory I have the honor.to represent here, has | 
neither demanded nor received huge appro- | 
priations for any purpose, nor has she asked for | 
that not absolutely necessary to the immediate 
wants of the Territory. The amount asked by 
this amendment, it is true, is insufficient to the 
completion of the work, but if granted now, will 
insure a survey, &c., by which appropriations 
may hereafter be made, with a full knowledge of 
its importance, and the means necessary to the 
completion of the work. I repeat, therefore, that | 
I hope the committee will waive their seeming 
purpose to pass this bill only ag reported, and 
permit the amendment I have proposed to pass. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Lang’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved the following | 
amendment: 

To strike ont $59,060, and insert $100,000 for the im- 
provement of the Des Moines rapids, on the Mississippi 
yver. 

Mr. R. said: The sum of $50,000 proposed by 
the committee to improve the Des Moines rapids, 
in the Mississippi river, is wholly inadequate and 
insufficient to accomplish that object. It is not | 
sufficient for the expenditure of a single season. 
The Government has heretofore appropriated sums | 
for the removal of these obstructions in the river. 
They have appropriated small sams, and by the 
time they have had their boats and materials ready | 
to proceed to the work, the appropriations have 
been exhausted, and nothing beneficial has been 
done. The rocks will have to be removed for sev- 
eral miles, and in doing so you can have the work 
going on at the same time the entire distance, if 
the appropriation is sufficient to authorize it. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I would ask the | 
gentleman, what length of time in the course of the 
year can you work upon the improvements in that 

ace? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Upon an average six | 
months, some seasons more, and of course some 
less; but the average about that time. Tor about 
three. months, as a general thing, the river is ob- 
structed by ice, either being frozen over or float- 
ing ice. For two or three months, as a general 
thing, the water is too high; but from July until 
the first of December work can be performed on 
these obstructions. The fact that you have work 
done only a portion of the time is an argument in 
favor of increasing the appropriation proposed by 
the committee, and in favor of the amendment I 
propose. The experience of the past ought to 
satisfy the committee, if they have studied it, and 
studied it well, that this amount is too small to do 
any practical good there. If the intention is merely 


J 
j 
| 


| 
| 


to give to the West enough to be appropriated: to 
contractors for the purpose of undertaking to do 


work, and to engineers. and those who are in the |: 


pay of theGovernment and in its employment, gen- 


| tlemen have accomplished it, and will accomplish 


but little else, I fear. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Fruer] pro- 

ponies an inquiry which, I think, more properly 
sought to make of him. : I would inquire of him, 

what amount of time hehas found it reported that 

work can be done upon thése improvements ?: 

Mr. FULLER. Less than six months in the 

ear. > : 
A Mr. RICHARDSON. Is the report made to 
you by men who have been upon the grounds op- 
erating upon this work? What extent of timedo 
they say they can work there? 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
had before us in determining this amount, the pre- 
cise time. [tis less than six months, according 
to my recollection; but I cannot tell the exact time. 
I wish, however, to say, in reference to this matter, 
to the gentleman from Lilinoisy (Mr. Riciarpson,} 
that the amount appropriated, he will see by the 
terms of the bill, is for two chains—this work hav- 
ing been surveyed, and. numbered, or named in 
specific divisions. ‘The lower chain js at the lower 
part of the rapids, and the English chain is next 
above, and the gross amount, I think, which is ne- 
cessary to complete the work upon these two chains 
—and not the work for this one year, but actu- 


< 


ally to complete it—would be between $60,000 and | 
$70,000. The committee supposed that $50,000 | 
would be an ample sum to remove the obstructions | 


that could be removed in one year at these points, 
which are the most serious obstructions to the 
navigation. 

Mr. HENN offered the following amendment: 

Strike out the word “ fitty,”? in the twenty-eighth line, 
and insertithe words “ sixty-six,” so thatit will read: & For 
the improvement of ‘the Des Moines rapids, in the Missis- 
sippi river, at the lower and the English chain, $66,000.” 

Mr. H. said: Mr. Chairman, my object in of- 
fering that amendment is, to cover the estimates 
made by the Topographical Bureau, which esti- 
mates have been made, I believe, since the action 
of the committee upon that subject. The com- 
mittee acted upon the old estimates principally. 
On the 14th of last month, the Topographical Bu- 
rean had their attention called to the subject by 
the Senate committee. ‘The head of that Depart- 


ment has made an estimate for the improvement: 


of the Des Moines rapids, a part of which com- 
munication I wish to read to the House: 


“Taking this data, and considering from former expe- 
rience, that preparations need not be made so iong before- 
hand, F have the honor to submit, in conformity with the 
letter of the Hon. Mr. Ha MLIN, an estimate for the current 
year, or for the fiscal year ending 80th June, 1853. .g60,000 
Add ten per cent. for contingencies... 6,000 

POUL oiak gers cava Keieies ee E $66,000 

t But iit be considered desirable to work on both rapids 
at the same time, the donble of this estimate would be more 
appropriate, say $132,000. 

“T beg leave to state that the better way is to operate on 
one of the rapids (the lower rapid) at a time, beginning at 


the lower end, and gradually ascending as an adequate pas- 


sage is aceomplished. 

“ ‘The boats, machinery, tools, and working materials, 
have to be preserved, while the work is suspended, and 
good responsibile men have to be kept in pay to aid in 
watching over and preserving the boats, &e. On these ac- 
counts the ten per cent. for contingencies is added to the 
estimates. Respectfully submitted, 

“J.J. ABERT, 
“ Colonel Corps of Topographical Engineers. 
* Hon. C. M. Conran, Secretary of War.” 


In regard to the time, Mr. Chairman, that can 
be profitably employed upon these rapids in one 
year, the Department estimates it at three months, 
and it estimates the necessary expenditure per 
month at $20,000, making $60,000 for the three 
months. I would have liked very much to have 


| had an appropriation in this bill for the upper or 


Rock Island rapids, as well as the lower rapids, 
but inasmuch as the committee have seen fit onl 

to provide for the lower rapids, and the Depart- 
ment is of the same opinion, I shall at the present 


j time, I fear, be corapelled to be satisfied, if I can 


get the amount increased for the lower rapids to 
that estimated by the Topographical Bureau, to 
wit: $66,000. i 

I wish to say one word in connection with these 
rapids, in order that the House, or that portion 
of the committee who have not examined the sub- 
ject, may understand the truth of what has been 
stated by some who havé pretended to have been 
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upon the rapids, to wit: ** that it is necessary to 
blast a channel, through the rocks,two hundred 
feet wide, for the whole length of the rapids.” 
This is not the case: The appropriation asked 
for is mainly for the purpose of straightening the 
channel by cutting off the points of rocks that 
project, and to render thereby the channel, not 
only of greater width, but more easily navigated, 
I have a map here of the lower rapids, and also 
one of the upper rapids, and. gentlemen who are 
interested in this question, if they will look at the 
map, will see what is the precise work necessary 
to remove these obstructions, and thereby not 
only render the great Father of Waters navigable 
for large boats, for an increased distance of more 
than five hundred miles, but. which will save 
thousands upon thousands of dollars annually to 


| the people of the Mississippi valley. F hope, Mr. 
We have 


Chairman, that the committee will at least give 
the amali increase I ask for this object. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Henwn’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Uhneis, proposed the 
following amendment: ; 

In the twenty-sixth line, after the words “ Des Moines,” 
insert “and Rock river.” Strike out all after the word 
t“ river,” in the twenty- seventh line, to the word “ fifty’? in- 
elusive, and insert “one hnndred.” 

Mr. C. said: I do not propose, sir, to take up 
any of the time of the eommittee in discussing this 
amendment, as there ig no prospect of its prevail- 
ing. I would beg leave to inform the committee 
that last fall there was a convention held at the 
city of Burlington, in the State of Iowa, when 
four States and one Territory—the Territory of 
Minnesota—were represented. That convention 
memorialized Congress for an appropriation of 
money for the improvement of the Des Moines 
and Rock river rapids, as contemplated by the 
amendment I have just offered, which provides 
that $100,000 shail be appropriated for the im- 
provement not only of the Des Monies, but the 
Rock river rapids also. My object in offering the 
amendment is to carry out the intentions and 
views of that convention. I had thought that 
those who had the charge of the proceedings of 
the Burlington convention, and those to whose 
care they were confided, would have seen that a 
report upon the memorial would have been made 


į to this House, that the importance of the objects 


embraced in the memorial might have been brought 
home to the members of the committee themselves, 
and that the attention of the country might have 
been attracted to the necessity, in a commercial 
point of view, of doing something towards remov- 
ing the obstructions at the points referred to. But 
in this I was disappointed. 

That memorial was quietly referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. Whether that committee 
deigned to take into consideration the memorial 
and request of that large convention, in which four 
States, all lying on the Mississippi river, were 
represented, is a matter which 1 do not pretend to 
express any opinion upon. It would seem from 
the appropriation that they had résorted to other 
modes of receiving information, than to the pro- 
ceedings of that convention. That convention, 
composed as it was of delegates of the most influ- 
ential and respectable character, representing four 
States and one Territory, was entitled, I appre- 
hend, to be heard with respect, not only by this 
House, but by that committee. My object, then, 
as I said before, in offering the amendment, is to 


| carry out, in some degree at least, the wishes of 


that convention, having an appropriation made, 
not only for the Des Moines rapids, but also for 
the improvement of the Rock river rapids. ‘The 
sum of $50,000 appropriated for the improvement 
of the Des Moines rapids, is wholly and entirely 
inadequate. They could goon and improve all 
the chains of the Des Moines rapids at the same 
time that they are improving the two chains des- 
ignated by the committee, if they only had the 
means to do so. Where, then, will be the ad- 
vantage, if you improve one chain and leave 
another chain immediately above it, that forms an 
equal obstruction to the navigation of the river? 
What have you gained? What have you accom- 
plished? If you are going to make an appropria- 
tion, make it large enough to be of some adyant- 
age, and that will apply immediately, and do not 
have the work continued from time to time, leaving 
obstructions to be overcome in the navigation as 
difficult and serious as they were before the ap- 
propriation was made.- f ave 
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I do not agree with the honorable chairman of I 
the committee, [Mr. Seymour, ] that the improve- | 
ment of the natural channel is an experiment, and 
that the $50,000 appropriated in the bill is suffi- 
cient for that purpose. The committee had before 
them the report of Lieutenant Lee, in which he 
shows that the improvement of the natural chan- 
nel is not only practicable, but preferable to all 
other modes, And the correctness of that report 
has never been questioned, except by those who 
have an interest. to subserve, in preventing the 
improvement of the rapids altogether, that they 
may continue to profit by a continuance of the 
obstructions. [ say, sir, that their improvement, 
in the manner indicated, has ceased to be an ex- 
periment. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Camp- 
BELL’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
the eighth item of the bill by striking out | 
«875,000,"? and inserting “* $150,000,” so as to 
make it read: 

For opening a ship channel of sufficient capacity to ac- | 
conmodate the wants of commerce through the most con- 
venient pass leading from the Mississippi river into the 
Gulf of Mexico, $150,000. 

Mr. M. said: In offering this amendment, I am || 
not influenced by any factious motive; neither do 
I wish to condemn the action of the committee at 
all. [ suppose, sir, they perceived that a. bill had 
passed the Senate making an appropriation of 
$75,000 for this object, and they took it for granted 
that that sum would be sufficient. If they had | 
taken into consideration the immense amount of 
commerce which goes through that channel—being 
within a fraction of $54,000,000 to foreign coun- 
tries, probably a like amount coast-wise outwards 
and half that amount inward—I feel very confi- 
dent that they would have put down the sum | 
which I now propose, or more. This subject 
has attracted the attention of the public, because 
one of the principal channels has been used, for 
several years past, as a ship-channel. The bar 
has been gradually increasing until now ships of |! 
the larger class, that formerly navigated there | 
freely, are entirely prevented from entering the 
Mississippi. If the members of this committee | 
will notice a document that has been laid before 
them, they will see that the largest class of ships 
have been detained there from five to forty days. 
f am impelled by a sense of duty to offer this 
amendment, because f believe that the sum appro- | 
priated in this bill is totally insufficient to do any 
efficient work, even during the present season; 
but I will state, thatif the committee is determined 
to make no amendment, I shall be satisfied. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Moore’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE then moved to amend the ninth 
item of the bill, which reads as follows: 

& For removing the raft of Red river, $50,000,” 
by adding thereto the following: | 


i 
To be expended under the direction of the Secretary of 
War, who shall contract for keeping the navigation free 

for the space of two years after the removal of said raft. 


Mr. M. said: I do not desire to increase the 
sum. I believe it is as much as could be conve- | 
niently expended this season. I offer that amend- | 
ment because it is according to the recommenda- | 
tion of Captain Shreve, who, I will venture to 
assert here, was the most efficient and practical | 
engineer that has ever been employed by these 
United States. Unless something of this kind is į 
done, any appropriations made towards clearing 
that raft will finally prove inefficient. 

In 1839 Captain Shreve recommended that a 
slight appropriation should be made to keep the 
channel open fortwo years. Had that appropria- | 
tion been then made, there would have been now ‘i 
no necessity whatever for making any appropria- 
tion. I do not know that I can convey to the 
minds of this committee anything like a descrip- 
tion of the country around this raft; but I will en- 
deavor to do so, and to show the reason why it | 
becomes absolutely necessary to keep that part of | 
the river open for a year or two after the raft is | 
removed. Above this raft (which is an accumu- |! 
lation of drift timber) the river is pretty wide, || 
and is navigable for five or six hundred miles at | 
high water. Atthat point it suddenly becomes || 
narrower. Just above the raft the high lands on |i 
the western side recede, leaving a wide valley, and |! 
again touch the river at Shreveport. Along the | 
foot of these high lands there is a chain.of bayous 


| in those lakes. 


that has gradually deposited and partially filled | 
| up the old channel of the river between these | 
The banks, therefore, are of a loose, || 


: of the appropriation. 


| changed so as to secure the object for which it is | 


and lakes. These lakes, or portions of them, 
were, as I suppose, formerly the valleys of the | 
hayous or rivulets which drained the high lands, į 
and were.formed irito lakes by the action of the į 
former raft below Shreveport, which backed up | 
the water and formed deposits at their outlets. 1} 
Judge this, because there ate many standing trees | 

The action of the raft has thrown | 
the current over the bank, just at the head ofthis | 
raft, and cutout small channels. Thegreat body 


of the water flows out there and comes in again | 
in two channels, just above the town of Shreve- | 
The peculiar quality of this river is, that i| 


port. l aay! i 
its waters contain large quantities of sediment | 


points. 
alluvial nature; and if kept open for two years, | 
will gradually cut out its natural channel, and | 
keep it entirely clear of drift, as it does now below | 
Shreveport, where probably the greater portion of | 
the original raft lay. I think the amendment ne- | 
cessary, and hope that it will be adopted. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Moorr’s : 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. | 

Mr. SCURRY moved to amend the bill by | 
striking out the following item: 

“¢ For a survey of the harbor at the mouth of Trinity river, 
Texas, $3,000,” 
and inserting in lieu thereof the following: | 

For a survey of Trinity river, Texas, including the bar 
at the mouth, $3,000. 

Mr. S. said: It wiil be apparent to the commit- 
tee that I do not propose to increase the amount 
I merely desire to correcta 
mistake which has been made in this item by the | 
Committee on Commerce. Thereis no harbor at į 
the mouth of Trinity river, but there is a bar there |. 
which obstructs the navigation of the river, for |! 
which this appropriation is intended. 1 believe | 
that the appropriation will be sufficient to continue | 
the survey as far as it is necessary to be made. 
I have no complaint to make of the action of the 
Committee on Commerce upon this subject. The | 


appropriation is sufficient to satisfy me, if it is | 


intended. | 
Mr. SEYMOUR. I rise merely to say that 
this amendment is one which ought to be adopted. 
The statement made by the gentleman from Texas 
is correct. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Scur- 
rxy’s amendment, and it was agreed to. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, offered the following {| 


amendment to the bill: 

For survey of harbor at the mouth of the St. John’s river 
and Appalachicola bay, $2,000. | 
Mr. C. said: Mr.. Chairman, it was my pur- 
pose to have asked this House for an appropri- | 
ation for the purpose of improving these harbors, | 


i 
i 


| but the committeeand the House seem determined |} 


not to grant appropriations of this kind without | 
such detailed information as itis not in my power ; 
now to give. Iam collecting that information. 
Memorials have been sent to Congress at different 
times, and there is a good deal of information in | 
the Department bearing on this subject, but it is 
not of a character which I believe would induce 
the House to make the appropriations necessary 
to improve those harbors. I now ask for an ap- 
propriation of $2,000 for each of these harbors— 
at the mouth of the St. John’s and of the Appa- 
lachicola, for the purpose of surveys. j 
If the obstruction at the mouth of the St. John’s | 
river should be removed—and I believe it can be 
for a very moderate sum—it would open the nav- 
igation of that river for two hundred miles. There 
is a point on the St. John’s river at which we can | 
approach the navigation on the Gulf of Mexico | 
about sixty miles; and if this appropriation at the | 
mouth of the river should be deemed practicable— 


and I believe it will be so found—it will shorten |} 
j the transit across the isthmus of Florida very ma- 


terially. Itis for that reason that I ask an ap- | 
propriation of $2,000, which, I understand, will i 
be sufficient for the survey. The city of Appa- | 
lachicola is the third in importance on the Gulf of | 
Mexico. The exports from that city amount to 

about $10,000,000 annually, and if it were in any | 
other locality, I need not say to this House how 
large an amount would have been obtained for the 
improvement of that harbor consequent upon the | 
great importance of it. I have not, however, the | 
kind of information before me which is necessary | 


y! 


H 
li 
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to influence the action of. the House in regard to 
that harbor, and therefore 1 only ask for the small 
appropriation of $2,000 for a survey, : 

i trust, sir, that in consideration of the modera- 
tion of my request, and in consideration of the 
fact that I represent twelve hundred miles of: sea+ 
coast, if there is anything national anywhere, it 
seems to me this improvement is national. -. Lask 
for this small appropriation, and nothing less; and: 
TF hope this committee will grant it. : 

The question now being upon the adoption of 
the amendment, : 

Mr. CABELL demanded tellers; but they were 
not ordered. 

The question was then put upon the amend- 
ment, and upon adivision there were—ayes. 34, 
noes 40; no quorum voting. 

{Cries of ‘ Call the roll 1] f 

'The CHAIRMAN. No quorum having voted, 
the Chair thinks he has-the right to order tellers. 

Messrs. Henpricxs and Harr were appointed 
as tellers; and the question being again put, it was 
decided in the negative—ayes 55, noes 76. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. BELL. I offer the following amendment 
to the bill: 


For the connection of the Cumberland road, west of 
Springfield,-in the State of Chia, $200,000, to be expended 
on the present surveyed and tocated line between the said 
town of Springfield, Obio, and the ladiana State line. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair supposes the 

amendment is not in order. 
Mr. BELL. 
eal. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Ohio 
submits an amendment for the construction of 
the Cumberland road between the town of Spring- 
field, Ohio, and the Indiana Stateline. TheChair 
decides the amendment to be out of order. From 
that decision the gentleman from Ohio takes an 
appeal. The question now is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee? 

The question was then taken, and the decision 
of the Chair was sustained. l 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana. I do not think 
the committee could have understood the object of 
the amendment submitted by mea short time ago, 
or they would have agreed toit. I offer the follow» 


P 


From that decision { take an ap- 


| ing as a proviso to that clause of the bill providing 


for the removal of the Red river raft: 

Provided, That the Secretary of War shall be authorized 
to contract for keeping the navigation of said river open at 
that point for one year after the removal of said raft. 


The CHAIRMAN. At what portion of. the 


| bill does the gentleman propose to insert his amend- 


ment? 

Mr. MOORE. At the end of the thirty-ninth 
line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee have 
passed that clause of the bill, and it isnotin order 
to refer back to it. : 

Mr. APPLETON, of Maine, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: . 

After the word “harbor,” in the forty-fourth line, insert 
“ $10,000,” so that the section will read: For a break- 
water at Richmond Island harbor, $40,000; and for re- 
pairing the breakwater at Portland harbor, Maine $10,000. 


Mr. A. said: Mr. Chairman, I do not offer this 
amendment for the purpose of making a speech on 
it. Still less do I offer it for the purpose of em- 
barrassing the bill. I cannot say, as the gentle- 
man from Ohio did yesterday, that upon the fate 


j of my amendment will depend my vote upon the 


bill; for my vote will not be determined by any 
such consideration. I shall consider the measure 
as it may present itself when the final vote is taket: 
on it, and shall then act with relation to it as, on 
the whole, I think it deserves. Butthe billis open 
to improvement; and I offer my amendment in 
good faith, in order to improve it, 

There are two works mentioned in the clause 
under consideration, both of which are recognized 
by the committee as coming within the scope and 
principles of the bill. But the appropriation: in- 
serted for them is wholly inadequate to do them 
justice; and neither of them can be omitted with- 
out doing wrong to the commerce of that part 
of the country to which they apply. One of them 
—Richmond Island harbor—is intended to com- 
plete a harbor of refuge on the Atlantic coast, 
where naturehas almost completed italready. The 
estimate for this work by the Department. has 
never been less than $10,000, and no Jess stim will 
complete it. Itis a work suggested by the Coast 
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Survey; and in which New York and Massachu- 
setts, and every State which sends ships along the 
coast of Maine, is interested almost as much as 
Maine itself; and to neglect it now would be to 
neglect one of the most. important works which 
the bill contains. 

The other work—the breakwater on Staniford’s 
Ledge—is.an old work, which requires comple- 
tion. In its present condition it may be produc- 
tive of mischief, because, at the end of the com- 
pleted portion of it, a number of rocks have been 
submerged, which have been found inconvenient, 
being concealed from view to vessels entering the 
harbor. The estimate for this work, embodied in 
the river and harbor bill of the last Congress, was 

20,000; and I suppose the committee must have 
intended to make some appropriation for it this 
year. Yet I do not see how they intended to di- 
vide the sum appropriated between the two works 
embraced in the clause; and I do not see how the | 
Secretary of War is to divide it. I have not time 
to examine this subject fully; but it is surely good 
policy, in the case of a small work like either of 
these, to assign money enough to finish them at 
once, and not allow them to drag along for years, 
and thus increase the cost by delaying them. [Í 
hope the committee themselves will vote for this 
amendment, and that it may be adopted. The 
State of Maine has only a small amount in this 
bill, at best; but Ido not offer to amend the bill 
on that account, but because the amendment is 
right in itself, and is demanded by the very prin- 
ciples upon which the committee have proceeded 
in granting this bill. 

The question was taken upon Mr. APPLETON’S 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BISSELL. I desire to know whether the 
appropriations in this bill for the breakwater at 
Richmond Island harbor, and for the repair of the 
breakwater at Portland harbor, were recommended 
by the Department? 

Mr. FULLER. Yes, sir; they have been esti- 
mated for. 

Mr. BISSELL. I now desire to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on-Commerce the same 
question. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman intends 
to submit any remarks, he must first submit his 
amendment? 

Mr. BISSELL. Very well; I submit the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Forthe improvement of the harbor at Waukegan, in the 
State of IMinois, $11,000. 

I would now, as a preliminary to the few words 
I have to say upon this amendment, like to ask 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Futter] again if 
the $10,000 appropriated in this bill fora break- 


ing the breakwater in the Portland harbor was 
recommended by the Department the present ses- 
sion of Congress? 

Mr. FULLER. Iam not able to answer the 
gentleman as to whether this appropriation was 
recommended the present session or not. I do 
not know. 

Mr, BISSELL. I should now like to address 
the same question to the honorable chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce, whether this appro- 
priation was recommended by the head of the 
proper Department the present session ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I will say, 
in reply to the gentleman, that there were no 
printed estimates sent us for appropriations for 
these two works. There was a general item in 
those estimates for repairs and improvements 
upon the Atlantic coast. We have cut that item 
down considerably—it is the last item in the bill 
but one—and appropriated $10,000, a portion of 
which is to be applied to the breakwater at Port- 
land harbor, or so much as may be necessary to 
repair that work. So far as the other work is 
concerned, we learned, upon consultation at the 
Department, that it was a valuable work, and 
should be made. There were also numerous me- 
morials and petitions upon the subject of con- 
structing this work. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then, as I understand it, 
there were no specific recommendations from the 
Department for this particular case. 

Mr. FULLER. Then you do not understand 
itricht. [Lauchter.] 

Mr. BISSELL. I thought that was what the 
gentleman said. 

Mr. FULLER. There have been recommend- 


i 
j 


; Department. 


ations from the Department for this appropriation, 
but I said I did not know whether there were re- 
commendations to the present session. 

Mr. BISSELL. Then I am to understand that 
this appropriation has been recommended by the 
Department, but notat this session. Now, here- 
tofore it has been a sufficient reason for the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, [Mr. Sev- 
mour,] and his colleague upon that committee, 


| [Mr. FuLLER,] to reject all amendments when 


they could rise and say the appropriation was not 
recommended by the Department. 

Mr. FULLER. I have made no such state- 
ment. _, 

Mr. BISSELL. Then I beg the gentleman’s 
pardon, and will except him from the charge. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
that the gentleman is not confining his remarks to 
the amendment offered by himself. The gentle- 
man must restrict his remarks to the explanation 
of that amendment. 

Mr. BISSELL. I am giving a reason why the 
amendment should be adopted. Now, my amend- 


; ment proposes an appropriation of $11,000 for the 


improvement of the harbor upon Lake Michigan 
in Ilinois. The Department has at the present 
session, in the strongest manner, urged upon the 
committee to appropriate $10,000 for that very 
harbor in the State of Illinois. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Were they by 


| printed estimates ? 


Mr. BISSELL. No, sir; but by a written letter 
did the Department strongly urge upon the com- 
mittee to make an appropriation of $10,000 for the 
harbor of Waukegan in Illinois. Not only that, 
but the last bill, of a similar kind to this, which 
passed this House, contained an appropriation of 
$10,000 for that barbor. When we attempt to 
put upon the bill an amendment of a few hundred 
or thousand dollars for any improvement in the 
West, the chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce is very much in the habit of rising and say- 
ing—and I admit the argument is good as far as it 
goes—they cannot admit that amendment, because 
the Department has not recommended it. Now, 
it is admitted right here, upon the spot, that they 
have made an appropriation for works which the 
Department has made no recommendation for this 


| session. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Notby me. The 
gentleman entirely misunderstands me. I say it 
was recommended by the Department. 

Mr. BISSELL. There is no misunderstanding 


| between us. I admit that heretofore such a recom- 


mendation may have been made; but this session 
no recommendation was made to the committee, 


) | and the committee take the responsibility; and I 
water at Richmond Island harbor, and the repair- |} 


do not know but it is right to put in $10,000 for 
those two little harbors; but I know, at the same 
time, that the Department did strongly urge the 
necessity ofa harbor at Waukegan, and the com- 
mittee rejected it. Now, I hope the House will 
hear no more of that argument. I hope this 
amendment will be adopted. It is but for $1,000 
more than the Department recommended. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. The amendment which the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bisseur] has so 
strenuously urged, considering the reference he 
has made to the Committee on Commerce, needs 
a single word in the way of reply. 

The harbor of Waukegan was brought to the 
attention of the committee, The friends of the 
appropriation brought to us from the Topograph- 
ical Bureau a survey of that harbor, estimates, 
and a statement that if improvements were made 
there, it would make a good harbor; but the com- 
mittee declined putting it into the bill, and for this 
reason: Chicago is the great center of commerce 
for that part of the lakes. We found that Chi- 
cago needed an appropriation of a considerable 
amount for the repairs of her harbor, although she 
had received over $200,000 before for that pur- 
pose, and we recommended an appropriation for 
Chicago. 

The next large point or center of commerce, as 
we proceed northward upon that lake, is Milwau- 
kie, the great port of Wisconsin, which lies eighty 
or ninety miles, I believe, further north. We 
recommended a considerable appropriation for 
that harbor, and it was also recommended by the 
Now, between those two large 
points or centers of commerce, it was established 
to the satisfaction of the committee that steamers, 
as well as sail vessels, in passing would need har- 


bors of refuge, or at least one harbor of refuges; 
and upon the principle we have acted, as I stated 
in opening this discussion, we recommended an 
appropriation for a harbor of refuge. Racineand 
Southport lay between those two places. Both 
have heretofore received appropriations,and works 
were in progress, but needed something more to 
finish them. Racine, from its position, has a har- 
bor which, under certain circumstances connected 
with the storms upon the lakes, would answer a 
better purpose asa harbor of refuge than any other; 
and the committee deemed it for the general inter- 
est of commerce that those two harbors between 
Chicago and Milwaukie should be completed, 
rather that we should make an appropriation for 
the commencement of a new work at Waukegan. 
There were circumstances arising out of the posi- 
tion of Waukegan itself that would render it, in 
our opinion, inferior as a harbor of refuge to either 
of the others I have referred to. The reason is 
this: Waukegan lies upon the dead face of the 
lake shore. It has, we understand, no indenta- 
tion for a harbor, no river of any size empties in 
there; whereas at Racine there is a river which 
helps to form a harbor, and a point of land juts 
out into the lake that affords protection from 
storms. At Southport, too, there is a small lake 
or bayou near the shore, and the improvement 
already begun contemplates the use of that bayou 
as a harbor of refuge. This work when com- 
pleted will form one of the best harbors of that 
kind on the lake. 

The question was then taken on Mr. BisseLL’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SMART offered the following amendment: 

For the construction of a breakwater at the mouth of 
Rockland harbor, in the State of Maine, $25,000. 

Mr. S. said: There has been no estimate sub- 
mitted for this appropriation, but I have yet to 
learn that we sit here as a House of Representa- 
tives, merely to record the edicts of a Department. 
I think, sir, if I can satisfy gentlemen that this 
appropriation ought to be made, that this House 
will take the liberty to act, whether the Depart- 
ment has acted or not. I wish to say that I have 
received a petition, and presented it to this House, 
of some eight hundred names, asking for this ap- 
propriation. That petition was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. I believe noaction hag 
been had upon it by that committee. 

I offer this amendment in good faith, and hope 
it will pass. I will say to the House, that the 
State of Maine has less in this appropriation bill 
than almost any other State in the Union. She 
has only $16,000 out of an appropriation of 
$1,500,000. A fair appropriation would give her 
$50,000 out of that sum. I will frankly say, I 
cannot vote for a bill so unjust to my State. 

To the harbor of Rockland, I desire to call the 
attention of gentlemen. Rockland is a commer- 
cial and lime-burning town of nearly six thousand 
inhabitants, and is one of the most flourishing 
towns in Maine. The harbor of Rockland is sit- 
uated on the southwest part of Penobscot Bay, 
and is the last town at which vessels touch in pro- 
ceeding from the cities and towns on the Penob- 
scot Bay and river, on their way to Boston, New 
York, and southern ports. 

The harbor is now exposed to easterly and 
southeasterly storms, by which vessels are often 
driven ashore, and great Josses sustained. Ships 
of the largest size are built at Rockland, and more 
lime is manufactured and exported from this town, 
than from any other town in the United States. 1 
establish, then, I think, a strong case, and I ask 
gentlemen of this committee to decide upon its mer- 
its, without regard to the despotic edicts of the De- 
partment. If I can satisfy this House that the 
appropriation should be made, I ask the House to 
make it, and not goto a Bureau, and ask them for 
their opinion. The opinion of this House is worth 
something upon a question of this kind, and if I 
make out a case demanding the appropriation, I 
ask the House to give me this appropriation. I 
claim it, in the name of a State that has been dealt 
unjustly by in this bill, in my judgment, T claim 
it because it is as meritorious a case as can be 
found from the first line of the bill to the last. 

There is another harbor in the district 1. repre- 
sent—the harbor of Searsport—which has better 
claims than many that are provided for in this 
bill; and if river'and harbor bills are to pass, I 
hope the citizens of Searsport will forward their 
petitions to Congress. The citizens of Rockland 
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have petitioned, and I ask, at this time, that their 
prayer be granted. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Maine. [ do not oppose it so much from the 
amount he requires, as from the simple fact that I 
am desirous to see some places left out of this bill, 
for the purpose of giving force and power to pass 
one other bill, which | hope to see iatroduced into 
this House at its next session, for about the same 
amount. I consider that the friends of the im- 
provements of our harbors and rivers have here- 
tofore done much towards defeating all such meas- 
ures by adding amendments to any reported bill 


until the amounts become so large, and also em- | 


bracing so many locations ef a doubtful national 
character, that no sane man could vote for them. 
I am confident, sir, that the real friends of these 
bills must come up to the point of sustaining the 
bill reported by the Committee on Commerce, and 
reject all amendments of much amount, or they 
will see this bill increased to an amount which 
will sink it to the same level with all of its prede- 
cessors for the last fourteen years. [ feel con- 


strained to call upon all common-sense business | 


men to pursue a more reasonable and consistent 
course upon the bil now before this committee, 
and to bring it to a vote upon its merits, It is of 
too much importance to the interest of this really 
great commercial nation to be lost from year to 
year by factious opposition of individuals, who 
claim to be in favor of the principle. 

We have a bill now before us which has been 
reported by a standing committee of this House, 
amounting to about $1,500,000, which I think suf- 
ficiently large to recommence this long-neglected 
system of improvements. 

Those rivers and harbors which are not em- 
braced in this bill, will lay a good foundation for 
a bill at our next session; and allow me to appeal 


to all gentlemen upon this floor, who desire to see | 


the system prevail, to abandon all their opposition 


to this bill, and come up with an honest support | 
of the committee, and the bill which they have | 


reported. ae 
And in proof of my own sincerity, allow me to 
say that L have four ports in my Congressional 


district, upon Lake Erie on one side, and the Al- ; 
legany river upon the other, all of which have | 
‘| amendment: 


been surveyed by the General Government, and 
more or less outlay has been made upon these 
improvements. 
one of them, and I have refused to move any 
amendment to this bill to bring them in, for fear 
of embarrassing this bill, and being the means, 
with others, of killing this bill. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Smart, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to strike out the 
following: 

“ For the breakwater at Richmond Island harbor, and 
repairing the breakwater in Portland harbor, $10,000.” 

Mr. R. said: Mr. Chairman, if it is a good rea- 
son why weshould not amend a bill, that the pro- 
posed amendment has not been recommended by 
the proper Department, it is a good reason why 
the Committee on Commerce should not put in 
anything which was not recommended by the De- 
partment. I want to make the rule alike applic- 
able to all cases, and make it operate upon the 
gentleman from Maine, {Mr. Fo.ier,) who is a 
member of the committee, as it operates upon me. 

Mr. FULLER. What is the rule? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If it is a good reason 
why we should not insert amendments in the bill 
for the Llinois river, the Cumberland, the Tennes- 
see, because they have not been recommended this 
year, it isa good reason that the committee should 
not put in anything that was not so recommended. 

Mr. FULLER. In all cases where an appro- 
priation has been made at some previous time, 
there has been a recommendation, giving particu- 
lars of the work. I suppose the recommendations 


are not like a white bird’s egg, which rots the first | 


ear. {Laughter.] 


And this bill only provides for į 


i 


Mr. RICHARDSON.. I did not understand : 


the point of the gentleman ’s wit. 
reply to him. 


If I did I would | 


Very many of the appropriations that have been | 


proposed to be added to this bill by gentlemen {| 


representing western States, have been recom- 


mended heretoforeby the Department; for instance, | 


the one recommended by the gentleman from Ken- 


tacky, (Mr. Warp,] for the Cumberland river, | 


has been recommended by the Department, and 
| placed in the bills of this House, year after year, 
for half a dozen years in succession, and yet the 
Committee on Commerce tells us it has not been 
recommended this year, and therefore it isa good 
| reason why it should not be in. T want the rule 
applied to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. FoL- 
LER] as well as myself. 

I want to see whether the gentleman is willin 
to stand by the principles that he says governe: 
him in acting upon this bill. The chairman tells 
us the reason of the omission of an appropriation 
for Waukegan was, that there were other ports 
convenient to it. There are ports convenient to 
the one in Maine, which I have indicated as pro- 
vided for in the bill which I shall move to strike 
out, Thereare more reasons why appropriations 
should be made for improvements upon the lakes 
and rivers of the West than for those upon the 
sea-board provided for in this bill. I ask the gen- 
tleman fram Maine what population will be ac- 
commodated by his improvement? Is there any 
considerable port there? 

Mr. APPLETON. That harbor of refuge at 
| Richmond Island will accommodate every mer- 

chant, ship-owner, and mariner, who has occasion 
to traverse the Atlantic ocean, along the eastern 
i coast of Maine. Ft costs but $10,000. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. So will any other port 
on the Atlantic where ships go. . 
| Mr. APPLETON. You cannot find another 
point upon the Auantic in that region, which will 
answer the same purposes. [tis a harbor of ref- 
uge peculiarly. 

Mr. ORR. Iam opposed to the amendment, 
but I do not propose to debate it. I will only re- 
i quest the Chair to rigidly enforce the rule here- 
| after, when amendments are offered, and to con- 
fine gentlemen to explanations of their amend- 
ments. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
| to do so, strictly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Mace and CLINGMAN 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Ricuarpson was disagreed to, the 
tellers having reported—ayes 6, noes not counted. 

Mr. MOLONY. I propose the following 


The Chair will endeavor 


For the constraction of a breakwater and the erection 
ofa pier at the harbor of Waukegan, $12,000. 
l Mr, Chairman, my object in offering this 
| amendment, is to correct a statement of the chair- 
| man of the Committee on Commerce, that Wau- 
i kegan, as a harbor of refuge—such as it can be 
made at a trifling expense—would be inferior to 
i others in the vicinity provided for by the bill be- 
i fore us. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 


li fine his remarks to an explanation of his particu- 


| lar amendment. 
Mr. MOLONY. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


ig 
i I intend to do that. 
dicate the Department. 


It is now too late to vin- 


Mr. MOLONY. The chairman of the Com- 
| mittee on Commerce ventured an opinion here, 
| that the harbors in the immediate vicinity of Wau- 


made. The chairman did not see fit to give to us 
i the reasons upon which that opinion was based. 


i 

H kegan were better for refuge than this could be 
j 
{ 


ion entertained by the head of the Topographical 
Corps, officially given to the Committee on Com- 
merce; which opinion is founded, not as the chair- 
man’s was, by looking at the map two thousand 
miles from the port in question, but, sir, is the re- 
sult of an actual survey; which survey, Colonel 
Abert tells the committee is conclusive in his 
mind of two things, viz: First, that a harbor of ref- 
uge is much needed there; and second, that said 


about one half of the money that has been esti- 
mated for any other one on said lake. Yet with 
no evidence before the Committee on Commerce, 
other than what was furnished by the Topograph- 
ical Bureau, which was most emphatic in favor of 
this appropriation, the chairman rises up here, 
and gives his opinion that this would not be as good 
a harbor of refuge as others in the vicinity. 

Such, Mr. Chairman, are the facts in this case. 
Í The chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
has declared, again and again, that the rule which 


But, sir, I state that it isright in the face of an opin- |! 


harbor can be constructed, and a better one for | 
‘refuge than any one on Lake Michigan, and for 


governed his committee in making up this bill, 
was the estimates of the Department. Yet, sir, 
the longitude of Waukegan is too far west to have 
the benefit of that rule. But in contempt of their 
own rule, this port is left out of their bill, while - 
little points east of the Allezanies, for which no 
estimate has been submitted by the Departnient, 
have been included. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Morony was rejected. 
| Mr. CABELL. I offer the following amend- 
ment: . 
For the survey of the harbors at the mouth of the St. 


| John’s river and at the mouth of the Appalachicola river, 
$3,000—1,500 for each. 


Mr. Chairman, Í believe that this application 
for appropriation was not entirely understood, or 
I am sure it would have been adopted when it was 
last submitted to the consideration of the com- 
mittee. The St. John’s river is navigable for 
about two hundred miles, but at its mouth there 
is a bar which materially obstructs navigation. 
At the town of Jacksonville, which is about twenty 
miles from the mouth of the river, there are now 
fourteen large steam saw-mills, and more in the 
process of construction. They cut, I understand, 
at least thirty millions of feet of lumber annually, 
which is more than is cut at the town of Wilming- 
ton, on the Cape Fear river. Besides this, there 
is an annual exportation of. ten millions of feet of 
range timber from that place. From the knowl- 
edge of these facts, the committee may estimate 
the shipping that will be necessary to this busi- 
| ness. {stated before that I did not ask fora large 

appropriation for the improvement of this harbor, 
because I had not all the data essential. I simply 
ask an appropriation of $1,500, for the purpose 
of making a survey of the mouth of the river. I 
mentioned before, that if this harbor were im- 
proved it would give a steamboat of the Jargest 
class navigation at one point within about sixty 
miles of the navigable waters of the Gulf, and that 
it would facilitate and shorten the transit across 

the peninsula. 
| I may state further, that the light-house at the 
mouth of the St. John’s river isin great danger 
of being destroyed, for the want of a survey and 
| an appropriation for the improvement of the har- 
i bor. Lf the harbor be improved, as is recommend- 
ed by those who have examined the coast of 
Florida, it will tend to preserve the light-house. 

The importance of the town of Appalachicola is, 
known to commercial gentlemen from the north- 
ern and eastern States. The exportation of that 
town is about $10,000,000. All that is asked by 
this amendment is an appropriation of $1,500 for 
the survey of the harbor at the mouth of the Ap- 
palachicola river, on which is situated the town of 
Appalachicola. I appeal to gentlemen to give this 
appropriation. There was nothing in the bill of 
; the last session of Congress for us. I could not 
get anything in it for my State. Task the com- 
mittee to show that there is no ground for the 
charge that this bill is sectional in its character. 
: [I have not the constitutional scruples that gentle- 
men have in regard to many of these works of 
improvement upon the coast. But whatever be 
the constitutional scruples of gentlemen, I do not 
hesitate to say, that if there is anything constitu- 
tional in the system, it is the kind of improve- 
ment I now ask. The harbor is almost without 
the jurisdiction of the State. ‘To improve it, 
would be as constitutional as to improve any point 
in the mouth of the Chesapeake Bay between 
Norfolk and Old Point. } trust the committee will 
allow this small appropriation. - I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

i The question was then put, and the amendment 
i was disagreed to, there being, upon a division— 
| ayes 26, noes not counted. 

| Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I offer the 
| 

| 


following amendment: 


For the purchase ofthe outstanding shares of stock in the 
Louisvilic and Portland Canal Company held by private 
individuals, provided the same shall not cost more than 

; $230 per share, $250,000, 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I rise to a 


| question of order upon this amendment. It is not 


| germane to the bill; as it provides for the purchase 


of stock of a company. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair entertains 
doubts ag to whether the amendment is in order; 
| but so many propositions have been entertained 
| with reference to that canal, the Chair could not 
well rule it out of order. 
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[trust that the proposition will pass, and that 
gentlemen who vote for these appropriations fo 
various localities will remember that this propos 
tion is one in which some thirteen or fourteen 
‘States are interested. ; 

Mr. MARSHALL demanded tellers; which 
were not ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Man- 
SHALL’s amendment, and it was rejected, 
ae following section was then. read by the 

erk: 


“Tor the protection of Great Brewster Island in the har- 
bor of Boston, $30,000, 


Mr. APPLETON, of Massachusetts. 
to strike out $30,000 and insert $50,000. 


I move 


Mr. Chairman, in the year 1848 an appropri |: 
ation of $40,000 was made for the protection of || 


the Great Brewster, on condition that the island 
should be ceded to the United States, The city 
of Boston purchased the island and ceded it to 
the Government, by an act of the Legislature of 
Massachusetts giving jurisdiction. The work was 
commenced in 1849, and suspended in 1850 for the | 
want of funds. Irom personal observation I state 
that no inconsiderable portion of the work was 
destroyed by the gale in March, 1851, and by the | 
action of the sea, the work being left in an unfin- 
ished state. The object of this appropriation is 
Ahe proeeson of the channel to the largest, or one | 
of the largest naval depéts in the United States 
and the harbor of Boston. The present position 
of the channel has been placed before the Com- 
mittee on Commerce by scientific engineers in the 
service of the Government. The Great Brewster 
is an island situated at the entrance of the harbor 
-of Boston and Charlestown, on the north side of 
the channel, and forms a natural breakwater of | 
about three thousand yards, covering Nantasket | 
Ronds, containing nearly forty acres. The eastern | 
side of the island is exposed to the direct action of 
the sea, and is rapidly washing away. Its bank | 
on that side is very high and nearly vertical. The | 
highest point of the hill is‘on the west of this | 
bank, showing that at least the half of the island 
has disappeared within a few years. ‘This island 
forms one side of the channel, opposite to which 
is one of the most efficient forts in the United 
States, lately built at a great expense. Should a 
new channel be formed by the washing of this 
island, this battery might become useless. 1 am 
assured by General Totten that I cannot too | 
strongly advocate. an appropriation sufficient to 
secure the object, which he thinks can be accom- 
plished for $50,000. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Aprir- 


t 
i 
H 
f 


ron’s amendment, and it wag rejected, 
_Mr. MOREHEAD moved that the committee 
rise, 

The question was then put, and it was not 


agreed to. H 
So the committee refused to rise. li 


Mr. SCUDDER. I offer the following amend 


ment: i 


For a breakwater at Great Point, Nantucket, Massachu- | 
setts, $25,000. 


Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed is for 
an appropriation for the purpose of erecting a 


breakwater at Nantucket Point near the northeast j: 
This appropria- |: 


end of the island of that name. 
tion is for one of the cases, among many others, 
which the committee have seen fit to leave out of | 
their bill. Twill endeavor, very briefly, as I must | 
under the limited time, to show the pnblic expedi- | 
ency and necessity of this appropriation. 1 do | 
not ask it as some appropriations are asked for, | 
where there has been no survey and estimate. | 
There was a survey and estimate in this case as | 
early as 1827, under the authority of the Govern- 
ment. The lowest estimate for a breakwater of 
convenient length, that would shelter twenty-five 
or more vessels, is $250,000. It is a work of 
magnitude and great importance, not only to Mas- 
sachusetts, but to the whole country. “The pro- 

posed structure is to be at the east end of the | 


í 


; lowing amendment: 


| the sound is very great. The coasting vessels of | 
| New Iùngland, the tonnage of which is about 
j; 500,000, all pass through it many times in the | 


Vineyard Sound. This Sound is on the coast | 
of Massachusetts, extending about sixty miles 
from one part of the Atlantic to another. It is 
bounded on the south and east by a group of 
islands, of which Nantucket is one, and on the 
north and west principally by the continent. Itis 
from four to thirty miles in width and incumbered 
with many shoals, bars, and ledges. At the east 
end of this Sound, and in an easterly direction, 
the Nantucket shoals extend out to agreat distance. 
The navigation over these shoals is epee Dey i 
dangerous at certain seasons of the year, depend- į 
ng much upon the winds and tides. There is no | 
tarbor of refuge nearer to them, for vessels going | 
hrough what is called the south chamel, than ! 


{olmes’s Hole, which is about forty-five miles to | 
the west. At the inclement seasons of the year, 
in order to get safely over the shoals, it is neces- 
sary for vessels to avail themselves of the first of 
outherly winds and favorable tides. They fre- 
quenily leave Elolmes’s Hole with a fair wind and 
prospect, and by the time they arrive at the shoals 
the wind ceases, or tide makes ahead, and they 
are left to point their way back again, or navigate 
the dangerous passes in the night and storms. I | 
need not say that they are frequently driven to 
sea or shipwrecked in making this attempt. 

If the contemplated breakwater were erected i 
so as to form a harbor at Nantucket Point, near | 
these shoals, then the vessels, instead of harbor- | 
ing at Holmes’s Hole, would go on to the Point, | 
and from thence would be able to take an early 
advantage of the south winds and tides, and nav- ; 
igate the shoals in daylight, and with safety. It 


S 


is said by the report of the engineer who surveyed |} 


this place, that fifty vessels a day sometimes pass | 
down to the shoals from Holmes’s Hole harbor. 
l have counted, } think, one hundred vessels at | 


a time passing down the soundin the north and `| 


south channels. : 
‘The amount of shipping which passes through 


year; many of the foreign-bound vessels, and ; 
those to the English Provinces also pass this way. | 
The scientific gentleman who mele the survey 

said, as long ago as 1827, that 8,000 vessels a year 
would avail themselves of the breakwater, iferected. | 
Since then our coasting tonnage has more than $ 
doubled. Although the contemplated breakwater | 
is intended as a harbor of refuge principally, yet | 


the local conveniences of Nantucket should not be |} 


overlooked. | 

The inbabitants of this town have about 20,000 
tons of shipping employed in the whaling busi- | 
ness. They have been engaged in this industry | 
for a century or more, and have carried on their 
business under a disadvantage of having no ship i 


harbor, The harbor at which their ships enter į; 


when loaded, is Edgertown, about thirty miles | 
from their residence; and from and to this harbor | 
they transport the cargoes and outfits by lighters. 
Even under these circumstances, the town has be- 
come wealthy, and its citizens are not excelled in | 
industry, respectability, and intelligence, by any | 
part of New England. If the breakwater should 
be built, it would afford them a ship-harbor, and 
give a new impetus to their enterprise. Probably 
there is no place on the Atlantic coast where a har- 
bor of refuge is_more needed, than at or near the 
Nantucket shoals. There are but few citizens in | 


i 

> . l; 

this country who have been engaged in commerce, ij 
i 


that have not met with losses by shipwrecks in | 
that region, and fewer still, 1 apprehend, who 
have not lost near and dear friends, who would 
have been saved had this contemplated harbor 
been built. Within my own recollection, I could 
recount the loss of single ships and cargoes, on | 
these shoals, whose value was equal to about one 
half of the costs that would be incurred in making 
a convenient harbor: according to the estimates of 
the Department. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. WALSH. 1 wish to ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Commerce if this is the same 
place to which he referred? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. [understand that this amend- 
ment relates to Nantucket. If it is, then it is the 
same breakwater to which I referred. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Scupper’s ! 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I offer the fol- 


i 
| 
i 
i 


|! bars and Obstructions, $2,000. 


il Jackson man any longer. 


For a survey of the bars and obstructions at and near the 


1 mouth of the east branch of the Paseagonia river, in the 


; State of Mississippi, with a view to the removal of said 


| I have offered that Pascagoula amendment for 
ithe last time. [Laughter.] I stand here pretty 
i much in the attitude of the man who visited Gen- 
eral Jackson when he was President. He came 
on to Washington asking for the mission to Eng- 
land. It was refused him. He then asked a 
Cabinet appointment. That was refused him. He 
came down to a collectorship, and when that was 
| refused him, he said he would put up with a clerk- 
ship. But that also was denied him. As a last 
dying hope he inquired of the old General if he 


i| could not give him a pair of old boots; and when 


they were refused, he swore he would not be a 
{Langhter.} I have 
asked $60,000 to make improvements on the Pas- 
i cagoula, and I have come down by tittle and little 
until now I ask only $2,000 for a survey. If you 
i do not give it to me I shall certainly vote against 
i this bill, [Langhter.} 
i Gentlemen do not seem to understand the value 
of the Pascagoula river. Eet me tell them it is a 
river of national importance, and ought to be im- 
proved by the nation. Three roles have been 
prescribed by distinguished men for governing 
cases like this, One by General Jackson, another 
by Mr. Calhoun,and the third by some one else— 
I do not know who. This third party said a 
| work to be national ought. to be in salt water. 
But General Jackson thought you could improve 
| up to the last port of entry on a river, whether it 
was on salt or fresh water; and Mr. Calhonn laid 
down the rule that a river flowing through three 
States could properly claim the jurisdiction and 


|| protection of the National Treasury. 


Now, this improvement on the Pascagoula is in 
salt water; for itis in the Gulf of Mexico, and, 
| besides, I understand there was a salt barge sunk 
| there about ten years ago. {Laughter.} Then it - 
may be called a port of entry; for the river at this 

oint enters directly into the county of Jackson, 
m my State. The Pascagoula river flows through 
three States. It rises in a State of prosperity—ié 
flows through a State of affiuence—but it empties 
into a State of embarrassment. If, however, you 
wil only give me this $2,000 to make the survey, 
[have no doubt it will empty, ultimately, into a 
State of extraordinary wealth, and that will make 
four States. I will not take less than $2,000 for 
this survey. Thatis the last and lowest propo- 
sition. If you do not give me that, I shall vote 
| against the bill most certainly. [Laughter.] I 


| believe you think I mean to do it, any how. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Brown’s 
| amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. TUCK offered the followin 
to the bill: 

For the construction of a sea-wall from Great Island to 
Goat Island, in Portsmouth harbor, New Hampghire, pro- 
vided the same can be done, in the opinion of the Seeretary 
| of the Navy, withoutinercasing the current of water against 
said islands to any injurious extent, the sum of $21,313. 

Mr. T. said: I offer that amendment in good 
faith, and I hope it will be adopted, because | be> 
lieve it ought to pass. 1 propose this amendment 
for an improvement in Portsmouth harbor, and I 
will state this fact-—although [ do not pretend that 
itis a very strong argument in favor of the allow- 
ance of the claim—that there is nota dollar appro- 
priated in this bill for my State. Now, sir, it is: 
verified by the affidavits connected with the peti- 
tion that I hold in my hand, that on the day on 
which those affidavits were made, there were no - 
less than three vessels run aground, in conse- 
quence of the violence of the current, which may 
he remedied by erecting the sea-wall proposed. 
The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. Colonel Abert, of the Topograhical 
Engineers, went into an estimate of the cost of 
the work, which is the sum mentioned in the pro- 
posed amendment, and Colonel Abert made a re- 
port on the subject. I understand from the chair- 
man of the Committee on Commerce, that the main 
reason, if not the only reason, why the committee: 
acted unfavorably upon the proposition was, that 
in the latter part of .this report of Colonel Abert, 
he suggests the possibility that by erecting this 
sea-wall, the current might be increased to such 
violence as to do damage to the land. Now, sir, 
I have drawn my amendment in such a way, that 
if,in the opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, the 
| rapidity of the current would be dangerously in- 
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creased, there shall be no appropriation, and no 
erection of this sea-wall. Now, I submit that this 
amendment stands better than any of those which 
have been voted down, and that it stands equal to 
any of the few amendments which have been sus- 
tained by this committee. [I hope that gentlemen 
will not vote it down, because they have got into 
the habit of voting down all amendments, but that 
they will grant us this little sum, which is less 
than our State ought to receive in the way of im- 
provements, I state that in one day, no less than 
three vessels went ashore in .consequence of the 
want of this improvement, which may be given 
us for the sum of $20,000. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Tucx’s 
amendment, and it was net agreed to. 

Mr. DISNEY. I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SCUDDER. [offer the following as an 
amendment to the bill: 


Yor the improvement of the harbor of New Bedford, 
Massachusetts, 310,000. 


Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, we have sat and 
heard patiently the numerous propositions and ar- 
guments upon this bill from the western gentlemen, 
and I hope that New England will be heard in the 
same manner upon the points of imperfection 
which they may wish to point outand amend. 

Sir, L hope this amendment will prevail. Jt is 
for the purpose of improving a very important 
harbor in New Bnglnndeatie harbor of New Bed- 
ford—one, perhaps, of the most importance in 
Massachusetts, In view of the whaling interest, 
there is no place in the United States, if in the 
world, that excels it. 

The men and capital engaged in this department 
of industry, and which make this harbor their 
post, constitute more than one half of the whole 
so engaged in the United States. One half of all 
the oil and whalebone of the country is obtained 
by these ships. The number of ships, including 
a few smaller vessels, is about three hundred and 
thirty-one. Arrivals and departures of these ships 
are occuring daily at almost all seasons of the 
year, The object of this appropriation is to iñ- 
prove their harbor, so that their loaded ships may 
enter and depart without detention. I i 
formed that the harbor is so shallow that it is 
very difficult for loaded ships to approach the city 


or landings at ordinary tides, without being light- |i 


ened; and that it is so narrow by reason of bars 
and flats that ships cannot move in and out con- 


veniently without getting aground on one side or | 


the other. 
done much towards removing these obstacles, but 
they would be too onerous to the citizens if borne 


to the extent which would be necessary to render |; 


the facilities which are required. It is of general 


importance to the commerce of the country that |: 


this harbor should be deepened, and I now press 
it upon the attention of this committee. 

Ido not intend to censure the Committee on 
Commerce, as others. have done, for leaving this 
and other appropriations out of their bill. Tdoubt 
not they have acted according to their best judg- 


ment; but I differ from them, and hope the amend- || 


ment which I have now offered to them will be 
adopted. x 

The question was then taken on Mr. ScupveEr’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WARD moved that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

Mr. FOWLER offered the following amend- 
ment to the bill: 

For surveying the entrance to Taunton harbor, Massa- 
chusetts, with reference to its improvement, $1,500, 

Mr. F. said: 1 am in favor of improving the 
harbors and navigable rivers of the country. I 
would make these improvements in the West, in 
the East, in the South, in the North. On this 


subject I am ready to shake hands with the friends |: 


of internal improvements across the Allegany, 
across the Rocky Mountains. 


property, to promote the wealth, prosperity, and 
happiness of the whole people. Imperfect as this 
bill is, I will go for it; but I am anxious to im- 
prove it by the addition of items that ought not 
to have been omitted. Among the omissions is 
Taunton harbor. This item was in the bill passed 
by this House last year, and ought, most assur- 
edly, to be in this bill. The harbor of ‘Taunton, 


The bill now be- | 
fore us proposes to save men’s lives, to save their | 


am 1n- ij 


Private industry and contribution have j| 


i 


| Massachusetts, situated at the head waters of the 
| eastern arm of the Narragansett Bay, is an im- 


i portant harbor. A large amount of merchandise 
jis constantly passing in and out of that harbor. 


| If a moderate amount of money were expended in 

the removal of rocks and shoals, that merchandise 
might be transported safely in vessels of a much 
| larger size than can be employed at present. The 
necessary improvements can be made in a manner 
to secure permanent benefits to an enterprising 
community, whose business is connected not only 
with all parts of New England, but with the whole 
| country—l may say, with every country on the 
i globe. The eastern branch of the navigable wa- 
| 


i 
i 
t 
t 


ters of the Narragansett Bay, at the head of which 
: stands the beauuful and thriving village of Taun- 


|i ton, in the rapid progress of commercial enter- 


i prise, has become a thoroughfare for a large 
;amount of domestic and foreign merchandise. 
; The amount of mercantile and manufacturing 
:-business done on that branch of the bay within 
i the State of Massachusetts is exceeded but by 
few northern ports. I will mention a few items 
of merchandise transported upon these waters 


| yearly: 500,000 bushels of grain; 50,000 tons of | 
i coal; 25,000 tons of iron; 20,000,000 feet of lum- 
i 
i 


! ber; 100,000 casks of nails; 50,000 barrels of 
| flour; 10,000 casks of lime; 6,009,000 bricks; 
' 10,000 dozen of shovels, spades, and forks; 10,000 
! bales of cotton; 260,000 pieces of cotton and cal- 
|! ico goods; 50 tons of anchors; 700 packages of 
| Brittania ware; 40,tons block tin; 1,000 tons of 
| provisions; besides numerous other articles, 
| aggregate amount of tonnage of the United States 
is 3,772,000 tons. Thetonnage of Massachusetts 
| is about 700,000 tons—greater than that of any 
| State except New York. Massachusetts owns 
nearly one fifth of our whole tonnage, and she 
| should by no means be overlooked. I hope this 
| amendment will be sustained. 
Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, demanded tellers 
' on the amendment. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Fow er and 


|i CARTTER Were appointed. 


The question was then put, and the tellers re- 

ı ported—ayes 44, noes 74. 

, So the amendment was not agreed to. 

| ‘The following section of the bill was then read: 

| «For the further improvement of the harbor of New 

| York, by the removal of the rocks at Hellgate, $20,000.” 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I wish to inquire of 

| the chairman of the Committee on Commerce 

! whether these rocks at Hellgate are in New York 

| harbor? 

| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cannot 

i make the inquiry, unless he makes an amendment 

! to which it will be pertinent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 1 do not wish to 

| make any remarks. Jl only wish to make the in- 

! quiry for information. 

| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 

order. 

i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then ‘I move to 

strike out the appropriation, for the purpose of 

' giving the chairman of the Committee on Com- 

| merce an opportunity to reply. 

| Mr. SEYMOUR. I shall be happy to respond 

to the gentleman’s inquiry, but I do not under- 

| stand it perfectly. i 

' Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I want to know 

| York harbor? 

| Mr. SEYMOUR. They are. 

i Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. How far are they 

| from the Battery? $ : 

| Mr. SEYMOUR. Itis in the East river, near 

| where it empties into the harbor of New York, 

and unites with the Harlem, a small river, coming 

from the North river. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
of the Committee on Commerce whether these 
rocks are not seven miles from the Battery ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. No, sir; I do not think it 
iis three miles. It is known to all navigators in 
| that part of the country. It has been excavated, 
in part, by a French engineer. This is designed 
to remove the remaining portion, which I have no 
| doubt it will. 
| ‘The question was taken on Mr. Brecxinamwen’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. FOWLER offered the following amend- 
ment: 

For surveying the entrance to Taunton harbor, Massa- 
chuseits, with reference to its improvement, $1,200. 


The | 


I ask the chairman | 


| whether these rocks at Hellgate are in the New || 


| ness. 
| of the local commerce, but as a harbor of refuge 


Mr. F..said: Mr. Chairman, I perhaps made a 
mistake when I was up before. I asked for $1,500, 
but the House could not go so large a sum. 

Mr. CARTTER., I call the gentleman to-order. 

Mr. FOWLER. I perceive the item just-read 
in the bill, of $1,200 for the survey of the harbor 
of Port Jefferson, New York, with reference to 
its improvement passed unanimously. Now, J 
insert $1,200: for the improvement, of this port, 
and I hope the committee will also pass this. It 
is not- necessary to'say another word in reference 
to 1t. S 

The question being upon Mr.. FowLER’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers; but.they were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. i 
Mr. GREEN offered the following amendment: 


For tbe improvement of tbe harbor at Port Clinton, on 
Lake Erie, $16,000, 

Mr. Chairman, I offered an amendment a few 
days since for the removal of the bar at the mouth 
of the Sandusky river, which the committee re- 
jected, although ‘it will not be denied that it is 
a work of as much if not more merit than. many 
of the appropriations contained in the .bill now 
under consideration. It is of vast. importance to 
the commercial interests of a large section of ‘the 
northwestern part of the State which I in part 
have the honor of representing on this floor-—a 
portion of the State whose interests have been 
heretofore entirely neglected. The amendment 
then offered, as well as the present one, is free 
from the objections made by the chairman and 
other members of the Committee on Commerce 
to almost every amendment that has been offered 
to this bill, that no survey and estimates had been 
made by the proper officers of the Government. 

l have now before me, Mr. Chairman, the sur- 
vey and estimates for making these two improve- 
ments, made by authority of Congress by the 
United States Topographical Engineers, showing 
the necessity and the practicability of the work at 
a moderate expense compared to their importance 
when completed. This report and estimates have 
been before the Committee on Commerce since the 
commencement of the present session of Congress, 
and I am afraid that they have been entirely over- 
looked by that committee, or that they have not 
received that attention which their importance de- 
manded at their hands, or they would undoubtedly 
have placed them both, or one, at least, in the 
present bill. i 

The amendment I have just offered, Mr. Chair- 
man, proposes the sum of $10,000 for the improve- 
ment of the harbor at Port Clinton, on Lake Erie, 
not so much on account of the local commerce of 
that place at present, for the country back of it is 
comparatively new, but filling up rapidly with a 
hardy and industrious population, who will com- 
pare in intelligence and energy with any portion 
of the Union, and who are rapidly developing the 
vast agricultural resources of that rich and fertile 
country which but a few years since wasa wilder- 
I say, sir, that it is not on account alone 


for the protection of the general commerce of all 
the northern lakes, the extent and importance of 
which no gentleman in this House can be igno- 
rant. 

It will not be overlooked, Mr. Chairman, by 
the people interested in the improvement of the 
western lakes and rivers, that in the formation of 
this Committee on commerce not one single mem- 
ber of this House in the least interested in the 
commerce of the northern lakes or the great valley 
of the Mississippi has been placed upon that 
committee. The majority of them have no per- 
sonal knowledge of the wants and interests of the 
West. It cannot, therefore, be expected that its 
interests should find that favor in the opinion of 
the committee necessary to protect the lives and 
property of its citizens. The West has nothing 
to hope for from Congress until western men shall 
exercise the power they have in this House, and 


| demand from this Government at least an equal 
| share in the distribution of the general fund for 


the general welfare. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD. I now desire to offer, as an 
amendment, a section which was in the.bill of the 
last session. 1 offer the following: 


July 29, 


1994 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Rio Grande, 


$25,000. 
Mr. Chairman, I have, perhaps, already suffi- 


ciently explained the importance of this appropri- 
ation. It would result in an annual: saving to | 
the Government, of more than double the amount | 
of the appropriation in transportation for the | 
army. It has been. errnestly recommended by į 
the Secretary. of War and the Quartermaster’s 
Department. 

The head of the Topographical Engineers ob- ; 
jected to it at the last session, that the question of 
jurisdiction as to the channel had not been settled ` 
between the United States and Mexico. There 
was never anything in the objection, as the treaty 
gives to the United States the right of navigation 
of the river, and the Secretary of War overruled 
Colonel Abert, by saying it was a question for 
Congress. That officer, in resisting this improve- 
ment, has placed himself in direct opposition to 
the Secretary of War, who in his last report, | 
-urged it for military purposes. And as to the; 

uestion of the jurisdiction, the survey of the Rio | 
Grande will be completed by the Boundary Com- 
mission, before this bill can become a law. ! 

There is no doubt.that it is a national stream, 
as it separates this country from the Republic of | 
Mexico, and its navigation is made national and į 
common to both countries by the treaty. There | 
has been a large commerce on the river ever since 
peace with Mexico, which would augment to ten |! 
or fifteen millions a year if adequate protection i 
was given to that frontier. | 

The statement that there has been no survey, 
or estimate for the river, is wholly unfounded. 
There was a survey by Lieutenant Smith, one of 
the most accomplished officers in the Topographi- | 


cal Corps. He goes into a minute estimate of the | 
whole work and sums up as follows: 

Cost of outfit...... Ks avid ede ames Suess yda ensina 84,700 
Awount of pay-roll, (for labor hands)...........6. 12,360 | 


L R O OTE T TT 25142 | 


Total. cee. seresreseresererrrersereeere cece ene $19,202 


And concludes as follows: il 

“ir we add one third of this amount to cover unforeseen | 
accidents, delays, &c., there will result for the tinal esti- 
mate, $25,600.” 

He goes minutely into the consideration of each 
and every obstruction, and accompanies his report 
by a map showing its locality. The river, there- 
fore, has been carefully surveyed, and estimated for 
by the officer who made the survey, It was in 
the bill of last Congress, but there is no justice to 
my district in the present bill. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. SAVAGE offered the. following amend- 
ment: 

Phat the sum of $50,000 be appropriated for the purpose 
of improving the navigation of the Cany Fork and Cum- 
berland rivers, above the city of Nashville, in the State of 
‘Pennessee. 

Mr. Chairman, these are the only two navigable 
streams which touch the district I represent; and | 
E can say farther, that I represent upon this floor 
a district in which a single dollar has never been |; 
expended by the General Government for inter- || 
nal improvements. [ am opposed to this whole | 
system, but I am in favor of this amendment, | 
for the reason that if such a system is to be! 
put into operation, this ought to be made a part |, 
and parcel of it. It is a system which gives | 
to a large portion of the people of the United || 
States all the benefits which are claimed to be 
derived by the provisions of this bill for the re- | 
spective localities to which they are applied; and || 
though our rivers are not so large, yet F cannot | 
appreciate that sort of logic, which would fail to |; 
give us the necessary means of improving those }} 


streams, and would give to others, whose naviga- |; 
tion is by nature much superior to ows. The |! 
streams for which I ask this appropriation, it is |! 
true, are small, but their improvement is as much į; 
a matter of importance to my constituents, as is || 
the improvement of the larger streams to the con- |! 
stituents of gentlemen representing the sections of i| 
country in which those streams are located. My | 
constituents have ever been ready to sustain this |; 
Government by money and by men; and I ask |: 
that a portion of the benefits of this bill shall go | 
i 
j 


to them; I ask gentlemen, who are so fortunateas | 


which we pay an equal proportion, and, at the |! 
-same time, refuse to give us a Single cent? I say, i! 


| we must ever regard a bill of that kind as a fraud 


upon our rights. Sir, a certain class, upon this 
floor, have put just enough into this bill to secure 
a majority of this House for the purpose of ap- 
propriating large sums of the public money to 
their own individual interest. The gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Marty] discloses the true 
state of facts, when he says he wants a portion of 
these appropriations reserved for the purpose of 
passing bills of this kind hereafter. The truthis, 
that if you were to make a bill fair and equal to 
all portions of the country, such a bill could not 
pass this House. 
constituents, and tell them ‘I have brought you 
$50,000 to improve your river;” but let that con- 
stituency be able to tell him, “ You have brought 
us home an appropriation to improve our riv- 


ers, but you have given an equal one to every | 


other district in the country; and they will not 
thank him for it. 

(Cries of ** Question !’’ ‘* Question !”’] 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 
tee do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


I move that the commit- 


Mr. GREEN offered the following amend- | 


ment: 


For the survey of Mouse Island and Ottowa City, on | 


Lake Erie, with reference tu the establishment of a break- 
water, $400, 

Mr. GREEN called for tellers upon the adop- 
tion of the amendment; but they were not ordered: 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. EDGERTON offered the following amend- 
ment: 

For the improvement of the Maumec river, in the State of 
Ohio, below the foot of the rapids, $20,000. 

Mr. E. said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a 
few remarks in explanation of that amendment. 
There is no amendment which has been proposed 
to this bill which has more justice in it than this. 
The reason is, that there is now in the National 
Treasury, derived from those immediately inter- 
ested in this improvement, the money which we 
ask for making it. It is known that, in 1815, the 
Government laid out Government lots at the foot 
of the rapids, near the side of Fort Meigs, now 
the town of Perrysburg. The Government offi- 
cers intimated that that point would be the head 
of navigation inthe Maumee river. The Govern- 
ment also reserved for itself, at the same time, the 
principal lotsin the town of Perrysburg for a mil- 
itary post. For these reasons the people pur- 
chased lots at that point, at exorbitant prices, 
upon the supposition that Perrysburg and Mau- 
mee City, upon the opposite side of the river, were 
to be the head of navigation. In 1835, the Gov- 
ernment ordered a survey of the Maumee river, 
upon which the estimated expense for making this 
improvement was $51,000. I now ask for $20,000 
to commence making this improvement. It is ab- 
solutely necessary to the business of these towns 
at the foot of the Maumee rapids. The town of 
Perrysburg is the county seat of the county of 
Wood, and Maumee City is the county seat of 
Lucas county. The Government has, by its acts, 
indicated this as the head of navigation for that 
river, and the State of Ohio has, by means of locks 
and a canal, go increased the business facilities of 
these towns, that nothing is required but an im- 
provement in the navigation of the river to add 
much to the commerce at the foot of the rapids. 
It is so for a good part of the year, and, during the 
prevalence of the southwestern winds, the waters 
are driven from the bay, and their navigation is 
impeded. This appropriation which is asked for 
is believed to be nearly sufficient to accomplish the 
object. 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Encerron, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to strike out 
“$8,000,” and insert ** $25,000”? in the following 
clause: 

“ For the improvement of the channel atthe mouth of 
the Cape Fear river, North Carolina, $8,000.” 

Mr. C. said: I know, Mr. Chairman, that this 
is an unfortunate time of the day to ask the House 
to listen to me for even three minutes, which is 
as much as J shall occupy at this time. We are 
anxious, I know, to get through the bill, and 
many of us would like to get our dinners; yet I 
hope the committee will hear me for a moment. 


One man could go home to his | 


This sum of $25,000 is exactly what Professor 
Bache recommended for this work, as I have been 
informed by my colleague, [Mr. Asue;] and itis 
to remove an obstruction which was put in the 
mouth of the Cape Fear river by the Government 
itself. Ten years ago, there was about fifteen 
feet of water upon that bar, and the Government, 
in endeavoring to protect the fort at Smithville, 
caused to be erected some piers, or jetties, which 
checked the current, and by reason of the deposit 
of sand, made the bar shallower, and also by 
throwing the current to the opposite shore, has 
greatly widened the river at that place, andren- 
dered it much shallower than formerly. The con- 
sequence is, that the depth of water on the bar is 
reduced to only seven feet, and is becoming less 
every year, so that the harbor will possibly soon 
be destroyed. {hope gentlemen will remember, 
too, that there is not aħother harbor within one 
hundred miles of this entrance at the mouth of the 
Cape Fear, into which a vessel can go for refuge. 

We ask that the Government will repair the 
mischief it has caused—do what it did for Great 
Britain in the harbor of Gibraltar. You will rec- 
ollect that, some years since, the steamer Mis- 
souri sunk in that bay by a casualty, and some- 
what obstructed the passage of the shipping there; 
and at the request of those interested, we appro- 
priated, during the last Congress, the sum of 
$80,000 to remove that obstruction. ‘There was 
the case of a vessel which was sunk by mere ac- 
cident, and yet we felt it to be our duty to remove 
it. In the present instance the Government, by 
its own operations, has stopped up the harbor in 
the mode I have stated, and we only ask that the 
wrong done be remedied, 

I would say, further, that this sum was asked 
for by Professor Bache, or his subordinates, and 
I understand it has been refused by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, upon the ground that they had 
already given $55,000 to North Carolina. 

Why, sir, it is a little extraordiary that the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce did not 
seé that they had given about $250,000 to the State 
of New York, and North Carolina has. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, (interrupting. ) 
I only wish to say, l did not refuse my vote to it 
upon any such ground. I wished an appropri- 
ation put into the bill adequate to the purpose. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My colleague {Mr. Ase] 
informs me that Professor Bache recommended 
$25,000. I was about to say that North Carolina 
has four times as much sea-coast as the State of 
New York, while they will not allow us one fourth 
as much money as they give to that State, and 
the navigation with us is perhaps more‘ danger- 
ous than upon the coast of any other part of the 
continent; and, sir, bear in mind, that there is not 
a port within one hundred miles of Cape Fear 
harbor, and the Government has thought proper, 
not by design, I admit, to obstruct it, and reduce 
the depth of the water from fifteen feet down to 
less than seven feet. Have we not aright, then, 
to demand an appropriation adequate to the re- 
moval of that obstruction? The commerce of the 
place, too, is rapidly growing, thanks to the enter- 
prise of its inhabitants; and as soon as the im- 
provements on the upper part of the river, now 
in progress, are completed, and the large coal- 


i fields of that region are made readily accessible 


from tide-water, there must be a vast increase in 
the tonnage and shipping of that port. When 
the Government ought to be aiding us, it is too 
much that it should be throwing obstructions in 
the way. Upon the principles of common hon- 
esty, I feel that I have a right to demand of the 
committee an adequate appropriation. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL and Fior- 
ENCE appointed. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Crinc- 
Man’s amendment, and the tellers reported—ayes 
42, noes 73. i 

So the amendment was lost. 

Mr. CALDWELL. I move that the commit- 
tee rise. 

The question was put, and the motion was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. SAVAGE offered the following amend- 
ment: 


That there he and is hereby granted to the States of 
Tennessee and Kentucky, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $200,000 each, 
to aid them in making tbat part of the southwestern rait- 
road lying between the village of Tullahome, in the county 
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of Coffee, in the State of Tennessee, and the town of Dan- 
ville, in the State of Kentucky; and that the sunis afore- 
said be subject to the disposal of the Legislatures of said 
States, for the purpose aforesaid, and for no other whatso- 
ever. 

And be it further enacted, That the sums aforesaid are 
granted upon condition that the Legislatures of said States 
shall, in disposal thereof, secure to the United States stock 
in the railroad aforesaid equalin amount to the sums above 
appropriated. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
amendment not to be in order, as it is not ger- 
mane to the bill. ; 

Mr. SAVAGE. I then propose the following 
amendment: 


That there is hereby granted to the States of Tennessee 
and Kentucky the sum of $200,000, to aid them in building 
a ship-channel, or whatever other means of transportation 
the Legislatures of the said States may agree upon, be- 
tween the village of Tullahome, in the county of Coffee, in 
the State of Tennessee, and the town of Danville, in the 
State of Kentucky. i 

Mr. GOODENOW. 1 rise to a question of 
order. The amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. Savace] is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theamendment proposes 
an appropriation for building a ship-channel, and 
he thinks it is in order. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Irise to a question of order. 
This amendment is similar to those which have 
been ruled out of order upon the ground that they 
were for the construction of canals. This is for 
the construction of ship-canals, and is not for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks an 
amendment in order for the construction of a 
canal around the falls of Louisville. It is ger- 
mane to the bill. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that this is a proposition to grant 
money directly to a State. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be in order. Does the gentleman 
appeal? 

Mr. GOODENOW. I do not. 

Mr.SAVAGE. This appropriation is intended 
for that portion of the country which I represent, 
and which is represented by the gentleman over 
the way, (Mr. Warp.] It is a portion of the 
country which has never received any benefit 
from the system of internal improvements, and 
this appropriation, if granted, will be the first 
ever obtained for that section of country, and I 
think would be the last they will ever ask for. It 
is the opinion of those best acquainted with the 
subject, that this sum would be amply sufficient 
to establish such a means of communication as 
will satisfy the wishes of that quarter of the 
country, and do more towards facilitating com- 
merce between the northwestern and southern 
States than any appropriation that could possibly 
be made. It is in the direct line which connects 
Charleston with Cincinnati, and is a nearer route, 
bya hundred and ten or fifteen miles, than any other. 
I cannot assert that aship canal is certainly practi- 
cable, but some mode of transportation ought to be 
established, and I leave that to the wisdom and 
discretion of the Legislatures of the two States, 
which have always been able to make a proper 
distribution of any funds which have been given 
into their charge. If they determine not to build 
a ship canal across the Cumberland—and I have 
no idea that it will be undertaken unless it can be 
accomplished—it will be left to their wisdom to 
consider other modes of transportation over this 
route, which, in my opinion, is of more importance 
to the States of Georgia, Tennessee, Alabama, 
Florida, Ohio, and Kentucky, than anything em- 
braced in the bill. It is a practicable route, and 
much nearer than any other that can be found. 
It has now engaged the attention of intelligent 
men of that section of the country. I have been 
induced to present this amendment by instructions 
from my own constituents and those of gentlemen 
from Kentucky who have given the subject their 
fullest consideration. A line of communication 
between the town of Danville in the State of 
Kentucky, and Tullahome, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, is desired, because it will connect that 
region of country with the northern States. It 
will be a connection betwen the northern and 
southern railroad, and the most rapid means of 
communication between Charleston and Cincin- 
nati. 

Mr. STUART. Tam opposed to that amend- 
ment for several reasons, but I will only state one 
of them now for the information of the Chair 
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| hereafter. It proposes a grant of money to the 
| States to carry out works, whereas this bill pro- 
vides for granting money to improve works over | 
which the General Government has power, and 
the States have none. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- | 
ment of Mr. Savage was disagreed to. i 

Mr. HOWARD. I offer the following amend- | 
| ment, to come in after line one hundred and 
| thirty-seven: 


For the survey and improvement of the navigation of the | 
Brazos and Guadalupe rivers, Texas, $30,000. 


Mr. H. said: I wish simply to state, Mr. 
| Chairman, that the Quartermaster General, in his | 
| annual report to the last Congress, asked for the | 
| improvement of the navigation of these rivers, for 
i the purpose of military transportation. This 
appropriation is, therefore, applied for by the 
Government itself. Upon the application of the 
| military commander of that division, a survey of 
| these rivers was ordered; but subsequently, when 
the Department wished to cut down the improve- | 
ments for the West, the head of the Topographical 
Engineer corps countermanded that order. The | 
improvement of the navigation of those rivers | 
according to the reports of the Quartermaster 
General, is highly necessary for Government 
purposes, and it must be apparent to all that it is 
necessary; for it has in that country, a large num- | 
ber of infantry with whom they can do nothing in | 
the way of fighting or defense against mounted | 
Indians. Some means of cheap transportation to | 
them’ of pork and beans is absolutely necessary. | 
{Laughter.] I do not offer this amendment with | 
the vain expectation that it will be voted into the | 
bill, but I submit it to show the people who reside | 
in that country that they stand no more chance of | 
getting anything for the improvement of their | 
rivers, than they do of getting protection of their 
men, women, and children, now subject to Indian 
inroads. But, sir, these rivers run through a large 
planting district which is as rich in soil as any | 
other portion of the United States. There is a| 
large production upon the banks of those rivers of | 
cotton and sugar; and the emigration to Texas at , 
this time is about as large as that to California. | 
{t is, therefore, manifest that these rivers are to | 
contribute largely to commerce. They will fur- 
nish for exportation the great staples which will | 
give rise to a foreign commerce. There is now | 
| exported from this section of country a large 
amount of cotton, and the region on these two 
rivers is filling up rapidly with a planting popula- | 
tion. Itis, together with the Trinity and Colo- 
rado, one of the most fertile planting regions in | 
the Union. | 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Howard was disagreed to. ! 


Mr. STUART. Iproposethe following amend- | 
ment, to come in after the one hundred and forty- 
third line: i 

For the improvement of the harbor at the mouth of the 
Kalamazoo river in the State of Michigan, $10,000 ; and 
$8,000 for the improvement of the harbor at South Black 
river in said State. 


I shall not detain the committee a moment with 
reference to that amendment. I simply desire to | 
say that it proposes appropriations for the im- | 
provement of two very Important points upon the + 
eastern shore of Lake Michigan—important, not | 
only so far as regards local commerce, but highly | 
important as harbors of refuge. Lake Michigan 
is known to be the most difficult of navigation in | 
a storm, of the whole chain of lakes. More ves- | 
sels in proportion to the number upon it, are, 
wrecked, than upon any other. The winds usu- ; 
ally prevailing are from the west, the northwest ' 
or the southwest, which invariably drive the ves- | 
sels upon the eastern shore, upon which there is 
not a single harbor approachablein case ofa storm. | 
I move the adoption of the amendment. | 
| The question was put and the amendment of | 
Mr. Stuart was disagreed to. 

i 


Mr. GIDDINGS. I move to strike out the fol- 
lowing: 
' Por continuing the improvement of the harbor of 
Cleveland, Ohio, $30,000. 

“t For the further improvement of the harbor of Fairport, 
at the mouth of Grand river, Ohio, $10,000. | 
“For the improvement of Black Lake harbor, Lake 
Michigan, $8,000.” š 


And in lieu thereof to insert the following: i 


For continuing the improvement of the harbor at Cleve- 
land, Ohio, $25,000, i 


For the further improvement of the harbor at the mouth 
of Grand river, $8,500. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor at Ashta- 
bula, Ohio, $8,500. : 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor at Con- 
neaut, Ohio, $8,590. ; 

Mr. Chairman, if I can obtain the ear of. the 
committee, I will state the cause of my making 
this motion. In the first place, I say we ask no- 
thing more from the Government than the com- 
mittee have reported, although the appropriations 
for the district which I represent have been cut 
down from the recommendations of the Depart- 
ment, $35,000—more, perhaps, than any ‘other 
district in the United States. The committee in 
their report have omitted the harbor of Conneaut. 
And here let me say, that my own personal inter- 
ests are at Ashtabula and opposed to Conneaut; 
but I know the importance of that harbor; forty- 
six years ago last month I landed in that harbor, 
and for forty-six years I know that it has been a 
harbor of refuge for vessels in distress. The 
shores have been lined with vessels which have 
been wrecked, and the bones of many of our west- 
ern people have been scattered upon it between 
that place and Erie upon the one hand, and that 
place and Ashtabula upon the other. The whole 
commerce of the lake—every sailor upon that lake 
is interested in the harbor of Conneaut; and I only 
ask the transfer of $8,000 from Cleveland, Fair- 
port, and Ashtabula, to Conneaut. I do it upon 
my own responsibility, because I do not believe 
that there is an elector or citizen in the whole dis- 
trict but what will say that it is right and ought to 
be done. I do not believe there is a sailor upon 
the lakes but what will say it ought to be done. I 
say, upon my own responsibility, it ought to. be 
done, and I hope the committee will do it, inas- 
much as we ask for nothing more than what the 
Committee on Commerce have given us. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to; there being upon a di- 
vision—ayes 23, noes not counted. 

Mr. SACKETT. I move to insert the follow- 
ing at the end of line one hundred and eighty: 


And $15,000 to repair the piers the Government has 
constructed at Big Sodus Bay, Wayne county, Loke On- 
tario, and to improve the harbor at that place. 


I trust I may have the attention of the commit- 
tee to this subject for two or three minutes. Tam 
quite sure, if the amendment be understood, there 
will be no opposition to it. I hold in my hand 
the report of the Department with regard to this 
appropriation. I will read one or two extracts, 
showing the reasons upon which this application 
is made. I have only time to read extracts; the 
report is long. There is no place upon the Amer- 
ican shore which possesses so great advantages 
for a harbor, or for a naval depdt. Upon its im- 
portance as a naval depot, the report says: 

“ There is no place on the American shore which pos- 
sesves greater advantages. The ease with whieh the har- 
bor may be entered; its spacious and commodions bay, in 
which a large fleet inay be manenvered ; its protection from 
il winds, as wellas trom sudden incursions from an enemy 3 
its position about equi distant from either end of the lake, 
by which it could afford prompt assistance to any point, all 
combine to characterize it as a highly favorable site for a 
naval depot. It can also be well defended by works'upon 
the heights to the east and west of the entrance, to which 
the pier heads, properly modified, might be made powerful 
auxiliaries.” 


The report upon the present condition of the 
iers the Government has constructed at this har- 
or, holds the following language: 


t“ After the great Jength of time whieh has elapsed since 
the piers were constructed, itis hardiy necessary tosay, that 
they are much decayed from the water line and above; be- 
ing made of timber cribs, loaded with stone, they now need 
extensive repairs. The officer in charge of the work, re- 
ports that the working season heing far advanced when he 
arrived there, he had to confine his operations to the west- 
erm and most exposed pier. A portion of it contiguous to 
the beach, had settled very much on the lake side. The 
planks being decayed and broken, or torn off and much of 
the loading of the cribs washed out. And on further exam- 
ination it was found that many of the lower timbers were 
much decayed. 

“The eastern pier being much sheltered by the one on 
the west, was not considered as requiring snch immediate 
attention. Fts condition, however, is very precarious, and 
the pier head has been seriously injured. The planks have 
been swept off, as well as one of the courses of timbers, and 
the stene in many places swept ont. 

“ Big Sodus, about twenty-five miles from Oswego. This 
is an extremely fine bay, of great capacity and depth.” 


The Department recommends $15,000 as neces- 
sary to keep these works in repair. This harbor 
is by far the most important harbor, touching 
any naval operations that may ever transpire upon 
that lake, that there is upon it. It is from five to’ 
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six. miles long, and from one to two anda half | 
miles wide. | 

‘The Government, at an early day, seeing the | 
importance of securing and protecting this harbor į 
so that it might be available to it, laid out $143,000 
in-constructing piers about a mile. long for its pro- 
tection. Those piers are now in acondition which 
venders itabsolutely necessary that there should be 
a small sum appropriated to preserve them from 
destruction. The sum contained in my amend- 
ment, is the sum reported by the Department as 
now necessary. This fine harbor has been aban- 
doned by the Committee on Commerce without 
reasonand against right, and it is the duty of this 
House to provide for its preservation. ‘The com- 
mittee has gone fifteen miles east to begin a new 
work, of which they know nothing, and which, 
though the very place has been surveyed, the Gov- 
ernment has never recommended asa harbor at all. 
The course of the committee isnot worthy of sup- | 
por There are light-houses at Big Sodus; and the 

eacon light at the head of the pier is in imminent 

danger of being lost, in consequence of the state | 
of the pier where it stands. The abandonment of 
this harbor is little else than to abandon the com- 
merce of all the central part of the lake. As I have 
but five minutes, I cannot go into all the detail of | 
its importance, but } can say every interest of com- 
merce demands its improvement; and if it is de- | 
feated, { intend the responsibility of itedefeat shall j 
rest, where it belongs, with the Committee on 
Commerce and those who are sustaining it—the | 
Democratic majority in this House. [ask a vote. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am opposed to the 
amendment proposed by thegentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Sackurr.] Looking over this bill 
of more than a million, we find that the improve- 

-ments along New York are as thick as mile-posts | 
along a public road. l think they have had l 
enough. When I look into this bill and see that | 
they get over $200,000, and see that the great valley i 
of the Mississippi gets but the same amount—a | 
few thousand more—I think that gentlemen from į 
New York ought to be satisfied. That is my 
opinion about. it. 

Mr. DEAN. lam satisfied. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no doubt of it. 
The gentleman who has proposed that amend- 
ment by which he is to get $15,000 to Little Sodus | 
or Big Sodus, does not seem to be in the same fix 
as my friend near me. It is to his amendment I 
am speaking, and not to my friend near me, who 
has got all he wants, | have no doubt, and would 
have had more if he wanted it. The Hudson gets | 
$50,000, which is the best navigable stream in the ; 
world, with but a single obstruction in it; and I: 
have no doubt they could get $50,000 every year 
to the end of time if they demanded it. Why, 
the West have nothing—really nothing, and yet 
gentlemen are urging their amendments here to 
increase the amount which their State gets. 

Mr, CABELL, of Florida. We have been 
here five and a half hours, and I move that the 
committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Sacxerr’s 
amendment, and being put, was not agreed to. | 

Mr. WALBRIDGE moved the following | 
amendment: | 

At the end of line one hundred and eighty, on the eighth i 
page, insert : } 

For the preservation and improvement of the pier at Great 
Sodus Bay, Wayne county, New York, $10,060. 

Mr. W. said: This appropriation is not asked 
for the purpose of commencing any improvement, 
but to preserve a work which the Government 
have already been to a large expense in erecting. 
It is conceded, sir, and the reports show it, if you 
will look through them, that this harbor at Great 
Sodus Bay, is one of the most important harbors 
upon Lake Ontario. And as a harbor of refuge, 
(io say nothing of the business and commerce of 
the village situated there,) it is of almost incalcu- 
lable importance to those engaged in navigating |j 
those waters. The Government have expended 
there about $140,000. The works, I believe, are 
built principally of wood, and it is a number of 
years since they were erected. They areno doubt 
somewhat decayed and dilapidated, and I under- 
stand that a week ago last Sabbath night, a small 
portion of the pier, in a gale that took place at that | 
time, was carried away. : Iam informed bya gen- 
tleman of that place, and I have his letter to that | 


| before, giving tothe storms a greater destructive power on 


|| length, will be swept away, leaving the harbor entireiy un- 


effect, that the work for the distance of about half | 


a mile willbe liable to be carried off, unless the 
work is protected. I desire, sir, to read an ex- 
tract from a letter which I have received, which | 
shows the condition of this work: i 

« Great Sodus Bay, as you well know, is, by universal 
consent, admitted to be the best“harbor on the northern 
frontier. ` 

«These improvements long since suffered much from 
natural decay, through lapse of time, and need an appro- 
priation for necessary repair, and the more urgently as the 
Jake is higher this season than it has beenin fourteen years 


the rotten and dilapidated piers than in low water of ordt- i 
nary seasons, 

«There is great danger that unless repairs be made before 
winter, nearly the entire east pier, of about half a mile in | 


sheltered from easterly storms, and rendering necessary a 
great outlay for rebuilding. 

“ {t certainly cannot be the intention of the Government 
to adopt the ‘penny wise and pound foolish’ policy of 
going into heavy outlay for new works, and leave those al- 
ready constructed to perish for want of slight repairs. 

«Mr. Samuel Cole, disbursing agent for the Per | 
fice, has been recently at the point, and haviug visited the į 
piers and inspected their condition, I refer you to himasa 
competent witness ; but since he saw them, on Sunday night 
last the sea made a breach through the east pier, although | 
the blow was by no means a heavy one, and nothing to H 
compare with the storms of fall and winter, reinforced with 
floating ice”? i 

Now, sir, my view in relation to this matter is, 
that for the purpose of saving to the Government | 
what they will necessarily have to expend if they 
suffer this to remain as it is, it is better to make a 
small appropriation—say of $10,000—for the pur- 
pose of preserving this work, than to suffer it to 
be carried away, and the harbor to become entirely. 
useless. That harbor is very essential and im- ! 
portant to persons who navigate that lake. It is 
one that concerns the commerce of the country; 
and if it should be destroyed, those who carry on 
commerce upon that lake may suffer to a great | 
extent. Prudence and economy require that the | 
appropriation should be made. | 

The question was then put upon Mr. War- | 
pRIDGE’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. | 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved that j 
the committee rise. | 

The motion was not agreed to. i 

Mr. EVANS moved the following amendment: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Ilinois, the 
Cumberland, and the Tennessee rivers, each, $15,000. 

Mr. E. said: 1 do not intend to make a speech. | 
I want, as an eastern man, to offer something for | 
the western country. I hope the amendment will | 


be adopted. . 

‘The question was then taken upon Mr. Evans’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. | 

Mr. SACKETT obtained the floor. | 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I wish to 
inquire of the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce, whether there is not a law now in 
force, and whether it is tiot in his recollection, | 
that the gentleman who served in the last Con- 
gress from the Oswego district, (Mr. Duer,) ob- 
tained the passage of a law authorizing the levy- | 
ing of a tonnage duty at that port? 

"The CHAIRMAN. These remarks are out of 
order; the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sacr- 
ETT] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. SACKETT moved the following amend- | 
ment: 

Yor the improvement of the harbor at Pultneyville, on | 
Lake Ontario, 310,000. . 

Mr. S. said: The Committee on Commerce | 
have adopted the idea of abandoning old and im- | 
portant works and taking up new ones. | 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise toa question of order. į 
The gentleman is commenting upon the course 
pursued by the committee. i 

Mr. SACKETT. I think the committee de- 
serve it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to the amendment, 

Mr. SACKETT. That is precisely what I in- l 
tend to do. This harbor is situated about twelve ' 
miles from the mouth of the Genesee river, and 
is most convenient and important as a harbor 
upon Lake Ontario. To illustrate its importance 
I will state that the committee in their report have | 
abandoned the only good harbor upon that lake, 
where the Governmenthas expended $143,000, and | 
picked up a new work fifteen miles the other way j 
from the one that I am now proposing, and which 
has never been recommended by the Government į 
in any way whatever, on account of its import- | 
ance as a harbor of refuge. The harbor Iam now | 
proposing to improve may be made a good harbor, | 


and ought to be improved. Itis of more, vastly 
more importance than Little Sodus, where the 
committee has recommended $10,000. 

The question was. then taken upon Mr. Sacr- 
ETT’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EWING moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK proposed the following amend- 
ment: 

For repairing the pier and continuing the improvement 
of the harbor of Port Ontario, Lake Ontario, New York, 
$10,009. 

Mr. B. said: 1 offer this amendment, Mr. Chair- 
man, not with any view of embarrassing the pas- 
sage of this bill—a bill which I regard as one of the 
most important and useful measures which has 
received the consideration of this House during the 
present session. Knowing the impatience of the 
committee, I only ask for a minute or two. I be- 
lieve there ismeritin my amendment, which should 
secure for it the favorable action of this commit- 
tee, 

This Government hasalready expended $50,000, 
or thereabouts, upon this improvement, and, al- 
though it was left in an unfinished state, the har- 
bor was made accessible and useful to the com- 
merce of the lake. 

It was a leading object of the Government in 
making this improvement in the outset, to makea 
good and safe harbor of refuge in bad weather at 
a point where such a harbor was greatly needed. 
That object was accomplished, and, in addition, 
the improvement had the effect to increase con- 
siderably the commerce and navigation of this 
lake, as well asto make it more secure. 

Though the construction of a railroad in the 
vicinity within the last year has impaired the 
business of this place, itis still the depot of a con- 
siderable amount of property for shipment on the 
lake; sufficient to make it worthy of note in con- 
sidering the propriety of protecting the Govern- 
ment works at this point. 

This harbor is situated at the mouth of Salmon 
river, a river which empties into Lake Ontario, 
not far from midway between Oswego and Sack- 
ett’s Harbor, and it is the only port which a ves- 
sel of ordinary draught of water can make or en- 
ter, between those two places, which, by the shore 
line, are between fifty and sixty miles apart. This 
coast, between Oswego and Sackett’s Harbor, is 
very much exposed in bad. weather, and has 


|| proved fatal to many vessels and their crews be- 


fore this improvement was commenced. A sad 
wreck of a fine ship, and the loss of the passen- 
gers and crew, on this coast, in 1835, had much in- 
fluence in inducing the Government to commence 
this work in 1836. 

The estimate submitted by the War Department 
to this Congress for this improvement is $20,000; 
but, appreciating the importance of making this 
billa moderate one, 1 ask for only $10,000, one 
half of the estimate—a sum little, if any, above 
the amount required to repair and secure from 
entire destruction the present Government works, 

I know, sir, from personal examination, the 
condition of the pier built at this point by the Gov- 
ernment, and know it to be in a dilapidated: and 


|| ruinous condition, and liable in every storm upon 


the lake to further serious injury, if not entire 
destruction. 

Mr. Chairman, it isas a harbor of refuge mainly, 
that I urge this small appropriation for this work 
—a work of great importance to the already large 
and rapidly-increasing commerce of Lake Ontario. 
I sincerely hope my amendment will be adopted. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. BAs- 
cock’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. EWING moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. SCHOONMAKER. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

For the removal of the bar at the mouth of the river Ron- 
dout, in the State of New York, $20,900. 

Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, I propose this 
amendmentin compliance with the request of some 
of my constituents. It proposes to remove the 
bar from a stream out of which in 185] plied reg- 
ularly twelve steamboats, fifty sail vessels, and 
fifty barges. During the season of navigation in 
that year over seven thousand five hundred sail 
vessels and barges cleared from and were loaded 
in that stream, and the commerce of the stream is 
constantly increasing. 


Mr. HART. I would inquire of the gentleman 
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if the river was not previously known as Eso 
creek ? 

Mr. SCHOONMAKER. Yes, sir. 

The question was then. taken on Mr. Scuoon- | 
MAKER’s amendment, and it was rejected. i 

Mr. EWING. I move that the committee 
rise, and I-demand tellers upon that motion. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and upon a divis- 
ion, there were—ayes 6, noes 117. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. EVANS. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

For the improvement of Queenstown creek, Maryland, | 
$3,000. 

Mr. Chairman, a large number of persons in į 
Maryland are interested in this work. Ido not; 
design to detain the committee at this time, but I | 
trust the amendment may be adopted. 

The question wasthen taken upon Mr. Evans’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. BOWIE. I offer the following amend- 


pus | 


ment: 
For removing the obstructions in the channel ofthe river 
Potomac, between the Long Bridge and the Aqueduct at 


Georgetown, and at the mouth of the Eastern Branch, 
$25,000. 

Mr. Chairman, all are aware that the city of 
Georgetown sustained very great injury by the 
freshet this last spring in consequence of these ob- | 
structions. Itis said, upon the best authority, | 
that the town suffered damage of not less than 
$60,000 or $70,000. This results, as I am in- | 
formed, by the construction of piers to the Long ` 
Bridge, and I think it no more than justice that 
some change should be made now. That bridge 
has been removed by act of Providence. In ad- 
dition to this, I am told that there is a bar at the 
mouth of the Eastern Branch, which prevents ves- | 
sels of great tonnage coming up to Washington, : 
and up to the navy-yard, over that bar, on the 
other side of which there are twenty feet of water. į 
The improvement I ask for here is of great im- | 
portance to Government, as well as the citizens of 
this District. I hope that, as they are not repre- | 
sented upon this floor, that we will take them 
under our peculiar charge, and protect their inter- 
ests. 

Mr. DURKEE said: Mr. Chairman, I have 
been greatly surprised while listening to arguments 
made use of by gentlemen in opposing the passage 
of this bill. ] allude to remarks made by honor- 
able gentlemen representing important sections of | 
the West. To me it appears that in this matter 
some of my western friends have not exercised 
that sagacity and good judgment which usually 
mark their public conduct. They complain that 
New York, Boston, and other Atlantic cities re- 
ceive more than their share in this appropriation; 
that great injustice is done to western rivers, and | 
that they will vote against the bill, unless it be ! 
amended so as to meet their views. Sir, admit į 
that-these complaints are well founded, it does not 
follow that the interests of the West require its 
Representatives to oppose the bill. Appropria- 
tions that are actually needed for the removal of 
obstructions in the harbors of our large importing 
cities, or the removal of obstructions in the Hud- 
son river, against which so much has been said, 
are beneficial to the West as well as to the East. 
The improvement of the Hudson river, and of all 
the harbors on the great lakes, will certainly less- 
en the insurance and freight on goods passing over 
this route. When goods can be shipped from 
New York to Chicago for five dollars per ton, in- 
stead of fifteen, they will of course come that 
much cheaper to the consumer, and the value of 
produce shipped in return, necessarily enhanced 
m western markets. This argument, too, holds 
good in regard to appropriations for improving 
the mouth of the Mississippi. The removal of 
these obstructions benefits all the States lying on 
this great river and its tributaries. I hope, there- | 
fore, that gentlemen will pause and weigh the sub- 
ject well before they shall finally determine to give 
their influence against this measure, whether it 
may or may not, be so amended as to meet their 
views. 

There are other objections, Mr. Chairman, 
made against this bill. Gentlemen say they have 
scruples about the power of Congress to make | 
such appropriations. But without entering upon 
a constitutional question, it strikes me as sufficient 
for our. present purpose, to know that the General 
Government is in possession, and has sole juris- 


! 
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diction of these harbors and rivers; that Congress 
has deprived the States of all authority to raise a 
revenue by way of tonnage duty for their improve- 


| ment, and is therefore bound by the strongest pos- |; 


sible obligations to make. such improvements as 


transportation of merchandise. 

Sir, there is no getting away from this conclu- 
sion; for the General Government to hold. poses- 
sion and do nothing itself, nor let the States, is 
indeed acting the part of the “ dog in the manger.” 
This has been the policy for several years, at the 
sacrifice of thousands of valuable lives and an im- 
mense loss of property. 


grossly neglected by the Government. 
ter per cent. on this large amount, expended an- 


and navigation, whereas we lose a much larger 
amount every year for the want of these improve- 
ments, 

Sir, the people are beginning to inquire how this 


may! Look at the immense sums misapplied 
by Congress. Two years ago, we appropriated 
$10,000,000 for the purchase of Texas scrip, at a 
par calculation, when it was worth only ten cents 
ou the dollar. We have paid, during the last 


We 


sustain a monopoly in ocean steam navigation, 
thus depriving the people of all the ad vantages that 


ocean postage. 
appropriate public funds so liberally for the benefit 
of private corporations and individerals, have ter- 
rible misgivings about lending their support to a 
small harbor bill for the protection of a commerce 
of such magnitude. Sir, this surely is ‘ straining 


neglect, by the Government, of the lives and prop- 
erty of its people, and this profligate expenditure 
of the public funds, is to continue, and the great 
commercial interests of the country finally aban- 
doned, I cannot see why the people should not in 
their turn abandon and dispense with such a Gov- 
ernment. For what is the possible advantage to 
them in paying $50,000,000 a year, if they receive 
not the least equivalent in return ? 

Mr. Chairman, it would be well for us to call to 
mind, in this discussion, the origin and history of 
this Government. It was for the protection of 
commerce, and the lives of those engaged in it, that 
it was called into being. Great Britain infringed 
on the Jaws of a Jegitimate trade in America, the 
States formed an alliance to resist these aggressions; 
this was the origin of the Federal Government. 
We had no other necessity for its creation—we 
have no other for its continuance. 
ernments are competent to protect and maintain all 
our civil and political rights, except those involved 
in commercial relations. If, then, the Federal 
Government is to disown all care and responsibil- 
ity over four fifths of the whole commerce of the 
country, and refuse to give up its jurisdiction over 
harbors and rivers to the States immediately con- 
nected with these interests, it will become neces- 
sary for the people to provide a remedy for such 
grievances, and let me tell gentlemen they will not 
fail to doit. Sir, let Congress pass this bill, and 
extend its fostering care over this immense accu- 
mulation of American industry, at Jeast till some 
better method shall be instituted for such protec- 
tion. 

Mr. WARD. [offer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 

For the improvement of the Cumberland river, $25,000. 


T thank the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
CHANDLER] for the lecture which he has given me 
| for my pertinacity in urging the necessity of im- 
provements for western rivers. I urged them from 
a consideration of their vast importance, and I 
think that they are worthy the consideration of 
this House. 
I now propose ought to be adopted. 2 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the honorable gentleman. Is this the same 
Cumberland river? [Laughter.] 


Mr. WARD. {Identically the same, and one 
well worthy of your consideration and mine. 


are necessary for the safety of human life and the |: 


Our internal commerce ; 
i| amounts to $800,000,000 annually, and yet is thus 
One quar- `: 


nually upon our harbors and rivers, would, in a: 
few years, put them in good condition for refuge |; 


$50,000,000 is yearly expended—and well they i 


twenty years, $10,000,000 to officers of the Navy, ! 
| who have not been employed on service. 
have paid, or agreed to pay, about $20,000,000 to | 
Wall street speculators, the effect of which is to , 


might otherwise accrue from competition and cheap | 
Yet gentlemen that could vote to | 


at gnats, and swallowing camels.” If this gross | 


The State gov- | 


Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to makea speech. i 


I believe that the amendment which | 


Mr. EWING moved that the committee. rise. 

The question was then taken, and it was deci- 
ded in the negative. 

The amendment to the amendment, was dis- 
|; agreed to. ia 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bow1e’s. 
amendment, and it was rejected. . 

Mr. FLORENCE. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


For the improvement of the Delaware. river, commencing 
at a point opposite Pine street, in the city of Philadel- 
phia, extending along. the said river the entire front of the 
district of Southwark, and thence to-the southern line ot 
thetownship of Passyunk, in the: first Congressional dis- 
trict of Pennsylvania, being the points of the northern and 
: southern boundaries of the eastern line of sag district, or 
as much further north or south as competent engineers may 
designate after such actual and careful survey as may be 
proper, to deepen the channel of said Delaware river, so as 
; to secure a sufficient depth of water to enable the authori- 
ties intrusted with the duty, to securely harbor and safely 
: dock any United States vessel-of-war of the tonnage of the 
` largest ship-of-the line upon the United States dry-dock at 

the United States navy- yard, in the county of Philadelphia, 
` and to facilitate this purpose, the extension of the wharf 
i: line be authorized, as much further out as may be deemed 

proper to build a pier, by which the purpose indicated may 

:| be attained, $50,000. : 
| Mr. Chairman, I submit this amendment in 
good faith, because it is of the utmost importance, 
ar 
fi 


ie 


nd will be advantageous to my constituents, the 
rst object nearest my heart. ‘Whether thisamend- 
ment is passed or not, I deem it proper to say F in- 
end to vote for the bill now before the committee., 
The self-evident necessity of the improvement I 
suggest, opposite the city of Philadelphia, is so 
strongly impressed upon my mind that I need say 
but little in its favor; but for that I ask the ear and 
attention of the committee. ‘There is not now a 
sufficient depth of water for the purpose of se- 
curely docking “a ship-of the-line”’ at the United 
States navy-yard, Philadelphia. An appropria- 
tion of $50,000 will be sufficient to enable us to 
; deepen the channel, and by that means to securely 
i dock a ship-of-the-line. This will, in the accom- 
| plishment, give employment to a large number of 
| clever, frugal, and industrious people living in my 
i district. That is the impelling motive which in- 
| duces me to offer thisamendment. With the dec- 
| laration of this fact, and with the reasons I offer, 
| which to my mind are clearly irresistible, } earn- 
| estly hope that an amendment of so much conse- 
j| quence as this is, of so much advantage to my 
| constituents, of so much importance to the United 
| States, in securing the use of the United States 
i dry-dock, a work which cost the large sum of 
| $842,000 to construct-—l repeat, sir, I earnestly 
hope the sum named in the amendment may be 
| appropriated. I want to make the United States 
| navy-yard at Philadelphia a favorite place with the 
| Government for the employment of our skillful 
: artisans and mechanics. , 
| TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman’s remarks 
_ are out of order. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Very well, sir, I will not 
| detain the committee longer. I desire a vote upon 
i| the amendment I have offered to hasten on busi+ 
i! ness. I may say, however, again, that whether 
|| it is passed or not, I shall support the bill making 
| appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 
| harbors, now under consideration. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish-to inquire 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Fror- 
ENCE,] if this amendment is to make an appropri- 
j ation to prevent Pea Patch Island from washing 
| away? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will offer an amendment, 
if the gentleman will vote for it, to build a fort 
there. At all events, I will be gratified if the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jonps} will vote for 
the amendment I have offered. He will aid in 


i 


passed. i 
: The question was taken on the amendment of. 
Mr. FLorexce, and decided in the negative. 

Mr. STRATTON offered the following amend- 
ment: 
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For the erection of a breakwater on Crow Shoal, at 
Cape May roads, New Jersey, $100,000. 

Mr. Chairman, it is not my intention to make a 
five-minutes speech on theamendment | have just 
offered, but 1 desire to say that no proposition 
contained in- the bill before the committee, is, in 
my judgment, more deserving their approval. 

The attention of Congress was a few years since 
called to the importance of the proposed work, by 
resolutions of the State of New Jersey, and nu- 
merous petitions of citizens of that State, engaged 
in the coasting trade. : 

A survey of Cape May roads, includintig Crow 
Shoal, was made under instructions of the Secre- 
tary of War, by Major Bache, of the Topograph- 
ical Engineer Corps. His report shows that the 
proposed. break water can be advantageously con- 
structed, and that it will afford great security to 
the trade intended to be protected. 

The Committee on Commerce in their report, 
say that they have carefully examined the subject, 
which is important from its involving the protec- 
tion of fife and property, and that the practica- 
bility of erecting this work, is fully shown by the 
able report of the engineer. 

The reportof the engineer shows that the “ com- 
“merce of the Delaware is carried on through two 
t channels communicating with the sea. The 
€ main, or ship channel, enters by Cape Henlopen, 
t and is capable of receiving vessels of the largest 
‘class; the New England channel, by Cape May, 
*is limited to a- draft of twelve feet.” Vessels 
passing through the first-named channel, are pro- 
tected ‘by the breakwater near Cape Henlopen. 
To protect the trade passing through the latter, is 
the object of erecting the proposed breakwater. 

“The Cape Fenlopen channel is generally used 
‘by the foreign trade, and by the coasting trade 
‘south of the Delaware, while the Cape May 
‘channel is preferred by the coasting trade east of 
‘the Delaware, 

“The great increase of this trade has greatly 
“increased the necessity of this work,” 

The committee, in closing their report, say ‘that 
‘influenced by a sense of duty to afford every 
* proper protection to prevent loss of life, to protect 
‘the great and increasing trade passing through 
*this channel, and by the various considerations 
€ presented in their report—in their opinion this 
t work shonld be erected.” 

The question was then taken on Mr. Srrar- 
ron’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. HOW, of New York. I offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

For continaing the improvements at the harbor of Big 
Sodus, county of Wayne, and State of New York, and for 
repuirs of the same, 412,000. 

The qnestion was then taken on Mr. How’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr, ASELE. Toffer the following amendment: 

And he it further enacted, That the commissioners of the 
town of Wilmington, North Carolina, be authorized to levy 
and collect a tonnage duty, not exceeding four cents per 
ton, upon all vessels not less than sixty tons, for the pur- 
pose of clearing out the obstructions in the mouth of Cape 
Fear river, and that to efect that purpose the said commis- 
sioners to pledge the receipts from the said tonnage duty 
ta pay the interest or principal on any loan they may effect 
for that purpose: Provided, That the Legislature of North 
Carolina, at its next session, order and authorize such a 
tonnage duty. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. Thatamendment is not ger- 
mane to the hill, and therefore not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has previously 
entertained a motion of that kind, and he consid- 
ers it as in order, 

Mr. ASHE. My friend from New York [Mr. 
Seymour] cannot see anything in order but what 
is consistent with his own notions. I havea few 
remarks to make upon thisamendment. On yes- 
terday I offered an amendment, in which I ex- 
plained, in a very few words, the difficulties under 
which the town of Wilmington labored—the first 
town in the State of North Carolina, and the most 
enterprising one in the whole South. These dif- 
ficulties were laid before the Committee on Com- 
merce. ‘They were informed of the fact that all 
the improvements in North Carolina concentrated 
at that single point, and that the bar in the river 
there has been gradually filling up, until now there 
are only eight or nine feet of water. These facts 
I am authorized to state upon the authority of 
Professor Bache and others, who have examined 
the work. i 

This amendment asks no privilege of the Gov- 
ernment but what was granted to the city of Sa- 
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vannah, in Georgia, fifty odd years ago for the 
removal of similar obstructions. 

Now, sir, it is proposed to cut off my State 
from all the benefits of this bill because, forsooth, 
I am not one of those Democrats who will vote 
for this thing and that thing, and everything, and 
because I will not vote for this bill. I have been 
asked if I will vote for this bill. As an honest 
man, I cannot vote for it, but asan honest Rep- || 
resentative, I ask this House to allow the city of 
Wilmington to tax its own tonnage, in order to 
remove the obstructions which have been put there 
your Government to protect your fortifications, 
and which fill up the only harbor that is of any 
consequence to that town. I ask you, as a favor 
to the people of Wilmington, not to expend Gov- 
ernment money, but to allow them, by and with 
the consent of the Legislature of North Carolina, 
to levy tonnage duties which will operate against 
themselves, in order to raise money to put them- 
selves ina better position. The request is reason- | 
able and just, and now that the magic spell which 
prohibited all amendments has been broken, and 
several important amendments have been ingrafted | 
on the bill, I hope the committee will not refuse 
it, but will grant us this mere act of justice to en- 
able us to survive at least until another Congress 
can be elected. Task for tellers on the amend- | 
ment. | 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. VENABLE 
and McNar were appointed. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Asur’s 
amendment; and the tellers reported—ayes 65, 
noes 64. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. Is it in order for me to move 
to amend the amendment which has just been 
adopted? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment has been 
adopted, but an anendment to come in at the end 
of it would be in order. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, moved to amend 
the following item of the bill: 

“ For removing the raft of Red river, $50,000,” 


by adding thereto the following: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War be authorized to 
contract for keeping the channel of Red river open at the 
point now obstructed by raft for one year atter the removal 
thereof. 

Mr. M. said: I will not detain the committee 
one minute, but I feel the necessity of this amend- 
ment in order to make the appropriation at all 
effective. It is absolutely necessary that these 
obstructions should be kept out for a year or two 
after they are removed, otherwise they will imme- 
diately re-form. These obstructions are composed 
of drift timber, that floats down the river and stops 
at this point, where it is narrower than it is above; 
and, if itis kept open for a year or two, the cur- 
vent of the river will cut out its own channel, so 
as to make it perfectly clear, as has been done be- 
low this point. The raft originally existed about 
one hundred and sixty miles below where it at 
present exists, but that portion of the river is now 
perfectly navigable. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Moore’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. I propose to add to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Asue,]} which has just been adopted: 

And the same privileges are granted to the State of New 
York that are granted to the State of North Carolina. 

I offer that amendment for the purpose of 
making a few remarks. I do not propose to resist 
the amendmentof the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina any further here, but to meet it in the House. 
One of the very purposes for which the Constitu- 
tion was formed, was to prevent this rivalry of | 
ports, to prevent undue tonnage being levied at one | 
port different from that which might be levied at 
another. That was one of the great objects in the 
formation of the Constitution. The amendment 
which this committee has adopted gives to the city 
of Wilmington power to levy tonnage duties, not 
only on her own commerce, but on the commerce 
of New York, Maryland, South Carolina, and all 
other parts of the United States. It vests the 
State of North Carolina with the absolute power 
of doing this. If a like privilege is given to the 
State of New York, it will be within our power to 
tax the whole commerce of the United States to 
any extent our State Legislature may will, and 
thus to have the whole commerce of the United 
States subservient to our State legislation, — 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Do it. 

Mr. BROOKS. Why, if we were to tax our 
immense commerce one sixteenth part of a cent, 
we should raise an enormous revenue—enough to 


| carry on our Government. The principle is wrong; 


but if the privilege is given to. Wilmington, it 
must be given to all the ports on the Mississippi 
and Ohio. 


Mr. ASHE. Iask the gentleman if it has not 


| been given to Savannah and to Baltimore? 


Mr. BROOKS. I know of but one case in` 
which it has ever been granted, and that was to 
Baltimore. It was refused to Oswego at the last 
session of Congress. å 


Mr. ASHE. It has been granted to Savan- 
nah. 
Mr. DEAN. Irise to a question of order. I 


submit whether it is in order for my colleague to 
speak in opposition to his own amendment? 

Mr. BROOKS. lam not doing so. I am ar- 
guing to show that if this privilege is granted to 
Wilmington, or any other city, it must be granted 
to New York, also. I am arguing to show the 
immense benefit which we might derive from ton- 
nage duties of this sort levied by our people upon 
the commerce of the United States. But f did not 
rise to delay the action of the committee on this 
bill. 1 merely rose to call attention to the prin- 
ciple involved in the amendment of the gentleman 
from North Carolina. Ihave no doubt we can 
defeat it in the House, or vote it down on the yeas 


i 
| and nays. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I entirely disagree 
with the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Brooks] in respect to this question of the tonnage 
duty, and as to the history of the adoption of the 
clause in the Constitution in respect to it. If the 


| gentleman will look into the history of the forma- 


tion of the Constitution, he will find that that priv- 
ilege was granted with express reference to these 
improvements, and the contemporaneous exposi- 


| tions of the Constitution bear out the history of 


that formation in this respect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, and no doubt 
the committee, would probably like to hear the 
remarks of the gentleman from Virginia, but the 
Chair must remind the gentleman that he is speak- 
ing in favor of the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, sir, I desire simply to 
state one fact. The gentleman from New York 
says that the city of Baltimore is the only one to 
which this privilege has been extended. Now, 
one of the earliest acts of the Government was to 
authorize the laying of a tonnage duty, for the 
purpose of removing an obstruction from the Sa- 
vannah river, in the State of Georgia, and that act 
was renewed for many successive sessions, and at 
that day no man in Congress believed that the 
General Government had any authority to remove 
that obstruction in any other way than by author- 
izing the State to levy a tonnage duty. 

Mr. FLOYD. Isit in order to offer a substi- 
tute to my colleague’s amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN, Itis in order, 

Mr. FLOYD. I offer the following substitute: 

The consent of Congress is hereby granted and declared 
to the passage and operation of any law which any State 


shail hereafter pass, to laya duty of tonnage, for the pur- 
pose of improving the harbors and rivers in such State. 


The amendment which I have had the honor to 
submit, is in phraseology in accordance with the 
Constitution and the acts heretofore passed by 
Congress. From 1790 to 1850, there have been 
no less than thirty-six laws passed by Congress, 
giving its consent to different States to lay tonnage 
duties for particular improvements and for speci- 
fied time. Acts of that description have been 
passed for the States of Massachusetts, Rhode 
island, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Virginia, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and Alabama; 
so that there is nothing new in the principle of the 
proposition which I now make to this committee. 
Itis merely making it a general proposition instead 
of limiting it to a particular city, or to a particular 
port for a specified time. 

In regard to the Constitution, I think my hon- 
orable colleague (Mr. Brooxs] was mistaken in 
the view he expressed. Mr. Madison says the 
right of laying tonnage duties was reserved by 
the States, subject to the consent of Congress, for 
the express purpose that the different States might 
lay tonnage duties to improve their harbors. Such 
is the commentary of Mr. Madison upon this 
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clause of the Constitution; and in corroboration 
of that there is this fact, that for thirty years after 
the formation of the Constitution, this right was 
never asserted or exercised by Congress. The 
danger of which my honorable colleague seems to 


be afraid, consists in this; that one State will lay | 


tonnage duties which will be injurious to the com- 
mercial interest. 

Now, in my opinion, you cannot havea better 
guarantee than the particular interest of each State 
that it will not lay an improper or oppressive duty 
which will embarrass commerce in its own ports, 
in addition to which Congress can prevent any 
abuse of this right by withdrawing its consent. It 
is not intended by this proposition to affect the 
other portions of this bill, nor do I anticipate that 
it will have that effect; but [ am fully impressed 
with the belief that this power may be better and 
more wisely exercised by the States than it ever 
has been by the General Government. My col- 
league—the chairman of the Committee on Com- 


merce [Mr. Szymour]—has already informed the | 


committee that so uncertain are these appropria- 


tions by the General Government that many of | 


the rivers and channels have been made worse 
rather than better by the improvements which 
have been commenced. Now, if they are under- 
taken and carried on by the States, they may be 
commenced and carried on with a certainty of rev- 


enue arising from these tonnage duties, and with | 


some sort of system which may, perhaps, result 
in good. I am informed by gentlemen upon the 
Ohio river thatit is a question whether much more 
harm has not been done upon that river than good, 
by the works which have been commenced there. 

Mr. CARTTER. I am opposed to the last 
amendment. Without entering into a discussion 
of the constitutional power, and without reference 


to its history, it is enough for me to know that | 


the Federal Government has been engaged ever 


since its existence in making appropriations for | 
opening up its external commerce, and I am op- | 


posed to delivering up into the hands of the State 
of New York or any other State this power. 
Mr. ASHE. I beg leavetoask my friend from 


Ohio when this system commenced by the Gen- | 


eral Government? 

Mr. CARTTER. It commenced with the very 
existence of the Federal Government. 

Mr. ASHE. For man 
appropriations of this kind by the Federal Gov- 
ernment. I think the gentleman will find that the 
gentleman from New York is right in his state- 
ments in reference to this matter. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object to this amendment 
especially, for the reason that one solitary State 
in this Union now forms the gateway to nearly all 
the commerce of the nation; and especially to all 
the commerce of the great West. I protest against 
the principle that will deliver up to the State of 
New York the power of determining what duties 


shall be imposed upon the commerce of the West. | 


Why, sir, the history of the State of New York 
is a history of subsidy upon the part of the west- 
ern States to her support. 
her internal improvements. We have supported 
her government, and this proposition, if carried 
into effect, would serve to bring us into the same 
subordination in reference to our external com- 
merce. Her harbors are now prepared for free 
trade with all the earth—all the oceans of the 
earth; and now to deliver into her hands the 
power of levying a tribute upon the commerce 
which must pass that gateway, would be a folly 
in legislation against which ] enter my protest. 

The question now being upon the amendment 
to the amendment, 

Mr. FLOYD demanded tellers; but they were 
not ordered. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
do now rise. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Froyp’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Brooxs’s 
amendment, and being taken, the amendment was 
not agreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Sraniy’s 
substitute to the whole bill, [heretofore published 
in the Globe.] 

Mr. STANLY. Lhope the question will now 
be taken upon that substitute without further de- 
bate. 


I move that the committee 


years there were no | 


We have constructed | 


{Loud cries of ‘* Question !’’ ‘* Question !”’} 
Mr. STANLY demanded tellers; which were 


ordered; and Messrs. Brooxs and CHANDLER | 


were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 47, noes 85. 

So the substitute was not agreed to. 

Mr. YATES. J offer the following amend- 
ment, upon which I call for tellers: 

For the improvement of the navigation of the Ilinois 
river, $25,000. 

“Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment; and it was not agreed to—ayes 7, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. CARTTER. I move that the committee 
do now rise and report the bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
strike out all of the bill after the enacting clause. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Irise to a question of 
order. I submit that it is not in order, after the 
bill has been read through by sections and has 


been amended, and after a substitute for the whole | 


bill has been offered and rejected, to amend the 


bill or alter it in any manner except by offering | 


an additional and independent section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is 
not in order to go back and insert an amendment 
in any portion of the bill. ‘The committee have 
passed upon this bill, and it is not in order to in- 
sert an amendment into any part thereof. The 


point was made, the Chair recollects, when the | 
bounty land bill was under discussion. The Chair į 


then so decided. An appeal was taken, and the 
decision of the Chair was sustained by the com- 
mittee. 


Mr. WARD offered the following amendment: | 


For the improvement of the navigation of the Cumber- 
land river, $30,000, 


Mr. W. said: Mr. Chairman, I desire to urge, 
as a parting admonition, upon the friends of inter- 


nal improvement, this my last appeal, before I | 
place myself in the ranks to which I have never | 
y attached myself upon this particular subject. | 


ut, sir, my district has rights—— 
Mr. CA 


TTER. 
der. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself to the explanation of his particular 
amendment. 

Mr. WARD. I am in order, and intend to 
apply my remarks. 

Mr. CARTTER. I insist upon.my point of 
order. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself to the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER. He is talking about politi- 
cal alliances. 

Mr. WARD. The interest involved in that 


T rise to a question of or- 


stream is clearly of a national character, and that | 
interest has been entirely overlooked by the Com- , 
We are, as it were, expa- | 
triated from our own country; we are exposed to ; 


mittee on Commerce. 


continual losses from the accumulation of snags 
in that river since 1838, and I hope and trust that 
this committee, who have the power of making 
appropriations towards the various objects in va- 
rious portions of this Union, will exercise that 
power in favor of justice, and with a due regard 
to the interests I have the honor to represent. I 
know that gentlemen who feel not, and see not as 
I do, may look upon meas unnecessarily trouble- 
some in this matter. But they do not behold the 


difficulties which surround the district which I | 
sus- | 
I know them all, and feel them | 


represent. They know not the losses daily 
tained there. 
more keenly than they can, and I now appeal to 
this committee, as I have on previous occasions, 
not that I desire to be troublesome, but that my 
district should be properly regarded by this House; 
so that, when money is paid out of the Treasury, 
she should receive her proportion to prevent those 
losses of lives and property she is daily suffering. 

The navigation is six hundred miles in extent, 


| and the annual trade amounts to from $5,000,000 


to $10,000,000, and it has been regarded as a na- 
tional stream since 1832, and the only reason that 
I did not go before the Committee on Commerce 
was, that | knew that that committee would report 
to the Committee of the Whole House, which had 
power, independent of that committee, on this 
subject, or any other, and also the right to sa 

where money should be appropriated and used. 
They have the right to overrule the recommenda- 


T À ; 
tion of the committee upon a subject of that sort, 


and believing that when a claim was made out 
worthy of the consideration of this House, they. 
would hear and respond to it, I rested content. 

Mr. WARD demanded tellers upon his motion; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Becock and 
Harris were appointed. : 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 51, noes 72. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I movenow 
to strike out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. EVANS. I rise to a question of order. 
The committee have agreed to the sections in this 
bill, and it js not in order to move to strike out 
what the committee have inserted. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair thinksit is im- 
material when that amendment is offered, whether 
before the committee proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, or afterwards. The committee can 
proceed to perfect the bill, and then it is in order 
to move to strike out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. EVANS. Is it in order to go back and 
move to strike out any particular portion of the 

i? 

The CHAIRMAN. That could not be done, 
but the. Chair thinks it in order to move to strike 
out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. BROOKS. Would it be in order for me to 
move, for instance, to strike out the appropriation 
for James river? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not by itself, but with all 
the rest after the enacting clause. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If that motion, to 
strike out all afler the enacting clause, is carried, 
will not that be a rejection of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It will be if the House 
confirms the report of the committee; not without. 

Mr. JONES. I submit whether the committee 
can reject a bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee can easily 
decide the question for themselves. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers upon the 
motion; which were not ordered. 

Mr. C. then asked for a division of the House. 

The House was divided on the motion, and there 
were—Q7 in the affirmative, and 76 in the negative; 
no quorum voting. : 

Mr. CARTTER. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

{Cries ‘t Call the roll P? ** Call the roll!”’} 

The CHAIRMAN. There isa motion pend- 
ing, and a motion that the committee rise and re- 
port the bill is not in order, 

Mr. CHANDLER. There was a mistake in 
the count. 

Mr. JONES. 
was no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has a right te 
ascertain by tellers whether there is a quorum or 
not. 

The Chair appointed Messrs. Cuanpier and 
Hami.ton as tellers. 

Mr. COBB. What is the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is upon striking out all 
after the enacting clause. 

The question was then again put, and the tell~ 
ers reported+-ayes 28, noes 91. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. POLK proposed the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, however, That no part of the money hereby 
appropriated shall be drawn from the Treasury, unless the 
net proceeds of the sales of the public jands shall be suf- 
ficient to satisfy the same, 

. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to consume 
five minutes in the discussion of this amendment. 
But if the bill known as the Bennett bill, distrib- 
uting the public lands to the different States, or if 
the various railroad bills now pending shall pass 
into Jaws, and the public lands are consumed in 
that way, I would like to know where this mone 
is to come from? If we dispose of all the public 
lands, we must take the money from other sources 
of revenue; and [am unwilling to embarrass the 
Treasury, by taking the means which should. be 
otherwise appropriated, and squandering them 
upon rivers and harbors. T merely state the prop- 
osition, without intending to argue it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Porx’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

[Cries of * Question I”? « Question !”"} 


The Chair announced that there 
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Mr. WELCH. | I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from New York (Mr. Seymour] 
had the floor, and moved that the committee rise. 
It is not in order to take the floor from him to of- |; 
fer an amendment. . ; 

The CHAIRMAN. So longas gentlemen offer 
amendments, the Chair is obliged to entertain 
them. . 

Mr. SKELTON. I make.the point of order, 
that, after a motion is made that the committee 
rise and report the bill, itis out of order-te receive | 
an amendment. tg a 

The CHAIRMAN. The 

oint of order. i i 

Mr. SKELTON. I appeal from. the decision 
of the Chair. : inde 

The question being, ‘ Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?”’ 
it was put, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Is it in order to suggest to 
the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Porr] how 
the revenue can be raised? [Laughter.] | i 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order. 

[Cries of * Order!” “Order! 
Hall] 

Mr. 
ment: 

Tor surveys and estimates, with a view to the construc- 
tion of artificial dams and reservoirs on the head waters of 
the Ohio river, for the improvement of its navigation, upon 
the plan proposed by Mr. Ellicott, $50,000. 

Mr WELCH. I do not intend to discuss the 
amendment, but E want a vote upon It. 

[Cries of “ That’s right!’ ¢* That’s right ”’] 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. renew my motion, that! 
the committee rise and report the bill to the 
House. 

Mr. STANLY. Ihave an amendment to offer. 

The amendment was as follows: 

For the improvement of the [lingis river, $50,000 ; for 
the improvement in the Tennessee river, $50,000 ; and for 
the improvement of the Cumberland river, $30,000, 


. Mr. STANLY obtained. the floor, and yielded 


it to 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, who moved that 
the committee do now rise; which motion was dis- 

agreed to. 3 

Tellers were demanded and ordered ; and Messrs. 

Mason and Venante were appointed. : 

Mr. CARTTER, (in his seat.) We Whigs 
want to defeat the river and harbor bill, (Laugh- 
ter. 

"The question was then put, and the committee 
refused to rise; the tellers having reported~ayes 
38, noes 80. : 

Mr. STANLY. If our western men upon both 
sides of the committee stand up to the amendment 
I have submitted, we canadoptit. I have offered 
it because I thought the West should have justice 
done it, after the legislation of this Congress has 
done so much for the North and East. I have 
hitherto voted against the various amendments | 
which have been presented, because I had reason 
to-hope that the substitute I offered, which does | 
more justice to the West, would be adopted by | 
the committee. That has not been done. The 
Illinois is an important river, and so also. are the 
Tennessee and Cumberland rivers. important. ! 
There is no provision in this bill for them; and 
ifour friends from the West will stand up and 
vote for appropriations for these three important 
rivers,.they can be attended to. That isall I have 
to say. | 

Mr. SACKETT. I offer the following sub- 
stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 

* North Carolina; 

At the end of the bill add: g 
For the improvement of the Ohio river above the falis at 

LOUiSViIN es cece ee eens cece anoeteereneeweneevene $80,000 
For the improvement of the Ohio below the falls... 40,000 
for the improvemment of the Mississippi below the 

mouth of the Missouri.....5 iis easiss dsc. ¢ 60,000 
For the improvement of the Mississip ove the 

mouth of the Missouri...... esse raees widens +» 65,000 
Yor the improvement of the Cumberland river +. 40,000 
For the improvement of the Tennessee river. .. 40,000 
For the improvement of the JHinois river... ae 40.000 
For the improvement of the Arkansas river. ++ 40.000 | 
For the improvement of the Missouri river 46,000 í 
For the improvement of the piers and harbor of Big 


Chair overrules the 


” all over the 


WELCH offered the following amend- 


| amendment to be out of order. 


t it . 
mittee do now rise. 


| against the great rivers of the interior. 


Sodus Bay on Lake Ontario. .....seeteeeseesees 15,000 


For the improvement of the harbor at Pultneyville, 
Lake Ontario. casse cece cece ee teen sssrds eleva tye 
For the constriction or purchase of snag boats for 
the Mississippi, Ohio, Missouri, and Arkansas 
TIVEMS cee ee eevee ta eee E ee enbe sees seenes 109. 


10,099 


amend- 


The question was then taken, and the 
ment of Mr. Sackert was disagreed to. 

The question then recurred upon the 
ment of Mr. STANLY. 

Mr. STANLY demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Haven and RICHARDSON 
were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to; the tellers having reported—ayes 
56, noes 68. 

Mr. FLORENCE, Ioffer the folowing amend- | 
ment, that I may be enabled to make an expla- 
nation: 


And provided further, That in the event of a reduction į 
of the revenne below the sum necessary for the ordinary 
expenses of Government, the duties upon iron be increased 


amend- 


to forty per cent. ad valorem; that amount coming within |; 


the revenue point, and approved by a late distinguished Sec- 
retary of the ‘Treasury. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 

Mr. McMULLIN. I movethat the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

[Cries allover the Hall oft Question !”? “ Ques- 
tion!” 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I desire, before 
that motion is put, to submit. the following 
amendment: 

For the improvement of the Ohio river above the Falls at 
Louisville, $25,000. 

Mr. LETCHER. If the gentleman will yield | 
[ will move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I yield for that motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. Ithen move that the com- 


The question was put, and the committee re- 
fused to rise. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I have not participated in į 
the discussions upon the various amendments 
which have been offered to this bill, from the fact 
that 1 took occasion at an early period of the ses- 
sion, to express my views at large upon the sub- 
ject of internal improvements. I desire the adop- 
tion of this amendment for the purpose of carry- 
ing out, to. some extent, the principles which 
control me in relation to these improvements. I 
am now, as I always have been, in favor of a 
system of internal improvements by the General 


Government, but I desire, whenever it is to be ii 


adopted, to embrace equality to all the various ‘ 
sections and interests of this great Confederacy. 
Mr. CARTTER. Lrise toa question of order. 
My colleague is making metaphysical discrimina- 
tions. (Langhter.] 
Mr. CAMPBELL. 
colleague is able to discover it! I say, sir, that 
injustice has been done to the western rivers. 
There appear to be in this House a combination 


on the part of the sea-board, and—— i 
[From the loud cries of ‘Order!’ ‘© Order!” |: 


and the general confusion pervading the Hall, the 
remainder of the sentence could not be heard by 
the Reporter.} f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. You cannot get clear of | 
me in that way. [Cries of “ Order ?? “ Order!”] | 
Yell on, gentlemen, I have been in just such rows 
as this before; here and elsewhere. I say there 
is a combination on the part of the sea-board—— 
[Loud cries of ‘Order !’’ ‘* Order!’ ** Go on!” 
“Go on!’’] and I denounce it! A combination 
has been formed by those representing the inter- | 
ests of the northern lakes and eastern sea-board, 
They are | 
the only passengers in this omnibus, and the mighty 
valley of the Mississippi is again cast off with a 
mere pittance. i 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Iask thatthe 
rule be enforced upon the gentleman, as welFas it 
has. been upon others. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair finds it diffi- 
cult to enforce rules of order upon a great many. 
The gentleman’s remarks are out of order. He 
must confine himself to an explanation of his 
amendment. i 
_ Mr. CAMPBELL. I am showing that the 
inequality of the provisions of the bili is a reason 


|| is out of order. 


It is wonderful that my |) 


ii The 


|| for a few moments 


| certainly in order, though it is dificult to get a 
i great many to so understand it just now. 

i” Mr. FLORENCE. [ call the gentleman to or- 
i der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania to order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I offered a proviso here 
for the purpose of informing the gentleman from 
| Tennessee [Mr. Pox] how revenue may be raised, 
if the calamity occurs which he so much fears, in 
the event of the passage of the land bills to which 
i he refers; but itis not in order, alas! for the Old 
| Keystone and her resources, which, but for that, 
| might be benefitted. It is the means, however, of 
| forcibly illustrating the expressive lines of Hludi- 
bras— 

« Ah, me! what troubles do environ 
The wight who meddles with cold iron ! 


[Cries of * Order!” ‘ Order !??} 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is out of 
order, and he will please take his seat. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. This is not the first evi- 
dence of combinations of this sort that T have 
i seen made in this House. I remember during the 
‘last Congress, of our effort on the part of protec- 
tion (Cries of ‘ Order”? ‘*Order!?] I am 
merely showing the means resorted to for the pur- 

ose of carrying moasures partial in their character. 
i And I only desire to add that western Democrats, 
j after all their Buncombe speeches in favor of 
| western rivers, have aided to carry out this un- 
equal system by voting as they have done, with 
scarce un exception, against the substitute of the 
| gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Sraniy,] 

which offered liberal appropriations to western 

States. 

Mr. POLK. This rule has been enforced upon 

j all others, and I do not see why it should be tol- 
i erated upon the gentleman from Ohio, 
| Mr. FLORENCE. Most assuredly, for it 
| was enforced upon me. I insist upon its enforce- 
iment. [Laughter.] 
i The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
His time, however, has now ex- 


i 
| 
| 
i 
| 


pired. 
| Mr. EVANS. I must confess that 1 feel sur- 
; prised at the course of remark indulged in by the 
| genileman from Ohio, when he proclaims to the 
| House of Representatives, that east of the Alle- 
i ganies there is unfriendliness towards the great 
improvementi of the West. . 
he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will feel itself 
constrained to call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from North 
: Carolina [Mr. Srayty] offered an amendment con- 
taining appropriations for the improvement of 
: western rivers and harbors, and he voted for it, 
and I did the same thing. Opposition, sir, came 
to it from quite other quarters. 1 do not know 
: whether the gentleman voted for it or not. 


| TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to 


i call the gentleman to order. 


Mr. EVANS. I want the country to know 
that the Democrats from his own portion of the 


i power to command the Sergeant-at-Arms, he cer- 
i tainly would preserve order in this committee. 
gentleman is out of order, and he will please 
take his seat. 


| Mr. EVANS. I want to see these appropria- 


|i tions passed. 


A Mempber. Let theriot act be read. [Laugh- 


| ter.} 


The CHAIRMAN. This is a branch of the 
American Congress, a body which is respected 
| throughout the world, and the Chair hopes that 
| the committee will throw itself upon its dignity 

, and the bill will be reported 


and passed. : 

Mr. EVANS. I have not heard what the Chair 
has been saying, there is so much noise in the 
| Hall. Lam inorder. Let others be kept quiet. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time 


why the amendment should be adopted. That is 


has expired. 


32p C 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. CAMPBELL was rejected. 

Mr. EVANS. I offer the following amendment 
to come in at the end of the bill: 

For the improvement of the Missouri river, $51,100 ; 
and for the improvement of the Illinois, Cumberland, and 
Tennessee rivers, each, $33,000. 

I do not intend to occupy a moment in discus- 
sion. I only make the assertion, that if the pre- 
tended particular friends of western harbors and 
rivers will come up and join with eastern and west- 
ern Whigs, we can pass this amendment. I de- 
mand tellers upon it. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cosg and 
Harr were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to; the tellers having reported 
—ayes 55, noes 70. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved that 
the committee rise and report the bill to the House; 
which motion was agreed to. 

The committee then rose; and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, the Chairman reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had under consideration the state of the 
Union generally, and particularly House bill No. 
282, making appropriations for certain harbors and 
rivers, and have directed him to report back the 
same, with sundry amendments. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
House adjourn. 

Mr. BARRERSE, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled, bills 
with the following titles: 

An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James C. Watson, of Georgia; 

An act to grant the right of way to all rail and 
plank roads and macadamized turnpikes passing 
through the public lands belonging to the United 
States; and 

An act to establish additional land districts in 
the State of Wisconsin; which several bills re- 
ceived the signature of the Speaker. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘Task that the question 
may be taken upon the adjournment. 

Mr. DEAN. [rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. No question is in order, ex- 
cept the question for adjournment. 

Mr. DEAN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 56, nays 90; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Bocock, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 
Cobb, Dawson, Dimmick, Dunham, Edinundson, Ewing, 
Ficklin, Gitmore, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hendricks, 
Hillyer, Holaday, Houston, Howard, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Letcher, Mace, Humphrey Marshail, 
Mason, McMullin, McQueen, Milson, Morehead, Murphy, 
Olds, Orr, Phelps, Savage, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, 
Benjamin Stanton, Stone, Venable, Wallace, Ward, Wat- 
kins, Addison White, Wildrick, Williams, and Yates—56. 

NAY S—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, William 
Appleton, Babeock, Barrere, Bell, Bowie, John H. Boyd, 
Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, George H. Brown, Burrows, 
Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Cleveland, Conger, Curtis, 
George T. Davis, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, 
Eastman, Evans, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, T. J. D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Giddings, Goodenow, Green, Harper, Hart, Haws, 
Haven, Henn, Horstord, John W. Howe, ‘Thos. M, Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jackson, John John- 
son, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Landry, Lock- 
hart, Martin, McNair, Miller, Molony, Henry D. Moore, 
Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Penniman, Perkins, Polk, Por- 
ter, Richardson, Riddie, Robbins, Robie, Sackett, Scher- 
merhora, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Scurry, D. 
L. Seymour, Skelton, Stanly, Abraham P. Stephens, St. 
Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, ‘Thurston, Towns- 
hend, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, and Welch—ov. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table, and upon that question I demand the 
yeas and nays. , 

Mr. CARTTER. Irise to a question of order; 
and that is, whether the gentlemen who reported 
this bill (Mr. Ssxmour] is not entitled to the 
floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Seymour] was entitled to the floor 
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I move that the 
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; House adjourn, that it come up to-morrow morn- 
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until he demanded the previous question; but he 
is not entitled to it now. The gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. Houston] moves to. lay the bill 


i 
f 
4 
i 
| 
| 
i 


upon the table. iL 


Mr. STUART. The gentleman from New | 
York (Mr. Seymour] certainly had a right to | 
withdraw his motion. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not know | 
that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Sry- 
mour] was seeking the floor, and therefore he: 
recognized the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. | 
Hovsron;] and, in the opinion of the Chair, this | 
is a question about which there can be no doubt. | 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish merely to say, that 
I sought the floor, and I believe I addressed the 
Chair before the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hoperor l 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can only say that 
he never saw the gentleman from New York strug- 
gling to get the floor, as his eyes would have been | 
turned in that direction. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. Is it in order í 
to move a call of the House? This is an import- | 
ant bill, and I therefore move that there be a call 


of the House. i 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I move that the. 
House adjourn. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Seymour] desires to withdraw the | 
previous question, I am perfectly willing to with- 

draw the motion to lay upon the table. 

Mr. CARTTER. [I object. | 

Mr. STANTON. Linsistupon my motion that 
the House adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. lt has been the universal 
practice of the House to give the floor, in prefer- 
ence to any one else, to the gentleman who intro- 
duces a bill. That was done in this case at the 
start, Thegentleman from New York (Mr. Sev- 


mour] called the previous question. The Chair |) 


did not expect that he wished to withdraw it, and į 
did not see him. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Stanton] moves that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam perfectly willing that 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] 
should have the floor to withdraw his motion. 1 
withdraw the motion to lay the bill upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just stated 
that there was a motion pending, that the House | 
adjourn. Is that motion withdrawn? 

Ar. STANTON. It is not withdrawn. i 

Mr. WALSH. Irise to a question of order. | 
No business has intervened between the two mo- | 
tions to adjourn. ! 

The SPEAKER. Another motion was made | 
fora call of the House. The Chair hasno doubt | 
that there has been business. | 

Mr. POLK demanded tellers on the motion; but | 
they were not ordered. i 

The question was then taken, and it was decided | 
in the negative. 
So the House refused to adjourn. | 

| 


The SPEAKER. The question now pending | 
is upon the motion made by the gentleman from 
Hlinois, (Mr. CAmPBELL,} that there be a call of 
the House. 


The question was taken; anda call of the House |; 


was refused. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. I now ask a vote upon sec- | 
onding the demand for the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. That is the question now be- || 


; tained. 


fore the House. : 
Mr. ORR. I move that the bill be laid upon : 
the table. i 
Mr. CARTTER. Upon that motion I demand | 
the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. STANLY. I wish to suggest to the gen- i 
tleman from South Carolina, to allow the gentle- | 
man from New York [Mr. Seymour] to make a, 
motion to recommit the bill, with a view, if the 


ing. 
“Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
House adjourn. 
The motion was disagreed to—ayes 59, noes 88. | 
Mr. VENABLE. Emaye that there be a call | 


I movethatthe : 


of the House, and upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. i 

Mr. CARTTER. The question is on laying 
the bill upon the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHASTAIN moved that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. VENABLE called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish: to 
make a statement to the House. T am willing to 
make a motion to recommit the bill, if gentlemen 
will allow me to do so. 

(Cries of ** No!” ** No!” and “ Order!’ 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. LT insist on 
the regular order. 

Mr. EVANS, I desire to ask a question of the 
Speaker, for information. If the House adjourns 
now, where will the bill go? 

{Loud cries of ‘* Order !’’] 

The SPEAKER, If it be the pleasure of the 
House, the Chairwill respond to the interrogatory 
of the gentleman. i 

[Loud cries of No!’ “ No!” and © Order!’’} 

Mr. CARTTER. The bill will go upon the 
Speaker’s table; there is where it will go. 

[Renewed cries of ‘* Order!” “ Order!??] 

The question was then taken on Mr. Cras- 
TAtN’s motion, and it was decided in the negative 
—yeas 50, nays 87; as follows: 

YEAS.—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, Thamas H. Bayly, 
Bocock, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Fieklin, Gil- 
more, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hendricks, Hillyer, 
Holladay, Houston, Howard, Andrew Johnson, James 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Letcher, Mason, McMuuin, 
McQueen, Millson, Morehead, Murphy, Phelps, Ross, Sav- 
age, Smart, Stanty, Benjamin Stanton, Stone, Stratton, 
Venable, Watlace, Watkins, Addison White, Wildrick, 
apd Williams—50. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, John Appleton, Wm. Appleton, 
Babeock, Barrere, Bowie, Jolm H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, 
Brooks, George H. Brown, Burrows, Cartter, Chandler, 
Chapman, Cleveland, Conger, Curtis, George T. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, East- 
man, Edgerton, Evans, Fitch, Florence, floyd, Fowler, 
Thos. J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Green, Harper, Hart, Haws, 
Haven, Horsford, John W. Lowe, ‘Thomas M. Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jackson, John John- 
son, George G. King, Preston King, Landry, Lockhart, 
Mann, Martin, McNair, Miller, Molony, Henry D. Moore, 
Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Penniman, Perkins, Polk, Por- 
ter, Richardson, Riddle, Robbing, Robie, Sackett, Scher- 
merhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, St. Mar- 
tin, Smart, Sutherland, Thurston, Townshend, Waibridge, 
Walsh, Welch, and Yates-—87. 

So the House refused to adjourn. f 

Mr. ORR. If the House will indulge me for 
half a minute, I think that we can relieve all par- 
ties from the difficulty in which we are placed, and 
adjourn. . 

[Loud cries of “Go on!” “Agreed”? and 
« Order!’’] f Ae, 

The SPEAKER. The pending question 1s on 
the motion that there be a call of the House. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, (Mr. Vewasre,] who made that motion, is 
willing to withdraw it. I will withdraw the mo- 
tion to lay the bill upon the table; the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Sxymour] will withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, then move 


| to recommit the bill, renew the demand for the 
| previous question, and move an adjournment, 


without requiring the previous question to he sus- 


[Cries of * Agreed? and ‘ Good!” “Good °] 
Mr. SAVAGE. Irise toa question of order. 
The yeas and nays have been ordered on all those 
motions, and the gentlemen cannot withdraw them 
withoutunanimous:consent. I object to the with- 


drawal. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order raised by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, The gentleman is aware that an amend- 


! ment can be withdrawn any time before action 


upon it. 

Mr. SAVAGE, Not after the yeas and nays 
have been ordered upon it. 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir. fhe 8 

Mr. VENABLE. 1 ask the House to indulge 
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me in a single remark. I moved a call of the 
House with no other object than to teach gentle- 
men that it is impossible to force this House to do 
business while fifty persons are determined they 
shall not doit. I made the motion for no other 
purpose than to teach gentlemen that lesson, which 
it seems hard for them to learn. If the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. Seymour] had moved to 
yecommit the bill, there would have been no ob- 
jection to an adjournment. I now withdraw the 
motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. ORR. 
bill upon the table. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I now with- 
draw the demand for the previous question, and 
move that the bill be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and on that motion I call for 
the previous question. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 11 o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Frmay, July 30, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieron F. Morcan. 


Mr. TOUCEY. I move that the rule requiring 
to-day to be devoted to the consideration of pri- 


vate bills, be suspended until one o’clock, as I | 


wish to presenta memorial. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to devote 
until one o’clock to the morning business, but I 
shall then make a motion to suspend the order, for 
the purpose of taking up the Indian appropriation 
bill. 

Mr. CASS. If there is any particular reason 
why private bills should be postponed, E will not 
say a word about it; but unless there is some par- 
ticular reason, it seems to me that we ought not to 
postpone the consideration of private bills. It is 
very late in the session, and a great many cases 
demand our action immediately, which, if not 
acted upon immediately, must be postponed till 
the next session. But I repeat, if there is any 
particular reason for suspending private bills for a 
short time, I shall not object. 

Mr. TOUCEY. My object merely is to present 
a memorial, and ask its reference at this time. 

Mr. PRATT. 1 hope there will be no post- 
ponement of private bills; 1 hope we shall proceed 
to the consideration of private bills at once, with- 
out even devoting the morning hour to any other 
business. We have notice already that at one 
o'clock the Senator from Virginia will make a mo- 
tion to proceed to the consideration of the Indian 
appropriation bill; so that to-day will again be 
taken away from the object to which it should be 
devoted. 
cur with me in proceeding at once to the consider- 
ation of private bills. Task the yeas and nays on 
the motion of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 23, nays 18; as follows: 


YUAS—Messrs, Bayard. Brooke, Butler, Chariton, Coop- | 
er, Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of | 
Towa, Douglas, Fetch, Foot, Honter, King, Mangum, Ma- | 


son, Pearce, Seward, Soulé, Spruance, Toucey, Upham, 
and Weller—-23, 

NAYS -Messra, Atchison, Borland, Bright, Cass, Clarke, 
Clemens, Downs, Hamlin, Mallory, Meriwether, Miller, 
Morton, Pratt, Rusk, Sebastian, Sumner, Wade, and 
Walker—18, 


So the motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States by Mr. M. P. F'itumore, his Sec- 
retary, transmitting, in compliance with a resolu- 
tion of the Senate of the 27th instant, a copy of 
the notes of Mr. Luis de la Rosa and J. M. Gon- 
zales de la Vega; which was read, and, 

On motion by. Mr. WELLER, referred to the 
select committee appointed on the subject of the 
United States Mexican Boundary Commission. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented a memorial of James 
Hamilton, for himself, and in behalf of Sarah A. 
Hunt, Ann Barnacastle, William S. Wetmore, 
assignee of the trustees of the Bank of the United 
States, and others, praying Congress so to modify 
the proviso of the boundary act passed 9th Sep- 
tember, 1850, that the creditors of Texas may file 


respectively due them hy the State of Texas, 


I withdraw my motion to lay the | 


1 hope, therefore, the Senate will con- | 


their releases separately, and recéive the amounts | 
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On motion by Mr. Toucey, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial be referred to a select com- 
mittee, consisting of five members, to be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 


Mr. Tovcey, Mr. Soutie, Mr. Foot, Mr. Ma- 


i| son, and Mr. Sewarp, were appointed the com- | 


| mittee. 


sider the vote by which the memorial was referred 
to a select committee; which motion was erdered 
| to lie on the table. 

Mr. COOPER presented a petition of P. Wide- 
man and others, citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
ing that the “ homestead bill’? may become a law; 


Lands. 


: chine; which was referred to the Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office. 

| Mr. SMITH presented a petition of Truman 
; Gilbert and others, citizens of Connecticut, pray- 
| ing that the “ homestead bill” may becomea law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public 


i Lands. 


He also presented a memorial of citizens of 
Connecticut, praying the passage of the ‘* home- 


on Public Lands. 
Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of the 


ing an increase of compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CHARLTON presented a memorial of the 
Chamber of Commerce of the city of Savannah, 
Georgia, praying that an appropriation may be 
made for surveying the Chinese seas and the whal- 
ing region of the North Pacific; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. SOULE presented the memorial of Henry 
Johnson, executor of Philo B. Johnson, deceased, 
praying indemnity for spoliations committed by 
the Mexican authorities on the schooner Consti- 
tution, of which the deceased was master; which 
was referred to the select committee appointed on 
the subject. 

Mr. GWIN presented the petition of J. J. B. 
Walbach, a lieutenant in the Navy, praying re- 
payment of his expenses in returning home, sick, 
from the United States ship St. Mary’s, on the 
Pacific station; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BORLAND. I present the petition of a 
large number of merchants and other respectable 
citizens and professional men, residing at Mem- 
phis, ‘Tennessee, and that region of country, pray- 
ing the establishment of lines of mail steamers 
between Louisville and New Orleans, connecting 
the shallow and deep navigation at Memphis. The 
object sought by the petitioners in this case was 
presented to the Senate by myself, a month or 


| two ago, and the subject was referred to the Com- 


mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. That 
committee has reported a bill accomplishing the 
object in view. I will not, therefore, ask a refer- 
ence of the memorial, butmove that it be received 
and laid on the table. 
the Senate, that at a very early day I shall move 
to call up that bill which has been reported by the 
committee, and ask the action of the Senate upon 
it. 

The petition was laid upon the table. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 


of Mrs. Mary A. Davis, widow of Daniel W. 
Davis, reported it back without amendment. 


merce, to which was referred the bill to repeal an 
act entitled “ An act concerning tonnage duty on 


| ment; and on his motion the report of the Secre- 
! tary of the Treasury, of the Ist of April, relating 
| to the subject, was ordered to be printed. 

1, Mr.MASON., The Committee on Foreign Re- 
l lations, to which were referred the President’s 
| message of the 28th instant, and the documents 
| accompanying it, concerning the right of way 
| across the Isthmus of Tehuantepec, with a view 
| 


have examined them as far as practicable, and in- 


| structed me to say that, in their judgment, it | 


| would be desirable to print all the documents; 


Mr. BRIGHT subsequently moved to recon- | 


| which was referred to the Committee on Public | 


Also, a remonstrance of the citizens of Allegany | 
county, Pennsylvania, against the further exten- | 
sion of Woodworth’s patent for a planing ma- ; 


stead bill,’’ which was referred to the Committee | 


laborers employed in the State Department, pray- į 


{ wish merely to say to | 


‘Claims, to which was referred the bill for the relief | 
Mr. SEWARD, from the Committee on Com- | 


i Spanish vessels,” reported it back without amend- | 


to examine into the propriety of printing them, | 


they are not voluminous. I move, accordingly, 
that the President’s message and the documents 
accompanying it, relating to the Tehuantepec 
treaty, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
| was received by Mr. P. B. Haves, its Chief 
| Clerk, announcing that it had passed a bill for the 
| relief of Cornelius Covert, of Michigan. 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE LAWS AND DEBATES 
OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. PEARCE. Jam instructed by the Joint 
if Committee on the Library, to which was referred 
the joint resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives ‘* providing for the distribution of the laws 
of Congress, and the debates thereon,” to ask 
that they be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. I will 
state for the information of the Senate, that though 
the title of the resolution seems to bring it within the 
cognizance of the Joint Committee on the Library, 
the subject-matter does not. Irisa resolution which 
| provides that the Congressional Globe, in which 
ii the laws and debates of Congress are reported, 
shall pass through the mails free of postage. The 
subject-matter of it properly betongs to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. There- 
fore I am directed to move that the Joint Commit- 
tee on the Library be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. HAMLIN, I think we had better put the 
joint resolution upon its passage. The Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads, supposing 
i| the matter would have been referred to them, has 
given it a consideration and it meets their appro- 
i| bation. I apprehend there ean be no objection to 
| it. I move that it be put upon its passage. 

The PRESIDENT. It cannot be put upon its 
; passage in this stage of the resolution. The ques- 
tion is on discharging the Joint Committee on the 
i| Library from its further consideration, and refer- 
ing it to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Then Task a division of the 

gueron; first that it be taken on discharging the 
| Joint Committee on the Library, 
| The PRESIDENT. The question will be di- 
vided. Will the Senate discharge the Committee 
on the Library from the further consideration of 
the resolution ? 

The motion to discharge the committee was 
agreed to. 

‘| The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 
the motion to refer the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I ask that the joint resolu- 
i| tion be now put upon its passage; and for that 
i| purpose I move to postpone all prior orders that 
the Senate may proceed to the consideration of 
the joint resolution, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to consider the joint resolution as in Com- 
i mittee of the Whole. it is as follows: 

With a view to the cheap circulation of the laws of Con- 
gress and the debates contributing to the true interpretation 
thereof, and to make free the communication between the 
representative and constituent bodies : 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
| Phat from and after the present session of Congress the 
| Congressional Globe and Appendix, which contain the laws 
| and the debates thereon, shall pass free through the mails so 
long as the same shall be published by order of Congress: 


Provided, That notbing herein shall be construed to author- 
| ize the circulation of the Daily Globe free of postage. 


Mr. PEARCE. It seems to me that the reso- 
lution is of doubtful propriety. It is true that the 
|| Globe, which it proposes to send free of post- 
l| age, is not a political newspaper. It is true that 
j it publishes nothing but the debates of Congress, 
j and the laws which we pass. But, then, it is also 
true that it is a private enterprise. Each House 
of Congress subscribes for a certain number of 
copies of the Congressional Globe, for the use of 
their members. Those copies each member, as he 
receives them, may frank, as he pleases; and we 
do frank them. But itis proposed, now, that this 
| paper shall pass through the mails free to all sub- 
scribers in every part of the country. Although 
ii this work does not come into competition with 
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any other paper, it is very doubtful to me whether, 
if we give this privilege to the Globe, we shall 
not be importuned—and with some show of rea- 
son, perhaps—to grant the same privilege to other 
papers. We shali be told that they are papers of 
eminent public utility; that they are not connected 
with politics at all. If it be not a public docu- 
ment, I do not see how we can make the discrim- 
ination without extending the same privilege to 
other papers. { think, perhaps, the Senate are 
going a little too precipitately about it. My only 
object in saying a word now, is to call the atten- 
tion of Senators to it, that they may understand 
what they are voting upon, and consider whether 
it is altogether proper, I doubt it myself. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr President, | am sorry 


to have to differ in opinion from the Senator from ` 


Maryland on this subject, but [ think he has put 
this resolution upon a ground upon which it really 
does not and should not stand. It is not a prop- 
osition te give to the proprietor of the Congres- 
sional Globe the privilege of circulating his paper 
free of postage; but it is a proposition to dissem- 
inate the laws which we enact here, and the dis- 
cussions upon them, which make up their true 
interpretation, freely among the people, who are 
interested in these laws, and in those discussions. 
We are every day ordering the publication of pub- 
lic documents, and we are circulating them by 
thousands and hundreds of thousands, in the form 
of books, all over the country. Now, sir, if it be 
proper to circulate matter of that sort, which, by 
the order of either House of Congress, is published 
and deemed of interest to the people of the coun- 
try, it must certainly be of equal, and I deem it of 
far greater importance, to circulate freely among 
the people the laws themselves, and all the discus- 
sions which go to enable, or in any way help them 
to interpret the laws—to understand them prop- 
erly, in all their bearings, and the objects in view 
in their passage. We are paying annually many 
thousands of dollars for the publication of the laws 
alone in the different States in the Union, in vari- 
ous newspapers. Ido not know how many thou- 
sands we expend in this way, but it is a great 
many. That is a very preper object upon which 
to expend the public money. I would, if I could, 
have the laws of the United States published in 
every newspaper in the Union, so thatall the people 
might see them, and fairly understand them. This, 
then, is a proposition to carry out that goad object. 
ít is not only to present freely and fully before the 
people the laws, but all we say in regard to them; 
not only to enable the people to acquire a thorough 
knowledge of the laws themselves, but to look to the 
conduct of their representatives in the two Houses 
of Congress, to enable them to see the considera- 
tions which govern them, and be able to hold them 
to a just accountability, so that it will not be in 
the power either of the representatives themselves 
to impose upon their constituents, or of those who 
may choose to undertake to misrepresent the rep- 
resentatives, to succeed in so base an object. It 
will give a fair exposition before the people of the 
country of the proceedings of their representa- 
tives, 


Mr. BUTLER. So far as regards the laws of | 


the United States, if they could be separated from 
the debates in this resolution, I concur entirely in 
the views expressed by the Senator from Arkansas. 
But, I object to allowinga private newspaper go 
free of postage, because it publishes the debates. 
My friend says that they are the key to the in- 
terpretation of the laws. That ig not so, sir. If 
I wanted to understand one of the laws of Con- 
gress, I believe the last way in which I would 
approach it, would be through the debates that 
have nothing to do with it. Is it not notorious, 
that one question is up, and another debated in the 
other House, particularly, and sometimes in this? 
I think the title of this joint resolution, had better 
be one for the encouragement of public speaking, 


and for the propagation of a great deal of bad ; 


speeches. {I am satisfied, that the best thing which 
is done in Congress,is the speaking. If we were 
to speak altogether, as I have heard a distinguished 
man say, and pass no laws, I do not know but 
what it would be the best employment of Con- 
- gress. But, it would be the very worst use of the 
public money, to appropriate it for the purpose of 


spreading and communicating this species of liter- | 
ature—a kind of literature very little instructive, | 


and, in my opinion, not much listened to in- Con- 
gress, and which, I think, ought not to be read 


had a censor, to circulate the few good speeches, 


of them. But, we cannot do that F wish there 
| were no reporters, It would be better if there 
were none. And, then let the newspapers, like 
the bee, extract what is good, and exclude what 
is bad. Let the best editors come here and take 
what they choose; but let not reports go out by 
the wholesale, and be the vehicle for all sorts of 
communications. [f a man wants to publish a 
treatise on any subject,—on the fisheries, or 
whales, or whalebone, or anything else, all he 
has got to do, is, to select his subject, deliver his 
speech here, and it makes quite a little book, and 
he may have it bound and published at the public 
expense. Any one who wantsa theme, can select 
itin this Chamber orin the other House,—take 
any subject—chemistry, philosophy, &c., and 
make his speech and publish it in the Globe, and 
there is his book. I have only to say, that I 
agree with my friend from Maryland, that [ think 
we ought to postpone this. { cannot agree to 


through the mails. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Senate have seen fit to 
adopt a system to provide for reporting the de- 
bates. The House have adopted a similar sys- 
tem. 
ual who publishes the Congressional Globe, and, 
under those contracts, he is compelled to report 


ed from the mail. They are absolutely exclud- 
ed, unless the postage is paid in advance, at such 
enormous rates as actually to exclude them. Itis 
not a newspaper. 
paper in the existing postage law, which allows it 
to go through the post office, exceptas printed mat- 
ter paid in advance. If, then, there is importance 


to provide for the reporting of their proceedings, 
1 apprehend those reports should be circulated 
through the country. 

I attach somewhat more importance to them 
than the Senator from South Carolina. I think, 
however, much of evil may be attached to the ex- 
cess of debate; but we should be very much worse 


would be virtually stopping, in that respect, the 
freedom of speech. I hope the joint resolution 
will commend itself to the favorable consideration 
of the Senate, as it has to that of the House. 
Having taken such steps as we have taken to pro- 
cure reports, I think we do no more than justice 
semination of the debates through the mails, We 
all of us need watching. 
eyes of the people upon us, they will at least do 
no harm. 


į doings of both branches of Congress. 


| Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the proposition, 
as Í understand it, is to circulate, free of charge, 
| through the mails, the Congressional Globe and 
| Appendix, which contain the proceedings of Con- 
| gress. It strikes me that there are two decided 
| objections to the resolution. The first is, that you 
| 
i 


the public expense. 1 think we went very far in 


ury, seems to me to be transcending our proper 
duty to the people we represent. 

But there is another and even stronger objec- 
tion. It is, that this resolution gives an undue 


owners of other papers. It must follow, if this 
paper is circulated without charge, that it will in- 


not compete. It will be lending the bounty of the 


f! Government to benefit and enrich that paper. 
į 
i 


mails like other papers, because it is not within 


i 
ll age law, let the law be changed in that respect, 


7 ; 7 
i much out of it, except in a few instances. If we! 


extend, because I think it an abuse of our power, | 
the privilege of circulating that kindof matter free 


They have made contracts with the individ- ! 


the proceedings of both branches of Congress. By | 
the existing postage law, those reports are exclud- | 


There is no description of that ; 


enough attached to the subject to induce Congress | 


off if we were to circumscribe it, or stopit, which | 


to the community by providing for the free dis- | 
I think, if we bring the | 


I think that very much good will arise - 
from the free and extensive dissemination of the i 
I hope the | 
resolution will receive the favorable action of the ! 


: should not only report and print, at the public ! 
expense, the debates of Congress, but extend it! 
still further and circulate them free; because to cir- | 
culate them free of charge is to circulate them at | 


calling upon the Treasury to pay for the reporting | 
| and printing of the debates of the Senate, and . 
i now, to circulate them at the expense of the Treas- | 


i 
| preference to the owners of that paper over the: 


the class of newspapers provided for in the post- ; 


E would be very willing to make this publication : 


vite a subscription with which other papers can- : 


If: 
| the objection exists, as the honorable Senator | 
says, that it cannot now be carried through the |! 


and make it a newspeper, Further than that I 
cannot go. . 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, there is one 
view of this subject which induces me te vote for 
the resolution. Thedebates of the Senate are now 
published in one party paper, the Union; and 
they are published also in the Congressional 
Globe. As far as one of the two great parties 
of the country is concerned, its members are sub- 
scribers to this party paper, and get the debates of 
Congress; but the party to which } am attached 
do not generally subscribe for it; and they are ex- 
cluded entirely from perusing the debates of this 
and the other branch of Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. Jt is their own fault.. The 
Intelligencer had the same privilege and renounced. 
it. ; 

Mr. PRATT. The gentleman says it is the 
fault of the Whigs. I am sure there is no one 
attached to the party to which I belong, who 
would not have desired the Intelligencer to con- 
tinue the publication of the debates. But its pro- 
prietors have refused to publish them; and, there- 
fore, there is now no Whig paper in the country 

ublishing in full the debates of this and the other 

rauch of Congress, That great portion, there- 
fore, of the American people who are Whigs are 
excluded, by the present law, from participating 
in the advantages which the other party have in 
seeing the debates, 

There is another answer, I think, to the argu- 
ment of my friend from Virginia. He says, that 
itis giving an advantage to this paper over all 
others. 1 do not look upon it in that light. This 
paper is not like any other. It is not a party pa- 
per. It contains nothing on earth but the debates 
of Congress. It excludes everything else. It, 
therefore, does not stand upon a footing with any 
other paper. It is said, by the Senator from 
Maine, who made the mation to take up the reso- 
lution, and who is a member of the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, that by the exist- 
ing postage law, it cannot be sent through the 
country, because the postage is so high; therefore, 
none, or very few, subscribe to it; consequently, 
we are paying the enormous expense ofhaving the 
debates published, and by the existing post- 
age law, we exclude the people of the country 
from subscribing to the paper. Now, I think it 
will not be a very great incumbrance to the Post 
Office Department to have this paper sent free of 
charge; and therefore I shall vote for the joint 
resolution with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. GWIN. I think the Senator from Mary- 
land is mistaken in regard to the Whig party not 
getting the benefit of a report of the proceedings 
of Congress. I think the most efficient reports 
of the proceedings of Congress that are published 
in this city are in the National Intelligencer. 
They contain the most information. They are not 
so extensive, but they are drawn up with great care 
and accuracy. They give an account of the pro- 
ceedings, which the people will read. The reports 
in the official papers are so long and go into such 
details that the people will not read them, as they 
will read those in the Intelligencer. I think the 
reports of the Intelligencer are admirable. They 
embody the proceedings of Congress, leaving out 
a great many details which are not necessary. If 
the honorable Senator from Maryland will bring 
forward a proposition to compensate the editors 
of that paper for the reports they publish, I will 
sustain it. Those reports are much more con- 
densed, and therefore are read more extensively 
in the country. I think therefore that the objec- 
tion the Senator from Maryland brings forward 
is not sustained by the facts of the case. 

Mr. PRATT. Will the honorable Senator 
bring me a National Intelligencer, and show mea 
debate? Except, perhaps, upon the question of 
a war, which was alluded to the other day, I have 
not seen a single speech of a member of this body 
published in that paper. It may be that, accord- 
ing to the view of the honorabie Senator from 
South Carolina, the editors of that paper have been 
making a selection, and that in their judgment 
there has not been any speech made this session 
by any Senator or member of the other House 
worthy of dissemination among the people. .But 
it is certainly true that there has been no .speech 
of a member of this body published in that paper, 
except upon the isolated question of the fisheries, 
and of non-intervention; and I will state, as a fact 
which cannot be overcome, that we. pay. about 


$100,000, or more, for the printing of the speeches 


of the members of this body. We pay a very 
large amount, which comes out. of the public 
Treasury, for the publication of those speeches; 
and the question is, Shall the people be permitted 
to subscribe for this paper, and read those speeches? 
That isthe whole question. Under the existing 


law they cannot subscribe, because the postage 


prevents its being sent, except at enormous rates, | 


Mr. GWIN. I think the Senator misunder- 
stood me. : 
the proceedings of Congress in the Intelligencer 


are more generally read than the reports in any 


other newspaper, because they are more succinct, | 
and give the substance of the proceedings, without | 
going into unnecessary détails. I think they are | 


the most interesting and useful reports; and, as F 
said before, if the Senator will bring forward a 


proposition to compensate the editors for their re- | 


ports, I shall be willing to vote for it. 


Ido not think the people read them. I think the 


publication of our proceedings are entirely too ex- | 


tensive. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to a third read 


ing by a vote, on a division, of ayes 21, noes 17. | 


It was then read a third time and passed. 


PRIVATE BILLS. k 
The PRESIDENT. The hour of one o’clock 
having arrived, private bills come up in their 
order. 
Mr. HUNTER. I move to suspend, for the 
remainder of the day, the. operation of the order 


requiring to-day to be devoted to private bills, for | 


he purpose of taking up the Indian appropriation 
ill. 


prevail, e 
vate bills which, if passed at all, must be passed 


to-day. Itis a matter of very little importance | 


whether the Indian appropriation bill gets through 
this week, next week, or the week after. Nobody 
will be affected injuriously by it, if it does not 
pass until the end of the session. But there are 
claimants here who have just claims on the Gov- 
ernment, whose claims we know will not be at- 
tended to-—for this session at least—unless they 


are disposed of to-day. Claimants are here de- | 


manding justice at onr hands. 
granted to them. 

Besides, there are other reasons why the Indian 
appropriation bill should not be taken up to-day. 
The chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 


I hope it will be 


fairs (Mr. Arcutson] has not concluded an exam- jj 
ination which he has been making in relation to | 


the very next amendment which comes up. There 


is also an amendment to be offered by the Com- | 


mittee on Indian Affairs, in which the Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] feels a great deal of 
interest, and he is detained to-day by the sickness 
of his son. If the bill should be taken up, there 
fore, we should be compelled to postpone it, be 
cause Senators would not go on with it under the 
circumstances. 


wholly immaterial whether we get through with 
itor not to-day. [tis not necessary that it should 
be passed to-day. There is no pressing necessity 
for it. 'There is no immediate demand for its 


passage, and we know that if the private bills are i 


postponed now, they will not be considered again 
for the remainder of the session. 


endar. 
Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I think there | 


would not have heen so many private bills upon ` 


the Calendar undisposed of, if the Senate had 
agreed to sit on Saturdays. 


than one occasion. 


Calendar, for every one must see that unless these 


bills are acted on now, there is no probability : 


whatever, that they will pass the House of Rep- 
resentatives at the present session. 
In order, therefore, to dispatch, particularly that 


portion of the business accumulating on ourhands, | 


tt would be better for the Senate to siton Satur- 
day. 


we have passed and sent to the House as many 
i 


My statement was, that the reports of | 


Ido not ; 
think it is necessary to publish all these speeches. | 


Mr. CLEMENS. I hope that motion will not: 


We have on our table a number of pri- |! 


i At any rate, it would be impos- | 
sible to get through with it to-day, and it is; 


i é I hope we shall : 
proceed to the consideration of the Private Cal- | 


: I recollect that on: 
last Friday my friend from Alabama himself made : 
the motion to adjourn over until Monday, and I: 
am not sure but that he made the motion on more . 
T have thought that it would | 
be better for us to sit on Saturday for the very ; 
purpose of disposing of the bills on the Private ` 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I suspect that 


private bills as they will be likely to act upon at |i 
this session, or as they will have time enough to |! 
act upon. ‘There is time enough for us to act |! 
upon any private bills which may have been señt |; 
by the House of Representatives. But I fear it | 
would be throwing away time now to consider | 
any more of our own private bills, and send them | 
to the House. j 
| 
H 
| 
l 
| 
| 


Nor do I agree with the Senator from Alabama, | 
that it Is a matter of no importance whether the | 
Indian appropriation bill is settled this week or | 
next week. We have proposed to adjoura onthe 
3Ist of August. If we do so, it will require us to 
occupy ourselves industriously. If we mean to: 
discharge the public business of the country, there ; 
iare other things to do—there are other public! 
| measures, besides the appropriation bills, to be at- , 
tended to. Nor does it follow that we should do ʻi 
| nothing in relation to the Indian bill at all, on ac- 
i; count of what has been said by the Senator from 
Alabama. It is true, there is an amendment which 
:| the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
:| wishes further time to examine. Thatamendment |! 
i| could be laid over. But there are other amend- | 
ments of the Committee on Finance, and thereare ! 


‘| amendments which the Committee on Indian Af- | 
| fairs, I understand, is now prepared to offer as 
soon as the Senate shall be through with the: 
amendments proposed by the Committee on Fi- 
| nance. I hope, therefore, that the Senate will! 
i! proceed to the consideration of the Indian appro- || 
|| priation bill. i 
| Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I hope we if 
|; Shall go on with private bills to-day. At an early | 
i| period of the session, we recognized the propri- | 
|| ety of giving these private bills a fair consider- | 
ation, and made it a portion of our rules that we | 
would devote Friday of every week to their con- | 
sideration. We have, time after time, suspended | 
that rule, and put off private bills sometimes for | 
as many as three Fridays in succession. Now, 
towards the close of the session, when we know 
there are private bills here, the justice and the 
pressing necessity of which no one will deny, and | 
which cannot be passed, as the Senator from Ala- 
bama has suggested, at this session, unless acted 
upon to-day, we are called upon to postpone 
them. I do think that from these considerations, | 
and from common justice, we ought to proceed to 
| the consideration of private bills. | 
| Mr. HUNTER. Iam informed by the Secre- | 
.| tary of the Senate, that we have never passed as 
| many private bills at any session before, as at this | 
session; so that I think it is not fair to say that | 
ji the Senate has done injustice to private claim- 
l| ants. 
ii Mr. RUSK. Lam very sure that we have not 
passed halfas many private bills as we ought to 
| have passed. ‘There are many bills on the table | 
| which have been reported and re-reported, passed 
and repassed. If we have passed some at this | 
session, and now refuse to consider the rest, it is | 
making favorites of some claimants against the | 
Government, and postponing others. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I wish to say a word in re 
| ply to the Senator from California, [Mr. WEL- 
| LER] He says that on last Friday I made a 
i; motion to adjourn over, and thereby defeated the 
; action of the Senate on private bills on Saturday. | 
Why, does not that Senator know that if we had || 
i met on Saturday, not one solitary private bill |} 
would have been touched? Does he not know |; 
| that by a standing rule of the Senate, we talce up || 
| private bills on Fridays. Besides, I do not know | 
whether last Friday was wasted, but other mat- i 
ters took precedence. i| 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator is mistaken as || 
to what I did say. idid not say that private bills | 
necessarily came up on Saturday, out that we || 
might have sat on Saturdaysand disposed of some || 
of them. “That is my opinion still, f 

Mr. CLEMENS, We have never spent any 
day upon private bills, except days specially set | 
apart for them. If we were to sit here from now | 
‘| till the beginning of the next session, we would | 
not do so. I did make a motion to adjourn over | 
on last Friday, and it is probable I shall make | 

H 
f 
| 
i 


i 
$ 
ji 


{ 
H 
j 
H 
i 
H 
i 
t 


t 
|| the same motion to-day—and I believe the Senator 
i| voted with me then. 

‘| Mr. WELLER. No, sir. 

i| Mr. CLEMENS. He certainly did not vote 


ij against the motion. 


il 


Mr. WELLER. The Senator is mistaken. | 
never voted to adjourn over. 

Mr: CLEMENS. I believe there was no di- 
vision on the motion, and we know that gentle- 
men are sometimes willing to have it done, al- 
though they do not want to help to do-it, | ; 

The motion to suspend the order requiring pri- 
vate bills to be taken up, was not agreed to, there 
being, on a division, ayes 18, noes 20. 


JOSEPH H. D. BOWMAR. 


Mr. DOWNS. There is a private bill which 
was laid on the table some weeks azo, which I 
wish the Senate now to take up and dispose of. 
It is a bill for the relief of Joseph H. D. Bow- 
mar. It was laid on the table under peculiar eir- 
cumstances. The Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Fr.cu,] the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, and myself differed about a material fact 
in the case, and I therefore consented that the bill 
should be Jaid on the table. Since that time, I 
have examined the matter, and I have satisfied 
myself as to that point, and I therefore ask the 
Senate to take up the bill now and dispose of it. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, its consid- 
eration. It provides for granting a patent to Jo- 
seph H. D. Bowmar, of Carroll parish, Louisiana, 
for a lot in fractional section No. 27, in township 
19, of range 13 east, in the district of lands north 
of Red river, subject to entry and sale, at Oua- 
chita, in the State of Louisiana, containing one bun- 
dred and forty-five and thirteen hundredths acres, 
on final settlement certificate No. 9977, issued to 
Bowmar on May 16, 1849; and that so much of 
the second section of the act of March 3, 1849, 
entitled <‘An act for the relief of James G. Car- 
son,” as confirms the selection made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of said lot No. 27, for the 
use of public schools be repealed: Provided, That 
nothing in this act shall be construed so as to re- 
duce the quantity of land to which that township 


| is entitled by law. 


Mr. FELCH called for the reading of the re- 
port of the Committee on Private Land Claims; 
and it was read. 

From that report it appears that Bowmar, the 
memorialist, settled on lot No. 27, in fractional 
township 19, range 13 east, in the district of lands 
north of Red river, and became entitled to preémp- 
tion in consequence of such settlement. ‘This lot 
having been improperly selected for school pur- 
poses, upon an appeal to the Secretary of the Trea- 


i sury, the selection was revoked, January 4, 1849, 


and the memorialist was permitted to enter his 
preémption. Before the entry was actually made, 
however, Congress, in ignorance of his rights, 
passed an act for the benefit of James G. Carson, 
by which Carson was permitted to enter the lot No. 
27, which had been entered for school purposes by 
the proper ofiicers, and for the settlement of which 
the memorialist had obtained a certificate bearing 
date May 16th, 1849. Owing to the obstacle aris- 
ing from the act of Congress for the relief of Car- 
son, a patent was refused to Bowmar. The com- 


| mittee, therefore, are of opinion that a bill should 


be passed allowing the memorialistto enter on this 
section. 

Mr. FELCH. This bill was reached in its 
order some time ago, and upon my motion, I be- 
lieve, it was then laid upon the table. Since that 
time I have looked into the facts in relation to ii, 
and as I have not my memorandum here, not sup- 
posing it would again be called up out of itsorder, 
my recollection is not very fresh in regard to it. 
I was satisfied, however, from examining the ma.t- 
ter, that this bill ought not to be passed. The diffi- 
culty about itis, that the land to which a preémp- 
tion right is proposed to be given in this bill is, in 
point of fact, school land belonging to the State, 
being, I believe, the sixteenth section, which, in 
each township, is set aside by general law for 
school purposes. It seems to have been claimed 
by preémption right for an individual named Car- 
son, and a law was passed by Congress allowing 
him to enter the land, providing, at the same time, 
as the general Jaw provides, that if the sixteenth 
section should be taken in that way, the parties 
might select another in lieu of it. Those authori- 
ties selected this twenty-seventh section, and it 
became the property of the State for school pur- 
poses. : 

I think there has been some subsequent action 
on the matter by Congress, and yet, after all, there 


title of the State. 
roperty of the State as school land, and there- 
ore it is not in the power of Congress to make a 
different disposition of it and deprive the State. f} 
know there is a proviso in this bill which declares 
that it shall not diminish the quantity of land taken 
for school purposes. Of course we cannot divest 
the State authorities without their consent, and 
even if we should undertake to do so, the bill 
makes no provision as to the manner in which the 
same quantity of land shall be taken elsewhere. | 
The difficulty arises from the want of power on 
the part of Congress to make this disposition. I 
regret that the question should have been brought 
up to-day, because I have some memoranda on 
the subject which I wished to present, and am 
compelled now to state only my general recollec- 
tion of the matter. 


Mr. DOWNS. Mr. President, I am sorry that || 


the gentleman has not got his memorandum here. 
He had it here when the subject was up before, | 
and { regret to say that it was totally erroneous, 
and gave an incorrect representation of the whole | 
matter. I have looked into the papers since the 
question was up before, and I see no reason to 

oubt the propriety of the bil. The gentleman 
does not understand this case as well as he would 
have the Senate believe he does. 

I mast say once for ail, that I consider it a little 
extraordinary that, not only in this case, but in | 
many other cases reported on by the Committee | 


on Private Land Claims, the chairman of the || 


Committee on Public Lands should take upon i 
himself to supervise their proceedings, and con- 
sider that nothing should be done on a case, unless 
it came from his committee. If that course is to 
be pursued, I suppose the gentleman had better 
move to dispense altogether with the services of | 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. And now 
to show with how much caution gentlemen of an- | 
other committee ought to interfere with the pro- ; 
ceedings of a committee of which he has no knowl- | 
edge, I wish to point out to the gentleman, and to | 
the Senate, how egregiously he has mistaken the 
whole case, when he comes in to correct the sol- 
emn and formal action of another committee. 

ater has stated that this ig an ordinary 
case of predinption—that here is a lot of land set 
apart in the township as a school lot, and that 
therefore it must be sacredly preserved as such, 
and that Congress has no power to dispense with 
that rule, or to give it to the claimant in this case. 
This is an imperfect statement of the case. ‘The 
true statement is this: That, under a special act of 
Congress, passed in 1826, I believe there have been 
selected in this particular township instead of one, 
three school lots. By that act, in certain frac- 
tional and other townships, the Secretary of the 
Treasury was authorized to make certain selec- 
tions, so as to give the proper school authorities 
in Louisiana certain lands. ‘They made those | 
selections. In several townships various lands 
were selected. In this particular township three 
lots were selected. Sometimes through inadvert- 
ence, or want of information, more lands were 
selected than the township was entitled to. In 
this particular case it was ascertained, long after- 
wards, that more than the quantity to which the 
fractional township was entitled had been selected. 
The petitioner here, who has settled on one of 
those lots, petitioned the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Mr. Walker, and after a formal investigation | 
of the matter, the Secretary took up the question | 
and decided that more than the legitimate portion 
of this township had been selected, and that, 
therefore, he would release, not lot sixteen, but 
lot twenty-seven, which Bowmar claims, from 
that reservation, and allow him to perfect his pre- | 
emption. Now, is there anything illegal in that? 
Is there anything improper in that? Was it not 
competent for the Secretary of the Treasury to 
undo an error which had been made before? 
Most assuredly it was. It has been done in 
other cases. After full examination he did re- | 
lense this land from the school reservation, and | 


allow Bowmar to go on and perfect his preémp- | t! i 
| tion raise 


| the papers sho 


fon. 

But the gentleman is equally mistaken in the 
law us he isin the fact. He says Congress has 
sower to make such a release as that; whereas, 
the papers here show that the very act of Con- 
gress passed in favor of Carson did release the 


i 
H 
i 
ji 
i 
i 


3 


| lots reserved for schools in this particular town- | 
ship. Bowmar, I believe, was the oldest settler, || 


of the land, and gave a preémption rightto Carson. | 
That act of Congress released one of the three 
lots from the same reservation which the Secre- | 
tary of the Treasury, by authority, had previ- 
ously released. Perhaps Congress has now grown 
wiser than it has been heretofore, or, if we follow 
the advice of the gentleman, we shall grow wiser; | 
but this has been the practice pursued for many | 
years. ‘here are many cases in which these 
exemptions from reservation have been granted, | 
and especially in cases of this kind, where three ! 
lots were selected instead of one. It is perfectly 
competent to do it. Precisely the same thing was ! 
done by Congress for Carson, and was done by | 
the Secretary of the Treasury in relation to Bow- | 
mar. The only reason why Bowrnar did not | 
perfect his entry in accordance with the decision | 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, made before the 
passage of the act passed for the retief of Carson, 
was that he did not apply to the Land Office be- | 
fore that act was passed. | 


A serious mistake which the gentleman made jj 


i 


when the subject was up before—as I understood 
him, and his memorandum showed it—was that 
the act of Congress for the relief of Carson was 
passed before the release by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. ‘The papers show that such is not the 
fact; that this release was made before the pas- 
sage of the act, and that if Bowmar had hap- 


pened to apply to the Land Office earlier, he would ;: 
have been allowed to perfect hisentry. He was i 
obliged to go to the Land Office, and before he did | 


go there, to perfect it according to the decision | 


which was made, as the report states, the act was || 


passed. The decision of the Secretary of the 


When he came to | 


passed in March, I believe. 
the Land Office, he found that the act had been | 
passed. The question again came before the Sec- i 
retary of the ‘l'reasury, and he decided that, as | 
Congress had interposed, there was no power for | 
him to interfere. ; 

This, then, is the state of the case. ‘Phe only ; 
objection that existed in this case was removed. | 
by the Secretary of the ‘Treasury before Congress | 
passed the act for Carson’s relief. ‘That act was 
passed by Congress without any knowledge that | 
an application had been made to the Department į 
by Bowmar. Itis evident thatif Congress had 


known the condition of things, it would not have || 


passed thatact. The act of Congress in favor of | 
Carson, mentions this reservation, and the selec- | 
tion previously made. That would not have been 
done if it had been known that the selection had 
been set aside previously by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as the papers show that was done. 
The whole case, then, is this: There were three | 


and certainly the one who obtained the consent of , 
the people of the township, for the other party did 
not obtain their consent. He applied in the regu- 
lar manner to the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the Secretary released the reservation of one of | 
the school lots, and allowed him to perfect his 
entry; but before the entry was actually perfected 
Congress, without knowing anything on the sub- 
ject, passed an act in favor of Carson. Now, Í 
suppose that the regular act of the Secretary of | 


I 


the Treasury, in the discharge of his duty, is as | 
binding under the circumstances as the actof Con- į 
gress was. | do not dispute the authority of either | 
to release the land from this reservation, and I do 
not think that either ought to be considered a nul- 
lity. The object of this bill, therefore, is to place 
these parties on the same footing-—to continue the | 
release of this reservation which was made by the | 
Secretary of the Treasury, and let Carson, if you | 
please, have the benefit of his act—place the par- : 
ties on an equal footing, and let the merits of the = 
case be contested before the courts. 

There is no contest between the people of the 
township about this matter. The contest is be- ; 
tween Carson and Bowmar; and the object of the 
bill is to place them on an equal footing, and then ; 
they may go before the courts of justice, and have 
their rights adjudicated. There can be no objec- 
d that the township will not consent, for 
w that the township has consented. 
At any rate, there is a proviso in the bill that it: 
shall not be done contrary to their wishes. The , 
Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Arcuison,] some ; 
time ago, when the subject was up, made objec- : 


i tary of the Treasury befo 


| Senate—to meet it. 


ic] 


me that his remarks on this case are not. charac- 
| terized by that comity towards my colleague 
which he usually displays towards his fellow- 
members, and which we all ought to display. 
He seems to censure my colleague for investiga- 
ting a case upon which the Committee on Private 
Land Claims have reported, and he talks about 
revising their proceedings, as though any of us 
were precluded by the report of a committee, and 
had no right to investigate facts, and cireumstan- 


il ces, and principles connected with it. When any 


| member of a committee investigates a case—and { 
‘feel as though I could do it in very few cases— 
| and a member comes forward and takes upon him- 
| self to look into it, and ascertain the law and the 
į facts in regard to it, in order to guide our decis- 
iion, Lam much obliged to him for it. 

Let it be remembered, in this particular case, 


i! that my colleague is at the head of the Committee 


on Public Lands; and between the subjects which 
go before that committee and the Committee on 
Private Land Claims there is very great connec- 
tion; and when he deems it to be his duty, as 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands, to 
present his views with respect to the cases thus 
brought before us, we ought all to be under obli~ 
gation to him. I am sure that my honorable 
friend from Louisiana, on reflection, will take that 
| view of the case. The character of my colleague 
s known tousall. There is not a member on 
this floor who is not perfectly convinced in the 
probity of his intentions, Although the Senator 
‘from Louisiana is, no doubt, certain as to the 
| justice of his case, we who are dispassionate—we 
who have had no peculiar cause to investigate it, 
| and.no local feelings to act upon us—look upon it 


‘Treasury was made in January, and the act was |) 


| Senator. 


| Mr, DOWNS. Lam very sure my honorable 


friend from Michigan, (Mr. Cass,] who has just 
| addressed the Senate, if he knew the circumstan- 
lees of the case as well as I do, would not have 
said what he has said. It was not in regard to an 


|| ordinary case that I made these remarks. This 


is not the first, but the twentieth time, in which 
this interference which I oppose has taken place. 
I have heretofore let it pass by in silence. It was 
not simply the interference in this case which 
prompted me to make the remarks which I have 
made; but because here, in a case examined by 


ii meand by my committee, an important fact was 


i stated, that this release was made by the Secre- 
re the bill for the relief 
of Carson was passed. It was so stated in the 
report, Jt was so stated by me in the debate. 
Yet the Senator got up here in the Senate, and 
‘read from a memorandam—and by the way, I 
| would like to know who furnished him with 1t— 
| that such was not the fact. I was taken so much 


i| by surprise at it, that I consented at once that the 
|| matter might be investigated, and had the bill laid 


over. 


Now, sir, is that an ordinary occurrence? Is 
t such an ordinary case that it is to be passed 
l over without any notice? A fact was stated in a 
i formal manner in the report of the committee; it 
| was stated by me here in my place; and yet the 
reatleman got up and contradicted it. Is it right? 
| Ís it proper? Fs it just to myself or to the com- 
' mittee that such a matter should be passed over iu 
| silence? Twas as much astonished as any man 
could be at the course pursued by the honorable 
i Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Fercu.] However 
‘inconsistent with his usual course, still the facts 
-areas I have stated; and it was my duty, asa 
| member of the committee—as a member of the 
l intended, on the very next 
day, when private bills were considered, to have 
‘called up the bill, and made some remarks. I did 
not do so, because the gentleman was then absent, 
‘on account of sickness; and circumstances have 
| prevented me calling it up before this time. 
' The Senator from Michigan who last addressed 
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A : a it eae eae 
us [Mr. Cass} ig entirely mistaken in supposing |! complained of any man for serutinizing my re- 


that I object to the interference of another mem- 
ber of the Senate with my report. 
object to is to a Senator contradicting, unless he 


a fact stated by me in my place, and also in the 
report. Now, it turns out, on investigation, that 
the fact was as I stated it. Thatis what I object 
to, and not to the interference. I think the Sen- 
ate well knows, as the Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. Cass} has observed, that I am not captious 
in. matters of this kind, and Fam not disposed to 
object to interference with my reports.. It is done 
every day. Ido not object to agentleman oppos- 
ing my bills, but I shall object to any interference 
under similar circumstances, 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, I scarcely ex- 
pected that this debate, which has relation te a 


a question in which no Senator has any particular 
interest--should have resulted in any thing like a 
personal allusion; and especially a personal allu- 
sion to myself. With the Senator who has just 
taken his seat, I have always been upon the’most 
friendly terms. But I am surprised at the course 
which he has taken upon this occasion. His re- 
marks are without foundation in anything which 
has been said or done by myself, and certainly 

` without foundation in anything which I have ever 
felt either of interest in this case, or of personal 
feeling toward the gentleman himself. Sir, i re- 
gret it. 

J have no harsh words to reply. The Senator 
must enjoy his remarks to satisfy himself and his 
feelings, if he has any in regard to the matter; 
but I repeat, that I regret that he has found it ne- 
cessary either to entertain a feeling of that kind, 
or to express it here upon this floor. 

Sir, as chairman of the Committee on Public 
Lands, I know as well as any man what are the 
boundaries of the duties of that committee. I be- 
lieve that few men here will accuse me of attempt- 
ing to step beyond the bounds of that duty. But 
it does so happen, that in relation to administer- 


ing the public domain, it is very often the case, | 


that what are called private land claims, which go 


to the Committee on Private Land Claims, are so | 


connected with the class of claims which go to the 
Committee on Publie Lands, as scarcely to be 
distinguished, the one from the other. Many of 
them relate to precisely the same subject; and of 
this very class of cases, some go to the Committee 


on Public Lands and some to the Committee on | 


Private Land Claims. If I have considered it 


my duty on any oceasion to interfere—to use the | 


expression of the Senator from Louisiana—in 
matters of this kind, it has been because my at- 
tention has been more particularly directed to the 
subject of the disposition of the public lands, and 
not from any personal feeling or personal desire to 
interfere with the reports or the actions of other 
members of the Senate. I beg Senators to recol- 
lect that, placed, as L have been, on the Committee 
on Public Lands ever since | have been in the Sen- 
ate—directing my attention to that subject—I have 
withdrawn my mind from almost all other sub- 
jects discussed in this body. 1 should like some- 


times to participate in debates of a more general į 


and interesting character; but 1 have been com- 


much of my time, to the duties of that commit- 
tee; and no man has regretted it more than I have. 
I know that it has been made the subject of re- 
mark in regard to myself, that I have not partici- 


pated in debates on subjects of more general in- | 


terest. Having directed my attention to that 
particular subject—being placed there, not by 
choice, but against my wishes-—-I have consid- 
ered it my duty to look into the disposition of the 
public domain as well as I could; and to express 
my views upon those subjects which relate to it 
whenever they havé been presented—notas chair- 
man of that committee, but as a member of the 
Senate. As one of the members of this body, 
whenever questions of this kind have come up, 


and my attention has been directed to them, and Í |i 


thought 1 had information which could with profit 
be presented to the Senate, I have gone beyond 
any petty personal feeling to. perform that which 
I regard as my duty, and the duty of every mem- 
ber of the Senate. 2 

Have I ever presented a bill here from the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, to which I have not in- 
vited scrutiny and investigation? Have I ever 


|i ports? 
What I do | 


| never been interrupted. 


aiding me in doing justice to those parties who 


:| come here for justice, or for protecting the public 
has sufficient and competent authority to do so, | 
j; ave) are brought in question by the bills we are 
| about to pass? No, sir, I regard it asthe duty of 
| every man who stands here, as the chairman of a 
| committee upon any subject, to look around the 
i Senate, upon every side, invite investigation, and 
; seek for information. Whenever t have presented 
| a matter of this kind, I have been ready to thank 
| every man who, with more knowledge than my- 
i self, has come up to enable me either to advance 


interests, when those interests (as they always 


the measure I have introduced, or prevent its be- 


|; ing advanced when the public interest required that 
ji itshouid not be passed. 
! my position. 

matter pending before the Senate—the decision of |! 


‘That is what I regard as 


I come here with no complaints of any man, i;i 
| and regret that any one should have found occa- | 
| sion to make a complaining allusion to myself, |; 


such as has been made on this occasion. ‘here 


iis one person of whom [ would wish never to 
| speak here or elsewhere; and that is myself. Seif 


is the Jast subject upon which a man ought ever to 
speak. But l have done with that. 

Mr. DOWNS. I merely wish to explain that 
it was not personal feeling that influenced me. So 
far from entertaining any personal feeling against 
the honorable Senator, | spoke because I felt it to 
be my duty, under the circumstances, to make the 
remarks which ] have made. And, to show that 
there is no personal feeling on the subject, and has 
not been from the beginning, but that I have 
merely done what I considered to be my impera- 
tive duty, | take occasion now to say, with all 


sincerity, that the Senator from Michigan is one | 
of the very last members of the Senate in relation | 
to whom, if I could have had my choice, I should :} 
have made the remarks which I have made. ‘There í 


has existed between us a friendship which has 
I have great confidence 
in his judgment. Yet, the circumstances were 
such that, even against all this, I have felt it to 
be my duty to make the remarks which 1 have 
made, 

Mr. FELCH. Mr. President, I come now to 
the fact which the honorable Senator stated— 
which was true—that, in the memorandum which 
l had here before, there was a mistake as to the 
date of one of the laws passed by Congress. 
‘There was a mistake in the date. 
Senator took the memorandum from my hands, 
and returned it to me again, stating that fact. 


| Subsequently I looked upon the memorandum, 


and found that there wasa mistake. But that the 
Senator supposed it was anything more than a 


: mistake in making out the memorandum never, 
i until this moment, entered my mind. I did not 


understand him to impute anything wrong in that 


: matter, or anything more than a mere error in 


copying, 

Mr, DOWNS. I wish the gentleman to under- 
stand me. l. do not even now suppose that the 
mistake was made by the Senator. p suppose it 
was made by the memorandum. My objection 


į was, that the Senator used the memorandum after 


it was stated to him that it wasa mistake. I never 


|: supposed, nor did I intend to charge, that he had 
pelled to devote my whole energies, and very || 


intentionally used the mistaken memorandum; but 


i he did use it after it was stated to be a mistaken | 
i one. 


Mr. FELCH. I made nouse of the memoran- 
dum after the Senator pointed out to me the error, 
and I had an opportunity to look at the papers. 
After that I made no use of it, either here or else- 
where. 


Now, what is the amount of the matter? That 


the memorandum misled me as to a date; the Sen- 
| ator pointed it out to me; [looked at it, and found | 
Have lever alluded to į 


that there was a mistake. 
it since? Fave I made use of a memorandum 
which was not correct, when it was shown to me 
that it was not correct? I did find that there was 
a mistake as to the date on the memorandum, and 
I have never used the memorandum since I found 


that to be the case. But, on looking at the papers, | 


I was satisfied that it was a mistake, which did 
not change the principle involved in the case; but, 


on the contrary, that this section—number twen- | 


ty-seven—was a section which had been selected 
by the school authorities, and which had been 
confirmed by the Secretary of the Treasury, when 
that Department had charge of the public lands, 


Have I ever complained of any one for | 


The honorable : 


before the Department of the Interior was organ- 
ized. 

Mr. DOWNS. I would suggest to the Senator 
that he is entirely mistaken. The selection was 
made by the register and receiver, under the in- 
structions of the Secretary. The people of the 
township had nothing to do with the selection. 

Mr. FELCH. The selection was made in the 
manner pointed out bylaw. At any rate, this 
twenty-seventh section was selected by the proper 
authorities, instead of the sixteenth section, which 
was taken for another purpose. My principle is 
this: that whenever that section was selected ac- 
cording to law, and was approved by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, it became, that moment, the 
property of the State authorities, for school pur- 
poses; and from that moment it was out of the 
ji power of Congress to give it toa third person, 
ii and in that manner divest the title of the local au~ 
|| thorities of the State. That is the point in con- 
| 
i 


| 


troversy. That is all the point there is in this 
| case. 
| Suppose the Senator should say I was mistaken 
‘inallthis. I havenoangry feeling on this subjects 
Lam willing to go to the record and see whether 
| I am right. I want to ascertain the facts. I know 
none of these parties. All I want is that we shall 
investigate this matter, and do whatever may be 
right about it. I am willing to give a preémption 
right in this case, if we have the power to give it. 
I have but a few words more to say, and they 
are in regard to the proposition of the Senator as 
| to the power of Congress over the school lands. 
I will explain myself in a very few words on that 
| subject. The sixteenth section is originally, in alt 
the townships, reserved for school purposes, by 
general law, Previous to the time of the State or- 
organization, it is reserved in the same manner’ 
' pointed out in the laws providing for the survey of 
thecountry, reserving the sixteenth section. The 
sixteenth section is not, however, appropriated for 
school purposes; that is to say, the title to it does 
not vest until, by act of Congress, it is made to 
pass directly in the State within which it hes. 
he school authorities, and sometimes the town- 
| ships, have charge of it, and sometimes the State 
| authorities themselves. But whoever may be the 
competent authority, that authority has the charge 
of the school lands. Whenever the State is ad- 
mitted into the Union, the sixteenth section is then 
i| provided for. It is provided for, and lately it has 
been made a condition that they shall have the 
sixteenth section to manage for themselves, for 
‘| school purposes, upon assenting to certain other 
| propositions which Congress always makes to 
them upon their admission. That is the usual 
i| way. Whenever they assent, what then is the 
case? Why, the sixteenth section is no longer a 
mere reservation for school purposes, to he dis- 
|| posed of afterwards by Congress, but it is the 
f property of the State, for that particular purpose, 
and comes under the charge of the regular school 
t authorities. That is the true state of the case. 
Now, the principle has been this: After the 
reservation, and before the cession of the land 
to the State, Congress has power over it, and 
| may grant preémption rights, and it may dispose 
tof it in other methods, providing, as it always 
does, to make up the quantity elsewhere, if the 
| sixteenth section should be taken for some other 
|| purpose. Up to that time, they have full power 
over it, as the Senator says. So they have, and 
i they have that power up to the time the school 
land is ceded to the State; but when it is ceded to 
the State, the power of Congress ceases—utterly 
and forever ceases; and Congress then has no 
authority to grant preémption rights; no power 
to give it to individuals—to this man or to that 
man, for this purpose or for that purpose, with- + 
out the assent of the State. That doctrine is cer- 
tainly very clear. It is manifest by this bill, be- 
cause the bill provides that the inhabitants of the 
township shall give their assent; but the inhab- 
itants of the township are not the power which 
have the authority. to control and manage this 
land. By their petitions to Congress, or by their 
assent, they cannot divest the title which is now in 
the State or the town authorities, as such, having 
upon them the obligations and the conditions of 
that trust, which is merely a trust to use it for 
school purposes. We cannot divest the title in 
|| that manner. 
| There is my difficulty in this case, and it is the 
ii only difficulty I have; it is the abstract question, 
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and nothing else, which weighs upon my mind. 
itis the question whether, the proper authorities 
having selected this twenty-seventh “section for 
scheol purposes, itis competent for the Govern- 
ment to divest them. That is the only question. 
As ] now understand the facts, and as I under- 
stood the facts all the while, that principle applies 
to this case. 
Senators are satisfied that in point of fact we have 
power to divest the title of the State authorities 
to this land, and to give a preémption right to this 
individual, certainly I am willing to go with my 
friend from Louisiana. My difficulty is upon 
that point. Ido not see that we have the power 
to do what the bill proposes to do. 
Mr. DOWNS. Iam inclined to think itisa mere 
uestion oflaw. I think the Senator assumes that 
Jongress has notlegal power to release this reserva- 
tion. No doubt the distinction which has been made 
is a good one, where land was originally reserved 
as land vested ina State; but in both cases, both be- 
fore and after its investment in a State, it has been 
the practice of Congress to release such reserva- 
tions with the consent of the parties interested. 
Why, sir, in the very act for the relief of Carson, 
there was a reservation of another seciion in the 
same township in the same reservation, and the 
land was in the same situation as this land was 
when the reservation was asked at the Treasury 
Department. I cannot see how the question of 
legality can arise. Does the gentleman contend 
against the right of Carson also? There was no 
difficulty in the case of Carson. It was in conse- 
quence of the fact that the Carson claim was 
allowed, that the Secretary of the Treasury with- 
drew the permission of this claimant to perfect 
his title, and therefore he must have considered 
the claim of Carson valid. Bat, according to the 
doetrine of the Senator, the act in favor of Carson 
was illegal and inoperative. If this were an ori- 
ginal question I would say, never in a single case 
remove the reservation; but when I looked into 
the statute-book, and found that the thing was 
done every day, and also after the consent of the 

eople of the township was given, and saw that 
it was done by the competitor in this case, since 
Congress has given this man Carson the prefer- 
ence here, [ do not see why there should not be 
fair play between them, and why they should not 
both be put upon the same footing. 

According to the idea of the Senator from Mich- 
igan, the act in favor of Carson was illegal; and 
because it is doubtful, he will allow the illegal act 
to stand, and reject this claim. Why give Carson 
his claim, and deny it to the other? Even sup- 
posing that Congress have not the power to release 
from reservation, it seems unjust to do it in one 
case and notin the other. You thus give one of 
them a title; and the moment you have done it, 
you take from the other the privilege of perfecting 
his title also. I know the gentleman would not 
deny justice in this case, by granting to one what 
he would refuse to another. We do not ask that 


Congress shali take the land from one and give it | 


to the other. All we ask is that Congress will 
place the two parties on the same ground. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to inquire whether 
this land was selected by authority of the State 
first for school purposes, and whether that selec- 
tion was approved by the proper authority here? 

Mr. DOWNS. These selections are made by 
the registers and receivers of public money, and 
the school authorities have nothing to do with it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. That may be the case in Lou- 
isiana. I wish to know whether the land was 
selected for school purposes, and whether the se- 
lection was approved by the agent of the Govern- 
ment? and if so, whether we could pass a law 
relating to it after that? 


Mr. DOWNS. Such laws have been passed i 


repeatedly. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I was not aware of the fact. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not intend to enter into 
this discussion, although the subject is one in 
which I feel much interest, involving, as it does, 
the question as to the power of the Government to 
undertake to divest the school authorities of their 
title to lands granted for school purposes. The 
law has been so plainly stated by the Senator 
from Michigan, [Mr. Feicu,] and by the Senator 
from Illinois, [Mr. Sureins,] as to the principle 
of law involved, that it is unnecessary for me to 
say anything on that subject. As to the practice 
of Government, I have had especial occasion to 


If it dees not apply, however, if |i 


look inte that subject, not in regard to this case, 
but in regard to others, very carefully; and I am 
not aware of a single case in which Congress has 
passed an act undertaking to divest a State, or the 


scheol authorities in a State, of school lands after | 


the selection and confirmation of such lands have 
been made. 

Mr. DOWNS. . I will point out a case to the 
Senater. The very case under discussion, in which 
this man Carson 1s concerned, is one of that kind. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
the circumstances of that case; it has escaped my 
observation; but 1 will undertake to say that, asa 
question of law, although I do not pretend to bea 
lawyer, if Congress have passed such an act, itis 
of no force, and that the State authorities, or the 
school authorities, can, at any time, enforce their 
title, and claim the land, no matter into whose 
hands it may have passed, or what laws Congress 
may haveenacted. Why, if Congress have made 
a grant of land, and that land has been selected, 
and the title confirmed to the grantee, whether an 
individual, a State, ora school, they have no more 
authority to pass an act to take back that property 
without free consent of the owner, than they have 
to go into any State of the Union and pass an act 
to divest an individual of a piece of landed prop- 
erty of which he may have been possessed for fifty 
years. 

l rose, principally, for the. purpose of making 
an inquiry of the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. 
Downs,] as to the law of his State on this subject. 
As | understand the question, the bill provides 
that the grant shall be made to this individual, on 
condition that the school authorities ‘of the town- 
ship shall give their consent to it. 

Mr. DOWNS. Ifthe Secretary will read the 
proviso to the bill, it will answer the inquiry of 
the Senator. 

The proviso was read, as follows: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed, 


as to reduce the quantity of laud to which said township is | 


entided by law. 

Mr. BORLAND. That does not meet the 
question J intended to ask the Senator from Loui- 
siana, [Mr. Downs.] The bill renders it neces- 
sary that the authorities shall give their assent. 
I understand that the authorities of Louisiana 
have nothing to do with the school lands; that, by 
legislative provision, the school lands are consol- 
idated, and that one common fund is formed for 
the whole State; so that an act of the Legislature, 
and nothing but anact of the Legislature, together 
with an act of Congress, could make such a grant 
valid. 

Mr. DOWNS. I think that this proviso clearly 
shows the argument of both the Senators to be 
wrong. Their argument is, that it is not compe- 
tent for Congress to take away this particular 


quantity of land. The bill is furnished with that | 


express provision, forit says, thatthe effect of the 
bill shall not beto diminish the quantity of land. If 
this is so, and if it be possible to give this individ- 
ual his right of preémption, and not deprive the 
people of the township of any right to which they 
are entitled, does not the argument of both gentle- 
men, in such case, fall to the ground? That pro- 
vision is apart of the bill. Itlimits the bill, which 
has no proper authority to deprive the school au- 
thorities of a single acre of land. Does not such 
a proviso answer all objects, and silence all objec- 
tions? 

Mr. BORLAND. The Senator from Louisi- 
ana is mistaken if he supposes that I am arguing 
merely in regard to the quantity of the land. He 
knows well enough, that in many cases the value of 
land does not depend so much upon its quantity as 
upon its locality and quality; and, to show what Í 
mean, I will remark, that in my own State, by act 
of Congress, there were two changes of school 
lands for other lands which very seriously injured 
the school interest. These two instances, how- 
ever, were before the grants had been perfected, and 
while they were merely reservations. In one case, 


the sixteenth section-was deemed a proper one, on || 


account of its locality, to locate a town upon in the 
county of Washington, in the western part of the 
State of Arkansas. The county authorities de- 
sired it as a location for the seat of justice for that 
county; and application was made to Congress, 
and the sixteenth section was granted by Congress 
to that county, to be laid off into two lotsand used 
for the building of a court-house and jail, and other 


E am not acquainted with | 


: 


| make a selection somewhere else. The proceeds 
i of the sale of that section or which that town was 
| built, was sufficient.to endow a college, and the 
other section which the school authorities got, in 
lieu of it, has not been sufficient to establish ‘even 
a common school. : f : 

So also in anether case, Congress passed an act 
taking the sixteenth section in another county— 
the county of Crawford—for the establishment of 
a military fort and depét, and directing. that the 
schoo! section should be taken somewhere else. 
Now, the value of the land where this fortification 
now stands, as in the other case, is sufficient to 
endow a college, and yet they have not, to this 
day, got land enough iu that county to endow a 
school, It is to prevent things of this sort, that T 
am opposed to the passage of such laws—-to say 
nothing of the want of power on the part of Con- 
gress. 

I know nothing of this particular case. T know 
nothing of the parties claiming here; but I appre- 
hend it is a fact that this piece of land for which 
this individual is here claiming the right of pre- 
emption, is worth five times as much as any pub- 
lic land in any part of that county; and if you 
grant the right of preémption to this individual— 
that is supposing you have the power—you will 
give him land at the rate of $1 25 per acre which 
in all probability may be worth $10 or ¢20 or 425 
per acre, or even more than that, and you force 
the commissioners to go and select a piece of land 
in lieu of it which is perhaps not worth more than 
$1 or $1 25 per acre. That is certain, because in 
that region all the lands which are salable have 
been taken up, and in that way you defeat the 
beneficent object of Congress in granting lands for 
school purposes. You permit, for the benefit of 
an individual, the use of most valuable land, and 
you turn the schools off with lands which for all 
the years they have been in market have not yet 
sold for $1 25 per acre; and you thus give them 
that which produces a sum altogether insufficient 
for the attainment of the object for which the 
grant was originally made. 

I am quite aware, Mr. President, that there may 
be individual cases of hardship. Individuals, as 
we know has frequently been the case, may have 
settled by mistake upon school lands and improved 
them. In all these cases I would go as far as I 
have lawful authority to relieve them; but when I 
am met by such an obstacle as meets us in this 
case, namely, the want of power, I hold that in 
the first place, if we pass such an act, it would be 
-worth nothing if the school authorities thought 
proper to contest it; and in the second place, that 
we would do great wrong to the school interest 
for the benefit of an individual. { cannot, there- 
fore, give my sanction to it. 

Mr. RUSK. I see no difficulty which can re- 
sult from the passage of this bill. I have not in- 
vestigated the case much, but from the discussion 
it seems to me clear that the school authorities can 
lose nothing by the passage of the bill, while, if 
we refuse to pass it, much injury may result to 
the settlers. If it be not absolutely school lands, 
he is entitled to his preémption, certainly; and if 
it be schoollands, and has been vested by an act of 
Congress in an individual, we cannot by a second 
act of Congress give atitle. The bill is on a foot- 
ing which is guarded. There is an express pro- 
viso that limits the bill, and prevents him from 
claiming the land at all, if it came into the quan- 
tity set aside for schools. Under these circum- 
stances, I can see no objection to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


| HEIRS OF JOSHUA KENNEDY. 


Mr. CLEMENS. I now move that the Senate 
take up Senate bill No. 257, being ‘A bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Joshua Ken- 
i nedy, deceased.” It is a bill which has been re- 
ported favorably several times by committees of 
the Senate; it has passed this body three times, 
and has passed the House once, ata different ses- 
sion. I think there can be no objection to it. It 
was taken up afew days ago, and laid over in 
; consequence of objection being made by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, [Mr. Hare.] 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole: 

It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 


buildings, and commissioners were appointed to ii Treasury to pay to the legal representatives of 
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Joshua Kennedy, deceased, the sum of $6,500, in | 


full compensation for the destruction of property 
. by the Creek Indians in the year.1813. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Is there any report from 
the committee? 

Mr. CLEMENS. There is a report accom- 
panying the bill, and as it explains the subject 
much better than any speech I could make, I will 
vead- it, with the permission of the Senate: 


“The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
the petition of the heirs of Joshua Kennedy, respectfully 


report: That they have examined the case with great care, | 


and tind the facts to be in.exact accordance with the narra- 
tive contained in the report of the Committee on Claims of 
the House of Representatives at the first session of the Thir- 
tieth Congress, herewith filed aud intended to be made a 
part hereof. On entering upon the examination of this case, 
the committee felt n distrust of its justice, occasioned by the 
length of time during which it had been permitted to remain 
unsettled, and the fact that a commission had been appointed 
for the express purpose of deciding upon this and similar 
claims. 
away, however, on a careful examination of the facts as 
stated inthe evidence, particularly when it was ascertained 
that there had been no laches on the part of the petitioner in 
presenting his claim, which had been left unsettled owing 
to the shortness of the time for which the commission was 
appointed, to wit: two years. The destruction for which 
the petitioners ask indemnity did not take place ‘while? 
the troops occupied the property ; but there ean be no doubt 
that ‘such occupation was the eause of its destruction 5? 
so thatthe case, in the opinion of the committee, comes 
elearly within the spirit, if uot the letter, of the act of 1816, 
and the supplement thereto, ff the military oceupation be 
the exciting cause of the destruction, it is difficult to im- 
agine what difference the precise moment at which the de- 
struction took place can make. It is the feeling of hostility, 
created on the part of the enemy by the act of the Govern- 
ment in erecting a source of annoyance in thelr neighbor- 
hood, which makes the Government Hable for the conse- 
quences of its own vet, and not the particular time chosen 
by the enemy to satis!y its vengeance. In the ease under 
consideration, the petitioner had originally erected his 
buildings and other improvements under the assurance 
given in the President’s proclamation, that the persons and | 
property of settlers should be protected. Subsequently 
these buildings were converted into a temporary fort by an | 
Officer of the Government, and as such became the point 
of assault to the Endians immediately atter their successful 
attack on Fort Mimms and the massacre ofitsgarrison, Jt 
is true, the party of troops which had oceupied the premises 
had, in their panie, oceasioned by the destruction and 
slaughter at Fort Mimms, retired; but immediately after 
that destruction, and whilst the military defenses were still 
in existence, the premises were attacked and destroyed by 
the enemy.” 7 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I believe this is the first 
bill of that precise character which has been 
brought before the Senate—probably the first time 
that a bill of this character has been reported. 
The claim for compensation here made, arises out 
of the destruction, by the Indians, of some pri- 
vate property, which was occupied, or which had 
been occupied by the troops of the United States. | 
Now, the rule in civilized warfare is, that where | 
private property is occupied by the forces of the | 
contending parties, it is lawful for the enemy to 
destroy such property, and the Government reim- 
burses the owner for the damage so inflicted. That 
is the rule observed in civilized warfare; but the 
same rule has not prevailed when private property 
has been destroyed by the Indians in consequence 
of its being occupied as a military post, because 


the Indians invariably destroy private as well as | 
public property; they have never made any dis- || 
i i The fact that this | 
mill was ocenpied for some time by our troops, | 


crimination in this respect. 


would not make any difference in the degree of 
hostility shown by the Indians. During the period 
of its occupancy by the troops, it was quasi public 


property; but it was not so occupied at the mo- |; 
ment of its destruction, and therefore the fact of || 
the occupation fora brief period, does not bring | 


the case within the rule established after the war 
of 1812, and referred to in this report, 

If there are any precedents in favor of this 
claim, Ushould like to seethem. If the bill passes, 
there ore numerous other cases of a similar char- 
acter which will come here. The whole western 
frontier—more especially as our settlements are 
pushed farther west—will send in claims for com- 
pensation in that case, 

As the Indians have never exercised any dis- 
crimination between public and private property; 
and as the rules, applicable to the compensation of 
parties who have suffered loss by civilized war- 
fare, have never been applied to the relief of those 
whose property has been destroyed by savages, 


Į shall be compelled to vote against this bill, unless | 


there are some very peculiar facts connected with 
the case. > 
Mr. RUSK. The jaw of 1816 was general in | 


its character, and did not make the distinction | 


‘The prejudice which bad thus arisen soon passed i 


which the Senator from Pennsylvania draws. He 
draws a distinction between civilized and savage 
warfare. The law was broad and liberal. Though 
| this case has been reported upon favorably many 
| times, there has been one adverse report upon it 
since 1816; and one of the difficulties I had in re- 
porting upon it was, that, as I supposed, the par- 
| ties had not applied under that general law. It 
turned out, however, upon investigation, that they 
| did apply under the act of 1816. The board that 
sat to determine the amount of damage to be paid, 
under that act, was limited in time, and as the 
Senate will remember, that time expired before 
they could examine this case. There was no ob- 
jection to this claim whatever, because the law was 
general, and covered all cases of wars with In- 
dians as with civilized enemies. ‘The facts in the 
case are these, and it comes within the principle 
of the law of 1816, so that so far from being a 
'| precedent, it isin conformity with numerous cases 
'| which have passed Congress. Sometime since, I 
j| investigated the matter, and I found numerous 
affidavits in relation to the case, though some were 
considered not entirely correct at the time. The 
claim is for buildings, which were a set of mills, 
to the neighborhood of which the troops had been 
ordered, and which they took possession of and 
occupied, because they were the most defensible 
place in the neighborhood. Our troops were there, 
and they put up some barricades around the mill 
and oceupied itas a post. The Indians, during 
the time that these troops were in this occupation, 
attacked and massacred every onein Fort Mimms. 
This was two miles below. I-suppose they did 
not killevery one; but they took that fort, and 
| coming to this post, and seeing that it had been 
i used by their enemy, they destroyed it, burnt up 
the mill, fortifications, and all. To show that the 
| fact of its having been occupied by our troops was 
the moving cause of their destroying it, it is only 
| necessary to take into consideration the fact that 
j there was considerable other property in the neigh- 
borhood which they did not touch. “These are the 


| 
i 
t 
j 
] 
i 


dent. 

| Mr. BRODHEAD. I make a legal point, and 
make but one point. Perhaps I was not suffi- 
ciently well understood when I was up before. I 
| do not dispute the facts that are urged in relation 
to this claim; I admit the facts all to be true. The 
«question is this: In civilized warfare, wherever 
our troops have occupied private property, and 
the enemy has destroyed that private property in 
consequence of such occupation, the Government 
has always paid for losses sustained, according to 
the rules relating to civilized warfare. But I must 
be permitted to assert, that, in our contests with 
the Indians, no such rule has been adopted or pre- 


| vate property alike. The fact that our troops casu- 
| ally occupied agentleman’s mills is not an inducing 
cause, at least not a sufficient cause to induce the 


i raise that legal point. 
Mr. ATCHISON, 
‘| reason of the law of 1816-17 applies to this case. 
i) We may have laws which are not founded in rea- 
ii son; but if we have such laws I think every one 
| will admit that they ought not to be followed as 
|| precedents. But it is said that this property was 
ii destroyed by the enemy. What for? On what 
‘| principle was the law of 1816 made? It is, that 
i| where private property has been taken for the use 
ii of the Government for the time being, and the use 
| by the Government of such property, by having 
troops there, attracts the enemy to that point, 
| whether civilized or savage, and the enemy has 


| destroyed it, then the owner is ertitled to com- 


pensation for such property. That I understand 
| to be precisely the case here. Fort Mimms was 


facts about this case. It comes within all the rules | 
of the precedents, instead of being itself a prece- | 


| vailed, because the Indians destroy public and pri- 


It seems to me that the; 


destroyed a day or two before this mill was de- 
stroyed. A few troops occupied and fortified this 
mill, it being on the frontier of that settlement, 
The occupation of this mill by these troops at- 
tracted the Creek Indians to that point, and they 
destroyed it, and one or two out-houses adjoin- 
ing. If my recollection is right, the Committee 
on Indian Affairs only estimated the loss sustained 
by the destruction of the mill and property imme- 
diately in the possession of the troops. 

Then again, sir, it isaremarkable fact that there 
was no other property destroyed in that neigh- 
borhood by these Indians. They were attracted 
to this mill expecting to find it occupied by asmall 
body of troops. These troops, however, having 
heard of the massacre at Fort Mimms, took time 
by the forelock, and abandoned this milla very 
short time previous to its destruction by the In- 
dians. Whether they acted with bravery or with 
cowardice is another question—one, about which 
I will not inquire, although I have my doubts 
whether they might not have stood their ground, 
and defended their position, having the notice 
which they had. That, however, is not the ques- 
tion. Itis the principle which is involved; and the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropueap] has 
raised the very question—the principle on which 
this and all other similar cases must be decided. I 
can see no objection to the compensation being 
made which is proposed in this bill. The Indians 
expected to find this mill in the occupation of our 
troops. They were disappointed, it is true, for 
the troops had abandoned the fort a day or two be- 
fore the Indians arrived. But the Indians knew 
they had been there, and that they had used it as 
a fort; and itis for the Senate now to settle the 
principle. 

I cannot myself see any distinction between the 
mill being destroyed by Indians or by Frenchmen, 
if we had been at war with France at the time. 
The mill had been but a day or two previously in 
the occupation of our troops,and when the Indians 
came upon it they destroyed it; and no’ man can 
deny that it has been the universal custom of the 
Government to pay compensation to the suffering 
party in such cases. But, when the same causes 

rought this band of Creek warriors upon this 
little fortification, which was taken possession of 
by the United States troops or the troops of the 
State, I do not recollect which, and it isa matter 
of no consequence as to that point—when the 
same causes brought the Creek Indians to that 
post which would have brought a civilized enemy 
to it, I can see no difference, and no reason why 
the money should not be paid for the property 
thus destroyed in the one case as well asin the 
other. 

Mr. BRODYIUAD. I entertain great doubts 
whether, under the law of 1816 and 1817, the 
claimant in this case would be entitled to payment, 
even if his losses had been inflicted by civilized 
people instead of by the Creeks. That act made 
provision for the compensation of those private 
individuals whose property was destroyed during 
the last war; but no payments were made under 
it, except in those cases where the property was 
actually in the occupation of our troops ‘at the 
moment of its destruction, or where there were 
military stores on the premises. Now, according 
to the statement of this case by the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Arcuison,] these mills were not 
in the actual possession of our troops at the time 
they were destroyed, nor did they contain mil- 
itary stores. If the Senator is correct in making 
that statement, the owner could not be re-im- 
bursed even if the enemy had been Great Brit- 
ain, and if the mills had been burned by British 
troops. The Senator says that the Creeks de- 
stroyed the mills because they had been occupied ` 
by the troops of the United States; not because 
they found the troops actually in possession, and 
that the property would not have been destroyed, 
if it had not been so occupied. How can the 
Senator prove a fact of thatkind? How can any 
one tell the purposes of the Indians? If they did 
not destroy private property in the same neigh- 
borhood, if it was not their universal practice to 
destroy private as well as public property, then I 
would admit that the fact might be proved; but 
under existing circumstances it cannotbe proved; 
and therefore, I am of opinion, that no payment 
could be made in accordance with the act of 1816. 

I have no ‘personal feeling in this matter; and 
raised this point for the consideration of the Sen- 
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how to act in future. 

Mr. PRATT. The chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Claims has said that this is a very import- 
ant case, because there are many cases depending 
upon the decision of the Senate upon this question. 
In the investigation of this claim, being a member 
of the Committee on Claims myself, I could never 
see the distinction which wasattempted to bedrawn 
between a civilized and an uncivilized enemy. 
The principle upon which the act of 1816 was 
based was, that wherever private property we7 so 
occupied by the forces of the United States as to 
justify an enemy in destroying it, there followed 
the correlative duty on the part of the Govern- 
ment to pay for the property so destroyed. That 
the Senator from Pennsylvania admits. In the 
application of that principle, so far as the Com- 
mittee on Claims is concerned, they have applied 
it so as to meet the case of losses by a civilized 
enemy. 1 never could see a reason for that dis- 
tinction. l now ask the attention of the Senate to 
the question, as I will propound it. 

Suppose we were at war with a civilized enemy, 


Great Britain for example, and our troops should | 
take possession of a house belonging to an indi- į 


vidual, and fortify it, and use it asa fort. There 


is the fortification which our troops had made, | 
p de, 


and when the enemy approach the house, the 
troops retreat. Can it be said that this civilized 
enemy would not be entitled, in such a case, to 
destroy that fortification? Why, no one would 
say that. And in all that class of cases, where 
the enemy has been civilized, the Committee on 
Claims have uniformly reported in favor of pay- 
ing for the loss sustained. I cannot see the dis- 
tinction between the destruction of the property by 
a savage or acivilized enemy; or on what princi- 

le you would be justified in making payment for 
osses sustained in the one case, and not in the 
other. Can any one give a sensible reason for 
such a distinction ? 

If we had been at war with Great Britain, and 
our forces had occupied this House or mill,in the 
manner in which it was occupied, and had retired 
as the troops did in this case, it is conceded by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania that our Govern- 


ment would have been bound to pay, because | 


Great Britain would have been entitled to destroy 
the property; and consequently, as we had given 
them a legal right to destroy the property on ac- 
count of its occupation by our troops, we were 
bound to pay for it, Therefore, if it authorized 
a civilized enemy to destroy the property, it would 
authorize a savage enemy to do it. I cannot see, 
if this property was destroyed solely because it 


was occupied by our troops, why we are not as į; 


much bound to pay as if it had been destroyed by 
a civilized enemy. 


standing of the bearing which the decision is to 
have upon many other claims, and with a knowl- 
edge of all its consequences. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. President, 1 do not 


wish to argue this question, but rise for the pur- 


pose of offering an amendment. The words ‘in | 


the Treasury’? have been accidentally omitted 


after the word “ money” in the bill. I move that : 


they be inserted. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLEMENS. This is a bill that, it seems |: 
to me, requires'no arguments to commend it to | 


the Senate, It requires a mere statement of facts. 


The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bron- |’ 
HEAD] is wholly mistaken when hesays that there | 


are no precedents for the payment of this claim. 


On the contrary, there is no precedent adverse to | 
The Senator thinks that it should not be paid; ʻi 


“at. 
seven different committees of this body, and one 
committee of the House of Representatives have 
been of the opinion that it ought to be paid. 


Where the weight of authority lies, I shall not at- į 


tempt to decide. Three times has this bill passed 
the Senate; and if it does not present a fair claim 
for compensation, I should like to know what case 
can be presented to Congress that will be entitled 
to compensation, This property was occupied 
by our troops at the time the massacre at Fort 
Mimms occurred; after that event, the Indians 
marched to attack this property in consequence 
of its occupation by the troops; and the garrison 
abandoned it, and sought safety in flight; the In- 
dians then destroyed the mill, but they did not 


It is an important question, į: 
and I wish to have it settled with a full under- | 


| in the neighborhood. They were attracted there 
by the presence of the troops; and went solely 
for the purpose of destroying the mill, together 
with those who were in it; and it was, therefore, 
solely in consequence of that occupation that the | 
place was destroyed, as the troops had just aban- | 
doned it before the Indians arrived. | 
t 
| 
| 
| 


Now, as to these fine-spun distinctions between | 
civilized and savage enemies, Í will ndt occupy 
time, nor weary the Senate by attempting to show 
that we are bound to pay in the one case, as much į 
asin the other. The exciting cause of the de- 
struction of this private property, whether by-civ- ; 
: ilized, or savage enemies, was the occupation by || 
: the troops of the Government, and the Government ‘| 
! is therefore responsible. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall not makeany remarks 
: with regard to the bill under consideration, although 
, Lagree with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
i Prarr,] that the principles involved, with regard 


t 


| to the destruction of property by an enemy, inthe : 
i: law of 1816-717, are very important in themselves; | 
and I fear that they have been unadvisedly de- ; 
parted from. Ido not intend to enter into any | 
discussion in reference to this particular bill, but || 
I have a word or two to say in reference to that | 
class of bills to which the Senator from Maryland | 
has referred—namely, those claims which are yet |j 
to be reported upon. In the present case, I will | 
state whak I believe to be the principle of relief | 
i| embodied in these laws, and not only in these 
| laws, but in the original cases, in which the Gov- 
i ernment has made compensation for damage done | 
; to property by the enemy during war. The right 
_ of civilized nations is drawn from the struggles of 
i civilized nations; and that right is on the part of 
‘one nation to destroy any public stores, public 
buildings, or public armaments of any kind, be- | 
longing to the enemy; and the principle follows, : 
_ that if the Government necessarily impresses upon į 
private property a public character by the mode ! 
of its occupation, the party to whom the property 
belongs, is fully entitled to redress for the destruc- 
į tion of his property, if that destruction results from 
ian act of the Government. 

Now, the laws of 1816-17, in the language of | 
ithe bill, guarded against what might be an evil | 
arising from these loose notions of what might be 
| sufficient to impress upon private property the 
i character of public property, and therefore they | 
| provide, in order to secure compensation for dam- 
ages, that the occupation of such property, by | 
troops, as barracks, or for military stores, shall | 
be limited to the time of actual occupation. And | 
this was an essential provision. ‘The case is es- 
sentially different, however, where the Govern- 
ment takes private property, and terns itinto a 
fortification, as in this case. The principle of the 
law is, that if you impress upon it the character : 
of public property, the enemy has a right to de- | 
i stroy it; and in regard to the facts in this case, |! 
‘although I think the report would have been better | 
“if it had been more specific, I um, notwithstand- | 
| ing, inclined to think that the case is one in which 
! the party is justly entitled to relief. The Gov- ; 
ernment took a certain mill, and turned itinto a | 
: fortification. The mill remained in that situation | 
till it was destroyed by the Indians, and after that, ! 
; the party owning the property claims compensa- : 
: tron. 

Mr. CASS. Wil the Senator allow me to in- : 
quire whether this was done with the knowledge | 
of the party? 

Mr. BAYARD. Whether it was done with 
the knowledge of the party or not, is immaterial, , 
if Government takes possession of private prop- 
erty and turns it into a fortification, and thus in- 
vites its destruction. ‘The party would not ie en- 
ii titled to compensation, unless the Government has | 
impressed upon that private property the charac- 
ter of public property. If, as in this case, the || 
Government takes possession of the property i| 
sf a citizen and impresses upon it the character | 
of public property, turning it into a fort, and 
the troops retreat before the enemy comes up, and : 
that property is destroyed by the enemy, the Gov- : 
ment is responsible. If a private house is taken, , 
l and it is not altered in any way in its form, and į 
| then retire from it, its character as private prop- | 
| erty would remain the same. Itis only when it} 
| is in the actual ocenpation by public troops, that | 
| the party is entitled to redress. If, however, the | 
| Government turn it into a fort, and leave it in that 


ii 


| 
ii 
H 


vi 
i 


i 


| shape, and itis destroyed in that shape, then I 


say that Government is bound to pay. That was 
the case in this instance. Government impressed 
upon the private property the character of public 
property, and therefore Governmentis responsible 
for its acts, which resulted in the destruction of 
the property. : ; 

This is the law as it exists among civilized na- 
tions. They destroy private property remaining 
in the shape of a fortification, whether occupied 
or unoccupied. Tf that principle prevails among 
civilized nations, most certainly you would extend 
the same principle with regard to granting relief 
for losses caused by savage warfare. 

The reason why Government cannot undertake 
to remunerate citizens for losses of private prop- 
erty in civilized warfare is most palpable. If it 
were to be done, you would justify them in the 
destruction of private property, because they would 
thus assail your Treasury, which must meet the 
expense of the remuneration; and it would be the 
policy to destroy your Treasury as well as your 
armaments. But when war exists among civilized 
nations, they have said they would not touch pri- 
vate property. If, however, you adopt the prin- 
ciple of making good the destruction of private 
property, you invite its destruction, because you 
give it the character of public property by so 
doing, and will be responsible for its destruction, 
and thus exhaust your Treasury. The principle 
of humanity, which would prevent the destruction 
of private property where there could be no re- 
dress, we should in such a case be exempt from; 
because we should know that at a later day the 


‘| party would be relieved from the loss by his Gov- 


ernment. Isuppose that to be the reason why 
nations in their laws have always refused to pay 
for the destruction of private property, unless at 
the time of the destruction the character of public 
property was impressed upon it; in which case 
they are responsible for it. 

T believe that is the true principle, the true con- 
struction of the laws of nations; and according to 
the principle of the law of 1816, as this case stands, 
although the reasoning did not satisfy me, the 
facts as set forth do satisfy me. Government for- 
tified the property, and thereby impressed upon it 
the character of public property; and is therefore 
responsible for its destruction. ` 

The distinction therefore in this case is, that the 
Government may impress a permanent character 
on property, and then the actual occupation at 
the moment of destruction is not necessary 10 en- 
title the owner to recover the value. Destruction 
might take place during the occupation by the 
military, or it might not. In this case a perma- 
nent character was given by the fortification by 
the Government; and that being the case, I think 
the claim comes within the principle of the law of 
1816, and ought to be allowed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I understand the facts of 
the case very differently from the Senator from 
Delaware, [Mr. Bavann.] I understand that 
these mills were occupied with the consent of the 
owner; that they were not fortified; consequently 
no permanent character was given to.them, and 
when the troops left, they immediately became 
private property again. 

Mr. BAYARD. If the Senator will allow me 
to read an extract from the report, T think he will 
come to a different conclusion. The facts, as I 
have already stated, ere not given as specifically as 
f could wish, but I will give them as they are stated. 
The report says: 

€ Tn the case under consideration, the petitioner bad ori- 
sinally erected his buildings and other improvements under 

af uec given in the President’s proclamation, that 
and property of setilers should he protected. 
quently these buildings were con d into a tem- 
: fort by an officer of the Government, and as such be- 
the point of assault to the Indians immediately after 
ful attack on Fort Mimms, and the massac: e 
a.?? 


I understand the words ** converted into a tem- 
porary fort,” to embrace some act which would 
effect the change of the character of these build- 
ings into a fort, by the erection of a stockade, or 
uy some other mode—a character which would 
remain after the troops had retired. The charac- 
ter impressed by the Government on the property 
still remained. : 

‘The bill, as amended, was reported to the Sen- 
ate, and the amendment having been concurred 
in, the Lill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


2010 


; EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 

ceeded tothe consideration of Executive business, 

but in a few moments the doors were redpened. 


ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY, 


Mr. ATCHISON moved that when the Senate 
adjourns it adjourn. to Monday next. 

Mr. HOUSTON. _ I object to the proposition 
to adjourn over to-morrow. I think there is no 
necessity for it in any respect, or on any ground 
whatever. Yam opposed to adjourning over for 
a single day, or a single hour, when the time can 
be profitably employed in the transaction of the 
business of this nation. For that reason I shail 
object to the proposition. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient.) 
There can be no discussion upon a motion to ad- 


ourn. 

; Mr. ATCHISON. But this is not a proposi- 
tion to adjourn in such sense as precludes debate. 
The rule says that a motion to adjourn shall be 
decided without debate. ‘This, however, is to de- 
cide the time at which the Senate will again meet 
when it adjourns to-day. It is a different ques- 
tion from a mere question of adjournment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion, that when the Senate adjourns 
to-day it be to meet again on Monday next. 

Mr. ATCHISON. f think that question is open 
to debate; but I do not intend to discuss this mat- 
ter atall. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Hovs- 
ron] has stated that I have not the same apprecia- 
tionof the valueoftimethathehas. Thatassertion 
may well be true. But, sir, I am quite willing to 
compare work with that gentleman during the 
present session. Work,sir, Isay work! Tama 
member of a committee, and I examine evidence, 
and documents, and make reports, and do all other 
work which a member of a Senate committee may 
do, and should do, and which I think it is my 
duty todo, [ take my share of the labor—the 
work. Itis true that I do not occupy much of 
the time of the Senate in making speeches. No, 
sir; and I must confess further that I am some- 
times very restless under speechés. 

Mer. President, to cut this matter short, allow 
me to say that I do not wish to make any issue of 
this kind with the Senator from Texas, although 
he has tendered it. If Iam not much mistaken, 
that Senator, if not during the present session, 
then during a former one, has gone home and 
attended to his own private business. 

A Senator. It was during the present session. 

Mr. ATCHISON. My friend near me says it 
was during the present session. Well, in regard 
to that I have nothing to say, except that the ser- 
vices of the Senator are valuable here on all occa- 
sions. He is a gentleman of experience, and his 
opinions have great weight. Iam willing to award 
all this to him; I am willing to admit that his 
labors are far more valuable than mine, and, per- 
haps, far more valuable than those of many other 
members of the Senate; I am willing to admit all 
this; but F do not think that by an adjournment 
over till Monday any time will be lost that could 
be devoted in the Senate to the business of the 
country. On Saturdays, and in the mornings be- 
fore the meetings of the Senate, is all the time that 
Senators have to transact office business, or to 
attend to any private business that may demand 
their attention. I know that many gentlemen of 
this Senate have a large correspondence, which 
they usually bring up on Saturdays, and even on 
Sundays. 

Mr. MASON. Oh, no; not on Sundays! 

Mr. ATCHISON. Yes, sir, on Sundays. 1 
have seen some of my friends at work on Sun- 
days; and 1 do not know but that, if I called upon 
my friend from Virginia [Mr. Masoy] to give ev- 
idence of the fact, I might prove it by himself. 
{Laughter.] 

But, sir, [see no necessity for the Senate sit- 
ting to-morrow, Iam satisfied that there would 
not be a quorum present. he Senator from Cal- 
ifornia might go on and make his speech, but I am 
quite willing to give him a chance to make it on 
Monday, and I am willing to listen to him, too, on 
that day or any otherday. I know that it is deli- 
cacy on his part to ask for a meeting of the Senate 
to-morrow, while I feel that itis courtesy on my 
part to press this motion. Lam willing to give him 
one day next week—say Monday. To makea 
speech to empty benches and an empty gallery— 


i 


Mr. HOUSTON. [ am very sorry that my 


- friend from Missouri should have misapprehended 


my position. I did not say, nor did f intend to 
say, that the Senator from Missouri did not place 
the same value on the time of the Senate that 1 


id. 
Mr. ATCHISON. Iso understood the Sen- | 


ator. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I said the gentleman might 
not do so, but for certain reasons Í did appreciate 
the time of the Senate. At the same time, I in- 
tended no reflection upon any one. But it cer- 


tainty has been the uniform custom during this | 


session, to make this motion every Friday. One 
gentleman, not now here, has been the habitual 
mover of that question—I mean no disrespect— 
that when we adjourn, we adjourn to meet on the 
following Monday. 
throughout the whole session. 

Now, Mr. President, I did go home, and the 


very identical reason why I did so, was because | 


I had been so long in the Senate, that I had 
learned to calculate, with considerable precision, 
as to the time when the Senate might be expected 
to engage in business in earnest, and how long 
my services might be dispensed with. 
had started on my journey home before the 
Christmas holidays, I might have had it in my 

ower to add another month to the leave I took. 
Now, we have but little time left, and much busi- 
ness to be done. A portion of the business must 
be transacted, and if you set any reasonable time 
for the final adjournment, it will take all the time, 
being constantly employed, to transact all the 
business which it is indispensableto have done. I 
will accord to my friend from Missouri—— 

Mr. ATCHISON. Theapology of the Senator 
from Texas is quite sufficient. I am perfectly 
satisfied with it, 

Mr. GWIN. Ihave buta word to say. There 


is a question of much importance to me and my | 
constituents which should be discussed to-mor- | 


row, and I intended to call it up to-morrow. I 
know perfectly well that it will not be considered 
of any great importance to the Senate generally. 
It will be chiefly a law argument. But it is of 
much importance to me to clear myself from mis- 
representations on the subject. I cannot think of 


this kind, when we shall necessarily be engaged 
in the transaction of important business. If I 
cannot get to-morrow, I will not ask for any day 
next week, but take my chance of being heard at 
another time. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I hope the Senator 
from California may be gratified in his wishes, 
and that the Senator from Missouri will withdraw 
his proposition. J am sure he is very anxious to 
have an opportunity to speak to-morrow,as, if he 


does not, it is quite uncertain when he may have | 


an opportunity of doing so. 

Mr. ATCHISON. 
on Monday. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn over; and, ona division, there were—ayes 
21, noes 15. 

So the motion was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by the hand of Mr. P. B. Haves, 
its Chief Clerk, informing the Senate that the House 


had passed a bill entitled ** An act making appro- | 


priations for the improvement of certain harbors 
and rivers,” 
Senate therein. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate take up 
the river and harbor bill, which has been sent to 
us from the House of Representatives, in order 
that it may be referred to a committee. ; 

Mr. MASON. 1 object. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the negative. 


Mr. MASON. I now move that the Senate 


proceed to the consideration of Executive busi- | 


ness, 

Mr. DAVIS. Ibeg pardon. Irise to a ques- 
tion of order. Can we go into Executive session 
when there is a matter before us without dispos- 
ing of it? That is the question of order which I 
raise. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator | 


That has been the casei 


And if I 


occupying a day of next week with a question of ! 


I will give him a chance | 


and asking the concurrence of the | 


I understood the Chair to an- 


DAVIS. 
nounce that the motion to take up the bill was 

reed to. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Virginia objected to taking up the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Chair will pardon me. I 
do not think this matter depends upon an objec- 


Mr. 


tion. It is open to be taken up by a majority of 
the Senate. If that question was not put, I wish 
it put. 


Mr. MASON. The question to take up the 
bill which was called for by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, was decided in the negative. 

Mr. DAVIS. No, sir; that is a mistake. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
stated that the motion of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts was to take up the bill. To this the Senator 
from Virginia [Mr. Mason] objected. The Chair 
then put the question to the Senate, on the motion 
to take up the bill, and the Chair understood the 
Senate to decide in the negative. 

Mr. DAVIS. There is a mistake about this. 
I wish the Senate to understand my object. I 
simply asked that the bill might be taken up, in 
order that it might be committed. That is the 
motion which I made; and if the decision of the 
Senate was in opposition to that motion, I cer-. 
tainly did not comprehend that decision. The 
whole thing was done in a very hasty manner. [ 
thought the Chair announced that the bill was 
taken up. 

Mr. JONES, of Towa. And so did I. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. | The Chair will 
take the question again if such is the wish of the 
Senate. 

Mr. MASON. Allow me one moment; I wish 
to state a proposition. ‘This is private bill day; 
and under that rule whichis absolute, no business 
can be taken up unless a vote of the Senate be first 
taken on a motion to lay aside the rule by which 
private bills. are to be exclusively considered on 
Fridays. Such a motion has not been made, and 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts is 
therefore not in order. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I will submit the question 
in a shape that will perhaps be unobjectionable. I 
move to suspend the rule in regard to private bills 
in order to take up this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
is in order. 

Mr. MASON. I submit that the Chair an- 
nounced the decision of the Senate in regard to 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
which was that the Senate refused to take up the 
bill. That was the judgment of the Senate, and 
I then made the motion to go into Executive ses- 
sion. 

Mr. RUSK, And that motion was carried. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I hope I may be al- 
lowed to say, that we did not hear in this part of 
the Chamber, either the motion, or the announce- 


l| ment by the Chair, and I hope the question may 


be stated again. E will take occasion to say, that 
though the river and harbor bill was lost at the 
last- session by a course of tactics sometimes prac- 
ticed here, and then employed by my friend near 
me, that it will not be so lost again. The friends 
of the bill will be ready for the contest in the ex- 
penditure of time and the trial of nerve. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is 
to go into Executive session, unless there is a 
motion to reconsider the vote refusing to take up 
the bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. I beg to state, that if there was 
an announcement by the Chair, such as the Sen- 
ator from Virginia understood, I only have to say, 
that it was not so understood by the gentlemen 
around me. They understood that the decision 
was to take up the bill. Now, in consideration 
of the state of things in the Senate at the time the 
question was put, I submit to the Chair whether, 
in fairness, the question should not be put again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
put it again with pleasure if such is the wish of 
the Senate. I hope there will be no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I wish to say, that I 
understood the announcement to be, that the vote 
was in favor of taking up the bill. I remarked at 
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the time but two voices in the negative, while I 
am sure there were as many as a dozen in favor 
of it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairan- 
nounced that there wasa majority in the negative; 
and that the Senate refused to take up the bill. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would ask if, after that, 
there was not a motion to go into Executive ses- 
sion, which passed, and which was announced by 
the Chair as having passed? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts objected before the decision 
was announced. 

Mr. WELLER. Whathad become of the pre- 
vious motion, to proceed to the consideration of 
Executive business, which had been carried? The 
Presiding Officer had ordered the galleries to be 
cleared and had abandoned the chair, and the 
doors were closed; and then again the Presiding 
Officer took the chair, and, without any motion, 
the doors were opened. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A motion was 
made to reopen the doors, and the doors were re- 
opened. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAVIS. Am I entitled to the floor? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Massachusetts has the floor. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then { appeal to honorable gen- 
tlemen, and I submit to the decision of the Chair; 
and I take this question as decided that the Senate 
voted not to take up the bill; but when the Senate 
considers the circumstances under which the vote 
was taken I must say that we did not so under- 
stand it here, or we should have asked for a divis- 
ion. Task whether it is not right that some gèn- 
tleman should ask for a reconsideration of the 
vote. I cannot claim that right myself. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 will attend to the request of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis;] but 
before I move for a reconsideration of the vote, I 
will make one or two remarks concerning this mat- 
ter of internal improvements, and this river and 
harbor bill, I may observe that it is one on | 
which it is well known that great diversity of 
opinion exists in various parts of the country. It 
is well known that itis regarded by many gentle- 
men of high character for intelligence and un- 
doubted patriotism, as unconstitutional. I must 
say, further, that since | have had the honor of a 
seat on this floor, that, with the exception of one 
time, it has always been forced upon us at the close 
of a session, when there was no time for the con- 
sideration due to a subject of so much importance. 
There is a sort of system about this to which I ob- 
ject, and against which I solemnly protest. There 
are many national improvements for which Iam | 
willing to vote, and to which [ have no constitu- | 
tional objection; but there is another class to which 
I have very serious objections, and that is to ap- 
propriations of money out of the Treasury to in- 
fluence the popular opinion in particular Congres- 
sional districts, 

Mr. President, this is a matter in which the 
whole country is concerned—East, West, North, 
and South—and one which furnishes strong temp- 
tations for combinations and partial legislation. It 
is a question in Which every part of the country is 
concerned from one extreme to the other. But, 
sir, here we are at the end of a session of nine į 
months, when not a word can be said, or a reason 
assigned, in favor of vast improvements which 
are national in their character; and we are called 
upon merely to register the estimates of some head 
of a bureau who chooses to furnish them. f 

Some of these improvements I am in favor of; 
and under the circumstances under which the mo- 
tion of the Senator from Massachusetts was dis- | 
posed of, I will move to reconsider the vote, in 
order that the bill may go to the Committee on 
Commerce; and I hope they will investigate the 
whole subject. I know that that portion of the 
country from which I come needs large improve- 
ments, and the country will save by them. These 
necessary improvements have been passed over | 
without receiving any attention, while hundreds 
of thousands of dollars have been appropriated for | 
improvements of a purely local character, and of | 
very doubtful general benefit to the country. 

Mr. GWIN. While the Senator from Texas 
is making his suggestion to the Committee on 
Commerce, I hope they will take into considera- 
tion that there is a part of theterritory of the Uni- 
ted States on the Pacific coast which has never 


been found out in any river and harbor bill yet. 
We have about two thousand miles of coast there 
within the territory of the United States, and it 
has‘ never been ascertained by any committee in 
preparing a river and harbor bill. I hope, while 
taking into consideration the wants of the State of 
Texas, the committee will look to that coast also 
when examining the bill. s 

The motion to reconsider the vote refusing to 
take the bill up was agreed to. 

The question recurred on taking up the bill. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I do not know what is in 
that bill. I am anxious to vote for a reasonable 
bill for the improvement of rivers and harbors. L 
do not know what is in that bill, and I want to 
know. Ido notintend that it shall progress fur- 
ther and faster than the Constitution allows. I 
shall object to its being read more than once to- 
day. 1 believe it cannot be read twice on the same 
day, if it is objected to. I shall ask that the bill | 
be read through. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on suspending the order of business for the pur- 
pose of taking up the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will 
have its first reading. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Let the bill be read through. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 1 move to dispense with 
the reading of the bill, except by its title, if it is 
in order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Any Senator 
has a right to demand that the bill be read through. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not know what the rule is, 
but l know what the practice is. The practice, 
when a bill is taken up for commitment, is to read 
it by the title. I have no earthly objection to its 
being read throughout. If it is to be read through, 
it may as well be read now as at any time. But 
I submit to the Chair whether itis not according 
to the rule to read a bill which is taken up for the 

urpose of commitment, by its title? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The usual course 
is to read a bill by its title a first and’second ume, 
with a view to reference. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Isit not competent to call 
for the reading of the bill through? Or cannot the 
Senate, by unanimous consent, direct that it be 
read by its title? This bill is about to be read a 
first time. It has to be read a second time under 
our rules, before it can be referred. Is not that 


the case? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ATCHISON. And one objection prevents 


its second reading to-day. Therefore, ee no 
object to be gained in having the bill read through 
now. It will be read a first time to-day, and, if 
objected to, it must go over until Monday, before 
it can be read a second time; and, afterit is reada 
second time, the motion will be made to refer, or 
otherwise dispose of it. I ask the Senator from 
Alabama, then, to withdraw his request to have 
the bill read through, and let it be read a first time 
by its title. 


quires that the three readings of a bill shall be on 
three separate days. Any one Senator objecting, 
will postpone the second reading of the bill, as a 
matter of course, to another day. 

Mr. CLEMENS. 
read more than once to-day. Let it be read by 
its title. 

The bill was then read a first time by its title— 


«‘Anact making appropriations for the improve- || 


ment of certain harbors and rivers.” 

Mr. DAVIS. I now move that it be read asec- 
ond time, with a view to reference. 

Mr. MASON. lobject to that. I understand 
that it cannot be read a second time on the same 
day, except by unanimous consent. ! 

Mr. DAVIS. Thatis not the point. The bill 
may be ordered to a second reading. When it | 
has been so ordered, the Senator can object to its 
second reading to-day, if he sees fit 

Mr. ATCHISON: I am not satisfied that this | 
is parliamentary. I know it is the usage of the 
Senate. But the bill has been read a first time, 
and to-morrow the second reading comes up,as a 
matter of course, unless the Senate make a fur- į 
ther order. Why insist, then, on taking a vote as 
to whether it shall be ordered to a second reading? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is in the 
power of the Senate to order the bill to a second 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule re- | 


I shall object to its being |! 


j question. 


reading. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The question is, whether the 
bill shall be read a second time. If that is agreed 
to, the question will come up, whether it shall be 
read a second time now, that is, if it is asked for; 
but, then, an objection will prevent its being read 


| to-day. 


The bill was ordered to be read a second time. 

Mr. DAVIS. J ask that it may be read a sec- 
ond time now, with a view to its reference to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BUTLER and Mr. CLEMENS objected; 
consequently, the bill was not read a second time. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 


and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 


reopened, 
And the Senate adjourned till Monday. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, July 30, 1852. 


The House met at eleveno’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev, Lirrturon F’. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
following bill was ordered to be laid on the table, 
viz: “ A bill granting the right of way and making 
‘a grant of land to the State of Michigan, to aid 
tin the construction of the Oakland and Ottawa 
‘Railroad, commencing at the village of Pontiac, 
‘in the county of Oakland, and terminating on the 
‘navigable waters of Lake Michigan, in the county 
‘of Ottawa.” 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. OLDS. I rise to a question of privilege. 
{t will be remembered by the House that a few 
days ago—lI believe upon the 20th instant—I had 
the honor to address the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, on the presidential 
In the course of my speech, after read- 
ing a letter from the National Intelligencer signed 
« Americus,” I used this language: 


“The authorship of this communication was charged 
upon General Scott by prominent Whigs, who desired to 
defeat his nomination in 1848. Neither General Scott nor 
any friend for him has had the hardihood to deny but that 
its paternity belonged to him. The charge has now been 
made in the Union, under the very eyes of General Scott. 
He dare not deny it. 1 repeat the charge here in the Amer- 
ican Congress. Will any gentleman on the Whig side of 
the House rise in his place and deny the charge? I pause 
for an answer. None, none dare make the denial. Let 
this, then, be set down as one of ‘the known incidents in 
General Scott's public life,? and let our Irish and German 
friends take good heed how they cast their votes for any 
man holding and avowing such sentiments. Let them read 
the views of General Scott, and be warned in time, * Being 
forewarned let them be forearmed.? ? 


Mr. STANLY. Irise to a question of order. 


| I desire to know what is before the House? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
rose, as he stated, to a question of privilege. 

Mr. STANLY. What is that question of priv- 
Hege ? 


Mr. OLDS. I am now stating it as fast as I 


can, 
| Mr. STANLY. Thegentleman is reading from 


a newspaper. Is that a question of privilege? 

Mr. OLDS. It is a question of veracity be- 
tween myself and my colleague, (Mr. Bry.) 

Mr.STANLY. The gentleman can reply to 
his colleague in some other way. That is nota 
question of privilege. I object to it; I always 
have objected to it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has been unable 
to perceive that there is any question of privilege 
involved in what the gentleman from Ohio has 
thus far stated. 

Mr. OLDS. I state that the question of privi- 
lege is a question of veracity between my colleague 
[Mr. Bev] and myself. 

Mr. STANLY. That is no question of privi- 


i lege. 


‘The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think 
there is any question of privilege involved in that, 
Mr. OLDS. Ihope gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House will not object to my proceeding. 
Mr. STANLY. I object. 


BELLEVIEW LAND BILL. 


Mr. CLARK. I repeat the request which I 
made to the House yesterday morning, to take up 
Senate bill No. 316, ceding certain land to the 
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townof Belleview, in Iowa, for the purpose of put- | 
ting it upon its passage. I can state the object of | 
the bill in less than thirty. seconds. The Govern- 
mient holds certain reserved lands in Iowa, next to 
the Mississippi river-——— 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is this to come out of the 
morning hour? 

-The SPEAKER. Does. the gentleman from 
Towa propose to take up the bill before proceeding 
to the consideration of the business in the morning 
hour? 

“Mr: CLARK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. I object, and call for the regular 
order of business, : 

Mr. CLARK. I do not believe there can be 
any objection to taking up that bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection was made by three 
or four gentlemen; and, amongst others, by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs.] 

Mr, CLARK. No one objected but the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, and I do not think he will 
insist on his objection. : i 

The SPEAKER. Itisimpossible for the Chair 
to anticipate what gentlemen will do. Several 
gentlemen objected, and the Chair so announced. 
Ta the objection withdrawn ? 

Mr. JONES. No, sir. 


OAKLAND AND OTTAWA RAILROAD. 


The question recurred on the motion to lay on 
the table the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the Michigan railroad bill was laid on the 
table, l 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. That motion was made 
by me yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That motion was proposed 
to be made, and the Chair decided that it could not 
be made at that time. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Well, I wished to renew 
the motion at the proper time. | 
Mr. CLINGMAN. It was upon my motion 
that this bill was laid upon the table, but L under- 
stand that the gentleman from Arkansas 

Loud cries of “Order!” and ‘Object !’’) 

r. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Jf the motion | 

to reconsider prevails, E want to withdraw the 
omnibus. 

(Loud cries of ‘Order M 

Mr. STUART demanded the yeas and nays; | 


and Ase were ordered. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish to inquire of the 


Chair whether, if we reconsider this vote, the 

geneman from Arkansas will have a right to 

withdraw his amendment, even if there is objec- 
tion to its withdrawal? 
[Cries of  Order!??] 

r. ALLISON. T can inform the gentleman 

from Indiana that its withdrawal will be objected 


to. 

The SPEAKER, The right of the gentleman 
from Arkansas to withdraw his amendment before 
action has been had upon it, is very clear. 

Mr. JOHNSON. And no action has been had 
upon it. 

Mr. STUART. I want to call the attention of 
the Chair to the rule upon that subject. [tis per- 
fectly 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that 
the right of the gentleman from Arkansas to with- 
draw his amendment is very clear. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Irise to a ques- 
tion of order. Does the Chair decide that the 
gentleman from Michigan had a right to move a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the bill was 


clear. | 


thinks that from its nature, it may be reconsidered 
as often as the House chooses, being a question 
only:in regard to the time of laying the bill upon 
the table. The Chair is not sure that this decis- 
ion is a correct one under the parliamentary law, 
but he thinks it is. The vote to lay on the table 
yesterday, and the vote to lay on the table to- 
day, are distinct votes, controlied perhaps by time 
alone. The Chair therefore overrules the point of 
order. 

Mr. VENABLE, 
of the House. 

Mr. MILLSON 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

"The question was then taken upon Mr. VENA- 
BLE’s motion, and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 51, nays 104. 

So a call of the House was refused. 
| The question recurring upon the motion to lay 


I move that there be a call 


On that motion I ask for the 


l| the motion to reconsider upon the table, it was 


Í taken and decided in the affirmative—yeas 92, 
| nays 73; as follows: 

| YVEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, William 
Appleton, 
H. Boyd, Bree 
Jaldwell, Caskie, 


kintidge, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, 
Chapman, Chastain, Cleveland, Curtis, 


Duncan, Edmundson, Floy 
Gamble, Gentry, Giddings, Goodenow, Grey, Hamilton, 
Isham G. Harris, Hascall, fMebard, Hibbard, Hillyer, Hol- 
laday, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Hun- 
ter, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, 
Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Leteher, Mann, Martin, Ma- 
son, McLanahan, MeMultin, MeNair, McQueen, Milson, 
Miner, Morehead, Murphy, Marray, Newton, Outlaw, 
Samucl W. Parker, Perkins, Price, Riddle, Robie, Ross, 
Savage, Schermerhorn, Schoonmaker, Seudder, David L. 


Stratton, Suthertand, Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, 
Watkins, and Wildrick—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Barrere, 
Bowie, Brag 
H. Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Thompson Campbell, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
| Conger, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Partinin, Edgerton, Fick- 
lin, Florence, Frecman, Green, Iarper, Sampson W. Iar- 
ris, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, Howard, Thomas 
Y. How, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johu- 
son, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Mil- 
ler, Molony, John Moore, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Penn, Pen- 
nian, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Richardson, Robinson, 
Sackett, Schoolcraft, Seurry, & 
Abrahain P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, ‘Phurs- 
ton, Townshend, Walsh, Ward, Welch, Addison White, 


Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates—73. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 

Pending the call of the roll on the avove vote, 
the following gentlemen stated that they had paired 
off: 

Mr. Asus with Mr. Davis, of Indiana; and 
Mr. Harr with Mr. McCorner. 


STEAMBOAT RACING. 


Mr. SA 
of the Elouse to offer the following resolution: 


structed to inquire into the propricty of reporting a bill 
making it a capital offense for the ollicers and men, em- 
ployed upon any steamboat rimning on any of the waters 
of the United States, and on which passengers are ca d 
for hire, to be in any way engaged in running a 
on which they may be so employed, in any rsee, trial of 
| speed, or contest for rapidity of passage with any other 
| steamboat or vessel. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, objected. 

Mr. KING, of New York. 
already before the Committee on Commerce, 

The SPEAKER stated that reports were In or- 
i der from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


POST OFFICE LAWS. 


laid on the table, after it had once been recon- 
sidered, and when the bill had not been altered in | 
the least? i 

The SPEAKER. The 
nessee raises a queslion O 
the motion to reconsider. 
House reconsidered the vote by which this very | 
bill was laid upon. the table. Yesterday the bill 
was again laid upon the 
now made to reconsider again. If it had been | 
upon the passage of the bill, it is very clear that a 
second reconsideration could: not take place; but 
the laying of a bill upon the table is not decisive, | 
ander our rules—-at all events it is not contem- | 
lated by the rules asa vote decisive of the fate 
of the bill, whatever the practice may have been. 
{tis often a question of time merely—to lay on 
the table now and refuse it then. The Chair 


gentleman from Ten- 
order in reference to 


Some days since, the |, 


able, and a motion is |! 


Hi 


; Office and Post Roads, reported a joint resolution 
| ‘modifying the existing laws for the government 


i! of the Post Office Department in relation to Cali- 


fornia and Oregon;’? which was read a first and 
second time by its title, referred to the Committee 


| of the Whole on the state of the Union, and or. 
dered to be printed. i 


i 
| JOHN DEARMIT. 
i 
j 
t 


Mr. CLARK, from the same committee, re-i 
ported a bill for the relief of John Dearmit; which i 


i was read a first and second time by its title. 
| Mr. C. I desire to know whether it is neces- 
Whole House? 

i Several Voices. “f Read the bili” 
| "Fhe bill was then read through. 

i Mr. CLARK, 


Babcock, Bartlett, Beale, Bennett, Bocock, John | 


Daniel, Geo. T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, | 
d, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Futter, į 


| Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Stone, | 


ition, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, George | 


tanly, Benjamin Stanton, į 


KETT asked the unanimous consent |! 


Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary bein- | 


such boat, | 


That subject is | 


Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post! 


sary that that bill should go to aCommittee of the £ 


Is it necessary that this bill: 


should go to the Committee of the Whole House? 
| It provides that the sum therein mentioned shall 
| be paid out of any money in the Post Office Do- 
| partment not otherwise expended. f 

|” The SPEAKER. The principle which has 
i] hitherto controlled the action of the House upon 
{j this point is simply this: If by the passage of the 
| ideration, money will actually be 


! bill under consi 
| paid out of the Treasury, without an appropria- 
l tion, it must go to the Committee of the Whole. 
| A precisely similar case was before the House the 
|| other day, and the Chair so decided. 
© Mr. CLARK. I move, then, that it take the 
usual course—that it be referred to a Committee 
i| of the Whole House, and made the order of the 
|i day for to-morrow, and that the bill and report be 
l printed. 


|| The motion was agreed to. 


ii Mr. GREY, from the same committee, to which 
|i was referred the petition of J. C. Backles, of Mc- 

| Stee & Eastman, and of the legal representatives of 
Nothanie! Patten, deceased, made reports thereon, 
accompanied by the following bills, viz: 

A bill for the benefit of J. C. Buckles, of Louis- 
ville, Kentucky; 

A bill for the relief of MeStee and Eastman; and 
| A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
| of Nathaniel Patten, deceased, late a Representa- 
; tive of Missouri. 

! Which bills were severally read a first and sec- 
| ond time, committed toa Committee of the Whole 
| House, made the order of the day for to-morrow, 
| and the bills and the reports ordered to be printed, 

Mr. GREY, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Washington Castle- 
ton, of Hawesville, Kentucky, made a report 
thereon, accompanied by a bill for his benefit; 
which bill was read a first and second time by its 
; title. 

My. GREY. I ask that the bill be read through 
with the view of having it put upon its passage. 
The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. GREY. I presume that this bill could be 
i, acted upon without reference toa Committee of the 
Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule of the House, 
the bill, containing as it does an appropriation, 
must be referred to a Committee of the Whole 
House, unless by unanimous consent the House 
‘ allows it to be put upon its passage. 

Mr. GREY. The bill provides that $110 31 
shall be paid to the Postmaster at Flawesville, 
Kentucky, for money paid twice by him through 
| mistake. I hope there will be no objection to its 
| being now put upon its passage. l ask that the 
i| report be read. 

i he report was then read by the Clerk. 

| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire 
if this bill provides for the payment of a sum of 
i money which the postmaster alleges to have in- 
‘closed in a letter, but which was lost? 

Mr. GREY. Iwill answer in relation to this 
matter, that $ believe every member of the Com- 
; mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads agreed in 
| the justice of this claim, and agreed to recommend 
| the passage of the bill. ‘The facts connected with 
‘| the case were these: It is the custom of the Post- 
master General to authorize drafts to be remitted 
from the postmasters in the small towns in the in- 
terior of the country, for the amount they receive 
; in those offices. These drafts are drawn in favor 
i of a postmaster in some of the large towns in the 
neighborhood, who, in that respect, act as the 
“agent of the Department. Hlawesvilleis upon the 
H Ohio river, about one hundred miles below Louis- - 
! ville. The Posimaster General drew a draft upon 
the postmaster at that place in favor of the post- 
| master at Louisville. The postmaster at Louis- 
ville wrote to the postmaster at Hawesville, and 
© drew uponhim for $110 13, which was the amount 
of money in the hands of the postmaster at that 
place. The postmaster at Hawesvill nediately 
ii took the money, and got it exchanged for two 
i fifty dollar notes, and one ten dollar note, making 
$110, which was the amount of the draft sept 
by the Postmaster General, put the money inte: 
letter, and mailed it to the postmaster at Louis 
ville. He proves that the money was put.into a 
letter which he wrote to the postmaster at Louis- 
vilje. Efe proves that the letter was mailed and 
= placed in the mail bags under the care of theagent 
of the Postmasier General. That mail bag was 
: broken open, and the money taken from it. Then, 
sir, the proof is positively made out that there 


or 
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was no neglect of duty upon the part of the post- 
master at Hawesville. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. When was this? 

Mr. GREY. It was the 10th or 11th of Feb- 
rusry, 1850. He applied to the Auditor to allow 
him credit for this $110, but he said that he had 
no authority to do so. He proves by the post- 
master at Louisville that the mail which arrived 
at that time at Louisville was broken open, and 
letters extracted, from Hawesville: There were 
six or eight letters sent in that mail from Hawes- 
ville, but one or two of which werereceived. The 

ostmaster at Louisville said the mail had evident- 
y been robbed, but the boat had gone to Cincin- 
nati, and he would wait till it came back, and see 
whether the letters could not be recovered; but 
nothing was heard from them. He then applied 
to the General Post Office, to have the money 
allowed him; but the Auditor decided that the laws 


regulating the Post Office Department prohibited | 


him from doing so, and recommended him to pe- 
tition to Congress for relief, with the expression 
of opinion that there would be no difficulty if he 
could show that there was no neglect on his part. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut. Has the 
morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
a Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. GREY. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his motion, and allow me to get through 
with this small bill. Iwill say that this postmas- 


ter at Hawesville is an old man, and that. his | 


wholesupport was derived from his compensation 
as postmaster of this town. The office paid him 
about $105 per annum. That was the whole 
amount paid him by the office, and he was unable 
to pay the debt. His sureties were obliged to 
pay it, and did pay it, and now come, upon the 
recommendation of the Post Office Department, 
to Congress for relief. Now, sir, this man acted 
in good faith. The laws of the Post Office De- 
partment were complied with strictly, and the 
money was paid over. He acted honestly from 


beginning to end; and he sustains as honest a | 


character as any man in the country. Task that 
the bill may be put upon its passage. 

Mr. PHELPS. I desire to know if the morn- 
ing hour has not expired? 

he SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am opposed to this bill alto- 
gether. I move to proceed to the business on the 
Speaker’s table. 

Mr. COBB. I hope not, unless the motion is 
first made to recommit this bill. 

Mr.GREY. I move to recommit the bill to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 


tucky [Mr. Grex] was upon the floor when the | 


gentleman from Missouri [Mr. PneLps] arrested 
him, and moved to go to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 
then asked to make the motion that the bill be re- 


committed to the Committee on the Post Office | 
Now, by a strict adherence to | 
the rules, the gentleman from Kentucky could not | 


and Post Roads. 


make the motion. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope this bill 


will be disposed of now by laying it upon the | 


table. I believe it is a bill that ought not to pass. 

Mr. GREY. I thought the motion was made 
to recommit the bill to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

The SPEAKER. That motion cannot be made 
under the rules of the House, unless by the 
consent of the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. 
Puetrs.]} 

Mr. GREY. I hope the gentleman from Mis- 
souri will allow me to make that motion. 

Mr. PHELPS. I should be very happy to ec- 
commodate my friend from Kentucky; but I be- 
lieve the principle contained in the bill now under 
consideration is wrong. I believe the Government 
of the United States should not be held responsible 
for valuables which are transmitted through the 
mail. I must therefore decline to withdraw the 
motion. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
take up the river and harbor bill, which was re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, on yesterday. 

Mr. GREY. I again appeal to the gentleman 


The gentleman from Kentacky | 


1 move to | 


THE CO 


i from Missouri to extend to me the courtesy to 


! gentleman that courtesy. 


‘floor from the gentleman from Kentucky? (Mr. 
| Grey.) 
| Grey,] while occupying the floor, was arrested in 


“his remarks, under the rule of the House which 


| to move to procecd to the business upon the 


| provides expressly that the floor may be taken to 


‘table, or to the orders of the day. That is the | 


: Kentucky (Mr. Sraxton] is in order. 


: that the rules be suspended, and that the House 
i resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on |: 
: the Private Calendar, in order? 


allow me to enter a motion that this bill be com- 

mitted, so that it may come up again on another 
ay. 

Tir. PHELPS. Well, I will extend to the 

I withdraw the motion 

to go to the business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. GREY. I now move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I think the bill 
ought to go to the Committee of the W hole on the 
state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion has been made 
and entered upon the Journal to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move to go to the businegs 
upon the Speaker’s table. i 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Is it not in 
order now to call up the unfinished business o 
yesterday ? 

The SPEAKER. Inthe opinion of the Chair, 
that motion is not in order until the motion made 


| by the gentleman from Missouri to go to the], 


business upon the Speaker’s table is disposed 
of. 

The question was then taken; and the House 
refused to go to the business cn the Speaker’s 
table—ayes 32, noes not counted. 

Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. Does not the bill 
of the gentleman from Kentucky, just before the 
House, now come up again? 

The SPEAKER. It does, in the opinion of the 
Chair, and the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. 
Grey] is entitled to thè floor. 

Mr. STUART. I submit that it is in order to | 
call up and proceed with the unfinished business 
of yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- | 
tucky is entitled to the floor. Jt is, however, in 
order to arrest debate and move to go to the busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table, aud call up the un- | 
finished business of yesterday. 

Mr. STUART. 1 make that motion. 


REPORT ON PRINTING. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I ask if the 
report of the Committee on Printing does not now 
come up first in order? 

The SPEAKER. Ft does, in the opinion of the 
Chair. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I ask that it may be 


taken up. 
Mr. JONES. 


How does the gentleman get the 


The bill has not been recommitted, but 


is still before the House. ‘The gentleman, [Mr. 


authorizes any gentleman to take the floor from | 
him, after one hear spent in the morning business, 


Sneaker’s table. As Lunderstand it, that is the 
only motion that can be made, which wil take 
the floor from him, and that being voted down, he 
is still upon the floor. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. Jones] will remember, that the rule 


1 
1 


move to go to the business upon the Speaker’s 


language of the rale. If itis in order to go to the 
business upon the Speaker’s table, it is in order 
to go to the orders of the day. The Chair there- 
fore rules that the motion of the gentleman from 


Mr. MILLSON. This being Friday, and the 
morning hour having expired, is not the motion 
of thegentlemen from Connecticut, [Mr.Seymour,] 


The SPEAKER. That isalso true, this being | 
private bill day. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut. The honor | 
and good faith of the nation require that we should 
o to the private business. 
Mr. MILLSON. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Friday of the month, and objection days are the 
first and fourth Fridays. 
The SPEAKER. Jt isnot objection day. 
The question was then taken on the motion 


E nett, John H. Boyd, Bra 


ii bell, 


Ts not this objection day? Ñ 
This is the fifth |i 


| 7 : 
submitted by Mr. Sermovr, and it was notagreed 


to. 

So the House refused to go into:committee upon 
the Private Calendar. ; 

The question recurring upon the motion to. pro- 
ceed to the consideration of thereport of the Com- 
mittee on Printing— i 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said: Permit 
me to remark; before the question is taken, that 
there is a general anxiety to take up.and dispose 
of this river and harbor bill. My object in cal- 
| ing up the report of the Committee on Printing 
was simply that it might be postponed until the 
disposition of that bill. I have no desire to press 
it now. 

Mr. STUART. It is unnecessary for the gen- 
tleman to make such a motion to postpone, as the 
| business remains before the House. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the considera- 
tion of that report be postponed until the vote be 
taken upon the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. STUART. Say until to-morrow. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, I will say until to- 
; morrow. 
| The question was then taken on the motion of 
| Mr. Sranron; and it was agreed to. 

: Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I now move 
| 


' that the House proceed with the consideration of 
the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubts 
whether the gentleman has the right to take the 
floor from the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Grer,] to make that motion. He is, however, 
| inclined to think he has the right. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. 
: Seymour; and it was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
| The SPEAKER. The question is upon sec- 
| onding the demand for the previous question. 
Mr. STANLY. Is it in order to move that 
there be a. call of the House? 
The SPEAKER. It is. 
Mr. STANLY. I make that motion, then. 
The question was taken on the motion; and it 


‘i was not agreed to. 


The previous question then received a second. 

The question then being, ‘Shall the main 
question be ordered to be put?” ` 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, called for the: yeas 
| and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. 
ask the Chair a question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can by the 
consent of the House. 

[Cries of “ I object!” "I object 1’7] 

‘The question was then taken, and there were— 
| yeas 98, nays 78; as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Abercrombie, Allison, John Appleton, 

William Appleton, Asbe, Babcock, Bartlett, Beale, Ben- 
gu, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Geo. 

U. Brown, Burrows, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chand- 
Jer, Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Conger, Curtis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Bastman, Edger- 
ton, Fiteh, Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Puller, Gam- 
ble, Gaylord, Giddings, Green, Hart, Hascall, Haven. Heb- 
ard, Henn, Hillyer, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Er 
How, Ingersoll, Jackson, James Johnson, Preston King, 
Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Martin, 
McLanahan, McMullin, McNair, McQueen, Meade, Mi- 
ner, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Murray, Nabers, New- 
ton, Orr, Penn, Perkins, Price, Riddle, Robic, Schermer- 
horn, Schooleraft, Seudder, Scurry, David L. Seymour, 
Origen 5. Seymonr, Skelton, Smith, Richard H. Stanton, 
Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Suth- 
erland, Thurston, Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, Wal- 
lace, Walsh, Alexander White, and Wildrick—98. 

NAVS—Messcs. Witis Allen, Barrere, Bell, Bissell, 
Bocack, Bowie, Breckinridge, Brenton, Busby, B. Car- 
i ringion Cabell, Joseph Cable, Caldweli, Lewis D. Camp- 
Caskie, Chapman, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, 
| Cullom, Daniel, Geo. T. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Dunham, 
| Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Ficklin, Floyd, Fowler, Gen- 
try, Gocdenow, Goodrich, Grey, Hamilton, Harper, Isham 
G. Harris, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, How- 
ard, Thomas M. Howe, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, 
: George W. Jones, George G. King, Kubne, Humphrey 
Marshall, Mason, Miller, Millson, Molony, Morvhead, 
: Murphy, Olds, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Peasiee, Pen- 
niman, Pielps, Porter, Rantoul, Richardson, Robinson, 
Ross, Smart, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Stone, Strother, 
: Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, Wil- 
; Hams, Woodward, and Yates—78. 
| So the main question was ordered to be put. 
| Mr. ORR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the main question was ordered to be put, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
| which latter motion was agreed to, i 
The question then recurred upon recommitting 
e bill to the Committee on Commerce; and. being 
| put, it was not agreed to. 


I desire to 
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The question next recurred upon agreeing to 
the amendments made by the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union to the bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Is it now 
in order to move to commit this bill to the Com- 
mittee on Roads.and Canals, with instructions? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The previous 
question having been called, it cuts off all motions 
to amend or postpone. : 

The first amendment made by the committee 
was then reported to the House, as follows: 


“Insert after the word ‘Albany? the words ‘and not 
above Troy,” in the following clause: 

“<< For continuing the improvement of the navigation of 
the Hudson river, above and below Albany, $50,000.? >? 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 
The next amendment was read, as follows: 


“For the improvement of the James and ‘Appomatox 
rivers, below the cities of Richmond and Petersburg, 
$45,000.” . 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Upon agreeing to 
that amendment, I ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the ques- 
tion being taken, it was decided in the affirmative 
—yeas 105; nays 62—as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Wiliam Appleton, Ashe, Bab- 
eock, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bennett, 
Bocock, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Breckinridge, Brenton, 
Briggs, George H. Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Caldwell, Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Clingman, Curtis, 
George T. Davis, Dean, Dockery, Durkee, Edmundson, 
Evans, Ewing, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, Gentry, Good- 
enow, Goodrich, Green, Harper, [sham G. Harris, Haws, 
Haven, Holladay, Horsford, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, 
Thomas Y, How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jobn 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, Preston 
King, Kuhns, Landry, Leteher, Lockhart, Mann, Hum- 
pbrey Marshall, Martin, MeMullin, McNair, Meade, Miller, 
Miner, Molony, Heury D. Moore, John Moore, Morebead, 
Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Pein, Perkins, 
Porter, Price, Rantoul, Riddle, Robie, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Seudder, ‘Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 
8. Seymour, Smart, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham 
P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Thurston, Ven- 
able, Walbridge, Walsh, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, 
Wildrick, Williams, and Yates—105, 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Barrere, 
Bragg, Bushy, Lewis D. Camphell, Thompson Campbell, 
Cartter, Churchwell, Cleveland, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, 
Dawson, Dimmick, Disney, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Ed- 
gerton, Ficklin, Fiteb, Floyd, Thomas J. DjFuller, Gamble, 
Giddings, Gilmore, Grey, Hamilton, Hart, Hebard, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, John W. Howe, 
James Johnson, George W, Jones, Kurtz, Mace, Mason, 
MeLanahan, Millson, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Penniman, 
Phelps, Riehardson, Robinson, Ross, Sackett, Schoonma- 
ker, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Stuart, ‘Townshend, Tuck, 
Wallace, Alexander White, and Wilcox-—62. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to strike out the 
clause— 

“For the survey of the harbor at the mouth of Trinity 
river, ‘Texas, 43,000,” 
and insert the following: 


s¢ Wor the survey of Trinity river, Texas, including the bar 
at the mouth, $3,000.” 


_ The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was to add at theend of 
the hill, section two, as follows: 

“ And be it further enacted, That the Commissioners of 
the town of Wilmington, North Carolina, be authorized to 
levy and collect a tonnage duty, not exceeding four cents 
per ton, upon all vessels of not less than sixty tons, tor the 
purpose of cleaning out the obstructions at the mouth of 
the Cape Fear river, and that to effect that purpose the 
said Commissioners be authorized to pledge the receipts 
from the said tonnage duty, to pay the interest or principal 
of any loan they may effect for that purpose: Provided, 
That the Legislature of North Carolina, at the next session, 
order and authorize such tonnage duty.” 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was decided in the afirmative—yeas 
90, nays 76; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs, Abercrombie, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Beale, Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Br inridge, Briggs, Albert 
G. Brown, George H. Brown, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, 


Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Cleve- |; 


land, Clingman, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Ficklin, Floyd, Gamble, Gaylord, 


Gentry, Green, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Henn, i 


Bibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Thomas Y. 
How, lves, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, 
Jolin Johnson, Robt. W. Johnson, Geo. W. Jones, Kuhns, 
Letcher, Lockhart, Mason, MeLanahan, McNair, Me- 
Queen, Meade, Millson, R. D. Moore, Morehead, Murphy, 
Nabers, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Peaslee, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, 
Porter, Riddle, Robie, Robinson, Ross, Senrry, Origen S. 
Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stephens, Stone, Strother, Tuck, Venable, Wallace, Wat- 
kins, Alex. White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Williams—90. 
NAYS—Measrs. Willis Allen, John Appleton, Willian 


! Appleton, Babcock, Barrere, Bell, Bennett, John H. Boyd, 
Brenton, Burrows, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, 
| Chapman, Cobb, Cullom, George T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Duncan, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Ewing, Fitch, Flor- 
ence, Fowler, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grey, Harper, Haws, Has- 
call, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Horstord, John W. Howe, 
Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, George G. King, 
Preston King, Kurtz, Landry, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, 
Martin, Miller, Miner, Molony, Jobn Moore, Murray, New- 
ton, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Sehoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Smart, Benja- 
min Stanton, St. Martin, Stratton, Thurston, Townshend, 
Walbridge, Welch, and Addison White—76. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. I move to lay the 
bill and the amendments upon the table. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his motion, until į can move to recon- 
sider the last vote, and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will do so. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I make that motion, then. 
! The motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON. I now renew my motion. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, called for the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered. _ 

The question was then taken,and it was deci- 
ded in the negative—yeas 72, nays 104; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Ashe, 

Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bocock, Breckinridge, Albert 
G. Brown, Bushy, S. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Caskie, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Cullom, Daniel, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Ewing, Ficklin, 
Freeman, Gamble, Gentry, Gilmore, Grey, Hamilton, 
Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Hol- 
laday, Houston, Howard, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
James Johnson, George W., Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Humphrey Marshall, Mason, MeLanahan, MeNair, Me- 
Queen, Meade, Millson, Murphy, Olds, Orr, Peaslee, 
Phelps, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Origen S. Seymour, 
Smart, Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P., Stephens, 
Stone, Venable, Wallace, Ward, Watkins, Alexander 
White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Williams—72. 
° NA¥YS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Babcock, 
Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bennett, Bowie, John H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Brenton Briggs, George H. Brown, Burrows, 
Lewis D. Campbell, T hompson Campbell, Cartter, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Clark, Conger, Curtis, George T. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Bast- 
man, Edgerton, Evans, Fitch, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, 
Thomas J.D. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Good- 
rich, Green, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, 
Henn, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M., Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, John Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, Preston King, 
Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, Martin, Miller, Molony, 
Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Murray, Newton, 
Outlaw, Samucl W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, 
Porter, Price, Rantoul, Richardson, Riddle, Robie, Sack- 
ett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, 
Seurry, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Sutberiand, 
‘Thurston, ‘Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Welsh, 
and Yates—104. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
| table. 

Pending the call of the yeas and nays— 

Mr. HENDRICKS said: I desire to state that 
my colleague [Mr. Davis] is anxious to vote upon 
this bill, but he is sick and unable to be in the 
Hall. 

Mr, BISSELL. To accommodate a gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Rozeims,] I have paired 
off with him, otherwise I should vote, aye. 

Mr. POLK. I have paired off with Mr. Sran- 
| ron, of Tennessee, who is in favor of the bill. If 
{ were at liberty to vote, I shouldvote to lay upon 
the table. 

Mr. NABERS. I have paired off with General 
Tay or, of Ohio, who was in favor of the bill. I 
am opposed to it in its present form. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. VENABLE. Is the bill engrossed? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. STUART moved to reconsider the vote by 
: which the bill was ordered to be engrossed, and 
i to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read the third time. ‘ 

The question now being, Shall the bill pass? 

' Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, called for the 
| previous question; which received a second, and 
| the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. SMART demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was deci- 
| ded in the affirmative—yeas 103, nays 75; as 
| follows: 


| 
| YEAS—Messrs, Allison, William Appleton, Babcock, 


Barrere, Bartlett, Bell, Bennett, Bowie, John H. Boyd, 
Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown, Burrows, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chap- 
man, Clark, Curtis, G. T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dockery, 
Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Fitch, 
Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, 
Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Ha- 
ven, Hebard, Henn, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Thomas Y. How, Hunter, Ingersoll, Ives, John 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, Preston 
King, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, Martin, Miller, 
Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, 
Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. 
Parker, Peun, Pemniman, Perkins, Porter, Price, Rantoul, 
Richardson, Riddle, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Scurry, David L. Seymour, 
Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Abrahan P. Stephens, 
St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Thurston, Towns- 
hend, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Welch, Addison White, 
and Yates—103. : ae 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Willis Allen, Ashe, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Beate, Boeock, Bragg, Breckinridge, 
Albert G. Brown, Busby, E. C. Cabell, Caldwell, Caskie, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Cobb, Cul- 
lom, Daniel, Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, 
Ewing, Ficklin, Freeman, Gamble, Gentry, Grey, Hamil- 
ton, Isham G. Iarris, Hart, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hiltyer, 
Holladay, Tfouston, Howard, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
James Johnson, George W. Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, Mason, MeLanahan, McMullin, McNair, 
McQueen, Meade, Millson, Murphy, Olds, Orr, Peastee, 
Phelps, Robinson, Ross, Savage, Origen S. Seymour, 
Smart, Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Stone, Sutherland, 
Venable, Wallace, Ward, Watkins, Alexander White, 
Wilcox, Wildrick, and Williams—75. 

So the bill was passed. 

Pending the call of the yeas and nays, _ 

Mr. BISSELL said: {have paired off with Mr. 
Rossis, otherwise I should vote against the bill. 

Mr. POLK. Ihave paired off with Mr. Sran- 
ron, of Tennessee, who is in favor of the bill. If 
I were at liberty to vote, I should vote against the 
bill. 

Mr. BRAGG. While there are many provi- 
sions of this bill which I could very readily sup- 
port, there are some others for which I cannot 
vote. Being now called upon to take the bill in 
the lump, I feel constrained to vote in the nega- 
tive. I vote, no. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut. I move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into a Committee of the Whole House upon 
the Private Calendar. i 

The question was taken on the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to—there being, upona division, 
ayes 89, noes 48. f : 

The House accordingly resolved itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House upon the Private 
Calendar, (Mr. Seymour, of Connecticut in the - 
chair.) 


LIEUTENANT BARTLETT HINDS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The business first in order 
is the consideration of FIouse bill No. 149, entitled 
‘cA bill for the reliefof the heirs of Lieutenant 
Bartlett Finds.” When the committee rose, the 
pending question was a motion that the bill be 
reported to the House, with a recommendation 
that it do not. pass. ` 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That case, it will 
be recollected by the committee, was up sometime 
ago. I made the inquiry of the Third Auditor, 
whether there was any evidence upon the records 
of that Department, that Bartlett Hinds ever was 
entitled to commutation, or that he had ever served 
in a capacity that would entitle him to it. There 
was no such evidence there, and the presumption 
is, he is not entitled to it at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I notice that my colleague 
(Mr. FuLLER] who reported the bill, is absent, and - 
if there be nobody else here to defend it, I will 
ask that it be passed by. 

Whereupon, by unanimous consent, the bill 
was informally passed over. 


PAYMENT OF FLORIDA VOLUNTEERS. 

The next bill that came up for consideration 
was House bill No. 161, entitled ** A bill to pro- 
vide for the payment of the companies of Captains 
Bush, Price, and Suarey, for military services in 
Florida.” 

By unanimous consent—Mr. WiLcox, who re- 
ported the bill, being absent—the bill was inform- 
ally passed over. 
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DAVID MYERLE. 

The bill for the relief of David Myerle next 
came up in order for consideration. 

The bill provides for the payment to David My- 
erle of $30,000 for losses incurred whilst expeti- 
menting in American water-rotted hemp, under 
the direction of the War Department. 

The reading of the report was called for. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I would suggest to 
the committee, as that report is very long, and 
perhaps would take nearly an hour to read it, 
that some member of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs would make a summary statement of the 
contents of the report. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Let the report be 
read, This is an important claim, and one which 
ought never to be paid. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
claim should be paid. 

Mr. DANIEL. Justice requires that the claim 
should be rejected. 

The Clerk commenced the reading of the report. 

Mr. SACKETT. T move that the reading of 
the repart be dispensed with. : 

Mr. JONES. To test whether there is aquorum 
present competent to transact business, I move 
that the committee rise, and upon that motion, de- 
mand a division of the committee. 

The question was then put upon a division, and 
there were—ayes 16, noes 44; no quorum. 

[Cries of ‘€ Call the roll! * ** Call the roll !??] 

The roll was then called, in compliance with the 
rules of the House, the absentees were noted and 
reported to the House. It being ascertained that 
a quorum was present, the committee again re- 
sumed its session. 

Mr. DANIEL. Has the sense of the commit- 
tee been taken on the proposition to dispense with 
the further reading of the report ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. STUART. The question now is on a mo- 
tion that the committee rise. 

Mr. JONES. I withdraw the motion that the 
committee rise, as there is a quorum present. 

Mr. DANIEL. [ had occasion, some Con- 

resses ago, to examine into this case, and [ think 
Pave not forgotten its main features. I think I 
remember all the material facts involved. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Has the question been yet 
taken upon the motion to dispense with the fur- 
ther reading of the report? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think E have the floor. 

Mr. BOCOCK. If that is the pending motion, 
you have not. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to dispense 
with the further reading of the report was sub- 
mitted. 

The question was then taken, and the further 
reading of the report was dispensed with. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I offer the following 
amendment to the bill: 


Justice requires that the 


Provided, ‘That the funds hereby appropriated shall not |! 
be paid over until John Cornwall and F. Montmollin, of |} 


Kentucky, have an opportunity to contest their right to re- 
imbursement of funds advanced by thein to said Myerle: 
Provided further, That they shalt institute suit for that 
purpose within ninety days from the passage of this act. 
Mr. Chairman, I suppose that the gentleman 
who reported this bill from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs is prepared to make an argument to 
prove that the appropriation ought to be passed. 


I have nothing to say upon that subject at the |i 


present time. I have read the report carefully, 
and am satisfied that the Government of the Uni- 


ted States induced Mr. Myerle to engage in ex- |; 


periments for the purpose of ascertaining whether 
American water-rotted hemp could not be obtained 
of proper quality and in sufficient quantities for 
the use of the Navy. When Mr. Myerle was 
about to make those experiments, under the en- 


couragement and by the authority of the Govern- |; 


ment, he went out to the State of Rae gy and 
being a man without means of himself, he ob- 
tained the funds to purchase the hemp, to hire the 
hands, and to go through all of his operations, 
from two gentlemen, who at that time lived in the 
district I now represent. One of them still lives 
there, and the other resides in the district repre- 
sented by my colleague, (Mr. Marswati.] They 
furnished the money—they were the capitalists. 
It was by their aid that the experiments were 
made, whatever they may have been. Mr. Myerle 
gave them a lien upon the hemp to reimburse 


them for those advancements. I am giving the 
facts as I understand them, and there will proba- 
bly be no dispute about them. He gave a lien 


upon the hemp. Afterwards some difficulty oc- |/ 


| curred between Mr. Myerle and the Government, 
| and the hemp thus mortgaged, or a greater portion 
of it, by Myerle to them was taken off and sold, 
and they were left minus almost the whole amount 
' of the money advanced to him. A very small 
| portion they recovered. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. How much did they 
| advance? 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I cannot state from 
| memory the exact sum; but they advanced him a 
sum sufficient to absorb almost the whole amount 
l of the appropriation recommended by the Com- 
| mittee on Naval Affairs. 
| Mr. DANIEL. Was this indebtedness, 


curred in the purchase of the hemp, or simply’ 

: making the experiment? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. In both. 

Mr. DANIEL. Just as I supposed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. This is my inform- 
j ation, at least. I have now in my desk a letter 
| from Mr. Myerle to one of these gentlemen, rec- 
| ognizing his obligations to him. Therefore the 
| report is incorrect when it says Mr. Myerle in- 
| curred all the expenditures. The gentlemen named 
| in my amendment are the proper beneficiaries un- 
| der this bill. Mr. Myerle is now insolvent. I 
understand that he was worth little or nothing at 
the time he commenced these experiments under 
the authority of the Government, and the only 
persons who have really suffered any great loss 
are the constituents of my colleague and myself. 
The amendment I have offered does not propose 
that this committee or the House shall decide the 
question between Mr. Myerle and them, but that 
the money shall be retained for ninety days in the 
Treasury of the United States, to enable them to 
commence suitin the appropriate court, to contest 
the question between themselves and Mr. Myerle, 
as to the proper direction of the whole or a part 
of the sum. That is equitable and right. If they 
cannot establish their rights they must go out of 
i court. If they can, they ought to have the money. 

Mr. CONGER. As I understand the amend- 

ment, it provides that the money shall remain in 
the Treasury for ninety days after the passage of 
the act for the purpose of having the rights of the 
parties determined. I suggest thatthe amendment 
does not reach far enough, because as the process 
of law could not reach the money in the Treasury 
of the United States, it would be necessary that 


retained in the Treasury until the question could 
be decided by the courts, and that it be paid over 
! in accordance with that decision. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The money is to be 


ji retained in the Treasury, provided suit shall be 
j| commenced within: ninety days. 


The object of 
| the provisoisto preventdelays injurious to M yerle. 
| It provides that the money shall be retained 
in the Treasury and paid over according to the 


i decision of the court; but there is a second pro- 

i viso that these gentlemen shall bring suit within 
ninety days, the object of which is to protect 

i Myerle. 

Mr. BOCOCK obtained the floor, but yielded 


Mr. FLORENCE. 


| Kentucky whether the parties to whom he has re- 


i; to 


I ask the gentleman from 


be given to Myerle, did not have the hemp he 


not take it to New Orleans and put it away for 
three years, to the detriment of Myerle and them- 
i selves? I will ask, further, whether they did not 
come before the House, and ask that they should 
havea claim upon that fund? I would request an 
' answer to these questions. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I answer, generally, 
no. The gentleman is mistaken in part. It would 
' be perfectly idle for the gentleman and myself to 
enter into an argument before the committee, in- 
volving all the facts and details of the case. My 
amendment provides that these facts and details 
shall be settled by a court of justice. The com- 
mittee will see in a moment that that is the proper 
tribunal to adjudicate the matter. 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to understand the case 
at the outset, and will, therefore, make one in- 
| quiry of the gentleman from Kentucky. Do I 
i understand that the person whose name is men- 


the amendment should provide that the money be || 


ferred as having a claim upon this fund, should it |: 


j 
| 
$ 
| 
| 
| 
I 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| rotted in their possession, and whether they did | 
i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
j 
| 
1 
1 
FT 
| 
i 


| tioned here, Myerle, was the agent of the Govern- 
| ment in making that contract with the other gèn- 
| tlemen ? j nEn 
| Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Notatall. 
i Mr. BOCOCK. Iwill say to the gentleman 
| from Massachusetts, that it was a private transac- 
i tion, as between Mr. Myerle and the gentlemen 
| named in the amendment of the gentleman from 
| Kentucky. As a member of the Committee on 
! Naval Affairs, it became my duty to report this 
: bill to the House, and I feel able atany time, when 
it shall be proper, to state at length to the commit- 
tee the facts and arguments upon which my report 
rests. I feel, without arrogating anything to my- 
self, that when the time arrives, I can prove to 
every fair-minded member of this committee—to 
every man whose mind is open to the consideration 
of reason, facts and arguments, notwithstanding 
the objections of the gentleman from North Caro- 
‘lina and the gentleman from Tennessee—that it is 
right. It might seem to be proper for me, in this 
: stage of the proceedings, to state some of the facts 
upon which this claim rests; but I rise at the pres- 
ent time more for the purpose of noticing the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky than 
for any other. I shall raise the question of order 
upon it. With some little doubt upon my own 
mind whether this amendment is in order or not, 
I incline to believe it is not, and I shall ask the 
decision of the Chair on that point before I take 
my seat. I view that matter in this light: Mr. 
Myerle comes before Congress and represents he 
has a claim against the Government of the United 
States. The matter goes to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. The committee considers it, and 
reports to the House that he has a just and well- 
founded claim; but here comes in a gentleman rep- 
resenting third parties, and says to this committee, 
‘You ought not to pay this money to Myerle at 
i this time, because, forsooth, there are private 
claims between him and these other persons, who 
are my constituents.” The Government ought not 
to withhold justice, already long delayed, until the 
have an opportunity to test the validity of their 
i Claims against him. What has this Government 
‘to do with Myerle’s transactions with other per- 
sons? ‘Those other persons are not known in the 
contract with the Government. There is no priv- 
ity between the Governmentand them. And if it 
were otherwise, is this amendment in order in an- 
other point of view? It provides that this money, 
though found to be due, shall not be paid to My- 
erle until these gentlemen shall have time to test 
i their claims against him. How long is that? 
They say that they will begin their action in 
| ninety days. i 
| But who knows with what diligence they will 
| prosecute that suit? Suppose they employ a dil- 
:atory lawyer, who will delay it term after term, 
land year after year, who knows then when the 
| matter will be determined? The time, then, during 
|, which the payment of this money is to be sus- 
| pended, is, in fact, if the amendment prevail, in- 
‘definite. Is it in order to introduce an amendment 
l: to that effect? 
| Mr. HUNTER. I submit that the gentleman 
| should allow the Chair to decide the point of order. 
i Mr. BOCOCK. Ihave buta word more to say. 
| This claim has been pending before Congress for 
| the last five or six years, or more. It has passed 
| this House, and only failed to become a law be- 
cause the Senate did not have time to act on it. 
Why did not these gentlemen test their rights with 
Myerle during that time? Why did they lie still, 
do nothing, and say nothing, until Myerle was 
almost worn out, having lost his health and 
strength, and almost his life in this matter? They 
wait all this time, doing nothing, and now come 
and ask that the Government will withhold its 
ardy justice yet a little longer, until they have 
i time to do what they might have done long ago. 
|I wish to add aword more upon a point from 
| which I was diverted by some interruption. The 
| gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breckmniner] 
‘says that his constituents are connected immedi- 
| ately with this contract, because they obtained a 
| mortgage upon Myerle’s hemp. When he comes 
| to the proof, he will scarcely be able to show the 
: existence of any such mortgage. . It is unreason- 
‘able to suppose that it was made. 
| . This is a contract on the part of David Myerle 
to furnish hemp to the United States Government, 
and these men knew that he had agreed to deliver 
itto the Government. Would they have agreed, 
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under such circumstances, to take a mortgage upon 
it to secure a debt to them? I think the suppo- 
sition altogether unreasonable. The proof will 
test the fact. It is needless, however, to go into 
theseconsiderations now. I ask first the judg- 
ment of the Chair upon the question of order 
raised by me. I hold, as already stated, that the 
amendment.is out of order, because it introduces 
here third parties, not known to the Government, 
who allege that they have claims of a private na- 
ture against Mr. Myerle, which this Government 
ought not to undertake to settle, but let these men 
stand on the same footing with other creditors of 
Myerle, and test their rights in a court of jus- 
tice. It further proposes the postponement of this 
claim to some indefinite period, though it may be 
found to be just. Let the Chair decide. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. It seems to me thatthis 
question of order is of some importance. I wish 
to say, that so far from the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Breckinnincr] be- 
ing improper, in my judgment, it is clearly right 
and proper. We are sitting here as a court of 
equity. This is an application to our sense of 
justice andright. These gentlemen come forward 
and ask that we shall give a large sum of money, 
for losses sustained in making this experiment for 
the benefit of the Government. Lf there is an ap- 
propriation to be made, another gentleman comes 
forward and says that lam the man who reall 
has furnished the means for making this experi- 
ment, and I am the man who is in interest here; 
and therefore, if the Government is to pay at all, 
it should pay the man who has lost his money. 
Is not that perfectly proper and right? Would 
nota court of equity allow such an application 
under any circumstances? This application is 
founded upon the ground that this man was in- 
duced to invest his money in the purchase of hemp 
for the purpose of trying an experiment which it 
was supposed would prove beneficial to the Gov- 


ernment. He says that he invested his money in | 


this experiment at the suggestion of the Govern- 
ment. In consequence of the invitation and en- 
couragement on the part of the Secretary of the 
Navy to make this experiment, he lost a large 
amount of money. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. BRECKIN- 
nper] says, that in point of fact the man who 
furnished the money and lost it, was another per- 


son, a third party; and, therefore, he asks this | 
House, sitting as a court of equity, if they grant 


the money asked for by the petitioner, to place it 
in a condition where the question can be settled, 
whether it was his money which was lost, or that 
of this speculator. 
Mr. Bococx] gets up and says that he can sat- 
isfy the House that Myerle is entitled to the relief 
he asks for; and he intimates if we do not take 
his opinion, that we are not fair-minded men. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 do not expect to get the gen- 
tlemen’s vote. 


Mr. CLEVELAND. The gentleman cannot | 


get that ofa majority of the House. The gentle- 
man’s assurance certainly will not help his case, 
for I believe this House will act upon the evidence 
adduced, and not upon the opinion of any man. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ts this question debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there not a question of 
order pending? 

Mr. BOCOCK. I didraisea question of order 

The CHAIRMAN. 
this amendmentis germane. Whether it is proper 
or not js a question for the committee to decide. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to say in regard 
to this matter, that when! rose { had intended to 
speak to the question of order merely, and I had 


the unanimous consent of the committee to dis- ` 


cuss this matter, and show why this money should 


not be taken by some claim agent who might: 
come in here, for the petitioner, and claim that he ij 


had lost this money, when, in point of fact, it 
was another’s loss. 


Rince] is in accordance with my views. I only 
wish to say a word tothe gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Bovey who has reported this bill. 
Mr. SMART. will ask the gentleman to 
give way for a motion that the committee rise. 
Mr. CLEVELAND. lam nearly through. 
shall listen with attention to what the gentleman 


who has reported this bill will say; and until he | 
says more than he has said, or anybody else has || retary found himself unable to do it without the || 


The gentleman from Virginia | 


The Chair thinks that i: 


The amendment offered by | 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Brecxiy- | 


i ment. 


said, in favor of this claim, I think that the com- 
mittee will hesitate, as I shall, long before they 
will advise the House to grant it. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. If lam wrongin the 
statements which Lam about to make, I trust that 
gentlemen will correct me who have taken part in 
this discussion. I understand that this man My- 
erle, who was a hemp-grower himself, entered into 
a contract with the United States to furnish hemp; 
that he received assistance from two gentlemen 
in Kentucky, and how many more I do not know; 
that the credit of these two gentlemen was given 
to Myerle, and that they looked to his solvency 
entirely for their pay. If this be the state of facts, 
then I’suppose that they have no claims at all 
upon this Government.’ Myerle has prosecuted 
his claim for compensation. 

x; Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. May] interrupt the 

tleman fora moment? I will make an addi- 
tional suggestion. Gentlemen argue this matter 
as if there had been a distinct contract with My- 
erle by the Government under the authority of the 
law to do a particular thing, and then treat my 
constituents as third parties who come in here to 
interfere between Myerle and the Government. 
That has been thecurrent of the argument. But, 
as was forcibly stated by the gentleman from Con- 
necticut, (Mr. Cueverann,| this is a case of 
equity, to be administered by the Government be- 
tween Myerle and the gentlemen named in the 
amendment. The general principle, that in cases 
of contract with an individual, the Government 
will settle with him alone, and not admit third 
parties, does not apply. The case lies in a nut- 
shell. He desired to test the qualities of American 
water-rotted hemp. Experiments had to be 
made, and the agreement with Myerle was not 
merely a contract for the delivery of so much 
hemp. It required capital to make the experi- 
ments, and the Government promised, through 
the Secretary of the Navy, to deal liberally and 
justly in the matter of these experiments. In 
this slateof the case, Montmollin and Cornwall ad- 
vanced money to buy the hemp, to water-rot it, 
and to prepare it for the use of the Navy. A sub- 
sequent Secretary refuses to receive the hemp, and 
Myerle applies to Congress for relief upon prin- 
ciples of equity. Congress will not decide this case 
upon any contract, but upon its idea of justice to 
all parties concerned. Now, where does the 
equity lie? If this appropriation is to be made to 
cover outlays made in experimenting for the benefit 
of the Government, ought it not go to those who 
expended the money? Atleast, ought they not || 
to be allowed to have their rights settled in a court || 
of justice? Phatis all I ask. | 

Will the gentleman allow me to make an addi- |i 
tional observation to the gentleman from Virginia? || 
[Mr. Bococx.] I stated that Mr. .Myerle had 
given these gentlemen a lien upon the hemp to in- |) 
demnify them; but the gentleman inquires, with || 
an air of great surprise, how he could give them a jf 


lien upon hemp which was to go to the Govern- |; 
What diference did it make if the hemp | 
was to go to the Government? Myerle agreed to 
furnish the Government with hemp of a particular 
quality—water-rotted hemp. He goes out and 
buys hemp in the stack, in the country, with the 
money of these gentlemen, and gives them a lien 
upon it. It was to be prepared ina certain mode, 
and was afterwards to be submitted to the Gov- 
ernment. It is perfectly clear that there was noth- 
ing in the agreement to submit to the Govern- 
ment which would prevent him from giving them 
aguarantee. The information that [ have received 
by letter is, that the Government never foreclosed 
any mortgage. | 

Mr. SACKETT. They objected tothe hemp. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The Governmeit 
refused to take the hemp. Mr. Myerle got a large 
portion of it, and Montmollin and Cornwall a por- 
tion; but they are still greatly losers. 

Mr. SACKETY. Idesire to ask the gentle- 
man from Kentucky one question. It appears 
by. the report, if I rightly understand it, that the 
Government advanced a considerable sum to My- 
erle, when they entered into this arrangement of 
preparing this hemp. I ask whether there was 
not such an advance upon the hemp by the Gov- 
ernment, and whether that advance has ever been 
restored to the Government? ; 

Mr. BOCOCK. The report states that there |! 
was a promise to make an advance; that the Sec- 


authority of Congress; that a proposition was in- 
troduced into Congress and passed one House, 
but failed in the other, and the advance was in 
fact never made. 

Mr. HOWE. I have no other motive in rising 
but to get at the facts of the case. 

Mr. BROWN. I do not desire to interfere 
with the gentleman’s speech, but he seems to be 
seeking information. I have put into the hands 


| of the Clerk a letter from Mr. Paulding, the Sec- 


retary of the Navy at the time this contract was 


j made, and who, perhaps, understood it as well as 


anybody else, I ask that the Clerk may read 
that letter, 

Mr. HOWE. 

ose. 

The Clerk then read the letter, as follows: 

Hype Park, DUTCHESS county, April 20, 1852. 

Dear Sir: I wrote to acknowledge the receipt of your 
two letters from Columbia and Richmond, last winter, and 
one more recently from Washington, accompanied by an 
abstract of the late census, from the Congressional Globe, 
trom which, among other things, T learn that twelve thou- 
sand tons of water-rotted hemp are now annually produced 
in the United States. 

For this I do not hesitate to say, of my own personal 
knowledge, the country is indebted to your exertions, ex- 
perience, enterprise, and perseverance, amid every species 
of obstacles and discouragement, and to the ruin of your 
affairs. It is by these exertions and sacrifices that the 
United States are now, in a great measure, if not entirely, 
independent of foreign nations for an article so indispensa- 
ble to their naval and commercial marine. 

I perceive that a motion to take up the bill for your relief 
was objected to in the House, by a member from North 
Carolina, whose motives, I have no doubt, were equally hon- 
est and patriotic. I know very well, from past experience, 
that a great portion of theclaiims presented to Congress are 
frivolous, fraudulent, and deceptive, or at least founded in 
weak, selfish principles by which men are so often led into 
erroneous ideas of what is due to themselves and others, 
Butthe recompense youask of Congressis no adequate 
equivalent for your own labors and sacrifices, much 
less for the benefit you have conferred on your country 5 
and it seems strange that while that body is displaying such 
unbounded liberality in applying the public property to the 
construction of railroads through deserts, and in behalf of 
future as well as uncertain benefits, it should thus long 
have delayed to discharge a debt of honest gratitude for one 
of such magnitude already received. I amas great a dev- 
otee of public economy as the member frora North Caro- 
lina, whose known vigilance in watching over the people’s 


I yield the floor for that pur- 


: moneyT cordially approve, at the same time that I con- 
| ceive the obligations of justice superior to those of mere 
; penny-saving. 


Recollecting, as I do, that I was myself instrumental in 
persuading you to enter on an undertaking which had been 
declined by every other man to whom it was proposed, I 
cannot but feel an interest in the success of your applica- 
tion; stil less can I withhold my respect from your firm 


i reliance on the justice of Providence, if not that of Con- 


gress. It is the great sheet-anchor, and though it may 


| sometimes drag a litue in the storm, never fails to bring up 
| the ship at last. 


So that I commend you with my best 
wishes for your final success. Your friend and servant, 
J. K. PAULDING. 


i To Davip Myer te, Esq., Washington, D.C. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 


; sion of the gentleman from Pen nsylvania, I wish 
| to inquire the date of that letter? 


TheCrerkx. Itis dated the 10th of April, 1852. 
Mr. JONES. Is it numbered ? 

The Cizrx. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES. I think Mr. Paulding has writ- 


; ten one or two letters upon this subject every ses- 
i sion of Congress for the last ten years. 


Mr. HOWE. This makes evidence for My- 
erle’s claim, and not for the creditors. Qo far, 
very well. 1 was not particularly inquiring as to 
the merits of Myerle’s claim, but to see how the 
creditors stood connected with him. That was 
my purpose. You recollect that the law knows 
no mercy, no favor whatever. It is the equity of 
which the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
Crevenanp] speaks that will administer justice 
to these two creditors of Myerle, Gf the evi- 
dence makes out a case in equity.) I would be 
disposed rnyself, if there was ‘no other evidence 
than the statement of the gentleman, to turn them 


round to Myerle, because the presumption with 


me is, that if Myerle entered into a large contract 
with the Government to procure water-rotted 
hemp, or anything of that kind, and had no means 
or money of his own, and is now totally insol- 
vent, as he says, that he must have many cred- 
1tors, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
then. : 

Mr. HOWE. Well, if he is not insolvent now 
there is no necessity of connecting his creditors 
with this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. He ia certainly in- 


He was insolvent 


| solvent now. 


Mr. HOWE. I was going to make another 
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creditors in Kentucky and elsewhere, if he was 
doing basiness there; and if it is right that these 
two persons should be preferred, itis equally right 
that all the creditors should be preferred. ‘There- 
fore, this amendment ought to be enlarged, so that 
all the creditors of Myerle should have an oppor- 
tunity of preferring their claims against him by 
suit at law, and substantiating their claims there, 
before Myerle should be allowed to take this 
money from the Government. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Wil the gentleman 
allow me to call his attention to the difference be- 
tween the general creditors and those particular 
creditors springing out of the fact that the debt he 
owes to the creditors now before the committee is 
a debt intimately connected with the experiments 
out of which this appropriation is to spring? 
That, in fact, the appropriation is intended to cover 
losses sustained by them? 

Mr. HOWE. But I would suggest that all the 
creditors who are connected with the hemp, and ; 
who furnished him with the means, are equally | 
meritorious with these two, and that they, asa! 
class of creditors, should all have an equal prefer- 
ence, and that there should be no preference to one 
over the other, but that they should take at least 
pro rats, if this Government does not give enough 
to pay them all. If the gentleman will enlarge his 
amendment in that way, I shall have no objection 
to adopt it. ; 

I believe there are creditors in my own State i 
who furnished this man Myerle with money or | 
credit te go on with his undertaking, for which 
they never received a farthing. i 
cisely in the same position and relation to Myerle 
and this Government that these two creditors do | 
who-have heen spoken of by my friend from Ken- | 
tucky, [Mr. Brecxinrince.} I do not believe 
that this Government ought to know anything 
about the creditors of Myerleatall. That is my 
private opinion. If the creditors have given credit 
to Myerle, they should look to him; and if he is 
not responsible, they should rely upon his honor, 
if he should get the money from the Government 
to pay them. It is like most other business trans- 
actions, 

Mr. FLORENCE. i wish to make a remark, 
if my colleague will allow me to do so. 

Mr. HOWE. I will yield the floor to my col- 
league. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My friend from Kentucky 
{Mr. Baecxinriper] intimated to this committee | 
that Mr. Myerle, at the time of entering into this 
contract, was insolvent. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is my inf 
ation. i 

Mr. FLORENCE. Now, sir, if I am correct- 
ly informed, as I believe I am, I think I cap sub- 
stantiate it to the satisfaction of this committee 
and to the House, that Mr. Myerle was at that 
time engaged in a very lucrative business in the 
gentleman’s own State, yielding him, by an ex- 
amination of his books, an average amount of 
$68 a day, or $15,000 a year. He was enthusi- 
asticin this enterprise. He entered into it, because | 
he believed that he could accomplish a great pur- 
pose, and in doing so, he was guarantied by the 
then Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Paulding, against 
loss; and further than that, the understanding was 
that the hemp that he submitted to the Commis- 
sioner of Naval Affairs, or some other commission 
which I shave forgotten, that existed at that time, | 
was not to be condemned. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. A single word upoa | 
the question of insolvency, that I may be properly | 
understood. I stated that I believe Myerle was ; 
insolvent, both now and at the time he commenced | 
these experiments. 

Mr. FLORENCE. There is no deubthe is at | 
this time. Re 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I never heard of Mr. 
Myerle until about a year ago, nor do I know | 
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They stand pre- || 


‘| office. Now, if wepass this bill to-day, a postscript 


what his business wa: 
from various sources, that he was insolvent. 

Mr, FLORENCE. He was a pioneer in the 
great improvements of the West. This hemp, if! 
i understand it, was taken to Boston, and was | 
taken possession of by the gentlemen who now lay | 
claim to this money, or a portion of it, and sent | 
to New Orleans. It was kept there a considerable | 
time, made into rope and bagging, and sold, and | 
the proceeds of the sale went into the possession ! 
or the pockets of the gentlemen represented by 
my friend from Kentucky, or whose interests are 
represented by him. 

Mr. HOWE moved that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker | 
having resumed the chair, the chairman reported | 
that the Committee of the Whole House had had 
the Private Calendar under consideration, and es- | 
pecially House bill No. 108, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. 


MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to report back from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, the Military Acad- | 
emy appropriation bill, with the Senate amend- | 
ments thereto. 


it? 

Mr. HOUSTON. IT propose to refer it to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union. 

Mr. STANLY. If there be no objection, I 
think the bill had better be put upon its passage. 
it is now near the end of the session. 

Mr. ORR. F shall object to that. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I should like to put the bill 
upon its passage. 

Mr. ORR. 1 do not know what the amend- 


upon its passage, 

There being no objection, the bill was received, 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ORR. L move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Task my friend from South 
Carolina to withdraw his motion for a moment, 
until I can have the concurrence of the House in 
a little amendment made by the Senate to the bill 
of the House, affecting settlers upoa the Central | 
| Railroad in Illinois, which will take but a moment. 

Mr. ORR. You had better do it to-morrow. I 
cannot withdraw my motion. 


motion, and it was agreed to. 
So the Touse adjourned until to-morrow, at 
eleven o’clock, a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, July 31, 1852. 

The House metat eleven o’clock, a. m. 
by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Monean. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER stated the question to be upon | 

recommitting House bill No. 309 to the Com- 

mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


Prayer 


LAND DISTRICTS IN IOWA. 


Mr. HENN. | ask the unanimous consent of | 
the House to take up from the Speaker’s table! 
Senate bill No. 478, being ‘ An act to create three } 
additional land offices in the State of Iowa.” I 
will merely say to the House, that by this morn- | 


| the General Land Office has issued a proclamation | 
for the sale of the publiclands in the State of Iowa. 

The people residing on the Missouri river, where | 
the greater portion of the lands are to be sold, are | 
two hundred and forty miles from the present land į 


can be put to the proclamation, whereby it will 
not be necessary to issue a new proclamation, and 
these people will be relieved from the necessity of 


s; but I have been informed, }| 


H 


Mr. ORR. What do yor propose to do with || 


ments are, and therefore I object to its being put |j 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Orr’s |} 


ing’s papers, it appears that the Commissioner of || 


hope there will be 
bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up 
from the Speaker’s table, and read a first and sec- 
ond time by its title. 

Mr. FOWLER. 
read through. 

Mr. HENN. I hope the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts will not insist on the reading of the bill. 
Iwill say to him that it is drawn up in the form 
of all these bills, andin accordance with the viewa 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. 

Mr. FOWLER. Very weil. I waiye the re- 
quest. 

_ The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time, and was subsequently read the third time 
and passed, 


WASHINGTON CITY GASLIGHT COMPANY. | 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. I ask the 
House to take up from the Speaker’s table, a bill 
from the Senate to increase the capital stock of the 
gaslight company of this city, and to allow them 
to extend their pipes to Georgetown., I will merely 
state to the House, that the original capital stock 
of the company was $50,000, and that the com- 
pany very recently expended $180,060 in improve» 
ments here in the District, and they wish now to 
extend their pipes to Georgetown. They cannot 
doit unless we pass this Senate bill. I hope there 
will be no objection to taking up the bill. 

There being no objection, the following bill was 
taken up from the Speaker’s table and read a first 
and second time by its title: 

“ Senate bill No. 135, to amend an act entitled “An act 
to incorporate the Washiugton Gaslight Company,’ approved 
July Sth, 1848.°7 

Mr. ST. MARTIN moved that there be a call 
of the House. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
a third reading. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. I will merely 
say further, in reference to that bill, that, as the 
law now stands, the capital stock of the company 
shail be $50,000. The Senate has inserted pre- 
vious to the words “fifty thousand” the words 
‘three hundred and,” so that the stock shall be 
$350,000; and they have also inserted after the 
word Washington” wherever it occurs, the 
words ‘and Georgetown,” so as to enable the 
company to lay their pipes in Washington and 
Georgetown. This hill does not alter the features 
of the original act at all. The act is very strin- 
gent, making each stockholder liable for every 
cent of the whole indebtedness of the company. 


no objection to taking up -the 


T should like to hear the bill 


{| The bill does not alter the features of the charter 


atall. It merely increases the capital stock, and 
allows the company to extend their pipes to 
Georgetown. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Does the act pro- 
hibit the company from exercising banking pow- 
ers? i 

Mr. MOORE. Yes, sir; it does. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was subsequently read the third time and 
passed. 


BOUNTY LANDS TO SOLDIERS OF TUE WAR 
or 1812. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. A month or two since 
the Committee on Public Lands reported a bill, 
No. 120, “authorizing certain soldiers of the 
late war with Great Britain to surrender the 
bounty lands drawn by them, and to locate oth- 
ers in lien thereof,’ Upon the motion of the 
chairman of the committee, [Mr. TLALL,] that bill 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. Subsequently the chair- 
man moved to reconsider that vote, and I now 
call up that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. GREY. I rise to a question .of erder. 
The morning hour is set apart for reports from 
committees. : 


traveling that great distance to the land office. I 


TheSPEAKER. This isalso business belong- 
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ing to the morning hour, and being a motion to 
aeconsider is a privileged question. 

Mr. OLDS. Was not the bill to which the mo- 
tion refers reported before the House adopted the 
special order setting aside one hour of the morn- | 
ing for the reception of reports from committees? 

The SPEAKER. Still the Chair thinks that it 
would be classed with the description of business 
belonging to the morning hour, and as a privileged |! 
question, it may be called up at any time. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I will say, Mr. Speaker, 
that when this bill is understood, | think it cannot 
be objected to by any gentleman. 

In the latter part of 1811, and the first part of 
1812, it was found necessary, for the proper defense 
of the country, to complete the existing military 
establishments, and to add thereto ten regiments 
of infantry. two regiments of artillery, and one 
regiment of light dragoons, to be enlisted for the 
term of five years. 

The acts of 24th December, 1811, and ith Jan- 
uary, 1812, under the provisions of which these 
additional forces were organized, provided that the 
soldiers thus called out should, upon receiving an 
honorable discharge, be entitled to receive a bounty 
of three months’ pay, and one hundred and sixty 
acres of land. But, by these laws no provision 
was made for issuing to the discharged soldier a 
land warrant, or authorizing him to select his land. 
That was left to subsequent legislation. 

Afterwards, and when the old regiments had 
been filled, and the new ones organized, laws were 
passed providing for the issuing of land warrants 
to such soldiers as were entitled to the land bounty. 
But these warrants were not assignable, nor could 
the soldier select his land and locate his warrant 
upon it, but large tracts of country were surveyed 
and set apart as military land districts, and from 
the whole the soldier was required to draw his 
piece of land by lot. In some instances the lots 
fell upon good land, but very many, if not the 
greater portion of these soldiers, thus received land 
that was not fit for cultivation, that was valueless. | 
In all these cases the Government has not given 
them that compensation which was promised them 
when they enlisted. They expected to receive 
land that would be of value to them, land that 
would furnish them homes, but in this they have 
been disappointed. 

Atan early day Congress recognized the obli- 
gation of the Government towards these soldiers. 
Tn 1826 a law was passed extending to the mili- 
tary lands in Arkansas only, allowing those who 
had received lands that were not fit for cultivation, 
to surrender them and locate their warrants upon 
other lands in theirstead, That law continued in 
force but for five years. Butit was renewed again 
in 1830, 1840, and in 1848. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
the bill before the House, which I felt it my duty | 
to introduceatan early day of the session, extends 
the provisions of these laws to the military districts 
in Missouri and Illinois, and allows the soldiers | 
to whom valueless lands were allotted in thesedis- 
tricts, to surrender them, and to get other lands in 
their stead. Thisis but right, sir. [tis no bounty į 
granted to these men. Itis the discharge of an | 
obligation resting upon the Government towards į 
them. i 

Mr. DUNCAN. I desire to know whether this |; 
bill is limited to the soldiers themselves, or whether | 
it applies to the assignees of the warrant also? |} 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Itislimited to the soldiers || 
themselves. I ask that the bill may be read. 

The bill was then read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. ORR. I doubt very much whetlier this bill į 
ought to pass. If I understand it, it relates to ji 


bounty lands, which were granted to the soldiers | 
of the war of 1812, the warrants for which issued į; 
to those soldiers immediately after the termination || 
of that war, forty years ago. It strikes me that || 
that is a very long time to have possession of; 
lands, and now ask to surrender the original war- || 
rants, and go upon other public lands for the pur- | 

ose of locating. I imagine it would result in: 

enefit to the assignees and to speculators, rather , 
than to thesoldiers themselves. It strikes me that || 
there has been unusual delay on the part of the | 
soldiers in postponing the application for forty | 
years. I believe I shall move to lay the motion : 
to reconsider upon the table, but I will withhold | 
the motion to see if any light can be thrown upon |; 
the subject. fi 

Mr. BRENTON. Iwill state, for the informa- 
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tion of the gentleman from South Carolina, that 


the warrants issued for the benefit of the soldiers 
in the war of 1812 were not assignable. They 
were to be located for the exclusive benefit of the 
soldiers themselves. This bill applies to that 
class of warrants only, and, therefore, there can 
be no danger of their passing into the hands of 
speculators. 

Mr.ORR. That may be very true, and it re- 
moves one of the difficulties that suggested them- 
selves to my mind. ł do not profess to have 
any familiarity with this subject. But some of 
these warrants, belonging to soldiers who served 
in the war of 1812, have come under my ob- 
servation—tands located in some of the west- 
ern States—in the States of Arkansas, Missouri, 
and other States. The lands, in many instances, 
where | have had occasion to examine into them, 


| have been sold more than twenty years ago by the 


authorities of those States for the taxes. 

Now, sir, I desire to know whether this bill is 
to provide for such cases as this. If this bill is 
to provide that lands which have been sold for 
taxes twenty years ago, and if the bill isto be 
pressed here, I hope it will be referred to the 
Yommittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and thoroughly discussed, before it is adopted. 
As at present advised, however, I cannot vote 
for it. 

Mr. BRENTON. The cases of which the gen- 
tleman speaks, where lands have been sold for 
taxes, or where they are otherwise incumbered, 
cannot happen under this bill. The lands cannot 
be transferred except in cases where they are en- 
tirely unincumbered, and where they are entirely 
worthless, and of no benefit to the soldier what- 
ever. The law provides that the soldier must, at 
the time of his application for a transfer, state that 
fact, and prove it to the satisfaction of the officer. 
Lands which have been transferred cannot, as a 
matter of course, come within the provision of 
this bill. Those who have heretofore transferred 
them can have no benefit from this bill, There 
can, therefore, be no difficulty in relation to the 
matter of which the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina [Mr. Orr] speaks. 

Mr. DUNCAN. It seems to me very ques- 
tionable whether we ought to reconsider this vote 
and pass this bill. A long time has elapsed since 
these warrants have been issued; probably a 
large portion of the persons in whose favor they 
were issued, have long since deceased. This 
Government has fulfilled all its obligations. It 
has done what it promised to do. Te promised 
bounty land and ithas given it. Itisan objection 
in my mind, that by the passage of this bill, you 
will increase the labor and expense of the Land 
Office, which is already very great. I do not 
think these individuals have any just claim upon 
the Government to be permitted, after a lapse of 
thirty or forty years, to change the location of 
their warrants, and I therefore think the bill 
ought not to be reconsidered, and thatitought not 
to pass. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. Tdid not expect to say 
anything further upon this bill, but I desire very 
briefly to reply to the gendeman from South Car- 
olina, (Mr. Orr,] and the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Duncan.] The locations were 
principally, if not ah, made in three military dis- 
tricts—one in the State of Hlinois, one in Missouri, 
and one in Arkansas. f have before remarked, 
that relief of the character asked for in this bill, 
has from time to time, since 1826, been given to 
those claimants whose lands were allotted in the 
Arkansas district. The bill now before the House 
proposes to extend the same provisions to the other 
two military districts. Jt makes a local law gen- 
eral. I think ifany bill ougat to pass, the one now 
before the House should. I know of none having 
more justice and right in it. The Government 
agreed to give these soldiers, in addition to their 
other compensation, one hundred and sixty acres 
of bounty land—land that was fit for cultivation. 
Afterwards the law was passed giving them the 
land by lot, so that under it some of them got 
good lands and others lands which were worthless. 
The object of this bill is, that in such cases those 
soldiers who hold worthless lands may exchange 
them for good lands. 

But the gentleman says these warrants have 
been held by these soldiers thirty or forty years. 
Why, sir, some of the patents have not been re- 
ceived by the patentees over three years. I know 
of one case in my own district in which the sol- 


dier did not receive his patent till 1849. His land 
was drawn for him by lot in the Missouri district, 
but when he came to examine it, he found that 
most of it was covered with water. There were 
not two acres fit for cultivation out of the whole 
one hundred and sixty. The patent was issued 
to him for land drawn by Jot. He did not know 
when his patent was issued. It was deposited 
here in the Land Office, or in the district land office, 
in 1819, and Jay there till 4849 without his know- 
ing it. There are many such cases I have no 
doubt. Their lands are drawn by lot, and the 
patent deposited here in the Land Office, or in the 
distriet land office, without the soldiers, in whose 
favor they are issued, knowing that they have been 
issued. 

I will only add, sir, upon this point, that the 
ime for issuing and locating these warrants has 
been extended from time to time, since 1816, until 
1842, at which time I find the last act for that 
purpose, extending the time again five years. I 
am not prepared to say that any warrants have 
issued under the extension of 1842, but I suppose 
there was a necessity for the law or it would not 
have heen enacted, and that warrants have been 
issued since that time, perhaps at so late a period 
as 1847. 

Now, sir, I cannot see what wrong can possi- 
bly be done by the passage of this bill. if the 
soldier has sold his Jand, or if he has suffered any 
lien or incumbrance upon it, or if for any reason, 
the title does not remain in him or his heirs, as 
perfect, and free from defect, as when it was first 
vested in him, then he cannot avail himself of the 
provisions of this bill. But if he still holds the 
lands by the same title that he received from the 
Government, without lien or incumbrance, then, 
if the land be valueless, he may surrender it again 
to the Government, and in its stead receive one 
hundred and sixty acres of good land. 

I think we ought to pass this bill. We ought 
to pass it now, while it may be of service to the 
soldiers, whom it is designed to benefit. ‘They 
are becoming old, and if Congress long delays 
this act of justice, it cannot benefit them. 

Mr. ORR. How would the gentleman ascer- 
tain the fact, and how could the Land Office as- 
certain the fact that the title to a tract of land ina 
remote county in Arkansas, was free from lien, 


and was worthless? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I hold in my hand the 
printed instructions from the Land Office, under 
the law of 1848, relating to the Arkansas district, 
which is in the language of the bill before the 
House. I will answer the gentleman by reading 
from these regulations of the Department: 

“The proof of the Jands being unfit for cultivation, 
should be the affidavit of some disinterested and responsi- 
ble person or persons, who shall have actually examined 
the whole of the land. The proof that the party has not 
divested himself of his interest in the land by deed or in 
anywise inenmbered the same, and that the land has not 
been sold for taxes, must be the eertifieate of the proper 
Officer, that there is no deed or other instrument of record 
going to show the fact, and the certificate of the Auditor of 
the State or other proper officer, that the land has not been 
sold for taxes, and that none are due; and the affidavit of 
thezparty to the same effect on both these points.°? 

Ah. Speaker, this is no donation or bọunty 
which is asked in this bill. Itis a well-ascertained 
right which is claimed, and in passing the bill we 
but discharge an obligation which the Government 
owes to the men who.fought for the country. I 
hope the bill wiil pass. 

Mr. HUNTER. I merely want to state to the 
House that I have some knowledge of theselands 
myself. I wish the House to take into considera- 
tion the fact, that all subsequent laws granting 
bounty lands to soldiers have permitted them to 
locate their own lands. They have been permit- 
ted to select such lands as they thought fit. But 
by the first law granting bounty lands to sol- 
diers of the war of 1812, the lands are located by 
the officers of the Government in particular por- 
tions of the country, as the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Henpricxs] has stated, and in those 
grants about five cases out of every seven proved 
to be entirely worthless. So worthless and of so 
little value were they considered to the soldiers 
that within ten years from that time these war- 
rants, or rather these patents, (for they were not 
warrants at all,) were in many instances assigned 
with the whole interest in them for from $5 to $10 
each. Since that time you have permitted the 
soldiers to enter their warrants upon the land 
themselves. I see no reason why those soldiers 
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should not be placed upon the same footing with 
the others. I do not see why, if we have given 
them worthless land, they should not be permitted 
to exchange it fer good land. I may be permitted 
to say, I own one of these tracts myself. Mine 
happens to be a good one; but there is not one 
tract adjoining that where I would give fifty cents 
for the wholeone hundred and sixty acres. Now, 
these soldiers were entitled to good land. They 
were entitled to land fit for cultivation; and as we 
have atlater periods given to other soldiers—-soldiers 
of the same war, and of subsequent wars—tands | 
which were fit for cultivation, I see no reason why 
these men should not come in with the rest, and į 
when they can show that their land is unincum 
bered, be permitted to select good lands in the piace 
of those which are worthless. I do not make 
these remarks outof any personal feeling or inter- 
est, because my land is good. 

Mr. PITELPS. There has been legislation 
upon this subject at several different periods. The 
first act upon this subject was in 1826. This 
merely relates to the location of military land war- 
rants in the district set apart within the limits of 
the now State of Arkansas. Subsequently, in the 
year 1840, the provisions of that act were extend- 
ed to the military reservations in the Statesof Hli- 
nois and Missouri. The first act upon this sub- 
ject only gave the benefit of an exchange of loca- 
tion to those who actually immigrated with a | 
view of settling upon the lands; but the subse- 
quent acts upon the subject extended the provis- 
ions of that law, and permitted the exchange of 
the lands ta be made under the provisions of that 
bill, whether the soldier desired to settle upon the 
lands or vot. Now, it is well known in the dis- 
tricts of land set apart for the satisfaction of these 
military bounty land warrants, both in the State 
of Arkansas and in Missouri, that much of the 
land was unfit for cultivation, andis mostly unin- 
habited. 

In the State of Arkansas the greater part of the | 
land in this military reservation district is barren 
and sterile, while that in Missouriconsists mostly 
of large and extensive prairies, destitute of wood, | 
which lands are not yet settled, and the donations 
of a quarter section, or three hundred and twenty 
acres, which were made by the acts of 1813-714, 
if they happen to fall upon tracts of land remote | 
from timber, in those wide and expansive prairies | 
are almost entirely worthless, and the soldier re- 
ceives no bounty at the hands of the Government. 

Now, where this land is unfit for cultivation, 
upon that fact being proved to the register and 
receiver at the proper land office, I think he should 
be permitted to relinquish his right to the tract of 
land allotted to him by the Government, and se- 
lect other lands in lieu thereof. I hope the motion | 
to reconsider will prevail, and that the bill will | 
pass the House. 

The question now being upon the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union— 

Mr. HENDRICKS demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Camrnene of Ilinois, 
and Fowner were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 72, noes not counted. 

So the motion to reconsider prevailed. 

The bill was then reported, as follows: 

“ A bill to authorize certain soldiers in the late war with | 
Great Britain to surrender the bounty lands drawn by them, | 
and to locate others in lieu thereof.?? 

Mr. ORR. Task for the reading of the bill. | 

The bill was accordingly read. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move the previous ques- | 
tion. | 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I hope the 
gentleman will withdraw his motion to allow me 
to offer an amendment. f 

Mr. HENDRICKS. J cannot withdraw it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. [hope the gentleman will | 
allow my amendment to he read. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I have no objection. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

The provisions of this act shall apply to all cases where | 
the lands, entered by the holder of a military land warrant i 
of the Virginia military reservation, have been lost by evic- į 
tion under a decree or judgment of the Supreme Court of | 
the United States on account of the existence of a better | 
entry or patent. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his motion, and allow me to present the 
amendment. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I withdraw my demand 
for the previous question. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I willexplain to the House 
the object I have in view, and the cases I propose 
to meet by the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is to 
recommit the bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I will defer my remarks 
until that question is disposed of. 

The House was being divided, when 

Mr. ORR said: Before the question is taken I 
desire to call the attention of the House to a mat~ 
ter connected with the bill. The very contingency 
that I anticipated presents itself in the bill. In 
relation to lands which have been sold for taxes, 
in the States where they have been located, there 
is no provision in this bill which would prevent 
the same soldier coming to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, and making proof to that 
effect, and getting Jand in lieu of that which has 
been already sold for taxes. | desire to call the 
attention of the House to the phraseology of the 
bill, which is this: 

“Provided, That before receiving such new land, it shall 
be proved, to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, that the land so allotted and patented 
to said soldier is unfit for cultivation, and that said soldier 
has never disposed of his interestin any said land by sale of 
his awn, and that the same has not been takeu and dis- 
posed of for his debts due to any individual, and that he 
shall release all his interest in the same to the United 
States,” &c. 

Now, I submit that this bill does not protect the 
Government in cases where the lauds have been 
sold for taxes. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Idid not intend to yield 
the foor, Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of inviting 
a discussion upon the merits of the original bill 
until after my amendment was disposed of. 

TheSPEAKER. The question before the House 
is to recommit the bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I supposed the question 
had been taken upon that motion. 

The SPEAKER. A division was called for, 
but before a division was had the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] addressed the Chair. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I yielded the floor to have 
a vote taken upon that motion. 

Mr. STUART. 1 desire to say a word or two. 
The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] 
says there is nothing in this bill to prohibit a man 
who has lost his lands, by having it soid for taxes, 
from laying claim for, and procuring other lands 
instead thereof. Itis a suflicient answer to that 
to say that there is nothing in the bill that allows 
him to doit. The bill simply authorizes the entry 
of other Jands in cases where the land is unfit for 
purposes of cultivation. 

Mr. ORR. The point of difference between the 
gentleman and myself can be remedied at once, if 
he will allow an amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If we insertin 
the bill, after the words, ‘and that said soldier 
‘has never disposed of his interest in said land by 
“any sale of his own, and the same has not been 
‘taken and disposed of for his debts due to any 
t individual, ” the words ‘* or sold for taxes,” it will 
cover the case and make the bill perfect. With 
the consent of gentlemen, | will move to insert 
those words. 

Mr. STUART. Ifgentlemen will allow me a 
moment, they will see that that amendment will 
not answer the purposes contemplated by the bill. 
This land, though utterly worthless for the pur- 
poses of cultivation, may have been sold for taxes, 
and if we insert such a provision as that, it cuts 
off all remedy in those cases. 

The object of this bill is to give a man land 
where he has drawn land which was utterly worth- 


less for the purposes of cultivation, and that is the |: 
Now, if you insert sucha | 


only object ofthe bill. 
provision, you cut off a large class of cases, for 
there is not a more common case, than that lands 
owned by private persons are returned and sold 
for unpaid taxes, and in these cases, although the 
land may be utterly worthless and good for noth- 
ing, yet he could get nothing under this bill. 


{ 


Now, sir, I will not object to a provision which ; 


shall allow a person, who has lost his land which 
was valuable in itself, by its having been sold for 
taxes, to enter the same quantity elsewhere, al- 
though, for myself, I doubt the propriety of it. 
Mr. ORR. If] understand the position of the 
gentleman from Michigan, (Mr. Srvarr,] it is 
this: If the lands located are valueless, and have 
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been sold, the soldier is then ‘entitled to receive 
other lands, 

Mr. STUART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ORR. That is what I supposed. 

Mr. STUART. I ask the gentleman what is 
his objection? Ifthe land was valueless, how does 
it alter the case, though it has been sold for taxes? 

Mr. ORR. A sufficient answer to that is this: 
nearly all the soldiers who received bounty lands 
for services in the war of 1812 have had the war- 
rants in their possession for thirty or forty years. 
Well, in the first place, the warrant. placed in his 
hand notified him of the town, range, and section 
where his land was located, and if the soldier did 
not look after his interest, with a view of protect- 
ing it, and to save it from being sold for taxes 
can he or his heirs come into Congress with an 
expectation of receiving favor after the expiration 
of thirty or thirty-five years, and that the Govern- 
ment shall lose all that it originally gave to him, 


|! and a hundred and sixty acres in addition? 


Mr. STUART. Let us look at that argument 
fora moment. The Government has given bounty 
lands to be drawn by lot.. When that lot was 
drawn it drew land which was utterly worthless 
to the soldier, and utterly valueless to the Govern- 
ment. The Government, I apprehend, did not 
intend to turn off the soldier in that way, and no 
! one knew that such worthless lands ‘would be 
drawn by him. But such would be the effect of 
this bill. And what is the argument of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, (Mr. Orr?) Why, 
that the lands have been held for thirty or more 
years, and that the Government has now lost 
them. Lost what? Lost a hundred and sixty 
acres of land that is under water and never was 
worth a cent, and utterly valueless for the pur- 
poses of cultivation. I have known numerous cases 
ofthat kind. I was written to during the Thir- 
tieth Congress by a constituent of mine, inquir- 
ing about his military land warrant, which was 
located in the State of Arkansas; and this is but 
| an instance of the many cases of soldiers living in 
| New England, Pennsylvania, New York, and 
other States, who have drawn lands which were 
| under water in Missouri and other western States. 
| It would have cost at that time more than four 
| times what the lands were worth to go and see 
| where itis, or to learn anything about it. Again, 

the impression was almost universal that the lands 
were not subject to taxes, and the soldiers in 
‘ahnost every instance believed that there could 
| be no taxes levied upon them, and that they would 
i lie there until civilization and their convenience 


j| would permit them to go and look them up. 


| When they went, sir, they found out their error, 
jand that they were subject to taxation and had 
i been sold for taxes, and, in many instances, that 
i they were good for nothing for cultivation if they 
| had not been sold. 

i This is one of the plainest cases of justice and 
| right ever presented to a legislative body. 

| Mr. HUNTER. I wish to suggest to the gen- 
i tleman from Michigan, (Mr. Sruanrr,] while he 
| is making his remarks, that in many instances 
| where the lands were sold for taxes, the parties 
i knew at the time that they were worthless, and 
| paid no attention to them. They were not worth 
| even the taxes. 

Mr. STUART. If it is proved that the lands 
are worthless for the purposes of cultivation, then 
' the soldiers, that justice may be satisfied, ought 
ito have lands that are good instead of them. 

Mr. HEBARD. There seems to bea differ- 
i ence of views, Mr. Speaker, as to the extent to 
which the provisions of this bill should go. Now, 
i sir,.there is an amendment I desire to see made to 

this bill of a different character from those sug- 
gested. If there is any merit in this bill, I desire 
to place all the soldiers of that war who had bounty 
land upon an equality. Now, sir, if the soldier 
who drew a lot of land that is entirely worthless, 
aud who has kept it in his hands is entitled now 
to have a valuable lot in exchange for it, I do not 
see why a soldier who has sold his worthless lot 
of land for a nominal price is not entitled to be put 
in as good a condition as the one who kept it. 
Nor do I see why the soldier who has had his lot 
which was worthless sold for taxes should not 
have his loss made up to him as much as the 
other, if the object of the bill be what I suppose it 
is. [therefore differ very much from the gentle- 
| man from South Carolina [Mr: Orn] in relation 
i to the purposes of the bill. If it is to be passed, 
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I desire to see it put upon that footing by which 
some substantial justiceand equality shall be dealt | 
out to all of this class. of soldiers alike; and I 
would, therefore, have stricken out all that portion 
of the proviso with regard to cases where the sol- 
dier has sold his Jand, apd where it has been sold 
for the payment of taxes or debts. The proviso 
js, that he shall in the first place establish the fact | 
that.the land was worthless for cultivation. Ido | 
not know what difference it makes to the Govern- 
ment whether he has received some merely nomi- 
nal sum for it or not. Hf one class of soldiers is 
to be remunerated in this way, I do not see why 
all should not who have suffered alike. 

Mr. ORR. If it hasbeen sold, Mr. Speaker, 
that is the best evidence we have that the land was 
not worthless. If a purchaser has been found 
where it was sold for taxes, we have an evidence 
it was not worthless. 

Mr. HEBARD. Whether that bea sequitur 
or a non sequitur, it is not the point I am arguing. 
The provision of the bill is, that the soldier, or his 
heirs, shall show the particular fact that the lot of 
Jand drawn was worthless. Tf the fact be estab- 
lished that the let of land waa worthless, I do not 
wee that it should make any difference with the 
Government whether the title hasbeen kept in the 
hands of the soldier or not. If he parted with the 
title of his worthleas Jand, it must have been for | 
n mere nominal consideration. 

Mr.ORR. Let me make another suggestion to 
the gentleman. Suppose the soldier, under this 
bill, proves that the jang was valueless in 1818 or 
4819, when he received the warrant, and that it | 
was sold for taxes, and went into other hands at, 
perhaps, one or two cents per acre; and suppose 
that tract of land is now worth five dollars per 
acre, how is the question to be settled ? | 

Mr. HEBARD. That, perhaps, may be one of | 
the contingencies very. difficult to guard against. | 
T suppose the object is to have the soldier show 
that be has not received that which the Govern- 
ment contracted to give. When he contracted to 
serve the Government as asoldier, it was provided 
that he should receive as a part of his compensa- ; 
tion, one hundred and sixty acres of land. He 
expected that the lot of land he should receive j 
would be of some value, and if he has received | 
only worthless land after the performance of his 
duty. F do not see what difference it makes with 
the Government whether he has sold it, or it has | 
been sold for taxes; but in the case the gentleman | 
supposes, neither the soldier nor his assignee | 
would be nenefited by tne provisions of this bill. | 

Mr. PUCK. T wish to say a word, by way of 
eaution, to the House, in regard to the passage of | 
any new bill providing for the giving away of the | 
public lands. My record is very clear here for | 
the last few years. F have voted against every | 
scheme that has been set up for giving away the 

ublic lands, with the exception of the homestead 
pill of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Joux- 
son.] Vhe more i reflect upon and examine into 
the extensive operation of the Jaws which have | 
been passed, the more I am satistied withthe pro- | 
priety of the course I have pursued. In order to | 
impress upon the House the importance of caution 
in acquiesciue in any claim fer disposing of the | 
public land, | wish to cail the attention of the | 
House to this fact: All will recollect that about į 
the month of January last an important bill was 
under consideration here, the main features of 
which, as then supposed, referred to making pro- 
visions for the registers and receivers of the land 
offices; and the bill passed after a very patient 
consideration by the House. The provisions of 
that bill were supposed to have been thoroughly 
examined; bat, sir, it was not understood, or if it 
was understood by anybedy, it was carried | 
throngh this House bya smuggling process. The | 
great feature of the bill, as it was discussed here, | 
was a proposition to give from 4 {00,600 to $200,000 
to the revisters and receivers of the land offices. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I am very 
anxious, as this bill affects my own State, ta sub- 
mit a remark or two in regard to it, and I would 
suggest to the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
as he is not discussing the question, to yield me 
the floor. ' 

© Mr. TUCK. I cannot give way. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. Iwill then make the ques- | 
tion that, as the gentleman is talking abont regis- i 
tersand receivers, who have nothing to do withthe | 
question, he is out of order. i 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman is wandering 
from the question before the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I object to the gentleman 
going on. I have called him to order. 

The SPEAKER. As the gentleman has been 
ealled to order, he will have to take his seat. 

Mr. TUCK. Cannot I proceed in order? 

The SPEAKER. Strictly, under the rules, 
the gentleman cannot, only by a vote of the 
House. 

Ms. CLINGMAN. Twill beg leave to call the 
attention of the Chair to the rule. When a mem- 
ber is. called to order, it is in the discretion of the 
Speaker to require him to take his seat. Hf the 
Speaker shall order him to take his seat he can- 
not proceed without a vote of the House. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair hopes the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire will be allowed to pro- 
ceed with his remarks in order, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. TUCK. 
in reference to the bill passed in January for the 
benefit, as was supposed, of registers and receiv- 
ers. ‘Chere wag in the bill alluded to, inserted in 
a most cunning and unobserved connection, a pro- 


viso repealing **the last proviso of the ninth see |: 
} 2 


tion of the act of February, 1847.” This short, 
unobserved clause was not observed nor consid- 
ered by the House, nor discussed, nor probably | 
understood, by the Senate. Not a gentleman in 
either House referred to it in the discussion. 
Now, sir, I have in my hand a letter from the 


Commissioner of Pensions, written at my request |} 


after that law passed, giving me an estimate of 
what would be the operation of the repeal of that 
ninth section aforesaid. ‘The Commissioner says 
in this letter, that, according to the best estimate 
he can make, about two thousand persons will be 
entitled to warrants of one hundred and sixty 
acres each, and from one to two thousand persons 
entitled to warrants of forty acres each. This 
vast amount of land—380,000 acres by estimate— 


was secured by one line in a bill which purported |) 


to be for another purpose altogether. I have esti- 
mated, according to the present prices of warrants, | 
the value of the land that will issue by the repeal | 
of that section. lt amounts to the enormous sum 
of $332,500. ‘This magnificent appropriation was 
obtained without a knowledge on the part of Con- 
gress of what they were doing. The clause re- 
ferred to was not discussed; but the proposition | 
on the face of the bill, to pay registers and receiv- 
ers $100,000 or $200,000 was the almost only fea- 
ture that was spoken of, Certainly not one in 


what has proved the great provision of that bill. 
I voted against that bill, and I shail give no sort 
of favor to this new proposition to give away an- 
other portion of the public domain. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I must really call the gentle- 
man to order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair feels compelled 
to decide the gentleman’s remarks are not in or- 
der. 

Mr. TOCK. Ihave done. 

Mr. HEBARD. Ihave buta single word more 
tosay. When I yielded the floor to the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire, [Mr. Tucx,] I did 
so under the supposition that he wished only to 
make a suggestion or to propound an inquiry. I 
had but very Jittle more myself to say. My pur- 
pose, as I have before stated, in rising was merely 
to express a few views in relation to the bil. I 
did not mean to express by what I said whether 
I was in favor or opposed to the passage of the 
bill, but the amendments that would be necessary 
to make the bill acceptable to me, and to carry 


out the purposes which I suppose were the object |) 


of the bill. The amendment I have suggested 
would have to be made, in my opinion, to put the 
bill upon a footing of equality. Ihave not exam- 
ined the case, nor am { in possession of all the 
facts which weuld-justify me at the present time 
in giving a vote upon this bul. I am not as well 
situated as gentlemen representing other sections 
of the country, to know what frauds may be per- 
petrated, and what ones have been practiced in 


the location of these lots; but unless all of this) 
class of soldiers can be put upon an equality, I do | 


not see any propriety in disturbing the law as it 
now is. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Ihave some personal knowl- 
edge in regard to the righis of these soldiers. I 


I have a few words more to say |: 
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duly 3f, 
those rights. The first appropriation of public 
lands for the meeting of these bounty land war- 
rants, was that territory between Illinois and the 
Mississippi river—one of the best territories, per- 
haps, which could be found in the whole western 
country. There was less wasteland upon it, than 
on any other territory. This was drawn by the 
| first soldiers who received their bounty lands; and 
| I will now state it as a fact, that for two or three 
| years, and while those lands were exempt from 
i taxation under the laws of the United States, the 
| current price of these rights in the market was $25. 
have bought many a right for $10. 
| Mr. EDGERTON. Has the morning hour 


The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move. that the rutes be 
suspended, and that the Efouse resolve itself into 
‘a Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. 

TheSPEAKER. The motion to proceed tothe 


i 


i 
i 
| 
| 


li expired ? 


| consideration of the business upon the Speaker’s 


‘table is now the only one in order. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Can my colleague take the 
i floor from me, to submit his motion? 

: The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
- would not be strictly in order, until the motion 
made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Eperr- 
Ton] is disposed of. ft will be disposed of by the 
preseħtation of a single bill without a vote. The 
rules must be enforced strictly, Thatis the opinion 
l of the Chair. 

Mr, STANTON, of Kentucky. Does not the 
unfinished business of yesterday, the report on 
| printing, which was postponed until to-day, come 
| up and take precedence? 

The SPEAKER. It will not take precedence 
of private bills, because this day is set apart for 


| Mr. FOWLER. If we proceed to the business 
| upon theSpeaker’s table, will we take up private 
| bills? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir, in their order. 

Mr. FOWLER. f hope we will do that. Tt 
will take but a few minutes, and those bills ought 
to be disposed of. 

Senate bill No. 185, an act for the relief of the 
i Raleigh and Gaston Railroad Company, was then 
| read the third time. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole upon 
the Private Calendar. 


The question was then taken, and upon a divis- 


: || ion, there were ayes 40, noes 76. 
twenty of the members had any conception of| S : ý 


So the House refused to go into Committee of 
the Whole upon the Private Calendar. 


THE REPORT ON PRINTING. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Is it in order 
to take up the printing matter? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I insist upon the regular 
order, and that we shall proceed with the bill juss 
announced. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under 
i the circumstances the gentleman from Kentucky 
(Mr. Sranron] may have a vote upon his pro- 
position to proceed to another privileged ques- 
| tion. It cannot be done without a vote of the 
House. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the House pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the subject of print- 
tjr ; 


ng. 
Mr. FOWLER. Not to-day. 
Mr. CLEVELAND demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. CLEVELAND and CHAND- 
LER were appointed, 
| The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 82, noes 45, 

So the House agreed to take up the report of 
| the Committee on Printing. 

i Mr. STANTON. It is not my purpose to de- 
tain the House with a speech. 

The SPEAKER. The pending proposition is 
to refer the subject to the select committee. 

Mr. STANTON. I will content myself with 
merely stating, for the information of the House, 
i that the Joint Committee on Printing, and the Select 
Committee appointed some time ago upon the same 
subject, have had several conferences in reference 
to the character which should be given to this bill. 
After a great deal of deliberation, and after con- 
sulting with the most intelligent and experienced 
printers of this city, of whose services they could | 


lived in that day, and I have dealt somewhat in 


i avail themselves, they came to the conclusion as 
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to the provisions which should be incorporated in 
this bill. They have drawn up a bill of that de- 
scription, which the chairman of the Select Com- 
mittee (Mr. MarssarL] has ander his care, and 
which ke proposes to present to the House as a 
substitute for the bill now pending. I presume it 
will net be necessary to refer it back to the Special 
Committee or any other committee. The Joint 
Committee on Printing have agreed to the substi- 
tute which the chairman of the Select Committee 
has in his possession, and who will report it. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The pending proposition is 
to refer to the Select Committee. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. The Special 
Committee on Printing have had this subject under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. No amendment is in order 
while the motion to recommit the bill is pending. 
The motion pending is to recommit to the com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from Kentucky is 
chairman, and it is upon his own motion. 

Mr. MARSHALL. í will withdraw the mo- 
tion to recommit the bill, in order that we may 
oier the substitute we have agreed upon for the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
there is an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
already pending to the bill, 

Mr. POLK. Is itin order to move to lay the 
amendment upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. That will carry the Dill 
with it, 

Mr. MARSHALL. Is it in order for me to 
move to strike out all after the enacting clause, 
and to insert after the first section ? 

The SPEAKER. ‘There is a proposition of 
that kind pending, The gentleman can move to 
strike out the whole of the pending substitute, 
and introduce his amendment in lieu of it, Jt is 
competent, however, to amend the original bill, 
section by section, first. 

Mr. PHELPS. {would inquire what is the 
motion pending. Is it to strike owt the whole of the 
bill, afid to substitute? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Jennins] proposed a substitute for the 
entire bill. 

Mr. PHELPS. Is it not in order for the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky (Mr. MARSHALL] to move 
to strike out all after the first section, and to in- 
sert? 

The SPEAKER. The pending proposition to 
do so would take precedence. 

Mr. PHELPS, I understand the pending prop- 
osition is, to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert. Does the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. MarsmaLL] propose to strike out all after 
the first section and insert? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Kentucky as offering a substitute 
for the entire bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I propose to strike out 
all after the first section and insert. 

The SPEAKER. Thatis in order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. The substitute which we 
offer has been printed, but there are one or two 
amendments which I shall have to add. I will ex- 
plain to the House. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that 
there is an amendment pending to the 5th section 
of the bill. It does not preclude the gentleman 
from Kentucky offering his amendment, but tke 
Chair thinks that this amendment must be dis- 
posed of first. 


The amendment was then read, as follows: 


Provided, That no contract, agreement, or arrangement 
entered iuto by this committee shall be binding, or take 
effect until the same shali be reported to that House of Con- 
gress to which the printing belongs, and approved by the 
same; and where the printing relates to the business of 
both Houses of Congress, then it shall be reported to both 
Houses, and approved by them. 


The original bill reported by Mr. Gorman, from 
the Joint Committee on Printing, was read, as fol- 
lows: 


A bill to provide for executing the public printing, and es- 
tablishing the prices thereof, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, &c., That the joint resolution entitled 
“Joint resolution directing the manner of procuring the 
printing for each House of Congress,” approved August 3d, 
1846, be and the same is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, there shall be elected a public 
printer by each House of Congress, to do the public print- 

sing for the Congress for which he or they may be chosen. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That. the following 


shail be the prices to be paid for such printing as may, 
fror tie to Unie, be ordered by Congress: 

a FOR THE FIRST CLASS, 
Censisting ef the bills and joiutresolutions of beth ¥ouses— 

Far composition, per page, fifty cents. 

For presswork, paper, folding, and stitching, per page, 
fer five hundred aud eighty copies, seventy-five cents, 
and at the same rate for any greater number not exceeding 
ane thousand copies. 

FOR THE SECOND CLASS, 
Consisting of Reports ef Committees of both Houses, with 
iidexes: 
For the compasition per page, ectavo— 

For small pica plain, one dollar. 

For smali pica rue, ene dolar and twenty-five cents. 

For brevier plain, one dollar and fidy cents. 

For brevier rule, one dollar ang seventy five cents. 

ior the composition of tables larger than ectave — 

Per one thousand ews, seventy cents. 

For the presswork, paper, folding, and stitching of the 
Getave size, per page— 

For uvelve hundred and fifty copies, nincty-five cents, 
and at the same rate for any greater nuniber not exceeding 
fiiteen hundred copies. 


Her the press-werk, paper, folding, and stiching of each | 


talle iarger tan octavo— 

For twelve hundred and fifty copies, three dollars and 
fifty cents; and at the same rate for any greater number 
not exceeding filteea hundred copies, 

For deduction ou account ef folding and stitching not 
required in the copies reserved tor binding, per page 
for one hundred capie 

For the octavo size, one quarter of a cent. 

Fer each table larger than octavo, one quarter of a cent. 


Additional charge for the trimming, folding, stitching, 


or inserting af each map, chart, diagram, or plate, of 


any 2 or slape, in the copies not reserved for 
binding— 


For one hundred copies, ten cents. 


FOR THE THIRD CLASS, 
Consisting of the Joarnals of both Houses, with Indexes. 
For composition per page, ectavo— 
For smal! pica plain, one dollar, 
For small pica rale, one dollar aud twenty-five cents, 
For brevier plain, oae dollar aud titty cents. 
For brevier rule, one dollar and seventy-tive cents. 
For the press-work, paper, folding and stitching, per 
page, octayo— 
For twelve huvdred aud fifty copies, ninety cents; and 
at the same rate tor any greater number not exceeding tif- 
teen hundred and tilty copies, 


For deduction on account of folding and stitching not i 


required in the copies reserved for binding, per page 
for one hundred copies— 
For the octave size, one quarter of a cent, 
FOR THE FOURTH CLASS, 

Consisting of the Executive documents of each House, em- 
bracing Messages trom the President, Reports trom the 
severa! Ixuculve Deparbucuts, Otheus, and Bureaus, 
and the documents and statements communicated there- 
with, with Indexes : 

- For the composition per page, octavo— 
For small pica plain, one dollar. 
For small pica rule, one dollar and twenty-five cents. 
For brevier plain, one doliar and filty cents. 
For brevier rule, one dollar and seventy-five cents. 
For the composition of tables larger than octaro— 
Per one thousand ems, seventy cents. 
For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching of the 
UCKAVG size, per puge— 
For twelve hundred aud fifty copies, ninety-five cents 3 
and at the same rate for any greater nunber not exceeding 
fifteen hundred copies. 


For the press-work, paper, folding and stitehing ef each | 


table larger than vetavo— 

For twelve hundred and fifty copies, three dollars and 
fifty cents; aud at the samerate for any greater number not 
exceeding fifteen hundred copies. 

For dedaction on account of folding and stitching not 
required in the cupies reserved tor binding, per page 
for gue hundred copies— 

For the octavo size, one quarter of a cent. 

For each table larger than octave, one-quarter of 2 cent. 


Additional charge for the trimming, folding, stiching, 
or inserting of cach map, chart, diagram or plate, of 
any size or shape, in the copies not reserved tor bind- 
ing— 

Fer one hundred copies, ten cents. 


FOR TILE FIFTH CLASS, 

Consisting of every other description of printing not 
included in the preceding classes for each Louse, 
with index, and divided as follows, viz: 


Rart A of the Fifth Class. 

Consisting of resolutions and other documents from 
State Legisiatures, memorials, petitions, and all other 
papers or documents, not included in parts B and C 
of this class: 

For the composition per page, octavo— 

For small pica plain, one dollar. 

For smali pica rule, onc dolar and twenty-five cents. 

For brevier plain, one dolar and fiity cents. 

For brevier rule, one doilar and seventy-five cents. 

For the composition of tables larger than octavo— 

Per one thousand ems, seventy cents. 

For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching of the 
octavo size, per page— 

For twelve hundred and fi@iy copies, ninety-five cents 5 
and at the same rate for any greater number not exceeding 
fifteen hundred copies. 

For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching of each 
table larger than octavo— 


i 


For twelve hundred and fifty copies, three dotiars. and 
fifty cents; and at the same rate for ahy greater number 


| Rol exceeding fifteen kundred copies. 


Fer deduction on account of-folding and stitching to be 
omitted in the copies reserved for binding, per page, 
for one hundred copies-— 

. For the octave size, one quarter of a cent. SE 
For each table larger than octavo, one quarter of a cent. 


Additional charge for the trimming, folding, stitching, 
or inserting ofeach map, chart, diagram, er plate of 
any size or shape, in the copies not reserved forbind- 
ing— 

Fer one hundred copies, ten cents, 
Part Bof the Fifth Class, 

Consisting of treaties, messages, reports, and other papers 
and documents 6rdered to be printed in confidence for 
the use of the Senate: 

For the composition per page, octavo— 

Fer small pica plain, one dollar. 

For small pica rule, ene dollar and twenty-five cents, 
For brevier plain, one dollar and fifty cents. 

For brevier rule, one dollar and seventy-five cents. 


For the composition of tables larger than oclavo— 
Per one thousand eis, seveuty cents. 
For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching of the 
octavo size, per page—~ 
For sixty-five copies, twenty cents; and at the same rate 
for any greater number uot exceeding one hundred copies. 
For the press-work, paper, folding, and stitching for 
each table larger than octavo— 

For sixty-five copies, two dolars; and at the same rate 
for any greater number not exceeding one hundred copies. 
Part C of the Fifth Class, 

Consisting of tabular statements of the orders of the day, 
lists of yeas aud nays, circular Jetters, and all other print- 
ing of & miscellaneous character not specified in either 
of the preceding classes, or in parts A and B of this 
elass: 

For composition, in whatever type, size, or form that 
may be required— 
Per one thovsand ems for plain work, fifty cents. 
Per one thousand ems for rule and figure work, fifty 
cents. 


For the press work, paper, folding, and stitching one 
hundred copies, per page— : 

For royal octavo, or any size smaller, twenty cents. 

For quarto post, one dollar. 

For felio cap, one dollar. 

For any size larger than folio cap, one dollar. 

The paper to be used under this part (C) to be such as 
may be directed by the Secretary ot the Senate and Clerk 
of the House of Representatives, respectively. 

Percentage deductiou for additional copies of either class: 

For deduction on the prices above stated for the press- 
work, paper, folding, aud stitching, for furnishing ad~ 
ditionat copics of matter included in either of the 
utoresaid classes, the additional copies to be printed 
onthe same paper, with the same ink, and in the 
same style as the usual numbers, viz: 

For deduction for any number of copies— 

Exceeding fifteen hundred, and not exceeding five thou- 
sand, none. 

Exceeding five thousand, and not exceeding ten thousand, 
two per centan. 

Exceeding ten thousand, and nat exceeding twenty thou- 
sand, three per centum., 

Exceeding twenty thousand, five per centum. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives and Secretary of the Senate shalt 
purchase of the lowest and best bidder all the paper to he 
used for the public printing, said paper to be ofa fine. aud 
smooth texture, weighing at Je fifty pounds to the ream, 


not catiender; the price or cost of said paper to be deducted 
from the prices for printing hereinbefore fixed, 
1. 5, And be it further enacted, That a committee 


entatives, shall be appointed by 
the Speaker of the House and President of the Senate, which 
shali constitute a Coimmittee on Printing, which shall have 
power to adopt such measures asmay be deemed necessary 
to remedy any neglect or delay in the execution of tre pub- 
lie printing, and to make a pro rata reduction in the com- 
pensation if the work shall not be done in a neat, durable, 
and workmanlike manner, or to refuse the work altogether, 
ifnotse executed as aforesaid. Tho committee shall audit 
and pass upon all accounts for publie printing; but no bill 
shall be acted upon for work not actually delivered. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all motions to 
print extra copies of auy bill, report, or other public docu- 
ment, shall he referred to the committee of the members of 
the House in which the same may be made; and all ex- 
penses for printing shall be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the two Houses, in proportion to the number ordered by 
each, except the expense of composition, which shall be 
valid by the House t ordering the same to be printed. 

That ail acts or joint resointions conflicting with the pro- 
visions of this act be, and the same are hereby repealed. 


The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment reported above, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. The bill 
which has been prepared by the special committee, 
of which I am chairman, is a very long bill, ex- 
tending to twelve pages of printed matter, and 
embracing a great variety of details. If there is 
no objection, E will explain its provisions during 
the course of my remarks, and express the views 
at the same time which I entertain upon the sub- 
ject of the public printing. Itisa subject to which 
1 have given considerable attention ; but from its 
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complexity and difficulty, I am not certain that | 
the information I possess is to be relied upon, or 
that the views I entertain as to the best mode of | 
managing it are safe guides to proper results. 

The first section of the bill under consideration 
repeals the resolution of 1846, which established 
the contract system, whereby the public printing 
was let to the lowest bidder. I am perfectly sat- 
isfied, from the experiments. which have been 
made under that resolution, that the system should ! 
be abandoned. 

The contract system was established upon the 
idea that it secured economy, and was the fairest 
mode of selecting the printer, since it seemed to 
present the largest field for competition among 
those who were desirous of employment in the 
business of Congressional printing. Experience 
has demonstrated the fact, that neither of these ele- 
ments, upon which the system was founded in 
theory, appear to. work well in practice. First, 
economy is not secured ; because the work, when 
performed at all, has always been badly executed, | 
and comes to Congress so tardily that the subjects ; 
to which the printed matter relates have either been | 
disposed of before we receive the document, or | 
have passed away from the attention of Congress, 
for the want of the information the document is 
supposed to contain. It must be apparent to all 
that this delay compels Congress to legislate in the 
dark, or not to legislate at all; and consequently 
that it is disastrous to that intelligent determina- 
tion of questions which the public expects from 
such a tribunal as this ; also, fatal to the practice 
of enlightened public economy. 

Independent of these considerations, experience 
has shown that while contracts have been repeat- 
edly given under the system, there is no instance 
in which Congress has not been memorialized, and 
appealed to for indemnity and remuneration for 
alleged losses of the contractors. Our files now 
contain such memorials from Wendel and Van 
Benthuysen, from Ritchie, and we shall have an- 
other from Hamilton. Congress seldom resists 
such applications when urged with perseverance. 
The votes which have been taken in this and the 
last Congress, upon some of these applications, 
leave little room for doubt that whatever expec- 
tation may have been formed of realizing economy 
of expenditure by resorting to a contract with the 
lowest bidder, will be disappointed by the ultimate 
settlement with the contractor, who appeals from 
the hardships of his contract to the generosity and 
magnanimity of Congress. 

The delay—the imperfect execution of the 
work—the inconvenience of legislating without 
the aid of printed matter, embodying the inform- 
ation submitted to the consideration of Congress, 
would seem to present sufficient reasons to abolish 
the system. The printing ordered by the last 
Congress is not yet completed—that ordered by 
this Congress has been delayed, as we all know, 
to a degree and extent which has been greatly in- 
convenient, and indeed prejudicial to the public 
interests. It will always be thus under that sys- 
tem. But, in the second place, the idea of enlarging 
the field of competition for the employment and 
securing fairness among bidders, has proved an | 
error also. 

The public printing was divided into five classes | 
by the advertisements, with a view that different 
bidders might propose for a part only, or for parts, | 
or for the whole, as might suit their desire and 
their capital. They who understand the charac- 
ter of the work, possess great advantages in form- 
ing their bids over printers who do not understand 
it. Such persons may bid for three classes, or 
for the whole, and by bidding iow upon a class in 
which little is to be done, and very high upon a 
class in which much is to be done, may secure a 
contract, by reason of their average of the whole | 
falling below the fair bidder for asingle class who | 

asks fair and living prices for that class. The 
same thing obtains when only a single class is 
bid for. Thus, the advertisements may be for 
proposals to print the fifth class—so much for 
what isto be donein one kind of type, and so 
much for whatis to be done in other kinds of | 
type. The printer who knows the prabable quan- | 
tity of each kind of type to be used in that class, || 
will propose to set up for nothing per page in that |! 
type in which he foresees that very little will be || 
required, and at avery high rate for that in which t 
he sees that much will be required, and so takes 


| during the whole history of the 


advantage, by the average, of the fair bidder who | 
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looks to a compensation for whatever type may 
be used, and bids accordingly. The like advan- 
tages are taken in the rates of press-work, and 
whatever else appertains to the work. There are 
minutiæ in this business which you and I cannot 
understand—which practical printers cannot, vn- 
less they are entirely conversant with the routine 
of Congressional printing—of which our clerks 
and committees know little or nothing, and the re- 
sults of all our attempts to put the system in force, 
have produced the conviction, upon my mind, that 
the printers here in Washington can combine and 
confound us whenever it suits their interest or 
pleasure; and should some unfortunate wight catch 
a contract that results disadvantageously, Con- 
gress is then to be besieged for indemnity or remu- 
neration, and yielding to the appeal, stands a first- 
rate chance to pay, in the settlement, a higher 
price for bad work than would have been requisite, 
under other circumstances, to have secured neat- 


‘ness, dispatch, and workmanlike execution of the 


same printing. 

My own reflection upon the contract system has 
induced the conclusion that it is erroneous in the 
very principles upon which itis based. The prin- 
ciple 1s, that he is the best person to employ who 
will work the cheapest. T'he only criterion the 
system proposes whereby to judge the person to 
be employed, is the cheapness of the bid. As this 
is to be repeated at each Congress, by advertising 
anew for new proposals, and constantly referring 
the decision of thechoice to thesame standard, (the 
rate of the bid,) it will be seen that, no matter how 
faithfully the public printer may have executed his 
contract, or how much he may have expended in 
his preparation to do the work so as to suit the 
wishes of Congress, or how much Congress may 
desire to continue him in that employment, the 
system closes the door upon him, and upon Con- 

ress also, if any competitor shall have underbid 
ae to the amount of five dollars. This fact 
makes the contract for the printing of Congress a 
most hazardous enterprise for a man of business. 
He must necessarily invest very extensively in 
materials essential to the conduct of his business, 
and must keep a large capital in movement to pay 
ordinary and extraordinary expenses. Should he 
fail to secure a renewal of the contract after his 
first term, the depreciation upon his stock will 
overbalance any legitimate profits he could make 
on a fair contract; for no properly that I know of 
is so unavailable as old presses, half-worn type, 
desks, cases, and the ordinary fixtures of a print- 
ing establishment. Hence you find, practically, 
that the contractor is not prepared, and fears to 
prepare himself to execute the work with dispatch; 
for the law holds out no assurance of continuance 
in employment as a reward for fidelity to his en- 
gagement, but, on the contrary, proclaims that 
skill, honesty, and the proper performance of the 
contract, will all be borne away and overwhelmed 


by a bid, if it shall be ten dollars cheaper than the |! 


bid of the printer who may have invested his 
means as I have supposed. 

This system is an appeal to the avarice of labor 
for employment. Government stands in the mar- 
ket with work to be done, and means to pay for it, 
asking laborers to compete for it; but, unlike a 
private individual pursuing his own interest, Gov- 
ernment declares that it does not mean to choose 
among the competitors from a comparison of abil- 
ity, capacity, and fidelity—the only test is cheap- 
ness. He who is worthless may succeed over him 
who is able, and faithful, and tried, and ready 
to proceed with the work. The result has been, 
and will be, that the incompetent and adventurous 
will succeed in procuring contracts they cannot fill, 
and soon fail to execute—public loss occurs—the 
Government suffers—while, not unfrequently, the 
contractor is ruined. 

It may be replied that the Government secures 
faithful performance by taking bond with sureties 
from the contractor. Why, sir, how fallacious is 
such an idea! What are such bonds worth? 
Where have been the recoveries on public bonds 
overnment? 
Even when public funds have been embezzled by 
fiduciaries, the bonds have not secured a reim- 
bursement, and more seldom have any contractors 
in any branch of service been successfully prose- 
cuted for liabilities incurred. A public printer’s 
bond! Why, Mr. Speaker, no suit could be in- 


| ever be instituted which would pay the costs of the 
prosecution. No system is wise, in connection 
with the public printing, which provides for a de- 
termination of the choice by the cheapness of the 
bid alone, and which deprives the employer of the 
right to judge from knowledge, of the ability and 
capacity of the employee to perform the service. 
Wo system can be wise when defaults under it are 
accompanied by no penalty which can be practi- 
cally enforced, or when political partialities or the 
| general magnanimity of Representatives may turn 
failures and losses under a contract into the basis 
upon which to found indemnities which will turn 
out to be heavy rewards. Congress will not pur- 
sue the obligor who has failed to perform a ruin- 
ous contract, and much less will it pursue innocent 
sureties. These considerations have induced me 
to recommend an entire change of the system. 

Two methods of executing the public printing 
were suggested in lieu of the contractsystem: Ist. 
The establishment ofa Government printing office 
under the direction of a superintendent. 2d. 
The employment of a public printer to execute the 
work, according te prices fairly remunerative, and 
to be regulated bylaw. The bill we have reported 
combines both these plans, yet adopts neither en- 
tirely. 

Great objections exist to the adoption of the 
plan of a Government printing office. It estab- 
lishes a printing office upon the means of Govern- 
ment, which may be used by those to whom it 
may be intrusted, for other purposes than mere 
: Government printing—purposes which may make 
it a means of oppressing those who have engaged 
private capital in the same kind of business. Con- 
gress cannot watch the operations of such an es- 
tablishment, and persons engaged in such an office 
will undertake, on private account, at leisure 
hours, a thousand jobs, which have no relation 
to public affairs, to the detriment of other print- 
ing establishments, in the city or out of it. 

Immense outlays of money will be required to 
supply the wastage of material, where the Gov- 
ernment is the source of supply. Experience 
| proves, that when private interest watches the 
i preservation of means invested, there will be a 
proper effort to prevent the wastage of the original 
stock, and, consequently, greater caution in the 
use of it. Were a printing office purchased by 
Government, still, a superintendent must be em- 
ployed; journeymen printers must be the compos- 
: tors; presses, and paper, and ink, must be the 
j means of executing the work. If a profit is de- 
rivable from the use of presses, paper, and ink, by 
individual enterprise, it is urged that, by this ex- 
pedient, that profit will be saved. But, in lieu of 
the profit saved, Government will expend large 
sums for ground and buildings, in salaries and 
wages, and be subjected to unusual wastage; for 
what belongs to the public will not be taken care 
of by persons engaged about a printing office. 

Again: such an enterprise will cut off all who 
have invested their means here for the purpose of 
earning a livelihood by printing, and who looked 
to the patronage of Government, through its mul- 
| tiplied departments, as one of the supports for 
| their trade. The special committee have com- 
| pared the advantages and disadvantages to result 
i from this plan, and have concluded to recommend 
| against its adoption, and in favor of the election, 
| by each House in Congress, of the public printer 
for the Houses respectively. No objection exists 
to this mode but the abuse which springs from the 
| influence of political partialities. The dominant 
| political party in each Congress will elect a politi- 
ical friend—in all probability the conductor of a 
central party newspaper. To such a person, 
when elected, profitable jobs of printing will he 
i given, and, it is feared, occasions will be sought for 
the grant of extra allowances. Political parties 
are constantly changing in this Hall. The ma- 
jority of to-day is the minority of to-morrow. So 
far as party patronage is concerned, the plan of 
| electing a public printer is as fair for one party as 
another. The fear to be entertained is, that the 
i ardor of party feeling may cause forgetfulness of 
| the public interest in the struggle for power. Party 
fealty is often invoked to rescue a party favorite, 
or a party organ, from apprehended ruin; and 
then allowances may be made, for which there ex- 
ists no necessity in the pursuit of genuine public 
interests. But, Mr. Speaker, what check can be 
placed upon a majority determined to take sucha < 


stituted to mark the damages resulting from a delay 
in executing Congressional printing, and none will į 


step? If you have the contract system, the extra 
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for alleged losses. 
printing office, it will be extended under some new 
form. The best remedy is to establish the rates | 
beforehand, and by law, and then he who takes 
the printing will see what he may expect, and, as 
kis work progresses, let him draw his pay, ac- 
cording to thoserates. The only fear raust spring 
from a distrust of the Representatives of the people; 
and, ina Government Itke this, if the people may 
not repose securely upon their Representatives in 
Congress, they cannot expect to rely upon any 
power known to the Constitution. 

The bill provides for the appointment of a su- 
perintendent of the public printing, who shall be | 
a practical printer, and versed in a knowledge of 
all that appertains to printing and book-making. | 
Withal, he is not to have interest in any contract 
for paper, ink, or printing. Upon this person the 
bill imposes the duty of giving out the matter to 
be printed; of receiving it when printed; of exam- 
ining the work and rejecting it when unfaithfully 
or improperly executed, and of attending to the 
dispatch with which it is done. He has a liberal 
salary allowed to him, and he is to be restrained 
from a violation of his official obligations by bonds 
and by penal sanctions. 

The idea of the committee is, that the advant- 
ages to arise from a printing bureau are secured 
by this employment of a practical printer to take į 
the general and particular supervision of this 
branch of the public business. He will be disin- 
terested between the Government and the printer; 
but, should he attempt oppression, he may be re- 
moved from office, or his decisions may be re- 
viewed by the Joint Committee on Printing. {tis 
supposed by the committee that the same charac- 
ter of talent which enables a foreman of a heavy 
book concern to guide its operations in the busi- 
ness of publishing, would be able to render satis- | 
faction in the office of superintendent of the Gov- 
ernment printing. In order to reduce the printing 
to a system which can be regulated by law, the 
bill requires the departmental and bureau printing, 
as well as the printing of Congress, to pass through 
the hands of the superintendent, and that he shall 
register it both as it goes to and returns from the 

ublic printer, to the end that a complete exhibit, 
intelligible to the country, may be made of the 
amount annually drawn from the public Treasury 
en account of public printing. At present this 
class of expenditure is clothed under the title of 
“ contingent expenses,” both by Congress and 
the Departments, and there is great difficulty in 
understanding the subject. We want a plain tab- 
leau of the expense, made out, item by item, like | 
a merchant's account, that the country may look | 
upon it embodied in a single report. Economy 
may then be practiced when popular observation 
can be fixed upon the annual result, and when 
the Representatives of the people can see at one 
view how much is to be estimated annually for 
public printing. Ido not know, you do not, and I 
doubt much whether one among us can say how 
much is spent for printing by this Government 
from year to year. We know that the sum paid 
for Congressional printing has swollen to hun- 
dreds of thousands of dollars; but I have not the 
glimmering of an idea as to how much the print- 
ing of the Executive Departments costs the Gov- 
ernment. So far as I can see, it is dispensed by 
the heads of Departments and chiefs of Bureaus, | 
without responsibility for waste, without account- : 
ability for extravagance, and at their own will. į 
By the plan proposed, instead of being covered up 
under the heading of contingent or incidental ex- 
penditures, we shall have a business record, and 
a chance to fix proper responsibility upon what- 
ever branch of Government may perpetrate abuse. 

The superintendent is to execute bond for the 
faithful performance of his duty in the sum of 
$20,000, with sureties to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and should he violate his ; 
duty he may be prosecuted on his bond. But if 
he becomes interested in any contract relating to 
the furnishing of paper or relating to the printing, 
he may be fined, at the discretion of a jury, tothe 
amount of $10,000, and may be imprisoned in the 
penitentiary for five years, besides forfeiting his 
place. Unless he should be capitally executed, 
no sterner penalty for a breach of duty could have 
been devised. The committee have provided by 


this bill, that the paper on which all public print- 
ing shall be executed is to be purchased by Govern- 


ment, under contract and by asample. Experience | 
has demonstrated that heavy speculations may be | 
made in the article of paper, on which the public | 
printing is executed. A public printer may en- | 
gage to furnish paper of a specified quality, weight, | 
and texture, but if the paper which he does pro- | 
vide falls a litle short in size or weight, the de- : 
crease in price becomes a profit to the printer, ille- 
gitimately procured at the expense of the Govern- ; 
ment. These items, running through a heavy 
paper account, swell to thousands of dollars; and 
are so much abstracted improperly from the | 
Treasury by an unfaithful public servant. 
bill completely guards against such an abuse in | 
future, by directing the superintendent to advertise | 
for the annual supply of the paper, and to accept 
the bid with «a sample, which shall be preserved 
By that sample all the paper received under the 
contract must be compared, and to itmust conform. 
Now, the examination of paper is made after the | 
printing is executed upon it—then it will be ex- | 
amined by a disinterested person, and may be re- | 
turned if it is not of proper quality, or shall fail | 
to come up to the proper standard. The bids for 
the paper contract will be opened by the superin- 
tendent in the presence of the President of the! 
Senate and the Speaker of the House, and the 
contract shall be awarded, under their supervision, 
to the lowest bidder, whose sample shall most | 
nearly conform to the specifications in the adver- 
tisement for proposals. But, it will be remarked 
that the provisions of the bill are so guarded 
that the officer who issues the advertisement at | 
the close of each Congress, will not be the officer 
who awards the contract; for the superintendent 
will go out of office at the commencement of Con- ! 
gress, and his successor will open the proposals 
after the election of a Speaker to the House. The 
public printer will receive paper upon his written | 
requisitions on the superintendent. These will be | 
filed away as vouchers against him, and he will be | 
charged therewith. When the printed matter is 
returned, he will be credited by the amount of 
paper redelivered; so that the debits and credits on 
paper account of the public printer, as kept by the 
superintendent, will show, ata glance, the amount 
used in the public service, and the balance in the į 
hands of the printer. We have been assiduous 
to provide all the guards and checks our own re- 
flections suggested, and the experience of others 
acquainted with the subject, deemed necessary to 
the public interest. 

Now let me turn to the rates of prices estab- 
lished by the bill. Under the resolution of 1846 
the printing was divided into five classes, with the 
intent that these might be assigned, possibly, to va- 
tious persons. When one person or firm shall be | 
the printer for the House, and another for the Sen- | 
ate, as they will have the whole business to trans- | 
act, there will be no longer any necessity for a 
division into classes. The bill, therefore, has 
abolished the classification of the public printing. 
The main point to which our attention was di- 
rected was the ascertainment of fair rates of com- | 
pensation, The committee was not composed of | 
practical printers, though several members had | 


i been editors; so we summoned to our assistance 


We invited Mr. Rives, of the Globe office, Mr. | 
Gideon, of the Republic office, Mr. Towers, the | 
foreman of the National Intelligencer, the foreman | 
of the Union office, and the foreman of the South- | 
ern Press to come before the committee, in a con- | 
sultation with the Joint Committee on Printing. į 
Various rates and plans were presented, and the : 
selection presented by the bill is the result finally | 
determined upon. Since the determination ofi 
these rates, I have compared them with the prices . 
of 1819. [ find, that for ** composition’’ our rates ; 
are nearly as high as the rates of 1819; but thisis | 
only a small item in the expense of the public. 
printing, and the price cannot be objectionable. I 
know no good reason why a journeyman printer 
should not receive as sound wages in 1852 as he 
did in 1819 for setting type. ‘The price of com- 
position, { suppose, will fall to fifteen or twenty 
per cent. below the prices of 1819. Under the 
laws heretofore, the printer included paper in the 
estimates of prices. This billexcludesit: Press- ; 
work, folding, and stitching are embraced to- | 
gether, and, as compared with the law of 1819, I | 
think these rates will fall more than fifty per cent. | 
Butitis the most difficult task in the world to 

assign fair rates. I frankly say to you, the more į 


the best practical printers of all parties in the city. 
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I have studied this subject, the less I believe I 
have known aboutit. Printing may well be called 
a mystery, for when the printers talk of ems and 
quods, rule and figure work, small pica, &c., and 
tell me the modes of counting, I behold the mys- 
tery; and 1 become perfectly conscious, that in 
the attempt to establish rates and prices, we aré 
most liable to err—indeed, that we are wholly in 
their power. The,printers are as bad as a set of 
doctors. Itis almost impossible to get them to 
agree as to what is fair; and when they do an- 
nounce it, before you have gone two squares they 
meet you and make you believe, in one way or 
the other, that the rate fixed is all wrong. The 
rates we have reported, however, come nearest to: 
what seems to be fair, as far as we can get at it, 
from the printers. Our object has been to afford 
fair, liberal, remunerative pay, and no more. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.) I desire 
to ask the gentleman from Kentucky how this 
scale of prices compares with the scale which the 
Committee on Printing reported a few weeks since, 
at the time they proposed to give the printing to 
Gideon & Co. and Donelson & Armstrong? I 
have some idea of that scale, and I want to com- 
pare this one with it. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Well, my impression is, 
that the prices allowed are about as high as those. 
Some of them are higher, but the deductions which 
are made from the printing of long numbers bring 
the aggregate somewhat lower. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I understood on that oc- 
casion, from conversations with Mr. Rives and 
others, that the rates allowed then were at least 
twenty per cent. higher than Towers’s bid—I 
mean that which Towers, at the beginning of the 
session, offered to do the public printing for, I 
wish to know how much these rates are above the 
standard thata practical printer is willing to do the 
work for. 

Mr. MARSHALL, I will observe, in reply 
to the gentleman, that Mr. Towers was with us 
fixing these rates. The statement we derived 
from Mr. Towers at first, was a statement of what 
he thought fair. Subsequently, he informed me 
that his statement was based upon an improper 
calculation, and that he thought his statement was 
wrong. But he looked over this bill yesterday, 
and stated to me that it was all right, except that 
he thought we deducted too much upon the long 
numbers, and on the press-work he thought we 
had allowed seven cents too much per page. 
Rives thought the press-work not quite high 
enough, and the deduction far too small. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave to say that I 
had a conversation with Mr. Towers in relation 
to this point, after the discussion on the report of 
the committee, and Towers told me that the re- 
port of the committee was from twenty to twenty- 
five per cent. higher than the bid which he put in 
at the beginning of thesession, I asked him if he 
was willing to do the work at his bid? and he said 
that he was willing to do it, and that he had of- 
fered the committee bonds to any amount that 
they might require, to do the work according to 
his bid. [I then asked how it was he had subse- 
quently given the committee the rates which they 
report? Well, he said he had put them at’ what 
he thought fair and reasonable rates on which the 
printer could make a profit, but that he himself 
was willing to take the work at the rate he for- 
merly bid, which was at least twenty per cent. 
lower than this. Tam now informed by a mem- 
ber of the Committee on Printing, [Mr. Haven,} 
that the rate reported in the bill of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, is higher than that which they 
agreed to pay to Gideon & Co. and Donelson & 
Armstrong. In relation to the rate of 1819, which 
has been referred to as perhaps within twenty per 
cent. of this, I have been informed by a printer 
that the rate of 1819 is from two or three hun- 
dred per cent. higher than the work can be done 
for now. 

Mr. HAMILTON. AN those original bids in- 
cluded the purchase of the paper. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I understand that. 

Mr. HAMILTON. And that last bid was 
upon the supposition that the paper would cost 
$7 50 per ream. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The value of the paper 
makes no difference with reference to the compo- 
sition and other points, I want to understand 
these prices. I am willing to give what is liberal 
and fair, but not an extravagant price. 


2024 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the prices—as in 1819 
—include paper, then it makes a great difference 
in the printing, as to what kind of paper ìs pur- 
chased; and when Congress reserves. to itself the 
right of supplying such paperas it needs—such 
paper as it desires to have its documents. printed 
on, it takes ‘from the printer the chance of aug- 
menting his profits, by supplying us with paper 
ofan inferior quality, and consequently it behooves 
us, as we would wish to do right, and give him a 
fair profit, to give somewhat more for the compo- 
sition when he is not to have a profit from sup- 
plying us with inferior paper, or the profit which 
may be secured by a skillful and lawful watch- 
ing’ of the paper market. l believe that is the 
proper view of the matter. 

Mr. ORR. I wish to make a suggestion which 
will throw additional light on what has been said 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. ‘The gen- 
tleman from North Carolina refers to the prices of 
1819, and says that he understands from the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Kentucky, that 
twenty per cent. deducted from the prices of 1819 
would still leave a very high rate. According to 
a calculation which I made this morning, the 
prices for composition are about twenty per cent. 
below those of 1819. Now, the composition is 
merely a manual, mechanieal operation, and of 
course the labor is as high now as it was in 1819, 
perhaps higher. But the prices for press-work, 
stitching, and folding in this bill, are about sixty 
per cent. below the prices of 1819. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Some idea may be formed 
of the difference in the rates, when I say that we 
pay $7 81 for press-work which cost $21 under 
the law of 1819. From this $21 you must deduct 
the cost of the paper, in order to get the exact dif- 
ference. 

The bill contains a variety of details for which, 
of course, the committee do not claim any origin- 
ality. We have taken them from the suggestions 
of practical printers. We have not allowed what 
printers eall “ broadsides,” in the public printing, 
and for which they charge enormous prices. We 
have directed that the matter shall be put into oc- 
tavo pages, and that the small nonpareil type 
shall be used, when necessary, for that purpose. 

Feeling no interest in this matter except a desire 
to promote the public interest, L have submitted 
to the House my own judgment, under all the 
lights I could obtain. [ should not be at all sur- 
prised if, after two or three years? experience, it 
should turn out to be a system as full of errors as 
others we have tried. But I have acted for the 
best, and with an honest desire on the part of the 
committee to make those reforms in the law 
which will be most calculated to check abuses, yet 
to subserve the public welfare. The task has been 
an unwelcome one, and the bill which is the result 
we submit now for the judgment of the louse. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. fT desire to ask either the 
gentleman who sits before me, [Mr. Haven,] or 
the weutleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Manrsiaur,] 
to give ashort statement to the Llouse of the com- 
parative rates in this bill and that we bave been 
discussing, introduced by the chairman of the 
Committee on Printing, [Mr. Gororan,} and those 
paid to Gideon & Co, and Donelson & Arm- 
strong? 

Me, HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, so far as I am 
able, E will answer the question of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Cruunaaan.}] [cannot 
give, in detail, all the information he asks for, but 
Í can give some ‘information upon the subject. 
Let me remark, in order that the House may un- 
derstand the matter, for it has become somewhat 
complicated, that the prices in the original bill, 
now under consideration, being the bill introduced 
by Mr. Gorman, correspond with the rates 
agreed upon in the contract entered into with Gid- 
eon & Go. and with Donelson & Armstrong, to 
remedy any neglect or delay in the execution of 
the contract with Mr. Hamilton. These contracts 
of course provided for furnishing the paper by 
the contractors, the same as is provided in the 
contract with Hamilton; that is, the contractors 
are to furnish the paper and printing ata given 
price, to be paid the contractors. In Mr. Gor- 
max’s bill the paper and printing are put to- 
gether at a given price, but the paper is to be fur- 
nished hy the Government, and its cost deducted 
from that given price, and the balance paid to the 
printer; whilst in this bill, reported by the special | 


committee, the paper is to be purchased and paid 


| will convince the gentleman that the cost of paper 


for by the Government, and the prices for printing 
only are fixed and to be paid to the printer; and 
in order to understand the comparison of the 
prices, these facts must. be kept in view. 

The prices to be paid Gideon & Co. and Don- 
elson & Armstrong for both printing and paper, 
are precisely the same as those fixed by Mr. 
Gormawn’s bill; in other words, their contracts and 
Mr. Gorman’s bill are the same in price, and 
hence, in answering the inquiry of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Criveman,] the com- 
parison may be made between that bill and the 
one from the special committee. - 

Now, upon turning to Mr. Gorman’s bill, 
page two, line six, it will be found that for com- | 
position per page, octavo, the price is, ** for small 
pica, rule, $1 25,” whilst, by turning to the spe- | 
cial committee’s bill, page seven, line twenty-six, 
it will be seen, for the same thing, the price is 
$1 50, an increase of one sixth above the contract 
prices of the committee with Gideon & Co. and 
with Donelson & Armstrong. 

Again, in the eighth line, on page two, of Mr. |: 
Gorman’s bill, for composition per. page, oc- |i 
i 


tavo, the price is, ‘ for brevier rule, $1 75,” whilst | 
by turning to the bill of the special committee, i 
page seven, line twenty-eight, it will be seen the 
price there fixed for the same thing is $2—an in- 
crease of one eighth above the contract prices of | 
the committee and Mr. Gorman’s bill. i 

This rise in price is uniform upon the same | 
kind of work through all the five classes of print- | 
ing specified in Mr. Gorman’s bill. I cannot | 
tell what the aggregate of this increase would 
amount to; that can only be determined by the 
quantity of work done. H 

I have looked over these two bills carefully, and | 
I can find no instance where the bill of the special | 
committee falls below the prices of the contracts | 
with Gideon & Co. and Donelson & Armstrong, | 
or Mr. Gorman’s bill; but in such instances as l | 
have mentioned it goes above them. 

Mr. CLINGMAN obtained the floor. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. ‘Will the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina permit me to saya few 
words in further explanation of this matter, and to 
correct the gentleman from New York in some of | 
his statements? These items to which the genile- 
man refers, relate exclusively to the composition, and 
constitute comparatively an inconsiderable portion 
of the work. ‘Lhe type set up for one book will 
answer for one hundred thousand. In some two 
or three of these items, it is true, the two com- 
mittees in their conferences agreed should be in- 
creased, over and above the prices fixed in the bill 
reported by Mr. Gorman. But if the gentleman 
had gone a little further, and examined the prices 
provided in each bill to be paid for press-work, he 
would have seen that the bill of the two committees, 
now before us as the substitute, reduces the press- | 
work down as low as thirty-two and a half cents, | 
Again, if he will examine the deductions for long | 
numbers in each bill, he will see that in the one |i 
presented by Mr, Gorman, they amount to noth- | 
ing, while in the substitute they are upon the bulk 
of the printing as high as twenty per cent. I will i 
turn to the two bills and compare them. 

i 


Mr.HAVEN. Whilethegentleman from Ken- i 


i 
tucky is looking at his notes, I will remark, that | 
in relation to this reduction of from ninety-five | 

| 


cents to thirty-two cents upon press-work, if he 
will look into these bills, he will find that this re- |! 
duction may be accounted for in the fact, that in |! 
one case the contractor furnishes the paper, and |j 
in the other the Government furnishes it, i 

Mr. STANTON. Iam aware that the cost ii 
of paper is to bededucted. Buta little calculation |) 


added to the prices fixed for press-work in the sub- 
stitute, will not make them anything like equal to 
the prices allowed in Mr. Goraan’s bill. In his 
bill the prices of press-work are regulated accord- | 
ing to the character of the job, and range at three 
dollars and seventy-five cents, ninety-five cents, || 
and ninety cents. All these are higher than the | 
prices of 1819, which were uniform upon all kinds | 
of work at eighty-seven and a half cents. In the || 
substitute they are also uniform, and reduced as | 
low as thirty-two and a half cents for all descrip- 
tions of work. The cost of the paper, taken from 
the prices of Mr. Goraan’s bill, will not reduce 
the cost of the work to anything like as low a 
figure as we have fixed it in the substitute now | 
before the House. 


i; duction exceed five per centum. 


Then take the deductions provided in the sub- 
stitute for long numbers, and it will be seen that 
they are much greater than in the bill of Mr. Gor- 
man. - They are as follows: 

« When the number exceeds five thousand ‘and does not 
exceed ten thousand, two per centum, 

« When the number exceeds ten thousand and does not 
exceed twenty thousand, five per centum. 

© When the number exceeds twenty thousand, twenty 
per centum. ”? 


In Mr. Gonman’s bill in no ease does the de- 
The difference be- 
tween a deduction of five per cent. upon the cost of 
eighty or ninety thousand copies of the Patent 
Office Report, and twenty per cent., as provided 
by the substitute, is a vast item, and will make a 
very material difference in the aggregate of pay to 
be received by the public printers. 

Mr. CLINGMAN,. It is not necessary, Í pre- 
sume, that the gentleman from Kentucky should 
go into all these items. I should like te ask this 
question: What difference will there be in the 
printing of this Congress—for the gentleman can 
form an idea of the amount—between the prices 
proposed in the bill of the special committee and 
the original proposition, about which we have had 
so much discussion here—I mean the contract with 
Gideon & Co. and Donelson & Armstrong? I 
should like to know of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky whether there would bea difference in the 
amount for the present Congress, and what the 


| difference would be? 


Mr. STANTON. I will answer the gentleman 
very cheerfully as to what my judgment is upon 
the subject. I believe that in consequence of the 


f reduction in the price of press-work,as I have 


before explained, and the great difference in the 
per cent, of deductions provided in the two bills, 
the aggregate to be paid would be less, under the 
substitute, than under the bill presented by Mr. 
Gonmay. The prices contained in his bill are 
identically the same as those contracted by the 
Joint Committee on Printing to be paid to Donel- 
son & Armstrong and Gideon & Co. The only 
increase of rates over the prices fixed in those 
contracts, provided by this bill, is upon a few 
items of composition, being a very inconsiderable 
portion of the work, while the reduction of the 
prices of press-work, and deduction for long num- 
bers, are upon the heaviest part of the public 
printing, and make the provisions of the substitute 
more favorable to the Government than the ori- 
ginal bill, This is my judgment upon the subject 
of the gentleman’s inquiry, and T have faith to 


| believe that it will be found correct. 


Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Speaker, with the 
consent of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Cuireotan,] who still holds the floor, I de- 
sire to say a word or two in relation to the bill 
now before the House, in order, first, that the 
prices in this bili may be the better understood, as 
I think Ican explain them, and, further, to do 
justice to myself in the position I have previously 
occupied upon the printing question during this 
session. To illustrate, as far as I can—and I hope 
I may do so intelligibly—from my limited experi- 
ence upon the subject of printing, and information 
I have been enabled to glean, candor compels me 
to say that I regard this as an equitable bill. I 
have taken some pains to ascertain the number of 
“ems” in a page of the different sizes of type 


| provided for, and to be used in printing documents 


by this bill. 

In the first place, small pica plain, that is, un~- 
ruled, is provided for in this bill. There are six- 
teen hundred ems of small pica plain to the page. 

A Memper. What do you mean by ems? 

Mr, FLORENCE, Itis a method the printers 
have for measuring their work. They set up 
the type at somnuch per thousand ems. It is meas- 
ured by a certain rule the printers have, I do not 
understand myself. I believe, however, it is one 
thousand squares measured by the letter m type 
of the font of which the matter is setup. The 
price paid for themere labor of composition would 
be about sixty-six and two thirds cents per page. 
According to this estimate, it would leave for the 
printer elected according to the provisions of this 
bill, for wear and tear of the type, superintending, 


i investment of capital, office rent, and other inci- 
| dentals to be provided for, about thirty-three and 


one third percent. In this is included the cost for 
proof-reading, which is an important item in the 
expenses of a well-regulated printing office. It 


£ 
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will be necessary to insure accuracy, in the public 
printing, to have aclean proof-reader, as he is called, 
and to have the proofs read properly, and cor- 
rectly. No other will answer the purpose. AsIj 
said, a page of small pica, for which one dollar is 
provided for composition, contains about onethou- 
sand six hundred ems. Fifty per cent. additional 
is paid for rule work. For brevier, plain, $1 50 
is to be paid, a page of which contains two thou- 
sand eight hundred ems; and the price is increased 
proportionately for rule work. 

To better explain, [ submit so much of the bill 
as relates to the payment for composition of the 
peculiar type to which I have referred, with the 
number of * ems’? opposite it, and also prices for 
other composition, which I will read: 


“For reports of committees and the Journals of both 
Houses, with indexes, and the Executive documents of each 
House, embracing messages from the President, reports 
from the Executive departments, bureaus, and offices, and 
documents and statements communicated therewith, with 
indexes ; resolutions and other documents from State Legis- 
Jatures; memorials, petitions, treaties, and confidential 
documents for the Senate; for composition per page, oc- 
tavo— 

For small pica plain, one dolar.... see seses 
fifty cent: 


« «1,690 ems. 


For small pica rule, one dollar and 1,600 & 
For brevier plain, one dollar and fifty cent 2,800 « 
or brevier rule, two dollars.. s... 00... 2.800 & 


& For nonpareil rule three dollars and seventy-five cents. 

& For the composition of tables Jarger than octavo size, 
per one thousand ems, seventy cents 5 but the page of oc- 
tavo size shall contain not less than one thousand six hun- 
dred ems when printed in small pica; and the body of all 
plain matter shall be so printed, except extracts, yeas and 
nays, and addenda, which shal! be printed with brevier 
type. All rale and figure work shall be printed in royal 
octavo form, with small pica, each page containing not less 
than one thousand six hundred ems, if the matter to be 
printed can be brought into pages of that size with that kind 
of type, so as to be read with facility and convenience. If 
it cannot, it shall be printed with brevier type, each page 
containing not less than two thousand eight hundred ems ; 
and if it cannot be brought into a royal octavo page with 
brevier type, so as to be understood with facility, it shall be 
printed with nonpareil type, each page containing not less 
ihan four thousand two hundred ems 3 and when it cannot 
be brought into a royal octavo page with nonpareil type, so 
as to be read with facility, it shal! be printed with brevier 
type in a broadside, showing the whole table at one view, 
und be so folded that it can be bound in a royal octavo vol- 
ume. 

+ When matter is leaded, the composition shall be counted 
as if the matter were printed solid, and not leaded.” 


This contains, I believe, so far as payment for 
composition is provided for, all that is of interest 
at this time, 

The prices thus provided for in this bill to be 

aid to the printer who may be clected by this 

ouse, if the bill becomes a law, are, in my esti- 
mation, only equitable and fair, and are not, as 
far as | can judge, extravagant. 

But, sir, I desire to call the attention of the 
House to the necessity of a change or an alteration 
of considerable importance, which ought to be 
made. The bill provides that when the number 
of copies to be printed exceeds a certain amount, 
a reduction in the price shall be made; when the 
number ordered exceeds 5,000 and does not ex- 
ceed 10,000, a reduction of two per cent. is to be 
made. Now, sir, I think that 10,000 copies of 
any document is no more than a printer ought to 
be paid for. That is the number ordinarily or- 
dered to be printed, I believe. It is the usual 
edition, and I would not, between five and ten | 
thousand, reduce the two per centum which the |, 
bill, as reported, now requires. But when the 
number exceeds 20,000, the reduction to be made, 
provided for in this bill, is twenty per centum. 
That, in my estimation, is entirely too small an 
amount. In the first place, there would be a very 
strong inducement to obtain the printing of a large 
number of dacuments; for, when as many as one 
or two hundred thousand were ordered, if a reduc- | 
tion of only twenty per cent. was made, the printer 
would make a very large sum of money. Indeed, | 
sir, he would realize by the printing of one docu- | 
ment, a handsome fortune. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
not take up any more of my time than is neces- 
Bary. it 

Mr. FLORENCE. I beg the gentleman’s par- 
don. Thad forgotten that I was occupying his 
time. l will say but one word more. I hope 
this alteration will be made, and when it is made, 

I think it will be an equitable and fair bill, as far | 
as prices are concerned, at least such is my con- 
viction, from the hasty examination I have been | 
able to give it since it has been upon my desk. I 
desire that the bill should be amended by striking | 
out the word ‘twenty’? and inserting “forty.” -|| 


il 


ti 
ti 


ii 
ij 


| business, I will say that 1 consider there are three 


| that gentleman, with a candor which distinguishes 


‘of Mr. Hamilton, (the public printer;) but he | 
ii as if he would have realized the remark—‘‘ Ami- 


| veritas;” that is to say, he was a friend to Gideon, 
H he was a friend to Hamilton, but he was a greater 


| be. 


Then, Mr. Speaker, I think another very im- 

portant feature has been omitted, and that is, the 

resent contractor has not been properly cared for 
in this bill. 

J have in my hand an amendment, which, if in 
order, I would present, or offer it as an additional 
section to the bill, providing for the settlement of 
the accounts of A. Boyd Hamilton. It is as fol- 
lows: 

That upon the surrender of the existing contract for 
executing the public printing, by the present contractor, his 
accounts for work already done, and that necessary to be 


doue before a printer 3s.chosen under this act, shail be paid 
for at the rates provided in this act, 


itis no more than justice to the public printer 
that such provision should be made for his relief. | 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania indulge me in a sin- 
gle remark? I wish to say that the select com- 
mittee determined to have nothing to do with any 
public contractor, and there is a clause in this bill 
which embraces exactly this whole subject. It 
provides “ that nothing herein contained shall be 
“construed to authorize the cancelment of any | 
‘contract now or heretofore entered into with any | 
‘printer under the laws heretofore in force or to | 
‘abrogate his rights in any way, without his con- 
tsent.” i 

That is caring for the public contractor, as } un- 
derstand it. We have left him alone. 

Mr. FLORENCE. He has been let alone. If 
he had been let alone before, lapprehend we would 
have had less difficulty upon this subject of the 

ublic printer. But because he was not let alone, | 
Peciuas. before he fairly commenced his work, he | 
was assailed, and suspicion attached itself to him | 
from common rumor, that he could not execute | 
the printing, that I ask that provision may now | 
be made for him, and when the proper time ar- | 
rives—for it is not the proper tine now—as I am į 
j 


occupying the time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, (Mr. Crineman,] I will offer what I 
deem tọ be a proper proviso in the matter. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 will yield the floor a few | 
moments to the gentleman before me, [Mr. Cranp- | 
LER,] who, L know, has had experience upon this | 
matter. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. Having been called upon, į 
in the absence of the chairman of the Special! 
Committee on Printing, to look carefully into the | 


ways in which the House can accomplish its 
printing, and I presume that whatever improve- 
ment could be made upon the plan, at present we 
consider that the mode now adopted is exploded, 
and that we must abandon it. I have considered, 
with great care, the plan of providing a public 
printing office, and, though I believe that will be 
found, hereafier, the best, yet I believe now we 
are not the best prepared for it. The plan here 
proposed is that which I believe remains to us 
alone for adoption; and the details, as presented 
by the chairman of the committee in the bill be- 
fore us, have been prepared with much care, and 
after consultation with practical men. 

Reference has been made to the bill presented 
by the chairman of the Joint Committee on Print- 
ing of the two Houses. We paid very litile at- 
tention to that in our inquiries, perhaps because 


him on this floor, avowed himself friendly to a | 
particular person. Though willing, I know, to do 
justice to all, he did, indeed, profess a kind regard |; 
to Mr. Gideon, and a due respect for the right; 


i 
avowed, nevertheless, a stronger attachment to | 
Major Donelson, then of the Union newspaper, | 


cus Socrates, amicus Plato, sed amicus Mason 


friend to the Major. I make the translation solely 
for the benefit of the reporters; of course, the | 
House does not need it. 

Į call the attention of the House to what I said 
before upon this matter, that is, that in taking the 
difference between the two prices of composition, 
care must be taken to estimate the value of the 
paper, and I now repeat what I before said, to: 


printing, and reserve from that $50 for our paper, ; 
it then remains for us to say what that paper shall 
But if we allow them the $100, and author- 
ze them to procure the paper, we shall be con- 


| 
illustrate: If we are to give any person $100 for l 
| 


1 


| long. 


stantly annoyed with complaints, whether just or 
unjust, of the want of conformity in the paper: 
used to the sample upon which the contract: was 
made. There may, Mr. Speaker, bè injustice in 
members of Congress-as well as contractors—and' 
that legislation must be regarded as. best which, 
while it allows to the contractor a generous profit 
upon his labor and outlay, secures to the Govern- 
ment a fulfillment of its wishes without violence 
to the feelings, or injury to the purse of either. 
party. Not only is this right to purchase the pa- 
per reserved to this House, but there isa provision 
m this bill—and I call the particular: attention. of 
this House to it—for the appointment of a super- 
intendent of the public printing, and authorizing 
that superintendent to contract for the paper, and 
without his action not one dollar’s worth of paper 


| is ever to be purchased by this body. 


No large book establishment in the country, E 
understand, pretends to carry on printing, without 
having a foreman or superintendent, especially 
devoted to that part of the work. 

It'is not necessary that I should go into a detailed 
plan of the prices here. They have been carefully 
arranged under the eye of practical men. I have 
only to say that the plan here proposed is as near 
right as any we are likely to cometo, until we have 
tested it and found its weakness or error. 

It is plain that the prices of the classes of print- 
ing are so arranged, that if a separate printer 
should be elected for each class, the compensation 
would be equal-in proportion to the amount done. 
The House will recollect that in the contracts 
hitherto made, inconvenience and disappointment 
have resulted from a want of such an equality. 

1 repeat, before leaving the floor, for the use of 
which I have to thank the honorable geneman 
from North Carolina, that the utter dislike which 
Congress has recently manifested to what it ealls 
the contract system, compelled the select commit- 
tee to regard that as inadmissible for the present, 
and hence directed their attention to other modes, 
A careful investigation led to the belief that what- 
ever may be the claims upon the attention and ap- 
proval of Congress of a plan to establish a Con- 
gressional or National printing office, this House 
is not yet prepared for the adoption of that plan. 
Five ygars hence it will present itself in a more 
acceptable light. T'he plan proposed, then, is the 
only one which seemed to commend itself to the 
committee by its general utility and its accepta- 
bility by Congress. The state of the Congres- 
sional printing, and the feeling of the Committee 
on Printing, suggest the necessity of immediate 
action; and, let me say, I cannot doubt that, 
should a change be made, that this Congress will, 
with its accustomed liberality, see that the. con- 
tractor does not suffer by the change which may 
militate greatly against his private interest. I have 
no strong preference for one plan over another-— 
for this over any on the table. Only having as- 
sisted in procuring information upon which the 
bill is founded, I am willing to try to remedy ex- 
isting evils, and place the printing of Congress 
where it will be done creditably and advanta-- 
geous! 

Mr. 


CLINGMAN. I will not detain the Flouse 
I have risen with a view of making a mo- 
tion. We have occupied a great deal of valuable 
time, during the present session, with this sub- 
ject. It is too late now to justify us in consuming 
much more time upon it. The public printing is- 
utterly neglected; the Patent Office Report, the 
President’s Message, and all other documents 
which we ought to have received several months 
ago, we have not yethad. We havenow before us 
a bill reported by the chairman of the Committee on 
Printing. We have a substitute, or an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute, offered by the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Jexxins;] and, 
in addition to that, we have before us the bill of 
the Select Committee. Now, in my opinion, we 
had better pass any one of these three bills rather 
than leave the matter in its present condition, My 
objection, at an early period of the session, Was, 
that the action of the Committee on Public Print- 
ing looked only to a temporary expedient, in- 
stead of such a change in the law as I thought 
was necessary, and that their action was, infact, 
in violation of the existing law, and wrong in 
principle. Since that, they have brought in a bill. 
They have given us their scale of prices. Itseems 
that the scale of prices recommended. by the Se- 
lect Committee is not materially different from 
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theirs. Gentlemen differ a litle as to which is | 
highest, but there is no material difference in the | 
rates. 

I submit, therefore, to the House, that we had ; 
better come toa vote upon this question. I do 
not care so much which of the three systems is 
adopted. I will vote for either one rather than let 
the matter rest where itis. I trust, therefore, that 
gentlemen will sustain the previous question, and 
then select one of these three propositions, though 
neither of them accords with my own preference 
as heretofore expressed in the debate. Not, how- 
ever, being able to get what E wish for, I will con- 
sent to do what is the best thing now practicable. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman (Mr. Cutvemay] 

roposes to demand the previous question, I should 
Eke to make a remark or two before that is done. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. ORR. If we refer to the debates in the 
Congressional Globe, it will be seen that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marstatt,] the 
chairman of the select Committee on Printing, as 
well as myself, have for three years been stren- 
uous advocates of the contract system. We have 
done everything in our power to have it executed. 
I believed when we commenced at it, that we 
could succeed. I have become satisfied, from the 
experience of the present session, that it is im- 
practicable in consequence of the circumstances ; 
which surround us here. A contractor comes for- | 
ward, enters into a contract, and is unable to per- 
form it. When you desire to have recourse upon 
his sureties, for the purpose of holding them re- 
sponsible for his failure of performance of his 
contract, they are found to be insolvent. 

The public printing is delayed. We are now 
in the eighth or ninth month of the session. We! 
have been here since December, and only eight | 
copies of the first and second parts of the Presi- 
dent’s message have been delivered to the mem- 
bers of this House, and of the third part nota 
single copy. It is apparent, then, that something 
must be done, that some change must be made, 
and when the Committee on Printing made their 
report the other day, I objected to that report on 
this ground-——and I think the report of the Special | 
Committee obviates the objections I then had—that | 
the joint committee, in fixing the scale of prices, 
allowed the price of the paper to go into the com- 
pensation. The difficulty growing out of that is 
this: Suppose the paper was worth six dollars a 
ream, aldie work to be put upon it worth six 
dolars. That would make twelve dollars the 
Government would have to pay for the ream, the 
printer getting six dollars for his labor. But if 
the paper rose to seven dollars a ream to-morrow, 
the printer would only get five dollars for the same 
labor, and if the paper should fall to five dollars a 
ream, the printer for the same work would receive 
seven dollars. So you perceive, that under that 
system there would be no regular scale of prices, 
and that the compensation of the printer would 
depend upon the contingency of the price of paper. | 
That Í regard as a serious objection, for the rea- 
son that if the paper costs six dollars to-day, and | 
seven to-morrow, the printer, getting six dollars | 
for his work to-day, and five to-morrow, would : 
come into Congress and say: ‘The work I put 
upon the ream of paper which cost seven dollars 
was as great as that put upon the paper which | 
cost only six dollars, and I want to be compen- 
sated.” 

Now, I want to adopt a system, under which, 
when the printer makes up his bill, and they are 
passed by the superintendent, or by the Commit- 
tee on Printing, that there shall be the end of it. | 

I do not desire that claims shall be presented, | 
year after year, appealing to our sympathies and | 
generosity for alleged losses in doing the public 
printing. That difficulty is obviated, it strikes | 
nie, by the bill presented by the select committee. | 
I have not been able to look closely into the scale į 
of prices, as it would take a good deal of time to | 
make the estimates. There is this fact, however, : 
which the House should take into consideration: ; 
There are not perhaps half a dozen members upon | 
this floor who are competent to judge of the prices. | 
I confess myself incompetent. Whether they are | 
fair or extravagant, you have at last to depend j 
upon the report which your committee submit, | 
and they have to depend upon the testimony of | 

rinters submitted to them. Now, l haveno doubt | 
itisa dificult matter for them to arriveat precisely | 


the correct prices. Printers have different ways 


of estimating their prices. The Select Committee, 
Llearn, had great trouble in fixing definitely prices. 
Of those who submitted estimates for the various 
classes of work, one proposed to allow twenty- 
five cents per page for composition and press- work; 
another-thirty-two cents. The one proposing to 
do.the work for twenty-five cents says, If you go 
beyond twenty thousand long numbers, you should 
not deduct more than fifteen per cent.; whereas, 
the other, proposing to do the work for thirty-two 
cents, says you may deduct forty per cent. for all 
above twenty thousand. 

I propose, if it is in order, to move one amend- 
ment to the bill, and with that amendment incor- 
porated into it, { will be entirely willing to vote 
for the substitute. It will relieve us, I think, from 
all difficulty, and give a fair scale of prices to the 
printer, by which he will be liberally paid for all 
his labor and responsibility. 

The superintendent proposed to be appointed 
by this bill will have no other duty to perform 
than to contract for and receive paper,and inspect 
the printing as it progresses. If there should be 
any neglect or fraud on the part of the printers, 
he can make his report to the Joint Committee on 
Printing at once, and the remedy can be applied. 
The Government purchases the paper, and the 
House is relieved from three quarters of all the 
difficulty growing out of this whole subject by that 
very thing; for when twenty or thirty thousand 
copies of a document are ordered to be printed by 
the House, the printer prints about twelve hun- 
dred and fifty copies upon good paper, the contract 
paper, and then prints the balance of the copies, 
which we send to our constituents, upon paper 
costing one or two dollars less per ream, relying 
upon the generosity of the Printing Committee 
not to enforce strictly his contract to furnish paper 


| according to the specifications, for the long num- 


bers, which may be printed for general distribu- 
tion. But when the Government pays for the 
paper, and buys the whole of it, the printer has 
nothing to charge for except setting the type, doing 
the press-work, and the folding and stitching. It 
is impossible that there can be any great fraud per- 
petrated upon us in that way. This superintend- 
ent, if he discharges his duty, when he receives 
paper under the contracts which he makes, can 
weigh every bundle, to ascertain with certainty if 
itcomes up to the weight stipulated in the contract. 
There is, therefore, no chance for the Government 
to be defrauded in the purchase of paper, or, if he 
discharges his duty, in the execution of the work. 
And it is stipulated further, that the superintend- 
ent shall be obliged to enter into bonds of $20,000, 
for the faithful performance of his duty. If he 
fails in the discharge of his duty, that bond is for- 
feited, and its penalty enforced upon him and his 
sureties; or if there is any fraud or collusion be- 
tween the printer with the superintendent, or with 
any other peison, he is liable to indictment, and 

unishment in the penitentiary of this District. 

he bill is as well guarded as it can be, and I think 
it ought to pass. 

With the permission of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Cuineman,] I would move 
an amendment to the bill. My amendment will 
come in after the one hundred and second line. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from South Carolina that an amend- 
ment at this time can only be made by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. ORR. If the amendment is not now in 
order, I would be glad if the Chair would suggest 
any way by which it could be introduced before 
the call for the previous question is sustained. 
My amendment is to strike out twenty per centum, 
and to insert in lieu thereof forty per centum. 

Mr. HAVEN. I object to all amendments, if 
the previous question is to be called upon this bill. 

Mr. FLORENCE. If the previous question 
be called, I trust the House will not sustain it. 
ae bill needs to be perfected in a few of its de- 
tails. 

The SPEAKER. On inquiring of the Clerk, 
the Chair understands the amendment pending is 
only one in the first degree, and it is therefore open 
to amendment. Theamendment of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Jenkins] is a substitute for 
the entire bill reported by the Committee on Print- 
ing, and the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentacky is to amend the original bill by striking 
out all after the first section, and it is therefore 
open to amendment. , 


Mr. ORR. I propose, then, to strike out twenty, 
and insert forty per centum. There is but one 
document to which this will apply, and thatis the 
Patent Office report. I think that the largest num- 
ber of extra copies of any document that has been 
ordered to be printed since I have had the honor 
of a seat on this floor was fifteen thousand, except 
the Patent Office report. I believe that there was 
one hundred thousand of the agricultural part of 
that report ordered to be printed the first session 
of the Thirty-first Congress, and seventy thousand 
ofthe mechanical. The number that was ordered 
to be printed the second session I do notremember. 

Mr. HOUSTON. As the gentleman from 
North Carolina intends calling the previous ques- 
tion, } will, with his permission, call the attention 
of the chairman of the committee to the fifth sec- 
tion of the bill, where it provides for the delivery 
of the printing to the two Houses of Congress. It 
occurs to me there is too much discretion—too 
much latitude left. There are two or three classes 
of printing which ought to be delivered sooner than 
is provided for in the bill. As the bill is now, the 
public printer is required to execute each job of 
printing within thirty days from the date of its 
receipt. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. That same difficulty struck 
me, but I take it for granted the chairman of the 
Printing Committee will attend to that. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The point is this: The fifth 
section provides that the public printing shall be re- 
turned to the House within thirty days after the 
printer has received it. It may be sent to us 
sooner. For instance: to-day we ordered the 
printing of a bill which we may require on Mon- 
day morning. In all the old contracts it was pro~ 
vided that if the matter to be printed did not ex- 
ceed eight pages it should be upon our desks the 
next morning; and it seems to me important that 
some such provision should be made in this bill. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Iwill suggest 
the following amendment, which will cover the 
gentleman’s objection, to come in after the word 
c superintendent,” in the fourth line of the fifth 
section: 

Except bills, reports, and joint resolutions, which shall 
be returned as the Clerk of the House and Secretary of the 
Senate shall require. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. That is 
right. I will accept the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. With the gentle- 
man’s permission | will say, that there is one 
thing in connection with this matter to which gen- 
tlemen who have occupied the floor have not allud- 
ed, but which I think should recommend this bill 
of the Special Committee to the favorable consid- 
eration of the House. I[tisa fact that may not be 
known to all, that the Committee on Printing em- 
ploys a clerk who receives a compensation of some 
three or four dollars per day. His time is occu- 
pied upon this work. At the short session of Con- 
gress, when we adjourn on the fourth of March, 
but very little public printing will be executed, and 
ever since the law of 1846 went into operation the 
House and Senate, by joint resolution, have had 
to appoint a person to supervise this public print- 
ing, and to settle and adjust the accounts of the 
printer during the recess of Congress. The ap- 
pointment of a superintendent provided for by this 
bill obviates that difficulty. In that particular the 
bill is really a matter of economy to Congress, the 
Fouse, and the country. 

Mr. HAVEN. If the gentleman from North 
Carolina has determined, whilst he has the floor, 
to demand the previous question, before he de- 
mands it, I ask his permission to make a brief 
statement. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, I think I discover 
a determination on the part of the majority of this 
House, to pàss the bill reported by the Special 
Committee, and offered asan amendment here I 
do not suppose it will be of service to the public, 
that [ should endeavor to combat that determina- 
tion. The bill has been favored with the support 
of its friends, but those who think it impolitic, 
unwise, and uncalled-for, have already been ad- 
monished that the previous question is ready, and 
the majority have prepared to save them the trouble 
of endeavoring to show why it should not pass. 

As one of the Committee on Printing, I wish it 
understood by the members here, and by all per- 
sons elsewhere taking any interest in this matter, 
that this bill (reported by the Special Committee) 
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proposes to create a new office—a superintendent 
of the public printing, and to pay him $2,500 per 
year; and in addition to that, it provides for an 
actual increase of expenditure, and prices for 
printing; it proposes to pay the printer a higher 
price for his labor than the price fixed by the 
contracts made by the Committee on Printing 
with Gideon & Co. and with- Donaldson & Arm- 
strong, for doing the work that Mr. Hamilton 
should fail to perform. In some instances it in- 
creases those prices one sixth, and in no one case 
does it go below those prices. I am anxious to 
have this statement particularly understood, be- 
cause the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
Orr,] who has just addressed the House, and the 
gentleman from North-Carolina, [Mr. Ciineman,] 
by whose courtesy I now occupy the floor, as 
well as the gentleman from Indiana across the way, 
[Mr. Frren,] at a previous period in the session, 
charged, or at least very broadly intimated, on this 
floor, and gave the country to understand, that the 
members of the Committee on Printing had entered 
into a combination, to give to their political friends, 
and for political purposes, the printing, at enor- 
mous prices, regardless of what was fair, equitable, 
and just; and it was also strongly intimated that 
such combination was to break down Mr. Hamil- 
ton, he being, as alleged, an obstacle in the way of 
accomplishing the desired object. 

Hence it is I desire the House shall understand 
that the proposition in favor of which they are 
now called upon to vote increases, and does not 
decrease the price and expenditure for printing. 
It is an increase in price on the committee’s con- 
tracts, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, made some re- 
mark not heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. HAVEN. This bill provides for an in- 
crease of prices above the prices agreed to be paid 
by the Committee on Printing, under the contracts 
with Gideon & Co. and Donelson & Armstrong, 
and for agreeing to pay which that committee was 
arraigned by the gentleman from North Carolina, 

Mr. Cuineman,] somewhat berated by my friend 
Me Orr] from South Carolina, and very strongly 
suspected by the gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. 
Firen.) 

Again: it is now assumed by gentlemen here 
that the system of printing by contract with the 
lowest bidder has failed and should be exploded. 
I deny the fact. It has never been fairly tried. I 
insist there is no necessity for such an assump- 
tion; the system has not failed, and I desire the 
House to understand that its own action has tended 
to discredit it. I am not of much experience in 
Congress, and I am not well versed in the history 
of this subject previous to the present session; but 
I do know, sir, that if there is any reason why 
the contract system does not in every respect 
meet the expectations as well as the necessities of 
Congress, that reason is to be found in the course 
adopted by the House itself, and not in the con- 
tractor, much less in the acts of the Committee on 
Printing. The Committee on Printing made pro- 
vision more than three months ago, by which any 
printing of either House which was neglected or 
delayed by the public printer, or which he failed 
to perform, should be executed by responsible 
men—by Gideon & Co. and by Donelson & Arm- 
strong. These gentlemen gave bond in heavy 
penalties, and with perfectly responsible sureties, 
which are now held for the Government for doing 
the work—for doing it well, too, and on paper 
weighing not less than fifty pounds to the ream, and 
at prices in several respects much below those 
proposed by this bill of the Special Committee. 

I say this in justification of myself, as a mem- 
ber of the Committeeon Printing. Ispeak for no 
one else. There are your contracts, valid and 
binding, and there is ample provision for remedy- 
ing any neglect or delay by the publie printer, at 
prices cheaper than you are about voting. Let 
the House order its printing, and direct the num- 
ber of copies of each kind it desires, and instead 
of one establishment to do it, you have three, 
ready and under bonds to do it. But pass either 
this bill from the special committee, or that re- 
ported by my friend from Indiana, [Mr. Gorman,] 
or the substitute of my colleague from New York, 
[Mr. Jenxins,] in a form to suspend those con- 
tracts, and you will not only open the door to 


claims for damages by the present public printer, 


but you will make the Government liable for dam- 
ages to the gentlemen who hold the contracts last 


| made. It is true there is considerable printing 
ready for the press, and yet unexecuted, but it is 
aiso true that the delay is owing to the House, and 
not to the Printing Committee. Full three months 
ago, the House members of that committee made 
a report in reference to the printing of the mechan- 
ical part of the Patent Office report. They re- 
ported that in their judgment it was expedient 
to order the printing of 50,000 copies. I ad- 
vised the House then, and also in March last, that 
so far as I was concerned or charged with any 
duty as one of the committee, | was determined 
the present system should be executed, and that 
the committee would be sure to provide means, 
full and ample, for remedying any neglect and de- 
lay by the public printer; and that this would be 
done at the risk even of being deemed trouble- 
some and pertinacious by the House—that the 
committee would discharge their duty under the 


House. 

The House have neglected and refused to act 
upon our report to order the printing to be done, 
and prevented the delivery to the printers of such 
as has been ordered, by questioning the power of 
the committee to make the contract. Let the 
House now order its printing, and cease its oppo- 
sition to the contract made by the committee, at 
prices below those provided by this bill—con- 
tracts perfectly valid and binding, and which, if 
the committee had not consummated, they would 
have been derelict in duty. 

If these contracts are violated or repudiated by 
the House,and a printer is elected to take the 
work from the contractor, the contractor will come 
here and set up claims for damages, according to 
the prices of 1819, or some other incomprehensi- 
ble system of prices that does not afford an ap- 
proximate means of guessing what the winter 
would be entitled to. Why, about this whole sub- 
ject of prices and mode of computation, the chair- 
man of the Special Committee [Mr. MarsnaLL] 
tells us he knows nothing, and he believes the 
most of that committee know nothing, and the 
more he looked into it the less he knew about it. 
{Laughter.] 


the printing which comes here from the public 
printer is not done upon paper of the quality 
called for by his contract. How is this to be rem- 
edied? We have deducted ten per cent. from his 
contract price, as one means of remedying it. 

The bill of the special committee proposes to ap- 
porote tuperiniengent of public printing, and that 
ye shall purchase and inspect the paper. If you 
appoint a superintendent, according to the propo- 
sition of my colleague, [Mr. Jenxiws,] he will in- 
spect the printing, and the paper together, as they 
come from the printer. He would then reject 
bad paper, and bad printing too, as he would re- 
ject bad paper under this bill from the paper 
maker; in either case, it all has to pass under his 
eye, and stand the testofhis judgment. But both 
the paper and printing may well be inspected by, 
and subjected to the judgment of a superintend- 
ent, and Congress still adheres to this contract sys- 
tem. 

It is further said the superintendent is to keep 
samples of the paper that the maker is to furnish, 
and he is to reject the paper offered if it does not 
conform to the sample. Why, sir, the Commit- 
tee on Printing now have samples according to 
which the printer is to furnish paper—a superin- 
tendent can test the paper as it comes from the 
printer by these samples, as well as he can test 
it as it comes from the maker by his new sam- 

les. 
P The truth forces itself upon my mind that this 
bill from the Special Committee only tends greatly 
to complicate the matter; and, in my judgment, 
neither of these measures under consideration 
ought to pass. f 

If the House is willing to stand up to this busi- 
ness, as I insist the Committee on Printing have 
hitherto stood up to it—if it will be content with 
the contract made by the committee to remedy 
the neglect and delay—if it will order the print- 
ing done and withdraw opposition to the com- 
mittee’s arrangements, the work will be quickly, 
and well done, and below the prices fixed in this 
bill. From indications here, if any of these new 
schemes receive the sanction of Congress, one 


of these contractors will be chosen printer by 
Congress, and you will gain no other benefit by 


law, and then leave the responsibility with the |i 


Ladmit, now, and I have charged heretofore, that |j 


this bill but that of hiring him over again at in- 
creased prices, and trusting thereafter to the activity: 
and resources of one man, instead of having the 
services of the three establishments now provided. 
Į insist there is no excuse, much less necessity, 
for abandoning or changing the present system 
for à new and untried experiment. ‘The contract- 
ors engaged are ready, willing, and anxious to 
do the work. They are men of character and 
standing, and have given abundant and responsi~ 


| ble security. 


Mr. JONES, of. Tennessee. The gentleman 
from New York, who is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, says they have made con- 
tracts with Donelson & Armstrong and’ Gideon 
& Co. to execute the printing, and that they have 
their bonds for their proper execution of those 
contracts? : 

Mr. HAVEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES. I would inquire whether, under 
the conditions of these bonds, the committee are 
bound to give these contractors any part of the 
püblic printing, except such as it may determine 

amilton cannot do? 

Mr. HAVEN. Why, of course not. Asa 
committee, we are not. authorized by the law to 
take from the public printer any printing, except 
such as we shall determine he has neglected or 
delayed, or is unable to perform. 

Mr. JONES. Then, Mr. Speaker, I think we 
cannot keep two establishments waiting to execute 
printing on the failure of another to do so after a 
certain time. 

Mr. HAVEN. One of the benefits of our con- 
tracts is, that we do not keep any establishment 
waiting, but we pay the contractor for the work 
he does at contract price. This very bill of the 
special committee, by its fifth section, allows the 
public printer to retain every piece of the printing 
for sixty days before you can take it away from 
him, even if, during that time, he has not com- 
menced it; and at the end of that time we are au- 
thorized to look about us and begin to try and get 
somebody else to commence it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. _I cannot give way further 


to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. JONES. One question further. Task the 


gentleman from New York [Mr. Haven] if he 
does not consider that this House has virtually 


| repudiated the contracts made by that committee 


bai Donelson & Armstrong and with Gideon & 
0.? 
Mr. HAVEN. Ido not—I think the House 


has not the power to rescind those contracts. 


| Thatquestion may be more satisfactorily answered 


after the House passes upon the amendment 
which provides that no agreement hereafter made 
by the committee shall be binding, until after it is 
reported to and approved by the House. The 
House seemed particularly to favor that amend- 
ment, from which I infer that they desire, here- 
after, to withhold from the committee a power 
they clearly now possess under the law, of making 
a contract that is binding without the sanction of 
the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Cuiveman] insists upon his right 
to the floor now. I would like about ten minutes 
more to put myself right, as one of the Committee 


| on Printing, and explain the relative demerits of 


these several schemes. This subject, involving as 
it does not only the printing of Congress, but of 
all the Departments, and of the Census, and in- 


; volving vast amounts, and the abandonment of a 


system that has never had a fair trial, ought not, 


‘in my opinion, to be disposed of in this summary 


way. Nobody has been heard in opposition to it. 
T am of the opinion that neither of these bills or 
propositions ought to pass, but that the present 


| system should be retained and vigorously execu- 


ted. If itis to be abandoned, we ought, in pref- 
erence to anything now before us, to take up the 
bill of my friend from Wisconsin, {Mr. Dory,] 
nd perfect that, and pass it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have given the gentle- 
man from New York.{Mr. Haven] as much time 
as I can afford to give him. It is necessary that 
I should say a word or two in reply to him. He 
says that I heretofore arraigned the Committee on 
Printing. Itis true, that I did arraign their ac- 
tion, (T use the term in no offensive sense,) but I 
do not propose at this time to recur to that con- 
troversy. Nor shall I enter into'the dispute which 
exists between him and his colleague on the Com- 
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mittee on Printing, [Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky,] 
who says that the rates in the bill of the Special 
Committee are lower than those of the contract 
which he and the Printing Committee made with 
the Republic and the Union. He says, on the 
contrary, that the prices in the bill of the Special 
Committee are higher than those reported by the 
Committee on Printing. I leave those two gen- 
tlemen, members of the same Printing Committee, 
to settle that matter between themselves. I[ take 
it for granted, as I before said, that there is a little 
difference between these two rates. Upon what 
ground did I arraign the committee? Why, we 
had a law requiring them to let the printing to the 
towest bidder; and in plain violation of that law, 
those gentlemen came up here again and again, 
and reported to us that when Towers offered to. 
do the printing for certain rates, they had agreed 
to give other men twenty or thirty per cent. higher, 
and thereby release the public printer and his sure- 
ties, and thus deprive us of any claim upon them 
arising out of the breach of his bond. I objected to 
a proceeding by which, in plain violation of the 
existing law, they were taking upon themselves 
to give this printing to these two favored estab- 
lishments at a high rate. ; 
whether the prices were merely high or low. A 
majority of this House, by repeated votes, sus- 
tained the proposition that they had no authority 


to make a general arrangement for the future print- |! 


ing and contract with Donelson & Armstrong and 
Gideon & Co., and give them an advance upon 
the previous prices greatly beyond what responsi- 
ble men were willing to do the work for. That 
was the point between us. Whether I am right 
or wrong: 
but that question is one which I am ready to meet 
whenever the resolutions of the gentleman from 
Indiana {Mr. Firen] come up. 

But I do not want to be drawn into that contro- 
versy now. The gentleman from New York, 
{Mr. Haven] says that he wishes time to defend 
that committee. “le has made several speeches 
during the session on the subject. The gentlemen 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Sranrow,] another member 
of the committee, has also spoken several times 
on it. The gentleman from Indiana (Mr. Gor- 
man] has made, I think, nearly a dozen speeches 
in defense of the committee, and I suppose that 
by this time the House will understand what their 
conduct has been, I do not propose to repeat my 
charges against them. They may go for what 
they are worth with their replies, both being fully 
before the country. I do not concur with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Haven] that you 
san carry out the contract system as they were 
proposing to do it. I beg leave to call the atten- 
tion of the Efouse to a statement of fact made to 
me by Mr. Rives. When we were examining 
the subject he informed me that the paper for the 
Patent Office Report would cost $50,000 if far- 
nished according to the’ quality required by the 
contract made, but that if such 
which he prints the Globe, which looks nearly as 
well, were used, he said that the paper could be 
had for $35,000 only, and that the paper upon 
which they had printed our documents at the last 
session would not in fact cost more than $25,000; 
so that by this means, without cheating us toa 
Greater extent than we had been accustomed to, 
the contractor would make one hundred percent., 
or $25,000, on that item alone, viz: the purchase 
of the paper for one document. Yet, sir, I de- 
clare to you, that when I looked at the two docu- 
ments separately, I scarcely perceived the differ- 
ence between the two kinds of paper. Mr. Rives 
thus assured me that in printing the Patent Office 
document, which cost some $68,000, $50,000 would 
be necessary to buy good paper, and they might 
substitute such paper as we were furnished with 
during the last Congressat $20,000 to $25,000 only. 
‘You must remember that under the old system, as 
sanctioned by the Committee on Printing, the con- 
tractors had the furnishing of the paper, and thus 
were able to makea large sum outof it, though the 


The point was not | 


, it is not material to inquire at this time; | 


paper as that upon | 


rates in other respects were not high; while the | 


public printer under this bill of the select com- 
mittee can make no profit in that way; and hence, 
even if the rates are as high as those recommended 
by the Committee on Printing, when they pro- 
posed to contract with the Republic and Union, 
still in this respect the contract is much worse for 
the printer. I have said this merely in-vindication 
of my own course upon this question, and in 


| gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 


| tendent shall be a 


| reply to the suggestion of the gentleman before me, 


(Mr. Haven.] 

As I stated before, I takeit for granted that the 
House ought to come to some decision upon this 
question. I know l have occupied too much of 
its time upon the question, and yet the members 


of the committee have heretofore consumed ten- | 


fold more time than I have, or any other member 
of the House. We have, I repeat, three propo- 
sitions fairly before us—that which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Haven] reported in a 
bill 

Mr. HAVEN. I beg leave to state to the gen- 
tleman that I disclaim having any part in that bill, 
or any other bills. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. As he was a member of 
the committee which reported the bill, I supposed 
he had been for it, but he now informs me differ- 
ently, and that he did not sanction it individually. 
We have also his colleague’s [Mr. Jenxins] sub- 
stitute before us. It may be a good bill, but I 
give no opinion upon it. “And last of all, we have 
the proposition reported by the Select Committee, 
Had we not better, under all the circumstances, al 


once proceed to a vote, and select some one of i 


these three plans? With a vi 
House to that line of action, 
question. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I hope that the 
previous question will not be withdrawn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Several gentlemen have 
been asking me to withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. I must insist upon it, and let 


ew of bringing the 
I move the previous 


a majority of the House sustain it or not, as they | 


see fit. 


Mr. FLORENCE. I hope and earnestly pray 


that the previous question will not be sustained, | 


and that we may have a chance to offer such 
amendments as are proper to the bill. 

Mr. POLK demanded tellers on the second; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Porr, and FuL- 
Lex of Maine, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 64, noes 59. 

So there was a second 
ordered to be put. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the main question was ordered to be 
put, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is upon 
the motion made by the gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. Orr] to amend the bill of the spe- 
cial committee by striking out the words « 20,” 
and to insert “40,” in the clause providing that 
when the number of copies shall exceed 20,000, 
there shall be a reduction of twenty per centum. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I hope the Chair 
will state distinctly the various questions before 
the Elouse. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated the first 
question to be upon the amendment offered by the 
Orr} to the 
bill reported by the Special Committee. Thenext 
question will be upon that bill as an amendment 


sand the main question 


to the original bill; and if that does not prevail, | 


the next question will be upon the substitute of. 
fered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Jenkaixs] for the original bill. The question is 
now upon the bill reported from the Special Com- 
mittee by the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Mansuati], as amended as an amendment to the 
original bill. It isas follows: 

Strike out all of the original bill after the first 
section, and insert the following: 


Sec. 2. And be it 
Superintendent of the Publie Pri nting, who shall hold his 
office for the term of two years, and who shall reeeive for 
his services a salary uf $2,500 per annum; and who shall 
give bond with two sureties to be approved by the Secreta- 
ry of the Interior, in a penalty of $20,009, for the faithful 
discharge of his duties under this law. The said Superin- 
practical printer, versed in the various 
branches of the arts of printing and bookbinding, and he 
shall not be interested directly or indirectly in any contract 
for printing for Congress or for any departmentor bureau of 
the Government of the United States. The first Superin-~ 
tendent under this Jaw shall hold his office until the com- 
mencement of the Thirty-third Congress, and the Superin- 
tendents thereafter appointed shall hold their offices fortwo 
years, commencing with the first day of the session of cach 
Congress. 

Src. 3. And be tt further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of said Superintendent to receive from the Secretary 
of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives 


Further enacted, That there shall bea | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


1 


i 


| all matter ordered by Congress to be printed, and from the 
several chiefs of departments and heads of bureaus all ruat- 
ter ordered by them, respectively, to be printed at the public 
expense, and to keep a faithful account of ihe same, in the 
order in which the same shail be received, in a book or 
books to be by him kept for that purpose. He shall deliver 
| said matter to the public printer or printers, in the order in 
which it shall be received, unless otherwise ordered by the 
; Joint Committec on Printing. He shail inspect the work 
| when executed by the pablie printer or printers, and shall 
| record in a book or books, to be by him kept for that pur- 
pose, the dates at which the returns of said work are made, 
: and whether the same is executed in a neat and workinau- 
į like manner, upon the paper furnished to the public print- 
i ers by said Superintendent, and the amount allowed by 
i said Superintendent for the said printing. Tt shall be his 
ìuty to supervise the execution of the publie printing, to 
| iuspect the work when executed, and to see that thesame 
! is done with neatness and dispatch ; to report every fail- 
ure or delinquency of duty on the part ofthe public printer, 


i 


t 

| and from time to time to report the said delinquencies tothe 
| Joint Committee of Congress on Printing. He shall issue 
| his certificate for the amount due to the public printer for 
| such work as shall have been faithfully executed, which 
| certificate shall be made payable to the public printer at the 
| reasury of the United States, and shall not be assignable 
i or transferable by indorsement or delivery to any third 
| party. Said certificate of the Superintendent shall be a suf- 
| ficient voucher for the Comptroller to pass, and for the 
; Treasurer, upon the order of the Second Comptroller, to 
pay the same. 

| Suc.4. And be tt further enacted, That it shall be the 
i duty of the said Superintendent of the public printing to 
advertise annually, in one or more newspapers of general 
; circulation in the cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltiinore, Washington, New Orleans, Louisville, and Cin- 
cinnati, for the space of sixty days prior to the first of De- 
ceinber, for sealed proposals to furnish the Government of 
the United States all paper which may be necessary for the 
execution of the public printing, of quality and in quantity 
to be specified in the said advertisements from year to year. 
He shall open such proposals as may be made in the pres- 
ence of the President of the Senate and Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, on the first Tuesday of December 
annually, provided a Speaker shall have been elected, or as 
soon thereafter as a Speaker shall be elected, and shalt 
award the contract for furnishing all of said paper, or such 
class thereof us may be bid fi r, 10 the lowest bidder, whose 
sample, accompanying his bid, shall most nearly approx- 
imate to the quality of paper (size, weight, and texture all 
cousidered) advertised for by the said Superintendent. The 
sample offered with the bid accepted shall be preserved by 
the said Superintendent, and it shall be his duty to compare 
these with the paper furnished by the public contractor; 
and he shall not accept any paper frora the contractor which 
does not conform to the sample preserved as aforesaid, It 
sail be the duty of the Superintendent of the public printing 
to deliver the paper for the printing of the Uniled States, 
upon the requisitions of the public printer or printers, and 
to charge him or them therewith; and as the printing is 
returned and passed by the said Superintendent, he shall 
credit the public printer with the quantity used in the public 
į service. Itehall be the daty of said Superintendent to have 
the requisitions of the printer and the returns of paper by 
the printer balanced at least once in each year, and in de- 
fault thereof to report the same to Congress for such pro- 
ceedings as Congress may direct, In default of any con- 
tractor under this Jaw to comply with his contract in fur- 
nishing the paper in proper time and of proper quality, the 
Superintendent is authorized to advertise for proposals, as 
hereinbefore provided, and award the contract to the lowest 
bidder; and tor any increase of cost to the Government in 
procuring a proper supply of paper for the use of the Gov- 
ernment, the contractor, in default and lis seeurities, shall 
be charged with and beld responsible for the same, and 
shall be prosecuted upon their bond, by the Superintendent, 
in the name of the United States, in the circuitcourt of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, ‘That the public printer 
| shull be required to execute each job of printing intrusted 
to him withiu thirty days from the date of its delivery by the 
Superintendent, except bills, reports, and joint resolutions, 
which shail be returned as the Clerk of the House or Bec- 
retary of the Senate shall require, unless, for good reasons 
shown, the Superintendent of printing shall extend the time. 
And should the printer detain any matter longer than thirty 
days, a deduction of five per centum shall be made by the 
Superintendent, from the account of the printer, for such 
job ; and an additional deduction of five per centum for every 
additional detention of twenty days. Tf the public printer 
shall detain such matter for sixty days, the superintendent 
shall withdraw it entirely, and shall employ another printer 
to execute the same with promptness, upon. the terms pro- 
vided by law; and in such case the public printer shall not 
be allowed therefor, 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, T 
ent of the publie printing shall not 
rectly, interested in the business of ti 
in any material to be used by the public printer, orin any 
contract for furnishing paper to Congress or to any depart- 
ment or bureau of the Government of the United States. 
For any violation of this provision, the Superintendent of 
the public printing shall forfeit his office, and may be in- 
dicted before the district court for the District of Columbia, 
and if found guilty, shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary 
of the District of Columbia for any tenn not less than one 
nor more than five years, and in addition thereto may be 
fined in any sum from one to ten thousand dollars, 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That when any doc- 
ument shail be ordered to be printed by both Houses of 
Congress, the entire printing of such document shall be 
done by the printer of that House which first ordered the 
same. And whenever the same person or the same firm shall 
| be printer for both Houses of Congress, and both Houses 
shall order the same document to be printed within three 
weeks of the same time, composition shall be charged but 
once for said document; and no sum shall be paid to said 
printer for altering the headings frova the form in which he 


hat the Superintend- 
be, directly or iudi- 
he public printing, or 
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printed them first to the form or forms in which such doc- 
ument shali afterwards be printed. 

Sec. & And be it further enacted, That there shall be 
elected a publie printer for each House of Congress, to do 
the public printing for the Congress for which he or they 
may be chosen, and such printing for the executive de- 
partments and bureaus of the Government of the United | 
States as may be delivered to him or them, to be printed, 
by the Superintendent of the public printing. The folow- | 
ing rates of compensation shall be paid, from time to time, | 
for such printing as may be ordered by Congress: 
1. For bills and joint resolutions— 7 } 


For composition per page, fifty cents. 

For press-work, folding, and stitching, for five hundred 
and eighty copies, thirty-two aad a half cents per page ; and 
atthe same rate per page for any greater number not ex- 
ceeding one thousand copies. 

2. For reports of committees and the Journals of both 
House, with indexes, and the executive documents of 
each House, embracing messages from the President, re- 
ports from the executive departments, bureaus, and 
offices, and documents and statements communicated j 
therewith, with index resolutions and other docu- 
ments from State Legislatures; memorials, petitions, 
treaties, and confidential documenis for the Senate; for 
composition per page, octavo— 

For small pica plain, one dollar. 

Jor small pica rule, one doltar and fifty cents. 

For brevier plain, one dolar and fifty cents. 

For brevier rule, two dollars. 

For nonparcil rule, three dollars and seventy-five cents. | 

For the composition of tables larger than octavo size, per : 
one thousand ems, seventy cents; butthe page of octavo size | 
shall contain not less than one thousand six hundred ems | 
when printed in sinall pica; and the body of al plain mat- 
ter shall be so printed, except extracts, yeas and nays, and 
addenda, which shall be printed with brevier type. All} 
rule and figure work shall be printed in royal octavo form, 
with small pica, each page containing not less than one | 
thousand six hundred ems, if the matter to be printed can 
he brought into pages of that size with that kind of type, so 
as to be read with facility and convenience. If it cannot, it 
shall be printed with brevier type, each page containing not 
less than two thousand eight hundred ems ; and ifit cannot 
be brought into a royal octavo page with brevier type, so as 
to be understood with facility, it shall be printed with non- | 
pareil type, each page containing not less than four thou- | 
gand two bundred ems; and when it cannot be brought into | 
a royal avo page with noupareil type, so as to be read 
with facility, it shalt be printed with brevier type in a 
broadside, showing the whole table at one view, and be so ; 
filled that it can be bound in a royal octavo volume, | 

When matter is Jeaded, the composition shall be counted | 
as if the matter were printed solid, and not leaded, 

For press-work, folding, and stitching of royal octavo | 
size— 

For twelve hundred and fifty copies, thirty-two and abalf | 
cents per page, and at the same rate for any greater number | 
not excecding fifteen hundred copies | 

Por press-work, folding, aud stitching of each table larger 
than royal octavo size— 

For twelve hundred and fifty copies one doilar and twen- 
ty-five cents per page, and atthe same rate for any number | 
not exceeding fifteen hundred copies. 

T'he following deductions on account of folding and stitch- 
ing copies reserved for binding shal] be made : , 

For royal octavo size, per page, for each hundred copies, 
one quarter ot a cent; for each table larger than octavo, 
one quarter ofa cent; and the following additional charge 
shall be allowed for trimming, folding, and stitching, and 
inserting each map, chart, diagram or plat in the copies not 
reserved for binding: for every hundred copies, ten cents. 

There shall be allowed for the press -work on treaties, re- 
ports, and other documents, when ordered to he printed in 
confidence, for the use of the Senate, at the following | 
rates: 

For the press-work, folding, and stitching of sixty-five | 
copies, six cents per page when of the royal octavo size, | 
and one dollar per page, for sixty-five copies, when the 
matter cannot be contained in the royal octavo page in any | 
type hereinbefore specified , and allowance shall be made 
at the same rates for any greater number of copics than 
sixty-five, and not exceeding one hundred. 

3. Por tabular statements of the orders of the day, tists of 
yeas and nays, circular letters, and miscellaneous printing 
ordered by Congress, not hereinbefore specified — 

For composition for plain work, per thousand ems, fifty 
cents. 

For rule and figure work, fifty cents per thousand ems. 

For press-work, folding, and stitching one hundred 
copies, per page— : . 

For royal octavo, or any smaller size, ten cents. 

For quarto post, twenty cents. 

Yor foolseap and any larger size, twenty cents. 

But the following deductions shall be made from the 
press-work, folding, and stitching additional numbers to the 
number usually ordered by Congress of matter included in 


B. 


the foregoing specifications, to wit: 

When the number ordered exceeds five thousand and 
does not exceed ten thousand, two per centuni. 

When the number exceeds ten thousand, and does not 
exceed twenty thousand, five per centum. 

When the number exceeds twenty thousand, forty per 
centu. y 

Press-work, folding, and stitching of all printing not 
herein provided for shall be done bythe ream; the rate 


shall be two dolars per one thousand when printed on one | 


side, and four dollars per thousand when printed on both 
sides; when any quantity less than a reain is ordered it 
shall be counted and settled for as one ream. 

Sro.9. Andbe it further enacted, Thatthe regular num- 
bers of documents ordered by Congress shall be printed in 
octavo form, on paper Weighing not less than fifty-six 
pounds for every four hundred and eighty sheets, and meas- 
uring twenty-four by thirty-cight inches; and the extra 
numbers shall be printed on paper weighing not less than 
forty five pounds for every four hundred and eighty sheets, 
and measuring twenty-four by thirty-eight inches. The 


paper for any other species of printing ordered by Congress 
may be ofsuch style and quality as the Superintendent of 
the public printing may deem suitable and proper. 

Sec. 10. And be iÈ further enacted, That the public 
printer of printers may be required by the superintendent 
to work at night as well as through the day upon the ‘public 
printing, during the session of Congress, when the exigen- 
cies of the public service require it. 

Sec. 11, Andbeit further enacted, That the same prices 
shall be paid for printing for the Executive Departments that 
are paid for printing for Congress, except for printing post 
bills, which shall be printed on paper not less than sixteen 
by twenty-six inches, and for printing on parchment; there 
shall be paid for printing the post bills at the rate of one 
dollar per thousand sheets, and at the rate of ten dollars per 
thousand for printing parchments; but nothing shall be al- 


lowed Jor altering post bills when the alteration consists in | 
| the mere change of a postmaster’s name; and nothing į 
į herein contained shall prevent the heads of Executive De- 


partments from employing printers out of the city of Wash- 
ington to exeeute sueh printing for any of said departinents 
as may be required for use out of Washington, when the 
same can be executed elsewhere as cheap as at the rates 
herein specified, increased by the cost of transporting the 
printed matter to the State or States where such matter may 
be required for use in the public service. 

Src. 12. And be it further enacted, That a committee, 
consisting of three members of the Senate and three mem- 


| bers of the House of Representatives, shall be appointed by 


the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House, to 


be called the Joint Committee ou the Public Printing, which | 


committee shali have a right to decide between the Super- 
intendent of the publie printing and the public printer in 
any dispute which may arise as to the propriety of the de- 


cisions of the Superintendent making deductions on account | 


of work which the Superintendent may refuse to receive, or 
which, in his opinion, may not be done with proper dis- 
patch, as required by law; and the said committee shall 
pass upon the accounts of the Superintendent of the public 
printing. Said committee shall have power to adopt such 


measures as may be deemed necessary to remedy any neg- | 


lect or delay in the execution of the public printing, pro- 
vided that no contract, agreement, or arrangement entered 
into by this committee shall take effect until the same shall 


have been approved by that House of Congress to whieh ; 


the printing belongs ; and when the printing delayed relates 
to the business of both Houses, until both Hoases shall 
have approved of such contract or arrangement. . All mo- 
tions to print extra copies of any bill, report, or other public 
document, shall be referred to the members of the Commit- 


tee on Printing from the House in which the same may be į 


made. 

Seo. 13. And be it further enacted, Thatall acts or joint 
resolutions conflicting with the provisions of this act, are 
hereby repealed; but nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to authorize the caneciment of any contract now 
or heretofore entered into with any printer under the laws 


heretofore in force, or to abrogate his rights in any way, | 


without his consent. Notbing in this act shall be con- 
strued to authorize the printing of the census, but the same 
shall be done as may be provided by law hereafter. 


Mr. CLEVELAND demanded tellers on the 


adoption of this amendment; which were or- | 


dered, and Messrs. CLeveLanp and Orr were ap- 

ointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 99; noes not counted. 

So Mr. Marsua.u’s amendment was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
substitute offered by Mr. JENKINS. 

Mr. KING, of New York, demanded the yeas 
and nays; and they were ordered. 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, §c., That there shall immediately be cho- 


sen, by joint resolution in both Houses of Congress, asu- | 


perintendent of public printing, who shall be a practical 
printer, asd shall hold his office during the present Con- 
gress, or until another be appointed in his place; said su- 
perintendent is hereby clothed with all the authority con- 
ferred in and by said joint resolution upon the Secretary of 
the Senate, Clerk of the House of Representatives, the 
President or Vice President of the Senate, the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, aud the authority conferred 
upon the Committee on Printing in and by the second sec- 
tion of said joint resolution, and he is hereby required to 
perform all the duties conferred by said joint resolution 
upon said officers, and each and every of them, except the 
duties of the Committee on Public Printing mentioned in 
the third section of said joint resolution. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enucted, That the said Super- 
intendent, when so appointed, shall take the oath of oifice 


i 


prescribed in the second section of the act of the 3d of 


March, 1791, for the clerks and other officers, and shall 
execute to the United States a bond, with two 


the Speaker of the House of Representatives, in the pen- 
alty of ten thousand dollars, conditioned for the faithful 
performance of the duties of his office. ‘The said Superin- 
tendent shall thereupon procure the printing necessary to 
be done before the close of the present session of Congress, 
or which may have been begun but not performed substan- 
tially, according to contract, upon such terms as be muy 
deem most advisable, and as shall best promote the public 
interest; and, for that purpose, the said Superintendent is 
hereby authorized to purchase the requisite paper for said 
printing. 

Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That the said Super- 
intendent be, and he is hereby, authorized to contract for 
and purchase all paper for the printing of both Louses of 
Congress during his continuanee in office. That contracts 
for paper shail, at all times, be separate from contracts for 
printing, and the same person shali uot be allowed to con- 
tract both for printing and furnishing the paper. The con- 
tracts for printing to be done, and paper te be furnished, 


sufficient : 
sureties, to be approved of by the President of the Senate and ; 


after the close of the present session of Congress, shall be 
let and entered into in the manner prescribed in ‘the first 
section of said joint resolution, and shallembrace the paper 
and printing for the residue of the present Congress only. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That said Superintend- 
ent be, and he is hereby, authorized to decide upon the per- 
formance or non-performance of all of said contracts, ang 
whether the contracts be performed in due time, and to de~ 
clare the Same forfeited for non-performance. The con- 
tracts to be entered into for printing shal! contain a stipa- 
lation that the printing shall be done in a reasonable tine, 
which time may be designated, as occasion shall require, by 
the said Superintendent, which conditions shall be inserted 
in each contract. Upon declaring any contract forfeited 
for non-pertormance, the Superintendent shal} serve a writ- 
ten notice thereof upon the defaulting contractor, specify- 
ing the particulars in which such failure of performance 
consists ; and the Superintendent shail thereupon immedi- 
ately proceed to relet such contract, in the manner provided 
in the said first seetion of said joint resolution as herein 
amended; but he shal not reler such contract to such de- 
faulting contractor. Said Superintendent shall forthwith 
cause the contractor so failing to perform his contract, and 
his bail, to be prosecuted, in the name of the United Statery 
for the damages arising from such failure. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the said Super- 
intendent shall personally superintend the business in- 
trusted to his charge; he shall keep the samples of paper 
and printing npon which the contracts are jet; he shall 
keep an accurate account of the paper furnished and the 
printing done, with the contract prices thereof, and al! ex- 
penses pertaining to the said ofice; he shall make a full 
report of his doings at the opening of each session of Con- 
gress, and as often as Congress or either House shall direct, 
and shall be entitled to receive a salary of $2,000 a year for 
his services, 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That within thirty 
days before the adiournment of any Congress, both Houses 
shall proceed to choose a Superintendent of publie printing. 
who shall possess the powers berein conferred upon the 
said superintendent, and shall perform the Jike duties ; sated 


| Superintendent shall be entitled to the like salary, and shall 


hold his office for the period of two years and until another 


| be chosen; he shall take the same oath of office, and exe- 


cute alike bond with sureties; and all ‘the provisions of 
this act and of said joint resolution shall apply to alk Saper- 
intendents of public printing, and the paper to be furnished 
and the printing to be done. So much of the said joins 
resolution of the 3d of August, L&46, as is ineonsistent heres 
with, is hereby repealed. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the negative—yeas 49, nays 96; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Babcock, Barrere, Ben- 
nett, Brenton, Briggs, Burrows, Cartier, Chapman, Cleve- 
land, Cobb, Dockery, Doty, Eastman, Evans, Fitch, Floyd, 
fowler, Grey, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, 
Horstord, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, Hunter, Ives, John Johuson, George G. King, Pres- 
ton King, Mann, Martin, Miner, Molony, Morehead, New- 
ton, Samuel W, Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Robie, Sehoon- 
maker, Smart, Benjamin Stanton, Townshend, Walbridge, 
and Welch—49. ‘ 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Bragg, Busby, E. Carrington 
Cabell, Thompson Campbeb, Caskie, Chandler, Chastaing 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Colcock, Daniel, Dawson, 
Dean, Disney, Duncan, Dunbam, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
Ficklin, Florence, Freeman, Thomas J. D. Favler, Gamble, 
Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Hamilton, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Holladay, Houston, Howard, Ingersol!, Jackson, Andrew 
Johnson, George W. Jones, Kubns, Kurtz, Landry, Leteh- 
er, Lockhart, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, McLanaban, 
MecMuillin, McNair, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Henry De 
Moore, John Moore, Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Orr, 
Outlaw, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Richardson, Riddle, Ross, 
Savage, Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen 
S. Seymour, Skelton, Sinith, Stanly, Richard H. Stanton, 
Abraham P. Stephens, Alexander H. Stephens, St. Martin, 
Stratton, Stuart, Thurston, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, 
Ward, Watkins, Alex. White, Wilcox, and Wiliains—96, 

So the substitute was rejected. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and being engrossed, was read 
the third time. : 

Mr. POLK moved to reconsider the-vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and also moved to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. : 

The question now being, “ Shall the bill pass ?”” 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved the previous ques- 
tion, which was seconded, and the main question 
was ordered to be now put. i 
fr. HAVEN demanded the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CARTTER called for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, Haven and 
Gayiorp were appointed; and a count being had, 
the tellers reported 37 in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was then taken upon the passage 
of the bill, and it was decided in the affirmative; 
yeas 91, nays 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Me Aiken, Willis Allen, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Bragg, 
Breckinridge. Briggs, Busby, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, 
Chandler, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
Coleock, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Duncan, Dunham, Baste 
man, Edmundson, Fiecklin, Florence, Thomas J.D. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Hamilton, Isham @, Harris, 
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Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Houston, 
Howard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Hum- 
phrey Marshall, McLanahan, McMullin, McNair, Me- 
Queen, Meade, Millson, Henry D. Moore, Joha Moore, 
Murphy, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Penn, Phelps, Polk, 
Richardson, Riddle, Robie, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, 
Scurry, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, 
‘Smith, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, 
St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Thurston, Venable, Wallace, 
Ward, Watkins, Alexander White, Wilcox, and Williams 
~-9l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Babcock, Barrere, Ben- 
nett, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Burrows, Cartter, Chap- 
man, Cleveland, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Edgerton, Evans, 
Fitch, Floyd, Fowler, Giddings, Goodenow, Goodrich, 
Grey, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Holladay, 
Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, Hanter, Ives, John Johnson, Preston King, Mann, 
Martin, Mason, Miner, Molony, Morehead, Newton, Out- 
law, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Schoonma- 
ker, Smart, Stanly, Benj. Stanton, Alexander i Stephens, 
Townshend, Walbridge, Welch, and Addison White—56. 


So the bill was passed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOWLER moved to proceed to the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, moved that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken on Mr. ČAMPBELL’S 
motion, and it was agreed to, and 

The House adjourned until Monday, at eleven 
o’clock, a.m. 

NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. HEBARD gave notice that to-morrow, or as soon 
after as may be convenient, he will ask leave to introduce 
a bill, entitled “ Au act for the relief of Patience H. Slin- 
gerland, alias Patience H. Atherton.” 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the apprapriate committees : 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of the citizens of Jersey 
City, in the State of New Jersey, praying Congress to pro- 
mote, by some action, the liberation of O’Brien, Mitchel, 
and other Irish exiles, by the English Government. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of William Allevoyd and 

61 others, citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, asking 
that the bill introduced by Mr, Sranxty, to aid in colonizing 
free persons of color in Liberia, may become a law. 

By Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky: The memorial of 
Henry Hoskins, President of the Ohio Falls Marine Rail- 
road Company, asking an appropriation for the construction 
ofa marine railway at the Falls of the Ohio river, for the 
convenience of commerce, 

By Mr, JOHNSON, of Arkansas: A memorial of James 
Hamikon, for himself and in behalf of Sarah A. Hunt, Ann 
Barneastie, William S. Wetmore, assignee of the trustees 
ofthe Bank of the United States, the trustees of said Bank, 
Isaac MacGerry, Henry Blood, P. S. Lyon, trustee of the 
Bank of Alabama, Charles Macalistar, Augustus tsham, 
Joseph W. HWabbell, Benjamin Riley, William M. Walker, 
John A. McGaw, and others, asking Congress so to modity 
the proviso of the boundary act, passed 9th September, 
1850, that the creditors of Texas may file their release sep- 
nfately, and receive the amounts respectively due to them 
by the State of ‘Texas. 

By Mr. RAN'TOUL: A memorial of John Quin, Jr., of 
Chanestown, Massachusetts, and fifty-four others, praying 
that prompt and efficient measures may be taken for the 
protection of thirty thousand American citizens engaged in 
the fisheries. 

By Mr. HEBARD: The petition of Patience H. Atherton, 
alias Patience H. Slingerland, asking to have a tract of 
land set off on an execution in favor of the United States 
against Jacob Slingerland, restored to her. 

By Mr. ABERCROMBIE: The account of John Shep- 


herd, of Alabama, against the General Government, for | 


depredations committed by the Creek Indians in 1836, 
Alsa, papers in the case of Andy Townsend’s application 
for relief, on account of Indian depredations. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, August 2, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasury De- 
partment, dated the 31st ultimo, in reply to a res- 
olution of the Senate of the 29th ultimo, in which 
the Secretary states: First, that, by a letter of in- 
stractions to Mr. James Collier, as collector at 
San Francisco, dated April 3, 1849, he was ap- 
pointed the depositary of the public moneys at 

an Francisco, under the provisions of the act of 
the 6th of August, 1846; but it does not appear that 
he ever acted as depositary, or had any moneys 

faced in his hands as such; and no special depos- 
itary has been appointed at any other point on the 
Pacific coast. i 

Second, that the fifteenth section of the act of 6th 
August, 1846, alluded to, authorizes the deposita- 
ries to receive to the credit of the Treasury of the 


| cases brought before them, by any informant, of infractions 
of said law; and in ease of its violation by a city corpora- 


| official bond of Purser William H. Kennon, of 


| bia be instructed to inquire into the expediency of so amend- 


United States, any moneys due and payable to the 
Treasury of the United States which may be ten- 
dered to them; but no returns were ever made 
by Mr. Collier, as public depositary. T. Butler | 
King, the collector of San Francisco, was subse- 
quently, on the 10th of May, 1851, appointed de- 
positary at that port, and has had deposited with 
him in that capacity, agreeably to his official re- i 
port, the sum of $870,597 54—the whole of which i 
was deposited by him, as collector, to the credit | 
of the Treasury of the United States, except the | 
sum of $20 71. These returns included the quar- | 
ter ending March 30, 1852. 

Third, that the returns of money in the hands | 
of the depositary at San Francisco, first appeared 
in the Treasurer’s monthly statement for the week 
ending November 24, 1851, which statement was | 
published on the first of December following; and 
it was the first publication which announced in į 
that mode, that a public depositary had been es- 
tablished at San Francisco. 

Fourth, that the amount on deposit could not | 
have been given at any earlier period, because the 


first return on which the account was opened on || 


the Treasury books, was dated San Francisco, 
14th October, 1851, and was only received in time 
for the above publication. 

Fifth, that, on the 3d of April, 1849, James 
Collier gave a bond as public depositary, under 
the act of August, 1846, in the sum of $50,000, 
and that T. Bulter King gave a bond, on the 30th 
of June, 1851, under the same act, in the sum of 
$100,000. tis only collectors and receivers who, 
by the construction of this act, can be made de- 
positaries. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the report be laid | 
on the table, and be printed for the use of the | 
Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS, ETC. ij 


Mr. SEWARD presented a resolution adopted | 
at a meeting of the directors of the Sodus Point | 
and Southern Railroad Company, held at Newark, | 
New York, in favor of an appropriation for the 
farther improvement of the harbor at the mouth 
of Great Sodus Bay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of John 
Gray, interested as owner in the fishing-schooner 
Mary of Brooksville, praying to be allowed fish- 
ing bounty; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Also, the petition of Wyer G. Sargent, owner 
of the fishing-schooners Two Brothers and Olive 
Branch, praying to be allowed fishing bounties; 
which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

Mr. FELCH presented the petition of Robert 
Johnston, praying that patents may be issued for 
certain land warrants in his possession, and pro- 
cured by him in the names of the parties who į 
were entitled to receive them, but who cannot now 
be found; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Also, a memorial of citizens of Philadelphia, 
praying the construction of a ship-canal around 
the Falls of the river St. Mary; which was or- 
dered to be laid on the table. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented the petition of E. 
A. Williams and William D. Ligon, praying to 
be relieved from their liability as sureties’ on the 


the United States Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
THE MEXICAN BOUNDARY QUESTION. 
Mr. WELLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Warbe directed to trans- | 
mit to the Senate a copy of the report made by Lieatenant 
Colonel Graham, of the Topographical Corps of Engineers 


States and Mexico, together with 
partment on that subject. 


SUPPRESSION OF SMALL NOTES. f 


_ Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Colum- 


all the papers in his De- 


ing the act of the 7th of July, 1838, for the suppression of 
small notes within the District of Columbia, as, in addition Í 
to the provisions of said act, to authorize justices of the 
peace for the county of Washington to hear and decide in 


tion, to authorize the fines 


thereof to be levied and collected 
of the mayor thereof. 


{i granted. 


INTEREST OF PUBLIC DEBT 


Mr. BORLAND submitted the following reso- 
lutions for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate the names of the several agents em- 
ployed by the Department other than officers of the United 
States, for the payment of interest on the public debt and 
pensions since the 4th of March, 1849, together with a state- 
ment of the last settled accounts of each of such agents, 
with date thereof, showing the amount due to or from the 
United States. 

Resolved further, That the said Secretary report what 
length of time unclaimed dividends of interest are allowed 
to remain in the hands of agents, after the same are due 
and payable, and how often said agents are required to 
render their accounts, and what security, if any, isrequired 
for the faithful performance of the trusts confided to them: 


DISTRIBUTION OF THE LAWS AND DEBATES 
OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I rise to what [ conceive 
to be a privileged question. I desire to move a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the joint res- 
olution from the House of Representatives, enti- 
tled “ A. joint resolution for the distribution of the 
laws of Congress and the debates thereon,” which 
provides for the transmission of the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix through the mails, free of 
postage, was passed. I think, perhaps, that res- 
olution ought to beamendeda little. At any rate, 
I, as well as some other gentlemen, wish to have 
a little time to examine it. I move to reconsider 
that vote, and also that that motion lie on the table. 
I should prefer to have the consideration of the 
motion to reconsider passed over until I can look 
into the subject a little further. ; 

Mr.BADGER. I think the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania will find himself rather in a difficulty in 
pursuing that course. He had better withdraw the 
motion that the motion to reconsider lie on the table 
for this reason: Suppose the Senate agree to recon- 
sider the vote by which the joint resolution was 
passed; then, if it is desired to amend the resolution, 
the question will haveto be taken, on reconsidering 
the vote by which it was ordered to a third reading. 
Tf, then, the motion to reconsider lie on the table, 
and is taken up at a future day if agreed to, it will 
be more than two days after the resolution was 
ordered to a third reading; and then, unless by 
unanimous consent, the motion to reconsider that 
vote cannot be made. It will be better to dispose 
of this motion to reconsider, at once, because, 
unless the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
it was ordered to a third reading be areca to, the 
resolution cannot be amended. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I withdraw the motion to 
lay on the table, and hope the vote will be taken 
on the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. WALKER, I should like to hear some 
reason given by the Senator, why we should re- 
consider the vote, The matter was spoken of 
pretty freely on Friday, and itseemed to bea very 
fair decision of the Senate that they would pass 
the resolution which would permit the Congres- 
sional Globe and Appendix, containing the laws 
and debates of Congress, to’ pass through the 
mails free of postage. Now, here is a motion to 
reconsider the vote, without any reason, being 
given except a desire, on the part of the Senator, 
to defeat it ultimately. This, then, I take to bea 
est question, and I hope; if the vote is to be taken 
upon the reconsideration, it will be deemed a test 
question by the Senate. 

Mr. BRODHEAD,. Mr. President, if I under- 
stand the purport of this resolution correctly, the 
editor of the Congressional Globe and Appendix 
can append as many advertisements to Jt as he 
pleases. That is one reason for reconsidering the 
vote. Another is this: we have already the right 
to transmit the Congressional Globe and Appen- 
dix through the mails free of postage. Fach 


ii member of the Senate receives some twelve or 


| fifteen copies, and we have a right to transmit 
on the subjeet of the boundary line between the United jj 


those copies through the mails free of postage, 
This is going beyond that, and confers an extraor- 
dinary privilege which I think ought not to be 
I am opposed to it on that ground. 

Mr. WALKER. 1 suppose we knew that the 
Senator was thus opposed to the resolution at the 
time we adopted it. One of the objections which 


i he makes is, that the editor, or publisher, of this 


work can append to it as many advertisements as 
he pleases, and transmit those advertisements with 
the Globe and Appendix through the mails free 
of postage. If I understand the reading of the 
resolution it is, that the Globe and Appendix, con- 
taining the laws and debates, shall be transmitted ; 
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but I apprehend the editor would find himself 
charged postage upon advertisements if he under- 
took to insert them. But suppose we, as mem- 
bers of Congress, can send through the mails, free 
of postage, those numbers which we receive, how 
is it with the heads of the Departments? How is 
it with the departments of the States? They have 
to bear an enormous postage, if the States avail 
themselves of this work. If others, who are dis- 
posed to keep it as a useful work in their libraries 
through the country, for the information of the 
public, get it through the mails, they have to pay 
an enormous sum for postage. This publication 
does not fall within the class of ‘* newspapers,” 
nor that of ‘* periodicals;”’ it, therefore, cannot go 
on the terms of such works, but, as I understand 
it, it passes through the mails at the charge of so 
much per ounce. 
and Appendix of the last long session, which were 
four large volumes, { believe the postage on them 
was some $23. Youcan ordinarily buy the work 
itself for $6, though I believe those four volumes 
cost more than that; but, at all events, the post- 
age is some four or five times the cost of the work 
itself. 

I believe that there have been some petitions in- 
troduced this session praying Congress to take 
some efficient steps to disseminate through the 
country, the laws of Congress and the debates 
thereon. I know I received a long and very sen- 
sible letter from a gentleman in connection with a 
literary institution in New York, requesting that 
I should introduce a proposition that there should 
be sent to the literary institutions of the different 
States, various copies of this very work, and that 
it should be sent free of postage. Now, we are 

roposing to do what there seems to be an interest 
in the community in favor of our doing. For one, 
Tam in favor of the Globe and Appendix going 
free of postage. I believe it is more in favor of 
popular rights than any proposition that has come 
up here. ‘That we have the franking privilege is 
not a compensation to the people. Ít is not such 


a right as they wish to avail themselves of to ob- || 


tain this work, and the whole series of it, to place 
in their colleges, academies, schools, and various 
departments of the State governments. We can 
furnish no such facilities to the people as this. 
But they will subscribe for the work when it does 
not cost four or five times the original cost for post- 
age. I do hope, as I said before, that this ques- 
tion may be deemed a test question, and the vote 


as a final one; and for the purpose of making it as į 


much so as lies in my power, I ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not propose to discuss 
this question, because I believe it underwent a dis- 
cussion satisfactory to the Senate on Friday. I 
think at least, the reasons for and against it were 
very well stated. I nowrise only for the purpose 
of saying that the objection which the Senator 
from Pennsylvania has urged car, under the very 
terms of the joint resolution, have no existence 
here. Advertisements cannot be incorporated in 
the laws and debates of Congress, and that is the 
description of publication to go free of postage. 
The Post Office has decided that this publication 
is not a newspaper. Itis the authenticated and 
accredited debates of this and the other branch of 


Congress, made in pursuance of an appropriation | 


of the very money which we pay out for them. 
Now, shall wecircumscribe the limits within which 
they shall be spread before the country? That is 
the object, and the whole object of the joint reso- 
lution, and if it shall pass as it now is, it will 
protect it fram any such objection as the Senator 
from Pennsylvania has supposed. 

Mr. BORLAND. Iregretyvery much to feel con- 
strained to differ with my honorable friend from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. Bronnran] upon this question, 


as I very rarely do differ with him on any question. | 


I think, however, that heis mistaken in the view he 
has taken with regard to this subject. It will be 
out of the power of the publisher of the Congres- 
sional Globe, for the reasons stated by the Sena- 
tor from Maine, [Mr. Hamury,] and the Senator 
from Wisconsin, [Mr. Wanker,] to put adver- 
tisements into that paper, and also for other rea- 
sons. ‘That paper has been published many years, 
and such a thing as the insertion of advertisements 
has never been attempted, and the proviso to the 
resolution expressly excludes the Daily Globe from 
being sent through the mails free of postage. 


Take, for instance, the Globe į 


: Government. 
; will be urged. 


But I would go even further than this resolution 
goes. I would, if it depended on my vote, strike 
out the proviso excluding the Daily Globe from 
being sent free of postage, because it would circu- 
late through the country far and wide the proceed- 
ings of both Houses of Congress immediately 
upon their occurrence. Therepresentatives of the 
people and the States would then, on the very day, 


corded, have the power of communicating them 
to their constituents. 
direct and immediate, and their responsibility per- 
fect beyond anything that has ever been attained 
in the administration of this department of the 
I hope, therefore, that no objection 


Mr. BRODHEAD. This isa joint resolution 
providing for the distribution of the laws of Con- 
gress, and the debates thereon. Now, who looks 
into the Congressional Glabe and Appendix for 
the laws of Congress? The laws of Congress 
have never been printed in that publication yet. 
Why speak about circulating the laws in the Con- 
gressional Globe and Appendix? The people do 
not look into them for the laws; they rather look 
into Little & Brown’s edition for that purpose. 
Besides, the debates in Congress are published in 
other papers than the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix, and why is it that you propose to give 
the publisher of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix the privilege of sending them through the 
mails free of postage, when you deny the same 
privilege to the publishers of other papers contain- 
ing the debates? J can see no reason why this 
privilege should be extended to the Congressional 
Globe and Appendix, and denied to other papers 
published in the city of Washington. 

I am willing to put this publication on the foot- 
ing of newspapers. People throughout the coun- 
try, subscribing for hewepapers, are obliged to 
pay postage on them; and why should not the 
Congressional Globe and Appendix be put on the 
same footing as newspapers? Iam willing to vote 
for such a proposition, but beyond that [ am not 
willing to go; nor am I willing to vote for this 
joint resolution extending a special privilege. 

Mr. ADAMS. [I was not present at the dis- 
cussion of this subject, and have not, therefore, 
had the benefit of the opinions expressed by Sen- 
ators; but it would require very little time for me 
to make up my mind on the subject. 

The joint resolution is intended in reality for 
the extension of the franking privilege. Before I 
| give my vote in favor of such an extension, I must 
receive a little more light than | have at present. 
Instead of extending the franking privilege, if it 
| depended on my vote, I would abolish it, and 
place members of Congress on the same footing 


spect. i U Sl 
ed for the extension of the franking privilege— 
| nothing more and nothing less. 


country; but I shall not argue the question now. 
i It is not my intention to procrastinate the discus- 
sion, for I merely rose to say that I would rather 


| privilege. I hope to see the day when it will be 
abolished entirely, and that members of Congress 
may be compelled, as other citizens are, to pay 
postage on all documents, excepting those which 
are addressed to them on public business. The 
| privilege should not go beyond that, 


the general accuracy of this publication than I do. 
But I shall vote for the reconsideration of the res- 
olution, as I voted against the resolution on a pre- 
i vious day. This is a private enterprise, for the 


| ted States pays. The resolution proposes that 


|i Congress shall undertake to permit the circulation ! 
| of this publication through the mails, without any ; 
| consideration of any kind. Weareasked to send | 
i through the mails, free of postage, this publica- : 
| tion, on the ground that it disseminates informa- | 
| I would ask Senators whether, because | 


tion. 
| you purchase Little & Brown’s publication of the 
laws of Congress, you will on that ground send 
them through the mails free of postage, independ- 


tribution or for governmental purposes? I contend 
that we should not. 


or the next after their transactions have been re- | 


Their intercourse would be | 


| as other citizens of the United States in that re- į 
I repeat that the joint resolution is Intend- | 


Perhaps, as it is | 
| said, that extension will be for the benefit of the | 


vote in favor of curtailing than extending that | 


Mr. BAYARD. No one more freely admits | 


publication of which the Government of the Uni- | 


ently of the numbers which you purchase for dis- | 


On what principle can you | 
| refuse the same privilege to other papers, of a dif- | 
ferent character? This may bean important pub- ; 


lication. . So -may- thousands of. others. You 
distribute agricultural books, published by au- 
thority of Congress, by franking. them. But, 
suppose an individual chose to reprint your agri- 
cultural reports—for you foster certain works by 
purchasing a number of them—and should come 
here and ask you to send them through the mails 
free of postage; surely you would refuse to. do it. 
I cannot conceive why you should give a gratuity 
to a private individual, without the remotest con- 
sideration. I shall therefore vote for the reconsid- 
eration. : 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hamu] tells 

you that you cannot incorporate advertisements 
with this work, and that no evil of that kind can 
grow out of its being sent free of postage. If this 
publication is periodical, that is, if it is first pab- 
ished in numbers, there is nothing in the resolu- 
tion which will prevent the sending of advertise- 
ments in sheets, in the form of wrappers upon the 
papers themselves. Nothing in the resolution 
could prevent the sending of advertisements in 
that form; and though the publication might re- 
main the same, the object of advertising might be 
accomplished, through it, and tend greatly to the 
profits and emoluments of the proprietor. 

Again, we have been told by the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr, Waker] that the postage on 
this newspaper is enormous, and that it cannot 
pass through the post office asa newspaper. My 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropreap] gives 
an answer to that when he says that it may be 
sent as a newspaper, either in numbers, or bound, 
if you will, paying the same postage which news- 
papers pay. You can, therefore, put it on that 
footing, because I think it should pass as a news- 
paper if sentin numbers. I do not, however, see 
on what principle Congress can possibly grant a 
gratuity to the publishers of this newspaper, ex- 
cellent though I admit it to be, which tends sim- 
ply to have the effect of making a payment in ad- 
vance by them. If you concede this privilege to 
this publication, you cannot refuse it to others in 
which the laws of Congress happen to be printed. 
Other publishers will ask the same privilege on 
the ground that they are disseminating informa- 
tion among the people; and Ido not know but 
that the Jaws of Congress will be disseminated in 
a better form in that mode. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to saya word in reply 
to the remarks of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
By the words of the resolution, it is provided that 
the laws of the United States, and the debates 
thereon, shall be transmitted through the mails 
free of postage. The resolution has.no reference 
to what has been done heretofore. It refers ex- 
clusively to what is to be done, and under that 
provision the laws are to be connected and pub- 
lished with the debates to which their considera- 
tion gives rise. 

Mr. BUTLER. Those gentlemen who have 
given attention to this subject, can, perhaps, state 
whether there is any limitation as to the quantity 
of these books to be transmitted through the 
mails. Itis said this publication does not come 
within the class of newspapers or periodicals usu- 
ally circulated as newspapees; and that therefore 
it ought not to be subject to the present postage 
laws. If that is so, it must be regarded as a law 
book, like any other Jaw book; and what would 
prevent the publishers of this book from sending 
off large quantities to New York, or Philadelphia, 
or Charleston, and advertising them for sale as 
books are advertised in bookstores? While, then, 
weare disseminating, as we suppose, useful in- 
formation to the people, I think it is an indirect 
mode of giving one set of booksellers an advant- 
age over others. In other words, the resolution 
is a mode of giving this book a preference over all 
others. The only security that I know of to pre- 
vent the Treasury from being taxed for its dis- 
semination is, that the people are not inclined to 
read newspapers containing these debates. If 
there is any one thing that I have Jearned with re- 
gard to the habits of the people in this respect, it 
is that they are very indifferent as to the proceed- 
ings of Congress, and, as I think, for a good rea- 
son—a reason which { have formerly stated. 

Mr. BAYARD. I give to the joint resolution a 
different construction from that of the Senator 
from Maine. It provides for the free circulation 
of a specific publication of known character. It 
provides that ‘*the Congressional Globe and Àp- 
pendix, which contain the laws and the debates 


` and the dissemination of it among the people gen- 
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tHereon’’—and everybody knows ‘they contain 
them“ shall pass free through the mails, solong, 
as the same shalf be published by order of Con- 
gress.” I say there is nothing whatever in this 
resolution preventing the attaching toeach num- 
ber of the Congressional Globe of one or two 
sheets of advertisements outside. That would not 
alter the character of the publication; nor would it 
be excluded under the terms of the resolution. But 
from! thé very proviso which excludes the Daily 
‘Globe, it would be implied that there was no other 
exclusion than that expressed in the resolution. I 
submit to’ the Senate, beyond all question, that un- 
der this resolution, there is nothing in regard to 
this publication to prevent what is done in Eng- 
land and this country universally as to all maga- 
zines. You will-find in them some five, six, eight, 
or ten paves of advertisements attached to the cover 
of the book; but that does not alter its character, | 
or render it liable to any other or different charge 
from what would otherwise be imposed upon it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understand that the honora- 
ble Senator ftom Pennsylvaiia moved a reconsid- 
eration of the vote by which this joint resolution 
was passed, on the ground, among others, that 
the publisher of this paper may, at any time he 
sees proper, append advertisements to what is 
known as the Congressional Globe—that he may 
abuse the privilege that we confer upon him by 
adopting that mode. Now, I undertake to say | 
that if he should adopt that course, Congress will 
have the power of refusing to publish its debates 
and proceedings in that paper; and would, as a 
matter of course, use that power. 

We profess to have in view cheap information, 


erally; and I ask how can it be done more effectu- 
ally and more practically than by the general 
distribution of the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
ponent In no way, to my mind, in as cheap a 
orm: 

` The Senator from Pennsylvania is mistaken 
when he says that the Congressional Globe does 
not contain the laws. It does contain the laws, 
and in their most interesting form. It contains 
them as early as they are introduced, with the 
amendments moved, and the comments of mem- 
bers and Senators upon them. It contains the 
laws, the debates, and the votes upon the laws, in 
a Shape that enables people to understand them. 
And if we desire to give the people early informa- 
tion, and to give it to them in a shape in which it 
can be understood, we can do it in no other way, | 
in my judgment, so readily as is proposed through 
the medium of this publication. | 

The postage charged upon this work is-more 
than the price of the work itself, and that neces- 
sarily prevents hundreds and thousands of per- 
sons from subscribing to it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. At this point of the gen- | 
tleman’s remarks T would like to makean inquiry. 
J would like to know whether the proprietor of 
this paper cannot now send it through the mails 
in numbers to subscribers? Do not subscribers 
now receive it, paying no more than newspaper 
postage? | 


Mr. BRIGHT. Iwill reply to the gentleman’s 
question by stating what is my understanding of | 
the matter. F understand that the paper on which 
the work is printed is of a weight requiring the 
payment of a large amount of extra postage. | 
While the paper costs three dollars a year, I un- | 
derstand that the extra postage is over four dollars | 
a year; that is, the extra postage is greater than | 
the amount charged by the proprietor for the pa- 
peri Besides, this isnot a political paper. Lask 
the gentleman to turn to a number of it, contain- 
ig an advertisement, a political allusion, or any- 
thing that is not germane to the proceedings of | 
Congress. Hecannotdo it. It is a correct, sue- 
cinct, straightforward statement of the proceed- 
ings of each House every day. I voted, on Fri- | 
day last, to relieve it of this tax, believing that I | 
was benefiting the mass of the people, and not the 
proprietor, For that reason I shall vote against | 

J 
l 
H 
f 
| 


the reconsideration. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the Senator | 
from Wisconsin {Mr. Waker] has stated that 
he has called for the yeas and nays on the motion | 
to reconsider, in order to make the vote on that | 
question a test vote. So far as I am concerned, I 
shall not vote upon it as a test question. I am 
strongly inclined to the opinion that some measure 
of relief is proper with respect to the Congres- 


sional Globe and Appendix. - Indeed, I think that 
is very clear.. Butsuggestions have been thrown 
out, which are entitled to very great weight and 
consideration, whether this joint resolution pro- 
poses the proper measure of relief; and even if the 
measure of relief is in itself proper, whether some 
safeguards are not necessary to be appended to the 
resolution to guard against any abuse. This is, 


therefore, I think, a very clear and proper case for 


a reconsideration, in order to bring the subject 
again within the power of the Senate. In voting 


for the reconsideration, I express no disposition 


to vote against some proper measure of relief for 
the Congressional Globe and Appendix. 

The question being taken, by yeas and nays, on 
the motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
joint resolution was passed, resulted—yeas 18, 
nays 28, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, 
Brodhead, Butler, Chase, Clarke, Davis, Dodge of Towa, 
Douglas, Hunter, King, Miller, Soulé, Spruance, Toucey, 
and Underwood—18. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Bright, Brooke, Cass, Charl- 
ton, Clemons, Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Felch, Foot, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Jones of Iowa, Mal- 
lory, Meriwether, Morton, Norris, Rusk, Sebastian, Sew- 
ard, Shields, Sumner, Upham, Wade, Walker, aud Wel- 
ler—28. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS—RIVER AND HARBOR 
BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill 
s% making appropriations for the current and con- 
‘tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
‘for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various In- 
‘dian tribes, for the year ending June 30th, 1853.” 
I understand that the [Touse have agreed to our 
amendment to the resolution for adjournment, 
thus fixing the day for the 31st of this month, 
That being the case, I think we ought to go on 
with the appropriation bills. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator will with- 
draw that motion until the river and harbor bill, 
which lies on the table, can be taken up, read a 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. It is a bill which will require some 
time for that committee to consider it, and I hope 
it will now be taken up and referred, 

Mr. HUNTER. If it could be referred at 
once, I should make no objection; but I think it 
will give rise to debate. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think there will be no debate 
now. 

Mr. HAMLIN. _I think there will be no debate 
on the simple question of reference. 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on the’ 


motion of the Senator from Virginia to postpone 
the prior orders, for the purpose of taking up the 
Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will allow me to submit a motion to take up 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must insist on the question 
being taken on my motion, 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I hope the Senate will 
vote down the motion, for the purpose of taking 
up the river and harbor bill. 

The motion to take up the Indian appropriation 
bill was not agreed to, there being, on a division— 
ayes 18, noes 20. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move now to postpone the 
prior orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill 
of the House of Representatives, ‘‘ making ap- 
propriations for the improvement of certain har- 
bors and rivers.” i 

The motion was agreed to, and the bill was read 
a second time by its title. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. - 

Mr. DOUGLAS. [ have an amendment, in 
the form of an additional section, which I propose 
to offer when the bill comes up. I ask leave now 
to lay it on the table informally, in order that it 
may be printed, 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the pleasure of 
the Senate, it will be received informally, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

There was no objection. The motion to refer 
was agreed to. 


TEXAN DEBT. 


Mr. TOUCEY. I ask that the motion to re- 
consider the vote referring the memorial of James 
Hamilton, for himself and others, to a select com- 
mittee, be now taken up. 


| The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
| ceeded to the consideration of the motion to re- 
| consider the said vote. ‘ 

| Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, at the request 
{of a Senator—a member of the Committee on 
Finance—I have submitted a motion forthe re- 
! consideration of the vote referring the memorial of 
i James Hamilton to a select committee. I moved 
| to refer the memorial to a select committee, on the 
| ground thatit was an isolated proposition. I- was 
aware that there were petitions. praying that Con- 
gress would assume the debts of Texas, and per- 
haps one or two of a different character, which 
have been referred to the Committee on Finance, 
But this proposition is merely that Congress shall 
modify the proviso in the boundary act, so that 
: those creditors of the State of Texas who are will- 
ng toreceive their debts and discharge them, may 
have an opportunity to do so without being de- 
pendent upon one other, or any number of other 
creditors who may be unwilling to do so, It 
struck me that this was a proposition by itself, 
which it was proper should be referred to a select 
committee. But, at the request of.a Senator, I 
have submitted a motion to reconsider the vote 
referring it to a select committee. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President. I understand 
the distinct proposition now is to refer this memo- 
rial to a select committee. 1 shall vote for that 
reference; but it is proper that I should say here 
that I have Jearned from sources to be relied on, 
that the Committee on Finance, or some of the 
members of that committee, have supposed that 
General Hamilton, in making this application, 
either intended some disrespect to that committee 
as a committee, or violated what they regard as 
parliamentary decorum. I can assure every mem- 
ber of that committee that General Hamilton had 
| not the most distant idea of violating parliament- 
: ary courtesy, or of showing any personal disre- 
spect to the members of that committee. 

General Hamilton represents constituents who 
claim about $2,000,000; and I believe that, in the 
course he has taken, he has consulted entirely the 
dictates of duty. I believe it has been his object 
to reach, under the dictates of his duty, the justice 
of the case as far as his constituents are con- 
cerned. 

Sir, I do not see why the Committee on Fi- 
nance should claim, as a matter of right, jurisdic- 
tion over this subject. If General Hamilion sup- 
posed for a moment that they were to decide 
against him by a foregone conclusion, he would 
not consult his duty to his constituents if he were 
not to have his memorial referred to a committee 
that would give hima hearing. I do not know 
how that is; but I rose merely to assure the Com- 
mittee on Finance that it was not his purpose in 
any way to violate any of the usages of this 
body, or to show any disrespect. to that commit- 
tee. But he was bound, under the highest obli- 
gations of duty, to place this matter in a situation 
where he could have justice done according to his 
views. 
| Jam not going now to debate the question 

whether the creditors of Texas, who ask the favor 
of receiving their money and being dismissed, are 
to be controlled by those who say, ‘You shall 
not receive your money, and shall not be dis- 
missed.” Why, sir, if they are to be placed in 
that situation, it is high time that General Ham- 
ilton should seek another committee. He stands 
in that way before the community, endeavoring to 
have justice done to his constituents, according to 
the judgment of Texas, and their own views in 
accepting the money, which is provided for them, 
and which is in the Treasury. 

I presume that a select committee would be 
quite as impartial as the Finance Committee. I 
have no imputations to make upon any commit- 
tee; but the question which General Hamilton has 
raised is altogether a new question. The matters 
they have before the Committee on Finance, 1 
believe, do not touch the specific question which 
he puts. All that he can say is in the spirit of that 
interrogatory—‘ Doth our fey judge any man be- 
fore it hear him, and know what he doeth?” He 
wishes to have a committee that will hear him. 
It seems to me that this is a modest request. I 
may have occasion to say something hereafier in 
regard to the matter, but I soy now, in the utmost 
fairness to all concerned, that it is very desirable 
that this should be disposed of, not as a political 
i question, not as a mere money question; but it 
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should be disposed’ of àčcording to those rules | 


which should regulate a court of justice.. 
Mr. President, as long asthe grant of 810;000,000 
to Texas assumed a political aspect and complex- 
ion, you know what were my opinions upon it, 
_ and my relations to it. Ido not hesitate now to 
say that I believe it was the. fulcrum upon which | 
the lever of the compromise rested. I do not hes- 
itate to say that 1 opposed it because I believed it 
was a most efficient means of bringing about that | 
compromise—a compromise that will be violated į 
as soon as there is a temptation to the strong ; 
to do it. But that is out of the question now, and 
therefore it is that I look upon this matter with a 
view to right and justice as far as regards a dis- 
tribution of the money which was appropriated 
for the benefit of the creditors. General Hamilton 
has asked this favor, and I think it reasonable. [ | 
may not understand what are the views of the 
_ Committee on Finance, and I ought not to antici- 
pate them; but I wish to hear if any objection can | 
be made to referring the matter to a select com- 
mittee, or whether it can be asserted that the Fi- 
nance Committee has any prior right to jurisdic- 
tion over the subject. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, I desire to | 
_ correct the honorable Senator from South Caro- | 
_lina in one particular, and that is in reference to | 
the question which, among others, has been sub- 
mitted to the Committee on Finance. There are 
memorials before that committee directing their 
attention to the very question presented by the 
memorial of General Hamilton. Numerous me- 
morials have been presented during the session in 
regard to this complicated subject, all of which | 
have been referred to the Committee on Finance, ! 


1 
j 


committee have been engaged, during the last 
three or four months, every week, more or less, | 
in examining those memorials. 


presented by the memorial of General Hamil- 
ton, and that is as to the propriety of repealing 
the proviso of the boundary act, which retains 
go 000,009 of the debt of Texas in the Treasury. 
he committee were, four to one, of the opinion 
that the prayer ought not to be granted; and the | 
honorable Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] | 
was directed to prepare a report in accordance 
` with this decision, and to report a bill declaring 
what the committee were in favor of. 

Now, sir, I submit to the Senate whether it is 
right—whether itis proper to take the business | 
from a regular standing committee of the body, | 
after they have agreed upon a report, and before į 
that report is submitted to the Senate, and refer it 
to a select committee? After the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland shall have made a report, it 
would be proper for the Senate, if they disagree 
to the report, to vote it down and adopt the sub- 
stitute proposed by the gentleman who petitions i 
us here. . But until that is done, I think it would | 
be unparliamentary—it would be doing injustice | 
to the committee who have the matter in charge, | 
and have been months laboring upon it, to take it 
from them and refer it to a select committee. If 
it be in order, I move to refer the memorial to the 
Committee on Finance, where all the other papers | 
relative to the subject now are, 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to | 
the honorable Senator that the first question is on 
reconsidering the vote by which the memorial was 
referred toa select committee. If that voteshould 
be reconsidered, it will then be in the power of 
the Senator to make any other motion with regard 
toit. > 

Mr. RUSK. I ask the yeas and nays on the 
motion to reconsider. j 
| 


i 
j 
| 


“The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

Mr. BUTLER called for the reading of the me- 
morial, and it was read. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I know the diffi- | 
culty under which | shall labor in being heard by 
the Senate. The impatience with which they list- 
ened to the reading of the memorial of General 
Hamilton admonishes me that, in the few remarks 
I desire to make, I shall, pehaps, meet with but 
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They have de- |; 
cided, by a regular vote, upon the very question || 


| 


“New Sermws:....No. 


very little attention. J cannot. blame the Senate, 
because we are now thrown into the last month 
of the session with most important business upon 
| our hands. 

I do not regard the presentation of the memo- 


special committee of this bedy as at all reflecting 
jon the Committee on Finance. L think if the 
members of that committee will themselves review 
the matter, when all things are considered, they 
will not regard it as at all reflecting upon them; If 
I thought it did reflect upon them, as a matter of 
course I should be the last man in this. body who 
would do anything which I regarded as offering 
any discourtesy to that committee, or any one of 
its members. 
to what that committee have agreed upon, I shail 
offer a strenuous opposition to the adoption of the 
report which I understand they are about to make. 


believe that the committee are correct; and in the 
next place, because, if what I have heard of the 
report be correct, it will reflect upon the State I 
represent, and greatly embarrass an already com- 
; plicated question which I hope to see soon settled 
| fairly. 

Sir, that we are thrown into this discussion now 
is no fault of mine. 


f 


ji 


the Committee on Finance. 


| 
| 


} 
‘ 
i 
f 


Texas was commented upon by the newspapers 


the whole question of this debt and ihis reserva- 
i tion would be brought before us, in order that, 

while we had time, the matter could be coolly and 
| calmly discussed. 


| come toa right conclusion. In the first place, in 
the boundary act there was inserted a proviso that 
$5,000,000 of the $10,000,000 granted to the State 
of Texas for a large amount of domain should. be 
reserved inthe Treasury till the claimants filed 
| their releases to the United States. 

Mr. HUNTER. I rise to a point of order. 
This is a simple question of reference. Whenever 
the committee shall report, it will be in the power 
of the Senator to speak as to the merits of the case. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion to reconsider. 
| Mr. RUSK. I am offering reasons why the 
i vote should not be reconsidered. 
| Mr. HUNTER. The motion to reconsider the 
motion to refer cannot open a wider question of 
debate than the original motion to refer; and I im- 
agine that this debate wou'd not bein. order under 
the original motion to refer. My object is to save 
time. We have appropriation bills before us upon 
which we ought to act. I should be very happy 
to hear the Senator when the committee reports. 

Mr. RUSK. ‘Will the honorable Senator, as a 
member of the Committee on Finance, tell me 

when they will report? I have understood that 
| they have been ready to report for three weeks; 
| and. they have had the papers in the case for six 
i months; that is long enough, in all conscience, for 
i Texas to remain silent under the insputations cast 
| upon her. 
! Mr. GWIN. Iwill make another suggestion 
| to the Senator from Texas. The Committee on 
| Finance have referred that subject to one of its 
| members, and he is not now present. If there is 
any charge to be brought against. the Committee 
on Finance, it must aftect particularly that mem- 


| ber. I hope the Senator, therefore will agree to | 


Senator will be in his seat. 

Mr, RUSK. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BUTLER. [am perfectly willing to let it 
go over ull to-morrow; but I give notice that when 


i let the subject go over till to-morrow, when that 
j 
| 


} 


ral of General Hamilton, and its reference toa | 


But if Lam correctly informed as | 


1 shall be bound to do that; first, because l do not | 


Upwards of six months ago | 
several memorials were preseated upon the sub- ; 
ject of the Texas debt, many of them reflecting | 
upon that State; and they were then referred to | 
I knew it was a mat- | 
ter of feeling in the State of Texas; I knew it was | 
a matter of feeling amongst the creditors of the | 
State of Texas; I knew it was a matter very much : 
i attended to by the letter-writers; I knew that 

one of the regular committees of this body. That i; 


and [got up here in my place then and begged | 
the committee to furnish us witha report by which į 


We have no such time now. | 
| it is a long case, and a complicated one—one | 
which requires a good deal of thinking in order to : 


it comes up, I shall-not: yield to any other consid- 

erations than a sense. of justice, but shall discuss 

i] it as long as I please. : : 

i. Mr. GWIN. L move to postpone the farther 

consideration of the Subject until to-morrow. - 
The motion was agreed to. f 


PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS IN CALIFORNIA, 


1, On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate proceed- 
ed, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider the 
bill supplementary to the act approved March.3, 
1851, entitled ‘* An act to ascertain and settle pri- 
vate land claims in California,” which was-re- 
'| ported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
a recommendation that it do not pass. 

Mr. GWEN said: This bill, Mr. President, is one 
| of a series of measures which 1 have proposed, to 
if settle land claims in California, bring the agricul- 
| tural lands in that State into cultivation, and to 
secure our citizens in the uninterrupted occupancy 
|| of the gold mines. : 

My policy may be classed under three heads: 

| The Ist contained in the act of the 3d of March, 

1851, to examine and settle land claims in Califor- 

nia, of which the measure now under consideration 

i} may be considered a part. 

| 2d. To grant donations of the public Jands ‘to 

actual settlers and cultivators, with large. grants 

for the use of schools; and : 
3d. Leave the gold mines undisturbed by. Con- 

gressional legislation. 

With the exception of this bill, my views have 
bee’ sustained by the Senate with great unanim- 
ity. Itis true, my donation measure was changed 
into a preémption bill, for reasons I stated at the 
time it was-under consideration, with the distinct 
declaration that if the ‘ homestead bill” did not 
pass, | should introduce a proposition changing 
the preémptions in California into donations. My 
object was to give the rights of property to the 
|| Settlers in California with the least possible delay, 
jand the preémption act which passed the Senate 
i| has done that iu the most effectual manner. 

The measure now under consideration is for 
the benefit of another. class of ‘settlers, and as it 
i| has not met with the sanction of the Land Com- 
mittee of the Senate, and has been subjected: to 
i| severe animadversion in California, I propose to 
review my course in this body, show its: consist- 
i| ency, and establish its justice to every class of my 
| 


i 


constituents. The claimants under foreign land 
titles, the miners, and settlers on the public Jands 
have beer cared for, and the class to be protected 
| by this bill, are the only citizens of California who 
are thus far left without the protecting shield of 
this Government. Their claims are founded on 
justice and equity, as I will show, and whether 
this bill passes or not, they will assert their rights 
under the pr.émption act which has passed this 
body, and will become a law, and their rights will 
|| be protected before the Supreme Court of the Uni- 
i ted States. They may be forced, by the rejection 
of this. measure, into a fierce contest with the 
claimants under foreign titles, but their ultimate 
| triumph is certain, or we must reverse the policy 
j and action of this Government from its organiza- 
tion to the present time. The actual settler and 
|| cultivator of the soil has been the favorite in our 
ij legislation ever since the adoption of the Consti- 
i| tution. To them the nation has looked for its 
|| power and greatness, and it:has not looked in vain. 
|| While the policy of Spain, France, and Great 
Britain permitted the building up great monopolies 
of the public domain, the policy of the United 
States is, and has been, to grant small tracts to 
actual settlers and cultivators, and hence the cause 
in part of the slow progress of colonization by 
these Governments as compared to our ours. 

I will now proceed to the examination of the 
question before the Senate. 

There is no subject, Mr. President, to which 
my attention has been directed with more concern 
i. since J became a member of the Senate of the 
| United States than the condition of the land titles 
and claims in California. . The necessity for théir 
speedy adjustment upon. fair and ‘liberal princi- 
ples was too obvious to require comment; and the 
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Senate will beat me witness that I'spared no effort, 
from my-entrance into this body, to-secure the 
passage.of a law, 30 general and comprehensive in 
its provisions that it would do justice to all classes 
of titles and claims in our State. 

Had the United States by the treaty of Guada- 

: lupe Hidalgo succeeded `a “nation in sovereignty, 
in whose territory, and: among whose people the 
machinery. of political and social institutions were 
in such full operation that all the land titles de- 


rived from -Spain or Mexico. had been consum- | 


mated, and were ‘ perfect’? before the Mexican 
Government had abdicated,no legislation of Con- 
gress would have been necessary to adjust and 
settle our land claims. 
. guarantee could be’ given to any title of that de- 
scription than the Treaty itself, the supreme law 


of the:land, and consequently no act of Congress 


. norany judicial affirmance could impart addition- 
al strength, vigor, or security to any perfect grant, 
which, as the highest evidence of title that could 
exist, would be sufficient to vindicate the owner’s 


right of property in any controversy which might | 


arise before -the courts of the country. Had this 
been the condition of our landed interests when 
California became an integral part of the Ameri 
can Union, the interposition of Congress would 


have been as unnecessary as it wasin respect to | 


titles in the town of Boston after the Declaration of 
Independence, or subsequent to the definite treaty 
of peace in 1783. But how wholly different were 
the titles in California at the period of its aequi- 
sition hy this Government! The cause of this is 
plainly seen in the fact of the distance and isola- 
tion of the territory from the seat of the viceroy- 
alty of New Spain, the languid management of 


political affairs, the entire absence of commerce | 
and revenue, and consequent tardy settlement of | 


the country. 

The revolution that terminated the authority of 
Old Spain, led to but little improvement in this 
regpect, The intercourse between the Supreme 
Government at the capital of the Republic and its 
distant department was irregular and unfrequent. 
The authorities of Old Spain, as shown by the first 
instructions of the Viceroy Bucareli in 1773, re- 
specting the distribution of lands, and the regula- 
tions sanctioned by a royal order in 1781, estab- 


lished a system, the object. of which was to | 


promote. white settlements, and, through the in- 
stramentality of religious missionaries, to domes- 
ticate and civilize the Indians. To accomplish 
this. object, the power was delegated and exercised 
of granting small lots for cultivation and inhabite- 
tion, and this policy, with modifications, was 
continued and enlarged by the decrees of the 
Mexican Congress in 1824, and the regulations of 
1828 for colonizing the territories of the Republic. 

Yet the written histories of California show how 
slow.was the progress of population and settle- 
ment, and how limited was the development by 


the country; for we find that in the year 1831 the 
white population of Upper California did not ex- 
ceed 4,500 nd that of the Indians in the twenty- 
one missions 19,000; and the whole grain produc- 
tions of the country in that year was only 40,200 
fanegas,{ or skont 115,500 bushels. It appears, 
also, that there was no increase of population in 


1835, and that in 18421 it had increased to 7,000; į 


and in 1845 to -15,090, with 4,000 domesticated 
Indians; and that at the close of the year 1847, 
being about a year and a half after the American 


„flag was hoisted at Monterey, the number of in- | 


habitants, exclusive of the wandering tribes, was 
16,099 whites§ and 4,600 domesticated Indians. 


Forbes’s California, page 201. 

¥orbea’s California, page 260. 

Statistics in Bryaut’s California, page 445. 

See report of 17th July, 1848, of Mr. Buchanan, Secre- 
tary of State, (Ex. Doe. No. 70, ist sess. 30th Cong.,) in 
answer to a resolation of the Iouse of Representatives, in 


vote gf 


which his report as to the population of the country in 1845 || « ; x a ter i 
is based on the estimates of our late Consuls at Mazatlan |! - American flag was raised in Monterey, and the | 


and Monterey, and on a statement of Colonel Frémont, as 
to the population at the close of the year 1847, 


No higher sanction or: 


5 
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i 


«> We were admonished of this state of affairs just 


‘Guadalupe Hidalgo, for we find in the testimony 


and the- public domains;’’ that ‘in some cases 


| ‘islands on the coast were granted;’’ that ‘* many | 
i © of these were hastily made, without the usual le- i 


| grants. 


| refused its approbation ’’—in some cases it had 


how en i! ‘its boundaries, &c.; in others again, the petition, 
actual cultivation of the agricultural capacities of į 


|. © been-recorded in any book of records among the , 


| ‘Governors, previous to our taking possession of | 
| ‘this country, but which have failed to receive the 


how‘inconsiderable must ‘have been the area of | 
lands held for cultivation “in California under the 
laws of Spain and Mexico. . This class of titles is- 
beyond the reach of difficulty, because there is 
no interference with them, and. their validity will 
never be disputed. But there is a class of large 
claims, honest in their’ inception, generally of 
more recent-origin, which were conceded for pas- 
toral purposes or cattle ranges, and still another 
elass, wholly illegal, false and fraudulent in their | 
inception. 


before and after the’ ratification of the treaty of 


taken by the Military Committee of the Senate of | 
the United States, in February, 1848, (Sen. Rep. 
Com., No. 75, ist sess: 30th Cong.,) to whieh I 
have alluded on-a previous occasion, “it is stated | 
from.‘ eredible report,” that “the California 
authorities were granting and selling the missions į 


| 

1 
* these lands were so conveyed simply as grants, | 
‘in others as rewards for services rendered to the | 
© Government, and in others for amounts of money | 
‘that had been advanced or were paid to the Gov- | 
‘ernment;” that “in this way nearly all the mis- | 
‘sions south of San Luis Obispo, the mission of || 
€ San Raphael, in Sonoma, and some of the large | 


* gal forms,and wanted the usual legal formalities,” | 
and that these mission grants “‘ ought not to be | 
considered valid,” and that there were ‘¢in the ! 
public archives deeds and titles of some of the | 
lands which were so conveyed away by the gov- | 
ernment of the Territory.” About nine months | 
afier the ratification of the treaty was exchanged, | 
we find it stated in the official report, bearing date | 
March 1, 1849, of the Secretary of State for the | 
Territory, that “a large number of land titles in | 
California are very indefinite with respect to 
boundaries, the grants being for so many ‘sitios,’ 
t criaderos, &c., lying between certain hills, 
streams, &c.,as shown by rough sketches attached 
to petitions;” that *‘ these sketches frequently con- | 
tain double the amount of land included im the | 

And even now very few of these grants | 
have been surveyed or their boundaries definitely 
fixed,” that ** some of the land titles given by the 
Californian government contain conditions respect- | 
ing their sale, &c., which are not only onerous to | 
the holders, but contrary to the spirit of our laws;”” 
that these * onerous conditions should be removed | 
by act of Congress;”’ that ‘a number ofthe grants | 
of land made by the Governors of California have | 
never been confirmed by the Territorial Legisla- | 
ture; that “in some cases that body has positively í 


‘merely deciined to act until furnished with cer- | 
‘tain information respecting the amount asked for, | 


‘though before the Legislature, was not reached | 
‘ previous to its final adjournment in July, 1846; 
‘and it is probable that some of these titles through | 
‘carelessness were never submitted to that body 
‘for approval,” and it had ‘ been alleged by very 
‘ respectable authority, that certain titles to land | 


“were given by Governor Pico after the United il 


‘States had taken possession of the country, and || 
t made to bear date prior to the 7th of July, 1846; | 
that ** these grants have, ofcourse, never been con- | 
‘firmed by the Territorial Legislature, for that | 


‘body adjourned on the 8th of July, the day after | : 


‘our flag was raised at Monterey; nor have they | 
“government archives, although, it is said, they | 
* purport to be so recorded; that “4 in settling land | 
‘tides in this country, a broad distinction should | 
‘be made between titles of this kind, and those | 
‘ which were given in good faith by the California | 


| 
‘requisite confirmation for want of action on the | 
‘partof the Territorial Legislature,” (Ex. Doc. No. | 
17, Ist sess, 31st Cong., p. 122;) and (page 129) | 
‘that the mission lands and other property which | 
* have not been sold in accordance with the provis- ; 
‘ions of law, are still the property of the Govern- | 
«ment, and may be disposed of accordingly ;”’ that | 
s“ such was the legal condition of the missions of į 


‘California, when on the 7th of July, 1846, the | 


‘country taken formal possession of in the name of | 
‘the United States;”? that “soon after General | 


“ Kearny assumed the civil government in Califor- 
‘na, representations were made to him, from the 
‘ most respectable sources, that the grants and sales 
‘of mission property by Governor Pico, just as he 
‘was leaving the country, were without the anthor- 
‘ity of law, and that, though evidently made after 
“the 7th of July, 1846, they had been antedated 
‘in order to give them the semblance of legal- 
‘ity;”? that ** these titles were not recorded in the 
‘usual books of records:in the Government ar- 
‘chives; but purported to be recorded in some 
t other book, which as yet has never been found,” 
and that “speculators had bought up these doubt- 
ful titles, and now demanded to be put in posses- 
sion of their property.’” 

Yet, the ‘confidential agent” of this Govern- 
ment, sent out by the Government in July, 1849, 
reported in the face of all these facts, and of the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, defining what a ‘perfect grant” is, that 


‘| the land claims in California. were “ mostly per- 


fect titles!”’—as perfect a piete of imposture and 
deception as was ever attempted to be practised at 
the expense of Government, upon an enlightened 
people, and designed,as subsequent events have 


| shown, for ulterior and sinister purposes, result- 


ing in the establishment of an extensive scheme 
of land monopoly, sustained by a vigorous and 
numerous class of speculating adventurers, with 


| whom an issue is now to be made by the National 


Legislature for the protection of the dearest per- 
sonal rights of the people of California, and the 
best interests of the Federal Government. 

By the treaty of 1848 with Mexico, the abso- 
lute fee in the soil of California passed to the Uni- 
ted States, excepting such tracts as had been 
carved out as private property by specific and 
well-defined boundaries, and rested apon consum- 
mated or perfect titles. In the case of Wiggins, 
at the January term in 1840 of the Supreme Court 
of the United States, it is declared, in regard to 
this class of titles. to be “ the established doctrine 
of this court,” that they ‘‘are intrinsically 
valid,” and“ need no sanction from the legisla- 
tive or judicial departments of this country.” But 
what is the doctrine of that court in respect to 
grants unaided by an actual survey to sever them 


|| from the public domain, and as to their standing 
il in court in an action’ of ejectment ? 


In the case of the United States vs. King et æl., in 
1845, the validity of an instrument of writing in 
the nature of a grant for certain land from the 
Spanish Governor-general of Louisiana, came un- 
der investigation, and its validity as against the 
title of this Government to the same land, under 
the treaty ceding Louisiana to the United States, 
was discussed and considered. The Supreme 
Court, referring to the grant from the Governor- 
general of the province, held that it had not the 
“aid of any authentic survey to ascertain and fix 
the limits of the Jand, and to determine its loca- 
tion;’’ that “the instruments themselves contain 
no lines or boundaries, whereby any definite and 


| © specific parcel of land was severed from the pub- 


lic domain;”’ and declared that * it has been set- 
tled by repeated decisions in this court, and in 
cases, too, where the instruments contained clear 
words of grant, that if the description was vague 
and indefinite,” as in that case, ‘and there was 
no official survey to give it a certain location, 
it could create no right of property in any par- 
ticular parcel of land, which could be maintained 
in a court of justice.” At the same time the 
court referred to several decisions in which this 
doctrine had been advanced, and stated that, ‘* af- 
* ter such repeated decisions upon the subject, all 
‘ affirming the same doctrine, the question cannot 
‘be considered an open one in this court; that 
‘* the land claimed was not severed from the pub- 
‘lic domain by the Spanish authorities, and set 
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‘© apart as private property, and consequently it 


« passed to the United States by the treaty which 
< ceded to them all the public and unappropriated 


-§ Jands;’’ that “if these instruments were regarded 


as grants, and it” appeared that ‘the original 
‘claimant had originally selected this very dis- 
‘ trict as the place were the grant was intended to 
‘ be located; and emigrants introduced by him had 
‘been settled upon it in performance of the con- 
‘ ditions of his contract; and if it had been held 
‘that he had thereby acquired an equitable right 
‘to have the quantity of land mentioned in the 
« paper of 1797, laid off to him at this place, still 
‘jt would be no- defense against the United 
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€ States.” The court then referred to the cases 

of Chouteau vs. Echhart, and Hicky vs. Stewart, 

in regard to imperfect titles, and stated that “ these 

$ decisions stand upon the ground that such titles 

*are not confirmed by the treaty itself, so as to 

bring them within judicial cognizance and au- 

thority;”’ that it rests with the political depart- 

ment of the Government to determine how and 

by: what tribunals justice should be done to per- 

sons claiming such: rights;” that ‘if, therefore, - 
this controversy was ina court of equity, and no 

suspicion of fraud rested upon the claim, yet it 

could. not be supported against a grantee of the 

United States, because Congress has not con- 

firmed nor authorized any other tribunal to de- 

termine upon its validity,’ butthat the casethen | 
under consideration was “ in a court of law, the | 
petitory action. brought by the United States,” 
being ‘in the nature of an action of ejectment, in 
* which the decision must depend on the legal | 
“title, and that tille under the treaty of cession 
€ being in the United States, an equitable title, if 
< the defendant in error could show one, would be 
* no defense.” 

This, and other decisions bearing with equal 
force upon the same point, establish the doctrine 
beyond controversy, that in no case in which a 
claimant has not a complete legal title from the 
former. Government, can he sustain a claim ina | 
court of law to a specific parcel of land against 
the United States, or against any settler who may 
hold a title from this Government. Whatcontrol 
then does Congress have over the subject, and 
what, in the opinion of the court, are its obliga- 
tions and duties? ; 

In the case of Chouteau vs. Eckhart, the court 
held in regard to incomplete titles derived from 
the Spanish authorities to land in Upper Louisi- 
ana, that Congress ‘acted as the successor of the 
t general intendency, and had the same discretion 
< to confirm, and the sovereign power to perfectthe 
‘incipient right, or to reject it, that the Intendent 
«General had; each exercising sovereign power in 
‘regard to the claim, with fal authority to award, 
‘or to refuse a perfect title,’’—sanctioning and 
adapting at the same time the doctrine of the Mis- 
souri courts, which maintained that such inchoate 
claims ‘‘ were not changed in their character by 
‘the treaty by which Louisiana was acquired; 
* that the treaty imposed on this Government only 
*a political obligation to perfect them, that this 
* obligation, sacred as it may be, in any instance 
“cannot be enforced by any. action of the judicial 
‘tribunals, and that the legislation of Congress 
é from 1804 to the present time has proceeded 
“upon this construction of the treaty, as is mani- 
“fested by the modes adopted to investigate the 
“claims through boards of commissioners, and 
€ then acting on them by legislation.” 

In the case of Les Bois vs. Bramell, it is main- 
tained that “the granting power was in a great 
‘degree political, and altogether the exercise of 
‘royal authority, and of course subject to no su- 
* pervision but of the same high authority itself,” 
that “ by the treaty the United States assumed the 
‘same exclusive right to deal with the title in their 
t political and sovereign capacity, nor could the 
s courts of justice be permitted to interfere,” —that, 
«if they could, and by their decrees complete the 
‘title, all power over the subject might have 
€ been defeated, not by the courts of the Union 
‘only, but by the State courts also,’’—and, that 
"therefore the contemporary construction, and | 
< practical understanding of the treaty for forty 
€ years has been, that claims like the plaintiff’s had 
‘no standing in a court of justice until confirmed 
‘by Congress or its authority.” . 

But, in coming down to the recent decisions of 
that high tribunal, where enlightened reason has 
so clearly and conclusively expounded our obli- 
gations and duties respecting foreign and incom- 
pler titles, we find that in the case of Menard’s | 

eirs vs.. Massey, January term, 1850, the court | 
treats of a state of things analogous, and almost | 
i 
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identical with that now under consideration. It is | 
assumed by the court, and truly, ‘that by the | 
‘third article of the treaty by which Louisiana | 
£ was acquired,” (the samein terms with the ninth || 
article of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo,) | 
“Cand by the laws of nations, the inhabitants of i 
€ the ceded territory were entitled to be maintained |) 


“and protected in the free enjoyment of their | 


‘property. But in what property? To such.an | 
$ interest in it, if. land, as they had when the coun- 


| etry chauged owners; and that interest being of a 


‘ character requiring royal sanction before the Span- 
‘ish Government would recognize it as divesting 
‘ the public title, our Government, as the successor 
“of Spain to the public lands, gave the same con- 
* struction. and effect to concessions and orders of 
“survey, holding that the title of the King’s do- 
“main passed by treaty to the United States, not- 


| ‘withstanding: the existence of such-concessions. 


t Yet, to the full extent of any equity.inthe claim- 
* ants, the Government adopted means to satisfy the 
‘claims; and as the sovereign power could not be 
sued as legal owner, boards of commissioners 
‘t were created, with liberal powers, to investigate 
‘every description of claims, and report on them 
t to Congress, for the sanction of sovereign author- 
‘ity; and by this means many claims were con- 
* firmed, the legal title added, and incipient conces- 
“sions completed into perfect and conclusive titles 
‘againsttheGovernment. Then, again, Congress 
t provided that special courts should be organized, 
“in which the Government might be sued, in a pre- 
< seribed form, and decrees be made for or against 
t claimants; but nosuit could be maintained in an or- 
í dinary action of ejectment, or for title of any kind, 
* on a concession and an order.of survey, for want 
t of legal title to sustain it.” That‘ such claimants 
“were not regarded as owners of land until the real 
‘title was delivered completed’—in the language of 
‘the Spanish regulation No. 18. Had the courts 
‘of justice been allowed to hold otherwise, and to 
‘interfere in the matter, and to decree titles to 
‘claimants in equity, or to enforce their claims at 
‘law, and oust the United States indirectly by 
‘suing persons found on the land, little or no occa- 
‘sion would have existed for boards or special 
‘ courts, to adjudge respecting the validity of claims; 
‘as the ordinary tribunals could bave settled all 
‘controversies under State laws, declaring such 
‘claims cognizable in the State courts. It was 
* therefore manifest that claims resting on the in- 
‘cipient steps must depend for their sanction and 
‘completion upon the sovereign power; and to this 
‘course claimants had no just cause to object, as 
‘their condition was the same under the Spanish 
t Government.” That ‘no standing, therefore, in | 
“anordinary judicial tribunal has ever been allowed 
* to these claims until Congress has confirmed them 
“and vested the legal title in the claimant. Such, 
‘undoubtedly, is the doctrine assumed by our legis- 
‘lation. To go no further, the act of May 26, 
©1824, allowing claimants a right to present their 
‘claims in a court of justice, pronounces on their 
t true character.” 

Then, in the case of the United States vs. Rey- 
nas, January term, 1850, we have a clear exposi- 
tion as to the class of titles which Congress au- 
thorized the courts to adjudicate under the acts of 
26th May, 1824, and L7th June, 1844, conferring 
power on the courts in several States of the Union 
to examine and confirm titles derived from the 
Governments that preceded the United States in 
sovereignty. In that case, it was insisted that the 
petitioner, holding the evidences of a perfect title 
from the Spanish authorities, was permitted to 
show that he fell within the class of persons whose 
rights are protected both by the treaty of 1800, 
at St. Hdefonso, ceding the province to France, 
and by the treaty of 1803, ceding it to the United 
States; and who are specially referred to in the 
act of 26th May, 1824, delegating power to the 
judicial tribunals to confirm claims. 

To this the Supreme Court responds, that: “ In 
‘ answer to this pretension of right under the act of | 
< 1824, it might perhaps be sufficient to observe, | 
‘that if this right be asserted in virtue of a perfect 
‘Spanish title, it would seem to be comprised 
© neither within the mischief nor the remedy con- 
“templated by the statute. The mischiefintended | 
‘to be provided for by the act of 1524, was the | 
‘inchoate or incomplete condition of titles having 
‘a fair, just, and legal inception under either the į 
* French or Spanish governments of Louisiana; but 
‘ which, by reason of the abdication or superseding 
‘ of thosegovernments, and by that cause only, had 
“not been completed. The remedy was the per- 
‘mission to bring such titles before the courts of the 
© United States, and thereto render them complete, 
t and to establish them by proof of the legality and 
‘justice of their origin and character.. Such, then, 
‘being the mischief declared, and such the remedy 
< provided by the statute, it is dificult to perceive 


‘the reason or authority for bringing before the 
< courts, merely for supervision, titles alleged to be | 


j< already perfected-under the; unquestionable and 


‘competent authority of either Spain or France. 
‘ With regard to titles so derived and so consum- 
‘mated, there is no provision made by the statute. 
‘None could be requisite; and there could, with 
‘ reference to such. titles, be nothing for the courts 


| *toact upon—nothing which it. was competent for 


* them to consider.” And in thease of the United” 
States: vs. Power’s-heirs,. (11th Howdrd’s Reports, 
page 580; December term, 1850,) it is held by-the 
Supreme:Court, in reference to.the:claim to Sme 
IsLanp, that if it “bhad found this to be a legal 
‘and perfect title, then the rule laid down; in:the 
‘case of Reynas, at the last term, would apply, 
‘and compel it to dismiss the petition for‘want of 
‘jurisdiction, because the act of 1824.did net. con- 
‘fer power on the district courts to decide on 
‘perfect grants.” TE : g 

We have herea full judicial exposition of the 
scape and intent of the act of Congress of the 26th 
of May, 1824, for the adjustment by the courts of 
claims to lands founded on: foreign titles in Mis- 
souri and Arkansas, as extended to Florida by the 
act of May 23, 1828, having been revived for Mis- 
souri and Arkansas by the act of June 17, 1844, 
and extended to embrace similar titles in the States 
of Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama. . These and 
other decisions of the same‘tribunal establish. the 
fact beyond controversy that the laws of Congress 
for the investigation and confirmation of titles from 
France, Spain, and Great. Britain do ‘not confer 
jurisdiction on the courts to take cognizance of, 
or act upon, any ‘perfect tille,” because such 
titles are already adjusted, being perfectly pro- 
tected by the treaty itself—that their jurisdiction 
is only extended to inchoate titles or incomplete 
concessions, and that the Congress of the United 
States, as the successor of the authorities of the 
former Governments, have a right to act with 
these titles as they deem just and proper, either 
by confirming them in whole or in part, accord- 
ing to the extent of their equity; and carrying that 
equity. into a complete legal. title, or where they 
are destitute of merit rejecting them altogether, and 
disposing of the land covered by them as portions 
of the public domain. 

These are the principles which have been laid 
down, recognized, and promulgated by the highest 
judicial tribunal known ‘to our Constitution and 


‘Jaws, and were before Congress, and the people of 


California, and the whole American Union, before 
and at the passage of the act of March 3, 1851, to 
“ ascertain and-settle the. private land claims in 
California.” That is one of a series of measures 
which I advocated with whatever zeal and ability 
J could command, with the great object in view of 
ascertaining and separating by survey every hon- 
est Spanish or Mexican claim in California from 
the public domain; so that we might deal with the 
former according to the principles of equity and 
good conscience; and with the latter by granting 
donations to meet the wants of our people. Now, 
what are the rules prescribed by that act for the 
guidance of the commissioners and the courts in 
their decisions? Jt orders them by its 11th section 
to be governed by the * treaty of Guadalupe Hi- 
‘dalgo; by the Jaw of nations—the laws, usages, 
‘and customs of.the Government:from which the 
‘claim is derived; the principles of equity, and the 
‘decisions of the Supreme Court. of the United 
‘States, so far as they are applicable.” Let us 
inquire what the operations under this law must 
necessarily be upou all and “ any town-lot, farm- 
‘Jot, or pasture-lot, held under a grant from any 
‘corporation or town to which lands may have 
‘been granted for the establishment ofa town by 
‘the Spanish or Mexican Government, or the 
‘lawful authorities thereof,” of “to any city, 
‘or town, or village-lot, which city, town, or 
‘village existed on the ‘7th day of July, 1846.” 
We find by the fourteenth section it shields every 
title of this class, and provides for its confirmation 
in the simplest and easiest manner possible, by 
ordering that the mere fact of the existence of 


| said town or villageon the 7th July, 1846, “ being 


‘duly proved, shall be prima facie evidence of a 
‘grant to sach. corporation, or to the individual 
“under whom the said lot-holders claim.” The 
production. of. proof, then, on the single: point 
mentioned, will operate to produce an absolute 
confirmation of every “town-lot, farm-lot, or 
pasture-lot’’ of that class in California; and the 
decisions of the Land Board in that case, under 
any right or just administration of the law, will 


be treated as-final by the proper law authorities of 
dur Government, who will have no reason or mo- 
tive for prosecuting an appeal from them before 
the courts. This provision of the Jaw will, it is 
helieved; cover and confirm all titles to solares or 
huilding-lots, and the ‘suertes or agricultural lots, 
held under the Spanish regulations of 1773, 2781, 
“and 1791. The other provisions of that act. will 
‘extend equal security-to every settled four hun- 
alved vara lot, being of about twenty-seven and 
three quarter acres; and those of less extent, held 
under’ the regulations of Governor Figueron, in 
3834, for secularizing the missions, the fifth arti- 
cle of which allowed “ to every individual head 
Sof a family, and al those above twenty-one 
‘years, although they have no family, a lot of 
* land, whether irrigable or otherwise, of not ex- 
‘ceeding four hundred varas square,” nor less 
than one hundred out of the common lands of the 
missions. All equitable claims of greater or less 
extent, that may have had their origin under the 
decrees of the Mexican Congress, in 1824, and 
the regulations of 1828, for colonizing the territo- 
ries of the Republic, or which may have other- 
wise lawfully originated under the authority of 
Spain or Mexico, where the boundaries of the sarne 
have been fixed and established, and where they have 
been reduced into full possession according to those 
boundaries, and that possession kept up by the 
claimant, or those lawfully holding under him, 
will be fully protected and secured under this law 
in every acre of his claim. 

By a right administration, then, of the act of 
3d March, 1851, every title or claim of the classes 
mentioned will be confirmed, surveyed, forever 
separated from the public lands, and included ina 
patent, carrying a full legal title from the Govern- 
ment of the United States to whom the fee had 
passed in virtue of the treaty of cession. Should 
there be a failure of the board, or of the courts, to 
recognize or confirm any meritorious or equitable 
claim, because of the failure of the owners to give 
seasonable attention, or from causes not control- 
lable, I shall feel bound, so long as I hold a place 
in the public councils, to seek the interposition of 
Congress to give efficacy to any such claim by 
special legislative enactment. 

From the report already referred to, dated 
March 1st, 1849, of the Secretary of State of Cal- 
ifornia, it is shown, from thedocuments and laws 
to which he had referred, (Hix. Doc. 17, Ist sess. 
3lst Cong., House of Reps., page 128,) “ that the 
“lands granted to Indians were merely for the use 
‘of themselves and their descendants; that they 
‘could in no way dispose of them, but, when 
‘abandoned, they reverted to Government.” 

I will again call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact, which I have already mentioned, that the 
white population of Upper California, in the year 
1831, including the inhabitants in the free towns 
of Los Angelos, San José, and Branceforte, and 
in the several missions under the Presidios of San 
Francisco, Monterey, Santa Barbara, and San 
Diego, did not exceed 4,500* white persons, (and 
it was the ‘same in 1835,) and that the aggregate 
grain produced for the same year was about 
115,500 bushels; and it will appear that, if the 
Governors of Spain and Mexico, instead of giving 
only the heads of families an agricultural lot, or a 
suerte, had given to every white inhabitant—man, 
woman, and child—a lot 400 varas square, 
or about 27% acres, the quantity of land thus dis- 
tributed for agricultural purposes would not exceed 
135,006 acres, : 

- Taking the population of 1842 at 7,000}:whites, 
and supposing a like grant to each, the whole area 
would be less than 200,000 acres; ‘and if we take, 
exclusive of Indians, the whole population of Cal- 


ifornia at the end of the year 1847, to wit: 12,000 |; 


native, white, and mixed bloods, and 4,000 Amer- 
icans, English, and Freneh, and give each one a 
lot of that extent, the whole quantity of land con- 
ceded would have been about 444,000 acres. 

As I have already shown the equitable title to 
every town-lot, farm-lot, or pasture-lot, every four 
hundred vara lot, and all other tracts of greater or 
Jess area which are fixed in boundaries and held 
in fall possession, and which have originated un- 
der the laws, decrees; or regulations of Spain or 
Mexico, will be fully protected and secured by 
the act of 38d March, 1851. 


* Forbes’s California, pp. 201, 202, 259, 260, and Bryant’s 
California, pp. 445 and 446. ` 
f Rryanvs Califordia, page 445. 


But there is another class of titles wholly differ- 


| for tracts of as high as eleven leagues, or 48,708 
acres each, and ‘others of less extent. 
«c sitios de ganado mayor,” which literally means 
“a`place for large cattle,” are used also’ for desig- 
nating asijusre league; and thisclass of claims [ will 
now consider. They are the same I have already 
alluded to as being particularly treated of in the 


17, House of Representatives, ist sess. 31st Con- 


iv California, which ‘tare very indefinite with 
respect to boundaries, the grants being for so 


&c., as shown by rough sketches attached to the 
petitions,” these *‘ sketches frequently’ contain- 
in 

aris,” of which grants ‘‘even now’’ very few 
have. been ‘surveyed, or their boundaries defini- 
tively fixed. 
from 2,200 to upwards of 48,700 acres, even if 
| confined to the precise quantities of land specified 
in the grants; but where doubled in quantity in 


ji the rough sketches, as stated in the official report 


alluded to, would give the largest of this class 
something less than 100,000 acres each. 

‘There are one hundred and sixty odd claims of 
this class, out of a little over two hundred, that 
have been brought before the Board of Land Com- 
missioners, which, in the aggregate, call-for more 
than three millions of acres, and if the estimate of 
the law agent be correct, that there are from fifteen 
hundred to two thousand claims, and the residue 
should bear anything like the same ratio, we shall 


acres of our most valuable agricultural lands cov- 
ered by these cattle-range concessions, and that 
too for a white population, at the charge of Gov- 
ernment, of sixteen thousand souls, including 
about four thousand American, English, and 
French, who came there. about the period of the 
revolutionary movement. So here we have anac- 
tual native white population in California at the 
change of Government of about twelve thousand 
persons, equal to—say two thousand heads of 


| the grantees from Mexico of millions upon mil- 
! lions of acres of land, the:choicest, finest, richest 
in the world, both agricultural and. mineral—and 
with the official statements I have read to the Sen- 
ate impeaching these claims, we are required to 
regard them as ** perfect,” and exclude from set- 
tlement on the lands thus claimed the half million 


brave, and enterprising people in the world, who 
have shaken off the politicaland social lethargy of 
ages from this land, and are now busily engaged 
by their industry to make its deserts blossom as 
the rose, and laying broad and deep the founda- 
tions of republican institutions on the ‘shores o 
the Pacific. 

Is there any man now prepared to face the Sen- 


the enlightened people of California, and with th 
record before him of the colonizing policy of bot! 
Spain and Mexico, and their practice of limiting 
the setllement tracts to small quantities—showing 
the terms and conditions of their pastoral conces- 
sions—and maintain that these incomplete. cattle- 
range concessions should be held in absolute right 
of property, and that a population of but little 
overa fifth of the inhabitants of the present city of 
San Francisco, should be the lords in absolute fee 
of the greater portion of the richest soil in Cali- 
| fornia, capable of maintaining millions of people. 
Is there any one with the facts spread out before 
him so blinded by gambling, reckless, dishonest 
speculation, who is willing to dare publie intelli- 
gence, confess either his idiocy or corruption and 
depravity, by maintaining that there is anything 
in the colonizing policy of the Government that 
have passed away which would justify such as- 
ee anes sanction such a state of things as 
this? f 

The voice of the country, through its councils, 
will respond that American valor contended, and 
American blood was shed for no such bootless 
prize as this, but for a princely national domain, 
destined as the future home of millions of our 
_enuntrymen. The policy of Congress is now 
: fixed and established by general and special legis- 


\-ent from these, being Mexican grants or concessions , 


‘These | 


official report, dated ist of March, 1849, of the | 
Secretary of State of California, (Ex. Doc. No. | 
gress, page 128,) as ‘ta latge number of land titles | 


many ‘‘sitios,”” “ eriaderos,”’ (place for breeding | 
eattle,) &c., ** lying between certain hills, streams, | 


“ double the amount of land included in the | 


These are the tracts ranging in size | 


have from twenty-five to thirty-five millions of || 


families—whom we are called upon to regard as | 


of hardy enterprising settlers, the most energetic, j! 


| ate of the United States, and to stand up before || 


lation, and the duties and obligations of our Gov- 
ernment, under treaties by which we acquired the 
former provinces of Louisiana and Florida, are 
written out too distinctly upon the statute-books 
to be mistaken; and those duties, as shown in the 
enactments of Congress, have ‘been sanctioned, 
expounded, and enforced by the courts of thè 
Union as the lawful ordinances of the politica} 
power. And what do they command our Gov- 
ernment to do, as the successor of Spain. and 
Mexico, in relation to claims of this class? They 
command that ‘such incomplete concessions for 
immense bodies of land, shall be examined, and 
that they shall be confirmed if found meritorious, 
j and where the tribunals shall be satisfied that they 
would have been completed by the Governments 
that preceded. us, but not to the prejudice of the 
li rights of others, for that is the condition and the 
‘| great principle which pervaded the policy of Spain 
| since the foundation of the Spanish land system 
in the Americas, and which was continued by 
|| Mexico—that is the principle of reason and jus- 
i} tice, and has been deliberately recognized in the 
ii general acts of Congress, already enumerated, of 
i| the 26th May, 1824, (11th section,) for the adju- 
|| dication of claims by the courts; as extended by 
| the act of 23d May, 1828, and 17th June, 1844, 
‘| in the second section of the act of 4th July, 1836, 
|| the last acting directly upon the reports of com- 
missioners, and confirming claims subject to sales 
by this Government, and certain locations within 
heir limits. This is the principle recognized in 
ther special legislative acts, and finally in the 
fteenth section of the act of 3d March, 1851, for 


io 
| fi 
the adjustment of land claims in California, which 


| provides that the decrees, &c., under it “shalt 
i| not affect the interests of third persons.’? 


i 
i 
| 
i 
| 
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Now, what are the “interests of third per- 
i! sons,” existing when this law passed, which this 
i! Government is bound to protect? Among others, 
i| they are those interests which have grown up by 
| reason of the actual settlements of hardy, indus- 
| trious emigrants, who occupied small lots of land 
for which the legal title has passed to the United 
| States by virtue of the treaty, but which are now 
i claimed by incomplete concessions for immense 
| quantities of land, with loose and indefinite limits 
—concessions which Spain or Mexico could have 
rejected at any time; and which this Government, 
as their successor, could reject, but which, to the 
fullest extent of their equity, should be confirmed, 
yet subject to the superior equity of the settler, 
ii whose labor and industry has given a thousand- 
i} fold additional value to the unoccupied and uncul- 
; tivated agricultural lands in California, the most 
|! of which is covered by these concessions, 

The bill I have already presented, and whichis 
:! now before the Senate, as a supplement to the act 
ji of 3d March, 1851, for the adjustment of Cali- 
li fornia titles, is designed for the protection of the 
| actnal settlers in the little spot of earth they have 
| made the home of themselves and families, made 
valuable by the labor of their hands, and upon 
which they have earned a subsistence by the 
sweat of their brow. Yet, desiring to deal with 
the owners, original or present, of these grants iñ 
a spirit of justice and liberality, I propose that 
provision be made for an equivalent in publie land 
elsewhere in cases where their equities justify a 
| confirmation. 

i; “Phe equivalent which this bill provides is in ac- 
| cordance with the general precedents of legislation, 
by requiring it to be taken on lands subject to 


i 
f 
i 
{ 


selections can be made. 

Let this measure be adopted, and under an en- 
ergetic administration of the act of 3d March, 1851, 
and of the proposed supplement, our land claims 
will be speedily settled and quieted, and the whole 
energies of our people will have full play when re- 
leased from the incubus which now hangs over 
our titles. The settler will get his home in virtue 
of a confirmation from the Board, and patent from 
| the Government, instead of being pillaged and 
i driven from it by the remorseless speculator. ‘The 
‘| land claimant himself will find that this measure 
jj will remove difficulties otherwise insuperable to 
i} him, because, by dealing in tenderness and justice 
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the recognition and confirmation. of foreign titles 
where the rights of private individuals are not pre- 
judiced. But'let the injustice and cupidity of the 
monopolist spectator, under pretext of law and 
of right, but:in ‘violation of both, attempt to seize 
upon the fruit of the honest labor of others and 
appropriate it to’ himself, let him seek to expel and 
drive off the settler from his cabin and take away 
his home, and then he will find the giant awakened- 
in his strength—the giant of enlightened public 
opinion—which will deal with him according to 
his deserts. Then he will encounter the resist- 
ance, in every form, of those men who, smarting 
under a sense of the injuries they have sustained, 
will demand of the tribunals a. rigid discharge of 
duty in the investigation of such titles: when in. 
prejudice of their rights, and it will take no prophet 
to predict their doom in the fate of the enormous 
grants of Bastrop and others, which, having been 
suspended over the country for half a century, 


retarding and repelling settlement, at last have į! 


fallen under the decrees of justice, as rightfully 
administered by the Supreme Court of the United 
States, and by recent acts of Congress, the lands 
covered by them-in Louisiana and other States 
are at last laid open to sale and settlement. 

One of the resolutions adopted by acclamation 


by the late Whig Convention in California, de- |; 


nounced this bill as an attempt to rob the citizens 
of California of their property. The anthor of 
that resolution is the nominee of the Whig party 
for Congress; and thus by adopting the resolution 
and nominating its author, the party are responsi- | 
ble for his opinions. This cry of “ robbery” is 
raised against an effort on my part to prevent 
speculators from laying hold, under fraudulent or 
imperfect titles, with ill-defined, vagrant, or float- 
ing limits, of the land made valuable by the indus- 
try of the unwary and industrious settlers, to | 


drive them from their homes. and despoil them of į; 


their property. The “robbery” consists in the 
recognition of the rights of honest settlers to the 
small spot of ground inhabited and cultivated by 


unscrupulous speculators who are seeking to swell 
their ill-gotten and bloated fortunes by the sacri- 
fice of honest pte he Such denunciations, like 
a spent ball, fall harmless at my feet. The authors 
and instigators. of these attacks are known to, and 
will be appreciated by my constituents. Of them, 
personally , I have nothing to say. Of their acts 
and opinions, I speak boldly and fearlessly, and 
shall not fail, on all proper occasions, to expose | 
their efforts to rob the settlers and extort from 
them the rewards of their labor. Their personal at- | 
tacks will not deter me from holding them up to the 
detestation of the people.of California and of this 
Union, that they may be pointed at with the finger 
of scorn, and that the public reproach may follow 
them for their nefarious plots against the rights of 
the settlers in my State. But Í do not hold the 
great mass of the Whig party responsible for this 
act of the convention, but fully acquit them of any 
participation: in the denunciation of a measure to 
protect interests common to and inseparable from 
the great body of our people. . Let us test the 
doctrine of this Whig candidate for Congress, as 
to the rights.of property of the claimants under 
incomplete Mexican titles, (and my bill interferes 
with no other class,) and see its bearing on the 
future prosperity of the State. Let it be tested 
byasingleexample. There is a spat in California 
known as the Suisun valley, than which nothin 

in the wide domain of nature is more beautiful. It 
possesses. a climate unsurpassed in salubrity, as 
genial as any. on the shores of the Mediterranean, 
and almost rivaling the spot in the land of flowers 
which the ancient cavaliers sought as a region of 
perpetual youth. Its-soil is of boundless fertility, 
and its scenery as magnificent as the Alps. It-is 
no fancy sketch to say, that. its spring and sum- 
mer succeed each other to.the exclusion of the | 
rigors of winter, and that nature here holds out | 
everything in exuberant abundance that can con- | 
tribute to the comforts of man. In this valley, I 
learn by late advices from home, that near ten 
thousand acres: are in cultivation, and will likely 
yield more than half a million of bushels of grain; 
fourfold the quantity of the-annual grain. product, i 
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las I have before shown, of the whote of Upper 
i California under the Mexican Government. This 
lis the :result of. the labor of some three hundred 
emigrant’ settlers who: traveled there, thousands 
of miles through forests; over plains, mountains, : 
precipices, and rivers,-and here they have settled: 
and located and built cabins, and: spread’ around» 
them the comforts of home and of civilization. 

And how is this scene of happiness’ to be dis 
solved? Thetitle of this Government to this soil, 
and theirs under it, is denied, and the power of the 
United States. which they uphold and. strengthen 
on the distant shares of the Pacific, is invoked. to 
crush and destroy them. And this is the doctrine 
: which the Whig candidate for Congress sanctions 
and sustains. Ifthe title under the Mexican grant 
to Suisun valley is complete, my bill does not and 
cannot interfere with it, A 
ions of the Supreme Court I have just read, it can- 
not. be examined before thé board of commission- | 
ers which was established: to complete titles, not 
to waste time in perfecting what was already per- 
fect. If the title is perfect, it is fortunate for these 
industrious settlers that the owner of this claim is 
a gentleman of. liberal views and generous im- 
pulses, one able and willing to make them recom- 
pense for the value their labor has given to: his 
land. 

It is against the doctrine, that incomplete claims’ 
conveys perfect title to property, that I contend, 
and ever will contend. And with such an ex- 
ample before him, who is so lost to every sense of 
justice as to defend such a policy? Who is there 
with mercenary rancor enough to pursue such set- 
tlers, and denounce and stigmatize them in oppro- 
brium as “ squatters?’’—a class of men whose 
triumphs are everywhere written upon the face of 
this continent—the men, bold and: adventurous, 
who fled from the tyranny of the Old World, and | 
at Jamestown, Virginia, the Plymouth rock of 
Massachusetts, and St. Mary’s,in Maryland, laid 
the foundations of the settlements which have 
spread over the broad bosom of this mighty Re- 
public from the Atlantic to the Pacific, from the 
icy regions of the north to the tropics, before 


hands cities have arisen, with whom the arts and 
sciences are in their highest development, b 
whom tyranny in every form, political, social, 
and religious, has been overthrown, the dignity, 
glory, and independence of man has been asserted 
and maintained, and the American Republic ad- 
vanced to the front rank of the nations of the 
earth! This is the class of men whose interest I 
am proud to advocate; to whose cause every fac- 
ulty I possess shall be devoted, and for the pro- 
tection of a small portion of whom I invoke the 
sanction of the Senate to the measure | have pre- 
sented, 

Mr. WELLER. As my colleague [Mr. Gwin] | 
has given notice that he does not intend to press 
the consideration of this bill to-day, L will content : 
myself on this occasion by saying that I regret 
very much that Iam uot able to bring my mind 
to the conclusion that this bill is calculated. to ad- 
vance the real interests of the people of California. 
I cannot get rid of the opinion that.the first section 


| Hidalgo. I cannot divest my mind, I say, of that 
impression, because, if these claims which may be 


they should be confirmed. In the decision of that | 
question—the question of the validity of the 
claims—the board must be governed by the rules: 
laid down by the act of Congress passed: on the 3d 
Mareh, 1851. This requires that the board shall 
be governed by ihe treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
| by the law of nations, together with the usages 


: and customs formerly existing under the Spanish 
and Mexican Governments, and by the principles 
of justice'and equity. I-can readily imagine that 
aclaim may be presented to the board of com- 
missioners, which is incomplete, in: which the 
grantee may not have performed all’ the require- | 
ments of the Spanish and Mexican laws; but that i 
person may have a just and equitabte title through: 
the occupation, improvement, and enjoyment of 
that which is covered by the original grant. I be- 
lieve that after a grant has been made to any per- | 
son—no matter what may be the extent of that | 
grant—ifhe has. taken possession in good faith, | 
and enjoyed, improved, and occupied it, thus sub- 
stantially complying with. the terms of the:grant, 
he‘is-entitled:to have it confirmed. The Govern- | 


i 


whom forests have disappeared, under whose |; 


of the bill conflicts with the treaty of Guadalupe |. 


| 


| tice and honesty would: have required from’ the- 
| Mexican Government. Ifthat Government, j 


it 


: grantee, then our Government is bound 
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i 
i 
i 
if 
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| 


| livetihood for his children, you would raise a mili 


ment of the United States ‘shuld what jas- 


the usages and customs which prev: 
have béen. required to secure the" “tothe” 
tes rect. 
it. The: extent of thë grant’ cannot’ affect the 
question: ni Ae er a ah k 

F need not say that E believe it would be man 


i festly unwise for the: Government of the United’ 


States to make large grants of the public domain 
tó individuals. I anentirely“opposed to that pol- 
icy, and the records of: the past will shoi; sò fat ’ 
as I have been connected with public affairs, that 
no one has been more favorable to those méasures 


i, which would tend to the benefit of the actual set 
i tler than I have. 
According to the decis+ || 


My opinions were ‘fully ex- 
p¥essed more thaw eleven years ago, on that sub= 
ject, in the FLouse of Representatives, of which T 
was ther a member, 

The following isan extract from aspeech made 


: bý méin the House of Representatives, February 


3, 1841, (Congressional Appendix, vol. 9, page 


‘cc 'There is another subject introduced by the gentlemar 


| from Tennessee, [Mr. BELL} to which T beg leave tò refer. 


Lallude. to the ‘prospective préemption law, which Ere- 


| janice to learn was passed by the Democratie party. in, the 


Senate on yesterday, and is now in this. House for its ac- 
tion. It has-been denounced:here asia ‘humbug, designed 
to catch votes,’ and gentlemen have volunteered the asser- 
tion that. we.did not desire: its passage., Now, sir, what is 
this bill? Itis simply a proposition to give the settler upon 
the public lands the right of prééinption, and differs only 
from: thé law heretofore passed in the’ fact that it is pro- 
spective in its operation. It docs not propose to give the 
public domain to the settler, but to allow him. to take that 
portion on which he has settled aud built alog-eabin at the 
Government price, within a limited period.” [tis a measure 
for the benefit of the poor man—for the humble tenants of 
the log cabins; for those who may be driven by. poverty 
from the older States, and who may go with no bank-bills 
vethaps in their pockets, but with strong arms. and honest 
vearts to hunt tor themselves and their families a Nome in 
the fur West. Sir, if this was a measure for thé advance- 
ment of the pecuniary interest of speculators or bankers, it 
would not meet with the opposition it does from Whig gen- 
temen. Although loud in their professions of attachment 
to the poor man when office is to’ be obtained, in their legis- 
lation little regard is paid fo their interests. Gentlemen 
have denounced these settlers as ‘ lawless. squatters,’ and 
“land pirates,’ and told us that the United States marshal 
ought to be sent with a military force to dispossess them. 


| Sir, if a banker (as is the case every day) swindles the 
| community out of millions, the act goes unwhipped of jus- 


tice ; but if a poor man settles down upon the public land, 
and endeavors by his industry and frugality. to procure a 
itary force 


to'turn him off and deprive him of ‘the little imp vement’ 
he had made. This may be Whig. policy, and Whig’ jus-: 
tice; but į venture the assertion, the American people are 
not prepared for such doctrine. In the estimation of these 
Whig orators, to cut down afew trees in a dense and almost 
unbroken forest bétonging to the Government, for the pur- 
pose of. cultivating a few acres of corn, is a most heinous 


‘ offense; whilst they suffer the bankers to violate the laws, 


‘ make sport of their legislation, acquire wealth by their vil- 


| enlists all the sympaihies of my. nature. 


lainies, and ride in proud triumph over the ruin and desola- 
tion of the laboring main. Sir, there isa point beyond which 
forbearance ceases to be a virtues and the time will come 
when this great money power, which is eating.out the sub- 


:! stance of the people, must be checked by legislation, or the 


land will be deluged in blood. The day of retribution is at 
hand, and wo be to that legislator’ who seeks to aggrandize 
he few by the oppression of the many. 

“The preémption billis a favorite measure with me, and. 
It affords me the 
nidst sincere pleasure todo all in my ‘power to advance the 
interests of the hardy. and enterprising emigrant, who, aban- 
doning the home of his ‘fathers, the worn-out, worm-eaten 


i land of his nativity, has taken up his abode in the rich val- 
s algae hi i leys of the far West. Sir, f would ratherbe recognized as 
presented before the land commissioners are valid, |: 


te champton of such men than hold the highest office 
within the giftof my comtry. Let these men have the en- 
couragement of the Government—the promise that withina 
limited period they shall be permitted, at.the present price, 
to purchase the land on which they reside; and with indus- 


| try and enterprise, the rude cabin will soon give way to the 


comfortable dwelling, and the ‘wilderness be made to 
bioom and blossom as the rose.’ By the passage of this act, 
many in the old States of this Union, who now feel from 
day to day the cutting lash of penury and want, and who 
have families growing up:around them without the ability 
to supply them with even the necessaries of life, would 
emigrate to. the West, settle down on your lands, and soon 
surround themselves with all the comforts of life. In this 
way you would not only contribute to their happiness, but 
in making them the ‘owners of the soil, increase and 
strengthen their attachment to the Union, and thus lay the: 
foundation tor the permanent prosperty of the country broad 
and deep in the affections of the people. E would much 
rather, for my own part, makea gift of the public domaitt 
to actual bona fide settlers who would improve the coun- 
ty, than to see it falling at the Government price into the 
hands of speculators.”* 


But that policy which would be unwise and im- 
politic in the present condition of: the affairs of 
this Government might have been both wise and 

olitic in California when under the-dominion of 
pain: It was a very difficult thing to’ settle that 
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country at that time, as well as when under the 
Government of Mexico; and it might be necessary: 
to the cultivation of these lands that large.grants 
should. be made, for they were almost worthless, 
and used chiefly for pastoral or-grazing purposes.. 
Such a policy, however necessary or proper then, 
would, beyond. all question, be unwise. and: im- 
politic now. The wants and necessities. of our 
people demand an entirely:different policy, as we 
are desirous to have as many landholders as pos- 
sible. . : 

By the terms of the treaty of peace, we. agreed . 
ta see that. the people were protected in the enjoy-. 
ment of all.their just rights. We have undertaken, 
by the terms of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, 
to.say that the people in California shall be pro- 
tected in the free enjoyment. of their legal and 
equitable rights;. that. the title of their property 
shall not. be disturbed; in other words, that prop- 
erty which they fairly and justly held under 
Mexico, should be respected by us. 

The first provision of the bill which my col- 
league has submitted, is, that although the title 
may be confirmed, if there be a defect or any 
informality in that title, although the board of 
commissioners ‘may have decided in favor of it, 
upon the pee of equity, yet if the settler 
has occupied and improved eighty acres, he shall 
hold it; and the grantee shall have a floating 
title given him to eighty acres elsewhere. I think 
this would violate the spirit, if not the letter of 
that treaty which we made with Mexico. Now, 
I think if these grants are confirmed, the grantee 
is entitled to the possession of the particular land 
which is covered by that title. There may be 
reasons why the original grant would be desired; 
for we all know that we attach oftentimes a ficti- 
tioas value to property because of its location, its 
natural position, or simply because it suits us. If 
these grants have been made in good faith by the 
proper authority, and have been occupied and en- 
joyed by the proprietor, although he may not have 
complied with all the technical provisions of the 
law, I hold that it is the duty of the Government 
to protect him in his right to the particular land 
which is covered by his title. i 

There is the point in regard to which my col- 

league and myself differ. There may be, and 
probably there are, fraudulent grants in that coun- 
try. There are many grants, | know, in Califor- 
nia, the boundaries of which are indefinite, unde- 
fined, and uncertain; and wherever a discretion is 
left to be exercised in adjusting the boundaries, I 
would have that discretion so exercised as to bring 
down the grants to the very smallest portion, act- 
ing upon the principle that it is against the public 
policy that land should be held in large tracts, 
But if the title be agood one, you are under the 
highest of all obligations of a political character, 
the plighted faith of the Government, to confirm 
it. If it be fraudulent, or tinetured with fraud, 
unjust, or of.a doubtful character, it should be re- 
jected. A Government, no more than an indi- 
vidual, can maintain its character for-integrity by 
ne advantage of a mere technical defect in a 
title. 

There are titles which will be found incomplete 
in some particulars, If there are substantial de- 
fects the title must he rejected. In regard to the | 
grant made in the Saisun valley, to which my 
colleague has referred, I have only a remark to 
make. There are between two and three hundred 
settlers there, and F believe the grant contains 
some twenty-four thousand acres, a considerable 
portion of which has been settled upon, and they 
have had the undisturbed enjoyment of all the 
fruits of that rich and valuable land for two years. | 
Butt will not discuss the title to this grant, for 
the reason that am in the position of counsel 
myself for the settlers, and must, as such, resist 
in the courts the confirmation of it. It is not be- 
coming in me, therefore, to express any opinion as 
to the legality or validity of that title. But if it be 
a good title, made by competent authority, and 
the grantee took possession and improved in good 

aitb, and has complied with all the substantial 
requisitions of the law,:that board must con- 
firm it. But what will be his position under this | 
bill if his tide should be confirmed? 
all the land susceptible of cultivation in the occu- 
ney of other persons, and he must take his cer- 
ificate for twenty-four thousand acres, (if that be 
the amount of the grant,) and locate it upon -the 


He will find | alley pro- | 
| duce until these settlers commenced cultivating it? 


valuable unoccupied elsewhere in that State? I 
am confident he could not.. Would this be a sub- 
stantial compliance with the terms of the treaty, 
“to maintain and protect him:in the free: enjoy- 
ment of his property??? [think not. To compel 
him to locate-lands.elsewhere than the place cov- 
ered by his.grant would, in my judgment, be a 
violation of our treaty obligations. Jt would bea 
breach of plighted faith. are 

This is the first time I. have been compelled, 


froma sense of daty, to differ with my colleague, 
whose time and energies have been.devoted to-our 
State. -There is. much, very much, in the argu- 
ment of my colleague which receives my cordial 
assent. I know the difficulties under which we 
labor in that country, and itis. natural that we 
should sometimes be unable to see alike in respect 
to the best method of meeting those -difficulties. 
But I do not wish to discuss this subject unless it 
should be pressed upon the Senate. For the pres- | 
ent I only desire to put myself right before our 
| common constituency. 

Mr. GWIN. -I-wish to say a word in reply to 
my colleague. Ido not mean to go into the legal 
argument of this question again, but I undertake 
to say, that whenever the time arrives when he 
gives us his views at length, I shall be able to de- 
monstrate the truth of what I have asserted to- 
day, that the board of commissioners created by 
the law of the 3d March, 1851, according to thede- 
cisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
have.no power to act on-a perfect claim under the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. If these are per- 
fect claims, the treaty. confirms them. I shall, if L 
have not, establish: beyond controversy, that by 
the decision of the Supreme Court, such claims as | 
my colleague has referred to never have been adju- 
dicated by a board of commissioners, and never 
can be. If the commissioners in California decide 
claims on the principle that they have jurisdiction 
of perfect titles, their action will be reversed by 
the Supreme Court. The claims they are to ad- 
judicate are equities, and being so, come within 
the political power of this Government. This 
cannot be denied; and in that view I contend that 
you should regard the equities of those who, by 
their manual labor, have made the land valuable, | 
as well-as the equities of large land claimants. 
There are equities on both sides; and while I am | 
willing to extend equities to the few large owners 
| of land, I wish also to provide for the hundred | 
thousand citizens who have no lands at all. Ihave 
stated here and elsewhere that every perfect claim 
is confirmed independently of the board of com- 
| missioners by the treaty, which is the supreme | 
| law of the land; but where there are imperfect 
claims, E say that Government has the power of | 
controlling these equities. so as to see that no in- 
justice is done to the equities of the actual settler 
and cultivator of the soil. 

As to the hardships that will follow the passage 
of this Jaw, that is an old story. We have heard 
the same time and again from a distinguished 
member of this body, now no longer here, [Mr. | 
Benton.] He represented that the act of the 3d of 
March, 1851, which contains the same principle | 
contended for in this bill, would -despoil the peo- | 
ple of California of their property and drive 
them out of the country in hopeless despair. But | 
in answer, I then said, and now repeat, the Mex- | 
ican inhabitants, with all these conflicts with their | 
land claims, are worth millions more. than. they 
were before the country was annexed to the | 
United States; and if they have perfect titles they | 
will- retain their lands; if they have incomplete | 
titles, they must rely on the equity in their favor | 
and not oppose similar equities to those who have | 
made-the lands valuable by occupation and culti- | 
| vation. ee 

My colleague says that many of these claims 
are covered with settlers—that the claimants have 
no land left. I know of but one such—that- in 
Suisun valley—and I believe- it is the only one. 
But suppose there are such cases; if the title is in- 
| complete, why should not the claimant go else- 
i where and get. unappropriated agricultural land, 
; more than equal in value to those he claimed. be- | 
i fore they were made valuable by the labor of 
American citizens? What did. Suisun valley pro- | 


And what injury: has the Mexican: claimant sus- 
tained if his claim. is perfect? He-will go to the | 


public domain. Could he find land: as fich. and 


courts and get:his rights. But if he relies on the | 
i equity: of an.inchoate ‘claim, he. must respect the:i 


equities. of those who have added tenfold to. the 
value of the land by settling on and cultivating it 
I now renew the motion to lay the subject upon 
the table. ` 
‘Fhe motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move that. the prior orders 
be postponed, for the purpose of taking up the 
bill ** making. appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30th, 
1853.” . 
` The motion was agreed to, and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, the pending question being 
on the amendment of the committee to strike out 
the following: _. 2 ; 

For the payment to the Shawnees of moneys due them 
under and by virtue of the treaties of the 7th of November, 
1825, and Sth of August, 3831, between the United States 
and the two divisions of said tribe of Indians, the same be- 
ing the net balance received into the ‘Treasury for the sale 
of their lands in Ohio, $66,246 23: Provided, however, 
That said tribe of Indians shall first express their assent, 
that the payment of the above sum shall be made equally to 
the whole tribe, rather than to cither division thereof.” 

Mr. HUNTER. This claim of the Shawnees 
is based on the following statement of facts: The 
Missouri Shawnees, as they were called, who were 
located at Cape Girardeau, held some sort of a 
grant from the Spanish Government, covering a 
territory of twenty-five miles square. In 1825, 
they desired themselves to remove on account of 
having troublesome neighbors, and the Govern- 
ment was also in favor of their doing so. At the 
time there was another band of Shawnees living 
in Ohio, on reservations which belonged to them. 
{t was stipulated by the treaty of 1825, that a 
tract of land, fifty miles square, should be set 
aside for the Shawnees—should be set aside west 
of the State of Missouri. ‘This tract was dedi- 
cated by the treaty of 1825 to the Missouri Shaw- 
nees and the Ohio Shawnees together. The Cape 
Girardeau Shawnees moved to, and occupied, a 
tract of fifty miles square on the Kansas river; 
and in 1831, a treaty was made with the Ohio 
Shawnees, by which it wag stipulated that the 
Government should reserve seventy cents per acre 
from the sales of their lands, and give them the resi- 
due, amounting to something like $30,000, in which 
these Ohio Shawnees alone were interested. It 
was also stipulated that the Government would 
patent to them one hundred thousand acres of land, 
which they were to hold as long as they continued 
to be a tribe, and resided on the reservation form- 
erly given to the Missouri Shawnees. ‘It ig to be 
observed, that by the treaty of 1825, this territory 
was given, not only to the Missouri, but also to 
the Ohio Shawnees. The Ohio Shawnees moved 
to it in 1832, and lived there in common with the 
Missouri Shawnees, from that time till 1844. It 
was then that they, for the first time, madea claim 
for a separate tract of land. Before that time, the 
agent, Mr. McCoy, had written to the Depart- 
ment that it was more suitable to their tastes and 
their wishes that they should all live in common 
than that a sepatate tract should be designated 
for the Ohio Shawnees; in other words, that it 
would be better that they should receive the com- 
mon benefit of the one million six hundred thou- 
sand acres, than to have one hundred thousand 
acres set apart for them, and thus lose all title to 
the residue. In pursuance of this advice, in 1844— 
although I do not discover that we were bound to 
do so by any treaty—the whole one million. six 
hundred thousand acres were patented to the 
Shawnees, with this reservation: The reservation 
in the patent, is this: 

“ Subject to the right seeured to the Ohio band of the 
Shawnees by the second article of the agreement and con- 
vention mnade and concluded at Wapaghkonetta, in the 
county of Allen, in the State of Ohio, on the 8th day of 
August, in the year of our Lord 1831.” 

So that the treaty of 1825 reserved to the United 
States the right to locate these Ohio Shawnees with- 
in the fifty miles square, and when the patent was 
made in 1844 to the Missouri Shawnees, the same 
right was reserved in the patent; from which it ap- 

ears that if it was desirable, the United States 

as the right, according to the treaty of 1831, to 
patent this one hundred thousand acres to the Ohio 
Shawnees, Butaccording to the information given 
by Mr. McCoy, they preferred—and probably the 
same thing would be-true now, if the alternative 


of if they held the 1,000,000 acres: in their own | 
right than if they held the whole in common with 
the Ohio Shawnees.:: But whether that be so.or 
not, it seems to be in our power. to patent the 
100,000 acres to the Ohio Shawnees. his claim 
came up for the first time in 1844, under Commis- 
sioner Crawford, and he decided against them. 
He decided that the Ohio Shawnees had no claim 
to other land than that which had been ‘given 
them... An attempt was made again, when Mr. 
Lowrie was the Commissioner, and he refused to 
grant it, on the ground that it was settled already; 
and when Mr. Mix: was Commissioner, he also 
refused to grant it. It has now been opened, for 
what reason I know not, and it has been estimated 
for and now appears before us. i 

The only ground on which this chim kas 
been put with any show of right, was that whiċh 
seems to be taken by the Commissioner, to wit: 
that the United States had incapacitated itself from 
fulfilling its treaty stipulations with the Ohio Shaw- 
nees, by giving this patent of 100,000 acres. It 
has not done so. On the contrary, the right was 
reserved in the treaty of 1825, and in the patent 
itself. $ 

Ifany one had a right it would be the Missouri 
Shawnees, but I believe that in point of fact neither 
of them is entitled to it. It was a reservation of 
land made by the United States, for the benefit of 
the Shawnees. Itis to be presumed it was for the 
benefit of the Missouri Shawnees, for why should 
they undertake to provide a home for the Ohio 
Shawnees? A reservation, therefore, must have 
been made on the part of the United States, as is 
shown by the consideration of the amount over 
and above seventy cents per acre retained by the 
United States when the treaty was made. To 
show that there is a claim of that sort, there is a 
petition filed by the Missouri Shawnees—a peti- 
tion under which they claim that if any compen- 
sation is made it should be made to them. tt is 
true, that the petition never was presented to the 
House, but it was sent to the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, [Mr. Jonunson, of 
Arkansas,] by a very responsible man—Colonel 
Mitchell, of Missouri. 

. In. that it appears that this is the claim which 
the Shawnees make, probably being induced to do 
so, by the consideration that the Ohio Shawnees f 
had set them to work on the ground that if this 
compensation belonged to either it belonged to 
them; and in point of fact, if it belongs to either, 
I believe it does belong to them. But it does not 
belong. to either. The patent given to the Mis- 
souri Shawnees, gave them four times as much 
land as they ceded; to wit, a tract fifty miles square, 
and then there wasa reservation that the United 
States may provide a home for the Ohio Shawnees 
when they choose to remove. 

Not only did the United States do that, but they 
went further than they were bound to go. They 
gave them not only the treaty, but the patent also, 
so that these Indians hold by a higher title than 
any other Indians. 

Under these circumstances, it seemed to us that 
neither portion of the Shawnees could raise a le- 
gitimate claim to this amount, and that if anything 
was due, it was not proper to pay them now, 
until it was ascertained to which band of Shaw- 
nees it was due. My own opinion is, that neither 
shuuld be paid. 

Mr. ATCHISON. This question is involved 
in doubt and uncertainty, in my opinion. If it 
was a question to be settled by the bare face of 
the treaty, L am rather of the opinion that this 
claim on the part of the Shawnees of Ohio, for 
$66,000, is a good claim. The Senator from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. HunteR] has stated substantially the 
contents of the treaty between the United States 
and the Missouri Shawnees in 1823, and between 
the United States and the Ohio Shawnees in 1831. 
It is true those Shawnees in the State of Missouri 
held what they called.and understood to bea grant 
from the Governor General of Louisiana, the 
Baron De Carondelet. But {examined thisclaim 
the other day. Ido notread French very readily; 


but, from what I made out, it was the mere right 


| so-called Missouri 


to occupy a certain territory within the limits of 
what now composes the States of Missouri and 
Arkansas. - Subsequently the grant was made to- 
one Larimie, for himself, the Shawnees, and Dela- 
wares. Subsequently: they laid off or located a 
portion of the territory in the neighborhood of 
Cape Girardeau, now in Cape Girardeau county, 
in‘ the State of Missouri, of about. twenty-five 


miles square, and upon that their village was built: 


and improvements made. And [think it was 
afterwards confirmed to them by a person in com- 
mand at.Cape Girardeau. - i 3 

But the grant, in the first place, was only a 
grant to roam over a territory between the Mis- 
souri and the Kansas rivers, together with the 
right to hunt over the plain country, and the right 
to occupy as long as they remained; when they 
removed those rights ceased. 

{will now state the grounds on which, as I un- 
derstand, the Ohio Shawnees claim these $66,000. 
In 1825, General Clark made a treaty with the 
Shawnees. By that- treaty 
they relinquished and. ceded to the United States 
all their claims to the twenty-five miles square of 
territory then occupied by them; and in ‘part con- 
sideration thereof, the United States granted to 
the Shawnees fifty miles square, to commence 
five miles north of the southern boundary of the 
State of Missouri, running with that line due 
west twenty-five miles; thence due west one hun- 
dred miles; thence due south twenty-five miles; 
thence to the place of beginning on the east; which 
would make fifty miles square. In one article of 
the treaty it was provided that if the Shawnees, 
on an examination of the territory, were not sat- 
isfied with it, they might take a quantity of land on 
the Kansas river; and that wasdone. They were 
not satisfied with the land laid out by metes and 
bounds for them on the Neoshe river, and which 
formed part of a recent purchase from the Osage 
Indians by the United States, and therefore they 
chose a locality on the Kansas river. I have a 
map here which shows the exact position; it is 
on the southern side of the Kansas river. 

The Senator from Virginia (Mr. Hunter] has 
stated that it was provided by the treaty of 1825 
that this tract of fifty miles square should not be 
laid out and designated for the occupation of the 
Missouri ‘Shawnees only, but for the Missouri 
Shawnees and the Ohio Shawnees in common. 


| Perhaps I shail make the subject more clearly un- 


derstood by referring to the treaty itself. The 
first article is nothing more than a cession of all 
the Indian rights to the lands which the Shaw- 
nees occupied in the neighborhood of Cape Girar- 
deau. The second arucle defines the consider- 
ation to be given to the Indians: for the twenty- 
five miles square which they surrendered, and 
reads thus: 


“Arr. 2. It is further agreed by the contracting parties, 
that, in consideration of the cession aforesaid, the United 
States do hereby agree to give to the Shawnee tribe of In- 
dians within the State of Missouri, for themselves and 


| for those of the same nation now residing in Ohio, whomay 


hereafter emigrate to the west of the Mississippi, a tract of 


| land equal to fifty (50) miles square, situated west of the 


State of Missouri, and within the purchase lately made 
from the Osages, by treaty bearing date the 2d day of June, 
1825, and within the following boundaries: commencing at 


a point two (2) miles northwest of the southwest corner of 
p | 


the State of Missouri; from thence north tsventy-five (23) 
miles; thence west one hundred (100) miles į thence south 
twenty-five (25) miles; thence east one hundred (100) miles 
to the place of beginning. But whereas the said Shawnee 
tribe had valuable and lasting improvements,” &e. 

The remainder of the article defines the money 
consideration to be given by the United States to 
the Shawnees for the losses and inconveniences 
occasioned by removal. xi 


There is a third article, which reads as follows: 


_% ART. 3. It is further stipulated, that a deputation of the 
said parties of the second part may be sent to explore the 


| lands assigned to them iu the preceding article ; and if the 


same be not acceptable to them, upon an examination of 
the same, which shall be had, and made known to the Su- 
perintendent of Indian Affairs at St. Louis on or before 
April next, who shall, in licu thereof, assign to them an 


|| equal quantity of laad, to be selected on the Kansas river, 


and laid off either south or north of that river, and west of 
the boundary of Missouri, not reserved or ceded to any 


other tribe.” 


Well, sir, the fact was, that a portion of terri- 
tory equal to fifty miles square was laid off south 


of the Kansas river, upon which they were to! 


reside. ‘Then the consideration for this fifty miles 
was met. Itwas the twenty-five miles within the: 
State of Missouri. Thus the Shawnees argued, 
and so it appears on the face of the treaty. Well, 
sir, whose property was that? It was the prop- 


| 
i 
i 


Ohio. 
the consideration for the purchase of: their land in, 


The second article of the treaty sets:forth 


the ‘State of Ohio. Iwill ask the 
read‘this second section. > ~> f 

The section was read, as follows: 

«Ary. 2. In consideration of the cession stipulated in; 
the foregoing article, the United States agree to cause the | 
said tribe or band of Shawnees, consisting of about four’ 
hundred souls; to. be removed in a convenient and, suitable 
mauner to the western side of the, Mississippi river, and 
will grant by patent in fee-simple to them and their. heirs 
forever, as long as they shall exist as a nation’ and remain- 
upon the same, under the direction of the President of the 
United States, within the tract of land equal to fifty miles: 
square, which was granted to the. Shawnce Indians of the 
State of Missouri by the second article of a treaty made at 
the city of St. Louis, in said State, with the said Shawnees 
of Missouri, by William Clark, Superintendent: of Indian 
Affairs, on the 7th day of November, in the year 1825; and 
in which it is provided that the grant aforesaid shall be for 
the Shawnee tribe of Indians within the State of Missouri, 
‘and for those of the same nation now residing in Ohio who = 
may hereafter emigrate to the west of the Mississippi 5’ but 
if there should not be a sufficiency of good land unoccu- 
pied by the Shawnee Indians who have already settled on 
the tractgranted as aforesaid by the said treaty‘of St. Louis. 


Secretary: to, 


| then the tract of 100,000 acres hereby granted: ta the said 


Shawnees of Ohio, parties to this compact, shall: be located 
under the direction of the President of the. United States’ 
on lands contiguous to the said Shawnees of Missouri, or 
on any other unappropriated lands within the districts of 
country designed for the emigrating Indians of the United 
States.” : a 
Mr. ATCHISON. The claim of the Shawnees 
of Ohio, under the second article of the treaty of 
1831, amounts to this, that ‘in addition to certain 
sums of money specified in another article of ‘the 
treaty, to be paid by the United States, the United 
States, in consideration of the lands ceded by the 
first article, will agree to lay off for these Shaw- 
nees one hundred thousand acres, within the lim- 
its of the territory ceded by the treaty of 1825, to 
the Missouri Shawnees. | i 
The Shawnees, with whom the treaty was 

made in 1831, removed from Ohio and settled in 
1832 with the Missouri Shawnees, upon that land, 
holding itin common with them. But the Gov- 
ernment of the United States did not then, nor 
have they since assigned to the Shawnees of Ohio, 
under the treaty of 1831, this hundred thousand 
acres of land, by metes and bounds, nor have they 
patented it to them in fee simple; therefore they, 
contend that the United States has not comiplied 
with their bargain, that*by locating them upon the 
fifty miles square, they were locating them upon 


Hand which did not belong to the United States,’ 


but upon land belonging to the Shawnees of Mis- 


| souri, and that if anybody provided a home for 


them, it was the Missouri Shawnees. They there- 
fore contend that they must have the value of this 
hundred thousand acres of Jand, which is now in 
the Treasury of the United States, amounting to 
$66,246 23, as appropriated in this bill. In other 
words, they say they have received no considera- 
tion for the hundred thousand acres; that the mere 


| right to settle in'that territory in common with 
ithe Shawnees of Missouri, they acquired not 


from the United States, but from the Missouri 


| Shawnees. ` They say the United States has not 


complied with the contract, that the United States 
has not set apart the hundred thousand acres with- 
in the fifty miles square, even if they had the fee 
simple. Et is true the fee simple is somewhat 
qualified. It is to be made to them and their heirs 
as long as they resided on the land. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman tell 
what title the Shawnees had to the fifty miles 
square? i y : : 

Mr. ATCHISON. I will state it again briefly. 
They held twenty-five miles square near Cape 
Girardeau, in the Gtate of Missouri, under a grant 
from the Spanish Government. When Missouri 
became a Territory of the United States, and be- 
gan to be settled, population began to crowd upon 


| them, and it became necessary then to extinguish 


their claim. The Government of the United States 
authorized General Clark to make a treaty with 
them in 1825, which was done at St. Louis; and 
in consideration, or in part consideration, of these 
twenty-five miles sqnare at Cape Girardeau, the 
Government of the United States ceded fifty miles 
square upon the Kansas. ‘That isthe point, stated 
briefiy. They say that this land upon the Kan- 
sas was the property of the- Missouri Shawnees, 


en 
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land.. 


their amount—in the. State: of Ohio, which, Fam 
told, are now and. were ‘then very valnable lands; 
and, in consideration therefor, the. United: States 


| agreed: to. give them a patent: for 100,000 acres of 


land lying within this fifty mites: square. They 
| say: the United: States have net-done this; that the 
| United: States -have not: complied with theirbar- 


the: Shawnees of Missouri under. an arrangement 


| between themselves.» They. say thatas the United 
| States have not. given then a patent, nor provided 
them with 100,000 acres of-land: for: themselves; 


they are. certainty entitled: to the consideration 
they: paid: farite ‘Phat: is their case; and if that 
be the ground: upor which they-base it, and there 


| be nothing to.cantrovert it, then no.man can hesi- 


In relation to this matter I 
do most certainly say, that his opinion is worth 
nothing. Tp.the treaty of 1831, there is a. provision 
authorizing, or at least agreeing, that the Shawnee 
Indians shall have a patent. for the one hundred 
thousand acres of land. I suppose it is from that 
cluse in that treaty, that apatent was made to the 
Shawnees of Missouri for the whole fifty. miles 
square; including the one hundred thousand acres 
to which the Shawnees of Ohio were entitled. A 
patent has been issued to the Shawnees of Mis» 
souri, subject to the rights of the Shawnees.of Ohio. 
Thisia what they call a: patent. Sir, a patent 
must have a law, or a treaty, or.something upon 
which it is based, or it is not. worth the paper upon 
which.itis written. The Shawnees of Ohio never 
have received a patent; they were entitled to one 
according to the terms of this treaty, for one hun- 
dred thousand acres, and therefore they say the 
United, States are bound to pay them $66.000, as 
a consideration for the one hundred: thousand | 
acres. 

. Another thing that strengthens, or at least makes 
plausible their claim, is a clause in this. same 
second article of the treaty, that. if one hundred 
thousand acres of land cannot be found within this 
fifty miles square, of good land.*—these are the | 
terms. used—unoceupied by the Shawnees of 
Missouri, then the United States agreed to lay off 
one hundred thousand acres of land adjoining the 
fifty miles square, for their use, to satisfy the de- 
mands of the Shawnees for their land in the State 
of Ohio. 

Now, if I amat all understood, I have presented | 
to the Senate the claim made by the Shawnees. | 
It is somewhat complicated, and perhaps. I may. 
not he understoad; and therefore L will take the 
liberty of recapitulating and stating in narrative 
form what I understand to be their claim. 

By the treaty of 1825, it was agreed to give to 
the Shawnees af Missouri these fifty miles square, 
say on the Kansas, for themselves and for the | 
Shawnees of Ohio. Who made this stipulation? 
Who required this stipulation to be put into the 
treaty? My opinion is, and the fair inference is, 
that the Shawnees of Misséuri required that the 
Government.of the United States should not in- 
terpose any difficulty in the way of their brethren 
in. Ohio settling among them, if the Shawnees of 
Missouri. thought proper to permit them. But, it 
will be contended by the Senator from Virginia, 
ho made'this stipu- 


thatit was the United States w 
sand reserved to themselves the right to 


lation 
locate the Ohio Shawnees within these limits, I 
admit that. such. an inference is a plausible one, 
and there lies the diffieulty. IT regret that I cannot 
find any instructions to the commissioner who ne- 
gotiated the treaty of 1825, or the commissioner 
who negotiated that. of 1831, or any report from 
either of those commissioners upon either treaty, 
that throws. any light upon this subject, I have 
examined all the documents upon which I could 
lay my hands, and T can-find no light except the 
petition mentioned by the Senator from Virginia; 
and if that be the act of the Shawnees of Mis- 
souri, then I say there is no foundation for their 
claim, and I have no reason to say that it is not 
their act. 

But to go on with the treat 


t 


y-of 1831.. They sold 


| tate for a moment about making the appropriation 
of $66,000, for they certainly must be ‘entitled 
to it ; 

But here lies the difficulty, in my mind. This 
amendment, it is true, proposes to pay $66,000 to 
the Shawnees of Missouri, and the Ohio Shaw- 
nees, to whom it shall be disbursed in common. 
Now, what would be the effect of that? The 
| Missouri Shawnees, by their petition here, claim 
: the $66,000, and claim it for what? Because they 
have received their brethren from the State of 
Ohio, who.are now living among them, and upon 
their lands. They say they are entitled to it. ‘Phe 
Ohio Shawnees say they are entitled to it because 
their land in Ohio was given in payment. for. the 
one hundred thousand acres promised to them by 
the United States, Who is entitled to it, the Mis- 
souri: Shawnees or the Shawnees of Ohio /—or are 
either of therm entitled to it? Thatis the question. 
If the view taken-by the Senator from Virginia be 
correct, neither of them is entitled to it. 

There must be documents- on file in the Indian 
Department to throw some light upon the subject. 
The instructions given to the commissioner must 
| be there. F have seen an extract copied from the 
report of Colonel Gardiner, wha made the treaty, 
| in 1831; butit explains nothing, and throws no 
i ight upon the subject. Ihave been unable to find 
| the instructions given to General Clark, or a. re- 
| port. from General Clark; or one from Colonel 


| Gardiner. But these things must be upon the | 


files of that Department; and, when.they are dis- 

covered and. brought to light, they certainly will 
explain this matter. Now, my. opinion is, that 
i the way to arrange this matter, if the Shawnees 
| are right—and they believe, religiously, that they 
i are right, and nothing under the sun will put it 
| out of their heads, until the appropriation is made, 
hat they are cheated by the Government—-is by a 
reaty. If, upon a full investigation, itis ascertained 
that the Shawnees are entitled to the $66,000, 
then, let a Government agent make an arrange- 
ment between the two bands of Shawnee Indians, 
who are.now united, as J am told. Let the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, through its agent, 
make an arrangement with them, similar, if you 
| please, to the provisions made in this bill—that 


į souriand OhioShawnees. And they may go fur- 
ther: as they are amalgamated and live together, 
| they may consolidate all their annuities, and all 
| their Government obligations in the same treaty, 
| SO as to simplify our transaetions with them. 
The subject of our Indian affairs is a most com- 
| plicated one. We can scarcely ever close up any 
| business we have with the tribes, great or small; 
for how easy a matter it.is to go back—perhaps 
fifty treaties have been. made with. these. very. 
Shawnees since the formation of the Government 
—and examine the treaties and. trump up claims, 
just or unjust, against the Government of the 
United, States. It is so with almost every Indian 
| tribe on this Continent. 


tribe has a just claim, because it is so difficult a 
matter to close it up. It will not do to say that 
the agents do it—that it is the work of white men; 
for, if the Indians be justly entitled to these claims, 
it is an act of charity, as well perhaps as of profit 


gress, or. before the proper Department. I do: 
not blame them for it. The indians are not capa- 
ble. of examining their own treaties or understand- 
ing their own: business. . But there is a Shawnee 
chief here now, within the limits of this city, who 
happens to. be a.man of intelligence, who was 
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their lands—about 117,000 acres.is.an estimate. of i 


i 
i 


present. when the treaty of 1831 was made, and 


| gaing that they. are: now. living in common with. 


| this. money shall be disbursed: both to the Mis- | 


I am very reluctant to | 


act even when I come to the conclusion that a | 


i 
t 


—and more of profit than of charity—to the agents | 
to rake:up the claims and bring them before Con- 


hetells‘me—and I-believe him to be a man of 
truth, for he is so esteemed: both by white men 
| and red.men-at home—l mean Parks, one of the 
| principal chiefs of the Shawnees—that-he was at 
| the making: of that treaty, and tells me what took 
| place: there; ang that the construction the Shaw- 
; nees now give to it. was: the: construction then 
i given, and which-has. ever since: been given by: 
| them. But.I shall be answered by the Senator 
i from Virginia thatthe first time the Shawnees 
| preferred theirclaim, orany difficulty arose about 
it, was in. 1844, Well, sir, suppose it was. That 
|| was-only twelve years after they had removed’ to 
their lands on the Kansas. river—not a very long 
time in the lifeofa nation. Perhaps Parks is now. 
the only man ofany intelligence, or who can speak: 
| the English language, who was present at the 
i signing of that treaty. 
| T donot wish to be understood as condemning: 
i this claim, or as fully approving of it, for E do 
| consider that it should remain an open question 
l until it can. be further investigated; and if, after fall 
| investigation be had, there should remaina solitary | 
; doubt as to its justice, that doubt should be given 
| in favor of the Shawnee Indians. Parks tells me 
| that the most of the Shawnees now living have al- 
|; ways Leen friendly to the United States—that they 
| have rendered service. to the United States. He 
| himself took one hundred and twenty Shawnee 
‘and. Delaware Indians to the Florida war. He 
i says: that whilst the Shawnees. were at war. with 
i the United States, they fought them like men— 
that they disputed every inch of ground until they 
| were completely overwhelmed by the United 
| States; but from the hour that they made peace 
| with the United States they have maintained their 
| friendly relations. They have warred not against 
| but for the United States; and he thinks that they 
| are entitled to this allowance. Other chiefs who 
are with himare of the same opinion, and he says: 
the whole nation are of the opinion that they are 
entitled to this amount of money, and that they 
will remain of this opinion, whether they get the. 
money or not. 

Under these circumstance: 
the Senator from Virginia to make a provision of 
this sorts Make no appropriation of money, but. 
provide, by an-amendment, for the full investiga- 
tion of theclaim, I would:not leave it with the 
Department of the Interior, that Departmenthaving 
expressed, an opinion. upon it, and:a very loose 
ona, as I consider it—one that. cannot be main- 
tained. I would appoint commissioners to inves- 
tigate the matter, or a cammissioner~-some respect- 
; able gentleman—who need not go beyond the In- 
dian Department to examine its records, and to 
construe this treaty and report at the next session 
| of Congress, what ought to be done by Congress, 
| That is the course! would recommend, and which 
i L think should be pursued. E think there isplausi- 
į bility in the claim, but Ido not think it now stands 
| in such an attitude that it would be expedient. for 
Congress to allow it. ; 

Mr. SEBASTIAN, | Mr, President, I wish at 
a proper time, to submit my views upon thisclaim. 
I have, perhaps, opinions more decided in regard: 
| to it, than those of'thechairman of the: Committee 
| on Indian Affairs, (Mr. Arcuison.} In our earn- 
est attempts to. come to a proper understanding 
| about this claim, the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
have not met with such success as they desire, 
| and itis possible that alt the members of that 
committee will desire to present their views singly 
and separately to the Senate. I rise, however, 
not for that purpose, but merely to say that it ig 
within my knowledge that the Senator from Mich- 
izan, (Mr. Cass,] not now in his seat, wishes to 
address the Senate on this subject, and as there 
are but a few minutes intervening: between the 
present time and the time the Senate ordinarily 
adjourns, and as it will be impossible for us to 
dispose of the subject to-day, I move to postpone 
the further consideration of ‘the bill until to-mor- 
row, : 

` The motion was agreed: to. 


| 
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S, 1 would suggest. to 
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| A message from the House of Representatives 
; was delivered by Mr. Hayes, its. Chief Clerk, an- 
| nouncing that it had passed. the following bills 
| from the Senate: 

| An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to in- 
| Corporate. the Washington Gaslight. © 


ompany,’?: 
i approved: July: 8; 1848; and 
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An act to erect three additional land distriets in 
the State of Lowa: 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS., 


A message was also. received announcing that 
the House of Representatives agrees to the amend-, 


ment of the Senate to the resolution of the House. 


fixing a time for the adjournment of the present 
session of Congress, viz: Tuesday the 31st. in- 
stant. : 


CENTRAL RAILROAD. 


Railroad and branches, by granting preémption 
rights thereto. 


THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


` A; message was. also received, announcing that 
the House of Representatives has passed a bill to 
provide for executing the public printing and es- 


tablishing the prices thereof, and. for other pur- | 


oses; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 


CORNELIUS COVERT. 


The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the relief of Cornelius Covert, of Michigan, was 
read a first. and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and: 
Post Roads. 

BILLS PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 
An act for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Joshua Kennedy, deceased; and 
An act for the relief of Joseph H. D. Bowmar. 
WHALING GROUNDS AND ROUTES OF COM- 
MERCE ON THE PACIFIC. 


Mr. GWIN. I move to take up the bill ‘“au- 


‘thorizing an exploration and reconnoissance of |; : 
other day, he said we were to engage in some 


‘the courses of navigation used by whaling ves- 


* sels in the regions of Behring’s Straits, and also | 


t of such parts of the China Sea, Straits of Gaspar, 
‘and Java Sea, as lie directly in the route of ves- 
‘sels proceeding to and from China.” The Sen- 
ator from Virginia [Mr. Hunter] has prepared 
a substitute for the whole bill, which I think will 
pass without any objection, 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. The question pending was 
upon the amendment of Mr. Sewarp, to ‘strike 
out allafter the enacting clause, and insert: 

That the President of the Uuited States he, and he is 


hereby, authorized to cause an-exploration and reconnois- | 


sance to be made, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Navy, of the track of navigation pursued by whaling 
vessels in the region of Behring Straits, and also of such 
parts of the China sea, the Straits of Gaspar, and Java sea, 
as lie directly: in the route of vessels proceeding from At- 
jantie. or Pacific American ports to China.and Japan ; and 
that for this purpose the President is authorized and re- 
quested, to, provide one or more suitable vessels, or assign 
them from: vessels now in the Navy, and such officers of 
the Navy and: Army of the United States as shalt be neces- 
sary ; and the sum-of $125,000. is hereby appropriated, out 
of any mouey in- the Treasury net otherwise appropriated, 
to defray the expense of carrying this actinto execution. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, ‘Phat this act shalt 
continue in foree two years. 


Mr. BUTLER. T regard this as a question of 
some importance. Though I have great confidence 
in my friend from Virginia, I would prefer to have 
more time to consider the matter. I therefore 
move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to amend the amend- 


ment of the Senator from New York, by striking | 


out all after the word ‘« that,” and inserting — 
The President of the United States be, and he is here- 


by, authorized and requested to cause an exploration and | 
reconnoissance to be made, under the direction of the Sec- | 
retary of the Navy, of the seas in the vicinity of Behring’s | 


Straits. that are frequented by the whaling vessels of the 
United: States, aud also ofsuch parts of the China seas and 
Pacific ocean as lie in the route of vessels trading to and 
from China; and for this purpose, the President of the 
United States is autborized.and requested to provide, either 
by building or buying, a screw steamer of-suitable dimen- 
sions, and two small sailing vessels of two or three hundred 
tons burden, properly appointed, officered, and manned 
from the Navy; and the sum of $125,000 is hereby appro- 
priated, out-of any money in the Treassry not otherwise 
appropriated, to. carry into effect the provisions of this act: 
Provided, That the expense of purchasing, or equipping, 
and of fitting out these vessels, shall not exceed the sum of 
money herein approptiated : And: provided, further, Phat 


| maritime expeditions are habitually fitted out; but 

A message was also received, announcing. that || 
the House of Representatives agrees to the-amend- | 
ment of the Senate to the bill ta protect actual | 
settlers upon- the land 'on the line of the Central | 


i 


| ploring the seas every day? Are not the ships of | 


| If itbe, then.say-so in so many words, and we shall 


| fish or mackarel, whether they go after whalebone 


the appropriation shall.be confided to a reconnoissance for | 
nautical and commercial purposes. 3 , i 

_Mr. BORLAND. -Mr.. President, I do. not | 
rise to make a speech, for I-fearthatI do net fully $ 
undersiand the object of the proposed expedition. ; 


I come fram a part af the country where both peos] 


ple and. representatives are, necessarily, less. in- 
formed upon these subjects than: gentlemen. who 
reside upon the Aitlantic coast, and in those parts 
of the United-States where naval armaments and 


I have. been here several years, and have heard | 
such things discussed, and | listened. the other day: | 
as attentively as t could to the Senator from New | 
York, [Mr. Sewarv,] when he presented his | 
views: at considerable length. upon. this subject. | 
AHL have been able to learn, however, during that 
time, and even what I listened to last week of the 
very learned and eloquent speech of the honorable | 
Senator from New York, has failed'to. inform me, } 
satisfactorily, asto the real character and objects of 
this expedition. We were told: that it is to ‘ex- | 


plore the: seas. Why, sir, are our ‘ships not ex- | 


our-commercial marine-—are not our ships-of-war 
—are not our whaling ships, themselves, to.whieh 

this: proposition. more. particularly. relates, consi 
stantly and: most effectively exploring the very seas | 
in question? But, sir, to fit out sn expedition for 
this exclusive and: special business, is a novel prop- 
osition to me, and E do not understand precisely 
wirat it isy how it is to be accomplished, or what 
for: I wish some Senator to explain all this to | 
me.. When I have been duly enlightened by. those 
who know all about it, I shall be prepared to vote. 
Possibly, I may be constrained to vote for the prop- 
osition;.but if Í do, it will be after Fhave been indoc- 
trinated, and taught not onty how, but “the why 
and wherefore.” Js the purpose of the expedition 
to: seach out and explore new. bays and harbors, 
bordering upon unknown seas, or to findand de- 
termine the haunts.of the whale? Jf f-heard the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Sewarp] aright the 


great hunting expedition—“a mighty chase,” I; 
think he-called it—not a chase of the deer, or the 
wolf, ar the fox, or the ’coon, but it was to be the 
‘chase of the whale!” 

If this be so, then I suppose the preposition, in 
plain terms, is to authorize the President of the 
United: States to. build, or buy, or fit out, ships te 
engage.in whale fishing. Is.that the proposition ? 


all understand it at once. In this supposition, l 
may be altogether wide of the mark; but, as the | 
Senator from New York is the only one who has 
spoken to the bill, and undertaken to. explain it, 
and as he certainly characterizes it as a“ chase of 
the whale,” I know not how else to understand | 
it. If this be the proposition, I am opposed to it. 
lf not—what is it? Let some one tell me. Lam 
perfectly willing to afford our fishermen, whether | 
of little fish or. big fish, of seals or whales, of cod 


or whale oil, the same facilities and: protection we | 
give to persons engaged: in any other branch of 
business. But I am unwilling. that. this Govern- 
ment itself shall turn fisherman, and fit out vessels 
to chase the whale. Ais. a branely of business it. 
may be very profitable, and as sport it may be: 
very nobleand inspiriting; but, at present, I think | 
we have “ other fish to fry.’* 

In all seriousness, I need information, and hope | 
some Senator will give it to me. | 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr President, I understand - 
that the object of this survey is for the purpose of | 
making charts for the use of our whalers. about ; 
Behring’s Straits, and for vessels on their voyages | 
to the China seas. Both of them are dangerous : 
and difficult routes. Jt-is for the purpose of as- | 
certaining the difficulties in the way. and pointing 
them outon charis.: This is especially important, 
1 understand, to the whalers, as a- great. many 


! losses have occurred owing to. the fact that the | 


ships had no charts to guide them. It is also im- 
portant to the China trade to have some such 
charts. It might be that this expedition would 
discover coal on some of the islands in the Pacific 
ocean, which would. be a matter of: great impart- 
ance to vessels engaged in: the China trade. The 
purpose is so limited by the appropriation that it 
cannot cost much. The whole expense of the 
expedition is limited to $125,000. This. explora- | 
tion will be useful for commercial. purposes. It. 


seems to me. that for. that amount of money. we: 
could obtain a great deal. of information which: . 
would enable. the whaler to. fellow his. business.in: 
safety, and enable us to give safe charts to vessels, 
engaged in the. China trade. Sri a ee 
Mr. BORLAND. J rose for the: purpose. af 
obtaining information, and I have. got it; Tt 
precisely. what, I expected to. get when E made. 
inquiry. The proposition, then, is to appropriate. 
$125,008. out-of the Treasury. of the United. States 
—for- what? For-the facilitiy: aad. safety of comm: 
merce. eran ere 
The Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hu i 
his usual candor, has answered me promptly, and 
clearly, and pointedly. “** To facilitate ecommerce”? 
Ay, that is it, sir. “To facilitate comméree!’" To” 
enable the whalersto purstie the business in safety, © 
by finding out and marking for them, the haunts 
of their fish, and the true channels of their navi- 
gation. . ; 
Now, sir, I make this point, and T-call the at«> 
tention of the Senate to it, and partichlarty the 
attention,of the Senator from Virginian And Lask 
him how he reconciles the proposition now made 
by himself with the opposition which he and those 
whom he usually leads, have ever, and invariably 
offered, to all the propositions wehave made, “eto 
facilitate commerce,” and‘enable the steamer on” 
our western ‘waters to navigate them in ‘safety ?: 
When we propose to appropriate some $50,000. 
or $100,000, or it may be only $25,000, to remove i 
dangerous snags, or impassable barès, fromthe 
greatest rivers in the world; and give safety to an 
annual commerce of $500,000,000, carried on in 
more. than one thousand steamers, and by one 
hundred thousand navigators, we are met with the 
objection that itis “ unconstitutional |” that there 
is no rightful power in the General Government to 
appropriate a dollar “‘ to facilitate commerce”? upon 
the great Mississippi and all her great tributaries, 
and made their navigation safe. Now, that very 
Senator who has been the leader of the opposition 
to such measures.as these, himself comes forward 
and proposes to appropriate $125,000 to buy: or 
build ships, to send out in search.of new. chan- 
nels of commerce—ay, sir, ‘‘ta facilitate com- 
merce,” and make “ navigation safe,” from shoals 
and rocks; to explore far-distant and unknown 
seas! Whileto ourown great commerce, upon our 
own ‘inland seas,” he will not vote a dollar! 
Sir, I asked for information, and I have got it. I 
commend it to the notice and appreciation of the 
Senate and the country—especially to that coun- 
wy, “the great West,” from: which I'come. 
wish them, now they have beard it, to ‘*make a- 
note of it.” For'the present, [ have not another 
word to say. 
On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, August 2, 1852. ` 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 


by the Rev. L. F. Morean. ; 
The Journal of Saturday was read and'approved., 
; CORRECTION OF THE JOURNAL. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Lrise to a privileged: ques- 
tion. I desire to havea correction: made in the ` 
Journal of this House. Some days ago I submit- 
ted, by the unanimous consent of the House, a 


report from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
asking to be discharged from the further consider- 


ation of the memorial of the State of: Virginia: 


asking to have refunded to her money advanced 
by her to Mexican volunteers, and I moved that 
the memorial and report:be laid upon the table and 
printed. The-only notice taken. on the Journal 
ig of my asking to be discharged from the con- 
sideration of the. memorial. No. notice is: taken 
of the motion to lay upon the table and print. Í 
ask the unanimous: consent of the Elouse to. have 
the Journal corrected. 

The SPEAKER. The correction can only be: 
made, at this time, by unanimous consent. If 


| there be no objection, the report.to which the gen- 


tleman refers will be ordered to lie upon the.table 
and be printed, Hs 


There being no o 
ACTUAL SETTLERS ON THE LINE. OF THE 
CHICAGO AND. MOBILE RAILROAD. 


Mr. FICKLIN. Iask the unanimous consent. 
of the House to take up from the Speaker’s table: 


jection, it was so ordered. 
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House bill No. 3, granting preémption rights to 
the settlers on ineine of the hicazo and Mobile 
Railroad, in order that a small amendment, which 
has been made by the Senate thereto, may be con- 
curred in. Itisa matter of.great importance that 
the amendment should be concurred: in immedi- 
ately: It iš an ‘amendment restricting the bill as 


it passed this House; and presume no gentleman 
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-Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to offer the resolution 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. J 
have shown it to nearly all the members of the 
Committee on Rules, and it meets with their ap- 
probation, 1 : : 

The, resolution was read, as follaws: 

Resolved, That for the remainder of the present session 
it shall be in the power of a majority, at any time, to sus- 
pend so much of the 34th rule as allows five minutes? de- 
bate on amendments after general debate has been closed. 


Mr. ORR. I object to the introduction of that 
resolution. i 

Mr. JONES. Then. I. move to suspend the 
rules, . 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
during the morning hour. 


“ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS, 
‘Mr. MEADE, Task that the joint resolution, 
fixing a day for the adjournment of the present 


session of Congress, may be taken up and acted 
on by the House, : 
“Mr. STUART. I object. 
Mr: MEADE. I move to suspend the rules. 
‘The SPEAKER. ‘That motion is not in order 


during the morning hour. 
: RATES OF POSTAGE. 

Mr. HASCALL, by unanimous consent, and 
in pursuance of previous notice, introduced a bill 
“to amend an act entitled ¢ An act to reduce and 
modify the rates of postage in the United States,’ 
approved March 3, 1851, and for other purposes;”” 
which was read a first and second time by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. i 


BOUNTY LANDS TO SOLDIERS. | 

Mr. PHELPS called for the regular order of 
business, 

The SPEAKER stated that the business before 
the House was House bill No, 120, “ authorizing 
€ certain soldiers in the last war with Great Brit- 
fain to surrender the bounty lands drawn by 
‘them and to locate others in lieu thereof,” and | 
that the pending question was to commit the bill 
ta the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. : 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope the motion to commit 
may be withdrawn, as I desire to submit an 
amendment to the bill in the nature of a substi- | 
tute, which £ believe will obviate all the objec- | 
tions which have been urged to this bill, i 

| 
{ 


‘The SPEAKER. The question must first be! 
taken on the motion to refer the bill. The gentle- 
man who made that motion is not present to with- | 
draw it. ad 

Mr. SteMARTIN called for tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Fowirr, and Jounson of | 
Georgia, appointed. i 

The question: was then. put, and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 67; noes 59... i 

Mr. STUART. . l demand the yeas and nays. ! 
We had this bill up on Saturday, and discussed it 
until apparently the House. understood it, and | 
were prepared to vote upon it, 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I call the gentleman to 
order. I desire to know if itis in order'to dis- 
cuss this question while the Houseis being divided 
upomit ? i a ros 


The SPEAKER. - The gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Stuart] interrupted the House while it 
was dividing, and called for the yeas and-nays. 
The Chair thinks it is in order to discuss it. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. . The House were in the 
act of dividing when the gentleman from Michi- 
gan called for the yeas and nays, and commenced 
to: debate the question.- Now, I cannot. see by 


whatright the gentleman can be allowed to discuss: 


the question in this: stage of proceedings. 
The SPEAKER... It is for the House to sus- 
pend its division upon the: call for the yeas-and 


nays, and if they are’ ordered, it is in “order to |, 


‘continue the: discussion. They ‘were, however, 


|| not ordered, and perhaps it is not exactly regular 


for the gentleman to discuss the bill at this precise 
moment; but the Chair thinks it is not out of order. 

Mr.STUART. I will endeavor to keep myself 
in-order. Lam very glad the gentleman from Con- 
necticut [Mr. CLeveLanp] raised the question on 
me. 1 propose to make a statement, to which I 
ask the attention of the House. ; 

Mr. GOODRICH. I cail the gentleman to order. 

Mr. STUART. I am very glad to hear gentle- 
men call me to order, because Í shail the more likely 
have their attention to the statement I desire to 
make. .I was proceeding to say we discussed this 
question on ‘Saturday morning, until the House 
apparently understood ‘it, and was prepared to 
vote upon it. But now, this morning, when the 
question comes up, and the bill is understood, in- 
stead of yoting upon it, what do we propose-to: 
do? Why, to-send it again to the Committee of 
the. Whole on the state of the Union—the same 
we have been doing ‘for the last eight months. 
Yet gentlemen will complain, day after day, that 
we are doing no business. We get up a subject, 
and discuss it until every gentleman is prepared 
to give his vote for or against it, and then some- 
body moves to send it to the Committee of. the 
Whole on the state of the Union, which buries it 
forever; and we go on to the discussion of some- 
thing else, which we do not understand. Now, 
here-is a subject legitimately and fairly before the 
House, and 1 submit whether our duty will not 
be better discharged by acting upon this bill. now? 
If a majority of the House is against the bill, let 
us defeat it by a direct vote; or, if a majority of 
the House be in favor of the bill, let us pass it. 
I submit these views with perfect deference. . I 
complain of the course of no gentlemen, either 
individually or collectively ; I state ‘the fact, that 
months of the present session have been consumed 
in just such operations as this—first discussing a 
question until we understand it perfectly, and then 
sending it to the Committee of the Whole, where 
it will remain beyond our reach. 

Now, sir, the bill can bë comprehended in a 
moment. It simply proposes to give to soldiers 
who draw their. military lands by lot, when they 
are worthless and unfit for cultivation, the privi- 
lege of selecting other. Government lands which 
are fit for cultivation, in their stead. That is all 
there is in ‘this bill, and any gentleman can de- 
termine in one instant. You- have given these old 
soldiers of the war of 1612, lands that are good 
for nothing, and always were good for nothing. 
Now, will you give him what you purported to 
give, and what you intended to give him in the first 
instance? 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Is not the greater portion 
of these lands in the Aands of speculators ? I 

Mr. STUART. They arenot, and speculators 
cannot get hold of the lands whiċh will be affected 
by this bill. It affects the soldier himself or his 
legal representative, only. The question is simply 
whether this Government will carry out in good 
faith, and do wnat it intended to do in the first in- 
stance, or whether it will refuse to do it. Thatis 
the question, and I want a vote upon it. Ido not 
want the subject again sent.to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. I want the 


Congress of the country to say whether they mean- 


to act in good faith, or whether they mean to hold 
out false hopes to these old soldiers, and then for. 
their convenience, send this bill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JENKINS. - Willthe gentleman allow me 


to-ask him aquestion?. Are not the soldiers’ Jands. 


of the war of 1812, assignable-already ? ; 

Mr. STUART... I undertake to say that this 
bill will relieve thoseonly who have drawn lands 
by lot which are worthless, and. the patents for 
which. they: hold, : TARET ee 


A-Memper. I desire::to ask the gentleman 
if a large portion of these Jands are not in the 
hands of speculators in other States? . 

Mr, STUART. I will state again that this bill 
is designed only to relieve the soldiers themselves, 
or their legal representatives, and cannot apply to 
those patents which are in the hands of speculators, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. Task that ‘the — 
bill be read. ~ Ha eA E 

It was read through by the Clerk. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Thereis one matter which 
I should like to have explained connected: with 
the: lands drawn. by the soldiers under. that law. 
The great difficulty now which those soldiers have 
to’ contend. with, is. this: Their lands have been 
sold for taxes.. Now, if I understand this bill, it 
does not provide for cases of thatkind. . They are- 
to surrender their patents upon proof being made 
to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
that their lands are-not fit for cultivation. . But 
nearly all the soldiers holding these lands—at least 
those who resided out of the States where they 
were located—have been divested of their titles, 
the lands having been sold fór taxes, and they are 
now in the hands of third persons. Now; I de: 
sire to know what will be done with these lands 
where the tax title is held by a third party under 
the laws of the different States? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to say, in answer 
to the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
that this bill was drawn after the law of 1848. 
That law extended only to the military district of 
Arkansas. The Land Office requires under that 
law, that the party shall prove that he has not di- 
vested himself of his title. f 

Mr. CAMPBELL. That is not coming to the 
point. : ai 

Mr. HENDRICKS. [ will reach itin a min- 
ute. He must prove that there is no incumbrance 
upon the lands, and that the lands have not been 
sold for taxes. The instructions of the Depart- 
ment upon this subject require the certificate of 
the auditor of the State, and the certificates of the 
recorder and clerk of the county in which the land 
lies, to, prove these facts. ‘The bill now before the 
House says nothing upon this subject; but it is 
drawn in. the very language of the law of 1848. 
The Department have made these instructions with 
regard to that law; but to-obviate the objection of 
some gentlemen to this portion. of the bill, I will. 
say that if the House will not refer the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
but will keep. it before the House, it. may be 
amended. I am willing to accept any amendment 
which shall be offered to remove this objection. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Lask the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Henpricxs] if he knows of a sin- 
gle, solitary instance in his own State where a 
soldier has drawn a lot of land under this law 
which is unfit for cultivation? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I will answer the gentle- 
man with great pleasure. I know a man in my 
district, who was promised by the Government, 
under the laws of 1811 and 1812, one hundred and 
sixty acres of land, fit for cultivation; that was 
the language of thatlaw. I know that that soldier 
received- his land by lot; that the patent was is- 
sued, and he knew nothing of it, in 1819; that the 
land was located.in Missouri; and that when he 
came to examine it there were but two acres in 
the whole tract fit for cultivation—one. hundred 
and fifty-eight acres were covered with water, 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Has he ever paid taxes 
upon it? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I will say to the gentle- 
man that he will have to prove to the Department 
that there are no taxes due upon it... The soldier 
I speak of never knew there was a patent issued 
for him until1849. It was made out at the Land 
Office, and there remained.. He knew nothing of it. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I ask the gentleman if 
this is the only instance of which he knows, either 
in Indiana or any of the western States? 

Mr. HENDRICKS. That one instance is 
enough, in my opinion, to demand the action of 
Congress upon the subject. i 

Mr. CLEVELAND. But I desire to know if 
that is the only instance? : 

Mr. STUART. I cannot yield longer. Iwill 
relieve the gentleman by taking the floor. 

-In reply to the question of the gentleman from 
Hlinois, [Mr. Campers] I will state what I said 
upon Saturday, that. this bill was designed to re- 
lieve only those who have received lands from the 
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Government which is unfit for cultivation. Well, 

now, what does it avail in the way of argument, if 
this land, unfit for cultivation, has been sold for 

taxes? I want to know if it makes any difference 

in the argument, or in the effect we intended, for 

the soldier? We intended to give him land‘fit for 

cultivation; and hë’ is required to’ prove that his 

land is unfit for cultivation before he can avail 

himself of any benefit under this bill: ‘ Now, is it 
any answer to say that this land has been sold for 

taxes? Why, sir, it was good for nothing in the 

first place. It was not what we intended to give 

him; and suppose it has been- sold for taxes, iš 

that any reason why-we should not give him what 

we intended to give him in the first place? 

But if it is necessary to amend this bill in any 
particular, is there a better time to do it than 
now? Is it best to discuss the bill a couple of 
hours, until we come to understand it well, and 
then refer it to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union? Can you discuss it better 
there than here? Let us decide it to-day, whether 
we will give anything to those soldiers or not. 
Let us decide whether we will do justice to them 
or not. ‘Shall we pass them by, or shall we not? 
"That is the question I want to see settled. If it 
is necessary to amend the bill when it comes up 
before the House for its action, let it be-amended. 
It is under the control of a majority of the House. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. Lam anxious 
that ‘the bill now under discussion shall be 
voted upon by the House; but I am satisfied that 
the bill has not been understood fully by the House 
heretofore. It is necessary, we are told, that the 
party shall prove that his land is unfit for cultiva- 
tion, ‘Now, that is a matter about which there 
may be a difference of opinion, and the provisions 

roposed to be made to prove that fact are exceed- 
ingly indefinite. One man might consider land as 
unfit for cultivation, and another might not con- 
sider itas such. And in reference to these lands 
being sold for taxes, the gentleman from Indiana 
{Mr. Hendricks] speaks of a certain construc- 
tion which has been given to the law of 1848. 
Now, I want the law fixed so that the courts shall 
determine its construction, and not the Depart- 
ment. When the title to land is brought up, I 
want it to be decided by the courts, and not upon 
any construction the head of a Department may 
choose to give it, I want this law to be definite 
and clear upon this subject. You will find that 
nearly all these lands, at least in my own State, 
have been sold because the taxes have not been 

aid. The paterit is held by the original patentee, 
fiat the title is in the hands of a third person. I 
desire to have a provision in the law to provide 
for this-class of titles; and until such a provision 
is made, [ cannot vote for the bill. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I wish to say again, that 
if there is any objection made to this billupon the 
ground that it does not meet the class of cases the 
gentleman speaks of, {am willing that it should 
be amended in that particular. There can be no 
objection to that amendment. But I ask the gen- 
tleman from Ilinois, (Mr. Campne.4,] if the land | 
has been sold for taxes, how can the parties re- | 
convey itto the Government, in the language of 
the bill? I am willing to receive the amendment, | 
however, that there may be no objection to the 
bill. f 

Mr. STUART. Ido not rise for the purpose 
of preventing an amendment being made to the 
bill, but I rise for the purpose of entering my pro- 
test against this manner of considering bills. Now, 
I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
whether, for the purpose of getting in his amend- 
ment, it is best to send the pill to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, a place 
where it will never again be reached this session? 
The bill is now before the House, or will be if this 
motion be refused. Let us consider it. Let us | 
put upon it our amendment, if the gentleman 1s 
not satisfied with the construction of the Depart- 
ment and the construction everybody puts upon 1t. 
Let the gentleman put upon the bill an amendment 
of his own. 1 do not object to it; but I ask, sir, 
again, that we shall consider the bill now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask for the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to inquire of the 
Chair if the previous-question will extend beyond 
the motion to commit to the Committee of the 
Whole? -` 

The SPE 


AKER: It will bring the House to a i 


| vote; first, upon recommitting the bill, and then, 
upon the amendments. DN 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I trust there will be a 
general consent that the amendments, which seem 
to be required by some gentlemen, may be made 
to the bill. th e = 

Mr. HOUSTON. No one objects: © — ~ 

-Mr: HENDRICKS: Then I suggest that the 
amendment be inserted in the proper lace. f 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the gentleman from 
Alabama (Mr. Hovsroy] will withdraw his call 
for the previous question for a few moments only. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This bill has been discussed 
long enough. I understand that the benefits to be 
derived from this bill, if we agree to it, will go to 
the old soldiers, and to them alone. 

Mr. ORR. Ifthe previous question is persisted 
in I shall move that the bill do lie upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. Henpricks] proposes, by 
general consent, the amendment which— 

Mr. JENKINS. 1 rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
gentleman’s point of order. Debate is notin order. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask that the amend- 
ment may be put into the bill, if there is no objec- 
tion. 

Mr. MASON. I object. 

The question being upon the motion of Mr. 
Orr, to lay the bill upon the table— 

Mr. CLEVELAND demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Lanpry and Mason 
appointed. — ‘ 

T'he question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 64, noes 61. 

Before the result was announced— 

Mr. HENDRICKS demanded the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered. 

Ar. MASON. There seems to bea misunder- 
standing as to the question. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon laying 
the bill upon the table. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 75, nays 89; as fol- 
lows: 

YHAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, Bab- 
cock, Beale, Bissell, John II. Boyd, Bragg, Briggs, Joseph 
Cable, Caldwell, ‘Thompson Caupbell, Cartter, Chapman, 
Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Colcock, Conger, 
Culiom, Curtis, Dean, Diwmick, Dockery, Duncan, Floyd, 
Gentry, Giddings, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Haven, 
Hebard, Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, John W. Howe, In- 
gersoll, Ives, Jenkins, James Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
Preston King, Kurtz, Mann, Martin, MeNair, McQueen, 
Miner, John Moore, Morehead, Murray, Nabers, New- 
ton, Orr, Outlaw, Perkins, Robie, Ross, Sackett, School- 
craft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, Stauly, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Thurston, Venable, Walbridge, Wal- 
lace, Wetech, Wells, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Witiams—75. 

NAYS—Messrs. Witlis Allen, William Appleton, Aver- 
ett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bennett, Boeock, Breck- 
inridge, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Bur- 
rows, E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis LD. Campbell, Chandler, 
Cobb, George T. Davis, Jolin G. Davis, Dawson, Doty, 
Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, 
Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Gamble, Gaylord, Gilmore, Good- 
enow, Green, Grey, Hamilton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, 
Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, Houston, Thomas M. 
Howe, Thos. ¥. How, Hunter, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, 
Jobn Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, Geo. 
G. King, Kuhns, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mace, Ma- 
son, McCorkle, MeLanaban, MeMullin, Meade, Millson, 
Molony, Murphy, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Phelps, Polk, 
Rantoul, Riddie, Schermerhorn, David L: Seymour, Skel- 
ton, Smart, Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Abraham P. Stephens, Alexander H. Stephens, St.. 
Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Townshend, Walsh, 
Watkins, Addison White, and Alexander White—89. 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now upon 
seconding the demand for the previous question. 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Has the morn- 
ing hour expired? 
The SPEAKER. It has not, by one minute. 
Mr. MEADE. I understand the question is 
upon seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion. Task the gentleman from Alabama {Mr. 
Housrox] to withdraw his call for the previous 
question for a moment. My object in asking the 
revious question to be withdrawn 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] declines to withdraw it, and 
debate is out of order. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Tam willing to hear the gen- 
tleman, but I do not feel at liberty to withdraw it. 
The SPEAKER. If the previous question is 
not withdrawn, debate is out of order. A 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. HOUSTON. But Iam willing to hear the 
gentleman. poy Bee ae 


The SPEAKER. That does‘not alterthe case, 
if the previous question is. not withdrawn. . 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. Lask for tellers upon see-. 
onding the previous question, 98-8 0%. 

Tellers were ordered. © 7, 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tenn 
ing hour expired? aay 

The SPEAKER. It has. | 


adele 


essee.: Has the morn- 


- = DAY OF ADJOURNMENT, | ge 
Mr. HARRIS. Lask the unanimous consent. 
of the House to take up. the resolution, returned 
from the Senate with amendments, fixing the day 


of adjournment, 0 0 a ` 

[Cries of “ Good !?? * Good !?” «Good 172] 

The SPEAKER. -Isit objected to? : 

Mr. STANLY. Itis. I object to ite. : 

Mr. HARRIS. Then L move that the rules be, ` 
suspended to allow it to be taken up. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is not a motion’ 
which I made last Monday, to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of offering a resolution, still pend- 
ing? : : : 

The SPEAKER. ` The Chair did not recollect 
the fact, but he is informed by the Clerk thatit is 


so. : 

Mr. JONES. I now offer the resolution T send 
to the Clerk’s table, in lieu of the oné:{ desired'to 
offer last Monday. H isa modification of the first 
resolution, and [ ask the rules may be suspended 
for the purpose of offering it. ; 

Mr. ORR. | What was the original resolution ? 

; Ths SPEAKER. . Both resolutions’ will be 
real. 

The original resolution was read as follows: 


Resolved, That the five-minutes rule be suspended, so far 
as relates to the bill of the House No. 182, (river and har- 
bor bill,) from eleven o’clock to-morrow. : 


The modified resolution was as follows: 
Resolved, That for the remainder of the present session, 
it shall be in the power of the majority, at any time, to sns- 
pend so much of the thirty fourth rute as allows five min- 
utes’ debate on amendments, after general debate has closed. 
Mr. ORR. Can the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. Jonzs] take the floor from the gentleman 
from Tennessee (Mr. Harris) to introduce that 
general resolution, having no corinection with his? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee nearest the Chair, [Mr. Hanris,] was not 


i entitled to the floor, for the reason that this prop- 


osition to suspend the rules was laid over from 
last Monday. fae 

Mr. MEADE. Irise to a question of order. 
That resolution was offered on Monday ‘last, I 
understand, and in reference to a subject. which 
has been disposed of by the House, and the reso- 
lution:then offered is not now applicable to any 
subject whatever, and I should say it had died a 
natural death. The original resolution .contem-. 
plated a suspension of the rules to limit debate 
upon the river and harbor bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘It is competent for the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones} to withdraw 
his motion to suspend the rules for one purpose, 
and submit a motion to suspend them fora very 
different purpose.’ It isa question about which 
there can be no doubt at all. It is a question as to 
an amendment of the original resolution. His right 
to withdraw his original motion is.very clear, and 
his right of submitting another, being a. modifica- 
tion of the first, is equally clear. : 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Is it in order to 
alter the standing rules of this House without one 
day’s notice? 

The SPEAKER, It is not in order, unless the 
House chooses to suspend the rules for that pur- 

ose, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This resolution is. 
merely to place it in the power of the majority of 


| the House to terminate five minutes’ debate. 


Mr. FOWLER.. I wish to make an inquiry. 
If this resolution shall be adopted will it not put 
it in the power of the majority of this House to 
prevent the offering of amendments to this bill? 

Many MEMBERS. Not at all; ñot at all. = 

Mr. CARTTER. It only cuts off discussion. 

Mr, ORR. I feel constrained. to call for ‘the 
yeas and nays upon this question. Fdo not like 
the initiative. i a 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and the. result was—yeas 85, 
nays 78; as follows: alas i : 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Thomas H- 
Bayly, Bartlett, Bennett, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, 
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George H. Brown, Burrows, Rusby, Joseph. Cable, Cald- 
well Fhoinpeon Campbell, Carter, Chandler, Chapman, , 
Chastain, Cleveland, Clingman; Culiom, Curtis; George T: 
Davis, John G; Davis; Dawson, Dean; Diminick, Dockéry, 
Doty, Dmican, Dunham, Easunan,. Fieklin, Thomas J.:D. 
Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, Hamilton, Isham. G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Heb- 
ard, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Hoistord; Hoaston, John 
W. Hewe, Thomas M. Howe, I ves;. Andrey Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, George W.. Jones; George. G. King, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Mclanahan, John Moore, Murphy, Mur- 
ray, Olds, Ondaw, Sainuel: W. Parker, Perkins, Phelps. 
Polk, Richardson, Robie, Schermerhorn, David L. Say 
mour, Skelion, Smart, Smith, Stariy, ‘Thaddens Stevens, 
Stone, Stratton, Stuart, Thurston; Wallace, Walsh, Wik 
drick, and Yates—85 oy 
NAYS— Messrs. Abercrombie; Aiken, 
Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Beale, 2B 
John H. Boyd, Albert G. Brown, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Clark, Cobh, Colenck, Daniel. Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, 
Faulkner, Fitch, Flarence, Floyd; Fowler, Gamble, Gid- 
dings, Gilmore, Goodrich, Green,.-Gray, Harper, Henn, 
Hotladay, Howard, "Fhomas Y. How, fagérsoll, Jackson, 
Jenkins, James Johrison; Jólin ‘Johnson, Kubos, Landry, 
Mace; Mann, Martin, Mason, McCorkle; MeMollin, Me- 
Nair, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Molony, Morehead, Na- 
bets, Newton, Orr, Ross, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Schoonma- 
Ker, Senrry, Origen $. Seymour, Benjamin Stanton; Rich- 
aid U. Stanton, Abraham P, Stephens, St. Martin, Stro- 
ther, “Fownshend, Venable, Walbridge, Watkins, Weleh, 
Wells, Addison: White, Alex, White, and ‘Williams—78, 


So the rules were not suspended, 
ADJOURNMENT RESOLUTION. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, I move that the 
rules of the House bë suspended for the purpose 
of taking up the joint resolution fixing a'time for 
the final adjonrnment of Congress. 

‘Cries of tt Agreed!” «© Agreed !”] 

‘Mru SACKETT. I desire to ask thegentleman 
from Tennessee a question. 

Mr. CARTTER, fFobject, 

The SPEAKER. As discussion has been ob- 
jected to, it cannot be indulged by the Chair. 


Mr, SACKETT. I wish to know whether the | 
land distribution bill had 


‘been acted upon by the | 
Senate ? ; 


{Cries all over the Hall of «I object!” «g 
object ”?], 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in 

order. l ee 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Lobject ta all discussion. 
Mr. STANLY. Is it in order to inquire 

whether the river and harbor bill has been passed ? 
‘The SPEAKER. It is not. 

_ Mr. CARTTER. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon.the motion to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose indicated by the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The yeas and nays werg ordered. 

: The question was then. pat upon the motion to 
suspend the rules, and it was agreed to—~yeas 123, 
hays 45; as follows: j 

YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis.Allon, Alli- 
son, John Appleton, Averett, Babeock, Thomas H. Bayly, 

Bartlett, Bissell, ` Bocock, Bowie, Brags, Breckinridge, 
Brenton, Briggs, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Lewis P. Campbell, Thompson Camphelt, Careter, Chand- | 
ler, Chapman, Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Clingman, Col- 
cock, Curtis, George 'T, Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, Dunham, Eyans, Ewing, Faulkner, Pick- 
Mn, Fitch, Fowler, Thomas J. D; Fuller, Gamble; Gentry, 
Giddings,, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, Grey,: 
Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W., Harris, Hascall, 
Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, | 
Houston, Howard, Jomi W. Howe, Thomas M. Rowe, In- 
gersoll, ivez, Jackson, Jeuking, Audeew: Jomison, Jamies: 
Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Preston | 
King, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Mason, Me- 
Lavahan, MeMulliu, McNair, McQueen, Meade, Millson, 
Molony, Morehead, Marphy, Murray, Nabers, Newton, i 
Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Perkins, Polk, Richardson, | 
Robie, Ross, Schooleraft, Schoonmaker, Origen S. Sey- | 
mour, Skelton, Smarty Smith, Benjamin Stanton, Richard | 
H. Stanton, Abraham P: Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, | 
Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Thurston, Townshend, Ven- | 
able, Walbridge, Wallace, Watkins, Wells; Witeox, Wit- 
drick, and. Vates—123. 

NAYS—Mesers. William Appleton, Barrere 

George H. Brown, B. Carrington Cabell, 
Cultorm, Daniél, Disney, Doty, Dunean, Eastman, Florence, 
Elvyd, Harpor;. Haws, Henn, Thomas Y. How, George 
W. Jones, George G, King, Kuhns, Mace, Metorkle; Mi= | 
ner, John Moora, Qutlaw, Penniman, Pheips, Rantoul, 
Riddle, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Scudder, Scurry, David L. | 
Seymour, Stanly, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Walsh, 
Weleb, Addison White, Alex. White, and Williams—45.° | 


So the motion to-suspend the rules was agreed to. 


Jobn Appleton, 
Bissell, Bocock, Bowie, 


> Bennett, 
Cobb, Conger, 


The SPEAKER. The Senate have made the 
following amendment-to the joint resolution fixing 
the time for the final adjournment of Congress: 

“ Resalued, That. the Senate tconcurto the resolution of 
the House of Representatives with the following amend- 


ment, viz: Strikeout the words ‘Monday the 16th,’ and in- 
sert “Tuesday the 3lst.? > 


So that the final adjournment, if the amendment ; 
of the Senate be concurred in by the Fouse, would | 
be Tuesday, 3ist of August, instead ‘of Monday, : 
tie 16th of August. Sates 


$ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLORE 


Mr. HARRIS... L call. for the previous question. 
‘upon the amendment of the Senate. 


Committee of Ways.and, Means. will. be alowed. 
to state whether we can. 
or not. 

A Memser. Fobject o > i 

. The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question. was. ordered to. be put. 
The question. was then.put; and the amendment of 
the Senate. was:agreed to. , ; . ; 

Mr, HARRIS. «I move that the vote adopting 
the Senate amendment. be reconsidered, and that 
the motion. to reeonsider.be laid upon the. table. 

„The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BISSELL. l ask the unanimous consent 
of the House—and if that be not granted I shall 
move.a.suspension of the rules. for the purpose— 
to. report back from the. Committee on. Mi 
Affairs ‘An aet to provide for the protection.of the 
Territories of New Mexico, Utah, and Oregon, 
and the States of Texas and California.’? 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. T object. 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 mave a suspension of the 
rules to enable me to make the report. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I under- 
stand that this matter has never been before a com- 
mittee of the House at all. 


upon the motion for the suspension of the rules. 
‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
The question was then put, and the motion te 
saapentt the rules was not agreed to. 


FEES OF MARSHALS, CLERKS, ETC. 
Mr. McLANAHAN. ‘FI ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to. submit the following res- 
olution: ` : 
Whereas it is believed, as a measure of retrenchment 


fees and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, and attor- 
neys,of the circuit aud district courtsaf the United States, 
and tor other purposes,” will promote the administration of 
justice, equalize the compensation of public officers in the 
several districts of the United States, and: save to:the Gov- 
ernment about §20:),000 annually; therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be au- 
thorized to report said bill, with the amendments thereto, 
to ‘the Honse of Representatives, to-morrow during the 
morning hour. 


Mr. HOWARD. I object. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. ‘I movea suspension of: 
the rules, for the purpose of enabling me ‘to pre- 
sentit. 

The question was put, and the motion to sus- 
pend the rules was agreed to. 

The resolution was then submitted and adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move that the 
House proceed to the consideration of the un- 
finished business upon. the Speaker’s table. My 
object is to get at the French spoliation bill: 

{Cries of “That is right!” “That is right!) 

Mr. HAMILTON demanded the yeasand nays 
upon the motion to-go-into the Committee of the 
Whole on the State of the Union; which were not 
ordered. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is my intention, if we 
shall go into committee, to move to take up one of. 
the appropriation bills. 

he question was put upon the motion. to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and upon a division there were—ayes 72, 
noes 55. 

Mr. BAYLY. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Stevens, of 
Pennsylvania, and HAMILTON, were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the motion was 
agreed to, the tellers having reported—ayes 78, 
noes 51. 

The House accordingly resolved‘itself into the 
Committee of the Whoie ont 
(Mr. Priexes in the chair.) 


MILITARY. ACADEMY BILL, 


ments of the Senate to the Military Academy bill. 
The question was put, and the motion agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The first amendment of 
the Senate is as follows: 
“After line 14th, to insert—‘For a ridin 
Mr. EVANS. 
the. provision whi 


hall, $19,000.°9? 
I was not aware until now that- 
ch has. just been read had been 


put into the bill by the Senate. Iam glad. that it 


Mr. STANLY. L hope the chairman of the | 


get through by that time. 


litary | 


Mr. CLARK. I demand the yeas and nays | 


and reform, House Bill No. 146, entitled “A bill to regulate | 


he state of the Union, | 


i 


j! of the people, 


| inducement for their pro 


i À l || examined into this matter. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I moveto take up theamend- | 


has. been, and had I been in tke House when the 

bill was. under consideration heretofore, I should 

have submitted it myself. The Committee of 
Ways. and Means report a- disagreement to the 

amendment of the. Senate, but I trust its. disagree- 

ment::will. nat: be-concurred: in. | Itis absolutely: 

necessary that a riding hall should be kept. up 

there; because for portions. of the year it is atterly 

impossible for the young. men. of the Military 

Academy, on account of the weather, to attend to 

the cavalry exercise... J-have-visited that Academy 

within the last five months myself, and have been 

assured by its officers that.a riding hall of the char- : 
acter contemplated is indispensable. There is no 

reason in the world why they should say so, for 

exercise in the open air-is preferred’ when the 

weather is fair, The present riding hall is inef- 

ficient. for the purposes for. which it.was intended. 

Many of the cadets have been seriously. injured. in 

exercising in.it.. I would not only provide for 

the construction of.a suitable riding hall—I would 

go. further—I would. provide, that there should. be 

established thereagymnasium. I would, looking 
to. the military schools of Europe, see. that. the 

young men of the Military Academy. were prop- 
erly ‘Instructed in athletic exercises. ` Athletic ex- 
ercise is greatly required there. 

Perhaps, also, the. term of service should be 
extended. for another year. Every one. who has 
perused thecharming notes of Sir Francis Head— 
his“ Faggat.of French Sticks,” knows that gym- 
nastic exercise, in the French service, is. required 
as. regularly: of the officers and troops as any part 
of the drill,.or infantry tactics. The consequence 
is, that they acquire physical. vigor, and power to 
endure fatigue beyond other officers and troops. 

l would not reject this appropriation for the 
riding hall, but I would add to it an amendment 
to appropriate money for building a hall for gym- 
nastic and athletic exercises. There is no reason 
why gentlemen should make objectionto this riding 
hall. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to ma 
of the gentleman. Does the ame 
that this hall shall be carpeted ? 

Mr. EVANS. Yes, sir, with good tan bark. 
I do not know what sort of an idea the gentleman 
has in his mind. I apprehend: that he is one of 
the gentlemen who. think that officers. and troops 
ought not to be. instructed toride. The system of 
riding where the broader the base the firmer the 
foundation, and where the rider gets his foot up. 
to the heels in the stirrup, may do very well in 
his country,-but will not do in battle, . If you wish 

| to make good riders, and good cavalry officers, you 
i must give them thorough instruction, To effect 
this. object,.it requires thorough and daily practice, 
in order to make them perfectly experienced riders. 
During a great part of the year it is impossible to 
tide out of doors, and all must know that when 
the plain is favorable for such purposes, the riding 
is in the open air. This appropriation is not for 
the benefit of cadets.alone,. but for the advantage 
Tt is really required, and the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means ought not-to have 
rejected it. Instead. of rejecting an amendment 
which provides for giving experience to men edu-. 
| cated at this Academy, we ought to hold: out every 
per instruction.. We ought 
either to make the practice thoroughly efficient, or 
do awav with the system altogether. We ought 
not ta leave the system in an unsettled state, and 
| so far from. rejecting an amendment of this kind, 
providing the proper conveniences for riding, the 
Committee on Military Affairs ought to-go on and: 
add to the capabilities of the institution, and they 
should require amore thorough and efficient course 
of. study than now exists, especially in those ex- 
ercises which give vigor to: the human frame, and. 
efficiency to our troops and: officers. There:is not 
the slightest. necessity for rejecting this amend- 
ment, and I am clearly of the opinion thatan ap- 
propriation should be made for. this riding hall. I 
have been frequently at.West Point, ani E have 
Lhave conversed with 


the officers- there in relation to the necessity for 
this appropriation, and I find that there was an 
universal opinion in its favor. _ Ltrust:that it may 
also meet with the favor of this House. : 
Mr. JONES, of ‘Tennessee. ‘Fhe Committee 
of Ways and. Means recommended- a- non-concur- 
rence in this amendment., I.do.not suppose-that 
the committee have any feeling about this matter, 
but as- oga:member-of` the dommitten, I have yet 


ke an inquiry 
ndment provide 
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to be satisfied that it is right to make an appro- 


priation for a hallat the Military Academy, where | 


the boys can learn to ride. I take it for granted 


that instructing them to ride in this hall by. rule | 


will not teach them to ride upon thè mouzitains 
and prairies, where they will:have to chase down 
the Indians. If you wish to teach’ them to ride, 
let them be engaged:in the practical service of the 
country in the opervair; and if you wish to invig- 
orate and develop their systems, it would be mach 
better done in the open air upon horseback than 
under cover or any place prepared for that pur- 
pose. : 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. Will the gentleman 
allow me to ask him-a question—whether or not 
the visiting committees at West Point, who have 


been there upon the ground year after year, are not | 
supposed.to be influenced by proper motives in | 
recommending such an appropriation as necessary | 


and proper? 

Mr. JONES. Iwill answer that question. T 
presume the visiting committee are gentlemen sup- 
posed to be friends and admirers of that institu- 


tion, who wish to build it up. When they go | 


there they know but little of it. Many of them, 
when they go there and converse with the profess- 


ors and teachers of ‘that establishment, become | 


infatuated, and sustain everything which these 


professors recommend as being useful or orna- | 
The appropria- | 


mental about the establishment. 
tion for a riding hall has been proposed for years, 
and I suppose that it wiil finally pass. T presume 
that the Senate will havea committee of confer- 


ence upon this bill, and that this amendment will | 


be inserted. 

Mr. EVANS. I wish to remark that we have 
already a riding hall there, although it is a very 
bad one. We cannot support horses for every 
young man there, There are but thirty horses; 
yoi cannot, therefore, teach all the young men to 
ride. 

Mr. JONES. I suppose that the committee un- 
derstands this matter now;and in order to prevent 
any extended debate, Í move that the committee 
rise for the purpose of closing the general debate 
upon the amendments. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 


The committee then rose, and the Speaker hav- | 


ing resumed the chair, the chairman reported that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the Union generally under consid- 
eration, and particularly the Senate amendments 
to House bill No. 87, making appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy at West 
Point, bat had come to no conclusion thereon. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move the usual 


resolution terminating debate in five minutes after |! 


the consideration of this bill shall beagain resumed 
in committee; and also that the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to-the House when the amendments 
shall have been disposed of. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 


On motion by Mr. JONES, the House again | 
resolved. itself into the Committee of the Whole ; 
on the state of the Union, and resumed the con- | 


sideration of the Military Academy bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
committee is on concurring in the amendment ap- 
propriating $12,000 fora riding hall. 

Mr. EVANS demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER and Moony 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 57, noes 61. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now recurs 
upon the second amendment, ‘‘ for improvements 
and additions to officers’ quarters, $3,000.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-coneurrence in that 
amendment. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Committee of | 
‘Ways and Means recommend a non-concurrence : 


inthis amendment. Since that I have seen the 
chairman of the Finance Committee in the Sen- 


ate, and have had somé conversation with him i; 


upon the subject, and ‘he is very clearly of spin- 


ion that it should be passed, and I think he is | 


probably correct in that opinion. 


The question was then taken, and the amend- | 


mënt was concurred in. 


The next amendment of the Senate was read by 
the Clerk, as follows: Í $ 

eg For additional pay tò the lithographer and pressmen in 
the lithographic office, $50 each—Sl0u.” ape 

Mr. HOUSTON.. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommends that the House concur in 
this amendment. ia ty 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think those two 
persons are soldiers, who have been employed 
upon that lithographic work for some time, and 
this amendment only proposes to give them each 
$50 per annum in addition to their pay as soldiers. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The next amendment was then read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 

£: Page second; line twenty-five, strike out the following 
proviso: 

*¢Prooided, That the Superintendént of thé Military Acad- 
emy at West Point may be selected by the President of the 


United States from any corps in thé Army ofthe United 
States.” 


| Mr. HOUSTON. Thatis the amendment which 
was adopted by the House at the instance of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Marsmatu.] 
The Senate have stricken it out. | understand that 
the gentleman himself is disposed to concur with 
the Senate, ard the Committee of Ways and 
Means recommend a concurrence. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; 

The néxt amendment of the Senate was read 
by the Clerk, as follows: 

_ * Add as a new se¢tion to the end of the bill, the follow- 
ing: 

éc Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That hereafter the 
Assistant Professor of Freneh and Drawing shall receive the 
pay and emohiments allowed to other assistant officers. ” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommends a concurrence in this 
amendment of the Senate. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The next amendmentof the Senate was read by 
the Clerk, as follows: 

Sno. 3. And be it further enacted, That to rectify a 
mistake which was made in the enrollment of the bill, 
entitled © An act to supply deficiencies in the appropriation 
‘for the services during the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
‘June, 1852,’ by omitting a clause appropriating per diem 
compensation and mileage for Bonators; members of the 
House of Representatives and Delegates, agreed ta by the 
Senate and ftlouse of Representatives, the sum of $50,000 
is hereby appropriated for that object out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is a provision that 
was passed in the deficiency bill, but through a 
mistake of a Clerk in this House, it was left out 
| in the enrollment of the bill, 
rectify the mistake of that Clerk. 
| Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. ‘That was a righteous 
| mistake. 


Mr. CLEVELAND. 


t 
G 


i what this $50,000 is for? 


what it is for. It is for the purpose of paying the 
per diem and mileage of the Senators and Repre- 
sentatives of Congress especially. A 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Is there any per diem 
in it? 


for the payment of per diem and mileage. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Ís there any provision 
for the payment of per diem? 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment contains the 
| words ‘* mileage and per diem.” 

Mr. CLEVELAND. | wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Ways and Means 


$50,000, or a portion of it, was taken by Senators 
for constructive mileage for services they never 
: rendered in any form? 


‘this committee who does not undérstand that 
amendment—not one. 


» House left it out. f i 
was discussed on the deficiency bill, on two occa- 
Thereis no part of it goes 


ii sions, in this House. 
to pay constructive mileage. 


i 


H 
| mileage, who are now in the Senate, but who did 
i not gat their mileage out of the last appropriation, 


i 
] 
H 
4 


This is intended to ʻi 


i I wish to inquire of the | 
i chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 


Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment expresses : 


. Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment says it is | 


ommittee, :: 
whether he does not know the fact, that this i; 


Mr. HOUSTON. There is nota mėmber of: 


‘Yt was disċussed at some | 
i length on two occasions previously, and although | 
the majority of the House agreed to pass it, yet | 
ji upon the entollment of the bill, some Clerk of this © 
It isthe same amendment that | 


Not a dime of it; ` 
ii büt it goes to pay Senators their per diem and į 


H ` í a a ae ee ee 
| because of the fatt that the constructive mileage . 
‘had been paid out of the former appropriation. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Ténnessee. ‘I would like 
to ask the chairman of the Ways and’ Means Comi- 
| anittee one question. He seems to .be.very diplo- 
matic upon this amendment. Fle says not a dol- 
lar of this goes to pay constructive mileage. “Fwikh 
toask him the question directly, whether it doi 
not go to supply a deficiency that wag creat 
the taking of constructive mileage?‘ ee 
‘Mr. HOUSTON.” If my friend had paid any 
attention to my Tast answer to the gentleman from 
Connecticat, (Mr. CLEvELAND,] he would have 
seen that I answered precisely the question he iow 
asks. ` ney es 
! © Mr. JOHNSON, What was youratiswer? | 
| Mr. HOUSTON, I said, in my remark to the 
i! gentleman from Connecticut, that this was to pay 
i Senators who are now in their seats discharging 
| their duties; but that last year’s appropriation has 
| been diminished by the taking of constructive mile- 
, age, and therefore it becomes necessary to pass 
l this amendment. But will the gentleman undér- 
i take to say that a Senator who has come in since 
| —because his predecessors took constructive milé- 
; age—-must be made'to serve for nothing? ‘Take, 
ifor instance, the two Senators from Mississippi. 
i The Senators from Mississippi had nothing to do 
with that constructive mileage. They did ‘not 
take a dime of it. They were not here; but the 
mileage was taken by others; and are we to pin- 
ish them. by refusing to pay them their mileage 
and per diem because those who were in the Sen- 
‘ate before them had committed error or wrong? 
+L think the House has already settled the matter. 
| Mr. CLEVELAND. [hold it to be the duty 
lof this House, if there has been an appropriation 
i made by the Senate improperly, contrary to law 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i 
i 
| 
| 


| 
| 
il 
1 
| 
i 
| 
| 
j 
i 


| and justice, and for their own personal benefit, to 
| say that they never shall have the money to re- 
lenish the fund improperly exhausted. 1 ‘hold 
iit to be the duty of the House of Representatives. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish to ask a 
‘of the gentleman from Connecticut, 
|. Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 wish to inquire 
‘if this debate is in order? 
| The CHAIRMAN. There is about a minute 
| or two of the time of the gentleman. from Con- 
i necticut remaining, ee 
| Mr. CLINGMAN., I desire to ask the gen- 
i tleman from Connecticut, supposing this money 
‘was wasted in the last. session, whether we can 
iget it at all, or‘recover it by hunting for it in this 
| way? : mad 
“Mr. CLEVELAND. We can do this, and 
| 


| this we ought to do,—we owe it to the country 


question 


to do it: Instead of having the matter hushed up, 
| we can expose the men who thus robbed the 
| Treasury without law and without right. We 
| can expose them to the country, and let the coun- 
try see their names; and if we are faithful and 
fearless Representatives, we shall do so, no mat- 
ter whether they are Senators, or claim agents, or 
anything else. The higher they are in office the 
|i more important it is that we should compel them 
i: to set a good example. ` 

i Mr. EVANS moved to amend the amendment 
by increasing the appropriation $1,000. 

Mr. E. said: The only reason why I offer that 
| amendment is, because the gentleman from Con- 
necticut {Mr. Creveranp] says that the Senate 
i have acted contrary to law... T do not understand 
the law so. I understand the law to prohibit con- 
structive mileage in future, and not to those gen- 
tlemen who received it. 
> Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
ever gave it to them? 

Mr. EVANS, That is another question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from Maryland that he must confine 
his remarks to his amendment. 

Mr. EVANS, Constructive mileage has been 
i taken ever since the foundation of the Govern- 
ment. It may be considered an unfair construc- 
tion of the law. I do not give such a construe- 
tion. I only state that a different. construction 
has been put upon it for the first time by either 
House of Congress, now, or rather by the. last 
Congress, when we passed a prospective act, and 
not a retrospective one. They took constructive 
‘mileage under the former law, as I understand 
‘it, and not under this law. ‘They took it on the 
onstruction that had always been uniform, and 
li had only beén disavowed by one Officer at the 


Whatlaw 
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other end of the Capitol;.and to say that they 
took it dishonestly and unfairly, and. that their 
names ought to be exposed, is going too far. But 
even if it were so, you cannot recover the money 
now. . Wh osha 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair. is compelled 
to rule the remarks of the gentleman from Mary- 
land to be out of order.: Eleis not endeavoring to 
show the necessity of making $1,000 ‘additional 
appropriation... © f i 

Mr EVANS. -I think T am... So far from di- 
minishing it and cutting it down, I want to show 
why it is proper to increase.it.. I am told that 
some of the Senators did not take it who were 
entitled to it, and this increase to the appropri- 
ation will meet their case. You, cannot gét the 
money back. Fifty thousand dollars have been 
paid under a former and uniform construction, and 
you, cannot recover it in any way. This is a 
proposition, as the chairman of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means has very properly said, to take 
money out of the pockets of A and B, because 
Cand D have improperly received it. I wish it 
understood, however, that I am opposed to con- 
Structive mileage. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. It is pretty 
hard to argue against that amendment; for when 
you. come to the quantum of stealing it is pretty 
hard to say how much ought to be stolen, But 
in the first place, L cannot see why. any portion of 
this sum, should be granted. . 

Mr. SACKETT.. I wish to. ask a question of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means... I wish to know whether this appropri- 
ation covers a certain sum taken by Senators at 
the rate of their per diem allowance for sickness 
during the vacation? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not that I know of. If it 
does, [ donot know it. 

Mr.SACKETT. I understand there are some 
darge items of that kind. 

Mr. KLOUSTON. I presume there are not. 
© Mr. STEVENS. I go upon the ground that 
the whole of this is illegal. { can never vote for 
any such sum of money. It is to supply defi- 
ciencies which the Senate themselves have allowed 
to be taken out of the Treasury contrary to law. 

- Now, sir, T think the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Evans] is mistaken when he says that this 
has been the uniform construction of the law, 
which has given mileage from the foundation of 
the Government, — I think it is only about a dozen 
years since constructive: mileage has been taken. 
A friend near me informs me that it is since about 
1841. I can never vote to pay a man traveling 
from California here and back again $11,000, while 
he is sitting in that Chamber, and never moves 
from it except to his boarding-house. 

: Mr. HOUSTON. | Is this debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition submit- 
‘ted by the gentleman from Maryland is to increase 
‘the appropriation $1,000; and in arguing against 
‘that increase of $1,000, the Chair supposes that an 
argument against the whole amount would be 

roper, 

Mr. STEVENS. HF the object is wrong, I may 
argue against the whole of it. “Now, Ishall never 
give my vote for any body to pay either in the 
shape of a deficiency, which is a cunning way of 
getting it, or in any other shape, members for 
traveling to the amount~-some of them—-of 411,000, 
when they have only traveled from here to their 
‘boarding-house. It is a fraud upon the Treasury 
-of the United States. I have no hesitation in eall- 
ing it a fraud. It is a violation of the plain letter 
of the law. Itis a construction put upon it, not 
by both branches of the Government—for we 
have constantly rejected it—but put by a single 
branch of the Legislature, who allow themselves 
to take out of their contingent fand-—. 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. FITCH moved to add the following pro- 
viso to the Senate amendment: 

Provided, That no constructive mileage shall be alowed 
hereafter. 

Several Members. That is already the law. 

Mr. FITCH. That is not the Jaw. Gentle- 
men are very much mistaken if they suppose that 
the law prohibits entirely constrictive mileage 
hereafter. There isa law prohibiting construct- 
ive mileage for every four years at the incoming 
of a new Administration, and at no other time. 

Mr, STEVENS.. The gentleman probably 


| misunderstood me. I say the law giving mileage 


proach. I want to say, ifit isin order, that I look | 


ithe Senate. There are very honorable gentlemen : 


prevents anything but actual mileage, . 

Mr. FITCH. There is a difference of opinion | 
between us and the Senate as to that, matter. 

[A message was here received from the Senate 
by the hards-of Assury Dicxrns, Esq., its Sec- | 
retary, informing the House of the passage of 
certain bills.] ` an : 

Mr. FITCH, (resuming.) But whatever our 
opinion of the matter is, the Senate have put that 
construction upon the law, and the constructive 
mileage was drawn and allowed by the accounting 
officer at the last session. °°: nan 

“As I before remarked, in speaking of this mat- 
ter, in an amendment to one of the appropriation 
bills‘of the House, we forbade constructive mile- 
age every fourth year—that is, upon the incoming 
of a new Administration. That-law did not ap- | 
ply to the executive, session of the. last Congress. 
It will not apply to any executive session at the 
close. of the alternate Congress, Senators being 
permitted still, under the construction of the old 
law to draw constructive mileage, if they think 
proper to do so, at such executive session. The 
object of this proviso is to exclude it altogether, 
so that it may at no time be drawn. 

Now, as to the $50,000.amendment of the Sen- | 
ate, we have passed upon it in another bill. If we 
refuse to pass it nowy it will not avail anything, | 
because the constructive mileage has been drawn, į 
and we have no power to compel those to whom 
it has been paid to restore it. More than that, | 
there is a very great misunderstanding in relation 
to this constructive mileage. You see the names | 
of Senators published as those who refused to 
take that constructive mileage,'and great credit is 
claimed to them for that refusal. But do you find 
that they have filed written releases for that mile- 
age? Far from it. On the contrary, their names | 
are entered up as entitled to it, and they can get it 
at any time whenever they choose to call for it. | 
It is an investment without interest for all time to 
come. This proviso, if it be adopted, will pre- 
vent any such investments hereafter, and prevent 
any misconstruction of the old law. I do trust, 
in good faith, that it will be adopted. 

Mr. STANLY. TJ favor the views of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, but I hope his amendment | 
will not be adopted. 1 object to the construction | 
which the Senate have placed upon this construct- 
ive mileage, and think it wrong; but I do object, 
also, to the House of Representatives striking a 
blow at the Senate in a matter of this kind. 1 
think it is our duty to treat the Senate with re- 
spect, and, if need be, with a great deal of forbear- 
ance. I deprecate exceedingly that we should 
quarrel with each other in our legislation here. | 
Now, sir, I am not in an especial good humor 
with that honorable body, and I had hoped that | 
an opportunity would have been afforded us, when 
the resolution came up fixing the day of adjourn- 
ment, to have paid some little respect to them for | 
their recent scolding of us. They deserve it 
richly. They deserve just such an amendment as | 
is proposed to be put in; but we do not deserve to 
have to pass that amendment. Now, with all re- i 
spect to that body, I think they waste five times l 
as much time as the House of Representatives. | 
They have had an election case pending since De- | 
cember last, and they have not decided it yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in| 
order, in discussing an election case before the | 
Senate. i 

Mr. STANLY. I want to call public attention | 


to these things, and to save this House from re- | 


upon the House of Representatives as in every | 
respect equal to the Senate. We have as import- | 
ant measures confided to our hands, and, more- 

over, we have power to do things that the Senate | 
cannot do. It becomes this House, above all || 
things, to stand up and maintain the respectability | 
of its character, especially when it is assailed by | 


in the Senate, who have scolded us, who are no i 
way superior, and who, when they were in this: 
House, weré in no way superior to a hundred or | 
more of the members who are here now, and I; 


should liké to have half an hour to pay my re-: 
spects to them as they deserve. But I do not! 
want, by voting for this amendment, to begin to ij 
legislate on the misconduct of the Senate, T hope | 
the House will leave them to rectify their own || 


errors, and put the seal of reprobation on the indi- || 


viduals there who. have offended against propriety 
and violated the law. of the land. 

Mr. SACKETT. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment. _ . 

The CHAIRMAN. : The gentleman. must rec- 
ollect that we are considering an amendment made 
by the Senate to the original bill. \ The gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Fires] has. moved.an amend- 
ment to that amendment, and. no. further amend- 
ment is in order, : E $ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Why is not 


an amendment in order now? 


an 


The CHAIRMAN. Because we have 
amendment now in the second degree. 
Mr. JOHNSON.. Not in this House. The 


amendment of the Senate is the original proposi- 
tion. ; ; : 

The CHAIRMAN. : The Chair decides that no 
further amendment. is in order. i 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Firen ’s 
amendment to the amendment;:and it was decided 
in the affirmative. if ves 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senate as amended. 

Mr. SACKETT moved to amend the amend- 
ment by adding thereto the following: 

Provided, That nothing shall hereafter be paid to Sena- 


tors or Representatives, in case of sickness, during the va- 
cation of Congress. . 


Mr. S. said: I offer thatamendment for the pur- 
pose of calling the attention of the Senate and the 
country, and the House, to the fact, that several 
very considerable sums of money have been drawn 
by Senators, during the recess of Congress, under 
the law, I think, of 1818, that members detained 
by sickness, during the recess, shall be paid at the 
rate of their per diem allowance. I do not re- 
member the title of the law. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would inquire 
of the gentleman, if the practice has not been ap- 
plied to members of this House also? 

Mr.SACKETT. I presumeso. I merely de- 
sire to call attention to the fact, that there is such 
alaw. Iunderstand that, in certain cases, the 
sums have risen up to $1,000 and $1,500. : 

A Member. Name a case. : R 

Mr. SACKETT. I prefer not to do it. The 
are published. I understand that the sums received 
in cases of sickness, during the recess of Congress, 
have in some instances risen up to $1,000 and 
$1,500. I have never examined the details of 
the law, but I understand that there is sucha con- 
struction put-upon a law, and that such sums of 
money have been drawn from the Treasury in 
such cases. If this be so, I wish Congress and 
the country to take notice of the fact, that we may 
repeal that law. I offered the proviso merely for 
the purpose of calling attention to the fact, but it 
is so clearly right that I believe I shall press it to 
a vote. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. It seems to me that the 
gentleman from New York has traveled out of his 
way, for the purpose of assailing some individual, 
either in this House or at the other end of the 
Capitol. It seems to me that there can be nothing 
plainer than the justice of the practice; and of the 
law, if law exists, that a member in the service of 
his country, detained in this city by sickness, shall 
be paid his per diem. I beg to know if there is a 
man upon this floor, who is desirous of having a 
brother member, when he is detained here by sick- 
ness after the adjournment, remain and expend 
large sums of money out of his own pocket? 

Mr. SACKETT. I desire to. say a word by 
way of explanation. I do not intend this as an 
attack upon anybody. I do not say that any 
money has been drawn except fairly, under the 
law as it exists. I only say that I am opposed to 
such a law. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I say in reply to the 
gentleman, that I did not believe there was a man 
upon this floor, or who had ever occupied a seat 
here, who would hesitate for one moment, to pay 
out of the public Treasury the per diem of those 
members who may be detained here by sickness 
during the recess. ` I donot believe there is a man 
upon this floor who would not put his hand into 
his own pocket, if there was no such law, and be- 
friend a brother member in that condition, to help 
to support him in his misfortanes. Sir, there is 
not, in my judgment, a more meritorious claim 
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upon the Treasury, than the one which the gèn- 
tleman now tries`to shut out by his proviso. 

Mr. SACKETT. 1l never thought of any par- 
ticular case. i 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Ido not see why this 
amendment should. be: offered, unless’ it was. in- 
tended to cast a reflection upon the action of. the 
House or some member of it.» We are now ad- 
ministering a very proper; just, and becoming- re- 
buke to. the Senate, for taking this ‘constructive 


mileage, and the gentleman is trying to weaken || 


the force of the exposure we are making, by offer- 
ing an amendment of this character. F-think it 
ought.to be met and opposed. I think that when 
any member is detained by sickness, and com- 
pelled to remain here when others are permitted 
to go home, he ought to be allowed his per diem. 
I think the amendment ought to be voted down 
by every member, except by the gentleman who 
offered it, and his name ought to stand alone upon 
the record. e 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sacr- 
ErT’s amendment, and it was not-agreed to. 

Mr. MEADE offered the. following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the Senate amend- 
ment as amended: i e 

But nothing in this proviso shall prevent a member of 


Congress from receiving his mileage for attending any regu- 
lar session thereof. 


Mr. M. said: I wish to call the attention of |; 


the committee to the fact that a liberal construc- 
tion of the proviso opposed by the gentleman from 
Indiana, and which has just been adopted, a mem- 
ber from Arkansas, or Texas, or California, who 
miglit think proper after the adjournment of this 
session of Congress, to remain here in Washing- 
ton until next session, without going home; would 
not be entitled to his mileage. I know it is not 
the intention of the committee to exclude mileage, 
except in the case of an extra session called im- 
mediately upon the adjournment of the regular 
session, and when amember could not possibly get 
home. But unless my amendment-is adopted, 
“that, construction will certainly be put upon the 
proviso of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. HOUSTON. By the law asit now stands, 
if this session should continue until within a short 
time of, or up to the next session, members of 
Congress would not be entitled to any mileage at 
all. The law is that the mileage of members of 
Congress shall be controlled, to some extent, by 
the Jength of time between the two sessions. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. We 

assed that time now. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe we have. But if 
Congress should not adjourn until within a month 
of the next session, the law would give each mem- 
ber of Congress his eight dollars per diem for that 


have 


month, and deprive him of" mileage. That is the |! 


express law now. I do. not think that the con- 
struction which the gentleman from Virginia puts 


upon the proviso of the gentleman from Indiana | 


is acorrect one. I think the proviso against con- 
structive mileage is a proper one, and it does not 


interfere with the regular mileage of the members | 


of either House of Congress. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Meanr’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of 
the Senate as amended, it was put, and decided in 
the affirmative. ii 

So the amendmentasamended was concurred in. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved to amend the title of || 


the bill by adding the words ‘and for other pur- 
poses.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to lay aside the bill 
with the amendments to be reported to the House, 
and to take up House bill, No. 196, making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 
1853. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The civil and diplomatic bill was taken up by 
the committee for consideration. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The bill is a long one, and 
there is no necessity for reading it through, pre- 
paratory to amendment. .I hope the committee 
will consent to have it read by paragraphs, and 
that such amendments as may be designed, will 
be offered as the reading progresses. That will 


| no general debate springs up. 


ceed at once to consider the.bill by paragraphs. 


i toamendment. In order, however, that there may 


! gard to that matter. 


| me, I will suggest that there will be ample time 


| order? 


. dressed the committee an hour, upon the political | 


expedite action a good deal, especially if we confine | 
our debates to the amendments offered. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The Chair will remark | 
that the bill extends over forty-three pages.. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] submits 
the proposition that the preparatory reading of the 
bill be dispensed. with, and that the committee pro- 


It will be for the committee to determine. = 

Mr. STUART. -I hope the reading of the bill 
will be dispensed with, because when debate is 
closed and we enter upon the amendments, the bill 
will have to be read through again. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is mistaken 
in this. I propose to dispense with the first read- 
ing of the bill, and to commence with the second 
reading, that is, to read the bill by paragraphs, if | 
Should such be the 
cage,-and.we have to close debate, then we can go 
on with the reading of the bill by paragraphs and 
make amendments. ; 

The question was put, and Mr. Hovwsron’s mo- 
tion agreed to and the Clerk proceeded to read 
the first paragraph of the bill. i 

Mr. STUART. I hope the committee will un- 
derstand what we are now doing. As I under- 
stand it, according to- the arrangement entered into | 
by the committee, unless amendments are made 
as the sections to which they refer are read, they 
cannot be made at all. We cannot refer back to 
a section after. it has been passed over, : 

The CHAIRMAN. .The Chair announced be- 
fore the reading of the bill; that it was now open 


be no misunderstanding, he will again remark, as : 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Sruart] has 
corrrectly remarked, that after any section of the | 
bill has been passed over, the committee cannot | 
go back to it again without unanimous consent. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If there is any 
gentleman here who wishes to make presidential | 
speeches, or speeches in general, the timẹ has ar- 
rived when he can be gratified. [Laughter.] | 
Mr. FITCH. Ihave an amendment to offer to | 
this bill. I desire to submit the proviso to which | 
I have already alluded, in relation to constructive 
mileage, and have it inserted in this bill, so that it 
shall apply to the Executive sessions of the Sen- 
ate, that thers may be no doubt at all with re- 


Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will allow 


for his amendment, and it will be better to submit 
it as an independent section to come in at the end 
of the bill. | 

Mr. FITCH. Will not that be ruled out of 


Mr. HOUSTON. Certainly not. I think the 
gentleman’s amendment is a good one, and ought 
to be adopted by the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s amend- 
ment will be in order to come in at the end of the 
bill, as a separate section, if he desires to offer it ! 
there. f | 

Mr. MEADE. So well satisfied am I that the 
proviso ought to be adopted, excluding members 
of Congress from receiving their mileage, except 
for the regular sessions, that I am induced to offer 
an amendment to the clause in this bill relating to | 
mileage, which will tend to explain it.. I offer the 
following amendment: i 

Provided, That no constructive mileage sball be allowed i 
for attending extra sessions of Congress. | 

Mr. FITCH. The difficulty against which the ; 
gentleman desires to provide by his amendment, 
{ think can better be met by a separate section of 
the bill. When the proper place arrives I will 
offer an amendment which will cover the whole | 

round. ; l | 

Mr. MEADE. Very well, then; I will with- 
draw my amendment. 

The ČLerx having finished the reading of the | 
clause providing for the contingent expenses of 
i 


the two Houses, - 
Mr. FAULKNER obtained the floor, and ad- 


issues between the two parties, and particularly | 
upon the subject of the compromise measures. In | 
regard to the maintenance of the latter he argued | 
that it was essential to the peace of the Union. In ; 
ng upon the subject of the Presidency, he said | 


speaki 
could contribute to the peace of the Union by | 


‘rarily,} and 


he could not see that the election of General. Scott 
giving stability and firmness to the compromise 


policy of 1850. : [His remarks are published in 

the Appendix.]. a, Se ae a 
Mr. SKELTON obtained the floor. o; 
[The Speazer here resumed the chair tempo- 


Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 


‘rolled Bills, reported back as correctly enrolled 


the following bills, which thereupon received the 
signature of the Speaker, viz: 


‘An act to amend an act entitled “ An act to in- 
corporate the Washington, Gaslight Company,”” 
approved July 8, 1848; oe RS 
An act to protect the actual settlers upon the 
lands on the line of the Illinois Central Railroad 
and branches, by granting preémption rights there- 
to; and i 
An act to create three 
in the State of Towa.] : 
Mr. COBB, (Mr. Sxeuron yielding the floor.) 
I thank the gentleman from New Jersey, for 
allowing me the privilege of: addressing the com- 
mittee for afew moments.. My object in address- 
ing the committee now, is to notify them that 
the very earliest day that 1 can possibly get an 
opportunity of doing so, either by a- suspension 
of the rules, or through the liberality of the 
Hotse—and I shall rely moré. particularly on the 
liberality of the House—I intend. tọ bring up a 
widow’s claim. Itis one that has already been 
reported upon three times in this House, and a 
bill has passed the House three times, but it has 
always been lost in the Senate for want of time to 
consider it: At the present session of Congress 
the bill originated in the Senate, passed that body 
almost unanimously, came down to this House, 
and was referred to the Committee on Claims. 
That committee, as is well known to this House, 
scrutinizes every case that comes hefore them; and 
in order to impress the committee with the merit 
of the claim, { will simply state that the committee 
have favorably reported upon it unanimously. 
The bill proposes to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to adjust the accounts of a deceased 
person, and to allow to his widow and six orphan 
children, such an amount as he may find, upon the 
testimony presented to him, to be absolutely due 
to them. At the very earliest opportunity, I in- 
tend to ask the House to take up that bill and pass 
it. In doing so, they will be engaged in a pursuit 
that will contribute more to the comforts of suffer- 
ing humanity, than perhaps any. other measure 
which they could pass. ` 
A Member. , What bill is it? * 
Mr..COBB. Senate, bill No. 152. I will say 
further that there is -a bill upon the, Calendar, 
which I had the honor to report from: the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, proposing to graduate and 
reduce the price of the public lands. I am be- 
coming fearful that that bill may not be reached 
before the adjournment, and as it is important 
that the country should know my views upon 
that question, it may become necessary that i 
should submit them to the House and the coun- 
try, so that the House may be prepared to vote 
on that bill, if it should be reached; and that, if it 
is not reached, the people may be able to tell their 
Representatives, when they go home, that the bilt 
ought to be passed. 
T would remark.in conclusion that I have been 


‘additional land districts 


a constant attendant. here since the commencement 


of the session, I have not lost one single.hour 
here since the assemblage of Congress; not one 
hour have I lost. But whilst I have been so faith- 
ful an attendant upon the public business, I have 
some four or five little private cases... [Laughter] 
If I could get the House to consider them octa- 
sionally, I am sure I would not tax them with 
speeches the remainder of the session more than 
I have done during the nine months we have been 
engaged here. 

Mr. CLINGMAN.. I wish to ask as a par- 
ticular favor.of the gentleman from Alabama, that 
while he is attending to his private cases, he will 
also look after one for me. 

Mr. COBB. . Oh, I cannot promise to do that. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have succeeded in get- 
ting through the House, upon three several octa- 
sions, a bill granting a donation to an old soldier 
of my State whose leg was broken some time ego. 
It has passed the Hlonse, but failed to be acted 
upon in the Senate. Now l watt niy friend over 
the way, in making his appeals to the: House in 
behalf of his own private cases, not to forget my 


-broken-legged soldier. 2.» 
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‘Mr. COBB.” If the case is before the TTouse 
from a committee, will consider it certainly. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairinan, the Commit- 
‘tee on Agvitulturé, of which lam a member, have 
agreed to report a bill to this House for the pur- 

ose of establishing an Agricultural Bareau. I 
ave Written out the arguments Which have con- 
‘vinced me of the necessity of such an establish- 
ment; but as the session is far advanced, and as 
„there is a large amount of public business press- 
ing, T propose, for the purpose of expediting busi- 
ness, and, at the same timè, laying before the 
‘House and the country the reasons which ‘have 
“induced mé, and which have induced’ a majotity 
of the Comittee on Agriculture, to recommend 
the establishment of such a bureau, to ‘ask: the 
privilege of publishing my remarks, and having 
them placed among the pracéedings of the House 
{Mr. S.’s speech will be found in the Appendix.] 
“Mr. JOHN W. HOWE obtaitied the floor. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Twrderstand there 
is no amendment pending to the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. There is no amendment 
pending. f 
Mr. JONES. T wish to offer an amendment to 
the first clause of the bill, separating ‘the appro- 
priation for mileage in the ninth, tenth, and elev- 
enth lines, which now read as follows: 
“ For compensation and mileage of Senatars, members 
of the House of Representatives, and Delegates, $440,128. °* 


It is now made out in one aggregate sum, cov- 
ering the compensation and mileage of Senators, 
members of this House, and the Delegates from 

. the Territories. I wish to separate the appropria- 
tion, so that we may give the necessary amount 
for the compensation and mileage of. Senators, 
and then the necessary:amount for the compensa- 


tion and mileage of the members of the House |! 


and Delegates from the Territories. I propose 
no alteration in the amount to be appropriated. 
When the appropriation is made, as has hereto- 
fore been the custom of Congress, the entire 
amount is subject. to the draft of the officers of 
‘either House. J wish the amount appropriated 
to each House specified, so that each House shall 
- be responsible for its fund, and the expenditure 
thereof... I propose to insert; in place of the ninth, 
tenth, and eleventh lines, the following. 

For compensation and tnileage of Senators, $104,077 ; 


` for compensation and mileage of Members of this House, 
and Delegates trom the Territories, $335,352. 


The CHAIRMAN. That section of the bill 
having been passed over, cannot be amended ex- 
‘cept by the unanimous consent of the committee. 
Mr. JONES. I merely wish to insert that in 
lieu of the joint appropriation as it stands in the 
bill: The amendment makes precisely the same 


amount of appropriation, but appropriates to each | 
` t 


` House a specific sum. 
' There was no objection, and the amendment 
was received-and adopted by the committee. 
Mr. HOWE. 
mittee, I will proceed with my remarks. 
Mr. ALLISON. If my colleague will give 


way, I will move that the committee do now rise. || 
Mr. HOWE, I will give way for that pur- | 


ose. 
f Mr. ALLISON. F then submit that motion. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker 
having resumed the ehair, the chairman [Mr. 
Prevrs] reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 

had under consideration House bill Ne. 89; ma- 
king appropriations for the support of the Military 
Academy at West Point, and for othér purposes, 
with Senatè amendments thereto, and had in- 
structed him to report the same to the House, 
having agreed to some of the amendments and 
disagreed to others, with_an amendment. They 
also had had under consideration House bill No. 
196, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
Mr. HOUSTON. {move to recommit the Mil- 
itary Academy bill, with the amendments, to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and call the pre- 
VIOUS question, : 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Why can we not pass. it 


now? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 should be glad to have it 
done, if it is not too late to pass it now. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Itis not too late. 


Mr. HOUSTON, Then I will withdraw the | 


If it is the pleasure of the corn- | 


| motion to recommit, and move to put the bill upon 
its passage.: 0 ae ae ` 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will state to the 
‘House, with the permission of the gentleman from 
| Alabama,’ {My. “Housron,] that: the gentleman 
‘fom ‘Indiana, (Mr. Firca,] who offered the pio- 
viso ‘to this bill in relatión to the constructive 
mileage, is satisfied that it will not effect his ob- 
ject. He has proposed an améndment to the 
i civil and diplomatic bitl-which will cover the éase. 
I have read his amendment, and.1 perfectly concur 
with him in relation t6 it. I wih go with him as 
| far as any member of this Howse to check: this 
practice or stop it, but as the amendment is worded 
which has. been attached to this bill, it cannot 
effect the object. 1 think; therefore; that this 
amendment of the Committee of the Whole on 
| the ‘state of the Union will only be calculated to 
| embarrass the bill and the intercourse ‘between 
the two Houses, without effecting the object for 
| which it was intended. I ask, therefore, that 
those who are for restricting that practice will vote 
down this amendment, and let it be offered in a 
| new form to the civil and diplomatic bill, 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentlenian from Indiana 
(Mr. Fircu] told me he intended to say to the 
House that he-weuld be wiliing it should vote 
down this amendment. He submitted to me the 
| amendment, which he has since prepared, and I 
think it is much more satisfactory: 1 ask, there- 
| fore, that the vote may be taken upon concurring 
in the action of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union relative to this proviso, 
and then upon concurring in its other action upon 
the bill. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
non-concurred with the committee in the adoption 
of the proviso relative to constructive mileage. ` 

The question was then taken on concurring 
with the committee in its other action upon the 
Senate amendments, and the House concurred 
therein. i i 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 1 ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to report from the 
Committee on Roads and Canals a hill for the 
construction of a ship canal around the Falls-of the 
Ohio at Louisville. My object is merely that it 
i may be referred, so that it may be printed ‘and be 
f beforé the House at the commencement of the 
next session. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I objéét. We have had 
rivers and harbors enough for one session. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 ask the 
| unanimous consent of the House to have printed 
j and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs 
| Ure papers which I hold in my hand. 

Mr. STANTON. I believe { have the floor. 
F move to suspend the rales for the purpose of 
enabling me to introduce my resolution, 

Mr. CLEVELAND. If the gentleman from 
Ohio merely desires to introduce his bill for the 
j| purpose of reference, E will withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. Then the report will be re- 
‘ceived, if theré is No objection. 

Mr. STANTON. I will submit this proposi- 
tion to the House, that it be committed to the 
| Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
| printed, and made the special order of the day for 
| the first Monday in Décember next. 
i| [Loud cries of * Object!” a 
Mr. STANTON. Very well; then J will move 
| simply that it be referred to the Committee of the 
| Whole on the state of the Union, and printed. 
|- The SPEAKER. H will beso ordered. 

: Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, | 1 object. 
Mr. STANTON: I think. thé objection came 
i} too late. 

Mr. JONES. I objected to the bill being in- 
troduced in the first. place. - 

Mr. STANTON. But the rules have been sus- 
, pended, and the report is here, 

Mr. JONES. There has been no- suspension 
' of the rules for any such purpose. = 

| Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the anan- 
H 


imous consent of the House ‘to introduce the pa- 
pers to which I before alluded to,and have them 
; referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
| Mr. STANTON. I believe I still have the 
i! floor, If the report for which I asked the permis- 
| sion of the House to énable me tosubmit, has not 
| been received, I move to suspend the rules for that 
purpose. 

Mr. FOWLER. : Frise to a question of order. 


The gentleman -from Ohio: proposed to submit a 
report from the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
The Speaker called upon the House to know if 
there were any objections, and none were offered. 
He submitted -his report, atid stated what. dispo- 
sition he wished: made of it.. The Chair amtiounced 
the report to have been received before any objet- 
tion was made to its reception. - I submit, there- 
fore, that the objection came too late, : 

Mr. JONES. I objected when the gentleman 
first asked permission to submit his report. The 
gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. CLEVELAND] 
objected also, but after explanation withdrew his 
objection. The Chair then stated. that if there 
was no objection, the report would be received, 
when I again objected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
objection to -have been withdrawn to- the gentle- 
man’s introducing the report. The gentleman then 
submitted the. motion that it be referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and that it be printed, and the Chair stated that it 
would be so ordered, unless objected to, and the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] objected. 
The Chair understood his objection to apply to 
the printing only. 

Mr. JONES. I objected to making the report 
at all. 

Mr. SMART. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. I believe that is in order. _ 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Smart] toallow me, be- 
fore he makes that motion, to make a report, and 


| ask that it may be printed and referred. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
I asked to. do. | 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman’s case is a 
very different one from my own. 

Mr. JONES. I objected to receiving the re- 
port of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Sranton. } 

The SPEAKER. The report wasreceived be- 
fore the Chair heard any objection from the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones.] 

Mr. STANTON. I make the motion that the 
report be commited to the Committee of the 

hole on the state. of the Union, and that it be 
printed, That is all I want. Let the motion be 
entered, and then it ean be brought up next Mon- 


day. s Usk 

Nir, JONES. I contend that the report is not 
before the House. e 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
report is before the House, and the question is 
upon having it referred and printed. To that the 
gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. Jones] objected, 

Mr. JONES. I[ objected, and go did the gen- 
tleman from Connecticut, [Mr. Crevetann.) He 
withdrew his objection, but } never did mine. 

Mr. SMART. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Ical the gen- 
tleman to order until L can get a hearing. Gen- 
tleman cannot all talk at a time, and not take the 
floor at all. I will state to the House that a call 
was made upon the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs for information as. to. the manner in which 
the money belonging to. the .Indians east of the 
Mississippi river had been expended.. This was 
done in order to see whether those moneys had 
been expended rightly by the individuals who re- 
ceived them, and that the people might look into 
the accounts to see that they were right. Here is 
the answer to that call from the Indian Bureau, 
and from the Second Auditor’s department. Lask 
that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, and printed. , 

No objection was made, and an order to that 
effect was entered. 

‘Mr. STANLY. 


That is only what 


I want to make a motion to 


| Suspend the rules, and let the motion lie over until 


next Monday, as the House is thin, and not in a 
condition to act upon it now. My motion is to 
suspend the rules in order to appoint a day for 
the consideration of the bill for the relief of the 
indigent insane. 

Mr. SMART. There is no quorum, and I 
move the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Maine to withdraw his motion for a 
moment. The House seems to be in good humor, 
and has as good an opportunity to do an act of 
Justice as it will have during the session. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sraxzy]. madea motion, and pend- 
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as not yet been disposed of. 

Mr. STANLY. ‘That was passed half an hour 
ago. 

The SPEAKER. There was no objection on 
the part of the House to printing the report. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] said he 
objected to receiving the report. 

Mr. ORR. There were objections. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
motion to adjourn, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iask the gentleman 
from Maine to withdraw that motion for a mo- 
ment. À 

Mr. SMART. I cannot. 

The question was taken on the motion, and it 
was agreed to. 

So the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, August 3, 1852. 
Prayer by.the Rev, Lirrieron F. Morean. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented the memorial of 
Charles K. Gardner, late postmaster at Washing- 
ton city, praying the payment of commissions on 
postage which he alleges to be due him; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads.’ 

Mr. SOULE presented the memorial of Eleonore 
Mioton, widow of Auguste Douce, praying in- 
demnity for property destroyed by a mob: in the 
city of Mexico; which was referred to the select 
committee appointed on the subject of claims 
against Mexico. 

Also, the memorial of Henry Stevens, praying 
the appointment of a tribunal to review. the decis- 
ions of the late Board of Commissioners for the 
settlement of claims of citizens of the United 
States against Mexico; which was referred to the 
select committee appointed on the subject. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN presented the memorial of 
David Butler, late military storekeeper in the 
Army of the United States, praying certain allow- 
ances which he claims to have been due him while 


in charge of Mount Vernon Arsenal and Fort jj 


Morgan; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. NORRIS presented the petition of Betsey 
Wheeler and. others, heirs-at-law of Artemas 
Wheeler, praying the renewal and extension of 
the patent granted to said Wheeler for improve- 
ments in fire-arms; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of a committee 
of the. Massachusetts Medical Society, praying 
that a committee may be appointed to classify, 
embody, and arrange the statistics of the deaths in 
the several towns of the United States, and the 
diseases or causes of them, reported: in the last 
census returns; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table. ii 

Mr. GWIN presented the memorial of P. A. 
Hargous and the ‘ New Orleans Company,” 
American claimants of the right of way across the 
Isthmus of Tehuantepec, praying protection in 


their rights or indemnity for-the wrongs done. 


them by Mexico; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa, presented documents in 
support of the claim of Aaron H. Hoyt to a pen- 
sion for services in the war:of 1812; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. i 

Also, documents in relation to'the claim of 
Catharine Butts, to bounty land for the services 
of her late husband in the revolutionary: war; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. ieee Ree ee 

‘Also, documents in relation. to the claim of 
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Jacob Cole to a pension for services in the war of 
the Revolution; which.were referred. to the Com- 


‘mittee on Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 

Ordered, That the memorial of Foxhall A. Parker, on 
the files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Lowa, it was 

Ordered, That the documents relating to the claims of 
Sarah Shatto, heir of John Walker, and Mary Green, heir 
of James McKinney, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary. Claims, to which was referred the pe- 
tition of Catherine Proctor Hayden, praying pay- 
ment of balance found due on settlement of her 
father’s account for advances made during the rev- 
olutionary war, and also of. seven years’ half-pay 
due her as the heir of Colonel John White, of the 
Fourth Georgia Battalion, submitted a report ac- 
companied by a bill for her relief; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
Washington Morehead, praying that Joseph More- 
head, late an officer in the Navy, may be allowed 
his pay from the time of his dismissal from the 
service, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill 
for the relief of Joseph Morehead; which was read 
and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives for the relief of Philo 
Smith, reported it back without amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which were referred the following 
petitions, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof, which was agreed to: 

Petition of Harriet O. Read, executrix of the 
late Lieutenant Colonel A. C. W. Fanning, of the 
United States Army, praying compensation for 
extra services of Colonel Fanning; 

Petition of citizens of Springfield, Massachu- 
setts, praying that- the armories of. the United 
States may be placed under the superintendence of 
civil instead of military officers; 

Eight petitions of clerks, messengers, and others 
employed in the War Department and Bureaus, 
praying an increase of their salaries; 

Petition of Juan Fernandez, praying indemnifi- 
cation for cattle destroyed by the Indians in Texas; 

Petition of citizens of Ohio, praying that pen- 
sions and extra pay may be allowed to private 


| physicians employed for the volunteers during the 


late war with Mexico; 

Petition of officers of volunteer companies in 
the District of Columbia, praying the construction 
of an armory in the city of Washington, for the 
safe keeping and preservation of the arms farn- 


| ished them by Government; 


Petition of Colonel William F. Small, tendering 
to the Government the services of a regiment of 
volunteers; for the defense of the eastern frontier 
of California; 

Petition of Isaac Bush, John Price, and Thomas 
Suarez, praying compensation for themselves and 
‘the officers and men under their command during 


[the Seminole war in. Florida; 


Resolution of the Legislature of Georgia in favor 
of the establishment of a depôt of arms at the Sand 
Hills, near Augusta; ‘ 

Petition of the «Green Mountain Rifle Corps,” 
praying that the Secretary of War may be author- 
ized to furnish the corps with arms and accoutre- 
ments; and E ` 

Petitions of officers of the Army, praying that 
the quarters of officers at permanent military posts 
may be furnished. : ; ; 
-Hie also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Thomas 8. J. John- 
son, praying: payment for. wagons taken for- the 


use of the United States Army in New Mexico, 
submitted an adverse report thereon. : 


“ME CASS 


Mr. SHIELDS. There ‘was a memorial pie- 
sented to the Senate of the Board of Visitors.ap- 
pointed to,attend the examination of the Military 


Academy at. West Point, recommending an. in- 


crease in the number of cadets, an -extension of 
the term of education, and an enlarged course of 
studies. The Secretary of War has made a re- 
port on that sybject. The committee therefore 
ask to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the memorial, and that the communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War be printed. 

It was so ordered. ; 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of Charles McCormick, an assistant surgeon. in 
the, Army, praying compensation for extra ser- 
vices, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration thereof; which was agreed to. :, 

MILITARY ACADEMY BILL. |, 

A message was. received from. the Hause of 
Representatives, by Mr. P. B. Hayes, its Chief 
Clerk, announcing that it had agreed ta all the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 
“ making appropriations for the support of the 
Military Academy for the year ending June 30, 
1853,” except the amendment appropriating 
$12,000 for the erection of a riding-hall. `< 

On motion. by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate re- 
ceded from its amendment disagreed to by the 
House. f 

NORTH AMERICAN FISHERIES. 

A message from the President of the United 
States was received, by Mr. M. P. Firimorg, his 
Secretary, transmitting, in compliance with a res- 
olution of the Senate of the 23d ultimo, requesting 
information in regard to the fisheries on the coasts 
of the British Possessions in North America, a 
report from the Acting Secretary of State, and the 
documents by which it was accompanied; and 
stating that Commodore M. C. Perry, with the 
United States steam frigate Mississippi; under his 
command, had been dispatched to that quarter for 


the purpose of protecting the rights of American 


fishermen-under the convention of 1818. 

The message was read. ge 
J moved to refer the documents to the 
Comittee “8h Foreign’ Relations, and spoke-for 
near ‘an hour, contending that the construction 
given by the British Ministry was utterly untena- 
ble, and urged with much fervor the importance 
of protecting the fishermen in all their just rights, 
declaring the movement of England as most extra~ 
ordinary, to say the least. 

Mr. DAVIS spoke at length, maintaining the 
opinion heretofore expressed by him, that no war 
would grow out of the existing differences, though 
he thought there was much in the conduct of the 
British that might be classed as irritating’and vex- 
atious. He did not think Great Britain wanted a 
war, but if she did shé could have it; he would 
never surrender aù iota of our rights to-Her. ‘ 

‘Mi. HAMLIN followed, going into a‘critical 


examination of the treaty, descanting on the’cor- 


respondence in relation fo it, insisting that the in- 
terpretation put on the treaty by the American 
Government was right, and should be sustained at 
all hazards, giving it as his opinion that the con- 
dact of England could never be submitted to with- 
out dishonor and disgrace. Mr. H. did not con- 
clude his remarks. [These speeches will be found 
in the Appendix.] ; 

On motion by Mr. SEWARD, the further con- 
sideration of the President’s message was post- 


| poned until to-morrow. 


, EXECUTIVE SESSION. 3 
On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate. pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and after some time the doors were reopened, an 
the Senate adjourned. east 
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- The House met at eleven o’elock;a.m. Prayer 


-by the Rev. L. F. Morean.’ eae 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


2050 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


` August 3, 


k The SPEAKER. The first business in order 


is the reception of a report from the Committee | 


on the Judiciary. 
Mr. MILLSON. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up from the Speaker’s table, 
Senate bill No. 206, granting a pension to Mrs. 
Elizabeth V. Lomax, a widow lady, merely for the 
urpose of referring it to the Committee of the 
hole. zs 

There being no objection, thé bill was taken up, 
read a first'and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to a Committee of the Whole House, made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered 
to be printed. SN 

Mr. RIDDLE. I rise tọ a. question. of privi- 
lege. On the 31st of March, in ‘compliance with 
a request of the House, the President submitted a 
report of Captain Cram, of the United States Top- 
ographical Engineers, on the best mode of im- 
proving the Falls of the Ohio river, at Lonis- 
ville. That report the House ordered to be printed | 
on the 3d of May. The Committee on Engraving 
find that the report will be useless unless the maps 
and plates accompanying it are engraved and 
printed, The Senate have had copper plates made, 
and the committee find that the work can be done 
for a sum not exceeding $800, possibly less. They 
have authorized me to submit a resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Engraving be, and 
are hereby, authorized to contract for the engraving or lith- 
ographing of one thousand five hundred and. seventy sets 
of the maps and plates accompanying the report of Thomas 
S. Cram, of the Topographical Engineers, “onthe best 
mode ” of improving the Ohio river at the Falls at Lonis- 
ville: Provided, The cost thereof. shall not exceed g800. 
‘Also, one thousand five hundred and twenty sets of the maps 
accompanying the report of the Surveyor General of Hii- 
nois, Missouri, and Oregon: Provided, The cost shall not 
exceed S112, T Ak 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Is the resolution 
which has just been read by the Clerk, before the 
House for consideration ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis, by the unanimous con- 
sent. of the House. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I object to the adoption of 
the resolution. 
Mr. McLANAHAN, I desireto make an in- 


quiry of the Chair. Will the. discussion on the 
resolution which has just been read, come out of 
the morning hour, or will the morning hour com- 
mence after the resolution shall have been disposed 
of? 

The SPEAKER. It will come out of the morn- 
ing hour, because there was no reservation made 
at the time the House gave its consent to the in- 
troduction of the resolution. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. Iam opposed ta 
the adoption of this resolution. It is true the 
amount. proposed to. be expended is small, but, | 
sir, the ocean is made up of drops and the earth 
of sands, and itis necessary that we should look 
to the expenses which we are incurring, although 
small in amount, in connection with the objects 
which are to be effected by such expenditure. 
What is the object of these plates? What good 
can they effect? How will they illustrate the re- 

ort, and what is the report? The report is, that 
it will cost so much to improve the Louisville 
cunaland the commerce of the Ohio river; that it 
will require an additional expenditure on the Ken- 


tucky side; and that if you run it in the middle of |! 


the stream it will require such an amount there; 
if you make a short canal on the Indiana side a 
certain further amount will be veguired; if you 
make a longer canal on the Indiana side a larger 
amount will be required. These, and such like, 
are the facts embodied in the report. The locality 
is known, and it is unnecessary that it should be 
represented by plates and figures to the members 
of this Elouse. This expenditure will secure no | 
good—will effect nothing practical. | 

I am, sir, opposed to the report. It proposes 


to build a canaf upon the Indiana side of the river. +}: 
This Government has expended money upon the |i 


canal at Louisville, on the Kentucky side; and it | 


has pledged its faith tothe property-holders there 
that this canal shall be made for the use of the | 
community. It.is said that this canal will remain. 
If you open another one on the Indiana side, you | 
will, by the action of this Government, destroy | 
valuable property upon the Kentucky side. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohios: (interrupting.) 
this discussion upon the merits of that 
order? 


Is 


canal in 


i 


Mr. JOHNSON. It is connected with the-re- 

ort. : 

The SPEAKER. In ascertaining the necessity 
of the engraving, the value of the work itself, it 
seems to the Chair, may be considered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The question of 
printing opens the whole merits of the question. 

The SPEAKER: The Chair has so decided. 

Mr. STANTON. Thisis ict a question upon 
printing the report of the committee, but upon en- 
graving the maps connected with the report. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
adoption of the resolution, which proposes the 
publishing, with the report, certain. engravings, 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Jounson] 
is in, order-in examining the value of the work 
itself, : 

Mr. JOHNSON. Tam discussing the diagrams 
connected with the work. 

Mr. MASON. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Jonnson,] I should 
like.to make an inquiry. It seems that the report 
of Captain Cram was sent around to the mem- 
bers, ‘and we supposed it to be an authentic docu- 
ment. It turned out, however, that it was a 
garbled report, and being garbled, it was a false 
report. I wish to know of the chairman of the 
Committee on Engraving, [Mr. Rippue,f for 
which one of these reports he proposes to have 
these engravings, the true or the false one? I hope 
| the chairman has examined the subject, and is 
aware of the fact that there isa true and a false 
report. The false one has been received by many 
as true, The true one has-been garbled by spec- 
| ulators, perhaps for the purpose of obtaining the 
construction of a canal upon the Indiana’ side of 
the river. I wish to know from the committee for 
| which of these reports the engravings are in- 
tended ? 

Mr. RIDDLE. BeforeI answer the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Mason,] I will state, that 
when I offered the resolution, [stated that I rose 
to a privileged question; and it being such, I did 
not suppose it would come. out of the morning 
our. 

The SPEAKER, | It is a privileged question; 
but it is such a one as would interfere with the 
morning hour, unless by unanimous- consent of the 
House it was otherwise ordered; and as there was 
no reservation made in. regard to the morning 
hoars it will certainly come out of the morning 

our. i i 

Mr. RIDDLE. I wish merely to state to the 
House that the committee examined. this report, 
which was submitted by the President, in compli- 
ance with the request of the House, and that the 
report will be useless without the maps. I feel 
no particular interest in the report, or in the work, 
but the House had better agree not to print the 
report unless they. print with it the maps and 
plates. It is a very simple matter. The Senate 
| have the plates, which have been executed at great 
| cost, and the House can-get the use of them. I 
i 
i 


presume that $600 will do the whole work. 

i. Mr. LOCKHART. © Will the gentleman from 
| Delaware [Mr. Rippr] state to the House whether 
| the report of the survey of the Falls of the Ohio, 
_madeby Mr. W. J. Ball, civil engineer, was before 
he committee which reported this resolution ? 

Mr. RIDDLE. It was not before them. 

Mr, LOCKHART, It is a very valuable re- 
‘port, and has accompanying it valuable maps of 
| the Falls of the Ohio, and shows the absolute im- 
portance of additional improvements there. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. In reply.to the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky,.[Mr. Mason,] I will say 
that. understand there exists a difficulty about 
the report of Captain Cram. There was a report 
made by Captain Cram to the Topographical Bu- 
reau, relative to the improvement of the Falls at 
Louisville, and that it contained much irrelevant 
matter, which the head of that bureau regarded 
as improper, The Topographical: Engineer called 
upon Captain Cram, and required him to strike 
out of his report all. impertinent matter. -The-re- 


i] port as printed, is the report as corrected by-him. 


| That is my information, though I do not claim 
| that it is from any authentic source. . This is the 
‘explanation which I have heard of. the difference 
| between the. first manuscript report, and the re- 
! port.as published. | = oye es: 5 

| Mr. MASON made some remark, totally in- 
| audible to thé Reporter. ss) 0o00 i | 

| Mr. STANTON... The pending proposition 


“eall, 


now, is to print the maps accompanying the re- 
port. T apprehend there is but one set of maps, 
and I do not think that the gentleman from Ken- 
tacky will say that there are garbled maps ac- 
companying the report of Captain Cram. The 
question is to print the maps, and not the report. 

Mr. MASON, (exhibiting a map. I hold in 
my hand a map got up by interested parties. 
Now, I -would ask the chairman whether the 
committee examined the corrected report and cor- 
rected maps of Captain Cram, instead of this, to 
which suspicion has been attached of being gar- 
bled by interested parties? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I oppose the printing of 
these diagrams and plates for the reason, and main 
reason, that the report is favorable to the construc- 
tion of a new canal around the Falls of the Ohio, 
on the Indiana side, 

Mr.STANTON. The gentleman is mistaken 
as to-Captain Cram’s report. It is not retied 
upon by the committee, but is claimed by the gen- 
tleman (Mr. Mansnaru]as his thunder—as being 


against the report of the committee. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ihaveread the report. Ido 
not know how much has been garbled. My in- 
ference from the reading of the report was, that it 
was decidedly in favor of a new canal around the 
Falls, on the Indiana side. Such an expenditure 
of money is entirely and wholly useless. If the 
ceanal on the Kentucky side of the river is not suf- 
ficient to accommodate commerce on the river, I 
contend that this Government is under obligation, 
in its action upon this matter, to recognize the 
rights of the property holders upon the Kentucky 
side. Good faith requires, in this expenditure, 
that the Government shall not enter into any ar- 
rangement that will destroy the value of property 
upon the Kentucky side. “Let the canal upon the 
Kentucky side be opened, and made sufficiently 
large, if any expenditure is to be made for the ac- 
commodation of commerce. Let that be done, 
that our faith may be kept with the property hold- 
ers upon the Kentucky side of the Ohio. I be- 
lieve, Mr. Speaker, that this subject has engaged 
the attention of the House long enough. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. Will the 
gentleman yield to me for a moment? 5 

Mr. JOHNSON. 1 will, for explanation. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 understand the propo- 
sition now before the House to be one submitted 
by the Committee on Engraving, to grant.them 
the liberty ofengraving the maps and charts accom- 
panying the report which was originally communi- 
cated by Captain Cram. That report was called 
for by a resolution submitted by myself, on an 
ascertainment of the fact that the report which had 
been published as Captain Cram’s report of 1845, 
was not really allthe matter which had been sub- 
mitted by him to the Department. I had, at the 
time I presented that resolution, in my possession 
a complete copy of the real report; and I was 
cognizant of the fact, that by some art or means 
the report made by the engineer who had exam- 
ined the Falls of the Ohio was so altered, so inter- 
lined and obliterated, that it did not present the 
features of the original. I understood that the 
conclusion respecting the Falls to which the en- 
gineer had come, after an examination, was cut 
out, and that the report was left in such a condi- 
tion that an opposite conclusion might be drawn; 
and I thought, not merely in justice to all persons 
who were interested, but in order that Congress 
might. obtain an intelligent view of the real merits 
of the subject prior to its decision, that the facts 
and the report of the engineer, as originally made, 
should be spread before Congress. A very large 
volume of manuscript was sent to this Hall from 
the Executive Department, in response to that 
Tt was ordered to be: printed.» I have not 
undertaken to examine it; but for the information 
of all who may be concerned in this matter, | here 
announce the fact, that 1 have. the original report 
at my control, in the way in which it was written. 
I havea transcript of the real original; and if I 
have not, through this call, obtained the facts of 
the case, they must be elicited by such instru- 
mentality and such proceeding as will hold who- 
e may be. accountable to a proper. responsi- 

VY. 

I dọ not know about these maps. As I have 
stated, 1 have not read the matter now transmit- 
ted.under my call. I have no objection myself to 
seeing the maps which accompany what purports 
now to be Captain Gram’s report. . I may be per- 
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mitted, Mr. Speaker, for the benefitof all who are 
concerned in this matter, to say that I have seen 
Captain Cram—that I have conversed with him, 
and understand exactly how this thing came about, 
and who were concerned init. 1 am- prepared, 
whenever the occasion arises, to proceed, so that 
the country shall understand all about it. I sup- 
pose that this is not.the proper time—that this is 
not the proper occasion to discuss the merits of 
the proposition relative to the Indiana canal, and 
the plans for the enlargement of the Kentucky 
canal, Discussion will better take place when all 


of the propositions have been thrown before the | 
This proposition to engrave the maps | 
accompanying the report, which purports to be the | 


House. 


original one of Captain Cram, should be adopted. 
To a proper understanding of that report it is 
necessary they should be engraved. They ought 
to besengraved for the proper understanding of the 
subject, by the one side or the other. 

Mr. DUNHAM. With the gentleman’s per- 
I have 


SHALE] 
myself to call attention. It makes no difference 
whether it shall be determined to enlarge the pres- 
ent, or to build another canal around the Falls of 
the Ohio at Louisville, the House should have 


these maps before them fora correct interpretation | 
No matter what į 
may be its interpretation, it concerns a matter : 
which ought to attract the attention of the House, | 


of the report of Captain Cram. 


for Lam sure that it is attracting the attention of 
the Mississippi valley, from Pittsburg to New 
Orleans. 
something must be done for the relief of the com- 
merce upon that river. It has been taxed year 
after year in the way of tolls levied by that canal. 
We want that navigation made free. If we can- 
not do so upon one side, in God’s name let it be 
done upon the other. 
lieved from the heavy burdens tow imposed upon 
it. It ought to be relieved. 
these maps engraved and printed, how can you 
tell anything about the report? 

from 


That whole country is interested, and ! 


o As the gentleman | 
entucky has said, you cannot tell whether | 


We want commerce re- | 


Unless you have ; 


the conclusions at which the engineer, who has , 


made the report, arrived, be right or wrong, un- | 


less these maps be placed before the House. The | 


gentieman from Kentucky 
charged that there have bee 


[Mr. Mason] has; 
n interlineations in : 


Captain Cram’s report—that it has been garbled. : 


T presume, however, that he will not charge that | 
You need them, no | 


the maps have been garbied. 
matter which of the reports you shall order to be 
printed. 


1 wish to say another word with reference to a : 


remark of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Jonnson.] It does seem to me to be a strange 
proposition that has been introduced into this 
House: that this General Government, by its ac- 
tion, has so trammeled itself with private inter- 
ests—-with private individuals—at the Falls of the 
Ohio, upon the Kentucky side, that its action is 
not now free for the purpose of controlling the 
navigation of that river. 

It is a monstrous doctrine, that by our arrange- 
ments, with reference to that canal, we have so 
tied up our interests and legislation here with the 
individual interests of men who own town lots 
at the Falls of the Ohio, that we are not now per- 


mitted to legislate in regard to the interests of one ! 
of the most important branches of commerce in | 
Such a doctrine cannot betol- ; 


the United States. 
erated here or elsewhere. f do not propose to 
take up the time of the House, as it is the inten 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia to call th 
previous question. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, moved to lay the 
resolution upon the table. 

Mr. DUNHAM demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, demanded tellers 


which were ordered; and Messrs. Bayty, of Vir- | 


ginia, and Haven were appointed. 


The question was then taken, and there were | 


“ayes 7], noes 45. 


1 
i 
} 
] 


So the House agreed to lay the resolution. on į 


the table. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I move to reconsider the 


vote by which the resolution was laid upon the 


table. “I would inquire whether the motion is | 


debatable? ` 


The SPEAKER. Itis not. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to lay that motion upon 
the table. ‘ 

Mr. MEADE. Did the gentleman vote with 
the majority? 

Mr. DANIEL. I did. 

Mr. CARTTER. I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
tion to reconsider. 

Mr. JENKINS. I renew it. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Iwill ask the gentle- 
man from New York {Mr. Jenxxtys] to withdraw 
that motion, for the purpose of allowing me to 
make a report, under the resolution which was 
adopted yesterday, before the expiration of the 
morning hour. 

Mr. JENKINS. 
dispose of it. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. The yeas and nays are 
demanded, and it will take some little time to dis- 
pose of it. 

Mr. JENKINS. If I should not lose the ben- 
efit of my motion I will give way for a moment to 
allow the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
McLawauan] to make his report. 

The SPEAKER. If it be the unanimous con- 
sent of the House, the question of reconsideration 
can go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. OLDS. I object. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Asa point oforder, 
I desire to inquire, if the report of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania would not be in order this 
morning, or to-morrow morning, immediately 
after this question is disposed of? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that 
question when it comes up. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I object to any motion 
K I have the right to the floor in the morning 
hour. 

The SPEAKER. The motion proposed by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Jenkins} is in 
order, as it is a privileged motion, 

Mr. McLANAHAN. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Jenxivs] has withdrawn it to 
allow me to make a report. ` 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to 


I will withdraw the mo- 


It will take but a moment to 


ation the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 1 wish to under- 
stand what the question is. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The question is upon recon- 
sidering the vote by which the resolution was laid 
upon the table. It is not debatable. 

Mr. KING. I hope that my colleague [Mr. 


Jenxins] will withdraw his motion, so as to allow | 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr, McLan- 
AHAN] to make his report. 
Mr. OLDS. I call the gentleman to order. 
Mr. McLANAHAN. I ask the gentleman 
again from New York to withdraw his mation, 
Mr. JENKINS. Will it be in order for me to 


The SPEAKER. Any gentleman may have 
the question taken upon it. The gentleman may 
renew it to-morrow. 

Mr. JENKINS. 

Mr. HOWARD. 

The SPEAKER. 
to withdraw it. 

Mr. HOWARD. I renew the motion. 

Mr. OLDS. I rise to a question of order. My 
point of order is, that the resolution passed on 
yesterday allowing the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. McLanauan] to make a report from 
the Judiciary Committee does not supersede the 
reports already pending in the morning hour. It 
wag not so understood by the House, and he has 
no right to make his report until the pending bus- 
iness of the morning hour now before the House 
is diposed of. . 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order. : 

Mr. OLDS. I take an appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. f 

The SPEAKER. The House on yesterday 
passed by a majority of two thirds—indeed it was 
by almost an unanhnous vote, a resolution author- 
izing the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Me- 
‘Lananin] to make a report from the Committee 
on the Judiciary.. That report he proposes to 
make now, and the Chair decides that it takes 


I will withdraw my motion. 
T object. 
The gentleman has a right 


| enter my motion without pressing its considera- j 
į tion now? 


| the morning hour. 


ing. 


precedence of all other business connected with 
Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I move to lay 
the appeal upon the table, ` : 
Mr. OLDS. I withdraw the appeal. ` ` 


FEES OF MARSHALS, ATTORNEYS, ETC. p 


Mr. McLANAHAN. In pursuance ofthe 
resolution of the House yesterday, under instruc- 
tion of the Judiciary Committee, I now report 
back House bill No. 146, regulating the fees: and 
costs to be allowed to the clerks and marshals of 
the circuit and district courts of the United States, 
with certain amendments. : Ta ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
this bill has been reported back, and it has been 
read the first and second time. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. J move to recommit it 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentlemanallow me 
to make an inquiry? Would it not be well to 
have the amendments printed ? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. The amendments are 
of a verbal character. They are very few, and 
easily understood. It is of great publie import- 
ance that this bill should be acted upon now: I 
ask for the reading of the bill and the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BOWIE.  Isit in order to move to recom- 
mit this bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? i , 

The SPEAKER. Thereis a pending motion 
to recommit. , 

Mr. McLANAHAN, But the gentleman can- 
not make the motion while fam occupying the 
floor. 

The SPEAKER. That is very true.. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Before [ proceed to the 
discussion of the bill, I ask for the reading of the 
bill and the amendments. Then I will, proceed 
with some explanation. 

The bill and amendments. were then read. 


Mr. ORR. Tas the morning hour expired? ` 

"The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 
pired, n 

Mr. ORR. I move that the louse proceed to 


| the consideration of the business upon the Speaker’s 


withdraw it, and upon the question of reconsider- | table. 


Mr. McLANAHAN. I made a motion some 
time ago to recommit this bill. $ 
The SPEAKER. That motion is.now 


pend- 


Mr. ORR. Ifitbein order, E propose:the tëso- 


‘lution which I have sent to the Clerk?s desk. 


The SPEAKER. The.motion of the gentle- 
man to go to the business upon the Speaker’s 
table is in order. 

Mr. ORR. Can we pass from the considera- 
tion of the present bill without the question being 
taken upsn that motion. 

The SPEAKER, ‘Phe Chairis of opinion that 
we cannot. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Orr’s 
motion, and it was agreed to. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 


Mr. ORR. Lnow offerthe following resolution: 


Resolved, hat all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, on the bill of the House No. 
196, (civil and diplomatic,) shall cease in one hour after 
jts consideration shall have been resumed in Committee 
of the Whole, (if the committee shall not sooner come 
toa conclusion upon the same;) and the committee shall 
then proceed to vote on such amendments as may be pend- 
ing, or offered to the same, and shall then report. it to the 
House, with such amendments as may have been agreed to 
by the comnulice. : 


Mr. O: said: That resolution proposes -to close 


ii debate in one hour after the committée shall rè- 


sume its sitting. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Howe} has obtained the floor, and I 


i think he has a vested right to occupy the time of 
the House for one hour. there i 
| gentleman in the House who will indicate -his de- 


Tf there is any other 


sire to speak upon the merits of the bill, I am per- 
fectly willing to modify the resolution, but not for 
him to make a general speech. . { think, if gentle- 
men desire to make general speeches, we had bet- 
ter go through with the appropriation bills, and 


| then if there is any time left they can be made. I 


therefore demand the previous 
adoption of the resolution. : 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. «J desire ‘to: say 
to. the gentleman from South Carolina, that have 
not troubled the House with any exposition of 
my position, in reference to the-presidential elec- 


question ‘upon the 
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five other appro- 
priation bills behind this, “200. . © ` 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. The chair- 
man. of the. Committee of Ways and Means prom- 
ised us, sometime ago, that we should have rea- 
sonable time for debate upon this bill. 1 want to 
“define my position also. 

.Mr. HOUSTON. The condition upon which 
T said that has never happened, for gentlemen 
have spoken upon every one of the other. bills. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not.in order. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I. move to 

lay that resolution upon the table. 

Mr. ORR. Upon that I ask the yeas and nays 
in order that the country may see who it is that 
wishes to waste time and delay the public busi- 
ness, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 

in the negative—yeas 44, nays 107; as follows: 


YEAS-——Messrs. Ashe, Barrere, Bocock, Bowie, Breck- 
inridge, E. Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thomp- 
son Campbell, Clingman, Daniel, Dean, Dockery, Durkce, 
Hastman, Fitch, Floyd, Giddings, Goodrich, Grey, John 
W.: Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Jenkins, 
James Johnson, Kuhns, Landry, Mann, MeMullin, More- 
heud, Nabers, Newton, Outlaw, Polk, Sackett, Schoolcraft, 
Schoonmaker, Scurry, Richard H. Stanton, Alexander H. 
Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Strother, and Ward—44. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Allen, Alli- 
son, William Appleton, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Bart- 
lett, Bissell, John H. Boyd, Bragg, Brenton, Briggs, George 
H. Brown, Burrows, Joseph Cable, Cartter, Chandler, 
Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, 
Coicock, Cullom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dimmick, Dun- 
can, Dunham, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Puller, Gaylord, Gil- 
more, Goodenow, Gorman, Hamilton, Harper, [sham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, Hous- 
ton, Howard, Ingersoll, Ives, John Johnson, Daniel T. 
Jones, George W. Jones, George G. King, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Mace, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, MeNair, 
MeQuecn, Meade, Millson, Miner, Molony, John Moore, 
Murray, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Richardson, Robie, Savage, 
Schermerhorn, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Abraham 
P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Sutherland, 
Thurstan, Townshend, Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh, Wat- 
kins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, Alexander White, 
Wilcox, and Wildrick—107. 


‘So the House refused to lay the resolution upon 
the table. 


The question recurred upon seconding the de- | 


mand for the previous question. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were or- 
-dered; and Messrs. Dunnam and Haven were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 77, noes not counted, 

So the previous question received a second. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is the resolution open to amend- 
ment? 


The SPEAKER. It is not. 


The main question was then ordered; and, be- | 


ing put, the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ORR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to, and to lay the 
motion. to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


{A message was here. received from the Presi- i 


‘dent of the United States by the hands of Mu.- 
LARD P. Finimore, Esg., his Private Secretary.] 
“Mr. HOUSTON moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on thestate of the Union. 
The.motion was agreed to, and the House re- 
solyed: itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Prexes in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the bill making 
“appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of Government for the year ending the 30th June, 
1853, and for’ other purposes, on which Mr. J. 
a Howe, of Pennsylvania, was entitled to the 
-Moor. 
Mr. JOHN W. HOWE remarked that it was 
his purpose to examine, as briefly and concisely 
ashe could, the platform adopted by the Whig 


party, of which he-was or had been a member. | 


He had looked at that platform with intense in- 
terest. He had also examined another platform 
manufactured at. Baltimore, (which had: become 
quite a manufacturing city,) and he must confess 


‘that he had been unable to- discover any particular | 


difference between the: two... The ‘eighth: resolu- 


tion in the Whig platform was a little more | 


pointed, clear, and perspicuous than the resolu- 
tion of the Democratic platform on the same sub- 


j! ject; but he considered both platforms equally 


faulty. He was not warring with men; it was 
the creed adopted by the Whig party with which 
he was at loggerheads, and he intended to confine 
his remarks principally to showing of what mate- 
rial it was composed, and it would turn out that 
‘it was formed out of a log raft upon which two 
very eminent men stove up, and had to. go to Salt 
river a short time ago. He repeated he should 
confine his remarks to the eighth resolution of the 
Whig platform,’and in doing so he purposed to 
make reference to the fugitive slave law therein 


| referred to, and to dissect and examine its various 
parts, and see whether or not it was wholesome, | 


and whether it was good to live by—at all events, 


i he should be very sorry to die by it. 


Mr. H. then referred at length to the fugitive 
slave law, condemning it in strong terms, and de- 
claring that he was ready to vote for its repeal or 
modification. He also reviewed the Whig plat- 
form, dissenting from some of its provisions, and 
particularly opposing the eighth resolution. [Mr. 
Howe’s speech is published in the Appendix.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has arrived 
when, by order of the House, general debate 
upon this bill terminates. The Chair feels it to 
be his duty to announce to the committee that he 
will construe the 126th rule, which reads as fol- 
‘lows: f 


‘6126. Whenever the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, or the Committee of the Whole House, 
finds itself without a quorum, the chairman shall cause the 
rol! of the House to be called, and thereupon the committee 
shall rise, and the chairman shal! report the names of the 
absentees to the House, which shall be entered on the Jour- 


; naye— 


to mean that so soon as the roll shall be called he 
shall vacate the chair for the purpose of reporting 
to the Fouse the names of the absentees. He 
deems it right to make this decision in advance, 
the practice of the House, as he understood, hav- 
ing been otherwise. ? 
r. STANTON, of Kentucky. 

strike out of the following— 

“ For salary of the Capitol police, $3,560,” 
the sum of ‘ $3,560,” and to insert ‘*$4,560;” 
and at the end of that paragraph to add the fol- 
lowing: 

And that the two watchmen employed to protect the work 
upon the two wings of the Capitol, be, and they are hereby, 
added to the regular police of the Capito!, and the laws now 


in force regulating the powers and duties of the Capitol po- 
lice shall be enforced and apply to them. 


1 wish simply to say, in explanation of that 
amendment, that at the time of commencing the 
work upon the two wings of the Capitol it was 
found that the police force about the Capitol 
grounds was not sufficient for the protection of 
the main building, and also for the protection of 
the work as it progressed on the two wings. It 


I move to 


| became the duty, therefore, of the Architect, who 
‘had the control of the work, to appoint two men 


to take charge each of one of the wings of the 
Capitol for the protection of the work as it pro- 
gressed, and to take care of the tools and property 
belonging to the Government. These two men 
are now employed there for that purpose. They 


|i receive about the same salary out of the fund for 


the extension of the Capitol that they would be 
paid out of the fund for the regular police of the 
Capitol; but there is this difficulty about it: those 
two men are not clothed with the same power as 
the other police officers of the Capitol grounds, 
and hence it. becomes necessary they should be 
incorporated. with the regular police, in order that 
they may have power. to arrest offenders who 
may choose to commit depredations upon the pub- 
lic property. Of course among the six or seven 
hundred. men employed upon the two wings of 
the Capitol, difficulties occur. These officers have 
no power to arrest. It certainly would be their 
duty, if they had the power to arrest, to stop all 
disturbances of that kind which might occur.. If 
they do it now they commit a trespass, and, sub- 
ject themselves to punishment for a breach of the 
peace, or action for damages in a civil suit.. The 
Architect desires that they shall have this power 
conferred upon them... Fle wants them incorpo- 
rated with the regular police at the Capitol. I 
hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. .I did not hear the first por- 
tion of the gentleman’s remarks... I wish to know 
by what, authority these two additional police have 
heen appointed ? 


have been completed. 
‘execution of the work upon those wings, and we 


Mr. STANTON. I stated in the outset of my 
remarks, that at.the time the public work was 


-commenced the police force about the Capitol was 


found not sufficiently strong—I think there are 
but five of them—to take care of the Capito! and 
its grounds, and that it was important two men 
should be appointed whose duty it should “be to 


| take charge each of one of the wings of the Cap- 


itol, in order to prevent depredations being com- 
mitted upon,the work, the carrying away of tools, 
or the destruction of material, and to perform va- 
rious other duties which would come under their 
cognizance. Two men have been employed for 
that purpose by the Architect, under the direction 
of the President of the United States. The object 
of this amendment is simply to incorporate them 
with the regular police ofthe Capitol, and to 
clothe them with the same power. i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ‘There is one chief 
of the police at a salary of $1,450 per annum. 
There are also four assistant police officers, two of 
whom are upon duty during the night and two 
during the day ata salary of $1,100 per annum 
each. At the last session of Congress there was 
in the deficiency bill a provision authorizing the 
appointment of two others to watch the grounds 
and see that the shrubbery was not destroyed or 
the trees injured. They were on duty only during 
the day. Their pay is two dollars per day. 
‘These constitute the whole police force of the 
Capitol grounds. If there have been two others 
appointed by the Architect of the extension of the 
Capitol, I think it best to allow them to remain 
under his direction and control until the wings shall 
He is charged with the 


have made an appropriation for that purpose of 
$500,000. He can appropriate such a portion of 
that as may be necessary, as [ understand it, for 
the pay of the superintendents and persons who 
guard and protect the property when the work- 
men are not present. I cannot see myself-—prob- 
ably it is all right—any very great necessity for 
these men, because the police of the Capitol are 
here until they close the gates, and then they re- 
main inside. ; 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Upon several 
occasions when difficulties have occurred at the 
Capitol among these men, instead of having power 
to suppress the disturbance themselves, these 
officers were compelled to run down to the city to 
find some person clothed with the proper author- 
ity. 

Tr. JONES. Could two men added to these 
five men arrest the two or three hundred men you 
have here? If the workmen themselves will not 
be sufficient to assist the superintendents upon 
the work to preserve order and keep down a riot, 
we had better get clear of all the men. As I before 
said, it will be best, if they are to guard and protect 
the property, and see that the tools are not taken 
off and stolen during the time that the buildings 
are being constructed, to leave them under the 
supervision of the Architect and his men. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sray- 
Ton’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

The following section was then read by the 
Clerk: : , 

* For compensation of librarian, two assistant librarians, 
and a messenger, $4,500. 


“& For contingent expenses of said library, 8800. 
‘* For purchase of books for said library, 5,000.7? 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to add $70,000 in 
the last line, for the purchase of books. We had 
funds voted for the library in the early part of the 
session.. I have merely to say, that the sum of 
$10,000 which was appropriated shortly after the 
destruction of the Library has been exhausted in 
the purchase of books called for every day, and 
we shall need a larger sum than this certainly. | 


| believe that what I have asked for will be required, 


and Tam sure that there will be no objection to 
this. appropriation. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. Does the gentleman report 
this amount from that committee ? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do not make it as a re- 


port, but as the result of conversation among our- 
selves. 


Mr. HOUSTON. It is a matter we have not 
looked into, but I believe the addition of a liberal 


fund is necessary. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I wish merely to say, that 
I should prefer a larger appropriation than. this. 
All the books that we nerd can be ordered and 
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put up by the next session. I am satisfied, as we 
shall be obliged to spend money for a Library, that 
we had better provide all the means at once, and 
make a liberal appropriation for this purpose. I 
am prepared to vote for a larger appropriation than 
this, if it is necessary. é 
Mr. CHANDLER. The chairman suggests 
$50,000, but I think he will find that we will have. 
to use $75,000. We have used our money eco- 
nomically. We have employed no agents to ran 
here and there, and we mean to employ none. 
_ The question was then taken on Mr. Cuan- 
LER’s amendment, and it was.agreed to. 
The following section was then read: 
“ For publishing the laws in pamphlet form and in the 


newspapers of the States and Territories and in the city of 
Washington, $21,325. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 


I wish to offer an amend- 


: ; i 
ment, to come in at the end of this section. [ beg || 
gentlemen to attend to the reading of it. Itis of 


some importance, and I desire to explain it after 

it has been read by the Clerk; and I hope it may 

meet with the approval of the committee. : 
The amendment was then read as follows: 


Provided, That the selection of newspapers for the pub- | 


lication of the Jaws of the United States shall, after the pas- 
sage of this act, be made by the Secretary of State, as 
follows: The number selected shall be one in each Congres- 
sional district in each State, one in each Territory, and 
four in the District of Columbia; and the preference shall 
be given, in all cases, to the papers which, at the time of 
selection, shall have, in the States or Territories respect- 
ively in which they are published, the largest number of 
subscribers, and to those in the District of Columbia which 
shall have, at the time of selection, the largest number of 
subscribers in the United States, the amount of such num- 
ber of subscribers to be ascertained by the affidavit of the 
publishers respectively, and by such additional evidence as 
may be requisite to establish the facts in each case to the 
satisfaction of the postmaster at whose office such papers 

respectively commence their circulation. i 

That when it shall be necessary to publish any public 
advertisement, except advertisements of lists of letters, in 
any State, it shall be published in the two papers in said 
State having the largest number di@subscribers, as provided 
in the preceding section of this act for the publication of | 
the laws; the amount of circulation to be ascertained in | 
the same manner as provided in the preceding section afore- 
said. 

That said public advertisements shall be published in the 
newspapers having the publication ofthe laws, as aforesaid, 
in the District of Columbia, andin the papers having the 
pubtieation of said laws in the Territories, when and as 
often as may be deemed necessary. 

That as soon as may be after the passage of this act, and 
at the beginning of the first session of every succeeding 
Congress, acopy of the list of newspapers, selected accord- 
ing to the terms of this act, for the publication of the laws 
of the United States, shal] be communicated by the Secre- 
tary of State to the heads of the several Executive Depart- 
ments, and to the Senate and House of Representatives, 
respectively. 

That the President shall cause to be communicated to the 
Senate and House of Representatives, annually, a list of 
all newspapers that shall have published, by authority, dur- 
ing the next preceding year, any advertisement as aforesaid, 
with the names. of the publishers, the place of publication, 
the nature of the. work performed, and the amount paid to 
each publisher. ; 

That allacts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act, 
are hereby repealed. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. | I hope that the gentlemen 
of the committee will give me their attention for the 
few minutes allotted tome. If they do not like 
the details of this amendment, it may be altered 
in any way. I do not care about the number of 
papers. My object is to remedy an evil; and I 
can state in the five minutes’ time allotted to me, 


the reasons for making this amendment, and in | 
which reasons I hope that the House will concur į 


with me. ‘As the matter now stands, the Execu- 
tive of the country, no matter who he may be, has 
a great influence over the political press of the 
country. I want to deprive him of it. 


newspapers in each State to publish the laws. In 
the next place, all the heads of Departments can 
advertise from time to time in papers here or else- 
where, which they may fix upon, and the conse- 


quence is, thatany Executive may exert agreatcon- | 
The Whig į 


trol over the newspapers of a State. 
papers could not hurt the Democratic party, but į} 
they might hurt their own memberg; and if at any | 
time any Administration desired to have particular | 
gentlemen upon this floor denounced in any State, 
as it used to be charged was the case in old times 
—I believe in General Jackson’s time, I do not 
say that the charge is true—it could be done by 
means of this patronage operating upon-the papers 
of the particular State, Everybody will admit 
that the newspaper press ought to be independent 
of the President. We hear great talk about the 


f 
That in- |! 
fluence is obtained in two ways. In the first place, || 
the Secretary of State has a right to choose two | 


H 
patronage of the Presidentand his sixty thousand 
officers; yet he can have more influence through 
the newspaper press than he can possibly have by 
-means of all the officers of the Government. Now, 
what I propose is this: That the newspapers se- 
lected shall be chosen solely with reference to their 
circulation. The object is to place laws and ad- 
vertisements before the people. Why should not 
the Government do as individuals would—that is,’ 
take papers of the largest circulation as the medi- 
um Of advertisement? This bill proposes that this | 
printing shall be given to one paper in each Con- 
gressional district. If you adopt that, you will 
increase the expense of publishing the laws about 
$18,000. The present cost is $12,000 a year, and | 
you will put it up to nearly $30,000. I think itis | 
a very small sum to enable us to print the laws in 
one newspaper in each district, having the largest 
| circulation. Again: it is proposed, when there 
are advertisements in any State, that they shall be 
printed in two papers having the largest circula- 
tion. . 
- [Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. CHANDLER obtained the floor. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have more time than | 
this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Cuanpuer] is entitled to the floor. 
The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My timeis not out by the 
clock. It took two minutes anda half to read my 
amendment. Thereading of the amendmentshould | 
not come out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has | 


excellence, in which to circulate advertisements of 
the War Department, or those of the various ex- 
ecutive and legislative. branches of. the Govern- 
ment. It is for these reasons that I do notapprove 
of theamendment. 1 wastoo late to makea point 
of order. , ETa 

I. move to.strike out the first section -of ‘the. 
amendment, and let my remarks be to that motion. ° 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, is on, 
the motion of the gentleman from Perinsylvania to. 
amend the amendment. by striking out the first 
section thereof. : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has not made a. speech in favor 
of his own amendment, but against the amendment 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
CLINGMAN.] 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania moves to strike out the first section of 
my amendment, and I take it that gives me a right 
to reply to his speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Penn-, 
sylvania has now submitted a motion to strike out 
the first section of the amendment of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, and on that. the gentleman: 
from Pennsylvania has a right to make a speech. 

Mr. JONES. Wasit in order to make.that 
| motion at the time it was made? . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed 
that there is but one section to the amendment of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, and therefore 
the motion submitted by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania is not inorder. The Chair was under 
the impression that there were two sections to the 


been exhausted, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The gentleman has been 
speaking so fluently that I do not wonder that he 
considers his time has not expired. 1 know that 
time always passes rapidly when we are treading į 
upon flowers. Before L make any remarks ia re- | 
ply to my friend, I will ask the chairman whether | 
the amendment be germane? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman pro- | 
pose to raise a question of order? It may be, 
perhaps, too late. 

Mr. CHANDLER. IF should doubt it; but I 
do not wish to raise a question of order, and will 
not, if the Chair thinks it is too late. I wish 


ance or necessity of advertisements in the paper | 
that has. the largest circulation, my friend upon 
my right [Mr. Curneman] is wrong in that partic- 
ular, especially for the advertisements of the Gov- 
ernment. If you go into a city anywhere, you 
will find that the paper which has the largest cir- 
culation is not, generally, the most sought for by 
merchants, but each man advertises in a paper 
which he considers as circulating among those 
whom he would reach with a notice of what he 
has to sell or what he wishes to buy. In that re- 
spect I think the amendment of the honorable geri- | 
tleman is out of place. Besides, I do not like this 
fastidiousness as regards the public press—this 
continual assailing of the leaders and conductors 
of the public press, as if they were to be always 
put aside—as if they had not the common rights 
of an individual. With the same propriety you 
might say that Government officers shall not ride in 
a steamboat, or that the mails shall notgoinasteam- | 
boat that conveys passengers. I dislike the idea. 
It is an impeachment, and a reflection upon the 
| pursuits of a large and respectable portion of our 
: fellow-citizens; and though, perhaps, my friend, 
| who is so peculiarly situated at the present time, 
has no feeling for either party: 
Mr. CLINGMAN. That is true. 


i 
f 
ji 
i 
| 


| a strong feeling for the party that isin power, and 
which means to retain its position, I feel that, 
though I am no longer attached to the public press, 
it is a kind of censure upon those who sustain 
the present Administration, and mean to continue 
the same kind of policy now. It is tio less a re- 


merely to say, that, so far as regards the import- || 


Mr. CHANDLER. Upon the whole, having |! 


flection upon those who are scrambling to get into 
power. Let us treat all pursuits alike. Let us 
suppose that men whoare printers of newspapers 


|! have rights, and are entitled to the exercise of the | 
|| rights which belong to them as well as to others. 
f I see no reason why we should select a ladies’ 
| newspaper, because it may, as it ought, circulate 
|| more, in which to publish advertisements of the | 


amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
ment be amended? 

Mr. JONES. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina cannot move to amend his own amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN, Did not the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania move to strike out the first 
section of my amendment? f ; 

The CHAIRMAN. There is but one section: 
to the amendment, and therefore that motion could 
not be made. ae 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I suppose’ the gentleman 
meant the first clause of the amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out all after the word 
“ State ” in the third line, so as to make it read: 

Provided, That the selection of newspapers for the publi- 
cation of the Jaws of the United States, shail, after the pas- 
| sage of this act, be made by the Secretary of State. ee 

Mr. J. said: That amendment. will, probably 
leave the law pretty much as it is now, but my 
object in offering it, is to make a very few remarks 
upon the body of the amendment, which I pro- 
pose to strike out. That portion of the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina which 
I propose to strike out, will, if adopted, increase 
the expenditure for the publication of the laws of 
the United States some $32,000 or $33,000. . It will 
be bornein mind thata joint resolution has passed 
both Houses of. Congress, and I suppose has, or 
will soon receive the signature of the President, 
authorizing the transmission, free of postage, 
| through the mails, of the Congressional Globe and 
Appendix, containing the debates of Congress, and 
the laws which pass that body. This will carry the 
laws of Congress to all persons throughout. the 
country, who feel sufficient interest in knowing 
what they are, to be willing to pay for that paper, 
and through that medium the laws will be more 

enerally circulated than they could be by means of 
publishing them in the papers, as the gentleman 
from North Carolina proposes. The gentleman 
says he wishes to check the patronage of the Ex- 
ecutive. Why, this, it seems to me, is but aug- 
menting it. Instead of giving the Executive one 
paper in each State, the gentleman proposes that 
he shall have one in every Congressional district 
throughout the country, and perhaps, if he cannot 
find a paper in.the district in which he has to pub- 
lish the laws, he may establish one for that pur- 
pose, and to advocate his particular creed of pol- 
itics. The pamphlet edition of the laws as printed, 


Why cannot my amend- 


il is, 1 believe, now required to be sent to the clerk 


of'every county court in the United States, and 
the laws are there subject to the examination and 
inspection of the entire body of the people at any 


| Navy; or why we should select any other weekly | 
| newspaper devoted to literature, and obtain its; 
extensive circulation on account of its literary | 


i 


| and at all times that they may wish to consult the 
| laws for their general information, or for any par- 
‘ticular and specific object. I think that the law 
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as it now stands, would be much better: than this 
amendment, ; : 

Again, sir, this amendment is out of place in 
this appropriation bill. Itis permanent legislation 
ina general appropriation bill, and the President, 
in his last annual message, protests against that 
being adopted us a practice by Congress. These 
laws, when executed, ‘become’ obsolete, and, in 
many ‘places, they are not kept with those that 
are intended to be retained as permanent laws. 
Such a law’as this, if passed at all, should be em- 
bodied in an act by itself, as proposed by the gen- 
tleman from Maine, [Mr. Smart.] i 

Mr, CLINGMAN. I am perfectly willing to 
modify my amendnient, so as to meet the objec- 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee. So far as 
I am concerned, J do not care about increasing the 
nuraber of papersin which the laws are to be pub- 
lished, at all. Instead of saying that they shall 
bé published-in one paper in each. Congressional 
district, lam willing to say that they shall be pub- 
lished in two papers in each State. 


H 
‘Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Crann- | 


LER] has alluded to the peculiar position in which 
l stand politically. For that very reason I have 
selected this occasion with a view of making this 
reform, it possible, 
est in the present presidential election, but I will 
say to the gentleman that it is perfectly uncertain 
which party is to come in, and therefore, now is 
the time for us to regulate this matter, I putitto 
the gentleman, who is a good Whig, if the Dem- 


ocrats should beat him and his party, or us, if he | 


chooses to include me with them, is it right and 
fair that every newspaper in the United States 
that isto print the Government advertisements, 


and publish the Jaws, shall be a Democratic paper, | 


and that the readers of Whig papers shall be ex- 
cluded from the benefit of the publication of the 
laws? If, on the other band, the Whigs prevail, 
is it right that the Democracy and their papers 
shall be entirely excluded? If you adopt my pol- 
icy, and require the [Executive to select. the two 
papers.in each State-that have the largest number 
of subscribers, the result will be that some papers 
upon each side will get the publication of the laws, 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
out in the State of New York, the religious and 
literary papers would get it, : 

Mr. CLINGMAN.” My main object is to pre- 
vent the President, or the head of ‘any Depart- 
ment, from influencing the newspaper press of the 
country in any way. Iam willing to strike out 
from my amendment that about the Congressional 
districts, und leave jitas it now stands—two paper 
in each State, 


be perfectly fair, and the laws and advertisements 
will go into Lhe newspapers that are read by the 
largest number of people, 
order to meet the objection of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee, | am willing to strike out that part of 
the amendment about the Congressional districts. 
I do not want to increase the patronage of the 
Executive. My only object isto deprive the Pres- 


ident of the power to control the press of the | 


country, 

The question being upon Mr. Jonrs’s amend- 
ment to the amendment, 

Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and Smart were appointed. 
"The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 59, noes 39; no quoram voting. 

Loud cries of Call the roll!) 


The roll was called, and the following gentle- | 


men answered to their names, viz: 


Messrs, Abercrombie, Aiken, Willis Alle 
ton, Willian Appleton, Babeock, Barrere, Bennett, Bissell, 
Rocork, Bowie; Ureckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Burrows, 
Caldwell, Cartter, 
laud, Cliogman, Cobb, Coleork, Daniel, John G. Davi 
Dimmick, Dockery, Duncan, Danhan, Durkee, Tastman, 
Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Pieklin, Fiteh, Moyd, Fow- 
fer, Thomas J.-D. Puller, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenew, 
Gorman, Hamilton, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, He- 
bard, Hendricks, Henn, Willyer, Holladay, Horstord, Hous- 
ton, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ives, Johu Johnson, 
Kobern W. Johnson, Daniel T, Janes, Georse W. Jones, 
George G. King, Proston King, Kuhus, Kurtz, Landry, 
Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, Me- 

han, MeMullin, McNair, MeQue 
Jolony, John Moore, Morehead, M urphy, Murray, 
ewton, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Py Penn, Pen- 
ninaa, Perkins, Phelps, Potk, Riddle, Robie, Sackett, 
Sehoonmaker, David Le Seynipur, Origin S. Seymour, 
Skelton, Smart, Smithy Stanly, ia 
{ek P. Stanton, Richard H., Stanton, Abraham P. Stephene, 


I do not feel any great inter- || 


If that policy was carried | 


in that way the Executive cannot | 
influence the press at all—the whole matter will , 


I repeat agnin, that, in | 


n, John Apple- | 


sbander, Chapman, Churehwell, Cleve- || 


en, Meade, Millson, |! 


iin Staton, Freder- 


Alexander: H. Stephens, Stratton, Thurston, Townshend, 


White, and. Wildrick. . 
Thecommittee then rose, and the Speaker having 
resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. PurLrs) 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had; according. to order, had 
under consideration the state of the Union gen- 
erally, and particularly House bill No. 196 making 
appropriations. for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
enses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1853; and having found itself without 
a quorum, had directed him ‘to report the fact to 
the House, with. the names of the absentees, as 
follows: 


Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, Ashe, Averett, David J. 
Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bibigbaus, 
Bowne, Jonn H. Boyd, Bragg, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
U George H. Brown, Buell, Burt, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell; Thompson Campbell, 
Casitie, Chastain, Clark, Couger, Cottman, Callom, Curtis, 
Darby, George T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Doty, 
Edgerton, Ewing, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodrich, Green, Grey, Grow, 
Hall, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hart, Hibbard, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Ifunter, Inger- 
i| soll, Jackson, Jenkios, Andrew Johasou, James Johnson, 
| J. Graney Jones, Letcher, Mann, Edward C. Marshall, Me- 
| Corkle, McDonald, Meacham, Miller, Henry D. Moore, 
Aorrigon, Olds, Samuel W, Parker, Peaslee, Porter, Pow- 
ell, Price, Rantow, Reed, Richardson, Robbing, Robinson, 
H Ross, Russell, Savage, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Scudder, 
| Scurry, Snow, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, Su Martin, Stroth- 
iy er, Stuart, Sutbertand, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thomp- 
i} son, George W. Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, Wallace, Ward, 
Washburn, Wells, Addison White, Wileox, Wiliams, 
Woodward, and Yates. 

The SPEAKER. A quorum being now pres- 
ent, the committee will again resume its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is upon the 
adoption of Mr. Jones’s amendment. The tell- 
ers will resume their places. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 69, noes 36; still no quorum voting. 
| Mr. CLEUNGMAN. With the consent of the 
| committee, I wiil withdraw my amendment. 

(Cries of ‘ Call the roll 1”) 

Pp . : 

Lhe roll was again called, and the following 
gentlemen answered to, their names, viz: 

Messrs. Abererombie, Willis Allen, William Appleton, 
Averett, Babcock, Barrere, Bennett, Boeock, Bowie, 
Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Burrows, Caldwell, 
i| Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Churchwell, Cleve- 
| land, Clingman, Cobb, Danicl, John G. Davis, Dimmick, | 

Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Eastman, Evans, 
| fauikuer, Pektin, Fitch, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. 
Willer, Gaylord, Giddings, Goodenow, Hamilton, Harper, 
Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Maseall, Haven, Hebard, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hillyer, Holladay, Horstord, THounston, John 
W. Rowe, Thomas Y. Tow, fugersoll, Ives, Andrew John- 
son, Johi Jotmson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
; George G, King, Preston King, Kubas, Kurtz, Landry, 
Loekhart, Mace, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, Ma- 
son, Mebanahan, MeMuilin, MeNair, MeQueen, Meade, 
Millsou, Miner, Motony, John Moore, Morehead, Murphy, 
i Murray, Nabers, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, 
|] Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Riddle, Robie, 
i| Schermerhorn, Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, Origen 


| S. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smitb, Stanly, Benjamin 
H Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abr’m 
I P. Stephens. Alexander H. Stephens, Stone,’ Stratton 


| Suthertand, Thutston, Townshend, Venable, Watbridge, 


i Walsh, Watkins, Weich, Wells, Alexander White, and 
Wildrieck. 
| 


io The committee again rose, and the Speaker 


i having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr, 
i Pue.ps) reported that the Committee ofthe Whole 
2 on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
| had ander consideration the state of the Union 
|l generally, and particularly House bill No. 196; 
ij and having found itself without a quorum, had 


| ordered the roll to be called, and had directed him 
to report the facts to the House, with the names 
of the absentees, viz: 


Messrs. Aiken, Charles Allen, Allison, John Appleton, 
she, Uavid J. Bailey, Thomas H. Bayly, Bartlett, Beale, | 
Bell, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowne, Jobu H. Boyd, Brooks, 


it son, Dean, Disney, Doty, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ewing, 

Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, 
Gibuore, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, 
|] Hamnond, sham G. Harris, Hart, Hibbard, Howard, 
| Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Jackson, Sénkins, James 
I| Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, Letcher, 
H Edward ©. Marshall, MeCorkle, McDonald, Meacham, 
Miller, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Olds, Samacl W. Par- 
ker, Peaslee, Porter, Powell, Price, Rantoul, Reed, Rich- 
ardson, Robbins, Robinson, Ross, Russell, Sackett, Sav- 
f age, Schvolerait, Scudder, Scurry, Snow, Thaddeus Ste- 


i vens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, Ben- 

| Jamin Thompson, George W. Thompson, Toombs, Tuck, 

| Watiace, Ward, Washburn, Addison White, Wilcox, Wil- 

Hames, Woodward, and Yates. -.. * : 

| The SPEAKER. : Aquorum having appeared, 
the committee will again resume its session. ~ 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Venable, Walbridge, Walsh, Watkins, Welch, Alexander | 


August 3, 


The CHAIRMAN. . The question is upon Mr. 
| Jones’s amendment to the amendment. 
Mr. CLINGMAN asked leave to withdraw his 
| amendment. ' 5 
There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. ee ; 
Mr. SMART. I give notice that I shall offer 
the amendment just withdrawn by the gentleman 
from North Carolina (Mr. CLinemaxn] as soon as 
| E can’get the floor. $ 
| Mr. MEADE offered the following amendment: 


Strike out all after the word “form,” im the 66th line, 
| and insert the following: 4 
And for distributing the same—one copy to each post office 
aud one to each clerk’s office in the several States and Ter- 
ritories, and in the District of Columbia. 
So that the section will read: 


For publishing the laws in pamphlet form, and for dis- 
tributing the same—one copy. to each post office and clerks 
office in the several States, Territories, and the District of 
Columbia, $21,325. 

Mr. M. said: I think the committee will concur 
with me that the journals of the day are of very 
little service to the country so far as the publica- 
tion of the laws of Congress are concerned. They 
are scarcely ever read. They pass away, and the 
hands of the people cannot be Jaid upon them 
when they are wanted. What I propose is to do 
away with the necessity for the publication of the 
laws in the newspapers at all, and in place thereof 
to use the same amount of money, or less—for I 
think it will require less—in distributing the laws 
in pamphlet form to each of the post offices in the 
! United States, thereby placing a copy of the laws 
of the United States within five miles of every 
man’s door. According to the present practice, 
the pamphlet copies of the Jaws of the United 
States are sent to the respective States, there to 
| be distributed amongst the clerks’ offices; but it is 
oftentimes the case that a man living. thirty or 
forty miles from the gerk’s office, will have to ride 
that distance to const the laws. Now, if each 
post office in the country were made a depository 
of the laws, and. each postmaster, by rules estab- 
| lished in the Department, required to keep a copy 
of those laws, and to transmit them from one 
officer to. another, then the laws of the United 
States will be accessible to every citizen of the 
United States. There are about thirty thousand 
post offices in the country. I do not think it will 
cost more than twelve and a half cents, or at most 
twenty-five cents per copy to distribute the pam- 
phlet laws in the manner of which I speak. The 
whole cost will not be more than $5,000. The 
object will be attained, and it will be economizing 
the expense. I know that it will be a great con- 
venience to the people to have the laws at all times 
within their reach. At present they are not within 
their reach. The papers which contain the laws 
are thrown away as soon as read, and when they 
are wanted they cannot be found, and the laws 
cannot be consulted without great expense and 
trouble. If we would take the amount of money 
appropriated in that clause, as it stands in the 
bill, and apply it in the manner I have indicated 
| by this amendment, by distributing the laws in 
pomphiet form, we should accomplish more than 

y publishing the laws in the newspapers. Then 
we will have preserved, in a tangible and durable 
form, the laws we have passed, and have placed 
them within the reach of every man in the com- 
munity. I propose this amendment, believing 
that itis one which ought to be adopted by the 
committee. It is one that would be very condu- 
cive to the convenience of the people, and I hope 
it will be the pleasure of the committee to adopt it. 

Mr. SMART. ls it in order to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment? i 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in order. 

Mr. SMART. I then offer the one just offered 
and withdrawn by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Crinaman.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not ex- 
actly see the connection in which this is offered 
as an amendment. The gentleman can offer it as 
a substitute if le chooses, 
| Mr. SMART. I then offer it as a substitute. 
| Mr. Chairman, I doubt very much whether ‘the 
| amendment offered by the gentleman from North 
; Carolina could have been well understood by the 
| committee. It seems to me, if all the facts in re- 
| lation to it were well understood, it would be 
| adopted. The gentleman -from Tennessee (Mr. 


| 


! Jongs} ‘alluded to the-expenge of this proposition, 
| if it is carried out; butif I am correctly informed, 
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Vt 
he estimated the cost much higher than it really || 
would be. I have the Blue-Book before me, show- | 
ing the expense of publishing the laws for the 
Thirty-first Congress. [tappears by it, that there 
were paid to each newspaper $93. for the short 
session, and $224 for the long session.. ‘This 
would make an average of about $150 per year. 
The whole amount, then, according to the plan Í 
have proposed, would be about $35,000 per year 
for publishing thelaws, and not $30,000 more than 
the present expense, as it has been stated. The | 
expense under the present arrangement is some- 
thing like $12,000, and it would be increased by 
about $25,000, to obtain"the publication of the 
laws in some one paper in each Congressional dis- | 
trict in the United States. So much in relation to 
expense. The gentleman from Tennessee alluded 
to the recent law passed in relation to the Con- 
gressional Globe. Now, does that gentleman sup- 
pose that the Congressional Globe will circulate | 
to anything like a merest fraction of all the readers 
in the United States? There are nearly 5,000,000 
subscribers to newspapers in the country, and yet 
the gentleman talks about their reading the laws 
from the Cangressional~Glohe! I want to send | 
these laws to the people for them to- read, and | 
say the expense is not large for such a-purpose. | 
That is what i wish to accomplish. I propose 
this plan of giving the publication of the laws of 
the United States to one paper in each Congres- 
sional district, being one paper for about every 
one hundred thousand inhabitants. Task if that 
is too extended a circulation? Will gentlemen 
not give the people light in relation to their legis- 
lation? Will not gentlemen of this House let the 
people see their work? Will not they let the peo- 
ple see what they have done? It seems to me we 
ought to be willing to distribute these laws among 
the people of the country. 

The circulation mentioned by the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Mzao is totally inadequate 
to the wants of the people. The circulation we 
have under the present arrangement is absurd. 
The laws do not circulate amongst any consider- 
able portion of the people. That which I propose 
is a circulation that will be uniform in all sections 
of the country, and in proportion to the popula- 
tion, It seems to me thisis a subject which ad- į 
dresses itself to the good sense of this committee. 
Xt not only proposes to give this information to the 
people, but it cuts off a very large amount of pat- 
ronage from the control of the Government. The 
patronage of the Government is large enough al- 
ready. I think in this thing I may be regarded.as 
disinterested, for I have not a doubt that my candi- 
date will be elected the next President of the United 
States. I think that a Democratic administration 
will have control of Government and control of the 

ublishing of the laws under the present system. 
may, therefore, be regarded as disinterested in 
the matter. I am not seeking to injure Whigs or 
benefit Democrats. I believe the proposition I 
have offered is correct in principle, that it ought 
to be adopted, and I trust it will be by the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Maine has talked about expenses. We are 
now about to appropriate for the year which will 
include the short session of Congress. The State 
Depariment, under whose direction these laws are 
to be printed in the papers, have estimated for the 
next session at $260 per paper. As the law now 
stands, the laws required to be published under | 
the present arrangement will amount to an ex- 
pense of about $18,200, T believe. Now, at the | 
game rate—-§260 fur each paper—if they are pub- 
lished in one paper in each Congressional district, || 
the expense will be over $51,000, making a differ- | 
ence of about $33,000 between the expense in- | 
volved as the Jaw now stands and as it will stand | 
if the gentleman’s amendment is adopted. 

Mr. SMART. I want to say that these esti- | 
mates are not borne out by the facts existing for 
the last several years. 

Mr. JONES.” But such are the facts. Here | 
are the estimates upon which this bill has been 
reported, and we have allowed in this bill, upon 
the estimates sent us by the Department, $260 for 
each newspaper. At that rate, if the gentleman’s | 
amendment is adopted, it will make an increase | 
upon the present appropriation of about $33,000 | 
for the coming short session of Congress. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the | 
gentleman from Maine being in the nature of a || 
substitute, the question will first be put upon the.! 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Meapr.] ; : 
Mr. SMART. i intended to offer mine as an 


amendment to theamendment, and Í supposed the |i 


question would first be put upon mine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair inquired of the 
gentleman: from Maine whether-he intended to 
offer. his proposition as an amendment to the 
amendment, or as a substitute for it. The gen- 
tleman indicated that he offered it as a substitute, 
in which case it would be first in order to perfect 
the original amendment before the question was 
taken upon the substitute. 

Mr. SMART. As I understand it, if the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia be not 
concurred in, my amendment will fall with it. I 
desire to have the privilege of voting upon that 
amendment, and 1 therefore ask that the vote may 
be first taken upon it as an amendment to the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the question will 
first be put upon the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Smart.] 

The amendment of Mr. Smarr was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 


j| adoption of the amendment offered by the gentle- 


man from Maine, [Mr. Smarr.] 

Mr. HEBARD. Is this a substitute for the 
original amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understood 
at first, bat afterwards the gentleman from Maine 
{Mr. Smart] stated that he intended it otherwise, 
and as a proviso to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Meane.] 

Mr. HEBARD. ‘Then itis not subject to amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
amendment to an amendment. 

Mr. EVANS. I move that the committee rise. 


{Cries of * Nol”? “ No!?? No !”’] | 


The question was taken, and there were upon 
a division—ayes 47, noes 31. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Was there a quorum voting? 

The CHAIRMAN. There was no quorum 
voting, but that is not necessary to authorize the 
committee to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that. the Committee of. the 
Whole on the state of: the Union had, accord- 
ing to order, had thestate of the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly House bill 
No. 196, making appropriation for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government for the 
year ending June 30, 1853, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. 

Mr. HOUSTON. J ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to reporta bill, for the purpose 
of having it referred and printed. 

The bill was read for information, as follows: 


A bill making appropriations for certain fortifications of 
the United States, for the year ending the 30th of June, | 
1853. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I object. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. ls not the bill received ? i 


The SPEAKER. Itisnot. It was objected to |! 


by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. Srepurns.] 


Mr. STANLY. As the gentleman from Geor- |: 


gia objects, after it has had its first reading, what 
becomes of the bill? 
The SPEAKER. 


|) House. 


On motion the House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ke. 
The following memorial and petitions were presented 


Tt is not, as it is itself an | 


It was read merely for in- ii 
formation, and has not been received by the |! 


ine IN SENATE. 
A WEDNESDAY, August 4, 1852. 
| Prayer by the Rev. LirrLeron F. Morsan. 


Mr. FISH presented a petition of ‘citizens.of 
| Wayne county, New York, praying an appro- 
priation for the repair of the piers at the mouth:of 
Great Sodus Bay, on Lake Ontario; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens 
of Williamsburg, New York, praying that the 
“homestead bill”? may become a law; which.was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the memorial of the heirs 
of Major Caleb Swann, who was formerly a Pay- 
master General in the Army of the United States, 
praying for a settlement of the accounts of the 
deceased, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for their relief; which was read and passed to 
the second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 


PENSION AND BOUNTY LAND LAWS. 

On motion by Mr. WALKER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution submitted by Mr. 
Geyer, the 12th of July, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to purchase 

five handred copies of the pension and bounty land laws, 
| with the opinions, decisions, and regulations in relation to. 
those laws, recently compiled by Mayo & Moulton, pro- 
| vided the price does not exceed $3 50 per copy. : 
: The above resolution was read a second time, 
| and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
| No amendment being offered, it was reported to 
the Senate, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read a third time, and passed. 


CLERK OF CENSUS BURBAU. 
Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate take up 
| the motion, made by the Senator from North Car- 
olina (Mr. Manaun] a few days ago, to reconsider 
the vote by which the joint resolution explanator 
of the act providing for the taking of the Sevent 
Census was ordered to be engrossed, and which 
is now lying on the table. If there is no objection, 
I desire to have that question acted upon, as it 
is necessary that it should be decided promptly. 
|. Mr.SEWARD. The Senator from North Car- 
olina (Mr. Manevm] takes a good deal of interest 

in this question, and he is not now present. I 
understand that he made the mation to reconsider, 
and I therefore hope the motion to reconsider may 
not be taken up to-day in his absence. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. [gave notice to the Senator from 
North Carolina that I should call up this resolu- 
tion, and he assented to the propriety of taking it 
up and acting upon it promptly. I forbore, yes- 
terday, to make this motion, because I did not see 
him in his seat. He has sent no word to me, and 
į therefore I think he feels indifferent in regard to 
it. There are other gentlemen who feel as much 
interest in having this question decided as I do, 

Mr. BORLAND. If it be in order, I will say 
one word on the motion of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, (Mr. Davis,] to take up the joint res- 
olution, as I perceive that it did not receive par- 
ticular attention from the Senate. 
: -A few days ago a joint resolution passed the 
| Senate, explanatory of an amendment which had 


i been made to theact of 1850, for taking the census 
| of the United States, and fixing the salary of the 
| Superintending Clerk, and the amount of compen- 
i sation to the Secretary of the Census Board. By 
ian amendment to a recent bill, which does not 
| seem to have attracted much attention at the time, 
a difficulty has been presented to the Treasury 
: Department as to the true interpretation of theact 
i of 1850. 


under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By the SPEAKER: The memorial of the Adantic Mu- 

tual Insurance Company of New York, and of seven other 
Mutual Insurance companies of that city, tor the passage 
of a bill for the better protection of the lives of passengers 
i els propelled by steam. 
Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of John R. 
Burke, and 92 other citizens of Louisiana and Texas, proy- 
ing that a post road be established from the mouth of Red 
river to Buri’s ferry, in Louisiana, thence to Huntsville, 
Texas. 

Algo, the petitition of Edward T. Ellis, Luther Hughes, 
and 85 other citizens of Louisiana, in relation to the“ Baron 
De Bastrop Grant.’? 

By Mr. HAWS: The memorial of Isaac Macy, Amos 
Palmer and others, of the city of New York, asking thatthe 
Senate bill for the better protection of passengers on board 


i 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator must be 
! aware that the resolution is on the table, and not 
! under consideration by the Senate. 

| Mr. BORLAND. I am not discussing the 
merits of the question; but simply calling the at- 
tention of Senators to the nature of the resolution 
which the Senator from Massachusetts wishes to 
take up from the table. 

1 wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that that resolution is intended to lead the of- 
ficers of the Treasury to a true interpretation of 
the act-of 1850, and to decide whether two salaries 
or-one shall be paid for the same service: .- 
| Mr. BADGER. Then T hope*the resolation 


of vessels propelled by ‘steam, be passed without amend- 
ment. 00 te : 


i will be taken up and passed: =, 
Mr. SEWARD. [supposethatif it is proper 
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for a Senator to give an explanation of the resolu- 
tion, it is equally proper thata counter explanation 
should be given. 

I would ask the 
was any pretense ma 
two salaries ? : 

The PRESIDENT. `The Chair must again call 
the attention of the Senator to the fact that the’ 
question is not now open for discussion. f 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
take up' the motion to reconsider; and it was 
agreed to. ` a te 

The PRESIDENT. The ‘question is now on’ 


Senator from Arkansas if there 
de to claim payment of the 


reconsidering the vote:by which the resolution was 
passed. $ 
Mr.. DAWSON. I move.-to; postpone the 


farther consideration of this matter. . I was not 
present, when the ‘motion to reconsider was made, 
and therefore know’ not the reasons why the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. Maxncum} made 
that-motion, .. He is not now. present, and in his 
absence I hope the postponement will be agreed 
to. In the mean time, that Senator can be in-. 
formed of the necessity of having the. resolution 
disposed of, and if, after such notice, he does not 
appear, then the question can be taken up and 
disposed of. IT move to postpone its further con- 
sideration until to-morrow. 

Mr. DAVIS. . If this measure’is to be adopted 
atall, it is necessary that. it should be adopted 
immediately. The law was passed a few days 
azo. Whether the President has signed it or not 
Ido not know. He had not done so when I of- 
tered this resolution. If the explanatory act is 
necessary at all, itis necessary that it should be 
passed at once. Itis now drawing towards the 
close of the session, and T am urged to have this 
matter sent to the House, that they may actupon 
it there. 

The question -being taken to postpone the 
further consideration of the motion to reconsider, 
it was not agreed to. i 
~The PRESIDENT. The question is now on 
the motion to reconsider.: Will the Senate agree 
tothe motion ?, ` 
. Mr, BELL. Let me state, before the decision 
of the Chair is announced, that I understand that 
if a reconsideration is not ordered by the Senate, 
the resolution stands as it is now. 

: The. PRESIDENT. Certainly it does. f 

Mr. BELL.. Then I think we ought to pause 
a moment before we finally decide. I understand 
the difficulty of the Department was in regard to 
the proper construction of two acts of Congress— 
on constituting a Board. of Commissioners to su- 
perintend the census, in which there was a pro- 
vision allowing the Secretary of that Board a sal- 
ary at the rate of $3,000 a year. There was an 
act passed subsequently to- this appointing a Su- 
perintendent of. the Census, whose duties it was 
supposed by Congress would supersede the duties 
of Secretary of the Board of Commissioners. The 
latter act did not specifically provide that the sal- 
ary of the Secretary of that Board should be dis- 
continued, There was no repealing act; and the 
question arose whether Congress meant to super- 
sede the salary of the Secretary, and his duties 
also, or what Interpretation of those two acts was 
meant by Congress, 

Some. difficulty has occurred, but I understand 
that the Superintendent of the Census has never 
claimed two salaries... The proposition to-declare 
what the intention of Congress was, goes upon the 
presumption that he claims both salaries, which 
together amount to $5,500. . I understand that he 
has not made any claims.to the whole, but he sup- 
posed that Congress did not mean that he should 
perform the arduous and responsible duties of su- 
perintending the whole business of arranging the 
census fora less salary than he received as clerk 
or secretary of the original Board. ‘The latter act, | 
as I understand, provides that the Superintendent | 
of the Census Bureau shall havea salary of $2,500 
only. -As Secretary of the Census Board, he re- 
ceived $3,000, and he supposed that Congress did 
not mean to diminish hig salary, and that there 
was some mistake, -~ g 

Whatever gentlemen: may think of the success 
or ability, or. want of either, which has attended 
the duties: of the Superintendent of the Census 
Bureau, where the: responsibilities were certainly | 
very much increased, and whatever gentlemen may | 
think of the value of his- compilations, L-have | 
never heard any gentleman suggest that he had | 


not attended to those duties with great industry 
and vigor, and most unremittingly; and surely if 
it be true, itis not at all connected with the question 
as to how much of this compilation should be 
published. | AEP ay : 

Heis entitled to some consideration at least from 
the Senate and the House of Representatives, con- 
sidering his great trust and responsibility, and the 
perseverance, and activity,and industry, and ener- 
gy with which he has applied himself to his charge. 
Whatever be the ultimate value of the work, 1 
put-it to. the Senate whether he ought not to re- 
ceive $3,000 a year, as he did:when he was Sec- 
retary of the Census Board—the sum which is paid 
to every other head of a bureau? 

‘Sir, I have had numerous applications from in- 
dividuals residing in my section of the country 
in the southwest, who ate interested in railroad 
statistics, for information which they supposed 
could be obtained at the Census Office, and { must | 
say, that more promptness, and obligingness, and 
alacrity, I have never found: I have generally | 
found the answers ‘which I received’ satisfactory; 
and all the information that could be‘obtained in 
the voluminous returns at that office, has been 
promptly furnished. 1 bear this testimony with 
pleasure to the accommodating disposition and the 
industry, and, so far as I have been able to dis- 
cern, the energy with which that officer has done 
hisduty. Trepeat, that whatever may be the value 
of the compilation, or the estimation in which it 
may be held, or whatever may beits lack of value, 
he certainly is entitled to the credit of industry, 
and perhaps there will be found much of skill in 
the. arrangement of the crude materials which he 
had before him. For these reasons, I think this 
resolution ought to be considered, in justice to 
him; and as we now have the subject before us— 
unless we design to discriminate between the 


allowance which we give to this officer and the i 


other heads of bureaus—unless we think this ‘is 
not a trust which justifies the giving a salary of 
$3,000 a year (although we gave him that salary | 
when he was Secretary of the Census Board)— | 
justice seems to require, in settling the interpreta- 

tion of the two acts of Congress, that Congress 

should no longer leave the matter in doubt; and if 

it proposes the prosecution of this business in the 

manner it has been heretofore conducted, that 

officer should have a salary’ of $3,000 a year, 

which he received when he was Secretary of the 

Census Board. I hope [I have given sufficient rea- 

son to the Senate for detaining them for a moment 

before the question is finally voted upon. 

Mr. BUTLER. Wil the Senate indulge me 
with a few words of explanation? I was not the 
chairman of the committee who reported the bill 
containing the clause of which this joint resolution 
isexplanatory. In my absence, the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. Downs] was thechairman of that 
committee. i - 

I do not object so much to the payment of 
$3,000 to this gentleman, (Mr. Kennedy,) as I do 
object to the mode in which, perhaps, he may: ob- 
tain it. The old Census. Board had a secretary, 
and this gentleman was the secretary, and he re- 
ceived for his services $3,000; but in the billi 
known as the census act of 1850, there was an 
express clause providing that he should receive | 


$3,000 for the services that he kas rendered. That |! 


seems to imply that the intention was to cut him 
off in future from all compensation for services as 
secretary. I was on that committee, and think 
that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis} 
will bear me out in that. Well, the bill was sent 
to the Judiciary Committee, to arrange a dispute 
between California and South Carolina; Califor- ! 
nia claiming that she should have two Represent- | 
atives, although the returns of her census were 
imperfect, and South Carolina claiming that she 
should have an additional Representative, on the 
ground of her large fraction above the ratio; and 
at the bottom of that bill, in nowise connected 
with it, was the clause by which this gentleman 
might claim. $5,000 for services which he says he 
has rendered as secretary-of that Board. “Fam | 
perfectly willing to vote for any bill which may. 


be introduced for the purpose of raising his, salary | 


from $2,500 to $3,000. | If he will come and say 
that he rendered those services under misconcep- | 
tion as to the true interpretation of the act, I | 
should say nothing about it; but when such a 
clause. was introduced into the bill sent to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, I must declare my 


objection to it, because I feel that it would. be 
wrong. : : nx 

-The Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Downs] has | 
said, that it was in the power of the Secretary of 
the Interior to frame such a bill as was necessary, 
and this bill giving Mr. Kennedy 43,000 a year, 
or, as Mr. Whittlesey says, $5,500, was “sent 
down. It is the mode by which this proposed 
increase of salary was to be effected, that I ob- 
ject to. 

Mr. DAVIS. If it isthe desire of my friend 
from Tennessee, or any other gentleman, to enter 
into the discussion of this subject, I have no ob- 
jection to it; but I beg leave to say, inasmuch as 
the argument of my friend from ‘Tennessee has 
been urged with a view to show the propriety of 
| reconsidering the vote by which the joint resolu- 
tion was passed, that he is entirely mistaken in 
many of the opinions which he has expressed. 
There is no such thing in existence—as can be 
proved most abundantly—as the Census Board. 
It was functus officio long ago. There can be no 
such officer as the Secretary of that Board, Now 
the effect of theamendment which has been made, 
is to allow the salary, more or less, to this gentle- 
man, upon the ground, that heis Secretary of that 
Board. I take leave, in advance, to say that I do 
not want to go into the argument of the question, 
Ido not desire to discuss it, unless other gentle- 
mendo. If they do, I shall disclose the facts of 
the case. But | take occasion to say, that this is 
a matter which has been greatly deliberated upon 
inthe Departments. I have their various decisions 
in my drawer. I have the order which has been 
issued upon this topic; and it will turn out, that 
there is an order from the Secretary of the Interior 
to do just what my friend says was not done—to 
make allowance to this individual as Superinten-., 
ding Clerk of the Census, and also as Secretary of 
the Board. 

Mr. BELL. To aow him both salaries? 

Mr. DAVIS. AsSecretary of the Board to allow 
him $2,000 a year. The salary as Superintend- 
ing Clerk is limited to $2,500.” The amount of 
$3,000 could not be obtained, unless the two offices 
are coupled together. Now, if this joint resolu- 
tion is not passed, the next step is, thatif it opens 
the way to recover anything as Secretary of the 
Census Board; it opens it. to recover ‘the whole’ 
$3,000 as salary of the Superintending Clerk in 
addition. That is precisely the case which £ wish 
to shut out. If this gentleman is entitled to ad- 
ditional compensation, let the measure be brought 
forward openly and fairly; let it be canvassed, and 
let the Senate pass its judgment upon it—not in 
this indirect way, by striking out words in the 
original statute, which limited his service to the 
past, and when it designed to limit them to the 
past, make them extend to the future, and give 
him pay for an office which must necessarily bea 
sinecure. This is the answer I make to the Sena- 
| tor from Tennessee. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Before the Senator takes 
his seat, | would like to address to him this in- 
quiry: If this resolution should not pass, I would 
like to ask whether this gentleman ‘could receive 
more than $3,000 a year from the time he entered 
upon the performance of his duties up to the pres- 
ent time? ~ i 

Mr. DAVIS. In answer to the Senator I will 
state, that, in the census bill, as it is called, there is 
a provision—and that provision was put there at 
the instance of this very gentleman, put in as an 
amendment to the bill of the Senate in the House 
of Representatives—appointing an officer that had 
never existed before, called the Superintending 
Clerk of the Census—an officer who, by the act, is 
to be competentto superintend the censusgenerally, 
and have assigned to him a salary of $2,500 a year. 
He took the oath of office as Superintending Clerk 
of the Census, I think, on the 27th of May, 1850, 
and has been discharging the duties of that office 
ever since. Now, you open this act and give him 
additional pay withoutany limitation, and without 
any explanation; and if it gives anything, does it 
not give the $3,000? It gives the $3,000 in addi- 
tion to the $2,500, if it gives anything at all. There 
is no limitation in the world, nor any discretion, 
to change, or alter, or modify the’sum. That 
is the precise interpretation which must be put 
upon it, ‘ i 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The honorable Senators 
| from Massachusetts and Tennessee understand 
| this thing differently. I understand from the Sen: 


1852. 
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ator from Tennessee that if this thing stands as it 
now is, without the passage of the resolution, this 
gentleman will receive only $3,000—and that isal 
he desires to receive—from the time he entered 
upon the performance of his duties. 

Mr. BELL. Ido not think that there is any 
substantial difference between’ myself and the hon- 
orable Senator from Massachusetts, though he 
stated I was entirely mistaken in my facts. I 
should like to know one fact which | stated im- 
properly, according to his own statement. I said 
that there had been no express repeal of the Cen- 
sus Board, or of the allqyance of the salary to 
the Secretary. He admits that there has beeu no 
express repeal of the act appointing the Commis- 
sioners of the Census Board, and appointing a 
Secretary to them; and this is the ground upon 
which I stated there was an embarrassment at the 
Treasury. The two allowances were outstanding; 
but it seemed to me proper to presume, that Con- 
‘gress did not mean that the two salaries should be 
allowed; and there has been no proposition to al- 
low the two. But, as the first act had not been 
expressly repealed, there was a‘difficulty at the 
Treasury, and Mr. Kennedy, the Superintending 
Clerk of the Census Bureau, so faras he was con- 
cerned, only desired that he should be allowed 
$3,000 as salary; he thought he ought to have 
$3,000. The board had not been expressly dis- 
continued, though it is evident Congress must have 
supposed it would be; and that there could be no 
use for it; and they appointed the Superintending 
Clerk of the Census. Then I am not mistaken 
about the Department’s supposing he is entitled 
to the two. Iwas right in both these particu- 
lars. 

But the honorable Senator stated a fact that I 
did not know; that the Secretary of the Interior 
did propose to allow him p500 for some supposed 
or actual duties discharged as Secretary of the old | 
Board, I did not know that. I only stated that 
there was an embarrassment at the Treasury; and 
that the Superintending ‘Clerk of the Census | 
thought he had been entitled to $3,000 a year for his 
services,and upon that ground the difficulty arose. | 
I furthermore’ stated, that, under the uncertainty 
which existed in regard to the meaning of Con- 
gress—though I think the fair inference is, that 
they intended by the litter act to supersede the 
former, by the appointment of the Superintending 
Clerk of the Census to supersede the secretaryship 
of the Board, though they did not abolish the Board 
expressly——it is important that the matter should | 
be explained by a declaratory law. This joint 
resolution has that object in view, and the purpose 
for which I rose was, that f thought justice de- 
manded: when we proposed to settle this question, 
that we should provide that this Superintending į 
Clerk of the Census should receive $3,000 a yearin 
consideration of his arduous duties, and the respon- 
sibilities attaching to them, whatever estimate we | 
may place upon the taking of the census for which 
we provided by law. : 

I do not see that there is any essential difference 
between ug, except that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts supposes, that if we want to give the ad- | 
ditional $500, it should be brought forward in a | 
separate measure. Now, sir, would it not be 
more economical, in point of time, as well as of 
expenditure, if you go into that, when we have 
this joint resolution before us, passing a declara- 
tory law upon the two statutes, to settle this mat- 
ter with regard to the claim for salary of the 
Clerk of the Board, that we should do justice at 
once in the whole matter? That is my sole ob- 
ject. I cannot see any good reason why this | 
should be made a separate question. f 


We can as | 
readily determine it now, as we shall have ‘but i 
little time for the examination of questions from || 
this to the end of the session. We can decide as | 
well now whether we willallow him the $3,000 or | 
[cannot see the force of the argu- 


that does not disturb the question or interfere with 
the right or justice of a reasonable liberality to this 
gentleman in fixing his salary now, when we pro- 


pose to settle the construction under these two ' 


laws. That is all I wished to lay before the Sen- 
ate. I hope I have made myself intelligible. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr.President,{ desiremerely 
to place the facts of the case correctly before the 
Senate, as I have the documents from the Depart- 
ment showing how these various points arose, and 
how they- have been adjudicated and decided upon. 
The Board of Census was constituted in March, 
1849. 


been taken; and they were authorized, also, to ap- 
pointa becretary, hey appointed a secretary; at 
a salary of $3,000 per annum. When we passed 
the law prescribing how and in what manner the 
census should be taken, we authorized the ap- 
pointment of a superintendent, by the Secretary of 
the Interior, and gave him a salary of $2,500; but 
in that law we did not repeal or annul the existing 
Board of Census or their secretary. When the 
law authorizing the census to be taken went into 
operation, the Secretary of the Interior appointed 
the Secretary of thé Board of Census the Super- 
intendent. Hence it was that he was the Super- 
intendent under the law, and Secretary to the Cen- 
sus Board. There being no law to prohibit him 
taking both salaries, as it was thought, he still 
continued to take the salary of the Secretary of 
the Census Board. A question then arose in the 
Department, and it was this: By the act of Con- 
gress authorizing the taking of the census, was 
the Census Board repealed or annulled? That 
question was submitted to.the Board itself, which 
consisted of Daniel Webster, John J. Crittenden, 
and some other gentleman; and [ find, on the 30th 
of September, 1851, the Secretary of the Interior 
(Mr. 8 

sus Board: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE JNTERIOR, 
WASHINGTON, September 30, 1851. i 
GenrLemen: Mr. J. C. G. Kennedy was appointed by 
you Secretary of the Census Board, with a salary of $3,000 
per annum. 
Superintendent of the Census. His salary in the latter ca- 
pacity is fixed by law at $2,500. He has discharged the 


duties of both officers, but has claimed and received as. his i 


compensation beretofure $3,000. 


A question has now been made by the accounting offi- 


cers, as T am inforined, as to the amount which he is to re- 
ceive in fature. Itis said that your Board bas completed 


its duties, and is to be regarded as dissolved, aud theretore | 


that Mr. Kennedy is no longer entitled to receive compen- 
sation as Secretary, but only as Superintendent. 

I have received no official notice from you of the com- 
pletion of your duties, or that your Board has dissolved 
itself. 1 conceive that you are the proper persons to decide 
that question, and that the accounting officers have no au- 
thority to dissolve the Census Board without its consent ; 


and I theréfore ask the favor of you to say whether you re- j 


gard your labors as ended, and your secretary discharged 
from his duties; and if so, at what date his services ceased ? 

If, on the other hand, you regard yourselves as still con- 
stituting a Board, and Mr. Kennedy as in yourservice, you 
will please say so, aud advise me bereafter when you shall 
conclude to dissolve the Census Board and release the sec- 
retary from his duties. Very respectfully, &c., 

ALEX. H. H. STUART, Seerctary. 

To the Hon. Daxier WEBSTER, J.J. Crrrrenpen, and N. 

K. HALL, Members of the Census Board. 


There is the inquiry as to whether the Board 


was dissolved and the Secretary discharged. Here | 


is the reply: 
WASHINGTON, September 30, 1851. 
Sır: We have reccived your letter of to-day, and have 
the honor to reply that we do rot consider the Census 
Board, of which we are members, as dissolved, or Mr. J. 


C. G. Kennedy, the Secretary of that Board, as discharged. ! 


from office. The duties for which the Board was consti- 
tuted and the Secretary appointed, have not been finally 
completed. We regard the Board as still continuing, and the 
secietary as still in office, and as entitled as such to the 
salary of $3,009 per annum, and at that rate. 
We are, very respectfully, yours, &e., 
J. J. CRITTENDEN, 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 


P.S.. When the board by its own official acts shall be i; 


dissolved, we will not fail to make it known to you. 
EC. 

D. W. 
Hon. A. H. H. STUART, Secretary of the Interior. 


Here was the board still in existence. 


the Superintending Clerk, when he has been dis- 
charging both the duties of the Secretary of the 


That Board was authorized to make the 
preparations to take the census, which hás now | 


tuart) directs the following letter to the Cen- | 


He was also appointed by tiis Department | 


Here |! 


Board and Superintending Clerk. By what prin- 
ciple is it that we undertake, when there aretwo 
existing salaries by our own act, and by our own 
appointment, given to the same individual, to! cut 
him down by a joint resolution. to. the lowestisal- 
ary, when he discharges the duties of both offices? 
Vhat occurs then? Mr. Stuart, seeing the po- 
sition in. which things are placed-—and 1 -beg ‘to 
call the attention of my honorable friend, the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, chairman of the Judi=: 
ciary Committee, [Mr. Burier,] to this—~and'de- 
siring to avoid all the conflicts growing out of: 
hasty legislation, and. to’ keep the Government 
correct, and prevent the loss of $2,500 ‘additional 
by our own act, confines. the Superintending Clerk 
to one, and then asks us to do—what? To regu- 
late our legislation, so as not to give a legal right 
to one individual to claim two separate and dis- 
tinct salaries. That individual disdains to do it; 
he never did'it, and never thought of such a thing; 
and if he had, it would not have been allowed by 
the Department. Then Mr. Stuart directs the fol- 
lowing letter to the honorable chairman of the Ju- 
diciary Committee: : : ; 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, March 8, 1852. 
Str: As some difficulty has occurred in regard to the 
salary of Mr. Kennedy, who has acted in‘the double capa- 
city of Census Superintendent and Secretary of the Cen- 
sus Board, I would respectfully suggest the introduction of 
a clause into the supplementary bill which you propose to 
report, fixing his salary at $3,000. I think he richly merits 


it, and I can see no reason why he should stand on a differ- 
ent footing trom the other heads of bureaus. 


Very respectfully, &e., a 
A. H. H. STUART. 
Hon. A. P. BUTLER, chairman of the $ 
Judiciary Committee U. S. Senate. 

The Chairman of the Committee, I take occasion 
i| to say, was absent at the time this letter was ad- 
dressed to him, and it necessarily went to the act- 
ing chairman. What course could have been bet- 
ter pursued to have justice done, and the facts 
known to the Senate, than this? The Secretary of 
the Interior calls upon the Judiciary Committee to’ 
regulate this question; and what is the sum total 
of it? We by our legislation appointa Secretary, 
because we authorized the Census Board to-do so, 
at a salary of $3,000. We authorize a Superin- 
tending Clerk to be appointed, with a salary of 
i| $2,500. Ie does not pretend to claim: both sal- 
aries; he only asks for the largest, while he dis- 
charges the duties of both. Now, so soon as the 
Census Board shall be closed, and the Commis- 
sioners of the Board of Census shall dissolve the 
Board, and shall announce the fact tothe Secretary 
of the Interior, the Secretary of the Board of Cen- 
sus will have terminated ‘his official duties; and 
will be entitled only to the salary of $2,500. ‘Then 
will.come up the question suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee: Is not this individual justly, 
honestly, and fairly entitled to the sum of $3,000 
per annum as the head of the Census Bureau? 
When we look at the labors performed, and the 
industry and energy exhibited by him, I can see 
no reason why we shonid attempt to depreciate his 
labor and his intelligence by reducing him‘below 
‘ithe common ordinary heads of bureaus. There 

is nothing of impropriety, nothing of injustice, 
ij and no attempt made by individuals or heads of 
i| Departments to take any advantage of our omis- 
i) sion to make our Jaws correct. Fie asks for .the 
if largest salary, as every man would do, When 
i the Census Board is dissolved, he must necessarily 
i fall back to the 42,500, unless we pursue the course 
‘suggested by the Senator from Tennessee, and 
ii have the resolution so amended as to close this 
: whole unpleasant matter, which it seems to be 
now, by declaring that his salary’shail be $3,000. 
Mr. DAVIS. I suppose the whole merits of 
| this matter are open upon the question of recon- 
| sideration? 

The PRESIDENT. They are. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then, Mr. President, if the Sen- 
‘ate will lend me their attention, I will show, by 
ii the terms of the Jaw itself, that the conclusions 
i, which the Senator from Georgia and the Senator 
| from Tennessee draw, are a mistaken apprehen- 
sion of the clearest terms of the statute itself. 


i become indispensable that the facts. should be made 
i| known, though they involve’ personal conduct. 


THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August.4, 


2058 


‘There have been differences of opinion in the De- 
partments, and I shal refer to them so far as to 
make the. matter. understood, and no further. I 
think I can show, very clearly, that the Secretary 
of the Census Board, by the terms of the law, 
had ceased to be an officer of that Board when the 
census act of 1850-was passed. . It is true that; in 
1849, there was, an. act passed. on the subject—an 
act, the title of which is, ‘An act to make ar- 
rangements for taking the census,” It was an act, 
remember, to. make arrangements. lt provided | 
that: theSecretary of State, the Postmaster Gen- 
eral; and the Attorney General should be a Board, 
to-be called the Census Board, and that it should 
be- their duty: to prepare blank. forms for the 
enumeration of the inhabitants, and blank forms 
for the other purposes usually embraced within a | 
census, and to. print, them, I wish to draw the | 
atteation.of the Senate particularly to the last sec- ! 
tion of that act. Itis not, as the gentlemen say, | 

i 

t 


a section providing, a salary of $3,000 a year for | 
this secretary, but it authorizes the appointment 
of a secretary. l will read the terms in which it 
authorizes that appointment: 

“That the said board shall have power to appointa secre- 
tary, whose remaneration shal be determined by Congress 
upon the completion of the duties assigned to the Board.” | 

The remuneration is to be determined by Con- | 
gress.on the completion of the duties assigned to | 
the Board, Then, by the terms of this act, there | 
was nothing to be paid to this officer until the 
duties were completed. That is very obvious. | 
Then follows the census act of 1850, which con- 
tains this provision in the nineteenth section: 
“And to enable him,” (that is, the Sewretary of 
the Interior,) “ the better to discharge these duties, 
he is. hereby authorized and required to appoint a 
suitable and competent person as superintending | 
clerk.” Notas the head of a bureau, as gentle- 
men assume, but as superintending clerk, who 
‘shall, ander-his direction, have the general man- 
‘agement of matters appertaining thereto, with ‘| 
‘the privilege of franking, and receiving, free of i 
‘charge, all official documents and letters connected 
‘therewith.’ Ele was to be a man competent to, 
and it was to be his duty to superintend, generally, 
the matters relating to the census, and the whole | 
census. Thatis the express duty assigned to him. | 

Hore, I would remark, is a departure from the | 
usage; for heretofore, when former censuses were | 
taken, the duty of general supervision was referred | 
to the head of a Department—the ‘l'reasury, I be- | 

i 
i 
| 
i 
i 


Heve—and he assigned such force as he saw fit | 
from the ordinary clerks of the Department to dis- | 
charge the duty of digesting the enumeration and | 
the statistics, This is a new officer—a higher | 
grade of ‘‘clerle’’—and receiving, I believe, as 
clerk, a higher salary than any other individual in 
any of the Departments. Now, letus hear what 
provision was made in the act for the appointment 
of this gentleman. The twentieth section of the 
same act provides as follows: 

“ Rud be it further enacted, That for the purpose of car- 
rying into effect this act, and detraving the preliminary ex- 
penses, there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $159,000; out of I 
which the said Secretary of the Interior may allow to the | 


person employed as Secretary of the Census Board, a com- | 


pensation alter the rate of $3,000 per annum during the | 
period he bas been in their employ.” 

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Burer] 
is entirely right in the declaration which he made, | 
when he took the floor, that it was the purpose of | 
the committee, and the purpose of the Senate, and 
of the House of Representatives, to limit the pay | 
of this gentleman to the past, that is, for services | 
rendered anterior to the passage of the act. They | 
considered his duties as completed, and for that : 
reason his pay due according to the act of 1849; | 
but whether completed or not the duties of Secre- 
tary of that Board were identical with the duties 
of Superintending Clerk. The nineteenth section | 
of the act of 1850 contained, as I have shown, a | 
provision for the appointment of a competent and | 
suttable person to be Superintending Clerk, who, | 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, : 
was to superintend all matters relating to the cen- | 
sus. H there were any duties: remaining for the | 
Secretary of the Census Board, they were trans- || 
ferred to this clerk. That is the clear intention, : 
and clear interpretation of the act. It is clearly | 
susceptible of no other construction than this: | 
Congress limited his pay as Secretary of the | 


:was no mistake in the use of words, but on the | 


|} sus act passed on the 23d of May, 1850. 


il on the first day of June. 


ij carried into effect without them. -Whether they 


Census Board to the past, because they. knew that | 
iéy had provided another officer who.was to per- | 


form all the duties of superintendence. The duties 
of the Secretary of the Board were therefore to 
end with the passage of the law, and the settlement 
with him was to be final, because his service was 
completed. The fact that a new officer was cre- 
ated to perform his. duties made this arrangement 
not only appropriate, but indispensable. There 


contrary,.the language employed carried out the |; 
purpose of Congress. : 

Having now referred to all the parts of the law 
material to this issue, I now solicit the attention of 
the Senate to a very brief narrative of what has 
been.done in the Department. I do not propose 
to follow it through all the stages of its progress, 
but-I think L can show clearly that even Mr. Ken- 
nedy himself gave to the clauses of the act to 
which I have referred, exactly the construction for 
which I now contend. f 

The papers before me state, that on the 27th i 
of May, 1850, he was appointed Superintending 
Clerk, and took the oath of officeas such. The cen- 
Now, if 
the Senate will carry these dates along with it, and 
look into another provision of the act, they will 
see that the taking of the census was to commence 
That was the day as- 
signed for the enumeration, and to which all the | 
facts were referable. Mr. Kennedy went into this | 
office four days before the census act went into oper- 
ation—before the blanks and instructions, indeed 
all the preliminary papers, were to come into 
practical use. 

Let us take a glance now, at the duties of the | 
Census Board, and then we shall see how this 
construction stands with reference to the duties 
assigned tothat Board. The Census Board was i 
appointed to prepare tables, and to print them. | 
That was their whole duty, under the law of 1849. 
They did prepare tables, but when Congress as- 
sembled, they were not reported to the two Houses | 
so early as was anticipated. The Senate, finding | 
no tables here, appointed a select committee to 
take the whole subject into their hands, and report 
upon it, That committee assembled—had many 
sittings—and this Secretary of the Census Board 
laid before us, informally, certain tables, they not | 
having been officially reported. We took up those | 
tables, examined them, amended them largely, 
introducing matty things and rejecting many 
things, and finally made a report to ‘the Senate. I 
need not go through an account of the wearisome 
discussions which were had here, and the attempts 
on the part of that Secretary to displace those || 
tables, and insert others. That isa matter which |! 
has no particular connection with this question. 
The passage of the Census bill was however long 
delayed by that process. The bill went to the 
House, and there the same scenes were gone 
through, and these tables were more or less modi- 
fied and amended there, as I think, not to the ad- 
vantage of the public service; as they were over- | 
loaded with columns which have led to confusion 
and inaccuracy. ‘The law passed, but its passage 
was delayed until the 23d of May. By its own 
terms, it was to go into immediate operation, and 
the census was to be taken on the Ist of June. | 
But in this same census act of 1850, there was a | 
farther provision made, that inasmuch-as the Cen- | 
sus Board had commenced the printing of the pre- 
paratory matter, and carried it, as was alleged, far 
towards completion, they should superintend its 
completion, so far as printing was concerned. The 
latter part of the nineteenth section, relating to | 
that subject, is in these words: ji 

“The blanks and preparatory printing for taking the 
Census shall be prepared and exccuted under the direction 


of the Census Board; the other printing to be executed as | 
Congress shall direct.” 


H 


Now, what is the “preparatory printing?” Tt 
is the blanks and the printing of the circulars; 
nothing else. That printing should have been 
completed at the day when the census was to be 
taken, because all these papers should have been 
distributed by that day, as the act could not be 


were distributed, and the business completed on | 
that day or not, the purpose was to transfer. the 
duties of that office of Secretary.of the Census 
Board to the Superintending. Clerk... What had 
the Superintending Clerk to do, if it was not his 
duty to see to this? I said that the duties of the 
Superintending Clerk.and of the Secretary of the 
Census. Board. were identical. They:were one 


‘and the same thing.. And it is difficult to conceive,- 


if.we were to maintain an officer under the name 
of Secretary of the Census Board, to ‘perform that 
duty, what would have been left for the Superin- 
tending Clerk todo. Lspeak with some confidence 


| upon this. subject, because the terms of the act 


authorize me. so to do; and I think the meaning 


| and intention of the act, as far as ] understand it, 


authorize me so to do. 

T will now proceed to show that Mr. Kennedy 
himself acquiesced in this view of the maiter. 
According to the terms.of the act of 1849, he was 
to. be settled with when jis duties were completed 
and ended. Congress Was then to assign to him 
the pay. which he was to receive. What did this 
gentleman do after he was appointed Superintend- 
ing Clerk? He called upon the Department for a 
settlement pursuant to the terms of theact.. He 
got his certificate from Mr. Clayton, the then Sec- 
retary of State, certifying the time for which he 
was entitled to pay under the twentieth section of ` 
the act of 1850.. Here is Mr. Clayton’s. certifi- 
cate. 1 need not trouble the Senate with. reading 
it, It states that Mr. Kennedy was entitled. to 
thirteen months’ pay. That.carried it up to the 
Ist day of June, 1850. He received from the ac- 
counting officers of the Department, as Secretary 
of the Census Board, up to the Ist day of June, 
his pay after the rate of $3,000 a year. 

It will be noted that there is something signifi- 
cant in these dates. The Ist of June did not end 
a quarter, but it was the point of time when the 
taking of the census was to commence, and the 
settlement was up to that date. The 30th of June 
was the quarter day. On the 30th of June this 
gentleman received his pay as Superintending 
Clerk, at the rate of $2,500 per annum for the 
month; and nothing more was claimed. At the 
end of the next quarter, the 30th of September, 
he received his pay again as Superintending Clerk, 
and demanded nothing more. And as the Comp- 
troller very significantly expresses it, the idea of 


| double pay, or compensation as Secretary of the 


Census Board and Superintending Clerk, never 
flashed through this gentleman’s mind until about 
seven months had elapsed from the Ist day of 
June. Seven months had elapsed before ‘this 
thought of so construing the statutes as to secure 


|| to himself double pay, had ever entered his mind. 


That statement is contained in the record which I 
have before me. Thus matters went along; and 
on the 26th of December, 1850, there was an or- 
der issued by the Secretary of the Interior, to 
which I wish to invite the attention of the Senate. 
From the reading of this order my friend from 


Tennessee, and mv friend from Georgia, will see 


| whether they are right or not in the statement that 
this gentleman never demanded pay for more than 


Here is the ordar: 

DerarrmMentr OF THE INTERIOR, 

WASHINGTON, December 26, 1850. i 

Str: You are hereby directed to pay to Joseph ©. G. 
Kennedy, Esquire, for his services as Superintendent of 
the Seventh Census, and as Secretary of the Census Board, 
a salary at the rate of $3,000 per annum, commencing on 
the Ist of June, 1850 ; and this shall be your authority for 
the same. fam, sir, &c., 

ALEXANDER H. H. STUART, 

Secretary. 


one Office. 


R. H. Witttamson, Disbursing Agent, 

i Department of the Interior. 

Now, I say this order was issued under some 
mistake and misapprehension of the law. I need 
not argue that point, for it is quite out of the ques- 
tion for this gentleman to assign a Jess sum than the 


| two salaries, if -he authorizes anything to be paid 


to him as Secretary of the Census Board. If he 
authorizes anything to be paid on this ground, I 
deny, utterly, his power.to limit it to $500 unless 
by the voluntary. consent of Mr. Kennedy. If 
there is a foundation broad enough iu the con- 
struction of this act to authorize the payment of 
$500, it is wide enough to cover $3,000; and if he 
1s entitled to receive pay as Superintending Clerk 
of the Census, and also as Secretary of the Cen- 


| sus Board, he is entitled by law, whether he claims 


it or not, to $5,500.. The disbursing officer of the 
Interior Department proceeded to make the pay- 
ment according to this direction of the Secretary, 


| and he made the payment forsome eighteen months, 


as nearly as I recollect, allowing, in the first place, 
a salary of $2,500 as Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus, and. then $500 as Secretary of the Census 
Board... TEN 

My friend from -Georgia bas read papers to 
show that the Census Board was never dissolved. 


1852. 
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I think I have shown clearly that by the terms of | 
the statute, if they had any duties for any person 
to perform in their behalf, as Secretary, those dù- | 
ties were transferred to the Superintending Clerk 
of the Census. But let us look a moment at the 
matter, and see how it stands. These blanks 
ought to have been distributed—whether they 
were or not I do not know—before the first day of 
June. That they were nearly completed at that 
time, and the business nearly ‘finished, cannot ad- 
mit of a doubt. What, then, remained? The | 
Census Board had but two offices to. perform. 
One was to prepare thegglanks, and the other to | 
see that they were printed; and when they made 
their report to the Senate and the House of Rep 
resentatives, they were functus officio.. There was 
an end of their duties. That report was made, | 
I believe, in February, 1850. If it had not been | 
for the fact, that by the law of 1850 they were left į 
with the duty of superintending the ‘* preparatory 
printing” which remained to be done, they would 
have had no duty of any kind left. How long | 
did that duty last? How long a time was re- 
quired for the printing of the preparatory papers, 
that is, the printing of the blanks and circulars? 

Sir, is it not a striking fact in regard to this | 
matter, that this order was dated on the 26th of 
December; and when the payments under it were 
made, the census had all been completed, and the 
returns made? What duty had this Board then 
to perform in printing preparatory papers? I can- 
not make the argument any stronger or any 
plainer than the statements of the proposition 
itself makes it. It is preposterous to say that this 
Board was in existence, and had aright to employ 
a secretary, when this secretary had no duties to 
perform. There were no duties, and could be 
none, which he then had to perforn. It would be 
allowing him pay for a sinecure office. But the 
answer to the whole of it is, that those duties, if 
there were any, were the appropriate duties of the 
Superintending Clerk. 

These payments, nevertheless, went on by the 
disbursing officer for the period of time I have 
stated. They finally reached the First Comp- 
troller. The First Comptroller is a man that un- 
derstands his duties. He knew that no money 
could be drawn from the Treasury of the United 
States without warrant of Jaw. He knew that | 
there must be a law to authorize it.. He set him- 
self to work, and inquired into the matter. He 
investigated the acts of Congress in regard to it; 
and arrived at the only conclusion which the facts 
can sanction: that there was no authority of law 
to execute the order of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior--none whatever; and he refused to execute 
it; and gave notice to the disbursing officer of the 
Department of the Interior, that there was no au- 
thority of law under which the allowance could 
be made, and that any such claim could not pass 
with his sanction as Comptroller. Well, sir, I 
take it, that that has been sanctioned by every- | 
body. Ihave heard of no attempt to appeal from 
the decision of this officer, and no attempt to draw 
his decision into question as unjust or wrong in 
any way. There the matter stood. 

What next was done? The disbursing officer | 
of the Department of the Interior found it neces- 
sary, asa personal responsibility devolved upon 
him for paying sums of money which he was not 
authorized by law to allow; and he deducted those 
overpayments, amounting to about $800, from the 
accruing salary of Mr. Kennedy, as it became | 
due, in order to indemnify the Treasury; so that 
this officer has derived no benefit from the order 
of the Secretary of the Interior, or the allowances 
which were made to him. As the object of 
getting pay for two offices could not be accom- | 
plished through the Department—as that was de- 
spaired of, he came to a committee of the Senate, 
and a proposition was made here to amend the 
law in the way and manner which has been | 
pointed out by my honorable friend from South | 
Carolina; and rather an extraordinary manner it 
was; because, by the very terms of the act, words 
were stricken out of the printed law of 1850, and 
other words were inserted in their place. I do 
not mean to say that that is an improper way; | 
but it is an unusual way of proceeding to strike 
out words from a statute which has been.a long 
time in existence, and printed among the laws, and 
insert other words in lieu of them. . ey, 

Mr.. President, the position which I. assum 


| two-offices. Let me read now from an act passed 
in 1850, at a period subsequent to. the census act 


time. There is a. proviso, as follows: 


“ Provided, however, That hereafter the proper account- 
ing officers of the Treasury, or other pay officers of the 
United States; shall in no case allow and pay to one indi- 
vidual the salaries of two different_offices on account.of 
having performed the duties thereof at the same time; but 


the Executive buildings. ”? 
Here is a positive prohibition—a prohibition 
founded upon the simplest justice that can be im- 


tending Clerk. We are entitled to all his time 
and services. 


votes his whole time to it for compensation; and it 
is preposterous to say that a man whose whole 
time is engaged for the benefit ahd service of the 
country can have'time to fulfill the duties of an- 
other office with such onerous duties that it is 
entitled to greater pay than the one in which heis 
employed. 
| adopt that principle. The law which I have read | 
is founded in the strongest common sense, and 
was adopted because of the abuses which have 
grown up from allowances in such cases, 

] have no desire to detain the Senate with these 
matters. But it is said that this gentleman has 
never claimed the pay growing outof the two offi- 
ces. Sir, the Secretary of the Interior does not 
understand it so. 
gentleman to the $3,000 upon his filling the two 
stations. The accounting officers have never un- 
derstood it so. They have always understood 
that if heclaimed $3,000, he was to getit by claim- 
ing it through the two offices, and in no other 
way. I believe he has never had the assurance to 
pretend that there were any duties for him to per- 
form as Secretary of the Census Bourd, which 
would authorize the payment to him of $3,000 | 
annually for that service. I should liké some of 
my friends here, who know perhaps more about 
the subject than I do in regard to these duties, to 
point out the specific duties which this gentleman 
had to perform, if he had any, as Secretary of the 
Census Board. I should be very glad to see a 
specification of those duties. I should be very | 
glad to see the foundation upon which this claim 
rests. {t would give ‘some satisfaction, at least, 
to my mind. 

I will send to the Chair some papers relating 
to this subject which have been placed in my hands: 
First, a letter from Mr. Williamson, who is the | 
disbursing officer of the Department of the In- 
terior. The Senate will learn from that, what kind 
of claim this gentleman has set up; and whether 


letter: 


i 


i 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
DısrursING Orrice, July 30, 1852. } 

Sır: F have received your letter of yesterday, and inau- 
swer to your first question, have the honor to state that Lam 
the pay agent of the Department .of the Interior, and was 
appointed the 29th of April, 1850. Tam also “special dis- 
pursing agent of the Census fund” by. appointment, dated 
May 24th, 1850. 

Secondly, J. C. G. Kennedy, Esq., came into my office 
on Monday last, and asked me if I was ready to settle his 
account. I answered I was, and said “ which of them ??-— 
as I have two unsettled accounts with him, one for salary 
growing out of my refusal to pay him $3,000 per annum, 
and the other for his European trip. He then told me he 


i 
| 


hadin getting the larger sum. 
last more than ten minutes, and be left the room. Mr. 
Robert Wright and Mr. G. A. D. Clarke, both employed on 
the Census, were present. 
I now beg leave to remar! 
ave me- to understand that he considered both salaries 


a his by law, if hechose to demand them; and: I 


were 


either real or imaginary, and at the same time that there 
should be left in fall force his regular appointment of. Sus 


in accordance with the law of the land, in regard 


| perintending Clerk of the Census as,a-separate.and distinct 


We are entitled to all that the! 
Government has a right to exact when a man de- |! pay for-both offices. Mr. Kennedy reserves for 


It is injustice to the Government to | 


k that Mr. Kennedy evidently’ | 


thought it singularly strange that an office should be created | 
or provided without any duties or business attached to it, į 


He founds the right of this |; 


or not he considers that he is entitled to pay for |. 
the two offices. I ask that the letter may be read. |! 
The Secretary accordingly read the following |: 


to the right of any individual to receive pay for | 


i 


which was passed in May; the provisions of | 
which were carried into effect by Congress at that |: 


this prohibition shall not extend to the superintendents Of jj 


agined. We hire this gentleman as a Superin- |! 


H 
| 
i 
j 
i 


wanted to settle his account as Secretary of the Census |. 


apportionment bill. He handed me the bill, and remarked |: 
that he would leave the $2,500 salary, the one that I had al- 


| office, thereby leaving it ‘discretionary with bins [Mr: K.] 
Í to draw the salary for it or not, as be should think proper. 
I have ‘the honor to'be, very respectfnly, yours, f 
; : R. H WILLIAMSON, 
3 Disbursing Agent. 
| Hon. Errsia WHITTLESEY, : not 
First Comptroller of the Treasurys : 
Lagree with thè‘ remarks contained in the above letter. 
ending with the sentence * Robert Wright and:G. A. D; 
Clarke,” except that I think Mr. Williamson ‘asked Mr.. 
| Kennedy“ whether‘he (Mr. K.] demanded both salaries” 
—alluding to the salary as Clerk of the Census Board and 


Superintending Clerk. $ 
$ ee pas Se G: ALD. CLARKE. 
-T agree. with the remarks contained. in ‘the above letter 
‘ending with the sentence “ Robert, Wright and G. A. De 
| Clarke.” ROBERT. WRIGHT. 
Mr. DAVIS. That letter needs no comment. 
It was written in reply to one. from, the Comp- 
troller, and settles the question as to demanding 


i 
1 
i 
i 


consideration whether he will hereafter claim the 
$5,500 or not. I have here a letter which has 
been addressed to me voluntarily by Mr. Whit- 
tlesey on the same subject, and which will fully 
explain his coursé,. I ask that it may be read. 
The Secretary accordingly read the letter, as 
Treasury DEPARTMENT, 


follows: 
COMPTROLLER?’S OFFICE, July 29, 1852. ? ` 

Dear Sin: Jos. C. G. Kennedy, Esq., Superintending 
Clerk of the Seventh Census, having stated in writing, that 
“Tam annoying him?’ in the matter of his compensation, 
J have deemed it to be my duty to act as a public officer, 
in regard to his compensation. You ean use the informa- 
tion as you think proper. Mr. Kennedy was appointed Sec- 
retary of the Census Board, created by the act of March 3, 
1849, 

That act having discharged its functions when the act of 
May 28, 1850, went into operation, he was appointed Super- 
intending Clerk of the Seventh Census, and took his oath of 
office on the 27th of May, 1850. 

The act of March 3, 1849, did not fix the compensation of 
secretary of the Census Board, but left it to Congress to do 
it, after the duties of the Board should be discharged. Ac- 
cordingly the salary of said Secretary was established at the 
rate of §3,000 per amum by the actof May 230, 1850. The 
same act fixed the salary of Superintending Clerk at $2,500 
per annum. i 

A question arose as fo the compensation Mr. Kennedy 
was to receive from the 27th of May, to the Ist of June. Yt 
having been submitted to ine, T decided he was entitled to 
his salary as Secretary until the Ist of June. : 

A copy ofthat decision I send to you. ; 

From the Ist of June to the 30th of September, both days 
inclusive, he was paid as Superintending Clerk of the Sev- 
enth Census, at the rate of $2,500, established by the act 
of May 23d, 1850. This appears by the second and third 
item of the statement of the Register, dated the 6th of Feb- 
fuary, 1852. Bina 

On the 26th of December, 1850, the Hon. A. H. H. Stuart, 
Secretary of the Interior, gave a peremptory order to the 
disbursing agent of the Seventh Census, to pay Mr. Ken- 
nedy for his. services as Superintendent of the Seventh 
Census and the Secretary of the Census Board, a salary at 
the rate of $3,000 per annum, commencing on the ‘lst day 
of June, 1850. s 

The pay agent paid Mr. Kennedy accordingly, to the 31st 
of December, 1851. This appears from the fourth, fifth, 
sixth, seventh, eightb, and ninth items of the statement of 
the Register. 

On settling the accounts of the pay agent, I disallowed the 
amount overpaid from the ist of June, 1550, to the 31st of 
December, 1851, under the order of the honorable Secretary, 
It amounts to $79t 20. This appears from the tenth, 
eleventh, and twelfth items of the Register’s statement. 
My reasons for disallowing this. over fragment are. set forth 
in my second decision, a copy of which I atso sent to you. 

‘T have understood the pay agent withheld further pay- 
i menis to Mr. Kennedy until he was remunerated the 
i amount thus disallowed. ea 
Last Monday, Mr. Williamson, the pay agent, came. to 
; my office, and informed me Mr. Kennedy requested or de- 
| manded his pay under a Jate act that Congress had passed, 
| and he handed to me Senate bill. No. 281, certified by Mr, 
Dickins, Secretary. Mr. Williamson said Mr. Kennedy’s 
demand or request was for whatever was due at the rate of 
$3,000 per annum į thathe asked Mr. Kennedy if he claimed 
both salaries, and the reply was, tbat question woald be 
| taken into consideration; that he should not have claimed 
itif he had not been treated so; but now he should do as 
he thought proper. 

I asked Mr. Williamson if he knew the bI! had passed, 
and became a law? He said he knew nothing more about 
it than what Mr. Kennedy told him, and appeared from the 
hill. By my advice he went to the State Department, and 
returned with the information that the act had not. been 
lodged there. 

I went immediately to the President, and on being in- 
formed the act had-not been presented to him for approval, 


ii I remarked I was glad of it; for E thought a frand had been 


practiced on Congress; in amending the twentieth séction 
of the act of May 23d, 1850, and i stated to him the con- 
versation between Mr. Keunedy and Mr. Williamson, asit 
had been related to me. | I informed him, also, that if Mre 
ary as Secretary of the Cen- 


person could legali 
ary of each.” 

£ went immediately-to the. 
saw Mr. McLanahan, and to the Senate, and saw. Mr. 
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Butler, and explained the effect that might be produced by 
the late act. ; : . 

On- returning from the office, the night of the same day, 
I met Mr. Kennedy, and he complained of having been mis- 
represented to the President, and wished to know what Mr. 
Williamson said? I repeated it to bim; and also what I stated 
to the President. . He understood it had been represented 
to.the President, that he had. demanded both salaries; and 
that he denied ; but he did not deny he had the conversation 
with Mr. Williamson, as Mr. Williamson related itto me. 
Treminded:him he knew the decision of the Attorney Gen- 
eral, and.that he could, under that decision, claim the eom- 
pénsation of both offices, if he was entitled to the salary of 
Secretary. He did not deny either of these propositions ; but 
he repeated he had asked for only the salary of the highest 
Office, which he thought he ought to have. F told him I 
thought the amendment of the act in the manner proposed 
was intended as a fraud. 

Mr. Butler having been called from the Senate, and wish- 
ing to return to it, I mentioned, after a brief conversation, 
TI would make a statement to him in writing if he desired 
it; and having been requested 'to: do so, I addressed Mr. 
Butlera letter, and senta copy of itto Mr. MecLanahan. 

If it shall be the pleasure of Congress to fix Mr. Kenne- 
dys salary at any sum higher than it now is, no one will 
feel less regret than myself; but I will not, as an officer, see 
an. effort to,take’ money from the Treasury unlawfully with- 
out bearing testimony against it. 

Most sincerely and respectfully yours, 

ane ELISHA WHITTLESEY. 
Hon. Joun Davis, U. S. Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I should not 
have meddled with this matter at all, if it had not 
been, that, in my deliberate judgment, something 
like unfairness has been practiced upon Congress 
through the agency. of the committee of which 
Iam thé representative to the public. Mr, Whit- 
tlesey, as he said in his letter, did meet me, and 
he presented the subject to me. He asked me my 
construction of the bill which had been passed. I 
told him | was not here at the time it was passed, 
and that, therefore, I was not responsible for the 
report of the committee upon it. But, according 
to my construction of it, it was clearly a recog- 
nition of the existence of the office of Secretary 
of the Census Board; and that, under the terms 
of that bill, Mr. Kennedy would be entitled to two 
salaries, I have since read the act carefully, and 
there can be but one opinion upon that subject. I 
am sorry to say, that the clause introduced into 
the apportionment act,”’asitis commonly called, 
was intended, as I fear, to cover this approach to 
the Degas for two salaries. : 

‘Mr, DAVIS. Certainly; there can be no doubt 
about ite = 2o o 

Mr. BUTLER. I must answer my honorable 
friend from ` Georgia frankly, as he has appealed 
to me. Ifa communication was sent from Mr. 
Stuart—from such a respectable source—and ad- 
dressed toime as chairman of the Committee on 
the Judiciary, to insert in that bill a salary of 
43,000 for the Superintending Clerk of the Census, 
{think it extremely probable that 1 would have 
acquiesced in that. But was the proposition sent 
to the Judiciary Committee to give this gentleman 
$3,000 for either one office or the other? Not 
nt all. Here is the clause that was inserted in 
that bill, which was’ prepared at the Department 
of the Interior, and, I presume, by Mr. Kennedy 
himself.. It is. a clause no way. connected. with 
the general object of the bill, and is in these words: 

© And heit further enacted, That the 20th section of the 
said act be amended by striking out the words ‘has been,’ 
in the last line, and inserting the words ‘ may necessarily 
be? 2? i i 

Now, according to the twentieth section oftheact 
referred to—the Census act of 1850—the Secretary: 
of the Census Board was to receive a compensa- 
tion at the rate of $3,000 per annum, ‘‘ during the 

eriod he has been’’ in. the employ of the Census 
Board. $ 

Unäer the terms of the bill which we have 
pasded this year, he is to be compensated for con- 
structive services, by the revival of a dead office, 
for services’ that he. may perform in that office, 


thus recognized‘and revived. There is butone | 


construction that.can be given to it; and when 
Mr. Whittlesey wrote this letter to me, I did feel 
for my friends, that a fraud had been practiced. 
{am sorry that I haye to make this remark; but 
there stands the agt.. It does not increase the sal- 
ary of Mr. Kennedy definitely to $3,000, but it 
revives the old office of Secretary of the Census 
Board; and when Mr. Kennedy went and asked 
for double pay, he knew, as a lawyer, that he 
could get it under the warrant of thislaw. It was 
the revival of an office, giving him a salary of 
43,000 a year for constructive services, for he did 
not perform them. All the services necessarily 
incident to the office had been performed, and the 
office was defunct. Fs ; 


I say this much, because I should dislike to give 
Mr. Whittlesey cause to complain of a want of 
vigilance on the part of. the Judiciary Committee. 
I suppose that when the draft of the bill came 
from: the Secretary ofthe Interior, the Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Downs,] who represented 
the committee at the time, had no. doubt but that it 
was perfectly right. Itis apparent now, however, 
that ıt was not right. I repeat, that upon the con- 
struction of the clause which; I have read, Mr. 
Kennedy can clain two salaries, and there can be 
but one view on that point; for if he can receive 
$500 as Secretary of the Census Board, he can re- 
ceive the full amount of $5,500. Ihave to say 
that when I am called upon to perform a duty of 
this kind, and I see what, in my opinion, is an 
unfairness which has been practiced, Í must speak 
candidly onthe subject. Mr. Kennedy knew just 
as well as I do now, that when he accepted the 
office of Superintending Clerk of the Census, he 
was to receive but $2,500 perannum. His acqui- 
escence in that understanding was for seven 
months. I believe that for that length of time he 
received and claimed only that compensation. I 
should not have spoken with so much temper on 
this subject, except that there might be left a re- 
flection on one of the committees of this body that 
it had not exercised sufficient vigilance in regard 
to this matter. I have no doubt that if I had been 
here at the time, as chairman of the committee, I 
should have acquiesced as the other members did, 
believing that it was all right, but it would not 
have made me the less resentful when I had the 
thing disclosed to me. | 

The Secretary of the Interior wrote a letter, 
directed to myself as chairman of the Committee | 
on the Judiciary, suggesting that the salary ofi] 
Mr. Kennedy should be fixed at $3,000 a year. | 
If that had been the proposition contained in the 
bill, it would have been perfectly satisfactory to | 
me,and I should probably have been willing to | 
insert it; but I never would have consented to 
insert the clause which was inserted, knowing the 
interpretation which Mr. Kennedy was going to 
give lt, which in fact he would have given, and 
could have given to it, and which he did give to 
it. “When anything touches the maladministra- 
tion of the money Department: of this Govern- 
ment, it is certainly more than an individual who 
is involved in it. The Department itself is in- 
volved init; acommittee of this House is involved 
in it; and an abuse of this kind ought not to be 
| allowed to pass without open’ denunciation. I | 
wag perfectly willing that this joint resolution 
should have passed in its present shape. I shall 
vote against a reconsideration. If this gentleman ' 
thinks he deserves a higher salary, let him come 
here and petition Congress to pass an act increas- | 
ing his salary. Perhaps [ should vote for such 
an act—it is very probable that I would; but I do 
not wish to allow the supplementary act. which 
has been passed to go into operation with the pro- | 
vision which is in it reviving a dead office, if I can | 
prevent it; and the joint resolution which is now 
under consideration is designed to prevent it. It 
is not worth while to discuss the fact whether the 
clause inserted was asked for by the Secretary of 
the Interior in a letter directed to me; but a clause 
was inserted which will authorize payment, for 
constructive services in an office which had ter- 
minated, of money to which the individual was į 
not entitled. 

Mr. DAWSON. . Mr. President, this 
assumed a very strange aspect. 


case has 


letter said to be voluntarily addressed to thé Sen- | 
ator from Massachusetts by Mr. Whittlesey. It | 
was there, for the first time, suggested that a fraud ! 
had been committed upon the Government. Then | 
comes my friend from South Carolina, who has | 
taken a very strange course upon this subject, and | 
paid but a poor compliment to the Committee on | 
the Judiciary, when he says that Mr. Kennedy 


perpetrating a fraud.: He admits that the recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Interior would 
have been proper and entirely satisfactory to him, | 
and that he would have-been willing to.appropri- | 
ate $3,000 per annum for Mr. Kennedy. id | 
Mr. Kennedy make the amendment to the law of 
| 1850? Did it not come from the Committee on | 
i the Judiciary? Was it not presented. by that | 
| committee to this branch of Congress and regu- 


larly passed into alaw?> And yet it is kere insinu- 


' 
H 
‘The word; 
fraud ” was for the first time suggested in the |) 
1 
| 


has made them the instrument in his hands.of | 
i 


| 


i; or any law of the land. 


ated that Mr. Kennedy, through that instrument: 
ality, has practiced a fraud upon the Government. 
My friend certainly ought to have measured. the 
extent of the insinuation which his words make 
against the character of an individual. 

But, sir, why is.this strange and wonderful ex- 
citement gotten. up here. about $800 as salary for 
the services of an individual? The monetary. af- 
fairs of this Government are brought up, and all.the 
Departments of the Government are to be involved 
upon this mighty question of a difference of ¢500 
a year salary for an office. - I cannot. comprehend 


why itis. How is all this feeling brought about? 
Through our friend, the "First Comptroller of the 
Treasury. It is not the first difficulty he has pre- 


sented to the Senate of the United States. It is 
not the first time he has overruled. the decision of 
the Presiding Officers of this body, and brought 
himself into conflict with them. Was that act to 
which I allude, and which he refused to allow, a 
‘* fraud??? It was go stated, and this bedy was 
made to bear it, and the decision. of a late Vice 
President of the United States. and his successor 
were disregarded; and yet now, because the same 
Comptroller uses the word “ fraud” in regard to 
the character of an individual who is as exempt 
from fraud as any man, he is to receive that im- 
putation here, and it is to go to the country sanc- 
tioned by the high name of the Senator who has 
jest spoken. It is unjust to this individual—it is 
unkind and ungenerous toa man who has not 
done av act inconsistent.with strict honor. Let 
gentlemen look into this matter. Let my friend 
from Massachusetts look into it; and I must say 
that I have never heard him speak with more ex- 
citement. I was surprised at it, knowing that he 
usually keeps his head very cool. 

In order to protect the honor of this body, let 
us go back to the beginning of this matter at once, 
and see where it originated. In what proposition 
did it originate? Let us look to it as men, and 
not seek to embarrass the country and make the 
world believe that any one here is seeking to per- 
petrate a fraud upon the Government. The first 
question I would propound to gentlemen is this: 
Was the act authorizing the creation of the Census 
Board repealed? Wasitannulled? Answer that, 
each and every one of you. It was not. 

Mr. DAVIS. I will answer the Senator. So 
far as concerns the Secretary of the Census Board, 
itis the plain interpretation of the act that the 
duties of that office were closed and completed. 

Mr. DAWSON. Exactly; that is the impres- 
sion of my friend from Massachusetts.’ But who 


| was to judge in this case? The Senator from Mas- 


sachusetts, the Secretary of the Interior, or the 
Board of Census? There is the question. I ask 
gentlemen to look at that question, and confine 
themselves to it; and not seek to wound and de- 
stroy a man who has not offended any one here, 
The Jaw under which 
the Census Board was organized was not repealed; 
and here are Daniel Webster and John J. Crit- 
tenden saying that they were members of the 
Board of Census in September, 1851, and that 
Mr. Kennedy was then Secretary of their Board. 
Have Senators forgotten that this very Board of 


| Census, through their Secretary, made-a réport to 
| the Senate of the United States, accompanying 


the President’s message, at the opening of. this 
session of Congress? And-yet gentlemen state 
to the country that the functions .of the Census 
Board were at an end; when here are the signa- 
tures of Daniel Webster and John J. Crittenden 
that they were members of the Board of Census, 
and that this gentleman’ was their Secretary. If 
there was any fault, where, then, does it rest? It 
rests in the legislation of Congress. 

Mr. DAVIS. I-would ask the Senator whether 
he contends that the law of 1849, under which the 
Census Board was organized, is a perpetual law; 
and that this secretaryship is a perpetual secreta- 
ryship? : 

Mr. DAWSON. Ianswer, No; it is not; but 
the Board of Census are the individuals who are 
entitled to terminate it; and I have got. their decis- 
ion to that effect; and can your opinion go against 
theirs on a question of this kind, involving the 
character of an individual who has not a right to 
speak- ón this floor? Certainly not: and if he can 
be shielded and protected by the great names of 
Webster and Crittenden, what need he care for 
the opinion of those who seek to stab his. char- 
acter? f ` TO R 
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rivate or social relations with this individual; 
but I go for the protection of every man from an 
unkind stab when he has no power to defend or 
explain himself. f 

How did this question originate? . Let us deny 
it, if we dare. Senators upon this floor, have you 
not passed two laws, one giving a salary to the 
‘Secretary of the Board of Census, and one giving 
a salary to the Superintendent of the Census? Do 
not those laws now exist? Has itever been re- 
penled by your power, or by your declaration ? 

ever. Then, if the Secretary of the Interior had 
the right to appoint a Superintendent, what law is 
there, or what part of the Constitution is there, 
which prevents the concentration of both offices 
in the same individual? None. The Secretary 
of the Census Board then became the Superin- 
tendent of the Census—both salaries existing. 
Then why should gentlemen cast an imputation 
upon this man, who has these two appointments 
combined in himself?—for an imputation is sought 
to be cast upon this man who has these two ap- 
pointments combined in himself. 

It is said that he has claimed the salaries of 
both offices, and therefore that a fraud has been 
practiced on the Government. ‘There is not, I 
assert, to be found any substantial proof of the 
charge even in the “voluntary” contribution of 
testimony furnished to my friend from Massa- 
chusetts, or in the statement of Mr. Williamson. 
I will show you, on the contrary, that this Super- 
intendent claimed it from the beginning, and made 
his selection, as every other man would have done, 
according to the settled practice of the Govern- 
ment, taking the higher salary. How am I to 
prove this? I can prove it by testimony which 
will wipe away the dust and clear up the clouds 
which rest upon this transaction, and show it to 
have been as honorable and as honest a trans- 
action as could possibly have been. When did 
this matter commence? I will show you when it 
originated. Where did the difficulty originate? It 
originated with the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
Mr. Whittlesey. [have before me a letter of Mr. 
Stuart, giving his statement of the whole trans- 
action, and [ desire the Senate to understand it. 
It ig addressed to Mr. Kennedy. Mr. Stuart 
says: 


tt WASHINGTON, July 29, 1852, 

“Sim: T have received your letter of this morning in which 
you refer to the proceedings of the Senate yesterday, and 
request me to furnish you a statement of such facts as I am 
aequainted with, connected with your claim for your official 
salary. In reply, I have to state that, when I took charge 
of this Department, in September, 1850, I found you re- 
ceiving a salary of $3,000. 

It must be remarked here, that the law to take 
the census was passed in May, 1850; and when 
Mr. Stuart came into the secretaryship of the In- 
terior, in September, 1850, he states that he found 
this individual receiving a salary of $3,000 a year. | 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator allow me to 
correct. him? {can show from the documents 
before me, that he did not receive anything more 
than at the rate of $2,500 a year, until after the 
26th December, 1850; so that he could not. have 
been in the receipt of a salary of $3,000 in Sep- 
tember, 1850. ‘ i 

.Mr. DAWSON. Such is the statement of the 
Secretary of the Interior. . I do. not know anything 
of the facts myself, but I give the statement of the 
Secretary. But he proceeds: 

«“ This you continued to receive, as I believe, without ob- 
jection, for some mouths. I then learned that objections 
‘were raised to your receiving more than §2,500, on the 


ground that your functions as Secretary of the Census, 
Board had ‘ceased, and that from that time you were to be 
regarded merely as ‘ Superintending Clerk.? The disburs- 
ing agent having made a decision to this effect, the subject 
was brought before me officially, and on an examination of 
the law, T was of the opinion that you were justly entitled 
to $3,000 so long as the Census Board required your ser- 
vices; and. ‘that when your functiuns as Secretary of that 
Board ceased, you would draw your salary as Superintend- | 
ing clerk, at the rate of $2,500 per annum,” 


Here is the point of the whole question: 

«In pursuance of ‘this opinion, I addressed a note to the 
disbursing agent, instructing him to allow you, in your dou- 
ple capacity of Secretary of the Census Board and Superin- 
tending Clerk, a salary of $3,000. .A copy of that note is 
herewith enclosed; “No 1.2” eat : 

Mg. Stuart saw the condition in which the Con- | 

ress of the United States had left this question. 
Fee was a man authorized to draw two salaries, 
and he allows him to.draw the higher for. both 
services; thereby excluding the possibility of his, 


or anybody representing him, hereafter claiming 
the unpaid salary. “What could have been done 
more ‘justly, legally, properly, and officially? 
Nothing. © aap a : 

Mr. Stuart proceeds: 

ce Thus the mattér stood watil about January, 1851, when 
objections were renewed by the First Comptroller.” ; 
`“ This is the same Mr. Whittlesey who has said 
that he will stand watchful and. sleepless at the 
door of the Treasury, and suffer rio fraud to be 
consummated, whether through theJ udiciary Com- 
mittee or by the passage of a law through Con- 
gress. He is asleepless sentinel over the rights 
of the country, independent of all bodies. i 

The Secretary proceeds: 


“was of the opinion that the whole matter resolved 
itself into an issue of fact, viz: when did the functions of 
the Census Board cease ?” 


There is the question, as I stated it when I first 
rose.to address the Senate this morning. 
Mr. Stuart proceeds: 


“I thought it was not competent either for the Comp- 
‘troller or myself to decide that question; and thereby un- 
take summarily to dissolve a Board established by'law, and 
composed of gentlemen quite as intelligent and upright as 
ourselves.” 


I would ask the Senate, who gave the Secretary 
of the Interior the power to decide the question 
whether the functions of the Census Board had 
ceased or not? Who gave the First Comptroller 
of the Treasury this power? In conformity with 
this view of the subject, what did Mr. Stuart do? 
He says: 


tJ addressed an- official letter to the Census Board, under 
date of 30th September last, (a copy of which I inclose, 
marked 2;): in which, after reciting the facts, I requested 
them to inform me whether their functions as a Board had 
ceased; and ifso, at what time? ‘To this letter I received 
a reply, signed by Mr. Crittenden and Mr. Webster, (Judge 
Hall being at the tine absent, I believe,) a copy of which 
is also inclosed, marked No. 3.” , 


That letter is in these words: 


WASHINGTON, September 30, 1851. 
We have received your letter of to-day, and have the 
honor to reply, that we do not consider the Census Board 
(of which we are members) as dissolved, or Mr. J. C. G. 
Kennedy, the Secretary of that Board, as discharged from 
office. The duties for which that Board was constituted 
and the Secretary appointed, have not been finally comple- 
ted. Weregard the Board as still continuing, and the Sec- 
retary ag still in office, and as entitled as such to the salary 
of $3,000 per annum, and at that rate. 
We are, very respectfully, yours, &c., 
J.J. CRITTENDEN. 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 
Hon. A. H. H. STUART, Secretary of the Interior. 


P. S. When the Board by its own official act shall be 


dissolved, we will not fail to make it known to you. 


J. J.C. 
D. W. 


Here are the persons who announced that he is 


entitled to that salary; and they are responsible 


for it, and not the Secretary of the Interior. Yet 
the insinuation is secretly and covertly attempted 
to be made that Mr. Kennedy practiced a fraud. 
Now, sir, is it not unkind that the country should 
be so impressed, and that a man in his position, 
incapacitated, from his relations to this. body, to 
give a single explanation, should be driven before 
the whole country to explain the honesty of his 

osition. Itis easy to make insinuations, but it 


j| is dreadfully troublesome to check them when 


they get afloat. 

ow, I submit. whether this argument to- 
day has not thrown an imputation before the 
people, that there has been fraud practiced on the 
Senate by this individual? I submit, honestly, 
fairly, and candidly, whether these imputations are 
sustained? Where is the ground upon which to 
base the insinuations? That is the reason why I 
feel some disposition, if 1 possibly can, to place 
the facts before the country.. But I will go further. 
I have read the decision that the Board is in ex- 
istence, and was in existence on the 30th of Sep- 
tember, 1851, and its members claim this individual 
as their Secretary, and say that he is entitled’ to 
pay as such. Yet gentlemen here say that he is 
not so entitied. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish the gentleman to un- 
derstand me. I wish to put my propositions in a 
shape that they may not be misunderstood. That 
may have been their decision, but I may have a 
very different opinion as to whether the Board is 
dissolved or not. I speak of the law as itis. I 
did not intend to do Mr. Kennedy any injustice. 
Perhaps the gentleman, while he is speaking, had 


better explain, if he can, in regard to the letter i 


-report, fixing his salary at $3,000, 


the Interior. Thatletter was to put this individual 
on the footing of $3,000 a year salary. © << 
Mr. DAWSON. I will read the letter, ‘if the 
gentleman desires it. - ee ee 
Mr. BUTLER. ‘I wish the gentleman w 
read it, because I do not wish to do Mr. K 
any injustice. ee 
‘Mr: DAWSON. I know that. 
in these words: tt 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, March 8, 1852, 
Str: As some difficulty has occurred: in regard ‘to the 
salary of Mr. Kennedy, who has acted inthe double ¢a- 
pacity of Census Superintendent and secretary. of the Cen- 


sus Board, I would respectfully suggest the introduction of 
a clause into the supplementary bill which you’ propose to 


The letter is 


I think he richly merits it, and I.can seeno reason why 
he should stand on a different footing from the other heads 
of bureaus. Very respectfully, &c. á 

- Å. H. H. STUART: 


Hon. A. P. BUTLER, , : 
Chairman of the Judiciary Committee, U. S. Senate. 
Mr. BUTLER. | I wish to put my proposition 
in distinct language, for I wish it to go out exactly 
as I make it. The letter which the Senator has 
read was written to me by the Secretary of the 
Interior. Its object was to put this individual-on 
the footing of the heads of other bureaus, and a 
draft of a bill was sent to the committee. > The 
fact must come out as it is. That: bill was sent 


.to the committee from the Department of the In- 


terior, and it contained the clause which gives to 
Mr. Kennedy $5,500 per annum, by any construc- 
tion which can-possibly be put upon it, because it 
recognizes: the then existence of the old Census 


| Board, and authorizes. him to receive the salary 


of Secretary of that Board. I say that if $3,000 
alone had been claimed, there would have heen no 
fraud; nor do I say now that there would have 
been any fraud if Mr. Kennedy, in introducing 
this clause, meant to receive no more than that 
sum. IJ will give him the full benefit of that;: but 
I do say, that if this clause were introduced cov- 
ertly, to give him $5,500 a year—and it does bear 
that construction—if he did it with that purpose, 
and actually claims $5,500 under it, then-1 cannot 
qualify or retract my statement. ` $ 

Mr. DAWSON. Exactly; that is the very 

oint which I intended to'get out of the Senator. 

n the first place, both salaries were contained in 
the census act of 1850, in the same law, but:in 
different sections: That would have controlled 
the matter, and: there could have been. but one 
salary paid; and under the act of 1850, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior proposed to pay the Superin- 
tendent of the Census $3,000. Now, I beg to 
read from the letter of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, in order to call to the attention of the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina the real facts of the case. 
The Secretary says: 

“After receiving this letter [alluding to the letter of 
Messrs. Webster and Crittenden] I directed the disbursing 
agent to continue to pay you at the rate of $3,000.” 

Then it was that Mr. Stuart wrote the order to 
the pay agent, directing him to pay that amount 
of money, based upon the decision of the Secre- 
tary of State and the Attorney General: 

“ This, I believe, was done until. about the close.of the 
year 1851. Shortly thereafter you called upon me and 
stated that the difficulties had been renewed in regard to 
your salary; and after expressing your regret at the feeling 
displayed toward you by some of the officors, you stated 
that, to remove all scruples, you had a thought of asking 
an amendment of the law, which would make the matter 
entirely plain.” , 

After the unpleasant difficulty which had oċ-~ 
curred between the head of the Bureau and the 
disbursing agent of that Bureau, he says that he 
desired to have the matter. closed by procuring 
an amendment that would place the matter beyond 
controversy, providing that he should receive 
$3,000 a year. He came to Congress to apply for 
it; and does any man presume that he practiced a 
fraud, or that he could practice a fraud, on the-Ju- 
diciary Committee of the Senate? . 

Mr. BUTLER.. Perhaps he practiced upon.our 


This letter was with the committee. The com- 


which was addressed to me by the Secretary of 'i mittee had the power of action. ` They looked to 
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‘But is that all? The Secretary of the Interior adds: 


fairly, and honestly: submitted; and every 


‘of: the Interior; and then, in the letter which: has 
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the lawy which, it- was thought,” prohibited the 
taking of $3,000, and amended. that.sentence of it; 

et it. is announced that this was done: by: Mr. 

ennedy! Why, the committee. had the. matter 
before them... They regulated it to ‘carry out: the 
‘intention ofthis letter, and there was. never the 
most indistinct. apprehension that fraud, or.the 
suggestion of fraud, entered into the transaction. 


*©)- deem it proper to-add that, in all my interviews with 
you, you uniformly. disclaimed all right to: the two salaries, 
and: contended merely that you were entitled to the larger 
of the'two, viz: @3,000.77 i ag : poe 
i Now, what is due to private character?—what is. 
due to the facts of this case? Establish the propo- 
sition that there has been ‘no fraud attempted—no 
imposition anywhere; and that this individual has 
contended for nothing more than what the laws 
of the land allowed him, and to which he is en- 
titled: “Every act of his has been above-board, 


ro- 
ceeding which he took was directed by the Fizhest 

minds of our Government—Daniel Webster, John | 
J. Crittenden, and the Secretary of the Interior. | 
What does it amount to, after all? He received, 
according to the opinion of these gentlemen, $3,000; 
whereas, Mr. Whittlesey believes that he-was en- 
titled to $2,500.: When Mr. Whittlesey demands 
of him the $500 which he says were overpaid, 
how. does he do it?. He retains it out of what he 
says is Mr. Kennedy’s proper salary —§2,500— 
until he refunds. to the Treasury the amount al- 
Jowed to this officer by the opinion of Daniel 
‘Webster, John J. Crittenden, and the Secretary 


been read, the Comptroller says that he came to 
the'Senate and to the House.of Representatives to 
prevent the consummation. of a fraud: 

~ AL this difficulty israised as to the pitiful sum of 
$500! - Why, it astonishes me thata question of 
this magnitude should have led to such a furious | 
debate, and) given rise to stich tremendous feeling. 
å therefore say; in the language of the Senator from 
Tennessee, that the simple question that we have 
to do with is this : There are two-salaries. ` Isit 
the. desire'of the Senateto confine this individual | 
to $2,500: fron: the first of: Fane; 18502- If so, let 
us say 30. If we are willing to allow him 43,000, 
to which the opinions of the various heads of De- 
partments say he is entitled, and to: which he sup- 
poses himself to be éntitled, why not say it in this 
resolution, and make the salary $3,000? | 

Thereis another suggestion which I wish to make 
in this connection. ‘Every other head cf a Bu- 
reau, even heads of Bureaus which are of less im- 
portance, and which do natrequire so much intel- 
ligence, receive a- salary of $3,000 per annum. 
Why, then, should this distinction be made? 
Why should not this individual receive the same 
salary? [regret sincerely that any such discus- 
sion should bave arisen, Tt was the most distant 
thing from my mind that any such discussion 
would have arisen ‘to-day, or that T should have 
participated in it. “I'would not have done so, but 
from a disposition to see that thisindividual should 
be fairly dealt with before the Senate and before 
the country. ; 

Mr. BUTLER. The letter which Mr. Whit- 
tlesey wrote to me would never have seen the light | 
but for remarks which have been made here. I; 
should have made no disclosurés in reference to this | 
gentleman, because I might have done him injus- | 
ticey 1 have been delicate where the character of | 
a man comes iu any manner under my control. I; 
have never, reckiessiv at least, said anything about |i 
it? But if it were Mr: Kenneédy’s deliberate pur- li 
‘pose to claim the two salaries, as Mr. Whittlesey || 
and Mr. Williamson seemed to think it was, then || 
it was-evident that he intended to do it under this: 
clauses and I suppose the Senator from Georgia | 
{Mr. Dawson] will not deny that this clause was ji 

srepared by him and the Secretary of the Intertor. | 

"hüs [qualified my remarks, and T wished to be j; 
understood thus far as saying, that if it was. Mr. | 
Kennedy’s intention to claim but one, 1 would say, | 
i 
| 
{ 


Į would not impute to him abintention’ to defraud 
the Government. But Iwill leave that to the im- 
pression which may be-made by the letters. them- 
selves. The -letter..of-Mr. Whittlesey certainty 
made the impression ‘on my “mind whieh [have |} 
stated. I am‘sure that under the clause he could | 
doit. There is no doubt aboutit. [will say to |) 
my: honorable friend from Georgia that, notwith- | 
standing the display of the great names.of Messrs. | 


į 


ʻi 
! 
H 


! will not leave Mr. Kennedy under any imputation 


‘Kennedy to have it put on the ground that he 


i which is used by the boys in the West—that 


Crittenden and Webster, I never choose to he very 
much awed, nor: to rely very much on the au- 
thority of great names; but | choose-rather to be 
governed by my own convictions. I willask my’ 
friend from Georgia whether, if. these greatnames 
should say that the office of the Census Board was 
still in: existence, he.would agree to it? 

Mr. DAWSON... I have not looked into: the 
question... Se 

Mr. BUTLER... He certainly would be obliged 
to. do so.if he takes. them asauthority in this case. 

Mr. DAWSON. I have not looked into the 
matter; but I have too much. respect for the high 
and honored names I mentioned, not to be influ- 
enced by them. : wear 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish only to relieve myself 

from.the shadow into which I am thrown by this 
contrast with the great names. which the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia has mentioned here, 
and to say that this is a question which stands on 
the truth of the proposition. The Census Board 
is as much in existence now, according to their 
opinion, as it was at that time. But I must say, 
however rash: the assertion may seem, that I will 
stand opposed whenever so plain a proposition 
has to be judged of by a common intellect. 

Perhaps J should say, in this connection, that I 


coming from me rashly; and can only say, that it 
comes in consequence of an act which would not 
have passed upon the recommendation of the 
Committee on the Judiciary, if my attention had 
been given to it. It is not, however, wholly my 
fault.. [tis an act which ought not to have passed 
in its present shape; an act different from: what 
Mr. Stuart understood, and ‘different from what 
the committee understood. Itis true, we did not 
exercise due deliberation in connection with this 
clause, and we must tale our share of the blame. 
I am willing to take my share. But T agree that, | 
if the clause had been merely to give Mr. Kennedy 
a salary of $3,000, 1 would not have objected; but, 
ag it now stands, he may claim both salaries. 

Mr. DAWSON. It was the intention of Mr. 


might receive $3,000. - : 

Mr. BUTLER. ‘Then let him have the benefit 
of the disclaimer. ~, . 

Mr. WALKER. This is rather an inferesting 
question, although it relates to what many Sena- 
tors muy regard as a small matter. As I regard 
it, however, it appears to me that there has been 
a most extraordinary course pursued by some 
members of this Administration, which I cannot 
characterize by any word so expressive as one 


of ‘* wiggling’’—wiggling to give a high salary to 
an officer of the Government. There appears to 
have been a good deal of wiggling done in these 
Depattments—the first of which to which I shall | 
refer, is contained in a letter of the Secretary of 
the Interior to Mr. Kennedy, on the 29th of July, 
1852. Twill read a part of it: 

“Mr. J. C. G. KENNEDY : 

“Srr: F have reecived your letter of this morning, in 
which you refer to the proceedings of the Senate yesterday, 
and request ine to furnish you a statement of such facts as 
Tam acquainted with connected with your claim for your 
official salary. In reply, T have to state, that when I took 
charge of this Department, in September, 1850, I found you 
receiving a salary of $3,000.” 


Just at this point let me ask the Senator from | 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] at what time does | 
the communication which he introduced show that 
Mr. Kennedy was receiving a salary of $2,500? 

Mr. DAVIS. I find the order—and the ac- 
counts agree with the order—of the Secretary of 
the Interior, authorizing the payment of $3,000 on 
account of the services of the offices, dated. De- 


cember 26, 1850. That is the order of the Secre- |; 


tary of the Interior. : 

Mr. WALKER. I have not a copy of the | 
letter before me; but if I remember right, the first ; 
letter states that Mr. Kennedy did not claim a! 
higher salary than $2,500 for a lung period. i 

Mr. DAVIS. For upwards of seven months, | 

‘Mr. WALKER. Bat Mr. Stuart says that | 
when he came into the Department, he found Mr. | 
Kennedy receiving a salary. of $3,000 a year. It | 
appears, therefore, that Mr. Kennedy..did not | 
claim this salary of $3,000. until seven months i 
afterwards. a see Jott os Meet stare 

Mr. DAWSON. |. That fact is not made to ap- | 
pear. The Senator is making a.statement as if to | 


Senator has the fact before him, let us have it. 
Has the Senator the fact? I believe it is well 
known that whenever Mr. Kennedy has received 
any money.as payment of his salary at a less.rate 
than $3,000 per annum, it has been received under 
protest. _ A 

Mr. WALKER. As I wish to. be perfectly 
certain in regard to the matter, I desire that that 
part of the communication of the First Comp- 
troller, showing that Mr. Kennedy acquiesced. in 
receiving $2,500 for his services, may be read. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not know that Í can readily 
find it. It-is a long paper; but I know that to be 
the fact—that is, that it is so stated. 

. Mr. WALKER. Then, while I do not mean 
to charge the Secretary of the Interior with false- 
hood, I do say that the statement of Mr. Stuart 
| is false in fact; that he did not come into the De- 
partment finding Mr. Kennedy receiving a salary 
of $3,000 a year. | 

Mr. DAWSON. When the Senator makes 
such a charge, I think it certainly becomes him 
to do so either upon his own knowledge, or upon 
such a statement of facts as cannot be disputed. 
Itis making a charge against an individual upon 
| false representations, which is calculated to wound 
and, perhaps, to injure him, while it will not ben- 
efit the Senator. 

Mr. WALKER. I thank the Senator for his 
lecture, and I will endeavor to conform to his ad- 
monition. 

Mr. DAWSON. The remark was not intended 
as an admonition at all, but merely that a gentle- 
| man outside these walls, who has no opportunity 
; of defending himself here, should not be treated 
| with injustice, 

Mr. WALKER. I will repeat what I said. I 
observed that I would be guided by the Senator’s 
admonition. I stated that the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts 

Mr. DAVIS. If the Senator from Wisconsin 
will permit me, I will read to him the information 
which he asked for a short time ago. The 
Comptroller says: f 

“My decision was, that his office as Seeretary of the 
“Census Board continued to the 31st of May, because the 
ist of June was the day fixed by law for commencing to 
take the census, and the preparatory measures contem- 
plated and provided for by the act of March 3, 1849, were 
| completed, so far as that act was concerned. , 

“This was in accordance with the views of Mr. Clayton, 
and of Mr. Ewing, and of Mr. Kennedy himself, for he ob- 
tained pay by my decision to the 3ist of May, 1850, which 
was the extent.of his claim, and all he thought he was en- 
| titled to under the law. Near seven months elapsed before 
it-flashed upon his: mind that he was- Secretary of the Cen- 
sus Board, and entitled to the salary of $3,000 per’annum. ”? 

Mr. WALKER. Then I repeat what J said 
| before, that if, that statement of the Comptroller 

is true, the statement of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, upon whom I do not mean to charge inten- 
tional falsehood, is false in point of fact; for he did 
not come into office and find the Secretary of the 
‘Census Board in receipt ofa salary of $3,000 per 
j anum; therefore that is one point disposed of— 
one on which the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
Dawson] based part of his argument. But there 
is another point. There seems to be'great doubt 
among these wiggling gentlemen whether this 
oftice wasin existence. The Comptroller thought 
that it was. not; Mr. Stuart thought it was; Mr. 
Kennedy thought it was. Mr. Stuart directed 
that Mr. Kennedy’s salary as Secretary of the 
Census Board should be paid at the rate of $3,000 
per annum—this was on the 26th of December, 
1950. .Mr.. Whittlesey resists, not being. quite 
certain whether the office is in existence. In the 
meantime a letter is addressed to’ Mr. Webster 
and to Mr. Crittenden making inquiries respecting 
the existence of the Census Board. i 

Now, the first thing that strikes the mind ofany 
person is, that if an office.of that kind was in 
existence, and if-its important duties were. dis- 
eharged: by anybody, there should be a mo- 
ment’s doubt about the fact. Is it nota strange 


i| thing that none of the officers of the Government 


seemed: to- know whether this office of the Secre- 
tary of the Census Board, to which was attached 
a- salary “of $3,000 and extra, existed -or ‘not? 
Then the wiggling commenced !.: A letter was ad- 
dressed to Messrs. Daniel Webster and J. J. Crit- 
tenden, on the 30th September, 1851—a kind of 
| séarch-warrant was issued in -order to ascertain 
whether this office existed, and, if possible, to 
find it; and. on the same. date Messrs. Webster 


contradict thë Secretary of the Interior, If the 


j and Crittenden replied in the following words: _ 


1852. 
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$ WASHINGTON, Septemter 30, 1851. 

We have received your letter of to-day, and have the 
honor to reply, that we do not consider the Census Board 
(of which we are members).as ‘dissolved, or Mr. J.C. G. ` 
Kennedy, the Secretary of that Board, as discharged from 
office. The duties for which that Board was constituted, 
and the Secretary appointed, have not been finally com- 
pleted. We regard the Board as still continuing, and the 
Secretary as still in ofice, and as entitled. as. such to the 
salary of $3,000 per annum, and at that rate. 

We are very respectfully, yours; &c., 

3 dJ. J CRITTENDEN. 
DANIEL WEBSTER. 
Hon. A. H. H. STOART, Secretary of the Interior. , 

What was the object of creating the Board? 
An act was passed on the 3d of March, 1849, 
making an appropriation of $10,000 for the pur- 
pose of making preliminary arrangements for 
taking the census, and very strictly defining the 
duties to be performed by the Board. It enacts— 

“ That the Secretary of State, the Attorney General, and 
the Postmaster General, shall constitute and be a Board, to 
be styled the Census Board; that it shall be the duty of the 
said Board to prepare and cause to be printed such forms 
and schedules as may be necessary for the fult enumeration 
of the inhabitauts of the United States; and also proper. 
forms and sehedules for collecting in statistical tables, 
under proper heads, such information as to mines, agricul- 
ture, commerce, manufactures, education, and other topics 
as will exhibit a full view of the pursuits, industry, educa- 
tion, and resources of the conntry---it being provided, that 
the number of said inquiries, exclusive of the enumeration, 
shall not exceed one hundred; and that the expense in- 
curred in preparing and printing said forms and schedules 
shall not exceed $10,000.” 

Just bear this in mind. This act was passed on 
the 3d of March, 1849, and makes provision for 
taking the census; a subsequent act provides that 
the census shall be taken on the Ist of June, 1850; 
and yet this letter, dated 30th of September, 1851, 
shows that the office was then in existence, which 
is equivalent to a declaration that the Board was 
yet engaged in preparing and causing to be printed 
such forms and schedulesas may be necessary for 
the’ full enumeration of the inhabitants of the 
United States; and also proper forms and sched- 
ules for collecting in statistical tables, under pro- 
per heads, such information as to mines, agricul- 
ture, commerce, manufactures, education, and 
other topics, as will exhibit a full view of the pur- 
suits, industry, education, and resources of the 
country. This disposes of the great names which 
the Senator from Georgia has spoken of. Is itnot 
astounding that we should find the great names of 
Webster and Crittenden appended to a letter on 
the 30th of September, 1851, stating that they 
were discharging duties which should have been 
performed on the 1st of June, 1850? 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the Senator allow me 
to ask him, if it has escaped his recollection, that 
during the interval, a law was passed continuing 
that Census Board ? 

Mr. WALKER. No,sir. Butall these search- 
warrants for finding the Census Board show that 
there could have been no duties for such an office 
toperform. The only duties prescribed were those 
which were named under the act of March 3d, 
1849,and which must necessarily expire at the time 
the census was taken. . Now, it seems astonishing 
that, at the end of a year and three months after the 
census was to have been taken, Messrs. Crittenden 
and Webster should answer that the Census Board 
was still in existence, and that Mr. Kennedy had 
not been discharged from the office of Secretary of 
that Board. I say, itis most extraordinary; but 
in that instance it must have been through inad vert- 
ence that they answered as they did. They did not 
advert to the law, it is evident; for they certainly 
could not have given the answer which they did if 
they had done so. Not considering or not know- 
ing that the act was abolished, they took it for 
granted that the Board was still in existence, and 
that Mr. Kennedy was still in office. They could 
not have said, after examining thelaw, under such 
circumstances, that. the Board was in existence. 
They musthave signed. the certificate most care- 
lessly, as-it.seems to me. Under the twentieth 
section of this. act, Mr. Kennedy received, as Sec- 
retary of the Census Board, down to the 30th of 
June, 1850, his. salary at the rate of $3,000 per 
annum. At-that time the duties of the office 
ceased. At that time lie was transferred to a clerk- 
ship, the salary. of which was $2,500 per annum. 
He received that salary for.seven months afterthe 
duties of the Board had ceased, and. made no com- 
plaint. Then, it appears, ashe ‘could bring so 
much authority to back him, he thought it: would 
be better to make the-claim for the increased sala- 
ry of $3,000. If he could get Mr. Crittenden, and 


T 


the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary of 
State to assist him by their opinion. in his favor, it 
would bea good ground for.making the claim. 
And Ido not attach so much blame to him. either. 
attach more blame to: Messrs. Stuart, and W eb- 
ster, and Crittenden, than to him.. But there has 
been.a great degree of ‘carelessness, and a lack of 
inspection.of the laws, as to what were prescribed 
duties, whichis most unaccountable. oi ; 
lt is impossible that the Census Board could 
have continued down to the 30th of September, 
1850. Why? Because the marshals were re- 
quired to make their returns by the first of Octo- 
ber, 1850. Where, in God’s name, is the author- 
ity for such a statement as is contained in the let- 
ters of the Attorney General and the Secretary of 
the Interior, and the Secretary of State, that the 
office was still in existence, and that they were 


-still discharging duties assigned to the Census 


Board? How is it to be accounted for that such 
a statement is made, except.on the supposition of 
the most extraordinary carelessness and inatten- 
tion, especially considering that, on the very day 
after the certificate was given that the Board was 
still in existence, the marshals were to make their 
returns to the Secretary. of the Interior, who was 
then to enter on the business of classifying the 
matter returned ? 

Sir, we have been led astray in this matter; and 
yet I cannot say that this has been so much the 
result of the conduct of Mr. Kennedy as of other 
gentlemen. The Secretary of the [nterior was mis- 
taken; and his letter is untrue in point of fact, in 
which he said he found Mr. Kennedy receiving 
$3,000 per annum. ‘The Census Board are in error, 
too, when they assert that that Board was in ex- 
istence on the 30th of September, 1851; and the 
whole of them are mistaken in this matter, except 
Mr. Whittlesey and another gentleman, the dis- 
bursing clerk in the office. They, looking to the 
law, saw that the Census Board had ceased to 
exist; they saw that there could be no longer a 
Secretary of that Board; and they refused to pay 
a salary for a Secretary to a Board which had no 
existence. They have discharged their duty faith- 
fally; and notwithstanding the objection of the 
Senator from Georgia, I say that if ever there 
was a faithful servant of the public, itis this man, 
Elisha Whittlesey; and I will say here, that if 
there be a Democratic triumph next fall, of which 
I have no earthly doubt, one act of mine shall be 
to beg of the incumbent of the presidential chair, 
for the sake of honesty and justice, to retain that 
gentleman in office. I believe he is one of the 
most faithful of public servants, although in some 


| matters his acts have been counter to. my opin- 


ions. I will, however, award him the praise which 
l think he is justly entitled to receive. It seems 
to me to be cruel, that that man should have to 
bear one word of censure from the Senator from 
Georgia, or from any other quarter. I do not be- 
lieve that, whatever may be the character of the 
next Administration, whether Whig, or Free-Soil, 
or Democratic, it would be right to turn a man 
out of office who has discharged his duty so faith- 
fully as this gentleman has done. 

Mr. DAWSON. Astothe continuation of the 
Board, I beg to read an opinion. . Here is a gen- 
tleman speaking in regard to the passage of this 
law: 

“One word further. Tact on the principle that, if itis 
going to trouble three Heads of Departments much, it mnst 
be exceedingly troublesome to one, unless we reverse the 
old maxim, and say that one head is better than three. 
The duties devolving upon the Board, under the act by 
‘which it was constituted, are nearly completed, it is true ; 
but it is for Congress to determine to what extent they 


shall continue to act. t 
at rest, by declaring that the Board shall continue to have 
the control of the matter until the work is completed.’? 


1 will refer to another letter which will put this | 


matter in a light still clearer.. Itis dated from the 
Republic Office in August, 1850, and is addressed 
to Daniel Webster and. N. K. Hall, members of 
the Census Board, and informs them, that their 
communication had been received, and that, in 
compliance with their request, they had ordered 


the printing of more blanks. This letter. was |; 


signed by Gideon & Co., and was dated in Au- 
‘gust, 1850, after the act for taking. the Census had 
passed. I find, also, in the Blue-Book, the sum of 
$43,479 39, which that Board paid to this firm. 
That, however, is not before us now. The only 
object had in referring to this, was to show that 
‘jn’their opinion this Board was still in existence. 


Now, I propose. to set the question į 


Mr. DAVIS... I have but.a-word or two to add. 
In the first place, after: the remarks. wh have 
fallen from the Senator from Georgia, [Mr Daw- 
30N,] it is proper that I should: disclaimshe.mo- 
tives which he imputes, if he imputes. them 
to me. ‘I have ascribed motives to; pò man.” 
have given no character to the transaction. Thay: 
aimed at nothing more than to place the. Senate in 
possession of the facts as they: exist, andtedraw 
attention to the legal provisions... Beyond. that-2 
| didnot go. >: < TEN EEE sg 

I stated, in my remarks, that by-the act of 1850, 
the supervision of the printing of; the preliminary 
| matter which remained, was intrusted-to the © 
sus Board. I need not go into the -details,of that 
matter; but you will recollect, Mr. President, and 


others will very well remember, that the reason 
why that was done was, thatit was represén ted 
| to the Senate, at the time the bill was passed, that 
| the printing was in a state of great forwardness, 
and near! 
fe 


completed, and, therefore, that it was 
ave it in their hands; but, mark!) they 
? 


which would warrant the proceeding thatit Is:now 
attempted to justify. the payment of $500 peran- 
num—a payment made after the returns of the 
Census Board were made, and the enumeration 


| and collection of the other facts completed? “The 
! Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Warken] hag 
| placed this matter in the clearest lights: These 
certificates were evidently intended, on their face, 
and no other construction can be put on them, to 
| show thatthe Census Board continued during the 
continuance of this office; and every one must,see 
| that the duties ceased long and Jong ago, and that 
nothing remained to be done after the 30th June, 
i but the payment of some few bills. That is all I 
wish to say. I should be. glad to have the ques- 
tion taken at once. ; 
| Mr. BRIGHT. If I had done my duty. this 
morning, | should have insisted on taking up. the 
| Indian appropriation bill, which. was the order of 
| the day, atone o’clock; but hoping that this.debate 
| would terminate, I omitted to do so, until it. was 
i| too late. J will now move to lay the subject on 
! the table, for the purpose of going into Executive 
| session. f i EE 
i Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senator will not do 
| that. Nobody wishes to speak any further.. ; 
Mr. BRIGHT. I will withdraw the motion if 
| nobody wishes to speak, and the quéstion can be 
| taken. Í 
{ 
ł 


Mr. BELL. 1 wish to say a word. | 

Mr. BRIGHT. Teannot withdraw my motion 
i then. ; : i 
| Mr. BELL. I hope the Senator will allow me 


|, an opportunity to say one word, ea 
| Mr. BRIGHT. Ishould be glad to aceommo- 
' date the Senator from Tennessee, but Lam. satis- 
‘fied that the consequence will be that it will lead 
| to still further debate. But I will not resist.. ` 
Mr. BELL. I think I may say with perfect 
| truth, that Iam guiltless of all this. discussion with 
; reference to the communications to and from the 
| different Departments of this Government,. and 
| with regard to the question whether a fraud has 
been attempted to be practiced or not. I simply 
urged a few words in favor of the reconsideration 
of the joint resolution, limiting my remarks to the 
i ground that this gentleman was entitled to $3,000. 
‘If the resolution remains as it is, he will receive 
only $2,500 per annum. . That was the sole ques- 
‘tion before us; but other gentlemen, having differ- 
ent views, have thought proper to involve the Sen- 
|: atein a discussion of two. hours on subjects which 
‘do not touch the merits of the case, which should 
be whether he shail receive $3,000 or $2,500-per 
annum. ; 

One word more. I have said-so much to show 
that I have done nothing towards getting up this 
storm of opinions from the different Departments 
| giving advice to Mr. Keunedy, as it is said; that 
|! Ido not mean to make any remarks upon that, 
i, except to say that I do not think there is sufficient 
ii evidence that any Department has made any state- 
iment which, under a fair view. of the.ca e, ought 
| to be denounced as setting forth that which is false 
| or should be so stigmatized. Nor do I think that 
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ikas been shown that Mre Kennedy: could: have l 


fraud inthe manner stated by the Sén- 
‘South Carolinas 28 oo oe 
SUTLER: T} 5 


Í ‘thé words ‘may hëcessàrily be,” 
“sö that it will read: «Out of which’’—referring to 
“the sum specified in the’samie section —*the said 
" Secretary of the Interior may allow tothe person 
‘employed ás Sécretaryof the Census’ Board, a 
“compensation after the rate of $3,000 per annum 
“during the period he:may’ nécessarily be in their 
employ.” BORE aye R ot T $ et A 
» The Senatorfrom South Carolina: [Mr. Bur- 
LER is Strongly impressed with’ the idea that an 
attempt was made to impose some gross fraud on 
‘the Comiittée on the Judiciary; or om' Congress, 
or on'the public: "He acquits the gentleman of all 
attempts‘at fraud, if it should appear that: he did 
not design to gët more than one salary; but that 
Senator thinks that this gentleman would be enti- 


‘tled'to receive two salaries. = = > 
“Mr. BUTLER. Certainly he would undér the 
“operation of the last act. It was a recognition of 
‘his right to get two salaries. `’ 

Mr, BELL: I will ask that’ Senator if he did 
not, in his last remark, express his strong convic- 
‘tion that there was ho pretext, or ground, on which 
to ‘predicate the ‘opinion that the’ Census Board 
‘was in existence? And let me appeal to ‘the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Dawson] to state wheth- 


er, after hearing the discussion, he would’say that || 


‘the opinions of the Attorney ‘General and the Sec- 
‘retary’ of ‘State were correct in regard to its exist- 
ence? The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Davis] has remarked, with vehemence‘and clear- 
‘ness, that there was not the slightest ground to 
suppose that that act is in force, or that the Board 
isnot functus officio, as.a Board having any legal 
“existence, or the right to pay a salary to a secre- 
‘tary. “The Senator from Massachusetts has re- 
‘peatedly called on gentlemen to show one single 
act that has been performed since the 1st of June, 
1850. It is:as clear to the mind of that gentle- 
man, and of the Senator from South Carolina, 
that there is no such Board, as the light of heav- 
‘en. I speak thus strongly, because it is impossi- 
ble to express the convictions of these gentlemen 
too ‘strongly. 

In my remarks which I first addressed to the 
Senate, I stated that, according to my convictions, 
the first act appointing a Census Board was super- 
‘seded by the second act. This sentiment has been 
clearly entertained and expressed by two of the 
most distinguished lawyers of this body—gentle- 
men who are not ‘only distinguished as. lawyers, 
but who are distinguished as statesmen—states- 
men of long standing and experience, and of ripe 
judgment; and that sentiment being generally ac- 

uiesced in all round the Hall—the Senator from 
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“out the words “has-been,” and inserting -the 


havesbeen imposed on the Government or the offi- 
-cers of the Board, unless their duties did :nedessa- 
-tily-require them ‘tocémploy. a: secretary until the 
lst of July; 1850s so*that,:take it: any way- you 
-please; if Mr. Kehnedy meant to:get two salaries 
by such a proposition; it:seems. tome, by every 
‘interpretation: that you ‘can give ‘these words, he 
-would' be defeated -by'the’ very: terms“ he had'em- 
-ployedy because *he*was-noty according to’ their 
statement, necessarily’ employéd at all—at: least 
mot accordingto any suggestion which: have 
-héard: He:was only employed for the disburse- 
“ment of ‘the remaining funds in the: hands’ of the 
Census Commissioners which ‘they had not dis- 
bursed. = rR : ao 
Now, sir, I have not another'word to say, ex- 
cept that I have had no communication with Mr. 
Kennedy upon this subject, nor did I suppose that 
all the points which have been noticed here were 
connected with that resolution. ` 
“Mr. BUTLER.: As I-am appealed to, to allow 
the question to be taken, so that we-may have an 
“Executive session, I’ shall make no teply to the 
Senator. “I will merely say that: he has made an 
ingenious speech, but it has not convinced me. 
‘The question was taken, and the motion: to re- 
considér was not agreed to. : ; 
‘Yhe joint resolution was then read a third time 
‘and passed. i oa aos ; 
à EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion by. Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and-after some time spent therein, the doors were 
teopened, 
And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. Wepnespay, August,4, 1852. 


The House metat eleven o'clock, a: m. . Prayer 
-by the Rev. Lirrieron F. Moraan. 
- The Journal of yesterday wasread and approved. 


‘The SPEAKER: ‘The business first in order 
is the further consideration of House bill No. 146, 
to regulate the fees and costs to be allowed clerks 
and marshals of the circuit and district courts’ of 
the United States. `` a : 

Mr. JENKINS. I rise to a question of order. 
On yesterday a resolution, authorizing the publi- 
cation of certain maps to accompany the report of 
Captain Cram, was laid upon the table. then 
moved to. reconsider that vote, but subsequently 
withdrew it. I now renew the motion to recon- 
sider that vote, and move that the motion to re- 
consider do lie upon the table. ` 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio: Before that vote is 
taken I move that there be a call of the House, and 
upon that T ask the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided ‘in the negative—yeas 42, nays 86. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

The question recurring on laying the motion to 
reconsider upon the table, ` 

“Mr. STANTON called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers upon the 
yeas and nays; which were ordered, : 

The House was then counted; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 21, noes not counted. 

. So the yeas and nays. were not ordered. 

The question again. recurring upon.the motion 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table, 

- Mr. STANTON ‘demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. CARTIER and CHANDLER 
were appointed. 

| “The question was then taken,and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 62, noes 52; no quoruin voting. 

[Cries of “ Recount !’? * Recount!”’] ae 

Mr. CARTTER called for thé yeas and ‘nays. 
| The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been refused by thë House. > O75 n 0n 
Mr. HOUSTON. Let us have a recount. 


adjourn, or of a motion for a call of the Mouse, 
the Chair will order'a recount. ‘The same: gen- 
i| tlemen will actas te 
| the necessity of voting upo 
|! The tellersstesumed ‘the 
tion being tak “tél 
noes 595° =s 


ne.sidé or the other. 
ses, and the ques- 
orted—ayes. 70, 


hstruction to this whole'-amendment; and: striking: 


. words «“*may ‘necessarily: be,’? no fraud could |i. 
Y 


: disposed of. 


The SPEAKER. Ih the absence of a motion to. 


d’géntlemén will see” 


“So the motion to” 
tables 04 i Se ee 
FEES OF CLERKS, MARSHALS, ETC. © 
` Mr. OLDS. ` In pursuance of an understanding 
with the chairman of. the Committee onthe Judi- 
ciary, [Mr. McLawanan,] 1 move to’ postpone the 
further consid hof the report, made yester- 
day by the ch nof that.committee, in relation 
to the fees‘of. clerks and marshals of the circuit 
and: district courts of the United States, until 


as laid upon. the 


after the Weeling Bridge case shall have received 
consideration in thé morning hour, and have’been 


‘Mr. CARTTER, “T object. aata 
‘The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts whether 
that motion; in that form, is in order. It is in 
order to “postpone to’a day ‘certain; but whether 
it bé in order to postpone-until after another mat- 
ter of business is disposed of; the Chair doubts. 
Mr. CARTTER. I call for the regular order 
of business. sei ey bee Nee : 
The SPEAKER. That is the regular order of 
business. ` i CE O 
. Mr. BOWIE. I move’ to postpone its consid- 
eration until Wednesday next. . godt mea ep at 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope not. 
It isan important bill, and should be disposed of. 
Mr. McLANAHAN.. Is the motion debata- 


ble? 
The SPEAKER. Itisnot. o 0 00> 
Mr. McLANAHAN. It isan important. bill, 


and ought to be passed without delay. I hope it 
will not be postponed to so remote a day. 

The question being upon the motion of Mr. 
Bowre— : : cote thie ale 

Mr. CARTTER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were not orderede -) i nona 

Mr. CARTTER called for tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Roszpins and Fowxer were 
appointed. . KR, Sh are ep E E 

he question was taken, and. the tellers. re- 
ported—ayes 49, noes not counted. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

: MEMORIAL OF THE: CLERKS. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is requested to 
ask the consent of the House to introduce a me- 
morial from the clerks ofthe Treasury Depart- 
ment. OO BEE epee gears OST 
There being no objection, the Speaker presented 
a memorial from the accountants;’clerks, messen- 
gers, &c., of the Treasury Department, praying 
an increase of twenty per cent. upon their respect- 
ive salaries, to enable them to meet the increased 
expenses of living in Washington, growing out of 
the great influx of California gold into the United 
States. i 

Mr. GENTRY. I move that the petition be 
laid upon the table, and’ be ordered to be printed. 
I do not intend to press that motion'to avote. My 
object is to put the question in a shape that will 
authorize me to say a word or two in favor of the 
object which those petitioners pray for. My own 
experience, being a housekeeper in’ the ‘city of 


“Washington, enables me to state that the facts set 


forth in that memorial are true. I presume there 
is not‘a man in’ the city of Washington, who is 
Keeping house, who will not: bear testimony ‘of 
the truth of the statement upon which they predi- 
cate their ‘prayer for some increase of compense- 
tion: ‘The’ price of all the articles necessary to 
support & family, bought in the market, has ad- 


| vanced twenty per cent. or more within the last 
‘two years; and I do not see how a clerk, with a 


family, receiving $1,000 a year, can live here'at 
all. T they received a fair compensation of $1,200 
or $1,500 a year, an increase of twenty per éent. 
would certainly bë just and proper enough. Isim- 
ply make these remarks, hoping that the thoughts 


-of members will be directed to the subject, and that 


my honorable friend, the chairman'of the Com- 
mittee of Ways'and Means, [Mr. Hovsron,] and 


“my Honorablé‘éolleague, (Mr. Jowxs,] a member 


of that committee, will give their attention to'this 
proposition for the relief of those meritorious men. 
{now withdraw my motion to print. ea 


-< Mr: BRIGGS, T move the reference of the pe- 


tition, to the Committée of Ways and Means. 

~ Phe ‘question was put and the motion agreed to. 
“Mr: CLARK. I wish to’ propound an inquiry 
to the Chair. Some daygago the Wheeling Bridge 
‘ease was under consideration as thé report of a 
committee. It ‘was'at that time’ postponed “until 
this day "0 5 £ R 


32n Coneness, Isr SESSION. 


Mr. CLARK. [rise to a question of order. I 


wish to ask whether that case could not now as- {) 


sume the same position it cecupied on that day? 
The SPEAKER. Under the special order 

making it the duty of the Speaker and the House 

to receive reports, and to execute all the other 


business of the morning hour, the Wheeling ji 


Bridge case was reported from the Committee on 


the Post Office and Post Roads, and would be |; 


regularly first in order, but for the additional order 
made on Monday, by a vote of two thirds of this 
body, that the particular bill now under consider- 
ation be reported and take precedence. The two 
special orders are here in conflict. The Chair 
thinks that the last order ought to be considered 
the first. He does not know of any other rule to 
govern him. The bill reported on yesterday from 
the Committee on the Judiciary is first in order, 
and takes precedence of the Wheeling Bridge 


case, 

Mr. McLANAHAN. JI call then for the reg- 
ular order of business. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to make an inquiry in 
reference to this point of order. Do 1 understand 
the Chair to decide that because the Fiouse sus- 


pended the rules to allow this committee to make || 


a report, it made that report a special order? 
There was nothing in the resolution which made 
it a special order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the |! 


House, by a two-thirds vote, ordered that that bill 
should be reported yesterday morning. The 
Chair decides further, that the authority to report 
carries with it the right to consider, and therefore 
gives the report precedence over the other busi- 
ness before the House. 

Mr. STUART. 
The Speaker decided upon the railroad reports, 


that although they came from the same commit- h 


tee, the report first made was first in order, and 


that notwithstanding it was postponed to a par- | 


ticular day, when that day arrived it took priority 
according to the time of the report. 

The SPEAKER. That has been the decision 
and practice under it. 


Mr. STUART. I submit that this case, as it | 


now stands, falls entirely within that principle. 
The House did not make a special order by au- 
thorizing this committee to report within the morn- 
ing hour, and the bill comes inas if they had re- 
ported in the regular order of their call, When 


we reach a case which has been previously re- | 
ported in the regular order, it takes priority in! 


time. This is not a special order. 

The SPEAKER. Well, what is it? 

Mr. STUART. If the Chair will allow me, it 
is precisely as if the Judiciary Committee had re- 
ported this bill upon a regular call of the commit- 


tee, and the House had gone on to consider it, and |! 


while considering it, a bill, which had been previ- 
ously reported to the House 

Mr. McLANAHAN., 
from Michigan to order. 

The SPEAKER. Unless an appeal be taken 
from the decision of the Chair, further discussion 
is out of order. 

The Chair will again state the case, and remind 
the House of the condition of things. Some months 
ago the House passed a special order that the 
morning hour should be devoted to the call of 


committees for reports, and to thatalone. On last |i 


Monday, after a suspension of the rules by a two- 
thirds vote, it was ordered by the House that the 
Committee on the Judiciary should report this 
particular bill, The order having been given thus 
to report it, the Chair thinks it carries with it the 


right to consider; and that you cannot separate |; 


the right to report and the right to consider when 
itisreported. Thereis difficulty about the matter, 
the Chair admits, but that is his opinion with re- 
gard to the point of order. 

Mr.STUART. From that decision I feel bound 
to take an appeal. I wish tostate,ina few words, 
the views I take of this question. 
` Mr. McLANAHAN. I moveto lay the appeal 
upon the table. 
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Mr. CARTTER, I call the gentleman to order. 


I wish to make this point: | 


I call the gentleman 
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| Mr, STUART. You can do that when I get 
i through. If you happen to obtain the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
| gan must be reminded of the fact, that this being 
H 


ia question of priority of business it is not debata- 
| ble; ner is the appeal taken from the decision of 
| the Chair debatable. 

Mr. MILLSON. Ts it in order to make an in- 
j quiry, as a matter of fact, of the Chair? 

| The SPEAKER. The Chair would be happy 
; to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. MILLSON. I desire to ask whether this 
Committee on the Judiciary were ordered to make 
the report, or whether they were merely permitted 
to make it? 

The SPEAKER. The committee were not 
ordered to make the report in terms, but it was 
especially authorized by a two-thirds vote of the 
House to report. Thus was precedence given over 
other committees to report; and if the right to 
report carries with it the right to have the report 
considered—as it is the opinion of the Chair it 
does—precedence was given over the reports under 
| consideration at the time the rules were suspended. 
ii Mr. CARTTER. I rise toa question of order. 
| Is there any question before the louse? 

The SPEAKER. An appeal has been taken 


| from the decision of the Chair. 

| Mr. CARTTER. I then call for the question 

| upon the appeal. I believe it is not debatable, 

Mr. STUART. Ihave a right to state the point 

i I make. 

! Mr. CARTTER. The gentleman has been 

| stating it for half an hour, 

| TheSPEAKER. The gentleman would have 

| the rightif he had not already done so, and he has 

i based his appeal upon it. 

' Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I rise to a ques- 

| tion of order. The gentleman says that he has 

the right, after he takes an appeal, to state his 
oint. I maintain he must state his point before 
he takes his appeal. 

' The SPEAKER. He did so, and obtained the 

decision of the Chair upon his statement. 

Mr. STUART. I have the right to have the 
Chair state, before the House votes upon this 
question, what is the ground of the appeal. 

i] The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated it, but 
| he will repeat his statement with pleasure. 

Mr. STUART. With all deference to the 
| Chair, I think he has not apprehended me. I wish 
the Chair to state the precise point I made. I 
believe [ have that right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair holds that the 


D 
ment. The gentleman is aware of the fact that 


the appeal is not debatable. 

Mr. STUART. I ask thatthe Chair shall state 
the ground upon which I have taken an appeal. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iask that the 
113th rule may be read. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to make a single 
inquiry of the Chair. Suppose the House had 
| suspended the rules upon the application of half a 
| dozen committees, to allow them to make reports, 
| which report would be first considered ? 
| TheSPEAKER. The one first made. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. Then why does the Chair 
! reverse that decision in this case? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the 
force of that point. 

The Chair again states that the House made a 
peculiar special order some two months ago to the 
effect that the morning hour should be employed 
in calling committees for reports and to the exclu- 
sion of all other business. That was one special 
order. On last Monday a motion was made to 
suspend the rules for the purpose of introducing a 
! resolution, which was done by a vote of two thirds. 
| The resolution was then adopted, authorizing the 
Committee on the Judiciary to report this particu- 
lar bill yesterday morning. The resolution was 
specific, that the committee should report on yes- 
terday morning. The Chair has decided simply 
that between these two specia! orders he is inclined 
| to the opinion that the right to report this particu- 


l! Jar bill from the Judiciary Committee carries with 


: 
| 
j 
| 

E 

| 


H 


centleman cannot, if it be objected to, makea state- |! 


i 


| 
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it the right to consider it before other reports from 
other committees. That is all. 

Mr. STUART. That is not the point I made 
to the Chair at all. 
The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman has been 


| unfortunate in stating, or I have been unfortunate 


in understanding his point. 
_ Mr. STUART. The point I made to the Chair 
is this: T'he report from the Judiciary Committee 


| is not a special order, and the House only gave 


leave to that committee to report at a particular 
time. 

The question was then put on the motion to lay 
the appeal upon the table, and upon a division 
there were—ayes 83, noes 44. 

Mr. STUART demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Rossins and CHANDLER 
were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported that there were—ayes 84, noes 36. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
McLananan] to recommit House bill No. 146, 
regulating the fees and costs to be allowed to the 
clerks and marshals of the circuit and district 


courts of the United States. 


Mr. McLANAHAN. If it is the pleasure of 
the House, I move that the further reading of the 
bill be dispensed with. 

Mr. BOWIE. I object. 
amendment to the bill, 

The reading of the bill was then continued and 
concluded. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. This bill 
having been read, it is apparent to the House that 
it is full of details. I ask the Speaker, whether 


I wish to move an 


i it is in order to make a motion to commit it to the 
| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. McLananan] is upon the floor. It 
would be in order but for the fact that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask the Chair whether the 
morning hour has expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CARTTER. What then will be the con- 
dition of the bill ? 

The SPEAKER, There is a motion pending 
to recommit. i 

[Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had 
examined, and found truly enrolled, the act 
making appropriation for the support of the Mil- 
itary Academy for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1853, and for other purposes, and the joint 
resolution of the House, No. 24, providing forthe 
distribution of the laws of Congress and the de- 
bates thereon. They were then severally signed 
by the Speaker.] 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
of Mr. Hovsroy; and it was decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


| (Mr. Puecrs in the chair,) and resumed the con- 


sideration of House bill No. 196, making appro- 


| priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 


Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1853, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose 
on yesterday the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Smarr,] to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. 
Meape,] both in regard to the publication of the 
laws and public advertisements in thenewspapers, 
was under consideration. It had been discussed, 
and the vote was about to be taken upon it when the 
committee rose. The question is, then, upon the 
amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Maine, {Mr. Smarr.] 
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The question was then taken upon Mr. Smarr’s 
amendment to the amendment, and it was re- 
jected. p f 

The question then recurring upon Mr. MEADE’s 
amendment, it was taken, and the amendment was 
rejected. : p 

The following section was then read: 

& For proof-reading, packing, and distributing laws and 
documents, including cases, labor, and transportation, 
$10,000.77 4 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment, which comes in at the end of this sec- 
tion: 

For the purchase of such works as are immediatety re- 
quired for the library of the Department of State, 32,000 ; 
for the remodeling of the library of the Department of State, 
arranging and classifying the collection, binding the pam- 
phlets which are contained therein, and preparing a cata- 
Jogue of the same, $1,000. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to, 

Mr. BOWIE. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the clause appropriating, 
under the head of State Department, $1,000 for 
miscellaneous items, viz: 


Whereas the Congress of the United States, on the 234 of 
December, 1799, Resolved unanimously, ‘Fhat a marble 
‘monument be erected by the United States, in the capital, 
“at the city of Washington, and that the family of General 
© Washington be requested to permit his body to be depos- 
tited under it, and that the monument be so designed as to 
€ commemorate the great events of Lis military and political 
“life 5”? which resolution remaining to be executed, to re- 
deem the fuith of the United Stutes thus pledged, and com- 
memorate the inestimable services and illustrious virtues of 
Washington, $100,000 is hereby directed to be paid out of 
any wnappropriated money in the reasury to the Wash- 
ington National Monument Society, to aid in the erection 
of the monument now being built by that Society on the 
public grounds in the city of Washington, 


Mr. HOUSTON. It appears to me that the 
amendment is not in order to this bill. I haveno 
doubt in the world that the gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. Bawn] could get such a resolution 
passed jn either House at any time, if he would 
allow it to be examined. 

Mr. BOWIE, It proposes simply to appropri- 
ate $100,000 to redeem the faith of the United 
States, pledged in the year 1799, to erect a monu- 
mentto Washington, commemorative of the events 
of his life and character. 

Mr: HOUSTON. I submit the question of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis constrained, 
under the rules, to decide that, in his opinion, the 
amendment is not in order. 

Mr. BOWIE. A joint resolution in regard to 
this matter was adopted by Congress as far back 
as 1799, and this appropriation is merely to carr 
outin good faith that act of Congress. The amend- 
ment is clearly within the rale. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised 
‘of any existing law authorizing the expenditure 
proposed by the gentleman. 

Mr, BOWIE. It is embodied in the joint res- 
olution of the two Houses. I refer to the action 
and legislation of Congress to satisfy the Chair of 
that fact. I appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
most reluctantly. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ma- 
ryland [Mr. Bowie] has submitted an amendment 
which has just been reported to the committee. 


The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovsron] |! 


‘makes a question of order. The Chair decides 
that the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Bowre] is not in order under 
the 181st rule, which reads, ‘ that no appropria- 
tion shall be reported in such general appropria- 
tion bills or be in order thereto for any expendi- 
ture not: previously authorized by law.” The 
gentleman from Maryland (Mr. Bowie] appeals 
from this decision of the Chair, and the question 
now is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the committee?”’ 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the Chair permit me to 
state my reasons forthe appeal? The rule is, that 
no amendment or no appropriation shall be moved 
as an amendment to the civil and diplomatic ap- 


propriation bill, except in conformity with some 
previous law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will also an- 
nounce as another reason, that the amendment 
proposed is not germane to the bill, in the opinion 
of the Chair. For both reasons, now stated, the 
Chair rules the amendment out of order. 

Mr. BOWIE. I beg indulgence of the Chair 
merely to reply to the first reason assigned. There 


| inasmuch as he could not find any estimate made 


is a joint resolution of Congress making it obliga- 
tory and requiring that this work shall be done, 
but it has never been executed. 1 wish to carry 
out that law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is not in order. 
The question is, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee?” 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, Messrs. Sran- 
ron, of Tennegsee,and Fowxer acting as tellers, 
and there were—ayes 80, noes 39. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The following clause of the bill was read, viz: 

“Northeast Executive Building.—For compensation of 
the superintendent and four watchmen of the northeast 
executive building, $2,250.77 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the above clause by adding thereto the following: 

And that the two watchmen employed on the two wings 
į of the Capitol shail have the same police powers which are 
: imposed by law upon the regular police of the Capitol, and | 
receive a salary of $730 per annum, being the sum they | 
now receive, and continued no longer than the completion | 
of the building. 

Mr.S. said: It will be seen, by thatamend ment, 
sir, that the object of it is not to increase the sal- | 
ary of these men. It is not to take one single dol- 
lar out of the Treasury more than will be taken 
out of it anyhow. ‘The simple purpose of the | 
amendment is to clothe these men with police pow- | 
ers to enable them to aid the regular police of the 
Capitol in suppressing riots, preventing depreda- | 
tions from being committed upon the work, and | 
protecting the materials. 

The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means yesterday, when I presented a similar | 
amendment, and made the same explanation, held | 
up to mea little book, which, he said, contained ; 
estimates from the Secratary of the Treasury, and, | 


for this appointment, he therefore could not go for 
it. The gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs,] | 
his colleague upon that committee, opposed the | 
amendment without understanding what the ob- 
ject of it was, and led, perhaps, the House to be- 
liste that the design was to increase the salaries of | 
these men, to fasten them upon the Treasury at a 
higher rate of pay than they had before. I ex- 
plained to him thatsuch was not the object of the 
amendment, nor isit the object of the amendment. | 
| It is simply for the purpose Lintimated. 1 do not 
know how it is, or why it is, that we should sit 
here merely for the purpose of doing what the | 
Committee of Ways and Means think proper to | 
| dictate tous, There are other committees in this | 
House, ‘This amendment comes from my com- 
mittee, which is the Committee on Public Build- 
ings. We have investigated it. It has been rec- 
ommended by the proper officers of the Govern- 
ment, and officers whom the law requires should | 
make recommendations to our committee, and we 
report them to the House. But we are told, sir, 
when such a proposition is made from our com- 
| mittee, that it has not been before the Committee 
of Waysand Means, and that the estimates are | 
| not presented in the Secretary of the Treasury’s | 
! report, and that, therefore, the House should not | 
| vote for it. I make these remarks to show that I, 
for one, am not disposed to sit quietly in my seat | 
| here, and do whatever the Committee of Vays 
| and Means may think proper to dictate to me and | 
to the House. 

! They may say now that this is not provided for 

by law, and therefore it cannot, under the decision 

| of the Chair, come under the rule. Well now, | 
| sir, itis provided for by law. The President has | 


| been given power by this House, and the other 
| branch of Congress, to carry on this improvement | 
of the Capitol. He has full power todo it. He! 
has power to appoint an architect, to appoint a į 
superintendent, and to appoint all other officers 
that are necessary to carry out the objects of the 
law. These men were said yesterday not to have 
| been appointed according to law. Now, are they 
| Datappointed according to law? You have given 
i the President power to do it. You have given 
: him money to do it. You have given him all the 
| requisites to carry out these objects, and this is 
j one of them. The law does provide for it, and 
| I hope the House will adopt the amendment, and 
i let these men have the authority which is neces- | 
| sary to enable them to discharge their duty. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 


from Kentucky has made a very extraordinary 
speech in support of his amendment. In the first 
place, sir, L attempted no such thing as to mislead 
the House yesterday with regard to his amend- 
ment. I merely stated the number of policemen 
here, and the compensation they received; and, 
sir, if the gentleman has a committee, and is not 
disposed to sit silent and permit others to get their | 
bills in, let him report the bills which ovght to 
come from his committee, and ask the House to 
consider and pass them. Again, sir, the gentle- 
man says that you have invested the present Presi- 
dent with power to appoint an architect and alf 
these officers, and that it is in accordance with 
law. I do not controvert that; but if it is as he 
says, why the necessity of reénacting that law? 

hy not let it stand, as I said yesterday—which 
I believe is the better policy—under the superin- 
tendence and supervision of the President and the 
architect of these two wings, until the building 
shall be completed; and then, if it is right to have 
the permanent police of the Capitol increased, it 
will be time enough to do it. Why is this amend- 
ment brought in here at this time? If all this 
power is vested in the President and the archi- 
tect, and they have the power to appoint a police, 
and they have exercised that power legitimately— 
which I do not pretend to controvert—there is, 
according to the gentleman’s own showing, no 
necessity for any legislation upon this subject at 
this time. 

Again, I say, that itis wrong for this House, or 
Congress, to recognize by the amendment a per- 
manent police about this building under an ap- 

ointment by the architect. If they have to 
be increased, do it, sir, according to Jaw, and 
asit should be done. If this temporary police 
are wanted, as I understand it from the gentle- 
man himself—by the architect—for the purpose 
of watching and protecting the building, and the 
tools which the workmen may leave there, then T 
say this is all legitimate and proper under the law 
vesting the President with the power of appoint- 
ing an architect; and there is no necessity, [ again 
say, for its coming into this bill at this time. 

r. STANTON, of Tennessee. I propose to 
amend the amendment by striking out $30, and 
inserting $50, so as to make the salaries $750 per 
annum. 

Mr. S. said: The question upon this amend- 
ment lies in a nut-shell, It is whether the police 
officers appointed by the architect for the pur- 
poses which are admitted even by my colleague to 
be useful and proper, shall be clothed with police 
powers. I presume there is nobody here who will 
differ as to the importance of that point; and no- 
body will refuse to give them that power. Then 
there is another question involved in that amend- 
ment—whether the salaries of these men shall be 
paid out of the appropriation for the Capitol, or 
paid out of the common Treasury ? It isa matter of 
no consequence whether it comes out of that ap- 
propriation, or whether it comes out of the Treas- 
ury by appropriation in this bill. I presume 
there can be no question about that. The import- 
ant point is as to police powers. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Will the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee permit me to explain? I 
will say that the amendment does not propose to 
pay these police officers out of the Treasury, but 
to pay them out of the funds from which they 
have already received their money. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Then Í was 
mistaken on that point. There is another point 
upon which I desire to say a word, and I address 
myself particularly to my friends upon this side of 
the House. 

Now, when they will point out any particular 
item that is extravagant in the expenditures of 
this Administration, that is wrong, improper in 
itself, and illegal, I shall be as ready to condemn 
it as any man upon this floor, and to hold the 
Administration responsible for these illegal or ex- 
travagant expenditures, or for any conduct of the 
Administration that may make such expenditure 
unnecessary. But when my friends upon this 
side of the House go into the approaching presi- 
dential canvass upon the principle that the ex- 
penditures of this Administration amount to such 
an enormous sum—— 

Mr. HOUSTON, 
der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to his amendment. 


I call the gentleman to or- 
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Mr. STANTON. I propose to increase the ex- 
penditure $20, and therefore my remarks are in 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the gentleman’s remarks are not in order 
upon his amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. I say that the expenditure 
of the next Administration will be greater, and 
must be greater. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iagain call the gentleman 
to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chait, the gentleman from Tennessee is not in 
order. 

Mr. STANTON. Why, [I propose to increase 
the expenditure ¢20, and I am discussing the ques- 
tion of expenditure. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Itcertainly 
isin order. Thegentleman wishes to increase the 
expenditure of the Governraent, and then charges 
itto the Administration. Certainly that is in or- 
der. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. STANTON. So great is the demand for 
money for the exercise of the powers of this Gov- 
ermment that during the next Administration the 
expenditure will and must be increased. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I again call the gentleman 
to arder. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ten- 
nessee is not in order 
Mr. STANTON. 

ion of the Chair. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
ry— 

P Mr. STANTON. 
er. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam in order. 
ing against the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ala- 
bama rises to oppose the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, and to be in order his 
remarks must be confined to that amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 will say that it is a little 
extraordinary that the gentleman from Tennessee 
should attempt to introduce into debate here, 
which we are all endeavoring to confine to the 
legitimate subject-matter before the Chair, that 
which is irrelevant. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I call the 
gentleman to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair again states 
that the gentleman from Alabama must confine 
his remarks in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. HO USTON. 1 hope the Chair will enforce 
the rule upon every member. The gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Sranron] said that I held up a 
little book yesterday. I presume it isa book he 
has never read. It contains the estimates laid be- 
fore Congressat the commencement of this session, 
and I presume the gentleman is not acquainted 
with it. It contains estimates for all appropria- 
tions that were submitted to the committee of 
which fam a member, and upon this particular 
point we have reported all that was asked for. Ido 
not know what estimates the gentleman may have in 
his pockets. I am not required to go to him for 
estimates. The estimates are sent to us from the 
proper departments of the Government, and we 
act upon them. That is what we have done now. 

Mr. STANTON; of Kentucky. Did you re- 

port all the estimates recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the public grounds and 
public buildings? 
" Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky asks if we reported all the estimates sent to 
us. Clearly we did not. We cut down the esti- 
mates from all the departments and bureaus in 
many instances, but in this case we gave what was 
asked from us. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I desire to call the attention 
of the honorable chairman to this point, that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky con- 
tinues those persons in office—not annually—but 
until the Capitol is completed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Yes; that is another point. 
The amendment, as I understand it, fastens A 
and B—the men now in office—upon the Govern- 
ment until this Capitol is finished. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Notat all. 

Mr. HOUSTON. But then I ask the chairman 
and the committee this question—for while there 
may be nothing particular involved so far as the 
amendment is concerned, in regard to the amount 
of money, there is a principle involved in it: weare 


Then I submit te the decis- 
It is a little extraordina- 
I call the gentleman to or- 


Tam speak- 


' called upon to acknowledge and indorse an appoint- 


ment made by the architect, as T contend, with- 
out the authority of law. Now, if there had been 
any law for it, I reckon the gentleman would have 
shown it. He takes the ground, that the Pres- 
ident is invested with authority to conduct these 
buildings, and with power to appoint an architect, 
and that he had power to appoint everybody else 
who might be necessary. Why, that is certainly 
a singular doctrine. Has the President the power 
to appoint forty policemen? Why, if he has the 
power to appoint one without law, he has the 
power to appoint one hundred without the author- 
ity of law; and it is only the enormity of his con- 
duct, according to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that would strike the sense of the country or Con- 
gress, and not the principle involved. Now, I 
have never seen the law by which this police was 
appointed, and I do not believe any law exists for 


| that purpose. I have no doubt the gentleman from 


Kentucky is candid and sincere in the construc- 
tion he gives to the law, but I differ with him en- 
tirely. Í contend that the President, under the 
law to which the gentleman has made reference, 
has no authority, nor has the architect of the 
building authority, to appoint policemen ad lib- 
itum, or other officers, without discretion and with- 
out the control of law, and put them upon the 
country, and Congress is to be called upon to in- 
dorse them without investigation. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
my amendment. 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I propose to 


I withdraw 


amend my amendment, so as to increase the sala- |: 


ries of these policemen $10. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman cannot pro- 
nose to amend his own amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule that 
the gentleman has no right to propose to amend 
his own proposition. He may modify or change 
it before the vote is taken, but he cannot be per- 
mitted to propose an amendment to his own amend- 
ment for the purpose of discussion. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. That is not 
my proposition. 
Committee on Public Buildings, and I, in my rep- 
resentative character, propose to amend their or- 


der. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order. 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON. f now offer the following 
amendment, which will, in all probability, relieve 
all objection that gentlemen may have taken on 
the score of money. It is as follows: 

That the two watchmen employed upon the two wings 
of the Capitol shall have the same police powers as are im- 
posed by law upon the regular police of the Capitol. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Isubmit, sir, that that amend- 
mentis not in order. It is conferring police pow- 
ers upon A and B, by name, and has no connec- 
tion with this bill. 

The CIIAIRMAN. If the attention of the 
Chair had been called to the matter at the time, he 
would have been constrained to rule that the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Sranton,] in the first instance was not in order, 
as not germane to the proposition upon which he 
proposed to base it as an amendment. As theat- 
tention of the Chair is now called to it, he iscom- 

elled to rule this amendment out of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Under the instructions of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, I offer the 
following amendments: 

After the word * fifty,” in line 103, strike out the words 
« eight thousand nine,” and insertin lieu thereof the words 
« nine thousand one;”? and after the word ‘ dollars,” in the 
104th line, insert the following : 

The salary of one of the clerks created by the act of the 
20th of April, 1818, and who is now acting as assistant chief 
clerk in said office, being hereby increased to $1,600 per 
angum. 

The clause will then read: 

« For compensation of the Third Auditor, and the clerks, 
messengers, and assistant messengers in his office, $59,150 5 
the salary of one of the clerks created by the act of the 20th 
of April, 1818, and who is now acting as assistant chief 
clerk in said office, being hereby increased to $1,600.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 
the amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The clause proposed to be amended is as fol- 


lows: 


It is a proposition from the |! 


a For compensation to temporary clerks employed in the 
oftice of the Third Auditor, in making out certificates of 
service from the muster-rolls of 1812, and the several Indian 
wars, $35,000: Provided, That no clerk shall receive more 
than at the rate of $1,000 per annum under this act, except 
one, whose salary shall be $1 ,600.°? 

The amendment is, to add to the above clause 
the following: 

And four others, whose pay shall be @4 per diem. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I would in- 
ae whether those officers are provided for by 
aw? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This amendment 
is to give them exactly what they are entitled to 
under the law in pursuance of which they were 
appointed. 

Mr. STANTON. Do you not propose to give 
them additional compensation ? 

Mr. JONES. This amendment is to make 
their pay conform to what was provided by the 
law under which they were appointed. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jones’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. LiOUSTON. Laminstructed by the Com- 


| mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 


amendment: 

After the word thousand’? in the 124th line, 
strike out the word ‘two,’ and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘ four,” and add to the clause the follow- 
ing: 

The salary of one of the clerks created by the act of the 
20th of April, 1818, being hereby increased to $1,000 per 
annum. 

The clause will then read: 

« Por compensation of the Register of the Treasury, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in his office, 
830,400, the salary of one of the clerks created by the act 
of the 20th of April, 1818, being hereby inereased to $1,000 
per annum.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the same 
committee to offer the following amendment, to 
come in after the 166th line among the appropri- 
ations for the office of the Third Auditor: 

For expenses of arranging the document rooms, and pre~ 
serving files and papers, $1,000, 

The amendment was adopted. 

The following clause having been read— 


«Por compensation to temporary clerks employed in the 
office of the Commissioner of Pensions, $100,000: Pro- 
vided, That no clerk shall receive more than at the rate of 
$1,000 per annum under the act??*— 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to strike out 
all after the word ‘ provided,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

That no clerk shall receive more than at the rate of three 
dollars and thirty-three and one third cents per diem, ex- 
cept two, whose compensation shall be $1,200 per annum. 
Provided further, That the said limitation shall extend to 
the appropriations for clerks contained in the aet “ to sup- 
ply deficiencies in the appropriations for the service of the 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1852, approved July 31st, 
1852. 

Mr. J. said: By the law under which temporary 
clerks inthe Pension Office were originally em- 
ployed, their compensation was fixed at $3 333 
per diem, which is some $40 over $1,000 per an- 
num. In the deficiency bill, an appropriation for 
deficiencies in the payment of these temporary 
clerks passed this Ilouse, limiting their compensa- 
tion to $1,000 per annum. It went to the Senate, 
and the Senate struck out that provision, and in- 
serted that their compensation should not exceed 
$1,200, intending thereby that it might be graded 
from $1,200 down. When it came back to the 
House, the House added a proviso that the com- 
pensation of theseclerks should notexceed $1,000, 
except two, whose salaries should not exceed 
$1,200. 

This proviso js to make this bill correspond with 
what the two Houses did in the deficiency bill, 
and to correct that part which limited the com- 
pensation to $1,000, instead of to $3 333 a day. 
The paying clerk in that office has gone on and 
paid at that rate, and it is necessary to adopt this 
amendment in order to enable him to settle his ac- 
counts, and to make the compensation of these 
clerks what it was under the law originally passed. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Joxxrs’s 
amendment, and it was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. lam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: In line two hundred and eighty-one, 
after the word ‘t General,” strike out the word 
“two,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “three,” 
so as to make the clause read: 

« For the compensation of the clerks and messengers in 
the office of the Surgeon General, $3,650.” 
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The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
the following: In line three hundred and seventeen, 
among the appropfiations forthe office of the 
Chief Engineer, strike out * $175,’ and insert in 
lieu thereof ‘‘ $225,” so as to make the clause 
read: 


“ Por blank-books, binding, stationery, and printing, 


$225. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. J am instructed by the same 
committee to move to insert after the words ** one 
hundred,’’ in the three hundred and eighteenth 
line, the words ‘and fifty,” so as to read: 

“ For miscellaneous items, $150.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Jaminstructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment: After the word “ office,” in Hine three 
hundred and fifty-four, strike out the word ‘* elev- 
en,” and insert in lieu thereof the word * twelve,” 
so as to make the Clause read: 

._* For compensation of the Chief of the Burean of Navy- 
Yards and Docks, and of the civil engineer, draughtsman, 
elerks, and messengers in his office, $12,600.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. SIBLEY moved to amend that portion of 
the bill relating to the Territory of Minnesota by 
inserting after the word “twenty,” in the four 
hundred and fifty-fourth line, the word +‘ three,” 
and after the word *“ thousand,” in the same line, 
the words “four hundred,” so as to make the 
clause read: 

“ For compensation and mileage of the members of the 
Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and contingent. ex- 
penses of the Assembly, $23,400.” 

Mr. S. said: I move to increase that item to 
$23,400, in accordance with the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. Mr. Chair- 
man, the estimate upon which the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means acted was based upon a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Territory of 
Minnesota, made immediately after he entered 
upon the duties of his office. Subsequent examin- 
ation satisfied him that he had under-estimated 
the sum necessary to defray the legislative and 
other expenses of the Territory, and he sent in to 
the Treasury Department a corrected estimate, 
amounting to the sum I now ask for. The esti- 
mate has not only received the indorsement of Mr. 
Whittlesey, the Comptroller, but also that of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, as I have before stated. 
The sum heretofore appropriated has been $24,000, 
and even that has been insufficient to meet the ex- 
penditures, and I have been necessitated to ask an 
additional sum_ of Congress, during the present 
session, to make up the deficiency. I do not 
wish the Delegate from Minnesota to be placed in 
a position hereafter which will render it necessary 
for him to urge up on this House the appropriation 
‘of money to pay arrearages. It is embarrassing 
and unpleasant to be obliged to press such a meas- 
ure. The sum mentioned in my amendment will 
suffice to pay the expenses of the territorial gov- 
ernment; less will, in my judgment, be insuffi- 
cient. I can conceive of no reason why the ap- 
propriation should be diminished. J do not think 
the honorable chairman of the Ways and Means 
can bring forward any evidence to convince the 
committee that the sum can properly be reduced 
from former appropriations, or that the territorial 
authorities of Minnesota have expended the an- 
nual allowance otherwise than in a proper man- 
ner, and in accordance with law. 

The document, recommending the increase to 
the sum specified in my amendment, is now in 
my hand, together with a letter from the Secretary 
‘of the Treasury, directed to myself, which is as 
follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, May 6, 1852. 
Sır: In reply to the joint letter of yourself and Alexander 
Wilkin, Esq., addressed to the First Comptroller, relative 
to the insufficiency of the estimates for Minnesota Terri- 
tory, I have the honor to transmit a copy of a communica- 
tion from this Department to Hon. Speaker Boyn, dated 
22d January last, coneurring with the recommendation 
therein inclosed for the increased appropriation, in accord- 
ance with the suggestion of Secretary Wilkin. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
$ Tno: CORWIN, 
ecretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. H. H, SrzLey, House of pae a aea re 


I trust that the committee will agree to my mo- 
tion, notwithstanding the opposition of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, although I confess I 
have not much hope of succeeding in ‘any measure 


I am also instructed to offer’ 


which does not receive the favorable consideration 
of that committee. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The Committee of Ways 
and Means inserted $20,000 for the legislative ex- 
penses of the Territory of Minnesota, which was 
the amount first estimated for by the Secretary of 
that. Territory. That is the amount estimated for 
Utah, New Mexico, and Oregon. Only $19,000 
has been asked in some cases. All the other Ter- 
ritories get $20,000, or under, for the very same 
items of expenditure. This appropriation is 


based upon the estimates presented by the Secre- 
tary. of Minnesota since the meeting of Congress. 
Here are the corrected estimates to which the gen- 
tleman has referred, and I regret to say that al- 


nesota Seem to be increased. The Delegate from 
Minnesota succeeded in getting into the defi- 
ciency bill several thousand dollars more than 
was estimated for, and more than the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means really thought they 
ought to have. 
gence towards the Territories generally prevails 
in this House, we were disposed not to scrutinize 
their expenditures too closely. We give them in 
this bill their first estimate, and we give them as 
much as is given to all the other Territories, ex- 
cept Oregon, and we give them more than we give 
Oregon. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I would ask the gentleman 
from Alabama whether the Committee of Ways 
and Means had any evidence before them that the 
appropriations previously made for the govern- 
ment of the Territory of Minnesota have not been 
expended according to law? And further, if there 
is any evidence that the sum of $24,000, which 
has been heretofore appropriated, has been more 
than sufficient? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will answer the gentleman’s 
questions: I do net know what he calls the codi- 
fying of the laws, the employment of extra clerks, 
and all that class of expenditures, which were di- 
| rectly in the teeth of the law of 1842, But we con- 
cluded to give that to them, in the deficiency bill, 
notwithstanding that it was an expenditure con- 
trary to law. But, then, why should we give 
$24,000 to Minnesota, and only $19,440 to Ore- 
gon? Is there any propriety in that? Is there 
| Any reason for it? 

e may not be able to say that the money has 
been fraudulently disposed of, and yet there is 
such a thing as being more extravagant than is 
necessary. I take it for granted, that the price of 
everything necessary to enable the Legislative 
Assembly to proceed with the administration of 
the government, is quite as high in Oregon as itis 
in Minnesota. 

A Voice. Double that amount. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend says double the 
amount. l have no doubt it is. I know it is very 
much larger. We gave them all they asked, until 
the Secretary took a second examination, when 
he made larger estimates. I think the appropria- 
tion in the bill is large enough, and I hope the 
committee will not adopt the amendment. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Will the gentleman allow me 
: to ask him a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate upon 
the amendment is in order. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 
| Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee of Ways 
| and Means, offered the following amendment to 
| the clause of the bill providing for the territorial 
| expenses of the Territory of New Mexico. After 
| line four hundred and sixty-three insert the fol- 
| lowing: f 
| For compensation of the Acting Secretary of the Terri- 
l tory of New Mexico, from the 5th of April, 1851, to the 
| 


20th of June, 1851, $425. 


| Mr. H. said: Mr. Chairman, the Delegate from 
; New Mexico is here, and can probably explain 
|: this matter better than I can, I will, however, 
| say this: The papers are before the House going 
; to show that Governor Calhoun, after having ar- 
|: rived in New Mexico, found it necessary, in his 
; opinion, to appoint a Secretary of the Territory, 
| In advance of the ratification of the nomination of 
' Secretary Alien, whose nomination was afterwards 
| ratified. I am aware that he had no authority to 
appoint a secretary—none at all; but in the de- 
| ficiency bill Congress made an appropriation for 
| paying an Indian agent, which he had appointed as 
| much without authority by law as in this case, 


most all the estimates for the Territory of Min- ; 


Knowing that a feeling of indul- į 


| present form. 


! to that clause of the bill, 


He states that the appointment of this secretary 
was necessary, and that he could not have got 
along without him. It was in advance of the rat- 
ification of the appointment of Secretary Allen by 
the Senate. In view of the action of the House 
relative to the Indian agent which he appointed, 
the Committee of Ways and Means saw fit to 
recommend this amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON, under instruction of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, moved to amend the 
section providing forthe salaries of the district 
judges, by inserting in line four hundred and 
seventy-six, after the word ‘‘ seventy,” the word 
“two,” so that the section would read— 

“ For salaries of the district judges, $72,000.77 

Mr. H. said: The object of this amendment is 
to remedy an omission upon the part of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. He shows that in send- 
ing his estimates here, he omitted to provide for 
the district judge for Louisiana. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The following clause of the bill was then réad, 


| viz: 


“ Por defraying the expenses of the supreme, eirevit, and 
district courts of the United States, inelnding the District 


| of Columbia, also for jurors end witnesses jn aid of the 


funds arising from fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred 
in the fiseal year ending June 30, 1853, and previons years, 
and likewise for defraying the expenses of suits in which 
the United States are concerned, and of prozecutions for 
offenses committed against the United States, and for the 
safe-keeping of prisoners, $300,000.?? 


Mr. HOUSTON, under instructions from the 
Committee of Ways and Means, moved toamend 
the above clause, by striking out $300,000, and 
inserting $550,000. 

Mr. Chairman, the object of this amendment is 
this: In passing upon this bill, the Committee of 
Ways and Means put in $300,000, in view of the 
action of the Committee on the Judiciary, in re- 
porting a fee bill, because we did not know what 
amount would be necessary under that bill. Since 
that time the bill has been reported. I furnished 
the Secretary of the Treasury with a copy of it, 
and asked him to predicate estimates upon it, and 
furnish them to us. This he has done, and the 
amount of his estimates is what the Committee of 
Ways and Means now recommend to be inserted 
in this section. He estimates $550,000 as the 
amount which will be necessary for this fiscal 
year. The $300,000 which the committee put 
into the bill is an arbitrary sum. I will remark 
here, that Mr. Whittlesey informed me—and the 


į chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary [Mr. 


McLananan] has a knowledge of this subject— 
that the estimate now presented is a larger one, 
for the reason that the law is a new one, and if it 
should pass, he did not want to have a deficiency. 

I will state furthermore, that the estimates of 
the Department, of the same officers, under the 
existing laws, is $692,000, so that there will bea 
saving of $142,000 if this bill should pass in its 
The Committee of Ways and 
Means propose to insert what has been estimated 
by the Department, predicated upon that bill. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
agreed to. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I want to 
offer an amendment to the four hundred and sev- 


| enty-seventh line. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee have passed 
that portion of the bill, and it can only be returned 
to by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I send my amendment to 
the Chair, and ask to have it read. 

It was read, as follows: 

Add to the section the following, viz: 


Provided, That the district judges of the United States 
shall receive each an annual salary of notless than $2,600; 


so that the whole section would read as follows, 
viz: 
“For salaries of the district judges, $70,000: Prorided» 


| That the district judges of the United States shall receive 


each an annual salary of not less than $2,000.77 


Mr. JOHN W. HOWE, I object to returning 


Mr. MARSHALL. | desire to say to the gen- 
tleman who objects, that this is an amendment that 
the Committee on the Judiciary have instructed 
me to offer to this part of the bill. 

Mr. JONES. Task if the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis notin order to debate 


the amendment, if objection is made to its recep- 
tion, 
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Mr. MARSHALL. Then I will offer it, to 
come in at the end of the pending section; which 
relates to the judiciary establishment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled 
to decide that itis not in order to come in at the 
end of the section now under consideration, be- 
cause it is not germane to the subject of that sec- 
tion. : 

Mr. MARSHALL. Will the Chair allow me | 
to suggest, that the section under consideration 
provides for defraying the expenses of the judici- 
ary establishment, and I cannot see why it is not 
germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. A preceding section pro- | 
vided for defraying the salaries of the district |! 
judges, | 

Mr. MARSHALL. F know it would have || 
more properly come in in the section to which the |: 
clause alludes, but it seems to me that it is suffi- 
ciently germane to the section under consideration 
to make it in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. | 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will suggest to l 
the gentleman from Kentucky, that his amendment | 
is perhaps not in order upon another ground: that | 
amendment reduces the salary of some of these |; 
officers while they are in office. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must again || 
remind gentlemen that this debate is not in order. 
The Chair has decided that the amendment is not 
in order. Does the gentleman appeal? 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
in order as an amendment to the section under 
consideration, I will offer it as an independent 
section, to come in immediately after the one now 
under consideration. |i 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, that will not change the question of order 
in the least. The Chair will again be compelled | 
to rule it out of order. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Have we not the right 
to offer an independent section connected with the 
subject of the judiciary? 

The CHAIRMAN. A proposition which is 
submitted as an amendment to another proposi- 
tion under consideration must be germane to that 
subject under consideration. Now, we have al- | 
ready passed that clause in the bill which appro- |; 
priates money to pay the salaries of the district li 
judges of the United States. We have passed | 
that point, and are now providing for defraying |: 
the ordinary expenses of the courts. The Chair, j: 
therefore, thinks it is not in order to offer as an 
amendment to the section a proposition relating to 
the salaries of the judges. 

Mr. MARSHALL. 1 beg respectfully to sub- 
mit to the Chair—without intending to appeal 
from his decision—whether, when we are consid- 
ering the judiciary establishment and the expenses | 
for that establishment, he will decide that we have || 
not the right to add an independent section relating | 
to the salaries of the judicial officers? We have an | 
appropriation of $70,000 to pay the salaries of the || 
district judges, and [ submit whether we cannot 
add a section providing that the minimum salary 
shall be $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
that there is another objection to the amendment | 
of the gentleman which might be urged against it. 
The salaries of some of the judges are more than 
$2,000, and we have no right to provide that the 
salary of a judge shall be diminished during his 
continuance in office. 

Mr. MARSHALL. If the Chair will allow 
me, my amendment will not be subject to the point | 
which the Chair raises. It does not provide for | 
diminishing the salary of any judge. It only pro- | 
vides that the salary of no judge shall be less than | 
$2,000. i 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The Chair decides that the amendment of the gen- 1 
tleman from Kentucky is not in order. Does the || 
gentleman appeal? 

Mr. MARSHALL. 
decision of the Chair? i 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to inquire | 
if the committee have not prepared and reported a | 
bill fixing the salaries of the judges at a sum above | 
$2,000 ? i 

Mr. MARSHALL. They have not. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is not in order. 
The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Marsuaut] 
submits an amendment to come in at the end of 
line five hundred and two—at the end of a section 


If my amendment is not || 


| cides that the amendment is not in order, because 


| ported—ayes 59, noes 56; no quorum voting. | 
The roll was then called, and the following gen- |: 
| tlemen answered to their names: ` 


| well, Thompson Campbell, Chandier, Chapman, Church- 
i well, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Cullom, Curtis, Daniel, John 
|G. Davis, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Eastman, 


! Hall, Hascall, Haven, Hawes, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, 


i M. Howe, T. Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkin 


p Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, ILumphrey Mars 


i Miner, Molony, Jobn Moore, Morehead, Mor 


} 
| are as follows: 


j ell, Price, Rantoul, Reed, Richardson, Robinson, Ross, 


j; ander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, 
| Strother, Sweet 


| sustaining the decision of the Chair. The tellers 


I do appeal from the ip 


providing for the ordinary expenses of the supreme 
and district courts of the United States. The 
amendment is, ‘ provided that the district judges 
of the United States shall receive each an annual 
salary of not less than $2,000.’ The Chair de- 


it is not germane to the subject of the section to 
which it is offered. From this decision the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky appeals, and the question 
therefore is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand 
as the judgment of the committee? 

Mr. MARSHALL demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. LANDRY, and STANTON 


of Tennessee, were appointed. li 


The question was then put, and the tellers re- 


Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, 
William Appletou, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Bur- 
rows, Busby, B. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Caid- 


Edmundson, Evans, Ficklin, Fiteh, Floyd, Fowler, Thos. J. 
D. Fuller, Gaylord, Giddings. Goodenow, Goodrich, Gor- 
man, Hamilton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Llarris, Hart, 


Holladay, Horsford, Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, T. 


Johu Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Danicl T. Jones, Ge 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
hall, Martin, 
Mason, MeLanahan, MeMullin, MeNair, Meade, Milson, 

ison, Mur- 
ray, Nabers, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Sam- 
uci W. Parker, Penniman, Phelps, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, | 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, David L. Sey- 
mour, Origen 8. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Thurston, ‘Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, Walsh, Wat- 
kins, Wells, Alexander White, Wilcox, Wildrick, and 
Woodward. 


The committee then rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman, (Mr. 
Puers,) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had, accord- 
ing to order, under consideration the Union gen- 
erally, and particularly House bill No. 196, 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1853, and having found itself 
without a quorum, had ordered the roll to be 
called, and instructed him to report the facts to the 
House, with the names of the absentees, which 


Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Ashe, David J. 
Bailey, Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Bissell, Bocock, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Albert G. Brown, + 
George H. Brown, Buell, Burt, Lewis D. Campbell, Cart- 
ter, Caskie, Chastain, Clingman, Coleock, Conger, Cott- 
man, Darby, George 'T. Davis, Dawson, Doty, Duncan, 
Dunham, Durkee, Edgerton, Ewing, Faulkner, Florence, 
Freeman, Henry M. Puller, Gamble, Gentry, Gilmore, 
Green, Grey, Grow, Hall, Hammond, Harper, Hibbard, 
Hillyer, Hunter, Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, Kubus, 
Kurtz, Mace, Mann, Edward ©. Marshall, McCorkle, Me- 
Donald, McQueen, Meacham, Miller, Henry D. Moore, 
Murphy, Olds, Peasice, Penn, Perkins, Polk, Porter, Pow- 


Russell, Sackett, Savage, Scudder, Seurry, Snow, Alex- 


er, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, George 
W. Thompson, Toombs, ‘Tuck, Wallace, Ward, Wash- 
burn, Welch, Addison White, Williams, and Yates. 

A quorum being now present, the committee 
again resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon 


(Messrs. Srawron, of Tennessee, and Lanpry) 
will resume their places. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 62, noes 56. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The following clause of the bill was then read 
by the Clerk: 


“For supplying light-houses containing 3,272 lamps with 
oil, tnbe-glasses, wicks, buffskins, whiting, and cotton cloth, 
transportation and other expenses on the same, and for re- 
airing and keeping in repair the lighting apparatus, 
$182,330 78.” 


Mr. EVANS offered the following amendment: 


Add at the end of the above clause the following, viz: 

<< And the President is hereby authorized and required 
to levy the same light duties and charges upon foreign ves- 
sels entering the ports and harbors of the United States, or 
passing the light-houses thereof, as are charged by any cor- 
poration, or by any foreign Government, to the citizens or 
subjects of which such vessels may belong, upon vessels 
of the United States. The said money, when so collected, 
to be carried into the Treasury, and the amount thereof to 


| consider his decision. 
I 


be reported annually to Congress.” 


| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I submit whether 
' that amendment is in order or not? ee, 
| Mr. EVANS. I propose my amendment to 
come in directly after the first clause of the bill, 
relating to light-houses, and it relates exclusively 
to light-house establishments. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The opinion of the Chair 
is, that the amendment is not in order. ete? 

Mr. EVANS. I propose to raise means for 
thé sapport of light-houses. And if itis notin 
- order, £ am not ‘capable of drafting an amend- 
i ment that is in order. I hope the Chair will re- 
I think he will come to 
i the conclusion that the amendment is in order. If 


| there is any doubt about it, I should like to have 
the benefitof thatdoubt. It would save us a great 
deal of money, and it would not interfere with our 
establishments at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is still of the 
opinion, after an examination of the amendment, 
that it is not in order. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, requested that the 


| amendment be again read; and it was read accord- 


ingly. 
| Mr. JONES, Itis clearly out of order. ‘The 
| bill under consideration is for appropriating money, 
i and the proposed amendment 1s forraising money. 
i The CHAIRMAN. Such is the decision of 
j the Chair. f 
| Mr. GORMAN. I would like to ask the gen- 
| tleman from Maryland (Mr. Evans] if that is not 
the law now? 

[Cries of “Order!” «* Order !’’ and “ Hear him 
“Hear him !’’] ' 

Mr. EVANS. Itis not; but I cannot explain 
it to any extent now. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Che proposition under 
consideration is to appropriate money for the pur- 
pose of keeping up our tight-houses. The prop- 
osition submitted by the gentleman from Mary- 
land proposes to levy a tax or duty upon foreign 
i vessels which may enter our ports and pass our 
light-houses. The Chair decides that the amend- 
ment is not germane to the proposition now bè- 
; fore the committee. 

/ Mr. EVANS, If I modify the amendment so 
as to apply this money to the light-house system, 
! will the Chair then decide it in order? I will make 
| that modification, if it will obviate the objection of 
| the chairman. 

| The CHAIRMAN, 
| opinion of the Chair. 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


TER 


That will not alter the 


Mr. EVANS. Then] appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ma- 
ryland has submitted the amendment which has 
been reported by the Clerk. ‘The clause under 
consideration provides for the support and repairs 

i of light-houses, and the gentleman’s amendment 
| provides for levying a tax or light money upon 
| foreign vessels entering our harbors and passing 
‘our light-houses. The Chair decides that the 
‘amendment is not germane to the bill, and there- 
i fore not in order, From that decision the gentle- 
i man from Maryland [Mr. Evans] takes an appeal. 
| The question is, ‘* Shall the decision of the Chair 
| stand as the judgment of the committee a . 
1 Mr. McCORKLE demanded tellers; which 
| were ordered; and Messrs. Mason, and FULLER 
‘of Maine, were appointed. 
i The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
i noes 64. i 
| So ihe decision of the Chair was not sustained. 
| Mr. EVANS. I request the attention of the 
: committee to this very important question. 

'The light-houses of England are under the con- 
i trol of a corporation known as the Trinity Board. 
| The English Government makes no appropriation 
‘out of the National Treasury for the support of 
‘lights, bat permits the corporation to farm them 
‘out to individuals, who, under its direction, col- 


ed—ayes 53, 


| lect its dues and defray the expenses. 


I hold in my hand a copy of a correspondence 
| which took place between our Minister, the Hon. 
| Abbot Lawrence, and Viscount Palmerston upon 
‘the subject of these light-house dues. I believe 
| this correspondence has not been yet printed by 
| order of our Government, but it has been in Eng- 
land, and I have thus been enabled to procure it. 
| 

1 


I will call the attention of members to certain facts 
to be found in that correspondence, and also to 
the difference between the English and American 
| system of maintaining lights, in order that they 


i may perceive the unjust discrimination which is 
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made against American commerce and American 
shipping. ; oe 

e, as everybody knows, make appropriations 
out of the Treasury of something like a million of 
dollars annually for the erection-and maintenance 
of light-houses, and then throw them open free to 
all the world., English vessels arrive at and de- 
part from our ports and harbors free and untaxed. 

In return, what treatment have our ships in 
English harbors? Every American mail steamer 
entering at Liverpool pays for light dues sixty-two 
pounds for each voyage. If wecharged the Eng- 
lish steamers at the. same rates, we should collect 
from them annually no less a sum than three 
thousand two hundred and twenty-four pounds, 
(£3,224.) The twosteamers, the Washington and 
Hermann, running from New York to Bremen, 
touching only at Southampton, have paid in a sin- 
gle year, £800, including the charges for the Hel- 
igoland light, which, Mr. Lawrence says he is in- 
formed, those steamers have never Seen. 

This Heligoland light, I have been informed, is 
the property of two English ladies, of a wealthy 
family, who reap its revenues. 

One commercial house in New York, says Mr. 
Lawrence, running sixteen ships between that 
port, Liverpool, and London, paid ina single year 
£2,498 for light-house charges; about $12,000. 

Another American shipping house paid for lights 
in 1846 £2,252, or about $11,000. Mr. Lawrence 
further remarks, that— 


‘Within ten years past the shipping of the United States 
has contributed upon 7,872 vessels, the aggregate tonnage 
of which was over 4,681,925, the immense sum of two 
hundred and thirty-four thousand pounds sterling, or over 
$1,000,000, for the support of the light-house system of 
the United Kingdom.” 

He continues— 


“During the last year, (1850,) there appears to have been 
levied upon the shipping of the world for the light dues 
of the United Kingdom, between £400,000 and £500,090. 
Of this one fourteenth part was paid by citizens of the 
-United States; while British subjects, with a fleet doubtless 
equally large in the ports of the United States, have not 
been taxed at all for the maintenance of lights. The Gov- 
ernment of the United States, in view of its liberality, is 
justified in asking Her Majesty’s Government to do away 
with this great inequality, and remove this restriction on 
commerce. ”? $ 


Enough of these quotations, for I shall print 
the whole correspondence between Mr. Lawrence 
and Lord Palmerston, and I trust that it may be 
widely read. ‘ 

These, then, are the unjust differences made be- 
tween the treatment of American ships in English 
waters, and of English ships in American waters. 
It amounts to a discrimination in ten years of 
$1,100,000 against our commerce. Moreover, the 
discrimination is odious; for i have heard, and I 
believe, that the whole amount thus collected by 
British corporations, is not necessary for the sup- 
port of their lights, but that a large portion of it 
goes to pamper and support particular families, 
pensioners, and others. It is high time that this 
pitiful system was changed for the better; and the 
tone of argument and curtness of final action made 
use of by Viscount Palmerston, renders this a 
very necessary way of retaliating, and thus either 
of compelling an abandonment by the English of 
their unjust system, or, if that cannot be done, of 
compelling British ships to pay towards the sup- 
port of our light-houses the same amount that our 
ships pay towards the support of their light-houses. 
That.is fair and just, and must be brought about. 

Neither is this any time for continuing special 
favors and immunities to British shipping. We 
have lately beheld upon our northeastern frontier 
a British squadron, with little or no notice, seize, 
capture, and confiscate the vessels of our hard 
fishermen. Britain had doubtless forgotten the 
immunity from light charges and light dues which 
we, with unexampled generosity, have so long 
granted to her shipping on our waters; but I, sir, 
am now disposed to remind her of it, and to con- 
vince her, by thus putting her vessels and our own 
upon the same footing—by this act of just retalia- 
tion—that we accord favors only when they are 
generously returned, and that we can withdraw 
them when they are abused to our own injury. 

Sir, there is no reason that I know of why this 
amendment should not be adopted. Tt provides 
only that a foreign ship shall pay for the support 
of lights in our waters the same amount that our 
ships pay for the same purposes in foreign waters. 
Why a cotton ship from Charleston, or a mer- 
chant ship from New York, should be paying 
hundreds of dollars in England for lights, while 


English ships pay nothing at Charleston or New 
York, is beyond my conjecture. I trust that the 
adoption of this measure may at least induce the 
British Government to support its own lights, as 
we support our lights; or, if that purpose fail, this 
at least we shall gain—we will put our commerce 
upon an equality with theirs as respects charges, 
and shall derive a large revenue from their ship- 
ping for the support of our lights. I subjoin the 
correspondence: 


-MR. LAWRENCE TO VISCOUNT PALMERSTON. 


tt UNITED States LEGATION, 
138 Piccadilly, December 31, 1850. 

‘The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America, has the honor, under instructions from 
his Government, to invite the attention of Viscount 
Palmerston, Her Majesty’s Principal Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, to the subject of the 
light dues exacted of the mercantile marine of the 
United States entering the ports of the United 
Kingdom. 

“It is nearly two years since Her Majesty’s 
Government determined to respond to theinvitation 
of the United States, made to the world many years 
ago, and recommend Pariiament to repeal the pro- 
hibitory navigation laws of the kingdom; and the 
commerce of the two nations has been conducted 
for now just one year, on the reciprocal basis es- 
tablished in accordance with sael recommenda- 
tion. The United States ask Great Britain to 
carry out this principle; to establish reciprocity in 
fact, as well as in name—to do justice to the com- 
merce of the United States. 

“The light-houses, floating-lights, buoys, and 
beacons on the whole sea and lake coast, and riv- 
ers of the United States, were constructed and 
are maintained by the Federal Government, an 
annual appropriation being made by Congress for 
these objects. No light dues of any kind are 
levied, either on vessels of the United Sates oron 
ships of foreign nations. In the year 1792, there 
were but ten lights in the Union. In the year 
1848, there were two hundred and seventy light- 
houses, thirty floating-lights, one thousand buoys, 
besides numerous fixed beacons. There are prob- 
ably at this time, including those under construc- 
tion on the Pacific coast, more than three hundred 
light-houses, with a proportionate number of 
floating-lights, buoys, &c., all of which are given 
to the use of the world by the United States, 
without tax or charge. 

“The commerce of the United States is not met 
with a corresponding liberality in the ports of the 
United Kingdom. The reciprocity intended to be 
established by the navigation law of last year, and 
so much to be wished for between the two greatest 
commercial nations of the giobe, will not be realized 
if American tonnage continues to be subjected to 
onerous light duties in Great Britain, while Brit- 
ish vessels enjoy, without pay, the lights, &c., 
upon the coast of the United States. 

“ The undersigned is not unaware that the sys- 
tem of light dues in this country is somewhat 
complicated; but he believes that as reforms have 
been madein many other laws and customs adopted 
in former ages under a different state of society, 
so changes can be made in these, adapting them 
more to the present condition of the world, and to 
the liberal policy of other nations, 

“< In the illustration of the onerous and unequal 
operation of the present system of lights in Great | 
Britain upon American commerce, the undersigned | 
has the honor to ask Viscount Palmerston’s at- 
tention to a few examples. 

“ The American mail steamers entering at Liv- | 
erpool pay for light dues the sum of £62 for each | 
voyage. Ifthe British steamers were subjected to | 
the same charge in American ports, it would į 
amount annually to the great sum of £3,224. Two | 
steamers, the Washington and Hermann, return- 
ing from New York to Bremen, and touching on 
the way at Southampton, paid last year light dues 
to the amount of £800, including the charges for 
the Heligoland light; which the undersigned ‘is | 
informed they have never seen. The steamer 
Franklin, running between New York and Havre, 
and touching at Cowes, but without anchoring, 
merely to land its mails, has been subjected to, 
light dues; which have been paid by order of the 
Trinity House, but under protest of the consignees, 
One commercial house in New York, running six- 


teen ships between that port, Liverpool, and Lon- 


don, paid last year for such dues £2,498 3s. 6d. 
Another American shipping house paid for lights 
in 1849 the sum of £2,959. a 

‘« The undersigned will not multiply individual 
examples of the amount of this tax. ‘The number 
of American ships that entered the ports of the 
United Kingdom for nine months, ending October 
1, 1850, was 602, with a tonnage of 473,900. If 
one third be added for the last quarter of a year, 
the total will be 752 ships, and about 600,000 ions, 
being an average of nearly 800 tons to each ship. 
Assuming this calculation to be substantially cor- 
rect, it appears from the trade list that 3,909 
American vessels have entered the ports of the 
United Kingdom in the last four years, with a ton- 


| nage of 2,422,492. During the last ten years the 


number of American vessels entered into the United 
Kingdom has been 7,872, with an aggregate of 
4,681,925 tons, 

“The light dues are not the same in ‘all the 
ports of the United Kingdom. The rate at Liver- 


| pool is 103d. or 1]d.; whereas in London.the 


charge is 13d. per ton. If the average is taken at 
ls. per ton, a ship of 800 tons would pay £40, 
and 752 ships, with 600,000 tons register, would 
pay about £30,000, or $146,000 annually, and it 
is not probable that the amount of tonnage will 
decrease in coming years; 3,909 American ships 
must have paid, with a tonnage of 2,499,492, the 
sum of £121,000, or nearly $600,000. And within 
ten years last past, the shipping of the United 
States has contributed upon 7,872 vessels, the ag- 
gregate tonnage of which was 4,681,925, the im- 
mense sum of £234,000, or over $1,100,000, for 


| the support of the light-house system of the Uni- 


ted Kingdom. ‘ 

“ During the last year, there appears to have 
been levied upon the shipping of the world, for 
the light dues of the United Kingdom, between 
£400,000 and £500,000. Of this, one fourteenth 
part was paid by citizens of the United: States; 
while British subjects, with a fleet doubtless 
equally large in the ports of the United States, 
have not been taxed at all for the maintenance of 
lights. The Government of the United States, in 
view of its liberality, is justified in asking Her 
Majesty ’s Government to do away with this great 
inequality, and remove this restriction on com- 
merce. . 

“ The undersigned believes that no other nation 
levies so heavy a tax upon ships, in the form of 
light dues, as this. There are in the United States 
many more light-houses, &c., than in the United 
Kingdom; yet the annual appropriation for the 
construction of new, the repair of old light-houses, 
and the maintenance of both, does not equal one 
fifth of the annual amount raised for this purpose 
in the United Kingdom by the tax on the ship- 
ping coming into its ports. 

“In conclusion, the undersigned, on behalf of 
his Government, expresses the wish that Her 
Majesty’s Government may take this grave sub- 
ject into consideration; that it may speedily set 
free American shipping from so unequal and so 
onerous a restriction; that it may complete its 
great measures for commercial freedom, and may 
thus increase still more the intercommunication 
which is already producing such happy results, 

“The undersigned, &c., 

“ ABBOTT LAWRENCE.” 


VISCOUNT PALMERSTON TO MR. LAWRENCE, 


“ Foreian OFFICE, February 6, 1851. 

“The undersigned, &c., has the honor to in- 
form Mr. Lawrence, &c., that her Majesty ’s Gov- 
ernment has had under its consideration the note 
which Mr. Lawrence addressed to the undersigned 
on the 31st of December, complaining that heavy 
light dues are levied on American shipping in the 
ports of the United Kingdom, whilst no dues of 
the same kind are charged upon British ships fre- 
quenting the ports of the United States; and Mr. 
Lawrence says that he is instructed by his Gov- 
ernment to request that measures may be taken 
in order that American vessels may enjoy in Brit- 
ish ports, in regard to exemption both from light 
dues and other similar charges, the same advant- 
ages which British vessels enjoy in the ports of the 
United States, 

‘In reply, the undersigned has the honor to 
state, that the difference between the treatment of 
British vessels in American ports, and that of 
American vessels in British ports, in regard to 
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light dues, is a consequence of the difference 
which exists between the system on which coast 
lights are maintained in the United States, and the 
system on which such lights are maintained in the 
United Kingdom. 

«In the United States, the coast lights are erected 
and maintained. by the Federal Government, and 
the expenses connected with those lights form 
part of the general expenditure of that Govern- 
ment. The Federal Government, therefore, has 
a right to determine whether it shall reimburse 
itself for this outlay by levying light duties upon 
shipping, or whether, on the whole, it may not 
be more for the advantage of the United States, 
and more conducive to the commercial pros- 
pony, of the nation, that this charge should be 

orne by the public revenue, and that the com- 
merce of the Union should be freed from any bur- 
den in the shape of light dues upon vessels fre- 
quenting the ports of the Union, The Government 
of the United States having power to decide this 

uestion, has determined wisely, as Her Majesty’s 

Xovernment think, as well as liberally, to free 
the commerce of the Union from any burden on 
this account, and to defray out of the national 
revenue the actual cost of erecting and maintaining 
the coast lights. 

«c [f the coast lights of the United Kingdom had 


been established upon the same principle, and if |! 


they had been erected and were maintained at the 
public expense, and if they were managed and 
administered by a department of the State, it is 
possible that Her Majesty’s Government might 
think that it would be best for the general inter- 
ests of the nation that the system of the United 
States in regard to these matters should be adopted 
in this country, and that the commerce of the 
United Kingdom should be relieved from the bur- 
den of light dues. 

“But the British Government has not the 
power to deal with this matter as it pleases; the 
various lights which are established round the 
coasts of the United Kingdom have been erected 
and are maintained by various corporate bodies; 
and those corporate bodies are entitled, by patents 
and by acts of Parliament, to levy certain dues 
upon shipping, in order to raise the necessary in- 
come for paying interest on the capital laid out in 
the construction of the lights, and for providing 
the means requisite for defraying the expense of 
maintaining those lights. 

« Her Majesty’s Government have no right or 
power to order these corporate bodies to abstain 
from levying these dues, and these dues could not 
be made to cease, unless Parliament was to vote 
such sums as would be necessary to buy up for 
the public interest which the private parties con- 
cerned have in these lights; nor unless Parliament 
were at the same time to authorize the Govern- 
ment to abolish light dues for the future, and were 
to charge upon the public revenue the expense of 
maintaining the lights. 

“The expediency of adopting such a course 
has, indeed, from time to time been suggested, but 
the question has not hitherto been considered with 
a view to any practical decision. 

“ Her Majesty’s Government, however, cannot 
admit that the difference which exists between the 
system which prevails in the United States, and 
that which exists in Great Britain, in regard to 
coast lights, has the effect of infringing upon that 
principle of commercial reciprocity between Great 
Britain and the United States, which forms the 
basis of the treaty of 1815. It is no part of the 
engagements of that treaty, that the internal sys- 
tem and local arrangements of the two countries, 
upon commercial matters, shall be the same. But 
the principle distinctly laid down in the second 
paragraph of the first article of the treaty of 1815 
is, that the vessels of each country shall, in the 
ports of the other, be treated, in regard to duties 
and charges, in the same manner and on the same 
footing as national vessels; and this stipulation is 
strictly observed in regard to the light dues which 
are levied upon American vessels in British ports, 
for no other or higher light dues are levied in those 
ports upon American vessels than are levied in 
those ports upon vessels belonging to the United 
Kingdom. 

‘But if the British light dues cannot be deemed 
to be any infringement of the principle of recipro- 
eity which forms the basis of the treaty of 1815, 
neither can they be considered as in any degree 
conflicting with the liberal principle upon which 


the present navigation law of Great Britain is 
founded. For that navigation Jaw relates to the 
admission of foreign ships into British ports with 
| certain goods on board, and coming from certain 
voyages, which goods and voyages would, before 
the passing of that Jaw, have involved an exclusion 
from a British port; but that law has no reference 
to light dues or harbors dues, nor does it make 
any mention of such matters, and it cannot, there- 
fore, be appealed to as requiring, for its complete 
| execution, that any change should be made in such 
matters. 

“Her Majesty ’s Government are quite ready to 
| discuss with the Government of the United States 
any question which may arise in regard to any 
supposed incompletenessin the mutual application 
of that principle of reciprocity in matters of navi- 
gation, which is contained in the act 12 and 13 
Vict., cap. 29; but willing and desirous as they 
areto carry out the provisions of that act to the 
fullest extent, with respect to all countries which 
are disposed, as the United States have declared 
themselves to be, to pursue a similar course, yet 
her Majesty’s Government cannot admit the force 
of arguments founded upon a constructive appli- 
cation of that Jaw to matters which are wholly 
beyond the range of its enactments. 


“The undersigned, &c., PALMERSTON.” 
MR. LAWRENCE TO VISCOUNT PALMERSTON. 
Unxrrep Strares LEGATION, 
138 Piccadilly, February, 12, 1851. } 
|“ The undersigned, Envoy Extraordinary and 
| Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
| America, has the honor to acknowledge the receipt 
l of the note of Viscount Palmerston, Her Britannie 
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs, of the 6th inst., in. reply to the former 
note of the undersigned to Lord Palmerston on 
the subject of the imposition of light dues on the 
tonnage of the United States within the ports of 
| the United Kingdom, and will not fail to transmit 
| a copy to his Government by the earliest oppor- 
| tunity. 
; The undersigned avails himself of this ocea- 
į sion to correct an error into which Her Majesty’s 
| Government seem to have fallen with reference to 
i the request made by the undersigned, on behalf of 
the Government of the United States, on this sub- 
| ject. 
“The Government of the United States is not 
| unaware of the difference between the system on 
which coast lights are maintained in the United 
States and the system on which such lights are 
maintained in the United Kingdom. On the con- 
trary, the undersigned alluded to that difference in 
the former communication he had the honor to 
make to Viscount Palmerston, with reference to 
them. That fact does not, however, diminish the 
i pressure of this tax upon the shipping of the 
United States. And while the undersigned dis- 
claims all intention of discussing the particular 
mode by which the lights of the United Kingdom 
are maintained, he still cherishes the hope that 
there is nothing in that system to prevent the 
changes for which his Government has asked. 
«The Federal Government does not rest this 
request on the provisions of the convention of 
1815. Lord Palmerston justly says, that ‘it is no 
‘part of the engagements of that treaty, that the 
‘internal system and local arrangements of the 
‘two countries upon commercial matters shall be 
“the same.’ 
“© Neither does it seek to view the present navi- 
i gation law of the United Kingdom as liberating 
| the commerce of the United States from the tax. 
| Were that the case, there would have been no oc- 
i casion to instruct the undersigned to make the 
i communication of the 31st of December last. 
| 
| 


‘©The Federal Government rests this request 
| solely on the fact that the commerce of Great 
Britain enjoys, without charge, the lights, bea- 
‘ cons, and buoys, maintained by the United States 
i on a coast several thousand miles in extent; while 
|i the commerce of the United States is heavily taxed 
| for the support of similar lights, beacons, and 
| buoys, in the United Kingdom. In view of this 
i fact, it asks Her Majesty’s Government to meet 
! the liberality of the United States with a recipro- 
| cal liberality. And, as an additional reason for 
| granting the request, it points to the present com- 
| mercial policy of the two nations, founded pro- 
on the principle of reciprocity; and it 


fessedly 
er Majesty’s Government to extend the 


invites H 


principle still further, and treat the commerce of 
the United States as liberally as the United States 
treat the commerce of the United Kingdom. 

‘«The undersigned trusts that no question will 
arise in regard to any supposed incompleteness in 
the mutual application of that principle of recipro- 
city in matters of navigation, contained in the 
act 12and 13 Vic., c. 29, to render necessary the 
discussion for which Viscount Palmerston ex- 
presses the readiness of Fler Majesty’s Govern- 
ment. 

<: The undersigned has great pleasure in learn- 
ing that the expediency of adopting such a course 
as that of the United States has been, from time 
to time, suggested, and renews the expression of 
the hope that Her Majesty’s Government may 


| devise some way to remove or to lighten this bur- 
i den, which now falls so heavily on the commerce 


of the United States. The undersigned, &c., 
“« ABBOTT LAWRENCE.” 


VISCOUNT PALMERSTON TO MR. LAWRENCE. 
“ Foreign Orrice, February 14, 1851. 
“The undersigned, &c., has the honor to in- 
form Mr. Lawrence, &c., that he has received, 
and has referred to the proper department of Her 


: Majesty’s Government, the note which Mr, Law- 


rence addressed to the undersigned, on the 12th 
instant, relative to the light dues which are levied 
on American shipping in the ports of the United 
Kingdom. The undersigned, &c., 

“ PALMERSTON.” 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I agree with the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] in some 
of his views. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must remind 
the gentleman that by the language of the rule he 
must oppose the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY. The Chair will excuse me. I 
understand that point perfectly well, but it does 
not follow that, agreeing with much that the gen- 
tleman has said, | approve of his amendment; for 
there may be other reasons which he has not 
stated that will show the impropriety of his amend- 
ment, although all he has stated may be true. 

an CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. BAYLY. I therefore say, sir, I agree in 
most that the gentleman from Maryland has said, 
but I desire to call his attention to a point, upon 
which, I confess, I am not prepared to give a de- 
finitive opinion to this committee, because the 
proposition has been sprung upon the House, and 
without notice to me. It has only struck me at 
the moment. I desire to know of the gentieman 
to what extent his amendment will interfere with 
our treaties with Great Britain, and whether his 
attention has been directed to that point? My 
impression is that it will conflict with them. 

Mr. EVANS. Lord Palmerston, in this corre- 
spondence, says expressly that itwill not, Hesays 
it has no connection with it. 

Mr. BAYLY. By our treaty relations with 
Great Britain, she is put upon the footing of the 
most favored nations, and we have agreed that we 
will impose no higher or other charges ‘upon her 
vessels than we impose upon ourawn. Now, this 


| amendment provides that we are to levy and col- 
| lect light-house duties from those nations which 
i collect them from us, and none others; and it pro- 


poses to impose charges on British vessels which 
we do notimpose upon our own. I doubt whether 
such a provision as that is precisely in accordance 
with our treaties. But granting that the object 
aimed atis proper, and I have Jong thought that it 
was a proper mode of supporting the light house 
system, yet Ido doubt exceedingly whether this 
committee ought to passit before we have more 


‘ time to look into the facts relating to this subject. 


I approve of the object, but unless the gentleman 
is informed upon the point I have suggested, Í am 
opposed to itsadoption. They ought to be looked 
into. 

Mr. EVANS. I will merely state that it only 
puts her upon the footing of the most favored 
nation. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I propose an 
amendment to the effect that the duties shall be 
the same as those levied in Great Britain. 

Mr. EVANS. That is there now. 

Mr. STANTON. It differs from the proposi- 


Further debate is not in 
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tion of the gentleman in this: he proposes that 
the vessels of each nation shall be charged the 
same light-house duties. which. American vessels 


are charged upon its coast. The objection stated | 


by the gentleman from. Virginia [Mr. Bayiy] has 
yalidity. Great Britain might justly complain 
that she was not placed upon a footing with the 
most favored nations, but if we, pass a general 
_daw fixing a light-house duty applicable to all ves- 


sels of all nations, there could be no complaint, | 


and the objection of the gentleman from Virginia 
vanishes. But so long as Great Britain might 
have that ground of complaint, the gentleman’s ar- 
gument would be correct. I propose this amend- 
mentsimply as a suggestion to the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Evans.] lagree in all that he 
has said, except in that particular part of his prop- 
osition which makes different charges upon ves- 
sels of different nations, of which, according to 
our treaties with Great Britain, she might justly 
complain. ; : 

Mr. WALSH. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee. 


This ts a matter which it seems to me at this time li 


we should not give our attention to at all. The 
facts alluded to ought to be ascertained by a com- 
mittee of this House. We ought to see what 
Governments levy these light duties against us, 
and the matter should be looked into under the 
direction of Congress, if it be possible, and the 


President should'not be left to find out all these facts | 
for himself. The true jurisdiction is here, sir. I | 


am against the amendment for another reason. 
T am opposed to it upon the grounds which. have 
been mentioned by my honorable colleague and 
friend, [Mr. Evans.} “I am opposed to this sys- 


tem of pouting. Ido not want to say to Great | 


Britain that because she hasinterfered with our fish- 
eries upon the north, we will pout at her by levy- 
ing these duties. J understand that if we say that 
to them we have received sufficient satisfaction for 
all she has done in this matter. I trust that at 
this time this committee will do no such thing. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. l suggest to 
the gentleman that the motive for this proposition 
is the duty charged by Great Britain for her light- 
houses and not the fisheries. 

Mr. WALSH. I understand that is the ground, 


but it will seem otherwise if we adopt the amend- | 


ment, because her vessels are now upon our coast. 
I do not mean to say that is the motive, but the 
honorable gentleman says that she cannot com- 
pan of it because she has done this injury to us. 


hope she will be called to an account for that in- 


jury in another way. 

Mr. STANTON. So do I. 

Mr. WALSH. I hope we will not pass the 
amendment. at this time, for the world will say 
that we have done it like a child in a passion. 1 
trust that is not the motive. I hope Great Britain 
by this time is aware that she has to make satis- 
faction in a different way; and before any nego- 
tiation is entered into, that the Government and 
Executive may understand the matter. 


Mr.STANTON. This subject was under con- | 


sideration by the Ministers of the respective Gov- 
ernments before this fishing difficulty occurred. 
Mr. WALSH. I understand, in addition to 


that, that my honorable friend complains of the | 


manner in which the British Minister has treated 
ours as an additional reason, Let us see all of 
these things. Let us see the correspondence. Let 
us see how he has been treated. Let us under- 
stand what light duties Great Britain levies upon 
our citizens trading there. Let us ascertain what 
light duties are levied by France and other Gov- 
ernments upon them. Letus havea system; and 
let Congress take it under its jurisdiction, instead 
of leaving it to the President to ascertain all of 
these facts. Let us not do it now. Iam one of 
those men, Whig as I am, who trust that the 
Secretary of State is not at this time carrying on 
any negotiation. If he is carrying on negotiation 
in the face of the British fleet off our northern 
coast, he ought not to be kept in his office. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I should like, if it 
be in order, to ask the gentleman a question. 

A Memsper. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Obj 
gentleman cannot proceed. 

The question was then put upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee; and it was 
not agreed to. . > 

Mr. FULLER. For the purpose of making an 


ection being made the 


i 
i 
i 
i 


inquiry, I move to strike out the word ‘ Presi- 
dent” from the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland, so that it will read: ‘There be and 
hereby is,” &c. I wish to inquire of the gentle- 
man from Maryland, who introduced this resolu- 
tion, whether the British Government discrimin- 
ates and levies light-house duties upon our com- 
merce and our navigation which she does pot upon 
her own? : i 
Mr. EVANS. No, sir. -> 

| Mr. FULLER. Then I would ask if there 
| would not be a difficulty on the part of our Gov- 
l 

i 


ernment. discriminating by levying a đuty upon 
their shipping and not upon our own? ~ 
Mr. EVANS. No,sir. -Theduty on our ship- 
| ping is levied by the generalappropriation from the 
| Treasury. They levy a special tax upon our 
| commerce. If the amendment be adopted, their 
i shipping in our port will only be put upon the 
same footing that ours is in their ports. : 

Mr. BROOKS. Iam in favor of the principle 
of this amendment, but I agree with the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Bayny]—at least it is my 
present impression—that it is inconsistent with 
the treaty of commerce we have with Great Brit- 
ain of 1815. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine is the only one now under 
consideration, j 

Mr. BROOKS. - I propose to speak against the 
adoption of the amendment for the levying of this 
light duty. By the treaty of 1815, and reciprocal 
laws-in pursuance of this and other treaties, Great 
Britain is placed upon the footing of the most fa- 
vored nations. If, therefore, we attempt to carry 
| the proposition out, discriminating against Brit- 
ish vessels, we will not only have to levy a duty 
upon England, but alike duty upon all other for- 
eign nations, and also alike duty upon our own 
commerce. In order to carry outthe principles of 
the treaty of 1815, and our reciprocal navigation 
acts, itstrikes me just now that we shall be obliged to 
levy alike duty not only upon all other European 
nations, but upon all American vessels, because 


has the right to come into an American port sub- 
ject exactly to the same duties as an American 
| vessel. Nevertheless, if the principle proposed can, 
it ought to be carried out. Great Britain deserves 
that retaliation from us, for the wrong she inflicts 


Trinity Board, is a great one; but it is a wrong 
that is inflicted upon herself, and upon all other 
nations of the earth, as well as the United States 
of America. We cannot complain of it as un- 
equal, or as discriminating. I shall certainly not 
resist with any ardor the adoption of this amend- 
ment in committee, and I donot know that any 
harm would arise in sending it to the Senate. for 
their examination. My impression is, neverthe- 
less, that it is inconsistent with the treaty of 1815. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. As*the gen- 
tleman’s time has not expired, I will make a sug- 
gestion. Our treaty with Great Britain, which 
requires that she shall be placed upon the footing 
of the most favored nations, would not require, in 
levying light-house duties, that we should levy 
them upon our own citizens as well as those of 
other nations, 


navigation with Great Britain, and our reciprocal 
laws, provide that British vessels shall enter the 
ports of the United States upon the same terms 
and regulations, as to tonnage or other duties, as 
American vessels. A perfect reciprocity now ex- 


navigation act of June, 1850. Collecting light- 
j house taxes, both of American and British ves- 
sels in British ports, is no violation of that reci- 


_ unless we levy the same duties both on British 
; and American vessels in American ports. ` 
Mr. FULLER, with the unanimous consent of 
| the committee, then withdrew his amendment. 
Mr. MEADE. I submit the following proviso 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land: 
| | Provided, That such duties shall not conflict with ex- 
| isting treaties. ` i 
| _ I think there is a provision in our treaty with 
| Great Britain, to the effect that her vessels shall 
| enter the ports of the United States upon the terms 


| 

| 

| procity, and my impression is we cannot retaliate, | 
| 

i 

i 


! granted to other nations. I believe there are pro- 


the duties must be uniform. A British ship now Í 


upon our people in her light taxes exacted by the | 


Mr. BROOKS. Our treaty of commerce and | 


ists under our treaties and navigation acts, and | 
| sucha reciprocity has existed since the British | 


| tion, an 


visions to that effect in nearly all of our treaties. 
If that be the case, we cannot discriminate so as 
to levy atax upon the vessels of England, or of 
any other nation with whom there is such a treaty, 
unless that tax be-a uniform one. Now, the tax 
Great Britain leviesmay be a uniform one. Shemay 
levy those duties upon every vessel entering her 
poris,and ifso, there is nodiscrimination against the 
United States., But if we pass this amendment, 
the President of the United States is required to 
levy these duties upon the vessels of such nations 
as levy similar duties upon our vessels. Now, 
sir, if we tax the vessels of Great Britain and 
France, or any other nation with which we have 
| such a treaty as I have described, it would be a 
discriminating duty upon the vessels of such a 
nation, which would not be entering our ports 
upon terms as favorable as those granted to other 
nations. . 

Mr. EVANS. 
amendment. . ; 

Mr. MEADE. Then I have only another 
word to say. It is very evident that this is an 
important step taken in the commercial regula- 
| tions of the country, and I am opposed to doing 
so without having maturely considered the sub- 
ject. It has been sprung upon this House, and 
the remarks which have already fallen from gen- 
tlemen in committee, show that this js a question 
we ought to consider maturely before we adopt it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. When the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland was 
first read, E must say that ] was favorably im- 
pressed with it, but the discussion which has en- 
sued has satisfied me that it would be improper to 
‘ adopt that amendment. _ 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment now un- 
der consideration is the one proposed by the gen- 
| tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I suppose that the amend- 
ment, proposed by the gentleman from Virginia, 
being a proviso to it, will have the effect either to 
restrain or enlarge it, and that, therefore, the mer- 
its of the original proposition are, to a certain de- 
gree, under consideration. Now, I understand 
the gentleman from Maryland to say this matter 
has been the subject of negotiation, or at least of 
correspondence between the British Government 
and our Minister. That correspondence has not 
been laid before this House that. I am aware of. 
For my pait, it has not fallen under my observa- 

I am unprepared, at this time, to say 
| whether we ought to adopt that amendment, bear- 
ing as it does upon our treaty stipulations with 
foreign nations—particularly with Great. Britain. 
If the correspondence that has ensued admits the 
proposition, which I understand the gentleman to 
hint, that if we pass these provisions we shall not 
infringe the treaty stipulations between us and 
Great Britain, then, sir, one impediment will be 
removed, ` 

Mr. EVANS, With the gentleman’s permis- 
| sion, L will call the attention of the committee to 
one quotation. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, I should like to have the 
whole correspondence read to the committee be- 
| fore it is called to pass upon this proposition. If 
it cannot be, I hope they will vote against it. 

Mr. EVANS. I call attention to the following 
extract: 

“The Federal Government does not res 
the provisions of the convention of 1815.” 

Lord Palmerston justly says, that— 


_ “Itis no part of the engagements of that treaty, that the 
internal system and local arrangements of the two countries 
upon commercial matters shall be the same.” 


l shall accept the gentleman’s 


t this request on 


In order to obviate objection, I am willing to 
accept the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Mrapz.] i 

Mr. SEYMOUR. This is a general proposi- 
tion. -It applies to all nations with which we have 
treaty stipulations, and I think, for one, it will be 
imprudent at this time to adopt so general a prop- 
osition without a thorough investigation by one of 
the committees of this House. I hope it will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. EVANS. J accept the amendment of the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Mrapr.} 

Mr. DEAN. I move to strike out the word 
‘*President.’? Ido this merely for the reason, 
that the gentleman from Maine {Mr. FuLLER] saw 
fit to withdraw it. I see no way in which you 
can execute this law, if you authorize the Presi- 
dent to levy this light duty. It strikes me that if 
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this system should be adopted, it should be adopt- 
ed by a special act. Ifthe gentleman will look at 
his own amendment, he will see that it can never 
be executed by the President. It makes a dis- 
crimination; and we have to find out what each 
Government does, and ‘then the President must 
direct somebody to collect it for him. Itseems to 
me that this amendment can never be carried out. 
If the system is right, let it be presented in a bill, 
and then we will adopt it after discussion. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I rise merely 
to state, that I am opposed to this amendment and 
the original amendment. This is a very import- 
ant question, and the more it is discussed the 
more evidence we have of its importance. Our 


relations at the present time with Great Britain are | 
It is necessary that we should un- | 
derstand this whole matter before we adopt the | 


very delicate. 


amendment or the principles of the amendment 
suggested by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Evans.] Thope that the whole amendment will 
be voted down; and if this matter is to be acted 
upon, l hope that the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations will bring the subject before the House 
with all the evidence necessary to enlighten. us in 
regard to the principle contained in the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. EVANS. I should like to say to the gen- 
tleman that this bill has to go to the Senate, before 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, and that 
committee can consider it. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Dean’s 
amendment, and it was rejected, 

The question then recurred on Mr. Evans’s 
amendment. 


Mr. EVANS demanded tellers; which were | 


ordered; and Messrs. Evans, and CAMPBELL of 
Illinois, were appointed. 

, : 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 64, noes 52. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The following clause of the bill was then read; | 


« Por supplying light-houses, containing 3,272 lamps, 
with oil, tube-glasses, wicks, buf skins, whiting, and cot- 
ton cloth, transportation, and other expenses on the sane, 
and for repairing and keepingin repair the lighting appara- 
tus, $182,330 78. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I move to strike 
this section out. I make this motion for the pur- 

oseof calling the attention of the committee to the 
inequality in the appropriations from the National 
Treasury for the protection to internal and exter- 
nal commerce. 

It will be recollected, that in the river and har- 
bor bill, which passed this House a few days ago, 
about five sixths of the amount appropriated in 


that bill were appropriated to the protection of} 


foreign commerce. 
This morning the House voted down a resolu- 


tion from one of the standing committees of the | 
House, authorizing the engraving of maps of a | 


survey for a canal round the Fails of the Ohio, 
which would have cost some $600 or $700. 

It is now proposed in the clause which I pro- 
pese,to strike out to appropriate $182,330 for 
keeping up the lights upon the Atlantic coasts. 


The whole amount appropriated for light-houses | 


is $429,905. There is also, in a subsequent part 
of this bill, an appropriation of $366,000 for the 
continuation of the coast survey; making an ag- 
gregate of $795,905 appropriated in this bill for 
the protection of foreign commerce. 
is true that the condition of the Treasury will not 
warrant theappropriation of es large sums as could 
be profitably expended in the protection of the in- 
ternal commerce of the country. But I shall 
alwaysinsist that such appropriations as are made 
shall be distributed with some sort of equality to 
the different sections of the country, according to 
the wants and’ necessitiesof commerce, whether 
domestic or foreign. The pressing necessities for 
appropriations for the western rivers cannot be 
denied; yet they ave steadily and constantly re- 


fused. And, while I admit the necessity for these | 


light-house appropriations, yet I would refuse 
them, until gentlemen should make some reason- 
able appropriations for western rivers. 

Mr. BROOKS, The gentleman is forgetting 
altogether, in the course of his remarks, that the 
whole lake coast, from the St. Lawrence border, 
belonging to us, the coast of Lake Ontario, of Lake 
Erie, of Lake Michigan, Lake Huron, Lake Su- 
perior, all the upper lakes, the Mississippi river, 


I presume it | 


i! 


| of the vast interests of the West. 


and the whole lake coast of Ohio, is lighted, as 
well as the Atlantic coast. i 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. There areno light- 
houses upon the Mississippi. 

Mr. BROOKS. Ifit be in order, I should like 
to show the gentleman that, instead of throwing 
his obstruction in the way of appropriations upon 
the Atlantic coast, he should direct his remarks to 
Ohio, Indiana, and Illinois, and convert the people 
there as to their policy in improvements. Large | 
masses of people there are against him, and he 
should correct them before he assails us. The 
difficulty lies in the gentleman’s own neighbor- | 
hood. Hence, these remarks against the Atlantic 
States are uncalled for and unnecessary; but they 
are frequently made without any particular pur- 
pose or any particular direction. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to reduce f 


the sum $50,000. 1 agree in the remarks of my 
colleague as to the propriety of making these ap- | 
propriations upon some basis that wil! be equal. 


A very simple proposition was made this morning || 


in regard to a very important improvement —— 
_Mr. HOUSTON. Is that debate in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that any + 
discussion of a proposition pending in the House 
this morning is not in order, and the gentleman į 
from Ohio (Mr. Campse.y] must confine his re- 
marks to the amendment which he has submitted. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, Then ! desire to say that 
I see no reason why this enormous amount of 
money should be appropriated to the light-houses, 
when nothing is proposed to be done for the great 
commercial interests of the Mississippi valley. 
The gentleman from New York {Mr. Brooks] 
talks about the light-houses upon the Ohio and 
Mississippi and the western waters; when, in | 
fact, such a thing as a light-house upon any of 
those great rivers would be regarded as a great 
curiosity. When a gentleman as intelligentas the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] is pre- 
sumed to be, makes an assertion of that kind, it 
illustrates the character of Jegislation that we have 
here in relation to western interests, and the ex- 
tent of the information of members of the East as 
o our real condition. We ask as a matter of 
right, if you will give us nothing there to facilitate 
the great commercial interests of that region, that 
you shall reduce the amount of your taxes upon 
us for the purpose of keeping up your light-house 
system upon the sea-board and the northern lakes. 
l said the other day that there is and has been a 
combination here of the commercial interests of 
the sea-board and lakes, against the great valley 
of the Mississippi and the interior rivers of the 
country. 

Mr. MARTIN. Where do you want light- 
houses ? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. We do not want light- | 
houses. Take out the snags. But if you do not | 
take out the snags give us lights, that our steam- | 
boats and other craft may steer by them in the 
dark hours of the night. We demand something | 
to be done there, that human life and property 
may not be endangered. Until this is done, will 
vote to strike out every dollar for light-houses in 
this and every other bill, I will do all I can to 
‘shut off the gas” from the lights we have so long 
kept up for your benefit, unless you will give 
some just and substantial aid to remove impedi- 
ments to western navigation. 

lt is the only way left by which we can suc- j 
cessfully bring this House to a proper appreciation 
I propose to 
strike out the present sum and insert 50,000. | 
That is enough under the circumstances, and it is | 
ten times as much as should be given until there 
is something done for the other interests of the 
interior, which have been so long and so shame- | 
fully neglected. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I will say in oppo- 
sition to the amendment of-the gentleman from ; 


| Ohio, that even supposing everything he says is | 
true, thisis not the proper place to make the re- i 


form that he proposes. Light-houses run through 
three bills. The light-house bill proper comes | 
from the Committee on Commerce, and they au- ; 
thorize all of the new structures which are to be 
made. After they have been authorized by law, | 
they then go into the Army appropriation bill, and | 
whilst they are in course of construction they are 
under the charge of the War Department. But | 
after they are finished, they then go into the civil 
and diplomatic bill, and the appropriations in this 


[i ter it may. 


li Š 

Í bill are only for light:houses already established, 
|and already existing. Now, 1 do not suppose 
that the gentleman, because he thinks justice js not 
done to the West, wishes to leave without sup- 
port, light-houses that have actually been con- 
structed. 

A Memper. Yes, he does. 

Mr. BAYLY. Very well; if he proposes th 
I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. We once had 
snag-boats on the Mississippi which you allowed 
| to go down for want of appropriations. 
| Mr. SMART. With the permission of the 
i gentleman from Virginia, I will occupy the re- 
| 7 h 2 
i mainder of his five minutes. The gentleman from 
i Ohio [Mr. Camppety] says that there are no light- 
| houses located in Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I beg to correct the gen- 
i tleman. I did not say so atall. J said there were 
none on the Ohio river. 

: Mr.SMART. Iwill read fram the Blue-Book 
a list of light-houses in Ohio, that will show that 
the gentleman is mistaken if he says there are no 
light- houses in that State. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman is misrep- 
| resenting me. I said there were no light-houses 
on the Ohio and other western.rivers. I repeat 
once more, I did not say there were none upon 
the lake shore. 

Mr. SMART. 
gentleman, but 

[Cries of * Order!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The five minutes of the 
gentleman from Virginia have expired. 

Mr.SMART. Then I move to amend tho 
| amendment by striking out 450,000,” and in- 
serting ** $40,000” in lieu thereof. 

1 will say, without any reference to the remarks 
of the gentleman from Ohio, DA CAMPBELL, } 
that upon examining the Blue-Book, I find a list 
of Jight-houses in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, I must correct the gentle- 
man again. In reply to the gentleman from New 
| York, (Mr. Brooxs,] who stated that there were 
hght-houses on the Missouri and Mississippi 
| rivers, 1 expressly said there were no light-houses 
on the western rivers. 

Mr. SMART. Without reference to the asser- 
tion of the gentleman, I suppose it is still compe- 
tent for me to show how many light-houses there 
are in the State of Ohio, and that is what I intend 
todo. If the gentleman will permit me, I will 
| read from the Blue-Book the list of light-houses in 
that State. It is as follows: 

Grand river and beacon; Cleveland and beacon; 
Conneaut river beacon; Ashtabula beacon; Black 
river beacon; Turtle Island; Sandusky; Port Clin- 
ton; Huron river beacon; Cedar Point beacon; 
Western Sister Island; Vermillion beacon. 

Mr. Chairman, these are all light-houses in 
Ohio, and | want to ask the gentleman if he wishes 
any more. If he does, let him make his applica- 
tion to the Committee on Commerce, and the wants 
of his section will doubtless be considered. 
|; Yshould like to know if he wishes to put out 
every light on the coast of the United States? I 
ask him whether these light-houses are not re- 
motely for the benefit even of his section of the 
į country? I wish to know how the gentleman 
could get his products to the European market, if 
all the lights were blown out from one end of the 
coast to the other? I do not think that is a very 
statesmanlike proposition, come from what quar- 
It strikes methatitis not. I find that 
there are twelve light-houses in the State of Ohio, 
and I think that under the circumstances, consid- 
ering that there is very little coast in Ohio, that 
will do very well. The gentleman need not be 
quite so squeamish about this appropnation for 
light-houses. It-seems to me, that it would bea 
very remarkable thing if the American Congress 
were to blow out the lights on the whole coast, 
from Maine to Florida—‘‘shut off the gas.” That 
iis the proposition of the gentleman, as I under- 
i stand it. Itis suggested to me by the gentleman 
i from Virginia, [Mr. Bayry,] that they have more 
| light-houses in Ohio in proportion to their extent 
of coast than we have in Maine. Such, sir, is the 
| fact. The coast of Maine is a very long one. It 
l has a shore line of 1,355 miles. 


at 


I may have misunderstood the 


|| Mr. GIDDINGS said: I am opposed to the 


| amendment to the amendment. . But I rise to en- 
ter my protest against the ideas advanced by my 
ii colleague, [Mr. Camppexi.] Sir, I have sat here 
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during the discussion on the harbor and river bill, 
and heard myself and my colleagues of the lake- 
shore assailed, as having entered into a combina- 
tion with the gentlemen from the sea-coast in order 
_to procure appropriations for the lakes and sea- 
board while we neglected the western rivers. 
Now, sir, I desire to know on what my colleague 
has- based this unfounded assertion, = 

[Cries of ** Order !?’] i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will my colleague allow 
me to explain? . 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Not now, for I have only 
five minutes. My colleague may have ten min- 
utes afterwards, if he can get it. [Laughter.] I 
believe my colleague supports the present Admin- 
istration: 7 ; : 

{Loud cries of ‘¢ Order!’?] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
must confine his remarks to the amendment which 
he is opposing. 2 í 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Lintend todo it most strictly. 
I now say that the.proper bureau has all the in- į 
telligence upon this subject which can be procured; 
and the head of that. bureau tells us where these 
appropriations for light-houses on the lakes and | 
sea-board, and for the removal of snags, and so 
forth, on the rivers are necessary. Now, let me | 
say to the country, that every dollar recommended 
by the present Executive for the improvement of 
western rivers has been embraced in the bill which 
we have passed for that purpose; and the wrath and 
denunciation of my colleagues have been poured 
out upon gentlemen here, because we did not go 
-beyond the proper bureau, and take upon our- 
selves the province of declaring appropriations 
necessary and important, where the Executive has 
not done it, and where we had no knowledge that 
they were necessary. Sir, I feel a little upon this 
subject. I have confidence in the bureau that has 
this matter in charge, and when they tell us what 
is necessary, I believe them, for they have the 
means of knowing better than my colleague or my- 
self, or other gentlemen, 

. Nowy; in regard to light houses. My colleague 
wants to put out the lights on the lake shore. Sir, 
will he stand up here and say that he is opposed to 
this appropriation to light the tempest-tossed mar- 
iners on our lakes? ' Will he say to his constitu- 
ents, and to the people of Ohio, that those lights 
should be extinguished, and that the sailors upon 
our lakes shall wander in the darkness and storms, 
liable to be cast upon our iron-bound shores for 
want of lights? No, sir. I understand this mat- 
ter. I understand these denunciations. I under- 
stand this charge of conspiracy. Who have en- 
tered into any such combination? l hope my 
colleague will point them out. I undertake to say 
that there has been no such thing as the gentleman 
‘has imputed to us dreamed of. No man ever 
thought of it. I have voted for every appropria- 
tion for’ harbors and for rivers that has been rec- 
ommended by the proper bureau and reported to 
this House. The Committee on Commerce cut 
down the appropriations recommended by the De- 
partment for harbors on our lakes, but not so with 
the rivers. My own district has been.denied the 
amount recommended by the Administration, but 


not so with my colleague’s district and the other || 


districts upon the river. There, every cent rec- 
ommended by the Department was given them. | 
Yet with the full amount proposed by the Topo- 
graphical Bureau, while the lakes are not allowed 
the sums recommended, gentlemen on the. river 
turn round and charge us with opposition to their 
‘interests. Sir, in every bill that hag come before 
- us for fifteen years, I have voted every dollar to the 

rivers which has been recommended by the Ad- 
ministration, and I advise gentlemen to be more | 
cautious in making charges so utterly unfounded. 
There can be no grounds for misapprehension. 
The recommendation of the Department has been | 
before us during the whole session. I merely state 
this, in order that the country shall understand 
that there is no foundation for the imputation 
which my colleague has been making and reiter- 
ating during the discussion of the harbor bill, and 
has repeated here to-day. 

Mr. SMART. I will now withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

The question recurred upon Mr, Campsezt’s | 
amendment, and being put, it was decided in the | 
negative. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I propose to re- 
duce the amount of the appropriation to $75,000. 
I desire to say to my honorable colleague from the 
lake shore, [Mr. Givptnas,] that although I may 
not be able to prove specifically, combinations, I 
can ‘refer generally to the votes and to the actions 
of gentlemen representing those sections, for the 
purpose of showing that there has been strange 
unanimity of action between the sea-board and 
the lakes, in voting down all propositions to im- 
prove the rivers of the interior. oe 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘Fhe gentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to the subject-matter of his amend- 


ment. < 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Ionly desire the same lat- 
itude that was allowed’to my colleague. Now, it 
is alittle remarkable that my colleague, (whose 
feelings and votes are never sectional, we allknow,) 
if he looks to all the, great interests of this coun- 
try, should have voted as he did this morning, 
against a simple proposition to print, upon the 
plates already provided, the maps designed to im- 
part to this House and to the country the most 
reliable information in regard to an improvement 
of great interest to the entire West, at the Falls 
of the Ohio; still he is ready always to vote any 
amount of money for anything upon the lake 
shore, which he immediately represents. Now, 
sir, my constituents are interested about as much 
in the trade of the lakes as they are in the trade 
of the western rivers. The people of my district 
trade both with the North and South. I come 
here to legislate for the whole country—for the į 
lake shore, for the sea-board,and for the great 
rivers of the West, and l ask—as I have a right to 
ask—on behalf of my constituents, and of other 
sections whose people bear their share of these 
expenditures, and whose interests have long been 
neglected here, that there shall be something like 
equality now and in the future. 

The question has been propounded to me by 
my colleague, whether I would shut off the light 
from. the light-houses on the lakes, and let the lives 
of the sailors on those lakes be endangered for the 
want of such lights? [I say in reply to my honor- 
able colleague, that the lives of the sailors and flat- 
boatmen on the Ohio, and other inland rivers, are 
as dear to me as the lives of his constituents on 
the lakes, and I shall stand here to protect the 
rights and interests of those who navigate those 
dangerous waters, as well as the lives and inter- 
ests of those upon the lakes. And, sir, until gen- 
tlemen come here prepared to extend to them the 
arm. of protection against the dangers of those 
waters, ne you shall not take money out of the 
Treasury, in which they have a common right 
with you, for the purpose of protecting other in- 
terests. Let all stand upon terms of equality. If 
you protect the lives of your sailors upon the 
lakes, and the interests upon your sea-board, I de- 
mand of you, as the representatives of the Ameri- 
can people, that you shall give equal protection to į 
the lives and property of the people of the great 
West. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Smart] speaks | 
of the number of light-houses upon the lakes. He 
makes no point on me in that way, because these 
light-houses are on the lakes, and the ground of 
my complaint was, that the interests of the lakes 
and sea-board were alone protected by our legis- 


j lation here to the great neglect of the interests of 


the navigable rivers. Sir, I stand here to-day to į 
oppose the continuance of this unequal and op- 
pressive system of taking the money from the 
pockets of the people of one section, and expend- 
ing it for the advantage and benefit of other sec- 
tions of this Union. À 

Mr. SMART. Task the gentlemanif he claims 
that any injustice'has been done him or his section 
of country, or the valley of the Mississippi? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. i donot represent any- dis- 
trict upon this subject, but I speak now the pre- 
vailing sentiments of all classes and all portions- 
of the West. I represent, and desire to protect, 
alike the interests of all classes and all sections 
of the country; and I therefore denounce this in- 
equality in your appropriations. 

Mr. CARTTER. [am ready to acquiesce in 
any reasonable humbug for the benefit of the West, 
[laughter,] any plausible humbug; but when you 
come to talk about light-houses_upon the Ohio | 
river Iam ready to fillibuster. [Laughter.} j 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I presume the gentleman did | 
not understand me as proposing any such thing. 


Mr. CARTTER. IĮ understand my colleague 
to be opposed to light-houses upon the lakes be- 
cause there are no light-houses upon the Ohio 
river. . 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Notat all; I am opposed 
to appropriating money for the purpose of build- 
ing light-houses upon the lakes until a bill has 


| been passed to take the snags out of the Ohio and 


Mississippi rivers, 
Mr. CARTTER. ‘Well, under the most favor- 
able aspect of the question, I understand the atti- 


‘tude of my colleague to be that the’ frontier and 


sea-coast of this Republic are to be kept in mid- 
night darkness hereafter, because there are no light- 
houses upon the Ohio river. 

Now, in reference to this conspiracy, which my 
colleague talks about, between the lakes and the 
Atlantic, I want to say a.word. J am in favor of 
that conspiracy. It is a conspiracy in necessity— 
a conspiracy in nature, and that description of 
conspiracy which is authorized by the defenses of 
the Republic and her maritime interests; and the 
idea of checkmating it by talking about light- 
houses upon the Mississippi and Ohio rivers, is 
one unworthy the position of a statesman; for 
anybody who knows anything about these rivers, 


| knows that all this talk about building light-houses 


upon them is a fiction, They sail upon these 
rivers within half a mile of each shore, with head- 
lands and land-marks within view of the pilot at 
all times when you can make a passage in the 
channel, as anybody who knows anything about 
these rivers knows. Yet my colleague, in his effer- 
vescence for the interest of the rivers, endeavors 
to elevate them to the position of the high seas. 
Now, Í protest against the whole of this; and if 
my colleague sees fit to give it the character of a 
conpiracy, I say that there should be a conspiracy 
between the lakes and the Atlantic coast; for there 
is nothing distinguishable between the perils of 
the navigation of either. ; 

I protested against the connection of the subject 
of rivers with the lakes and the Atlantic coast, as 


the chairman of the Committee on Commerce will 


bear me witness, in the early part of the session. 
There is no natural alliance between them. Your 
high seas require national protection for the na~ 
tional defense, and this joining them with the 
rivers is an adulterous connection, which never 


| ought to have been formed in the Committee on 


Commerce, and against which I enter my most 
solemn protest. If you have any national object 
for improvement upon your rivers, make your 
improvements, and make them upon their own 
merits; but do not attempt to harness down the 
winds and the waves upon your high seas to the 
narrow channels of your rivers. Do not attempt 
to. involve your national highways for the national 
defense with the mere question of commercial con- 
venience. It is an adulterous connection which 
never ought to be maintained. 

The question now being upon Mr. CAMPBELL’S 
amendment, it was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 
tee do now rise. ‘ 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, moved, pro forma, to 
strike out the 544th and 545th lines. 

Mr. S. said:-I offer that amendment merely for 
the purpose of enabling me to make a remark in 
reply to my colleague. My colleague from the 
Ashtabula district (Mr. Grppives}] wanted to 
know what evidence there was of a combination 


I move that the commit- 


| between the lakes and the sea-board ? 


Mr. HOUSTON. 
forcement of the rule. 


I must insist upon the en- 
It seems to me that we are 


| not carrying on a legitimate discussion. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
must confine his remarks to showing reasons why 
this amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. STANTON. My colleague said he voted 
for all the improvements estimated for. I wish to 
correct him in this particular. 

{Cries of ‘ Order!’ ‘ Order !’’] 

There is an estimate from the proper Depart- 
ment for a canal around the Falls of the Ohio at 
Louisville. He voted against that. 

[Cries of “ Order !?’] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Ohio 
is not in order. 

Mr. STANTON. Iam as much so as my col- 
leagues were in the questions which they dis- 
cussed. 
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Mr. GIDDINGS. I want to correct. my col- 
league, for I know he would not willingly misrep- 
resent me. 1 said nothing about estimates; I said 
recommendations. 

Mr. STANTON. Very well; recommenda- 
tions. There has been a standing recommenda- 
tion for the enlargement of the canal around these 
Falls for years past. Here is a resolution offered 
from a committee this morning for an expenditure 
of only four or six hundred dollars, and my col- 
league votes against it, as he votes against every 
amendment of this kind, 

[Cries of ‘* Order!??] F 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not in order. The Chair will be compelled to 
enforce the rule, and confine all debate within its 
legitimate sphere. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope my colleague will 
be allowed to proceed. I want to see him show 
this thing out. He says there is a combination. 
Let him go on and show it. 

(Loud cries of ‘ Order!?’] 

Mr. STANTON. Well, I will only say that 
both my colleagues have been allowed to speak 
upon the question. I have been arraigned by them 
upon it, and I insist that I ought to have the right 
to reply. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
ment of the rule. 

Mr. STANTON. Why did not the gentleman 
from Alabama insist upon the enforcement of the 
rule, in reference to my colleague? 

[Cries of ‘ Order!” * Order !7} 

‘The question was taken upon Mr. Stanron’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The following section was then read by the 
Clerk: 

«Por salaries of three hundred and twenty-one light- 
house keepers.and twenty-four assistants, (twenty-four of 
them charged with double lights, and two with triple lights, ) 
and including $1,200 for salary of an inspector of lights on 
the upper lakes, $136,783 33.” 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I wish to know 
what is meant in that appropriation, by an “ in- 
spector of lights??? The law makes collectors ex 

icio inspectors of lights. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark, 
that the appropriation is for the salary of an in- 
spector of lights upon the upper lakes. 

Mr. BAYLY. I am aware of that, but as I 
understand it, there is no such officer recognized. 
The collector is ca officio inspector of lights. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move 
an amendment? 

Mr. BAYLY. Yes, sir. 
the appropriation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentleman will ex- 
amine, he will find that such appropriations have 
been made in the bills that have passed the two 
or three last Congresses, and that it is made in 
pursuance of Jaw. 

Mr. BAYLY. I only wanted the matter ex- 
plained. I know the collectors have been inspect- 
ors of lights, but Lam told by a gentleman on 
my right that there is such an officer where there 
is no collector. If such is the case, it is satisfac- 
tory. 1 will now, with the consent of the com- 
mittee, withdraw my amendment. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was withdrawn. 

Mr. HOUSTON, under instructions of the 


I insist upon the enforce- 


I move to strike out 


Committee of Ways and Means, offered the fol- |: 


lowing amendment, to come in at the end of the 
clause appropriating $12,000 for the expenses of 
coloring and numbering all the buoys, under the 
act of September 28, 1850, viz: 


For additional expenses incurred ror fog-signals author- i| 


ized by the act of September 28, 1850, and for the applica- 
tion of horse-power tosome of them, $1,000, 


Mr. LOCKHART. 


tee do now rise. 


not counted. : 

The following clause of the bill- was read, 
viz: 

“For salaries of the assistant treasurers of the United 
States, at New York, Boston, Charleston, and St. Louis, 
@11,500.7%” 

Mr. BROOKS. I move to amend this clause, 
so as to give the assistant treasurer at New York 


$1,000 in addition to the sum at present provided 
for. Ido this as a matter of duty to the country, 
without -solicitation from that officer. He has 
often under his care public money to the amount 
of $6,000,000; and the salary which he now has 
is entirely insufficient for the amount of responsi- 
bility incurred. . 

A Memser. What is the salary? , 

Mr. BROOKS. It is $4,500. Jt was with the 
utmost difficulty that the President of the United 
States could obtain a sub-treasurer when the old 
officer, Mr. Young, died; and a like difficulty will 
occur under any party, whenever a change may 
be made. It is of the highest importance that the 
large sum of money placed in the sub-treasury at 
New York should be sufficiently secured. ‘The 
security of the last sub-treasurer was $800,000; 
but the Government were under the necessity of 
reducing the security from $800,000 to something 
like $400,000; and it was with great difficulty that 


a sub-treasurer could be obtained even then. I 
throw out these facts to the country. It is easy 
enough to get persons who will take the office. £ 


know a good many persons who would give a 
great deal to have it—some as much as $100,000. 
I have no doubt of that; but we want a competent 
person for the office. We wanta man of prop- 
erty and a man of position; a man who, by the 
force of his character, can secure great guarantees 
from men of wealth. The security should be 
$800,000, and in order to secure such an officer, 
the salary should be increased $1,000. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I wish to know if the offi- 
cer has threatened to resign? 

Mr. BROOKS. 
cline after the office was given him. 
not occupy it; and it was from the solicitation of 
friends and the impossibility of getting another 
person of the property and character to come for- 
ward and give this Jarge security that he was in- 
duced to accept the office. In order to obtain 
this officer, therefore, it was necessary to reduce the 
amount of the security nearly one half. 


was not agreed to. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the committee rise, and 
upon that I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. MEADE, and 
Fortier of Maine, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 62, noes 25. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee. of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the state of the Union generally un- 
der consideration, and partcularly House bill No. 
196, making appropriations for the civil and dip- 
lomatic. expenses of the Government for the year 


and had come to no conclusion thereon. 
RESIGNATION OF MR. MARSHALL, OF KY. 


nounce the resignation of Mr. Marsuaur,. of 
Kentucky, a member of this House. 
The following letter of resignation was then 
| read: 
j House or REPRESENTATIVES, August 4, 1852. 
Sir: I have the honor to inform you that I have this day 
resigned my seat as a member of the Thirty-second Con- 
| gress. i : ; 
Tn parting with this-body I tender to its members my sin- 


| cere wish for their future prosperity and welfare. 
For yourself, sir, believe me truly, &e., 
H. MARSHALL. 
: Hon. Linn Born, Speaker House of Representatives. 
Mr. CLARK here obtained the floor. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


tion which I believe to be one of privilege. 


Mr. JONES. _I think it should be done. 

The SPEAKER. I understand the gentleman 
from Kentucky (Mr. Marsnatt] has already ad- 
dressed the Governor of Kentucky upon that sub- 
ject. 

I 


move the House do now adjourn, 
The SPEAKER. That is not in order while 
the gentleman from lowa [Mr. Crarx] has the 


floor. . : 
|| Mr. CLARK. I beg leave to call up a little bill 


I know the gentleman did de- ; 
He would | 


The question was then put, and the amendment | 


ending June 30th, 1853, and for other purposes, | 


The SPEAKER. The Chair begs leave to an- | 


I rise to a ques- | 
I sup- | 


tion of Mr. Marsnart to the Governor of the | 


Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a privileged motion. | 


i 
] 
i 
i 
if 
if 
i 
| 
pose it is necessary for this House to request the | 
| Speaker to communicate the fact of the resigna- | 
| 
| 
i 
\ 
j 


1 


from the Senate, which contains’ but one section, 
and which can be read in less than two minutes. 
It provides for the relinquishment by the United 
States of a small strip of land in the town of Bell- 
view, lowa, on the Mississippi river. That town 
needs it, and it does not contain over four or five 
acres. Jask the House to take it up. 

Mr. McCORKLE. I object. 

On motion by Mr. CARTTER, the House then 
adjourned until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees = 


By Mr. ALLEN, of Ilinois : The petition of James Dick- 
ey, and many other citizens of Gallatin county, Hlinoijs, 
asking Congress to establish a mail route from Shawnee- 
town, along the middle read known as the Cypress road, to 
David Keasler’s, in said county. 

By Mr. BROWN, of New Jersey: The petition of sun- 
dry citizens of Morristown, New Jerscy, for the passage of 
the hil) introduced by Mr. STan.y, in aid of colonization, 
entitled “ An act to anthorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
nry to deposit with.the States the fourth installment of he 
deposits of the public money directed to be made by act of 
June 23, 1836.7? 

By Mr. BOWNE: The memorial of Conklin Brush and 
others, of Brooklyn, New York, for the passage of a law for 
the beiter protection of the lives of passengers in vessels 
and boats propelled by steam. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of D. 
Stewart Elliott and 63 others, citizens of Blair county, 
Pennsylvania, praying Congress to pass the bill intro- 
duced into the House of Representatives by the Hon. B. 
STANLY, entitled“ An act to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to deposit with the several States, the fourth in- 
stallment of the deposits of the public money directed to be 
made with such States, by the act approved June 23, 1836.7? 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial of W. TL. Franklin and 
others, for the passage of a law for the better protection of 
the lives of passengers on vessels propelled by steam, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, August 5, 1852, 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieton F, Morgan. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, I move the 
suspension of the morning order of business, for 
the purpose of proceeding to the consideration of 
the President’s message, in relation to the North 
American fisheries. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN resumed and concluded the 
speech which he commenced on Tuesday, of 
which a report will be found in the Appendix. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of this subject until to-morrow, for 
e purpose of taking up the Indian appropriation 

ui. 

Mr. SOULE. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator the expediency of postponing the consid- 
eration of this matter—upon which I shall proba- 
bly have something to say—tll some day next 
week, in order that in the mean time the commu- 
nications made to this body by the Department of 
State may be printed, that we may have posses- 
sion of them, and look into them and see what 
are their contents and their bearing. I would 
therefore suggest the further postponement of the 
consideration of this matter until Thursday next, 


| as I understand that it will take that much time to 


have the communications printed. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. DAVIS. Whenever those papers are 
printed, I wish to suggest that there isa bundle of 
papers here which were communicated some time 
ago, connected with the subject, as I understand, 
which should also be printed. ‘They were com- 


: municated at a former session, and | understand 


| that they contain a great deal of information on 
| this subject. 


Perhaps it would beas well to allow 
the whole subject to go to the Committee on Print- 
ing, and let them select such portions of the pa- 
pers on file as are important, that they may be 
printed with this communication. The papers to 
which I allude were never ordered to be printed, 
and if the gentleman will Jet the whole question 
of printing lie over until to-morrow, we might 
look into them. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have no objection to that. 
I have no particular interest in this question. My 
object was to get at the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. MASON. This matter engages, and prop- 
erly engages just now, the earnest attention of the 
American people. It is a matter apparently of 
some conflict in the present. posture of affairs be- 
tween us and Great Britain, and I do not think a 
little matter of economy in spending more or less 
for the printing of the documents should be con- 
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sidered:‘on such an occasion ‘I submit, therefore, 
‘that it would be better to print all the documents. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should be glad to print them 
all if they are pertinent documents. There wasa 
file of them sent here at a. former session, and, I 
believe, though I have not had time to examine 
them, that they thraw great light on this subject. 
I certainly wish that all the papers applicable to 
the subject should be printed. The papers to 
which I allude were upon the table of the Secre- 
tary theother day, and I should be very glad to 


have them’ go into the hands of the Committee on | 


Foreign Relations, to be ordered to. be printed, or 
such portions as the committee shoùid. see fit to 
select, in order that they may be printed along 
with this document. ‘ 


- Mr. MASON. There must be some delay in | 


looking over such a mass of documents by any 
committee or any Senator; and at the present 
stage. of the business of the Senate I should think 
that was impracticable. I would suggest to the 
Senator to withdraw his objection, and let all the 
documents be printed. There is nothing involved 
in the printing. but a little economy. 

Mr. DAVIS. DoT understand the Senator to 
wish to have these documents printed, together 
with the former file to which I refer? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

‘Mr. DAVIS. 1 have no objection to that. 

Mr. MASON. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 


move to postpone the further consideration of the 


l accept that proposition. I: 


message until Thursday next, and to print all the | 


papersupon the subject. . i - 

Mr. WELLER. All that have not been here- 
tofore printed. 

Mr. CASS. I coincide with the Senator from 
Virginia. The cost of a few dollars more or less 
in printing these papers ought not to be consid- 
ered as a matter of great importance. We want 
to see the whole of the documents. If they re- 
main scattered among the documents of the last 
few years we cannot go and search for them. The 
whole of the papers ought to be given together to 
the Senate and to the public, 

' The motion of Mr. Bricout was agreed to. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


-Mr. ADAMS submitted the following. resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the daily hour of the meeting of the Sen- 
ate be cleven o'clock, a. in. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill from the 
HIouse of Representatives “making appropria- 
‘tion for the current and contingent expenses of 
‘the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
‘stipulations with various Indian tribes, for the 
$ year ending June 30th, 1853,” the question pend- 
ing being upon the fourth amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, which was to strike out the fol- 
lowing clause: i i 

“ For the payment to the Shawnees of moneys due them 
under and by virtue of the treaties of the 7th of November, 
1925, and 8th of August, 1831, between the United States 
aud the two divisions of said tribe of Indians, the same being 
the net balance received into the Treasury for sale of their 
lands in Ohio, $66,246 23: Provided, however, ‘That said 
tribe of Indians shall first express their assent that the pay- 
ment of the above sum shall be made equally to the whole 
tribe, rather than to either division thereof.» 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, 1 move to amend the clause 
which the Committee on Finance propose to strike 


out, by striking out all after the word ‘‘provided,”’ 


and inserting: 

That the validity of their claim shall be first investigated 
by the Attorney General of the United States, according to 
the trucintent and meaning of said treaties,.and if in his 
opinion the same be just, then the said sum to be paid to the 
whole nation of Shawnees residing upon the Kansas, per 
capita, but upon the following conditions: First, that the 
said Shawnees shall by some valid act of the national au- 
thority, to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
agree to receive said money in common. Second, that they 
will hold in common, as one nation, the lands assigned by 
the treaty of 1825. Third, that afl claim of the Ohio Shaw- 
nees to the exclusive grant of 100,000 acres under the treaty 
of 1831, be forever released. 


The object of the amendment which I have of- | 
fered, is simply to perfect the claùse before the | 


uestion is taken upon the motion to strike it out. 
he amendment which I have sent .to the Chair 
neither affirms nor denies the justice or propriety, 
or validity, of the claim; but it proposes—as there 
is probably a valid claim on the part of the In- 
dians for the amount which is here proposed to 


=F 


be. appropriated—that, as it is a litigated question 
which we have neither time nor opportunity toin- 
vestigate, we should refer it to the Attorney Gen- 
eral, with full and plenary powers, not only to in- 
vestigate the whole matter, but to act upon the 
provisions of the treaty of 1825, and that of 1831, 
which control the appropriation and govern the 
right. If, in such case, the Attorney General 
should be of opinion thattheir claim-is a valid one, 


then the amendment regulates the disposition of | 


the money in ‘a manner different from that in 
which the appropriation now stands. It provides, 
first, that the two wings of the Shawnee tribe, who 
appear’ to have intentions somewhat hostile to 


| each other, and: interests somewhat conflicting, 


should agree to receive this amount per capita. It 
provides, also, that they should enjoy their lands 
upon the Kansas river in common; and it further 
provides that the 100,000 acres provided by the 
treaty of 1831, shall be released to the United 
States, and that no further claim shall be set up 
by these Indians in consequence. In other words, 
Mr. President, it provides for all the difficulties 
which seem to be involved in the present claim; 
so that if the appropriation should be made sub- 
ject to the decision of the Attorney. General ac- 
cording to the true intent and meaning of the trea- 
ties of 1825 and 1831, then the amount of money 
is to be paid on the conditions the propriety of rec- 
ognizing which will be made to appear on the 
very face of the claim which they make. 

be explanation of this claim given by the 
chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
(Mr. Arciison,] the other day, was so'lucid and 
so correct, that it will excuse me from the neces- 
sity of going into a history of itagain. I do not 


eel to tage hae claim i] and if that paper had come through him, it would have been 
The amendment, as I have said, neither affirms nor | 


It provides, | 


denies the validity of the claim. 
however, a mode of investigating its justice, which 
I think is preferable, and better calculated to enable 
us to. arrive at the truth than any mode as yet 
presented, at this late period of the session, and 
with our present lights. 

The reason why I offer the amendment is, that 
I think there is extreme plausibility in the claim, 
andit all depends upon one point, that is: whether 
the treaty of 1825 conflicts with the treaty of 
1831, or whether the hundred thousand acres to be 
conferred on the Ohio Shawnees was an addi- 
tional oy uae over and above the 
common right acquired by the treaty of 1825, 
made with the Missouri Shawnees. 
dred thousand acres were in lieu of the common 


right which they acquired by the treaty of 1825, | 


then there is no claim; but if it was an additional 
right acquired by one treaty, beyond what was ac- 
quired ‘under the other, then there.is a valid claim 
for the amount of compensation which they seek 
to recover from us. It seems to me to depend 
entirely on that-question; and for the purpose of 
determining that question, I do not believethat wé 


now have the necessary lights; and that we would | 


do well to throw the investigation during the re- 
cess, on the Attorney General, who will have ac- 
cess to all the files, and all the papers connected 
with this case. By this means, that unsolved 


problem could be elucidated, and it would be | 


clearly comprehended whether the provision in 


| the subsequent treaty was in fact one of the pre- 


visions of the first treaty, or whether it was an. in- 
dependent gratuity. That appears to me to be 
the only question; and the amendment provides 
for its investigation. 

Mr. CASS. . I feel some interest in this appli- 
cation, not only because I believe the claim to be 


j a very equitable one, but in consequence of the 


personal relations that have subsisted between my- 
self and that band of Indians whose case is pre- 
sented before us as applicants on this occasion. 


-I have received a paper. which I will ask the Sec- 


retary of the Senate to read. 
The paper was read, as follows: 


3d August, 1852. 
Dear Sir: We address you as ‘an old friend of our na- 
tion upon our business now before the Senate, as we hear 
it said that the money for our land should not be paid until 
further investigation, because there is some doubt as to 

whether the Missouri or Ohio Shawnees are entitled to it. 
We are the delegates of our whole nation, and the author- 
ity under which we act was granted in general council with | 
the consent of all our people.of both parties, and with a 


_perfect understanding that the money received for our lands 


was to be divided amongst all of us. We have lived a long 


time together and enjoy our annuities in common. ‘When 


If thehun- | 


‘| them well. 
| among the aborigines in the United States. They 


the Ohio Shawnees settled on the Kansas river, the Mis- 
souri Shawnees received no annuity whatever; but: since 
our amalgamation, the annuity of the. Ohio Shawnees has 
been shared by all of us in common. 

The undersigned represent both branches of the tribe, and 
they have never heard that any other members of either 
bratich of the tribe had authority to do so. ‘They have heard 
thata paper was signed by a few oftheir people, claiming that 
the money due-for their land should be paid to the Missouri 
Shawnees. They have never seen this paper, but under- 
stand it was not the act of the tribe in council, and that it 
was not witnessed by any Government officer.” They hope 
you will ask for it, and see what it is, and whether itis the 
act of the tribe. ` k 

The clause ïn the Indian bill now pending in the Senate 
is just as the undersigned and their nation desired it. Tt 
proposes to pay the money to all-our people, and we hope 
it:will pass. We have all lived peaceably together, and if 
there is anybody trying to create a strife amongst us about 
this money, they are more our enemies than our friends. 

We have been trying a great many years to close up 
this business, and to get our money from the Government, 
that we might improve our farms and edneate our children, 
We have bad several deputations here upon this business, 
and it has cost our nation a great deal of time and money} 
and all we ask now is, that just what money the United 
States has received for our land shall be paid us. 

Our nation thinks that we should have the money re- 
ceived for our lands, btcause the Government cannot give 
usa patent for the one hundred thousand acres they had 
promised us in the treaty of 1831. When our nation shall 
have given its receipt for the money now asked for, it will 
have no further claim onthe Government for the land ; and 
we cannot see what more the Government wants. As the 
Government cannot give us the one hundred thousand 
acres, we have nothing under the treaty of 1831 to treat 
further about. ‘This is a simple question, whether the Gov- 
ernment, having the money for our lands, shall return it to 
us. 

We hope that you, as ihe old friend of our tribe whom 
we have looked up to, will explain this matter and see that 
justice is done us. à 

We hear that the protest that we have alluded to above 
was sent here by our friend Colonel Mitchell, of Missouri. 
We cannot think this is so,as all our other papers have 
come through his office as Superintendent of Indian affairs ; 


sent to the Commissiouer of Indian Affairs, and we should 
have been told of it there. We think it must have beensent 
by somebody who had no authority to act for our nation. 
If it was handed in ‘by any “ Colonel Mitchell,” it must 
have been some other man, and not Colonel D. D. Mitchell, 
superintendent of Indian affairs at St. Lonis. 

We herewith inelose you a copy of the letter from our 
agent, Major Mosely, dated March 4, 1852, which shows 
that all we have stated is true, and that when we were sent 
here, it was agreed by our whole nation that this money 
shall belong, when paid, to ¢ the entire Shawnee tribe.?? 

Please: return the inclosed-letter to us, as it belongs to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. : 

Very respectfully, your friends, 
` BLACKHOOFP, p< 
JOSEPH PARKS, s4 
SAR-KEE-SE-MOE, 
SPY BUCK. 3 
Hon. Lewrs Cass. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I wish to state that the Sen- 
ator from Virginia (Mr. Hunrup] introduced the 
remonstrance referred to in the communication 
which has been read, and which purported to be 
from members of the Missouri Indians. It was 
presented to the chairman of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs in the House of Representatives by 
Colonel Mitchell, of Minnesota. It was reported 
as being Colonel Mitchell, of Missouri; but I re- 
member hearing the Senator from Virginia say 
distinctly, Colonel Mitchell, of Minnesota. That 
was correct. Colonel Mitchell, of Missouri, never 
presented. such a paper. That explanation cor- 
rects the mistake. 

Mr. CASS. Accompanying this paper, I have 
a letter from-their agent, Major Moseley, but I will 
not detain the Senate in readingit. Major Moseley 
states the favorable condition of the Indians, and 
speaks highly of them. 

Sir, I have had a good deal of official. inter- 
course with these Shawnee Indians, and I know 
The tribe is a-very remarkable one 


are emigrants from the South, a kindred tribe to 
that of the Cherokees, and came a century and 
a half ago and established themselves on the Ohio 
river. They are remarkable for their bravery as 
well as for their intelligence, and have been so 
ever since we have had any acquaintance with 
them. Sir, Logan belonged to that tribe; he who 
commanded or rather led the Indians at the battle 
at the mouth of the Kanhawa, and whose. cele- 
brated speech has been so much commented upon 
and admired by the public for its eloquence, and 
which was given to the world by Mr. Jefferson. 
Tecumseh also belonged to that tribe, a name 
well known to the Senate and to the country. He 
was a remarkable man; and there have been two 
men in our Indian history who stand prominently 
out upon the historic canvas, and have been ac- 
tuated by the same. motives—men who. lived a 


ee 


century apart. Atthe time the English conquered 
Canada, the Ottowa chief Pontiac exercised pro- 
digious influence over his countrymen. He was | 
one of nature’s great men. He saw that the whites 
were determined to drive the Indians before them, 
and that they must finally disappear; he saw that 
the English were the predominantcivilized power; 
and his object was to unite various tribes into one 
confederacy, and with the aid of the French, op- 
pose their further progress. _ [t is a matter of his- 
tory, as we all know, that his plans were deeply 
laid. He contemplated simultaneous attacks upon 
all the British posts-in the northwest. The day 
was fixed, and the attack made. Michilimack- |! 
inac and St. Joseph’s were taken, and Detroit es- ; 
caped by a mere accident. He had to yield to 
the superior fortunes of the English. Tecumseh 
followed the same course with the same object. 
The English was, however, the power to which ; 
he looked for aid, fora new party had risen in | 
the United States, equal to the English and the 
Indians. 

Tecumseh followed the same course. He was 
not atthe battle of Tippecanoe in 1811. If he 
had been there the result might have been differ- 
ent. Perhaps his presence might have turned the 
fate of the day; such was the extent of his influ- | 
ence. He was at that time in the South, among || 
the Creeks, with the view of bringing them over | 
to his measures. His object, as I have said, was : 
to unite the Indian tribes into a general confeder- į 
acy, something like the Achæan league in Greece, | 
under the influence and power of England, with | 
the view of stopping further encroachments, as | 
he considered it, on the part of the United States. 

His brother, the prophet—a fanatical man, who | 
had the command—exercised great infiuence over | 
the Indians, who believed not so much in his su- | 
perior intelligence as in his holding communication | 
with the Great Spirit. In the war that followed, 
the party of Tecumseh and of his brother, the 
prophet, went over to the British, while a large | 
portion of the tribe remained attached to the United , 
States. His brother was with the southern In- | 
dians, inducing them to codperate, and to second 
their efforts in checking our progress, and prevent- | 
ing our farther encroachment upon them. Hereis 
a speech made by Tecumseh to Proctor, and a very | 
extraordinary one it is. I am not going to read it | 
to the Senate, however. It is too long for that; ; 
but allow me to say that in it he reproaches Proc- | 
tor for his cowardice, and tells him that he is pre- | 
paving to flee away—that he is fleeing before the į 
Americans, while his duty is to fight his own 
battles and those of the Indian, and not to run. 
He also shows that the efforts to induce the In- | 
dians to enter into hostilities against the United | 
States were made by direction of the British au- | 
thorities. Of the truth of this there is no doubt. | 

“My brother, the Prophet, is among the Creeks. - They 

are doing what you directed when I visited them. ‘The | 
war is prosperous. Our lives are in the keeping of the | 
treat Spiri You have plenty of arms and ammunition. | 
Leave them with us if you must go. We are resolved to į 
fight, and leave our bones on the lands that belong to us, if | 
so the Great Spirit wills.” 

Well, the British army retreated; they lost the 
favorable opportunity which Tecumseh wished | 
they should improve, by attacking us upon the | 
debarkation, and he fell whilst contending for his j; 
policy. | 

If the Senate will pardon me—it is rather out of | 
place, I know, but like a former experienced asso- 
ciate of ours, who is now no longer with us—TI į 
want to occupy ten’ minutes in “vindicating the l! 
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truth of history.” If Tam a little garrulous, the 
Senate will kindly attribute it to my belonging to 
that category, which has a prescriptive right to | 
tell old tales. 

There are two historical points which have been | 
much debated on, about which I wish to saya few | 
words; both are connected with Colonel Johnson 
and these Shawnees. The question has been often | 
mooted as to who was the author of the movement | 
by which the mounted regim 4 


ent commenced the | 
attack upon the British at the battle of the Thames. || 

Probably I know as much upon that subject as | 
any other man now living, and the facts are these: | 
General Harrison had prescribed the order of; 
battle, and promulgated: it in the usual manner; j 
that order directed that the army shouič move, 
infantry in front, with a portion of the force placed ! 
at right angles to the main body, to prevent the 
enemy from turning the flank. Thecavalry were 
to remain in the rear, to follow up all the move- 


ments of the infantry. They were posted with 
the Thames on one flank and an almost impassable 
marsh on the other. Justas the arrangement was 
completed, T was sitting on my horse when Gen- 
eral Harrison rode up, and said to me, “I have 
a great mind to change my orderof battle. I feel 
very strongly inclined to let Colonel. Johnson’s 
regiment attack the British line first.’ I replied: 
** You have undoubtedly considered the difficulty 
attending the charge; the mounted men are brave, 
bat undisciplined, and their horses unused to ser- 
vice. If defeated, they may be upon our line, and 
do us irreparable injury.” His answer was; 
s‘ Colonel Johnson says he can break the British 
line, and I willlethim try.’ Well, the movement 
was made, and was successful; and never, from 
that day to this, have I had a doubt that Colonel 
Johnson proposed the movement to General Har- 
rison. 

One other point, and I am done. 

Mr. BUTLER. Did Colonel Johnson’s regi- 
ment charge the enemy with swords or rifles? 

Mr. CASS. The men were all on horseback, 
armed with rifles; few of them had swords; they 
rode down the British forces; broke their lines al- 
most withoutimpediment. f talked aboutit after- 
wards with some of the British captured officers, 
and having expressed my surprise at the little op- 
position the movement met with, asked why they 
allowed their Jines to be broken, and their men to 
be rodedown? They replied that ‘ their men had 


become alarmed, for they had heard our bugles in- 


the swamp on the left,” where they supposed that 
we had a heavy force of regular cavalry. The 
bugles, Mr. President, were some old tin horns, 
and we had no force there at all. 

1 had some conversation on the subject the other 
day at Lexington with a very intelligent gentleman, 
Captain Johnson, a younger brother of Colonel 
Johnson, who was there, and we compared notes, 
and agreed in our recollections. 

Now, as to the other historic but disputed point: 
Who killed Tecumseh? [Laughter.} I will tell 
you what I know. Tecumseh fell in the battle, 
as we are all aware; but the following year the 
Prophet, Tecumseh’s brother, and his son, young 
Tecumseh, a very intelligent young man, often 
came to see me, and we had several conversations 
respecting the series of events in which his father 
was engaged. The young man was near his 
father’s side in the battle, but his uncle, the Prophet, 
was in the Creek country, upon the mission to 
which I havereferred. The young man described 
the battle very graphically—the persons, the par- 
ties present, aidihe incidents, without hesitation, 
from the beginning to the end, and I have no more 
doubt, from his narration, than I have that I am 
here, that Colonel Johnson was the person who 
killed his father. ‘There were three of the John- 
sons in the battle, and they were as brave men as 
ever followed the standard of their country to 
war. 

Now, with respect to this Shawnee claim, there 
is up in the gallery before us, watching our de- 
liberations, a white man, whose name is Parks. 
I have known him since 1814. When a boy, he 
was taken prisoner by the Indians, and was 
brought up among the Wyandots and Shawnees; 
and a more reliable man, or one more faithful to 
the country, has not existed since the landing of 
the Pilgrimsupon the Rock of Plymouth, The 
Government, in 1814, were necessarily driven to 
change: the policy they adopted. They at. first 
determined not to employ the Indians; but had 
they known them as well as the frontier settlers, 
they would not have attempted such a_ policy. 
The English Government called the Indians to- 
gether from every portion of their dominions, gave 
them immense quantities of ammunition, provis- 
ions, and clothing, and invited them to take up the 
tomahawk against the United States, and they did 
so. An Indian must sometimes go to war, and 
at all times be has a strong inclination to do so. 
{tis a part of their education; and no young man 
stands well with his nation who has not imbrued 
his hands in blood. They hold great periodical 
assemblages and feasts, where the whole tribe is 
collected, and a post is erected. Every warrior 
comes to that post, and strikes it, and sings his war- 
song, and recounts his feats of arms, and boasts 
of his prowess. If hehas no deed of daring to tell; 
if he cannot relate his hair-breadth ‘scapes, and 
the number of scalps he has taken, he is no man. 
He dare not tell a lie before his whole village; for 


he would soon be covered with shame. Well, if 
he cannot.take part in this cherished ceremony, 
this tried ceremony, and say “I killed, or aided in 
killing such a man, and under such circumstances, 
| and took his scalp,” he is no warrior; the very 
squaws would laugh at him; and my friend from 
Missouri (Mr. Arcuison] knows well how dis- 
agreeable such female contempt must be. 

And therefore it was that during the late contest 
with England our Government was compelled to 
change its policy, and consequently, in 1814, Gen- 
eral Harrison and myself were appointed commis- 
| sioners to invite the Indians to join us, as we had 
found, by dear experience, that if they were not 
with us, they would be against us. Wemet them: 
at Greenville, Ohio, where the largest number of 
Indians was collected together that I have ever 
seen, before or since. They took up the toma- 
hawk, with their own imposing ceremonies, and 
they generally remained faithful to us, and many 
of them rendered very efficient services to our 
cause. <A party of the Shawnees accompanied me 
from the treaty ground to the northwestern fron- 
tier, then in great peril from the incursions of the 
hostile Indians, and in a defenseless condition, in 
consequence of our force having been ordered. be- 
low to aid the operations upon the Niagara. They 
were ranging in the woods around Detroit, and 
we had an engagement with them within two miles 
of the town, and an inhabitant was killed in the 
town itself. It was under these circumstances, 
that Parks, then but a lad, and Blackhoof, the 
principal chief of the tribe, whose son is also in 
the gallery before me, with a party of their people, 
came to the rescue, and saved us perhaps from 
destruction. They crossed into Canada, and were 
with General McArthur in his expedition there, 
by which the quiet of the frontier was secured. 
And there is a third Shawnee, sitting there with 
his two friends. Heis theson of a true and brave 
chief, called Captain Tommy, a son of an Indian 
aid-de-camp to General Harrison, who was with 
him during his operations in the Northwest, and 
possessed, as well as merited, our confidence; and, 
for many years, while they occupied that country, 
! { had relations, political and, personal, with the 
Shawnees, which left a deep impression upon my 
mind; and whenever they are in any difficulty, I 
will remember them and their bravery and fidelity, 
and endeavor to be useful to them, 

Now, a word in regard to this treaty. In 1825 
a treaty was executed in the State of Missouri 
providing for the removal of that band of Shawnee 

ndians living at Cape Girardeau, to lands west 
of the State. Sir, in that very year I was in- 
structed to visit the Shawnees of Ohio, in order to 
persuade them to join their countrymen west of 
Missouri, and they peremptorily refused to do so. 
They would not stir one step, because they liked 

their position, and did not wish to abandon it. 
| Now, what does this treaty provide? It provides, 
“that in consideration of the cession aforesaid, 
‘the United States do hereby agree to give to the 
‘Shawnee tribe of Indians within the State of 
‘Missouri, for themselves and for those of the 
| «same nation now residing in Ohio, who may here- 
‘after emigrate to the west of the Mississippi, a 
‘tract of land equal to fifty miles square.” 

It is my decided conviction, that when that 
treaty was made, it was not expected nor intended 
that the whole of the Ohio Indians would go to 
take possession of this land. At the very time F 
i was with the Ohio Shawnees, there were delegates 
| from the Missouri Indians asking them to go, and 
i they would not do it, 1 am satisfied that this 
i clause was inserted to induce as many as chose to 
| go to do so, holding out the inducement that if 
| they would go they would be sure of a residence; 
| but I do not believe it was contemplated at all or 
expected that the whole band of the Ohio Shaw- 
nees would come in under this clause. Why? 
Por an obvious reason. Certain it is, that we 
| have obtained a double cansideration for the land. 
| We have a cession of the Cape Girardeau and of 
| the Ohio lands—the two tracts—and we have paid 
but one consideration, the reservation west of Mis- 
souri, which was expressly given for the Cape 
| Girardeau purchase. 

The Ohio Indians would not have needed such 
i a provision if they had intended to emigrate ina 
body. They had lands of their own. They had 
the same powers as the other Indians to go and 
secure a country for themselves; but what did the 


| United States do? They sold in 1825, to their rel- 
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atives.and friends in Missouri, a given tract of 
land, and then in 1831, resold a part of it to these 
very Indians upon Wapaghkonetta, saying to 
them, “ Go you and occupy 100,000 acres of what 
you were authorized to occupy seven yearsago.”’ 
I do not see that there can be any doubt upon this 
question; and certainly, looking to their relations 
with the United States previously, and to the con- 
duct of these Indians, and their intélligencé—for 
. they are the most intelligent Indians upon our bor- 
ders—looking to the pertinacity with which they 
adhere to,this claim, and to the fact that they are 
perfectly convinced of the justice of it, having pros- 
ecuted it for years, and looking to the equity 
which ought to characterize our intercourse. with 
all the Indians, and to the faithful conduct of these 
Indians. in dark and doubtful times, I think we 
ought to allow this claim without hesitation. What 
is stich a claim to this Government? Why, these 
Indian claims are not to be measured, as I said the 
other day, as you measure a matter in dispute be- 
fore a justice of peace. You must look to your 
relative position with them, and consider that 
you have superior strength and intelligence; you 
may spread out before them your. designs, and 
your papers, but they have a very imperfect idea 
of what is upon your piece of paper. How can 
the Indians understand with precision what is writ- 
ten? They cannotdo it, and you cannot explain it 
to them. They‘ look upon it, but can acquire 
but very general conceptions of it. They trust to 
you. They have a general idea of what you give 
them and of what they yield; but as to any cor- 
rect understanding of the minute. details of the 
treaty, their notions are necessarily imperfect. It 
is, therefore, our duty to look at the claim, and 
not rigidly insist upon every.word, when we-are 
satisfied that they have a fair claim upon us. 

Now, L will not oppose this proposition of the 
Senator from Arkansas, although { would much 
rather the appropriation stood upon its original 
ground; but i do beg the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas, together with the chairman of the 
Committee on Indians Affairs, [Mr. Arciison,] 
whom [ know to be actuated by the best motives, 
to appropriate a small sum for the expenses of this 
delegation, that they may not find themselves here 
without the means of returning. - 

Mr. ATCHISON. Certainly; I have no ob- 
jection to that. 

Mr. CASS. It will be but a small amount. 
Let.us pay these men who have come here to see 
to this claim; and then if gentlemen insist upon it, 
we ean between this and the next session investi- 
gate the matter, and see what can be done. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not rise to answer 
the question, who killed Tecumseh? That has 
been a question which has been mooted consider- 
ably in the State of Kentucky, and indeed a great 
deal discussed many years ago. The. claims of 
Colonel Johnson, and of a private soldier by the 
name of King, were brought before the people ‘of 
that State, and made the topic of investigation very 
generally, bat it is a matter.ofgreat indifference as 
to who accomplished that act. They were equally 
brave men, and either one of them would have per- 
formed the feat with as much cheerfulness as the 
other. Tleave that subject undisposed of. 

I have a word or two to say with regard to this 
claim, circumstances having induced me to look a 
little iato it. Iam decidedly of opinion that this 
money, legally. and properly belongs exclusively 
to the Ohto tribe of Shawnees, and that the Mis- 
souri tribe of Shawnees have no interest in it, ex- 
cept so far as it may. be conceded to them by the 
Ohio tribe. Butlam very happy to see that fra- 
ternal spirit which has been manifested arid ex- 
pressed in the paper which the honorable Senator 
from Michigan has caused to be read, and laid 
upon the table. Iam prepared, and I am willing 
to vote this appropriation, and to make up the 
compensation to thani, now, provided that the 
rightsof the Government can be sufficiently guard- 
ed, and all that I rise for is to express the hope, 
that my friend from Arkansas (Mr. Sebastian] 
will modify his amendment in such a manner as 
to require that a relinquishment shall be made by 
the Ohio tribe, of their claim to the 100,000 acres 
and for all future compensation from the Govern- 
ment, sufficiently explicit to justify the payment, 
immediately, to the wholetribe. Ifsuch an amend- 
ment can be adopted [ will vote for the appropria- 
tion immediately. : 

If the Senate will give me their attention, I will 


attempt to show that this is a just.appropriation, 
and. i think the grounds upon which the claim 
rests can be so presented that no one can gainsay 
them. By the treaty made with the Missouri 
Shawnees on the 7th of November, 1825, it was 
stipulated: to give to the Missouri Shawnees, in 
consideration of land which they owned upon the 
Mississippi river, fifty miles square of territory. 
That fifty miles square was, by the terms of the 
treaty, adjoining the southwest angle of the State 
of Missouri; but the treaty contained a provision, 
that if the Indians did not wish to select the land 
there,-they might take it elsewhere... In pursu- 
ance of that provision, the fifty miles square were, 
in the. end, laid off for them upon the Kansas 
river. Now the Senate will be pleased to remem- 
ber that these fifty miles square were to be given 
by the Government to the Missouri Indians in 
consideration of the title which they had to the 
land upon the Mississippi river.. In the treaty of 
1825 this clause was inserted, which I will now 
read, and which constitutes the foundation upon 
which all the difficulty rests: ; 

“c It is further agreed by the contracting parties, that, in 
consideration of the cession aforesaid, the United States do 
hereby agree to give to the Shawnee tribe of Indians within 
the State of Missouri, for themsetves and for those of the 
same nation now residing in Ohio, who may hereafter emi- 
grate to the west of the Mississippi, a tract of land equal to 
fifty (50) miles square.” 

Now, sir, why was this insertion made, that 
the United States would agree to give fifty miles 
square, if this is’ for themselves and for those of 
the Ohio Shawnees who might choose to emi- 
grate and settle with them. Why. was it inserted? 
These Ohio Shawnees at that time were no parties 
to this treaty. They at that time held their own 
land in the State of Ohio, and the United States 
did not acquire the land of the Ohio Shawnees till 
1831, six years afterwards. Suppose these Ohio 
Shawnees had never sold their lands to the United 
States, might they not have retained them to this 
day? Nobody can deny that. Suppose that they 
had never emigratéd and settled with the Missouri 
Shawnees. Was there any obligation until they 
were parties to the treaty? No, sir, none what- 
ever. Could anybody have compelled them to do 
it? No one whatever. Suppose the Ohio Shaw- 
‘nees had never sold their lands and emigrated and 
amalgamated with the Missouri Shawnees, would 
not the Missouri Shawnees have held the whole 
of the fifty miles square, every foot of it? Can 
anybody doubt it? Is it not a complete contract, 
| by which the Missouri Shawnees would have held 
every foot of the fifty miles square in considera- 
tion of their lands which they surrendered upon 
the Mississippi river? Nobody, it seems to me, 
can possily doubt it, if they will take the trouble 
to look at the facts. 

Well, sir, six years after that the Ohio Shaw- 
nees agree to sell their land to the United States; 
and in the treaty of 1831 with the Ohio Shawnees 
the United States assume that they will lay off 
out of the fifty miles square 100,000 acres, to be 
exclusively appropriated for the use of the Ohio 
Shawnees. What right had the United States to 
carve out any special part of these fifty miles 
square, which they had given before to the Mis- 
souri Shawnees, so that the Ohio Shawnees should 
have it? That was a mere act of courtesy on the 
part of the Missouri Shawnees to say: we will 
receive our brethren, if they choose to come. But 
there was no right in the United States to select 
one foot of the 100,000 acres, or any’part of that 
territory which had been given to the Missouri 
Shawnees, and say we will set that apart exclu- 
sively for the use of the Ohio Shawnees. . Yet the 
Government did do it, and 1 say that the Govern- 
| ment had no right todo that. The title of the 
| Missouri Shawnees was complete to the whole of 
the fifty miles square, independent of the title by 
this treaty, which took place six years after with 
the Ohio Shawnees. This being the fact, whatis 
the condition of things? You have obtained from 
the Ohio Shawnees their lands, and you. have 
promised them 100,000 acres within. this tract of 
i fifty. miles. square, which you ‘hdd already stip- 
, ulated that the Missouri Shawnees should have; 
| and you said that if good lands could not be ob- 
| tained within that tract, then you would give them 
100,000 acres adjoining somewhere else. You 
| never did give them the 100,000 acres adjoining; 
| you had no right to give itwithin the tract of fifty 
| miles square. It is as clear as that two and two 
| make four, that you have obtained the lands of 


the Ohio Shawnees, and never paid a cent for them. 
That is the state of the case. These Ohio Shaw- 
nees ought to be paid either in money or in land. 
You promised them 100,000 acres of land, and 
you did not give it. .You cannot, if you are faith- 
ful to the Missouri Shawnees, take it out of that 
tract, which you had given six years before to 
them; and you have never laid. it off in‘any ad- 
joining tract according to the treaty of 1831, al- 
though you have pocketed the money of the Ohio 
Shawnees.. > : 

Now, what has been done? I say that, accord- 
ing to the letter which has been read here, and 
which is highly creditable to the hearts of the 
Ohio.Shawnees, if they are agreed that the mone 
shall be divided in common among: them—and it 
is said that the Missouri Shawnees have allowed 
the Ohio Shawnees to. participate in their annui- 
ties—if they are agreed that the Missouri Indians 
shall participate, I think it would be right enough 
to make the appropriation for them all in common. 
But the Ohio Shawnees ought to make some relin- 
quishment to the United States of their claim to 
this land, or that country which has been sold to 
the United States. If my friend from Arkansas 
(Mr. Sezasr1an] could so modify his amendment 
as to embrace that—and I merely make the sug- 
gestion to him—lI think we might make the appro- 
priation absolute. The proviso as it now stands 
is— 

“ Provided, however, That said tribe of Indians shall first 
express their assent that the payment of the above sum 


shall be made equally to'the whole tribe rather than to 
either division thereof.” . 


If the Senator will so alter the proviso as to 
include that portion of the Missouri Indians who 


j formerly constituted a portion of the Ohio Shaw- 


nees, and then add at the end of the section some 
words providing: farther that they shall relinquish 
all claims to which they might be entitled by the 
treaty of 1831, 1 could agree to the appropriation 
being made at once. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The amendment which I 
have offered embraces the very suggestions which 
the Senator from Kentucky has made, It pro- 
vides that the money shall be received in common 
between the Missouri and the Ohio Shawnees; 
that they shall enjoy the grant in common; and it 
provides further that they shall release their claims 
on the Government to the exclusive right to the 
hundred. thousand acres of land provided by the 
treaty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Precisely. I will state 
to my friend the difference between the two propo- 
sitions to which I wish to call his attention. I ap- 
prove entirely of the provisions of his amendment. 
I think they embrace exactly my wishes. But if 
I comprehend those provisions, the payment of 
the money cannot take place until all the other 
things specified take place. My object was to 
have the amendment made-in such a manner that 
when the relinquishment of the claim is made in 
full, the money may be paid over without further 
delay. J am so thoroughly convinced of the pro- 
priety and justice of this claim that I would be 
willing to make the appropriation without further 
delay. Hence, I make the suggestion to my friend 
that if he will make the amendment I have inti- 
mated, the appropriation might become absolute, 
and the money could be taken out of the Treasury 
upon the execution of a relinquishment of the 
claims of these Indians against the United States. 
That is the only difference between my proposi- 
tion and that of my friend from Arkansas. But 
if that does not meet with his approbation, and 
some other friend does not propose such an amend- 
ment, I shall certainly vote for the amendment 
which he has offered. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator can attain 
his object by moving to strike out that portion of 
my amendment which prevents the appropriation 
from being absolute and unconditional. The rea- 
son why I cannot myself accede to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Kentucky is, that this amend- 
ment is offered by me, under the direction of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, It is not my own 
individual amendment, but I express the view of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in offering it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know there is some 
little difficulty in a gentleman occupying my posi- 
tion interfering with the business of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, or any other committee, 
when they understand the business so much bet- 
ter than i profesa todo. They can immediately 
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place the amendment in a proper shape; but if 
any obstacle arises, l can look at the amendment 
and endeavor to make its praseology conform to 
my views. I would be glad if some gentleman 
would prepare an amendment to meet my views, 
to provide that the money shall be given forth- 
with, 

One word now with regard to these Shawnee 
Indians, As my friend from Michigan has talked 
about them, allow me to say that I have stood side 
by side with some of them in the battles of the 
country, in the war of 1812, and I believe they 
are, of all the Indians upon the continent of Amer- | 
ica, the most-formidable foes when they are your 
enemies, and the most reliable friends when they 
stand by your side. 

Mr. CASS, Will the honorable Senator allow | 


of Tecumseh and some of his countrymen; and 
how serviceable he was? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam going to do it. It 
was with that object I adverted to the subject. I 
was going to state a fact, which, perhaps, ought to 
be made historical. 
own eyes; and | saw him under circumstances 
which made an impression upon my heart which 
never can be eradicated. He was, personally, one 
of the finest-looking raen that my eyes ever gazed 
upon. He had all the lineaments of nature’s no- 
blemen. He had an eye of fire, and a counte- | 
nance which showed the keenest enterprise, and | 
the greatest genius, and a capacity for military 
operations such as I have hardly ever witnessed 
in the formofa man in my life. And, with itall, | 


| 

> . l 

me to ask him if he cannot state the good conduct i! 
i 

| 

| 

t 


he had something like that heavenly benevolence |i 


which always goes with the character of an ele- 
vated and great man. Upon the occasion of which 
I speak he interposed to save the lives of those 
who were being butchered by the Pottawatomies | 
and other tribes of Indians. | 

Mr. CASS. I hope.the honorable Senator will 
be good enough to state the fact, that he himself 
was there, and knew all about it. 
Senator was wounded there. T want the Senate 
to understand the condition of those Indians. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the fact; but I 
do not like to speak of myself. 
facts I speak of in relation to Tecumseh are true, 
and they ought to be historical. He was then 
dressed in the Indian costume, riding on a fine 
horse, having at his side one of the most elegant | 
English swords that I ever saw; and wore the 
title of brigadier general in the British service. 

Mr. CASS. Did he not stop the massacre? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have already said that 
he did interpose, and did stop the massacre. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I am very glad to 
have these historical reminiscences brought to our 
notice. They interest us not only as matter of | 
general history, but as connected with some of 
our own honored members. I have no objection 
to the time which has been spent in alluding to 
them, as they have been alluded to most feelingly 
and eloquently; but I do not perceive the connec- 
tion which they have with this question. Al- 
though it may be thought a little presumptuous 
jn me, in the matter of a claim upon the Govern- 
ment, to ditfer from my honorable friend from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Unprrwoon,] especially—be- 
cause I find him in general so very accurate in his 
investigations—yet I must say, that F differ with 
him entirely in regard to his whole view of this 
subject. Before I proceed, however, to state my | 
own views, as I am disposed to do, not at much | 
length, however, but as briefly as I can, after the 
manner of reading a lawyer’s brief, if possible, | 
I wish to call for the reading of Mr. Mosely’s 
letter, in order that the Senate may have what I 
consider to be the true view of the facts estab- 
lished in thiscase, as they are recorded in the his- | 
tory of this Government. And then, if the Senate - 
choose, from generosity to this noble band of In- | 
dians, to make this donation to the Shawnees, I| 


shall ‘not obstinately object; or if they need this || 


money, (considering the fidelity which they have | 
exhibited to the United States since they have be- | 
come its friends,) to aid them in the education of 
their children, and to make more rapid advances 
in civilization, I do not know that I should object | 
very obstinately against the payment of the sum 
of money which they now demand. But before I 
proceed with my explanation, I wish that the 
honorable Senator from Michigan would send to 
the chair, for the purpose of having it read, the letter 


I saw Tecumseh with my || 


The honorable || 


I was there. The |! 


I 


i what are the facts stated in that letter. 


| United States, on the 6th day of April, A. D. 1832. 


| partment to require indorsement from me. They all well 


of Mr. Moseley, the Indian agent. I want to see 


The Secretary according read the following 
letter: $ 


Kaxsas Agency, March 4, 1852. 

Sır: On the 2d instant I was requested to attend a gen- 
eral council of the chiefs, counsellors, and headmen of the 
Shawnee tribe of Indians, at their usual place of meeting. 
When assembled, the chiefs made known to me, through 
the United States interpreter, that it was the wish of the j 
entire tribe to send a delegation on to Washington, for the 
purpose of settling with the Government for whatever bal- 
ance may be due their tribe, in virtue of a treaty made at 
Wa-paugh-konnetta, in the State of Ohio, on the 8th day 
of August, A. D. 1831, and ratified by the Senate of the 


The chiefs now requested ine to draw up an instrument | 
and gencral power of attorney for them to sign, authorizing | 
their delegates, with the power and authority of the tribe, ; 
to make settlement with the United States Government for ! 
all balances due said tribe, in virtue of said treaty, and to | 
sign, seal, and deliver to the United States Government, | 
the necessary and proper receipts for whatever received. I 

Blackhoof, one of the principal chiefs of the tribe, Cap- 
tain Joseph Parks, Sar-Kkee-se-moe, another chief, and Spy | 
Buck, a councillor, were duly chosen and appointed as 
delegates by said general council, to proceed to Washing- | 
ton in discharge of their mission. f 

That portion of the seventh article of said treaty of Au- 
gust, 1831, which the tribe desire to settle, will be found as 
follows: “Said fund to he continued during the pleasure 
* of Congress, unless the chicfs of the said tribe or band, 
© by and with the consent of their people in genera! council 
© assembled, should desire that the fund thus to be created 
€ should be dissolved and paid over to them ; in which case 
‘the President shall cause the same to be paid, if, in his 
¢ discretion, he shall. believe the happiness and prosperity 
© of said tribe would be promoted thereby.” It is agreed 
in this general council assembled, that the sum of money 
found to be due in virtue of said treaty, when received, shall 
be for the use and benefit of the entire Shawnee tribe. | 

In giving an opinion, as agent for this tribe of Indians, 
with regard to the beneficial uses to be made by the Shaw- i 
nees of this fund, I take great pleasure in stating, that the 
Shawnees are advancing more extensively in the moraland | 
other useful employments and business than any of the j 
tribes of this agency, or any of the adjoining ones. The 
chiefs stated to me that the object in getting possession of 
this fund due them is mainly to build for their tribe a good | 
saw and grist-mill—the one heretofore built by the Gov- | 
ernment tor them having long since gone to decay andruin. | 
They also wish to build for the tribe a comfortable council- ; 
house; the balance, if any, will be distributed per capita | 
to the tribes, for the purpose of enabling them to pay their 
debts, improve their houses, and enlarge their farms. 

1 cannot do otherwise than give itas my opinion that the 
money, when reecived, will be expended by them judi- 
ciously, by a very large majority of the tribe, if not the 
whole of them. 

Thus believing, knowing well their wishes and condition, 
I hope the President may, according to the unanimous wish 
of the tribe, direet that the funds referred to be paid over to 
the delegates sent, as provided by said treaty of 1831, be- 
lieving the Shawnee pcople will be benefited thereby, as Í 
have great confidence in their general prudence and man- 
agement of the things pertaining to their melioration as a 
people. 

The delegates sent are personally known to me; they 
are among the most influential and respeetable, moral, and 
discreet men of the tribe. Black hoorand Sar-kKee-se-moe are 
chiefs of great influence; Spy Buek is an influential coun- 
cillor; Captain Josepb Parks is too well Known at the De- 


deserve the kind notice aud attention of the Indian Depart- 
ment, aud J bespeak for them an early action in the busi- 
ness which takes them to the seat of Government. 

The chiefs of the Shawnee tribe request me to say to the 
Commissioner of Indian Affiirs, that in the event the dete- 
gates should not succeed in reeciving from the Government 
the funds now expected by the treaty of 1831, they wish the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to furnish the delegates a 
sufficient sam of money, out of the annuity due them for 
1852, as will defray their expenses, incurred by them in 
going to and returning from Washington, and any receipts 
given by them, shall be good and valid to the United States, 
against their tribe for the sum advanced out of the said an- 
nuity of 1852. Most respectfully, your obedient servant, 

THOMAS MOSELEY, Jr., 
United States Indian Agent. 
Colonel D. D. MITCHELL, | 
Superintendent Indian Affairs, St. Louis, Missouri. i 


Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I called for the | 
reading of the letter, that there might be some dis- | 
tinct ground upon which to base some of the re- 
marks which I propose to make on this subject. | 
I find a general disposition among the members of | 
the Senate to vote this claim. I repeat what | said ; 
a moment ago, that if it should be the pleasure of | 
the Senate to be generous to this tribe, I should 


not be pertinacious in my objection, particularly | 


since the associations which some of our honored | 
members and distinguished friends have brought į 
to our notice, however defective theclaim may be | 
as a question of right. F had the Hetter read for | 
the purpose of showing to the Senate that this dele- | 
gation came here to prosecute no such claim as: 
that now presented. It is a remarkable fact in | 
the history of its progress, although T will not | 
undertake to say it never existed heretofore, yet | 
the presumption is very fair, that it has been set | 
up since the delegation arrived in this city. Ati 


all events, I have heard it said that until 1844 or- 
1846, no such claim was ever thought of against 
the Government. Now, all at once, since this 
delegation has arrived here, has this new claim 
ripened into such truth, and discovered to be found- 
ed upon such strong reasons of justice, as well 
as of generosity, that I find honorable Senators— 
even those who are most watchful upon oceasions 
of this kind—ready to give their assent to an ab- 
solute appropriation of this large amount of 
money. an: 

The proposition of the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas proposes to refer the question of the 
liability of this Government for this claim, to the 
opinion of the Attorney General. I have great 
confidence in the opinion of the Attorney General, 
and doubt not that if he were to give the question 
a thorough investigation, he would arrive at a cor- 
rect conclusion, and do justice both to the Shaw- 
nees and the Government of the United States. 
But I am at a loss to conceive why, in such a case 
as the present, it is necessary to refer the decision 
of such a question to any officer of the Govern- 
ment. I do not see the necessity of making any 
provisional legislation upon the subject, unless we 
are first satisfied that there is some ground to.sup- 
pose that the claim is well-founded. ; 

I should like to know from the honorable Sena- 
tor from Michigan, {Mr. Cass,}] who is more in- 
timately acquainted than I am, from his reading 
and long experience with the Indians, and has 
more knowledge of the history of the various tribes 
that inhabit the western frontier, whether his his- 
torical recollection or knowledge have never led 
him to trace the former connection of these Shaw- 
nees living in Missouri, at the time the treaty of 
1825 was made, and those that lived in Ohio at the 
same time. When were they separated? Were 
they not a part of the same original tribe of In- 
dians? They bear the same name. They are & 
el people. When did they become sepa- 
rated, 

Mr. CASS. If the honorable Senator wishes 
me to answer the question, I would say that I do 
not know when they were separated. It is along 
while back, before I knew anything about them, 
It is a most common occurrence in Indian history 
for tribes to separate. I suppose this tribe must 
have separated sixty orseventy yearsago. "They 
have been separated during the last forty years, 
during which time I have known them. 

Mr. BELL. My information is that these In- 
dians of Ohio, of whose sagacity the honorable 
Senator has spoken so eloquently—when they 
found that they were to be swept from the country 
which they occupied on this side of the Missis- 
sippi—when they found that the powerful people 
who had settled the Atlantic slope would never 
give them rest while they were within any terri- 
tory which they could lay claim to, particularly 
after the Revolution,in which the independence of 
the United States was won—they all went west of 
the Mississippi together. They petitioned the 
Spanish Government for the privilege of estab- 
lishing themselves on the right bank of the Mis- 
sissippi. The Baron de Carondelet made a grant 
to them, which has been alluded to in the debate, 
to hold the tract of territory near Cape Girardeau. 
But the grant was made to them in the usual way 
under which the Indians held lands of the Spanish 
Government, which is the same as our own, pro- 
viding specifically, that when they thought. proper 
to remove, their lands should revert to the Gov- 
ernment, and be public property. This grant of 
the Baron de Carondelet to the Shawnee Indians, 
was made in 1793, I believe. All the Shawnees 
went there, except, perhaps, a few stragglers. Į 
know thatthere were some on the Tennessee river 
remaining. That is the narrative which I have 
had of it. 1 have understood that they all re- 
mained in Missouri till 1805, or until some later 
period, when this Ohio band returned and estab- 
lished themselves north of the Ohio. 

Mr. CASS. Wil the Senator allow me to ob- 
serve, that his information on the subject is not 
warranted by the historical facts, These Indians 
were on the Maumee in 1794, and a treaty was 
made with them in 1795. A portion of these very 
Indians were then in that same region. 

Mr. BELL. [ know that in 1794 and 1795, a 
part of this tribe were with the Creeks and Cher- 
okees on the Tennessee river; and they were some 
of the most formidable enemies that the settlers 
on the Tennessee and Cumberland rivers had to 
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contend with, and a portion of them may still have 
remained in Ohio. But, at whatever period they 
settled on the right bank of the Mississippi, under 
this grant, my information is, that these bands 
that remained in Ohio, and were treated. with. in 
1831, were a part of the same tribe which resided 
in. Missouri. At what precise period what are 
called the Ohio Shawnees returned from the west 
tothe east of the Mississippi, I do not know; but 


it seems to be certain that they did return and settle. 


the Ohio, and then they got possession of the 
lands which they ceded to us by the treaty of 
1831. This explanation is necessary in order to 
understand the treaty of 1825. I can assure the 
honorable Senator from Kentucky, that he is mis- 
taken in regard to there being any separate right of 
the Shawnees of Missouri to these fifty miles 
square. The article of the treaty of 1825, by 
which we obtained the cession from the Shawnees, 
isin these words: are 

& Jt is further agreed by the contracting parties, that in 
consideration of the cession aforesaid, the United States 
do hereby agree to give to the Shawnee tribe of Indians, 
within the State of Missouri, for themselves, and for those 


of the same nation now residing in Ohio, who may here- 
after einigrate to the west of the Mississippi.” 


Then it was given to the very people who ori- 
ginally constituted part of the band who held the 
twenty-five miles square in- the neighborhood of 
Cape Girardeau. This tract of fifty miles square 
west of the State of Missouri, was intended as a 
provision for the Missouri Indians, and for those 
who had separated from them many years before 
and settled in Ghio. Those Ohio Indians were a 
part of the very tribe to whom the twenty-five 
miles square of land were ceded by the Spanish 
Government. ; i 

Again, sir, it became the policy of this Govern- 
ment, and it was acted upon in several treaties 
prior to 1825, to collect all the scattered bands and 
tribes of Indians residing in any part of the States, 
or within the organized: Territories of the United 
States, and place them upon territory without the 
organized boundaries of the States and Territories. 
That was the policy pursued, I know, in the 
Creek and Cherokee treaties.of 1817 and 1819. 
We have a right to presume, from our knowledge 
of the then policy of the Government, that the 
treaty of 1825 was made with the view of provid- 
ing a home for the Shawnee Indians who were in 
Ohio when they should cede their lands in that 
State. This is an additional argument to show, 
that the-provision in the treaty of 1825, requiring 
the Missouri Shawnees to admit their brethren of 
Ohio to share with them a part of the fifty miles 
square ceded by the Government in that treaty, 
was made in pursuance of an original right and 
claim of the Ohio Shawnees in the grant of the 
Spanish Government, to be admitted to enjoy a 
part of the fifty miles square. It was further ne- 
cessary to make this provision, to carry out the 
policy of the Government, to collect all these bands 
‘together, get them out of the States as rapidly as 
possible, and concentrate them upon some sepa- 
rate Indian territory, where they could be free from 
the molestations of the whites, and could govern 
themselves according to their ancient usages. I 
presume the honorable Senator from Michigan 
fas no knowledge of the history of this tribe that 
will contradict that statement of mine with regard 
to their being originally of the same band. 

The twenty-five miles square were ceded by the 
Spanish Government to the entire Shawnee tribe. 
including those that afterwards removed to Ohio. 
{t was with those that removed to: Missouri that 
the treaty of 1825 was made. Under that treaty 
the Missouri Shawnees ceded the twenty-five 
miles square, equal to 625,000 acres of land, which 
had been ceded by the Spanish Government. Hion- 
orable Senators have said that there was no con- 
sidération. given by this Government to the Ohio 
Shawnees for their Ohio lands, ceded by the treaty 
of 1831, in which it was provided that the Shaw- 
nees of Ohio should have 100,000) acres of land out 
of the fifty miles square given to the Shawnees of 
Missouri by the treaty of 1825. They have said 
that the 100,000 acres ofland had already been ceded 
by the treaty of 1825, and that the Government of 
the United States-had nothing to give—that it was 
a fraud, on the part of the Government, on the In- 
dians in Ohio. Now, let us see what they did give 
by the treaty of 1825 ‘to the Indians of Ohio, as 
well as the Indians of Missouri. The twenty- 
five miles square which the Shawnees of Missouri 
then held in the neighborhood of Cape Girardeau, 


they gave up for fifty miles square, which was 
ceded bythe Government, on the western border of 
the Stateof Missouri. The Government gave them 
four square miles for one—gave them four acres 
forone. Inthe neighborhood of Cape Girardeau 
they held 625,000 ; and upon the Kansas, un- 
der the treaty of 1825, the Government gave them 
1,600,000 acres of land, four times the quantity 
they formerly held. The Government did not 


only double the amount which might well be sup-' 


posed to have been quite.sufficient for the bands 
still remaining in Missouri, but having in view the 
removal of the Ohio band, the Government gave 
four acres to one—four square miles to one, a tract 
of fifty miles square. h 

As.some appeal has been made to the generous 
feelings of the American people and of the Senate 
upon this subject, I would like Senators to ex- 
plain to methe value of the fifty miles square given 
by the Government. to the Shawnees upon. the 
Kansas river. I understand that that land is worth, 
upon an average, $5 per acre to-day, and that 
two thirds of it is’ worth $10 an acre. 
Shawnees are, at this day, the richest tribe in 
America, in proportion to their numbers. 

I come now to the treaty of 1831. 
second article of that treaty these Shawnees set 
up the claim now under consideration for them- 
selves, as the claim was originally understood, 
and now, itis said, for the whole tribe. That ar- 
ticle is in these words: 

& In consideration of the cessions stipulated in the fore- 
going article, the United States agree to cause the said tribe 
or band of Shawnees, consisting of about four hundred 
souls, to be removed in a convenient and suitable manner 


to the western side of the Mississippi river, and wil) grant 
by patent in fee-simple to them and their heirs forever, as 


long as they shall exist asa nation, and remain upon the | 


same, a tract of land to contain 100,000 acres, to be located, 
under the direction of the President of the United States, 
within the tract of land equal to fifty miles ‘square, which 
was granted to the Shawnee Indians of the State of Mis- 
souri, by the second article of a treaty made at the city of 
St. Louis. in said State, with the said Shawnees, of Mis- 
souri, by William Clark, superintendent of Indian affairs, 
on the 7th day of November, in the year 1825 ; andin which 
it is provided thatthe grant aforesaid shall be for the Shaw- 
nee tribe of Indians within the State of Missouri, and for 
those of the same nation now residing in Ohio, who may 
hereafter emigrate 10 the west of the Mississippi; but if 
there should not be a sufficiency of good land unoeupied 
by the Shawnee Indians, who have already settled on 
the tract granted, as aforesaid, by the said treaty of St. 
Louis, then the tract of 100,000 acres, hereby granted to the 
said Shawnees of Ohio, parties to this compact, shall be lo- 
eated, under the direction of the President of the United 
States, on lands contiguous to the said Shawnees of Mis- 
souri, or on any other unappropriated lands within the dis- 
trict of country designed for the emigrating Indians of the 
United States.” 


That shows the policy of the Government. 
Honorable Senators may inquire why the Gov- 
ernment designated 100,000 acres for those In- 
dians? f presume the Indians insisted on it. Why 
does the treaty go on to provide that if 100,000 
acres of good land cannot be found within the fifty 


| miles square, these Indians should be Jocated on 


good lands, to be designated by the President, 
contiguous to the fifty miles square; and if not 
there, at_any other place that should be agreed 
upon? I presume—because we have as much 


right to make inferences on this side of the ques- | 
tion as there is upon the other—that it was be- | 


cause, as the Shawnees of Ohio were ceding about 
100,000 acres.in the State of Ohio, they wanted to 
make sure of at least 100,000 acres of good Jand 
in the country to which they were invited to re- 
move. . 

Honorable Senators have said, under this head, 
that the Government of the United States had not 
the power to carry into execution this part of the 
treaty of 1831. Whathas been the fact in rela- 
tion to it? The Indians agreed to remove under 
the treaty. of 1831. They did remove. They 
settled with their brethren of Missouri within this 
tract of fifty milessquare. They have lived since 
as one tribe—as one band of Indians—as a band 
of brothers, claiming what? Claiming the whole 
fifty miles square; and, as you have heard an- 


nounced by honorable Senators who take the ; 


other side of this question, they admit that they 
have been receiving annuities in cammon, no dis- 
tinction being made between the Ohio Shawnees 


and the Missouri-Shawnees—claiming no sepa-+ 
rate rights or privileges—governed by one council | 


—uniting in the selection of the same delegates— 


controlling their people as one people, without 


regard to their former separation, which might 
have been expected when you: refer to the fact 


These | 


Under the | 


that they were originally the same tribe of Indians. 
We hear of no separation among them—of no di- 
vision—and they regard themselves as one band. 
Honorable Senators say that these-Indians have 
not received the 100,000 acres of land stipulated in 
the treaty of 1831. I should like to know, how 
that is made out. The 100,000 acres provided to 
be granted to them under the treaty of 1831, 


| were not be held in fee-simple, technically. The 


Shawnees were not at liberty to hold the land in 
severalty, as individuals, and sell at their pleasure; 
but an express provision was made, that they 
should hold—I may use words which are.nearly 
equivalent, and which mean the same thing—the 
lands, as Indian lands are generally held under the 
public law of this country, as long as they con- 
tinue to occupy them as a nation, or until they 
agree. to sell them to the Government of the 
United States. The patent proposed to be issued 
was limited, and was not to extend beyond the 


| Indian tenure,—I mean, the tenure by which In- 


dians generally hold land before it is purchased 


| by the United States. 


Then honorable Senators say, that the Gov- 
ernment has not complied with this contract 
Sir, I deny the assertion. The Government has 
complied with the contract. It has given these In- 
dians not only 100,000 acres of land, but about 
900,000 acres, which are held by the same tenure 
that they held their lands in Ohio, or would have 
held them if there had been a patentissued to them 
according to the strict letter of the treaty of 1831. 

I very much question, after all that honorable 
Senators have said in behalf of the Indians who 
are making this- application, that if we should 
agree to lay off 100,000 acres for them, according 
to the letter of the treaty of 1831, and explain to 
their brethren the consequences, the conditions to 
which. they may be bound to comply if we make 
this grant to them, whether they would not reject 
it; and why? Because they would get merely 
100,000 acres of land, instead of 800,000 or 900,000 
acres, which they now hold, for if we are to issue 
a patent under the terms of the treaty, they will 
get but 100,000 acres. They will thus have to 


i relinquish about 800,000 or 900,000 acres, which 


they now hold. Thus, if they separated them- 
selves from the other members of the tribe, and 
accepted the 100,000 acres, they would be less 
wealthy than they now are; they would be eight 
or ninefold less wealthy, when they came to be 
restricted to a tenancy, by Indian tenure, to 
100,000 acres; whereas, they now have at least 
800,000 or 900,000 acres. 

It will beremembered that a majority of those 
Indians are composed of the Ohio band; that they 
hold in common with the others; neither party 
sets up a separate claim to the fifty miles square, 
containing 1,600,000 acres; but they hold the land 
in common. They hold the councils of their gov- 
ernment as one band of Indians, without reference 
to their former temporary separation. ‘they man- 
age their concerns as one government, just as 
much as the Cherokees, the Creeks, the Chicka- 
saws, or the Choctaws. Hence I say, that if this 
provision were made, as I understand the grounds 
on which it is proposed to be made, the Indians 
belonging to the Ohio band ought to protest against 
it; for they would’ be reduced to comparative pov- 
erty, relatively to the other portion of the tribe; 
for I understand that the Missouri Shawnees are 
only about three or four hundred souls; whereas, 
the Ohio band has now increased to about five 
hundred. 

Honorable Senators may inquire why seventy 
cents an acre were reserved in the treaty. of 1831. 
In fact, my honorable friend from Kentucky has 
undertaken to state that we have never paid the 
Indians a cent for the lands which they have ceded 
in the State of Ohio. The honorable Senator can- 
not have looked into the subject at all, or he would 
not have made such a statement. Why, I under- 
stand that the Government now has, ‘in stocks 
for these Indians, the amount of $39,000, being 
the remainder of the proceeds of the sales of their 
lands in Ohio by the Government, after deducting 
the expenses of their removal west, and several 
items provided for them in the treaty of 1831. 
They have been regularly paid the interest upon 
that amount; and it seems that the interest upon 
these lands has been distributed among the whole 
band; and they have been paid interest from the 
time of the sale of their lands under the treaty of 
1831. That is certainly something. 
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I wish here to make a remark to elucidate the 
nature of this case, and the history of the claim 
itself. For the. purpose of having these stocks 
converted and paid to the Shawnees, in solido, 
according to one of the provisions of the treaty of 
1831, this delegation has visited this city; and if 
we are to judge from the letter of the agent, Mr. 
Moseley, which has been read to the Senate this 
morning, they come upon no other mission but 
this. Instead of having it held in stocks for their 
benefit, and interest paid to them, they wish us 
to pay them the whole sum in solido, as it was 

rovided that Congress and the President should 
ave the discretion to do, by the terms of the 
treaty of 1831. 

The amount of seventy cents per acre on the 
sale of their Jands in Ohio was reserved by the | 
treaty of 1831; and Senators may inquire why 
did the Government of the United States reserve 
this amount? J have heard gentlemen, conversing 
upon this subject outside of the Senate Cham- 
ber, call ita very hard and rigorous measure. to 
exact from the Shawnees of Ohio any part of the 
proceeds of the sales of their lands; and they say 
that we ought in generosity to them, in the exer- 
eise of a liberal policy in regard to the Indian 
tribes, give them the seventy cents an acre which 
we have reserved. Why, we do not usually deal 
with the Indian tribesin that way. We gener- 
ally think it proper for the maintenance of the 
power of this Government that we should have 
something remaining after we pay the Indians all 
that we stipulated to pay them for the usufruct of 
their lands. We may be presumed.to have made 
some reservation of the proceeds of the sales of 
these lands in Ohio for the purpose of getting 
money into the common Treasury for the common 
purposes of Government, as we proposed to do, 
and have done, under nine tenths of the treaties 
we have heretofore made with the Indian tribes. 

Those who made the treaty of 1831 may be 
presumed to have intended to reserve seventy 
cents an acre in consideration—of what? In con- 
sideration of the 100,000 acres we stipulated to 
give the Shawnees, which they were to hold upon 
the same tenure, upon the borders of the State of 
Missouri, by which they held their land in Ohio. 
We reserved seventy cents an acre out of the. pro- 
ceeds of the sales of their land, and gave them, 
in fact, 800,000 acres—not. of ordinary prairie 
land, not land: of the quality usually found upon: 
the great prairies west of the. Mississippi and the | 
Missouri, but upon lands which, I am told by the 
Senator from Missouri himself, are worth at this 
day, upon an average, five dollars an acre, and 
two thirds of them ‘are worth ten dollars an acre: 
I have ‘not estimated ‘their value, but I presume 
the lands which these Indians occupy west of 
Missouri are worth $10,000,000, and that upon a 
free and unrestricted sale at public auction, they 
would bring that amount of money. Iam told 
that they comprise some of the richest lands to 
he found on the continent, and they border imme- 
diately upon white settlements. It was in con- 
sideration of such a gift as that to these Shaw- | 
nees that the United States, without any illiberal- 
ity, may be supposed to have retained seventy 
cents an acre upon the sale of the Shawnee lands 
in the State of Ohio. Atall events, we see no 
more reason for supposing that it was made for’, 
any other purpose, or to say it was- done with a 
view to appropriate it at some future day to the 
benefit of this tribe, than we have to take up any | 
of the old treaties and say that we- have no right 
io reserve any moneys from the sale of the lands. 
except to pay the expenses of Indian removal, | 
survey, and bringing the lands into market. 

It ig. somewhat curious how so many gentlemen | 
have been led into what I considera very great 
error in relation to this question. It has been 
stated, in the course of the discussion, that the 
United States actually issued a patent to the Shaw- | 
nees of Missouri. exclusively for the fifty. miles 
square; and therefore itis concluded by honorable 
Senators that the Government cannot comply with 
the treaty of 1831 with the Ohio Indians. Letus 
see whether this is the fact; and if it were a fact, 
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no. officer of this Government had, by law, any 
authority to issue such a patent; because the treaty. 
of 1825 does not authorize it. Let me advert to 
the’ patent which issued, in order to see whether ! 
there is not some mistake as to the fact. The 
patent contains this clause: 


“ Now, know ye that the United States of America, in 
consideration of the premises, and in execution of the 
agreement and stipulations in the aforesaid articles of con- | 
vention, have given, and by these presents do give, unto | 
the said Shawnee tribe of Indians, who were within the 
State of Missouri, and who are designated in the aforesaid 
second article of the convention, ‘for themselves, and for 
those of the same nation who were residing in Ohio, and 
who are also referred to in said second article of the agree- 
ment and convention made and concluded at Wapagh-Ka- 
netta, in the county of Allen, and State of Ohio, on the 8th 
day of August, in the year of our Lord, 1831.” 

This patent, on which some gentlemen rely to 
show that we ought to pay this money on the 
ground that the land has been patented to the 
Shawnees ef Missouri, shows on its very face that 
there was a reservation made for the benefit of the 
Ohio Shawnees. It is a most singular fact, that 
no authority ever existed to issue such a patent. 
I have read a portion of the patent for the pur- 
pose of showing that it reserves the rights of the 
Shawnees of Ohio, and forthe purpose of showing 
that this thing called a patent in the treaty of 183], 
and the like of which was issued in 1844 to the | 
Shawnees of Missouri, was only given to content | 
them. It wasa sham; it was a pretext. They 
thought they would be more secure under it than 
they were under the stipulations of the treaty. 
But it gave them no other rights and no other 
privileges than those which they had under the 
treaty. It was expressly reserved in the patent, 
that they should only hold the land as long as 
they continued to reside upon it as a nation, and 
that they should sell only to the United States. į 
But the treaty of 1825, under which the patent | 

urports to have been issued, never had a stipu- | 
ation for the issuing of a patent in any form. 
The patent stipulated in the treaty of 1831, gives 
no other, or better, or higher title than the treaty 
provided had no patent been stipulated. 

It is a little singular that this claim comes sup- 
orted by the, decision of the Department of the 
nterior, the head of which is a gentleman of dis- 

tinguished talent, character, and standing in every 
way. I attribute the errors into which he has 
fallen, to the vast amount of business that he is 
charged with, to which he has to give his attention | 
and examination, connected with the various | 
branches of business in his Department—Indian | 
affairs, public lands, &c. I think we shall find |} 
out from this the ground upon which many gen- || 
tlemen have been misled. This is the opinion of : 
the Secretary of the Interior, transmitted to Con- | 
gress, with the recommendation that this claim į 
should be allowed. It is right that the claimants | 

| 


should have the benefit of this recommendation; | 
but still it is proper to investigate a little the state- 
ments which he makes in that opinion. Hestates: 
« Phere is no evidence, historical or otherwise, going to | 
show that this tribe was, until this time, associated in any | 
manner with the ‘Shawnecs of Ohio,’ who, as a separate | 
and distinct tribe, were dwelling upon lands of their own jį 
in a distant region.” ; i 
I might as well allude here to what is said by 
Captain Parks, whom the Senator from Michigan 
so well knows, and who seems to be a responsible 
gentleman, one whom I respect. He is a gallant. |; 
and noble chief. With a portion of his warriors, he | 
was in a campaign in Florida, and acted most gal- |; 
lantly, and I would have no objection to do any- + 
thing that is proper for him. e says that the | 
Shawnees of Ohio did once form part of the | 
Shawnees settled in Missouri, under a concession | 
of the Spanish Government, but that they became ;| 
discontented, and separated and settled afterwards || 
in Ohio. - : f 
This broad statement of the Secretary of the fn- | 
terior goes back to the origin of the tribe. The | 
honorable Senator from Michigan did not deny 
that originally they all belonged to the same tribe. it 
He supposes that the Shawnees of Missouri sep- ij 
arated from the body of the tribe in Ohio, whereas 
the fact appears to be that all went to the west of 


‘| and talent, and responsibility. 
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the Mississippi for a while, except some straggling 
individuals. The Secretary continues: BE 

“One of the stipulations of the treaty of 1825, was, that 
the land in question should be conveyed by patent in fee- 
simple, to the Missouri Shawnees.?? 

Sir, there is no such stipulation, and you can 
easily see how the Secretary misled himself when 
he assumed such premise, because it was impos- 
sible for him, with such an assumption, not to 
come to an erroneous conclusion. He goes on: 

‘This provision was comptied with on the 1th May, 
1844, when a patent was ied to them, following the con- 
ditions of the treaty. Jt conveyed the fifty mil quare of 
land on the Kansas, to the Shawnees of Missouri, for 
themselves’ and ‘ those of the same nation? who were re- 
siding in Ohio, subject to the right secured to the Ohio 
band of Shawnees; which right, as will appear hereafter, ~ 
was only a right of occupancy, no consideration passing 
from them. ‘Chey were at that time living in the State of 
Ohio, on lands owned by them in their own exclusive 
right.?? 

What does he mean by that? He assumes that 
it was only the right of occupancy that was given 
tothe Indians of Ohio. What other. right was 
given to the Shawnees of Missouri by. the.treaty 
of 1825? Nothing more. . They are to retain pos- 
session as long as they reside as a nation, and 
they can only sell tu the United States. But there 
is another misapprehension here. ‘They [mean- 
ing the Shawnees of Ohio] were at that time living 
in the State of Ohio on lands owned by them, in 
their own exclusive risht.” What does the Sec- 
retary mean? Does he mean that they held no 
fee-simple according to the usual sense of the word ? 
I presume he did not. The fact is, that this Ohio 
band held their lands in Ohio as other Indians 
hold their land. They were to occupy and enjoy 
it until they sold to the United States. But.the 
Secretary continues: 

“On the 8th Angust, 1831, the United States executed a 
treaty with the € Shawnees of Ohio,’ by which they agreed 
to grant to this tribe “by patent, in fec-sunple, to them and 
their heirs forever, as long as they shall exist asa nation 
and remain upon the same, a traet of land to contain 
100,000 acres within the tract of land, equal to fifty miles 
square,’ Which as above-mentioned had been before granted 
to the Shawwnees of Missouri, for and in cousideration of 
the cession of ‘all the lands owned or claimed? by them 
in the State of Ohio.”? Ses 

I supposethe honorable Secretary must havesup- 
posed that the patent in fee-simple issued in 1844 
to the Shawnées of Missouri, was without limita~ 
tion, and that the grantees might hold in severalty 
and sell to whom they please; but there is no pre~ 
text for it, for he repeats the limitation himself: 
« Ag long as they shall exist as a nation and re- 
main upon the same.” And if he had looked at 
the third article of the treaty he would have found 
that. they were prohibited from selling but to the 
United States, and were to continue under their 
protection as usual. ‘I’here is not the slightest 
difference between holding under such a patent as 
this and holding under the common and generat 
Indian tenure established by the policy of the 
Government. Let us go a little further. I will 
not read the whole of the argument of the Seere- 
tary, but only those parts where he seems to have 
misconceived the case entirely: A i 

“The Shawnees of Ohio now chaim that this amount 
shonid be ‘returned to thew, or invested for their use, or 
se thatthe United Sta ould WAH fts soleinn’stipula 
tion to convey to them n-simple, 100,000 acres of Jand 
within the filty iniles square aircady granted to the Shaw- 
nees of Missouri. The latter, itis clear, cannot be done, 
The United States has already issued a patent for that tand, 
and have thereby parted with their title. be i 

Itis singular that such premises could be as- 
sumed by an examining officer of his distinction, 
y. It cay only be ac- 
counted for, as T have stated before, on the ground 
of the immense business to which his attention 
must be called every day of his official existence. 

Here he assumes that the whole fifty miles’ 
square has been patented to the Shawnees of Mis- 
souri exclusively, leaving out of view the express 
provision for the Ohio Shawnees in the treaty of, 
1825; and therefore it follows that “you cannot 
grant to the Shawnees of Ohio. But 
when you come to look: into the’ patent to which 
he refers, this very claim in favor of the Ohio 
Shawnees is recited, and the patent was issued, 
subject to the claim of .the Shawnees of Ohio. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2082 


TE 


Furthermore, the argument is made more absurd h 
when you come to consider that the patent did not 
give them any other or better title than that en-- 
joyed. under the stipulation of the treaty itself, 
which was, that as long as they continued to exist 
as á nation, they should be permitted to hold the 
land, and no longer; and that they should sell to 
none but to the Government of the United States; 
not only the patent, but the stipulations of the 
tréaty of 1831, which provided forthe patent, pro- 
vides that it shall extend no further than that. That 
was the delusion under which the Secretary 
labored. Here | may notice the argument of the 
Secretary of the Interior, in which he states that 
the patent cannot be granted to the Ohió Indians, 
because the whole of the land was granted to the 
Shawnees of Missouri. In that patent, as I said 
before, the claim of the Shawnees of Ohio was 
reserved, and the patent was granted to the Shaw- 
nees of Missouri, subject to the claim of the 
Shawnees of Ohio. 

The Secretary proceeds: 

“The United States have not fulfitied their part of the 
contract.” 

I have already referred to this. They have not, 
in terms; they have not granted them a title, by 
patent, or otherwise, to a separate 100,000 acres 
within the limits of the fifty miles square; but they 
have granted to them 800,000 acres instead of 
100,000, and by an equally valuable and valid 
title; and where their brethren of Missouri have 
received them as a portion of their own tribe, they 
pretended to set up no exclusive claim to the fifty 
miles square. I heard the argument urged by a 
gentleman the other day, either in the Senate or 
out of it, upon this subject, that the Shawnees of 
Missouri could drive the Shawnees of Ohio from 
this land; that the latter had no property—no 
home there. Sir, the treaties of 1825 and 1831 
give them a home. They have a home in pur- 
suance of the provisions of those treaties. 
Shawnees of Missouri received the Ohio Indians 
into their bosoms, and acknowledged them as 
part of their own people, entitled to Jive upon the 
same lands, and hold the same rights in them. 
These Ohio Indians are a majority; and if major- 
ities are to rule there, as with us, they govern the 
country—-they are the masters, if they choose to 
act upon any idea of a separate existence as a na- 
tion; and instead of being expelled themselves, 
they have the physical power, as they are superior 
in numbers, to expel the Shawnees of Missouri. 
But in fact, the title ta this fifty miles square be- 
longs in common to the whole tribe—those who 
lived in Ohio at the time of the treaty of 1831, and 
those who lived in Missouri. That is the way I 
answer the Secretary ’s assertion that the United 
States have not fulfilled their part. of the compact. 
They have.given to the Ohio Shawnees. 800,000 
acres instead of 100,000, to hold by a title equally 
as good as by a patent. 

Let any gentleman, if he thinks proper, propose 
that the Government shall give them a patent for 
the 100,000 acres upon the relinquishment of their 
interest in the fifty miles square. We would 
make 700,000 acresby the exercise of this, liter- 
ally, and they would lose it. I would not pro- 
pose such a thing. 

The Secretary proceeds: 

“ Phe mere fact that the Shawnees of Missouri permit 
those of Ohio to occupy their lands, cannot, it seems to me, 
release this Government.” 

t Permit them!’? How doeshe feel authorized 
to use such a word? ‘They had as much right as 
the Shawnees of Missouri by the very terms of 
the treaty of 1825; and the country fifty miles 
aquate was not given to the Shawnees of Missouri 
alone} for, in the same sentence it is provided, 
that when the Shawnees of Ohio think proper to 
emigrate to their brethren in Missouri, the grant 
shall be to them, as well-as to the Missouri Shaw- 
nees. Talk of permission! They have as much 
right under the treaty stipulation—they have as 
much right in law, by the treaty and justice, to 
the occupancy and ‘to the enjoyment of the 
1,600,000 acres, as the Shawnees of Missouri 
have. They have ‘hy as high a title. Itis tobe 
regarded so literally; for the grant was to both 
branches of the tribe. 

The Secretary proceeds: 


“ The Missouri Shawnees may at any time cede these 
lands to the Government.. To do this, the’ assent of the 
Ohio Shawnees would not be asked, and is not required 
and they are liable to be driven from their homes without 
any legal mode of protecting themselves? ` 


he |i 


$ 


| listened to him with more than ordinary interest; 


On what principle, or upon whatauthority, can 
such an assertion be maintained? Wehave made 
‘the grant to the Ohio Shawnees, as well as to the 
‘Missouri Shawnees; and now to maintain that 
the latter hold the power of ceding the whole of 
that territory, would be a direct violation of the 
right of the Ohio Shawnees, secured not only 
under the treaty of 1831, but under that of 1825 
also. The Ohio Shawnees have no right to pro- 
tect themselves! They have no rights there! | 
They can be driven off by the Missouri Shaw- 
nees! Let me repeat again, under what title do 
the Missouri Shawnees claim? ~ Under the second 
article of the treaty -of 1825, which grants the 
fifty miles square to them and to the Shawnees of 
Ohio, when they shall settle among them—one 
having equally as good a right to enjoy it as the 
other. The Shawnees of Ohio were a part of the 
original band. It is said they did not acceptthat. 
But under the treaty of 1831 they have agreed to 
accept it, and have acquiesced in it for twenty 
years. 

As far as I remember now, I do not think this 
claim has ever been set up until this year—at all | 
events not until 1844, I am amazed that such mis- 
takes as these were made by the examining offi- 
cer; they, | presume, emanated from the Indian | 
office, but the Secretary of the Interior has given 
the sanction of his name to them, and of hisopin- 
ion upon them; but as I have shown, I think upon | 
a totally mistaken view of the real facts in the | 
case. if Lam right in the grounds [ have taken, | 
there is not the shadow of a foundation of a claim 
for this appropriation -to the Shawnees of Ohio. | 
They have eight times the amount of land they 
claim under the treaty of 1831. All that genile- 
men can hinge the propriety. of this appropriation 
upon, is, that they have a right to the separate en- 
joyment of 100,000 acres. 1 am willing to propose 
it to them. lam willing to negotiate with them, 
and propose that the Shawnees of Ohio should 
have the exclusive use of 100,000 acres, and their 
brethren of Missouri the remainder. itis all a 
good country—said to be the finest tract of its size 
to be found west of the Mississippi. Do you sup- 
pose they would accept it? <Not at all. 

I have thought it necessary to go into this ex- 
amination of the subject, because other honorable 
Senators have taken an entirely different view of 
the question from that which I have, and, as I 
think, some of them not understanding the true 
state of the facts in the case. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Michigan was entirely mistaken as to my 
being restless under his historical sketch, or what 
he called vindicating the truth of history. Sir, I 


but he made one remark to which 1 deem it my 
duty especially toreply. My intercourse, whether 
social or political, with the Indian tribes lias been 
very limited, although I have spent more than half 
of my life in their immediate neighborhood. But, | 
sir, 1 will say that no squaw ever had occasion to | 
laugh at me. Now, can the honorable Senator 
from Michigan say as much for himself? (Laugh- 
j ter.) There was a point referred to as relating to 
the truth of history which | do not think touches 
this case at all. ł do not deem it material to in- 
| quire when the Shawnees settled in the State of 
Missouri. 

The original grant, as stated by the Senator | 
from Tennessee, from the Baron de. Carondelet, 
was dated in 1793. 1 have before mea petition 
which I wish to read: 


“ To the President of the United States: : 

“ The petition of Louis Larainier, in the name and behalf 
of the Shawnee and Delaware [ndians, settied within the 
territory of Louisiana, respectfully showeth: 

t That the said Indians, when they first repaired to this 
side of the river Mississippi; had obtained trom the Baroz-} 
de Carondelet, the Governor of Louisiana, the permission to 
occupy any part of the vacant dotmain between the Missouri 
and the Arkansas rivers, for them to hunt, plant, sow, raise 
cattle, and make such improvements as might be necessary 
or useful for the subsistenee of their actual or subsequent 
population, with the assurance of being maintained and 
protected in the peaceful and undisturbed possession of the 
same; that, in consequence, and by virtue of that privilege, 
they had made choice of that tract of country, then. wiin 
habited and unappropriated, which lay between the river į 
Cape St. Come and Cape Girardeau, bounded on the east 
by the Mississippi, and westwardly bya smali river called | 
White river.” 5 a f : 


i 


The date of the grant was, I believe, January 
4th, 1793. Then I have here a petition from the 
Shawnee chiefs of. the: Missouri band signed by | 


©The White Bird,” t The Flute,” “ The Fire,”” 
and ‘The Speaker,”’ in which they say: 

# We, the undernamed chiets and headmen of the Shaw- 
nee and Deleware tribes of fidians, residing on the west 
side of the Mississippi river. after having held consultation 
in common council, determined to address you on the sub-. 
ject of our concern, and represent the facts on which they 
are predicated. y 

« About the year 1788 the Shawnee and Delaware tribes, 
whom we represent, were invited by the officers of the 
Spanish Government in the upper part of their colony of 
ana, to remove and settle on the west side of the 
sippi. This measure was consented to, and we went 
to reside at, first, near to St. Louis. The protection which 
we afforded to the Spanish settlements against the frequent 
incursions of the Osage nation, was, doubtless, the policy 
of the Spanish Government m soliciting us to settle in their 
country. We were offered by thers a district of country on 
the Mississippi, wherever we might think proper to select 
it, between the mouth of the Missouri and Arkansas rivers. 
No permanent settlements were, however, made by us until 
about 1797, when two of our principal men, having obtained 
a recommendation from the Spanish officers in the upper 
country, went with it to the Governor and Intendant at 
New Orleans. In the spring following, they returned with 
a concession from the Spanish Government to the Shawnee 
and Delaware Indians for all the traci of country within the 
following boundaries,” &c. 

This does not show the exact year this band of 
the Shawnees settled in the State of Missouri, but 
it shows us that they were invited to settle there 
in 1788; that in 1793 they obtained the grant; and 
that in 1797 they were actually upon the land. f 
was told the other morning, in the presence of the. 
Senator from Tennessee, by Captain Parks, one 
of the chiefs of the Shawnees, who is now here, 
that after General Wayne had defeated the Indians 
in 1794, the great bulk of the Shawnee nation 
started to leave their homes in the Northwest to 
go beyond the Mississippi river, to take protection 
under another Government; but that a portion of 
the Shawnees—I suppose this Ohio band—re~ 
turned and settled upon the Auglaize. I do not 
recollect whether he said what became of them; 
but my understanding of the matter was, that after 
the defeat of the Indians by Wayne—— 

Mr. BELL. The whole tribe went west. 

Mr. ATCHISON. After Wayne defeated 
the Indians, this portion of the Shawnee nation 
went and settled west of the Mississippi, under 
an invitation which they had received from the 
Spanish Government prior to that, in 1788; but I 
do not see that this has any bearing upon the ques- 
tion at-all. 

Mr. BELL. I would state to the Senator that 
I made use of the argument as to the historical fact 
for the purpose of answering the position that the. 
Ohio Shawnees had nothing to do with the treaty 
of 1825, and could have no interest in it. My ob- 
ject was to show that they were originally oneand 
the same tribe. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I was coming to that 
point. The Senate will see from the able argu- 
ment of the Senator from Tennessee, that there is 
very great doubt and difficulty in the settlement of 
this question. But the close of his argument was, 
l think, decidedly against himself. He says that 
by the terms of the treaty of 1825 with the Mis- 
souri Shawnees, the United States stipulated that 
the Ohio Shawnees should hold this fifty miles 
square in common with the Missouri Shawnees. 
Weil, if that be the case, then one undivided 
moiety of fifty miles square belonged tothe Shaw- 
nees of Ohio. I differ with him as to that con- 
struction of the treaty. But admitting that to be 
the construction, what consideration did the United 
States give them for their lands ceded by the treaty 
of 18312 Why, 100,000 acres of their own land, 
to be located within this fifty miles square, and in- 
stead of giving them one undivided moiety, or an 
equal interest. in the fifty miles square, they are 
cut down to the 100,000 acres of their own lands, 
according to the argument made by the honorable 
Senator from ‘Fennessee, if I understood him 
aright. 'Fhis being the case, the Ohio Shawnees 
have never received any consideration, except the 
five per cent. upon the $39,000 which they have 
received up to this time. 

Mr. BELL. Willthe honorable Senator allow 
me to say that I did not make such an argument 
asthat. I did not say that though it belonged to 
the Ohio tribe of Indians, it was given for the 
common benefit. The fifty miles square was laid 
off under the treaty of 1825, by the Shawnees of 
Missouri, with the stipulation that the Shawnees of 
Ohio might occupy the land in common withthem, 
when they should think proper to emigrate. The 
United States ‘then entered into no ‘stipulations 
with the Ohio Indians to compel- them either to 
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remove or accept or not accept. But the stipu- | 
lation of the treaty of 1825 was in furtherance of ; 
the policy of the Government, that when it did | 
treat with the Ohio Indians for their removal to 
the. western frontier, they might have a home pro- 
vided for them by the treaty of 1825, to which 
they might remove. 

Mr. ATCHISON. The treaty of 1831 in- 
volves this question in further difficulty. The 
treaty of 1825 is recited in the latter treaty; and 
the Shawnees then—ad mitting that they had cam- 
mon sense, and knew what they were about— | 
knew that they were taking their own lands if that | 
was the case. Itis not a fair presumption to sup- 
pose that they did not understand what they were | 
abort. As [ slated to the Senate on a former oc- | 
casion, if this were a transaction between white 
man and white man I would, without hesitation, 
say that I should not give them the consideration 
which they ask. But it was a treaty entered into | 
on behalf of the Government of the United States | 
by men of talent and ability, with a parcel of ig- 
norant Shawnee Indians, for they were so at that 
time. 

Now, a further difficulty presents itself as to 
who shall have this money; and that is the true 
difficulty, if we agree to give it. But I think that 
difficulty is obviated by the amendment proposed 
by the honorable Senater from Arkansas. He 
propòses, that if the Senate should agree with the 

ouse of Representatives in retaining this appro- 
priation, it shall be qualified; and that this money 
shall be paid to the Shawnee nation, now residing 
on the tract of fifty miles square—the Missouri 
Shawnees and Ohio Shawnees in common; that 
the Missouri Shawnees shall agree, together with 
the Ohio Shawnees, that they will accept this in 
common; and that the Ohio Shawnees shall re- 
lease all claim against the Government, under the 
treaty of 1831, forthe 160,000 acres. Thatis fair, 
and Í presume they would accede to it. If you 
make this appropriation, as it stands at present in 
the bill, it would be so much money thrown away; 
and both these bands of Indians would have a 
right to come upon the Government and claim ad- 
ditional appropriations—the Missouri Shawnees 
claiming $33,000, and the Ohio Shawnees claiming 
$33,000. Suppose you should now give all this 
money to the Ohio Shawnees, the Missouri Shaw- 
nees would turn round and say to them, ‘* You 
have no right to settle on this land; you have not 
paid us a cent for our land; it is our land under 
the treaty of 1825.” They would give it that 
construction beyond all question; and thus a diffi- 
culty would arise between these two bands of 
Shawnees, and this Government would have to 
setile that difficulty out of the Treasury of the 
United States. I am for settling it now, once for 
all. The amendment proposed: by the Senator 
from Arkansas will do this. 

I am perfectly willing to strike out of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Arkansas, the clause 

roposing the reference to the Attorney General. 
Pam willing to close the business now, upon the 
terms and conditions proposed in that amend- 
ment; or Lam willing to refer the matter to the 
opinion of the Attorney General, as to the right 
against this Government. Fam willing to accept 
the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, as 
a substitute for the section which the Committee 
on Finance proposed to strike out. I would ac- 
cept it, provided the Senate would strike out the 
reference to the Attorney General, and Jeave the 
appropriation to be made at once, and absolutely 
to be disposed of, as provided by his amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, as l view this | 
question, it is a very plain one. [concur fully 
with the honorable Senator from Tennessee, that : 
if this is put upon the score of right, these Indians | 
have no claim whatever. In 1331, the Shawnees | 
of Ohio sold their lands in Ohio. What were they | 
to receive for those lands? I will read from that | 
treaty, and draw some deductions from it. The 
treaty provides: | 

“The United States will expose to public sale, to the 
highest bidder, in the manner of selling the public lands, | 
the tracts of land herein ceded by the said Shawnees. And | 


after deducting trom the proceeds of such sales the sam of i 
seventy cents per acre, exclusive of the cost of surveying, | 


the cost of the grist-inill, saw-mill, and blacksmith’s shop, | 
and the aforesaid sum of $13,000, to be advanced in lieu of | 
improvements; and it is agreed that any balance which 
may remain of the avails of the lands, after sale as afore- 
said, shali constitute a fund for the future necessities of 
gaid tribe, parties to this compact, on which the United 
States agree to pay to the 


3 
H 


H dians? 


i 


chiefs, for the use and general |} pal 


henefit of their people, annually, five per centum on the 
amount of said balances as an annuity. Said fund.to be 
continued during the pleasure af Congress, unless the chiefs 
of said tribe or band, by and with the consent of their peo- 
{ ple in general council assembled, should desire that the 
fund thus to be created should be dissolved and paid over 
to thems in which case, the President shall-catise the same 
10 be so paid, if, in his discretion, he shall hetieve the hap- 
piness and prosperity of said tribe would be promoted 
therehy.”? 


The Government has kept to itself seventy 
cents per acre from the sale of these lands, and it 


spoken of is to be held by the United States, and 
paid over to the Indians whenever they require it; 
and it is that very fund, according to the papers 
which have been read, that the chiefs have come 
on here to settle. “Phe claim for which theappro- 
priation is proposed in the bill asit came fromthe 
House, is of an entirely different character. The 
chiefs came here asking the Government to pay 
them in gross the fund reserved by the article of 
the treaty which I have read. This proposition 
is to appropriate to them the seventy cents an 
acre which the Government reserved from the sales 
of their lands. 

What was the Government to pay these In- 
le will be perceived that the Government 
was to expose the lands for sale as other public 
lands, and therefore they were not to be sold for 
less than $1 25 an acre. Outof the proceeds of 
the sales, the Government reserved seventy cents, 
The balance, fifty-five cents an acre, was. to be 
paid to the ludians in annuities and certain other 
ways. Now, do they claim that there is one far- 
thing of the fifty-five cents an acre which is un- 
paid? Notatall, That has all been disposed of. 
They do not pretend that one farthing of the fifty- 
five cents has not been paid. What else do they 
complain of? They were to have 100,000 acres 
of land in the State of Missouri, which jand was 
to be embraced within the fifty miles square which 
was conveyed by the Government under the treaty 
of 1825 to the Shawnees of Missouri. Do they 
complain that they have not received those 100,000 
acres? The chiefs who are here have not come 
for any such purpose. They do not make any 
such complaint. ‘The subjecton which they come 
is of altogether a different character, 

What does the tract of fifty miles square granted 
to the Shawnees amount to? It amounts to 
1,600,000 acres. These Ohio Shawnees constitute 
the majority of the whole tribe of Shawnees, and 
therefore they get more than half of the 1,600,000 
acres of land. They get at least 800,000 acres, if 
not more, instead of the 100,000 which we agreed 
to grant them, Now, is it not perfectly clear that 
they have received the fifty-five cents an acre? 
They have received not only 100,000 acres west 
of the Missouri, but 800,000 acres of land. 

On what ground, then, is this claim based? 
Why, sir, it must be upon the score of benevo- 
lence and generosity. The fifty-five cents an acre 
has been paid. There is no complaint on that 
‘head. 
“acres, but 800,000 acres, and they are in the en- 
-joyment of it. There is nothing left, therefore, 
which can possibly be complained of, but this one 
thing: that the fifty-five cents an acre which was 
reserved in the hands of the Government, is not 
yet finally settled, for the chiefs have come on to 
obtain a settlement of thatamount. They donot 
desire that it shall remain a fund in the hiands-of 
the Government, for the use of the Indians, but 
they desire that the fund be paid over to thei now 
in gross. That is the object for which they have 
| come here. But this claim is of an entirely differ- 
ent character. — 

This claim, if I understand it, is for the amount 
received from the sale of their lands in Ohio. In 
other words, it is a proposition to appropriate to 
these Indians the aggregate of seventy cents an 
acre, which was reserved by the Government, in 
lieu of—what? In lien of the 100,000 acres in 
Missouri, which, it is said, they nevergot. Why, 
this is a most astonishing case! They never got 
the 160,000 acres! Why, sir, where are they 
living? They are living on the 1,600,000 acres 
set apart for the whole tribe, and they, being a 


| majority of the whole tribe, enjoy their full share; 


| and yet complaint is made that we have not given 
them 100,000 acres! It is said they must have 
the seventy cents per acre which was reserved by 
the Government in the treaty. Why. we have 
d under this treaty fifty-five cents an acre to the 


is out of the balance remaining that the fund here | 


e have given them not only 100,000 | 


Indians. Have we ever paid. so much before? 
Why, less than eleven and a half cents an acre 
was paid for the great Menomonee cession, and 
about the same amount for the Sioux cession, 
which was not long since ratified; and that was 
clamored against as being too high. 

I can see no foundation whatever for this claim. 
If it is for the seventy cents an acre in liew of the 
100,000 acres which they were to have -west of 
the Missouri, why do they not ask us to comply 
with the treaty, and give them 100,000 acres?. Ah, 
sir, they are not such fools as to do that, They 
know if they cut off 100,000 acres for themselves 
what will be the result. It will he that the Mis- 
souri Shawnees will have 1,500,000 acres to their 
100,000. They are not so ivsensible to their own 
interests as to give up the haifof 1,600,000 acres, 
and receive instead of it 100,000 acres, leaving to 
the. Missouri Shawnees 1,500,000. J can see no 
foundation for the claim whatever on any princi- 
ple of construction which can be applied to the 
treaty, 

The amendment of the Senator from Arkansas 
proposes that the appropriation shall be made on 
condition that the Attorney General, 'on investi- 
gation, shall be satisfied that the claim is just. I 
have a very high regard for the opinion of the 
Attorney General when | know that he investi- 
gates a subject, and I presume that when a subject 
was referred to hisopinion by Congress, he would 
investigate it. But Pao not see any neressity for 
any reference. Besides, I am opposed to the 
policy of making appropriations to depend on the 
opinion of the Attorney General. Ir his opinion 
is necessary, let us have it to guide us before we 
legislate, and not afterwards, 

J'he recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Interior in favor of this claim carries to me no 
weight. He really seems never to investigate a 
subject. He goes at random; and very frequent- 
ly, when his recommendations are here, the most 
superficial examination discloses that they are 
utterly erroneous. It seems that no dependence 
whatever can be placed on his recommendation. 
Then, if these Indians have got their fifty-five 
cents an acre, as the treaty provided they should 
have, if they have got not only 100,000 acres, but 
800,000, 1 cannot see for my life what further 
claim they can have. 

Mr. CASS. Mr, President, the honorable Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin is entirely wrong on this 
subject. The matter is exceedingly plain, and 


| lies ina nutshell. The Cape Girardeau Indians 


owned a treet of land, and sold it to the United 
States in 1825. In consideration of it, the United 
States gave them a tract of fifty miles square, west 
of the Arkansas. In the treaty of 1825, at the 
request of the Indians, there was this provision 
mudé, that the Ohio Indians from time to time, 
when they chose to emigrate, might go there. 
Some years afterwards the United States go into 
Ohio, where there were small tracts reserved and 
occupied by the Shawnees, the Delawares, and 
the Wyandots. In process of time these reservi- 
tions became valuable. In 1831 the United States 
wanted the Indians to go west. We made ar- 
rangements with these Indians in Ohio to go west, 
and we provided to give them 100,000 acres oùt 
of the tract which had been before granted to their 
brethren in thatcountry. Out of that tract of fifty 
miles sq :are they were to receive a patent for 
100,000 acres of land. Now,! want to know 
what right had we to change the terms of the 
original treaty? If they were to go there at all in 
a body, (which the treaty never contemplated,) 
they had an equal right to the whole; whereas we 
say in the treaty that we will give them 100,000 
acres. As 1 said before, they were entitled to the 
land without our patent; and yet gentlemen talk 
about their having a part of these fifty miles square. 
Gentlemen talk about the value of the land on 
which the Indians have settled. What good is that 
value to them? They cannot sell it except to the 
United States, so that it does not make any differ- 
ence to them whether the land be worth one dol- 
lar or a million of dollars. Whatever may be the 
price, it makes no difference to them, for they 
hold it just as other Indians hold land, with the 
right to occupy and not to sell to any one but to 
the Government of the United States. As I said 
before, the United States have furnished one tract 
of land, and they got a consideration for two. 
That is just the whole point of the case, and that 
is all there is about it. 2 wi 
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Mr. WALKER. I willtakeit upon the ground 
of the Senator from Michigan. Hesays thetreaty 
was made with the Shawnees of Missouri in 1825; 
and that, in lieu of. the twenty-five miles square 
near Cape Girardeau, they were given fifty miles 
square in another place. Does not the Senator 
bear in mind that that was not given to them ab- 
solutely, as Missouri Shawnees? - Does he not 
bear in mind that there was an express reserva- 
tion made in that. treaty that the Ohio Shawnees 
might settle on that fifty miles square ? 

_ The next point of the Senator is, that a patent 
has: been issued to the Shawnees of Missouri. 
Does he lose sight of the fact that the patent re- 
Serves the portion of the Ohio Shawnees in pur- 
suance of the stipulations of the treaty? He can- 
not forget that. But put it upon his own ground; 
suppose that the treaty with the Shawnees of Mis- 
souri had not been observed, and we had treated 


Again, he says that this land upon the Kansas 
| which they have got is the most valuable land per- 
haps which any tribe owns—that it is worth 85 
or $10 per acre. What has the value of the land 
which they have received to do with the question? 
How does the value:operate upon the contract? 
Mr. BELL. I was speaking on the principle 
| of gratuity, upon which ground some who favor 


| the appropriation place it, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman says 
| we ought not to make a donation, I agree with 
| hira; but we are treating with contracts: now, for 
| a treaty is nothing but a contract between nations, 
or-between quasi nations such as we regard the 
Indian tribes; and is like a contract between two 
individuals; and the same principles apply to the 
one as to the other.. The value of the country, 
therefore, has nothing to do with the case except 
‘in this point of view. - If the country is worth $5 


with each band separately, the Government, hav- 
ing in view the Ohio Indians, would have deducted 
what. was intended for the Ohio Indians, and 
would have given to the Missouri Indians so much 
less of course. The Government saw proper to 
appropriate a gross aggregate amount for the Mis- 
souri Indians, including the Ohio Indians; and I 
cannot see the difference between giving it jointly 
to them, or giving it to them separately, if they 
should demand it. But they did not demand it; and 
all that they ask is what was reserved in the treaty, 
that the fund which the Government holds for 
their benefit should be paid over to them in gross. 

Again, sir, what would a separate treaty with 
these two tribes give them upon the principles de- 
duced from this treaty? It is just what I have 
before stated. It would leave the Shawnee In- 
dians of Missouri with 1,500,000 acres, and there 
would be 100,000 acres left for the Shawnees of 
Ohio. In place of doing that, we have given them 
1,600,000 acres jointly, the 100,000 acres being 
pie in the 1,600,000 acres ceded by the treaty 
o ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, the man- 
her in which my friend. from Tennessee [Mr. 

ELL] has supposed that I misunderstand this 
whole matter, has induced me to rise for the pur- 
pose of trespassing on the patience of the Senate 
a very short time. My attention was directed to 
the subject by.the remarks made the other day by 
the gentleman from Missouri, (Mr, Arcuison.] 
I subsequently had a conversation with him and 
became enlisted in the subject, and therefore I vens 
tured to make a, few remarks; for doing which I 
have received the castigation of my friend. from 
Tennessee, who. supposes that I have totally mis- 
understood the whole subject. I know, sir, that 
It is Sometimes. dangerous to enter into a matter 
which one has not studied thoroughly, and if I had 
thought that the conversation which I had’ with 
my friend from Missouri would have led me into 
the collision which has taken place between my- 
self and the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, perhaps J. 
should have used the “better part”? of ,*<discre- 
tion” and not entered at all into this controversy. 
But being init, Ï wish to maintain the position 
which I have assumed, and [. think correctly as- 
sumed, and to show that my friend from Tennessee 
has brought into this discussion a number of mat- 
ters. which I humbly conceive have nothing in the | 
world to do with it: ; ; 

He says, for.example, that.this Ohio. band was 
originally a part. of the same tribe that. settled 
upon the Missouri, and. that, they. returned. back 
to Ohio. . What of that? Suppose they were ori- 
gnally the. same tribe, has not the Goverhment 
ry, these treaties made contracts with. them, and. 
made. bargains with them as a Separate tribe and 
band of Indians? Surely it has. . . y 
, e is the treaty with the Missouri band; here 
is the treaty with the Ohio band. Does it become 
my friend. from Tennessee. to say, that because 
these Indians were. once united, the Government 
could not make t 
different bands? -That.is nothing to. the purpose. 
They must. receive. ‘the construction which all 
other treaties and contracis receive, and must have 
the same force as though they were made entirely 
with different nations. Surely 
nied. Therefore, granting the position which he 
assumes, that they originally. belonged to the same | 
tribe, I conceive that their separation and their | 
having been treated with by the Government ag | 
Separate tribes, presents them precisely as though 


hese separate treaties with the || 


| 
| righi to use over a. half of the 1,600,000: acres. - 
H 


that cannot be de- | 3 
construction of the treaty. Whether they be few. 


or $10 an acre, and we, by treaty stipulation with 
these Indians, have promised to give them in fee- 
simple, as [ will show you directly, 100,000 acres 
of this valuable territory now worth $500,000, or 


pay only $66,000. In the construction of the 
treaty, the value has nothing to do with it. In 
| the fulfillment of the contract on the damages to 
which the Indians may be entitled for our viola- 
| tion of it, it might have a great deal to do with it, 
In that point of view, if the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee is right in saying that the country is worth 
| $5 or $10 an acre, we have got off very well, if 
we can satisfy their claim to 100,000 acres of this 
| valuable land by paying only $66,000. : 
My friend from Tennessee-_has commented upon 
| the opinions of the Secretary of the Interior. I 
i shall not attempt to vindicate those opinions; nor 
shall I go ‘further into these irrelevant matters, 
which, as I conceive, have been brought into this 
į debate without having anything to do with the real 
j matters involved. The gist of this whole contro- 
versy lies, as I think, in a nut-shell; and it does 
| Seem to me if Senators would only examine the 
| treaty, they would not hesitate a moment aboutit. 
What does the first treaty of 1825 say? It says 
that the Missouri Indians shall have fifty miles 
| square of land, in consideration of their twenty- 
five miles’ upon the Missouri river. My friend 
| comments upon the difference of their having got 
four acres to one.. What has that to do with it? 
If they pet one hundred to- one; and itis the bar- 
gain, it has nothing to do with it. : We have dis- 
posed now of the ‘question of value. We have 
| disposed of the-question of quantity in the same 
| way. -If they got four times as much, and have 
got it by a fair bargain, they are entitled to it, and 
the difference in quantity has nothing to do with the 
| question. They got these fifty miles square forthe 
twenty-five miles ‘near Cape Girardeau, and they 
gotit with a stipulation... And what is that stiput 
lation ?. That: if-their. brethren in Ohio. should 
choose to go and live: with theri they might.do so. 
When-the treaty-of 1831 was made, what was the 
condition of these Indians? They. had the fifty 
miles square, They had besides’ the whole coun- 
try in Ohio. .:Can any onedeny that? After they 
remained in that condition for six or seven years, 
having fifty miles square and the Ohio lands, we 
made a treaty with them; and what did we say in 
that treaty? We said this: er 

£c Tn consideration of the cessions stipulated in the fore- 
going article, the’ United States: agree to cause the said 
tribe or band of Shawuees, consisting of about four hun- 
dred souls——” . ee 

My friend puts. stress upon the number of these 
Indians, to show that they got a great deal of 
property for such a small tribe. -What has that 
| to-do with the question? a : 

Mr. BELL.. I did not refer to it with any such 

; view. I hope the gentleman does not mean to be 
| offensive? l 
| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Notat all. he it 

Mr. BELL. I referred to their numbers to 
show that, being four hundred, they.were a mar. 
| jority of. the whole tribe, and hence. enjoyed the, 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. The number of the In- 
dians, it seems to me, has nothing to do with the. 


or many,.the principle by which. the rights. of 
parties are to be settled should be justice.. The 
Stipulation of the treaty to which I refer is in these 
į words: 


they had never been united. 


| $1,000,000, we get off ‘remarkably cheap if we || 


~ii lation of the treaty. of 1825, 


|, have; and here the Senators. from Ten 
|| Wisconsin are satisfying. this stipula 


-Let us look at that. Here is a stipulation in 
express terms that the United States will grant 
100,000 acres, in fee-simple, as long as these peo- 
ple remain as a nation, and live upon it, out of 
the fifty miles square which had been set apart for 


the other Indians. - What is the meaning of 
granting to those four hundred souls 100,000 
acres in fee-simple? — Is it not that they shall have 
the exclusive use of those 100,000 acres? Are 
other persons to go in and enjoy a portion of 
them? Why, sir, the thing is preposterous. It 
is a direct stipulation that they shall have the ex- 
clusive use, and nobody else is to have any use of 
these 100,000 acres. Now, I ask the Senator, 
had the United States a right to carve, out of these 
fifty miles square, 100,000 acres, and say to the 
| Ohio Indians: ‘* You shall have the exclusive use 
| of them, and you shall exclude the Missouri In- 
dians who had acquired a right to that fifty miles 
Square seven years before?” The thing is utterly 
į preposterous. In what condition, then, do you 
| present yourselves? You have, by the first treaty 
with the Missouri Indians, said: ‘* You shall settle 
anywhere and everywhere, according to your 
regulations, upon. the: whole fifty miles square.’” 
You have then said, by the second treaty with the 
Ohio Indians: ‘* We will give you the exclusive 
use of 100,000 acres of land within the fifty miles 
square.’’ I say there is an inconsistency which 
cannot be possibly reconciled; the two treaties 
cannot stand together; you cannot give the Ohio 
Indians the exclusive use, in fee-simple, of 
100,000 acres of this land which the other tribe 
have a right to settle upon, and use in common, if 
you please, with the Ohio tribe. Sir, language, 
discussion, argument, cannot make the thing 
plainer than the two treaties, when you compare 
j the one with the other. It is palpable; no man 

can gainsay it. l o 

This treaty; then, goss on and states, that if 
there is not good land enough to set apart these 
100,000 acres, in fee-simple, for the exclusive use 
of the Ohio tribe, within the fifty miles square, 
then it is to be laid off adjoining those fifty miles. 
| Have they ever got it in the fifty miles square for 
| their exclusive use?—or have they got it adjoining 
for their exclusive use? Why, sir, the paper pre- 
sented here as thé patent upon the Kansas, given 
by Mr. ‘Tyler, shows that they did not get it with- 
in the fifty miles ‘square for their exclusive’ use. 
There'is no pretense that they got it adjoining, 
They have never got it at all, then, for their exclu- 
sive use, according to the treaty of 1831. They 
have never received it.. What have they received ? 
Just what the Senators’ from Wiséonsin (Mr. 
Watker] aid Tennessee [Mr. Beir] said they 
had got—the right in common with the Missouri 
Shawnees to go and settle upon the fifty ‘miles 
| Square. That is all they have received. What 
; did they stipulate for in the treaty of 18381? Did 


|| they stipulate for the right’ in commion to settle 


| upon thè fifty miles square? 
the treaty of 1825. 
made for them by the 


‘That they had under 
‘That provision’ had been 
i Missouri band. ` The treaty 
, of 1825 expressly says, that the Ohio Indians 
| may go and settle and enjoy it; in common with 
J 

t 


them. ` Did that satisfy the Ohio tribe ? No, sir. 
| They said, when they parted with their lands, 
“We shall have 100,000 acres, in fee-simple, to 
ourselves.” > That is the meaning of the treaty. 
| Have they got it? ' There is no pretense that they 
nessee and 
tion. in the 
; treaty of 1831, which, guarantees ‘these Indians 
100,000 acres to themselves for their own use, in 
fee-simple, as long as they occupy it by a privi- 
lege to occupy in ¢ommon, according to the stipu- 
with ‘the Missouri. 


Indians. : 
There is the whole ‘case. Any one who will 
look at the two treaties. will see it. Then the 
question is, what damages are tobe. paid?. . Sir, 
jif you stipulate that I shall have a patent for a 
thousand acres of land ‘for mé and my heirs. to 


“ The United States agree to cause the said tribe or band |! 


live upon as long as any of us are in existence, is 
not that a muc 


more valuable privilege than to 
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say that I shall have a thousand or two thousand, 
or ten thousand acres, in common with my friends 
from Tennessee and Wisconsin? Everybody can 
see the difference, if you make it an individual 
case; and here is that individual case carried out 
precisely in these treaties. ‘The treaty of 1831 
says that the Ohio band shall have 100,000 acres 
in fee-simple, for their- use, and not in common 
with the other tribe. A 

Mr. WALKER. Just at this point, will the 
Senator allow me to ask him this question: Can 
he show me when the Ohio Shawnees have ever 
complained to this Government, or to anybody 
else, that they have not had 100,000 acres sct off 
to them separately? And if he cannot show that, 
who is it that has got up this argument, and who 
is it that is urging it? Not the Indians. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have already stated 
how I happened to get into this fight. [Laughter.} 
I got into it by a conversation with the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Arcurson.] T heard him 
here the other day, belaboring this question. 
[Laughter.] I paid some attention to it, and hap- 
pened to ask him a question about the matter, Im 
connection with his speech. He explained it, and 
l afterwards had a conversation with him. [am 
now asked by my friend from Wisconsin, who 
filed the declaration? I have not looked into that 
matter. The first I heard of it was in the way I 
tell you. 

Mr. WALKER. You are no party to the 
cause at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1 suppose, though, that 
somebody has been authorized to act; and I sup- 
pose, from the letter which my ‘friend from Mich- 
igan has had read to-day, that the Indians are 
making the complaint that they have not received 
justice under these treaties, . 

Mr. WALKER. That is not what the Indians 
are here complaining of. They are here to get 
the Government to pay over the reserved fund in 
gross, which is out of the fifty-five cents, and not 
out of the seventy cents reserved by the Govern- 
ment, ‘ 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator ought to 
ask the Committee on Indian Affairs or the Finance, 
Committee, whichever presented it, why this 
amendment was proposed. 

Mr. WALKER. It came in the hill from the 
House. 

Mr. CASS. The question is whether it is just. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, lt comes before this 
body by the action of the appropriate committee, 
and because | am discussing the treaties upon 
which the whole right depends, the Senator wants 
to evade the question of the right growing out of 
the treaties, by going off into an inquiry as to how 
the thing came here; like a judge, instead of set- 
tling a case according to the right, when called 
upon toadjudicate it, wantingto know who brought 
the suit and how the parties come: before him. 
Now I have nothing to do with that, and I come 
back to what I was at. 

Here are the facts. Ilere are the stipulations, 
which I have shown the Government has not com- 
plied with. Then, if the country be half as valu- 
able as the Senator from Tennessee says it is, if 

ou get off by paying $66,000, when you stipu- 
fated to give a fee-simple title for 100,000 acres 
worth ¢5 or $10 an acre, you will do very well 
-and make a remarkably good bargain. These 
treaties present themselves to my mind inthe way 
I have shown you. Nobody can refuse to see it. 
It is just so. The Government has not complied 
with its stipulations. Was it an unmeaning stipu- 


lation that the Government made with the Ohio | 


Indians in 1831, when it said: 
_ “ We will give you in these fifty miles square, or adjoin- 
ing them 
or any of you live as a nation??? 
Did that mean nothing? According to the con- 
-struction which the Senators from Tennessee and | 
Wisconsin put upon it it is absolutely without 
meaning, because they make it say they have got | 
that already. You have got 800,000 acres in- 
stead of 100,000;”? that is the answer they give. 
They have.got 800,000 acres, whereas they were 


‘promised, specifically; 100,000 exclusively-for their |; 


own. use. : Why, sir, their construction ‘makes 
-this stipulation in the treaty of 1831 an unmeaning 
‘sentence, without effect, having no operation'upon 
the minds of the Ohio Indians. 1am disposed, | 
as it has been ‘inserted in this contract, to say that 


t 

i 

| 

100,009 acres of land in fee-simple as long as you || 
: | 


lit were my case instead of the Indians. Why, |) 
the Ohio Indians could say, ‘ We have everything 


ii which my friend from South Carolina isiin error. 


it means something; that it was intended to mean | 


100,000 acres more to ourselves.” 


something; that it should have some effect. We i 
see that those Indians have had no benefit from it 
yet; and I see no way of giving them the benefit, 
except by the provision in this bill. 

Mr. BELL. Why not propose to patent 
100,000 acres to them in the fifty miles square? - 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend says. why. 
not propose to patent-the 100,000 acres to them 
out of the fifty miles square? For the most obvi- 
ous reason in the world. What would these In- 
dians say if you sent Government officers there to 
tell them ‘We will lay off 100,000 acres for the 
exclusive use of the Ohio band?” They would 
rise up, as one man, and say, by the treaty of 
1825, “I have the right to settle any where on that 
“land; I have a right to use that land, and yon are 
‘now going to take it away from me, and give it 
“to the exclusive use of these Ohio Indians, and 
“exclude me from the use of it.’? 

Mr. BELL. : Could we not, with the consent 
of the: Shawnees of Missouri, give 100,000 acres 
to the Ohio Shawnees, out of the fifty miles square, 
upon condition. that the latter should release all | 
claim to the 1,500,000 remaining ? i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly, these people | 
can make a new contract. . Nobody denies that. 

Mr. BELL. I want the gentleman to carry out 
his argument. My argument was, that they have 
800,000 acres, holding by the same tenure in com- 
mon as long as they exist as a nation, instead of 
the 100,000. But, says the Senator, you stipu- 
lated to give the Ohio Indians 100,000 for their 
separate use and occupation; they do not claim 
avy of the fifty miles square, they claim only the 
100,000 acres, and they had a stiputation to enjoy | 
it themselves as long as they. continued a separate | 
nation. Now, if the Senator wishes rigidly to 
carry out our contract, I merely wanted, by ask- 
ing this question, to show him that he can do it, 
by proposing in this amendment that the Govern- 
ment be authorized to patent to them, according 
to the terms of the treaty of 1831, 100,000 acres of 
these 1,600,000, with the assent of the Shawnees | 
of Missouri, treated with in 1825, the Ohio portion 
of the tribe agreeing to relinquish all their claim to : 
the 1,500,000 remaining. What objection is there | 
to that? | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. None in the world, if 
the Indians would agree to it; but would they do 
80? 


Mr. BELL. Certainly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator says cer- |! 
tainly. | 


Ma. BELL. I mean the Missouri Shawnees; 


the others would not. i 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ican say thatif I were 
stipulating 1 would not agree to any such thing, if į; 


that you propose to give us in the fifty miles square 
already; we have the right, by the treaty of 1825, 
to settle and enjoy that anywhere, and, in addi- 
tion to that, your obligation that we. shall have 


: Mr. BUTLER. 1 wish to ask the gentieman | 
another question at this point, for I would like to i 
have my mind satisfied about it, I am not a ii 
stranger to this subject, for I have heard a great 
deal said about it by my friend from Missouri. Iį 
wish to ask whether it would be to the advantage ; 
of the Ohio Indians to take exclusively, and in | 
severalty, the 100,000 acres, or to take their share | 

| 
1 


of the 1,600,000 acres ‘as tenants in common? | 
As a question of law, if they had the power to ! 
elect, would they take in severalty the 100,000 
acres or not? Ll 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. lt would be to their | 
advantage to take the right to use in common the | 
whole fifty miles square, and then to have sep- | 
arately and exclusively 106,000 acres to them- | 


selves. il 
Mr. BUTLER. Butif they were to take one || 
or the other, which would they take? j 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. They are entitled by | 
these treaties to both; and the idea that they are | 
to be limited to one or the other is the: point upon | 


Mr. BUTLER. Itmaybeso. --. : oo 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, to prove that the | 
stipulation of the treaty of 1825 is, that they shall | 
have the right to use in common the fifty miles |! 
square, let us look-at the treaty- If my friend | 
will look at-it, he will find that. they have ex- | 
pressly, by that treaty, the right to settle and to | 


use in common the fifty miles.square. It isa stip- ` 
ulation on the part of the Missouri Indians that 


| they shall have that right; and the Government 


conceded it. And then, in addition to that, in the 
treaty of 1831, seven years afterwards, the Govern- 
ment said to these Ohio Indians, ‘ we will secure 
to you 100,000 acres.” ` 

r. WALKER. In the same tract. ; 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I the same tract, cer- 
tainly; but they were to have the exclusivé right 
to 100,000 acres. They were to have the title to 
it in fee-simple. Does that exclude them from 
the right under the treaty of 1825? p 

Upon what principle can you show that they 
have no right to occupy the fifty miles square in 
common with the Missouri Indians, and that they 
have not also a right to the 100,000 acres? Ifthe 
100,000 acres were laid off, they had the same 
right that they had before, and they have, by this 
additional treaty, a stipulation on the part of the 
Government that they shall have 100,000 acres to 
themselves, and yet you are limiting the proper 
construction of this treaty—you are depriving an 
ignorant band of Indians of privileges, immuni- 
ties, and rights which are granted to them by 
treaty stipulation; and this you have no right to 
do. That is the very foundation of the claim. .. 

I will not detain the Senate longer. I have got 
into this matter in the way I have stated. I have 
looked into the treaties for the purpose of trying 
to understand them; and that I have stated the 
true construction of both treaties in all their bear- 
ings, it seems to me cannot be doubted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Nornis in 
the chair.) . The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. i 

Mr. CASS. Did I understand the honorable 
Senator from Arkansas to withdraw that portion 
of his amendment requiring the reference of the 
question to the Attorney General? ; 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. `I understand it now to be 
the sentiment of the members of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs that they are willing to withdraw 
that reference. I therefore modify the amend; 
ment so as to strike out that provision. f 

Mr. BELL... That makes the grant absolute. 
It makes the appropriation of $66,000 uncondi- 
tional. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. It leaves the appropria- 
tion absolute for payment of $66,000 on the condi- 
tions contained in the proviso. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would like to have the 
amendment read as it now stands. 2 

The amendment was accordingly read, as fol- 
lows: 

Strike out all after the words *¢ 466,246 23,” and insert: 

‘To be paid to the whole nation of Shawnees residing upon 
the Kansas per capita, but upon the following conditions : 
First, that the Shawnees shall, by some valid act ofthe na- 
tional authorities, to be prescribed by the Sceretary of the 
Interior, agree to receive said moneyin common. Second, 
that they will hold in common, as one nation, the lands as- 
signed by the treaty of 1825. Third, that all claim of the 
Ohio Shawnees to the exclusive grant of 100,000 acres, 
under the treaty of 1831, be forever released. 


Mr. BORLAND. I understand that the prac- 
tical effect of this amendment will be to pay to 


these Indians the whole amount of money for 
which we „have sold the lands which were. ori- 


I || ginally ceded by them in Ohio. We are to pay 


that amount to them in money, in addition to their 
right of occupancy and possession of 1,600,000 
acres of land west of the State of Missouri. This 
is a subject with which lam not at all familiar. 
I do not know the point. upon which I am called 
to vote, and I therefore ask if that is the practical 


i! operation of the amendment. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I will say to my colleague 


that the first question is upon the amendment 


i which I have offered, and then the main question 


will arise on the motion of the Committee on Fi- 


ii nance to strike out the whole clause, and that will 


raise the subject of the title. The proposition now 


‘lig only to amend the appropriation as far as the 


disposition of the land is concerned. But my 
amendment provides for the appropriation per cap- 
ita for the whole nation; that they may enjoy the 


i| land in common; that the Ohio band of Shawnees 
‘shall release their claim to the exclusive right of 
occupancy of 100,000 acres of land. aed 


Mr. BORLAND. That explains the matter. 
It answers my question in the affirmative. 1 
wished to understand the effect.of the whole pro- 
vision before I voted upon any amendment to it. 
It is then, as my colleague.has.stated, a provision 
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under which we aré'to pay the whole amount of 
money for which we have sold the 100,000 acres 
of land m Ohio. The proposition: is to pay the 
Shawnees ‘ir money that amount, in addition. to 
their right of common tenancy. of 1,600,000 acres 
which they have west of the Mississippi. ` 
Mr. SEBASTIAN, | Sevénty cents an acre 
upon. the proceeds of the'sale of. their lands in Ohio 
‘were ugserved by the Government as a considera- 
tion for giving them 100,000 acres west of the 
State’ of Missouri, Seventy cents per acre was 
fot the whole amount for which the lands were 
sold. The residue’ was reserved, and has been 
partly paid to'them.’ The rest has been invested 
for their benefit. Some of it was paid for saw- 
mills, some for grist-mills, and some for other pur- 
poses, and a portion of it was invested in five per 
cent, annuities, which have been paid annually by 
the Government of the United States to them: 
But there were seventy cents per acre reserved in 
the'treaty, as in several other treaties made with 
the bands in-Ohio, asa consideration for the lands 
ceded to them west of the Mississippi. They say 
qhat that consideration has failed, and they there- 
foreask to have refunded to them seventy cents 
per acre on the sales of their lands in Ohio—making 
the amount of $66,000—that being the consid- 
eration for which they agreed to receive the 100,000 
acres in the west. ` Ei 
‘Mr. BORLAND. I must confess, that the 
more Thear, the cise explained, the more difficult 
itis for me to understand it. I understand that 
we originally obtained from these Indians 100,000 
acres of land in Ohio. eye 
“Mr. UNDERWOOD. Not so mùch as that. 
Mr. BELL. ft was upwards of 90,000 acres— 
‘amounting almost to 100,000. j 
‘Mr. BORLAND. ` In consideration of their re- 
moval from those Jands in Ohio, how much did 
we pay them? Will my colleague be kind enough 
to tell me? | 
1 Mr. SEBASTIAN. I ‘have ‘some’ statistics 
here'which I will present to the Senate. At the 
‘date of the treaty of 1831, the Wapaghkonetta 
band was in possession, in the State of Ohio, of 
92,800 acres of land.’ They ceded-those lands to 
the Government of the United States, and took 
in exchange 100,000 acres west of the State of 
Missouri, ‘Their lands were to’ be put up and 
sold as other lands of the United States—not by 
private entry, as the Senator from : Wisconsin 
seemed to suppose, but they were to he exposed 
to public sale as other lands, of course at the 
minimum: price of $125 per acre. We agreed, 
in the first place, to reserve to ourselves seventy 
cents an acre as a consideration for the land as- 
signed to them west of the State of Missouri; and 
then for the overplus, we became the tritstee, and 
were to disburse it for their benefit. Out of this 
overplus we advanced. $6,000.t0 enable them to re- 
move; we subsisted them for twelve months; we 
paid the expense of erecting a saw-mill and grist- 
mill, and blacksmith-shop on their new land, and, 
then, after deducting the seventy cents an acre, re- 
served as a consideration for the lands assigned 
them west, and after deducting the other expenses 
incurred for their benefits, it was supposed that 
there would stili be a surplus from the sale of their 
lands, That surplus was invested, in pursuance 
‘of the terms of the treaty, in five per cent. annui- 
ties, which the Shawnees have been receiving ever 
Bince. 
To proceed further with this case: The Govern- 
“ment proposed to assign them the 100,000 acres 
“west,-and proposed by an article of the treaty to 
givethem a patent for it, They wentand occupied 
the lands; ‘on the ground assigned by the treaty of 
“1825, to the Missouri Shawnees. The Govern- 
ment aas never complied with its stipulation to 
assign to the Ohio Shawnees 100,000 acres exelu- 
sively for theirown' use. They were not able tn 
doit; théy are wot'able to do it to-day; and they 
never can bë ablé to comply with this stipulation 
unless they purchase 100,000 acres from the Mis- 
souri Shawnees, They occupy the land in cori- 
mon—a privilege reserved tothem by the Missouri 
Shawnees, in the tréaty of 1825, which contained a 
stipulation that such of the Shawnees as resided 
in Ohio as should emigrate to the country assigned 
them west, should ‘have the privilege of occupying 
it in common. ` They possessed this right under 
the treaty of 1825; they had this privilege at the 
time the ‘treaty of 183l- was formed.” Tt was a 
privilege accorded to them and acquired by them 


under the treaty of 1825. They had it at the 
date of the treaty of 1831, which gave them, in 
addition to the right. in. common, the exclusive 
right to 100,000 acres. ; 

Now, if my colleague will allow me to trans- 
gress the privilege of. merely answering his ques- 
tion, I will take this occasion to answer one argu- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin. Under the 
letter of the treaty of 1831, the Shawnees of Ohio 
have a right to a grant from the United States, by 


| patent, of the 100,000 acres which they stipulated 


for themselves in the treaty of 1831.°* The ground 
upon which the argument against the whole of 
this claim is based, is, that by the treaty of 1825 
we have actually done better for them and have 
secured them a more liberal provision than was 
given by the treaty of 1831. Unfortunately for 
the other side, this argument. proves entirely too 
much. It proves just what theSenator from Ken- 
tucky said would be the result. It places the In- 
dians in the attitude of surrendering to the United 
States by the treaty of 1831, seventy cents an 
acre in lieu of a provision which was only one 
eighth as favorable to them as that which they had 
under the treaty of 1831: It must be presumed 
that they acted with common sense and intelli- 
gence in making the provisions of this treaty. 
Would they have surrendered that provision to 
make one less liberal in its character if they under- 
stood it, as has been contended for by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee? They had, under the pro- 
visions of the treaty of 1825, the right of common 
occupancy in the cession made by that treaty, and 
the right of incorporation with the old Shawnees 
without surrendering their land in Ohio. Now, I 
would ask the Senator from Wisconsin, what 
have the Ohio Shawnees ever received for the 
seventy cents an acre reserved by the Government 
of the United States from the ‘sales of the lands 
ceded by the treaty of 1831? Why he says they 
have received’ the “right to the occupancy of 
1,600,000 acres. ` F tell the Senator they had that 
before they ceded their lands in Ohio. 

Mr. WALKER, They got fifty-five cents an 
acre. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The fifty-five cents an acre 
was from the sale of their own lands, and ‘it-was 
their own money.: ‘They had a right to the còm- 
mon occupancy of the 1,600;000 acres, under the 
treaty of 1825. They had it without the treaty 
of 1831—by a title independent of that treaty. 
We must suppose, if the gentleman’s argument 
be true, that they sacrificed that right for which 
the Missouri Shawnees had paid a consideration, 
and ceded away, as a mere gratuity, seventy cents 
an acre on the lands ceded by the treaty of 1831. 
The lands in Ohio they owned independent of that 
treaty, and they had this right of incorporating 
themselves with the western-Shawnees independ- 
ent of the treaty of 1831. They could have gone 
there and occupied those lands under the treaty of 
1825, and occupied and reserved to themselves 
thereafter the lands ceded by the treaty of 1831. 

There is some light thrown upon the treaty of 
1831 by the history of other treaties made at the 
same time; and F wish Senators to bear in mind 
that the main features of all these treaties were 
marked out in pursuance of an act of Congress 
passed in 1830, to authorize the Department to 
exchange the lands of the Ohio Indians for lands 
west of the Mississippi. at 

The whole policy of the Jaw was based upon 
the idea of ‘“exchange;’’ and in pursuance of it, 
a commissioner was sent out who made all these 
treaties. He found the Shawnees in possession 


of 92,830 acres, and by treaty he obtained a ces- || 
sion of this quan'ity, and gave them in.exchange 


110,000 acres west of the Mississippi. So the 
Ottawas were fonnd in possession of 28,000 acres, 
and they received 34,000 acres. The Delawares 
had 39,800 acres of reservation, and they received 
m exchange 60,000 acres. The Senecas of San- 


| dusky, another band of the same family of tribes, 


owned 40,000 acres, and took in exchange 67,000 
acres.: } need not go through all these: Indian 
treaties. It will be seen, however, from these 
which I have mentioned, that they went on the 
idea of “exchange.” It was called in the treaties, 
and called in the law which authorized those trea- 
ties to be made, an exchange of. lands. The res- 
ervation of seventy cents an acre is a feature 
common. to- all these treaties; showing that the 
reservation of that: amount to the Treasury of 
the United States:was the consideration which 


they paid for the lands given to them in the 

est. i 

Three of these treaties give lands immediately 
outside of this grant; and then you come to this 
treaty which assigned to the Ohio Shawnees lands 
inside the grant; a grant which it was solemnly 
provided by treaty should be given exclusively to 
the Missouri Shawnees, subject, however, to the 
right of straggling emigrants incorporating them- 
selves with the nation. 

Then for what purpose were these 100,006 
acres granted? Gentlemen say, in lieu of the 
right of common occupancy under the treaty of 
1825. Ifso, then they would have been in a bet- 
ter condition if they had not made the treaty of 
1831, for independently of the treaty of 1831, 
they had a right, under the treaty of 1825, to the 
common occupancy of the fifty miles square, and 
they were entitled to a consideration for their 
cession of 92,800 acres in Ohio. Thatisa plain 
statement of the case. I am obliged to my cot- 
league for his courtesy in allowing me to trespass 
on his patience so long, and I surrender the floor 
to him. ~ 

Mr. BORLAND resumed the floor; but with- 
out making any remarks gave way at the solicita- 
tion of Senators. 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, August 5, 1852: 


The House met at eleven 0’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirrteton F, Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The first business in order, 
is the further consideration of House bill No. 146, 
to regulate the fees of clerks, marshals, and attor- 
neys of the circuit and district courts of the United 

tates. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. At this late period of 
the session I will not occupy more of the time of 
the House than I deem necessary to a brief ex- 
planation of the provisions of this bill. "To devise 
a plan for the fair and just taxation of costs in 
the Federal courts of the United States, is a task 
of no ordinary difficulty. Nor isit pretended that 
the present bri fully attains this desirable object; 
but I feel no hesitation in asserting that its adop- 
tion will tend to the amelioration of the condition 
of our judicial expenses, and cannot failto.meet the 
approbation of every intelligent man. That there 
is a necessity which demands the action of. Con- 
gress on this. subject, must be abundantly mani- 
fest to any one who has given it the least attention. 
When we consider that the judicial expenses of 
this Government have increased within the last 
fifty years at the rate of about one thousand two 
hundred and. fifty per cent., and that within the 
last ten years of this period, the expense of the 
judiciary have nearly doubled in amount, as the 
guardians of the Treasury of the people, it is our 
duty to inquire into the causes of this immense 
accumulation in the expenses of our Federal 
courts, and, if possible, to apply a remedy. And, 
sir, when, in addition to this, you calculate the 
amount that is annually expended by suitors in 
. these courts, the sum swells to millions, which 
is-drawn from the pockets of the people for the 
establishment of a system, which, while it pre- 
tends to administer speedv, also pretends.to ad- 
minister cheap justice. Well, indeed, might. one 
now adopt the quaint language of Lord Bacon, 
| when he said “ these pollers and.exactors of fees 
‘do justify the common resemblance of the courts 
t of justice to the bush, whereunto, while the sheep 
t flies for defense in weather, he is seen to lose 
t part of his fleece, before he escapeth therefrom.’? 

Let me call the attention of the House to two 
of the judicial districts only. In the northern dis- 
trict. of New York, in the year ending December, 
1830, the money advanced to the marshal by the 
Government was $3,500; in the year ending De- 
-cember, 1841, it was $10,000; in 1845, $17,298 32; 
in 1846, $31.595.36; in 1847, $36,372 49; and so 
on, until 1851 it reached the enormous sum of 
$43,975, paid to the marshal of the northern dis- 
trict.of New York for the expenses of the United 
States courts—more than twelve times as great as 
the jadicial expenses of the same district twenty 
years before. 

fn the district of Massachusetts the Govern- 


ment advanced to the marshal in 1830, $9,586. 13; 
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in 1842, $27,000; in 1851, $92,728. So that. the 
expenses now, in that district, are about ten times 
as greatas they were twenty years ago, and nearly 
four times as great as ten years ago. Now, not- 
withstanding the acknowledged increase in the 
population, the trade, the wealth, and general 
prosperity of the country, there is no one who 
will deny that the expenses of our courts of justice 
ars out of all proportion. Rapid as has been our 
advance in all the elements of national greatness, 
the increase of judicial expenses has outstripped 

it. Increase of population is one of the methods 
by which we are enabled to estimate national pros- 
perity; and yet I tell youthat, although in respect 
to population, reality in this country has far ex- 
ceeded the wildest estimates of imagination, al- 
though our population has increased since the 
year 1800 at the rate of 333 per cent.; yet in the 
same period the increase of judicial expenses to 
be paid by the Government has been at the rate of 
1,237 per cent. This is out of all proportion, and 
demands, at the hands of the representatives of 
the people, retrenchment and reform. 

Mr. Speaker, a fee bill is necessarily a subject 
of dull and dry detail, lt would be idle to attempt 
to render it more interesting by any efforts of the 
fancy. As well might one decorate the brow of 
a skeleton with a diadem as to attempt to grace 
this subject with tropes or figures of rhetoric. I 
shall therefore content myself by presenting to 
the House some of the evils proposed to be reme- 
died, with a brief and explicit statement of the gen- 
eral provisions of the bill now under considera- 
dion. 

I have alluded to the increase in our judicial ex- 
penses, in a very general way. Allow me to turn 
the attention of the House to a few of the special 
abuses under the present laws, for the taxation of 
costs. Fees in the Federal courts are taxed, in 
most of the States, mainly under the provisions 
of the act of 28th February, 1799. It regulates 
to some extent, the fees of marshals—the fees of 
attorneys in admiralty cases only—with a per 
diem of $5 for attending court, and an annual 
salary of $200. It allows clerks a per diem of $5 
for attending court, and the same compensation al- 
lowed by the statutes of the States respectively to 
the clerks of their supreme courts, with one third 
added thereto. And for all services not specially 
provided for, the attorneys and marshals are 
allowed the same compensation allowed by the 
State statutes respectively for such services to 
attorneys and sheriffs. The compensation of the 
officers of the United States courts, then, to a 
greatextent, depend upon the fees allowed under 
the State fee bills. There are no two States in 
which the fee bills are similar, and it therefore 
necessarily follows that the compensation for the 
same services is different in each of the States. 
And so great is this inequality, that I will have 
but little difficulty in convincing the House of its 
palpable injustice., In those States in which no 
fee bills exist, the only compensation that can be 
procured, under the decision of the Attorney Gen- 
eral of the United States, for services rendered, is 
the annual salary and the per diem;. whilst, as E 
will presently show, in other States a liberal com- 
pensation isallowed by the State fee biJls. Whether 
in civil or criminal proceedings, the compensation 
of an officer of the court in the State of New 
York would, under the present system, be more 
than 200 per cent. above the sum allowed for simi- 
lar services in most of the Western or Middle 
States. In Virginia the compensation to an at- 
torney for services in the criminal court under the 
5th section of the act of Congress of 1799, is dis- 
eretionary with the court; whilst in Pennsylvania 
the only fee is $6; and in some of the States $5. 
In Virginia the charge is $20 for drawing an in- 
dictment, and the trial fee allowed by the court is 
from $50 to $500. There is not another State in 
the Union, except New York and Louisiana, where 
the attorney’s fee in criminal cases, is anything 
like as large asin Virginia. In many of the States 
it is below $10; and in few, if any, above $25. 

In New York, in the year 1849, in the case of 
the United States vs. Leonard Dyer, under the 
provisions of the act of Congress of 1841, and the 
statute of New York of 1840, the district attor- 
ney in a prosecution for perjury, so construed the 
jaw, that he charged the Government $246 124, 
and his account was certified by the judge; 
whilst under the New York statute, by which 
alone he was authorized to charge, his fee would 


i in the Federal courts. 


not have amounted to the one fortieth part of that 
sum. 


í call attention to the following extract from 
a letter dated 26th of November, 1851, from the 
First Comptroller to the Secretary of the Interior, 
in which he discusses certain malpractices in the 
State of New York: 


“ First, as to the State of New York.—At the time of the 
adoption by Congress of the fee bill of 1799, the State had 
a fee bill for attorneys in civil causes in the supreme court, 
one for counsellors, and another for attorneys in criminal 
business, and other bills for solicitors and counsel in chan- 
cery, all allowing item fees. ‘Fhe civil fee bill allowed at- 
torneys and counsel also a retaining fee in each cause, pro- 
vided counsel was actually employed; but prohibited the 
same man from receiving fees in two capacities, both as 
attorney and counsel, in the same cause. ‘The criminal 
fee bill did not allow any retaining fee, nor any counsel 
fees. Both bills allowed a folio compensation for drawing 
all writs, pleadings, and other papers and proceedings in the 
progress of a cause; alsoa folio compensation for every 
copy made, or supposed to have been made, or necessary, 
and a fee for trial, for each motion, or other service. The 
civil fee bill, however, gave the highest compensation 
throughout, in addition to the retaining fee. 

‘The civil fee bill being the highest, was adopted for 
criminal as well as civil business, by the district attorneys 
The fee bill of attorneys for both 
civil and criminal suits remained substantially the same 
from about the year 1790 until 1840, when a new fee bill 
was made for civil causes only, the criminal fee bill remain- 
ing nearly the same to this day. 

“The civil fee bill of 1840 for the first time provides that 
the same man may take fees in the double capacity of at- 
torney and counsel in the same cause or proceedings; but 
in civil causes only. It abolished all folio fees for drawing 
and copies of writs, pleadings, and other papers and pro- 
seedings, and substituted a specific fee for each one; for 
instance, instead of allowing twenty-five cents for one hun- 
dred words for drawing pleadings, and twelve anda half 
cents per folio for each copy, it allowed $2 50 for drawing 
a declaration, and ¢1 25 for each copy, &c. The charges 
and abuses in the State courts under the law of 1840, allow- 
ing double fees as attorneys and counsel to the same person, 
were so great that the whole bill and system of charging 
fees in small items, for attorneys, solicitors, and counsel, 
was abolished February 12, 1848, and a few general items 
substituted in their place. 

“Under the act of Congress of 1841, and the State law 
of 1840, the district attorneys have charged for many years 
past, and still charge in criminal, as wel} as in civil suits, 
both attomeys’ and counsels fees; where the bill of 1840 
allows the largest compensation for any service as an attor- 
ney, the charge is usually made under that bill; but when 
the old Jaw allowed the largest compensation for an item of 
service, the charge is usually made underit. For example, 
in the bili hereafter referred to, of the United States vs. 
Leonard Dyer, Mr. Hall charged for drawing the indictment, 
two hundred and forty -five folios, $61 25 for engrossing, and 


| for copy $61 25, and for fair copy for the grand jury $30 62} ; 


in all, $152 12%, though the State civil hil} of 1840 allowed 
but $2 50 for drawing, and $1 25 for each copy, making, in 
all, $6 25. And in the prosecution vs. Anthony Faulae, 
Mr. Shepherd, the late district attorney, charged at Febru- 
ary term, 1849, for drawing the indictment, two hundred 
folios, $50, for engrossing and copy $50, and copy for grand 
jury $20; making in all $125, for which the law of 1840 


į allowed but $6 25. 


“ They have entirely disregarded the act of Congress of 
1842, which confines them, in criminal causes, to the crim- 
inal fee bill of the State, and allows no retaining fees, and 
no counsel, and no trial or term fees for attending to try a 
cause, unless itis actually tried ; and both Mr. Shepherd and 
Mr. Hali have charged a retaining fee as attorney and coun- 
sel also, and even a warrant of attorney, at each term of 
the court. In the case against A. Faulac, the papers sent 
to this office show that Mr. Shepherd charged a retaining 
fee as attorney, three dollars ; as counsel five dollars, and 
for warrant of attorney thirty seven anda halfcents, at each 
of three terms; in all, for each term $8 373g; that Mr. 
Hall made similar charges for the same amount at each of 
nine terms; that Mr. Shepherd and Mr. Hall each charged 
for April term, 1849, making in all charged for retaining 
fees and warrants of attorney, the sum of $100 50. The 
fees for brief, attorney’s fees, and counsel fees attending, 
prepared for trial, was also repeated twelve times, at eleven 
terms, amounting to $108. in many other causes, the re- 
taining fees are charged from two to eight times in a cause. 
In fact, it seems to be a general practice to charge them, 
and also the nine dollar trial fee, and for many other mere 
constructive services, at each term of the court. And in 
the case of N. C. Marselis, Mr. Shepherd and Mr. Hall 
charged retaining fees, though the cause had been tried and 
the defendant was convicted before either of then: came 
into office, and nothing remained to be done except to sen- 
tence the prisoner. aaah 

t: Though the. act of Congress of 1842 is prospective in 
its operation, and plainly requires them to charge their fees 


-under the State fee bill. in force when a service is rendered, 


yet they have paid no attention te the repeal in 1848 of the 
old fee bill in civil causes, and the substitution of a much 
lower one in its place, but have coutinued to charge as 
heretofore stated. The system of charging is illustrated by 
the following abstracts of bills of costs.” 


Here, then, sir, you have $152 12! charged against 
the United States in a cause where the attorney, 


` concerned, under the statute of the State by which 


he was bound to make out his bill against the 
United States, was only entitled to $6 25. 

. In the prosecution against Anthony Faulac for 
perjury, Mr. Shepherd, the district attorney of 
New Pork, in 1849, as will be seen by the state- 
ment which. follows, charged the gross sum of 


—== 


237 123; and Mr. Hall, his successor, charged 
in the same case for his services $280 50—makin 
in all $517 62} attorneys’ fees inthis one case. 
call the attention of the House to the followin 
items which constitute these bills: : 
The United States A 

April 


Indicted fot perjury, prior to 


vs. f 
Anthony Faulac. term, 1849. 


Mr. Hall charges as follows :— 


; f- 
Date. Ttems. June. | May. i April. 


| 1849, 
Retaining fee, $8; war- 
rant of attorney, 37}. 
Motion for trial, $3; at- 
torney and counsel 
and motion to post- 


pone, $3... eee tae 
Brief, attorney and 


$8 371] 88 3711 $8 34 
600 
9 00 


1% 
624 


3 00 
9 00 


175 
62} 


6 00 
9 00 


175 
624 


counsel fee, prepared, 
Drawing costs, copying 
and attarney’s taxes, 
One tern fee. sec eereee 
Attorney and colleague 
on motion to extend 
(for- 


recognizance, 
i feited)....... 
Other items.... 


Tah seeccecvee cues $25 75 
ifor May and June 
terms, as above...., - - 
July term, retg 8 37} 5 
| for three items above, 
|. $9—total. ee - - 
September term, lst, 
2d, and 3d items, 
same as April term— 
TOtAL. cee eneeesccvoes 
| October term, Ist, 2d, 
| and 3d items, same as 
April term—total.... - - 
November term, lst, 2d 
and 3d items, same 
as April term—total.. - a 
December tenn, Ist, 2d, 
and 3d items, same as 
April term—total.... - - 
January term, ist, 2d, 
and 3d items, same as: 
April term—total .... - - 


61 25 
29 25 
35 00 
32 00 
26 00 
1850. acid 


35 00 


Mr. Hall’s charges at 9 
terms of court....... - - 


$280 50 


charges of Lorenzo B. Shepherd, the predecessor 
Hall in the same cause, are as follows: 


Items. April. 


February term, Shepherd’s charges, which 
include Ist and 3d items, $3 for motion 
to postpone trial; $50 for drawing in- 
dictment of 200 folios; $50 for engross- 
ing and copying; and $25 for copies for! 
the grand jury....cc cscs en enone ess. 

March term, Ist, 2d, and 3d items, same as 

April term aDOVe.sssesssre 

April term, lst, 2d, and 3d items, same as 

allowed by Mr. Hall, charged. ss.. ss.. 


Total charge taxed and paid to Shepherd 
for three terms..... 


Mr. Shepherd and Mr. Hall both charged for the April 
term, 1849—-the former $29, and the latter $25.75. 


In the case of the United States against Dyer 
the whole compensation of the attorney, as I have 
stated before, was $246 123. In the case of the 
United States vs. Edward Walford, charged with 
voluntarily seizing upon a vessel engaged in the 
slave trade, the fees of the attorney were $267 50, 
whilst under the State fee bill he would not have 
been entitled to more than one fourth that sum, if 
so much as that. In this case there are no less 
than six retaining fees charged, of $8 37 each— 
one for each term of the court—amounting to 
$50 25. There are no less than five fees charged, 
one at each term, for a brief and preparation for 
trial—9 each—amounting to $45. A motion for 
trial and a motion to postpone, at each term, from 
$3 to $6, amounting to $24. The last item in this 
bill was a motion to enter a ‘ nolle prosegui,” and 
thus terminated the cause. It cost the United 
States $267 50 attorneys’ fees to ascertain that 
there was no cause of action. 

Allow me, sir, to allude to another case in New 
York—the case of the United States vs. Marsellis, 
indicted for stealing letters from the New York 

ost office, who was tried and convicted prior to 
October, 1848. At the October term, in 1848, Mr. 
District Attorney Butler charged the Government 


| $10 75. After the conviction, Mr. Sheperd charged 
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$20, at: the January term; 1849, and Mr. District i 
Attorney Hall also charged $20, at the May term, 
1849. Each of them charged’ retaining fees after : 
the conviction and before ‘sentence. In this case 
in which a conviction’ was had before either Mr. | 
Sheperd..or. Mr. Hall, had anything to do with i 
the prosecution—each of them, I say, charged a | 
retaining fee of $8 37. . 7 rt 
l 


- Lhold in my-hand the charges for services in | 
the, State court of the district attorney of Sche- | 
nectady county, in the State of New York. The 
amount is for the ordinary services of aterm. It 
includes the drawing of. three indictments, five ! 
trials, and sabpénas and. the preparation for trial | 
in thirteen cases, and yet the aggregate- amount | 
for the term is $62 06; whereas the ‘district at- į 
torney.of the United States, in. the ‘case, against 
Walford, where he made a motion to enter a nolle 
prosequi, charged $96 12fat:one term, and in all, 
$267.50. : The clerks arein the habit, in the State 
of New. York, of making’ searches at each term | 
of the. court, and they charge the Government i 
large sums of money, for which no adequate ser- | 
vice is rendered. Well, sir, lest this might look 
like a sectional. statement, I will turn the attention 
of the House, for one moment, to the clerk’s fees 
in the district court for the southern district of 
Mississippi, and endeavor to show that these evils 
are rather national in their character, Here you ! 
have charges made for the attendance. of the clerk 
on three unfinished ‘cases of bankruptcy, amount- 
ing to the sum of $310 10, claimed by the clerk, 
and certified by the judge of that court, as com- | 
pénsation for his per diem on attending the court. | 
The judge of that district cértified’to. the account 
as follows: . Ae AEN T i 
Accounts of William Burns;cletk, for his per diem from | 

May 19, 1845, to November 18, 1848, for 800.days? sitting | 

in bankruptey, at $5 per dayiecscenseceseiies ees 
Four days on other BUSINESS sesa 


‘The whole number of days within that period was.. 


Number of Sabbaths.. ao 


Number of days charged for:attendanee. 894. | 
Namber of days other than, Sabbaths not charged., 204 | 
oe < g S . T 
Ou. the 7th of February, 1846, the clerk reported to the Sec- | 


retary of State of the United States that the number co ap- | 
_plicunts for relief under the bankrupt act was, cases 


Number discharged asi erara 
Proceedings withdrawn in càse$,. o.i., 
Abated by death of party cc... tees seeees 
Number of cases then pending....... ‘ 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
ETT 1 
| 


872 


Mr. Burns charged trom February, 7, 1846, (the date of that | 
report,) to November t8, 1848; for. his attendance on the | 
court in’ bankruptey to dispose of those three eases, 662 
GAYS, AL GS Per dayne serores aroy cece secre ee B3,310 
S, J. Gholson, judge of that district, certified to the ac- 

count, and “that the attendatice upon said court siting in 

bankruptey, of William Burns, clerk thereof, as specified 
in the foregoing titstract, was expressly required by me, and 
said elerk did actually so attend for the performance of the 
duties of his office.” 

‘+ Given under my hand and seal, &e. ! 


The idea of this’ Government “paying 
“to the clerk for attending three unfinished cases of 


“bankruptcy is perfectly preposterous. In the mid- || 


dle district of Tennessee you have the judze of 
‘that district certifying to an account ofa clerk for | 
‘ninety-two days mare than canpossibly be counted | 
:in the period embraced. The judge certified in this | 
‘Instance for constructive services against the Gov 
“ernthent an ‘account of 43,620, after the clerk hac 
“stated in no less than six semi-annual emoluments | 
~actounts;-sworn to by him, that he was iiot enti- 
‘tled:to any emoluinents other than those therein 
‘ Speeifieds” whieh did not include any portion of | 
“the $3,620." Here the clerk: was already paid by his | 
“own acknowledgment ‘for all his actual services, | 
‘and yet somé'ycarsiafter wards the judge certifies 
an account-for constructive: services 
‘the extrtordinary:sim ofig 
+> Even in the State oft? ania this disposi 
‘tion to make a “perdien”? allowance to clerks for 
attendance in court, Wwheh ‘the cour 
“s8esion, seems to have prevailed in’ the western | 
“district. {t appears by ‘thei short of the First | 
‘Comptrolies, in executive dodiment Nó. 93 of this | 
‘Session, that the judge of the weste | 
-Pennsylvania certified ant allowed a conipénsation | 
te his son for attendance’ astletiy in épen ‘court, | 


‘at five: dollars ‘a day for a` period ‘of nearly six | 


{ 
| 
i ants, 


$3,310 |! 


|| of these. proceedings on attachment for- cont 


es amountiig to ii 


t was not in i 


n district of || 


years, ‘under the provisions of the -bankrupt 
laws, when it is perfectly manifest that the 
court was not aciually in session, but only.con- 
structively open. forthe purpose of filing papers, 
and to ‘allow the clerk to enter common orders 
under the existing rules. In the State of Ken- 
| tucky more petitions were filed in bankruptcy than 
in the western district. of Pennsylvania; and yet 
it would appear that only.one hundred and four 
days are charged for by the clerk at-a compensa- 


,, tion of $520. The clerks in the western district of 
‘| Pennsylvania charged from. the year 1842 to 1846 


for about.-eight hundred and twenty-one days, 
and actually received on their own certificate and 
the allowance of the judge, some $3,600. ° 

Well, sir, I will refer. next to the case of the 
United States vs. Wilson &. Crafts—a celebrated 
| case in Massachusetts. Without going into de- 
į tail, I will state that in a prosecution of these men 
for conspiracy to cast away the ship Franklin, the 
marshal’s costs amounted, as taxed by him, to 
$6,147 55. itis but justice in this connection to 
say, that that account as presented by the marshal 

has never been certified by the judge. The judge 
| certified only one of the six bills presented by the 
marshal, amounting to in and about $1,500. In 
this case there were six or eight. witnesses, who 
were brought up by- a writ of habeas corpus issued 
each day for each of the witnesses, and each wit- 
ness was returned to jail éach day upon a commit- 
ment. The ‘marshal’s fees of the six witnesses 
and the two prisoners. amounted. to the enormous 


i| sum of $6,147 55, more than $100'a day for bring- 


ing up and committing the witnesses and defend- 
In-the courts of England, and in the State 
courts, and ‘in’ nine-tenths of our district courts, 
the practice’ is to bring‘up for trial. and commit 
prisoners upon a parole order. ` There is scarce a 
court. in-the wide limits of the United States in 
which anything else was ever dreamt of. But-in 
the cities of Philadelphia and Boston each witness 
and each prisoner hasto be brought out on a habeas 
corpus and returned ona commitment.. In. the 
State of Virginia there-are some slight abuses in 
| the western district. Allow me to call the  atten- 
j tion of the House. to some. of the abuses in the 
* Old:Dominion:”: An-inquiry. was made, under 
;a resolution of this House in January-last; directed 
‘to. the Secretary of thé Interior, * What is the 
practice of issuing attachments for non-attendance 
of witnesses?”’ . In the western district of Virginia 
you will-find this state of things‘disclosed in the 


|| report of the First Comptroller. Proceedings for 


contempt of court have been. unnecessarily multi- 
plied, which is one of the causes of the increaseof 
Judicial expense, There were in the district in 


i! the year 1849 at one time no less than one hundred 


and. twenty-two. prosecutions for contempt of 
‘court against seventeen persons for non-attend- 
‘ance as witnesses, being’ thirteén prosecutions 
against each of six persons and four prosecutions 
against-each of the others. » The whole cost was 
thrown upon: the Treasury of the United States. 
In the year’'1850, the witnesses in Virginia seem 
| to have. been contumacious again, and you find 
eighty-three proceedings against fourteen witnesses 
in one case, in which the clerk’s fees amounted to 
over $197, all of which was charged to the United 
| States, besides the. marshal’s fees for serving 
process. in each of these proceedings. I admit 


| ments against witnesses for contempt. to the pro- 
cess of the courts, but it cannot-fail to strike any 
| one as a most singular feature of the administra- 
tion of the kiws'in this district that the Govern- 
|:ment is so frequently called. upon to pay the-costs 
empt. 
In the State of Louisiana, they have no law for 
the taxation of attorneys’ fees, 
neys of Louisiana have claims against-this Gov- 
ernment for their services for some years past. 
Mr. Baillie Peyton received for his services far 

three years as district attorney of Louisiana, up- 
wards of $25,000. Mr. Downs, his successor for 
about fourteen months, received upwards. of 
$13,000 for his’ services. Mr. Durant, who suc- 
ceeded’ him, received for two years $16,321 93, 
and for three years, including the two'} have just 
named, he has received about $21,000; and he’still 
has a claim against this Government which he has 
| Urged with singular’ pertinacity, ‘amounting to 

over $30,000 more. “The‘balanceupon his claiin, 
after receiving some $21,000 for three: years ser- 
vices, is now about $30,000 against’ the Govern- 


that it iè sometimes necessary to isstie attach- | 


and the district attor- | 


ment. For similar services rendered in any State 
in this Union, except in the States of New York, 

| Virginia, and California; these services would not 

| have. amounted to one tenth part of what has 

| been certified and allowed by the court for his ser- 
vices: : i f : 

‘Twill here allude to the celebrated cases of Wil- 
| son-and: Crafts, tried with signal ability by a gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, who, I am sorry to 
see; has this day vacated his seat on account of 
sickness, [Mr. Ranroun.] These cases occupied 
him ‘for fotty-three days-in the examination of' 
| ninety-three ‘witnesses, and in making an argu- 
iment, which ‘reflected:upon him great credit as a 
lawyer. For his services during these forty-three 
days he received thepaltry consideration of $79 50 
| when the marshal claimed for his services in the 
j same cases. six thousand and some odd hundred 
| dollars. With more time, I might go on and 
| enumerate many other evils proposed to be reme- 
| died by this bill. I will now very briefly, how- 
; ever, direct the attention of the House to the pro- 
| visions of the bill. First, in regard to the fees of 
attorneys, solicitors, and proctors—attorneys in 
| courts of law, solicitors in courts of equity, and 
| proetors in admiralty. After having examined the 
| whole ground—after having carefully examined 
ithe statutes of each State—after having had. the 
advice of many judges, and letters from some of 
| the most celebrated jurists of this country—after 
‘having consulted with the judges of the Supreme 
Court,’ and ufter having “before us several. bills 
| which:had received the attention of the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate, and report of the Soli- 
‘citor of the Treasury in 1848, and the reports of the 
present Comptroller, it was believed by the com- 
‘mittee that’ the fees allowed: to attomeys, under 
‘this bill, will be a just and fair compensation, 
and, upon the whole, present about a fair average 
for what is now allowed in most of the States. A 
‘new provision has been adopted, similar to what is 
in force in some of the States, increasing, in the 
“event of conviction ina criminal case, the compen- 
‘sation of theattorney. Another provision is intro- 
; duced into this bill to settle the cases of those at- 
‘torneys, who are pressing their claims for a further 
compensation ‘from the Governitient, from ‘the 
States in which there is no fée bill for the taxation 
| of costs. The bill provides, that those attorneys 
shall be paid for all: the claims’ which they may 
have against the Government'in the last six years, 
unless’ they may have -already received compen- 
sation for their services. Another provision ex- 
tends a principle of the common law and ‘the 
Statutory regulations of the different States: for 
the consolidation of actions to’ criminal causes. 
The bill leaves the whole matter discretionary 
with the courts. The multiplication of indici- 
ments, and df process for the purpose of increas- 
| ing fees; has-become: an evil so enormous that it 
; Seems necessary to introduce this principle of the 

common law and the statutory regulations of the 
| States into the criminal laws ofthe United States; 
and whenever several suits are prosecuted, which 
should be consolidated, it is provided that the dis- 
trict attorney of the United States shall be paid 
but one bill of costs for all of them. And when- 
ever vexatious suits or proceedings are instituted, 
‘the court is authorized to impose the payment of 
‘the costs on the attorney who occasions them. 

The next provision of the bill contemplates the 
sah iota ofanother great evil. When acriminal 
is to be removed from one district to another, as 
rwill be seéii by reference to Conkling’s Treatise, 
| pages 405 atid 406, in the State of New York, the 
‘practice is to give a warrant tothe marshal who 
"Is to reitiove the prisotier, a second warrarit to the 
-marshal from whom hé is to be reéeived, and a 
‘third warrarit to be delivered to the marshal or 
|jailor who isto receive him. “ This accumulation 
(of costs is’ unnecessary and uselessly expensive. 
The bill is intended to prevent any such abuse. 
| In'regard: to’ clerk fees, the compensation al- 
“owed to clerks is regulated by the provisions of 
the act of Congress, February 28th, 1799, which 
[adopts the fees allowed to the clerks of the supreme 
; courts of the several States, with one third added 
thereto. In many of the States the compensation 
is too small,'and the effect of the bill will be, in 
/ such instances, to raise them, while in other States 
pit will very materially diminish them. Oné of the 


| principal catises of the great increase in the judicial 


| expenses of the Government, is the itemizing of 


li feés? Whenever’ a preat number of items are 
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found in a fee bill, the ingenuity of officers claim- 
ing compensation has been. taxed to obtain a dou- 
ble compensation for their services. Having in: 
some cases the right to claim compensation under 
the acts of Congress, and in others under the stat- 
utory regulations of the States, they charge some 
items under one law, and some under another, 
and thereby obtain a higher compensation than a 
fair taxation of costs under either statute would 
give them. In other instances they charge in àc- 
cordance with some precedent or usage items of 
costs which are not authorized by any statute. 
These different modes for the taxation of costs, 
create so much uncertainty, that the amouni of 
compensation of the officers depends, to a great 
extent, on their ingenuity in making out their bills. 
There are necessarily several items of fees allowed 
to the clerks of the courts; but it has been the 
object of the committee to allow, as far as practi- 
cable, a general compensation, instead of items. 
The folio compensation allowed for entries and 
copies is believed to be larger than is given in most 
of the States. For making an index and other 
general services upon thetrial where issue is joined 
and testimony is given, there is a round sum 
of $3 allowed to the clerk. This covers all the 
services which the clerk will render in any case 
except those specified in the items of this bill. For 
making an index and other gereral services in cases 
where issue is joined and no testimony is given, 
he is allowed $2. : 
In every case, for making an index and for 
taxing costs, and other general services, where 
there is a discontinuance, or judgment by default, 
he is allowed $1. This compensation is given to 
the clerks to cover the services performed which 
are not enumerated in the other,items of the bill. 
These three items, remunerating for general 
services, afford a larger compensation -for such 
services than the State fee bills with one third 
added thereto, whilst they effectually preclude 
the accumulation of costs by any ingenious con- 
struction. In equity andadmiralty cases the labor 
of the clerk is greatly diminished by the manner 
provided for making up the record, and his services 
are amply paid by the folio compensation. For 
issuing a subpena we have allowed twenty-five 
cents; and for the insertion of each additional name 
after the first we have allowed fifteen cents—this 
is equal to what is given in most of the States, 
The marshal’s fees remain pretty much as they 
are under the act of 1799, except where the com- 
mittee have inserted provisions to prevent known 
abuses. The mileage of marshals, for serving 
writs and subpenas, is increased from five to 
six cents per mile. There are provisions intro- 
duced into this bill to prevent the practice, under 
existing laws, of issuing a separate subpena for 
each witness, whereby costs are greatly increased. 
The marshal, under the act of 1841, receives $30 
as the maximum of all his compensation for sum- 
moning all the jurors to any one term of court. 
It was'thought ‘that this was but poor compensa- 
tion. The bill before the House, however, raises 
it up to a maximum of $50. In order that the 
House may see how readily $100 are made by 
very little service, let me instance a case. The 
marshal makes the service by sending the writs of 
venire to his deputies, who execute it, and charge 
mileage from the place of service to the place of 
holding the court, and: the writs are returned, as 
they were sent, through the post office. The ser- 
vice and mileage amounts generally to more than 
$50; but the bill limits the charge to that sum. It 
is readily perceived that there is but: little ‘travel 
erformed, and the mileage made through the 
United States mail. The circuit and district 
courts are usually held at the same time, and the 
jurors for both courts are summoned at the same 
time, atid $50 chargéd onthe venire to each court. 
The maximum compensation of $50 allowed for 
summoning the jurors to onecourt—or $100 fortwo 
courts held at the same time—in most instances, 
the cotimittee deem a full ‘and adequate com- 
pensation for the services of any marshal. The 
other fees of the marshals are substantially the 
same as have been established since the organiza- 
‘tion of the judiciary system of this Government. 
The marshal’s fees on executions are regulated by 
‘the laws of the States respectively; and this cannot 
well be otherwise, becatise the ‘process of execu- 
tion follows the forms of executions in the several 
States. nee 
The third’ section of this act is a copy of the 


| missioners. 


| $1 50, and we have done this, because before this 


| in this city. We have therefore raised the fees of | 


| duced into this bill a section, taken from the re 


; those that do its printing. 


one hundred and sixty-seventh paragraph of the ! 
appropriation act of 1842, under which marshals, | 
district attorneys, and clerks, are required to re- | 
turn annually to the Treasury ofthe United States 
a statement of the emolument of their offices. The 
marshal may receive a compensation not exceed- 
ing $6,000; the district attorney not exceeding 
$6,000; and the clerk of the circuit court and the 
district court, a compensation not exceeding $3,500 
each. Where the fees of either of these ministe- 
rial officers amount to a sum greater than that I | 
have indicated, any surplus, after the payment of 
the necessary expenses, goes into the public Treas- |! 
ury. ; i 

[come now to the commissioners’ fees. There | 
is no law at present regulating the fees of the com- 
Indeed, in most of the States thes 
items are charged upon whateverlaw can be found ; 
that gives the largest compensation. If the com- j 
missioner finds the State statute does not provide 
a liberal compensation, he charges either $5 or $10 | 
a day as a quantum meruit, for his services. 

But in regard to commissioners, there are very 
few State laws that afford any just or true estimate 
by which their costs may be'charged. We give: 
them a moderate compensation in this bill, and the 
committee have proposed two amendments, which 
will be read, which indicate the amount of fees to 
be received by the commissioners under the treaty 
with Great Britain and France, in regard to the ; 
extradition of fugitives from justice. ` 

Witnesses’ fees we have raised from $1 25 to 


very Congress there are several applications of 
witnesses brought from a distance to the criminal 
court in this District, who have under oath testi- | 
fied to the Committee on the Judiciary that $1 25; 
was inadequate to pay their boarding and lodging || 


witnesses to $1 50, and we have given the usual ; 
mileage. We have made a provision in the bill | 
by which witnesses subpenaed to several cases to | 
the same courts shall have but one travel fee, and | 
one per diem compensation allowed for attendance. | 
Why, sir, in the State of New York, and in some 
other States, a subpena is issued for each wit- 
ness, and under the decision of the Attorney Gen- | 
eral a subpena was regarded as a writ, and $2: 
was charged for the service, and a ticket contain- | 
ing the contents of the subpena was left with the į 
person notified to attend the court, and fifty cents : 
was charged for it. The sum of §2 50 was there- 
fore charged for the service of the writ of subpena, 
beside mileage. 

The committee have introduced into this bill a 
clause that we think will effectually prevent this 
abuse hereafter. ‘They have also introduced a 
very humane and salutary provision into the bill, 
which is, when a witness is detained in prison, 
and requires security for his appearance, he shall 
be entitled to a compensation of one dollar per 
diem over and above his subsistence. They have 
also made provision for the payment of such wit- 
nesses as may be sent to this country to testify by } 
our foreign ‘embassadors, chargés, and consuls. i 
As to jurors’ fees, the committee have raised 
their compensation from $1 25 to $2 a day, and 
regard this sum as little enough for the services of | 
any man who will attend the United States courts : 
generally held in our cities, where his boarding ; 
and lodging will amount to the sum he now re- | 
ceives for his services. 

In regard to printers’ fees, there is no branch of | 


this subject into which there exists greater in- `i 
equalities in the amountcharged for services. ‘The || 
diversity of compensation allowed to printers for i| 
services rendered under orders of the courts of |! 
justice is almost as great as it is under the fee bill || 
that regulates the compensation of marshals, || 
clerks, and district attorneys.’ We have intro 


vised Statutes of the State of New York, page 739 
This compensation is not quite so large, but i 
predicated upon the same principle with the com 
pensation paid by the Post Office Department to 
The bill further pro- | 
vides that no other or greater fees than those al 
lowed in this bill shall be received by any clerk, 


attorney, marshal, or their deputies; and the re- |] 


ceipt of any such illegal fees is made a misde-: 
meanor, and punishable by fine and imprison-. 
ment. In the State of California and Territory of | 
Oregon the officers of the courts, jurors, and wit- 
nesses shall be allowed for the term of two years || 


double the fees and compensation allowed by this 
act; and the same fees allowed by this.act,. with 
fifty per cent., shall be added theretofortwo years 
next hereafter. oe nF oe 

Another provision of the bill. is, that before a 
bill of costs shall be taxed. by a judge or- other 
officer, or allowed by any officer, in favor of clerks; 
marshals, or district.attorneys, the party claiming 
such bill shall. prove upon his oath, or by some 
other person having knowledge of the fact, that 
the services charged therein have been actually and 
necessarily performed. 

We have made another provision in the bill. It 
was the custom of witnesses in many districts 
when served with a subpena in a cause, after they 
had testified, to demand their-.mileage: and daily 
pay, and then to depart the court. This rendered 
it necessary to serve a separate subpena in each 
case in which his testimony. was required. This 
is a palpable defect in the law. . 

By this means witnesses got their mileage and 
daily pay in each case in which they weresubpensed 
before the court. A provision is made here to 
guard theinterest of the United States in this behalf. 
Witnesses shall be subpénaed to attend to testify 
generally, and not depart the court..without the 
leave of the judge or districtattorney, under which 
it shall be their duty to appear before the grand jury 
or petit jury, or both, as they shall be required by 
the.court or district attorney. ek ate 

The fourth -section in the.bill provides for the 
taking of false oaths, and the fifth section avoids 
intermeddling with the fugitive slave law. “An- 
other important provision in this bill is. this:. that 
all costs in cases where, by law, costs are recov- 
erable in favor of the prevailing party, shall be 
taxed by a judge or clerk of the court, and’ form 
a portion of the judgment or decree against, the 
losing party. In cases in which the United States 
is a party the marshal shall, on the order of the 
court, pay the jurors and witnesses such fees as, 
under the provisions of the bill, they may be enti- 
tled to, to be allowed on the settlement of his ac- 
countsat the Treasury. The certificate of the judge 
is not necessary for the settlement of the accounts 
of the marshals, clerks, commissioners, or district 
attorneys, at the Treasury ‘Department, The 
party claiming compensation from the Government 
is required to verify, by oath, his charges, and on 
afair settlement of his accounts at the Treasury, 
shall be paid whatever may be due, under the 
terms of this law, This plan is calculated’ to 


| relieve the judges of the courts and their ministe- 
| rial officers, as well as the officers of the Treasury 


Department, from much unpleasant embarrass- 
ment. I have been spoken to by more than one 
of the judges of the United States Court, to adopt 
some mode for the settlement of the accounts of 
the officers of the courts by which they will be re- 
lieved from the onerous and disagreeable duty of 
taxing costsagainst the Government, a duty in the 
performance of which they not unfrequently are 
brought into unpleasant collision with the account- 
ing officers. 'Fhe clause in the bill'to which I have 
referred, remedies this evil, and furnishes a better 
and safer method of adjusting and paying the min- 
isterial officers of our courts, whatever claims they 
may have against the Government. 

These, sir, are the main and prominent features 
of this bill. The bill is intended to operate as ‘a 
uniform system throughout the United States. 

. Now, I beg of the House to understand that it 
is not the object of this bill merely to reduce the 
fees of the ministerial officers of the Federal courts; 
but to equalize their compensation for similar ser- 
vices in every district in the Union. It would be 
derogatory to the’ dignity of the Government to 
ay an inadequate price for services rendered; 
besides. it would be false economy and impolitic 
to adopt-a parsimonious system. Our object, 
therefore, has been to prepare a bill that will es- 
tablish’a uniform system for the taxation of costs; 
to devise a Jaw that will be explicit, definite, and 
clear, so as to prevent all abuses growing out of 
ingenidus: interpretations, ard to cut off all con- 
structive services, and all unnecessary prolixity 
and useless forms; and thus, while it proposes to 
diminish the labor of the officers of the courts, it 
farnishes a just and liberal compensation for all 
services necessarily performed by them. "The 
passage of the bill, sir, will even do more than all 
this. It will save some $200,000 annually to the 
public Treasury, and it will prevent * the pollers 
and exactors of fees” from fleecing those whose 
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faults or misfortunes have driven them into courts 
of jastice,and subjected them to the tender mer- 
cies ‘of the law. : , i 

{ desire, Mr. Speaker, that the amendments to 
the bill which are proposed by the Committee on 
the Judiciary may be now-read. They are as fol- 
lows» | ; i 


NF. Strike out twenty-third and twenty-fourth lines, and 
insert : -For each deposition taken and admitted as evidence 
in. the canse, $2 50. 3 
S. Strike out in thetwenty-fifth line the word “like.” 
oS: After the word ¢ district,” in the thirty-ninth line, 
insert: And to the place of any examination before a judge 
oy commissioner, of a person or persons charged with crime. 

_4. Strike out in line forty six the word ‘‘ heretofore,” 
and insert: During the last six years. __ 

“6. Insert in line seventy-three, after the word “them:” 
‘And if any. attorney, proctor, or other person admitted to 
manage.or conduct causesin any:court of the United States, 
or ofthe territories thereof, shall appear to have multiplied 
the: proceédings in any cause before court so as to increase 
tosts. unreasonably and vexatiously, such person may be 
required by order of the-court to satisfy any excess of costs 
Bo increased... 

"6. In line one hundred and three, after the word “ re- 
port,” insert: For each folio fifteen (15) cents—and strike 
out the word “ or? and insert in lieu thereof: And for. 

:iTeiAfter line one hundred. and twenty-eight insert: For 
every.search for each mortgage, judgment, or other lien, 
fificen cents. 

"+8, Inline one hundred and fifty-one strike out the word 
4c five,” and insert six in lieu thereof, 

: 9. After the word ‘¢ excess,” in line one hundred and 
eighty-one, add: For serving an attachment in rem, ora 
libel inadmiralty, $2; and the necessary expenses of keep- 
ing boats, vessels, or other property, attached or libeled in 
admiralty, not exceeding #2 50 per day; and in case the 
debt or claim shall be'settled by the parties, without a sale of 
the property, the marshal shal! be entitled to a commission 
of dne per’ cent. on thè first $500 of the claim or decree, 
and one hait of one per cent. on the excess over 500: 
Provided, That, ia, case the value of the property shall:be 
less than the elaim, then, and in such case, such commis- 
sion shall be allowed only on the appraised value thercof. 
‘10, Strike‘out from line two hundred and twenty-one to 

- two huniired and twenty: seven, inclusive, and insert: The 
respective courts of the United States.shall appoint eriers 
for their courts, to be allowed the sum of $2 per day ; and 
the marshals are hereby authorized to appoint such a num- 
ber of persons, not exceeding five, as the judges of their 
respective courts shall determine, to attend upon the grand 
and other juries, and for other necessary purposes, who shalt 
be allowed: for their services the sun) of $2 per day, to be 
paid by and included it) the accounts of the marshal, out of 
any money of the United States in his hands. The com- 

ensation to be given only for actual attendance ; and when 
oth courts are in session at the same time, to be paid but 
for attendance on one court. 

11. Judiciary Bill, House of. Representatives, No. 146, 
{introduced January 39th, 1852: 

Amend section third of the bill as follows: Strike out.on 
page twelve the last three words of the first line, and the 
whole of lines two to ten, inclusive; and also the words 
“ the Interior,” to wit: of line cleven strike out the words 
« Treasury” in each of the lines seventeen, thirty-seven, 
sixty-three, seventy four, and eighty, and insert in the place 
thereof, in each instance, the word “ Interior,” 

Strike out the words folowing: “A sum exceeding 
$2,500 per year for any such,” in lines fifty-three and fifty- 
‘four. 

Strike ont lines one hundred and three, one hundred and 
four, and one hundred and five, and the last four words of 
linie one hundred and two, and the first seven words in line 
one hundred and six. 

“Strike out the word. “said,” in line one hundred and 
twelve, and insert -in the same, after the word paragraph, 
the following words, to wit: One hundred and sixty-seven 
me gril and diplomatic appropriation act, approved May 
1 43. $ K 

32. Between lines one hundred and twenty-one and one 
„hundred and twenty-two, insert: For anending to a refer- 
ence in a litigated matter, in a civil cause at law, in equity, 
or‘in admiralty, in pursuance of an order of court, three 
dollars per day. 

an New paragraph after line one hundred and twenty- 
eight: 

Forissuing any warrant under the tenth article of the treaty 
of the 9th August, 1842, between the United States and the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, 
against any person charged with any ofthe crimes or offenses 
set forth in said article, two. dollars; and the same sum for 
“any ‘warrant issued under the provisions of the convention 
for thé surrender of criminals, between the United States and 
the King of the French, concluded at Washington on the 
Sth-of November, 1643; and for hearing and deciding upon 
the case of any person charged with any offense or crime, 

and arreated under the provisions of said treaty or conven- 
tion, five dollars per day for the time necessarily employed. 

14. In-line two hundred and twenty, after the word 
‘clerk,’ insert: Or their deputies; and in line two hun- 
dred and twenty six, after the word “ misdemeanor,” in- 
sert: And ìf, any ‘officer hereinbefore mentioned, or his 
dëputy, shall by reason: or color of his office willfully and 

“corruptly demand and receive any other or greater fees than 
those allowed in this act, he shall, on conviction thereof in 
any court of the United States, forfeit and pay a fine not 

‘exceeding five hundred dollars, and be imprisoned not ex- 
ceeding six months, at the discretion of the court before 
whom the conviction shall lie. 

_ 15. In line two hundred and fifty-two, strike out the word 
parol.” : : 

Mr. PHELPS. I want to offer an amendment 
to. the. bill now under consideration, to come in 

. after lines. one hundred and six and one hundred 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
of order. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary must first be disposed of. 

Mr. STANTON. I was going to inguire 
whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania {Mr. 
McLananan] can retain the floor, and yield ‘it to 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Puexps,] to 
offer an amendment? : 

The SPEAKER. He cannot, ifit is objected to. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. In justice to myself I 
wish to say that itis not my intention to call the 
peon question upon this bill. This bill will 

ear discussion. I challenge discussion, and I 
should like to hear the objections of any gentle- 
man to it. I said before, sir, that it did not profess 
to be perfect, but any general and uniform system, 
for the taxation of costs, however bad it may be, 
will be an improvement upon the present one. 

Mr. PHELPS. I now offer the following 
amendment, which I send to the desk, to comein 
between lines one hundred and six and one hun- 
dred and seven: 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Before that 
amendment is received we will have it read, and 
reserve to ourselres the right to object after it is 
read. 

Mr. PHELPS. Let the amendment be read, 
and I willthen briefly explain it. I suppose there 
will be no objection to it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order now to offer 
amendments to any portion of the bill? Will not 
amendments be in order only when the bill is read 
paragraph by paragraph, with the view to aniend- 
ment ? 

TheSPEAKER. The amendments reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary must first be 
acted upon. 

Mr: SLARK. Let us first hear this amendment 
read. i 

Mr. LETCHER. Are not the amendments 
proposed to he offered by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee first in order? 

The SPEAKER. They are the first in order. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
cannot be received until the amendments of the 
Committee on the Judiciary are disposed of. 

Mr. LETCHER. I call for the reading of the 
committee’s amendments. 

Mr.PHELPS. I desire to make a few remarks 
in relation to the amendment I intend to offer, if 
it is in order to discuss the bill now; and I ask 
that it may be read as a portion of my remarks. 

The Clerk then read the amendment as follows: 

Add between lines one hundred and six and one hundred 
and seven, on page five : 

For recording each and every plat of survey when ne- 
cessary to make a record complete, or for a copy or tran- 
script thereof, made on request, or when necessary, twenty 
cents. 

For taking the acknowledgment of a deed, and certify- 
ing the same, which the clerks are hereby authorized to 
take, or taking and entering the recognizance of a witness 
ar defendant, fifty cents. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I desire to knowif 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McLana- 
a has surrendered the floor? 

Th 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to have closed his 
remarks. 

Mr. STANTON. Then, if the gentleman has 
surrendered the floor, I am satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania surrendered the floor? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I have. 

Mr. PHELPS. This bill provides that no 
other fees shall be.charged by officers named in 
the bill than those that are specified therein. By 
the laws of our State (Missouri) surveys are fre- 
guenty required to be made by order of the court. 

hese are made a part of the records of the cause 
which may be on trial. I allude now to the land 
cases, and the clerks are frequently required to 
copy these surveys, and the plats which have 
been made for the purpose of facilitating the cause 
then pending in court.. Now, without the adop- 
tion of the amendment which I have offered, the 
clerk will be entitled to no compensation for those 
services. Iam informed by the clerk of the cir- 
cuit court for the district of Missouri that fre- 
quently the expense of copying these plats is very 
large; and in one instance the.expense for copying 
the plats which were used upon the trial of an 
important land question, involving the title to a 
portion of real estate in the city of St. Louis, the 


I rise to a question. 


e SPEAKER. The Chair understands the | 


expense amounted to upwards of fifty dollars; and 
these copies having to go to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, he could not. obtain any. person 
to copy them for a less sum. My amendment 
proposes to allow twenty.cents for the copying of 
the plats made by order of courts. There is an~ 
other amendment in connection with it, which 1 
propose, : i ; 

By the laws of Missouri the clerks of the court, 
not only of the State, but also of the United States 
court, are authorized to take acknowledgments of 
deeds, which are valid by the laws of that State. 
The clerks of those courts have been in the habit 
for years past of receiving: fees for that service, 
and yet in this bill it is provided that they shall 
receive no other fees than such as are therein spe- 
cified. My amendment simply provides that a fee 
of fifty cents should be allowed for taking each of 
these acknowledgments. Havéng thus briefly ex- 
plained my amendment, I shall offer it whenever 
it is in order. 

Mr. BOWIE. T beg leave to offer an amend- 
ment of which I gave notice yesterday.. It is as 
follows: : : 

Provided, That nothing in this act contained shali extend 
or apply to the fees, costs, and charges of the district attor- 
neys, clerks, and marshals of the United States, in the cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States, in the State of 
Maryland, or Distriet of Columbia. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 
ired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe there is a motion 
pending to recommit this bill. $ 

The SPEAKER. Yes,a motion is pending. 

Mr. LETCHER. I think we should hear the 
amendments of the Committee on the Judiciar 
read, so that we may know what they are. I as 
that they may be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land (Mr. Bowe] is entitled to the floor unless 
arrested by a privileged motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON... Unless the gentleman yields 
the floor. 

Mr. BOWIE. I suppose I shall have the floor 
whenever this bill comes up. : 

Mr: HOUSTON. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. any 

The motion was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL.. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into. the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. PneLes in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 196, making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
Government for the year ending the 30th of June, 
1853, and for other purposes. 

.Mr. PHELPS here temporarily vacated the 
chair, (calling Mr. Carrrer thereto,) and offered 
the following amendment, to come in after line 
six hundred and thirty-seven, viz: 

For completing the marine hospital at St. Louis, Mis- 
souri, $21,251. i 

Mr. P. said:, E was under the necessity of ask- 
ing the indulgence of the committee to permit me 
to leave the chair and offer this amendment, as it 
relates toa matter within my own State, although 
not within my district, and none of my colleagues 
were present to propose it. I hold in my hand a 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, stating 
that the sum of $21,251.is needed for the purpose 
of completing the marine hospital Jocated at St. 
Louis. There. is a vast amount:of commerce at 
the city of St. Louis, and a great many sailors are 
left there sick and destitute. The course of trade 
necessarily makes it so, for the boats which are 
engaged in navigating the Ohio river go no further 
than St. Louis, where a reshipment of goods 
takes place to go up the Missouri, Mississippi, 
and Illinois rivers, and the boats engaged in run- 
ning to New Orleans seldom go above the city of 
St. Louis on the Mississippi river, and the goods 
are reshipped. In consequence of this, sailors are 
frequently left at St. Louis sick, and- they cannot 
be provided for unless they are taken into the 
hospital. A large amount of money has been ex- 


pended. by the citizens of St. Louis for the relief 


of these sick and disabled boatmen. Persons en- 
gaged in western commerce are all required to 
pay twenty cents per month towards the hospital 
fund. I have before me a letter from the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, stating the amount of money 
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collected and disbursed at the various points where 
marine hospitals are located, and amongst others 
in Missouri, during the last fiscal year. The 
amount of hospital money collected in that State 
was $2,268 77; the total expenditures for the sup- 
port of the sick was $2,524 42. The object of the 
ecretary of the Treasury, for which he asks this 
additional appropriation, is to enlarge that hospital, 
which will now only accommodate one hundred 
and forty inmates, so as to provide accommoda- 
tions for two hundred. There are frequently 
nearly that number of sailors sick in the city of 
St. Louis, partly supported at the Government 
hospital and partly at the hospital in the city. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to in- 
quire whether this hospital is one that is already 
established, and the erection of which has been 
already commenced? 

Mr. PHELPS. ktis. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Then it is nota new work? 

Mr. PHELPS. Noa, sir. 

“TREASURY DELARTMENT, February 6, 1852. 

“ Sır: Since the preparation ofthe estimates of appropri- 
ations required for the service of the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1853, this Department has received reports from the 
superintendents of the marine hospitals at St. Lonis, Cleve- 
Jand, and Pittsburg, and each requiring additional appro- 
priations for the completion of the hospitals at those places 
respectively, viz: 

-t Marine hospital at St. Louis. 


«The estimate of the cost of completing this hospital is 
thus stated by the superintendent: 
For lumber, carpenter’s work and hardware. ....$9,976 00 
© Jathing, plastering, painting and glazing..... 4,025 00 
sé plumber’s work, cisterns, tanks, baths, kitch- 


en and water- pip 5,045 00 

«iron railing for porticocs, steps, paving and 
flagging. cece cece essen cerenee  ssoeeocee 1,800 00 
Total. .iccccecveesesseecccccseveness 21,251 00 


& There has heen an alteration in the plan of this build- 
ing. The original plan was for the accommodation of one 
hundred and forty inmates; under the present arrangement 
there are accommodations for two hundred inmates.’? 

Mr, HOUSTON. The amount asked for in the 
gentleman’s amendment is $21,251—the amount 
of the second estimate from the Department—and 
T ain opposed to it for the reason that the hospital 
is now in a condition to receive and accommodate 
sick seamen just as well as it will be after this ap- 
propriation is made. The estimate for this appro- 


priation was sent in to the Committee of Ways | 
and Means after the regular estimate had been | 


sent in and acted upon. ‘THe same paper contains 
additional estimates for the marine hospitals at 
Cleveland and Pittsburg. In my opinion, the 
proper course for the House to pursue is, to re- 
quire these estimates to be sent to the committee 
at the proper time, when the committee and the 
House will have leisure to consider them. These 
estimates were sent in after the regular estimates 
had been examined and acted upon by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

By reference to theitems making up this amount, 
jt will be seen that it is intended for embellishment. 
For instance, here is for white-washing fences, 

lanting shade and fruit trees. 

Mr. PHELPS. Will the gentleman read all 
the items, so that the committee may see what 
they are? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Here is $887 for brick sta- 
‘ble, stone foundation 

Mr. PHELPS. That is not at St. Louis. 

Mr. HOUSTON, No,sir, that is at Pittsburg. 
But here are the items for St. Louis: ‘* For lum- 
ber, carpenter’s work and hardware, lathing, plas- 
tering, painting and glazing, plumber’s work, cis- 
terns, tanks,” and so forth.. ‘ For iron railing 
for porticoes, steps, paving, and flagging.” Nearly 
the whole amount is for items of that character, 
and which are not essential to the accommodation 
of sick seamen. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded tellers on the amend- 
ment; which were ordered; and Messrs. Cuanp- 
ter, and Harris of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported only thirty-eight in the affirmative. 

‘A further count not being insisted on, the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

Mr. PHELPS here resumed the- chair. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, offered the following 
amendment: . : 

fer the erection of a marine hospital at Portland, in the 
State of Maine, for the better protection of sick and dis- 
abled seamen, in pursuance of existing law, $30,000. 

Mr. F. said: Mr. Chairman, a bill has passed 
the Senate making appropriation of the sum 


which I now propose for the erection of a marine 
hospital at Portland. That bill was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and after examina- 
tion, they have instructed me to report it to the 
House. In consideration of the pressing import- 
ance of the work, I offer this amendment to the 
general appropriation bill. yi 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia. 
marine hospital in Boston ? 

Mr. FULLER. There is a hospital at Boston, 
and Í will inform the gentleman from Georgia that 
it is full. ‘There is no hospital east of that, a dis- 
tance of coast of between four and five hundred 
miles. Now, by the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in relation to the expenditures during 
the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1851, for the 
support of sick and disabled seamen, l find that 
there was about $7,000 expended in the State of 
Maine, while about the same amount of money 
was collected. I find, also, that a greater sum 
was paid out in Maine for medical service for sick 
and disabled seamen, than in any other State— 
Massachusetts, New York, or any other. Now, 
we have thirteen collection districts on our coast, 
and by the existing law, sick and disabled seamen 
must be provided for within each of those dis- 
tricts. If a marine hospital was erected at Port- 
land, all our sick and disabled seamen could be 
relieved there. I hope the amendment. will be 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not like to attempt to 
exclude anything from this bill that is really neces- 
sary to be passed, but I feel it my duty to submit 
a point of order in connection with that proposi- 
tion. Under the 8ist rule, I understand that such 
ape as this are not in order. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair was not ad- 
vised whether an appropriation had been made 
for the erection ofan Aoapieal at Portland,in Maine, 
or not. He understood, however, from the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. Fur- 
LeR,] that it was in pursuance of an existing law 
that he now asked an appropriation for the erec- 
tion of an hospital there. 

Mr. FULLER. The point which I make is 
this: We have a provision by law for providing 
for sick and disabled seamen. Ht is therefore com- 
petent for Congress to provide for the erection of 
this hospital as coming legitimately within that 
provision, as those seamen can be better provided 
for than in private hospitals. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the amendment 
was offered the Chair understood that it was to 
provide for the completion of an hospital; butas | 
thé point of order is raised by the gentleman from | 
Alabama, and as it is shown by the gentleman 
from Maine (Mr. Futter] himself, that the 
amend ment is not for the completion of an hospital, | 
but for the erection of one, the Chair must decide | 
it to be out of order. | 

Mr. FULLER. [think that is a rather rigid | 
construction of the rules. I take an appeal from | 
the decision of the Chair. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. :I desire to ask, 
in connection with this question of order, whether 
the gentleman did not state that he had reported a 
bill for the erection of an hospital? 

Mr. FULLER, Ihave not. Such a bill has | 
passed the Senate, and has been referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. That committee have | 
instructed me to report the bill to the House, but I 
it has not yet been reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, now, I desire to know į 
if it is in order to incorporate another bill in the ; 
civil and diplomatic bill ? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Discussionis not in order. 
The genileman from Maine(Mr. Furrer] sub- 
mits an amendment appropriating *¢ $30,000 for 
the erection of a marine hospital at Portland, in 
the State of Maine, for the better protection of sick 
and disabled seamen, in pursuance of existing 
laws.” The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Houston] raises the point of order that the 
amendment is not in order. The Chair decides 
that the amendment is not in order, as it is not 
for the purpose of carrying out an appropriation 
authorized by existing laws. The 8ist rule pro- 
vides that ‘fno appropriation. shall be reported 
s in such general appropriation bills, or be in order 
fas an amendment thereto for any expenditure 
‘not previously authorized by law, unless in con- 
‘ tinuation of appropriations for such public works 
‘and objects as are already in progress, and for | 
‘ contingencies for carrying on the several Depart- 


Is there not a 


‘ments. of the Government.” The amendment 
is for the erection of an hospital at Portland. There 
is no existing law establishing a marine hospital 
at that point, and therefore the Chair decides it to 
be out of order. From this decision the gentle- 
man from Maine appeals. The question now is, 
“ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the committee ?”’ 

The question was taken; and the decision of the 
Chair was sustained by the committee. . 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee; submitted the 
following amendment: 

For the purpose of a site, and for the erection of a ma- 
rine hospital at Memphis, 450,000. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair must announce 
to the gentleman from Tennessee that there is no 
law authorizing the.erection of a marine hospital 
at that point; and the amendment is, therefore, 
not in order. 

Mr. STANTON. I hope the Chair will at 
least wait until some gentleman raises the point. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Chair has the same 
right to make a point of order as_any gentleman 
upon the floor,if he chooses. But there is an 
additional point:in. the case of the gentleman’s 
amendment. As I understand it, the law of 1842 
requires that the Government shall hot erect any 
public building unless upon plans previously sub- 
mitted, and estimates of the cost for executing 
such plan. .In the case of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine, [Mr. F'uLLER,] this requi- 
sition has been complied with by the Committee 
on Commerce, or at least I am bound to presume 
that it has, because they have decided in its favor. 
But in this case I suppose there has been no such 
plan submitted. 

Mr. STANTON. I will obviate that objection 
by modifying this amendment, so as to provide 


| only for the purchase of a site. I have offered 


the amendment only for the purpose of submitting 
a remark or two, to show how necessary it Is to 
have an hospital erected at Memphis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to rule the amendment of the gentleman 
from Tennessee, as modified, out of order.. It 
involves the same point precisely as that upon 
which the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine was ruled out of order. 3 

Mr. LOCKHART offered the following amend- 
ment: : 3 : i 
_ For the completion of the marine hospital at Evansville, 
Indiana, $20,000, 

Mr. L. said: I desire to state, in connection 
with this amendment, that the sum. of $25,000 
has heretofore been appropriated by Congress 
towards: the erection of a marine hospital at 
Evansville, Indiana; $5,000 of that sum has been 
expended for the purchase of a site. Before pro- 
ceeding further, I will avail myself of the cour- 
tesy of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, and ask that the following letter from 
the Treasury Department may be read: 

Treasury DEPARTMENT, July 17, 1852. 

Sin: The Department, having recently purchased a site 
for the marine hospita! provided for at Evansville, Indiana, 
is desirous to contract for the erection of the building so as, 
if possible, to complete it during the present ‘season, and 
there being now at the disposal of the Department for this 
object only $20.000 of appropriations, which being inade- 
quate for the erection of a snitable structure, a contract 
cannot be made except for portions of the work until further 
appropriations are made, and this course is regarded as in- 
judicious and productive of additional expense. 

Two buildings for the same object having heen so far 
completed at points corresponding to that of Evansville, in 
he matter of cost, the Departmentis enabled to furnish the 
committee from these data with a just estimate of the 


probable expense of the structure, so that an appropriation 
may be made at the present session of the residue required 


‘to complete it. 


The localities referred to are Louisville and Paducah, 
Kentucky; at the former of which $42,000 have been ex- 


| pended, and at the latter $48,625. 


The Department is of opinion that a suitable edifice can 
be erected at Evausville for $40,000, which will require an 
additional appropriation of $20,000 ; and T have the honor 
to recommend that the same be done at the present session, 
for the reasons already stated. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WM. L. HODGE, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. George S. HOUSTON, 
Chairman Uommittee Ways and Means, H. R: 


From this letter it will be seen that it required 
about $50,000 for the erection. of a marine hos- 
pital at Paducah; $42,000 has. been expended 
and itis not yet completed. . The one at Louis- 
ville cost $48,625, and is not-yet entirely fin- 
ished; so it will be perceived that the sum I ask is 
less than the amount usually. expended in struc- 
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dures of this character. . This.is owing: to the fact | 
that experience: has proven that under thë contract | 
‘system some ten or fifteen -per cent. is saved in 
the cost of such a building; knowing this fact, the 
Secretary of the Treasury ‘decliries letting the 
contract until a’ sufficient amount-is appropriated 
to complete it. To commence it and then stop for 
means, the work becomes more ‘or less injured, 
and mechanics, from. the necessities‘of the éase, 
must ask higher prices than would be charged if 
tħey:coùld: progress with their work and draw 
their pay as they progress. I am informed that 
heavy. losses were: sustained by. the Government 
. in the erection of the hospitals at Louisville and 
‘Paducah, for the reason that sufficient means were 
snot placed atthe disposal of the. Department in 
the:first instance to complete the buildings. In 
conclusion, (as: I:see -that my five. minutes: have 
nearly expired,) I wish to say that. there-is no 
oint: upon. the: western ‘waters’ where a marine 
ospital is more-needed. Evansville is one of the 
‘most important shipping points ‘between Louis- 
ville: and Memphis; indeed, it:is: said by those 
who are concerned in the carrying: trade upon 
those : waters; that more domestic produce. is 
‘shipped from -Evansville than there is at Louis- 
ville. -T'he longest canal on the continent termi- 
-nates there, and most of the six hundred flat- 
boatmen, who annually descend the Wabash, land 
there on their return home, many. of them. sick 
and withoùt means. I hope the committee will 
amake.this additional .appropriation, that the hos- 
“pital-can be completed'as cheapas- possible, and 
at the-earliest ‘day possible. ~: 
i Mr. HOUSTON. ` This is a building which has 
been ordered to be erected by a previous Congress; 
cand Ido not know whether this Congress ‘will 
-feel:disposed:or not to interfere with what has been 
heretofore ordered. It is conipetent: for us to do 
so, but'I do not know whether the committee will 
be go: disposed =: I-feel bound, however, to submit 
a fact or two. connected not only with this, but 
with all of. the hospitals upon the Ohio and Mis- 
‘sisgippi rivers. We have an hospital now in opera- 
‘tion :at Pittsburg, another: at‘ Louisville, and an- 
other at Paducah; and we have on the:Mississippi 
“river, probably about three more; which are in oper- 
ation. ‘The one now proposed to be erected is not | 
more than one hundred and fifteen or one hundred 
and twenty miles distant from two that are on the 
Ohio: river. Itis one hundred and fifteen or one 
hundred and twenty miles from Paducah, and a | 
little more than that from Louisville. Now, the 
question presents itself to the Committee, whether 
it is necessary to erect another at Evansville; and 
in connection with this fact, 1 wish to submit an 
additional one for the consideration of the com- 
“mittee.” We are now paying annually ‘some two 
or ‘three hundred thousand dollars beyond the 
amoùnt collected for sick and disabled’ seamen. | 
At ‘the passage of a law by which a tax was to | 
be collected trom the sailors for the purpose of 
creating this. fund, it was the intention of Congress 
that this tax should keep up this fund, to sustain 
and keep in a comfortable condition the sick sea- 
men.of the country. That fund would be large | 
enough now, if we were not wasting it in the con- ; 
struction of unnecessary marine hospitals. Now, 
sir, if a vessel of any sort—take, if you please, 
a flat-boat—were. leaving Louisville, and a sailor į 
should become sick, so as to require that he 
should be. placed in an hospital, a boat running 
with, the,mere current. of the river would carry 
himto an hospital in about twelve hours. So-it 
seems’ to me that we are really constructing‘hos- | 


“vitals up and down these streams, where there is ||. 


Mo. necessity. for them. Now, if òn. a steamer | 
-leaving Louisville, the hands should become sick, i 
I understand that the vessel could reach the Pa- | 
‘ducah hospital in less than twelve hours. Tf it | 
were to leave Paducah, in going down the river, I | 
understand-it would:reach Napoleon in about the | 
same time. sailor were tò bè taken sick im- ' 
mediately. on; leaving one of thèse hospitals, I 
understand he-would reach another always in the 
course of a day or two. “We have appropriated 
within the last few years, out öf the Treasury for 
“the support-of this institütión; more than a mil- 
lion dollars—largely over the amount. collected 
from ‘the ‘sailors. E think we are: bound 'to pro- | 
“tect these sailors and take care of them ‘when they | 
“re sick; but we are wasting thepublic money by | 
“building: marine hospitals, at ‘points ‘where hos- | 
-pitåls arenot needed—as I believe they are not on | 


some points.on the western rivers, where they are 


being. built. But if-we waste this money, no 


matter whether legally or otherwise, itis neces- 
sary that we should make it up from the Treasury, 
that we may protect and make comfortable these 
seamen when they become sick. -I have a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in which he 
states that comfortable quarters can be afforded 
to sick seamen in private institutions for from one 


third to one half what it coets to keep them inthe 


marine hospitals. So, if you build an hospital at 
Evansville, the Secretary .of:the Treasury tells 
-you that he can-take:the sick seamen: who might 
go there, and provide for them in private institu- 
tions for one half what it will cost there, after you 
have expended all the money necessary to put it 
into operation. The expense of keeping one of 
these hospitals, comprehending the expense of 
keeping a nurse and physician, and all the inci- 


dental expenses for such an establishment, would 
be more than double what it would cost.to board | 


the invalids at a private institution. 
~ [Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. HOUSTON. Lam informed by my friend 


from IndianaufMr. Locxuart] that 1 conveyed 


the impressiofl that the Secretary of the Treasury 
had singled out the Evansville hospital. He did 
not allude to any particular hospital at all, but to 
the.general subject. . 

Mr. LANE moved to amend the amendnient by 
increasing the sum $1,000. ` ms . 

Mr: L: -If the chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means possessed, asi T happen to do, 
a practical knowledge of the present condition and 
wants of ‘that portion of the country about which 
he has been speaking, I am quite sure that he 
could-not be induced to oppose the appropriation 


thus asked for by the gentleman from Indiana. |) 


He is in error when he supposes that invalids may 
be conveyed from Louisville to Evansville within 
the space of twelve hours with the mere float of 
the current. At this, the ‘low water season,” 


-and when sickness and disease rage. there with 


greater violence than at any other period ‘of the 


"year, flat-boats, by which the produce of the coun- 


try im immense quantities is conveyed to- our 
southern markets, often consume fifteen or twenty 
days in going from Louisville to Evansville, the 
point at which it.is proposed to establish an hos- 
pital.» The distance between these two points is 
about two hundred miles, and at a low stage of 
water, even small class boats, propelled by steam, 
owing to bars and other’ obstructions in the chan- 
nel of the river, sometimes occupy scarcely less 
time in running to and from these points. The 
officers and men employed upon these boats are 
frequently compelled, in order. to pass over these 
obstructions, to expose themselves to the inclem- 
encies of the weather, and indeed to the worst 
hardships of the life of a boatman, and it is rare 
that a number of every crew so`detained and sub- 
ject to hardships and exposure do not seriously 
suffer from sickness before reaching Evansville; 


and if they were compelled to continue on their | 


voyage to Paducah, a distance of about one hun- 
dred and fifty miles further, before they could 
receive proper medical attention, who could esti- 
mate the amount of suffering and mortality which 


would occur to this useful class of our people? || 


Many such are poor, and without the means of 
securing to themselves in sickness, and from their 
homes, proper medical attention, ‘and they are 
therefore compelled to depend upon charity for 


‘their relief, or linger on for many days until they 


reach the hospital at Paducah. - In the mean time 
disease is ‘at work, and relief, when it does come, 
not unfrequently comes too late; and thus num- 
bers every year perish—are sacrificed for the want 


‘ofan institution for which this appropriation is į 


asked at Evansville. 

The estimate upon which the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Meansrelies for“his 
statement of distances is incorrect. .: The distance 
fiom Louisville: to. Evansville is, as E before re- 
marked, about two -hundred miles, that from 


Evansville: to Paducah about one hundred and 
fifty, and that from the last-named pdint to Napo- | 
leon, about four hundred and forty-eight miles: I j| 


am, quite sure these are the ‘accurate ‘distances 
between these points, since I speak from: actual 
knowledge and observation. © ` a 

Evansville isthe principal landing point for the 
whole. Wabash ‘countr Peet large portion of 
the. produce ‘of: the Wabash valley is exported to 


! that particular. 


New Orleans in flat-boats, the crews. of which, 
upon their return, almost invariably land there, 


i often late in the season, sick and-in ill health, and 


in painful want of that relief and medical care and 
attention an-hospital would afford them,and with- 
out -which:many of them suffer and die. Besides 
this, I hazard nothing in saying that a greater 
number: of .people land at that place than at any. 
other point on the Ohio river below Louisville. Ít 
is a point, therefore, at which, for these and 
many other reasons I might enumerate, an hospital 
ought to be erected. I know it to be necessary, 
and if the majority of this House had witnessed 
the inconveniences, distress, and death, arising 
from the absence of that care which ought to be 
extended-to this: unfortunate class of our people 
by the establishment of an hospital there, | have 
no hesitation in saying that they would readily 


| make the appropriation asked for-by thé amend- 


ment proposed by my friend. from Indiana, (Mr. 
LOCKHART. : eee 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not. intend to consume 
any more of the time of the committee than is ne 
cessary to enable me to refer toa letter df the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury upon this subject—not in 
reference to this particular item merely, butto the 
general subjéct of marine hospitals, about which, 
I think, we have committed many egregious errors. 
I called. upon the Secretary of the Treasury by 
letter, to give me the exact distances between 
the hospitals. situated between Pittsburg and New 
Orleans, There is a difference between my friend 
from Oregon, and the Secretary, as to these: dis- 
tances. The letter of the Secretary shows that 
Evansville is one hundred. and fifty miles below 
Louisville, and one hundred and fifteen miles above 
Paducah. If I have committed an error, itis upon 
the authority of the letter of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, who himself has committed the error, 
if it be such. The letter says: a ; 

«There are two hospitals in operation on the Mississippi— 
one at Natchez, and: the other at New Orleans, two hun- 
dred and seventy-five miles from each other--and one at 


Napoleon, Arkansas, and another at St. Louis in course of 
erection. These are five hundred and forty milesapart, and 


. Napoleon is two hundred and fifteen miles above Natchez, 


and three hundred and fifty miles below Paducah.??. 


These things.I obtained from the most authentic 
source I could resort to, and I based my remarks 
upon this document. SD 4 inal Pee 

Mr.STANTON, of Tennessee. Does that letter 


| say it is three hundred.and fifty miles from Napo- 
| leon to Paducah? ` : 


Mr. HOUSTON. The letter says: 


«There are two hospitals in operation on the Mississippi— 
one at Natchez, and the‘otherat New Orleans, two hun- 
dred and seventy-five miles from each other-—-and one at 
Napoleon, Arkansas, and another at St. Louis, Missouri, 
in course of erection. These are five hundred and forty 
miles apart, and Napoleon is two hundred and fifteen miles 
above Natchez, and three hundred and fifty, miles below 
Paducah. Authority has been given to erect a marine hos- 
pital at Vicksburg, Mississippi, also.” . 

Mr. STANTON. That is very different from 
the understanding in my section of the country. 
It is two hundred miles from Memphis to. Napo- 
leon, and two hundred miles from Memphis to the 
mouth of the Ohio. So the Secretary is wrong in 


Mr. HOUSTON. It is quite as probable that 
the Secretary of the Treasury, who has the data 
in his office, and who was called upon by a com- 
mittee of this House for correct information ‘in re- 
lation thereto, should furnish the correct distances, 


-as that the gentleman from Memphis [Mr. Sran- 


ton] should do so, who only takes the hearsay of 
persons who travel-up and down the river. 
And it is very natural that my friend from Ore- 


-gon (Mr. Lane] should make a mistake, for a man 


who wades down a river is apt to suppose it is 
really longer than it is; and-a man who wades up 


-makes it longer still, because he becomes more 


tiredsiccis ccs ooa : È 
Mr. LANE, (interrupting.) I insist that no 
man shall charge me- with mistaking the distance 
‘of places between Louisville-and New. Orleans. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I give the distances which I 
obtained from authentic sources: © 10., 
Mr. LANE. The information ‘is not reliable. 
Mr. HOUSTON. It may not be réliable, butit 
is authentic.’ I said I received the:information from 
authentic. sources, and I stated that I gave the dis- 
tances as I obtained them from’ the Secretary of 
the Treasury. ft may’ be incorrect, but- I rely 
upon it. D i T 


The question then recurred upon the amendment 
to the amendment. 

Mr. LANE, there being no objection, withdrew 
his amendment. ~ 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Locxuart, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE offered the follow- 
ing amendment, to come in at the end of the six 
hundred and forty-third line, as one of the clauses 
in relation to marine hospitals: | 

For completing the marine hospital at Pittsburg, heating } 
and ventilating same, &c., as per estimate submitted by the | 
Secretary of the Treasury, $6,667. i 

Mr. H. said: I have before me the letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, containing estimates | 
of six or eight items, for completing the hospital 
at Pittsburg, purporting to be the estimates of the 
surveyor of that port, which have been examined : 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, and recom- ; 
mended by him to the favorable consideration of 
this House. 

The first item is for building a brick stable, 
$887. In reference to that item, I would say 
that the marine hospital at Pittsburg is located | 
upona lot of ground, comprising, I believe, ten | 
acres. A portion of this ground is devoted to | 
gardens, cultivated by persons at the hospital, and 
it is necessary to keep horses, carts, and other im- | 
plements proper for carrying on that kind of bus- 
iness, There are no stables at present upon the | 
grounds, and for that reason this appropriation 
has been recommended by the surveyor of the port | 
of Pittsburg. | 

The second item is “forinside stairway opening 
to garret, lathing, and plastering, $393,” which 
was doubtless made upon the estimate ofa car- | 
penter. The necessity for that item arises from 
the fact that there is no stairway adequate to ap- 
proach the garret, and it is very necessary there | 
should be one, as the water tanks used for sup- į 
plying water for the establishment are placed either | 
in the garret or on the roof, I do not know which, | 
and itis necessary that they should be approach- | 
able. . | 

The next item is “ for forty feet of water pipe, 
and placing the same in the river, $40.” This pipe 
is necessary for supplying the fountain with 
water. . 

The next item of $100 is for, whitewashing : 
fences. 

The next “for planting shade and fruit trees, 

600.” 
? The next ‘‘ for heating and ventilating building | 
on modern plan, including cooking range, $4,540.’ 
The necessity for this item I do not propose to 
enlarge upon., They are.thought to be. necessary 
by the surveyor of. the port and the superintendent 
of the hospital. 
the Treasury Department, the estimate approved 
of, and an appropriation recommended, and I hope 


j 


it may receive a favorable consideration by the |! 


committee. 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. LANE offered the following amendment, 
to come in at the end of the six hundred and forty- 
sixth line, among the appropriations for custom- 
houses: . : 

For the construction of the custom-house at Astoria, 


Oregon, in addition to the $10,000 heretofore appropriated, i; 


$30,000. 


Mr. HOUSTON. This. custom-house was 
provided for by law at the last session of Con- | 
gress, when there wasan appropriation of $10,000, 
and this is an additional estimate made by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to complete it. ; 

„ Mr. LANE. The appropriation asked for by’ 
that amendment is based upon a recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. - As. yet there 
has-been no. custom-house erected in the Terri- 
tory of Oregon, The sum of $30,000, in addition 
to the $10,000 already appropriated, the Secretary 
says will be sufficient to.complete a. fire-proof 
building suitable for a custom-house, and other: 
purposes. I will read, with the- permission of 
the committee, the letter from the Secretary. of the 
Treasury. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is no necessity. for . 
the reading. The amendment is proper. 

. Mr. LANE. Very well, then. 

The question was taken, and 
was.agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed by the Com- 


the amendment 


They have been examined by || 


ing amendment, to come in after the one that has | 
just been adopted: 


For continuing the construction of the custom-house at | 
Charleston, South Carolina, $200,006. 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. A ‘ 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. {1 movethe fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in after the six hun- 
dred and forty-sixth line? 


Provided, That hereafter, in the assessment of duties, 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, with | 
the aid of the appraisers now provided for by law, to ascer- | 
tain and establish the actual average values, or wholesale 
prices in the principal markets of the United States, during | 
each fiscal year, commencing with the fiscal year ending ; 
the 39th of June, 1852, of pig iron, wrought iron, manufac- 
tured by rolling, hammering, or drawing, of wire, rivets, 
spikes, chain cables, and glass, and upon such ascertained 
and established values, to levy, or cause to be levied, the 
ad valorem duties now established by law; any provision, | 
by Jaw or otherwise, to the contrary notwithstanding: Pro- 
vided further, That such other goods, wares, and mer- 
chandise, now or hereafter, subject to any ad valorem duty, 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may. from time to time, 
specify by public circular, to be published at least six 
months before it shall go into effect, shal! be subject to the 
same mode of annual average valuations as the aforesaid.” ! 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I rise to a ques- 
‘tion of order. That amendment has nothing to 
do with the bill, and it has been so decided for 
three or four Congresses. 

Mr. JONES. I will, then, merely refer to the 
matter as a question of order. With the Chair’s 
permission, | will refer to the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, passed July, 1846. clause į 
of that bill, the very basis of the act of 1846, was 
ruled to be in order, and that decision was sus- 
tained by the House. That clause is as follows: 


‘Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That, in addition to 
the assistantappraisers authorized by law at the port of New 
York, there may be appointed, in the mode now preseribed 
by law, one additional assistant appraiser at said port, at a 
salary, as heretofore established, of fifteen hundred dollars 
per annum, to be paid oat of any money inthe Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated: Provided, Said salary shall uot ; 
commence, or appointment take effeet, prior to the 30th of + 
November next, and in appraising all goods, at any port of 
the United States, heretofore subjected to specific duties, 
but upon which ad valorem duties are imposed by the act of 
the 30th of July last, entitled ‘An act reducing the duty on 
imports, and for other purposes,’ reference shall be had to 
values and invoices of similar goods imported during the 
last fiscal year, under such gencral and uniform regulations 
for the prevention of fraud or undervaluation as shall be 
prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


I raise the point that this is not a proposition to 
increase or diminish the revenue, but only to guard 
the Treasury against frauds. . In 1846, when the i 
law was passed I have alluded to, this very clause / 
was ruled to bein order; and if the Chair now 
decides that it is not in order, I am 

Mr. BAYLY. _ Is discussion in order? ,  ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has indulged | 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania in reference to 
| any precedent lie desired, for the purpose of sus 
taining his position, but discussion upon the ques 
tion is not in order. 

Mr. JONES. I understood that discussion was 
notin order. It.is not my wish to occupy the 
time of the committee now, although I have not ; 
done so heretofore. I wish, however, to have | 
this matter distinctly understood. I ask the in- 
dulgence of the committee to state that this is not 
a question of increasing or diminishing the reve- 
nue. 

Mr. BAYLY. Lhope the. gentleman may be 
permitted to state his point fully. ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg to say before I con- 
sent to the gentleman proceeding, that I want some | 


gentleman—either myself or any other gentle- i 
man—to have the privilege of replying to the ar 
gument of the gentleman.. I do not object to his 
discussing it. i ae 
_ Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I object to all | 
discussion upon the subject. N 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion. is not in order 
The question submitted for. the decision of th 
Chair is, whether the amendment proposed by | 


the opinion of the Chair, it is not in order.- An | 
amendment somewhat similar to this was submit- 
ted to. the civil.and diplomatic appropriation bill 
of the last session of Congress, upon which a ques-: 
tion of order was raised. The then chairman de- 
cided that the amendment was not in order. Frem 
that decision an appeal was taken, and sustained 
by the committee. Afterwards, upon. three or, 
four different occasions, that decision of the Chair | 
was sustained. 


mittee of Ways and Means to submit the follow- 


‘| other public buildings. 


‘| from Delaware takes an appeal. 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania be in order? “In | 


ion of the Chair. I beg merely to state 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal is not debat- 
able except by unanimous consent. ' 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I object. 

Mr. JONES. I then inquire of the Chair wheth- 
er I have the right to state the grounds of my 
appeal? ; : 

P he CHAIRMAN. No, sir. ; 

Mr. JONES. Iwill remark in one word, that 
the appeal was taken that the House might sus- 
tain its own precedents. 

Mr. BAYLY. I desire to ask a question of 
the Chair. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
says that he desires the House to sustain its own 
precedents. I beg to know whether the provision 
of law, which the gentleman hag read, was not put 
in the bill by the Senate, and not by this House, 
when the rules of order there and here were dif- 
ferent? 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
bate on this question. 

The Clerk, at the request of several members, 
again read the amendment. 

Mr: STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
tellers; which were ordered; and Messrs. Came- 
BELL Of Illinois, and Fowxer, were appointed. 

The question was then put, ** Shall the decision 
| of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee??? and it was agreed to, the tellers having 
reported—ayes 67, noes 64. 

And the decision of the Chair was sustained 

Mr. DUNHAM. I submit the following 
amendment, to come in after line six hundred and 
forty-six: 

For purchasing a site and the construction of a suitable 
building at Wilmington, Delaware, for custom-house, post 
office, court-rooms, and other offices of the United Stat 
and furnishing the same, $25,000: Provided, That the said 
lot and building shall be exempted from city and al! other 
taxes whatever by the act of the Legislature of Delaware : 
And provided further, That before the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall erect the said building it shall first be his 
duty to procure a proper site or lot of ground, and to make 
a contract or contracts for the erection ofsaid building, and 
furnishing the same, at a sum or sums which shall not in 
the whole exceed the sum of $25,090 inclusive of said lot; 
while said contract or contracts shall be secured by good 
and sufticient sureties to the said Secretary of the Treasury 
and President of the United States. 

Mr. SMART. I rise to a question of order. I 
wish to inquire of the gentleman from Indiana 
| whether there is any law authorizing such an ap- 
propriation? If there is not, I object to the amend- 
ment. ; Eai 

Mr. DUNHAM. Itis based upon a recom- 
mendation of the Secretary of the Treasury. Plans 
have been submitted, and estimates made. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. ` Upon the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana, the gen~ 
tleman from: Maine raises:a question of order. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Theamendment comes from 
the Committee of Ways and Means. i 

The CHAIRMAN. That does not alter the 
parliamentary law. The Chair rules the amend- 
ment out of order under the 81st ruley which pro- 
vides that no appropriation shall be ‘reported in 
such general appropriation hills, and: be in order 
as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not 
previously authorized by law.: >>- cme 

Mr. RIDDLE. From that decision I take an 
appeal. {do not rise todebateit. I hold the law 
of 1845 in my hand, which supersedes this one. 
It authorizes the President to submit plans and 


I object to all further de- 


il estimates before Congress shall make appropri- 
‘| ations for the construction of 


custom-houses, or 


The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is out of-or- 
der. The Chair rules that the amendment is not’ 
in order, and from that decision: the’ gentleman 
The question 


i| now is, “ Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 


p??- 


the judgment of the committee 

The question was taken, an 
the Chair was sustained. - 

Mr. FLORENCE. J desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to come if under the head of custom-houses; 
which I fear, by the recent decision of the Chair, 
will not bein order. At all events, 1 will present 
it, and let it share its fate with the others: g 

For the erection of a building in the city of Philadelphia 
adapted for public store-houses, and the safe-keeping: of 
goods deposited therein under the custom-house laws; the 
construction of the said building to be of such a character 
as to afford facilities for holding therein the courts of the 
United States, and which can also be adapted for the pur- 
pose of facilitating the business of the Philadelphia post 
office, $500,000. 


d the decision of 


| 


BE. 


: August 5, 


to decidé that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I feared it. May lask a 
whether I can present a resolution that- will be in 
order making such a provision? irg: 

>» CHAIRMAN. A bill reported by any. 
committee of this House making such a provision 

Mr. FLORENCE. It struck me that, in the 
civil and diplomatic bill a provision might be made 

The following section was then read: 

Intercourse with foreign nations. 
Britain, France, Russia, Prassia, ‘Spain, Brazil, Mexico, 
and Chik, 972,000. E : 
places, $16,000. rea Ae Fo : 

Mr. HOUSTON. . I offer, under theinstruction 
ing amendment, to come in at the end of that sec- 

For outfits of the ministers of the United States to Great 
Britain, Prussia, and Mexico, $27,000. 

Secretary of State, which I ask may be read. 

The following letter was then read: 

N WASHINGTON, 22d July, 1852. } 

Sir: By direction of the President, [have the honor to 
Means of the House of Representatives, that the Ministers 
of the.United States at London, Berlin, and Mexico, have 
800n to do 80. 

Ft is, therefore. desirable that proper provision should be 
T haye the honor to be, sir, very respectfully, your obe- 
dient servant, hte 

j W. HUNTER, Acting Secretary. 

~ Chairman Committee of Ways and Means, H. R. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Houston’s 
. Mr. GOODENOW. I move to amend the fol- 
lowing clause: “$ For salary of the Commissioner 

~“ three” and spelen Be five? 

The amendment which I propose is to increase 
Islands from: $3,000 to $5,000. In April last, the 
attention of the Secretary of State was called to 
of April he addressed a letter to. the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
me—owing.to the multiplicity of business, I pre- 
sume—that he did not bring that subject definitely 
of State recommends the increase proposed by the 
amendment which. have offered... ‘The necessity 
at the Sandwich Islands, Lthink will beobvious to 
any gentleman. who-will: examine the facts con- 
my hand, and the extracts from letters submitted 
by the honorable Secretary of State to the Com- 
of gold in Calfornia, the expenses of living at 
Honolulu have increased very much, and they 
San Francisco. The salary now given to the 
Commissioner is not. sufficient for the support of 
Commissioner is known to bean economical man, 
but his hospitality is taxed greatly by the increased 
Itis true that he never fails to afford that hospi- 
tality, -I may here be permitted to refer to some 
pound, eggs fifty cents a dozen, fire-wood eight 
dollars.a cord. “I'he actual expenses of living at 
ing at any city.in the United States, with. the ex- 
ception, perhaps, of cities upon the Pacific. . They 
or Paris... There is no outfit.or anything allowed 
to the Commissioner. . Outof his salary of $3,000 


. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled 
question, if 1 cannot. offer such an. amendment, 
The CH : 
would be in order. 
for erecting such a building. 
“Bor salaries of ministers of the Bnited’ States to Great 
Forsalaries of. the secretaries of legation to the same 
ofthe Committee of Ways and Means, the follow- 
tion: 
I will send up to the Clerk a letter from the 
DEPARTMENT or STATE, 
inform you; and, througtr you, the Committee of Ways and 
asked permission to return to this country, and are expected 
made for outfits for their successors, 
Hon. George S. Houston, 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 
to the Sandwich Islands, $3,000;”’ by striking out 
the salary of the Commissioner at the Sandwich 
the necessity of such. an increase. On the 29th 
on thatsubject. The honorable chairman informed 
before that committee... In his letter, the Secretary 
of an increase of the salary of the Commissioner 
tained in.the letters and. papers which I hold in 
mittee on Foreign Relations. Since the discovery 
are now, as [ am informed, nearly as great as at 
his wife and family of four children, . The present 
number of citizens of this country who call there. 
of. the items of expense. Butter is fifty cents a 
Honolulu are now greater than the expense of liv- 
are greater than the expenses of living in London 
he is to pay the expenses of his. voyage and that 


of his family. E am.swell. convinced, if I could. 


have directed the attention of the Committee of 
Ways and Means to the consideration of this sub- 


ject, through the Committee on-Foreign Relations, . 


that they would have recommended ‘this appropri- 
ation. endeavored to:do so, but, unfortunately, 
for the reason I have before stated, I-have been 
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i have not asked it. 


unsuccessful. I hope the committee will adopt 
the amendment. ‘I think it is the least which the 
justice of the case requires. I would be glad if 
they would go further, and allow the same com- 
pensation to be given from the commencement of 
the comimissicn of the present Commissioner. I 


of Ways and Means wiil sustain me in the state- 
ments which f have made. 

. Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I-desire to under- 
stand from the gentleman from Maine (Mr. GooD- 
ENow] whether this is meant tobe retrospective or 


! prospective? 


Mr. GOODENOW.: Prospective. 

Mr’BAYLY. Ihave no doubt whatever that 
the salary of a great many of our foreign agents 
ought. to. be increased; and this, among others, 
might be increased with advantage. There have 
been recommendations in respect to almost all the 
foreign ministers. With butone single exception, 
however, and that will be explained when £ move 


| in the matter, the committee did not think it expe- 
dient to recommend an increase of these salaries. ! 


I doubt whether this case stands upon a stronger 
footing than the other cases with one single excep- 
tion. 

Mr. BROOKS. I propose to amend by adding 
one dollar, {think this a peculiar case. At the 
time when this salary of $3,000 was fixed, every- 


| thing. was lower in the Pacific than in other parts 
|| of the world. ‘The prices of provisions were low, 


transportation was low. Since that time, from 
the discovery of gold in California, everything has 
been doubled or trebled in price; but the salary of 
the Commissioner stands exactly as it was. It is 
impossible for a gentleman to live adequately upon 
a salary of $3,000 at Honolulu. On account of 
the increase of Americans visiting there, the in- 
crease of population going to those islands, and 
the general importance of the Pacific to us, it is 


important that we should raise the salary of this | 


Commissioner. I have further tosay upon that 


point—lI ask the attention of Democrats upon the ! 


other side of the House to the fact, that last year— 


jand the chairman of the Committee on Foreign 


Relations, who was then the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, will bear me out in 
the fact—the then Committee of Ways and Means 
increased nearly double the salary of Mr Eames, 
now one of the editors of the Union, of which I 
hold the proof in my hand, upon the ground that 
it was impossible for him to be adequately sup- 

orted in that place for double the amount of pay. 

he Whigs in the Committee of Waysand Means, 
and the Whigs in the House, agreed in that prop- 
osition, and. voted for it without any serious op- 
position, from the evidence of the fact that it was 
necessary to be done. In the case of some gen- 
tleman before him—Mr. Ten Eyck, of Michigan, I 
believe—a like additional appropriation was made, 
and the House agreed in voting this additional 
sum. It seems to me as a matter of political and 
pecuniary justice that it is our duty to do the like 
thing in the case of the present Commissioner, not 
only because we have done it heretofore, but be- 
cause under the existing circumstances it would be 


| impossible for a gentleman properly to discharge 


his duties to his country upon that salary alone. 
Mr. CLARK. What is the condition of the 


i amendment? 


The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment 
to the amendment periding. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. Goopenow] proposes to strike out 
the word * three,” and insert “‘ five.” 

- Mr. BROOKS, there being no objection, with- 
drew his amendment. 

The question was then’ taken upon Mr. Goop- 
ENow’s amendment, and it was agreed to. 


The following clause of the bill was then read | 


by the Clerk, viz: 


“For salary of a Commissioner to residein China, includ- 
ing the additional compensation under the act to earry into 
effect certain provisions in the treaties between the United 
States and China and the Ottoman Porte, 96,000.” 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 1 am instructed by 
the unanimous vote of the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs to move toamend the clause which has just 


been read, by inserting the words “outfitand’? be- 


fore the word “salary,” and by striking out * six’?! 
In pro-, 


and inserting * eighteen” in lieu thereof. 
posing this amendment, we have responded tò the 


i recommendation of the Presidentin his last annual 


message, where he says: 


i have asked what I deem to | 
be just and right. - I believe that the Committee | 


i 
i 
i 
i 
I 


‘rhe office of Commissioner to China remains unfilled; 
several persons have been appointed, and the place has been 
offered to others, al! of whom have declined its acceptance, 
on the ground of the inadequaey of the compensation. The 
annual allowance by law is $6,000, and there is no provision 
for any outfit. I earnestly recommend the consideration of 
this subject to Congress. Our commerce with China is 


, highly important, and is becoming more and more so, iu con- 


sequence of the increasing intercourse between our ports on 
the Pacific coast and Eastern Asia. Chinais understood to 
be a country in which livingis very expensive, and I know 
of no reason why the American Conimissioners sent there 
should not be placed, in regard to compensation, onan equal 
footing with ministers who represent this country. at the 
courts of Europe.” i 


Mr. Chairman, in my opinion—and I do not 
state my opinion hastily or lightly—there is no 
mission that we have abroad that is more import 
ant than our mission to China. With our posses- 
sions on the Pacific, and the new career of com- 
merce that is opening in that direction, [ know of 
no place where'it is more important to have an 
enlightened and ableman than in China. Itseems, 
from the President’s message, that there has-beén 


| great difficalty in getting such a man to go there, 


and I am. not surprised at it. Itis four or five 
months’ sea-voyage to get there, and as many to 
get back. It is amongst a people where there is 
nothing interesting to carry aman. Itis not like 
the mission to Rome, or Naples, or England, or 
France; but it is a pureduty of patriotism for any 
man to consent to go upon a mission of this sort, 
I therefore entirely concur in the recommendation 
of the President, and I am instructed, by the unan- 
imous voice of the committee over which I preside, 
to offer this amendment, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe myself that the 
compensation of the Commissioner to China ought 
to be increased. I am satisfied, as I presume 
every member of this committee is satisfied, that 
itis too small. But Ẹ had hoped that the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs would have presented 
some other plan for compensating our foreign 
ministers than the present one. I had hoped they 
would have brought forward some system or 
other, by which we could have given them an am- 
ple compensation without holding out the induce- 
ment of an outfit for gentlemen to come home and 
go out half a dozen times during an Administra- 
tion. Ido not speak of this in reference to the 
present Administration, but as an evil that exists 
in this country, and that ought to be remedied by 
Congress in some way or other. We have just 
agreed to an amendment appropriating $27,000 for 
outfits for the three ministers to succeed gentlemen 
who are coming home. One of them proposes, [ 
think, to come homein October, but a few months 
before the Administration must change in some 
way or other. Gentlemen on the other side of the 
Housesmile. I think it will change to Democratic; 
but then whether it does or not, the Presidency will 
pass from its present incumbent, and as a matter 
of course, there will be a change of Administra- 
tion but a few months at the outside, after these 
ministers come home. It seems to me to be a 
great waste of money, and that there is a defect 
in the system by which they are paid. I think 
they ought to. have salaries, and I was in hopes 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations would 
have proposed tovhave given an ample salary’ in 
this case. I think these ministers ought to be well 
paid. I propose-to- pay them well, but Ido not 
want them to start out a month or two before the 
Administration must pass into the hands of an- 
other party, or of another President and get $9,000 
outfit and salary for staying away less than a 
twelvemonth. š 
- Ido not say that this evil has commenced under 
the present Administration. On the contrary, I 
know that it existed before, and | know, from ev- 
idence upon which’[-can rely, that the present 
President of the United States has had some diffi- 
culty on this point, in keeping foreign ministers 
from returning home, and that upon more than one 
oceasion ‘he has refused ‘the necessary permission 
to‘come home. For that I give him credit. But 
then it seems to me that there is some defect in the 
system, and ‘I-was in hopes that the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs would have remedied it. ~ 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I rise to a question 
of order. T submit that this amendment is not in 
order, for the reason that this House is bound to 
know who are the foreign ministers, and thatthe 
Constitution prohibits any member of Congress 
from taking an office, the compensation of which 
is fixed during the term for: which He was: elected. 


1852. 
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The second clause of the sixth section of the Con- 
stitution is as follows: 

«No Senator or Representative shall, during the time for 
which he was elected, be appointed to any civil office un- 
der the authority of the United States, which shall have 
been created, of the emoltments whereof shall have been 
increased during such time; and no person holding any où- 
fice under the United States, shall be a member of either 
House during his continuance in office. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
it isnot for the Chair to determine whether a law 
is constitutional or not; it is for the Judiciary, or 
for the Executive, or for each member when he is 
called upon to vote. The Chair, therefore, rules 
the amendment in order. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was adopted. 

Mr. HEBARD. I wish to submit an amend- 
ment to a clause which has been passed, to come 
in after line six hundred and fifty-five. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment cannot 
be received except by unanimous consent, ` 

Mr. HAMILTON. I object. 

Mr. HEBARD. I am sureno gentleman would 
object, if he knew the object for which the amend- 
ment is intended, and the circumstances under 
which it is offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
drawn? 

Mr. HAMILTON. No, sir, it is not. 

Mr.HEBARD. May I he permitted to state 
tlie nature of the amendment which I desire to 
offer? 

The CHAIRMAN. It would not be in order, 
and could only be allowed by unanimous con- 
sent. 

(Cries of * Object !?’] 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virgina. I am instructed by 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

To Colin M. Ingersoll, late Secretary of Legation, at 
Russia, the sum of $1,04L 67, the same being for his services 
as acting Chargé d’Affaires from the 15th of August, 1848, 
to the Lith of January, 1849. 

I desire to say, in respect to this amendment, 
that it is pretty much the voluntary action of the 
committee, and that it is in accordance with the 
universal practice of the Government. I know 
nearly a hundred cases of the sort. Where a 
Secretary of Legation has discharged the duties of 
Chargé d’Affaires, it has been the invariable cus- 
tom, I believe, to give him, in the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill, the salary of the office 
the duties of which he has actually discharged. 
That is Mr. Ingersoll’s case; and, with the excep- 
tion of one vote, there was no difference of opinion 
in the Committee on Foreign Affairs in regard to 
this amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


Ig the objection with- 


I would like the gentleman 
from Virginia to change the phraseology of this 
amendment in some way. e have thus far in 
this appropriation bill, keptout any appropriation 
to individuals for private claims. If the gentle- 
man will so modify the amendment as to read: 
“ For compensation of the acting Chargë d’Af- 
faires at Russia from the 15th of August, 1848, 
to the 15th-of January, 1849,” &c., I have no 
objection to it. 

Mr. BAYLY. J accept that modification. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, as modified, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, under instructions 
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, offered the 
following amendment: 

To compensate Dabney S. Carr, for expenses incurred 
while inthe diplomatic service of the country, to be ailowed 
in the settlement of his accounts with the Government, 
$7,144. : 

Mr. B. said: Mr. Chairman, in the settlement 
of the accounts of Mr. Carr at the State Depart- 
ment, he was disallowed some items to which the 
Committee on Foreign. Affairs thought he was 
equitably entitled. 

In the first place,:it seems by the records in this 
case, that itis- regarded as a matter of diplomatic 
etiquette at the court of the Sublime Porte, that 
presents should be given to his dragoman. He 
gave a watch, for which he. paid $150. Such a 
present is a usual and customary one; indeed, it 
is an incidental expense to his mission. It was, 
however, disallowed at the State Department. But 
the most important item is this: Mr. Carr, on his 
arrival. there, found a.second dragoman in the 
regular employment of the Legation, under the 
instructions of the Secretary of State. It was.a 


Mr. Porter—I believe a son of Commodore Por- 
ter. He had been employed, under the instruc- 
tions of the Secretary of State, at the rate of $92 
per month. Mr. Carr continued to pay him as 
such, taking it for granted that he ought not to 
change the statutes in the case. Well, sir, when 
he came to settle his accounts the whole of the 
item was disallowed him by the proper depart- 
ment, amounting to $4,600. 

Besides that, there were great irregularities in 
the conduct of our consul at Syria, and he was 
instructed to go there and investigate the matter. 
While on that mission he incurred, as his vouchers 
show, an actual expense of $1,128. His expenses 
at the same time were going on at Constanunople. 
All this was an extra duty, and there is no ap- 
propriation to cover the expenditure; hence the 
item was disallowed. By alaw of Congress, which 
made no appropriation, the Minister at Turkey 
was allowed an extra salary of $1,000 for judicial 
services, defined by the act of the 11th of August, 
1848. But there being no appropriation that item 
was also disallowed. In the adjustment, for these 
causes, they brought Mr. Carr in debt upon his 
settiement, to the amount of $3,883, and that bal- 
ancestandsagainst him upon the books of the Treas- 
ury to thisday. This-wasin consequence of these 
disallowances; and the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs recommend that he beallowed these four items: 
$150 fora watch and snuff-box; the money that he 
paid to the second dragoman whom he found there 
in the employment of the legation, under the in- 
structions of the Secretary of State—and if there 


was any violation of law in it, it was the Secre- | 


tary’s violation and not his; his expenses to Syria 
to investigate the conduct of our consul there; and 
the additional salary for judicial services. If gen- 
tlemen will examine this amendment, they will 
find that itis guarded properly. It provides that 
the sum shall be paid in settlement of his accounts. 
There is a balance against him of $3,882; so that 
but little money will have to be paid out of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I shall be compelled to pre- 
sent to the Chair a point of order connected with 
this amendment. This is evidently, in all aspects, 
a private claim, and cannot be otherwise. I should 
have presented the same point with reference to 
other amendments. It is important, as it seems to 
me, that the general appropriation bills should be 
kept free from such amendments as pertain to pri- 
vate legislation. I regard this as much a private 
claim as if one of the workmen in the employ- 
ment of the Government should fail to receive a 
part of his salary. All private claims rest upon 
the same foundation. 

The CHAIRMAN. Although this appropria- 
tion may appear in the nature of a private claim, 
yet the Chair is not prepared to say that it is not 
an expenditure of money authorized under existing 
laws; and if there are existing laws authorizing 
this expenditure, this may be one of the methods 
to which he may resort to obtain an appropriation 
for that purpose. The Chair is, however, some- 
what in doubt upon this point. 

Mr. GENTRY. It seems to me that this is 
eminently a public claim, and by no means a pri- 
vateone. It is aclaim arising out of our diplo- 
matic relations with foreign nations. It is emi- 
nently a public claim, and there is no better place 
to provide for it than in a general appropriation 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is out of or- 


| der. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to call the attention 


| of the Chair to a fact stated by the gentleman from 


Virginia (Mr. Bayty] himself. He states that 
the law does not allow for the settlement of this 
account. I think the gentleman’s statement itself 
shows that the amount is not in order to a general 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAYLY. I beg my friend’s pardon. 
There is a large item in the amount for which 
there is an express law; but the difficulty is that 
there is no appropriation to execute it, Another 
item is incidental to our diplomatic intercourse, 
and we have the same right to put it in the civil 
and diplomatic bill as we have an item of custom- 
house expense. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt in 
relation to this matter; but will entertain the 
amendment, believing that at least a portion of the 
items in it are authorized by existing laws. _ 

The question was then put upon the adoption 


i of the amendment, and upon a. division, 30 rose. 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. BAYLY demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Lanpry, and STANTON of 
Tennessee, were appointed. 

‘The question was again put, an 
ported—ayes 64, noes 56. 

So the amendment was adopted. ; 

Mr. HEBARD submitted the following amend- 
ment: 

Por salary of the Minister Resident at Turkey, in addi- 
tion to the salary already allowed, 3,000. i 

Mr. H. said: Mr. Chairman, L think there can 
be no objection to the amendment if it is under- 
stood; and l think there will be no difficulty in 
understanding it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have passed the section 
of the bill making appropriation for the salary of 
the Minister at Turkey. We cannot now recur to 
it for the purpose of amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY. I ask the gentleman from Ver- 
mont {Mr. Hesaro] to indulge me a single mo- 
ment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to the amendment, 
unless the Chair rules it to bein order. We have 
i passed the section of the bill to which it refers, 
and L object to returning to it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks an ad- 
ditional sum may be appropriated. 

Mr. BAYLY. I now ask the gentleman from 
Vermont to yield to me for a moment. | find’ 
that in the amendment which has just been adopt- 
ed upon my motion, there is one item to which 
there is great objection—that for the purchase of 
the watch and snuff-box. I think the item is a 
perfectly proper one; but as gentlemen around me 
seem to regard it as rather irregular, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to strike that 
item out of the amendment to reduce it $150. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the reduction can- 
not be made. 

Mr. HEBARD. I have submitted an amend- 
ment to which I think there can be no objection 
upon the part of a single member of the House. 
I should have offered this as an amendment to the 
clause to which it properly pertains when that 
clause was under consideration, if I had not seen 
a disinclination to adopt amendments to this bill 
generally; but when the committee came to adopt 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Bay1y}] in relation to the Minister to China, 
increasing his compensation virtually from $6,000 
to $18,000, I think there can be no objection to 
nereasing the salary of our Minister at Turkey 
from $6,000 to $9,000. [He is a person who has 
been selected for his known and eminent literary 
and political qualifications. He has discharged 
his duties there with credit to himself, and a vast 
deal of importance to the country. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I ask whether the gentle- 
man from Vermont is in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he is 
proceeding in order, i 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
his amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
his proposition. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I submit to the Chair that 
we have passed the only clause of the bill to which 
that. can be offered as an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
it will be in order to offer at the end of the bill 
amendments providing for the increase of salary 
of every officer of the Government, if any gentle- 
man shall think proper to do so. 

Mr. HEBARD. I am much surprised the 
chairman of Ways and Means should raise an 
objection to this amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Mr. CLARK. I rise to a question of order. 
1 submit that it is too late to appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the 
gentleman from Alabama could not have exactly 
understood his ruling upon this amendment. He 
will allow the appeal to be made. a 

The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Heparp] 
submitted an amendment making an appropriation 
forthe salary of the Minister Resident at Turkey, 
in addition to the salary already allowed, $3,000. 

Mr. LETCHER. I wish to inquire’ if the 
Chair did not decide the day before yesterday, 
when the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mar- 


d the tellers re- 


Does the Chair entertain 


The Chair does entertain 


Augus 


L GLOBE. 


t 5. 


as an amendment to any other section? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did so decide. 
The gentleman will also recollect that’ the Chair 
made alike decision yesterday, which the com- 
mittee reversed. The decision of the Chair is 
now in accordance with the decision of the com- 
mittée upon the other point of order. ais: 

' The gentleman from Alabama raises the ques- 
tion of order that the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Vermont is not in order. The ‘Chair 
decides that it is inorder. From that decision the” 
gentleman from Alabama takes an appeal. The 
querio therefore is, ‘‘ Shall the decision of the 

hair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
“Mr HOUSTON I do not want to consume 
the time of the committee. I will withdraw.my 
appeal, 


` Mr. HEBARD. 


I was much surprised that 


there should be an objection raised to an amend- | 


ment so reasonable in its character as this. Asa 


matter of form it appears not to be objectionable. l: 


I had proceeded to remark that he had dis- 
charged the duties of his office thus far with great 
credit and benefit to the country; and it has been | 


well ascertained that he is now supporting himself |: 


at his own expense; that his salary is altogether 
iffadequate to his support, in the style that we 
should expect and require of one of our servants 
in the capacity in which he is acting. 1 hope, 
sir, that this country. will not expect or require 
that their foreign ministers—at least’ when put 
upon a salary that ‘is far below that of others of 
the same importance—shall be obliged to sustain 
themselves out of their own private means. The 
amount contained in my amendment is the same 
as that to which the salary of the Minister to China 


has been just now raised, atid’ which has put him |. 


upon an equality with the most favored ministers. 

Ihave left out, entirely, an appropriation for 
an outfit, and have merely asked that he shall have 
the usual salary, leaving the outfit of $9,000 out.’ 
T trust that the same kind of justice that has been 
meted out. to the Minister: to China, will be here 
measured out to the Minister to Turkey., 

. Mr. HOUSTON. This proposition comes from 
the gentleman from Vermont [Mir’Heparp] him- 
self without any examination by acommittee of this 
House; and the Committee on Foreign Affairs, if 
they examined it at all, are opposed to it, because 


they havenot offered any amendment to attain that |! 


end, | It is proposed to raise the salary of tlie Res- 
ident Minister at Constantinople, ‘without any 
knowledge ‘upon the part of this House, except 
what the gentleman [Mr. Heparp] has stated: 
and I ‘stippose he has stated what he has. upon 


by a committee, and, without ‘a..récommendation’ 
from any of the departments of the Government; 
and it seems to me that such a mode of doing busi- 
ness is wrong; and I hope it will not be adopted, 
because we ought to have some.more reliable, 
some official information to guide our judgment. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 


by. the Committee on Foreign Affairs to offer an 


amendment, to come in at the end of the six hun- ij 
dred and eighty-cighth line, amongst the appropri- |] 


ations for foreign ministers: eaaa 
- The amendment was read as follows: 
“To the Secretary of Legation at the Court of St. Jan 
for services ag Chargé (Affaires at said Court, from the 81s 
of ‘Avgust, 1849, to the tlth of October, 1849, #301 32. 


` The facts stated in 
verified at the Departments, and the principle has 
been sanctioned heretofore by many preceding 
Congresses, and has again been just sanctioned by 
this committee. ‘I suppose the amendment recom- | 
mends itself, and that I need vot take up the time’ 
of the committee by further remarks. ` | 
Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to'ask the gentleman 


é amendment have been j 


of chargé for the time covered by his amendment 
‘has been drawn by: anybody else, and I desire 
him to state where the Minister himself was during 
that time? i 

Mr. APPLETON. This is one of those cages 
when there was an interim between the departure 
of the preceding Minister and the arrival of the 
succeeding one. : ` : s ` 

The question being 
ameñdment— 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, demanded tellers; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Harr and 
CHANDLER were appointed. © 7057 e 0 07 


upon the adoption of the 


time of the committee, T would be willin 
it up as carried. 

Mr. BAYLY. The amendment is right, and 
| let us have acount. - 

The CHAIRMAN. A count must be had, un- 
less by the unanimous consent of the committee. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I do not give it 
| up, and demand a count. 


g to give 


| ported—ayes 76, noes 41. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. APPLETON offered the following amend- 


| one: 


| States Navy, the sum of $699, being the amount of certain 
| items suspendedin his account, which were incurred while 
| he was on duty, by direction of the Navy Departiueut, in 
ascertaining the political condition of St. Domingo in the 
year 1846. 

Mr. A. said: This subject has been investigated 
i by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and they 
have directed me to submit this amendment. The 
circumstances of the case are these: In 1846, as 
| will be remembered by some gentlemen in this 
| House, there was a division existing among the 
population of the Island of St. Domingo. The 
|| Dominicans, as they were called, had then as- 
; sumed an important character; and it was believed 
| by the Governnient that it was advisable to ascer- 
| tain, more definitely than we could through the 
| public prints PAA : 


question of order. 
ls it not strictly a private claim? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised. 
ji Mr. APPLETON. ` The duties performed were 


| in the public service: 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know 
| of any law which authorized that service to le 
| performed. I believe the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Appieron] has not stated whether this ser- 
vice was p 
law or not. : . : 
Mr. APPLETON.’ ‘They were so. performed 
by virtue of existing laws, although it’ was in the 
power of that man, it was Worth his commission 
to disobey the ordet which carried: him there: 
Mr. BAYLY. : It does notstand at all upon the 
ooting of a private claim. It is the casé of a pub 
| lic officer, not asking compensation for private ser- 
_ vices, but the payment of public expense.’ The 
| appropriation is to carry on one of the Depart- 
| ments of the Government. ; : 


ted by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. APPLETON] 


of the United States for the performance’of some 
duties of a quasi diplomatic character. In the 
opinion of the Chair the amendment is not ih or- 


ion. 3 
The question, “ Shall 
| stand ‘as the judgement of ‘the committee ??’ being 
put, it was decided in the affirmative. j 
“So the decision of the Chair was sustained. `. 
Mr. GENTRY. [ desir 
ment, if itisinorder, © : 
Mr. BAYLY: Wilthë gentleman yield to me 
fòra moment? 0 Su ` is 
Mr. GENTRY. Twill, | 
Mr. BAYLY. 1 desire'to offer the‘ following 
It is the same as the onë offered by 
the gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Arrieton,} with 
i the exception that it 1 
‘dar: ny 


from Maine [Mr. Arrieton] whether the salary 


: thorized to allow to Lieitenant D, D, Porter, of the United 


Mr. HOUSTON. Rather than consume the’ 


The question was then taken, and the tellers re- || 


| ment, to come in at the same’place as the preceding ; 


And that the accounting officers of the Treasury be au- J 
| thorized to allow to Lieutenant D. D. Porter, of the United 


Mr. LETCHER, (interrupting.) ‘I rise to aj 
Ts that amendment in order ? | 


: of a diplomatic charactér, and they were performed | 


erformed in pursuance of any existing 


i TheCHAIRMAN. The amendment submit- 
ment of Mr, Hesaro, and it was not agreed to. `i; 


‘Mr. APPLETON, of Maine. I am instructed '| proposes to compensate a lieutenant in the Navy} 


“ Shall, the decision of the Chair’ 


e to offer an amend- 


ie amount one dol- 


And that the accounting officers of the Treasury be au- | 


if 


|i 


States Navy,the sum of $698; beingthe amount of certain 
items suspended in bis account, which were incurred 
while he was on duty by direction of the Navy Depart- 
ment, in ascertaining the political condition of St. Domingo, 
in the year 1846. ` 


Mr. B. said: My object in offering this amend- 
ment is to renew the appeal, because the decision 
of the Chair is against the uniform practice of this 
House. : 

Cries of ‘* Order!” “Order”? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair makes the same 
decision that he did when the amendment was of- 
fered by the gentleman from Maine, [Mr. APPLE- 
Ton,] that the amendment is out of order, on the 
ground that it is a private claim; and thatit is not, 
in his opinion, to compensate an officer for ser- 


| vices required to be performed by an existing law. 


Mr. BAYLY. I appeal from the decision, and 
T desire the rule in relation to the kind of amend- 
ments which are in order upon civil and diplomatic 
bills, to be read. The amendment is to carry out 
an existing Jaw—— f 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis notin order for the 
gentleman to debate the appeal. 

Mr. BAYLY. ButI havea right to state my 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman must 
confine himself strictly to the statement of the 

oint. . 
p Mr. BAYLY. Ithink we labor under a mis- 
understanding——= _ j 

Mr. LETCHER. [call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. BAYLY. I ask the gentleman to reduce 
his point of order to writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, ‘Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the committee?” 

Mr. BAYLY. No,sir.. That is not the ques- 
tion. I want the point of order raised by my col- 
league [Mr. Lercuer] reduced to writing. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a question of 
order already pending. : i 

Mr. BAY 2 Then I am entitled to the floor 
to state my point of order.. My point of order 


Mr. LEYTCHER, [have reduced the point of 
order to writing. It is for reflections upon the 
conduct of the-Chair. [Laughter] <.. = 

Mr. BAYLY. : I rise,-sir, to a question of fact. 

The CHAIRMAN... The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will suspend. He is notin orders: : . 

Mr. BAYLY. If the fact is as my colleague 
has stated, I am: out of order. gd 

The CHAIRMAN.: The Chair cannot now 
entertain the point of order submitted by the gen- 
tleman upon the Jeft of the Chair, [Mr. Lercurn,] 
because the committee is already acting. upon a 
question of order presented for the decision of the 
Ghair.: § ee n ca tue : i 

Mr. BAYLY. -If the: Chair will ‘allow me, I 
will state that under the 81st rule of the House, 
which I claim may be read, any amendment is in 
order to a civil-and diplomatic bill which is to 
carry out: an ‘existing law, or to carry on one of 
the Departments of the Government. Now I say, 
that-under the head to carry on: one of the De- 
partments, the amendment is in order. = 

Mr. HOUSTON, (in-his seat.) . The gentleman 
iS arguing again... | è : 

The CHAIRMAN. 
fine: himselfto his point. =- + pat a 
-Mr JOHNSON, of Arkansas. - I rise to a point 
oforder. No gentleman can object unless he rises 
in-his.place. ..[Laughter.] - i 
« The CHAIRMAN.. The gent 


The gentleman must con- 


leman from Vir- 


5 -J| ginia [Mr. Bayur] submitted the amendment which 
-APPLETON.. I appeal from‘ that decis- | 


has been reported by the Clerk. The Chair rules 
that the amendment is. out of order; that ‘it is not 
in accordance with the 8st: rule, which the gen- 
tleman desires shall be read. It is this: “ No ap- 
“propriation:shall be reported in such general ap~ 
‘propriation bills, or bein order as anamendment _ 
‘thereto, forany expenditure not previously author- 
‘ized by-law,” &e.. The Chair-decides that the 
expenditure proposed in the amendment ‘is not 
authorized by law. PET Ee 

‘Mr. BAYLY: The whole of the rule has not 
been read. `I ask that it-be-read by the Clerk: - 

he CHAIRMAN.. The'Clerk -will ‘read: the 
ru. e . “a ao . x a 
Mr. AVERETT. ‘I risë, Mi: Chairman, also’ 
for the purpose of submitting a point of order. I 


‘object to the reading of the-rule, arid toal debate’ 


upon a question which the Chair has decided, and 
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on 

an appeal taken therefrom. The question is dead 

by the action of the committee, and the appeal of 
1 $ A 

my colleague (Mr. Bary] is another appeal from 

the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, Two questions of order 
cannot be pending at the same time. The re- 
mainder of the 81st rule is as follows: 

“ Uniess iu continuation of appropriations for such pub- 
lie works and objects as are already in progress, and ior 
contingencies for carrying on the several Departments of 
the Government, ” 

The question was then put, ‘* Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee??—and it was agreed to. 

Mr. GENTRY. Lam not sure whether it is 
in order or not, but [ offer the following amend- 
ment: 

And be it further enacted, That all clerks, messengers, 
and laborers, employed in the Jegisiative and executive 
deparunents of the Government in the city of Washington, 
whose compensation is less than $2,000 per annum, shail, 
in addition thereto, be allowed the following annual in- 
crease of compensation, commencing from the first day of 
the last fiscal year, viz: All whose annual compensation 
does not exceed $1,200, twenty per cent.; all whose an- 
nual compensation exceeds @1,200, and does not exceed 
$1,600, an Addition or fitteen per cent; and all whose an- 
nual compensation excecds $1,600, and does not execed 
$2,000, an addition of ten per eent.—the amount of the in- 
creased compensation provided for in this section to be paid 
outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated. 


The CHAIRMAN. This will come in as an 
additional section, and the Chair would suggest to 
the gentleman, that it would be more appropri- 
ately submitted after we get through with the first 
section of the hill. 

Mr. GENTRY. Iwill comply with the sug- 
gestion of the Chair. I wish merely the attention 
of the committee directed to the amendment. I 
withdraw it. 

Mr, HOUSTON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to strike from the bill 
the following: 


Provided, ‘That the proviso to the item of appropriation 
for alike purposc, contained in the act of March 3d, 1851, 


entitled “© An act making appropriations for the civil and | 


diplomatic expenses of Government for the year ending 
June 30th, 1852, and for other purposes,” in the following 
words, via: “ ‘Phat no land bounty for military services 
granted by the actot 28th of September, 1850, entitled ‘An 
Act granting bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been engaged in the military service of the Uni- 
ted States,’ or by virtue of any other act of Congress here- 
.tofore passed, granting land bounties tor military services, 
shall be satisfied out of any public land not heretofore 
brought into market, and now subject to entry at private 
sale, under existing laws,” be and the same is hereby re- 
pealed. 

Mr. AVERETT. Do I understand the chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means as 
moving to strike out the provision of this bill 
which repeals the proviso to the civil and diplo- 
matic bill of the last session in regard to land 
warrants? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 propose to strike it out, 
for the reason that the proviso in the bill of the 
last was repealed by the bounty land act of this 
session, and there is, therefore, no necessity for 
this provision. 

The question was put, and the motion to strike 
out was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in after line seven 
hundred and fifty-three: 

For the payment of the balance due for surveying done 
in the State of Mississippi in the year 1844, Q7UL 42. 

Mr, Chairman, the surveyor general of Missis- 
sippi in 1841 employed some deputies to execute 
the balance of the surveying in that State. The 
fund was exhausted without their being compen- 
sated. From that day to this, they have peti- 
tioned the Department for payment. In March 


last I sent the papers in this case to the Commit- : 


tee of Ways and Means. They were intrusted to 
the inspection of the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, [Mr. HIBBARD,] a member of the commit- 
tee.. He is now, unfortunately, absent from the 
Hall, confined to his room by indisposition. If 
he had been here, he would have offered this 
amendment, and made the explanation I make. 
These parties executed the work, and I have the 
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following official letter, to which I invite the at- 
tention of the committee: 


Genera Lanp Orrice, March 13, 1852. 

Sir: [have the honor to return herewith the petition of 
J. Monet and Elihu Carver, left by you at this office for 
examination on the 4th instant, together with Mr. Monet’s 
letter of the Hth ultimo. 

The petitioners claim that the Government owes them 
a balance of $987 64, for surveying in Mississippi in 184), 
which the surveyor general refused to pay, and which 
they now ask froin Congress, the ofice of the surveyor 
general of Mississippi having been closed under the opera- 
tion of the act of 12th of June, 1840. The groundson which 


| payment was refused are fully set forth in tlre avcoupany- 


ing statement, to which your attention is respecttully in- 

vited. These grounds are not deemed sufcient by this 

ofice, after a careful examination of all the facts at hand. 
In 1848, the surveyor general approved and certified the 


plats of the surveys for which they claim payment, and | 


those plats are now of official record for the government of 
the action of this office aud that of the local ofice in Mis- 
sissippi, in the sale of the lands surveyed by them. 

The real balance due to Carver and Monet is deemed, 
however, to be less than the amount claimed, by $286 22, 
for reasons set forth in the accompanying statement, the 
amount regarded as due being $701 42, but which can, un- 
der existing circumstances, ouly be paid through legislative 
interference, there being no appropriation applicable to the 
service. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant 

J. BUTTERFIELD, Commissioner. 
Hon. A. G. Brown, House of Representatives. 

I suppose, sir, with this explanation there can 
be no difficulty about the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, 1 am opposed 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


| Mississippi, [Mr. Brown,] for the simple reason 
| that it is not our policy to pay what we owe at all. 


{Laughter.} [tis notthe policy of this Government 
to pay such small debts of this character, because 
we know that these poor devils of surveyors cannot 
get the money. Under the circumstances I unite 
with the Ways and Means and say, that we can- 
not be compelled to pay it. [Laughter.] I am 
against the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will state a fact in this 
connection. The Committee of Ways and Means 
did not act upon this case, 

Mr. JOHNSON. [ have not said it did. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to submit a fact, with 
the permission of the gentleman, as his time has 
not expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I yield the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. These estimates were re- 
ferred to the gentleman from New Hampshire, 
(Mr. Hissarp,] a member of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, but were not returned to the 
committee at all. His health became bad. As 1 
understand the facts of the case, the surveys were 
originally declared to be defective by the Land 
Office, and that it resisted payment for them for 
several years. Notlong since—I donot remember 
the exact time—the Land Office adopted those sur- 
veys and they are now using them. Under such 
circumstances, that office would pay for these 
surveys, had the money been appropriated. 

The question was then taken and the amendment 
was adopted. 

Mr. FITCH. I propose after the following: 
“ For compensation to the door-keeper of the 
President’s House, $500,” to add: 

And assistant door-keeper, the sum of 4365. 


I have been requested to offer that amendment. 
It is a small matter, but as I understand, just and 
proper. The paragraph in the bill compensates a 
door-keeper. There are two door-keepers—a 
principal and an assistant. Without providing for 
the pay of the assistant, we doa very great wrong 
either to these individuals, or to the President. 
Two door-keepers at the President’s are absoluteiy 
required. We compel these two to divide the 


$500, or the President to pay one out of his own 


: pocket. 


I do not think any gentleman will, under 
the circumstances, say the salary was too high. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There was an estimate for 
the assistant door-keeper. The matter was re- 
ferred to my friend from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] 
the friend of the President. He reported, that it 
was not usual to make the appropriation, and that 
the President did not ask it. In that view of the 
case, the committee did not makean appropriation 
for the assistant. -< 


Mr. GENTRY. The President might feel a 
delicacy in asking for this small appropriation. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman from Alabama 
is substantially correct. The President felt a del- 
icacy in asking for any such appropriation on the 
part. of Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have no objection to it. 
Tt was not usual, and for that reason the gentle- 
man reported against it. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was ddopted. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I submit the 
following amendment: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase a 
suitable nuniber of iron settees to he placed in the publie 
grounds at the Capitoi and the President’s House, the sum 
of #840. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
adopted. 

The following section was then read: 

* For compensation of four draw-keepers, and for fuel 
| and oi for the lamps of the Potomae bridge, 82,755.” 

Mr. FITCH. I move to strike oat this clause. 
It is notorious that that bridge is no longer in ex- 
istence, and hence, where is the necessity ofpaying 
this money? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam willing to strike it out 
if the committee so decide. There is onedraw on 
this side of the river, and it is important that that 
should be kept up. The channelin which vessels 
pass up and down, is on this side of the river. 
One draw has been washed away. 

Mr. BOWIE. E offer an appropriation of 
$20,000 for the repair of that bridge. It is neces- 
sary to keep up the connection between the two 
shores. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland {Mr. Bowser] is 
not in order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Firew’s 
motion to strike out, and it was agreed to. 

The following section was then read: 

“For compensation of two draw-keepers, and for fuel 
and oil for lamps of the two bridges across the Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac river, 9900. 

Mr. BOWIE. I offer the following amendment 
to come in at the end of that section: 

For the repairs of the two bridges over the Eastern Branob, 

of the Potomac, $5,000. 
! Weare informed by the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings, that the bridges across 
the Eastern Branch are in a precarious and danger- 
ous condition, and that they require the sum of 
$9,000 to put them in repair, ‘hese bridges, like 
the Potomac bridge, are public highways, and 
have become the property of the United States; 
and itis obviously proper that they should be 
sustained and kept in order; otherwise human life 
would be exposed to peril. I hope that this 
House, inasmuch as the Governmenthas incurred 
the expense of constructing these bridges, will not 
permit them to rot down. We are informed by 
the local superintendent, that they areina danger- 
ous condition, and will require this sum in order 
to keep them up. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, F wish merely to 
say, in opposition to that amendment, that it is 
but two or three years since we paid $30,000 for 
those bridges, and we have made appropriations 
since for their repair. 

Mr. BOWIE demanded tellers upon his amend- 
ment; which were not ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. There was an ape 
propriation at the last Congress of $4,000 for those 
bridges. 

Tbe question was then taken on the amendment, 
and it was rejected. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
similar amendment, with $590 addit 
because the Commissioner of Public Buildings, 
who has charge of these bridges, and the Secretary 
of the Interior, who reported to this House the 
estimates for their repair, both presented to the 
Committee on Public Buildings an estimate of the 
| expense, amounting to some $8,000. The same 
| estimates were presented to the Committee of 


I 


submit a 
nal. Idoso 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
f 
i 
i 
} 
i 
i 


| Ways and Means. The Committee of Ways 


2098 


_August 5, 


and Means thought proper to repudiate nearly all 
the recommendations of the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings, as well as the Secretary of the 
Interior, for the improvement of the public grounds 
and the public buildings of the Government, ac- 
cepting and reporting to the House only a very 
inconsiderable portion of them, and such only as 
. they could not possibly reject. ‘The Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings reports that those two 
bridges which have been bought by the Govern- 
ment of the United States for the accommodation 
of citizens of Maryland and the District interested, 
are in such a condition that it is absolutely dan- 
gerous to the lives of the market-men and others 
who come to this city and pass over it with their 
wagons. i 

Mr. HEBARD. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
tleman, if he knows whether the appropriation 
made by the last Congress has been expended? 

Mr. STANTON. I have no doubt that it has 
been expended, and the report of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings will show that it has 
been expended, economically and judiciously. 

Mr. HEBARD. I wish to inquire further, 
what are the particular repairs required ? | 

Mr. STANTON. I suppose that the timbers. 
have rotted, and it has become necessary to sup- 
ply new ones. 

Mr. HEBARD. It wants building over. 

Mr. STANTON. It wants a thorough repair- 
ing. I will make this further remark, that before 
the Jate disasters to the Potomac bridge, the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings sent to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings of the House a statement 
showing the condition of that bridge. If the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, who erected that 
bridge for the accommodation of the public, had 
taken the proper means to keep it in good repair, 
the disaster which resulted in its destruction would 
not have occurred. I have no doubt that, un- 
less this appropriation be made to keep up these 
bridges, in a short time they will share the same 
fate of the one across the Potomac. These bridges 
originally belonged to private corporations, who 
were taxing the citizens of this city and those upon 
the opposite side of the river a large amount for 
the passage over. They had been in existence a 
great many years,.and were in a bad condition 
when the Government bought them. Four thou- 
sand dollars has since been appropriated for the 
purpose of repairing them, That sum has not 
proved sufficient, and the Commissioner of Pub- 

je Buildings, who visits them daily, says that, 
unless they are repaired, danger must ensue to 
those who travel over them. I hope that the 
House will adopt the amendment, as it is reason- | 
able and just. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Itrust that this amendment 
will not be adopted. It is, as was stated by the 
honorablegentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs,] 
but two or three years ago since these bridges 
were purchased; probably by an appropriation at 
the long session of the last Congress. They were 
purchased upon the special application and impor- 
tunity of the owners of these bridges, who wished 
to dispose of them. At the last session of Con- 
gress there was an appropriation of some $4,000, 
as I understand it, for the repair of these bridges. 
Tow has that money been expended? is a ques- 
tion that has been well asked by the honorable 
gentleman from Vermont over the way. What 
has been done with that money ? 

Mr. BOWIE, I will answer the question by 
reading a paragraph from the report of the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings, which shows that 
the bridge across the Potomac is unsafe for the 
passage of any wagon. 

(Mr. B. here read an extract from the report of | 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings, showing 
the necessity before the bridge was carried away 
of making an appropriation for its repair.] 

Mr. FICKLIN. The paragraph read is in re- 
lation to the Potomac bridge, and not the Eastern 
Branch. | 

The point I wish to arrive at is this: that we 
are asked blindly to appropriate money here, with- 
out knowing how this money is to be expended. 
What good is to be effected. by it? What is to be 
accomplished by the use of that money? If we 
are to appropriate money here, let us first know 
what we are to do. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranron’s 


| following: 


| terrupt me. I say that I am entirely opposed to this | 


| of the want of bridges, let thera do as we do in 
| New Jersey, and as the people of other States do— 
| build their own bridges. 


amendment; and it was rejected. 


= 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I propose the | 


For the repair of the two bridges over the Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac, $4,500; and that the Secretary of 
the Interior be required, in the expenditure of the same, to 
make a regular report te the next succeeding Congress, or | 
the next session, ifin time. 

At this very time there is an increase of from 
ten to thirty-three and a third per cent. in the ex- 
penses of living in this city, mainly in conse- 
quence of the loss of one bridge; and they would 
be largely increased in the loss of another bridge, 
so that the country would be deprived of all fa- 
cilities for furnishing you supplies. Any man 
who has kept house in this District must be aware 
of the extraordinary prices at which everything is 
sold. The.constant complaint of boarding-house 
keepers pierce our ears with the constant declara- | 
tions that they are making nothing by boarding; | 
while, at the same time, we are throwing it back 
upon them, that they are taking every thing we ! 
get here. i 

A Voice. Thereis always aground for grum- : 
bling. i 

Mr. JOHNSON. Yes, sir, there is always a! 
ground to those who want justice done; but there | 
is never a ground for those who never want to | 
do it. 

Mr. SMART. The landlordsare always com- 
plaining. R 

Mr. JOHNSON. No man would be more 
ready to do it than my honorable friend who 
comes, I believe, from somewhere very far off, but 
I cannot exactly say where. 

Mr. SMART. Look in the geography. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ido not mean any unkind- | 
ness to the gentleman. I know him well, Heis 
a very good Free-Soiler. Sir, these bridges are 
necessary to the citizens of the District, and we 
shall be compelled to raise the salaries of those | 
who are in the employment of the Government 
here, to enable them to live, unless we will dis- | 
charge the duty which we have heretofore under- | 
taken, which will enable them to be connected 
with the balance of humanity. 

Mr. SKELTON. Iam opposed to the adop- 
tion of this amendment for two reasons. The 
gentleman from Arkansas says these bridges are 
falling down, and that the people of the District are 
suffering in consequence. I would ask the gentle- 
man, and other gentlemen who advocate such a 

oroposition as this, what interest the people of the 
nited States have in it? 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will answer the gentleman, 
if he will allow me. 

Mr. SKELTON. No, sir; I cannot yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON. ‘The people of the United į 
States would have no interest in it, acknowledge, 
if they were to starve three fourths of the mem- 
bers here. (Laughter, and cries of ‘¢ Order!’?} 

Mr. SKELTON. 1 beg the gentleman not to in- 


principle. The people of this District have been | 
filching money from the United States for the pur- | 
ose of paving and lighting their streets. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I ask the gentleman to state 
when and how? He cannot do it. 

Mr: SKELTON. What interest have the peo- 
ple of the United States in these bridges? What : 
right have you to put your fingers into the pockets 
of the people of every district in the country for 
the special and particular benefit of the people of 
the District of Columbia? J say that the princi- 
ciple is wrong—entirely wrong. If the people of 
this District are suffering for want of bridges, let 
them build their own bridges, as the people of other 
districts do. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. What State does the gentle- 
man come from ? i 

Mr. SKELTON. I cannot give the gentleman 
any part of my five minutes. If they complain | 


What interest have the | 
people of all the States of this Union in the bridges | 
here? And what right have we to tax the people 
of this whole country for the particular benefit of 
the people of this District? 
Mr. JOHNSON. ‘Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him for a moment? f 
n Mr. SKELTON. No, sir, I will not yield the | 
oor. : 
Mr. JOHNSON. The States 
(Cries of ** Order !*? ** Order!’’}. i 


are all concerned. | 


i 
fi 
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i| for the purpose. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas is not in order. 
Mr. SKELTON. Again, sir, the people of tbis 


| Districtare complaining that we do not pay enough 


for our board. Will any member of this House 
say that we do not pay enough? The gentleman 
says himself that we pay all we get for our board, 
and still they are complaining. Why, sir, we are 
doing a gross wrong to the people of this District, 
by feeding them and making them paupers on the 
public Treasury, and thereby paralyzing. their 
energies. Throw them on their own resources— 
tell them they must keep their own streets and 
bridges in repair, and supply their markets by 


their own industry and energy, and they will rise 


superior to the condition of paupers. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move to 
amend the amendment of the gentieman from Ar- 
kansas (Mr. Jonson] by striking out the sum of 
$4,500, and inserting $6,000. Ido this because, 
in my judgment, the sum proposed is not sufficient 
The Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner vf Public Buildings, have 
both recommended $8,000. 

It is said that $4,000 was appropriated last year 
to repair these two bridges, and doubts are stated 
as to the proper expenditure of this money, as well 
as to the necessities of the appropriation. Now, 


|| I have before me the report of the Commissioner 


of Public Buildings, and I will read a short para- 
graph from it to show the disposition made of the 
appropriation. The Commissioner says: 

“<The bridges across the Eastern Branch have Deen re- 
paired so far as the sum appropriated would justify, reserv- 
ing only enough to pay the keepers to July next. These 
structures are also very old, and require more than the 
usual amount for repairs. I have estimated the sum neces- 
sary for repairs and pay of keepers at $8,000. The utmost 
economy has been used in making repairs, the drawkeepers 
being required to assist in that work.’? 


Now, sir, this officer, who is intrusted by law 
with the expenditure of money for such purposes, 
informs us that the bridges have been repaired as 
far as the expenditure would justify—that the’ 
bridges were old and much out of repair—and the 
expenditure has been made with the utmost econ- 
omy. This report was in the hands of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and the facts con- 
iained in it ought to have been known by the 
members of that committee. 

Thegentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. SkKELTON,} 
with some warmth, says the people of this District 
should make their own bridges, and not call upon 
Congress for aid, I can tell the gentleman, if he. 
does not know it, that the people of the District 
did make their own bridges. Certain gentlemen, 


i| with their own funds, built both these bridges, 


| and under their corporate authority levied toll upon 


| ali who passed over them. 


Citizens of Maryland 
and of the District of Columbia petitioned Con- 
gress to establish a free bridge or buy out the stock- 
holders. Congress interposed at their request, 
and passed a law providing for the purchase of 


i| the bridges, not at the value of the stock, but at 


about half price, thus forcing them for an incon- 
siderable sum, to relinquish corporate rights which 
they held in perpetuity. This was a serious iñ- 


i terference with their rights, and drove them to the 


alternative of sacrificing half the value of their 
property, or lose the whole by having a free bridge 


|| running parallel to those belonging to them. The 


stockholders have at this moment pending before 
the committees of this House, a memorial de- 
manding indemnity for the injury done them by 
the Government. This is a true history of the 
matter. 

The gentleman from New Jersey talks of the 
people of the District as a set of paupers, con- 
stantly seeking to filch money from the Govern- 
ment. It is a common thing in this House to 
hear such denunciations, and Iam constrained to 
say they are without reason or justice. This Dis- 
trict was laid off, and this city built for the conve- 
nience of Government. General Washington, 


-for reasons which he deemed wise, located it at a 


point where its citizens would be deprived of com- 
mercial facilities. His object, no doubt, was to 
separate the action of Congress as much as possi- 
ble from the influence of commercial interests, and 
keep the seat of Government free from the evils of 
a dense and turbulent population. If, therefore, 
the people of the District are to some extent de- 
pendent upon Congress, it arises from the very 
necessity of their position, and they ought not to 
be reproached for what they cannot avoid. They 
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have no local Legislature to appeal to for favors or 
a redress of wrongs, but are compelled to rely 
upon the fickle and grudging disposition of Con- 
gress. The resident population of this city will 
compare favorably in every patriotic and moral 
quality, with the citizens of any other large city 
inthe Union. They do not merit the harsh and 
uncalled-for reproaches which are so frequently 
heaped upon them. 

I said the city was located and built for the con- 
venience of Government. Here are located the 
public buildings, and we own within the District 
from fifteen millions to twenty millions of public 
property. The archives of Government contained 
in the public buildings, cannot be estimated in 
value by any calculation of dollars and cents. 
Now, upon the value of this public property, you 


do not pay one single cent of taxes to the city, or | 


the authorities of the District. Tax the public 
property at the same rate, which the corporation 


taxes the property of private individuals, and it | 
will amount to a sum fully equal, and perhaps | 


much more, than you appropriate for improve- 
ments in the District, not absolutely necessary for 
the dispatch of the Government business. The 
citizens of Washington, with a public spirit cred- 


itable to them in the highest degree, aid in the pro- | 


tection of your property and public archives. 
They form themselves into fire: companies, are 
prompt to appear when danger is present, and 
have at all times done efficient service in case of 
fire in any of the public buildings. This Capitol 
itself was saved from destruction by their exer- 
tions. 
made by the corporation, the advantage of its po- 
lice force when emergencies arise to eall it into 
service to protect the public property, and many 
other advantages which you owe to the city cor- 
oration. But, for all this you pay not one cent 
in the shape of taxes. Now, I will guarantee that 
if Congress will agree to pay annually upon its 


-property, the same rate of taxes paid by individ- | 


uals, that you will not be troubled by the citizens 


asking for appropriations for these improvements. | 


Here then is a reasonable mode of getting rid of 


this species of legislation; and if gentlemen are dis- | 


posed to do even simple justice to the District of 
Columbia, let them adopt it. 


1 beg the Tlouse will give some heed to the | 
He tells you } 


statements of the Commissioner, 3 
the bridges were old and out of repair—that the 
money expended was used economically, but was 
not sufficient for their thorough repair. They 
need the repairs proposed, because it 1s dangerous 
to pass over them with loaded wagons. When 
the Government bought them, it certainly incurred 
an obligation to keep them in good condition. The 
object was to accommodate the publie by provid- 
ing a free passage across the river, from one part 
of the District to another. The object will be de- 
feated if the bridges remain in a condition so as to 
render it dangerous to all who may wish to travel 
on them. 

Mr. SMART. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment to the amendment, in the first place, because 
I do not think it is necessary, and in the next 


place, because I am opposed to expending any į 


more money in the District of Columbia than is 


already provided for in the bill, The gentleman | 


from Arkansas, (Mr. Jouxsox,] seemed anxious 
to know how and when this money had been ex- 


pended upon the people of the District of Co- | 
I will state, for the information of the ; 


lumbia. 
gentleman, that upwards of ten millious of dollars 
have been expended in the District of Columbia in 
the erection of public buildings and the improv 
ment of the public grounds. I think the gentle- 
man will find that thataccounts for a very consid- 
erable item of expense. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, that is nothing. 

Mr. SMART. The gentleman may think that 
a small amount, but in my judgment it is a pretty 
large sum; and I trust that this House will not 
make any additional expenditure except that con- 
tained in this bill. 

Now, the gentleman, in his allusion to where [|| 
reside, seemed not to understand the geography of | 
my section of the country; still, I think he knows `; 
me well enough, and knows my position, not only | 
on the question upon which I am now speaking, 
but upon other questions. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [did not mean || 
to intimate any such thing as that the gentleman į 
was not of as much importance in the House as ii 


i 
I 


You have the benefit of the improvements | 


i under consideration. 


|i anybody else. I could not upon the instant call 
‘to mind the name of the State from which he 
| comes, : 

| ‘The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question recurred on the amendment sub- 
|; mitted by Mr. Jonnson, and being put, it was de- 
cided in the negative. So the amendment was not 
adopted. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I now offer that same amend- 
ment, only putting the amountat $4,750. 

In regard to the remark made by the gentleman 
from Maine, [Mr. Smarr,] a moment since 


i; gentleman proceeds further, the Chair will state 


marks. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
i| do; but the gentleman from Maine entirely mis- 
construed me. That is whatI want to say. I 
know the gentleman well, and have always treated 
him with uniform courtesy, but I did not at the 
: time recollect what State he came from. But, sir, 
| 1 pass from that. 
| The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. SKEL- 
TON] jumps up and makes an attack upon the Dis- 
trict, These bridges and other things which form 
the connection between this city and the balance of 
the United States are owned mainly by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and it is for the interest 
| of the Government that they should be safe and 

easy. And yet the people of the whole District are | 
attacked whenever we come to consider any of | 
these propositions, which will be for the benefit of 
the Government itself, 

It is well known that during the sessions of the ! 
American Congress, the population of this city is | 
j almost doubled, and that when this Congress is ! 
not in session the city is a desert, that it would į 
almost make the heart of any man sad to look 
upou. ‘The gentleman talks about the amount of 
money expended in this District for the erection of 
public buildings for the use of the Government it- 
self. Is that a blessing to this people? Is that 
the ground for thischargeagainst them? It is too 
preposterous! Other men of brighter intellects 
than mine could elucidate how preposterous it is 
bya single simile, but I will not attempt it. 

But, the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. | 
SkeLron] speaks of the people of this District, and 
says, that Congress should have more respect for 
them than to treat them as paupers—that they 
look to the Government and pension themselves 
upon it, and cannot live without it. That is a 
generous accusation indeed, coming from his State. 
[ imagine there is not another member from the 
State of New Jersey, who would make such an 
accusation, knowing the keen reply that could be | 
thown back upon him. How do they support 
their government? 

{Cries of * Order !?’ « Order !??] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in | 
order. 

Mr. JOLINSON. Iam speaking of the man- 
ner in which the State of New Jersey supports 
her government. 

{Loud cries of “ Order !”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will come 
to order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It is not personal to the gen- ; 
‘| tleman from New Jersey, and the Chair cannot 
| say itis out of order. aN 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not say the 
gentleman’s remarks were personal, but he said 
| they were out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well. I will not pro- i 
ceed out of order. J say that State levies taxes 
upon strangers passing through it, for the purpose 
of supporting its government, as L am informed 
by a gentleman who sits by me. 

[Cries of ‘*Order!’? ‘Order !?? all over the | 


i 
1 


The CHAIRMAN, (interrupting.) Before the | 
that he cannot permit any unparliamentary re- | 


It is not my intention so to | 


CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Hall. 

Me SKELTON. I will only add one word in 
reply to the gentleman from Arkansas, and then 
I will confine my remarks to the subject under 
consideration. T'he gentleman asks how we sup- 
port ourselves in New Jersey. We do it by our 
own hands, sir. 

[Shouts of ¢¢ Order !?"] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must pro- 
ceed in order and confine himself to the subject 


il 
Hi 
i 
{ 


li 


Mr. SKELTON. I will only make this one : 


remark, 


and then I will confine myself to the sub- i 


ject under consideration. I say, we in New Jer- 
sey support ourselves by honest labor, with our 
own hands. 

It has been remarked here that these bridges 
were sustained by the people of this District until 
the Government took possession of them, and took 
them under its own control for repair. Now, if 
the Government of the United States has done 
wreng; if Congress has done wrong to the people 
of this District, by assuming the control and repair 
of these bridges, I want that they should restore 
them again, as soon as possible, to the possession 
of the people of the District. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I ask the gen- 
tleman to allow me to say one word? 

Mr. SKELTON. I cannot. ' 

Mr. STANTON. I want to produce the facts. 

Mr. SKELTON. Twant no facts, [Laugh- 
ter.] l say that, having done this wrong and out- 
rage to the people of this District, according to the 
gentleman’s own statement, I am opposed to com- 
mitting any further wrongs and outrages upon them 
by the repair of these bridges. [am for surrender- 
ing them into the hands of the people of this Dis- 
trict, with the view that they may keep them in 
repair—rebuild and sustainthem, We may have 
done them wrong by giving them money. We 
have done wrong, as I assume, by inducing them 
to depend upon us instead of theirown resources. 

Again, sir, the gentleman from Arkansas says, 
one reason why we ought to keep these bridges in 
repair, is because the public treasure of the Gov- 
ernment is to pass over them to the various sec- 
tions of the country. 

Mr. JOHNSON. {made use of no such argu- 
ment whatever; none such occurred to me. 

Mr. SKELTON. Now, I have no fear that 
the public treasure of the Government will not 
find its way out of the District fast enough with- 
out building these bridges for that purpose. So 
much for the argument that it is necessary to 
build these bridges for the use of the Government 
to enable it to dispose of the public treasure of the 
country. [ say it is fallacious. There is no 
ground for argument upon it. It is not neces- 
sary for any such purpose. Then, sir, where is 
the necessity and where is the right to appropriate 
this money? Where is the right and where 
the claim that these people have upon us to build 
their bridges? But aside from the amount of 
money to be expended upon them, a great objec- 
tion to my mind against this Government keeping 
in repair and sustaining them is, that it costs the 
Government a hundred-fold more than it would 
cost the people themselves; besides that, it is a 
constant source of trouble. How much have we 
spent upon these bridges? Four thousand dollars 
a year. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. We cannot 
get through with the bill this evening. 

Several Memnnns. “Nol? « No!” 

Mr. STEPHENS. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman [Mr. 
Puewps] reported that the Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
particularly FIouse bill No. 196, making appropri- 
ations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30th, 
1853, and bad come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I move that the House 
do now adjourn. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withdraw that motion, to enable 
me to report back to the House, and have referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, a bill to provide compensation for those 
designated as the depositaries for the public mon- 
ey. Itisa Senate bill which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means; and I now de- 
sire the consent of the House to report it back, 
with amendment, in order to have it referred and 
printed. 

Mr. CABLE. I will withdraw the motion. 

There was no objection, and 

Mr. JONES, from the Committee of Ways and 
Means reperted back a bill to provide compensa- 


‘tion to such persons as may be designated by the 


Secretary of the Treasury to receive and keep the 
public moneys, under the sixteenth section of the 
«< Act of the 6th of August, 1846, and for addi- 
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tional services required under that act,” with an 


amendment; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and the 
bill and amendment ordered to be printed. : 
Mr. CABLE. 
journ. i 
The motion was agreed to; and the House ad- 
journed till to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m, 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented | 
under the rule and referred @ the appropriate committees: j 

By Mr. GORMAN : The petition of officers of the second | 
regiment of artillery, asking Congress to appropriate a sum 
of money for the band, &c., &e. . S i 

By Mr. AVERETT: The petition of William Murray, 
of Halifax county, Virginia, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial of David T. Valentine 
and others, of the city of New York, for the passage of a 
law for the better protection of passengers on board of 
steamboats. 

By Mr. SCHERMERHORN: The memorial of Hubbell 
& Patten and others, of the city of New York, for the pas- 
sage of an act for the better protection of the lives of pas- 
sengers on board of steamboats. 


IN SENATE.’ f 
Fray, August 6, 1852. 4 

Prayer by the Rev. Lrrrteron F. Morean. 
On motion by Mr. ADAMS, the execution of 


the order assigning Friday for the consideration 
of private bills, was postponed till one o’clock. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, the Senate pro- 
eeeded to consider the resolution submitted by him 
yesterday, and in conformity therewith, it was 

Ordered, That the daily hour of meeting of the Senate be 
eleven o’clock, a m. X 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented the peti- 
tion of John H. Scruggs, praying a pension in 
consideration of his services in the Florid war in 
the year 1818; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRATT presented the memorial of Thomas 
Crown, praying to be allowed damages occa- 
sioned: by the breach of a contract on the part of 
the United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. : 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of 
David Butler, military storekeeper, praying to be 
allowed extra compensation for services in the 
Army of the United States, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration thereof, and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the memorial of 
George H. Derby, praying to have refunded to 
hima sum of money belonging to the United 
States, which was stolen while under his charge, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
relief; which was read and passed. to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the memorial of C. 
B. McKnight and others, praying a modification 
of the bounty land law; and the petition of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying for the sale of the unsold | 
lands purchased of the tribe of Wyandot Indians, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill to provide for the sale of cer- 
tain portions of the public lands to the States 
within which they lie, for the purpose of construct- 
ing railroads.and canals, reported it without 
amendment. 

He also, from. the same committee, to which 
were referred the following petitions, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof; 
which was agreed to: 

Petition of George Andrews; 

Petition of Charles Burris and others; 

Petition of the Legislature of Alabama relative 
to the gradation of the price. of the public lands in 
that State; and 

Petition of citizens of Bangor; Maine, in relation 
to the bill granting lands to the States for railroads, 
and from all memorials and petitions on the sub- | 


I now renew my motion to ad- || p 


ject of the homestead bill, and granting lands to 
actual settlers, referred to that committee. 


y 


He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House of Represent- 
atives, making grants of land to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads and for other purposes, re- 
orted adversely thereto. 3 : 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted informally an 
amendment which he intends to propose to the bill 
from the House of Represenatives, making grants 
of land to aid in the construction of railroads, 
and for other puposes; which was ordered to be 
printed. . 


THE HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. FELCH. The Committee on Public Lands, | 


to which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives ‘to encourage agriculture, com- 
< merce, manufactures, and all other branches of 


‘industry, by granting to every man who is the || 
‘head of a family and a citizen of the United | 


‘States, a homestead of one hundred and sixty 
‘acres of land out of the public domain, upon con- 
‘dition of occupancy and cultivation of the same 
£ for the period therein specified,” commonly known 
as the homestead bill, have instructed me to re- 
port it back, with an expression of the views of 
the majority adverse to the propriety of passing 
the bill. 

I am älso instructed to make the same report 
upon the Senate bill “to cede the public lands of 
‘the United States to the States respectively in 
‘ which they aresituated, on condition that the said 
‘ States shall severally grant and convey the said 
‘lands to actual occupants only, in limited quanti- 
‘ties, for cost of survey, and. title muniments 
‘merely.’” 

Mr. BORLAND. I desire to say, with the per- 
mission of the Senate, that two of the members of 
the committee, composing the minority—I: being 
one of them—differ with the majority in their re- 
port as to what is called the homestead bill. The 
minority are in favor of that bill in substance. 
The minority agree with the majority of the com- 
mittee with regard to what is known as Bennett’s 
land distribution bill, and will, in the course of a 
day or two, offer to the Senate a substitute for it. 


GALLERY OF THE ARTS. 


Mr. BADGER, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution 
authorizing the President to grant to J. Vanderlyn 
the use of a site on the public lands in the city of 


Washington, for a gallery of the arts; which was | 


read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented the petition of J. Vanderlyn, 
praying that an institution dedicated to the liberal 
arts, similar to those he has seen and frequented 
while a student at some of the celebrated capitals 
of Europe, may be established at the seat of Gov- 
ernment. The petitioner states that the institution 
he proposes will serve as a school and means of 
instruction to the students of art, such as are now 
drawn to France and Italy, and at the same time 
for a new source of attraction and instruction to 
the public and visitors to the capital. He also 
states that he is in possession of some paintings 
of large dimensions, of a high order of merit, and 
is also the painter of several others, with which 
he proposes to open an attractive public exhibi- 
tion, which could be accomplished by the begin- 
ning of the next session, supposing a building 
could be completed by that time. The petitioner 
suggests as an appropriate location for such an 
institution, the corner of Pennsylvania avenue 
and Third street. He solicits an appropriation of 


about. $10,000 for the construction of the building; | 
but if the appropriation be objected to, he asks at | 


least the favor of being permitted, for a term of 
years, the use of the location designated for the 
purposes above specified. 

on the Library. 


CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on | 
Claims, submitted the following resolution for con- | 
‘sideration: 


Resolved, That the clerk to the Committee on Claims be 
continued, at the usual rate of compensation, to be employed 
during the recess of the Senate, in completing and keeping 
up the Index and Digest of the reports of the committee, 
authorized by the resolution of March, 1851, and in dis- 
charging such other duties as the committee may require. 


DRY-DOCK IN CALIFORNIA. 
Mr. CLARKE submitted the following resolu- 
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tion; which was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 


: furnish the Senate with copies of all contracts entered into 


by him for the use of the dry-dock in California. 


THE SANDWICH ISLANDS. 


Mr. SEWARD. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate, if not incompatible with the 
public interests, whether any propositions have been made 
by the King of the Sandwich Islands to transfer the sover- 
eignty of those Islands to the United States, and to com- 
municate to the Senate ail official information on that sub- 
ject in his possession. 


Mr. WELLER. 
sideration ? 

The PRESIDENT. No, sir. 

Mr. WELLER. I hope the resolution will be 
considered immediately. I would like very much 


Is the resolution under con- 


| to get that information. 


Mr. SEWARD. I should be glad to have the 
resolution considered now. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
‘considered and agreed to. 


INDIAN COMMISSIONERS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. WELLER. [ offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed 
to inform the Senate whether any reports have been received 
from the Indian Commissioners in California upon the sub- 
ject of the debts contracted by them, and if so, that he trans- 
mit copies thereof to the Senate. 

I hope the Senate will consider the resolution at 
this time. I received a letter, a short time since, 
from one of the Indian commissioners, desiring 
me to call for the report which he had submitted 
to the Department in relation to the large debts 
that have been contracted by commissioners in 
the State of California. As I am exceedingly 
anxious myself to see what these commissioners 
havé to say in regard to that matter, I trust the 
Senate will now pass the resolution, in order that 
we may be put in possession of the information. 

There being no objection, the resolution was 
considered and agreed to. 


CUSTOMS REVENUE IN SAN FRANCISCO. 


_Mr. WELLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate the total amount of revenue from 
eustoms, collected by Collector Collier, for the district of 
San Francisco, California; also, the amount paid over to 
his successor, Thomas Butler King, at what time, and by 
whose order any such amount was so paid over; also, the 
amount due by the last settled account of said Collector 
Collier to the United States, and what steps, if any, have 
been taken to secure the same. 

Resolved further, That the said Secretary report whether 
any, and what portion, of the aforesaid amount received by 
Collector King has been placed to the credit of the Treas- 
urer of the United States, in his account with said Treas- 
urer as a designated depositary, and at what time. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL. 


Mr. MERIWETHER submitted the following 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
requested to inquire into the propriety of making an appro- 
priation sufficient to purchase the remainder of the stock 
in the Louisville and Portland Canal owned by individuals, 
and thereafter reducing the tolls on said canal toa sum suf- 
ficient to cover all necessary repairs and the work thereof, 


ABUSES IN THE PROSECUTION OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I offer the following resolu- 
tion, and ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to have it considered at this time: 

Resolved, That a committee of five be appointed by the 
President of the Senate to inquire into abuses, bribery, or 
fraud, in the prosecution of claims before Congress, com- 
missions, or the Departinents, or in passing through Con- 


LO |j gress bills embracing private, individual, or corporate inter- 
The petition was also referred to the Committee 


ests, or in obtaining Or granting contracts; and that said 
committee have power to send for persons and papers, and 


j; examine witnesses on oath. 


There being no objection, the Senate proceeded 
to consider the resolution. 
Mr. MALLORY. I move that the resolution 


i| be so amended as to provide that the committee 


shall be appointed by the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator can accom- 
plish his object by striking out the words ‘by the 
President of the Senate.” If these words be 
stricken out, it will not be necessary to insert any 


| others, because, according to the rule, the Senate 


elects its own committees, unless it is unanimously 
ordered otherwise. 
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Mr. MALLORY. That is my amendment. 

The question being taken, the Chair announced 
that the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. WELLER demanded a division. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair would much 
prefer that the Senate should appoint its own com- 
mittees. 

Mr. WELLER. I have no doubt of that; but 
itis proper that the question should be decided 
correctly. Certainly there were only two or three 
voting in the affirmative, while a great many voted 
in the negative; and the rule requires that the 
Chair shall announce the true vote. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will again take 
occasion to say to the Senate that it is always im- 
posing upon him a very unpleasant duty to have 
to appoint very important committees. The rule 
is positive, that_all committees shall be elected by 
a vote of the Senate, unless by unanimous con- 
sent the rule is changed or suspended. The Chair 
cannot appoint the committees but by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. SEWARD. Will the Chair state the 
question? 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Florida, to strike 
out the words, “ by the President of the Senate,” 
so as to leave the committee, under the rule, to be 
chosen by a vote of the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. If the Chair desires to be re- 
lieved from the responsibility of appointing the 
committee, I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I think that the Chairis correct, 
so far as regards the appointment of standing 
committees; but I do not understand the rule to 
apply to select committees ordered by the Senate. 
I think it is proper that the Chair should appoint 
the committee. It would save the time of the Sen- 
ate, which would otherwise be occupied in going 
through a ballot. 

Mr. BADGER. The Senator who moved the 
resolution had better accept the modification. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ accept it. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will, in conse- 
quence of the suggestion of the Senator from In- 
diana, read the rule, so that it may be geen that 
the Chair is correct in the statement that all com- 
mittees shall be appointed by ballot, unless by 
general consent. Rule 35 is as follows: 

“Tn the appointment of the standing committees, the 
Senate will proceed by ballot, severally to appoint the 
chairman of each committee, and then by one ballot the 
other members necessary to complete the same, and a ma- 
jority of the whole number of votes given shall be neces- 
sary to the choice of a chairman of a standing committee. 
All other committees shall be appointed by ballot, and a 
plurality of votes shall make a choice.” 

The resolution as modified was adopted. 

Mr, MALLORY. Task leave to introduce a 
joint resolution, $ | 
The PRESIDENT. The resolution just adopt- 
ed requires the committee to be appointed by bal- 
lot by the Senate, and the Chair will have that 
order complied with before the Senate proceeds 
with any other business. Senators will have the 
goodness to prepare their ballots for the commit- 
tee of five ordered by the resolution which has 

been adopted. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to postpone the bal- 
loting for members of the committee until Monday 
next. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BORLAND. I believe we vote first for 
chairman of the committee. 

The PRESIDENT. That is not necessary. 
According to the rule, Senators can vote for th 
whole number composing the committee, and a 
plurality makes the choice. The highest on the 
list is generally chairman; or the committee have 
the power to elect their own chairman. 

The ballot being taken, resulted as follows: 
For Mr. Houston....33 For Mr. Geyer...... 
For Mr. Borland ....20 For Mr. Seward..... 
For Mr. Underwood.13 For Mr. Smith...... 
For Mr. Meriwether.10 For Mr. Charlton.... 
For Mr. Bayard..... 8 For Mr, Clarke..... 
For Mr. Brooke .....8 For Mr. Davis...... 
For Mr. Badger..... 7 For Mr. Wade...... 
For Mr. Bright 7 For Mr. Weller..... 
For Mr. Pratt....... 7 For Mr. Butler...... 
For Mr. Toucey..... 7 For Mr. Cass....... 
For Mr. Walker..... 7 For Mr. Fish ....... 
For Mr. Adams..... 6 For Mr. Mason..... 
For My. Bell........ 5 For Mr. Spruance... 2 
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For Mr. Chase...... 1 For Mr. Hunter..... 1 
For Mr. De Saussure. 1 For Mr. Mallory.... 1 
For Mr. Dodge of Ia. 1 For Mr. Norris...... 1 
For Mr. Douglas.... 1 For Mr.Soulé....... 1 
For Mr. Felch....... 1 For Mr. Sumner..... 1 


The PRESIDENT. Messrs. Houston, Bor- 
LAND, UnpERWwoop, and Meriwerner, being the 
highest on the list, will constitute four members of 
the committee. The Chair will state to the Sen- 


Bavaro and Mr. Broonzy have precisely the same 
number of votes. If Mr. Brooxe should be con- 


which is the usual number of the respective parties 
on the committees of the Senate. 

Mr. BAYARD. I should prefer not to serve 
on the committee, and I hope the Senator from 
Mississippi will be selected. 

The PRESIDENT. Messrs. Hovsroy, Bor- 
-LAND, UnpERwoop, Meriweruer, and Brooke, 


tee, if such is the pleasure of the Senate. 

[‘* Agreed !’? “ Agreed !?*] 

No objection was made, and the committee was 
so constituted. 

On motion by Mr. Houston, it was 

Ordered, That the select committee appointed to inquire 


into abuses in the prosecution of claims, be authorized to 
employ a clerk. 


JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MALLORY, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution 


ury to pay to the State of Florida the money act- 
ually paid and expended in quelling Indian hos- 
tilities, under the act of 27th of February, 1851; 
which was read a first and’ second time by its title, 


i| and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

The PRESIDENT. The hour of one o’clock 
having arrived, the order assigning to-day for the 
consideration of private bills must be executed, 

Mr. BRIGHT. I moveto suspend the execution 


_ of the order requiring private bills to be taken up 
| to the exclusion of all other business on this day, 


for the purpose of proceeding to the consideration 
of the Indian appropriation bill. 
Mr. PRATT. I hope the motion will not pre- 


| vail. Ht seems to be a settled practice on every 


Friday, no matter what busiffess may be before 


sideration of private bills. The day before yes- 
terday the Senate was onl Wee the whole session 
in debating the question whether a certain officer 
should receive $3,000 or $2,500 salary; yesterday 
we had an able speech from the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hamin] on the subject of the fish- 
eries, and the balance of the day was consumed 
with this Indian appropriation bill, and nothing 
was done with it, but it passed over. To-day 
being Friday, and private bills being the special 
order of the day under a resolution of the Senate, 
as a matter of course, a motion must be made to 
postpone their consideration. I hope the motion 
will not prevail. At any rate, I ask the yeas and 
nays, so that my constituents may see that I am 
attending to the interests of the claimants on the 
Government. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
time in discussing the motion which I have made; 
but the honorable Senator from Maryland is a 
little mistaken as to one fact. The Indian appro- 


engaged the attention of the Senate almost the en- 
tire day. 

Mr. PRATT. No vote was had upon it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have made this motion for 
the reason that I believe the public interests will 
be promoted, if the Senate will agree to it. The 
| Indian appropriation bill is an important bill; and | 
following it is the civil and diplomatic bill, which |! 
will be sent to us from the House, I understand, i 


portant that the Senate should dispose of this bill, í 
that we may take that up as soon as it comes tous, |: 
I feel that Tan doing my duty in presenting the |; 
motion. The Senate can vote it down, if they | 
| please. Hi 

The question was taken by yeas and nays, and | 
resulted-——yeas 25, nays 22; as follows: 


For Mr. Brodhead... 5 For Mr. Atchison... 1 | 


ate that on looking at the list he finds that Mr. | 


sidered as the member, the committee would con- | 
| sist of three of one party and two of the other, | 


will be considered as the members of the commit- | 


to authorize the accounting officers of the Treas- | 


the Senate, to make a motion to postpone the con- | 


I have no disposition to waste | 


priation bill was before the Senate yesterday, and | 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bright, | Committee moved to strike out of the bill. 


Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Chariton, Davis, De Saussure, 
Felch, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tens 
| nessee, King, Mason, Norris, Sebastian, Smith, Spruance, 
Toucey, and Underwood—5. 

NAYS —Messrs. Adams, Borland, Chase, Clarke, Clem- 
ens, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Fish, Hamlin, 
Houston, Mallory, Meriwether, Miller, Pratt, Seward, 
Soulé, Stockton, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Weller—22. 


So the motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate re- 
sumed, asin Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives ‘ making appropriation for the current 
‘and contingent expenses of the Indian depart- 
‘ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulationa with 
‘various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
| £ 30th, 1853.” The pending amendment of the 
| Committee on Finance was to strike out the fol- 
; lowing clause: 
| 


j & For the payment to the Shawnecs of moneys due them 
jj under and by virtue of the treaties of the 7th of November, 
1825, and 8th of August, 1831, between the United States 
and the two divisions ofsaid tribe of Indians, the same being 
the net balance received into the Treasury for the sale of 
their lands in Ohio, $66 246 23 : Provided, however, That said 
tribe of Indians shall first express their assent that the pay- 

ment of the above sum shall be made equally to the whole 

tribe, rather than to either division thereof.?? 


Mr. SEBASTIAN moved to amend the clause 
proposed to be stricken out by striking out the 
| proviso, beginning with the words “ Provided, 
| however,’’ and inserting in lieu of it the following: 

To be paid to the whole nation of Shawnees residing 
upon the Kansas, per capita, but upon the following con- 
ditions: First, that the Shawnees shall, by some valid act 
of the national muthorities, to be prescribed by the Seere- 
tary of the Interior, agree to receive said money in com- 
mon. Second, that they will hold in common, as one na- 
tion, the lands assigned by the treaty of 1825, Third, that 
alt claim of the Ohio Shawnees to the exclusive grant of 
100,000 acres, under the treaty of 1831, be forever released, 

The first question was upon the amendment of 
Mr. SEBASTIAN. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Irise for the purpose 
of stating to the Senate that [ have just received a 
| letter written by George W. Ewing, for Captain 
Joseph Parks, of the Shawnee delegation. He 
states some facts, and refers to some documenta 
growing out of the debate of yesterday; and I will 
request the Secretary to read the letter, so that the 
statement of the Indian chiefs, in regard to this 
matter, may be laid before the Senate. 

The Secretary accordingly read the letter, as 
follows: 


. Wasnineron, August 6th, 1852, 

Dean Sir; Captain Joseph Parks, of the Shawnee dele- 
gation, now here, desires to state, that the Shawnee nation 
first made application for their 100,000 acres of land (under 
the treaty of 1831) in the year 1835, by communication made 
through their agent, Major R. W. Cummins, to the War De- 
partment, and that they continued to urge this claim in this 
way, through their agent, up to the year 1842. . That then a 
delegation wf their people came on to this city to urge this 
claim, and in the year 1844 they were again here urging it. 
That in November, 1849, they again sent a delegation here, 
fully authorized by the nation, and wish letters from their 
agent, Major Luke Lea, to the honorable Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs, and that from that time to this they have been 
prosecuting this claim, for their money in the Treasury of the 
United States, say $66,246 ; that their authority from their 
nation, and their letters from their agent, of November, 1849, 
on file in the Indian Department, will fully show this; that 
their authority and letters, which they brought on this last 
{| time, dated in March last, do not renew theirauthority about 
|} the 100,000 acres land claim, because they had already full 
|| authority on file for that, butit authorizes them more partieu- 
ti 
H 


j 


if 


th 
i 


i! 


{į larly to look after their moneys funded by the United States. 
The foregoing statement will show thatit is nota new 
| thing, nor a recent application on the part of the Shawnee 
i Nation, but that in truth and fact they have been asking for 
i} the land, or for their money, ever since 1835, now seventeen 
i! years past. 

* Captain Parks was in the Senate yesterday, and heard 
the debates on their claim, and he thinks it is but right that 
the truth should be known as to this. 

Iris no new or after-thought with the Shawnee nation, 
for they ever believed that they were entitled, under the 
‘| treaty of 1831, to 100,000 acres of land from the United 
1! States, and not from themselves nor from their Missouri 
|| friends, out of lands which belonged to them six years be- 
|} fore they made their treaty in Ohio, and sold the United 
({ States their valuable lands in that State. Much of their 
i Ohio lands they sold, would doubtless now sell for 20 or 
i| $30 per acre. 

I remain, with great respect, your most obedient servant, 

GEO. W. EWING. 


t 
i 
i 
i 


either to-day or to-morrow, and I think it im- ;| Bon. J. R. Unnerwoon, United States Senator. 


Mr. BRIGHT. That letter, I presume, is in- 
tended as a reply to a part of what was said yes- 
terday by the honorable Senator from Tennessee, 
[Mr. BeLL.] I understood that Senator to state 
this was the first session of Congress at which a 
claim had been set up for the money proposed to 
be. appropriated in the clause which the Taranee 

un- 
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7 
derstand that this is the first session of Congress `| 
at which the claim was ever set up for this appro- 
priation in.money. The result of the mquiries 
made by the Committee on Finance at the Depart- 
ment go to corroborate the statement made by the 
‘honorable Senator from Tennessee, that this is the 
first time a claim has ever been set up to the 
amount in money asked for by the clause pro- 
posed to be stricken out. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, at the adjourn- 
ment yesterday I had possession of the floor, more 
for the purpose of making inquiries and getting 
information than of presenting any views of m 
own.. I made an inquiry of my colleague, which 
he answered. I not only listened to his reply at- 
tentively at the time, but I have read it with some 
care this. morning, as. published in the reports, 
with a desire to be satisfied in regard to this claim. 
Tam sorry to say that it has failed to satisfy me 
that the claim is well-founded. I have always 
found it difficult, when I have undertaken to ex- 
amine the Indian claims, to arriveat the facts; for 


| 
| 
| 


i 
| 
| 
| 
i 
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i 
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my lot to examme. Without undertaking to go 
into a thorough examination now; without under- 


that the facts are these: By treaty stipulation with 
a portion of the Shawnee tribe of Indians holding | 


land in the State of Ohio—owning between 90,000 || 


and 100,000 acres—we agreed to give them, asa | 
condition of removal, fifty-five cents per acre, to | 
be paid, ag I understand it, in the form of annu- | 
ities, or a certain per centum per annum. If fam 
wrong in this, I will thank my colleague to cor- | 
rect me. Upon this condition, this branch of the | 
Shawnee tribe of Indians removed from their lands 
in Ohio; and they have, since that time, been re- 
ceiving annually the amount of money agreed to | 
be paid to them by treaty stipulation; and so far 
as the treaty is concerned, they have been paid all | 
which it provided they should be paid. | 
I understand a further fact to be, that, by an- | 
other treaty, they were permitted to settle west of | 
the State of Missouri, upon a tract of land of 
fifty miles square, making 1,600,000 acres, jointly 
with the other portion of the Indian tribe. ‘They 
settled there; and they have since thattime occu- 
pied in common tenancy that tract of land with 
the other branch of the tribe, and they have now 
` all become amalgamated and united, and are one 


tribe—holding the land in common, and enjoying |! 


the rights of occupancy, use, and possession of 
the whole 1,600,000 acres. I understand further, 

that their original claim, when they came here and | 
made application on this subject, was to receive— 

instead of the annual payment of five per cent. in- | 
terest on the fifty-five cents per acre—the whole | 
amount in gross, to be used as the tribe might 
think proper. ` 

I understand that the proposition now is, not 
only to pay them, in gross, these fifty-five cents 
per, acre, upon which we have heretofore been 
paying them an annual interest, but to pay them 
also the seventy cents per acre which were, at the | 
time of the treaty by which they ceded this land | 
in Ohio, reserved by the United States for the pur- 
pose of paying the expenses of removal, and the 
selection of new homes. If I am wrong in this 
statement, I hope Senators who are better ac- 
quainted with the matter will correct me. These 
T understand to be the facts, and to constitute the 
state of the case, as it is now before the Senate. 

I have no objection, in fact I am willing at any 
time to comply with their request to be paid in 
gross the fifty-five cents per acre, so that it may 
not be held by the Governmentasa trust fund upon 
which we are to pay an annual dividend; but let 
the Indians take the amount in gross, and appro- 
priate it to what purpose they choose. 
understand that these Indians areamong the most | 
intelligent and civilized tribes of Indians, and that 
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j as any`other tribe. 


l| independently of the other portion of the tribe: 


j them a grant with which they ought to be more. 


|| I had a letter of the agent, Mr. Moseley, read 


i| would show that the claim was revived since this 


|| no objection to it that this is, for the first time, 


| to the letter which was read this morning ‘At the | 


they are capable, when put in possession of any 
amount of money, of managing it as judiciously 
" I am willing, therefore, to 
comply with that part of their request, and pay 
over to them that amount. But as to. the further 
demand, which, as I understand, is now made for į 
the seventy cents per acre, I have been unable to 
perceive any foundation for it in equity or justice. 
It has been said thatit is proper to give it to them, 
because we undertook, by a subsequent treaty, to 
provide them 100,000 acres of land west of the 
Mississippi-river; and that, instead of doing that, 
we have simply given them the undivided right to 
occupy and possess these fifty miles square, or 
1,600,000 acres, in common with the other portion 
of the tribe. 

I must confess, that when the claim is rested 
upon that ground, it strikes meas a most extraor- 
dinary one. Admit that we did agree to lay off 
to them, in addition to this annual dividend upon 
the fifty-five cents per acre, 100,000 acres west of 
the State of Missouri, as a separate, well-defined | 
tract, which they were to own for themselves, 


when we gave them the right to go and unite with | 
the other portion of the tribe, and occupy as ten- 
ants in common the 1,600,000 acres, and they 
elected to do so, it seems to me that, instead of 
denying them what was due, and restricting them 
in the amount they were to be allowed, we have 
been liberal in the extreme, and have conceded to 


than satisfied. Will any one say that the right į 
to occupy equally with the other portion of the 
tribe the- 1,600,000 acres of land, was not more 
than an equivalent for the exclusive possession of 
100,009 acres? It is giving them an equivalent of 
eight for one—the land being equally good. And 
not only that, but itgives them what is indispens- 
able to Indians—a wide range over which to hunt 
and pursue their usual avocations, rather than | 
cribbing and confining them down toa little space 

of 100,000 acres. 

I shall not go into any further examination of 
the subject, or into any argument to controvert 
what has been said in favor of the claim. I have 
simply stated what I understand to be the facts, | 
and expressed, as briefly as I could, my opinion 
as to the value of those facts. The conclusion to 
which I have come is, that I am compelled to vote 
against this appropriation. 

Mr. BELL. I -want to say one word in reply 


request of the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Un- 
peRWoop,] in which allusion was made directly 
to some statements made by me yesterday in the 
course of debate. That is rather an unusual way 
to meet arguments or statements made on this 
floor, but I do not object to it. I stated, yester- | 
day, that I had understood that this claim had | 
never been before presented, though I did not state 
itasa fact. Atany rate, J had never heard of it. | 
I had heard, out of the Senate, that it was prè- 
sented in 1844, but I had no knowledge of that 
fact, or, if | had, it had escaped my recollection. 


yesterday, in order to show to the Senate what I 
suspected, but what [ did not know. If the letter 
had turned out differently, I should have been 
satisfied; but I suspected that if it were read, it 


delegation arrived in the city. I believe J said, 
yesterday, that I presumed it had originated since 
they arrived in the city; but I do not mean to im- 
pugn Captain Parks, nor Mr. Ewing, nor the 
delegation; for if it be a well-founded claim, it is 


discovered and brought forward. If justice has 
been sleeping, and these people are now advised 
of it for the first time, itis no objection to the 
claim itself. The question is as to the validity 
and as to the justice and propriety of it. 

Now, what does Captain Parks say in that let- 
ter? I know heis an intelligent and honorable 
man, and is quite a shrewd man,too. He was 
present at the making of the treaty of 1831, though 
not as a chief or commissioner on the part of the 
Indians, so far as I know. And not only is Cap- 
tain Parks an intelligent man, but the Shawnees | 
here are more intelligent than their nation in pro- | 
portion to their number, and are nearly as intelli- | 
gent and as shrewd as Parks. I wish to read to | 
the Senate the second section of the treaty of 1831, 


| 
| 
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etter of Captain Parks, that the Indians, neither 

at the treaty nor since, had agreed that they were 

to have this 100,000 acres at the West, already 
| belonging to them in Missouri, that they were to be 
paid ip their own lands to that amount; but that 
they had prosecuted it as a distinct claim ever 
since the treaty, until 1849, and have now revived 
it. When they came here from the council, they 
did not think it necessary to ratify it, because, as 
they thought, they had the authority of former 
councils. E use my own language, and not the 
exact language of the letter, though I believe i 
have given the substance of it. I will now read 
this section of the treaty of 1831, to show how 
this claim stands, though they had a claim for a 
separate hundred thousand acres, which the Gov- 
ernment promised, as he says, in 1831. I also 
wish gentlemen to bear in mind the argument of 
the Senator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unprrwoon,} 
and the arguments of others yesterday, in which 
it was said that these Indians have had this view 
of it and given this construction to the second 
article, to bear them ont in the assertion that jus- 
; tice has not been done, and that the treaty has not 
been complied with. The second article of the 
treaty is in these words: 

“Jn consideration of the cession stipulated in the fore- 
going article, the United States agree to cause the said tribe 
or band of Shawnees, consisting of about four hundred 
sonls, tobe removed, in a convenient and suitable manner, 
to the western side of the Mississippi river, and will grant 
by patent in fee.simple to them and their heirs forever, as 
long as they shall exist as a nation, and remain upon the 
same, a tract of land to contain 100,000 acres, to be located, 
under the direction of the President of the United States, 
within the tract of land equal to fifty miles square, which 
was granted to the Shawnee Indians of the State of Mis- 
souri, by the second article of a treaty made at the city of 
St. Louis, in said State, with the said Shawnees of Mis- 
souri, by Wiliam Clark, superintendent of Indian affairs, 
on the 7th day of November, in the year 1825.” 


So far, that article shows they were to take it 
outof the fifty miles square, in which these Shaw- 
nees seem to have known at the time that they had 
an interest. But it does not stop there. It goes 
on, alluding to the treaty of 1825: 

“And in which it is provided that the grant aforesaid 
shall be for the Shawnee tribe of Indians within the State 
of Missouri, and for those of the same nation now residing 
in Ohio, who may hereafter emigrate to the west of the 
Mississippi” 

That isa part of the article under which they 
claim this 100,000 acres; and it is recited in the 
body of it, so that the inteligent portion of that 
tribe, the chiefs as well as Captain Parks, could 
perfectly comprehend it. Others of the tribe, too, 
were quite as capable of comprehending it as we 
are. They had all, the ability to understand it 
fully. We have here, then, the recital that it was 
j to come outof these very lands. That is thestate- 
ment in the treaty. But they protest against taking 
it now, because they say it was their own before. 
How can it possibly be said that they had no idea 
of taking it out of the 100,000 which belonged to 
them already? If it did belong to them, they 
knew it, for that clause of the treaty of 1825 was 
recited in the article which I have just read. Í 
rose simply for the purpose of showing that the 
Shawnee tribe could not possibly have so under- 
stood it. 

Mr. WALKER. There was a letter read this 
morning, which was reported to have come from 
j Captain Parks, of this tribe of Indians, which let- 
ter was signed by Mr. Ewing. That letter says, 
that this claim of these Shawnee Indians has been 
and is now a claim in addition to that of 100,000 
acres of land, which was stipulated for by the 
treaty of 1831, or for money in lieu of it. That 
the Government of the United States is bound to 
set off 100,000 acres of land for this portion of the 
| Shawnee tribe, is not denied; that the Government 
has reserved the right to do so under the treaty of 
1825, as well as under the treaty of 1831, must be 
‘admitted. That it has equally reserved the right 
to locate the Ohio Shawnees under the patent 
granted to the Missouri Shawnees, is beyond ques- 
tion. I trust, therefore, that this money will not 
be appropriated until we have the whole facts more 
clearly understood, or some- better reasons as- 
i signed for its payment than we have yet had. If 
| the proposition to pay this claim should not suc- 
j ceed, as I hope it will not, then I will offer an 

amendment, authorizing the President of the United 
; States to set apart for them 100,000 acres of land. 
| I think that with such a provision they would be 
better off ; at all events, we should then see whether 
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and then refer to a positive statement made in the 


we should be better off. I suppose they would be 
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confined to that 100,000 acres; and, if not, then 
they would have a joint occupancy with the Mis- 
souri Shawnee Indians of the 1,600,000 acres. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If you set apart a hun- 
dred thousand acres out of the fifty miles square 
to the Ohio Indians, can you prevent the Missouri 
Shawnees from locating upon that hundred thou- 
sand acres under the treaty of 1825? 

Mr. WALKER. [ think you can prevent that 
under both of the treaties. The treaty of 1825 
reserves the right to locate both these tribes there; 
and the treaty of 1831 locates the Ohio tribe there, 
if they have any disposition to go. The patent 
given to the Missouri Shawnees reserves the right 
of the Ohio Shawnees to locate there; and it is | 
only a question of division or partition. It is 
unquestionably the right of the United States to 
make a partition of 100,000 acres. But, sir, that 
is not the object which is here sought to be 
effected. It is not the interest of the Indian which 
is the motive power in this case. We all know 
well enough that when we fail to perform, or 
when itis alleged that we fail to perform, any treaty 
stipulations with the Indians, the Indians them- ! 
selves never come forward and ask the Govern- | 
ment to enter into a specific performance of the 
stipulations, Who is it that doesso? Why, sir, 
it Is those cormorant agents who surround this 
Capitol. They know very well that unless these 
matters are fished up and pressed upon. the atten- 
tion of the Government, they would get nothing. 
When land or money is asked on behalf of the 
Indian in such cases, it is those agents who broach 
the matter; for the recovering of which they are 
usually to receive a large compensation—some- 
times one third, according to the instance we heard 
of the other day. Now, sir, are we to sit quietly 
by and see the Government and the poor Indian 
swindled in such a manner? [ hopenot. I trust 
that we will not permit—if there be any means to 


i Mr. BROOKE. 
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Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Sesastian] pro- 


|| poses to amend that clause before the question is 


taken on the proposition of the committee to strike 
itout. He has aright, of course, to propose to 
amend the clause before it is stricken out. It is 
upon that amendment we are now to vote. 

The question was then taken on the amendment; 
and a division being called for, there were—ayes 
15, noes 17. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


strike out the clause. 


the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
ĮI wish to vote understandingly 
on this amendment, and I do not know that [have 


ject has been obscured by much speaking. 

The facts, as I understand them, are these: In 
1825, the United States granted to the Missouri 
| Shawnees, in common with the Ohio Shawnees, 
fifty miles square of land, to be enjoyed in pre- 
senti by the Missouri band, and in futuro by the 
Ohio band. The land, however, belongs equally 
to the one band as to the other, and the Ohio Shaw- 
nees, according to their numbers, have as much in- 
| terest in it as the others. In 1831, the United 
States, for the purpose of inducing the Ohio Shaw- 
nees to remove west of the Mississippi, agreed to 
give them in fee-simple 100,000 acres, to be taken 
; out of the tract of fifty miles square. 

That I believe is a correct statement of the facts; 
if not, I would like some Senator to correct me. 

That being a correct statement of facts, it fol- 
lows that this Ohio band of Shawnees had the 
choice of two modes of action: one arising under 
| the treaty of 1825, by which they were permitted 
to enjoy this territory in joint tenancy with the 


prevent it—the Indians to be swindled either out of | 
their money or theirland. If we do not prevent this | 
swindling, I trust the day will come when the | 


people will speak here, trumpet-tongued, and de- | 


mand that justice be done, 

Mr. BADGER. I ask if the yeas and nays 
have been ordered on the pending amendment? 

The PRESIDENT. They have not been or- 
dered. 

Mr. BADGER. I am exceedingly happy to 


hear it, for in that case 1 shall not be compelled to | 


assign any reasons for the vote I shall give. 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. BORLAND. Then [ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not understand that the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. S£- 


Bastian] is offered with any other view except 


that of perfecting the clause which it is proposed 
by the Committee on Finance to strike out. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Commit- 


tee on Finance have offered an amendment to the | 


bill, which is to strike out a certain clause, and 
the Senator from Arkansas proposes to amend that 
clause before the question is taken on the motion 
to strike it out. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I believe my colleague 
misunderstands the issue proposed by my amend- 
ment. He, I believe, is opposed to the whole 
claim; and so, indeed, are other Senators. I did 
not suppose, however, that any one would object 
to my amendment, because I merely proposed to 
perfect the clause before the question was taken on 
the recommendation of the committee to strike it 
out. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will say to my colleague, 
that I am not particularly opposed to his amend- 
ment. Iam opposed to the whole appropriation. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The question || 


will first be upon the amendment of the Senator 
from Arkansas. Whether that is adopted or re- 
jected, the question will then recur on concurring 


in the amendment of the committee, which is to į 


strike out the clause. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then I withdraw my call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ‘The bill came to the Commit- 
tee on Finance with a proposition to appropriate 
the sum of $66,246 23 for the payment tothe Shaw- 
nees for moneys due them, as is alleged, under and 


by virtue of the treaty of 1825, and the treaty of | 


1831, between the United States and the two di- 
visions of the said tribe of Indians. Thecommit- 
tae propose to strike out that appropriation, The 


| Missouri Shawnees; and the other, under the 
treaty of 1831, which authorized them to hold 
100,000 acres in severalty. They made their elec- 
tion by joining and mingling with the rest of the 
tribe, and have continued ever since to occupy the 
ii territory of fifty miles square in common. I con- 
|l cieve that it is now too Jate to change that elec- 
| tion, and therefore that they have no claim to a 
| separate tract of 100,000 acres; but even if they 
i| had such a right, and if they were entitled to call 
for a partition of the territory, that would be very 
different from asking money fromthe Government 
in consequence of their noth 

tion before. If they are entitled, notwithstanding 
thet they made their election, to have this terri- 
tory set off separately, it does not follow, by any 
means, that they can come back on the Govern- 


sequence of their having made that election; 
| and I presume that the Government has power, 
under the treaty of 1825, if they choose to change 
their election, to require from the Missouri 
Shawnees a partition or division of the territory, 
at least so far as the 100,000 acres are concerned. 
i I go further; I believe that the Government has 
the right, under the treaty of 1825, to demand a 
partition of the territory according to numbers, 
| because they all occupy it as tenants in common, 
and because, under the same treaty, they have also 
a right to a separate joint tenancy. 


thisGovernment. ‘The Ohio Shawnees made their 
election, and they are bound by it; and have con- 
tinued so for the last twenty-one years. As they 
neglected during that time to take any other step, 
they can only claim now the partition of the ter- 
ritory. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish my friend from 
Arkansas would withdraw his call for the yeas 
and nays. 
| for the clause, as the amendment proposed by the 
l other Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Sepastian] 
= has been rejected. Allof us require that there 
' should be a full relinquishment on the part of the 
|! Indians of all claim to lands before we make such 


i! not yet got. 
|! sume time in taking the yeas and nays on a ques- 
|| tion on which it is almost evident there will be a 
| unanimous vote. 

Mr. BADGER. Since the yeas and nays have 
| been ordered, I must insist on their being taken. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the Senator from 
North Carolina assign a reason? 


Mr. BORLAND. On that question l ask for | 


now a correctappreciation of the facts, as the sub- | 


aving made that selec- _ 


ment for the payment of a sum of money in con- | 


I see no foundation for a moneyed claim against | 


I suppose that no Senator will vote | ) 
i| out our sending an agent to look them up; and I 


|; an appropriation, and that relinquishment we have | 
I think therefore it is useless to con- | 


now recurs on the proposition of the committee to | 


are F ity 
| Cyrus Choice, 


Mr. BADGER. I desire to record my vote. 
I suppose that reason will be sufficient. 

The question was taken on the motion of the 
committee to strike out the appropriation, and re- 
sulted—yeas 41, nays 1; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesars. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, 
Borland, Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Cass, Chart- 
ton, Chase, Clarke, Dawson, De Saussure, Douglas, Feleh, 
Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Jones of Tennessee, 
King, Mailory, Meriwether, Miller, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Seward, Soulé, Spruance, Sumuer, Toucey, 
Underwood, Wade, Walker, and Weller—41. 

NAY—Mr. Clemens. 

So the amendment of the committee was agreed 
to. 

The fifth amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to insert, after the words ‘(per annum’? 
in the following clause, the words in italics: 


“ Por payment to the heirs of Cyrus Choice the balance 
due for services rendered by him us acting Indian agent in 


| New Mexico, from the 9th of December, 1849, to the 14th 


of September, 1850, at the rate of $1,550 per annum,” after 
deducting the sum of fifty dollars heretofore paid to said 
$1,137 76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The sixth amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to add at the end of the bill the fol- 
lowing clause: 

«“ For compensation to three special agents and four in- 
terpreters for the Indian tribes of Texas, and for the pur- 
chase of presents, $15,000.77 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The seventh amendment of the Committee on 
Finance was to add the following clause: 

«To enable the Secretary of the Interior to cause an in- 
vestigation to be made into certain claims preferred against 
the United States, for provisions alleged to have been fur- 
nished to the Indians in California, $10,000.” 

Mr. WALKER. I would like to hear some 
explanation of that amendment. - 

Mr. BRIGHT. Numerous treaties have been 
made with the Indians of California, and, in conse- 
quence, variousappropriations have been rendered 
necessary, as contracts have been made by the 
agents of the Government, and no appropriations 
were in existence for the purpose of meeting them. 
‘This appropriation was recommended by theSecre- 
tary of the Interior; and, on learning the facts of the 
case, the Committee on Finance resolved on bring- . 
ing it under the consideration of the{Senate, for 
the purpose of employing an agent to ascertain 
the extent and the justice of the claims growing 
out of these treaties. 

Mr. WALKER. ‘Then it appears that this ap- 
propriation is not for the purpose of paying these 
claims, but merely to ascertain what they are? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WALKER. It seems to me, that if we 
were to introduce a resolution requesting the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to furnish this information, 
it would be the more appropriate course, if the 
Department discharged its duty. It is a most 
singular thing that an appropriation should be 
asked for to ascertain what is the amount of these 
claims. 

Mr. WELLER. They arose under eighteen 
different treaties. 

Mr. WALKER. Eighteen treaties with the 
Indians of California were sent to the Senate, 
containing certain stipulations which the Senate 
refused to ratify. Besides, there was no oe 
for making these treaties at all, as I understand. 
Some persons took it upon themselves to make 
these treaties, and sent them here in hopes that 
the Government would adopt them. I do not 
question their motives; they might have been 
good; but the Government refused to recognize 
these treaties, and I look on this appropriation of 
$10,000, for the purpose of ascertaining what 
claims arise out of them, as most extraordinary. 
Those who have claims. against the Government 
will, no doubt, send them here soon enough, with- 


hope that we shall be able to ascertain their 
amount without incurring this expenditure. 

Mr. WELLER. The Senator from Wiscon- 
sin is entirely mistaken as to the character of the 
Indian agents. ‘Uhey were responsible persons, 
sent out by the Government with full authority to 
negotiate treaties with the Indians. They negoti- 
ated eighteen treaties, which were regularly trans- 
mitted to the Executive branch of the Govern- 
ment, and by the Government to the Senate, and 
by the Senate they were rejected. Nearly all these 
treaties stipulated that the Government should 
supply the Indians with provisions for two years; 
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and the agents proceeded, under these informal 
treaties, to supply the Indians with beef to the 
amount of nearly a miilion of dollars. The Sen- 
ator is mistaken in supposing that none of these | 
claims have been presented to the Government. 
Claims to the amount of nearly half a million 
have been presented to the Department, and pro- 
tested for want of funds. : 

. A general impression has gone abroad, here as 
well as in California, that there was something 
improper in the mode of making the contracts for 
the supply of provisions. Many persons think 
that there was fraud; and in order to investigate 
the matter it is necessary to make this appropri- 
ation, We propose to send out an agent, who 
shall be specially charged with the investigation 
of the manner in which these contracts were 
made. If they were made in good faith, and if 
the contractors supposed that they had the au- 
thority of Government for supplying the beef, the 
Government will, ultimately, be bound to pay; 
but before we can make any drafts on the Treas- 
ury for this purpose, we desire to obtain informa- 
tion. Thatis all weask. We shall be called on 
at the next session of Congress to appropriate 
€1,000,000 in satisfaction of this debt, and unless 
we make this appropriation we shall not possess | 
the information necessary for our guidance. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I agree with the Senator 
from Wisconsin that there is no earthly necessity | 
for making this appropriation, We have a Su- 
perintendent of Indian Affairs. An office of this 
kind has lately been created, and a competent man 
has been appointed to fill it-—one who is well qual- | 
ified to investigate these claims and report upon | 
them. F therefore can see no necessity for a 
special agent. The Superintendent of Indian Af- 
fairs can do it under instructions from the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 

Mr. WALKER, If the Senator from Cali- 
fornia had not been one of those who have shown 
a good deal of zeal and a great deal of ability in 
exposing the conductf some persons connected 
with the present Administration—if he was one of 
those who are friendly to it, and had tried to con- 
ceal certain facts, and had inadvertently favored 
this proposition—[ should have pronounced it one 
of the most astounding things in the world. What 
is the proposition? Why, our Indian agents 
make treaties with the Indians in California, and || 
while they are yet inchoate, before they are sub- | 
mitted to the Government here for ratification, the | 
Indian agents go on and purchase beef for these 
Indians, as itis alleged, to the value of $1,000,000, 
and claims for the payment of $500,000 have || 
already come in. There are then claims to the 
amount of $500,000 to come in. Was ever such 
a thing heard of before? I venture to say, that if 
such a thing had occurred during the excitement 
that existed in the Democratic administration of 
Van Buren, or that of General Jackson, there 
would have been an effort to impeach the Execu- |! 
tive. But now the matter is spoken of by the 
Senator from California as being the result of a | 
mere inadvertence. It is a mostastounding devel- | 
opment, that an expense of a million of dollars | 
has been incurred under treaties with the Indians, : 
which had not been submitted to the Senate of the 
United States. And what is more extraordinary, | 
and the force of which I think the Senator from | 
California must feel, is, that Government must 
issue a search-warrant to cause debts to be hunted 
up. I do not see the necessity of expending money |! 
tosearch forthem. F do not believe but that they 
will be here soon enough if you do not appropri- 
ate a cent. Claims to the amount of $500,000 i| 
were here before the treaties were acted upon. It jj 
is the most extraordinary thing [ ever heard of in | 


my life. Tam sure the Senator from California | 
cannot be in earnest in making this proposition to i 
‘issue a search-warrant to hunt up claims against `i 
the Government. Weall know they will find their ` 
way here soon enough without our sending out | 
agents to look them up. Wecan get any amount 
of Government debts, not half as good as these, | 
without paying anything for hunting them up. 
They come here every day. Therefore I am op- 
posed to this proposition. i 
Mr. WELLER. I assure the Senator from ii 
Wisconsin that I am serious. I did not propose |: 
to issue a search-warrant for the purpose of ascer 
taining where these claims are. I know where 
many ofthem are. I know that many of them ;° 
are held by honest men in California, who have || 


bility. 


given tò the country a good and sufficient consid- 
eration for them. Í know that there are many 
persons there who furnished cattle at a fair price, 
while I am quite willing to admit that there are 
others who furnished cattle for which they charged 
a most exorbitant price—prices which I think can 
be proved to be both unfair and unjust. And now 
when I am asked indiscriminately to pay claims 
out of the Treasury, some of which I know are in 
the hands of honest men, while others are admit- 
ted to be unjust and exorbitant, I desire to know 
all that can be known about the original matter. 
All that is proposed under the appropriation is 
simply that some disinterested person shall be 
authorized and empowered to make that investi- 
gation in order that we may be enabled to see 
when these debts may be presented here, whether 
the property alleged to have been furnished was 
actually furnished or not. T agree with the Sen- 
ator from Missouri that the Superintendent of In- 
dian affairs is in every way qualified for the dis- 
charge of this duty. But he has asked to be 
relieved from the examination of a portion of these 
claims, particularly many that arise in the south- 


| ern part of California. 


The contracts made for beef-by Colonel Fré- 
mont amounted to $180,000. That amount of 
beef was furnished at the rate of fifteen cents per 
pound, at which rate it would make cattle worth 


from sixty to seventy dollars per head, while I | 


know that they were not worth more than twenty 
dollars per head. The Superintendent of Indian 
Affairs recently appointed a particular friend of 
his. He is well known to him, and has been as- 
sociated with him in many of his explorations in 
the Rocky Mountains. He may have been asso- 
ciated with him at the time these cattle were de- 
livered; and he has very properly asked the De- 
partment to be relieved from the investigation of 
that portion of the contracts. Jtseemg to me that 
some proper and disinterested person should go 
out and make the investigations. 

I think there is no reason why the Senator from 


i! Wisconsin should have expressed so much sur- 


prise at this proposition, If he had been familiar 
with the proceedings of the Senate he would have 
known that the Secretary of the Interior had been 


| applied to for information in regard to this matter, 


and had informed the Senate that there were claims 
to the amount of $800,000 on these contracts. This 
information was communicated to the Senate long 
ago. Every Senator, if he had attended to the 
proceedings of this body, might have known, with- 
out the authority of any Department, that these 
commissioners had contracted debts to the amount 
of $800,000. He might have known, also, that 
drafts, given by these commissioners, for very 
Jarge amounts, have been protested; and he might 


| have known that only $25,000 were appropriated 


to meet the demand. According to the treaty it 
was provided that the beef should be delivered in 
1851 and 1852. AJl the cattle which had been 
contracted for to be delivered in 1851 had been de- 
livered before you acted on the treaty at all, anda 
large portion of those which were to have been 
delivered in 1852. The debts, then, have been 
already contracted, and I suppose we are in the 
predicament in which the Irishman found him- 
self when he declared that when he enlisted he 
was forced to volunteer. The debts are already 


i, in the hands of officers; it will, therefore, prevent 
‘ra great deal of difficulty hereafter, if an investiga- 


tion in regard to these claims is made at the pres- 
ent time, if a disinterested person who has had no 
connection with any of these transactions should 
be sent to that country in order that he may ex- 
amine the manner in which these contracts were 


n made, and report to the Government, so that we 
‘may be able to act understandingly when the | 


claims shall come in. 

l have nothing to say as to the manner in which 
these debts were contracted; it is not the onl 
transaction in which the agents of the present Ad- 


ii ministration have been concerned which bears on 


its face some evidence of dishonesty; not that I 


| would imply any want of moral integrity of those 
i now in power; but it will be necessary to have |} 
some information, and the only question is, how |! 
that information is to be obtained. My friend | 
; from Missouri [Mr. Arcuison] says that we can 
ii get it from the Superintendent of Indian. Affairs, | 
: and I have laid before the Senate some reasons! 


why he should be relieved from that responsi- 


Mr. ATCHISON. I think the Senator from 
California admits that, but for the special reasons 
which he assigns, I am right, and that if this Su- 
perintendent of Indian Affairs was entirely disin- 
terested, and not connected in intimate personal 
relations with some of the parties who make these 
claims, or if he could waive his feelings of deli- 
cacy in regard to them, he would he the proper 
person. Let us look at the state of the case. 

Three or four Indian agents were sent to Cali- 
fornia to make treaties with the California Indians, 
and to discharge other duties connected with the 
office of the Indian agencies. When there, they 
made eighteen treaties, as it is said, with those 
Indians; and upon the supposition that those 
treaties were ratified by the Executive Depart- 
i ment of this Government, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, it is said they contracted 
debts in the execution of those treaties to the 
amount of from $800,000 to $1,000,000. 

Now, were these officers so ignorant, of was 
this done because they were so corrupt? One or 
| the other must have been true. They well knew 
that they had no power to make and execute a 
treaty. Then what was the obvious and proper 
course of the Administration? It was to remove 
them either for their ignorance, or for their cor- 
ruption, and to appoint men with sufficient capa- 
| city and integrity to discharge those duties. Ido 
not believe that this has heen done. One of these 
agents has resigned his office, and another, or per- 
haps two others, are still in California, in the dis- 
charge of their duties. perhaps contracting new 
debts, and perhaps at this very hour carrying out 
those treaties. The fault is with the Administra- 
tion, that these men have not been removed, and 
men of integrity and capacity appointed in their 
places, who could and who would investigate this 
matter, and report upon it. I think that the Su- 
perintendent of Indian Affairshas shown a proper 
delicacy upon this subject, and I agree with the 
Senator from California, thathe should be relieved 
from the discharge of those duties, so far as the 
particular contracts mentioned by him are con- 
cerned. 

I might say also with regard to some other 
officers.there, that the Administration should re- 
move all who, contrary to all reason and common 
sense, have had any connection with these illegal 
acts, and should appoint in their places men of 
capacity and integrity, who can examine into 
these contracts and report to this Government. If 
Tam right in this, there is no necessity for an ap- 
propriation of $10,000 to pay a special agent to 
go to California and examine these claims. We 
have district judges and district attorneys, and 
other officers in California who might be employed 
for that,purpose. 

Mr. PEARCE. This whole matter was dis- 
cussed in the Senate some months since, and some 
facts in connection with it, which appear to have 
escaped the attention of the Sneate, were then 
stated. There were three Indian agents and one 
sub-agent in California. One of these agents de- 
nies that he ever participated in these illegal con- 
tracts; one has resigned; the other, who partici- 
pated in the contracts is now in office, and the 
sub-agent was removed. 

: Mr. WELLER. Will the Senator allow me 
| to say that there are two agents there still? 

Mr. PEARCE. There are two, but only one 
of them participated in the contracts. The names 
' of the agents were Barbour, McKee, and Wozen- 
craft; Johnston was the name of the sub-agent. 


i: Barbour resigned; McKee denies his participation, 


i and Johnston was removed. These facts are con- 
| tained in the papers on file in the Department of 
the Interior, and were read by me some months 
ago, in my place here. Wozencraft did partici- 
| pate largely in the contracts, but he was suffered 
: to remain in office for the reasons that I then 


|| assigned—because it was supposed that he would 


: be able to communicate to the Government that 
| information which it was supposed he would not 
| be so willing or so ready to give if he were re- 
| moved. 

There is no question that the authority of these 
agents did not extend so far as they went, and 
| that they grossly violated their duty in making 
i these Eontracts; and, as I stated formerly, they 
were sternly rebuked for it. But as the Senator 
, from California (Mr. Weiter] has very cor- 


i 
| rectly stated, however improper or illegal the con- 


i tracts may have been, this much is certain: they 


ge 
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have got into the hands of honest persons in 
many cases. There is a great difference in the 
character of the contracts themselves. Some have 
been taken at exorbitant rates—rates nearly double 
what were given in other cases; and this alone 
creates suspicion. The Senator from California 
[Mr. WeLLeR] states, I believe, that fifteen cents 
pe pound for beef was paid, when it might have 

een obtained for eight cents. The prices of 
brood-cows varied from $60 to $75; and, if I un- 
derstand the Senator right, they should not have 
exceeded thirty, 

Mr. WELLER. Twenty. 

Mr. PEARCE. What we desire now is ngt to 
ascertain the amount. There is no difficulty 
about that. The Senator from Wisconsin is per- 
fectly right in saying that we shall be made ac- 
quainted with that soon enough. What we want 
is, to ascertain the manner in which the contracts 
were made-—not that they can be wholly ex- 
cused—but to know whether there is anything 
connected with them which may go to palliate 
their being made, so that, if it be so, some sort of 
compensation may be made for the beef which has 
been furnished to the Indians. This information 
cannot be obtained without some trouble. | am 

etold that the Indian agents would haveto abandon 
their proper duties to investigate this matter. 

The circumstance which the Senator from Cali- 
fornia has stated in regard to the Superintendent 
of Indian Affairs, Makes it entirely proper that the 
duty should not be charged upon him. He has 
had some connection with the parties there, and 
has some knowledge of their contracts, and he 
feels that it would be indelicate for him to sit in 
judgment upon them. He has given his opinion 
-in one case already, which makes it improper for 
the Government to impose such a duty upon him. 

Whether $10,000 is too large a sum to be ap- 
propriated for the purpose, or not, I am not pre- 
paved to say; but L presume that no more of the 
sum which is appropriated will be,expended than 
is necessary to accomplish the object. It will be 
necessary to havean agent appointed who isa man 
of sound discretion, and of intelligence, and of 
firmness, so that he may impartially and fairly 
examine all the contracts out of which these claims 
have arisen. Possibly, when we have the whole 
information, we may not feel compelled to pay all 
the claims. If we were called upon to act with 
no more information than we have at present, I 
should be opposed to paying any of them. L de- 
sire to have proper persons appointed to make the 
investigation. 

Mr. WALKER. TheSenator from Maryland 
says that the object of this appropriation is not to 
ascertain the amount of those claims which may 
be due, but to ascertain the circumstances under 
which these debts were contracted. He admits 
that these claims will be presented to the Govern- 
ment quite as soon as the Government is ready to 
discharge them, and that when they are present- 
ed, itis for us to judge of the propriety of paying 
them. 

I have listened with great attention to the re- 
marks of the Senator from Maryland, and also 
those of the Senator from California, in regard to 
the propriety of excusing the Superintendent of 
Indian Affairs from investigating one class of 
these claims. They say that the Superintendent 
is so intimately connected with one of the parties 
that itwould be improper and indelicate to devolve 
that duty upon him. Sir, I remember an old 
couplet which appears to me to have a striking 
applicability to this case: 

s While the lamp holds out to burn, 
The vilest sinner may return.?? 
(Laughter.] J am glad to see that, in the last cx- 
piring hours of this Administration, it is about 
to return to a due sense of propriety in view of its 
acts. There was a time, sir, when not only a 
connection—an intimate connection, if you will— 
with the persons having claims against the Gov- 
ernment, was not regarded as improper, but even 
a connection with the debt itself was not regarded 
as any impediment in the way of the officers of 
the Administration. There was once one Craw- 
ford, who was not only connected with the parties 
in such a case, but was connected with the debt 
itself, by which he contrived to put $100,000 
into his pocket. There is another, who now holds 
office, and who labors under the suspicion of 
having obtained a large amount of a claim while 
acting as Secretary of the Treasury; and, sir, it 


is truly gratifying to humbler mortals to hear and 
to see this Administration returning to a proper 
sense of duty and propriety in view of their rela. 
tions to persons who have claims against the Gov- 
ernment. Iam pleased to think that the Super- 
intendent of Indian Affairs is to be relieved from 
the investigation of this matter. In all probability 
these .claims will be made out and brought here 
with great promptness and facility; but itappears 
that, to save the delicate feelings of the Superin- | 
tendent of Indian Affairs, he is to be relieved from 
the duty of this investigation, at an expense of [i 
$10,000; that a special agent is to be sent to Cal- 
fornia in order that he may ascertain our indebt- 
edness, and the circumstances under which that Í 
indebtedness was contracted, while, at the same 
time, it is acknowledged that the agents of the 
Government, who contracted these debts, had no 
authority to contract them; while one has re- 
signed, another been removed, and a third retained, 
in order that he may obligingly furnish informa- 
tion in regard to claims which smell very strongly 
of fraud, in which he is suspected of being a par- 
ticipator ! 

Sir, to ask Congress to make an appropriation 
of $10,000, under such circumstances, and for such 
purposes, is the most extraordinary thing that ever 
was heard of. We havea Superintendent of In- 
dian Affairs here, and we have agents in Califor- 
nia where these debts are said to have been con- 
tracted, and yet we are to appropriate $10,000 to 
send out a special agent to find out and hunt up || 
claims against the Government! I hope, sir, that 
we shall wait until these claims are brought in by | 
the claimants themselves, when we shall be able || 
to investigate them, and judge of the purity of || 

ij 
i 


H 
: 


them, so far as they can be proved to be pure, and | 
when we can pay what it is proper should be paid, 
and reject what it is proper should be rejected, 
According to this proposition, however, it is pro- | 
posed that the Government shall take the initiative, i 
and expend $10,000 to ascertain whether there are 
any claims against the Government, and if so, 
whether they are just. Sir, when these claims | 
are brought forward—as they will be one day or | 
other, and that, too, no doubt, all in good time— |i 
we can determine their justice and the propriety | 
of paying them. That seems to me to be the most |; 
economical way, and it occurs to me, also, thatit i| 
is the most just and honest way of transacting this || 
I 


business. ji 
Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I do not pro- | 
pose to reply to the insinuations of the Senator || 
from Wisconsin against the purity and honesty || 
of this Administration, When that Senator makes 
a specific charge, it will be time enough to answer |i 
him. -l believe that the personal integrity of the | 
members of the Administration has never been ; 
questioned by anybody. In regard to this parne- | 
ular matter, I presume they do not carea straw | 
what the Senate may do, or what Congress may 

do. They will not pay the claims. 
Mr. WALKER. ‘That is right. 
Mr. PEARCE. They never authorized the, 
contracts; they rebuked the making of them; but! 
they think it proper to submit the matter to Con- 
gress. They supposed that the people of Califor- 
nia had rather a deep interest in this question; tha 
some of them were not liable to the charge of being 
concerned in these improper and frauduleat pro 
ceedings—if they should turn out to be fraudulent 
They suppose, therefore, that it would be perfectly 
proper that Congress should possess itself of in 
formation not ex parte. If we rely upon the claim- 
ants, we shall get nothing but ex parte information, |: 
and probably if they are like claimants in other į! 
parts of the country, they will prove up their case į; 
with the most perfect ability. It has been sup- |: 
posed that it might be judicious, perhaps, to have |: 
an investigation on our side—one not intended to i: 
facilitate the passage of the claims of these parties, |; 
but to guard the Government against any injury. | 
If Congress does not think proper to make this | 
appropriation, be itso. The Administration have 
not the slightest interest in the business, except | 
so far as they desire to see everything done justly, ij 
and to furnish Congress with the information : 
which will enable them to act justly. 
Mr. GWIN. The subject of these contracts | 
was discussed very fully in the Senate some time |} 
ago, and I then said all about them that I care to | 
say. I wish now, however, to say a few words f 
i 


in regard to this appropriation, which I favored, 
in committee, as an amendment to this bill. 


i sands, he went into the thousands. 


|: large amount. 


The Senator from Wisconsin has commented 
on the desire of the Superintendent of Indian Af- 
fairs to be relieved from this investigation. When 
that gentleman received his appointment, he did 


| not anticipate that any such duty would be im- 
| posed upon him. The subject had not come u 


at that particular time; and long before he antict- 
pated any connection with the Government, di- 


į rectly or indirectly, he had been called upon by a 


friend of one of the contractors to make a state- 
ment, first, in regard to the necessity that existed at 
that Ume, considering the situation of the country 
and the state of Indian affairs, for making the con- 
tracts; and, in the second place, in regard to the 
amount that was to be paid for the beef. My col- 
league has stated the price of beef in the southern 


: portion of the State. Itis very true that an ounce 


a head was the price there generally; but the cattle 
had to be driven hundreds of miles, and the ex- 
pense of driving them was much greater than that 
of purchasing them. Oneof my colleagues in the 
other House has also given a statement to the 
same purport as that of the Superintendent of In- 
dian Affairs, with regard to the price. 

I have been told that this beef could have been 
furnished at a much less cost. I was told so by 
an officer of the army in California. But froma 
subsequent examination I have great doubts 
whether it could have been furnished at that time 


| in that section of the State at a much less price. 


The main point now, however, is to know whether 
it was furnished, and whether it was issued to the 
Indians. It is ans investigation of that matter 
which we wish. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt that this case, 
as the Senator from Maryland says, will come 
up. IE have no doubt that there have been very 


i serious charges made against the officers who 


made those treaties; but the Senator from Mary- 
land is entirely mistaken in one respect. Although 
McKee denies that he had anything to do with the 


contracts, he is altogether mistaken, for the very 


documents before us acknowledge that he has over- 
drawn the appropriation $32,000 in contracts. 
He is one of the officers who made the contracts. 
Although he did not go into the hundred thou- 
So every one 
of these officers is implicated. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. What amount did Con- 
gress appropriate? 

Mr. GWIN. The whole appropriation made 


i by Congress was $50,000; and the expenditures 


were about $1,000,000. AN these commissioners 
are implicated. } think it is due to the country, 
and it is due to those gentlemen, who were menof 
character when they received their appointments, 
but against whom the most serious charges are 
now raised—they are charged with having fraud- 
ulently and corruptly made these contracts—that 
the charges should be investigated. The Super- 
intendent of fadian Affairs has other and import- 
ant duties to perform, that he shonld be required 
to perform at once, looking to the future inter- 
cearse of this Government with the Indians. 
These treaties have greatly embarrassed the In- 
disn affairs in that country. If the Superintend- 
ent discharges hisduty, he will have enough to do, 
without tarning back to go into the mass of testi- 
mony which will necessarily he brought forward 
in relation to these claims. LT want him to go for- 
ward, 

hope, for one, that what the Senator from Mis- 
souri said should take place, will take place. Lt 
ought to have taken place long ago. In justice to 
the Government, new agents should have heen 
appointed there. I do not pretend that the charges 
made against these men are true, but they ought 
to be investigated, and they shonid be relieved 
from them if they are not true. The charges are 
of a most serious character. The commissioners 
are charged with being parties to the contracis, 
and with having received benefits from them to a 
It is due to the character of the 
gentlemen themselves, as well as to the Govern- 
ment, that the subject should be investigated. 
The whole object of the proposed amendment is 
to get an individual entirely disconnected with the 
‘contracts to obtain this information; and I should 
like very much that one should be obtained who 
was never in California-—one who should have no 
other connection with the country than his mis- 
sion to make the investigation. There is a great 


į deal of character as well as money involved in this 


matter. Many of the drafts are in the hands of 


> 
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parties who received them for their face, and paid 
money for them, and very large amounts are sus- 
pended, to the ruin of the holders of the drafts, 
who anticipate that this Government will pay 
them. I hope the matter will be investigated. I 
trust the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, 1 see nothing 
wrong in the proper Department submitting this 
question to Congress. I think that is all right. 
But this is the most flagrant case which has taken 
place in my day, connected with our Indian affairs. 


Here was one Indian commission directed to make’ 


a treaty.or treaties with the Indians in California, 
and an appropriation, I understand, of $50,000 
was put at their disposal to defray their expenses. 
1 have not a doubt that in the instructions of the 
Department they were expressly directed not to 
exceed that amount. I have no doubt of that. 
They had probably a standing instruction on that 
subject. 


They have not only undertaken to make expend- 
itures connected with the collection of the Indians, 
but they have anticipated the ratification of their 
own treaty, and carried it into effect. RR: 

Now, sir, I hold that upon no correct principle 
is this Government under the slightest moral ob- 
ligation to pay a dollar of it. Ido notsay I would 
not, under some circumstances, pay some of it; but 
I say, that there is not the slightest obligation to 
pay a dollar. {do not agree with gentlemen who 
say that because these bills are in the hands of 
innocent purchasers, there arises an obligation to 
pay them. I held that no Government is bound 
by the act of any of its officers, when those officers 
have no authority to act. If I contract with an 
officer of the Government for $100,000, I am bound 
to look at his papers and see that he has authority 
to make the contract. And no Government in 
the world is bound otherwise. Assume the con- 
trary doctrine, and what Government could stand 
for a year? You appointanagent for any purpose 
whatever; you send him to a distance, and he may 
bind you in a debt to the amount of millions, ac- 
cording to this doctrine. 

Is that the right doctrine? No, sir; the correct 
doctrine is, certainly, that no Government is bound 
by the acts of its officer, with relation to its fiscal 


concerns, unless that officer is authorized to act. | 


I repeat, it is the duty of the men making contracts 
with these officers, to know that they have the 
proper authority; and these men have no right to 
come here and insist on any legal or moral obliga- 
tion on our part to pay these debts, unless they 
can show that the officers were authorized to make 
the contracts. Especially when gentlemen of in- 
tellizence come forward and claim that they made 
contracts to the amount of $180,000 or $200,000. 
There is no excuse for such conduct. 

For one, Mr. President, 1 will give no vote in 
this matter that will, in the slightest degree, com- 
promise the subsequent action of Congress. I 
will not vote a dollar to appoint a commissioner 
oran agent, I will not vote a dollar to take any 
step in the matter until the case is fairly made out 
by some of the parties, and brought before us. I 
will not, I repeat, do any act that may seem to 
give any sanction, in the remotest degree, to such 
flagrant and outrageous conduct. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I did not vote for this amend- 
ment in the Committee on Finance; nor shall [ 
vote for it here. The reasons that governed my 


mind, were, to some extent, those which have been || 


suggested by the Senator from Michigan. I am 
unwilling to delegate to any agent who may be 
appointed by a Department, the power to prejudge 
this case for us. ‘This involves the expenditure 
of an immense amount of money. If the agent 
or agents appointed for the purpose of investiga- 
ting these claims should be operated upon by the 
influences which seem to have operated upon our 
agents there in making the contracts, they may 
report to us in favor of the claims, and virtually 
commit the Government to the payment of an 
immense amount of money. I am anxious to see 
these claimants come hereas other claimants come. 
Let them present their claims to Congress. Let 
them undergo the changes and mutations that 
attend Congressional legislation; and if their 
claims have merit they will be passed. But I 
am unwilling to see the Government precommit- 
ted to the payment of the claims by the finding of 
any agent or agents who may be selected by the 
same Administration which selected the very 


Ea 


The commissioners have gone on and | 
made contracts to the amount ofalmost $1,000,000. | 


agents who have imposed upon us to the extent 
that the facts in this case warrant us in saying 
they have done. These considerations, in part, 
governed my vote against the amendment in the 
committee, and shall also induce me to vote against 
it now. 

Mr. BELL. I desire to make an inquiry of 
the honorable Senator from Indiana, as he prob- 
ably can answer it. I have heard it suggested 
that the law, under the authority of which the Su- 
perintendent of Indian affairs for California was 
appointed, clothes him with the power to examine 
these claims; and that there is some necessity for 
making a provision of this kind upon this occa- 
sion, in order to get an examiningagent free from 
all suspicion of prepossession or prejudice in the 
case. If that is so, it might bea reason why we 
should make the appropriation. There must be 
an investigation, as I understand the law that ex- 
ists now. 

Mr. WELLER. If the Senator will yield me 
the floor, I will state that IL understand the Execu- 
tive branch of the Government have decided that 
it has no discretion under that law; but that it is 
the imperative duty of the Superintendent of In- 
dian Affairs to make the whole of this investiga- 
tion; and that, unless the legislative department of 
the Government shall relieve him, he will be com- 
pelled to make that investigation. I understand 
that the Executive has decided that under the 
law he has no discretion. 

Mr. BELL. Who has no discretion? 
the Superintendent make the investigation ? 

Mr. WELLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELL. That was what I was suggesting 
and desiring to have understood by the Senate. 
On that ground I think we ought to make the ap- 
pointment. 


Must 


I desire now to say a word in regard to the Su- | 


perintendent; because, when the proposition was 
made to establish an Indian Superintendency in 
California, with such large powers, I was very 
determined to oppose the passage of any such act, 
on the ground that I knew, unless the Superin- 
tendent was a man of extraordinary firmness and 
integrity of character, he would have it in his 
power to involve this Government in millions 
annually, from which it would be difficult to extri- 
cate ourselves without paying the claims. I have 
inquired with regard to the character of the gen- 
tleman who has been appointed Superintendent; 
and, according to all the information that I could 


| get, from frequent conversations with him, from 


the experience he has had among the Indians in 
that country, from his intrepidity and firmness in 
all his past character, thought him a very fit and 
proper man to be appointed. If any reliance can 
be placed in human testimony, with regard to the 
character of an individual—any reliance in the 
personal intercourse which we can have with 
other persons, he was a suitable man. JI find that 
his former character, among his brother officers of 
the Navy, was very high. Since he has been ap- 
pointed, however, I have heard of his friendship 
and intimacy with some of the claimants, and his 
association in the discharge of duties, heretofore, 
with one of the parties deeply interested in this 
matter; and it occurred to me that, however high 
he might stand above suspicion in his past char- 
acter, any prepossession of that kind—any inti- 
mate relation of friendship with one of the par- 
ties—would necessarily subject him to public 
suspicion. Hence, I have thought that some mode 
ought to be adopted to prevent such an examina- 
tion from being intrusted to him, in justice to him- 
self, and to the public and to the Government, if 
he had any prepossession upon the subject. Al- 
though I had not looked into the provision made 
by this amendment, I had supposed that it was 
very proper to throw this investigation into some 
other hands—into the hands of a man above sus- 
picion arising from any past association ur friend- 
ship with the individuals concerned. 

I have merely thrown out these suggestions to 
show that, as the law now stands, unless we make 
some other provision, the Superintendent must in- 
vestigate these claims and report upon them. 

I will remark, in addition, that I agree perfectly 
with the honorable Senator from Michigan, as I 
have expressed it heretofore, that the Government 


is under no obligation whatever to pay claims ori- | 


ginating in the contracts of agents who manifestly 
exceeded their powers, and must have exceeded 
their instructions. I takethatforgranted. Weare 


| under no obligation whatever in such a case. No 
| Government could stand it, if any agent, dele- 
|i gated with a limited trust, whom they might send 
ito other quarters on important business, or im- 
| portant negotiations, could involve the Govern- 
ji ment ad libitum, disregarding those powers and 
instructions. Ft will not do to say that these are 
honest men who set up the claims, because thou- 
sands of honest men might very readily be led 
into making such contracts; and if there be any- 
thing in the character of the men engaged, no 
Government could stand if it was bound by such 
contracts, 

But there is a difference between the duty of the 
Government and the power of the Legislature, 
after they have fully investigated all the circum- 
stances under which the contracts originated, and, 
found them to be free from fraud, or have been 
entered into under any very high public necessity, 
involving the safety of society or the safety of 
great public interests—circumstances under which 
most officers would feel at liberty to exceed the 
bounds of their instructions. If the exigencies 
of this case have been of such a nature as that, 
then it would be in the discretion of the legisla- 
tive department to pay or not to pay'them as they 
think proper. I am willing, myself, to give no 
vote which will sanction the principle that this 
Government is bound by those contracts. But I 
donot think that voting a sup of money to have 
a thorough investigation of thé circumstances un- 
der which they were made, does commit the Gov- 
ernment to the payment of the claims after the 
investigation shall have been made, whatever may 
| be the result of thatinvestigation, however honest 
it may appear to have been. For that reason, I 
{ am disposed to vote for the appropriation. j 

Mr. ADAMS. I rise for the purpose of moving 
to amend the amendment by striking out “ten” 
and inserting ‘* five,” so as to make the appropria- 
tion $5,000. I do it for this reason: I agree with 
the honorable Senator from Michigan, that if the 
agents of the Government transcend the power 
conferred upon them, those who trust most must 
lose. The Government is liable only for such con- 
| tracts as are made by its officers, within the scope 
| of their authority; but, as was correctly suggested 
by the honorable Senator frorh Tennessee, the 
| legislative power has the right—if the contracts 
have been made by accredited agents of the Gov- 
| ernment, and innocent men have rendered service- 
to those employed in the business of the Govern- 
ment—to make a remuneration. I think that the 
whole question resolves itself into this: that if 
|| it is the determination of Congress to make com- 
| pensation to those who have parted with their 
property, under the authority of agents accredited 
| by the Government in California in relation to 
this transaction, it is a money-saving business to 
make the appropriation asked for by the amend- 
ment. Weall know what has been suggested by 
| the Senator from Maryland, as to ex parte state- 
' ments. I do not know but that it would be good 
| policy, whenever an unliquidated claim is pre- 
| sented to the consideration of Congress, for the 
i Government to pay a trusty agent to investigate 
ithe other side of the question. All those who 
| have been in the habit of attending courts of justice 
i know the advantage of ex parte or one-sided ex- 
aminations. 

The claims presented against the Government 
in this case amount to $800,000 or $1,000,000. 
Unless the claimants are more honest—or, take it 
for granted that they are honest, unless they are 
more reasonable in their appreciation of what is 
their right, and the rights of the adverse party, it 
would be an immense saving to the Government to 
have this investigation made. I understand the 
proposition is to appoint an agent to investigate 
the character of the claims. I move to strike out 
“ten”? and insert “five,” for this reason: there 
are plenty of individuals in California—I could 
point them out myself from my own limited ac- 

uaintance there—reliable men, upon whom this 

ongress could rely to ascertain all the facts, and 
furnish us with all the information necessary to 
enable us, if we determine to pay the claims, to 
know the circumstances under which the contracts 
were made,and the value of the supplies furnished 
to the United States. One half of the amount 
proposed by the amendment of the committee is 
amply sufficient. Tadmit,if you establish a regu- 
j lar court there, call for testimony pro and con, 
| and adjudicate the various claims that may come 
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there, that it would take $10,000 or $20,000, or 
even $50,000; but to appoint an agent or agents | 
to investigate, furnishing them with a copy: of the 
claims, one half the amount would be amply suf- 
ficient, and more than suflicient, to enable a trusty | 
man to furnish all the information that would en- 
able the Congress of the United States to act ad- 
visedly in making the payments of the claims. 

I express no opinion as to the circumstances 
surrounding this transaction; but it is due to the 
Indian Department—as allusion has been made to 
it frequently—to say that the [ndian commission- 


i 
| 
| 
ers were expressly informed of the amount of the || 
| 
t 


appropriation, and were limited in their instrúc- | 
tions in regard to their expenditures to that appro- 
priation. 


trary to the express direction of the Department. 


Whether the Government is bound, under the |! 


peculiar circumstances surrounding the commis- ! 
sioners, from matters which could not have been 
known by the Congress or the head of the Indian 
Bureau, will be a matter for the consideration of 
Congress, when all the facts shall have been pre- 
sented. 

Then the question arises, under these circum- 
stances, whether, as a matter of economy, and as 


a matter necessary to enable Congress to do jus- |) 


tice to its citizens and to itself—and a Government 
can never do justice to itself without doing justice 
to every citizen in the community, whether public 
or private—such an appropriation should not be | 
made as will enable Congress to have the inform- | 
ation upon the side of Government at the time the 
question shall be adjudicated? I think, under all 
the circamstances, an appropriation for this pur- 
pose should be made—not $10,000, because that 
is unnecessary. [ive thousand will be sufficient, 
and more than sufficient, to enable an agent or 
agents to investigate the character of the claims. 
For this reason, even if my proposition to amend 
fails, still that we may have both sides of the 


i 
f 
| 


question before us once in the legislative history i : 2 
i upon the Treasury, with full knowledge, of course, ; 
! that there was not a single dollar in the ‘Treasury | 


of the country, in the investigation of claims 
against the Government, | am willing to make the 
experiment. In my little experience in this and | 
the other branch of Congress, I hardly know of 
a solitary case that has ever been presented to 
the Congress of the United States, where both 
sides of the claim have been presented to their 
consideration. It has always been ew parte. 
think it will be worth the experiment in this mat- 
ter to see what will be saved to the Government 
investigating both sides. Therefore, I shall | 
vote for the appropriation, even if my proposition 
to amend is rejected. 

Mr. WELLER. 
appoint an agent at all, I apprehend that ten thou- 
sand dollars will not be too much in order to pay 
the expenses of that agent. The State of Cali- 
fornia was divided between these commissioners 
into three divisions—Mr. McKee taking charge of 
the northern division, Mr. Wozencraft, of the 
central, and Mr. Barbour of the southern di- | 
vision. 

These agents went into the respective portions 
of the State and made these contracts. Now, sir, 
in order to investigate the manner in which they 
were made; in order to determine the question 
whether the beef was or was not supplied under 
them, it will be necessary to visit the points at 
which the beef was to be delivered. The agent 
who may be appointed will therefore be compelled | 


H 
| 


j 
j 


to go from the extreme northern part of the State $ 


to the extreme southern portion, because there are | 
the points at which the beef was to have been de- 
livered. There the witnesses reside whose testi- 


mony will be necessary in order to determine the i; 


question whether the beef was furnished for a fair 
consideration. i 

Now, whether Mr. McKee, as the particular 
commissioner for the northern section of the State, 


made contracts for the delivery of beef or not, I |; 
do not undertake to say. My understanding in |; 


that country was, that Mr. McKee had entered |! | ; j ; t bee d. I 
` in my mind, neither in any implied obligation of |! 


into contracts with parties for the delivery of beef. 
It was well known there that there was one case 


mountains and deliver them at the points at which 
he had undertaken to deliver them, instead of run- 
ning the risk of losing his cattle by driving them 
drove the Indians and fed them on the. beef 


n, it is due to that Department to say, if 
that this transaction, beyond that, has been con- |; I ; y 
! found a state of things existing which led them to 


1! 


If the Senate conclude to : 
| they 
: the holders of the drafts. 
| an individual who had $130,000 of these drafts, 


| 
where the contractor, finding that it would be l! 
very inconvenient to drive the cattle over the; 


there, and | 
at his rancho, on the principle that it was much 


‘the use of the Government; and, so far as I know, 


‘that, in order to avert that calamity—in order to | 


| been formally signed by the Indian agent and th 


i for a loan of $40,000, upon which he is to pay | 


| your duty to put yoursely 


easier to drive the Indians down to the rancho 
than to drive the cattle to where the Indians were. 

There have been charges made in the public 
newspapers of fraud in all these contracts. I do 
notundertake to express any opinion as to the guilt 
of these men; but E know this fact, that the De- 
partment was advised more than a year.ago, that 
these Indian commissioners were making con- 
tracts; that they were giving drafts on the Govern- 
ment to men who had furnished their property for 


the Department took no steps to arrest the progress 
of these events. 
Ican readily imagine a case where any Senator 


| within the sound of my voice would be willing to | 


vote for the payment of acontract. Suppose these 
Indian commissioners, when they went there, had 


the impression that the whole of the frontier was 
about to be devastated by the Indians; suppose 


prevent hostilities with the Indians—the com- 
missioners, in the exercise of their discretion, con- 
tracted tor the delivery of five hundred head of cat- 
tle, in erder to appease the Indians: is there a 
Senator on this floor, under this state of the case, 
who would not be willing to pay the amount ex- | 
pended ? 

It is said that there are some cases of this sort. 
The commissioners allege that they have gone on 
the principle, that itwas better to feed the Indians 
than fo fight them; and perhaps that is oftentimes 
the cheapest plan. ‘They allege, as their justifica- 
tion, that they have gone upon that principle. 
they found a state of things existing there which 
led them to the impression, and is sufficient to sat- 
isfy the Senate, thata war was averted by furnish- | 
ing these Indians, who were then starving, with j 
beef, any Senator would say, at once, that a con- 
tract for such a purpose should he paid. 

I do not know now who are the holders of these 
drafis. I think that whenever the contractors de- 
livered cattle, the commissioners gave them drafts 


to pay them. I have seen many of these drafts. 
Some of them, to the amount of $100,000, were 
in my hands buta short time ago. "They belong 
toa gentleman who, I know, furnished in good 
faith his cattle to the commissioners, supposing 
that they had whatever authority was necessary | 
to carry into effect the treaties which were made. 
Their impression was, that the treaties would 
have been ratified; and probably, after they had 
e 
Indians, they were right in taking it for granted 
that they would he ratified by the Senate; but 
have been rejected. The contractors were 
In one case I know of 


which he has hypothecated as collateral security 


three per cent. a month; so that any one can see | 
at once that he must be inevitably ruined. He 
has relied on the proceeds of the drafts taken from 
your Indian agents there to discharge his debt, 
and the consequences are apparent. | 
If it be the determination of the Senate to put 
themselves in possession of the facts, the appoint- 


Ifj; 


|! 


ment of this agent is indispensable. It is required 
not only by the interests of the Government, but 
it is demanded by the people of the State of Cal- | 
ifornia, If you are satisfied that any portion of 
them have, in good faith, supplied your agents 
with what was necessary to feed these Indians 
during the time when they were negotiating, it is 
es in possession of these 
facts by the appointment of an agent. Although 
gome of my constituents are interested in this 
matter, I should not press it upon the Senate if I 
did not believe this information would be inval- 
uable: 

Mr. BADGER. The true objection, Mr. Pres- 
ident, to the appropriation now sought to be made 
has not, in my judgment, yet been stated. It lies, 


the Government for liability for these demands; 
nor in the amount proposed; nor in the supposi- 
tion that these duties ought to be exercised by the 
present superintendent. My objection is above 
behind, and more important and pressing, than 
any of these. It is this: You are going, under 
this amendment, if it be adopted by the Senate 


and agreed to by the House, to send outan agent 
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ji 
i 
i 
j 
| 
i 
í 
! 
l 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
i 


| 
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l into California for the purpose of investigating 
these alleged fraudulent transactions. Where are 
i you to go toget him? Where are you to find the 
: agent who can discharge this duty in such a man- 
pner as to meet the approbation and satisfy the 
| judgment of the Senate and of the country ? 

Why, sir, here are four Indian commissioners. 


| We have been told by one of the Senators from 
California, that before they were sent to that coun- 


try to discharge these duties, they were men of 
unimpeached, and, as it was. supposed, unim- 
peachable reputation—men of high character for 
integrity and firmness. They go there, and di- 
rectly afterwards they are found engaged—in what? 
In making contracts in violation: of their duty. 
And more than that: the honorable Senator from 
California [Mr. Wetrrr] says that they are 
strongly suspected, and strongly charged—though 
he gives no opinion as to whether that charge or 
suspicion be correct—with having been frauda- 
lently, unlawfully, and culpably engaged in ma- 
king profit to themselves out of the unlawful trans- 


| actions attributed to them, and of which they were 


no doubt guilty. 

Mr. WALKER.® The papers in California 
publicly charge it. : 

Mr. BADGER. Yes, sir. Now, suppose you 
appoint. an agent, and send him there. Unless you 
can get a Heaven-descended angel, what guarantee 
have you that as soon as he gets out there he will 
not be engaged in unlawful transactions, and be 
immediately charged in all the papers with fraud 
and corruption by these very claimants? If the 
moment these commissioners entered on these In- 
dian transactions, they forgot the integrity which 
their former good conduct was supposed to have 
implied, lost all recollection of what they owed to 
themselves, their families, and the reputation they 


| 
| 
| 


ought to maintain—if all these considerations were 
insufficient to support them, and maintain their 
integrity against the temptations which surrounded 


‘them, where will you find your agent of any 


known character and established reputation; who 
will go out there and investigate the propriety of 
allowing claims to the amount of $800,000, sur- 
rounded by every species of influence that is to 
mislead and bias him? Hie must do one of these 
things: Either yield himself to corruption, or what 
is next to it, (and practically as to the influence 
which his report would have, precisely the same,) 
be charged by all the newspapers with being cor- 
ruptly engaged in villainously permitting one class 
of claims to be allowed at the expense of another. 
That is the difficulty, sir. ` 

Ten thousand dollars is but a moderate sum. 
The object is desirable. Lt is important that the 
Government should obtain the information. But , 
Lask, where is your guarantee that you can get 
any man who, if his integrity is proof against 
temptation, can stand against the universal im- 
putation that he is corrupt and wicked? If the 
commissioners could not get along, how will the 
agent be able to stand perpendicular and ‘erect, 
both in fact and in public estimation, in the dis- 
charge of this delicate duty with which it is pro- 
posed to clothe him? That is the difficulty. 

Mr. ADAMS. In deference to the opinion of 
my friends from North Carolina and California, 
{ withdraw my motion to amend the amendment. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the argument of 
the Senator from North Carolina, as has been 
suggested by a friend near me, is rather against 
the climate inhabited by my friends from Califor-" 
nia. Itis the supposition that nobody who goes 
there can be honest. I do not believe that. I 
wish, however, to assign the reason which shall 
govern my vote against the proposition, it being 
entirely different from any reason which has been 
suggested. Jt is conceded by every one who has 


! spoken, except the Senators from California, that 


the contracts which have been made by these 
agents or commissioners were contrary to the au- 
thority vested in them; and, consequently, these 
contracts impose no obligation, legal or equitable, 
upon this Government to pay them. I cannot, 
therefore, for my life, see how those who entertain 
that opinion—(and all of us seem to entertain it, 
except the two Senators from California)—can 
vote to send an agent to California to examine 
intotheseclaims, when we prejudge them by the as- 
sertion on the part of everybody who has spoken, 
that the United States are not bound to pay, and 
will not pay them. Is it not a work of superero- 
gation to send our agent there to make investiga- 
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tion? Ihave no doubt the Government can get 
an honest agent, who will make a just and strict 
investigation; but when every one admits, that 
even after the investigation may be made, the 
Government will not be bound to pay the claims, 
why should we want to investigate in reference to 


them? Why should we want an investigation in 


reference to claims for the payment of which we | 
are not bound, and which we do not intend to 


“pay under any possible circumstances? Enter- 
taining this view, | shall vote against the amend- 
ment which has been proposed. 


Mr. CASS. I desired to say before, that no al- | 
ternation of the amount appropriated will change | 
My objection is not to | 


my view of the question. 
the amount appropriated—it is not to its costing 
$10,000 or $5,000—it is to the thing itself that 
object. For one, | am determined notto touch it, 
and 1 will have ‘* neither part nor lot” in it. 


You will recollect, Mr. President, and the Sen- | 
ate will recollect, that one great ground upon which | 
the Creek claims were sought to be sustained was, || 


that we had sent commissioners to investigate 
them; and that, therefore, the faith of the Govern- 
ment was committed to pay them. That was one 
of the strongest arguments presented on that oc- 
casion, It was said that we were bound to pay 
the claims, because the Government, having sent 


commissioners among the Creeks to investigate |i 


` them, and having reported upon the claims, it 
created expectations in the minds of the Indians 
that we would pay them. Now, I intend to take 
no such step in this case. 
for such an assumption. 1 repeat, I will not touch 
the matter under any circumstances. 

This is one of the most flagrant acts that ever 
took place in-this country. I think no man can 
doubt that. The honorable Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. WELEER] 
averted by it. Why, 
cumstances of great public danger where, when a 
man has all the responsibility, he ought to take it. 
They might carry out measures which, under or- 
dinary circumstances, would be very doubtful, 
and from which, probably, bad consequences 
might result, General Macomb, at Plattsburg, 
was perfectly right in burning the town, and Con- 
gress thought so, because it provided for payment 
for that destruction. Now, if these commissioners 
did this act with a view to avert an impending and 
probable war, I would unquestionably look at the 
circumstances, and see whether they were such as 


to exonerate them; but I have not the slightest į 


belief in the world in any such thing, 

Mr. PRATT. -There is no such allegation, as 
I understand. . 

Mr. CASS. I understood the honorable Sena- 
tor from California to say that such may have 
been the state of things. I have no belief at all 
that any such state of things existed, and I have 


no belief that any such motives actuated these ; 


commissioners; nor do I believe thatif the Indians 


had not received one pound of beef, there would | 


have been any war any more than there is now. 


‘The commissioners made the treaties which have /' 


been rejected by the Senate, and then they went 
on to carry them into effect, and, so far as they 
could, to pledge the faith of the Government to 
the amount of a million of dollars. What will be 
the consequence if we should sanction their act? 


Why, any Indian commissioner hereafter holding i 
treaties will go on and contract debts equal to those |: 


contracted here, and appeal to this case, and say 
that Congress paid these claims, and that we should 
pay theirs. It will, in fact, be a motive for the 
commissioners to contract debts, and for persons 
to tender their property in order to get paid for it. 


I shall not vote for one dollar of these claims | 


that do not come before us in the proper manner. 


They should not come here by the act of the Gov- | 
ernment. The Government should take no part |i 
in its but if a claim is presented through the Com- : 
mittee on Claims, and comes here for the action of | 
Congress in that way, I shall take it up, and con- i 
sider it, and judge for myself what ought to be |: 


done; but I repeat, I will ‘take no initiatory steps 
that shall, by any possibility, lead to the presump- 
tion that this Government considers that it is re- 
sponsible for these debts. 


there were not men of integrity, who could be se- 
cured for the discharge of the duties of this office. 


I will give no ground | 


says that war may have been : 
concede that there are cir- | 


I should be very sorry, sir, to think so poorly of 
my kind, as to suppose that competent men could 
not be procured by hundreds. But I say, that in 
order that this office shall be effectually and pro- 
fitably discharged, the man who fills it must not 
only be a man of inflexible integrity, but he must 
be recognized and admitted to be such. The influ- 
ence of his decision will depend upon its moral 
force. His decision does not bindus. What I 
meant to convey was, that as with regard to these 
commissioners, they had fallen either under the 
|| influence of temptation, or under the unjust impu- 
tation of having yielded to it; so with regard to 
any agent you will send out there, Sir, the spirit 
} of defamation is so rife in the country, that I un- 
i| dertake to say, if is impossible that any man, be 
|| he who he may, canbe appointed to discharge the 
|| duties of an office of this kind, whatever may be 
|| the purity, the snow-white purity of his charac- 
j 

i 


ter, who will not be charged, decide as he may, 
and will not, by a large portion of the community, 
be believed to have been'guilty of some base and 
| corrupt violation of his duty. And in order to the 
|| exercise, effectually and valuably to the country, 
| of such a commission as is here proposed, the 
| agent must not only be upright, but his upright- 
|| ness must be unquestioned; he must not only be 
|| pure, but unsuspected. 
| My difficulty is in knowing where and how 
i| you can getsuch aman. Ido not see how. Four 
ii gentlemen went into California as commissioners. 
li They went with unsuspected characters? irre- 
progshable men—men of the highest standing. 
he very moment they got there they are found 
making contracts in violation of their’ duty, and 
are generally charged in the newspapers with the 
grossest corruption. Now, where can you get an 
| agent that can bring any better guarantees that he 
| will either do right, or will be looked upon by the 
| public as doing right? Therefore I think that, 
i| upon the whole, desirable as it would be—for I do 
| not yield to any of the other opinions—to enter 
į! into this investigation, we had better, under the 
|| circumstances, trust to ourselves to investigate the 
i; claims, when they come here, as best we may. 
I 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


Mr. PEARCE. The allegation was made by 
| these Indian commissioners that there was immi- 
i nent danger of an Indian outbreak along the 
whole frontier of California. That was the sole 
| pretense of an excuse for their conduct. And, 
| certainly, if that allegation had not been made, I, 
i for one, should never have been willing to Jisten, 
i| for a moment, to any proposed investigation; for, 
|; without that justification, or that palliation of their 
|| conduct, it would bea matter of no importance to 
the Senate whether these contracts were fairly or 
| fraudulently made; whether all the provisions 
į were supplied as they are charged or not; whether 
| they were charged at double prices, or at proper 
| prices. In short, there would be no question for 
| us to consider, except with how much contempt 
| and reprehension we should treat the whole de- 
ti mand. But that allegation does make a differ- 
|| ence in the state of affairs I understand the Sena- 
i! tor from Michigan to say that, if it were true that 
, an Indian war could have been, and was, averted 
; by these means, then he might consider the ques- 
ji tion. 
, Mr. CASS. I said, and I repeat, that if there 
|, Was an extreme state of danger in that country, 
and that could be made manifestly to appear to 
Congress, it would justify us in meeting the ex- 
i| penditures. I do not think it would justify us in 
; meeting the whole amount of expenditures, but it 
would justify us in a portion perhaps. But we 
i Should require the clearest and the most decisive 
| proof of that fact, and not idle rumors. i 
i 


Mr. PEARCE. Well, sir, that is the allega- 
‘| tion—that is the very thing which | desire to have 
investigated under this amendment. Other inves- 
tigations will necessarily follow as to the quantity 
furnished—whether it was necessary, asto the 
full amount furnished, and whether it was fur- 
| nished at proper prices. But it has been said by 
the Senator from California [Mr. Gwry] himself, 
| that there were actual hostilities waging at the 
|| time these men state—that there were a great many 
{| Indian massacres and massacres by the Indians at 
‘i that time. ‘These commissioners pretend to justi- 
li fy themselves upon that ground, and that ground 
; alone. This is the first thing which I desire to 
|) Investigate, and without which I would not inves- 
ii tigate the other questions at all. 

|| Mr.BAYARD. I would ask the honorable 


Senator from Maryland, if any such reason wax 
assigned to the President of the United States, or 
to the Department of the Interior, by these agents 
at the time they transcended their authority? 
| Was it said at the time, that it was with a view 
to prevent an Indian war, or because they feared 
that, if they did not assume that responsibility, 
sucha war would ensue? Oris this merely a fore- 
shadowing of a reason for coming here after- 
wards? Was it assigned by these agents at the 
time, as a reason for the exercise of authority not 
confided to them, that there was danger of Indian 
hostilities, which justified them in going beyond 
the appropriations which had been made by Con- 
ress? 

Mr. PEARCE. I believe that allegation was 
made, in the letters of the agents accompanying 
the treaties. I have not the letters before me, 
however, and cannot refer to them at present, 
They were printed in the document which was 
laid upon our tables several months ago. I believe 
one of the letters bears date in the fall of 1851. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, I think the 
question as to whether these contracts were neces- 
sary to avert a war, relates a little further back 
| than to the return of the treaties here, and the rea- 
sons assigned for making them. I have thought 
that the Government took the initiative. We ap- 
propriated money in the first place. If these In- 
dian hostilities were threatened then, the appro- 
priation should have been made on the ground that 
lt was necessary to avert them by treaty; and the 
question should have been presented to Congress 
at the time the appropriation of $50,000 was made. 
But I have never heard it urged as a veason for 
making that appropriation. Some Senator would 
certainly have recollected, if it had been given as 
a reason for the appropriation, that there were In- 
dian hostilities impending over the people of Cal- 
ifornia, and that it was absolutel necessary to 
make the appropriation, and to måke largeconces- 
sions to the Indians to avert a war. We should 
certainly have heard something of it at the time. 
I did not hear anything of it, and for that reason 
I cannot suppose thatit can be alleged now as a 
valid reason for recognizing the acts of the Indian 
commissioners. It could hardly have been, that we 
appropriated money and appointed an agent to go 
out and treat with the Indians, and when the In- 
dians, came’to treat, they became so hostile, and 
made such formidable demonstrations, that it was 
necessary to involve the Government to the amount 
of $1,000,000 to averta war. So that, I appre- 
hend, this idea of averting Indian hostilities can 
hardly be a justification for the acts of the com- 
missioners. : 

But be that as it may, I think it is the first time 
in the history of legislation here, that it has been 
seriously proposed to appropriate money for the 
payment of an agent to scour the country, and 
ascertain who has got a claim against the Gov- 
ernment, and what is the ground of it; for it seems 
to me that this proposition amounts to that. . [f 
there are claims arising without any very gross or 
flagrant fraud, as isalleged, it will be time enough 
to consider them when they come before us in the 
ordinary way, as ordinary claims. But, if these 
claims have originated in such fraudulent practices 
as have been alleged, itseems to me, that, instead 
of sending an agent there to investigate them, the 
district attorney of the United States ought to be 
directed to prosecute the parties. That is my view 
as to what would be the proper way to dispose of 
this matter. 

If there be no fraud—if the commissioners have, 
without fraud, exceeded their authority, and con- 
tracted debts for which the Government is not 
bound, it will be time enough to consider them 
when they are brought forward, and to reject them 
‚if we please; or if their authority be fonnd to con- 
form to the law, we can pay them. But if these 
debts have been contracted under circumstances as 
grossly fraudulent as have been alleged, to that 
enormous amount, I think that legal steps ought 
to be taken by the law officers of the Government 
to bring it before the courts, and not before Con- 
gress. 

, Mr. ADAMS. I am very reluctant to proeras- 
tinate the discussion upon this subject; already too 
much time, doubtless, has been consumed in the 
investigation of this and other matters connected 
with the bill; but I beg the indulgence of the Sen- 
ate for a moment to correct a slight misapprehen- 


sion of my friend from Maryland, (Mr. PRATT.) 


1852. 
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i understood him to say that it is admitted on all 
hands that there is no legal or equitable claim upon 
the Government for the amount of these contracts. 
The first part of the proposition is true. Ft is ad- 
mitted on all hands that there is no legal claim; 
but I, for one, do not admit that there may not be 
some equitable claim upon this Government for 
these $800,000 which have been presented. There | 
may be some equitable claim, and hence the ne- 
cessity of the inquiry. This transaction of the 
commissioners may be surrounded by circumstan- | 
ces which may show that they saw it was neces- 
sary, in order to save their brethren, their wives, 
and their children from slaughter, to make con- 
tracts; and if so, and those contracts did answer 
that purpose, and it was apparent to every reason- 
able man on the ground, that it was not and could 
not have been known here, I ask honorable Sen- 
ators whether there is not an equitable claim to | 
pay the value of the property taken to save the 
lives of our citizens? May it not be soz Noone 
here is prepared to say that it is not so; and is it 
not reasonable that we should investigate that 
matter? 

My friend from Arkansas anticipates the record, 
and speaks of the merits of the question, in rela- 
tion to which we are not advised. Senators seem 
anxious to dispose of this, as if it were an ordi- | 
nary case. The Senator from Arkansas says, 
let the parties present their claim. Why, sir, 
claims to the amount of $800,000 have already 
been presented. The Senator from Arkansas 
says, Why institute an inquiry as to who has the 
claims?) We know who hold them already; we 


know who are the holdersof claims to the amount |} 


of $800,000, which have been presented here. 
We all admit that the claims are not legal ones. 
The question then is, is it expedient and proper 
now that we should investigate the side of the 
Government, and eppoint an agent for that pur- 
pose? That it would be not only profitable to the 
Government, but right and just to all concerned, | 
I have not the slightest doubt. 

Mr. PRATT. It certainly requires no investi- 
gation on the side of the Government. The Gov- 
ernment rests upon the instructions which she 
gave her agents. 
tensively with those instructions. I submit, 
therefore, to my friend from Mississippi, that the 
side of the Government certainly requires no in- 
vestigation. 

The Senator says that he can imagine a case 
which will produce an equitable claim for these 
$800,000. He says that amount might have been 
expended to avoid bloodshed, and that in that 
case there would have been an equitable claim. 
Now, I think that the facts stated by my colleague 
in his first speech are conclusive evidence that no 
such state of things existed. He stated that the 
President, after an investigation of the illegal ex- 
ercise of authority upon the part of the commis- 
sioners, rebuked them; that one was forced to re- 
sign, and that another was turned out. 
did exist a necessity for this expenditure to avoid 
bloodshed, we all know the President of the Uni- 
ted States too well not to know that he would not 
have turned out these men if there had been any 
plausibility in their allegation. He has not been 
apt to turn out either friends or foes. He cer- 
tainly never turned out any one without investi- 
gation; and he would not have condemned the 
course of these commissioners if there had been 
any plausibility in their allegation that their acts 
were produced by the necessity of avoiding an In- 
dian war. Therefore we have irresistibly before 
us proof that the state of facts upon which some 
Senators rely did not exist. 

Mr. PEARCE. My colleague is mistaken in 
supposing that I said that the President rebuked 
thesecommissioners. I said that they had been re- 
buked, but by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
I did not say that the President had rebuked them. 
I have found the letter to which I adverted a mo- 
ment ago, from which I wish to read an extract. 
It is a letter from Mr. Barbour, dated January 5, 
1852, in which he says: 

“ The plan for our future opertions was duly communi- 
cated to your Department. We found the Indians at open 
war with the whites in many parts of the State; and with 
but few exceptions, [ believe in the southern portion of the 
State, (that portion subsequently assigned to me,) they were 
hostile, and the war between them and the whites charac- 
terized by those acts of rapine and murder usual in Indian 
warfare. 


state of affairs; the miners had been driven from the gold 
mines, and every day almost some outrage or injury was 


| finally came to New Orleans, from which place he 


She could only be bound coex- |i 


|; cide whether this be true or not, but I am inclined 


If there |! 


The country called for some relief from such a į 
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many of the Indians were killed. 


visions destroyed A , and their stores of pro- 
s s 5 


| Barbour left California, I believe, in the fall of 
1951, with a portion of the treaties in his posses- 
sion. He was delayed some time on the Isthmus, 
as I understand, by the loss of his baggage. He 


went to Kentucky, the State of his residence. 
From that State he addressed to the Commissioner 
| of Indian Affairs the letter from which I have read 
an extract. That is the first official information, 
; so far as I know, that was communicated to the 
| Government that there was any danger of Indian | 
' hostilities in California. 


i 
i 


say that a great deal of bad feeling had been gotten 
up between the citizens of the State of California 
and the Indians, and that by making these con- 
| tracts and supplying the Indians with food they 
! averted hostilities. 1 know that that is claimed 
by them, and it is for that reason I am not pre- Í 
| pared to say that the Indian commissioners did 
| no good act. . 
! Twas opposed to the ratification of the treaties, ! 
i because they retained a great many reservations 
| for the Indians in the midst of the white popula- ! 
i tion. A great many of these reservations were 
made in the northern section of the State, on min- 
eral lands; and I knew that it would be utterly 
impossible to secure to the Indians the undisturbed 
| possession of the reservations proposed to be set 
| off to them. ‘That was one reason, and a very 
strong one, which influenced me in voting against 
| the ratification of those treaties. But that the In- 
dian commissioners, in many of their operations, 
acted in good faith, I do not doubt. I have no 
doubt whatever that they supposed there was im- 
„minent danger of an Indian war. It is claimed 
| by them that none of the tribes of Indians, with 
which they entered into treaties, gave the citizens 
of California any trouble during the last year. 
During the latter part of last year, we were con- 
stantly involved in difficulties with the Indians, | 
and our State has been subjected to an immense : 
| expenditure in meeting those Indian difficulties. 
i {tis affirmed by the commissioners that none of 
the difficulties took place between the citizens of 
California and those tribes with which negotia- 
tions were had. J confess I am not in possession 
of the necessary information to enable me to de- 


to the opinion that, to a certain extent, itis true; 
j and that very few of the Indians with whom they 
negotiated, and to whom they delivered food, gave 
the citizens of California any difficulty during the | 
past year. lt may, therefore, be possible that the 
General Government, if, in the-end, it should be 
compelled to pay the $800,000, may have saved 
more than that amount by not being compelled to 
j refund to the State of California money which that 
State would otherwise have expended in meeting 
those hostilities. 

Now, sir, there is no doubt about this, that al- 
| though there may have been individuals sent into 
i that country who have transcended their author- 
ity, and made contracts against the wishes of the 
Department, there can still be found some honest 


H 
i! done to the person or property of the citizens, and in return | 


This letter was dated January 5, 1852, and Mr. ji 


such a clamor would be raised by the population 
of California about his ears that he would fall 
under its malign influence, and, like some others 
who have been sent out, turn out to be a rogue. 
| I suppose that there are not more than fifty men 
in the whole State of California who are interested 
in these claims. It is well known that the beef 
was supplied by gentlemen who owned extensive 
tracts of country, and who owned immense herds 
of cattle. The beef was furnished by them. The 
great body of the people of California had no in- 
terest in the matter; but a very large majority of 
them were opposed to these treaties. They were 
opposed to the transactions of these commission- 
ers; and my word for it, so far from the man who 
may be sent out having improper influences 


| brought to bear upon him, in order to induce him 


to report in favor of these contracts, the clamor 
will be the other way. He will find himself sur- 
rounded by men who are denouncing the com- 
missioners and the contracts which they have 
made. ‘There is no danger to be apprehended on 
that head. If I were to undertake to designate, 
l could name many men in California who have 
sufficient knowledge and intelligence to reportupon 
the facts, as to the manner in which the commis- 
sioners transacted the public business. 

l agree with my friend from Michigan, that this 
is a most extraordinary case. It is the first time, 
in the history of the Government, where an agent 
who was sent out with limited power to draw to 
the amount of $25,000 or $50,000, has undertaken 
to make contracts which will exeeed $1,000,000; 
but, nevertheless, the act has been done. It has 
been done by the agents of the Government, They 
have procured the property of the citizens of Cali- 
fornia, who supposed that they were authorized 
to make these treaties. Those citizens surrendered 
their property in good faith, and.at some day they 
will be asking Congress, as a matter of justice and 
equity, to pay them for their property thus fur- 
nished. 

I shall not undertake to repeat what I have 
heard in regard to this question, because, there is 
agreat deal said which is not true; and I have, in 
my own past history, a striking illustration of the 
fact that you cannot always rely on the news- 
| papers. But there are many charges made against 
the Indian commissioners, which ought to be in- 
vestigated before we can decide upon any of these 
claims. That some claims will appeal so strongly 
to the justice and equity of Congress, as to im- 
press on the minds of honorable gentlemen the 
necessity of paying them, I have not the slightest 
doubt; but, in order to discriminate, you must 
have some person with power to investigate. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. President, I shall not pro- 
long this debate by noticing the points which have 
been alluded to, further than in one slight respect. 
I want to make a suggestion to the friends of 
this proposition, with regard to the form of it. 
As the amendment now stands, it proposes to 
appropriate $10,000, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, to make this investiga- 
tion. Now, I think that if we make the appro- 
i priation, we ought to make it as effective as pos- 
i sible. The objection stated by the honorable 
Senator from North Carolina had occurred to me, 
and I mentioned it toa Senator near me. If an 
| officer of the Government was to select a particu- 
lar agent of known character and ability and send 
him to investigate these claims, no man would 
undertake it for any compensation that could be 
be given under the appropriation of $10,000. 


j 
i 
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man in that country to investigate into the matter. 
My friend from North Carolina seems to think 
that because three or four men who have been 


| 


tions, and transcended their authority, it is there- 
fore impossible to find an honest man there, but 
that the very moment he breathes the atmosphere 


guaranty to my friend from North Carolina that | 


| back as honest a man as he is now. I undertake 
| to say further that there are just as many honest 
i and intelligent men in the State of California, who 
! have breathed the atmosphere of the Pacific coast 
for the last two years, ascan be found in the State 
| which he represents. 

He seems to take it for granted that the whole 
population of California are interested in these 
contracts, and that the very moment your agent, 
sent out under the authority‘of this law, got there, 


sent out there have engaged in improper transac- |} 4 0 f > Gala 
i in California it would be a very invidious task to 


of California he becomes a rogue. Why, I could i 


i 
| he could go there, spend a whole year, and come į 


Very few men of competent. character would 
undertake it voluntarily any how, for any com- 
pensation you could give. Very few would be 
willing to go from this country to California; and 


select an individual, But still I doubt not that 
there are competent gentlemen who would under- 
take it for some reasonable compensation, 

I think we ought to extend the sphere of au- 
thority which we are communicating to the Gov- 
ernment. We ought to change the phraseology 
of the amendment in such a manner as to make it 
read, ‘* to enable the President to cause investiga- . 
tion” of the circumstances under which these ex- 
traordinary claims against the Government have 
originated. All admit that it is almost unparalleled. 
in the history of the Government. It is worthy 
, the consideration and attention of the highest Ex- 
ecutive officer, The Secretary of the. Interior 
might be altogether competent in that respect; but 


| 
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I think it ought to be put under the direction of 
the President. i “3 
Again: there may be a military commission ex- 
. eases . . : . 
isting in California. The officer in command in 
that country may change it; and it has been sug- 
gested here that these supplies have been furnished 
under military exigencies,.on account. of war 


being threatened by the neighboring Indian tribes. | 


It seers, to me that the military officer in com- 
mand—if he is a gentleman of high character, as 
I believe he is—I do not know who is there now— 
L refer to the commanding officer of last year— 


would be a very proper person to judge of that | 


allegation, and investigate the truth of it; and the 
President would have power, in connection with 
the allegation made as to the military exigencies 
of the country atthat time, to direct him to make 


inquiry into those circumstances, and to report. 


He might have to send for witnesses ata great 
distance. He might have to visit the different 
sections of the country. 

Again: the President, under such an appropri- 
ation as I suggest, would have the power of send- 
ing any known, tried, and experienced accounting 
officer there—a gentleman possessing such a char- 
acter as the honorable Senator from North Caro- 
lina says he ought to possess. I only make this 
suggestion to the friends of the measure. I think 
it would be well enough to have the service done 
by known officers of the Government, of expe- 

rience and standing, who would inspire confidence 
in the public generally. 

Mr. WELLER. Upon the suggestion of my 


friend from Tennessee, I move to amend the | 


amendment by striking out “ Secretary of the In- 
terior,” and inserting “ President’ of the United 
States.” This suggestion has my entire approba- 
tion, and, therefore, L offer the amendment to the 
amendment. 1 would assign, as one reason forit, 
that, amongst the various charges that have been 
made against the commissioners in California, 
some were in regard to gentlemen connected with 
the Department of the Interior. 

Mr. BELL. T made no allusion to that. 

Mr. WELLER. That is an additional reason 
why the control of this matter should be given to 
the President of the United States. It would be 
perfectly satisfactory, I doubt not, to all the par- 
ties in California, that the appointment should be 
made by the President himself directly. 

Mr. BELL. I beg leave to say that I made the 
suggestion in reference to the power of the Presi- 
dent to require the military officers to report to 


him. The Secretary of the Interior could not do | 


that. The President alone can command the ser- 
vices of the military officers. 

Mr. WELLER. I prefer that the appointment 
should be made directly by the President. of the 
United States, and therefore offer the amendment 
to the amendment. ee 

Mr. GWIN. I hope that amendment will be 
adopted, for the reasons which have been suggest- 
ed, and for a further reason which I-think I can 
give. Under the amendment as proposed to be 
amended, the President of the United States can 
order—and, in my opinion, be could not do better 
than order—the officers of the Army to investigate 
this matter. ‘They are in the country; the com- 
missaries and quartermasters are scattered all over 
the conniry, and they could make this examination 
with impartiality. 

I am very glad the suggestion has been made by 
the Senator from Tennessee. 
there are officers of the Army there who can in- 
vestigate the subject, and can report the facts of 
the case in a proper manner. : 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the Senator 
from California does not exactly meet the point of 
my objection to the amendment. It does uot rest 
upon the ground that there are not men of integ- 
rity and capacity to discharge these duties in such 
a way as ought to give entire satisfaction to the 
Senate and the country; but it rested’ upon this: 
‘That we had strong reason to believe that any 
person who might be sent there for the purpose of 
discharging these duties, would either fall a victim 
to temptation, or a victim to vilification. What 
is the case here? Four men of unimpeachable 
reputation were sent out to California as Indian 
commissioners, and immediately after they entered 
upon their duties, they were found engaged in un- 
Jawful transactions, and were generally charged 
by the whole newspaper press of that country with 
being engaged in participating in fraudulent con- 


I am not sure that 


tracts on the Government. Here, where these 
| four commissioners have fallen, you propose to 


same difficulties, the same dangers, to make an 


and illustrious predecessors. Now, sir, I submit, 
if there is not good reason to fear that there would 
be something that would be injurious to the integ- 
rity and fatal to the reputation of the man who 
might be engaged in such an investigation? Then 
my objection was this: As he was not to decide 
private claims between individuals; as he was not 
like a judge, whose sentence has weight of its own 
force, but one whose opinions were to govern us 
from their moral influence, how could we hope to 
derive benefit from such an investigation, when he 
would come here either contaminated with corrup- 
tion, or with a general imputation upon him, 
however unjust, that he was so contaminated? 
That was the ground of my objection. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President,! cannot see 
any good reason for the proposed amendment to 
the amendment. I take this Administration to be 
a unit, and I do not see that it makes much dif- 
ference whether we leave this matter to the Presi- 


the Interior. I do not see any necessity for the 
change proposed by the amendment of the Sena- 

| pte 

tor from California. I would have preferred the 

amendment in its former shape. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the reading of 
the amendment as amended; and it was accord- 
ingly read, as follows: 

‘To enable the President of the United States to cause an 
investigation to be made of certain claims preferred against 
the United States for provisions alleged to bave been fur- 
nished to the Indians of California, 310,000. 

Mr. BAYARD. Upon that amendment I ask 
for the yeas and nays. I think it involves a very 
important principle, in. regard to which I agree 
entirely with the sentiments of the Senator trom 
Michigan. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken resulted—yeas 9, nays 34; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bel, Dawson, Foot, Gwin, 
Mallory, Pearce, Smith, and Weller—9, i 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Borland, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, Cass, Charlton, Chase, Clarke, 
Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Felch, 
Fish, Geyer, Houston, Jones of lowa, King, Mason, Meri- 
wether, Miller, Norris, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Spru- 
ance, Sumner, Toucey, Underwood, Upham, Wade, and 
Walker—s4. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ATCHISON. JI move that the further 
consideration of the bill be postponed until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope not. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I have agreat many amend- 
ments to propose to the bill by direction of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and I understand 
that we have now got through the amendments of 
the Committee on Minance. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. SEBASTIAN, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 


were reopened, and the Senate adjourned to Mon- 


day 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray. 4ugust 6, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
| by the Rev. Lirrieron F. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order is 


late the fees and costs to be allowed clerks, mar- 
shals, and attorneys of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
order of business. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to present certain resolutions of 
! the Legislature of Connecticut. 

There was no objection, and the resolutions 
were received by the House. 

Mr. VENABLE. I call for the reading of the 
! resolutions. - ` i 
| Mr. McLANAHAN. I ask whether this read- 


I call for the regular 


li ing will come out of the morning hour? 


' send out one man, exposed to the same trials, the | 


investigation of the proceediags of his four great | 


dent of the United States or to the Secretary of | 


ness; and after some time spent therein, the doors 


the consideration of House bill No. 146, to regu- |) 


i 


reading of the resolutions. 
The SPEAKER. The resolutions having been 
received, any gentleman has the right to have them 


read. 
Mr. VENABLE. I call for their reading. 


The resolutions were then read by the Clerk, 
as follows: 


STATE or CONNECTICUT, GENERAL ASSEMBLY, 
May Session, 1852. 

Resolved by this Assembly, That the union of the United 
States, and the Constitution by authority of which the Fed- 
eral Government is administered, were results of a spirit of 
compromise and mutual concession among the conflicting 
interests and sentiments of the people of different sec- 
tions of the country ; and that it is the duty of every good 
citizen now to exercise the same spirit of compromise and 
concession in cases of sectional differences of interest or 
opinion, for the purpose of preserving for themselves and 
their posterity the blessings resulting from that union and 


| government, in the perpetuity of which are involved not 


only the future welfare and prosperity of the people of this 
country, but also in a great degree the progress of the cause 
of civil and religious liberty and free government through- 
out the world. 

Resolved, That in a Government like this, in which all 
political power emanates from the people, by whom all 
rulers and legislators are appointed, and to whom they are 
responsible, it is peculiarly the duty of all citizens to yield 
cheerful obedience to all laws regularly enacted by their 
representatives, until such Jaws shati have been legally ad- 
judged by the proper tribunal to be unconstitutional. 

Resolved, ‘That the series of measures denominated the 
compromise measures, adopted by the last Congress, dis- 
posing finally and peacefully of a variety of questions whieh 
had previously disturbed the country, embarrassed the 
Government and the National Legislature, and seriously 
threatened the existence of the Union, were wisely adapted 
to the fair adjustment of the vexed questions at issue, and 
constituted a fair and equitable compromise of the whole 
subject ; and that said series of measures, as such com- 
promise, meet the full approbation of this Assembly. 

Resolved, That the act, termed the “ fugitive slave law,” 
is, in the judgment of thts Assembly, in accordance with 
the provisions of the Constitution, containing mercly pro- 
visions in detail necessary to carry into effect the provisions 
of that instrument; and that it is the duty of all good citi- 
zens to sustain the execution of said act by all lawful and 
proper means. 

Resolved, That his Excellency the Governor may be re- 
quested to transmit a copy of these resolutions to the Presi- 
dent of the United States, to the Governor of cach of the 
several States of the Union, and to each of our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress. 

Senare, June 23, 1852.—Passed. 
: L. B. BRADLEY, Clerk. - 
House oF REPRESENTATIVES, June 28, 1852.--Concurred, 
G. W. SAYLES, Assistant Clerk. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I move that the resolutions 
be Jaid upon the table and printed. ~ f 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I object to the printing. 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tions were ordered to lie upon the table. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 

rint. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to be heard. at 
some suitable time upon the motion to print, and 
upon the resolutions; but I do not desire to debate 
them now, as time is precious so near the close 
of the session. l move that the motion to print be 
postponed until the second Monday in December 
next, when we shall have more time to discuss 
them, which I am desirous of doing. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move the 
previous question upon the motion to print. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I desire. 
to know what will be the effect of the adoption 
of the previous question upon the motion to post- 
pone? 

The SPEAKER. 
posipone. 

The previous question was then seconded. 

Mr. CABLE demanded the yeas and nays upon 
ordering the main question; but they were not 
ordered. sag 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken, and the resolu- 
tions were ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions were ordered to be 
printed, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
was agreed to. 


FEES AND COSTS OF COURTS. 
Mr. OLDS. 


ness. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness, is the consideration of the following bill: 
“A bill to regulate the fees and costs to be al- 
‘lowed clerks, marshals, and attorneys of the 


It will cut off the motion to 


I call for the regular order of busi- 


OB 
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t circuit and district courts of the United States, 
“and for other purposes,” 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, if this were a bill 
merely to regulate the fees and costs of clerks, 
marshals, "and attorneys of the district and circuit 
courts of the United States, as it assumes to be, I 
should not trouble the House with any remarks 
upon it, notwithstanding I am persuaded it will 
work great injustice in this respect if passed. 

But I am sure, if gentlemen of this House will 
trouble themselves to read the bill carefully, they 
will find it involves the most material changes in 
the criminal law of the country. These features, 
I think, should arrest the attention of the House | 
before they give their sanction to the bill in its | 
present form. I hope this bill will, at least, be | 
recommitted, in order to have those obnoxious 
features stricken out. The features to which Ii 
now allude, and to which I shall only incidentally 
refer, may be found on the second and third pages 
of the bill. On the third page of the bill is the fol- 
lowing paragraph, viz: 

“Whenever there are, or shall be, several charges against 
any person or persons for the same act or transaction, or 
for two or more acts or transactions connected together, or 
for two or more acts or transactions of the same class of 
crimes or offenses which may be properly joined, instead 
of having several indictments, the whole may be joined in 
one indictment in separate counts; and if two or more in- 
dietments shall be found in such cases, the court may order 
them consolidated.” 


Itis known to every gentleman who has the ; 
least experience in criminal practice, that accord- 
ing to the English law, and according to the law 
as practiced in most of the States in this Union, | 
wherever there are found two or more counts in | 
an indictment charging felonies, the prosecuting 
attorney is always required by the court to make 
his election upon which of the counts he will pro- 
ceed to trial. This bill proposes to adopt an en- 
tirely different rule, and by authority of law, to 
reverse the practice, and place it in the power *of 
any court of the United States to try any person 
accused of crime, upon any number of counts. 
‘Lhe language is ‘ which may be properly joined,” 
not legally joined. Thus introducing a discretion 
dangerous in the extreme, if exercised by the 
courts, and jeopardizing the liberty of the citizens, 
by placing them within judicial legislation, Un- 
der a practice like this, the accused would not be 
safe. lt would be impossible for any man, la- 
boring under the disadvantages which usually sur- 
round those accused of crime in this country to 
prepare himself for a successful defense against 
the charge of two or more offenses. If prepared 
for one, he might be convicted of the other for 
want of evidence, not knowing for which offense 
he would be arraigned. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, on the fourth page it is 
said: ** When two or more charges are, or shall be 
t made, or two or more indictments shall be found 
“againsta person, only one writ or warrang shall be 
“necessary to arrestand commit him for trials and | 
‘it shall be sufficient to state in the writ the name 
“or general character of the offense, or to refer to them | 
“only in very general terms.” This is proposed to 
be the language of the criminal statute law of the 
United States in the nineteenth century—that 
crimes upon the face of the warrant are not to be 
specially described; that a man accused of crime 
is not to be informed by the warrant of what he 
is accused, and that the charges need only be de- 
scribed in very general terms. Our ancestors, 
three hundred years ago, defied and denounced 
this principle. It was one of the most odious ar- 
tifices of despotism. The twelve English judges 
jn the time of Elizabeth, denounced it, and in the 
time of Charles I. they reiterated their condemna- 
tion; and we are now, in this nineteenth century, 
asked to incorporate this tyrannical and odious 
principle in the criminal code of the Union. 

For the purpose of saving a few dollars to the 

Treasury, we propose to jeopard the liberty and 
security of every citizen of these United States. 
But l hope, nay I know, it is only necessary to 
call the attention of this House to the dangerous 
consequences emanating from such a proposition, 
in order to insure its rejection. A 

Another section provides: ‘t When an indict- 
‘ment for crime shall be tried before a jury, and a 
‘conviction is had, in addition to the attorney’s 
< fees allowed by this act, the district attorney may 
< be allowed a counsel fee in proportion to the Im- 
< portanceand difficulty of the case, not exceeding 
* thirty dollars.” 


| 


| of some of the States. 
‘| Justice, there are not many which have adopted it. 


| yet those courts and those officers were expressly 


| lished and used. There was unity of design, with 


| administration, whether simple or complex, easy 


| Maine and Louisiana, Maryland and Mississippi, 


This clause is said to be taken from the statutes | 
I hope, for the cause of | 


A premium of thirty doilars offered for rigorous 
prosecution! How long ere, under such tempta- 
ton, prosecating will degenerateintu persecution, 
ig not difficult to foresee. 

The sovereignty of the United States, with all 
the means and appliances of power, arrayed against 
a poor prisoner, suspected of crime, without 
friends or fortune to defend him, is a spectacle 
pitiable enough. When rewards for conviction 
are thrown into the scale against him, well may | 
the law commend him to Heaven for a safe deliv- į 
erance. 

1 shall not consume the time of the House any 
longer in pointing out the several obnoxious fea- 
tures of this bill, but wish to say that the principle 
of this bill is antagonistic to, and the reverse of all 
legislation upon this subject from the commence- 
ment of this Government. 

Mr. Speaker, all the lawyers of this House 
know that when the Federal judiciary was being 
organized, it was the anxious desire of the Con- | 
gress of those times, to make the Federal Gov- | 
ernment sit easy upon the several States. It was | 
the great solicitude to interfere as little as pos- 
sible with the machinery ofthe several States, and | 
particularly with the laws, the institutions, the ; 
customs, and the practices of their courts. In 
conformity with that desire, the Congress of 1789 
required that the process of the Federal courts, in 
each State should conform to the process of the 
several States, and that the laws and decisions of 
the several States should be the rules of decision 
in the Federal courts, wherever they would ap- 
ply. i i 

Thus, while a uniform system of laws and ju- 
risprudence was extended over the thirteen United 
States, the modes of executing and interpreting 
them were expressly varied to suit the preëxisting 
institutions and habits of the people. New courts ; 
were established, and new officers were created; | 


enjoined to adopt, as far as possible, the forms of 
process and proceeding, and principles of decision 
which the several States had respectively estab-' 


variety of detail. This regard for the rights of the 
States, proceeded as much from the necessity of 
the times, as from profound policy. Although all 
the thirteen States derived their jurisprudence from 
the common law and such statutes of Great Britain 
as were applicable to their condition, yet in the ; 
century which had elapsed between their coloniza- 
tion and the Revolution, local customs, colonial 
legislation, and judicial interpretation had estab- 
lished in each, forms of proceeding, and principles 
of interpretation peculiar to themselves, which it 
would have been onerous and oppressive to change 
abruptly, Each would have exclaimed, in the lan- ! 
guage of the Barons, 

« Nolumins legis anglia mutari.?? 

These judicial forms have become a part of the | 
laws, the language, and muniments of the State, | 
and the knowledge and practice of them a science 
or profession—varying in detail in almost every 
State in the Union—and in the values attached to 
them. 

Now, forthe first time, it is proposed to require 
all who administér the law, as attorneys, solicitors, 
clerks, or marshals, throughout the United States, 
except California, however different the modes of 


or difficult; whatever the length or brevity of pro- : 
cess; however different the forms may be in differ- : 
ent States, or however various the wages of labor : 
in such pursuits in different States, to adopt one 
horizontal scale of fees, whether adequate or not. 
The exception in behalf of California exposes the 
grossness of the proposition. The exception is | 
just—but why? Because a different standard of | 


| prices for labor prevails there. So with regard 


to judicial business in every State of the Union. 
the Kast and the West, the Northand South, have | 
different forms, different prices, which cannot be 
made to approximate any common standard. It 
would be as just to enact that one uniform price of 
manual labor should be charged, from Texas to 


Maine, as to put a uniform price on the time and |, y ; r j i 
i ‘thought) improperly interfered with. his duties; 
out the United States, without regard to the dif- |i 


Is, 


labor of attorneys, clerks, and marshals, through- 


| 
ferent circumstances which surround them. i 


id 


The original laws regulating the fees of these of- 
| ficers being based on the scale of fees, established 


7 in the respective States, adding one third, were 
‘| founded in equity and justice, having due regard 


ito the variety of place and circumstance under 
which the services were to be performed. Nobody 
is so well qualified to judge of the value of such 
services as the Legislatures of the States, and 
when provision is made for measuring the com- 
pensation of Federal officers, by the prices allowed 
In the respective States in which they serve, every 
precaution is taken which ordinary legislation can 
devise. 

Now, an entirely different spirit has come over 
us. Now, we are not only to have Federal courts, 
but we must have Federal process, exercised under 
Federal laws, with a total disregard to the local in- 
stitutions, to the local laws, and to the local prac- 
tices of the several States. 

There never has been, in my judgment, a bill 
introduced into Congress, showing the features of 
consolidation more obviously than this. Here a 
horizontal scale of fees is introduced. [ere general 
terms are used, wholly inapplicable to many of the 
States, under which no fee bill can be taxed, which 
imposes upon private citizens more than a hundred 
per cent. of legal taxation, in order to protect the 
Government. 

Look at the very first feature of the bill, upon 
page second. Thelegal taxable costs in every jury 
trial is to be $20. Now, it is only $10 under the 
act of 1789. (E omitted to state thatthe act of 1789 
provid :d that the costs, as taxed in the supreme 
courts of the several States, with one third-added, 
should be the allowance of attorneys and clerks in 
the United States courts.) This bill adopts an en- 
tirely different standard. Under that standard, in 
the State of Maryland, the legal cost of an attor- 
ney, as taxed, was $10, bat now, in every case in 
which there is a jury trial, the defendant is to be 
mulcted with $20 costs. 

What community atall involved in litigation, can 
bear oppression of this kind? Whence the change, 
Mr. Chairman? Do you find the citizens of the 
United Stales complaining of the judiciary system ? 
So far as I learn, there is no memorial addressed 
to us upon that subject. lt is the United States, 
the great corporation of the United States, which 
considers itself aggrieved. If it be aggrieved, let it 
address its remedy to its own wrongs, and not at- 
tempt to he upon every cilizen an addition of 
one hundred per cent. taxable legal costs in order 
to protect themselves. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill is not necessary to pro- 
tect the Government. The Government has the 
means of protection in its own hands. lt has al- 
ready adopted a Jaw requiring every officer, mar- 
shal, and State attorney, to return an account of 
their receipts; all whose salariés exceed 46,000, 
are required to pay the surplus into the Treasury. 
Es not this restraint sufficient? But they tell us the 
accounting officers of the Treasury say, the mar- 
shals and the clerks abuse this right; they make 
enormous charges, and do not faithfully account. 
Flas not the Government power to remove the mar- 
shals?—are they not appointed at pleasure, and 
would not any man justly obnoxious to this charge 
bea fit subject for instant dismissal? 

If the House will take the trouble to examine . 
document No. 2, accompanying the report of the 
Secretary of the Interior, they will find the griev- 
ance proceeds from an entirely different cause. 
Under the old system, the judges of the courts of 
the United States were required to examine the 
accounts of marshals and clerks, and certify them 
to the Government. By the act of 1842, this duty 
was transferred to the clerks; and the Acting Comp- 
troller says that the tendency of the transfer has 
been to induce the judges to neglect their duty, 
and to rely upon the clerk’s certificate, and that 
since that time the expenses have greatly increased, 
But the Acting Comptroller does not disclose the 
i whole case. In the document appended to the 


1 


‘| report of the Secretary of the Interior, will be 


t 


found a reference to a letter of Judge Dickinson, 
complaining of the indignities thrown upon the 
bench by the accounting officers of the Treasury. 
Judge Dickinson says: Judge Baldwin, for years 
‘before his death, actually refused to examine and 


| 


i 


‘| ‘certify accounts of the officers of the court, be- 


‘cause the officers of the Department (as he 


‘and Judge Grier made complaint of like con- 
+ © duct.” 
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This is the ground of the complaint. The act 
of 1798, and the subsequent acts up to 1842, had 
committed the interests of this Republic and the 


interests of the Treasury to the supervision of the |} 


judges of the district and of the circuit courts. 
But the accounting officers, not content with rely- 
ing upon that, undertake to revive and supervise, 


‘and to reverse their allowances; and the judges, i 
finding themselves treated with this indignity, ; 


have refused to perform. that special duty. You 
will find that the tables returned to this House, 


while showing an enormous increase in the ex- | 
penses of the judiciary system, show that that | 


increase commenced about the year 1842, about 
the time the supervision of the judges was with- 


drawn—about the time that this responsibility was 


divided between the clerks and the judges. 


We have not had time to probe the whole ex- | 


tent of this business. We have not had time to 
ascertain where the wrong is, or who committed 
it. Itis evident, from the papers returned with 
this bill, that the United States Attorney General 
gave opinions which authorized, to some extent, 
the revisions of the clerks’accounts by the account- 


ing officers of the Treasury ;and the language of the | 


first of these opinions—I refer now to the opinions 
of Attorney General Wirt—is exceedingly cau- 
tious. He expressly declares—‘‘The account, 
* then, is to be first submitted to the Auditor, and 
the is to examine it—not to control, in the slightest 
+ degree, the discretion with which the law has invested 


t the’court, but to see that that discretion has been ex- | 
‘ ercised upon the subjects pointed out by the law, or, | 


‘in other words, to see thal the account contains no 
‘items but those which are authorized by the law.” 
Other Attorneys General, Messrs, Butler and 
Crittenden, following in the wake of Mr. Wirt, 
have made subsequent decisions, the effect of 


which is, that the certificates of the judge of the | 


district or of the circuit courts is not conclusive 
of the law and the facts. And the accounting 
officers of the Treasury may be authorized to re- 
vise their certificates and their construction of the 
law. Any system which is subject to such a revis- 
ion must be productive of great injury to this 
country. 

Those of us who have any regard for the pro- 
fession of the law, those of us who have any 
veneration for the bench, and who would have the 
law interpreted by men bred to the law, should 
see, at least, that a proper respect is paid to the 
public functionaries of the law. I undertake to 
say that a bill could be framed, of some ten para- 


graphs, that would get at the whole of this evil, | 


and not subject the citizens of the United States 
to an onerous burden of one hundred per cent. of 
additional legal taxation, or the high judicial offi- 
cers of the country to unnecessary mortification. 
Mr. Speaker, I did not intend to dwell upon 
these general features. My great object was to 
show that the fee bill, as at present presented to 
this House, is not at all conformable to the law, 
the usages, and institutions of the State of Mary- 
land, or the District of Columbia, and that it will 
be impossible, under the present language of this 
bill, if all these laws of the United States are to 
be changed, for these officers to tax their fees atall. 
The District of Columbia is peculiar territory. 


The circuit court of the District has the powers of ii 
a county court under the old judiciary system of |, 


Maryland ; the powers of a court of chancery; is 


an appellate court from justices of the peace; is an | 
appellate court from the district court of the Uni- | 
ted States, of which the chief judge of the circuit | 


court is the sole judge; is an appellate court from 
the criminal court, and has the general powers of 
the court of the King’s Bench, and the power of 
issuing a mandamus. Besides this, it has local 
administrative powers—the power of appointing 
constables, power to grant licences, roads, &c. 


You will readily see, that any one performing |} 
and executing these administrative powers, must , 


have recourse to the laws of Maryland in order to 
execute them. IfI understand the bill now before 


me, the clerks of these courts will have no power |; 
to charge any fees except those here enumerated. | 
And this leads me to note one of the prominent dis- | 


tinctions in this bill from all others which have pre- 
ceded it. The learned chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary remarked that they had dis- 
carded the itemizing system. Gentlemen familiar 
with courts of justice know that fees in most of 
the States are charged item by item from term 
to term; but here all this system is discarded, 


|! and the clerk is to charge a round sum for all the 
i| services including the taxation of coùrts in each 
cause. Now, our fees are collected from term to 
term. Fees in the District of Columbia, and fees 
in the district of Marylarid go into the hands of 
the marshal as the suit progresses, and the largest 
portion of these fees are collected before judgment 
1s rendered; but under this system the large por- 
tion, if not the whole of these fees, is postponed 
until judgment, is obtained, and it may be, never 
will be collected. The tendency is to render a 
large portion insolvent. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Iask the gentleman from 
| Maryland whether he is aware of the amount of 
costs that has been paid by the General Govern- 
ment to the administration of justice in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in the year 1850, or in any other 
year within the last ten years? 

Mr. BOWIE. I have not looked particularly 
to the amount. My principle is this: ‘* Let justice 
be done though the heavens fall.” I shall not in- 
| quire into the costs. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I desire to make this 
further remark, whether the heavens fall or not, 
that the costs in this District, in the year 1850, for 
the administration of justice were upwerds of 
| $70,000. 

Mr. BOWIE. That may be so, and it may 
startle the gentleman from Pennsylvania; but I 
will undertake to say that if the same quantum of 
justice be administered in any other State of the 
Union, where liberal compensation is given to its 
officers, the amount will be the same. Whoever 
heard before of measuring justice by money? I 
hope that principle will never be ingrafted ‘upon 
the statute-book of the United States. Sir, I am 
an advocate of just and proper economy. Who 
would ask thata Procrustean bed of justice should 
be established in this country? Who would have 
justice administered at the expense of some one 
hundred and fifty officers of the Government? Ht 
is better that a thousand men be overpaid than 
; that one man be denied what is justly due to him. 
The system now presented isan onerous one; it is 
an impracticable one. It is one not atall conform- 
able to our laws and institutions, and one which I 
hope at least this House will not hastily force 
upon the State of which I am, in part, a Repre- 
sentative. There is no necessity for exceeding 
haste in this bill. It has just been laid upon our 
tables. The Representatives of the people have 
| had no time to examine it. It fell under my no- 
tice accidentally. I was surprised to see the fea- 
tures it contained, professing, as it did, to be 
merely a bill to regulate the fees of clerks, attor- 
neys, and marshals. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I have been thrown off from 
the line of argument I designed to address you. 
I was saying that the committee had departed from 
the itemizing system, and adopted a general aver- 
age system, that all causes are to be charged alike 
with but this distinction: that causes in which there 
| are jury trials $3 50 are to be paid; and causes in 
which there areno jury trials perhaps $2 50. ‘Then 
| follows another most singular clause, that in the 
records of the court all evidence is not to be re- 
| corded. Look, Mr. Speaker, if you please, to 
į page six of this bill: 

“ Tn equity and admiralty causes, only the process, plead- 


ings, and decree, and such orders and memorandums as 


j 
l 
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| may be necessary to show the jurisdiction of the court and 
{ 

I 


regularity of the proceedings, shall be entered upon the 
final record ; and in case of an appeal, copies of the proofs 
and of such entries and papers on file as may be necessary 
on hearing of the appeal, may be certified up to the appel- 
late court.” 

Who is to judge of what is necessary to show 
the jurisdiction of the court, or the regularity of 
ithe proceedings? What more important—what 
| more vexed question is ever presented to the high- 
į est courts of this country than questions of juris- 
i diction? And yet, to save the United States— 
| not a pauper—ihe paltry costs of a record in the 
| case no testimony 1s to be recorded, except such 
‘| as is necessary to show the jurisdiction and the 
| regularity of the proceedings. If an appeal be 
taken, then the necessary evidence is to be cer- 
tified up. So that any man who has a fee-simple 
f depending upon the muniments of that court, be- 
|i fore he can be entirely secured, must take an ap- 
i| peal. And if ever I should be employed in the 
| district or United States court, I would advise all 
|: of my clients, for their protection, to take an ap- 
ji peal in order that all the proceedings might be re- 

corded. 


i 
i 
H 
H 
! 


Mr. MEADE. I desire to ask a question for 
information. I wish to know from the gentleman 


| whether, by the practice of the equity courts of his 


State, it is usual, or ever the case that the depo- 
sitions of witnesses are spread upon the record 
books? 

Mr. BOWIE. I am not able to answer. I 
know that in all appellate cases it is so. 

Mr. MEADE. will tell the gentleman that, 
according to the equity practice of my State—and 
I had supposed it was the case in every State, be- 
cause it would swell the record books to an inter- 
minable extent, if it were other wise—depositions 
in equity causes are filed with the papers, but 
only such orders, decrees, and pleadings as are 
here enumerated in this bill, are spread upon the 
record. When a record is ordered from an infe- 
rior to a sup@rior court, the clerk then takes all 
depositions, and makes them a part of the record, 
but they are never spread upon the record book. 
Testimony always comes up in equity causes as 
part of the record; but in common law causes the 
testimony never goes up, except by bill of excep- 
tions it is made a part of the record. 

Mr. BOWIE. Iam aware of that. In all 
causes in which real estate is involved, decided 
upon decree, the whole proceedings are recorded 
in the county in which they occur; but, according 
to this bill, the clerk of the district or circuit court 
would keep no record of these proceedings at all, 
unless there was an appeal. 

Mr. MEADE. Iwil tell the gentleman from 
Maryland that I have seen and been engaged in 
chancery causes where, if everything he enumer- 
ates and requires to be of record were spread upon 
the record book, it would fill a volume of the rec- 
ord books. Sometimes there are five or six hun- 
dred pages of manuscript contained in the records, 
where the cause is carried up to a superior court, 
If the course suggested by the gentleman be adopt- 
ed, you will have to multiply the record books of 
the clerk’s office in the course of a few years to 
such an extent that a new building would be ne- 
cessary to hold them. 

Mr. BOWIE. This has been the practice in 
many of the States,and Iam not aware of any 
inconvenience having resulted from it in my own 
State. To say only such parts as are necessary 
to show the jurisdiction and regularity of the 
courts are to be made records—and in case of ap- - 
peal the balance may be certified up—is to invest 
the clerk with the highest judicial powers known 
to thelaw. If that discretion is to be vested any- 
where, it should be in the judge, and not in the 
clerk. 

Mr.MEADE. The gentleman, of course, does 
not wish to do injustice to the committee. The 
gentleman will perceive by the clause that he has 
objected to, that all process, all pleadings—of course 
including bills and answers—every decree, and 
every ordér and memorandum that may be neces- 
sary to show the jurisdiction of the court and reg- 
ularity of the proceedings, shall be entered upon 
the final record. That is, entered upon the record 
books. All the other papers in the cause, suchas 
testimony that is taken, is not made a part of the 
record unless the case is carried up. But in cases 
at law the oral testimony of witnesses is not made 
a part of the record. unless excepted to in some 
way or the other,and then it is made a part of the 
record. 

Mr, BOWIE. Unquestionably, there isagreat 
looseness of expression in this clause, but the dis- 
cretion to be exercised is one which should be in- 
vested in the judge, and not in the clerk; and, 
therefore, to that extent, at least, I think the 
clause is. defective, 

But, Mr. Speaker, itis complained that thera 
has been an excessive and extraordinary increase 
of the judicial expense ofthis Government, not at 
all corresponding with the progress of population. 
I would ask the House to refer to table A, which 
was relied upon for the purpose of establishing 
that position. In Doc. 2, p. 524, there is an ab- 
stract of the annual amounts presented in this form 
by the Acting Comptroller of the Treasury. He 
puts down the expenses from 1800 to 1801 at 
$42,000; from 1818 to 1821 inclusive, at $117,000; 
from 1830 to 1831, at $204,000; being an average of 
about $102,000. He then gives the aggregate from 
1842 to 1847, five and a half years, at $464,623. 
If these items be correct from 1831 to 1847, there 
has been no increase in the average expenses of 
the judiciary, because, if you divide the aggregate 


` $100,000, which account is suspended. There is | 
We are not informed what liti- | 
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of $464,000 by the time given it will give a divi- | 
dend of a less amount; instead of $102,000 it will 
give some $85,000 per annum; so that the vice is 
not in the system, the vice is in the administration 
of the system since 1847. 

‘Now, if the House will take the pains to turn 
to Mr. Whittlesey’s report, it will find that 
he shows these abuses emanate from particular | 
sections of the country. In this amount of $564,000 ; 
in 1850 and 1851, one account alone of the mar- į 
shal of Massachusetts amounts to upwards of 


no explanation. 
gation occurred in the years 1847, 1848, 1849, 
1850, and 1851, but that there was extraordinary 
litigation in these years must be apparent from 
the amounts. Yet, upon the face of this paper 
an argument is addressed to the discretion of this 
House, based alone upon the numerical, arithmet- 
ical proportion of increase from the year 1801. 
The expenses of the year 1801 is adopted as the 
basis of the calculation. 

If you take the intermediate years, from 1831 
to 1847, I am authorized to say, calculating from 
the papers Jaid before us, there is not that increase 
and extravagance which has been alleged, and 
there must be some special cause known to the 
accounting officers, which, if laid before this 
House, would sufficiently explain it. I am no 
apologist of extravagance. I admit that in the 
accounts returned from some districts—from the 
district of Louisiana, the district of New York, 
and the district of Massachusetts, there are ac- | 
counts which unexplained are exorbitant. Some | 
of the gentlemen rendering these are eminent. mem- | 


| 

bers of the bar, and I am not willing to prejudge | 

them without giving them an opportunity to be jj 
| 
i 
i 


heard. I am not willing, in other words, because | 
some four or five district attorneys, or four or five | 
marshals of the United States, seem to be prina | 
facie unfaithful and untrue to their duties, to pass | 
a sweeping condemnation upon all the officers in | 
the United States who occupy similar positions, 
We have already laws reducing their compensation 
to $6,000. We have compelled them to conform 
to that sum, and whatever they make over and 
above goes into the public Treasury. Before we 
make these accounts the basis of legislation, let us 
summon these gentlemen before a committee of | 
this House, and give them an opportunity to ex- | 
plain. Lt. would be nothing more than sheer | 
American justice. The former estimates of the old | 
system are shown by the certificates sent-us from 
the accounting bureaus, not to have been extrava- | 
gantand exorbitant; and it is ouly within a short 
time past these abuses have arisen. We should | 
ferret them out, and all who are unfaithful should 
be visited with the penalties of the law. I im- 
plore this committee not to be carried away by its | 
holy horror of extravagance, so far as to be guilty 
of injustice to individuals. 

Ihave attempted to show the total and entire 
unsuitableness of this fee bill to the District of 
Columbia. I understand that no complaint has 
come up to this House against the officers of this | 
District, or the officers of Maryland.. No com- | 
plaint whatever, in the whole course of their career, 

1 


has been raised againstthem. Then, considering | 
this House is the local Legislature of the District, | 
if they desire to stretch this law over the more dis- 
tant. portions of the United States, no harm can 
be done. by their modifying this bill to suit the pe- 
culiar circumstances of the State of Maryland and 
the District of Columbia. The honorable com- 
mittee have adopted this principle in one instance. 
They have distinguished between California and 
the other States of the Union. They have allowed 
double the amount of fees in the State of Califor- 
nia. I submit it to the good sense of this House, 
whether there is any justice in laying down a hor: 
izontal scale of compensation for clerks, marshals, 
and State’s attorneys throughoutithe United States, 
than there would be in laying down a horizontal 
scale of prices for wheat, hemp, tobacco, or cotton 
inall the States of this Union?, The labor of a 
clerk and marshal in the State of Maryland and | 
District of Columbia is as much his capital as the 
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|| mittee on the Judiciary, have come from the State 


| consent of the House; and if the previous question 


labor of the farmer or the planter in the West and 
South is his capital. The law should not under- 
take to lay a horizontal price upon labor or ser- 
vices anywhere unless there is some extreme ne- 
cessity for it. 

I do not mèan unnecessarily to consume the 
time of the House with remarks upon this subject. 
Tam exceedingly indebted to the learned chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary, [Mr. 
McLanauan,] and the House generally, for the 
opportunily they have given me of presenting my 
views, and the attention they have given me in 
| listening to them. I had hoped that some motion 
| would be made to commit this bill, but in the ab- 
sence of an opportunity to do that, I shall move 
| the amendments which I have offered, and hope, 
| under the peculiar circumstances of this District 
| and the State of Maryland, that at least the com- 
mittee will indulge me with adopting them. Let 
other gentlemen take care of their own constitu- 
i ents as they please. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ido not propose to go into a 
| discussion of the merits of this bill, although I 
| apprehend, from the indications in the Honse for 
the last few days, that there is a desire to pass 
this bill in its present or some modified shape. E} 
| desire to say to the House, that inasmuch. as a 
[grent portion of the complaints that have been 
|! made by theaccounting officers of the Gvernment, 
| and which the House have heard from the Com- 


of New York, my attention has been directed to | 
| the provisions of this bill, and I think that the} 
bill is net calculated to remedy the evils at which 
it strikes in the State of New York. I propose, 
therefore, to offer, before the previous question is 
moved upon the bill, some amendments relating 
particularly to that State. 

The SPEAKER. The committee propose to 
amend the first section of the bill, and, regularly, 
no amendment will be in order until that amend- 
ment is disposed of. j 

Mr. HAVEN. I was about to inquire whether 
this was the second reading of the section by | 
clauses? | 

The SPEAKER. The bill is open for amend- | 
ment by clauses. The committeee propose to | 
amend the first section, and therefore it will not ,; 
be in order to move any amendment until the | 
amendment of the committee is disposed of. It | 
| has been sometimes the practice of the House to 
allow amendments to be proposed, and voted upon 
in their regular order, before the previous question 
is called. It can be only done by the unanimous 


be now called and sustained, it will cut off the gen- 
tleman’s amendment. The Chair desires the gen- 
tleman, and the House, to understand the state 
of the case, before a call for the previous ques- | 
tion, 

Mr. HAVEN. It was for that reason that I 
| sought this early opportunity to put my amend- 
| ments in possession of the House. I think these | 
amendments are very important, in case the billis 
| to pass, and I am desirous of having them adopt- | 
ed, as | have drawn them at length. They have | 
reference to fees nowhere except in the State of 
New York. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Bow] and the gentleman from Mis- 
| souri, (Mr. Pururs,] as well as the gentleman 
from New York, (Mr. Haven,} have indicated 
their purpose to offer amendments to this bill, If) 
it be the unanimous pleasure of the House, those | 


having been offered, and embraced within the op- į 

| eration of the previous question, if it be ordered. 

A Voice. I object. | 
| 


H 
l| amendments will, in that form, be considered as i 
| 
1 
1 


Mr. WALSH. I hope they will be read first. 

Mr. CLARK. Ihave an amendment which F 
wish to offer, when the proper time arrives. 

The SPEAKER. Objection having been made, 
no amendment will be in order until, the first, 
amendment proposed by the committee is disposed 
|. of. 

Mr. STUART. 
been demanded? . 


| 
| 


Has- the previous question 


The SPEAKER. It has not. 

Mr. STUART. I-wish to say that a bill of 
this character ought not to be passed by this House 
under the operation of* the previous question. 
Unless the House by unanimous consent will con- 
sider the bill by clauses, and leave it open to 
amendment without the previous question, I think 
we ought to postpone it to some time when it can 
be considered, and when gentlemen throughout 
the Fouse can understand it. ° 

Mr. BOWIE. I move to commit the bill 

The SPEAKER. A motion is pending to re- 
commit the bill, but the motion to commit to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
would take precedence. 

Mr. BOWIE. I then make that motion.. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York (Mr. Haven] is upon the floor, and the gen- 
tleman cannot therefore submit the motion. 

Mr. HAVEN, I propose, before I yield the 
floor to accommodate the gentlemafi from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Bee as that appears to be the gen- 
eral desire of the House. , i 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I suggest to the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven,] as 
there are a number of gentlemen here who wish 
to offer amendments to this bill, that he permit the 
bill to be read by sections; so that we may act 
upon such amendments as have been reported by 
the Committee on the Judiciary, and such amend- 
ments as other gentlemen see fit to offer. I un- 
derstand that the Committee on the Judiciary do 
not desire to call the previous question, but the 
desire to have immediate action upon the bill. If 
gentlemen will pursue that course, and permit the 
bill to be read by sections, every gentleman will 
have an opportunity to offer such amendments as 
he may desire to offer. If gentlemen will not take 
this course, I give notice that L will in a very short 
time, if I can get the floor, move the previous 
question upon the bill. ; 

Mr. HAVEN, [I will take this opportunity to 
make a very few remarks, and to call the attention 
of the committee—because I assume that it is the 
desire of the entire Louse that this bill. shall be 
put in a proper shape in all its parts—I desire to 
call the attention of the committee to one or two 
provisions in the bill, in which I think that the 
committee have fuiled in the language they used to 
accomplish the object they desire. For instance, 
take the first section of the bill. It provides that, 
in lieu of the compensation now allowed to attor- 
neys, solicitors, and proctors in the courts of the 
United States, certain fees shall be allowed. By 
your laws in cases of admiralty, in the State of 
New York at least—I speak only for my own 
State—there are certain fees given to counsellors 
and advocates in those cases, and which aregiven 
by the act referred to by the chairman of the com- 


| mittee, the act of 1788 or 1789, T do not remem- 


ber which, in items amounting to quite as much 
as this sum which is given to proctors, Under 
this first section of the bill, instead oflimiting the 
amount, they desire to have taxed against the op- 
posite party a sum that is fixed in this section. 
The counsellors and advocates of the State of New 
York will tax an equal amount, to insert itin their 


‘| record, and collect it out of the opposite party. 


There should be an amendment for the purpose of 


| covering that object, if that was the object of the 


committee. The object which I had in view in 
drawing up the amendments I propose to offer 
was this: I propose, in the State of New York, ag 
these complaints come mostly from that quarter, 
to confine the compensation of attorneys, solicit- 
ors, proctors, counsellors, and advocates in all 
cases, whether at law, or in equity, or in. admi- 
ralty, to the same charges precisely that are given 
in like cases by the State laws for corresponding 
services in the supreme court of that State. Those 
members of the legal profession from my own 
State who are here, may well understand that this 
is nothing unreasonable or unfair. The amend- 
ment I propose will put all the business of the 
country which is done in my State, whether it is 
done in the State courts or in the Federal courts, 
upon an equal footing. Since the act of 1845, 


2114 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August 6, 


which extended admiralty jurisdiction to the Jakes 
and western rivers, almost half of the important’ 
commercial business, at least, of the county I rep- 
resent, is transacted in the district court, in admi- 
ralty. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Mr. Speaker, I am very 
much gratified at the spirit in which the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Haven] has come to the 
examination of this subject; but I think that the 
objections he has urged. against that part of the 
bill will not, in the language of lawyers, hold 
water. Attorneys practice in the courts of law, 
solicitors in the courts of chancery, and proctors 
in the courts of admiralty. Under the provisions 
of the act of 1799, in the admiralty courts, there 
is a compensation allowed to proctors of $17. The 
only compensation then allowed in this case to any 
class of practicing lawyers, in whatever court they 
may practice, is, in the case of à jury trial, $20— 


but $3 above what is allowed in the admiralty |j 


court. When there is no jury trial the item is 
rendered $10 in this bill. This is the only com- 
pensation that any lawyer can receivein any court 
in which he may practice under the laws of the 
United States. The gentleman from New York 
indicates that he would prefer that the House 
would adopt in this bill a provision limiting the 
attorneys of the State of New York to the com- 
pensation that is now allowed in the supreme 
court of that State. Why, sir, the great abuses 
which have grown up in the State of New York 
have grown up under that system. 

Mr. HAVEN. Wot one penny of thesum has 
ever been applied to the Federal courts. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Now, sir, the law, as 
it now stands, is, that the taxation of costs in the 
State of New York shall be made according to the 
existing fee bill in that State. Under the law of 
1848, which was found necessary to reduce the 
fees of lawyers in that State’s courts, the fees are 
remarkably low, and yet I defy any lawyer from 
the State of New York to point out a single in- 
stance in the Treasury Department, where the 
oe have been rendered under the fee bill of 

48. x 

Mr. HAVEN. That is the very difficulty that 
I propose to remedy by this amendment. The 
chairman of the Judicia Committee, if he will 
refer to the reportof the Comptroller and the first 
clerk, in the papers he has laid before us, will find 
that the difficulty complained of there is that the 
wording of the proviso of 1842 is such that the 
marshals, clerks, and officers of the courts in the 
State of New York, have evaded that provision of 
the law which declares that they shall be governed 
by the fees that are now, or may be hereafter, 
provided; and that they shall make out their bills, 
and the clerks certify them according to the law 
of 1799, and not according toany subsequent law. 
That is the very complaint that is made; and I 
propose, at the proper time, to point out the lan- 
guage used in my amendment for the purpose of 
remedying that very evil. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman from New 
York—the morning hour having expired—will al- 
low me to take the floor, I will move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. HAVEN. I always with great pleasure 
follow the lead of the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HOUSTON, 
have indicated. f 

Mr. EDGERTON. Willit bein order to move 
to go into Committee of the Whole on the Private 
Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. 


I then make the motion I 


It is in order. 


Mr. EDGERTON. Then I make that motion. |) 
Mr. HOUSTON. I consulted with my friend |: 


from North Carolina [Mr. Danrer] before I made 
my motion, and he told me that he would not insist 
upon devoting this day to private business. He 
said that he desired to proceed with that class of 
business to-morrow, but that he would yield to 
the civil and diplomatie bill to-day. 
_ Mr. EDGERTON, Then I withdraw my mo- 
tion. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
ron's motion, and it was agreed to, 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 
So the rules were suspended, and the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. PasLrsin the chair,) 


and resumed: the consideration of House bill No. 


matic expenses of Government for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1853, and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN.. When the committee last 
rose, there was pending before the committee an 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. Jounson] to insert after line eight 
hundred and fifty-four, the following: 

For the repair of the two bridges over the Eastern Branch 
of the Potomac, $4,750. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. At the time 
that item was under debate yesterday, there was 
a misapprehension existing here between the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. Smarr] and myself, in 
the course of the discussion with regard to it. A 
total misapprehension existed at the time, and the 

passage that occurred between us wasall wrong— 
wrong upon my part; and if upon that of any other, 
itis all right now. Jregret it very much, and do 
not wish that it should ever be remembered. I 
hope it will not be. 

Mr. SMART. I respond with great pleasure 

to the honorable remarks of the gentleman from 
Arkansas. I will say that I misapprehended his 
first remarks to me, which caused me to speak 
-with more than usual warmth, but I am satisfied 
that there was no unkindness intended; that so far 
as Í am concerned | have always entertained the 
kindest feeling towards him. Any misapprehen- 
sion that may have existed at the time has been. 
mutually explained, and I am glad to say there is 
now nothing to interrupt the good feeling that has 
hitherto existed between us. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Joun- 
son’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move the 
same amendment, only altering the sum to $4,850. 
The original amendment was $5,000. This was 
offered, sir, by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
{Mr. Srayron,] with a full understanding of this 
case. I do not sincerely believe that the House 
fully appreciates the state of these bridges, or, if 
they did, I feel persuaded that they would make 
the appropriation that is asked for in this amend- 
ment. p 

We, sir, by an act, compelled the owners of 
these bridges to sell out, or else, in consequence 

of the position in which we had placed them, their 
corporate privileges were tð fall dead upon their 
hands. They never received the actual money 

i from this Government which they had expended 
upon these bridges. They never received their 
capital even back. This { state merely by way 
of elucidation, as the case has nothing.te do with 
them; but when we took these bridges from them, 
and made them free, and cut off the means that 
would have accrued to preserve them in repair, 
we took upon ourselves the responsibility, as | 
regard it, and the duty of maintaining them in at 
least as good a condition as they were maintained 
under the corporate privilege that once existed in 
regard to them. 

Now, sir, these bridges are decaying. One of 
these free bridges has been already swept away; 
| and we are doing nothing to restore it. The whole 
community are suffering from the destruction of 
this bridge, and yet gentlemen conceive, if we ap- 
propriate any portion of money at all for their 
preservation—works that we made by our own 
action public works—that we are giving money 
illegitimately from the Treasury. This is not a 
just consideration of this matter. If we will look 
at the millions of Government property now with- 
in this District—and I imagine l am saying noth- 
ing extravagant when I say that $25,000,000 of 
“public property is within this city-—-which pays 
not one single cent of revenue to the city, and that 
| the whole taxes that they have; are collected from 


; citizens and private property—I think we ought 
to feel, when there is no tax whatever paid by this 
Government, that we are bound to contribute 
something to a District ‘where the whole of the 
‘functions of the Government are concentrated. 
| Every branch of the Government feels, in some 
| measure, the wants that are created, and that re- 
i sult from the inability of the population in the 
| surrounding country to get to the city with their 
| 

| 


marketing. It raises the price of living to such an 
extent as to call upon us directly to appropriate 
from the Treasury an incfease of salaries, to eñ- 
| able men to stay here at all, and discharge the 
| most ordinary duties of this Government, 
' Mr. VENABLE. Iam utterly opposed to any 


196, making appropriations forthe civil and diplo- | 


illiberal legislation towards this District. f am 
willing to do whatever is right and proper, but I 
think the view of the subject presented by my 
friend from Arkansas [Mr. Jonsson] should lead 
us to a different conclusion to the one at which he 
has arrived. He says we committed a great 
outrage upon this District in buying the toll- 
bridges, and building a free bridge. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman does not state 
me truly, but never mind. 

Mr. VENABLE. [shall certainly not misstate 
the gentleman. He says we break down the cap- 
ital of the corporation by purchasing their property 
i at full value, and build a free bridge in the place 
over which they paid toll. The gentleman cer- . 
tainly goes upon the principle that because we 
give $10 to a man, we ought te give him $50, and 
that if we failed to do so we committed an outrage 
upon his rights. I do not see why we are bound 
to pay for repairing these bridges, because’ we 
have relieved them from paying toll. The gentle- 
man used another argument, that, as the Gov- 
ernment pays no tax upon the property which 
it holds here, all taxes raised in the District, 
are paid upon private property. Whilst this is 
true, apparently, it is not so in fact. Look, sir, 
at the vast amounts voted this District in the an- 
nual appropriation bills. There are always some 
large sums to cut down and grade their streets, and 
to do anything else which the District asks. É 
have known them to spend the money voted in 
removing the same earth two different times in 
the course of a single year.. We have given them 
whatever they ask. Look at the annual appro- 
priations made for the improvement of the city. 
‘They amount to twice as much as any tax that 
could be properly levied upon public property 
here. In addition to this we assumed a debt of 
$1,000,000. We give them money every time 
they ask it, and yet, like the prodigal son, they 
come back and say we never settle our accounts 
with them, and ask for more. If you take the an- 
nual appropriations made for this District, and 
compare them with the taxes paid upon property 
here, you will find that we pay fully as much as 
we would in the way of taxation. Iam not dis- 
posed to pursue an illiberal course towards this 
District. I have voted for appropriations some- 
times: against, my own judgment, but only when 
requested to'do so by those who were better in- 
formed upon the matter than myself. But surely 
the District has no right to complain of us, that 
after we have made their toll bridges free, and paid 
the owners, that they arenow asked to keep those 
bridges in repair. That seems to me to be the 
plain business-like and practical view of the ques- 
tion, and for that reason I have voted against, and 
shall continue to vote against these appropriations. 
j I never will vote a cent to build a new bridge in 
the place of the old oneacrossthe Potomac, which 
has destroyed the channel. It was a nuisance, 
| and it ought never to have been built there. With 
i regard to the other bridges, it is little enough for 
| the people of the District to keep them in repair 
! when we relieve them from the tax of paying toll. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. it seems to me that this 
question is not very well understood. J move to 
amend the amendment by increasing the amount 
‘$50, so as to make it $4,900. I wish the House 
to act understandingly upon this matter, and Í 
ask their attention for a moment to this question. 
We have these bridges in the condition in which 
they are represented, and no one denies that they 
may be passed. I have watched narrowly, and 
no man has disputed the statement of either the 
gentleman from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] or the 
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings 
! and Public Grounds, {Mr.Srawron, of Kentucky,] 
whose duty it is to take care of the interests of 
this city, and the whole Republic, in refererice to 
this matter. In the first place, we proposed, as I 
i understand it, to build a new bridge, thereby ren- 
dering valueless the bridges upon which toll was 
collected. Now, suppose we had built a new 
bridge, I ask whether we should have had to keep 
that bridge in repair? But the owners of these 
bridges conclude to sell out, and we take them. 
‘In what respect do we stand differently now from 
-what we should have stood if we had gone on and 
built the bridge which we had agreed to do? There 
is one other consideration. These bridges are 
upon our hands, and it is our duty to take care of 


them. I ask the consideration of the committee 
i to this. If we neglect them now, and injury ve- 


1852. 
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Wil it be the Commissioner of Public Buildings? 
Certainly not, for he has warned Congress, through 
the appropriate committee, and that committee 
comes in here, and, through its chairman, tells 
you that this appropriation is necessary. I beg to 
know if they do not understand this matter better 
than this House? What trouble have we taken? 
What man ef this committee has taken the trouble 
o inform himself in regard to the condition of 
hese bridges? And yet, sir, the men appointed 


for that purpose—the Committee on Public Build- | 


ings and Grounds, by their chairman, come here 
and tell you that it is absolutely necessary that 
this money should be appropriated, and insist 
upon it. ‘The gentleman from Arkansas, who, it 
seems, is familiar with this matter, tells you, in his 
usual earnest manner, that this appropriation is 
absolutely necessary. Now, sir, in the name of 
Heaven, how are we to legislate? 
gislate upon our crudenotions of economy? Here 
iS an appropriation which, if we can believe the 
men who were appointed for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the fact—and I trust no man will doubt 
their sincerity, honesty, or intelligence—is neces- 
sary, why should we go behind their opthions 
upon a matter which they understand, and we con- 
fessedly do not? Supposing we do, and when we 
come together here again, next winter, we find 
those bridges swept away, [ask whether there is 
a man in the committee who opposes this appro- 
priation, who will not feel guilty of neglect for 
which he himself ought to be held in part respon- 
sible? In my judgment, this is an appropriation 
(and Lam not very extravagant) which is called 
for in the only mode in which we ought to vote 
appropriations—upon the recommendation of the 
appropriate committee. Is it said that the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means have not seen fit to | 


put this item in the bill. I beg to know if they 
are to override, in the discharge of their duties, 
the committee whose appropriate duty it is to see 
to this matter? The Committee of Ways and 
Means ought not to be expected to go into these 
details. They know that the committee appointed 
for the purpose is the one to attend to it. And 
when the Committee of Ways and Means see fit 


to leave it out, I beg to know if the Committee on | 
Public Buildings and Public Grounds are not in | 


duty bound to make an appeal from the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to the House ?~and 
what gentleman is there here who will feel dis- 
posed to withhold the small amount called for of 
$4,900 for an object which every one here must 
believe is an important and necessary one? 

Mr. HEBARD. Iam opposed to that amend- 
ment to increase the appropriation. I will say 
here that I have no hostility to the District of 
Columbia, and I have no stinted notions of econ- 
omy in relation to making appropriations for any 
of the purposes for which they are called. As 
often as I have had occasion to vote apon them, I 


have voted as liberally, I apprehend, as others. ; 


The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. Creve- 
LAND} seems to base his notions in relation to the 
propriety of making this appropriation upon the 
fact that the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Public Grounds has recommended 
it, as he says, ina very earnest manner. Hesays 


he is prepared to follow the recommendation of || 


that gentleman, because he knows more about it 
than anybody else. Now, I should liketo know 
what that gentleman does know about it; more 
than any one of us? Was he examined these 
bridges? Has he taken any testimony in relation 
to the wants and necessities in regard to them? 
Mr. CLEVELAND. f will answer the gen- 
deman’s question. He asks what the chairman 
of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
knows about this matter, more than the rest of us? 


I answer, that he has this information from the | 


gentleman who was appointed especially to take 
care of this property—the Commissioner of Public 
Buildings and Grounds. And I now ask the gen- 
tleman frora Vermont, in return, whether he has 
taken the same trouble to inquire of that gentle- 
man, whose especial duty it is to see to this 
matter? . 

Mr. HEBARD. I do not know that that inform- 
ation becomes more important to us from having 
been filtered through the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. I suppose 
all the information that comes from the Commis- 
sioner comes alike to us all, and that we can act 


Are we to le- | 


| guished Senator—a friend of that individual—upon 


` bridges from their owners. 


“persons who live above, and who now cross at that || 


| 
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sults, and loss of property, who will be to blame? | 


on itas well from his recommendation as by having 
it indorsed by the chairman, unless he has some 
new facts to communicate. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I will say to | 
the gentleman, if he will permit me, that, by the j 
law of 1840, the Commissioner of Public Buildings 
and Grounds is directed to make his report to our 
committee; and the law directs that we shall act 
upon his report, and report it to the House before 
itis acted upon by the House. 

Mr. HEBARD. I had not said what I meant 
to say, when the gentleman interrupted me. If I 
had been allowed to proceed, I should have been 
through by this time. I meant to say, in reply 
to the gentleman from Connecticut, that when 1: 
yesterday called on the chairman of the Commit- | 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to know | 
whether or not the appropriation made at the last | 
Congress, in reference to the repair of these bridges | 
had been expended, the gentleman did not know, | 
but presumed it had. I inquired of him, also, in | 
relation to the particular amount necessary for | 
these bridges, and he could only give it in general | 
terms, and by using the language of the Commis- : 
sioner on Public Buildings. I 

Mr. STANTON. I read you his report. | 

Mr. HEBARD. I mean this in reply to what į 
has been said by the gentleman from Connecticut. | 
This application does not come to us with any | 
more force, in my opinion, because the Committee | 
on Public Buildings and Grounds have recommend- į 
ed it, so long as they are in possession of no mare | 
facts in regard to it thag this House is in posses- | 
sion of. Now, Ido not know but that this may | 
be all necessary; but the Committee of Ways and | 
Means have not made such an investigation in re- | 
gard to it as to have been able to recommend it. ; 
lt does not appear to me that anybody has made 
such an investigation. If investigation had been 
made, and the particular wants and necessities 
pointed out, L certainly should have voted as cheer- 
fully as any gentleman here, for the necessary | 
appropriation. The only hesitation I have, is be- 
cause we are constantly running into expenditures 
and extravagances without sufficient investigation. | 
The only question with me is, whether this money 
is needed. 

Mr. CLEVELAND asked for tellers, on the | 
amendment to the amendment; but they were not || 
ordered. s 

The question was then taken upon the amend- | 
ment to the amendment, and it was decided in the | 
negative. 

So the amendment to the amendment was not 
adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out the words ‘eight | 
hundred and fifty,” so as to reduce the amount 
of the appropriation to $4,000. > 

Mr. J. said: [t has been assumed in the discussion | 
of this subject that the Government has forced the || 
owners of these bridges to sell them. So far from |} 
that being the fact, .the owner of one of these! 
bridges, who has been employed in the Capitol for | 
many years, session after session of Congress, did | 
allin his power to induce the members of this 
House to vote an‘appropriation to buy thatbridge. 
Not only this, but, to my knowledge, a distin- 


j 


more than one occasion, and at more than one ses- H 
sion of Congress, came into this House when the || 
bill was pending, and appealed to the members of 
this House to vote for the bill making an appro- |/ 
priation to buy that bridge. It js said, | know not | 
with what truth, that that individual—the owner H 
of one of these bridges—paid some two or three | 
thousand dollars for it, and then sold it to the Gov- 
ernment at a valuation, under an act passed in 1848, : 
I believe, appropriating $30,600 for the purchase of | 
these two bridges. That act directed the Secretary 
of the Treasury to have the bridges valued, and 


when they were valued, they were purchased and 
paid for outof that sum of $30,000. That is, so 
far as I know, the history of thepurchase of these 


I think myself, that if the Government. is to | 
keep up a bridge, one of these bridges is sufficient, Í 
for I see that they are not more than a mile apart; : 
one of them is here at the navy-yard, and the other : 
is about one mile above it. If, for instance, the: 
upper bridge was superseded, or should go out of j 
use, I do not suppose it would extend the travel of- 


bridge, more than half a mile, if they hadto come | 


to thelower bridge; nor would it, I suppose, in- 
crease the tpavel of those who now cross the lower 
bridge more than one mile, and perhaps not that, if 
they had to goup to the other bridge. - In this cor- 
ner of the country down here betweenthe Eastern 
Branch and the Potomac, for whose particular 
benefit the lower bridge is kept up, I suppose there 
can be but very few persons. It is a very small 
extent of country. 

Mr. BOWIE. The lower bridge leads to a sec- 
tion of country one hundred miles long, and on 
the line of the mails from Washington when car- 
ried by carriage. There are four counties lying 
on the peninsula between the Potomac and Ches- 
apeake Bay, with which this is the main artery 
of connection, 

Mr. JONES. Task the gentleman, how much 
further the people living one hundred miles down 
the Potomac, would have to travel to get to Wash- 
ington if they crossed at the upper bridge, than 
they would have to travel if they crossed at the 
lower bridge? 

Mr. BOWIE. Iam not aware of any connec- 
tion between the two roads. The upper bridge 
leads into the central part of Maryland, and the 
lower bridge into the peninsula. 

Mr. JONES. Well, sir. I crossed over there 
not long since, in the evening, at the upper bridge, 
rode down some three or four miles on the other 
side of the Eastern Branch, and returned across 
the lower bridge atthe navy-yard, and itcan make 
very little difference to the people who live four or - 
five miles below the Eastern Branch whether they 
take that road and come across the navy-yard 
bridge, or take the other road and come across the 
upper bridge. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, we 
have a great deal of business to transact, and we 
are, in my opinion, manifesting a great deal of 
heat upon a very small matter. [have but a word 
or two to say upon this subject. I am in favor of 
the original proposition, and opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee. The 
proposition, as I understand it, refers to the bridges 
upon the eastern branch of the Potomac, and not 
to the bridge upon the main branch of the Potomac. 
{ would not vote a dollar of appropriation to re- 
pair the bridge upon the main. branch, and the 
only fault Í have to find with the flood that we had 
here last winter is, that it did not sweep the whole 
structure away. I consider it a disgrace to the 
country, and an eye-sore to the landscape. 

Sir, I have no reply to make to the statement 
of the gentleman from Tennessee as to the man- 
ner in which the Federal Government came into 
possession of these bridges. It is sufficient for me 
to know that she has purchased the bridges, and 
that it is her duty to keep them in repair. Now, 
sir, it appears to me that the old adage of “a 
stitch in time saves nine” applies to tiese bridges, 
because it is evident, from the information which 
has been thrown before the committee, that if you 
do not appropriate money enough now to keep 
tbem in repair, you will have to appropriate a still 
larger sum at some future time. You must repair 
the decay which is continually going of in these 
structures. 

The House seems to have been seized with one 
of its periodical economical spasins upon the sub- 
ject of the bridges across the eastern branch of 
the Potomac, and I am surprised to find gentle- 


j men upon this floor who, when the matter presents 


itself in the form of enormous appropriations, do 
not hesitate to vote any amount of money that 
may be asked, to any sort of claim that may 
come before Congress, refusing now to appropriate 


| $3,000 or $4,600 to keep in repair works that have 


been purchased by the United States, and thatthe 
United States is obliged, at one time or another, 
to keep in repair. Nor do I concur with the gen- 
tlemen who have thrown. out sneers at the inhab- 
itants of this District. I never knew the. people 
that inhabited the capital of any Government, 
State or Federal, that did not come in for the abuse 
of the legislators who met at such seat of govern- 
ment. itis the casein my own State. Itis the 
case in every State I] have ever been in. The in- 
habitants who live at the seat of government. are 
always the scape-goats to receive the overflows of 
bile of the honorable representatives who congre- 
gate there. I have seen nothing in the conduct of 
the inhabitants of this District, or in any applica- 
tion they have ever made to Congress, to warrant 
the constant sneers: thrown upor them by gentle- 
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men on this floor. Sir, they are under the pro- 
tection of Congress. We legislate for this District 
absolutely, and it is our duty, in a just, ay, and 
in a liberal spirit, to pass laws for their benefit, 
without seizing every occasion that presents itself 
to heap insult upon them. I hope that this com- 
mittee, without entertaining these amendments 
which are constantly offered, will vote an appro- 
priation corresponding with the amount that is 
recommended by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings.for.the repair of these bridges, because it is 
work that is absolutely necessary to be done. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
the amendment by striking out $4,850, and insert- 
ing $4,875. 

Mr. S. said: The gentleman from Tennessee 
{Mr. Jones] says that when the bill was pending 
for the purchase of this bridge, an individual 
stockholder was very active in getting the bill 


assed. | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I said the owner 


of one of these bridges. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, the owner of one of 
these bridges may have taken an interest in this 
matter; but he was the owner of the smaller of 
the two bridges. I now hold in my hand a me- 
morial which was offered at the time this bill was 
pending before this House, and the memorial re- 
monstrates against the passage of the law because | 
it would inflict a gross injustice upon the stock- 
holders of the company. The memorial is under 
consideration by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
at this moment. 

The memorial is from the president and directors 
of the company, and shows the value of the stock 
held by them. I read all but the formal parts: 


“That it has come tothe knowledge of your memorialists 

that a bill has passed the Senate of the United States, and 
is now before your honorable body, appropriating the sum of 
30,000 to provide for a free bridge over the Eastern Branch, 
between the city of Washington and the State of Maryland, 
either by the purchase of one or both of the bridges already 
erected, (if they can be purchased for that sum,) or by the 
erection of a free bridge, in ease the proprietors of the ex- 
isting bridges should decline giving them up for the sum 
proposed. 
“ Your memoriatists have entire confidence in the desire 
of Congress to do not only that which is liberal to the Dis- 
trict, but also just to individuals, and they fee) assured, 
that in order to secure the speedy rejection of the biil 
alluded to, or else such an increase in the appropriation as 
will be sufficient to give to individual owners the cost and 
actaal value of their property, it is only necessary to make 
known to your honorable body the fact, that in the bih 
above-mentioned, the Congress of the United States pre- 
sents to the Navy-Yard Bridge Company the unpleasant 
alternative of the entire destruction, in value, of their 
property in the erection ofa (ree bridge-at the side of their 
own, or the surrender of their property at a large sacrifice, 
by an involuntary sale, upon terms as to the fairness of 
which they have not been consulted, yet into acquiescence 
in which they are by the bill morally coerced; the poor 
choice (if choice it ean be called) of taking a part of that 
which they held on the faith of a Congressional charter, or 
losing the whole. 

«© Your memorialists do not fora moment suppose that this 
alternative was presented in the bil} for the purpose of co- 
eercing a sale at a burdensome loss to individuals, bat, on 
the contrary, that the sum appropriated was supposed to 
be sufficient to cover the full value of the existing bridges. 
Your memorialists, therefore, deeming a notice ofthe fact all 
that is necessary in such a body to secure them from injus- 
tice and loss, would simply state, that their capital stock is 
$37,500, on which they regularly receive a profit of six per 
cent. per annum, after defraying expenses for repairs, 
bridge-keeper, &c., and reserving a handsome sum for ex- 
traordinary emergencies; for the correctness of which state- 
ment they-invite an inspection of their books and papers. 

s* Whilst, therefore, your memorialists are not. anxious 
to part with property which yields so sure and regular an 
income, they would nevertheless not wish to stand in the 
way of the public interest and convenience, if the actual 
eost and value of their property should be offered them, 
notwithstanding its value is yearly increasing. Their ob- 
ject is not to drive a bargain, but to shield themselves from 
Joss. 

« Your memorialists would therefore respectfully pro- 
pose that the appropriation should be raised to a sum sufi- 
cient for the fair purchase of the two bridges, or else, that 
an act should be passed authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay such a sum as three disinterested individ- 
uals should award after a full examination of bridges, books, 
and papers, and of such facts as may be brought to their 
knowledge.” ; 


Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, in the re- 
marks which have just fallen from the honorable 
Representative from Kentucky, [Mr. Brecxin- 
RIDGE, ] he speaks of the overflowing of bile upon 
the part of gentlemen upon this floor against the 
inhabitants of this District. Now, sir, I rise for 


the purpose of setting myself right upon this sub- | 
ject before this House, the District of Columbia, ; 
and the country. I have no bile, nor have Į over- | 


flowed any upon the people of this District; nor 
have | intended to use disrespectful language to 
the people of the District. The position which | 
assumed yesterday, and which I assume here to- 


day, is this: 1 stated distinctly on yesterday that 


I had too much respect for the people of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to encourage them to pursue a 
policy calculated, in my opinion, to foster in their 
minds a spirit of pauperism. I was not disposed 
to encourage them to come here every session of 
Congress and ask us for bounties, because. I be- 
lieve that where that spirit is encouraged it has a 
tendency to degrade the people where it is en- 
couraged. Now, I say once for all, that this was 
not that overflowing of bile which the gentleman 
from Kentucky has denounced. 

But what excites the intemperate zeal of the 
gentleman who advocates the making of these 
grants to this people? Cannot he return proper 
respect and decency to men who entertain differ- 
ent sentiments from himself? Cannot he withhold 
his slanderous charges? And the gentleman from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] who hurled his slan- 
ders at me and my State on yesterday, because I 
took the liberty of an independent freeman in ex- 
pressing my sentiments fearlessly in the face of 
the public sentiment of this District—I say to that 
gentleman, that it is my intention to improve the 
earliest possible opportunity—and I will do it to- 
day if the House will give me permission—to de- 
fend my State and its institutions from the foul 
charges which have been hurled against it and 
them, upon this floor, contrary to the rules of 
order which should govern every gentleman upon 
this floor. J ask the House if they will grant me 
the privilege of defending my State from these 
charges, which have, contrary to the rules of this 
House, been made against her and her institu- 
tions? 

{Cries of ** Nol? ** Not” and ‘ Agreed !?7] 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman must con- 
fine himself strictly to the subject of the amend- 
ment under consideration. ; 

Mr. SKELTON. Well, sir, then I will take 
the earliest opportunity—the first which presents 
itself—to repel the unjust charges against my 
State and her Representatives. 

(Cries of “Order!” “ Order !?’] 

Mr. SKELTON. A few words now. with re- 
gard to the argument which is presented by gen- 
tlemen upon the other side of the House—an ar- 
gument upon which I wish to show you that this 
proposition is based upon injustice, and it is upon 
this principle alone that I oppose the appropria- 
tion. It is this: The gentleman from Connecticut 
[Mr. Crrverany] tells us that because-we have 
made or purchased these bridges, and furnished 
them to the inhabitants of the District free of cost, 
we must now keep them in repair. Why, sir, I 
ask the gentleman what he would think if he 
were to present me with a valuable house, and 
then I were to turn round and tell him, ‘* You 
have given mea house, and now it is your duty to 
keep it in repair!” Why, sir, the logic is false. 
There is no principle of justice upon which it can 
be sustained. If we have been generous and lib- 
eral to the peopleof this District, that is no reason 
why it should be demanded of us that we should 
continue that liberality. Sir, I came here to advo- 
cate: principles: of justice, and I demand of the 
Representatives upon this floor that they shall act 
upon principles of justice as well as generosity to 
the people of this District. What reason is there 
that they should pension themselves-upon our gen- 
erosity ? 


Mr. JOHNSON, 


Sxe.ron.]} 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order. ; 

The amendment to the amendment was then re- 
jected. 

The motion then recurred upon Mr. Jounson’s 
amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ido not propose to 
make a five minutes speech, but I move to reduce 
the appropriation one dollar, for the purpose of 
saying that the gentleman from New Jersey 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be com- 
pelled to restrict debate within a very narrow com- 

ass. 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Very well; I have 
only a word to say upon this matter. I wish to 
say; as a preliminary remark, that the gentleman 


No further debate is in 


of Arkansas, . One word in| 
‘reply to the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 


from NewJersey was altogether mistaken when he 
supposed that I intended any reflection upon him- 
self, or any other member of the House. 1 did 
speak of the members of this House pouring out 
their superfluous bile upon the people of this Dis- 
trict, : 

Mr. SKELTON. Is that very respectful lan- 
guage to the members of this House? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. The gentleman will 
be kind enough to take his seat. I was about to 
exempt him. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. 
from Kentucky to order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself to the amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I have only a word 
more. I was proceeding to say, that according to 
the statement of the gentleman from New Jersey, 
the observation I made did not apply to him, for 
he has exempted himself from the scope of the 
remark by declaring that he entertamed no such 
feelings. l therefore desire to say, that- I meant 
| no reflection upon him or any other member of 
; the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. J wish merely to 
say to those who may be interested, that the me- 
morial from which the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. Sranron] read, remonstrating against the 
purchase of this upper bridge was by the owners 
of the lower one. They remonstrated against the 
injustice which would be done them by purchasing 
i the upper bridge and making it free, without pur- 
i chasing the other also; and the effect cf the me- 
| morial was to induce Congress to purchase both 
| bridges instead of one. That is the fact of the 
case in reference to this memorial. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (Mr. Jones 
yielding,) said: I am opposed to this amendment. 
But I desire to state that in debate yesterday upon 
the subject of these bridges, while speaking of the 
position in which the people of this District would 

e placed by the allegations made by the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, [Mr. Sxexron,] that they 
would be made paupers by appropriations of this 
sort, I alluded to what I had just been informed 
of by a gentleman whom I supposed to be a gen- 
tleman of truth, that a tax was levied in the State 
of New Jersey on strangers passing through. 

ae CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
i order. * 
Mr. JOHNSON. I said nothing with any un- 
| kind feeling. I indicated. no-unkindness either in 
| manner or anything else. 
| Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call the 
gentleman to order. 
| Mr. JOHNSON. There was no personality 
; mixed with my remarks, and you must-—— 
> Mr.STEVENS. [call the gentleman to order. 
| The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ar- 
| kansas is called to order by the gentleman from 
| Pennsylvania. The gentleman will state his point 
| of order. 
H 
{ 


I call the gentleman 


Mr. STEVENS. - I cannot see what the gentle- 
man’s remarks. have to do with, striking out one 
dollar. [Laughter.} 
|. Mr. JOHNSON. The gentleman’s humor is 
good humor, and he will always carry his point. 
|! The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was not agreed to. 
| Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I think we have 
consumed time enough upon this appropriation. 
I wish, however, to submit an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas. I 
move to strike out $4,850, and insert $4,999. I 
hope the committee will come to an immediate 
vote upon the appropriation. [suppose our minds 
| areas much made up now as they ever will be 
with regard to it. 

1 will say but a word or two in explanation of 
; my amendment. Five thousand dollars, I think, 
‘is the sum estimated by the Commissioner of Pub- 
lic Buildings as necessary to keep up these bridges, 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Eight thou- 
sand dollars was the estimate of the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings. The Committee on Public 
Buildings recommended but $5,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ah, it was the committee 
then who recommended the $5,000. Well, sir, 
$5,000 is perhaps, then, too small an amount; but 
at least it is as small an amount.as will be neces- 
sary. Now, I concur with the gentleman from 
| Kentucky, [Mr. Brecxinripee,] who replied to 


the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] that 
| whether these bridges ought to. have been. bought 
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or not in the first place is not the question under 
consideration. They are now owned by the Gov- 
ernment, and we are the public carriers. We have 
engaged to carry whatever is needed over them. 

. They are the bridges of the Government. They 
do not belong to the city, as the gentleman from 
Worth Carolina (Mr. Venage] asserted. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
alluded to me as opposing the policy of the Gov- j 
ernment in purchasing these bridges. I did not 
speak of the poli¢y at all. . I merely alluded to the | 
subject for the purpose of correcting an impression | 
in relation to the purchase. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, sir, as to whether it 
was right to buy these bridges is not the question 
now before the committee. 
now belong to the Government of the United | 
States, and we are bound in law and in morals to 
keep them up or to abandon them. Suppose an 
accident should occur upon. one of these bridges— ; 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I should like to ask the 
gentleman a legal question. ` 

M:.STEPHENS. Well, bequick. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CABLE. Itis, whether the United States 
have the right to attach the bridge, or whether 
they have the jurisdiction and ownership of the 
soil at each end of the bridge? 

Mr. STEPHENS. I suppose they have. I 
presume they have the same franchise that the 
original corporators had. I take that for granted. 

But I was proceeding to say, that if any acci- 
dent should occur, from your neglect, upon one 
of those bridges, you would be morally and le- 
gally bound as much as the original corporators 
for it; and, therefore, so long as we are the own- 
ers of these bridges, we should either keep them | 
up or abandon them. The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Venasie] said that the people of 
the District ought to keep them up. Why, sir, 
we have bought the bridges, and the people of the 
District have no right to repair them. 

Who is it that pays the fees of the officers of 
these bridges? The Government of the United 
States. Suppose the corporation of Washington 
were to raise a subscription, or tax the people to 
keep up those bridges. Why, sir, they would not 
be permitted to lay a plank there. Your officers 
have possession of them, and they are under your 
jurisdiction and control. And, again, I repeat that 
so long as we hold them, we ought to keep them : 
in good order. I wanta vote upon the question. 
I think we ought to pass it, and I hope the House 
will do so, Í 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, and I am equally opposed to any additional 
consumption of time upon this subject, as I hope | 
we may be able to get through this bill to-day. It 
is important that we should do so. I believe we 
all understand the subject, as well as we shall after 
further discussion, and 1 therefore hope the House 
will come to a vote upon the subject immediately, 
and let us pass on to other items of the bill, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I call for tellers ; 
upon my amendment. 

“Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to correct the gentle- | 
man from Georgia [Mr. Srepurns] in regard to 
the estimates. The estimates of the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings was $8,000. 

Mr. STEPHENS. So it has been explained to 
me, but the committee reported $5,000. 1 would į 
rather have $8,000, but as we cannot have that, 
and as $5,000 has been voted down, we will take 
$4,999. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Gooprenow } 
and Sreruens appointed. | 

The question was then taken on the amendment ; 
of Mr. Sreprens; and the tellers reported—ayes j 
80, noes not counted. l 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurring on the adoption of | 
the amendment as above amended— 

Mr. VENABLE demanded tellers; which were | 
ordered; and Messrs. HAMILTON, and STANTON of | 
Tennessee appointed. i 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- | 
ported—ayes 75, noes 46. | 

So the amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. STROTHER offered the following amend- į 
ment: 

For the repair of the Potomac bridge, $17,000. 

Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, the vote of the 
House just now taken recognizes the duty and 
propriety, on the part of this Government, of keep- 
ing up and preserving the connection between this 


I say these bridges || 


i 


District and the adjacent States; and every reason | 
which influenced the House in the vote just given, 
bears upon this question with increased and ac- ; 
cumulating force, since. the connection with Vir- | 
ginia is with a larger population and a larger ex- | 
tent of country, and of more extensive use to the | 
Government and to the people of the District. 
This connection is therefore more important than | 
the others. During the winter this river is oc- 
casionally frozen over, and in the absence of this 
bridge, all mail connection with the southern States 
is interrupted and sometimes cut off. 

Now, the committee will observe that I have 
placed in my amendment the sum of $17,000. I 
have adopted that sum on the report of the Com- | 
missioner of Public Buildings and Grounds, who | 
estimated that $20,000 would be enough to put! 
that bridge in repair, and to pay the expense of | 
the keepers. The expense of the keepers being 
estimated at twenty-nine hundred and some odd 
dollars, it leaves the round sum of $17,000 to be 
applied to the improvement of the bridge. The | 
facts in relation to this bridge, its purchase by the | 
Government, its ownership by the Government, 
are the same as in relation to the other bridges. | 
So that the cases being analogous, the committee | 
cannot hesitate to adopt the amendment. j 

The question being on the adoption of the! 
amendment of Mr. STROTHER i 

Mr. MEADE demanded tellers; which were | 
ordered; and Messrs. Srrorner and Mo tony || 
| 
| 


were appointed, el 

The question was then taken, and the tellers | 
reported—ayes 63, noes 50; no quorum voting. 

The roll was then called, with the view of ascer- 
taining the absentees. The following gentlemen 
answered to their names: 

Messrs. Abercrombic, Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Averett, ‘Thomas H. Bayly, Bissell, 
Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, G. | 
H. Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, | 
Caldwell, Lewis 1). Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cart- | 
ter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Churehwell, į! 
Clark, Cleveland. Clinginan, Cobb, Cullom, Curtis, Daniel, | 
John G. Davis, Dean, Dinimick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, | 
Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Faulkner, Bicklin, Fitch, Fior- | 
ence, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gay- | 
lord, Giddings, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, Hall, Hamil- 
ton, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Haven, Heb- 
ard, Hendricks, Henn, Iillyer, Holladay, Dorsford, Hous- | 
ton, Howard, John W. Howe, ‘Thomas M. Howe, Thomas | 
Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew John- 
son, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George W. Jones, J. Glanecy Jones, George G. King, Pres- 
ton King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mann, 
Mason, McCorkle, McDonald, MeLanahan, MeMullin, 
McNair, Meade, Millson, Mineg, Molony, Henry D. Moore, 
John Moore, Morehead, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, Na- 
bers, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. | 
Parker, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Price, | 
Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Sackett, Savage, Scherimer- | 
horo, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, Ori- | 
gen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stan- i 
ton, Frederick P., Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham 
P. Stephens, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, || 
St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, ‘Thurs. | 
ton, Townshend, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Ward, Wash- | 
burn, Watkins, Wells, Alexander White, Wileox, Wildrick, | 
Woodward, and Yates. s 4 


The committee then rose, and the Speaker hav- | 
ing resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. Puevps) 
reported that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union had had, according to order, 
under consideration the Union generally, and par- 
ticularly House bill No. 196, making appropri- 
ations forthe civil and diplomatic expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, | 
1853, and having found itself without a quorum, i; 
had ordered the roll to be called, and instructed 
him to report the facts to the House, with the i 
names of the absentees, which are as follows: ji 

Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Alen, Ashe, Babcoek, A 
David J. Bailey, Barrere, Bartlett, Beale, Bell, Bennett, : 
Bibighaus, Bocock, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Albert G. +i 
Brown, Buell, Burt, Busby, Coleock, Conger, Cottinan, ii 
Darby, George T. Davis, Dawson, Kastman, Edgerton, 
Edmundson, Evans, Ewing, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
Gentry, Goodrich, Green, Grey, Grow, Hammond, Sampson 
W. Harris, Haws, Hibbard, Hunter, James Johnson, Mac 
Marshail, Martin, McQueen, Meacham, Miller, Orr, Pea: 
lee, Porter, Powell, Rantoul, Reed, Richardson, Robinson, 
Russell, Scudder, Scurry, Smart, Snow, Stone, Swee 
Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, G. W. Thompson, Toombs 
Tuck, Walbridge, Welch, Addison White, and Williams 


There being now a quorum present, the com- 
mittee again resumed its session, 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee 
found itself without a quorum, the committee was | 
dividing upon the amendment offered by the gen- | 
tleman from Virginia, [Mr. Srrorner.] 

The tellers will resume their places, and the 
House will be again divided. 


| Ohio, [Mr. 


The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 60, noes 64. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. : 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. Is it in order to offer 
an amendment, to come in at the end of the para- 
graph in relation to public buildings? 

The CHAIRMAN. It willbe. 

Mr. CABLE. i move to amend, by adding, 
that the bridges across the Eastern Branch, with 
the one across the Potomac, be surrendered to the 
authorities of this. District. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair doubts about 
the regularity of that amendment; the gentleman 
will, however, reduce it to writing. 

The amendment was then reduced to writing, 
and presented, as follows: 

That the bridge across the Fastern Branch of the Poto- 


mic he surrendered to the municipal authorities of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and also the one across the Potomac. 


Mr. C. said: I do not intend to offer any ex- 

lanation of that amendment. Jt explains itself. 
My particular object is to test the legal decision 
which gentlemen of the legal profession have given 
to this question. I want to know whether they 
will, by their votes, sustain the position they took 
in order to carry the previous amendment-—that 
the United States would be bound, in case a man 
should fall through one of these bridges and break 
his leg, to respond in damages. I think, how- 
ever, that upon the merits of this question a good 
deal might be said; but, as a matter of course, 
members will make up their own minds. I hold 
that the United States have no right to thrust one | 
end of a bridge upon either Virginia or Maryland, 
without permission from the particular States. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Ihave simply 
to reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Casie,} 
that, originally, at the time the bridges were erect- 
ed, the territory upon the other side of’ the river, 
as well as that upon this side, belonged to the 
District of Columbia. I would like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Ohio, if he knows whether the 
authorities of the District would receive those 
bridges, provided the Government is inclined to 
surrender them, as is proposed by his amend- 
ment? 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
amendment of Mr. Canne— 

Mr. FICKLIN demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. FuLLer, of Maine, and 
CuLiom appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 73, noes 46. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr.STANTON, of Kentucky, moved to amend 
what had already been inserted in the bill in rela- 
tion to bridges, as follows: 

And that, as the Government of the United States is the 
supreme authority in the District, that said Government 
now accept them. 

Mr. S. said: I understand the effect of the 
amendment just offered by the gentleman from 
Caxnrx,] and incorporated into the bill 
by the committee, is to surrender these bridges to 
the District of Columbia. I do not know that 
there is any authority in the District to accept the 
bridge, unless it is the Government of the United 
States, because we constitute the Legislature, 
which is the supreme power of the District; and 
if the gentleman’s amendment continues in the 
bill, it seems to me certainly right that this amend- 
ment should follow it. His proposition was to 
give the bridges to the District, and mine is that 
we, as the supreme authority in the District, re- 
ceive them. on perfecily willing 

Mr. CABLE. I wish to know of the gentle- 
man, whether we are to understand him to hold 
that the Congress is the municipal of the District ? 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly; the United States 
has power over the municipal authority of the 
District. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Caste] was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Such a motion cannot be 


| entertained by the committee. 


Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I ask for the read- 
ing of the amendment again. i 

The amendment was again read, as above in- 
serted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido notthink we ought to 
take up so much time with the subject of these 
bridges. I hope gentlemen will not offer any 
more amendments. Letus get on with the bill. 
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We have spent more time upon the subject than 
half a dozen such bridges are worth. 3 

Mr. STANTON. If there is no objection, I 
will withdraw my amendment, 

No objection was made, and the amendment 
was withdrawn, 

Mr. STROTHER submitted the following 
amendment: 

For the repair of the Potomac bridge, $15,000. 

Mr. ORR. Irise to a question of order. The 
amendment in relation to bridges, which was first 
adopted, surrendered the bridges to the authorities 
of the District of Columbia, and they are not now 
under our control. [Laughter.] ; 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair cannot decide 
what amendments the committee may or may not 
adopt. .If they make incongruous legislation, it 
is not-for the Chaieman to decide, and he there- 
fore overrules the point of order. 

Mr. STROTHER.. If the bridges are to be 
surrendered, there is. nothing to forbid their being 
surrendered in good order; and therefore the 
amendment is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
the amendment to be in order. 

Mr. STROTHER., Of course, I entertain the 
opinion that the House will not surrender this 
property to the District when the people of the 
District are only partially interested in keeping up 
this connection. Although it is important to the 

eople of the District that this connection should 

e preserved, it is also important to the Govern- 
ment and to the adjacent States; and the obliga- 
tions put upon or undertaken by the Government 
when these bridges were purchased, have accumu- 
lated with the increase of the business and popu- 
lation of the country. 

Tt has been objected that this Long Bridge is not 
at a place where the connection should be. The 
adoption of the amendment I offer will not con- 
flict with the erection of a permanent bridge at 
another place. Even if, in the wisdom of Con- 
gress, a permanent connection shall be established 
elsewhere, in a mode that will reflect credit upon 
the skill and far-seeing wisdom of the country in 


the magnitude of its structure and its permanence, | 


its construction will occupy a great length of 
time, during which, unless this bridge be repaired, 
an important connection with the seat of Govern- 
ment will be cut off. Thesum I propose will place 
this bridge in a condition in which all the uses re- 
quired can be obtained. If it please Congress to 
establish another bridge, then this outlay will be 
more than compensated for by the uses of this 
bridge dtiring the time occupied in the construc- 
tion of a permanent one. Those, therefore, who 
are in favor of the construction of a permanent 
bridge elsewhere ought not to object to the placing 
of this structure in that condition in which it can 


be used during the erection of the permanent struc- | 


ture. I shall not go over the arguments which 


have been urged heretofore, showing the necessity | 


of this appropriation. I entertain the hope that, 
in any view the committee may take, it will be its 
pleasure to adoptthe amendment 1 have offered. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am opposed to 
the amendment. Iam of the opinion, however, 
that if it be the pleasure of Congress to construct 


another bridge over the Potomac river, it should. 


not be constructed on thesite of the Long Bridge, 
which was recently washed away. 
above the head of navigation, at Georgetown. A 
large portion of the old Long Bridge, between 


the two channels of the Potomac, is a close dam, | 


and the river is rapidly filling up above it. It is 
-said by many who live in that part of the city 


around the President’s House, that the health of | 
that locality is seriously affected thereby. Before | 


another bridge is constructed across the Potomac, 
the matter should be referred to a proper officer of 
the Government, who should examine and report 
upon it, that it might be constructed in a proper 
manner, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will state a fact in this 
connection. The Commissioner of Public Build- 
ings estimated $20,000 for the repair of the Long 
Bridge before ıt was carried away by the late 
freshet. If $20,000 was necessary then, the ap- 
propriation now of the amount proposed by the 
gentleman’s amendment would be $15,000 abso- 
lutely thrown away. ‘The estimates of the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings must have been ut- 
terly futile, and worse than that, or else this 
$15,000, now proposed to be appropriated, would 


It should be | 


i 


do no good, for one of the drawsis washed away. 
As I have already said, before any part of the old 
bridge was damaged by the late freshet, the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings estimated for its re- 
pair the sum of $20,000. It will be seen, from 
that basis, that $15,000 now will amount to 


nothing. f 
Mr. STROTHER. I desire to state a fact or 
two. First, in reply to the gentleman from Ala- 


bama. He states that the sum of $15,000 is not 
enough, because the estimate of $20,000 was prior 
to the washing away of the bridge. The gentle- 
man must have forgotten that an amendment was 
offered in the Senate, based upon a report of the 
superintendent, that he could repair the damages 
of that freshet with $10,500. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave the estimate of the 
gentleman himself, made before that freshet, for 
$20,000. 

Mr. STROTHER. Iam aware of that fact; 
but there has been an estimate since addressed by 
him to the Senate for its action of $10,500. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, that shows that no 
confidence can be placed in the officer. 

Mr.STROTHER demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was rejected. 

The following clause of the bill was read, viz: 

<< For the completion of the east wing of the Patent Office 
building, $30,000.” . 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed*by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to move to strike out 
«830,000, ” and in lieu thereof to insert ‘103,000. ”? 

The amendment is in pursuance of a recent 
minute estimate of the superintendent. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. j 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am also instructed by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment in pursuance of the estimate, 
to come in after the eight hundred and sixty- 
second line: 

“ For finishing the front of the basement of the center 
building of the Patent Office, and making it conform to the 
design of the wings, $3,200,” 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
adopted. 

Mr.DUNHAM. Iam unanimously instructed 
by the Committee of Ways and Means to offer 
the following amendment, to come in after line 
eight hundred and sixty-four: 

For purchase and payment of the building at the corner 
of F street north and Seventeenth street west, in the city of 
Washington, held by William H. Winder, and now in the 
occupancy of the United States, $200,000: Provided, Said 
William H. Winder shall make to the United States a good 
and sufficient title in fee-simple with general warranty, 
free from all liens and incumbrances to said building and 
premises on which the same is situated; such title to be 


approved and accepted by the Attorney General and the 
Secretary of the Treasury before payment.: 


Mr. D. said; The Committee on Public Build- 
ings of the last Congress recommended the pur- 
chase of Winder’s Building. The Committee on 
Public Buildings of the present Congress also have 
recommended its purchase by the Government. I 
think there are many weighty reasons why the 
Government should do so, and not continue as it 
does now to occupy it at a heavy rent. Those 


who have examined the matter will recollect that 


Mr. Winder was induced to erect this building for 
the accommodation of the Government upon cer- 
tain recommendations—unofficial and unauthor- 
ized, it is true—of the then Secretaries of War 
and the Treasury. He erected the building in 
1847, and we have been occupying it as his tenants 
since that time. We are now paying twenty-one 
thousand eight hundred and some odd dollars 
annually as arent for its use. We have money 
now lying in the Treasury, for which, at present, 
there is no use. Any member of this committee 
will see that the price we offer for the building is 
inadequate when compared with the rent we now 
pay for ils use. It will be readily perceived that 
in less than ten years we will have paid in the 
way of rent the price of the building, and yet not 
have it in our possession. Our officers now oc- 
cupy it. I know that some gentlemen argue that 
the Government ought to erect another structure; 
but such an edifice as the Government ought to 
build cannot be erected until we shall have paid 
for this building in the way of reat. Suppose 
you were to commence this very year to build a 
suitable structure for the use of the Government, 


| 


and such a building is recommended by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings, it would not be eom- 
pleted until. you had paid for Winder’s Building 
in rent. This, then,is a matter for the careful 
consideration of the committee. Is it not best that 
we should purchase this building at once, and 
have it under our absolute control? Is it not better 
that we should pay for it at once and own it, than 
to-pay in a series of years for it, in the way of 
rent, and then not own it? 

Mr. BOCOCK. What did the building cost? 

Mr. DUNHAM. Itis impossible,! presume, 
for the man who erected the building to tell ex- 
actly what it cost. The Committee on Public 
Buildings have investigated that matter minutely, 
as also have the Committee of Ways and Means. 
We have the statement of several of the best arch- 
itects in the city—among the rest of Mr. Walter, 
an architect of public buildings—and we are sat- 
isfied that the price proposed to be paid for it is 
not anything more than adequate. Indeed, the 
Committee on Public Buildings thinks that itis an 
inadequate price. Some of the merabers of the 
Committee of Ways and Means think the price 
is inadequate; but that committee has unanimously 
come to the conclusion that the Government had 
better take the building at the proposed price than 
continue to pay the rent we are now paying. A 
principal that would yield an interest of the amount 
equal to the rent we pay, would be much larger 
than the price we propose to pay for the build- 


mg. 

te. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I am opposed 
to the amendment, but I will not now detain the 
committee with my reasons for my opposition. I 
think we will soon have a new building for the 
War, Navy, and State Departments. his pub- 
lic building must, in a short time in our history, 
be erected. I am, therefore, utterly opposed at 
this time, to the expending of so much money 
upon the purchase of a building so unsuitable both 
in place and architecture as this one is. I am not 
now going into a discussion as to whether this 
building is suitable, whether it is constructed of 
good material, whether it be lasting, or whether it 
be safe or not. I know that doubts have been 
entertained as to its stability. It is not of that 
character of architecture which the public neces- 
sities will soon demand, The gentleman said that 
the rent of this building, whilst we were erecting 
a new one, would pay its cost. Mr. Winder put 
up that building in about one year. Wepay $21,000 
perannum. It may bethat we pay too much, You 
had better pay $40,000 rent if you use the build- 
ing for two years, than to give $200,000 for it, as 
atthe expiration of that time you can put up another 
building. I say that we ought to go on for the next 
year as we have the past year, and then set about 
putting up a suitable building. I think that we 
shall see erected, in the course of four or five years, 
three or four buildings suitable for the use of dif- 
ferent Departments of our Government; let us, 
therefore, not spend this amount of money at this 
time, but keep our funds for making such an im- 
provement as will serve the wants of the Govern- 
ment, and also contribute to ornament and adorn 
the public grounds. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to strike 
out $200,000 and insert $100,000. I offer this 
amendment in order to enable me to make a few 
remarks in regard to this question at this time. 
When this building was first proposed to be sold 
to the United States, I think its owner asked 
$280,000. He then reduced the price to $250,000. 
One of the standing committees of this House, I 
believe, at the present session, has reported a bill 


; to purchase it at $250,000, having had before it the 


statements from the heads of the Department, the 
engineers and architect, and the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings as to the stability of the struc- 
ture, its cost and value. I have opposed the pur- 
chase of it at those prices, and have uniformly 
stated, and now believe, that it is not such a struc- 
ture as should be employed by this Government 
as one of its permanent departments. I consider 
it entirely and completely inadequate, and I have 
only been induced to favor this proposition for 
buying the building at $200,000, which Mr. Win- 
der says he will take for it, in consideration of 
the circumstances in which we are placed. We 
have the building now at an expense of $21,800, in- 
cluding the warming of it, which is about $20,000 
for the rent. I agree with the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Sreruens] that we should erect a 
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building; bat when he says that it is not such a 
building as the Government should have ; and that 
Mr. Winder built it in twelve months, does he 
think that this Government can construct a suita- 
ble building for its public office, in two years? It 
will take you one year from this time to get the 
plans and estimates of a building of the kind, and 
then, to judge from the work going on under our 
very eyés, it will take some eight or ten years 1 
think, at the least, to complete it. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. That is true, 
but we will save the interest upon the $200,000; 
and let us not go into this investment. The gen- 
tleman himself admits that it is not such a build- 
ing as we want; let us, therefore, at once, if the 
gentleman pleases, provide for the erection of a 
suitable building. 

Mr. JONES. I am willing to do that; but 
we cannot gef that until, in my opinion, you 
will have paid the amount of this $200,000 in 
the rent of the building. It is more, in my opin- 
ion, than the building cost; but £ believe at that 
price it will be a measure of economy, and not of 
extravagance; because, when we shall have put 
up such a building as we shall need, and this will 
be no longer wanted, we will have the building and 
ground upon which it is now situated. It is in 
view of these circumstances, and the delay neces- 
sary and consequent upon the erection of such 
a building as I think is needed by this Govern- 
ment for public offices, that I have given my as- 
sent to this proposition, reluctantly, I willsay, even 
at that price, becauseas a permanent public build- 
ing for this Government, I would not take it at 
any price. I will withdraw my amendment. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved pro forma 
to strike out $200,000, and insert $175,000. He 
said: I am utterly opposed to the purchase of 
this building. It is not such a one as ought to 
belong to the Government at any price. Why, 
look at this building. Has it the appearance of 
a national building? To my mind, it resembles 
more a great manufacturing establishment than 
anything else. It cannot possibly be made cred- 
itable to the Government. I hold that when this 
Government owns buildings, whether it erects 
them or purchases them, they should at least re- 
flect some little credit upon the architectural taste 
of the nation, I am opposed to the purchase of 
this building upon that ground, and I am op- 
posed to it upon the further ground, that I do not 
choose, as a member of the National Legislature, 
to permit Mr. Winder, or anybody else, to con- 
sult his private taste in putting up a building for 
the nation. This nation has the means, has the 
taste, and I trust it will have the proper spirit, to 
put up its own buildings; and in a manner credit- 
able to the nation. 

The argument of my friend from Tennessee 
(Mr. Jones] as to the amount of rent which we 
are paying for this building amounts to nothing. 
I would rather pay twenty years’ rent for it than 
have it said that the United States owned such a 
building at any price. It is a great unseemly 
building, wholly unlike any other public buildings, 
with no architectural taste about it. I think that 
we should go on and pay Mr. Winder his rent so 
long as we choose to occupy the building, and 
then go about, as the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. SrepuEns] says, erecting ourown buildings 
suitable for the uses of the Government. Put 
them in the right place, and not have them stuck 
up in the corner of some private square. For 
these, and forty other reasons which may be 
stated, | have from the beginning opposed the 
purchase of this building. I understand that in the 
course of a year or two another distinguished cit- 
izen intends to put up buildings for the heads of the 
Departments. While upon this subject, allow me 
to say, that I am in favor of the Government put- 
ting up residences for each one of the heads of 
the Departments; but if any private individual 
punes to come forward and put them up upon 

is own architectural plan, and according to his 
taste, I shall oppose the purchase of them. I 
desire to see the Government put up buildings 
which shall reflect credit upon the whole country, 
and which shall be upon a scale commensurate 
with the magnitude of the nation. I desire to see 
erected for the War Department, the Navy De- 
partment, and the State Department, such buildings 
as will reflect credit upon the country; and I wish 


also to see private residences for each one of the | 
heads of the Departments which shall also reflect | 
credit upon the country. But I will permit no | 
man, so far as my legislative action is concerned, | 
to consult his tastes about putting up buildings į 
for this Government. ‘ | 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. It may be proper 
in opposing this amendment that the committee 
should understand the circumstances connected, 
with the erection of this building. It was erected 
under the encouragement of the Secretaries. 

A Voice. What Secretary? 

Mr. BAYLY. Mr. Marcy. I know the whole 
circumstance of this case. We were renting atthat 
time, at enormous rents, a large number of frail 
and combustible houses. ‘They were rented at | 
large prices, because no property holder will rent 
buildings for the public offices at the rates at which 
he would rent for individual purposes. These 
buildings were combustible, and there were valu- į 
able documents in all of them. ‘They were rented 
merely at the discretion of the Department. It 
was suggested by the Secretaries to Mr. Winder, 
who had been largely engaged in the erection of ; 
buildings, that if he should erect a fire-proof build- 
ing near the other Departments, and that the Gov- | 
ernment would rent it of him. Well, he erected | 
the building, and the Government has rented it of | 
him. Although some gentlemen say that it isa 
bad building, architects say otherwise. He has | 
this house on hand, For reasons to which it is not | 
necessary to advert, I understand that he is under 
strong obligations to make sale of it. When I 
was at the head of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, it was part of my duty to investigate the 
whole case, as I did very carefully and laboriously; 
and my opinion of the matter is, that advantage is 
taken of the necessities of this man to give him 
less for the building than he ought to take. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Brown’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. | 

Mr. SFANYON, of Tennessee. f propose to | 
increase the appropriation $50. I do this for 
the purpose of stating, that when the proposition 
was first made to rent this building, before it was 
completed, some five or six, years ago—I do not 
remember the precise time—{ protested against 
that mode of proceeding, and at the time stated, 
that the plans, us presented under the administra- 
tion of General Jackson, advocated and recom- 
mended by him, ought to be carried out; that new 
buildings should be put up, the ‘Treasury build- 
ing completed, and corresponding buildings—not 
corresponding in architectural character, but in 

eneral form—upon the opposite side of the square. 

‘his is still my opinion; it is the proper course 
which should be adopted by the Governmen. Iam 
glad, upon the present occasion, to find that there 
seems to be a general feeling in favor of this mode | 
of proceeding bythe Government. F wish to eall | 
the attention of the House to another important 
factin reference tothis building. My colleague{Mr. 


Jones] is correct when he states that you will not 
erect in ten years such a building as this Govern- 
ment ought to erect, and that the expenditures for 
the rent of this building during that period will 
amount to more than you now propose to pay for 
it. lL call the attention of the House to this fact, 
that there is not a fire-proof building now in the 
possession of the Government affording the same 
room, the same conveniences, and the same ad- 
vantages as this building, that did not cost five į 
times as much as it is now proposed to pay for it. 

Although the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. | 
Browy| stated that this building has not the arch- | 
itectural proportions and appearance which a| 
building owned by the Government should have, 
yet it has one advantage that no other Government 
building has, and that consists in the fact that it is , 
perfectly and substantially fire-proof. It is an| 
economical building; and, sir, I think that the 
Government might earn an important lesson from | 
the construction of that building, by which itmight | 
profit in future. Flere isa building containing a | 


number of rooms, equal, I believe, to the number | 


: j. H 
of rooms in some of the separate departments, | 
and in no single instance is there one that has not | 


cost three or four, or perhaps five times as much 


as this building costs. Itisa substantial building. į 
It is a building which is certainly not without 
i beauty, and certainly not without every conve- 
nience that is necessary for a public building. I 
think that, upon every consideration, the Govern- 
j ment will be a gainer to the whole amount of the 


$200,000, or at least, to the value of the building 
at the period when you may erect one to take its 
place. But even at that time there will be a ne- 
cessity for the occupation of this building. I have 
no doubt that if you build new War, Navy, and 
State Departments, at the completion of those 
buildings, crowd them as you may, you will. stall 
find a necessity to rent this building, such will be 
the growth and extent of our country. 

Mr. FITCH. Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment, and likewise to the original proposition. I 
desire to say a word or two in reply to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Joxes,] who very reluctantly favors this amend- 
ment, and of my colleague, (Mr. Dunnam.] 
They say that we have been paying an enormous 
rent for this building, more than the interest on 
the money they now propose to give for it, and 
that, therefore, it would be better to purchase the 
building, and pay this amount for it than continue 
the rent. The payment of that rent has been 
compulsory on our part. I will not say that we 
have been dealt unfairly with, but our necessities 
have been imposed upon, and we have been com- 
pelled to pay an exorbitant rent, higher than an 
individual would have paid for the same building. 
But the gentlemen say that because this extortion 
in rent has been practiced, we must submit to 
another still greater, in paying an enormous price 
for the building. The actual cost of the building 
could not have exceeded $120,000. As to thesta- 
bility of the structure, I presume gentlemen who 
were here two years since, remember certain ev- 
idences of it then afforded. Why, sir, a gust of 
wind, not very remarkable for severity, carried off 
the roof of the building. And, again, recently, 
when there was a young earthquake, which ex- 
cited no alarm elsewhere, it frightened the clerks 
out of the building like rats from a sinking ship. 

A Voice. The President left the White-House, 


too. 

Mr. FITCH. He knew he would be compelled 
to leave it, to make room for a Democrat, on the 
4th of March next, and took the slight jar of the 
earthquake as a gentle hint, to avoid the worse 
shaking which was to come then, by vacating 
now. But to return to the Winder Building. Do 
these facts show remarkable stability in it? By no 
means; and, as the gentleman from Mississippi 
well remarked, there is nothing of convenience or 
architectural beauty to recommend it; and, if no- 
thing of strength, then why should we purchase it? 
We are told that we ought to purchase this build- 
ing now, because the price of itis reduced; that the 
owner originally asked $280,000, that next year he 
fell to $250,000, but that now;he offers to sell it for 
$200,000. That very argument is a strong one for 
deferring the purchase, because at this rate we shall 
get it for $110,000 in another year, if it shall be ne- 
cessary to purchase it, But itis far better to build 
than to buy buildings of this kind. Its purchase 
would be a bad investment, even as a temporary 
expedient, for it will be like the bridges over the 
Eastern Branch—we shall be compelled to appro- 
priate five, ten, or fifteen thousand dollars annually 
to keep it in repair. And the first severe wind, or 
a discharge of artillery, or slight vibration of the 
earth, might tumble it down. If we purchase it, 
in addition to great expense to keep it in repair, 
we shall ultimately be compelled to erect build- 
ings for the very purposes for which it is now pro- 
posed to purchase this one. Itisbadly built, badly 
ventilated, and badly arranged, whatever interested 
parties, or parties ignorant of what public offices 
ought to be, may say to the contrary. 

There is another edifice which I have in my eye, 
and in which I am officially slightly interested, that 
the Government can purchase at a bargain, if they 
must buy instead of building, though that isa policy 
I would by no means recommend. At the proper 
time, I shall move to strike out all in relation to 
Winder’s Building, and insert the one at which I 
have hinted. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, then withdrew 
the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, renewed it, and 
said: At an early part of the present session of 
Congress a resolution was adopted by the House 
directing the Committee on Public Buildings to 
inquire into the amount of rent that was paid by 
the Government of the United States annually, 
and the amount which had been paid for the last 


ten years, In the discharge of the duty imposed 
upon the committee by this order of the House, 
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we made the necessary investigation, and we} 


found. that this Government has paid during the 
Jast ten years more than $150,000 rent for houses 
belonging to private individuals in this city, not 
one single one of which was fire-proof. We are 
now paying at the rate of $32,000 per annum for 
rent of houses belonging to private individuals, and 
occupied by the Government; thisoneof Winder’s, 
and a little affair belonging to the Commissioner 
of Public Buildings, being the only two that are 
fire-proof. We pay for Winder’s Building at the 
rate of $21,875 per year, and for Captain Easby’s 
building at the rate of $300 per year. Those are 
the only two. fire-proof structures belonging to 
private individuals, occupied by the Government; 
and for those we pay nearly $25,000 per year. | 
Now, sir, a great deal has been said about this 
‘structure.of Winder’s; and I should like to know 
of those gentlemen who have spoken upon the 
subject, whether they have examined the build- 


ing; and whether they are prepared to state, upon |; 


their own knowledge, that the cost of this building 
was $120,000; that it was erected in an insufficient 
manner; ‘that it is insecure; that the gust of wind 
which carried off the roof would not have carried 
away any roof similarly suspended, and whether 
it would not have carried off the roof of this Cap- 
itol if it had been within the range of that hurri- 
cane. Now, I have been to that house; J have 
examined it from its foundations to the cornice; I 
have had practical men with me, who. knew all 
about building, to examine it with me; and they 
all concurred with me in saying that it was sub- 
stantially and well built. Every room in the 
house is arched over, and there is not a particle of 
wood in it that can be burnt or destroyed by fire. 
It is the only house in the occupation of the Gov- 
ernment outside of the public buildings, in which 
the archives of the Government are safe, except 
me little cuddy over here belonging to Captain 
Masby. j 

Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Fircy] 
says that the cost of that building could not have 
exceeded $120,000. I will convince him, or any 
other gentleman who will go with me over the 
calculation, that it has cost fully as much as the 
amount which the Committee of Ways and Means 
propose to give for it. Takethe number of bricks 
in the house—and any school-boy can make a cal- 
culation as to the amount—and knowing the cost 
of that kind of work, you can easily ascertain the 
aggregate. Why, the iron-work in that building 
cost $60,000 and more. Mr. Winder has the bills 
and receipts, which show that it cost $60,000. 
Well, in addition to the brick-work and iron-work, 
there is wood-worke about the house—window- 
frames, and so forth, and there is painting and 
glazing, and a ntfmber of other items, which ne- 
cessarily increase the expense to a large amount. 

But the Committee on Public Buildings did not 
rely entirely upon their own judgments in regard 
to the construction of this house. Here is the 
certificate of the present architect of public build- 
ings, who says that he went and examined the 
house, and that such a house could not be built 
by the Government for less than $240,000, exclu- 
sive of the value of the ground, and that is worth 
$30,000. 


Here is the certificate of Mr. Ward, an old |) 


builder of this city, whom I have known from my 
boyhood to the present moment, and whose word 
would not be disputed by any one who knew him. 
He says that such a house as that could not be 
built for less than $250,000. And here is the cer- 
tificate of a gentleman of the name of Coltman, 
another builder, who has been here for a quarter 
of a century, and is known to the people of this 
city 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr.McMULLIN. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Kentucky, and in 
opposing that amendment, I desire to notice the 
argument of my colleague, (Mr. Bayiy.] Iaun- 
derstood my colleague, who professes to know all 
about this Winder’s building, to say that the then 
acting Secretary committed this Government in 
regard to that building. 

Mr. BAYLY. Ob, no. 

Mr. McMULLIN. That there wasan implied 
understanding 

Mr. BAYLY. I wish to say at once, that my 
colleague utterly misunderstood what I said. Ido 
not think he was listening to me when I spake. 

Mr, McMULLIN. I may have misunderstood 


my colleague, but I certainly was listening to him 
and trying to understand him.: I understood my 
colleague to assert that the Secretary—and he told 
me that Mr. Marcy was Secretary at the time— 


my colleague say that? 

Mr. BAYLY. I did not. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Then what did you say? 
There were other gentlemens who understood my 
colleague to say, as I understood him, that Sec- 
retary Marcy recommended the erection of this 
building. Now, sir, that is one of my objections 
to the purchase of this building. I deny the right 
of Secretary Marcy, or Secretary anybody else, 
acting in his official character. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia will allow me to say, that Mr. Marcy did 
| not recommend the erection of the building. It is 
due to Governor Marcy, that I should say this 
much. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I understood my colleague 
to say that he did recommend it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Governor Marcy, in his 
letter, stated to Mr. Winder, that if the building 
wee completed, he would occupy-a part of it, 

ut 

Mr. MeMULLIN. 
| man to occupy any more of my time. 


# 
I cannot allow the gentle- 
There 


my colleague and the present chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. I understood 
my colleague to say that Governor Marcy recom- 
| mended the erection of this building. 

But, sir, I desire to say further, that while gen- 
tlemen are talking here about saving money to the 
Government, by purchasing this building, they 
forget that the Government is now in debt to the 
amount of $100,000,000, and must pay six per cent. 
interest on the money which they have borrowed. 
If you deduct the six per cent. which you must 
pay in the form of interest, I ask you if this Gov- 


dollars now paid in the form of rent? 

But, again, I wish to call the attention of the 
committee to another fact. Notwithstanding what 
the learned chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings has said, I tell that gentleman, and tell 
this committee, that I have examined this building 
myself. I know that the public officers are, at 
times, really afraid to remain in the building. Go 
and examine it, and you will find that itis cracked 
almost from bottom to top; and not only are win- 
dow frames cracked, but it is cracked between the 
window frames. It is a rickety concern. I would 
not like to stay there, if I were one of those offi- 
| cers. But I tell the House, that it is due to our- 
selves, before we pay this $200,000 for this build- 
ing, that one or two more committees should inves- 
tigate the subject. I concede to the gentleman from 
| Kentucky (Mr. Srawron] a very high degree of 
architectural skill, but when I see the building 


me that I am wrong. 
| Mr. STANTON then, by unanimous consent, 
withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, moved pro forma to 
increase the appropriation $40. 

I move this amendment, Mr. Chairman, for 
i the purpose of saying a word in reply to my 
| colleague, [Mr. MeMutuiy.] My colleague saw 


correctly what I said, or if he did hear, he did 
‘not understand. Now, I never said that Gov- 
ernor Marcy recommended the. erection of this 
building, I generally understand the force of the 
language I use, and I sometimes take pains to use 
the proper language. I said that this building 
was erected under the encouragement of the Secre- 


Mr. McMULLIN. What isthe difference be- 
tween recommendation and encouragement? 

Mr. BAYLY. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gen- 
| tleman’s question shows that I am right. He 
asks me what is the difference between encourage- 
ment and recommendation. The gentleman has 


; encouraged me to make this speech, but I do not |) 


| think herecommended it. [Greatlaughter.] Does 
| the gentleman understand me now? I used this 
word, and the gentlemen who sit near me so un- 
derstood me. I said it was done under the encour- 
agement of the Secretaries. I only used the sin- 


recommended the erection of this building. Did | 


seems to be a difference between the statements of | 


ernment will be saving the twenty-odd thousand | 


with my own eyes, it is very difficult to convince | 


fit to criticise my-remarks, without having heard ! 


taries—I used the plural term. He asked me what | 


i Secretary. I said Marcy for one. Walker was ; 
the other. The building was erected under their 
encouragement. That is the record. 


| 
| 


gular, when my colleague asked me, what Secre- 
tary? Lreplied Marcy was one; I should have 
gone on and stated that Walker was another, but 
for the hurry under the five minutes rule. I might 
have said under the encouragement of the Execu- 


tive. That is the proper expression. 
Mr. BROOKS. I move to increase the appro? 
priation. 


The CHAIRMAN. The proposition already 
pending is to increase the appropriation $40. An-- 
other amendment is not in order until that is dis- 
posed of. 

A Memsper. You can speak in opposition to 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS. I have only a word or two to, 
say upon this subject. This isa commercial mat- 
ter, which any merchant would settle, if it were 
his own, in five minutes. We are paying for this 
building a rent upon a principal of $325,000—that 
is, at the rate of six per cent. interest. ‘The rent we 
pay would make the principal about $325,000.: The 
proposition now is to buy the building for $200,000, 
the interest of which, at six per cent., is $1,200 a 
year.. The plain, simple proposition before the 
House, therefore, is, whether we will save over 
$7,000 per annum; and I say, that is not a ques- 
tion about which a merchant or planter would hes- 
itate a moment. 

Mr.SACKETT. Willthe gentlemanallow me 
a moment, simply to make a statement in connec- 
tion with this matter? In ten years the difference 
between the interest upon $200,000, which it is 
now proposed to pay for this building, at the usual 
rate, and the rent which we pay for the building 
would amount to $89,680. In twenty years it 
would save the entire cost of purchasing the build- 


ing. 

“Mr. BROOKS. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have 
a surplus of between $7,000,000 and $8,000,000 in 
the public Treasury, and the question is, What 
shall we do with it? 

Mr. McMULLIN. Pay the public debt. 

Mr. BROOKS. The gentleman from Virginia 
says, “ Pay the public debt.” Why, sir, we can 
do that if we choose to pay $112 or $115 for $100 
of that debt, for that is about the amount of pre- 
mium upon the United States stocks. But how 
can we pay the debt we owe before it becomes due, 
unless the creditors choose to take it? We cannot 
pay the public debt unless we buy United States 
stocks at from twelve to fifteen per cent. premium. 
Is it not, then, wise to take this surplus money 
which we now have in the Treasury, and invest it 
as it is now proposed, in the purchase of a public 
building which the public officers of the country 
have certified is necessary? Which your archi- 
tects have certified is strong? And which the 
Committee of Ways and Means have unani- 
mously agreed to recommend? and itis very sel- 
dom that anything is reported here, and especially 
an appropriation, unanimously, by that commit- 
tee. believe it was also unanimously recom- 
mended by the Committee on Public Buildings, as 
a measure of public economy, and as a wise in- 
vestment of the surplus public money which now 
lies idle in the Treasury. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, one word with regard to 
the safety of that building. There is a contest 
going on in this city between the builders and 
Winder’s Building. When I first came to this 
city, living, as I did, in the vicinity of that build- 
ing, I almost instinctively went upon the other 
side of the street as I passed it. I always felt shy 
of it. There was something of ticklishness even 
when I looked at it, for I was told that it would 
tumble down about my head. This comes from 
the struggle that is going on between the builders 
and architects. . To make us build three or four 
more public buildings in order to give them em- 
ployment, they tell us these tales. Iam willing 
to build more public buildings, but I am not wil- 
ling to be deluded by idle tales as to the’danger of 
this one. They are all got up by the builders 
and architects, who want us to appropriate large 
sums of money in the erection of other public build- 
ings. This building is as safe as any of the kind 
in the world, I think, and I am assured so by 
architects in whose opinions I have great confi- 
dence. I have no fear or apprehension inmy own 
mind now, I think it is one of the best buildings 
of the kind in the world; one of the best fire-proof 
buildings, and one of the best buildings to be used 
as a depository of the public records whenever we 
begin to erect other buildings. If it had been. 
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used alone as a depository of pension certificates, 
land warrants, and other public documents, which 
require to be deposited in a safe public building, it 
would be worth a half a million of money to the 
country at this moment merely as an idle deposi- 
tory. The public papers are constantly in danger 
in the War and Navy Departments; and in the 
Treasury Department large claims have arisen 
against this Government, because the public rec- 
ords have been destroyed by fire. The Govern- 
ment has paid for these claims ten times over what 
a suitable fire-proof building would cost; so that 
if we were to purchase this building only for the 
depository of these papers, it would be money well 
invested. : 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. FITCH. I move to strike out all that re- 
lates to “ Winder’s Building” and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘the Smithsonian Institution.” 

I expect to have the support of my friend from 
Mississippi (Mr. Brown] for this amendment, 
because he cannot make the complaint against the 
Smithsonian building, that it wants architectural 
beauty, however much it may want convenience. 
There is one thing in relation to it which.is a par- 
ticular recommendation. The roof is not in dan- 
ger whenever the wind changes, and the walls are 
too substantial to give way to the concussion from 
a discharge of artillery, or because the earth takes 
a slight ague fit. [Laughter] 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Brooxs] 
stated, that the objections to the purchase of Win- 
der’s Building came from the builders and arch- 
itects of the city. ‘There has no objection of 
mine come from any such source, but from my 
own observation, I saw its roof prostrate upon 
the ground, and I have noticed that the walls are 
unsound, as the gentleman from New York can 
ascertain if he will take the trouble to examine 
them. I do not believe there is an inmate of the 
building who will certify that he believes it to be 
safe. Its inmates must view with tremor the ap- 
proach of a cloud from the west or south. 

The building I propose as a substitute for it has 
no such objection. It has architectural beauty, 
and its walty are durable. The interior of its 
main part is not finished; and in that fact is an- 
other advantage, because the Government officers 
can arrange it to suit their wants and conveniences. 
It is true if the present officers of that institution 
had had the erection of the building, it would prob- 
ably have been a somewhat different affair, and 


might not have cost as much. Several gentlemen, 


who happened at that time to be connected with 
the Institution as officers were men of taste; they 
looked rather to fancy than utility, and the build- 
ing was erected in accordance with their plan. 
The present officers, looking to convenience and 
utility, are willing to dispose of the building that 
they may erect a new one having those require- 
ments. I presume Mr. Winder is also very will- 
ing to get rid of his, but we are more liberal than 
heis. We will take two thirds the cost of our 
building, and that is infinitely a better bargain than 
to purchase Winder’s Building for $200,000. You 
can make the former much more useful to the 
Government. 1 cannot say, it is true, that the 
Smithsonian building was erected under the ‘‘ en- 
couragement”’ of any Secretary, although I believe 
quite a number of Secretaries had somewhat to do 
with it; and the entire Congress, too, more or less, 
for they are the trustees of the fund out of which 
it was built. It is therefore already in one respect 
a public building; and I believe if it is deemed 
necessary to purchase a building for offices, Gov- 
ernment cannot do better than to make it one in 
all respects by buying it. Purchase it off our 
hands, and permit us to erect another that will 
answer a better purpose at a less expense. 

Mr. HEBARD. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment. I thought the proposition to purchase 
Winder’s Building monstrous enough, considering 
the monstrosity of its appearance, and its uncouth 
looks; but when the gentleman proposes to sub- 
stitute the Smithsonian building for that, the other 
dwindles away until it quite vanishes. I could 
not consent at all that this Government should im- 

ose on us such a disgrace as to have it said that 
it has the proprietorship of that Smithsonian 
building. 

But, sir, there have been speeches enough made 
upon this subject already. I rise not for the pur- 
pose of making another speech, but for the pur- 


pose of bringing the committee, if possible, to a 
vote. I think we have had speeches enough upon 
this subject to satisfy every gentleman who will 
be satisfied, as to how he shall vote. {think the 
whole proposition is entirely unsatisfactory. There 
is no disposition manifested to favor the prop- 
osition, and we may as well come to a direct vote 
upon the main question, and dispose of it. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment; and jt was not agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. DUNHAM demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. FULLER, and STANTON of 
Tennessee, were appointed. 

Mr. GOODENOW. Will the Chair state what 
the amendment is? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is upon the adoptionof 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Indiana, [Mr. Dunnam,} for the, purchase of 
Winder’s Building, $200,000. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 52, noes 86. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr, BOWIE offered the foliowing amendment, 
to come in after the eight hundred and sixty-ninth 
line, at the end of the clauses under the head of 
“ public buildings:’’ 

For erecting a bridge across the Potomac river, at some 
suitable point hetween the Long Bridge and the rock called 


the Three Sisters, to be selected by the Engineer of the 
United States, under the direction of the President, $20,060. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I make the ques- 


tion of order, that there is no law authorizing the |} 


expenditure of the money proposed in the amend- 
ment submitted by the gentleman from Mary- 
land, [Mr. Bowrs.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled 
to sustain the point of order, and decides that the 
amendment is not admissible. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in at the same place 
as the last amendment offered: 

To complete and revise the grades of the city of Wash- 
ington, and to determine the plans for the drainage and 
sewerage thereof, $6,000; the surveys and plans to be 
made by the engineer now in charge of that duty, under 
the direction of the President of the United States: Pro- 
vided, That no change shall be made in any established 
grade in said city without the consent of the corporation of 
Washington. 

Mr. S. said: In the appropriation bill passed 
the last. year, or the year before, the sum of $4,000 
was appropriated for the purpose of carrying out 
this service. That sum has been expended. I 
understand that the Government of the United 
States owns the streets and avenues in the city of 
Washington, and that they are exclusively under 
the jurisdiction of the Government; and it is the 


only power that can regulate the grades thereof, | 


The streets were originally deeded to the Govern? 


| ment of the United States, and they are now un- 


der its jurisdiction. I have in my hands a letter 
from the engineer in relation to this matter; and as 
it gives a better exposition of the facts than I can 
give, I propose to occupy the five minutes allowed 
me by permitting the Clerk to read it. 

The letter was then read, as follows: 

Srr: The instructions communicated to me by the Sec- 


retary of the Interior, for my guidance in the discharge of ' 


my duties as engineer to complete the grades of Washing- 
ton, direct that after I shall have taken exact and careful 
Jevels of all those streets and avenues within the city of 
which the grades have not been beretotore determined, and 
established for them proper grades, I shall, so far as the 


appropriation wilt permit, proceed to take levels of the | 


streets and avenues for which grades have been heretofore 


devised and recorded, with a view to ascertaining and re- | 


portingswhere and to what extent those grades have been 


departed from, what modifications of them may be required | 


for the public interests, and to what extent such modifica- 
tions can be carried out consistently with private rights 
already vested. 

This latter branch of duty indicated by my instructions 


is, in my judgment, that of the greatest and most urgent im- į 


portance. The onginal plans of grades, as Jaid down in 
the old graduation book, are, as a system, bad, and to 
some sections of the city almost ruinous. While at many 
points they have greatly retarded, and at some points ha 

entirely prevented improvement. The public ne 
have compelled and are yet compelling much improvement 
in spite of them. With every dollar expended in improve- 
ments, in accordance with these old plans of drainage, the 


| difficulty and expense of the proper remedies is increased, 


and, therefore, it is of the utmost consequence to determine 


with the Jeastpossible delay what the ultimate plans shail be, | 


in order that the expense of their execution shall be reduced 
to the lowest possible amount, theiradoption encounter the 
least possible individual opposition, and present impedi- 
ments to improvement shall be most effectually. and speedily 


| removed. 


Tne present appropriation, however, cannot touch this 
portion of the work, I still believe that I will be able to 


| plans now in progress, 


| the same bad and unprofitable end. 
ii often in a single year, worse than wasted, probably exceed 


make it accomplish its original immediate purposes and 
‘complete the grades of the city; that iz, devise a system of 
grades for all that for which nothing at all had been devised 
before. The aggregate length of all the streets and ave- 
nues in the city is two hundred and thirty miles, of which 
there are one hundred and twenty-seven miles for which 
{ have to devise a system of grades. Of the original appro- 
priation by Congress of $4,000, I have expended $2,500. 
With thisamount 1 have taken careful and exact levels, at 
points varying as the nature of the ground required, from 
one hundred feet to twenty feet apart, of the whole one 
hundred and twenty-seven miles not previously examined, 
(together with cross sections where the inequality of the 
ground required them ;) have constructed an exact and ori- 
ginal skeleton map of the whole city upon a scale of two 
hundred feet to an inch, (or twenty-six and four tenths 
inches per mite,) and maps of several localities of espe~ 
cial difficulty on a scale of one hundred feet to an inch, 
and have now in progress a general map of the whole city 
ona scale of one inch to seven hundred and fifty feet, (or 
seven and four one bundredths inches to one mile.) On 
the targe skeleton map it is my purpose to show the con- 


; tour lines of the original surface, and, in a different color, 


the contour lines also of the surface after graduation, so 
that an inspection of the map will show to the nearest foot 
or half foot the cut or fill necessary to bring the surface at 
any point to the grade, On the small general map Ipro- 
pose also to draw the contour of the graded surface, show- 
ing every five feet of elevation above tide, and, by colorgy 
indicatiag each particular basin of drainage within the city, 
in such manner that the map will inform any one who may 
examine it how much surface and what surface is drained 
through any particular channel at any particular point. I 
think it will be conceded that this information (original to 
the extent of six tenths of the entire city) thus collected 
and thus arranged will represent $4,000 judiciously and 
economically expended. Tt will be obvious also that both 
industry and economy will be required to enable the re- 
maining $1,500 of the appropriation to accomplish its ori- 


i ginal immediate purposes. 


I deom it therefore most important to obtain. as speedily 
as possible, additional funds for the purpose of enabling me 
thoroughly to revise all of the old work, and to carry on 
that revision, as it can best be done, pari passu with my 
present work. ‘To do this effectually and well, additional 
fundsto the amount of 86,000 will be requisite, With this 
$6,000 additional, the necessary party or parties could be 
put immediately in the fietd, and the results of their labors 
could be, day by day, incorporated in the office with the 
‘The field-work in revision could 
hot progress as rapidly as in the unbuilt portions of the 
city, for the reason that the houses already built would 
render necessary a class of laborious and minute examina- 
tions. This will partly account for the disproportion be- 
tween the amount proposed to be appropriated for the por- 
tion of the city to be revised and the amount appropriated 
for that for which the grades were to be completed, But 
this disproportion of appropriation sought is duc, also, to 
another canse. I propose to connect with these determi- 
nations of tbe surface drainage, the establishment of atleast 
the leading and governing facts of a system of sewerage for 
the whole city, and so much of the details of the system as 
will effectually secure to the Government and the corpora- 


i tion of Washington that every dollar thereafter expended 


in sewerage shall be rightly expended; in the construction 
of acomponent partofa consistent and thoroughly-arranged 
whole, and judiciously expended in the prevention and re- 
moval of nuisances; not as now wasted in works ulti- 
mately to be reconstructed, and, in almost every instance, 
the immediate cause of more nuisance, filth, and disease 
than they are designed to remedy. The United States and 
the corporation are annually wasting money in building 
sewers, Which are worse than useless; and individual citi- 
zens, impelled by necessity, aud directed by proper in- 
formation, are constantly evading and violating the law to 
The amounts thus, 


the whole amount that 1 suggest to be appropriated for this 
object. It is in vain to say that in our climate, and with 
aur stiff soil, a populous city can be drained by surface- 
drainage alone. ‘Tbe lower front of every populous square 
in the city demonstrates, on every summer day, that the fact 
is otherwise. Of course, until a supply of water shall be 
provided for the city, no general system of sewers can be 
effectual. Itis possible, however, so to arrange and per- 
fect a system, that what must unavoidably be done before 
water is introdneed into the city, shall be well done, and 
in harmony with the ultimate system, while the levels taken 
in the execution of this work would give all the necessary 
facts to determine, when needed for that purpose, the dis- 
tribution of the water. 

Can $6,000 do more general good, or improve and ad- 
vance the whole city as much, by any other possible ex- 
penditure of so small a sum? Will not the corporation 
present the facts to Congress, and procare from the authority 
that gave us this immense street establishment, the means 
to prevent it from being an immense evil ? 


Mr. FICKLIN. 1 desire to ask my friend from 
Kentucky [Mr. Srawvon] a question in relation 
to this matter. f . 

The CHAIRMAN. Further debate is not in 
order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Stanron’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 

Mr. SKELTON. I rise for a personal expla- 
nation. Since T made my remarks this morning, in 
regard to the State of New Jersey, the gentleman 
from Arkansas has stated to the House that he 
had no intention to cast reflection upon my State, 


: or of doing it any injustice. I wish to state to the 


House and to the gentleman from Arkansas, (Mr. 
Jounson,] that, so far as I was concerned, i had 
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no intention of charging that gentleman with any. 
course of conduct designedly offensive, nor had I 
any intention of saying anything personally of- 
fensiveto him. I know that gentleman’s gener- 
osity of sentiment too well to suppose that he 
would designedly say anything offensive. 

Mr. JOHNSON. In regard to the matter of 
which I spoke, I never knew anything personally, 
and it was humorously said on my part entirely. 

Mr. DURKEE. I wish to state that I had in- 
tended to address the House on this bill. But 
as I was prevented by the close of debate, I will 
publish my remarks. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I offer the 
same amendment which I last offered, with. the 
exception that I reduce the amount one dollar. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the gentleman will 
not offer his amendment, but allow us to progress 
with the bill, 

Mr. STANTON. 1 offer the amendment be- 
cause the House does not understand the question, 

nd because the matter is itself one of economy. 

Then the gentleman himself (Mr. Houston] 
understands it, and the House understands it, they 
will pass the amendment. 

Now, the Government of the United States ex- 
ercises jurisdiction over these streets and avenues. 

“The grades are made one day at great expense, 
and changed the next. day at another expense. 
The great object Congress had in view when it 
adopted the original proposition upon this subject, 
was to devise a general system, by which the 
grades would be fixed permanently for all time to 
come. This proposition simply proposes to carry 
out what Congress has heretofore directed to be 
done; and, in order thatthe House may havea full 
understanding of the subject, I request the Clerk 
to read the balance of that letter. 

{The Clerk then read the balance of the letter, 
which is inserted above in full, commencing with 
the words “*I deem it, therefore, most import- 
ant,” &c.] 

Mr. FICKLIN. I wish to inquire whether 
these grades are not already made the foundation 
of application for damages against the Govern- 
ment on account of injuries to property arising 
therefrom ? 

Mr. STANTON. I know of but a single case 
in the city where damages have been asked for by 
the owners of property, and that is on the street 
running north. from the Capitol, past Captain 
‘Wiilkes’s, and that case is one where there has 
been a deep cut of some twenty or more feet. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment of Mr. Stanton, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STUART offered the following amendment, 
to come in at the end of the clauses under the head 
of “ public buildings.” 

For refunding to the State of Michigan the amount of 
money advanced by said State in organizing, subsisting, and 
transporting volunteers previous to their being mustered into 
the service of the United States during the war with Mex- 
ico, together with the interest on said sum at six per cent. 
per annaim, $20,000; which said sum, or so much thereof 
as shall be necessary to pay and cancel the claim of said 
State, as presented and now filed in the office of the Third 
Auditor of the ‘Treasury Department, together with in- 
terest as aforesaid on said claiin from the time sajd advances 
were made by said State, shall be paid by the Seeretary of 
the Treasury to the Governor or other proper officer of the 
said State of Michigan. 

Mr. S. said: At this late hour I do not wish to 
detain the committee one moment unnecessarily. 
It is well known to everybody 

Mr. HEBARD. I rise to a question of order. 
My point is, that this amendment does not pro- 

ose appropriation in pursuance of any existing 

aw. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question made is, 
that the proposed appropriation is not to carry 
out any existing law. The joint resolution of 
1846, and the act of Congress in 1847, provide for 
the payment of the expenses incurred by States, 
corporations, and individuals in raising and sus- 
taining troops called into the service of the United 
States during the Mexican war. The Chair is 
therefore of the opinion that the amendment sub- 
mite by the gentleman from Michigan is in 
order. 

Mr. STUART. As Iwas about stating, when 
interrupted, this money was advanced some five 
years ago, by the State of Michigan, when we 
were called upon to raise a regiment for the Mex- 
ican war. It was near the close of the war, and 
the regiment was raised in great haste, and ex- 
pedition, and the State promptly advanced the 


money. There is no dispute anywhere, as to the 
advance of the money. The Department does not 
dispute it; but by the stringency of the regulations 
in the War Department, the State is unable to fur- 
nish such receipts as they insist ought to have 
been taken, under their regulations, from captains 
who paid out that money, so as to-enable the 
accounting officer to pass the account. There is 
not an accounting officer who denies but what the 
evidence is satisfactory to show that the money 
has been advanced in the language of the law. 
But these restrictions have been made by the De- 
partment, in order to meet individual claims, and 
to prevent frauds from being practiced upon them; 
and they require the same vouchers from a State 
that they do from an individual, and itis impossi- 
ble for the State of Michigan to comply with 
them, because the regiment was raised expedi- 
tiously, and these receipts were nottaken. Many 
of the individuals are dead, and it is out of the 
power of the State to get them. But we promptly 
responded to our duties under the Constitution, 


|| and the laws of the country, and there is no rea- 


son in the world, founded in equity and justice, 
why the claim should not be paid. 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to ask the gentleman 
what is the amount of the claim? 

Mr. STUART. It is $15,000.. The amount 
provided for in the amendment ia $20,000, or so 
much of that sum as shall be necessary to adjust 
and satisfy the claim of Michigan, with six per 
cent. interest from the time the advance was made. 

Mr. FOWLER. Another question I wish to 
ask is this: Is there any dispute that the State has 
actually advanced and paid this amount of money? 

Mr. STUART. Nota particle anywhere; and 
the law under which this money isto b 
expressly provides that six per cent. shall be paid 
from the time the advance was made. ` 

Mr. STANLY. I moveto amend the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Stu- 
ART,} by inserting the additional sum of $10,000, 
to be paid to the State of North Carolina, for 
money advanced by her for the same purpose. 
Both claims stand upon the same footing; and if 
the one is allowed I hope the other will be. There 
is no doubt about the payment of this money. 

I am just informed, Mr. Chairman, that Ala- 
bama has a claim of a like character. I will in- 
clude both States in the same amendment, and 
make the sum $20,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary to pay the claims of the States 
of North Carolina and Alabama, for money ex- 
pended in paying soldiers engaged in the Mexican 
war. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had better 
reduce his amendment to writing. 

The amendment was reduced to writing, and 
presented, as follows: 

é Aud the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to pay the claiins of the States of North Carolina 
and Alabama, for expenditures made by said States in pay- 
ing soldiers engaged in the war with Mexico.’? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
question of order. 
pose to amend ? 

The CHAIRMAN. A question of order has 
already been raised upon the amendment. The 
amendment is proposed to comein after line eight 
hundred and seventy-six under the head of mis- 
cellanies, z 

Mr. STEVENS. Has the Chair decided that 
it was germane to the section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that it was in order, being an appropriatton to 
carry out existing laws. 

Mr. STEVENS. I submit the question of or- 
der—that it is not germane to the section in which 
it is proposed to be inserted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order 
comes too late. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. It seems to me that this 
is a very loose way of transacting business. We 
have appropriate committees appointed for the 
express purpose of taking into consideration these 
various claims, and those committees, I believe, 
have been in the city of Washington always ready 
to receive the applications ofgentlemen. ‘The gen- 
tleman whose amendment J now oppose isa mem- 
ber of the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
of course cannot say that he was-not aware there 
was a committee whose appropriate duty it was 
to attend to this matter. I object to this mode of 
doing justice to the States. I acknowledge my 


I raise a 
What does the gentleman pro- 


e refunded, | 


|| by evidence before that Department. 


willingness to pay to the States of Michigan, 
North Carolina, and Alabama every dollar thus 
advanced by them; but I am opposed to having 
these questions sprung upon this committee by 
any member after they have been considered and 
rejected by the appropriate standing committee. 

Mr. GENTRY. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, I desire to state that various claims from 
individuals and corporations have been presented 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and that 
they have all been rejected upon the ground that 
the general law authorizing the payment of all 
claims for advances made in preparing and march- 
ing troops into Mexico during the war by States, 
corporations, or individuals, is ample and broad 
in its provision, The committee have investi- 
gated that subject time and again, and decided 
against every claim upon that ground. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. And of course there is 
no sort of apology for attempting to get them in 
by this mode, and I warn the committee against 
granting these claims in the way they are attempted 
to be paid by gentlemen who rise in their places 
and ask to make an amendment providing for 
such and such acase. The law is ample enough 
to furnish them with all the remedy they need. | 
If it is net, I think we should wait and receive a 
report from the committee to which the subject 
was referred before making the allowance. IT am 
decidedly opposed to individual members getting 
up and, to a general bill reported by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, offering such amend- 
ments as this, It is dangerous, and it is unjust 
and unfair to the committee and to the country. 

Mr. SACKETT. lask that the law be read. 

A Memzer. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Further discussion is not 
in order. 

(Cries of ‘* Qustion!’? ** Question !"] 

Mr. ORR. I would ask of the gentleman from 
North Carolina to modify his amendment so as to 
provide for the payment to South Carolina of 
$20,000 for advances made by her. 

Mr. STANLY. I have no objection to modify 
my amendment in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has the 
right to modify his amendment. * 

Mr. JOHN W.HOWE. Will not thegentleman 
enlarge his amendment so as to embrace an appro- 
priation of $20,000 for the improvement of the 
Allegany river? 

Mr. STANLY. Yes, sir, of $30,000. [Laugh- 
ter. 

We. GENTRY. The law is ample. If proof 
be made under the law, every cent of theseclaims 
can be obtained. i ' 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut. Has not the 
amendment been considerably enlarged ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Is it not, then, in order to 
discuss the enlarged amendment? No discussion 
has been had since modifications have been ac- 
cepted by the gentleman from North Carolina to 
his amendment. : 

The CHAIRMAN. That is very true; but 
the amendment is undér the control of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina. Further debate is not 
in order. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. One of these claims has 
been before the committee, and they are prepared 
to report against it. 

‘The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Stranky was rejected. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move the following 
amendment: 

For moneys advanced by Virginia during the Mexican 
war to pay the expenses of volunteers, $5,000. 

1 offer that amendment simply for the purpose 
of stating that the claim of Virginia for advances 
to her Mexican volunteers has been before the 
Committee on Military Affairs. The subject was 
carefully investigated by that commiittee, and the 
result of their investigation has been that the Sec- 
retary of War is authorized, under the provisions 
of the act of 2d of June, 1848, to make all pay- 
ments of that description satisfactorily established 
In pursu- 
ance of the instructions of the committee, I have 
made such a report, which has been laid upon the 
table:and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
make an inquiry of the gentleman from Virginia. 
It is simply this: Whether the provision he al- 
ludes to does, in his opinion, meet eases where it 
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is perfectly evident the money has been expended, 
but where vouchers cannot be shown for it, owing 
to the absence or death of those who, in the ser- 
vice, had the money and expended it? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I presumenot. Thatis a 
question of fact alone. The law has settled the 
principle, and the Jaw has given to the Secretary 
of War all the authority, if the facts can be made 
out satisfactorily to his mind. I presume in the 
absence of testimony—in the absence of vonchers 
the Secretary of War would have no authority to 
act upon the subject. 

Mr. STUART. Iam opposed to that amend- 
ment, and I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to a few facts. If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia had listened to what I related, he would not 
object; nor would any gentleman of this commit- 
tee. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise toa question of order. 
The gentleman is not addressing himself in oppo- 
sition to the amendment which he professes to 
do. 

Mr. STUART. {am under special obligations 
to the gentleman from Ohio. Te has discussed 
this bill out of all sort of order, and nobody has 
objected. x 
Mr. CARTTER. I rise to another question of 
order; the gentleman has no right to comment 
upon my conduct, 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman takes especial 
pains to call me to order the moment I rise to say 
anything. 

wish to address myself to the argument of the 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. FauLkyxeR.] The 
State of Michigan advanced this money. The 
regulation under the law to which the gentleman 
has referred, requires that a certain species of proof 
shall be made in all cases. The law provides that 
it shall be proved satisfactorily to the Secretary of 
War. The Secretary of War sets down and 
makes a set of regulations, and says that “if you 
cannot comply with these regulations [ will de- 
clare it not proved under that law.’’ What are 
those regulations? Although the State has ad- 
vanced the money and paid it into the hands of 
the officers, yet if those officers did not take re- 
ceipts for every dollar and every cent they paid, 
and cannot present those receipts here, the Secre- 
tary in his regulations cuts it off. THe says these 
regulations are indispensable in order to prevent 
frauds by individuals. What are the facts? The 
Government bas been plundered by individuals 
from the day the law was passed till this, notwith- 
standing his regulations. Frauds have been com- 
mitted over and over again. Some of the perpe- 


trators have fled the country, and others have been | 


indicted. The effect of these regulations is to pre- 


vent payment to the States. While the Depart- | 


ment states they have no donbt we have paid the 
money—that the evidence is clear—they say, Here 
is our platform of regulations—if you cannot come 
up to it we will not pay you. 

Now, I do not propose to override these regula- 
tions. Let them stand there. Let them cut off as 
many frauds as they can; but I submit itis the duty 
of Congress, where they believe that the State has 
advanced the money, that we shall pay it. 
all there is in this case. 
because here is a set of regulations the State can- 
not comply with, for the reason that some of the 
officers are dead, and some in the haste of raising 


equipping and taking their regiménts into action, | 


did not take receipts. There are about two thirds 


That is | 
The law is of no use to us, | 


of the claim, therefore, excluded by the regula- | 


tions. Task gentlemen what reason there is for 
keeping us here year after year, under such cir- 
cumstances? We have had the opinion of the At- 
torney General, that this debt ought to be paid. 
The Secretary of Warsat down and replied to him 
that if that opinion prevailed, individuals would 
come in under his regulations, and the Govern- 
ment would be defrauded. - If there is any reason 


for it, I am willing to be voted down; but is there | 


any reason, founded in equity and justice, that a 


State which advanced this money, five years ago, | 


should not have it refunded? 

The question was then taken on Mr. FAULK- 
wer’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
rejected. y f 

The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment— 

Mr. STUART demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. STUART and Hart wereap- 
pointed. 


The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 68, noes 52, i 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS moved that the committee rise. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. STEPHENS, 
of Georgia, and Morony were appointed, 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 66, noes 43. 

So the committee agreed to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the com- 
mittee reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the state of the Union generally under consid- 
eration, andparticularly House bill No. 196, making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30th, 
1853, and for other purposes, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. 

Mr. DUNCAN. With the leave of the House, 
1 will make a report from the Committee on Com- 
merce, in order that it may be printed and referred. 
Itis the bill making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the di- 
rection. and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes. 2 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, objected. 

On motion by Mr. MOREHEAD, the House 
then adjourned till to-morrow at eleven o’clock, 
a.m. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees; 

By Mr. STEPHENS, of New York: The petition of S. 
E. Quidor and others, citizens of New York, praying for 
the extension of Uri Emmons’s patent of April 25, 1829, for 
a planing machine. 

By Mr. HOW, of New York: The memorial of Isaac 
Tumer, Seth Turner, and others, for bounty Jand. 

By Mr. FLOYD: The memorial of Jobn D. Jones and 
others, of New York, forthe passage of a law for the better 
protection of life on vessels and hoats propelled by steam, 
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The House met at eleven o'clock, a. m. Prayer 
by the Rev. L. F. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. DUNCAN, by the unanimous consent of 
the House, reported, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, a bill making appropriations for light- 
houses, lights-boats, buoys, &c., providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes; which was read the first and sec- 
ond time by its title, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered 
to be printed. 

The SPEAKER. The business: first in order 
is the consideration of House bill No. 146, to reg- 
ulate the fees and costs to be allowed clerks, mar- 
shals, and attorneys of the circuit and district 
courts of the United States. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of New York, said: At this 
late day of the session, I am aware that I deviate 
from the general practice in requesting, in open 
House, the introduction of a petition; but I do so 
in the case of this one forwarded to me by a nym- 
ber of respectable inhabitants of the State of New 
York, that the attention of every member of Con- 
gress may be called to. the subject to which it 
relates——the frequency of steamboat disasters, and 
the consequent fearful destruction of human life. 
It particularly alludes to the burning of the Henry 
Clay, which occurred on the 28th of July last. 

It is not necessary, nor do I intend to depict to 
you the heart-rending scene of that awful calamity, 
as day after day the friends of absent ones searched 
in the dread of. finding them among the lost. 
Nearly all the eighty or more bodies recovered 
have been claimed by their friends. Among those 
who untimely met their end, afew were strangers; 
but at the hands of a Christian community they 
received the rites of Christain sepulture. 

With regard to those who had charge of that 
boat I have nothing now to say. An outraged 
people have taken measures to redress the wrong 
committed upon them. 

I move the reference of the petition to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and trust that they will 
promptly consider and grant the prayer of the 
pétitioners. The petition isin the following words: 


To the Honorable the House of Representatives of the 
; Congressof the United States: 

The undersigned most respectfully and most feelingly 
call the attention of your honorable body to the published 
accounts of two fearful and appalling disasters, on board of 
two boats propelled by steam, within the last thirty days— 
one the St. James, of New Orleans, on the 5th of July, and 
the other the Henry Clay, of New York, on the 28th of the 
same month; and earnestly ask that the bill for the better 
protection of the lives of passengers on board: of vessels 
propelied by steam recently passed by the Senate of the 
United States may be immediately acted upon by your 
honorable bedy. s 

The undersigned also desire to call your particular atten- 
tion to the fearful record of the loss of buman life by the 
burning of the steamer Gritith on Lake Erie, on the 16th 
of June, 1850; and to the fact that the bill now before your 
honorable body has been pending in Congress since that 
terrible catastrophe, during whieh time, the precious lives 
of hundreds of passengers have been sacrificed. 


Mr. LETCHER. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 
der the rutes. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I call for the 
regular order of business. “i . 

Mr. HAVEN. At the time when I yielded the 
floor yesterday to the gentleman from Alabama, 
[Mr. Housron,}] I was remarking upon some of 
the provisions of this bill, in reference to their 
bearing upon the State of New York, and thecon- 
struction resorted to to evade the intention of the 
framers of the clause in the appropriation bill of 
1842, which provides that the district attorney, 
marshal, clerk of the circuit court, and clerk of the 
district courts of New York for the northern and 
southern districts, shall not hereafter receive any 


I object. 
I will, then, present it un- 


| greater or other fees and emoluments for services 


rendered by them, respectively, in the said courts 
than now are, or hereafter may be, allowed by the 
laws of the State of New York, to attorneys, 
solicitors, counsel, sheriff, and clerks, in the high- 
est courts of law and equity, in said State, for like 
services. 

It will be seen by the report of the Comptroller 
of the Treasury, and the bills of costs thereto 
annexed, that, inasmuch as this provision was a 
limit upon the district attorney, and inasmuch as 
it declared he should have no greater fees and emol- 
uments for services than by the laws of New 
York are given to attorneys, solicitors, and coun- 
sellors; and inasmuch as the laws of New York 
then authorized a person, who was both attorney 
and counsellor, to receive fecs in the same cause, 
in both capacities, the district attorney claimed 
he was entitled not only to district attorneys’ fees, 
but to the fees given io counsellors also, and the 
clerks and taxing officer, actually taxed and certi- 
fied his fees and costs on that principle, and in pur- 
suanceof such clim. So that, instead of a restric- 
tion, the provision of the statute of 1842, which 
I have referred to, was construed so as to enlarge 
his fees by adding to them the fees of a counsellor 
in like cases. 

1 endeavored to show yesterday, thata like re- 
sult would flow from the first section of this bill, 
in eases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction; 
for as that section now stands, the solicitors, proc- 


‘tors, and attorneys, of the first few lines of it, who 


are, what in the civil law are called advocates, 
can, in addition to theitems given by the section 
to them, make up a farther bill as advocates in each 
case, under the provisions of the law of New York 
of 1789, regulating fees in admiralty in said State; 
and by the declaratory rule of taxation, adopted by 
the court, they would be entitled to collect both 
bills from the losing party. Itis judicially deter- 
mined in New York, in the northern district at 


| least, and is provided by the ninety-fourth rule of 


the court, in that district, that this act of 1789, of 
that State, governs the fees in admiralty, in the 
district courts of that State; and as the construc- 
tion referred to is not affected by the bill under 
consideration, and as the fees given by this billto 
solicitors, attorneys, and proctors, are only de- 
clared to bein lieu of all fees now allowed to them, 
the advocates will tax their bills of costs accord- 
ing to the New York fee bill of 1789, and collect 
them under the rules and laws as I have already 
explained. But I willleave this branch of the sub- 
ject, and look at the billin its general aspect, and 
in some Of its other details, before submitting my 
amendment to the House. 

The general object of the bill—the leading and 
prominent idea which the Judiciary Committee 
seem to have entertained, and by which they have 
been governed in framing the bill, has been to 
equalize the fees throughout the whole country, or, 
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as the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Bowie] has 
expressed it, to lay down a ‘horizontal scale of 
compensation;’? that is, to give to solicitors, proc- 
tors, and attorneys, as well as to marshals, clerks, 
and district attorneys, the same compensation in 
the district in which Vermont, for instance, is in- 
cluded, as is given in New York and in Louisi- 
ana. This is not right. In my opinion, such a 
mode of compensation, whilst it sounds well in 
the abstract, is not an equal and proper mode, and 
will be found to operate unjustly. It isa maxim, 
that “ equality is equity.’ This is true in a gen- 
eral sense, but equality is not always equity. 
Equality of compensation is not equity, unless it is 
as between parties that are equal, and upon an equal 
amount of services. To make equality equity, 
as between Vermont and Louisiana, you must 
first put into the hands of the district attorneys, 
marshals, and clerks of Vermont, an amount of 
business equal to that which they do in Louisiana, 
and then you must make the practice and modes 
of proceedings in both those States agree; one 
must not involve more labor than the other. A 
clerk or marshal in Vermont, who cannot by law 
practice in the court whilst he remains such, and 
to whom you furnish business enough to employ 
him only a tenth part of his time, is entitled to 
more compensation for what he does, than a like 
officer in New Orleans or New York, for the same 
amount of services, to whom you furnish business 
enough to employ his entire time, as well as that 
of his deputies. ; 

This is one difficulty. Ido not say that it is 
an insuperable one, in my mind, to this bill. I 
apprehend it will be found to be a difficulty with 
cone in various parts of the House, and 
rom various parts of the country, when they en- 
deavor to come to a practical conclusion upon the 

ill. 

The main difficulty with me is in reference to 
the fees of district attorneys, marshals, an clerks 
in my own State. Iam desirous that this bill, in 
some modified form, or some well-considered bill 
on this subject, should become alaw. I think the 
public interest requires it, J believe it would be 
great injustice to leave this matter without further 

egislation, I know the committee who have re- 
eS the bill desire, if it is not now, that it should 

e made to be equitable and just, and not oppress- 
ive upon any part of the country, or upon any 
interest of the country, or unequal or unjust in 
favor of the officers of any particular localities. 

I have looked carefully into the bill again since 
yesterday morning, and am willing to say that, 
whilst I am not entirely satisfied with all the pro- 
visions of the bill in reference to district attorneys, 
yet I will accept it as an improvement upon past 
legislation and’ construction on that subject. 1 
think it will answer in that respect, and I am will- 
ing to adopt it until experience shall dictate a fur- 
ther change. It is quite a reduction upon the 
items heretofore charged and allowed. I do not 


say allowed by law, but allowed by the certifying | 


and taxing officers to the district attorneys in the 
northern and southern districts of New York. 

In reference to clerks’ fees as provided in this 
bill, Uthink they are much too high for those offi- 
cers in the State of New York. Whilst I pre- 
sume as applied to Vermont, New Hampshire, 
and Virginia, they are not too high. Nay, I 
doubt whether for those, and, many other locali- 
ties, they are high enough. That is my judgment 
—rmy opinion. In fact, I doubt whether the clerk 
of the district in which Vermont is included, or 
the clerk of the eastern district of Virginia, can 
get a living under this bill. I am informed, also, 
that such is the fact in reference to some of the 
other States and some of the interior districts. 

The fees of clerks in this bill are nearly, if not 
quite, as high as they have been heretofore taxed 
and certiffed under the old bills, particularly in 
proceedings in admiralty; and I should say, when 
yourtake into consideration the pay per folio for 
entering orders, proceedings, decrees, and such 
like charges, and for copying them, that it would 
be in no way surprising if, in the aggregate, they 
were found to be higher than under the present 
mode, honestly followed. This makes the fees of 
clerks in my own State enormous, particularly in 
the district courts—less so, T think, in the circuit. 


Whilst I would be willing to give this enormous | 


compensation to the clerks if they alone were con- 
cerned, F am not willing that the people of the 
State of New York, and those who live upon the 


| all the facts of which I happen to be acquainted. 


! Huron, or Michigan; and it is not unlikely that 
' Stephen Dudley and others filed their libel against 


i filing the libel, a warrant of attachment or arrest 


: twenty-eight cases of intervention—as taxed and 


' arresting and seizing that boat under the original 


; very respectable amount of $873 81. 


| but I submit to my friends here—gentlemen from 
| Pennsylvania, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, Hlinois, 
| Wisconsin—all the States whose citizens have 


| that the property of citizens of my district, or the 
! State of New York, shall be subjected to like fees 


| will be under this bill. 


borders of the great lakes in the northwest, 
should submit to bear these onerous burdens. 

I do not propose to dwell upon this matter in 
its details, but I wish to call attention to the sub- 
ject sufficiently to show, briefly, the practical . ef- 
fect of this bill in respect to this rate of clerks’ 
fees in my own district. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, the chairman of the committee re- 
porting this bill, [Mr. McLananan,] has told us 
that it was intended by the committee not to re- 
duce the present amount of fees, as a general 
thing, but to correct abuses. I think, as I have 
said, and the committee intended, that the bill 
does not reduce clerks’ fees, but leaves them about 
where it found them. 

Now, I will take a case in my own district, with 


The case was one in admiralty, and was against 
the propeller Ogoutz, which was owned, I believe, 
in some of the States bordering on Lake Erie, 


some gentlemen on this floor, representing some 
part of that region, are familiar with its history. 


the Ogoutz in the district court of the northern 
district of New York, on a claim of $118 75. On 


was issued against the boat, and she was seized by 
the marshal at Buffalo. After her arrest, twenty- 
eight other persons, mostly mechanics, grocers, 
sailors upon the boat, butchers who had furnished 
her with meat, and bakers who had supplied her 
with bread, presented by petition their various 
claims to the court, and, to use a-technical phrase, 
intervened for their interest against the boat—their 
claims varyingin amountfrom about $15 up to about 
$500. The aggregate ‘of these claims, as finally 
adjudged and decreed by the court, was $3,838 68. 
Now, sir, the clerks’ fees upon those claims against, 
the Ogoutz—that one case of arrest, and those 


certified by the proper officer, were $495 91; whilst 
the marshal’s fees, also, as taxed and certified, for 


warrant, and the fees which he received under the 
other claims that intervened, amounted to $659 81, 
to which add $214, certified by the taxing officer, 
for ship keeping. and poundage, and you have the 


This, sir, is an isolated case. I speak from the 
facts accurately collected and published, and have 
the statement made by one of the proctors before 
me. I do not wish to press it upon the House; 


shipping interests upon the northwestern Jakes— 
whether they think it is right, equitable, and fair, 
nay, whether it is endurable, that the vessels of 
their constituents afloat upon these great fresh- 
water seas, bearing their property and products to 
a market in New York, shall, after being libeled 
and arrested there, be subjected to the payment of 
these enormous fees before they can be released? 
I can say to them that I think it is a great injus- 
tice, and operating very much to the detriment of 
trade and commerce. I, for one, am unwilling 


when it goes West, and is libeled in their ports, 
In this case I speak from the record, and am not | 
mistaken. ` 
Mr. FICKLIN. TI desire to inquire of my | 
friend from New York [Mr. Haven] how he pro- 
poses to remedy these heavy costs? He admits 
they are as onerous under the present law as they 
How tees he propose to 


diminish these costs? 

Mr. HAVEN. I will answer here and now, 
leaving the subject I was pursuing. I see that it 
is the opinion of the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
and of the Secretary of the Interior, that the fees 
of clerks in criminal cases are not now too high. 
I propose to remedy it in this way, thatthe clerks’ 
fees, in all criminal cases in New York, shall be 
as provided in this bill; and in civil cases in suits 
atlaw,in equity, and in admiralty, their fees shall | 
be limited to half the amount fixed by the items 
in this bill. That will, in my judgment, pay a 
full and liberal compensation to the clerks, and it | 
will be full as much as the business men of the 
country, engaged in commercial pursuits, will be 
willing to submit to. I propose this reduction 
only for my own State, but its benefits will be felt 


proper time. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in regard to marshal’s fees 
in the case of the Ogoutz, ill-fated as she was, in 
being captured and detained ona warrant of arrest, 
yet, let us turn her to advantage, by drawing 
lessons from her, in our pathway of legislation, 
There was in her case one warrant of arrest, and 
twenty-eight interventions. The House will see 
that interventions are expensive, when applied to 
vessels in admiralty and proceedings in rem, as 
well as when applied to national affairs, and in all 
cases are to be avoided if possible, and never to 
be entered upon without duly providing for the 
costs. ‘The marshal’s fees in the one case of ar- 
rest, and twenty-eight cases of intervention, as [ 


| stated before, amounted to $873 81, including ship- 


keeping and poundage. 
Mr. FULLER, of Maine. How does the 
marshal get his fees, in a case of intervention ? 
Mr. HAYEN. Any person having a claim 
against the owners of a vessel proceeded against 
in admiralty, if such claim be a maritime lien 


| upon the vessel, can file his petition containing a 


statement of his claim,-and the facts and circum- 
stances which make it such a lien on the vessel, 
and praying that it be paid out of the proceeds of 
the vessel when sold by the marshal, or out of the 
remnants so called, if already sold, and the pro- 
ceeds in court. On filing this petition, the judge 
directs a monition to be issued by the clerk; itis a 
notice to all the world that the vessel is seized, 


land is sent to the marshal for service, and he 


serves it by sticking it up on the mast of the ves- 
sel, and publishing a copy in the newspaper. 
Now, the marshal for serving the monition, it 
coming under the designation of a process of the 
court, in addition to his fees of service, gets travel 


| fees from the place where the court is held, to the 


place of service, which, in the case of the Ogoutz, 
was over one hundred and fifty miles. The mo- 
nition was sent him from Auburn to Buffalo, by 
mail, and returned in the same way, making -his 
fees for service, travel, and return, on a monition 
at Jeast $11 31, I believe, to which add the print- 
er’s fees, and you get the grand result. This was 
repeated twenty-eight times in the Ogoutz case, 
on that number of different claims. 

I know, sir, it was and is the desire of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary to have this matter righted 
so far as it is possible to right it, and preserveany 
of the features of this bill. I know that, as fair 
men, they would be unwilling to subject the busi- 
ness of our commercial men, not only of the At- 
lantic, the Pacific, and navigable rivers, but of the 
great western and north western lakes, to these enor- 
mous charges and fees, for such comparatively 
trifling services; and I trust they will yet see the 
impropriety of sacrificing these interests in com- 
mercial communities to any fallacious idea of gen- 
eral uniformity of fees throughout the entire coun- 
try. We might as well insist upon a uniformity 
of climate, of products, of business, and of insti- 


| tutions, throughoutthe Republic, asupon auniform, | 


scale of fees to business, so very unequal in amount 
and under such very different circumstances. 
I do not know which is the very best mode of 


| remedying these evils, and correcting marshals’ 


fees; but it has occurred to me that, if we adhere 
to any portion of this bill, the interest of my own 
State—and I am now looking to that—would be 
best cared for by providing that the marshals of 
the two districts of New York shall have and re- 
ceive the same fees and compensation as the sheriffs 
of counties in that State. Such a provision will 
reduce the aggregate of their compensation quite 
considerably, for there is no such thing as charges 
for several of these kinds of services under our 
sheriffs’ fee bill; and whilst it will reduce them es- 
sentially, it will still give a full, fair, and sufficient 
remuneration to the marshal for all the services he 
may perform. His fees should be further restricted , 
so that, in no case, he should have fees for trav- 
eling over one hundred and twenty miles; thatis, 
more than sixty miles going and sixty miles re- 
turning, for the service of any process. This is 
particularly necessary in our northern district, 
where our courts of admiralty are now held more 
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than one hundred and fifty miles from the places 
where the great majority of arrests and seizures 
of vessels are made. Besides, the marshals usually 
have deputies within one hundred and twenty 
miles of each other throughout the districts, so that 
the geographical limits of their circuits would come 
together in most cases; hence I would restrict pay 
for travel to (say) sixty miles for going and sixty 
returning, and for seizing and arresting a vessel, or 
any property in rem, on a warrant of arrest, to the 
sum fixed by this bill. 

Give us such a rate of fees and compensation to 
marshals in New York, and then if the bill is 
deemed reasonably unobjectionable by gentlemen 
from other States who are acquainted with its pro- 
bable operation there, I shall take great pleasure 
in aiding in perfecting and passing it. Still, I 
imagine that neither the convention which framed 
the Constitution, nor the Congress which enacted 
the judiciary act, and the process act, so called, 
ever fancied that any attempt would be made to 
reduce this whole subject of fees and compensa- 
tion, to a dead level throughout the Union. So 
far from foreseeing, or even fancying such a state 
of things, it seems to have been their great object 
to preserve perfect harmony and uniformity be- 
tween the State courts ‘and Federal. courts. So 
that the Federal courts should operate for Federal 
purposes within each State upon a system hardly 
distinguishable from the State system. And as 
early as 1789 Congress enacted, that the forms of 
writs and executions, except their style, and 
modes of process, and rates of fees in the circuit 
courts and district courts, should be the same in 
each State respectively, as was then used or al- 
lowed in the supreme courts of such States. And 
the forms and modes of proceeding in causes in 
equity, and of admiralty and maritime jurisdic- 
tion, should be according to the course of the civil 
law, and the rates of fee the same as then were, 
or were last before then allowed by the States 
respectively in the courts exercising supreme juris- 
diction in such cases. 

This was, in my opinion, wise legislation, and 
no person heard complaints whilst it remained a 
law. It was the subsequent attempts to change 
it for a more level rate of compensation, by pro- 
viding in many instances a fixed rate of fees for 
some services, all over the Union, that opened the 
door to abuses and cupidity. Lam impressed with 
the idea that it would be better to return now to 
the system of 1789. 

The Legislatures of the several States know best 
what it is proper and expedient to pay officers for 
services performed in their own courts, and why 
should the business of the country in the same 
localities be subject to. two. different rules and 
modes of compensation, and to the fluctuating and 
sometimes conflicting dissension of two different 
law-making powers? State rights, and harmony, 
and uniformity are much more likely to be pre- 
served under such a system than under conflicting 
systems proceeding from different sources. 

I fear, as I before intimated, that this bill results 
from a fallacious idea that we can produce equal- 
ity, by adding equally to subjects that are unequal 
before such additions are made. 

So much in regard to district attorneys, clerks, 
and marshals’ fees. A few words in reference to 
the fees of attorneys, solicitors, proctors, counsel- 
lors, and advocates, who practice in the United 
States courts.. In regard to this matter compar- 
atively few persons out of the State of New York 
have any interest. And within that State it isa 
matter purely between these professional gentle- 
men and the parties litigant. I propose to apply 
the same rule precisely to them, in business per- 
formed in the Federal courts in that State, which is, 
by the laws of that State, applied to them in regard 
to business performed by them in the supreme 
court of that State. Under the laws which: here- 
tofore were in force in that State, their compensa- 
tion would be quite as disproportioned to their | 
services as the compensation of clerks and mar- 
shals would be under this bill; but the evil was 
felt by the people as their. business and commer- 
cia] relations and pursuits became more and more 
extended, and the Legislature has applied an effect- 
ual aud very proper remedy. The laws of that | 
State, of 1848, as subsequently amended, have | 
abolished all fees to attorneys, solicitors, and 
counsel, and given to the prevailing party, by way 
of indemnity for his expenses out, a sum varying 
not essentially fr 


if 
| 


f 


om the amounts given by this bill ij the Union. 


| “solicitor, proctor, or attorney.”’ 


in civil cases to attorneys, solicitors, and proctors. 
I propose to amend this bill so as to give these 
same sums to the prevailing party, or to their so- 
licitor, attorney, proctor, advocate, or counsellor, 
as the case may be, in all cases at law, in equity, 
or in admiralty, in the Federal courts held in New 
York. 

There is an obvious and sufficient reason for 
this rule. Itis applying the same rule and the 
same compensation in like cases to the entire busi- 
ness of the State, whether commercial or other- 
wise—the same rule precisely. It saves profes- 
sional men from great perplexity and confusion, 
arising out of different and often conflicting rules 
and modes of compensation. I deem it wise, 
however, to make one exception to this rule. In 
cases of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction, 1 
propose that when the party libeling the property, 


| or intervening with a claim, shall procure a judg- 


ment or decree for less than $150, no more than 
one half the sum given in the supreme court of 
the State to the prevailing party, by way of in- 
demnity, shall be given in the Federal court to the 
I propose to 
do this for this reason: While it will reduce the 


compensation much below what itis by this bill, | 


and make it only half what it would be in the 
supreme court of New York, it will, at the same 
time, discourage the libeling of vessels, and, to 
some extent, prevent intervention for those small, 
unimportant, and insignificant sums or claims 


against men who are engaged in commercial busi- | 
| ness, and are almost invariably solvent, responsi- 


ble, and respectable, and who are always ready 
to pay such debts. And when the property of 
such man is proceeded against, it is most gene- 
rally by persons who set up larger claims than are 
due them, in the hope that their unjust exactions 
will be paid by the owner rather than have his 
vessel and property tied up in business season by 
process from the court of admiralty. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not detain the House further 
with regard to this bill at present. I have made 
this explanation with a view of bringing to the 
minds of gentlemen here the bearing of the propo- 
sitions I have made in reference to araending this 
bill, by making New York an exception to a gen- 
eral rule that the bill is designed to establish. 
Whilst I think that this bill, in a modified state, 
or some other bill on this subject ought to pass— 
nay, sir, whilst I believe that legislation is imper- 
atively necessary to correct the many and great 
abuses exposed by.the report of the Committee 
on the Judiciary, and whilst I am willing to go 
almost any length with that committee, or any 
other gentlemen here, to perfect this bill or make 
a better in its stead, still the result of my careful 
examination and experience tells me that this bill 
as it is will be highly objectionable, and will very 
injuriously affect the interests of my own State. 
In most cases, except that of district attorneys, it 
increases the fees and compensation of the officer 
rather than decreases them; and I believe the 
House is satisfied that it ought to be made to 
operate directly the other way in that State. 

Now, sir, not knowing what disposition the 
House may make of this matter—what snarl it 
may get inio in the maneuvrings of various gen- 


| tlemen who may undertake to engineer this bill—l 


propose to offer the amendments which I have pre- 
pared, and to accomplish the purposes I have in- 
dicated, as an amendment to the last amendment 
offered by the Judiciary Committee, which I take 
to be in order;—is it not, sir? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has some doubt 
whether, strictly speaking, even that will be in 
order, the first amendment of the Committee being 
first in order, and that is amendable. 


Mr. HOUSTON. -Do I understand the Chair į 


to say that that is amendable? 

The SPEAKER. The first amendment pro- 
posed by the committee to the first section of the 
bill is the first to be considered by the House; but 
as the gentleman has indicated his purpose to offer 
it as an amendment to the last amendment pro- 
posed by the committee, the Chair will consider 
whether or not it is in order. The Chair doubts. 

Mr. HAVEN. Under the circumstances, I 
dare not yield the floor unless I can get in my 


amendment; and if 1 cannot do it now, I shall feel | 


it my duty, under the advice of those in whose 
judgment I have confidence, to move to refer the 
‘bill to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
Still, in doing so, I desire to say that 


I am as anxions as the chairman of the Judiciary. 
Committee, or any:member of this House, that 
this bill, and the whole subject with which it is 
connected, should be fully considered, and wisely 
disposed of by the House at an early day. I now 
move to refer this ‘bill to the Committee -of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MEADE obtained the floor. 

Mr. LETCHER.. Willmy colleague give way 
for a momént? ; 

Mr. MEADE. I presume that on the motion 
made by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. 
Haven,} it will still be in order to discuss the 
merits of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. MEADE. If my friend desires the floor 
for the purpose of explanation, for a short time, 
I will yield it to him. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desired, sir, to have said 
something upon the merits of this bill, but I shall 
not abuse the indulgence which my colleague has 
extended to me, by doing so at this time. f will 
therefore confine myself altogether to a defense of 
the two officers in my district, who have been very 
improperly arraigned before this House, and se- 
verely censured, by the distinguished chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee, not only in the report 
some time since presented, but also in his speech 
delivered on Thursday last. 

In the report of the committee, and on the fourth 
and fifth pages thereof, six specifications of abuses 
will be found. The fifth specification is in the fol- 
lowing words: 

“5th. Proceedings for contempt of court, and for many 
other things, have been unnecessarily multiplied in some 
districts. There was in one district, at one time, no less 
than one hundred and twenty-two prosecutions pending for 
contempt of court, against seventeen persons, for non: at- 
tendance as witnessess ; being thirteen prosecutions against 
each of six persons, and four prosecutions against each of 
the other eleven persons, aud the whole costs thrown on 
the United States.” 

When this report was printed, understanding 
that this specification was intended for the benefit 
of the clerk and marshal of the western district of 
Virginia, both of whom are constituents of mine, 
I wrote to these gentlemen to ascertain what were 
the facts in the case referred to, and which were 
complained of in this specification, that'I might 
lay them before the House, in order that their van- 
dication from the assault, which had been made 
upon them, might have a place upon the records 
of Congress. 

Subsequently, when the bill came up for con- 
sideration, the distinguished chairman of the Ju- 
diciary Committee, in the course of his elaborate 
speech, referred to this specification of abuses, in 
these words: 

« Allow me to call the attention of the House to some of 
the abuses in the “Old Dominion.” An inqniry was made, 
under a resolution of this ‘House jn January last, directed 
to the Secretary of the Interior, ‘ What is the practice of 
issuing attachments for non-attendance of witnesses”? In 
the western district of Virginia you will find this state of 
things disclosed in the report of the First Coimptroftler: 
Proceedings for contempt of court have been unnecessarily 
multiplied, which. is one of the causes of the increase of 
judicial expense. There were in the district, in the year 
1849, atone time, no less than one hundred and twenty-two 
prosecutions for contempt of court agajust seventeen. per- 
sons, for non-attendance as witnesses, being thirteen pros- 
ecutions against each of six persons, and four prosceutions 
against each of the others. The whole cost was thrown 
upon the Treasury of the United States. In the year 1850, 
the witnesses in Virginia seem to have been contunsacious 
again aud you find eigbty-three proceedings against fourteen 
witnesses ih one case, in which the clerk’s fees amounted 
to over $197, all of which was charged to the United States, 
besides the miarshal’s fees for serving process in each of 
these proceedings. {admit that it is sometimes necessary 
to issue attachments against witnesses for contempt to the 
process of the courts, but it cannot fail to strike any one as 
a most singular feature of the administration of the laws in 
this district, that the Government is so frequently called 
upon to pay the costs of these proceedings on atiachments 
for contempt”? 


Now, sir, the facts of this case, so loudly com- 
plained of, are these;and they were known at the 
Comptroller’s office. when the information was 
furnished to the Judiciary Committee which forms 
the ground-work of this attack upon two of my 
constituents, both of whom are most estimable 
gentlemen: John D. Fenton was indicted in the 
western district of Virginia, for robbing the mail 
upon thirteen different occasions, and different 
witnesses were relied upon to establish bis guilt 
in each instance. The offenses being thirteen in 
number, and committed at different timés, as. a 
matter of course thirteen indictments were found 
against him at. the succeeding term of. the court, 
upon the testimony of these. witnesses. The 
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charges were distinct, as if they had been made 
against thirteen different men. The witnesses were 
summoned in each case for the United States, and 
the defendant in his own behalf summoned his 
witnesses in each of the thirteen cases. A num- 
ber of the witnesses failing to appear on both sides, 
the district attorney and the counsel for the de- 
fense, without consultation, or connivance with 
the clerk, or the marshal, but in the just and proper 
discharge of the duty they owed to the Govern- 
ment. of the United States on the one hand, and 
the prisoner on the other, asked for rules against 
these absent witnesses to secure their attendance 
at the next term of the court, to render satisfac- 
tory excuses for their absence, or, failing to do 
this, subject themselves to the fine which might 
be assessed upon them. - These rules were issued 
by the clerk in exact conformity with the rules of 
practice that prevail in our State courts, and they 
were served by the marshal just as the:same pro- 
cess in the State courts would have been served 
by the sheriff ofthe county. These are the facts, 
and, and when they are understood, I submit to 
the members of this House, whether any abuse 
has occurred, which can be justly censured? They 
have acted in strict accordance with the established 
rules of practice which prevail in our State courts, 
as every Virginia lawyer well knows. They have 
done only what was ordered by the court. to be 
done in these cases, and if this had not been done, 
the witnesses-could not be held to answer for their 
disregard of the process of the court. The clerk 
issued these rules, and the marshal executed them, 
as these officers were bound to do, and claimed 
their fees, as they had an undoubted right to do. 
Can it be pretended that they acted improperly? 
‘When the marshal senton his account to the Comp- 
troller's office, the charges for these services were 
in it, and explanations in regard to the items de- 
manded. The attention of the marshal and clerk 
was thus directed to the matter, and they were in- 
formed that the accounts would not be passed upon 
until their explanation should be received. Upon 
this application the explanation was furnished, 
and that explanation was satisfactory. The ac- 
counts were allowed, and after this lapse of time, 
and under these circumstances, these officers are 


now held up before the country and grossly libeled. } 


And in order to give point and force to the libel, 
@ portion of those facts are furnished to the com- 
mittee and to the country, while others material 
to their vindication are studiously concealed from 
the Judiciary Committee. 

This is all I feel called upon to say. I have 
placed these gentlemen in a proper position before 
this House, and [ think I have satisfied the mem- 
bers that they have done nothing wrong—nothing 
deserving of censure. If the Comptroller and his 
officers had furnished these facts, as they ought to 
have done, no such imputations would have been 
found in the report of the Committee, or in the 
speech of the able chairman, and I would have 
been relieved from the necessity of saying anything 
in vindication of these gentlemen on this. occa- 
sion. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, (Mr. Mrane 

ielding the floor.) Will the gentleman from 

irginia allow me to say a few words? [I shall 
not enter into a minute examination of the pro- 
visions of this bill. I propose to confine the few 
remarks I have to make to a general consideration 


in reference to the bearings of ‘this bill upon civil | 


„Suits—upon suits between citizen and citizen, and 
not where the United States is a party. 

I have supposed, sir, that the evil which was to 

be remedied by the passage of a bill of this char- 

acter, was confined to the officers of the United 


States, whose fees in some cases were charged to | 


have been unreasonable, and large bills made out 
where there was great discretion given not-only 
to the person claiming the fees, but also to the 
court who should determine what were allowable; 
and upon recurring to the President’s message, in 
which this subject is brought to the distinct con- 
sideration of Congress, I find that the evil which 
was complained of exists in that quarter, and in 


that quarter only. If we will refer to it, we shall | 


find that our attention was called to the want of a 
uniform fee bill, prescribing the compensation to 
be allowed to districtattorneys, clerks, marshals, 
and commissioners. These are all United States 
officers, and the evil has been felt and known in 
its full extent in the administration of the Govern- 
ment through the Treasury Department; and the 


| report which has come to us from the Secretary 
of the Interior, under whom these matters are 
placed for his cousideration, shows us that the evil 
is confined to that quarter. Now, sir, when we 
look at this bill, we find that it not only assumes 
to provide for the regulation of fees and compen- 
sation for these officers of the Government, but 
also the fees and everything that appertains to the 
administration of justice between citizens in civil 
| suits, so far as compensation or fees are con- 
cerned, 

Now, sir, I object to the bill in this particular. 
If it was confined: to a reform of the evil which 
has been complained of, and which I conceive is 
demonstrated by the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the officers of our Government 
who have communicated the facts on this subject, 
| to be areat and crying evil, and one that ought 
to be reformed, I should have no objection to the 
general principles on which it is founded. As to 
the details of the bill, so far as the fees of these 
| public officers are concerned, f am not prepared 
to say but that they are proper. I have taken 
j Some pains, by communication with public men 
| who are conversant with the duties of these offi- 
cers, and with their compensation, in the State 
| where I reside, to ascertain, by a distribution of 
| the bill, which has been reported by the Judiciary 
Committee, and by correspondence with them, 
whether the fees as prescribed for these officers 
were proper and adequate, or whether they were 
too large,and I have heard no objection to them 
in the main. I believe they are satisfactory, so 
far as these officers are concerned. But there is 
an inherent difficulty in this matter which has 


‘We find that soon after our Constitution was 
adopted, and the establishment of a judiciary sys- 
tem came up for the consideration of Congress, 
| this very matter of the regulation of compensa- 
tion in civil suits was the subject of very serious 
embarrassment. It was found so impracticable 
i then: so to frame a fee bill in reference to civil 
suits as to meet the wishes of all parts of the 
country, that it was abandoned; and gentlemen, 
by referring to the law of 1799 upon that subject, 
will see that the legislators of that day felt called 
upon to fall back upon the most rational ground 
i that could be occupied upon this subject, and 
| leave this matter where the people of the different 
i| States had left it. They were supposed to know 
better, from their own local usages, from their 
customs, from the manner of doing business in 
their courts, and from the modes which they had 
: adopted for the enforcement of private rights and 
the repression of private wrongs, what rates of 
compensation should be given, and how the laws 
giving that compensation, in the shape of fees, or 
otherwise, should be carried out. 

This arose, undoubtedly, from those institutions 
of a judicial character that were introduced into 
each State at its early settlement, peculiar to itself, 
peculiar to the inhabitants of the State. Weknow 
| that in-all the old States—and I believe itis no less 
true in regard to the new States that have since 
been admitted into the Union—each State has its 
own mode of procedure, from the commencement 
of a civilsuit down to the enforcement of the col- 
lection of the amount of judgment, peculiar to it- 
self, 

In one State it is a very light matter to conduct 
a suit according to the rules of court and to the 
laws of the State prescribing the form of proced- 
ure, and but very little in the nature of practice 
is to be done; in another State the law prescribes 
a series of steps, a modeof procedure, before you 
can collect the simplest debt, every one of which 
must be followed in the ‘progress of the suit. 
Again, in some States there are courts of equity; 
in others there are none, and equitable powers are 
exercised by courts of law. In some of these 
States there are proceedings peculiar to courts of 
equity, as, for instance, the examination of wit- 
nesses are notin open court, but are held before an 
officer, at his chambers, and all the various pro- 
ceedings of the courts differ entirely from the pro- 
ceedings in other States. Now, what I object to 
in this billis, that no notice has been taken of these 
institutions, of these modes of procedure in judi- 
cial matters, institutions, and modes differing en- 
tively in their character, and stillin the main coeval 
with the very settlement of our States. A hori- 
zontal fee bill is here attempted to be established to 
graduate the pay of every man by one general rule. 


been felt before in the legislation of this country. - 


Mr. MEADE. I mustreaily interrupt the gen- 
tleman from New York, for the purpose of resum- 
ing the floor. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I owe an apology to the 
gentleman from Virginia for having occupied so 
| much of his time. I should not have occupied a 
moment of it if this bill had been in committee, 
the place where measures of so mach importance 
| and detail are usually discussed. Butas it is ina 
situation. where the previous question may be 

sprung upon us at any time, I felt called upon to 
| address a few remarks to the House. 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman will have to 
owe me two apologies if he goes on any longer. 
| [A laugh.] 

i Mr. SEYMOUR. Ihavean amendment, which 
i I wish to offer at the proper time, to this bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is it an amendment to the 
first amendment proposed by the committee? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I believe itis. Itis to the 
first part of the bill. ‘ 
Mr. MEADE. I cannot yield to the “gentle- 
an any longer. i 
| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Dlinois. Will the gen- 
| tleman from Virginia yield me the floor for one 
{ 
| 


| m 


moment? : 

Mr. MEADE. Ido not know for what object 
| the gentleman desires it. If it is to make a short 
| speech Jike'that of the gentleman from New York, 
| I cannot yield. 
|; Mr. CAMPBELL. 
suggestion. 

Mr. MEADE. Well,I will yield for that pur- 
| pose for a moment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | rise merely for the pur- 
pose of making a suggestion to the gentleman 
| from Virginia and to the House. ` I am satisfied 
i that this bill is imperfect, and that it is the opinion 
of the House generally that it should be amended. 
i It is a very important bill, and I would. suggest 
| that, by ananimous consent, it be referred to’ the 
| Committee of the Whole on the stateof the Union, 
| and be made the special order for one or two days, 
| for the purpose of perfecting it, and of bringing 
| to bear upon it the experience of all the States of 
i this Union. 

‘Now, with regard.to my own State, I consider 
: that portion of the bill which relates to the fees of 
‘attorneys, a premium for bringing suits in the 
| United States courts, suing defendants out of their 
í jurisdiction, taking. them two or three hundred 
i miles, and then taxing them with twenty dollars of 
| fees, contrary to the whole policy of our State 
| laws. I hope, therefore, that the suggestion I 
i have thrown out will be concurred in, otherwise 
: I for one shall be compelled to vote against this 
| bill if I have no opportunity of offering the amend- 
| ments which-I desire to offer to it. 

| Mr. MEADE. I presume there is not a prac- 
| ticing attorney in this House who does not feel 
that a general bill of this kind is a most difficult 
/one to prepare. Every man at-all conversant 
i with the practice of the courts must feel that the 
| very best mode for the preparation of this bill 
| would be a committee of three lawyers, well ac- 
; quanted with the practice of the courts, quietly 
| assembled around- a board, and giving their minds 
| exclusively to the various minutiæ that come up 
i for consideration. A bill of this sort cannot be 
i wisely framed by a House of Representatives con- 
| sisting of two hundred and thirty-three members, 
j of all occupations and employments, some ac- 
; quainted with the business and others entirely 
‘ignorant of it. Ehad rather take a bill, without 
‘looking-into a single provision of it, framed by 
i three lawyers acquainted with the practice of the 
| courts, than one. framed by this House after six 
‘months’ deliberation; and there is not a lawyer in 
| this House who will not subscribe to the opinion 
_ which I now express. It is not pretended by the 
| Committee on‘ the Judiciary that the bill which 
|| they have reported here is perfect. It will not be 
| pretended that-that committee, or any other com- 
| mittee, could possibly make a bill that would be 
; perfect. ‘The only way in which a proper and 
fair bill is to be constructed is, by first consulting 
| and being controlled by past experience, and then 
l; watch its mode of operation; and aseach difficulty 
| may arise, and as each defect in the bill may be 
discovered, apply a legislative remedy to- that par- 
| ticular defect. 

| The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Bowi] 
| seemed to have worked himself into a rage yester- 
| day, because of the sweeping attack upon the courts 


I desire only to make a 


i 
t 
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and their oficers. But while the gentleman made 
very loud complaints of this sweeping attack, made 
by the Judiciary Committee, I witnessed not a sin- 
gle effort on his part to contradict or to controvert 
asingle position assumed inthat report. Ifhemade 
such an attempt, it did not arrest my attention. 
There are some five or six charges. made by the 
committee in relation to the abuses in some in- 
stances, and the usages of the courts in others, and 
yet not a member of the House, who has spoken 
upon this subject, has, in the slightest degree, at- 
tacked the positions assumed by the committee, 
Mr. BOWIE. I addressed my remarks to cer- 
tain features of the bill, quoting them, and having 
them read to the House. The report accompany- 
ing the bill it has not been my good fortune to read. 
I consider the bill the material part of the report 
of the committee, and as embodying their views. 
Mr. MEADE. Well, Mr. Speaker, the bill 
attempts to effect that which the whole Judiciary 
. Committee was in favor of—that is, to make the 
practice of the courts and the fees of their officers 
uniform, as far as it was practicable; and the ob- 
jection which was urged to this bill by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Seymour] is, in my 
opinion, its very best recommendation. I think 


that if this bill will, in future, have the effect of |i 


making more uniform, though to a limited extent, 
the «practice of the various States, we shall, in 
that respect, have achieved an object worthy of 
the consideration of this House. 

One of the greatest objections which can be 


urged against the present judiciary system of the’ 
United States grows out of the fact that there is | 


such a'variety in the practice and in the mode of 
charging fees in the several States. Now, sir, 
this bill does at least prescribe a uniform rule of 
charging. While the laws of the States and the prac- 
tice under them are in some instances still made the 
rule, uniformity is only attempted where it is be- 
lieved to be practicable. This bill does not in gen- 
eral reduce the fees of officers for actual services, but 
rather increases them, notwithstanding which, 1 
believe its passage will have the effect to reduce 
the whole amount of the expenses of the judiciary 
from $550,000 to about $300,000; it will not be 
accomplished by paying any officer of the court 
less for services really performed, but by prevent- 
ing the payment for constructive services, or for 
such as need not be performed. The instances 
brought to the attention of this committee by the 
igtelligent and learned chairman of the Judiciary 
Committee, (Mr. McLanauan,] and those incor- 
porated in the report from that committee, show 
to this House that these officers have in many in- 
stances taxed their ingenuity, not for the purpose 
of charging larger: fees than the law allows, but 
for the purpose of devising multitudes of little mo- 
tions anil orders, altogether unnecessary, and con- 
ducing only to swell the compensation of officers, 
at the expense of suitors and the Government. In 
the prosecution of a single offense, (an attempt to 
destroy the vessel Franklin,)—in that one prose- 


cution—for though there were two or three parties | 


concerned, and six indictments found, I may call 
it a prosecution for a single crime—although it 
lasted for less than two months—only forty-three 
days, I believe—bills were charged to the amount 


of six thousand and odd dollars, for the services | 


of a single officer, thus securing to himself in this 


short time almost an independent fortune. In view | 


of these facts this House cannot fail to see the ne- 
cessity for legislating speedily upon this subject. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, how is it possible for this 
House to take up and consider this matter, in all 
of ils minute details? How is it possible for those 
who have never looked into a fee book, and know 
little of legal proceedings, asis the case with a ma- 
jority of the members of this House, how is it 


possible, I say, for them to determine the practi- | 


cability, or the wisdom of the provisions of this 
bill? They mustnecessarily rely upon the opinions 
of those whose experience teaches them what is 
needed. They must necessarily trustit to a few, 
whose occupation in life makes them qualified 
judges of the whole subject, and who by them- 
selves in committee, shall discuss every clause, and 
weigh the import of every word in it, taking care 
to anticipate and provide for every conceivable 
state of things. This cannot be donein a popular 
assembly, or a noisy House, like this. 

A bill involving so many minute details must be 
thoroughly examined, and understood; its provis- 
ions should not be the sport of chance or caprice, 


$ 


| are some 


PRIN ash = 


The report of the committee brings to light | 
cases in which fees of $40 had been charged by | 


a new district attorney, after the prisoner had been 
convicted, and nothing remained hutto pronounce 
judgment. 
a lawyer, who had never been a district attorney, 
to devise a fee bill of $40 against the Government, 
after trial and conviction; but such a bill has been 
produced, and I presume paid. I will state*some 
of the items: Two retaining fees, $3 each; two 
motions for sentence, $3 each; motion to suspend 


sentence, $3; motion to extend recognizance, $3; | 


motion to discharge debt on pardon, $3; motion to 
discharge recognizance, $3, &c. 


House. , 
These abuses existed notin 1800, when the ex- 
penses of the judiciary were but $42,000, nor in 


'| 1820, when they were but $100,000. They are to 


be credited to the progressiveness of the present 
age, embracing a period of twenty years, from 
1831, when the expenses were only $200,000, to 
1851, when they had swelled up to $565,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) Has the 
morning hour not expired ? . 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. DANIEL. I rise for the purpose of sub- 
mitting a motion which I have very often made 
here without any success. Yesterday, upon the 
representations of my friend, the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, (Mr. Housron,] 
—that being objection day—l declined to submit 
the motion to goto the consideration of private 
business. 1 generally make it a rule to dectinein- 
sisting upon that motion whenever I think the pub- 
lic interests imperiously demand the action of thé 
House upon a particular bill. I was in hopes yes- 


| terday that the bill now under consideration in 
i Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union, would have been disposed of in the course 
of the day. It was not disposed of, however, and 
as the session is drawing to a close, and as there 
printed bills before the Committee of 
the Whole House, which, if not acted on by the 


! House before the close of the session will involve 


much private suffering, I feel it my duty to now 
submit to the House that we proceed for this day 
to the consideration of private bills, I suppose 
the loss of this day will not make much differ- 
ence with the appropriation bills. That kind of 
business can be transacted upon any day, while 
these private bills can only be considered upon 
Fridays and Saturdays. 


STEAMBOAT DISASTERS. 
Mr. KING, of New York. 


I have been re- 


quested to call the attention of the House to the | 


appalling loss of life by the recent destruction of 
steamboats on the Mississippi and on the Hud- 
son; and to present a petition in favor of the bill 


for the preservation of the lives of passengers on | 


-board steamboats, which has passed the Senate, 
and is now in committee in this House. ° 

There being no objection, the petition was re- 
ceived, and on motion of Mr. K., referred to the 


| Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I was going to make some 
suggestions in relation to the importance of getting 
through with the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill as soon as possible; but the House un- 
derstands it as well as I do. T ask that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. ` 


The SPEAKER. This being private bill day, | 


| the motion must first be put upon going into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar. 

The question was then put,and upon a division 
60 rose in the affirmative. ~ 

Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. CuanpiEer and McMoutuw 
were appointed. . 

`The question was again taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 56, noes 71. 

So the motion was disagreed to. 


it would be a very difficult thing for | 


Such practices | 
call loudly for legislative interposition—a remedy | 
| should be applied at once. You can do it only by | 
| detailing on that service the legal experience of the | 


Feeling this to beany | 
| duty, therefore, I submit the motion, and the House 
| can dispose of it as they choose. 


The question then recurred upon the motion to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; and being put, it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Peresin the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 196, making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1853, 
and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose 
on yesterday, it had reached the eight hundred and 
sixth line of the bill. ` 

Mr. STANLY. 
ment to the bill: 


To refund to the State of North Carolina the amount of 
money advanced and transportation furnished to volunteers 
from that State during the late war with Mexico, the sum 
of %9,382 58, with interest at the rate of six per centam per 
minnin, from the first day of March, in the year 1847, until 
parc . ` 

Mr. S. said: If the committee understand that 
amendment, after voting the amount which they 
did on yesterday to the State of Michigan, } do 
not think there would bea single member upon 
this floor who would oppose it. [I hold-in my 
hand the Congressional Globe of February 8, 
1850. A bill to this amount passed the Senate 
during that session, but never reached the House. 
Mr. Borax, of Arkansas, from the Committee 
on Military Affairs in the Senate, reported the 
bill. I now propose to read from his remarks 
upon that occasion, which I adopt instead of my 
own. Mr. Boruanp said: 


“ J will state in a few words the grounds upon which the 
committee have reported this bill. ‘his claim of the State 
of North Carolina arises under the act of Congress making 
provision for the payment of the expenses of the volunteer 
troops raised for the war in Mexico. ‘Phe provisions of the 
act extended to the appropriations of money made by the 
States as well as individuals. The Military Committee 
believe that this claim properly comes under the provision 
of the act, and that it should have been paid under that con- 
struction of the law by the War Department. ‘The Seere- 
tary of War, however, under the rules established by that 
Department, thinks the vouchers furnished by the State of 
North Carolina are not such as those rules require. Ap- 
plication is therefore made to Congress for a special act 
making this appropriation. The Secretary admits the 
charge to be a reasonable one, and only finds a difficulty in 
the manner in which the vouchers are prepared. 

“The War Department has not suspended or rejected the 
claim from any want of evidence that the meney had been 
paid by the State. But therules of the Department require 
that Hie vouchers presented should be the receipts of the 
soldiers and others, to whom the money was paid. Under 
the circumstances under which this money was paid, these 
vouchers were not obtained. The money was paid in North 
Carolina to the commanding officer of the regiment, and by 
him to the captains, and afterwards by them to the several 
companies. "This evidence has been furnished to the Gov- 


I offer the following amend- 


| ernor of the State of North Carolina, and he has made ap- 


plication for refunding the money paid—$9,000; a Hitte 
more than $10 to each individual; which the Seeretary of 


av 
War says is a very moderate allowance.” 


Now, sir, that is the whole matter. The Sec- 
retary of War makes the regulations upon this 
subject according to the general act of Congress, 
which the gentleman from Tennessee referred to 
on yesterday. He decided that this case did not 
come within the regulations of the War Depart- 
ment. There is no doubt that the money should 
be paid. I hope the money will be refunded to 
all the States which have, like Michigan, advanced 
money for this purpose. I have adopted the lan- 
guage of the amendment offered by the gentleman 


i from Michigan, and applied it to my own State. 


I hope the committee will see fit to adopt the 
amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Is it in order to offer an 
amendment to the amendment? ` 

The CHAIRMAN. itis. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope the amendment, or 
rather this case, will be allowed to stand by itself. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This matter I think may as 
well be understood by the committee first as last. 
I have no doubt—at least I presume that the claims - 
of North Carolina are just as much entitled to go 
into this bill as the claims of Michigan; and the 
claims of all the other States, standing upon the 
same footing, might just as well be put into one 
amendment and inserted in this bill, as to be in- 
serted upon separate amendments. 

If you retain one of these cases in the bill—for 
instance that of Michigan—all the other States 
standing in the same condition ought to be in- 
serted. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I suggest to the 
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gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] that this 
amendment be inserted with a general clauseadded, || 
to the effect that all other States standing upon 
the same footing shall come within the purview of 
that provision. ; : 

Mr. HOUSTON. That may as well be done, 
as it will save time, for all the States are in pretty 
much the same condition; and indeed the Secre- 
tary of War told me, in a conversation recently, 
that the principle involved here would let in all 
the States, including the war of 1812, and in every 
war from that time down to the present. The 
committee had, therefore, better consider the extent 
of this question before we act upon it. If we intend 
to provide for one State, let us provide for all, 
where the same principle is involved. 


Mr. FAULKNER. What does the gentleman 


_plaining and advocating this amendment. 


desire to have us understand by his remark, that 
the Secretary of War said that the principle in- 
volved here, if established, would let in all the 
States? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I mean this: that if the prin- 
ciple be adopted of overruling the decisions of the 
‘War Department, in its exclusion of claims that 
do not come within the rules and regulations of 
the Department, all the States willbe let in with 
their claims. That is what I mean. I understand 
the point to be involved in the claim of my friend 
from Michigan, [Mr. Sruarr,] as well as in the 
elaim of Alabama, Georgia, South Carolina, North 
Carolina, and almost every one of the States, to 
be this: The provisions of the law of 1848 require 
that the money and interest shall be refunded to 
the States, corporations, and individuals that made 
advances for raising and equipping troops for the 
Mexican war. The States have applied under 
that law to get the money, as also have corpora- 
tions and individuals. The money has been re- 
fanded in all cases where the proof, required by 
the regulations of the Department, has been pre- 
sented. The proof required by the Department 
is, that the evidence shall show not only that the 
money has goneout of the coffers of the Treasur 
into the hands of the State agent, but that it shall 
show that the money was actually applied to the 
“purpose of raising and equipping troops for the 
Mexican war, The reason why the claims of the 
State of Michigan, of Alabama, and of all the 
other States, are not admitted, is, that they cannot 
show vouchers for the money expended, beyond 
the agent who received it from the State. Jn all 
these cases the States show that they placed 
raoney in the hands of A and B for the purpose of 
raising troops, but they do not trace it, by the 

roper evidence, under the regulation of the War 

epartment, showing that it ever was applied to 
the services of the General Government, in raising 
and equipping troops. That is the difficulty in 
relation to the payment of all these claims, and 
the reason why they have not been heretofore 
paid. If we intend to overrule that action of the 
‘War Department, let us do-it in regard to all the 
States standing upon the same footing. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Houston] has stated this 
matter correctly, but I think where a State pro- 
duces to the War Department a voucher—an hon- 
est, bona fide voucher—that establishes the fact of 
the advance of the money, that the War Depart- 
ment ought not to require anything further. - 

Mr. HOUSTON, Let mesay to the gentleman 
from Georgia, [Mr. Srernens,} that that is the 
precise point. The War Department takes this 
ground, that when a State hands over to A or B | 
money to be appropriated in that way, that the 
State should adduce- proof, of some sort at least, 
showing that A or B, the agent for the State for 
that purpose, applied it to the purposes for which 
it was advanced. R 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to. make one inquiry 
of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means.. Did I understand the chairman to say, 
that he is willing to allow an amendment which 
shall include those States which have yet unset- 


tled claims for moneys advanced for war purposes | 
in the war of 1812? 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman misunder- 
stands me, if.he understood any such thing. I 
stated that the Secretary of War. said, that. the 
principle involved here, if established, would be 
the means of Jetting in all the States for such and 
similar claims for the war of 1812, and of every 
war since; and that to pay such claims would re- 
quire a great deal of money, | - 


W 


| many of them repaired to the place of rendezvous, 
j and sọme.of them were compelled to return home. 


would. 


i the Mexican war; but I do protest against the. in- - 


The question was then taken on the amendment 
offered by Mr. Sranty, and it was agreed to. 
Mr. COBB offered the following amendment: 


And for the payment to the State of Alabama, for money 
advanced for transporting and subsisting troops during the 
Mexican war, $4,000, or so much as nay be found neces- 
sary to pay the principal and interest at the rate of six per 
cent. per annum from the time of said advance until paid 
by the Government of the United. States: Provided, Before 
payment, the amount claimed shall be certified to have been 
paid, or that it isstill due by the Government to said State, 
which certificate shall be deemed sufficient testimony in 
the adjudication of such claim. 


Mr. C. said: I shall occupy buta minute in ex- 
The 
justice of the proposition is so apparent to every 
member of this committee, that I certainly would 


| be trespassing upon their judgment, as well as |i 


their liberality and disposition to do right, if I 
were to consume their time in the advocacy of this 
claim. 

It is well understood, that when General Tay- 
lor was in extreme peril in Mexico, a requisition | 
was made upon the State of Alabama, as upon 
other States, for troops to relieve hiin from his 
perilous condition. 
in many other States, responded to the call instan- 
taneously, and they marched from the northern 
part of the State, and from the extreme points of 
the State, to the city of Mobile, with the view of 
proceeding from that place to the seat of war. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1 suggest to 


the gentleman from Alabama, {Mr. Coss,] that |; 


he accept this modification to his amendment: 
« And that all other States under like circumstan- 
ces, shall be put upon like footing.” . 

Mr. COBB. 1 should have no particular ob- 
jection to that; but this is a small matter, and we 
had better pass it, and let every State stand upon 
its own merits. I intend to vote for every one of 
these claims that are founded upon the same prin- 
ciple as that of the State of Alabama. 

I was stating that, in the promptness with which 
the citizens of Alabama responded to that call, too 


Our Stite paid. for the transportation of these 
troops. _ It is true that the Governor paid out the 
möney rather loosely, without taking the proper 
vouchers; and by not being able to produce these 
vouchers, the Government refuses to pay the 
money advanced. . The claim is admitted, and the 
Government is satisfied that itis just; but, upon 
the principle they have prescribed. for the. action 
of the Department, it cannot be paid through the 
Department. Itis but about $4,000, and I hope 
the House will allow itto be paid. l have,in my | 
amendment, required the Governor of Alabama, 
before this money shall be paid, to certify that it 
is due and unpaid; and if that does not guard the 
Government from wrong, I do not know what 


Mr. MILLSON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr.Cosp,] 
as I was opposed to that offered by the gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Stawiy,] and to that 
introduced yesterday by the gentleman from Mich- | 
igan, {Mr. Srvarr.] 1 have no sort of objection 
to refunding to the States all that they may have 
properly paid or advanced for the prosecution of 


troduction of these contested cases Into. the gen; 
eral appropriation bill. A few days ago, this! 
House, by an almost unanimous vote, determined 
to stop discussion in the Committee of the Whole 
upon the general appropriation bill, because they 
saw that the items of that bill were of such a char- 
acter as to require no further consideration than | 
they had already bestowed; and because—I speak | 
at least for myself—they had no idea that propo- 
sitions suggesting changes in the existing laws, 
and involving appropriations for debatable objects, 
would be entertained, when there could be no fur- 
ther consideration of.them than that allowed in 
the short’space of five minutes.. = E 

Now, sir, if these claims are just, they can, I 
presume, be allowed by the Department. Ifthere 


be anything in the rales of.the Department. which !. 


forbids their allowance, and if there be any. equi, 
table considerations which makeit proper to allow 
them, a joint resolution may be introduced author- 
izing anew mode of decision. But, sir, see the 
evil resulting from this. practice of first terminating 
debate in the Committee of the Whole. upon the 


Our citizens in Alabama, as |} 


bill under consideration, and then allowing the i 


most important, matters to be introduced by way 
ofamendment. And,in this connection, } think 
it will be in order for me now to refer to what the. 
committee has already done, for the purpose of 
exemplifying and illustrating the evils of this prac- 
tice. A day or.two ago a subject. of much im- 
portance was brought forward by the gentleman 
from. Maryland, [Mr. Evans,]. proposing ad- 
ditional restrictions upon our foreign trade, and 
on his motion the committee voted to impose new 
| burdens upon this commerce, and that, too, when 
no discussion. of this grave subject could be al- 
lowed, except that which could take place under 
the five minutes rule. Upon a subsequent day, a 
| proposition wasintroduced by my colleague, [Mr. 
| Bayty,] which, 1 humbly conceive, involved a 
i serious reflection upon the Constitution itself, in 
| proposing to sanétion, in some sort, a practice 
| 

i 

| 

i 

i 


which was so odious to the framers of the Consti- 
| tution as to induce them to insert a clause in the 
i Constitution prohibiting it, as far as they had au- . 
_ thority to do so, on the part of any of our public 
: functionaries; and no discussion could take place 
i upon that subject, except that. brief and unsat- 
isfactory discussion which five minutes would 
i allow. 
| Now, sir, I am no way opposed to the payment 


i| of the just demands of those States, if properly 


brought forward. I vote against them here upon 
| principle, as I voted against the amendment pro- 
| nosed yesterday, for paying to Virginia the amount 
! claimed to be due to her. If these States have a 
just claim upon the Goverhment, and are entitled 
| to demand the interest upon it, they.cannot suffer 
| by a little delay; and these delays.are necessary to 
| enable the House to consider calmly and maturely 
i the propriety of making the allowance. 

For these reasons, among many others that I 
| have not time to state, I trust that not only the 
proposition now pending, but all amendments, 
proposing changes in the general laws, and making 
innovations upon our established course of legis- 
lation, will be voted down by the committee. 

Mr. HIBBARD, I rise to a question of order 
which will apply to this and to ali similar amend= 
ments which shall be hereafter offered, and £ un- 
derstand there are to be several. The amendment 
: is not in order, because it is for an appropriation 
not heretofore authorized by any law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Inreply to the gentleman, 
the Chair will state that that same point was raised 
yesterday on an amendment offered by the gentler 
man from Michigan, (Mr. Stuarr.] The Chair 
then decided, that the joint resolution of 1846 and 
the act of 1848, authorized the-reimbursement to 
States, corporations, and individuals, of money 
advanced and expended in supporting volunteers 
called into service during the Mexican war. The 
Chair makes the same decision now, and therefore 
overrules the question of order raised by the 
gentleman from. New.Hampshire. 

Mr. HIBBARD. .I -move pro forma the reduc- 
tion of the appropriation proposed by the amend- 
ment, one dollar. It strikes me that this amend- 
ment is altogether out of place.at this time as an 
amendment to this bill. I will not proceed to argue 
the question of order, because I understand now 
what I did not when the question was raised, that 
i it was settled upon yesterday. The proper busi- 
| ness of appropriation bills is to appropriate monr 
eys for the expenses of the Government—to pro- 
vide for the payment of sums authorized by law. 
When specific claims of this description are offered 
as amendments, I understand it.is not usual, nor 
| proper, for them to be added to the appropriation 
| bills, unless they have been adjudicated and settled 
| as due by the Department. It is not the province 
; of an appropriation bill to allow a claim where 


|; there is question as to its justice, It ought not to 


be appropriated if. such a question be pending. 
It is: then. a matter for the consideration of the 
| Committee on Claims;-or of some other appropri- 
‘ate committee. This is a claim, not of an indi- 
i vidual, but of a State against the Government. 
; Whether or not it be due is a question, and this is 
not the time nor occasion for thesettlement of that 
question. It may and it may not be due, and.the 
: claim should be referred to the Committee on 
| Claims, or some other appropriate tribunal. There 
i has been.no adjudication at the Department upon it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut.. I wish to 
say tothe gentleman that this subject has been 
before the Committee on Claims, and they are now 


| 
| 


; prepared to report adversely upon it. 
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Mr. HIBBARD. The gentleman says that 
this claim has been beforethe Committee on Claims, 
and that they have agreed to report adversely to 
it. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion, for 
it bears at once upon the merits of the case, and 
illustrates’ the -impropriety -of passing it in this 
form. I understand a class of claims embracing 
and standing upon the-same merits as this—upon 
the same propriety and same .law—— 

A Memaer. Not this one. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I understand it is not con- 
tradictéd that this or a similar claim has been re- 
jected by the committee. Sir, it shows the impro- 


priety of this mode of procedure, as a matter of- 


order, and it bears upon the question of the merits 
of theclaim. ‘This is no place to pass upon such 
questions. I know nothing of the action of the 
committee on claims, except what the gentleman 
from Connecticut has said, and I do not under- 
stand that to be contradicted. Rejected’ after ex- 
amination before the appropriate committee, it is 
now sought to be tacked on asa riderhere. This 
mode of proceeding isall wrong. Pass this amend- 
ment, allow this claim, and by the same rule you 
will. add to this bill every claim of every State, and 
every individual, now pending before Congress. 
We will consume the remainder of the session in 
unfinished action upon this. single bill. Linvoke 
the friends of the bill, and the committee generally, 
if they would ever finish the work in hand, to 
discourage amendments of this description. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I rise to oppose 
the amendment, with a view to reply to my col- 
league who spoke in favor of the principle con- 
tained in it. He took occasion to- say, in con- 
demning hasty legislation, that I, on yesterday, 
had offered an. amendment to the bill, which was 
in conflict with the Constitution of the United 
States. aS 

Mr. MILLSON. I did not say the gentleman 
offered an amendment which was in conflict with 
the Constitution. I said that the principle of that 
amendment involved a serious reflection upon the 
Constitution. i 

Mr. BAYLY. Very well. The gentleman 
said that it involved a reflection upon the Consti- 
tution. What wasit? It was a proposition to 
include in an amendment which was carried, and 
which I afterwards, when I found it was objected 
to, offered to strike out, $150 to the minister for a 
snuff-box and watch he had given to a dragoman 
of the Sublime Porte: The only clause of the 
Constitution bearing upon that is this: 


« No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States ; 
and no person holding any office of profit or trust under 
them, shall, without the consent of the Congress, accept of 
any present, emolument, office, or title of any, kind what- 
ever, from any king, prince, or foreign State.” 


This clause prohibits the taking, and not the 
giving of a present, &c., from any king, prince, or 
foreign State. I suppose that my colleague means 
to insist, that the converse of the proposition was 
true, and that it prohibits the giving of any present, 


&e. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is under the 
necessity of reminding the gentleman that he does 
not see the relevancy of the remarks the gentleman 
is now submitting, to the proposition of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire, which proposes to 
reimburse the States for moneys they have ex- 
pended in raising volunteers for the Mexican war. 

Mr. BAYLY. It was preciely upon that prop- 
osition my colleague has indulged in a reflection, 
as [regard it, upon me, as one of the organs of this 
House; and I should liketo know by what rule 
the Chair can indulge remarks in favor of the 
amendment, and will not indulge othersin reply. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair calls the gen- 
tleman to.order. The Chair has no recollection 
of the remarks to which the gentleman alludes, as 
having been made by his colleague. . He did not 
hear them. — ; 

Mr. BAYLY. As my colleague has been in- 
dulged. in making reference to. me, by every rule 
of parliamentary law I have aright to reply to his 
remarks... 

[Cries of “Go on P? «Go on!”] 
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| was submitted to the Committee on Claims. 


My colleague says that the proposition was a 
reflection upon the Constitution. ‘The Constitu- 
tion says that no public functionary shall receive a 
present from a foreign potentate without the con- 
sent of Congress. 1t does not say that our Min- 
isters cannot comply with the usages at other 
courts; and I say here, the usage of this Govern- 
ment has been, from its foundation, to comply 
with the usages of courts in making presents. 
Will my colleague say that forbidding to take pres- 
ents is impliedly a prohibition to give them? 
Why, sir, the Constitution does not even prohibit 
the reception of presents. It only prohibits the 
officer from appropriating them to his own use; 
and when they are offered, they are always’ re- 
ceived, and are either deposited in the Patent Of- 
fice or sold, and the proceeds go into the public 
Treasury. Now, what becomes of my colleague’s 
point? , 

Mr. MILLSON. With my colleague’s permis- 
sion, I do not see why, when I made general re- 
marks in reference toa bill before Congress, my 
colleague should suppose those remarks to inti- 
mate a reflection upon him as one of the organs 
of the House. I was expressing an independent 
opinion as an independent legislator. 

Mr. BAYLY. Did not my colleague state that 
T had introduced a proposition reflecting upon the 
Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. MILLSON. This practice of giving and 
receiving presents by diplomatic agents abroad, 
existed at the time of the formation of our Con- 
stitution, as it does now; and because it existed 
then, and because the framers of the Constitution 
regarded it as a serious abuse they expressly pro- 
hibited any one of our agents from receiving a 
present from any foreign potentate. In the con- 
demnation of the principle, so far as the reception 
of these presents is concerned, they unquestion- 
ably meant to imply a condemnation of a similar 
practice by agents of other Governments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, be- 
fore putting the question, that in this peculiar case 
he has indulged remarks which he deems not in 
order. Hereafter he would beg gentlemen to. con- 
fine themselves to the proposition under considera- 
tion. Unless they do, he shall. feel bound to en- 
force the rules of order. 

Mr. HIBBARD, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut. 
reduce the appropriation one dollar. 

{ do so to say a word to prevent misapprehen- 
sion of my remark while the gentleman from New 
Hampshire was on the floor. 1 noticed at the 
time that he misunderstood me. This subject 
A 
much larger amount was then asked for. The 


T move to 


the application, on the ground that the law made 
ample provision for all such cases. The petition 
was thereupon withdrawn, and on application to 
the proper Department, a great part of the claim 
was-allowed and paid. As to this residue, I know 
nothing in particular about it; but I am opposed 
to this loose mode of bringing in and adjudicating 
on these claims. If the law already provided is 
not ample, or if there are defects in its adminis- 
tration, it is easy to apply to Congress by a proper 
memorial, and let the matter be investigated by 
the appropriate committee. “It seems to me the 


general appropriation bill is no proper place for |; 


their.consideration. On this ground I have voted 
against all the applications of this nature, and 
shall continue so to vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I submit the following 
amendment: i 


For refunding to the State of Virginia the amount of |; 


money advanced by said State, under the act of her Gen- 


eral Assembly of the 10th day of August, 1849, in organ-: 
izing, subsisting, and transporting the Virginia regiment of | 


volunteers for the Mexican war previous to its being mus- 
tered into the service of the United States, together with 
interest on said sum, at six per cent. perannum, $5,004, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary to pay th? same. 
Mr. F. said: The claim of Virginia for advances 
to her regiment of volunteers yet remaining unpaid 
by the Federal Government, amounts to $3,734 85, 
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with interest. This sum, as appears by the cèrti- 
ficates of the Auditor and Treasurer, was paid to ' 
the officers and. soldiers of that regiment in pur- 
suance of an act of the General Assembly. of that 
State, passed on- the 10th of March, 1849... "The 
: claim waslaid before the Secretary of War by the 
‘agent of Virginia, and rejected by him, because he 
| did not think it was embraced: within, the. provis- 
‘ions of the joint resolutions of the 3d of March, 
| 1847, and the 2d of June, 1848. A memorial was 
then laid before Congress, and referred ‘to. the 
Committeé on Military Affairs. As the organ of 
that committee, I have presented a report to this 
' House, which was laid upon the tableand ordered 
| to be printed, differing from the Secretary of War 
in his construction of these laws, and expressing 
the opinion that the claim of Virginia is within the. 
| provisions of-existing laws, and. should be settled 
at the War Department. Here, sir, I should have 
been content to leave this matter. » But the Com- 
i mittee of the Whole: having on yesterday recog: 
: nized as proper to be placed in. the general appro- 
i priation bill a similar claim for the State of Michi- 
i gan, and this morning one of like character frony : 
the State of North Carolina, I feel justified and . 
required, notwithstanding the’ protest of my-col- 


| league [Mr. Mikson] against this mode of legis- 


‘lation, to urge upon the committee the claim of | 
Virginia, Our demand is a just. one, and amply 

; sustained by evidence. I have before. me an ai- 

‘ thenticated ‘copy of the law of the State author- 

izing thé payment, and the certificates of the Audi- 

tor and Treasurer proving the fact of disbursement, 

Narrow technical objections ought not to be urged: 


against such demands, coming from one of the 
i States of this Union. They are the most compe- 
tent judges of the expenditures necessary for the 
' full equipment and organization of their volunteer 
i regiments. They ave best informed of the.diffi- 
i culties to be overcome, and. the means proper to 


overcome them. . It cannot and ought not to be 
presumed for a moment, that they would push- 
these expenditures beyond the necessities of the 


i case, 


The joint resolutions of 1847 and 1848 had 
their origin ina wise and patriotic policy. Con- 
gress meant to refund to all States, corporations, 
and individuals, the advances. in good: faith made 
by them to the volunteers engaged in the Mexican | 
war. The Constitution contemplates the burden 
of every war to. fall upon the General Govern- 
ment, and wherever individuals or.States,and par- 
ticularly States, in the exigency of the moment, 
step in and make advances which should come 
from the general fisc, they should be refunded 


‘ without that rigid examination into the expendi- 


‘ture which some gentlemen now contend for. 


I 


had no inconsiderable agency myself in aiding to 


committee were prepared to report adversely to |! raise the regiment contributed by Virginia for the 
| Mexican war, and I know something personally 
| of what I am speaking about. 


‘ most inclement season of the year, and under cir- 


It was raised ata 


cumstances of peculiar difficulty and discourage- 
ment, and whilst I concede that the State of Vir- 
ginia has been just and liberal to her volunteers, 


: she was not more so than sound policy and the 


: OCCA 


i the Secretary of War. 


on required. The Secretary of War: 
(Here the hammer fell. | 
Mr. HAVEN. fam opposed to this amend- 
ment. ‘Che statute which was read yesterday by 


‘my friend from Tennessee, [Mr. Genrry,] pro- 


vides that all claims of this kind shall be paid upon 
proof being mede, which shall be satisfactory to 
These gentlemen here tell 
i us that they have made proof, as they claim, before 
‘the Secretary of War. If they have the proof, 
‘they can get their pay. If they have not got it, 
then I deny that they have any claim. What is 
: a claim good for withont proof? A nd how do we 
know it is valid without proof? I would like to 
inquire whether this committee intend to pass these 
claims without proof? They have made their 
: proof, they say, such as it is, before the Secretary 
‘ of War, but they have not brought that proof be- 
fore this committee. Why should this committee 
allow these claims without proof, when the Secre- 
itary of War will not allow them with proof of the 
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ifnperfect- and inconclusive kind they have fár- 
nished? If anything is to be done by this com- 


mittee on the subject without proof or investiga- t 


tion, we had better at once provide that upon any. 
methber saying his State has ‘a claim, of whieh 
he knows nothing, and of which no proof can be 
made, that claim shall be-deemed sufficiently es- 
tablished, and shall. bẹ paid. 5 oS n O 
Mr. FAULKNER. ` Will the gentleman from 
New York [Mr.; Haven] permit me to remind him, 
that the Secretary of War; in reply to a letter ad-- 
dressed to-him by a member of the Military Com- 
mittee, placed’ his objection’ to. the allowance of] 
this claim, not upon the ground of, want of. evi- 
dence, for that was ample and satisfactory, but 
upon-the ground that the existing law did not, ac” 
cording to his construction of it, justify his. raking | 
the payment? © There is‘no justice or propriety in 
recognizing the claim of one State; and rejecting 
that, of another, resting precisely upon’ the same 
grounds... Iam contentioleave the whole subject 
tothe War Department, or to pass aù amendatory 
resolution, if that be deemed advisable. But if 
one State is provided-for in the general appropria- 
tion bill, all- having like claims should be placed 
upon an equal footing. A ae 
. The question was then taken on Mr. Fau.k- 
NER’s amendment, and rejected. ae 
Mr.SACKETT. I moveto amend the amend- 
ment by inserting’ $2,000 in the place of $4,000. 
I doit for the purpose of calling the attention of 
the House to ‘the law which has ‘been referred to |; 
heretofore, and for the purpose of showing. that, 
if'we are to. pass anything, we should’ make the 
sum as low as possible. The law referred to is 
the law of the 2d of June, 1848, and.I wish to 
refer to a provision of that law. The ‘law upon. 
the subject of proofs is this: ‘That proof shall 
‘be made, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of | 
‘War, of the amount thus expendéd, and that 
‘the same-was necessary and proper for the troops | 


*aforesaid.”? | : 

. By, this amendment, and by any of this class of 
amendments, we assume, if we pass them into a 
law, the payment of all the money paid, by the} 
States, though put into the hands of their own 
agents-in-form, for the support, subsistence, or 
transportation of troops, although it may have | 
been all squandered, and none applied in accord- 
ance with the provisions of thislaw, and although 
not one farthing of the money has ever been made 
available to the United States, as is required by. 
the original act under which these claims arise. 
If this be so, it is manifestly improper to pass any 4 
such amendment as, will, by its own operation, 
relieve the States from supplying proofs of the due 
application of the money appropriated by them in jj 
accordance with the provision of the law on which 
the claim is based. Some portion of this money | 
may have “been properly applied; other portions 
of it may not have been properly applied. Some 
portion of it the United States ought to pays other | 
portions of it the United. States,.perhaps, ought 
not to pay. - The provision of the law expressly 
declares that this money is to be applied to the 
support of troops, &c. If the State agents have 
misapplied the funds put into their hands, there 
is no provision of the law of 1848 making it 
obligatory upon the United States to pay it, and 
they ought. not to pay it; because the States should | 
be responsible for the action of their own agents. | 
Gentlemen must see the impropriety of passing 
these amendments without an investigation before 
a committee, as to what has been paid by the 
States in pursuance of the regulations of the Uni- 
ted States. If the United States ought. to pay 
them, we ought to ascertain first what the amount 
is, what is properly due, and what not. This | 
House knows nothing about the propriety of the 
amendment, and if we pass these amendments we | 
assume, as facts and legal, all they state, and that | 
we ought to pay the money, whether due accord- | 
ing to law or justice, or not. 

Mr, SACKETT. With the consent of the 
committee I will withdraw my amendment. | 
There being no objection, the amendment was | 
accordingly withdrawn, 
Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I offer the fol- | 
lowing amendment: 
For refunding to the county of Berks, in the State of | 
Pennsylvania, and to the city of Reading, in said county, | 
the amount of money advanced by.said county and said | 
city, in organizing, subsisting, equipping, : 
volunteers, previous to their being mustered into the service 


of the United States during the war with Mexico, together 


and transporting | S business; they look to the result. 


with the interest on-such sum at six per cent. per annum, 
$2,500 ; .which said ‘sum, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary to pay and:canecel the claims of said county and 
said city, as presented, and now, on file in the War Depart- 
ment; with interest.as aforesaid, from the time said advance 
was made, shall be paid. by the Secretary. of the Treasury 
to the.mUnicipal authorities of said county and said-city. 


“Mr. Chairman, the.cdlaim here~presented.is-one 
from the county of Berks and. city of Reading, in. 
the State of Pennsylvania, for money advanced 


-for the subsistence, equipment, and transportation - 


of. volunteers for the Mexican war. . 


agents; but this resoliation,'which has been referred 
to by. ‘several: gentlemen .who have ‘addressed the 
committee, does not exterid-to counties or cities; 
under- that resolution no reliéf can. be given to 
Berks county or the city of Reading. Now, the 
State of Pennsylvania, whose patriotism no one 
will question, in peace or in war, made no provis- 
ion for the equipment, subsistence, or transporta- 
tion ofthe volunteers from Berks county; and, 
consequently, has made no claim on the General 
Government, and never will, for the money ex- 


| pended for that purpose. This matter, at least so 


far as we were concerned, was left entirely to the 
counties, or.to the friends of the volunteers. 

The county of Berks, which has always been 
famous for her patriotism, and has been fully rep- 
resented in every war in which the country has 
been engaged, from the Revolution down to the 


-Mexican war,offered. three companies in about 


ten days’ notice of the requisition of the Governor 
of Pennsylvania. In order, however, to make a 
fair. distribution of the forces required through the 
State, he was enabled to accept of but one of. our 
companies. A meeting of the citizens of Reading 
and of the county of Berks wascalled for the pur- 
pose of providing for these volunteers. Among 
other things, it was-ascertained that the United 
States Government would not muster them into 
the service except at Pittsburg, a distance of three 
hundred and eighty miles, and until mustered into 
said service, no provision of course would be made 
by ‘the United States Government for their subsist- 
ence, &e. pe : Si 

The men who offered themselves were the brave 
and hardy sons of the county, who were willing 
to risk their lives for the honor of their country; 
but they had no'money to expend, even for théir 
own subsistence. To supply their necessities, the 
meeting recommended an advance of $1,000 from 
the city of Reading, and $1,000 from the county 
treasury. They appointed a committee of five, of 
which I- was one, to disburse the money, and to 
call upon the General Government for its reim- 
burséement. : : 

This money, sir, was chiefly expended in equip- 
ping, subsisting, and transporting these volunteers. 


_A regularaccount was made out and audited, show- 


ing the mode and manner in which the money was 
expended; and the account has been approved by 
the municipal authorities of Reading and of Berks, 
and I have the vouchers here, duly certified, so as 
to satisfy any gentleman of the truth of the facts 
here alleged. -Now, sir, not one dollar of this 
money has ever been refunded to this day. The 
case has been.submitted long since to the Secre- 
tary of War; but, with the exception of a small 
sum for traveling expenses, &c., he declines to 
pass the account, for want of sufficient legal au- 
thority. It has been submitted to the Committee on 
Claims of this House, and the fact of the expend- 
iture for-the purposes.designated proved beyond a 
doubt; but there is no earthly hope of that. com- 
mittee being able to make`a report on it of any 
kind for want of time; so that this processamounts 


‘to a denial of justice. I wish to say to the gentle- 


man from Virginia, who has just addressed the 
committee, [Mr. Mriison,] that’ his approval of 
the payment of these claims, but insisting on their 
passing through the Committee on Claims, and 


į then coming up before the two Houses of Congress 


on the Private Calendar, is almost tantamount to 
a refusal. My constituents know they have paid 
$2,000 for the use of the volunteers in the Mexi- 
can war—a war declared by this Government— 
and that, after a lapse of six years, this Govern- 
ment has not refunded one dollar of it. They do 
not inquire into the mode in which Congress does 

-There can be no dispute about the correctness of 
the vouchers. The claim cannot be paid-under the 


| sary, it shall be refunded. 


i without a voucher, and I find that it cannot. 


„joint resolution of 1847;.and. I know of no other 
| mode than that of a direct appropriation by Con- 


gtess: It is for this reason that 1 have moved this 


‘amendment to the civil and diplomatic bill, and 


hope it may prevail- Sir, it is. impossible that I 


; should discuss the question of a‘citizen-soldier in 
„a five minutes speech; but I will merely remark, 


that, while the. patriotism of. our. citizens- is un- 
bounded, ‘ahd. the’ hardy sons of this glorious 
country stand ready at her-call, it is rather bumil- 


iunte c i _ || lating to see the Government relyctantly doling out 
_ In 1847, a. joint resolution was passed by Con- |j 
“gress upon this subject, which: provides for the 
refunding of money advanced by States: or their |; 


of a plethoric ‘Treasury the little pittance required 
for their subsistence, equipment, and transporta- 
tion. - : vineg age : 

Mr. GORMAN. I am opposed to this amend- 
ment, and. if any gentleman upon this floor can 
get up here and make out a case, by showing how 
money can get ovt of thé Treasury of ‘his eounty 
without the treasurer or auditor having vouchers 
as to where. it went, he can do something that I 
never -heard ‘of before. Why, sir, the State of 
Indiana raised nearly six thousand men for that 
war, and one State has received $20,000 for raising 
a single regiment, while all the six regiments from 
the State of Indiana have not cost the Government 
to the amount of $12,000. oe 

Mr. JONES. Will the gentleman from Indiana 
allow. me to say, that we are, ready to show 
vouchers for the distribution of every dollar of this’ 
money. : . 

Mr. GORMAN. . If the gentleman is ready to 
show vouchers for the payment of this money, 
all he has got to do is to go to the Treasury De- 
partment; arid those vouchers’ will be allowed. 


| There is a law saying, that wherever money has. 


been appropriated for the payment of troops mus- 
tered into service, upon producing vouchers ‘that 
the money has. been paid, and that it was neces- 
Indeed, they have 
been very lax on the question of necessity. Claims 
have been allowed by this Government, even in 
cases where free, voluntary barbacues have been 
given to companies as a compliment to-the sol- 
diers. Pet : 
` Now, if a dollar has gone out of the treasury of 
any State of this Union, the. auditor or treasurer 
of that State must know where it went, and if he 
has not got the vouchers he cañnot account for it 
to his own State. We have passed a law saying, 
that upon presentation of the vouchers of the 
treasurer of any. State, money which has been paid 
out on account of this war, shall be refunded, and 
twenty times over has the question been coming 
up in the Treasury Department, whether the offi- 
cers shall give additional latitude in these pay- 
ments. Our Government, on account of this Mexi- 
can war, in regard to forty things I could name, 


i has been leeched and bled, and is being leeched 


and bled day after 
iniquitous claims, | 
Sir, I have had presented to. me for considera- 
tion in the Committee on Military Affairs, claims 
from my own State; I have made inquiries how 
money could get out of the treasury of the aa 
t 

could not get out of the treasury of the gentleman's 
county without vouchers.” Your auditor must 
have vouchers, or he could not settle his accounts. 


day, by unjust, unholy, and 


| If he has vouchers, and can settle his own ac- 


counts, then he.can get the claim before this Gov- 
ernment. Our law is broad enough and compre- 
hensive enough, and all that is necessary is to 
produce your vouchers. `- y 

The question being upon the amendment to the 
amendment offered by Mr. Jones, of Pennsyl- 
vania, : ` j 3 . 

Mr. JONES called for tellers; but they were not 
ordered. Pee are 

And the question being put upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, it was rejected. a 

Mr. NABERS offered the following as an 
amendment to the amendment: ` 

For refunding the ‘amount of money expended by the 
late Governor of Mississippi in. calling out volunteers for 
the Mexican war, under the President’s requisition, one 
thousand dollars, together with six per cent. interest on 
that sum: Provided, Sufficient evidence is presented to 
satisfy the Secretary of War that the money. was actually 
expended in the service of the United States.. 

Mr. N. said: Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the 
five minutes allotted to me under the rule, in ex- 
plaining the reasons why -I have offered that 
amendinent. But I wish, in the. first place, to 
vindicate myself in offering this amendment, from 
the charge made by the gentleman from Indiana, 
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Mr. Gorman, ] that we would bieed the Treasury, ` 


and from tke ckarge of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr: Mrrzson,} that we would reflect upon 
zhe Constitution. Su, 1 would not myself dô 
either the one or thé ether; and why, let me ask, 
do not gentlemen, in looking at-the Constitution, 
Zook at the whole document? ph 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from 
sissippi must confine his remarks to the subject- 
matter of his amendment. i ppr 

Mr. NABERS, Well, sir, l-was just going to 
say that there is a clausein the Constitution which 


gives this Congress power te pay the debts of the | 


United States. If gentlemen wil look to the be- 


inning of the eighth section ‘of the first article of || P : : : 
S ne E information, and in opposition to the law ard to H 


the Constitution, they will fnd that power is there 
given to us to pay the debts of the United States. 


Well, sir, the United Slates owes the State of | 
Mississippi $1,000, or about thet sum. I find | 


that some gentlemen around me are disposed to 
controvert the erthodoxy of my constitutional 
argument, and I will therefore quote the para- 
graph of the Constitution on which I rely. It is 
in these werds: ; 


<< Congress shali have power to lay and collect taxes, du- 
ties, imposts, and excises, éo pay the debts and provide for 
the common defense and generat welfare of the United 
States.” : E ° 


Well, sir, let me explain that the money ex- 
pended by the State of Mississippi daring the 
Mexican war was expended during the adminis- 
tration of one of my colleagues, now a member 
upon this floor. 
not the entire amount been refunded tous? Sim- 
ply because the rules and regulations of the De- 
partment construed the law to death under which 
we were entitled to this payment. 
‘They construed the life out of the law, so that we 
were unable to get it. We simply ask in this 
amendment that if we can prove—as we can do— 


that this money was actually expended during the į 


Mexican war, and expended for the benefit of the 
United States, then they shall 
sir, as a Representative of. Mississippi upon this 
floor, I should scorn to receive it unless we could 
demonstrate beyond a shadow of doubt that we 
had expended the money as we say we have. I 
will not promise to produce a receipt for every 
pound of beef, and every blanket, and every arti- 
cle of that sort that was furnished to our volun- 
teers, for it is often the case that conclusive proof 
upon these subjects is beyond our reach. 


I will not detain the committee longer. 1 ask 


that a vote may be taken upon my amendment. | 
{ know that the money has been expended by the! 


State of Mississippi, and that it has been expend- 
ed forthe benefit of the United States. I assure 
every member of this. committee that such is the 
fact... It is for them to say whether the money 
shall be refunded to us. > ' 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
tleman from Mississippi desires to reënact the law 
preciselyas it stands. I understand that he wants 
the Government of the United States to pay to the 
State of Mississippi what that State has expended 
for the benefit of the United States, and six per 
cent. interest, provided they will prove to the sat- 
isfaction of the Secretary of War that it has been 
expended for that purpose. That is the precise 
language of the Jaw as it now stands. I will 
read it: f 

“ Provided, however, That 
satisfaction of the Secretary of War of the amount thus 


expended, and that the same was necessary and proper for 
the troaps aforesaid.” 


But I am not opposing the amendment of the 
gentleman from Mississippi any more than I am 
the whole principle. While I might be willing to 
vote for a modification of the law upon this sub- 
ject, if it were put in a shape in which it could be 
discussed and examined into, I do protest against 
putting it into an appropriation bill, where, of all 
other places in the world, it has the least business, 
and into which it is with the least propriety at- 
tempted to be put. For what have we just appro- 


peine money? Why, to pay to Michigan and | 


orth Carolina certain claims, when there 1s a law 
already in existence making appropriation for the 
payment of such claims. The law itself. makes a 
permanent and existing appropriation for every 
claim of this sort that is allowed by the Depart- 
ment, and the object of this legislation is not to 
make an appropriation, and therefore it has no 
business. in this appropriation bill. The second 
section of the law says: 


Mis- | 


But it may be asked, why has | 


{Laughter.] | 


pay it back; and | 


{understand that the gen- | 


proof shall be made to the | 


į 


“come up to the proof required by law and by the 


| better fate. 
| teers from that State during the late war with Mexico, the 
| per annum, from the first day of March, 1847, until paid. 

| which was- adopted by the committee. 


| out the Palmetto regiment for the Mexican war. 


| States of Michigan and North Carolina, as a mat- 
‘i ter of justice, I suppose the committee would 


« And that en amount sufficient to refund said expenses 
so incurred Be and the same is hereby appropriated out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.” 

Gentlemen are not seeking an appropriation of j 
money at all. They are seeking to get claims 
passed through the War Department which do not, 


i 


regulations of the Department. The law, says 
that ‘the Secretary of War shall be satisfied that 
this money was expended for organizing, subsist- 
ing, or transporting troops. Gentlemen come 
forward with claims for money. which was not so 
expended, and ask the Secretary of War to pay 
them, and because he will not do it, we are ap- 
lied to to allow the claims without one particle of 


the regulations of the War Department. By your 
action here to-day and yesterday you are taking 
away every restriction that was put upon these 
settlements by the War Department. =. 

But, sir, there is another thing to which. I wish 
to call the attention of the committee. These’ 
amendments all say that interest of six per cent. | 
shall be paid upon these claims. Now, that is 
more than has been done for other States whose 
claims have been allowed.) The law says that | 
where the State, corporation, or individual, ad- 
vancing the money, has been receiving interest on | 
that money, and has lost the interest by advancing 
it, in that case interest shall be paid. But here, 
irrespective of the principle which has controlled 
other States, and without regard to whether inter- 
est has been iost or not, you say that interest shall 
be paid at the rate of six per cent., when, in truth, 
the principle of the law upon which this proceed- 
ing is founded, is entirely different from that. 

But the great question, Mr. Chairman, is this: 
has this money been applied properly, or has it 
been misapplied? The Secretary of War is re- 
quired to pay the claim if you satisfy him that the 
money has been expended in organizing, subsist- 


ing, or transporting troops; but not, if he is satis- || 


fied that it has been expended in paradeand show, 
and has been wasted. Now, by these amend- 
ments you are destroying the restrictions which 
have been thrown around the action of the War 
Department. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. Coss’s 
amendment. 

Mr. COBB. . I hope the committee will let Al- 
abama have this small appropriation. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. : 

Mr. ORR. 1 now. propose to offer a similar 
amendment, though I hope it will meet with a 
I offer the following: i 


To refund to the State of South Carolina the amount of 
money advanced, and transportation furnished, to volun- | 


sum of $20,000, with interest at the rate of six per centum | 


This amendment is in the exact phraseology of i 


the amendment offered a few minutes ago by the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Sranvy,] 
The 
money providéd for in my amendment was cx-; 
pended by the State of South Carolina in fitting 


The difficulty, so far as the vouchers for that re- 
gimentare concerned, grows out of the fact that the 
colonel of the regiment, and lieutenant colonel, 
both fell at the battle of Cherubusco. 


ments to refund the money so expended by the | 


hardly hesitate to pass the amendment 1 have 
offered for the State of South Carolina. 

One word in reply to the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Gorman] as to the inexpediency and impro- j 
priety of these appropriations by the General Gov- 
ernment, to pay appropriations made by theStates. 


I beg that gentleman to remember, that these ap- | 
ations, asked to be made here, are for the |: 


propri k h 
several States of this Union which made advances; 
and I ask that gentleman, or any other gentleman, į 
if he supposes the constituted authorities-of any | 
State of this Union would come.to the Treasury | 
of the United States, and perpetrate a fraud upon 

it, for the purpose of obtainingsuch asum as that : 


from its coffers? I suspect not. ftis not like.an ap- | 


But, inde- |; 
pendent of that, after having passed the amend- | 


lofa private individual, where fraud may be com- 
| mitted. The claimsare from sovereigi States of. 
this Union. They are for money expended in fit-: - 
ting out troops, and preparing. them for. the feld,” 
iin order’to meet promptly the call. made‘by the, 
] General Government for those troops: T say it 
lis just aud fair, that the money, thus-expended, 
should, be refunded by the General Government, 
| Isit right, that you ‘should refuse to refund the 
| money. thus appropriated by the several States, 
‘in this manner, because, perchance, those States 
| may not have saved the vouchers, which, the Secre- 
itary of War has required to be produced before 
| theclaims shall be paid? Usthatjust? [sit right?’ 
| Es it proper? D 
But some of the States have expended much 
! more money than others. Thatis to be expected. 
| Itis. nothing more than would necessarily hap- 
| pen -from the circamstances of the case. Some 
| States might raise a regiment for $5,000, while it 
| would. cost another $10,00@.. In the hurry of the 
‘moment, when the whole country was in a fever: - 
| of excitement—when it was ‘of the.utmost im- 
| portance that. the troops should be at the seat of 
war at the earliest possible moment—many of the 
States lavished out money with a liberal hand te 
| their troops; and because they have ‘done so—be~’ 
cause they acted with alacrity in the defense of 
the country, in order that the troops might bë- 
sent in time to protect the country eifectually—is 
that to'be used as an argument why they should 
ibe compelled to pay the money thus, expended 
themselves? Ig itto be said:to us, ‘ You have 
thrown away recklessly. and profligately this 
money, and ‘therefore we will not pay it?” F 
hope the committee will adopt this amendment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Itis no doubt true that the 
money now askéd for by the States tobe refunded 
them-was paid out by those States; but I desire to 
| know if it was understood by those States, when 
i the money was paid out, that it would ever be re- 
funded to them by the United States Government? ` 
Much of this money has been paid out by officers, 
who may have preferred claims against the differ- 
ent States. for the money they had expended in 
raising the troops. They might have urged in 
i defense of their claims, that the maney would be 
| repaid by the Government of the United States, 
| Bat I have no idea that these claims were allowed 
| by the States with the expectation that the mone 
was to come from the General Govenment.. 
| have no idea that the legislators of those States 
| ever entertained such a belief for a single mo-: 

; ment. ` 3 ’ a 

| Mr, ORR. I wish to say that the objection the 
gentleman from Indiana makes, that this money was 

| paid out by the officers in raising troops who have 

| come afterwards with claims to the different States, 

i does not apply to my State, or to my amendment, 


| The sum of $20,000 was appropriated directly by 


that State has not come here at your doors with 
petitions, is that areason why she should not 
have justice done her? Is thatto be the argument 
of the gentleman why the amendment should not 
be adopted ? : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire, with the consent of 
the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. Dunnam,] who 
still holds the floor, to ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] one question. Did not 
at least a large part of the money which was ap- 
propriated at this time by the State of South Caro- 
lina go to the troops themselves? Was it not dis- 
tributed amongst the regiment for the personal 
comfort of the troops? 

Mr. ORR. When that money was voted, it 
was not, as L understand, to be divided amongst the 
troops at all. It was for the comfort of the sol- 
diers of the regiment. 

Mr. DUNHAM. There was another matter 
i for which this money was expended. We all 
i know that there was a spirit of rivalry through the 
: States for a prompt compliance with therequisitions 
of the Government. It was a praiseworthy feel- 


propriation to a private individual, upon the faith 


| ing; but at the time when these appropriations 


pointed. - ie Bis 
“The question was then, taken, 

reported—ayes 47, noes.78.. .. ; 
- Sö the amendment was not agreed to. naje 
: Mr. BRECKINRIDGE offered. the following 
amendment: AES Ba atn 


To carry into effect the actapproved. September 28, 1850, |}. 


forthe purchase ofa cemetery near the city of Mexico, and 
the interment therein of the remains of the American ofti- 
cers and soldiers who fell in battle, or otherwise, in or near 
the city of Mexico, the sum of $3,000, which, or so much | 
` thereof as: may be necessary, shalt be expended for this + 
purpose, under the direction of the President of the United | 
States. And the interment ofcitizens of the United States, 
., Wha. have heretofore died, or. who may. hereafter die in : 
Mexico, may be made in said cemetery, under such regu- 
lations as-may be prescribed by the President of the United | 
States, : : aye fom G 
Mr. B. said; I suppose there will be ño objec- | 
tion to the passage of that. amendment. | It will 
require’but.a very short explanation. A year or 
two ago Congress appropriated $10,000, which’ 
was then supposed to be necessary to purchase a 
- cemetery in or near the city of Mexico, for the 
interment of the officers and soldiers of the A meri- 
can army who fell in battle, or otherwise died in 
‘or near that city. That'sum, however, was found 
not to be sufficient by about $3,000.. In the defi- | 
ciency bill which passed this House some time ago, 
therë was an appropriation of .1,480 34. In| 
looking over the papers, however, and in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the President of | 
the United States in his message, which I hold in 
my hand, the Senate passed a bill appropriating | 
83,000 for completing the cemetery, and removing 
the remains of the officers and soldiers to it. The 
papers which I now hold in my hand show the 
facts, but l have not time, nor is it necessary, to 
go into them. This sum is probably about the 
additional amount which is needed. . Ít is récom- |: 
mended by the President, has passed the Senate 
in the form of a separate bill, which has been laid 
upon your tables. I have taken. the substance of 
this bill and put it into the form of the amendment | 
which is now before the committee.. -I have 
adopted this course because there would be no 
hope of reaching that. bill during the present ses- 
sion. — A 
The question was then put, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 
Mr. SMART offered the following amendment: 
And provided that no person at the head of either of the |! 
Departments, or of any of the Executive bureans of the 
Governinent of the United States, no Senatoror Represent- i 
ative in Congress, clerkin any of the Departments, or any | 
officer or employee of either House of Congress; shall di- | 
rectly or indirectly, during the fime they may hold such Í 
office, prosecute any claim against the Government of the } 
United States, before the Exeeutive Departments, Execu- 
tive bureaus, or Congress, for any fee or reward. And if 
any person aforesaid shall prosecute any ctaim as alore- 
said, he shall forfeitand pay a fine of $2,000, and also the 
amountof the fee charged for lis services, one half to thé in- 
former and the other half to the Government, to be recov- 
ered by action of debt before any court of the United States. 


Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, I will detain the 
House but a moment in explaining this amend- ` 
ment. Atthe first of the session I submitted a | 
proposition embracing the same principle as this. 
amendment. But I will state for the information | 
of the House, that the principle has been sanc- 
tioned during the present session by the Judiciary 
Committee of this House, and that a similar prop- 
osition, though not in the same language, has 
passed the Senate. I will also state thatthe judges 
of the Supreme Court, as the committee are aware, 
are prohibited from practicing as counsellors or 
attorneys in the courts of. the United States; and 
that there is now also existing upon the statute | 


4 
$ 


book, a prohibition upon the members of this | 


House in relation to Congress, providing that no || 


\..°Mr. SMART. [think it is in order. 


‘Mr: MILLSON, Jt is notà 


; proposition in 
order to this appropriation bill, . - -~ -> : 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion || 


that the amendment is not in order, and therefore 
sustains the point of order. j 
_ Mr. KING, of New. York, offered the follow- 
ng amendment:: 7 7 
There shall be allowed and paid to each of the following 
persons: Charles.H. Sherman, Lewis E. Jackson, Henry 
Taylor, Frederick Morris, and John Davis, mariners, sent 
into the port of New York and detained there as witnesses 
for the United States, $1 25 for each and every day 
necessarily occupied on the voyage ahd arriving at New 
York; and the judge of the ‘district of the United States 
in which-such witnesses have been detained. to testify, 
shall allow and cavse the same to be paid, the same as other 
witnesses?’ fees are paid. i cae 
_ Mr. KING. said: ‘I will say briefly, in explana- 
tion of this amendment, that it is universally the 
custom to allow to sailors sent in from foreign 
ports, to testify in cases of mutiny and difficulties 
at sea, these fees. . The general law does not allow 


| witnesses’ fees to be paid until the subpena has 
i been served. These „witnesses were sent in, a 
| portion of them from Rio Janeiro, and some of them 


from China.. Under these circumstances, upon 
their reaching the portof New York they were sub- 


‘penaed, and they would, by law, be entitled to 


fees only from that time, which would evidently 
be unjust. . ; 

The Committee on. the Judiciary unanimously 
recommended the allowance to be made. ` 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Kine, and it was agreed to. ~ 

Mr. HOUSTON, under the instructions of the 


Committee of Ways and. Means, offered the fol-. 


lowing amendment to the clause in relation to the 
penitentiary of the District of Columbia: 

After the word “hundred”? insert “and sixty.” 

> The clause will then read— 

“Tor the support and maintenance of said penitentiary, 
81,5600? ; 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to. | 

Mr. BOWIE moved to strike out the- word 
‘ten,’ in line. nine hundred and three, and- insert 
in lieu thereof the word ‘‘twenty:’? 

The clause will then read as follows: 

“Tor the support, clothing, and medical treatment of in- 
sane paupers of the District of Columbia, at such places as 
the Secretary of the Interior may; in his discretion, deem 
proper, $20,000, 7? 

Mr. B. said: The amount contained in this 
section, as reported from the Committee, is not 
sufficient for the purposes for which it is intended, 
because heretofore the insane paupers of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have been treated at the insane 
hospital of Maryland, at the city of Baltimore, at 


-an average expenditure of $200 apiece. 


The superintendent of the hospital of Maryland 


i has given information to the health officers of this 
‘city, that in consequence of the great increase of 


that class of patients in the State of Maryland, it 
is impossible for. him any longer to receive and 
treat the patients from this District. In conse- 
quence of this, it becomes necessary for the super- 
intendent of the infirmary of the District to pro- 
vide accommodations for the insane paupers of the 
District, within the. District. Iam informed by 
him that it will be necessary to have a sum 
amounting to $20,000, in. consequence of the in- 
creased. expense, there being now no insane hos- 
pital in the District, and there being a great in- 
crease of that character of patients. Fle estimates 
that there are now atleast seventy-five persons. of 
that class within the District, including those now 
under-treatment in the hospital at Baltimore, and 

ho will have to be returned to the District, and 
therefore he requests that this appropriation shall 
be granted for that purpose, 


place for the insane of the District; and:it is'acees- 
sible to Washington by railroad... . > : 
-` Mr. BOWIE: I founded my motion upon: in- 
‘formation given me by Dr. Miller, of this city. 

<- Mr. HOUSTON. Iam satisfied that. there is 
pno necessity for thisamendment, and I am equally 
| satisfied that it is not expected by citizens of this 
i District, who seem, at least to me, to be interested 
in the subject. I do not. mean to controvert what 
has been said by the gentleman‘ from. Maryland, 
| [Mr. Bowrs;] but those citizens who have. talked 
with me upon this subject—and the marshal of the 
District'is one—were satisfied with $10,000. That 
is all. that was estimated for, and the committee 
have put that sum in the bill. Now, I am op- 
posed to raising the amount, and-especially. as ‘no 
committee of the House has examined the subject, 
and said that such appropriation ought to be made. 
i Mr. STANLY. The gentleman from’ Ala- 
bama [Mr. Houston] is altogether mistaken, - 

Mr. HOUSTON... I am not mistaken in giving 
the facts I have stated. : Ai 
| The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

‘The question was then taken on.the adoption of 
the amendment of Mr. Bowis, and.it was not 
agreed to. : rar a 

Mr. WALSH. I move to increase the appro- 
priation of the same clause $5,000. ; 

The facts stated by my colleague [Mr. Bowie] 
are perfectly correct. It is not a matter in which 
the people of the District are alone interested. 
This District is so convenient to Baltimore, that 
when the authorities are obliged to send these 
| poor creatures away, they send them at once to 
the Maryland hospital at Baltimore; but they will 
not and cannot be now received there; and we 
cannot make an appropriation to erect an insane 
| hospital here, or any other building, because there 
i| is no existing law authorizing the erection of such 
an institution. We must increase the amount of 
this appropriation, in view of ‘the suggestion of 
the gentleman from -Pennsylvania, [Mr. McLay- 
AHAN,] for ‘the expense of ‘sending these insane 
„persons from the District to Baltimore. is compar- 
atively. small. Now, they must go-to other insti- 
tutions—they must be sent to Philadelphia, and 
perhaps some of them beyond, to places where 
you can find suitable institutions. This will re- 
quire an increased expenditure. Formerly you 
had only to make an appropriation to provide for 
taking care of them in the Maryland: hospital, 
and to provide for the carrying. of them thither; 
but now that state of things is atan end. This 
description of unfortunate individuals is so largely 
increased within the limits of Maryland that that 
State has not accommodations for its own insane; 
and it will be cruelty on the part of this committee 
if we leave these poor people without the means 
of being transported to; New York, Philadelphia, 
or élsewhere, where institutions can ‘be found for 
their reception. ; r l 
| ..Mr. HOUSTON. I thiak the gentleman is 
mistaken again. The arrangement of which my 
| friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. McLawanan] has 
spoken, will be amply carried out with this ap- 
propriation, and the only additional expense— 
take the gentleman’s own statement—if we cannot 
get them provided for in Baltimore, will be their 
transportation from’that point to, Pennsylvania. 

This is the usual appropriation. It has hereto- 
fore been ample, and there has been no complaint 
on the subject. It does seem to me that, under 
the arrangement spoken of by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, this sum will be ample to meet all 
additional expense. : 

Mr. WALSH. Doesthe gentleman knowhow 
many insane persons from the District are in the 
Maryland hospital? ; 

‘Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know. 
|| Mr. WALSH. I undertake to say there are 
i| almost a sufficient number to exhaust this appro- 

| priation. : 
Mr. HOUSTON. Does the gentleman himself 
i| know how many there are? ` 
| Mr. WALSH. There are fifty; and at $200 
apiece this whole appropriation will be exhausted. 
i Mr. HOUSTON. I rely upon the incorrect- 


ness of the gentleman’s position, from the fact that 
the officers who have this subject in charge dis- 
agree with him as to theamount. They have not 
asked us for any more, and when they made the 
estimates, and at the'time this bill was being pre- 
pared, I presume they knew of the number of in- 
sane from the District in the Maryland hospital; 
and if so, why was not this subject of an insuffi- 
cient appropriation brought to the attention of the 
Committee of Ways.and Means, or to the atten- 
tion of some other committee, that it might be in-. 
vestigated. ae ; 

The fact that they only estimated for $10,000; the 
fact that they have not called for an additional 
appropriation from any committee of this House; 
and the fact that they knew that this subject was 
before the Committee of Ways and Means, satisfy 
me conclusively. that the gentlemen are mistaken, 
and that this appropriation is right. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Warsa, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY. I move to strike out the 
$10,000, and in lieu thereof to insert $19,000. If 
the committee precisely understood this question, 
therewould not beasingle dissenting voice to theap- 
propriation. This bill was reported last February. 
The estimates were made at that ‘time, and the 
Committee’ of Ways and Means acted upon the 
information then before it.. There was published 
in the Intelligencer, a few days ago, a letter 
dated July 15th, 1852. It came from a very high 
and respectable source, and with the permission 
of the committee, T will read the following extract: 

“The General Government, with proper liberality, has 
for some years past allowed ‘hetween six and seven thou- 
sand dollars for the support ofthese unfortunate persons, and, 
as above stated, the greater part of them are in Maryland | 
hospital, near Baltimore. This institution is, however, so 
crowded, and the demand on the part of the insane who | 
more properly belong to Maryland so great for admission, 
that it has been resolved by the managers of the above- 
named institution, to exclude for.the future all such patients 
coming from the District of Columbia, notice having been 
given to the marsbal to remove those now under care, on or 
before the Ist of January, 1853. | 

The number of insane has greatly increased with- 
in the last few years, and there are now between 
sixty and seventy to be provided for. How are 
they to be provided for? Congress must take 
care of tem, or they will be turned at large upon 
the coumunity. They must be confined some- 
where. I havea variety of facts which I should 
be very glad to lay before the committee, but 
which it is impossible to do in my limited time, of 
five minutes. I call attention to the following letter, 
from a highly respectable physician of this city: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 14, 1852. 

Sın: I find on acperusal of mine of 24th ultimo, T omit- 
ted some very urgent and strong reasons upon the particular į 
subject of the note-—T mean the establishment of a lunatic 
asylum to be founded by the Government in the Metropolis 
of the Union. i 

The practice and experience of the medical faculty here 
have demonstrated to them that a very large proportion of 
the insane in this District and city are either foreigners or | 
non-residents—those, in short, who come to the seat of | 
Government, some to prosecute claims, and others to pro- 
cure clerieal or other employment. Among so many of 
this class, a large numbor must of necessity be disappointed ; 
and coming here with high expectations of success, when 
poverty, vexatious delays, and ‘‘hope deferred”? overtake 
them, itun í 
comes more or less deranged, and humanity requires all the 
relief which can be afforded. , g 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, p 
TBO. MILLER. i 

There are about seventy at the hospital at Bal- 
timore from the District, instead of twenty-five or 
thirty, and there are about twenty or thirty at 
large in the community. What is to be done by 
$15,000, $20,000, or $30,000? We ought to thank 
God that we are able to relieve the distresses of | 
one human being. I trust there will be some suit- 
able provision made until we can establish an in- 
sane hospital here. 1 hope there will be no ob- 
jection to my proposition. ` 

The question was put, an 
Mr. STANLY- was agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY. I offer the following amend- | 
ment. Iam afraid it will be ruled out of order, 
but I desire the subject brought to the attention of | 
the committee: sa : 

For the purchase of asite, and for the erection of a 
suitable building for the proper accommodation of insane } 
persons, $110,600; the site to be selected, and the money to 
be expended under the direction of the President of the | 
United States in’ the execution of such plans as he may 
adopt. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


d the amendment of 


Is that amendment in order? 


J: is for the purchase of a site and the erection of || 


fortunately happens that the reason of some be- ti 
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a building. The universal practice has been that | 


such amendments are not in order in this bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. ` The Chair is of the opir- 
ion that the amendment is not in order. ak 
The Clerk then read as follows: aD 
« For clerk hire, stationery, rent, fuel, and contingencies 
in the completion of the census of 1850, $50,000.” 


` Mr. HEBARD. 


I wish to inquire of the 


chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means | 


whether, in the estimate for that $50,000, there is 
included the expenses of the Superintendent of the 


Census Board whilst in Europe? 
Mr. HOUSTON. The expenses of the Euro- 


ean tour of the Superintendent are not included | 


ere. 
Department, which I hope will always be decided 
against him. I have no particular fancy for the 


keeping in of this $50,000. The estimate of the | 


Department was for $150,000, which the Commit- 


tee of Ways and Means reduced to $50,000. As! 


I have before said, I should not regret to see this 
$50,000 stricken out, and the census matter hrought 
to its proper basis. 

Mr. HEBARD. I thank the gentleman for the 


information, which it was my intention to have | 


placed before the committee. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I offer the following amend- 
ment to that section: 

Provided, That the salaries and emoluments of the Super- 
intendent of the Census Board and the clerks employed in 
that service, shall cease from and after the first day of Sep- 
tember next, and no portion of this fund shall under any 


pretext be paid to them for services rendered after that day ; ; 


nor shall any portion of itbe used in paying for the publica- 


| tion, or preparing for publication, any history of the United 


States, or of the several States of the Union, now being 
prepared by the said Superintendent, or his clerks, or other 
employees. E 


Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, the time has ar- || 


rived in the prosecution of the taking and publica- 
tion of the census, and the various subjects con- 


nected with it, when the Congress of the United į 


States should know what is intended to be done. 
L am not now prepared to state exactly what the 


making up of the census tables cost in 1840, but J ji 


have been told that it cost $37,000. 1 have been 
informed that the making up of the census for 1850, 
up to the present time, has cost over $200,000; and 
we are now told by the honorable chairman of the 


Committee of Ways and Means, that $150,000 |, 
additional have been asked for by the Department. | 


That committee have only reported for the appro- 
priation of $50,000, and they report that, not be- 
cause they recommend it, but because the Census 
Board is in existence, and demands some appro- 
priation for the prosecution of its ordinary routine 
of business. $ : 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman will allow 
me, I would suggest, if his object be to stop the 
progress of this thing, that he had better move to 
strike out the entire appropriation. On the first 
of this month, there was an available balance for 
their bureau purposes, of $70,000 in the Treasury. 

Mr. FICKLIN. 1 do not know which would 
be the better course. I propose to give them until 
the first of September to wind up their business, 


and to restrict all persons connected with this | 


Census Bureau from making any contract. with 
relation to the publication, or preparation for pub- 
lication, of histories of the several States of the 


Union. They haveshown a specimen of that work | 
tous. I think myself that book-making is not a part | 


of the business of the Census Bureau. I wish to 
placea quietus upon their book-maling. I desire to 
prevent them making contracts, involving this Gov- 
ernment in heavy, and almost countless expendi 


tures. 
Mr. GENTRY. [do not know whether the 
idea suggested by my honorable friend from Ti- 


nois be a practicable one or not, unless this Con- E 


‘this Government shall dispense with 


gress and 
of taking the census altogether; and I 


the matter 


believe the Constitution positively enjoins that. If |: 


he is determined a book shall not be made, the 
matter isatanend. How isthe world to know 
anything about the taking of the census, unless 
you publish the statistics, and facts contemplated 
by the taking of that census? : 

Mr. FICKLIN. I do not object to the publi- 


cation of statistical information of the enumera- | 
tion of the inhabitants of this country; but Ii 
| object to the making of histories of the several 


States of the Union by the $1,000 clerks. 
Mr.GENTRY. ‘That is achange of the issue. 
It is not that he objects to making the book, but 


That is now a matter of contest before the | 


he insists upon prescribing what shall be the con- 
tents of the book. ` That is always the question 
when a book’is to be made.- F donot undertake 
to say whether the plan of taking the census. was 


Fam not prepared to give any opinion. as ‘to 
whether this: historiéal branch of the business 
should he published or not.. Tdo not think this.is 
the right place to deal with the question. I think 
it is questionable, if we-have made a plan of exe- 
cuting this thing originally, whether it would not 
be the worst economy to turn back now and go 
through with it again. Tf large sums have’ been 
expended, and if items have been embraced in this 


| 


out, now to stop and suppress the publication of 
the book, involves the absolute waste of all of the 
money already expended. We are to consider 
whether itis economy to print it now, notwith- 
standing there may be some things in it valueless, 
upon the presumption that there is much in it 


of this age, to study the character of people at 
this epoch of time, and to compare it with. the 
; state of things which shall exist when we shall be 
‘in eternity longer than Adam has been, {Laugh- 
l ter.} ; 
| Looki 
lithe belief that those who shall live when T have 
| been in eternity longer than Adam, would find it 


a curious and interesting document. [Renewed 


| laughter. ] 
lthingin it. Letus send itdown to posterity, and 
| let it be forever, in all future ages of time, one of 
| the curiosities which attach, to this particular age. 


| this thing, collected at so much trouble and cost, 
| it will not ruin this Government, nor be a heavy 
| burden upon posterity. This will be an interest- 
i ing document, and I am not.sure but what the 
else. 

| The question was taken, and the amen 
1 was disagreed to. 3 
| Mr. VENABLE. I move ‘to strike out the 
amendment entirely, because I am informed by 
the honorable chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means that they have already in their 
hands $70,000 with which to finish the work they 
were appointed to do. , I believed, from the indi- 
cations in the early part of the session, that a pro- 
jecthad been formed to keep this Board for another 
decade, and have them ready for the next census. 
li [Laughter.] From the specimen which has been 
| laid before us of the history of Maryland, I am 
|| satisfied that if all the other histories which were to 
| be arranged for the several States of the Union 
| 


dment 


li had no more merit than that specimen, they were 
' a libel upon history, without possessing the in- 
li terest of romance. 1 would sooner myself have 
| Robinson Crusoe divided into chapters and an= 
| nexed to certain portions of the work, because it 
| is really and decidedly better reading. [Laughter.] 
I voted for the amendment of my friend from Dli- 
nois, [Mr. Frcxurn,] and that having failed, Tam 
i| for striking out the $50,000, because I desire that 
| this Census Board should come to anend. The 
chairman of ‘the Committee of Ways and Means 
| tells us that they have $70,000 already in hand to 
| pay all that hasbeen done. According to the pro- 
i ject which has been presented to us, the census of 
ithe United States will be in some-seven or eight 
. volumes, and I do not suppose that one man in 
| fifty thousand would read the statistics which will 
ii be contained in them. The necessary statistios— 
l: those which the people really want, and which 
' were published by order of this House, at a cost 
i of some ten or twelve cents apiece—contained al] 
i the information necessary and valuable to us. 
The Senate, in looking over this matter, have 
‘agreed to reduce them down to a single volume, 
i which will contain all that the people will read; 
and for this reason I am willing, at the suggestion 
i of the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
| Means, to see the $50,000 stricken out; for I wish 
| that this incubus in the shape of a Census Board 
ito cease, und receive nothing further: from the 
ï“ public Treasury. 


> Mr CARTTER. Iam opposed to this amend- 


|: ment,and I am opposed to it, among other reasons, 


i 
i a pi 

l for this: that the gentlemen who are making an 
|i attack upon this Census Board, andthe conduct of 


2133 


a wise onè or not; but we all know-that it wasa” 
perfectly comprehensive and all-embracing ‘one. -~ 


report that it would have been better. to have left. 


eminently valuable, which will be looked into by | 
“those who shall ia future days explore the events . 


ng to this book in every light; Tam under 


I feel quite unwilling to suppress any- , 


Sunpose we do spend a few dollars in publishing . 


history of the country is as important as anything. ` 
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Au 


this Census Board, do not know exactly what they 
themselves are at. If they ask me io vote against j 
> eontinuing the appropriations for the production ` 
and publication of the census bý ample and proper 
-means, and for the payment of the Board, Super- 
intendent, and ‘all, if they are necessary to that 
. work, Lecan say. to them I shall not do-t-with my 
vote. I voted for the taking of that census with 
the view of collecting the information which was 
sought ly it. - I shall vote for the publication of 
that information; and this talk about publishing 
books, or our want.of authority to do it, will not’ 
intimidate me from doing it. Thave heard it said | 
throughout ‘the different stages of the discussion 
upon the subject of the.census, that the facts were 
not reliable.” This wasithe talk. at. the timé the 
census was ordered. They are the most reliable” 
statistics, in my’ judgment, that you can procure, 
and they ate procuret under higher sanctions of 
truth than “any other class of statiatical inform- 
ation that-youw can obtain. ‘Phat information has 
. been obtained, and it wants publication; and this 
talk; coming in just: before the expiration ofthe 
labors of that board, appears fo me totally unwise 
and’ wholly out of season. I hope the amendment 
will not be agreed te. CN . 

Mr. FICKLIN. Thegentleman says thatth ese 
abors are about to’close. When, in the name of: 
common. sense, will they close? . - . : 

Mr. CARTTER. hen the work is done. 
[Laughter.} 7 : i eas Fe a 

The question was then. taken on Mr. Vex- 
ABLE’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

The following clause of the bill was then read: 

“ Por-running and marking the boundary line. between 
the United States and Mexico, under the treaty of Guada, 
Jupe Hidalgo, $120,000.27’ 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘| offer the following smend- 
ment to that clause: ave 

For arrearages incurred during the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1852, for running and marking the boundary 
Jine between the United States and Mexico, wider the treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, $25,000. M ; 

I will make a brief explanation of this amend- 
ment, and before doing’so, I ask thata letter from 
the Secretary of the Interior may be read, 

The letter was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

` DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

` % “WASHINGTON, August 6, {s523 

S: In reply to your letter of the 3d instant, I have the 
honor to state the amoent of claims, chargés, or.accounts 
properly chargeable to the appropriation for running and 
marking the houndary line between the United States and 
Mexico, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which are 
now on fite in this Department, or of which F have any 
knowledge at present, is about $25,000. 

I am, sir, with mach respect, your odedient servant, 

ALEX, H. B. STUART, Secretary. 
Hon. Groner S. Tfouston, 
: Chairman Committee Ways and Means, H. R. 

In the deficiency bill which passed a few weeks 
since, an appropriation was made which was 
thought to be sufficient to cover the expenses of the || 
past year in running that boundary line, It proves 
to be inadequate. There are claims already filed in 
the Department equal to the amount which is pro- 

osed by this amendment, $25,000. In this bill we 
have an appropriation for the current year. The 
Commitiee of Ways and Means reduced this 
amount as much as they thought it was safe to do 
for the expenses of the current year. It is there- 
fore necessary, in the opinion of the committee, in 
order to pay these claims which are already due | 
against the Government, that this amendment 
should be adopted. 

| The question was then taken on Mr. Dunzam’s 
amendment, and it was agreed to. . 

Mr. WOODWARD. I offer. the following 

amendment: 


Provided, That the boundary line between the two Rc- 
publics, westward from the Rio Grandé, shall be the one 
designated by the deeree of the Mexican Congress, organ- 
izing the State of Chihuahua and the Department of New 
Mexico, and establishing the coterminons boundary be- 
tween the same: that is to say, the line shall run due west 
from the village of Paso del Norte, leaving the said village 
and its proper jurisdiction to the State of Chihuahua of the 
Mexican Republic: 


Mr. CLEVELAND. 
order? : 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair the amendment is in order. Propositions 
similar to this were entertained upon the deficiency 
bill. i ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the question of | 
order was made at that time, the amendment was | 
from the Senate. ` : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled the 


Is that amendment in 


New Mexico. 


| States relative to the Mexican Republic. 


| arvendment of the gentleman from South Caroliña 


[Mr. Woopwarp] to be in order, ° > 
Mr. WOODWARD. Mr. Chairman,I was 


| disinclined to embrace this oceasion for intyodu- 
cing the matter Contained in my amendment. But 
‘no other occasion is likely to present itself, and J 


think it quite out of the question that so important 
a matter-as the settlement of our boundary with 


Mexico should be conducted at the discretion of a. 
single branc of the Government, when itis known | 
that the pokey of that: Department is leading to 


a result contrary to what has been expected by 


the whole country, and, as E maintain, directly- 
|! Fepugnant, to’ the unequivocal language of our j. 
treaty with Mexico. ` Jt would. be vain; however, 
‘in’ the few-moments allowed me, to. attempt an 


argument. which “it would take hours to do full 
justice to; and I shall be compelled to limit my- 


self to.two or three points which lie at the bottom 


of the question, an . 
The grand error of the commissioners appoint- 


ed to ‘“mark’’ and * designate” the line consists | 


in their supposing that the map of Disturnell, 
named in the treaty, isthe sole object of reference 
for the determination of the southern boundary of 
& greater mistake than this could 
not becommitted. The material and ultimate ref- 
erence is to the ‘* various acts of the Congress” 
of Mexico, organizing the Department of New 
Mexico and the State of Chihuahua, ang defining 
their boundaries by means of material marks on 


| the earth’s surface. . The map of Disturnell is re- 


ferved to.as having been constructed in conformity 
with the new geographical arrangement under 
those acts or decrees. These deerees are older 


‘than the map of Disturnell. They made no refer- 


ence to this map, or any map, but the map was 
constructed with reference to them, and aimed to 
give.the latitude and longitude of points and lines 
already established by the decrees, and established 
with no referencé to latitude or longitude. Dis- 
turnell, contemplating the coterminous boundary 


of Chihuahua and New. Mexico, it being the | 
northern boundary of -the former and the south- | 
-em boundary of the latter, predicates of it that 


it is of a certain latitude,.and the false predicate of 
the geographer is adopted by your commissioners 
as a substitute for the line itself... For a period of 
time anterior, to the making of the map, this line, 
authoritatively described and established, had ex- 
isted and been conformed to as’ the jurisdictional 


! boundary between Chihuahua and New Mexico; | 


and it was never imagined in Mexico that the 


false predicate of a geographer could shift the line. | 


The whole period of the existence of the line as 
an ascertained and recognized boundary extended 
from 1824 to the date of the. treaty, a period of 
about twenty-four years. During this whole pe- 
riod it was never supposed that the relative rights 
of Chihuahua: and: New Mexico depended upon 


i the correctness of the astronomie demarkations of 


Disturnell, made after the rights had vested. Dis- 
turnell adopted the ‘longitudes and latittides of 
Melish’s map, always suspected. to be inexact, 
and shown to be so by Frémont five years before 
the treaty. Errors of longitude were found to be 

TOSS. : 
S If at any time previous to our conquest a dis- 
pute had arisen between Chihuahua and- New 
Mexico as to the true position of this line, a prop- 


osition to settle the dispute by a reference to the 


astronomie determinations of Disturnell’s map 
would have been scouted and hooted at. | And yet 
what were then the rights of New Mexico relative 
to Chihuahua are now the. rights of the United 
I affirm 
that the elements which would have determined 
such a dispute between Chihuahua and New Mex- 
ico are identically those which should now deter- 
mine the relative rights of the United States and 
Mexico. 


. : . i 
If gentlemen will but bear in mind that the de- | 
crees of the Mexican Congress designating and | 


establishing this boundary are older than the map 


| of Disturnell, and that they make no reference to 


any maps whatever, or to astronomic indications, 
but wholly to visible marks on the earth, or to 
topographical conditions; and if they will remem- 
ber also, that the map of Disturnell aimed to con- 
form to those decrees, and was, in fact, guided by 
them, making, however, an erroneous astronomic 
predicate as to the earth-line prescribed by the de- 
crees, itseems tome that the whole truth of the case 
must flash upon their minds with resistless force, 


deny that the treat¥.refers to the map, excepé 
‘by. way of referring to the, décrees in conformity 
with which the map was constructed. But it may be 
| asked, why refer to a map at all? . I answer, that 
when one nation transfers a domain to another, it. 
is not unusual to. make reference tê some map, the 
best to be-had, justas when an individual conveys 
a parcel of land reference is had toa plat.. Bus 
all are agreed ag to the proper use and effect of a 
plat-in.a question of boundary. Material marks, 
whether natural or artificial, control course and 
distance. Now, course, by means of a compass, 
and distance, by means of a chain, can be reduced 
to mathematical precision; and if natural marks 
can contro} two indications, each capable of such 
mathematical precision, how much more should 
they be admitted to control the result of astro- 
nomie observations for determining ihe relatiorz 
between the center of the sun anda spot on the 
earth ’s surface, the two- points being more thar: 
ninety-six millions of milés apart?. But in our 
treaty with Mexico there was a very special rea- 
son which made it indispensable to refer toa maps 
and this I shall proceed to explain. 2 

It is a great mistake to assume that there is any 
contradietion between the map of Melish and that 
of Disturnell, and that the different demarkations 
set down by them indicate uncertainty as to the 
division of the country. ‘There was uncertainty 
in some particulars, but the difference between 
Metish and Distarnell does not illustrate. it. Two 
| systems ‘of geography have existed in Mexico. 
| One prevailed while it was subject to the Spanish 
| monarchy, the other was established by the Con- 
| gress of Mexico after the country had become ar: 
independent Republic: ‘Fhe maps of Melish ang 
others were designed to represent one of these sys— 
; tems, that of Disturnelt the other. In establishing 
the new system, the Mexican Congress aimed to 
divide the country into districts, suitable, in point 
of form and size, for new States; and thelines and 
dimensions indicated by Melish were, in a great 
measure, disregarded. The New Mexico of 
Humboldt and Melish was a very different thing 
| from the New Mexico of Disturnell. . The south- 
i ern boundary of the New Mexico of Melish set 
out at the village of Paso del Norte, but so as te 
throw that village on the-side of New Mexico. 
Running thence, in a southwesterly direction, it 
took in a large portion of what is now the State of 
Chihuahua. At â certain point it turned in a 
Dortherly direction, pursuing the eastern base of 
the ‘Annahuac range of mountains, throwing those 
mountains on the side of California. The southern 
boundary of the New Mexico of Disturnell also 
set out at the vilage of Paso del Norte, but in 
such manner as to place that village on the side of 
Chihuahua. . Running due west, it crossed the 
Annahuae range, and terminated at the western 
base; and thence pursued the western base in a 
northerly direction, taking in, as part of New 
Mexico, the Annahuac mountains, which before 
had been excluded. - : : 

Now, itis a fact, and a very remarkable fact, 
that in regard to the disputed portion of the bound- 
ary, the authors of. the treaty purposely declined 
to prescribe an arbitrary, unknown line, and dig 
expressly select ‘and adopt a.line already known 
to history and science. But, as has just been 
shown, there were more lines. than one known to 
history and science; and all will, therefore, at once 
perceive how important it was that the treaty 
should declare which one was contemplated, ang 
so the treaty does, in the following explicit terms: 

«Fhe sonthern and western limits of New Mexieo, men- 
tioned in this article, are those laid down in the map enti- 
tiled * Map of the United Mexican States,’ as organized and 


defined by various acts of the Congress of said Republic,” 
&e. i 


| 
f 
| 
| 


; 
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| 
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| 
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Disturneil adopted the latitudes and longitudes 
of the old map, and errors in these particulars can 
no more disadjust the Mexican States as organized 
and defined by the acts of Congress of that Re- 
public, than the discovery of error in the astro- 
nomic determination of the United States could 
change the lines that now separate the several 
States. P AE f 

The importance of making reference to the map 
in the manner done in the treaty, will appear by 
| recurring to the annexation of Texas. Texas, as 
a division of the Spanish possessions, was a very 
| different thing from Texas, as a department of 
| the Mexican Republic. The Republic of Texas 
bore the same relation to the old Spanish territory 
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of that name that the State of Louisiana bears, 
retrospectively, to the old French province of that 
name. And, in seceding from the Mexican con- 
federacy, she was clearly entitled to no other limits 
than those which had been assigned her as a de- 
partment, adding whatever she had acquired by 
conquest.. When the resolutions of annexation 
were under discussion in the Senate, Colonel Ben- 
ton urged the importance of settling, beforehand, 
«which Texas ” we proposed to admit—that of 
Humboldt or that of Disturnell. . But as Texas 
claimed, by a sort of constructive conquest, to be 
enlarged to the old Spanish limits, and as it was 
the well-known policy of our Government, by fair | 
means, to extinguish the Mexican title east of the 
Rio Grande, Colonel Benton’s proposition was not 
much regarded. It so turned out, however, that 
we got into a war with Mexico, the disputed 
boundary being the cause or the pretext; I do not 
say which. 

his simple statement will forcibly suggest why 
a proper precaution was used in annexing New 
Mexico, and will also make it apparent that the 
map of Disturnell was referred to, not to give pre- 
cision to boundaries, but to identify the New 
Mexico contemplated by the treaty. i 

As to the western boundary of New Mexico, 
if there be no marks by which a definite line can 
be fixed upon, there are certainly. topographical 
conditions alluded to in the treaty that would en- 
able us to find an approximate line. By reading 
the treaty, it will appear that its authors expected 
this boundary to:cut the head-waters of the Gila; 
they considered it, therefore, as lying considera- | 
bly west of the Annahuac ridge. But suppose 
there be no marks whatever, then course and dis- 
tance from the initial point must govern. 

I am aware, Mr. Chairman, that my amend- 
ment, though in order, is hardly appropriate to 
the occasion; but I felt bound to embrace the op- 
portunity of expressing my sense of the unwar- 
rantable conduct of your commissioners: 

Mr. BROOKS. _I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment of the gentleman. from South Carolina; but | 
before doing so I desire to ask the Chair whether 
what I now send to the Clerk’s desk is in order 
as an amendment to the amendment? 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment to the | 
amendment, as follows: 

And that negotiations be entered into with Great Britain 
for altering the treaty of 1783, as to the boundary lines be- 
pwenn the United States, New Brunswick, and the Can- 
adas. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think 
that it is in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. Idid not suppose that it was’ 
strictly in order, nor no I suppose that this change | 
of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, as proposed 
by the gentleman from South Carolina, is in 
order. Itis now the Tth of August. The civil 
and diplomatic bill is up and under the five 
minutes rule, and we are now asked to enter into 
the establishment of a boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico—a subject upon which 
commissioners have been appointed by the United 
States and Mexico, and which it is impossible 
for any man in this House to comprehend with- 
out a pretty good knowledge of astronomy, a fair 
study of it, and a pretty full examination of Amer- 
ican and Mexican geography, and of the old 
Spanish history of Mexico: The gentleman from 
South Carolina asks us now, at this period of the 
dog-days, to enter into this discussion, and settle 
what are the boundary lines between the. United 
States and Mexico, when we have appointed 
commissioners, and by the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, left to them, as the gentleman confesses, 
the designation of those lines. Now, I say that, 
in the first place, this is an improper time to settle 
such a question; in the second place, that if it 
was the proper time, we could not do it in five 
minutes’ discussion; and in the third place, that we | 
have not the power to doit. The treaty, as I | 
‘said when this subject was up before, settles that 
question, and as that treaty is, so this House must 
follow. I need hardly enlarge upon the argument | 
that F made then. It strikes me, that no more 
inappropriate time, and no more inappropriate 
place could be selected for the discussion of this 
subject; and if it is to go on, there will be no end 
to the civil and diplomatic bill, for it involves | 
great and serious questions. We who hope to 
bring the discussions on this bill to a close to-day, 


shall hardly be able to do it, but shall be under the 


necessity of devoting the Sabbath to the profound 
studies which I have:suggested for the considera- 
tion of members, in order to be here on Monday 


-morning prepared for a proper investigation of 


this very complicated subject. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Woop- 


WaRD’s amendment,-and it was rejected. _ f 

Mr. HOWARD offered the following amend- 
ment: i 

Provided, That the initial point on the Rio Grande, of 
the boundary between the United States and Mexico, shall 
not be. fixed north of the point laid down on the map ac- 
companying the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and made ‘a 
part thereof, and shall thence run_westwardly along the 
whole southern boundary of New Mexico, as provided by 
said treaty and map; and from the west end of saidline to 
a branch of the Gila river as prescribed by said treaty. 


Mr. H. said: That amendment provides that 
we shall adhere to the treaty. It is substantially 
the provision offered by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Brooks] when this subject was before 
the House some days ago.. In my éstimation, 
the position which he then took was true, that 
wherever the treaty fixed the boundary, there it 
was, and it was not in the power of the Executive 
officers of this Government to change that bound- 
ary; and it is for the simple and clear reason that 
to those officers is given only power to mark and 
to ascertain the boundary, and designate it. That 
is the language of the treaty. Now, I desire to 
know if it is the intention of gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House to give up thirty-fourmiles 
of territory there, in the direct face of the treaty ? 
Why are they not willing to say that the treaty 
shall be adhered to, and that the line of it shall in 
no place, and in no particular be departed from ? 
It strikes meas extraordinary that there should be 
any resistance to a proposition of this sort, when 
it is clear that the Government ought to stand by 
the treaty, to adhere to the treaty, and to fix the 
line as the treaty has fixed it, whatever may be 
the malpractices of the officers who have under- 
taken to disturb the treaty boundary and to fix it 
differently. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I concur fully 
with the gentleman from Texas in the general po- 
sition that he assumes—that we should surrender 
no portion of the territory embraced in the treaty. 
The whole difficulty, as I understand it, grows 
out of the question where the boundary line is. 
Now, I believe I agree with the gentleman from 
Texas as to where the true line is. I do notthink 
we disagree at all about that. 

Mr. HOWARD. I do not say in this amend- 
ment where itis. I only say that they shall ad- 
here to the treaty, , i 

Mr. STEPHENS. Well, I should have no 
objection to put that in the bill, if it would do any 
good; but I seé no good that it can possibly ac- 
complish. 

Mr. CARTTER. I ask the gentleman if we 
have not declared that once already this session ? 

Mr. STEPHENS. Yes; we have already done 
it, and therefore I am opposed to this amendment, 
and hope the committee will vote it down. We 


| have already affirmed the principle. I donot be- 


lieve, however, that the House can accomplish 
anything, either in extending the line to any par- 
ticular point that 1 might think right, or in ex- 
tending it to that which gentlemen who differ with 
me may think right. 

Mr. HOWARD. Iwill state the difficulty we 
shall be in, if we vote this appropriation without 
some such declaration as I propose. This is a 
new and distinct appropriation of $25,000 for run- 
ning and marking the boundary line between the 
United States and Mexico; and if we do not qual- 
ify this appropriation as we did the other, the 
officers will claim it as a ratification of the line 
which they have run. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The officers have already 
past that.point, as I understand it. 

Mr. HOWARD. No, sir; at the last advices 
the matter was still in dispute. It was not signed 
by the surveyor, whose signature is necessary. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I do not think any expres- 
sion of opinion on the part of this House can have 
any influence at all upon these commissioners. 
They were sent there to ascertain the true line 
according to the treaty. That is what they were 
sent there for. That is their commission. They 
may differ from us as to what is the true line, but 
any expression of opinion we may utter here.upon 
the subject, will not control them. The treaty 
itself provides for the manner in which that line 


shall be ascertained. A map is appended to the | 
treaty, and made a pärt of it, and ñothing that we 
can do here will control the action of the commis- 
sioners, ý ; Le 9 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to state, in this connection, that this appropri- 
ation of $25,000.is not a new appropriation’for the . 
current year, but that it is for a deficiency, arid 
for work already done? ee 
` Mr. STEPHENS. I repeat again that I think 
it is entirely unnecessary to make any such amend- 
ment as this tothe bill. I will not detain the com- 
mitteelonger. I hope the amendment will be voted 
down. : ae via 

The question was then taken. upon. Mr; How- 
arD’s amendment, and it was rejected. = 

Mr. CARTTER moved to strike out the word 
t five,” in line nine hundred and eleven, and to 
insert * twelve” in lieu thereof, so as to make the 
clause read as follows: ; 

For compensation of the librarian of. the Patent Office, 
twelve hundred dollars. sos 

Mr. C. said: At the request of the Commis- 
sioner of. Patents, and a concurrence of judgment 
on the part of the. Committee on` Patents, I have 
been instructed by that committee to offer an 
amendment, to change that appropriation from 
five to twelve hundred dollars. The object of it. 
is to elevate the character of the librarian. ‘It is 
ascertained that he may bea useful officer, to aid 
in the examinations that are going on in relation 
to patents. Aan i - w 

Mr. DUNHAM. You propose, then, to make 
it a separate and distinct office? ; 

Mr. CARTTER, It is already.a separate and 
distinct office. : aes 

Mr. DUNHAM. Tunderstand that the duties 
of librarian are performed by another officer. - 

Mr. CARTTER. Well, I propose to give the 
librarian $1,200 a year. It is an appropriation of 
the patent fund; itis not taken from the general. 
Treasury. The amendment is offered at the re- 
quest of the chief of the bureau, and I hope it will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee of Ways. 
and Means omitted to say out of what fund this 
money should be paid. I suppose the chairman 
of the Committee on Patents will allow me to 
offer this amendment, to come in at the end of 
line nine hundred and-eleven: ‘*'T’o be paid out of 
the patent fund.” A one 

Mr. CARTTER. I will accept that'as a part of 
my amendment. ne: st 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee on Patents 
have charge of that particular fund, and the rais- 
ing of this salary is a matter that the Committee 
of Ways and Means have.not looked into. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Frise to op- 
pose that amendment, because the sum is not large 
enough; by which I] mean to say, that while I 
shall vote for the amendment—— 

Mr. CARTTER,. Will the gentleman allow me 
to state to him that it is the sum suggested by the 
Commissioner of Patents? zs 

Mr. STANTON. Well, then, I suppose I 
must submit to it, although I consider the sum too 
small, j 

The question was then takenon Mr. Carrrer’s 
amend ment as modified, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. VENABLE offered the following amend- 
ment: i 

For the purpose of erecting a pedestal on Lafayette 
Square, for the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, on 
such planas may be approved by the artist of that work, 
$5,000. 

Mr. V. said: The equestrian statue of General 
Jackson, which is being erected in this city, E un- 
derstand is now completed, and asuitable pedestal 
| ought to be provided for it. I have lately seen it 
myself, and it is not only creditable to the artist, 
but it is a magnificent work. I hope there will be 
no difficulty in making the appropriation necessary 
for the erection of a pedestal. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON, under instructions of the Com- 
mittee.of Ways and Means, offered the following 
amendment: 


For freight and transportation of the group of statuary 
contracted for with Horatio Greenough, from Leghorn to 
Washington, and for placing it upon a pedestal in front of 
the eastern portico of the Capitol, a sum not exceeding 
$7,000. ; 

Mr. H. said: I have here a letter from the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury showing that it is now 
i ready. 
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: The-amendment was adopted. : 
‘| Mr. HOUSTON, under instructions of the same. 
‘committee, offeréd the following amendment: 

“Jo make good the interest on the investment of stocks 
of the State of Arkansas, held in-trust by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to. be reimbursed out of the interest when col- 
lected, $5,400.00 o 55o a S y AE i 

Mr. H: said: The amendment. explains itself. 
I have nothing to'say, unless the committee wish 
explanation... zz : i 


“The amendment was agreed to... >. Rin “ad 
.Mr. HOUSTON, under instructions of the same 
“committee, offered the following amendment: - 
For the construction and equipment of. not less than- 
six revenue cutters, the sum of $90,000, the same sum to 
` be expended under'the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury. - EE a . ae os 
` Mr. Fi. said: I do not-care about making any 
explanation of: this, unless the committee wish it. 

; The amendment was adopted, . 

Mr. HOUSTON, under instructions of thésame 
committee, offered the following amendment: 

., For the redemiption of seventeen loan office certificates, 
numbered 158, 312, 6895, 6896, 6897, 6898, 6899, 6900, 6901, 
6902, 9175, 9287, 9288, 9293, 9294, and 12333, which have 
been presented at the Treasury, at the specie value, and 


- with interest, as computed by the Register of the Treasury : |! 


Provided, Satisfactory evidence be produced to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, that the persons who have presented 
the satne certificate for payment are’ the bona fide hoiders 
-of the same, $4,175 42. - - 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr, JONES, of -Tenitessee, offered the follow- | 


ing-amendment: .- . ‘ 


For purchase and payment of the. building at the corner 
of F street north and Seventeenth street west; in the city of 
Washington, held by William’H. Winder, and now in the 
occupancy of the United States, $200,001: Provided, Said 


William H. Winder shall make to the United States a good : 


and sufficient tide in fee-simple with general warranty, 
» free from all liens and incumbrances to said building and 
* premises On which the same. is situated; such title to be 


approved and accepted by the Attorney General and the | 


Socretary of the Treasury before payment. 


Mr. J. said: This is the same amendment, with 
the exception of the addition of the sum of one’ 
dollar, as that yesterday offered by the gentleman 
from Indiana, (Mr. Dunuam,] under the unani- 
mous instructions of the Committee of Ways and 
Means: . I am induced again to offer it, from con- 
versation I have had this morning with some gen- 
tleman, who expressed their opinions more favor- 
ably to it than hey did on yesterday. Ihope the 
amendment may be adopted. It will be economy: 
for the Government to purchase the building and 
stop the payment of rent 

Mr.STEPHENS, of Georgia. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out one dollar. [take 
this occasion to say that my views have under- 
gone a change ‘upon the propriety of purchasing 
this building by the Government at this time. | 
am satisfied that this buildin 
market. | I am ‘told that some private reasons in- 
duced gentlemen who were in possession of the 
facts, from withholding this statement on yester- 
day. But it is told to me that this building will 
have to go into market, and I am satisfied that it 
will at an early day. The man who now ownsit 
cannot continue to hold it. ‘Then the question 
arises, if this building is to be exposed for sale, 
you have got to go into market and compete with 
other bidders, and if some private individual! pur- 
chases it at a less price, you cannot continue to 
occupy it without his consent, and you may be 
turned out, i . 

There are other views connected with this case, 
of which I was not aware on yesterday, of the in- 
ducements. which were held out to Mr. Winder to 
put up this building, by Secretaries who had no 
power to contract, but who stood in need of such 
a building. I am satisfied, from an investigation 
of this matter since yesterday, which | had never 
given it before, that the building cost Mr. Winder 
more than $200,000. For these reasons I hope 
the committee will reconsider their vote of yester- 


day in relation to this matter, and pass the amend- 
ment. ` 

Mr. GENTRY. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Georgia. I prefer the 
original amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Jonzs.] - My attention has been in- 
vited to the fact, by the. friends of the individual 
interested, who say that from circumstances con- 
necied with the erection-of this buildin great in- 
justice was likely to-be done Mr, Winder and: 
they believe that if I were disposed to look’ into 


g will have to go into: 
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this matter as a -just man disposéd to do right, I 


‘could not. fail to come'to-the conclusion that he 
‘was entitled to sóme considération by this Coh- 
gress. I have looked into it, and I believe we 
ought to purchase his building. The reasons which 


who-voted.against this amendinent yesterday—— 
Mr. McMULLIN. Will the gentleman allow 
meé to ask one question? ~ > ~ ; 
Mr. GENTRY. I cannot yield. 
. Mr. MeMUL 
-to-order. < 7 ~ ee ia ; 
- The CHAIRMAN. - The Chair is not-aware 


Ji that he has departed from the rules of :order.> 


“Mr.McMULLIN. T think the gentleman is 
‘advocating the amendment of the 


r gentleman from 
Georgia, (Mr, STEPHENS.] EK le 


The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Geor- 
| gia moved to strike out of the amendment of the 
| gentleman from Tennessee, one dollar, so as to 
make the appropriation $200,000. The gentleman 
i8 opposing that amendment. Pez 
Mr.. GENTRY. I hope thergentleman does 
not think that it was from any feeling of discour- 
tesy. that I declined to yield the floor. 
Mr.McMULLIN. Oh, certainly not. 
Mr.GENTRY. The pet idea of gentlemen 
who opposed this amendment.is for the Govern- 
‘ment to build offices upon. a large. scale forits own 
use. Now, I say to those gentlemen that it is pal- 
pable to my mind ‘that it will inflict a serious in- 
jury, not to say an absolute wrong, upon Mr. Win- 
| der, who, as was stated by the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Bayy,] was induced to erect this 
i| building for the use of the Government. Now, if 
the Government ‘were to erect buildings for its own 
use, So as to supersede the use of this, and thus 
leave itupon Mr. Winder’s hands, he will be un- 
able to rentit. As to the policy of the Govern- 
it ment renting this building permanently, no argu- 
ment will be necessary to convince any gentleman 
į that it is not the true policy of the Government, 
| for in afew years you pay more money in rent 
than is needed for the Government to-build its own 
offices. But this edifice was built by individual 
enterprise, with the encouragement upon the part 
; Of certain officers.of this Government that it should 
, be used by the Government for public offices. It 
! has been ‘so used, and I:think it cannot be dis- 
|; pensed with, unless you build some other.in lieu 
f 
|] me, requires that the Government should purchase 
; Mr: Winder’s building, and pay him a fair price 
| forit. I hope the House is not prepared to inflict 
so immense an injury as Iam convinced they 
' would inflict upon Mr. Winder by.refusing to pur- 
| chase the building. There is no just man, in my 
; Opinion, who will make himselfacquainted with the 
| facts, who will not believe that it is right to adopt 
i this amendment. : : 
| Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to offer an 
! amendment? ey 
| The CHAIRMAN. It is not, at this time. 
|The gentleman can. speak in opposition to the 
| amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
ji Jonus,] if he desires. 
| Mr. MceMULLIN. Well, sir, I am opposed 
i to the amendment of the gentleman from T'ennes- 
; See, and I will confine my remarks to that amend- 
, ment. While I have as much confidence in the 
| judgment of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
; ied as I have in the judgment of most men, 
, yet like 
investigation of this subject. . 1 was there and ex- 
: amined this building myself, and if the gentleman 
| from Tennessee, and those who now advocate the 
passage of this amendment, will go and examine 
for themselves, they will find from the time they 


| 
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: leave the avenue that very large cracks are dis- 
_ tinctly visible in the whole building. If you will 
enter it and turn to the right, you will find upon 
; examination that the bottom floor has given way 
‘in different places. My attention was called to 
_ that fact this morning by one of the officers of the 
| Government. > ~ i 
| Now, sir, I ask the gentleman from Tennessee, 
| 
| 


$ 
| 
3 
| 
| 
| 
| 
j 
} 
i 


and my colleague, (Mr. Bayiy,j] who traveled 
: out of his way, as it seemed to me, on yesterday 
i to attack my views upon this. question, by what 
|| authority this Government can be compelled to 
|| purchase this building because of any understand- 
: ng which may have been entered into, without 
|| authority, upon the part of an officer of this Gov- 
|| ernment with Mr. Winder? I ask what right 


‘induced: the gentleman, or, at least, some of them. 


IN. - Then I call the gentleman | 


of it. Now, every principle of justice, it seems to 


im my attention has been called to the | 


rangement? : ; . 
But I want to call the attention of this‘commit- 
-tee to another fact. It has. been stated that this 
building ought to be purchased upon’ the ground of 
economy. I beg gentlemen to remember that whén 
this building was erected, according to the gen- 
tleman from’ Kentucky, [Mr. Sranron,] thé iron 


j alone. cost. $60,000. Now, I tell that gentleman 


_that the same quantity of iron could be purchased 
to-day for $30,000. - Mr. Winder himself will 
admit that. the price ‘of iron has fallen one half 


since the time of the building of this edifice. But 


leaving this objection out.of view, the building is 
out of place. ‘The Government need a building 
near the Patent Office, or near the General Post 
Office, or-in some place more convenient. 

Go and ask many. of the officers who occupy 
that building, and they. will tell you that they have 
: repeatedly, and upon different occasions, left the 
building for fear it would fall. ©. 

Sir, we have the reports of architects in this city 
—the architect Mills, and somebody else—in re- 
lation to this building, but if gentlemen will go and 
examine that building for themselves before they 
vote for this appropriation, and if they possess 
the judgment which I am willing to accord to them, 
they will be bound to come to the.conclusion that 
the building is not safe. ae: 

But why, I ask, press this matter with such 
hot haste, when the Committee on Public Build- 
ings recommend the purchase of this building for 
$280,000, but the economical Committee of Ways 
and Means have agreed to recommend, and have 
recommended the purchase for $200,000? “Now, 
sir, gentlemen need not tell me that there is dan- 
ger that this building will go into the hands of 
speculators, and that the Government will have 
more to pay for it than they do now. There is 
no danger of that sort. Let the speculator, who- 
ever he may be, purchase it, and he will be quite 
as ready to rent it to the Government as the Gov- 
ernment will be to lease it. I must express my 
surprise, as well as my regret, that the Committee 
of Ways and Means, who have been right upon 
most questions, should have thought proper to 
recommend the purchase of this building. 

The question was then taken upon the adoption 
| of the amendment offered by Mr. Srepwens to 
the amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to strike 
out $50,000, leaving the amount at $150,000. 

Mr. J. said: I know, Mr. Chairman, that when 
an amendment is proposed to a bill like this—the 
civil and diplomatic appropriation’ bill—by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
| or by any one of the members of that committee, 
-which amendments. indorsed by the committee, 
that the character of that committee has con- 
siderable influence before this House. But-yet I 
| think this committee ought to. act and think for 
| itself. It is true the recommendation of that com- 
' mittee should have great weight, and be entitled. 
to.consideration from this committee. But not- 
withstanding that committee makes-a recommend- 
ation upon this occasion, I beg leave to dissent, 
and oppose. the purchase of that building; and 
even if it be purchased, I think it ought to be ob- 
tained for a less amount than is proposed by the 
committee. The argument is presented here that 
if the Government fail to purchase this building 
at the present time, that it must go under the 
hammer, and if the Government fails to become 
the purchaser, it must pass into the hands of an 
individual, who will exact a high and extravagant 
rent from the Government for its use. ` 

Now, let me ask this committee, and ask them 
as practical men, what is-that building worth to 
anybody except the Government? Have they 
any use for it?’ Can they appropriate it to any 
purpose? “The Government is the only purchaser 
they have, and if they cannot sell it to the Gov- 
; ernment they cannot sell it at all, unless they sellit 
at rates ruinous to a great extent. The Govern- 
ment is the only purchaser they will find, even if 
| they place it underthe hammer to he sold to: the 
| highest bidder. 

But when we come to examine this mattera 
i little further, we see there is a struggle between a 
| sel of brokers—a set of Shylocks—in this city. 
| This individual, they say, has been engaged by 
Government officers to construct this building, and 
consequently the Government ought to purchase 
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it. Now, if we are to sanction and indorse every 
encouragement a Secretary of the Treasury or of 
War, may give to an individual, where would be’ 
the end of it? i ` 

If this individual has been encouraged to build 
a house, and he fails to realize the profits he ex- | 
pected, are we on thataccount to pay forit? [tis 

is own fault.: If we are to purchase this build- 
ing because: some Government officer has given 
encouragement to build it, why, here is Corcoran 
& Riggs’s building, océupied by the Secretary of 
the Interior, which we must purchase, because, as 
it will be said, some officer of the Government ias 
encouraged Corcoran & Riggs to expend: a large 
amount in that building. f 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
that the building of Corcoran & Riggs is not fire- 
proof, and no one would recommend the purchase 
of such a building. 

Mr. JOHNSON. What do they care whether 
it is fire-proof or not, if the Government will buy 
it? If the building is safe, and everything secure, 
they will say it will answer the purpose of the 
Government as well as any other. — 

Mr. MEADE. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jonnson,] and in advocating the original proposi- 
tion, I will take occasion to allude to the remarks 
of my colleague [Mr. McMouuxi] in the course 
of his speech. 

This is a question, sir, addressed to us as the 
guardians. of the interests of the country, and as 
such, it is purely one of dollars and cents. This 
building is offered to us at $200,000, which will 
yield, at six per cent., $12,000 per annum. We 
are now paying for the rent of this building, the 
interest upon more than $300,000, if I am correct- 
ly informed. We are oceupying that building 
with our offices, and if we did not want it, we 
should not be occupying it at this time. There- 
fore it is necessary; and if we do not rent it, it 
will be necessary to build one like it. And the 
question is, if we build one sufficient to accom- 


modate the offices now occupying it, can we build | 


one that will reflect credit upon the Government, 
for as small a sum? 

Mr. Chairman, when it is considered that all 
our public buildings are constructed upon the fire- 
proof plan, with either marble or granite, and that 
they are built at the Government contract price, 
and when we know that thestone, after being carved 
three feet by two, requires about twelve or fifteen 
men to draw it upon a barrow some fifty or a hun- 
dred yards, at a pace of some ten miles the min- 
ute [laughter]—I know I am speaking hyperbol- 
ically, [laughter,] but every one who hears me, 
knows to what I allude—and when we see the pro- 


cess by which our buildings go up, and the way - 


in which the Government is treated in one way or 
the other, by the contractors, or by those who are 
under the contractors, I am justified in drawing the 
inference that a building like that would cost us 
from $300,000 to $400,000. We all know that a 
private individual, in building for himself a house 
such as would cost the Government $400,000, 
would build it for not much more than one half of 
that amount. 

If that building were put upto the highest 
bidder, and there were capitalists present who 
were desirous of investing 
jump at the opp 
the view of ren 
purchase. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I contend, as a matter of 
economy, that it is our policy to give $200,000 for 
a building for which we are paying $18,000 per 
annum. 

A Voice. Twenty-one thousand dollars. 

Mr. MEADE I choose to say $18,000, be- 
cause we will have to pay insurance, &e. Twould 
ask my colleague [Mr. McMu iv] if he has de- 
voted any portion of his time to architecture? 


Mr. McM 
{Laughter.] ; 

Mr, MEADE. TI have been informed that this 
House is built as substantially, as safely, and as 
much fire-proof, as any that the Government has 
put up in the city. We must buy this building 
or build another; and I. do. not believe we can 
build another of the very same materials and of 
the same dimensions for less than $300,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. .The question is upon the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 


[Mr. Jonnson.] 


ting it at six per cent. upon the 


I would say | 


$300,000, they would | s 1 r 
| the proposition now to be to insert, in almost its | 
| precise terms, the original amendment. Itisalways | 
en there is a specula- ' 


ortunity of buying this house with | 


ULLIN. As much asmy colleague. |: 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. As this is-a 


up, I call for tellers. T: 
` Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suggest to my 
colleague [Mr. Jounson] the. propriety of modi- 
fying his amendment, by moving to strike out the 
“ $200,000’? instead of * $50,000,””. and that will 
_ bring us to a test vote. - l : 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will so modify my amend- 
nent. 

Tellers were then called for and ordered; and 
Messrs. Lanpry and Harr were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers report- 
ed—ayes 69, noes 59. 


to. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
i| gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson] having 
prevailed, ‘*$200,000’” is stricken out, and $1 re- 
i mains. 
| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I propose to 
| $225,000. 
: Mr. HEBARD. The question was to appro- 
| priate © $200,001.” That was amended by strik- 
| ing out *“ $200,000.” Now, I submit whether it 
‘is in order to amend by inserting another sum? 
© The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides, that 
| although the motion to strike out prevailed, it is 
|! still in order to amend the pending proposition. 
| Mr. STANTON. 
| $200,002. 
; ment is now paying $21,000 annually as rent for 
| this building. Some gentlemen say that that is 
| too much, but I wish those gentlemen to under- 
- stand that the proprietor of this building 
as the rent is concerned, has the Government in 
‘his power; or, in other words, there is such a de- 
mand for the building that it is worth the rent the 
Government pays. He has a lease for five years 
' at that rate, and there is no other building which 
| can be rented suitable for the purposes of the Gov- 


Government is obliged to pay that rent for five 
i years—and I maintain for ten years—for this 
building, because this is the only suitable building 
that can be rented in the city. ‘Twenty-one thou- 
sand dollars is the interest on $350,000. Then, 
as has been repeatedly argued, upon the matter of 
! dollars and cents, it is proper economy on the part 


| $200,000. Again, sir, I maintain the proposition, 
and F appeal to members upon the Committee of 
Public Buildings, that there is not a public build- 
ing in this city affording the same amount of room 
as this, any more convenient, any more secure 
| from fire, any more substantial in all of its parts 


i; . $ = a 
|! much; and I maintain that if ever the Govern- 
li 
ji 


|| three times as much as this one. Any building 
i you may 
|: cost at Jeast $600,000. ‘This is all that it is neces- 
| sary for me to say. The Government may pur- 
|! chase this, or it may not; but it is obliged to use 
|i it, and it will pay $200,000 over again before it 
+ can furnish a building for itsown use. - 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I understand 


j 
li the habit in the House, wh 
hand 


|: tion upon 
|: t. 
} 
j; 


part of the Governmen 
I understand that, 


_ Mr. JOHNSON, 
Government always 
|; the left shoulder. 


The 


| tended to practice a speculation, not to say a fraud, ` 
i upon the Government, you can find, on the part `; 
i 


_ of ma 


enormous event is to happen hereafter. if the 


‘i for the Government to pay $20,000 or $21,000 per 
il even to purchase it t 
| repairs, the heating, and the taxes upon that build- 
ling cost? Wil it not be more than ten per cent, : 
l! Does not everybody know it? And we have the 
|! chance of its falling down half a dozen times in 


test question, and I suppose our minds are made © 


| So the amendment to the amendment was agreed | 


i strike out “$1,” and in lieu thereof to insert | 


I move to insert, then, | 
It is well understood that the Govern- ; 


g, so far |: 


"ernment for that or any larger sum, because there | 
i is no other fire-proof building in the city. The | 


of the Government to purchase the building at ' 


| and proportions, that has not cost three times as | 


ment will put up a building affording the same i 
| convenience, and equally secure, that, it will cost | 


put up to supply the place of that will ; 


Mr. STANTON. This is a speculation on the ;; 


speculates very largely—-over į 
{Laughter.] When it is in-- 


ny of this committee, a disposition to get 
up a panic, that if you do not do so and so, some - 


i Government does not now give $200,000 for this | 
| Winder’s Building, it will be compelled to erect | 
li another at a cost of $600,000! Tt will be better ii 


H annum for this building as Jong-as it stands, than |: 


at $200,000. What will the | 


jt 
|; the course of twenty-years. How are we to pre- 
yent the roof from being blown off? When tem- 
ii porary buildings all around it resisted the elements, 
and stood firm, this same fire-proof building, 
which cannot resist the slightest~ squall, had its 
roof blown across the street. The Government 
‘is fo be involved in great danger, unless it pays 
i $200,000 for that building—is it?- You had better 
pay $21,000 a year for that structure than for‘its 
epairs. Suppose he has a lease upon the Gov- 
ernment for five years, at a rent of $21,000 a year 
he is bound to keep the building in repair, and 
pay taxes upon it. The Government is making 
money by not owning the building.’ If it falls 
down, the loss is the individual’s. ‘It is a rickety 
structure; and when a wind comes up, every clerk 
and head of a bureau is out in the street, expect- 
ing the building to fall in. This we know to be 
so. And my colleague to talk about economy and 
i retrenchment! I do not think he. knows how to 
make that kind of figures; for I havenever known 
a proposition coming before the House for an in- 
crease of expenditures, and encouraging. prodi- 
gality and wasteful extravagance of the public 
` money, that I have not seen my colleague—with 
' due deference të him—upon that side of the ques- 
tion. {Laughter.] I think the Government would 
: make money even to pay fifteen per cent. upon the 
‘cost of this building. S 7 
Mr. STANTON. Such a charge as the gentle- 
man has made ought to be substantiated by facts. 
i I pronounce it without foundation in fact. |. 
|. Mr. JOHNSON. I refer to the history of the 
country for facts, and I challenge the gentleman 
|, to repudiate it. = 
Teilers were demanded and ordered; and Messrs. 
|, Appieron, of Maine, and Bocock were appointed. 
| The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment of Mr. Sraxron was rejected—the tellers 
i having reported—aycs 55, noes 74. : 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, then, with the con- 
|| sent of the committee, withdrew his amendment. 
Mr. BROOKS. I hold in my hand a very pop- 
ular amendment, which I am instructed’ by the 
Committee of Ways and Means to offer. It is 
as follows: f 
To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
| deliver to cach of the members and Delegates of the pres- 
! ont Congress, who have not already received them, such 


; books as have been furnished to members of the Twenty- 
cighth, ‘Iwenty-ninth, ‘Thirtieth, and Thirty: first Con- 


gresses, which were ordered by resolution of the House 
July 26th, 1832, $115,800: x 
io Provided. Such purchases and expenditures shall bo made 


under the direction of the Committee on Accounts of the 
House of Representatives, and that a report in detail shall 
be made to Congress, at its next session, of the mode and 
manner of purchase, and where the books were obtained. 
The Elouse voted themselves books without 
making any appropriation. The Committee of 
Ways and Means, in pursuance of that vote, have 
reported this necessary appropriation that the 
books may be got and paid for. 
Mr. F Is it customary to have. the 
| proviso with the resolution? ; 

Mr. BROOKS. I believe the proviso sufficiently 
explains itself, J voted against the books. Tam 
opposed to the whole proposition, but feel bound 
a vote for the appropriation. The Committee of 
Ways and Means, by the proviso which is ap- 
i pended to the resolution, intend, if possible, to 
‘ascertain whether editions of these books are ex- 
hausted, whence they come, and whether any 
i further circulation is obtained of them among the 
people. They have deemed it their cuty to in- 
quire into the manner of the purchase, or, at least, 
to submit that amendment to the consideration of 
< the coramitiee, 

Mr. POLK. I move to strike out the proviso 
of ihe amendment, which provides that the books 
shall be purchased under the control of the Com- 
mittee of Accounts. 

1 consider, Mr. Chairman, although this amend- 
ment emanates from the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that itis a direct reflection upon the Clerk of 
this House. When preceding Congresses ordered 
these books to he published, and furnished them to 
new members, it has usually been under the direc- 
tion of the Clerk. Ishould like to. know, sir, what 
act of the present Clerk has subjected him to this 

constructive suspicion upon the part of this com- 
mittee? I stand here to maintain the character of 
that Clerk, and defend him against those reflec- 
| tions, let them be direct or indirect; and I believe 
|i that the high appreciation in which this House 
i holds that officer will protect him from such un- 
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generous and illiberal intimations as the proviso 
to this amendment carries with it.. R 

And'I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, 
where is the-propriety of this action? Has this 
Committee. on Accounts more honor, more integ- 
rity, more fairness than the Clerk? No, sir! 
Are they to supervise ‘his conduct as if he was 
unworthy of the ‘most implicit confidence? I, for 
one, will not ‘silently permit the infliction of so 
gross an injury as the proviso to this amendment 
implies. -I cannot believe that such was the inten- 
tion of the gentleman from New York; but it is 
liable to such'an injurious construction, and should 
therefore be stricken out. I would ask another 
question. Where are we to get these. books ‘by. 
this process? Can they be obtained this session? 
No, sir. When will they come? - It may be one, 
or two, or three Congresses hence, before the 
members of the present Congress’ will gét the 
books, if the purchase is Subjected to the slow 
process. of stipervision by the Committee on Ac- 
counts. Indeed, sir, there is no necessity for the 
proviso to the amendment, as the existing law 
already provides that the-Clerk shall make a de- 
tailed report of the expenditure of all funds in- 
trusted to his care; and I therefore ask the House 
to strike out the proviso. . 

Mr. WALSH. . I do not know that I-shall op- 
pose the motion of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, 
(Mr. Porx.] In voting for maintaining that pro- 
viso Ido not intend to cast any reflection upon 
the present Clerk of this House. ; 

_Mr. HOUSTON. The committee do not. 

Mr. WALSH. Nor did the committee, I sup- 
pose; but it is perfectly manifest that, the legisla- 
tion which Congress has passed has not been car- 
ried out. Gales & Seaton -originally published 
these books, under the direction of Congress, and 
justice requires that so long as. they have copies 
of the works upon hand they should be taken 
from them.’ A practice has grown up here—not 
under the coghizance of the present Clerk, for I 
am as ready to indorse his honor as the gentle- 
man. from Tennessee, [Mr. Pork]—and we can- 
not shut our eyes to the fact by which these books 
get into the market, and are sold by some persons, 
—I will not say by whom—and come back to be 
distributed again. ` This is not only a fraud upon 
the legislation of Congress, but a direct injury to 
the gentlemen who have printed these books; and 
I would prefer a proviso that Gales & Seaton 
should be allowed to supply books as far as it is 
in their power to do it. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. This proviso will accom- 
plish the same result, 

Mr. WALSH. These gentlemen were invited 


by the legislation of Congress to expend their 


labor in this way. They are men who live by 
their profession.  They-have gone to the expense 
of publishing these books, and certainly Congress 
ought to fulfill the implied pledge of taking these 
books from them so long as they have them upon 
hand; and I take it for granted, without any par- 
ticular examination, that the. object of the proviso 
is to enforce that so far as these printers can sup- 
ply what Congress intended. 

Mr. POLK. I understand it has been the cus- 
tom of the Clerk to do it, and I presume it will 
be done in this case. 

Mr. WALSH. Of course there can be no re- 
flection intended upon this Clerk, for he has never 
heretofore been called upon to make any purchase 
of these books. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 
gentleman from Maryland to allow.the 102d rule 
of the House to be read. 

Mr. WALSH. Certainly, sir. - 

The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


“Tt shall be the duty of the Committee on Accounta to 
superintend and control the expenditures of the contingent 
fund of the House of Representatives; also, to audit and 


settle all accounts which may be charged thereon; and, also, | 


to audit the accounts of the members for their travel to and 
nom the seat of Government, and their attendance in the 
ouse. 


carrying the amount necessary to do it into the 
contingent fund, consequently 
is there amended was not intended 


The question 
ment, . Se AA, ; 
Mr. HART. demanded tellers; which were 
| ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER and St. Martin 


“being upon. Mr. Pork’s amend- 


were appointed. © +.” : yo 

_ . "The question was then taken, and the tellérs re- 

“ported—ayes 62, nodes 56. ie ` 
So the amendment was agreed to. : f 
Mr. DUNCAN, I- move, sir, to amend the 

amendment by reducing it $30,000; so that it will 

read $85,800, 9 2 2 oe 

I make this motion with a view to submit to 


| distribution of ‘books, and to define my own po- 
sition in regard to it, which. I fear was misuhder- 
“stood by the House from the motion I made the 
other day. `i will begin ‘by saying, in order to 
avoid any questions being put to me by gentlemen, 
that I received these books when distributed at the 
last Congress.. Whether I voted for the distribu- 
tion or not I am utterly unable to say; but I be- 
lieve the vote was carried then, as it was the other 


j question; and I say further, sir, that I have these 
, books at home in my office, where I intend to keep 
them until I see fit to present them to some literary 
| institution. ; 

ido not object to the distribution of books to 
members; the copies of the laws, and all books 
that are in the possession of the House. I have 
always voted to print and distribute books of ex- 


of the geography, and resources of the country, 
j and also the works left by the fathers of the Con- 
stitution, illustrating our political history. Fam in 
favor of the distribution of such books; but, sir, l 
do object to the form in which this matter has been 
presented to the House from year to year. It is 
constantly accumulating. ‘The resolution here 
; passed, is to distribute the same books as were 
| distributed to the members of 
Congresses, and in that way the pile swells every 
year. It is like a snow-ball, rolled upon fresh- 
fallen snow. Now the books distributed last year 
were rated as purchased, by a paper that I have 
before me, at $724. Subsequently to that, a vari- 
| ety of works were printed by order of the last Con- 
į gress, which of course will be included in the dis- 
| tribution this year, swelling the amount up to $800. 
| Whereis this to stop? > Bran Se 

It seems to me that it is- difficult, 
ciple of economy or right legislation, 
continually appropriating and accumulating- the 
| distribution of books. No far as books are out 
| of print, I think they ought to be omitted from the 
' distribution, and that is the case with relation to 
Gales & Seaton’s edition of the American State 
| Papers, estimated here to cost $235. Now, in 
moving to strike out $30,000 from the appropria- 
tion, I have scarcely come up to the sum which 
the distribution of this set of American State Pa- 
pers alone costs, and I venture to say at the same 
time that they are of comparatively very little 
value, and will be of comparatively very little 
value, to the majority of the members of this 
House. There is another reason: A gentleman 
stated in his place, in 1850, on this floor, on the 
| authority of-a report of the Clerk of the House, 
| that there were b 
| edition printed, and that there had been at the 
| time more than fifteen hundred copies distributed 


upon any prin- 
to justify this 


| 
j 
| 
| 
j 
| 
\ 
F 
| 


lof those distributed 
| therefore 


| th 
| 


l by the Senate. 

that you do not add to the 
e copies in the country by continuing to distrib- 
ute books which are out of 
į to cease. I say, further, that I. believe it to be 
impossible to supply the members of this House 
| with copies of that work, and that the attempt to 
: do so will involve an e 
| adopted by the House. 
i Mr. ALLISON. I 
| but afew moments. 


Í say, sir, 
number of 


j 
j 
j 
} 
f 
i 


untry. 

i| way in which they could 
| believe that a continuation of the practice may 
| have been called for by the wants of the country 
| up to this present Congress. That, I will not un- 


ithe House.a few remarks upon this subject‘of the | 


day, without a division, and under the previous | 


ploration and reconnoissance, for the development j 


several preceding | 


ut fifteen hundred copies of that i 


i by the House of Representatives, to say nothing | 


print, and that it ought | 


vasion of the resolution | 


dertake to say, but I wished to say, the other day, 
that if there were any of these works out of print, 
we ought not to appropriate-:mohey.for the pur- 
pose of purchasing them.~ If there are those that 
are in print, and can bedistributed, they might be 
distributed, but I believe that this thing must stop 
sometime, and Iam willing that it should stop 
now. . sare ae 

- Mr. DEAN. I rise to a question of order. The 
gentleman, I believe, is not speaking to the amend- 
ment. He is not’ speaking against the amend- 
ment. . ; 

‘Mr. ALLISON. The gentleman from New 
York will see the point I am making, if he will 
hear me. i 

Mr. DEAN. Itis too late in the day. The 
gentleman is only defining his position. 

“The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not rule 
the gentleman out of order. The gentleman will 
‘proceed. f : 

Mr. ALLISON. - I have but one word more to 
say. While I agree with much that the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. Duncan] has said 
upon this subject, I would have taken. it. better 
from some member whose conduct upon this sub- 
ject had always been consistent.’ A lecture from 
some one who had heretofore opposed the appro- 
priation would have more effect upon the House; 
„especially if he had voted against the appropria~ 
tion when he was interested 

Now, sir, the other day I should ‘have voted 
against the resolution, but my friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jounson] thought it necessary to pre- 
clude any new member from voting, by reading 
one of the rules. . While I agreed that they should 
be the judges of their own acts here, I did not see 
the propriety of thrusting the rule in the faces of 
new members, and I therefore did not vote at all. 
Now, I believe that members should be permitted 
to act as their sense of propriety will dictate to 
them, and be responsible to their constituents; and 
if they act wrong, let their constituents hold them 
to strict accountability. I thought it was not in 
good taste for my friend from 

[Here the hammer fell.} 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 
committee rise. It is evident 
through this bill to day. - 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The question recurred upon the amendment to 
the amendment, and being put, it was rejected, 

Mr. FITCH. I offer the following proviso, 
with no intention of debating it, but T think the 
committee will see at once the propriety of adopt- 
ing it: 

Provided, That the accounts for the purchase of said 
books be audited, as usual, by the Committee on Accounts. 

The question was taken on Mr. Fircy’s amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. I submit the follo 
ment to the amendnient: 

Provided, That reports shall be ‘made in detail at the 
commencement of the next session of Congress of the made 
and manner of purchase of the books, and whence they are 
obtained. 

Several MEMBERS. 
that. : 

Mr. BROOKS. Well, if there is no objection, 
Ihave not a word to say. I only wish to dis- 
claim any disposition to ‘attack the Clerk of the 
House. It never entered into my mind. 

The question was put upon the amendment to 
the amendment, and the Chairman announced that 
he was unable to determine the vote, owing to the 
confusion that existed in the Hall. 

Mr. BROOKS. I havea right to advocate my. 
amendment, F : 

[Cries of ** Too late!” « Too late!”] 

_ Mr. BROOKS. Ah, but there is Opposition to 
it, 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, after a division is commenced, the gentle- 
man has no right to debate his amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS. . Have not I a right to my five 
minutes? Jf Í have not, I shall offer the amend- 
ment again in another form. Five minutes I will 
have, for I am entitled to it under the rule. It 
never entered intomy mind to make a suggestion 
that could in any way convey an insinuation 
against the Clerk of this House. I have further 
to say, that in voting books for members of Con- 
gress for their own use, I have no objection when 
it isdone bona fide. I think it should be done. 
The public owe to us that we should be well in. 


assachusetts——. 


I move that the 
we shall not get 


wing amend- 


There is no objection to 
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formed, and that we should have all the means of 
information which our own history has given us, 
and transmitted us by. our fathers as matter of 
public record. My objection is not to the books, 
but the mode and manner of distributing them. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it is a fact known to this 


country, that members ‘of -Congress sell their | 
books, which have cost $700 or $800,.for $100 or ! 


$125; and if this House will appoint a committee 
to make an investigation of my statement, I shall 
be ready to establish it... Such a fact as that is 
discreditable to Congress, disgraceful to every 
member, and calculated to injure this body and 
degrade it in the eyes of the people, and the House 
ought to. use every means in its power to stop it. 

Mr. McNAIR. T will ask the gentleman a 
question: Whether any new members have sold 
their books? {Laughter.] 

Mr. BROOKS. They have not got any yet. I 
think that new members ought to be entitled to 
books which are already in print; but as for spend- 
ing $100,000 every two. years, to purchase books 
over and over again, is a thing which the country 
will not sustain when the facts go before them; 
and the character of the House of Representatives 
will be injured by. it. 
being brought into this battle of books. I never 
allow myself.to demagogue. I repeat that { will 
vote books to every new member who is entitled 


to them; and if the House wishes these members | 


to have these new books in good faith, let them 
adopt this proposition, and there will be no objec- 
tion to it on the part of the people. The House 


itself cannot trifle with the popular feeling of the : 


country. It is not easy for us to hold our places 
upon this floor, and trifle with that popular feeling. 
It is not easy to add an additional per diem to our 
pay, directly or indirectly, inthis way. The best 
thing we can do for ourselves is, to preserve our 
own character and our own honor, not only of the 
minority, but the majority. 


If what I have said is incorrect, the report in | 


detail furnished to the next Congress by the Clerk 
of the House will enable the public to judge 
whether these accusations are true or not. 

Mr. HART. I merely wish to ask the gentle- 
man, if it is not customary for the Clerk to furnish 
a report in detail to the House, from whom he has 
made his purchases? If itis customary to do that, 
why pass this proviso? 

Mr. POLK. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Brooks] is afraid that the new members 
might squander their books. 

Mr. DEAN. I am opposed to the amendment 
of my colleague (Mr. Brooks] to the original 
amendment. E am opposed to it for the simple 
reason that at any rate, whatever may be his mo- 
tives, and whatever he may disclaim as to any 
intention of casting censure upon our Clerk, or 
putting a spy upon his actions, it may be so in- 
terpreted. 

Mr. FOWLER. AsI presented the resolution 
for the purchase of these books, it is perhaps due 
to myself to call the attention of the House to the 
facts. contained in that resolution. I wish it to be 


understood that I prepared that resolution with | 


care and caution. It provides that the purchase 
of the books shall be made by the Clerk. It pro- 
vides, also, that the same books shall be purchased 
which previous members have received. It pro- 
vides, moreover, that the purchase shall not be 
made unless there are books in print sufficient to 
supply the members, These are facts which it is 
important in this discussion shall be kept in mind. 


They seem to be overlooked by several gentlemen, | 


and T think by my friend from New York, [Mr. 
Deax] i 

Mr. DEAN. I do not propose here to make a 
Buncombe speech, as I think some gentlemen have 
done. I wish merely to say that I did not vote 
for this resolution; but the resolution having been 
adopted by the House, it is perhaps our duty to 
make the appropriation; go through with it, vote 
upon it now, and not censure our Clerk, or any 
officer of this House, particularly, for any political 
purpose, 

M 
see, we always keep as holidays.. I move that the 
committee rise. 

The question was then taken, and the committee 
refused to rise. S 

The question being upon Mr. Brooxs’s amend- 
ment, 

Mr. POLK demanded tellers; which were or- 


I am mortified myself in | 


r. GENTRY. Saturday evenings, in Tennes- | 


| dred and sixteen copies of the same volume for new mem- 


l appropriati 


dered; and Messrs. CHANDLER, and CAMPBELL 
of Illinois were appointed. i 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
| ported—ayes 71, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was agreed to. ~. j 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, offered the follow- 
ing amendment: : 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay Force and Rives for one hundred copies of the eigbth 
volume of Américan Archives, or Documentary History of 
the United States, for new members of the Twenty-eighth 
Congress; one hundred and one copics of the same volume 
for new members of the'I'wenty-ninth Congress; one hun- 


t 
i 
i 
i 
} 
i 
j 
i 


bers of the House of the Thirtieth Congress; and one hun- | 
dred and thirty-four copies of the same volume for new mem- 
bers of the House of the Tbirty-first Congress—in all, four | 
hundred and fifty-one volumes, at $13 90.6 per copy—in ; 
addition to 3640 36, an unexpended balance of a former ap- | 


This amendment is offered under the instruction } 
of the Committee of Ways and. Means. The | 
Clerk reports that these books have been delivered | 
by Force and Rives, the persons who publish them, 
and with whom different Clerks made contracts for 
their delivery. Theamendment explains itself. | 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 1 move that the 
committee rise. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the negative. 

So the committee refused to rise. i 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jonzs’s | 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have another 
amendment, embracing several items, from the | 
Committee of Waysand Means. It isthe last one | 
I have. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay for reporting and publishing two thousand eight hun- 
dred columns of the proceedings of the present session of 
the House of Representatives in the Daily Globe, at $7 50 
per column, $21,000. | 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay a balance due for reporting and publishing proccedings | 


of the House, second session Thirty-first Congress, at the 
rate of $7 50 per column, in the Daily Globe, $649 50. 


propriation, $5,631 25. ji 
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To enable the Clerk of the House of Representatives to 
pay for twenty-four copies of the Congressional Globe and | 
Appendix of the first session ‘Thirty-second Congress, for i} 
each member and Delegate of the House, $34,272, and for 
binding the same, being twenty-two thousand seven hun- ; 
dred and fifty-two volumes, in strong and substantial half 


binding, with Russia leather backs and corners, at a rate i 


not exceeding sixty cents per volume, $13,651 20: Provi- | 
ded, ‘The foregoing expenditures to be made by the Clerk | 
of the House of Representatives sball be under the control | 
and superintendence of the Committee on Accounts. | 


| The first item of $21,000 is to pay for reporting | 
the proceedings of this House, at $7 50 per col- | 
umn, in the Daily Globe. The next item is fora | 
deficiency in the same for the last session. | 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Jones’s | 
amendment and it was agreed to. | 
Mr. CARTTER. Iam instructed by the Com- | 
mittee on Patents, with the advice, and at the re- i| 
quest of the Patent Bureau, to offer an amendment, |, 


l to come in after lines nine hundred and ten and ;; 


and nine hundred and eleven, which read, ‘* for 'i 


500.” 
‘The amendment is as follows: 


| out of the patent fund, $1,500. 


| the Patent Office, to be pai 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
! ment was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I offer the 
: following amendment: 


For the salary of the clerk of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the | 
House of Representatives, $1,500. : 


That officer was created at the last session of | 
Congress, under a resolution of the House, and he ; 
was allowed four dollars per day for his services. | 
At the close of the session a resolution was passed | 
| continuing him in office for the year, and at the | 
regular pay received by the other clerks of the | 
! House. That resolution expires, and unless the : 
on is put into this bill, he gets no sal- | 
lary. Itis not provided for by the Committee of : 

Ways and Means. I ask that the House will | 
adopt this amendment. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. The subject was brought | 
up in the Committee of Ways and Means this | 
morning. I understand from gentlemen who have ! 

examined the subject, that the clerk is now paid | 
| out of the contingent fund of the House. i 


i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


| 


i 


Mr. HOUSTON. As I understand it, he is 


compensation of the librarian of the Patent Office, |) 


i 
| 
‘Mr. STANTON. That is certainly a mistake. || 


| 
| 


} 


now paid out of the contingent fund. There isno 
necessity of adopting this amendment. f 

Mr. STANTON. The Journal shows that the 
office was created under a resolution of the House 
at the last session. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am informed by a gente- 
men near me, that this would- increase his sal- 
ary to $3,000, and make it equal to the Sergeant- 
at-Arms. - Ea 
_ Mr. STANTON. {say that it does not. The 
‘resolution of last Congress makes it $1,500, . 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I move that the 
committee rise; and upon that motion I ask for 
tellers. ` ` 

Tellers were called for and ordered; and Messrs. 
Cuarman and Hissarp were appointed. The 
question was then taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 74, noes not counted. i e 

So the committee agreed to rise. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman ‘of the com- 
mittee reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the state of the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly House bill No. 196, 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30th, 1853, and for other purposes, and had 
come to no conclusion thereon. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask leave to report the fol- 
lowing bill, that it-may be printed, and referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, viz: 

A bill making appropriations for certain fortifications in 
the United States, for the year ending June, 1853. 

Mr. ORR. I object. . 

Mr. LOCKHART. On the 3d Monday in 
May the Committee on Territories made a report 
which was laid upon the table, and understood to 
be ordered to be printed: ‘The Clerk. informs ine 
that the order.was not made. I desire to have 
such order now, and the entry made, so that it 
may be printed. 

The SPEAKER, There being no objection, it 
will be so ordered. f 

On motion by Mr. FOWLER, the House then 
adjourned till Monday next at eleven o’clock, 
a.m. 


IN SENATE, 
Monpay, August 9, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C, M. Burter. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the acting Secretary of the 
Treasury, communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate, a report of the Register 
of the Treasury, with a statement showing the 
amount of trust funds in the Treasury at the close 
of the last four fiscal years, and a comparative 
statement of the balances, per the annual printed 
accounts, of the receipts and expenditures, and 
those stated in the reports of finance for the 
years ending 30th June, 1849-50, and °53; which, 
on motion by Mr. Brient, was referred to the 
Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a reportof the Secretary of War, made in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, calling 
for estimates of the amounts that can be advanta- 
geously expended in the construction of certain 
fortifications during the fiscal year ending 30th 
June, 1853; which was, on motion by Mr. Sureips, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SUPERINTENDENT OF THE CENSUS. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I hold in my 
hand a letter written to me by the Secretary of 
the Interior, in relation to a debate that took place 
the other day. In justice to him and to myself, I 
ask the Senate to allow the letter to be read. 

The Secretary. accordingly read the following 
letter: 

WASHINGTON, August 6, 1852. 

Sir: I have this moment seen the report of the debate in 
the Senate on the 4th instant, in regard to the compensation 
of the Superintendent of the Census, in which you are rep- 
resented as saying that the amendment to the apportionment 
bill was prepared at the Department of the Interior. is this 
you are mistaken. I addressed a letter to. you, which was 
read in the Senate, suggesting the propriety of additional 
legislation to remove all difficulties in regard to his com- 
pensation, by fixing it at $3,000, but | prepared no amend- 
ment, nor did L suggest any form of effecting that object. 
My order to the disbursing agent was to pay Mr. Kennedy 
$3,000, in the double capacity of Secretary and Superin- 
tending Clerk. My letter to you also excludes the idea of 
allowing two salaries, as itsuggests the propriety of putting 
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him on the same footing with the other heads of Bureaus. - 
If, therefore, you méan when you say “that the amend- 
ment was prepared at the Department of the Interior,”? 
that it was prepared by me, or under my authority, or that 


Tam in any way responsible for its form, I beg leave to say 
most. respectfully that you are in error, as I neither pre- 

ared, authorized, nor sanctioned -the amendment in the 
‘orm it stands, nor do T know who prepared it. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, : i ALEX. H. H. STUART. - 

Hon. A. P. Burcrr. a Oe REA Hs 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the authority 
upon which I made ‘the statement in the Senate 
that that amendment was prepared at the Depart- 
ment of the Interior was derived from the Senator 
from Louisiana, [Mr. Downs.] I suppose he ‘is 
still under the impression that it was prepared at” 
that Department, though not by Mr. Stuart. Jus- 
tice to Mr. Stuart requires me ‘to ‘say—not only 
from the letter which has been read, but. from 
other sources—that this amendment was never 
brought to his notice, and was. prepared without 
his knowledge. Whether he should be held re- 
sponsible for it or not is a different question. But 
Justice also requires me to say that it did not ori- 
ginate with the committee, but that it was prepared 
by somebody else, and adopted by the committee. 
Tam not perhaps at liberty to say who prepared 
it. I suppose, however, there. is no doubt that it 
was prepared. at the Census Bureau, and at the 
instance of the Senator from Maine, [Mr. Brav- 
suRY,] as well as I can learn. So that the respon- 
sibility, if any, should be shared by the head of 
the Census Bureau and the Senator from Maine. 
The bill was sent to him, and no doubt he took it 
as it was prepared, with a: view on his part of 
fixing the salary of the Superintendent of the Cen- 
sus Bureau at $3,000 a year. That was, no doubt, 
his impression, and if it was Mr. Kennedy’s un~ 
derstanding also, there was nothing wrong in the 
transaction. - But I suppose it was prepared at the 
Census Bureau; and adopted by Mr. Brapaury. 
T believe these are the facts. . 

` — - PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. STOCKTON presented the memorial of J. 
P. Pirsson, praying t 
his patent condenser for supplying the boilers of 
marine engines with fresh water; which was re- 
ferred. to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of inhabitants 
of Wayne county, New York, praying for an 
appropriation for the improvement of the harbor 
ot Great Sodus Bay; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, the memorial of Charles Callaghan, for 
himself and others, praying the United States to 
purchase the $600,000 of United States Treasury 
Department certificates of Spanish indemnity; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. ` 

Also, three petitions of citizens 
praying the extension of Uri Emmons’s patent 
for a planing machine; which were referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WALKER. Ihavea resolution, amount- 
ing to a memorial, passed at a meeting of the 
Mechanics’ Mutual. Protection Society of New 
York, asking the passage of the homestead bill. 


of New York, 


I am requested to present it to the Senate, and do | 
so; but as the bill in reference to which the memo- j 
rial is sent has been reported upon by the com- | 
mittee, I move that the memorial be ordered to be 


laid on the table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of res- 
idents of the counties of Fairfax and Alexandria, 
Virginia, praying an appropriation for the repair 
of the Long Bridge; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WADE, from the Committee on Claims, 
to which was referred the petition of Joseph M. 
Hernandez, praying to be indemnified for dam- 
ages sustained by hig plantation in Florida in con- 
sequence of its occupation as a military post, &., 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his 
further relief; which was read and passed to the 
eae reading. The report was ordered to be 

Tinted. 
i Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred a resolution of the 
Senate, directing the committee to inquire whether 
any legislation is nècessary or expedient to ex- 
empt vessels driven by stress of weather, and an- 


ehoring in any of out ports, from the ordinary |! 


e Government to purchase | 


i 
I 


detentions and requisitions of the custom-house, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof; which was agreed-to.  - 

` Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to- which was referred the memorial of 


compensation for services rendered in the custom- 
house at New Orleans, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by a bill for his relief; which was read, 


was ordered to be printed. oe - 

He also, from the.same committee, to- which 
was referred a memorial of importers of wines, 
brandies, &c., at New Orleans, praying an increase 


‘collector of the port of New Orleans, with the ap- 
probation of the Secretary. of the Treasury, to 


ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred a memorial of citizens of Louisiana, 
residing on the Mississippi river opposite New 
Orleans, praying that the port of New Orleans be 
extended to their side of the river bank, submitted 
a report, accompanied by a bill extending the lim- 
its of the port of\New Orleans; which was read, 


was ordered to be printed. 


CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN 
lo “y s RELATIONS. 

Mr. MASON. 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
authorized to employ a clerk for the residue of this session, 
whose compensation shall be the same as that of clerks of 
other committees of the Senate. 


before that committee which r 
that it should have a clerk. 


olution considered at this time. 


considered, and agreed to. 


THE LOBOS ISLANDS. 
Mr. HAMLIN submitted the following resolu- 


sent, and agreed to: 


taken place between the United States and Pe 
the Lobos Islands; and also a copy of 


guano at those islands—so tar as the same, in hi 
shall be compatible with the public interests. 


EXPENSES OF THE SEVENTH CENSUS. 


Mr. BORLAND.. I ask leave to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


itures for, and on account of the Seventh Census. 
| ing the following items, to wit: 


taking census, collecting statisties, &c. 
Amount paid for clerk hire in Census Office. 
Amount paid for stationery for Census Office. 


| whom paid. 
I| Amount paid for fuel and stove rent, and to w 
f 


hom paid. 
Amount paid for furniture for Census Office. 


cals, for the use of the Census Office. 


| Co., or other persons, 
| what account. 
ii Amount paid for contingent expenses of the Census Of- 
i fice. 
Amount paid for arran; 
tistics, and to whom paid. 
Amount paid for the ex 
intending Clerk of the Census to Europe ; and copies, ver- 
batim, of the vouchers for said expenses furnished by the 
: said clerk. 


for the use of Census Office, and on 


i state to the Senate the appropriation out of which the ex- 
of law for this payment. 


As this is a mere resolution of inquiry, as the 
| subject embraced in it is likely to have a bearing 


sider the resolution at this time. 
‘The resolution was considered and agreed to. 


Auguste Métayé, asking Congress -to allow him | 


and passed to the second reading. The report | 


of the number of gaugers of that port, submitted | 
a report, accompanied by a bill authorizing the | 


appoint thrée head gaugers; which was read, and l 
passed to the second reading. The report was: 


and passed to the second reading. The report | 


Mr. President, I offer the fol- 


There is an accumulation of business just now į; 
enders it important |! 
I therefore ask the | 
unanimous consent of the Senate to have the res- 


There being no objection, the resolution was | 


Amount paid to marshals and assistant marshals for : 


Amount paid for office rent for Census Office, and to | 


Amount paid for freight or transportation to Adams & | 


ging and translating European sta- | 


And resolved further, That said Secretary be directed to ; 


| penses of said visit to Europe were paid, and the authority : 


‘upon legislation before the close of the session, . 
i and as there is but a short time between this and - 
the close of the session, I ask the Senate to con- 29 


a 
H 
J 


t 
i 
i 


tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- | 
eate to the Senate all such correspondence as may have | 


Amount paid for repairs or alterations of the house or | 
houses occupied for the Census Office, and to whom paid. | 
Amount paid for books, pamphlets, papers, and periodi- ;! 


penses of the visit of the Super- : 


i 


him on the 2d instant; 


ru regarding || State of Massachusetts, 


such instuctionsas i| 
| may have been given to the officer in command of. the | 
American squadron, on the subject of vessels loading with i 
s judgment, : 


>- PENSION AGENTS. 


On motion by Mr. BORLAND, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution. submitted by 
? and, having been amended, 
it was agreed to;ás follows: ` l 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate the names of the several agents em- 
ployed by the Department other than officers of the United 
States for the payment of interest on the “public debt, ‘and, 
of those appointed by the Secretary of the Interior for the 
payment of pensions since the 4th of March,1849, together 
With a statement of the last settled accounts of each of 
such agents, with date thereof, showing the amount due to 
or from the. United States. p 

Resolved further, That the said Secretary report what 
length of time unclaimed dividends of interest are allowed 
to remain in the hands of agents after the same are due 
and payable, and how often said agents are required to ren- 
der their accounts; and what security, if any, is required 
for the faithful performance of the trusts confided to them. 

Resolved further; That the Secretary of the Interior be 
directed to furnish the Secretary of the Treasury with the 
names of each and évery pension agent appointed by the 
Department of the Interior, since the 4th of March, 1849, 
to enable the said. Secretary of the Treasury to respond 
fully to the preceding resolution. $ 


CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 


On motion by Mr. BRODHEAD, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the following resolution, re- 
ported by him on Friday last from the Committee 
on Claims: 

Resolved, That the clerk to the Committee on Claims 
be continued, at the usual rate of compensation, to he em- 
ployed during the recesses of the Senate in completing and 
keeping up the index and digest of the reports of the com- 
mittee authorizcd by the resolution of March, 1851 sandin 
discharging such other duties as the committee may re- 
quire. ae $ Š 

At the suggestion of Mr. Prarr, the resolution 
was modified by the substitution of the word 
t‘ recess” for the word ‘‘recesses;’? and it was 
agreed to. 


THE TARIFF. 


On motion by Mr. STOCKTON, the bill 
‘famendatory of the several acts regulating the 
appraisement of imported merchandise, and the 
more effectually to prevent frauds on the revenue, 
and for other purposes,” was read a second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


DEATH OF HON. ROBERT RANTOUL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Haves, its. Chief Clerk, 
communicating to the Senate information of the 
death of the Hon. Roperr Rawroon, jr., a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives from. the 
and the proceedings of 
the TIouse thereon. 

The resolutions of the House of Re 
tives: were read. 


Mr. SUMNER said: Mr. President, by formal 
message of the House of. Representatives, we now 
learn that one of our associates in the public coun- 
cils has died. Only a few brief days—I had al- 


presenta- 


| most said hours—have passed since he was in his 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be directed | 
to communicate to the Senate a statement of all the expend- | 


Specify- "| den has been this change, that no tidings of his 


accustomed seat, Now he is gone from us for ever. 
He was my colleague and friend, and yet, so sud- 


illness even had reached me, before I learned that 
he was already beyond the reach of mortal aid or 
consolation, and’ that the shadows of the grave 
had already descended upon him. He died here 
in Washington, late on Saturday evening, August 
Tth; and his earthly remains, accompanied by the 
bereaved companion of his life, with a committee 
of the other House, are now far on the way to 
Massachusetts, there to mingle dust to dust with 
his native soil. ` 

The occasion does not permit me to’ speak. at 
length of the character or services of Mr. Ranroun. 
A few words will suffice; nor will the language of 
eulogy be required. ; 

He was born August 13th, 1805, at Beverly, in 


_ the county of Essex, the home of Nathan Dane, 


author of the immortal ordinance by which free- 
dom was made a perpetual heir-loom in the broad 
region of the Northwest. Here, under happy 
auspices of family and neighborhood, he com- 
menced.life. Here his excellent father, honored for 
his public services, venerable also with years and 
flowing silver locks, yet lives to mourn his last 
surviving son. The sad fortune of Burke ia re- 
newed. He who should have been as posterity, 
is now to this father in the place of ancestor. 

Mr. Ranrour was early a member of the Legis- 
lature of Massachusetts, and there won his first 


‘fame. For many years he occupied a place on 
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Massachusetts. During a brief period he held a 
seat in this body. Finally, in 1851, by the choice 
of his native district, remarkable for its intelli- 

ence and public spirit, he becamea Representative 
in the other branch of the National Legislature. 
In all these spheres he performed most acceptable 
service. And the future promised opportunities 
of ahigher character, to which his abilities, in- 
dustry, and fidelity would have amply responded. 
Massachusetts has inany arrows in her well- 
stocked quiver; but few could she so ill spare at 
this moment as the servant we now mourn. 

By original. fitness, by study, knowledge, and 
various experience, he was formed for public ser- 
vice. But he was no stranger to other pursuits. 
Early devoted to the profession of the law, he 
followed it with assiduity and success. In the 
antiquities of our jurisprudence, few were more 
learned. His argumentsat the bar were thorough; 
nor was his intellectual promptness in all emer- 
gencies of a trial casily surpassed. Literature, 
neglected by many, under the pressure of profes- 
sional life, was always cultivated by him. His 
taste for books was enduring. He was a con- 
stant student. Amidst his manifold labors, pro- 
fessional and public, he cherished the honorable 
aspiration of adding to the historical productions 
of his country. A work on the history of France, 
wherein the annals and character of this great na- 
tion should be portrayed by an American pen, 
had occupied much of his thoughts. I know not 
if any part was ever matured for publication. 

The practice of the law, while it sharpens the 
intellect, is too apt to cramp the faculties within 
the narrow limits of form, and to restrain the 
genial currents of the soul. It had no such influ- 
ence on him. He wasa Reformer. In the war- 
fare with Evil he was enlisted early and openly as 
a soldier for life. As such, he did not hesitate to 
encounter opposition, to bear obloquy, and to brave 
enmity. His conscience, pure as goodness, sus- 
tained him in every trial—even that sharpest of all, 
the desertion of friends. And yet, while earnest 
in his cause, his zeal was tempered beyond that of 
the common reformer. He knew well the differ- 
ence between the ideal and the actual, and sought, 
by practical means, in harmony with the existing 
public sentiment, to promote the interests which 
he had at heart. He saw clearly that reform could 
not prevail at once, in an hour, or in a day, but 
that it would be the slow and certain result of con- 
stant labor, testimony, and faith. Determined and 
tranquil in his own convictions, he had the grace 
to respect the convictions of others. Recognizing 
in the social and political system the essential ele- 
ments of stability and progress, he discerned at 
once the office of the conservative and the reformer. 
But he saw also that a blind conservatism was not 
less destructive than a blind reform. By the min- 
gled caution, moderation, and earnestness of his 
labors, he seemed often to blend two characters 
in one, and to be at the same time a reforming con- 
servative and a conservative reformer. 

I might speak of his devotion to public im- 
provements of all kinds, particularly of the sys- 
tem of railroads. But here he was on the popular 
side. There were other causes where his struggle 
was keener and more meritorious. Ata moment 

- when his services were much needed he was the 
faithful supporter of common schools, the pecu- 
liar glory of New England. By word and exam- 
ple he sustained the cause of temperance. Some 
of his most devoted labors, commencing in the 
Legislature of Massachusetts, were for the aboli- 
tion of capital punishment. Perhaps no person 
since that consummate jurist, Edward Livingston, 
has done so much by reports, articles, letters, and 
speeches to commend this reform to the country. 
With its final triumph, in the progress of civiliza- 
tion, his name will be indissolubly connected. 
There is another cause, that commanded his early 
sympathies and some of his latest best endeavors, 
to which, had. life been spared, he would have 
given the splendid maturity of his powers. Pos- 
terity cannot forget this; but I am forbidden by 
the occasion to name it here. Sir, in the long line 
of portraits on the walls of the ducal palace of 
Venice, commemorating its Doges, a single panel, 
where a portrait should have been, is shrouded 
by a dark curtain. But this darkened ‘blank, in 
that place, attracts the beholder more than any pic- 
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the Board of Education in that State. He was || 
also, for a time, Collector of the Port of Boston, 
and afterwards Attorney of the United States for 


| He always understood his subject; and then, clear, || 


the door of his dwelling, he little thought he had 
. looked upon this fair and beáutiful outward world 

In becoming harmony with these noble causes || for the last time; when he retired to his chamber 
was the purity of his private life. Here he was | he little dreamed that he should never walik forth 
blameless. In manners he was modest, simple, |i from it again; but the stern enemy pursued him; 
and retiring. Jn conversation he was disposed to | and now the narrower-door and the closer apart- 
listen“ rather. than to speak, though all were well || ment of the coffin and the tomb have hidden him 
pleased when he broke silence, and in aptlanguage || from us forever. . 
declared his glowing thoughts. But in the public The disease of which Mr. Ranrovur died was 
assembly, before the people, or in the legislative || erysipelas—often, as in this case, a:terrible form.. 
hall, he was bold and triumphant. Asa debater || of death, for it disturbs and deranges the opera- 
he rarely met his peer. Fluent, earnest, rapid, || tions of the mind before it subdues the body. The 
sharp, incisive, his words at times came forth like || malady had not made great advances with him 
a flashing cimeter. Few could stand against him. || before it attacked his brain, accompanied by. the 
usual consequences of an. inflammation and de- 
rangement of that organ. Death seems armed 
with sufficient terrors when we can meet it with 
unclouded intellect, and with a heart resigned to 
the will of God; butcertainly those terrors are in- 
conceivably magnified when, as one of the con- 
comitants of the disease, the mind loses its erect- 
ness and equipoise, and the laws of its action and 
motion are suspended; when the thoughts and 
memories and the images of external objects which 
the senses convey to the brain are mingled in wild 
confusion together, and the soul has no ‘home but 
to wander up and down amid this chaos. _ How 
different from that state of peace, and joy, and 
trust, in which every man hopes to meet the final 
hour; and does not every truly sane man take 
measures for the realization of his hopes? - 

Yet Mr. Ranrov., even amid the agonies of his 
disease, had lucid intervals. .There were convic- 
tions in his mind so deep-seated, and affections in 
his heart so strong, as to stand unmoved by any 
tempest of delirium. On being telegraphed re- 
specting the illness of her husband, his devoted and 
excellent lady, then in Massachusetts, hastened to 
his succor. She arrived here at six o’clock on the 


7 
ture. Let such a curtain fall to-day upon this 
theme. . on i 


logical, and determined, seeing his point before | 
him, pressed forward with unrelenting power, ; 
His speeches on formal occasions were enriched | 
by study, and contain passages of beauty. But 
he was most truly at home in dealing with practi- | 
cal questions arising from the actual exigencies of 
life. 

Few had studied public affairs more minutely or | 
intelligently.. As a constant and effective member | 
of the Democratic party, he had become conspicu- |} 
ous by championship of its doctrines on the cur- j 
rency and free trade. These he often discussed; | 
and from the amplitude of his knowledge, and | 
his overflowing familiarity with facts, statistics || 
and the principles of political economy, poured 
upon them a luminous flood. But there was no | 
topic within the wide range of our national con- 
cerns which did not occupy his thoughts. The 
resources and needs of the West were all known 
to him; and Western interests were near his heart. 
As the pioneer, resting from his daily labors, | 
learns the death of Ranrout, he will feel a per- i 
sonal grief. The fishermen on the distant eastern 
coast, many of whom are dwellers in his district, | A 
will sympathize with the pioneer. As these hardy || morning of the day he died. Instantly her voice 
children of the sea, returning in their small craft || wooed back consciousness and reason. He seized 
from their late adventures, hear the sad tidings, || her hand in his, and held it till he breathed. his 
they too will feel that they have lost a friend.) last. Even when his mind wandered, this grasp 
And well they may. During his last fitful hours || of affection was unclenched. Death only re- 
of life, while reason stil! struggled against dis- || laxed it. f - 
ease, he was anxious for their welfare. The The swelling of the disease had closed his eyes, 
speech which, in their behalf, he had hoped soon |j and it was beyond the power of muscular contrac- 
to make on the floor of Congress, was then || tiontoopen them. He desired to havethem opened 
chasing through his mind. Finally, in broken ut- || by mechanical means, that he might once more 
terances he gave to themsome of his latest earthly j| behold the features and the face whence, for more 
thoughts. than twenty years, the light of love had shone 

The death of such a man, so suddenly, in mid- |; down into his heart. Thank God, sir, that, amid 
career, is well calculated to arrest attention, and to || all the alienations and strifes and hostilities which 
furnish admonition. From the love of family, the || seem sometimes to flow out of the human bosom 
attachmentof friends, and the regard of fellow- || as though it were their natural fountain, there are 
citizens, he has been removed. Leaving behind i| also affections, sympathies, tendernesses, and 
the cares of life, the concerns of State, and the | loves which are inseparable from it; allied to it by 
wretched strifes of party, he has ascended to those || a more congenial affinity; and which we always 
mansions where there is no strife, or concern, or || may find there, ‘close as green to the verdant leaf 
care. At last he stands face to face in His pres- || or color to the rose.” 
ence whose service is perfect freedom. He has Mr. Rawrout was born in Beverly, Massa- 
gone before. You and I, sir, and all of us, must |; chusetts, August, 1805. Had he lived until next 
follow soon. God grant that we may go with equal || Friday he would then be forty-seven years old. 
consciousness of duty done. || Fle entered Harvard University at the age of eigh- 

I beg leave to offer the following resolutions: ` || teen, and was graduated in 1826. He studied law 

Resolved, unanimously, That the Senate mourns the death || at first with Mr. John Pickering, of Salem, who 
of Hon. Roperr RANTOUL, jr., late amember of the House of || exemplified in his profession the largest meaning 
Representatives, froin Massachusetts, andtenders to histel- | of the word law. He did not consider the law as 
a Resolor As amark of paepentto the pti of the de- i| an arbitrary or artificial scheme of forms and pre- 

‘| cedents, but asa great system of justice and truth, 
i 


ceased, that the Senate do now adjourn. H k Pal § à 
The resolutions were adopted, and the Senate || Of God-ordained principles, on which alone, and 
adjourned. l by which alone, human society and human wel- 
‘| fare can be upheld and advanced; nor as an art or 
J aan ! device by which to get a living, but as a science 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. by which to guideall life. After Mr. Pickering’s 
Mox Aucust 9, 1852 | removal to Boston, Mr. Rawrovi was in the of- 
ONDAY, SUSU Sr IDDAs ‘| fice of the Hon. Leverett Saltonstall, who was 
The House metat eleven o’clock, a. m. Prayer | once a member of this House. He wasadmitted 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. ‘Ito the bar in 1829. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. Mr. Ranrovut soon became a man of mark. In 
Mr. MANN said: Mr. Speaker, I rise to per- | 1834 he was elected to the Massachusetts House 
form the melancholy service of announcing the :| of Representatives, from the town of Gloucester, 
death of the honorable Roserr Ranvoct, jr., late '| where he then resided; and from that time till his 
a member of the Massachusetts delegation in this | death he filled many public offices, both of a po- 
House, who expired at his lodgings, in this city, | litical and ofan honorary nature. In 1843 he was 
on Saturday evening last, at half-past ten o’clock, | made collector of the port of Buston. In 1845 he 
Mr. Ranrovu’s illness was very brief; his death, |) was appointed United States district attorney for 
until a short time before he breathed his last, || Massachusetts, the responsible duties of which 
wholly unexpected. He was in his seat here on | office he performed in a very able manner for about 
Tuesday last, and though the death-mark of his 
disease was then upon him, yet he walked home 
as usual, foreboding no ill. No prophetic glimpse 
was vouchsafed to him that his final hour was so | 
near at hand. When he returned home, and shut į 


| four years. In 1851 he was elected a Senator of 
ithe United States by the Legislature of Massa- 
| chusetts, to complete an unexpired term; and he 
| was chosen, by a very large majority of the peo- 
| ple among whom he had always lived, and who 


i 
i 
i 
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knew him best, to the seat in this House now so 
suddenly and so mournfully made vacant. 

But Mr. Rawrovt found time, and possessed 
taste and aptitude,.for other services. besides those 
of ‘a strictly. political or professional character. 
His natural instincts and moral culture led him to 
engage in worthier and nobler occupations. :He 
was, certainly for very many years, and I believe 
during all the active part of his life, an earnest, 
devoted temperance man, a temperance advocate 
and lecturer, leaving home and the emoluments of 
his profession’ to visit and even traverse distant 
parts of the State to preach the gospel of this great 
reformation. To him, among others, is Massa- 
chusetts indebted for her present ad vanced position 
in this world-renovating enterprise—an enterprise 
which, if succéssful, will enlarge the imprisoned 


angels of joy whose home is the fireside and the. 


domestic altar, while it will send to penal chains 
and darkness the’ demons who have so long 
usurped their place. : 

Mr. Ranrour adhered to this cause steadfastly, 
<‘ through evil report;”’ for, in its early, and even 
its maturer-days, it had no ‘good report. He 
resisted the solicitations of the abandoned to 
abandon this great reform, and rejected the unholy 
honors with which they tempted him to disloyalty. 
Who would now exchange his consciousness for 
theirs! ` 

In 1837, Mr. Rantout was appointed by Gov- 


ernor Everett and his Council one of the original | 


members of the Massachusetts Board of Educa- 


tion.” This office he held for six years, and until. 


it expired by, its own limitation. He was an 
active and most intelligent member of the Board. 
He was a wise counsellor, and a faithful friend of 
that cause, then impugned and contested, but now 
so deeply seated in the affections of the people 
that it would. be as difficult to obliterate it from 


our social pdlity as to expunge the judiciary itself. | 


While a member of the Board, Mr. Ranrout 
wrote a very able article on the subject of educa- 
tion for the number of the North American Review 
published October, 1838. i 

Mr. RaxnrouL devoted vast attention and re- 
search to the still vexed question of capital pun- 


ishment; and perhaps it may be said that no man | 


is fitted fully to discuss this theme without read- 
ing what he has written. 

A the course of his life, Mr. RanrouL has ad- 
dressed many literary societies, made political 
speeches almost innumerable, and has been en- 
gaged in legal causes of great magnitude and diffi- 
culty; and one thing may be affirmed of all his 
public performances: he never fell below the oc- 
casion, never disappointed the expectations of his 
most sanguine friends. No greater misfortune 
can befall a man than to be elevated to a post to 
which his talents or attainments are unequal. 
The same man who has been respected and hon- 
ored in a subordinate sphere may become ridic- 
ulous and contemptible in a higher one, to. which 
injudicious friends may advance him. Though 
it may be the same man, yet we judge of his size 
by the height of the pedestal on which he stands. 
He may seem of full stature when near the 
ground, but dwindle to a pigmy on the top of a 
column. Hence every promotion has its risk. 
Mr. Rawnrovun encountered all such risks, and not 


only escaped but always triumphed. Each suc- | 


cessive increase in the height of his pedestal only 
showed his large proportions to better advantage. 


Though mainly dependent upon his own exer- | 


tions for a jivelihood, yet Mr. Ranrout had time 
for study, and means for libraries and other aux- 
iliaties of eminence, because he never had any 
time-consuming or mind-weakening vices. He 
kept himself clean and pure from the miserable 
personal indulgences of the epicure and the bon 
vivant, which eat away time and consume means, 
and set so many a young man back in the race of 
life, and though often more attractive than alarm- 
ing at first, generally develop and mature into full- 
grown and hideous vices afterwards. Jn absti- 
nence, in industry, in system, he was a pattern 
for young men. He lengthened life by beginning 
to perform its duties early. f 
Mr. Ranrout’s mind was singularly keen and 
acute. Yet he did not use his keenness and acu- 
men as they are so often used, to cut and pierce at 
random, but to strike the joint and trace out the 
marrow of whatever subject he dissected. The 
working of his faculties was rather judicial than 
forensic. Logic predominated over rhetoric. 


Words were -his counters, not his coin. The 
' spectator-was less struck by the glitter of his bat- 
tle-axe than by the precision of its blow. He 
was of two kindly a nature’ to generate much sa- 
tire; yet against oppression and fraud he could be 
\ severe. Either consciously or unconsciously, he 
recognized the great truth that no moral being can 
see virtue and vice as ‘they are, and the eternal 
antagonism between them, and love the former 
without hating the latter. He who thinks it his 
duty to look complacently upon wrong mistakes 
torpidity of conscience for charity. 

Mr. Ranrovt’s attainments were all in harmony. 
with his original cast of mind—notshowy, but solid; 
not gathered for ostentation, but for use. There 
was depth enough in his stream of thought to 
make a score of brawling rivulets. In promiscu- 
ous company, while the conversation roamed and 
floated over the levities of literature or the frivoli- 
ties of history, [ have known him to sit. by the 
| hour almost dumb; but when the conversation 

struck into the depth and heart of things, when it 
discussed the great events that join and articulate 
the history and fortunes of mankind, then sud- 
| denly it became his turn to shine; and he would 
set forth his principles, and march up his close 
battalia of facts and arguments for their support, 
till the rash disputant who encountered him would 
require a library of books and months of time to 
study up to his positions, 

So far as my knowledge extends, Iam notaware 
that any imputation of personal dishonor or dis- 
i| honesty: ever rested for an hour upon his name; 
which, for a man so extensively engaged in busi- 
ness and in politics as he was, Is the highest cer- 
tificate of his being that “ noblest work of God,” 
an honest man. For years I knew him well, and 
saw him frequently; and, though differing from 


nents a thousand times, and I now say it to the 
world, I believed him to be honest and sincere. 
A political man should not be condemned without 
some great, irrefragable, luminous proof of his 
| blameworthiness; and surely no such can be al- 
leged against Mr. RANTOUL. 

But, sir, I will not pursue these remarks, each 
sentence of which is a fresh remembrancer of our 
ji loss. In the vigor of his manhood; his disciplined 
faculties all ready and eager for effort; his ‘stores 
of knowledge wonderfully full; his fame already 
bright and high, though not yet culminated, he 
has been suddenly stricken down. I do not say 
that this proclaims to us the vanity and worthless- 
i| ness of life; for that is a doctrine Tdo not believe; 
| but do not its admonitions strike us with a voice 
‘loud on the heart as thunder on the ear,’’ pro- 
claiming that it is only those acts of duty and: be- 
nevolence which survive the actor, and whose 
|| effects go on widening and deepening in an un- 
|| ending progression of beneficence after we have 
departed, that can give true dignity and beauty 
and nobleness to our transitory existence upon 
|i earth? If, as I believe, death is but an event in 
life, our Book of Judgment, our rewards and pen- 
alties in another world, may at least partly con- 
sist in our beholding the consequences, then fated 
j and inexorable, of our former conduct. 

While remembering the widow and the orphan 
sons of the deceased, there is a venerable form in 
that group of family mourners who must not be 
forgotten. Mr. Rantoul the senior, is a gentleman 
i of more than three score and ten years, of great 

worth and excellence of private character; . for 
many years a member of one branch or the other 
of our State Legislature, and universally respect- 
ed. Of his eight children, ‘six have now gone be- 
fore him. Our friend, my colleague, was his only 
surviving son. In such a case truly it may be said, 
‘**tis the survivor dies.’ A lone and solitary pa- 
rent, bereft of his children, has been compared to 
an aged tree, stripped of its foliage and its limbs, 
| and casting its shade by its trunk, and not by its 
branches— . 3 

“ Trunco, non frondibus efficit umbram, ”? 
Oh, may the Spirit of God descend with healing, 
; when this last arrow pierces that aged heart! 
| Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the follow- 
ing resolutions: f . 
Resolved, That this House has received with deep sensi- 
; bility the announcement ofthe death of Honorable Ronerr 


RANTOUL, jr., a member of this House from the State of 
l: Massachusetts. 5 

ii Resolved, That this House tenders to the family of the 
i deceased the expression of its sympathy on this affecting 


event; and, as a testimony of respect for his memory, the 


him on many points, yet I have said to his oppo- | 


H 


i| to listen will no more be heard. 


| of death rested upon him. 


members and officers of this House will wear the usual 
badge of mourning for thirty days. i 
Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
communicate a copy of these proceedings to ‘the family of 
the deceased, and also to the Senate. . ` 
Resolved, That, as a further testimony of respect for the 
deceased, this House do now adjourn. , 


Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, in seconding 
the resolutions just read, as my feelings prompt 
me, I trust the House will indulge me while I add 
a few words to what has been so appropriately 
and eloquently said by my honorable colleague, 
who has just taken his seat. 

Death, always an impressive messenger, has in_ 
this instance stricken down the man strong in in- 
tellect, high in career, buoyant in hope, noble in 


purpose. T'he arm upon which parental love re- 


lied for support with a parent’s confidence is pal- 
sied in death; the heart which the purest connu- 
bial affection hath long shared has ceased to beat; 
the voice to which filial reverence was accustomed 
à «This is the last 
of earth!” . The sorrow that springs from such a 
visitation of Providence is too deep for description. 

In the death of such a son and such a Rep- 
resentative as the Hon. Rosert Ranrovr, jr, 


! the Commonwealth of Massachusetts has suffered 


a loss which will be long and deeply felt. The 
home and domestic circle which this sudden and 
severe affliction has made desolate, share, Iam 
sure, our sincerest sympathies, 

The body of our respected associate is given 
back to dust; his spirit is returned to Him who 
gave it. Let us who linger behind for a brief 
season, be admonished and instructed by this im- 
pressive dispensation. May the hand of Provi- 
dence, thus visible in the midst of us, direct us all 


| to a more faithful dier harge of the responsible 


duties imposed upon us; and may His Spirit lead 
each of us to a firmer and purer faith in Him who 
ever liveth, who is the resurrection and the life, 
and who hath said, “he that believeth in me, 
though he were dead, yet shall he live; and whogo- 
ever liveth and believeth in me, shall never die.” 

I offer the following, in connection with the res- 
olutions already presented: 


Whereas the family of Mr. RANTOUL having determined 
to proceed yesterday to Massachusetts with his remains for 
interment, and the Speaker of this House having designated 
a committee to accompany them— 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 
pay from the contingent fund of this House, and place at 
the disposal of said commitee for the funeral expenses of 
the Hon. Mr. Ranrout, a sum equal to that usually éx- 
pended in such cases, to be ascertained'and drawn for by 
the committee. 


Mr. McLANAHAN. Mr. Speaker, the mourn- 
ful announcement that has just been made by the 
honorable member from the State of Massachu- 
setts of the death of Mr. Ranrout, one of his col- 
leagues, will, I trust, warrant mein making a few 
remarks on this sad occasion. 

How sudden, how unexpected to all of us was 
this event! Buta very few days ago he occupied, 
as he has done during this session, the seat thatis 
now vacant at my side; but a very few days ago 
he went forth from this Hall never more to return, 
for even then the shadow of the wing of the angel 
His active and ener- 
getic spirit has taken its departure from earth, and 
the grave has added to its mouldering trophies the 
remains ofa distinguished man. 

Sir, this sudden, sad, startling event is sugges- 
tive to all, Its language of warning, admonition, 
and direction to each one of us is, “Be ye also 
ready.”’ 

I never had any personal acquaintance with Mr. 
Rawrovt until I met him in this Hall, nearly nine 
months ago. And although there was a wide dif- 
ference in some of our political principles and 
opinions, both in regard to constitutional law and 
national policy, our personal intercourse has al- 
ways been most agreeable. The wisdom of the 
philosopher; the toleration of the Christian, and 
the politeness of the gentleman ever seemed to dic- 
tate and control his conduct towards all who en- 
tertained sentiments not in accordance with his 
own; and it was therefore that his intercourse 
with the members of this [Touse, generally, was 
of the most pleasing character. 

Mr. Rawnroun is well known to have been all 
his lifetime a most sedulous student. Possessing 
a mind naturally prone to investigation, with un- 
common power of analysis—a metaphysical sub- 
tilty to discriminate, aid an iron memory to re- 
tain whatever he acquired—it is not to be wondered 
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at that he possessed, what he so justly deserved, 


an enviable reputation for his extensive and varied | 


learning. His knowledge of jurisprudence gave 


him a position at the American bar of which the | 
most ambitious aspirant might well be proud. His | 


intimate and critical acquaintance with history, 
especially with the history of more modern times; 
his accurate and minute knowledge of the science 
of political economy and of statistics, rendered 
him at once an interesting and instructive com- 
panion. Sir, the just fame which Mr. Rawrout’s 
indefatigable industry achieved for him, both as a 


scholar and a lawyer, is calculated to open up the ! 
well-springs of hope and promise in the hearts of | 


our young ‘men who pant ambitiously for such 
distinction. 
in the delicate and tender relations of a husband 
and father, was perfectly irreproachable. What- 
ever loss others have sustained by his death, there 
are those surviving in his own family circle to 
whom that loss is irreparable. When death re- 
moves a husband and a father, ruptures those af- 
fections, and tears asunder those ties which form 
the primal bonds of society, his work of desola- 
tion seems almost complete. Who is there that 
would not sympathize with the wail of the widow 
and the cry of the orphan? And yet how utterly 
unavailable is all human sympathy! May the 
blessings of Him who alone can give consolation 
rest upon their desolate hearts. 


Mr.MACE. Mr. Speaker, I request the indul- 
gence of the House for a few moments, to add a 
brief tribute to the memory of the deceased. Prior 
to the present session of Congress, I had no ac- 
quaintance with Mr. Ranrovut, but from reputa- 
tion. It was my good fortune to form his favor- 
able acquaintance early in the session, and being 
seated near him, and associated with him as a 
member of the Committee on Claims, that ac- 
quaintance resulted in a mutual friendship, which 
continued uninterrupted until his last illness. As 
a companion, he was rationally social in an emi- 
nent degree; modest and retiring, yet, on proper 
occasions, ready to inform, instruct, and enlighten 
upon subjects of morals, science, politics, and other 
useful matters, in all of which his mind was well 
stored. As a legislator, he took a large and liberal 
view of all questions affecting the interest and well- 
being of the nation, and was not tied down to his 
district or State. The generosity and kindness of 
his nature were manifest in all his acts; he had a 
strong leaning in favor of the individual and col- 
lective rights of the masses, who are unable to 
compete with wealth and power. By his death 
the Fouse has lost one of its most distinguished 
and honored’ members, and his companions here 
have lost one that they will long remember with 
keen and melancholy sorrow. The event admon- 
ishes all of us to be “also ready.” 


Mr. CLARK. I desire that my voice should 
be heard upon this occasion; and perhaps the best 
reason which can be given for it is, that Í am a son 
of Massachusetts. ‘This is a sad occasion, which 
opens again before us the narrow, cold, and re- 
pulsive tenement—and it is appointed for each one 
of us; and it is all the more sad, as the arrows fly 
thick around, sparing neither the humble nor the 
exalted. The Destroyer comes and cuts down one 


in the noontide of life, ere yet time and circum-.| 


stances had enabled him to develop his powers 
and acquire a name. He comes again, and takes 
from the pinnacle of the temple him of far-reaching 
fame, made up of a long life of noble aspirations 
and immortal achievements. Again he comes, 
and tears away another who had power 
4t To climb the steep where Fame’s proud temple shines 
afar 57? 

but He who holds the destiny of men in his hands 
did not suffer it. 

There is a mournful consolation in a long pre- 


monition of the approach of that hour on which | 
eternity is hung. So eager, so absorbed are most | 


men in the interests which lie nearest to them, 
that they defer the consideration of those which 
belong to a sure but mystic eternity, unless ad- 
monisbed that they are athand. To our associate 
and brother Death came with a stealthy step, and 
aimed his fatal shaft in ambush. It may be that 
he was not unmindful of such an encounter and 
such a result. If so, it was well. 
so with us it will be well. 

My acquaintance with Mr. Ranrou. was not 


I have reason to believe that his life, | 


If it shall be: 


extensive or confidential. I can speak of him 
only as a public man, asa man who has made his 
mark and established his character by those men- 
tal efforts so characterized by great knowledge, 
acute discrimination, and exalted abilities. I shall 
say nothing of his party connections or his politi- 
eal opinions; for these he was responsible, not to 
us, but to those who clothed him with authority 
and senthim here. His voice in this Hall of legis- 
lation was but the voice of nearly one hundred 
thousand freemen speaking through him under a 
sense of the inappreciable right of freedom of 
speech. That his views upon certain great ques- 
tions of national import did not accord with those 
entertained by most of us here, is no doubt true. 
But who shall call in question his sincerity of 
heart and purpose? The truth of his opinions 
will be tested by the unerring judgment of public 
sentiment and future history; the same tribunal 
which will judge us all. 

His views upon some subjects were eminently 
characterized by expansiveness, liberality, and 
progress. Noman here had more correct, safe, 
and national views of ourcommercial relations with 
other nations than he had; none more extensive 
and accurate knowledge of the public domain, and 
the purposes to which it might be legitimately and 
profitably applied. And, however his opinions 
upon any subject might have differed from others 
here, he was always ready to sustain them with 
reasons worthy the consideration of the strongest 
and the best. In him the antagonist of skill and 
power might have found a foeman worthy of his 
steel. 

But itis no part of my purpose to dwell upon 
any phase of his public character, but rather to 
improve the moment in a moral point of view. 
But yesterday the man of vigor, of hope, of virtu- 
ous ambition, and cheering prospects, was among 
usand of us. We heard his voice in the stern 
debate, contending for the right as he understood 
it; to-day his vigor is as the withered grass, his 
hope as the light which has expired; his ambition 
is chilled, and his prospects are beyond the bound- 
ary of mortal vision. ‘*No flattery now can 
soothe the dull, cold ear of death.” 

Who shall refuse to stand admonished by the 
lesson before him? Who will forget that ‘* life is 
a short uncertain day?” and who will shut his 
eyes to the accumulated responsibilities which lie 
beyond it? 

tis not wrong to strive for the splendors of 
honor and reputation; but their elements should 
be made up of truth, justice, and charity; and all 
that is acquired in violation of these will be, like 
the memory of the wicked, “to rot.” Day by 
day we are called to the discharge of arduous duty, 
which is sometimes mingled with anxiety and 
strife. Should not our feelings be chastened as 
we behold the consummation of life in one, while 
yet the great works which he had projected were 
but half completed? Should we not remember 
that our dwelling-place is in the dust? 

Life has been compared to an_ever-flowing 
stream, and most fitly. It bears us, in our waking 
and our sleeping hours, down its current, and out 
upon that wide expanse from which there is no 
refluent course. And how rapidly each one of us 
may be nearing the great bend which shall disclose 
it in wonder to his vision, none can tell; but to him 
who has nobly done all his duty it can be matter 
of but little concern. 


“'There Faith lifts up her cheerful eye 
To brighter prospects given, 
And views the tempest passing by, 
The evening shadows quickly fly, 
And all’s serene in Heaven.” 


The question was taken upon the several reso- 
lutions, and they were unanimously adopted. 
The House then adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 


By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial of Martin Bates & Co., 
and others, of the city of New York, for the immediate 
passage of a law by Congress for the better security of lives 
on board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam. 

Also, the memorial of Barton & Co., for the same. 

Also, the memorial of Robert ©. Wetmore, for the same. 

Also, the memorial of C. 8. Bogardus, for the same. 

Aiso, the memorial of Wm. B. Wakeman, for the same. 

Also, the memorial of Henry N. Beach and others, of the 
city of New York, for the passage of a law for the better 
security of lives on board of steamboats. 

Also, the memorial of Messrs. Brush & Co., and others, 
for the same. i 


Also, the memorial of Jonathan Trotter and others, for 
the same. . k 

Also, the memorial of Hamilton & Heniman and others, 
for the same. : A 

Also, the memorial of James B. Bartram and others, for 
the same. A 

By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of D. Isles 
& Co., and otber citizens along the route, praying for a post 
road from Washington, in the parish of Su Landry, to 
Huddleston, in the parish of Rapides, Louisiana. 


- INSENATE. 
- Tuespay, August 10, 1852. . 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 


After which the reverend gentleman announced, 
with the permission of the President, the death of 
a child of the Hon. W. M. Gwis, Senator from 
California, and invited the members of the Senate 
to attend the funeral this afternoon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
made in compliance witha resolution of the Senate 
calling for information in relation to the revenue 
collected by James Collier, Jate collector of the 
customs at San Francisco; which was ordered to 
be laid on the table and printed. i 

Also, a report- of the Secretary of the Interior, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate 
calling for information in relation to the public 
lands in the State of Louisiana; which was or- 
dered to be laid on the table and printed. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. JONES, oflowa, presented a petition of the 
clerks in the Washington city post office, praying 
to be allowed extra compensation; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. ; 

Mr. CHASE presented three petitions of citi- 
zens of Ohio, praying that the bill. commonly 
known asthe ‘‘homestead bill,’’may becomea law; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, presented a petition 
of ladies of Memphis, Tennessee, praying that 
the groundsand buildings formerly used as a pub- 
lic arsenal, may be granted to the ** Widows and 
Orphans’ Asylum of Memphis;”’ which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of John 
G. Camp, late marshal of Florida, praying that 
the accounting officers of the Treasury may be 
directed to settle his accounts on the principles 
which now govern marshals’ accounts in like 
cases; which was referred to the Committee.on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. TOUCEY presented resolutions of the 
Legislature of Connecticut, approving of the acts 
of the last Congress known as the ‘‘ compromise 
measures;’’ which were read, and ordered to be 
laid upon the table and printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the 

etition of James P. Delacour, only son of James 
Delacour, praying to be allowed bounty land for 
the services of his father in the last war. with 
Great Britain; which was’ referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ; 


SHAWNEE INDIANS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have been requested 
to present to the Senate the memorial of Black- 
hoof, Joseph Parks, Sar-ke-se-moe, and Spy Buck, 
delegates from the Shawnee nation of Indians. 
In this petition, which is lengthy, they set forth 
their relations to the United States, and refer es- 
pecially to the prosecution of the claim which has 
been under the consideration of the Senate. They 
also show that in consequence of delays in ob- 
taining their claim, upon advice, it was found 
necessary to employ an agent; that they accord- 
ingly employed Mr. Richard W. Thompson to 
assist them in the prosecution of theirclaim. They 
set forth the contract entered into with him, and 
the manner in which that engagement took place. 
Having stated all this, they proceed to state that 
they do not think that they could accept a patent 
fora hundred thousand acres of land within the 
bounds of the fifty miles square granted to their 
brethren, the Missouri Shawnees, without doing 
them injustice; that they are not willing to do 
them injustice by excluding them from any portion 
of the Jand to which they are entitled by the 
treaty of 1825. They conclude this long petition 
by asking Congress to consider the whole circum- 
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stances of the case, and, if they please, to make | 
them a pecuniacy compensation instead of a com- | 
pensation in land. 

They further state, that as they represent the 
whole nation, and as Mr. Thompson is the attor- 
ney of the nation, they will agree to give a receipt 
in full for all claims they may have against the 
United States growing out of the treaty of 1831. 
I move that the petition be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and I trust that that com- 
mittee will give it their careful consideration before | 
the Indian appropriation bill is finally disposed of, | 
and endeavor to settle the controversy now exist- | 
ing, if possible. i 

Mr. WALKER. During the debateon a pre- | 
vious day, on the item of appropriation concern- | 
ing these Indians, I said that if the amendment 
then under consideration was defeated, I would | 
offer a section proposing to set apart the 100,000 | 
acres of land appropriated to the Ohio Shawnees | 
by the treaty of 1831. I have drawn this section 
in compliance with my pledge at that time: | 

SEC., ~, And be it further enacted, That the President | 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to cause to! 
be partitioned and set apart to those Indians heretofore ; 
known as the Ohio Shawnees in severaity the 100,090 acres | 
of land stipulated in their favor by the treaty of £831; the | 
said 100,000 acres of iand to be partitioned and set apart | 
within the fifty miles square granted to the Missouri Shaw- }j 
nees by or in virtue of the treaty with them of 1825. 

I intended to offer this amendment at the proper 
time, but as I understand the memorial just read, || 
these Shawnees do not desire to have the land set 
apart for them. J 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill repeat that they ` 
state that if the 100,000 acres is set apart to them | 
in severalty, under the treaty of 1831, they con- | 

| 
| 
t 


ceive that it will be doing injustice to the Missouri 
Shawnees, whom they regard as having a right || 
to occupy any portion of that fifty miles square, | 
and they are apprehensive that the Missouri 
Shawnees will regard these Ohio Shawnees—for I)i 
believe these persons who are here are of the | 
Ohio tribe—ags attempting to provide for their | 
portion of the tribe improperly; and they say, in | 
their petition, that such an act would destroy the | 
peace and harmony existing among them at home. i| 
They are not, therefore, willing to do anything {| 
which would bring upon them the odium of that | 
charge, and disturb the harmony now happily ex- | 
isting between all portions of the nation, as now | 
amalgamated by the union of the two portions of | 
the tribe. That is as I understand the matter. | 
Mr. WALKER, It then amounts to an objec- | 
tion on the part of the Ohio Shawnees, to have a! 
partition of 100,000 acres set off to them. The 
reasons on which that objection is based, may be | 
very good; I am inclined to think they are. But 
that only strengthens the conviction that rested | 
upon my mind during the debate the other day, | 
that they would not consent to have the 100,000 | 
| 


acres set off to them within the fifty miles square. 
In other words, they do not want the treaty car- 
ried out specifically, but they want. money in lieu i 
of it. The reason for that, I said, was very ob- il 
vious, which was that interested agents might get | 
their share of the money; whereas if land was 
given, they could not get anything. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The petition shows that |; 


this agent was not employed until their claim was 


rejected, and they had received advice that an 
agent was necessary to enable them to succeed in 
securing the claim. 
Mr. WALKER. That is usually the case. 
The petition was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. ; 
Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In- | 


dian Affairs, to which was referred the petition of | 
Samuel Brenton, praying that a claim allowed to 
T. A. H. Edwards, and erroneously paid to James 
McKay, may be investigated, and relief afforded | 
to the lawful owners of said claim, asked to he 
discharged from the further consideration thereof, į 
and that the petitioner have leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the memorial of the 
executors of Henry Eckford, deceased, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was ordered to || 
be printed. A 

Mr. FISH, from the Committee on Naval Af- | 
fairs, to which were referred the several memorials | 
of citizens of Erie county, Pennsylvania, and the | 


resolutions of the Legislature of that State, in fa- 
vorof the establishment of a navy-yard and dry- 
dock on the lake frontier, asked to be discharged 
from the further consideration thereof; which was 
agreed to. - 

Healso submitted a report on the subject; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to which was referred the memorial of 
Otway H. Berryman, praying to be allowed the 
amount of money paid by him in the adjustment 
of his accounts as purser, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a bill for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. . 

-Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- 


ij tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 


of R. M. Heath, the agent of the State of Vir- 
ginia, praying that certain moneys expended by 


that State in organizing the Virginia regiment of | 
volunteers for the Mexican war be refunded, sub- 


mitted a report on the subject; which was ordered 
to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of the agent of the State 
of Georgia, praying that the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department may be authorized to 
allow and pay all accounts intended to be provided 
for by the act of Congress of 11th August, 1842, 
“providing for the settlement of the claims of 
s Georgia for the services of her militia, &c., when 
‘it shall be made to appear that the State has al- 
‘lowed and paid the same,” submitted a report on 
the subject; which was ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment in each case, 
which he intends to offer to the bill to appropriate 
money for the support of the Army, when it comes 
up for consideration. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, which was directed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of printing an additional number of the 
papers which accompanied the President’s mes- 
sage In relation to the fisheries, submitted a report 
in favor of printing two thousand additional copies 
thereof; which was agreed to. 


THE FALLS OF THE OHIO RIVER. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Committee on Roads and 
Canals, to which was referred a bill to provide 
more effectually for overcoming the obstruction to 
the navigation of the Ohio river at the Falls thereof, 
have had the subject under consideration, and at 
the same time have taken into consideration va- 
rious petitions and memorials from different points 
of the United States to the same effect, and have 
directed me to make a report in writing, and 
ask that the bill which was referred to them be 
laid upon the table, and to report two bills upon 
the petitions referred to them. I move that the 
bill which was referred to the committee be laid 
upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair understands 
that a bill was referred to the committee, and they 
report it back and move that it lie upon the table. 
There were petitions of a similar character be- 
fore the committee in answer to which they report 
two bills, which bills will have their first reading. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Isit not unusual to re- 
port back a bill, and lay it upon the table imme- 
diately ? 

The PRESIDENT. The objectis to get the 
bill out of the way, in order to take up the bills 
which are reported in answer to the prayer of the 
petitioners. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
had a bill referred to them, the object of which 
was to overcome obstructions at the Falls of the 
Ohio river. They had also referred to them va- 
rious petitions and memorials from different parts 
of the United States having the same object in 
view. The committee, after examining the whole 
subject, have directed me to prepare a report giv- 
ing the reasons pro and con why they arrive at the 
conclusion that the bill referred to them should be 


| ordered to lie upon the table, and at the same time 


introduce two new bills, one having for its object 
the transfer of the Louisville and Portland canal 
to the State of Kentucky, the other for the purpose 
of establishing a canal on the Indianashore. Now, 
I apprehend it is entirely proper to ask that the 
bill which was referred to the committee be ordered 
to lie upon the table, with the view of taking up 
the bills which are reported by the committee. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator makes two 


I will state that the committee | 


separate reports. The first is, that the bill which 
was referred to the committee be laid upon the 
table. That is the first question. The next is 
upon the petitions, in answer to which they report 
two bills. They will.be taken up in their order, 
and read a first time. ' 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Why not report the 
bill back, and let it go on the regular orders? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot say; 
but the report of the committee is to lay the bill 
which was referred to the committee upon the 
table. 

The bill was ordered to lie upon the table. 

The following bills, reported from the committee, 
were then severally read a first time, and passed 
to a second reading: 

A bill for the construction of a national arsenal, 
armory,and foundry, at the Falls of the Ohioriver, 
in connection with a public canal for the use of 
the army and navy, trade and commerce, and for 


the supply of water power for manufacturing ord- 
nance and arms for the use of the United States; 
and 


A bill for the relinquishment to the State of 
Kentucky of the stock held by the United States 
in the Louisville and Portland Canal Company, 
with a view of making that canal free to naviga- 
tion and commerce. 

The report was ordered to be printed. 


TRANSFER DRAFTS, ETC. 


Mr. WELLER submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to report to the Senate, a statement of the amount of each 
and every transfer draft issued since the Ist of January, 
1850, on any of the depositaries in favor of other deposita- 
ries, or the 'freasurer of the. United States at Washington; 
specifying the date of each of such drafts, and the dates at 
which they were respectively payable and paid, to the de- 
positaries in whose favor they were drawn. Also, the 
mode by which said transfers were made, stating particular- 
ly whether made in charge of officers of the United States, 
or by private individuals, corporate banks, private bankers, 
or brokers, with their respective names, or in any other man- 


| ner, and the expense of making each, together with copies 


of all corresspondence or instructions in relation to each 
of such drafts. Also, a statement of each and every order 
issued since January 1, 1850, (other than transfer drafts or 
treasurer’s checks or warrants,) and by whom issued, on 
collectors or receivers, whether depositaries or not, requir- 
ing them, or any of them, to pay over money in their hands 
to any depositary, or to any other officer of the United 
States, or to any person or persons or corporations not cred- 
itors of the United States, with the date and amount of 
each of such orders, when payable, to whom and when 
paid; and by whom such orders were respectively collected, 
with the expense of collecting each ; also, copies of all cor- 
respondence or instructions in relation to such orders. Also, 
astatement showing the amount and date of each of such 
transfer drafts or orders, if any, which were not paid at ma~ 
turity, or are now due and unpaid; on whom drawn, in 
whose favor, with the name or names of the person or 
persons employed to make such transfers, or collect such 
orders. Andif any such be unpaid, although due, what 
measures have been adopted to secure the amounts so un- 
paid. Also, if any security, and what, was given to insure 
the prompt paymentinto the Treasury, or to any depositary, 
of every such transfer draft or order, when made, or col- 
lected by others than officers of the United States. 


CADWALADER WALLACE. 


On motion by Mr. UNDERWOOD, the bill 
for the relief of Cadwalader Wallace was read 
a second time, and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider itas in Committee of the Whole. It pro-. 
poses to provide that the President of the United 
States shall be authorized and required to cause to 
be ascertained what lands are held and owned by 
Cadwalader Wallace, in that part of the Virginia 
military reservation which lies between Ludlow’s 
and Roberts’s lines, and south of the Greenville 
treaty line, in the State of Ohio, upon locationsmade 


; between those lines, in conformity to the laws of 
: Virginia, since the decision of the Supreme Court 


of the United States in the case of Doddridge’s 
lessee against Thompson and Wright, under and 
in virtue of Virginia military warrants issued for 
services in the Virginia linc on continental estab- 
lishment; and that he also cause to be ascertained 
what amount of money was received into the 
Treasury from the sale of the same Jands by the 
United States, and that he thereupon shall pay, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Cadwalader Wallace, the money 
so received from the sale of said lands, so as afore- 
said held and owned by the said Cadwalader 
Wallace: Provided, That before such payment 


| shall be made, the said Cadwalader Wallace shall 


relinquish, by deed or deeds of conveyance to the 
United States, in such manner as the President 
shall direct, his title to said lands. 


PUB 


WASHING 
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. . If the Senate will listen 
to me one minute, I willexplain the whole of this 
matter. It is known that Virginia reserved'a tract 
of country in the State of Ghio to satisfy her boun- 
ties promised the officersand soldiers of the Revo- 
lution. A man by the name of Ludlow was sent 
out atan early period to ran the line. He did 
run it, but run it wrong, as the Supreme Court 
determined. 

After that, a man by the name of Roberts was 
sent outto run the line. He ran it some miles west 
of the line which Ludlow had run. Mr. Wallace 
located his land between the two lines, The Su- 
preme Court determined that the western line is 
the true one. In the mean time, however, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States had sold out these 
lands to private individuals, and put the money in 
the Treasury. Now, the proposition is to pay the 
money which the Government has received to Mr. 
Wallace, upon his relinquishment of the claim to 
this land, which the Supreme Court determined 
was subject to the warrants. There is the whole 
ease. 

i think myself that Mr. Wallace is entitled to 
the interest upon the money; but deferring to the 
judgment of the Committee on Public Lands, who 
refused to pay interest, I will not move an amend- 
ment to the bill, as I thought E would. He has 
been applying for this money for a long time— 
ever since [ have been a member of the Senate, and 
how much loager before that in the other House, 
Ido not remeber. The bill simply propor: to as- 
certain the quantity of land to which he was en- 
titled, and to pay him the money, the Government 
having soldit pending this contest. 

Mr. CASS. I would ask. the honorable Sen- 
ator if Congress did not pass an act some years 
ago, making provision for the payment of General 
McArthur, under similar circumstances? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Under the same cir- | 


cumstances precisely. General McArthur located 
his warrants between these two lines; and the 
Government paid him a great deal more than this 
bill will give Mr. Wallace. 

Mr. CASS. That case I think was brought 
before the Supreme Court, which decided in favor 
of the applicant, and upon that the act was passed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir, the gentle- 
man’s recollection of the case is correct. 

Mr. SHIELDS. If I understand the case, 
there was a dispute about the lines, as stated by 
the honorable Senator from Kentucky. Mr. Wal- 
face claimed the right to locate his warrants on 
that land. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Between the two lines. 

Mr. CASS. Ican state the facts in the case. 
The claim arises from the original Virginia grant, 
at the cession of the Northwest Territory, which 
reserved för the satisfaction of warrants granted 
by Virginia to her officers and soldiers in the revo- 
lutionary war, the country between the Scioto 
and Little Miami rivers. y 
made when the topography of the country was 
not understood. 
smaller stream. The Scioto runs in’a northwest- 
erly direction, and almost encircles the Miami. 
Israel Ludlow, whom I knew very well, went 
from what he considered the head spring of the 
Little Miami, to the head spring of the Scioto, 
which took an entirely different direction from 
what Virginiaoriginally contemplated; and indoing 
that, the claimants under the Virginia grant claimed 
that he went too far east—that he did not strike 
the head spring of the Scioto river, and conse- 
guently that he took off a considerable tract that 
belonged to the original grant; and I suppose it 
was upon that the case turned before the Supreme 


Court. They decided that this mistake occurred. | 


I suppose it was upon that point that the ques- 
tion turned; but if I recollect aright, General 
MeArthur’s claim had been asserted and deter- 
mined by the courts. I will ask the honorable 
Senator in what way Mr. Wallace’s claim origin- 
ated? 

Mr. SHIELDS. That is the point I wish to in- 
quire into. I havea perfect recollection of having 
examined this case formerly, when connected with 
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The reservation was | 


he Little Miami is much the | 


the General Land Office; and my recollection of 


the distinction between the two cases was, that 
General McArthur made his location within the 
time allowed by law; whereas the other applicant 
neglected to make his in that tithe; and after the 
land had become the property of others, he made 
a location, or tried to make a location, if my rec- 
ollection iscorrect; which was set aside. Now, 
what I wish to ascertain is, what amount of mon- 
ey, what relief is to be given to this claimant, 
who, if my recollection be right, notwithstanding 


the difference of the surveys, neglected to make | 
his location when the law authorized him to do, 


so? 
ceive? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think itis $40,000, or 
$50,000, or $60,000. Tcannot be more specific. 
Ít is a pretty considerable claim. 

Mr. SHIELDS. My view of the case, when 
I examined it, was this—I recollect I examined it 
carefully at the time, though I forget the circum- 
stances now—that the claimant was entitled to 
that amount of land in some other portion of the 


country. Bat I was opposed to allowing him ! 
money for it, or to allow the value of the land he | 


claimed when he wanted to make his entry; for 
the land had improved in value, perhaps a hun- 
dred fold. Had he made his location at the proper 
time, the land was only of ordinary value. But 
it came into the hands of others, and the country 
around was improved. He then came forward 
and ‘claimed the land which had been enhanced in 
value to an enormous amount. When it was my 
duty to examine the claim—I am not able now to 
go into the circumstances—the conclusion to which 
I came was, that he was entitled to the same quan- 
lity of public land anywhere else; but as to giving 
him the amount of money that is claimed, I can- 
not agree to it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Mr. McArthur got land elsewhere, according to 
the value of his land which had been taken be- 
tween the two lines. This man is very willing 
and anxious to receive the same measure of jus- 
tice which was meted out to Mr. McArthur; but 
the committee refused to give land according to 
the value of that between the two lines. They 
said he might: have the money which the Govern- 
ment got from the sale of his land. In regard to 
the location—it has been subject to location up to 
within the last two years; and a bill is now before 
the Senate—it has not yet passed—authorizing the 
time for the locating of the land to be further ex- 
tended; so that there is no objection on that score. 


|Í It has been time and again extended, and the time 
only expired about two years ago—! do not rec- į 


ollect precisely how long ago; but there is a bill 
now before this body for its further extension. 
Mr. McArthur got land elsewhere, according to 
the value of his land which the Government had 
appropriated; and in that way he got four or five 
acres forone. This individual was willing to have 
taken that; but the committee refused to give it. 
I thought that he ought to have had interest on 
the money which the Government had pocketed, 
from the time he claimed it; for the Government 
was in default from that time, and not till then. 
But the committee concluded that he was entitled 
tothe money which the Government actually re- 
ceived, and nothing more; and that is what the 
bill proposes to give him. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of the bill until to-morrow, for 
the purpose of taking up the Indian appropriation 
bill, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope there will be no 
more discussion upon the bill, but that we may 
vote upon it now. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On: motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate re- 
sumed,.as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, ‘ making appropriation for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 


Ul ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 


What is the amount of money he is to re- ii 


1 will simply state, that | 


various Indian . tribes, for the 
30th, 1853.” : 
Mr. ATCHISON. Tam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs to offer several amend- 
| ments. . The first is to insert the following: - 
Sioux of the Mississippi. 
| f For fulfilling treaties with the Sioux of the Mississippi, 
| to wit: ` bn 
| Payment to the chiofs of the See-see-toan and Wair-pay- 
toan bands of the Dakota or Sioux Indians, to: enable 
them to settle their affairs, comply with their present just 
engagements, for expenses of removal of said bands from 
the lands ceded, and for subsistence of themselvés for-one 
year théreafter, per first clause of fourth article of treaty 
i of 23d of July, 1851, ratified by the Senate of the United 
States on the 23d of June, 1852....05 + $275,000 
or this amount, to be laid out under the direction 
fof the President, for the establishment of manual 
labor schools, the erection: of mills and: black- 
smith shops, opening farms, fencing and breaking 
land, and forsuch other beneficial objects as. may - 
| be deemed most condicive to the prosperity and 
| happiuess of said Indians, per second clause of 
the same article and treaty 
| For interest, at the rate of five per centum, on the 
sum of $1,360,009, per same article and treaty.. 
For interest, at the rate of five per centum, on the ` 
| sum of $112,000, to be added to the trust fund pro- 
vided for in the fourth article, being. the amount 
allowed in tieu of the reservation set apart in the 
{third article, containing 1,120,000 acres, ‘at ten 
| cents per acre, per Senate’s amendment to the : 
aforesaid treaty..... wes eee) 55600 
i For payment to the chiefs of the -ay-Wwa-kan- SH 
| toan and Wah-pay-koo-tah bands of the Dakota 
or Sioux Tndians, to enable ther: to, settle their 
| affairs, and to comply with their present just en- 
| gagements, for expenses of removal of the said 
Indians fron the lands ceded, and for subsistence 
for themselves for one year thereafter, per first 
+ clause of fourth article of treaty of Sth August, 
| 1851, ratified by the Senate of the United States, 
| ou the 28d June, T8532. ceca aeons peau sesvaeeson 
! For this amount to be laid out under the direction 
| of the President, for the establishment of manual 
| 


year ending June 


303000 
68,000 


220,000 


labor schools, the erection of mills and black 
smith shops, opening farms, féncing and breaking 
Jand, and for such other beneficial objects as may 
be deemed most conducive to the prosperity and 
' happiness of said Indians, per second clause of 
the same arficle and treaty... ccc eee ee onia 
| For interest, at the rate of five per centum, on the 
sium of $1,160,000, per same clause, articles and 
treaty s.oseesesosssososeessaayatsesggeaseossno 
For interest, at the rate of five per centum, ou the 
sum of $69,000, to be addéd to the trast fund pro= 
vided for inthe fourth article, being -the-amount 
allowed in lieu of the reservation of Jand. set 
apari by the third article of the treaty, containing 
690,000 acres, at ten cents per acre, per Senate’s 
amendnent to the afer d treaty 


30,000 


58,000 


33450 


|| Amonnting in the aggregate to... sesse cesses $690,050 

Provided, That no portion of the money appropriated for 
|! the purpo: aforesaid shall be applied until said Indians 
| shall express their assent to the treaty as amended by the 
i: Senate. 

Mr. President, it will be observed that every 
|i item contained in the amendment which F have 
| proposed is to fulfill a treaty stipulation. ‘Hiis 
i; for the purpose of carrying out the treaty lately 
|| ratified by the Senate between the United States 
|l and the Sioux of the Upper Mississippi. The 
i Senate made certain amendments to that treaty 
| which the Sioux Indians havnot yet assented to. 
i L have inserted in the amendment a proviso, re- 
|, quiring that they shall give their assent to the 
amendments of the Senate before the appropria- 
tions shall be used. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator 
fiom Missouri if this constitutes one amendment, 
‘and if it is to carry out the treaty with the Sioux 
which has been recently ratified by the Senate? 
Are all these provisions to fulfill stipulations in 
| that treaty? 

i My. ATCHISON. I have said that they are, 
| Mr. HUNTER. What is the total amount? 

Mr. ATCHISON. Six hundred and ninety 
thousand and fifty dollars. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no doubt that the 

Committee on Indian Affairs have examined this 
i matter, and as I have not examined it, Ishall be 
| governed by their action. 
i Mr. ATCHISON. This is a conditional ap- 
| propriation. If the Sioux Indians assent to the 
i treaty as made by the Senate, this money is to be. 
| used to comply with the provisions of the treaty. 
il 


ii 
Hi 
ji 


These estimates were sent to me from the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. I have examined them, and 
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compared them with the treaty, and I have in- 
serted, of my own accord, a proviso that not one 
dollar of the money is to be used until the assent 
of the Indians shall be obtained to the Senate’s 
amendment, to the treaty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON. The next amendment which 
I wish. to offer, is to insert the following: 

For presents to the Camanches and Kiawas, and other 
Indans on the Arkansas river, and to enable the President 
to treat with said Indians, $20,000. 

- I have a communication from the Department 
of the Interior on this subject, but I will briefly 
state the reasons for the amendment, so that it 
will perhaps be unnecessary to read the commu- 
nication, The Camanches, in very large num- 
bers, and the Kiawas, arenow,and they have been 
for some time past, on the Arkansas river, and cer- 
tain presents are expected by them. They say 
they have been promised presents by Mr. Fitz- 

atrick, the Indian agent at the head of the Ar- 

ansas river. For the purpose of keeping the 
peace, and permitting trade and travel to goon 
uninterruptedly on the great route from the Uni- 
ted States to New Mexico, it isdeemed necessary 
that this appropriation should be made in order to 
give these presents to the. Indians. I admit that 
it is a tribute paid for the purpose of keeping the 
peace; but if we can purchase peace at the expense 
of presents to the amount of $20,000 with these 
tribes of Indians upon this route, we shall do well. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON. The next amendment which 
I wish to offer, is to insert— 

For the Omaha Indians, $25,000—#5,000 thereof to be 
expended annually under the direction of the President for 
the relief and improvement ot said Indians. 

I have a communication from the Department 
on this subject, the substance of which I will state. 
These Omaha Indians own territory above the 
Council Bluffs, not far from the town called 
Kanesville, on the north side of the Platte river. 
Directly through their country passes all the em- 
igration to Californiaand Oregon, by the northern 
route. There came on a delegation last winter 
making complaints to the President; they say 
they are a small band, perhaps three or four hun- 
dred in number, all told; that they are not. strong 
enough to go upon the plains and subsist them- 
selves by buffalo hunting; thatthey rely upon the 
small quantity of corn and potatoes, and other 
vegetables which they raise,and the game in their 
country for subsistence—principally upon the 
latter, and that now, since this immense emigra- 
tion to California and Oregon has set in, passing 
directly through their country, it bas driven the 
game out of it; that the emigrants destroy their 
timber and use their grass. They ask some com- 
pensation for this. They allege that they have 
always been upon friendly terms with the United 
States; that they have scrupulously complied with 
all the treaties which they have made with the 
Government; and that the Government has viola- 
ted those treaties by permitting this emigration to 
pass through their country. They ask the Gov- 
ernment to give them some compensation for five 
years, until they can open farms and subsist them- 
selves by agriculture. The committee were of 
opinion that their demand was reasonable, and, | 
therefore recommenged the adoption of the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there a proviso, that the 
payment of this money shall cease at the end of 
five years? 

Mr. ATCHISON. There is only $25,000 ap- 
propriated—¢5,00€ are to be expended annually; 
so that it must cease at the end of five years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ATCHISON. The next amendment 
which T have to propose, is based upon estimates 
made by the Superintendent of Indian Affairs. It | 
is to insert: 

For expenses of the California superintendency, to wit: 


Salary of the Sunerintendent........-...06-5 wees $4,000 
Salary of clerk to the Superintendent. ...... seses 2,500 | 
Office-rent, stationery, fuel, lights, and postage on 

official letters...........05 7,500 | 
Messengers. 2,500 | 
Interpreters...... Dewr id a adiret 3,000 | 
Contingent expenses, ing the traveling ex- 

penses of agents in theirdistricts............... + 12,500 
Presents aod provisions for Indians visiting the 

Superintendency....... sees dene sous cect auet vee 3,000 | 


Traveling expenses of the Superintendent and the 
necessary attendants on visits of inspection, in- 
eluding the purchase of animals and camp equi- 


pageses 


She weer ee eens sssavarsovaseonpopanos 


5,000 i3 


Furniture for Superintendents Office. ..s.esse.sesse. 1,000 
One iron safe for Superintendent’s ofice.. 1,000 
Flags for distribution among the tribes............ 500 

$42,500 


Mr. President, there are two items in this 
amendment for which I think the estimates are 
very high, and which I shall propose to amend. 
Let me go over the estimates. "The first is $4,000 
for salary of the Superintendent. That is the 
salary provided by law. The next is $2,500 for 
the salary of his clerk. That also is the salary 
provided by law. The next item is for office-rent, 
stationery, fuel, lights, and postage on official let- 
ters, $7,500. My impression is, that this item is 
very extravagant. I cannot see how the sum can 
possibly be expended. I consulted with the Sen- 
ator from California, [Mr. WELLER,} in relation 
to it, and he was of the opinion, if I understood 
him right, that, allhough rent was extravagantly 
high in California, compared with house-rent 
here, or anywhere on the eastern portion of this 
continent—yet $3,500 would be sufficient for this 
pu rpose. Atali events, that appropriation can now 

e made, and if it should turn out to be insuffi- 
cient, a larger appropriation may be made at the 
next session of Congress. I move to amend the 
amendment by striking out in thisitem, ‘ $7,500,” 
and inserting ‘ $3,500.” 

The next item is $2,500 for messengers. If 
these messengers be used forthe purpose for which 
the Superintendent proposes to use them, as ex- 
presses to send from one portion of the country 
to the other in his communications with different 
agents and different tribes of Indians, ł think it 
may be well enough, and that the sum is not un- 
reasonable; but if the messengers are merely to 
be about the office, I think the amount is very un- 
reasonable; but he has written a letter, in which 
he explains the matter. The next item is for 
$3,000 for interpreters. That, I suppose, is as 
small a sum as they can possibly get along with 
in California. The next item is $12,500 for con- 
tingent expenses, including the traveling expenses 
of the agents in their districts. I do not know 
what these contingent expenses are, but I have a 
statement here of what he supposes them to be. 
Let that pass. The next is for traveling expenses 
of Superintendent and necessary attendants on 
visits of inspection, including the purchase of ani- 
mals and camp equipage, $5,000. 1 suppose that 
will be reasonable. At all events, if the money is 
not expended, the Superintendent, being an honest 
man, will carry the balance to the credit of the 
United States. The next item is $1,000 for fur- 
niture for the Superintendent’s office. The Senate 
had this question before them when the deficiency 
bill was under consideration, and then, I believe, 
it was ruled that $300 would supply the Superin- 
tendent’s office with furniture; but I propose to 
amend this item by inserting ‘* $500”? instead of 
“ $1,000.” The next item is $1,000 for an iron 
safe. Iam not acquainted as to that, but I sup- 
pose a good safe would cost that amount by the 
time it could be got to California. The next item 
is $500 for flags for distribution among the Indian 
tribes. I suppose that is not more than enough. 
If any Senator requires a further explanation, I 
will send to the Chair the estimates made by the 
Superintendent of Indian Affairs, which may be 
read. 

Mr. WELLER. I doubt very much whether 
$3,500, which the Senator from Missouri proposes 
as an amendment to the item for office-rent, sta- 
tionery, fuel, lights, and postage, will answer the 
purpose designed. I understood the Senator from 
Missouri originally to intend merely to reduce the 
amount of rent, and I informed him in conversa- 
tion that the rent of a proper office would not cost 
more than $3,000; but f understand him now to 
propose to reduce the whole item, including rent, 
stationery, fuel, lights, and postage, to $3,500. I 
do not know that that will answer the purpose, 
though I am very confident that an office can be 
ohtained in California, even in San Francisco, at 
$200 or $250 per month; but I shall interpose no 
objection to the amendments of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

The amendments to the amendment were agreed 
to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to offer the following 
amendment: 

For supplying a deficiency in the appropriations hereto- i 


fore made for removing the Choctaw Indians, as estimated 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $37,412. 

The PRESIDENT. Isthat in conformity with 
estimates ? 

Mr. BELL. Precisely in conformity to the es- 
timates furnished. I know that when this subject 
was up before, a question was made as to the re- 
ception of this claim as an amendment to an ap- 
propriation bill, upon the allegation that it was a 

rivate claim. J present it now in a shape which 

think is conformable sufficiently and in substance 
to the rule, and I hope there will be no objection 
to it. This amendment provides for the claim of 
William B. Hart. His name is not mentioned, 
because he is really not the beneficiary. The in- 
terest in the claim is held by a number of persons, 
assignees of the parties concerned, because I be- 
lieve, without any exception, all concerned are 
bankrupted by the transaction. It is a distribu- 
tion, according to some equitable principles, among 
the whole of them; and the Department recom- 
mends this appropriation as a consideration for the 
interference of the Government in the removal. 
This is a question which has been considered 
during two preceding sessions, and has received the 
sanction of the Senate. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs were unanimous upon the subject. The 
committee prepared a report upon the subject some 
two years ago. ‘The claim had been pending be- 
fore the Indian Office for many years, and that 
Office had recommended it to Congress. The De- 
partment of the Interior has made an estimate for 
the payment of this sum, and it is included in the 
annual report of the Commissioner of Indian Af: 
fairs, under the authority of the Secretary of the 
Interior, sent inat the present session of Congress, 
and stands as apart of the annual estimates of the 
Indian Department for the present year. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will read the 
rule, and the Senate can decide whether the amend- 
ment isin order. Rule 30 is: 


“ No amendment proposing additional appropriations shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill, nufess it be 
made to carry out the provisions of some existing law, or 
some act or resolution previously passed by the Senate during 
that session, or moved by direction of a standing committee 
of the Senate, or in pursuance of an estimate from the head 
of some of the Departments; aud no amendment shall be 
received whose objectis to provide for a private claim, al- 
though the same may have been previously sanctioned by the 
Senate,” 


It is for the Senate to decide whether or not this 
is a private claim. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe that on a previous 
occasion the Senate decided that this was a private 
claim, when it was offered as an amendment to 
the deficiency bill, Jt seems to me that it is a pri- 
vate claim. I think it very desirable that we 
should give some construction to this rule, which 
would make it efficient for the purpose designed. 
It seems to me that all appropriations should be 
considered as for private claims, except those that 
are in pursuance of some law, or of some treaty, 
or for the current service of the year. The gen- 
eral appropriation bills should be devoted to those 
objects—to carry out existing laws and treaties, 
and to provide for the current service of the year. 
You have, however, to make allowances to indi- 
viduals, commissioners, ministers, chargés, &c., 
for whom there is no previous appropriation. It 
seems to me very desirable that all other matters 
containing appropriations, should be excluded 
from general appropriation bills. It is necessary 
in many pointsof view. J hold that it will enable 
the Senate to act more understandingly upon the 
appropriation bills, if they are confined to provis- 
ions for existing laws and treaties, and for the cur- 
rent service of the year. Another reason is, that 
it seems to be the fairest mode of legislation be- 
tween the two Houses of Congress. Why isit that 
gentlemen wish to get private bills upon the general 
appropriation bill? In order to force those private 
bills upon the consideration of the other House. 
Gentlemen say that it is useless to pass private 
bills bere, because they are not considered in the 
other House. It seems to me that it is not quite 
fair, as between the two Houses, to use the appro- 
priation bills for the purpose of forcing particular 
and favored cases on the consideration of one 
House or the other, and make them either pass 
those claims or reject the general appropriation 
bills. Jt is in some measure making them legis- 
late under duress in relation to these things. 

But the great reason, it seems to me, why this 
rule should be strictly construed, and why i 
should be absolute, is, that it will enable us, tot 
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ward the close of the session, to understand the 
appropriation bills, and do no mischief when we 
pass upon them—that we may know what we are 
acting upon. But if claims of this sort are brought 
up, how are we to know? We are dependent 
entirely upon those gentlemen who present, or it 
may be upon those committees who present them 
and who have considered them, to be informed in 
relation to their merits. There would not be time 
between now and the day fixed for the adjourn- 
ment to consider these appropriation bills if we 
once relax the rule and allow private claims to 
come in, because we shall then have to consider 
all these claims. 

I defer very much to the judgment of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee; I have great respect for his 
opinions upon these questions, but I have not ex- | 
amined this claim; I do not know its merits. [f | 
the Senate determine that it is in order as an | 
amendment to this bill, we shall have to be in- | 
formed upon the merits of the claim. It will be 
our duty to look into it. And when shall we end 
this bill if we once open this door? There area 
great many other private claims in relation to our 
Indian affairs, and if we once open the door I do | 
not know when we shall end the bill. It is now 
over a fortnight since the bill was reported to the 
Senate, and if we open it to claims of this sort, 
we may expect to be engaged upon it for another 
week. 

Mr BELL. I put thison the ground that it is 
a public claim, and have shaped my amendment 
accordingly. I understand that there is an esti- 
mate for this amount in the annual report of the 
Department of the Interior, as expenditures in- 
curred under appropriations formerly made to 
enable the Government of the United States to 
remove the Choctaw Indians from the State of | 
Mississippi te the west of the Mississippi river, 
in accordance with the general policy of the Gov- 
ernment. The appropriations made were insuffi- 
cient by this amount to carry out the intentions of 
the Government. 

i wish Senators to recollect that the main 
ground on which this claim rests is, that there is | 
an estimate and recommendation by the Depart- 
ment that Congress should make this appropri- 
ation; that estimate contains the items of the 
amount for which an appropriation is demanded. | 
I know that it is said this is a private claim; but 
how was that cognomen given to it? The Gov- 
ernment, instead of employing an agent, and 
placing funds in his hands to go to the Missis- 
sippi and collect the wandering Indians, together 
with those who were settled in towns, and remove 
them by his own exertions, thought the most poli- 
tic course would be to employ a certain number of 
gentlemen who professed to have much influence 
among these Indians, some residing in the State 
of Mississippi, and particularly connected with or 
engaged in business with the Choctaws, to remove | 
them. A contract was entered into with these 
gentlemen, subject to pretty stringent provisions. 
The business was undertaken, and would: prob- 
ably have been completed successfully for the sum 
appropriated by the Government, but for the in- 
terference of the Government itself. The stand- 
ing laws and policy of the Government thwarted 
the contractors and rendered the expense double 
what had been originally contemplated. The 
contractors were compelled to effect the removal 
under every disadvantage; they did so, and made 
a claim on the Government for the excess of ex- 
penditure. 

The Government recognized the claim as a just 
one, which had arisen purely in consequence of 
the interference of the Government itself. It may 
be asked how the Government interfered? The 

principal charge under that head is, that they | 
altered the law which had been made for the pay- 
ment of a large indemnity under the act of 1842; | 
and instead of paying certain land scrip, accord- 
ing to that act, they actually decided that they 
would not pay it at all, but that it should be 
funded; and this, after nearly half the Indians 
had been removed. The contractors appealed to 
the Government, claiming indemnification for their 
losses; and the Government said: ‘* We recog- 
nize the justice and equity of your claim; we made | 
the contract under certain circumstances, when 
laws of such and such a character were existing; 
we interposed obstacles to the execution of your 
contract, in the first place by not issuing the scrip 
which should have been paid east of the Missis- 


sippiin due time, in consequence of Congress with- 
holding and funding one half of the whole quantity 
of scrip; we recognize your claim to indemnity on 
that ground.” 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is very un- 
willing to interfere with the Senator. 

Mr. BELL. 1 protest, Mr. President, that I 
am in order in showing that this is not a private 
claim; that itis a public claim; that it is a claim 
arising out of the execution of the public policy 
of the Government in relation to the removal of 
these Indians. The law appropriated a sum for 
that purpose, which would have been sufficient if 
the Government had not altered the law. The 
Government have recognized the justice of this 
claim, on the ground of the interposition of the 
Government itself. I fully recognize the pro- 
priety of the rule of the Senate to which refer- 
ence has been made. I do not know that I would 
propose to alter it, for I admit that it would not 
do for every Senator to rise and make amend- 
ments to a general appropriation bill in the nature 
of private claims. All must see that the rule is 
founded in wisdom, and that it would greatly em- 
barrass the business of the Senate—indeed, that 
we could not progress with business—if every 
gentleman were permitted to introduce amend- 
ments of a private character. This claim, how- 
ever, has undergone a regular examination by 
a committee of this body. dt has been estimated 
for by the Department; it has been recommended 
as a portion of the annual appropriation, and does 
not, it seems to me, at all come under the head of 
private claims. At all events, Í appeal to the 
Senator from Virginia if it is not frequently very 
dificult to discriminate between what may be 
called a public and what a private claim. 

The general rule is a sound one: that these ap- 
propriation bills ought not to be incumbered with 
anything but appropriations made under existing 
laws and treaties, and for the current expenses of 
the year. Then the Committee on Finance would 
have nothing to do but to look over the estimates 
of the Department and see that the laws are com- 
plied with, and that the appropriations do not 
exceed what is recommended. in such a case 
nothing can creep into such bills that ought not to 
be there, and that all which is estimated is pro- 
vided for. Ladmit all that. I admit that accord- 
ing to our general theory as well as our practice, 
we ought to be confined strictly to that, Bat 
then this is not at all in the nature of a private 
claim, but is emphatically a public claim arising 
out of the action of the Government itself. We 
had here an amendment which was discussed for 
several days in relation to the Shawnee tribe of 
Indians in Ohio. And what kind of claim was 
that? It is not a claim for the whole tribe of 
Shawnee Indians, but for the Ohio portion of them 
only. And what kind of a claim was it? It was 
for a money indemnity—for what? Why, for the 
specific violation of the terms of a former treaty. 
We were not carrying out that treaty, but it was 
designed that Congress should go into the con- 
sideration of this matter as fully and exclusively 
as if it were a claim in pursuance of both law and 
treaty. Yet that claim certainly did not come 
under the rule providing that nothing but appro- 
priations for the current expenses of the year or 
in pursuance of law or treaty should be included 
in these bills. The appropriation for the Shaw- 
nees was not for the carrying out of a law or a 
treaty, but it was in the very face of the treaty 
itself; and yet that matter was discussed for three 
or four days. { merely mention this as an illus- 
tration of the difficulty of discriminating between 

ublic and private claims; and I think this which 
Į now present is as public as the other. It is for 
the fulfillment of the established policy of the Gov- 
ernment. We undertook to remove these Indians, 
and that, too, by a method which it was in the 
discretion of the Executive to adopt; and hence it 
has got the character of a private claim, because 
those who undertook this service were thwarted 
by the Government, in the first place by the Gov- 
ernment not issuing scrip in due time, and in the 
second place by a change in the law itself. 

If the honorable Senator from Virginia will 
look at all the items of that bill, I think he will 
find several which, if you construe this rule with 
stictness, cannot be made to appear to be appro 
priations under existing laws or under treaties. I 
hope that, under all the circumstances of the case, 
the honorable Senator from Virginia will not urge 


his objections in this instance. I trust that at least 
he will consider this as a doubtful case, and one 
that should be considered as a public one accord- 
ing to the existing laws. 

This claim comes specifically and directly under 
one provision made by the rule—that is, that it has 
been estimated for by the Department. J stated 


| before that this matter was formerly before Con- 


gress; that it is nota new claim. For that reason 
Í thought it would not require any particular dis- 
cussion or investigation by the Senate, and that 
we could easily get along with it. I hope that 
under all the circumstances this case will not be 
discriminated from others where it is doubtful if 
the appropriation asked for is one coming under 
the strict construction of the rule, 

Mr. HUNTER. If this amendment had come 
up asa particular measure on its own merits, I 
should not have a word to say. The Senate com- 
mittee and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. BELL] 
have examined this subject, and are better ac- 
quainted with it than [ can be; but itis my duty 
to guard the appropriation bill, and preserve the 
rule which we have adopted, if possible. Itseems 


Í to me—though I very much regret to feel con- 


strained to oppose the proposition of the Senator 
from Tennessee—that if we admit this asa public 
claim, we shall have many others which will fol- 
low it. The Senator says that it is no more to be 


| regarded as a private claim than that which was 


discussed for three or four days in relation to the 
Shawnee Indians. admit that; but that Senator 
must remember that that provision was put in by 
the House of Representatives, and that the com- 
mittee of the Senate proposed to strike it out. It 
is true that there are some items in that bill which 
came from the House of Representatives which 
would not have been placed in the bill under our 
rule; but they have not the same rule which we 
have in regard to claims of this kind, and it is our 
business not to guard the action of the House of 
Representatives, but our own action. 

The Senator from Tennessee says it does not 
come under the rule, because there is an estimate 
made from the Department for it. The Senator 
knows how such estimates are obtained; that itis 
the habit to hunt up claims of this kind, and then 
obtain an estimate for them, and that is one rea- 
son why we get along so slowly with appropriation 
bills. ‘Che rule requires that no clam shall be 
considered in connection with a general appro- 
priation bill which has not been estimated for in 
pursuance of some existing law or existing treaty, 
or to provide for the current expenses of the year. 
Is this an estimate in pursuance of any existing 
law or treaty? No, sir, Is it to provide for cur- 
rent expense? No, sir. It is a claim founded 
upon a mere equitable consideration, and one 
which strikes meas being somewbat doubtful. It 
is a claim founded upon the allegation that the 
United States failed to discharge its duty in some 
respects, and therefore became liable for the losses 
of these contractors, sustained in removing these 
Indians. If anything can constitute a private 
claim, it seems to me that it is this. Tt is not to 
carry out any law or treaty. T think if we depart 


| from the rule under these circumstances, we shall 


be called upon to do the same thing in many other 
instances. J fear that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs will be guided by the de- 
cision of this question. If wgexclude this claim, 
I think he will not move idl passage of certain 
other amendments. If we do away with the rule 
in this instance, I shall consider the whole opened 
to all which are meritorious, and which have come 
tous from a committee. If this is received, I fear 
that the Senator from Missouri will present all the 
claims from his committee which he considers 
meritorious. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has read the 
rule. When the deficiency bill was before us, the 
game question was raised, and it was determined 
by the Senate that it was a private claim. It is 
now for the Senate to say whether it isa private 
claim when offered in connection with the Indian 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to state that at a preceding 
session we decided that it was not a private claim. 
It was incorporated in a general appropriation 
bill, so that there have been decisions on both 
sides. 

Mr. WALKER. This question seems to be 
involved in some doubt; but at the same ume, 
upon reflection, lam pretty clearly satisfied that 
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this is a private claim. Itisacknowledged that itis 
a proposition to make good a loss sustained in 
consequence of a bad contract. The Senator 
from Tennessee says that the bad contract arose 
in consequence of a failure on the part of the Gov- 
ernment to fulfill its duty. That may beso; but 
have we not had a parallel case precisely, with 
which we. have had something to do for some 
time? Take, for instance, the late case of the 
printer who undertook to do the printing of Con- 
gress. He found that he had sustained a loss, and 
he came here and asked to have his loss made up 
to him, alleging, as in this case, that the loss was 
in consequence of a change resulting from an act 
of Congress. That we at once conceded was a 
private claim, and we should have so conceded 
forever, however often it might have been esti- 
mated for by any Department. This is the same 
thing in principle; it is the loss of an individual, 
resulting, if you please, from the action of the 


Government; yet it is a loss of an individual, and | 


constitutes strictly. a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT. When such a question 
has been once decided to be a private claim, the 
Chair chooses to put the question to the Senate 
whether, under the rule, this is such a claim as 
should be received. 

Mr. HOUSTON. T have listened to the dis- 
cussion this morning, I believe, without any bias 
of feeling, and as the Senate has decided in both 
ways heretofore, as the justice of the claim appears 
to be admitted, and as it appears to have been 
estimated for by the Department, I am unable to 
draw that distinction which would exclude a just 
claimant from obtaining his just rights. If there 
is any technical rule which would exclude him, I 
am inclined to set it aside. 
payment of this claim. 

Mr. CASS. 5 í 
words, for the purpose of observing that a fair 
construction of the rule would admit this claim, 
more especially, it seems to me, as, under the cir- 
cumstances, there is no question about its justice. 
The claim arises out of a deficiency in the appro- 
priation to remove the Choctaws west of the Mis- 
sissippi; that deficiency was reported to the Gov- 
ernment, and an appropriation for the purpose of 
covering it is asked for. I do not see why we 
should not vote for its payment as in any other 
case of deficiency. Itis said that it is a private 
claim, but the fact that the money goes to A or 
B does not render it a private claim; on the con- 
trary, I am strongly inclined to believe that it is 
one of those cases which may fairly be considered 
as publie claims. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
by me has not been properly understood. The 


Départment does not estimate for this claim as a | 


deficiency in the appropriation bill, but it reports 
on it as a good claim which should be satisfied, in 
equity, 

Mr. CASS. I thought the Department had 
regularly estimated for it. I understood the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. BELL] to say so. 

Mr. BELL. I did not understand the remark 
made by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hux- 
TER. ] 


Mr. HUNTER. I said that the estimate which || 
has come from the Department does not put the || 
a deficiency to an appropri- |} 


claim in the shape 
ation bill, but is Mtended solely to inform the 
Congress that it is a good one. 
founded on the equity, not on the terms, of the 
contract. 


Mr. BELL. 


estimates. 

Mr. CASS. Will the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee allow me to ask if the Department has 
asked for this allowance? 

Mr. BELL. They have. 

Mr. HUNTER. Hereisthereport. Itbegins 
in this way: 

“Mr. BELL made the following report : 

«The Committee on Indian Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the memorial of William B. Hart, have had the same 
under consideration, and make the following report.” 

That report is the one which the Indian Depart- 
ment now reproduces. 

Mr. BELL. That is done for the purpose of 
showing the ground on which they make the esti- 
mate. If the Senator will go on, he will see the 
estimate itself. 


Mr. HUNTER. They estimate only in this 


i| from Michigan [Mr. Cass] referred. 
to that that I desire to call his particular attention. | 


I shall vote for the } 


I wish merely to say one or two | 


I think the position assumed | 


The claim is | 


I understand in the report of the į 
Indian Department it will be found in the regular | 


way: they say that they think this party is en- 


titled to this claim; and, being entitled to it, it will | 


amount to so much, But it is not an estimate for 


a deficiency in any appropriation, that I can per- | 


ceive. 

Mr. BELL. The passage from which the hon- 
orable Senator read, isin an appendix explanatory 
of the estimate. J would like the Senate to un- 
derstand that this isin the estimate. Itreadsthus: 

*¢ For payment to William.B. Hart, assignee of contract- 
ors for the removal of Choctaw Indians from the States of 
Mississippi and Alabama, a balance of a claim on account 
of said removals, heretofore reported to be due by this 
office, and an appropriation for the payment of which 
passed the Senate of the United States at the last session of 
Congress, $37,422.12.” . 

It is therefore regularly estimated for. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the honorable 
Senator from Tennessee whether this is not a new 
practice of the Indian Department? Usually they 
confine themselves to what is necessary in the ex- 


mate for it accordingly. 
within that class of cases to which the Senator 


And itis 


Mr. BELL. There are many claims of the 
same kind where there have been omissions here- 
tofore. Whether this is a new policy on the part 


of the Department I am unable to say; but I am | 


inclined to think it is as old as the Government 
itself. ‘There are cases, not, perhaps, like this in 
every particular, but in many of their features. 
They go back where there were recommendations 
years ago, and they state the circumstances under 
which itis done, I do not wish to do anything 
in violation of the spirit of the rule, but I think 
this is a case which you cannot discriminate from 
a public claim. 


are made. Officers of the Government are indi- 

viduals in the same sense, and yet you appro- 
riate for them. But I will not further detain the 
enate. 


The question was then taken as to whether the | 


amendment could be received under the ruje, and a 
division being called for, there were—ayes 20, noes 
11; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HUNTER, I ask for the- yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. Idid not intend to say anything 
upon this subject, as I seldom interfere with mat- 
ters of this kind when they are before the Senate. 
Iam always much more willing to listen, that I 
may havemy judgment guided by the information 
which is presented by others. But as the votes of 
the Senate are to be recorded, I will give, in a few 
words, the reasons why I consider this claim as 
not coming within the rule. I consider this rule 
to have been adopted with a view to guard against 
improvident legislation, and that it is wise and 
safe, as [ understand it, because it is intended 
to prevent appropriations which have not been 
based upon the public legislation of the country. 
There are few claims upon the Government which 
are not private claims; but the private claims in- 
tended to be excluded by the rule, are demands 
upon the Government, the nature and character 


of which have not passed under the review of: 


actual legislation. An equitable demand under a 
contract, as the chairman of the Committee on 
Fimance has characterized this, would bea private 
claim, and, as I apprehend, would be properly ex- 
eluded under this rule. 


us on the deficiency bill. ’ 
bate since, and | intended to say nothing upon this 


| subject; but as the vote is to be recorded, I wish 


to state that this claim arises in this way: The 
Government passed a law for the removal of the 
Choctaw Indians, and by that law a contract was 


moved atstated prices. 


Mr. BELL. There was no law providing that | 


they should be removed by contract, but there 


| was a treaty made, providing for their removal, | 
j and then an appropriation followed, for the pur- 
pose of carrying out that treaty. There was no |! 


contract provided for by law. 
Mr. MASON. As i understand the matter, 


Government made a contract for the removal of | 


the Indians, or whether provided: for or not, a 
contract was made which was afterwards recog- 


| expense. 


lt is true it goes to an individual, | 
as appropriations do in nine tenths of cases. The | 
individuals are known before the appropriations | 


My attention was called |: 
to this subject when an appropriation was before |i 
I have listened to the de- | 


nized and made. legitimate by the action of the 
Government, and there was an appropriation made 
for the removal of the Indians. As I understand, 
from delay or from some other cause, more money 
was needed to remove the Indians. The contract 
was made by the Government. and sanctioned by 
law; but the appropriation did not hold out, be- 
cause of the interference of the Government in 
such a way as to cause a loss to fall upon the con- 
tractors. Now, when we are called upon to recog- 
nize that as a claim sanctioned. by an existing law, 
1 would ask any gentleman who considers that the 
claim is excluded by the rule, what the difference 
would be between reimbursing the contractor for 


j the losses he sustained because the appropriation 


did not hold out, and providing for carrying out 
the contract. by a new appropriation, if this ques- 
tion were now in. progress, and we were making 


| the first provision? As T understand, it was really 
i| an appropriation, and though it was to go toa 
penditures of the current year; but in this case i| pri 
they report on the claim as being good, and esti- ; 
I think it does not come | 


private individual, it is in the same condition as 
any. other public claim. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think that my colleague 
misapprehends the facts of the case entirely. If 
this claim were to carry out an existing law, 1 
should admit that it would come legitimately into 
the bill. If it werean appropriation to carry out 
a contract for which a former appropriation was 
insufficient, I would admit that it would be appro- 
priate here. The facts, as I understand them, are 
these: the con'ract was not. made by the claim- 
anis with. the Government, but with the Indians; 
and the Indians were to be removed at their own 
Scrip was to be given to the Indians 
prior to their removal; but in consequence of a 
change being made in the mode of paying the In- 
dians, they could not satisfy the demands of the 
contractors, who thus suffered a loss; and the 
desire that the Government should make. it good. 
This is therefore a claim on the equitable consid- 
eration of Congress, and not an appropriation to 
carry out any existing law. We are not called 
on to consider whether it is a just claim; that is 
not our present business. It seems to me that in 
the discussion of a general appropriation bill we 
should not be forced to go into such inquiries. 
The very circumstance that Senators are differing 
as to the facts of the case is sufficient to show 
what will be the consequences if we introduce 
such items as that now under consideration into 
the bill. 

Mr. COOPER. I wish to saya single word. 
Here is a claim about the justice of which there is 
not a particle of doubt in the mind of any one who 
has examined it; but it seems that there is some 
doubt whether itcomes within the rule which would 
exclude it from this bill. Where there isany doubt 


|| —and the claim is a proper and just one—I think 


it should be interpreted in favor of the claimant. 


| I merely make this suggestion for the considera- 


tion of the Senate. There is no doubt whatever 
about the justice of this claim. It has been ex- 
amined and reported on repeatedly. The Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs have had it before them 
two or three times, and decided unanimonsly that 
it was just; and if any doubt exists as to the in- 
terpretation of a rule, that doubt should be deter- 
mined in favor of the claimant. 

Mr. MASON. My colleague says that T do 
not understand the facts. Now, if the report of 


i| the Committee on Indian Affairs is correct, I ap- 
| prehend that the misapprehension is on-his part, 


if I comprehend his remarks. I understood the 
chairman. of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
[Mr. Arcutson]} to say that the contract for the 
removal of the Indians was made, not with the 


i Government, but with the Indians, and that the 
. Government was to provide them with scrip to 
: pay the contractors. As Government failed to do 
: so, the Indians were unable to meet their obliga- 
: tions. 
| the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs in 
| provided for, by which the Indians were to be re- |! 


If that be so, then I have misunderstood 


1851, for it is there stated that ‘‘ the early removal 
‘of the Indians, who still remained east of the 
‘ Mississippi, was considered necessary for many 
‘reasons, and especially because it was earnestly: 
‘insisted on by the people of the State of Missis- 
‘sippi. Accordingly,on the 3d March, 1843, the 
‘Secretary of War made a contract with Alexan- 


i ‘der Anderson, by which he agreed to remove 


‘them by water from Vicksburg to Fort Coffee.” 
Mr. BELL. That was the first contract, 
Mr. MASON. It was a contract made by the 
Secretary of War. He says, the Indians “ re- 
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€ fused to go until the certificates or serip for their 
‘lands were issued. They desired these to pay 
‘their debts. The Secretary of War promised 
* that it should be issued in September, 1844; but 
‘the promise was not complied with. The con- 
‘tractors were, therefore, placed in a most embar- 
< rassing position.” 

Mr. BELL. There is another contract. 

Mr. MASON, It appears that this report was 
made in January, 1851, by the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Berz.] 

Mr, BELL. Allow me to read a paragraph. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. BELL. [I wish to call the attention of the 
Senator to the following statement: 

Efforts were made for their removal under this contract, 
but the Indians refused to go by water, and the contract 
was canceled on the 4thof September, 1844. On the same 
day, another contract was made for their removal with An- 
derson, Cobb, Forrester, and Pickens. ‘These parties were 
to be paid $86 7H} per each Indian removed. i 

«<The Government appointed Colonel H. N. Barstow as 
agent fo superintend the emigration, and see that it was 
properly conducted; and he repaired to the Ladian country 
to enter upon his duties. 

“ |eforts were immediately made to remove the Indians 
within the time fixed in the contract, but.they refused to go 
until the certificates or scrip for their land were issued. 
They desired these to pay their debts. The Secretary of 
War promised that it showld be issued in September, 18445 
but the promise was not complied with. The contractors 
were, therefore, placed in a most embarrassing position. 
By the condition of their contract, they were required to 
remove ore thousand Indians within the year 1844, or for- 
feit their contract. They werc, under the circumstances, 
compelled to furnish the Indians, at their own private ex- 
pense, those articles which were necessary for their re- 
moval, reiying upon the promise of the Secretary and the 
provisions of law, by which the Indians were te be fur- 
nished with land serip, to repay them.” 

Mr. MASON. With whom was that contract 
made? 

Mr. BELL. It was made by the Secretary of 
War with the contractors. 

Mr. MASON. Does this claim grow out of the 
last contract? 

Mr. BELL. It does. 

Mr. MASON. Then, as I understand, the con- 
tract was made by the War Department in the 
same manner as other contracts are made; and it 
appears that “ the Indians refused to remove, both 
“in 1845 and 1846, without their horsesand oxen. 
«The agent of the Government assured the con- 
‘tractors that if they would subsist them, they 
‘would be paid by the Government.” ‘There 
‘were, accordingly, five hundred and fifty re- 
«moved, ”? ` 

Now, if there is any misapprehension between 
my colleague and myself, I think the error must 
be on his part. I do not profess to be so fully 
acquainted with the subject as he is, and there- 
fore rely on the report of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, ina great measure, in forming my 
opinion. By this report I find that the contract 
was made with the Secretary of War, and that in 
consequence of the embarrassing position in which 
the contractors were placed, the Indians were re- 
moved at the expense of the contractors, relying 
on a future appropriation by Congress to cover 
the amount. 

Mr. ADAMS. My recollection of this trans- 
action is not very distinct, though I think 1 under- 
stand the manner in which the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ae misapprehends this question, 
to some extent. The contract was made in the 
manner stated in the document read by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] for the removal 
of the Choctaw Indians. 
which scrip might be given them in lieu of the 
reservations to which they were entitled under the 
contract, one half to be paid to the Indians directly 
and the other half to be vested in Government 
funds, and put to interest. They made contracts 
with various persons in Mississippi on the faith 


of the half which was to be paid in serip, and | 


which they supposed would be paid to them there 
before they removed. When they were about to 


remove, under the contract, the Government issued į 


an order, directing the agent not to pay over the 
scrip until their removal west of. the Mississippi, 
in consequence of which order they refused to re- 
move. After they had been assembled for emigra- 
tion they refused to remove, and, finally, Govern- 
ment changed the contract, and undertook to pay 


the Indians for removing themselves; and, in some |! J ; C vith | 
ii due care, paying all attention to their comfort. | 


cases, speculators removed some of the. Indians, 
and Government paid them. But Government 
fixed the price.to be paid for their removal, and it 
is under the contracts arising out of the law, and 


A law was passed by | 


which they had aright to make, that they have 
sustained a loss. 3 

Mr. HUNTER. Hereis a paragraph in are- 
pert from a Department, which I will read: 

“< The contract for the removal of the Choctaws, in the 
i performance of which this claim originated, stipulated, 
among other things, that the contractors should, in no 
event, set up any claim for any further allowance than 
what was specified in the contract; and, on this ground, 
the Sndian.office appear to have deciined paying any part 
of the demand now made upon the Government.?? 

This is a claim for articles furnished to the In- 
| dians, not stipulated for by the contract; and they 
claim that they should be paid, because the In- 
dians could not pay on account of the laches of the 
United States, in not giving them land serip. That 
| is the foundation of the claim, and it was so stated 
į by the Department. Instead of making a claim for 
articles stipulated for, they make it for articles 
furnished to the {ndians, which they say the United 
i States is bound to pay, because the Indians could 
not pay, in consequence of the United States with- 
holding the scrip for their lands. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have no objection to this 
claim on the ground of justice, though I have not | 
made a particular examination of it. The ques- 
i tion arises under the rule of the Senate, and that 
rule, if worth making, is worth maintaining. And 
that rule expressly prohibits the introduction of a 
private claim in connection with a general appro- 
priation. This is a general appropriation biil, and 
the question is not with regard to the justice of the 
claim against the Government, and whether any 
appropriation shall be allowed or not, but whether | 
it is a private claim, in the ordinary meaning of | 
| that term. Now, if I wanted any evidence of this 
| being a private claim, I would draw my evidence | 
| fromthe fact that it was presented to the Senate 
of the United States as a private claim, and re- 
ported as such, by the Senator from Tennessee, 
at the session of 1851. And the statement upon 
| the report is, that it is made upon the memorial of 
| William B. Hart, January 29, 1851. In that re- 
port the fact is set forth, without going into all 
| the proceedings, in what has been read by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, (Mr. Hunren:] 

“The contract for the removal of the Choctaws, in the 
performance of which his claim originated, stipulated 
; among other things, that the contractors should, in no event, 
| set up any claim for any further allowance than what was 
specified in the contract; and, on this ground the Indian 
otce appear to have declined paying any part of the de- 
mand now made upon the Government. The committee 
; are of opinion that any damages the contractors may have 
| Sustained by the default of the Government, shonid be paid, 
notwithstanding the provision in the contract above stated.” 

I would ask Senators what constitutes a private 
claim if it is not where the claim is made by a pri- 
| vate citizen, in a case where, though according to 
; the terms of a contract he would not be entitled to 
! claim, yet because some action of the Government 
has ‘tended to disarrange his plans or defeat them, | 
he requires that the Government should compen- 
sate him? Is not that a private claim? We have 
now before the Committee on Private Claims half 
a dozen which could not possibly be discriminated | 
i from this, if this is a public claim. There is a |! 
claim before that committee for losses sustained || 
| in building the custom-house in New York. The: 
| contractor found that the measurements of the i 
| architects were not furnished in due season to en- !! 
| able hiri to carry on his work, and he consequently | 
| | 
i 


H 
HH 
j 
| 
iy 
i 


sustained a serious loss, according to his state 
‘ment, and, in fact, according to the proof befor 
| thè committee. If this is not the same in prin 
ciple, if itis not a private claim, I cannot under- |i 
stand the meaning of words; and if it is a private |! 


claim, then the rule, if it be of any utility at all, į 
ought to be sustained; for if you break itin one) 
instance, and consider this a public claim, you l 
cannot draw the distinction. While the rule re- || 
mains, I cannot vote that this claim shall be re- |! 
ceived as a public claim. i| 

1 


Mr. BELL. An allusion having been made to ||} 


a statement of fact in the report of the committee | 
‘on this matter, it is necessary that J should oc-:! 
| cupy the attention of the Senate to explain what | 
: follows. Now, in substance and in truth that 
: contract was not complied with on the part of the 
Government at all. It had an excellent and intel-! 
| ligent man, who was not interested in this con- | 
i tract, to see to the removal of the Indians, with | 


The foundation of the claim commenced when the || 
| Government failed to pay the scrip; and the In- 
dians had no means of paying the debts they had | 


| ing extra in the execution of the contract. 


before contracted with the citizens around them. 
The agent of the Government went there with 
full authority not to annul the contract, but as the 
representative of the Government to see to the 
execution of the contract; and it was upon ‘his 
recommendation that these gentlemen went on in 
fulfilling its specifications. They avowed their 
inability to go on with the contract unless the 
Government would comply with its portion of it: 
Here are the documents. They are voluminous, 
It will take much time to go over them, but they 
show what was recommended ‘to these gentlemen, 
It was under the assurance of this agent of the 
Government that they proceeded. There is nota 
single item which is not sanctioned by the agent 
of the Government. The contract was, that noth- 
ing extra should beclaimed. They claimed noth- 
L The 
whole question, from the very commencement, 
may be said to have been thrown open in fact, 
and that these parties were persuaded to go on and 
expend their money out of their own pockets, and 
in many instances to borrow it, in order that they 
might purchase supplies under the assurance by 
an officer of the Government of its repayment by 
the Government. It was the policy of the Govern- 
ment to removethese Indians. As they had them 

collected together, everything required that they 
should be removed, Jt was on that ground that 
the Committee on Indian Affairs thought that this 
original clause in the contract, in regard to noth- 
ing extra being claimed, should not be enforced, 

for the very first step of the Government was to 

violate its own contract. Here are the figures to 

show that upona certain day they were assem- 
bled, and that it was agreed that the scrip would 

be on the ground; whereas the scrip was not 

issued for two or three months afterwards. And 

so of the other items. I do not remember all of 
them now, but I think every one of them had the 

sanction of the agent of the Government. These 

gentlemen did not go on entirely blindly. They 

went on under the assurance of Mr, Barstow that 

it was the policy of the Government, founded on 

the treaty of 1830, and was confirmed by the act 

of 1842, and by the appropriation for their re- 

moval. The Government thought they could get 

these Indians removed cheaper by contract. They 
made contracts with these gentlemen, who were 
ready to fulfill them; and the Government failed to 
supply the means according to agreement, Ithink, 

therefore, that this case can be clearly discrim- 
inated from the kind-of cases alluded to by the 

Senator from Virginia. i 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to read an extract 
from the report of the Senator from Tennessee, 
which seems to me to place this claim upon its 
true ground: 

‘¢Ttappears that the contractors did sustain great dam- 
age, and were subject to great expense, not necessarily con- 
nected with the fulfillment of their contract, by the failure 
of the Government to furnish the serip in dne time, which 
was to bave been delivered to the Indians before their de- 
parture for the country set apart for them west of the Mis- 
sissippi. Of the whole amount claimed by way of damages 
against the Government, the sum of $6,505 is based upon 
issues and supplies furnished to the Indians by the con- 
tractors, on various oceasions.”? 

That is to say, that they make the claim be- 
cause, by the failure of the Government to furnish 
the scrip in due time to the Indians, the Indians 
could not pay their debts and obligations to the 
contractors. Owing to the failure of the Govern- 
ment.to discharge its obligation to the Indians, the 
contractors say the Indians could not discharge 
their obligations to them; which is precisely what 
I stated in the beginning; and if that does not con~ 
stitute a private claim, and is not founded upon 
the mere equity of the transaction, I do not know 
what is. 

Mr. BELL. I would ask the Senator whether 
that is not sufficiently presented there, so as to ap- 
pear distinctly to his mind that those were sup- 
slies that need not have been furnished but for the 
failure of the Government to issue the scrip? I 
apprehend that has relation to the item for supplies 
which were furnished to the Indians when they 
were in encampment, or assembled together ready 
to remove, and that while they were waiting for 
the issue of the scrip which had been promised. 
The contractors had, necessarily, to furnish sup- 
plies which they were not bound by the contract 
to furnish, in furtherance of the policy of our 
Government still to hold the Indians together to 

et them to remove when the scrip should come. 


Mr. HUNTER. My impression is that the 
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foundation of the claim waa, that the Indians were 
bound to the contractors for supplies, and would 
have paid for them if the Government had issued 
the scrip; but the Government not issuing It, they 
could not pay them. 

Mr. BELL. No, sir, that is not the foundation 
of this part of the claim; but another part, for 
some $15,000 or $18,000, is founded upon supplies 
furnished by these gentlemen to the Indians, for 
which they were to be repaid out of the scrip. 
But in the mean time—and they removed some one 
thousand or eleven hundred of them—the Govern- 
ment changed its policy in relation to it, and said 
they would not pay them scrip at all; and hence 
the claim. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to be properly in- 
formed upon the facts of the case, and ask the 
Senator if a great portion of this claim does not 
arise upon the ground that the Indians could not 
pay their debts to the contractors, because the 
Government did not give the scrip? 

Mr. BELL. That is the ground for a claim of 
about $18,000, I believe. 

Mr. BAYARD. It seems tome that the argu- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Tennessee 
goes to the justice of the claim. [can make no 
objection to its justice. So faras I understand it, 
I think it is perfectly just; and from the knowledge 
which I possess, L would not oppose it if it came 
in a proper shape. But that it is a private claim, | 
Į do not doubt. What distinguishes it from the 
case I hold in my hand, which has been reported 
upon by the committee at this, and previous ses- 
sions—the case of Matthews, Wood & Hall, 
contractors with the Government for building the 
custom-house at New York? In the onecase, the 
Government contracted for the erection of a public 
building; in the other, for the removal of Indians. 
Matthews, Wood & Hall make a claim, which | 
has always been treated asa private claim, founded 
on the fact that the Government had not complied 
with the stipulations of the contract, by furnishing 
the measurements necessary to enable them to | 
carry on the work. They were thrown over for 
the season at great expense. They claimed dam- 
ages for it. It was referred to the Solicitor of the 
Treasury, who made an award in their favor, but 
no attempt was made to put it in a general appro- 
priation bill. It came before the Committee on | 
Claims, and they, with some reduction upon the ! 
amount estimated, reported in favor of the claim- 
ants. Itis essentially a private claim, arising out 
of acontract made in reference to a public matter. 
And where is the difference here? Is not this a 
mere private claim for equitable damages arising, as 
the honorable Senator from Tennessee says, from 
the non-performance by the Government of a con- 
tract entered into by the proper officers? And what 
is that but a private claim? I submit, if the rule 
be preserved it is impossible, however just the 
claim may be—and I believe it is just—that it can 
be included within the rule, without a precedent 
for including the claim which I hold in my hand, 
just as much as that, or any claim of a similar 
character. 

Mr. BADGER. TI desire to contribute my 
mite to the consumption of this day, and to aid 
in illustrating the excellence of that rule which 
the honorable Senator from Virginia persuaded 
the Senate to adopt during the last Congress; a 
rule which no two men in the Senate understand 
alike, and which presents this extraordinary spec- 
tacle, that every time it is undertaken to be en- 
forced, a day is taken up in deciding whether the 
amendment falls within it or not. I make that 
preliminary remark as the basis of the notice 
which I now give, that I will to-morrow move to j 
take up the resolution which I submitted seven 
weeks ago, to rid the Senate of this time-consum- 
ing, mischievous rule, which occupies the whole | 
time of the Senate upon these bills, in deciding 

whether we can consider questions, instead of con- 
sidering and deciding them. 

Having said this much, I desire to make this 
remark: When my friend from Tennessee of- 
fered this provision as an amendment to the defi- 
ciency bill, I said, and voted accordingly, that I 
thought it was a private claim within the rule, and 
excluded by it. I have been satisfied, in the dis- | 
cussion which has taken place to-day, that I was 
wrong, and I believe, and shall so vote, that itis 
a public claim, within the meaning of the rule, 
and ought to be received. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays 


|} come to this country. I have conversed with them. 


| get the representatives of the various tribes in the 


on receiving the amendment, and resulted—yeas 
30, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Brooke, 
Cass, Chariton, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, De 
Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Fish, Foot, Hous- 
ton, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mason, Morton, 
Sebastian, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Toucey, 
Upham, Wade, and Weller—3u. 

NAYS-Messrs. Bayard, Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Chase, 
Felch, Geyer, Hunter, King, Meriwether, Norris, Pratt, 
Stockton, aud Walker—14. 

So the Senate decided the amendment to be in 
order. 

The amendment was then agreed to. 


Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, under the 
direction of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I 
offer the following amendment: 


For defraying expenses incident to the visit of the Pueblo 
Indians, and their attendants, from New Mexico to Wash- 
ington, and to defray their expenses to their homes, the sum 
of $7,000. 

For general objects incidentto Indian service in New 
Mexico, $20,000. 

I am informed by a letter from the Department 
of the Interior, that these estimates would have į 
been laid before the Committee of Ways and | 
Means in the House, but for the fact that the De- 
partment was waiting for the arrival of Governor 
Calhoun, of New Mexico, from whom they ex- 
pected to obtain all the information necessary to | 
enlighten them upon this subject. But, unfortu- 
nately, Governor Calhoun died before he reached 
the State of Missouri. I believe he died upon the 
frontier of that State. Since his death, his secre- 
tary has arrived in this city, and itis upon a letter 
and information furnished by him that the Depart- 
ment of the Interior now ask this appropriation, 
by way of amendment to this bill. | 

These Indians are a small delegation, consisting 
of four Indians, perhaps, and an interpreter and 
guide. The appropriation is asked to pay their 
expenses from New Mexico here, and on their | 
return home. The general appropriation of $20,000 | 
is asked for the purpose of complying with prom- | 
ises made by Governor Calhoun, the Superin- 
tendent of Indian Affairs, ex oficio, in that Terri- 
tory, to certain tribes of Indians within its limits. 
The estimate made by the Secretary amounted to 
some $89,300; but the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in view of the next session of Congress 
being so near at hand, has cut them down to 
$27,500, and it is for that sum I ask the appropri- 
ation now, by way of amendment to the bill. If 
any Senator desires it, the letter of the Secretary 
can be read. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask whether this 
visit of the Indians was authorized by the Gov- 
ernment, or whether they were merely sent here 
by an agent? 

Mr. ATCHISON. I understand that it was 
authorized and very much desired by this Govern- 
ment. They are the only New Mexican Indians 
that everdid visitthe United States, and I am told 
that they are somewhat advanced in civilization 
beyond most Indians in New Mexico. They 
were sent here by Governor Calhoun, Superin- 
tendent of Indian Affairs there, and it was desired 
by the Government; and the appropriation is now 
asked for to defray the expenses. 

Mr. HUNTER. Did I understand that Gov- 
ernor Calhoun was authorized by the Department 
to bring them on? 

Mr. ATCHISON. I so understand it. 

Mr. HUNTER. If that be so, 1 have no ob- 
jection to the amendment; but this practice of 
agents bringing Indians here on their own motion, 
ought to be stopped. 

Mr. ATCHISON. It has been. 

Mr. DAWSON. I know these Indians. They 
are very intelligent, and can read and write the 
Spanish language with great fluency. They are 
sensible and honestmen. They came here forthe | 
purpose of ascertaining the character of our insti- | 
tutions. As the Senator from Missouri says, they 
are the first New Mexican Indians who have ever 


They express great admiration for our people, and 
deep amazement at the appearance of our country 
and the power of the Government. They give it 
as their opinion that it would be vastly advanta- 
geous to the Government of the United States to 


Territory of New Mexico to come here, to impress | 
them with our kindness toward them, and give 
them apprehensions, too, of our power to punish | 


them if they violate the laws of the country, or 


the rights of our citizens. I have no doubt that 
the $20,000 or $25,000 which it is now proposed 
to appropriate, will save this Government perhaps 
$250,000, or even $500,000, by the impression we 
make upon these Indians, and the information they 
will carry back to their people. It will be recol- 
lected that they are near five thousand miles from 
us, subject to our control. These Indians had 
never seen or known anything about an engine or 
steamboat. They came round by Buffalo and 
New York, here, and are amazed and perfectly 
astonished at what they have seen; and when they 
go back home and tell their people with whom they 
are now associated, their moral influence will be 
better than the influence of all your mounted men; 
they feel a moral influence; and it is an act of 
kindness, charity, and benevolence, and of good 
treatment on the part of our Government, thus to 
act towards them. I have a full knowledge of 
these facts, having had a conversation with them, 
and the only regret I feel is, that this amountis not 
larger. The Indians must have some presents made 
to them before they return; and I was about to 
propose the sum of $25,000 instead of $20,000, 
but some ef my friends say that we had better not 
change it. 

It is a little remarkable that the Indians of this 
Territory, that has so many Indians within its lim- 
its, so many different nations of Indians—should 
have no attention paid to them, whilst we have 
appropriated so much money to others on our 
borders. Why, sir, it isonly the skillful manage- 
ment of the government of the Territory of New 
Mexico—the kindness of that deceased Governor 
whose carriage can never be forgotten by the peo- 
ple living there—which has kept these Indians 
within the limits they have; and these Pueblo In- 
dians who are here now, express the kindness 
which they feel towards that individual, and say 
that through the arrangement he made, they have 
been kept in peace and quietness, under the ex- 
pectation that a treaty would be made by which 
they would be placed on the same footing as other 
Indians. I will consume no more time of the 
Senate, but hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. CASS. IJ agree with every word that has 
been said by the honorable Senator from Georgia. 
It is vastly better to acquire an influence over 
these Indians by kindness, and exhibiting the 
power of this Government to them, than itis by 
going to war with them. I know personally the 
fact, that, taking the wilder Indians through this 
country, and letting them see the actual power 
they would have to contend with, if they went to 
war, has a very good effect upon them. I shal} 
vote for the appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, I have 
several amendments which I wish to offer, by the 
direction of the Committee on Indian Affairs. The 
first is based upon an estimate from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, predicated upon an esti- 
mate made to him by the Colonel of the Corps of 
Topographical Engineers. It is to insert the fol- 
lowing: 


For expenses of running and marking the eastern boung- 
ary line of the Creek country, westof Arkansas, $7,990. 


That expense is rendered necessary for the pur- 
pose of fulfilling the stipulations of the treaty of 
1830 made with the Creek Indians. By that 
treaty—by which they agreed to emigrate west of 
Arkansas—their boundaries were prescribed, and 
the United States entered into the stipulation at 
their own expense, to mark out, survey, and des- 
ignate by sufficient monuments the boundaries be- 
tween the Creek and Cherokee Indians. There 
are two boundary lines which ought to be run, 
and which, in the course of time, must be run. 
The recommendation of the Department, however, 
is to confine the appropriation at this time entirely 
to the designation and running and marking with 
monuments the eastern boundary of the Creek 
country—that which separates the settled portion 
of the Creek nation from the most populous part 
of the country occupied by the Cherokee Indians. 
It is a boundary, but a very small portion of 
which is marked by any natural features. The 
line is to be surveyed, marked, and designated by 
monuments in order to prevent those aggressions 
which sometimes willfully and sometimes without 
intention are continually being madeupon the part 
of one tribe against the other. I understand it to 
be very much desired by the Creek and Cherokee 
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Indians that this portion of their boundary should | 
be marked. 

The estimate is based upon what appears to be 
a very correct and nice calculation of the expenses 
of running and designating the boundary with 
small cast-iron monuments, located at the distance 
of one mile apart, and also one at each of the an- 
gles of the boundary. I have in my possession 
the estimate, and I have also a communication 
from the Colonel of the Corps of Topographical 
Engineers, in which he estimates every item here 
mentioned, and which can be read if any Senator 
desires it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment | 
which [ wish to insert at the end of that portion | 
of the bill making provision for the payment of 
the Choctaws, is the following: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to examine the reservation claims of 
the Choctaws, Known as “ Bay Indians,” and all those 
Indians in whose cases the serip awarded by the late Board 
of Commissioners has not been issued; and where he shall 
find that such Indians are clearly entitled to Jand under the 
fourteenth article of the treaty of 1830, and under the sev- 
eral acts heretofore passed in relation to such claims, he is 
hereby authorized to extend to such claimants the provis- 
ions applicable to such claims in the acts of the 23d of Au- 
gust, 1842, and the 3d of March, 1845. 

A word of explanation may be necessary in re- 
gard to this amendment. It is unanimously rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
and embraces succinctly the provisions of a bill 
which passed the Senate without any question, I 
believe, some time since. It is general in its char- 
acter, and embraces a solitary remnant of Choc- 
taws who have never been provided for under the 
treaty of 1830. A portion of the provisions of 
that treaty authorized such Choctaws as chose to 
remain in the country, to take reservations of six 
hundred and forty acres each. That provision of 
the treaty was complied with, in respect to a large 
proportion of those who chose to remain. But 
there was a portion who did remain in the country 
who signified their intention of claiming reserves 
and become citizens of the States, who made ap- 
plication before the Board of Commissioners con- 
stituted for the examination of their claims, whose 
claims were examined, and testimony taken in re- 

ard to them; but according to the report of the 

ommissioners themselves, it is shown that the 
time for the sitting of the Commission expired be- | 
fore they were able to render up the formal decrees 
in the case. The entire records of their proceed- 
ings are on file in the office of the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs. 

The amendment which I have offered is in- 
tended only to include those Indians who were not 
provided for, in consequence of an omission over 
which they themselves had no control, and whose 
names are embraced in the records of the Com- 
mission on file at the Indian Department, It em- 
braces no new case; it provides for the adjudica- | 
tion of no new class of cases; it introduces no 
new class not provided for in the act of 1844, and 
the subsequent act of 1845. I believe that no one 
who has ever looked into the case, has entertained 
the slightest question as to the justness of this 
provision. If it be desired by any Senator to 
have a more accurate knowledge of the circum- 
stances, the Senators from Mississippi, who are 
personally cognizant of the history of this trans- 
action, from its inception to its termination, will 
be able to give a most Jucid and satisfactory ex- 
planation of it. The amendment provides for the 
payment of no money; but only for the issuing of 
scrip to these Indians as it was issued to other In- 
dians coming within the same class, under the 
laws of 1842 and 1845. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I am directed, also, by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, to offer the follow- 
ing amendment, to be inserted in that portion of 
the bill which provides for the payment of the 
Seminole Indians: 

That the Secretary of War be directed to pay to each of 
the survivors, or to the heirs of those who have died, of the 
Seminole warriors who were mustered into the service of | 
the United States, at Fort Brooke, in December, 1835, an 
amount equal to three months’ pay and allowance of a pri- 
vate soldier in the Army of the United States: Provided, 
That the amount so paid shal} not exceed $3,870: And pro- 
vided, also, That such amount paid shall be in fall of all | 
claims of said friendly Seminoles, during the Florida war, | 
for compensation and for indemnity on account of losses 
sustained. 

This amendment is for a small amount, and is 


intended for the payment of one hundred and 


twenty-nine Seminoles, who were mustered into 
the service of the United States in the Seminole 
war of 1835-36. The reason why they were not 
paid, was that the original muster-roll was lost. 
The report which the committee have made in 
regard to the case, states that there were one hun- 
dred and twenty-nine Seminoles, who were mus- 
tered into the service of the United States on the 
order of Major General Gaines; and the only diffi- 
culty was to ascertain what was the period of ser- 
vice for which they were engaged by the United 
States. 

I believe that the Senator from Tennessee, {[Mr. 
Bext,] now a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, once had this subject under his charge, 
and according to a statement made by one of the 
officers of the Army, it is understood that he 
reported that there were a less number of Indians 
engaged for one month. Since then, however, 
the letters and certificates of the officers, who had 
these Indians in charge in the Florida war, have 
been obtained, by which it is found that the pre- 
cise number mustered into service by Captain 
Sanders, in December, 1835, was one hundred and 
twenty-nine; and that they held themselves in the 
service of the United States, and were actually en- 
gaged in the service from that time till the Ist of 
April, 1836, when they were emigrated by the 
United States to the western boundary of Arkan- 
sas. The only difficulty that ever presented itself 
was as to the number that served and the length 
of time they served. The commanding officers 
certified that the Indians were undoubtedly en- 
titled to pay; and the amendment which I have 


offered places them upon precisely the same foot- | 


ing with the other soldiers of the United States. It 
gives them the ordinary pay and emoluments of a 
private soldier for three months. I believe that 
there was among the papersa complete roll of the 
Indians, which was taken from the original mus- 
ter-roll. That, however, was lost and could not 
be obtained. 

There were in addition some other losses which 
these Indians suffered in consequence of their fidel- 
ity to the United States. These are not embraced 
in this amendment. But the Indians are required 
to release those claims before this payment is to 
be made to them. I believe there is no fact upon 
which their right is based about which any ques- 
tion can be made. The evidence consists entirely 
of the certificates of the military officers who had 
the Indians in charge, which are on file in the 
Indian Department. The principal certificate is 
that of Captain Casey, who, on the 23d of Janu- 
ary, 1847, certified, that on or about the 31st of 
December, 1835, the friendly Seminoles were 
enrolled by him, under the order of Brevet Major 
F. S. Betton; that the number enrolled was one 
hundred and twenty-nine; that their services were 
rendered whenever required until about the period 
of their emigration in April, 1836. He also states 
that they were armed on being enrolled; that they 
furnished details to assist in guarding the fort 
whenever the hostiles approached; sent out spies 
and scouting parties regularly, and frequently 
had several conflicts with the enemy; furnished a 
guard for cattle, &c. The certificate states the 
length of service, and its character—that it was a 
very irregular and dangerous service on which 
they were engaged. 1 believe l have now given 
a short and succinct statement of the claim, which 
I presume will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Indians were mustered 
into service at that time, why were they not paid? 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. As I stated, the original 
muster-roll was lost; and the facts of the case, 
which the committee have stated, have been de- 
rived from a certified transcript of one of the rolls 
obtained, I believe, from the private possession of 
one of the officers, Colonel Betton, who was in 
command. It appears that these Indians were 
enlisted by order of Major General Gaines. One 
thing is certain, they havenever been paid. Such 
is the statement from the War Department. The 
estimate upon which this amendment is based 
comes from the Paymaster’s Department, and I 
presume there can be no question as to the fact of 
service having been rendered, and there having been 
no payment for it. : 

Mr. CASS. Before I vote for this amendment 
I should like to be satisfied in regard to one point. 
This transaction occurred a great many years ago, 
and I do not understand why the claim was not 
brought forward before. We ought to look with 


| 
| 
| 


suspicion upon these old claims. The certificate 
read by the honorable Senator from Arkansas is 
not entirely satisfactory to me. It would seem to 
me that those Indians were a kind of minute-men 
who went out occasionally, and yet were not act- 
ually engaged in the service. I did not hear the 
certificate distinctly; but I think it stated that 
whenever these Indians were wanted they made 
their appearance, and were sent out; but it was 
not stated that they were in actual service. Imay 
have misunderstood the certificate, but that is my 
impression, that they were not regularly on the 
muster-roll, as men who are mustered into the 
service and mustered out of it. There should be 
some such certificate as that to authorize the 
payment. I think that is a very loose memoran- 
dum from which the Senator has read. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The report in this case is 
a very short one. It refers to official documents. 
If Senators will hear it read, I think it will sat- 
isfy their scruples. I thereforeask thatthe report 
be read. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was referred 
the petition of Holata Emathla and other Seminoles, for 
compensation for services rendered during the Florida 
war, beg leave to report: 

That the evidence before the committee shows, that when 
the Florida war broke out, a party of friendly Seminoles 
were assembled at Tampa Bay for emigration. That about 
the time of Dade’s massacre, the garrison at Fort Brooke 
being small, and surrounded by a Jarge Indian force, the offi- 
cer in command armed and enrolled a number of the 
friendly warriors, and put them on the defensive as auxil- 
aries. 

In February, 1836, seventy-five or eighty of these warri- 
ors, by order of Major General Gaines, proceeded with that 
officer to the With la-coo chee, under the immediate com- 
inand of Captain W.G. Sanders. After an absence of one 
month in this service, they returned to Tampa Bay, and in 
April, 1836, the whole party was removed to the Indian 
territory west of Arkansas, by an agent of the Government. 

These facts are established by the testimony of Colonel 
Betton, of the Army, and of Captain Sanders, the officer in 
charge of the detachment under General Gaines, corroho~ 
rated by the certificate of the latter officer, and of Captain 
Casey. The officer under whom these Indian volunteers 
served, all concurred in certifying that they were all entitled 
topay. The only question is, how many are to be paid, 
and for what time? 

The original muster rolls appear to have been lost; Col- 
onel Betton, who first engaged their services, says, in a let- 
ter to the War Department, dated July 16, 1848, twelve 
years after the occurrence: ‘I armed some fifty or sixty of 
the bands under the above chiefs,” (Holata Emathta and 
Black Dirt.) He adds, ‘I believe they were regularly mus- 
tered, and perhaps Captain Casey, now of the Subsistence 
Department, who spoke the Seminole language well, may 
have performed that duty. Such rolls, however, may have 
been lost,” &e. 

On the other hand, Captain Casey himself certifies, on the 
23d of January, 1847, that on or about the 3Lst of Decem- 
ber, 1835, the friendly Seminole warriors were enrolled by 
him under the order of Brevet Major F.S. Betton, and that 
“the number enrolled by me on December 31, 1825, was 
one hundred and twenty-nine, and that their services were 
rendered whenever required, until about the period of their 
emigration in April, 1836.7? He also states that they were 
armed on being enrolled; furnished details to assist in 
guarding the fort whenever the hostiles approached; sent 
out spies and scouting parties regularly and frequently; had 
several conflicts with the enemy; captured several of the 
hostiles; furnished a guard for cattle, &c., &c. 

Major General Gaines states, that seventy-five of these 
Indians were with him for one month, on the expedition to 
the With-la-coo-chee, under the command of Captain 
Saunders, and are entitled to pay for that time. 

The War Department furnishes a list of eighty warriors, 
as having served with Captain Sanders during the time 
specified by General Gaines. 

Captain Sanders certifies on a duplicate of the War De- 
partment roll, that about the time of General Clinch’s first 
battie, the friendly Seminole warriors, then at Tampa Bay, 
to the number of one hundred and twenty, were taken into 
the service of the army by Major F. S. Betton, and assisted 
in the military defense of that fort and region ; that several 
of them were killed and wounded in that vicinity, and that 
seventy-six of the hundred and twenty proceeded under his 
command to the With la-coo-chee, by order of General 
Gaines; that he cannot tel which four of the eighty on the 
roll were not with him, and that “it was of no conse- 
quence,” well knowing that < all of the hundred and twen- 
ty were in service, and thatall ought to have been mustered 
and paid for their services.’? 

The committee are of opinion that the evidence shows 
that but seventy-six of the friendly Seminoles were in ser- 
vice under General Gaines. But it cannot be doubted that 
those who were retained at Tampa as auxiliaries by Major 
Betton, and performed then the services described by Cap- 
tains Casey and Sanders, are equally entitled to pay. 

As to the entire number in service, the precise statement 
of Captain Casey, who mustered them, confirmed as itis in 
a great measure by Captain Sanders, is more likely to be 
correct than the more vague account of Major Betton. Cap- 
tain Casey says he mustered one hundred and twenty-nine ; 
he also certifies that their services were rendered whenever 
required, until about the period of their emigration in April, 
1836. According to the statement ofthis officer, who seems 
to have had the Indians specially in charge, one hundred 
and twenty-nine warriors are entitled to pay for at least 
three months’ services, from December, 1835, until April 
1836. 
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Reliable information has reached the committee thatthese 


Indians rendered themselves, by their adherence to the | 


United States, peculiarly obnoxious to the hostile Semi- 
noles, and that they lost, in consequence, a good deat of 
property in the shape of cattle and horses. Up to this day 
they have never received from the Government any indem- 
nity for losses, or pay for their Services. Fhe treaty with 
the Creeks and Seminoles, of January , 1845, unfortunately 
cut them off from alt hope of obtaining indemnity without 
making any provision in their favor. This fact presents an 
additional reason for a prompt and liberal adjustment of 
their claim for pay. The committee, therefore, recommend 
an allowance of three months’ pay to the one hundred and 
twenty-nine warriors mustered by Captain Casey; and 
herewith submit a bili for that purpose. 

Mr. BRIGHT. By whom is that report made? 

The PRESIDENT. By the Senator from Ar- 
kansas, [Mr. Szsastian,] from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that this is a 
private claim; but I suppose that, from the recent 
decision of the Senate, they do not mean to regard 
that rule any longer. It strikes me, however, 
that if we go into this sort of legislation, we ought 
to throw some additional guards about it, in order 
to ascertain that the payments be made to proper 
persons. 

The question being taken on the amendment, 
there were—ayes 16, noes 16. 


So that it was rejected. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The Senator from Mis- 
sissippi, [Mr. Apams,] voted in favor of the 
amendment after the eye of the Chair had passed 
him, and he was not counted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris 
in the chair.) The decision has been announced; 
the Chair therefore thinks that it is too late to 
make any question as to it. 3 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. The next amendment 
which I wish to offer is to insert the following: 

For expense of compiling a map, under the supervision 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, for the use of the 
committees of the Senate, showing the present boundary 
of the Indian territory, and the location of the various In- 
dian tribes within the United States, $300. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. T have one other amend- 
ment to offer. It is to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be authorized and 
requested to ascertain the names of those Cherokees resi- 
ding‘east of the Mississippi river who were entitled to, but 
not paid their per capita allowance under the treaties of 
1835 and 1846, and cause to be paidto them the like amount 
as was paid to the others entitled: Provided, That the 
number shall not exceed sixty ; and the sum necessary for 
that purpose is hereby appropriated. 

A word of explanation as to that amendment. 
I perceive the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance is about making an attempt to get the floor. 
l am notatallastonished atit; for I believe, when- 
ever the name ‘‘ Cherokee” is mentioned, there 
is an involuntary shudder which seems to disturb 
his sensibilities. I have, therefore, some misgiv- 
ings for the success of the amendment. It, how- 
ever, embraces a small class; and I shall, after a 
few words of explanation, leave the amendment 
to the Senate. I will state the facts briefly. 

I believe it is in the recollection of the Senate, 
that about two years since we appropriated, upon 
a final settlement with the Cherokees, some million 
and a half or two millions of dollars, said to be 
due them under the treaties of 1835 and 1846. In 
the administration of that law, however,—in the 
payment and distribution of that money, some of 
the Indians were omitted. As a matter of course, 
it was supposed there would be some defect in the 
execution of the law. In the first place, the sum 
appropriated to the Cherokees had to be divided 
between those east and those west of the Missis- 
sippi, after the division was made according to the 
census taken under the authority of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs. The number of those 
residing east of the Mississippi was ascertained, 
and an amount of money sufficient to pay them 
their proportion was dispatched to the pay agent, 
who distributed it among those who had been 
piacere the pay-roll by the agent who had 

een directed by the Department to take the names 
of the Indians. There were, I believe, about two 
hundred who made application to go on the roll 
as Cherokees, who were decided by the agent not 
to be entitled, and were rejected. No provision is 
of course to be made for them. Their appropri- 
ation is an adjudicated matter, and it may be their 
misfortune, but it is certainly one not to be reme- 
died. ‘There were others who, in consequence of 
circumstances which Senators can easily imagine, 
were not placed upon the rolls—those who were 


living far from the place where the Indians were 
convened, who escaped the notice 
by the agent, a small number of whom were in- 
duced to believe that by accepting the distribution 
they waived their right to some extraordinary pre- 
tensions which they had set up under the treaty 
of 1835 to lands within the limits of North Caro- 
| lina. ‘These constitute only a few, and I under- 
| stand from the best estimate that can be obtained, 
that they will not exceed sixty. These persons 
were evidently entitled under the treaty, but the 
fund which was appropriated for them has been 
exhausted, and the question is, whether we will 


of those persons, or leave them in their present 
situation? 

The Committee on Indian Affairs took this ques- 
tion into consideration, and believed that, inas- 


would be better to pay them (although it should 
be done out of the Treasury of the United States) 
the amount to which they were entitled under the 
treaty, and which they had not been paid by the 


a claim which they were certain would never die. 
Most of these persons have madetheir application 
; in writing to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs. Of course there could be no response to 
them, except that there was no money on hand. 
Statements made out by gentlemen from North 
Carolina and Georgia and Alabama have rendered 
| it certain that there are not existing sixty of these 
persons; possibly not over thirty. 

The amendment, however, limits the number 
of Indians to whom payment may be made to 
sixty. 1 believe that number will embrace the full 
amount. Itlies entirely within the discretion of 
the Senate whether they will make a provision for 
the payment of these sixty additional Indians. 

I am of the opinion, thatin the execution of the 
law involving the disbursement of so much money 
as that of the appropriation under the Cherokee 
treaties of 1835 and 1846, we have been remark- 
ably successful; and it presents a very rare in- 
stance of the perfect execution of a law with so 
little complaint. If in the disbursement of about 
$2,000,000 among fifteen thousand or sixteen 
thousand Indians we have only overlooked or es- 
caped some fifty or sixty, we have been remark- 
ably fortunate. 


entitled to an allowance under the terms of the 


i treaty. Theirinterestis per capite—-an interest which i 


we have always regarded as vested, and which 
| could not be paid to others. 
all attributable to the pay agent, or the agent who 


' dians. 


| expected under the circumstances; and, consider- 


| ing all things, he has succeeded remarkably well į 


| 
| 
| 
| in the accuracy with which he made out this roll, 

| present this case with the considerations for, 
| and those against it, and the Senate can decide 
; whether, under the circumstances, they feel author- 
| ized to make an additional appropriation to quiet, 
| probably, the last clamors with which we shall 
i 


| beimportuned in reference to the execution of | 


| this treaty. 


to know from the Senator from Arkansas whether 
the adoption of this amendment will not amount 
to a virtual repeal of the provision made in the 
last appropriation for the Cherokees that it should 
| be a final settlement? because if we reopen it as to 
| these Indians, how can we refuse to reopen it unto 
| the others? How do we know that there may not 
| be other claims? 


| ator, that so far from opening what was certainly 
' intended to be understood on all sides as a final 
i settlement, this amendment acknowledges the 
| finality of that settlement. As I said before, if 
this amount of money be paid, it isa gratuity over 


| the treaty. There was so much money due to ` 


| the entire Cherokee nation—to be distributed per 
i capita, Unavoidably, in the distribution of that 
; money, fifty or sixty persons, according to the 


| best evidence before us, were omitted to be placed 
| upon the pay roll, who were evidently entitled 
; under the treaty, As I said before, the fund is 


i gone, There is no pretense that any more is due 


| them; and 1 think it isa question of policy on our 


that was given | 


make an additional appropriation for the payment | 


much as there were so few of these Indians, it į 


disbursing agent, rather than to be importuned by į 


As I before said, these Indians are evidently | 


There is no fault at |! 


was directed to ascertain the number of the In- |! 
He undoubtedly performed his duty with | 
as much skill and as much fidelity as could be |! 


Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I should like | 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I would say to the Sen- ‘! 


; and above the amount due to the Cherokees under . 
i 
i 


part whether we will pay this small additional 
sum to quiet what I think will be thelast demand 
upon the Government arising under this treaty. I 
am of opinion that we had better pay this small 
amount of money as a gratuity, in order to fulfill 
literally the terms of the treaty, than to be con- 
tinually importuned with these claims, which we 
know have an immortality. 

Mr. BELL. The only difficulty I see about 
this matter is, as to the mode of ascertaining who 
these eastern Cherokees are. It is some fifteen or 
sixteen years since the treaty was made; and I am 
satisfied that under the appropriation which was 
made some time ago to the North Carolina In- 
dians, a great deal of fraud was practiced in the 
ascertainment of the Indians who were entitled, 
I forget what those frauds were; but 1 know that, 
as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
I had occasion at one time to look into it, and I 
found that every sort of claim had been trumped 
up from the year 1835 to the time that the exam- 
ination was made, Claims were set up for alleged 
heirs of Indians who had been extinct for years— 
claims depending upon very uncertain proof. 

Now, I have no objection at all to make an ap- 
propriation to pay the per capita allowance under 
the treaty of 1835 to all whoshall be, with reason- 
able certainty, ascertained to be entitled to it. 
The difficulty is to ascertain now, after this lapse 
of time, who are entitled. I donot know whether 
it is a fact, but I have heard it said that some 
Cherokees have returned from the west to the 
east occasionally, and set up some of these claims. 
| That was an allegation under the former exam- 
ination. 

I make these remarks for the purpose of calling 
the attention of the'Senator from Arkansas and of 
the Senate to the propriety of making some amend- 
| ment to the amendment, by which this claim shall 
| be ascertained in such a way that we shall think 
| there is some security that we shal} not have to 
pay a large batch of claimants who are not enti- 
tled. I know that a great many claims would be 
|, Set up in that country, founded upon a very little 
|| evidence. Cunning, ingenious white men may 
| go among the Indians, and for the purpose of put- 
| 
1 


ting something into their own pockets, they can 
get up almost any number of claims, and get the 
|| Indians to allege that they are entitled, And un- 
less provision is made for a very close examina- 


give any assur- 
_ ance of truth. I think if provision was made that 
|, the Secretary should send an experienced officer 
i; of the Indian Department to make that examina- 
tion in the country—one who had knowledge of 
the frauds formerly practiced, we should then 
have some assurance that all would be right, or at 
|, least as much assurance as in the nature of things 
we could have. There are some officers in the 
i Indian Department who could make such an ex- 
‘i amination. If Mr. Mix, for example, were sent 
, on such a mission, I should have the greatest con- 
fidence that he would eviscerate the facts as far as 

| he could with reasonable scrutiny, But, then, we 
ought to enlarge the appropriation and pay the 
| agent for his expenses, and if necessary, give him 
: some extra compensation. I believe Mr. Mix is 
only a clerk, receiving a moderate salary—I do 
not know what itis. But, if some such officeras 
he were to go, I should feel some assurance that 
we should be called upon to pay no more, or not 
much more than was due, for I know that some 
frauds will be practiced under any circumstances. 
Mr, SEBASTIAN. The suggestions of the 
‘Senator from Tennessee are entitled to their 
; weight, and are considerations which legitimately 
arise out of the nature of this case. Itis very true 
that the amendment ought to be guarded in such 
& way as to prevent frauds arising in the admin- 
. istration of this small amount of money; for it is 
undoubtedly true that if temptation is held out, or 
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any door is left open for the perpetration of frauds, 
there is nothing in the character of the Indians, 
and the unscrupulous white men who go among 
them, to warrant us in believing that a great many 
frauds will not be perpetrated as long as the Treas- 
ury is laid open to their applications. 

In speaking of these applications being in 
writing, l was probably not understood by the 
Senator. Many of the applications have been 
in writing-—-complaining that these Indians were 
not placed upon the pay roll. I do not say that 
all of the applications have been in writing; on 
the contrary, | know that many of them have not 
been. Many of the Indians are known to be in 
existence who, from unavoidable circumstances, 
were omitted in the pay-roll which was made out 
under the authority of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs. I learned the names of a number of them 
—some from a Representative from the State of 
Georgia, in the other House, a portion from a 
Representative from the northern part of Alabama, 
and some from the declarations and statements 
made by the pay agent who went there, and who 
was satisfied, from the applications made to him, 
that there were genuine and bona fide Cherokees 
clearly entitled, who were not embraced on his 
pay-roll, and who would have been paid, but for 
the fact that their names were omitted from the 
roll, 

I would state further, for the information of the 
Senator from Tennessee, that there is, I think, one 
means of identifying every genuine Indian entitled 
under the treaty of 1835; and that is, the census 
made out by the terms of that treaty, upon which 
all who were genuine Indians were required to be 
enrolled for the very purpose of receiving the ben- 
efits of the treaty, and for the very purpose of 
avoiding any difficulty about the identity of the 
persons who were to receive payments under the 
provisions of the treaty. hat roll, generally 
called by the Indians the roll of 1836, is now in 
the archives of the Indian office. 

It may be true,and I have no doubt such is the 
fact, that some of the western Cherokees have 
emigrated back to North Carolina. But they have 


been paid, and the names of those who have been | 


paid are on the pay rolls of the agents who have 
distributed the money under the treaties of 1835 
and 1846. So that I do not apprehend any difti- 
culty on that score. I am perfectly willing to re- 
ceive any additional amendments to confine this 
appropriation to the very small class for whose 
benefit it is intended. T shall receive, as a favor, 
any suggestion which will end in the incorporation 
of aproperamendment. An amendment has been 
sent tome by a friend, which, as far as it goes, 
meets my approbation, and I therefore move to 
amend the amendment which has been offered, by 
adding the following proviso: 

Provided, That no Indian shall receive any payment 
under this section who has already received what he was 
entitled to under the said treaties. 

Mr. HUNTER. There is one argument urged 
by the Senator from Arkansas in relation to this 
claim, which carried weight with me. He says, 
we know these claims are immortal, and that they 
will ultimately pass—that if the claim is made, it 
is as well to pay it at once. I think experience 
shows that there is much in this argument. I 
know of none of these claims which do not ulti- 
mately pass. It seems to be almost a waste of 
time to resist them. We have a full Treasury, 
and it seems to be the determination to expend 
what is in it. 

I had hoped that this Cherokee matter was 


closed when the last appropriation was made and | 


pronounced to bea ‘‘ final” satisfaction of their 
claims. We are reopening it now as to persons, 
and it will not be long before we shall reopen it as 
to claims, for the purpose of letting in other claims 
than those originally designed to be provided for. 
These are some of the fruits of the practice that 
commenced, I think, in relation to these Cherokee 
treaties—the practice of going behind the treaty 
itself for the purpose of ascertaining what were 
the parol declarations of the agents and commis- 
sioners at the time the treaty was made, and the 
attempt to execute, not what the treaty provided, 


but what might be proved by interested persons— | 


what the agents themselves had declared, and 
whatever understanding they might set up in rela- 
tion toit. I have no doubt, sir, that the adoption 
of this amendment will in the end serve to reopen 
the matter still further; and I have as little doubt 


that what the Senator from Arkansas says is true, 
that the claim will ultimately be allowed, and I do 
not know that we gain anything by resisting it. 
Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, if I were called 
upon, I should state deliberately that the Senator 
from Virginia, chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, is one of the most amiable and imperturba- 
ble men I ever met with in my life. Why, hespeaks 
of this matter in kind terms, as if we never had 
known of these Indian claims before. We were 
called upon for a large amount, on a former occa- 
sion, in favor of these Indians, and an extended 
discussion took place upon it, and at last it was 
concluded that we would go the whole bait, swallow 
it all; and that we might deem ourselves as finally 


clause, and said that it was an end of the matter; 
that it was in final satisfaction of all the demands 
in favor of these Indians against the Government. 
But one brief session of Congress passes away, 
and so far from its being a settlement, up comes 
individuals presenting their claims and asking that 
we shall open this “ final settlement’’—shali go 
into a reinvestigation of the matter—shall ascertain 
who have any claims that were not ascertained, 
and pay them. Why, sir, this is very extraor- 
dinary. 

The Senator from Virginia is certainly right 
that this is an outrage upon the generosity of the 
Senate. But he speaks of it kindly; and he con- 
cludes that, as these claims are immortal, and will 
be paid, we might as well surrender at first as at 
last—come down and pay the money, and, if pos- 
sible, get another receipt. Now, for my part, I 
am disposed to stand by what we have done here- 
| tofore, rely upon the receipt we have heretofore 
i taken, and say, on this occasion, to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, “ We will not deviate from 
the receipt we have formerly taken—we will not 
reopen these matters—we will not appropriate any 
more money for this purpose.” If the Senate 
will do that, it occurs to me that we shall hear 
nothing more from the Senator from Arkansas in 
regard to the Cherokees; for he has certainly 
| Spoken of them to an extent hardly endurable by 
any other condition of the nervous system than 
that of the Senator from Virginia. (Laughter. 
The Senator from Virginia seems to bear it pa- 
tiently; but I wish that he would stand up a little 
more, and stand firmly, until he finds that he will 
have to yield. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator mistakes me 
very much if he supposes that I intend to vote for 
the amendment. If he wishes to arrest it, he had 
better give me a little of his assistance. 

Mr. WALKER. [am doing so. 

Mr. CHARLTON. I do not know anything 
in reference to the original consideration; but I do 
know this: that I have received communications 
from Georgia—which I know to be correct—from 
persons who state that this whole difficulty arose 
in consequence of the want of proper advertise- 
| ment to the Indians who were entitled to the 
money. These advertisements were not made in 
the public press; but they were made at cross 
roads and divers other places; and persons who 
were entitled to the money, knew nothing at all 
about it. Now, surely they should not be pro- 
hibited by any terms in that treaty in reference to 
its finality, from coming in to receive that which 
is justly due to them, and which has been ac- 
knowledged by the Government to be due to them. 
The difficulty arises exclusively out of the fact 
that they have not been advised that they were 
entitled to this claim. f am sure that is the case 
in one instance, and I dare say it is in others. 
that be the case, where is the necessity, where is 
the justice of refusing this appropriation? 

I hope my friend from Virginia will continue to 
have the amiable disposition which the Senator 
| from Wisconsin has attributed to him, and that he 
will not resist the claim. It isa small amount, 
but it is of very large consequence to those inter- 


The whole difficulty has arisen because the parties 
entitled were not properly forewarned of the time 
when, and place where, they should come forward 
and make their claims known. 

Mr. CASS. Ido not see why the principle of 
this amendment, if carried out, should not apply 
to all payments to Indians of annuities where they 
are required to be paid per capita. -Indians might 
come forward and say that they were not adver- 
tised of the payment of an annuity, and therefore 


rid and clear of it, we put in a “ final settlement” || 


If || 


ested. Nothing has been said against its justice. || 


did not receive their per capita allowance, and de- 
mand it of the Government. I do not see wh 
this principle may not apply to every case, if it 
can be applied to this case; and if it does apply, 
almost every Indian will say: ‘The agent was 
mistaken; I did not receive my proper annuities; 
I could not go there and get payment. You ùn- 
dertook to give so much per capita, but you did 
| not comply with your contract. I have not got 
my allowance.” Besides, it appears to me that 
the whole facts of the case are entirely too loose 
| to warrant legislation. If we can make this pro- 
| vision for sixty men, why not extend it to six 
; thousand men, on the same ground? I am op- 
| posed to it. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I take this oc- 
casion to say that I have listened to this discussion 
with great satisfaction, because it has brought me 
| to the conclusion that I can, without violation of 
my conscientious feelings of right, vote for once 
| with the Senator from Virginia against an appro- 
priation. Ido it with great pleasure; and as we 
all have some strong interest in maintaining him ` 
| in his health and popularity, I call upon the Sen- 
i ate to unite with me and others in voting down 
this amendment as an encouragement to the vigi- 
i lance of the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 

nance. è ; 

Mr. CHARLTON. I have only one word 
more to say. ‘The Senator from North Carolina, 
I admit, is a very liberal man in reference to claims 
| generally; and I only wonder that he has turned 
round now at the time when he should hold on 
strongly in the cause of right and justice. If a 
bill were passed making an appropriation to the 
; members of Congress—I grant you, as we are 
| keen and astute in reference to our rights, con- 
structive mileage and others—it would be very 
proper that, after two or three years, if we had 
not made our application, we should be refused 
payment. I apprehend, however, that that case, 
unfortunately, never will arise. But here is a 
case where you are going to make payment of a 
; certain amount of money, and you are not fore- 
warning the beneficiaries of the time and place at 
| which they should come and receive it. If thig 
claim is just, | ask Senators if there is any reason 
to call it a stale claim, when you have never nott- 
| fied the individuals of the place where, and the time 
; when they should come forward and receive it? 
| Why, sir, one of the objections to Caligula was, 
| that he posted his laws so high that nobody could 
read them. But this is worse still. You pass 
laws; you put them in your statute-book, and ex- 
pect the Cherokees and their descendants to read 
f them, and do not give them a chance to do so. 
| But you send your agent there, and, like Caligula, 
| he sticks up his notices upon some of the cross- 
roads; and when these people, forewarned now 
| for the first time by being refused payment, pre- 
| sent their claim, we are told that it is a stale claim. 

I hope my friend, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, will go with me in this matter, and not sus- 
tain the Senator from Virginia. I know it is the 
business of the Senator from Virginia—-and he 
does it faithfully and truly—to look closely into 
all these claims; but why this extraordinary vigi- 
lance over this small claim? I ask Senators if 
they believe this claim to be just? and if nobody 
| can gainsay what I said, (and which I said, I 
| think, on proper authority,) then this claim is 
just, for the proper notification was not given to 
these Indians, and they should vot be thrown 
aside from the Treasury of this Government in 
consequence of the acts of the Government itself. 

Mr. CASS. The Senator from Georgia will 
| allow me to say, that I think he misapprehends the 
condition of these Indians. I do not believe the 
fact, that there ever was to be a payment of money 
to any Indian tribe whatever, which was pre- 
viously made known to the tribe—that they were 
not all there to receive it. The fact that there is 
money to be paid operates upon them like the 
fiery cross did upon the Scotch. They come from 
one end of the land to the other, and present their 
claims. It is utterly impossible, I think, from 
my knowledge of the Indians, to keep from them 
| the fact that money is to be paid. They will all 
i know of such a thing. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. A word in reference to 
the suggestion of the honorable Senator from 
Michigan. Every word that falls from that hon- 
orable Senator in connection with appropriations 
for Indians of course receives a consideration here 


2154 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August 10, 


entitling it to more than ordinary respect. But 
that honorable Senator will allow me to say to 
him that here was an investigation spreading over 
the territory of four States, and embracing hun- 
dreds of Indians, many of them thirty or forty 
miles apart. In the first place, an agent went for 
the purpose of ascertaining the number of Indians; 
and afterwards another followed in his wake with 
the money of the Government for the purpose of 

aying them. The declaration that that Senator 
has made, founded upon his knowledge of the In- 
dian character, was true. The Indians were all 
round the pay table. They were there complain- 
ing that their names had not been placed upon the 
roll by the previous agent, whose duty it was to 
identify them. The Indians could not be paid 
unless their names were upon the roll. But true 
to the instincts of the Indian character—and it 
illustrates the truth of what the Senator says— 
they were there. 

But there is another feature in this case which 
astonishes me more than anything else I have ever 
met with asa member of the Senate. The duties 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs are at best 
but a thankless task; and in the investigations 
which they make, they do it independent of those 
auspices, considerations, and soft influences which 
too often pervade the Senate, and which advocate 
by arguments, too frequently irresistible, the adop- 


tion of measures which are enforced by more | 


powerful considerations. But the Indians are a 
ependent people, without political power or pat- 
ronage, who come here always as suppliants upon 
the generosity and justice of the Government; and 
when we give a patient investigation to one of 
their claims, and report it as worthy the favorable 
consideration of this body, there are some who 
pounce down upon it with that kind of opposition 
which seems to argue that everything connected 
with Indian affairs is necessarily rotten in its in- 
cipiency, and corrupt in its history throughout. 

But that is not the circumstance to which I 
particularly allude. It is, that the distribution of 
this small appropriation is to be in North Caro- 
lina, and the Senator from North Carolina has 
evinced a stern kind of justice in refusing to 
vote this little favor. Why, sir, if any gentleman 
gets up here and moves something to be disbursed 
in Arkansas, I take it under my most favorable 
consideration, and it requires arguments of the 
Sternest and strongest character to induce me to 
abandon it. Here we see the rare instance of a 
Senator, from the State where the disbursement is 
to be made, considering the justice of the claim 
in which it originates. When I see this, I am in- 
duced to believe that I myself am not infallible. 
Tam induced to believe that there is something 
wrong in this case, and that it comes tous, really, 
in a questionable shape. Iam disposed to sig- 
nalize so rare an occasion as this by something 
that is almost equally as rare; and that is to with- 
draw the amendment. Were it not that it is the 
amendment of the committee, and that I have no 
voice now in their decision, in order that my 
course might be signalized by something as rare 
as that which has distinguished the Senator from 
North Carolina, I should withdraw it. 
however, submit this case to the Senate. It is 
reully too simple a matter to engage the attention 
of this venerable body for so long a time, and I 
will, without another word, submit it to the de- 
cision of the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, lam extremely 
sorry that my friend from Arkansas has made 
the remark which has just fallen from him, be- 
cause it revealed a trait in his character of the ex- 


I will, ; 


istence of which I had no knowledge before, that | 


when an appropriation is proposed to be made, 
he inquires not primarily into the justice of the 


demand, but into the section of country in which | 


the money is to be expended. Now, I never 
trouble myself about where the money is to be 
expended; my only anxiety is to ascertain whether 
it is honestly and justly due, and whether, under 
the circumstances, the Government ought to pay 
it. I would as cheerfully vote for an appropria- 


tion of a sum of money, to be expended among 
my friend’s 


friends in Arkansas as | would for the | 


same sum to be expended among my friends in | 


North Carolina. But until my friend mentioned 
that this opproprietian wasto be expended in North 
Carolina, 1 knew not where it was to be spent; 
and now it is a matter of entire indifference to me. 

Perhaps if the idea had struck me at the begin- 


ning, that it was to be so spent, I might have con- 
tented myself with giving a silent vote against it; 
but Í am very glad that I did not know it, because 
it gives me an opportunity of committing myself 
openly against a wrongful application of the pub- 
lic money to any quarter of the country. 

My friend says that the Committee on Indian 
Affairs have a very hard, dry, and thankless office 
to discharge. They have to examine cases which 
bring them not under the “soft influences” which 
he seems to imagine govern the action of other com- 
mittees, and perhaps extend their authority over 
the whole Senate. 
that committee act, I appeal to him, and to the 
whole experience of this body, if they have not 
been in the habit of exercising a most controlling 
influence over the action of the Senate? I have 
always been in the habit of going with the Indian 
Committee. [ have always been in the habit of 
voting for what they recommended as proper to 
be appropriated. My friend will permit me to re- 
mind him that one of the easiest and most effectual 
means by which the influence and control of that 


But under whatever influences | 


or any other committee, over the opinion and | 


judgment of this body may be ultimately lost, is 
to press upon our kind and yielding confidence 
cases like this, which will not bear the test of a 
moment’s examination. 

Now, what is thiscase? I shall be a little jeal- 
ous of the Committee on Indian Affairs hereafter 
with propriety. 1 remember the case well. We 
appropriated a large sum of money for the purpose 
of discharging the totality of these Cherokee claims. 
We put it into the bill that that was the last ap- 
propriation Congress would make upon the sub- 
ject. We declared that it should be in full. We 
ordered it to be distributed to the persons who 
were entitled to it. Advertisements were made. 
Every opportunity of information was afforded to 
persons who might have just claims, and the 
money was paid to the applicants. Now, say the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, here are some people 
who did not get notice and we must pay them, 
and then put in the proviso that this shall be the 
last appropriation. But if your first proviso is 
worthless, what virtue do you give to it when you 
reinstate it in the present appropriation? None. 
Then the whole result in this: that this Govern- 
ment can never, by any process, any notice in an 
appropriation, any declaration whatever, clear 
itself of the demands set up on behalf of this 
Cherokee nation, No, sir, we can never give to 
this, what we hope we have given to the compro- 
mise measures, the character of finality. 

Now, I do not wish to adopt any such princi- 
ple or system for the government of Congress. 
This Government has made sincere and earnest 
efforts to discharge its obligation towards these 
Indians. They have made this as a final appro- 
priation -It wasa large and liberal appropriation. 

t is possible that somebody who was entitled, 
mav have failed in receiving his share; but that 
possibility will exist always, and the only way by 
which the Government can be discharged at all, 
in my judgment, is by holding to the first pay- 
ment, declaring it to be final and refusing to re- 
open the investigation. In all human affairs there 
must be an end sometime, an end to accounts, and 
open and unliquidated demands. I think that the 
act of Congress fixed a proper period and made 
suitable arrangements, and a just appropriation to 
make it not only final by the direct declaration and 
order of Congress, but final in right and justice; 
and, therefore, I think with the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, we ought not to reopenit. If we do, as 
the Senator from Michigan has said, why may 
not six hundred or six thousand people come here, 
at the next session, and demand another appropri- 
ation on precisely the same ground ? 

The amendment to the amendment was dis- 
agreed to; and the amendment of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs was rejected. 

Mr. COOPER. Iam directed by the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs to move to amend the bill by 
striking out the following: 

“Eel Rivers, ( Miamis.) 

“Por permanent annuity stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the 3d of August, 1795, $500. 

“For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third article of 
the treaty of the Qist of August, 1805, $250. 

“For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third article of 
the treaty of the 30th of September, 1809, $350: Provided, 
That the money appropriated by the three preceding clauses, 
together with the =imiiar appropriations in 1850 and 1851, for 
the Eel Rivers (Miamis) heretofore withheld from payment, 
shall be paid to said Eel Rivers (Miamis) only,and to no other 


band, or nation, or individuals; and that all annuities here- 
tofore due, and appropriated to the Bet Rivers, (Miamis,) 
and erroneously or otherwise paid to the Miami nation, shall 
be repaid to the Eel Rivers (Miamis) out of the money ap- 
propriated in 185] and 1852, for payment of annuities tosaid 
Miami nation; or, if the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
deem it more expedient and just to the Indians, shall be paid 
and is hereby appropriated out of the Treasury of the United 
States, to be repaid to the Uuited Siates, by heing withheld 
from the Miami annuities, in such installments as the Com- 
missioner may deem expedient.” 
And inserting in lieu thereof: 


For the redemption and final extinetion of the annuities 
due to the Eel Rivers (Miamis) under the provisions of the 
treaties of August 3, 1795, August 21, 1805, and 30th Sep- 
tember, 1809, $15.000, to be paid per capita: Provided, 
That before paying the said sum, or any part thereof, to the 
said Eel River Miamis, they shall relinguish, in such form 
as the Secretary of the Interior shall direct, all claim and 
demand on the United States, for any further annuity or 
payment: And provided further, That it shall be the duty 
of the Secretary of the Interior, before paying the said sum 
of money, as above directed, to ascertain who are the in- 
dividuals composing the said band, without regard to the 
place of their residence. and to pay to the said individuals, 
so ascertained, per capita, the sum of money herein before 
appropriated. 

I will explain theamendment. I suppose there 
will be no objection to it on the part of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance at any rate. 
In the treaty of 1795, there was an. appropriation 
made for the Eel River Miamis, thena tribe num- 
bering some three or four hundred souls. An 
annuity was provided, of $500, to be paid to them 
annually in cattle, and tools, and presents. In 
1805, a second treaty was made, by which another 
annuity of $250 was provided to be paid to them. 
Tn 1809, a third treaty was made, by which $350 
more was to be paid to them annually in perpetu- 
ity. These sums, amounting to $1,100 in all, 
were paid to that tribe up to 1837, when it became 
extinct, or nearly extinct. Since that time, these 
sums have been paid to the Miamis proper, resi- 
dent in Missouri. There has been paid to the 
Miamis some $13,800 of money, which the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs believes to be due to 
the Eel River Miamis; or he has requested the 
committee to ask for the payment now to the Eel 
River Miamis, of the sum which has been misap~ 
propriated, and paid for fifteen years past to the 
Miamis. Last year he directed an investigation 
to be made into the fact as to whether the tribe, 
known as the Eel River tribe, continued to exist. 
A gentleman, now a member of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, (Mr. Fircu,] was appointed for this 
purpose. He applied himself to the duty, and 
discovered that there are now living in the State 
of Indiana, sixteen old squaws and young children 
—-the sole remnant of this tribe. It is to them he 
recommends that this $13,800 be paid. The com- 
mittee do not think itis proper that these sums 
should continue to be paid to that tribe any longer. 
The national existence of the tribe has ceased. Tt is 
no longer a tribe, exercising tribal authority, The 
objects for which the annuities were originally 
given, have ceased to exist; the committee have 
therefore recommended that the money due tothe 
tribe up to this time, be paid to the whole body of 
the nation—if I may use the word nation” in 
application to sixteen individuals, residing on a 
single quarter of a section of Jand, subject to the 
laws of the United States, and not pretending to 
exercise the functions of a tribe—and on the pay- 
ment of it, they are required to relinquish forever 
the annuities. It will be perceived that the amend- 
ment strikes out of the bill the appropriation that 
is required to be made, and inserts an appro- 
priation of a similar amount, or nearly a similar 
amount, which is to be paid to the tribe, in con- 
sideration of a relinquishment of the annuities for 
all timeto come. With that understanding, I sup- 
pose there will be no objection to making the ap- 
propriation. It is, in fact, striking out an appro- 
priation, and extinguishing, for all time to come, 
these annuities. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, the provision 
as it stands in the bill, arises out of this state of 
things: It was supposed that the Eel River tribe 
of Miamis was extinct, and the annuity was there- 
fore paid to the Missouri Miamis. It was discov- 
ered afterwards that a portion of this Eel River 
tribe remained. Mr. Fircu, a member of the 
House of Representatives from Indiana, was ap- 
pointed to investigate the fact, and he ascertained 
that there were about sixteen of them, I think, 
sull living. It was provided in the appropriation 
bill of last year, that the Eel River Miamis should 
be paid what had been withheld from them; but 
that it should bededucted from theannuities given 
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to the other Miamis. It was suggested, however, 
that this was too large a deduction to be made at 
once from the annuities of the other Miamis; and 
the House of Representatives, in the present bill, 
amended the former provision, by providing that 
the amount should be paid to them by degrees. 

The difference between the provision of the 
House,-as I understand it, and that now proposed 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs, is, that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs propose that thissum 
which is to be paid to the Eel River Miamis shall 
be paid out of the Treasury of the United States, 
and not out of the annuities of the other Miamis; 
but they propose to compensate the United States 
for this provision, by the extinguishment of this 
annuity hereafter. 

Mr. COOPER. That is it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not know that I shall 
have any objection to it if it can be done. Itis 
true it would cost the Treasury a little more, but 
it seems to me that, when tribes are so nearly ex- 
tinguished, it would be well to set the precedent 
of making provision to terminate their annuities— 
which they can no longer want. If an arrange- 
ment can be made with the Eel Rivers to extin- 
guish their annuities, I should have no objection 
to paying them out of the Treasury some com- 
pensation for it. The doubtful part of the amend- 
ment, in my mind is, whether we are not releas- 
ing the other Miamis from the obligation of 
refunding the amount which they have wrongfully 
received. It is true the amount is not very much, 
but the question is, whether it may not be an 
encouragement to frauds to be perpetrated by the | 
Indian tribes, and whether they may not come in 
and obtain, not only their own share, but what is 
due to other tribes. If in making this provision 
we do not require the tribe which has obtained 
the money to refund it, do we not encourage them 
to impose upon their neighbors? This is only a 
question with me. So far as I am concerned, I | 
believe I have no objection to the amendment of | 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, it seems to me 
that the difficulty suggested by the Senator from 
Virginia has no existence in fact. All tribal at- 
tributes on the part of these people have ceased. 
They do not pretend to exercise tribal jurisdiction. 
They are living under the laws of the United 
States, without pretending to exercise for them- 
selves any authority. The objects for which the 
annuities were originally provided, at least the 
largest annuities, have ceased to exist altogether. 
There are now but sixteen souls of this band. 
Three of them are very old squaws. The others 
are young Indians. Some of them have arrived 
at the age of maturity, and some have not. The 
annuity of $1,100 is due to the Eel Rivers, and not 
to the Missouri Miamis, and it will cease on the 
payment of this sum. A provision is made in the 

“amendment that the Eel Rivers shall relinquish all į 
claim to the annuities for the future beforethis sum 
of $15,000 is paid. The committee thought that it 
was better that some amount—that which would 
now be due to them if they had continued to exist 
as a tribe—should be paid to them to stop the an- 
nuities; but they did not think it worth while to 
seek to recover from the Missouri Miamis the 
amount which they have received through a mis- 
application of the fund. This amendment will 
relieve the United States for the future from this 
annual appropriation without doing injustice to the 
Indians. It will give them a competence, and that 
is all that can be asked of us. The amendment 
provides for the manner in which it shall be done 
—that the money shall be distributed per capita 
amongst all the individuals of the tribe; thosein- 
dividuals to be ascertained in such manner as the 
Secretary of the Interior shall point out. 

Mr: HUNTER. The amendment seems to be 
well guarded, but there is another doubt which 
arises in my mind. The Eel River Miamis were 
supposed to be extinct; and the annuity due to 
them was paid to the Missouri Miamis. What I | 
wish to know is, whether it may not be necessary, 
in order to extinguish this annuity, to obtain not 
only the assent of the Eel Rivers, but also the 
assent of the other Miamis; for I do not see why | 
the whole annuity should have been paid to them | 
heretofore, unless they had some title to it. Will | 
the annuity revert to the Missouri Miamis in the | 


event that the other tribe becomes extinct? f 


Mr. COOPER. Iwill answer the question. It | 
was through a mistake that the amount was paid | 


to the Missouri Miamis. The Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs understands the question perfectly, 
and this year and last year the amount was not 
paid to the Missouri Miamis; so that there is no 
difficulty in that respect. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, I see no good 
reason for making the change proposed by the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania. Tam un- 
willing to see the amount appropriated here, ap- 
propriated in gross. The Eel River tribe were at 
one time a part of the Miami—recognized as such 
but, nevertheless, known as a distinct band, 
having a distinct organization. It is true, as has 
been stated, that most of them are females. There 
are, perhaps, but two warriors, an old and a 
young man, living. Upon the representations of 


the Miami tribe, that the Eel River branch of the |; 


tribe were extinct, the Miami tribe for several 
years past have been drawing the annuities due 
the Eel Rivers. It is only within the last two 
years that the fact has been known to the Depart- 
ment, that the Eel River band of the Miami tribe, 
now, I believe, fourteen in number, are in exist- 
ence. 

Mr. COOPER. There aresixteen. 
names here. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Sixteen were reported; but 
I believe two have since died. At the instance of 
the Indian Department, one of my colleagues, in 
the other House, ascertained the residence of 
these Indians, their ages, &c. I understand that 
this amendment has been prepared at the instance 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who, as ] 
supposed, when he was before the Committee on 
Finance, approved the provision of the bill as it 
came from the House. Whether he has, or has 
not, changed his position since, I do not know; 
but I understood him to recommend the appro- 
priation of the money as provided for in the bill 
as it came to us. If he has changed his opinion, 
and has any good reason for it, Í should like to 
hear it. 

Mr. COOPER. He has not changed; but the | 
committee have examined the questiou, and be- 
lieve that, as the tribe has ceased to existas a 
tribe, and as the objects for which these annuities | 
were paid have ceased also, it was something 
worse than folly to continue to appropriate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. To what committee does the 
gentleman refer? 

Mr. COOPER. The Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs; by the authority of which committee I have 
reported the amendment. 

Mr. BRIGHT. For several years past the 
Miami tribe of Indians, located in Missouri, have 
drawn the annuity due to this Eel River branch of 
the tribe. The bill, as it came from the House, 
simply provides that the amounts to be puid to the 
Eel River Miamis shall be refunded out of the an- | 
nuities of the other portion of the Miami tribe. 
Hereafter, if the Government desires to purchase 
out and pay a round sum for the amount due 
under the provisions of the treaty, they will have 
a right to do so; but now there is justly and fairly 
due the Eel River tribe of Indians the amount of 
money provided by the bill. 

Mr. COOPER. Will theSenator from Indiana 


I have the 


allow me to make a suggestion? We appropri- 
ate $1,200 more than is due to them up to this time. 
We propose to pay the Eel Rivers the amount 
that has been misapplied since 1837, and we make 
it the round sum of $15,000, which is $1,200 more 
than is actually due them, and we provide for the 
yarchase, for that round sum, of the annuities. 
Mr. BRIGHT. These Indians ask no more 
than is due them. All they ask is, that the Gov- 
ernment shall execute the treaty made with them. 
It was stipulated by the treaty, that they should 
receive so much annually. lt would have been 
paid to them had the Government known where 
they were; but it appears that, in the breaking up 
and reorganization of the band, these Indians were 
left behind, on the Wabash river, where they re- 
mained. Asis said by the honorable Senator, 
they are now about sixteen in number. As soon || 
as their whereabouts was ascertained, and their 
identity was acknowledged, the Indian Department 
admitted that that amount of money ought to be 
aid to them; and Iam unwilling to accept for 
them $1,200 or $1,500, or any other amount, upon 
condition that their claim shall be extinguished. 
Mr. COOPER. The Senator is entirely mis- 
taken again. We propose to appropriate $15,000 |, 


i as the other tribes. 
| annuity of $500 in money, but we were to give 
i them certain specific articles adapted to their con- 
| dition than as a separate tribes of Indians. 


to purchase out their annuity, which is $1,200 | 


more than they would be entitled to. We appro- 
priate not only the sum that has been withheld 
from them for thirteen years past, but $1,200 
more. We now propose to give them $15,000. to 
purchase in the annuity, and relieve the United 
States for the future from the payment of it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I understood the Senator per- 
fectly, and I think it is he that is mistaken, and 
not myself. l wish to be understood as saying 
that if the Government had gone on to pay these 
Eel River Indians the amount of money due them 
under the treaty, instead of paying it to the Mi- 
amis, the Government would have paid them over 
$13,000—the amount provided for in the bill as it 
came from the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Finance. That amount is the 
amount to which the Eel Rivers are entitled; but 
we do not claim that they are entitled to it out of 
the National Treasury. We claim that they are 
entitled to it out of the money paid by the Gov- 
ernment to the other branch of the Miami tribe 
of Indians, and the bill, as it stands, provides that 
the amount shall be taken out of the annuities due 
the Miami tribe of Indians. I am unwilling to 
accept for them the $1,200 proposed to be given 
as an additional sum to terminate their claim on 
the Treasury. 

The clause, as it came from the House, and as 
it was reported from the Committee on Finance, 
gives to the Indians just what they are entitled to, 
and they ought to have it now. If, hereafter, the 
Government should see proper to make them an 
offer, and give them a round sum to purchase in 
their annuity, it may be that they will accept it; 
but it is certainly just, right, and proper that we 


i should now appropriate the $13,000 to these In- 


dians, to be taken within one, two, or three years, 
from the amount that is due under the treaty with 
the Great Miami tribe of Indians. 

Mr. BELL. Will the Senator from Indiana 
inform the Senate whether these Indians are not 
subject to the laws of Indiana—whether in any 
respect they are different with regard to the juris- 
diction of the State, civil and criminal, from other 
citizens of the State of Indiana? 

Mr BRIGHT. They are not citizens of In- 
iana. 

Mr. BELL. Are they not subject to the laws 
of Indiana? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Of course they are subject to 
the civil and criminal laws of the State of Indiana, 
but they are not citizens. They are residents, it 
is true; but they do not exercise the functions of 
citizenship. 

Mr. BELL. They are subject to the laws of 
Indiana, as other non-voting inhabitants. The 
Indians are not allowed to vote, but they are enti- 
tled to any other privilege but that of enjoying 
office and voting. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BELL. Now, the Committee on Indian 
Affairs very gravely considered this question, but 


: I do not know that the Senate will sanction their 


decision. This is not the only band of Indians 
with whom we have treaties, for whom annuities 
have been provided, sometimes perpetual annuities, 
It has happened in this case precisely as itis likely 
to happen in other cases. They will be multiply- 
ing upon us now as time progresses. These łn- 
dians have not had their annuities paid to them 
for some twelve or thirteen years, because they 
were lost sight of. It was not known where they 
were. It was not known that there was any such 
band in existence ag the Eel River band of Mi- 
amis. The Miamis of Missouri, because they 
had the same generic name, claimed the annuities, 
and received them to the amount of some $13.000. 

Now, sir, as the honorable Senator from Penn- 
sylvania has stated, the $500 principal annuity, 
secured by one of three treaties, was to be paid 
for that object. That has altogether long since 
ceased. It was to enable the Eel River band of In- 
dians to accommodate themselves to agricultural 
industry—to enable them to live by cultivating the 
earth, instead of living by the chase and hunting, 
It was not merely to be an 


The 
Senator ‘rom Indiana says, they once belonged to 
the other tribe, but we treated with them as a dis- 
tinct tribe or nation of Indians, and provided that 
these annuities should go ta them separately and 
distinctly as a band. We treated with them in 
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1805, as a band of Indians, and since that time 
they have withdrawn to asmallreservation. They 
were to accommodate themselves to agricultural 
industry. They claim no longer to-be a band or 
tribe of Indians. Just.as other Indians they are 
becoming gradually merged with the population 
by which they are surrounded, and are subject to 
the laws of the States, not claiming to live under 
Indian customs, but liable for all violations of the 
laws of the States, civil as well ag criminal. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs thought that, 
not only as a matter of economy, but in order to 
do justice to the Indians, we should establish 
some such principle as this, and they thought this 
a suitable means of doing it. The principle which 
they intend to establish is this: When a tribe 
ceases to possess its tribal character and becomes 
subject to the laws of the States—consisting of a 
very small number of individuals, say ten, fifteen, 
twenty, or thirty—loses all habit and usage of 
regulating itself by their own laws, we shall regard 
our treaties as having ceased. Our treaties cease 
with them, whenever they cease to be a nation or 
tribe; and according to public law, we are under 
no obligation to regard them as a nation, the an- 
nuities being extinguished by the extinction of the 
tribe or nation. But we did not want to do in- 
jnstice to them. We supposed that, by paying 
the sum of $15,000, in solido, to these ndians— 
women and children, or their guardians—for I sup- 
pose the State of Indiana may appoint guardians 
for them, as some other States have done under 
like circumstances—they would be more benefited 
than they would be by receiving the annuities in 
kind, as’ stipulated by the treaty of 1795. It is 
not only a matter of economy to the Government, 
it is not only founded upon the principle of public 
law, but it is calculated also to promote their own 
true prosperity, and make a provision for them 
which shall make them comfortable for life. This 
provision would give them $1,000 each, old and 
young, and if they have guardians provided for 
them, they can be established in a much more 
comfortable manner than they are now. Where- 
as, if we give them implements of husbandry and 
stock farms for them, it will either encourage idle- 
ness, or will not benefit them. Weare noibound, 
upon any principle of public law, to regard them 
as a tribe or nation when they cease to exercise 
authority as such. It was upon this ground that 
the committee came to the conclusion at which 
they have arrived. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is proper, I believe, to per- 
fect the amendment as far as possible before it is 
voted upon. I move to strike out of the amend- 
ment the words, ‘without regard to the place of 
their residence.” Perhaps, the Senator who pro- 
posed the amendment will accept of this modifi- 
cation, 

Mr. COOPER. It is the amendment of the 
committee, and I cannot accept a modification. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The reason for my proposi- 
tion is, that a part of the Eel River Indians emi- 
grated with the main band to Missouri, and with 
that band have been receiving their annuities an- 
nually. If they were to be paid out of the $13,000 
provided for the Eel Rivers, they would be doubly 
paid. I therefore move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the words ‘ without regard to the 
place of their residence.” 

Mr. ATCHISON. I do not exactly see the 
force of that amendment, unless it is to deprive 
that portion of the Eel River Miamis, west of the 
Siate of Missouri, from having any portion of 
this consideration; and if that be the case, it is 
clearly wrong. 

Mr. BADGER. It is all wrong. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Perhaps it is. If that be 
the effect of it, we shall have to make another ap- 
propriation hereafter to satisfy that portion of the 
Eel Rivers who, I am told, constitute the immense 
number of six persons. [Laughter.] 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, August 10, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is a motion to recommit to the Committee on the 


Judiciary, House bill No. 146, to regulate the fees 
and costs to be allowed clerks, marshals, and at- 


torneys of the circuit and district courts of the 
| 


United States, and for other purposes. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the indul- | 


gence of the House to make a few remarks. In 
the Congressional Globe of Saturday last a speech 
has been published, said to have been delivered 
by Mr. Dunrxes, a member from Wisconsin, upon 
this floor. In that speech there are several im- 
pes cast upon the city which I have the 

onor to represent; and I stand here, sir, ready to 
repel these outrageous and disgraceful insinua- 
tions. Before I proceed to do so, I think it well 
for me to read the paragraph to which I allude, as 
the House will then be put in possession of this 
matter much better than I can explain it. In this 


speech, which was not delivered, but published by | 


the courtesy of the House, is the following lan- 
guage: 


“But, Mr. Chairman, the citizens of South Carolina have | 


not only spoken theoretically on thissubject, but have given 
in one case, as I am informed, a practical illustration of 
this sentiment. 1 was told a few days since, by a highly 
respectable gentleman who resided several years in that 
State, that a negro in the city of Charleston a few years 
ago was sentenced to be hung. for striking-hisinaster. The 
“narrator, in speaking of the provocation, said : 


“< The master was discovered by the prisoner trespassing | 
Under the excitement of the | 
‘moment the slave struck his master, for which he was 
| 


€ on the chastity of his wife. 


“sentenced to be hung! On the day appointed for the cx- 


t ecution, the sheriff ascended the scaffold witb the prisoner, | 


t placed the rope about his neck, but felt so much sympathy 


‘tor the slave that he could not perform the duties of his | 


‘office, and offered 41,000 to any person that would; but 
‘€ not one could be found. All were aware of the circum- 
t stances, and presumed thata colored man had nerves to 
feel on such an occasion as well as a white man. 
‘time, the rope was taken from his neck, and he was per- 
‘mitted to escape from the State.’ >? 


I beg leave to state, Mr. Speaker, that I am a 


native of the city of Charleston, and havelived there 
all my life, and such a sceneas this I pronounce ab- 


solutely false. Such a thing never did occur. The | 
narrator of the story says it occurred in the city | 


of Charleston five or six years ago. This is not 
the case; and { only hope the narrator of this story 
is within the hearing of my voice. About twenty- 


six years ago an occurrence took place in Charles- | 
ton of the following character: At that time Hon. į 


Joseph Johnson was the Intendant of that city. 
A number of fires had taken place, and several 


negroes had been arrested supposed to have com- | 


mitted those offenses. Among the number was 
one negro who was brought to trial. He was 
legally tried by a court of magistrates and free- 
holders. After a deliberate and full hearing, he | 
was found guilty of the crime of arson. 


he was brought out to be executed. 
term of imprisonment he became very much en- 
feebled, being greatly alarmed and afraid of death. 
He had been before a very feeble, and, perhaps, 
consumptive negro. When he was brought for- 
ward to the scaffold and placed thereon, a sympa- 


thetic feeling ran through the whole crowd that j; 


He was! 
consequently sentenced by the court to be hung; | 
and, after the expiration of two weeks, I believe, | 
During his | 


Aftera į 


had assembled, which was natural upon such an } 


occasion. The sheriff, whose duty it was to ex- | 


ecute this negro, was a very feeble person him- | 
self. Heat the moment hesitated, and the Hon. ! 


Joseph Johnson, who was then the Intendant of | 
the city, as I before stated, immediately said to | 
the crowd present: ‘I hereby offer $100 reward | 
to-any one who will present himself for the execu- , 


‘tion of this negro.” No one could be found, and į 


properly so, to volunteer for the execution of this | 
poor feeble creature. He was remanded to prison. | 
Application was made to the Governor to com- i 
mute his punishment, which he did, and the result | 
was the negro’s transportation. These are facts 


moment there is 1n the city of Washington a dis- | 
tinguished gentleman—my predecessor upon this | 
floor—who at that time was a member of the City į 
Council of Charleston, and one of a committee 
who investigated this case. He can testify to 
every syllable of what I have said as being per- 
fectly true. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will take this occasion to į 
say—and I am sorry the member from Wiscon- : 
sin [Mr. Durres] is not in hisseat—that whoever į 
related this story to that gentleman has told a de- į 
liberate falsehood; and that the man who would | 
sit upon this floor, as an American legislator, so 


1 
| 

for which I pledge my honor. Sir, at this present || 
{ 


August 10, 
unmindful of the dignity of his position, is, I con- 
ceive, as base a creature as the person who would 
relate such a story as he has repeated. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair calls the gentle- 
man to order, 


LIKENESS OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask the 
consent of the House that I may dischargea pleas- 
ant duty devolved upon me by one of my constit~ 
uents, Mr. G. W. Childs, who has requested me 
to present to the honorable House a beautifully 
framed copy of a large engraved likeness of Wash- 
ington. 

The original, sir, was painted by Stuart, and 
was so highly esteemed by the family of General 
Washington that great exertions were made by 
some of its members to procure it from the artist; 
but so satisfied was he that no effort could equal 
that that he determined to retain for his own sat~ 
isfaction and for the future benefit of his family 
what he considered the chef-d’euvre of his pencil. 

After the death of Stuart, that beautiful portrait 
became the property of a library institution in 
Boston; and George W. Childs, a publisher in 
Philadelphia, resolved to present copies of the por- 
trait which, as a specimen of the art of engraving, 
should be equal to the original as a sample of por~ 
trait painting: and Mr. Thomas B. Welsh, of 
Philadelphia, one of the most skillful artists of the 
times, accomplished the intentions of the publish- 
er, and the picture which I have now the honor 
of presenting, in the name of the publisher, is one 
of the best copies of the engraving. 

The picture, { hope, sir, will, under your direc- 
tion, find a place in some conspicuous portion of 
the Capitol, where it may be constantly seen and 
admired by those who are capable of judging of 
artistic excellence and yielding to patriotic emo- 
tions. Amid the warmth of legislative contests it 
may, it must be, good to look upward towards the 
gentle features of our country’s father, himself 
one of the givers of the fundamental law of our 
nation, upon which all other laws must rest, and 
to which they must conform. And as a motive, 
an inducement to contemplate the character and 
follow the example of the great original, it might 
be beneficial to place atevery ‘ coin and vantage”? 
of our legislative Hall these “counterfeit present- 
ments” that serve “to bring remembrance upon 
the eye,” and to awaken our hearts to the instruc- 
tion which a contemplation of such a portrait nat- 
urally suggests. ; 


FEES OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER. The question pending is the 
motion to recommit the fee bill to the Judiciary 
Committee, and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Means] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MEADE. Mr. Sneaker, there are several 
provisions in this bill which have been the subject of 
commentary, and which 1 wish to bring particu- 
larly to the attention of the House. The bill was 
attacked by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Bowe] as being oppressive in its nature, and yet 
the gentleman’s particular complaint against it 
was that it interfered with the present system of 
charges, which it is the object of the bill to re- 
form so as to reduce the expenditures of the judi- 
ciary from its present enormous amount to some- 
thing like a reasonable sum, The only charge 
which was cited by the honorable gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Bowiz,] was the fee of twenty 
dollars, which is allowed to an attorney. 

Mr. BOWIE. Will the honorable gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. Meane] permit me to state 
briefly my objection? I object to the bill, in the 
first instance, because it contains very material 
alterations of the criminal law of the country, and 
then, in the second instance, because it is contrary 
to the general tenor of legislation upon the sub- 
ject in the different States. 

Mr. MEADE. [| intended to notice all the ob- 
jections urged by my friend from Maryland, [Mr. 
Bowre:] and if I can have the attention of this 
House, I think I shall be able to convince it that 
the bill before it at this time is one which will 
be less onerous in its operations than the present 
system. The gentleman complains that we have 
made these changes without any memorials from 
the people complaining of the present system. 
There are very few people in the community upon 
whom laws of this sort operate. Probably not 
more than one twentieth part of the people of the 
United States are ever engaged in courts of any 
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sort; and hence it is, if there be cases of oppres- 
sion, they are singular and isolated, and. do not 
attract attention generally. Meetings of the peo- 
ple are seldom called, except for general grievances. 
Mankind, we are told, are prone to suffer while 
evils are sufferable, but it is not wise on our part 
to let them remain until they. become intolerable 
before a legislative remedy is applied. 

The gentleman complains that there must neces- 
sarily be inequality in the charges in various sec- 
tions of the country, because he says that the 
prices of labor and the prices of property are dif- 
ferent every where, 
be alleged against that provision of our Constitu- 
tion which requires that duties on imports shall 
be uniform. The same charge might be made in 
regard to other provisions in the Constitution, and 
also against the laws passed in pursuance of it— 
because of uniformity in the operation. It is 
also the subject of complaint on the part of the 


gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. Bowrs,] that we | 


have constituted Federal laws and Federal pro- 
cess for State laws and State process. [ presume 


that the cardinal features of all judicial proceed- ; 


ings in this country are the same throughout the 
the whole of it. We must have capiases to ap- 


prehend defendants; subpenas.for witnesses; re- | 


cognizances and bail-bonds. We must have cxe- 
cutions and sales; so that, though the words of 


the writ may vary, yet the precept is substantiaily | 


the same, for serving which the fees may be uni- 
form. lsee no reason why a fee for levying an 
execution and. making a sale in the State of New 
Jersey should be different from one in the State of 
Virginia. The gentleman complains, moreover, 
that thereisa premium offered by one of the provis- 
ions of the bill to the district attorney fora rigorous 
prosecution, A. fee of $30 is given to the district 
attorney in some cases where the prosecution ends 
in. conviction. 

The laws of Maryland and Virginia are very 
much alike, and I apprehend that the gentleman 
may find a precedent for this provision in his own 
State. If it be any justification of this provision 
in the bill, I can state that the Commonwealth’s 
attorneys in the State of Virginia are for the most 
pan entitled to nothing unless they convict. I 
have never yet known an instance in the State of 
Virginia where a man had been punished improp- 
erly, while I have known hundreds of cases in 
which the guilty parties had escaped. It is abso- 
lutely necessary to make it the interest of the rep- 
resentative of the public to attend strictly to his 
duties, and to see that the community has strict 
justice done upon offenders. Unless you couple 
his interest with that of the public, thecommunity 
must necessarily suffer. He has attempted to 
alarm the Democrats of this House by charging 


upon this bill that it has a consolidating tendency. | 
When the gentleman used the word ‘ consolida- | 


tion,” my ears pricked up, and I listened with very 
great attention to the gentleman’s remarks on that 
provision of the bill which contains the consoli- 
dating feature, but I saw nothing of that charac- 
ter. 

There is a clause which provides for the con- 
solidation of a particular class of suits, which could 
be as well prosecuted under one indictment as un- 
der several. [I brought to the attention of the 
House on Saturday the case of six indictments for 


one crime, in which upwards of $6,000 were | 


charged as fees by the district attorney. Those 
six indictments suggested that provision in the bill, 
and I call the attention of the House to it. 
the case of an attempt to destroy the vessel Frank- 
lin, at sea. Three men were engaged in it, and all 
were equally guilty. These three men could have 
all been included in one prosecution, without danger 
to the public or themselves, and the testimony ap- 
plicable to one would have been applicable to the 
whole, and consequently there was no necessity of 
finding more than one indictment against each of 
these individuals. Six indictments, however, were 
found against only two. Wilson was indicted for 
conspiring with others to destroy the ship. There 
was another indictment, that he had conspired with 
Crafts, and another with Smith. Crafts wasin- 
dicted three timesalso. If Smith had been caught, 
there would have been three other indictments, so 
that, instead of one indictment, we should have 
had nine indictments, and instead of the $6,000 
charged by the district attorney, we should have 
had fees charged to the tune of $9,000. Now, this 
provision in the bill to which my friend from Ma- 


The same objections might | 


Tt was | 


| 


f 
ryland [Mr. Bowie} was so hostile, was intended ' 
to cover cases of this sort; and if the House will | 
read the provisions of the bill, it will perceive it | 
provides that this union of prosecutions, or con- } 
solidation, as the gentleman will have it, is only | 
to take place in cases where itis thought advisable | 
by the courtand by the district attorney. 

There is another provision of the bill to which | 
exceptions have been taken. Itis that which re- | 
quires that warrants for arrests may only gener- | 
ally describe the offense. And at this I believe 
some gentlemen are disposed to hold up their | 
hands in holy horror. Inever knew a case where | 
a man was apprehended under a warrant of any | 
sort, whether verbal or written, that he did not ! 
pretty well know what he was arrested for. All|! 
warrants of arrest are of a general nature, as | 
compared with the indictment. The meaning of 
this clause in tbe bill is, tbat the warrants need 
not be as descriptive of the offense as the indict- | 
ment; but, at the same time, sufficiently so as to | 
describe the offense for which the party is arrested. | 
He is furnished with a copy of the indictment, in : 
which the time, place, and circumstances are all | 
particularly described. There should be no fears | 
that this section of the bill will operate injuriously | 
upon any citizen. None whatever. | 

Mr. BOWIE. I beg leave to inquire of the! 
gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Meapu,] whether 
he has ever known, in his practice, where two 
offenses have been charged in the same warrant | 
in general terms. This bill proposes to authorize : 
that two or more offenses shall be prosecuted, in | 
very general terms, in the same warrant. 

Mr. MEADE. If the gentleman will consult 
the laws passed by Congress, and by his own 
State, and by every other State in the Union, he 
will see that there have been important innova- 
tions in the laws themselves, as well as in the 
practice under them. And nothing is so obvious į 
as the vast improvements that have been intro- | 
duced by the new States of this Union. Having | 
had business in these States, I have been struck | 
with the progress they have made in reforming 
the systems we derived from England. We have 
introduced many such reforms if the Eastern 
States, and it would be well for us to introduce | 
many more. They are practical menin the West. 
When people from various sections get into a new | 
country, they become essentially utilitarians, and 
they discard everything which is not necessary; 
while we, on the contrary, are wedded to old 
forms and customs—many of them being in fact | 
onerous and troublesome, and retained from the | 
force of habit. | 

The clause to which the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Bow] alludes, as I have said before, ; 
embraces transactions which are closely connect- | 
ed. It does not contemplate a single prosecution | 
against one who has committed several distinct | 
offenses; they must allude as to time, place, and | 
circumstances. It does not authorize a single | 

$ 

i 


prosecution fora murder committed at one time | 
and a burglary at another; but if both be com- | 
mitted on the same night, and at the same place, 
they may be joined. A prosecution for grand | 
larceny and petit larceny may be had under one 
indictment; also, one for murder and manslaugh- 
ter. There is larceny of the mail and there is rob- 
bery of the mail. There is counterfeiting the coin 
of the United States, and passing counterfeit coin. 
If perpetrated at the same time, they may be! 
joined. These things are left to the discretion of | 
the district attorney and the court. We may 
fairly presume that these men know something, 
and that they will exercise a sound discretion in 
the matter. The fears entertained by the gentle- | 
man from Maryland are altogether visionary. 
Whenever we attempt to introduce a new sys- || 
tem, it must necessarily be imperfect at the be- ! 
ginning. We must first put it into operation and | 
see in what the defect consists, and apply the rem- | 
edy upon some future occasion. It is impossible 
for anything to spring out of the brain of a man 
perfectand complete. He must feel his waygrad- | 
ually. The column must be built stone by stone, | 
commencing at the foundation, until the capital is | 
finished. In that way all great works, whether | 
mental or physical, are constructed. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to bring to the at- 
tention of the House some of the grievances of | 
which the country has a right to, complain, and i 
which are attempted to be remedied in this bill. 
The largest attorney’s fee that is allowed to be; 


charged is $20. In extraordinary cases the courts 
are allowed to increase the fee of the district. at- 
torney $30. But let the gentleman. from Mary- 
land [Mr. Bowre] look to the faet, that. in place 
of $20, which is so large as to alarm his imagina- 
tion, there have been charged in many instances, 


j! from $200 to $500; and it is this evil that we wish 


to correct. It is to this subject that I wish now: 
to draw the attention of the House. Though the 
fees of marshals, clerks, and attorneys will be con- 
siderably reduced by this bill, yet in point of fact, 
for no -real service rendered by either of these ofi- 
cers, is there a single reduction worthy of notice. 
In truth there is an increase. 

Let me now bring to the notice of the House 
some of the fee bills. In the prosecution against 
Dyer for perjury, $246 was charged by the dis- 
trict attorney. In another case for a like offense, 
$280 was charged by one attorney, and $237 by 
another, his predecessor, making $517. In a 
prosecution against one who served on board a 
slaver, $267 was charged by the district attorney. 
These are only a few of the fee bills for the year 
1849, charged by one officer of the court; and I 
ask this House if it is not time for them to apply 
aremedy to an evilsocrying? Why, sir, if mem- 
bers will take the trouble to look at some of these 
charges they will be astonished at theingenuity of 
counsel in finding names for the various motions 
made and petty services performed. Here is a 
fee bill which I will hold up to the view of the 
House, in which there are some thirty or forty 
items. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Virginia speaks of $400 or $500, as an enor- 
mous charge. In the course of my practice within 
a few years I knew a case where three men were 
indicted for the commission of a single offense, 
and the district attorney who had charge of the 
case—though all the oifenses could have been em- 
braced in a single indictment, and should have 
been so embraced—made three hundred and 
forty-five indictments, and charged $10 for each, 
thus making $3,450 for what should have been a 
single case. 

Mr. MEADE. Iam glad the gentleman from 
Massachusetts has come so effectually to my aid 
in this matter. Iwas about to exhibit to this 
House a list of charges, consisting of some thirty 
or forty items at one term in a case of a prosecu- 
tion for perjury. The items range from six dol- 
lars down to twenty-five cents, and I should like 
to read some few of them, because it is a curious 
specimen of ingenuity on the part of the district 
attorney. There is scarcely anything that he 
could do in court that he did not charge for. He 
could not open his mouth unless it furnished an 
excuse for making a charge for it. Tere is a re- 
taining fee of $8; warrant of attorney, 37 cents; 
order to marshal to bring up prisoner, 25 cents; mo- 
tion fur examination, $3; counsel for perusing and 
amending indictment, $2; motion for temporary 
commitment, $4; motion for arraignment, $3; mo- 
tion for trial, $3; motion for commitment of wit- 
ness, $3; “other items,” $3. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, you would be surprised, 
and so would the House, if I were to state that 
charges had been made for looking at the pris- 
oner, $1; for handing the court a book, fifty 
cents, or for motions to adjourn to dinner, twenty- 
five cents. Now, I do not mean to say that such 
charges have been actually. made, but I say that 
charges have been made equally as unimportant, 
and Í should as soon think of charging for one as 
the other. I would as soon think of charging for 
some of the acts done, as reported here in these 
bills of fees, as I should of charging for reading 
an authority to the court, or handing it a book, or 
making a motion to adjourn to dinner. Here is 
a motion for arraignment, $3, and a motion for. 
trial, $3. First a motion is made to arraign a man, 
for which $3 is charged, and then a motion made 
to try him, for which $3 more is charged. 

Why, sir, let any practicing attorney take hold 
of and examine this fee bill, consisting of thirty 
or forty items, and I will defy him to imagine any- 
thing more for which a charge could be made, 
unless it be for looking at the prisoner, making 
a motion to go to dinner, or handing up an 
authority to the court. It is possible that-such 
charges have been made; for, at the foot of this 
list of some thirty or forty items, I found this item: 
“other items, $3 124.” Now, what could con- 
stitute ‘ other itema ” but those I have named, I 
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cannot imagine, unless they include mending a 
pen, or sanding a paper. This item reminds me 
of a settlement between two neighbors who had a 
long running account for several years against each 
other. They determined finally to come toa set- 
tlement, and one asked the other to send him his 
account. The account was sent, and upon adding 
up his own, he found 16s. 6d balance against him; 
so he put at the foot of his account this 1ltem—* to 
balance your account, 16s. 6d.’ This charge of 
“other items °’ might have been made for the pur- 
pose of rounding off the account. 

My friend from Maryland the other day com- 
mitted a most extraordinary error, (I presume he 
has already detected it, if he has looked over his 
speech,) in regard to the annual expenses of the 
courts. The gentleman says: 

“But, Mr. Speaker, it is complained that there has been 
an excessive and extraordinary increase of the judicial ex- 
pense of this Government, not at all corresponding with the 
progress of population. I would ask the House to refer to 
table A, which was relied upon for the purpose of estab- 
lishing that position. In Doc. 2, p. 524, there is an abstract 
of the annnal amounts presented in this form by the Acting 
Comptroller of the Treasury. He puts down the expenses 
from 1800 to 1801 at $42.000; from 1818 to 1821, inclusive, at 
$117,000; from 1830 to 1831, at $204,000; being an average 
of about $102,000, He then gives the aggregate from 1842 
to 1847, five and a half vears, at $464,623. If these items 
be correct from 1831 to 1847, there has been no increase in 
the average expenses of the judiciary, because, if you divide 
the aggregate of $464,0 Oby the time given it will give a 
dividend of a less amount; instead of $102,000 it will give 
some $85,000 per annum; so that the vice is notin the sys- 
ten, the vice is in the administration of the system since 


1847.” 
Now, the gentleman has evidently made a mis- 


take in taking the average per year for the whole | 


aggregate. Instead of the aggregate being $204,000 


for 1830-31, the average of either year was | 


$204,000, and, instead of $464,623 being the ag- 
gregate for five and a half years, from 1842 to 1847, 
It was $2,500,000, and $464,623 was the average 
for each year, 

Mr. BOWIE. I took it from the table marked 
A, No. 2. 

Mr. MEADE. In the table marked A, the 
amount from 1842 to 1847, five years and a half, 
is $2,555,000, making an annual charge of 
$464,623, and in 1849 it was $469,223, and in 1851, 
$554,854. 

Mr. BOWIE. [allude to the table returned by 
the Acting Comptroller, which is found in doc- 
ument No, 2. 

Mr. MEADE. This purports to be taken from 
that report. It is the same table, I believe. The 
gentleman only cast his eye over one column in- 
stead of both. 

Mr. BOWIE. I have not minutely examined 
the calculation. I made it here at the time, deriv- 
ing it as [ supposed from the table printed by the 
acting Comptroller, which is understood to be 
the annual return for the costs of those years. 

Mr. MEADE. Now, Mr. Speaker, if you will 

look at the enormous increase of the cost of the 
judiciary departments in particular States, from 
1830 up to the present time, you will find that the 
increase has been at the rate of about five hundred 
per cent., and from 1817 about one thousand per 
cent. We all know that it costs less per head to 
administer justice for a million of people inhabit- 
ing a particular district than for five hundred thou- 
sand inhabiting the same district. The increase 
of the expenses of the judiciary should not be in 
the same ratio as the increase of the population by 
one half or three fourths, but instead of increasing 
at a slower rate the reverse is true. Instead of 
being only some twenty or thirty per cent. higher 
from 1815 to the present time, itis five or six hun- 
dred per cent. higher. - 
_ The expenses of the judiciary will of course 
Increase as the population increases, but it should 
notin the same ratio. In a given area of terri- 
tory it matters not much whether it contains 
1,000,000 of souls or 500,000 as regards the ex- 
penses of its courts. 

Now, sir, these abuses should be corrected by 
Congress, and it must be done by detailing to this 
service those who are acquainted with the subject 
—the practicing lawyers of this House--and I 
would take the gentleman from Maryland assoon 
as any other; and if he had been sitting with us at 
our board, day after day discussing the bearing 
and effect of every clause in this bill, he would have 
found that it was impossible to report a bill more 
to his liking than this. He might not have agreed 
to every clause in that bill, as I do not. There 


j that we have not reduced those fees to any very 


| 


; Committee, [Mr. McLanawan,] with the singular | 


were many of them to which I objected, but these 
objections were trivial compared to the great ob- 
ject to be accomplished by the bill, 

Mr. BOWIE. I will concur with the gentleman 
from Virginia, if he will confine his legislation to 
cases in which the United States is the party inter- 
ested. I understand that his object is to shield the 
Treasury. Then, limit the operation of the bill 
to cases in which the United States is a party, and 
do not extend it to civil cases between man and 
man. 

Mr.MEADE. Mr. Speaker, under our system 
individuals in certain States suffer as much as the 
Government, on account of the multitude of fees 
for constructive services and immaterial motions. 
Now, sir, to convincethe gentleman from Maryland 


considerable extent—I may say, even, we have 
not reduced them at all for actual services—I will 
give him the costs of a suit which I have sup- 
posed to have been brought upon a bond of $500, | 
with collateral conditions, in which there are two 
sureties, each ofthem living one hundred miles from 
the seat of justice, and in which suit four witnesses | 
are summoned, living also one hundred miles off. 
l have taken down each item as provided for in 
this bill. The clerk’s fees, in such a suit as that, 
supposing that the case was tried upon the first 
calling, would be $7 10; marshal’s fees, $41, in- 
cluding commissions; attorney’s fee, 20; and fees 
for witnesses, $52; making $120 10. If no wit- 
nesses are summoned, the taxed costs in such | 
a suit would be about. $47; if no execution or sale, 
they would amount to about $29. 

Mr. BOWIE. In my State it would not, prob- 
ably, amount to $20. 

Mr. MEADE. Well, take off the attorney’s 
fee of $10—for the attorney’s fee is but $10 where || 
there is no testimony—and that would leave the !! 
amount $19; so that the gentleman will see that, | 
for real services performed, there is no reduction ! 
of fees. f 

Mr. BOWIE. I never complained of any re- 
duction; the fees are too great. 

Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Speaker, when I con- | 
clude the remarks which I design to submit, I shall 
present to the “House a motion to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, in order that it may be fully considered in 
that mode, which is the only one, so far as I know, 
in which adequate justice can be done to it. Itis 
perfectly manifest, think, to every one on this 
floor, that in the present state of things, the House 
is not in a condition, nor has it the time, (consid- 
ering this bill in the morning hour,) to do justice 
to it, and to the attorneys, marshals, and other 
officers who are embraced in its various provis- 
ions. That can only be done, in my view, in 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
where greater latitude is allowed; where an oppor- 
tunity will be given to amend the bill, clause by 
clause; and where the numerous imperfections with 
which it abounds, may be fairly, justly, and con- 
siderately corrected. 

I have been struck throughout the whole course 
of the remarks of my colleague, [Mr. Mzaps,] 
and of the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary 


mode of argument which has been resorted to by 
them, for the purpose of endeavoring to force this 
bill through the House, without giving to us an 
opportunity to amend it, and thus relieve it of |} 
some of its objectionable features. If passed in 
its present shape, it will pass without my vote. 
Both of those gentlemen have confined their ar- 
guments and denunciations, in a great measure, to 
some four or five abuses, alleged to have been com- | 
mitted in the States of Massachusetts and New 
York. My colleague, in the remarks which he 
has just concluded, has called particular attention, | 
and has consumed much of his time in an expo- | 
sure of the New York case, which will be found | 
on reference to the ninth and tenth pages of the 
report of the committee. I could not help being 
impressed with the fact, and it must have struck 
the House with great force, that instead of this 
radical change—this attemptto overthrow the pre- 
sent judiciary system of the country, which has 
been in existence for more than half a century, 
and with the exception complained of has worked 
well—this consolidation of everything in the hands 


the rights, interests, and usages of the State gov- 
ernments,a much simpler, and speedier, and surer | 


r l! Why, sir, this bill is an assault 
| of the Federal Government, in utter disregard of | 
j 


mode of reforming the abuses which are now com- 
plained of, should never have occurred to the chair- 
man, and to the other members of the Judiciary 
Committee, in their consultations on this subject. 
It is Prescott Hall who has been guilty of all these 
improprieties, and who is now the district attorney 
in the State of New York. Heis the man who 
has charged for everything. It is his charges 
which constitute the official misconduct so loudly 
and so justly condemned by my colleague and 
the chairman. He itis who has charged, as my 
colleague says, for the motion to adjourn for dinner, 
and yet he is still kept in the office of district at- 
torney. Well, now, what is the remedy, as to 
Mr. Prescott Hall? What would strike any sen- 
sible man as the remedy? "Would it not be, that 
the President of the United States should turn him 
out of office, and put into his place a man who 
would act fairly, justly, and in accordance with 
thelaw? That, it strikes me, is an infinitely better, 
safer, and more speedy remedy for the evil com- 
plained of. When so safe and certain a remedy 
is at hand, why attempt to upturn the whole ju- 
diciary system of the United States? Why at- 
tempt to establish new rules of practice for the 
thirty-one States of the Union? 

Well, sir, how is it in regard to the State of 
Massachusetts? The very same remedy will cor- 
rect the abuses there. If you will turn out the 
guilty parties, and select others who are men of 
character and standing to fill the offices, men who 
will act fairly and justly toward the United States, 
men who will faithfully discharge their duties and 
act up to the requirements of the law, who will 
charge only for their services what the law, fairly 
construed, allows to them, and who will be disposed 
to reform these abuses and reduce the expenses to 
something like a reasonable amount, weshall have 
a practical reform without risking the evils which 
this bill will visit upon the nation. 

Mr. MEADE, Will my colleague permit me 
to say that these charges, to which we have re- 
ferred, are certified by the judges as correct? So 
that it is not a single officer who has been guilty 
of malfeasance, but it is owing to a defect in the 
system, 

My colleague says that I only mentioned one 
or two cases. Why,I could not mention more 
than one or two cases in an hour’sspeech. They 
are legion. These abuses are not confined to iso- 
lated instances; but if you will goand consult the 
books of the Comptroller, you will find that these 
abuses are legion, and grow out of the system, and 
not an abuse of the system by particular individ- 
uals, and it is to the system that we wish to apply 
the remedy. 

Mr. LETCHER. Then it is very remarkable, 
if there are legions of abuses, as my colleague 
maintains, that he and the chairman of the Judi- 
ciary Committee should confine themselves to the 
four or five instances of abuses embraced in their 
speeches and the report. Why have not they 
furnished us with those numerous instances of 
abuses? Why has not the Comptroller of the 
Treasury furnished us with those instances which 
my colleague says are numberless on the files of 
that Department? Here are a few instances, con- 
fined almost exclusively to the States of New 
York and Massachusetts, and upon those cases 
the whole argument, from the commencement of 
this debate to the present time, has been rested by 
the chairman of the committee and by my col- 
league. 

But there is another part of the explanation just 
given by my colleague, which is worthy of some 
little consideration. He undertakes to defend Mr. 
Prescott Hall, and these other officers who have 
been charged with these abuses, from the imputa- 
tions cast upon them by the Comptroller, by say- 
ing that it is the judges who are to blame; that 
they are the men who have violated the law, and 
that there is no mode of reaching them, except by 
the operation of the committee’s bill. Now, grant, 
if you please, that in the two instances referred to 
in this report—in New York and Massachusetts— 
these judges have acted improperly, does it follow 
therefore that every other judge in the thirty-one 
States of this Union is unprincipled and corrupt, 
and that they are one and all to be assailed and 
black-balled by the passage of a bill like this? 
>from beginning 
to end, upon the Federal judiciary of the United 
States. They are not to le allowed even to cer- 
tify as to matters and things which occur in their 
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own courts. Their certificates in regard to things 
that have occurred in their own courts are to be 
discredited by those in the Comptroller’s office, 
who cannot possibly have a knowledge of the 
facts, who have no information of the correctness 
of any one of the items of costs, except as that 
knowledge and information is derived from the 
accounts filed and verified by the certificates of the 
judges. — 

Now, sir, is it not a most extraordinary fact, 
worthy the serious consideration of this House, 
that these gentlemen who are for reforming the 
judiciary system are disposed to strike out all the 
checks which at present exist, and which have 
been devised by those who have preceded us as 
the best and only means of preventing abuses? If! 
a judge of a United States court is not familiar 
with the facts which transpire in his own court, 
and under his immediate personal observation, 
who, inthe name of God, is familiar with them ? 
How can Comptroller Whittlesey, or his clerks, : 
know anything about these facts? It is utterly 
impossible that they should know them; and yet, 
sir, these gentlemen gravely propose to removeall 
the checks now provided, and refer these matters 
to the Comptroller and his clerks, who can have 
no sort of knowledge in regard to the justice of 
the various items which are embraced in the ac- 
counts certified by the judge to him for considera- 
tion and allowance. This alone is in itself a very 
important and serious, not to say insuperable ob- 
jection to the passage of this bill. You not only 
Titel the Federal judges in the United States, but 
you actually deny to them a knowledge of what 
occurs in their own courts. You refuse to give 
credence and respect to their certificates, although 
they are the only officers of the law, who are cog- 
nizant of the facts, and who can furnish certificates 
that can be relied on to establish the justice of the 
account. 

Mr. MEADE. Do [ understand my colleague 
as justifying these fee bills? 

Mr. LETCHER. Let meinform my colleague 
that I am not young enough to be caught in that 
way. Ihave seen some little service, although not 
perhaps so much as my colleague; but still T am 
not soft enough to be entrapped by questions of 


that sort. [Laughter.] 
Mr. MEADE. Well, answer my question— 
yes or no. 


Mr. LETCHER. My colleague, throughout 
this debate, has adopted a regular lawyer-like 
mode of argument, and his question is not incon- 
sistent with that mode of argument. He has found 
that the only ground on which he can rely with 
a hope of success to carry this bill through the 
House is, to present and keep before the members 
these two or three cases of abuse, which are stren- 
uously insisted upon in the report of the commit- 
tee, and which form the staple of all the speeches 
in favor of this monstrous bill. 

But, sir, look at some of its provisions. My 
colleague undertook to justify all the provisions of 
the bill, and insists that it is the only remedy for 
the evils complaimed of, if I correctly understand 
his positions. Well, sir, what is one of the first 
of those provisions? 

Mr. MEADE. _I voted against some of them | 
in the committee, { will inform my colleague. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iam glad to hear it, and I 
hope my colleague will vote against the whole bill 
here. 

Mr. MEADE. Not at all. 
whole of it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Now, hereis one of the pro- 
visions of this bill. Iask the House to examine 
it carefully and considerately, and see whether 
there is any propriety or necessity for adopting 
such a provision—a provision likely to work the 
most mischievous results when reduced to prac- 
tice. Itis as follows: 

« Whenever there are or shall be several charges against 
any person or persons for the same act or transaction, orfor | 
two or more acts or transactions connected together, or for 
TWO Of MORE ACTS OR TRANSACTIONS of the SAME CLASS 
OF CRIMES OR OFFENSES Which may he properly joined, 
instead of having several indictments, the whole may he 
joined in one indictment in separate counts; and if two or 
more indictments shall be foundin such cases, the court 
may order them consolidated.” 

Here a message in writing from the President 
of the United States, was received by the hands of 
Miuuarp P. Firmore, Esq., his Private Sec- 


retary. ] 


T shall vote for the 


Mr. LETCHER, (resuming.) I had supposed, 


sir, that the district attorney was selected for the 
express purpose of attending to all prosecutions 
and questions which might arise before the court 
in which the interests of the United States might 
be involved; and that he was to judge of the of- 
fenses, and the best mode of prosecuting the of- 
fender; but in this view it seems I have been la- 
boring undera mistake. This bill not only under- 
takes to regulate the fees which shall be paid to 
district attorneys, marshals, and clerks, but it 
undertakes also to prescribe the mode in which a 
district attorney shall prepare his indictments in 
regard to offenses which maybe brought before 
the court for consideration. Why, sir, who is so 
well qualified to judge in regard to matters of this 
sort? Who isso well qualified to determine whether 
there shall be several indictments or whether there 
shall be but one indictment embracing different 
counts, as the district attorney himself? All the 
facts and circumstances attending the case are 
known to him,and he must decide what course is 
best to be pursued. He knows whether the charges 
ought or ought not to be separate and distinct. I 
imagine, sir, that this section is something new 
and unheard-of in the history of legal practice. 
There is no parallel for it, so far as I know, The 
principle is now declared for the first time, that a 
man may be arrested fortwo crimes, and that then 
those two crimes may be joined in the same in- 
dictment, and he required to answer both on one 
trial. Would it not lead to inextricable confusion? 
For example: A man is arrested, charged with 
two or three different crimes, and indicted accord- 
ing to the terms of this section. You undertake 
then to introduce testimony in regard to each of 
those crimes. Different witnesses are relied upon 
to prove the several charges against him, and as 
many witnesses relied upon by the prisoner in his 
defense. What will be the result? The result 
inevitably is such confusion as islikely to mislead 
the jury, and prevent them from arriving at that 
conclusion which will do justice between the 
United States and the party who may be accused. 
Under the old practice justice has been secured. 
Why, then, should we abandon the old and safe 
rule, to adopt an experiment that promises nothing 
but mischief? 

But this is not the most extraordinary clause in 
this remarkable bill. There is another, which my 
colleague fully indorses, which is more objection- 
able even than the one upon which [ have been 
commenting, bad as that is. Here it is,and I beg 
gentlemen who may be favorably inclined towards 
this bill to examine it with care. It deserves such 
an examination: 

6’ When two or more charges are, or shall be made, or 
two or more indictments shall be found against a person, 
only ONE WRIT OR WARRANT shall he necessary to arrest 
and commit him for trial; and it shall be sufficient to state 
in the writ the name or general character of the offenses, 
Sor to refer to them only in VERY GENERAL TERMS.’ Only 
one writ or warrant shall be necessary to remove a prisoner 
from one district to another, a copy of which may be de- 
livered to the sheriff or jailor from whose custody the pris- 
oner may be taken, and another copy thereof to the sheriff 
or jailor to whose custody he may he committed; and the 
original writ, with the marshal’s return thereon, shall be 
returned to the clerk of the district to which he may be re- 
moved. Whenever a prisoner is committed to a sheriff or 
jailor by virtue of a writ, warrant, or mittimus, a copy 
thereof shall be delivered to the sheriff or jailor as his au- 
thority to hold the prisoner, and the ociginal writ, warrant, 
or mittimus shall be returned to the proper court or officer, 
with the officer’s return thereon.”? 

I had supposed, sir, that under the Constitution 
of the United States, whenever a man was ar- 
rested and deprived of his liberty, he had a right 
to demand that the charges on which he was ar- 
rested should be made with that clearness that 
would enable him to make his defense. But my 
colleague, it seems, takes altogether a different 
view of this matter. He presumes that the man 
arrested is guilty—that he is therefore perfectly 
aware of the precise nature of the charges upon 
which he is arrested, and should be prepared to 
make his defense. My colleague told us also that 
no man had ever been arrested, who did not learn 
the cause of arrest without looking to the warrant 
to ascertain it. Such doctrine reverses the well- 
established rule that has ever been recognized in 
criminal proceedings. The doctrine, as I have 
always understood, is, that every man is presumed 
to be innocent until the contrary is made to ap- 
pear. But this section of the bill, and the ex- 
planation of it given by my colleague, establishes 
another rule, viz: that every man is presumed to 
be guilty until he establishes his innocence. Sir, 


a principle so monstrous ought not to be avowed 
in this enlightened age. 

But, again, suppose a man is arrested upon a 
general warrant, such as is described in this sec- 
tion, charging him with larceny, perjury, and 
various other crimes of a high character, (the 
number here is unlimited,) and the prisoner ap- 
plies for, and succeeds in procuring, a writ of 
habeas corpus. Well, sir, suppose further, that the 
judge in hearing the cause ascertains that the party 
is not guilty, and has not been properly arrested 
upon four or five charges out of six the warrant 
mentions in general terms, and makes that return 
to the officer having him in custody. What then 
is to be done? Is there to be a discharge of the 
party as to these four or five charges? 

Siv, this section, if adopted, will produce con- 
fusion, and will lead to inextricable difficulty, and 
this is one that will spring from it. If warrants 
are to embrace a half dozen crimes, and those 
charged ‘in very general terms,” it will be utterly 
impossible to secure justice—the great end and 
aim of judicial proceedings. Such a provision 
ought to be universally scouted. It does seem to 
me that if there can be a violation of the Consti- 
tution of the country or a violation of the rights 
and liberties of the citizen, it is to be found in this 

rovision which is sought to be inserted in this 

ill. 

There are other provisions in the bill to which 
I object; but if we can refer it to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, we can 
then have the opportunity of having it read sec- 
tion by section, and of offering such amendments 
to its provisions as may make it acceptable to me, 
Į desire to see abuses corrected; but this bill will 
not correct those complained of. I submit the 
motion that the bill may be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and upon that mation I ask the previous question. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I ask the gentleman 
from Virginia to withdraw that motion for one 
moment. 

Mr. LETCHER. I will if you will renew it. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will renew it. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I renew the call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has expired. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. SMART. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up and have referred and 
printed the communication from the President of 
the United States upon the Speaker’s table relating 
to the fishing question. 

There was no objection, and the communication 
was taken up and, without being read, referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and ordered to 
be printed. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union; and being put, it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Puexrs in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 196, making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1853, 
and for other purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose 
on Saturday last, an amendment had been pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
Stanton,] proposing to fix the salary of the clerk 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House at $1,500 
per annum. 

Mr. ORR. Is it in order to offer an amendment 
to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis in order, 

Mr. ORR. I propose to amend the amendment 
by adding the following: 

And that from the commencement of the present Con- 
press the compensation of the messengers employed in the 
post office of the House of Representatives be $1,000 per 
annum in lien of their present per diem. 

Mr. O. said: The object of this amendment 1s 
to provide that those persons employed about the 
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post office of this House shall receive a salary of 
$1,900 per annum, instead of their present pay of 
$2 50 per day. They perform more labor than 
most officers connected with the Government, be- 
ing constantly employed from fourteen to sixteen 
hours per day. I thinkif there is any case where 
there should be an increase of salary, there should 
be an increase. in those cases. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think the gentleman from 
South Carolina had better withdraw. his amend- 
ment for the present. If this additional compen- 
sation be given, the appropriation will have to be 
increased; but to what extent, we do not know. 
If we are to give the additional compensation, it 
is important that we should know what amount 
of appropriation to make to meet it. I do not 
want a deficiency biil at the next session of Con- 
gress for this and other like purposes. 

Mr. ORR. In order to obviate the objection of 
the gentleman from Alabama, I will add to the 
amendment $4,000. This will be sufficient to 
cover the increased compensation. 3 

The question now being on the adoption of 
Mr. ORR’s amendment— 

Mr. HENN demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. MıLLson and Meape were 
appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 91, noes 31. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The question recurring upon the adoption of the 
amendment as amended, it was put; and, upon a 
division, there were—ayes 65, noes 63; no quorum 
voting. 

Mr. FOWLER demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Fow er, and Jonnson of 
Tennessee, were appointed. 

Mr. McMULLI I desire to ask, what is 
the salary of those officers now? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is out of order. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 83, noes 41. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. DIMMICK, under instruction of the Com- 
mittee on Patents, offered the following amend- 
ment: 


For the additional com 


pensation of the disbursing clerk 
and the draftsman in the 


Patent Office, $300 each, to he 
paid out of the Patent Office fund; and that hereafter the 
disbursing clerk shall he required to give bond, with proper 
security, in the sum of $5,000, conditional for the faithtul 
discharge of the duties of the office. Also, for the com- 
pensation of two additional permanent clerks in the Patent 
Office, ta be appointed by the Commissioner of Patents at 


a salary of $1,400 each, the sum of $2,800, to be paid out 


ofthe Patent Odice fund. 


Mr. D. said: I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, 
that the Commissioner of Patents has recom. 
mended a considerable increase in the clerical 
force of that Department, The Committee on 
Patents have had under consideration this whole 
subject; and as the result of their investigation, 
they have come to the conclusion expressed in 
that proposition. The Commissioner of Patents 
recommended the appointment of four additional 
permanent clerks in that Department; but the 
Committee on Patents determined to suggest the 
appointment of two permanent clerks, and to in- 
crease the salary of the draughtsman, with that 
of the disbursing clerk, by the sam of $300 each. 
This is all the increase they have thought proper 
to recommend at this time. F hope it will be the 
pleasure of the committee to adopt the amend- 
ment. i 

A Menmner. 
come from? 

Mr, DIMMICK. It is to come out of the Pat- 
ent Office fund. It requires no appropriation from 
the general Treasury. I therefore hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted, 

Mr. HOUSTON, I could not hear the amend- 
ment well when it was read. I understand, how- 
ever, that it provides for increasing the compensa- 
tion of various officers, to be paid out of the 
Patent Office fund, Now, I should like to have 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dimaicx,} 


or any other gentleman, tell me what is the amount 
of that fund? 


Mr. CARTTER, T 
deducting the appro 
Patent Office building. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thea 
pleting the Patent Office building, and for sustain- 
ing the establishment, have been very large; and 
now I should like to have the gentleman tell me 


Where is this compensation to 


There are $20,000 on hand, 
priation for completing the 


Ppropriation for com- 


ii 

| what is the real condition of that fund, and 
whether this appropriation will not have to come 
out of the general Treasury? 

Mr. CARTTER. It will not. There are 
$20,000 of that fund unexpended, in addition to 
that expended for completing the building, and 
for all other purposes, so that this will not come 
out of the general Treasury; and I am satisfied 
the service of that Department requires it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman’s statement 
shows, as I think, that he is in error. He says 
there are $20,000 of that fund left, besides the ap- 
propriations made for the building. Now, the 
appropriations, aside from those for the building, 
would go largely over the $20,080. There are 
$250,000 or $260,000 in the bill for completing one 
wing of the Patent Office and the commencement 
of the other. But leaving that out of the ques- 
tion, there are other appropriations in the bill | 
which will much more than absorb the $20,000, if 
Tam correct in my recollection, 

Mr. CARTTER. The permanent services of | 
the Department will not consume that amount, | 
| especially if you take into consideration the con- 
stantly-accruing fund of the office. { should like 
to inquire of the gentleman, what appropriation 
he alludes to? The whole service of the Depart- | 
ment amounts to only about $8,000. 

Mr. HOUSTON.” The gentleman’s recollec- 
tion is not very good, or mine is defective. There | 
is an appropriation in that bill now, I believe, for 
upwardsof $5,000; and thegentleman gotanappro- | 
priation increasing a $500 clerk to $1,200, and an- 
other appropriation of $1,000 or $1,500 for books, 
and $2,000 for fixing up the library. These make | 
it over $8,000, and nearly $10,000. 

Mr. CARTTER. The whole services of this 
Department, as provided by this bill, with this | 
! addition to it, does not amount to $12,000 a year. 

The question was then taken on the amend. | 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. McCORKLE offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the nine hundred and elev- 
enth line of the bill, at the end of “miscellaneous 

items:” 


For the establishment of a branch of the United States | 
Mint, at San Francisco, California, in accordance with the 
provisions of the law approved day of , the 
sum of $300,000: Provided, That no contract for materials, 
or for the purchase, lease, rent, or erection of the building 
shall be made except to the lowest bidder, after sixty days? 
advertisement in at Jeast three newspapers, two of which 
shall be published in the State of California: And pro- 
vided further, That nothing herein contained shall prevent 
the transfer of machine 
States Mint or Branches to the Branch Mint at San Fran- 
cisco at a fair valuation ; also, for the current expenses of 
the year, the sums of— 


Mr. HIBBARD. f raise the point of order 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia [Mr. McCorxrr] is not in accordance 
with the provision of any statute, and is unauthor- 
ized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must overrule 
the pointof order raised by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire. At the present session of Congress 
a bill has passed establishing a Mint in the State 
of California. This amendment proposes to ap- 
propriate the money necessary for the purpose of 
executing that law. : 

Mr. HIBBARD. Has the 
Mint in California become a law? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Has it received the signa- 
ture of the President ? . 

The CHAIRMAN. TheCh 
the Clerk that it has. 

Mr. McCORKLE. I will State, that the esti- 
| mates forthe appropriation contained in my amend- 
ment have been sent in by the proper Department, 
and I believe have been handed to the Committee 
_ of Ways and Means. They were not, however, 
sent in in time for that committee to report this 
amendment. 


Mr. HOUSTON. No estimate for these ap- 


act establishing a 


airis informed by 


| propriations has been before the Committee of | 
i, Ways and Means. 


ry and material from the United | 


I 

! For salary of Superintendent of the Mint... ETE TAA $4,500 

| Por salary of Treasurer assess.. seses 4,500 

i For salary of Assayer........., 3,000 

| For salary of Melter and Refiner...-...-s.. + seen, 3,000 

| For salary of Coiner sessen eee, 3,000 

i For salary of Assistants and Clerka. 17,500 

| For labor - 50,000 | 
| Foracids ...... «100,000 į 
| For contingencies........ccccesecesesesoeccs - 15,000 


i 


Mr. McCORKLE. The estimates came to the 


| much less before the building i 
i 


|! that I think a proviso ough 


Speaker of the House, as do all such communi- i 


i not been a 


cations intended for the Committee of Ways and 
Means. Those estimates I copied from that com- 
; munication, with the permission of the Speaker, 
I supposed that that communication had been re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Iam not aware that these 
appropriations have been before the Committee 
of Ways and Means, or before any committee. I 
understand they have not. The regular’ appro- 
priation for the establishment of the Mint, as pro- 
posed here, amounts to $300,000, and the other 
items, I believe, to $200,000, making the sum of 
$500,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment, in addi- 
tion to $300,000 for the establishment of the Mint, 

rovides for the salary of the Superintendent of the 
Mint, and of the other officers, and also for other 
purposes. 

Mr. HIBBARD. The whole amount is about 
$500,000, if I understand the amendment aright. 
| Besides the appropriation of $300,000 for the es- 
tablishment of the Mint, there is an appropriation 
for the salaries of its officers. It strikes me that 
that part of the amendment at least, is premature. 
If the Mint is established by law—and such is the 
fact from the statement of the Chair—it may be 
proper for us to make an appropriation; but we 
ought to ascertain, through a committee, upon ex- 
amination, what the appropriation should be. Tt 
has not received the examination of any commit- 
tee, and it can receive no examination except that 
cursory and imperfect examination which it will 
have here. The amendment certainly proposes to 
go further than we should go. It provides now for 
the salaries of officers who do not exist—who have 
ppointed and may not be appointed for 
six months to come. I would not be understood 
as being opposed toa proper and rightfula propri- 
ation for the building ofthe Mints bat Iam P posed 
to. allowing, at this time, theappropriation as asked 
for. In the course of the deliberations upon this 
bill, in this and the other branch of Congress, there 
will, doubtless, be time for due and proper con- 
sideration, and I cannot give my assent to this 
amountat this time, and I hope this committee will 
not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to strike out of that 
amendment all that it appropriates beyond the 
$300;000 for the erection of the building. I do it 
for the purpose of saying that if the committee 
think proper to appropriate that amount now, it 
can do so; but itis evident that there is no neces- 
sity in the world for making an appropriation. for 
the salaries of the various officers of the Mint, and 
for other purposes. That will not be called for until 
the Mint is erected and put into operation. The 
| law creating that Mint Says that it may be estab- 
lished, provided that the cost shall not exceed 
$300,000; and the law was so Specific that it went 
on to provide that the Secretary of the Treasury 
| should make contracts which should be approved 
by the President of the United States, not only 
for the building of the Mint, but for the entire 
| machinery. Everything was to be contracted for, 
j and to come within the $300,000. They cannot 
| make a contract for building a Mint within less 
than a year, and I do not know but it will take 
more than that time. It is evident that under no 
circumstance can they want this appropriation 
| for salaries of officers before the next session of 
Congress. I therefore move to strike it out. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I wish to ask the gentleman 
| if there is not an assay office already established 
there? 

' Mr. HOUSTON. There is; but as a Govern- 
; Ment we have no connection with it. Itis in the 
| hands of and conducted, as I understand, by those 
| Who have obtained it under contract from the 
i Government; and we are under no obligation to 
furnish anything at all forit. The next Congress 
will meet before the contract shall have been made, 
s completed. Why, 
then, appropriate for the salaries of officers who 
will not enter upon the discharge of their duties 
short of twelve months? I did not at first know 
that such an appropriation was contained in the 
amendment of my friend from California, [Mr. 
i McCorxte.} If this House ig disposed to appro- 
| priate the $300,000, so as to put it in the power 
| of the Secretary to procure the machinery, &c., 
if he chooses, Í shall have no objection; yet to 
t to be attached, pro- 
l be applied under the 
Jaw by which the Mint was created. But there 


| viding that the money shal 


je See a i ao nea 


PUBLISHE 


D AT WASHINGTON, BY JOHN C. RIVES—TERMS #3 FOR 


° 


THIS SESSION 


32p Congress, Ist Session. 


852. 


36. 


can beno necessity for thisadditional appropriation 
of $187,000, which, I understand, is the amount 
contained in the bill above the $300,000. 

Mr. McCORKLE. These estimates I had 
supposed the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means fully understood had been sent in, and 
were to form apart of this amendment. The first 
appropriation asked for in this amendment is for 
the building of the Mint, and the construction of 
the machinery; and I appeal to the gentleman’s 
intelligence, to his common sense, to know whether 
it is not necessary that the officers of this Mint— 
the Superintendent, the Coiner, and the Assayer— 
should be appointed now to superintend the man- 
ufacture, or make a selection of the machinery 
necessary for that Mint? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Does the gentleman propose 
to have these officers appointed now, and let them 
commence drawing their salaries from the time of 
their appointment? 

Mr. McCORKLE, That is proposed, and the 
necessity of the case requires it; as the Secretary 
of the Treasury is determined to put this Mint 
undercontractatonce. That being the case, there 
is an absolute necessity for the appointment of 
these officers. Does the gentleman expect them 
to serve without a salary? 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is no necessity for 
their appointment now. 

Mr.McCORKLE. Why not? The machinery 
must be selected, or manufactured, and these offi- 
cers must perform duties in connection with that. 
They are supposed to understand it; and the con- 
tractor, who may assume to construct the building 
of this Mint, and to furnish the machinery, should 
not have the selection of the machinery. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Secretary of the Treas- 
ury makes his contract for that. 

Mr. McCORKLE. But itis supposed that the 
Secretary of the Treasury may erect temporary 
buildings for the purposes of coinage. If this is 
done it will be necessary that these officers should 
be appointed; and, if so, it is necessary they 
should havea salary. There are coining estab- | 
lishments in California which can be rented cheap, 
for any length of time, and until the Mint itself 
goes into operation. They have nearly all the 
materials necessary for that purpose. 

But, rather than defeat the passage of the amend- 
ment at all, I am willing to separate it so as to 
have avote first upon that part making the appro- || 
priation for the erection of the building, and then |; 
a vote upon the appropriation for the salaries. i 


Mr. HAMILTON. The proviso should be 
strieken ont; it conflicts with the law. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not think the proviso 

is in conflict with the law. The proviso reads: |! 

«t Provided, That no contract for materials, or for the | 

purchase, Jease, rent, or erection of the building, shall be j{ 

made except to the lowest bidder, after sixty days? adver- jj 

tisement in atleast three newspapers, two of which shall |} 

be published in the State of Calitornia.’’ | 

The law by which the Mint was created did || 

not direct whether contracts should be with the |! 

| 

f 

| 

i 

{ 

| 

| 

f 

| 

| 

| 

i 


lowest bidder, or otherwise, at the discretion of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. It only pro- ; 
vided for contracts; and I suppose this provision 
may be consistent with the law. But then there 
is this fact about it: The second proviso ought to | 
be a restriction, so as to provide that the expendi- | 
tures shall not exceed the amount authorized by |: 
the act for the establishment of the Mint. The 
Secretary of the Treasury might, by possibility, ) 
determine that Congress, by putting in this pro- || 
viso, directed contracts should go to the lowest |! 
responsible bidder. He might determine it was 
such a change of the law as would authorize him |; 
even to exceed the $300,000. I would desire, 
therefore, of the gentleman from California, in- 
stead of this second proviso—which Í do not think 
properly placed here—to make an additional pro- 
viso, that under no circumstances shall the ex- 
penditure exceed the sum authorized by the law 
creating the Mint, 1 move to amend the amend- 
ment by the addition of the following proviso: 

Provided, further, That no contract or contracts shall be 
made for such Branch Mint and machinery, for an amount 
exceeding $300,000. 
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Mr. McCORKLE. I accept the gentleman’s 
proviso, and modify my amendment accordingly. 

The question was then taken on Mr. McCor- 
KLE’s amendment as modified, and it was agreed 
to. 

Mr. McCORKLE. I now submit the following 
amendment, to come in after what has just been 
adopted: 


Thatthere shall also be appropriated, for current expenses 
of the year, the sums of— 


| For salary of Superintendent of the Mint.......... $4,500 
For salary of Treasurer... ss .cce cece eens ee 4,500 
For salary of Assayer ........ 3,000 
For salary of Melter and Refiner 3,000 
For satary of Coiner........-0.5 3,000 
For salaries of Assistants and Clerks +» 17,500 
FOr LAW OM  wisicia coasts ve sie" ianitor oe 50,000 
For acids...... os + 100,000 
For coutingencies...... 0.0000 e00e kss skypen otie 15,000 


Mr. Chairman, with regard to that amendment 
I have simply to say this: that in the amendment 
which has just been passed, we authorize the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury to rent an establishmentin | 


San Francisco, if in his discretion he thinks proper 
to do so, for the purpose of coinage. There is 
already there what is called the United States As- 
say office. There are also some two or three other 
private coining establishments there. They may, 
in fact, be called mints. If the Secretary of the 
Treasury deems it proper to rent one of these es- 
tablishments, it will be absolutely necessary to 
have these officers; and I believe that I am not 


going too far to say—but I will not state that he | 


did, although he ought to—that he will rent one 
of these establishments for the purpose of coining, 
until the Mint shall go into operation. In that 


event, as I have already said, these officers will be į 


absolutely necessary. These salaries are fixed by 


| thelawalready passed and approved. The three last 


items of my amendment are for materials which 
will be necessary in order to carry on the estab- 
lishment, should he rent one. I see no good rea- 
son why the amendment should not be passed at 


once, and let this Mint go into operation immedi- ʻi 


ately. I am not tenacious about the subject, how- 
ever. Itcomes from the Department. That is 
the view they take of it, and I think it is abso- 
lutely necessary to the interests of the people of 
California to supply them immediately with an 
institution for the coinage of money, which this 
Congress has failed to do for so long a time. 


Mr. HOUSTON, I remain in the same cpinion |: 
! I expressed a few moments ago. 


These appro- 
priations are all unnecessary. The gentleman, 
by referring to the law, will see at once that the 


| contracts have to be approved by the President of 
i! the United States before anything can be done. 
i The gentleman from California speaks of renting : 


a building and putting the machinery there. Why, 
sir, the purchasing of the machinery is to be a 
part of the contract which must come within the 
$300,000; and the Secretary of the Treasury can- 
not take a single step until he completes his con- 
tract and the President of the United States has 
approved it. There is no authority for renting a 


į house for the machinery in the original law, and 


if the gentleman proposes to authorize such a 


out of order. If I understand him as proposing 
that we shall purchase machinery, aside from 


what is provided in the law, E shall raise that i 


point of order. Congress will meet again within 


| three months, and there will be ample time forthe | 


consideration of this subject. 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
was not agreed to. 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN offered the following 
amendment: 

For payment of tosses by Indian depredations in New 
Mexico since that country was taken possession of by the 
American troops under General Kearny in the year 1846, 
the sum of $1,751,000, or so much thereof as may be neces- 


sary to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of |; 


the Interior. 


New Seres... No. 1 


been destroyed by Indians. He does not recol- 
lect the exact provision of that statute, but feels, 
| nevertheless, disposed to entertain the amendment. 
; Mr. WEIGHTMAN. This amendment, Mr. 
| Chairman, is in strict pursuance of not an ordinay, 
ibut a supreme law of the United States. The 
| 9th article of the treaty between the United States 
and Mexico of 1848, provides that— 
|; “The Mexieans who, in the Territories aforesaid, shall not 
j| Preserve the character of citizeus of the Mexican Republic, 
conformably with what is stipulated in the preceding article, 
shall be incorporated into the Union of the United States 
| and be admitted at the proper time, (to be judged of by the 
| Congress of the United States,) to the enjoyment of all the 
| rights of citizens of the United States, according to the 
í ciples of the Constitation ; and in the mean time shall 
| intained and protected in the free enjoyment of their 
| liberty and property, and secured in the free exerciso of 
: their religion without restriction.” 
By this treaty, which is the supreme law of the 
‘land, the Government of the United States guar- 
| antied to maintain and protect the people of New 
i Mexico in the enjoyment of their property. Many 
iof the inhabitants of that Territory have been 
|| despoiled of their property by the Indians. The 
| amount of their losses as indicated in the amend- 
| ment is taken from the census returns, which, of 
| course, were prepared by the officers of the United 
(States. Jt is not the exact amount, but falls short 
| several hundred dollars. The case designed to be 
provided for here isan aggravated one. The peo- 
i ple of New Mexico requested of the authorities of 
that Territory permission to take their own prop- 
| erty away from the Indians, but were met with a 
refusal. They were refused permission to do so 
in the time of General Kearny, because we were 
i then at war. Consent to their request was not 
afterwards given, from the fear that a border 
Yet I will 


| 


| 
| 
f ernment of the United States might have passed 
ji as many laws as it pleased, yet that people would 
|| bave retaken their lost property. Thelaw-abidin 
|| New Mexicans have obeyed orders, and relie 
|, upon the justice of the Government. It seems to 
i| me that this thing is very clear. The sum in the 
if amendment is taken from the census returns. 
ii The whole amount is not absolutely appropriated, 
ii but only so much as may be necessary to meet 
‘i the claims that may be presented. 
| Mr. CHASTAIN, The amount proposed by 
the amendment is a large one to he appropriated 
at one time, and, as for myself, I am not prepared 
ii to give my vote for it. I do not think New Mex- 
{| ico is worth that amount of money. (Laughter.} 
i I want to know whether the gentleman will take 
| New Mexico in part payment? _ 
|| Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I desire to state that 
|| this amount was returned by the officers appointed 
i by the United States to take the census, and the 
; return is notin gross. I had the honor once be- 
fore of bringing this subject to the attention of the 
House. The return sets forth the number of 
horses, mules, and sheep carried off from the va- 
i: rious counties since 1846. 
/ Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to ask the 
i gentleman a question. Would he, if he had a 
‘i vote in this committee, vote for the amendment 
i himself? 
i Mr. WEIGHTMAN. Mostassuredly I would. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Here is a large claim that 
t is proposed to appropriate for in gross, From 
ii the reading of the amendment, I judge that the 
| money goes toa great many people, The sub- 
: ject never has been before a committee. My friend 
from New Mexico is himself almost as uninformed 
i! upon the subject as we are, because I presume 


| 
i 
1 


Mr. HOUSTON, Mr. Chairman, is that amend- i that he has not had an opportunity of investigating 


ment in order? 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair is of the opin- 


| the case according to the proof. 
i Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I wish to say a word 


ion that the Indian intercourse act of 1834 provides | in reply to the gentleman. I have stated the ground 
for compensating persons whose property has |l upon which my opinion is founded, so far as 
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the amount is concerned. The whole amount is 


not appropriated, but only so much thereof as | 


shall be necessary to be disbursed under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Interior. : 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 1 offer the following amend- 
ment: 


And beit further enacted, That the assistant of the Super- 
intendent of the Hall of the Exploring Expedition shall here- 
after receive a compensation atthe rate of $700 per annum, 


to be paid out of the same fund out of which he is now paid. i 


Mr. Chairman, I will only say, that this raises 
the salary of a deserving employee from one 
dollar per day to $700 per annum. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Who is he? 

Mr. DUNHAM. ‘he assistant of the Super- 
intendent of the Hall of the Exploring Expedition. 

Mr. STEVENS. He is the man who sweeps 
out the hall. 


The question was taken, and the amendment | 


was not agreed to. 


| Mr. FLORENCE. I offer the following amend- |! 


ment: 
That the assistant constructer and draughtsman in the 
Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Repair, of the 


Navy Department be paid for his services, 31,600 per an- 
num, in pursuance of the act of Congress of August 3lst, 
1842. 

I offer this amendment with the view of direct- 
ing the Navy Department to pay to those gentle- 
men the amount required by law. The act reor- 
ganizing the Navy Department, passed the 31st 


of August, 1842, provides a certain number of |i 


clerks for the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, 
and Repair, and also provides for the employment 
ofa draughtsman. The practice has been to divide 
the 91,600, provided by law for a draughtsman, 


between the clerk and draughtsman—thus making | 


an additional clerk not authorized by law—and 
paying but $800 to the draughtsman and assistant 
constructer, 1 desire to direct the Navy Depart- 
ment to pay this gentleman, wh 
qualified for his situation, the whole amount pro- 
vided by law, to which he is entitled. I know of 
no other course to pursue than this—no other way 
by which to correct the error now existing. Here 
is what the law says: 


“For the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Repair, 


one assistant constructer and draughtsman, who shall re- | 


crive for his services the sum of $1,600 per annum, and 
four clerks, one of whom shall receive for his services 1,400 
per annum, and the others shall receive for their services 
$1,000 per annum each.?? 


[read this from the Navy Register, published 
by the Department. By reference to it I find that 
the salary of Richard Powell, draughtsman, is 
$800 per annum, and that of D. R. Goodloe, an 
additional clerk, ji suppose him to be, $800. It will 
be seen that there is no provision 
clerk, and there is only a provision 
constructer and draughtsman. 
that, I may remark here, that all the other 
draughtsmen in all the other bureaus receive $1,000 
The salary of $800 is not sufficient to pay the ex 
penses of this gentleman and sustain his family 

do not desire to consume the time of the com 
mittee longer. I could read certificates of his abil- 
ity to perform the duties of his office from the head 


for an assistant 


of the Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and |; 
ary of | 


Repair, as well as a letter from the Secret 
the Navy, requesti: 
this gentleman migl 
than is now paid him. 
Mr. HOUSTON, 
ment. I wishto say that the Committee of W 
and Means have reported every cent estimated for 
by that Department, for the pay not only of the 
Bureau clerks, but the draughtsmen, per act of the 
31st of August, 1842 and 1845, 49,400. The very 
case to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Florence] refers is marked down and in- 
cluded in the estimates of the head of the Bureau, 
by which the amount is made up for the Nay 
Department. Wehaveappropriated all they asked. 
They made their estimates under those laws, and 
we reported to this House the amount they asked; 
and this committee have agreed to it. 
which the gentleman now asks to be 
must be a sum beyond any knowled 
of the Secretary of the N 
intended to ask additional 
he not do it in his regular estimat 
he not submit a proposition to the 
Mr. FLORENCE, 
diti 


ng that the compensation of 


ays 


ge on the part 
avy. If the Secretary 


es? Why did 
committee? 

I do not ask that any ad- 
onal sum shall be appropriated. | only ask 


o is eminently ; 


for any such | 


Independent of || 


it be fixed at a larger amount || 


Tam opposed to the amend. || 


Theamount | 
appropriated | 


compensation, why did | 


that the sum required by law, to be paid to this 
gentleman, shall be paid him. 


i| but asks that weshall instruct the Secretary of the 

Navy how to apply the money which we appro- 

priate to him. ‘The law directs him how to ap- 
ly it. 

p Mr. FLORENCE. I have submitted the case 

: clearly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We are bound to presume 
that the Secretary of the Navy and the heads of 
these Bureaus carry out the law. If this salary 
i| of $1,600 is divided between the draughtsman and 
the clerk, I take it for granted that it is upon an 


| 
I 
| 
d 
| 
| 
| 
f 
i 
i 
| 


| ought to be bound by it. 

| The question was then taken upon Mr. Fror- 
| ENCE’s amendment, and it was rejected, 

| Mr. GORMAN. 
amendment: 


For the “payment of Caroline M. Fleury, the widow of 
Louis A. Fieury, deceased, $280, due said Louis A. Fieury, 
ij as clerk connected with the Delaware breakwater from the 
first of January to the Fast of April, inelusive, 1834. 


Mr. HAMILTON. Is not that a private claim? 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 can explain it in a very few 
words. 

The CHAIRMAN. Intheo 
i: the question of order Submitted. 


I desire to offer the following 


inion of the Chair 
by the gentleman 
i from Maryland [Mr. Hamitron] must be sus- 
tained. ‘lhe amendment is out of order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Chair to 


decide that the amendment is out of order? 


Mr. GORMAN. Tt is for balance of pay, and 
would really come in as a deficiency. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. The debate is out of order. 
| Mr. GORMAN. I was only about to state the 
| nature of the case. I think the amendment is not 
| out of order, because it is an appropriation for ser- 
vices already performed, and services which were 
| authorized by law. The services have been per- 
| formed, but the young man being dead, the money 
i cannot be drawn under the present law, unless 
| letters of administration be taken out by the 


F 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| ment to be out of order. 


here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that it is in the nature of a 
therefore, sustains the point of order made by the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. HamiLroN.] 


| Mr. CHANDLER. I offerthefollowing amend- 
| 


ment: 
That the Library Committee be anthorized to sell any 
| oriei the Library which were rendered imperfect by the 
; date fi 
i purchase of other works. 
| Mr. Chairman, the fire in the Library last win- 
| ter destroyed a part of a number of sets, leaving 
i us different volumes, which are valuable to the 
| collectors of volumes, but of no use to us. We 
have not felt ourselves authorized to sell them, 
without such authority as is proposed by this 
ii amendment to give us. 
| fore, by this amendment 
|! them at fair prices, 
į with the proceeds. 
' The question was then taken on theamendment 
; and it was agreed to. 
|| Mr. BISSELL. I offer the following amend- 
| ment: 
| And that the Clerk of the House of Representatives be 
|! directed to pay to William H. Minnix, the stationery and 
i 


, authority to part with 
and to purchase other books 


> 


{ petition clerk, the same compensation annually, which i 
| paid to the assistant clerks of the Clerk of the House o 
Representatives, 
Congress. 

Mr. Chairman, I think that this amendment 
contemplates a very evident act of justice, and I 


i; fied myself in regard to it, and I would not have 
; offered it if I were not satisfied that it is reason- 
| able and just. 


day. 

Mir. HOUSTON. 
employed? 
Mr. BISSELL. He has charge of the station- 

y, and also of petitions. 

‘| what miscellaneous. 
i| Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. A word only 
|| in reply to the inquiry of the chairman of the 


i 
li er 


widow. This is the only reason why it is brought : 


private claim; and, | 


and to appropriate the proceeds of said sale to the | 


We simply ask, there- | 


from the commencement of the present | 


| hope there will be no opposition to it. Tam satis- | 


| 
In what department is he | 

i 
| 
t 
| 
i 


agreement with the draughtsman, and as such he |: 


| Committee of Waysand Means, [Mr. Housrow.] 


|; I am somewhat conversant with the duties of the 
Mr. HOUSTON. Then the gentleman does | 
not ask us to give any additional appropriation, |! 


gentleman who is referred to in this amendment, 
land I know that they are very responsible and 
i laborious. He has charge of the petitions and 
memorials which come to this House; and he has 
the distribution of them tothe committees. 
Mr. HOUSTON. It is doubtless true; but the 
j Statement which the gentleman from New York 
i {Mr. Seymour] makes, in regard to this officer, 
may be made in regard to all the officers of the 
Government. They all have responsible stations 
to fill and duties to perform. If they have not, 
the offices ought to be dispensed with; they should 
; not exist at all. Ido think if we intend to inter- 
fere with the salaries of the officers about this 
; Capitol, this city, or elsewhere—salaries which 


i have been established by law, and which have ex- 


isted for years—we ought to take up that subject 
separate and apart from all others, and remode} 
| the whole system. 
Mr. BISSELL. It was not my intention to 
| Say one word upon this subject. The gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Housron] consumes the time 
of the House, in an argument in opposition to 
this little amendment. It is a simple proposition 
of increasing his pay fifty cents a day, and there 
is not a more laborious man about the House. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I do not wish the gentleman 


i to consume my time. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chairrulestheamend- |! 


j 
i 
i 


i| designed to offer, assigned the foorto t 


|| his compensation will not be too high 
HOUSTON. What is the salary of that | 


Mr. BISSELL. Two dollars and a half per 


il I hope 
His duties are some- | 
I Mr. HOUSTON. 


| 

| Mr. BISSELL. You are consuming my time. 
| [Laughter.] 

| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tili- 
| nois [Mr. Bissett] submitted an amendment. 
| Having submitted some remarks in favor of his 
| amendment, he ceased to speak, and the Chair 
| supposing he had finished the remarks which he 
hegentleman 
from Alabama, (Mr. Hovsron.] When the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] rose and 
interrogated the gentleman from Alabama, the 
Chair stated that the gentleman could do so by 
permission of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 will detain the committee 
but a moment longer. Ihave no special knowl- 
| edge of this particular case, and therefore ! do not 

intend that my remarks shall apply to it solely. 
| This may be a very just case—and I have no doubt 
that in all the Departments there are cases where 
the compensation is not large enough. Iam not 
complaining of this particular case. I am present- 
ing the whole question to the consideration of the 
committee, whether they will in this very unsatis- 
factory manner take up this important subject and 
legislate upon it, or whether it is not our duty to 
| refer it to some committee—if not this session, at 
the next—to bring forward a plan which will put 
all the officers of the Government upon a proper 
and equitable basis. It does seem to me that this 
plan of taking up isolated cases is a very ungatis- 
factory mode of legislation. Every member of 
this body has some favorite whose salary he would 
be glad to see increased. I have, I know. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. After “ Minnix,” insert the words “ the 
messengers of the House of Representatives,” 

The object of thisamendment is this: The mes- 
sengers of this House, as we all know, are officers 
who arein thedaily performance ofimportantduties 
demanding labor and attention,and I believe, so far 
as my own knowledge is concerned, I can certainly 
say that they have performed and do perform these 
duties faithfully. The original amendment, I un- 
derstand, raises the compensation of the individual 
named to $3 per day. It is precisely the amount 
which is given to the messengers of the Senate, 
and no more. 1 conceive as our messengers have 
hitherto received but $2 50, there is an inequality 
which should be remedied by the adoption of this 
provision. I think the original amendment should 
pass, for I know the duties of that officer, and I 
| know that they are well discharged. T know that 
f if it is put 
y the gentleman from 


up to the amount asked b 
; Ilinois, [Mr. Bissext..] 
| JT think, with regard to th 


ese messengers, that 
they should be put upon th 


e same footing as the 
messengers of the Senate, because their duties are 
y equally responsible and equally arduous. 
that the amendment to the amendment will 
prevail, and that the whole will be adopted. 

I know that it is a very un- 
thankful business for me to oppose increase of 
pay to officers who are around me here all day, or 


i certain 
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and ask us to do likewise, because the Senate had 
done it, and that he would be just as willing to 
do it. 


follow their bad example. We have been in the 
habit of paying our messengers the compensation 


that is provided by law. They knew what it was | 


before they entered upon the discharge of their 
duties. Who does not remember at the com- 
mencement of this very session of Congress the 
turmoil and confusion and bickering and ill-feel- 
ing that sprang up here because officers in this 
House and about this House were displaced, and 
others put in their stead? There was a general 
scramble for the places, and now the very men 
who sought these places, and knew what com- 
pensation they were to get, are coming forward 
and presenting their claims to us, because their 
compensation is notenough! The gentlemen who 
came in, scrambled and contended very hard for 
the places, knowing what the compensation was, 


and the gentlemen who went out complained bit- | 


terly that they were proscribed from that compen- 
sation. 


Now, it seems to me, as I said before, that if |: 


we mean to legislate according to our own sense of 
propriety, we must stand to the compensation as 
the law establishes it, unless we are given a good 
reason for increasing it, and that reason must not 
be that the Senate have increased the compensa- 
tion of their employees, but it must be that a pub- 
lic necessity exists, this compensation is too low, 
and that therefore we must increase it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to call 


the attention of the chairman of the Committee of |: 
Ways and Means tothe fact that all the expenses |} 


of living in this city have vastly increaged within 
a very short time. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave heard that five hun- 
dred times, and I reply to it by saying that the 
expenses of living in almost every place in the 
United States have increased. And what reason 
exists for increasing the salaries here, that does 
not apply to New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 


Charleston, New Orleans, and every other place 


where officers of this Government live? 
I take my own State, for example: a year ago 


we could get the provisions of life at prices one | 


third below what we have to give for them now, 
and will you not increase the compensation of 
your officers there, as well as of those here? There 
is not a reason which has been given for increas- 


ing the salaries of officers of the Government here `; 


which does not apply with equal force as well to 
officers of the Government elsewhere. 
The question then being upon Mr. Srymovur’s 


amendment to the amendment, it was put, and on | 
a division the Chair announced—ayes 40,noes 58; | 


no quorum voting. 


Mr. HAMILTON demanded tellers; which | 
were ordered; and Messrs, CAMPBELL, of Illinois, || 


and Goopenow were appointed. 


The question was again put, and the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 62, noes 60. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 
The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I movetoamend theamend- 
ment by adding thereto the following: 


To the three public folders, viz: John D. Utt, Henry Mc- i 


Laughlen, and John C. Mulloy, $2 50 each per day, from 
the commencement of the present session. 

I have generally opposed these increases of com- 
pensation, but these men deserve more at the hands 


of this House than any other men employed about |! 
the Capito]. They have been here during the whole | 


session of Congress; one of them has received $75 


for his services, and another only $12. They are: 


really deserving of this compensation. 
Mr. GENTRY. 


all the employés of the Government, in the Ex- 


ecutive Departments as well as here, and which pro- || the amendment offered by the gentleman from 


Tt is enough for us to follow the good ex- || 
ample of the Senate, but for God’s sake let us not |! 


I desire to remark, as a sug- |! 
gestion somewhat in opposition to theamendment | 
of the gentleman from Maryland, that I have a; 
proposition here generalin its terms; one embracing || 


ji 
| 


|; posed to this proposition, but I think this partial ; 


i He will find that it covers all | 
; these cases in a satisfactory way. | 
Mr. HAMILTON. These persons to whom | 
my amendment relates are not salaried officers of 

_ the Government. 
| 
| 
1 


Mr. GENTRY. Myamendment provides for | 


all such characters, whether employed at an annual 
salary or in temporary positions. i 

Mr. HAMILTON. Permitme to remark that 
these gentlemen are employed in folding public 
documents. They are not salaried officers. One 
i of them has received $75 for his services, and an- : 
_ other only $12. 


Mr.GENTRY. My amendment will give them | 
: twenty per cent. on what they now receive. f 
Mr. HAMILTON. I only propose to give 
i them $2 50 per day, from the commencement of | 
| the session. 
The question now being upon Mr. HAMILTON’S 
| amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. SMART demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. St. Martin, and Carre of 
: Ohio, were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 74, noes 41; no quorum voting. 
| (Loud cries of ‘* Call the roll!” 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask that there may be a 
| recount. 
| The CHAIRMAN. There will be a recount: 
| if no objection be made. | 
| There being no objection, the tellers resumed | 
| 
H 
| 
t 
t 
t 
|; 


their places, and the question being again taken, 
the tellers reported—ayes 85, noes 32. 

So the amendment to the amendment was! 
adopted. 

Mr. ORR. [ask that theamendmentas amended | 
‘| may be read, with a view to offer an amendment. 
i The Clerk read the amendment as amended, as 
follows: 


i € And that the Clerk of the House of Representatives be 
; directed to pay to William H. Minnix, the stationery and | 
| petition clerk, and the messengers of the House of Repre- | 
| sentatives, the same compensation, annually, which is paid | 
į to the assistant clerks of the Clerk of the House of Repre- | 
ii sentatives, from the commencement of the present Con- 
| gress; and the three public folders, John D. Utt, Ikenry 
|| McLaughlin, and John C. Mulloy, $2 50 per day, from the 
i commencement and during the present session.”? 


Mr. BISSELL. I ask the gentleman from 
| South Carolina to yield me the floor for one mo- i 
i ment to make an explanation. | 
Mr. ORR. I yield to the gentleman for that 
į purpose. 
| Mr. BISSELL. It is necessary, in order to 
carry out the intention of those who have offered 
this amendment, to add after the words ‘* messen- 
gers of the House of Representatives,” the words 
“ three dollars per day.” 
| TheCHAIRMAN. That change can only be 
ii made by the unanimous consentof the committee. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I object to any modification. | 
Mr. ORR. I move to amend the amendment 
H by striking out the words “the same compensa- 
ii tion, annually, which is paid to the assistant clerks 
l: of the Clerk of the House of Representatives,”? | 
and to insert in lieu thereof the words ‘* three dol- ! 
lars per day.” 
' My friend from Hlinois, {Mr. BisseLn,} in offer- 
‘| ing this amendment, stated to the House that the 
{i object of it-was to give this gentleman the same | 
| compensation which is paid to the messengers, i 
which is three dollars per day, but referring to the | 
+; Blue Book here, it will be seen: 
| Mr. BISSELL. That is precisely the thing 
which | wish to get at now. It was an accidental | 
| omission of my own. I thought that on raising | 
| the compensation of this gentleman up to the sal- | 
| ary paid to the assistant clerks of the House, it 
|| would be three dollars a day. That was my in- 
i 


| tention. . 
ii Mr. GENTRY. Then I understand it to bea 


to make, and E hope there willbe no objection toit. | 
| Mr. BISSELL. My object is to make it the | 

same as the salary paid to the assistant clerks of; 
! the House—that is $1,500. But with regard to 


fi 


iH 


mere verbal correction that the gentleman desires || 


i 
t 


i 
i 
| 
1 
i 
f 
! 
i 


1 
{ 
i 


| 
t 
H 
i 


| Mr. ORR. Well, 1 understood the gentleman 
from Ulinois, in the remarks which he made, te 


i Say that the increase to this gentleman, Mr. Min- 


nix, would make his compensation $3 per day, 
and I was not very averse to increasing his pay 
from $2 50 to $aday. But if the amendment 
stands as the gentleman framed it originally, in- 
stead of this officer’s pay being 98 a day, it will be 
$5 a day, for the assistant clerks get instead of 
$3 a day, $1,500 per annum. I therefore offer 
the amendment which I have indicated. 

Iam not prepared to say whether the amend- 
ment ought to be adopted or not, for I have not 
examined into the details of the duties performed 
by this officer. I had examined into the duties 
of the officers for whose benefit I offered an amend- 
ment this morning. I know the extent of their 
services. I know that they worked from twelve 
to sixteen hoursa day, hot or cold, summer or 
winter, and I thought their compensation ought 
to be increased. 1 have not investigated this case, 
and therefore I am not prepared to say whether 
this increase ought to be made or not. But unless 
the amendment which I have offered be adopted, 
you will increase the compensation to $1,500, in- 
stead of to $3 per day. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish merely 
to say, in explanation of my amendment, that E 
had the same impression that the gentleman from 
South Carolina had,and hence I offered theamend- 
mentin thatform. Unless the words ‘three dol- 
lars per day, ” are inserted, it will be senseless, 
or else will give the messengers $1,500, which I did 


| not intend. I stated that the object of the amend- 


ment was to raise the pay from $2 50 to $3 per 
day, and I presume that was the intention of those 
who voted for it, 

Mr. MASON. I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment to the amendment. I observe that the gen- 
tlemen who are offering and advocating these 
amendments are very little conversant with the 
duties of these messengers, and, therefore, are not 
prepared to make a distinction which ought to be 
made in their compensation. The Committee on 
Accounts, owing to the fact that we have had the 
superintendence and control of the contingent 
fund, have become acquainted with all these sub- 
jects, and have had this matter before us since the 
beginning of the session; but in consequence of 
the fact that the Committee on Public Lands con- 
sumed some months at the commencement of this 
session, our committee have never been called on, 
or we should long since have reported a bill regu- 
lating all these salaries. : 

Now, sir, Mr. Minnix, whose compensation 
is proposed to be raised, is a messenger, and there 
are three other messengers, making four to the 
Clerk’s office. Three of these messengers have 
already, by these various resolutions, raising the 
salaries of particular incumbents in the various 
messengers’ offices, been provided for—some by 
the House, and one by the Committee on Ac- 
counts. ‘They have been raised to $1,500 per an- 
numeach. The gentleman who was Superintend- 
ent at the Library, a very competent and popular 
man, had his salary raised to $1,500 per annum. 
His successors, of course, claim the same compen- 
sation. If one man gets $1,500 for the perform- 
ance of the duties of an office, the successors will, 
of course, claim and expect the same. 

It was the same way with the reading clerk, Mr. 
Walker, who was in here the Jast Congress, and 
read for Mr. Campbell. He was allowed to receive 
$1,500 a year for his services. The present reading 
clerk, who has performed the same service, expects 
to receive thesame pay. The Committee on Ac- 
counts are governed in these matters by the reso- 
lutions of the House. They had instructed him, 
ora majority of the committee had, to report a 
resolution giving each of these officers what they 
expect to receive. 

Mr. BISSELL. I would inquire of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky if, with reference to Mr. 
Minnix, he does not, although he only ranks as 
a messenger, peform more clerical duties than any 
other messenger? 

Mr. MASON. The duties that gentleman per- 
forms are those of great importance, and involve a 

ood deal of responsibility. 

Mr. BISSELL. But are not his duties, toa 
great extent, clerical duties? 


Mr. MASON. The respective duties of these 
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ment to the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. MASON. 
insert “ $2 50”? 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not 
strictly in order, the committee having inserted 
$3 by the adoption of the amendment of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. It is not in order 
to amend what has been inserted by the commit- 
tee. 

Mr. MASON. Would it not be in order to in- 
crease the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis notin order to amend, 
at all, what has been inserted by a vote of the 
committee. 

Mr. MASON. Then! will move a proviso to 
the amendment. I move the following: i 

Provided, That no extra compensation shall be given at fhe 


end of the session to any of the clerks or messengers of the 
House. 


The CHAIRMAN. Thatis in order. 

Mr. MASON. The Committee on Accounts 
are expressly prohibited from allowing any extra 
compensation to any of the officers of the House. 
But it is not only unpopular but odious to go 
against this extra compensation; and l expect at 
the end of the session to see almost every gentleman 
here come up and vote for it. I will suggest that 
this whole subject needs revision. You have forty- 
odd clerks and messengers about the House, and 
many of the messengers are expecting to receive 
the pay of clerks, I will not say that Mr. Min- 
nix receives full pay for the services he performs; 
but it is the duty of the Clerk to apportion these 
duties among the various messengers, so that no 
one shall have an extra amount of labor to per- 
form. I do not know that this is done. Ido not 
know but some of them perform a larger amount 
of service than they are paid for; but one thing is 
certain: I have no idea that any of them would 
vacate his office at his present salary; and if he 
would, there are a plenty more who would be glad 
of it. But what I wish'to say is this: Of the two 
hundred and thirty-one members of this House, 
each one has all he can attend to in his own com- 
mittee and in public, so that he could not possibly 
learn the duties which are performed by each offi- 
cer of the House. The law allows eight clerks 
to be appointed. Speaker Cobb thought that six 
were enough. But you have now forty-odd mes- 
sengers and clerks connected with the House. 
You have four messengers whose salaries are 
raised to that of clerks; and when a messenger is 
raised to the dignity of clerk he cannot undertake 
to do the ordinary duties of a messenger. We 
have seen that already in the messengers who are 
employed to take books round to the members at 
their houses. But having been raised to the dig- 
nity of clerk they scatter round the public docu- 
ments upon the members desks, and the conse- 

uence is, that they often do not get them at all. 

"hat is the great difficulty in this whole matter. | 
You place an obstacle in the way of a proper dis- 
charge of the duties by these messengers, although 
it is done with the best motives. It may be right 
that they should have some extra compensation 
and a little higher salary. I would be glad if 
every messenger, every clerk, every officer, and | 
every member of Congress, and everybody else 
could have plenty of salary and plenty of money. 
T would be glad to see everybody have everything; 
but in representing our constituents here, who are 


Tt is in order. 
I moveto strike out ‘$3 ” and 


e 


to pay the salaries of the officers of the Govern- 
ment, we should remember that by the last Cen- 
sus our constituents are worth on an average but 
about $250 each. In Massachusetts they are worth 
but about $200. In Kentucky about $700; but the 
average is about $250. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. 1 desire to say 
a word or two in relation to this matter, I sup- 
pose one great object is, to pay these clerks and 
messengers in proportion to the service they are 
required to perform, and the responsibilities their 
appointment imposes upon them. 

Now, sir, in relation to Mr. Minnix, I 
there are very few men in this House 


suppose 
who are 


aware of the responsibilities of his office. He is 
required, in the first place, to take all the petitions 


| that are presented here and enter them in a book; 


and he is then required to distribute them amongst 
the several committees. {n addition to that, he is 
required to receive all the stationery of the House 
from the contractor, and to see that it is pro erly 
taken care of, or disposed of. There is great labor 
and responsibility attaching to that office. All the 


i Stationery of the House is under his control, and 


at his disposition; and he becomes personully re- 


| sponsible for it. Now, I ask every gentleman 


here, if there is not great labor and responsibility 
attaching to the position which he is required to 
fill by virtue of his appointment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled to 
remind the gentleman, that the amendment before 
the committee is the proviso offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Mason,] that no 


; clerks or messengers shall receive any extra com- 
| pensation at the end of the session. 


The amend- 
ment, on which the gentleman is speaking, is not 
now before the committee. i: 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Well, sir, am I not show- 
ing why the proviso should not be adopted—that 
in the particular instance of which I am speaking, 
an extra compensation should be allowed? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman makes 
that application of his remarks, he is in order. 


Mr. CAMPBELL. That is what lam endeav- | 


ering to show, that in some instances this extra 
compensation should be allowed, by giving the 
case of Mr. Minnix. Now, in the case of the 
Librarian of Congress, I would not desire to take 
anything from him, but if we are to give compen- 


| sation in proportion to the labor and responsibility 


ttaching to the office, I should say Mr. Minnix 
was entitled to more pay than the Librarian. The 
Librarian remains in the room, and when gentle- 
men come there and desire books, they take them 


j outand he makes the entry. There is no great 


labor or responsibility attaching to that position. | 


Í do not suppose he performs an amount of labor 
sufficient to entitle him to a salary of $1,500 per 
annum. So of some of the other clerks. My 
motto is, to pay men in proportion to the labor 
they are required to perform, and if Mr. Minnix 
does not present a case that entitles him to an 
equal compensation with the other clerks, then 
there is nothing in labor and responsibility which 
entitles a man to a reward, for there is no station 
connected with the House, to which more labor 
and responsibility attaches. 

The amendment to the amendment having been 
reduced to writing, was read, as follows: 

Provided, That officers, clerks, messengers, or employees 
in or about the Capitol shall not be allowed any extra com- 
pensation at the end of the session. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

The question then recurred upon the amendment 
as amended. 


Mr. DAWSON. This amendment as now | 
amended will exclude the pages from any extra | 


compensation. I trust it will not be adopted. 


The question was put, and the amendment as 
amended was disagreed to. 


Mr. GENTRY proposed an amendment as an | 


additional section. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] isa 
section by itself, and it is not in order until the 
balance of the bill has been read. The second 
section of the bill is now before the committee, 
and I now call for its reading. 


Mr. GENTRY. I submit the question to the | 


Chair if my amendment is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee read 
through the first section of the bill 
of the committee, 


come in at the end of the first section, 
tleman from Tennessee [ 
mits an additional section 
read section two. In theopinion of the Chair, the 
amendment is in order at this time. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Mr. GENTRY] now sub- 


Suc. — Be it further enacted, That all clerks, messen- || 


gers, watchmen, and laborers employed.at an annua! sal- 
ary, Or in temporary positions, in the executive and legis- 


lative departments of the Government in the city of Wash- i 
000 per 


E || Government. 


ington, whose compensation does not exceed $2, 
annum, shall, in addition thereto, be allowed the followin 
annual increase of compensation, 


eommencing from the 
first day of the last fiscal year, viz: 


at thelast sittting | 
t All the amendments that have | 
| been offered since that time have been offered to 


The gen- 


, which, if adopted, will | 


' All whose annual com- || 
pensation does not exceed $1,200, twenty per cent. ; all ii 


T whose annual compensation exceeds $1,200, and does not 
; exceed $1,600, an addition of fifteen per cent.; and all 


| whose annual compensation exceeds $1,600, and does not 


| exceed $2,000, an addition of ten per cent. ; and that the 
amount of increased compensation provided for in this sec- 
tion shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. GENTRY. itis not needful for me to say 
anything scarcely in explanation of that amend- 
ment. It proceeds upon the idea, sir, that the 
facts set forth in the petition of some of the clerks 
of the Government, here presented a few days 
| ago, are true—namely, that the cost of living ‘in 
the city of Washington has been very much aug- 
mented. They ascribe it to the influx of gold 
from California. It is not necessary for me to 
go into a discussion of the causes. ‘The fact is 
unquestionable. There is not a solitary individ- 
ual in this House, and there cannot be one, who 
has given any attention to the subject, who can 
pretend to controvert that fact. Then, unless it 
can be successfully established that the compen- 
| sation of these employees of Government has 
| heretofore been too much, the conclusion inevita- 
bly follows that there is an appeal to our justice, 
| which ought not to be repudiated, for increasing 
their compensation. 

There are cases, Mr. Chairman, which have 
come to my knowledge, and which, were they 
known to this House, would, I am sure, prevent 
there being a negative vote. There are clerks in 
these Departments receiving an annual compensa- 
tion of not more than $1,000, as well born, as 
well bred, as intelligent, as patriotic, as honora- 
ble, and as sensitive as any of us upon this floor, 
and more competent to be members of Congress 
than most of us. [Laughter.] I know a case of 
| that character, of a man in whose bosom there 
beat as noble a heart as ever beat in the bosom of 
man, who had recently been a member of the 
Legislature of his State—a merchant in affluent 
circumstances, overtaken by misfortune, and who 
came here and accepted a little clerkship of $1,000 
per annum, with the assurance that he wonld be 
promoted when there was a vacancy—who had a 
family of children depending upon him; but his 
proud heart chafed to death under the mortifica- 
tion to which his condition subjected him, and he 
died without the means of a decent burial, and 
his family was indebted to the charity of his bro- 
ther clerks for the means of finding a place in the 
bosom of his mother earth. This case ig but an 
illustration of things occurring monthly—almost 
daily—with men of like characters, like accom- 
plishments, and like business qualifications—with 
men dying here, and having to be buried by the 
| charitable contributions given by men who have 
nothing to spare. 

Now, sir, this is no time for long argument or 
many illustrations. Allow me to state that in my 
country, if a gentleman starves his slave, it detracts 
very much from his respectability among the gen- 
tlemen in his neighborhood. I suppose in almost 
every part of our country, if a master workman 
should starve his employees and apprentices, he 
would lose caste among all respectable men. 

Is the United States Government so poor that 
we shall starve the employees of this Govern- 
ment—starve them to death, and allow them to 
be indebted to the private contributions of the 
charitable for burial expenses? No man can as- 
sume that there is any extravagance or proflizacy 
in my proposition; and if the facts are as I have 
assumed them to be, it is meanness not to change 
this state of things. And I repeat there is no 
extravagance or profligacy involved in it. It 
is a wise economy to give a fair compensation 
for the governmental employees. 1 hope no one 
will oppose this amendment. If the law has 
wisely graduated the salaries of the different em- 
ployees of the Government in the legislative and 
; executive departments whose salaries do not 
` exceed $2,000, then I think that the proportionate 
i increase which I propose is perhaps just, and 
i wise, and right. If theamendment which I offer 
is adopted, a clerk who receives $1,000 per annum, 
will receive $1,200; one who receives $1,200, will 
receive $1,440; one who receives $1,690, will re- 
ceive $1,840; and one who receives $2,000, will 
receive $2,300. This is a very small increase of 
expenditure to the Government, but it will give a 
vast amount of relief to these employees of the 


Surely, there can be no consideration urged 
against a proposition like this. 
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Mr. DUNHAM. While I freely admit that 
there isa necessity, perhaps, for some change in 
the salaries paid to many of our clerks, yet I must 
oppose the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. GENTRY, ] because I do not 
think it is equal and just. fn the first place, I 
think there must bea general reform in the present 
system of clerkships under Government. There 
is no propriety and no justice in the manner in 
which our clerks are at present engaged, and in 
which they are required to labor, Go into the 
Post Office Department, and I will show you in a 
dozen rooms, men sitting side by side, at the same 
desk, performing precisely the same duties, who 
receive, some $1,000, some $1,200, and some 
$1,500. And yet the gentleman proposes to in- 


crease these salaries at different rates, the highest ; 


being twenty per cent. His proposition will 
make the increase of the clerk performing thesame 
duty at $1,500 per annum, as much as the increase 
of the man who receives only $1,000; for twenty 
per cent. upon $1,000 will not be as much of 
an increase as fifteen per cent. upon $1,500. Is 
that just and right? If a man cannot live here at 
$1,500 per year, most assuredly a man cannot live 
for $1,000; and it seems to me that you ought 
to bring up the pay of those receiving the most 
inadequate compensation, before you commence 
increasing those receiving the higher compensation. 


If a man cannot live for $2,000, or for $1,800 a ! 
year, most assuredly he cannot live for $1,200, the | 


amount which is now proposed to be given to 
those who now receive $1,000. It is sometimes 


the case that you appropriate a certain amount of | 
money for the services of clerks in a certain De- : 
partment, with the intention that the clerks therein | 


shall receive $1,000, or $1,500 a year; and instead 
of appointing such a number as will admit of the 
payment of that salary out of the fund appropri- 
ated, they appoint a great many more clerks, and 
they receive but $800, $900, or $1,000. 

The whole thing is wrong from the beginning 
to the end. By making the salaries too large we 
bring about another evil. 
ments to those who are mere politicians to come 
here and ask for clerkships as a reward for politi- 
cal services at home—men who are most unquali- 


fied to perform the services which devolve upon į 
We ought rather to adopt such a system | 
ng men here competent to discharge the , 
I think $1,000 is too little, and | 
it ought to be increased; but there is no sense or | 


them. 
as will bring 
duties of a clerk. 


propriety in the principle of increase proposed by 
the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Genrry.] 
Let us first bring up the salaries which are most 
moderate. I know half a dozen clerks, all receiv- 
ing the sume salary of $1,000. Some of them do 


not save a single cent, while others of them save |; 
something out of the $1,000, The difference arises 
i t 


in their habits. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. {Í move to 
amend the amendment by increasing the salary 
from twenty to twenty-five per cent. of those 
clerks receiving less than $1,500. 


I would not, Mr, Chairman, participate in this | 
discussion, out that I feel it a matter of duty to | 


those wno have appealed, I was about to say, to 
the liberality, but I will say, to the justice of the 
Government. I feel, sir, that these clerks—es- 
pecially those occupying subordinate positions— 
are in the present state of affairs very inadequately 
compensated. I have some experience in the 
matter of housekeeping in the city of Washing- 


ton, and I come forward to bear my willing testi- ; 


mony to the fact that no genteel family numbering 
half a dozen persons can subsist in this city upon 
$1,000. In my judgment, it is utterly impossible 
for them to doit. Why, sir, do gentlemen know 
what is the cost of marketing in Washington? 
Those who are not housekeeping do you know 
that the article of beef is selling in market for from 
fifteen to eighteen cents per pound; that chickens 
are selling at forty, and even as high as fifty cents 
the pair;and that everything else has been, and is 
now, selling at like proportion? How is it pos- 
sible that a housekeeper can pay his rent and 
market for his family upon $1,000? You may 
say, it is true, that these clerks can go away. 
Many of them are se poor that they cannot get 
away. 

I assert again, that many of these clerks cannot 
get away if they were disposed to leave. And is 
it the policy of this Government to crowd your 
public offices with men incompetent to discharge 


We hold out induce- ; 


their duties? Is it the policy of your Government 
to bring men here and then put them upon the 
pauper list? A man who lives in the country and 
who is in the habit of keeping his family at cheap 
rates of living, knows but little of what the cost 
of subsistence in a city is until he has once tried 
it. The man who comes here is entitled to suffi- 
cient to enable him to live, not extravagantly, but 
to live at least respectably. Gentlemen may say 
that they are not bound to support the extrava- 
gance of the family ofa clerk. Is it the policy of 
the Government to crowd your offices with young 
men who are notoriously more neglectful of their 
duty than married men? They have the endear- 
ments of their family around them. They stay 
at home when they are not engaged in the public 
service, and have additional inducements to go to 
their work. That is my experience in the opera- 
tions of life, and feeling, as I do, from my obser- 
vation and knowledge of affairs in Washington, 
that.these clerks ought to have an increase of their 
compensation, E will vote for this proposition with 
a great deal of pleasure. Iam not willing to make 
it permanent, because I do not know but that in 
the course of twelve months things will come back 


to what they were two or three years ago, and |! 


this increased compensation may not be neces- 
sary. But I believe there is a necessity for it 
now, and so believing I am willing to support the 
amendment. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed 
to this and all amendments upon the subject, and 
I take the ground in the outset, that these salaries 
are high enough now. 
ground, that if we raise the salaries of clerks in 
the city of Washington, we should raise them in 
the cities of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Richmond, and New Orleans, and every where else. 
if the cost of living here has increased it hasin- 


creased in every city and every village inthe land, | 


If salaries are not sufficient here, they are not suf- 
ficient in all the other places where clerks are em- 
ployed. If California gold, sir, has increased the 
cost of living in this city, it nas had the same in- 
fluence elsewhere—everywhere—east, west, north, 
and south. 

Gentlemen have spoken of their experience in 
housekeeping in Washington. I have a prece- 
dent, therefore, for alluding to that subject. Dur- 


| ing the last Congress, I was a boarder, and boarded 


in two of the best houses I could find in Wash- 
ington, and lived well enough. But during this 


session I have been a housekeeper, and have lived | 


better than I did during the last Congress. And 
I can say the salary is ample. The salary of a 
member of Congress, which is about $700 for the 


: short, and about $2,000 for the long session—aver- | 


aging about $1,500 a year—notwithstanding the 


| many expenses to which he is subject, is ample. 
As members of Congress, it is our business to | 


serve the country, not to acquire riches. I am 
aware that the prices of Jiving here are high; but 
high as they are, if gentlemen will practice fru- 
gality, economy, and temperance, and not be ex- 
travagant in their outlays, they may live well in 
Washington, as housekeepers, and lay up $500 
upon a salary of $1,500; and then do better, vastly 
better, than nine tenths of our constituents do all 
over the country. If the clerks, and other em- 
ployees of the Government, are not satisfied with 
their present positiona, there are thousands upon 
thousands who would rejoice to take their places, 
and even to pay a handsome percentage for the 
privilege. . = . 

In regard to this matter of raising salaries, let 
us come right up and take the bull by the horns, 
[laughter,] and look at it asa whole. Ifthe sal- 
ary of the President of the United States, and the 


secretaries, and the judges, and all the other offi- | 


cers, ought to be raised, let us do it; but let us not 
begin with these clerks in Washington. Let us 
take the whole subject up, and if it needs revis- 
ion, let us make that revision in a bill brought in 
for the purpose, and embracing a system that will 


i touch every part of the country. Sir, we need 


economy; we need frugality; we need temperance 
here in Washington, and elsewhere, and every- 
where, and the rulers should set the example. 
The salaries are high enough in my judgment. I 
go against all this special legislation for the pur- 
pose of accommodating a few gentlemen. Jam 
willing to say that these clerks ought to be well 


1 will take the further | 


| various departments of the Government. 


country well. I do not know but that this is true 
of most of them. 

If their salaries ought to be raised, I say again, 
let us regulate them in a bill brought in for that 
purpose, and not in this partial and hasty manner; 
let us act with due consideration; not under the 
influence of sympathy raised by the eloquence of 
my honorable friend, who always speaks with 
such facinating power; I allude to the honorable 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Gentry.] I 
wish I had his strong voice, and his power of illus- 
tration and of impression, that I might reach every 
ear in this Hall. I am sure it would not bein 
vain, with such power, to plead in this presence 
the cause of justice and right, and to conjure the 
representatives of the people, to look well to the 
rights and interests of the people. 

ł will maintain the principles of justice and right, 


| in their application to all men—especially to the 


frugal and the industrious. The men who labor 
with their hands upon the soil, in the workshops 
and the factories, tenand twelve hours aday, should 
first receive the fuvor of this House, rather than 
those who are occupied five or six hours in the 
bureaus of this city. 

The question was then put, and the amendment 
of Mr. Brown was disagreed to. 

Mr.DEAN. Imove the following proviso, by 
way of amendment to the amendment: 

Provided, That this section shall not extend to any per- 
son receiving a salary for discharging the duties of more 
than one office at the same time, or to any person who does 
not actually discharge the duties of the office for which he 
receives such salary, or to any person engaged in prose- 
enting any claim before any of the Departments or Con- 
gress; and that in case any paying or accounting officer of 
tbe Government shall pay said additional percentage ta 
any such person, it shall be a misdemeanor in the person 


| Knowingly paying or receiving such additional percentage, 


renderipg bim Hable to indictnent, and punishment by fine 
and imprisonment, 

Mr. Chairman, J am not disposed strongly to 
resist the proposition of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, | Mr, Genrry,] toadd to the remuneration 
of the clerks who are legitimately engaged in the 
Ihave 
no doubt there may be instances where that remu- 
neration should be increased; and if the section 
can be so guarded that the heads of Departments 
and of Bureaus cannot farther abuse the power 
now in their hands, I shall vote for it. If I am 


| correctly informed, however, there are individuals 


now, pets of the heads of Departments, who, in 
the face of laws which have been passed, com- 
mencing in 1842, and reénacted year after year 
since, are receiving the salaries of at least three 


| offices, the duties of none of which they adequately 


discharge. 

Mr. GENTRY. f know the objection which 
the gentleman states is an objection with many, 
and, as a consequence, an argument for voting 
against this additional compensation; but we can- 
not correct executive abuses. Itis our duty to 
put it in the power of the Executive Government 
to do right, and to impeach them if they do 
wrong. 

Mr. DEAN. I want to guard the proposition 
of the gentleman, so that no head of a Department 
of this Government, or head of an executive Bu- 
reau, can pay to his sons, nephews, cousins, or 
favorites, salaries to the amount of $2,000, $3,000, 
or $4,000 each. Ry the passage of the gentle- 
man’s proposition without a provision of the char- 
acter I have indicated, we shall increase the sala- 
ries of these pets to a greater extent. If there be 
any proper object for the increase of the salaries, 
it is to enable those men permanently engaged as 
clerks in the various departments of the Govern- 
ment in this city with families, to support them 
with respectability; it is not for the purpose of in- 
creasing salaries, but to reward labor adequately, 
and for that only can I support it. 

Another abuse will be corrected by that pro- 
viso, very prevalent, I am informed, in the Depart- 
ments—the allowing of persons to take a clerk- 
ship at four dollars per day, who hire, for the 
discharge of its duties, other individuals at one dol- 
Jar per day, while they spend their time around the 
hotels, the garcbling houses, or the lobbies of Con- 
gress to press claims through’ here or smuggling 
them through the Departments. My provision is 
designed to reach cases of that kind. If there he 
any, it will prevent their continuanceand repetition 
If there be none, there will be no harm in the adop- 
tion of the amendment. It is intended, also, not 
only to reach those paying, but those receiving two 
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salaries. Thereisan ir saa depres in 3800; 
‘biting any person from receiving two salaries | 
P ooir the Superintendent of Public Buildings. I i 
anderstand the Attorney General, the law officer 
of this Administration, has given it as his opinion 
that there is no objection whatever to the giving 
of a man two salaries. How he could give such 
an opinion I cannot understand. ‘Fhe Secretary | 
of State and the Attorney General, within the last | 
year, have given their certificate to a man as en- | 
iitled to $3,009 for doing nothing, or discharging 
the duties of an office which did not exist, while 
he was at the same time receiving $2,500 for an- | 
other office. I desire to have it provided by law | 
that any person „who shall receive more than one | 
salary shall be liable to indictment. That is the 
only way in which the evil can be eradicated. If 
my anrendment be adopted, I am willing, as a tem- | 
porary expedient, to vote for this or some increase | 
of compensation. I believe the expenses of living 
have increased here as well as in other places; but 
still, sir, it will be an unpleasant matter for us to 
meet our constituents, and to tell them we are | 
voting increased salaries to clerks in Washington, | 
whilst clerks in the various offices of our counties 
receive only $500 salary, and yet lay up a portion | 
of that. This amendment should not apply to 
young men, who have no families, receiving a | 
salary exceeding $4,000 per annum. If that will! 
not support them, | fear their expenses are not such | 
as we should countenance or encourage. 
Mr. GORMAN. Iam opposed to this amend- 


ment. I have had occasion to look into the opin- ! 
jon of the Attorney General upon the subject of | 
paying the officers of the Government, when they | 
perform the duties of two offices. I had occasion | 
im the last few days to present the question before | 
the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, and give | 
my views, humble as they were, at some length. | 
The Second Comptroller decided, as indeed the 
former Comptroller has decided, that no person, | 
under the existing law, can receive pay in two | 
capacities. Ele has decided, if a clerk or other | 
officer of the Government shall perform the duties į 
of any other trade or office, that he cannot there- 
by get the additional pay. That decision has 
been made, Í say, z the Comptroller, and the 
Comptroller of the Treasury has overruled, to 
some extent, the decision of the Attorney General 
heretofore made. But the Attorney General has 
not decided the point in the manner in which the | 
gentleman states it. He has decided that an indi- 
vidual cannot draw the pay for two offices; but 
where a person is in any office, and is detailed to 
the discharge of other duties not incompatible 
with the duties of that office, he may receive pay 
for the duties to which he is detailed. While Į 
am upon the subject of salaries generally, I may 
be permitted to remark that the salaries of our 
clerks have not been regulated for the last twenty 
or twenty-five years in the main. Rents have in- 
creased greatly in the city of Washington—prop- 
erty has increased in value greatly—the cost of 
living has increased greatly, and there is nothing 
which enters into the constituent elements of the 
expenses of a person living in Washington city 
but what in the main has increased. I am not to 
be told that an individual upon a salary of $1,000 | 
in the city of Washington can live and save any- 
thing for his family. He cannot educate his chil- 
dren, keep his family, and pay his rent upon 
$1,000 a year and saveonepenny. He cannot do 
it upon $1,200, with an ordinary sized family. 
The amendment of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see (Mr. Gentry] proposes to increase the small 
salaries to the greatest amount—say twenty per 
cent, to the large salaries. I think that where 
they are $2,000 they ought not to be increased at 
all, because the expense of living, the cost of 
house rent, and other expenses of living in the 
city of Washington, are as much to the $1,000 
clerk as they are to the $2,000 clerk; and although 
the spirit of economy may get into this House, 
and may induce it to do injustice: 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
watchmen only receive $500 per annum. Why 
not let them live, as well as the clerks? 

Mr. GORMAN. The gentleman’s question 
answers itself. In every instance where the 
watchmen do not get more than $500, there ought 
to be a pro rata increase. By this amendment ' 
they get twenty per cent. increase. I say that in 


I understand that the | 


all cases where these salaries have not been touched | 
for twenty years, they ought to be increased, and | 
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the good sense and judgment of the House wil} 
bear me out. 
Mr. HALL. Why is it, that all these em- 


ployees of the Government should have their sal- | 
i aries increased, and the members of Congress, | 


whose expenses are much heavier, shall not have 


their salaries increased? No one proposes to in- | 


crease their salaries. 


83, noes not counted. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to the amendment: 


That twenty per cent. be added to the per diem or monthly 
pay now received by all employees of the Government, who 
are engagedin any branch of nseehanies or at common tabor. 

Mr. 


amendments which have been offered here with 


the view of increasing and extending the salary of | 
everybody connected with the Government, save | 
The man who ! 
wears the dinge of the shop or or dust of the field | 


the man who labors and produces. 


upon his garments is never thought of or cared for 


by this House, except upon occasions when the ! 
When the Government | 
| needs men to fight its battles, then it calls upon this | 
description of persons; but when money is to be : 


Government needs taxes. 


voted out of the Treasury, without stint and meas- 
ure, why this class of individuals is never regarded, 
I should like to know why the men who work in 
your navy-yards and forge your anchors—why 
the men who work in your navy-yards and build 
your ships—men who wield the broad-axe, chisel, 
and hammer, not only five hours in the day, but 
ten hours, at $1 50 and $2 a day, should not have 


twenty per cent. also added to their days’ wages? : 


They have not the time, after working ten hours 


a day, like others who are not employed five, to |: 


visit this Hall and besiege members of Congress 
with importunities, and almost in the attitude of 
suppliants, to increase their pay. They have to 
work almost from the rising to the going down of 
the sun; while others in the employment of the 


Government get much larger salaries, although | 
their expenses of living are no more than those of ; 
i the men who work at the anvil or work in your 


shops. Go, for instance, to yourarmory. Who 


says anything about increasing the pay of the men | 
who are engaged in preparing the implements of || 
war to protect your country in its hour of need? | 


There is no twenty per cent. for them. When 
provisions rise, when meat and bread advance in 
price, and it isimpossible almost for the laborer 
to support his family, where then is the powerful 


appeal of my colleague in behalf of this man, his | 


family and little ones? N : 
There is no talk then, in pathetic strains, about 


the funeral train and the charitable contributions |; 
by colaborers to secure a decent interment of the | 
| remains of the over-worked and illy-paid labor- | 
er. Oh, no; the laborer has to toil on, struggle | 


this House and the country. 


when a general invitation is to be extended to 


Government employees to come in and participate | 


in this indiscriminate scramble, that the Jaborer, 
the man of toil, the producing-man, the man who 


and have a chance at the spoils. 


you do with theamendmentI propose. 


the sun rises and sets at the usual hour with this 
class, and while they work from the rising to the 
setting of the sun, there is another class of em- 


ployees whose sun rises at nine in the morning, {| 
and sets at three in the afternoon; and yet they | 


are worked to death—their burdens are too heav 


—their expenses of living are too high. Whilea i 


complaint from this over-worked class causes this 
hall to become vocal in pathetic appeals, the pro- 


ducing men, who give potency and character to | 


your institutions, and constitute the physical 
power of the Government, may toil on, half paid 


| ment I have offered. 
i! this case, ‘* Where is the eloquenee of my col- 
i| league?” I do not claim to possess that high gift 
| of eloquence upon any occasion; but wherever 


Chairman, we have witnessed various | 


and balf fed, and they are never thought of or 


i cared for. 


Mr. GENTRY. In the appeal whieh my col- 
league makes to me in his very graphic and forci- 
ble description, be claims that a certain class of 


| employees in the Government should be provided 


for in addition to those provided for by the amend- 
He says, in reference to 


and whenever, at all times and in all places,a case 


| is presented to me that addresses itself to my 


sense of right, whatever eloquence I possess is at 


i the service of any meritorious man, high or low, 


humble or poor, in the city of Washington or out 
of it, in the navy-yards, the army, or wheresoever 
he may be. Justice and right are al} that E look 
at in reference to any case that comes before me 
asa member of Congress. I do not care where a 
man lives, what his employment is, or in what 
branch of the Government he may be employed, 
whether he is my friend or foe, to what party he 
may belong, if he will show me a just case, what- 
ever eloquence Í possess is at his command—al- 
ways, at any time. Yes, sir, such eloquence as 
I possess, in a question of right, is always at the 
command of any man who needs it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I know my 
colleague will bear me witness that in the remarks 
I made I intended nothing personal. I knew thas 
the impulses and feelings of his heart run in this 
channel, and I merely made the inquiry I did by 
way of reminding him that there were others who 
were entitled to and needed his sympathy. 

Mr.GENTRY. I[ thank my colleague for his ex- 
planation. Vheamendment offered by my colleague 


i is in the nature of an assault upon my amendment, 


adeath-likeattack. kh is not intended to perfect my 
amendment—to amend it so that it will meet the 
approval of the House. His candor will not say 
that. Now, as far as individual motives go, l say 
that I am acting in conformity with the senti- 
ments which I have always expressed. I know 
that about nine tenths of the persons benefited by 
this amendment have been denouncing me for six 


j months. They have all been against me. They 


are Scott Whigs in the main—a good many Dem- 
ocrats, though. [Laughter.} And therefore if 
there is anybody here that can vote disinterest- 
edly on this question I can. But I hope there is 
no gentleman who will judge and determine a 
question of this sort with such motives as that, 
Do justice—do right. One solitary young man from 
the county of Williamson,in my own Stateof Ten- 
nessee, constitutes the whole amountof Executive 
influence and patronage that I have obtained for my 
constituents, and he is willing to fight any member 
of Congress that will give him the slightest hint of 
an insult. (Laughter.] He isas independent as 
Tam, and infinitely more brave. He is getting 
$1,000, and he is willing to lose that to-morrow. 
Ihave no interested motives in offering this amend- 
ment. I believe that nine tenths of those who 


; will be benefited by it have done me gross injus- 
i tice, time and again, and are habitually doing it; 
i! but it is right, and it ought to pass. 

on, and there is no one to plead his cause before | 
I say that itis time, |i 
when you commence expending—when the door |! 
of the Treasury is to be thrown wide open, and | 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will merely 
say, in reply to the remark of my colleague about 
that constituent of his being ready and willing to 
fight anybody, that I do not assume that attitude. 
I belong to the peace party. 

Mr. GENTRY. So do I. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Butif the gentleman’s con- 


i Stituent is of that independent and high-minded 
creates as he consumes, should come up for once | 


When I talk | 
about this increase of pay for the laborer, do not : 
understand me as going against an increase of pay | 
for these clerks. [t depends entirely upon what |; 
say, that | 
they are equally meritorious and worthy. While |; 


character that he pee him to be, I think he 
is detracting from his position by holding on to 
his office, when he has to assume the attitude of a 


: suppliant for an increase of pay. He should act 


as a high-toned man would—quit the employment 
of the Government, and seek other employment. 

Mr. GENTRY. I only intended to say that 
he was a young man, and that his office was noth- 
ing to him. [intended to convey the idea, that so 


i far as personal friendship went, I could have no 


motives in offering this amendment. Certainly, I 
had no intention of presenting the idea that my 
young constituent would like to fight my col- 
league. [Laughter.] 

The question now being upon Mr. Jounson’s 
amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. JOHNSON demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Fowier and McMoiuin 
were appointed. 
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The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 61, noes 70. : 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move, Mr. Chairman, 
to make the addition to the highest rate of wages 
eight per cent. instead of ten per cent., and in doing 
so I desire to offer a few remarks upon the general 
question. Theremarks which have fallen from my 
honorable friend from Massachusetts, [Mr. Fow- 
LER,] and of my brother Caius from ‘Tennessee, 
{Mr. Jounson,| who always out-Gracchies mein 
popularizing a measure, have an application that 
should not be general. ft is enough for us to le- 
gislate for the Departments on this matter, and 
not, by adding to the wages of others who do not 
thank us for those wages, disturb the balance of 
business. When, a few days since, some of the 
hard-handed mechanics from the yard asked me 
to assist them in procuring an augmentation of 
their wages, l asked what they needed, and 
they told me they needed what others got. They 
wanted no more, (they would scorn to ask for 
more,) and they were entitled to it, and did receive 
it. There was no necessity for legislation, But 
the persons who are employed by the Govern- 
ment here have no means by which their wages 
can be regulated. The carpenter in the navy-yard 
knows that he is to receive the highest rate of 
wages that is paid in the next yard to him. The 
blacksmith and every other mechanic is paid as 
much there as the best mechanic can earn else- 
where. But here when a clerk is employed, when 
his whole life is given to the examination and 
knowledge of that clerkship, then he finds him- 
self midway in life, cut off from those enjoyments 
which he has a right to calculate on, and which 
every other man—the mechanic or the merchant— 
is sure to attain with economy and with that en- 
larged enterprise which belong to our country. 

My honorable friend from Massachusetts talks 
of temperance. Temperance can be practiced else- 
where as well as here. It is a very good thing, 
but itis best not to be too temperate even in our 
temperance. 

honorable friend from Massachusetts says 
that he finds himself comfortable with his income 
of $8 a day, and that, therefore, a clerk should be 
confortable with his $3. day. Let me say that 
this business in which we are now engaged, is not 
the profession of our lives, but the accident of our 
position. While a clerk may be content with ¢3, 
and we might be content with that sum, we still 
should have the great advantage over that clerk, 
that we have our employments, our pursuits, our 
incomes elsewhere; and we have, sir, besides, what 
every man here, I presume, will estimate above 
the mere price, mere hireling wages, the consider- 
ation of being the legislators of the nation, and 
telling how much the clerk shall have for his ser- 
vices. Why, sir, are we to stand here and meas- 
ure the incomes of other persons by the per diem 
that we receive? or are we to elevate our position, 
or to consider it elevated by the pinnacle upon 
which our constituency has placed us? Sir, the 
clerk in one of these Departments has to pay en- 
larged prices for his food from the very fact that 
we are here eating the market out; those who 
come to legislate, and those who come to direct 
legislation, all have to feed, and every pound of 
mutton that they eat adds to the price of the mut- 
ton that the poor clerk eats. 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I am satis- 
fied that I am already branded with being illiberal 
by my opposition on other occasions to proposi- 
tions of this sort. But, sir, I hold this doctrine, 
that I would rather have the credit of being just 
than liberal. It is for that purpose that [ rise 
here upon this floor to advocate carrying out prin- 
ciples of justice, not of liberality. What are we 
asked to do here upon this floor? To be liberal 
with what? To be liberal with the money of the 
people of the United States. If we wish to show 
our generosity, let us put our hands into our own 

ockets, and we will practice generosity that will 
be our own. Sir, who pays these clerks? Whose 
money pays them? How is it raised? Is it 
picked up ìn the streets like stones? If so, I 
would vote them the largest sums they could de- 
mand. But, sir, whilst I am upon this floor, I 
cannot forget that I represent the mechanics, and 
workingmen, and farmers of a State where there 
is not one man in a thousand who can make $500 
a year; and it is their money that you now call 


upon me to take out of their pockets to increase 
the salaries of these men who get $1,000 a year. 
Task honorable Representatives on this floor to 
represent their constituents athome. Weare here 
to represent our districts, and the whole people. 
We are here to stand up in the face of an oppo- 
sition arrayed against us by the inhabitants of this 
District, that paralyzes the arm of almost the 
boldest of us. But, sir, Į intend, as all the other 
Representatives of this nation should do, to look 
to the interests of the whole country. There is 
not in the whole United States, taking the whole 
country over, one man in a thousand who can 
earn $500a year. Howdotheylive? The prices 
of provisions have risen everywhere, all over the 
country. The gold of California acts on every 
section of the country. Why, then, are we asked 
to take money out of the pockets of the people, 
and to decrease their means of livelihood, for the 
benefit of these men? Talk about sympathy with 
the laboring man, and at the same time put your 
hand in his pocket and increase his taxation, for 
the benefit of a few individuals, who only work 
five or six hoursa day! Why, sir, these labor- 
ing men, who only earn from $300 to $500 a year, 


work ten, twelve, and sixteen hours a day. And | 


is this your generosity? Is this generous? I ap- 
peal to the nationif it is generous to tax the whole 


country for the benefit of a few individuals—fa- | 


vored politicians, who seek for places? They tell 
us that they cannot live here. Well, Jet them 
leave, and live as people do in other portions of 
the country. We can find plenty of men to fill 
their places, and do their work for what they now 
receive, and be glad of the job. 

Then, sir, I ask that justice shall be done to the 
whole country—justice, even-handed justice. If 
men wish to be generous, let them put their hands 
in their own pockets and give their own money. 
Is there any generosity in giving away other peo- 
ple’s money? None at all. It is injustice; and it 
is upon that ground that I oppose it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
I will now withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. CARTTER. i object. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Cranp- ; 


LER’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
rejected. 

Mr. CARTTER. I move to strike out all of 
the proposition of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
except that in relation to the $1,000 clerks. If I 
understood the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Genrry,] this amendment is pro- 
posed under the emergency of the increased price 
of living in this District, that has supervened 


during the current year, and that may reach into | 
I have offered this amendment for | 


the future. i a 
the purpose of making the provision correspond 
with the intentions of its honorable mover. Fhe 


amendment, as offered by the gentleman from | 


Tennessee, seems to contemplate a difference be- 
tween the demands of the different clerks for food. 
If the reason assigned by him is the correct reason 
for introducing it, still, there does not appear to 


be a correct mathematical ratio established in this | 


amendment for the grade of the stomachs of these 
clerks. (Laughter.] 
clerks, an increase of twenty per cent. and for the 
$1,200 or $1,600 clerks, an increase of fifteen per 
cent. Now, has the honorable member from Ten- 
nessee ascertained that this is the precise differ- 
ence between the stomachs of the $1,000 and the 
$1,600 clerks? [Laughter.] For if he has not 


ascertained that fact, his amendment involves over- || 
justice or under-justice. 


lt is doing justice to the 
$1,000 clerks, and over-justice to the balance. 


Now, sir,when these clerks were appointed, a phys- |! 


iological examination was made. Now, we had 
no idea that the $1,600 clerks had Jarger stomachs 
than the $1,000 ones. [Laughter.] We supposed 


they were all placed upon the same common phy- |: 


siological platform. [Great laughter.] 
But, sir, if I am correct in this hypothesis that 


the same physiological laws are common to them || 
all, then the $1,600 clerks have obtained their al- : 
| Jowance already. 


If itis true that the $1,000 
clerks require twenty per cent. more to fill their 
stomachs, then it is equally true that the $1,600 
clerks have got theirs full, and a little more al- 
ready. [Laughter.] Now, Iam willing to take 
it for granted that the honorable mover of this 
amendment took his measure of the stomachs of 


If there be no objection, : 


It provides, for the $1,000 | 


am willing to vote them this twenty per cent. in 
j addition to what they already receive; but Iam 
i! not willing to force the $1,600 clerks to gorman- 
|i dize. [Renewed laughter.] It isal wrong, sir. 

I think there is a little fund of natural philosophy 
in the amendment I propose, and I trust the mover 
will see it in the same light. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, it will be re- 
membered that Congress found it necessary in 
1812, 1813, 1814, and 1815, to make an addition 
to the salaries of the clerks in the Departments. 
i| The same addition was again made in the year 
1837, under the auspices of the Hon. Cave 
Johnson, who is known to be a renowned econo- 
mist. In that year a law was passed adding from 
ten to twenty per cent. to the salaries of the dif- 
ferent clerks, where the salaries were less than 
| $2,000. 
| Now, Mr. Chairman, in the present state of 
i things, I have an ehtire conviction that it is abso- 
| lutely impossible for a clerk with a family of five 
or six to live~—notwithstanding the calculations 
and testimony of my honorable friend from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Fow.er] to the contrary—on less 
than $1,200 a year. 

I now propose to institute a comparison between 
a captain of the Army, of the cavalry eorps, living 
here in the city of Washington, and one of the 
clerks in a Department, having five or six children. 
A captain in the Army, including his pay of $50 
per month, receives from the Government pro- 
vision for his rations, his quarters, his fuel, pay 
for his servant’s clothing, and forage for two horses, 
il amounting in all to $1,965. Now, take a clerk at 
Washington who is a husband, with a family; 
allow him $250 for rent—suppose there are six 
persons—allow them 20 cents per day each for 
marketing; for clothing $30 each—the same as is 
allowed a servant in the Army—and it will require 
$1,194 75 in order to bear his expenses, allowing 
nothing for riding in omnibuses in rainy weather; 
allowing nothing for occasionally asking a friend 
tocomeand take tea with him; in shori allowinghim 
nothing for any personalindulgence. Add to this, 
there is a law of the United States prohibiting the 
clerks in many of the Departments from participa- 
ting in any other business. I do not know whether 
this regulation extends to all the Departments or 
not, but it certainly does to the Treasury Depart- 
ment. Now, sir, there are few having the finan- 
cial experience and tactics of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Fowxer;] and until we have 
all become learned in the same school of economy, 
until we all have the same degree of wisdom, and 
until we have all been brought up in the same 
honorable state with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, we are not qualified to live upon the same 
per centum with him. For one I am prepared to 
vote for the amendment of the honorable gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Genrry,] to increase 
: the salaries of the employees of the Government 
who are salaried officers, bound down by their 
duties to a particular place, and who are not per- 
mitted to seek any other employment. ‘They 
should be preserved from temptation, by affording 
them a reasonable compensation; for men who 
| have the fears of poverty staring them in the face 
cannot serve the Government faithfully; men who 
have these temptations constantly surrounding 
them, living in want, can scarcely be honest if 
they have money intrusted to them. If they are 
fiscal agents they must be raised above want. If 
they are accountants they must be placed beyond 
the temptation to make false accounts. I say, 
' therefore, that it is economy as well as justice for 
j us to increase the salaries of all persons having 

salaries less than $1,200; and I believe the propo- 
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; sition of my friend from Tennessee to increase the 
| salaries of clerks with salaries up to $2,000, isa 
| reasonable and proper one, and I shall vote for it. 
| Mr. RICHARDSON. I move that the com- 
| mittee do now rise. 
| The motion was not agreed to. 
| ‘The question then recurred upon Mr. CARTTER?S 
| amendment to the amendment. 
| Mr. ALLISON demanded tellers; which were 
| ordered; and Messrs. Goopenow and Harr were 
appointed. 

he question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
i| ported—ayes 64, noes 61. 
| So the amendment was agreed to. | 
| Mr. BRENTON offered the following amend- 

3 


2168 = 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August Ll, 


shall be the duty of each of the heads of the Executive De- 

partments of the Government so to arrange and classify 

the elerkships in said Departments as to make three sev- 

eral classes, according to the nature of the business in 

which said clerks are employed, 
uired for the same. 

The said clerks to serve in their respective classes for the 
term of four years, and all vacancies occurring by removal 
or otherwise, in cither of the higher classes, shall be filled 
from the elass next below it, and no clerk shali serve in 
any one of the Departments for a Jonger period than twelve 
years. The compensation of the first or lower class of 
clerks shall be 1,200 per annum; of the second class 
h50 per annum; of the third class, $1,890 per annum. 

nd no removals shall be made except for Incompetencey, 
or cause shown to the satisfaction of the President of th 
United States. 

‘And in the selection of said clerks, they shall, as far as 
possible, 

roportion to the number of Senators, Representatives, 
and Delegates from each in the Thirty-third Congress. 


Mr. GENTRY. I desire to make a suggestion 
in reference to the amendment just voted on by 
the committee. The adoption changes the whole 
phraseology of my amendment. I think the Clerk 
ought to be required to reduce the amendment to 
writing; as it now stands, I do not think we can 
proceed undersiandingly, unless the phraseology 
of the amendment is changed, so as to make it 
conform to the last vote taken. The amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. CARTTER] 
js rather in the nature of a substitute than of an 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
that his attention was not called to the form of the 
amendment at the time it was offered. 

Mr. GENTRY. I only suggested it because I 
think itis necessary that we should understand 
what we are doing as we go along. . 


The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk will report the ; 
amendment of the gentleman from ‘Tennessee as | 


amended. 


The amendment as amended was read by the || 


Clerk. 

Mr. GENTRY. Will the Chair now state the 
precise condition of the amendment ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Carrrer] moved to strike out all in the 


amendment except so much as related to the | 


clerks receiving the salary of $1,000, 

Mr. GENTRY. The word $1,000 does not 
occur in the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is right; 


but the Chair did not observe itat the time the | 


gentleman from Ohio offered his amendment, 
Mr, GENTRY, If the Chair will permit me 
to make a suggestion, the amendment of the gen- 


tleman from Ohio is in the nature of an entiresub- | 


stitute, and must be reduced to writin 
make it intelligible. 
standingly until that is done. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
that he did not at the time notice that the words 
1 41,000” are not in the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 


g in order to 


consent the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to 


reduce his amendment to writing, and allow an- ! 


other vote to be taken upon it. 
Mr. HAMILTON and others objected, 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 


osition of the gentleman from Ohio was no prop- 
osition at all. (Laughter.} 
it is not reduced to writing, and it has no perti- 
nency to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. I hold that it cannot be considered 
as any proposition at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. Bis not for the Chair to 
decide whether the amendment makes sense or 
not; the fact may have its influence with the com- 
mittee in their votes. But the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ohio was entertained by the Chair, 
and propounded to the committee, and a voie was 
had upon it by the committee. 

Mr. CARTTER. I see no difficulty about the 
matter. The substance of the amendment was, 
that the amendment of the gentleman from ‘Ten 


nessee should only apply to the employees of the | 
Government who were in the receipt of noi more | 


than 61,000 per annum. It would then provide 
that those clerks who received a salary of net more 
than $1,000 per annum should receive an increase 
of twenty per cent. upon their present sularies. 
That was the amendment, or the substance of it. 
Mr. STANTON, ‘fhe Chair did not state my 
point of order correctly. lt was not that the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio did not make 


and the qualifications re- | 


be taken from the several States and Territoriesin | 


We cannot proceed under- | 
The Chair will again say | 


) He will now suggest, | 
as the easiest and bestremedy, that by unanimous | 


i Į rise to ai 
question of order. My question is, that the prop- | 


It is not recorded, į 


i sense, but that there was no amendment in any 
i| tangible form atall. There was nothing embodied 
l| or applicable to the proposition of the gentleman 
I| from Tennessee; 


whole proceeding in relation to it is a nullity. 


i| my colleague has said. The state of facts now 
i| presented show that we have failed to observe the 
i| rules necessary to be observed, in order to give 
| validity to legislative proceedings. Mr. Chair- 
| man, you do not know what the amendment is; 
you cannot state what itis. The Clerk cannot state 


|! an amendment to my amendment in the nature of 
i| a substitute, which we have adopted without its 
being reduced to writing. Now, it seems to me 
i| that the only proper course we can pursue is that 
i| suggested by the Chair—to allow the gentleman to 
| reduce his amendment to writing, and take another 
i| vote upon it. 

‘| Mr. HOUSTON. 

i The CHAIRMAN. 
l but the Chair was willing to hear suggestions in 
i| relation to this matter. 


Is this debate in order? 


terfere with gentlemen, but I am exceedingly anx- 
ious to get through with this bill. 


the whole amendment down. 
I Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ilinois. 
committee do now rise. 


Imovethat the 


i| ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER and MoLoNY 
i| were appointed. 

The question 
ported—ayes 67, noes 50. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee (Mr. Preurs) reported, that the Com- 
I| mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 


i| generally under 


consideration, and especially 
|| E 


ouse bill No. 196, making appropriation for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1853, and for 
other purposes, and had come to no conclusion 
thereon. 


i| ave only about two days to each bill; T therefore 
‘| move the resolution that the five minutes debate 
upon this bill be terminated, in half an hour after 


upon the biil. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion to the reception of the resolution, and it is 
received. 

Mr. STUART. I move that the House ad- 


| 

|| journ. 

l Mr. HOUSTON. Wil my resolution come 
| up to-morrow morning ? 

| The SPEAKER, Not in the morning hour. 

|| Mr. BROOKS. 


vail, [ want the yeas and nays upon the motion to 
i| adjourn. 
| The SPEAKER. The question before the 
| House is upon the motion to adjourn. 


H upon that motion. 
«The yeas and nays were refused. 
| Mr. FITCH. There was objection made in 


i: objection being recognized. 
. The SPEAKER, 
|| objection. 

> Mr. FITCH. 


That is not our fault. 


! noise between us and the Speaker, that fact ought 


Mr. HOUSTON. The resolution was received, 
| and I ask a vote upon it. 


if 
it 


often to preserve order in the Hall, such 
least, as will enable the Chair and gentlemen to 


| 
j any objection, and entertained the motion. 
| Mr. FITCH. I haveno doubtthat the Speaker 


did not hear the objection, but it was made here. 


and therefore I submit that the | 


Mr. GENTRY. Idesiretoadda word to what į 


| what itis. ‘The gentleman from Ohio has moved ! 


It is not strictly in order, į; 
i| Mr. HOUSTON. I dislike very much to in- i: 


| Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Let us vote! 


Tellers were called for upon the motion, and i 


was then taken, and the tellers re- | 
had, according to order, had the state of the Union ; 


il Mr. HOUSTON. We have now only about | 
sixteen working days, and if we should appro- | 
priate every day to the appropriation bills, there 


i 
| we again go into the Committee of the Whole ! 
| 


If the motion of the gentle- | 
man from Alabama [Mr. Houston] does not pre- | 


Mr. BROOKS. I call for the yeas and nays | 


this quarter of the House very distinctly, to the | 
|i reception of the resolution of the gentleman from | 
| Alabama, [Mr. Housron,] and [insist upon the | 


The Chair did not hear the | 


is We |! 
ji spoke very loud and distinctly. If there was ; 


not to prevent our objection from being recognized. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must state, in | 
| regard to that matter, that it is impossible very | 
order, at | 


| hear what is passing. The Chair did not hear © 


l 

il Mr, BROOKS. Dol understand that the res- 
i! olution of the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. 
Hovsron] has prevailed? 

The SPEAKER. It has not, but has been en- 
tertained. 

Mr. BROOKS. Then I call for tellers upon the 
motion to adjourn. 

Mr. ORR. Will the resolution come up to- 
morrow ? 

Mr. BROOKS. 
will come up? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will 
tions as they arise. 

Mr. ORR. The vote upon the adjournment 
will depend upon the decision of that question. 

The SPEAKER. That is an argument, and is 
not in order. 

Mr. FITCH. Willthe Chair tell us the pres- 
ent condition of the resolution of the gentleman 
from Alabama, [Mr. Houston? ] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has decided that 
‘the resolution was received by unanimous con- 
ii sent; and the question now before the House ison 
i| the motion to adjourn. 
| Mr. ASHE. ‘I opposed the reception of the 
| resolution. 
| The SPEAKER. The only question before 
the House is on the adjournment, 

1 Mr. BROOKS. I withdraw the call for tellers, 
|! if I understand that the resolution of the gentle- 
i man from Alabama was received. 

| TheSPEAKER. It is entertained, buthas not 
‘| been acted upon. 
|| Mr. BROOKS. 


Will the Chair tell us when it 


decide ques- 


I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to adjourn. 

| The SPEAKER. ‘The yeas and nays have 
been refused. 

|” Mr, BROOKS. Then I ask for tellers. 

1 Mr, CARTTER,. Is it not inorder to move to 
adjourn at any time? 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending ques- 
tion, upon which tellers are demanded, and the 
i| Chair is very anxious to ascertain whether gentle- 
jj men wish to adjourn or not. 
| Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. CHANDLER 
i and CARTTER appointed. 

Tbe question was then taken, 
reported—ayes 51, noes 44, g 

So the motion was agreed to, and the House 
adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o’clock, a. m. 


and the tellers 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees ¢ 

By Mr. STANTON, of Ohio: The petition of C. S. 
Hamilton and sundry other citizens of Union county, Ohio, 
praying the establishment of certain post routes in Union, 
Franklin, and Hardin counties, in tbe State of Ohio, 

By Mr. PRICE: The petition of James McDonald, for a 
register for the British brig Susannah, 

By Mr. HARPER: The potition of Thomas Wallace and 
I| 66 others, citizens of Muskingum county, Ohio, asking 
for the passage of the bill introduced by Mr. Sranty, in 
i| aid of the colonization of free people of color in Liberia. 
| By Mr. DISNEY: The memorial of sundry citizens of 
i 
| 


Cincinnati, asking Congress to aid in the colonization of 
‘| free blacks in Liberia. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Da- 
vid McKinney and 34 others, citizens of Blair county, 
| State of Pennsylvania, praying Cor ss to pass the bill 
|| introduced into the House of Representatives by the Hon. 
Epwarb STanzy, entitled A bill to authorize the Secre- 
i tary of the Treasury to deposit with the several States the 
i| fourth installment of the deposits of the public money di- 
i| rected to be made with the States by an act approved June 
23d, 1836. 
| By Mr. BRIGGS: 
‘| Co. and others, ¢ 


The memorial of J. A. Whitlock & 
ns of the city of New York, asking 
Cong for the passage of a law for the better protection 
of lives on board of steamboats. 

Also, David Smith and others, for the same 5 

Aiso, David Morrison and others, for the same 5 

Also, Charles Hopkins and others, for the same ; 
| Also, Edwin Brann and others, for the same. 
| By Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE: The petition of Alex- 
| ander F. McGill, A. W. Black, Thomas T. Dale, and 102 
| others, citizens of Alleghany county, Penasylvania, pray- 
| ing Congress to pass the bill introduced in the House of 
| Representatives by the Hon. Eow arp Sranzy, directing 
| 
| 


i| the Secretary of the Treasury to deposit with the several 
ii States the fourth jostallment of the deposits of the public 
‘| money directed to be made with said States by the act ap- 
j; proved June 23d, 1836. . 

: 


IN SENATE, 
WEDNESDAY, August 11, 1852. 
|| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Berner. 
Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, I find in 
the report of the proceedings of the Senate on 
‘| Monday last, some remarks of the honorable 


i| Senator from South Carolina, (Mr. Burrer,} 


1852. 


chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which contain statements made inadvertently, I 
srésumie, that require correction. The honorable 
Benator was commenting upon a letter from the 
Secretary of the Interior relating to the ‘ amend- 
ment to the apportionment bill” as it is called, or 
the supplementary act on that subject, and in 
speaking of that bill, he says: 

“Tam notat liberty, perhaps, to say who prepared it; 
butit was no doubt prepared at the Census Bureau, and 
adopted at the instance of Mr. BRADBURY} and I suppose 


the responsibility must be shared between the head of the 
Bureau, the Seeretary of the Interior, and Mr. BRADBURY.” 


In regard to the responsibility here alluded ‘>, I 
shall presently have a word to say. It is suffi- 
cient to state, in the first place, however, that the 


pill was not reported by me or at my instance, as ; 
the honorable Senator would have known if he | 
He was necessarily called | 
away during the action of the Senate on that sub- | 
ject, and has been misinformed in regard to it. | 


had been present. 


The bill containing the clause alluded to was re- 


i 


ana, [Mr. Downs,] in behalf of the majority 


of the Committee on the Judiciary, which gave ;| cient ¢ ) 
i ‘minority, and opposed to the bill reported, and | 


moved an amendment to it, which was finally sus- į 


California but one Representative in Congress. 
I was in the minority of the committee, and 
presented 
orable Senator from Louisiana, and moved an 


amendment to the bill providing for two Repre- į 
sentatives for California. After debate, theamend- i 
It only related || 
to the representation from California, and changed | 
the bill in no other respect. Upon examination it © 
was seen that the language of the bill and the H 


ment offered by me was adopted. 


> 


amendment was somewhat incongruous, and Í 


thereupon redrew that section of the bill, which /| 
related to the California representation, so as to: 
give that State its two Representatives, and left i 
the other sections in the form and words reported | 
by the honorable Senator from Louisiana, so that |! 
the provision of the bill which was the subject of | 


the remarks of the Senator from South Carolina 
on Monday last, was presented by my friend from 
Louisiana, and not by me. 


I think, however, that an unnecessary alarm | 
has arisen in regard to the construcion of that bill. | 
ion is, that the bill as reported, , 
and the phraseology adopted, which related to the ; 
compensation of the Superintendent of the Census | 
Board, is not liable to the construction which has |: 
been placed upon it; and that it did not need the 
has been recently | 
assed by the Senate. But inasmuch as there has | 


My own imp 


supplementary resolution which 


gen supposed to be some responsibility attached 


to the phraseology of the law, I desire to stand | 


right upon the record. In making these remarks, 


I desire to say, that I have no doubt but that the į 
honorable Senator from South Carolina made his `! 
statement upon information which had been given | 


to him, and upon which he relied. 
Mr. BUTLER. 


prepared that clause at all. 


Brapsury,| for I do not believe Mr. 


pared it. l 
alibi. Now, the remarks I made to the Senate, 
were exclusively 


Downs, ] that the bill itself came from the Depart- 
ment, I was advised to let Mr. Whittlesey settle 
it; but Ts 


mittee, must be held responsible to the public, for 


no one will know who reported the bill, and F feel : 
concerned that some explanation should be given, | 


When the debate took place, in consequence of. 
the joint resolution, very properly proposed by | 


the Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. Davts,] I 
felt bound—no other person being present to make 


the explanation—to make its and perhaps, in | 
may have thrown more blame upon || 
Mr. Kennedy—for I shall mention names now— E 


making it, [ 


than should be attached to him. 


But ag to the way that the amendment came, it ji 


seems to be now that the honorable Senator from 


Louisiana [Mr. Downs] is to be held responsible | 
Well, sir, that Senator told me thatit came |: 


for it. 
from the Department. I have no doubt that it did 
notcome from Mr. Stuart; and I haveno doubt that 
tt did come from the head of the Census Bureau. 


ported by the honorable Senator from Louisi- 


a counter report to that of the hon- ; 


I rather suppose, after so | 
many explanations, it will turn out that nobody | 
{Laughter.] {t cer- | 
tainly was prepared by somebody; either by Mr. į 
Kennedy, the honorable Senator from Louisiana, |; 
[Mr. Downs,]} or the Senator from Maine, [Mr.! 
Stuart pre- |i 
did not prepare it, for I can prove an | 


made upon information derived | 
from the honorable Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. +} 


„no; if there is any inadverteacy from i 
any source, f, as the represeniative of the com- |, 
| Wyer Q. Sargent, praying to be allowed fishing `; 
bounties, submitted a report, accompanied by a’ 


That gentleman—I mean Mr. Kennedy—informed | 
\| tee, to which was referred the petition of Joseph 


me when he came to me to explain—and I was 
very willing that he should explain, as I had no 


disposition to do him injustice—that he did not iy 
Hin the Black Hawk war, submitted an adverse re- 


know whether he prepared it, or whether one of 


the committee prepared it, but he rather thought | 


he had a letter from the Senator from Maine, [Mr. 


Brapsury,] asking his attention to this subject, | 


and in consequence of it, it was prepared. 


the Senator. I have sent to the document room, 


and have the bill which contains the censured | 
phraseology, and I trast it will be satisfactory to |! L ` 
H Healso, from the same committee, to which was 


the Senator to read the caption: 
«í In the Senate of the United States, March 10, 1852, Mr. 


~ 


Dowss, from the Committee on the Judiciary, submitted a ! 
113,] accompanied by the following bill; į 


report, {number 
which was read and passed to a second reading.”? 


the clause that gave rise to the remarks. Now, 
the Senator has seen fit to say that the amendment 
was prepared by somebod y—either by Mr. Kenne- 
dy, by the Senator from Louisiana, [Mr. Downs,] 
or by myself. I thought I had stated, with suffi- 
cient distinctness, that I was unfortunately in the 


tained by the Senate. I repeat again, that I do 
not think the bill itself is liable to the objection 
which has been raised to it, 

Mr. BUTLER. It is a question of fact who 
did prepare it. 


Mr. BRADBURY. The question of fact is | 


settled by the record. 


Mr. CASS. As both the Senate and the House į 
of Representatives have passed the bill into a law, | 


J think all are responsible. 
{Here the conversation dropped.] 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. CASS presented the petition of C, B. Clus- | 
ky, praying compensation for a plan and estimate | 
made by him for the extension of the Capitol, and į 
for the time spent in explaining it, and in giving | 


his views on the subject; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. STOCKTON presented the petition of | 
Mary C. Hamilton, widow of therlate Captain | 
Fowler ETamilton, of the Army, praying a pen- ; 


sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, the petition of R, Nicholas, executor of 
Jonathan Nicholas, praying to be allowed his 


| father’s pension for the time his rame was stricken 


from the rolls; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHASE presented two petitions of citizens 
of Magnolia, Ohio, praying that the bill now be- 
fore Congress, coramonly known as the home- 
stead bill, may become a law; which were or- 


! dered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES, 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to which was referred the bill from the | 


House of Representatives making appropriations 
for the improvement of certain harbors and rivers, 
reported it back with sundry amendments. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred a memorial of citi- 


| zens of Paducah, Kentucky, praying that that 


town may be made a port of delivery, reported a 
bill to constitute Paducah, in the State of Ken- 
tucky,a port of delivery, and for other purpose 
which was read, and passed to the second reading. 
He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred the petitions of John Gray and 


bill for their relief, which was read, and passed 
to the second reading. ‘The report was ordered 
to be printed. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. The Committee on Claims, i printed for the use of the Senate, was referred to 


to which was referred the memorial of Harman | q ` Satire 
the Committee on Printing. 


Blannerhasset and Joseph Lewis Blannerhasset, i 
praying indemnity for injuries done to property |! 


of their father by troops of the United States in 


1806, have directed me to submit a report, accom- ; 
When this bill | 
i comes un for consideration, I shall ask the Senate, : 
particularly the older members of it, to vindicate | 


| 
| 


panied by a bill for their relief. 


the truth of history in one or two particulars. 
The bill was read a first time, and passed to a 


|| second reading; and the report was ordered to he 


printed. 


| Smith, sen., praying 
| rendered and property furnished the United States 
ort thereon. 
Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which was referred the petition of James 
P, Delacour, only son of James Delacour, praying 


Mr. BRADBURY. I hopelam understood by | to be allowed bounty land for the services of his 


|| father during the last war with Great Britain, 


asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof; which was agreed to. 


referred the memorial of George Barrell and S. V. 
S. Wilder, in behalf of themselves and other heirs 
of the owners of the ship Columbia and sloop 


3 $ i _ i Washington, and the petition of the widow of 
I might go on and read the bill which contains | 


Captain Robert Gray, the first discoverer of the 
Columbia river, praying the confirmation of their 


ts : 2 
| title to certain lands purchased from the Indians 
i 


| in 1791, or to such compensation as Congress shali 
think proper for their discoveries in those regions, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill grantin 
lands in Oregon to Martha Gray and others; whic. 
was read and passed to the second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. 


NOAH HANSON. 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I am instructed by 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 


Expenses of the Senate, to which was referred & 
resolution relative to the pay and funeral expenses 


| of Noah Elanson, late a messenger of the Senate, 


to report the same back with an amendment strik- 
ing out the part which provides for the payment 
of the funeral expenses. Task thatthe resolution 
may now be considered. 

No objection was made, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution. The amend- 
ment to the committee is to strike out the follow- 
ing words: 

« And also to pay the funeral expenses of said Hanson, 
as heretofore paid in similar cases.” 

‘The resolution, if so amended, will read as fol- 
lows: 

« Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he 
is hereby, directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the 
Senate, to Mrs, Maria Hanson, administratrix of the estate 
of Noah Hanson, Jate a messenger of the Senate, the usual 
per diem compensation for his services from Mareb 27, 
1850, to June Ist, 1851, and from October Ist to November 
lst, 1851, the time of his decease. ™ 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, do I understand 
that the proposition is to continue the salary after 
the death of the man? 

Mr. HAMLIN. [1 will explain the resolution. 
Mr. Hanson was a messenger of the Senate for 
the space of eighty or ninety days, or at least for 
the precise number mentioned in the resolution. 
He performed the services of a messenger in the 
document room, in filing and preparing documents. 
Just before the commencement of this session of 
Congress he died. I drew the resolution, there- 
fore, to pay him for the time he was employed, 
for which he had not had his pay. 1 included in 
it, also, the clause, which was to pay about $150 
for his funeral expenses—precisely what has been 
done in three or four other cases. If the Senate 
see fit to strike that clause out, J do not rise for 
the purpose of making objection; but still I think 
that item ought to be paid, as in other cases. 


The amendment was agreed to, and the resolu- 
tion as amended, was read a third time and passed . 


FALLS OF THE OHIO. 

A moton by Mr. Bricur, that five thousand 
additional copies of the report of the Committee 
on Roads and Canals, in relation to the construc- 
ion of a canal, and the establishment of an armory 
| and foundery, at the Falls of the Ghio river, and 


i the relinquishment of the stock held by the Unite! 


States in the Louisville and Portland canal, L: 


AMENDMENT TO THE RULES. 


Mr. BADGER. I laid upon the table of the 
Senate, some seven or eight weeks ago, a resolu- 
tion proposing to amend one of the rules of the 
Senate, to which I referred yesterday. Its object 
is to get rid of the difficulty which perplexes us 
every time we have an appropriation bill before 
us to settle what is a private claim. { move that 
| the Senate take up that resolution for eonsidera- 
: tion. 


2170 


August 11, 


Mr. CASS. 1 must express my hope that the 
Senate will not take it up. We shall enter into 
a metaphysical discussion of, at least, an hour; | 
no man can foretell the end of it. If the honorable 
Senator will allaw a vote to be taken without any 
discussion, I will cheerfully acquiesce. But there 
will be more metaphysics introduced than the 
world has seen since the days of the Stagirite, I 
hope it will not be taken up. 

Mr. BADGER. I would suggest to my friend 
from Michigan, as he has given us such a Jumin- 
ous exhibition of my resolution, that it does not | 
propose any explanation of what a private-claim 
is, but its object is to amend the rule so as to get 
rid of the difficulty altogether, of having to decide 
whether an amendment is for a private claim or 
not, when it is presented. 

Mr. Bapcer’s motion was agreed to, and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the resolution which 
was submitted by him on the 25th of May. It is 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the 30th rule be amended, by striking 
out therefrom the following words: “And no amendment 
shall be received whose object is to provide for a private 
claim, although the same may have been previously sanc- 
tioned by the Senate. ”? 

The 30th rule, which is proposed to be amended, 
is as follows: 

36th. No amendment proposing additional appropria- 
tious shall be received to any general. appropriation bill, 
unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some exist- 
ing law, or some act or resolution previously passed by the 
Senate during that session, or moved by direction of astand- 
ing committee of the Senate, or in pursuance of an estimate 
from the head of some of the Departments; and no amend- 
ment shall be received whose object is to provide for a pri- 
vate claim, although the same may have been previously | 
sanctioned by the Senate.” | 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from North Car- 
olina moves to amend the rule, for the purpose, as 
he says, of getting rid of the discussions in rela- į 
tion to what are private claims. I appeal to every 
old member of the Senate, to say whether we did 
not have those discussions, and much more fre- 
quently, before the adoption of the rule than since; 
whether it has not been always considered a valid 
objection to an amendment to an appropriation 
bill, that it was a private claim. Why, sir, before 
we had this rule, we had two classes of arguments 
whenever these amendments were brought for- 
ward. In the first place, they were generally op- | 
posed by those who had the care of the bill, on the 
ground that it was improper to put a private claim 
upon a general appropriation bill, and, as a gen- 
eral rule, [have never heard it doubted. We had, 
therefore, the argument in relation to it, to ascer- 
tain, first, whether it was a private claim; and 
afterwards, another class of arguments to show, 
that, admitting it was a private claim, yet there | 
was some special reason, some good ground for 
excepting the case from the general rule. If, there- 
fore, this provision of the rule shall be expunged, 
the Senate will not escape a discussion in relation 
to thecharacter of the amendment. You may rely 
upon it, when we shall have hada little experience 
in the practice of the Senate without this rule, it 
will be found to be necessary to do something in 
order to prevent us from loading down appro- 
priation bills with private claims. Why, sir, there 
is a peculiar propriety for such a provision in re- 
lation to general appropriation bills. The result 
of admitting private claims to be offered as amend- 
raents to them is, that any committee can pass 
whatever private claim it chooses. If we take up 
a private claim as a separate measure, upon a pri- 
vate bill day, when we do not understand it, if it 
requires investigation, we can ask that it may be 
postponed until we can investigate it. But if it is 
offered as an amendment to an appropriation bill, 
we can make no such request. We cannot lay 
over an appropriation bill to obtain an opportunity 
to examine a claim. No, sir, we must take the 
word of the committee which offers it, and we 
must vote without any explanation, or without 


any adequate opportunity to examine the claim. 
The result would be, that any committee could 
put any private claim it chooses upon a general 
appropriation bill, 

But this is not the worst of it. The general 
appropriation bills will become a sort of omnibus 
—a log-rolling arrangement in relation to private 
claims. ‘I will not vote against yours, because 
I may have one which I want to get up;”’ and this 
arrangement will be made like those internal im- | 
provement bills, by which claims will be passed 
as amendments- to the appropriation bills that 


never would have been passed separately and as 
independent measures. Now, if the Senator 
wishes to prevent that evil, he had better aid me in 
doing something to make the rule more definite, 


|if it is not sufficiently definite for his purpose. 


The whole objection he raises amounts to this: 
that you cannot give any definition of a private 
claim which would be sufficiently distinct to enable 
the Senate to practice under it without difficulty. 
I acknowledge it is a subject of some difficulty; 
but I do not admit that you cannot give a defini- 
tion to enable the Senate to practice under this 
rule. Ifthe Senator would give us his assistance 
in this regard, | think, after a little practice, we 
should be able to define what are private claims in 
such a manner as to get rid of all dispute in rela- 
tion to their nature. Sir, I believe we can do it 
by referring to what should be a general appro- 
priation bill. A general appropriation bil! should 
make provision for laws and treaties, for obliga- 
tions incurred by laws and by treaties, and for the 
current service of the year. If, instead of saying, 
‘ No amendment shall be received whose object 
is to provide for a private claim, although the 
same may have been previously sanctioned by 
the Senate,” 
appropriation should be offered, unless it were to 
provide for some obligation created by law or by 


treaty, or for the current service of the year, then | 


the rule would define itself; and I believe we 
should be able to practice under it without diffi- 
culty, and with benefit to the dispatch of business 
by the Senate. 


I know, that if this provision is stricken out of | 


the rule, and weare thrown at sea in relation to it, 
where it willend. We shall go on adding private 
claims to general appropriation bilis, until the Sen- 
ate will feel the necessity of doing something to 
guard the business of thecountry against this im- 
proper admixture. We shall then have the whole 
subject to go over again, and probably it will end 
in the enactment of some other rule. It would be 
better not to amend this as proposed; for the hon- 
orable Senator from North Carolina must know 
that it is improper to put a private claim upon a 
general appropriation bill; and that, unless we have 
some rule guarding it, there will be constant efforts 
to do it. Ard if we admit one, it will be consid- 
ered favoritism not to admit all. We shall then 
have the only portion of the business which is con- 
ducted with tolerable certainty and dispatch by 
Congress, so embarrassed, that that probably, in 
the end, will fall through. 

Why, sir, the House of Representatives might 
well object, if they send us appropriation bills re- 
lating to the general interests of the country, and 
we should load them down with private claims, 
send them back, and say: ‘* You shall not appro- 
priate for the general public service of the country 
without passing this or that private claim.” It 
is a sort of coercion, of which they might and 
would well complain, If itshall result in this, that 
we are to do no legislation except upon general ap- 
propriation bills, those bills will break down like 
everything else, and the business of legislation be- 
come almost impossible. I say this, because I 
foresee the consequences of repealing that rule. I 
know the inconvenience which arose before; and, 
although the rule which it is proposed toamend has 
caused some inconvenience, because it required 
practice to define and settle its meaning, I think 
we have passed over the worst; and I believe, if 
we continue a little further, we shall be enabled to 
make it sufficiently accurate to proceed with definite- 
ness and dispatch to the public interest of the 
country. [recollect well, that before it was adopt- 
ed, half the debates on amendments offered to 
general appropriation bills, were upon the ques- 
tion as to whether they were for private claims; and 
then, if they were for private claims, whether they 
were such as ought to constitute an exception. We 
shall certainly get rid of all that last branch of the 
discussion, by retaining such a ruleas this. Itis, 
however, for the Senate to say. If they prefer 
to go without it, I have nothing more to say in re- 
lation to it. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, the rule, a 
portion of which I seek to strike out, is only 
two sessions old. The Senator from Virginia 
says if the amendment I propose prevails, the gen- 
eral appropriation bills will be loaded down by 
private claims; that there will be a system of log- 
rolling introduced by virtue of which one Senator 
will vote for a private claim in consideration of 


we should say that no additional |! 


other Senators voting for a private claim that he 
favors. 

Now, sir, in the first place I say that I cannot 
conceive such a thing as any member of this body 
voting knowingly for anything that is wrong 
Therefore I consider the allegation as not admis- 
sible. In the next place it is refuted by the whole 
experience of the Senate. This rule, as I say, is 
but two sessions old. When have the appropria- 
tion bills been loaded down, as the Senator sup- 
poses they have been by private claims? They 
have never been, in a half century’s experience of 
the Senate. When the Senator from Virginia of- 
fered his amendment to the rules, it was for the 
purpose of relieving us from this difficulty. I did 
not oppose it, but we immediately found that we 
had opened a new source of discussion and con- 
sumption of time, which was a great deal worse 
than any difficulty that could be supposed to arise 
out of the admission of such amendments; for 


: though the Senator says we always had the ques- 


tion raised as to private claims before, and always 

shall have hereafter, if this proposition of mine shall 

be adopted, one question we never did have, and 

never could have raised, except for this rule, and 

that is the question of order—a question whether 

the amendment can be considered. That is the 

question we have sprung upon us—that is the 

guestion upon which we occupied two hours yes-, 
terday in determining whether an amendment was 
in order or not. 

Now, I think after striking out the portion 
which I propose to strike out the rule will be suf- 
ficiently guarded. No amendment of any kind 
can be offered, unless under the circumstances 
prescribed by the residue of the rule; one of these 
is the one that might be supposed to apply most 
generally to private claims, and is, when an 
amendment is moved by order of a standing com- 
mittee of this body. 

I think if we cannot trust ourselves to pass 
upon amendments proposed to us by the standing 


| committees of the body—if we are obliged to tie 
‘ ourselves up so that we cannot look at proposals 
i of that kind, coming from a standing committee, 


we shall have lost a considerable portion of that 
respect we ought to have for ourselves, and that 
consideration which we ought to have for the 
country. However, I have no ae anxiety 
about the matter. I served in the Senate three 
sessions before we ever heard of such a rule, and 
I never found the difficulties, the Jog-rollings, and 
the weighing down of appropriation bills by pri- 
vate claims, which the Senator from Virginia sup- 
poses will exist. But since the adoption of the 
rule I have found, and so has he,a great deal of 
difficulty and waste of time in determining whether 
the Senate can considera proposition or not. That 
is what I want to get rid of. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to make one single 
remark as to a matter of fact. If the Senator from 


: North Carolina [Mr. Bavcer] will consult any of 
| the older members of the Senate, or the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means in the House, or the 


| Committee on Finance in the Senate, or the Sen- 


ator from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL,] he will learn 
that the connection of private bills with a general 


; appropriation bill is a serious evil, and much 


i to the other House for consideration. 


more felt before the adoption of the rule than it 
has been since. 

Mr. BADGER. That must have been before 
I was in the Senate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to make one re- 


mark, Each House has before it a variety of 


|: petitions upon the subject of private claims. Each 


House matures its own action upon the petitions 
presented, and after doing this, presents its action 
Now, sup- 


í pose we put upon a general appropriation bill, all 


private bills which the Senate has matured, and 
send the bill back in that shape to the other 
House; or suppose the House should take a simi- 
lar course, and put all its private bills upon a gen- 
eral appropriation bill, and send them to us, what 
chance has the Senate to mature all the private 
bills that may be put upon the general appropria- 
tion bills in this way? It will amount to a one- 
sided legislation. Each House will have to adopt 
just the same measures which the other has seen 
fit to pass, and without examination. Are you 
prepared for that? Atthis period of the session, 
it will be impossible for us to examine all the pri- 
vate bilis from the House, or for the House to 
examine all which we might send them—under 
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such circumstances. They will be taken upon 
trust and passed, therefore, simply because the 
oneorthe other House has passed them, That will 
not be constitutional legislation, as it seems to me. 
We are not so organized that each House should 
consider maturely all the jegisiation of the other. 
These remarks do not apply to the general pro- 


visions in pursuance of standing laws for carrying | 
g ying 


out the public measures of the country. Both 
Houses of Congress may be presumed to under- 
stand what the necessities of the country require, 
and are prepared to actin pursuance of general 
laws, to meet those necessities; and should be pre- 
pared to act whenever those subjects come before 
them. 1 therefore think it bad policy to incum- 
ber a general appropriation bill with individual 
measures, and I shall vote against the resolution. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
not agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The hour of twelve m. having arrived, the Sen- | 


ate proceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives “ making appropriation for the current and 
‘contingent expenses of the Indian Department, 
tand for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
‘Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30th, 
© 1853,” 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. 
amendment: 

For payment to James W. Marsh, to cover the loss of his 
property destroyed by a band of Sioux Indians in the month 
of July, 1849, while extending ‘the 
tine” of the publie surveys in the State of Towa to the Mis 
souri river, under contract with Ul. Booth, Surveyor 
General of the United States, $1,200. 

In relation to this amendment I have fortified 
myself with much information which I have sought 
and obtained from the sources that are accessible 


I offer the following 


to me; but probably I shall husband the time of | 


the Senate by causing to be read a paper from the 
Indian Department, which is appended to the 


amendment rather than giving a verbal explana- | 


tion myself: 


u Fixtract from additional estimate of funds required for 
the service of the Indian Department within the present 
fiscal year ending 30th June, 1 

« This claim is presented un 


the seventceth section of 


the intercourse law of 1834, which promises restitution or | 


reparation by the United States for depredations committed 
by Indians who are notin the reccipt of annuities from our 
Government. ‘The proof furnished by Mr. Marsh to this 
office establishes conclusively that the depredation was 
committed upon his property, and that the uflenders were 
Sioux Indiaus of the Wabpacoota band, who receive no 
annuity from the Government of the United States. —See 
vol, 4, U. S. Statutes at Large, page 729, chap. 161, tAn 
act to regulate trade and intercourse with the Indian tribes,’ 
gc., section 17.” 


Mr. HUNTER. Did I understand the Seng- 
tor from Iowa to say, that he had a communica- 


tion from the Indian Department explanatory of 


this amendment ? 

Mr. JONES. Yes; the explanation has just 
been read. It shows that the appropriation is 
asked for under the intercourse law of 1834, which 
was passed for the purpose of preventing dificul- 
ties between citizens of the United States in the 
Indian country and the Indians themselves, and 
for property which might be stolen or destroyed 
by them. ‘This isa casein which the property of 
a deputy surveyor of the United States was stolen 
by the Sioux Indians. These Indians have no 
annuities out of which we can take the amount of 
which Mr. Marsh was robbed; and the inter- 


course law of 1834 provides, that where persons | 


are robbed, or have their property stolen, remu- 
neration for such property shall be made by the 
Government of the United States. I think thisis, 
beyond question, a case which is covered by the 
law. The matter was submitted last session to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, as well as to the 
Commissioner, and both the committee and the 
Commissioner were of opinion that it was a proper 


appropriation to be made in the Indian appropri- | 


ation bill, it not being a private claim. f 
Mr. HUNTER. HI understand this claim, it 


originates under the seventeenth section of the in- į 


tercourse law, which would have been paid by the 
Department if there had been any appropriation 
to meet it, This is clearly a claim originating 


under the law of 1834; and if that be so, it is not | 


a private claim. Ido not know anything of the 
merits of the claim itself. 


Mr. ATCHISON. I know all about it. 
Mr. HAMLIN. How much is it. 


second connection | 


Mr. ATCHISON. Twelve hundred dollars. 
It is for property taken by the Indians in the Ter- 
ritory of lowa. The Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which this claim was referred, were of 


opinion that under the general intercourse law, | 


the party was entitled to receive it, if he had pur- 
sued the course pointed out by the law. If he 
had gone before an Indian agent, or the Superin- 
tendent of Indian Affairs, and made proof of his 
loss of property, he, of course, could enforce the 
collection of his claim against the Indians if they 
received annuities. But they received no annui- 
ties, and hence the Treasury of the United States, 
under that law,is responsible. This is the whole 
case. It is a public claim, if there be any such 
thing as a public claim. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLEMENS. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: 

For payment to the citizens of the States of Alabama 
and Georgia, for depredations committed by the Creek In- 
dians on their property, and for the property taken by the 
troops of the United States, and the friendly Creeks in the 
years 1836 and 1837, $ 797, to be distributed according 
to the schedule returued by the commissioners appointed 
under the act of Congress, approved 3d Mareh, 1837. 


Mr. HUNTER. 1 should have raised a ques- 
tion of order as to whether this is a private claim, 
but after the decision on Mr. Hart’s claim yester- 
day, | do not feel that itis expedient to do so. It 
seems to me that this claim is no more a private 
one than that—both are private claims, in my 
opimton, 

This question has been already under the con- 
sideration of the Senate, having been moved as an 


| amendment to the deficiency bill, and was argued 


pro and con. by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr. 
Cass,] and the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Betz.) {did not think that it was a fair case for 
an appropriation then, nor do I think so now; but 
{ do not think it is necessary to repeat the argu- 
ments used on that occasion, as they must be 
fresh in the recollection of every member of the 
Senate. 

Mr. CHASE. I would like to have the ques- 
tion raised, and I will raise it for the purpose of 
taking the sense of the Senate, whether this is a 


private claim or not?—for 1 think we are in a fair | 


way to accomplish the object of the Senator from 


North Carolina by indirection, if we are not pre- | 
| pared directly, to repeal the rule. These claims | 


do not professedly arise under any law of the 
United States; but they arise, as was stated on a 
former occasion, upon the application of an equity 
to these particular claims. There is no law by 
which any provision for the payment of these 
claims is made; there is no contract in pursuance 
of any law, and there is no treaty by which they 
are recognized or provided for; so that they do not 


| come within the category in which the claim, yes- 


terday decided to be a public claim, stands, That 


was a chum arising in pursuance of a law or of a | 


treaty, which is the supreme law of the land. 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair is very unwil- 
ling to decide, where there is the slightest doubt, 
in a matter of this kind; and has, therefore, on 
several occasions, submitted to the Senate whether 
such a proposition, as that now made, came un- 
der the rule or would be excluded. Under a de- 
cision reversing a decision of the same case, which 
occurred on the deficiency bill, the Senate deter- 
mined yesterday that a claim, it had formerly pro- 
nounced a private claim, was not a private claim, 
although the Chair, if called upon to decide the 
question, would have decided otherwise. The 
Chairis, therefore, unwilling to excludeany amend- 
ment which, by any possibility, may not be strictly 
aprivate claim. The question is now raised again 
upon this amendment, and it is for the Senate to 
decide whether itis a privateclaim under the rule. 


Mr. CLEMENS. I have certainly no objec- 


| tion to the Senate deciding this matter again, al- 


though they have decided it once. The Senate 
decided, when the deficiency bill was under con- 
sideration, that this was nota private claim. I 
have no wish to discuss the question. I want to 
vote on the merits of the case. I believe that every 
Senator understands it. It is a case arising both 
under treaty and under law. Itis a case which is 
provided for by law; it is one which has been 
recommended by the Commissioner as well as b 

the President of the United States; and much the 
largest portion of the claim is for food and fodder 
furnished to the troops of the United States. As 


I have already stated, it is a case arising not only 
under treaty but under law—one which was rec- 
ommended by the Commissioner appointed by 
Congress to ascertain the amount. The Senate 
has once decided that it was not a private claim, 
and | presume it will so decide again. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is, whether 
the amendment can be received under the rule. 

Mr. CHASE. This claim arises out of depre- 
dations committed by the Creek Indians on prop- 
erty in Alabama, and, I think, in Georgia. The 
law to which the Senator from Alabama, [Mr. 
Ciemens,] refers, directed the appointment of 
commissioners for the purpose of ascertaining 
what. depredations had been committed before hos- 
tilities, during hostilities, and subsequent to hos- 
tilities, distinguishing the claims into three classes 
—those which came within the provisions of the 
Indian intercourse law, those which came within 
the provisions of the act of 1816 and its amend- 
| ments, and those which did not come within the 
provisions of either of those acts, Now, this 
amendment provides for the appropriation of 
$355,797, for the reimbursement of claims which 
are all enumerated under the third class, and none 
of which come either within the intercourse law 
or the act of 1816; and so far from being provided 
for by the act to which the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. Cremens] has referred, they are expressly 
excluded by its terms, So that my original state- 
| ment was correct. These claims do not arise 
under any act of Congress, or in pursuance of an 
act of Congress, or under any contract, or any 
treaty; and to test the sense of the Senate on the 
question whether this amendment can be received , 
lask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


: Mr. BUTLER. 1 shall vote against this prop- 
i osition, not because l am convinced, but upon the 
i ground that the Senate has ruled it out. I voted 
i before differently perhaps from what my vote 
would be now. 
| Mr. DAWSON. I beg to state, that when this 
| same proposition was presented before in the de- 
i ficiency bill the same point was made, and the 
same decision made, by the present presiding offi- 
| cer, and the Senate decided that it was proper to 
be admitted as an amendment. Are we going to 
|| change, or to give a vote over again every time 
the proposition comes up? I trust we will a 
least remain consistent upon this point. 

The question was taken, and resulted—yeas 16, 
nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS-—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Borland, 
Brooke, Butler, Charlton, Clemens, Dawson, Foot, Geyery 
Sebastian, Sinith, Stockton, Upham, and Weller-—16, 

NAYS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Chase, 
De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Felch, 
Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Meriwether, 
Miller, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Spruance, Underwood, and 
Wade—20, 

So the amendment was not admitted under the 
rule. 

Mr. ATCHISON. [have an amendment which 
I desire to offer, and F am of opinion that it is for 
a claim that will not come within the prohibition 
of the rule, as it arises under a treaty. It is to 
Insert: 

For satisfaction of the claim of Robert Greenough, arising 
under a clause of the second article of the treaty made 
with the Menomonee Indians on the 3d day of September, 
1836, which clause was rejected by the Senate by way of 
amendment to the treaty, the sum of $20,000: Provided, 
That no part of the above sum of money shall be paid with- 
out the consent of the Menomonee Indians duly obtained, 

The PRESIDENT. From the reading of the 
amendment, the Chair is under the impression 
that it is to provide for what is strictly a private 
| claim. That article of the treaty having been re- 
jected, there is no ground under the treaty for the 
claim. If the Senator is not satisfied with the 
; decision of the Chair, he can take an appeal. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I dislike very much to ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair, and l shall 
i not do so; but I shall fulfill my duty towards this 
claim by introducing to-morrow a hill for its sat- 
isfaction, and though [ am satisfied in my own 
mind, that itis a publie claim, I shall not appeal. 

Mr. WELLER. I have an amendment to of- 
fer, which is to insert the following: 

That the accounting officers of the Treasury shall be 
_ authorized and empowered te examine and allow any 
! amounts which may be presented for any depredations com- 
| mitted by Indians in the State of California, with whom the 
i| commissioners negotiated treaties: Provided, That satisfac- 


i tory proof shall be adduced of ihe value ot the property de- 
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stroyed, and that the same was destroyed before the rejec- 
tion of the treaties by the Senate. 


Mr. HUNTER. 
tor from California, whether there are any esti- 
mates for that appropriation? > 

Mr. WELLER. There are not. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment cannot 
be received, if there is no estimate to base it upon. 
The rule expressly requires that there shall be an 
estimate from the head of a Department, or that 
an amendment shall be reported, by direction of a 
standing committee. Therefore the amendment 
cannot be received. 

Mr. CASS. There is a proposition which I 


will make, with the assent of the chairman of the !! 
Committee on Indian Affairs, which I indicated | 


the other day, and that is, to provide for the pay- 
ment of the expenses of the Shawnee delegation 
who came here to obtain the claim which we have 
rejected. The equity of making this provision, I 
believe, every Senator acceded to. At the sug- 


gestion of the honorable chairman of the Commit- | 
tee on Indian Affairs, 1 move to insert $1,500 to į 


pay the expenses of the Shawnee delegation. 
The PRESIDENT. Isthatamendment offered 


by the direction of a standing committee ? 
Mr. CASS. No, sir; but I propose to appro- 


priate $1,500, that sum being indicated by the hon- |i 


orable chairman, for the purpose of paying the ex- 


penses of the Shawnee delegation to and from the | 


seat of Government. 

The PRESIDENT. 
it? 

Mr. CASS. There is not. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the Chair cannot 
receive the amendment. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I understand that the 
Committee on Indian Affairs have agreed to it. 

The PRESIDENT. No such report has been 
made. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Perhaps it is proper I should 
state that, anticipating that this amendment would 
be offered, on Friday last I asked the acting Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, whether, in his judg- 
ment, it would be proper that this amendment 
should be offered? He said, he thought so, and 


rave me a statement of what he supposed to be | 


the necessary amount. I think he made it $1,425. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot receive 
a statement of the acting Commissioner. The rule 
requires that an estimate shall he received from 
the head of a Department. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended. And after a conversation as to the 
manner in which the Senate should proceed, the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole 
were concurred in, with the exception of the 
clause providing for presents and provisions for 
Indians visiting the California superintendency, 
and the provision in relation to the claim for the 
removal of the Choctaws, on which separate votes 
were desired. 

The first question was on concurring in the fol- 
lowing clause, adopted as in Committee of the 
Whole, in relation to the California superintend- 


ency “ For presents and provisions for Indians | 


visiting the superintendency, $3,000.” 


Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I move to: 


strike out that clause, and to insert the following: 


For the purpose of purchasing supplies and presents, » 
to be distributed to the Indians in the State of California, | 
under the direction of the President of the United States, : 


the swn of $100,000. 


In my judgment, this appropriation will be ab- 
solutely necessary, in order to prevent a large 
body of Indias in California from starving during 
the approaching year. They have been brought 
down from the mountains, from their accustomed 
homes, and settled upon the reservations that were 
made by the Indian commissioners, in the eighteen 
treaties that were negotiated with the different 
tribes. Those treaties have all been rejected by 
the Senate, and it is therefore necessary, in my 
judgment, that some provision should be made for 
them, in order to avoid hostilities. {t will be a 
very difficult thing to explain to these Indians 
how it comes that these treaties, which they en- 
tered into with persons who represented them- 
selves as agents of the Government, have now 
been repudiated. They will be compelled, as a 
matter of course, in consequence of the rejection 
of the treaties by the Senate, to leave these reser- 
vations upon which they have been placed by the 
Indian commissioners, It is, therefore, proposed 


I would inquire of the Sena- | 


Is there any estimate for | 


in lieu of a confirmation of those treaties; the ob- 


them with subsistence. They have been driven, 
as I said, from that section of the State where it 
|i was their habit to live on acorns and the fruits 
|i found in the woods, and they must inevitably 
starve unless some provision be made for them. 
For that purpose, | hope the Senate will adopt the 
‘| amendment, 


|| Mr. BRODHEAD. I will inquire how much 


proposed by the Committee on Indian Affairs? 
The PRESIDENT. Three thousand dollars. 

It is proposed now to insert $100,000. 

| Mr. WELLER. Allow me to say that I have 


ij 


į was the only place where it could be gotten in. 
l| The original provision was simply for supplying 
i! the Indians who visited the superintendency. My 
|, provision is more comprehensive, and is one 
ij which looks to the support, to a limited extent, 
‘| of these Indians. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I would inquire of the 


| derstand this amendment precisely. ff I do un- 
| derstand it, I think we ought to adopt it. 

| true that there is no appropriation contained in this 
t 

i 


amendment. If I understand the honorable Sen- 
i| ator from California correctly this is the case. 
this be the case f shall have to vote far the amend- 
| ment. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
| for the purpose of ascertaining the principle upon 
which this amendment is proposed. As I under- 
stand it, it is an appropriation of money to sub- 
| sist the Indians. 


depend for their support upon this Government. 
The proposition is to appropriate $100,000 to buy 
| provisions for Indians in the State of California— 
Indians, it is said, who may visit the agency for 
their own purposes, or for the purposes of the 
Government, which purposes are not designated, 
nor is it material that they should be designated. 
The great question is this: Shall we, by our 


Indians to avoid the necessity of labor? 


|! provided for by our appropriations? 1 believe it 
to be very bad policy. In my judgment, instead 
, of benefiting the Indians, it will be an injury to 
them. 


them, it will increase that trouble, for the Indians 
will leave their hunting grounds and the patches 
around their huts, and go entirely within the limits 
of the State; because they 
| Government will feed them. 


trace it. 
‘J observed yesterday, when aa appro 
| money was proposes for Indians in New Mexico, 
that it would be econoinical to the Government if 
such an appropriation were made for the purpose 
‘lof bringing the Indians within our country, in 
order to see the power of our Government. 
I never, for a moment, supposed that our kind- 
ness, or our benevolence, would impose upon us 
an obligation to provide means to sustain them. 


1 
it 
H 

| 


fault is not ours. I 
ernment brought this condition upon them. 


But 


iject being to appease the Indians by providing | 


was the amount of the appropriation originally ; 


offered this amendment in this place, because it | 


! honorable Senator from California, whether I un- | 
If it is | 


bill for the large number of Indians in California, | 
i| it seems to me that it would be right to adopt this || 


tt! 


Mr. President, I rise merely | 


It is to be the commencement | 
| of a policy by which they may avoid labor, and | 


policy, adopt a course calculated to induce these , 
Í of, Shall we | 
|| lead them to believe that their indolence will be | 


will know that the |; 
I think the policy is | 
a bad one, and I think it should be considered | 
fully before we adopt it; for, where we take one | 
step in this way, it would be very difficult to re- | 


priation of | 


But | 
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If these Indians are perishing and dependent, the `! 
I do not believe that the Gov- ; 


i| I suppose the Indians of the State of California |. 
' have been induced to believe that they would be © 


A fed under a treaty, and that may be the apology 
l for it. 
= firmed by the Senate, and these people, I suppose, 
> have long since returned to their residences, and 


i to their huating grounds; or, if they have not re- ii 


‘| turned, they ought to be induced to do so, and not ; 


| be encouraged to remain, waiting for au appro- 
ji Ve en eS > = : 

i| priation of money by the Government to subsist 
i| them. These are my views. 


i| and know why we should adopt the provision. 

i Mr. BADGER. 

i that my friend from Georgia has put the propriety 
l of this appropriation upon its true ground. 


i negotiated with these Indian tribes. Under those 


Buti should like to | 
| hear from the honorable Senator from California, : 


Mr. President, I do not think 


IfI: 


: understand the case, it is this: certain treaties were | 


treaties, they entered into the possession of certain 
reserved lands and certain benefits accrued to them. 
Now, the treaties have come here to us, and have 
been rejected. Inthe mean timeit is obvious that, 
not only these Indians, but our own people (who 
ought to have known better) in California have 
gone upon the idea, that the treaties being made 
by the agent of the Government and agreed to by 
the Indians, it was proper to put them into execu- 
tion. Thus, as the Senator from California says, 
these Indians have been left in this condition for 
want of food, with starvation staring them in the 
face, and they can understand it in no other way 
than as an act of bad faith on the part of this 
Government. It is the most natural thing in the 
world that they should so understand it. How 
can they understand the complex machinery by 


| which,—after the treaty was negotiated after it 


was put Into execution, after large steps were 
taken to consider it as subsisting,—all of a sudden 
they are informed that the treaty does not bind us, 
and that they are to be turned out of their reser- 
vations, deprived of all the advantages proposed 
for them, and left in a starving condition? Their 
passions and hostilities must be inflamed with a 
sense of gross injustice and perfidy on the part of 
this Government; and the natural consequences 


i will be, in all probability, an outbreak in that 


country. If that should bethe result, weall know 
what the consequences will be to the Government 
—thatit will cost us a great deal more to suppress 
the outbreak than it would, by a timely applica- 
tion of food, to prevent it from commencing. 
Besides, ] would suggest to my friend from 
Georgia, that all this money is not of course to be 
applied to these Indians. We appropriate that 
amount, and the President is to use it, as he sees 
occasion, for the support of the Indians. Of 
course, the President will use it solely for the pur- 
pose of preventing the mischievous consequences 
to which the Senator from California has alluded. 
It seems to me that this is a particular and special 
case, in which the necessity for intervention has 
arisen in consequence of the acts of our agents, 
and the act of the Government. It is not entering 


, into any general system of feeding Indians; but it 


isa small appropriation to avoid an Indian con- 
flict that will involve the Government in a large 
expense, besides the necessity of taking the lives 
of some of these poor creatures, and also the prob- 
able consequence of the loss of the lives of our 


! own citizens. It seems to me that it si a very wise 


i : } j| and just precautionary measure; and that the 
Instead of preventing the inhabitants of |: 


|l any State or Territory from being troubled by | 
y 3 > y 


amount is small enough. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I have only a 
few words to say in answer to the Senator from 
Georgia. Iam notin the habit of voting for ex- 
wavagant appropriations, whether the money be 
expended in California or elsewhere. Nor would 
[ have submitted this amendment had I not been 
perfectly satisfied that, unless some provision be 
made for these Indians, they will be driven by 
starvation into hostilities with the whites. The 
Senator from Georgia says: ‘* Let them return to 
their hunting grounds.” Their hunting grounds ! 
The white man is there. The white race is 
scattered all over the State of California. There 


jis nota gulch or a mountain where your miner 


is not engaged in his toil and labor. How, then, 
will the Indian go back to that spot where he 
was accusiomed to obtain his food? ‘The miner 


: is there, and it is utterly impossible for the Indian 


to return. He has come down upon the reserva- 
tion which was made by the agent of your Govern- 
ment, in conformity with the treaties made with 
him. The Indians believed that they were to be 
secured in the undisturbed possession of that por- 
tion of territory which had been allotted to them 


under the treaties. Those treaties required the 
But those California treaties were noi con- `i 


Government of the United States to feed these 
tians—to furnish them with a large amount of 
beef, and various other articles, which would have 
involved the Government in a most extraordinary 
expenditure. 

Public policy demanded that thosetreaties should 
be rejected; but they have been in part executed 
by the commissioners upon the one side, and by 
the Indians upon the other, We have rejected 
them, and therefore we are under a moral obliga- 
tion to make some provision for the support of 
those who have been disappointed by their rejec- 
tion. The Indians are now on the reservations. 
They cannot return to their fishing streams where 


| they were in the habit of obtaining some of their 


near him. 

We who represent the State of California were 
compelled, from a sense of duty, to vote for the 
rejection of the treaties, because we knew that it 
would be utterly impossible for the General Gov- 
ernment to retain these Indians in the undisturbed 


possession of these reservations. Why, there 
were as many as six reservations made in a single 
county in the State of California, and that one of 
the best mining counties in the State. They knew 
that those reservations included mineral lands, 
and that, just so soon as it became more profitable |! 
to dig upon the reservations than elsewhere, the 
white man would go there, and that the whole 
Army of the United States could not expel the 
intruders. 

It was, therefore, under this stern necessity that 
we were compelled to reject the treaties; and now, |: 
after the Indians have complied with them—after 
they have done everything in their power to ex- 
ecute them in good faith, by coming down out of 
their old homes and occupying the reservations, J |! 
only ask that an appropriation of $100,000 should 
be made for their temporary relief—for their sup- 
port under the circumstances in which they have 

een placed by the rejection of the treaties by this 
branch of the Government. If I did not believe 
it was an appropriation demanded by absolute ne- 
cessity, I would not have asked it at the hands of 
the Senate, It will be hard indeed to explain to 
these Indians how it came that the formal treaty 
made with your accredited agents has been vio- 
lated. They may not understand, as well as you 
and I, that the President und Senate alone, under 
our Constitution, have the power to conclude 
treaties. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman in- 
form me, if he pleases, whether, by these treaties, |! 
any provision or any promise was held out to the 
Indians, that if they did come down and occupy 
the reservations on the country set apart for them, : 
they would be provided for ?—and what provision | 
was to be made for them? 

Mr. WELLER. Every one of those treaties 
required, amongst other things, that the Indians 
should be supplied with a certain quantity of food |: 
in the year 1851, and in the year 1852. That 
which was to have been supplied to the Indians in 
1851, of course has already been delivered to them, 
and a considerable portion of that which was re- 
quired to be delivered in 1852, has also been turned 
over. Butthere remained, according to these trea- 
ties, a large quantity yet to be delivered; and the || 
rejection of the treaties has stopped the delivery 
of beef, We did undertake, under those treaties,# 
to supply the Indians with beef to a very large | 
amount during these two years. I believe that 
four or five of the treaties required us to deliver 
more than $100,000 worth of beef during the year 
1852; and if we are to look at itas a question of |; 
dollars and cents, we shall make money by giving |; 
$100,000 now, instead of furnishing the beef which F 
we had agreed to furnish under the treaties in | 
1852. In other words, an execution of these trea- |' 
ties would have required a much larger expendi- | 
ture of the public money than is proposed by this ;; 
amendment. H 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, I think there is a | 
great deal of justice in what the Senator from |! 
California has observed, but the amount proposed `; 
to be appropriated is greater than I am prepared |! 
to vote for. It must be recollected that the Indians |) 
have already received food to the value of $800,000 i| 
or $1,000,000 during the year 1851 and a portion i 
of 1852, without the slightest consideration having |; 
been paid to us. The treaties have all to be made | 
over again. I am willing to make some appro- | 

riation under the circumstances of the case, but i 
[should think the amount proposed by the hon- |` 
orable Senator from California, c 


onsidering the :; 
expenditure which has already been made, and |: 
the amount that the Indians have already received | 
from citizens of the United States, is too much. | 

Mr. WELLER. The Government only paid 
$50,000. 

Mr. CASS. I understand that perfectly. I! 
said the Indians were furnished by citizens—not || 
by the Government—to the amount of nearly |i 
$1,000,000. f i 

Mr. WELLER. The amount appropriated by 
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| would have cost the Government more than the 


: doubt that this amendment is moved with more 


| better than any one else here. 
: ture fromthe Federal Treasury for an object which 
|| is certainly new to me—when it has not had the 
| sanction or investigation of a committee—I must 


| mittee would examine the subject or bring forward 
; a proposition with more intelligence than the hon- 


iment I see that this is but the commencement of 


| of this kind, and commence it in reference to its ; 


| we adopttheamendment. Yet! am not altogether 
ji certain butthat the amendment ought to beadopted. 


: of the Indian territory by the minersalready, and į; 


, game of the Indians has been destroyed, and the | 
: usual source of subsistence upon which they rely 

‘has been cut off. ji 
i thatin a great degree. But, sir, it presents to my r 


and my learned friend from Michigan the other 
day took occasion to inform the Senate that under 
no circumstances would he vote for paying that 
amount. If he does not intend to vote it out of 
the National Treasury he ought not to charge the 
Indians with having received it from the Govern- 
ment. But Í put this proposition upon the plain 
ground that if you had executed these treaties and 
gone on and delivered the beef which the treaties 
stipulated should be delivered to the Indians, it 


appropriation now asked. 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I have no 


than ordinary intelligence on the part of the mover, 
because it comes from the honorable Senator from 
California, who perhaps understands this subject 
But an amendment 
of this kind, which indicates a source of expendi- 


receive with some distrust. I do not say thata com- |! 


ovable Senator from California; but from his state- 


a system of expenditure for the subsistence of the 
Indians in California. If we make this appropri- 
ation of $100,000, it will be holding out induce- 
ments to these poor, deluded, expelled creatures, 
The white man will drive them from their lands; 
and how are weto feed them? Are we to feed them 
from the Treasury? Shall we commencea system 


j 


fi 


operation onthe Federal Treasury? I do say that 
there ought to be some more investigation than the 
motion of a single member and I sayitwith great 
respect for the honorable gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr, President, I think 
this is a matter of a good deal of consequence, 


and that we ought to deliberate on it well before i! 
H 


1 


My friend from California, if | understand him, 
predicates it upon the ground that by the invasion 


i 


by the prospective invasion of the miners, the |! 


I have no doubt of the truth of |: 


mind this consideration, that here, our people, |i 
without law, go into the Indian country, destroy p 
the means of the Indians, disperse their game, or | 
kill their game, interrupt their possessions and j! 
their means of living, and then Congress is called | 
upon to make provision for that state of things. | 
{admit that it is wrong to these people to in- | 
vade their possessions, and ent off their means of | 
subsistence; and if we, as a Government, tolerate i! 
it, we ought to make them some allowance; and |: 
in that point of view the amendment of my | 
friend from California commends itself to my |; 
favorable consideration. But while F look at it in | 
that aspect, I cannot forget that it is based upon a |; 
wrong—I cannot forget that it is based upon a ` 
thing which we ought to have moral courage, and i; 
which I think we have physicaicourage, to prevent. || 
The territory of the Indians ought not to be thus 
invaded. We ought not to allow their means of |: 
subsistence to be taken away from them, against : 
law and withoutlaw; so that the National Treasury | 
is called upon to prevent these peor wretches from | 
starving. : k 
Now, how all these objects are to be obtained, | 


i and what it is best for us to do, under the circum- 


stances, is a very grave question, and, asthe Sena- |; 
tor from South Carolina says, it requires grave f 
consideration. I acknowledge that, for myself, I i; 
hardly know what to do. he idea of allowing | 


these poor creatures to starve to death, when we, i 


i in a great measure, have brought that condition |; 


upon them, is horrible to humanity, and I cannot | 
well tolerate it. But, then, the consequences of! 
engaging inthis state of things, that we are to j! 
feed all the Indian tribes, and put them upon the | 
Treasury for support, is a consequence equally ; 
alarming. I should be very glad if the matter į 


could be weighed further, and if we could have I 


what to do. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. President, there is 
some difficulty in my mind in relation to this 
matter, not as to the amount proposed at all, but 
because I doubt very much whether it will answer 
the purpose of feeding forty thousand Indians in 
California, or such number as it may be necessary 
to feed. 

Mr. WELLER. There are seventy thousand 
Indians in California. 

Mr. ATCHISON. There may be seventy 


‘thousand, but my information and my belief on 
; that information is, that they cannot exceed forty 
i thousand. 
; we acquired California. 


At least, that was the estimate before 
By those best informed, 
it was estimated that the whole population of Cal- 
ifornia, red and white, did not exceed sixty thou- 
sand, though that is a point about which lam not 


| so well informed ag the Senator from California. 


It is truly said that but $50,000 have been ap- 


' propriated by this Government for Indian services 
‘in California, 
; one dollar for the benefit of the Indians, as far as I 
can ascertain. Hence the only objection in my 


Those $50,000 are gone, and not 


i mind to this appropriation is as to the manner in 


which it is to be disbursed, and as to who is to 


‘disburse it, and whether the Indians will derive 
‘any more benefit from these $100,000 than from 
i the $50,000 already expended. 
‘claims now before the Committee on Indian Af- 
i fairs from California—and just claims, which this 


Why, there are 


, Government will be compelled to pay—for beef 


furnished and for services rendered to the com- 


i: missioners while engaged in making the eighteen 


treaties which have been rejected by the Senate— 
claims for the very purpose which those $50,000 


| were appropriated to pay, the expenses of nego- 
, tation. 


Claims, I do not know to what amount, 
but certainly to the amount of several thousand 
dollars, are now before the Committee on Indian 


| Affairs for transporting the Indians from one place 


to another, and feeding them while holding the 


_ treaties, in addition to the $50,000 expended, no 


man can tell for what. But if we could have the 
least assurance in the world that these $100,000 
would be well appropriated, and justly appropri- 


' ated, for the purpose of feeding these Indians, and 
i perhaps of clothing them, I would not hesitate for 


2 moment to vote for it, or even for an appropri- 
ation of $200,000. 

Some gentlemen wish to cut down this appro- 
priation to $50,000. Why, according to the low- 
est estimate I can make, you will have to furnish 
forty thousand, or, as the Senator from California 
says, seventy thousand Indians with provisions, 
If you feed them with beef—and I suppose that 
this is the cheapest article of food with which you 
can supply them—how many head of cattle could 
be furnished to these seventy thousand Indians? 
Only two thousand head of cattle to feed seventy 
thousand Indians, or, according to my estimate, 
forty thousand Indians. 1 estimate cattle at $50 
a head, and I suppose they cannot be had in Cal- 
ifornia for less. Eome gentlemen who negotiated 
the treaties, I am informed, gave from $80 to $100 
a head, in some instances, for cattle, and in others, 
I believe, $50 a head; but I think the honorable 
Senator from California will bear me out in the 
assertion, that beef cannot be furnished to those 
Indians at less than ¢50 a head. But I would 
not hesitate for a moment in voting $100,000 or 
$200,000, if I had the least assurance that the 
money would be appropriated for the purposes 
intended. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, this is a sub- 
ject of great difficulty. I know, as was said by 
the Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. Burien,] 
that the Senator from California speaks upon this 
subject with more intelligence than any of us. I 
feel the full weight of all that he has said, and 
yet, at the same time, I cannot but be impressed 
with the weight of what has fallen from the Sen- 
ator from Georgia, [Mr. Dawsewx.] Tam anwill- 
ing, on the one hand, to assume for this Gov- 
ernment the obligation of supporting these Pueblo 
Indians, if they should be dispossessed of their 
lands by intruders from the State of California; 
and T am unwilling to vote any appropriation 
which may, by implication, bind this Government 
to pay debts contracted by the agents who acted 
not only without orders, but contrary to their in- 
structions. I should not, therefore, be willing— 
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if I were to come to the conclusion that some tem- 
porary provision ought to be made in order to fur- 
nish these Indians with supplies—to vote for the 
proposition, unless it were guarded in sucha man- 
ner as to exclude the conclusion that the United 
States were making this their permanent policy, 
or resorting to it for more than to meet a tempo- 
rary emergency. But it isa very grave question, 
and one which is destined hereafter to embarrass 
us very much in relation to what is to be done 
with these Indians in California—where are they 
togo? It seems that they are dispossessed by in- | 
traders, driven from their homes, and compelled 
either to join the roving bands of the mountains, 
or to become in their turn marauders to visit again 
upon the whites the injuries which were first in- 
flicted upon them. 

I do not see—and I am not sure that that would 
answer—any way outof the difficulty except this: 
The Government certainly does own lands in Cal- 
ifornia, and it may own lands in some positions 
in which a place of refuge might be afforded to 
these Indians. And if we are to look to any per- 
manent policy—that is to say, to any policy which 
raay serve our turn for fifteen or twenty years to 
come, for I am aware that nothing can be called 
a permanent policy in relation to these Indians— 
it must be by looking to some such provision as 
that to which I allude to enable them to find a! 
habitation and an abode; and I think that the In- 
dian Department should turn its attention to this 
matter. I would be willing to vote—perhaps not 
$100,000, for it seems to me that, as there is 
no estimate for it, that may be too much—but I 
do not know that I should object even to that 
amount, if the Senator from California will guard 
the amendment in such terms as to say that it 
shall beia mere temporary provision to meet the | 
existing emergency, and shall not bind the Gov- 
ernment to the future policy of supporting these | 
Indians whenever they may be dispossessed. I | 
am utterly opposed to that; but I think some 
provision ought to be made upon the public lands 
to furnish these people with an abode, if it be possi- 
ble. I know there is one other resource. The 
State of California has a deep interest in not dis- 
possessing these Indians, and having them wan- | 
dering about its borders. Ido not know but that 
if we do not take this obligation upon ourselves, 
they will be forced to make some provision; and 
it does seem to me that they ought to make some 
provision by which to prevent these intrusions. 
California is a State, and has power to prevent 
these intrusions to some extent. But fam will- 
ing to discharge that portion of the obligation 
which falls upon the United States. Iam willing 
to take a portion of the public lands, (if a portion 
can be selected which would suit the views of the | 
people of California, and satisfy the Indians as 
well as the interests of the Government,) on which 
they may be settled. That is the only plan that 
I seo. As to this idea of feeding them when they 
may be dispossessed, year after year, it can result, 
as the Senator from Georgia well says, in no good 
either to the Indians or to the whites, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, Mr. President, the dif- | 
ficulties seem to increase the more I think about | 
this matter. It does seem to me that we have not | 
all the facts before us which it is necessary to un- 
derstand in order to have judicions and discreet 
legislation upon this subject. Since I addressed 
the Senate before, I have heard it stated that there |: 
are seventy thousand of these California Indians. 

Mr. WELLER. I say so now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend says he re- | 
peats it. Now, take it for granted that there are j 
seventy thousand, how are they situated? Are | 
they scattered over a large extent of country, or | 
are they concentrated in towns and villages, so; 
that you can reach them directly? If they are |! 
scattered over a large extent of country, and you | 
put these $100,000 into the hands of agents, how | 
are they to reach the seventy thousand Indians |: 
scattered over the country? How are they to! 
make provision fer the Indians, when they occupy || 
hundreds of square miles? How are they to be | 
concentrated so as to be paid? These are diffi- |; 
culties which have arisen in my mind as the dis- |: 

i 


cussion has progressed. 

Suppose, however, that you have the seventy | 
thousand Indians congregated together, so` that |: 
they can be reached by the agents having the |; 
$100,000 to distribute among them in provisions: | 
As soon as you congregate them, you deprive li 


them of their ordinary and usual mode of subsist- 
ence by hunting. If they are now scattered, you 
withdraw them from their little patches of vegeta- 
bles and other agricultural products, on which 
they may, to some extent, look for a subsistence; 
and if you bring them all together, and deprive 
them of their ordinary means of supply, your 
$100,000 will be nothing. it will be but a drop 
in the bucket—but a little better than a dollar 
apiece. If you are to congregate them in that 
way, and thus deprive them of their hunting pur- 
suits, a million or two millions of dollars would 
not sustain them fora year at California prices. 

Mr. DAWSON. This amendment would not 
give them a dinner apiece. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I suppose it would not 
at California prices. I have now presented the 
subject to the consideration of the Senate in two 
aspects—the one presuming these Indians to be 
scattered, as I suppose they are, all over the coun- 
try, relying to some extent upon fishing and hunt- 
ing, and their little patches of vegetables, for sub- 
sistence. The other is as congregated and brought 
together. And I ask the Senate, how are these 
one hundred thousand dollars to benefit the Indians, 
situated in either position? It seems to me that 
the subject deserves a great deal of consideration 
before we make the appropriation. In oneaspect, 
in the scattered condition of the Indians, it seems 
to me that it would do no good; and in their ag- 
gregate condition, in which I have contemplated 
them, it will not be anything like an appropriation 
which will be of value to them. 

Under this difficulty, it seems to me that the ap- 
propriation can do but little good; and if these 
Indians, as I presume they are, be scattered, in 
the way I have contemplated, and you divide the 
$100,000, and put it into the hands of half a dozen 
agents, Í am afraid that the agents will get the 
most of’ it before it gets into the hands of the in- 
dians. These are the difficulties which I have, 
and which present themselves to my mind as oper- 
ating against the amendment. 

Mr. BELL. I have listened to the suggestions 
on both sides of the Chamber in relation to this 
proposition, and it seems to me that there would 
be some propriety in enlarging the appropriation 
contemplated by the amendment adopted by the 
Senate in quasi committee, but I think the amend- 
ment proposed by the honorable Senator from 
California is unnecessarily large, contemplating 
the object which he does, because Congress will 
sit again in a very few months, and we shall then, 
perhaps, be better informed as to the uecessities 
of the Indians in California, and the propriety of 
enlarging the appropriation, or making an addi- 
tional appropriation. 

This proposition is based, as I understand the 
Senator from California, for the most part, upon 
the idea that treaties having been made with these 
Indians, or the most of them, and they not being 
able to comprehend why the Government of the 
United States has not ratified the treaties—being 
disappointed in their expectations—relying, as 
they may have done, up to this time, upon the 
provisions of these treaties for their future subsist- 
euce, in part—irritation, mischief, and hostility 
may grow out of it, unless the Government adopt 
speedily some course to reconcile them to what 
has been done by the Senate. Hence, it is pro- 
posed to pacify them by distributing presents and 
provisions among them to keep them quiet until 
we shall settle upon some policy in regard to them. 
This is what I understand to be the object of the 
Senator from California. I think it is a very sen- 
sible, and a very wise suggestion. 

Now, were we to go into the discussion of what 
should be our policy with regard to these Indians, 
none of us would be prepared to say what ought 
to be done, and what policy onght to be pursued. 
Bat, considermg that we have rejected these nu- 
merous treaties, and that some compensation may 


: be due to the Indians for provisions which will 


not be furnished according to the treaties made by 
the commissioners, which have not been ratified, I 


| apprehend that some new treaties will have to be 


made with the Indians, and that the commission- 
ers, under proper instructions from the Govern- 


: ment, will have in view some permanent policy, 


and that some provision—some just and reason- 
able, and, if you please, liberal provision—will be 
made for the subsistence of the Indians, consider- 
ing the circumstances of their being deprived of 
their old and accustomed modes of subsisting 


themselves. Iam, therefore, perfectly willing to 
enlarge the appropriation as originally presented 
by the Senator from Missouri, going upon the es- 
timate of the Department. I think it is. prudent 
that we should make some larger provision for 
| presents to these Indians, and for subsistence, to 
| be as judiciously applied as we are able to have 
į them applied, under the circumstances of the case, 
i to prevent irritation and outbreaks, until we can 
have new treaties made, as I hope, by commission- 
ers of more discretion and more judgment than 
those whom we have recently trusted with our 
Indian affairs in California. I think, therefore, if 
the Senator from California would reduce his prop- 
osition to $30,000 or $40,000, or even $50,000, to 
| be expended until Congress shall sit again, for this 

solitary purpose, I shall not object. Certainly it 
is idle for us to consider here, with the informa- 
tion we have on the subject, as to any permanent 
policy. By voting this moderate amount, I think 
that we would not be committed ourselves, nor 
would the country, nor the Indians hold us to the 
| policy of undertaking to subsist them hereafter, 
| to discourage industry, and lead them to depend 
| wholly upon the bounty of this Government. If 
‘the Senator from California would reduce his 
! proposition to a more moderate amount, I should 
vote for it with pleasure, and think that would be 
| enough for two or three months to come. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, I agree with 
the honorable Senator from Tennessee, that we 
are deficient in the requisite amount of informa- 
tion upon this subject; but at this late day of the 
session it must be evident to every Senator that it 
is perfectly impossible that we can obtain any in- 
formation in time to bring this measure into any 
| tangible shape; and unless it be passed in the 
| form in which it is now presented, it is probable 
| it will not be passed atall. I think we have about 
two days to devote to each of the general appro- 
priation bills, and that we can properly devote no 
i| more than two days to each of them. I suppose, 
therefore, that this measure cannot be presented 
and passed as a distinct and separate one; and 
conceding that we are deficient in information, 
| still I am unwilling to let that stand in the way of 
this measure, because it seems to me to be so 
expedient that, from the little knowledge I have 
| had of the Indians, I think it ought to be adopted. 
i The Senator from California, who is, perhaps, as 
| familiar with the matter as any Senator on the 
| floor, can give us all the light which we can de- 
| rive from the investigation of a committee. He 
comes here and tells us—that which must be self- 
evident to every man who has ever had anything 
to do with the Indians—that the Indians have 
been dispossessed of their hunting grounds; that 
they have been driven back; that they are in a 
pstarving condition; and more than that, he tells us 
| that they have been led to believe that the United 
| States, through their agents, would in part pro- 
| vide for them in this condition. Now, what is it 
| 
| 
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| 
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that has induced the Indians upon our settled 
| frontier, in every section of our country, to make 

war upon the whites? It is precisely this condi- 
| tion of things. The Indians have been dispos- 
| sessed of their hunting grounds, and been driven 
; to agricnltural pursuits, which they have had- to 
į pursue immediately, without preparation, or star- 
| vation was inevitable. Whenever the experiment 
i has been tried this has been the result. Yet we 
| are, from day to day, endeavoring to force the In- 
i dians upon the cultivation of the soil, upon the 
| Spur of the moment, without any previous prep- 
| aration, and withhold from them the small pit- 
i tance which might perhaps prepare them for that 
kind of life. 
| What is-it that is daily driving the Indians on 
j the frontiers of Texas into hostilities? Why, 
i they are gradually driven back by the white set- 
| tlements. They never take life if they can possi- 
bly avoid it. ‘Their first resort is to steal cattle, 
: and when they take life it is for the purpose of 
| concealing the robbery. Ifthe subject were to be 
| investigated, I undertake to say that the Senate 
; would find that when a company of volunteers is 
| called out to quell an Indian insurrection, the pay 
| of that company would feed twelve times as many 
| 


Indians as there are whites in the neighborhood; 
; and that by feeding them the rupture would have 
em entirely healed, or would not have taken 
|; place. 
| I hope that the sum proposed by the Senator 
| from California will not be decreased, because the 


ndians; nor would that sum feed them all. I 
apprehend that the Senator from California con- 
templates no such thing as that the whole seventy 
thousand Indians shall derive the benefit of this 
appropriation. Why, it would not divide among 
them much more than $1 40 a piece, and would 
feed very few of them. One hundred thousand 
dollars, at the rate of soldiers’ pay, would feed 
about fourteen thousand Indians for one year. Now 
we will suppose that no more than fourteen thou- 
sand Indians are to be paid—fourteen thousand 
Indians are sufficient to keep the frontiers of Cali- 
fornia in a state of consternation for an entire 
year, and they would cause the destruction of 
thousands of valuable lives, The Senator from 
California tells us that, unless some provision be 


made, war is inevitable; that these men, driven to | 


starvation, will make war upon the frontier set- 


tlers, unless their reasonable expectations are an- | 


swered. His assertions are borne out by our 
experience in other portions of the country. J, 
for one, in this state of things—when we, by our 
agents, led the Indians to believe that we would 
interfere in their behalf—am willing to extend this 


ittance of $100,000, and probably it will prevent j 


indian hostilities; and in that probability it is a 
mere pittance, and J trust will not be decreased. 
Mr. HUNTER. I nave prepared a substitute 


for the amendment of the Senator from California, | 


which I hope may be received. 


The PRESIDENT. The proposition of the ! 
Senator from California is an amendment to an į 


amendment, and an amendment to that proposition 
cannot be received, 

Mr. HUNTER, If it is read, perhaps the Sen- 
ator from California will accept it. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be read for inform- 
ation. 

The amendment was accordingly read, as fol- 
lows: 


Yor the temporary relief of the Indians in California, 
until permanent arrangements be made for their future set- 


tement, the sum of $50,000: Provided, That nothing herein | 


contained shall be so construed as to imply an obligation on 
the part of the Cnited States to feed and support the Indians 
who have been dispossessed of their land ia California, 

Mr. HUNTER. I can leave the amount blank 
if the Senator wishes it. 

Mr. WELLER. Ihave no objection to the 
proposition of the Senator from Virginia, except 
as to that provision of it which names the amount 
to be appropriated; and I would agree to the sug- 
gestion of my friend from Tennessee, (Mr. Berr,] 


were it not for the fact, that Iam perfectly satisfied | 


that I have already fixed the amount at the very 
lowest sum that will produce any practical good. 


I know that there are other gentlemen who under-, 


stand fully this question, who have desired an ap- 
propriation of $200,000, and I have been told by 


gentlemen who know the condition of the Indians | 
now in California, that a sum Jess than $200,000 | 


will not prevent the Indians from starving during 
the present year. But, hoping that the proposi- 


tion might meet the approbation of the Senate, I | 


fixed it at the very lowest point at which I believed 
any practical good would result—g100,000. I de- 
sired, of course, that the appropriation should be 
based upon the idea that, as the treaties have been 
rejected, it was necessary to make some provision 
fer the support of these Indians, until we should 


adopt some permanent policy with regard to them. | 


Their temporary interests | am now seeking to 
advance, whilst I am looking to the maintenance 
of peace upon the frontier. 


I undertake to say that there are seventy thou- | 


sand Indians within the limits of the State of Cal- 
ifornia, although I should not like to make a ques- 
tion of veracity with my friend from Missouri. In 
California their number is variously estimated at 
from 100,000 to 150,000. The Governor of that 


State two years ago addressed a letter to the Pres- | 
ident of the United States, which is to be found } 


among the pubiic records, affirming that there 
were 100,000 warriors within the limits of Cali- 
fornia. 1 doubt not that this was an exaggeration. 
But the whole number of souls [ have estimated 
at 70,000. This opinion is based upon my own 
observation, as well as the information derived 
from others, and I think may be relied upon. 
You have appointed a Superintendent of Indian 
Affairs in California, against whose integrity not 
one syllable has ever been uttered. He is a gen- 
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sent out during the last week for the purpose of | 
exercising supervisory control over Indian affairs | 
upon the Pacific. You have also recently ap- : 
pointed an Indian agent for California, (Major 
Reading,) a gentleman well known not only there, 
but here, of irreproachable character, of general 
intelligence, and excellent habits—a man whose 
integrity has never been questioned anywhere, 
and who stands high in the estimation of all who ! 
have known him, and who, from a residence of : 
eight years in that country, knows the location of 
every tribe of Indians; and if the appropriation 
were placed in his hands, relying, as I would 
most implicitly, upon his honesty and integrity 
in its disbursement, I should feel an assurance that 
every dollar that was appropriated would be ex- 
pended properly for the support of the Indians. | 
Sir, he would have no difficulty in getting these 
Indians to the points where it would be necessary | 
to distribute the provisions. His knowledge of | 
localities would prevent him from experiencing any 
difficulties from this source. 

But if this appropriation is not made, what do | 
you proposetodo? You have rejected the treaties : 
after they had been partially executed—after the : 
Indians had abandoned their hunting grounds, and 
come into the valleys, upon their reservations. 
The white man has gone and taken possession of 
the grounds which they have themselves aban- | 
doned. He is engaged there now, toiling in the: 
mineral section of the State; and what are you to . 
do with these Indians? Do you propose that the ; 
State of California shall be compelled to save them | 
from starvation? We have been compelled to 
fight them since our admission into the Unien. 
You have taken care to send your Federal troops 
somewhere else; and when these Indians have in- : 
vaded our frontier, and when they have destroyed | 
the property and the lives of our people, we have | 
been compelled to rely upon our own troops for | 
our defense. The State of California hasexpended | 
$1,000,000 already, in repelling the assaults of | 
these Indians; and you now propose that we shall 
be compelled also to feed them. £ say, sir, that | 
your past policy has called upon us to sustain the | 
whole expense of these Indian wars; and if this | 
amendment be rejected, you compel us to feed the : 
Indians besides, or to see them starving; for star- 
vation is inevitable, unless they are fed by you. 

My proposition is simply to make a provision 
for them temporarily, until this Government can | 
adopt some system for the relief of the Indians. 
Sir, it has been the policy of the Government to 
drive them to the West; but the white man is now 
in the West. He stands upon the shores of the | 
Pacific ocean. He has commenced pushing the 
Indian back uponthe Rocky Mountains. The 


Indian is placed in between the upper and nether ij 


millstones, and he must. be crushed! The fate of 
the Indian is irrevocably sealed. He must soon 
be crushed by the encroaching tide of emigration. 
The hand of destiny has marked him, and soon 
he must fade away. The reflection to every hu- | 
mane heart is a melancholy one, but itis unavoid- | 
able. Inthe providence of God they must soon | 
disappear before the onward march of our coun- | 
trymen. Humanity may forbid, but the interest | 
of the white man demands their extinction. ! 

Now, I do not undertake to say what policy | 
ought to be adopted. lam not m possession of | 


the information necessary to enable me to give | 


any opinion in reference to the future policy to be | 
adopted by the Government in regard to these 
Indians. 1 have not,of course had an opportu- : 
nity of hearing from that country since the rejec- 


tion of the treaties by the Senate, and Í cannot i;i 


speak of the effect that that rejection will produce; : 
but Jam almost certain that that State will be 
involved in an Indian war just so soon as the In- 
dians are driven from their reservations, if no pro- 
vision whatever be made for them. If you are 
involved in a war, who is to pay the expense of : 
that war? Take it, sir, as a question of economy | 
—who is to pay the expense of that war? The. 
General Government is bound to extend its pro- | 
tecting hand over all its people; and if the man | 
who stands upon the shores of the Pacific ocean is į 
as much entitled to the protection of the Govern- ! 
ment as he who stands in the center of the coun- | 


try, that protecting hand can only be extended 

there at the expense of the National Treasury; | 
and you will be compelled to expend hundreds of | 
thousands of dollars in repelling the assaults that | 
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true, singular. The white population is scattered 
allover the State. The great body of these In- 
dians are found congregated in the northern sec- 
tion of the State. They are easily gotten at. You 
have already deprived them of the ordinary means 
of subsistence. The miner is upon the old ground, 
and he will not suffer the Indian to conflict with 
what he conceives to be his interest. You are 
compelled, then, to legislate as you find things, 
and not as you desire them to be. It may bea 
very hard thing that the miner has gone into that 
region and driven the Indians out of it, but it was 
your population, it was your countrymen, it was 
the citizens of your State who have gone there. I 
say to the Senate in all seriousness, that if they 
are determined that the State of California shall 
not only feed these Indians, but that she shall be 
compelled to fight them with her own troops and 
at her own expense, and in the mean time you 
are taxing the very necessaries of life which they 
consume, the very bread which they eat, the time 
will come when there will be a spirit of disaf- 
fection upon the shores of the Pacific; when they 
see their friends and relations butchered by the 
Indians in cold blood—when they see their coast 
unlighted, their harbors unimproved, and their 
commerce unprotected, they will naturally inquire 
whether this 1s the same sort of justice extended 
to the other States of the Union. 

Sir, if you desire to maintain the peaceand har- 
mony of the Union, you must take care to do jus- 
tice to allits parts, You must not adopt a policy 
which will alienate the affections of the people, 
and male them feel the full force of the fact that 
they are far, very far away from you. They feel 
enough of this now. They feel oftentimes that 
there is a want of sympathy on your part towards 
them; that they are regarded as a remote cousin, 
for whom no particular affection is entertained by 
the parent Government. If a course of policy of 
this sort be adopted, you will increase that disaf- 
fection, until they will be compelled to take care 
of themselves. If you desire that the people now 
located upon the shores of the Pacific shall take 
care of themselves, withdraw your custom-house 
officers, and my word for it, iker will soon do it. 
However unwilling they may be to withdraw from 
the Union, they will never agree to sacrifice their 
honor. Stern necessity may compel them to pur- 
sue a course at variance with all their feelings and 
sympathies. 

Lam asking no more for the people of Califor- 
nia than I am willing to accord to the citizens of 
any other State. I do not urge this appropriation 
because the $100,000 are to be expended in the 
State which lin part represent; but I have advo- 
cated it from a solemn conviction that unless some 
provision of this sort be made, a large portion of 
California will be involved in a desolating war 
with the Indian tribes, and these Indians will in 
the end be exterminated. Such will be the result. 
It is like the question of death—it is a mere ques- 
tion of time with them. They must soon be 
crushed—they will be exterminated before the on~ 
ward march of the white man; but in the mean 
time, as a matter of humanity, let us do all we 
can to soften the blow that strikes them to the 
earth. If necessity, which is generally the plea 
of tyrants, requires us to drive them from the 
graves of their fathers and the homes of their an- 
cestors, let our plans be tempered with mercy. 
Let us not forget that the time willcome when the 


| Creator of the white and the red man will pass 


upon our conduct, Although they may be the 
poorest of his creatures, injustice to them may 
not, will not go unpunished. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire of 
the Senator from California whether he accepts the 
proposition made by the Senator from Virginia in 
lieu of his own? 

Mr. WELLER. If the Senator will strike out 
the sum named in theamendment, I will accept it. 
Mr. HUNTER. [| leave the sum in blank. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment which has been offered by the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, and accepted by the Senator 
from California. 

Mrt WELLER. I move that the blank in the 
amendment he filled with $100,000. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the first question 
will be on filling the blank with $100,000. 
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Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, I have list- 
ened with a good deal of interest and a good deal 
of attention to what the honorable Senator from 
California has just said. That most of what he 
says ought to impress us cannot be doubted, and 
wiil not be disputed by any one. The only thing 
to which I object, is to the conclusion of his re- 
marks. I dislike all prophecies or threats of what 
a particular section of this country will do in a 

iven event, before the necessity is forced upon it. 
f wish that had been unsaid» But, sir, that the 
time is fast approaching when the great catas- 
trophe of the Indian tribes is to arrive, is to be 
witnessed, and to be suffered, none of us. can 
doubt. He that has looked into the condition of 
that people, must have come to the conclusion, 
that when the white people lapped around them 
on the west, the finale of their fate was not-far off. 

What strikes meas astonishing is, that id Pa 
osition of the Senator from California should be 
deemed at all adequate tothe emergency. Why, 
upon what ground does he place it? He tells us, 
what we knew before, that the Indian agents in 
California made treaties with these Indians; that 
whilst treating they had supported them, and that 
in the treaties made with them—and which they 
had a fair and good right to presume would be 
ratified—promises were made to them of subsist- 
ence to stand in lieu of the resources which they 
had heretofore had--the acorns of the country, 
the game of the country, and whatever else there 
might be to which they had previously resorted 
for subsistence. He says that these treaties were 
rejected, and consequently that their terms have 
not been complied with. What is the remedy? 
Why, he tells us that from now to the next ses- 
sion of Congress, and as long thereafter as may be 
required, Congress should makean appropriation 
of $100,000 to satisfy the Indians and to feed 
them. 

Now, if we take the number to be what he him- 
self says he has stated it to be—70,000— it would 


give to them $1 42.6 apiece, provided the whole i 


$100,000 go entirely to their benefit, and were re- 
ceived by them in full. 
may rationally suppose to be necessary to be de- 


ducted in that country for the expenditure of that | 


sum~-twenty per cent.—we have but $80,000 to be 
appropriated to theiruse. That distributed among 
them, would give them $114.2 per head. I 
know not what is the price of beef in that country, 
but from the examples we have had, I apprehend 
it will not be less than six cents per pound. Put 


: À | 
itat the low rate of six cents: what would that 


give them? It would give to each Indian under 
the first computation, supposing they get the whole 
amount, twelve pounds of beef; and deducting the 
twenty percent., it would give them nine and three 
fifth pounds per head. Yet this is to be the grand 
pacificator for three months, and during, perhaps, 
most of the next session of Congress, to be applied 
in California! This is to preserve the peace! 
This is to allay the excitement of these Indians! 
This is to prevent a war! Why, sir, it will not 
do it. 

I do net charge any Senator here, much less the 
Senator from California, with folly; but if we do 
this, as a body, we shall be committing a folly. 
It will not pacify them; it will not keep down a 
war, if they entertain a belligerent spirit. 


Then the nine and three fifths pounds or the, 


twelve pounds will be exhausted among these In- 


dians, who look to that alone as the resource for || 
life, in three or four days; and they will begin : 


again to inquire with more asperity than they 
now ingtire, “ Is this all??? And the honorable 
Senator from Virginia propases that we shall ex- 


to be the policy of this Government. 
this will but exasperate them. 
lieve that you will exasperate them by this course 
as I believe anything upon which the convictions 
of my mind are settled. 


Why, si 


because I think it will be disastrous. But there 
these Indians? It is one that is melancholy in 
its character. It presents itself with a harsh tone 
to the human understanding. 
ator, Provider, and Governor of all things ean 
alone see what it is proper that we should do. 


But that this would not be sanctioned. by his wis- | 


dom I am very confident, for one, with the poor 
wisdom which I have. 


If we deduct, what we | 


: Indians from starving 


Las sincerely be- || 


Mr. BUTLER. Suppose you give them a 
homestead. ` 

Mr. WALKER. The Senator intimates some- 
thing about a homestead. Sir, it is a wise sug- 
gestion. All you ever can do with these Indians 
is to bestow upon them a homestead, and that as 


` quickly as possible. But $100,000 will not pro- 


vide for them until you-give them a homestead. 
If they will not use the homestead for the purposes 
of self-subsistence, they will be but in the condi- 
tion in which the rest of mankind have found 
themselves when they failed to subsist themselves 
from the bosom of the earth; and I venture to say 
that many of them will. pass away before they 
ever do it. ey i x 

The imputation of cruelty will Jong rest upon 
this country before the remnant of these tribes are 
brought to subsist themselves. But this imputa- 
tion will be erroneous; it will not be just—it will 
not be merited by us. But still we cannot escape 


it. All that you can do is to give them a home- 


stead; and I thank the honorable Senator from 
South Carolina for that word. Yes, sir, give 
them a homestead, and that as quickly as possible. 


But, until you do it, nine pounds or twelve pounds | 


of beef will not satisfy them—mark my word for 
it, I do not believe that if we appropriate $100,000 
these Indians will get $80,000 of it. Ido not be- 
lieve that even $80,000 will reach them if we make 
this appropriation. I doubt whether the half of it 
will reach them. I doubt whether they will de- 
rive any material benefit from it. I very much 
doubt, as has been said, whether it would give 
each of them a good dinner of beef alone. And 
this is to pacify them! It will not do it. 

It seems to me, that we had better do nothing, 
than make this appropriation. At all events, it 
occurs to me, that if we are going to appropriate 
anything for their subsistence, we must appropri- 
ate a sufficiency to subsist them; and, in addition 
to that, me must do what has been suggested by 
the Senator from Virginia, appropriate money to 
institute and carry on an investigation in regard 
to the future location of these indians—a loca- 
tion in which they may not be disturbed. But 
$100,000 will not do that; and there is no propo- 
sition, in addition to it, to appropriate money to 
locate them. : i 

I do not propose to give any advice in regard 
to this matter, except that this amendment should: 
not be adopted. It seems to me, that a very few 
figures will show that it must be utterly futile: 
But if I were to give any advice, I would say let 
this appropriation go; but let them: see that a 
prospect ot something for the future is held out to 
them. Let them see that there is an interest felt 


by the Government for their welfare.- Let them | 


see that the Government has instituted an inquiry 
into their future condition, and for the purpose of 
bettering that condition. That is the only advice 
that I can give. How that end can best be ac- 
complished, I leave to others. 
for one, that this appropriation be not made; but 
that our energies be directed entirely to their fu- 
ture location, and the support of.a delegation in 
connection with the Government agency, to look 
out for that location. 

Mr. WELLER. I have but a few remarks 
to make in response to my friend from Wisconsin. 


He seems to labor under the impression that the | 


$100,000 proposed ‘to-be appropriated, are to be 
used for the purchase of beef, and that the beef is 


to be equally distributed amongst 70,000 Indians. | 


No one has ever advocated that, and the gentle- 


man might have saved himself the trouble ofa great i 
: deal of figuring in regard to that matter. 
:| propose that that appropriation shall be made for 
pressly declare to them that it is not to continue | 


T only 


the purpose of preventing a large portion of these 


29 


hostilities. There are a great many Indians in 


‘| California who are engaged in the mines, and 
‘ others who are engaged ia work of a different char- 
| acter, 
I shall regret to see such an appropriation made, | 


There are many of them who are located 
in sections of the State where they can procure 


i their usual and accustomed food; but at the same 
does arise a question, What are we to do with | 


time there are doubtless a considerable number of 


li them who have been brought down from the north- 
' ern part of the State, and settled upon reservations, 
The all-wise Cre- |) 


who will absolutely suffer for want of food unless 
some provision is made for them by the Govern- 


: ment. I do not propose that the money shall all be | 


But I would advise, |! 
section of the Union in that way. 


| plored you to do her justice, 


-things have not had-a salutary influence in check- 


ing the hostilities of the Indians inpast years, I 
know not why it is that the Government has been 
persisting in this policy from its foundation, to the 
present time. Jn this bill, ag weil as in-all- other 
Indian appropriation bills which have been. sub- 
mitted to the consideration of the Senate, there are 
appropriations for the purchase of presents to be 


| made to the Indians, and wherefore make the ap- 


propriations? What is the object? . Isit not. to 
gain the good will, to conciliate, if possible, the 


| Indians? Is it not to prevent, as far as`may 


be, the Indians from committing depredations. on 
the white men? If. the $100,000 be expended. in 
that way—a portion in clothing, and a portion in 
food, as the necessities of the Indians may-de- 
mand—I apprehend that it will contribute very 
much, notwithstanding the sneers of my learned 
friend from Wisconsin, towards preventing the 
Indians from committing hostilities on the whites. 

It is by treating these Indians with kindness and 


: affection—by extending to them the hand of help 


in the hour of need; by furnishing them with 
food, when they are suffering starvation; by making 
little presents, if you choose, to please their fancies, 


i that you oftentimes avoid a war of the most revolt- 


ing and disastrous character. _I supposed that my 
friend from Wisconsin, who has seen something 
of Indians on the frontiers, understood: this; but 


so strong was his desire to turn the whole pro- 


ceeding into ridicule that-he could not-resist. the 
temptation. It is far. easier to ridicule than’ to 
reason. . ` : 

I made no threats.. I am. not in.the habit of in- 
dulging in threats. Lonly spoke of a state of 
feeling which existed upon the shores of. the Pa- 
cific. There is a large: proportion of foreigners 
there, and a very. large number of those who have 
but little sympathy with our Government-—they 
feel but little attachment as yet forit. They have 
known but little of it thus far except as a collector 
of taxes. Many would be ready and willing at 
any time to establish an independent government 
on the shores of the Pacific. There-are men (I 
hope.they are not sage in that State, and 
countrymen of yours; Mr. President, who. are 
anxious for an opportunity of making incursions 
on some of the neighboring provinces—on the 
Sandwich Islands, or on the ‘State of Sonora. 
There are men there who desire the establishment 
of an independent and separate government. It is 
to prevent these men from: finding any excuse for 


| conduct-leading to a dismemberment of the Union 


that I have: demanded that justice should be done. 


! I have said, but not in the language of threaten- 


ing, that the people of California have been neg- 
lected—ay, shamefully neglected. It is a very 
common thing, too, on this floor, whenever any 


| proposition is introduced in regard to California 
i to treat it as a miserable piece of humbuggery. 


Sir, there are certain Senators here who are in the 
habit of treating everything that comes from that 
y. J was not sur- 
prised that my learned friend from Georgia IMr. 


| Dawson] was opposed to this appropriation. I 
| anticipated that, for I took occasion to say to the 


Senate not long since, that although that Senator 


have the Senate and the country believe that T have 


i| threatened to dissolve this Union if you do not 


feed the Indians of California! I have. said that 


ii that portion of the Union has been neglected in 
and in order to prevent | 


our legislation. I have endeavored to invoke 


| the attention of Congress to the necessity of a 


spirit of liberality towards those separated from 
you by oceans and by mountains. I have im- 
; If you extend to 
them the same degree of liberality and protection 
that you extend to the other States of this Con- 
federacy, you will find them the first in the field to 
muintain, and the last to abandon, the Urion. 
No man desires more than [ do to put down that 
spirit of disunion which pervades, or has pervaded, 
some portions of theeountry. Noone, Í am sure, 


, is more devoted to the preservation of that Union 


expended in beef, but that there shall be blankets | under which we have so long and happily lived. 


: and other presents, such as are usually made to In- 
|| dian tribes who reside within our limits. Ifthese 


i If you establish the principle of justice—if you 
i take care that the people of your frontier settle- 
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ments receive the same protection that is afforded li 
to other portions of the Union, you will have laid H 
the foundations of your Government upon an |! 
immovable basis, and the winds of fanaticism, |! 
whether they come from the North or from the | 
South, shall not prevail against it. i 

Sir, I have not been asking, because California 4 
contributes so largely towards replenishing your || 
Treasury, because she has enriched other portions ‘| 
of the Union, that she shall have any extraordi- || 
nary legislation for her benefit; but I have claimed, |! 
and 1 shall persist in claiming, that she shall have || 
the same degree of protection, the same degree of |] 
respect, and of affection extended to her that is ;; 
extended to others; that although distant, she 
shall be remembered in your legislation. This I 
ask—this I have a right to ask. The State of 
California has been compelled to make an appro- 
priation for the relief of the starving emigrants, 
who have gone from the older States of this Union || 
to Califormia—men who have been driven out of 
the older States by penury and want, and who 
are wending their way to the shores of the Pacific, |} 
there to build up for themselves and their families 
ahome in the mighty West. On their toilsome |! 
journey many of them have been stricken by dis- | 
ease, and in crossing the plains driven to starva- 
tion, and California has been compelled to appro- 
priate her own money to their relief; and now 
you desire that she shall go a step furtherand feed |: 
these Indians, who are unfortunately placed :; 
amongst us, and then fight them at her own ex- 
pense! She must relieve the starving emigrants; 
save the Indians from destruction, and repel them 
when they become hostile! And this Lam told is |! 
justice ! i 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President— : 

The PRESIDENT, The Chair will be under |; 
the necessity of arresting this discussion, unless ¿i 
it is confined to the subject-matter. The debate ; 
has taken entirely too wide a range. i 

Mr. DAWSON. I trust the demonstration of |! 
the Chair was not made to me, for when Iad- |! 
dressed the Senate before I confined myself to the 
subject. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair did not say 
that the honorable Senator was outof order. He | 
merely adverted to the fact that the debate had j; 
taken too wide a range. | 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. President, I did not de- |! 
sign, when | made objection to this amendment, | 
to have involved this body in a discussion, nor | 
did I think that the privilege I had of making op- : 
position to any amendment which might be offered | 
would have caused me to be charged with a want : 
of liberality. ‘The modesty of the State of Califor- | 
nia I freely admit, I admit that she is but a babe; 
and yet has learned todenounce and speak aloud 
without ever learning to coo. But when the all 


i 
ii 
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| 
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le- 
gation is made that we bave acted unjustly towards 
California, and been guilty of illiberality towards 
her, | beg leave to say, that I think not. No 
Territory was ever more regarded by this Gov- 
ernment than California, when a Territory; and |; 
no State has been better protected. The Army 
and the Navy, and the anpropriations of this Gov- 
ernment, have found their way to theshores of the | 
Pacific. California is not yet, I think, more than ! 
two years of age, as a State; and when the appro- | 
priations which have been made to her shall have | 
been added up, and the legislation that has been 
extended to her by Congress accounted for—when 
the unanimity with which the feeling has prevailed 
here to gratify and to satisfy California shail have 
been well understood, I think there will be no 
charge against this Government of 2 want of pro- |; 
tection to the Pacific coast, and especially to Cal- |; 
fornia. i 

Now, Mr. President, can it ever be charged į; 
upon us that we have given offense to California i! 


even to suggest upon this floor a dissolution of the | 
Union? Why, when she reflects upon the protec- | 
tion she has received, and the revenue she has 
taken from this country, she ought never to sug- 
gest the idea of a dissolution of the Union. She 
might have spoken of California retiring from the 
Union, but she can never dissolve it. But I know 
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i ous Indian tribes in California—in a wretched |! 


‘the matter, and see whether that allegation be 
‘true, and whether our humanity and kindness 


i were to be subsisted by being supplied with a | 


‘i dians, to the Government, as to that point. 
“in violation of the treaties—in violation of the | 


: stood and appreciated. No act of mine will ever | 


that the honorable Senator from California has no i 
feeling of that kind, and did not intend to refer to | 
it. I waive, however, all these things, and come | 
to the point, on account of the admonition of the 
Chair to gentlemen to confine themselves to the 
subject. 

When I made the first objection to this propo- 
sition, it arose out of this fact. Do not the good 
people of California understand what a treaty is, 
and when it becomes a treaty of this Government? | 
Did not the commissioners on the part of the | 
United States, who negotiated the treaties with | 
indians in California, tell them that they were not ' 
obligatory until constitutionally confirmed by this i 
Government? 
savages of the State of California were undoubt- || 
edly made to understand, that the treaties created no 
obligation until they were ratified. They have not 
been ratified, and therefore no obligation exists. į 

But upon what ground is this appropriation | 
asked? Upon the ground that the General Gov- |! 
ernment, by its treaty-making power, has involved |j 
these unfortunate portions of creation—these vari- | 


i 
‘ 
l 
i 
i 
i 


and unhappy condition. Now, let us examine | 


should be called into requisition on this occasion. | 
By the treaties negotiated, as | understand my | 
friend from California, the Indians were to be! 
subsisted for two years, (1851 and 1852,) and they | 


Is there a particle of | 


certain quantity of beef. 
testimony before the Senate that the supply of 
beef has not been delivered? Is there any com- 
plaint through the Indian agencies, or from the In- 
But | 


i 
i 
i 


knowledge which the commissioners and the peo- 
ple of California, and the Indians themselves, had 
of the obligations of the treaties, they have gone 
on to involve this country in a charge or claim 
against it on the part of certain contractors in the 
State of California to obtain $800,000 or $1,000,000 - 
for food supplied, as is alleged, to keep these In- į 
dians from starvation, Claims to the amount of | 
$800,000 for that object have already been pre- 
sented. That amount has been expended in part 
execution of the treaties. Now, l ask, can the 
Constitution and the laws be violated in order to 
attempt the execution of a treaty before that treaty 
is ratified by this Government? And shall the 
confirming or ratifying power of the Government 
sanction the idea that the treaty-making power, 
through the commissioners of the Government, 
with savage tribes, shall incur obligations, and | 
undertake, contrary to our constitutional rights, 
to execute the treaty, and we be called upon and 
be charged with illiberality because we do not ex- 
ecute it? 

If gentlemen reflect for a moment, they will see 
that itis proposed that we shall tread upon the 
Constitution, and violate the law, under the ap- 
prehension that the people of the Pacific coast of 
his country may become dissatisfied with our ad- | 
herence to the Constitution and the law, and may | 


‘as if they never existed. 
| was an obligation in these treaties, by which the 
i 
| 


Our people understood, and the |} 


What is the principle asked for by this amend- 
ment? Let me suggest that these treaties were 


‘| made at the close of the year 1850, or the begin- 


ing of the year 1851. These treuties, it is said— 
I do not say it—have been rejected by the Senate. 
If they have been rejected by the Senate, they are 
i But it is said that there 


Indians were to be subsisted fortwo years. Two 
years from when? Two years from and after the 
| ratification of the treaties, Butin anticipation of 
| those two years, they commenced it from the time 
| of the signature of the treaties. These treaties have 

been carried into effect for nearly one year and 
eight months, and have been executed by the de- 
livery of the food; and now we are called upon 
to do—what? First, we are asked to pay the 
gentlemen who furnished this beef uxder contract 
with the commissioners in violation of the obli- 
gations of the treaties—in violation of their duty, 
and with a perfect comprehension of the risks they 
were running. They have called upon us to pay 
$800,000 for the food furnished to the Indians. 
Can the Indians grumble at that? They have 
been fed for over a year, and there is evidence of 
it. But my friend says that these Indians are still 


| lingering and tarrying; that they have come from 


the northern region, and are now about to starve. 
Have they been there ever since the treaties were 
entered into? Certainly not. The Senator says 
that these Indians have come from the mountains 
and gone into the valleys. Who brought them 
from the mountains to the valleys? 

Mr. WELLER. Your officers. 

Mr. DAWSON. The officers of the Govern- 
ment? Where is the evidence of that fact, offi- 
cially through any Department or any Indian 
agency—in any form or shape whatever? No- 
where. Where is the evidence that the Indians 
have left the mountains, and are in the valleys in 
astarving condition? It has been said that their 
game has been run off anddestroyed. By whom? 
By the whites. Why, sir, California comprises 
about 200,000 square miles. It is larger than all 
the New England and Middle States together, 
with a population of not more than 250,000. Have 
they destroyed allthegame? How much can they 
occupy? Separate them as wide as you please, 
how many square miles can they occupy? Who, 
then, has destroyed the game? The men who were 
toiling in the mines? Not they, because they 
were engaged in toil, and would be glad to pur- 
chase from the wandering Indians the game that 
they might destroy. The game of the Indians 
would be a benefit to these men who labor, instead 
of being an injury to them. 

What ground is there, then, for the suggestion 
that these people are to be driven into a state of 
warfare from starvation? What act of ours has 
led to this starvation? If I saw that it was to 
result from any act of ours, I would not even be 
restrained by my judgment, but I would reach 
out at once to save them from starvation—for the 
redemption of men even beyond our shores, 

Now, where are these Indians? Where shall 
we hunt them? They are in the very country 


take it into their heads to go off. Whatis it that 
keeps the people of this country together ? What 
is the binding obligation? What is the chain that į 
unites us, but the Constitution of the country? j 
And a faithful execution of that Constitution can 
alone guaranty to us perpetuity and unity. Yet 
we are called upon here to violate it, and step out 
of the line of our duty, for thegratification of those | 
who hold up an apprehension to us that they will | 
desert it. j 

I do not desire to say anything which may stir | 


kind, or reflect upon any individual whatever; | 
but, sir, I trust that my course of liberality, my | 


© course of conduct, my adherence, so far as Lun-. 


derstand it, to the Constitution of the country, ; 
and the unity of this Government, is well under- | 

i 
blot one star, or even dim the luster of one star, | 
forming the galaxy of the great and glorious con- | 


i 
| 
i 
j 
| 
| 
| 
f 
i 
1 
f 
i PA F 4 
; up any angry feelings, or insinuate anything vn- || 
| 
i 
t 
| 
| 
| 
f 
i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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stellation composing the Union. 


1; where they have been since we obtained California. 


Have they changed from the mountains to the 
valleys for agricultural purposes? No, sir. If they 
have changed from the mountains to the valleys, 
can they not return to the mountains in the pur- 
suit of game? Surely they can, and certainly 
they have. 

There are two classes of Indians in that coune 
try: some who subsist upon agricultural produce 
tions—the Pueblo Indians: and then there are the 
wild wandering Indians who live by the chase, 
and upon roots which grow spontaneously. Have 
they changed from the northern portion of the 
State to the valleys? Why, the treaties never 
contemplated putting the wild Indians in among 
the Pueblos, and making them livein towns. The 
Pueblos live in towns and villages, and subsist 
themselves by their flocks, or the products of the 
little gardens which they cultivate. Have they 
abandoned their possessions? I think not, sir. 


i| They did not live in the mountains. They were 
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not supported by the chase; but they live upon 
the productions of their own strength, and of their 
own hands. Have they been changed? The 
are too intelligent, and the white people of Cali- 
fornia are too wise and kind and beneficent, to 
induce them to make a change before the treaties 
were ratified, 

Then, if a change has taken place, there is no 
evidence of it here. Here permit me to say to my 
friend from California, that if I could save the 
lives of any portion of his fellow-citizens by this 
appropriation, from the Indian tomahawk, or the 
scalping-knife, I would vote $100,000 without a | 
moment’s hesitation. But 1 have no impres- 
sion upon my mind that this appropriation is in- 
tended to relieve us from any such impending or 
anticipated difficulty. I say with the honorable 
Senator from Wisconsin, that if you hold out to 
these people the inducement that you are going to | 
interpose the power of this Government to save 
them from what you call starvation by feeding 
them, your liberality must be very expensive, and 
it will induce the Indians to become indolent. It 
seems to be with them as with their white neigh- 
bors—grant ninety-nine favors, and refuse them the 
hundredth, and it will create bad feeling. Just 
so with the wild Indians. Ifyou feed them for | 
one week, and fail to feed them at the beginning | 
of the next week, you will incur their malice and } 
vengeance. 

The proper course to pursue is this: Let us ask 
ourselves, hasthe Government of the United States, 
by any act of her own, or even through her In- 
dian commissioners, involved herself in such a 
position as to call upon us to interfere in this af- | 
fair? No, sir. ‘Then, what are we bound to do 
under the treaties? My friend from California 
says appropriate $100,000 first to supply food. 
Why the $100,000 could not get there before the | 
two years mentioned in the treaty would expire, | 
and the Indians must subsist themselves till that 
time. | 

When last up, my friend made a ‘suggestion 
which would have hada controlling influence with | 
me, if it came here in a proper way; and that is, | 
that it has been a practice of this Government to | 
furnish Indians with presents; to show them acts | 
of kindness, acts of liberality; to give them this, 
that, or the other thing—blankets, guns, and all 
facilities necessary to their comfort, and to procure 
subsistence for them. That is all right. But is 
that the ground upon which these $100,000 are ;i 
asked? This subject belongs to the Indian De- | 

| 
$ 


partment and to the President; and whenever an 
appropriation is made to make presents, it is! 
coupled with power to treat, and the instructions j 
to treat are executed through commissioners. If ‘i 
this would gain the kindness and friendship of the || 
Indians, I would make the appropriation in a mo- | 
ment, But let itcome up as an appropriation for |} 
the specific purpose, and let it not be covered up | 
in this way, upon the idea that it is to prevent an | 
Indian war, and protect California from Indian dep- | 
redations. 
I trust my friend from California, notwithstand- || 
ing his deep conviction of my want of liberality ! 
towards California, will not for a moment indulge | 
the idea that any act here, which I could do, to 
prevent depredations there, would not be done. 
urely, I would do it; and his suggestion to the | 
contrary creates no excitement in my heart. Buti 
it leads me to appreciate the value of that old rule, | 
that no man should be permitted to be a judge in | 
his own case. For human nature is human na- 
ture, and it is rare to divest ourselves of the influ- ʻi 
ence of circumstances around us. i 
For what are these $100,000 to be appropriated ? | 
To feed the Indians? Are they starving? We | 
| 
| 
| 
| 


have no evidence of it here; and if they are starv- | 
ing, an important question arises as to the power || 
of this Government, and the disposition of this. 
Government, to interfere to save starving people 
who will not labor forthemselves. If the Indians | 
cannot live in California, with 200,000 square | 
miles, and a population of less than 300,000 souls, 
a told, where in the name of Heaven can they 
ive? 

It is said, however, thatthe white man istaking 
possession of the Indian hunting and trading | 
ground. Why, that cannot be so to any great ex- | 
tent, as my friend from California must discover, | 
if he reflects upon the subject, because the white - 
man is found toiling in the mines, frequently | 
beneath the surface of the earth, and is never in || 


the way of him who gains a livelihood either by 
hunting, or fishing, or shooting, or laboring in the 
fields. The miner wants the productions of the 
hunter, the fishing-rod, and the agriculturist, and 
he would not interfere with the Indian. 

I have looked at this matter in every light in 
which it seems to me that itcan be presented, and 
I cannot see why we should for one moment un- 
dertake the adoption of this dangerous precedent. 
Such was my diffidence when I made the original 
objection to this proposition, that I did not mean 
to go into an argument. I merely threw out the 
suggestion, that if we were to adopt a plan to 
support the Indians, and let it be known to the 
various tribes throughout the country, indolence 
would be the consequence; and we would see 
tribes from one section of this country to the other, 


telling the Congress of the United States that they | 


were perishing, when they might have lands, hunt- 
ing-grounds, and everything. And why? Be- 


cause it is the nature of the more intelligent races | 


of men, and surely of the most ignorant, to depend 
upon the labor of others, or to depend upon the 
spontaneous productions of the earth, whenever 
they can get a living in one way or theother. And 
my word for it, as long as these resources last, 
they will never labor. Our object should be to 
place these people in a condition by which they 
may learn the benefits of progress—by which they 
may be induced to cultivate the soil, and learn the 
advantages to be derived from domestic life. We 
must pursue that course; but this is the very back- 


ward track of that progress when we undertake | 


to feed the Indians, and to tell them, and to pro- 
claim throughout the country, ‘Come into our 
farms—come into our granary—we will supply 
you with everything necessary, and you may live 


‘| without work.” 


Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I approved 


of the proposition first made by the Senator from || 


California [Mr. WELLER] to amend the amend- 
ment now before the Senate, and I regret that he 


has seen fit to acccept any modification of it what- | 


ever. It did appear to me, that the principles on 
which he founded his application, were based on 
such grounds as we may well suppose would gov- 
ern the understanding and the heart of a distin- 
guished American Senator or an American states- 
man. 

Sir, I have not been much surprised at the course 
which the debate on this proposition has taken. 


i Having heard the debates which have been going | 


on in regard to these Indian appropriations, from 
the first, I was prepared for opposition to any 
donation tothem. But J have been astonished, 


i by the enunciation of some of the principles on 


which the judgment of Senators, relative to the 
course best to be pursued as to the Indians, has 
been predicated. It has been stated here that this 


:| Government is under no obligations, no responsi- 


bility, to the Indians; that my friend—the friend 
of the California Indians—seeks to obtain from 
this Government a donation for them, which the 
Government is under no sort of obligation to give. 


Ay, sir, the little which, by the great exertions of | 
their friends, has been extorted from you, has been | 
only yielded with growls and threats that you were | 


under no obligations to grant it. F dissent from all 


amended by the Senator from Virginia. Sir, I go for 
that proposition whichacknowledges in theirlength 
and breadth our obligations as American citizens 


i to repair, as far as we may, the wrongs of an in- 


jured people. You have obligations which it is 
not quite so easy to get rid of, either in your 
national or in your individual character, as Sena- 


| tors or as Christians. Sir, let me tell you that you 


have responsibilities with regard to the Indians 
that it would be well for you if all the money 
in your Treasury could satisfy. 


to appease the Great Spirit of retributive justice. 
The principle contained in the amendment, which 


negatively pledges us to do no more,is one which | 
I repudiate from the bottom of my scul. Do gen- 


tlemen ask if we design by this amendment to es- 
tablish a principle that shall govern this country 
in all time to come? I answer, and say Yes! 1 
go further, and say, that so long as there is a 
dollar in your Treasury, half of it, if necessary, 
should go to relieve the distress of the aborigines 


; of the country. g i 
Mr. President, while I stand here in this Capi- 


tol and remember that it has been erected upon 


; Ay, sir, we ! 
might well thank God if money could enable us | 


| portion of the Indians in that State. 


the soil, the blood, and the bones of the Indians, 
and on the ashes of their wigwams, am I to be 
told, here in this Senate, that the laws of the 
land—of this Christian land—will not permit me 
to vote money from the public Treasury to ease 
their distress and relieve the misery of that un- 
fortunate race? Sir, under no obligations to take 
care of the California Indians! What do Sen- 
ators mean? You are under most indissoluble 
bonds to take care of them. Justice—justice— 
inexorable justice demands it. It is not for me to 
express in words your obligations. They may 
be seen in bloody tracks over the mountains and 
across the plains—they are engraved on every 
Christian heart. Sir, it may do well, in the general 
course of legislation, for those who have a clean 


| bill of health, to make such prescriptions for the 


body politic as may be found in the strict construc- 
tion of the Constitution. But, sir, when we come 
here, in this temple of Liberty, our hands reeking 
with the blood of the savage, does it become us 
to prate about law, constitutional or divine in de- 
fense of violent aggression? No, no; we have 
nothing to do but to relieve, fully and substan- 
tially relieve, the misfortunes we have been the 
means (innocent, if you please) of creating, and 
feel consoled if in that way we can alleviate the 
distresses we have inflicted. 

But, sir, with regard to the proposition now 
immediately before the Senate, I will say that, if 
I understand the object of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia, it is to place at the disposal of the President 
of the United States the sum of $100,000 for the 
purpose of preventing starvation among a certain 
Now, sir, 
considering the responsibility of that gentleman 


| as a Senator from California, and that this money 
| is to be disbursed by the President, I am ready to 


give my vote for the appropriation of $100,000, 
or any other reasonable sum, for such a purpose. 
But we are told that this donation of $100,000 to- 
day, will establish a precedent which will bind 
this Government ever after to do the same thing. 
That is just exactly the thing I desire to do—the 
principle which I desire to establish. Itis exactly 
the principle which I think we should proclaim to 
the world. Sir, wherever we can, with money, 
save the life of an Indian, or add to his well-being, 
we ought to do it. But, after all, the difficulty 
is not, as it seems to me, so much in any dif- 
ference of opinion as to what is due the Indians, 
as how it is to be paia; The real difficulty has 
not yet been pointed out in regard to the Indians. 
The fault is not with the Indians, but in the In- 
dian agents; and, sir, if money has been improp- 
erly expended, it is the fault of the Government 


| officers or agents, and they should be held ac- 
| countable, and not let the Indians suffer in conse- 


quence of their delinquencies. Will you, then, 
make the Indian suffer because your Government 


| do not employ agents who are sufficiently just, 


wise, and honest, properly to expend the money 


į which is appropriated? Certainly not; you can- 


not do that. You will not commit so great a 


i wrong! 


Mr. President, the simple question is, whether, 
under all the circumstances of this case, the In- 


| dians are entitled to our protection; and whether, 
the reasonings founded upon the proposition as | 


if you cannot make him work, or keep the peace 
without, you are bound to protect and feed him? 
Sir, having taken his lands from him, how can 


| you complain if he will not work and feed him- 


self? Having taken all that you saw fit to take, 
you ease your conscience for taking what he did 


i not want to give, by offering him some thousands 


of acres of land which he does not wish to receive. 
Sir, no one can appreciate the sufferings and sacri- 
fices of the Indians, but those who, like myself 
and the Senators from California, have wit- 
nessed them in joy and in sorrow; who, like us, 
have seen them in their prosperity, in their free- 
dom, and in the free enjoyment of all their posses- 
sions, given to them by God; have seen them in 
the haughty independence of their nature—and 
in their servile attitude of petitioners, bowing the 
knee to their white, despotic, and cruel masters. 
Sir, if chance, or accident, or any other thing, 
had taken you across the Rocky Mountains some 
few years since, you would have passed through 
tribes of men—Indians you may call them—abo- 
rigines they are of this country; proud, hospi- 
table, high-minded, noble, gallant men; men as 
free as | was—ay, sir, freer. The Snakes and 
Sioux were as free as the air they breathed, and 
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walked with as proud and mighty a step asany of 
God’s created beings. Let Senators not suppose 
that I am drawing on my fancy for this picture of 
the Sioux and the Snake Indians. They were at 
that time as gallant, as noble, as generous, and as 
hospitable men as any who live, or I know noth- 
ing of haman life or character. I go further: they 
were in the full possession and unannoyed enjoy- 
ment of their hunting grounds, in the enjoyment 
of peace, tranquillity, and happiness, under the 
direction of their own independent and brave 
chiefs. From St. Joseph, in Missouri, to the 
Pacific, there was one great community of na- 
ture’s children, happy and content. Bat, alas, 
what is their condition now? Sad, sad! Your 
armies of emigrants have traversed annually their 
territory, and drove away their game, and eaten 
up their pastures, until death and starvation stares 
them in the face. They have lost their game, and 
they are sorrowfal; they have lost their country, 
and they are indignant and revengeful. I per- 
suaded them to peace; they agreed, but implored 
that their great father—a futher, indeed! as he 
had destroyed their hunting grounds, he would, at 
least, give them lands fit for agriculture, and im- 
plements of husbandry, and persons to instruct 
them in the art of raising bread. But what has the 
father done? 

Sir, these people must all leave their usual hunt- 
ing grounds, and who is to care for them? After 
these armies of men have crossed the mountains, 
and arrived in California, their first business seems 
to be, to drive off or kill the Indians. There is 
not a brute that walks on the face of the earth that 
has been so much contemned and despised and 
cruelly treated as have been these Indians from the 
time of the first invasion up to the present. These 
Indians in California are spread over the whole 
mountainous part of that State. When we took 
possession, we found them a kind and docile, but 
nota warlike people, comparatively contented and 
happy, and friends. We have driven them from 
their homes; have despoiled them of their property, 
and drove them from the mines, What wonder 
that they are hostile? From this very land of theirs 
we have taken millions on millions of gold, and 
now, when we are asked to appropriate $100,000 
to save them from starving, the Constitution of 
the United States is invoked to preventit. Yes, 
sir, that sacred instrument is invoked, and thrust 


between us and our consciences and our dear- ij 


est sensibilities. It was invoked yesterday to 
save the white man, and to-day it is invoked to 
destroy the Indian. If the Constitution of the 
United States forbids me from aiding, by an ap- 
propriation ef money, to save the California In- 
dians from starvation-—if it should step, with 
blasphemous intrusion, between me and those 
sacred feelings of our nature which God and na- 
ture’s God has planted in the breast of poor hu- 
manity—then I say that my friends will know 
where to find me in regard to the construction of 
that instrument. 

But, sir, the Constitution of my country tells 
meno such thing. Its whole spirit breathes a 
Spirit of philanthropy and love to men everywhere. 
It is universal love, as well as universal freedom, 
which is taught by the Constitution of the United 
States. Sir, so far from considering this as a do- 
nation—so far from considering this proposition, 
which asks you to give but $100,000, as an ex- 
travagant donation, | hold that you are bound by 
all your responsibilities as men and as Christians, 
by all your responsibilities as Senators and states- 
men, to protect them, cost what it may. 

That there may be no misapprehension about 
this amendment, I will repeat what I take to be its 
object—its essence, It is to save the Indians in 
California from starvation. We are told that 
there are seventy thousand Indians in a starv- 
ing condition in California. F believe it; and 


these are the Indians of whom I have endeavored | 


to draw a feeble picture, and to whom I feel that 
we are so much indebted, and for whom we can- 
not do too much. But it is said that this bill 
has not come up in a proper shape; thatif we 
pass this appropriation we shall be setting a pre- 
eedent hereafter to be followed, and therefore that it 
ought not to be passed. Weare further informed 


that even if it were a thing proper to be done, | 
that $100,000 would not be enough to answer | 


the purpose, and therefore it should not pass. 


Some gentlemen would not have it done because } 


it is not entirely in accordance with their parlia- 


say that it is opposed to their views of proper 
economy in the administration of this Govern- 
ment. Sir, while we are endeavoring to settle 
those differences of opinion, let me again remind 
Senators that the Indians are starving. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, 1 will also say 
that you have destroyed the homes of these peo- 
ple, devastated their villages; you have takenaway 
their occupation, and you have extracted millions 
upon millions of gold from their mines; and the 
least you can do is to give them this’ $100,000; 
ay, Sir,and $500,000 more, if necessary to preserve 
peaceful relations with them, or to keep them from 
starvation. 

Mr. BUTLER. This amendment has brought 
to the consideration of the Senate many topics of 
great importance, as they affect the government 
of this whole country, and the government of Cal- 
ifornia towards the Indians. 

If the Senator from New Jersey supposes that I 
insist upon the parliamentary usages of this coun- 
try, because they conflict with his sympathies for 
the savage race, he is mistaken. So far from doing 
so, I believe that, to treat the Indians properly, we 
ought to have an enlightened system for their pro- 
tection against the robber. I will go as far as that 
honorable gentleman, or any other Senator, to pro- 
vide land for the aborigines; for I never imbibed 
any sentiments of hostility towards them—seuti- 
ments which have become too general, owing to 
the savage warfare on the frontiers. I have had 
every inducement to indulge the feeling which has 
been excited by the eloquent remarks of the Sen- 
ator; but this mode of temporizing with these poor 
creatures is not the proper way of meeting the 
| difficulty, or relieving their sufferings. It is the 
worst step that could be devised; it is the way to 
promote that degree of degeneracy which wastes 
them away; and no man less commends himself 
to my mind than a degenerate savage. If you 
offer to feed him, the moment you do so you hold 
outa lure to come back to your precincts, and to 
abandon his own. Inmy judgment, it is the worst 
form in which you could propose to bestow a 
gift. 
> 1 would say to the Senator from Wisconsin, 


stead projects, that L should be glad to see a large 
proportion of those public Jands appropriated to 
the Indians out of the domain which he would 


drive them off. That is my view of the case. 

I think that the Executive Department of this 
Government is bound by the highest obligations 
to send to Congress, for our legislation, some en- 
lightened system for the protection and support of 
these poor beings. What is their fate? Hereto- 
fore they could take counsel with hope, and were 
i not doomed to bitter despair. We could drive 
them, and drive them, from the eust to the west, 
and in driving them from us there were still broad 
lands on which they could rest with some degree 
of hope. Their fate is identified in some degree 
with that 
and they 
| condition 
| guished. 
Yes, they must s 
i man’s injustice. 
‘time? We have commenced our settlements on 
| the Pacific; where will you now drive them? Will 
| you set apart lands for their own use? Where 
| are the lands? And if we had them, how long 

would the Indian’s rights be respected by the 
‘white man? If the Senator from New Jersey 


have driven off the buffalo. What ts their 


They must look to despair iu future. 
tarve, and starve by the white 
What is their position at this 


purpase; there is nothing in the Constitution which 
would forbid it. aoe 

I believe there is more wisdom in the instincts 
of a warm heart than in the devices of a crafty 
head. f believe there is more wisdom in instinct 
than in mere abstract reasonings; and, therefore, 
I fully concur in all the honorable and just senti- 
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(Mr. Warker,] in connection with his home- | 


partition out to foreigners who are invited here to | 


of the buffalo. We have driven them off, |; 


now? The last ray of hope is extin- į 


t 
| 
l 


mentary notions and their technical ideas; others f ments of the Senator from New Jersey, [Mr. 


Srocxron;] but before I indulge the dictates of 
that instinct, I must have some surety that they 
will not be abused. I know that it isfrom the in- 
stinct of that gentleman’s heart that he takes coun- 
sel, but it must not be abused. What benefit will 
it confer on the objects of his solicitude if this 
money is appropriated only to be wasted, like the 
corn which the herdsman carries to the hogs, but 
which he scatters abroad on the ground before 
reaching them? That would be the effect of our 
donation. [I have no confidence whatever that- 
this sum of $100,000 would be employed for the 

benefit of the Indians. None at all. If this propo- 

sition is stated, the Indians will starve except this 

appropriation is made, then I say that the sum is 

insufficient, inadequate, for the end proposed. 

This amendment does not cover the ground taken 

by its advocates. The question is not treated in 

the manner it deserves by the proposal now made. 

It should have come here with a higher sanction; 

it should have proceeded from the Executive De- 

partment of the Government, after full investiga- 

tion by the proper Department. If I conceived, 

however, that it was necessary, I would vote forit 

as it is; but as I believe it to be delusive in its 

nature, I cannot. 

Mr. WALKER. One word in reply to the re- 
marks of the Senator from South Carolina in ref- 
erence to my homestead policy. I will battle that 
with him as long as he pleases. 

Mr. BUTLER. I donotmean to battle it; but 
I would give more to the Indian than I would to 


the people to whom you would give it. 
Mr. WALKER. I will not be drawn from 


my object by any side-bar remarks. The Senator 
from South Carolina says that he is in favor of a 
large area for the Indians, while he would curtail 


i that which I would set apart for the foreigner. 


The first inference that might be drawn from that 
remark by those who did not know what I have 
been doing in the Senate would be, that T had set 
myself up as the peculiar champion of foreigners, 
and that I was in favor of voting a part of the 
public domain to their use. This, Mr. President, 
would be an unjust inference, and the Senator 
from South Carolina knows it as well as any Sen- 
ator. He certainly could not have intended to 
use language from which such an inference could 
be drawn. Llowever that may be, he has certainly 
used such language. Fam as willing as he is to 
treat the Indian as well as I would treat the white 
man; although from the Senator’s remarks he has 
intimated that he did not think so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I certainly would not drive 
the [ndian off with the view of letting any one else 
enjoy their lands. 

Mr. WALKER. I have not proposed to drive 
the Indian off to allow anybody to come and take 
his place; but T have contended that in those States 
where the Indian title was already extinguished, 
the Government should no longer hold lands at 


| $1 25 per acre, with a view of making a profit 
| upon them, when they can makea much larger 


profit by making free grants. Have I ever pro- 
posed to go into the Indian territory, and drive 
away the Indians for the purpose of making settle- 
ments for the white man? Never. 

I am glad that the Senator from South Carolina 
is so far a homestead man, that he is willing to 
provide a permanent home for the Indian. Iam 
willing, this day, if a plan can be devised to carry 


: it into effect, to vote to set apart a Territory to 
i which the Indians may freely go—to which, if 
| necessary, they could be compelled to go; and I 


am willing to provide further, that it may be made 
a capital offense if a white man should trespass 
upon them. Is the Senator from South Carolina 
willing to go as far as that? Ifheis, heis as good 
a homestead man as I could wish. But Tam not 
willing to roll that Indian population back upon 
the States in which their title has been extin- 
guished, and permit them to drive off the white 
man. And while f would not do this, I would 
not act the dog in the manger—without meaning 
any offense—and permit a white man to do what 
I would not permit an Indian to do, 

I trust that Senator wil! adhere to his homestead 
notions in regard to the Indians; and I have some 
hopes of his coming over to the notion of the home- 
stead in favor of the white man; that his noble 
generosity will prompt him to treat the white man 
as well as he would treat the Indian. 

So far as the foreign population are concerned, 
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to which the Senator has referred, I would remark 
that they ate coming here, and we cannot prevent 
them. Tet me ask the Senator from South Caro- 
lina if he would prevent them if he could? Would 
he step back io the alien and sedition laws, and 
prevent these people from coming here? No; I 
think not. For what de they come here? For 
gelf-subsistence, and to contribute their mite to 


the support of the Government, and not for the | 


purpose of doing harm, or for any other purpose, 
in consequence of which they_may merit the 
stigma of being “ foreigners.” I am willing that 
they should come here; and when they do come, 
and have become American citizens, | am willing 


to do by them as I would by any other American | 


citizens. As to the general policy of the home- 
stead law, | am for giving the public lands to the 
people, so that they may become men of sub- 
stance, and may improve the country, and thus 
contribute, in a much more effectual way, to the 
support of the Government than can be done by 
holding the publie lands at $1 25 per acre. 

Mr. HUNTER. | fear we are wandering from 
the discussion of the subject which is before the 
Senate. [am anxious to get through with this 
bill to-day. To-morrow is set apart for another 
topic. If we can get through with this bill to-day, 
those who have private bills to urge can have an 
opportunity to do so on Friday. 1 hope we may 
finish this bill to-day. 

Mr. WELLER. Iam very anxious to have 
the action of the Senate upon the proposition 
which I have submitted. Under other circum- 
stances, as a matter of course, I should feel under 
some obligation, and probably would take great 
pleasure in responding to the terrible lecture which 
the Senator from Georgia [ Mr. Dawson] has given 
me. I had no idea, when I charged that Senator 
with a want of liberality towards California, that 
I should have provoked such a torrent of sarcasm 
and declamation as he has poured out upon my 
head and in the presence of the Senate. 
hear distinctly his opening remarks—which were 
doubtless intended to be sareastic—but | think he 
spoke of my modesty in connection with the propo- 
sition before us. [do not think that either that 
Senator or myself should boast about possessing 
a great deal of modesty. Neither of us has made 
much reputation in that way, and perhaps never 
will. The charge has sometimes been made against 
me; but E never heard the slightest imputation of 
that sort made against him. T don’t think it ever 
will be. [Laughter.] 


If the Senate were not already fully aware of | 


the fact, | would undertake to show that the Sen- 
ator from Georgia has been speaking about mat- 
ters of which he is entirely ignorant. And here I 
may remark, that other things being equal, a man 
generally speaks better upon a subject about which 
he knows something ! 1 could demonstrate, if it 
were necessary, to the Senate, that whenever that 
Senator undertakes to speak about the Indians in 
California, their wants, or locations, or the habits 
and customs of the ‘Pueblo Indians,” he is most 
grossly ignorant of that with which I sapposed 
every man in the country was familiar. [le de- 


mands, in a stentorian voice, a voice exbibiting |i 


extraordinary lungs, where isthe evidence that the 


Indians have been brought down from the moun- | 


E] 


tains and have been collected in the valleys? 
answer, that the evidence is to be found in the 
eighteen treaties rejected by the Senate; it is to 
be found in the correspondence of the Indian com- 
missioners which accompanied these treaties. 
is to be found in the publie documents which have 
been laid before ns. They inform you that it was 
their policy to bring the Indians down from the 
mountains to the valleys, where they would be 
surrounded by white inhabitants, and where they 
could not, if they committed depredations, escape 
to the monntains, 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator must be 
aware that there are certain things which take 
placein Executive session, which are not to be 
referred toin apen session, With regard to these 
treaties, the Chair is not aware that the injunction 
of secre:v has been removed, ` 


Mr. WELLER. 


Tdid not | 


It | 


and I was informed, that after their rejection, there 
was no impropriety in referring to them. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform 
the Senator of the extent to which he may be a! 
iowed to speax in such a case. He can speak o 
the treaties having been made and rejected; but he 
cannot go into the proceedings upon them, uniess 
the injunction of secrecy has been removed. 

Mr. WELLER. I supposed that there cer- 
tainly could not be any great impropriety in speak- 
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whole correspondence of the Indian commission- 
ers show that their object was to bring them from 
their fastnesses, in order that they might be sur- 
rounded by white men. That fact is well known, 


mountains. 


i; they do not go back to the mountains, if they can- 


pied by miners who were scattered in the moun- 


|i ted to roam amongst them. He says the miners 
|, are not there. Now, sir, the boldness of the Sen- 
ator may have staggered some gentlemen. 
assertion has been made after I have informed the 
Senate that their old homes are now occupied by 
our citizens—that they cannot return to their old 
hunting-grounds and obtain the food necessary to 
sustain animal life. In other words, that the 
white man, who never recedes from a position 
which he has assumed, is now where their rude 
habitations once stood. 
You have the opinion of the Senator upon a 
subject of which he knows nothing, and you have 
my opinion of the same thing, of which I ought 
| to know something, having traveled over the 


Indians are found. F should suppose the Senate 
could rely with more confidence upon information 
given by a Senator who knows something about 


Some men have a passion for talking vociferously 
about questions of which they know nothing. 
There are other points in the singular speech of 
| the Senator from Georgia to which I would refer 
if I had time; but I have no disposition, as I said 
| before, to prolong the discussion. 


I am sure Senators now understand the grounds 
upon which my proposition is based, and I cannot 
doubt their disposition to decide this question fairly 
f and justly. 


i 


i so much of the valuable time of the Senate. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


i! 
i 


precious time of the Senate. I regard the dis- 
, terests of the country, as well as to the particular 

condition of the legislative business. I have 
|i therefore abstained, throughout the session, from 
i: occupying any portion of the precious time of this 
| body; but I think that a principle is here invoked, 
to some extent, in consequence of which it will 


| have transpired, and to anticipate some of the 

‘| probable consequences of this amendment. If 
‘it is necessary that the Indians should be supplied 
j 


this Government, or its officers. 
moved from their accustomed means of subsistence; 
they are taken away from their hunting grounds. 
in the mountains from which they could supply 
| by the action of this Government in a situation 
‘which renders it necessary that we should give 


| them subsistence. That is the point which is to 


‘of this body as I suppose. 


|; a generous and beneficent purpose, will be applied 


ing of a matter with which everybody is acquaint- | 
I have not, nor do { intend to go beyond the | 
rule laid down by the President. These Indians : 
were brought down from the mountains; and the || 


for it is most distinctly set forth in the corre- | 
spondence. They did bring them down from the | 
The Senator from Georgia asks why | 


not be secured in their present position? J told : 
the Senator that these mountains are now occu- : 


tains, and that these Indians would not be permit- : 


This | 


whole of that section of the State in which the |! 


the facts, than upon the statements of wild decla- | 
mation of one who knows nothing about them. ` 


| Itis with great į 
i reluctance T trespass upon this body at any time. ; 


_Tean only regret that a sense of duty . 
to my constituents required that I should occupy ` 
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| It is with a great deal of re- | 
i luctance that 1 would consume one moment ofthe | 
| 

l 

i 

i 
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i patch of business as important to the general in- | 


not be amiss for me to advert to some facts which |: 


with provisions, there is no doubt that they have | 
been reduced to that necessity by the conduct of 
They are re- = 


‘They had another resource; they had the mines ` 


i their necessities; but they are withdrawn from > 
| these fastnesses of the mountains, and are placed |: 


i determine the justice and propriety of the action |; 


The question for this body to consider is, 
i whether that which we design to appropriate for : 


has been placed in their hands in a manner con- 
trary to the instructions which they have received. 
The Government has officers, commissioners, 
men of intelligence and probity, who can be in- 
trusted with this money, ard who will epply it 
to the purnoses for which it is intended by the 
Senate. The sum of $100,000 is a very small 
one. Compare that with tke consequences which 
will probably result to the Treasury, if it is not 
| bestowed, and see what will be the amount saved 
by an economical discretion in its application now. 
You appropriate $100,000 for these Indians, and 
they willremain at peace. They are now with- 
drawn from the mines, and the condition of rivalry 
in which they stood, in relation to those who are 
now engaged in mining, has ceased. They are 
doing nothing to provoke the animosity of those 
; men whose interests conflicted with theirs hereto- 
fore; and itis in conformity with what we know 
of the human character and of human feelings, 
to suppose that the miners will now sympathize 
with these poor Indians, and will desire to see 
‘that the means given by the Government for their 
support are not misapplied, but are employed in 
a way which will alleviate the necessites of the 
Indians. The condition of the Indians, then, will 
be such as to excite the humane feelings and the 
sympathy of a portion of the people of California, 
who will exercise a vigilance with regard to the 
‘manner in which the bounty of the Government 
j is applied, and thus exert an influence which will 
‘be highly beneficial to the Indians, 
‘i Sir, I have had some experience with the In- 
‘'dians. It is no egotism in me to say that I, who 
i have spent all my life upon the frontiers, am at- 
i quainted with their dispositions and their charac- 
‘\ter—that I know the appliances necessary to 
i peace, and that I know the provocations to war. 
| I have seen Indian wars grow up; I have seen 
ii peace negotiated and disregarded; | have seen out- 
| rages committed by whites; and I have seen the 
i Indian, in justification of himself, and in defense 
of his home, his family, and his all, repel the ag- 
gression of the white man. But it was always 
, said that it was the Indian who was the aggressor; 
he had no telegraphs, no newspapers; he had no 
advocates among the whites; none to vindicate 
him. The white man had the influence; the In- 
dian had possession of the land. The white man 
|| wanted the land; the Indian must relinquish, and 
give it up; and was always in the wrong when- 
ever his rights were trespassed upon. So it will 
be. 

Look at our condition upon the Texan frontier. 
|, I have despaired of receiving, and have forborne 
| asking anything for Texas; but I entertain no 
doubt that the gallantry and the chivalry of the 
Texans will protect their own frontier, F cannot 
look to this Government or to this Hall for aid. 
Ivis our right, when we are infringed upon, to vin- 
dicate our own soil; and if your banner is torn, 
and your heroic Marey is slaughtered, and his 
banner burned by the savage, look to it yourselves, 
Tt is not the banner of Texas; her star shall never 
fall when it is borne by the hands of her own sons 
to the field, and no savage shall strike it down. 
Our Governor has taken a course to protect our 
' frontier against savage aggression. 

‘| ‘What has Jed to this dire catastrophe? Why, 
| sir, the perfidy of the Government and its offi- 
cers—nothing else in the world, This is no fling 
‘atthe Administration. It goes beyond all that. 
Texas, previous to the annexation, for more than 
eighteen months, had enjoyed perfect peace. No 
horses had been stolen; no slaughtered. citizens 
were found in their houses; no scalps had been 
exhibited on Indian poles, around which to dance 
the war-dance. No conflagrations on the frontiers 
announced the savage depredations at midnight, 
We were at peace. Afiertheannexation of Texas, 
you sent your commissioners there. The Indians 
confided in the integrity of Texas, because every 
promise had been maintained, and every pledge 
! fully redeemed. The Indians would not even ne- 
| gotiate with the officers sent by President Polk. 
| Through an influence in Texas they met, they 
; consulted, they treated. At the head of that com- 
mission was the gallant and illustrious Butler, who 
so nobly fell leading on his legions at Cherubusco. 
He was at the head of thecommission, but through 
indisposition he was rendered unable to attend to 
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BS ; i to the objects which we contemplate. It does not .. the duties of his mission, being prostrated in his 
PE peer whether it was proper to speak ofthese |! answer the question to say, that agents of the | tent by chronic disease. Another was associated 
treaties after they had been rejected by the Senate; |: Government have heretofore applied money which |i with him, who cared not for the honor of his col- 
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league, nor for justice to the Indians, nor for the 
mission on which he was delegated. He took 
upon himself, while his colleague was prostrated, 
to obtain a secret council with the Indians. The 
talk was held on a show of authority, which he 


took from Texas, which gave him credit with the ; 


Indians. He took this insignia, and exhibited it 
to them, and they heard him. His promise to 
them was that they should receive an annuity of 
$14,000. They were to keep perpetual peace— 
no horses were to be stolen, no hives to be taken, 
no habitations to be burned. The Indians, in per- 
fect good faith, and in entire confidence from the 
terms which were held out, and the high charac- 
ter of their neighbors, the Texans, came in, and 
signed their names to a sheet of blank paper. The 


commissioner returned—his colleague, the gallant ! 
Butler, being at the time prostrated and detained || 


by sickness—and attached these signatures to a 


treaty, which he prepared to suit his own pur- jj 


oses and designs, excluding the annuity entirel 
s ia] J 2? 


and merely allowing a single appropriation of : 


$14,009. 
The PRESIDENT. 


him that the proposition now before the Senate 
relates wholly to the Indians in California. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
anxious to show, if possible, that the appropri- 
ation of this $100,000 may avert a war, which 


would possibly cost as many millions as the Mus- | 
lt is with that | 


cogee war, or the war in Florida. 
view that f am now speaking. 
The Indians came at the appointed time to the 
place where they were to receive their annuity; 
theannuity was not paid them; enraged, they were 
about to plunder the frontier; a Senator from 


Texas received the intelligence while on his way to | 


this place; and he wrote instantly to induce them 


to stay their hands for five days; the Indians | 


granted the truce, otherwise the trading-house 


would have been rifled and the building burned. ; 


The express returned in time with instructions to 
pay them $5,000, and if that were not sufficient 
they were to receive $10,000. It was done, and 


war was averted for twelve months; the pence , 


was prolonged for two years by means of prom- 


ises; and thus a war was prevented which might | 


Sed the frontier in blood, 
yon the evidence of the vouchers of 


have dre: 
Then, 


the merchants, Congress supplied them with | 
$10.000, so that we yet justly owe to the Ca- | 
This is a fact. To what, then, 

A new |; 
The agent who had : 


manches $4,000. 
has it led 2? No moreannuities were given. 
Administration commenced, 
been employed in Texas, and who was continued 
under the administration of Mr. Polk, remained 
there. 


physically and mentally, were placed m charge 
of the Indians. 
Indians bad nota friend to trave! with them; one 
who had been associated with themin their hunts, 
and who had explored the route from Fredericks- 


burg to El Paso, where the engineers had failed to | 
establish a particular route for carrying conve- | 
That individual was re- | 


moved, and others were put in his place who were |; 
And || 


niences of every kind. 


soon prostrated by sickness and disease. 
what was the consequence? To this condition of 
things war ensued; and what did it cost us? For 


eight years you may calculate the expense of our ! 
military establishment in Mexico at not less than | 
six millions a year; moking a total of forty-eight ` 


millions. What would it have cost if you had 
paid this annuity to the Indians? It would have 
cost you $84,000. Compare $84,000 with forty- 
eight millions, and you will have an opportunity 
of judging what the advantage would have been 


to have given that annuity to the Camanches, so | 
long as they expected it to be given, periodically. ; 


Had this been done, you would not have seen a 
hostile, act because it was their interest to main- 


tain peace, and they being the most powerful | 


tribe, would have constrained other tribes subor- i } i 
‘| nation of Indians. A large sum was appropriated | 


dinate to them to keep peace also. 
But they have been deceived; they have been 


deluded by promises; they have been defrauded | 


by agents, and have been neglected by the Gov- 
ernment itself. Now, go and ask Marcy’s com- 
mand; ask their friends what would reimburse 
hem for their loss. Sir, until we do justice to the 
tndians—until we are truthful and righteous in 
our legislation in regard to them, we ean expect 


i The Chair is very un- j 
willing to interrupt the Senator, but must remind ! 


I am aware of it, but Iam ! 


On the advent of the new Administration | 
he was removed, and men incompetent, both | 


‘Lhe consequence was, that the | 


nothing but that Heaven will cause retributive 
| justice to fall, if not upon the offenders, upon the 
nation that despoils the poor Indians. It is time 
for the nation to arise as one man and vindicate 
the national honor and keep the escutcheon clean, 
and maintain our faith with the Indians. Be 
truthful, be just, and you will have them as friends. 
They will then neither disgrace your country nor 
dishonor your flag, but they will defend it. But 
they have now assimilated us with the Mexicans, 
! whose perfidy, from the time of Cortez, has been 
traditional with the Indians, and has been revived 
through successive ages. We have to assume 
| that these poor Indians have been deluded by the 
| officers of the Government, who may not have 
li been proved to be corrupt. Let not the sin lie at 
‘| our door any longer that they are starving and 
| famishing by the connivance of this Government 
| or its officers; but provide the means, and trust to 
Heaven, if not to the officers, for their application 
to the good design. 

Mr. WELLER. In order to conform to the 
opinion of some ‘gentlemen for whom I entertain 
| a regard, J will modify the amendment by substi- 
tating for it the following: 

i For the preservation of peace with those Indians who 
i 


have been dispossessed of their Jands in California, until 
permanent arrangements be made for their future settle- 
ment, the sum of $100,000 : Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall be so construed as to imply the obligation 
| on the part of the United States to feed and support the In- 
dians who have been dispossessed of their lands in Califor- 
nia. 


The amendment as modified was concurred in. 


The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole was as follows: 

Foy supplying a deficiency in the appropriations hereto- 
fore made for removing the Choctaw Indians from Missis- 
si as estimated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
#97412. 

Se > ss 


i| nounced that the noes appeared to have it. 
|; Mr. CASS. Who presents that amendment? 
i The PRESIDENT. It is an amendment agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole, and reported to 
the Senate, and the question is now on concurring 
init. ‘The Chair put the question, and the noes 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. BELL. I ask for a division. I do not 
think the Senate understood the proposition. 


ment was concurred in. 

Mr. COOPER. By direction of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, | move to insert at the end of 
the bill the following: 

’hatthere be and is hereby appropriated, out ofany money 


Comptroiler of the Treas 
of the tiith article of the treaty of 1846, for the bencfitof the 
wester Cherokees, and that tbe sum so found to be due, 
be paid to the parties equitably entitled thereto. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
persist. in pressing that amendment. It is a con- 
troverted and debatable matter, and I am anxious 
to get through the bill to-day. 

Mr. COOPER. F haveno personal wish to press 
this amendment upon the Senate. 
i carry out this provision was agreed to by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and reported; and believ- 
ing that the bill now under consideration was a 
proper place to provide for the appropriation I 
| was directed to prepare an amendment to that ef- 


that will occupy the Senate in a discussion for any 
| considerable length of time. I would he very 
willing to gratify my friend from Virginia by 
withdrawing it, if T were at liberty to do so; but 
Tamnot. IJ will briefly expiain the circumstances 
| under which the claim arises, and I do not believe 
‘| that any one will be found to controvert its justice, 
‘if they understand the obligation of the 
‘| ment as | understand it, and as the Committee on 
Indian Affairs unanimously understood it. 

In 1850, an appropriation was made to carry 
out the treaty of 1846, made with the Cherokee 


| for that purpose. There were, besides the In- 
dians, other claimants upon the funds, attorneys 
whom they had employed. Thissum is intended 
to pay the Messrs. Kendall, who were their at- 
torneys under an agreement entered into in 1843, 
and ratified repeatedly since. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will allow me, 
I think I can save time. As I understand it, thie 


The question was taken, and the President an- |; 


The question was again taken, and the amend- | 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of ; 
350,000, or so much thereof as may be found due by the i 
, for carrying out that postion | 


I hope the Senator will not ; 


But a bill to | 


fect, which I now propose. I do not feel at liberty |! 
to withdraw it; and I do not think itis a matter ; 


overn- j; 


{ 

| amendment is not in order. He is not instructed 
| by the Committee on Indian Affairs to offer it to 
i this bill. They have reported a separate biil, but 
| have not instructed the Senator to offer it as an 
amendment to this bill. 

;_ Mr. COOPER. I will explain in a moment. 
In the first place a bill was reported and went 
upon the Calendar. Afterwards the claimants 
came to the committee and asked to have it put 
in this bill. There was no formal vote, but an 
| agreement on the part of a majority of the mem- 
bers of the committee. I believe every one con- 
curring out of committee that it should be offered 

here. So that it comes, as all other amendments 
_ of this kind do, with the approbation of the com- 

|| mittee, one member only—who is now absent and 
| sick—being absent. ‘That is the position of it. 

I was about stating how the claim arose. It 
arises from an agreement entered into in 1843 by 
these gentlemen to prosecute the claim of the 
western Cherokees upon the Government, and 
ij upon the other band of Cherokee Indians. They 
i had a power of attorney; and five per cent. of 
|| whatever moneys should be recovered was the 
|| compensation which they were to receive. Ac- 

companying that power of attorney there. was an 
assignment of the fund and a direction to the Gov- 
ernment to pay to the attorneys the five per cent. 
so assigned. But to the bill to which { referred, 
‘and which you will well remember, the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Waxker] offered an amend- 
ment, directing that the Secretary of the Depart- 
ment charged with the disbursement of this money, 
should pay no part of it to agents or others em- 
ployed in prosecuting the claim, but should pay it 
to the Indians per capita. 

That amendment was agreed to, although it was 
suggested at the time that it would inevitably lead 
to the involvment of the United States in a claim 
upon the part of those whose services had been 
rendered, and for which an assignment of the fand 
was made, and a direction given to the United 
States to pay it. ‘Phe parues prosecuted their 
|i claim, supposing that it wasn right of which legis- 
ii lation could not deprive them; but the Secretary, 
li obedient to the instructions contained in the bill, 
if 
t 


|: refused to pay it. ‘They still prosecuted it; went 
ii west to Arkansas, and endeavored to procure it 
‘there from the Indians, They failed. They came 
back, and submitted their claim to the Senate. It 
went to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and, as 
I have stated, a bill was reported for their relief. 
Upresume that every honest man will recognize 
that here was a fund due to these men in consid- 
eration of services rendered, which the Govern- 
ment of the United States interfered to prevent 
them from receiving. IJtis, then, bound—having 
interfered to prevent their reception of it in the 
: way pointed out in the agreement—to make good 
i to the party the losses which they sustained by its 
act. Itisasimple principle of law which would 
|: compel the payment of this claim by the Govern- 
i; ment, if the Government were, like an individual, 
| subject to a suit. But it is not so subject. An 
'| appeal, therefore, must be made to its equity 
i through Congress, and I trust that Congress will 
|! do these men justice. The amendment provides, 
| through abundance of caution, thatthe claim shall 
| again go to the Comptroller of the Treasury, in 
j order that the amount may be ascertained, and 
i whatever is found to be due be paid. This simple 
statement, brief as it is, will put the Senate in 
possession of the facts of the case; and an appeal 
to their justice, | am sure, is not necessary. 

Mr. HUNTER. Irise to a question of order. 
Is not this a private claim, and, therefore, ex- 
cluded under the rules? I think it is. 

Mr. COOPER. I know that there have been 
decisions that would seem to warrant the opinion 
that this amendment falls within tne prohibition 
of the rule; and I presume, from the decisions, or 
intimations, rather, made by the Chair, that that 
was the opinion of the Chair previously to yes- 
terday. But you will bear in mind how it arises. 
‘It arises under a treaty. The Government paid 
‘out the whole fund, and they are now to make it 
good, It is absolutely to make good the treaty. 
| Although it is a claim on the part of private indi- 
viduals, itis substantially a proposition to carry 
into effect the treaty of 1846. It was in that view 
of it that 1 presented it, Ifit had been simply a 
private claim, and not intended to carry out the 
fifth article of the treaty to which I referred , after 
ll your admonitions, sir, I certainly never should 


i 
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have proposed it here. I would have done noth- 
ing after intimations of that kind, if i had regarded | 
it simply as a private claim; for at this stage of | 
the session, I would be the last Senator to take 
up any of the time of the Senate uselessly. 

Mr. HUNTER. I donot understand that these 
gentlemen are interested in the treaty atall. The 
treaty contains no provision or stipulation in re- 
gard to the agents. It is an equitable claim they 
set up on account of the action of the Government 
in relation to the mode of payment to the Indians. 
They say that by the provisionin the appropriation | 
bill alluded to, which required the money to be 
paid to the Indians per capita, you deprived them 
of the mode of collecting their fees in which they 
had expected to collect them. Itseemsto me that 
it is a mere equitable claim, and rests upon the 
same ground as others which have been ruled out 
of order as amendments to the bill. 

Mr. COOPER, A single word—-I will not de- 
tain the Senate a moment. This isa part of the | 
fund, substantially, that thetreaty stipulated should 
be paid to the Indians. 

The PRESIDENT. Asa question of order is 
raised, the Chair must either decide it or refer it to 
the Senate, as he may think proper. On looking 
at the amendment, the Chair cannot discover from 
it that it provides for a private claim. It is in the 
following words: 

“That there be and is hereby appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $50,000, or so much thereof as may be found due by the | 
Comptroller of the Treasury, for carrying out that portion of || 
the fifth article of the treaty of 1846, for the benefit of the 
western Cherokees; aud thatthe sum so found due be paid || 
to the partics equitably cntitled thereto.” 

From the reading of the amendment as proposed, 
the Chair is unable to say that it involves a pri- 
vate claim. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not rise to take an ap- 
eal. I submit to the decision of the Chair. But 
rise to ask the Senate, in consideration of the cir- | 

cumstances of the case, not to put this amendment 
upon the bill, Certainly, it is one of those meas- || 
ures which ought to be considered separately. We, ! 
who desire to examine the claim, cannot ask the 
appropriation bill to be laid over to give us an op- 
portunity to look into the facts. Ido not know 
enough of the facts to be enabled to decide, with | 
any degree of confidence, upon its justice; and I || 
think I foresee, unless we should vote it down, |! 
that it may become the occasion of a long debate |; 
in relation to the propriety of the policy of this |} 
Government of paying agents or attorneys of this 
kind. I should be very sorry to see that subject 
introduced at this stage of the bill, leading to an- 
other long debate. | hope theSenator will not press |} 
it. He can bring it upas a separate measure. If |) 
we get through the bill to-day, Friday will be de- | 
voted to private claims, and we then can consider ! 
this measure separately. If it is still pressed upon : 


| or attorney—I care not by what term you desig- 


| 

us now, I hope it will be the pleasure of the Sen- || 
ate to vote it down. i! 
Mr. WALKER. As this claim grows out of j| 

a matter of which [ have a personal knowledge, |! 
it may be necessary for me to state the circum- 
stances. I donot rise for the purpose of express- |: 
ing any views whatever in regard to the justice or |, 
injustice of this act, or of the amount proposed || 
to be appropriated. That I leave entirely to the || 
Senate to decide after the circumstances ure ex- || 
plained. Some two years ago, I think it was, |! 
when the Indian appropriation bill was under con- |! 
sideration, I offered a proviso to the end of the f 
bill—and I shall again offer it to this one—pro- 
viding that the money appropriated by it should || 
be paid directly to the Indian or Indians entitled || 
thereto, and not to any agent or attorney whatso- | 
ever. We had treated previously with the In- || 
dians. We had stipulated to pay them money. | 
We had neglected to pay it until it became a mät- | 
ter of complaint on the part of the Indians. They | 
employed agents to prosecute their claims and |i 
obtain from the Government what was justly due | 
to them. I knew nothing about this individual 
case at the time. It never had come to my knowl- | 
edge that the Messrs. Kendall had any claim upon i 
any Indians. But I felt that when the Govern- | 
ment had stipulated to pay the Indians money, | 
we ought not to deduct from it such large sums as | 
I knew were to be taken from them and given to 
our own people. Feeling that that would be un- ii 
just to the Indians, I offered the amendment, `: 


which seemed to be thought just and proper by i; 


the Senate, and it was adopied. It was an ex- || 


: their agents. That is the whole case. 


| effect. 


‘the Department here. 


i given to it. 


pression of the sense of the Senate that the money ! 
ought to go to the Indians to whom we stipulated | 
to pay it, and not to any of our own people for pro- 
curing it for themselves. I believe I was right in 
offering that amendment. I believe it was based 
in honesty and justice. I shall offer it again to 
this bill. We certainly have had developments 
enough to put uson our guard with relation to the 
manner of paying money to Indians; and now it 
is a question to decide whether, having placed 
that guard upon the bill, and persons having lost 
their fees in consequence of it, we will now turn 
round and, after having paid this money to the 
Indians, pay it over again to the agents who 
prosecuted the claim. This is the question to be 
decided; and this is the manner in which this claim 
arises. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, I really can- 
not see, after having heard my friend from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Cooper,] what foundation there is 
for this claim. If I understand it right, it is this: 
There were certain claims due to the Indians. 
Congress passed an act for their payment. In 


| that act they provided that the money should be : 


paid into the hands of the Indians who were en- i 
titled to it. Now, these gentlemen come here and | 
say they made certain contracts with the Indians, į 
which, but for that provision in the act, they | 
would have been able to have enforced at the | 
Treasury Department, and thereby have compelled į 
the Indians to pay the compensation they had con- 
tracted to pay them; that they asked it, and that 
the Indians would not pay them. Then the whole 
resolves itself into this: That if the United States 
have a certain sum of money to pay to a number 
of Indians, they cannot order it to be paid to the 
Indians directly without incumbering themselves : 
with an engagement to pay all the debts connected | 
with that sum of money which the Indians them- | 
selves ought to pay. ltappears to me that the ; 
very proposition is on its face absurd. We cer- | 
tainly had the right to pay the money to the per- 
sons to whom we owed it; and if we did so, let 
the men who made the contracts settle them with 
the Indians. We have nothing to do with them. 
Mr. ATCHISON. The question, it seems to 
me, is this: Were those Indians capable of making 
a contract with an agent, or lawyer, if you please, 


nate him? The Cherokees, through their council, 
had the power and had the right to employ an agent 
for the prosecution of their business here, with 
the Government, or elsewhere. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Very well; then these at- 
torneys were employed to obtain this very money. 
When the appropriation was made, for the avowed 
purpose of preventing the Indians paying their 
agents or attorneys, the clause, requiring it to be 
distributed among the Indians per capitu, was in- 
troduced, to pay four or five thousand different 
Indians, thereby placing it out of the power of the 
chiefs, or the council, or the public authorities of 
the nation, to discharge the debts they owed to | 
It was the | 
act of the Government; and it was avowed, atthe | 
time the amendment was offered by the Senator | 
from Wisconsin, that it was for the purpose of | 
preventing the Indians paying their agents the | 
debt thus contracted. 

Mr. WALKER. Not at all. The Senator is | 
mistaken. The object was not to prevent the In- | 
dians paying it; but it was to obviate the difficulty ! 
in which we would run in stipulating to pay | 
money to the Indians, and then paying it to our 
own citizens. It was not to prevent the Indians | 
paying these debts. 

Mr. ATCHISON. No, but it did virtua 
have that effect. 


ly 
It was intended to have that i 
If the money had been paid to the chiefs, 
or representatives of the nation, then it could have 
been paid in gross to their attorneys or agents, ! 
and all just debts contracted as a nation might : 
have been paid. But for the purpose of defeating | 
it—or if not for the purpose, such was the effect | 
of so paying it—it was directed to be paid to 4,000 . 
or 5,000 Indians, instead of into the hands of a: 
few of them to disburse it, as had been the cus- | 
tom of the Government from time immemorial at ; 
That is the state of the | 
It is precisely so; and no other face can be | 
Then it is for the Senate to determine 


case. 


whether there is a liability on the part of this Gov- |; 
ernment to refund that amount of money or not. |j something of their character. I believe they hold 


is, [ think, mistaken upon one point. The pro- 
viso which was put in the appropriation bill to 
which allusion has been made, did not require in 
terms that the money should be paid to the Indians 
per capila, but provided simply that it should be 
paid according to the terms of the treaty of 1846, 
‘Those who favored it held at the time, and hold 
now, that such a proviso was not, or should not, 
have been necessary to require the paying depart- 
ment of the Government to pay the money directly 
to the Indians per capita, because the solemn stip- 
ulations of the treaty provided that it should be so 
paid. But when it was discovered thatin making 
these payments the terms of the treaty had not 
been complied with, it was deemed by those who 
considered they were binding upon the Govern- 
ment in doing justice to the Indians, that we should, 
by an express provision in the appropriation bill, 
make the disbursing officers of the Government 
conform to the terms of the treaty. That was the 
state of the case. It introduced no new matter. 
Ít always should have been so, because the treaty 
required it; and it was simply making an addi- 
tional provision to enforce what we had, by the 
solemn stipulations of the treaty, agreed to do, 
and which had not, to the great injury and preju- 
dice of the Indians, been done. 

But, Mr. President, what I shall say now has 
nothing to do with the contract between these gen- 
tlemen and the Indians. It may have been a fair 
one. Ido not question it. But that has nothing 
to do with the propriety of this appropriation, 
The question is, whether we shall undertake to 
pay money for the Indians to individuals with 
whom they contracted a debt, admitted to have 
been such. Is that an obligation of this Govern- 
ment? [think not. Ican see no foundation in 
justice for it. 

The Senator from Missouri has very properly 
said, that these Indians were capable of contract- 
inga debt. If you admit that, you must also ad- 
mit that they are very competent, when they have 
money iv their own hands, to pay it, and that there 
is no obligation upon the Government, either to 
pay it out of the Indians’ money, or still less out of 
money which does not belong to the Indians. It 
is just equivalent to making a treaty with the In- 
dians, by which we undertake to pay them annu- 
ally so much money per capite, and then going off 
and finding an individual, and paying him so much 
in addition, to come here and compel the Govern- 
ment to comply with its contract. That is pre- 
cisely the proposition which is presented. 

Again, without questioning the justness and fair- 
ness of the contract, I think the Senator from Mis- 
souri was mistaken when he said the proviso pre- 
vented the council of the nation from paying the 
agents or attorneys out of the money. Sir, the 
Indians did hold a council. They did appoint a 
commission, which sat upon and adjudicated the 
claims of these persons; and they did pay some 
and rejected others. A commission appointed for 
the purpose of examining these claims, did, last 
summer, positively refuse to pay this one. They 
did pay some claims. They paid the claim of 
Mr, Stambaugh, of Pennsylvania, and other sim- 
ilar claims. ‘This claim they refused to pay. 
These gentlemen went before the commission ap- 
pointed by the Indians, which positively refused 
to pay their claim. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Iwas not aware of these 
facts. They may beso. Ido not doubt them, 
if the Senator states them of his own knowledge. 
I understand him to say that these things have 
transpired since the last session of Congress. 

Mr. BORLAND. Yes, sir; and I state them 
of my own knowledge. 1 happened to bein the 
country when they took place; and these gentle- 
men have since told me that what I say is the fact, 
and that their claim was then rejected. They told 
me, in the tone of complaint, that by my vote I 
had put it out of their power to get their money 
from the Indians. I say all this without any feel- 
ing of unkindnesgs to these individuals, without the 
slightest reflection upon their contract, or denying 
that it wasa fair one, But, we know very. well 
that these Cherokees are as competent to make a 
bargain as anybody else; and I believe it is 
generally admitted by all who know them that 
they are as faithful in the execution of their con- 
tracts. They are not my constituents; but they 
live upon the border of my State, and I know 
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that this Government is bound to pay all who may 
choose to go and make contracts with the Indians, 
which the Indians refuse to pay, Lam bound to 
vote against this amendment. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, it does seem 
to me that the ground assumed by the Senator 
from Arkansas, in regard to this claim, is a very 


singular one, to say the least of it. If the Indians 
had not refused to pay the claim; if they had paid 
it when the Messrs. Kendall wentto Arkansas, they 
would not have been here to ask for it. But they 
refused to dv it; they did, asthe Senator says, re- 
fuse to pay it. 
be paid; and they had agreed by the most solemn 
form of instrument, that it should be received from 
the handsof the Government itself, I trust Í shall 
never come into the Senate and advocate a proposi- 
tion thatis legally ridiculous or absurd; and Í did not 
come here now to advocate such a proposition. 


after having examined the authorities as to whether 
we should be warranted in deing what the amend- 
ment proposes to do, or not. Now, sir, if the state 
of the case was as itis represented by my friend 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Bavern,] I admit that 
the claimants could not recover in a court of law, 


if the parties were both the subjects of a suit, But | 


let us see what was the contract between the parties 
made in 1843, stipulating in relation to this very 
fund. They contract in these words: 


“Tn consideration whereof, the undersigned, on behalf 
of the said Cherokees west, [going on to name a number of 


them,] covenant and agree to pay, or cause to be paid, the |; 


full commission of five per cent. to the said A. and J. E. 
Kendall, upon any sums of money, or whatever else of 
value may be allowed or appropriated in full or in part sat- 
isfaction ofsaid claim, to be paid from time to time as ap- 
propriated or allowed; and the said delegates do hereby att- 
thorize and empower the said A. & J. E. Kendall as agents 
and attorneys in fact, of the said Cherokees west, to de- 
mand and receive from the Treasury of the United States, 
or from the proper officer thereof, one twentieth of all 
sums to be recovered.”? 


Then there is a further clause authorizing them— 
“To demand and receive from the proper office or ofi- 


cer a full title to the one twentieth part thereof; it being the į 


true intent and meaning of the said delegates that the 
said A. & John E. Kendall shall receive five per cent. or 
one twentieth part of any and everything of value which 
shall he granted and appropriated on account of said elaim, 
to be received dircetly from the United States without any 
further act or authority from the said Cherokees.” 

Now, sir, what does it matter what the treaty 
between these Indians and the United States cov- 
enanted? Can they go behind this covenant with 
their agents to defeat them? But this is not a 
new thing. This question, in a case where there 
was the simple attorney’s lien, has been decided 
by an Attorney General of the United States—a 
learned one—although he had not, perhaps, as 


shining talents as some others, yet he was one in | 


whose judgment l would as soon confide as in any 
other that has been in office in these United States 
for the last twenty years—I mean Mr. Gilpin—a 
conscientious man, who never could be brought to 
give an opinion which law, and justice, and con- 
science did not warrant. This is his opinion. 
After going on to state the claim, which was a 
mere ordinary attorney’s lien upon the fund—I 
will not trouble the Senate with it all—he says: 

“ For certainly, when an attorney has performed an im- 
portant service, collected the evidence, and been instru- 
mental in securing a claim which otherwise might have 
been lost; and, when this is done under the stipulation or 
with a bona fide understanding that he was to reccive the 
amount to which he was entitled, directly from the United 
States, he has an intercst in the fund whieh the principal 
aimselt could not withhold, and which the Department is 
douud to recognize.” 

I think I have sustained my position. I have 
abundance of evidence here to show that it was 

hrough the industrious and constant attention 
riven by the Messrs. Kendall to this claim of the 
Sherokees that justice was eventually done them. 


Vir. Medill so states; the present Secretary of the | 
We know that Mr. Kendall | 


nterior so states. 
save notice to the Department of the Interior that 
ie would hold the Government bound for this 
um of money, if they paid it in despite of the 
authority, a copy of which was filed in the Depart- 
nent. Now, I ask any gentleman here—and 
bove all, I ask my friend from North Carolina, 
-n whose legal judgment I haveas much confidence 
sin that of any other gentleman here or else- 
where—if individuals stood in this relation, and a 


But they had agreed that itshould ! 


Į] 


come hereafter having studied this case thoroughly; } 


has so decided in an equivalent case—no, sir, not 


: : i 
in an equivalent case, where there was an absolute | 


power of attorney irrevocable, as in this case, an 
assignment of the fund itself, accompanied with a 


| direction to the officers of the Treasury te pay it 
out directly—still, where there was a simple lien, ji 


he has declared his opinion that the Government 
was bound to recognize and pay it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. ‘There Is one view of this 
case which has not yet been presented. These 
are meritorious persons, and they have no doubt 
an equitable claim for the services which they ren- 
dered. But the question is whether the claim is 
upon the Government. 
the case to be, that these two gentlemen, with 
one other by the name of Stambaugh, prosecuted 
thisclaim against the Government, under separate 
contracts, however, upon which they were to re- 
ceive so much. An amendment was adopted to the 
Indian appropriation bill, at the last session, I be- 
lieve, which was offered by the Senator from Wis- 
consin, and which has been referred to, that the 
money should be paid to the Indians per capita. At 
the general council—the chiefs being appointed 
commissioners to receive it—one of these agents, 
Stambaugh, by some means or other, | do not 
know whether right or wrong, obtained some forty- 
odd thousand dollars. They paid forty-odd thou- 
sand dollars for the prosecution of this claim. 
That is a pretty large fee. Now, I propose that 
Stambaugh divide it with those who rendered the 
service to the Indians. That is the equitable claim 
to which I referred. 

Mr. BADGER. As my friend from Pennsyl- 


vania [Mr. Cooper] has referred to me on this 


subject, I feel bound, out of respect to him and || 


to the subject, to bring a little more distinctly to 
the attention of the Senate, the miserable ground 


which they would have forced their principals, the 
Indians, to pay thecompensation which they had 
contracted for. This is the ground of their claim. 
Now, [say that the case is exactly similar—as 


; my friend referred to the case of individuals—to 


: he says, what does it signify what the treaty con- | 


| what does it signify to us what the contract is? | 


{ this: Suppose you, sir, owe me a sum of money; 


l appoint my friend from Missouri my agent to 
collect it; and you come and pay the money to 
me, and refuse to pay him any compensation for 
his services;and he sues you upon the groand, 
that, in consequence of your paying the money 
to the principal, instead of to the agent, you have 
deprived him of one of the means of securing the 
payment of what was due to him. That is this 
case; and no human ingenuity can give It any other 
aspect, so far as the claim is upon this Govern- 
ment. 
ing to the terms of the treaty, which required that 


it should be paid to the principal, and by our act) 
which directed that it should be paid according to | 


those terms, it was paid to the principals; and now 
we are gravely told, that if we had allowed the 
money to gointo the hands of the agent, the agent 
would have deducted his compensation, and every- 
thing would have been straight; but inasmuch as 
we paid it tothe principal, and the principal re- 
fuses to pay the agent, we are bound to make it 
good. Then the whole question resolves itself 
into this: If A is an agent to collect a debt due to 


B, does that disable the debtor frorn paying the ; 
| now advert. 

: A long time since, the Old Settler Cherokees, 
‘ having a claim against the Government, em ployed 


debt to the principal, B? Thatis the whole affair. 
Now, my friend has referred to the treaty, and 


tains, for here is the contract? I ask, in return, 


The United States were no party to it. Itis an 
agreement between the Indians and their agents, 


I understand the facts of 


We were hound to pay the money accord- | 


for the prosecution of a claim. Does that affect 
the United States? Does it invalidate the treaty? 
Does it estop the Government? Does it alter our 
relations to the party to whom weowe the money ? 
| Certainly not. The Government cannot be es- 
topped. That is a principle of law; the sovereign 
| is never estopped in any case. But no individual 
could be estopped here. 

But, again, according to the rule adopted in the 


| Department, in paying moneys, such persons 
| could have had no claim under the contract, even 


if the provision, of which complaint has been 
What is 


; made, had not been put into the statute. 
i this claim? The Indians covenanted and agreed 


‘to pay, or cause to be paid, the full commission 
of five per cent.” They ‘‘ authorize them to de- 
‘mand and receive from the proper office, or offi- 
i € cer, the full title to one twentieth thereof,” &c.; 
i it being the full intent and meaning of the said 
| © delegates that the said A. and John E. Kendall 
‘shall receive five per cent., or one twentieth part, 
‘of anything and everything which shall be 
‘eranted and appropriated” by the United States. 


|! Now, the rule of the Department is this: They 


do not undertake to enforce such contracts; they 
never assume any such jurisdiction. What they 
have done is this: They sanction, by the usage of 
the Department, that when there is an actual as- 


' signment, in terms, transferring to an agent, in 


consideration of services rendered, a certain pro- 
portion of the claim, they have considered him as 
the equitable owner of that portion of the claim, 
and have paid it to him, not in virtue of the con- 
tract, for the services, but as an assignee. But 
the Department never undertakes to enforce the 
contracts of principals to pay money to their 
agents. As long as it rests on a contract alone, 
the Department does not touch it; but when there 
is an assignment, they consider that assignmentas 


| passing the property over to the agent. Then the 
j! result is this: Say there is an assignment of ten 


per cent. to the agent; he being the assignee of 
one tenth, is considered by the Department as the 


i 


| other nine tenths they pay to the principal. 
; if the principal, instead of making an assignment, 


owner of one tenth, and it is paid to him, and the 
But 


enters into a contract to pay a compensation, the 
Department never assumes jurisdiction over that, 
and never allows it. 

Then, sir, it seems to me that this case is 
stripped of every apparent ground for a founda- 
tion. If these parties had appeared at the De- 
partment, and the Indians had refused their assent 
or consent to the moneys being deducted, the De- 
partment would have exercised no jurisdiction 
over the question under the terms of that contract, 
because it is not an actual assignment of the In- 
dians to the agents. Then we have two answers 
to this complaint. In the first place, the Govern- 
ment had a right to pay the principal, and the 
agents cannot complain that they did so. In the 
second place, the agents had no demand upon the 
principal which could have been enforced at the 
Department; and therefore the payment to the 
principal has occasioned no loss and communi- 
cated no wrong to him. Therefore it seems to me 
a perfectly bascless application to pay that which 
the Government does not owe in law, equity, or 
morals. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. Ithink that some Sena- 
tors are laboring under a misapprehension of the 
facts of this case;and I think that this remark 


‘applies with particular force to the honorable Sen- 
“ator from North Carolina, because I believe he 
‘could not have ventured the legal opinions which 


he has ventured—and we all concede to him abili- 
ties of the very highest order in that department— 


‘unless he had mistaken some of the facts of the 


case. Iam the more particular in adverting to 
this, because in 1851, when this claim was first 
presented, I had the honor—or, I might rather 
say, that I was caught in the predicament—of re- 
porting on the claim, and affirming precisely the 


legal proposition which has been advanced by the 


Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Coorer.} The 
history of the case, so far as the legal point is 
concerned, is presented in the facts to which I will 


two sets of agents. One was Mr. Stambaugh, 
who eventually succeeded in obtaining a recogni- 
tion of his claim and the payment of it by the In- 
dians; and the others were Messrs. Ken all. Be- 
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fore the Messrs. Kendall engaged in the prosecu- | 


tion of the claim, they took from the Indians a 
contract, by which the Iadians assigned one twen- 
tieth part of everything, whether land or money, | 


which they might procure from the Government | 


of the United States, and authorized them, as at- | 


torneys, to represent them at the Department of | 


the Treasury, to obtain from the United States 
their claim. Now I ask the honorable Senator 
from North Carolina if, in a judicial proceeding 
where the United States could be made a party, 

biliti ded by 


1 pre- 


sume he will say that itis not, and that the rights | 


of the Government are to be judged by the same 
rule as we would apply to an individual whose 


rights were the same under the same condition of | 


circumstances. 


Not only were the Messrs. Kendall constituted ‘| 


agents to receive the money at the Treasury, but : 
an assignment of one twentieth part of whatever j 
might be paid by the United States, in land or j 
money, was to be given to them, You may call : 
it, if you please, a chose in action. It was an un- | 
recovered debt. It was uncertain and contingent, | 
bat the courts of equity regard it as an equitable | 


assignment of that much money; so that when i 
the treaty of 1846, which ascertained the amount | 
due to the western Cherokees, was made and con- | 
cluded by the Government, I take it for granted 

that, according to an equitable view of the case, i 
there was one twentieth part of that money, the ; 
real ownership to which had been parted with, | 
and the titleto which these Indians had transferred | 
to the Messrs. Kendall, by instruments of the very | 


highest solemnity, and secured by every legal se- i 


curity and safeguard which could be thrown | 
around the transaction. i 
took not only a power of attorney, to represent ! 
the Indians themselves at the Treasury, but they 
were to receive one twentieth. But the Indians: 
made an assignment and divestiture of their inter- 


est in that mach money, and this was to be paid į 


The Messrs. Kendall: 


by the very parties of the Cherokee nation with | 
| 


whom we made the treaty of 1846. 

Now, as to the competency of these parties to 
make a contract to bind the western Cherokees. 
If they were competent to enter into the treaty of 


1846, and release all their undefined claims against || 


the Government, they were just as 
provide for these agents, J 
they were enabled to bring about the provisions of 
the treaty. 


conipetent to 


But the agents seem to have antici- | 


[i 


i 
j 


| 


by whose instrumentality || 


pated something like a difficulty of this kind, and, i 
after the conelusion of the treaty, they took from | 
the same men who had then concluded it, an in- | 
strument which reaffirmed the provisions of the | 


old contract, and in whieh they again authorized 


the Government and officers of the United States | 


to pay one twentieth of all that might be allowed i 
to them, This agreement was made by the same ; 


parties who coneladed the treaty, not only before 
Itwas made, but after it was made. 
teney of these parties to hind the western, or Old 


Settler Cherokees, cannot be called in questien for | 


a moment, 


The comne- i 


r oe . i 
The question is, therefore, there having been an 


equitable essienment of one twentieth ot the 


ceeds, and there having been executed s power of 


pro- i 


attorney, coupled with an interest, which was! 


in its natare irrevocable, the United States should 


be liable, having in thelr awn wrong, after notice | 


of the fact, 
general terms of the appropriation. 
gentlemen are mistaken, who say the a 
tion was made by its gen 


ppropria- 


uted per capita, “That was net in th 


e body of the 
ame: 
oceasion; but I think that a proviso was offered 


afterwards, by the Senator from Wisconsin, and : 
attached to the end of it, which provided that no | 
y appropriated in that bill should 


part of the mone 
be naid to any assignee, 


paid this amount of money under the: 
Bat T think: 


! terms to be distrib- : 


dment which | had the honor to offer on that: 


The question presented is, haw much of that 
we bed control over? How much of it 
riate? The Committee on In- 
took all these subjects into consider- ! 
ation, and cencluded that nineteen twentieths of it: 
belonged to the Cherokees, and that there waa one; 


twentieth the ownership to which they had 


parted | but I aver, in the fi 


knowledge of the facts, to apply to other persons, 


These assignments were filed in the office of the Í 


Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and during the 
time when the appropriation was being considered, 


the present claimants, lest they might be con- 


-with and to which we had not any right, in full | 


cluded, by not making their claim known, took | 


the precaution of filing a solemn protest and re- 


monstrance against the payment of the one twen- | 
tieth part, or the five per cent., to the Indians. ji 
That presents the legal question, whether or not | 
| a trustee for the disbursement of a fund, who has 


received notice that a portion of it has undergone 
the operation of an equitable assignment, does not 


pay in his own wrong when he disburses money | 
| which is equitably not his own and paysit over to | 


the wrong parties. 


It was upon that simple view of the legal ques- | 


tion that the committee believed the United States 


were responsible; and if we are mistaken in the i 
question of law, then there is no foundation for 

| the claim; but we gave to it the best consideration 
as a mere question | 


that we were able, and decided 


of law that the United States were liable, I be- 


lieve that if it could be made a judicial question the : 


Supreme Court would decide that the United States | 


were liable, upon the ground that, as trustees, | 


they had misapplied the trust fund, contr: 
the known intention of the par 


ary to: 
ty who created the | 


trust. I, myself, would much prefer an amend- : 
ment that would make this a judicial question, and | 


which would submit the rights of this Government 
to the test of a judicial decision; for if the question 


of law is against the claimants here there is no | 
ground whatever for the claim; and if the question : 


of law is in their favor, we are making a political 
out of what should be a judicial question; and I 
am not in favor of that in’ any case where we can 
avoid it. The amendment, however, has not been 
presented in that shape, and I submit my view 
alone upon the legal question. 

As to the equity of the claim, we must all ad- 


mit that it comes in a most graceless form before | 


the Senate, for it is not 
the United States r 
and we know something of 
Senators indulge, based upon the ubuses of the 
system of agencies which hasgrownup. 1 know 


that no kind of favor is now extended towards | 


these men. But the Committee on Indian A fairs 
base this claim upon the ground of the legal lia- 
bility of the United States, which we believe could 


be enforced in a court of justice if the amendment | 


had taken a form to make this a judicial instead of 
a political question. 


l have submitted these remarks because I 
thought that Senators omitted to state, in the opin- į 
ions which they had given, one important fact— í 


that this was not the simple constituting of a 


power of attorney, but it is what gentlemen of : 
the law familiarly denote a power of attorney ‘ 


coupled with an interest, which we know always 
operates as an assignment irrevocable in its char- 
acter. It is regarded by the courts as part of the 


security of the claim, and the administration of: 
are placed 


the rights of parties concerned under it 


upon the footing of equitable parties in interest. 


Mr. BADGER. Although I have not fully re- 


covered from the blushes brought to my cheek by 


the compliment bestowed by my friend from Ar- || 
kansas, [Mr. Senasrrav,] yet I feel myself bound | 


to answer as well as I can the questions which he 
has propounded. And first, as to the power of 
attorney coupled with an interest, which he says 


| is not revocable. That is very true; but it only 
een the per- i 


leaves it as a power of attorney betw 


sons who made it and their agents. The principal ; 


cannot revoke the power, but it is still a power 
from him; and I undertake to say that if there he 
a power of attorney irrevoc 


cable authorizing A B` 


to collect a debt of C D, C D would nevertheless | 


have the right to 
my friend will not dispute it. That is the whole 
question here. 
cipal, the question is w 
a responsibility to the agent 


whether the right 
of the agents being 


constituted by their principal 


Having paid the debt to the prin- | 
hether we thereby incur | 


pay the principal, and I suppose ` 


ceases when we pay the principal, or whether we | 


are hound also to pay the agent? That is the 
nount of the matter. 


r 


In this case, so for as I have discovered, there - 
Is no assignment. But suppose there were. Ido. 


not want to bring any 


ot presumed by any one that :' 
eceived any consideration at all; 
that feeling in which : 


question here unnecessarily; ; 
rst place, that the assignment i! 


of aclaim against the Government, is a matter 
which the Government is at liberty to treat as 
valid, or not valid, at its pleasure. How does a 
man who has a claim against this Government 
obtain the right to make the Government indebted 
to somebody else except himself? No such claim 
exists under the common law. It is altogether 
under the commercial law, and by statute, that 
choses in action are assignable. 

The principle of the common law ig, that open, 
unliquidated demands arenever assignable; and the 
ground upon which it proceeds is, thatno mancan 
be made debtor to another without his own consent. 
If the Government, therefore, owe this money to 
these principals, unless we choose to recognize 
the assignment, it has no obligatory force. We 
may recognize it and pay to the assignee, and the 


| assignor cannot complain, because he authorized 


it to be done. We may repudiate it, and pay the 
whole amount to the assignor, and the assignee 
cannot complain, because we had no contract with 
him. 

But this case stands on a totally different footing. 
The treaty upon its face makes this claim unassign- 
able, and requires that the money shall be paid, not to 
any agent or assignee, but to the persons to whom 
it is directly due. If, therefore, these persons 
made assignments, and trafficed in them against 
the law, they acquired no tide. The treaty care- 
fully guarded against the pretense of interposing 
agents who could receive the money, and retain 
what portions of it they pleased, leaving their 
poor, miserable, red principals to take whatever 
they should think proper to dribble out to them, 
to relieve them in their necessities and distresses, 
Here is the provision of the treaty: 

“ And itis further agreed, that the per capita allowance 
to be paid as aforesaid shall not be as signable, but shall be 
paid direeuy to the person entitled to it. or to his heirs or 
legal representatives by the agent of the United States.” 

Mr. COOPER. ‘Will the honorable Senator 
tell me when that treaty was made? 

Mr. BADGER. It was in 1846. 

Mr. COOPER. The agreement was in 1843. 

Mr. BADGER. It might have been in 1823, 
for all the bearing it has on this case, I care not 
about the agreement. ‘I'he treaty was our con- 
tract. We were no parties to the agreement. 
We agreed with the Indians to pay the money to 
them. The Indians stipulated from us that we 
should not allow it to be paid to any attorneys or 
agents. We had, therefore, no right, as honest 
men, to pay it to an attorney after the stipula- 
tions of the treaty. 

Mr. WALKER. If we had paid the amount 
to attorneys, would not the Indians have had a 
valid claim against us according to the treaty? 

Mr. BADGER. Undoubtedly. According to 
the clause of the treaty which I have read, if we 
had paid the money to the agents or attorneys, 
the Indians might well have rendered a claim 
against us for it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Perhaps it is my duty to these 
Cherokees that 1 should say one word. I have 
had some knowledge of their character from the 
fact that one of my friends has been their agent. 
I believe, from all I can learn of that people, that 
they would be the last, deliberately, to repudiate 
a debt. F have learned that they are remarkably 
cautious in making their contracts, and they are 
faithful in the observance of treaty stipulations. 
The fact that they have thought proner to refuse 
this debt, which these gentlemen have brought 
against them, is rather a satisfactory answer to 
the reasons that have been urged forit. They are 
a faithful people. I stand here to say for them 
this much, that I doubt whether, In a court of 
justice, these claimants would stand very well, 
even according to the views presented hy the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, [Mr. Ses ASTIAN.] I believe 
he is entirely correct in saying that a power of 
attorney, coupled with an interest, is nat revoca- 
ble. Stili, the gentleman insists that this Govern- 
ment was bound to take notice of a contract to 
which it was nota party. Now, when we made 
this treaty stipulation, and ordered the money to 
be paid out per capita, did Tor did any other Sen- 
ator have absolate notice of this agreement? 1 
take it for granted, thet we had no notice when 
we passed this Jaw; and, therefore, the Govern- 
ment, when it ordered the money to be paid per 
capita, cid so without any notice. 

I take it, that we cannot be compelled to re- 
cognize an obligation or ta recognize a contract 


1852. 


E. 
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made with other persons, of which we ourselves | 
had no notice; and I say, we ought not, as a Gov- | 
ernment, to be hampered by these collateral agree- 
ments, Jt would be a very strange state of things 
if we were to be hampered in making treaties with 
the Indi by collateral agreements, made by 
them with their agents. I am not so sure that if 
we were a court of equity, and had to adjudicate 
this question as a question affecting an assignee, 
the consideration would not form-a part of the | 
decree of the court. Ido not know that the con- 
tract was founded on an adequate consideration. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BADGER. Ihavean amendment to offer í 
which is very plain, and which I hope will com- : 
mend itself to the favorable consideration of the 
Senate. ‘There is to be found in this bill a provis- 
ion in these words. 

“To pay the claim as adjusted by the accounting officers | 
of the United States Treasury, in favor of David Taylor, un- | 
der the tatter clanse of the thirteenth articie of the Chero- | 
Kee treaty, concluded at New Echota, December 29, 1835, | 
and approved by the Senate, 812.800, and to be paid out € 
the balanee of the appropriations of July 2d, 1836, under the : 


act entitled ‘An act making further appropriations for car- ` 


rying into effect certain Indian treaties.’ * f 


My amendment is to strike out this clause, and 
to insert in lieu of it, the following: 

To pay the claim of David "Taylor, as adjusted and found i 
due by the Second Auditor of the Treasury on the Ith : 
of Mareh, 1852, under the latter clause of the thirteenth ar- i 
ticle of the treaty with the Cherokees, conciuded at New | 
Echota, on the 29th of December, 1835, and approved by 
the Senate, 3 04, and to be paid out of the balance of i 
the appropriations of July 2, 1836, under the act entitled 
“An act making further appropriations for carrying into | 
effect certain Ludian treaties.” 

J will explain in a word the effect of this amend- , 
ment, and the ground upon which it is founded. | 
Its effect is to give David Taylor interest upon the | 
sum which tie bill, as it comes from the House, 
proposes to give him, The ground.upon which | 
itis proposed to give interest is this: T'wo Attor- 
neys General in succession decided that David 
Taylor’s claim was an adjudicated claim by the 
commissioner under the treaty, and ought to have 
been paid. 
way of procuring payment. The Senate haveon | 
three several occasions put the appropriation into | 
a bill, for the purpose of paying bim; but upon | 
committees of conference, it has been ruled out; 
by the House of Representatives. Finally, as 
the Senate know, at this session the President 
gent usa nomination of a commissioner under the | 
treaty, with a view to pass upon the claim. kti 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. | 
That committee reported unanimously that there | 
was no necessity for the commissioner, for the | 
claim had been already adjudicated by the former : 
commissioner. That report was unanimously 
concurred in by the Senate. The case stands, then, 
thus: This was a claim under that treaty, adju- | 
dicated hy the commissioner, payable by the 
United States, and for which a warrant ought, 
years ago, to have been issued; but the difficulty | 
ig, that since certain discussions in the House of 
Representatives, with regard to interest upon a 


certain large claim, the executive officers have got |! 


arv 
ay 


go seary thet they are almost afraid to allow inter- 


est on anything. 


against the United States years ago, for this sum |; 

of money, by the proper commissioner under the | 

treaty, and tl 
in the 


Lat 


ne proposition now is whether, it | 
nature of a judgment, the Unite 
t not to pay it, That is the whole | 


Vy 
the bill, it! 
ury Dep 
interest, 
tween officers. £ 
vision as it stands in the bill. 


NTER. As the provision stands in 
ccording to the estimate of the Treas- ; 
ment. They r ed there to allow | 
The question seems to be a contest be- | 
Tam willing to vote for the pro- | 


the allowance of interest. 
Mr. BADGER. Thecase is th l 
itor allowed the interest, and allowed it rightfully; 


but, as I said, the Secretary of the Treasury was i 
llow it, because, I suppose, there has | AS 

F a l v. C. M. BUTLER. 
been so much fass and disturbance about the al- : by the Re 


ł 


afraid to 


lowance of interest. If the United States are not 
to pay interest in this case, in what case are they? 
This is a claim which was adjudicated by the 
proper oflicers fourteen years ago, and allowed 
against the Government. 

Mr. BELL. Who is in default? 

Mr. BADGER. I will not enter into the ques- 


Still, there were difficulties in the i; 


This case was adjudicated ii 


1 understand a ; 
recent decision in the Department has been against i 


| ment 


The Aud- |: 


| The SPEAKER. The question before the 


| to be made by Mr. Walker, then the Secretary of 


| tee on Indian Affairs, and I find the documents 


| sums of money appropriated by this aet to any Indian or 


tion of default. The claim should have been paid 
long ago. I understand that years ago, during | 
Mr. Polk’s administration, an order was made out 
for a warrant directing the payment of this money | 


the Treasury, when certain gentlemen went to || 
the President and procured from him a direction | 
to the Secretary (for what reasons I know not) to | 
rescind the order. The Senate have three times i 
examined the case, and ordered the money to be į 
paid; and it will be the shortest measure of jus- 
tice, or rather the grossest injustice, which has 
ever been committed to any man by this Govern- 
ment, if the claim is not paid with interest. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I renew the amendment 
which was rejected as in Committee of the Whole, 
to insert the following in the bill: 

That the Secretary of War be directed to pay to eacho 
the survivors, or to the heirs of those who have died,of the | 
Seminole warriors who were mustered into the service of | 
the United States, at Fort Brooke, in Deceinber, 1835, an | 
amount equal to three months? pay and allowance ofa pri- | 
vate soldier in the Army of the United States: Provided, | 
"That the amount so paid shall not exceed 83,870 : And pro- 
vided, clso, ‘That such amount paid shall be in full of all 
claims of snid friendly Seminoles, during the Florida war, 
for compensation and for indemnity on account of losses 
sustained. 

I will not go into a statement of the case. Sev- 
eral Senators who objected to it when in Com- 
mittee of the Whole have since become satisfied 
thatit isall right. I have reviewed the report 
which I made under the direction of the Commit- 


| 
l 


i 

i 
i 
| 
| 
| 
i 


f: 


sustain me in everything. The evidence is con- 
clusive, Those Indians never were paid. An 
estimate from the Paymaster’s Department in 
1850 shows that they bad not been paid. Under ; 
this state of the case, I will simply submit the 
amendment again. In point of fact, it was car- 
ried before; but the vote was announced as a tie, 
because a Senator voting in favor of it was over- 
looked. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the question will be | 
taken without debate. I am notdisposed to renew |! 
the discussion, though I shall not vote for the | 
amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. WALKER. I offer the following amend- | 
as an additional section: : 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the several 


i 
Indians, shall be paid directly to the Indian or fudians cn- 
titted thereto, in person, and not to any agent or attorney of | 
said Indian or Indians, whether such attorney or agent may | 
have been constituted by a written power of attorney or | 


otherwise 3 and that no person shall be appointed or eon- || ¢ 


tinued as an agent of the Govermnent, to make any such 
payment, who holds, or is interested in, any contract with 
any Indian or Indians r tioned in this act; and that be- |; 
fore any person shall be allowed to make any such pay 

ment, or any disbursement of money herein appropriated, 
he shall take and sttbscribe an Gath before some competent |} 
authority, to be filed in the Department of the Interior, that j: 
he does not bold, and is not interested, either directly or in- 
directly, in any contract of any kind, with any Iudia or 
indians mentioned in this act; and that he will not, during 


i| the contimnance of his duties, become a holder of, or inter- || 
Li ested in, any such contract. 


j 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
No further amendments being proposed, the i 

amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and i 

the bill to be read a third time. H 

SAULT STE. MARIE. | 
Mr. CASS. I desire to give notice to the chair- | 

man of the Committee on Finance, that I shall j 

hold him to his promise, and trust he wil aid | 

me to get up the bill providing for the construc- + 

tion of a ship canal around the Fails of the Sault 

Ste. Marie. 

Mr. MASON. 

o the consideration of Executive business. 
The motion was not agreed to. 

On motion the Senate adjourned. 


I move that the Senate proceed | 


u 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 
WEDNESDAY, August 11, 1852. i 

The House met at eleveno’clock,a.m. Prayer 
*Phe Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 


House is the motion to commit House bill No. H 
| 146, to regulate the fees of clerks, marshais, and | 

attorneys in the circuit and district courts of the: 
United States to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 


[i 
$ 


| House, admonish me to be very brief. 


Mr. McLANAHAN. . Mr. Speaker, the near 
approach of the termination of this session of 
Congress, and the great amount of important 
business yet remaining for the action of this 
I promise 
to occupy but a very few minutes of time this 
morning. Nor shall { linger for a moment upon 
the threshold, but will endeavor to enter at once 
upon the merits of this subject. 
T'he measure proposed is one of retrenchment 
and reform; and whilst gentlemen upon this floor 
almost unanimously see the necessity for the action 


i which the Committee on the Judiciary propose to 
i have, although gentlemen all-yield their assent to 


the demands of the country for some such meas- 
ure, yet we find here, and we find there, objections 
urged against it; and ultimately every member 
opposed to the bill is willing to submit a motion 
that it be commitied to the Committee of the 


| Whole on the state of the Union, indicating at 


the same time that their intention is not to defeat 
the measure, but that they send it there for the 
purpose of emendation and improvement. 

I hope this motion will not prevail. Measures 
to draw millions from the public Treasury pass 
this Congress with but faint and feeble opposition; 
but, sir, when a measure intended to guard the 
public treasure, and protect the rights of the 
people, is introduced, gentlemen professing to ap- 
prove the scheme with seeming kindness move to 
refer it to a committee where it rests forever. 

It is well known that if this measure goes to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
it goes there once and forever. You commit it to 
the tomb of the Capulets, ‘ to sleep the last sleep, 
that knows no waking.” Sir, the loving kindness 
of such gentlemen is death to the proposition, and 
they know it. I ask this House, then, not to 
be led away hy arguments such as these, because 
those who oppose the bill, saying that the fees and 
emoluments are too high, and those who say that 
they are too low, as well as those who allege that 
the measure in itself is correct, but think there 
ought to be some slight and trifling amendments, 


: whatever means they adopt to serve their pur- 


poses, they all arrive at the same end, and that is 
the ultimate defeat of this measure. 

[tis estimated by the Department that the enact- 
ment of this bill into a law, will save to the public 
Treasury at least $150,000 per annum; and while 
this saving is made to the public Treasury, it will 
save at least double that sum, which is now an- 
nually extracted from the pockets of those whose 
faults or misfortunes carry them into courts of 
justice. 

Let us for a moment examine the reasons why 
these gentlemen ask fora reference to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The gentlemen from New York (Messrs, Haven 
and Sxymorr] tell us that this bill would be all 
right, provided it allowed the taxation of costs in 


' the Federal courts of the city of New York, accord- 
ii ing to the existing laws of the State of New York. 


In other words, they tell us it is all right if we 


| regnact the law as it now stands, reénact the law 


as it is this day, and allow the officers of the courts 


| of justice in the city and State of New York, to 


practice the same impositions upon the Govern- 


ment and upon the people that they are practicing 


now. 

The one hundred and sixty-seventh paragraph 
of the appropriation act of 1842, limits the fees to 
be received by the marshals, district attorneys, and 
clerks in the Federal courts of the State of New 
York, in all cases to the fees allowed by the laws 
f that State to sheriff, clerks, and district attor- 


“ neys of the State. And yet, I undertake to assert, 
| without the fear of successful contradiction, that 
‘| since the passage of the statute of New York, re- 
‘i ducing and regulating costs and fees in the year 


1848, there never has been one account certified 


: and allowed against the United States under the 


provisions of that law. Where is the use of re 


| enacting what is now the Jaw, when we have 
: abundant evidence before us that the law, as it 


exists, never has been,and never will be executed? 
Such legislation would be preposterous and idle. 
The gentleman from the southern district of 
New York [Mr. Seymour] has informed the House 
that there is no complaint upon the part of the 
people in the State of New York about the sys- 
tem of the taxation of costs. Sir, he has looked 
at but one side of this question. I have in my 
possession a letter from ane of the most eminent 


i 
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lawyers in New York, from one who stands 
amongst the very foremost at the bar of the city 
of New York—a man no more distinguished for 
his legal ability-than he is for the probity of his 
character—I mean (and I am authorized to use 
his name) Daniel Lord. He has sent me a tran- 
script, which I hold in my hand. I desire gen- 
tlemen to look at it. It is the case of Joshua 
Crosby vs. Moses H. Grinnell & Co., in the dis- 
trict court of the city of New York in March last. 
The record is a short one; there it is, {holding it 
up.] The decree is for $86. And the costs are 
only $340 88! Here, too, is the attorney’s bill in 
this case, covering eight pages of foolscap, em- 
bracing nearly three hundred items of costs, and 
amounting to $241 88. Out of the $340 88 taxed 
and allowed in this case, the attorney of the suc- 
cessful party receives §241 88. This is a case 
between private parties of costs taxed under the 
fee bill of the State statute of 1848. . And this is 
thesystem that gentlemen from New York ask us 
to adhere to. Sir, Mr. Lord thinks this is wrong, 
and I, with every other member of the Judiciary 
Committee, fully concur with him in opinion. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether 
the proceeding to which he alludes is a common- 
law proceeding, or an admiralty proceeding? 

Mr. McLANAHAN., It is a proceeding on 
the admiralty side of the court, and there is the 
record; any member of this House could copy it 
in thirty minutes. The recovery was $36, and 
the costs were $340 88! 

Mr. SEYMOUR. TI wish to say, as the gen- 
tleman has alluded to me, although Edo not reside 
in the southern district of New York, that the 
amendment which I proposed, and which I should 
have been happy to have discussed at greater 
length, proposed to leave the costs of suits in ad- 
miralty and under maritime jurisdiction, and all 
suits where the United States are a party, to the 
Operation of the bill introduced by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania; for it is such suits, and such 
only, that the abuses stated by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania have been felt under the present law, 
My amendment proposes only to exempt from the 
operation of the bill before the House all other civil 
suits between individual citizens. In such cases 
the costs are regulated by the laws of the several 
States, according to the practice prevailing in each, 
and they should continue to be so regulated. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Why, sir, if you ex- 
empt the State of New York in any part or parcel, 
you destroy the whole influence and operation of 
the bill, What is it, sir? It is a measure that 
proposes to equalize the costs in the courts of jus- 
tice throughout the United States. It is a propo- 
sition that would enable the gentleman from Geor- 
gia to goto the State of New York to try his cause 


there, conscious at the moment when he left home | 


that the taxation of costs for services rendered in 
the State of New York would be no more than he 
paid in Georgia for the same services in the Federal 
courts. That will be the operation of this bill, if 
it becomes a law. 

Mr. HAVEN. I want to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MeLana- 
HAN] to one point. He says this bill establishes 
an uniform system throughout the United States. 


If he will look at this bill, on page nine, from the || 


one hundred and eighty-second to the one hun- 
dred and ninetieth lines, he will find that the bill 
adopts a rule to give to marshals for serving a 
writ of possession, partition, execution, or final 
process; for seizing or levying on property; ad- 
vertising and disposing of the same by sale, set- 
off, or otherwise, &c., the same fees and pound- 
age as are or shall be allowed for similar services 
to the sheriffs of the several States respectively in 
which the service may be made. This abandons 
the dead-level rule contended for, and in some cases, 
as in Maryland, where there are different rules of 
compensation toe sheriffs in different counties, and 
will make it rather inconvenient and somewhat 
perplexing. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Ican answer that be- 
fore the proposition is stated. No man who un- 
derstands the judiciary system of the United States, 
and the principles upon which it proceeds, but 
must know tnat all the executive processes of the 
United States courts are executed according to the 
laws of the several States in which the process 
issues. There can be no other System adopted in 
regard to the executory process, and that will be 


| it is impossible to propose any rational system for | 


| should be taxed for either original or mesne pro- } 


manifest to my friend from New York, if he gives | 


the subject the least attention. And this brings | 
me to answer another objection from the gentle- | 
man from New York, [Mr. Szymour.] He says | 

| 


the uniform taxation of costs in the United States i 
courts, because the process is different in the dif- i 
ferent courts of the several States. i 


This bill proposes item fees for every item that 


cess, and it proposes that where records are made, 
orders or decrees drawn, or certificates given, a 
folio compensation of fifteen cents for every hun- j 
dred words, and of ten cents for every hundred | 
words for a copy. 

Here, sir, is a uniform system that will work, 
that can work, and that must work, if this bill is 
adopted, throughout the whole United States—a | 
System at once just, equal, equitable, and econom- i 
ical. i 

| 
i 


Mr. SEYMOUR. Will the gentleman allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Iam pressed for want | 
of time. I will endeavor to answer fairly and in- 
genuously all the arguments which I have heard 
upon this subject, and do it very briefly. 

Well, sir, I pass from the gentleman from New | 
| York, with this single observation, that his State 
is the breeding sore of all these evils, and I am 
disposed to send the knife into the very bottom of 
that sore. Take out the State of New York from | 
the operation of the bill, and t would prefer the | 
bill to fall, Let us have a remedy that will be as | 
| universal in its character as the evil, or none at all, 

Now, sir, the gentleman from the State of Mary- 
land [Mr. Bowie} objected, in very strong terms, Í 
to some of the provisions of this bill. He objects 
to the introduction of a common-law principle into 
| criminal proceedings, by which there will be a 
| consolidation of different counts in one indictment | 
of all crimes of the same grade or class which, 
under the direction of the court, may be properly 
| joined. Why, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
| Massachusetts (Mr. Mann] came to our aid on 
yesterday, and mentioned a most startling case— 
a case that of itself should put to rest forever this | 
objection. Allow me, sir, to read it: 

“Mr. Mann said: Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Vir- | 
ginia speaks of $400 or $500, as an cnormous charge. In 
the course of my practice within a few years I know aj 
case where three men were indicted for the commission of | 
a single offense, and the district attorney who had charge of | 
| the case—though all the offenses could have been embraced | 
ina single indictment, and should have been so embraced 
—made three hundred and thirty-five indietments, and 
charged $10 for cach, thas making $3,350 for what should 
have been a single case.” 


The gentleman seems to be alarmed at the sound 
| of the word consolidation. The bill proposes to 
| bring into the same indictment, in different counts, 
offenses of a similar grade and character. That 
| word consolidation, indicates to him that there is 
to be a consolidation of the Federal Government. | 
The word consolidation has no such terrors for 
|me. But the gentleman who comes from the dis- 
i trict where they have robbed the United States | 
| mail, the western district of Virginia, objects be- 
| cause only twoor three hundred attachments have 
| been issued in that court for the non-attending of į 
| witnesses, There were thirteen indictments drawn | 
up in that case, in the western district of Virginia, | 
| against a man who robbed the United States mail, | 
| when thirteen counts in the same indictment would 
| have covered the whole case, and answered every 
purpose. The gentleman objects to it, because, : 
to his mind, it is subversive of the whole judiciary : 
system, because it brings to light an abuse in the i 
district he has the honor to represent upon this | 


floor, and because, forsooth, it militates against | 
what might be the spirit and meaning of the reso- | 
| lutions of ’98. 
Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman permit | 
; me to correct a misrepresentation he has made? | 
Mr. McLANAHAN., 1 yield tothe gentleman 
| to make the correction. If Ihave made a misrep- 
i resentation, it has been unconsciously. 

Mr. LETCHER. The gentleman says that I 
oppose this bill because it brings to light an abuse | 
in the western district of Virginia. Such a state- i 
i ment is wholly unfounded. Í opposed it for no i 
such reason. I have said nothing which can war- f 
rant such a declaration as that just made by the 
| gentleman from Pennsylvania. On the contrary, | 


they ought to be corrected. I have insisted that i 


| claiming will be necessary in all cases. 


I have uniformly said, that where abuses existed, i 


this bill would not correct the evil of which he 
complains, but in its operation would multiply 
evils; that it could not result otherwise than most 
mischievously. Sir, I have never been the advo- 
cate of abuses in any department of the Govern- 
ment, nor will I sit still and hear myself thus mis- 
represented. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. That is a wild allega- 
tion, It is wide of the mark. What does it 
mean? He is opposed to a section because other 
parts of the bill will work injuriously. He tells us 
that he is not opposed to the bill because in ‘this 
discussion the abuse of the process of the court in 
his own district has been made manifest by the 
report of the Judiciary Committee. Well, sir, be 
itso. The gentleman does not sanction abuses, 
but places his opposition on other grounds. Lam 
at a loss to determine what they are. 

Ihe gentleman from Virginia knew that all these 
very witnesses were brought into court, discharged, 
i and no fines inflicted, but the Government of the 
United States had to pay for their contumacious 
conduct. And more than this, sir, not only at- 
tachments issued against each of the witnesses in 
one case, but attachments issued against each of 
the witnesses in every case. How the gentleman 
can reconcile such proceedings to his own sense of 
propriety, I cannot understand. 

Gentiemen talk about a section of this bill con- 
solidating such suits, and tell us that it is opposed 
to the spirit of the Constitution, and against the 
genius of our institutions. Why, sir, the argu- 
ment—not to be offensive—is preposterous. The 
good sense of this House will at once brush such 
flimsy cobwebs away from the subject, and bestow 
upon it what it deserves—a practical consideration. 

My friend from the northern district of New 
York, (Mr. Llaven,] tells us that this bill willruin 
the navigation and commerce upon the lakes. I 
have seen letters from the clerk of that district, in 
which he states that we cannot get men who will 
fill the office of clerk, because the fees are so much 
reduced. There is, then, an issue between that 
gentleman and his constituent. 

Mr. HAVEN. I would inquire whether the 
gentleman does not allude to the clerk who taxed 
in the case of the Ogoutz? 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I cannot tell. I sup- 
pose the gentleman [Mr. Seymour} who repre- 
sents another district of New York, and who is 
opposed to the provisions of this bill, might, with 
the same degree of propriety, argue that it would 
injure the commerce and navigation of the Hud- 
son river, for the improvement of which the gen- 
tleman’s eloquence obtained an appropriation of 
$50,000. No, sir; the bill will do no such thing. 
These objections are far-fetched and so futile that 
their very statement against this measure should 
impart to it additional vigor. The commerce and 
navigation of the State of New York, whether on 
the lakes or on the river, cannot fail to flourish 
whether the bill passes or is defeated. Let the 
gentlemen quiet their fears on that score. 

It has been objected that this bill takes away 
from the j power of certifying and allow- 


judges the 
ing bills of costs. It does so in every case in 
which the United States are concerned, but in re- 
gard to the taxation of costs between parties, it 
leaves their taxation to the court. I had occasion 
to observe a few days ago, in opening this discus- 
sion, that in cases in which the United States was 
a party, the marshal shall, by virtue of one para- 
graph in the proposed bill, on the order of the 
court, pay the jurors and witnesses such fees as 
they may be entitled to by law, to be allowed to 
him on his settlement of his accounts at the Treas- 


of the marshals, clerks, district attorneys, or com- 
missioners, is not necessary when presented at the 


‘| ury. But the certificate of the judge to the accounts 
| 


| Treasury Department. The oath of the party 


This will 
relieve the court from an onerous burden, and 
save the judges from the disagreeable necessity of 
acting as auditors and accounting officers of the 
Government. But, sir, I must be frank to say, 
if the experience of the past—if all that has been 
made public by the reports of the Comptroller—if 
all that has been said upon this floor in regard to 
the practice in the States of Massachusetts, New 
York, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, and other States—if the conduct of the 
judiciary in all these is not sufficient to warn this 
House of the evils of such a system, then let the 
Judges allow and certify, 
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Mr. Speaker, it would be impossible to say what 
would now be the judicial expenses of this Gov- 
ernment if the certificate of the judge was final. 
I think I would hazard nothing in placing them at 
$1,000,000 per annum. But, sir, it never was in- 
tended that the judge’s certificate should be con- 
clusive. ‘The decisions of several of our Attorneys 
General have been given on this point, (Mr. Crit- 
tenden was the last;) and they all concur.in opin- 
ion that the judge’s certificate is not final. The 
judge is not an accounting officer—neither, indeed, 
should he be. 
Congress order the accounts allowed and certified 
by the judges to be sent to the Register of the 
Treasury to be entered, so that he could certify 
the balance due to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and enable him to draw a warrant for the claim- 


ant, without the useless formality of sending them | 
If such was the law, the | 


to accounting officers ? 
office of the Comptroller would bea useless sine- 
cure. The lamp of experience should guide us in 
this matter. And, sir, would our past experience 
of the manner in which some of the judges, with- 
out law and against law, have certified accounts 
justify us in adhering to the present plan? This 
would be unwise and impolitic. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Letcner] 
says that the Executive officer ought to turn out 
those who are guilty of these abuses. He knows 
as well as I do, that it isnot competent for the 
President of the United States to discharge a judge, 
or to meddle with his clerk. If the attorney and 


marshal bring an account before the judge, and | 


he certifies it, it has upon its face the impress of 
the law, and would the gentleman ask for uncon- 
stitutional Executive interference against the judi- 
ciary branch of the Government? Ft is contrary 
to the dignity of our courts that the judges should 
be the accounting and auditing officers of the Gov- 
ernment. The law has placed these arduous duties 
in other hands, and placed it there wisely and dis- 
creetly; for it never was intended that the courts 
should form a constituent part of the Executive 
Department of the Government. No, sir, checks 
and balances have been interposed in our system, 
and accounting officers are made under oath to 
act upon all subjects referred to them by law. 
Mr. Whittlesey, the present First Comptroller, 
deserves much credit for the manner in which he 
has resisted these innovations upon the Treasury. 

Now, sir, gentlemen pretend to say that the 
system which this bill proposes to introduce, will 
change the whole judiciary policy of this Govern- 
ment. Ideny it. But suppose it does. Sucha 
reason as that is not going tointimidate me. Iam 
one of those who are ready to scale, at any time 
when the occasion offers, these moss-covered bat- 
tlements of error, and to plant upon them the stand- 
ardof right and justice. Abuses in our Federal 
courts, and frauds upon our public Treasury, are 


known and admitted to exist, by every member on | 


this floor. 

Then, why not attempt a remedy? Sir, to my 
mind, precedent never did and never can justify 
abuse, and time never can and never shall sanctify 
corruption. Let me, then, entreat the repre- 
sentatives of the people now, after a session of 
nearly nine months in this Hall, to pass this one 
measure of retrenchment and reform; and when 
you return to your homes, bear it with you, and 
present it to your long-suffering and patient con- 
stituents as a peace-offering for the past. 

The SPEAKER, The question recurs upon 
the motion to commit the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I desire to submit 
astatement of a case within my knowledge, with 
the consent of the gentleman. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can proceed 
only by unanimous consent, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania has yielded the floor. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Ihave yielded the floor, 
but I should be happy to hear the statement of the 
gentleman from Florida. 

‘The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the gen- 
tleman proceeding to make his statement? 

Mr. MASON. Tobject. 

Mr. BRIGGS demanded tellers upon the motion 
tocommitthe bill; which were ordered; and Messrs. 
Fourier, of Maine,and Briees were appointed. 

The question was thentaken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 26, noes notcounted. So the motion 
to commit to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union was lost. 


Tf it were otherwise, why did not | 


' first clause of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. j 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
tion, y 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts whether 
the gentleman can withdraw it. The existence 
of that proposition may have been a reason for the 
ordering of the previous question, on the part of | 
some gentlemen. i 

The question was taken, and the motién to re-! 
commit was disagreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
agreeing to the amendments of the Judiciary Com- | 
mittee. | 

The first amendment of the Judiciary Commit- | 
tee was read and agreed to, as follows: i 

J. Strike ont the twenty-third and twenty-fourth tines, : 
viz: “ Whena commission with interrogatories is issued to } 
take testimony, the additional sum of $5,” and insert “ For | 
each deposition taken and admitted as evidence in the | 
cause, $2 50. 


i 
Mr. HAVEN, I wish to inquire whether there | 
| 
| 
| 


I withdraw that mo- 


was more than oneamenGment which was in fact | 
pending? The Chair will remember that I pro- 
posed to offer amendments to some of the subse- ;: 
quent amendments, and the Chair ruled that there 
could be but one amendment pending ata time. | 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New! 
York (Mr. Haven] misunderstood the Chair. í 
Only the amendments of the committee were be- ' 
forethe body. Several amendments are pending | 
in the shape of areport from the committee. i 

Mr. HAVEN. My proposition was to amend | 
the last of these amendments, and I understood it | 
to be out of order. | 

The SPEAKER. Out of order until that part } 
of the bill was reached. i 

Mr. HAVEN. For the reason then that a prior , 
amendment was pending? i 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. Let the Chair 
be understood by the gentleman. Several amend- 
ments are proposed by the committee—one to the | 
If the committee had pro- ; 
posed no amendment to that first clause, an amend- | 
ment to that first clause would have been in order ! 
if moved by any member upon the floor. The | 
committee proposes to amend the first clause, and i! 
that amendment must be first voted upon, and | 
would be amendable except for the reason that | 
the previous question cuts it off, so that it is not | 
in order to receive or entertain an amendment to | 
the second, third, or fourth amendments proposed 
by the committee. 

Mr. HAVEN. My understanding of it runs | 
exactly parallel with that of the Chair, that up to! 
the point of passing the first amendment, but one | 
amendment can be received. Now, if this were 
to be treated as but one amendment, I then hada 
right to propose to amend the last proposition in | 
that one amendment. i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the ' 
amendments of the Judiciary Committee to be sev- || 
eral distinct amendments. ‘ | 

Mr. HAVEN. That being so, then but one of | 
them could be well received at the time, or if re- | 
ceivable, I had a right to propose to amend it. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair differs with the ii 


the operation of the previous question. That is 
the universal practice under our law. it 

Mr. HAVEN. Then it would seem to follow |: 
that an amendment to an amendment properly | 
pending might have been made. ji 

The SPEAKER. The effect of the decision of ‘| 
the Chair would be this: if there was no previous |! 
question operating, each amendment, in its turn, | 
would be amendable; but by the express law of jj 
the House, the amendment is cut off by the oper- į 
ation of the previous question. The Chair could | 
not entertain an amendment proposed to the Jast | 
amendment of the committee. | 

Mr. HAVEN. That was the only question. i| 
Although it was the last amendment, it was still a! 
pending amendment. i 

The SPEAKER. The amendments proposed : 
by the committee are to be taken up in the same | 
order as the clauses to which they are applicable | 
are considered. Amendments proposed to the | 
amendments of the committee can only be consid- | 
ered in the order in which the clauses are consid- | 


| or other property, attached or 


ered, the same as if these clauses were separate | 


sections. The gentleman will recollect that the 
Chair made an effort to have the House, by unan- 
imous consent, consider those amendments as be- 
fore the body. 

Mr. HAVEN, The Chair will understand that 
I was in no way complaining of the action of the 
Chair. I was only noticing the operation of the 
thing, by which I lost the benefit of. offering my 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rules, 
will be compelled to rule out of order any propo- 
sition to amend. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iam not very familiar with 
the rules of order, and I could not hear distinctly 
what the Chair said in the conversation with the 
gentleman from New York, [Mr. Haven.] Dol 


| understand the Chair to say that no amendments 


can be offered to this bill except those reported by 
the Cominittee on the Judiciary? 

The SPEAKER. Those amendments are all 
that can be voted upon, for the reason that the 
previous question has cut off everything else—ev-~ 
ery thing which was not pending before the House 
when the previous question was moved. 

The other amendments of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, from two to fifteen, both inclusive, were 
considered and adopted, as follows, viz: 


2. Strike out the word “like,” in the following clause, 
viz: “A Jike compensation of $5 shalt be allowed for ser~ 
vices rendered in cases removed from a district to a circuit 
court by writ of error or appeal.” 

3. In the following clause, viz: “ For traveling from the 
place of his abode to the place of holding any court of the 

Inited States in his district ten cents per mile for going, 
and ten cents for returning,” insert after the word “ dis- 
trict,” in the 89th line, “and to the place of any examina- 
tion before a judge or commissioner of a person or persons 
charged with erime.?? 

4. In the following paragraph, viz: “(In any case where 
a district attorney has heretofore prosecuted or defended a 
suit in which the United States was concerned, in a dis- 
triet where the law allows no taxable attorneys’ fees, and 
tor which he has received no compensation, except bis per 
diem and annual salary, he shall bo paid for his services 
according to the provisions of this aet,” strike ont the 
word ‘ heretofore,” and iusert “ during the tast six years. ? 

5. Insert at the end of the following clause, viz: “When- 
ever two or more indictments, suits, or proceedings, are, or 
shall be, prosecuted, which should be joined, the district 
attorney prosecuting them shall be paid but one bill of costs 
for them alt,” the words ‘and if any attorney, proctor, or 
other person admitted to manage or conduct causes in any 
court of the United States, or of the Territories thereof, 
shall appear to have multiplied the proceedings in any 
cause before court, so as to increase costs unreasonably and 
vexatiously, such person may be required, by order of the 
court, to satisfy any excess of costs so increased.” 

6. in the following clause, viz: * For entering any re- 
turn, rule, order, continuance, judgment, decree, or recog- 
nizance, drawing any bond, or making any record, certifi- 
cate, return, or report, or a copy of any such entry or rec- 
ord, or of any paper on file, not excceding one folio, ten 
eents, and for each additional folio ten cents,” insert after 
the word “report? the words “for cach folio fifteen 
cents,” and strike out the word ‘or,” and insert “after 
report,” in lieu thereof, tand for.?? 

7. After the following clause, viz: ‘ For issuing a writ 
of subpena, twenty: five cents,” insert— 

tt Por every search for each mortgage, judgment, or other 
lien, fifteen cents.” 

8. fu the following clause, viz: ‘For travel in going 
only to serve any process, warrant, attachment, or other 
writ, including writs of subpena in civil and criminal cases, 
five cents per mile ; to be computed from the place of ser- 
‘vice to the court or place where the writ or process is re- 
turned,” &c., strike out “ five” and insert “ six.” 

9. At the end of the following clause, viz: “ Porsales of 
vessels or other property, under process in admiralty, or 
under the order of a court of admiralty, and tor receiving 
and paying the money, for any sum under $500, two and 
one half per centnm; for any larger sum, one and one guar- 

cess,” add the following: 


$2; and the necessary expenses of keeping boats, vessels, 
eled in admiralty, not ex- 
ceeding $2 50 per day; and in case the debt or claim shail 
be settled by the parties, without a sale of the property, the 
marshal shall be entitled to a commission of one per cent. 
on the first $500 of the claim or decree, and one balf of one 
per cent. on the excess over $509: Provided, That in case 
the value of the property shall be Jess than the claim, they, 
and in such case such commission shall be allowed only on 
the appraised value thereot.’? 

10. Suike outthe following clause, viz : “ For attendance 
of cach deputy, not to exceed three in number, by order of 
the court, at any term thereof, $2 per day for each day’s 
actual attendance; and for traveling from his residence to 
the place of holding court, ten cents per mile for going only 5 
said deputy performing the duty of cricr while so attending, 
for which no additional compensation shah be allowed,’’ 
and insert in lieu the following, viz: 

‘T'he respective courts of the United States shall appoint 
criers for their courts, to be allowed the sum of $2 per day ; 
and the marshals are hereby authorized to appoint sucha 
number of persons, not exceeding five, as the judges of their 
respective courts shall determine, to attend upon the grand 
and other juries, and for other necessary purposes, who shall 
be allowed for their services the sum of $2 per day, to be 
paid by, and included in the accounts of the marshal, out 
of any money of the United Statesin bis bands. The com- 
pensation to be given only for actual attendance ; and when 


August 11, 


Amend the first clause of section three so as to make it 
read as follows: 

“Suc. 3. And bheit further enacted, That every district 
attorney, clerk of a district court, clerk of a circuit court, 
aud marshal of the United States, shall, until otherwise di- 
rected by law, apon the first day of January and July in 
each year, commencing with the first day of July next, or 


within thirty days from and after the days specified, make | 
to the Secretary of the Enterior,in such form as he shall pre- | 


scribe, a return in writing, ensbracing all the tees and emolu- 


ments of their respective offices, of every name and char- | 


acter, distinguishing the fees and emoluments received or 


payable under the bankrupt act, from those received or pay- | 


able for any other service; and in the case of a marshal; 
further distinguishing the tees and emoluments received or 


payable for services by himself personally rendered, from | 


those received or payable for services rendered by a deputy; 
and also distinguishing the fees and emoluments o received 
or payable for services rendered by each deputy, by name, 
and the proportion of such fees and emoluments which, by 
the terms of his service, each deputy is to receive ; and also 
embracing all the necessary office expenses of such officer, 


together with the vouchers for the payment of the same for | 


the half year ending on the said first day of January or July, 
as the case may be, which return shall be, in all cases, veri- 
fied by theoath of the oficer making the same. And no 
district attorney shall be allowed by the said Secretary of the 
Interior 10 retain of the fees and emoluments of his said 


office, for his own personal compensation, over and above | 


his necessary office expenses, the necessary derk bire in- 
cluded, to be audited and allowed by the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury, a sum exceeding 36,090 per year, 
andatand atter that rate Ñ 
ofice; and no clerk of a district court, or clerk of a cirenit 
court, shail be allowed by the said Secretary to retain of the 
fees and emoluments of his said office, or, incase both of the 
said clerkships shall be held by the same person, of the said 
oftices, for his own personal compensation, over and above 
the necessary expenses of his office and necessary clerk bire 
included, also to he audited and allowed by the proper ac- 
counting otticers of the ‘Treasury, asum exceeding $3,500 
per year for any such district clerk, or circuit clerk, or at and 
after that rate for such time as he shall hold the ofice; and 
no marshal shall be allowed by the said Seeretary to retain 
of the fees and emoltneuts of his said office, for his own 
personal compensation, over and above a proper wiowance 


uch time as he shalt hold the | 


to bis deputies, which shallin no case exceed three fourths i 


of the fees and emoluments received as payable forthe ser- 
vices rendered by the deputy to whom the allowance is made, 
and may be reduced below that rate by the said Se 
the Interior whenever the return shall show that rate o 

lowance to be unreasonable, and over and above the nee 
sary ofice expenses of the said marshal, the necessary eler 
hire ineluded,a 
accounting officers of the Treasury, a sum exceeding $5,000 


per year, or at and after that rate for such time as he shatt | 


hold the office; and every such officer shall, with each such 


return made by him, pay into the ‘Treasury of the United | 


States, or deposit to the credit of the Treasurer thereof, 

he may be directed by the Secretary of the Interior, any su 
plus of the fecs and emoluments of his office, whieh h 
half-yearly return so made as aforesaid shall show to o 
over and above the compensation and allowances hiereinbe- 
fore authorized to be retained and paid by him. And in 
every case where the return of any saeh officer shall show 
that vsurphes may exist, the said Secretary of the Interior 
shall cause such returns to be carefully. ¢ amined, and the 
aecounts of disbe ents ta be regularly audited by the 
proper officers of his department, and an account to be 
opened with such officer in proper books to be provided for 
tiat purpose, and the aHowances for personal compensation 
for each calendar year shall be made from the fees and emol- 
uments of that year, and not otherwise: And provided 
further, Thatuothing in any existing law of Congress an- 
thoriging the paymentof a per diem compensation to a 
tet attorne 
eourt, or wars Or deputy marshal, for attendance upon 
the district or cireuit courts during their sittings, shall be so 


construrd as to authorize any such payment to any one of `! 


those officers for aite 


while sitting 
mip law merely, or for any portion of the time for 
either of the said courts may be held open or in se 
the authorsy conferred in thatlaw; and no sneh cha 
an accountofany saci officer, shall be certified as 
or shail be allowed aud paid out of the money hereinbetore 
appropriated for defraying the expenses of the courts of the 
United States. And no per diem or other allowance shall be 
made to any such officer for attendance at rule days of the 
cireuit or district courts 3 and when the circuit and district 
courts sit at the same time, no greater per diem or other al- 


idance upon either of those courts 


which 
ion by 


ta 


to be audited and allowed by the proper i 


retary of | 


Cor a district court, or clerk of a circuit | 


or the transaction of business under the bank- | 


u table. 


towance shall be made to any such officer than foran attend- : 


ance on one court. The two last provisoes of paragraph 
187 of the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill, approved 
May 18, 1842, which requires clerks to certify accounts, and 
confine the 
northern and souther 
lowed bythe S 


districts of New York to the fees al- 
aw to el attorneys, counsellors, 
iar services in the State courts, are 


hereby rey 
12, [n the clause relating to commissioners? foes, insert 
the following as an additional item, vi 
“ Por attending to a reference in a litigated matter, in a 
civil cause at law. in equity, orin adimniralty, in pursuance 
of an order of court, three doliars per day.” 
13. Add to the same clanse, as an additional paragraph. 


aarsnals, clerks, and district attorneys of the © 


between the United States and the King of the French. | 


eoncuded ai Washington on the Mh of Novamber, 1843; 


* Woodward, aud Yates—1L12. 


‘there be no objection the vote will be taken upon 


: thirty minutes after the Committee of the Whole on the ; 
: State of the Union shall resurse the consideration of said 


oluuon. Hi 
: Jate. 


: resolution so soon as I heard it. 


} 
charged with any offense or crime, and arrested under the | 
provisions of said treaty or convention, five dollars per day | 
for the time necessarily employed.?? i i 
t 
| 
i 
! 
i 
i 
i 


i4. In the following clause, viz: 
* No district attorney, marshal, or clerk, shall receive any | 
other or greater compensation for any services rendered by 
him than is provided in this act; and all acts and parts of | 
acts, allowing to. either of them any other or greater fees | 
than is herein provided, are hereby repealed, and to receive | 
any other or greater compénsation is hereby declared to be 
a misdemeanor. But this shall not be construed to prohibit | 
the payment of any salary authorized by statute ”—— l} 
After tfe word “clerk” insert “ or their deputies,” and ; 
after the word “ misdemeanor”? insert the following, viz: i 
“ And if any officer hereinbefore mentioned, or his dep- | 
uty, shall, by reason or color of his office, willfully and | 
corruptly demand and receive any other or greater fees than ; 
those allowed in this act, he shall, on conviction thereof in i| 
any court of the United States, forfeit and pay a fine not | 
exceeding five hundred dollars, and be imprisoned not ex- | 
ceeding six months, at the discretion of the court before 
whom the conviction shali lie.?? 
15. In the following clause, viz: i 
“t No writ shall be necessary to bring into court any pris- | 
oner or person in custody, ur for remandiug bim from the if 
court into enstody; but the same shall be done on the parol i 
order of the court or district attorney, tor which no fee shall HH 
be charged by the elerk or marshal?’ Hi 
Strike out the word “ parol’? 


The SPEAKER. All the amendments of the: 
committee having been disposed of, the question 
is upon ordering the bill to be engrossed and read 
a third time. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move to lay the bill upon | 
the table, and upon that motion I demand the yeas | 
and nays. 

Mr. STANLY. [demand tellers upon the yeas , 
and nays. i 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jexnxins and 
FowLer were appointed; and the House being 
divided they reported—ayes 36, noes not counted. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken on the motion to | 
lie upon the table, and there were—yeas 40, nays | 
112, as follows: ii 


YEAS—Messrs. Abererombie, Barrere, Bowie, Bowne, 
Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, George IT. Brown, B. Ca 
rington Cabell, Caskie, Fowler, Gorman, Hammond, Has- 
eal, Haven, Hebard, Horsford, Howard, thomas Y. How, 
Jenkins, Landry, Leteher, Martin, McCorkle, MeMullin, ' 
Miter, Morehead, Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, | 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Richard If. Stanton, Alexander | 
M. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Taylor, Walbridge, 
Walsh, Ward, Weleh, Wells, and Addison White—40. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Aiten, William Appleton, 
Averett, Beale, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bragg, Brenton, Albert 
G. Brown, Buell, Burrows, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis 
D, Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Carter, Chapman, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Coleoek, | 
Callom, Cartis, Join G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmnick, 
Disney, Dockery, Doty, Edgertou, Edmundson, Paulkner, 
Ficklin, Florence, Ployd, Phomias J. D. Puller, Gamble, 
Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Hall, Hamilton, | 
Harper, Isham G, Harris, Hart. ilenn, Hibbard, [illyer, 
Hohaday, Houston, Jolin W., Howe, ‘Thomas M. Howe, 
Ingersoll, Jackson, Audrew Johnson, George W. Jones, } 
J. Glancy Jones, George G, King, Preston King, Kurtz, | 
Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Mason, McLavahan, McNair, 
MeQueen, Meade, Milson, Molony, Henry 1). Moore, 
Murray, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Audrew Parker, Samuel 
W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Priee, Rich- 
ardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Savage, Scurry, Origin S. 
Seymonr, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Frederiek P. Stanton, i: 
Abin P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Suatton, Sweetser, 
Thurston, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wilcox, Wildrick, 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 


i 

Several Mempers. Letusgo through with this i 

bill. j! 

Mr. HOUSTON. I must first ask for action :| 

upon the resolution which was offered on yester- | 

day, to close the five minutes debate upon the | 
civil and diplomatic bill. ; 


CLOSE OF THE FIVE MINUTES DEBATE. 
The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- : 
pired. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr, Hovs- 
ToN] asks that the motion made by ron yes- 
terday, by unanimous consent be acted upon. If 


that proposition. 
The Clerk read the resoiution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the five miautes rule, so far as the same l 
relates to the bill of the House No. 196, be suspended within | 


bii. 
Ae AF 


IIN. avi 


cMULLIN. I shall object to that res- ` 


The SPEAKER. The objection comes too 


Mr. McMULLIN. I made my objection to the i| 


ty 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will explain for | 


i ries of clerks exceeding 81,000. 
_ of the opinion that $1,000 was specified in the 
| amendment. 


| It therefore makes a blank. 


Mr. McMULLIN. Is it in order to move to 
lay the resolution upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Then I move to lay the 
resolution upon the table. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
not laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [ call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Inow move that the rules 
of the House be suspended, and that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Commitiee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Preps in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 196, “ making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
the Government for the year ending June 30, 1853, 
and for other purposes.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the 
committee, that, through inadvertence yesterday, 
the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Carrrer,] submit- 
ted an amendment to an amendment, which was 
not exactly in the form in which it could be 
properly made to the amendment that was then 
pending before the committee. The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Genrry] had submitted the 
follawing amendment, as an additional section: 

Be it further enacted, That all clerks, messengers, 


watchmen, and laborers, employed at an annual salary, or 
i in temporary positions inthe Executive and legislative De- 


partments of the Government, in the city of W ashington, 
whose compensation does not exceed 22,000 per anuum, 
shall, in addition, be allowed the fulowing annual increase 
of compensation, commencing from the first day of the last 
fiscal year, viz: all whose annual compensation does not 
exceed $1,290, twenty per cent., &e. 

l have merely read this part of the amendment 
to show the application of the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrmr. 
The amendment submitted by the gentleman from 


: Tennessee {Mr. Gentry] was also amended upon 
| a motion of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. 


Drax.) Then the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Cartrer] submitted a motion to strike out all the 
amendment offered by the gentlemun from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Gentny,] which relates to the sala- 
The Chair was 


Upon that proposition the commit- 
tee voted, and the amendment of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Carrren! was adopted. It is 


‘ impossible, in construing the amendment adopted 
; upon the motion of the gentleman from Ohio, to 


leave anything remaining of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee. . To obviate the dif- 
culty in which the committee seem to be involved, 
the Chair ruies, that the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Ohio, and adopted, was a 
substantial rejection or striking out of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Genrry.] 

Mr. GENTRY. I acqniesce in that decision of 


‘ the Chair very readily, I understand its effect to 


be, to have stricken out all after the enacting clause 
in the section which I offered as an amendment. 
I propose to fill that 


blank with a proposition which I have placed in 


TH 


the hands of. the Clerk. 
original proposition to this extent. It is applica- 
ble only to clerks having a salary not exceeding 
$1,500 per annum. {t excludes all in the original 
amendment above that. 

Mr. HENN, 
the striking out of the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] carries with 
it the rejection of the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Deaw?] 

The CHAIRMAN. It carries the whole of it 

Mr. GENTRY. My proposition, as now sub- 
mitted, proposes to increase the compensation 


of the employees of the Government in this city, | 


whose present compensation does not exceed 


it is a modification of the ji 


I would inquire of the Chair if 


E CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2189 


$1,200 a year, 20 per cent., and over $1,200, and |: 


not more than $1,500, 15 per cent. 
modification of my original proposition to meet 
the views of gentlemen to whom it is more accept, 
able in this shape than the original shape. I would 
myself prefer it as it was; butthis is so reason 
able and so just, that l hope, without further de 
bate, it will be unanimously adopted. 

Mr. Genrry’s amendment was then read by the 
Clerk as follows: 


Beit further enacted, That the clerks, messengers, watch- 
men, and laborers, employed at an annual salary, or holding 
temporary positions in the executive and legislative De 
partments in the Governmeut in the city of Washington, 
whose compensation does not exceed $1,5°0 per annum, 
shail, in addition thereto, be allowed the tollowing annual 
increase of compensation, commencing from the first day 
of the last fiscal year, viz: AN whose annual compensation 
does not exceed $1,200, 20 per cent., and ail whose annual 
compensation exceeds $1,200, and does not exceed $1,500, 
an addition of 15 per cent., and that the amount of increased 
compensation provided for in this section, shall be paid 


out ofany moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- į 


ated. 


Mr. FOWLER. I wish to make an inquiry. 
I understand this proposition to allow this increase 
from the beginning of the last fiscal year, I think 
the fiscal year commences the Ist of July. Is it 


designed that this shall commence one year ago | 


last July? T wish to understand that. 

Mr. GEN 
of the amendment, and that isthe intention. It 
is to give some relief for the state of things here, 


which will not be efficiently reached if you do not | 


give it this shape. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hopes the gen- 
tleman will suspend, for the purpose of enabling 
the committee to retrace, to some extent, thesteps 
taken on yesterday. The Chair asks the gentle- 
man to withhold his amendment for a moment, to 


let the gentleman from New York [Mr. Drax] | 


propose the amendment that was adopted yester- 


day as an amendment to the amendment of the! 


gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Genrry.] 
Mr. McMULLIN. Very well, sir, if I cau re- 


tain the floor. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Was that amendmentof the | 


gentleman from New, York cut off by the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Canrrsn,] 
which was to strike out the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Genrry?] It did 
not propose to touch the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New York. I think that has already 
been adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 


been adopted and incorporated in the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Tennessee, and 
was therefore stricken out, and the Chair has now 


TRY. Undoubtedly that is the effect | 


Į make this ; 


f 
if 


i 


i his residence and the 


awarded the floor to the gentleman from New į 


York, for the purpose of endeavoring to obviate | 


the difficulty. 
Mr. DEAN. 
that I offered yesterday, and which was adopted 


I now offer the same amendment |, 


by the committee, but stricken out, I suppose, by |) 


inadvertence, with an addition. 
The amendment was read as follows: 


ii during the sitting of the House of whict 


Provided, That this section shall not extend to any per- | 


son receiving a salary for discharging the duties of more | 
than one office at the same time, or to any person who does | 


not actually discharge the duties of the office for which he 
receives such salary, or to any person engaged in prosecu- 
ting any claim other than his own before any of the Depart- 
ments or Congress; and that in case any pay or accounting 
officer of the Government shall pay such additional per 
centage to any such person, it shall be a misdemeanor in 
the person knowingly paying or receiving such additional 


; from ‘Territories, shall be and the same are hereby re 


: attending a called session of the Senate, to act in Exec 


per centage, rendering each liable to indictment and 
ishment by fine or imprisonment. 


Mr. DEAN. 


« Washington,” as to limit itto men having fami- 
lies for which they have to provide, 

Mr. GENTRY. I would suggest to the hon- 
orable gentleman, that the best form to give to the 


l last amendment indicated by him, would be a pro- 


viso to this effect: 


thissection, [Laughiter.] 


Mr. DEAN. Atthe suggestion of some of my | 
friends here, I will not embarrass this amendment 3 
; sectionalism in the selection of the clerks who fill 
; offices in the Departments. 


by this addition, because some of my bachelor 
friends around me do not like to vote for it. I 
now ask that a vote may be taken upon this 


amendment, for I do not wish to occupy further . 


the time of the committee. 


The question being upon Mr. Dean’s amend- |) 
ment to the amendment, Mr. Hesarn demanded | sed i 
|| that we are fast approximating to the period when 


tellers; which were ordered; and Messrs. Goopr 
xow, and Jounson of Arkansas, were appointed 


The question was then taken; and the tellers | 


reported—ayes 74, noes 62. 
So the amendment to 
adopted. 
Mr. BRENTON. 


the amendment was 


I believe at this stage of the 


proceedings that the amendment | offered yester- 


day is in order. 

he CHAIRMAN. 
question of order was raised by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Grnrry,] the gentleman 


from Indiana {Mr. Brenvon] had sent to the Chair 


an amendment which he then designed offering, ' 
The Chairasks the | 


and it was about being read. 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. McMutiiy] to 
yield the floor that we may have an opportunity 
of placing things in statu quo in which they were 
yesterday. 

Mr. BRENTON. I propose, sir, to strike out 
from the amendment offered by the gentleman 


from Tennessee, all after the enacting clause, and | 
| to insert the section which I send to the Clerk’s 


desk. 
The Clerk read the amendment as follows: 
And that from and after the 4th day of March, 1853, it 
shall be the duty of cach the heads of the Executive De- 
pnrtments of the Government so to arrange and clas: 
the elerkships in said Departments as to make three sev 
eral classes, according to the nature of the business, in 


quired for the same, 


The said clerks to serve in their respective classes for | 


and all vacancies occurring. 
moval or otherwise, in either of the higher elass 
be filled from the class next below it, and no clerk shall 
serve in any one of the Departments fora longer period 
than twelve rs. ‘Phe compensation of the firstor lower 
class of cler ball be $1,200 per annnm; of the second 


the term of four yea by re 


class, $1,500 per annum; of the third class, $1,800 per an- | 


num. And no removals shall be made except tor incom- 
peteney, or cause shown to the satisfaction of the Presi 
dent of the United States. And in the selection of said 
clerks, they shall, as far wracticable, be taken from the 
several States and Territori 


the ‘fhirty-third Congres: 

And be it further enacted, That from and atter the 3d 
day of March, 1853, all jaws now in foree, providing f 
the compensation of members of Congress, and Delegat 


pealed. 


And be it further enacted, ‘That from and after said 

| day, there shail be paid to cach Sevator, Representative, 
and Delegate in Congress, a salary for his services of $2,000 ¢ 
' per annum, one hall thercof to be 


å upon his attendance 


at the first session of Congress, b 
other half at the end of the same ony a 
each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shall, for trav- 
eling, be paid, at the beginning aud end of session of 
Congress, twenty cen each mile of distance between 
Japitol—ou a straigitiine io he asee 
tained by tie Secretary of the ‘Treasury: Provided, A 
ever, That no paymeut shal be made to any Senator for 


a, in addition, 


ata time when the House of Representativ 
on. 


tive busine 
is notin s 


And he it further enacted, That the Secretary of the ! 


Treasury shall deduct from the compensation to be paid a 
aforesaid, at the end of the oa, ten dollars foreach da 
the member or Delegate ve been a 


yu 


unless such absence was occasioned by | 


the sickness of his wife or chiki. 


Each Senator, Representative, and Delegate shail state 
f at the end of each session h o 
sented himself, and verify his statement on oath, andifany i} 


ion how many days he hath so ab- 


Senator, Representative, or Delegate shall refuse to furnish 
such statement, no payment shali then be made to him. 


Mr. HALL. 


pun- į 


r l offer this amendment; and 1}; 
ask, in addition, so to amend the amendment of | 
the gentleman from Tennessee, after the word ji 


i the length of the sessions. 
| reference to what is called the mileage question, 
| prevails in every part of the land. 
| stands, a charge of forty cents per mile is made, 
| and it is left to the discretion of the member to fix 
i the number of miles he shall travel from his home 


On yesterday, when a | 


| fact? 
i ing here two hundred and thirty-one members as 


fy i 


i House. 


| of the committee, but merely to bring the matter 


ball ii before the FFouse as an outline of the principles 


s, in proportion to the number ; 
: of Senators, Representatives, and Delegates from each in 


rin any year, and the : 


| am very sorry the gentleman from Indiana s 
of the Whig party. 
| guage of General Scott. 


i that amendment is in order? 


I hold in my hand an amend- | 
ment which I ask the gentleman from Indiana to i| 
; accept as a modification of his amendment. 


| Mr. BRENTON. My time is so short that I. 


prefer not to yield. 

Mr. HALL. [hope the gentleman will hear 
the modification, and accept it: - > 

Mr. BRENTON. I. cannot, for I have not 
time. The object of the substitute which I pro- 
posed to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Tennessee is designed to secure what every gên- 
tleman upon this floor will acknowledge is needed 
in connection with the several Departments, and 


|| that is permanency; and the only mode by which 
Provided, That no bachelors shall receive the benefits of ii 


permanency in the business can be secured will 
be by a classification of the clerks in the different 
Departments. Itis designed to accomplish not only 
permanency, but to destroy, in addition to that, all 


That much I have 
only time to say in reference to the first part-of my 
amendment. In reference to the sections which 
follow, they address themselves to the judgment 
of every gentleman upon the floor. 

The country is satisfied as well as ourselves, 


Congress will bein session from year to year, and 
that something must. be done in order to curtail 
The dissatisfaction in 


As it now 


to the Capitol. The object of the amendment is 


| to reduce one half the amount of compensation 


allowed for mileage, and then to leave it to the 


| Secretary of the Treasury to fix the distance in a 


direct line from the residence of each member to 
the Capitol. This will give him ample compen- 
sation for the purpose of meeting all his traveling 
expenses. 

The last amenment is designed to sccure pune- 
tuality upon the part of members. What is the 
During the present session, instead of hav- 


we should have had, the average attendance from 


í the beginning of the session to the present time has 
; been about one hundred and sixty-five. The res- 
| idue have been absent. 
‘ourselves without a qnoram—not only in the 
| House, but in committee? 


How often do we find 


If, sir, we have nerve 
enough to come up to the work and adopt this 
system, we shall not be under the necessity of re- 


l ses, BALSU | porting on the Journals from time to time, so 
which said clerks are employed, and the qualifications re- į! $ 


many absentees, either in committee or in the 
I do not design to occupy the attention 


that should be established in order to remedy the 
evil; for we all acknowledge there is a disease, and 


; we should go to work and find out an appropriate 


remedy. 
if l have failed to ascertain the remedy in the 


: propasition I have submitted, | shall most cheer- 

‘fully acquiesce end unite with any gentleman in a 
y acquiesce yg 

| proposition calculated to accomplish the same ob- 


ject. 


Mr. HALL. T now ask the gentleman from 


| Indiana to accept the following amendment, which 
g 


the Clerk will read, as a modification of his own. 
The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


Provided, That the Administration should of course look 
among thase who approve its poliey for agents lo carry it 


i! into execution. 


Mr. BRENTON. I would accept of that, but 


i my object is to break down party spirit as mach 


Mr. HALL. 


I only wished to remark thar I 


thus early in the action repudiate the great 
The proposition which I 
have sent to the Clerk’s table, is in the exact lan- 
{Laughter} 

1 desire to suggest whether 
Tt proposes a radical 
change in the whole policy of the Guvernment 


GENTRY. 


Mr. 


| with regard to the payment of its officers. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 


i amendment to be in order. 


Mr. FOWLER. Before the question is put, I 
wish the amendinent may again be read, so that. 
we may understand it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


unanimous consent. 


Mr. HAMILTON. 


That can only be done 


I object. 
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The question now being upon Mr. Brenton’s 
amendment to the amendment— 


were not ordered. 

The question being taken upon the amendment 
to the amendment, it was not agreed to. 

Mr. McMULLIN offered the following as an 
amendment to the amendment: 


| 

I 
Provided, That all clerks residing in the District of Col- 

umbia receiving salaries of $1,090, and less, shall be paid |! 

an addition of fifteen per cent. upon their said salaries: And 

Provided further, That all clerks receiving over $1,000, and | 

1 

1 

i 

i 


j 
i 
Mr. BRENTON demanded tellersy but they | 


not more than $1,200, shall he paid ten per cent. upon their 
oe salaries—said clerks residing in the District of Colum- 
ia. 

Mr. McM. said: I desire that the gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Gswrry,] and those who 
have acted with him, if they really desire to meet | 
the additional expenses imposed upon the clerks 


because of the increased prices of provisions, and | 


so forth, shall come forward now and sustain this 
proposition, which carries upon its face fair terms | 
of compromise. 
of clerks—those receiving $1,000 a year—shall 
receive fifteen per cent. additional, which will 
amount to $150 upon their salaries. I ask if that | 
is not enough to meet the additional expenses of 
living and house rent? Gentlemen will remember |; 
that there are a great many clerks who receive only ; 
$1,000. There are a good many, also, who receive |! 
$1,100, and some who receive $1,150. I propose l 
to give to these men, and to the $1,200 clerks, an 
addition of ten per cent., which will bean increase 
of $160 upon their salaries. Sir, this proposition 
addresses itself to the justice of this House. I ask 
the House and the country if the additions pro- 
posed in it are not enough to meet the additional || 
cost ?—— | 

The CHAIRMAN. The time fixed by the) 
resolution of the House for closing the five min- || 
ute’s debate has arrived. ji 

Mr. McMULLIN. Yes, but I obtained the | 
floor some time since, and yielded it as an act of |! 
courtesy, at the request of the Chair. l think, || 
therefore, that T am entitled to my five minutes. |i 

The CHAIRMAN, Itis notin the power of | 
the Chair to permit the gentleman to proceed. 

Mr. GENTRY. Did I understand the Chair 
to say that the time had expired during which 
debate was allowed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Tt has expired. 

Mr. GENTRY. Well, I hope that the friends 
of the original amendment will reject all amend- 
ments to it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know 
of the gentleman from Virginia where he designs 
his amendment to come in? 

Mr. McMULLIN. I offer it as a substitute |: 
for the amendment; and I will accept the amend- |} 
ment of the gentleman from New York, and in- 
corporate it as a part of my amendment. 

Mr. GENTRY. I understand the gentleman 
to offer a series of provisoes as a substitute for the 
section which [ have offered. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. I wish to suggest to the | 
gentleman from Tennessee that his amendment as 
it now stands would exclude all those clerks who 
reside in Georgetown. F believe his amendment 
is confined to clerks residing in the city of Wash- 
ington, 

Mr. GENTRY. J have no objection to modify |) 
my amendment so as to say “in the District of |; 
Columbia.” i 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Mc- 
Mutiim’s amendment to the amendment, and it 
was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
amendment to the amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. 


But before it is read I wish to 


make an appeal to my colleague to accept it asa ji 


pat of his proposition. It will give strength to 
is proposition; and the class of individuals to 
whom it relates ought to be provided for. 
The CHAIRMAN, Debate is not in order. 
The Clerk then read Mr. Jonnson’s amendment 
to the amendment, as follows: 


monthly pay of all the employees of the Government en- f 


gaged in any branch of mechanics or at common tabor. 


| 
! 
And that twenty per cent. be added to the per diem or || 
f 
i} 


The question was then taken upon the amend- i 


ment to the amendment, and it was rejected. 


Mr. JOHNSON. The workingman has al. 


mighty little chance here. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Isend to the Clerk’s table | 
what [ desire to offer as an amendment to the |! 


I propose that the lowest class |} 


I offer the |! 
if 
t 


| amendment. It will appeal to the warmest sym- 


pathies of every man here. $ 

[Loud shouts of “ Order !”] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must bear 
in mind that no debate is in order. Nothing can 
' be said in explanation of the amendment. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. When gentlemen hear my 
| Proposition read, they will regret having called 
| me to order. > i 

[Loud shouts of “ Order !”?) 

‘The Clerk then read Mr. Frorence’s amend- 
ment, as follows: 
| That the: prices now paid to all sewing women in the 
employment of the Government of the United States, work- 
ing upon army clothing, or any other of the supplies usually 
| provided under the direction of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
; ment, and produced mainly by female labor, be increased 
| twenty-five per cent. 
| . The question was then put upon Mr. Fror- 
| ENCe’s amendment to the amendment, and ona 
| division, the chairman announced—ayes 71, noes 
79. 

Mr.ORR demanded tellers; which were ordered; 
and Messrs. Lanpry and Moony were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 55, noes not counted. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 


| jected. 


The question recurred upon Mr. Genrry’s 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. McMULLIN. | moveto amend the amend- 
ment by striking out $1,500, and all that apper- 


; tains to it. 


Mr. GENTRY. I understand the proposition 
of the gentleman to be, simply to confine the oper- 


; ation of this section to those clerks whose sala- 


ries do not exceed $1,200. 
adopted. 

Mr. SWEETSER demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Harv, and Futter of 
Maine, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 67, noes 63. 

So the amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 


l hope it will not be 


I offer the following 


; amendment, to come in at the close of the amend- 


ment of the gentleman from Tennessee: 

That William IT. Minnix shall receive from the present 
Congress, the same compensation received by the engross- 
ing clerks of the House of Representatives, in lieu of his 


' present pay ; that the messengers of the House shall receive 


_ the same compensation allowed to the messengers of the 
Senate, in lieu of their present pay ; that John D. Ott, Henry 
McLaughlin, and John C. Mutioy, folders in the document 
room, shall receive 42 50 per day each from the commence- 
ment of the present session. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out the word “last,” and insert- 
ing ‘ present” in Heu thereof, so that this addition 
to the compensation shall commence at the begin- 


; hing of the present fiscal year, instead of at the 


commencement of the last. 
! The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 
| Mr. HALL. Inow move to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding thereto the following: 

Provided, That no clerk shail receive a salary of more 
than 1,400 per annum under this section. 

Mr. McMULLIN demanded tellers; which were 
| ordered; and Messrs. Goopenow and BEALE were 
appointed. 


| The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 


ported—ayes 59, noes 61. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
| jected. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I offer the following amend- 
ment, which is always put in clauses, increasing 
i the salaries of clerks: 


i shalt not apply toany person whose compe 
; increased at the present session of Congress. 


tion has been 


This proviso has been in all the laws passed by 
: Congress for increasing the salaries of clerks. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. 

Mr. AVERETT. I moveto strike out the first 
proviso to this section. 

Mr. GENTRY. That proviso has been in- 
serted by a vote of the committee, and I presume 
i that it is not in order to strike it out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment isnot in 


! order. 


Mr. MASON, 


amendment? 


Is it in order to amend the 


Provided, further, That the appropriationsin this section | 


The CHAIRMAN. Itis in order. 

Mr. MASON. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That the increased compensation made to the 
officers and employees of the Government and the House 
of Representatives by this bill, shall cease on the 4th of 
March, 1853. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALL. I offer the following amendment 
to the amendment: 

Provided, That no person shall receive a salary of more 
than $1,206 per annum under this section. S 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 

The question then recurred upon Mr. GexrTRY’s 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. 1 now ask that the 
amendment shall be reported as it is amended. 

It was reported by the Clerk, as follows: 

Sec. 7. Be it further enacted, That the clerks, messen- 
gers, watchmen, and laborers employed at an annual sa 
or in temporary positions, in the executive and legislative 
Departments of the Government, in the city of Washington, 
whose compensation does not exceed $1,200 per annum, 
shall, in addition thereto, be allowed the following annual 
increase of compensation, commencing from the first day 
of the present fiscal year, viz: All whose annual compensa- 
tion does not exceed $1,200 shall, in addition thereto, be 
allowed an increased compensation of twenty per cent., 
and that the same shall be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated : Provided, That this 
section shall not extend to any person receiving a salary 
for discharging the duties of more than one office at the 
same lime, orto any person who does not actually discharge 
the duties of the office for which he receives such salary, 
or to any person engaged in prosecuting any claim, other 
than his own, before any of the Departments or Congress ; 
and that in case any pay or accounting officer of the Gov- 
ernment shall pay such additional per centage to any such 
person, it shall be a misdemeanor in the person knowingly 
paying or receiving such additional per centage, rendering 
each liable to indictment and punishment by fine or im- 
prisonment: Provided further, That the provisions of this 
section shail not apply to any person whose compensation 
has been increased at the present session of Congress. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I desire to know of the 
Chair, or of the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
Grnrry,] who offered this amendment, whether 
it will apply to the clerks residing in Alexandria 
and Georgetown? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must rec- 
ollect that discussion is not in order. 
| Mr. GENTRY. I will reply to the gentleman 
| that it does include those clerks. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have an amendment that 
I want to offer to this amendment. I move to 
| Insert the words ‘and pages,” so as to provide 
that this increased compensation shall algo extend 
to the pages of the House. 

A Memsrr. They will get theirs at the end of 
the session. Do not encumber this section with 
that amendment. 

Mr.GORMAN. They will never get it, unless 
they get it now. Everybody is in but the pages. 
I want a vote upon my amendment. 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 


The question again recurring upon the adaption 
of the amendment of Mr. Gentry as amended, 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine, demanded tellers; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Fow.er, and 
Auten of Ilinois were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 87, noes not counted. 

So the amendment as amended was adopted. 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania, submitted the 
following as an independent section: 


Src. 8. And be it further enacted, That hereafter all 
customs, duties, or imposts, collected at any custom-house, 
or atany port of entry in the United States, upon goods, 
wares, merchandise, or other articles upon which customs, 
duties, or imposts, are collectable by existing laws, shall be 
collected upon a valuation to be ascertained as follows: 

The Secretary of the Treasury, with the aid of the ap- 
praiscrs, shail annnally cause to be ascertained the average 
value of all such goods, wares, merchandise, or other 
‘ subject to duties at the ports of Boston, New York, 
aphia, Charleston, and New Orleans. And that 
upon such valuation hereaiter all duties, customs, or im- 
posts, upon all such goods, wares, merchandise, or other 
articles, shall be collected at all the ports of entry, and at 
; all custom-houses in the United States, until otherwise pro- 
vided by law, and that all provisions of existing laws in re- 
lation to the imposition of duties, customs, or imposts, in- 
consistent herewith, are hereby repealed. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I rise to a question 
of order. I submit that the amendment is not in 
! order, not being germane to any part of the bill. 

t à ed Å- 

| Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I ask that the 
; point of order shall be stated fully. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask that the 


13ist and 132d rules of the House be read. 


1852. 


They were read by the Clerk, as follows: 

131. No motion or proposition for a tax or charge upon 
the people, shall be discussed the day on whieh it is made 
or offered ; and every such proposition shall receive its first 
diseussion in a Committee of the Whole House: ” 

“132. No sum or quantum of tax or duty voted by a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House shall be increased in the House 
until the motion for such increase shal! be first discussed 
and voted in a Committee of the Whole House, and so in 
respect to the lime of its continuance,” 

Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I now wish to 
hear the. point of order stated distinctly. This 
amendment does not provide for any tax in any 
shape or form. 

Mr. FULLER. My point is that the amend- 
ment is not germane, 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. Futver] rises to a point of order that the 
proposition, submitted by the gentleman from 

ennsylvania [Mr. Jones] is notin order. The 
Chair decides, in accordance with a decision made 
the other day—for he does not consider this propo- 
sition materially variant or differing from the 
proposition brought by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania the other day—that this amendment is 
not in order. 

As reference was made the other day to a sec- 
tion contained in the civil and diplomaticbill passed 
in 1846, the Chair has had occasion to examine 
that question, and finds that the’ section to which 
reference was then made, was not first adopted 
by the FIouse as an amendment to the civil and 
diplomatic bill, but was first adopted in the Senate, 
having been presented by Mr. Evans, then a Sen- 
ator from Maine, and incorporated in the civil and 
diplomatic bill. At that time there were rules 
differing from those now in force in the House. 
At the last session of Congress amendments pro- 
posing a method of valuation of imports were 

roposed to the civil and diplomatic bill in the 

ouse. The point was then made, and sustained 
by the decision of the Chair, that the amendments 
were notin order. An appeal was taken from 
that decision, and upon two propositions similar 
to this, which were then made, the committee 
sustained the decision of the Chair. For these 
reasons, in addition to those assigned the other 
day, the Chair rules the amendment out of order. 
r. JONES, of Pennsylvania. I take an ap- 
peal from that decision, and call for tellers upon it. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. FULLER, of 
Maine, and Jones 
pointed. 

The question was taken, and the tellers first 
annouuced—ayes 58, noes 72. Several other gen- 
tlemen then passed between the tellers, and were 
announced as they passed through. 

The CHAIRMAN then announced the vote— 
ayes 80, noes 78. 

[Cries of ** Not? “No!” Mistake!” and 
** Recount!?’] 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers first announced 
58 in the affirmative, then 9 more, afterwards 9 
more, and again 4 more in the atirmative, making 
in all 80. 

Mr. JONES. I first reported 58 in the affirm- 
ative, and afterwards 9 more. I did not report 9 
more in addition to that. I said there were 9 more 
in the negative. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the understand- 
ing of the Chair. 

[Cries of ‘ Recount!” * Recount !?’] 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move that there 
bea recount. I believe Í have the right to make 
the motion 

Mr. PRICE. I object to a recount. 
ers do not disagree. 

The CHAIRMAN. The only question is, 
whether the number 9 should be counted twice in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. JONES. I did not announce them twice 
the affirmative. 

[Cries of ** Recount!’? * Recount!”’] 

Lhe CHAIRMAN, Will the tellers announce 
the vote? 

Mr. FULLER. We did not keep the amount 
in the aggregate. We only announced the differ- 
ent numbers as they appeared. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand a recount, 
The CHAIRMAN. If the tellers cannot agree 
upon the vote, there must be a recount. 

Mr. JONES. I can announce the vote. 

The question was then again taken, and the 
tellers reported—ayes 86, noes 81. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained by 


The tell- 


in 


, of Pennsylvania, were ap- | 


| Hed to receiv 


the committee, and the amendment was ruled to 
be out of order. 

Mr. SMART submitted the following amend- 
ment: 


Sec. 1. And beit further enacted, That no person at the 
head of either of the Departments, or of any of the execu- 


tive Bureaus of the Government of the United States, no | 
Senator or Representative in Congress, clerk in any of the | 
Departments, or any officer or employee of either House of | 
Congress, shall, directly or indirectly, during the dme they | 
may hold such office, prosecute any claim against the Gov- | 


ernment of the United States, before the executive Depart- 
ments, executive Bureaus, or Congress, for any fee or re- 
ward.. And if any person aforesaid shall prosecute any | 


claim as aforesaid, he shall forfeit and pay a fine of $2,009, n 


and also the amount of the tee charged for his services, one 
half to the informer and the other half to the Government, 
to be recovered by action of debt before any court of the 
United States. 


Mr. MILLSON. 


I think that is precisely the | 


same amendment which was ruled out of order | 


yesterday. 
Mr. SMART. Itis not the same. 
Mr. MILLSON. It is certainly the same in: 
substance. 
The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the! 
Chair the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Maine involves precisely the same question 


as that presented by him the other day. The 
Chair then decided the amendment to be out of | 
order, and he is of the same opinion now. He: 
therefore sustains the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Miuuson.] 

Mr. SMART. Will it be in order to offer it 
at theend of the section? It makes no appropria- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is aware that 
it makes no appropriation, but it changes materi- 
ally the existing laws of the Government. 


| 


H 
The Chair on the other day ruled an amend- | 


ment similar to this out of order 

opinion that it is not in order now. 
Mr. SMART. I appeal from the decision of 

the Chair, and ask for tellers upon the appeal. 
Tellers were not ordered. 


„and he is of | 


| . The question now being “Shall the decision of || 
j the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- |i 
i| tee?” it was pat and decided in the affirmative. 


So thedecision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. FITCH offered the following amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That the act entitled “An act 
to amend an act entitled An act for allowing compensation 
to the members of the Senate, members of the House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States, and to Delegates from 
the ‘Territories, and repealing all other laws upon that sub 
ject,” shall apply to Senators audjmembers of the House of 
Representatives, and Delegates from the Territories at all 
extra sessions of Congress, or of the Senate convened with- 
in ten days after the adjournment of a regular session. 


Mr. FITCH. I desire that the law to which 


that amendment relates, be read at the Clerk’s | 


desk. 
It was read, as follows: 


“And be it further enacted, §c., That from and after the 
passage ofthis act, no member of the Senate shail be enti- 
compensation for his attendance at the $ 
ate in the recess of Congress, during such meeting of the 
Senate as may be called on the 4th day of March, 1853, or 
on the 4th day of Marel in every fourth year thereafter, 
other than the $8 per diem for attendance now allowed by 


law: Provided, This act shall not apply to a Senator nota | 


sat the expiration of 
ion of the Senate.” 


member of either House of Congre 
the Congress preceding such calicd s 


The object of my amendmentis to prohibit con- 


| structive mileage under any and all circumstances 


at any session. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. GORMAN offered the following amend- : 
ment, to come in after the second section of the | 


bill: 


Src. —. That the Recorder of the General Land Office, || 


under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, do and 
pertorm all the Jegal duties formerly imposed upon the 
Solicitor of said office, by the fifth section of the act entitled 
“ An act to reorganize the General Land Office,” approved 
July 4, 1836; and that in addition to the salary now pr 

seribed by law, he shall receive the sum of $500 per 


annum, commencing with the beginning of the last fiscal i 


year. 


į 
| 


ing amendment 
tion: Ps te 
Sec. & Beit further enacted, That the first and second 
provisoes to the item or clause making an appropriation for 
continuing the construction of the custom-bhouse. at New. 
Orleans, of the act entitled “ An act making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatie expenses of Government for 
the year ending 30th June, 1852,” approved March 3d, 1851; 
be and the same are hereby repealed. ? 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 


Mr. DUNHAM offered the following amend- 


ment: 

And be it further enacted, That the assistant of the 
Superintendent of the Hall of the Exploring Expedition shal? 
hereatter receive a compensation at the rate of seven bun- 
dred and one dollars per annum, to be paid out of the same 
fund out of which he is now paid. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. That same 
amendment, providing for the man who sweeps 
the room was voted down yesterday. 

The CHAIRMAN. It yesterday contained 
$700. ‘Vo day it is $701. ee 

Mr. STANLY. ‘That amendment comes from 
the committee of Ways and Means, is sanctioned 
by them, and 1 think it. should be adopted. 

The question was then taken on the amend 
and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. STANLY. Is it in order to go back in 
the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not except by unan- 
imous consent? 

Mr. STANLY offered the following amend- 
ment: 

aor the completion of the hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 
38,970. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thatisa recurrence to former 
clauses in the bill, and it is not in order. If we 
allow that, we shall have to go back to every part 
of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
that you cannot go back upon the bill, except by 
the general consent of the committee. Objection 
being made the Chair rules the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. STANLY. Upon what ground? 

The CHAIRMAN. Upon the ground of irre- 
levancy. 

Mr. STANLY. 
tion to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, that will not change the point of order. 

Mr. STANLY. Does the Chair rule it out of 
: order, because it does not carry out a provision of 
| law. 
i The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
we have passed the point in the bill at which it 
might have been offered. We shall never finish 
the bill unless some rule of this kind be observed. 
; There is a provision in the bill for the completion 
of marine hospitals, and after that clause of the 
bill was passed, the Chair ruled that amendments 


ment, 


1 
H 
j 


{ 


I offer it as an additional sec- 


| properly applicable to that clause of the bill at the 


: ime it was under consideration, could not be re- 
ceived or entertained by the committee afterwards. 
The Chair.so ruled upon an amendment which 
was offered, proposing to amend the first clause 
of this bill, in relation to appropriations for the 
pay of the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment, but that amendment was received by uni- 


versal consent, 
Mr. PARKER offered the following amend- 


That from and after the passage of this act, the salary of 
ach of the district judges of the United States shall be at 
east $2,000 per annum. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
ruled out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled an 
amendment similar to this out of order; and he 
s still of the same opinion, and rules this out of 
order, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ellinois. The Chair ruled 
the amendment to which he refers out of order, 


=a 


That amendment has been 


H 
H 
it 


The question was taken on the amendment, and || because it was offered at the wrong place. 


it was not agreed to. 

The Clerk then read the third, fourth, fifth, and 
sixth sections of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I offer the same amendment 
as before, with $1,000 inserted in the place of $500. 

The question was taken upon the amendment, 
and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, offered the follow- 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is of- 

! fered at the wrong place now. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL. Ilappeal from the decision 

i! of the Chair. 

| The question now being, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stands as the judgment of the committee? 

; it was put, and decider in the affirmative. 


| So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
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Mr. GORMAN offered the following amend- ! 
ment as an additional section to the bill: 


Sec.—. That the sum of $400 be appropriated to the sec- | 
ond regiment of artillery, United States Army, for musical | 


instruments lost or destroyed by casualties during the bat- |; 


tles of Cerro Gordo and Molino dei Rey, tbe soldiers of the | 
band having been ‘called into the ranks with muskets, and ° 
required to abandon their instruments, to be paid under the | 
order of the Secretary of the Treasury, to the adjutant of 
said regiment for. the use of the regimental fund. : 

Mr. ORR. I raisé a question of order upon Í 
that amendment. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 
ion that the amendment does not’ propose an ap- | 
propriation to carry out the civil and diplomatic | 
expenses of the Government, and therefore rules ` 
it out of order. . 

Mr. HEBARD. I wish to call the attention of 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 


Means to a verbal amendment which should be 
made to the bill, on the sixteenth page, line three | 
hundred and twenty-nine, where the words *‘south- : 


east” should be substituted for the words ‘ north- 
west,”’ in the provision for the building at the cor- 
ner of F and Seventeeth streets, í 

Mr. ORR. That amendment can be made in: 
the House as well as here. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That building has always 
been described in appropriation bills, as it is here. į 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee (Mr. Puenrs) reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had, : 
according to order, had the state of the Union gen- | 


erally under consideration, and particularly House | 
bill No. 196, ‘“ making appropriation for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for | 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1853, and for other 
purposes,” and had directed him to report the bill, 
with sundry amendments, to the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill and amendments. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, | 
and themain question was then ordered to be put. : 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be objection | 
the usual course will be pursued, the amendments | 
made by the Committee of the Whole will be read | 
by the Clerk, and if any member desires a sepa- | 
rate vote upon any one of them he will rise in his 
place and say so. Those to which there shall be | 
no objection will then be voted upon in the gross. | 

There was no objection, and after the Clerk had | 
read ail the amendments, the question was put | 
upon those to which there was no objection, and | 
they were agreed to. | 

T'he Clerk then read the following amendment, ! 
upon which Mr. Housron had asked a separate 
vote: 

Add at the end of the elause— 

“Por supplying tight houses containing 3,272 lamps with 
oil, tube gla 
cloth, tr portation and other expenses on the same, and | 
for repairing and keeping in repair the Gybting apparatas, 
$182,930 78, 

«=the folowing: 


“And the Presidentja hereby authorized and required 4 
to levy the same fight duties and charges upon foreign ves- | 


sels entering the ports and harbors of the United Stats 
passing the tight houses thereof, as are charged hy any cor- | 
poration, or by any foreign Government, to the citizens or | 
subjects of which such vessels may belong, upon vessels 
of the United States. ‘Phe 
to be carried into the Treasury, and the amount thereof io 
be annually reported to Congre Provided, That suei 
duties shall not conflict with existing treaties.” 

Mr. HART demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Hamitron and CHANDLER, 
were appointed. i 

Mr. MILLSON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend 
ment was disagreed to—yeas 66, nays Bl; as fol- 
lows: 

YLAS—Messre, Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, Brenton, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Daw- 
son, Dimmick, Disney, Doekery, Doty, Pickin, F orence, 
Thomas J. D. Puller, Gamble, Gaylord, Geutry, € hnore, 
Gorman, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Hart, Hebard, Hib- 
bard, Horsford, Joba W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thom- 
as ¥. How, Ingersoll, Andrew Johnson, J. Glancy Joues, $ 
Kurtz, Laudry, Mann, McNair, Miller, Miner, John Moore, 
Morehead, Murray, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. : 
Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Poster, Reed, 
Riddle, Schermerhorn, Schoonmaker, Skelton, Smart, ’ 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Abrahan P, Stephena, Strother, | 
Sweeter, Taylor, Walbridge, Ward, Washburn, Weich, 
Wells, Addison White, Wildrick, and Yates—66. 


s, Wicks, buffskins, whiting, and cotton , 


id money, when so collected, | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
i 
! 
i 
| 
‘i 
if 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Allison, William 
Appleton, Beale, Bissell, Bocock, Breckinridge, Briggs, 


i 
f 
yi 
i] Brooks, George H. Brown, Buell, Burrows, Joseph Cable, 


‘Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, 
Chastain, Churehwell,-Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, 
Curtis, John G. Davis, Dean, Dunham, Edgerton, Edmund- 
son, Faulkner, Fitch, Floyd, Fowler, Freeman, Henry M. 
Fniler, Goodenow, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Haven, Henn, Hillyer, Holladay, Houston, Jackson, Rob- 
ert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, George G. King, Preston 
King, Letcher, Lockhart, Martin, McCorkle, McMullin, 
McQueen, Meade, Millson, Molony, Henry D. Moore, 
Murphy, Orr, Phelps, Polk, Richardson, Robbins, Robie, 


‘| Ross, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Fred- 


į erick P. Stanton, St. Martin, Stratton, Thurston, Venable, 
Wallace, Walsh, Watkins, Wilcox, and Woodward—8l. 


So the amendment was disagreed to. 
Pending the announcement of the above vote, 


i Mr. Bayty, of Virginia, asked leave to vote, not 


| having been within the bar when his name was 
called, but objection was made. He would have 
voted in the negative. 

The question next recurred on the following 
amendment, which was agreed to: 

“No carry into effect the act approved September 28, 1850, 
for the purchase of a cemetery near the city of Mexico, and 
the interment therein of the remains of the American offi- 
cers and soldiers who fell in battle or otherwise, in or near 
| the city of Mexico, the sum of $8,000, which, or so much 

thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended for this 
purpose, under the direction of the President of the United 
States. And the interment of citizens of the United States, 


: Mexico, may be made in said cemetery, under such regu- 
lations as may be prescribed by the President of the United 
States.” 
| The next amendment upon which a separate 
vote was asked by Mr. Housroy, was read and 
! agreed to, as follows: 

‘On page thirty-one, strike from the following clause 
€ $3,009, and in lieu thereof insert € $5,900 

“For salary of the Commissioner to the Sandwich 


| who have heretofore died, or who may hereafter die in 


i Islands, &3,000.%? 


The Clerk read the following amendment, upon 
which a separate vote was asked by Mr. HEBARD: 

“Tn the following clause insert after the word ¢salary,? 
the words ¢ and outfit,’ and strike out ‘$6,000,’ and insert 
in its stead € S18,000 2? 
‘Cor salary of a Commissioner to reside in China, in- 
cluding the additional compensation under the act to carry 
into eflect certain provisions in the treaties between the 
United States and China and the Ottoman Porte, $6,000.” 

Mr. STANTON, cf Ohio, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to—ayes 122, nays 27; as fol- 
lows: 


Ho, YEAS—Mossrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, William Appleton, 


Ashe, Averett, Babcock, ‘Thomas IH. Bayly, Beunett, Bibig- 
p haus, Bissell, Bocock, Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, Al- 
i bert G. Brown, George IL Brown, Burrows, £. Carrington 
i Cabell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
| ‘Thompson Campbell, Cartier, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, 
| 
| 
| 


Chastain, Clurehweil, Clark, Clingman, Coleock, Dawson, 
Disney, Doty, Dunham, Edgerton, Edmundson, Faulkner, 
Fitch, Florence, Henry M. Puller, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 


}| Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, 


Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, tsham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
| Harris, Hart, Haven, Henn, Hillyer, Holladay, Horsford, 
| Houston, Howard, Thomas M. Howe, Tuomas Y. How, 
| Ingersoll, Jackson, Robert W. Jolson, Daniel T. Jones, 
| J. Glaney Jones, George G. King, Landry, Leteher, Loek- 
p hart, Martin, MeCorkle, McQueen, Meade, Miller, Millson, 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, Join Moore, Morehead, Murray, 
Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Phelps, Polk, Price, 
j Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Sackett, Sebermer- 
i born, Schoonmaker, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Smith, 


U. Stepkens, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton rother, Sweet 
ser, 'Tayior, Thurston, Venable, Watbridge, Wallace, 
Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Wil- 
cox, Woodward, and Yates— 122. 

NAYS—Messes. Barrere, Beale, Brenton, Buell, Cobb, 
Curtis, Jolin G. Davis, Dean, Floyd, Fowler, Harper, Ueb- 
cara, Gibbard, John W. Howe, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Mace, Mann, MeMullin, Andrew Parker, 
Perkins, Reed, Ross, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, and 
Wildrick—27, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The folowingamendment was read, Mr. Brooxs 
having asked a Separate vote upon it: 

After the provision for the salary of the consul general at 
Alexandria, ir as follows : 

“To coinpensate Dabuey S. Carr, for expenses incurred 
while in the diplomatie service of the country, to be allowed 

the seitlement of his accounts with the Government, 
144.” 
> 
The question was then taken, and the amend- 
: ment was agreed to. 

The Clerk next read the following amendment, 
to come in after line eight hundred and thirty-four: 

“For the repairs of the two bridges over the Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac, 84,999, 

The question was put: and, upona division, there 
were—ayes 60 

Mr. FICK LUN demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 


Frederick P. Stuton, Abraham P. Stephens, Alexander | 


i 
l 
i 
i 
t 


g 
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Mr. ROBBINS demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. STEPHENS, of Georgia, and 
HamiLron were appointed. 

‘The question was again put, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to—the tellers having reported— 
ayes 74, noes 44, 

Mr. McMULLIN. 
now adjourn. f . 

The question was put, and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 41—— 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were not or- 
dered. 

The 
dered. 

The question was again put, and the House re- 
fused to adjourn. 

The following amendment, to come in after the 
one just adopted, was next read by the Clerk: 

“ That the bridges across the Potomac and Eastern Branch 
thereof be surrendered to the authorities of the District of 
Columbia.” 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to; there being—ayes 64, noes 60. 

The Clerk read the following amendment, to 
come in after line eight hundred and seventy-six; 
upon which Mr. Joxes, of Tennessee, asked a 
separate vote: 

“For refunding to the State of Michigan the amount of 
money advanced by said State in organizing, subsisting, and 
transporting volunteers previous to their being mustered 
into the service of the United States during the late war 
with Mexico, together withthe interest on stich sum at six 
percent. per annum, $20,000; which said sum, orso much 
thereof as shall be necessary to pay and cancel the claim of 
said State, as presented, and now on. file in the office of the 
Third Auditor of the Treasury Department, together with 
interest as aforesaid, on said claim from the time said ad- 
vances were made by said State, shall be paid by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to the Governor. or other proper of- 
ficer of the said State of Michigan.” ` 

Mr. STANLY demanded tellers; which were 
not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. 

Mr. GENTRY. There are very many import- 
ant amendments yet to be considered, and 1 move 
that the House do now adjourn, 

The question was put, and the House refused 
to adjourn. 

The following amendment, to come in after line 
eight hundred and seventy-six, was next read: 

“Po refund to the State of North Carolina the amount of 
money advanced and transportation furnished to volunteers 
trom that State during the late war with Mexico, the sum 
$5,382 53, with interest atthe rate of six per ceutuin per 
annuun, from the first day of March, in the year 1847, uutil 
paid. > : 

Mr. STANLY. This passed the Senate last 
year. Idemand tellers, ; 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs, CLINGMAN 
and CnaxpLER were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to; the tellers having reported 
—ayes 31, noes not counted. 

The question was then put upon the following 
amendment, and it was agreed to, viz: 

“Vor the construction and equipment of not less than 
six revenue cullers, the sum of 60,009, the same snn to 
bo expended under tho direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury,” 

The followin 
the Clerk: 

“To enabie the Cierk of the House of Repres 
deliver to each of the members and Delegate 
ent Congress, who have not already saved UW such 
books as have been furnished to members ot th Twenty- 
i » Twenty-ninth, Tiiirterh, and Chirty-frst Con- 
sses, Which were ordered by resolution of the House, 


I move that the House do 


yeas and nays were demanded, but not or- 


g amendment wag next read by 


entatives to 
of the pres- 


the purchase 


t report 
i ext 
ion af Congress of the mode and mauner of purchase of 

the books, aud whence they are obtained? 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, demanded the yeas 
and nays upon the amendment; which were not 


| ordered. 


OR 


PR am 


Mr. CAMPBELL demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. CAMPBELL, of Lilinois, 
and Fow.er were appointed, 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to; the tellers having reported—ayes 
77, noes 47. 

The House proceeded next to consider the 
amendment of Mr, Genrry, as amended, {in- 
serted in a preceding column,] allowing to clerks, 
messengers, watchmen, and laborers employed in 
the executive and legislative Departments of the 
Government, whose compensation does not exceed 


ee Z 


HED AT W 


PUBLIS 
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$1,200, an increase of twenty per cent., and pro- 
hibiting the same persons receiving two salaries. 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

Mr. SKELTON demanded tellers; which were 
also not ordered.: f 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon the 
engrossment of the bill. Shall the bill be read a 
third time ? 

There being no objection, the bill was then 
ordered to be engrossed and read the third time. 
Mr. VENABLE. Ts the bill engrossed? 


The SPEAKER. The bill is not engrossed. The l 


Chair thinks that the objection to the engrossment 
of the bill, under our practice, has come too late, 
for the reason that the Chair inquired of the House 
whether the bill should be read a third time. It 
is competent for the House to determine when the 
bill shall be read. The Chair at that time heard 
no objection whatever. 

Mr. VENABLE. I make no objection. 

The bill was read the third time. 


Mr. HOUSTON demanded the previous ques- | 


tion upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. MeMULLIN demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill; but they were re- 
used. 

Mr. DEAN demanded tellers; which were not 
ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative, 

So the bil was passed. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STANLY. Before the House adjourns, I 
desire the Chair to supply the vacancy upon the 
select committee in regard to the discovery of 
etherization, occasioned by the death of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Rantoul.] I 
make the motion that the vacancy be supplied by 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it has 
been the universal practice for the Chairto supply 
a vacancy without a motion. The Chairis obliged 
to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Sran- 
Ly] for calling his attention to the subject, and he 
will supply the place to-morrow. 


On motion by Mr. FOWLER, the House then ! 


adjourned till to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE, 
Trursbay, August 12, 1852. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burner. 

Mr. WALKER presented four petitions of citi- 
zens of New York, praying that the public lands 
may be granted in limited quantities to actual 
settlers not possessed of other land; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a petition of citizens | 


of the United States, residing in New York, pray- 


ing that the ‘* homestead bil’? may become a law; | 


which was ordered to jie on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD. Iam requested to present to 
the Senate the memorial of the Seandinavian So- 
ciety, of the city of New York and its vicinity, in 
which they state that Mr. Christian Hansen, of 
the city of Brooklyn, State of New York, pro- 
poses to the United States Government to contract 


for carrying the mails between that city and |; 


Gluckstadt, in Holstein, by the way of Rotter- 


dam, and to have the ocean postage on that line | 
In this i; 


memorial they set forth the great importance of | 


reduced to ten cents per single letter. 


the establishment of such a line and of such a re- 
duction of postage. The subject is, I believe, 
under the consideration of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. I move that the 
memorial be referred ta that committee. 

It was so referred. 
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| States and Brazil 
ing an appropriation to pay the awards made by 
the commissioner appointed for the settlement of 
their claims; which was referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. : 

Mr. HUNTER presented a memorial of the 

Orange and Alexandria Railroad Company, pray- 
ing an appropriation by Congress to repair the 
Long Bridge across the Potomac river; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
| lumbia. 
. Mr. HAMLIN presented twenty-one petitions 
| of merchants, ship-masters, and others, citizens 
of Maine, praying that such beacons, spindles, 
and buoys, may be placed on the Muscle Ridges 
as will render the navigation safe and easy; which 
l were referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of inhabit- 
ants and merchants of the city of Boston; a peti- 
i tion of inhabitants of Swampscot, in Lynn, Mas- 
sachusetts; a petition of inhabitants of Nahant, in 
Lynn, Massachusetts; and a petition of the citi- 
zens of Lynn, Massachusetts; stating that there 
is urgent need of a light-house on the coast of 
‘Lynn, at the outer entrance of Boston Harbor, 
for the safety of shipping and the protection of 
the lives of mariners—that many vessels have 
been wrecked, and many lives lost near that place 
within the few past years, and earnestly praying 
that Congress will grant an appropriation for the 
purpose of constructing a light-house on Egg 
Rock, near Nahant; which were referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


FALLS OF THE OHIO. 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 


ing, to which was referred a motion that five thou- 
sand additional copies of the report of the Com- 
mittee on Roads and Canals, im relation to the 
construction of a canal, and the establishinent of 
an armory and foundry, at the Falls of the Ohto 
tiver, and the relinquishment of the stock held by 
the United States in the Louisville and Portland 
canal, be printed for the use of the Senate, re- 
ported in favor of printing the same; which was 
agreed to. 

| WASHINGTON CITY WATER COMPANY. 

| Mr. SHIELDS, by unanimous consent, asked 
j and obtained leave to introduce a bill to incorpo- 
| ratethe Washington City Water Company; which 
| was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
i lurabia. 


GENERAL SCOTT AND GENERAL PIFRCE. 


| Mr. MERIWETHER submitted the following 
: resolution for consideration: 


Resolved, That the President of the United 
requested to inform the Senate what amount of public 
money has been paid to General Winfield Scott and Gen- 
ree, respectively, from the time of their 
entrance into the publie service up to the present date, 
ngnishing between regolar and extra compensation 5 
į also, for what said amounts were paid, whether for pay 


States be 


eral Franklin Pie 
fir 


per, rations, forage, horses, mileage, transportation, 
rants, quarters, fnel, med attendance, or cormuiata- 


: tion for any of the preceding items. Also, that he inform 
the Senate what amount of extra compensation has been 
claimed by either, the items of each and every such claim 
when first presented, and when and by whom allowed, or 
rejected, and the official reasons given at the time for such 

' allowance or rejection, and whether any item or iteins 
claim or claims, once disallowed, were subsequently pre 

nied for payment; and if so, how often, and when, and 

subsequently allowed or paid, by whom and when, and 
the amounts thereof, and the reasons for such allowance 
and the amounts thereof. And that he also inform ihe Sen- 
ate whether either of the above-named generals hag re 
ceived trom the public Treasury pay or emoluments for dis 
: charging the duties of more than one office or employment 
at the same time; and if so, what offices or cinployments, 
and the amount of such pay and emolumen 
when paid; and whether any claim or claims have been 
presented for the discharge of the duties of two or mor 
offices or employments at the same time by either of them, 


i 
i 


; for what reasons then given. 
; Senate whether either of the above-named generais has 
ever, under color of charging for percentage, or for extra 
: compensation, or for any other reason or reasons, or in any 
: manner or form, applied to his own use, or retained in his 
i hands, any of the publie funds, or property, without au- 


i 


f 
| 
| 
i 
| 


and disallowed, and if so, by whom disallowed, when, and | 
And that he also inform the į 


of 27th of January, 1849, pray-: 


and the time | 


New Senus....No. 138. 


thority of law, and if so, when, and the amount-or valne 
thereof; and whether the amount thus applied or retained, 
or any part thereof, has ever been repaid to the United 
States, ‘aud if so, what amount, and when so repaid; and 
whether any amount of public money, or property, which 
has ever come to the hands or possession of either of them 

remains unaccounted for, and if so, in whose hands, and 
how much, ` 


MILITARY BALANCES DUE. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following resolution; 
which was agreed to: 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be 


instructed to inquire into the expediency of making an ap- 
propriation for the payment of such balance as has been 


| reported by the late Seeretary of War, Mr. Poinsett, to be 


duo to Massachusetts and Maine for disbursements made 


| in behal of the United States during the war of 1812, 


EXCHANGE OF LANDS IN MEMPHIS. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, the 
United States own some ten or twelve acres of 
land in the city of Memphis. The corporation of 
that city own some ten or twelve acres, upon 
which they have a hospital. Upon the ground 
owned by the United States an arsenal was built, 
The citizens of Memphis have petitioned that the 
United States should convey them the land which 
the Government owns, and upon which the arsenal 
was erected. The Committee on Public Lands, 
taking that petition into consideration, have di- 
rected me to make a report, accompanied by a bill, 
which provides that the title of the Government to 
its land may be conveyed to the corporate authori- 
ues of the city of Memphis, upon condition that 
the city of Memphis will convey to the United 
States the land, about equal in quantity, that they 
own upon which the hospital has been erected. 
The object of the committee being to convert the 
hospital now belonging to the city of Memphis 


| into a marine hospital, the property of the United 


States. I am directed to report a bill upon that 
subject, and Í have made this statement at the 
request of the Senator from Tennessee, (Mr. 
Jonns,} who has a great anxiety that the Senate 
should consider the bill now, and pass it if they 
approve of it. 

The bill, which is entitled ‘* A bill to convey 
certain land to the city of Memphis on certain 
conditions,” was read a first time, and ordered to 
a second reading. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
may I ask the Senate to consider that bill now? 
In is a very simple one. I do not know that the 
corporation of Memphis will accept the proposi- 
tion, but I desire to give them an opportunity of 
doing so. The circumstances are these: The 
Government of the United States own about ten 
acres of land within the city of Memphis upon 
which an arsenal was built many years ago, but 
which has long since ceased to be used by the 
Government at ail, The houses that were erected 
upon it are going into decay and dilapidation, and 
the property is certainly worthless to the Govern- 
ment for any purpose for which it was originally 
constructed. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will suspend 
his remarks until the bill is read a second time, ` 

No objection was made, and the bill was read a 


: second time, and considered as in Committee of 
‘the Whole. 


It proposes to enact that it shall be 
lawfal for the Secretary of the Treasury, in behalf 
of the United States, to convey to the corporation 
af the city of Memphis, in the State of Tennessee, 


! all the ground, with its appurtenances, owned by 


the United States in the corporate limits of the 
said city, upon which heretofore an arsenal has 


' been erected, whenever the corporate authorities 
| of said city shall convey to the United States, 
| with the assent of the Legislature of the State of 
: Tennessee, a good and valid title to twelve acres 
' of ground, more or tess, upon which the said city 


now has an hospital with its appurtenances, sit- 
uated adjoining the corporate limits of said city; 
and also that the erounds and buildings to be thus 
conveyed to the United States shall be held and 
used for the purposes of a marine hospital, under 
the same rules and regulations as are applicable 
to other marine hospitals on the waters of the 
Mississippi. 
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Memphis. The corporation of that city own 
about an equal quantity of ground in the vicinity 
of that owned by the Government. “Upon the 
ground owned by the corporation they have erect- 
ed a large hospital. ‘The Government, as you are 
aware, has no hospital there. Our people are 
very much taxed for the support of that hospital, 
both by the State government and the corporate 


authorities of the city. The property owned by | 


the Government within the limits.of the city we 
feel to be an improper location foran hospital, being 
somewhat in the heart of the city. It is estimated 
by persons who were directed by the Government 
to investigate the value of it, that the property 
owned by the Government is worth from $10,000 
to $15,000. My own opinion is, that $16,000 is 
the utmost to which it can be carried. ‘The prop- 
erty owned by the corporation—the buildings in- 
eluded—must be worth $30,000 or $40,000, or per- 
haps 950,000. The proposition here is, that the 
Government will transfer to the corporation its 
property within the corporate limits, upon con- 
dition that the corporation will cede to the Govern- 
ment, for the purpose of a marine hospital, the 
grounds upon which their hospital is already 
erected. I do not know that the corporation can 
accept it; but 1 desire to give them the opportu- 
nity of doing so, believing that in doing it weshall 
promote the public, national interest, and protect 


heavily taxed ‘for the purpose of sustaining the 
sick which are thrown upon our hands. The 
Government has no marine hospital, as you know, 
within two hundred mites of us, and our taxes are 
enormous. We ask the Government to take that 
hospital, if the corporation will cede it to them, 
and convert it into a marine hospital, Thatis the 
simple statement of the facts. 


Mr. SHIELDS. As I understand it, an arsenal i 


is located on the land owned by the United States, 
and, consequently, it is under the direction and 
control of the War Department. There is a gen- 
eral law authorizing the War Department, in all 
cases of this kind, to dispose of property of that 
character when it becomes useless for the public 
service. That law is now in force. I have intro- 
duced an amendment at this session of Congress 
extending its provisions. This bill has been re- 
ported by the Committee on Public Lands, but it 
is always usual, in cases of this kind, to consult 
with the proper Department, and ascertain whether 
that is essential to the interests of the public ser- 
vice before the land is ceded away in this manner. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. If the gentleman 
will permit me, I will explain that that very thing 
has been done. Some months ago the Secretary 
of War ordered a sale of this ground as being use- 
less to the Government. The property was ad- 
vertised for sale. Before the time of sale arrived, 
however, this proposition had been submitted to 
the Committee on Public Lands. Fle then with- 
drew the order to sell, and he has been written to 
by the Committee on Public Lands. Fis response 


is now before that committee, in which he says: 


that the property is useless to the Government for 
the purpose for which it was originally intended. 
I know the fact that it has not been used by the 


ten, twelve, or fifteen years, 
Mr. SHIELDS. That may all be true, but 
this has taken a most extraordinary course. Every 


Committee on Military Affairs, It is true, I do 
not want the trouble of this investigation; but we 
consult with the proper Department; we ascertain 


whether an arsenal is needed before we act on |! 


such a case as this. I do not know the condition 


of the arsenals along the Mississippi river, but this | 


I do know, that anarsenal is essential 


going to purchase lands in various parts of the 
country, in order to havearsenals at the assailable 
points; one to control the Mississippi river; an- 
other the Gulf; another the southern Atlantic 
coast; another the northern Atlantic coast; another 
the Pacifie, and so on. 
that committee, to submit the matter to the com- 
mittee, and to consult with the Departmenton the 
subject, and ascertain whether there is any other 
point on the Mississippi river that we can now 


I 


t 


[! 


j 


I t y necessary |! 
in that partion of the country; and, sir, we are | 


appropriate for an arsenal. If there be a better 
one, and if we can do so, I am willing, but not 
otherwise. I have no opposition on earth to the 
bill as it stands, except that I know nothing of the 
facts. But I know, and every man knows, that 
an arsenal is necessary in that portion of the coun- 
try somewhere. I move.the reference of the bill 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will not disagree with my 
honorable friend from Illinois, as to what should 
have been the proper reference of this subject in 
the first instanee. I think with him that a refer- 
ence to the Military Committee would have been 
the most proper. 
circumstances, I do not. see the propriety or ne- 
cessity of making that reference now.. A different 
direction was given to it, perhaps inadvertently, in 
the first instance, and the Committee on Public 
Lands, it seems to me, were, under the circum- 


| stances, competent to make a proper report on the 


subject; particularly from the fact that this arsenal, 
so called, at Memphis, cannot be and has not been 


considered a military establishment for many | 
If it was, it was not used as an arsenal. | 


ears. 
Many years.ago, perhaps twelve years ago, it was 
rented out for other purposes, and has been so 
used ever since, and has never been used by the 
Government from the time of its construction for 
a military establishment. T remember, being a 
citizen of Memphis at the time,—for I drew up an 


; apphication,—that the establishment was used by a | 
| private individual for aschool. 
À 2 many years; and such was the conviction of the 
the corporation; because the citizens are very || War Department that it was not necessary as an 


i arsenal, that, in the exercise of the power to which 


It was so used for 


the Senator has referred, it was offered for sale; 


but upon the supposition that an arrangement | 


equally beneficial to the Government, and at the 


same time more beneficial perhaps to the city of | 
Memphis might be made, the order was with- 


drawn, and the matter bas been suffered to rest 
until it can be ascertained whether this matter can 
be consummated. I think that for these reasons, 
as the bill has been reported from the Committee 


on Public Lands, where all these matters are un- | 
derstood, it will be better to let it be disposed of |} 
| now, as otherwise it may lead to a considerable | 


consumption of the time of the Senate. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I therefore withdraw my 


| motion; but I request the friends of this bill to 
; suffer it to lie over till to-morrow. 
i my own satisfaction, to consult, not the heads of 


I wish, for 


Departments only, but gentlemen specially em- 
ployed in this business; and it occurs to me that 
that may be the most advantageous point for an 
arsenal. Of that, however, I know very little. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Tf will make that mo- 


|, tion. 


The bill was accordingly laid over, and ordered 


! tobe printed. 


THE HOMESTEAD BILL. 


Mr. WALKER. I move to postpone all the 
prior orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill 
usually designated ‘ the homestead bill.” 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has called for 
reports. 


Mr. WALKER. That may be; but I merely n 
; exercise the right which is exercised here almost || inform the Senate whether said treaty has ever been sub- 
; every day—to move to postpone the prior orders | 

' for the purpose of taking up a particular bill. 
Government for any publie purposes for the last |! 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the 
question. 
Mr. SHIELDS. 


wait until we shall finish the morning business. 
That being got through, I shall be ready to take 
it up at any time. 

Mr. WALKER. Ishall ask for the yeas and 
navs upon the motion to take up the bill, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken, 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Borland, Bright, Cass, Chase, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Foot, Sebastian, Seward, 
Stockton, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and Weller—14, É 

NAVS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Brad- 


i bury, Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Chariton, Clarke, Clem- 
; ens, Davis, Dawson, De Saussure, Felch, Fish, Geyer, 


: Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Tenne: 


ssee, King, Meriwether, 


: Miller, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Shields, Spruance, Toucey, 


Ji 


| 


: 3 Ui E Jpham—31. 
I wish, as chairman of ; Underwood, and Upham—3} 


ROBERT GRIGNON. 
Mr. ATCHISON. I am instructed by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to report a bill for 
the relief of Robert Grignon. I ask that it be 


But, Mr. President, under the | 


i I shall vote against the mo- | 
c |; tion to take up the bill, unless the Senator wil 
other proposition of this kind has gone before the | 


now considered; but if it should give rise to any 
debate, I will at once move to postpone it. 

The bill was read a first and second time, and 
considered as: in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to authorize the Secretary of the Treas- 
| ury to pay to Robert Grignon the sum of $20,000, 
| in full satisfaction of his claim against the United 
| States, arising out of a clause of the second article 
i 
| 
i 


! ofa treaty made between the United States and 
ithe Menomonee Indians the 30th September, 
: 1836; which clause was stricken out of the treaty 
i by the Senate by way of amendment to the treaty. 
| No part of this money, however, is to be paid 
| without.the consent of the Menomonee Indians 
| being first obtained, and without a full relingquish- 
ment of that amount on the part of the tribe to 
| the United States. 

i Mr. UNDERWOOD. I must ask the gentle- 
Í man from Missouri (Mr. Arcuison] to give us a 
| short explanation of this matter, 

; Mr. ATCHISON. I will do so. Under a 
| treaty made in 1836, the Menomonee Indians had 
| a school fund to the amount of $1,000 a year for 
| twenty years. When the treaty was made in 
: 1836—which was negotiated by my friend from 

: Wisconsin, [Mr. Dopex]—they said that they 
wanted no school funds, but that the money ap- 
propriated should go to their friend Robert Grig- 
non, who, when they were starving, had fed 
| them, and’ when they were naked had clothed 
; them. A clause was put into the treaty for that 


|| purpose, and when it came up for. consideration 


before the Senate, in pursuance of the policy 
which the Senate had pursued, they struck out the 
clause, and since that time the Indians have unan- 
imously refused to touch a single dollar of the 
money, although they might have had it under the 
i treaty. They said it belonged to their friend, and 
they insisted, and still insist, that he should have 


it, 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not understand this 
subject. Itis the first I have heard of it. Itmay 
be all right; but I would like to know in what 
i form and manner the Menomonee Indians come 
before Congress and ask that this money shall be 
'so paid. Was this money to be!paid to them in 
į their collective capacity as a tribe? or was it to be 
appropriated in a particular way according to the 
| stipulations of a treaty ? 

Again, have they come forward as a tribe, in 
| their tribal character and capacity, duly repre- 
sented here, and asked that this money should be 
paid in this manner? or is it some agent, profess- 
| ing to act for them, who asks for this large inter- 
est which belongs to these Indians? I merely ask 
for information. I wish to know by what author- 


ity he acts for them, if he has any authority at 

Mr. ATCHISON. I will ask that a letterfrom 

| the Department of the Interior be read, which will 
| ‘The letter was read: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Sin: The resolution of the Senate, adopted in Execu- 

ssion on the 19th instant, in the words following, 

quested to communicate to the Senate a copy of the treaty 

euween the United States and the Menomonee tribe of In- 


i all. 
| explain the matter. 
OFFICE fNotan Arrairs, February 21, 1851. } 
Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Interior be re- 
ans, bearing date the 3d day of September, 1836, and to 


mitted to those Indians ; and the amendments of the Sen- 
ate agreed to by them,” having been referred by you to this 
office, I have the honor to report, that the records and files 
of the office afford no evidence that the treaty referred to 
in said resolution was ever submitted. to said Indians, and 
the amendments of the Senate agreed to by them. They 
| have, however, impliedly assented to or acquiesced in all 


Hl of said ainendments, with the exception of one striking out 


of the clause providing for the annuity of 41,000 for twenty 
| years to Robert Grignon, 'To this amendment they have 
; ever been opposed, and in various ways have insisted that 
the original stipulations for Grignou’s benefit should be ful- 
filled. 

| A printed copy of the treaty is inclosed—the original be- 
: ing on file In the office of the Secretary of State. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

L. LEA, Commissioner. 
Hon. A. H. H. STUART, Secretary of the Interior. 


i 
H 
i 
i Mr. ATCHISON. That letter shows very 
| 


j clearly that the Indians have acquiesced in all the 

amendments, except this one which was made by 
| the Senate, and that they have uniformly refused 
j to acquiesce in this amendment, and have insisted, 
| and still insist, that the money shall be paid to 
| Grignon. It is the money of the Indians—the 
: money of the whole tribe. They have made this 
disposition of it by the treaty; but the Senate did 
not consent to it, and struck it out. The Indians 
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have never agreed to it. The Senator from Wis- 


consin [Mr. Donee] can state what took place at |! 


the time the treaty was made. | 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin. I will state the 
facts connected with thissubject. The treaty was 
made in good faith, and the Indians, at the time, 
urged the payment ofthis money totheir friend and 
relative, Robert Grignon. Since the treaty was 
made on the 30th September, 1836, I have had fre- 
quent conferences with the chiefs of the Menom- 
onees, and they have uniformly stated to me that 
they would never receive from the Government 
that money, which belonged to their friend and 
relative, Robert Grignon. 
of Indian Affairs, they called my attention to the 
subject on three or four different occasions, when 
holding councils with them. The treaty, as I 
have said, was made in good faith, and was rati- 
fied by the Senate, with the exception of this sec- 
tion, which was stricken out, although the chiefs 
and warriors were desirous that it should be passed. 
The recipient, Mr. Grignon, is an estimable, bet 
very poor man, who has fought in defense of the 
country, and who now receives a pension for the 
services which he rendered to the country. I know 
him to be honest, and believe him to be brave. 
He has. merited the kindness of the Indians, and 
the rejection of this bill would do him a great in- 
justice. The Senator from Michigan, {Mr. Cass,] 
under whom several of those treaties were made, 


knows the character of the Grignon family, and | 


{will call on him to state whether the family is 
not honorable and respected among the Indians. 
Mr. CASS. I know the family very well. I 
know they have been a faithfui and honest family, 
and are considered at home very respectable. J 
know nothing about the merits of this case. I 
will observe, now that fam up, that when this 
subject was introduced by the Senator from Mis- 


souri, he proposed to withdraw it if it should lead | 


to debate. It seems to me likely to lead to discus- 
sion, and I trust that it may be laid aside, for the 
purpose of proceeding, according to an arrange- 


ment as it was understood, to the consideration of | 


the bill providing for the construction of a canal 
around the Falls of the Sault Ste. Marie. 

Mr. BORLAND. [ do not wish to make a 
speech, but I desire to say a word. The honor- 
able Senator frora Wisconsin [Mr. Doves] mis- 
took me, if he supposed that £ was opposing the 
claim. 

Mr. DODGE, of Wisconsin. 
stand that the Senator opposed the claim, but sim- 
ply wished to have the matter explained. 

Mr. BORLAND. My object, as I stated in 
the beginning, was to get some information upon 
this matter, which had not come under my obser- 
vation before.” It seemed a little extraordinary I 
thought; but the explanation is very satisfactory, 
except in one respect. I think it would be a bet- 
ter mode of accomplishing the object, and that it 


would be more certainly done, by paying the money |; 


to the Indians, and then let them pay it to Grig- 
non, if they wish, in good faith, to do so. 

Mr. ATCHISON. That is provided for in the 
bill, or the same thing. 

Mr. WALKER. It expresses that it is to be 
with their assent. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then I have no objection 
to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 


communicating, in compliance with a resolution ii 
of the Senate, a letter from the Commissioner of | 


Indian Affairs, with copies af communications 
received from the agents of the Department in Cali- 
fornia, in relation to debts contracted by them; 


which was ordered to be laid upon the table, and : 


printed. 
BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SEWARD, by unanimous consent, asked | 


and obtained leave to introduce a bill to extend the 
provisions of the fourth section of * An act to 


‘grant the right of way to all rail and plank roads |} 


‘and macadamized turnpikes passing through the 
‘public land belonging to the United States,” ap- 
proved August 4, 1852, for the purpose therein 
named; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 


When Superintendent |; 


T did not under- ! 


TONNAGE DUTIES. 
On motion by Mr. SEWARD, it was’ 


Ordered, That five hundred additional copies be printed 
of the report of the Committee on Commerce, respecting 


the repeal of tonnage duties on Spanish vessels from Cuba | 


and Porto Rico. 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILE. 

The bill making appropriation for the current 
and contingent expenses. of the Indian Depart- 
ment, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 
1833, was read a third time as amended, and 
passed. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATIONS, 


A message was received from the House of | 
Representatives, by Mr. Havas, its Chief Clerk, | 


announcing that it had passed a bill making ap- 
propriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses 
of the Government, for the year ending June 30, 
1853. i 

The bill was read a first and second time by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


JUDICIAL FEES AND COSTS. 


The message from the House of Representatives 
also announced that it had passed a bill to regulate 
the fees and costs to be alowed clerks, marshals, 
and attorneys of the circuit and district courts of 
the United States. The bill was read a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


THE NORTH AMERICAN FISHERIES. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the motion made by Mr. Cass, on the 3d instant, 
that the message of the President of the United 
States communicating information in relation to 
the fisheries, be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations; when 

Mr. SOULE rose, and addressed the Senate at 
length, and was followed by Messrs. CASS, 
BUTLER, and SEWARD, the latter of whom 
gave way for a motion to postpone the further 
consideration of ‘the subject until Saturday next; 
which, after considerable discussion, was agreed 
to, and Mr. Seward will occupy the floor on Sat- 
urday. 

[See Appendix for this debate.] 


EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after being engaged therein for some time, the 
doors were reopened, 

And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, August 12, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o'clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER. 
House is upon ordering House bill No. 146, to 
regulate the fees of clerks, marshals, and attorneys 
of the district and circuit courts of the United 
States, to be engrossed and read the third time. 

Mr. SMART. Before proceeding to the ex- 


i ecution of the order, I ask the unanimous consent 


of the House to present a report merely for the 
purpose of reference, and of having it put upon 
record, 
The SPEAKER. 
bill will be read. 
The title of the bill was then read, as follows: 


« A pill to authorize she payment of the claim of the | 


State of Massachusetts for certain services of her militia 


during the late war.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to that. 

Mr. SMART. I will ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the objection. I will state to him that 
T have taken a great deal of pains to examine the 
question. I wish merely to present the bill and 
report that they may be put upon record. 

Mr. JONES. 
with Great Britain? 

Mr. SMART. Itis. 

Mr. JONES. I donot withdraw my objection. 

Mr. McCORKLE. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take from the table Senate 
bill No. 7, providing “for the survey of public 
lands in the State of California,” for the purpose 
of reference. 


The question before the | 


Tf there is no objection, the |: 


f sage! $ 
is it for services in the late war |i 
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| Mr. AVERETT. I object to that, and call for 
‘the regular order of business. j 


| PEES OF UNITED STATES MARSHALS, ETC. 


House bill No. 146, ‘regulating the fees and 
i costs to be allowed to clerks, marshals, and attor- 
| neys of the circuit and district courts of the United 
' States,” being.the business in erder, was ordered 
to be engressed, and being engrossed, was read 
: the third time. 

‘ Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. f move the pre- 
vious question upon the passage of the bil. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. LETCHER. I ask the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were refused, but nine mem- 
hers seconding the call-— 

Mr. LETCHER. I demand a count upon the 
other side. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair doubts whether 
| such a demand as that can be made—the number 
| rising to second the call is less than one fifth of a 
quorum. The only object in counting the other 
side would be, to see if there is a quorum. That 
will be shown on a division upon the bill. ` 

Mr. LETCHER. f ask for tellers upon the 

eas and nays, 

The SPEAKER. In response to theeentleman 
from Virginia, (Mr. Lercarr,] he will recollect 
that it is too late to call for tellers upon the yeas 
and nays so long after it was announced that they 
were not ordered. It is competent to have tellers 
upon the passage of the bill, 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move a call 
of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not, the previous ques- 
tion having been ordered. , 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the House ad- 
journ, and upon that motion I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Is it in order 
to move to lay the bill upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then I make that motion. 

The question being first upon the motion that 
the House adjourn — i 

Mr. LETCHER demanded the yeas and nayss 
which were ordered, and being taken, were—yeas 
2, nays 127. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring upon the motion to lay 
the bill upon the table, it was put, and the motion. 
was disagreed to. 

The question recurring on the passage of the 
bil— 

Mr. SEYMOUR demanded the yeas and nays; 
i which were not ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was decided 
in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed, and 
i: to Jay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order, 
| ig House bill No. 120, authorizing certain soldiers 
| in the late war with Great Britain, to surrender 
| the bounty lands drawn by them, and locate others 
‘in lieu thereof. 

| Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. This bill was intro- 
! duced by my colleague, (Mr. Hunpricxs.] He 
is necessarily absent from the city, and I move 
| that the consideration of the bill be postponed until 
| Wednesday next. 

The SPEAKER. There is no objection, and 
! it is so ordered. 

THE WHEELING BRIDGE CASE, 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order, 
is House bill No. 297, ‘ declaring the Wheeling 
|! bridge a lawful structure, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. WOODWARD being entitled to the floor, 
occupied it until the expiration of the morning 
hour (without concluding) in discussing the rights 
| of navigation, and the right to construct the bridge 
l across the Ohio. He tested those rival rights by 
l| an application of the principles of the laws of na- 
i tions thereto, and by an application of the prin- 
f ciples of the Constitution of the United States, 
| from which is derived the power to determine the 
i rights of the parties in this contest, since the 
|| formation of the Federal Union. Heargued that, 


for the purposes of commerce and 
between the different States of the Union, the 
right to navigate the river was no greater than the 
right to cross the river by bridges. He main- 
tained that the intercourse which was designed to 
be established by the Constitution between the 
States by land, was as sacred as the intercourse 
by water; and- he viewed it as a question as to 
what sacrifices each should make te the other, 
with the view to an adjustment of the case. He 
insisted that the ultimate right was in Congress, 
under its power to regulate commerce and to pre- 
serve the intercourse between the States, to deter- 
mine the question involved, as to the-preservation 
or destruction of this bridge. [Mr. W.’s speech 
will be found in the Appendix,} 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, (interrupting.) 
I am sorry to interrupt the gentleman from South 


ired. i 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. STANTON. lask, then, that the House 
proceed to the consideration of the report from 
the Committee on Printing, in relation to the claim 
of Thomas Ritchie. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. When that bill was reported 
from the Committee on Printing, it was under- 
stood by me, and J think by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, (Mr. Sranrow,] that its consideration 
would not be pressed until the appropriation bills 
had passed the House; and if T am entitled to the 
floor, I would like to move that the rales be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky having made the report, was recognized by 
the Chair, and is entitled to the floor. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I ask the gentleman 
from Kentucky to yield me the floor for the pur- 
pose of submitting the motion that I have indi- 
cated. : 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I cannot yield 
to the gentleman for that purpose. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I make this appeal to the 
gentleman, for I do not think that he and I can 
disagree about the fact. It was certainly dis- 
tinctly understood by me, and T hardly think it 
could have been understood otherwise by him, 
that he would not press this bill until after the ap- 
propriation billy were passed. When the bill was 
mtroduced, objection was made that this day was 
too early for its consideration, and the gentleman 
stated in his r ks, that if the appropriation 
bills were not passed, he would postpone the bill 
still further, That was my understanding about 
the matter, ; : 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I have to say, 
in answer to my friend from Alabama, that when 
I reported this bill, I desired that it should be post- 
poned until an earlier day, and a large number of 
the friends of the measure insisted upon it that it 
should be postponed to an earlier day. F put it 
off for a full week, for the especial purpose of ac- 
commodating the chairman ot the Committee of 
Ways and Means, with the expectation that by 
that time th neinal appropriation bill would 
have been xl, i hadno desire or intention to 
postpone it for any other purpose than to enable 
him to get that bill out of the way. That bill is 
now out of the way, and if this measure is now 
taken up and acted upon, E believe that it can be 
disposed of in an hour. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Several of the principal ap- | 
propriation bijs are yet undisposed of, and are | 
amittee of the Whole on the state |! 


now in the C 
of the Union, a 
at least to allow metogetthe A 
through before he presses hi : 
to me that public bills—the appron 
ought not to be postponed to the cs 

tivate claims. We have now ve 


nd I think thatthee 


entleman ought 
md Navy bills 
st does seem 
iation bills— 
sideration of 


l 


y 


it gets through at all. 

Mr. STANTON. This bill was lost at the last 
session for want of time. It passed this House 
by a large majority, went to the Senate, and was 
lost there. 
up now and considered, and I insist upon it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Do I understand, then, that 
the gentleman declines to yield me the floor? 

The SPEAKER. He does. 


; y little time left. | 
There is no hope of getting the gentleman’s bill : 
through in an hour, nor ina day, and in my opin- : 
ion it will not get through in Jess than a Week, ifi 


It is important that it should be taken 


i 


moment. 
i Mr. STANTON. Certainly, sir. 
Mr. McLANAHAN. At the early part of this 


i itis well known to the House that we have never 


| I ask the unanimous consent of the House to 
| make a report from the minority of the Judiciary 
| Committee upon that subject. 

ji Mr. MEADE. I object. 

i! from Kentucky yield to me for a single word? 

: Mr. STANTON. 1 will. 


|: whatever to the report of the minority of the Ju- 


i majority; and [ have only to state to the House 
! that I was requested by the majority of the com- 
; mittee to say to this House, without a forma! or 
; written report, that that committee, by a very 
: large majority—I believe the gentleman from Penn- 
| sylvania was aloné in the minority 
| Mr. McLANAHAN. I beg the gentleman’s 
| pardon. There were two others of the commit- 
tee with me. 

: Mr. MEADE. I was merely about to say that 
| the majority of the Judiciary Committee, without 
i making a formal report, have authorized me to 
| state to the House that they adopt the report of 
i 


i the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads, 
| and recommend thatthe same bill be passed which 
j! is recommended by thatablereport. Now, I have 


| minority. 

| Mr. McLANAHAN. I ask, then, that the 
; minority report be received, and that it be laid 
; upon the table and printed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


THOMAS RITCHIE. 
Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The report 


| me to make, and whichis now the business before 


i Session of Congress by Colonel Mc Willie, then 


the House have given it an attentive perusal. The 


setile the accounts of Mr. Ritchie, for the printing 


| 1819. I have devoted some attention to the sub- 
¿ ject, and am well satisfied, that if Congress will 


| Mr. Ritchie more than he reasonably deserves to 
: have under all the circumstances. No man can 
i give attention to this subject, even for a mo- 
ment, and fail to be satisfied that Mr. Ritchie, in 
his efforts faithfully to execute the duties imposed 


i gary, 


| loss of Mr. Ritchie, upon work done for the first 
: session of ihe last Congress, was $65,436. 
| fair to presume, that the same rate of loss was 
sustained upon the work executed for the subse- 
quent session—or in the same proportion. Mr. 


, eration. That resolution passed the House by a 
large vote, and was defeated in the Senate for 
want of time to consider it. 

The prices fixed by the resolution are fifty per 
cent. below those established by the resolution of 
1819. {f members of the House will examine the 
: testimony taken before the committee, of which 
: the Elon. Mr. Wentworth was chairman, at the 
last session of Congress, they will see that these 
prices are not considered as extravagant, by 
printers of high standing as practical and intelli- 
ii gent men in their profession. 

j: [Here a message was received from the Senate, 
; by the hands of Assury Dicxrys, its Secretary, 
© announcing the passage by that body of the Indian 


_ man from Kentucky to yield me the floor for one | 


session the subject of the Wheeling Bridge was || 
i! referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. [have |! 
i; had in my possession a report from the minority ` 
: of that committee for some two months past; but ‘| 


|; been called upon for reports. The subject of the | 
| Wheeling Bridge being now under consideration, || 


Will the gentleman | 


Carolina, but I believe the morning hour has ex- |!) Mr. MEADE. I should have no objection | 


| diciary Committee succeeding the report of the 


| no objection to the reception of the report of the | 


: which the Committee on Printing have directed | 
| the House, embodies the report made at the last || 
; chairman of the committee. I hope the members of 

report concludes with a resolution, proposing to ‘| 


: ordered by the last Congress, at prices fifty per | 
cent. less than those fixed by the resolution of | 


pass the resolution I have reported, it wil! not give. 


upon him by Congress, has sustained an immense : 
loss—a loss whieh, if not made up to him by | 
Congress, must reduce him in his old age to beg- | 
Colonel McWiiillie, in whom this House | 
; and ail who know him, must have confidence, and |: 
4 who examined the subject with very great care, | 
| ascertained by close calculation, that the actual : 


It is: 


McWillie, under instructions from the committee, :) 
reported a resolution, giving Mr. Ritchie the same | 
:. prices fixed by the resolution now under consid- ` 
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i was one of the witnesses examined before that 
committee. He will be recognized on all hands 
as a gentleman of great practical experience, and 
as well informed upon the subject upon which he 
testified, as any person in the city of Washington. 
| He says: i 

“Taking the amount of work at this session as a stand- 
ard, and adoptiug the style of the work done by the printers 
| at this session, the public printer could afford to do the print- 
; ing of both Houses, at the price of one third less than the 
‘i prices fixed by the joint resolution of 1819. He would lose 
| on the composition, but would more than make it up on the 
| press-work.?? 

Here Mr. Rives refers to the character of the 
work done and the quantity, and gives it as his 
| opinion, that one third less, or thirty-three and a 
|; third per cent. off the prices of 1819, would be a 
i fair price to pay the public printer. The same 
‘testimony of Mr. Rives discloses the fact that 
i Congress has never paid its public printers, when 
| elected by the House, less than twenty per cent. 
| 
| 


| off the prices of 1819. Blair & Rives did the print- 
| ing for the Twenty-fourth Congress at fifteen per 
; cent. off the prices of 1819. Forthe Twenty-fifth 
Congress, Thomas Allen received the full prices 
‘of 1839. Blair & Rives had the printing of the 
i] Twenty-sixth Congress at fifteen per cent. off the 
| prices of 1819. For the Twenty-seventh Con- 
i gress, Gales & Seaton took it at twenty per cent, 
i| off, but the last night of the session, the twenty 
«per cent, deduction, amounting to $40,000, was 
restored to them, in consequence of a belief by 
Congress, that they would lose money at the 
prices at which they had undertaken to do the 
work. ; x 

© Gales & Seaton offered to do the work for the 
| last Cougress at twenty per cent. off the prices of 

1819, as proved by the Hon. Mr. Hamrin, of the 

4 Senate, before the same committee. 
i Thus it appears, that at no time when the price 
i of printing was regulated by the standard of 1819, 
has Congress paid solow a price as that fixed by 
the resolution now under consideration. All the 
testimony before the committee I have before re- 
; ferred to, goes to prove that the wages of journey- 
men are now higher than then, and that the cost 
: of composition is greater. But these are particu- 
‘lars into which I do not propose now to inquire. 
I desire, in view of the short time between this and 
the day fixed for adjournment, to make my re- 
marks as brief as possible. 

If I can have the attention of the House, I will 
endeavor very briefly to notice some of the causes 
; which have contributed to produce the losses sus- 
i tained by Mr. Ritchie in the execution of the pub- 
i lie printing. It will be seen that they have arisen 
! mainly from the action of Congress, and not from 
H any fault of his own. The manner in which Mr. 
i| Ritchie became connected with the printing is well 
| understood by the House, and it is unnecessary 
|| for me to refer to it. It will be recollected that, at 
; the beginning of the last Congress, this body did 
| Dot organize until eighteen days after the time d 
by law. During this period the public printer was 
| compelled to be ready atall times to commence the 
execution of his work. It was necessary, and he 
was prepared with a fullcomplement of hands, at 
any moment to execute any work ordered. These 
hands were under pay, and could not be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. ORR. How manyhands? 

Mr. STANTON. I cannot say what number 
of hands were then employed in the office, but I 
suppose a sufficient number for a prompt and 
speedy execution of any work ordered by Con- 
gress. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Orr] must be aware, that it was both the interest 
and duty of a business man, having npon his 
; hands an undertaking of such r 


i 
i 
| 

‘| 
{ 

i 
i 
i 


nitude as the 
| printing of Congress, to be prepared at the first day 
. of its session with a sufficient force to commence 
i the work which may be ordered. The first job 
|, was the President’s message end accompanying 
| documents, constituting a large item of the work. 
| Well, sir, half a month expired before this or any 
| other document came to the hands of the printer, 
| although he was prepared at any moment to com- 
i mencetheprinting. Here, then; was a loss result- 
'! ing to Mr. Ritchie, not from any fault of his own, 
‘| but from the failure of Congress to organize. 

Sir, another source of loss to Mr. Ritchie, and 
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securitie Mr. Ritchie, before the end of the 
fiscal year, found thecontingent fund of the House 
exhausted, his resourcés cut off, and himself 


driven into the hands of brokers and others to | 


procure money, which it was the solemn duty of 
Congress to have provided. Nor is this an unu- 
sual thing. 'The present contractor for the public 
printing has this very session of Congress been 
subject to the same wrong, and required from the 
neces of the case to muke the same sacrifices. 
fle, ton, has been deprived of his pay for want of 


funds, and been compelled to borrow at high rates |. 
of interest, when it was our duty to make provis- | 


ion so as to secure him against such a loss. 

But it is not only in these particulars that Mr. 
Ritchie hag suffered at the hands of Congress, and 
for want of a just and liberal spirit upon the part 
of this body. 


the conti 


act. Tis assivnee made the bid, and it 
was accepted by the officers of Congress. We 


cannot now, if we have a single sentiment of | 


honor in our hearts, repudiate the provisions of 
the cont:...t favorable to him, and hold him to a 
rigorous compliance with those which are oppres- 
sive. T hope there is not a man on this floor who 
would do him so great injustice. 


adopt the resolution now before us. 


Sir, we ordered, during the last Congress, thirty 


thousand copies cf the proceedings of Congress 
upon the death of President Taylor. We forced, 
by our action, and against his remonstrances, the 


public printer to execute them. ‘This work, un- į 
der the favorable clause of his contract, which | 


pays him two dollars per page for such work, for 
every hundred copies, amounts to about 460,000. 
No lawyer who examines ti 
this, No business man who gives the subject his 
attention can, for a single moment, hesitate as to 
this construction of the instrument. The oflicers 
f the Lfons ho have charge of tl bject, ¢ 
of the Honse, who have charge of the subject, as 


well as the high accounting and law officers of the : 
Government, all concur in this opinion. Mr. |: 
Ritchie knew that if he did the work his contract | 
would entitle him to more pay than the work was | 
worth, and with the frankness which belongs to, : 
and is part of his nature, he came to this House, 


apprised it of the fact, and generously offered not 


to take advantage of this feature of his contract if | 
the Houge would relieve him of the more oppres- , 


give portions of it. In a moment of madness—at 
a period of high p ice upon the part of Mr. 
Ritchie’s enemies—the House was induced to pay 
no attention to tl 
upon the part of I 
upon him, and ¢ 


Ar, Ritchie, but forced the job 
neiled him to execute it. 
have here in my havd the letter of Mr. Ritchie, 
addressed to Cole MeWilli 
to the House. I will read it, that all may see what 
was the proposition of Mr. Ritchie. 
Wasnineron, Tuesday morning. 


D 


e e, a 


from the Senate, and referred by toe House of Representa- 
tives to the Committee on Printing, of which you are the 
chairm it relates to tho printing of thirty thousand 
e Bulogies in both Houses, with other transac- 
ted with fhe funeral honors paid to the de- 
Ethe United States. 

omely clear to me thatthe printing of 
ithe contract for the public print 
ected; aud although I am satis- 
el, that this job would be 
t or the contract, yet so 
the ce and magnanimity of 
ranta liberal relief frem the other 
great my desire 


Congress tha y 
very oppressive parts of the contract, and so 


Let me direct the attention of the |: 
House for a few moments to its own illiberal ac- i; 
Jn the contract of Mr. ; 


It will be done | 
unless we reverse the action of the Louse, and | 
? 


he contract can doubt | 


s maenanimous and liberal offer |: 
Tk 


nd by him read | 


i more elegant style than we could display. 
| Therefore, to rid you of any embarrassment which your 


general printing contract would impose upon you, [ hereby 
beg leave to be understood, that all the obligations of the 
‘| contract are dispensed with on my part; and { hope that 
| you will take all the necessary means to have the work 
executed in the most elegant style which suits this dignified 
occasion. 

Very respectfully, THOMAS RITCHIE. 
To Colonel MeW LLIE, 

Chairman of the Printing Committee. 


i What more honorable than this? How could 


the venerable Mr. Ritchie in a more effectual |: 


: manner have evinced his indisposition to take ad- 

vantage of the Elouse than by this prompt and 
= manly proposition, ata time when the subject of 
printing this pamphlet was up for consideration ?- 


style creditable to him and to Congress. He ex- 


$10,000 in procuring it to be done, and has not to 


for it!” And why? Because, as I said before, in | 


` the House, just before its adjournment at the long | 
session of the last Congress, passed a resolution | 
directing the Clerk of the House and Secretary of | 
the Senate to audit and settle all the accounts of |) 


the public printer, except for the printing of the 
| pamphlet containing the proceedings of Congress in 
| regard lo the death of President Taylor ! “Phat pam- 
| phiet yet remains to be paid for, and in conse- 
i: quence of this interposition of the House, not one 
cent of whatis rightly due Mr. Ritchie for this 
job has ever been paid to him. I appeal to the 


House, if this proceeding has not been an act of | 


provisions of Mr. Ritchie’s contract, I have ne 
doubt, if he could obtun redress in a court of jus- | 
tice, he would be awarded for this job not less | 
than $60,009. This is not all. 


i 


i the Senate, and the amount he was legally entitled 
to was $37,500. AJ but $10,000 of this sum has į 
been withheld from him, and, I think, unjustly | 
and wrongfully withheld from him, while Cor- į 
gress insists upon the enforcement of these pro- 
visions of the contract which are unfavorable and 


‘I'he facts which I have thus adverted to are in- | 
disputable. The contract and the Journals of this 
: body, prove them conclusively. 'Fhey show that 
great wrong and injustice has been done Mr. : 


i of the House, in the failure to pay him as the 
il work was delivered, but in the positive prohibi- 


his contract. Theterms of that contractare plain, | 
and not to be misunderstood by any one who | 
examines them with a view to arrive at the truth, | 
There is no pretense that the contract was unfairly - 
made, or was not understood. I presume at the | 
‘ time it was not apprehended that any considerable 

amount of work would be ordered under this 

clause. Who could. foresee the lamentable event | 
which made this work necessary? Congress 
and is bound 
How unjust 


i thought proper to order the work, 
‘ by the obligations of the contract. 


‘enforced with the severest rigor. 
entitled for the Taylor pamphlet, and which has 


House, added to the contract price of the job done 


| has a just and legal claim, subject only to a deduc- 
: tion of $ g y e 
| All this he agrees in his memorial to surrender, if 
you will fix his rate of pay at fifty per cent. off 
i the prices of 1 
| his compensati 


i 


on under the profitable clause of his 


i Yetit seems the House, laboring under some un- |, 
- accountable prejudice against him, did not appre- įi 
ciate his frank and generous conduct, but com- | 
pelled him to proceed in the execution of the work. | 
He did so, and the pamphlet was printed in a! 


1 
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| pended of his own means, in cash, from $8,090 to li 
| 

this day received from Congress one cent of pay ' 


a momentof madness and injustice to Mr, Ritchie, ` 


sense of justice of every honorable member of this |) 


gross injustice to the public printer. Under the | 


A similar job, | 
: embraced under the same clause of tbe contract, | 
i was executed by Mr. Ritchie under the order of | 


| 

oppressive to the contractor. $ 
f 
i 


Ritchie, not only in the delay in the organization ji 


tion of the House against his receiving anything jj 
for work due under the only profitable clause of į 


: tò resist his claim under the only item of his: 
: prices which afford a profit, while all others are j 


Dean Sm: My attention has been called to a resolution | The 460,000 to which I have shown he is justly | 


i been withheld from bhim by the resolation of the | 


for the Senate under the same clause in the con- | 
; tract, amounts to $97,500, to which Mr. Ritchie | 


10,000 for the amount paid by the Senate. | 


1819. The effect will be to reduce | 


contract, and increase it under those which are 
oppressive and unfavorable. a 
Some gentlemen manifest great alarm at the 
terms of this resolution, and seem to imagine that 
its effect will be to give Mr: Ritchie an immense 
sum—far beyond what is reasonable and just. I 
do not for a moment believe that it will give him 
more than sufficient to indemnify him for his 
actual losses, aggravated as they were by the illib- 
eral action of Congress: I feel, satisfied that if 
you will carry out the terms of the contract, and 
allow Mr. Ritchie what he is legally entitled to 
under it for the two jobs to which I havereferred, 
| he will receive but little less than he would obtain 
| under the resolution. Congress never paid so low 
arate for its printing as fifty per cent. under the 
| prices of 1819. I believe the lowest rate ever agreed 


i to be paid was twenty per cent. off. Mr. Rives, 
| in the testimony to which I have. before referred, 
fixes, thirty-three and one third per cent. off as 
| reasonable. Mr. Ritchie’s prices will be sixteen 
and one third per cent. less than what Mr. Rives 
under oath thinks right. 

No one will contend that Mr. Ritchie did not 
faithfully devote himself and all his energies to a 
i compliance with his undertaking; and it will not 
be pretended that the work was not done well and 
in proper time. The old gentleman, punctilious 
to excess in all that relates Lo á faithful execution 
of his public duties, carried out a ruinously op- 
pressive contract, even to the sacrifice of his pri- 
vate fortune, accumulated by years of arduous 
toil, rather than be reproached for failure. He 


XC 


‘i was not only compelled, in consequence of the 
want of appropriations, and the withholding from 
him by the resolution of the House of the pay 
rightfully due for work done, to pay a high rate 
of interest for money borrowed to carry on the 
printing, but actually sacrificed much of valuable 
property to pay for the work. He actually paid 
for a large portion of the work, done at other 
offices, the full prices which will be allowed by 
the resolution, and upon which he cannot derive a 
cent of profit. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire of the gen- 
| deman from Kentucky whether the Committee on 
¢ Printing have yet ascertained the amount of Mr. 
Ritchie’s great sacrifice, so that the House may 
know anything about it? 

Mr. SFAN'TON. 1 will cheerfully answer the 
gentleman, although | have before referred to this 
part of the subject. Colonel Me Willie, who was 
formerly at the head of the Printing “ommittee, 
made as close a calculation as he could under all 
the circumstances, and ascertained that the actual 
loss of Mr. Ritchie, upon work done at the first 
! session of the last Congress, was $65,436. He 


i| Jost in the same proportion upon work.doneat the 


i subsequent session. Gentlemen must perceive that 
| it would be impossible, from the nature of circum- 


es, to ascertain with mathematical accuracy, 


| the exact amount of loss. The printing was done 
in an office from which was issued a political 


| 
i stanc 
| 


i newspaper, and which was constantly engaged in 
i| the execution of other work than that ordered by 
; Congress. To some extent these several branches 
of the business were blended, the same hands 
occasionally working upon each, and paid for by 
the proprietors by the week or day. Ifthe gen- 
tleman wishes to arrive at what the work was 
really worth to do it, that can easily be ascertained 
by taking the rate of prices current with the print- 
ers of the city, and make his own calculation. 
Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman allow me 
‘to make an inquiry, for I wish to understand this 
case? E understand the gentleman to say, that 
the ariount Mr. Ritchie claims is less than what 
he would have received, if Congress had complied 
with the contract. Am I correct? 

Mr. STANTON. Not exactly. I say this: 
If the contract were literally carried out—aif Mr. 
Ritchie were allowed what the contract authorized 
him to receive—it would be very little less than 
what ne will get under this resolution. 

Mr. FOWLE Then 1 will make this in- 
quiry: If it amounts to the same thing, what lies 
in the way of carrying out that contract? 

Mr. STANTON. The action of Congress 
which forbids his receiving for work already done 
the price he is authorized to have by the terms of 
his contract. ‘The gentleman heard me refer to 
the resolution of the House, passed at the close of 
the long session of the last Congress, restraining 
the proper officers from auditing and settling Mr. 


i 
i 
i 
l} 
i 
H 
i 
: 
{ 
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Ritchie’s account for the publication of the Tay- | 
lor obituaries and proceedings of Congress. That | 
resolution stands upon your Journals in full force | 
and unrepealed. | 
Mr. FOWLER. Iwas not aware of that fact. | 
Mr. STANTON. And I presume there are : 


many others who oppose the relief to Mr. Ritchie 
who are not aware of ‘the facts which make his |! 
claim a just and meritorious demand upon Con- | 
gress. 

Mr. HEBARD. 1 wish to inquire of the gen- | 
tleman from Kentucky, for the purpose of getting 
information upon this subject, what amount of 
compensation Mr. Ritchie will receive by the pag- | 
sage.of this resolution beyond what the law gives } 
him? $ _ rae 

Mr. STANTON, 1 believe if the law were | 
executed, and the contract carried out according 
to its legal terms, he would get but very little more J 
under the resolution than he would under thelaw. || 
J have repeatedly said that the law could not be | 
earried out, as the House had passed a resolution | 
forbidding its officers to execate it, and requiring | 
them to withhold from Mr. Ritchie the money he | 
has earned under the law. __ i 
| 


Mr. HEBARD. Thatis not my question. F 
desire to know, as the contract is construed by | 
the House, how much this ‘resolution will give 
him beyond what the House has already agreed 
to give him under the contract? i 

Mr, STANTON. The sum of money Mr. | 
Ritchie considers himself entitled? to under the 
contract, for work done according to its terms, 
and not settled for, is about $97,500. If this res- 
olution passes, and the whole work is settled for 
according to its provision, Mr. Ritchie will not : 
get much more than this sum in my judgment. 

Mr. HEBARD. Thatis not the inquiry. I 
do not know that E can make myself understood. 4 

Mr. STANTON. I regret that you cannot. I 
repeat again, that I do not believe Mr. Ritchie 
will get by the resolution much more than the 
$97,500. DEE 

Mr. HEBARD. Do you mean $97,000 beyond | 
what he has already received ? 

Mr. STANTON. Beyond what he has actually 
received. ; 

Mr. JONSON. What has he received? 

. Mr. STANTON. One hundred and thirty-five 
thousand dollars in all. : 

Mr. HEBARD. I desire to ask if you have : 
made any investigation to ascertain what the | 
amount of his loss was, and whether what he will | 
receive under the provision of this bill will make | 
up or exceed the loss ? | 

Mr. STANTON. I thought I had told that / 
gentleman and this House all I knew upon that j 
subject. I told-them that my predecessor upon | 
the Committee on Printing, Colonel McWillie, 
had made as accurate a calculation as he knew how 
to make in reference to this long session of Con- 
gress, and thet $65,436 was calculated to be his 
actual toss upon that printing. At the short ses- 
sion, the loss is in the same proportion. Now, if 
the gentleman can tell me what proportion the 
printing of the short session of ihe last Congress | 
bears to the printing of the long session, Í will tell 
him exactly what amount of losses Mr. Ritchie 
has actually sustained, 

Mr. HEBARD, I wish to ask the additional 
question: Why it was not just as convenient to re- 
porta specific sum for the purpose of making up 
the losses, as to report in this indirect way, by 
which every member of the committee has to go 
into an investigation of losses for himself, or know 
nothing about it? | 

Mr. STANTON. If this is an indirect way of | 
paying the publie printer, this House for the last i 
thirty years has been pursuing precisely the same | 
roundabout and indirect way of compensating that | 
officer. The committee have followed only the | 
policy of Congress. The public printers, except | 
for a short period, have been paid in no other way | 
since 1819, than by the prices then fixed, or with | 
a per centage off. I have said Gales & Seaton un- | 
dertook the printing of one Congress, at twenty | 
per cent. off these prices. It was manifest to Con- | 
gress, even at this high rate, that they lost money | 

t 
i 
j 
F 
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in the execution of the work. Congress very libe- 
rally, and perhaps justly, relieved them, by pay- 
ing the full prices of 1819. The prices Mr. Ritchie | 
will receive by this law, if it passes, are only one || 
half of what Gules & Seaton received, and the sum | 
he will receive will be no more difficult to calculate. | 


If the full prices were not too much to give Gales 
& Seaton, at that period, when journeymen’s 
wages were twenty. per cent. lower than now, 


| surely no man should hesitate to give Mr. Ritchie 


his moderate demand of one half of these prices. 
The testimony of Mr. Rives, to which I have be- 
fore alluded, shows that thirty-three and a third 
per cent. off would not be unreasonable. Mr. 
Rives himself, when associated with Mr. Blair, ex- 
ecuted the work and received pay at as high a rate 
as fifteen per cent. below the prices of 1819. 

I appeal to the House not to deny to Mr. Rit- 
chie what he has asked for. Jt is not unreasona- 
ble or extravagant. He finds himself at the close 
of a long, laborious, and useful life, brought to the 
very brink of ruin from faithful efforts to execute 
a burdensome contract. The sum provided will 
save him from hopeless ruin, enable him to pay 
the debts created in the public service, and rein- 
state him in the possession of the property he 
must sacrifice unless relieved. Who can have 
the heart to turn away this venerable old man, 
and deny to him what is so clearly his, by every 
consideration of justice and humanity? 

But, I have no desire to prolong this debate, 
and consume time at this late period of the ses- 
sion when so much of the public business is ‘still 
pressing upon us. I only intended when F ob- 
tained the foor, to make a few remarks by way 
of explanation, and then demand the previous 
question; but if there is any gentleman who de- 
sires to debate the subject, | will give him what 
remains of my time. 

Mr. STANLY. I desireto say something upon 
this subject. 

Mr. STANTON. Have you an amendment to 
offer? 

Mr. STANLY. 

Mr. STANTON, 
purpose. 

Mr. STANLY. I wantto make some remarks 
and offer an amendment likewise. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. When this 
bill was reported, } understood the gentleman 


Thave. 
I cannot give way for that 


i (Mr. Sranron] to say that this bill would not 


give more than $60,000 to Mr. Ritchie.. I under- 
stand him now to say that-it will give $95,000. 
Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from North 


Carolina; [Mr. Sranry] at that time, made an as- | 


sertion to the effect that if this bill was passed, it 
would give Mr. Ritchie $200,000. 

Mr. STANLY. Yes, sir, and I can demon- 
Strate it. 

Mr. STANTON. I said at the time I did not 
believe it. My judgment was that it would be 
$60,000 or $80,000. 

Mr. STEVENS. The gentleman said $60,000. 

Mr. SFANTON. I said $60,000 or $80,000, 
according to my recollection. 

Mr. STEVENS. I did not hear the word 
eighty. 

Mr. STANTON. 
is not my fault. 

Mr. STEVENS. Will the gentleman so mod- 
ify his amendment as to fix some specific sum, so 
that it will not be half a million? 

Mr. STANTON. I have not the power to 
modify it. I told the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. Stranky) I would yield hima part of 
my time to make such remarks as he desired, but 
if he intends to ofer an amendment to the propo- 
sition, I cannot consent to it. 

Mr. STANLY. IT wish to offer an amendment 
to limit the amount to $60,000. This is a matter 
of importance, and suggestions on this subject 
should be heard, è 

Mr. STANTON. Ihave no objection to hear 
your explanation. 

Mr. STANLY. Iam going to demonstrate, 
and I can do it so plainly that no man will deny 
it, that if this bill is passed it will give Mr. Ritchie 
more than §200,000. 

Mr. STANTON. 
question. 

Mr. ORR. 
down. 

Mr. STANTON. As there seems to bea gen- 
eral desire that I should withdraw the call for the 
previous question, I will do so. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order for me now to 
move to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, or will I have first to move 
to postpone this subject. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in 


If the gentleman did not, it 


T insist upon the previous 


I appeal to the House to vote it 


t 


I z . 
|| order to move to go inte the Committee of the 
| 


Whole, the gentleman having obtained the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will this subject come up 
in the morning again? 
| The SPEAKER. ht will. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move to postpone 
this subject to this day two weeks. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Fennesgee. For the sake 
of a little information, } would inquire if I am to 
understand by the motion that it makes this sub- 
ject a special order, or does it only postpone it to 
a day certain? : 

The SPEAKER. 
to a day certain. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understood, from the Speak- 
er, that if I-moved to go into the Committee of the 
| Whole, this subject will be the business in order 
to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. H is in order to move a 
postponement, and that is the question before the 
House. i 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, asked for tellers 
upon the motion which were ordered; and Messrs. 
Srepuens and Hami.ron were appointed. 

The question was taken, ang the tellers reported 
| —ayes 5}, noes 66. 

So the House refused to postpone the subject, 
| and it goes over until to-morrow. 


Mr. HOUSTON. F move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. STANLY. Is that motion in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. STANLY. Whenthis 
again, who has the floor? 

The SPEAKER. No one hasbeen recognized. 

Mr. STANLY. Can I be recognized upon it 
;now? Somebody must have it. 

Mr. ORR. I might contest that point with the 
| gentleman. 

Mr. STANLY. I have no objection to the 
gentleman taking the floor. f 


VIRGINIA MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. MILLSON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion. Some weeks ago, a bil} to appropriate land 
scrip in final satisfaction of the Virginia military 
bounty land warrants, passed the Senate and wap 
sent to this House. That bill has since been lost 
or mislaid. F move that the Clerk be directed to 
inform the Senate of the loss of the bill, and request 
them to furnish the House with a duplicate or 
duly certified copy of it. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
| agreed to. 

The question was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Housron, and it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Bococx in the chair.) 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 220, making appropriations for the sup- 
port of the Army for the present fiscal year. 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. In consequence of the very 
backward condition of business, and the great 
amount of legislation essential to be done, I do not 
propose to occupy the time I might otherwise be 
entitled to upon this bill. I wish the committee, 
however, to dispense with the first reading of the 
bill, and let it be taken up and read through by 
paragraphs, as we did the civil and diplomatic 
bill; at which reading it will then be open toamend- 
ment. If any gentlemen propose to make politi- 
| eal speeches upon this bill, or to enter into a gen- 
eral debate upon it, { hope the committee will meet 
this evening, and take up the reference of the 
| President’s message, where those speeches can be 
made without delaying the public business. 

Mr. MEADE. ‘I wish, Mr. Chairman, to offer 
an amendment to this bill, and when I do offer it, 
I desire a few moments to explain it, and therefore 
I take this opportunity to read the amendment, 
and to address myself to this committee upon the 
subject of it. 

_ There was a memorial presented here at the be- 
ginning of the session by a few survivors of the 
Petersburg volunteers, who served their term of 
twelve months on the Canada frontiers in the last 
war, and who were in several engagements, They 
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conducted themselves most gallantly, as was testi- i! 


fied to by the Commander-in-Chief. After having 
received their discharge on the 17th day of Oc- 


tober, 1813, they returned home to the town of | 


Petersburg, where most of them lived, and from | 
that time to this they have made many unsuccess- 
ful efforts to obtain from the Government the pay 
which they so richly earned in. that campaign. 
When they were discharged on the frontier, there 
was put into the hands of the paymaster a sum | 
sufficient to pay their arrearages and their expenses 
home. Unfortunately for that band of gallant 
volunteers, that paymaster proved unworthy of 
his trust and neglected to discharge the duties 
committed to him. He retained the money placed 
in his hands for that purpose, and a few years 
afterwards died insolvent. Those volunteers re- 
ceived for their services but two months’ pay. | 
The officers received about six months’ pay. 
Many applications have been made to the De- 
artment here for the payment of those arrearages. 


hen the applications were made, the men were | 


put off with the excuse that the Department had 
not received from the paymaster the pay rolls by 
which it could be determined how much each offi- 
cer and private had. received. 


Those pay rolls have never been returned, and | 


for avery important reason: No payments were 
made, and hence no list of payments could be re- 
turned. From this cause, there appears upon 


the records of the Department no evidence of any | 


payments to this company, other than for the first 
two months of their service, for six months of the 
service of the officers. Applications have been made 
time after time by the survivors of this company; 
but the accounting officers of the Department, 
for the first few years after the war, having refused 
to pay until the pay rolls could be recovered, or 
were returned by the paymaster, their successors 
in office also refused to make the payments for 
alike reason. They have been forced to come 
before the Congress of the United States, to re- 
ceive this.tardy justice, and I have prepared this 
amendment to the Army bill, which I intend to 
offer in its proper place. To pay them the arrear- 
ages now due, according to an estimate of the 
Third Auditor, will amount to about $10,099. 
That estimate is made upon the supposition that 
every member of this our who returned 
from Canada, will apply for his arrearages; but I 
can state to the committee, that many of these 
men have long since died, and a great many of 
them having previously removed from: the place 
of their nativity to the western country, and other 
places, their heirs are now, I may say, scattered 
to the four winds. JI do not believe, if this bill 
were passed, more than one half of that company 
would make application for the arrearages due 
them. But it is immaterial whether they do or 
‘not. I appeal to the justice of this committee, to 
their sense of right, that these gallant soldiers be 
now paid what is due to them. We have passed 


many laws making voluntary donations of land | 


to the soldiers in our various wars, as a testimony 
of our gratitude. These donations were merely 
gratuities; but whilst we have evinced such an 
unmistakable sense of our gratitude towards those 
who have served their country in the capacity of 


soldiers, we have utterly forgotten the debt which | 


is due of right. 
Mr. PHELPS. With the permission of the 


gentleman, I will make a brief statement. Ilearn 


that money was placed in the hands of a paymas- | 


ter for the purpose of paying these volunteers. I 


also learn that that paymaster was faithless, and | 


did not pay them. The Third Auditor’s office is 
now settling the claims of the soldiers of the war 
of 1812, and paying to them whatever arrearage 
the muster or pay roll shows to be due them out 
of the regular appropriation for the aid and sup- 
port of the Army. This course, I learn, is being 
pursued, and that it was areason given for the in- 
crease of clerks in the Third Auditor’s office. 
Hence, then, if the pay roll shows anything due 


to these men, it can be paid, in my opinion, with- | 


out further legislation. I should liketo have some 
explanation from the gentleman with regard to 
that point. 

Mr. MEADE. Unfortunately, Mr. Chairman, 
the opinion just expressed by the gentleman from 


Missouri, in which opinion I most cordially con- 


cur, is not the opinion entertained by the Third 
Auditor and those to whom application has been 
made. 


: Mr. PHELPS. During this session of Con- 
|| gress an application sent tome by one of my con- 
; stituents for arrearage of pay due to a soldier who 
died some time during the war of 1812, has been 
settled in the Third Auditor’s office,and a warrant 
‘upon the Treasury has been issued in favor of the 
: widow or administrator of that deceased soldier, 
Mr. COBB. I think I understood the gentle- 
man from Virginia to state that no pay roll has 
been returned in consequence of the default of the 
| paymaster. 
| Ar. MEADE. Yes, sir; I will explain this 
| whole matter to the satisfaction of my friend from 
Missouri, before Iam done. I will let the com- 
mittee know exactly how the matter stands, The 
reason why these men are refused to be paid is 
because there has been no pay roll returned. 
Mr. PHELPS. Then one can be made out 
| from the muster roll. 


| prehend the state of the. case at all. "i 
pay roll of the first payment returned which ex- 
hibits the fact that these men have received two 


| 

| but there has been no pay roll returned since the 
| first payment was made two months after these 
| soldiers were mustered into the service, And the 
posinon assumed by the accounting officers of the 
| Treasury is, that until there is a retarn of a pay 
| roll they will not pay thesearrearages. The pres- 
ent Auditor says that he would pay them if the 
position had not been assumed by his predeces- 
sors that they would not pay without a return of 
the payroll. Fie does not feel disposed to revoke 
their decision without a special act of Congress. 
| That is the position which he assumes at this 
time. 
not for me to determine. {t presents, however, a 
barrier to the payment of these men which they 
cannot overcome, and application is now made to 
Congress to authorize the Auditor, who feels these 
| scruples, to do what he himself says he would 
voluntarily do but for the impediment presented 
by the previous policy adopted by his predeces- 
sors. The ground taken by his predecessors was 
| that without these pay rolls, the Department 
could not ascertain what arrearages were due. 
But the committee will perceive at once that it is 
a position which could not be sustained in an 
court of justice. Here are services barioriell 
There is no doubt about that. There is no ques- 
tion made but that these men served out their 
time. Evidence of that is on record; but there 
is no evidence of payment for these services, ex- 


have been made. Will any man say that itis in- 
cumbent upon these soldiers not only to show by 
the rolls of the Department they have served their 
term of twelve months, but also prove the nega- 
tive that the Government has never paid for those 
| services? Why, sir, it appears to me to be suffi- 
cient for them to establish the fact that they have 
performed the services, and it is for the Depart- 
ment to prove the fact that they have paid them. 
Mr. PHELPS. I desire to make the inquiry 
of the gentleman from Virginia whether there are 


length of time these volunteers served ? 

Mr. MEADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well. Then the very 
basis upon which a pay roll is made out is in the 
office, and a pay roll for the residue of their term 
can be made out and perfected. 
` Mr. MEADE. Mr. Chairman, why should 
the gentleman from Missouri—and I beg his es- 
pecial attention, because I see he is not disposed to 
refuse these soldiers payment—insist we should 
continue to go before the Auditor, when he says 
that he cannot pay, unless he is authorized by 
law? It is like holding out a stone to these men, 
| and telling them it is bread. 
i| The following is the letter the Auditor wrote me 
| upon the subject: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
THIRD ÅUDITOR’S OFFICE, June 14, 1852. 


i to inelose to you herewith, a copy of the rolle on which 
Captain Richard McRae’s company of Petersburg volunteers 
| were paid two months? pay in advance in 1812, by Paymas- 


; December, 1812. In addition to the above-mentioned pay- 
{| ment, Major Turner paid each member of the company, 
$16 in lieu of six months?’ clothing. The company entered 
the service under the acts of the 6th February and 6th July, 
1812, on the 16th October, 1812, to servetwelve months. 
| The muster rolls, showing that the company served twelve 


| Mr. MEADE. The gentleman does not ap- | 
There is a | 


months’ pay and about half pay for their clothing; | 


Now, whether it is a just one or not, is | 


cept for the first two months for which returns | 


any muster rolls in the Department, showing the ; 


Sim: In compliance with your request, I have the honor ; 


ter Samuel Turner; say from the 16th October to the 16th |; 


| months, are on file in this office; but there are pay rolls or 
receipt rolis to correspond. As before stated to you, James 
G. Chalmers was appointed paymaster to the voiunteers, 
on their mareh to Fort Meigs, and received from Paymas- 
ters Hunt and Huntingdon, funds sufficient to pay the com- 
pany, from the 16th December, 1812, to which time it had 
been paid by Major Turner, to the termination of its service, 
in October, 1813; but he has failed to return any rolls of 
Captain McRae’s company : consequently it cannot be as- 
eertained to what extent—or if at all—he paid the company. 
Within the last twenty years several applications have been 
made by different members of the company for their pay 3 
| but payment has, in‘all cases, been resisted, on the ground 
į that,in the absence of the rolls, showing what had been re- 

ceived, and what remained due, it would be unsate to make 
allowance. i 

With greatrespect, your obedient servant, 

JOHN S. GALLAHER, Auditor, 

i Hon. R. K. Meane, House of Representatives. 


‘| Here is another letter from the same gentle- 
man: i +: 

| Turn Avprror’s Orrice, July 23, 1852. 

| Dear SIR: I annex on the opposite sheet the form of an 
i} amendment to authorize this office to pay the balance 
if which I am now satisfied is duc to the Petersburg volun- 
| teers, whose pay for nine months was withheld by Pay- 
master Chalmers. i 

Ifit were an original application, with the statement of 
Captain McRae, now presented, and the appropriation for 
arrearages were sufficient, I should feel it my duty to pay 
the claimants, but as my predecessor declined action with- 
out the authority of Congress, I would prefer a direct. in- 
struction to pay the amount. 

The delinquency of an agent of the Government has kept 
these worthy volunteers out of their just dues, and this 
wrong ought now to be repaired in the best manner possible. 
| With great respect, yours, i 
| JNO. S. GALLATIER, Auditor, 
Hon. R. K. Mranr, House of Representatives, 

To the honorahle the Congress of the United States : 

We, whose names are hereunto subseribed, being a few 
of the remaining survivors of the Petersburg Volunteers, 
respectfully represent to your honorable body, that thecom- 
pany of which we were a part in the war of 1812 with 
Great Britain, and which went from Petersburg, Virginia, 
to the Canada frontiers, and were mustered into service on 
the Qlst of October, 1812, and discharged at Detroit on the 
{7th of October, 1813, received pay for only three months 
ofthe term of our service, except the. officers of the com- 
pany, who received pay for six months; that we were en- 
titled to the price of our arms, Which were returned to the 
War Department; and also to rations and mileage from De- 
troit to Petersburg, a distance of about seven hundred and 
fifty miles. 

We trust that by a special act for our relief you will ren- 
der to us and to the company the simple justice which we 
are contident our country will approve. 

JOBN 1. SAUNDERS, 

REUBEN CLEMENTS, 

THO. B. BIGLER. 
State of Virginia, city of Petersburg, to wit: 

This is to certify, that I, Richard McRae, was the cap- 
tain of the Petersburg Volunteers, and that the facts 
stated in the foregoing memorial are true. I further certify 
that the paymaster, James G. Chalmers, when he returned 
to Petersburg, twelve months after the company was dis- 
charged, was insolvent. 

Given under my hand at Petersburg this 25th.day of May, 
1852. RICHARD McRAR, 

Late Captain Petershurg Volunteers. 
City of Petersburg, State of Virginia, to wit: 

This day, Richard McRae, Jate captain of the Petersburg 
Volunteers, (who is personally known to me,) personally 
appeared before me, Jno. W. Nash, of the circuit court for 
the city aforesaid, and subscribed in my presence, and made 
oath to the truth of the foregoing certificate. 

Given under my hand this 25th day of May, 1852. 

JNO. W. NASH. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Is this the 
|! same claim that was referred to the Military Com- 
mittee? | i 

Mr. MEADE. The claim was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. STEVENS. That committee reported 
against it. 

Mr. MEADE. No,sir;I understand from the 
gentleman who had charge of the papers that he 
reported favorably to the committee, and they, 
|| regarding it as a private claim, directed it to be 
reported back to the House, with the request that 
it should be referred to the Committee on Private 
Claims. 

Mr. STEVENS. I may be mistaken, but my 
recollection is, that that committee directed the 
i gentleman from Virginia to report against it, upon 
the ground that it was a question of defective 
proof, and that the law was amply sufficient, pro- 
vided there was proof. I may be mistaken, but 
| that is my recollection. 
| 


Mr. MEADE. The papers I am now reading 
have been procured since that petition was re- 
ferred, and they contain ample proof. J presume, 
sir, the papers then before the committee was a 
i bare petition, without the proof necessary to 
establish the claim. But now, [ presume, the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, with the proofs I 
have, would not hesitate to admit the claim. 

(i Mr. Chairman, I received a few months ago the 
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resolutions of the Virginia Legislature upon this 
subject, in which her Representatives in Congress 
were requested to present the claims of these pat- 
riotic volunteers to the consideration of Congress, 
and press the payment of them. And with these 
resolutions was a copy of their discharge by the 
Commanding General; and I venture to assert 
there is not upon the records of the War Depart- 
menta more complimentary notice than the one 
voluntarily given fo them upon that occasion. I 
wish I had the paper by me, for the purpose of 
reading it to the committee. 

Mr. CASKIE. If the gentleman thinks it, as 
I know he will, of sufficient importance in speak- 
ing of the service of this company, I would ask 


him to say whether his own city did not get the | 
name by which it goes throughout Virginia—the | 
Cockade City~because of the services of these | 


men.she sent to Canada? 
Mr. MEADE. I beliéve the gentleman states 
a historical fact; but I did not wish to indulge the 


egotism of boasting it myself. 1 will state that I | 


have received within the last few days, from the 


gallant old captain of that company, a letter, in | 
Thatold ' 


which he urges the passage of this biil. 
man, after buffeting with the world for twenty 


ears, was buta few years ago summoned home | 


by his friends. fe returned, bentand worn down 
with old age and service. Heis now living upon 


their bounty, not being able, from physical weak- | 
He enjoyed a: 


hess, to labor for a livelihood. 


small office a few years ago, whose light duties he | 
was able to perform, and did perform. From this: 


office he has been removed. This is the condition 


not only of the captain of that company, but it is | 


that of several others. Many of them were 
killed in that service. A portion of them returned 
home wounded. I was. well acquainted with a 


member of that company, a gallant Scotchman, . 


who miraculously recovered from a bullet hole 
through his body. 1 beg leave to present to the 
committee a statement of facts, under oath, from 
an old citizen of the town of Petersburg. It 


was not before the committee that had charge of | 


this petition, dt is the affidavit of Captain John 


Pollard, whose name, wherever it is known, isa’ 


guarantee for the truth of any 
make: 
Cily of Petersburg, lo wit: 

This day Johu Polard personally appeared beire 
justice of the peace for the & 


statement he may 


ud city, and made oath duit he 
is now in the sixty-seveuth rof his age, and is a usative 
of the city of Petersburg, where he has always resided ; 
that he well remembers the volunteer company commanded 
by Captain Richard MeRa 
burg, in 1812, to join the western army, under General Har 
tison, aud Known as The Petersbure Volunteer 1 
he was well acquainted with a great many of the m 
ofthat company, both before and alter their return 
army, and was well acquainted with James G, 
who was the payr er, as he was informed and believe 
of the battalion or regiinent to whieh said company Wits 
tached ; that after the return of the said company to Petor: 
burg, he always heard and understood from all of those 
whom he conversed upon the subject, that the membi 
said company only received th 
pay, owing to the failnre and insolvency of tie 
mers; that the said Chalmers returned to Peter bu 
state of insolveney, and remained in Petersburg for t 
four years after bis return, and died in Petersburg in a state 
of insolveney; (hat one of the menibers at the company, 
Joseph © bic, lived with this aliant as a Jormeyman, 
both before and after his return 3 that the above statement 
of facts, as it regards the failure of the said payma 
make payment to the members of the company, wa 
firmed by the said Noble, who also informed this ati 
his return Rome, that he had been compelled, for the w 
of funds, ta stop ia the city of Pittsburg and work asa jour- 
neyman sadder, by whieh he raised funds, not only ¢ 
Own expenses, but to enable him to aid his brother se 
of the same company to reach their hor es; that the f 
of the company to receive their pay was oftes a suh 
conversation among the members ofthe company, afte 
ret, in the presence of this afiant. and was 
made by all of them, and was of general notoriety 
burg atihattime. In testimony whereof, the s 
bes subseribed his name to the foregoing s 
made oath to the same. JOUN P 
Sworn to before me, W. B. Hinton. a justiceoft 
for the city of Petersburg, this 26th ¢ 
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These soldiers have always believed that the ac- 
courting officers of the Treasur 
pay them, and hence itis that they have never be- 
fore made application to Congress. 
other reason for the delay. A 
were notin need of the mone 
them. They were y 
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and infirm 
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There is an- | 


|] ask you for the payment of a debt to them, while 
|| you are bestowing bounties on others. 

| ‘There are fifty-three privates provided for in this 
estimate of the Auditor—five sergeants, six cor- 
porals, and two musicians, besides the officers. In 
Justice to these gallant soldiers, I shall ask that 
this debt be paid to them, with interest from the 
time at which it should Have been paid. It ought 
to have been paid to them at the time they were 
discharged. For twenty years some of them have 
been making fruitless efforts to obtain their hard- 
earned wages, and now I hope that complete jus- 
tice will be done them. The families of most of 
them are living in my district; many of them are 
in very needy circumstaiices, and it is therefore I 


this House, thatin orderin 
| they will direct that interest be 
| of October, 1813. 


g payment to these men, 


of the facts of the case; a statement which is cor- 
roborated by record proof. This thing should be 
|| provided for in one of thea 
i| Army bill. The amendment provides for the pay- 
ment of arrearages to soldiers, who have performed 
their duties gallantly, and have received the testi- 
mony of their commanding officers as to their gal- 
lantry and good conduct. I hope that my friend 
from Missouri (Mr. > 
these men were to be sent again to the Third Audi- 
į tor they would receive the same reply as heretofore: 
|, that his predecessors had refused, on account of 
|, the absence of the pay roll, and that he could not, 


The question now is, whether these. men are to 
suffer for the fault of the Governmentagent? The 
paymaster was the agent of the Government, not 
| of the company. If he has not furnished the evi- 
| dence by which the amount of money due to these 
i men can be ascertained to the satisfaction of the 
| Government, it isthe misfortune of the Govern- 
| ment. The soldiers cannot be charged with any 
i delinquency, except for not sooner preferring their 
petition to Congress for the passage of a special 
‘| bill in their favor. 


| 

| of their patriotic serv. 

i| tention to the petition of these men. They have 
ii earned a distinction not for themselves alone, but 
i for their home, which is often the boast of the 
| people of that State. Strangers and visitors who 
| wish to compliment th 


| volunteers. 
|, Lregret that I have not by me the discharge of 


he speaks of them as men who have been nursed 
in the lap of ease; they thought not then of the 
vay they were to receive; a more eanobling feeling 
drew them to the frontier. ‘They were then young, 
bold, and aspiring; they are now old and in want; 
they naturally turn to their Governmentfrom which 
they demand only a compliance with their engage- 
ment. That Government will not be so heartless 
| as to tell them they must be content as heretofore 
with the glory of their achievements. 


dressed the committee an hour upon the subject of 
i ne fisheries, and in showing that the claim now 
į Set up by Engiand is in violation of the rights of 
the United States, under the trea 
Power. [This speech will be foun 
pendix.) 

Mr. HOUSTON, 
that we go into the House and pass a resolution, 
closing debate upon the Army appropriation bill 
to-morrow at twelve o’clock. Wecan have an 


d in the Ap- 


forded an opportunity to make hour speeches. 
Mr. POLK. 

at all. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. 

i do new rise, 

| A MEMBER. 

| motion. 

| Mr. HOUSTON. I will then withdraw my 

motion, as I am satisfied there is no quorum pres- 

ent. I shall move, 

to close the debate upon this bill at twelve o clock 

to-morrow. 

| Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. 

| to say in reply to the re 

| (Mr. Oups.] He is not now in his seat, and I 

should prefer that the committee would take a 


Tmove that the committee 


Thave something 


appeal to the generosity, as well as the justice of | 
paid from the 17th , 


|- Mr. Chairman, I have made a plain statement Il 


ppropriation bills—the | 


Puesrs] is satisfied, that if | 


without the authority of law, reversetheir decision. | 


I trust that the remembrance | 
ices will insure a proper at- || 


e city of Petersburg, never | 
| fail to speak of the ever memorable services of her i 


i their General. At the termination of their service, | 


r SCUDDER next took the floor, and ad- i 


ty with that i 


I propose to the committee | 


evening session, and gentlemen then will be af- i 


l object; for the reason that we! 
have passed many bills without any discussion | 


I demand a division upon that | 
when we get into the House, | 


marks of my colleague, | 


recess. There are other gentlemen who desire to 
speak, as I understand, upon political matters gen- 
erally, and I will, therefore, submit the motion 
that the committee take a recess until six o’clock 
this evening. ë 

Objection was made, ’ 

Mr. CAMPBELL then addressed the commit- 
teean hour in defending Mr. Corwin against a 
charge made against him by his colleague, [Mr. 
Otps,} that he had assisted in perpetrating a fraud 
upon the Treasury, by prosecution of the Gard- 
iner claim. He denied that Mr. Corwin had any 
connection with the prosecution of that claim; but 
| asserted that, on the contrary, he had abandoned 
i any connection with it before he took charge of the 
Treasury Department. He then, by way ofcon- 
trast, entered into an examination of the defalea- 
tions of public officers under Democratic Admin- 
iswations, He also spoke of the position of Gen- 
eral Scott upon all the great questions which have 
| been in issue between the two principal parties of 
| the country, maintaining that he was a true Whig 

in regard to protection, river and harbor improve- 
| ments, the veto power, and the distribution of the 
|| proceeds of the public lands. i 
{His remarks will be found i 
Mr. SKELTON next obtai 
| yielded it to 

Mr. HENN, on whose motion the committee 
took a recess until seven o’clock, p.m. 


n the Appendix,] 
ned the floor, but 


EVENING SESSION. 

The Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union resumed its session at 7 o'clock, p. m. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New 
| Jersey [Mr. SxeLTon] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FREEMAN. With the consent of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, I will state that I 
have desired for some time toaddress the commit- 
tee upon the subject of the public land policy of 
li the United States. It is known that a couple of 
j; railroads of my State have been, and are still, be- 
|| fore the Committee of the Whole. The session 
i| is far advanced, and the probability is, they will 
ndas there is agreat 
e us, I will ask leave 
a printed argument 
[This speech is published in 


not come up for discussion; a 
deal of pressing business befor 
| of the committee to publish 

upon the subject. 
| the Appendix. ] 

Leave was granted, 

Mr. SKELTON said that he rose for the pur- 
pose of redeeming a pledge made to the House a 
few days since, Jt would be recollected that in a 
discussion which then took place, a charge was 
brought aguinst his State by the honorable mem- 
į ber from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson]—a charge 
i| Which was derogatory to the fair fame of that State, 
|, and which appeared to demand a reply and an ex- 
‘| planation. He would state that whatever remarks 
i he might now make, were not intended to bavea 
| personal bearing, for the gentleman from Arkan- 
"| sas, Who brought this charge against his State, 
| afterwards made such an explanation as to satisfy 
n him that he had no intention of misrepresenting 
the State of New Jersey or her Representatives, 
The remark made by the gentleman was, that 
: * the State of New Jersey levied a tax upon pas- 
sengers passing through it, for the purpose of sup- 
| porting its Government.” It was this point to 
i which he wished to reply. At the time the charge 
| was made he pronounced it unfounded, and as- 
© Serted that there was no truth in it; and he would 
now reiterate that there was no tax levied upon 
any stranger passing through the State of New 
Jersey. All citizens of the States of this Union, 
whether from the East, West, North, or South, 
had the privilege, without restraint or taxation, to 
pass through the State of New Jersey. There is, 
he said, a tax levied on the Camden and Amboy 
Railroad Company of ten cents a passenger; bit 
if this was taken off to-morrow the fare would net 
; be reduced. Therefore, it was not a tax on the 
| passengers. The corporation was required to 
i 


ta 


| contribute to the support of the State as well as 
| individual citizens, to which there can be no ob- 
jection. This State has ever shown a solicitude 
i, to guard the interests of the citizens of every State, 
and to guard persons passing through its limits 
‘from imposition by chartered axsocinti He 
| then referred to the past history of the State ta 
4 


i 
1! show that its character was beyond reproach, 

i Mr. NEWTON next obtained the floor, Fle 
i gave the outlines of a speech which he intended 
ʻi to prepare for publication, the leading features of 
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which would be in opposition to the fugitive slave 
law. He contended that the fugitive slave law 
was unconstitutional, and that it was entirely and 
essentially severe in all its important provisions: 
that there was no cause for its severity, and there 
were palpable reasons why a change’ should be 
made in its essential features. Healso contended 
that every attempt to enforce it was attended with 
decidedly more evil than beneficial effects, and that 
no law of this character could be enforced which 
did not meet the confidence of an enlightened com- 
munity; for whenever it became necessary to ex- 
ecute a law, confidence was important to give it 
validity. [See Appendix.] 


Mr. ROSS gave at length the reasons which | 


would influence him against any modification of 
the tariff of 1846, particularly any modification 
which would render its duties more protective than 
they now are. He was opposed to what was 
called the home valuation, and in favor of ad va- 
lorem duties, looking forward with pleasurable 
emotions to the period when commerce shall be 
less shackled than it is now. [See Appendix.] 
i Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, obtained the 
oor. 
Mr. FAULKNER. Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania yield me the floor for a few minutes? 
Mr. STEVENS. I will allow the gentleman 


from Virginia a few minutes, to be taken out of | 


my time, if I shall nat lose the floor thereby. 
The CHAIRMAN. If it is no proposition 
which the gentleman from Virginia wishes to sub- 
mit, but merely an explanation. It is usual to 
yield the floor for explanation. But the gentleman 
from Virginia [Myr. Fautener] cannot submit 
any proposition to the committee without taking 
the floor altogether, in which case, if anybody 
else gets it, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Srevexs} would lose the foor. The gentle- 
man-ean yield the floor by unanimous consent. 
Mr. STEVENS. 
it by unanimous consent, 
it should come out of my time. 
Mr. FAULKNER. 


gress of this bill before the committee, offer the 
following amendment to the sixth page, one hun- 
dred and thirty-first line of the bill, and to add after 
the clause making an appropriation of $250,000 
for the manufacture of arms, the following pro- 
viso: 

Provided, That from and after the Ist day of October 
next, so much of the act of Congress, approved August 23d, 
1852, as places the national armories under the superintend- 
c ofan officer of the Ordnance Corps be, and the same 
is hereby, repealed; and from that day the said armories 


shall be under that system of superintendence which existed | 


prior to the passage of said act. 


Mr. TAULKNER said that he represented a 


district in which one of the national armories was | 


located; that great dissatisfaction existed with the 
system now established there, and that he came 


here instructed by that partion of his people inter- | 
ested in these establishments to procure, if prac- | 
ticable, a change from the military to the system | 


of civilsuperintendency. ‘The question was one in- 


volving higher principles and deeper consequences || 
Ele had brought the | 
subject before the Committee on Military Affairs, : 
and. that committee had, several months ago, `: 
ordered a report and bill, but no opportunity had `; 


than seemed at first sight. 


occurred, under the rules of the House, to lay it 
before. that body. Į 
yet been presented, which he and his constituents 
regardeil as a great hardship. He determined to 
avail himself of the occasion which he now en- 
joyed under the usages of the committee, to pre- 
seat his views in full upon the respective merits of 
the twosystems, So that if his amendment should 
be ruled to be out of ord 
the progress of the present bill—sull, it would 
give the House full possession of the grounds upon 


which he rested his views of the proper system of 


Government for the armories; and if the bill from |, 
the Military Committee should yet come up before |; 
the end of the session, the argument made now ` 


would better prepare their minds for action oa the 
bill when it did come up. [The remarks of Mr. 
F. will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, addressed 
thecommitteean hour, in examination of the Presi- 
dential platform, and the principles involved therein. 
He repudiated all such platforms. After discuss- 
ing the present condition of the slavery question, 


8 : : 
and warning the South against the effects upon 


l hope the House will allow | 
I am quite willing that | 


l rise, sir, to give notice : 
that I will, at the proper time,and during the pro- | 


The report and bill had not | 


er when it came up, in | 


themselves, of the ultra policy they were attempt- 
ing to enforce upon the country, he spoke of the |! 
Presidential candidates, and eulogized the military | 
and civil capacities of General Scott, and advoca- 
Ba T fitness for the Presidency. [See Appen- 
ix. AN 

Mr. ORR moved that the committee rise. 

The question was put and the motion was agreed 
to. 

The committee accordingly rose,and the Speaker 
having resumed the Chair, the chairman of the : 
committee (Mr. Bococx) reported that the Com- ; 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had, | 
according to order, had the state of the Union gen- 
erally under consideration, and particularly House 
bill No, 220, making appropriation for the Army, 
i for the present fiscal year, and had come to no 
conclusion thereon. í 

Mr. HOUSTON. Task leave of the House to 
report the fortification bill. 

Mr. KING of New York. There is no quorum 
present, and I object. 

Oa motion by Mr. FOWLER, the House then 
adjourned until to-morrow at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: | 
By Mr. McNAIR: The petition of Daniel S. Shultz 


5. 
and 49 others, fora mail route from Pottsville to Allentown 
in Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. JONES, of New York: The petition of David 
Montgomery, of Onondaga county, in the State of New 
York, an invalid pensioner, for further relief. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petitions of Amos Otis and 
Anthony Kelley and others, of Massachusetts, asking that 
an armed force of the United States y way be dispatched 
tothe Gulf of St. Lawrence aud adjacent waters, to give 
countenance and protection to the fishermen. 

By Mr. BRIGGS: The meinorial of Ralph Davenport 
and others, asking Congress forthe passage of a law for the 
better security of lives on board of vessels propelled by 
| Steam, 

Also, B. ‘I. Kelley and others, for the same, 

Also, Wilham H. Woodman and others, for the same. 
Also, T. Negus & Son, and others, for the same. 

Also, Hunt, Brother & Co., and others, for the same. 
Also, P, H. Diamond and others, for the same. 

Also, Edward Seymour and others, for the same. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana: The petition of J. D. 
, Ouorp and 94 other citizens along the route, praying fora 
; post road trom Sparta to Querson, inthe parish of Rienville, 
| Louisiana. 
if By Mr. ALLISON: Three petitions, signed by Rev. 
i D. Robinson, William McCallister, and others, citizeus 
i of Beaver connty, Pennsylvania, praying for the passage 
‘ofa bill introduced by the Hon. Edward STANLY, appro- 
į priating certain moneys in aid of the American Coloni- 
! gation Soe : 

| Also, asimilar petition, signed by Professor R. H. Lee, 
; and 35 others, citizens of Washington county, Penusyl- 
| vania. i 
| By Mr. BRIGGS: The memorial of G. T. Cobb & Co., | 


and others, citizens of New York, asking Congress tor the | 
sage.of a law tor the better protection of lives on board | 

amibonts. i 
tso, R. P. Thurston and others, for the same. | 
*. Judson and others, for the ' 


H 1 Brittan and others, tor the a 

i By Mr. ROBBINS: ‘The petition of Join MeManns, | 
bo Esq, Hon. Williat > and 13% other citizens ofl’ 
i Peunsylvania, among. inventors, patentees, 
manufacturers, and other ciftizer ng Congress to pass. 
an act that will restore them the pracilerl benefits of an 
appeal from the Patent Oflice to a court of lav, ard also to 
į raise the salary of e Commissiones of Patents to 275,000. 


Fripay, August 13, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. ©. M. Burner. | 
Mr. CASS. Mr. President, if itis the pleasure ; 
i of the Senate to go on with private business to 
i day, according to our rule, } shali not interpose ii 
any objection, though I consider it useless to do 
so. Ido not believe thata private bill, which may | 
| pass at this period of the session, will have the : 
i slightest chance in the worid of being taken up in 
the House of Represeniatives, and therefore per 
haps we may as well go on with the public bus 
“ness. But I repeat, if the Senate choose to goon 
| with private bills, I shall interpose no objection. | 
| Ufthey do not, it is my desire to move to take up 
the bil for the construction of a ship-canal around 
‘The friends of | 
: tbat bill have frequently given way for the pres- |. 
: sure of other business. [ will not, however, sub- | 
3 mit the motion to suspend the execution of the į 
j; order if it is the pleasure of the Senate to go on ; 
i with it. 
|| Mr. ADAMS. I desire to ask the favor of the | 
i Senate, before the motion is submitted, to state, 
i that on last objection day I inadvertently objected |. 
to the consideration of a bill for the relief of Isaac. į 


: the Falls of the Sault Ste. Marie. 


| Adams. 


i day. 


! the committee. 


iThe © 


question of privilege, 
- laid over ull Monday. 


I was the only one who objected to that- 
bill;and I ask the Senate to consider it at this 


time. : 


The PRESIDENT. TheSenator cannot. make 


| the motion to take it up unless the regular order 
| requiring the Calendar to be taken up be first sus- 


vended. 

Mr. ADAMS. I know that, and I therefore 
ask the postponement of the regular orders for the 
purpose of considering that bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The question will be first 
on postponing the order, and then on taking up 
whatever may be submitted afterwards. ; 
Mr. MILLER. This is the last day upon 


‘which private bills will have any chance at all; 


and I trust they will have the full benefit of the 
I hope the rule will not be suspended, but 
that we will go on with the consideration of the 
private bills which are on the Calendar. There 
are some very hard cases there. Two Fridays in 
succession have been taken from their considera- 
tion, and therefore I trust the Senate will give 
them this, the last day assigned to such as are un- 
objectionable. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I would inquire whether the 
morning business is suspended by the order that 
has been made? 

The PRESIDENT. It is; for the order is, 
that private business shall be considered to the 
exclusion of all other business. 

Mr. BRIGHT. ` 1 move to suspend the execu- 
tion of the order until twelve o’clock. I wish to 
give notice of a bill which I intend to ask leave to 
introduce. 

Mr. CHASE. Lhope the Senator from Indi- 
ana will not insist on that motion, Certainly, we 
ought to give this, the last day which can be ap- 
propriated to private bills, to the relief of those 
individuals who have claims before us. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I withdraw the motion, for I 
see that all the time which I desire to.apply to 
business will be wasted in discussion. 


CONTUMACY OF A WITNESS; 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, I rise to a 
question of privilege. I am instructed by the 
special committee, raised on the 6th instant, to 
make a report to the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. Without knowing the na- 
ture of the report—whether it can be taken up in 


i violation of the order of the Senate—the Charr is 
j unable to receive it. 


_ If the Chair knew precisely 
what was the question of privilege, it might su- 


| persede the order made by the Senate. 


Mr. HOUSTON. The report which I desire 


| to make, is from the Special Committee raised by 


the Senate on the Gth instant, and relates to the 


icontumacy of a witness summoned before that 
‘committee to give testimony in a case of which 


ihe committee have taken cognizance. Yesterday 
he was summoned, and appeared before the com- 
mittee, but refused to take the oath prescribed by 
lt was postponed until this morn- 
ing, when he reappeared, and after, assigning his 


‘reasons, declined, the second time, to take the 
: oath. 


The committee deemed it their duty, 
through their chairman, to make a report of the 
fact to the Senate, that the committee might have 
the opportunity of getting the action of the Senate 
thereon. With that view, the reportis submitted 
to the Senate, and a resolution for its adoption. 
I move that the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT. The rule setting apart 
Fridays for the consideration of private bills, as 
adosted, is hnperative. Whether a report on the 
eon acy of a witness will enable the Chair to 
depart from the rule, he is not prepared to say. 
r will, however, state to the Senate, that 
by unanimous consent, the report from the com- 
mittee on this particular subject will be received. 

Mr. CASS. It ought to be received. 

Mr. BUTLER. Jt oueht to be received as a 
If desired, it can then be 


The report was read, as follows: 

«The Select Commiftec of the Senate appointed on the 6th 
of August, 1852, report, that on the morning of the 13th of 
August, 1052, John McGinnisappcared before the commit- 
tee, having heen duly summoned as a witness. The com- 
miftee, by one of iis members, read the resolution of the 
Senate under which they were organized, to Mr. McGin- 
nis, and also the form of the oath which he was required to 
take, which is in these words: ‘ You do swear that the 
testimony which you may give on the present occasion. 
‘touching the matters embraced in the resolution of the 
‘United States Senate, of the 6th of August, 1852, which 
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‘you have just heard read, shall be the truth, the whole, i 
* truth, and nothing but the truth, so. heip you God? Mr. | 
MeGinnis was then requested to take said oath, which he | 
declined daing. The committee therefore recommend the | 
adoption of the following resolution : | 
Resolved, That Jonn MeGinuis, in refusing to take the | 
oath propounded to him by the Select Committee of the ! 
Senate, raised on the 6th of August, 1852, has committed a 
contempt against the authority of this body, and that the i 
Sergeant-at-Arms take into custody, and imprison him in 
the jail of the District of Columbia until he shall consent to | 
take said oath, or ùntil the further order of the Senate.” ji 
i 

i 

i 

1 


Mr. HOUSTON. 1 hope the resolution will | 
now be considered and adopted. It is not neces- 
sary to consume the time of the Senate with re- | 
marks upon it. The facts are all given in the | 
report. 

Mr. BUTLER. 
morrow. : 

The PRESIDENT. It can be considered at 
this time only by unanimous consent. 

it accordingly went over. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The PRESIDENT. This is the day upon 
which, ifany bill is objected to or leads to debate, 


it must go over till next Friday. 
JOHN WHITE’S HEIRS. 
Mr. CHARLTON. T move to suspend the 
order, to enable me to take up Senate bill for the 
relief of Catharine Proctor Hayden, only child and ` 
heir of John White, deceased, late Lieutenant 
Colonel in the fourth Georgia battalion of the 


It had better go over until to- 


revolutionary Army. Jt will cause no discussion. |) 


I will undertake, in a few minutes, to explain it . 
satisfactorily to the Senate. It is the case of a 
widow lady who has been a long time in need of ! 


the bounty which is proposed to he given, and it || times the amount of the principal. I move there- 


will give rise to extraordinary statements—state- 
ments that will be true and extraordinary at the | 
same time. I am sure it will not take up five |: 
minutes of the time of the Senate. I move to sus- 
pend all private bills on the Calendar preceding 
that, for the purpose of taking it up. 

Mr. MILLER. Lhope we shall go on in order. 
I have two or three cases which l think are en- | 
titled to as much sympathy as the one mentioned 
by the Senator from Georgia. i 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ido not wish to disturb the | 
order of the Calendar, but if this privilege is 
granted to my friend from Georgia, I must ask a 
Nike privilege. I have acase which is far towards 
the end of the Calendar, and Iam afraid it will 
not be reached to-day; but if the privilege is 
granted to the Senator from Georgia, of course the 
Senate will grant me the same privilege. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


THOMAS H, LEGGETT, 
The PRESIDENT. The first bill upon the | 


Private Calendar is that for the relief of Thomas i 


H. Leggett. ` 
Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Imove topostponeits 
consideration until Friday next. The Senator 
from New York, (Mr. Sewarp,] who reported it, | 
is not in his seat. | 

The motion was agreed to. 

MARK BEAN AND RICHARD H. BEAN. 

The PRESIDENT. The next bill upon the 
Calendar is that for the relief of Mark Bean and 
Richard H. Bean, of Arkansas. 

Mr. DAVIS. That bill was under discussion 
the other day, and perhaps the Senate are ready 
to vate upon it, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I was one of those who | 
discussed the matter. 1 have no objection to a 
test vote being taken in some way or other with- | 
out any further discussion; and, for the purpose 
of trying the Senate on the subject, I move that 
the bill be indefinitely postponed, and upon that 
motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CHASE, 1 was not present when that | 
bill was discussed before, and I should like to 
hear from the Senator from Arkansas, who re- | 


ported it, some statement of its object and char- || 


acter. 

Mr. BORLAND. J had a conversation with | 
the Senator from Kentucky this morning, who 
presented objections to the bill when it was last | 
under consideration, and we concluded not to dis- 
cuss it any more, thinking that it had been suffi- 
ciently discussed already; but if other Senators 
wish to discuss it, it had better be laid over, so 
that the vote may not be taken in ignorance of 
its merits. I am perfectly willing, so far as I am 


! of forty years. 


concerned, that the question shall be taken with- 
out discussion, believing that I have discussed its 
merits sufficiently before, and that the Senator 
from Kentucky has said all in opposition to it 
which could be well urged. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am perfectly willing 
to meet the proposition of the Senator from Ar- 


|| kansas. We have had a very elaborate discussion 
i on this subject; but if the Senate wish us to go 
| into it again, in order to understand it, of course 


it must be passed over; and when it comes up we 
can again briefly state our views. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed 
over. ` . 

HENRY KING. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
| Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of the 
_ representative of Henry King. It proposes to 
direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the 
i legal representative of Henry King, the sum of 


$3,140, 1t being for the service of Henry King in | 
:i the third Maryland regiment, and in the Commis- 


' sary Department, during the revolutionary war. 


| Mr. BAYARD. Heretofore I moved an amend- 


ment to that bill, to which I think its friends will 
accede. It is to reduce the sum appropriated. As 
the bill stands, it. pays principal and interest. I 


i; am not opposed to paying the principal, but I am 


` opposed to the allowance of interest for a period 
It is not mentioned in the bill 
how much is principal, and how much is interest; 
but it is shown by the report. 

Mr. FOOT. . Į will state to the Senator from 
Delaware that the principal is $1,817 36. 

Mr. BAYARD. The interest allowed is four 


fore to strike out $8,140, and insert $1,817 36. 
Mr, FOOT, 
that the bill should be passed over. 
The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 


ii ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
! was concurred in, and the bill ordered to be en- 
. grossed for a third reading. 


HIRAM MOORE AND JOHN HASCALL. 

The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill from the House of 
Representatives for the relief of Hiram Moore 
‘and John Hascall. 
: It proposes to grant unto Hiram Moore and 
! John Hascall, citizens of the United States, their 
| heirs, assigns, and legal representatives, for the 
| term of fourteen years, from the 27th day of June, 
: 1850, the full and exclusive right and ‘liberty of 
making, constructing, using, and vending to others, 
to be made or used, the improvements for-cutting, 
thrashing, and cleaning grain, which were invented 
i by said Moore or Hascall, or either of them, and 
embraced in the drawing or specification granted 


|i to them the 28th of June, 1836, for the machine 


commonly known as ** Moore & Hascall’s har- 


invented by them, or either of them, in perfecting 
said machine, or any part thereof, from the date 
of the original patent to the date from which the 
same is hereby renewed and extended; and the 
Commissioner of Patents is directed aud required 
to grant a certificate of such renewal and exten- 
sion. 

Mr.CASS. The honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. James} has an amendment to make 
to that bill, which will lead to a discussion. If the 


very important case. The applicants have been 
here during the whole session.. The bill passed 


ment of the session; and I shall, at some leisure 
moment—if I can find one, and if I cannot fing 
one, I will endeavor to make one—try to persuade 
the Senate, during some portion of the session, to 
take it up and pass it as it came from the House. 


to debate. 
The bill was accordingly passed over. 
FREDERICK VINCENT. 

The next bill upon the Calendar was that for 
the relief of Frederick Vincent, administrator of 
James Le Caze, surviving partner of Le Caze & 
! Mallet. 


ury to examine the claim of the legal representa- 


deceased) of Le Caze & Mallet, for the balance 
appearing to be due them on the books of the 


Senate will permit me, I will remark that it is a | 


the House of Representatives in the commence- ! 


It will now have to be passed over, as it will lead | 


I will consent to that rather than |! 


vesting machine,” together with the improvements || 


It proposes to require the Secretary of the Treas- |; 


tive of James Le Caze; surviving partner (now f 


| Treasury Department of the United States; and 


i that, if it shall appear, to the satisfaction of the 


| Secretary, that the said balance is yet outstanding 


|, and unpaid, the proper accounting officers of the 


| Treasury shall be required to adjust and settle the 
; same upon the principles and practice which would 
jhave been adopted if the parties entitled thereto 
| had subscribed the said debt to the loan authorized 
‘by the act approved March 3, 1797, entitled * An 
jact extending the time for receiving on loan the 
| domestic debt of the United States;”? and upon 
ascertaining the amount due, the Secretary of the 
i Treasury shall be required to cause the same to 
ibe paid to the legal representative of said James 
| Le Caze. 

Mr. BAYARD. Ihave looked into that bill 
i Since it was last called up, and I confess Iam not 
| satisfied with the explanations given me as to the 
propriety of passing it at all; and with my pres- 
| ent opinions, I should desire to present my objec- 
‘tions to it. I may change them;but, however, as 
i now advised, I should certainly discuss the bill. 

| The PRESIDENT, As the Senator proposes 
| to debate the bill, it will go over until next Friday. 


ORANGE AND ALEXANDRIA RAILROAD. 


i The next bill upon the Calendar was for the re- 
i lief of the Orange and Alexandria Railroad Com- 
i pany, to which an amendment had been proposed 
| by Mr. BRODHEAD. 

| “Mr. ATCHISON, Itis useless to take up that 
i bill to-day. The amendment ‘will certainly be 
| objected to. Whatever may have been the vote 
\ upon the original bill, the amendment will cer- 
tainly be rejected. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I think the amendment 
is as meritorious as the original bill. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Very well. 

Mr. MASON. If any objection is made, of 
i course the bill will have to go over; but I had 
! supposed that the amendment proposed by the 
| Senator from Pennsylvania would have ‘been 
withdrawn. The amendment proposes, among 
other things, to appropriate a sum of money to 
pay for the use of public buildings in Philadel- 
| phia while Congress had them; and I understand 
| that there is evidence that they never did sit in 
them. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
| quiries on the subject. 
! Mr. MASON. Does the Senator object to 
| considering the bill ? 
|! Mr. BRODHEAD. No, sir; I have no objec- 
| tion to considering it. 

Mr. BAYARD. If nobody else wishes to dis- 
cuss the bill, I do. The Committee on Claims 
reported against it, and I cannot see that itis tena- 
| ble on any grounds. 
| ‘The bill was accordingly passed over. 


| 
CORNELIUS McCAULEY. 

| The next biil upon the Calendar was that for 

the relief of Cornelius McCauley. 

It proposes to require the Secretary of the 
| Treasury to pay to Cornelius McCauley, of Phil- 
| adelphia, the sum of $750 13, in full, for morocco 
and other materials furnished by him in 1834 to 


} 
t 
{ 
ij 


I want to make some in- 


ji the then Secretary of the Senate, for the use of the 


Senate Chamber, and for which he has received 
no compensation. , 

Mr. BAYARD. I expressed my determination 
when that bill was last up to oppose it. I shall 
still oppose it. 

It was accordingly passed over. 


MARIA TAYLOR. 
The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 


|: the Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of 


| Maria Taylor. i 

| It proposes to confirm the title of Maria Taylor 
| to two certain tracts of land situated in the parish 
_ of Ascension, State of Louisiana, on the left bank 
| of the river Mississippi, near the upper limits of 
the parish—provided that the act shall only be 
| considered as a relinquishment to the Government 
of all claim to these tracts; and provided also, 
i that it shall not operate against the claim of any 
| other person to them. 

| Mr. WALKER, That bill was reported by 
the Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Dowxs,} who 
is notin his place. I have no desire to discuss it, 
| still I should like to hear it explained. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, The report of the Com- 
| mittee on Private Land Claims is not long, and! 


| ask for its reading. 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The report was read, from which it appears 
that Maria Taylor claims that she is the owner of | 
two tracts of land—one containing eleven and a | 
half arpents front, and forty in depth, and the 
other containing twelve arpents front, and forty in 
depth—situated on the left bank of the Mississippi 
river, in the parish of Ascension, in the State of 
Louisiana, embracing an area of five hundred 
acres; that she derived her title to them from the 
original proprietor, but a confirmation of her title 
thereto could not be obtained in consequence of 
its being included within the limits of the survey 
of the Efuma grant, made by one of the claimants 
under that grant; that, in order to remove this 
objection, Cornelius de Armas, under whom she 
claimed, on the 26th of December, 1816, purchased 
from General Wade Hampton, who had acquired ; 
the Huma grant by purchase, all his right and | 
title to those tracts. 

The committee being satisfied that the facts, as 
stated by the petitioner, were true, reported the 
bill for her relief. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third reading. 


SANTIAGO E. ARGUELLO. 


The Senate next proceeded, as in Committee of 
the Whole, to consider the bill for the relief of 
Santiago E. Arguello. It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Santiago E. | 
Arguello, Jate a captain in the California battal- 
ion, the sum of $11,548, for losses of property 
sustained by him during the period of such ser- ! 
vices, and in consequence thereof. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a | 


third reading. f 


BILLS PASSED OVER. i 


| 
As intimations were given that the following | 
bills would be debated, they were passed over: | 
The bill for the relief of Robert T. Norris; i 
The bill for the relief of Lewis H. Bates and : 
William Lacon; i 
The kill for the relief of Richard Mackall; | 
‘The bill for the relief of Bancroft Woodcock; | 
The bill for the relief of Cyrus H. McCormick; i 
The.bill for the relief of the captors of the frig- | 
ate Philadelphia; and | 
The bill for the relief of Colonel William Gray- ; 
son. 
MILLER, THOMPSON, AND TURLEY. 


The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief 
of Henry C.. Miller, Philip W. Thompson, and 
Jesse B. Turley. Tt proposes to require the Su- | 

erintendent of Indian affairs at St. Louis to | 
inquire into the quantity and value of oxen and | 
other property taken from Miller, Thompson, & 
Turley by the Osages or other Indians in June, 
1847, while traveling from the State of Missouri | 
to Santa Fé, and that if the property was taken | 
by Osages or other Indians receiving annuities | 
from the United States, to retain its value from : 
their annuities; and if the depredations were com- | 
mitted by Indians not receiving annuities, the | 
Superintendent of Indian Affairs shall report his | 
proceedings, together with all the evidence in the | 
case, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, to- 
gether with his opinion of the value of the prop- 
erty lost, in order that it may be paid out of the 
Treasury of the United States; and that in the 
examination of these matters the Superintendent | 
shall proceed according to the provisions of the : 
act “to regulate trade and intercourse with the | 
Indian tribes, and to preserve peace on the fron- | 
tiers,” approved June 30th, 1834. 

Mr. WALKER. Imovethe following amend- | 
ment, as a proviso to the first section: : 

Provided, That before any hearing of said proofs, due 
notice shall be given to the chiefs of the said Indians of the ; 
time, place, and object of such proceedings. 

Mr. ATCHISON. That is right. The inter- ` 
course law provides for it; but I have no objection ; 
to inserting it in the bill. . 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- | 
ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 


was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be |! ing to take it, so far as that goes, on the recom- 


engrossed for a third reading. 
ADAMS'S PRINTING PRESS. 


The bill for the relief of Isaac Adams was read ! 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of | 
the Whole. It provides that the letters-patent i 


| of Germantown, while attempting to set fire to į 


| interest. 


| from the time of the application, on the 28th of 


granted to him on the 14th of October, 1830, for 
new and useful improvements in the printing ma- 
chine called the ** Power Printing-Press,’’ and the 
letters-patent granted to him on March 2d, 1836, : 
for additional improvements in the power printing- 
press be renewed, revived, and extended for a 
term commencing from the date of the passage of |: 
the act, and ending March 2d, 1860. lt proceeds 
to make other provisions in conformity with this 
object, and provides that the persons at present 
enjoying the lawful use of the patent, and all pur- | 
chasers of any machine lawfully used or con- 
structed may continue to use the same as if the 
act had not been passed. i 
The bill was reported to the Senate without || 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a jj 
third reading. il 
GEORGE DENNETT. | 
The bill for the relief of George Dennett, of |! 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, was considered as || 
in Committee of the Whole. 1t proposes to direct || 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay him the sam i; 
of $75 in full for services performed in bringing up || 
arrearages of business in the naval office at Ports- fl 
mouth for a time when there was no navalofiicer. || 
Mr. BAYARD. I object to the principle of [| 
that bill. ft would take up very little time to dis- | 
i 


i 
t 
i 
{ 


cuss it, but I suppose under the rule, as f wish to | 
discuss it, it must be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 

HEIRS OF JAMES BELL. | 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the | 
bill for the relief of the heirs of James Bell, de- |! 
ceased, which provides that the proviso of the act |; 
approved June 30, 1834, ‘* for the relief of the | 
heirs of James Bell,’’ so far as it prevents the | 
payment to the heirs or legal representatives of | 
the full amount found due, be repealed. 

Mr. BAYARD. This bill will necessarily lead | 
to discussion. It involves the allowance of in- } 
terest from 1776 to 1834; and whenever the case ‘i 
comes up, I intend to discuss the general prin- ;i 


i 
{ 


ciple. f 
he PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed | 
over. 


| 

JOHN MOORE WHITE. H 
The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the i 
Whole, the consideration of the bill for the relief |; 
of John Moore White. lt proposes to direct the |; 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay.to him, as the 
son and sole heir of Major John White, a major | 
in the war of the Revolution, who was slain at 
the battle of Germantown, the seven years’ half || 


pay to which Major White would have been en- || 
tiled by the resolve of Congress of the 24th ofi 
August, 1780, if he had not died and no payment | 
had been made thereon. 

Mr. BAYARD. : 
report. My impression is that the bill involves i 
the question of interest. |i 

The report of the Committee on Revolutionary i| 
Claims was accordingly read, from which it ap- || 


l ask for the reading of the ;i 


ears ihat John Moore White is the only surviv- j 
ing child of Major John White, who was slain on | 
the 4th of October, 1777, when acting as one of | 
the aids of Major General Sullivan, at the battle | 


Chew’s house, with a view of dislodging the Brit- į 
ish. The committee refer to a letter of General 
Washington, to be found in Sparks’s edition of |i 
his letters, to General Wilkinson’s Memoirs, to | 
Watson’s Annals of Philadelphia, to the testi- :i 
mony of Judges Ephraim Miller, and W. B. i 
Ewing, of New Jersey, to prove that John Moore | 
White was generally known and reputed to be the | 
only surviving son of Major John White of the |; 
Revolutionary Army. ʻi 

Mr. MILLER. The only objection to this bil, |; 
as | understand, is with regard to the granting of |) 
To relieve the Senate of that difficulty, | 
I move to amend it so as to give interest merely ` 


July, 1846. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall not discuss the bill if 
the interest be stricken out. 1 am not sufficiently | 
acquainted with the merits of the case to say that ; 
some relief ought not to be granted. I am will- ; 

i 
mendation of the committee; but with my views | 
of the question of interest, it does not make any | 
difference whether it shall run from the date of the | 
application or not. I move to strike out the | 
allowance of interest altogether. A 


amend. 

Mr. BAYARD. Then I move to amend the 
bill by striking out the following werds: 

“Together with such interest as would now be due if a 
certificate for said seven years’ half-pay had been. issued 
according to the principles of the funding act, and no pay- 
ment made on it.” 

Mr. WALKER. I merely wish to say, that 
T accede to this amendment now, because the Sen- 
ator from New Jersey, who is the representative 
of the party interested, consents to it; but I think 
that both he and the Senator from Delaware are 
mistaken about this case. This is one of those 
cases that does not involve such questions as the 
Senator from Delaware has raised. I merely say 
this to inform the Senator from New Jersey that 
he is conceding a principle. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 


WILLIAM JONES, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the, Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill for the relief of 
the legal representatives of William Jones. ft 


l: proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 


to cause to be paid to the legal representatives of 
William Jones, late of Massachusetts, the amount 
which he would have been entitled to receive under 
the pension act of 1818, if his name had been con- 
tinued upon the pension-roll till the 27th of June, 
1829, the day of his death. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


lj amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 


reading. 
THE AMISTAD CASE, 
The PRESIDENT announced that the next bill 


on the Calendar wag one to indemnify the master 
and owners of the Spanish schooner Amistad. 

Mr. SUMNER intimating a desire to diseuss 
the bill, it was passed over. 


THE FRIGATE MISSOURI. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill for the relief of 
the petty officers and seamen of the late United 
States frigate Missouri. It proposes to direct the 


|| proper accounting officers to pay to each of the 


petty officers, seamen, marines, and others com- 


posing the crew of the frigate Missouri at the time 
it was burntin the harbor of Gibraltar in 1843, 
ithe sum of $75, in consideration of the loss of 
‘clothing, and other personal effects, sustained by 
| them in consequence of their exertionsin endeavor- 


ing to save the property of the United States. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 


‘amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 


third reading. 
BENJAMIN MOOERS. 

The next bill upon the Calendar was one for the 
relief of the heirs of Benjamin Mooers, deceased, 
providing for the payment to him, as a Heutenant 
in the revolutionary war, of $1,400, with interest 


thereon, at the rate of six per cent. per annum, 
from March Ist, 1784, to March Ist, 1852. 


Mr. UPHAM. The principle involved in that 


bill is of very great importance, and I think it 


ought to be looked into and discussed. 
The bill was passed over. 


MATTHEWS, WOOD, AND HALL. 

The next bill in order was that from the House 
of Representatives, for the relief of Charles 8S. 
Matthews, Charles Wood, and James Hall, which 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to them, or to any other person or persons 
by them authorized to receive the same, the sum 
f $12,119 47, in full satisfaction of all claims 
upon the United States for damages sustained, 
growing out of their contract to furnish marble for 
the basement of the custom-house in New York. 

The Committee on Claims reported an amend- 
ment to the bill, to strike out the words “or to 
any other person or persons duly authorized by 
them to receive the same. ”? 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I feel it to be my duty to 
discuss that bill. 


The PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 


CONGRESSIONAL GL 


OBE. 


ANTHONY W. WHITE. 


The bill for the relief of the representatives of |! 


Anthony W. White, deceased, was read a second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

It provides for the payment to the legal repre- 
sentatives of Anthony W. White, late a colonel 
in the first regiment of Virginia light dragoons of 
the Continental line of the revolutionary Army, 
$13,051 87; being the interest, at six per cent., of 
$3,750, from the 4th-of July, 1780, to the 7th of 
July, 1838, during which time the last-named sum ! 
had been advanced to and kept by the United | 
States. i 

Mr. BAYARD, That bill involves the naked 
question of interest on a claim which Congress 
aliowed without interest. 

Mr. WALKER. Thatis the fact; and this is 
a bill on which I designed to bring up the question 


of interest fully before the Senate. This is the | 


case of an advance of money; and when the Sen- 


‘question as to the allowance of interest. | 
Mr. BAYARD. The question of interest in- 
volved in this bill is one which I propose to dis- 

cuss, 


The PRESIDENT. It will be passed over. 


H. L. KENDRICK, 


The bill for the relief of Brevet Major H. L. | 
Kendrick was read a second time, and considered | 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the proper accounting ofti- 


i 

cers to allow Brevet Major Kendrick, of the sec- | 

ond artillery, $1,294 66, in the settlement of his i 
t 
| 
| 


avcounts, for sales made by him by order of Gen- 
eral Worth, of certain ordnance, 
ing to the United States 
June, 1848, this sum being so much of the pro- } 
ceeds of the sale as was stolen from him at 
while transporting the same to Vera Cruz. | 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, and or 
third reading, 


property belong- | 
»at Puebla, Mexico, in 


JOHN TUCKER. 


The bill for the relief of John Tucker was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of | 


the Whole, i 


It proposes to direct the Secretary of War to | 
pay to John Tucker, of Florida, the amount to | 
which he would have been entitled, under the act | 
of March 3d, 1845, providing for the payiment of | 


certain military services in Florida, if his name i| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, ji 
pon the rollas a private in Major | 
Jsnac Garrison’s command. |: 


Mr. WELCH. called for the reading of the re- | 


had appeared u 


port of the Committee on Claims 
cordingly read. 
Lt appears that John Tucker, in the year 1838 


; and it was ac 


3 
was mustered into the military service ofthe Uni- 


ted States, in Captain Henley’s company, Major 
Garrison’s battalion of Florida volunteers, and 
served in the campaign against the Indians as a 
private, and, in addition, performed the duties of 
chaplain, but received no compensation in either 
capacity. When it was ascertained that the com- 
pany would be mustered out of service, Mr. 
Tucker was appointed by Major Garrison a chap- | 
lain, and, as such, was mustered out of the ser- 
vice, and his name taken froma the roll of Captain 
Henley’s company. 
would have received pay as a private, nader the ` 
act of March 3d, 
in either capacity, and as itis difficult to ascertain - 
the length of time for which he served as chaplain, ; 
the committee think he ought to be allowed the’ 
pay of a private for the time he was in the ser- 
vice. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
l 


JOHN BOYD. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to the consideration of the bill for the 
relief of John Boyd, of Louisiana, which proposes : 
to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to pay to ; 


said Boyd the sum of $975, being the amountdue . 


him as compensation for extra expenses while ` 


engaged in taking the census in the parish of Fber- 
ville, in the State of Louisiana, 


The bill was reported to the Senate, and ordered ii 


to he engrossed for a third reading. 


_ THE 


l V Y t i; intending the erection of the fortifications at Oak 
ate consider it, I hope they will make it a test i 


i on deposit in the bank at Fayetteville, North | 


i bank, standing to the credit of Major 


|i the United States, which was accordingly done. 


Jalapa |: 


dered to be engrossed for a /: 


t 
i 

| credit of $1,606 50, which sum was paid to the 
| 


| tlon of the privateer pension fund, ceased, 


‘amendment, and ordered to he 


Had it not been for this, he ` 


1845; but as he received no pay -i 


| Were made were not included in the m 


l 


MARY E. D. BLANEY. 


The bill for the relief of Mary E. D. Blaney, 
widow of the late Major George Blaney, was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee || 
of the Whole. 

It proposes to authorize the proper officer to pay 
to her $1,156 68, interest on money belonging to 
her, and withheld by an erroneous decision of 
officers of the Government. i 

Mr. PRATT. I move to amend the bill by |} 
inserting, after the word ‘ pay,” the following: || 

Out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- | 
priated. f 

The amendment was agreed to. Í 

Mr. BRADBURY. I ask for the reading of į 
the report. | 

It was read accordingly, and shows that Major 
|| Blaney wasan officer of the corps of United States ! 
|| Topographical Engineers, and forseveral years pre- : 


| 
i 
i 
| 
f 
i 
i 
{ 
' 
i 
f 
t 
i 
! 
i 
| 


: viousto his death,in 1835, was employed in super- | 


Island and Cape Fear river,in North Carolina,and 
| was required to act as disbursing officer and as as- 
sistant commissary of subsistence at those points, 
for which he claimed commissions and compensa- 
tion to the amount of $6,401 48, which was disal- 
lowed by the accounting officers of the ‘Treasury. 
| Ít appears that, at the time of his death, he had 


Carolina, to his credit, $3,182 55, of which amount ! 
$2,438 12 was claimed as his private fund, and for | 
which he gave a check to the petitioner. On pre- 
| sentation of the check, payment was declined until 
| the Department had been consulted. The Acting 
the money in the | 

Blaney, 


surer of 


| 
| 
| 


il 
j 
| 
i 
li 


| Secretary of War directed that 


i should be carried to the credit of the Trea 

After the decision of the parallel case of Major 
Delafield, in 1844, where the legality of similar 
| charges was brought before the circuit court for it 
i the district of New York, and sustained by Judge :; 
i Betts, (which decision was confirmed by an equal | 
‘division of the Bench of the Supreme Court,) the ; 
charges of Major Blaney were allowed by the ac- | 
counting officers, so as to leave a balance to his i| 


| 
li 
petitioner on the 15th March, 1847. On this sum, | 
so withheld for a period of nearly twelve years, {| 
| interest, amounting to $1,156 68, is claimed; and : 
| the committee recommend its payment. | 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; | 
the amendment was concurred in, and the bill was |! 


MARY F. B. LEVELY. Í 

'The Senate, asin Committee of the W hole, con- ii 
sidered the bill for the relief Mary F. B, Levely.: 
Tt proposes to authorize the Secretary of the In- !! 
terior to pay to her the amount which her deceased 
husband, Captain Henry Levely, would have re- |! 
ceived, if his pension had been continued from the į 
first day of July, 1887, to the time when alf pen- ;i 
ppropriations 
of the exhaus 


i sions which were paid from the 
made by Congress, in consequence 


The bill was reported to the Senate without . 
grossed for a! 


third reading. 


T. P. MeBLAIR. l: 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, con- ` 
sidered the bill for the relief of Purser T. P. Me- 
: Blair, which proposes to authorize the accounting 


officers of the Treasury in adjusting the accounts | 
i of Purser Thomas P. McBlair, to allow him the 
several sums paid by him, as purser of i! 
, States steamer Princeton, to Wil 
i ing boatswain; to John H.C 
ter; and to Armstrong 7 
who were employed on that steame come | 
mandin er, which sums were disallowed by 
SCO ng officers of the ‘Treasury, for the iP 
reason that the persons to whom the payments © 
aber per- 
to which | 


mitted by law, of officers of the ¢ 
they were respectively appointed. ; 

The bili was reported to the Senate without |) 
amendment, and ordered io be engross 
third reading. 


LEONARD SKINNER, i; 

The Senate considered, as in Committee of the 
Whole, House bill for the reliefof Sergeant Leon- | 
ard Skinner, which proposes to authorize the 


j 


| clude the payment of interest 


considered the bill for t} 
| thews; which propose 
` of the Treasu 


SAMUEL PRIOLEAU. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
considered a bill for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Samuel Prioleau, deceased. Ft pro- 
poses to authorize the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to pay to the legal representatives 


i, of Samuel Prioleau, late of Charleston, South 


Carolina, the sum of $6,928 60, being in full com- 
pensation for property taken from him at Charles- 
ton, for the use of the United States, during the 
revolutionary war. : 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. I wish to submit an 
amendment, to iusert after the word ‘ cents” the 
words, ‘‘ together with interest thereon from the 
28th of January, 1795.” 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall have to discuss that 
amendment if it is proposed. I do not object to 
the bill itself, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, that if he presses his 
amendment the bill will probably have to go over, 
and I submit to him whether it will not be better 
o allow it to pass as it came from the committee, 
rather than to have it postponed ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris in 
the chair.) Does the Chair understand the Sen- 


| ator from Delaware to object to the bill? 


Mr. BAYARD. Ido not object to the bill, but 
to the amendment, which allows interest. I must 
discuss that question. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, Iwill suggest to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina to withdraw his propo- 
sition for interest, and let the bill pass. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would suggest, that if the 
bul passes in its present shape, it will not pre- 
upon a subsequent 
application, if the Senate shall determine to allow 
interest in any case. 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. 
ment, 

The bill was reported to the Senate and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, 


PRISCILLA C. SIMONDS, 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


I withdraw the amend- 


‘considered the bill for the relief of Priscilla ©. 


Simonds, which proposes to authorize the ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to pay to Pris- 
cilla C. Simonds the sum of $418, the value of the 


| property of the late Captain Moses H. Simonds, 


which was taken possession of by authority of 


| the United States. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed: for a 
third reading. 


C. E. GRENEAUX. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
considered ‘the bill for the relief of C., E. Gre- 


‘| neaux;” which proposesto authorize the Secretary 


of the Treasury to examine the claim of the United 
States against C. E. Greneaux, one of the sure- 
ties of Benoist Laurents, late a receiver of public 
moneys at the land office at Natchitoches, in Lovi- 


. siana, and the circumstances of Greneaux, and to 


settle and discharge the claim upon such terms as 


: he shall judge most for the interest of the United 
: States. 


The bill was reported to the Senate, and or- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, 


SALLY J. MATHEWS. 
‘The Senate, as in Committee of the W 


third reading. Í 


WIDOW AND CHILDREN OF JOHN BALSTER. | 


The bill for the relief of the widow and children 
of John Balster was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides that the widow of John Balster, deceased, 
late armorer, who was killed by an accidental ex- 
plosion of the laboratory at the Charleston arsenal 
while in the performance of his duty, shall be en- 
titled to receive half the monthly pay to which he 
was entitled st the time of his death, for and dur- 
ing five years, commencing on the 4th of March, | 
1852; but that in case of the death or marriage of 
the widow before the expiration of the five years, | 
the half pay for the remainder of the time shall be | 
paid to the children of the decedent. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. f 


EMELIE HOOB. 

The bill for the relief of Emelie Hooe was read 
a second time, and considered, as in Committee 
of the Whole. ft enacts that the Secretary of the | 
Interior shall place upon the pension list the name 
of Emelie tiooe, widow of Brevet Major Alexan- 
der S. Hooe, late of the United States Army, 
whose death was occasioned by a wound received | 
in the battle of Resaca de la Palma, on the 9th of 
May, 1846, and allow her, per month, the half- 
pay of a captain in the Army of the United States | 
for five years, commencing on the Ist of January, 
1851. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
that case is included in the general bill. 
like to hear the report read. 

From the reading of the report it appears that 
Alexander S. Hooe lost his rightarm in the battle | 
of Resaca de la Palma, at which time he was cap- 
tam. 

The committee were fully satisfied, from the 
facts made known to them, that Major Hooe’s 
death was caused by the wound, by producing a 
gradual depression of spirits, which terminated in 
complete alienation of mind; in which state, while | 
alone in his quarters at Baton Rouge barracks, | 
where he was then in command, he burnt his 
body in several places, and in so shocking a man- 
ner that he died on the 9th of December, 1847, 
ten days after the occurrence, leaving his widow 
and three young children in destitute circum- 
stances. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I was in error, Mr. Pres- 
ident. I withdraw my objection. H 

The bill was then reported to the Senate, and | 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. | 


SEMOICE. 

The Senate considered, as in Committee of the į 
Whole, House bill for the relief of the heirs of 
Semoice, a friendly Creek Indian. 

The bill proposes that the children and heirs of 
Semoice shall be vested with a title in fee-simple 
to a certain quantity of land selected and entered 
by Semoice, provided that the act shall not be 
construed to defeat or prejudice the legal claim to | 
it, if there be any, of other persons. Fel 

The bill was reported to the Senate, read a third | 
time, and passed. i 

BILLS PASSED OVER. 

A bill for the relief of Hodges & Lansdale, aud 
the legal representatives of Rinaldo Johnson, de- 
ceased. Objected to by Mr. BAYARD. 

A bill for the relief of Hiram Paulding. Ob- 
jected to by Mr. Brient. 
` A bill for the relief of Calvin B. Seymour and | 
Willard Boynton, surviving partner of W. & H. | 
Boynton. Mr. Cuase asked for the reading of | 
the report; which was read, and the bill was passed | 
over, 

Joint resolution for the relief of Jonathan Lew- | 
is. Objected to by Mr. BAYARD. 

Bill for the relief of Amos Kendall and John E. | 
Kendall. Objected to by Mr. Bortann. m H 

H 
i 


Lam inclined to think that 
i should 


Bill for the relief of James Harrington. 
jected to by Mr. Fercw. 
~ A bill for the relief of the Pine Grove Academy. 
Objected to by Mr. WALKER. ; : 

An act for the relief of the heirs of Jeremiah 
Wingate. Objected to by Mr. FELCH. 

A bill for the relief of Jacob Gideon. Objected 
to by Mr. BoRLAND. 


Objected to by Mr. Avams. 
An act for the relief of Maurice K. Simons. 


BENJAMIN F. HART. 
The Senate proceeded to consider, as in Com- 


mittee of the Whole, the bill from the House of: 


Representatives for the relief of Monmouth B. 


Hart, Joel Kelley, and William Close, securities | 


i 
i 
| 
Í 
] 
| 


{ 


t 


for the late Benjamin F. Hart, a purser in the: 


United States Navy. It proposes to authorize the 
proper accounting officers, in the adjustment of the 
accounts of the late purser, Benjamin F. Fart, 
to credit him with the amount of the loss of his 
private stores, occasioned by the wreck of the 


United States ship Concord, to which he was at- | 


tached, as nearly asit can beascertained; and also i 


with the difference between the amount of public | 
stores received by him as purser and the correct ; 
amount of those issued, and thosewhich came to! 


the hand of his successor; and to make such al- 
lowance as they may deem equitable under the 
circumstances; provided that the credits and allow- 
ances shall not exceed the balance found due to the | 
United States upon the last settlement of the ac- ' 
count. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered toa third reading, read athird | 
time, and passed. i 


CATHERINE PROCTOR HAYDEN. i 

On motion by Mr. CHARLTON, the Senate | 
proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to. 
consider the bill for the relief of Catherine Proctor ! 
Hayden, only child and heir of John White, de- į 
ceased, Inte a lieutenant colonel in the fourth | 
Georgia battalion of the revolutionary Army. It 
provides for the payment to Catherine Proctor | 
Hayden of the sum of $6,703 57, together with | 
interest thereon, at the rate of six per cent, from | 
January 12, 1793, to January 1, 1832, the above- | 
named principal sum being the amount found dae 
to John White by the proper accounting officers 
for his seven years’ halfpay, and for advances 
made by him to the Government during the rev- 
olutionary war, for which Treasury certificates 
were improperly issued to Susannah Richardson 
and John Richardson, in 1793. 

Mr. BAYARD. ‘The bill in its present shape 
allows interest from 1793 to 1832. From consult- 
ation with the Senator from Georgia, I learn that 
case is a very meritorious one, and if the provis- 
ion for the allowance of interest be striken out, 1 
shall not object to the bill. 1 move to amend the 
bill by striking out the following words: 

“Together with interest thereon, at the rate of six per 
centum per annnm trom the 12th day of January, 1793, to 
the tst day of January, 1832.77 

Mr. CHARLTON. TI shall not resist the 
amendment of the Senator from Delaware, be- 
cause the lady for whose relief this bill is intended | 


isvery old, and lam afraid that if the bill is not | 


passed now, in some shape, justice will come after 
the shades of death have ciosed upon her. If this 


were a time when I could appeal to the sympa- | 


thies of the Senate, Fam sure [ could draw tears | 
from some gentlemen here; but as I am notallowed | 


to do that on this day, f merely ask Senators to 
allow this amount to come out of the Treasury 
without interest. 

The amendment was agreed to, the bill was re 
ported to the Senate as amended, the amendment 
was concurred in, and the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 

MARY A, DAVIS. 
On motion by Mr. ODHEAD, the Senate 
roceeded to consider, as in Committee of the 
‘Whole, the bil for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. 
Davis, widow of Daniel W. Davis. It proposes 


Ro 
DN 


to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to 


her 4254, being the amount paid by her to employ ;; 


a substitute for her late husband, during his ill-: 


ness, while he was a clerk in the Paymuaster’s De- 
artment, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 

ELIZABETH ARMISTEAD. 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whale, - 
the bill for the relief of Elizabeth Armistead. It: 
proposes to direct the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Elizabeth Armistead, widow of 


er to continue during her natural life, or widow- 
hood. 

Mr. BRIGHT called for the reading of the 
report of the Committee on Pensions: which was 
read. 

From the report, it appears that Elizabeth Ar- 
mistead is the widow of the late General Walter 
K. Armistead, who, after having faithfully served 
his country, died at Upperville, Virginia, in Octo- 
ber, 1845, from the effects of disease contracted 
during two years of arduous duty in Florida; 
that he left nine children, and several. grand- 
children, in destitute circumstances. The com- 
mittee think that the widow is clearly entitled to 
a pension, and therefore report a bill for her relief. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The only objection that I see 
to this bill is the fact, that the pension is to com- 
mence from 1845; and I believe we have hereto- 
fore uniformly refused to sanction this species of” 
retroactive legislation. 

Mr. BORLAND. I beg leave to correct my 
friend from Mlinois on that point. We have passed 
a number of bills at this session involving precise- 
ly the same principle. Objection was made. to 
them on that ground at the time, but the Senate 


; overruled the objection. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Very well; I withdraw my 
objection. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading. 


ABIGAIL STAFFORD. 


On motion by Mr. WALKER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider, as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill for the relief of Abigail Stafford. It pro- 
poses to direct the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Mrs. Abigail Stafford, her heirs or legal 
representatives, $2,000, for supplies furnished the 
Army during the revolutionary war, and services 
rendered by her father, Henry Smith, of Massa- 
chusetts, to be paid on the principles of justice and 
equity. 

Mr. CASS called for the reading of the report 
of the Committee on Revolutionary Claims; which 
was read. 

It appears, from that report, that Abigail Staf- 
ford was the daughter of Henry Smith, of Mas- 
sachusetts, who enlisted on the 19th of April, 
1775, and served in the ever-memorable batile of 
Lexington, in which he was wounded; that he 
afterwards served four years and eleven months 
during the war. That on the 26th of December, 
1775, at Dorchester, he received a certificate from: 
the Secretary of State of Massachusetts, as a sol- 
dier, and that he was at the battle of White Plains,. 
where he was stationed at an outpost. Thomas 

acon, the uncle of the petitioner, served in the: 


| Army, and was deprived of the use of his feet. 


The father of the petitioner died from wounds re- 
ceived in the service of the country, leaving her an 
orphan, her patrimony consisting of $1,800 of 
Continental money, which, from its depreciation, 
became wholly useless. On the 18th of April, 
1777, her grandfather guided the troops to the 


' battle of Lexington, and had five sons and five 
| sons-in-law in that battle. 


4 The report also states 
that thereis testimony to prove that she furnished 
supplies to the army by carding, spinning, knit- 


| ung, and making clothes for the soldiers. 


‘The bi 
amendmer 
third read 


i 


| was reported to the Senate without 
nt, and ordered to be engrossed for u 
ing. 

GEORGE STEALEY. 

On motion by Mr. WELLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill for the relief of George Stealey. It pro- 
poses to enact, that the account furnished by 
George Stealey for services rendered and expens 28 
incurred by him as agent, appointed by the Indian 


; commissioners of the United States for the State 


of California, to visit the northern tribes of In- 


: dians of that State, be referred to the Third Aud- 


| justi 


: itor of the Treasury, with authority to cause it to 


be setttled and paid upon principles of equity and 
ce; the settlement to be made upon satisfac- 
tery vouchers, showing that the expenses were 
actually incurred, and that the prices paid were 
just and proper, under the peculiar circumstances 


: of the case. 


August 18, 


2208 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


he report of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
was read; from which it appears that Mr. Stealey 
was employed in the years 1850 and 1851, by the 
United States Indian commissioners in California, 
to visit the tribes in the northern portion of the 
State, with a view to arrest their aggressions on 
the miners in that portion of the State, and to es- 
tablish pacific relations between the Indians and | 
the white inhabitants; in which he was success- 
ful. Bat when he returned from his mission, in 
consequence of the separation of the Board of 
Commissioners and the exhausted state of the | 
funds, he was not compensated for his services, | 
nor reimbursed the money expended by him. The 
committee think that he should be compensated 
for any services which he rendered under the direc- 
tion of the United States Commissioner,and should 
be reimbursed any expenditures actually incurred 
in the performance of the duties assigned to him, 
on the production of satisfactory vouchers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 


DAVID MURPHY. 

On motion by Mr. CHASE, the bill from the 
FIouse of Representatives for the relief of David || 
Murphy, was considered as in Committee of the į; 
Whole. It preposes to direct the Secretary of the 
Interior to place the name of David Murphy on |! 
the invalid pension-roll for life, at the rate of $5 334 
per month—the pension to commence on Febru- 
ary 27th. 1846, and to continue during life. 

‘Mr. CLEMENS, I should like to know why | 
we are called upon to pass this bill? What ser- | 
vices has the party rendered? And if he has ren- 
dered any service, why is he not already upon the 
pension-roll ? 

Mr. CHASE. Jt will save time, perhaps, to 
have the report read. That states the facts of the 
case. 

The report was accordingly read; from which 
it appears that David Murphy was a regular sol- |) 
dier in the service of the United States during the | 
fast war with Great Britain, and that he was 
wounded at the battle of the river Raisin, from the 
effecta of which he has been seriously disabled. 
The committee, therefore, report a bill for his re- 
lief, 

Mr. CHASE. I think after hearing the report 
no one can object to the bill. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Ido object to it. Ido not 
ike to encourage the system of granting pensions 
by special acts of Congress. By the rules of the 
Department, certain proofs are required before a 
person can obtain a pension. It is for the puar- 
pose of seeking to avoid those proofs that persons 
come hereto get acts of Congress passed granting 
them pensions. I therefore give notice that I shall 
discuss this bill. | 

The bill was accordingly passed over. 


BILL PASSED. 


The following engrossed bills were severally | 
read a third time and passed: 


A bill for the relief of Robert Grignon; f 
A bill for the relief of Abigail Stafford; l 
A bill for the relief of Henry C. Miller, Philip 


Thompson, and Jesse B. Turley; 
A bill for the relief of the representative of }: 
Henry King: 
A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of William Jones; 
A bill for the relief of Maria Taylor; ji 
A bill for the relief of Santiago E. Arguello; |; 
and $ 
A bil 


for the relief of Isaac Adams. |: 


DRY DOCK IN CALIFORNIA. 

The PRESIDENT. With the permission of 
the Senate, the Chair will present a communica- 
tion from the Navy Department in answer to a 
resolution of the Senate of the 6th instant, calling 
for copies of contracts entered into by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy for the use of the dry-dock in | 
California. 

The communication was read. It states that 
hut one contract has been contemplated by the | 
Department for the lease of the dock referred to, | 
and that one is incomplete. The Secretary, how- 
ever, incloses a copy of it, and states thet the con- | 
tract has not received his signature in consequence | 
of the delay of the party in furnishing a satisfac- | 
tory certificate of his competency to respond to 
the full amount of the forfeiture. 
` Mr. CLARKE. I move that the communica- 


tion lie on the table. I suppose there is no neces- 
sity for having it printed, as we shall want it to 
use in a discussion which will take place in a few 
days. 

Mr. WELLER. I prefer that the communi- 
cation should be printed. I am very anxious to 
see the contract. Although it is an incomplete 


one, I understand that the persons who made it | 


are now engaged in transporting a portion of the 


; material to California. 


Mr. CLARKE. ‘rhe honorable Senator is not 
advised as to the facts. The contract to which he 
refers was for building a sectional dock and trans- 
porting that to California. This communication is 
In regard to the leasing of that dock. 

Mr. WELLER. 
profoundly ignorant in regard to the matter shows 


i that it is necessary to have the communication 


printed, in order that I may get the necessary in- 
formation. I therefore move that the communi- 
cation be printed. 
Mr. CLARKE. I shall make no objection. 
The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 


: reopened, 


And the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, August 13, 1852. 


The House met at eleveno’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. ©. M. Burier. 


Tlie Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order | 
i is the consideration of House bill No. 297, « de- | 
‘ claring the Wheeling Bridge a lawful structure, 
and for other purposes.” 


Mr. SMART. [ ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow me to report from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs “A bill to authorize the 
t payment of the claim of the State of Massachu- 
“setts for certain services of her militia during the 
‘late war.” Ido not intend to ask action upon 
it. My simple object is, as I am going to leave 
the city, to have the bill and accompanying report 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and printed. 

There being no objection, the bill was reported, 
read a first and second time by its title, referred to 


: the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
POST ROUTES BILL. 
Mr. OLDS. 


certain post routes.” We are now within two 
weeks or the close of the session, and it is import- 
ant that it should go into the hands of the Post 
Office Committee of the Senate that they may 


; have an opportunity to examine it. 
Mr. BROOKS. Does the bill contain anything | 


else besides post routes ? 
Mr. OLDS. No, sir. 
The bill was read a first and second time by its 


: title, ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
i and, having been engrossed, was read the third 
|: time and passed. 


Mr. GORMAN. Task the unanimous consent 


: of the House to report from the Committee on 
: Military Affairs “A bill to restore the civil super- 


intendency of the national armories at Harper’s 
Ferry and Springfield,” which I bave had in my 
desk for a long time. 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
There will be no time occupied in the considera- 
tion of the motion of reference. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read a 
first and second time by its title, referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


_ and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 


Mr. CLARK. I hope I may be successful in 


calling up a little bill for the State of Iowa, which |! 
; E have, two or three times, endeavored to get ac- || 
| tion upon. 


; It is a bill containing but one short 
section, and provides for the relinquishment of a 


Then the fact that lam so || 


i 1 I ask the unanimous consent of || 
the House to report from the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads “A bill establishing 


r d Great interest is felt in re- | 
gard to it, Iwill notask that the bill shall be put 
: upon its passage, but that it be referred to the 


small tract of land in the town of Belleview. The 
| people there need it for commercial purposes, 

| Mr, LETCHER. Does this come out of the 
|| morning hour? 
ii The SPEAKER. It does, and the morning 
| hour has been running on since the commence- 
i ment of the proceedings. 

Mr. LETCHER. I regret that I shall have to 
object to the gentleman’s proposition. The Wheel- 
ing Bridge case, which comes up as the business 
in order in the morning hour, is a very important 
matter, and should be acted upon at an early day. 

THE WHEELING BRIDGE. 

The House proceeded to consider the bill de- 
claring the Wheeling Bridge a lawful structure. 

Mr. WOODWARD, who was entitled to the 
| foor from yesterday, finished his argument, show- 
i! ing that the power resided in Congress, under the 
| Constitution, to determine whether this bridge 
| was a nuisance, and such an one as should be re- 
i 
i 


moved. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE then obtained the 
| floor, and proceeded to address the House in op- 
position to the passage of the bill. Before con- 
cluding, he was interrupted by 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Has the morn- 
ing hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 


| THOMAS RITCHIE. 

Mr. STANTON. I call, then, for the regular 
order of business—the report of the Committee 
| on Printing. 

Mr. STANLY. 
| before the House? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. HOUSTON, Iam anxious to get through 
with the Army appropriation bill to-day if possi- 
ble, so that we may devote to-morrow to private 
bills; and if the gentleman from North Carolina 
i [Mr. Sranxy] will allow me to do so—as he will 
į retain the floor—I will move to close debate upon 
| that bill, and then to go into the Committee of 
| the Whole on the state of the Union, and try to 
| finish it. 
| The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
| North Carolina yield the floor for that purpose? 
| Mr. STANLY. When will this printing mat- 
| ter come up again, if I do? 
| TheSPEAKER. It will come up regularly in 
the House as the first business in order, unless it 
be interfered with by some other privileged motion 
or question that may arise. 

Mr. STANLY. I should be glad if the House 
would consent to postpone the bill in relation to 
Mr. Ritchie's claim until some day certain, so that 
I may know when it will come up. I move to 
|| Postpone it until next Tuesday week. 

i 
1 


ls that printing business now 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I suggest to the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina, to say next Tuesday. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, no; next Tuesday is 
| too soon. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. If it is to be post- 
poned until next Tuesday week, it would be bet- 
ter to postpone it indefinitely and make an end of 
i it at once, for that will be the effect of it. 

Mr. LETCHER. Task forthe yeasand nays 
upon the motion of the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 


North Carolina will not press his motion to-day, 
b 
o 


I appeal to the gentleman to 

yield me the fioor to allow me to move to close the 

debate on the Army appropriation bill. 

' The SPEAKER. No gentleman can have the 

| floor on the motion to postpone, for it is not de- 

i| batable. 

| CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

l Mr. HOUSTON. Then I offer the usual reso- 

|| lution to close the debate on the Army appropria- 

i tion bill in one hour after the Committee of the 

‘| Whole on the state of the Union shall resume the 

|| consideration of the same. 

| Mr. LETCHER. I ask for the yeas and nays 
on that resolution. 

| Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 


} When the report 
|; of the Committee on Printing was postponed, it 


| Was with the understanding that it should be acted 
| upon yesterday. 


Mr. HOUSTON. 


I know that when it was 
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postponed, it was expresssly understood upon my 
part, and I believe upon the part of the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Sranron,# that it was nut 
to be acted upon yesterday. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I had no such 
understanding. À 

Mr. HOUSTON. Well, that was my under- 
standing. 

The question now being upon the resolution 
submitted by Mr. Houvston— 

Mr. LETCHER. I withdraw the call for the 
yeas and nays. 


Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. I move to 


amend the resolution so as to close the debate in | 


two hours instead of one. 
_ The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. STANLY. If that motion is agreed to, 
what will become of my motion to postpone the 
printing matter? 

_The SPEAKER. That will be the first ques- 
tion put when the matter again comes up. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Will it not 
come up to-morrow after the expiration of the 
morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. It will be the first business 
in the House, unless superseded by some priv- 
ileged motion. Indeed, if the House should now 
refuse to go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, it will come up at once. 

Mr. BAYLY demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered, and Messrs. Furrer, of Maine, and Fow- 
LER, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 79, noes 49. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The rules were accordingly suspended, and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Bocock 
in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN stated that the business be- 
fore the committee was the Army appropriation 
bill, and that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Macs] was entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MACE addressed the committee an hour 
in reply to the remarks of Mr. Srevens, of Penn- 
sylvania, of yesterday, upon the subject ofthe pres- 
idential platforms. He defended the Democratic 
platform, and maintained that it was eminently 
proper for a party professing to be governed by 
principles to avow these principles in a tangible 
form. He alluded to the evils that might arise to 
the country should General Scott be elected to the 
Presidency (of which result, however, he had no 
fears) under the influences which have brought 
him forward, and are sustaining him for that 
office. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania, addressed the 
House a short time in favor of a reorganization 
of the light-house system of the United States. 
{See Appendix.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour has arrived 
when, under the resolution of the House, the de- 
bate upon this bill must close. The chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means is entitled to 
the floor for one hour to close the debate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave no desire to occupy 
any of the time of the committee. I wish, if pos- 
sible, to get through the bill this evening. 

The bill was then read by sections for amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Jam instructed by the Com- 


mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following | 


amendment: 


After the word “million” in the eighth line, strike out 
4 2703,714,” and insert in lieu thereof ¢ $353,206," so as to 


make the clause read, “ For pay of the Army, $1,353,206.” | 


The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed by the same | 


committee to offer the following amendment: 

After the word * recruiting,” in the seventeenth line, strike 
out “ $43,200,” and insert in lieu thereof * $32,848 32,” so 
as to make the clause read, “ For expenses of recruiting, 
$32,848 32. 


| 
| 
l 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


> hereby repealed; and from that day, the said armories shall : 


| 
: to the passage of the said act of Congress. ”? | 


| a proposition to change the whole Jaw, in an ap- į 


‘ the ground that it is not germane to the subject- 


: and Oregon, get their rations, so that the expense | 
of living has nothing to do with the increased pay. | 


‘ there at present toa very great extent. 
| as New Mexico is concerned, the same argument | 
‘does not apply at all, and the greater portion of |! 
: Oregon, I presume, comes within the principle i 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Com- || 
mitteeof Ways and Means to move to strike out 
the word ‘‘twenty,” in line one hundred and 
fifteenth, and to insert the word * forty ” in lieu 
thereof, so as to make the clause read: 

& For the purchase of horses required for the first and 
second regiments of dragoons, the companies of jight artil- 
lery, the regiment of mounted riflemen, and such companies 
of infantry as may be mounted, $140,000. 


The amendment was adopted. 

When the following clause was read, viz: 

“ For the manufacture of arms at the National Armory, : 
$250,000.» : 

Mr. FAULKNER said: I now offer the amend- | 
ment of which I gave notice yesterday, to comein | 
atthe end of the clause which has just been read. ; 

The Clerk read the amendment as follows: 


Provided, That from and after the first day of October | 
next, so much of the act of Congress approved August 234, ` 
1842, as places the national armorics ander the superinten 
ence of an officer of the ordinanee corps, be and the same is 


be under that systein of superintendence which existed priur | 


Mr. HOUSTON. I[raisea question of order in | 
relation to that amendment. A bill has been re- | 
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs for || 
precisely the same purpose; and besides that, it is | 


propriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
paint of order raised by the gentleman from Ala- į 
ama, and rules the amendment out of order, on 
theground that it includes in effect a bill now before | 
the House. ft is positively forbidden by one of | 
the rules of the House that any amendment shall |; 
be offered toan appropriation bill, which is similar 


to a bill at that time on the Calendar or before the 
House. The Chair also rules it out of order on! 


1 
matter of the bill. i 
Mr. HOUSTON. I am instructed by the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following |) 
as an additional section to the bill, viz: i 
Sec. 3. And be il further enacted, That so much of | 
the act making appropriations for the support of the Army | 
for the year ending 30th June, 1851, approved 28th Septem- 
ber, 1850, as provides extra pay to the commissioned offi- | 
cers and enlisted men serving in Oregon and California, be ! 
and the same is hereby continued in force for one year from j 
the Ist day of March, 1852. j 
Ido not know that it is necessary for me to 
say one word. ‘The amendment explains itself. 
It merely proposes to continue in force the law of j 
1850, giving increased compensation to the officers 
and men serving in California and Oregon, for 
twelve months from last March. ‘The law which 
passed at the last session of Congress expired last || 
March, and this amendment is in pursuance of | 
the recommendation of the War Department. 
Mr. EVANS. What the gentleman says is | 
perfectly correct, and the amendment ought to be | 
adopted; but it should also embrace New Mexico 
The expenses of living there are very great, ant 
all the reasons for increasing the pay in Oregon || 
and California apply with equal force to New 
Mexico. 1 
Mr. HOUSTON. I am individually opposed | 
to the amendment which [ am instructed to offer; | 
but I think I can give reasons why it should not |j 
apply to New Mexico, especially in its present | 
terms, The troops in New Mexico, California, | 


| law to New Mexico. 


! draft of the amendment bjank. 


The argument used at the last Congress in favor of j; 
this increase of pay was, that anywhere within || 
each of the gold mines in California, the temptation `i 
to the soldiers to abandon the service, to desertand |: 
go into a better business, was so great that it was 
impossible to keep the ranks in the condition in; 
which they were sent out. That feeling induced the ; 
enactment of the law of 1850, and that feeling exists | 
But so far | 


that I would apply to New Mexico. The officers, 

I learn, are under the influence of the high price of 
living. They do not draw their rations in kind, - 
but draw commutation, with which they provide | 
rations. Where the living is very dear, therefore, 

it might be argued that their pay ought to be | 
somewhat increased. These are the arguments i| 
which induced the committee to instruct me to jį 
propose this amendment to the House. il 


| not prevail, 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I move to amend the 
amendment so as to extend the operation of the 
The reasons that the gen- 
tleman from Alabama has given for increasing the 


| pay of the troops in Oregon and California apply 


with equal force to New Mexico. The gentleman 


i says thatin New Mexico the soldiers get their 


rations and clothes, and that therefore it cannot 
make any difference to them what may be the 
prices of living. Well, sir, so do they get their 
rations and clothing in California and Oregon. 

Mr, HOUSTON. I said so. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. They stand on_pre- 
cisely the sume footing as the troops in New 
Mexico. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I donotthink the gentleman 
understood me. 1 said that so far as the expense 
of living was concerned, I did not think that 
should affect the pay of the soldiers either in Cal- 
ifornia or New Mexico; but that in California, 
within the region of the gold districts, where such 
exorbitant wages were given, and such induce-* 
ments held out for persons to go and labor in the 
mines, large numbers of men deserted, often leav- 
ing the ranks only one third full; and with a view 
of keeping them tn their positions, the Govern- 
ment was compelled to recommend that which was 
adopted in 1850, and which the Secretary of War 
proposes shall be continued now. 

‘The Secretary of War has sent mea copy ofa 
communication which he addressed to the Mili- 
tary Committee of the Senate yesterday. I re- 
ceived it but a moment ago, and have not had time 
to read it through. He says: 

You will perecive that 1 have left the amount in the 
The amount required for 
the officers on the basis proposed in the draft will be 
$276,665, and for the soldiers in full pay, $731,892.” 

Mr. HAVEN. Does that cover the item on 
the eighth and ninth lines? 

Mr. HOUSTON. No, sir; that item is for the 
pay proper, as itis called, of the Army, and it was 
reduced by the Committee of Ways and Means 
on our first action, about $200,000. Since that 
time, the Secretary of War has revised his esti- 
mates, and recommends a reduction of $500,000 
upon his original estimates, which we had re- 
duced about $200,000; so that the estimates are, 
in truth, reduced to half a million of dollars, in 
pursuance of the revised estimates of the War 
Department. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN, Itake occasion to as- 
sert, that the prices of living in New Mexico are 
as high, or nearly so, as they are in California. 

Mr. BISSELL. They are higher than they 
are in California, for the very obvious reason, that 
the supplies are taken by water to California and 
Oregon, and by land, by very expensive transport- 
ation, to New Mexico. 


Mr. WEIGHTMAN. As I understand the 


| argument of the gentleman from Alabama, it is 


this: that the troops in California are to have the 
benefit of this provision, because desertions take 
place there; and the troops in New Mexico are 
not to have the benefit of it, because the soldiers 
there do not desert. In other words, the troops 
in California are to be rewarded for deserting the 
colors of the country. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We must take things as 
they are, and meet circumstances as we find them. 
I presented my objections to the Secretary of War, 


! in conversation with him here last evening; and 


he replied to me by saying that these facts ex- 
isted; that it cost from $150 to $200 to take a man 
out there, and that for him to desert immediately 
he got there, would he a very expensive process to 
the Government. We thought it best to give them 
this in addition, in order to induce them to remain 
in the line. But these reasons do not apply to 
New Mexico at all. I hope the amendment will 
Iam willing that it should be made 
for Oregon and California. 

Mr. EVANS. I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is 
in order until the amendment to the amendment is 
disposed of. : 

Mr. BISSELL. I have bestowed a great deal 
of attention to this subject, and to my mind the 
conviction is irresistible, that this provision ought 
to be extended to New Mexico, and for the very 
best of reasons. The cost of living is higher in 
New Mexico than it is in Oregon or California. 


August 13. 


He wants 
vegetables and very many things which are really 
necessary, and which, as rations, are not supplied | 
to him. These he has to purchase, and does pur- 


chase out of his private means. Now, in New 
Mexico, as well as in Oregon and California, for 
many obvious reasons, those necessary articles 


are two, three, or four hundred per cent. higher : 


than they are here with us. If there is any reason 


at all, then, for extending these provisions to the | 


soldiers and officers in California and Oregon, 
there is a stronger, though similar reason, for ex- 
tending it to those in New Mexico. There can be 


no question in relation to it, and I believe there | 


will be none with this committee. 


well informed upon this subject. I have just re- 


ceived communications from the War Depart- | 


ment, which I will have read if it is the pleasure 
of the committee. I have not had time since their 


receipt to read them myself. I wish, however, to | 
say this: The estimates now incorporated in the | 
provision now under consideration, reported from 


the Committee of Ways and Means, were in ac- 
cordance with the recommendations of the De- 
partment, $394,116. These may be proper. I do 


not think, however, they ought to apply to New | 
Mexico. The Secretary of War’s communica- | 


tion to me says: 


“You will perceive that the estimate is for full pay for | 


the enlisted men, but I think a less addition to their pay, 
(say not to exceed one lalf) would suffice.’ 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut. I would 
suggest that the amendment pending should be 


verbally amended, in order to accomplish the ob- | 


ject for which it was designed. It now provides 
that “so much of this act,” &c. Now, the act 
here alluded to does not apply to New Mexico. I 
would suggest, therefore, a verbal amendment to 


obviate that difficulty, That is, to add after 1859, | 


the words, ‘and that the provisions of the last- 
mentioned act be, and are hereby extended to New 
Mexico, during the current year provided for by 
this section.” 

The question was then taken, and the amen 
ment to the amendment was agreed to, 


d- 


i 
1 


Mr. HOUSTON. I now propose, in pursu- ; 
ance of the recommendation of the Secretary of ! 


War, to offer an amendment. 
ter. Itis the following: 
War Deparrwenr, Wasutxaron, August 6, 1852. 


I will read the let- | 


Sir: In compliance with your request T have the honor | 


to transmit you a draftof an amendment to the bill for the 


support of the Army; making provision for extra pay to the | 


officers and enlisted men of the Army serving at distant ; 


and expensive posts. 

You will perceive that the estimate is for ful? pay for the 
enlisted men, but T think a less addition to’ their pay—say 
not exceeding one hali_-would suffice. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

C. M, CONRAD, Secretary of War, 
Hon. James Suresps, Chairman Committee on Military 
Affairs, United States Senate. 


The following is the letter upon which the Com- ` 


mittee of Ways and Means hased the original! 


amendment which I offered this morning, under 
their instructions: 
WAR DEPARTMENT, WASHINGTON, April 25, 1852. 
Str: Ihave the honor to refer you to ther 
tion, in my last annual report, for the re 
much of the act of 28th September, 1850, a 
additional pay to the officers and sold 
whio 
nece: 


Allows a small 


ii 


xpired by its own limitation on the Ist ultimo. Ti 
ity for a eoutinuanee of the allowance will be sec 


from an extract of a leter from General Hitehcack, hereto | 


appended, and for which i ask the thvarahle con: 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
C. M. CONRAD, Seerctary of War. 
Hon. Gsorce S, Waustron 
and Means, 


Extract of a letter from General [litchcock, com- 


teration | 


s Chairmen Committee of Ways - 


manding Pacific Division, dated Benicia, Califor- | 


nia, March 18, 1852: 


more so since the extra pay heretof 
ed the first of this month. Unless a A 
this allowance be reénacted, I tear the returns will, for some 
dime, exhibit great reductions from month to month, until 


the most efficient, if not conscientious men, shall have gone |} 


to the mises so inviting to their imaginations.” 


Mr. H. Tnow move to amend the amendment 
so as to provide that they shall be allowed one 
half the amount provided under the law of 1850. 


in California, |. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. I then offered it from the 
committee, and now as an individual. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, upon the ground that any member 
of the House is, by the rules, entitled to offer an 
amendment. ‘The rules do not discriminate one 
member fromanother. Any other gentleman would 
be entitled to offer an amendment. The Chair, 
therefore, rules that the gentleman from Alabama 


i! may offer the amendment, and that it is in order. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Well, sir, I am not perfectly : 


Mr. HOUSTON. If there is any difficulty 
about the matter, or if any one objects, I will get 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. Haven] to 
offer the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has decided 
that the gentleman from Alabama has the right to 
offer the amendment, and the amendment was re- 
ceived by the Chair. Does the gentleman now 
propose to withdraw it? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HAVEN. I now send to the Clerk’s desk 
an amendment intended to effect the object of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The object of the amendment is simply this: The 
law of 1850 provides for giving the officers and 
soldiers in California and Oregon double pay. 
This amendment proposes to give to the officers 
and soldiers in California, Oregon, and New Mex- 
ico their regular pay, and one half the regular pay 
in addition, making one half the regular pay less 
than provided for by the law of 1850. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I wish to say a word 
in opposition to the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York. That amendment proposes to 
reduce this extra pay to one half the regular pay. 
Thatis directly in opposition to theamendmentand 
recommendation of the Committee of Ways and 
Means. The original amendment was reported 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, under in- 
structions from the committee, and I understand 
the Committee on Military Affairs are also in favor 
of it. I hope the original amount reported will be 
voted, and that this amendment will not be adopted. 
The former is the recommendation of thetwo com- 
miltees, the latter the motion of an individual 
member of this House. 

Mr. BISSELL, I wish to saya single word 
more upon this subject. While there are reasons 
such as those urged by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means for not continuing the 
full amount of this increase of payment to the 
officers and men in California and Oregon, those 
reasons do not existin New Mexico. The same 
necessity docs not exist in the State of California 
and Territory of Oregon, because of the immense 
amount of supplies which have been taken in there 
in consequence of the great increase of the com- 
meree between the Atlantic and Pacific, and whieh 
has nearly brought the Pacific coast upon some- 
th But that 


ing like an equality with the Atlantic. 
does not apply to New Mexico, where the trans- 
‘portation is carried on now, as heretofore, upon 


‘i wheels or uponthe backs of mules. Theres no par- 


ticular increase of transportation, noris there any 
cheapening in the cost of transportation; and the 
: consequence is, that while the Secretary of War 
may very properly say that less compensation 
may answer in California and Oregon, the same 
reasons do not apply with regard to New Mex- 
1c0, 


Mr. HAMILTON. 


1 wish to inquire if the 


“amendment of the gentleman from New York does 
not provide for raising the pay of the soldiers in | 


ew Mexico one half? 

Mr. HAVEN. It does. 

Mr. PRICE. I wish merely to inquire of the 

chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 

if the letter of the Secretary of War which he has 

read makes any discrimination between California 

and New Mexico? 
Mr. HOUSTON. 

Mexico. 

Mr. PRICE. Does he recommend that a re- 


It says nothing about New 


i 
j 
i 


| duction shall take place in California and Oregon? 


Mr. BISSELL. Does it make a general recom- 


mendation? Let the communication be read. L 
suppose it refers to California and Oregon. 

Mr. HOUSPON. It is a general communica- 
ion; and is as follows: 


“In compliance with your request, I have the honor to 
transmit you a draft of an amendment to the bill for the 
support of the Army, making provision for extra pay to the 
officers and enlisted men of the Army serving at distant and 
expensive posts, 

“ You will perceive that the estimateis for full pay for 
the enlisted men, but I think a less addition to their pay 
{say not to exceed one balf) would suffice.” 


The committee will see that it applies to all, and 
theamendmentisright. Thecommunication was 
dated August 6, 1852. 

The original amendment and the amendment to 
the amendment were again read. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment offered by Mr. Haven, and it 
was agreed to. 

The question next being on the original amend- 
ment as amended, it was taken and decided in the 
affirmative. 

So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. BISSELL offered the following amend- 
ment: 

For the purpose of testing the practicability of employing 

camels on the plains, as a substitute in part for horses, 
£20,000. 
i Mr. B. said: Mr. Chairman, that amendment 
proposes an appropriation of $20,000 for the pur- 
pose of enabling the War Department to test the 
practicability of introducing camels upon the 
western plains as a substitute in part for horses. 
The subject of introducing camels upon the west- 
ern plains has engrossed the attention of think- 
ing men—those connected with the administra- 
tion of the Government, as well as others, for 
many years, and during the last one or two years 
the Department itself had paid especial attention 
to it. 

The Secretary of War informs me that he has 
had as minute and thorough an investigation into 
all the prospects and probabilities of the success 
of the enterprise as his means enabled him to ob- 
tain, and he has arrived at the conclusion that 
camels may with very great propriety and great 
advantage be introduced into the public service, to 
be used upon these extensive plains in the west, 
in the place of horses; and he asks that an appro- 
priation of $20,000 be made for the purpose of 
enabling him to make that experiment. 

The Military Committee, who have reflected 
much upon the subject, request the introduction 
of this amendment, and ope that it may be 
adopted. 

Mr. EVANS. In addition to what has been said 
by the gentleman from Illinois, I would state that 
this matter was proposed by the Hon. Jefferson 
Davis,a year or twoago. Itisan amendment which 
ought to be adopted for this single reason, thatthere 
are many broad arid plains in western Texas, New 
Mexico, and elsewhere, where, for want of water, 
itis impossible to pursue the Indians, and they 
easily escape. The introduction of camels there, 
which, as every one knows, can go without water 
many days, will afford greater facilities to overtake 
and conquer these Indians. They are uniformly 
more fleet than horses upon long journeys, and the 
Secretary of War, from the investigation which he 
has been able to give to the subject, is satisfied that 
he can introduce and keep camels there, sad can 
| introduce persons to takecare of them. Thesum 
of money asked for is small, and the enterprise 
may be a successful one, and probably will be. 

Gentlemen of the committee will recollect that, in 
some parts of Texas, as we observe from reports 
of officers who come from that qnarter, there hag 
not been rain fora year. Now, itis indispensably 
necessary to have some animal there suited to the 
transportation of burdens, and having the proper 
rapidity of enabling our troops to overtake these 
Indians. You must have some animal that can go 
without water for along time. If any man has 
read the account of the exploration of Captain 
French in western Texas, he will there have dis- 
covered the fact that his company suffered great 
torments, and sometimes went seventy miles with- 
out water, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I confess that I know less 
| about this amendment and of its merits than any 
of the amendments which have yet been offered 
to any appropriation bill. I have not examined 
into the matter, and I will yield the floor to the 
gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Gormay,] who 
! knows more of the matter than I do. 
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of the Military Committee but what agrees to this 
amendment, as I learn. “I did’ not happen to be 
resent when it was under consideration formally 
efore the committee. T have an objection to it 
which I think isa good. one. ‘The objection to the 
present mode of transportation is the want. of 
water. It is universally known, that upon the 
plains of Mexico, just such plains as we have to 
cross in getting to our extreme western borders 
and territories, the Government of Mexico adopt- 
ed quite a different plan, and which has been found 
to be, in several instances, not only the salvation 
of their people, but the salvation of their armies, 
and but for that, Santa Anna never would have 
been able to return to San Luis Potosi. They 
adopted the mode of constructing water ‘tanks, 
and filling them from the large rocky mountains 
by spouts, and of having the tanks arranged along 
the routes, and keeping them perpetually filled 
with water. Ihave seen them at different times, 
and but for them—which isa matter of history— 
Santa Anna never would have been able to have 
reached the city of Mexico. : 

Mr. BISSELL. Ihave seen them, after a hard 
day’s march, without water. After a hard day’s 
march of perhaps forty miles, without water, after 
arriving at them, we have found them as dry as a 
powder flask. 

Mr. GORMAN. No doubt some of them are 
as dry as a powder flask; and if they are dry 
where is the water to be had? After all the ex- 
periments of engineers, and of that Government, 
in that climate where it rains six months and is 
dry for six months, that is the only plan ever 
successfully carried out, and made available for 
the supply of water. To be sure I have seen 
them dry. I have also seen them stale and stag- 
nant; and I have been compelled to drink out of 
them, and so has the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. Bissexu.] And I have been compelled to 
make coffee and tea out of the water; and that, 
too, after cattle had passed through them. But, 
notwithstanding, that was better than none at all. 

That is almost the only mode of obtaining water 
between Buena Vista and San Luis Potosi, a dis- 
tance of some three or four hundred miles. T'here 
is only one stream in that distance that furnishes 
any water of consequence; and I have heard 
that there are some two Artesian wells. But this 
Idoubt. There are tanks constructed about every 
fifteen miles—large places dug out of the earth, 
walled in, and then cemented with a species of 
water lime. On the route from San Antonio to 
New Mexico you find the same kind of soil; and 
on the route to Oregon and California the same 
rocky mountains in every direction would furnish 
facilities for.supplying these tanks.: And the only 
mode-by which you can obtain water.is by this 
means in a very dry season.. Iam by no means 
satisfied that the introduction of camels would fa- 
cilitate our transportation to these distant Terri- 
tories. - 

Mr. VENABLE. I move to amend by in- 
creasing the amount to. $22,000. 

I. have had my attention called to this subject, 


chiefly by the researches of my friend, Colonel į 


Davis, of Mississippi, during the last session of 
Congress. I am satisfied that there is no experi- 
ments in which the War Department can engage 
which is likely to be more valuable, and promises 
to saveusmuch money. My friend from Indiana 
[Mr. Gorman] says the Mexicans have substi- 
tuted tanks upon. their lines of march. 
ave are informed-by the gentleman from Illinois, 
(Mr. BrsseLL,] that they have been a failure. 


But whether they have been successful, or have : 


proved. a failure, would be a small circumstance 
in settling this question. _ 


Mr. GORMAN. Jam the only one, perhaps, | 


But, Sir, || | 
| Mr. MeCORKLE. {f do not know anything 


throughout the. world, no alteration: ‘has been 


transportation and travel over dry and desert 
countries. The camel is still the ship of the 
desert, and it is an object very well worthy of the 
enterprise of the War Department to introduce 
into our country that valuable animal, that can 
live in a cold ‘as well. as a warm climate; that 
can live readily upon the rich prairie, and more 
barren plains of our country; that can live upon 
good herbage, and in case of necessity can live 
upon the coarsest; that can travel from fifty to 
| seventy miles a day, with a burden of five hun- 
dred pounds upon his back. We will introduce 
an animal that will be most important to us here- 
after in our military operations, in the transporta- 
tion of our troops and munitions of war; and at 
the same time th 

the Government, we will aid all agricultural enter- 
prises, and the means of communication between 
distant and remote parts of our country—we shall 
enable them to attain to that sort of civilization 
which can only be maintained by pressing con- 
tinual intercommunication. 

We have never seen an enterprise presented by 
the War Department, or by any other Depart- 
| ment of this Government, which so much deserves 
the respect and confidence of this House. If it 
fails, the expense ends. Itisasmall amount, and 
it will lead to the introduction of an animal which 
constitutes the wealth of every eastern country, 
and that is more valued by the Arab than his own 
fine Arabian horse, because when the horse fails, 
the camel will endure. 

I trust the committee will have no difficulty upon 
the subject. It.is a moral question connected with 
the advance of civilization upon our frontiers. It 
will give to those settlements animals which will 
bring them the wealth always brought by the 
camel, in the countries where there are no other 
means of transportation than by that animal. He 
can bear fatigue; he can bear coarse food; he can 
bear abstinences; and above all, he can bear absti- 
nence from water, whilst he can transport water 
for those who ride him, 

Mr. McCORKLE. This strikes me as a very 
novel amendment, not to say ridiculous one. 
Travelers to the Pacific coast need not be without 
water for a single day upon the best roads. The 
time has been when these roads were new and 
unexplored, and there may have been cases when 
the emigrant was caught in the desert without 
water. But upon the northern route to Califor- 
nia, through the South Pass, there is no necessity 
of ever being without water for a single hour. 
Upon the southern route to California, by the 
! Colorado river, there are two or three sand des- 


crossed, where there is no water; but the emigrant 
takes water in his wagon, and gets along without 
|! any difficulty, except the suffering his cattle are 
obliged to endure for the want of water. We 
have most of us been over the plains in early time to 
| see what we called ‘the elephant,” but we never 
expected to see the camel. -[Laughter.] It will 
be a new and extraordinary animal in our mena- 
gerie. 

| Mr. VENABLE. Both the cow and horse 
were introduced into this country by the Span- 
j iards. I never apprehended the man would. not 


| —never in the world;:but the camel can carry 
|| water upon his back for the purpose of sustaining 
the traveler, as is done in the East. 


l: of the natural history of the camel. I yield to the 
i| gentleman all he claims; but I do not wish this 
appropriation “to be made here upon the ground 


f 


The history of the world, for thousands of i plains. If the gentleman wishes simply to intro- 


ears, has proved that the only animal that can 

e safely and profitably employed in crossing 
deserts, is the camel. They are the ships-of the 
desert. The history of the earliest days presents 
us with the fact thatthe camel has been used in 
traversing deserts. Whatever improvements have 
taken place in the modes of transportation 
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jj ‘duce ‘the camel into the United States; let him. put 
i his argument upon that ground, and not introduce 
ji it upon the ground that it is necessary-for.trav- 
i ersing the plains between here and California. 

|| do not believe a man who has spent but a year on 
the plains or in the mountains, instead of one that 


has been living there for twenty years, would have 


made for thousands of years in the modes of 


at we do. this at the expense of 


erts, each of thirty or forty miles in length, to be | 


|| be thirsty because the camel drank so much water | 


ii that. that animal is of any use whatever upon the | 


Ty! 


anything to's 
as-a nuisance... 


Mr. BISSELL.. Aré.there not sandy. deserts 
oof thirty or forty miles-in length, to be crossed b 
the traveler, where,there.is no water? ce 

Mr. McCORICLE. ..There-is-one called, 
Humboldt, . py hee eae ; 

. Mr. BISSELL. I do:not place this appropria- 
tion upon theground that there is à want-of-water, 
simply, upon the plains. Admit. there is. water 
every twenty-five miles between this. and: Califor- 
nia, and I will still vote for this appropriation, and 
then do avery proper thing. Independent of there 
not being any. water, it is well worthy the.experi- 
ment to see if that animal is, nota useful one upon 
the plains, and whether it will not propagate there 
as well as elsewhere... 00 o ocg Su chp 2900 

The questioni was taken upon the: amendment 
of Mr. Venasiy, and it was.disagreed to... 

The question recurred uponthe adoption of the 
amendment of Mr. BisseLL; :it-was put, and the 
anlendment was agreed to. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


I omitted, in. preparing the 
amendment I submitted a mamentago, the amount 
of money which should::be appropriated.’ -The 
estimates of the Department were for $394,000 for 
California and Oregon for full pay. We have 
added New Mexico, which will make, I suppose, 
i! $600,000. We then put itupon half pay, which 
will be $300,000. i hope the committee: will, by 
unanimous. consent, allow the insertion. into ‘that 
amendment of $300,000 for that object. 

There was no: objection, and the proposition 
was agreed to. > > i 

Mr. WILCOX, 
ment: 

Provided, That the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury be authorized toadjust and pay out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, with interest 
from the 17th of October, 1813, the balance due to the Pe- 
tersburg, Virginia, volunteers, who served in Canada during 
the war of 1812 with Great Britain, said balance for ‘pay, 
rations, arms, and traveling allowance, having been with- 
held from them by Paymaster Joseph. G. Chalmers, who 
became insolvent. fot ae 

1 am satisfied that any man who heard the:state- 
mentof the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Meane] 
on yesterday in regard, to: that ¢laim,.would not 
hesitate one moment to vote for this amendment. 
Itis necessary that I should say something ‘con- 
i| cerning it, being the member of:the Committee on 
|| Military Affairs to which the claim was ‘referred. 
i| It was referred upon the petition of two of the pri- 
vates of that company and the captain, who say, 
upon their several oaths, that this money is. due 
to them. I instituted a correspondence with the 
proper Department of the Government, and found 
that this claim had been sleeping for something 
like forty years, and that the Department ha 
i heretofore refused to. pay that amount.to these vol- 
unteers from the simple.fact that no pay. rolls: had 
been. returned: by the paymaster.. But were all 
governed by the history of this ‘case, Fam Satisfied 
in my own mind that every. gentleman .upon..this 
floor would unhesitatingly vote for it. : 

This company performed valuable service in the 
late war with Great Britain. They weré mustered 
| out of service in the State of Ohio; and it was un- 
| derstood at the time of their discharge. that: the 
| paymaster would pay what-was due them, being 
| ten months’ pay, and, transportation and subsist- 
|| ence home to-Petersburg. They were mustered. 
out of service, but waited: several days in the 
constant expectation of meeting with the. pay- 
master. He never came. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I submit the point that 
this amendment is not in order, it being inthe 
| nature of a private claim. Ai 
| Mr. WILCOX. It is not.a private claim, It 
is the payment of certain amounts due to.a whole 
| company for: public service. : 
|| Mr. HOUSTON, I had intended to make the 
|; point.of order. which has been raised by the-gen- 
ii tleman. from Maine when the gentleman, had-con- 
| claded his remarks. The Committee on Military 
|| Affairs decided that it was a private claim. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. That. statement..arrested 
the attention of the Chair upon yesterday, and- hee 


I submit the following am end- 


f 
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took it that it went to produce the impression that 
the amendment was not in order. If itis a private 
claim the amendment is not in order. The Chair 
subsequently considered the subject and deter- 
mined to rule the amendment in order, upon the 
ground that it is not a private claim, but an ap- 
propriation to pay a large number of men for ser- 
vices rendered the country according to law. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ‘make another point of 
order, as the Chair rules it is not n private claim 
in the face of the decision of the Military Com- 
mittee, which I did not suppose he would. I 
make the point that there is no law now author- 
izing the appropriation of this money. Under the 
81st rule, no eppropriation car be made in any 
appropriation bill, except in pursuance of law, or 
to carry on some object already appropriated for. 
The payment of this claim is not authorized by 
any law now in existence. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would suggest 
to the gentleman from Alabama that, at the time 
these services were rendered, a law existed, in 
pursuance of which they were recognized. ‘ 

Mr. HOUSTON. hat law expired by its 
own limitation. There is no law now. I make 
the point that there is no law now, and not that 
there was no law then, to pay this claim; and is, 
therefore, not in order here. ‘If this private claim 
be admitted into this appropriation bill, the whole 
Private Calendar may be introduced. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. It is perfectly 
in order to move an amendment to sustain any of 
the Departments of the Government. Thereis a 
law for the support of the War Department, and 
I think it necessary for the support of that Depart- 
ment that these soldiers should be paid. 
` Mr. HOUSTON. A Department of Govern- 
ment does not mean that. It means the Depart- 
ment here at Washington. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I think the Army is one of 
the most important Departments of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman’s construc- 
tion would cause to be introduced here the whole 
private docket. Every single one grows out of 
something done for the Government. 

Mr. MEADE. The Third Auditor, in the letter 
I read yesterday to the committee, considers there 
is authority for him to pay, and he would pay 
these claims, but for the decision made by his 
predecessors, Surely this cannot be considered a 
private claim, Itis for the payment of an entire 
company, recognized by law as being mustered 
into the service of the United States, and who have 
not received their arrearages. 

Mr. HOUSTON, I will raise another point. 
The last section directs that the money appropri- 
ated in this bill shall be applied to the current ser- 
vice of the Government, and that no part it of shall 
go to pay any old debts. 

Mr. GAYLORD. We will strike that out. 
{Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The section to which the 
gentleman alludes, is as follows: 

Sec. 2. And he it further enacted, That all acts or parts 
of acts authorizing the President of the United States, or 
the Seeretary of the proper Department, under his direction, 
10 transfer any portion of the moneys appropriated for a 
particular branch of expenditure in that Department, to be 
applied to another branch of expenditure in the same De- 
partment, be, and are hereby, so far as relates to the De- 
partment of War, repeated; and no portion of the moneys 
appropriated by this act shall be applied to the payment of 
any expenses incurred prior to the first day of July, 1852, 

The Chair is inclined to the belief that the 
amendment would be inconsistent with this pro- 
vision of the bill, which has been passed over, and 
cannot now be amended. Theother points raised 
by the gentleman, the Chair overrules. 

Mr. MEADE. Do I understand the Chair as 
deciding the amendment to be out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair would be glad 
to hear any suggestions in relation to the matter. 
Upon the points of order previously raised by the 
gentleman from Alabama, the Chair decides the 
amendment to be in order. The Chair is inclined 
to the belief that it would be inconsistent with the 
provision of the bill just read, and which has al- 
ready been acted upon. 

Mr. FOWLER. If it be in order to insert this 
amendment to pay that company, would it not be 
in order to insert an amendment to pay the claim 
of Massachusetts for services in the same war? 
That claim is pending before the House, I desire 

~ to know that fact of the Chair. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order, upon the last point 
raised by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Houston. : 

Mr. MEADE. Has the bill been read through? 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been read 
through. 

Mr. MEADE. Then I move that amendment 
in the shape of a proviso, after the last line. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman cannot do it. 
Other amendments have been added since. We 
have passed one or two sections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must rule that 
it is not in order. 
Mr. POLK. 

ment. 

Mr. MEADE. I must take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Has the Chair 
decided this amendment to be out of order, upon 
the last point raised by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Housron?] 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. It is inconsist- 
ent with the prt of the bill already acted upon, 
and it cannot be amended. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Itake an appeal. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is too late to take an 


I wish to submit an amend- 


appeal, 
Mr. POLK. I will withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. DUNHAM. I object to the withdrawal. 


Mr. POLK. As the amendment has not been 
reported, I have a right to withdraw it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That will not benefit my 
friend from Georgia, [Mr. Sreruens,} for we 
have passed from this question. lt has been de- 
cided, and amendments have been received. We 
are acting upon other matter, and it is therefore 
too late to appeal from the decision which the 
Chair made. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I wish it understood, that I 
object to the withdrawal of the amendment of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. ae 

Mr. POLK. The amendment I offered was 
not reported by the Clerk, and I have a right to 
withdraw it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair believes the 
rule is, that after an amendment has been sub- 
mitted, read at the Clerk’s desk, and reported to 
the House, it is too late to withdraw it if any ob- 
jection be made; but the amendment submitted by 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pork] has 
not been reported to the House. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Then he cannot withdraw 
it, because it is not before the House, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. I wish to say 
a few, very few words upon the point of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I object to any debate upon 
the point of order. It is not debatable, 

Mr. STEPHENS. Why not? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Because debate has been 
closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Al- 
abama [Mr. Houston] can state his point of or- 
der. It is not, however, debatable. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I stated my point of order, 
and the Chair sustained the point I made. The 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Srepuens] appeals, 
but he cannot make any statement about it. No 
debate upon it is in order. 

Mr. STEPHENS. 1 insist that I have a right 
to state the grounds upon which I take an appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Geor- 
gia can state his appeal. . 

Mr. STEPHENS. We have in committee 
after debate is stopped, the same limitation to de- 
bate an appeal which we have to debatean amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not at all. 

Mr. STEPHENS. There is no rule of the 
House declaring debate on an appeal in committee 
out of order; and after debate has been closed in 
committee by resolution of the House, we have 
the right to debate an appeal thesame as the right 
to debate an amendment—we have the right for a 
five minutes’ debate. This is my understanding 
of the proper construction of the rules of the 
House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The universal practice of 
the House is—and my friend from Georgia [Mr. 
Srernens] will not doubt it—that there is no de- 
bate upon appeals from the decision of the Chair, 
Debate has been stopped. 

The CHAIRMAN. So far as every other 
question is concerned, debate is cut off except in 


cases excepted by the role, and that is to explain 
and oppose an amendment. Under a specific rule 
debate is now cut off. 

Mr. STEPHENS. My object was to show 
the Chair, and the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hovsron,] that the decision was wrong. Ifi 
cannot have an opportunity to make that state- 
ment, I withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. WILCOX. I submit the following amend- 
ment: 

And be it further enacted, That the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury be authorized to adjust and pay, 
with interest from the I7th October, 1813, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the bal- 
ance due to the Petersburg, Virginia, volunteers who served 
in Canada during the war of 1812 with Great Britain; said 
balance for pay, rations, and arms, and traveting allowance 
having been withheld from them by Paymaster Joseph G. 
Chalmers, who became insolvent; and nothing in any pre- 
ceding part of this act shall prevent the payment hereby 
provided for said volunteers. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Irise to a point of order. 
That amendment is out of order, according to the 
rule adopted in all the appropriation bills. An 
amendment precisely of the same character as this, 
offered by my colleague, [Mr. Gorman,] to pay 
the clerks of the Delaware breakwater for services 
rendered in accordance with law, was ruled outin 
the civil and diplomatic bill. This is clearly a 
private claim. 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Dunnam] has made a point of order, that 
this is a private claim, which the Chair has pre- 
viously overruled. There are three lines added 
to the original amendment, which obviates the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, [Mr. Hovusrown,] and which the Chair sus- 
tained. This clause made an exception. 

The CHAIRMAN. The rule of the commit- 
tee, as the Chair understands it, is, that when a 
billis read over by sections, and acted upon, no sec- 
tion or arasraph so acted upon can afterwards be 
altered by a proposition to amend with anything 
inconsistent with it. The last clause of the bill 
has been read and passed, and it is a part of the 
bill, and the Chair rules that there can be nothin 
added to the bill inconsistent with that clause, an 
therefore rules the amendment of the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. Witcox] to be out of or- 
der. 


Mr. MEADE, I take an appeal from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 

The question was then taken upon the appeal, 
and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained, 


Mr. POLK. I offer the following amendment: 

Provided, That the first proviso of the thirteenth section 
of the act approved March 3d, 1847, entitled an “ An act 
making provision for an additional number of gencral offi- 
cers, and for other purposes,” be and the same is hereby 
repealed, so as to place the officers of the Disbursing De- 
partments upon the same footing with respect to rank, 

The amendment explains itself. It is merely to 
place officers of the Disbursing Department upon 
the same footing with those of the Quartermaster’s 
Department. It does not increase their pay, but 
merely gives the right of position in the Army 
which is held by the commissaries and quarter- 
masters. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. GORMAN. I am sorry that the gentle- 
man offered that amendment, because it cannot be 
debated in afive minutes speech. I cannot see my- 
self, how it is possible that a paymaster does not 
occupy equivalent rank with the quartermaster or 
commissary. The mere question of rank in a 
Paymaster’s Department gives no additional pay. 
That is true. The question of rank is, as I under- 
stand it, the same with the paymaster as it is with 
the quartermaster, except upon courts-martial. 
Why it is they desire this, unless by some con- 
struction given by the War Department it will 
give additional pay, I am at loss to know. They 
are how upon the same footing, except perhaps 
upon courts-martial. 

Mr. WEIGHTMAN. I can explain that fact 
to the gentleman, if he will allow me. 

Mr. GORMAN, They have no lieutenant col- 
onels—they have nocolonels. If they have. 

Mr. POLK. In the organization of that depart- 
ment by the act of 1849, they have one paymas- 
ter general, with the rank of colonel, and two as- 
sistant paymasters, with the rank of lieutenant- 
colonel, and twenty-five majors. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwish to raisea point of order 
upon the amendment. This amendment does not 
make an appropriation, but it is a change of the law 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2211 


1852. 


in regard to military rank in the Army, and it is, 
therefore, not germane to the bill now before the 
committee. . 

The CHAIRMAN. It purports to be a pro- 
viso, but certainly is not germane to anything in 
this bil. The Chair sustains the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Hovusron.] 

Mr. HOUSTON, There is nothing to which 
it can be a proviso. 

Mr. POLK. Willit be in order to make it an 
additional section? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair willbe compelled 
to rule the amendment out of order. Itis changing 
the rank and condition of the Army, and it is not 
germane to the subject of the bill. 

Mr. POLK. Ul the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means {Mr. Housron] tell 
me where it can be introduced to be in order? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. With the permis- 
sion of the committee, I will read the section which 
my colleague [Mr. Pork] wishes to perfect, to 
show that. 

Mr. BISSELL. If the amendment is ruled out 
of order, I object to any further discussion upon 
the subject. 

„Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill. 

Mr. POLK. I takean appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee (Mr. PoLx] submitted an amendment, 
which has been reported to the House, and which 
has been ruled out of order by the Chair. From 
that decision the gentleman takes an appeal. The 
question now is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr.McCORKLE. Iofferthe following amend- 
ment: 


And be it further enacted, That the sum of $71,000, or 
s0 much thereof'as may be necessary, is hereby appropri- 
ated to pay the soldiers and officers wha served in the war 
with Mexico as volunteers under Colonel Frémont, for their 
services as such, according to the terms on which they en- 
tered such service. 

I 


Mr. JONES. I submit that that is another pri- 
vate claim, and cannot be offered as an amend- 
ment to this bill. Task the gentleman from Cal- 
oe if there is any law authorizing the payment 
Of it: 

Mr. McCORKLE. There was a general law 
passed for the payment of claims of this sort. 

The CHAIRMAN. This amendment stands 
pretty much in the same position as the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi, [Mr. 
‘W.cox,] and the Chair rules it out of order. 

Mr. BISSELL. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

That paymasters? clerks shall be entitled to receive one 
ration per day when on duty at their stations, to be com- 
muted at the price now authorized when traveling on duty. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I raise the ques- 
tion of order upon that amendment, that it does 
not relate to any part of this bill, and that there is 
no general law authorizing the clerks of paymas- 
ters to receive rations. 

Mr. HOUSTON. They are not paid in this 
bill at all, but in the civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. BISSELL. If this bill does not provide 
for the payment of military officers and of persons 
employed in the military department of the Gov- 
ernment, E do not know what it does. This 
amendment proposes simply to increase the pay 
of one class of the employees in that department. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
the gentleman from Alabama to say, that the pay 
of paymasters and the officers provided for in this 
amendment is included in the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, and constitutes no part of the 
subject-matter of this bill. 

Mr. BISSELL. It might be very properly a 
part of this bill, I apprehend that a paymaster 
is a military officer. : F 

Mr. HOUSTON. These officers were provided 
for in the civil and diplomatic bill, which passed 
a few days ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
amendment eut of order. 

Mr. HOWARD. I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


That the President of the United States is hereby author- 
ized to accept the services of as many companies of mounted 


~ 


„Pasis of the number of free white inale inhabitants of the 


Texas rangers as he may deem necessary for the protection 
of the frontier: Provided, That the whole force thus raised 
and employed in Texas shall not exceed five companies, of 
one hundred mento each company. Each of said companies 
of rangers shall consist of one captain, one first, one sec- 
ond, and one third lieutenant, five sergeants, five corporals, 
and one hundred privates, who shall engage to serve twelve 
months from the time they are mustered into service. That 
said rangers shall provide their awn horses, clethes, and 
equipments, with the exception of arms and ammunition, 
which shall be supplied by the Government. That the com- 
missioned officers shall receive the same pay and emolu- 
ments as officers of the same grade in the United States 
Army, and shall receive the same forage and rations as 
those of the same grade in the Army of the United States ; 
and the non-commissioned officers shall receive the same 
pay, forage, and ‘rations as were allowed to volunteers 
during the late war with Mexico, but shall in no case be 
entitled to pay for the loss of horses or private property. 
That when the President shall decm it necessary 10 employ 
any portion of said force, he shall cause the Governor of 
Texas to be notified thereof, designating the number of 
companies and place of muster, and the @overnor shall se- 
lect said companies, who, when mustered into service, shall 
be subject to the rules and articles of war. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That amendment 
is clearly not in order. Itis not germane to the 

his 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the 
point of order. The amendment proposes to 
change the constitution of the forces for the pro- 
tection of the frontier. It is also inconsistent with 
a provision of the bill which has been already 
acted upon and passed over. Thegentleman from 
Texas will remember that the Chair distinctly 
stated, a little while ago, that the practice of the 
committee was to read over the bil by sections, 
that when a section had been acted upon and 
passed over it was no longer liable to amendment, 
and that nothing could be adopted afterwards in- 
consistent with what had been thus passed over. 

Mr. HOWARD. Ido not know what portion 
of the bill my amendment is inconsistent with. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a section of the 
bill with which the Chairthinks it is inconsistent. 

Mr. HOWARD. I should like the Chair to 
point out what provision of the bill my amend- 
ment is inconsistent with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the 
gentleman from Texas, at any rate, makes an ap- 
propriation in pursuance of no law now existing. 
It proposes to raise a new force. 

Mr. IJOWARD. My amendment proposes no 
appropriation, and the Chair will recollect that 
under a general law, the President 

{Cries of ‘ Order!” « Order !??] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from 
Texas appeal from the decision of the Chair? 

Mr. HOWARD. No, sir; Ido not understand 
what the decision of the Chair is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
the amendment is out of order. 


Mr. HENN. I offer the following as an addi- 
tional section to the bill. 

Sec. — And be it further enacted, That hereafter the 
Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to dis- 
tribute arms to the several States and Territories, upon the 


years and under the age of forty-five years, as shown by | 
the latest census taken by authority of Congress. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That amendment 
is not in order. It is notin pursuance of any law 
now existing, and it has no connection with this 
bill. The arming of the militia is a separate and 
distinct subject from the pay of the regular Army. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move that the committee do 
now rise. i 

The question was put, and decided in the nega- 
tive. 5 

So the committee refused to rise. 


Mr. GORMAN. I offer the following amend- 


| 
ment: | 
That the sum of $400 be paid to the adjutant of the sec- || 
ond regiment of artillery, for tne use of the regimental fund, |! 
for instruments belonging to the band of said regiment, } 
which were lost or destroyed, by casualties, daring the bat- i 
tles of Cerro Gordo and Molino del Rey, the musicians 
having been ordered into the ranks. 


I presume that is in order. It is an appropria- 
tion of money. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Lunderstand, from the read- | 
ing of the amendment, that this is a private claim. 

Mr. GORMAN. It isa proposition to pay for 
munitions of war, recognized as such by the arti- 
cles of war. 

Mr. HOUSTON. F make the point of order 
that this is a private claim. I understand that it į; 


i 

| 

respective States and Territories, over the age of cighteen | 
| 

t 


has not-been examined by any committee of this 
House. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is disposed to 
regard it as a private claim. 

Mr. GORMAN. [I hope the Chair will hear a 
suggestion in relation to that amendment. . I shall 
be compelled to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. Here is aclaim—for what? For a part 
ef the munitions of war, just as much as the fife 
and dram are.- Would it not be in order to make 
an appropriation in this bill to purchase drums 
and Aes or the Army? I insist that this amend- 
ment is as legitimate as anything can be to this bill, 
and I can show the Chair, in the last Army appro- 
priation bill, items of a similar character, ad infi- 
nitum. 

Mr. FOWLER. I raise a question of order 
upon another consideration, and that is, that the 
amendment is inconsistent with a section of the 
bill already passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands 
this to be a proposition to indemnify a particular 
individual for losses incurred at Cerro Gordo and 
Molino del Rey, that instruments belonging to 
the regiment were there lost, that the loss fell upon 
a particular individual or individuals, and that 
this amendment proposes to indemnify them for 
that loss. On that ground, the Chair holds it to be 
a private claim, and rules the amendment out of 
order. 

Mr. GORMAN. From that decision I appeal. 

The question was put—*‘ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?’’—and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I offer the follow- 
ing as an additional section to the bill: 

Sec.—. It shall be the duty of the President of the Uni- 
ted States to cause all the troops now in the public service, 
except such as are necessary for the protection of the fron- 
tiers from Indian depredations, and to protect the public 
property at the forts and arsenals of the United States, to 


be disbanded and discharged from service during the pres- 
eut fiscal year. 


Mr. SWEETSER. I would inquire of my 


j colleague if he wishes to discharge General Scott ? 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I submit that that amendment is 
not in order, because it proposes to abolish the 
Army, for which this bill is to make appropria- 
tion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairrules theamend- 
ment out of order, 

Mr. MEADE. I will again offer my amend- 
ment, in order to give the Chair an opportunity of 
reconsidering the point of order. Tt seems to me 
that, by a strict construction of that clause to which 
exception is taken on the point of order. 

[Shouts of * Order !?? «Order !””} 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MEADE. I wish to call the attention of 
the Chair to the fact-— 

[Shouts of * Order!” Order !?7] 

Mr. MEADE. J offer the following as an addi- 
tional section to the bill: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury be authorized to adjust 
and pay, with interest from the 17th October, 1813, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the 
balance due to the Petersburg Virginia volunteers who 
served in Canada during the war of 1812, with Great 
Britain; said balance for pay, rations, arms, and traveling 
allowance, having been withheld from them by Paymaster 
Joseph G. Chalmers, who became insolvent. 


Mr. GOODENOW. 


Trise to a point of order. 


; I submit that this same amendment has been pro-. 


posed before, and ruled out of order by the Chair. 
Mr. MEADE. I ask the indulgence of the 


| committee to read the last four lines of the section, 
' to show that this amendment is in order. 


I wish 
to show that it does not appropriate any money 
at all. 

Mr. GOODENOW. But my point of order is 
based upon different grounds entirely. 

Mr. MEADE. | wish to present this point to 
the Chair— . 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate ig in 
order, except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. GOODENOW. f object. 

Mr. MEADE. I wish to direct the attention 
of the Chair to the last four lines of the bill, and I 
ask the indulgence of the committee for that pur- 
pose. It provides— 

“ That no portion of the moneys appropriated by this act 


| shall he applied to the payment of any expenses incurred 


prior to the first day of July, 1852 " 


August 14, 


the CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules the 
amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now insist upon the mo- 
tion of my friend from Ohio (Mr. Tayior] that 
the committee rise and report the bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
Bococr) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to order, had the Union generally under con- 
sideration, and particularly House bill No. 220, 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30th, 1853, and 
had instructed him to report the same tothe Fouse 
with sundry amendments thereto. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now ask the previous 
question upon the bill and amendments. 

Mr. MEADE. I wish to appeal to the gentle- 
man from Alabama to withdraw the demand for 
the previous question, and allow me to offer my 
amendment in the proper place, so as to avoid the 
question of order. J will renew the call if the 
gentleman will extend to me that privilege. 

(Cries of §* No !?? « No !??] 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would very gladly accom- 
modate the gentleman, but Iam appealed to on all 
sides not to withdraw it. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 


the main question ordered to be put. 
The SPEAKER. The usual course will now 


be pursued. The amendments will be read 
over by the Clerk, and such as there is no objec- 
tion to will be adopted by a single vote. 

The amendments were then reported by the 
Clerk. 

Mr. WALSH called for a separate vote upon 
the fourth amendment, and - 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, called for a separate 
vote upon the fifth amendment. 

The question was then put, and the other amend- 
ments were concurred in by the House. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the fourth amendment, which is as follows: 


“ind be it further enacted, Chat so much of the act 
making appropriations for the Army for the year ending the 


30th of June, 1854 approved 20 of September, 1850, as | 


provides extra pay to the commissioned officers and en- 
listed men of the United States Army in Oregon and Cali- 
fornia, be, nnd the same is hereby, continued tor one year 
from the Ist day of March, 1852; and that the provisions 
of the last-mentioned act be, and are hereby, extended to 
New Mexico during the current year provided for by this 
section; and that $300,000 be, and hereby is, appropriated 
for that purpose: Provided, 'Thatsaid oflicers and men shall 
receive only one half of the mereased amount over the 
regular pay allowed by law.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
wag agreed to. 


The fifth amendment was then reported, as fol- 
lows: 


“ Hor the purpose of testing the practicability of employ- į 


ing camels upon the plains as a substitute’ for horses, 
$20,000.77 


Mr. FOWLER. Upon that amendment I de- 
mand the yeas and nays, and tellers 
and nays. 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Bocock, and | 


Srupiens of Georgia, were appointed. 

My. SWEETSER. Itis very evident that there 
is no quorum present. 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 68, noes not 
counted—and the House adjourned till to-morrow 
at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


PETITIONS, 

The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees: 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The petition of R. 
C. Hale and 20 others, citizens of Mifin county, Penn- 
sylvania, praying Congress to pass the bill introduced into 
the House of Representatives by the Hon. Edward Stanly, 
entitled “A bih to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
to deposit with the several States the fourth installment of 
the deposits of the public money directed to be made with 
said States by the act approved 234 June, 1836. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The 
Wood and 41 others, citizens of Lauderdale county ; 

Also, the petition of Robert 
county; 

Also, the petition of Isham Mood 
Wayne county: 


upon the yeas | 


I move that the House do 


petition of George | : 
| papers; which was agreed to. 
Phelps and 17 Others, of same | 


y and 60 others, of | 


t 


| lives of passengers on board vessels propelled in 
| whole or in part by steam; which was ordered to 


Also, the petition of J. G. Blackweil and 92 others, of 
Smith county ; i 

Also, the petition of A. MeDonoldand 41 others, of New- 
ton county ; 

Also, the petition of D, R. Pool and 130 other citizens of 
Clarke county, (in all 416,) praying for the removal of the 
łand office from Augusta, Mississippi, to Paulding, in the 
same State. 

By Mr. HART: The petition of G. E. Douglass and 
others, residing in the city of New York, praying for the 
passage of a law for the better protection of the lives of pas- 
sengers on board of vessels propelled by steam. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, August 14, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burier. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 


States, communicating, in compliance with a reso- | 


lution of the Senate, information in regard to the 
controversies between the United States consul at 
Acapulco and the Mexican authorities; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a report of the Postmaster General, made | 
in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
respecting the printing, binding, and advertising | 
executed for or by order of that Department; | 
which was read. | 

A motion by Mr. Hamiin, that the report be ! 
printed, was referred to the Committee on Print- | 
Ing. 

CONTUMACY OF A WITNESS. 


Mr. BORLAND. The Senate will recollect | 
that yesterday morning the chairman of the Spe- 
cial Committee, raised by the Senate on the 6th 
of this month, reported thata witness, summoned 
by that committee, had proved contumacious. A | 
resolution was submitted by the direction of the 
committee, to deal with that contumacious individ- | 
ual. This morning, the witness reappeared be- | 
fore the committee, and took the oath, and his | 
examination as a witness was commenced. By the 
direction of the committee, I therefore announce 
this fact to the Senate, and desire that the resolu- 
tion submitted yesterday may be taken up for the 
purpose of being laid on the table. i 

The resolution was taken up, and the motion to 
lay on the table was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On the motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and, after a short time spent therein, the | 
doors were reopened. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. DAVIS presented the petition of John L. 
Sullivan, praying that certain amendments may 
be made to the bill for the protection of lives of 
passengers on board vessels propelled in whole or 
m part by steam; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table. 

Also, a petition of the Humane Society of Mas- 
sachusetts, praying the enactment of such addi- | 
tional laws as will more effectually protect the 


be laid on the table. 

Mr. FISH presented a petition of the New 
York and Havre Mail Steamship Company, ask- 
ing the regular appropriation for the service per- 
formed by them aidar their contract with the 


Post Office Department; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Finance. | 
Mr. SUMNER presented the petition of the | 
heirs of Abraham Hunt, praying some allowance 
in consideration of the services of their ancestor | 
during the war of the Revolution; which was re- | 


|| allowance is made for interest. 


ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
Mr. SMITH presented a petition of citizens of 
Willamantic, Connecticut, praying that the home- 
stead bill may become a law; which was ordered 
to be laid on the table. 
A REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of Evariste Blanc, asked to be discharged from 
the further consideration thereof, and that the pe- 
titioner have leave to withdraw his petition and 


BILES PASSED. 
The following engrossed bills were sev 


erally 
read a third time, and passed: 


Bill for the relief. of Purser T. P. McBlair; 

Bill for the relief of Emélie Hooe; 

Bill for the relief of Brevet Major H. L. Ken- 
drick; . 

Bill for the relief of John Tucker; 

Bill for the relief of C. E. Greneaux; : 

Bill to grant a pension to the widow and chil- 
dren of John Balster; 

Bill for the relief of Sally J. Mathews; 

Bill for the relief of John Moore White; . 

Bill to confer on John W. Quinney, a member 
of-the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, the rights of 
citizenship of the United States, and for other 
purposes; 

Bull for the relief of George Stealey; 

Bill for the relief of Elizabeth Armistead; _ 

Bill for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Davis, 
widow of Daniel W. Davis; 

Bill for the relief of Priscilla C. Simonds; 

Bill for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Samuel Prioleau, deceased; 

Bill for the relief of Catharine Proctor Hayden, 
only heir of John White, late lieutenant colonel 
in the fourth Georgia battalion of the revolution- 
ary army; and 

Bill for the relief of J. Boyd, of Louisiana. 


MARY E. D. BLANEY. 


The bill for the relief of Mary E. D. Blaney, 
widow of the late Major George Blaney, was read 
a third time. i oe. ; 

Mr. WALKER. That, I believe, isa bill in which 
f Whenit was or- 
dered toa third reading, the Senator from Delaware 
{Mr. Bayarp] was unfortunately out of his seat. 
I will now content myself simply with asking the 
yeas and nays on its passage, intending myself to 
vote in favor of it. There are several cases behind 
that, involving the same principle, and I ask for 
the yeas and nays, that we may have a precedent 
falling within the knowledge of the Senator when 
we come to act on subsequent bills. I am in favor 
of the bill. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 16, nays 17, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Brooke, Charlton, De Saussure, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Foot, Hamlin, Mallory, Seward, 
Soulé, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, Wade, 
and Walker—I6. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, Brad- 
bury, Bright, Cass, Chase, Clemens, Dodge of lowa, Doug- 
las, Downs, Feleh, Fish, King, Meriwether, and Weller-— 
17. 


So the bill was rejected. 


BILL INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BRIGHT, by unanimous consent, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill granting the 
right of way and making a grant of land to the 
States of Indiana and Illinois, in aid of the con- 
struction ofa railroad from Terre Haute to Spring- 
field; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives, by Mr. Fornny, its Clerk, announcing 
that it had passed a bill to establish certain post 
roads; which was read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

The message also contained a request that the 
Senate would furnish the House with a certified 
copy of the bill of the Senate appropriating land 
scrip in full and final satisfaction of Virginia mili- 
tary bounty land warrants; the engrossed bill 
having been mislaid since it was received from the 
Senate. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the message, and in conformity therewith, it was 
so ordered. 


EMOLUMENTS OF GENERALS SCOTT AND 
` PIERCE. 
Mr. MERIWETHER. I ask the Senate to 


take up the resolution which I submitted on Thurs- 
day. Tapprehend it will take but a few moments 
to adopt it. A 

The motion was agreed to, and the resolution 
was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to inform the Senate what amount of public money 


_'THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


has been paid fo General Winfield Scott and General Frank- 
lin Pierce, respectively, from the time of their first entrance 
into the public service up to the present date, distinguishing 
between regular and extra compensation; also, for what 
said amounts were paid, whether for pay proper, rations, 
forage, horses, mileage, transportation, servants, quarters, 
fuel, medical attendance, or commutation for any of the 
preceding items; also, that he inform the Senate what 
amount of extra compensation has been claimed by either, 
the itents of each and every such claim when first presented, 
and wheit and by whom allowed or rejected, and the official 
reasons given at the time for such allowance or rejection, 
and whether any item oritems, claim or claims, once disal- 
lowed, were subsequently presented for payment, and if so, 
how often, and when, and if subsequently allowed or paid, 
by whom and when, and the amounts thereof, and the rea- 
sons for such allowance, and the amounts thereof; and that 
he also inform the Senate whether either of the above- 
named generals has received from the public Treasury pay 
or emoluments for discharging the duties of more than one 
office or employment at the same time, and if so, what of- 
fices or employments, and the amount of such pay aud 
emoluments, and the time when paid, and whether any 
claim or claims have been presented for the discharge of the 
duties of two or more offices or employments at the same 
time by either of them, and disallowed, and if s0, by whom 
disallowed, when, aud for what reasons then given ; and that 
healsoiuform the Senate whether either of the above-named 
generals has ever, under color of charging for percent- 
age, or for extra compensation, or for any other reason or 
reasons, or in any manner or form, applied to his own use, 
or retained in his hands, any of the public funds or property 
without authority of law, and if so, when, and the amouut 
or value thereof, and whether the amount thus applied or 
retained, or any part thereof, has ever been repaid to the 
United States, and if so, what amountand when so repaid, 
and whether any amount of public money or property, 
which has ever come to the hands or po: sion of either of 
them, remains unaccounted for, and if so, in whose hands, 
and bow much. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I shall not oppose 
the adoption of that resolution. I desire, how- 
ever, to amend it, if possible. The Senator from 
New Jersey, (Mr. MiLLER,] not now in his seat, 
also desires to offer an amendment. { therefore 
move to postpone the consideration of the resolu- 
tion unti! Monday next, and also that the special 
order of the day may now be taken up. 

Mr. MERIWETHER. I hope the considera- 
tion of the resolution will not be postponed. We 
want a response to the resolution before the ad- 
journment of Congress, and I fear we shall not 
receive one if the consideration of the resolution 
be postponed. i j 

he question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone, and, on a division, there were—ayes 17, 
noes 20. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr JONES, of Tennessee. I have an amend- 
ment which I wish to offer. I ask that it may be 
read. 

It was read, as follows: 

Insert after the word “ date,” the words 

“Stating, particularly, the exact date of their entrance 
into the public service, and how appointed; whether as a 
graduate of the Military Academy or otherwise, and the 
cost ofa course of study at that institution, and the sum paid 
to either or both while there.”’ i 

After the words “ medical attendance,” insert the words 
“for what diseases, so far as can be ascertained, such at- 
tendance was required; whether for wounds received in 
battle, or for ordinary sickness; and if for wounds, when, 
and in what service, such wounds were received, and how 
often such attendance was required by cach.” 

Add the following resolution : . 

Resolved, That the President be also requested to in- 
form the Senate, whether Gencral Scott or General Pierce 
has rendered service to the coutry in any capacity other 
than military; and if so, the length of time cach was so 
employed, and the gross amount paid out of tbe Treasury 
for such service, distinguishing between the regular pay and 
fees, or mileage, or traveling expenses, allowed and paid to 
each, and the amount so paid. 

Mr. JONES. On that amendment I ask that 
the yeas and nays may be taken. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MERIWETHER. I will simply suggest, 
that if that amendment be adopted we cannot hope 
to get a response to the resolution during the 
present session. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ifthe honorable Senator from 
Tennessee will offer his amendment as a distinct 
proposition, in the form of a resolution, I appre- 
hend it will meet with no opposition from tnis side 
ofthe Chamber; but we are unwilling to embarrass 


the object of the resolution, as it came from the 
hands of the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. JONES. I certainly have no such purpose 
as that indicated by the Senator from Indiana. It} 
is not my purpose to embarrass the resolution | 
offered by the Senator frora Kentucky. The ob- | 
ject of that resolution, as Í understand, is to pub- | 

i 


| 
{ 
f 
j 


lish to the country at large the amount of money 
received by each of the individuals named, in com- 
pensation for their public services; and the in- 


formation for which I have asked will not add 
much to the labor necessary to answer the queries 
proposed by it. It cannot delay the investigation 
when they are making up their account current. 
If I thought it would lead to delay I should not 
have offered it. I have offered itin no captious 
spirit, but simply for the purpose of obtaining 
possession of all the facts; and I conceive that it is 
perfectly germane to the original resolution. 

_ Mr. DOUGLAS. Inasmuch as the amendment 
is germane and pertinent to the original resolu- 
tion, I think it should be adopted. If it were 
offered for the purpose of embarrassing the reso- 
lution or to make the call so broad as to render it 
impossible for the Departments to return an an- 
swer during the present session, I should vote 
against it. In this case, I do not believe that more 
than two or three days willbe necessary to return 
an answer, and therefore my view is that we should 
adopt the amendment of the Senator from Tennes- 


see, and then see whether the answer will be re- ' 
I repeat, that we ought to j 


turned in due time. 
adopt the amendment, and obtain all the inform- 
ation which the Department can give us. 


Mr. PEARCE. Whether the resolution is an- | 
promptly or not, appears to me to be en- | 


swered 
tirely unimportant to the Senate or to the country. 
No gentleman has undertaken to say to what 


useful purpose the information called for can be ; 


applied. No one has said that he supposes any 
particular facility to legislation will be derived 
from it; and no specific charge requiring investi- 
gation has been made against either of the parties 
named. I apprehend that the only purpose to 
which it will be applied will be to crowd the col- 


umns of newspapers, already teeming with articles | 


relating to these gentlemen, who have been nomi- 


nated for the ofice of President of the United | 
If the amendment is to interfere with any | 


States. 
useful legislation, the result of which it can be 
said will be of importance to the country, [ shall 
not sustain it. Nor will I sustain itif it be only to 
enlarge a useless inquiry. I shall be as little likely 
as any one else to sustain a resolution calculated 
to bring individual character into discussion be- 
fore the people, the only effect of which will be to 
produce aspersions on an individual. 


which it should be inquired how much public 


money yourself, sir, has received in the course of 
o 


your long public service, being perfectly well sat- 


isfied that whatever you have received you are 


richly entitled to, both by law and by your meri- | 


torious services; and I have not theslightest doubt 
that General Scott was lawfully entitled to receive 
whatever he has received, and I apprehend the 
same remark is true of General Pierce. 


Now, the answer to the resolution will disclose : 
what we all know very well—that General Scott | 
has received a much larger amount of the public | 
than General Pierce, having been much | 
longer in the public service; and it will be no dis- | 
paragement to General Pierce, a gentleman of 
whom I always speak with respect, to say, that i 
if the duration of time and character of service be | 
considered, the proportion of pay which General | 
Scott has received will be found by no means in | 
excess of proportion to his long, faithful, and ; 


money 


glorious service. 


But I desire to wash my hands of any investi- | 


gation of this sort. I believe that they are both 
honorable men—both entitled to anything they 


have received; and I am not willing—not that I | 
charge it as the design of the Senator from Ken- | 


tucky, [Mr. Meriwerner|—to do that which will 
only overgorge a vitiated public appetite already 
fed to satiety upon political detraction. Our public 
men on both sides are slandered enough already; 
and this investigation can benefit the character of 
neither of these gentlemen; while it may, and 
probably will, diminish that respect for the dignity 
of the Senate, which has not usually been thought 
to lend itself to mere partisan purposes. i 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwill answer the inquiry of 


| the Senator from Maryland as to what useful pur- | 


pose is to be accomplished by the adoption of this 
resolution. [apprehend that the same useful pur- 
pose will be accomplished that his political friends 
in 1848 aeeomplished by the adoption of a similar 
resolution in reference to my distinguished friend 
from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,] when he was a can- 
didate for the Presidency. 

Mr. PEARCE. I desireto say for my own con- 
sistency’s sake, that never, on any occasion, did 


¢ persic r I should | 
not think of adding anything to this resolution by | 


I utter one word in relation to that gentleman, on 
account of the public money he has received. It 
is an inquiry entirely unworthy of any gentleman 
holding his position. i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I presume that the Senator 
from Maryland never said a word in disparage- 
ment of the Senator from Michigan, and that he 
did not speak in favor of the resolution of 1848; 
but I have yet to learn that he then saw the slight- 
est objection to this mode of inquiry. _ Now, sir, 
I do not know what facts will be disclosed by this 
resolution, but I think that we ought to teach our 
friends upon the ether side of the Chamber, that, 
if they bring forward resolutions of this kind upon 
us, when we have a candidate for the Presidency 
who has been long in the public service, we may 
bring forward the same inquiry upon them, and 
let them see what the result of this mode of pro- 
ceeding is. I do not know that anything will be 
disclosed by the answer to this resolution that is 
not defensible. If there be anything, let it fall 
where is should fall. This resolution is broader, 
more fair, and impartial, than the resolution adopted 
in 1848; for this resolution includes both the can- 
didates. That resolution was confined to only one, 
and thus it was made to aim directly against the 
Democratic candidate. But, why do our friends 


i on the other side of the Chamber assume, in ad- 


vance, that the effect of the resolution will be 
against General Scott? Why may it not operate 
against General Pierce as well as against General 
Scott? Why do they confess, in advance, that 
their man is more vulnerable than ours? It may 
beso. I do not know how the fact is; but I think 
we had better not judge of the case until we get 
the information. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam perhaps less involved in 
the presidential canvass than any gentleman upon 
this floor, and therefore I shall not speak as a par- 
tisan in relation to this resolution. 1 can only re- 
gret that such a resolution should ever have been 
intraduced into this Senate for the purpose referred 
to by the Senator from Iinois, [Mrs Doveras.] 
Such a course of proceeding is well calculated to 
impair the dignity, and I may say respectability, 
ofthis Senate. Now, if it were left to these high- 
minded and chivalrous gentlemen, General Scott 
and General Pierce, it is the last mode of warfare 
they would select which has been prepared for 
themin thepublic mind. Do I suppose that Gen- 
eral Pierce could make any aspersion upon his 
honorable rival at this time, and comrade at an- 
other? Sir, it would be the last thing, in my esti- 
mation, that that distinguished gentleman, Win- 
field Scott, would resort to to assail his former 
comrade and present rival. Whilst comrades in 
arms their personal relations were cordial, and I 
presume, are so yet. Let not politicians tear these 
relations asunder. Let the two gentlemen be the 
exponents of their political principles, as they are 
the exponents of all that belongs to the honor, 
glory, and renown of their country. 

I, sir, deeply regret that this resolution is intro- 
duced. J say so not as a partisan, for I stand in 
a position of comparative indifference, as a Dem- 
ocrat, to the presidential contest, but am opposed 
to the election of General Scott; yet I think that 
General Scott might well reply when called upon to 
answer for the public money he has received, and 
which has been appropriated from the Treasury 
for his services, as Scipio did when called upon 
for an audit of his account: ‘‘ This, if not the day, 
is the month in which I won the battle of Zama.”’ 

The poverty of the gallant hero and illustrious 
general would of itself be a vindication against any 
culpable imputation upon him; and it willbe found 
that he has rather spent money for the honor of 
his country than saved it for himself. 

As to General Pierce, no one can presume for 
a moment but that his high character as a soldier, 
and his eminent qualities as a statesman will en- 
able him to pass any ordeal that may be prepared 
for him by political adversaries. 

At least let not the Senate be the arena fora 
species of warfare which belongs rather to the 
hustings than to a grave deliberative body. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. T feel very much like 
the Senator who has just taken his seat in regard 
to this subject, as if Thad some regrets that any 
movement of this sort had been made; but as cur 
political opponents on the other side of the Cham- 
ber have pressed this matter, I am willing to grat- 
ify them. The information asked for will be of 
service in a political point of view; and asa parti- 
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san, if I had any feelings of that sort, I would 
vote for giving it; because when you show the 
greater amount of money which General Scott has 
received over General Pierce for his services, you 
will show at the same time the magnitude of those 
services for which the money has been paid, and 
you will lead the people to inquire, from which 
no evil can result. And if any money has been 
paid improperly, there wiil be another deduction 
which the people will make from the inquiry. 
They will ask which political party in this coun- 
try paid the money; who was in authority when 
the money was improperly paid, if any has been 
so paid; and my word for it, it will fall upon the 
skirts of the party to which the gentleman belongs 
who introduced the resolution. If there be any 
fault—which I do not charge—it will show that 
the party which does such things is not fit to be 
intrusted with power. 

Mr. WELLER. Then let us all go for the res- 
olution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have said that I in- 
tend to go for it, because it came from the oppo- 
site party, while I regret that we should make our 
contest at the polis now turn upon the question, 
which of the candidates has received most money 
from the Treasury of the United States. 

Sir, there is some tendency in the public mind, 
and I regret it very much, to speak of distin- 
guished gentlemen who have been long in the 
public service, as ‘‘ old fogies,” and to say to 
them, “ you have had money enough, and ‘it is 
time for you to give way, and let younger men 
come in and participate in the spoils.” In this 
way, our contests are to be determined by the 
amount of money received, as though intelligence 
and capacity to serve the country was of less con- 
sequence. Sir, I repudiate everything of that 
sort. I regret it deeply that the ‘resolution has 
been offered, but since it comes from the quarter 
from which it does .come, I am willing to gratify 
my friends upon the other side. 

r. ADAMS. As I shall vote differently from 
any of my political friends, I wish to state the 
reasons for my vote. I condemned in 1848 the 
course pursued by the opposite party in relation to 
a similar resolution. If I was right in condem- 
ning it then, I will not turn round and commit the 
same wrong now. If it was wrong in that party, 
as I then believed and still believe, to place a politi- 
cal election on a purely personal feeling, I do not 
intend to take a contrary course of action now. 
Again, I do not think that the Democratic cause 
requires any extraneous influence of this kind, 
apart from the intrinsic purity and value of its 
principles; therefore, relying on the intelligence of 
the people to carry out those principles, which I 
believe to be best adapted to the interests of the 
country, I will not be concerned in the introduc- 
tion of any mere personal feeling into the contest. 
I never did, and I trust I never shall do anything 
of the kind. When the party selects an organ, it 
is immaterial to me whether that organ is worthy 
or unworthy. Itis not by any question of that 
kind that f am guided. I look solely to the prin- 
ciples of the party with which I act, and if I 
ceased to have confidence in the principles of the 
Democracy, I should cease to act with them. For 
these reasons, I feel constrained to vote against the 
resolution. 

Mr. WELLER. It is somewhat surprising 
that the argument used by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky, (Mr. UnpEerw oop, | relative to the resolution 
of 1848, did not suggest itself to hig mind then. 
I should like to know if that Senator was here in 
1848, and if he voted for the resolution calling for 


information as to the amount of public money re- || 


ceived by the Senator from Michigan, [Mr.Cass?] 

Mr. PEARCE. With the permission of the 
Senator from California, (Mr. Wexxer,] I will 
state that the resolution which constitutes the 
precedent that Senators now propose to follow, 
was not passed by the Senate. It emanated from 
the [louse of Representatives. I hope we will 
not set the example of offering such a resolution 
in this body now. 

Mr. WELLER. 
this character was passed in 1832, and I am sure 
that such a resolution was passed in 1828, ealling 
for the amount of money received by J.Q. Adams, 
who was then the candidate for the presidential 
chair. 

Now, this information may be useful to the 
people. Both these gentlemen are candidates for 


T believe that a resolution of | 


the highest office within their gift. The people 
are called on to decide the contest between them, 
and it may be of some importance for them to 
know the amount of public money which they 
received during a long series of years. The peo- 
ple are entitled to the information. Itcan produce 
no harm. We are not responsible for the use 
made of it. Ifit is used for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the character of the respective candidates, 
you and Í are not responsible. It is a sort of in- 
formation which the people are entitled to if they 
desire it. Itis their money which has been ex- 
pended, and they havea right to know the amount 
that has been paid. I shall therefore vote for the 
resolution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to say that I had 
no recollection of the resolution of 1848; and as the 
Senator from Maryland (Mr. Pearce) says the 
resolution was passed in the House of Represent- 
atives, of course I had nothing to do with it. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Theamendment, as it will 
be seen, is not only unnecessary, but its adoption 
may render an answer to the resolution impossi- 
ble during the present session. it requires that 
the President shall state the exact date of the en- 
trance of the two distinguished individuals re- 
ferred to, into the public service. That request is 
unnecessary because the information is already in 
the possession of everyone. Again, it asks for in- 
formation whether they entered the public service 
as graduates of the Military Academy at West 
Point, and the cost of a course of instruction in 
that institution. Now, I understand that neither 
of these distinguished individuals graduated there; 
certainly General Pierce did not. 

Mr. CASS. Neither did General Scott do so. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Neither did General Scott, 
as the distinguished Senator from Michigan re- 
marks. 

But this clause of the amendment asks not mere- 
ly whether they graduated at West Point, but also 
what is the cost of a course of instruction there, 
not as applicable to them, but generally, 

As neither ever entered or graduated there, the 
query is not only not pertinent, but would render 
much delay necessary in an attempt to obtain this 
general informatian. 

The amendment also calis upon the President to 
inform the Senate for what diseases medical attend- 
ance may have been required, and how often. It 
is perfectly obvious that the only effect—I will not 
say purpose—of this portion of the amendment 
could be to embarrass and delay an answer to the 
resolution. 

The President is also called upon to state wheth- 
er General Scott or General Pierce has rendered 
any service to the country in any other than a 
military capacity. I would like to know how the 
President can be in possession of any information 
on that subject which may not be equally in the 
possession of every member of the Senate and the 
public generally? Itis obvious that. the effect of 
the amendment would not be that which was sup- 


posed by the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Doveras, }] 


when he made the remark which fell from him, 
and I think that its adoption would possibly pre- 
vent a seasonable answer to the resolution. ‘If the 


! Senator from Tennessee desires to have a resolu- 


tion adopted of the character which he proposes, 
by the amendment, let him present it by itself, and 
1 will not vote against it. If he wants the inqui- 
ries made which he proposes, let him take the re- 
sponsibility of proposing it, and not attempt to 
fix the responsibility upon another quarter, by 
making an amendment to the resolution of the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. President, we have not only a precedent for 
this resolution, but there was something in the re- 
marks of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Un- 
perwoon] which makes it imperiously necessary 
that it should be adopted. The honorable Sena- 
tor would seem to be possessed of some inform- 
ation which warranted him in predicting that ‘if 
any money had been improperly received,” the 
responsibility would fall upon a Democratic Ad- 
ministration. I do not know what information 
that distinguished Senator has, upon which he 
bases the prediction, that if money has been im- 


| properly received, the responsibility of passing it 
| must fall upon a Democratic Administration. I 


venture to say that the people of this country pos- 
sess too much candor and fairness to condemn any 
one for the receipt of money in a proper manner. 
If money has been received for long and distin- 


guished services, it will be no matter’of reproach 
against any individual to have so received it. If, 
however, there has been a looseness in regard to 
its receipt, if there has been any conduct which 
goes to show that money has been, in the language 
of the Senator from Kentucky, “ improperly re- 
ceived,” there might be some degree of responsi- 
bility attached to it. I think, that after the re- 
marks of the Senator from Kentucky, it becomes 
important that the truth of history should be vin- 
dicated, and that if any money has been improp- 
erly received, the responsibility should be fastened 
where it belongs. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not admit that I 
had any knowledge of an improper payment. 
Far from it. I made no assumption that I had 
any.such knowledge. I did not intend to com- 
municate any such idea. l said conditionally, if 
such a thing existed, then, from the length of time 
the Senator’s party has been in power, the prob- 
i ability is that it would fall on his side of the Ad- 
ministration, to show the payment. Thatis what 
I said; not assuming that any such thing existed. 
I hope no such thing does exist; and if, as I hope 
| and trust, it does not, then it will follow, as I said, 
that all the money which has been paid to Gen- 
eral Scott has been properly paid, and it will only 
show the magnitude and importance of his ser- 
vices, and make the contrast the wider. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, I used the 
same language which was employed by the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unverwoop.] He 
ventured to predict that ‘if any money had been 
improperly paid,” the responsibility would fall 
upon a particular Administration. ‘Now, all we 
desire is to let the facts come out precisely ag 
they are; for we know that, at the present time, 
we need at the head of affairs a man who will 
stand firm, and repress the tendency to extrava- 

ance and profligacy which is now found to exist. 
fr, then, there is no objection to the resolution, 
and all desire to have the facts come out, I trust 
the honorable Senator who has offered the amend- 
ment will withdraw it, and allow us to pass the 
resolution at once. He can then offer his amend- 
ment as an independent resolution—as he ma 
without notice; for, I venture to say, no one will 
object to it as such—and himself take the respon- 
sibility of his own call. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I should certainly 
be very much inclined to’ conform to the wishes 
of the Senator from Maine, if I could see any pro- 
priety in doing so. > 

Now, one word of reply to my honorable friend 
from Ilinois. If he meant, by any insinuation, 
that I was opposed to the introduction of this res~ 
olution, or that I am disposed to evade it, he mis- 
apprehends me. I shall vote for it, if itis amended 
as I propose; and I shall not evade any investiga- 
tion. I had no part or lot, however, in the reso- 
lution to which he referred as having been passed 
in 1848; for I was not here. If I had been here 
it is probable I should have voted for it, as I shall 
vote for this, J.do not think I shall ever hesitate 
to vote for any investigation that naay be desired 
in regard to any public servant in this Govern- 
; ment, I do not care who he is, whether Whig or 
Democrat. If any man desires to investigate the 
character and conduct of any public servant, I 
shall vote for it at all times. I shall vote for this 
resolution, if it is put in a fair form. 

But the Senator from Maine says he cannot see 
why I should present this as an amendment to the 
original resolution; but, that if I will offer it as a 
separate proposition, he will vote for it. He says 
there is nothing in the first inquiry, about the ed- 
ucation at West Point. Well, if there is nothing 
in it, it can be very readily answered. If there is 
nothing in it, it will take no time to answer it, and 
will not delay the answer to the resolution itself. 
And when he comes to the second proposition, he 
| says that will simply delay the answer. Now, Mr. 
President, I presume that our friends on the other 
side of this Chamber mean to act fairly about this 
matter. I have never made a presidential speech 
here, and hope I never shall. I have not a word 
| to say about these things here. Here isa propo- 
| sition by which the Senators on the other side pro- 
pose to inquire into the amount of public money 
paid to General Scott and General Pierce. That 
| 18 fair and legitimate; and is it not equally fair and 
į legitimate, and does not common justice demand 
that the services for which that money was paid 
should go to the country with it? ho knows, 
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do you, sir, with all your public services here, 
what orders were issued to General Scott or to 
General Pierce, and what particular services were 
required at their hands? And when we find an 
amount ef money paid to General Scott, is it not 
fair and honest that we should know for what pur. 
pose it was paid? Tt is astonishing that my friend 
from Maine can hesitate for a single moment. If 
he desires a full investigation of all the facts, which 
I presume he does, and which I presume all do, 
there is nothing incompatible in my amendment 
with the original proposition. It simply requires 
the President, while furnishing this account cur- 
rent of money received by Winfield Scott, to fur- 
nish, at the same time, the services and the objects 
for which the money was appropriated. That is 
all; and if the amendment is adopted, I shall vote 
for the resolution cheerfully, whether it has a pre- 
cedent or not. 

Mr. BRADBURY. If the honorable Senator 
will limit his amendment to the terms employed in 
his closing remarks, I will not object to it. He 
says the only object of the amendment is to call for 
the services that have been rendered, and the ob- 


jects for which the money has been paid. If he | 


8o modifies the amendment, I shall not object to it. 

Mr. JONES. J intend to beas 
to my Democratic friends as I can. I will there. 
fore strike out the first proposition in the amend- 
ment. I think it is pertinent, and I should like to 
have the information; but in order that there may 
be no caviling, I will strike that out with the per- 
mission of the Senate, and then let the vote be 
taken on the amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
Tennessee meant to strike out all of the first prop- 
osition in his amendment, leaving onl 
tional resolution. would be willing to go for that. 

Mr. JONES. Isimply mean to strike out that 
poruon of the amendment which relates to West 

oint, 


Mr. HAMLIN. Then | shall vote against the 
amendment, 

Mr. CLEMENS. I shall vote against the 
amendment, the first and every part of it. I shall 
vote against it, particularly the medical clause, be- 
cause it will be absolutely impossible to ascertain 
the information for which it calls. A surgeon of 
the United States Army is not paid for particular 
cases. He receives his pay like an officer of the 
Army. His compensation is absolute, and it does 
not depend at all on the amount of service ren- 
dered. There is no means of ascertaining what 
is the value of the medical service rendered to a 
general officer or to a private. It ig absolutely 
impossible, Theamendment amounts to nothing. 
It is immaterial. I shall vote against the whole 
of it, I think the matter very unimportant any 
way. Ido not care one straw what amount of 
money General Scott may have received from the 
General Government. I am very sure he has 
never received anything but what he was entitled 
to, and I believe that he has never received half as 
much as he deserved. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. For the benefit of 
my friend from Alabama, I will tell him why I 
put the clause in relation to medical service in the 
amendment. It is in the original resolution in 
part. Medical attendance is specified. They 
propose to investigate that. The mover of the 
resolution inserted it himself; and it being so, it is 
fair and legitimate to know for what particular 
medical service the payment was made. I have 
no disguise in this matter. I mean, if General 
Scott is to be arraigned—I do not know that that 
is the purpose—but if he is to be arraigned for 
having money expended for him in the medical 
department of the Army, I want to know what it 
was expended for—I want it known that he had 


been wounded, and had suffered a long time, and | 


that that medical bill was for that particular ser- 
vice. That is what I mean, frankly and honestly, 
for I have no concealment about the matter. 

Mr. MERIWETHER. I will strike out the 
portion of the original resolution relating to medi- 
cal attendance, to meet the wishes of the Sen- 
ator. 

Mr. JONES. I would rather have it in. 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the pleasure of 
the Senate, the Senator from Kentucky can mod- 
ify his resolution. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. F object. 

The PRESIDENT. Then it cannot be modi- 


fied. The only way to reach it will be by moving | 


accommodating | 


I suppose the Senator from | 


y the addi- | 


to amend the resolution, by strikin 
tion of it, after the amendment whic. 
ing has been voted upon. 

Mr. SOULE. I regret, Mr. President, what 
has taken place here this morning, though I hope 
it may teach a lesson, not only to this high and 
august body, but to the country at large. We 
have before us an instance of the danger of es- 
tablishing precedents on light and transitory con- 
siderations. In the ardor and excitement which 
a feverish canvass is but too apt to produce, we 
saffer ourselves, at times, to be carried away by 
that frenzy of party spirit which go little behooves 
serious, deliberative bodies, as should be the two 
branches of the National Legislature. We look 
solely to the immediate advantages which we ex- 
pect to derive from those measures which we 
advocate and press, on the spur of such ardor and 
excitement, unmindful of those contingencies of 
the future, which, soon or late, force us to rue the 
hour when they entered our minds, and prompted 
to action our wills. 

Ata period not far remote from us—at least not 
far enough remote to be forgotten—a most distin- 
guished colleague of ours, high then, as he is 
now, and will ever be, in the estimation of this 
body, and high in the respect, confidence, and 
affections of the people who know him through 
that long race of service which he has so glo- 
riously run, was made the subject of a searching 
inquiry, elicited by a resolution passed in the 
other House. I am 
Whig party, with the high-souled men that then 
belonged to it, and who are still now its main 
champions, ever entered a protest against this 
tardily-discovered abuse of the legislative fran- 
chise. No, sir; that party, and the men of that 
party, suffered the search to take its course, and 
to bring forth its results; and comments most un- 
generous and unjust were made upon those results, 
and spread like wild-fire throughout the whole 
country, without a hand being then extended by 


out that por- 
is now pend- 


those who seem most opposed to the movement | 


made this day in the Senate, to stop its progress 
and mitigate the poison which it was instilling 
into the public breast. 


Who, amongst the promoters of that measure, | 


then suspected that it might ever breed the conse- 
quences which it now bears? There it stands, 
however, a dismal 


inexorable recipient of past events, history. There 
it is, sticking to the recollections of the whole na- 
tion, and prompting everywhere a wish that it may 
be visited back upon those with whom it ori- 
ginated. And, sir, we could hardly now refuse 
our sanction to its being reproduced, without 
seeming to be recreant to what we owe to the peo- 
le. Iam not of those who would willingly bow 
efore their whims and caprices; and had the reso- 
lution, before us, been introduced with the name 
of the highly distinguished individual who now 
heads the Whig ticket alone, [ should unhesi- 
tatingly have voted against it. Coming as it 
does, coupling that name with the name of that 
other distinguished individual who heads the Dem- 
ocratic ticket, I might still hesitate and doubt 
as to the course it suits me to pursue. But 
from the moment that it is being provided with 
the escort of the amendment proposed by the 
honorable Senator from Tennessee, all scruples 
desert me, and I no longer hesitate to give my 
vote in favor both of the resolution and the amend- 


ment. From the turn which the presidential can- | 
vass seems inclined to take, a negative vote would 


infallibly be construed as implying an apprehen- 
sion which I am far, very far, indeed, from enter- 
taining. For if I know anything of the human 
heart, and of the motives and influences that 


prompt it to action; if 1 can read out a man’s mind | 


and character from the manifestations through 
which he communes with the outer world; if there 
is any virtue in the warrants of past life, any truth 
in the unguarded outpourings of the soul, that man 
of ours, whose name adorns our banner, can bear 
the most rigid scrutiny, and bear it well too. 

Mr. STOCKTON. This is not the first occa- 
sion, Mr. President, that | have had the misfor- 
tune to differ from views expressed by my political 
friends. It has always been a source of some 
regret to do so—it is especially grievous to me to- 
day. 1 find myself compelled to dissent from the 
course which my distinguished friend from Lou- 


yet to learn that the great | 


precedent recoiling upon its | 
progenitors! And it is in the power of no one to | 
blot it out, either from our memories or from that | 


isiana [Mr. Sours] has indicated, that his duty 
constrains him to take. I have some relief, how~ 
ever, from this embarrassment, in the pursuasion 
that his own sentiments of personal honor and 
patriotism, as far as they are connected with this 
subject, do not differ materially from mine. If 
they did, I should certainly distrust my own in- 
stincts and judgment—so far at least as to remain 
silent. But supposing that my honorable friend 
in following the example of others, has mistaken 
his true position, and placed the defense of his 
vote on political and party grounds alone—and 
believing likewise that others of my honorable 
friends here have taken the same erroneous view 

of this subject, and have looked upon it only in 

one aspect—I shall venture, even though I have 

already heard from them a general expression of 
opinion in favor of the resolution, to make an ap- 

peal to both sides of this Chamber, to uphold the 

dignity of the Senate, and to lay both the resolu- 

tion and the amendment upon the table. 

Sir, gentlemen have discoursed upon this subject 
as if they had no other obligations in the world 
except those which are due as party men to Gen- 
eral Scott and Mr. Pierce, or to their respective 
political parties. 

Now, sir, permit me to say, that I stand here 
this morning as a Senator of the United States, and 
not merely as a politician, and that while I bear in 
remembrance the long line of grave, dignified, and 
distinguished men and patriots, who have served 
their country in this Senate before me, I cannot 
consent to act or vote upon any measure arising in 
this body solely on party grounds, or upon any 
such principles as those assumed by some of my 
distinguished friends upon this occasion. I have, 
as a Senator, nothing to do with the party interests 
or affinities of General Scott or General Pierce in 
the discussion of this question. I care but little 
about either one or the other in comparison with 
my duty to the Senate and the country. In this 
matter I care nothing about party politics. Mr. 
President, upon another occasion, and in another 
place, I a that my party robes hung loosely 
upon my shoulders whenever the honor, the in- 
terest, and the welfare of my country were at stake; 
and now, sir, here before this Senate and before 
the people, I say that my party robes will hang 
loosely upon my shoulders whenever the honor, 
the dignity, and the usefulness of this august body, 
in my judgment, may depend upon any vote of 
mine. 

Sir, is this the arena to discourse on the subject 
of party politics, or to indulge in personal commen- 
dation, or vindictive aspersion? I say no. Party 
politics is a business that our constituents never ex- 
pected or desired us to waste their time upon here. 
It is a small business which the Democratic party 
do not expect or wish us to meddle with; and if I 
have not wrongly estimated their virtue and wis- 
dom and patriotism, they would prefer that we 
should lay the resolution and the amendment upon 
the table rather than that we should do anything 
to impair public confidence in the exalted reputa- 
tion and dignity of this body. But it is said that 
there is a Whig precedent for this resolution. 
Then let us put the brand of Democratic disap- 
probation upon it. [move that the whole subject 

e laid on the table. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the honorable 

Senator allow me to saya word? It will be very 


ii Short, and I will renew the motion. 


Mr. STOCKTON. No, sir; I cannot withdraw 
the motion. 

Mr. BRADBURY and Mr. MERIWETHER 
asked for the yeas and nays on the motion; and 
they were ordered, and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 20, nays 23; as follow: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bell, Brooke, Butler, 
Chase, Davis, De Saussure, Foot, Geyer, Hunter, James, 
Mallory, Pearce, Smith, Stockton, Sumner, Underwood, 
Upham, and Wade—20. 

NAYS—Messrs, Atchison, Borland, Bradbury, Bright, 
Cass, Charlton, Clemens, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Towa, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Hamlin, Jones of Tennes- 
sec, Meriwether, Norris, Sebastian, Seward, Sonié, Spru- 
ance, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—23. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I rise to say, that the 
vote which I gave in favor of laying the resolution 
upon the table was to meet what I consider a 
noble avowai on the other side of the Chamber. I 
stated in the outset that I deprecated this course 
very much; but the Senators on the opposite side 
who favor this proposition leave me no alterna- 
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tive. If I vote against it, itis as much as to say | 
I am afraid something would be disclosed against : 
that candidate for the Presidency whom I intend | 
to sustain, which would be degrading and dis- | 
graceful to him. I believe nothing of the sort can | 
be disclosed; and therefore when you put the | 
question on adopting the resolution, I am- com- | 
pelled to vote in the affirmative. f 

I rise to make these remarks to show the con- | 
sistency, as I think, of the attitude which I occupy | 
in having voted to lay the resolution on the table, | 
while I shall now vote for the resolution itself; | 
and if the Senator from New Jersey had given me | 
the floor when I requested it, it would have been | 
for the purpose of complimenting him for the noble ! 
sentiments which he avowed, and in endeavoring | 
by that mode to get clear of a subject, the intro- 
duction of which into the Senate of the United 
States I deprecate. But it being here, and coming | 
from political adversaries, I feel bound to open 
every channel of investigation to them which they 
may think proper to demand. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would have no objection | 
to the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee, | 
if it were introduced as a separate proposition. I! 
believe, however, that if it be attached to the ori- | 
ginal revolution, the delay in answering it will be | 
so great, that the information desired will not be | 
obtained in time. I shall, therefore, vote against 
it as an amendment; but, if the Senator will bring 
jt forward as a separate proposition, I will most : 
cheerfully vote for it. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the amendment, resulted—yeas 18, nays 19; as 
follows: 


man, and 
g 


NAY S . Atchison, Bayard, Borland, Bradbury, | 
Bright, Cass nens, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
towa, Downs, Feleh, Hamlin, Meriwether, Norris, Sebas- 
tian, Stockton, Toucey, Walker, and Weller=-19. 

So the amendment was rejected, and the ques- | 


tion recurred on the resolution. ; 
Mr. STOCKTON asked for the yeas and nays; | 
and they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted | 
—yeas 26, nays 11; as follows: i 
XBAŞS—Messrs, Atchison, Badger, Borland, Bradbury, | 
Bright, Cass, Charlton, Clemens, Dodge of Wiscon- i 
sin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Downs, Feleb, Hamlin, 
Jones of Tennessee, Meriwether, Norris, Sebastian, Sew- 
ard, Soulé, Spruance, Toucey, Underwood, Wade, Walk- 
er, and Wellt 
NAYS--M Adams, Bayard, Brooke, Davis, De 
Saussure, Foot, Geyer, Smith, Stockton, Sumner, and | 
Upham—1 1. i 


So the resolution was adopted. 


THE FISHERIES QUESTION, 

On motion by Mr. CASS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the President’s message, con- 
cerning the North American fisheries, the pending | 
question being on the motion to refer it to the. 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 


Mr. SEWARD rose and addressed the Senate | 


at great length. [For speech see Appendix.] 

Mr. SOULE rose to reply, but gave way to 

Mr. BRADBURY. If the Senator will allow | 
me, I will movethat the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CASS. [trust not. 
this question to-day. It will interfere very mush 
with the business of the Senate if we take up the , 
subject again on Monday morning. 1 hope we 
shall get through with it to-day. 

Mr. SMITH. We have only about fourteen | 
ov fifteen days to finish all the business of the ses- : 
sion, and { think we ought to dispose of this sub- ` 
ject now. 

Mr. CASS. The mere question of reference | 
has been pending for two weeks. 

Mr. WELLER. ‘That is true, but the Senator 
himself has spoken on it. 

Mr. CASS. I know I have spoken, 
would not take the right to speak fr 
man who wished to exercise it, 
question will come u 
committee. 


Mr. BRADBURY. 


and I 


om any single 
p again on the report of the 


) If E was sure we could 
get through with the preliminary question to lay 
and that we should have a report from the cota 
mittee in two or three days, I would withdraw the 
motion to adjourn; but my fear is that we shall 
get no report. 
Mr. CASS. The honorable Chairman ef the 
Committee on Foreigu Relations is exceedingly 


I hope we shall finish || 


but the whole | 


| by the Rev. ©. M. BUTLER. 


: Whole House bill No. 297, declaring the Wheel- | 
i ing Bridge a lawful structure and post road, and | 


j 


ii 


! means, a Massachusetts interest; but, atthe same 


anxious to make a report; I believe he said so the | 
other day. | 

Mr. BRADBURY. Then I withdraw my mo- | 
tion. i 
ji 
{ 
| 


Mr. SOULE. If the wish of the Senate be to | 
take a vote immediately on the question of refer- | 
ence, I cannot be willing to detain them at this late || 
hour of the day; because, if I should go into the 
merits of the question, it would take me at leastan | 
hour. It is impossible that I should run over the | 
argument which has been presented by the honor- | 
able Senator from New-York in less than that 
time. Therefore, if the wish and sense of the 
Senate be, that we should at once pass upon the 
motion to refer, I will consider it my duty, in 
courtesy to the Senate, and out of a proper regard | 
for myself, not to insist upon addressing the Sen- 
ate now; but I leave it entirely to the Senate. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The question is on the motion to 
refer the message to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. WELLER. I move to postpone the fur- 
ther consideration of that question until Tuesday i 
next. i 

The question being taken, it was found that there 
were 10 in the affirmative and 10 in the hegative; | 
no quorum voting. 

Mr. DAVIS. L.suggested the day before yes- 
terday, when this subject was up, that I should be | 
very glad to have an opportunity to address the || 
Senate. If I have that indulgence, my remarks 
will be brief. Iam not quite willing that this sub- 
ject should be committed without taking notice of 
some observations which have been made in the 
course of this discussion. This is not, by any 


| 


time, my State has a large interest in it. The 
country has an interest in it. And, although I 
have on one or two occasions made very brief ob- | 
servations to the Senate on this subject, still I ! 
purposely forbore to touch upon the points which i 

| 


have been drawn up by the communication of 
these papers from the President. I wish a little | 
more time to look into them, if I can, in order to | 
show the posture of this question, and the precise 
position in which it is now placed, to enable the 
Senate to understand it, so that we may know 
how to deal with it. I want an opportunity to do | 
that, either to-day or at some other time, just as | 
the pleasure of the Senate may be. j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question ! 
was taken a moment ago on the motion to post- | 
pone the further consideration of the subject until | 
Tuesday, and on the vote on that question no quo- } 
rum was found to be present. 

Mr. WELLER. I move that the Senate ad- 
ourn. 
Mr. CASS. Ihope the honorable Senator will | 
withdraw the motion for a moment. 
Mr. WELLER. Certainly. i 
Mr. CASS. I wish to give notice to the Senate | 
that I shall on Monday ask it to take up the bill | 
for the construction of a canal around the Falls of | 
the river St. Mary. I pledged myself some time 
ago to the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. BeLL,] | 
that if could not put that measure on the ground | 
of defense, and show that it was not connected with 
a general system of internal improvements, I- 
would not ask the Senate to pass the bill. But the 
subject has been pending for three or four weeks, | 
and my colleague and myself have allowed it to go 
over, day after day, not wishing to interfere with 
the other business of the Senate. Weask, as a 
favor, that we shall be allowed to take up the ques- | 
tion on Monday and have it disposed of. i 

Mr. DAVIS. I would say to the honorable 
Senator, that I propose on Monday to take up the 
river and harbor bill. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. | 

Sarurpay, August 14, 1852. | 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer | 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. j 


Tbe SPEAKER. The business first in order l 


s the motion to commit to the Committee of the il 


i 
i 


for other purposes. 
Mr. SMART, by unanimous consent, from the 


| 
l 


i 


Committee on Military Affairs, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (No. 105) for the set- 
tlement and payment of theclaims of the State of 
New Hampshire for the services of her militia, 
and for disbursements for military purposes during 
the last war with Great Britain, reported the same 
without amendment. 

Ordered, That the said bill be referred to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and printed. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Before proceed- 
ing to the execution of the business of the morn- 
ing hour | desire the unanimous consent of the 
House to make a report from the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee will permit me to report a bill to pre- 
vent the circulation of small notes in the District 


| of Columbia, merely for the purpose of having it 


printed. 

Mr. PENN. [I object. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Tappeal to the gentleman from 
Louisiana to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. PENN. I cannot. I have bills in my 
desk which I have been anxious to introduce for 
months. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Then I sive notice that I shall 
move to suspend the rules on Monday for that 
purpose, 

Mr. HARRIS. Tam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to take up from the Speak- 


| er’stable Senate bill No. 421, giving toa poor fellow 


the sum of ¢3 50 per month. I will state to the 
House that it is a case of great necessity. | hope 
the House will consent to take up the bill and 
pass it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object, and call for the reg- 
ular order of business. 

WHEELING BRIDGE. 

Mr. THOMAS M. HOWE then resumed and 
concluded his speech in opposition to the bill de- 
claring the Wheeling Bridge a lawful structure. 
[For speech see Appendix.) 

Mr. MILLSON next obtained the floor, and 
addressed the House until the expiration of the 
morning hour in reply to Mr. Woopwarp, on the 
abstract rights of navigation as applied to the 
Ohio river. He was interrupted by 

Mr. HOUSTON, who inquired if the morning 


| hour had expired. 


The SPEAKER. 
from Virginia 
from Alabama? 

Mr. MILLSON. I do, sir. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I then call for action upon 
the bill reported from the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union yesterday. 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. That bill is the first busi- 
ness in order under the operation of the previous 
question. It is Flouse Bill No. 220, “making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending the 30th June, 1853,” and the ques- 
tion is upon agreeing to the fifth amendment. 

The Clerk reported the amendment, which is as 
follows: 

& Por the purpose of testing the practicability of employ- 
ing camels on the plains as a substitute, in part, for horses, 
$20,009.72 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Task for 
the yeas and nays upon that camel question. 
{Laughter.} 

The SPEAKER. 
been already ordered. 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the amendment, and it was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 38, nays 106; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. William Appleton, Bissell, 


R. Ithas. Does the gentleman 
yield the floor to the gentleman 


The yeas and nays have 
y y 


Clingman, Conger, Doty, Faulkner, Floren Henry M. 
Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Harper, Haws, Haven, 
Holladay, Horsford, Howard, Thomas Y. How, 


Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Outlaw, Samuel W 
Porter, Sackett, Schoormaker, Skelion, Frede 
Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, 
Strother, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Vena- 
ble, Walsh, and Wells—38, 
NAYS—Moeassrs. Allison, Averett, Thomas 

Beale, Bennett, Bocoek, Bragg, Brenion, Briggs, 
G. Brown, Buell, Barrows, Bi seph Calle, 
well, Lewis D. Campbell, Ca andler, Cha 
Chastain, Clark, Cobb, Coler John G. 
Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Di aoe 
Edgerton, Eanuindson, Floyd, Fowler, 
Fuller, Gaylord, Goodr Gorman, Hall, 
mond, Isham G. Harr mpsou W. Tari 
Henn, Hibbard, Hillyer, Houston, John W. Howe 
M. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, 


Ñ: 
amikon, Ham 
Hart, Hebard, 


Omas 


Thomas 
Andrew 
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THE 


Johnson, Jolm Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Lockhart, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, McMullin, 
McQueen, Meade, Millson, Molony, Murphy, Murray, 
Newton, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Per- 
kins, Polk, Price, Reed, Richardson, Robic, Scudder, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Smart, Smith, 
Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus 
Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Sweetser, Thurston, Wallace, 
Vear Watkins, Welch, Addison White, and Wil- 
drick—106. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and, being engrossed, was sth- 
sequently read the third time and passed. 

My. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table; which latter 
motion was agreed to. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of Connecticut, moved that ' 


the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
tion doesnot prevail, will not the first business in 
order be the report from the Committee on Print- 
ing? 


If that mo- : 


The SPEAKER. This being Saturday, the: 


motion to go into Committee of the Whole on 


the Private Calendar would take precedence of | 
the motion to take up the report from the Com- : 


mittee on Printing. If, however, the House re- 
fuse to go into Committee, the Chair responds to 
the interrogatory of the gentleman, that the report 


from the Committee on Printing would be the | 


first business in order. 

Mr. WALSH. Is it in order to move to pro- 
ceed to the business upon the Speaker’s table 
merely with a view of getting at the private bills, 


that they may be referred to a Committee of the | 


whole House? 


The SPEAKER. That motion would be in | 
order, and, in the opinion of the Chair, would take | 


precedence. 
Mr. WALSH. There is a number of private 


bills upon the Speaker’s table, and if we can get | 


them referred to the Committee of the Whole on 


the Private Calendar, we can then easily dispose of | 


them. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Allow meto ask the gentle- 
man a question. 


Lam for appropriating the bal- , 


ance of this day to private bills. Will the private | 


hills upon the Speaker’s table take precedence of 
the public bills ? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. The motion is 
oe) to the private business upon the Speaker’s 
table. 

Mr. WALSH. Iwill withdraw my motion. 

. The question was then taken upon Mr. Sey- 
mour’s motion, and it was agreed to. 


So the House resolved itself mto a Committee 


of the Whole on the Private Calendar, (Mr. His- | 


BARD in the chair.) 


DAVID MYERLE. 


The CHAIRMAN. The first business in order 


before the committee is the consideration of House 
bill No. 168, for the relief of David Myerle. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Chairman, I do not 
desire to occupy the attention of the committee 


very long, but as the case immediately under con- ; 


sideration is one which 


, in my humble judgment, | 


appeals to the warmest sympathies of every mem- ; 


ber of this House, I desire very briefly to review 
it from its commencement until this period. I 
think I can satisfy the committee that it isa just 


claim—that it is one which ought to receive the | 


consideration and supportof a majority of thi 
House. 

A number of years ago—perhaps ten—the sub- 
ject of water-rotting hemp attracted the attention 
‘of. the head of the Navy Department, and received 


some consideration from that gentleman. The, 


Committee on Naval Affairs, who have reported 
this bill, were satisfied that the agreement ent 


Mr. Myerle j : onclu $ 
rived at; and my object, sir, will be to prove from 
the record that they were correct in their con- 


clusion. . i i 
In the first place, E will call the attention of this 


committee to the agreement made between the | 


Secretary of the Navy and Mv. Myerle, where 
he urges Mr. Myerle to undertake this work—to 
establish the water-rotting of American hemp— 
and by that means to accomplish a great national 


ered | 
into between the then Secretary of the Navy and i! 
ustified the conclusion that they ar- 


1 
| 
j 
| 
i 
| 
| 
i 
i 


i} yon to the very letter, and atleast s 
ii after all the labor and risk you Ineu 


Myerle: 


“You sought no contract; the proposal came from me. į 


One of your leading motives in acceding to my proposition 
was from a wish to confer a benefit on your country. You 
succeeded, and were ruined. Your hemp was improperly 
rejected. All previous corts by the Navy Department to 
induce persons to come forward with asupply of that article 
had failed, until you were induced by me to undertake it. 
The Navy-is now supplied with a superior article. You 
never pretended to be the inventor of the process of water- 
rotting, but you were the first person to prove its practica- 
bility to the United States. After you were established, 
there were not wanting a suficient number of applicants 
to the Department for contracts—ameng the number was a 
Mr. lart, of Kentucky.” 

This is the declaration of Mr. Paulding, the 
then Secretary of the Navy: that he made the 
suggestion to Mr. Myerle; that Mr. Myerle did 
not seek the contract; but, imbued with charac- 
teristic American spirit, he entered into it and 
became a ruined man, and is now very poor. 
After the practicability of the experiment had been 
established, although Mr. M yerle had ruined him- 
self in consummating it, there were not wanting a 
sufficient number of applicants to the Department 
for contracts, and among that number was Mr. 
Hart, of Kentucky. Mr. Paulding says: ‘That 


‘there had been many experiments made for years | 


‘previously to Mr. Myerle embarking in the en- 
‘terprise, and that it was considered an unhealthy 
‘operation, and impracticable. ”? 

Mr. Myerle had to contend with the general 
prejudice that then existed in the State in which he 
introduced the system of water-rotting hemp, and 
had to overcome it by personal exertion and t 
influence that he could exercise. 
test proved that it was not unhealthy. 

The report of the Board of Navy Commission- 
ors, dated December 31st, 1839, to the Navy 
Department, stated that the operation was un- 


healthy, and that the farmers would not water-rot | 


their hemp. I will read an extract from that re- 
port, made by Commodore Morris, which alleges: 

“Phat the Board have at all times been anxious to obtain 
hemp of the growth of tie United States, if , could be fur- 
nished, of such quality as would justify its use for the 
Navy. There is no doubt, that if the hentp of this country 
were to be properly prepared by water-rotting, and the other 
necessary processes, it might he delivered wt our navy- 
yards, of equal, if not of greater strength and better quality 
than any other which had been subjcet to the ehances for 
injury, to which all imported bemp is exposed. "Phe reason 
which las becn assigned for adhering to the dew-rotting 


| practice, is the injury to the health of those engaged in the 


water-rotting.”? 

I need not urge another reason, I apprehend, to 
sustain the position I have assumed, that there 
wasa strong and general prejudice existing against 
water-rotting hemp. And that it has heen entirely 
and effectually overcome, no one, with the facts to 
the contrary staring him in the face, is prepared 
to deny. | will merely state it here, and will prove 
it conclusively, after a while, that Mr. Myerle 
abandoned a large and lucrative manufactnring 
interest to accomplish thi i 
which that anda larg 
a total loss to him. ‘The hemp that Mr. Myerle 
contracted to furnish the Navy Department—and 
I wish to impress this upon the committee partic- 
ularly, because upon that T think the basis of the 
fairness and justice of this claim rests—was not to 
be rejected . The hemp, I repeat, was not to be 
rejected, and Mr. Paulding, in his letter of the Sth 
of March, 1848, says: 

“ brad T beer at the hei 
time your bemp ws 
taken upon nt 
received, notwith 
rior, not in quality, E be 
thing of the t 


e amount o 


1 of the Navy Dep 


were the 
uch an and 


very man F wanted for 


neither too prudent nor too rash, You were v 
! the labor of an experiment, at that time considered a 
hopeless, and you 
isaw 


had the best of all support, a reliance on 
ntonee that you would sueceed, Hany 

3 t ily believe nat 
e done sot? 


This ig the testimony of the then Secretary of | 


the Navy, the gentleman who entered into this 
contract, who acknowledges that the i 
the hemp was improper, 
tinned at the head of the Department, he would 
have prevented Mr. Myerle from loss and ruin. M 
is unnecessary for me to mention why he did not 
remain at the head of the Department. ft was 


he 
The result of the | 


wal enterprise, by | 
property became 


owm any Joss | 


you Were į 


tion of | 


asd that if he had con- į i 


because a political revolution occurred, and another 
gentlemen was appointed to fill his place. 

‘To give assurance, sir, of the intention of the 
|. Secretary of the Navy to continue this contract, 
| and to receive the hemp after the contract had been 
made for two hundred tons, he increased it to three 
hundred more, entering into a contract with Mr. 
Myerle to supply five hundred tons of water-rotted 
hemp; and in a letter to him of the 16th February, 
1849, he says: 

«Tam sorry io hear your bill has been again postponed. 
l hope this is not a total defeat. Perhaps it may be all for 
the best in the end by enabling yow friends to procure a 
; more adequate remuneration for your exertions and sacri- 
i fees. The disappointments of this world are often bless- 
i ings in dirgnise.*? 

And in his letter dated February 28, 1849, and 
; addressed to Mr. Myerle, where he refers to the 
| advantages likely to be gained by the Government 
_and the country from the successful introduction 
| of American water-rotted hemp, he says: 
i I had been for some time very desirous to procure a 
| supply of American water-rotted hemp for the Navy, in 
order to render the United Staies independent of foreign 
nations for this indispensable article, especially in time of 
war; and when you first called on me at the Department 
on business connected with your machinery for manufactur- 
ing hemp, I suggested the matter to you. You thought the 
thing practicable, but stated many objections, and declined 
the underéaking until Foffered such encouragement as over- 
came your objections. ` You sought no contract. Tue 
|! PROPOSITION CAME FROM MB, and I have always believed 
li tht one of your leading motives was that by which I was 
myself governed, viz: @ wish to confer a benefit on your 
country; you succeeded and was ruined. A change of Ad- 
i ministration had occurred, and I left tlie Department before 
r could redeem the engagement I bad entered into with 
you, and which, as F said before, induced you in some 
measure to enter on this laborious and hazardous under- 
taking. Though the object I had in view has been com- 
' pletely attained through your energy, perseverance, and 
| sacrifices, and the country is now thoroughly supplied with 
| Water-rotted hemp of domestic production, I cannot but 
regret that it has been by the sacrifices of your own prop- 
arty, aggravated by repeated disappointments in seeking 
some little recompense for your labors, losses, and mortifi- 
cation, as it was in a great degree through my encourage- 
ment and solicitations you were induced to enter on this 
! hazardous enterprise. I have been, am, and always shall 
i be willing to lend my aid, so far as truth will sustain me, in 
i placing your claim on the justice of your country on the 
footing it merits.” 
That declaration or letter of the Secretary of 
i: the Navy is so full, so clear, and so explicit, that 
there cai be no doubt at all that Mr. Myerle was 
invited to this experiment; that it was never In- 
tended that the hemp which he submitted in the 
- fulfillment of his contract—f was going to say, for 
the inspection of the board of Navy Cominission- 
ers, but 1 do not feel ivclined to admit that—that 
"the hemp that was sent to Boston in compliance 
| with his contract was improperly refused, and im- 
properly rejected; and the declaration of Mr, Paul- 
| ding that F have just read, sustains me In that po- 
| sition. . 
|| Itis needless, it strikes me, to go one step fur- 
|; ther than the declaration made in Mr. Paulding’s 
H Jetter of February 28th, 1849, to make this case 
appear a plain one, and give Mr. Myerle a claim 
upon this Government, 
The benefits that have resulted from the intro- 
: duction of American water-rotted hemp, may be 
briefly adverted to. The imports of Russian 
hemp up to 1836, were from four to six thousand 


i 
| 


Since then it bas been decreased 
I 


hap 


| 
i p bat ; 

| infusions to the health of the surrounding inhabi- 
| tants. It required a good deal of persona 

l and influence to pursuade the people to the con- 
trary. “Phat prejudice has, however, been over- 
come, aud hence the large production of American 
| water-rotted hemp. To Mr. Mverie are we mainly 
meving that prejudice, and for suc- 
ing on this great national enterprise. 
28 np to this hour, received no com- 
his great public work, The receipts 
ai ihe amount agreed upon, were to 


+ 
pi 


| 
i 
| 
| 


| compensate him for entering into this enterprise 
; with the zeal and perseverance that he manifested. 
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It was to have been received and paid for by the 
Government, and was not to be rejected for any 
trifling reason, or indeed at all. 

The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Brecxin- 
RIDGE] has offered an amendment, which is now 
pending before the committee, directing that the 
amount to be paid to Mr. Myerle shall be held 
back until the claim of Messrs. Montmullen & |! 
Cornwall has been adjudicated in a legal manner. 
Now, sir, I said the other day, and I am prepared 
to reiterate the declaration, that Montmullen & 
Cornwall have no legal or just claim upon the 
amount that may be veted to Mr. Myerle. He 
entered into an agreement with them that they 
were to advance him money, with which he might 
procure the means of water-rotting hemp. It was 
understood that they were to have a lien upon the 
hemp until the amount of the advances made to 
Mr. Myerle were paid. Thirty tons of hemp— 
of the two hundred tons under the first contract— 
were shipped to Boston, where the hemp had to 
undergo inspection by the Board of Navy Com- 
missioners. That board, as is known, rejected 
the hemp. Montmullen & Cornwall obtained 
possession of that hemp, and its future history is 
only known from the general commercial knowl- 
edge which business men obtain from circum- 
stances around them, which informs them that an | 
article like that is sent from one market to another. 
Montmullen & Cornwall obtained possession of | 
those thirty tons of hemp, had it made into bale- 
rope, and sent it to some other point forsale. Mr. 
Myerle never received a farthing from the pro- 
ceeds of that sale, nor has he had an account ren- | 
dered to him by Montmullen & Cornwall up to 
this hour of the amount advanced to him, of which 
he is profoundly ignorant. The contract with 
Montmullen & Cornwall, perhaps, ought not to 
be the subject of comment, certainly not of reflec- 
tion, here; but it was a pretty hard bargain, in /| 
my estimation. 

The first contract was for two hundred tons of 
hemp, for which $60,000 was to be paid by the 
Government. Taking the contract for two hun- 
dred tons of hemp, and placing the cost of the 
hemp at $250 per ton, that would make a busi- 
ness transaction of $50,000. The average time 
to close the transactions between Montmullen & 
Cornwall and Myerle was six months, and the 
amount of interest paid to that firm was one per 
cent. per month, which, upon that sum, would 
have yielded them $3,000. They had from Mr. 
Myerle two and a half per cent. for guarantying } 
the payment of his drafts, which, taking’ the |; 
$50,000 as a basis, would yield $2,500. They || 
were then paid the difference of exchange between 
Lexington and Boston, which at that period was 
seven and a half per cent., yielding upon $50,000, 
33,750, For packing and shipping the two hun- 

red tona, they were to receive $8 per ton, which 
would have yielded $1,600. The acceptances that 
they gave to the farmers who were engaged in 

roducing this hemp, which were drawn at ninety 
diye; were cashed at one and a half per cent. per 
month, which would yield $1,115 by the same 
process of reasoning and calculation. If, there- |! 
fore, the two hundred tons had been received by 
the Government, as they ought to have been, 
$10,000 would have been the profit upon the ad- 
vances made by Montmullen & Cornwall. ‘They 
were and, I suppose, still are rich men. Their 
business was dealing in money, and making 
advances by which they were likely to be advan- 
taged. It was, perhaps, perfectly proper and 
consistent with such transactions that they should 
make the best bargain they could, and I have not 
submitted this statement to the consideration of 
the committee with a view to find fault with any 
business arrangement made between Mr. Myerle 
and Montmullen & Cornwall; but I have sub- 
mitted it to show that there was a very strong in- 
ducement to enter into this operation, in a com- 
mercial point of view, because the profits were 
likely to be large. 

Well, sir, the hemp was rejected, contrary to |; 
the agreement and understanding between the 
Secretary of the Navy and Mr. Myerle. It was 
immediately taken possession of by Montmullen 
& Cornwall, as well as about fifty tons still re- 
maining in Kentucky. The eighty tons thus in 
their possession, if legitimately disposed of, would 
have been sufficient to have paid all their claim, 
and, perhaps, have left sufficient to remunerate 


jin 1844 


I Hi injustice was done Mr. 


Mr. Myerle for the great sacrifices that he made 


rise. As it happened, he got none 


in this enter 
Montmullen & Cornwall reaped.the re- 


of it, and 


| sults of all his labor. Mr. Myerle desired to have 
| an opportunity of coming to Washington with 


the purpose of having an interview with the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, to endeavor to persuade that 


| gentleman to relieve him from the conclusions 


arrived at b 


y the Board of Naval Commissioners. 
He desired 


Montmullen & Cornwall to permit the 
hemp to remain in the possession of the agent of 
the Government, which they refused todo. As I 
said, they took possession of the whole of it. 
Now, if the eighty tons had been sold at $250 per 
ton, it certainly would have been sufficient to pay 
all the advances madeby Montmullen & Cornwall, 
at all events. Mr. Myerle had no account of the 
amount they advanced, or the amount of indebt- 
edness from those advances. Now, I contend that 
the very knowledge of the fact that these gentle- 
men had possession of all the hemp, should be 
sufficient to persuade this committee to vote down 


| the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky, 


(Mr. Breckinripes,] even if it were in order, be- 
cause if the hemp had been received by the Gov- 
ernment, as it ought to have been, he would have 
received enough to pay the advances made by 
Montmullen & Cornwall, as I before said, and 
probably enough to have paid Mr. Myerle for the 
influence he exerted in establishing and in perfect- 
ing this enterprise. 

Mr. Myerle, after having petitioned Congress 
or relief, pleading that he hed a just 
claim, solicited Montmullen & Cornwall to sub- 
mit a statement of their losses, if any, on the ad- 
vances they made to him, and desired their coöp- 
eration in pressing this claim upon the justice of 
Congress. Montmullen & Cornwall, however, 
refused to coöperate with him in pressing his 
claim. They also refused to submit a statement 
of the amount of money advanced by them. 

Mr. Chairman, I have but one other point to 
which | wish to refer, and I will conclude my re- 
marks. I desire to submit to the consideration of 
this committee, the result of the investigation 
which was made upon the qualities of this hemp, 
as compared with the best Russian water-rotted 
hemp. Itis the first official report ever made upon 
American water-rotted hemp. It was made in 
compliance with an order issued by a board of na- 
val commissioners in Boston. I submit this report 
for another reason. I submit it, to prove that 
Myerle, and to 

ontmullen & Cornwall, if they suffered by it, 
by the rejection of this hemp; and that there was 
no good reason for its rejection, so far as its qual- 
ity was concerned, except, perhaps, in a want of 
cleanliness, which was incidental in trying a new 


| experiment. 


Mr. HALL. Will the 
to ask him one question ? 
Mr. FLORENCE. Certainly. 


gentleman permit me 


Mr. HALL. I desire to ask the gentleman 
what Montmullen & Cornwall got for this rejected 
hemp? 


Mr. FLORENCE. That is th 

Mr. HALL. That is the 
gentleman. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well, I will tell the 
gentleman what tey did with it; but what they 
got for it precisely, | cannot tell. After this hemp 


e question ? 
question I put to the 


| was rejected by the Board of Naval Commissioners, 


Montmullen & Cornwall took possession of all of 
it, and sent it to New Orleans, where it was 
kept for three years, and made up into bale rope. 
If they had sold it at the time, they would have 
realized a large sum of money from it. But, sir, 
the market fell—to use a commercial term; the 
price of the article was reduced, and they lost on 
it in consequence. Now, I want to know, if the 
fact that Montmullen & Cornwall took the hemp, 
and kept it in their possession until the price of 
the article was reduced, is to be urged as a reason 
to show that this hemp was not a good arti- 
cle? Was it Mr. Myerle’s fault that it remained 
there? 

Mr. HALL. I desire to ask the gentleman one 
other question, for I expect after all, I know more 
about this matter than the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. Was not this hemp found to be such 
a miserable and worthless article that it had to be 


| Sold as dew-rotted hemp for about $100 a ton, 


while Russia water-rotted hem 
same time for $230 a ton? 
Mr. FLORENCE. I do not admit any such 


p was selling at the 


thing. But even admitting it, that makes no dif- 
ference. This was a new experiment. - 

Mr. HALL. But I understand this claim is 
based upon the ground that this hemp should not 
have been rejected. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Very well; then I will sat- 
isfy the gentleman upon this point by reading the 
report made by Mr. Whitmore, of the investiga- 
tion made under the direction of the Naval Board 
of Commissioners, affording as it does an addi- 
tional evidence of the importance of the enterprise 
in which Mr. Myerle was engaged, and the im- 
mediate advantageous consequences to the naval 
resources of the Republic. Phe report to which 
I refer, and to the reading of which I desire the 
especial attention of the gentleman from Missouri, 
[Mr. HALL,] and to which I crave also the atten- 
tive consideration of the House, adduces incon- 
| trovertible facts, showing the strength and quality 
| of the first water-rotted hemp forwarded from Ken- 
| tacky in 1840. It will appear from this report, 
that the water-rotted hemp of Mr. Myerle was 
actually proven to be superior to the best Russia hemp. 
I will add here that this official report was made 
by Stephen Whitmore, junior, foreman of thenaval 
rope-walk at Charlestown, in the State of Mas- 
sachusetts, I may also, before I read the report, 
be permitted to state that in all, about two hun- 
dred tons of water-rotted hemp furnished by Mr. 
Myerle under this contract, was rejected by the 
agents of the Navy Department, and being thrown 
upon his hands was sold at a great loss in Europe 
and in the United States, by which serious and 
irretrievable embarrassments were brought upon 
him. But I will hasten to read the report: 

“Navy-Yarp, Cuanizsrown, November 22, 1840. 

“Sir: In compliance with your order of November 2, 
I have examined and experimented upon the different sam- 
ples of American hemp received from the Board of Navy 
Commissioners, and have compared them with the best 
Riga, Rhine, and St. Petersburgh hemp. I would respect- 
fully submit the following results of the experiments : 

t THE AVERAGE STRENGTH OF THREE TRIALS.—Sample 
No. J, tow extracted 14 per cent., sustained a weight com- 
pared with a rope of 13 inches, untarred, 5,040 pounds ; 
tarred, 5,502 pounds. 

“ Sample No, 2, tow extracted 25 per cent., sustained a 
weight compared with a rope 13 inches, untarred, 4,284 
pounds; tarred, 4,431 pounds. 

“ Sample No. 3, tow extracted 22 per cent., sustained a 
weight compared with a rope 1} inches, untarred, 5,922 


: pounds} tarred, 5,481 pounds. 


“ Riga, Rhine, tow extracted 19 per cent., sustained a- 
weight compared as above, untarred, 4,746 pounds; tarred, 
4,893 pounds. 

“St. Petersburgh, clean tow extracted 22 per cent., sus- 
tained a weight as above, untarred, 4,011 pounds ; tarred, 
3,948 pounds.” 


Mr. HALL. By whom was this report made? 
Mr. FLORENCE. It was made in compliance 


| with an order issued by the Board of Naval Com- 


| missioners, on the 28d of November, 1840, by 
Stephen Whitmore, jr., rope-maker. 

Mr. HALL. ith reference to what 
was this report made? 

Mr. FLORENCE, It is in reference to Mr. 
Myerle’s hemp. It is a comparison between that 
and Russian hemp. 

Mr. HALL. That report was not in reference 
to the hemp of Mr. Myerle, which was rejected 
by the Board. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, I will read the state- 
ment, and the gentleman will see what it was. It 
was an investigation made by order of the Board 
; of Naval Commissioners, for the purpose of ascer- 
taining the difference between American water- 
rotted hemp and Russian hemp. 

Mr. HALL. The gentleman says this hemp 
of Mr. Myerle was taken possession of by Mont- 
mullen & Cornwall, carried to New Orleans and 
manufactured into bale rope. Now,I want to 
know if it was upon this bale rope that these ex- 
| periments were made? 

Mr. FLORENCE. No, certainly not. 

Mr. HALL. How, then, were these experi- 
ments made upon this hemp, if it was all made 
into bale rope? 

Mr. FLORENCE. It was upon that furnished 
by Mr. Myerle. 

Mr. HALL. Then Mr. 
this hemp? 

Mr. FLORENCE. No, sir, Montmullen & 

Cornwall had charge of the hemp which was re- 
| jected. 
Mr. HALL. How could the experiment have 
| been made upon this hemp, then, if Montmullen 
& Cornwall had it in their possession? 

Mr. FLORENCE, I said they took possession 


hemp 


Myerle had charge of 
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of it and refused to give it up. But if the gentle- 
man will allow me to read, I think the report itself 
will make the matter plain: 

“I will remark that the samples No. 1 and No. 3 of the 
American hemp were of extra quality and great strength, 
and much better cleaned than any I ever seen before. 
Sample No. 2 was of good quality, but not equal to the 
others. I should judge it to be a fair sample of American 
hempgenerally. American hempis broughtinto the market 
packed in bales, a part of which is goed, and a part of in- 
ferior quality, no attention having been paid to selecting the 
good from the bad. The Russia hemp isinspected and sep- 
arated by a regular inspector into three qualities—the first 
quality is called the clean hemp, the second out shot, the 
third haif clean. These same qualities are found in the 
American, which should be inspected and separated in a 
similar manner.” £ 

Now, sir, I desire particular attention to the next 
paragraphs: 

Subject the hemp ef Mr. Myerle to inspection, I have 
no doubt, judging from the samples he has furnished, that 
a large proportion of it will be found of very superior qual- 
ity, stronger than any imported hemp, and nearly as well 
cleaned. 

«The objections to rope made of American hemp are, 
that it decays sooner than Russia hemp rope; there is a de- 
cayed glutinous substance attached to the fibre, which pre- 
vents the tar from penetrating it properly, and also has a 
tendency to rotthe rope. These samples I found to be very 
free from this substance. The process of water-rotting, I 
should think, would work this substance off, and remove 
the evil in a great measure. Iam informed that American 
hemp is generally dew- rotted.” a 

“Tam, respectfully, your obedient servant. 

t STEPHEN WHITMORE, JR., Rope-Maker. 
«To Com. Jons Downs, 
« Commandant Boston Navy- Yard.” 


That is the report of Mr. Whitmore. It is the 
declaration of a man competent to the task im- 
osed upon him, or I presume he would not have 
beon consulted; and the letter needs no further 
comment from me, however much I may desire to 
do so, by contrasting the relative difference be- 
tween American water-rotted hemp and Russian 
water-rotted hemp. I have no time todo so. I 
will now read a statement showing the opinion of 
the manufacturer of a portion of this rejected hemp: 
The following certificate from the manufacturer 
who purchased a large portion of the rejected 
hemp, will show its character: 

«The quantity of hemp which I purchased from Messrs. 
Lombard & Whitmore, water-rotted, I found avery perfect 
article, very clean, free from tow and strong fibre. This 
hemp, I understood from them, was a parcel they received 
from you for Government, but they declined receiving it, 
and was therefore obliged to offer and sell to others. 

“B. SEWALL, Boston.”’ 

Mr. HALL. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania desires the House to understand this case. 
Now, I will state that in this investigation upon 
which this report is founded, the hemp of Mr. 
Myerle was not touched at all. It was made for 
the purpose of testing certain specimens of Ameri- 
can water-rotted hemp, but it was not that hemp 
which was rejected by the Board. But what I 
want to know is, what became of this hemp after 
it was rejected? How much of it remained in 
market? and what was the character of it? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I have said to the gentle- 
man before that this hemp was made into bale 
rope; and it was sold as bale rope. It was not 
sold as hemp at all. 

Mr. HALL. It was manufactured as dew- 
rotted hemp, because it would not sell as water- 
rotted hemp. For this reason it was manufactured 
into bale rope. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Ihave evidence to thecon- 
trary, if I had time to refer to it. I hope the gen- 
tleman who reported this bill, [Mr. Bococx,]} will 
satisfy the gentleman upon that subject. I have 
evidence that a portion of the hemp raised in the 
gentleman’s own State—raised in Missouri—was 
gent to Liverpool and sold; and I have read the 
statement of the manufacturer, that it was as good 
as the best Russia hemp. I will submit here but 
two paragraphs, extracted from Mr. Myerle’s 
statement: 

«J algo made a shipment to Liverpool, which sold for 
£1 10 per ton higher than Russia hemp in that market. 
(See P. J. Francia’s letter, filed with my papers.) A man- 
ufacturer who purchased a portion of the same hemp in this 


county, stated that it was too good for ordinary purposes, 
and that he was reserving it for some finer qualities of 


cordage. i 

Such has been the advances madein the western coun- 
try since that period in the water-rotting of hemp, that the 
Navy can now procure any amount of the article, of a better 
quality than the imported, and at a lower price. 


Mr. HALL. Does the gentleman mean to 
assert that Mr. Myerle ever, manufactured any 
water-rotted hemp in Missouri? 


Mr. FLORENCE. Yes, sir. J will read a 


! become a prominent 


| that article to foreign countries. 
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letter from a gentleman from Missouri, which I 
hope will satisfy my friend from Missouri [Mr. | 
Hatt] upon that point. 

Mr. HALL. Before the gentleman goes on, I 
will say that David Myerle never was engaged in 
manufacturing hemp in Missouri. 

Mr. FLORENCE. My time is short, and I 
must say to the gentleman, that I cannot yield 
another moment. If the gentleman desires to op- 

ose this claim, which I consider just and proper, 
et him submit his remarks to the committee, who 
will give them whatever weight and consideration 
they are entitled to. 

I think I have submitted a very clear case, based 
upon facts and testimony which cannot be contro- 
verted, and I ask this committee and House to do 
justice to a gentleman who has entered into a great 
national enterprise, by which the Government has 
been largely benefited, but by which he has been 
ruined. 

Now, for the benefit of my friend from Missoui, 
[Mr. Hauz,] I will read a letter from a gentleman 
from Lafayette county, Missouri: 


WASHINGTON City, August 26th, 1850. 

Dear Sir: In regard to your inguiries as to my knowl- 
edge of your efforts in the State of Missouri, to the promo- 
tion of the growth and preparation of hemp, I can state 
knowingly, from being a hemp grower myself, in Lafayette 
county, that your efforts have been of incalculable advan- 
tage, both to the State and the West generally. 

The impetus given by you in the growth and preparation 
of that article has commanded the highest admiration on 
the part of the hemp growers and the farmers, generally 
producing them an unlimited market, not only in the east, 
but also a foreign one for all they can produce, at such prices 
as will give them a profitable return for their labor. 

Previous to the commencement of your operations in our 
State in 1839, the growth of hemp was very limited, and 
was barely considered as an object of attention, arising from 
the want of a proper mode of preparing it, and a market. 
But since that period, the instruction as to its culture, en- 
couragement given and held out by you, has increased the 
growth most rapidly to that extent, as being now the great 
staple of the State, and the principal reliance which the 
farmers have for means to purchase land and the necessa- 
ries in domestic purposes, which has been the means also 
of changing the appearance of the State from being newly 
settled to that of wealth and refinement. As an illustration 
of the facts here presented of the prosperous results at- 
tending your exertions for several years in our State, I will 
state the town of Lexington, located on the Missouri river, 
in the county in which I reside, was, previous to your ef- 
forts, a duli, monotonous village ; since that period it has 
(depot) for receiving hemp and other 
produce, (hemp being the principal article,) which is for- 
warded to St. Louis, thence to eastern ports and Europe. 
The result attending this business gave an impulse to rapid 
improvements. Itis now a flourishing town of several thou- 
sand inhabitants. It has been a source of great regret that, 
as Government bad engaged you in this great national en- 
terprise, they had not continued to give you that reasonable 
encouragement that the importance of the subject required. 
In that event the result would have been at this time to the 
country, an abundant supply of a superior article of water- 
rotted hemp for the Navy—a large surplus for exportation of 


But the improper rejection of your hemp by the Govern- 
ment agents was not only calculated to paralyze the enter- 
prise of water-rotting, but also discourage the farmers from 
pursuing that process, in the preparation of the article for 
market. In my opinion, the country owes you the price of | 
a great benefit for your patriotic efforts and sacrifices; and I 
shall be much pleased to learn that Congress bas done you | 
justice, by amply remunerating you for your losses, saeri- 
fices, labor, and time, sustained in the prosecution of this 
laudabte enterprise; and I feel confident to say, that were 
the question of justice by Congress left to the people of 
Missouri, it would receive a unanimous response to your 
credit. 

Į refer you to the Hon. Judge Atchison, of the United 
States Senate, Hon. John S. Phelps, and the Hon. James S. 
Green, for further evidence of my secon in Missouri. 

very respectful! our obedient servant, 

Eee y ye oA. D. BENNING, 

Lafayette county, Missouri. 
Davip Mverte, Esq. 


Mr. HALL. I wish to ask the gentleman, if | 
Mr. Benning states that the introduction of hemp 1 
in large quantities into Missouri has a tendency 
to civilize our people? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Did not you hear what I 
read? He says it will open a new country there, 
induce a large settlement, and be of great advan- 
tage by making it the Sa of your State. — 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have one other point to 
refer to, and then I will conclude. It was said by 
my friend [Mr. Brecxinrives] that Mr. Myerle, 
at the time he entered into this contract with the 
Government, was insolvent. I want to satisfy the 
committee, and through them the House, that such 
was not the case; but, on the contrary, that this | 
gentleman made large pecuniary sacrifices, and 
comes here with a just claim; and that it 1s due to 
him that Congress should vote him the amount re- 


ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. I will 
read letters and an affidavit from Mr. Stewart, a 


gentleman of Louisville, which, I do not doubt, 
will be conclusive upon the minds of the commit- 
tee, and satisfy them of the fact that serious losses 
were sustained by Mr. Myerle, and that he wasnot 
insolvent at the time he entered into the contract 
to which I have so frequently referred: 
Lovisvitve, July 4, 1839. 

Dear SIR: Our manufacturing operations are going on 
as nsua}. I have received highly flattering advices from 
our agents at New Orleans as to the quality of the cordage. 
The ship chandlers who have examined it there, pronounced 
it to be of the very first quality, and say if they can obtain 
their supplies of ns, that they were done ordering from the 
North. Our agents say they can sell five hundred tons per 
year. If so, we have only to push the business fo insure a 
fortune. Our payments are all made up to the 25th day of 
August. WILLIS STEWART: 

Davip MYERLE, Esq. 

Louisvitie, February 15, 1845. 

Dear Sin: Annexed you will find a statement of what 
J suppose an approach pretty nearly to your positive losses 
by engaging in the hemp operations. J can give the state- 
ment only in general terms, for J cannot tell what we might 
have made by the business had you continued in the man- 
agement. You understood the business; neither Bland or 
myself did. That you have done the country, and the hemp 
growers of Kentucky and Missouri more particularly, a great 
service by your great exertions, overturning the prejudices 
which existed in the minds of the farmers themselves 
against water-rotting, on account of the supposed anhealth- 
iness, is most certainly true. I fear, however, Congress 
will do nothing for you. The henefactors of our age are 
not generally those who derive any of the advantages re- 
sulting from their sacrifices and labor. With but a faint 
hope of them doing you justice, 

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

WILLIS STEWART. 
Davip MYERLE, Esq. 

In the fall of 1838, John B. Bland and the undersigned 
purchased of David Myerle one third each of the Wash- 
ington Patent Cordage Manufactory, situated about four 
miles below the city of Louisville, on the Ohio river, at the 
rate of $20,000, and formed a partnership with said Myerle, 
under the name and style of Myerle, Stewart & Bland. 
In addition to the purchase above named, the firm expended 
almost $4,000 in putting up other necessary buildings, and 
also purchased sixteen negroes, at a cost of $14,400. The 
establishment commenced operations, perbaps, in Decem- 
ber, 1848; and soon after its commencement, Mr. Myerle 
left the management of the concern, and went on to Wash- 
ington to attend to some atrangementthat he was about 
entering into with the Government to supply water-rotted 
hemp to the Navy. He returned some time during the 
winter of 1838 and 1839, and thenceforth almost exclusively 
devoted his time to inducing the farmers of this State to 
commence the water-rotting of their crops of hemp; and 
did, in a great degree, succeed in breaking down apre- 
judice that did exist against the process of water-rotting, 
which, on account of its supposed unhealthiness, had hith- 
erto prevented the hemp growers from undertaking it, and 
thereby added, as I conceive, immensely to the value of 
the hemp growers in the State, and in producing an article 
suitable to the uses of the Navy quite equal to the Russian. 
The consequence of this withdrawal from the superintend- 
ence of the manufacturing operations of the extensive con- 
cern above named, was the total loss to him of bis interest 
in the Washington Patent Cordage Factory, and the addi- 
tional buildings put up by the firm above referred to, of al- 
most $8,000 ; and I think I shall not be oat of the way to 
say that his portion of Joss on the negroes, and losa by man- 
ufacturing operations, would amount, at a fair calculation, 
to $4,000 more, to say nothing of his time devoted to en- 
lightening the hemp growers on the subject of water-rotting, 
and what he might reasonably have lost, and to have made 
by attending to the manufacturing operations of the Patent 
Cordage Factory. 

Having been a partner in the concem, and baving the 
books of the concern in my office, I have a pretty good 
knowledge of the disastrous effects of Mr. Myerle’s with- 
drawal from the management of the manufacturing opera- 
tions. 

Given under my hand, at Louisville, Kentucky, the 15th 
day of February, 1845. WILLIS STEWART. 

Subscribed and sworn before me, this 15th day of Feb- 
ruary, 1845. J. W. CORMICK, J. P, 

In Louisville, Kentucky. 


That must satisfy the gentleman, it seems to 
me, as to the quality of American water-rotted 
hemp, and the sacrifices Mr. Myerle made, and 
the position he occupied before he entered into this 
contract. 

1 wish to say a word or two in relation to an- 
other letter in my possession, proving the serious 
losses resulting to Mr. Myerle by this experiment 
under a contract with the Government. But I 
suppose I have not time. How much time have 
I, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHAIRMAN. About one minute more. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Well, then, I have just 
time enough to earnestly urge the payment of this 
claim, which I conceive to be just, and in the sin- 
cerity of a sympathyzing heart, to ask this House 

. 
o « Pity the sorrows of a poor old man 
Whose trembling limbs have borne him to your door, 


Whose days are dwindled to the shortest span ; 
Oh, give relief, and Heaven will bless your store.” 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. The considera- 
tion of this bill has already consumed the time of 


THE CC 


14, 


August 


2220 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


g = i 
this House two or three days, and how much 
more of the time of the last Congress it is impossi- 
dle for me to say, but enough, sir, for the facts in- 
volved in it to have become historical. Believing, 
as I do, that the committee is as well prepared to 
act upon this case at the present time as they 
would be at any future period, I move that the 
committee rise, in order to offer the usual resolu- 
tian to close debate upon this bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iwill ask my friend 
(Mr. Harris] to withdraw that motion, and I will 
renew it in fifteen minutes. {ask it for this reason: 
The question is upon the amendment which I 
offered, and I have had no opportunity to make an 
explanation of it. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will give the gentleman fif- 
teen minutes in the resolution I propose to offer, 
if the committee shall rise. 

The question was taken on the motion to rise, 
and it was agreed to; there being, upona division, 
ayes 50, noes 27. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. His- 
BARD) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House had had, according to order, the Private 
Calendar under consideration, and particularly 
House bill No. 168, to indemnify David Myerle 
for expenses and sacrifice incurred in testing the- 
practicability of procuring water-rotted hemp for 
the use of the Navy. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I move the usual 
resolution to terminate debate in Committee of the 
Whole on House bill No. 168, in fifteen minutes 
after its consideration shall be again resumed. 

The question was put upon the adoption of the 
resolution, and, upona division, there were—ayes 
74, noes 18; no quorum. 

Mr. ORR. I move that the House do now ad- 
journ, 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to adjourn; there being, upon a division—ayes 
26, noes 61. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that there be a call of 
the House, and upon that motion demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and Morony were appointed. 

The question was taken, and the motion that 
there he a call of the House was disagreed to—the 
tellers having reported—ayes 18, noes 101. 

The question recurred ‘on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to strike 
out fifteen minutes, and in its stead to insert one 
hour. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was disugreed to, 

Mr. HARRIS, I call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the resolution. 

The call for the previous question was sus- 
tained, and the main question was ordered to be 

vat. 
: The question was then put, and the resolution | 
was adopted. 

The House again resolved itself into a Commit- || 
tee of the Whole. | 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Mr. Chairman, the 
bill before the committee proposes to pay David | 
Myerle $30,000 to indemnify him for the expense | 
and sacrifice incurred in testing the practicability 
of procuring American water-rotted hemp for the 
use of the Navy. The amendment which I pro- |: 
pose requires the sum to be retained by the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury until it shall be decided be- 
fore a court of justice whether Montmullen & 
Cornwall have a hen on the whole or any portion 
of this sum; providing at the same time, for the 
benefit of Myerte, that the suit shall be commenced 
within ninety days after the passage of this bill. 
That is the present posture of the question before 
the committee. 1 shall content myself, sir, with a 
summary statement, leaving to the gentleman who 
reported the bill the general argument in favor of |) 
the claim of Myerle. My object is to show that 
my amendment ought to be adopted. I shall con- | 
fine myself to that, without arguing the general | 
merits of the bill. Now, sir, it may be d, and; 
said truly, that in ordinary contracts be 
Government aad an individtal, the Gover 
will not allow a third party to come in and inte 
fere, but will settle its own contract with the ind 
vidual, and leave the third party to his ordinary | 
remedies after the money is paid over. That is | 
generally true, but the present case is an exception |; 


| committee, and by this House. 


“cuntary obligations to them. 
| Virginia expressed his surprise, some time ago, 


to that general principle. This was not an ordi- 
nary contract between Myerle and the Govern- 
ment, as I shall proceed to show by the report of 
the committee itself. It is stated in that report— 

“ That the great and leading national object was, by the 
patronage of the Government, and the success of the ex- 
periment to be made by the memorialist under that patron- 
age, to establish the practicability and safety of the water- 
rotting process in our own country, and thus provide for the 


supply of our own Navy and merchant shipping with an | 


American article equal to the foreign.” 


They go on to say that— 
“This extension of the contract by Mr. Paulding, before 
any part of the two hundred tons had been delivered, 


| (though the period of the delivery of the whole had passed,) 


shows, as the committee believe, that the contract entered 
into with the memorialist was not considered by the Sec- 
retary as an ordinary one, nor the relations existing be- 
tween the memorialist and the Government those existing 
between it and ordinary contractors.” 


Again: 
“fn conclusion, the committee believe, therefore, that 
whatever doubts may be entertained as to the strict legal 


right of the memorialist to the relief whieh he prays, founded | 
| upon the breach of his contract by the rejection of his hemp, | 


in violation of the promises and inducements held out to him 
by the Secretary of the Navy, he well:founded celain, 


| both in justice and equity, for his Josses and sacrifices in | 


behalf of the Government and country; and that, independ- 
ent of this, he has strong claims upon that country as a 
public benefactor, which ought not to be disrezarded, and 


which entitle him to relief out of the common ‘Treasury of | 
the nation, whose commerce, agriculture, and manufac- | 
tures have been equally benefited by his exertions and | 
rifices—sacritices which ought to be borne by : 


individual sa 
all those benefited thereby, rather than by the individual 
who made and bas been ruined by them. ‘he commit- 


tee, therefore, believe that this is a ease in which a full | 


and even liberal measure of relief is required, both by public 
justice and sound public policy. They therefore report a 
bin.” 


That puts it upon the true ground. They con- | 


sider there is an equity on the part of Myerle for 


compensation for his losses incurred iù experi-: 
menting with reference to the practicability of | 
getting American water-rotted hemp. It is a case | 


in equity to be administered by this House or by 
some authority to which it shall delegate it. Now, 


sir, if the United States want to pay for any | 
money expended and any sacrifices in experiment- | 


ing upon the practicability of obtaining water- 
rotted hemp, those who really incurred the loss 
and really paid the money in equity, are entitled 
to be reimbursed by the Government. Thatis the 


question. In other words, the basis upon which | 


this report is founded is, that Mr. Myerle has not 


only given his personal attention, but has expend- | 
ed his funds in making an experiment to the ad- | 
vantage of the Government; and that upon prin- | 


ciples of geveral justice and equity he ought to be 
reimbursed his losses, 
the report, I say that the money having been ex- 
pended, and the losses incurred in the main by the 


gentlemen who are provided for by my amend- | 
ment, the equity which Mr. Myerle claims against | 


the Government is their equity, and the extent of 
their losses, and ought to be provided for by this 
Otherwise, they 
get nothing at any time under any circumstances, 
because it is admitted that now Mr. Myerle is in- 


solvent, whatever may have been his condition ! 


heretofore. Ile himself, after first admitting his 


obligations to Montinullen & Cornwall, I regret to | 


say, in his recent publication addressed to mem- 

bers of the Elouse, repudiates altogether his pe- 
> Os ah i 

My friend from 


when this matter wasup, when I told him Myerle 
had given Montmullen & Cornwall a li 
this hemp; but bya pubiication of Mr. Myer 
which came into my hands lately, | discover the 
contract, which, L 
in which a lien is given to them upon the hemp. 


lo 
i2, 


| Mr. Myerle, when he made the arrangement with 
: the Government, went out to the Commonwealth 
Lof Kentucky and came into my district, the 


rgest hemp-growing district in the United States, 
and made an arrangement with Montmullen & 
Cornwall, who advanced him money for the pur- 


chase of hemp with which these experiments were 


to be made; the hemp, as soon as ready and broken > 


&e., &e, 
y furnished the money. ‘The 
ken out, prepared for tf 
nent, the expenditures be 
gentleman named in that 


They accord- 
hemp was rotted, 
i = 


l have not time—t am so Hmited—to say any- ` 


thing about the character of the contract alluded 


That being the basis of :! 


en upon | 


presume, is set forth correctly, ' 


to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. 
| Frorence.] He says that they charged Mr. My- 
erle usurious interest, and that the profits which 
they were to make out of the arrangement would 
| have been great if the hemp had been accepted. I 
know nothing about that—I care nothing about 
that. ‘That was the arrangement between the par- 
ties, and as it was but an experiment, I presume 
that both parties expected, if successful, to make 
large profits. The hemp was taken to Boston and 
rejected—some thirty or forty tonsofit, I believe— 
| the exact amount I do not know. The hemp being 
rejected, and Myerle being insolvent, Montmullen 
& Cornwall took the hemp to New Orleans, (but 
not in violation of their contract with Myerle,) 
converted it into bale ropes, and I have been in- 
formed that the color of the hemp being different 
from the dew-rotted hemp, and new to the mer- 
chants, they took alarm, and it could not be sold 
for its true value—though the color was a proof of 
its excellence. The result was, that a heavy loss 
was sustained all around. Mr. Myerle determined 
j; to apply to Congress for relief; and it is said that 
his agent called upon Montmullen & Cornwall for 
a statement of their loss, but they refused to far- 
nish it to him unless they could get an equal sct- 
i| lement. Every business man knows that they 
should not have furnished Mr. Myerle with their 
statement to enable him to take it as the basis of 
action, and then make out his own account against 
them, They declined to do it. Now, it may be 
said, if Mr. Myerle obtains this money, that he 
i| will settle upon equitable terms with these gentle- 
|i men. I regret to say that there is no hope of it, 
| because, though Mr. Myerle admits that they fur- 
nished the money to buy the hemp, he asserts, in 
|| a recent publication which he has laid upon the 
tables of members, that he is under no pecuniary 
obligation to them whatever, although by his own 
admission, in another part of the same paper, he 
|| offered them terms of compromise. Then, in the 
i| same paper, towards the conclusion, he declares 
that he does not owe them a dollar, because they 
had charged him a large exchange and usurious 
interest. But whatever they may have charged, 
they got neither principal, interest, nor exchange 
from him, and the small sum realized for the hemp 
did not pay a tithe of the losses. Ina more recent 
publication laid upon the tables of members, he 
|| SAYS: . 

“Tf in truth any loss was sustained by them, it was but 


the result of their own wrongful act, and therefore I should 
not be held responsible for it” 


He has thus given distinct notice that he does 
not intend to pay them a cent, and you will there- 
fore appropriate, if you pass the bill without my 
amendment, $30,000 for the purpose of paying 
losses which were incurred by them, which will 
go into the pocket of Mr. Myerle. The facts and 
details cannot be tried by this House, and the 
committee will see in a moment the propricty, if 
) there be any color of equity in the amendment I 
| have offered, of allowing a court to adjudicate 
| between these men and Mr. Myerle, and settle 
the case upon the principles of law and equity. 
| If they have a lien upon equitable principles under 
| their contract, let them have it. If not, they will 
| have to go out of the court. As my time has so 
| nearly expired I will not elaborate the argument. 
I believe I have stated the substance of the claim, 
As to the claim of Mr. Myerle for compensation 
at all, or of anybody for compensation, I will say 
this: I have looked into the papers, and I believe 
that Mr. Myerle was induced by the Secretary of 
ine Navy to undertake experiments for the benefit 
of the Government, in which great losses have 
been suffered. Ihave no doubt that those experi- 
ments conduced, in a great degree, to give an im- 
pulse to the preparation of water-rotted American 
hemp, and now, in point of fact, the American 
Navy is supplied for the most part at home in- 
stead of from abroad. I consider that the experi- 
| ments made under Mr. Myerle’s direction have 
given an impulse to the preparation of that kind 
of hemp which has provided our Navy with all 
that it requires at home, instead of going abroad 
orit, L will yield the floor upon this statement, 
i with the expression of the hope that whatever the 
| committee may do with thé original bill they will 
iat least adopt my amendment, 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. F wish to ask the 
gentleman from Kentucky a question. Where is 
the necessity for the amendment you propose? | 
ii do not understand why the agent of those whe 
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claim this money cannot take this case from the 
department and file their bill in chancery. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. They cannot do it. 
It requires a positive law. The necessity for it is 
this: without the action of this House they cannot 
file a bill in chancery and retain the money in the 
Department until the case is tried. If they cannot 
do it, it will be paid over to Mr. Myerle, who is 
not only insolvent, but announces his purpose not 
to pay them a dollar. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I believe that, though the time 
limited for the expiration of the debate has arrived, 
I am entitled, as the person reporting this bill, to 
an hour to explain and defend it. I will say, 
however, to the gentlemen who may feel an in- 
terest in this matter, or who may be anxious that 
the debate upon this case may be speedily con- 
cluded, that 1 have no expectation whatever that I 
shall engage the attention of this committee for 
anything like one hour. I hope to get through in 
some twenty or twenty-five minutes. [ find my- 
selfin a very peculiar and embarrassing condition 
in relation to this matter. 1, who have taken so 
little part in the discussions of this House, and 
have consumed so little ofits time, even when ques- 
tions of great public importance have been under 
consideration, now feel myself called upon to come 
forward and advocate a claim brought here by a 
man of whom I know nothing apart from this case, 
and whose face I never saw until I saw him here 
prosecuting this claim. I feel uncomfortable about 
it in another point of view. Itis needless for me to 
say anything in relation to my course in this body. 
The records will show, and those who have felt 
any interest in the matter, will remember that I 
have ranked myself upon the side of the most rigid 
economists in our expenditures of public money, 
and have stood by the side of those who have gone 
furthest to make this Government pure, simple, 
and frugal. But notwithstanding all that, 1 find 
myself here advocating a bill opposed by certain 
gentlemen with whom I have been in the habit of 
acting,and with whom, when I differ, I always dis- 
trust myself, and always feel regret. However 
much I may be disposed to act with those®gentle- 
men, and however solicitous I may be to have their 
names recorded along by the side of mine upon 
the records of this Congress, I feel a higher inter- 
est in recording my name in favor of justice and 
right, and in favor of honesty and fair dealing be- 
tween the Government and those who contract. 
with the Government. 

It is because, and simply because I believe 
this man Myerle, of whom I say I know nothing 
apart from this case, is justly entitled to the 
sum allowed him by this bill, and because, as a 
member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, it 
became my duty to report it, that T come forward 
to sustain in argument the bill under considera- 
tion. Whatis thiscase? The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. FLorencr] has gone much 
into particulars and details. I will confine myself 
to a general statement of the principles upon which 
this case rests. In 1839, (I think it was,) this 
man Myerle, then engaged in the manufacture of 
cordage at Louisville and St. Louis, came in con- 
nection with his business to the seat of Govern- 
ment. The gentleman who then occupied the post 


of Secretary of the Navy, the Ffon. James K. | 


Paulding, of New York, a man whose private rep- 
utation is entirely unspotted, and to whose integ- 
rity, honor, and character, as a public man, many 
here and thousands elsewhere will testify, came 
to the conclusion, from their interviews, that My- 
erle was particularly qualified to conduct an enter- 
prise in which he felt much interest. TIe there- 
upon represented to him that he would make 
himself a great public benefactor if he would 
establish the practicability of water-rotting hemp 
in the United States. As a matter of course, 
Myerle informed him that he was engaged in ex- 
tensive private transactions, and he could not 
relinquish them without incurring probable and 
almost necessary sacrifice. Upon the appeal made 
by Mr. Paulding, he however agreed to enter into 
this arrangement. TheSecretary of the Navy, un- 
der the laws of the land existing at that time, was 
authorized to contract for materials and supplies for 
the Navy. Clothed with such authority Mr. Pauld- 
ing, as Secretary, said to him, If you will enter 
into this matter and exert yourself faithfully and 
resolutely to prove to the country that hemp can 
be water-rotted in America, I willdo—what? Now 
listen to the terms Paulding made with him. I 
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| ether, in relief of pain in operations of a surgi- 


| his losses. 


| 1848: 


| had pledged the Government to remunerate Mr. 
| Myerle. 


| such a proposition ? 


| country, and not exceeding the reasonable intent 


; matter? 


to yield me the floor fora few minutes. 


Government as I believe it is, you shall have a 
handsome remuneration if your efforts prove suc- 
cessful. 

Mr. SWEETSER. He did not succeed. 

Mr. BOCOCK. He did, as the facts will show. 
But for the present it is unnecessary to insist on 
that fact. If his exertions were faithful, he was 
to be indemnified against loss; and, if successful, 
he was to receive handsome remuneration from the 
hands of the Government. Now, Mr. Myerle 
does not come here asking that remuneration, al- 
though he hasbeen successful. Others have come 
here representing that they have been or are en- 
gaged in great. American enterprises, and therefore 
ask aid from the Government. Some wish large 
assistance to enable them to outstrip the ships of 
the British upon the seas, and they get it. Others, 
perhaps, may be found, who want great compen- 
sation for the discovery of the happy effect of 


cal character. They, too, may realize their ex- 
orbitant demand. Mr. Myerle, though success- 
ful in an important enterprise for the nation at 
large, asks no such bounty. He only asks that 
you will stand up to the arrangement of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, and remunerate him against 
I would refer gentlemen to the letter 
from Mr. Paulding in relation to this matter. 
Mr. Paulding says, in his letter of March 18th, 


“ Had E not been prevented by a political revolution, I 
would have fulfilled every pledge Y made you to the very 
letter, and at least saved you trom any loss aiter all the 
labor and risk you incurred. ”? 


In the same letter, he says: 

€ TladJ been at the head of the Navy Department at the 
time your hemp was rejected, I woud most assuredly have 
taken upon myself the responsibility of directing it to be re- 
ceived, notwithstanding it was reported as inferior, not in 
quality, I believe, but in cleanliness, or something of that 
sort.” 

Here is the declaration of Mr. Paulding that he 


The question arises here, will gentle- 
men say that Mr. Paulding had no right to make 
Perhaps he had not a strict 
legal right to make it. Iam not here to contend 
for that. But Mr. Paulding was authorized to 
enter into contracts to furnish supplies for the 
Navy. He felt that he was doing good to the 


of his authority when he entered into this arrange- 
ment. Will you,now, when you have been benefit- 
ed by it, tell this old man, Myerlc, that he has been 
misled by a patriotic but careless officer of the 
Government, and shall not be paid, according to 
his contract with him, for his losses and labor? 
Then, sir, if this bargain was made, and is to be 
regarded, the next question that arises is, was 
Myetle faithfal in his endeavors in relation to this 
Why, sir, the proof of it is ample. At | 
the time when the Secretary of the Navy entered 


into this arrangement with M yerle, there were not |! 


a hundred tons of water-rotted hemp prepared in 
thiscountry. A. general belief prevailed that it was 
unwholesome; and wherever the enterprise was 
commenced, men fled from it as from a plague or 
a pestilence. Muyerle took it up, and proved that 


l aa 
it was not unwholesome; and from that time to this |: 
i 


the quantity of American water-rotted hemp has | 
steadily increased, until from less than a hundred 
tons pêr year then manufactured, twelve hundred | 
tons per annum and more are now made. i 

Mr. ILALL here made a remark which was 
wholly inaudible to the Reporters. i 

Mr. BOCOCK. There are numerous letters | 
here which show thatin various neighborhoods 
of the West waier-rotting hemp was considered 
an unwholesome enterprise, until Mverle demon- 
strated otherwise. 

Mr. HALL. Task the gentleman from Virginia | 
I wish to į 


make a very few remarks about this bill. 
Mr. BOCOCK. 
presently. I should have preferred it if the gen- | 
tleman had made his remarks before Ieammenced. : 
Indeed, I offered him the privilege of doing so. i 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. [hope the 


gentleman will allow me to say a few words sonie | 


time or other during the course of his hour. ; 
Mr. BOCOCK. Certainty, sir; I will do so. 
Sir, I had said that, at the time this arrange- 

ment was made with Myerle, there was not one 


i will yield to the gentleman | 


! to-day. 
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the proceeds of that hemp that he expected to meet 
his engagements, which were numerous, and to 


|; sustain his credit, which was largely at stake. 


Two of the commissioners who examined the 
hemp condemned it, and one of them said that it 
was excellent hemp—as good hemp as any foreign 
hemp. After it was condemned, it was sold to 
| various persons engaged in private shipping inter- 
| ests; and we have the testimony of some of those 
| 
i 
| 


; men saying that it was as strong hemp as they 
have ever had occasion to use under any circum- 
i stances. The hemp was rejected because, as was 
i Stated by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
i UAC a little while ago, it was of a 
| darker color than that which had been used in 
i this country; but it was ag strong and useful in 
: every practical point of view as the best Russian 
hemp. Not only was there a great sacrifice upon 
ithe two hundred tons sent to Boston, but these 
| very men—the constituents of the gentleman from 
| Kentucky—seized the balance of it against the 
| willof Myerle, hurried it into the market, and sold 
jit at an enormous sacrifice. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, (interrupting: y 
If the gentleman from Virginia will allow me, 
| think this is just the point at which I should like 
| to make the remarks which I propose to make, by 
| way of explanation as to the rejection of this- 
| hemp by the commissioners at Boston. I desire 
j merely to say that I have no doubtof the fact that 
that rejection was unjust, and that the hemp was 
‘all that it was required to be by the contract with 
Mr. Myerle. Tam informed by a citizen of Mem- 


i phis, whose character and credibility are unques- 
| tionable, thata short time since, in walking through 
ithe navy-yard at Boston, one of the gentlemen 


i! there said to him: “ You do not expect to make 
i rope at Memphis, do you?” 


“Yes, we do,” 
said the gentleman, “we will give you better hemp 
than has ever been brought ‘from Russia.” 
| Well,” said the other, you may think so, but 
|é we do not intend to let you do it. We have a 

“monopoly-in the hemp business here, and we in- 


! “tend to supply all the hemp that is wanted for 
| ‘the Navy. 


In five years from this time, we will 
“lock up your rope-walksin Memphis, and you 
> v 


' (shall not supply a pound of it.” 


Now, this may have been all mere vaporing, 
; jj g 


| or “ gassing,” as we say in the West; but I have 
i $3: Dt J + 


‘no doubt that that is the feeling which controls 
the public officers at Boston, and all who are in- 
terested in the proceedings there; and it is that 
feeling which has made them very nearly destroy 
the public works at Memphis, and produced that 
state of things which exists, and which is alto- 
: gether different from what the gentleman from 
Kentucky (Mr. Brarcxryripcr] has stated’ here 
He stated that American hemp is now 
That is not so. 


altogether used in the Navy. ) 
‘an hemp raised in the valleys of the Mis- 


Ameri 


: sissippi and Ohio can be purchased at the same 
p price as foreign hemp, and is as strong-—-ay, 
| stronger, bearing a heavier test than Russian hemp 
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has ever borne; and yet within a short time past 
no less than five hundred tons of Russian hemp 
have been purchased. 

Now, sir, I have no doubt from the proofs in 
the case, that this hemp was rejected at Boston 
by a system of juggling, in order to maintain 
Boston interests. I have no doubt that it was 
wrongfully rejected, and that Mr. Myerle was 
made to suffer immense injustice and loss from 
the fact that his enterprise conflicted with Boston 
interests, and must fall before Boston interests. 
That is a true statement of the case. Mr. Myerle 
ought to be compensated because he has been un- 
justly dealt with; because it is unquestionable that 
he has suffered loss, and that he has suffered it 
wrongfully. 

As to the subordinate question, the rights of 
these individuals advocated by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Brecxenrinaxr,] Í do not pretend 
to decide it. It seems to me, that that is a ques- 
tion which cannot be decided here. It isa disputed 
question, and I do not think that in justice to Mr. 
Myerle, the amendment ought to be adopted. This 
is all I desire to say about the matter. 

Mr. BOCOCK, (resuming.) The remarks just 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee, come in 
aid of the position that I am taking, that this 
hemp was improperly rejected. I had not said any- 
thing that would implicate any in malicious ‘feel- 
ing towards Mr. Myerle or his section of country, 
or the commissioners who examined this matter, 
I did not know that that was an argument that 
would have much weight with this House, espe- 
cially when it was the color of the hemp and not 
its strength that served those gentlemen as an ex- 
cuse for rejecting it, and when I can show by evi- 
dence, that the hemp was strong and good. ‘I will 
say this, however, in connection with the remarks 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, that Secretary 
Mason, in a late report, says: 


“ «Finding by shert experience that to insist on the inspec- 
tion at Chariestown, as heretofore practiced, would be in- 
jurious to the western planter,’ he proposes that the annual 
purchases of that article, when not provided otherwise by 
contracts already made, shall ‘be delivered and finally in- 
spected at Louisville and St. Louis.? » 


From some consideration it appears that the 
Department became satisfied that it was unjust to 
those gentlemen making western hemp to require 
it to be inspected at Charlestown; and since that 
time inspection offices have been established at 
Louisville and St. Louis. 

I have shown that the Secretary of the Navy 
entered into an arrangement with this man, that 
he should engage in this business, and promised 
to indemnify him certainly against all loss, and if 
successful, to give him a handsome remuneration. 
I have endeavored to show that this man was 
faithful and energetic in his efforts to accomplish 
the purpose in which he was engaged. Todo so, 
T have stated the facts connected with the other 
and more restricted contract. If the contract for 
the delivery of the five hundred tons of hemp was 
violated by theimproper rejection of the hemp, as 
seems to be established by the testimony already 
adduced, as well ag by the emphatic declaration of 
Mr. Paulding, contained in one of his letters on 
file here, the right to damages under that breach 
is clear. If, however, it was properly rejected, 
which I do not admit, and the defect was an im- 
material or unavoidable one, then Myerle is en- 


titled te compensation under the broader agree- || 


ment first set forth, that he should be protected 
against loss, if faithful. 

A gentleman near me asks whether it was in 
consequence of this undertaking on the part of 
Myerle that bankruptcy fell upon him as it 
has fallen upon him? I cannot say that it did, 
and I desire to be frank. The proof is, that after 
entering into this arrangement, he withdrew his 
personal attention from his extensive and compli- 
cated private business, and devoted it exclusively 
to this public undertaking. Whether from the 
withdrawal of that attention, or from other causes, 
those private operations did prove unsuccesstul, my 
friend from Michigan, [Mr. Sruart,] who asks 
the question, is as well qualified as any other per- 
son, to judge how much depends on a man’s per- 
sonal attention to such business, and how great 
the danger of withdrawing it. 

There isno claim, asstated in the report, for any- 
thing connected with his private losses. The only 
claim is for remuneration for his actual 
curred in consequence of the rejection of this 
hemp. 


losses in- | 


Mr. STUART. I propounded the question to 
the gentleman from Virginia, whether Mr. My- 
erle was insolvent, and whether he became so in 
consequence of his contract with the General Gov- 
ernment? If he became so in consequence of this 
contract, it is not only legitimate, but a very 
strong argument. If, however, his insolvency 
results from his private enterprise, the argument 
from that source falls; but I regard it as particu- 
larly applicable to the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Brecxr- 
RDGE.] If his private enterprises were likely to 
prove unsuccessful, and these gentlemen advanced 
him this money, probably with that knowledge, 
upon terms commensurate with the risk they 
took, then that is a strong reason why this amend- 
ment should not be adopted. But I will only add 
a single word, for I cannot consent to take the 
gentleman’s time. I submit to the committee 
whether they have ever known a case where a 
legislative body undertook to interfere between a 
debtor and creditor that they did not work mis- 
chief? I confess I never did. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I wish, in this connection, to 
read a letter which hag already been read from the 
Clerk’s desk, but which perhaps the committee 
did not hear. It is written by James K. Pauld- 
ing. 

Hype Park, Ducness Counry, April 12, 1852. 

Dear Sir: I write this to acknowledge the receipt of 
the two letters of yours during the last winter, and one a 
few days past, accompanied by an abstract of the last cen- 
sus, printed in the Congressional Globe, from which I learn, 
among other things, that twelve thousand tons of water- 
rotted hemp are now annually produced in the United 
States. 

For this I do not hesitate to say, on my own personal 
knowledge, the country is indebted to your exertions, en- 
terprise, and perseverance, amid every species of disconr- 
agement and to the ruin of your fortune. Itis to you the 
United States are under the vast obligation of being made 
entirely independent of foreign nations for the supply of an 
article indispensable to their navy and mercantile marine. 
The recompense you ask of Congress is no equivalent for 
your own labors and sacrifices, much less for the benefit 
derived from them; and it seems strange that while that 
body is appropriating millions of public property for rail- 
roads through deserts, and displaying its liberality in behalf 
of future as well as uncertain benefits it should thus long 
have hesitated to discharge a debt of gratitude for one alo 
ready received of such magnitude. For the opposition of 
Colonel Benton I could easily account; but I confess I am 
at a loss to find any rational motive for that of the member 
from North Carolina. If it be from a principle of economy, 
I would respectfully advise him to turn his attention to the 
general wasteful extravagance of Government, and stand 
sentinel over the millions, instead of exhausting his vigi- 
lance in defeating a just and equitable claim for a few 
thousands. Lamas much in favor of public economy as 
he can be ; but at the same time I conceive the obligation 
of justice superior to those of mere penny-saving. 

1 live in hope of yet seeing something done for you, and 
cannot but respect your firm reliance on Providence. Tris 
the sheet anchor, and though it may sometimesdrag a little, 
never fails to bring the ship up at last. 

With the best wishes for your success, I remain your 
friend and servant, J. K. PAULDING. 

To Davip Myerus, Esq., Washington. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, it strikes me that it is 
difficult to add to the facts and arguments which 
are here developed. I have stated, I believe, that 
Mr. Paulding, in another letter, says that if he 
had remained in the Navy Department, he would 
not have permitted the hemp to have been rejected, 
being satisfied it was done improperly, and that 
he would have secured to Mr. Myerle what was 


| promised him. This matter is set forth in the 


report at some length. 

will now yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. HALL] though I desire to say a few 
words after he has done. He may have ten min- 


| utes of my time. 


Mr. HALL. I wish to say a very few words 
in reference to this bill; and in order to give the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bococx} abundant 
time to reply to my remarks, I shall endeavor to 
confine wha I have to say within the space of ten 
minutes. 

This claim, as I understand it, rests upon two 
grounds. The first is, that David Myerle intro- 
duced the process of water-rotting hemp into the 
United States, and thereby rendered an important 
service to the country, for which he has never re- 
ceived any remuneration. That is the first ground. 
The second is, that he made a contract with the 
Secretary of the Navy to supply the Navy with 
water-rotted hemp; but that through the miscon- 
duct of the agents of the Government, his hemp 
was rejected, and thereby he has sustained a loss. 
These, as E understand it, are the whole grounds 
upon which this claim rests. Now, sir, as to the 


first claim, the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 


BRECKINRIDGE,] who represents one of the most 
extensive hemp-growing districts in the United 
States, has told you, and every gentleman con- 
nected with this matter will tell you, that the pro- 
cess of water-rotting hemp was not introduced into 
the country by Mr. Myerleat all; thatit wasa pro- 
cess which has been tried long before that, in Ken- 
tucky and in other portions of the United States; 
that it is about asold as that of water-rotting flax; 
that it had been often tried in Europe and Amer- 
ica, and that Mr. Myerle had only done the same 
thing when he made this contract with the Navy 
Department, that hundreds of individuals had done 
before him. It is true the practice of water-rotting 
hemp had not become very general in the country 
before Mr. Myerle entered into it, but it is equally 
true that the same process is not very general to 
this day. 

I represent one of the largest hemp-growing dis- 
tricts in the country, and I do not know a single 
man in my district who manufactures water-rotted 
hemp. And why? Because the prejudice still 
exists to some extent that it is unhealthy, in the 
first place, and in the next place, because it is a 
disagreeable and unprofitable business. Our hemp 
growers in upper Missouri can better afford to 
raise dew-rotted hemp at $90 per ton, than to raise 
the water-rotted for $200 per ton, That is the 
reason why they do not water-rot hemp; but when- 
ever you can make it profitable for them to do so, 
they will water-rot it—not because David Myerle 
has done it before, but because they are willing to 
do whatever anybody else can do with hemp. It 
is a business they thoroughly understand, and are 
willing to do it, provided they can get paid for it. 
But the gentleman tells you that the business of 
water-rotting hemp has been extended since the 
commencement of Mr, Myerle’s enterprise. That 
is true, but it is also true that the business of dew- 
rotting hemp has also been extended since that 
time. Upper Missouri raised no hemp at all but 
afew years ago. And why? Because the hemp- 
growing district of Missouri is a new country. fe 
has not been settled very many years. little 
while ago there was nobody in upper Missouri to 
raise hemp; but since the Kentuckians have gone 
there and cultivated the country, they have raised 
hemp—not because Mr. Myerle contracted to 
water-rot it, and broke at it. “It is no such thing. 
They raise it there because it is a hemp-growing 
country, and because they can make more by rais- 
ing it than anything else. They did not raise it 
many years ago, because there was no one in the 
hemp-growing country to raise it. You mustun- 
derstand that it requires a great deal of force to 
raise hemp. A man must have slaves, or negroes, 
and very few such persons were in the hemp- 
growing country fifteen years ago. There are 
many such there now. 

But the gentleman says Mr. Myerle encouraged 


‘the introduction of water-rotted hemp. Whereis 


the proof? Why,Mr.Myerle made a contract 
with the Government to ‘furnish the Navy with 
water-rotted hemp at $300 a ton, when the foreign 
article could be bought for $230—for $70 more 
than we should have paid Russia. He made the 
contract, but broke at it, and thereby encouraged 
others to engagein it. Thatis the argument. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to make a remark? I place this 
claim chiefly upon the ground that Mr. Myerle’s 
hemp was as good as Russian hemp, but was re- 
jected, notwithstanding that fact. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Mr. Myerle broke because 
his hemp was rejected. 

Mr. HALL. ` Well, sir, has not every gentle- 
man who has advocated this claim made the same 
argument? that he made a contract with the Gov- 
ernment to furnish the Navy with water-rotted 
hemp—that he broke at it, and that he therefore 
encouraged the practice of water-rotting hemp? 
Why, sir, is that the way to encourage a thing— 
to enter into it and then break? It seems to me 
it is the way to discourage it; and if any discour- 
agement of this process has been inflicted upon 
the people of this country, it has been Mr, Myerle’s 
mismanagement. He had a contract for $300 a 
ton, and failed to make money at it; although the 
Russian hemp could be bought for $230. If this 
had any effect at all, it was to discourage other 
people from entering into it, and not to induce 
them to adopttheprocess, I will, however, admit 
that Mr. Myerle did induce the people of Mis- 
souri to water-rot hemp in one way. I will tell 
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you how he did it. Hecame up into my district in 
the year 1842, and represented that he was a Navy 
agent, and was authorized by the Government 
to purchase hemp to supply the Navy. I believe, 
however, that he denies that he came there him- 
self, but that somebody else came there in his 
name, and told the people in certain publications 
that he was a Navy agent, and that if they would 
water-rot their hemp, he would give them seven 
or eight dollars per hundred. Upon that induce- 
ment and encouragement—for let it be remem- 
bered that they had never before adopted that 
mode of rotting hemp in Missouri, nor had Mr. 
Myerle ever had a hemp-rotting establishment in 
that State, if my information is correct—upon that 
sort of inducement, my constituents went into the | 
business of water-rotting hemp; not because David 
Myerle had commenced it, but because he told 
them they would get eight dollars a hundred for 
that article. They prepared it for Myerle, and 
lo and behold! there was no David Myerle to 
come there for it and to pay for it. It turned out 
a misrepresentation. It turned out that my con- 
stituents were induced to spend their money upon 
a false representation, and they were obliged to 
throw their hemp into market at three or four 
dollars a hundred. That is the way heintroduced 
water-rotted hemp into my country; and if the 
committee think that that sort of process is entitled 
to a remuneration of thirty or forty thousand 
dollars, in God’s name pass the bill. 

But it appears to me, that if the introduction of 
water-rotted hemp into the United States is to be 
remunerated, the proper people to remunerate are 
the farmers of Upper Missouri who, upon the mis- 
representation of Myerle, went into it, believing 
they could get eight dollars a hundred for their 

emp. 

Now, in regard to the other point—that this 
hemp was improperly rejected by the commis- 
sioners of Boston, hat evidence have you of 
that fact? You have Myerle’s statement; you 
have the opinion of my friend from Virginia, [Mr. 
Bococx;] you have the opinion of my friend from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Sranron.] You have the opin- 
ion of those three gentlemen that the commis- 
sioners of Boston were dishonest, and this, too, |: 
without a particle of evidence, so far as I can see. 
And upon that supposition of theirs, induced b 
friendship for Myerle, you are asked to appropri- 


ate $40,000. 

ag BOCOCK. Iknow nothing of Mr. My- 
erle. 

Mr. HALL. The gentleman says he knows 


nothing of Mr. Myerle; but he seems to think 
Myerle is an injured man. 

r. BOCOCK. Did Iever say anything about 
Mr. Myerle personally? 

Mr. HAL Well, sir, I have only this to say, 
that all the facts of this case taken together, ap- 
pear to me to show, that this hemp was not good 
water-rotted hemp. Now, what does the value of 
hemp depend upon? Not merely upon strength. 
Gentlemen who know anything about hemp, know 
that hemp not rotted at all, is stronger than rotted 
hemp; but it will not sell for anything in the mar- 
ket, because itis in such a condition that it will 
not last, when exposed to weather. It is not the 
strength of hemp alone that makes hemp good. It 
depends upon the color; it depends upon the clean- 
liness; upon the amount of tow in it; and upon its 
strength; upon the character of the staple, and 
many other things. Allthese taken together make 
good hemp. 

Now, sir, this hemp of Myerle’s was presented 
to these commissioners, who so far as I can as- 
certain were honest and capable and faithful men. 
It was presented to them, and they rejected it. 
And what was done withit? Water-rotted hemp 
was selling at that time for $200 a ton or more in 
the market, and the contract with Myerle was 


for $300 per ton. Did the persons who had 
charge of Myerle’s hemp after its Wy ei sell 
this hemp for water-rotted hemp? Did they throw 


it into the market at high figures? No, sir, the 

treated it as dew-rotted hemp, and tried to sell it 
atthe price that such hemp was bringing. Do 
you suppose that Montmullen & Cornwall, (for 
they had charge of the hemp,) admitted to be busi- 
ness men, if this hemp had been valuable, and 
water-rotied hemp, would have sold it for $80 or 
$90 aton, when they could have got $240 in the 
market? Does not the fact that they treated itas 
dew-rotted hemp after its rejection, prove that it | 


i this 


T 


was not of the quality to sell for water-rotted 
hemp? : 
Mr. BOCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish 


| to call the attention of the committee to the 


arguments made against this claim. What has 

entleman said in answer to my remarks? .I 
will rst revert to the last position he has taken 
here, and it is that theonly proof we adduced that 
this hemp was improperly rejected by the com- 
missioners, was the testimony of Myerle himself, 
the opinion ofthe gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Sranron,] and my own opinion, and he intimated 
that such opinion sprung from some personal 
friendship for Myerle. I distinctly stated that 
Mr. Paulding, the then Secretary of the Navy, 
said that it was improperly rejected; I distinctly 
stated that one of the commissioners believed, as 
is proved here, that it was improperly rejected, 
and I distinctly stated that the men who used it 
came forward and testified that it was as good 
hemp as was ever used in the service. And, sir, 
he meets such testimony as that, by saying that 
my opinión springs from personal friendship for 
David Myerle. 

And what testimony does he bring forward 
when he comes to tell us about Myerle’s opera- 
tions in Missouri? Is there anything in these pa- 

ers to sustain the facts which he brings forward ? 
ot one single letter of testimony. It is all the 
declarations of the Hon. Mr. HALL, of Missouri. 

Sir, here is the testimony in the case, upon 
which I ask the committee to rely, I do not ask 
them to rely upon my declaration, and above all, 
I do not ask th 
Jaration. Somehow there has been a prejudice 
against this man Myerle, from the State of Mis- 
souri, but confined, T believe. to the great ex-Sen- 
ator [Mr. Benron] lately elected to this House 
from the city of St. Louis, and the gentleman 
himself, (Mr. Hauu.] I should like to know 
when Mr. Myerle went there as the gentleman 
says, by some agent, to deceive his constituents, 
whether he was one of the deceived? Did he lose 
a little from his pocket? Do all his tears flow 
from thence? 

Here is the testimony in the case, and among 
the letters we find one from Hon. James H. Relfe 
and John Jameson, of Missouri, both recently 
Representatives upon this floor from the State of 
Missouri. I will read them. 

Honorables James H. Relfe and John Jameson, 
of Missouri, says: 

“It isan important matter to the Missouri farmers, and 
would become one of the staple articles of the State; but 
that until Mr. Myerle came among them they had done but 
little in its cultivation, and it was owing to his exertions that 
the farmers were turning their attention to it; that through 
him many who had never thought of cultivating and pre- 
paring hemp for market, had been induced to do it? 

Another letter from William C. Anderson, of 
St. Louis, Missouri, to the Hon. James Farran, 
M. C., Cincinnati, Ohio, says: 

“ Mr. Myerte has been largely concerned, at the instiga- 
tion of the Government,in the cultivation of hetnp in the 
West, in which he has expended a large amount of money, 
time, and labor, and for which he has received no remu- 
neration, He isa highly honorable gentleman, and a warm 
friend and patriot.” 

There are many other letters of a similar char- 
acter going to show, as the whole history of the 
case shows, that David Myerle was the man who 
first proved to the farmers of the country that 
water-rotting hemp was practicable, and could be 
profitably engaged in. : 

But the gentleman very‘ingeniously distorts our 
position ina manner somewhat calculated to im- 
pose upon those who have not attended very par- 
ticularly. He represents us as saying, that be- 
cause David Myerle broke, therefore others werein- 
duced to engagein the same business. Why, sir, 
a friend here suggests that Robert Fulton himself, 
the man who discovered the applicability of steam 
to locomotion upon water—a man, too, to whose 
heirs this Government, in a spirit of gratitude 
and magnanimity, paid, after his death, $76,000, 
as a token of their appreciation of him as a public 
benefactor, and upon no contract whatever—Rob- 
ert Fulton himself actually died insolvent, and 
was not completely successful in his world-re- 
nowned and world-gladdening enterprise; but he 
developed the idea, he gave the glorious design 
into the hands of others, and, profiting by his 
thought and his labor, we see with what brilliant 
success they have accomplishedit. But, sir, how 
was Mr. Myerle unsuccessful? He showed that 


e committee to rely upon his dec- | 


hemp could be water-rotted; and he went about 
and engaged men to enter upon the business. 
They, at least, induced thereto by him, pursued it 
successfully. He delivered two hundred tons, 
and could have delivered five hundred. It was 
rejected; and the proof is, by those who used it, 
that it was good hemp. It was not because he 
failed in it that they engaged in it, but it was be- 
cause the experiments he tried upon it were, to an 
extent successful, and showed the practicability 
of the enterprise. : 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words in 
relation to the history of this case. This case has 
been before Congress on some one or two other 
occasions. It has always received favorable re- 
ports at the hands of committees to which it has 
been referred, and it has never been rejected by 
the House, I believe. I have heard that it has 
never been. Once when it had passed this House 
and went to the Senate it was attacked, I think, 
by Colonel Benton alone, who, by some means or 
other, delayed it until the session of Congress 
expired, and it did not pass. 

ow, I wish to say a word or two in relation to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Breckinrincr.] The gentleman does not 
ask that the House shall decide between the claims 
of this man Myerle and his constituents, Mont- 
mullen & Cornwall. The gentleman is too good 
a lawyer to ask this House to erect itself into a 
court of justice, to determine between the rights of 
David Myerle and his constituents. He contends 
that David Myerle is indebted to his constituents, 
and Myerle contends that he is not. ; 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I contend in sub- 
stance that the Government is indebted to my 
constituents, if at all; and if this $30,000 is in- 
tended to supply pecuniary losses in making these 
experiments, the losses ought to go where the 
losses fall. At all events we ought to be allowed 
to try the question, 

Mr. BOCOCK. Ifthe Governmentis indebted 
to his constituents, why did not his constituents 
come here and prosecute their claims against the 
Government? Why did his constituents wait, 
doing nothing and saying nothing, and put upon 
Myerle the expense and the trouble of prosecuting 
their claim? He ought to contend that this money 
should be paid directly to his constituents, if it be 
theirs. But the gentleman hardly contends for 
that. He admits by his amendment that a court 
of justice is the proper tribunal to decide between 
his constituents and David Myerle. David My- 
erle may owe these gentlemen. He may also owe 
other gentlemen on the same account. These 
gentlemen may have a mortgage; others may have 
previous mortgages, If this debt be due there 
may be others of equal dignity. But Myerle says 
that this debt is not due. 

lt would be entirely improper for this Congress 
in this state of things, with an affirmation upon 
one side and a denial upon the other, to undertake 
to settle the affairs of David Myerle, or the gen- 
tleman’s constituents. Therefore, it is simply an 
appeal to this committee, to allow his constituents 
an opportunity to assert their rights in a court of 
justice. Have they not had that opportunity? If 
this matter had come up suddenly, Mr. Chairman, 
and the money was to be delivered over to David 
Myerle without thegentleman’s constituents know- 
ing anything about it, he might come with more 
show of reason and plausibility to ask us to allow 
time for his constituents to litigate their claim. 
But, sir, this thing has been pending before the 
House for long years past, and they have been 
lying idle. They have left Mr. Myerle, by his 
own exertions, and his own untiring energy, to 
prosecute this claim. When it is up, and likely 
to be acted on, they come and ask us tohold My- 
erle off a little longer than we have, in order to 
give them days, and weeks, and years to do what 
they ought to have done long ago. The gentleman 


| from Michigan [Mr. Sruarr] suggests to me, very 


properly, to inquire while this matter is suspended, 
what contest do we have between these parties 
before the court? David Myerle, a poor, broken 
down pauper, David Myerle, who has spent all 
his strength and health in this cause for the service 
of the country, David Myerle, this feeble man, 
pecuniarily and physically, against his wealthy, 
and powerful, and influential constituents! They 
can come into court with able lawyers and strong 
purses, and either conquer him at once by these 


| advantages, or fatigue him at length into submis- 
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sion. It is to be in chancery, too! How long 


would this case be hung up in chancery? Some | 


of his remote descendants might prove that these 
men had no claim upon Myerle, and perhaps get 
something from the hands of the Government for 
the services of their ancestor. 
would be long dead and at rest. 

My colleague (Mr. Miuison] suggests that if the 
Government recognizes its obligation to Myerle 
for $30,000, would it not have to pay interest for 
the time the case was held in court? When the 
Government passes a law acknowledging its obli- 
gation to Myerle for $30,000, what right has it, 
without paying interest, to hold that money back? 
Now, sir, with these views I submit it to the can- 
dor and justice of the committee, whether this 
amount ought not to be paid to him? Ido not 
wish it to be thought by any that I have been 
rashly drawn into the advocacy of any claim here 
that stands upon a loose and tumbling basis, and 


is sustained by insufficient proof. I have some || 


pride of consistency in a course of rigid economy. 
That is the only feeling I have about it, except 
that justice shall be done. Mr. Paulding well 
calls the attention of the country to the liberality 
of Congress towards railroad companies, one of 
which, in the State of Missouri, represented in 
part by that honorable and efficient member, [Mr. 


FALL,] has obtained this session 3,000,000 acres | 


of the public land as a gratuity. Fattened and 


bloated with that enormous bait, he comes now | 
in pride of power to browbeat and drive away | 


old David Myerle, as he stands at the door of jus- 
tice and asks for the little pittance to which’ his 
services and losses entitle him. 


Mr. HALL. I move to strike out all after the 
enacting clause. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opin- 


ion that before that motion can be made the ques- 
tion must be taken upon the pending amend- 
ment, 

Mr. HALL. I then move to insert into the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky, 
(Mr. Brecxinrings,] after the word “ Cormwall”? 
the words ‘and citizens of Missouri.” I must 
confess my great astonishment that the gentleman 
from Virginia should manifest so much excite 
ment because I modestly endeavored to express 
my dissent to this bill. T shall, notwithstanding, 
give utterance to the opinion I entertain with re- 
gard to bills which come before me fi 
action, It is my desire at all times 


to have the 


good opinion of that gentleman, but I shall dis. | 


charge my duty even At the risk of incurring his 
displeasure. He intimates that I have been moved 
to a hostility for this bill for the reason that f 
have suffered from Myerle’s misconduct. T tell 
the gentleman most distinctly that he is mistaken, 
I was not affected by Myerle’s misrepresentations, 
not being at the time a farmer. I was young and 
just commencing the practice of the law, and had 
as much as I could do to attend to my profession; 
but I did see old needy farmers, induced by the 


misrepresentations of Myerle, incur great expense |: 


li 


for the purpose of water-rotting their hemp. 
have heard these men complain of the injustice 
inflicted upon them by his misrepresentations. I 
should indeed he a faithless Representative of those 


men and of justice, were I to permit this man to | 


receive the $30,000 provided for by this bill, for 
swindling my constituents. The gentleman SAYS 
my testimony is only the testimony of myself. 
Well, sir, the testimony the gentleman introdrces 
here to bolster up this claim is the unsworn testi- 
mony of ex-members of Congress. J presume 


my word is at least as good as that of persons not | 


known within this Hal 
were here once and wh 
with no more credit than 
man wishes proof, why, as chairman of the com- 
mittee controlling this bill, has he not hunted for 
it? Why has he looked only for proof upon one 


, or of gentlemen who 
o discharged their duty 
myself. If the gentle- 


side? Why has he presented himself before the | 


committee like a feed attorney denouncing those 
opposing the bill? ¢ 

Mr. BOCOCK. Does the gentleman mean to 
insinuate that I am a feed attorney in this case? 

Mr. HALL. No,sir; I mean to 
gentleman has manifested the spirit 
torney. Ido not believe that the gentleman has 
any pecuniary interest in the bill. Task the gen- 
tleman why he did not endeavor to obtain all the 
evidence in the case? While hunting for evidence 


upon one side, why did he not upon the other? | 


But Myerle himself || 


or my official |! 


say that the | 
of à feed at- |: 


| r . è 
I| Why was it he did not seek to ascertain at what 


| ever, be willing to receive evidence when volun- 
|| tarily tendered him, and not turn from it as from 


a pestilence. The evidence I offer is. but the evi- 
dence of myself, becansc—— 

[Here the hammer fell.]-- 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish this business may 
be brought to a termination. I believe, upon the 
whole, that it would be cheaper for the Govern- 
ment to pay this man what seems justly due to 
him, than for us to waste the publie money by 
these debates, especially when thereby we delay 
public business necessary to_be accomplished be- 
fore we can leave this city. I have listened to the 
exposition of this case—to the explanation made 
by my colleague, [Mr. Fuorencn,] and to the dis- 
cussions from day to day upon it, and I have been 
strengthened in the conclusion at which I arrived 


a valid claim upon the Government for the money 
which the biil proposes to pay him. He was evi- 
dently employed by the Secretary of the Navy, in 
i the belief that that functionary had the right to 
engage his services and pay for them. He pro- 
ceeded in his work, but met with the destruction 
of his property, to which allusion has been made. 
This mode of dealing with the public servants has 
‘become not only injurious to our character, but, 
| if it were not contrary to dignity and what is due 
to this body, I should say it has become almost 
disgraceful to ourselves. “Congress too often un- 
į dertakes to throw itself upon its sovereignty to 
' deny the rights of individuals, and places it- 
selfin a position which, if any merchant of this 
country would venture to do, he would find his 
place vacated in any respectable exchange in any 
commercial community. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I rise to a question 
|| of order. My colleague is not speaking to the 
pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remind 
ithe gentleman from Pennsylvania that the ques- 
| tion is upon the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. HALL] to the amendment 
‘of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. BRECKIN- 

RIOGE. | 
Mr. CHANDLER. Did not the gentleman 
move to strike outthe entire bill after the enacting 
clause? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman afterwards 
: modified his motion, and moved to insert certain 
‘ words into the amendment of the gentleman from 
: Kentucky. : 
Mr. CHANDLER. Certain words that vi- 
i tated the bill, whilst I desire to strengthen it. We 
are bound in honor as well as inlaw to meet the 
case before us. [ do not wish, however, to pro- 
need out of order. L do not wish to waste the 
‘time of this body. Tfthe committee will proceed 
| to a vole, L will take my seat, ‘This evidently has 
come and appealed to us day afier day. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is called upon 
į to enforce the rule, and the gentleman must, there- 
i: fore, confine his remarks to the amendment of the 
entleman from Missonri; which is to insert after 
the word “ Cornwall,” in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, the words “and eiti- 
s of Missouri.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. IT will only say further, 
that allamendments,and all amendments to amend- 
p ments that stand in the way of ihe passage of this 
hill—that are lets and hindrances, are inconsistent 
i with my views of the rights of the petitioner, 
_whose claims I would advocate. I therefore op- 
: pose the ame: nt of tleman from Mis- 
souri, [Mr. Hant] beca e bili should pass 
with thai amendment, thesufferer, by the non-ful- 
|| fillment of the nation’s contract, would not be ben- 
| efited, and instead of legislating to redress those 
whom the ¢ rs of Government have injured, 
and whom our delay has made to suffer, we only 
do that which of right the courts of law are com- 
petent to perform. 

Grentlemen are impatient, and fam regarded 
out of order, and therefore § will forbear. 

Mr. LETCHER moved that the committee 
se, i 


| 
4 


a 


| 
| 
i 


ag 
as 


a long time ago, that thisman, David Myerle, has H 


; and Messrs. Lercnen, and Harris of 
| Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported that there were ayes 56, noes 60: 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. HALL. I move to diminish the amount 
of money to be paid one half. I only wish to 
| notice the change made in the inspection of hemp, 
i which was alluded to by the gentleman from Vir- 
| ginia. lt is true that such a change has been 
made with regard to the inspection of hemp as 
was stated; but I apprehend if the gentleman 
from Virginia will extend his regearches a little 
further, he will find that change was not made be- 
cause it was! presumed that the Boston people 
were dishonest and knavish, or that they were 
unable or unwilling to do justice to the hemp 


i 
| 
i 
i 
i 
l 
| 


|| growers of the West. 


Mr. ORR. J rise to a question of order. It is 
not in order for the gentleman from Missouri, 
[Mr. Haxu,] in discussing the amendment he has 
| offered, to do anything more than explain the 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. That isthe opinion of the 
Chair. The gentleman must confine himself to 
the amendment. 

Mr. HALL. Iwish to show why a part of 
the money should go to Cornwall and a part to 
David Myerle; and in order to do this, I must 
say something about the inspection at Boston. 
That is the ground upon which it rests. This 
inspection was changed from Boston to different 
points in the West, not because it was supposed 
that the people of Boston were knavish—— 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman cannot make the 
application in five minutes. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALL. Iwill make it ina minute. The 
change was made on the ground that if the people 
of the West were to raise hemp, they could not 
go to the expense of sending it to Boston to be in- 
spected, where it might possibly be rejected, and 
in consequence the hemp growers of the West 
might be subjected to great loss. It was con- 
sidered of great importance, if western farmers 
should grow hemp for the Navy of the United 
States, that it should be inspected at their doors, 
or at least at western cities, where, if it was reject- 
ed, they might not sustain loss, but convert it to 
other purposes inthe West. That was the ground 
upon which the change in the inspection was 
made, and it was made from no apprehension of 
| unfairness or injustice on the part of Boston peo- 
ple. That is the only point which I wish to no- 
tice in theargument of the gentleman. There are 
| : : : : 

many points made by him to which I would like 
to allude, but I have not the time. 

Mr. BOCOCK. Ido not intend to occupy five 
minutes time. I merely rise for the purpose of 
saying that perhaps the remarks of the gentleman 
from Missouri (Mr HALL] might lead to the im- 
pression that I had brought an accusation against 
the citizens of Boston of being knavish and pre- 
| judiced against the hemp-growing interes: of the 
i West. The gentleman will do me the justice to 
say that I did not make any such argument as 
that. I might have intimated, and I think that 
intimation was madeby the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Sranron,] the chairman of the Naval 
Committee, that full and exact justice was not 
done by its commissioners to this hemp-growing 
interest; but I did not mean to make a sweeping 
charge against the people of Boston, or its com- 
missioners, of being knavish and hostile to the 
hemp-growing interest of the West. 

Mr. HALL. There is another statement which 
the gentleman did make, that this bill had never 
been rejected by the House. Now, by reference 
to the Congressional Globe of the second session 
of the 'Thirtieth Congress, I find that it was re- 
jected by the following vote—yeas T1, nays 95. It 
was laid upon the table by that vote. 

Mr. BOCOCK. When the gentleman from 
Missouri [My. Harz] asked me if I made that 
| Statement, I toid him that 1 made it to the best of 
| my knowledge. 

Mr. HALL. Certainly. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I had examined the proceed- 
ngs of the House. I found that it had passed 
he committee, and from the statement of others, 


had been led to judge thatit was lost in the Sen. 
I remember distinctly to have known that 
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Colonel Benton made a furious attack upon it-in 
the Senate. I think at.that.time that it went to, 
the Senate from this House.: Perhaps the gentle- 
man is ‘correct in saying that it was defeated. 

. Mr. CARTTER. I move. that the committee 


wise. i o ae 
- Mr.. CABELL, of Florida, demanded tellers; 
which were ordered; and Messrs. Kine, of New 
York, and Sranton, of. Tennessee, were ap- 
pointed, Bene 

The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
ayes 03, noes 41. - Í f 
- So the committee agreed to.rise, 

The committee then rose, and the Speaker hav- 
ing resumed the chair, the chairman reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar had had under consideration House bill 
No. 168, for the relief of David Myerle, but had 
come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to-:correct aclerical error made in the 
engrossment of bill No. 166; that is, to change the 
word Cilley to that of Kelley. 3 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, it 

» will be so ordered. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. As the gentlemen who have 
objected to the fortification bill will not press their 
objections now, I ask leave to report it for the 
purpose of reference. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object to any such bill. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. 1 ask the con- 
sent of the House to withdraw from the Commit- 
tee on Commerce some papers in reference to the 
éustom-house at Biloxi, Mississippi, for the pur- 
pose of reference to the proper Department. 

' The SPEAKER. There'being no objection, it 
will be so ordered. 

On motion by Mr. LETCHER, the House 
then adjourned until Monday next at eleven: 
6’clock, a. m. . 


i PETITIONS, &c. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
ander the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

“By Mr BRIGGS: The memorial of Nelson Johnson and 
others, citizens of New York, praying Congress for the 
passage of a law for the better protection of lives on board’ 
of steamboats. 
~ Also, the memorial of Dingwell and others, for the same. 

Also, the’ memorial of D; E. Bailie and others, for the 
game. 

Aliso, the memorial of Thomas Carter and others, for the 
same. : 

Also, the memorial of IT. M. Lockwood and others, for 
the same, ` haa a à 

‘Also; the memorial of E. M; Baldwin and others, for the 
same. - ‘ 

By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of Eleanor Conlan, 
praying. for pension and bounty land. 

By Mr. HART: The memorial of Cyrus Peck, James 
Crepsey, Albert Perkins, Ira Smith, and others, praying the 
passage'of a bill for the protection of the lives of passen- 
gers in steamboats. 


_IN SENATE. 
Monday, August 16, 1852. 


- The PRESIDENT. The Chair has received a 
memorial from the laborers on the extension of 
the Capitol, in which they set forth that the com- 
pensation allowed them, taking into consideration 
the immense increase in the price of:provisions in 
this city, is barely sufficient to support them, even 
when they receive full compensation; but that de- 
ductions are made whenever the weather prevents 
them working. A 
- The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 
` Mr. HAMLIN presented the memorial of the 
agent of the State of Maine, praying that the ac- 
counting officers of the: Treasury may be author- 
ized to allow and pay all claims intended to be 
rovided for by the act of 13th June, 1842, that 
have béen actually allowed and paid by said State; 
xn was referred to the Committee on Military 
fairs. ; 
` Mr. FISH presented the petition of the widow. 
of C. L. Williamson, late a commander in the 
Navy, praying to be allowed the pension her hus- 
band received during his life; which was referred- 
tothe Committee on Pensions, ° “” 
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Also, a petition of residents. of Green ‘Point, 
New York, praying that the homestead bill may 
become a law; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table. 4 f 

Mr. SOULE presented the 
Sumner and other citizens of. 
posing to sell the United States a site fora naval 
depôt in that city; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. RUSK presented the memorial of the widow 
of Ira Birdsall, United States mail agent, who died 
while in the discharge of his duty, praying an ap- 
propriation for the relief of herself and family; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Post 


etition of R. B. 


| Office and Post Roads. 


Mr. SEWARD presented resolutions passed at 
a meeting of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
city of New York, in favor of an appropriation 
for the improvement of navigation through Hell 
Gate, and over Diamond Reef; which was ordered 
to be laid on the table. 

Mr. BADGER presented the memorial of J. 
M. Miller, of Louisiana, préposing to place at the 
disposal of the Government, for a fair considera- 
tion, his steam condenser, for the use of their 
steam navy; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BORLAND presented the petition of me- 
chanics and laborers employed in the navy-yard 
at Washington, praying an increase of their pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Also, a letter, in the form of a memorial, from 
the men employed on the public works in Wash- 
ington, praying an increase of pay; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa, presented a petition of 
the citizens of Iowa, praying the passage of the 
homestead bill; which was ordered to be laid on 
the table. 


“REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the memorial of 
Thomas Ap C. Jones, asking to be restored to the 
list of invalid pensions, and to be allowed arrears 
of pension, submitted a report, accompanied by a 
bill for his relief; which was read, and passed to 
the second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

He.also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of James Wormsley, 
praying a. pension, submitted a report, accom- 
panied by abill for his relief; which was read, 
and passed to the second reading. The report 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of John Mitchell, pray- 
ing that the increase of pension allowed him may 
be made to extend back to date of the injury for 
which the pension was granted, asked to be dis- 
charged from the further consideration thereof. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Thomas W. Phelps, 
praying a pension in consequence of the loss of 
sight caused by disease contracted in the naval 
service, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Frederick Rikow, 
praying an increase of pension, and to be allowed 
the amount of money of which he was robbed 
while in Mexico, submitted an adverse report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Lucy Tate, widow of 
an officer in the revolutionary war, praying a pen- 
sion, asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration thereof. f 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, to which was referred the petition 
of Joseph Mitchell, submitted an adverse report 
thereon; which was ordered to be printed. 


REMITTANCE OF DUTIES. 


Mr. FISH, by unanimous consent, submitted 
informally the substitute which he intends to offer 
to the bill to remit or refund duties on goods, 


ew Orleans, pro- 


wares and merchandise destroyed by fire, which 
was ordered to be printed. ` : pote 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of. Representatives 
was presented by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had passed.a bill making appropria~ 
tions for the support of the Army for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1853. Ese = 

On motion by Mr, HUNTER, it was read a 
first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. oh 

The message also announced that the House 
of Representatives concurred in the amendment 
made by the Senate to the act for the relief of 
Monmouth B. Hart, Joel Kelley, and William 
Close, sureties for the late Benjamin F, Hart, a 
purser in the United States Navy. : 


MARY E. BLANEY. ‘ 


_. Mr. BRIGHT. On Saturday last, the bill for 
the relief of Mrs. Mary ` E. Blaney, widow of 
the late Major George Blaney, came up on its 
passage and was rejected. On conversing with 
the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Prarr,] E am 
satisfied that injustice has been done in that 
case. Therefore, as I voted with’ the majority, I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
rejected. f she 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to ask the attention of 
the Senate to that bill. It was ordered to be en- 
grossed on Friday. I supposed that Saturday 
was to be devoted to the Senator from New York, 
{Mr. Szwarp,] and that it was not to be consid- 
ered a legislative day, and I therefore went home. 
But I find by looking at the newspapers this 
morning that the bill was rejected on that day. 
As my friend from Indiana has moved a recon- 
sideration of that vote, I desire a test vote of the 
Senate, for it presents a’ case, if any has ever 
been presented, in which the Government ought to 
pay interest. À 

he fäcts of the case are these: The husband of 
this good lady was an officer of the Army. He 
died in the public service. He had placed to his 
individual credit in bank some $2,000 or $3,000. 
The Treasurer of the United States directed the 
cashier of the bank, under the supposition that 
the officer was indebted to the Government, to 
place that fund, which was’ to the “individual 
credit of the officer, to the credit of the Govern- 
ment. The cashier did so, and the effect was to 
place this money in, the Treasury of the United 
States. After some ten or twelve years of litiga- 
tion, the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
cided that this man was not indebted to the Goy- 
ernment. The result thus has been that money to 
the credit of an individual at the time he died was 
taken possession of by the Government. It was 
used by the Government for a great length of time, 
and at the expiration of the period, the Supreme 
Court decided that the money belonged to the indi- 
vidual. If that does not present a casein which the 
Government ought to pay interest, then there is no 
case in which it should, because here, by force, it 
took the money belonging to this individual and 
used it. I hope the Senate will consent to the re- 
consideration, and that we shall pass the bill im- 
mediately. But a few days ago, an amendment 
was made to a bill by the Senate, at the instance of 
the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Banerr,] 
in which interest was paid under circumstances 
not half so strong as the present case, 

Mr. BRADBURY. Ido not rise to interpose 
any objection to the reconsideration of this matter, 
further than that the whole of the facts may be 
clearly understood. I understand—and if I am 
wrong I will thank the honorable Senator from 
Maryland to correct me—that the difference be- 
tween the Government and this officer arose from 
a claim on the part of the officer for the payment 
of commissions. Í understand this was one of that 
class of claims thathad not, up to that time, been. 
recognized as legitimate. Subsequently. he was 
able to obtain a decision in its favor. W hen it 
was presented, it was regarded as dmong the class 
of doubtful claims, but I'believe the ultimate de- 
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cision was in favor of thé officer. Subsequent 


Jevislatioi deprived. officers of that class of aims.’ 


Now; I would inquire whether that is not the 
true question presented—~-whether the money was 
not detained during litigation in-regard to a doubt- 
ful claim, and whether it could be properly said 
‘that the officer was not. indebted to the Govern- 
ment until that doubtful question was settled;'as 
it finally was by the determination of the court? 

Again, there would seem-to be some doubt in 
regard to the authority of the cashier of the bank 
to refuse the payment to the legal representative 
of money that belonged to that representative. If 
this be the true view of the case, the representa- 
tive of the estate has an ‘adequate claim: against 
the bank for the detention of the money. 1 pre- 
sent these considerations in order that a full view 
of the case may be had. : 

_ Mr. WALKER. On Saturday last Tealled for 
the yeas and nays on the passage of this ‘bill. I 
announced at the time that I felt a desire that it 
should be passed, and I voted for it. T still desire 
its passage, and a very simple observation in reply 
to the Senator from Maine, it occurs to me, ought 
to satisfy the Senate. Whatever may have been 
the difficulty between the oficer and the Govern- 
ment in regard to certain commissions. which he 
had charged, it has no bearing whatever on this 
ease; for here was the individual money of the 
officer on deposit in bank, and on a mere prè- 
sumption of the officers of the Government that it 
was the Government’s money, they directed it to 
be changed from the credit of the individual to the 
credit of the Government. So it remained as long 
as the litigation continued. Thatlitigation resulted 
not only in favor of the individual’s charge for the 
commission, but in demonstrating the fact that the 
Government had, during the whole time, the use 
of the money of the officer. In the mean time he 
died. His widow was deprived of the use of the 
money for twelve or thirteen years, and now it is 
said that the Government ought to pay nothing to 
his widow for the use of the money, after having 
Kept her out of it sucha length of time. This, 
it seems to me, is one of those cases where we 
ought to allow interest. The object for which I 
called for the yeas'and nays was that the attention 
of the Senate might be directed to the subject, 
with the view of letting the Senate know that they 
were voting for an allowance of interest. I wish 
this to be understood, so that when some of my 
reports from the Committee on Claims come up, it 
may not be said that the Senate have always in- 
veterately opposed the payment of interest. f 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to, and 

the bill was passed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 


Mr. DOWNS. E rise to make a personal ex- 

lanation. I find that in my absence from the 
Senate, explanations have been frequently made 
by other members of the Senate, respecting an 
amendment to the Census bill which was reported 
by me from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which has passed both Houses of Congress. A 
great many explanations have been made, to show 
on whom rests the responsibility of the amend- 
ment.’ I attach no importance to it myself. Ire- 


la the amendment, and am responsible for it. | 


Vhen the question was first mentioned, before I 
went away, I thought it of so little consequence 
as not to require an explanation; but I find, on 
looking into the debates which have taken place 
since I have been gone, that the matter has been 
referred to so often, and so many different expla- 
nations have been made, there seemed to be such 
an anxiety to fix the responsibility upon me, and 
so much was said——very unnecessarily, it seems to: 
me—about the responsibility of it, that, although 
really there is no importance whatever attached to 
it hy me, yet these debates have given an import- 
ance to it which requires me briefly to explain it. 
The matter is a very simple one. There is no ne- 
cessity for misunderstanding, and no responsibil- 
ity connected with it of which anybody need be 
afraid. 


The circumstances of the case are these: When 


the Committee on the Judiciary had this matter 
before them, a communication was sent by the 
Secretary of the Interior to the committee, ad- 
dressed to the chairman, but which came into my 
hands as acting chairman, in the absence of the 
chairman, (Mr. Burier,] stating that some diffi- 
culty having arisen as to the amount of pay which 


the person acting as Superintendent of the Census 


or Secretary of the Censtis Board shéuld receive,” 
.ħe wished some provision. made in the law: to: 


settle the question; that up to a certain time he 
had been paid $3,000, and he were he ought to 
be paid that yet; but to remove all doubt and dif- 


 fieulty, he suggested that some provision should 


be made in the bill to’settle it. F have before me 
the letter of the Secretary of the Interior to that, 
effect. But to show clearly the whole’ state of 
the case, I have another statement from that gen- 
tleman of the whole’ subject, addressed to Mr. 
Kennedy, which explains it more fully than I can 
do: ; Se ge one 
i Wasnineron, July 29, 1852. 

Sir: I have received your letter of this morhtng in whieh 
you refer ‘to the proceedings of the Senate yesterday, and 
request me to furnish you a staternent of such facts as Lam 
aegnainted with, connected with your claim for your official 
salary. In reply, I have. to state that, when I took charge 
of this Department, in September, 185v, I found you receiv- 
ing a salary of $3,000. i 

This you continued to receive, as T believe, without ob- 
jection, for some months. I then learned that objections 
were raised to your receiving more than $2,500, on the 
ground that your functions as Secretary of the Census 
Board had ceased, and that from that time you were to be 


| regarded merely, as “Superintending Clerk.” The disburs- 


ing agent having wade a decision to this effect, the subject 
was brought before me ofiiciiily, and on an examination of 
the law, i was of the opinion that you were justly entitled 
to §3,000 so Jong as the'Census Board required your ser- 
vices; and that when. your functions as Secretary of that 
Board ceased you would draw your salary, as Superintend- 
ing Clerk, at the rate of $2,500 per annum. 

In pursuance of this opinion, I addressed a note ‘to the 
disbursing agent, instructing him to allow you, in your dou- 
ble capacity of Seeretary of the CensusBoard and Superin- 
tending clerk, a salary of $3,000. A copy of that note is 
herewith inclosed, No. L. K 

Thus the matter stood ‘until about January, 1851, when 
objections were renewed by the First Comptroller. 

I was of the opipion tbat the whole matter resolved itself 
into an issue of fact, viz: when did the functions of the 
Census Board cease? 

J thought it was not competent either for the Comptroller 
or myself to decide that question ; and thereby undertake 
sununarily to dissolve a Board established by law, and com- 
posed of gentlemen quite as intelligent and upriglit as our- 
selves. In conformity to this view of the subject, I ad- 
dressed an official letter to the Census Board, under date of 
30th of September Jast, (a copy of which 1 inclose, marked 
23) in which, after reciting the faets, | requested them to 
intorin me whether their functions as a Board had ceased? 
and if so, at what time? ‘Lo this letter 1. received a reply, 
signed by Mr. Crittenden and Mr. Webster, (Jidge Hall 
being at the time absent, I believe,) a copy of which is also 
inclosed, marked No. 3. 5 , 

This, F believe, was done until about the close of the 
year 1851. Shortly thereafter you ‘called upon me'ahå 
stated that the difliculties had been renewed in regard to 
your salary ; and after expressing your regret at the feeling 
displayed toward you hy some of the officers, you stated 
that, to remove al seruples, you had a thought of asking 
an amendment of the law, which would make the matter 
entirely plain. 1 expressed my approbation of that course, 
and with your concurrence, it not at your request, E ad- 
dressed an official note, uuder date of the 8th of February, 
1852, to Hon. A. P. Butler, chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate, referring to the difficulties which 
existed, and requesting of him the introduction of an amend- 
ment into the supplementary bill, then bere the commit- 
tee, fixing your salary at $3,000. A copy of this note is 
inclosed, marked No, 4. 

J deern it proper to add that, in all my interviews with 
you, you uniformly disclaimed all right to the two. salaries, 
and contended merely that you were entitled to the larger 
of the two, viz: $3,000. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant; 

ALEX. H. H. STUART.. 


Here is the brief note addressed by the Secre- 


| tary of the Interior to the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on the Judiciary: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, March 8, 1852. 
Sır: As some ‘difficulty has occurred in regard to the 
salary of Mr. Kennedy, who has acted in the double capa- 
city of Census Superintendent and Secretary of the Census 
Board, I would respectfully suggest the introduction of a 
clause into the supplementary bill which you propose to 
report, fixing bis salary at $3,000. : A 
i think he richly merits it, and I can see no reason why 
he should stand on a different footing from the other heads 
of bureaus., Very respectfully, &c., 
A. IL IL. STUART. 
Hon. A. P. BUTLER, 
Chairman of the Judiciary Committee, U. S. Senate. 


In accordance with this request of the Secretary 
of the Interior, a clause was inserted in the bill, 
the object of which was to give the Superintendent 
of the Census, acting also as Secretary of the 
Census Board, the salary of $3,000 a year, and 
nothing more. Nothing more has ever been con- 
tended for; nothing more was contended for at the 
time. As to the form in which the amendmeiit 
was made, after the committee agreed on the 
changes in the bill in other respects, the matter 
was referred to Mr. Kennedy, or the Secretary of 
the Interior, I do not recollect which, but to one of 
them, to draw the bill in form; and as they pre- 


sented it With this clause, so it was reported. In- 


stead of expressing directly that thé salary should 
: be $3,000; it repealed a clause in the act of 1850, 


about which there was some ambiguity. Now, 
the only doubt which rests on this subject as to 


| the propriety of the law, is whether the functions 


of the Census Board ‘did exist ‘after the ‘act of 
1850 was passed. apprehend: that ‘all’ ‘the diffi- 
culty in this case has arisen froma misinterpreta~ 
tion of the lawin that respect. The Senator from 
Massachusetts seems to adopt the idea; that the 


| functions of the Census Board .céased: after: the 


passage of the act of 1850. But that clearly is 
not the case. In the act of 1850, there is an-ex- 
press provision that the functions of the Board, 
for certain purposes; shalt be continued. In the 
nineteenth section of that act, is this provision: 

«The blanks and preparatory printing for taking the cen- 
sus shall be executed under the direction of the Census 
Board; the other printing hereafter to be executed as Con- 
gress shall direct.” på ; p : 

That clearly continued the Census Board; but 
this is not the only proof of the matter of fact, 
which is the main point in this controversy; for we 
find that immediately on the passage of the Jaw, the 
proper officers of the Government gave that con- 
struction to it. We find in July, 1850, the Cen- 
sus Board, under General Taylor’s administration, 
gave this statement ‘and opinion: 

Orrice Censts BOARD, WASHINGTON, July 1, 1850. 

Mr. Kennedy, appointed-Seeretary of the Census Board 
in accordance with the act of the 4th of March, 1849, com- 
tinucs to. perform, his dutiesas such, and will continue to 
perform the same until the requirements of the twentieth 
section of the act of the 23d of May, 1850, have been com- 
plied with, and the accounts settled. 

J. M. CLAYTON, 
REVY JONSON, 
J. COLLAMER. - 

So that, after the passage of thelaw of 1850, he 
continued in his fanctions, and we find that.on the 
30th of September, 1851, when the question was 
raised again as to whether those functions were 
continued, an application was made. by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to the Census Board, then con- 
sisting of different individuals—the present Attor- 
ney General, Secretary of State, and Postmaster 
General—for their opinion. The following letter 
was received in answer:.. . : 

WASHINGTON, September 30, 1851. 

: We have received your letter of to-day, and have he 
honor to reply, that we do. not consider the Census Boaré 
(of which we are members) as dissolved, or. Mr. J. CoG. 
Kennedy, the Secretary of that Board, as discharged from 
Office, , The duties for which that: Board. was constitnted, 
and the Secretary appointed, have not been finally comple~ 
ted. We regard the Board.as still continuing, and the Sec- 
retary as still in office, and as entitled-as such to the salary 
of $8,000 per annum, and at that rate. F 

We are, very respectfully, yours, &e., 
J.J. CRITTENDEN. 
P 3 Ben ives DANIEL WEBSTER. 

Hon. A. H. I. STUART, Secretary of the Interior. p 

_P. S. When the Board, by its own official act, shall be 
dissolved, we will not fail to make it known to you. , 

gien SEE, 
é zoar D. W: 

_ So, Mr. President, it is very clear, bọth from 
the construction of the. law, and . the construction 
which has been given toit by the law officers of 
the Government, (for the Attorney. General, and 
two other distinguished. officers of the Govern- 
ment, constitute the Census Board,) that the func- 
tions did so continue. Tapprehend thatthe reason 
why -the Senator from Massachusetts fell into the 
difficulty on-this subject is, that, as the: Census bilt 
of. 1850 was reported and first adopted in the Seën- 
ate, it did not contain this provision continuing the 
Census Board; but afterwards the twentieth section 
was adopted, which has been modified to the ‘act 
which has given riseto this discussion. © It con- 
tained the following: 

“That, for the purpose of carrying into effeet this act, 
and defraying the preliminary expenditures, there is hereby 
appropriated, out of any money inthe ‘Treasury not-other- 
wise appropriated, $150,060, out of which the said Secretary 
of the {nterior may allow the person employed as Secretary 
of the Census Board a compensation after the rate of $3,000 
perannum, from the period he has: been in their employ.” 


Now, that was evidently based on the idea that 
these functions should not continue; but, after- 
wards, by an amendment made in the House, the 
proviso was inserted which contained that provi- 
sion of the bill; but it was not adverted to at the 
time. It was necessary to change in some respects 
the phraseology of the twentieth section; and theré~ 
fore it was adopted. There was some ambiguity. 
in it, and In consequence, it was necessary to 
make the amendment to the law suggested by the 
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Secretary of the Interior and adopted by. the. com- 
mittee. Í ee ie 

Now, where is the great responsibility for the. 
impropriety of this. amendment? Is. it not. evi-. 
dent that if the functions of the Secretary of the 
Census Board so continued, that individual was: 
entitled to. some compensation, for _ performing 
them? Evidently, I think, he was. „He had re- 
ceived that compensation up tọ a certain time. 
All the proper Jaw:officers of. the Government 
decided, and clearly the act itself contemplated, 
that he should receive it; buta difficulty wag raised 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury, and therefore 
some amendmentto the law was necessary. Now, 
I understand that it was said this law.ought tọ be 
modified, or some explanatory act should be passed 
in regard to it, because it authorizes the receipt of 
both, salaries—§3,000 as Secretary of the Census, 
Board, and $2,500 as Superintendent of the Census. 
It is a sufficient answer to that, that no such claim 
has ever been putin. That was not the object of 
the application made to the committee. The man- 
ner in. which the committee understood it;-the 
manner in which the Secretary of the Interior 
understood it; the manner in which «the Senate and 
House understood it, and passed upon it, was 
that. it. never contemplated any such idea as that. 
Neither has such a claim been set up. since the 
passage of the act. After its. passage Mr. Ken- 
nedy.applied for the payment of $3,000 a year, 
but for nothing more. “Where, then, was the ne- 
cessity of further legislation on the subject for the 
purpose of explaining the law? |, 

. Before the. resolution-of the, honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts was brought forward, having 
reported the bill of which, it was explanatory, the 
first question I asked. was, if Mr. Kennedy. had 
asked for the double salary... I understood he had 
not, I then said, that. there was no necessity, for 
providing for evils:that might never occur, Jf Mr. 

Kennedy. applies for, the, double salary, and it is 
likely to be paid him, let us make some. provision 
to. prevent it; but.if he disclaims any. such idea, 
there is no necessity for it.. “Ale never made any 
such claim. The Housecommittee so understood it. 
So the Senate and the House understood it, so that 
there was no necessity for providing against a difi- 
culty which might never arise.. Elowever, not 
being influenced by this suggestion, the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts brought forward. his, 
resolution. 1 thoughtso clearly that no, necessity 
existed for it, that although I was present when it 
was: presented, I thought proper not to. interfere. 
Perhaps I ought to have done so, because I re- 
ported the bill, but { saw. no necessity for it. The 
honorable Senator.from Massachusetts had aright 
to consult.his,own judgment on the matter. He 


had a right to introduce the resolution; but I did | 


not think it. necessary to interfere. or. make any 
explanation. 


that I was apprehensive that some culpability 
might be attached to the proceeding which did not 
ëxist, PA i sh i 

It is then a clear and ordinary: transaction. At 
the request of the Department itself, the clause 
was putin the bill, “and it underwent the ordinary 
discussion. It was reported by the committees of 
the two Houses, and nabody then gave it an‘imr 
proper construction; but it seems after the law hag 
gone through all the forms, somebody wiser than 
Congress, or the committées, or’ the’ Department, 
or anybody else, who seems to have a-wish ‘to 


control. and direct, matters very unnecessarily sit | 


seems to.me, in some cases at least;-has made sug- 
gestions of difficulties that-may occur, and there- 
fore the circumstance is brought before Congress 
again. There is no reason for it, and there is no 
reason. that so much feeling should, have been ex- 
pressed, and so many explanations made. No 
dificulty would arise out of it. It is evident, 
under the cireumstanees—it having been contem- 
plated that payment should be made to the per- 
son as Secretary of the Census Board as long as 


it.existed—he is-claiming nothing more than the | 
salary of $3,000, to which he is-entitled... He was | 


entitled to.it; and. even if that were not the fact, 
still it was a proper matter, for the consideration 
of Congress in making a, new law, whether the 
duties imposed upon him as Superintendent do not 
entitle him to the salary.of $3,000, and whether it 
was not right for Congress to give it to him in that 


I make this. explanation now, bè- | 
cause so many:remarks have been made, and the | 
subject has been referred toas a matter of so much 
importance, and my responsibility referred to, | 


capacity alone?..And. if there was. any doubt 
about it, it was still perfectly proper for Congress, 
if they. thought he ought to receive $3,000, to give 
it to him; and I do not think there would -have 
been anything wrong, or any great responsibility 
incurred. I am sorry. that I have been compelled 
to, make these. explanations. I-should not. have 
done so but for the very earnest manner in which 
explanations..have been made, and the way in 
which my name has‘ been involved in the matter. 
se : SAULT STE. MARIE. ER 
On the motion of Mr: CASS;:the Senate, as in 


‘Committee of the W hole, resumed the considera= | 
tion. of the bill granting to the State of. Michigan 
. the right of. way, and:a donation of: public lands; 


for. the construction of a ship-canal. around the 


 Falls.of St. Mary’s river, in said State, 


Along debate ensued, in which Messrs’ Cass, 
Unperwoop, Burier, BELL, Toucey, Doveras, 
Arenson, Pratt, and Boran; participated, 


which will be published in the Appendix. ’ With- 
out disposing of the bill, the Senate adjourned. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Monpvay, August 16, 1852... . 
The House met ateleven o’clock,a. m. Prayer 


by Rev. Liptterow F: Monean. ; 
‘TheJournal of Saturday was read and approved: 


The SPEAKER. The business first in Order 
is the further consideration of House bill No. 
297, declaring the Wheeling Bridge a “lawful 
structure, and for other purposes.” 

‘Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to allow me to report 
a bill from the Committee on Commerce, for bet- 
ter securing thé lives of passengers on board 
steamboats. [Cries of ‘<:Agreed !’’ t Agreed !’’] 

l ask this merely for the purpose of having cer- 
tain matters printed which the Committee òn Com- 
méice have recommended; and I ask also that the 
consideration of this bill may be postponed until 
Thursday next.’ ieee 

Tie question was 
to. as 

Mr. DURKEE. ` T riseto a privileged question. 
Ihave been absent from the city for a few days, 
and on my return find that a serious charge was 
made against me, during my absence, by a member 
of this House. J am charged with nothing less 
than an act base in its character. 

Mr. MILESON. I desire to know whether 
this tase comes out of the time allowed to me? 

The SPEAKER. Unless there be/a reserva- 
tion made. f 

Mr. MILLSON. I must object. 

The SPEAKER. Is ‘it the pleasure of the 
House that the time proposed to be occupied by 
the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Durgxr]} 
shall not come out of the morning hour ? 

“(Cries of “ Agreed P? ‘Agreed P?) 

The SPEAKER. There being no objection, 
the'time occupied by the gentleman from Wis- 
consin shall not come out of the morning hour. 

Mr. DURKEE. `The most friendly relations 
have hitherto existed between myself and the 
member from South Carolina, [Mr. Arken,] and 
since I have occupied a seat in this House am not 
conscious of having indulged in the least unkind 
feelings towards any member of it; and [am sat- 
isfied that the gentleman who made this accusa- 
tion will, when I explain the ‘remarks to which 
he objected, say that he believes no wrong was 
intended, and withdraw his- charge. ‘The issué 
between us is in relation to an occurrence in the 
city of Charleston; and perhaps, for the inform- 
ation of the House, it would be proper here to 
read the remarks to which the gentleman takes 
exception. eee on ter 

Inthe speech which I submitted to the House 
a few days ago on the fugitive slave law, I quoted 


then taken, ahd itwas agreed 


from able writers on public law, to show that cruel ! 


and oppressive enactments are not binding when 
their observance requires the commission of crime; 
and among others an extract from the words of a 
distinguished South Carolinian, which I will now 
read in connection with my own remarks, which 
were obnoxious to the gentleman: W f 

“© Tn another casein South Carolina, an act of the Assem- 
‘bly passed in 1712, was, in 1792, held to be. void, because 
‘it took away the freehold of one man and gave it to aù- 
‘other. The court said it was against common: right; as 
‘well as against magna charta, to take away the freehold 
Sof one man and vest it in another, and that, too, to the 


| even a 


‘prejudice of :third persons, without any compensation. or 
ial by the jury. of the country; and the act was, 
‘ therefore, ipso facto, void } that no length ‘of time could give 
‘validity, being. originally : founded son; ‘erroneous: princi< 
‘ples. Bowman v. Middletom, L Büy; B2, i a yews 
‘But, Mr. Cfairman, the citizens of South Carolina have. 
not only spoken theoretically on this subject, buthave given 
mone case; as'T’ am inforined, a practical ‘illustration :of 
this sentiment.. I was told a few days:sinceby/achighly 
respectable gentleman who resided .several years, in: that, 
State, that a negro in the city of Charlie: ars ago 
was sentenced to be hung for striking his master. 
rátör; in’ speaking of the provocation, said > © = nas 
<45 < The master was discovered by the:prisoner trespassing 
‘an the chastity of his wife. Under: the excitement,of the 
‘moment the slave struck his master, for which he was se 
“tenced to be hung! On the day appointed Úr the execu: 
‘tion, the sheriff ascended the šeaffold with the prisoner, 
€ placed the rope about. his neck, but felt so much sympathy 
‘for the slave that he could not perform. the, duties of his 
‘ office, and offered $1,000 to any person that would; butnot 
Sone could be found. ` All Were aware of the circu mstarices, 
‘and presumed. that a-colored :mhn: had nerves to feel on 
‘such an occasion as. well as a white man. After.a time, 
‘the rope was taken from his neck, and. he was. permitted 
Ciò escape from the State? “~=; i i 
<“ Thus we see the triumph of the ‘higher law,’ even if 
South Carolina, and another proof.that man is stamped 
witha divine principle by his-Creator, that cannot bé en- 
tirely effaced by barbarous legislation. Sir, this humane 
and righteous act of thé citizens of Charleston is worthy of 
all praise, and howmuch-mote to the honot of human na- 
ture than the infamous conduet of the citizens of Boston in 
kidnapping poor Siguma—a. crime whieh will eave, an-in- 
delible stain upon the inhabitants of that city.and upon th 
Republic in all coming’ time. How strangely it ‘contr: 
with the batle of Bunker Hill, and the conduct of the Bos: 
ton fca-Party! I do not worder atthe animadversions of 
the Rev. Theodore Parker on the shameful conduct of that 
city, whose < prejudices’ had been conquered by its distin- 
guished leader.”? ` : sarn f ` ý 


.My- object. in. citing. this; incident was ;for ‘the 
two-fold purpose of adducing proof to sustain my 
views on the ‘fugitive slave:law,” and. to show 
the great contrast in the conduct of the cities of 
Boston and Charleston. in: two- given cases, in 
which, I, commended, the course. of the: latter city 
in, its disregard of a State enactment, the observ- 
ance of which would have involved, the commis- 
sion.of a great Wrong. wT sees 

“Mr. LETCHER. | I rise toa question of order. 
I do not understand this to be a personal explana- 
tion, but an argument to sustain the: position 
which the gentleman took in his speech on the sub- 
ject of slavery. enti eae 

The SPEAKER.. It is difficult for the Chair to 
determine for what purpose the House, by-unani- 
mous consent, allowed: the gentleman from Wisr 
consin to take the floor... et gi pr dk c 

Mr. LETCHER. It was for, personal expla- 
nation,.as J understood it, and not forthe purpose 
of, enabling the gentleman -to go into.an argument 
here to define the position, which, hetook in; hig 
speech three or four days ago. or tes fue ony 

Mr. DURKEE.._I am. endeavoring to; show 
that nothing. offensive was intended, and that the 
remarks to which the gentleman objects admit.no 
such construction. ‘They are simply a narration; 
and if they contain any inaccuracies, shall:most 
cheerfully be corrected. .Sir, what is the. differ- 
ence in our, statements? The gentleman,.in his 
own remarks, admits substantially my statement 
of the case, except in one particular; and that ig, 
that the negro that the. people of Charleston, re- 
fused to execute was guilty. of arson’. instead: of-a 
personal assault.: He himself. commends the peor 
ple of South Carolina for the course they pursued 
in relation to the acts, to. which. alluded... ‘The 
only, difference between us is in regard to the crime 
of which the negro was fouud: guilty.. The stat- 
uteg,of South Carolina, in reference. to. puch- per- 
sons, put the crime of arsan-and of assault. with 
intent to. kill on the same level.. : The penalty is 
the same. That isthe main difference between us. 
He agrees with me as to the modus operandi, the 
course of procedure: by the court, the refusal of 
the people and of the sheriff, very properly, as he 
says, to carry out that. law, The circumstances 
were such that the law could not be enforced. The 
sheriff even . offered a reward to any one who 
would act as executioner, and no man would ac- 
cept... That was the very principle for. which I 
was contending in.my,speech, Sir, it wasa noble 
act; and J say again that I, will never be deprived 
of the privilege of bearing testimony. in. favor.of 
such humane and just principles... „a eyer e 

“Mr. MASON.. I hope; the: gentleman from 
Wisconsin will not. abuse the privilege which has 
been extended to him of making a personal expla- 
nation by delivering a regular speech, because on 
some other day some gentleman may really wish 


to make a personal explanation. ,.: 
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Mr. DURKEE. Mr. Speaker, I have not 
troubled the House much with speeches, and tryst 
that: no gentleman will. object to my: occupying 
twenty or thirty minutes‘ in repelling the unpro- 
voked assault on my character. y 


` Sir, Fwish to alludeto the circumstances whith 


led to. my knowledge of this incident. Pkt. 
Not long..since I was conversing with a south- 
ern gentleman~—an educated, talented, and respect- 
able man, who has resided many years in the 
South, and is well known to many of the citizens 
of South Carolina. oo ia aoe: on 
Mr. AIKEN... Is. he here? è : 
Mr. DURKEE. He was in the city a few dáys 
azo. I called to see him this morning, and found 
that he had left. in conversing with this gentle- 
man upon various topics; the slavery question 
came up. I said to him that tle North was greatly 
in the ihajority, and still allowed the minority ‘to 
wield. the. General Government. for. the :mainte- 
nance ofthe coastwise slave trade and slavery in 
the District of Columbia. I remarked, too, that J 
knew southern gentlemen in the Thirty-first.Can- 
gress willing to support the Wilmot proviso, who 
declared themselves ‘in favor of circumscribing‘the 
institution of slavery—of shutting it out from thé 
vast territory recently acquired, aiid of letting it 
die out, u ge : 
‘Mr. HARRIS, of Fennessee: The gentleman 
says that he knew southern men in the Thirty 
first Congress who were in favor of the’ Wilmot 
proviso. ` [ask him to naine one. a 
Mr. DURKEE. Iwill do so as soon as I close 
my remarks. Their names can be found on the 
record. ` 
Mr. HARRIS. I should be obliged to the gerit 
tleman if he will name them. I want to know 
who they are. 
o Mr. DURKEE. | [recollect one gentleman who 
voted for it and afterwards changed his vote, for 
the reason; as he said, that northern men would 
not stand up in Congress in support of principles 
which they professed on this subject at home. I 
said to this gentleman, that I believed southern 
members were more’ independent in the mainte- 
nance oftheir peculiar institution, than many north- 
ern members were to carry out the principles of 
their constituents. He assented, and added, that 
the southern people were naturally kind-hearted, 
and when realiy convinced they were right in a 
ood cause, would allow nothing to defeat them. 
He then related this casein Charleston, just as I 
have ‘stated it; that the law was rigid, that the 
man was tried and condemned, but public ‘senti- 
ment was against enforcing the law in this instante. 
‘The fact was, public sentiment had outgrown the 
law passed a long time previous. We have a law 
in this District, that where aman is found guilty 
of the crime of arson, he shall be hanged and 
drawn in quarters; but we have risen above this 
relic of barbarism in ‘our judicial proceedings: Ti 
has become inoperative, and so with the case in 
South Carolina. Was there anything inflaamma- 
tory or disrespectful in'my alluding to the progréss 
and reform of populi sentiment in South Caio- 
lina, in regard to laws of that character? ‘I ‘think 
not. i : aes 
. Mr. LETCHER. I rise again to ‘a point‘ of 
order, and I insist that the Chair shall ‘decide it. 
It seems to me that enough has been said to indi- 
cate that the gentleman from Wisconsin is not in 


order in the course ofargument which heis pursuing | 


here. The gentleman’s remarks have been as far 
from being in the nature of personal ex’platiation 
as anything I recollect to have heard. The object 
of the gentleman seems to me to be to maké an 
argument here for the peculiar benefit of his free- 
soil constituents at home, and of an offensivé char- 
acter towards those northern men here. who do 
not concur with him iñ dpinion. ` 

Mr. DURKEE. Thè northern men do not 
complain. et N 

Mr. HART. Yes, they do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
it must have been the intention ‘ofthe House, 


although not expresséd iń so many words, to en- 
able the gentleman to make a personal explanation, 
and the gentleman is requésted to confine himself 
Strictly to a personal explanation. ` j 

Mr: DURKEE: Iwill say, Mr. Speaker, that 
the remarks with which the géntleman is dis- 
pleased, were not-inténdéd to injure his feelings or 
the feelings of’ his constitwents.. If, in combating 
the great evil in which ‘the perpétuity and welfare 
ofthe Republic is:involved, I find it necessary tö 
advert to the records. and publie history of our 
country, E hope: never to: shrink from my duty: I 
certainly shall not: be deterred by any denuncia- 
tions uttered. on this. floor, or by-Congressional or 


Baltimore:resolutions. Sir, the freedoni of debate, || 


the maintenance of.individual- opinion: and: indi- 
vidual independence, gave. birth to ‘our constitu- 
tional freedom. If we.mean to maintain it, we 
should ever seek to preserve these invaluable bless- 
ings which are so dear to every. patriot, and: to 
every American citizen. I say, in the words:of 
another; ‘‘ give me liberty of thought and speech, 
or give me death.” If the gentleman is satisfied 
there was no wrong intended, I trust he will with- 
draw his accusation. ree 

Mr. AIKEN. 
the commencement of this: Congress, it was: not 
my disposition or intention ‘to, be offensive to any. 
gentleman: Far be it from mẹ to beso. All that 
fell from me the other day, in relation to the gen- 
tleman’s speech, was, exceedingly repugnant to 
my feelings, but it was a duty which I owed to 
my constituents, and which I performed willingly 
and cheerfully. And not only did I do it on that 
occasion, but. I say that I will do it again when- 
ever the same thing presents itself. i 

The gentleman from Wisconsin. has made a di- 
rect appeal to me; and if he is perfectly willing to 
withdraw the offensive Janguage which he made 
use of in his speech, I have not the slightest ob- 
jection to meet him upon that ground. My inter- 
course with that zeademan has been familiar and 
social, as I-desire it to be with all the members of 
this House. - I do not wish to say anything offen- 
sive to that gentleman, or to any other gentleman, 
If the gentleman, will publicly, upon.-this floor, 
withdraw the offensive language he“has given ut; 
terance to, I am willing to meet him in’ that 
spirit. j aa ae 
PMY. DURKEE. What is the language that is 
offensive? . ei 

Mr. AIKEN. The gentleman is in error in his 
statement of the case. He says in his printed 
speech, that this negro was condemned because he 
struck a white man for having interfered with his 
wife. That is offensive language. Such a thing 
did not occur. The gentleman who gave you the 
information was either mistaken, or else he wished 
to deceive you. 

My. DURKEE. I accept, of course, the cor- 
rection of any error that may have occurred in de- 
scribing this case, but will here announce, in vin- 
dication of the person who related. the. circum- 
stance to me, and in my own justification, that 
on Saturday evening [ received a letter from a per- 
son now in the city of Philadelphia, in which ‘he 
states that he was a resident of Charleston at the 
time, and that there did such a case occur ag rẹ- 
lated in my speech, in addition to the one already 
admitted by the gentleman from South Carolina, 
and that the only mistake in the statement is, that 
the man was finally executed instead of being re- 
leased. I have the letter before me, and will have 
it read, if the gentleman desires. 

Mr. AIKEN. I understand that case perfectly, 
and will explain it, if the House will giveme leave. 
_.Mr. DURKEE. Would you like to have the 
letter read? f PA n i 

Mr. AIKEN. No, sir; Ido not desire it. I 
know.aill the circumstances connected with the 
case, and can give them if the House desires, ` 

A can explain this case in a few words. Itisa 
matter which I dislike very much to bring before 
the House; but I will state the facts. connected 
with it for the satisfaction of the gentleman. There 
was a case of this nature. which occurred in 
Charleston in 1830, but it had nothing to do with 
slaves. Thére was a free negro man married 
a free negro woman, whose character was not of 
the best description before her marriage. Shehad 
been in the habit of cohabiting with other persons; 
and in a short time after her marriage, I-presume 
she returned to her first love, and ‘did the same 
thiig again. It so happened: that’ this free negro 


When I came into this Hall at | 


man mét'a white who was with her at the time. 
He was agambler, and a most disreputable per- 
son—aman who did not belong to Charleston, 
but was there fora short time. This free negro 
did’ strike him, and was tried, condemned, and’ 
hung. The laws were ‘positive upon the subject. 
An appeal: was made to thé lamented: General’ 
Hayne, who was Governor of the State at the 
time, by a number of citizens, to pardon ‘him.’ 
Tam sorry to make this allusion, for ‘I do: not: 
desire to'allude to the subject in this House; but 
it ig trie that one of: thé strongest reasons for, 
allowing that man to be hung, was that this Abo- 
lition party had become so powerful in the free 
States that it became necessary to make an exam~ 
ple of this man, to let these free negroes know’ 
their- duty. Now, sir, I repeat that I do not like 
to allude to a matter of this kind. If the gentle- 
man had only consulted me before he made hig 
speech, T would’ have explained it; and these per- 
sonal explanations before the House would never 
haveoccurred. i Tag ` 
Mr. DURKEE. I have concluded. what F 
intended to say. De R a 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Minois, obtained the 


oor. 

Mr. FICKLIN. ‘Ts it in order now to moveto 
suspend thé rules to introduce my small note bill? 
` The SPEAKER. Not during the ‘morning 
hour. The business first in order is the bill: de- 
claring the Wheeling Bridge a lawful structure; 
upon which the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Miutson] is entitled to the floor. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Was I not recognized by 
the Chair? ; . 

The SPEAKER; The Chair asks pardon of 
the gentleman. He was recognized by the Chair, 
arid is entitled to the floor. ` See 

My. CAMPBELL. ‘I rose in the first place to 
aska little favor of the House, but I have no idea 
they will grant it, and E wil not, therefore, 
press it upon them at this time. [Laughter.] 
“The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Mixison] is entitled to the floor. ` 
< Mr. MILLSON rësurméd'and concluded his ar- 
gument in favor of the bill. 

[A message was here ‘received from the Senate 
through Aszury Dicxins, Esq., its Secretary, 
notifying the Elousé of the passage by that body 
of certain bills.] nE me i 

` Mrt. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the fol- 
lowing acts; which received the signature'of the 
Speaker: : ` $ 

H. R. No. 166. An act for the relief of Mon- 
mouth B. Hart, Joel Kelly, and William Close, 
sureties of the late Benjamin F. Hart, a purser in 
the United States Navy; i 

H. R. No. 158. An’ act for the relief of Ser- 
geant Leonard Skinner; and : 

H. R. No. 153. An act for the relief of the 
heirs of Semoice, a friendly Creek Indian. =~ 
_ Mr. DISNEY then obtained the floor, and pro- 
ceeded to argue in favor of the power of Congress 
to erect a bridge over the Ohio, and maintaining 
that although such a bridge when erected by Vir- 
ginia alone, ‘might be properly declared by the 
Supreme Court a nuisance, yet the bridge having 
been erected, the Congress of the United States, 
in which lies the jurisdiction, could adopt this 
bridge asa postroute. [This speech will be found 
in the Appendix.] 

THE INDIGENT INSANE. 

The SPEAKER. The morning’ hour having 
expired, the Chair thinks it his duty'to call up the 
privileged motion made by the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. Sraniy]'on. Monday last: 
It is a motion to suspend therules for the purpose 
of taking up and. acting upon the following bill, 
viz: A bill “making-a grant of public lands to the 
several States of the Union for the benefit of indi- 
gent insane persons.” © “a 

Mr.STANLY. Thope the bill will be taken up 
without the necessity of calling for the yeas and 
nays: 

The question was put, and upon.a division there 
were 47 in the affirmative. we 

Mr. STANLY demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs: Harnis,; of Tennessee, and 
Fowier wére appointed,’ 0 OS 05o. 

_. The question was thén’taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 77, noes 40; ‘not being two thirds in 
the affirmative— a AAA 
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Mr. STANLY demanded the yeas and nays; 
which, were ordered. 
- Mr. MILLSON., Is it.in order for me to mak 
an inquiry of the Chair? p 


The SPEAKER. Not without the unanimous || 


consent of the House. Kee ps ion 

_ Mr. MILLSON, I. desire'to.know.if this bill 

will interfere with the Wheeling Bridge case? 
The SPEAKER. It cannot interfere with the 

morning hour. © ar ar RA : 
The question was then taken, and there were— 

yeas 92, nays 41; as follows: 

. YEAS—Messrs. Allison; William, Appleton; Beale, Ben- 


nett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, | 


Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, ‘Burrows, Caldwell, 
‘Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell; Cartter, Chand- 
ier, Chapman, Clingman, Cobb,.Conger, Curtis, Doty, 


Duncan, Evans, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gam- | 


‘ble, Gaylord, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Hall, Harper, 
Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Horsford; Johi W. 
Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jenkins, George G. King, Kuhns, 
Kurtz, Landry, Marin, Martin, McCorkle, Milley, Miner, 
Neary D. Moore, John Moore, Newton, Andrew Parker, 
Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Polk, Porter, Price, 
Reed, Sackett, Schoonmaker, Scuilder, Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Smith, “Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard. H, Stanton, St.Martin, Stratton, Stuart, 
Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Benj. Thompson, Thurston, 
Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, 
‘Addison White, Alexander White; anid Yates—92. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Averett, Thonias H. Bayly, Bocock, 
Busby, Colcock, Dean, Durkee, Edgerton, Edmundson, 
Faulkner, Ficklin, Fioyd, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Isham G., Harris, “Sampson W. Harris, Ien- 
dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Jackson, An- 
drew Johnson, John Johnson, George W., Jones, Letcher, 
Aoekhart, Mason, McMullin, McQueen, Meade, Millson, 
Murphy, Murray, Orr, Robie, Stone, Wallace, Wildrick? 
and Woodward—4l. 
So. (two. thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
‘rules were suspended. f 
Mr. STANLY. Is theamendment offered by 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. SıBLEY]: be- 
fore the House? 
The SPEAKER. 
that it is.not before the House, , 
Mr. STANLY. .{ have no objection to the 
amendment being offered, and then I wish to move 
the previous question, This bill has been dis- 
cussed at two different sessions of Congress, and 
L desire the House to dispose of it in some way 
vor other. | 
The SPEAKER, The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota can come up in order by 

the unanimous consent of the Flouse. , 

Mr. HALL. I ohbjecttoit. a 
_ TheSPEAKER, Therearea number ofamend- 
«ments proposed by. the committee, which must be 
~acted upon before. other amendments. can be of- 
‘fered. If the previous, question, be sustained, it 
„will cut-off all amendments except those proposed 
by the.committee. i 

“Mr, SIBLEY. I believe the gentleman from 
North Carolina does not intend to cut off my 
„amendment -by moving the previous question. I 
wish to ask whether that amendment of mine can- 
„not be received by.the unanimous: consent of the 
Fouse?. tie ag , 

The SPEAKER. . The gentleman from Mis- 
“souri {Mr., HALL] objects. , 

“Mr. SIBLEY. hope the gentleman from 
„Missouri will withdraw. his objection. i 

_ Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope the 
„gentleman from North:Carolina will not call. for 
the previous question. I hope he will withdraw 
-it; for the billas it now stands will prohibit the 
settlement of Minnesota indefinitely. 

Mr. TAYLOR... Will it bein order to have 
the amendment of the gentleman from Minnesota 
read for information ? Sra so 
_. The SPEAKER. It can only be done by unan- 
imous consent. _ in ad 

No objection being made, the amendment was 
read, as follows: ° ; . 

Insection 1. * And Territories,” interlined after the 
‘word “States” in third line. ` ie 

In section 2. Strike out the words ‘tand the: quantity ap- 
portioned to any State in which there are no such lands, 
shall be located in the territory belonging to the United 

States, to which the Indian title shatk-be extinguished, and 
“it, shalt be the duty of the States to offer the said Jands for 
“sale immediately, and to complete the same at the earliest 
i practicabld delay,” in lines eightto fourteen, and also all the 
provisos contained in said section, and insert in lieu thereof 
e following words: 
an 


` ‘Secretary Of the Interior is hereby directed to 
issue to those States, in which there are no public lands of 
~ the value of @1 25 per acre, land scrip to the amount of their 

distributive shares in acres, under the provisions of this.act, 


for no other use or purpose whatsoever :, Provided, Thatin | 


no case shall any State to:which fand scrip:may thus be is- 


. I understand from the Clerk . 


sued, be allowed to locate the same. within the limits of any 
other State, or of any organized Territory of the United 
States š but their assignees may thus locate said land scrip 
upon any of the unappropriated lands of the United States 
“subject to private entry. ` 

In section 5. After the words “ are appropriated” in third 
line insert, “and from the sales of land scrip hereinbefore 
provided for,” Ti Ns, i 
~: In'section-6. After the word “land” in -s2cond line, in- 


|| sert “and land scrip,” : : 


Mr. STANLY. ‘I now demand the previous 
question.” oe as 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I tope the 
gentleman will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question. The bill, as it now stands, gives 
to the old States not a dollar. 

Mr. AVERETT. I appeal to the gentleman 
who moved the previous question to withdraw it, 
and to allow me to address the House, for the com- 
mittee have heard nothing about this bill. The 
friends of this bill have had several occasions: to 
address the committee, and there has been no op- 
portunity to speak against it. 

Mr. STANLY. Ihave had many applications 
of that kind, and I cannot withdraw’ the call. 

Mr. AVERETT. I hope then that the previ- 
ous question will be voted down. 

Mr. SIBLEY. ‘I wish to ask, whéther before 
the previous question is moved and séconded, it is 
not in order for me to offer my amendment? ` 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already 
stated that it is not in-order except by the unani- 
mous consent of the House. 

The previous question was then seconded. 

The question then being, ‘* Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put?” 

“Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered; and the question 
peing taken there were—yeas 76, nays 585; as fol- 
ows: : 

YEAS—Messrs. William Appleton, Beale, Bennett, Bib- 


“ighaus, Bissell, Bowne, John ‘H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, 


Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Burrows, E. Carring- 
ton Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Cobb, Conger, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Dun- 
can, Evans, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gilmore, 
Goodenow, Goodrich, Hall, Harper, Haws; Haven, He- 
bard, Horsford, Houston, John W. Howe, John Johnson, 
George G. King, Kuhns, Landry, Mann, Martin, McCor- 
kle, Miller, Miner, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Samuel 
W. Parker, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Price, Reed, Scud- 


der, Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stan- 


ton, Frederick P. Stanton, Stratton, Stuart, Taylor, Benja- 
min Thompson, Thurston, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, 
Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Alexander 
White, and Yates—76. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Breckinridge, Buell, Joseph 
Cable, Chastain, Colcock, Dimmick, Disney, Durkee, 
Edgerton, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, Floyd, Thomas 
J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Har- 
ris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Holladay, Howard, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnsen, 
Danie! T. ‘Jones, George W. Jones, Kirtz, Letcher, Ma- 


: son, McMullin, MeQueen; Meade, Millson, Murphy, Mur- 
tay, Orr, Andrew Parker, Robie, Schoonmaker, Skelton, 


Snow, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Wallace, Wilcox, 


` Wildrick, and Woodward—58. 


` Só the main question was ordered to be put. 

The following amendment reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands was then disagreed to, as 
follows: 


1. In section 1, strike out the following: 
“ Ten millions of acres of land, to be apportioned*under. 


the direction of the President of the United States, in the | 


compound ratio of the geographical area and representation 


of said States in the House of Representatives, according to. | 


the census of 1850; Provided, That the area of no State 


.Shall be computed at more than fifty thousand. square 


mites,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: “ Public 
lands at the rate of fifty thousand acres to each Representa- 
tive in the House of Representatives, according to the cen- 
sus of 1850,” so as to make the section read as follows, viz: 

“Be tt enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United. States of America in Congress as- 
sembled, That there be granted to the several States for the 


: purpose-hereinafter mentioned, public lands at the rate of 


fifty thousand acres to each Representative in the House of 
Representatives, according to the census of 1850.?? 


The following’ amendments of the Committee 
on Public Lands’ were then agreed to, viz: 


2. In section 2, after the word “lands,” in the fourth line, 
strike out the words “ of suitable quality,” and insert after. 
the word “ State,” in the fifth line, the words worth $1 25. 
per acre, the value of said lands to be determined by the 
Governor of said State,” so as to make it read: 

“Sec. 2. Andbeit further enacted, That the land afore- 
said, after being surveyed, shall be apportioned to the sev- 
eral States in sections or subdivisions of sections; and 
whenever there ate public lands in a State worth $1 25 per 
acre, the value of said lands to be determined: by the Gov- 
ernor of said State, the quantity to which said: State’ shall 
be entitled shall be selected from such lands,” &c. 

3. Add to section 2, the following proviso, viz : 


“ Provided further, That if said land be not sold within. |: 


twenty years from and after the passage of this act; the 


|} Mr. BOCOCK. 


Jands remaining unsold at the end of that time, shall revert 
to thé United States.” 3 oe ER 
"4, Strike ont the 3d section, as follows, viz: aoe 

“Se. 3, And he it further enacted, That whenever the . 
apportionment of said lands shalt be completed, patents 
shall be issued to the several States. for the portions which 
Shall .be allotted to them respectively; and thereupon the 
said. State shall assume the management and:sale of ‘the 
lands. thus apportioned to them.” —: a ad 
_:dsIn-section 5, after the word “ States,” in fourth line, 
insert the words:“ or some other safe .stocks, yielding not 
less than five per cent. upon the par value of said stocks,’ 
soas to make it read: . ee ta 
“Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, ‘That all moneys 
derived from the sale of the lands aforesaid, by the States to 
which the lands were apportioned, shalt be invested in 
stocks ofthe United States, or of the States. or some other 
safe stocks, yielding not less than five per centum.upon the 
par value of said stocks, and thatthe moneys so..invested, 
shall constitute a perpetual fund,.the capital,of which shall 
be forever undiminished, and the interest.of which shall be 
inviolably appropriated to the comfortable maintenance and 
support ofthe curable and incurable indigent insane. ?? 

6. In section 7, after the word ‘f idiots,” in line three, in- 
sert the words, ‘* the deafand dumb or blind,” so as to make 


‘it read, ās follows, viz: : ` Cis ; 

“Sxo.:7. And be it further enacted, That if any State 
shall establish a public: State. institution, for the mainte- 
hance. and education of idiots, the deaf and, dumb or blind, 
they may, at the discretion of each State, be permitted to 
participate in the benefits of this: act, under the restrictions 
hervinbefore specified, and in the ratio of their numbers, 
relatively to the insane for whose maintenance and sapport 
the interest of the fund belonging to’ such State. shalk be 
applied, anything in this act to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing. i ‘ i 

The question was then taken upon the airiend- 
‘ment offered by Mr. Sta.ev, [inserted previously] 
and it was agreed tos > 3 

Mr. CHASTAIN moved ‘to lay the bill upon 
the table; and on that motion he asked for the 
yeas and nays. ; : 

The yeas and nays weré ordered. 

The question was then takèn, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 52, nays 90; as fol- 
lows: ‘ i : 

YEAS—Messrs.. Ashe, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Bocock, Breckinridge, Buell, Busby, Joseph Cable, 
Chastain, Colcoek, Dean, Durkee, Edmundson, Faulkner, 
Floyd, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Isham. G. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, Holladay, 
Houston, Howard, Jackson, Jenkins, A. Fohnson, J. John- 
son, Daniel T. Jones; George W. Jones, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Mason, McMullin, McQueen, Meade, Millson,. Murphy, 
Murray, Orr, Robie, Ross, Snow, Sutherland; Wallace, 
Wilcox, Wildrick, and Woodward—52. ` E 

NAYS-—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Beale, Ben- 
nett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, J. H: Boyd, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Geo. H. Brown, Burrows, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Cobb, 
Conger, Dimmick, Dockery, ‘Doty, : Duncan, Edgerton, 
Evans; Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gondenow, Goodrich, Harper, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hascah, Haven, Hors- 
ford; George G. King, Kohns, Landry, Mann, Martin, Me- 
Corkle,; Miller; Miner, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Out- 
law, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penni- 
man, Perkins, Polk, Porter, Price, Reed, Sackett, Schoon- 
maker, Scudder, Origen S, Seymour, Skelton, Smith, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, St. Martin; Stratton, Stuart, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, ‘Phurston,: Wal- 
bridge, Walsh, Washburn, Watkins, Welsh, and Yates: 


So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. : : à 

The bill was then ordered tò be engrossed, aivd 
read a third time. u ti ae : 

The SPEAKER. ‘When shall the bill have its 
third reading? 0 E 
= Several Vorces, ‘ Now!” «Now? > > 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: -Has the bill 
been engrossed ? ; a a 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
-yeading. y 
Mr:STANLY, I move tò reéommit the bill to 
; the Committee on Public Lands. Thope the gentle- 
man from Tennessee will withdraw ‘his objection, 
and allow the bill to have its third reading. 

“Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. {I must decline 
to withdraw it. : 

Mr. STANLY. Then }- move to suspend the 
rules, so as to enable the bill to be read the third 
time now. i ; : 

c Mr. LETCHER. On that motion, Task forthe 
yeas and nays. : i pce Cee 


It has not. 
Then I object to the third 


I call for tellers on ‘the yeas 
and nays. A ete. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER, 
‘and Sranrow of Tennessee were appointed. `~ 
The House was then divided upon ordering the 
yeas and nays, and the tellers reported 31 in the 
‘affirmative. RS k ef 


So the yeas and nays were ordered. 
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“The question was then taken upon Mr. Sranty’s 
motion, and there were—yeas 90, nays 483 as fol- 
lows: $ : : : 
~ YBAS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Bennett, 
Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne; Jobn H. Boyd, Brenton, 
Briggs, Albert G, Brown, George H. Brown, Burrows, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thomas Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Chapman, Cobb, Conger, Dimmick, Dockery, 
Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Edgerton, Evans; Florence, ‘Fow- 
ler, H: M. Fuller, Gamble, Gilmore, Goodendw, Goodtich, 
Harper, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Horsford, J- 
W. Howe, Ingersoll, G. G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, 
Mann, Martin, McCorkle, Miller, Miner, John Moore, Out- 
Jaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penni- 
man, Perkins, Polk, Porter, Price, Reed, Sackett, Schoon- 
maker, Scudder, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Stan— 
ly, Benjamin Statton, Thaddeus Stevens, St. Martin, Strat- 
ton, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, B. Thompson, Thurston, 
‘Watbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, 
Wets, Alexander White, and Yates—90. > 
NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Babcock, Thomas H., 

Bayly; Bocock, Buell, Busby, Joseph Cable, Chastain, 
Coleoek, Dean, Disney, Edivundson, Thomas J. D. Fuller, 
Hall, Hamilton; Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W, 
Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard; Holladay, Houston, 
Howard, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. 
Jones, George W. Jones, Preston King, Letcher, Lockhart, 
Mason, McMullin, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Henry D. 
Moore, Murphy, Murray, Orr, Robie, Ross, Wallace, Wit- 
cox, Wildtick, and Woodward—48. i : 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) 
the. rules were not suspended. 


MARY B. RENNER. 

Mr.. COBB. .I now make the appeal to the 
‘House, of which I gave. notice several days ago, 
in’ behalf of a suffering widow and six orphan chil- 
dren. I hope the House will allow the bill to pass. 
Tt has passed both branches of Congress several 
times, has been reported on by many committees 
of both Houses, and. has never been reported 
against. [I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole House be 
discharged from the further consideration of Senate bill No. 
152, providing for the settlement by the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States‘of the claim of Daniel Ren- 
ner, deceased, upon such terms.as are: provided for in said 
bill, not to exceed the amount therein stated. 


-© Mr, CARTTER.. Iv it in order to move that the 
rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 


-itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 


ofthe Union? ~ Pate 
The SPEAKER. Not while the gentleman 


‘from Alabama is upon the floor.” Is there: objec- 


tion to the resolution of the gentleman from Ald- 
‘bana? f oe f 
Several Memgers objected. _ 
- Mr. COBB. © Then I. move to: suspend the 


rules. 

Mr. STANLY.. Was my motion to recommit 
the bill for the benefit of the indigent insane enter- 
tained ? Py j 

The SPEAKER. That ‘motion has been én- 
tertained. À i K : i 

. , The. question was then. taken on Mr. Coss’s 
motion; and (two thirds voting inthe affirmative) 
it was agreed to. : a 

The question was then taken 
tion, and it was agreed: to:' 

The Clerk read the title of the bill as follows, 
viz: “ An act for the relief of John F. Callan, ad- 
ministrator of Daniel Renner, deceased,” 

Mr. STUART. [rise to a privileged question. 
T desire to move to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill for the benefit of the indigent insane was 

ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. I 
do not wish to press the motion now,-but I ask 
that it may be entered. ; : 

: The motion was accordingly entered. 

Mr. COBB. The Committee on Claims unani- 
mously directed the bill. now before us to be re- 
„ported to the House. The committee adopted the 
report of the Senate committee that investigated 
this sabject.. iui oo 3 
Mr. HAMILTON, .. Let us hear the bill read. 

_ The Clerk read the bill through. It author- 
izes the, Secretary, of; the. Treasury to : pay some 
16,000 for,the destruction: of arope-walk by the 
enemy in 1814. , : 

. Mr. COBB... have.no. desire: to consume’ the 
time of the House about this matter, .. There is 
one amendment; however, which must: be. made 
in the bil , and that is, to change the name of the 
administrator... John, E...Callan-has resigned: the 
"ad ministration, and.the widow, herself. has: been ap- 
pointed administratnix.::. Ldesire that that amend- 
.meht shall.be made. sacs tas ee 
| Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire if: there is 
a report accompanying.the pillar seos 0; 02 


upon the resolu- 


H 


il his motion to, reconsider, 


| Alabama [Mr. Coss} entitle 


Mr. COBB. . There‘is’a report from the Senate 
committee, and if the gentleman wishes it, it can 
be read for the information.of the House. i 

Mr. KING, of New York. I desire to hear 
the: report read. This‘is one of those old war 
claims. at Me . 


tion. I want to know whether a bill was not once 
reported in this case and lost? i 

Mr. COBB. This bill has always been re- 
ported on favorably. ESE 

Mr. CARTTER. Has.this claim ever been 
provided for by bill? (00 5p a sae me 

Mr. COBB. A part-of it has. 9.03.0 
.Mr. CARTTER. How oldarethe “orphans?” 
I see that the injury for which indemnity is claimed 
was sustained in 1814. : 

Mr. COBB. They are old 
ferers. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. And this 
is to pay the claim a second time.? 

Mr. COBB. It never hag been paid yet. 

The report. accompanying the bill was then 
read. a 

Mr. COBB. I move to amend the bill by. strik- 
ing out the words ‘John F. Callan, administra- 
tor,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words 
“ Mary B. Renner, administratrix.’’. 

Mr. CARTTER. . I:move to lay the bill and 
amendment upon the table. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi.. I.ask the gen- 
tleman from Ohio to withdraw that motion for a 
moment, in order that I may say a few words of 
explanation. ` j ; 

Mr. CARTTER. These claimants have re- 
ceived nearly $20,000 already... . 

Mr. BROWN. I will explain all that if the 
gentleman will allow me. I[ will not consume 
more than four or five minutes, 

_Mr. CARTTER. J ask for téllers on my. mo- 
tion. eae 

Tellers were ordered; and ‘Messrs, CLINGMAN 
and Henpricxs were appointed. ; 

Mr. BROWN. -I again appeal to the gentle- 
man from Ohio to withdraw his motion, and let 
me say's word of explanation. I promise to 
‘renew his motion... = ie : 
< Mr. CARTTER. ‘No, sir; I cannot withdraw 


Its f i ges 
“Mr. BROWN. Then I hope the bill will not 
be disposed of in this summary way without one 
. word of explanation. i 
The question was then taken on Mr. Cartrer’s 
motion, and the tellers reported—ayes 62, noes 59. 
So the bill was laid upon the table. . 


Mr. HOUSTON obtained the floor. 

-Mr. FICKLIN. I appeal. to the. honorable 
member from Alabama to allow me to report a bill 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COBB. “I tise to a privileged question. 

The bill, I understand, was laid upon ilie table. 

I voted in the affirmative, with a view of moving 

to reconsider, butiif the House chooses, I will not 

press that motion now.” e 

Mr. CARTTER. I call the gentleman to 
order. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama moves to reconsider the vote by which Sen- 
-ate bill No. 152 was laid upon the table. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I have the floor. I suppose 
he.cannot, therefore, have the motion to recon- 
sider now. nai f 

Mr. COBB. I shall not insist upon its consid- 
eration at this time. My object is, that the House 
shall examine into the matter, and at the proper 
time, 1 will call up the motion. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I move to lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. ` 

Mr. COBB. [have the floor. 
| The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 
the gentleman ‘from Alabama: [Mr. Coss] had a 
right.to move: to. reconsider, and there being no 
other business under consideration, he has a right 
| to the floor, if he ‘chooses to insist upon action’on 


enough to be suf- 


Mr. JONES; of. Tennessee. I would . suggest 
to the Chair this'questiow of ordérr Whether the 
motion to reconsider the vote laying the bill upon 
the tableis debatable? =»; asta cena 
» “The SPEAKER. 

Mr- JONES, The 


i “gentleman from 
o.the floor? ).. 


ai Mx. HOUSTON, | ‘The Chair recognized mes 


Mr. CARTTER. : [-desire.to ask a single ques- 


the late Mexican war. - donot 


sentito talcé-th 


The SPEAKER. Heis entitled to the floor to 
insist upon the consideration of-his motion. `- 
Mr. HOUSTON. : Mytolleague took the floor 
from me, to make a privileged motion. _ bog 
The SPEAKER. : He has done it. ` 
Mr. HOUSTON. I propose to go into the 
Committee of the W hole on the state of the Union, 
with a view of taking up:the naval: appropriation 


bill: - aoe pe 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion òf the gentleman from Alabama is 
in order. onal . 
Mr. HOUSTON. Then I make that motion. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee,” I appeal to 
the gentleman from Alabama, to allow me to move 
to take up a bill now upon the Speaker’s table. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Irise to a question 
of order. ‘The géntleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Cosg] had been. assigned the floor by the Speaker, 
to move to reconsider the vote by which his bill 
was laid upon the table. I submit that he is the 
gentleman now entitled tothe floor... 0... 
.. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from, Ala- 
bama [Mr. Coss] did. rise to a privileged question 
and was recognized by the Chair. He had the 
right to submit the motion and have it entered upon 
the Journal, but not to debate it, in the opinion of 
the Chair. . i mi a 
_ Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman’ from ‘Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Jones] misunderstands the’ facts.’ 


rose and was recognized by the Chair before my 


colleague (Mr. Cosg] rose. I ‘submit, therefore, 
that my motion is the only one now’ in order. 
Mr. KING, of New York. I would suggest 


“that the privileged motion of the gentleman from 


Alabama [Mr. Coss] be disposed of now. It will 


‘take büt à minute, and that will save all difficulty 


as to which motion is first in order: ~. 
The SPEAKER. They are both privileged 


“questions, and the Housë can determine them both 


in a minute. The questidn will be first taken upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Houston,] that the rules be Suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself inta the Committee of the 
‘Whole on the state of the Union. : 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee: I appeal to the 
gentleman from Alabama to allow.me to make a 
motion to take up Senate resolution No. 26. Itisa 
joint-resolution authorizing the completion of a 
war steamer for harbor defense = yo 

Mr. VENABLE. ` I object, . peed am 

Mr. HOUSTON. There are but twelve days 
of the session remaining, all told, tö consider the 
business now’before the House. I ami not willing 
to give way for that bill at all. I hope the House 
will go into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union and take up the Navy bill,.so 
that we may progress with the public business as 
fast as possible. nN ns ; 

The question was put, and decided in the nega 
tive by the sound. oe a 
> Mr. HOUSTON. As gentlemen near me desire 
to dispose of the question of reconsideration, which 
now stands in the way of my motion, I am willing 
they should first dispose of that motion.’ I with- 
draw my motion. an 

The question now ‘being upon’ Mr: Coss’s 
motion to reconsider the motion by which the bill 
for the relief of the administrator of Daniel’ Rèn- 
ner was ordered to lie upon the table— 

Mr. SWEETSER moved to lay the motion to 
reconsider. upon the table. f F 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, moved that the 
House do now adjourn. of kag Ne ve 

The motion was not agreed to, 


` The question then recurring üpon the motion to 


4 


Jay the motion to reconsider upon the table— 


Mr. COBB demanded tellers; but they were not 
ordered. it des S 
The question was then put, and. the motion to 
reconsider was ordered to lie upon the table. 
.. MR. LE ROY. 
Mr. HOWARD.: There is a bill now lying 


_upon the Speaker’s table for the relief of Mr. Le 


Roy, whodost.an arm ina very gallant action in 
propose to make 
ation'to it; but 


any statement. to the House in’ t 
if the House will hear the’ rep 
not more than: twenty lines, 1 

-Joh 


1852. 


‘Mr. HOWARD. :I move to suspend therules. 
. Mr. HAMILTON... I call for the reading of 
the bill. . Sty aes 4 
The bill was read through. It 
invalid pension of $20 per month. TARDE 

Mr. HOWARD.: I now-ask that the-report 
may be read. There arẹ not more than twenty 
lines of it? ’ ae ; me 

Mr. CARTTER. | There is objection made to 
its consideration. I donot see any good in having 

-the report read, {FS n 5l 
een But I move to suspend the 
rales. : cS 
~The report was then read. ess E $ 
“Pie question now belig upon suspending the 
ralés, it was put, and, upon a division, Y rose in 
the aflirmative. i ; 

Mr. HOWARD demanded tellers; which were 
ordeved; and Messrs. Srrarrow and CLINGMAN 

‘were’ appointed. j a 

Mr. OUTLAW. 
journ; s ; 

Mr. POLK demanded tellers; which were òr- 
dered; and Messrs. STRATTON and CLINGMAN were 
appointed. ` a ee ESRD 

The question was then taken; and’ the tellers 
reported——ayes 52, noes G0; no quorum voting. : 
- Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, demanded the yeas 

‘and nays; but they were not ordered. | 

So the House refused to adjourn. ` 

Mr. AVERETT. I appeal to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. OurLaw] to withdraw 
his motion to adjourn, and allow us to settle this 
question now before the House. z 

Mr. STUART. J move that there be a call of 

-the Efouse, and upon that motion I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

Mr. HOWARD. I move th 
now adjourn. Hor ` 
_ The motion. was agreed to; and the House. ad- 

journed till to-morrow at eleven o'clock, a.m. . 


provides for an 


4 


{ 
i 


I move that the House ad- 


at the House do 


NOTICE OF A BILL. | 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, gave notice that on to-morrow, 

or some subsequent day, he would ‘ask leave to introduce 

a bill, entitled “ A dill-to authorize the Commissioner of 

the General Land Office toimake records of patents for Vir- 
ginia military lands, in certain cases.” : 


ot 8. “PETITIONS, &e." 
_ The following petitions and memorials were presented 
` under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
© By. Mr. SWEETSER: The memorial of ‘Levi John- 
‘gon, of Cleveland, Ohio. ves i 
|: By Mr: BROWN, of Mississippi :- The petition of George 
Phillips and 25 other citizens of Mississippi, praying the ṣẹ- 
moval of the land office from Augusta, to Paulding, Missis- 
sippi. A : Pape saan 
4 Pigo, the petition of W. B. Terrell tind 54 other citizens 
of Jasper county, for the same, > - Goats 
Also, the petition of: Henry M. Round and 18 others, for 
the same. i 
“Also, thie petiti 
games o nry 
Also, the petition of T. E. Lightsey and 31 others, for the 
same, > A ar ean $ ; 
` Also, the petition of James Holden and 41 others, for the 
same. E 
‘Also, the petition 
the same. - 
Also, the petiti 
same. 
Also, the petition of J. J. Husbands and 61 others, for the 
same. ; i : 
Also, the p 
same. ` 
Also, the p 
same. 
. Also, the petition: of J. 
the same. 


on of J, Es Watts and 78 others, for the 


of: William Kellen and 84 others, for 
on of J. W. Smith and 14 others, for the 


yetition of F. M. Beard and 4 others, for the 


étition of W: B. Dozier and 52 others, for the 
C. Hirdleberg and 9 others, for 


IN SENATE. 
j Tuespäy, August 17, 1852. 

Prayer by the Rev. Lirrieton F. Morean. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid. before the 
Senate a communication from the Treasury. De- 
partment, in answer to & resolution of the Senate 
respecting the practicability and expense of a sur- | 
wey of certain islands in the vicinity of Santa Bar- 
‘bara channel, on the coast. of California, which 
-was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

| PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the petition o i 
C. Friese, praying an appropriation: to test his 
invention of a-safety-jacket for steam-boilers ; 
which was referred to the Committee on ‘Com- 
merce. 

Mr. PRATT. I have been requested to pre- 
gent to the Senate a memorial signed by a com- 


f Philip 


| mittee on. Finance, so that a suitable increase of | 


| resentatives, for the relief of James Wright, 


mittee of working men employed by the Govern- 
ment in the District of Columbia, in which they 
represent that they have labored under great dis- 
advantages from the very low rate of wages they 
are now receiving. from the.United States. They 
suggest that the arguments which have been ad- 
duced in favor-of an increase’in the compensation 
of certain grades of clerks employed in the. vari- 
ous Departments..of the Government, will apply 
with greater force to their. situation... They rep- 
resent the high price of marketing in the District 
of Columbia as rendering-an increase of wages 
essential to their comfort. They represent that 
owing to the loss of time on account of rain, &c., 
a great many of them are unable to-average over 
$1 25 per day, whilst the majority seldom, if ever, 
average seventy-five cents per day. They ask 
that this application may be referred to the Com- | 


wages may be put in the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill.’ I ask that reference for the me- 
‘morial. : 3 

it was so referred. ; 

Mr. WALKER presented the petition of James 
Blackhurst and others, praying that the “home- 
stead bill’? may become a law;-which was ordered 
to be laid on the table. : : i 

Also, a petition of mechanics and laborers em- 
ployed in the United States Arsenal, in the city of 
Washington, praying an increase of their pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
_.Mr. CASS presented the petition of William 
Thwaits and others, praying that.the “homestead 
bill’? may become a law; which was ordered to be 
laid on the table. 


. REPORTS FROM STANDING.COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the .Committee on 
Indian Affairs, to which was referred a report of 
the Sécretary of War in answer to a resolution of 
the Senate calling fora list of the Creek Indian 
warriors who were killed, wounded, or died in-the 
service.of the United States during the late war in 
Florida, with a statement of the arrears of pay 
due them, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration, taereof, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed 


to. : 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pen- 
‘gions, to which were referred the following bills 
from. the House of Representatives, reported the 
same back without amendment: 

An act for the relief of Jacob Shade, jr.; 

An act for the relief of Cornelius Hughes, of 
Tennessée; and 

Aj act for the relief of John Kerbaugh. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives to increase the pension of Henry Click, 
“of Cocke county, Tennessee, reported the same 
back with a verbal amendment. = 

Efe also, from the same committee, to’which 
was referred the bill from the House of Rep- 


jt., asked to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration thereof; which was agreed to. 

-i He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred the following petitions, asked to be 
discharged from the further consideration thereof; 
which was agreed to: j 

The petition of Anna. Norton and Lois Faskit, 
heirs of Zephaniah Ross, praying to be allowed 
a pension for the services of their father during 
the war of the Revolution; . 

". The petition of Anna Murphy, praying to be 
allowed a pension for the services of her late hus- 
band during the revolutionary war; . 

The petition of Richard Eaton, praying a pen- 
sion. in consideration of injuries received in the 
military service during the Florida war; and 

. {he petition of Roda W. Inge, praying the con- 
tinuation of the pension allowed her for the ser- 
vices of her late husband, Lieutenant Z. M. P. 


Inge. . 
oe Mr. BORLAND said, that with regard to the 
petition of Roda W. Inge, he wished to say that 
it was provided for in a general bill which. the 
‘committee had reported. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred the memorial o 
Thomas B. Parsons, for arrears of pension, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill. for his 
relief; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. The report was ordered to be printed. 


i 
|3 
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duty; 
. “the 


‘to be discharged from the further considera 
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He also, from the same committee, to witich. was 
referred. the. memorial of McKean Buchanan,.a 
purser in the ‘Navy, praying reparation: for loss 
sustained by’ him in consequénce::of an- order. of 


‘his commanding officer, submitted a report, ac- 
| companied by a bill for his relief; which was-read 


and passed. to the second ‘reading: : The report 
was ordered to be printed. oe reid ott 
He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of Harlow. Spaulding, 
asking compensation: for “services as acting ‘naval 
storekeeper. at Spezzia, from 1847 to 1851, sub- 
mitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his relief; 
which was read and passed tothe second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. ` : 
He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred the following memorials, asked, to 
be discharged from the farther consideration there- 
of; which was agreed to: ` 
The memorial of L. L. Chapman, praying an 
appropriation to aid him in the investigation of 
his discovery of physical laws; : 
_ The memorial of John West and others, pray- 
ing compensation for the time lost, and sufferings 
endured in their imprisonment during the war. of 
1812; z N . : : 
The memorial of Evelina Porter, widow of Com- 
modore David Porter, praying”Congress..to grant 
such reasonable sum as may prove their proper 


appreciation of the services, sufferings, and sacri- 


fices of her late husband; . 


The memorial of Gottleib A. Krieger, praying 


| to be allowed the difference between the pay of.a 


marine and that of surgeon’s steward, during the 
time he acted in the latter capacity; = AE, 
e Wash- 


The memorial of the working men at th 
ington Navy-Yard, praying that a pension may 
be allowed for long and faithful services; and also 
for disability incurred in the performance of their 
an : 3 : 
memorial of the present and late watchmen 
of the Navy Department, praying extra compen- 
sation. : mi t 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which was referred the memorial 
of David Butler, praying to be allowed compen- 
sation for daties performed and expenses incurred 
whilein charge of Mount Vernon Arsenal, Ala- 
bama, from June, 1840, to December, 1841, asked 
tion 


thereof; which was agreed. to. : 
Mr. SHIELDS also submitted a report:on the 
subject: which was ordered tobe printed.” ` 
Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, to which was.referred the petition of 
George P. Welsh and Clark H. Wells, passed 


midshipmen in the. Navy, praying to be allowed 


| additional compensation during the time they per- 


formed the duties of .a higher gradey submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill for their relief; which 
was read and passed to the second reading. The 
report was ordered to be printed. at 

_Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred sundry memorials of the 


| creditors of the late Republic of Texas, submit- 


ted a report, accompanied by a bill to. provide for 
the payment of such of the creditors of Texas as 
are comprehended in the act of Congress: of Sep- 
tember 9, 1850; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. The report was ordered to -be 
printed. aa EEE 

Mr. HUNTER said that he dissented from the 
views of the majority of the committee, but had 
no time to write a minority report. 

Mr. RUSK, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the 
bill from the House of Representatives for the 
relief of Cornelius. Covert, of Michigan, reported 
it back without amendment. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to. which was referred the memorial of 
Foxhall A. Parker, praying to be allowed com- 
pensation for the expenses incurred while in com- 
mand of the East India squadron, reported a bill 
for his relief; which was read and passed to the 
second reading. : ; 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee. on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives making appropriations 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses ofthe Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 
1853, and for other. purposes, reported “it back 
with sundry amendments; which ‘were ordered to 
be printed. wes Phe a 
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He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred a communication from the heads of 
Departments in relation, to a classification of the 
“derks, submitted the following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury, of War, 
of the Navy, of the Interior, and the:Postniaster General be 
‘directed to report to ‘the Senate, at the commencement of 
its next session, the number and: classes. of clerks which 
will. be required. in each bureau or division of his Depart- 
“ment; upon the supposition ‘that they are to be or, anized as 
follows: that is to.say, inta-four classes, viz: No: 1, into 
which no new appointment.is to be made ofany person over 
eighteen years of age, and with asalary.of $800 per annum, 
No.2, with a salary each of $1,200. No.3, witha salary each 
sof $1,600, and No.‘ 4," with a‘salary each of $2,000. The 
shew appointments in each Department in classes 2, 3, and 
4, ta be made from the class immediately below it-in. that 

` Department, and the members of class No. Í toreceive five 
per cent. additional salaries, to commence at the end of 
‘each year of additional service 5‘ atid the otherétasses to re- 
ceive.three per cent. of like additional. salaries for a similar 
additional service ; but none to receive, by. virtue of these 
allowances, a salary higher than-the grade above him ; and 
-no additional salary to be givén to any member of class No. 
4after his saláty reaches $2,400. But the clerks in each 
Department to be subject to removal by its head. 

Mr. DOWNS, from the Committee on Private 
‘Land Claims, to which was referred the bill for 
the settlement of a certain class of private land 
claims within the limits of the D’Auterive claim, 
and for allowing preémption tocertain purchasers 
and actual settlers in the event of a final adjudica- 
tion of the title of the said D’Auterive in favor of 
the United States, and for other purposes, re- 
ported back the same without amendment. 

On motion by Mr. DOWNS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to the 

“¢onsideration of the above-named bill; and no 
amendment being made, it was reported to the 
‘Senate, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 
THE, SANDWICH ISLANDS. 


A message was received from the President of 
ithe United States, by Mr. M. P. Firumorg, his 
‘Secretary; which was read,.as follows: 

To the Senate of the United States: i 

oI have received a resolution of your honorable body of 
the 6th instant, appearing to have been adopted in open le- 
‘ gislative session, requesting me to inform the Senate, if not 


Ancompatiblé with the public interests, whether any prop- 
‘ositions have been made by the King of the Sandwich Isl- 
ands to transfer the sovereignty of these Islands to the 
United States; and to communicate to the Senate all the 
official information on that subject in my possession. In 
reply to which I have to state, that on or about the 12th 
day of June last I received a similar resolution from the 
Senate, adopted in Executive or secret session, to which I 
returned an answer, stating that in my opinion a commu- 
nication of the information requested at that juncture would 
not comport with the public interest. Nothing has since 
transpired to change my views on that subject, and [ there- 
fore feel constrained again to decline giving the information 


asked. 
MILLARD FILLMORE. 
WASHINGTON, August 14, 1852. 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, that message 
ig in reply to a resolution which I introduced to 
the Senate, and Iam desirous that it should be 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
At the same time I desire to offer the following 
resolution, which I should like to have the same 
reference: 
Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to send a Commissioner to the Sandwich Islands, 
who shall be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
instituting negotiations for the acquisition of those Islands 
by the United States. i 
I move that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator can offer his 
resolution when resolutions are called for.. The 
question is now upon the reference of the mes- 
sage. 
Mir. WELLER. I do not know, Mr. Presi- 
dent, but that [may desire to discuss the question 
of the reference of this message to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. The original resolution 
to which the President of the United States makes 
reference in his message, was offered in Executive 
session, and was introduced by me. I had given 
notice of my intention to offer that resolution in 
open session, in consequence of some proceedings 
which had taken place in Executive session, to 
which I am not at liberty now to refer. I confess 
I was a little surprised, after this notice thus 
iven by me, that the Senator from New York 
PMr. Sewarp] should, on the next day, have 
- taken and offered it in his own name in the precise 
- words in which I introduced it; but of this I have 
“no complaint to make, although I want ‘the fact 

known. My only object is to bring this subject 


| to the attention of the Senate, and to the attention 
of the country..: hope, therefore, that the motion 
‘to refer-this message will go over a few days, as 
1 desire to say something upon it. 
. Mr. SEWARD. I have no objection to the 
postponement of the reference. ` 
tase, lie on the table. i 

Mr. BADGER. I hope that course will be 
adopted, for I have ‘something to say upon that 
subject myself. 3 

The motion to refer. the message to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations was ‘not agreed to, 
and it was accordingly laid on the table. 

Mr. SEWARD subsequently submitted his 
resolution. ` : 

Mr. FELCH. It will lie over. 

The resolution was laid over accordingly, 


a _BRIG GENERAL ARMSTRONG. 

On „motion by Mr. JONES, of lowa, the Sen- 
ate proceeded to the consideration of the resolu- 
tion submitted by him on the 27th of July, and it 
was adopted, as follows: _ 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
‘quested to communicate to the Senate (if not incompatible 
‘With the public interest): copies of all the correspondence 
which has taken place, and documents that may have been 
collected, since the message of the President of the 15th of 
„December, 1845, (printed with the Senate documents, Ist 
session Twenty-ninth Congress, in volume 3, No: 14,) in 
relation to the:claim. of the owners of the brig General Arm- 
strong against the Government .of Portugal, including all 


letters and papers in the possession of the Government ma- 

terial to a full understanding of the subject, and not here- 

tofore communicated to the Senate. r 
‘COAST SURVEY OF CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. GWIN submitted the following resolution 
for consideration; which was considered by unan- 
imous consent, and agreed to: ai 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be ra- 
quested to inform the Senate whether, without interfering 
with the regular progress of the coast survey, the recon- 
noissance of the coast of California may be extended south 
to Cape St. Lucas. 

SUPERINTENDENT OF THE CENSUS. | 

Mr. BORLAND. I offer the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be author- 
ized to communicate‘a statement-of the account of the ex- 
penses of the visit to Europe of the Superintending Clerk of 
the Census, to be made out from the. vouchers in the case, 


in lieu of the verbatim copies of the vouchers which were 
called for in a former resolution of the Senate. 


T ask for the consideration of the resolution at 
this time. I will state to the Senate that it is a 
mere explanation of a former resolution. A res- 
olution formerly adopted by the Senate required 
verbatim copies of these vouchers. I am informed 
by a letter from the Department that it is very 
difficult, if not impracticable, just now to comply 

with that request, as many of the vouchers are in 
| foreign languages, and there is no clerk inthe De- 
partment competent to make out a proper copy of 
them. It is, therefore, necessary to authorize the 
Department to substitute a statement of the ac- 
counts. _ . : 

The resolution was considered and agreed to. 

COMPENSATION OF CLERKS. 

Mr. BRIGHT, 1 offer the following resolution, 
which I ask may now be considered: 

Resolved, That the Secretaries of State, Treasury, War, 
Navy, and of the Interior, the Postmaster General, and the 
Attorney General, be directed to communicate to the Sen- 
ate the names and compensation per annum of each of the 
clerks employed in each of the several offices and bureaus 
under their direction, including any additional compensa- 
tion allowed to either for any purpose ; and also, the names 
and compensation of each person employed as an extra 
clerk, or employed in copying or other business, for each 
of the said offices and bureaus. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to suggest to the 
Senator from Indiana to include in his resolution 
a provision requiring a statement of the service 
performed by each clerk. That is necessary for 
the purpose of showing the services performed by 
the different grades of clerks. By which, I ap- 
‘prehend, it will be found that those who do the 
most service receive the least pay. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The resolution comes from 
the Committee on Finance, who recommend its 
adoption for the reason that we are receiving vari- 
ous applications to raise the salaries of these offi- 
cers; and in order to act understandingly upon that 
subject, it is necessary to obtain this information, 
I shall not object to an amendment such as that 
suggested by the honorable Senator from Maine; 
though I cannot accept it because the resolution ig 
offered at the instance of the committee. 


The PRESIDENT. The message will, in that 


“séVeral States and 


Mr. HAMLIN.. ‘Then: I rove to amend the 
resolution by- inserting, “ together with a descrip- 
tion of the services performed by such clerksre- 
spectively.” E a aie ae 5 

The amendment was agreed tò: andthe resolu- 
tion asamended was'adopted. ~~ Fina 

MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 

. Mr. WELLER., I ask theSenate now totake 
up the resolution which I submitted some time ago 
to appoint a committee to investigate the charges 
preferred by Colonel McClellan against the Bound- 
ary Commissioner. I will state that it is very 
important that the resolution should. be cadena 
immediately, because some of the witnesses who 
are nowen the city are about to leave for New 
Mexico. [intended myself to make some reply 
to the remarks of the Senator from Rhode Island, 
[Mr. Crarxs,] but I waive all right to do so, in 
order that the committee may be organized at 
once. : : . 

The motion was agreed io, and the Senate ac- 
cordingly proceeded to the consideration of the 
resolution, which is as follows: 


Resolved, That the charges preferred by Colonel J. Me- 
Clellan, of the ‘Topographical Corps, and others, against 
J. R. Bartlett, appointed Commissioner to run and mark 
the boundary line between the United States and the Re- 
public of Mexico, be referred to a select committee of five 
for investigation, with power, if necessary, to send.for per- 
sons and papers. 


The resolution was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr.. WELLER, and by unani- 
mous consent, it.was ordered that the committee 
be appointed by the President pro tempore. 

Subsequently, on motion by Mr. BADGER, 
that the vote on agreeing-to the resolution last men- 
tioned be reconsidered, it was ordered to lièonthe 
table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


“A message from the House of Representatives 


was received by Mr. Forner, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had passéd the following bills: 
An act making a grant of public lands to the 
d ‘Territories of the Union, for 
the benefit of insane persons; and 
An act to regulate arid fix the annual salary of 
the American consul at the city of Amsterdam. 


SAULT STE. MARIE: CANAL. 
On motion by Mr. FELCH, the Senate pro- 


“ceeded to.consider the bill granting to the State of 


Michigan the right of way and a donation of Pub- 
lic: land for the construction of a ship-canal around 
the Falls of St. Mary's; in that State. °° 
‘A long debate ensuéd, in which Messrs. SMITH, 
Bortanp, FELCH, Watxer, BADGER, Dovenas, 
Jones of Tennessee, and others participated. 
{See Appendix for this debate. ] ne 
The. question was. taken: on Mr. Arcnison’s 
amendment to increase the grant to 700,000 acres; 
which was agreed to. PEE ate 
. Mr. HALE moved to amend by inserting" the 
homestead bill; but, after debate, withdrew it. . 
Mr. UNDERWOOD moved to amend by add- 
ing Bennett’s land distribution bill; which, after 
debate, was rejected by the followirig vote: 
YEAS—Méssis.. Butler, Clarke, Davis, Dawson; De 
Saussure, Downs, Fish, Foot, Morton, Pratt, Seward, Un- 
derwond, iùd Upham—14, f 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, 


Atchison, Badger, Bell, Bor- 
Jand, Bradbury, Bright, Brooke, Cass, Chariton, Chase, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Felch, 
Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, James, Jones of 
Towa, Jones of Tennessee, King, Mallory, Mason, Meri- 
wether, Norris, Sebastian, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Sumner, 
Toucey, Wade, and Walker——36. 

The bill was then réportèd'to the Senate, and 
on the question of concurring in.the amendment 
of Mr. Arcuison, it Was. concurred In—yeasg 28, 
nays 2], as follows: yeaa oy 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Borland, Bright, Cass, 
Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, . Dodge ‘of: fowa, ‘Douglas, 
Downs, Fetch, Fish,, Gwin, Houston, James, Jones of 
Iowa, King, Mallory, Morton, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, 
Smith, Soulé, Sumner, Toucey, Wade, and Walker—98, 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger,’ Bayard, Bell, Brooke, ‘Butler, 
Chariton, ‘Clarke, Davis, Dawson, De. Saussure, Foot, 
Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Hunter; Jones of Tennessee, Mason, 
Meriwether, Pratt, Spruance, and Upham—21. 


The bill was then ordered to'be engrossed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President : 
- The PRESIDENT. There area few bills from 
the House of Representatives on the table, which, 
if such is the pleasure of the Senate, will be taken 
up in order that they may be referred. : 
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Mr. CASS. Will the Senator: indulge. me in 
one word? I wish to say that the honorable Sen- 
ator from ‘Louisiana, [Mr. Sopel whose re- 
marks were commented upon by the Senator from 
New. York.[Mr. Sewarp] the other day, is dè- 
‘sirous.of answering some portion of the remarks 
of the latter Senator. He thinks it is necessary 
in his behalf. that ‘he: should ‘answer some of the 
remarks of the Senator from New York. ‘I there- 
fore give notice tothe. Senate, that-on the day 
after to-morrow, soon after the Senate meets, I 
“shall move ‘that the Senator from Louisiana be 
heard upon the-subject of the fisheries. 7 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr.:President, [ rise to move 
that the Senate take up the bill ‘ making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
‘Government for the year ending June 30, 1853, 
-and for other purposes,’’in order that we may 
‘adjourn on it to-day, so as to have it. the special 
-order for to-morrow. I make that motion. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I trust the Senate will 
not agrée to the motion which has. been made by 
my worthy and distinguished friend from: Vir- 
-ginia. I want to make an issue with him now be- 
tween the civil and ‘diplomatic bill and the: river 
-and harbor bill;‘and I want: a test of strength on 
the subject this evening by’a fair vote. ‘If the 
Senate decide to take up now, in. view of the. ad- 
4ournment, and to give preference to the civil and 
diplomatic bill, thus putting the river and harbor 
bill behind it, it will; in my opinion, jeopard the 
fate of the latter bill. The civil'and diplomatic 
bill will certainly go through; there is no mistake 
‘about it; but there is some: little doubt about the 
river and harbor bill, judging feomsome indications 
‘here on that subject. : If there is a majority in this 
‘body in favor of the river and harbor bill, I trust 
they will vote down the motion which has been 
-made by the Senator from: Virginia, and take up 
„the river and harbor‘bill, and: adjourn upon it, so 
sas to have it the special order for to-morrow. 

Mr, HALE. :: Lbelievel had obtained the floor, 
and addressed the Chair; and I think I was recog- 
~nized as entitled to the floor; but the Chair sug- 
‘gested to me that there were oné or tworbills on 

he table from the House which might be referred, 
and I yielded. Instead of proceeding with those 
“bills, however, the floor was ‘yielded to others. 
-When I obtained the floor, T obtained it for the 
-purpose;of ‘moving thatthe. Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the homestead bill, upon which, 
- motion Iintended to ask for the yeas and nays. 
<The PRESIDENT. The motion of. the Sen- 
sator frm Virginia to take up the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, ia the question pending... . 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘There are. other appropri- 
ation’ bills tọ be:acted: upon, besides ‘the civil and 
- diplomatic bill.: There is the Army bill, the.Na- 
‘vy bill, and the Post Office bill; and [I think it 
would promote the dispatch of business, if we 
. were to take up the civil and diplomatic bill first. 
Jf the Senate determine to act upon the river and 
harbor bill, it can be done after the civil and dip- 
lomatic bill is disposed of, because there will be a 
certain portion of time consumed between thetwo 
< Houses, in relation to amendments to the latter 
„bill. If all of these subjects are to be acted upon, 
I believe we should get through more certainly 
“and rapidly by taking them up in that order. Lam 
‘against: the -river and harbor bill. I. shall vote 
vagainst it; but it'is:not my purpose to defeat it by 
indirection, AiLI ask is, that the appropriation 
Tbills shall have a fair chance. ‘It seems'to me, 
that if-wecput off the-civil and diplomatic bill, 
-there will'not be time to consider it. It embraces 
sargredt many subjects. It appropriates a large 
sum of money, and there are agreat many amend- 
ments to: be offered toit. ‘I-uhink, ‘that in order to 
do justice to.the business of the country, that bill 
‘should be taken up: to-morrow.. = `> ~ 

Mr. DAVIS.. Mr. President, we have been 
admonished that the river-and harbor bill:is to be 
-contested ‘at all points, and to.be delayed as long | 
- as the constitutional rifles of this body will enable | 
members to do it. J think that that enunciation 
was made when the bill was first taken up for the 
‘purpose of reference. If that course isto be pur- 
sued, I suppose the friends of the bill would think 
it worth while to take itup atan early day. I 
gave notice that T should move to take it up-yes- 
terday; but the Senator from Michigan had prece- 
dence with: his bill, and ithas occupied us for the 


i Senate ma 


Jast-two. days, not very profitably T must say; but 


- I hope the friends of the river and harbor bill, if ij. 


they ‘mean that it shall: pass, will feel disposed to 
take it up at the éarliést moment, and consider it, 
say tosmorrow. That seems to be the feeling of 
gentlemen. I havé ‘no disposition to interfere at 
all with the dispatch of business. - On the contra- 
ry, I wish to promoteit; but thereisa strong feel- 
ing; and a strong wish, by a:great number of 
members, to take-up this bill and dispose of it. 
Whether it will occupy much time, or little time, 
will depend:on the opposition which it receives. 
I hope it will be taken up to-morrow morning, and 
proceeded with until it is finished. I .make- this 
suggestion at the request of many gentlemen who 
feel an interest, a greater interest than Í ‘do per- 
sonally, in this bill; and I wish now that the 
take the subject into consideration, 
whether it 1s not expedient for them to take it up 
as the next measure upon which we shall act.: 

The PRESIDENT. The propositionis to post- 
pone the previous orders, in order to take up the 
civil ‘and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, I-hope that mo- 
tion will be agreed to. If there is to be a contest 
at this'session, as there was at the last session, 
between the appropriation bills and the river and 
harbor bill, I think the sooner we know it, the 
better. If the appropriation bills are to give place 
to the river and ae bill, as at the last session, 
cand the riverand harbor bill is to be forced through 
or we are to run the risk of losing the appropria- 
tion bills, the sooner we know it, and are pre- 
pared for it, the better. 

I am entirely opposed to this illegitimate mode 
of legislation. I presume that never in the his- 
tory of ‘this Government, till the last session of 
‘Congress, was there sucha state of things as ex- 
-istedin regard to the river and harbor bill. ‘The 
appropriation. bills were put behind that bilk for 
the purpose of forcing it through the Senate. We 
‘all know the consequence. Within four or five 
hours of the close‘of the session we passed appro- 
priation bills to the amount of $40,000,000; and 
some of them without even being read; and some 
were in sucha mutilated state as to be totally in- 
efficient. Some of the most-important measures 
for the State which F have the honor in part to 
represent, were rendered entirely nugatory ‘by the 
manner in which the: bills were passed. I hope, 
therefore, that the. forcing that bill before the ap- 
propriation bill will not, at this period:of theses- 
sion, be attempted. I believe thereis time enough 
to consider it. I believe there is force enough in 
the Senate to pass a river and harbor bill; and, 
: perhaps; :to-displace the civil and diplomatic bill in 
the manner proposed. 
`- So far as I am concerned, I am in favor of 
pressing the appropriation bills through rapidly. 

am. willing to commence early and sit late, but 
it seems. toime to be due to the interests of the 
country that we should not put the appropriation 
bills aside: and take up the river and harbor bill, 
as at the: last.session. 

Mr. BORLAND. I think the Senator from 
California is rather reversing the thing. I think 
the proposition. is not to put aside the civil. and 
diplomatic bill for the purpose of taking up.some- 
thing out of its order, but:it seems: to me that the 
‘proposition of the Senator from Virginia.is to re- 
verse the order of things. It is to take up the 
‘civil and diplomatic bill in an order which it is 
not entitled to. The river and harbor bill has 
: been here for some time, long before the civil and 
-diplomatic bill. -Now,.if the Senator is so anx- 
ious that the order of business shal! be preserved, 
-I think he ought to go-against the proposition of 
>the Senator from Virginia to take up the civiland 
diplomatic bill out of its order. But to: express 
/my ‘View, and to takethe sense of the Senate upon 
lit; I-move-to amend the: motion of the Senator 
from Virginia by substituting the river-and harbor 
bill for the ‘civil and diplomatic bill. That will 
bring up the question, I suppose: 3 

` The PRESIDENT. The motion of the: Sena- 
tor from Virginia is: with regard to the order of 
- business, and it-is not: subject to amendment. 

‘Mr. BORLAND.: Then I ask for the yeas 
and nays upon the motion to take up the civil and 
‘diplomatic bill. - N 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then let this'bea test question. 
Those who are in favor of taking up‘the river:and 
harbor bill will vote against the proposition of the 


it Senator from Virginia. 


Mr. BORLAND. That is my object. 


Mr. BRIGHT... should be glad: to. concur 
with my. honorable friends,- the: Senatais from 
Virginia and California—being with them, on the 
Committee on Finance—but I cannot conscien- 
tiously vote for giving the civil and -diploématic:bill 
precedence over the: river and harbor bill; believ- 
ing that if. it be done -we shall not be able to pass, 
‘the river and harbor bill at this session; and I 
arrive at that:conclusion somewhat from reference 
+o'the-past history nof legislation. I have seen 
‘efforts made here, directly and. indirectly, to defest 
bills having for their object appropriations for the 
improvement of rivers and harbors.. Fthink that 
‘my honorable friend from Iowa {Mri Donee] is 
wise in pressing his proposition to‘have the-rtver 
and harbor bill taken up to-day, and I hope that 
this vote will be regarded as a ‘test quéstion,: be- 
lieving as I do, that if we get the river and harbor 
bill.before the Senate, we can pass it; and believ- 
ng also, that if it be put behind the appropriation 
bills, we shall not be able to pass it at this ses- 
sion. EOR ; 

Mr. BUTLER. The civil and diplomatic : bill 


‘is absolutely: necessary to carry on:the Govern- 


ment, andit is said that it is perfectly safe—-that 


‘it will pass ‘any way ; in other words, thatwe shall 


-be compelled to: passa bill, which isthe only kind 


-of bill by which: we can control the:operations: of 


this Government at last, without: discussion, be- 


‘cause it is indispensable to carry on the operations 
‘of the Government. . Now, with regard to the river 
‘and harbor bill, who will pretend -to.say that that 


bill isindispensable? -Cannot the river and:harbor 
bill wait for two months? pee gig 
Mr. BORLAND. ‘Jt has already waited four 


“years, ` i 
» Mr. BUTLER. The river and harbor bill is 


not indispensable; and I would say to my friend 
from Arkansas, that the river and harbor bill is 
not muchrover four years old.. Such a proposi- 
tion, if-brought forward twenty years ago, would 
have been:regarded.as a new doctrine in this Gov- 
ernment. . Oneiof these bills is indispensable, the 


-other isnot; and I-wish to makethat remark, and 


gentlemen. can vote for taking up either of them, 

as they please. : tg 3 
Mr. HOUSTON.. Mr. President, we have but 

eleven days of the session now to:work in, and 


‘with all. theidiscretion and power:we possess, can 


we do more than properly complete:the civil and 
diplomatic: appropriation bill in: that time? . Can 
we give it that investigation to: which it is entitled 


in less time ?.. If we take up the river‘and harbor 
bill, shall we have-an opportunity of investigating 


that, and its various: provisions? ~ Hf’ it isto. be 
forced upon ‘the Senate without investigation, I 
shall only have to record my vote against it. ‘There 
are provisions init'which I presume I should be 
very glad to support; but-there are others for which 
I cannot vote. If we are to run the risk of post- 
poning the civil and diplomatic ’bill- for the purpose 
of taking up the river and harbor bill, which has 
not been investigated and looked into by the mem- 


-bers of this House—no discussion having taken 
iplace in the Senate upon it—and it is to be forced 
-down our throats; the sooner: we submit to dicta- 
tion the better. 
-Senate decide against me.’ All that 1 can do is, to 


Lwill yield, ifthe majority of the 


record my vote against the passage: of any im- 
portant. measure, involving not merely millions, 
but principle, which is: above millions, unless. I 
am allowed to investigate it. I never can vote for 


the bill until it is investigated by the Senate, and 


until I have: heard reasons adduced:infavor of its 
adoption. . Ba 

Mr. MALLORY. . In consequence ‘of the. re- 
marks of the honorable “Senator. from: Indiana, I 
deem it necessaty to say a word in relation to this 
matter, to explain: the vote I- shall give.. I have 
not examined the-river ‘and harbor bill, and the 
vote which I shall now. cast will be no indication 


:of -how:Eshall vote upon that. bill when. it comes 


properly before'us. Other Senators seem to re- 


-gard this as:a test:question as to that bill, but I 
-cannot so regard it. There are certain improve- 


ments of that character for which I shall be very 
happy to vote on a proper occasion, but-1-do not 
consider this as a test vote, i Sopa Ld 
Mr. BRIGHT. I-did not mean by what Isaid 
to be understood as declaring in favor.of the-tiver 
and harbor bill, as. it came from: the: House, just 


asit reads, without alteration and-amendment....I 


know.it needs amendment; and I -shall vote for 
amendments toit. I mean to‘dmprove it as:faras 
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‘possible;‘and if it be so far improved “as ‘ta bring 
at within the landmarks that guide me upon such 
subjects; 1 shall vote for it. Otherwise: I. shall 


mot. o >: : pori r an; : 
Mr. BADGER. ‘There: is’ no-disposition to 
force the river and: harborbill.upon the Senate 
any more than to force any otlier bill’: It prop- 
erly has priority over. the civil. and diplomatic bill 
from the time which it has-been before .us,/and 
from its: position; and thé-question. for consider- 
ation is, whether we shall put-that bill aside, and 

take up the civil and diplomatic bill? => 0 =t 
“Mr. HUNTER: ‘The Senator will allow. m 
‘to correct hin in. a matter of fact: I understand 
the civil and diplomatic bill has priority: over-the 

harbor and river bili © =o cs pnas 


The PRESIDENT. The:Ghair will state that 


‘some forty or fifty bills are on the Calendar which 
- have priority over the river:ang harbor bill. “It 


atands the very last bill: but one on the Calendar; 
but the-civil and diplomatic: bill: having just. been 
reported, and having been sent to the printer, has 
not yet: been put on the Calêndar... 07 =. 

Mr. BADGER. Then the river and -harbor 
bill has.priority over the civil and diplomatic. bill. 
Now, it is proposed by those in:favor of it to take 
it up for consideration. Gentlemen say they can- 
not vote for that bill without examination and dis- 


‘cussion, -Thereis ample time, without consuming 


a week, for ‘any full and- fair discussion ‘on that 
measure. Ladmitthatif gentlemen whoare, or who 
suppose themselves to be, in a minority here on 
that bill—for I do: not: know how the majority may 
be—resolve to occupy the time of the Senate ‘by 
reading old reports and old speechés, which. no- 
body listens to, and which have in fact a very 
faint, if any, connection with the subject before the 
Senate, and which are not read for the purpose-of 
enlightening Senators; if they are to continue dis- 
cussion aguinst time, and to compel the supposed 
majority of the Senate to yield- to this prolix dis- 
cussion and give up the measure; why, then, a 
month, three months, six months may be con- 
sumed just as well as two days. But as. to any 
discussion necessary to understand :the merits of 
the measure, unless gentlemen are resolved. that 
Senators shall not vote upon iť, T see no difficulty 
in our having sufficient time, - ve 

Mr.:-MASON. Mr: President, take it for 
granted that-nothing that may be said here now 
with regard to taking up the. civil and diplomatic 
bill is to affect the vote of any Senator upon the bill 
for. the improvement of rivers and harbors. But 
whatever is said here now goes out tothe country; 
and what I'am to say I wantto goto the country, 
or to that part of the country from which I come. 
I think it will be of service there at Some future 
day, when the practical working of this Govern- 
ment is brought before them in this shapé amongst 
others. ` 

Flere is the civil and diplomatic bill, whichis to 
provide for the general expenditures of this Gov- 
ernmeut for the current year. 
which necessarily new points of policy are insti- 
tuted by the Government. It is a bill to carry-on 


the Government; upon. which, according. to the | 
usage of all popular Governments, the measures | 


and the policy of the Administration are necessa- | 
rily involved and discussed. 
bates upon which enlighten and inform the public 
mind. We have but eleven days of the session 
remaining in which to act upon that bill, together 
with the Army and the Navy appropriation bills. 
Yet now Senators say that a bill-which is purely 
local in its character—a bill which is for the im- 
rovement of rivers and harbors’in! the different 
Beates and Territories—is to-take precedence of 
this great bill—the great bill of the session. -And 
that is to be done, as I understand, because, if we 
do not pass the river and harbor bill now, time 
will be necessarily consumed upon the appropri- 
ation bills; which will preclude the passage-of it 
at all: Then, as I understand the purpose, it is | 
this: We are to forego and give up every oppor- 
tunity of debating before the country the points | 
involved in the expenditures of the public money 


‘to carry on the administration of the Government, 


“ ate—who are prepared to vote for a bill for. the | 


in order that we may insure the expenditure of 
money for these local improvements... 
Gentlemen, ‘I suppose, havé-made up their 
minds in regard to this matter. There are those— j 
and I apprehend they are a majority.of the Sen- 


It is a bill upon | 


Itis a bill the de- | 


“improvement of. rivers and harbors... I do not 


uestion their. opinions,or. their. judgments, or 
their right. to form them; but. I differ with them 
teto celo; both as to the constitutionality-and the 
policy of such a measure.: But they have. a right 
to their own opinions: Yet I. submit:to them, 
whether, at this stage of the session, when, treat 
ithe bill-in relation to rivers and: harbors as we 
-will, there must necessarily be a Jong debate upon 
fit—as:wellupon:the particular measures of im- 
provement projected,.as upon the general policy— 
‘they will place the: business of the-country in such 
a:conditionias to drive us to the necessity of -pass- 
ing-the appropriation bills, as -at-the-last.session, 
-not only without.consideration, but even without 
-veading them. o i : i NES 
- [say to. gentlemen; -in all candorand frankness, 
that if the river and harbor bill does take the pre- 
cedence. which they propose to give it, it will 
place us.in that condition as to the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, and the other bills, which are properly 
called the appropriation bills. I mean to make no 
factious opposition to the river.and harbor bill. I 
am against it; as will be shown at the proper time; 
but I submit to the Senate whether they will place 
us in the position of having the appropriations for 
the general administration of the Government—for 
the support of the Army and the Navy—passed | 
without debate, without deliberation, and without 
reading;:as I apprehend- will be the condition in 
which we shall be placed if we give precedence-to 
-the river and harbor bill. raf 
Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Virginia seems to think that the friends of 
the river.and harbor bill, by giving precedence to 
that, desire to place those who wish to.-give pre- 
cedence to the appropriation. bills, at a-disadvan- 
tage. He speaks of their being forced to consider 
this bill at the close of the session, when there is 
no time for consideration. -I apprehend that the 
Senator does not wish-to be understood, and that 
no Senator would wish.to. be understood, as say- 
-ing that the merits of this bill are considered and 
decided by the discussions in the Senate. Does 
not every Senator takethe bill and read -it for him- 
self, and determine in his own mind whether he 
will vote for. or against’ certain appropriations, 
and: ‘what amendments ‘and. modifications he in- | 
tends to propose, or is willing to accept? Do Sen- 
ators sit here to make up their minds. by the dis- 
cussion on:bills before: the Senate? I apprehend 
not. I-do not think Ihave ever seena bil here 
| decided upon, in consequence of, or .as the result 
of, discussions before this body. 
Mr. BUTLER. Why,:then, discuss measures ? 
Mr. BORLAND. I suppose ‘Senators discuss 
bills to place their views before their constituents. 
But the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] fails 
to notice this difference. between the two bills: 
One, as. he knows, will pass, and: must pass 
of necessity; and he knows, at the same time, 
that-if we give precedénce: now to. the. civil and 
diplomatie bill, it certainly insures ‘the’: defeat 
“of the river and harbor bill. . We ‘have already 
received notifications from some of the Senators 


they intend to resort to every parliamentary means 
in their power to defeat it-—alluding to the very 
steps that were taken at the last session, when it | 
; was defeated by parliamentary means,and not by 
arguments or by votes; forit was.never permitted 
to come to a vote. > . : 
Sir, itis useless to undertake to disguise from 
ourselves. or to throw any. mystery or veil over 
this whole proceeding... Fhe question before us 


the.fate of the river and- harbor : bill: 
-practical question before the Senate; and Senators | 


the issue. If the river and harbor bill has not 


go down. 
It is useless to be occupying the attention of the 
| Senate, and consuming time here, when we might 
i bestow it upon practical measures; and might in 

five minutes. practically say whether we will- or 
| will not consider the river and harbor bill at this 


| session. e 
Mr. GWIN. I wish it to be borne'in mind 
, that there is not only the civil and diplomatic ap- 


| 


| and: harbor bill can be acted upon after we get | 
through with some of them. If. there should be 


| a majority of the Senate in favor of bringing up | 


who are opposed to the river and harbor bill that ; 


now is neither more nor less than ‘the question of | 
That is the 


| might as well confess it; and act upon it. Thatis | 


friends enough in’ the Senate to sustain it, it will | 
Let us takë the vote and decide it now. | 


propriation bill, but there are other equally im- | 
| portant bills: to be acted. upon, and that the river | 


the river ‘and harbor.-bill, itcan be done, . After 
the-civil and diplomatic bill is disposed of. there 
are the appropriation bills for tke Army and the 
Navy, and the. Post Office, which: are: justas in- 
dispenable to carry on:the. Governments the civil 
and diplomate bill. AH I ask: isy-that we may 
dispose.of the civil and diplomatic-appropriation 
bill. Then if the majority of the Senate so deter- 
mine, they can take up the river and harbor bill. 
I shall not vote for the rivet -and -harbor ‘bill as it 
now is, and. I shall avail myself of the liberty. of 
discussing it whenever it comes up; regardless of 
consequences. I may be induced: to vote-for-the 
bill if at shall be brought into what I conceive to be 
a proper shape. But after the civil and diplomatic 
“appropriation: bill shall be. acted apon, we shall 
chave time to take up this bill before the Army and 
Navy bills, It is not-defeating the river and bar- 
bor bill tó put it behind the civil and diplomatic 
bill, for there are other equally important meas- 
ures.that it should not precede. All Tam contend- 
ing for now is, that we should dispose of. the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. ; 
Mr. CASS. [a6 not suppose ‘there is a -Sen- 
‘ator on'this floor who has:not 'made.up his mind, 
It is a subject upon which I do not want any argu- 
ment to.convince me. | 
‘Mr. BUTLER. .. It is said that every one has 
made up his mind upon this bill, and that-there is 
no use of discussing it. I presume that itis a bill 
depending on a combination of. different interests, 
-and.upon that [have made up my mind. As the 
Senator from Arkansas has: said that remarks in 
the Senate are not intended for the Senate, but for 
the public, if we are’ to have discussion, the ques- 
tion-resolves itself into this: which of these two 
bills shall be postponed: for the consideration of 
the other? hes : ; 
The honorable Senator from North Carolina 
says that he does not want to have discussion. 
He says that every man ‘of common sense ought 
to understand the subject without disctission. 
Mr. BADGER. I said no such thing. ; 
Mr. BUFLER.. 1 understood the honorable 
Senator to say that there was no. use of making 
old speeches that no: one: listened to. ` I wish to 
discuss the subject, and if nobody in’ the Senate 
will hear me, [ must discuss it—which I. have 
never done.beforé—for Buncombe, I am not to:be 
suppressed by the.impatient motions of-gentlemen 
on the subject.: sie oe EY Teeth aes 
~Mr, CASS. I have not the’ léast: idéa..of re- 
straining the gentleman, bùt I would: sity :to‘him 
that this is not a question on the-river’ and harbor 
bill. It is a question of what bill we shall take up. 
If it is taken'up, it will be in order to discuss it to 
the day of judgment. The proper time to discuss 
it will be when it is taken up. { do not know ex- 
actly whether the honorable gentleman referred to 
me when he spoke of combinations either for ‘or 
- against the bill. 1 know of no combination; but as 
I said before, it is a very simple and plain ques- 
tion, and I suppose every Senator has made up 
his mind. 
Mr. BADGER. - The Senator from South Car- 
olina puts into my mouth words which I have not 
used—words, the. sense of which I have not used, 
and. the substance and meaning of which I have 
not used.. He'says that I said that I didnot want 
any argument about the river and harbor bill.. -I 
have said no such thing. l have said there.is 
ample time for a full and fair discussion of every- 
thing involved in that bill, in my opinion. ButI 
have said that there is not.time-enough at this sès- 
sion, and there will not be time enough next ses- 
sion, if gentlemen think proper te occupy thetime 
of the Senate—not witha discussion: of the river 
and harbor bill, but -withreading old -speeches or 
reports, or President’s messagés, or. anything of 
that kind. I have not said that i want-no argu- 
ment about the bill; quite the contrary; I have no 
objection to the discussion of the bill. 
~ Mr. BUTLER.» Then I. will qualify my re- 
mark. I understand the Senator to mean that he 
does not want such arguments as other gentlemen 
might think proper to indulge in. He only wants 
such arguments as seem sensible in his own esti- 
mation. He means that if others confine them- 
selves to, such sensible arguments. as he suggests, 
then he is willing that they should go on; but if 
they go back to old subjects, old reports, and old 
speeches, there will not be time to hear them— 
‘they must confine their discussion to such sensible 
things:as would meet the gentleman’s approba- 
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That “is the’ Senator's position, 


tion. Í under- 
stand. 
Mr. PRATT.” I donot think that the retharks 


of my honorable friend from ‘South: Carolitia are 
exactly i in place: I do’ not‘know that hé meant 
them’ in the sense which they imply. “He says 
there are combinations in reference to this bill, but 
that he is certain the majority are ‘ sufficient to 
cram,it- down the throats of the minority. : 
nothing of the provisions of the bill. I have: not 
read.one word, of.dts? -I do not know.a. single ap 
propriation it contains. With regard to the con 
stitutional power, I believe we have the power to 
make these improvements: ` But} sir, the ma- 
jority of this body. believe the :bill to be right, if 
‘they, believe. they have the constitutional power to 
pass it, it-cannot be said: to be discourteous or un- 
parliamentary that: their. will should be carried 
out. I do not, therefore, think itis exactly proper 
to.say that it is wrong.on the part.of this majority 
to carry out the measure: which: they desire to 
carry out. -ft is very clear that this bill. is to be 
discussed. Whether I, am to vote for it I do not 
‘know, because -I donot know. its provisions. 

But it is to be discussed; it is.supposed to be a 
very. Important measure.. -I believe the Govern- 
ment have the power to: make the appropriations, 
if. they think proper. I shall, therefore, vote. for 
taking it up, that it may have that discussion, and 
be passed, if that majority exists which my fr iend 
from South, Carolina - supposes to exist. 

„Mr. BUTLER. Į desire to explain, for, 1 ‘do 
‘Not, wish to leave an impression on the minds of 
gentlemen unfavorable. to the true position I take. 
-À say, the river and harbor bill is one essentially 
‘depending upon a.combination of interests in dif- 
ferent parts of the United States; and if they do 
combine, they. can carry it. I- do- not say that 
they. may not do it from a sense of public policy. 
Jam, very far from saying there is any. impure 
combination; but a bill of this kind, depending on 
$‘ you vote for this, and I-will vote for that,” as 
itmust necessarily be, is stronger by combining 
many interests. together than by acting on. them 
mere I.do not mean anything else. 

UNTER. I hope we. shall have the 
question. I think it desirable that we should de- 
cide this evening what we will take up to-morrow, 
that every one. may come prepared. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on taking 
-up,-not the river and harbor bill, but the civil and 
‘diplomatic bill, and.on the postponement of all 
„previous orders with the view to take it up, and: it is 
that to which Senators should turn their attention. 
. Mr, DOWNS... I merely riseto remark that I 
shall vote in favor of taking’ up the civil and diplo- 
matic, bill; but, Ido. not, wish by that. to indicate 
whether! ‘shall vote, for or against the river and har- 
bor bill.” [have not examined it. ` I do notknow 
„what itis. Imade a very decided opposition to 
‘the’ river and harbor bill which was under con- 
sideration at the last session of Congress, but I 
understand this is a very different bill. Ihave 
„not examined it; but I can see no necessity of 
„putting aside the appropriation bills to take it up 
now. We are not in the same situation as at the 
end of a short session, having a long recess before 
us, By the joint rules of the two Houses, any 
“pill that remains unpassed at this session, will 
-comé up again, within one week of the commence- 
ment of the next session, in. the same situation in 
which it was left, as ‘if no adjournment had taken 
place. Therefore, this bill can come up at the 
next session without ` ‘any necessity for its going 
back to the House. 

‘I have agreat aversion, as the Senator from Vir- 
ginia so well expressed it, that we should be forced 
to a hasty consideration of this bill. It should 
have a fair and full consideration. If we had time 
‘to take it up and act upon it at this session, I 
would do it most cheerfully. “But I have not ex- 
amined the bill; and I think we ought to give ample 
“time t6 consider the appropriation ‘bills. 

The question being taken, by yeas and.nays, on 
the motion to take up the civil and diplomatic: bill, 
‘Yesulted—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 

“ VY BAS>Messrs: Adams, Bayard; Brooke, Butler, Chas- 
tain, Dawson, De Saussure, Downs, Gwin, Houston, Hun- 
ater, : King, Mallory, } Mason, Meriwether: Morton, Norris, 
Soulé, and Toucey—19. 

NAYS—UMessrs. Badger, Bell; Borland; Bright, Cass, 
~Chase, ‘Clarke, Davis, Dodge’ ‘of: ‘Wisconsin, Dodge: ‘of 


Lowa pDouglas; Pelch, Fish, Geyer, Hale, J. 
Towa, Jones of Tennessee, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, 


Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, . Underwood, Wate, 


and Walkers 1 


Lknow | 


amies, Jones of: 
awfal: erdeture;: and, a post road. . 


‘So'the motion was not agreed to.” 


. Mr. DAVIS. Imove to postpone all previous 
orders for the purpose of taking up t the bill of the 
House “of Representatives « making appropria- 


tions for the improvement of certajn “harbors and 
bd 


on was agreed to. 
‘On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES: 
“ C Toespay, August 11, 1852. 


The House met at elévenoclock, a. me - Prayer 
by the ‘Rev. Litrieron F. Morean. 
heJournal-of yesterday. was read and approved. 


The SPEAKER.. The business first in-order 
is the consideration of House bill. No:297, declar- 
ing.the Wheeling Bridge’ a lawful structure, and 
for other purposes... « 

+ Mr. MeCORKLE. I ask, the: unanimous icon- 
sent of the House to take-up from. the Speaker’s 
table Senate bill No. 8. It isa bill. providing for 
a Board of Claims, .to be composed of Army offi- 
cers, to investigate claims. growing out of the con- 
quest of California. Lask that it may be taken.up 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 


So that they:may report the next session. 


Mr. LETCHER. 
morning hour? . 

The SPEAKER. It will. 

Mr. LEFCHER. Then I object. 

On motion by Mr. HAMILTON, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw. ‘the papers 
in the ease of Eliza King trom the files of the House, forthe 
purpose of having them referred, to the Pension Bureau. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Iwill inquire. if 
this comes out-of the morning hour? I have no 
objection to this business being done, but I insist 
that it. shall come out of the morning hour. 

Mr.McCORKLE. Iunderstand the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. “he bil withdraws his ob- 
jection to taking up the bill 1 indicated a minute 


SMr. LETCHER. I will not object toit, iftis, 
not to interfere with the morning hour. 

Mr. JONES. Ido object, if'it. is. not to come 
out of .the-morning hour. i insigt that the morh- 
ing poun shall go on. 

he SPEAKER., ..Then,the business j in. order, 
is the consideration of the Wheeling Bridge case, 
upon which the. gentleman from Ohio [Mr: Disney] 
is entitled to the floor... . 

. ‘BOARD. OF CLAIMS. | 

Mr. McCORKLE: Iagain appeal to the: House 
to allow ‘the bill; to which I have alluded, to’ be 
taken up from the Spealker’s’ table and referred’ to 
the Committee on Military Affairs.: 

There was.no objection, and Senate bill No. 8, 
to create a Board of Commissioners for the exami- 
nation and payment of claims against the United 
States, growing out of the conquest. of California, 
was taken up from the Speaker’s table, read a first 
and second time‘by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on’ Military Affairs.” 

Mr. McCORKLE. lask that the. bill also ‘be 
printed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest to 
the gentleman that it will be better to wait till the 
committee report the bill, as they may change it 
entirely. 

Mr: McCORKLE. Very well. 
draw the motion to print. 


“SURVEY OF PUBLIC LANDSIN, ‘CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. McCORKLE. I now-ask-that:Senate bill 
No. 7 may be taken up and referred. 

` There was no objection, and Senate bill No. 7, 
providing for the survey of public lands.in Califor- 
nia, granting donation privileges therein, and for 
other purposes, was, by unanimous consent, taken 
-from the Speaker’s table, read a first-and second 
time by its title, and referred to the e Commjitee on 
Public Lands. : 


THE WHEELING BRIDGE: eee 
The House then resuméd the consideration of 


Will that come out of the 


I will with- 


“House bill No: 197, declaring the Wheeling Bridge i 
IRI intended to- make. 


a lawful structure. 

Mr. DISNEY concluded his argument in favor 
of the power of Congress to declare the. bridge a 
- [See Appen- 
dix.] 


may be the order of. the diy, for 


‘Means a bil 


-feres at all with thé report, ‘I'stia 


“gentleman: from Michigan said he wished tox 


‘Mr. CURTIS next obtained thë foor; and ad- 
üressed the House in support ‘of: the” ‘decision of 
the Supreme Court, declaring’ the br g i 
sance: He was arrested b 
© Mr. HOUSTON. If the gentléhán ohn? 
sylvania [Mr.’ Curtis] will ‘yield the'foor, "I 
desire to report’ back “from -the Committee of 
Ways'and Means: the Indian appropriation bill, 
with certain amendivents, for thé purpose of bav- 
ing it referred to the Committee of the Whole ‘on 
tha state of the Union: -$ 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

“Mr. HOUSTON. “Task permission of thie 
House tò tar t'from the Committee of Ways: ad 

which I have been “a long time ën- 
deavoring to get reported—the fortification billy 

‘Mr. STUART. I object. ‘I wish to call up a 
‘privileged question. 

‘The SPEAKER, : The gentleman from Ala- 
bama ison thé: floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON: | I-move that the rules of the 
House-be suspended, and that ‘the House resolve 
itself'into the Committee of the ‘Whole on the state 
of the Unions) 

“Mr. STUART. 
has not the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from" Alá- 
pama | (Mr. Houston] has the floor, addtessing the 

air i 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman from ‘Atabavhia 
(Mr. Houston} made a proposition, when I rose 
and objected to it, and announced. that E wished. to 
call up a privileged question. -` f 

Mr. HOUSTON. That may bé, but I moved 
that the rules of the Elouse be suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the:state of the Union. 

Mr. STUART. [rise to-a question of order.’ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair annourices ag the 
business first in’ order the report from’ the Com- 
mittee on Printing. 

Mr. STUART. ‘E wish the question of: order 


1 corten ‘that the’ genuleman 


determined first: 


Mr." STANLY. Will ‘the ‘gentleman’ ‘from 
Kentucky [Mr. Sranron] allow the bill for the re- 
lief ofthe indigent insane to be disposed ôf ' Ttis 
upon its’ third reading. 1 hope that thequestion 
will be taken upon that bill. Ir w Liate but ary. 


-little time. 


© Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Tf the report 
of the Committee on Printing does not lose ‘its 
p ecedence, I shall'take- -pleastite’i in allowing itúto 

ie over until thas:billis disposed of." ‘If it intey- 
| insist upon, ‘the 


report being taken'up how. - | ~ 

The SPEAKER: It'is in’ order for the gentlé- 
man’from Alabama‘ (MF, Houston] to submit the 
motion which he kas donei’ 

Mr. STUART: Ï desire the: Chair ‘to eg 
mine the question of order. YT wish to learn 
whether'the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Hots- 
TON] or myself i is entitled to thë floor, © 

"The SPEAKER. The gentleman from: 'Ala- 
bama (Mr. Houston] was recognized by. the 


‘Chair. 


Mr. STUART.  These'aréthie favta: The geti- 
tleman from Alabama: (Mr. Hovsrony] made re- 


‘port, which was referred to the Committee óf the 


Whole on the ‘state ‘of the Union. He then 

asked 
Mr..LETCHER. Is there any appent taken 

from the decision of the Chair? | 

“The SPEAKER. There isno appeal. ` 

Mr: LETCHER. Then I call the gentlenidn 
from Michigan [Mr, Stuart] to order.” 

The SPEAKER. It is”a quëstioù for the 
House to determine. The’ Chair assigned the 
floor to the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Hovs- 
Ton] to make the motion hè'did. The gentleman 
from Michigan: {Mr. Srvarr] questions the pro- 
priety of the Chair in thus recognizing the gentle- 


: Man from Alabama, and it will be a question for 


the House to determine. 


Mr. STUART: I suppose that I can explain 


‘the question of order. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair uniderstánds the 
sk 


a motion or call up a privileged question. 

Mr. STUART. I was about to state thép 
The’ gentleman from Ala- 
bama moved to refer a bill which he had reported 
from the Committee of Ways'a € 
Committee of the Whote on the statëof theUnion. 
The reference was made. He then asked leavé'to 
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report another-bill,. I rose, and: objected to that 
“report, and immediately said that I wighed-to call 
-upa privileged question. 55 $ 
The SPEAKER. The. gentleman from Ala- 
-bama {[Mr. Housron] having been recognized by 
ithe Chair, stated that he wished to.submit-a priv- 
:Heged motion also, which he did. ae 
Mr. HOUSTON... The gentleman from. Mich- 
igan [Mr. Srvakr} will consume more time in his 
point of order— Si . ete: 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman: from Ala- 
bama had a- right.to' submit his privileged. motion. 
At is true that the gentleman from Michigan, {[Mr. 
-‘Sruarr,] as he-states, and correctly. states, ob- 
jected to the proposition of that:gentleman; and 
e stated that it was-his purpose to call.up a priv- 


ileged question. The gentleman from Alabama, : 
without, however, yielding the floor, very prompt-' 


~ly; and following the remarks or‘the proposition 
of the gentleman from Michigan, proposed to sub- 
mit a motion to go into: the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, which is also a 
privileged question. 'The Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron.] ; 

. Mr. HOUSTON. As there are many gentle- 
men around me who object to my withdrawing 
. the motion I made, I refuse to do so. : 

Mr. STANLY. There was another question 
which the Chair recognized as having priority-—~ 
the printing matter. ae ; 

. The SPEAKER. That is true; but it is not 
-ealled up, or insisted upon. 

Mr. STANLY. This printing question has 

‘priority over the. motion of the gentleman from: 
Alabama, {Mr. Housron.] : 
o The SPEAKER. The Chair announces that 
the first business in-order before the House, in the 
opinion of the Chair, is the report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. itor 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Very well. 

Mr. STANLY. I ask the gentleman from Ken- 
.tucky (Mr, Stanton] to give way, and let us 
pee with the consideration of the bill. for the 

enefit of the indigent insane, now. pending before 
.the House,on its third reading, i 
, The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Sranron] as 
yielding to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
North Carolina, (Mr. Sranzy.] In the mean time, 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] sub- 
-mitted:a motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. i 

Mr. STANLY. He could not have done that. 
I claimed the floor, and made the suggestion I did. 

The SPEAKER, What disposition. is pro- 
-posed to be made with the printing report ? 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. E stated that 
I was willing to yield the floor, at the suggestion 
of the gentleman from North ‘Carolina, [Mr. 
Sranxx,]. upon condition that the printing matter 
-should come up after the disposition of the bill in 
reference to the insane. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
regular order of business. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Let us go on with 
the regular order.of business. 

Mr: HOUSTON. Does the Chair decide that 
he overrules the motion to go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does so decide. 

Mr. STANLY. Am [entitled tothe floor upon 
the printing question? > s 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes: th 
¡gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Stanuy.] 

Mr. STANLY. With the consent of the 
House, I move to postpone this printing question 
until we shall have disposed of the bill for the re- 
-lief of the indigent insane, ordered to its third 
-reading upon yesterday... ; 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to- move. to 
. postpone it to a day certain. : 

Mr. STANLY.” I move to postpone. it, then, 
until to-morrow morning. . : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is reminded of 
the fact that there is a motion now ending ‘to 
postpone this matter until the 24th of this month, 
paises by the gentleman’ from North Caro- 

ina. 

Mr. STANLY. I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move to add, “and that it 
“may be made the order of the day.” : 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. | object te that. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be made a special 
- order, if objected to. Bs 


I «all for the 


Mr. STANLY. It: is. a privileged question 
now. .. . 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to postpone the bill until to-morrow, and it was 


engrossed upon yesterday. 


_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. ‘Can this ques- 
tion come up propetly to-day? Being brought 
before the House on a‘motion to suspend the 
rules, can it come up:before next'Monday? — 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it is 
not necessarily confined to Monday. 

Mr. JONES. ‘I wish to submit this question of 
order: This bill was brought up on yesterday bė- 
fore the House upon a suspension of the rules, 
and could only have got before the House in that 
way on Monday. When a vote was ‘liad upon 
the engrossment, a motion was made to reconsider 
that vote, and by that means it is brought before 
the House again this morning. The motion to 
‘reconsider is now withdrawn, and the: question I 
submit is, does not this bill go over until Monday 
next, as legitimately belonging to the business of 
Monday? & i aE 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks that the 
practice has been established, such as he suggests, 
by ‘some of the’ preceding officers of this body: 
With others, the practice has been different. The 
present occupant of the chair thinks that the mo- 

‘tion. to suspend the rules, was simply to submit a 
motion to consider the bill. The rules were sus- 
pended, and the bill was introduced. The Chair 
cannot see the reason of: confining this matter to 
Monday, simply because that was:the day upon 
which the rules were set aside. The question is 
on recommitting the bill. 
i: IMr i STANLY: $ withdraw that motion. 

The bill was then read-a third time; and the 
questidn récürred upon its paskage. © >. 
MrcSTANLY. Task the previous question.: 

The previous question was séconded, and ‘the 
‘main question ordered to be put. i 

Mr. JONES, öf Tentiessee. I demand the 
yeas and nays upon the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were-ordered. 5 

The question was.then taken, afid there were— 
yeas 98, nays 54; as follows: 

YEAS—Méssrs. Abercrombie, Allison, William::Apple- 
ton, Beale, Bennett,. Bibighaus,. Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, 
John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, George 
H. Brown, Burrows, E. Catrington.Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, 
Chapman, Cobb, Conger, Cullom, Curtis, Dimmick, Doty, 
Duncan, Edgerton, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, 
Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, 
Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hors- 
ford, John'W. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, James Johnson, 
George, G. King, -Kubns, Kurtz, Mace, Mann, Martin, 
Miller, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Maore, Morehead, 
Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Penniman, Perkins, Polk, Porter, Price, Reed, Richard- ; 
son, Riddle, Schoonmaker, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, 
Smith, Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, 
Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, “Walsh,: ‘Ward, 
Washburn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, and Yates—98. ` 
- NAYS~-Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Averett, Babcock, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Breckinridge, Buell, Busby, 
Joseph Cable, Chastain, Clark, Colcock, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, ;Disney, Durkee, Edmundson, Faulkner, 

icklin, Floyd, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Hamilton, [sham G. 
Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, Houston, How- 
ard, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, George- W, Jones, 
Preston King, Letcher, Lockhart, Mason, McMullin, Mce- 
: Qoeeyn, Meade, Millson, Murphy, Murray, Orr, Robbins, 
Robie, Ross, Sutherland, Wallace, Wilcox, Wildrick, and 
v Woodward—54. P 

So the bill was-passed. 


“Mr. STANLY. There are some slight verbal 
‘amendmetits, which I desire to have made in this 
! bill. The word ‘ Territories” has been omitted in 
several places, and atthe request.of the Delegate’ 
from Minnesota, [ask that it may be inserted. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
too late to amend.the bill. : 

Mr. POLK. Do.-the proposed amendments 
alter the character of the bill at all? 


I object.. It is 


‘The SPEAKER. The question is upon recon- | 
sidering the vote by which House: bill No; 76, for | 
the relief ofthe indigent insane, was ordered to be | 


Mr. STUART, ‘I will withdraw that ‘motion. | 


~ Mr. STANLY. "Not -in- the-least. . They are 
mere verbal corrections. 

“Mr. JONES... 1 withdraw my, objection. 

The amendments were then ordered to be made. 

Mr. STANLY, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which,the bill was passed; and also moved to. lay 
the motion to reconsider upon. the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to... -... oh eed ? 

Mr. HOUSTON... I move’ that the roles be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the:state:of. the 
Union. ` ` De ae: 

_ SALARY. OF CONSUL AT AMSTERDAM: =; 
- Mr: STEPHENS, of Georgia. I hope the 
gentleman ‘from Alabama ‘will allow me, before 
his motion is put, to call. up a’ privileged motion 
now, as-I expect. to leave the city this évening. 
A bill was reported from the Committee on Gom- 
merce some tinié ago, whith was’ referred to the 
Committee of the W hole on the state ofthe Union, 
andia motion was' rade by’me to reconsider the 
-vote by which it was so referred. The bill is an 
-important one, and as I find that the House will 
probably not reach it in committee, I desire to call 
up my motion to reconsider the reference, so that 
a vote may be taken on the passage of the meas- 
ure. The bill proposes to provide a fixed salary 
for the American consul at the city of Amsterdam. 
We have to pay our consuls at all'the important 
interior European cities.. Our consuls:at London 
and Paris receive $2,000 per annum, besides the 
fees and perquisites of their offices. Heretofore, our 
consul at Amsterdam has received nothing but the 
fees of the òffice, which are wholly inadequate for 
the proper support of a commercial agent there. 
Amsterdam is becoming a city of very great im- 
portance tous. ‘This arises: from the course of emi- 
gration from that country to this, and also from 
the fact that this city is'the central point of an‘im- 
mense continental trade between this country and 
the central States of Europe. This trade at an 
early day, I have no doubt, will be greatly in- 
creased and enlarged by a direct communication, 
I do not intend to delay the House by going into 
the subject. I have a letter from the representative 
‘of that country at this Government, but I will not 
-Gétain the House by reading it. 

The SPEAKER. Does ‘the 
Alabama withdraw the motion? 
: Mr. HOUSTON. As the gentleman: is going 
to leave the city this evening, f will withdraw the 
motion, provided that bill will: not lead to a dis- 
cussion. > 0 > oo : 

Mr. STEPHENS. Ishall not go into an argu- 
ment about it. 7 an 

Mr. HOUSTON. IT withdraw the motion. 

„Mr. FOWLER. I wish to know why this bill 
is to be brought up’ now? : ` 
' Mr. STEPHENS. Because“ am going to 
leave the city. ; 
. Mr. FOWLER. Ought not we who are going 
to stay, to have the liberty to bring up our bills 
also? lwant to bring up bills because I am going 
to.stay. Is not that as good a. reason as the gen- 
tleman’s? . ae i 

Mr. STEPHENS, J now call up the. motion 
-to reconsider the vote by which bill No. 143, '* to 
regulate and fix the annual salary of the American 
consul at the city of Amsterdam,” was committed 
to. the Committee ‘of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. ` ka a 

“The bill was read., Tt provides that the salary 
of the American consul at Amsterdam. shall not 
exceed $2,500 per annum, including the fees and 
perquisites of his office. 7 
_. The question was put; and the motion to. recon- 
sider was agreed to. 

The question recurred.on..the motion to com- 
mit the bill, and. being put, it was negatived. 

The bill was then ,ordered to be engrossed and 
réad a third time, and being engrossed, was sub- 
sequently read the third time and passed. 

Mr. STEPHENS. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House-resolve itself 
into: the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
tne Union. B 

Mr. GAYLORD. 


gentleman from 


I ask Jeave to. withdraw 
from the files of the House the petition and papers 
-of the heirs of Lieutenant Frederick Von Wies- 
-enfels,: that they may be returnéd to the ‘peti- 
‘tloners. = ; 


"Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T object. _ 
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The question was ‘then taken upon Mr. Srs- 


PHENS’s motion, and it was agreed to, > - ` 
` So the rules were suspended, and the House re- 
solved itself: into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Frcxuin in the cliair:) 
ne NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. - F 
Mr. HOUSTON., I mave. to, take up House. 
bill No. 240, “ making appropriation i na 


service for the year ending June, 
The motion was agreed to... 


Ae 


-On motion by Mr, Housron, the read) ng of the | explanation made by the chairman of the Naval 


bill was dispensed with. Tah bes els Re acsie 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, addressed, the 
House an hour upon the necessity of reorganizing 
and improving the Navy, and in favor of building 
a war steamer. with a screw propelfer, and of white 
oak instead of live oak, by way. of experiment, 
with the view to an improvement in the structure 
of American vessels-of-war.. [Mr.8.’s speech is 
published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, coming from a 
State which has a large commerce, and an exposed 
coast—a State which has suffered from maritime 
invasion, and presents now more tempting induce- 
ments to the invader—lI feel a-deep interest in the 
appropriations for the Navy. This interest led 
me to examine the annual report of the Secretary, 
the.estimates of the Department for the current 
year, and to. compare them with the amounts pro- 
posed. to be appropriated by the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means in the present bill for this great 
arm of national defense. L remarked, as-the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs (Mr. Stanton] hag observed, that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means have reduced the 
estimates in, the increase, repairs, &c., of: the 
Navy, $300,000, and. was curious:to know the 
cause of this reduction. 

The aggregate amount of the estimates for the 
Navy. proper i$ $5,518,000.. The éstimates for 
other objects under the control of the Navy De- 
partment, including the. carrying. of the mail by 
steamers, construction of dry-docks in California, 
the improvement and-repairs of navy-yards, hos- 
pitals, ‘magazines, &c., $2,684,000. When we 
compare these appropriations with those for the 
British Navy, we find a most -alarming disparity 
on our side, considering the relations of this. Gov- 
ernment towards that, and the relative strength of 
other naval. Powers in Europe. From a news- 
paper account of the statistics of the Navy of Great 
Britain, which has lately fallen under my notice, 
Ifind the estimated-expense for the current year 
stated at £5,622,488' sterling,. nearly. equal to 
$25,000,000. . This disparity. is. not only. in the 
annual expense. more than the same ratio.of dis- 
proportion. exists in the number and character of 
their. ships “of. war; and the force, of. their arma- 
ments... - . ae : 
` A writer in the National Intelligencer, alluding 
to a recent debate in Congress, says : 

“ We all know the gallant Commodore in the Senate to 
be a, brave man, but he seems to take for granted that our 
navy can ‘whip’ all thé navies of the world in case we 
become involved in war. Now, I think that the present 
state of our service, particularly as regards the insubordina- 
tion, if not mutiny, which I am sarry to say exists, we could 
hardly begin to try to fight them, much fess to whip them. 
I Wonder, too, if the Commodore is posted up as to the 
strength Gf dther nations of the ocean? or does he speak 
from guess? or: does he think the San Jacinto. more than a 
match for La Hogue, or Ajax, fifty-six guns each, and. all 
of the heaviest calibre? The English have ten or twelve 
just such vessels, and’are now preparing, for sea‘the Non- 
paréil, ‘81; “Agamemnon, of 90 guns and 3,100 ‘tons; the 
Royal Albert, 120 ;. thirty-four sixty-eight:pounders on. her 
lower deck ; the James Watt, 90; and Windsor Castle, of 
120 guns. These terrible steamers are, in addition to some 
öne hundred and twenty others, more than one half which 
are quite equal, if not greatly superior to the San Jacinto.” 

Tam nota nautical man. I proféss to have no 
information with régard to naval affairs. But I 
desire tò ask of some gentleman in this House, 
who is familiar with these matters, whether it can 
bé true, that there are steamers-of this immense 
armament “whether it'can be true that the Bri- 
tish Government are building steamers ‘carrying 
ninety, and one hundred’and twenty guns, as rèp- 
resented ‘by ‘the correspondent of the National 
Intelligencer? If it be true, how much greater 
the necessity for placing ourselves in a proper pos- 
ture of defense! I understand from the learned 

` éhairmañ of the Committee on “Naval Affairs, 
that our largest steamers carry only ten guns, and 
it appears fromthe above extract, 'that-Great Bri- 
tain and France are building steamers carrying 
100 and 120° guns. f E S 


ai 
| water line. 


«:Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. - F presume 
that: the steamers to: which the gentleman alludes, 
are those which they‘ are building with the auxili- 
ary steam power. The British Government. have 
adopted: the plan, in some-instances, of putting 
auxiliary steam power into their old frigates;-and 
perhaps, into theirline-of-battle ships, which carry: 
nearly the. same amount of guns as formerly, and 
yet have this auxiliary steam power- below the 


Mr: BOWIE. Then I understand, from the 
Committee, that although they may not be regular 
steamers, having all the velocity’: and powerof 
that class of vessels, yet they approximate to 
them in.a great measure; they: have acquired an 
increased velocity and power, and will be, com- 
paratively, as dangerous and irresistible. Now, 
let every man who has the protection and defense 
of his country at heart—let every one who is not 
totally indifferent to our competition for equality 
on the seas, not to say superiority—let every man 
who is not reckless of the consequences which 
may ensue, if, unfortunately, war should grow up 
with Great Britain or any other European nation, 
consider these facts. 

Our ships will sail wherever duty shall require 
them. They will meet the enemy, however nu- 
merous their fleets, or superior their armaments. 
In‘a contest against such odds, valor, skill, and 
discipline will strive in vain; the stars and stripes 
must sink at last, with:the brave hearts whith de- 
fended them; death and defeat will. be theirs; the 
shame will be‘on our heads; their blood on our 
hands. ' 

We. are delegated by our constituents, to pro- 
vide in. peace for war, and to take proper steps 
for the protection of our Atlantic and Pacific fron- 
tier; and if, with information like this before us, 


+ we can hesitate to vote the supplies which the Ex- 


ecutive asks at our hands, we must havesome other 
reason than any which occurs to me, to justify it. 
No man; who is not wholly indifferentto the con- 
sequences which must result from this unequal 
warfare, can hesitate to vote the necessary sup- 
plies. The inequality upon our part, consists not 
only in the armament of the vessels, but it is 
equally: great and startling in the number of them: 
The Secretary of the Navy shows us that we have 
only forty-six vessels in commission, including 
sloops, and brigs, and steamers—only ten of those 
being steamers. We have forty-six more in or- 
dinary, and being repaired. Can the Committee 
of Ways and Means, after regarding the relative 
strength of the powers of Europe and ourselves, 
withhold the supplies necessary to keep up the 
Navy, even in its ordinary condition? ‘This is no 
party question. It is no party policy émanating 
fromthe Whig or Democratic party. Itis but a 
continuation of the policy, sanctioned: by all Ad- 
ministrations, and particularly by the late Demo- 
cratic Administration, : 
Mr. Chairman, you know that in 1847, the then 
President of the United States, who was. justly. 
high in: the regard of his party, recommended an 
appropriation for the gradual increase of the Navy; 
and- in consequence of that. appropriation, four 
steamers have been, orare now being built. That 
appropriation has now been exhausted, but surely 
we will not neglect so good- and so patriotic an 
example?. Surely, a Democratic majority: in this 
House, having it in their power, will not repudiate 
what one of their sages has so lately advised them 
to do, under circumstances not at all more emer- 
gent than the present.. The Secretary of the 
Navy, in his late annual report, states he does 
not mean to recommend the placing, ourselves 
upon an equality with foreign Powers, but that 
due caution and ordinary. circumspection suggest 
that we. should continue the gradualincrease of our 
Navy. Sir, if he had not suggested it at all, our 
own observation of the growth of our commerce, 
the extent of our coast, the increase of our power, 
the exposure of the hew States upon the Pacific, 
would have suggested the necessity of this increase. 
if we havea Dagraclensst and Pacific States to 
rotect, we must havea Navy riding in those seas. 
[f the State of California, and the cities of that 


State, should acquire the population and wealth. 


which their friends anticipate, they will be the 
“optima spolia”? of naval warfare; and the power 
that possesses superiority upon’ that ocean, will 
bé enabled to:'grasp them. when it pleases. i 

:Mr` Chairman, we should not forget the great 


debt and obligation which the country is under ta 
the Navy. Fam’ sorry to seë the apologetic tone 
adopted by the Departments in’ speaking’ of -thé 
estimates for appropriations. . Ht is-an-arm- of the 
service of which we should. be:proud—one ‘whose 
achievements we should glory in’ and’endéavor to 
reward. ‘From ‘the time of the ‘Tripolitan:and: 
Algerine war, to the late war with Mexico; the 
Navy has rendered us most distinguished’ ‘services. 
No branch of the‘service has-been more conspidii~ 
ous, more devoted, more self-sacrificing. ~The’ 
only mode of placing them in the position they: 
are entitled’ to: occupy, isto give them rank: and 
emolument equivalent to. theit perils: ahd privas 
tions. I do not now suggest an increase of pay, 
but I say cherish the-corps which’ has ‘alread 
been prolific of such glorious acquisitions, and is: 
so essential to our safety. Much as'l respect the 
Army, highly as I prize their achievements, P be- 
lieve: we would never have been the victors -of 
Vera Cruz or the conquerors of California, if it 
had not been for the prowess and gallantry of the 
Navy. That branch of-the service has never had 
a traitor in it from the time ofits organization. It 
has never had an officer who resigned in‘ the face 
of a war or a difficulty. It has not only:always 
met the foe and: conquered them when ‘equal’ or 
inferior, but- it has often conquered: its superiors- 
both in single ships and fleets. may 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, we are indebted 
to the Navy almost exclusively for the monopoly: 
which we now enjoy of the whale fisheries: An- 
terior to the war of 1812:the British had almost a 
monopoly of that branch of the fisheries. Our 
Navy swept the British whalers from the ocean; 
and, notwithstanding British bounties and. the at- 
tempts of the British Government to foster that 
branch of their commerce, from that time to this 
Americans have reaped all its benefits, We have 
now not less than nine millions invested in that 
branch of commerce, and the annual profits derived 
from it, I arn credibly informed, ‘amount to nine 
millions more. ` Certainly a commerceso rich and: 
valuable as that must be protected; and as we ex~ 
pand our commerce wè must increase our Navy. 
Will any gentleman be so economical as to insist 
that we should deny appropriations based upon 
estimates coming from the Department, and which 
appropriations, according to the statement of the 
chairman of the Naval Committee, Wenn duty 
it is to know what is necessary, ) will.only be suf 
ficient to enable the Government to. build: one ves- 
sel? . That gentleman has already pointed, out the 
mortifying spectacle which was presented. -to.: the 
country of having but one ship to.send.in. an hour 
of great emergency to assert our. rights. on the 
coast of Newfoundland.. What American in an: 
English or European port would not feel ashamed: 
of the admission that the United States of ‘North 
America, claiming to be equal with “£ the mistress 
of the seas,” had but one armed ship to protect 
their rights. And, sir, ifa war—a contingency I 
cannot contemplate without horror—should re~ 
sultfrom any unhappy’ collision on that coast, 
who can not foresee the devastation and wreck’ 
and prostration of our commerce and of our com- 
mercial emporiums in consequence of our fatal and‘ 
lethargic security ? -L wish some gentleman, pos- 
sessing the power of rousing this House to a sense 
of what is due to the dignity of the nation and to 
our ‘own defense, would become the advocates of 
the Navy—some gentlemen belonging to that pow“ 
erful party who now hold the legislation of this 
House within their hands. Let them doit. They 
cannot wreath a chaplet of more glorious. luster 
around their brows. We owe it to the country; 
we owe it to ourselves: we owe it to our posterity; 
we owe it to those who’ have gone before us ‘not 
to suffer the laurels which have been gathered in 
so many conflicts to wither under presumptive 
self-esteem and invincibility, or the blight of penu- 
rious legislation. 

Mr. SCHOONMAKER obtained the floor; and 
addressed the House an hour in defining the posi- 
tion ofthe Whig party of New York on the cóm- 
promise questions, maintaining that that party 
there, although greatly opposed to the passage of 
the fugitive slave law, was disposed to acquiesce’ 
in the compromise ‘measures, irrespective of any’ 
platform. {See A ppendix.] i 

Mr. MANN obtained the floor, and yielded: 
it tó i a EE 

Mr. POLK: As the gentleman has been giving 
the history of the Whig party in New ‘York, T 
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would ask him whetheéd or not: in supporting Genz 


eral: Scott, that party. adopts the. -platform of. the 
Whig Baltimore Convention?,.°: - 
ai "Mr SCHOONMAKER. It. has adopted the 
nominees.of the National. Convention... ; 

Mr. POLK. Doesthe Whig party of New York 
adopt the platform as: certified from the: Baltimore 
Convention? -- 

Mr. SCHOONMAKER. I can answer. for 
myself, and. those. with whom I. act, that, of 
course, by supporting the nominees, We support. 
the platform. 

i Mr: POLK.. I then understand that the Whig 
party of: New York supports General Soott upon 
the platform? -.:: 

Mr. SCHOONMAKER. 
and. those. with whom I act. 

Mr. POLK. -Who does. the gentleman act 
with? -As the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
allowed me the privilege, I will go into. the. ques- 
tion in another way... Does Mr.. Sewarp support 
General Scott upon that platform? 

Mr. SCHOONMAKER. Will the gentleman 
answer me a question? [Laughter.] 

Mr. MANN. I insist now upon my right to 
the floor. 

.The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts is entitled to the floor, and-refuses to 
yield further. 

Mr. MANN took the floor, and. addressed: the 
committee upon the subject of the institution of: 
slavery, the moral and physical condition. of the 
African race, both in the United States and in their 
native country, and the position: of ; Parties on the 
slave question. (See Appendix.] 
~- Mr. SKELTON here. obtained the floor.. j 

Mr. HOUSTON. With the permission of the 
gentleman from New: Jersey, (Mr. Skevron,] I 
will move that the committee take a. recess until 
seven o'clock. : we ; 

Mr. SKELTON. I tangot yield .to that mo- 
tion. The remarks which: T propose to make in 
reference to an. amendment whisk I shall offer to 
this bill, are very brief; but { will yield to a mo- 
tion that the committee rise. 

Mer. JONES, of Tennessee. 
tion. 

The question wasthen Pu and the nation was 
not agreed to. 


Mr. SKELTON. Mr. “Chairman, I jave ob- 
tained the floor at this time for the purpose of no- 
tifying the House that at the proper time I shall 
offer an amendment, which I will send to the table 
to'be read. anaye : 
~ The amendment was read, as follows: 

‘That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, an= 
thorized and required’ to-have completed, without wuneces: 
sary. delay, the war-steampr contracted for with. Nobert Ls 
Stevens, in pursuance of an a¢t of Congress passed April, 
14, 1848. 

Mr. S. said: In. the year 1842, Gongress passed 
an act authorizing Robert L. ‘Stevens, of New 
Jersey, to construct a. steam- vessel. for the pur- 
pose of coast-defense, which was to be ball and 
bomb proof, From some cause unknown to me, siry 
after that contract, had been entered into by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and the work somewhat 
advanced, the enterprise was abandoned. 

Vhe object, sir, in proposing this amendment, is, 
that this enterprise may be recommenced and car- 
ried into effect, Sir, this question of the construc- 
tion of war-steamers, for coast. defense is rather a 
new proposition. 
tested. It was for the purpose of testing that ex- 
pediency that the Congress of, the United States. 
authorized the construction of this vessel. The 
object of constructing the vessel was not. for. the 
purpose of navigating the ocean, not for the pur- 
pose of being engaged in wars of conquest, but 
for the purpose ‘of. protecting our country from 
invasion by a foreign foe. 

I believe this enterprise is worthy of the sanction 
and support of this House. As has already been 
said this afternoon, the,. United States has ‘not in 
existence a navy | that can compete with thenavies 
of Europe. Several of the commercial nations of 
Europe have larger war navies than we have. In- 
deed, sir, any attempt to establish a naval force 
equal to that of Great Britain, it is very evident, 
would not meet the approbation of this Congress, 
Notwithstanding, sir, we are unwilling to engage 
in this expensive enterprise for the purpose of 
protecting our country, and. although we do not 
expect to compete with Great Britain upon the 


I answer for myself 


I make that mo- 


Its expediency has never been | 


| to the country, but it is much cheaper than- local 


-which was.agreed to, 


ocean, it is very vident that. we:must an some 
means by :which-to defend. ourselves from the in- 
vasion ofa foreign:foe; and- the question. presents 
itself, :.how--shall: this, object be accomplished ? 
Shall. we defend our sea-coast. by permanent for- 
tifications, or shall: we construct. forts and. fortifi- 
cations upon, the water? Now;,:sir, this proposi- 
tion meets my -views in this particular, that it;is 
not only perfectly available asa means of defense 


and stationary. fortifications upon our shores. | * 

: Mr. ROBBINS. : -With the consent.of the gen- 
deman from New. Jersey, I will move:that..the 
committee take a recess until seven o ‘dlocke this 
evening .. 

Mr. JONES, of. Tennessee. Ẹ object; 
move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. ROBBENS. Then I will. withdraw. my. 
motion. 

Mr. SKELTON. It was at the desire of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that I yielded for 
the submission of the motion for a recess. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I will merely state that the 
Committee on Naval Affairs of the House, of 
which I am. a member, have considered this sub- 
ject. It is a matter of very great moment, so far 
ag the defense of the country is concerned, and the 
gentleman ought to have an opportunity to address 
a considerably greater number of members than 
are. now. present... Ido not think there is anything 
which can claim the attention of the committee of 
more importance than the: subject being discussed 
by the gentleman. >. 

Mr. POLK... With the gentleman’ s permission, 
I move that the committee do now rise. Hecan 
then submit what he has to:say to-morrow. 

The question ‘was.taken, and the motion.to rise 
was agreed’ to. f 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman. re- 
ported that the Committtee of the Whole on, the 
state of the Union had had the state of the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly. 
House bill No: 240, making appropriations for the 
support of the Navy, and ha come to no resolu- 
tion thereon. 

Mr. HOUSTON then, by u unanimous consent, 
reported from the Committee of Ways and 
Means the fortification bill; which was read a first 
and second. time, and referred tothe Committee 
of the Whole on the state of. the Union, and or- 
dered to be printed, .. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move the usual resolution 
to close debate in the Committee of the Whole 
on the naval appropriation bill half an hour after 
its consideration shall be resumed. fam Uns 
it shall lay over till to-morrow. : 

Mr. FOWLER. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. (Mr. Jones in thechair.) 
That is a question which cannot be objected to. 
Under the rules, it is the right of any person to 
pam, a resolution at any time to terminate de- 

ate. 'The action of the: Houseupon it when i in- 
troduced is another question.: : 

Mr. POLK moved that the House adjourn; 


“Iwil 


And the House adjourned till eleven « o’clock to- 
morrow. 


MEMORIALS. 

The following memorials were presented under the zuls 
and referred to the appropriate committee : 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania; Two memorials of t 
citizens of Philadelphia, asking the passage of the bill in- 
troduced by Mr. STANLY, to authorize the Secretary of the : 
Treasuary to deposit with the several States ‘thé fourth în- | 
stallment of the deposits of the public money. directed to be 
made with the said States, by act of June 23d, 1836. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: A inmemorial of sundry 
citizens of ‘Washington county; Tennessee, praying Con- 
gress to pass a bill:introdaced by Hon. E. Stanzy; of North 
Carolina, which is entitled “A bili to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to deposit with the several. States the 
fourth installment of the public money directéd tobe made 
with said States by the act approved: June 234, 1836.9? 


IN SENATE. 
Wepvespay, August 18, 1852. 

-~ Prayer by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Moreay. | 

Mr. DAVIS. Ihave been requested to present | 
a petition signed by several persons.in the city. of | 
Boston. They state that they are the. inventors of į 
a machine for knitting; that they made application | 
at the Patent Office for a patent, and it was:granted į 
by the Commissioner of Patents. : From that grant | 


‘authorizing somé other ‘person’ t 
; I move that: the petition be referred to ‘the Com- 
mittee on` the Judiciary. : Ra A 


an. opel aka to ihe Chief. Ih ustiee, of, this 
District. That appeal.theysay has been suspended, 
because of the inability of the Chief Justice to try 
it. His infirmities.are such that he cannot attend, 
to the case... It has long: been suspended in: this 
way; and they pray Congress to, make some 
provision to relieve them froni that, condition, by 
‘hear the case.. 


The motion was agreed to. 

“Mr. DAVIS. -'T‘avialso requested’ to preach, 
the petition of Samuel. S. Lewis, of Boston, who 
represents himself to'be the agent of the Cunard 
line of steamers. Hë represents in this petition 
that when the line commenced operations, running 
between Boston and Liverpool, there ‘was an 
understanding with the collector of the customs 
that the duties upon coal which was consumed on 
the outward voyage should come upon the basis 
of drawback for exports, upon the condition that 
a bond should be entered into for the payment of 
those duties in case the coal was ‘not exported in 
that manner and used. He gave those bonds, 
coming under personal liability, and on the pro~ 
duction of the certificates from time to time that 
the coal had been exported and used in that man- 
ner, the bonds were canceled. Of late, from sonie 
cause or other, which does not very distinctly 
appear, upon thé produétion of the certificates, thé 
Department declined to cancél.the bonis.’ “These 
bonds are outstanding, and are claimed against 
him: What he desires is, that if the law is inad- 
equate; power should’ “be given td cancel these’ 
bonds as heretofore, upon the production of the 
certificates that the coal has been. exported and 
consumed upon the voyage. I ‘move. ‘that thé 
petition be referred to the Committee’on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES.” 


Mr. GEYER, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which were referred the following merto- 
rials, asked to be discharged fromthe further 
consideration’ thereof; which was agreed to: ` 

` Memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin rela= 
tive to the jurisdiction ‘of the United: States district 
court for that State; ` pees ETE 

~ Memorials of citizens of Lee count y Towa; and 
of Isaac. Galland, praying the appointment of a . 
commissioner to examine and settle all claims to 
anid in the Sac ind Fox: Balf- breed reservation; 
and a f 
Memorial of James M.-Crane, praying addiz 
tional compensation: for publishing. the Laws of 
Congress of 1849-50, in the California Courier, 

“He also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill supplemental. to an act: entitled 
“An act extending the jurisdiction óf the district 
courts to certain cases, upon the lakes and navi~ 
gable waters connecting the same,” approved 
F ebruary 26, 1845, reported’ it back with a rec- 
ommendation that it do not: pass, the committee 
thinking that legislation ‘on the subject is unhe- 
cessary. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which were téferred the following me- 
morials, asked to be discharged from the further 
consideration thereof; which was agreed to; 

Memorial of F. A. Chenowith and others, pray~ 
ing the title to certain land settled and improved 
by them in the Territory of Oregon; anda 

Memorial of Robert ohnson, praying that pat- 
ents: may issue in his name on certain bounty land 
warrants held by him and issued in thé names of 
discharged soldiers whose certificates he had pur- 
chased. 

He also, from the same. committee, to which 
was referred the bill from, the. House of Repre- 
sentatives; to ameņd an actentitled ‘An act. to, 
create the office of surveyor general of. the public 
lands in Oregon, and to provide for the SUTVEY y: 
and to make donations to.the settlers of the said, 
public land,” approved September 27, 1850, re- 
ported it back with an amendment. 

Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, to which was referred. the memorial. of 
Robert Mills, proposing a plan fora railroad and. 
telegraphic communication to.the Pacific ocean, 
submitted a report thereon; which was ordered, to 
be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
were referred the following bills, memorials, and 
joint resolution, asked to be discharged from the 
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further. consideration ‘thereof; which ‘was agreed 
to. pa tees at, Soe age Bese eee 

~ Bill to-amend the act approved’ March 2,.1831, 
entitled «An act to-provide for the punishment of 
offenses committed in cutting; destroying, or rex 
moving live-oak and other timberor trees reserved 
for naval purposes;”’ go gran WUE AVENE tab at 
u Billto grant the hot'springs.in Arkansas to that 
State, and to secure the interests Of bona fide set- 


tions on ne . RENEK ; 

-Memorial.of the Legigiature of Alabama; pray- 
ing a modification of the‘ act to enable'the State of 
Arkansas and. other States to reclaim the “swamp 
lands” within’ their limits;@mde: i540 05: 

Joint resolution giving the assent of Congress to 
an act of the Legislature of the State óf Mississippi 
appropriating ‘a: portion of thè swamp and’ over- 
flowed. lands granted to said- State by the act ap- 
proved:September %8, 1820. > es~ 
~ Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to which was referred the bill to extend the 
warehousing system by the establishment of pri- 
vate bonded warehouses, and for other purposes, 
reported back.the same without amendment. ` 

; ADDITIONAL. LAND DISTRICT. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa... I am instructed by. 
the Committee on. Public, Lands, to which was 
referred a resolution of the Senate requesting that 
committee to:inquire into the expediency. of estab- 
lishing an additional land office in the Territory of. 
Minnesota, to.report a bill-to create an additional 
land office in that, Territory. I hope the Senate 
will take up and pass. the biil at this time. There 
is but one land office in Minnesota, which isa 
very large Territory... This bill will -give to that 
Territory but two land offices. . The people there 
are subject to very great inconvenience in entering 
their lands, and I hope the Senate will pass the 
bill now. | oe e : 

The bill was rẹad, a first. and. second, time, and 
the Senate proceeded to consider it.as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole... tus acide Boe 
it. provides for the creation of a new. land dis- 
trict, to ,be.called the ‘{ Sac. River District’’—the 
land office. to, he Jocated at such. point within the 
district, as the President -may-direct, and to be 
removed from time to time, as may, in his opinion, 
be expedient; it also authorizas the President, by 
and with the advice and:consent of the Senate, to 
appoint the necessary officers. bo "ar 

No amendment being proposed, the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed 
for.a.third reading. po Eao cats 


R S "| O DAVÍD MURPHY. 

Mr. CHASE. ` I ask the indulgence of the Sen- 
ateto tikeupabill upon which action was prevented 
last Friday by à ‘single objection, “It isa bill from 
the: House’'for the relief of David; Murphy. I 
will simply state that it proposes to givea pension 
of $5 333 a month toa soldier wlio Was wounded 
in the last war with Great Britain, It has twice 
passed the House, and failed on the last private 
bill day by the interposition of a single objection. 
It has three times been reported. favorably upon 
by the TIouse. It has undergone a Scrutiny by a 
committee of the Senate, and been favorably re- 
ported upon by then.” I trust the Senate’will take 


it np and pass It. ` ; . r 
The motion was agreed. toy and the Senate 
resumed the consideration of thé bill as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. No amendment being pro- 
posed, it was reported to the Senate without amenid- 
ment, ordered to a thiid reading, read a third time, 
and passed. | Cae ys 
fou » CANALAN CALIFORNIA.: : : 
“Mr. GWIN asked and obtained: leave to intro- 
duce a bill granting to the State of California the 
right of way‘and a donation of public lands for 
the purposé of constracting a carial -across the 
Sierra Nevada valley; which was read‘a first and 
second time by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. ` i guis 
LAND DISTRIBUTION BILL. . i 
. Mr. FISH: ,.1 desire to give notice, that, -on 
the day after to-morrow, during the'morning hour, 
I shall ask the-Senate to take up the-bill: from. the 
House of Representatives, commonly known as 
“ Bennett’s land distribution bil.” -For my own: 
part, I desire.to state that I have no: disposition to 
discuss it, and I believe that disposition is common 


z . THE. CONGRESSIONAE 


| pelled 
tlers within the limits of thechot-spring reserva- | 
i Poise ad MEDE MERRE E | which they support. Therefore; as l understand: 


„the Lobos islands, .. 


‘thelegal representatives of the deċedent.: 


with ail:the friends of the bill.-.I think it willlead | 
to no: debate, so far as its friends are concerned:: 
I give this notice, in order that-Senators: may be 
aware of what is to come up on that day.. Many 
were not satisfied with thé vote that was given 
yesterday ; when'that bill was offered amend- 
mentito the Sault Ste. Marie canal bill: Many‘of 
the‘friends ‘of the-distribution bill were then: com 

“to! give-a’ vote. which might“seem: to'place 
them’ in’ opposition ‘tothe prinéiples “of the ‘bill: 


that the-morning hourto-morrow is-to be occupied 
on another question,-I ‘shall; on the day after to~“ 
morrow, during the'morning hour, ask the Senate 
to take up the bill to which I refer. vie 
i nia <THE LOBOS [SLANDS. . 

Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution- 
for consideration: Maren da: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be 
instructed to. inquire into’the: expediency of -reannexing 


COMPENSATION OF A PAGE. 5 

Mr. JONES; of lowa, submitted the following 
resolution; which: was read, and -referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 


Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the. Secretary of the Senate be directed 
to pay to F. B. Gilbert, a pagein the Senate, the same. com- 
pensation as was allowed. the other pages for the second 
session of the Thirtieth Congress. 

BILLS. PASSED. san 

The following engrossed bills: were severally 
read a third time and passed: . : 

Bill granting to the State of Michigan the right 
of way and a -donation’ of publie land, for the 
construction of a ship canal around the Falls:of 
St. Mary’s, in said State; and a whe 

Bill for the settlement ofa certain class of pri- 
vate land claims within the limits of the D’Auter- 
ive claim, and: for allowing preémption to certain 
purchasers and actual settlers, in the event of: the 
final adjudication of the title of said D’Auterivein 
favor of the United States, and for other purposes. 

_CAYUSE WAR... 5 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, there is: a 
bill upon the table from the House of Represent- 
atives, providing for the mode in which: the ex- 
penses of the-Cayuse warin Oregon shall-pe paid. 

tisa bill to amend an act ‘entitled:** An act to 
“settle and adjust the expenses ofthe people of 
« Oregon, in defending themselves fromatiacks‘and 
hostilities of Cayuse Indians, inthe years 1847: 
¢and°1848,”’ approved February 14, 1851. . Cori- 
gress, at the last session, appropriated the money 
to pay these expenses; “but the Treasury Depart- 
ment. find it necessary to have a verbal amend- 
ment.to that law made, in order to enable them to 

ay the money. This bill appropriates no money, 

tis merely to direct the payment.of money for- 
merly appropriated. ‘L move that the Senate take 
up that bill, $ have been urged by the Treasury 
Department, for the last two or three months; to 
have it passed. ` : 

The motion was-agreéd:to; and the Senate 
proceeded, as in’ Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the ‘bill, . It proposes to authorize the: Será 
retary of the ‘Treasury .to pay, out-of the money 
appropriated by. the act to. which this‘is an amend- 
ment, approved: February 14, 1851; the amount 
found due to the persons named‘in-the report of the 
commissioner to ascertain the necessary expenses 
incurred by these inhabitants, as that report was 
communicated to Congress by the Legislature of 
Oregon, atthe second session of the.Thirty-first 
Congress. It also provides, that where a- person 
to whom an amount was found. due shall have 
died, the amount shall be paid to his legal repre- 
sentatives; provided, that if the deceased person 
shall not have been-a permanent resident of Ore- 
gon at the time of his death; and shall have-left a 
widow in any. one of. the States of the Union, the 
amount..due shall. be -paid-to: the widow, and if 
there be no widow: surviving, but infant children, 
the amount shall, be -paid.ito the guardian of the 
infant children; and if no infant children, then to 


Mr. DOUGLAS.. The only change that. this. 
bill makes, is this: The'act- of. 1851-required. the 
Secretary of the Treasury to ascertain-how -niuch 
was.due.to each individual.. On-examination; it 


Fizes a settlement of the accounts,“ 


’ And Mr. ‘Sawios, Mr. Pearce, Mr. BE 


be: below: the:sum: appropriated! by Congress, and 
that-all the parties so faras we canlébrn, are satis: 
fied with: that adjudication: -It will takea greatdeal: 
of time -to send:to Oregon, hunt'up;the: vouchers: 
again;:-and go ‘through-the same distribution’ ; 
money: Therefore-it: ig thought best, forall the: 
parties, simply to. adopt that report'of the Liegiax: 
lature-of Oregon, without the expense and trouble 
of having a new: statement made out agains“Dhe? 
bilkdoés not‘ appropriate adollar; itsiaiply authér- 


Hive 


; . The-bill -was reported: tothe Setiate without 
amendment; ordered: toa: third 'veading, read a 
third time, and:passed. i: i oae ne E 
CONSUL AT AMSTERDAM.” = 

The bill from.the House.of Representatives:to 
regulate and fix the annual salary of the American, 


-|, Consul at the city, of Amsterdam, was read a first: 


and second’ time by its title, and referred to the, 
Committee on Commerce. i he ‘ 


y; ` INDIGENT INSANE BILL “Het 3 
-The Dill fromthe House of Representatives. 
making: a grant. óf public lands to the. several 
States and Territories of the Unionfor the benefit 
of indigent insane persons, was read ‘a first’ and. 
second time., . il mere 
Mr. SHIELDS. | There wasa ‘select ‘commit- 
tee at the early part of the session, to which ‘the 
subject was referred; ad I move the reference of" 
this bill to that:comimittee. TE 
The PRESIDENT. Has‘ that committee ‘re-- 
ported? So ee ek Pe PE 
Mr. SHIELDS, Thecommittee have reported 
on the subject. oes ea oe 
The PRESIDENT. The moment’ a’ select’ 
committee reports on the subject for which tt was 
raised, it is no longer in existence. Spe hits 
Mr. SHIELDS. Then I move that the bill be’ 
referred to a select committee of five, © 9°" 
Mr. HUNTER. “It seems to, me that this’ bill’ 
should be referred to the. Committee on Public’ 
Lands.” Tdo not think there is any necessity for 
raising’ a select committee to ‘examine it, “It is 
only tn extreme and extraordinary cases that we’ 


make use of select committees. , i 
Mr: SHIELDS: I would state to the Senate 
tlitit-] believe the tisual course has been to refer, 
this bill to a select committee, and ‘I believe there: 
is a parliamentary reason for it. ~ It is understood’ 
that the Committee on Public Lands aié dpposed ` 
to the measure.’ ~ > aI: nas pei as 
Mr. BORLAND: 
the fact. oni nn o : ‘ 
Mr. SHIELDS. “I understand’ that it has” 
always been the practice with this bill, which’ is’ 
commonly kndwn ‘as Miss Dix’s bill; to refer it to” 
je to refer it to a` sê- 


‘Lam not aware that that ia’ 


a select commitide: and E mov 
lect committee, . ` i 
The motion was agreed to. = es 

The PRESIDENT. Senators will prepare’ 
their ballots for a select committee. eae 
Mr. SHIELDS. I would suggest that the 
Chair appoint the committee. i rae 


The PRESIDENT. ‘Pherule requires all'coni= 
mittees to be balloted’ for, unless by aneii mous 
wi 


consent: , Tf there be no 


here objection, the Chazi“ 
appoint the committee.” 05 5o TE AA 
There being no objection, it was so order: 


Mr. Hamu, and Mr. Davis, were appointed the’ 
committee. | * ee 
Mr. BORLAND. | In_ connection with. this. 
matter, I wish to submit, informally, a substitute 
for that bill, which I intend. to offer when itcomes 
up for consideration. in-the Senate. d have pre- 
pared my substitute, and I wish it to be printed, 
so-that.when the bill comes before the Senate, the 
substitute will be also before Senators, that they, 
may understand its contents, ; 
‘The substitute. was received, informally, and. 
ordered to be printed. ` i ie 
o . ot ins, LANGDON C EASTON. u cal 
Mr: DAVIS... call for the order of the day. © 
Mr. SHIELDS. I will take the liberty of re~ 
questing. my honorable friend from Massachusetts 
to. withdraw his call. for the-present, in. ordertoo 
permit me-to:take up a bill.for the relief of Cap- 
tain Easton,:of the United States Army. Itis æ 
bill to which, I presume,there will be novobjec=: . 
tion. -Thereason: why F wish to have'it! taken‘ up 
now is, that the. Department ‘is anxious /to send 


has been. found that the Territorial Legislature of 
Orégon did: ascertain. the amount, and found it to |i 


~ 


this. officer to his post inj New: Mexicos: He: 


PHE. CONGRESSIONAL: GLOBE: 


epr 

tunity: 

s Sty. 
as Eam-téld:b: 


will-consent.to pomponeik hy pat = 
-Me DAVIS Very: well; I: withdraw: my-call. 
» Mea SHIELDS: F move to-take-up fer-sonsid: 
eration the bill for the relief:of Captain hangdon: 
C. Easton, Assistant Quartermaster ofthe United 
States Army. = 0° S 
“The moton was ag ë 
ë sečond'timë“and i 

of the Whole: It p 
proper. accounting: office 
ment to-credit Captain 


of the: 


g : 
the settlement; of his accounts, with the sum of |} 


$17,651, the amount of which: he was defrauded 
by his. late clerk, Gustavus. McHarcourt,. while, 
stationed at Santa. Fé, New Mexico. = o ous 
; Mr. PRATT. I should like to. hear the report, 


in this case read. G 


tial clerk in the pay, department of the Army, and 


consideration, o E ; 
“Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, I.bave no doubt. 
in the world, of the entire, integrity: :of Captain 
Easton, the quartermaster, in this. case;. but this: 
bill certainly involves. a principle which: I think 
ought not to be sanctioned by the Senate without 
discussion. X do not say that I shall be opposed 
to the bill when I become acquainted with all the 
facts of the case. But, here is a. public officer— 
a gher ermasters his clerk, his own private agent, 
défrauds him of. certain sums of money, as shown 
by the report; and the effect of the bill, and the 
object of it is, that the Government shall reimburse 
the officer for the frauds committed by his chief 
clerk. eee i TES R 
“Mr. SHIELDS. Ihave promised that if the 
bill leads to discussion, I shall not insist upon its 
passage now. mes 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator make 
any motion? $ ; f 

_Mr. SHIELDS. I understand that the Sena- 
tor from Maryland wishes to discuss the’ sub- 
ect. 

Mr. PRATT. Lam perfectly prepared to vote 
upon'the bill yow, but, as at present advised, I 
shall voteagainatit. ; > 

Mr. SHIELDS... If there is no: desire to dis- 
cuss- the- bill, hope: we:shall take a vate... 

Mr. HALE. 1 think:the bill ought not to pass 
without discussion; andtd:théerefore hope: it will 
lie over. Soom Gen AA 

Mr. SHIELDS. I havedone my duty in call- 
ing the attention of the Senate to: the matter; and 


t- UNTER: is 
| shal ae he 
j4 


‘can get the floor, to-morrow, dur 


| bill, and let the civil: and. 
course. - 


i with theriver and harbor bill. | *"~ 
e War Depart“ ee Pi awh ace dats eset 

don C; Baston; on’ if ~. a aa Aia 4 
Mr. DAVIS. I renew the call for the order of 


agit is to give, rise to discussion;.1 move:to post~: 
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pone ithe further consideration ofthe bill:till Fri- 


ber Hees Bais i 
:Themotion:was:agreed: to: <: 


SUSI 


tice 


hour,,to.ask: the Senate.to-tak 


Mr, DODGE, óf Towa. Ahd j 
omörrow morning P'shall insist 


“RIVER AND HARBOR- BIEL: : 


the day. -= : ve ` 
The PRESIDENT. The. first bill on thë orders 


is: bill to revive a partion of an‘act for the. relief |} 
of widows. of deceased soldiers. ; 2k 
Mr. DAVIS. I thought the river and.-harbor || 
bill. was the: regular. order, being: the unfinished 


business. : 
The PRESIDENT: 'The unfinished. business 


according to the rules of the Senate, the special 
orders .do not.comé up: until one o’elock. 

Mr. BORLAND. -E hope:the bill which has 
been announced. by the-Chair.as the regular order 
will be:taken. up'niow. . It:has been on the Calen- 
dar-for a very long-while,.and it is a very merito- 
rious bill. nie . : i 

Mr. DAVIS: I supposed that thefirst hour of 
the morning was.devoted. to.general business, and- 
that then the special-orders of:the.day. come up. 

. The PRESIDENT. The.special-orders do not 
come up till one o7’tloek.. -i oe ; 

Mr. DAVIS. Then L. move to postpọne:the 
regular orders in order to take up the bill from 
the House of Represetitatives““making appropri- 
ations for the improvement of eettditi harbors ahd 
rivers,” which is the first special orden: = > cis 

~My, BORLAND. I am as desiraus-as any-one, 
can:-be that the river and harbor billshall be-taken. 
up anddisposed of; but the-small bill just now-an< 
pounced by. the Chair as-the-first regular order;.} 
think will ‘natgive: rise. to: much-diseussion.. It 
has: been here for a long. while, and:-I:-would. be 
glad to see it disposed of, It is to do justice toa 
very. meritorious and limited class. of widows. 

Mr. BELL. Before-we:take up that-bill,. per- 
mit meto say that there area great many others 
who. wish to:take up particular bills. A : 

The motion of Mr. Davis was agreed. to, and 
the Senate.accordingly resumed, as in Committee 
ofthe Whole,‘the consideration of the. bill from 
the: House: of Representatives: tt making appro- 
priations for-the improvement of certain: harbors 
and rivers.” : 

AJong debate ensued, in which Messrs. Daw- 
son, HAMLIN, BORLAND, SOULE, BRIGHT; PRATT, 
ATCHISON, Cass, BUTLER, Mason, BELL; HALE, 
MarLory, Case, Davis, Dawson, and: others, 
participated, for which see Appendix, = 08: t 

When, at half-past four; p. mi; on motion of 
Mr. JAMES, the Senate:adjourned. 


. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
“WeepNespay, August 18, 1852. 
“The House met at eleven o'clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirrieton E. Morean. 
The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 
é THE. WHEELING. BRIDGE. 
TheSPEAKER... The: business first in order 
is the consideration of House bill No. 297, ‘* de- 
claring the ‘Wheeling Bridge a lawful structure, 
and: for other-purposes,”?: upon which the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Curtis] is entitled 
to: thefloor. - : ; 
Mr. STUART. ‘I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take from the- Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 30; confirming to the State of 
Michigan certain salt-spring lands which ‘have re-- 
mained suspendedin market since 1836, in conse- 
quence of -an error committed by-a clerk: of the: 


consideration! willngst.oceupy:five minutes. 


| <. Mn LET CHER.: > Fshould: like ver 
; H; agcommodate the -gentleman from: Michigan, but 
: should withdraw my objections now, others will 


1) Michigan. and other gentlemen of the House: 
| this: matter: can be disposed of-without -an-inter- 


unanis! us , Margaret Farrar. I have been endeavoring to get 
of the preceding day is thé first special order; but |} i Di $ r 


' Commissioner: of the:: Qeneral-Land: Office. - Its: 


The 
bill contains but.one-section. —_ ; e 
Mr. LETCHEB.::-L-object,.if the time oceu- 
pied-in thé. consideration:of-the bitlis to'be. taken: 
out of the. morning howri o cs lesen ye 
» Mr- STUART: F trast:the gentleman: will not 
insist upon his objection... : Ler 


ye much to 


ask the same favor. I do not like to make ap in- 
vidiaus. distinction -between the gentleman: from 
If 


id 


up: 
fiterfered 


r. CURTIS concluded the arguinetit which 
he commenced yesterday in opposition to’ the 


| Wheeling bridges. He apprehended that the prop- 


osition involved’ inthis case was simply this: 
Should Congress “sit as‘ a court of errors. and 
appeals over the decision and adjudication ‘of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and consider 
matters which, without: a doubt, properly. be- 
longed’ to: that’ tribuiial; and’ review’ them in a 


: manner entirely ‘unknown to'law? He contended 
i that inithis case they were riot qualified tò actas 


judges; they were tot impartial, and’ could not be 
in the consideration of this quéstion: ‘He also àr- 


| gued that the bridges should be étevated, so as not 


t6'be the least obstruction to navigation, declaring 


that this was the only issue. - [See Appendix.] ” 


Mr. NEWTON contended: that ‘the: bridges 
were not a nuisance, and:that-the Supreme Court 
had no. power over.the question. [See Appendix.] 
` Mr. STUART. I think, sir, this ig a very im- 
portant subject, but there arè numerous other im- 
portant matters that: have to be disposed of, or 
ought to be disposed of, by this Congress, in the 
morning hout; and witha view to test the sense 
of the House upon this subject, and believing that 
we are as well advised upon’ jt as we-shall-be by, 
any further discussion, I move. the previous ques~ 


tion, 2 OA E a, 
Mi. WALSH. Wii the gentleman withdraw 
his motion for a moment? I am`vèry anxious to, 


_pablish my remarks upon this question, and if I 


čan do bo, I haye no objection to. the previous 
question. (See Appendix.) | a 
The SPEAKER. This can he done, as there is 
no objection. ` D : : 
~. Mr: JOHNSON, of Georgia. I hope the gen- 
tleman from. Michigan will withdraw his démand 
for the’ previous-question for a moment. 1 desire 
five or ten minutes’ time to give certain reasons 
which will influence my vote'upon this question. 
Mr. STUART. I would do’as much as. an 


| man upon this floor in the:way of courtesy; but it 
| is obvious. that.we all wish to, bring this discus- 


sion to a close; at least I desire to test the sense 


; ofthe House.upon this subject. 


“Mr, STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Will the 
gentleman from Michigan. withdraw-his call for 
the previous question, to allow me to present an 
amendment to the bill? 
~- Mr. STUART: - I cannot-do so, fot many gen- 
tlemen have asked me the same thing, © S 
Mr. STEVENS. I desire merely to get in 
an amendment which I.shall have no opportunity 
of:doing if the previous question is seconded. — 
. The previous-question: was: then seconded and 
the. main question: ordered -to-be put. ‘ 


© minorit 
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The SPEAKER announced that the gentleman 
from Ohio, {Mr. OLps,}] as chairman of the com- 
mittee who had reported the bill, was entitled to 
one hour to close the discussion. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will my colleague, the chair- 
man of the committee, allow me one third of his 
time to defend the minority report ? 

Mr. OLDS. How much of the morning hour 
is left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. Twenty-one minutes. 

Mr. FOWLER. Will you allow me fifteen 
minutes? 

Mr. OLDS. If the House assents to the prop- 
osition, I will do so with pleasure. 

Mr. FOWLER. I understood the gentleman 
gave way. 

Mr. OLDS. I find there are many gentlemen 
near me who object to that course. á 
_ Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
is not ready to proceed this morning, and if he 
will yield the floor, will it be in order now to pro- 
ceed to other business? 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent that 
can be done. 

{Loud cries of ** Object !?"] 

Mr. OLDS. I prefer yielding the balance of 
the morning hour, and closing discussion to-mor- 
row morning, : 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman allow me 
ten minutes of his time? : 

{Cries of “ oneee] 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Ohio 
says he is not ready to proceed in the discussion 
of the matter. 

Mr. CARTTER. The minority of the com- 
mittee have not yet been heard at all. 

Mr. FOWLER. 1 am sure the chairman of 
the committee will allow me fifteen minutes, The 

i have not been heard at all. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. That is right. Let 
him be heard in the balance of the morning hour. 

Mr. OLDS. Jam not prepared to go on with 
my remarks this morning. I am desirous to place 
this case before the House, but still I will proceed 
this morning, if itis the pleasure of the House, 
with the few remarks I have to make. 

Mr. FOWLER. Do J understand the chair- 
man to give me a few minutes? 

Mr. OLDS. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia, [Mr. Srevens,] as well as my colleague upon 
the committee, [Mr. Fow.er,] are both anxious to 
occupy a portion of the time. I will give each of 
them fifteen minutes, if the House will agree to 


it. 

The SPEAKER. That arrangement can be 
made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. JOEINSON, of Georgia. I object. 

Mr. FOWLER. Then, asa last resort, will the 
chairman allow me to ask the privilege of present- 
ing my remarks? 

Mr. OLDS. Certainly. 

Mr. FOWLER. I will then present my re- 
marks. [See Appendix.] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Is it in or- 
der to move to reconsider the vote upon seconding 
the demand for the previous question? 

The SPEAKER. lt would be in order if the 
pendeman could obtain the floor for that purpose, 

ut the gentleman from Ohio is now upon the 
floor. 

Mr. STEVENS. [am very anxious to occupy 
ten minutes. I hope the gentleman will allow the 

revious question to be reconsidered. I will call 
it when I have done. 
Mr. OLDS. I will leave the matter entirely in 
the hands of the House. I am anxious to close 
the debate, but the question is not with me at all, 
it is with the House. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will yield to my colleague who wishes to 
address the. House for a few moments upon this 
subject. It will be remembered that there have 
been but two speeches upon the other side of the 

uestion, and I think the House should extend 
that courtesy to my colleague which has never 
been denied before. This is a matter of very great 
importance to the people of Pennsylvania, and I 


141 


hope the courtesy will be extended to my col- 
league. ; 

Mr. OLDS. Well, sir, I have offered to divide 
the loaf with my friends upon the other side of the 
House. The objection comes not from me, but 
from other members of the House. : 

Mr. POLK. | insist that the gentleman from 
Ohio shall procéed to speak or let some one else 

0 80. 

Mr. OLDS commenced his speech in favor of the 
bill, maintaining that in its passage there was no 
conflict between Congress and the decision of the 
Supreme Court, declaring this bridge a nuisance. 

Mr. HENN. Has the morning hour expired? 

The SPEAKER. It has. 

Mr. HENN. Then | move to proceed to the 
business on the Speaker’s table. 

The motion was agreed ta. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Will it be in order for me 
now to call up the resolution which I offered yes- 
terday, to close debate on the naval appropriation 
bill, and which was pending when the House ad- 
journed? 

_ The SPEAKER.’ In the opinion of the Chair, 
it is in order, 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I call up that resolu- 
tion, and modify it so as to close the debate in 
thirty minutes after the committee shall resume 
the consideration of the bill. I move the previous 
question on the adoption of the resolution. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken; and the resolu- 
tion was adopted. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved thatthe vote by which 
the resolution was adopted be reconsidered, and 
that the motion to reconsider do lie upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The effect of 
that motion, if adopted, will be to postpone the 
consideration of the report of the Committee on 
Printing, which is the business regularly before 
the House. I call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were not ariered, 

Mr. STANTON demanded tellers upon the 
yeas and nays; but they were not ordered. 

Mr. Hovsron’s motion was then agreed to. 


NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Mr. Ficxum in the chair,) and resumed the con- 
sideration of House bill No. 240, making appro- 
priations for the Naval service for the year ending 
the 30th June, 1853; and the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. SxeLron] is entitled to the floor. 

{A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Aspury Dricxrns, its Secretary, 
informing the House of the passage, by that body, 
of the following bills, viz: 

Ilouse bill No. 257, to amend an act entitled 
« An act to settle and adjust the expenses of the 
people of Oregon, in defending themselves from 
attacks and hostilities of the Cayuse Indians, in 
the years 1847 and 1848,” approved February 
14th, 1851; 

House bill No. 176, for the relief of David 
Murphy; 

Senate bill No. 508, for the settlement of a cer- 
tain class of private land claims within the limits 
of the D’Auterive claim, and for allowing pre- 
emption to certain purchasers and actual settlers, 
in the event of the final adjudication of the title 
of the said D’Auterive in favor of the United 
States, and for other purposes; and 

Senate bill No. 28, granting to the State of 
Michigan the right of way and a donation of public 
land, for the construetion of a ship canal around 
the Falls of St. Mary’s, in said State.] 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I request 
the indulgence of the House for a few moments 
to. allow me to make some remarks upon the 


| the vessel was to be constructed. 


amendment placed in the hands of the Clerk last 
evening. The great importance of this amend- 
ment is my only apology for occupying the time 
of this committee at this late period of the session’ 
and under the present pressure of business. 

The amendment which I have proposed to offer 
to this bill is in the precise language of a resolu- 
tion passed by the Senate a few weeks since, and 
which is now on the .Speaker’s table. The reso- 
lution received the unanimous recommendation of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in the Senate, 
and passed that body without opposition. ` T un- 
derstand the Naval Committee of the House 
agreed upon reporting favorably upon the resolu- 
tion. Certainly the majority, if not the whole 
committee, were favorable to the object of this 
amendment, as I am informed by the chairman of 
that committee, [Mr. Sranron:] 

The amendment proposes the construction of a 
steamship, which shall be ball and bomb proof, 
for harbor defense. lt is not necessary that I 
should speak to you, upon this occasion, of the 
consummate ability of Robert Stevens for the 
purpose of engaging in such an enterprise as this, 
This gentleman, sir, is well known to most of the 
people of the United States. He is, at least, well 
known to the mechanics and engineers as one of 
the ablest mechanics and engineers and naval con- 
structors in the country. I say his name is too 
well known to need any eulogy from me. I pre- 
sume he has the entire confidence not only of both 
Houses of Congress, but of the people of this en- 
tire country, and that there is no one who disputes 
his ability to carry out this purpose if he becomes 
a contractor with the Government. Mr. Stevens 
is no speculator in Government funds. He is a 
man who has wealth as well as ability, and his 
only object in proposing the construction of a ves- 
sel of this kind is that he may identify his name 
with the history of his country and with the im- 

rovements and progress of the age in which he 
ives. This appears to be his only motive. For 
the good of his country he is willing to sacrifice 
his ability, his time, and his energy; and to refuse 
to pass the amendment or resolution before the 
committee, would be an act of the grossest injus- 
tice to one of our ablest, most enterprising, and 
most liberal citizens. 

The method has already been entered into by 
Mr. Stevens for the construction of this. vessel. 
Much labor, and time, and money has already 
been expended by him. He has gone to consider- 


| able expense to procure materials, He visited Eu- 


rope for the purpose of obtaining the materials and 
information necessary to carry out the enterprise. 
The only thing which has been at all in the way 
is the fact that there has been somedelay. Butit 
will be very apparent to every gentleman, upon a 
moment’s consideration, that delay is necessary, 
in carrying out an enterprise of this kind, to in- 
sure success. These experiments necessarily re- 
quired time and expense. i 

The only reason urged against carrying out the 
contract entered into by this gentleman, by author- 
ity of Congress, is, that he did not submit his prop- 


| osition to the Naval Board of Constructors. Now, 


sir, it appears from documents before this House, 
before the Senate, and before the country, that his 
contract specified and gave the plans upon which 
What the mo- 
tives of the Secretary of the Navy might have 


į been, in arresting the progress of this work, it is 
| unnecessary here to discuss, nor do I pretend to 


know. It is enough for us to know that the exe- 
cution of his contract has been arrested by the 
action of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. MASON. I understand the gentleman 
from New Jersey to say that Mr. Stevens isa 
wealthy individual, and only desires to carry out 
this enterprise in order to connect his name with 
the history of his country and with the progress 
of the age. If this is true, I suppose he only re- 
quires the sanction of the Government, and not 
an appropriation of money. 

Mr. SKELTON. He only wants the Govern- 
ment to pay the actual cost of construction. He 
asks no compensation for. his own time and labor. 
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Mr. MASON. TI thought he was a wealthy 
man, and -only wanted to be recognized by the 
Government. 

Mr. SKELTON. He is wealthy, but not suf- 
ficiently so to construct a large naval vessel at his 
own expense to be presented to the Government; 
nor do I suppose a single man upon this floor 
would ask a man of enterprise, if he gives his time 
and his great ability to the country without re- 
muneration, todo more. That is, certainly, all 
that could be asked. 

There is no necessity for a doubt of Mr. Ste- 
vens’s ability to construct a vessel of this- kind. 
Experiments have already been tried sufficient to 
show the feasibility of his plan. His project is 
one which can be carried out successfully, though 
with great labor. "The probable cost would not 
exceed $500,000. A large amount of money has 
already heen expended. This gentleman has not 
only expended all the money placed in his hands 
by the Government, but he a expended a large 
amount of his own private funds in order to ob- 
tain the necessary information to enable him to 
carry out, successfully, his enterprise. 

Sir, this proposition is an important one to the 
interests of our country. We ask not only that 
it shall be carried out in’ order to prevent doing 
the greatest injustice to oné of the citizens of this 
country, but we ask it upon a broader ground. 
We ask it for the benefit of the country. We 
ask it that our coast may be placed in a situation 
of defense that will guaranty our citizens from in- 
vasion, and guaranty a vast amount of property in 
case the country should be invaded by a foreign foe. 

The true policy of the country is always to 
engage on the defensive. We cannot attempt to 
compete with the navies of England and France 
upon distant shores. The expense would be too 
great; nor do the wants of the country demand 
that we should engage in such an enterprise. But 
it is due to ourselves and to our own country that 
we should place our own shores in defensive posi- 
tions, capable of resisting the most powerful forces 
that could be sent to invade our borders. This 
vessel would have many advantages over the per- 
manent fortifications of our country, and at the 
same time it would have many advantages, in a 
defensive ‘point of view, over any of the lighter 
constructions of naval vessels now in existence in 
our Navy. 

It is proposed that this vessel shall be made en- 
tirely indestructible, that no gunnery now in the 
possession of any foreign Power should be able 
to make any impression upon. She is to be in- 
destructible to ball, shot, and bombs. 

A vessel of this kind would be exceedingly 
valuable in the harbor of New York, where there 
is a large amount of property exposed, and where 
the fortifications on the shore would not be suffi- 
cient to protect the city. In the city of New 
York alone, there is property, shipping, and real 
estate, to the amount of a $1,000,000,000 ; and I 
ask you, Mr. Chairman, what there is to pre- 
vent a powerful naval force of steamers from ap- 
proaching the shores, and throwing their bomb- 
shells into the city, and destroying the whole town 
by conflagration? Steamships can approach these 
shores, and pass, in a few minutes of time, the 
stationary batteries; but suppose we had a vessel 
of this kind, it would not only defend the harbor, 
but it could be brought to defend our shores in 
any location. It would not only save our cities 
from destruction, but our shores from invasion. 
Its power would be sufficient to break up the most 
powerful fleet which could be thrown upon our 
coast. Imagine this vessel sailing out of the port 

of New York, when that port was blockaded by 
a powerful naval force, lying off the Straits. 
Every vessel she ran into would be immediately 
sunk. In addition to her great defensive power, 
she would have strength sufficient to sink any ves- 
sel with which she came in contact. Her pow- 
er would be sufficient to sink the most powerful 
navy that could be cast upon our coast. By her 

owers of locomotion, she could defend the sea- 

oard where wanted, and could defend our harbors 
where such an immense amount of property is lo- 
cated. Iask gentlemen to consider the large ex- 
tent of sea-coast, and the number of harbors in 
which an enemy could land at any time. There 
is not a single fortification upon our shores that 
-would prevent it, and it is not likely that this Gov- 
ernment will ever attempt to protect them byper- 
manent fortifications. i 


| is a jealousy burning upon the continent of Europe 


Sir, the true policy of our country is peace; 
and: in. order that we may be able to maintain 
| peace and promote the interests of our growing 
country, it is necessary that-we should be fortified 
in such a way as to destroy the possibility of our 
shores being invaded. While itis our true policy 
to remain at peace with all the world, and foster 
the arts of industry, and extend our commerce, 
it isin vain to close our eyes to the fact that the 
monarchs of Europe look upon this.country with 
ajealous eye. Our example of unparalleled pros- 
perity, our example of self-government and inde- 
pendence, has awakened a spiritof liberty through- 
out the world, and the monarchs of Europe look 
with a jealous eye upon our prosperity because it 
sows the seeds of republicanism upon their‘own 
shores, and endangers the permanency of their. own 
political institutions; and if the opportunity should 
ever present itself to overthrow our liberties, the | 
monarchs of Europe would combine against our 
institutions, and our country; and the only way, ! 
sir, that we can maintain peace and our independ- | 
ence, and preserve our living example of pros- 
perity and happiness, is to be placed in a perma- 
nently defensive state. 

I see in this morning’s paper, that France, 
whether true or not! cannot say, is already invi- 
ting a conference of the combined powers of Eu- 
rope to resist the aggressions of the United States 
upon Mexico. What, sir, does this mean? Does 
not it show to us plainly and distinctly that there 


that will, whenever a suitable opportunity presents, 
attempt to involve us in a war for the purpose of 
destroying our prosperity? 

The improvements in steam navigation during 
| the present age have gone forward with such 

rapidity, and multiplied to such an extent, that 

the warfare of the world has almost entirely 
changed. The implements of war have been made 
every day more destructive, and the increased 
rapidity of navigating the ocean by the application 
of steam, has brought our continent within a very 
close distance to the shores of Europe; and as 
these improvements go forward, and our contact 
is brought closer and closer with the continent of 
Europe, so, sir, will be the increased facilities to 
invade our shores in a moment when weare found 
unpreparig and in a defenseless condition. 

o early as 1805 you will find, by looking over 
the messages of President Jefferson, that the 
mind of that sagacious statesman was directed to 
the necessity of some auxiliary defensive power, 
to the permanent fortifications, upon our coast; 
and in reference to this subject it will be remem- 
bered that his proposition was to build gun-boats, 
a proposition which was not carried successfully 
into practice; but it established this fact, that there 
appeared at that time, to the mind of that saga- 
cious statesman, to be a necessity for some further 
defensive power beyond that of permanent bat- 
teries upon our sea-board. 

Notwithstanding this proposition of gun-boats 
has failed, the proposition now presented by this 
gentleman from New Jersey appears to be one cal- 
culated to answer the purposes contemplated at 
that early day. No individual at all acquainted 
with the naval affairs of the world, or to the means 
resorted to in hostile combat, can for a moment 
doubt the absolute necessity of better fortifications 
for our sea-board. 

In addition to this fact, it contains other elements 
which recommend it to the attention and support | 
of this House. It is not only the most effective 
method of defending our shores, butis the cheapest 
method. A floating battery of itself can cost but 
very little more than a_ stationary battery upon 
any particular point, and it has this advantage, 
that it can be changed from post to post, and can 
supply the place of a large number of expensive 
batteries upon land. I say it not only combines 
| cheapness, but it combines cheapness and effi- 
ciency together, which is what the people of this 
country desire in carrying forward her system of 
defenses. 

The great danger to this country is from sudden 
invasion of our soil. There is no risk of an ene- 
my’s ever gaining a permanent footing upon our 
shore, if time is allowed for defensive measures 
for expelling them. The rapid increase of rail- 
| roads throughout our country afford facilities for 
throwing upon any particular point of the country 
a strong force for defensive purposes, in a very 


short spaceoftime. What we wantis something 


that can be brought to act immediately in case of 
sudden invasion. We want to prevent a sudden 
incursion upon our soil, to the destruction of vast 
amounts of property. We have an illustration of 
the necessity of this in the burning of our Capitol 
in the war of 1812, when the British forces came 
suddenly upon the Capitol ef our eountry;and be- 
fore the freemen of the nation had time to rally for 
defensive purposes, our public buildings and our 
public records were consumed. It is to- prevent 
the recurrence of such a catastrophe that this 
proposition is proposed to be carried out, It is to 
defend our shores from sudden invasion, and to 
prevent the destruction of vast amounts of prop- 
erty, as well as of human life. 

I will not occupy the attention of the eommittee 

at this late period of the session by any lengthy 
discussion of this subject. I felt that it was due 
to myself, and to the State I represent, that it was 
due to the great impoftance of this proposition 
that some remarks should be made upon the sub- 
ject. 
l I will close by simply remarking, that this pre- 
sents a proposition which appears to be the pecu- 
liar want of the country at the present time. It 
proposes to change the method of defense upon 
our sea-coast, in a manner most effectual and the 
cheapest of any that has ever been presented to 
the country. And in the well-known character of 
the individual engaged in this enterprise, we have 
a guarantee that this contract will notonly be car- 
ried out faithfully to the letter, but the country 
will be put into a state of defense by the best 
means that can be obtained from any source. 

With these remarks I close, by merely asking 
the attention of the House to this subject, and that 
they will give it that consideration which its im- 
portance demands at their hands. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I should like, if the time 
would allow me to do so, to reply especially to 
that part of the remarks of my friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Sranton,] delivered yesterday, re- 
lating to. navy-yards and marine’ hospitals. 
think that the injustice which he did to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means—unintentionally I 
have no doubt—was in regard to some facts con- 
nected with their action in relation to those yards 
and hospitals. The Committee of Ways and 
Means, in every solitary case where they made a 
reduction Spee the estimates, reduced the items, 
and took off a corresponding amount from the ag- 
gregate estimate of the Department in regard to the 
hospitals. $ 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 'Fhe gentle- 
man will do me the justice to admit that I con- 
ceded that fact in reference to the navy-yards; and 
if I was mistaken in regard to the hospitals, it wag 
an oversight upon my part. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was going to say that in 
some instances we reduced the amount, butit was 
where we thought it could fairly and properly be 
dore. The gentleman speaks of the item of 
$1,333,333 333 for increase and repair in the Navy. 
i addressed a communication to the Secretary of 
the Navy on that subject, requesting to know 
whether under it he in truth proposed to increase 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 


BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION, ETC., March 3, 1852. 

Sm: Your letter of the 27th ultimo, requesting inform- 
ation in relation to the estimates from this Bureau for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1853, has been received. 

The estimate was directed to be made the same in amount 
as that prepared and granted for the year 1852. When it 
was contemplated that to keep the squadron afloat there 
would be required for repairs, including equipment and 


i the Navy. His reply is as follows: 


StOYES, AN AMOUNE Of. cere ceenereneeves wees e. $770,600 
The contraets for the year for supples amounted 

fO...6., eecesecesssasossooees severe 250,000 

For coal.. . 220,000 

Por ROMP caine sacuss ee deena Se eeeeKis 125,000 

$1,365,000 

Being $388,000 less than for the year previous. There was 


no estimate for the increase; and the amount for repairs is 
variable, depending upon the particular ships it became 


necessary to repair. “ Armament”? is not included in the 
estimate for this Bureau. 


Respectfully, your obedient servant, 


W. B. SHUBRICK, Chi be 
Hon. G. S. Houston, AEN O] Ar eath 


Chairman of Committee of Ways and Means. 
He shows that the whole item was intended for 
other things than the building of vessels. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I have been 


instructed by the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
move after the following: 


tc For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, and all 


1852. 
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the civil establishments at the several navy-yards and sta- 
tions, $90,960? 

The addition of the following amendment : 

** And the Navy agent at Memphis, for the time during 
which he has performed or may perform the duties of purs- 
er, in addition to his own, shall be allowed and paid the 
annual salary of a purser on duty at navy-yards of the sec- 


ond elass, which shall not bein addition to his commission, 
but in lieu thereof.” : 


| 

Mr. Chairman, the reason for offering that 
amendment, is, that for several years past, for | 
want of purserg in the navy, it has been neces- 
sary to impose the duties of that office upon the 
Navy agent at Memphis, and a regular appropri- 
ation has been made for the pay of the purser at 
that yard. It is well known to the committee 
that the commission of the Navy agent upon his 
disbursements is one per cent. The appropria- 
tions for the navy-yard at Memphis have been 
small, and the commissions, under the peculiar 
circumstances of the case, have amounted to a very 
small sum. I havea statement from the Depart- 
ment in reference to that fact. The Navy agent 
at Memphis gives a bond to the amount of $50,000, 
and he not only performs the duties of Navy agent, 
but those of a purser. We ask for him not the 
the salaries of both of the offices, but the salary 
of the best office for discharging the duties of 
both. I think thatis reasonable. [have in my 
possession a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
distinctly recommending this amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not exactly understand 
the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Tennessee. The amendment proposes, as I un- 
derstand, to give the Navy agent at Memphis the 
two salaries. 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir, it is to give him 
one salary for performing the duties of the two 
offlees. That isal, Even of the small amounts 
appropriated for this yard, large sums within a 
few years past have been paid out at Boston. I 
believe not less than $140,000 have been thus ex- 
pended, taking from the Navy agent commissions 
which ought to have accrued to him to the amount 
of $1,400. But at the same time his duties have 
not been lessened. He has still had all the con- 
tracts’ to make, and all the business to perform, 
with the single exception of paying out the money. 
There is not another Navy agent in the United 
States who does not receive his $2,000, with vari- 
ous other advantages not enjoyed by the officer at 
Memphis. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That amendment is, at least, 
objectionable in its present form. The pay of 
purser is $2,000. 

Mr. PRICE. The pay of a purser is graduated 
by the class of vessel on board of which he serves, 
and the pay of a Navy agent according to the class 
of navy-yards of which he is agent. ` 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. What is the 
pay of agent? 

Mr. HOUSTON. One per cent. upon his dis- 
bursments. I have no showing of the amount he 
receives. This amendment proposes to make the 
compensation of the Navy agent equal to that ofa 

urser. By the same process of reasoning, it may 
be made necessary for us to change the compensa- 
tion of Navy agents at all our navy-yards. 

Mr. STANTON. Thereis not another Navy 
agent in the United States that does not get the 
full amount allowed him by law—#2,000—except 
the Navy agent at Memphis. He gives a bond of 
$50,000. I have the statement of the Department 
in my possession. The amount he receives is now 
about $1,000 per annum. He is performing the 
duties of both-officers—Navy agent and purser— 
but we do not ask that he shall have the salaries 
of both officers, but only the salary of one. 

Mr. HOUSTON. This proposition is to give 
this Navy agent the salary of a purser. Upon 
what ground is it based? Thathis receipts under 
one office, which are always regulated by his 
duties, do not give him the ultimatum of com- 

ensation allowed to Navy agents. I understand 
Navy agents get one per cent., until their compen- 
sation reaches $2,000. They get no more than 
that upon their disbursements. If the disburse- 
ments are small here, as a matter of course, it 
shows that the office is unimportant, and not very 
responsible. The compensation of Navy agents, 
above all other officers of this Government, is reg- 
ulated by the duties discharged. They are com- 
pensated according to the amount of disburse- 
ments. Then, Iam told, there is the additional 


duties of purser. Why is it that there is no 
at the navy-yard at Memphis? 

Mr. STANTON. Because there are not enough 
in the Navy. f 

Mr. HOUSTON. Not enough to put one at 
that yard? If the law authorized a purser there, 
trake it for granted that one would be placed 
there. : 

Mr. STANTON. The number. is limited by 
aw. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then the number is limited 
by law. The lawful number are in commission, 
and if none has been placed at Memphis, it shows 
that that navy-yard is the least important of all. 
My friend says that it is of importance, and can- 


purser 


not be dispensed with. Then you have the duties | 


of two unimportant offices discharged by one man, 
and we are asked to give additional compensation 
to the officer for the performance of a little over 
his ordinary duty. 

Mr. GENTRY. I move to put the Navy agent 
at Memphis on the same footing as the purser at 
the Brooklyn navy-yard. I offer the amendment 
for the purpose of stating the facts of this case, 
and the merits of the proposition submitted by 
the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
The duties of a purser must, to some extent, be 
performed at the Memphis navy-yard. The duties 
of a Navy agent must be performed there; and 
though the disbursements in either of these official 


i| characters may not be very large, yet they are suf- 


ficiently large to make it indispensable to have 
some responsible officer of business qualifications 
there, to attend when such duties have to be per- 
formed. The officer must be there, and occasion- 
ally his services cannot be dispensed with. Owing 
to the deficiency in the number of pursers, there 
is none at the Memphis navy-yard. Consequent- 
ly the duties of purser have devolved, by order of 
the Department, upon the Navy agent. The sums 
disbursed by him are not sufficient in magnitude 
to make the one per cent. commission constitute 
even a fair compensation for the performance of 
the duties of either one of these officials. > It is 
proposed he shall permanently perform the duties 
of both, and receive the compensation which the 
purser at the navy-yard at Pensacola receives, 
which is $2,000 annually. That is the compen- 
sation, I believe, contemplated for the pursers at 
all of our navy-yards. He is to receive the salary 
of a purser so long as he performs the duties ap- 
pertaining to the office. If there be an increase in 
the number of pursers, he falls back upon the 
character of Navy agent. The amendment of my 
colleague is reasonable, and I trust the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means will not 
object to it. I withdraw the amendment I have 
submitted. 

The question was put upon the amendment of 
Mr. Sranron; and, on a division, there were— 
ayes 37-——— 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. Howarn 
and Tayor were appointed. 


The question was again taken, and the amend- |; 


ment was agreed to; the tellers having reported— 
ayes 77, noes not counted. 


Mr. PRICE. I submit the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the twenty-fifth line: 


And that the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is here- | 


by, authorized and required to have completed, without 
unnecessary delay, the war-steamer contracted for with 


Robert L. Stevens, in pursuance of an act of Congress j 


passed April l4th, 1842. 
I offer this amendment with great confidence 


that it will meet with almost unanimous approval. | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I submit to the Chair, whether a 
proposition in this appropriation bill to build war 
vessels is in order. The 81st rule will exclude it. 

Mr. PRICE. This is already authorized by 
law; and I believe that there can be no question 
of order raised on that point. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is a bill reported 
from the Senate for this same thing, which shows 
that they do not propose to put it in the appro- 


priation bill; and my recollection is, that we never | 


have in any case, certainly in very few, if any, 
authorized the building of any vessels by provis- 
ion in a regular appropriation bill. : 

Mr. PRICE. This is authorized by a joint 
resolution of both Houses of Congress. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That joint resolution has 
expited, or been rescinded. 


i} Mr. PRICE. No, sir; I beg your pardon. The 
|| joint resolution is now in. force. The only ques- 
|} tion at issue between Mr. Stevens and the Secre- 
| tary of the Navy is, who has stopped the progress 
of the work? This amendment is only to direct 
the Secretary of the Navy to prosecute the work 
to its fulfillment. That is all. Hs “he 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark 
to the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Pricx,] 
that the question of order having been raised, the 
decision.of the. Chair will depend somewhat on 
the law referred to. ` 

Mr. PRICE. The resolution to which I referred 
passed in 1842. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The joint resolution of 1842 
authorized a contract here. As I understand the 
facts—and some of them. are derived from the 
proposition itself—the Secretary of the Navy De- 
partment determined that the contract had not 
been complied with, and was by him rescinded or 
refused to be carried out, because of the failure of 
Mr. Stevens to comply with it. It has remained 
so for some ten years, without being brought up, 
or seriously pressed upon either branch of Con- 
gress. It has expired. It was decided to have 
been a failure on the part of the contractor, and 
as such the work has been stopped. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will suggest an- 
other point. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I was about 
to say, that the facts stated by the gentleman from 
j Alabama [Mr. Housron] are disputed, and differ- 
ent from what has been stated. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman will not dis- 
pute that the facts which T have gtated are true— 
that the Secretary of the Navy so reported them, 
as I have stated? 

Mr. STANTON. [admit that. Irise for the 
urpose of suggesting to my friend from New 
ersey, (Mr. Pricr,] that he will withdraw his 

amendment for the present, and I will submit the 
amendment which J proposed yesterday. Iin- 
tended to present it at this place. It will present 
the question of order in a more favorable shape, 
if he will postpone it until the question is decided 
upon the amendment which I hold in my hands. 
It is possible, that it may be brought up under 
more favorable circumstances. 

Mr. PRICE. At the suggestion of my friend, 
I will withdraw it. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I send tothe 
Clerk’s desk, the amendment I proposed upon 
yesterday. I think that, upon the question of 
order, there can be no doubt: 

Provided, That hereafter, whenever a vessel in ordinary 
shall be so much decayed that the expenditures re quired to 
repair and equip her, shall be estimated to exceed two 
thirds of her original cost, it shall not be lawful to repair 
such vessel; but she shall be sold, and the proceeds applied 
to the construction of a new vessel in her stead. And the 
Secretary of the Navy shall cause to be built a vessel-of- 
war whose frame shall be of white-oak, and of the best and 
most approved model for sailing, to be fitted with auxiliary 
steam power, and to be armed exclusively with the heaviest 
i| and most destructive ordnance, which, according to recent 
improvements, itis possible to carry with safety and serve 
with eflicieney atsea. And to this object shall be applied, 
in addition to such sum as may be conveniently spared 
from the foregoing appropriation, any unexpended balance 
i| remaining in the Treasury to the credit of similar appro- 
priations for former years. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The amendment is not in order, 
as I think, because it proposes to change the gen- 
eral law by a provision in an appropriation bill, 
by providing that no ship in ordinary shall here- 

after be repaired. 
| Mr.STANTON. When the expenditures cost 
| more than two thirds of the original construction. 

Mr. JONES. Under those conditions they are 
not to be repaired. I think the amendment changes 
the whole general law. Itis out of order upon 
that ground. Again, it provides for the building 
of new ships not authorized by any existing law, 
and therefore it is out of order upon that ground; 
and because it proposes permanent legislation in 
an item of an appropriation bill. Either one of 
these points will rule it out of order, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave to remind the 
gentleman over the way, that we have never had 
a single session of Congress that we have not made 
important changes of law in the appropriation bills. 
I am sure his recollection will bear me out. [refer 
him to the bounty land law, and various other 
laws that we have passed in similar appropriation 
bills. Then, in relation to the other point, I take 
it that we are not to introduce a bill, and pass a 
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Jaw for the building of every ship. I take it, that 
the common appropriation bill—the Navy appro- 
priation bill—s the proper bill in which to incor- 
porate provisions for the inerease of the Navy, 
either for repairing or building ships. A 

Mr. STANTON. Thisappropriation is for re- 
pairs, and'this is a proviso which directs in what 
manner the sum of money provided in this clause 
of thë bill shall beappropriated, and in what man- 
ner it shall be expended. “If anything is' to be ob- 
tained in this Congress, or any other Congress, 
this is the only way in which it can be done. 

. Mr, HAMILTON. I. call the. gentleman to 
order. This question is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question of order is 
not debatable, but the Chair was anxious to hear 
suggestions as well from those in favor as those 
opposed*to the point of order. The Chair has no 
hesitation in deciding the amendment to be out of 
order. 

Mr. STANTON. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. Is the appeal debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. 

Mr.STANTON. I would like to makea single 
remark, and it is this, that I am sorry gentlemen 
have taken upon themselves the responsibility 

Several Mempers. *] object! ** I object!” 

My. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Gentlemen must 
rise when they object. ` f 

Mr. EDGERTON, (rising in his seat.) I object. 

TheCHAIRMAN. ‘Therule bearing upon the 
question will be read. 

The Bist rule was then read, as follows: 


ENa appropriation shall.be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, or be in order as an amendment thereto, 
for any expenditure not previously authorized by law, untess 
in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies 
for carrying on the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment.” 


Mr. CLINGMAN. 
maintaining a Navy? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would refer the 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. Cumeman] 
to the books upon the subject. ‘This amendment 
is decided to be ont of order. [Laughter.} 

Mr. STANTON. I propose to modify that 
amendment so as to make reference to the act ap- 

roved June 30th, 1834, for building a frigate to 

e called Paul Jones. ‘hat frigate has never been 
built. I will add to this amendment the proposi- 
tion to carry out the provisions of the act of June 
30th, 1834, for building that frigate. 

The CHAIRMAN. That amendment is not 
in order. There is an appeal pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Sranron] has proposed an amend- 
ment to the bill under consideration, which amend- 
ment is decided by the Chair not to be in order, 
from which an appeal hasbeen taken. The ques- 
tion is, ‘Shall the decision of the Chair stand as 
the judgment of the committee?”? 

Mr. SACKETT. I ask to have the amend- 
ment again read, so that we may understand it, 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr, SACKETT. [ask that the provision of 
she bill with which it is connected may be read. 

Several Mumbers. “I object!” ‘I object!” 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio, demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER and Asner 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 49, noes 73; so the decision of the Chair was 
not sustained. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. J wish to say 
a single word in reference to that amendment, and 
that-is, to inform the House that it is the proposi- 
tion of which I spoke yesterday. I consider it a 
proposition of much more importance than the 

uilding of a single vessel. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the Chair under- 
stand the gentleman from Tennessee as offering 
another amendment? 

Mr. STANTON. No, sir, I am speaking in 
favor of the amendment I offered just now, and 
upon which a question of order was raised. 

Several Mempers. ‘* We’ll pass it!” 

Mr. STANTON. Gentlemen around me tell 
me that the committee will sustain the amend- 

- ment, and if that be so, I have nothing more to 
say. 

Mr. SWEETSER. 
ible? 

The CHAIRMAN. | In what way does the 
gentleman propose to divide it? 


Have we any law for 


Is the amendment divis- 


Mr. SWEETSER.. fs it not divisible? The 
first branch of it provides for the selling of old 
vessels, and the second branch provides for the 
construction of new ones. > : 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from 
Ohio state whatdivision he proposes? 

Mr. SWEETSER. I propose to split it about 
the middle, leaving two distinct propositions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it 
is not divisible in that way. on 
- Fhe question was then put-upon Mr. Sranron’s 
amendment; and, on a division of the committee, 
the chairman announced—ayes 68, noes 37; no 
quorum voting: 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Task for tellers. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Call the roll. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers were called for be- 
fore the demand was made to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES. There is no quorum present. 
The Chair has so announced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Tennessee that tellers were 
called for before his demand to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES. Can less than a quorum order 
tellers? 

Mr. FITCH. There is evidently a quoram 
present. 

Tellers were then ordered; and Messrs. SKEL- 
ron and Dean were appointed. 

The question was again put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 78, noes 48. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. In order to 
complete the amendment just adopted, and to carry 
out the recommendation of the Department, I now 
move to insert after the word. +‘ million,” in the 
twenty-fifth line, the words *‘ three hundred,” so 
as to make the clause read— 

For repair of vessels in ordinary, and for wear and tear 


of vessels in commission, including fuel and purchase of 
hemp, $1,365,060, 


Mr. HOUSTON. I do not intend to occupy 
more than a moment or two. -I made the best 
opposition I could to the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, but the committee have 
seen fit to put it in the”bill, and of course they 
have a right to put in anything. else they please. 
This proposition, it does seem to me, comes. with 
a very singular grace from my friends upon all 
sides of this House, who urged upon Congress 
and the country that the Collins line of steamers 
would supersede the Navy. Gentlemen urged 
that if we would grant that large appropriation to 
the Collins line, it would, to a great extent, super- 
sede and ultimately change the whole character 
of the Navy, furnishing it with war steamers that 
could render service in time of peace, by carrying 
the mails. And now we find that the very men 
who aided in giving that exorbitant appropria- 
tion to that line, are proposing to increase the 
Navy, when their argument has been effectual 
with the House that that line ought to be sus- 
tained, because it would be adding so many ves- 
sels to the Navy, and therefore would, to a large 
extent, ultimately supersede the Navy. Now, if 
the House is disposed to go on in this way, let it 
be done. I only want the record to show who is 
responsible for it. 

Mr. STANTON, of 'Tennessee. Have not I 
a right to speak in favor of my amendment now? 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s right to | 


do so has passed from him. 

Mr. CHANDLER moved to amend theamend- 
ment by increasing the amount $160,000. 

Mr. C. said: I am not apprised of the fact, if it 
be a fact, that the ground was taken here by those 
who advocated the passage of the Collins line ap- 
propriation, that it would dispense with any ap- 
propriations for the Navy. Itisalong time since 
there has been any addition of sailing vessels to 
our Navy. I beheve that, with the exception of 
one frigate, there has been none of that class for 
nearly thirty years. We cannot suppose that we 
can defend a coast like ours with our present naval 
force. I am certain that it was never contem- 
plated by those who advocated the measure which 
the chairman of the Ways and Means has re- 
ferred to, that we should dispense with appropri- 
ations for the Navy entirely. With the wholecon- 
tinent of Europe providing additional naval forces, 
offensive and defensive, we must provide ourselves 
with similar means. “We need it, and we shall re- 
quire such steamers as the Collins line to convey 


our sailors and provide for the defense of our har- 
bors. We shall need, and do need, to carry on 
our defense in every part of the world, sailing ves- 
sels and propellers added to our existing Navy in 
considerable numbers. We must not suppose that 
we are’ always to enjoy those halcyon days of 
peace, when we can pocket our dollars, and not 
provide for our defense against the encroachments 
of forcign nations. Though I may not desire so 
large an addition to the appropriation as I have 
been compelled to move, I certainly think that the 
addition provided for by the chairman of the Na- 
val Committee will be necessary to carry out the 
objects which we have voted as necessary. While 
our commerce is exposed on the neighboring seas, 
and while difficulties are arising on the Pacific and 
on the Atlantic sufficient to excite our apprehen- 
sions, if not our fears, it becomes us to be careful 
of all these things, to see that we are provided, not 
against what is happening now, but against what 
may happen. . Tt is the business of Government to 
look out for time to come, as well as for existing 
emergencies.. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I oppose the 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
because the amount which F propose to increase 
this appropriation to, is that which was estimated 
for by the Navy Department, without any refer- 
ence to the proposition which has already been 
adopted by the committee. You will see that the 
proposition to build that new ship is one that ie 
not to cost anything to the Government beyond 
the original estimates of the Navy Department; 
and I here beg Jeave to say, that I believe in no 
single instance has the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs instructed me to introduce an appropriation 
higher than that estimated for by the Secretary of 
the Navy, and in many instances, they have ve- 
ported less than that amount. We do not even go 
up to the amounts estimated for by the Secretary 
of the Navy, especially for the various navy-yards. 
Now, with reference to what the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Houston} has said, as to the Col- 
lins line of steamers, suppose those four steamers 
belonged to the Government of the United States 
at the present time, as a part of our Navy, what 
would our whole Navy amount to in comparison 
with the six hundred vessels of Great Britain; 
with the three hundred and twenty-eight, or there- 
abouts, owned by the Government of France; with 
that fleet of nearly two hundred owned by Russia, 
or with the more than one hundred owned even 
by the Dutch Government? If those four steam- 
ers of the Collins line were purchased to-day, and 
added to our Navy, I maintain that we would not 
then be prepared to go into a war. I think the 
gentleman from Alabama is altogether mistaken 
when he supposes that anybody said, at anytime, 
that the adoption of the proposition in aid of the 
Collins line would dispense with the use of the 


avy. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I struggled to get the floor 


just now, in order to state more specifically the 


fact I alluded to. Any gentleman who heard the 
speech of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Canrrer]} 
in favor of the appropriation to the Collins line, 
and who paid attention to it, must remember that 
he spoke of the Navy in most disparaging terms, 
and spoke of the Collins line asa means of getting 
clear of it. He based his whole argument upor 
that, and repeated it once or twice in the course of 
his speech. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I would ask the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means whether 
the amount of the naval appropriations has been 
reduced just exactly the sum appropriated for the 
Collins line? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know. I havebefore 
me the amount of the reduction, if the gentleman 
wants to get at that. But the gentleman is cer- 
tainly a long way behind the music, because the 
naval bill was reported months before the Collins 
amendment was acted upon. We have made no 
reduction in the Navy bill with reference to what 
was said or done in regard to the Collins line. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I ask the gentleman if it 
has been reduced just that sum? Perhaps the 
Committee of Ways and Means, knowing the 
popularity of the Collins line, anticipated its suc- 


cess, and reduced the appropriations accordingly. 
[Cries of * Order!” PEP = 


Mr. FLORENCE. I know! am out of order. 


|| Iam always out of order when I am speaking 


gommon sense. [Laughter.] It must be recol- 
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lected that there is some revenue, in the shape of 
postage, derived from the Collins line—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. So satisfied am I of the 
vorrectness of the remarks of the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means, that I ask the 
unanimous consent of the committee to withdraw 
my amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I object. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I move to strike out 
<: $300,000,’ and insert in lieu thereof “$500.” ’ 

Mr. S. said: Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to 
the original amendment now pending, for reasons 
which T will briefly state. It is well. known to 


this House that Í opposed the appropriation which | 


recently passed this Congress for the Collins line 
of steam-ships. I then understood the argument 
in favor of this appropriation to be that the said 
steamers could be converted into war steamers of 
the first class in a short time, and with little ex- 
pense, and if Congress adopted the system of 
encouraging that class of steamers, it would ob- 
viate the necessity of building new war steamers. 
i agree with the gentleman from Alabama {Mr. 
Elousron] in relation to the argument used on 
that occasion. I cannot be mistaken in my under- 
standing of the main reason given the House and 
the country for that appropriation to the Collins 
steamers. The House listened, and the appro- 
priation prevailed. But now we find, in the same 
Congress which passed that appropriation, the 
honorable chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs [Mr. Sranron] coming forward with a 
proposition to build a new steamer, and to increase 
the Navy. Sir, I desire to state that the Navy 
has already become one of the most expensive 
branches of our Government. While we are ex- 

ending upon the legislative, and executive, and 
judicial branches of the Government, a little rising 
‘of $4,000,000, we are expending upon our Navy, 
and have been ever since I have been in Congress, 
nearly $10,000,000 per annum, and about the 
same amount upon the Army. We now find that, 
while we are attempting to change entirely our 
naval system, and adopt a new one that shall en- 
tirely do away with this large naval armament, 
the very advocates of the change come forward 
and propose to increase it. 

Now, sir, I come from a section of the country 
that desires to see the abuses and extravagance of 
the Navy reformed, and demand at the hands of 
their Representatives prompt action in relation to 
the Navy and Army, instead of an increase of the 
expenses of these branches. of the service. The 
comparison, by way of argument, of our Navy 
with the English, French, or Dutch navies, has 
no force to my mind. The ‘navies of England 
and France are needed for the protection of their 
distant colonial possessions. e have no dis- 
tant colonies, and need no increase of our Navy 
for any purpose. The Navy needs reform, and 
must be curtailed in its expenditures. 

Ifthe honorable chairman of the Naval Commit- 
tee of the House, who proposed the original proposi- 
tion, which I propose to amend, in order to state 
my views upon the general question, will digest a 
system, predicated upon the view which the House 
approved in relation to the ocean steamers; if that 
plan meets the approbation of the Naval Com- 
mittee, and is intended to be urged for the adoption 
of the country, as a change of the old system, I 
will most cheerfully acquiesce in any well-digested 
system that shall, in the main, curtail the ex- 
penses of that branch of the service, and secure 
efficiency, as was claimed to be the case when the 
House listened favorably to the proposed change. 
If, however, the House misapprehended the views 
of the Naval Committee, and are now to under- 
stand the honorable chairman and the advocates 
of appropriations to mail steamers, as admitting 
the non-adaptation of mail steamers for war pur- 
poses, let us retrace our steps as best we may, 
and adopt some other method that will produce 
favorable results. Atall events, itis unwise in 
usto continue to make extravagant appropriations 
without introducing radical changes in the whole 
system, which I have no time to point out. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, it is not my 
desire to delay the action of the committee by 


occupying even five minutes’ time upon its but I. 


rise in opposition to the amendment of my col- 
league from Ohio, [Mr. Sweerser,] who pro- 
poses to reduce the amount of the appropriation 


from $300,000 to $500, because these estimates 
have been submitied by the Secretary of the Navy, 
and have undergone the revision of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs in the House. These estimates 
and revision, in my judgment, are the best proofs 
of the propriety of this appropriation. 

But my principal object in obtaining the floor 
at this time is, to say a word in opposition to the 
intimation of the honorable chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, (Mr. Housron,] in 
reference to the Navy itself. He intimated that 
gentlemen who voted for the appropriation which 
passed this House, in aid of the Collins line of 
steamers, were actuated by a desire that those 
ships should supersede the Navy. Sir, I was ac- 
twated by no such motive. I voted for the addi- 
tional appropriations for the Collins line upon high 
national grounds. As a friend of the American 
Navy, now, I am one of those who would like to 
see great reforms in our “naval establishment. I 
think they are loudly called for. This bill, as I 
understand it, appropriates about $6,000,000 for 
the Navy of the United States. I understand 
the estimates of the Department call for about 
$7,000,000; but they were cut down. Now, sir, 
if wecould have had the business of the House 
conducted as it ought to be conducted—if we 
could have had our committees called four months 
ago—if our intelligent Naval Committee, and 
Military Committee, and Commerce Committee, 
and other committees of the House, could have 
reported, these reforms might have been perfected 
and adopted by the House, and that would 
have saved the Government thillions of expendi- 
ture in ove year. But the delays incident to the 
proceedings in this House, in acting upon the 
pressing business before us, under our rules, are 
such as to prevent legislation; to prevent reform; 
to prevent members from doing what they de- 
sire for their constituents; to prevent the chairmen 
of committees—-of the most intelligent and im- 
portant committees in the Elouse—from reporting 
atall. Then, how are we to legislate? I should 
like to see reforms introduced. During the last 
Congress, it was my privilege to make a speech 
upon the river and harbor bill, in which I took 
occasion to refer to the enormous expenditure of 
the Government upon this branch of the public 
service. I was then charged by some of my per- 
sonal friends as being hostile to the Navy. But 
1 desire now to say, that I am not hostile to that 
branch of the public service. I wish to proclaim 
it that I am in favor of reform, that our naval es- 
tablishment may be improved. I would adopt a 
retired list, and place the superannuated and in- 
competent officers of the Navy upon that list, at 
half pay, instead of giving them whole pay, as we 
do now. There are many captains of the Navy 
receiving full pay whoare incapable of performing 
their duty; and they receive full pay to the preju- 
dice of the younger, more efficient, and enterpris- 
ing officers of the Navy. These I would pro- 
mote. I would modify and increase their rank. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not suppose the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are to correct these 
abuses. That belongs to the honorable gentleman 
from Tennessee, [Mr. Stanron,] and the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, into whose hands these 
matters are committed. It is not a duty of the 
Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Certainly not. It was far 
from my intention to cast censure upon the con- 
duct of the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. I think that gentleman deserves com- 
mendation for his efforts to reduce the expendi- 
tures of the Government in its various Depart- 
ments; but I do say that the members of this 
House owe it to the country to speak as little as 
possible, except to the point, and to improve the 
Navy, and reform abuses whenever they can. 
Let the various committees of the House report 
methods to reform these abuses, every one of 
them. Let the House adopt the suggestions of 
our intelligent Naval Committee and Military 
Committee, and, so far as we can, correct the 
abuses now existing in the various branches of 
the public service, which exist to such an extent 
as to call down the denunciations of the people of 
the country, all over the country. They call 
loudly, Mr. Chairman, upon you and all of us for 
reform. Look at this branch of the public ser- 
vice! Heed, sir, the intelligent recommendations 
of the Secretary of the Navy and your committee. 
I speak with no hostility to the Navy. I am proud 


of the American Navy. -I am proud. of its. ser- 
vices during. the last war with Great Britain, and 
whenever the country has demanded them; but 
the inequalities of rank and pay, the injustice to 
nieritorlous officers, the unnecessary expenditures, 
and the great abuses in that Department, require 
reform at our hands, and we ought to attempt it, 
at least. In the great State which I have the honor 
in part to represent, out of sixty captains in the 
American Navy, we have not one. We have not 
even a purser. We-should equalize the appoint- 
ments, Increase the rank of those who deserve it, 
as recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, 


and, by wise legislation, strengthen our Navy, 


and encourage those who perform their duty. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sweet- 
seR’s amendment to the amendment, and it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr.SACKETT. I propose now to amend the 
amendment by increasing the amount $1,000. I 
do it for the purpose of saying that I regard the 
proposition making this appropriation as a propo 
sition for reform, as one for an essential improve- 
ment in the Navy. What is its object? It ig to 
build a vessel calculated and intended to defend 
important points, important harbors, and the im- 
portant commercial points in the country. . We 
have been in the habit, until the last year, of ex- 
pending $1,000,000 annually for fortifications and 
for some other like purposes. Now, if this great 
reform is carried forward, I doubt not it will re- 
sult not only in a reform, but will result in a dim- 
inution of the combined expenses of our fortifica- 
tions and Navy, because this reform in our naval 
system will obviate the necessity for so large an 
annual appropriation for fortifications, except at 
the great commercial points of the country. It 
will produce’a reform which I regard as essential, 
as important, and as producing beneficial results 
upon the country generally. The particular 
amount recommended by the Department to com- 
mence this operation iscomparatively unimportant. 
I suppose that amount is recommended, and I 
hope it will be adopted by the committee. 

Mr. DEAN. Iam opposed to the amendment 
of my colleague, (Mr. Sacxerr.] 

Mr. SACKETT. With the consent of the 
committee, J will withdraw my amendment, 

Mr. DEAN. Iobject. f embrace this oppor- 
tunity of saying that I am opposed to this whole 
proposition, if for no other reason, because we are 
now within less than a fortnight of the close of the 
session and have no time to consider such propo- 
sitions. I suppose the Committee of Ways and 
Means have reported enough to keep the Navy 
afloat till the Ist of December, when we are to 
have another session of Congress, and shall have 
new estimates, and will be prepared to make these 
appropriations more understandingly than at this 
time. It seems to me it would be better to adopt 
the appropriations recommended by the Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means for the present, and make 
these new appropriations, if necessary, when we 
have new estimates, 

Mr. FLORENCE. 1 will suggest to the gen- 
tleman from New York, that these estimates were 
made by the Navy Department, and the estimates 
at another session of Congress must be made by 
the same Department. We will get no more in- 
formation about the wants of the Navy then than 
now. 

Mr. DEAN. Iam sorry tosee my friend from 
Pennsylvania always coming up to the help of 
those men who are making these recommendations 
for extravagant appropriations. He seems willing 
to back the Secretary of the Navy and the Secre- 
tary of War in all their profligate expenditures. 
I am not. I believe our Navy under its present 


| management, or under the management of the late 


Secretary, has been one of the greatest sources of 
abuse in the Government. They have expended 
annually $10,000,000 fora service which ought to 
have been performed for $6,000,000. If gentlemen 
will look at the data upon which these calculations 
have been founded, and these recommendations 
made, they will find that nearly $5,000,000 is ap- 
propriated for the salary of officers waiting orders, 
and many of them staying at the city of Wash- 
ington doing nothing. We cannot reach these 
cases and reform this abuse in this bill, but we 
may do it hereafter; and I hope this committee will 
not spend time upon these various amendments, the 
object of which is to increase these appropriations, 
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We have adopted the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, [Mr. Stanron.] I have no 
objection to that, but I submit that it is not wise 
to go on making appropriations for the Navy 
when we are within three months of another şes- 
sion of Congress; when there is a new Secretary 
of the Navy just installed, and a new Administra- 
tration before us, which will make their own rec- 
ommendations upon the subject. 

Mr. POLK. I will ask the gentleman whether 
the present amendment proposes to increase the 
appropriation to the Navy? j ; 

Mr. DEAN. The amendment 
crease the appropriation $301,000. | 

Mr. STANTON. It is only to make it equal 
to what was appropriated last year, for the same 
item, and also the year before. — 

Mr. POLK. I would ask the gentleman whether 
he, as a Representative upon this floor, isready to 
cut down that arm of our defense? 

Mr. DEAN. WNotatall. Iam notin favor of 
cutting down this arm of our defense, but I am for 
economy; and when we find as we do now, that 
under the administration of the late Secretary of 
the Navy, the expenditures increased three mil- 
lions in a single year, that is from $7,000,000 to 
$10,000,000, it is time for Congress to come for- 
ward and show that they are in favor of retrench- 
ment. to 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Sranron,] by adding $25,000. I do this 
that I may have the opportunity of saying to the 
committee and to the country, that our Navy is 
not, at the present moment, as efficient as it ought 
to be, in view of the questions agitated recently in 
regard to our relations with Great Britain upon 
the subject of the fisheries. It isa fact, which 

‘should be known to the country, that although we 
have been called to send to the Bay of Fundy a 
naval armament sufficient to protect our citizens 
in their rights there, there was but one vessel which 
could be found in a situation to be sent there—the 
Mississippi—a vessel which had been prepared for 
another destination, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have recently heard 
much said, upon the one side and the other, about 
our rights of fishing, and the infringement of those 
rights by Great Britain. The President of the 
United States has been called upon to send a naval 
force sufficient to protect our rights, and the fact 
that we have not a sufficient number of vessels 
prepared for that service, these gentlemen who 
appear to be so ready to maintain them by arms 
ought to consider. fr we would maintain a navy 
at all, we should maintain an efficient navy, and 
we should have our naval establishment in sucha 
condition that we could meet any emergency which 
may happen, where the interests or honor of our 
country are at all jeoparded. But such is not the 
fact now. Weare not prepared for a war with 
Great Britain, upon this or any other question. I 
wish gentlemen to understand that if we were to 
come into collision with England upon any ques- 
tion, we are not in a situation to meet her as we 
might, if we only had our Navy as efficient as it 
might be; but 1] hope there is no gentleman who is 
disposed to encourage a feeling of hostility towards 
Great Britain, unless he is willing to come up and 
vote for an appropriation of money which will en- 
able us to meet her, or any other nation upon 
earth, as we will beable to do, if we will only use 
the means in our hands. 

I am in favor of having an efficient Navy, and 
Tam not in favor of extravagant appropriations; 
but every amendment which has been, or which 
may be offered by the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, (Mr. Sranron, of 
Tennessee,] has received the sanction of that 
committee, after a full and careful investigation, 
and no appropriations have been recommended by 
that committee greater than were recommended by 
the Navy Department. 

Reforms in the Navy undoubtedly are needed, 
but I hope this committee will not withhold the 
necessary appropriations for giving efficiency to 
that arm of our national defense. Several bills 
intended to remedy existing defects in our naval 
establishment, and to render it more efficient, 
have been matured and prepared by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, but no opportunity has yet 
been had of reporting them to the House. 


proposes to in- 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Iam opposed, 
Mr. Chairman, to the amendment of the genile- 
man from Maine, [Mr. Goopexow,] as well as 
to the original amendment. š 

1 was much gratified to hear the remarks which 
I have, and from tle quarter from which they 
came,—from the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. TAY- 
LoR.] Jn the course of his remarks, he talked 
something about retrenchment and reform, and 
stated at. the same time, that there were abuses, 
enormous in their character. F would have been 
mnch more gratified had the gentleman, while 
speaking of these abuses, pointed them out, and 
directed the attention of the House and of the 
country to them. If the abuses to which he re- 
fers exist in the Navy Department, | was in hopes 
that he would have called the attention of the coun- 
try, especially to those of a glaring and gross char- 
acter, which the country is convinced do exist in 
many of the Departments of the Government. 
We talk about retrenchment, Mr. Chairman; but 
somehow or other, we never hit the precise item 
upon which retrenchment should begin. We 
never get at the precise time when it should begin. 
Some how or other, we never find the House or 
the country in a position orin a condition to com- 
mence this great work of retrenchment and re- 
form, by which to lessen the burden of taxes upon 
the people. If we talk about retrenchment in time 
of war, then that is not the time. If we talk about 
it in time of peace, then the particular object is 
not the one upon which to begin. If in time of 
war or of peace, it be not the proper time to com- 
mence, when in the name of high Heaven, and of 
common sense, is the proper time to arrive when 
this work of retrenchment is to be begun ? 

I want the gentleman who alluded to these 
abuses, and who spoke in such strong and forci- 
ble terms of the necessity of retrenchment and 
reform, to point out the items, and we will try to 
begin the work. 

È was much gratified, as I said, with the re- 
marks coming from the quarter that they did; and 
when we come to look at the expenditures of the 
Government from its origin, and trace them down 
to the present time, we find that there has been an 
enormous increase. Look to the Army, look to 
the Navy, where it is conceded upon all hands 
that the gressest abuses exist, and there you find 
the greatest amount of expenditure. 

Look at the expenditure of this Government 
from its origin tothe present time, exclusive of its 
public debt, and we find that we have expended 
nearly $1,000,000,000. And where has it gone? 
More than $600 ,000,000 have been expended upon 
the Army and Navy Departments of the Govern- 
ment, where it is conceded that those great abuses 
exist, and where retrenchment should begin. 
These are facts. Over $600,000,000 have been 
expended upon the Army and the Navy of this 
Union; and yet we cannot find a place, or fix upon 
the time when this work of retrenchment shall be 
begun. 

The Army and the Navy of this Government, 
as has been the casein the Governments of the 
Old World, are the great arteries, out of which 
the Government is bled to exhaustion, and through 


; which the Government oppress the people, even 


to resistance in many instances. It is time to stop. 
Let us commence the work of retrenchment, and 
tieup the bleeding arteries that will ultimately 
exhaust the whole system. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 


offered by Mr. Goovenow, and it was not agreed 


to. 
Mr. POLK. I move to strike out the whole 
appropriation: g 
understand, sir, that the Committee on Naval 


Afairs have had under consideration the questions 
pertaining to that branch of the public service, 
and that by a rule of this House, all estimates of 
that committee have to be submitted to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

I remember that a motion was made at an early 
day of this session, that the report of each com- 
mittee should be final as to the propriety or im- 
propriety of a matter falling within the jurisdic- 
tion of such committee. The vote was taken in 
this House; and why was that done? 

The peculiar organization of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, as made by the Speaker of 
this House, should influence the common sense of 
this Congress to withhold from that committee any 
decision upon matters connected with the nation- 


ality of this Republic. There is no national feel- 
ing there. Ido not desire-to be personal to any- 
body, but it is highly injurious to the country to 
find the Committee of Ways and Means—having 
the control over everything connected with the pros- 
perity of the country—refusing to strengthen that 
arm upon which we must rely for our national de- 
fense. We can whip any army that may venture 
upon our shores. We can encounter with success 
any military force upon our coast. We cannot 
fight them successfully, however, upon the high 


-seas unless you give us sails and armaments with 


which to do it.. We require it as a nation. We 
require it asa Republie. But when we see men 
whose eyes shine like moon-eyed horses at every 
dollar [laughter] that is appropriated to build up 
the national defenses, I think the nation is in 
mighty poor keeping. {Laughter.] This, sir, 
I consider it due to say, and say it because the 
whole history of that committee will sustain it. 
Their very conduct and acts show it. The rules 
of this House should be altered, for why should 
the Committee of Ways and Means know, how 
could they know, what is essential to that arm 
of our service, the Navy, better than a commit- 
tee appointed by this House to take it into con- 
sideration. They cannot doit. They give to it 
a few hours’ consideration, and then report here 
that it ought not to be approved of. 

Our country requires the condemnation of any 
action that involves a neglect of great national 
interests; and so faras my voice goes, I condemn 
it here. 

The question then reeurred on the amendment 
of Mr. Sranron, of Tennessee. 

Mr. WALSH demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Srawron, of Tennessee, 
and Jonnson, of Arkansas, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to; the tellers having reported — 
ayes 70, noes 50. ; 

Mr. COBB. I move the following amendment 
as an addition to the one just adopted: 

Provided, That the building of more than one vessel shall 
not be commenced in each year. 

Mr. FLORENCE. No matter what the neces- 
sity may be? 

Mr. HOUSTON. _Is that proviso in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ' It is clearly in order if 
the original proposition of the gentleman from 
Tennessee was, 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that it 
is in order as a distinct amendment, because it 
directs the mode of appropriation. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was disagreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I submit the 
following amendment, to come in immediately after 
what has just been adopted: 


And the Secretary of the Navy is also authorized and 
directed to cause to be applied, as soon as practicable, to 
all steam vessels belonging 10 the United States, the best 
form of condenser for supplying fresh water to marine boil- 
ers at sea 3 and to pay to the owner or owners thereof, such 
price for the right to use such condenser, as a board to consist 
of the Engineer-in-Chicf and two or more chief engineers 
of the Navy, may designate to be the value thereof: Pro- 
vided, however, That no condenser shall be so applied, un- 
Jess the same shall have been practically tested at sea, and 
found capable of being used as a surface, as well as jctcon- 
denser. 


With reference to this amendment, I dosire to 
say a single word. It will be remembered that 
two years ago I offered an amendment of the same 
kind, for the purpose of applying this fresh-water 
apparatus to marine boilers of our sea steamers. 
It is an object, sir, of very great importance, and 
one which will, I believe, contribute in a very 
great degree to the economy of the service. It is 
not possible for me to enter into an argument, at 
this time, to show these facts; but every gentle- 
man who knows anything of the subject, must 
have come to this conclusion long since. Instead of 
adopting the amendment I proposed two years 
ago, this House appropriated $5,000, and directed 
the Secretary of the Navy to appoint a board 
of commissioners. He appointed two or three 
learned gentlemen of Philadelphia, who made a 
long report, which was referred to the Naval Com- 
mittee, but which I have never had an opportunity 
to report back to the House. It enters learnedly 
into the theory of the question—the effect of salt 
water upon steam boilers, but ending in nothing 
practical. This proposition simply refers the 


Is it in order as a distinct 
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question to the Secretary of the Navy, and directs 
him to adopt the best possible invention for the 
purpose of accomplishing this object—the furnish- 
ing of boilers at sea with fresh water, and pre- 
venting the accumulation of scale and the destruc- 
tion of boilers, which is consequent upon their 
being scaled by the use of salt water. There will 
be a saving of an immense amount of fuel by 
restoring hot fresh water to the boilers, instead of 
salt water at the temperature of the sea. I think 
there can be no objection to the proposition, and 
I hope it will be adopted: f 

The«question was taken, and the amendment 
was adopted. 


Mr. PRICE. I offer the following amendment, 
to come i after the one just adopted: ` 

And that the Secretary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and required to have completed without unne- 
eessary delay, the war steamer contracted for with Robert 
L. Stevens, in pursuance of an act of Congress passed 
April 14th, 1842. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I raised a point of 
order upon that amendment when it was proposed 
before, and was sustained by the Chair. 

Mr. PRICE. ft was under different circum- 
stances. Under the ruling of the Chair it is now 
in order as a part of the amendment declared by 
the committee to be in order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The decision of the Chair 
in regard to the amendment of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee was not sustained, but he does not un- 
derstand this as having any connection with the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, and adopted by the committee. The 
Chair adheres to his former decision, and decides 
this amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I will suggest 
that the building of the vessel to which the gentle- 
man refers, was commenced some years ago. It 
is a work actually in progress. 

Mr. PRICE. I appeal from the decision of 
the Chair, upon the ground that this is only a de- 
claratory resolution for carrying out an existing 
law of Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment proposed by the gentleman from New 
Jersey out of order. From that decision an ap- 
peal is taken, and the question now is, “ Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the committee?” 

Mr. POLK. Will the Chair please explain the 
grounds upon which he objects to the amendment, 
so that the committee may be enabled to vote un- 
derstandingly? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order, under the 81st 


rule, [Published in a preceding column.] 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is this work not in prog- 
ress? 

Mr. PRICE. ftis. 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. There ex- 
ists a law in regard to this, and the work is in 
progress. 

The CHAIRMAN. No contract has been ad- 
duced showing that this work is in progress. It 
is an old work commenced in 1842, and nothing 
has been shown of its continuance since. 

Mr. STANTON. 1 will state a simple fact to 
the committee. This work was authorized by 
Jaw, I believe, in 1842, and money was appropri- 
ated and paid out upon it until it was stopped by 
the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. In 1842 there was 
a joint resolution passed, authorizing the con- 
struction of this vessel, and an appropriation of 
$250,000 was made for that purpose. That was 
ten yearsago. Under the general law thatamount 
has been, if this law has not been executed, car- 
ried to the surplus fund, and there is now really 
no appropriation for that object. Unless there is 

assed a new law, directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to enter into this contract, the law of 
1842 never will be executed—it is obsolete. 

Mr. POLK. I acknowledge the premises of 
my colleague, provided he will allow the amend- 
ment to be read, and see what connection it has 
with the law by which the Chair decides it to be 
out of order. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. STUART. Dol understand that the Chair 
rules the amendment out of order, because it pro- 
vides for an appropriation in an appropriation bill 
contrary to law? 


4 
| 
i 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that it 
is equivalent to a new proposition. 

Mr. STUART. I say that it is in order. 

Mr. POLK. Does the Chair decide that this 
House has not the power to make an appropri- | 
ation to carry out the law passed in 1842? 

ike CHAIRMAN. The House has the power 
to do 1t. ` $ 

Mr. POLK. If the House has not, it has not 
the power to carry out its own purposes. I appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BROWN, of New Jersey. I think that 
the Chair is mistaken in point of fact. Not only 
is this joint resolution, that has been referred to, 
the existing law, but there is an existing contract 
under it. That contract has not been rescinded. 
It is obligatory upon the Government; but the 
Secretary of the Navy refuses to make payments 
under that contract as the work proceeds. 

Mr. JENKINS. Why? 

Mr. BROWN. Upon reasons in which the 
Secretary of the Navy is mistaken in point of 
fact. 4 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The Chair decides that it is equivalent to a new |; 
proposition, nothing more or less. If there was 
any appropriation made in 1842, it has been car- 
ried into the Treasury, and is lost sight of, so far 
as this measure is concerned. 

Mr. PRICE. It has never been carried to any 
other fund. Itis now standing to the credit of 
this work. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is, ‘‘ Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
committee??? 

Mr. POLK demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Vexnagre and CHastTarn were 
appointed, 

he question was then taken; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 62, noes 59. 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained, 


The following section was then read, viz: 


« For continuing the publication of the Wind and Cur- 
rent Charts, and for defraying all the expenses connected 
therewith, $10,000. >? 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Before the |i 
committee proceed to consider another clause, I 
offer the following amendment to this section: 

And the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, if 
he shall deem it expedient, to send a steamer of light draft 
up the Rio de la Plata and its tributaries, to examine and 
report as to their navigability, and as to the commercial re- 
sourees and capacities of the country drained by them: 
Provided, Such steamer can be spared froin the naval service 
without inconvenience or additional cost, 


This proposition is not to add anything to the 
expense of the Navy, but simply to authorize the 
Secretary of the Navy to send a vessel, if one can 
be spared, and if it will not add anything to the 
cost of the service. 

Mr. ORR. I rise to a question of order, that || 
the amendment is not in order. There is no law || 
in existence which it is intended to execute. 

Mr. STANTON. It is only directing the ser- 
vice in which the Navy shall be employed. 

Mr. ORR. It is a Kind of a new exploring ex- 
pedition without the authority of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that 
the amendment is not in order. 


The next section was then read, as follows: 
« For the repairs and erection of buildings at the United 
States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Maryland, $28,000.” 


Mr. WILDRICK. I offer the following amend- | 
ment: 


To complete quarters for the students and professors at 
the Naval Academy at Annapolis, the sum of $75,000. 


I ask that the following letters from the De- 
partment be read: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, July 30, 1852. 

Sır: I have the honor to inelose herewith a copy of a 
letter from the Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance and Hydrog- 
raphy of this Department, asking that the sum of $75,000 
may be added to the appropriation already reported by the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives, which sum was. stricken out of 
the deficiency bill. 

This sum of $75,000 is the balance of the estimate made 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1852, and is required to 
complete the quarters for the students and professors at the 
Naval Academy in Annapolis, which have been commenced {| 
but must remain in an incomplete condition, hazarding 
the health and comfort of the inmates of that institution, 
unless the means are provided to complete them. L there- 
fore urgently request that there may be added to the appro- 

riation act for the naval service, for the year ending June 
Bo, 1853, the sum of $75,000 “for the repair and erection 


I call the gentleman to 


| $75, 


| the 


l of buildings at the United States Naval Academy ai Annap- 
| olis,?? thereby substituting $103,000, instead of $28,000, for 
that purpose. g 

I have the honor to be, with high respect, your obedient 
i servaut, JOHN P. KENNEDY. 
| Hon. F. P. STANTON, : 
Chairman Committee Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 
HYypRoGRAPHY, 2 ` 
duly 30, 1852: } j 
Sir: The estimates which were presented to Congress 
| sc for the repair and erection of buildings at the United 
States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Maryland,” for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1852, amounted to the sum of 
$127,500; to which a note was appended, that of that sum, 
600 would, in al! probability, be expended -in the fiseat 
Congress only appropriated $52,500 of the sum 


BUREAU oF ORDNANCE AND 


year. 
asked. 

When the estimates of 1852-°53 were prepared, the- sum 
of $75,000, which was required to complete the original 
estimate, was, by direction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
presented as a “‘deficiency.”? The Commitice of Ways and 
Means did not so consider it, and it was not included in the 

itl. 

An appropriation to that amount, in addition to the sums 
embraced in the estimates for the present year, will be in- 
: dispensable to erect the buildings necessary for the proper 
accommodation and instruction of the number of midship- 
men which, by the existing arrangements, will be soon col- 
lected, and afterwards be generally attached to the Acade- 
my to receive instruction. 

| therefore respectfully suggest the expediency of calling 
the attention of the Naval Committees to the propriety of 
asking for it, at the proper time, as an amendment to the 
naval appropriation bill, as it has been reported. i 

With much respect, I am, sir, your obedient servant, 

C. MORRIS, Ohief of Burear. ' 
Ion. SECRETARY or rae Navy. 


Mr. BOWIE. I move to increase the appropri- 
ation $1,000. In the estimates for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1852, the cost of improvements 
at Annapolis for the necessary accommodations 
of the midshipmen, professors, and instructors, 
was estimated at $127,500. Accompanying which 
was a note, stating that $75,000 would be proba- 
bly expended that year. Congress appropriated 
only $52,000, leaving a balance of $75,000 yet to 
be appropriated for the completion of works then 
contemplated. When the estimates for the fiscal 

ear ending June, 1853, were prepared, this sum 
of $75,000 was presented to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, as a deficit; but that com- 
mittee not regarding it as such, excluded it from 
the bill now under consideration. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means have made no appro- 
priation for this deficit. We are informed by 
proper Department, that this sum is abso- 
lutely essential to complete the structures already 
commenced, and to protect the health of those 
who are engaged in the naval school. It may not 
be generally known that there will be one hun- 
dred and forty midshipmen constantly instructed 
at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, and there 
are now one hundred and seventy-five persons in 
the employment of the United States, engaged in 
the Naval Academy. The whole routine of study 
has been changed. It requires four years to com- 

lete the naval education of the midshipmen. 

hey are engaged annually in experimental cruis- 
ing for three months. The Government are de- 
termined to make this branch of the service equal 
in science and efficiency to the other great arm of 
national defense. I make these explanations that 
the House may know the object for which the ap- 

ropriation is made, and that it is recommended 
by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Mr. HOUSTON. This sum of $75,000 was 
estimated for as a deficiency, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Maryland, [Mr. Bowre,] and sub- 
mitted to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
The committee very properly decided that it was 
no deficiency, forthe Department had recommended 
the $75,000 merely because Congress struck it out 
at the last session. It was recommended at the 
second session of the last Congress, and the com- 
mittee saw fit to strike it out. They reduced the 


| estimates $75,000 then. Simply because it was 


stricken out by Congress, and not because there 
was not money enough to go on with the work the 
last fiscal year, the head of that bureau recom- 
mended it as a deficiency. The Committee of 


| Ways and Means very properly decided that it 


was no deficiency, and that it ought to go in the 


| regular bill of estimates. The head of the bureau 


saw fit not to present it any further to that com- 
mittee. As far as I am concerned, I have no ob- 
jection to the amendment. 
Mr. BOWIE. With the consent of the com- 
mittee I will withdraw my amendment. 
_Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I am 
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opposed to this amendment, as well as the clause 
proposed to be amended, which makes an appro- 
riation for the Naval Academy at Annapolis. 
Pam satisfied that this institution is used as an 
engine of favoritism, where the sons of a favored 
few are educated at the public expense, and there- 
fore it ought to be abolished. The law provides 
that midshipmen in the Navy shall be apportioned 
among the several States according to the repre- 
‘sentation in Congress, and that no midshipman 
shall be appointed from, or for any Congressional 
district, who is not an actual resident of. the dis- 
trict for which he is appointed at thé time of. his 
appointment. ` $ 
‘here is no doubt but it was the intention of 
Congress that the appointments should be made 
upon the récommendation of the member repre- 
senting the district, in the same manner that ap- 
ointments are made for the Military Academy at 
West Point: But this is not done. 

Appointments are made without consulting the 
member from the district, upon the recommenda- 
tion of persons who are in no way responsible for 
the appointment. Some time in March, 1851, as 
near as I can recollect, I addressed a note tu the 
Secretary of the Navy, asking when there would 
„be a vacancy from my district; and was informed, 

in reply, that it was uncertain, but probably an 
appointment would be made in June of last year. 

Some time in the course of the summer, I re- 
peated the inquiry, and was told, in reply, that 
there was no vacancy. 
< Some time during the past winter, I repeated 
the inquiry. I wastold, in reply, that, ‘owing to 
circumstances over which the Department had 
no control,” it could not be known when there 
would be a vacancy. 

Being still pressed with applications for the ap- 
Pen I returned to the charge again; and in 
July last, I inquired what the circumstances were 
which prevented the Department from knowing 
when there would: be a vacancy. I was told, in 
reply, that it was uncertain when the midshipman 
from the district would graduate. 

I had now become satisfied that I was trifled 
with, and that there was a disposition to conceal 
the true state of the matter from me. Ithereupon 
immediately inquired who the present incumbent 
was, and when he was appointed, and whether the 
` Department considered the member from the dis- 
trict entitled to any control over the appointment. 

I was told, in reply, that there were three mid- 
shipmen in the service from my district, one of 
whom was appointed September 9, 1847, and the 
other two on the Ist of October, 1851; that the 
Department did not consider the member from the 
district. entitled to any control over the appoint- 
ment, but that my recommendation would be 
treated with great respect. When] considered that 
two midshipmen had been appointed from the 
district since my term commenced, and whilst I 
was seeking information as to the time when a 
vacancy would happen, and an appointment be 
made, l did not feel much flattered by the intelli- 
gence that “my recommendation would be treated 
with great respect.” I do not wish to be under- 
stood as finding any fault with the appointments. 
I should probably have recommended one of them 
myself, if the applicant had not been so fortunate 
as to procure recommendations from more influen- 
tial sources. I should not have recommended 
both, for the reason that they both reside in the | 
sume town, as there are five counties in my dis- 
trict. But what I do complain of is, that the law 
evidently contemplates that the appointment shall 
be made upon the recommendation of the member 
from the district; and the propriety of it is so 
manifest, that to make an appointment without 
consulting the member, cannot but be regarded as 
a personal indignity that I do not choose tamely 
to submit to it. And I feel myself bound scrupu- 
lously and jealously to guard all the rights, priv- 
ileges, and prerogatives of my office from inva- 
sion, and to hand them over unimpaired to my 
successor. Believing, therefore, that this institu- | 
tion is used as an instrument of favoritism, and is | 
a source of corruption, I shall vote against all ap- 
propriations for its support. r | 

Mr. DEAN. Does the gentleman accuse the | 

Whig candidate for the Vice Presidency of vio- | 
| 


lating the law? 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I did not say any- 
thing in regard to the Whig candidate for the Vice 
Presidency. 


Mr. WALSH. It.is not a charge peculiar to 
the Secretary of the Navy, who has just retired 
from. -office,. and is the candidate for the Vice 
Presidency of this nation, on the Whig ticket. 
This system of favoritism has been prevailing in 
this country half a century, in spite of all your 
precaution. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
presidential candidates. 
this bill. sa ; 

:Mr. WALSH.. I said that it was not a charge 
peculiar to the Secretary ofthe Navy. Jam speak- 
ing of the system. Despite of all ordinary legis- 
lation you may attempt, the system of favoritism 
-will prevail, unless you establish something like 
a criminal code, and visit men .with penalties for 
violation of the law. The law ought to be ex- 
plicit, that these appointments shall be made under 
the application of members of Congress, or rather 
by their designation, so that all sections of the 
country shall come in for a share of the benefits of 
this national institution. If favoritism goes on in 
this way, [ do not hesitate to say that the Navy, 
instead of properly representing the people, and 
receiving its. strength from that portion of them 
who can best sustain the national interests and 
national defenses, will be only a type of a partic- 
ular class. I mean no personal assault upon any 
gentleman who may be appointed. I do notknow 
any of them. I only speak of the gross violation 
of right frequently practiced, and the system of 
favoritism which has long prevailed. Now that 
the attention of the House has been called to the 
subject of naval reform, I hope that: this matter 
will receive special attention. ‘There is no De- 
partment of your Government in which the Amer- 
ican people take more pride than in your Navy, 
and it is associated with all the glorious memories 
which cluster around the homes of American free- 
men; but if its management is to be nothing but a 
system of bounties, you.at once sap the founda- 
tions of its usefulness. Let a law be passed sim- 
ilar to that which governs the appointments to the 
Military Academy. Let each Representative in 
Congress have a right to name a midshipman for 
his district. What he does will be done in the 
face of day, and subject always to a just respon- 
sibility. 

The question now being upon the amendment 
to the amendment— 

Mr. BOWIE, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew it. 

The question recurred on the amendment pro- 
pored by the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. 

ILDRICK. | 

Mr. GOODENOW demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Price, and How of 
New York, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 85, noes 34. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. STUART. Ioffer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the amendment just adopt- 
ed, viz: 

And hereafter no appointment of midshipmen in the 
Navy shall be made unless recommended by the member 
of Congress representing the district in which the applicant 
resides. 

Mr. ORR. 
that amendment. 
portion of this bill. 
nor has it reference to any existing law. 
poses to change the existing law. 

Mr. STUART. The clause under consider- 
ation is an appropriation to pay the expenses of 
this school, and the amendment is to provide how 
these midshipmen shall hereafter be appointed. 
Itis as clearly germane to this bill as anything 
can be. The idea that nothing can be introduced 
into an appropriation bill, except appropriations 
estimated for by the Department, is an idea which 
never found anybody to advocate it until within 
the last ten days. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 


I object to debate about 
I desire to get through 


It does not appertain to any 
It is not an appropriation, 
It pro- 


amendment of the gentleman from Michigan to be , 


out of order. 
Mr. STUART. From that decision I appeal. 
The question was then put, ‘ Shall the decision 


of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- | 


tee?” and it was decided in the negative. 

So the decision of the Chair was overruled, and 
the amendment held to he in order. 

Mr. STUART. The amendment being in 
order, I suppose I have the floor. ` 


I raise a question of order upon | 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask 
the gentleman from Michigan if his amendment 
will not virtually vest the appointments in mem- 


i bers of Congress? ; 
Mr. STUART. That is precisely what it will 


do. 

Mr. JONES. The Constitution gives them to 
the President. 

Mr. STUART. | I have had some little experi- 
ence in this matter.. I was here in the Thirtieth 
Congress, and I applied for the appointment of a 
midshipman from the State of Michigan. I wag 
told that there was no vacancy in that State; that 
there was a fraction in Michigan and a fraction in 
Missouri, and that perhaps, by an agreement be- 
tween the members from those States, there might 
be an appointment gotout of the two. Well, the 
first thing that I knew after that was, that an ofi- 
cer of the Army had procured a midshipman an 
appointment, and charged to my district; and that 
midshipman, if he resides anywhere, resides in 
Virginia. Now, the object of my amendment is 
to confine the nominations to the members of Con- 
gress, just as is done in the case of the Military 
Academy. Let each member of Congress take 
the responsibility of the appointment from his 
district, and see that the applicant really resides 
in his district, and is not imported there from some 
other part of the country. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I feelit my duty to state a fact 
in connection with this amendment. A friend of 
mine applied through me for the appointment of 
his son to that school, but at the time he made the 
application there was no opportunity of getting 
his son in. Since that time he has removed out 
of my district. Learning that there was a va- 
cancy, l renewed the application. The question 
was put to me whether he was a resident in my 
district, and I stated that at that time he was not. 
They excluded him on that ground, afterwards 
appointing another on my recommendation, who 
lived in my district. So far, therefore, as my 
experience goes, the law has been very rigidly 
enforced, 

Mr. STUART. I desire to modify my amend- 
ment, by adding to the words: 

“In the same manner that cadets at West Point are now 
appointed.” 

Mr. VENABLE. I desire to make a remark or 
two upon this subject; and if the gentleman from 
Michigan will allow me, I will offer that modifica- 
tion as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. STUART. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. VENABLE. Then I move to.amend the 
amount by adding thereto the words indicated by 
the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. Chairman, I have but a remark or two to 
make upon this subject. I have been in Congress 
six years, and I never yet have had a vacancy in 
my district. The whole business has been ton- 
ducted on a principle of favoritism. Whenever I 
have claimed appointments from my district, I 
have been told that there were difficulties in the 
way. I was told so during General Taylor’s ad- 
ministration. I suggested an appointment to the 
Secretary of the Navy, and was told in reply that 
I had assumed the right to appoint, which be- 
longed to him. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If my colleague will per- 
mit me, I should like to say something on that 
point. Whilst I was a member of the last Con- 
gress I sent in recommendations for a young man 
In my district which came to me from the most 
respectable sources. I was informed, however, 
that there was no vacancy. After I went home, 
and during the period of my last canvass, I ascer- 
tained that the Secretary of the Navy (Mr. Gra- 
ham) had written a letter to the gentleman who 
was my opponent for Congress, and had requested 
him to nominate two midshipmen from the dis- 
trict, upon the ground that there were two vacan- 
cies. I mention this to show that whatever may 
be the law, the practice has been arbitrary, and 
conducted on mere principles of favoritism. ` Even 
if it be true, as stated all around, that, by law, the 
Secretary ought to take the same course that is 
followed with reference to the appointment of 
cadets at West Point, yet it is necessary that we 
should reiterate that provision of the law to cause 
Secretaries to respect it. I therefore favor the 
amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Let me say 
that E have been treated just as badly as that. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2249 


1852. 


Mr. FOWLER. Will the gentleman from 
Worth Carolina let me say one word? 

Mr. VENABLE. Icannot. I have not time. 
I presume that the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
and the gentleman from Tennessee, were treated 
in the same way that I was. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I desire to interrupt the gen- 
tleman for the purpose of calling his attention to 
the law now in existence that regulates this whole 
matter. 

Mr. VENABLE, 
the law. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I merely wish to have it read. 

Mr. VENABLE. The gentleman can oppose 
my amendment, and have the law read in his own 
five minutes. Sir, the whole Navy Department 
has been employed for the purpose of sustaining 
the favorites of the Secretary. Gentlemen here 
have had their recommendations treated with con- 
tempt, and the individuals recommended by them 
have not been appointed. They have been told 
there were no vacancies in their districts, and 
then individuals from those districts have been 
put into the Naval School without regard to their 
recommendations.. Sir, this power ought to be 
taken from the Secretary of the Navy. If we 
have the power to nominate cadets for the Acad- 
emy at West Point, we ought to have precisely 
the same power to control these appointments. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I hope the gentleman will 
Jet me tell my experiences. I have had eleven ap- 
plications from my district. . 

Mr. VENABLE. Theinjustice of this system 
is obvious. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Iam obliged 
to oppose this amendment, and say a word in 
‘ustification of the Secretary of the Navy. Ibe- 
lieve it is an amendment which is in direct conflict 
with the resolutions of 1798. I believe that the 
Secretary of the Navy and all the other Secre- 
taries, are bound by the resolutions of 1798-99, 
together with Madison’s commentaries, to appoint 
nearly all the officers of this Government from 
Virginia, [laughter,] and, ifthisamendment passes, 
it takes away that privilege which has hereto- 
fore been so faithfully exercised, [renewed laugh- 
ter.] Being a violation of those sacred resolutions, 
J hold it to be even worse than violating both the 
Baltimore platforms put together, because it is 
violating fundamental principles superior to the 
Constitution itself, [laughter.} How does any 
gentleman who holds to those resolutions, dare to 
rise here and censure the officers of this Govern- 
ment for following them out? Why, I know that 
the Secretary of the Interior has taken so many 
Whigs from certain Whig districts—for instance, 
from the Wheeling district—and put them into 
offices here, that he left none at home to vote for 
the Whig candidates, and they were defeated. 
[Great laughter. } 

Now, sir, for these reasons, I trust that this 
amendment or this resolution will be voted down, 
and that those resolutions, old and venerable, will 


I care nothing at all about 


prevail. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I want to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 

Mr. STEVENS. I have done. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I want to know whether 
the Baltimore platform contained this principle? 

Cries of “ Order !’’] 
The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 


order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I think itis clearly in order 
to ask my colleague from Pennsylvania a question 
of that kind. 

[Renewed cries of * Order 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was adopted. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I offer the following amend- 
ment to the amendment: 

Provided, That the President be, and heis hereby, author- 
ized and required, in addition to the number of midship- 
men now directed to be appointed, to select ten additional 
midshipmen who shall be appointed at large, without being 
confined to Congressional districts. 

Mr. F. said: I will state, that a similar provis- 
ion is embodied in the law appointing cadets to the 
West Point Academy, and it is no more than right 
and proper, that the same privilege should be ex- 
tended to the Naval School at Annapolis. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I trust the com- 
mittee will not adopt this provision, because itis 
well known that we have now a great many more 


w] 


midshipmen than the wants of the country. require; | 


and a great many more passed midshipmen and 
lieutenants than the wants of the service require; 
and what is the use of creating officers for which 
we have no duty? 

Mr. FLORENCE. We want them for the fu- 
ture marine service of the country. 

[Cries of ‘* Order!” 

td CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 
order. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Thad not got through with 
my five minutes—I only yielded to the gentleman 
from Kentucky. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Then I beg the gen- 
tleman’s pardon. I thought he had finished. 

Mr. FLORENCE. l will merely state that 
these midshipmen are just the men we want to 
enter into the civil marine service. I apprehend 
there is not a man in this House—for I heard it 


| in the discussion upon the bill to provide for pun- 


ishment in the Navy—who will not agree that 
there is great need for reform in the great commer- 
cial marine of the country. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I merely wish 
to say that—— 

The CHAIRMAN. No further debate is in 
order. 

Mr. STANTON. I wish to speak in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. Brecxinrmee]} spoke in opposition 
to the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON. Then the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania had no right to reply. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. lf anybody is en- 
titled to the floor to speak in opposition to the 
amendment, I am. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. FrLorence] 
first took the floor, made his speech, and, as the 
Chair thought, yielded altogether. The floor was 
then taken by the gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. 
BreckinrivGE,] in opposition to the amendment. 
Afterwards, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
claimed the floor, upon the ground thathe had only 
yielded to the gentleman from Kentucky and had 
not consumed his five minutes. 

Mr. FLORENCE. [rise to a point of order. 
While I was addressing the committee, the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky rose and was recognized 
by the Chair, and occupied a portion of my time. 
I intended to say further as a reason why my 
amendment should be adopted, that there are 
eleven already appointed in my district, and I 
want these ten added to be selected from the coun- 
try at large, so that I may get the President to ap- 

oint another. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not sta- 
ting a point of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise to a point 
oforder. I understand the Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania first took the floor, 
and addressed the committee, The gentleman 
from Kentucky then took the floor, and spoke in 
opposition to the amendment, and had the five 
minutes considerably extended to him, and then 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania was again al- 
lowed to speak in reply. Now I say, the Chair 
had no right to allow him to both open and close 
debate upon an amendment under the five min- 
utes rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman’s point is well taken. The proceeding was 
irregular. 


Mr. JOHNSON. H the Chair decides that the 


gentleman was in order, then I appeal from that | 


decision, for the Chair cannot control the action 
of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I demand to be heard in op- 
position to that amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken- ; 


tucky [Mr. Brecxrnripas] has already spoken in 
opposition to it, and no further debate is in order. 


Mr. JOHNSON. Then how did it happen that į 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania spoke in the af- 
firmative afterwards? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already 
said that it was irregular, 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, the Chair allowed it, 


and I appeal from the decision of the Chair in al- | 


lowing it. [{Laughter.] 
{Renewed cries of ‘* Order!’ 
Mr. JOHNSON. I want this fact shown in re- 


pr 


lation to this whole matter—and thisis but another 
instance of. the same kind—that when anything 
was to be done in relation to this Annapolis.school, 
this Government has acted upon principles of the 
grossest favoritism and injustice. I have never 
had an appointment to that school from my dis- 
trict at all. [Cries of “Order!” “Order !’?] I 
have been in Congress for six years, and Isay 
six years isa long enough time fora vacancy, to 
have occured in that district. [** Order!” ‘*Or- 
der!’?} I want to call the attention of the House 
to the fact of -the injustice and inequality which 
has been shown in the management of this school. 

Mr. KING, of New York. Irise toa pointof 
order. I want to know whether the gentleman 
from-Arkansas has thé right to speak upon this 
amendment, after two speeches have already been 
made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ar- 
kansas is not in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, I object utterly to the 
amendment; it is but ten more who will be subject 
to the same favoritism. 

- [Loud cries of ** Order!’ * Order !”’} 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was not agreed to. ; 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Is it now in order 
to speak against the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis not. . 

Mr. BAYLY. Then I moveto strike out from 
the amendment the word ‘“ recommend.” I do it 
for the purpose of saying that, in my opinion, 
that provision is in conflict with the Constitution 
of the United States, and not in conflict with the 
resolutions of 1798, as the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Srevens] seemed to suppose that 
a similar amendment was. [Great laughter,] But 
what I desire to say is in reply to the flings which 
have been made at Virginia and Maryland, in re- 
spect to the number of officers which those two 
States have in the Navy.. Now, sir, the history 
of that matter is this: În the late war with Great 
Britain, the States of Virginia and Maryland, and 
other Atlantic States, so far from coming before 
this Government to ask an undue patronage, the 
President appealed to the patriotism of the young 
men of the country to enter into the naval service, 
which was then jn its infancy. That call was 
promptly responded to by Maryland, by Vir- 
ginia, and by New Jersey, and the other Atlan- 
tic States; and it is in consequence, or mainly in 
consequence of that, that there are so many ofti- 
cers of the higher grade in the Navy from those 
States, and subsequently it was natural that those 
living on the sea-coast should have been most 
anxious to enter that service. Well, sir, a number 
of years ago, upon the motion of a gentleman from 
Massachusetts, (Mr. Parmenter,) at that time the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, a 
provision was inserted in the naval bill, that no 
new appointments should be made into the Navy 
from those States which had received more than 
their share, according to the ratio of representa- 
tion, until equality between the States should be 
established. And what has been the result? I beg 
leave to call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Stevens] to that point: What 
has been the result? There has not been a mid- 
shipman appointed from Virginia from the time of 
the passage of that law to this day, and there 
probably cannot be another for the next eight or 
ten years. In other words, so far as this patron- 
age or appointment to office is concerned, by the 
action of the Congress of the United States, the 
States of Maryland, Virginia, and New Jersey, 
and those other States to which this proscription 
applies, have actually been punished for their 
patriotism. 

Mr. STUART. It may be true that there have 
not been appointments made which have been 
charged to Virginia since that time, but there have 
been appointments made of individuals who re- 
Isided in that State. I know of one instance where 
a boy was sent from the State of Virginia to Ohio 
to reside just long enough to gain a residence in 
that State, in order to get an appointment in the 
Navy from the State of Ohio. 

Now, sir, the evil I mean to strike at is clearly 
indicated in my amendment. I mean the thing 
shall be called by its right name. If an appoint- 
ment is made and charged to my district, [ want 
the appointee shall reside there, and not be a resi- 
dent of Virginia or any other portion of the coun- 
try. It now perpetrates great injustice upon most 


2 


of the districts of this country, and as the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Sranron] says, upon: the 
public service also. k 

Mr. ORR. I move that thé committee do now 
rise. : ° 

The question was taken on the motion, and it 
was not agreed to. a 

The question was next taken upon the amend- 
ment offered by Mr. Bayir, andit was notagreed 


to. Be 

: Mr. HENN. ‘I move thatthe committee take 
‘a recess until seven o’clock this evening. - 

The question was put, and the motion was not 
agreed to. E4 - f 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I offer the fol- 
lowing amendment to the amendment, and I shall 
make a remark or two in regard to it: © ` 
.: And hereafter in the appointment of midshipmen, the 
nomination of members of Congress as to applications from 
their respective districts shall be respected and observed in 
the same manner, and to the same extent, as is now the 
practice in reference to cadets at West Point. 

Now, sir, I wish to state that I have been here 
for nearly six years, and I will say to the Chair, 
in the presence of this House, that I have 
never been able to get the first solitary appoint- 
ment from my district, which is large enough to, 
have had two Representatives upon this floor—I 
have never been able to get a solitary appointment 
to the Annapolis Academy. 

To those who are friends to that Academy, I 
will say this: that when they exclude one half of 
the nation, they must expect to have to fight it, 
on the very existence of the institution. 

All parts of the Union should be permitted to 
share alike, and to be educated alike, to sustain 
the flag of this country upon the ocean. They 
ought to look for children from every section of 
the Union, and then they may look for something 
that is grand in its effect, in a national point of 
view, in concentrating the affections and patriotism 
of the whole people upon the whole country. 

But when they act upon that poor, pitiful, 
wretched, I might say shameful, principle of fa- 
voritism which has marked the conduct of this 
Department, they can expect, and will receive, 
nothing but war and condemnation upon the insti- 
tution itself, and the Annapolis Academy will go 
where it shall be heard of no more. 

The amendment | have proposed would put that 
institution upon the same footing with West 
Point, and upon no other footing, and would -al- 

` low every section the high privilege of defending 
the flag of our country upon the ocean; and that 
in order to do so one cadet shall be appointed from 
each district, Then every section and every dis- 
trict feeling itself interested will feel bound to up- 
hold the institution; and favoritism, instead of 
throwing that interest all to the North or to the 
South, will distribute it among us all equally, 
North, South, East, and West. That is what 
will put it upon the ground upon which the West 
Point Academy stands, so that the same principle 
which satisfies us now, and enables us to sustain 
the institution of West Point, in spite of strong 
opposition against it for years together, will enable 
us to sustain the Annapolis institution. 

Put that institution upon that footing in regard 
to appointments, and you will do a good to the 
country, and satisfy the wishes of all; but if you 
draw a distinction between them, and in favor of 
the Annapolis institution, so help me God, I shall, 
and every man in the world ought to take pride 
in endeavoring to tear down this, or any other in- 
stitution of like character, which does or would 
deny to the whole Union the right to share equally 
its privileges. 

That is the position in which it now stands, and 
Task that my amendment may be adopted; for I 
say there is nothing now but favoritism, and this 
debate has elicited already evidence of it sufficient, 
when it becomes plain that a district can be cut 
off from the public school, not for four or six, but 
for ten years at a time. 

Mr. CARTTER. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, but agree with itssentiment. We have just 
adopted an amendment which covers the whole 

round. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
ment was designed as a substitute for the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. If it was of- 
fered as a substitute for the amendment, is not the 
substitute amendable? 


My amend- } 


| favoritism has been practiced in these two Depart- 
ments, both so far as West Point and Annapolis |i 


| branch of favoritism, I think we ought to. strike 


| and ’99, 


| Point Academy. This Government ought to cut 


The CHAIRMAN. 
: Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
to amend the substitute, as follows: 

Provided, That members of Congress making a nomi- 
nation, shall. not nominate his own son, or the son of any ; 
other member. 

Iam in hopes this House will adopt all these | 
amendments, and I concur most fully in the sen- 
timents expressed by the member from Arkansas, | 
{Mr. Jounson.] I am satisfied that a system of 


Then I move | 


are concerned; but while we are striking at one 


at the-other. Il have been informed that members ; 
sometimes make their way into the Congress of 
the United States decidedly opposed to this Naval 

School, and West Point Academy, but some how 

or other, after being members of Congress, their 

sons find their way into the Naval School, or into’ 
West Point, and by the time the bills come up 

making appropriations for the support of these in- 

stitutions, these members of Congress, with almost 

the suddenness of a flash of lightning, as quick and 

as sudden as that. which poured upon Saul of Tar- 

sus, all at once conceive these institutions to be 

indispensible to. promote the interests of the coun- 

try. 

Tar. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The gentleman 
does not mean to insinuate.that I havea son there? 
I have no son. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. If the gentle- 
man has no son, I suppose that is his misfortune, 
and not his fault. (Laughter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, this amendment ought to 
be adopted with the other, and I am glad to see 
the proposition to correct this matter come from 
the quarter that it does. But the argument made 
by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bayzy,] 
seems to me to have but little in it. He makes a 
constitutional question. I know there are some 
gentlemen who take the Constitution under their 
peculiar guardianship, and always stand ready to 
defend it whenever there is a real or seeming en- 
croachment upon it. I think there is no violation 
of the Constitution, or of the resolutions of °98 


I remember that the gentleman voted for a bill 
we had before Congress for raising ten regiments 
of troops; and in that bill we provided that the 
Executive should make his appointments from the 
captains, so far as the highest officers were con- 
cerned; and we have now, by law, required the 
members of Congress to make certain nomina- 
tiens, and the President makes the appointments. 
Why cannot the same principle. be applied in 
nominating applicants for places in the Naval 
School, which has been applied in all those other 
cases? We have precedents over and over again 
upon this subject, and there is no infraction or 
violation of the Constitution in that particular. 
It only directs the President to make his appoint- 
ments from the Congressional districts, and this 
principle has been practiced over and over again. 
But so far as the Old Dominion is concerned, I 
will speak of her with the greatest respect; for I 
know she is entitled to credit, and is sometimes 
called the mother of statesmen; but I think the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jonnson] has 
little to apprehend from that quarter; for there is 
no danger hereafter of appointments being made 
from Virginia, for it is said there is no room left 
there, everybody having received appointments. 

But in this connection, J may say, I am deci- 
dedly opposed to this School, and to the West 


these institutions up by their roots. Not that I 
am opposed to science in military affairs—not that | 
I am opposed to science being introduced into the 
Navy—but let the States establish military and 
naval schools. Let the States qualify young men 
and bring them forward, and in a very short time 
this Government will havea supply far more sub- 
stantial, and better qualified to meet all demands, 
than it now has from these schools. I think those 
two schools ought to be abolished, and that the 
different States should train up their own young 
men for the Navy and the Army, and thereby 
diminish the centralizing influence which is grow- 
ing up, and becoming so strong that it cannot be 
resisted by the States. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I am opposed to 
this amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Jounson.] ; 


It is amendable. | 


tions.. > 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman, I will ask him if there 
are not members of Congress here now who have 
sons there? 

Mr. BAYLY. If there is a member of Con- 
gress who has his son there appointed. from any 
other district than the district in which he resides, 
it is in violation of law. 

Mr. JOHNSON. That is not the point. We 
are talking about members of Congress having 
sons appointed. ; 

Mr. BAYLY. I take the gentleman upon the 
point he made. He complains that’ members of 
Congress have had appointments of their sons 


| made for other districts than those in which they 


reside. I say if they have, it is in violation of law, 
and being in violation of existing law, no new law 
is necessary to remedy the mischief. 

The regulations require that the appointee shall 
be appointed from the district in. which he actually 
resides, That is the law, and if such an appoint- 
ment, as the gentleman speaks of, has been made 
it was in violation of the law, and his amendment 
will not correct the mischief, because it will add 
nothing to an existing law. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will say that 


| the declaration of the gentleman from Virginia is 


satisfactory upon the point to which he has ad- 
dressed his remarks, that where an appointment 
is made for a district outside of it, it isin violation 
of law. I will ask the gentleman from Tennes- 
see if he knows of any member upon this floor 
whose son was appointed under unlawful circum- 
stances, that he will name him, and let the matter 
be brought home. Those who have children of 
ten or twelve years of age should be charged with 
their education. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. The gentleman 
from Virginia, has made a wholly false issue. 
That amendment does not provide with regard to 
the appointment of sons of members of Congress 
out of the district. He has missed the issue en- 
tirely. It provides thata member of Congress 
shall not nominate his own son, or the son of 
another member. of Congress. 

Mr. BAYLY. When the gentleman brings for- 
ward an amendment of that sort, and in support 
of it complains of a practice in violation of exist- 
ing law, he ought to specify to whom his remarks 
apply. They do not apply to me, as it is well 
known I have no son. When he makes such a 
charge as he has made before the American Con- 
gress, he ought to point to the individual who has 
been accessory to this violation of the law. Thelaw, 
I say, is, that the appointee shall come from the 
district in which he lives. The domicil ofthe child 
is the domicil of the father, and I say, such being 
the law, it is impossible that one member of Con- 
gress upon this floor has appointed the son of an- 
other member of Congress. The fact is that every 
member of this Congress resides in his own dis- 
trict, and his domicil is the domicil of his son, and 
the son of no member of Congress could possibly 


| be appointed to West Point from another district 
|| without a violation of law. 


I am free to say I do 
not believe such a thing has occurred eiher of a 
member appointing hisown son, or of having him 
appointed from the district of another member. 

_ Mr. BUEL. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to, there being, upon a division—ayes 
73, noes 15. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union had had under consideration the 
state of the Union generally, and particularly 
House bill No. 240, making appropriations for 
the Navy for the year ending June 30, 1853, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr, PRICE asked that the Clerk be directed to 
furnish him with a copy of the petition and papers 
of James R. Howison; which was so ordered. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Com- 
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merce, reported a bill for the relief of Amos Proc- 
tor; which was read a first and second time, laid 
upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, moved that the 
House adjourn; which motion was agreed to. 
And the House then adjourned till to-morrow 
at eleven o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspar, August 19, 1852. 


Prayer by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morean. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 
of the Senate, information in relation to an exten- 
sion of the reconnoissance of the coast of Califor- 
nia by the Coast Survey, south to Cape St. Lucas; 
which was read, and ordered to lie on the table 
and be printed. 

Also, a report of the Postmaster General, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information in relation to the clerks in 
that Department; which was read, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. HAMLIN presented the petition of David 
K. Arey, praying that a register may be granted 
to the bark Queen; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of claim- 
ants against Brazil, to whom awards were made 
by the commission appointed to adjudicate those 
claims, praying that an appropriation may be 
made to pay the balance of the amounts awarded 
them; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of taking up the ‘ bill 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending June 
30, 1853, and for other purposes,” during the 
morning hour. I believethat it is the only chance 
we shall obtain to get up and consider that bill. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the Senator from Virginia 
will withdraw the motion for a moment, so as to 

. enable me to report a bill on which I am desirous 
that action should be taken by the Senate. I refer 
to the bill reducing the postage on newspapers. I 
am satisfied it will not occupy more than five or. 
ten minutes. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would cheerfully give way 
to the Senator if he were the only one who would 
occupy the time, but I know that others would 
follow. I therefore feel it to be my duty to per- 
sist in the motion. I donot know that the Senate 
will agree to take up the bill; still I must persist 
in pressing the motion. 

Mr. HALE. {í hope the motion will not be 
agreed to, and for this reason: I want one day, 
before the Senate adjourns, to have a vote, which 
may be considered a fair vote, on the question 
whether the Senate is disposed to take up the 
homestead bill. I want to try that question this 
morning, and if it is voted down, I will be silent 
on the subject during the rest of the session. I 
want one fair vote, so that we may see how the 
feeling is; and if the bill is voted down, I assure 
the Senate that [ will not say another word about 
it, but let it go. 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on the 
proposition to take up the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill; and not on taking up the home- 
stead bill. 

Mr. ATCELIISON. I have one word to say to 
the Senator from New Hampshire. If he will 
agree to keep silent for the residue of the session, 
I will do all I can to forward his proposition for 
taking up the homestead bill. {Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. I cannot agree to that; because 
I think it would be unjust to the Senate and the 
country. It would be unjust to the country were 
I to keep still, because the general interest might 
thereby suffer; and it would be unjust to the Sen- 
ator from Missouri; because, were I to keep sull, 
he would, in consequence, be kept far too busy. 
{Laughter.] . 

Mr, DAVIS. Idesireto know from the Senator 
from Virginia, whether it his purpose to displace 
the river and harbor bill by this motion? 

Mr. HUNTER. My proposition is to take up 
the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill during 


‘the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. What- | 


į tion 


the morning hour. I did not suppose that I could 
do more than that. 

Mr. DAVIS. But will the Senator say that he 
will be ready to lay the bill down at one o’clock, 
to take up the special order? 

Mr. HUNTER. If a majority of the Senate 
should say so, i will not be obstinate. I will not 
attempt to resist the proposition, although I think 
he ought to be making some progress with this 

ill. ` 

Mr. DAVIS. Then the Senator will continue 
to occupy the whole day with this bill if the Sen- 
ate will permit him. l cannot vote to take up the 
bill under such circumstances. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwill say to the Senator from 
Massachusetts that I did not expect to displace 
the regular order of business after the expiration 
of the morning hour. I did not suppose that the 
Senate, having taken up the river and harbor bill, 
would lay it down to continue the consideration of 


ever may be the decision of a majority of the 
Senate I will acquiesce in it. I shall not be perti- 
nacious in regard to the question. É 

Mr. DAVIS. That the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia cannot avoid doing, I suppose. He must of 
necessity conform to the decision of the Senate on 
the subject. 1 cannot, therefore, consent to take 
up this bill under such circumstances. [f it is not 
to supersede the regular order of business, Í am 
willing that the bill should come up. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 1 have said to the Senator 
from Virginia that I would go with him to take 
up the civil and diplomatic bill, provided it is un- 
derstood that we shall proceed to the consideration ; 
of the special order when the hour of one arrives. 
But if this bill is to displace the river and harbor | 
bill, I cannot consent to take it up. i 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 shall not resist any prop- 
osition to proceed to the consideration of the 
special order when the hour arrives. 

Mr. BRIGHT. With that understanding I; 
will go with the Senator from Virginia to take up | 
the civil and diplomatic bill. i 

Mr. MANGUM. I hope the Senator from | 
Virginia will allow reports to be made. {have not į 
been able to bein my seat for two or three weeks, 
and I wish to makea report. I hope that by unan- | 
imous consent the Senate will indulge me. 

Mr. HUNTER. As the Senator from North 
Carolina has been sick and unable to be present 
for some time, | hope he may have the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to present his report. 1 shall 
consent, but I must, after that, persist in my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ishall consent to allow the 
Senator from North Carolina to present his report; 
but before I give that consent I wish to say that I 
have struggled for five months to obtain one day 
for the consideration of the territorial bill, and 
have not yet been able to get it up. I cannot 
therefore consent to take up the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill or any other bill which 
will deprive us of an opportunity of acting upon 
these local bills, and I hope we shall be permitted 
to make our reports during the morning hour. I 
now give my consent to the honorable Senator 
from North Carolina to make his report. 

Mr. MANGUM. I am authorized by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, to which was 
referred the petition of Mary Martin, adminis- 
tratrix of Robert Lindsay, deceased, praying com- 
pensation for the loss of a slave captured during 
the last war with Great Britain, to report a bill 
for her relief. 

The bill was read a first time by its title, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion now is to; 
take up the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of Government for 
the current fiscal year. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hope we shall be allowed 
to hand in the bills and reports which we have on 
our tables. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think it is of more import- | 
ance at this stage of the session, that we should | 
take up the civil and diplomatic bill during the 
morning hour, rather than to devote it to reports 
and other new business. If we are only to have the 
morning hour, we shall have little enough time for | 
the consideration of those amendments which the 
committee have prepared. If Senators are pre- 
pared to say that they will adopt these appropria- į 
bills as they come from the House of Repre- 


sentatives, without any amendment, they will be 
justified in the course they propose to pursue; but 
if they wish to make any amendments to the bills, 
they ‘ought to have sufficient time to devote to 
their consideration. It would be well for, the 
Committee on Finance to know what course’the 
Senate really mean to take; for it is useless for us 
to expend our timein examining the appropriation 
bills, and in preparing amendments to them, if the 
Senate proposes to take them just as they come 
up from the House of Representatives. These 
bills have been laid aside for any and every pur- 
pose. The Indian appropriation bill was here a 
fortnight after it was reported before it was dis- 
posed of; and it was laid aside for the purpose of 
taking up almost every other bill. i 
Now, the civil and diplomatic appropriation 
bill, which is the greatest and most important ap- 
propriation bill of the session, has been laid aside 
for a mere local bill—the river and harbor bill, I 
have not opposed this with any pertinacity, and 
the Senate have determined to devote the greater 
part of the day to it. All that I now ask is, that 
the business in which the whole country is most 
deeply concerned may have devoted to it the morn- 
ing hour. I wish that point to be tested. Ide- 
sire to see whether the Senate will lay aside this 
bill for a merely local bill. If the Senate say that 
they will not devote the morning hour to this bill, 
I shall understand that decision and acquiesce in 
it; but I wish to know what is their determinaticn 
in regard to this matter, so that the responsibility 
may not rest with me, or with the Committee on 
Finance, but with the Senate. When the general 
subject of these appropriation bills was under con- 
sideration some time ago in this Chamber, we 
were lavish in expression of complaints against the 
House of Representatives for the manner in which 
they transacted their business in relation to the 
appropriation bills. And how are we now pro- 
ceeding? I wish the Senate to take the responsi- 
bility of passing over this appropriation bill, and 
that being done, I will acquiesce without a mur- 


mur. 

Mr. SHIELDS. E am afraid that the honor- 
able Senator will not do justice to his motion if he 

resses it in the midst of the morning business. 
There are several bills which ought to be pre- 
sented for the purpose of being printed and laid 
on the tables of Senators; and, although some of 
us may be favorable to his motion, we will oppose 
it if it is presented in this way. J opposed the 
motion of the honorable Senator from Wisconsin 
the other day to take up the homestead bill, be- 
cause he introduced it at an untimely period—in 
the midst of the morning business. ; 

Mr. BORLAND asked for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to postpone all other business, for 
the purpose of taking up the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, and they were ordered; and, 
being taken, resulted—yeas 31, nays 17; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bell, Bradbury, 
Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Charlton, Chase, Clarke, Da- 
vis, Dawson, De Saussure, Fish, Foot, Gwin, Hunter, 
Jones of Tennessee, King, Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Mer- 
iwether, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, 
Underwood, and Upham—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Bright, Cass, Dodge of Wis- 
consin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Felch, Geyer, Hate, Ham- 
lin, James, Jones of Iowa, Rusk, Sebastian, Shields, Wade, 
and Walker—l7. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on 
Finance, with various amendments; the first of 
which was to increase the appropriation ‘ for 
compensation and mileage of Senators” from 
$104,776 to $110,776. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out the following: 


For the contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: 
For printing... e.. esossessosasassosee e e.. 835,000 


For binding se.sseessreesessosserasrass .. 15,000 
For lithographing... .. 13,500 
For books.. . . 12,000 
For staticne 5,000 
For newspapers .. 2,500 
For Congressional 6,000 
For reporting proceedings, &e...... a. 22,000 
For messengers, pages, laborers, pol es 

aud carryalls . 20,000 
For miscellaneous items... ussese cece ceeees 19,000 


And insert in lieu thereof: 
For printing, binding, Jithographing, stationery, books, 
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newspapers, Congressional Globe, reporting proceedings, 
‘messengers, pages, laborers, police, borses: and carryalls, 
and miscellaneous items, $150,000. ‘ 

Mr. ADAMS. 1 prefer this clause of the bill 
as it comes from the House of Representatives, 
specifying each of the items. The committee pro- 
pose to put $20,000. more for contingencies. That 
ought to. be enough to be added, and let each item 
stand by itself. I hope the amendment will. be 
voted down. f 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihave no feeling in relation 
to that matter; but it was thought by the Com- 
mittee on Finance that it would be more conve- 
nient to keep the accounts consolidated than to 
appropriate for each item specifically, as the bill, 
as it comes from the House, proposes. It may 
be found that there was not enough appropriated 
under one head and too. much under another. In 
this way difficulties might arise from the spè- 
cific appropriations, which would not arise if the 
appropriation were made in gross, as roposed by 
the committee. I, however, have no feeling about 
‘the matter. These are the reasons which induced 
. the committee to report the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. If I understand this matter, 
it is this: For the expenses of the Senate, the 
House of Representatives have appropriated spe- 
cifically for each object. The Committee on. Fi- 
nance propose to put the whole together, and ap- 
propriate, as heretofore, an aggregate amount. I 
am in favor of the proposition of the committee. 
We know that occasions do arise when we are 
obliged to have funds under the immediate control 
of the Senate for contingent purposes. If the 
specific items are put down in this way, and one 
item should turn out to be too smail—no matter 
how much too large the others might be—you 
could not control the fund at all. It will have the 
effect, in my opinion, if the clause passes as it 

_ came from the Efouse, of greatly embarrassing the 
Senate. It is going contrary to any precedent, 
and I cannot see the use of it. I believe the Com- 

_ mittee on Finance is right, and therefore I ghall 
vote for the amendment. 

The amendment. was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was, 
under the heading “ Library of Congress,” to 
strike out— 

‘For contingent expenses of said Library, $800; 

“For purchase of books for said Library, $75,000,” 
—and inserting, in lieu thereof, the following: 

To defray freight and other expenses incurred under the 
act to regalate the exchange of certain documents and other 
publications, approved June 26th, 1848, the sum of $1,000; 
and that the said act is hereby repeated. 

For purchase of books for said Library, and contin- 
gent expenses thereof, and fur the purchase of furniture tor 
the same, $40,000. 

Yor continuing the preparation and publication of the 
works of the Exploring Expedition, iucluding the expenses 
of the green house, and for the settlement of arrears due on 
the erection of said green-house, $25,000. 

Mr: BRADBURY. 
question. 

Mr. HUNTER. These amendments are at 
the suggestion of the Committee on the Library. 
‘The chairman of that committee can explain them. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Committee on Finance 
were under the impression that an appropriation 
of $40,000 would be sufficient for books for the 
Library. But that reduction was so strongly ob- 
jected to by the members of the Library Commit- 
tee on the part of the House, that we finally agreed 
to recommend to the Senate to reinstate the amount 
proposed by the House. I therefore move to 
amend the amendment, by increasing the appro- 
priation for books for the Library from $40,000 to 
$75,000. 

Mr. BORLAND. If I understood the amend- 
ment of the committee, it contains an appropriation 
for continuing the publication of the works of the 
Exploring Expedition. That has been in progress 
almost ever since I was born. I think the appro- 
priations for its publication were about the first of 
which I ever read. I do not know where it is to 
end. I would like to have some explanation to 
know whether there is to be any limit to it. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will endeavor to give the 
Senator an explanation. In the year 1842, when 
the Exploring Expedition returned from the South 
Seas, Congress passed an act directing the results 
of that expedition to be prepared for publication, 
and to be printed. They went so far as to spe- 
cify the particular style in which the works should 
begotup, and that the example of the work should 


Į call for a division of the 


be the great French voyage of the Astrotabe and 
Zelée. The Committee on the Library, thus au- 
thorized and required, proceeded to make contracts 


for the publication, not only of the Narrative of | 


the Expedition—which has been done—but vari- 
ous scientific reports which were to be made by 
scientific men employed in the expedition, or by 
others competent to describe these collections. 

These scientific reports relate to almost every 
branch of natural science—to all the branches..of 
natural history—to hydrography and meteorology, 
and the physical characteristics of rece We 
have published one work upon corals and zo- 
ophytes—a work which is of the very highest au- 
thority with men of science in this country. It was 
a great desideratum in that line of knowledge; and 
it has been pronounced by themost celebrated ge- 
ologists as being one of the most admirable books 
ever published in that department of science. 
Thea we have published a work on ethnology, and 
philology, which has been supplied by Mr. Hale. 
Another work has been published on the physical 
races of men—a work somewhat similar in its 
character to the great work of Pritchard. 
estimated of so much value, that in England it 
has been republished in a cheap edition, by Bohn. 
The first edition has already been exhausted, and 
another has been called for, and is now in the 
course of execution. Then we have provided 
another work upon the ornithology and mam- 
malogy of the expedition. We have another 
upon the geology of the cruise; and a volume on 
meteorology has been published. 

‘We have made contracts for the publication of 
other scientific réports; for example, we have a 
contract pending with Dr. Gray, the first botanist 
of the United States. Mr. Breckinridge has been 
employed, and has nearly completed, a work on 
the Ferns. Professor Bailey, of West Point, has 
been employed on the mathematical department. 
Dr. Gould and Mr. Drayton have been employed 
upon a volume of conchology, which has been 
printed. So, sir, from time to time, we have been 
publishing these works, and preparing others for 
the press. 

Several of them are nearly completed. Con- 
tracts are outstanding for the publication of most of 
them. I believe in two years they can be entirely 
completed, but certainly, as the committee were 
instructed’ | by law to cause them to be prepared 
and to be printed, they had no discretion but to 
do so after the style of the French work, which 
the law made the standard. They have, in order 
to save expense, made contracts by which they 
think the burden upon the Treasury will be les- 
sened. Instead of employing some scientific gen- 
tlemen at annual salaries, they thought it better 
to make contracts for specific sums. ‘Those con- 
tracts have been made and must be fulfilled. The 
Government cannot creditably stop the payment 
for that which has been executed in whole or in 
part. If gentlemen think there is any abuse in 
this thing—that the work has continued a greater 
length of time than is proper, let them compare 
it with those published in other countries, and see 
whether this publication is not more extensive, 
more valuable than any similar one which has 
ever been executed under the auspices of any 
other Government. Butif the result should be 
unfavorable—whick I apprehend will not be the 
case—then let Congress, by Jaw, repeal the act of 
1842, and make a provision for the satisfaction of 
the contracts which are existing under the law. 

Mr. BORLAND. I did not rise for the purpose 
of objecting to what had been done in this matter, 
or for the purpose of calling in question the legality 
and propriety of what the Joint Committee on the 
Library had done. Nor did I rise for the purpose 
of casting any imputation upon the character of 
the work, to deny that it was valuable, or any- 
thing of the sort. But I did rise for the purpose 
of getting such information as the Senator from 
Maryland has very kindly furnished. Į have no 
doubt that the work is a valuable one. I have 
no doubt that the Committee on the Library have 
faithfully and judiciously performed the ‘duties 
required of them by law in that regard. But this 
is the fact in regard to myself, and I do not know 
how many other Senators may be in the same 
situation. { have only just seen this work; and I 
do not know what use is to be made of it after it 
is published. The usual custom, I believe, has 
been, when a work has been published under 


| order of Congress, that it shall, by some means or 


It is: 


other, come into the possession of those by whom, 
and for whose use it was supposed to be pub- 
lished. I do not know where this work is. Ido 
not know how much it costs a year. [tis cer- 
tainly a fair question to be submitted to either 
House of Congress, whether it is regarded as suf- 
ficiently valuable to be continued—whether it is 
worth the money which has already been paid for 
it. I take a great interest in all objects of science, 
I amas desirous to see them prosecuted judicious- 
ly, ably, and successfully as any one; but I can- 
not say | am prepared to go quite as far as this 
system seems to have gone already.. I do-not 
know that I am prepared, as a member of Con- 


gress, to engage. the Government in the work of 


collecting materials and publishing books in every 
branch of science—geology, ornithology, ethnolo- 
gy, conchology, and a great many others, the 
names of which I do not recall just at this moment. 
I desired, however, when I rose, to get information 
as to what had been done with this matter, so that 
Congress and thecountry might know what was the 
character of the work that had been done in regard 
to it—and be able to form an opinion as to whether 
we should have any more of it. If there have 
been contracts made under the law, of course we 
are bound to meet them. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I have 
looked a little into this subject, and with a number 
of other gentlemen, I have come to the conclusion 
that this publication ought certainly shortly to 
come to an end. This Exploring Expedition was 
out four years collecting information, and it has 
been about nine years publishing the results. We 
are told that this is to be continued two years 
longer. That will be eleven years to publish what 
it took these gentlemen four years to collect. That 
looks somewhat unreasonable. 

When we come to look at the amounts which 
have been heretofore appropriated for this pur- 
pose, we must also come to the conclusion that 
the sums which have been received are unreason- 
able, and that this is a book-making job. I do 
not design to cast any imputation whatever on the 
committee which has had it in charge. ‘The law 
gave them their directions. I think the project 
was improperly originated, and that many of those 
connected with it have taken a great while to make 
the publication. : 

On the 3d of March, 1843, $20,000 were appro- 
priated for this object. On the 3d of March, 1845, 
$10,000 were appropriated ‘for completing the pub- 
lication of the work on the Exploring Expedition, 
including the printing ofan extra number of charts.” 
So that in 1845, in the appropriation bill, we made 
an appropriation of $10,000 for completing this 
publication. And now, in 1852, we have an item 
proposed to be inserted in the appropriation bill 
of $25,000 for doing the same thing. I am alittle 
like the Senator from Arkansas. I want to know 
where this thing is to be ended? And in order to 
get some information upon this subject, and to 
draw the attention of the Senate and of the coun- 
try to it, I ask them to look at the appropriations 
which have heretofore been made. In 1846, 
$30,000 were appropriated; in 1847, $15,000; in 
1848, $30,753. In the appropriation bill of the 
3d of March, 1849, I find two items of $15,000 
each for this object, making $30,000 for that year, 
Tn 1850, $29,000 were appropriated. In 1851, 
$25,000 more were appropriated for continuing the 
preparation and publication of the works of the 
Exploring Expedition, including the pay of the 
scientific corps, &c., and for printing, paper, and 
other contracts under the law of 1842 author- 
izing the preparation and publication of the works. 
Why, sir, it seems to enlarge every year. These 
sums, in the whole, amount to $185,753 for the 
publication of this work. 

The Exploring Expedition was out four years, 
and it has taken nine years, at a cost to the coun- 
try of over $185,000, to publish the results of 
their explorations in those four years. Yet, now, 
$25,000 more are asked for the continuation of the 
publication. With the Senator from Arkansas, I 
want to know how long this is to be continued? I 
have given the Senate the total amount of appro- 
priations for this object. That amount, I believe, 
does not include the expenses of sending out the 
expedition. I have thought it proper to bring 
these facts thus briefly to the notice of the Sen- 
ate. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am exceedingly 
glad to find that at least somebody else besides 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2253 


myself has given attention to this subject. Ever 
since I have had the honor of holding a seat on 
the floor of the Senate, I have steadily and uni- 
formly voted againstall these appropriations, and, 
in my feeble way, have endeavored to. expose 
them. But I have been gratified, as we ali have 
been this morning, by the very able, learned, and 
accomplished chairman of the Committee on the 
Library, {Mr. Pearce,] who has given us a dis- 
sertation upon the usefulness and value of these 
scientific works. Now, Iam going to hazard an 
opinion. It may be rash, and» perhaps—I had 
almost said—I may hazard but little in making it. 
But I venture the assertion, that of all the hum- 
bugs that have ever been imposed upon the world 
in the shape of scientific matter, the Exploring Ex- 
pedition of the United States of America will stand 
out a gigantic pyramid, so far as it has done any- 
thing pertinent to the purposes of an exploring 
expedition. 

That the committee, under the law, or under 
their construction of it, have engaged on a great 
many of these scientific works men who never 
saw the country to which this expedition was 
sent, and never went near enough to the sea-shore 
to dig a clam, I do. not doubt. Such men have 
been employed to write scientific works on eth- 
nology and conchology, and all other kinds of 
ologies in the world; and they may have got up 
beautiful books, illustrated with splendid prints. 
I do not doubt it. But it might just as well have 
come in under any other department asunder the 
Exploring Expedition. They may have brought 
home specimens of mineralogy, and conchology, 
and botany, and ethnology, and so on, to the end 
of the chapter; and they may have enlisted acorps 
of scientific men in this country to write essays 
and illustrations upon them. But I do not under- 
stand that to be the pertinent and proper work of 
an exploring expedition. Nor do I suppose it 
was such a work as the men who framed the ori- 
ginal law had in view. I suppose they had some 
idea of exploring expeditions from what they had 
read of the voyages and travels of men in other 
times who made exploring expeditions—such men 
as Captain Cook and Christopher Columbus. 
How many ethnologists, conchologists, and mam- 
malogists, and mineralogists did they take with 
them? Did they have such a corps employed for 
ten or twelve years after them at an expense of 
$20,000 or $30,000 a year—not to bring forth the 
results of the investigation, but to. publish essays 
and treatises upon them? 

The honorable Senator from Arkangas says, 
that so little was the work known, that it was 
only by accident that he came across it. Now, if 
so scientific and learned.a man as the Senator 
from Arkansas had his attention directed to this 
subject by the merest accident, how do you sup- 
pose these publications have reached the eye of 
the great mass of the people who do not move in 
his sphere—men most likely to be benefited by 
things really practical ? 

I beg the honorable Senator from Maryland not 
to understand me as saying anything disrespect- 
ful or discourteous to him. I believe he did once 
consider that some remarks made by me, on a 
certain occasion, bore that character. I would 
rather never open my mouth, from now to the day 
I go to my grave, than be guilty of saying or doing 
anything which might be disrespectful or dis- 
courteous to him. But I believe this thing is en- 
tirely and totally wrong, and that the best way— 
I wish the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania 
would give his attention to it—will be to draw up 
some amendment which will stop the thing, and 
stop it now. ‘There is no other way to do it. 
Let the honorable Senator from Maryland, who 
is at the head of the Committee on the Library, 
tell us how much is necessary to redeem the pub- 
lic faith, so far as any contracts have been made 
under the law, and pay that amount. I shall be 
glad to do it. I would pay to stop the publication 
rather than pay to have it continued; because | 
do not believe that it is in pursuance of the inten- 
tion of the law that authorized this expedition. 

Now, sir, I have a single word to say about the 
other part of the amendment as to the cutting 
down of the appropriation for books for the Li- 
brary from $75,000 to $40,000. There are $35,000 
proposed. to be cut off from that source, and 
$25,000 of that amount are to go towards contin- 
uing the publication of the works of the Exploring 
Expedition. 


E 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to 
the Senator that there isa motion pending, made 
by the Senator from Maryland, to amend that 
section by striking out $40,000 and inserting 
$75,000, so.as to leave the amount as it originally 
stood—$75,000. 

Mr. HALE. Iam glad of it; butas Iam upon 
the subject | will ask a question. Ifyou take the 
money you have expended upon the works of the 
Exploring Expedition, I think Iam notat a loss to 
say that you can purchase the largest and most 
valuable library that there is upon this continent. 
There is not a library on the continent of North 
America that may not be bought—or one equal to 
it in the value of the works, and the number of 
the works—with the sums that have been squan- 
dered upon this Exploring Expedition. I ask, 
then, if it is politic or proper to limit the one to 
enlarge the other? 

Having stated these objections, I leave the mat- 
ter to the Senator from Deineylvanie, and hope 
he will make some proposition by which we can 
have an end put to the Exploring Expedition. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state again 
that the present proposition is to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out $40,000 and inserting $75,000 
for the Library of Congress, which does not re- 
late to the question which is being discussed with 
regard to the Exploring Expedition, 

Mr. PEARCE. I am aware, sir, that the re- 
marks of the Senator from New Hampshire were 
not applicable particularly to the proposition be- 
fore the Senate; but as he has indulged in them I 
may be allowed a few words of reply. 

I beg leave to say that this Exploring Expedition 
was sent out for two objects; first, to make sur- 
veys of islands and coasis, some of which were 
altogether, and others almost unknown, for the 
benefit of our whale fisheries and the commerce 
on the Pacific ocean. Combined with this pur- 

ose was another, which was to advantage and 
Penefit science. It was supposed thatthe United 
State Government, as well as all other nations, 
owed a debt to the advancement of science, and 
that it would redeem, or partly redeem, that obli- 
gation by connecting with this Exploring Eypedi- 
tion a scientific corps, whose duty it should be to 
make collections in all branches of natural history. 

The Senator from. New Hampshire seems to 
suppose that we collected in four years materials 
which, strangely enough, require some ten or 
twelve years to be reduced into proper form for 
publication. He seems to suppose, also, that 
those engaged in the preparation of these publica- 
tions were not engaged in the collection of the ma- 
terials. Therein he is entirely mistaken. Mr. 
Dana, for example, the geologist, who has written 
two of the most valuable works, which I have 
already named, was with the expedition all the 
time. Mr. Drayton, who was concerned in the 
preparation of the conchology of the expedition, 
was with it all the time. So was Mr. Hale, the 
philologist, who wrote a work on ethnography. 
So was Mr. Pickering, who has written a work 
on the races of men; and so were several others 
of the employees. 

Mr. HALE. Messrs. Bailey and Gould were 
not with the expedition. 

Mr. PEARCE. Messrs. Bailey and Gould 
were not; but then it must be recollected that 
there were many persons employed who were good 
field naturalists, who were competent to make col- 


lections in different branches of science, but who | 


might not be competent to describe those collec- 
tions. It requires a very high and rare degree of 
skill to describe new objects in these recherche sci- 
ences, for sothey are. Weare obliged, when we 


! obtain the materials, to employ competent persons 


to prepare them for publication. The Senator, I 


presume, would not have had incompetent persons | 


employed. We employed the only men in the 
country whom we could get, who were competent 
to make proper descriptions of those new objects 
of science, and to discriminate them from those 
which were known before. The purpose was not 
to write essays or treatises. There has been 
nothing in the shape of a treatise connected with the 
expedition, unless it may be the work of Mr. 
Pickering on the races of men. Everything else 
published, connected with the expedition, was but 
a description of new objects of natural history; 
and, in order to do that, the minutest knowledge 
of the different branches of those sciences was 
absolutely requisite. 


Now, as to the timeemployed. I stated before, 
that similar expeditions in other countries have 
required greater time, even, than that consumed 
in spreading the results of this expedition before 
the public; and this expedition has accomplished 
more than any foreign expedition which has been’ 
sent out. 

The amount of money expended has been large 
to be sure, but no such work can be executed with- 
out the expenditure of a large amount of money. 
The mere engraving of the plates necessary to 
illustrate these objects, is the largest part of the 
expense, and without them everything else is 
valueless. I presume Congress knew—if they did 
not they ought to have known—when they devised 
this law, that a very large sum of money would 
be required, because the experience of all countries 
was open to them, and they might have known, 
if they had chosen to examine, that the expense 
would be great; and if they did not examine, their 
own negligence—I will not say their own igno- 
rance—is to blame. 

Now, as to the value of these publications, I am 
very sure that no member of the Senate—and I 
make no odious discrimination—is entirely com- 

etent to venture an opinion as to their true value. 
hose only are competent to form an opinion of 
their value, who are acquainted with the sciences 
of which they treat. I believe that they are worth 
everything which they have cost us, if we value 
these matters according to the standard which the 
experience of other nations has set up. 
he Committee on the Library had no desire to 
prolong the execution of the works. They had 
every desire to hasten their completion. They 
have taken a vast deal of trouble—for which I be- 
lieve they have not had due credit—in order to 
have the work completed within a reasonable time, 
and reduce the expenses as much as possible. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, when the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance was read, 
I called for a division of the question, in order that 
we might have the sense of the Senate separately 
upon that portion of it which relates to the publi- 
cation of the works of the Exploring Expedition. 
I hope that we may have a division of the ques- 
tion. But I understand that the motion now pend- 
ing, is to amend the amendment of the Finance 
Committee, by striking out the proposed sum of 
$40,000 for the purchase of books for the Library, 
and to substitute $75,000. 

The PRESIDENT. That is the proposition. 

Mr. BRADBURY. 1 hope that proposition 
will not be adopted. It appears that the Senate 
Committee on the Library were of ‘opinion that 
$40,000 were all that would be required at the pres- 
ent time. I conversed some weeks since with & 
very well-informed gentleman on the subject, who 
told me that $30,000, in addition to the amount 
already appropriated, would be sufficient, in his 
judgment, to purchase a better library than that 
which we had before, and that that amount would 
be a liberal appropriation at the present time. Un- 
doubtedly we shall have to make another appro- 
priation next year, or the year after; and itappears 
to me that $30,000 is quite as much as we shall 
need for the present at least. We shall want 
something to fit ap the Library. How many thou- 
sand dollars will be required for that purpose? 
I do not know, but I believe, if the amount of 

40,000 is retained, it will be enough to fit up the 

ibrary, and to purchase all the books that will be 
needed to be purchased between this and the next 
session of Congress. If not, ï am willing to in- 
crease the amount for fitting up the Library room, 
I hope the amount of $40,000, as proposed by the 
Committee on Finance, will remain. 

A few words now as to the other portion of the 
amendment. I desire to say, that ever since I 
have been in the Senate, whenever the appropri- 
ation for continuing the works of the Exploring 
Expedition has been before us, we have been led 
to. suppose that we were nearly through—that we 
were approaching the end. It is obvious that so 
long as we make these appropriations, we shall 
never reach the end, because it is perfectly com- 
petent to employ scientific authors who know 
nothing practically, except what they may have 
derived from books. I hope, therefore, that an 
end will be put to this matter, and that we will 
strike out the appropriation for continuing the 
preparation and publication of the works of the 
Exploring Expedition, and that we shall incor- 
porate into this bill a provision declaring that all 
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laws authorizing the preparation of the works of 
the Exploring Expedition be repealed. I shall pro- 
pose such an amendment if we are able to strike out 


the appropriation now proposed to be inserted. ` 


I understand—and if I am wrong, the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on the Library can 
correct me—that Commodore Wilkes has acopy- 
right of these works; that while we publish them, 
he has a.copy-right for their sale. . 
Mr. PEARCE. Does the gentleman desire an 
answer now? . , 
Mr. BRADBURY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PEARCE. 1 would reply, that this work 
was first put under contract by the Committee on 
the Library when I was not a member of it. 
The agreement was then made by the Hon. Mr. 
Tappan, then chairman of the Committee on the 
Library, with Captain Wilkes, by which Captain 
Wilkes was to write a Narrative of the Expedition, 
without receiving any pay for it; and was to write 
it out of office hours. He was required to devote 
his time during office hours to the preparation of 
the charts of the expedition, of which some two 
hundred or three hundred have already been pub- 
lished, with great advantage to all the custom- 
houses of the country where they have been sold. 
Mr. Wilkes, I believe, did write the narrative out 
of office hours. In consideration of that he was 
allowed, after the Government had got the quan- 
tity and number of the work which they were to 
receive, to have a copyright for the Narrative. 
But there is not a copyright for any of the other 
works. Noone has any copyright to them. They 
are as free to all the publishers in this country 
as anything else. It is the Narrative only which 
has been copyrighted, and that was done under 
an agreement made by Mr. Tappan with Coptain 
Wilkes, under the circums tances which 1 have 
stated. 
Mr. BRADBURY. It would seem that in 
regard to the publication of the Narrative, a copy- 
right was secured, while Congress made the pub- 
lication; and the other officers who accompanied 
the expedition were, I believe, required to turn 
over their journals to enable the commander to 
repare the work for which he had the copy-right. 

. Te would seem, then, that there could be no par- 
ticular claim for damages, and that we ‘might as 
well terminate the publication of the work now as 
at any other time. 

ae PEARCE. The Narrative has been com- 

eted. 

p Mr. BRADBURY. Itis obvious that so long 
ago as 1845, Congress was led to believe that the 
whole subject had terminated; and I supposed 
that the legitimate objects of the law of 1842 were 
accomplished at that time, and that no further 
legislation was necessary. It is time that we 
should stop this abuse, for it really has the appear- 
ance, to use the language of the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania, of being a. book-making job. 
I hope, therefore, that we will retain the amend- 
ment as it has been reported by the Committee on 
Finance, with the exception of the item as to the 
Exploring Expedition. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will put the 
question on each proposition separately. The 
first question will be on the proposition of the 
committee to strike out these two items: 

«For contingent expenses of said Library, $800. 

** Por purchase of books for said Library, $75,000. 

The motion to strike out was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The next question will 

be on inserting the following item, reported by the 
committee: 
t «© To defray freight, and other expenses incurred under 
the act to regulate the exchange of certain documents, and 
other publications, approved June 26, 1848, the sum of 
$1,000; and that the said act is hereby repealed.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT. The next item reported 
by the committee is to insert the following: 

“ For purchase of books for said Library, and for contin- 
gent expenses thereof; and for the purchase of furniture for 
the same, $40,000.” 

‘The Senator from Maryland proposes to amend 
this amendment by striking out * 40,” and insert- 
ing 75.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDENT. The 


I 7 question will now be 
on inserting the following: - 


« Far continuing the preparation and publication of the 
works of the Exploring Expedition, including the expenses 
of. the green-house, and for the settlement of arrears due on 
the erection of said green-house, $25,000.” 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, as I under- 
stand the honorable Senator from Maryland, this 
appropriation is to execute a contract which was 
entered into in pursuance of law.. I cannot, for 
my life, see in what way. we can rid ourselves of 
that obligation. I mention this. matter for the ben- 
efit of my honorable friends from Pennsylvania, 
Maine, and Arkansas. As I understand it, these 
contracts have been entered into in pursuance o. 
law, and it requires this amount to execute them 
If Lam mistaken, I wish to be corrected. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 would say this: that a 
number of contracts have been entered into in 
pursuance of law; but there are one or two of the 
works which we are now publishing, for which 
the persons employed receive a salary. I do not 
know that these can properly be called contracts. 
The major part of the works, however, are under 
contract. 

Mr. SHIELDS. It amounts pretty much to 
the same thing. The view I take of the matter is 
this—and it goes to some propositions which have 
been made here within a few days—that in enter- 
ing into a great enterprise of this kind we ought 
to calculate in some measure the expense that will 
attend it. We had a proposition before us the 
other day for the survey and reconnoissance of 
the Northern ocean. We seem never to calculate 
the vast expense that must attend such an enter- 
prise. Lam unable and incapable of estimating 
the value to the country of this enterprise; but | 
can say this, that there has come to me from 
scientific journals in this country, and in other 
countries, an account of this expedition, which has 
rated it above any expedition of the kind that has 
ever gone forth from any country. I understand 
it has brought forward an amount of natural 
science, has elicited information on natural his- 
tory such as no expedition of the kind has ever 


matter—such is the manner in which the scientific 
men of other countries regard this expedition. 

Why, it is a most extraordinary idea to sup- 
pose that nine or ten years is a long while to be 
employed in preparing works of this kind; be- 
cause we know that it takes along life for such 
men as Humboldt and Audubon to attain perfec- 
tion in such sciences. It takes mena long life- 
time in other countries to work out one branch 
of science of this character. Therefore, the time 
employed should not be deemed extraordinary. 

1 do not want to go into this matter further, I 
have been astonished when I have heard the ac- 
counts of the immense sums which are expended 
by other Governments in the pursuit of works of 
this kind, compared with what is expended by 
our own. TI hold, now, that having gone into this 
work, the idea that we are to abandon it at this 
stage, is certainly a very singular one. I cannot 
understand it. When the books are almost pre- 
pared, and ready for publication, why should we 
abandon the matter? 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President, a great deal 
has been said about the value of the materials col- 
lected, and the information which has been col- 
lected and distributed, as the result of this expedi- 
tion. But, after all, it is a mere expression of 
opinion. The Senator from Illinois admits that 
he is in the same situation, to some extent, at 
least, as myself in this respect; that he is not alto- 
gether competent to form an opinion of it, even if 
he were to take time to sit down and examine it. 


‘I confess that would be my condition; and, asthe 


Senator from Maryland has suggested, there are 
very few, if any of us, who would be competent 
to give an opinion as to its merits. But that argu- 
ment of his, it seems to me, is one addressed to 
our ignorance, to induce us to go by faith in this 
matter. 

Here is an object of appropriation presented to 
us; one which requires us to go very largely into 
the Treasury, to expend a great deal of public 
money. For what? For what we can conscien- 
tiously say is a proper object?—one conferring 
vast benefits upon the country? No, sir. It is 
this: we are to expend large amounts of money 
for the publication of matter of which we know 


formation on which we can rely. 


As to the results of this expedition, we know 


heretofore done. Such is my understanding of the | 


nothing, and of the value of which we have no in- | 


very well where the objects of natural history col- 
lected and brought home by it are to be found. 
We know that they are here in the Patent Office. 
I have been told, that when the whole collection 
was offered as a contribution to the Smithsonian 
Institution in this city, that institution positively 
refused to take it. They would not. give the col- 
lection house-room. Now, if we are to rely upon 
the opinions of scientific gentlemen as to the value 
of these things, I certainly consider the Smithso- 
nian Institution as competent to give an opinion, 
as other scientific bodies or persons. They must 
have considered it of little value, or they certainly 
would have been willing to take it. ere is the 
result; here is the product of the expedition col- 
lected, arranged, and spread out before us in the 
most attractive form, I suppose, by scientific 
men. It is the result of four years’exploration of 
objects in natural history, and a description of 
those objects, for which we have expended many 
thousands of dollars. This collection was offered 
to a literary and scientific institution in this city, 
established here for the purpose of taking charge 
of such matters for the Government; and they pos- 
itively refused it house-room, when offered as a 
free gift. They thought it was not worth the 
money it would take to put up shelves, and fit up 
a room for its accommodation. I do not state this 
as conclusive evidence of the value of this collec- 
tion. But I think I have a right to mention it, as 
a set-off to the statements made by the Senators 
from Maryland and Illinois, that scientific men 
were of the opinion that this collection was very 
valuable. 

This item of $25,000 embraces not only the 
publication of the works of the Exploring Ex- 
pedition, but it is for the expenses of a green- 
house. That green-house, I believe, is to accom- 
modate a portion of the collection made by this 
Exploring Expedition. So we have here brought 
upon us, by this expedition, not only an almost 
interminable system of book-making, but we have 
gone into the green-house system. We havegone 
into the cultivation of all sorts of plants. We 
have a commissioner, I believe, to take charge of 
the green-house. We have grounds appropri- 
ated for it; glass houses erected for it; and every 
year we are called upon for an appropriation to 
payis expenses. — 

r. President, this may all be very well; it may 
all be right; it may all be constitutional; it may 
all be useful, and our labors in carrying on such a 
system may be very patriotic; it may benefit the 
people of some portions of this country; but it 
does strike me as in very remarkable contrast with 
the course of Senators, when a proposition is 
made here for money to be appropriated to clear 
out our great western rivers, to make safe our nav- 
igation, to save the lives and property of our citi- 
zens engaged in pursuits which the Constitution 
and the laws recognize, and upon which the wel- 
fare of this country depends. The cold shoulder 
is turned to us. Moneyis refused year after year, 
while our rivers are filling up; our men, women,, 
and children, engaged in their lawful business, are 
destroyed, and their property lost, to the amount 
of millions of dollarsannually. Not a dollar can 
be given for that object. Not a dollar has been 
given since I have had the -honor of occupying a 
seat on this floor—now more than four years— 
and yet we have thousands of dollars appropri- 
ated, without scruple and without hesitation for 
the employment of men to draw pictures of bugs 
and grasshoppers, and take care of pines, and 
matters of various vegetable growth that have been 
brought from foreign countries to gratify the taste 
of gentlemen of leisure. 

I know these remarks may be considered ag 
very coarse and very demagogical. I am willing 
to bear the imputation, They may not indicate, 
on my part, avery high order of science, or a 
very highly-cultivated taste. Butthey do indicate, 
on my part, what I sincerely feel in my heart, 
that we owe duties to the practical business inter- 
ests of this country, certainly in a higher degree 
than we do to such ornamental branches as this 
appropriation is proposed to benefit. One hun- 
dred and eighty-five thousand dollars have been 
expended upon this single object; and $50,000 
have been refused to clear out the raft in the great 
Red river; and only $260,000 are proposed to be 
appropriated for the great Mississippi, the Ohio, 
the Missouri, the Arkansas, and all the great 
rivers of the West, where hundreds of millions of 


The Senator from Maryland tells us—what I 
have no doubt is true—that these works have a 
very high character among scientific men; and that 


in some cages several editions of them have been | 


published and republished, and that there is a 
great demand forthem. If that be the case, where 
1s the necessity of our publishing them in order to 


spread them before the public? The Senator from | 


Illinois has told us that the great works of Au- 
dubon and of Humboldt have required an ex- 
penditure of a great deal of money. I would like 


to know from him if any Government ever appro- | 


priated money for their publication ? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Other Governments have ap- 
propriated a great deal for such objects of science. 

Mr. BORLAND. Our Government never ap- 
propriated money for Audubon’s great work. If 
we are to follow the example of other Govern- 
ments in our expenditures, we shall be in a rapid 
road to—I will not say what. Other Governments 
may, according to the principles of their systems, 
make such appropriations, Bat ours has not the 
power. 

If these works are so valuable—if they can com- 
mand admiration everywhere, and are so much in 
demand—-why do we not let the commander of 
this expedition carry out the object for which he 
obtained a copyright, and on which, if this state- 
ment be true, he would realize money? Why 


should we give him preference over any other pub- | 


lisher who has a valuable work to publish? Iam 
for pursuing the same course in regard to these 
works which we pursued in regard to the Indian 
book of Mr. Schooleraft, which, I apprehend, is 
as valuable in every respect as this. Tn the last 
appropriation for that work we prescribed a limit 
to it—that it should be finished within a certain 
time, and should be limited to so many volumes. 
If that can be done in this case, I am willing to go 
for it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Perhaps I would agree with 
the honorable Senator, if it were a new question. 
My objection is that our economical fits always 
come on too late. Now, here we have been for 
fourteen years expending money on this enter- 
prise; and I believe this is the last appropriation 
which will be demanded for it. Yet, at the ex- 
piration of fourteen years, when the result of the 
enterprise is to be given to the world, the Senate, 
in one of its economical fits, is to denounce the 
whole affair. I say that from this we ought to 
learn a lesson, and not go into these enterprises 
until we are prepared to carry them out to com- 
pletion. We ought either not go into them atall, 
or to carry them out when we do go into them. 
That is the view I take of it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. AsT always endeavor to 
make myself useful as a working man, rather than 
conspicuous in the way of speech making, I will 
offer a proviso to this item, which will, I think, 


test the sense of the Senate upon this subject. | 


Unless we do adopt a proviso of the nature which 
I propose very shortly, this thing will go on for 
years. We know how these matters are worked 
up in the public newspapers. "Whenever there is 
a project before Congress for the purpose of taking 
money out of the Treasury, Mr. A helps Mr. 
B. If A writes a scientific work on any subject, 
and B writes a work on another subject, they 
write puffing articles for each other. This Ex- 
ploring Expedition came home. These men de- 
sired a job. They came before Congress, and got 
an act passed pretty much to suit themselves at 
the close of a session, I believe, about 1842. I 
propose to bring it to an end; and to accomplish 
that object, I move to amend the amendment of 
the Committee on Finance by adding to it the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, ‘That the aforesaid sum of $25,000 shall com- 
plete the preparation and publication of said work. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
would be insufficient. I believe that with this 
appropriation, and another appropriation in an- 
other year, we can complete it. . 

Mr. BRADBURY. I would like to know 
whether, if we do not prescribe some limits, we 


I have only to say that that | 


i the public faith? 


may not be met another year with the same argu- 


ment which has. now been presented by the bon- | 


orable Senator from Illinois, who desires to keep 


work shall have gone on and madea contract with 
some other scientific gentleman to write another 
work, we may be told that under the existing law 
a contract has been made with a scientific gentle- 
man in some portion of the Union, to make a 


new volume, and the public faith requires that | 


we shall pay for that volume thus contracted for. 
l insist that this amendment, or some such pro- 


vision, is absolutely essential, otherwise we shall | 


never find any limit. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted, and if any case should arise in which 
any man may have any claim for a breach of con- 


į tract, we can meet it when it comes up. 
E do not wish to occupy a: 
moment of the time of the Senate unnecessarily. ! 


Mr. PEARCE. 


I would merely say, that the plan of the publi- 
cation was chalked out long ago. All the works 


are designated. There can be no such thing as | 


getting up in succession works not originally de- 
signed. The whole plan of publication was indi- 
cated years and years ago, and we have been en- 
gaged upon all of them, more or less. Some of 
the works are very near completion; others are 
not so far advanced. I do not believe that the 


present appropriation will complete the work; but | 


I believe another appropriation at another year 
will. I think, therefore, that we ought not to put 
in that proviso. 

Mr. BRADBURY called for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment to the amendment; and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, I agree with the 
Senator from Hlinois, that we should observe the 
public faith in regard to these contracts. If this 
appropriation now proposed to be made is not suf- 


| ficrent—as the Senator from Maryland says it is | 


not—to complete the works according to the con- 
tracts, it seems to me that we ought not to adopt 
the amendment to theamendment. I think, how- 


ever, that we ought to adopt some amendment ! 


which will provide that the contracts already made 
being fulfilled, there shall be no further expendi- 


ture of money, and that no new contract shall be | 
I give notice that, if the amend- | 


entered into. 

ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania be voted 

down, I shall offer a provision to this effect: 
Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended 


exceptin pursuance of existing contracts, and no further 
contracts for such publication shall be made. 


Mr. PEARCE. ‘There are incidental expenses 


that will be cut off under the amendment, and ! 
they are as absolutely necessary as any thing else. | 


The Senator proposes that none of the money 
shall be applied to anything but existing contracts. 
There are a great many incidental expenses which 
will arise, and which will haveto be provided for. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. There is no necessity for | 


any amendment such as that suggested by the 
Senator from Ohio. I take it, that now, money 


cannot be used for this object except in pursuance | 


of law and contracts made. I take it, that if the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio is adopted, 


it will do nothing, but leave the law as it now 


stands. , 
Mr. CHASE. The amendment wbich I have 
suggested, is not of course in order at this time. 


I read it merely at the suggestion of a friend be- : 


fore me, for the purpose of showing how far I 
was willing to go. I would say to the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, that it is not the law now that 


no future contract shal] be made. But if the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Pennsylvania prevails, | 


the consequence will be, that we shall say to the 
contractors, who are relying upon the good faith 
of the Government—*We cannot comply with 
these contracts.” Surely, that cannot be right. 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania to 


the amendment; and on that question the yeas | 


and nays have been ordered. 
Mr. BORLAND. 


right. I would suggest to him, that probably 


the Senator from Maryland could propose a modi- | 
fication of this amendment which would meet his | 
j views. I presume it is not the particular amount | 


of the appropriation to which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania objects. The Senator from Mary- 
land says that $25,000 will not be sufficient to 


When the publishers of this ; 


l know that the object of | 
the Senator from Pennsylvania is to do what is į 


| 


Mr. PEARCE. I have supposed that. $50,000 
more would complete all the works of this expe- 
dition according to the plans originally adopted 
by the Committee on the Library. I may be mis- 
taken in it, but such is my belief. So many en- 
gravings have already been executed; so. many. 
charts have been. made, and so many of the worka 
are now nearly prepared for publication, that I sup- 
pose all the other engravings. and works may be 
completed for $50,000. Wedo not ask for that 
appropriation in this bill, because it would be more 
than we can expend in the current year, and 
$25,000 is about as much as can be properly ex- 
pended in one year. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I would ask the Senator 
from Maryland whether he means that $50,000, 


jin addition. to the $25,000 here proposed. to he 


appropriated, will be required to complete these 
works? 

Mr. PEARCE. No, sir; $25,000 in addition 
to the amount here provided for. 

Mr. CASS. I wish to ask one question of the 
honorable Senator from Maryland. Did I under- 
stand that this appropriation is for contracts actu- 
ally and bona fide made? Do I understand him 
that $50,000 will be required for. that purpose, or 
will that amount be required merely to carry out 
the plan that was devised, and for which contracts 
have not been executed? In other words, how far 
is the faith af the Government actually pledged? 
To that extent J am willing to go. 

Mr. PEARCE, I cannot say at this time ex- 
actly how much will be required for the purpose 
of fulfilling existing contracts. We have, as I 
stated before, a contract with Dr. Gray, another 
with Mr. Cassin, another with Professor Bailey, 
and, I believe, the Rev. Mr. Curtis, of South Car- 
olina, who is engaged upon a small branch, but 
still a very important branch, of botany. He is 
avery eminent man in that line. We have, also, 
a contract with Professor Agassiz, for the ichthy- 
ology of the expedition. There are some other 
persons employed in some subordinate branches 
of these classes, with whom we have made no 
specific contract, but who do the work for so much, - 
with an agreement that their services shall be paid 
at the rate of $1,440 a year. I cannot, just at 
this moment, say how much of the amount of 
$50,000, which I suggested, will be strictly re- 


i| quired for carrying out the contracts, or how much 


may be required for those engagements which 
are not in the nature of contracts. I believe that 
$50,000 will defray the whole expense of com- 
pleting the work according to the original plan. 

Mr. CASS. I am willing to vote’ whatever 
amount may be necessary to carry out the faith 
of the Government. I have no doubt that the 
Committee on the Library, and especially its hon- 
orable chairman, for whose character and services 
I have the greatest respect, have done all they 
could do, to guard the public interest in regard to 
this work. But f think it is a monstrous long 
time—ten years—to take for the publication of 
such a work. We do not know whether the sur- 
face of the earth may not have undergone an en- 
tire change within that time. What! ten or 
twelve years to make a publication of a work of 
this kind! I think it is too long atime. I wish 
to stop the work as soon as we can. I do not 
wish to have it go on interminably.. I am willing 
to vote for whatever time may be necessary to re- 
deem the faith of the Government; but I would 
stop there—I would not go further. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That is one object I had 
in view. I want to serve a notice on the people 
connected with these publications, that they are to 
quit before long. : 

Mr. SHIELDS. Thehonorable Senator will 
permit me to make this suggestion. In the midst 
of a subject, would he stop and leave it unfinished? 
Are we to have three volumes of a particular series 
of scientific works, and the fourth volume never 
to appear? That is the effect of the proposition. 

Mr. CASS. It is entirely too long a time to 
take ten or twelve years to write the history of.a 
single voyage ! 

Mr. SHIELDS. If we stop in the middle, with- 
out completing it, we mightas well burn the whole 
of it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The world would not lose 


complete the work. Will, he suggest the amount ij much, if the whole work were burned 
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Mr. HUNTER. ` I would. suggest to: the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, that, perhaps, he might 
accomplish his object by having a limitation of 
time—-by providing - expressly that the whole 
work shall be completed within two years: He 
will perceive at once that we are unable to ascer- 
tain the precise amount that maybe required; but 
if he would make the limitation apply to time in- 
stead’ of money, ‘he would probably accomplish 
the object. Let-us provide that the work shall be 
‘completed within two years. ; 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It seems to me that the 
best way to stop this publication is to-stop the 
supplies. 

r. FISH. I would propose to the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania to amend his amend- 
ment, so as to make it read: 

Provided, That the work be completed as speedily as 
possible, and that no contracts be made, and that no new 
expenditures be incurred, except for the completion of the 
work in accordance with the plan heretofore adopted by the 
Library Committee. ` 

I think that will bring it to a close in a proper 
manner. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. That isthe law now. 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition of the 
honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania is an 
amendment to an amendment, and therefore a 
further amendment cannot be offered to it; be- 
sides, the yeas and nays have been ordered upon 
it, and it cannot be modified except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. PEARCE. With regard to the suggestion 
of the Senator from Michigan, I wish to make 
a single remark. Some of the gentlemen now 
employed upon this. work have been recently em- 
ployed. I may as well state a fact which I de- 
sired not to state, if I could avoid it—that in one 
of these branches of natural history, a gentleman 
was employed whose work, when submitted to 
the Library Committee, was found by that com- 
mittee to be such that it would not be creditable 
to the country to publish it. We were compelled, 
therefore, to employ another and more competent 
person, and a contract has been entered into re- 
cently for that object. The same remark is true 
of two or three subordinate branches. They 
-have onlyrecently been ordered to be prepared on 
that account; and we do not wish to crowd the 
matter too much at once. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
upon Mr. Broviean’s amendment to the amend- 
ment of the committee, resulted—yeas 16, nays 
31; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Atchison, Borland, Bradbury, 
Brodhead, Cass, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, 
Dougtas, Hunter, Meriwether, Norris, Rusk, Sebastian, 
Soulé, and Walker—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bell, Brooke, Butler, 
Chase, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, De Saussure, Downs, Fish, 
Foot, Geyer, James, Jones of Towa, Jones of Tennessee, 
Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, 
Shields, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Toucey, Upham, and 
Wade—3i. a 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
the clause “ For publishing the Laws in pamphlet 
form, and in the newspapers of the States and Í 
Territories, and in the city of Washington, 
$21,325,” to strike out “ 21” and insert “ 22,” go 
as to make the appropriation $22,325. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is raising the appropri- 
ation to the estimate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in | 
the following clause, to insert after the word * ac- 
counts” the words ‘carrying the Department 
mail,” and strike out “550” and insert ‘ 800,” 
making the appropriation $10,800: 

t In the office of the Secretary of the Treasury: 


‘ For labar, blank books, sealing ships? registers, trans- 
lating foreign languages, printing, advertising, printing the | 


publie accounts, and extra clerk-hire, for preparing and | 
collecting information to be laid before Congress, said 
clerks to be employed ouly during the session of Congress, | 
or when indispensably necessary to enable the Department | 
to answer some call made by cither House of Congress at i 
- oue session, to be answered at another—and no such extra | 
clerk shall receive more than $3 333 per day for the time | 


actually and necessarily employed, $10,550. 2? : 


AS : 
Mr. HUNTER. The estimates from the | 
Treasury Department contained an item giving | 

= we : | 
$250 additional compensation, as a salary to the | 


messenger for carrying the Department mails. | 


The House committee struck that out; but the 
Committee on Finance propose to restore it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the following clausé in the appro- 
priations for the southeast Executive Building, 
£¢¢10,000’? and insert “$14,500: a 

“ For labor, fuel, and lights, $14,500.” A 

Mr. HUNTER. That is restoring the appro- 
priation to the estimate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. The hour at which the special 
order—the river and harbor bill—comes up has 
arrived. [ call-for its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. It will be necessary to 
make a motion to postpone the bill under consid- 
eration. $ è 

Mr. DAVIS. As this was taken up in the 
morning hour, does not the special order come up 
regularly as a matter of course at one o’clock ? 

The PRESIDENT. No, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I move to postpone the 
bill under consideration until to-morrow, for the 
purpose of taking up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will this bill come up in the 
morning hour to-morrow without a motion? 

The PRESIDENT. It will be necessary to 
make a motion to take it up. 

Mr. MANGUM... I move to postpone the bill 
until to-morrow at half past eleven o’clock, and 
make it the special order for that hour. {t is a 
very important. bill, and should be acted upon 
speedily. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam very willing to do that. 

'The PRESIDENT. To-morrow is private bill 
day, and the order. requiring private bills to be 
considered, to the exclusion of all other business, 
will have to be suspended to allow this bill to be 
taken up. 

Mr. RUSK. I hope the bill will not be made 
the special order for half past eleven o’clock. I 
have several important reports which should be 
made. We APN have passed three or four bills 
this morning while we were discussing whether to 
take up this bill or not. 

The motion to postpone the bill until to-morrow 
at half past eleven o’clock, and make it the special 
order, was agreed to. 


BILL PASSED. 


The engrossed bill to create an additional land 
office in the Territory of Minnesota was read a 
third time and passed, 


WHEELING BRIDGE. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it had passed a bill declaring the 
Wheeling Bridge a lawful structure, and for other 

urposes; which was read a first and second time 

y its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill from the House 
‘ making appropriations for the improvement of 
certain harbors and rivers;’’ the pending question 
being on the first amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce, which was to modify the following 
clause: 

“ For opening a ship channel of sufficient capacity to ac- 
commodate the wants of commerce, through the most con- 
venient pass leading from the Mississippi river into the 
Gulf of Mexico, $75,000. And it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of War to apply said moneys to the opening of 
said ship channel by contract; and at an early day in the 
next session of Congress to report said contract, the prog- 


i| ress of said work, and an estimate of the annual cost of 


keeping said channel open,” 


|| by striking out the words ‘to report said con- 
i| tract, and an estimate of the annual cost of keep- 


ing said channel open;” and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 


To report the progress of the work, the amount neces- | 


sary to complete it, and an estimate of the annual cost of 
keeping said channel open; and any contract made shall be 
limited to the amount hereby appropriated: 


The question was taken on the amendment by 
yeas and nays, and resulted—yeas 37, nays 13; 
as follows: i 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Bell, Brad- 
bury, Brodhead, Butler, Chase, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, 
De Sanssure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Douglas, Fish, Foot, 
Gwin, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, King, Maliory, Man- 
gum, Mason, Meriwether, Morton, Norris, Rusk, Seward, 


Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sumner, Toucey, Under- 


wood, Upham, and Wade—37. . 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Borland, Bright, Cass, Dodge . 
of Iowa, Downs, Felch, Geyer, James, Jones of lowa, 
Pratt, Sebastian, and Walker—13. i 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CASS moved to strike out all the appropri- 
ations for specific surveys, and to insert an appro- 
priation of $30,000 for surveys to be made under 
the direction of the Topographical Bureau. 

This led to a debate that lasted till near five p. 
m., (and which will be found in the Appendix,) 
when the question was taken and decided in the 
negative, as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Borland, Bradbury, Brodhead, 
Cass, Chase, Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, 
Felch, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, James, Jones of Iowa, Pratt, 
Sebastian, Shields, Sumner, and Walker—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Brooke, 
Butler, Charlton, Clarke, Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Foot, Hale, Hunter, King, Mallory, Mason, 
Meriwether, Morton, Rusk, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Spru- 
ance, Toucey, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—28. 


The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, August 19, 1852. 


The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. L. F. Morean. ` 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

WHEELING BRIDGE. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of House bill No, 297, “ de- 
claring the Wheeling Bridge a lawful structure, 
and for other purposes,” upon which the gentle- 
man from Ohio is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. OLDS resumed, and concluded his argu- 
ment in favor of the bill. [His speech will be 
found in the Appendix.] : 

Mr. MASON. The gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Oxps,] in the course of his speech, has alluded to 
the draft in the chimneys of the steamboats, and 
I desire merely to state that two improvements 
have been introduced, which render high chim- 
neys unnecessary. One improvement is now in 
practical operation in England, by which the 
chimney discharges its smoke in front of the pad- 
dle-wheel, thus superseding the necessity for any 
chimney above the boat, and by this process a 
much greater draft is given than by the tallest 
chimney. Another invention has been discovered 
in this city, by Mr. Mills, who is at present en- 
gaged in manufacturing the equestrian statue of 
General Jackson, by which the necessity for any 
draft has been done away with altogether. By 
this method Mr. Mills can melt fifteen tons of 
iron or bronze with one cord of wood. 

Mr. ALLISON, Objection was made yester- 
day to my colleague {Mr. Srevens] occupying a 
part of the time of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Oxps,] the chairman of the committee, and I ob- 
ject to the gentleman from Kentucky proceeding 
now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
has a right to allow any member to take the floor 
for the purpose of explanation. 

Mr. ALLISON. He was not permitted to yield 
the floor to my colleague yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. That was his fault, and not 
the fault of the Chair. 

Mr.MASON. The gentleman need not oppose 
me; for I have no doubt that these improvements 
will be of greater benefit to his city, in the iron- 
making country, than the removal of any obstruc- 
tion across the Ohio river. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely wish to say that I 
raise the question of order not because I have any 
objection to what the gentleman was likely to say, 
but because I thought it was not fair that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky should be treated differ- 
ently from the manner in which my colleague was 
treated yesterday. 

Mr. FOWLER. TI rise to a question of order. 
The chairman of the committee expressed his 
willingness yesterday to give me a third of the 
hour to which he was entitled, to afford me an 
opportunity to sustain the minority report. It 
was objected to, and the House acquiesced in the 
objection. Now, I have no objection to what the 
gentleman from Kentucky wishes to say, but I 
think that equality and reciprocity should be ob- 
served; and if I cannot have an opportunity af- 
forded me to address the House, I must object to 
his doing so. 
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several oceasions before, that it is the “uniform 


practice of the Howse for a-gentleman occupying | 


the floor. to yield it to another gentleman for the 
purpose of explanation. It. is a question with the 
gentleman. from Ohio whether herwill yield it alike 
to the gentleman from Kentucky and the. gentle- 
man from Massachusetts; but there ean be no bar- 
gain or -contract. by which two gentlemen.shall 
Speak half each. without the unanimous consent 
of the’ House. The Chair therefore overrules the 
question of order raised by the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. a . 

„Mr FOWLER. In that ‘case I am only sut- 
prised that the minority of the committee cannot 
e heard under the same circumstances... 

The SPEAKER. That is an argument ad- 
dressed to the chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the: Union, and “does not 
affect the rules or practice of the House. ». Sears 

Mr. OLDS. My time will be exhausted in 
three or four minutes, and in order to get rid of this 
difficulty I decline further to yield’ the floor, and 
am anxious to close this debate. uae 

Mr. DEAN. I moveto lay the whole subject 
onthe table. . ‘ : fs 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. And upon 
that proposition 1 call for the yeas and nays. 

. The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 35; nays 119; as fol- 
lows: i . A: ; 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bibighaus, Busby, Cartter, 
Chapman, Dean, Dimmick, > Duncan, Florence, Floyd, 
Fowler, Gilmore, Goodrich, Haven, John W. Howe, 
Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, James Johnson, George G. 
King, Kurtz, McLanahan, Henry D. Moore, Andrew Par- 
ker, Penn, Reed, “Robbins, Ross, David L. § 
Origin S. Seymour, Skelton, Thaddeus Stevens, Tuck, 
Ward, Washburn, and Addison White—35. 

NAYS—Messts. Aiken, Willis Allen, William Appleton, 
Ashe, Averett, Thomas. H. Bayly, Barrere, Beale, Bissell, 
Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Bragg, Breckin- 
ridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G, Brown, George 
H. Brown, Buell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Thompson 
Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Col- 
cock, Cullom, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Doty, Dun- 
ham, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Fantkner, 
Bicktin, Fitch, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, 
Goodenow, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hascall, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Holladay, louston, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, An- 
drew Johnson, John Johnson, Daniel T. Sones, Kubns, 
Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, Me- 
‘Queen, Miller, Millson; Miner, Molony, Johu Moore, Mur- 
phy, Murray, Newton, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W. Par~ 
ker, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Porter, 
Powell,. Price, Riddle, Robie, Scudder, Smith, Stanly, 
Frederick P..Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abr’m P. Ste- 
phens; St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetscr, 
Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Veu- 
able, Walsh, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Alexander White, 

Wilcox, and Woodward—119. . 


table. i Da . 
` Pending the call of the roll, the following gen- 
tlemen stated that they had paired offs‘: ~“ 
Mr. Stanton, of Ohio, with Mr. RICHARDSON; 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. LErcHER; 
. And ‘Mr. Scurry, against the bill, with Mr. 
Meane, in favor of it.. ts : 


The question recurred upon committing the bill. 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union; and being put, the motion was disagreed to. 
The bill. was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, was sub- 
sequently read the third time. ? : 
The question recurring, “ Shall the-bill pass?” 
„Mr. OLDS called: for the previous question; 
which received a second; and the main question 
was ordered to be put. ; 5 
.Mr.CARTTER: Idemand the yeas and nays. 
- The yeas and nays were ordered. : 
The question was then put; and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 115, nays 42; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allen, Ashe, Averett, Thomas 
H. Bayly, Beale, Bissell, Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, John 
H. Boyd, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. 
Brown, George H.. Brown, Buell, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Thompson Campbet, Caskie, 
Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, Conger, Cul- 
lom, John G. Davis, Dawson, Disney, Doty, Durkee, East- 
man, Edgerton; Edmundson, Evans,’ Faulkner, Ficklin, 
Fitch, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, 
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The SPEAKER: The Chair’ has decided on | 


Frederick. Pi Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P; 


Seymour, - 


So the House refused .to: Jay the bill upon the. 


‘the motion was made to commit, my impression 
was, under what I understand to be the practice 


if it is a question of. priority of business, whether | 


i} i Harper, Sampson W.- Harris, 
Hascall, Héndricks, Henn, Hibbard; Holladay, Horsford, || 
Houston, Thomas Y: How, Hunter, Ives, Jackson, Jen- 
kins, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W-Jobnson ; 
Daniel T. Jones, Kuhns, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, Martin, 
Mason, McCorkle, McMullin, McQueen, Miller, Milson, 
Miner, Molony,; John Moore, Murray, _Néwton, Olds, 
Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W, Parker, Pennitttan, Perkins, 
Phelps, Polk, Porter, Powell, Price, Robie, Smith, Stanly, 


Hail, Hamilton, Hanimona, 


Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, 
‘Taylor, Benjamin ‘Thompson, Venable, Waish, Watkins, 
Weieh, Alexander White, Wilcox, and W oodward—1l5. 
NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Willian Appleton, Bibighaus, 
Busby, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Curtis, Dean, Dim- 
mick, Dockery, Duncan, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Henry 
M. Fuller, Gilmore, Goodrich, Haven, Howard, Joba W. 
Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, James Johnson, Geo. 
G. King, Kurtz, McLanahan, Andrew Parker, Reed, Rob- 
bins, Ross,“Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Sey- 
mour, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, Sutterland, Towns- 


the Committee ofthe Whole on the state of the 
nions ~» : 2 Ss yes Gey 
“Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. . T havea point 


| of order to niake.. I roge ahd was recégnized by 


the Speaker, but before I submitted the:thotion I 
designed to make, the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Hodvsréx] rose and reminded the Hause that 
the gentleman from ‘North Carolina [Mr: STANLY] 
was entitled. to the floor. Ido not know. how. he 
could’ be entitled to the floor to make that state- 
ment when I was-upon thé floor; but it afforded 
the gentleman from Alabama. an Opportunity to 
make his motion to go into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. PAE TA 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announced that 
the report from the Committee on Printing was 
the first business in ‘order before the House, and 


hend, Wara, Washburn, A. White, and Wildrick—42. that the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky 


So the bill was passed. r 

Mr. OLDS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passéd, and to lay the motion 
to réconsider upon the table; which latter motion 1 
was agreed to. : 


RELIEF OF THOMAS RITCHIE. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 1 move to take 
up the report of the Committee on Printing. 

The SPEAKER. That is the first business in 
order without any motion. The gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Sranty,] by courtesy at 
least, is entitled to the floor on that bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from North | 
Carolina is entitled to the floor, and I appeal to 
him to let the House say whether they will go on 
with the appropriation bill, or take up the report 
from the Committee on Printing, ` It is very im- 
portant to get the appropriation. bill through this 
week. I hope, therefore, the House will indulge 
me in it. ; 

Mr. STANLY. Iam ready, individually, to 
finish what I have to say upon this printing bus- 
iness; but I do not wish to go against the sense of 
the House, or oppose the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and. Means, upon whom is the | 
responsibility of the public business. I will there- 
fore submit to whatever be the wish of the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then, in order to-put it in 
the power of the House to test what business it 
will take up, I move that the rules be suspended, 
and that.the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole'on the state of the Union. 


FRENCH.SPOLIATION BILL. 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I rise to a question 
of order connected with the priority of business. 

Some time since a bill from the Senate, known 
as the ‘French Spoliation Bill,” was before 
this House. After it was read a second time, 
a motion was made to refer it to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and a motion 
was made by myself to. refer it to the Committee | 
on Foreign Affairs. This is a subject in which 
the country feel a vast amount of interest. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is not in 
order, He is debating the question. otis 

«Mr. BAYLY. Iam not going to debate it, “I 
desire to know. precisely where that billis. When 


of this House, that that motion kept the bill before’ 
the House. { think that has been the practice of 
the House. “I desire to know of the Speaker 
where, among the business of the House, that bill 
IBA ee, Stes ee Oe . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I merely 
wish. to- inquire what is before-the House? And 


it is debatable or net? ; o 

The SPEAKER. Itis nòt debatable, 

Mr. BAYLY. Iam aware thatit is not debat- 
able, but I cannot make my point without stating 
the facts of the case. : a ae 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not see that the gentle- 
man from Virginia has raised any point of order. 
He has simply made an inquiry of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER, `The question Before” the 
House is on the motion made by the gentleman 
from Alabama, to suspend the rules to’ go into 


was hot necessary. 
Mr. STANTON, ‘Well, but I still occupied 
the floor. et Melty au yet algae in 
The SPEAKER. |, The Chair ‘understood. the 
gentleman from Kentucky: to-have resumed "his 
seat, and the Chair remarked that, by courtesy at 
least, the gentleman from North Carolina. was èn- 
titled to the floor upon.the. report from the Com- 
mittee on Printing. The Chair insists that he ‘is 
entitled to it for another reason, if he claims, and 
that is, that the gentleman from Kentucky has 
already been heard upon the bill; and cannot 
speak twice until others who may desire to be 
heard have spoken. So that, at any rate, the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina was regularly upen 
the floor upon the report from the Committee on 
Printing.. The gentleman from North Carolina 
yields the floor to the gentleman from Alabama, 
to submit the motion to go into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. _ eens 
Mr. STANTON. I did not resign my right to 
the floor at all, because I occupied the position T 
am now occupying. i at ea 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman could, not 
occupy the floor, because he was not entitled to 
speak. ; fs l 
P Mr. STANTON. I might have called the pre- 
vious question if I had had an opportunity of 
doing so, re E z> _ 
The SPEAKER. That is true; andif the. gen- 
tleman insists that he was. occupying the floor, 
and:had such purpose to accomplish, he is entitled 
toat. 5 A : 
Mr. STANTON. I merely desire to say, that 
I hope the House will not agree to the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama to go into commit- 
tee. ; Z 
Mr. HOUSTON. I do not want to consume 
any more time on this point of order; but I wish 
to state what the gentleman from North Carolina 
will certainly bear me out in— OA ed 
The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the gentleman from Kentucky. simply wishes that 
the House will not go into- Committee of the 
Whole on'the state of thé Union. a 
Mr. BISSELL. -Under the impression that I 
shall take an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
I wish to know distinctly the point of order madé 
by the gentleman from Virginia, and overruled by 
the Chair. wee i 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia rose and inquired of the Chair the precise 
condition of the French spoliation bill. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. He made no 
point of order at all. ; i 
. The SPEAKER. He inquired the position of 
the French spoliation bill, and the Chair stated in 
response that the business now in order before the 
House was the motionof the gentleman from Ala- 


| bama to go into Committee of the Whole on the 


state of the Union. The Chair is very willing to 
respond to the gentleman from Virginia, by stat- 
ing that_the French spoliation bill, in the opinion 
of the Chair, is in the fourth class; and the first 
business in order in the fourth class upon the 
Speaker’s table—that is, when you reach that 
description of business. ` . : 
_-Mr. BAYLY. If the Speaker will indulge me: 
a single moment—— ` : 
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. Mr. HOUSTON. I. must insist upon going on 
with the business of the Houge. o = roen : 
“Mr: BAYLY. The gentleman from. ‘Tennes- 
see (Mr. Jounson] said I‘made no point of order. 
I want‘to show that Edid make a point-of order. 
The Speaker decided’ that the mation of the gen- 
tleman from Alabama was the question. before the 
“House. o5- oat ae TERE IRANE 
_. The SPEAKER. .That.-was the decision of the 
“Mr. BAYLY.. That is, the Chair decided: that 
the French-‘spotiation bill had not been Kept alive 
by the motion to commit. |. >| 


"The SPEAKER. The Chair made ho such de- 


cision. - [tis kept before the House’ thus far; that 


it is the first business.in.order in its class:of busi- | 
ness, and is notin order until you reach that class 


of business. . > nati ae mae 
Mr. BAYLY.. ‘Will the: Chair be good enotigh 
to state what that fourth class’ of business is?. | 
Mr, HOUSTON. That is not before the House, 
unless a motion is made to take that bill up. 
‘The SPEAKER. -The Chair will further state, 
that even though his decision might be wrong in 
regard to the particular position of that bill, it nev- 
ertheless follows, it could not be in <order until 
you go to the business upon the Speaker’s table. 
“At any rate, there can be no question about the 
decision of the Chair, so far as-it ‘has a bearing 
upon this particular question., See as, 
Mr. WALSH. If a motion A 
carried, to proceed to the businéss upon the Speak- 
er?s table, will not.the French: spoliation bill be 
thefirst business iù order? ke 
The SPEAKER. It will rot. It willbe the 
first business in order. in its class... * = 


Mr: WALSH. For the purpose. of testing the’ 


correctness of the décision of the Chair, I move to 
proceed to the business upon the Speaker’s table, 
and upon that motion-I call for the yeas.and nays. 
lt has, been universally understood all over this 
House, that the French spoliation’ bill would be 
the first business in order when we should get te 
the-business upon the Speaker’s table. : 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that 
the motiori to go to the business on the Speaker’s 
table, and the motion made by. the gentleman 


from: Alabama, are both privileged motions, and- 


that ‘the motion ‘made by the gentleman. from 
Maryland [Mr. Wars] must be first put to. the 
House. ae i i 
_ Mr HOUSTON. Let meask the Chair a ques- 
tion. Must not’ the motion first made be first 
ut? $ ; 
The SPEAKER. The Chair had in his mind 
the following rule: ` ; i 
& After one hour shall have been devoted to reports from 
committees and ‘resolutions, it shall be in order, pending 
the. consideration ot diseussion thereof, to entertain a.mo- 
tion that the House do now proceed to dispose of the busi- 
nesson the Speaker’s table, and to the orders of the day— 


which, being decided in the affimative, the Speaker shall | 


dispose of the business on. his table in the following order, 
via: : 5 ` 


_ Another rale is:‘ That it shall be inorder at any 
time to go.into the Committee of the Whole on 


the state of the Union.” The rule first read, in the 

` opinion of the Chair, refers only to a case where 
a gentleman is occupying ‘the floor, that it may 
be taken from him by a motion to go to the busi- 
ness upon the Speaker’s table.. In the opinion of 
the Chair, the motion of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama to. go into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, having been first made, 
must be first put. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. Upon that | 


motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. FOWLER. I demand. tellers upon’ the 
yeas-and nays. oS 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Fow.er, and 
Fuuier of Maine, were appointed. 


‘The House was divided, and the tellers: reported | 


ber, the yeas and nays were ordered: 
Mr. HALL. 
taken involves the question whether we shall reach 
the French spoliationbill or not: I desire, there- 
fore, to say, that upon that question I have paired 
off with Mr. McDonary. ; 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Hous- 
Ton’s motion, and it was decided in the nevative 
—yeas 73, nays 91; as follows: eae 
eAS—Messrs. Abere i ; ibi i 
Aa, Brown, Buelh, Burrowes Jeann Gaas, Bragg, 
well, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, 


36 in the affirmative; which, being a sufficient num- 
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be'made now and . 


I believe the vote about to. be || 


Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Coleock, Culiom, 
|. John, G.-Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Dockery, Dunha 
-Eastman; Faulkner, Fitch s Floyd; Gaylord; Gentry, Haŭ- | 
iton; Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, -Horsford; Houston, 
Howard, Thomas Y- How,-Ives, Jenkins, Andrew John- į 
‘son, Robert W... Johnson, Daniel’ T. Jones, Preston King, 
Kurtz, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, McQueen, . 
Molony, Johi Moore, Morehead, Murray, Orr, Andrew 
Parker, Penniman, Phelps, Price, Robie,. Ross, ‘Scurry, 
David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, “Thaddeus Stevens, 
‘Swatton, Stuart, Sweetser, Thurston, Watkins; Alexander 
White, Wilcox, and Wildrick—73.. o a Co oret 

. NAYS—Messrs:_ Charles. Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 


-rere, Bennett, Bissell, Bocock;: Bowie, Bowtie, John. A. 
Boyd, Breckinridge, Brenton, -Briggs, ‘Brooks, George- H. 
Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman,- 
‘Clark, Conger, Curtis, Dean, Disney, Doty, Edgerton, Ed- + 
mundson, Fiorence; Fowler, Henry M.. Fuller, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Hammond, Har- 
~per, Sampson W. Harris, Haws,. Hascall, Rebard, Henn, 
Holladay, John. W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe; Ingersoll, 

' Jackson, James Jobuson, John Johnson, George G. King, 
Kuhns, Lockhart, Mace, Mann, McMullin, Miller, Milt- 

| son, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Sam- 
uel W: Parker, Polk, Porter, Powell, Reed, Riddle, Rob- 
bins, Scudder, Origen S. Seymour, Stanly, Benjamin Stan- | 
ton, Richard h. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Mar- 
tin, Strother, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, 

Tuck, Walbridge, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Wells, Addi- 

son White, and Yates—91. ae ü DAN 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


- Pending the call of the roll— 
| .Mr. DUNCAN stated, that.as the decision of 
the question now beforethe House had some bear- 
ing upon the French spoliation bill, he hat paired 
off with an honorable gentleman. - 3 
. The SPEAKER. : The gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Sranzy],.is now: entitled. to the 
floor, upon the report:of the Committee on Print- 
ing... : the 0 : ae 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I-hope the 
gentleman will proceed, with his remarks. 

Mr. STANLY. I move: that it be postponed 

„until to-morrow. : 
.. Mr. STANTON, © Upon that motion I call for 
the yeas. and nays. : f She af 

Mr. HOLLADAY. I demand tellers upon the 
“yeas and nays. | Oe ks : 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER, 
and Jounson of Arkansas, were appointed. 

The House was then divided; and tellers re- 
ported only 20 in the affirmative. $ 
` So the yeas and nays-were not ordered; 

The question was then ‘taken upon Mr. STAN- 
Ly’s motion, and it was decided in-the affirmative 
—ayes 92, noes 52, ` ` ` 

So the motion: was agreed.to. - ee 

Mr. WALSH moved’ to proceed to the busi- 
ness on the Speaker’s table. f f 

Mr. HOUSTON. Fs it in order to move to go 
into the Committee of the Whole on’ the state. of 
the Union? . 

The SPEAKER. 
House refuse to 
er’s table. f : : 

The question was then put upon Mr. Wausn’s 
motion to proceed tothe business on the Speaker’s 
table; and oni a division there were—ayes 78, noes 
66. > f 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I demand tellers; 

Mr. HAMILTON. [ call for the yeas and 
nays. ; 

he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I withdraw the call for 
the yeas and nays. f : 

oud shouts. of “€ No!” “No t} 

Mr. HIBBARD. _I yenew it. . 
The yeas and nays-were again ordered. 


The question was then taken, and there were— 


It will be in order if the 
go to the business on the Speak- 


yeas 91, nays 69; as follows: eat tees : 
YEAS—Messrs. Abeferombie; Charles Allen, Willis Al- 
len, Allison, Win. Appleton, Babcock, Thomas-H. Bayly, 
Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, J. H. 
Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, G. H. Brown, Burrows, 
Caldwell, Chandler; Chapman, Clark, Cottman, Disney, 
Doty, Edgerton, Faulkner, Florence, Fowler; -Henry M. 
Fuller; Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gilmore, Goodenow, Good-. 
rich, Hammond, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Hebard, Henn, 
Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas’M. Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, Jackson, John Johnson, George G, King, Kuhns, ° 
Mace, Mann, Martin, MeCorkle, Miller, Miner, Henry D. 
Moore, Morehead, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, Samuel W. 
Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Porter, Price, Riddle, Robbins, 
Robie, Sackett, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen S. 
Seymour, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Abr’m P. Stephens, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, Strothcr, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Walbridge, 
Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Wells, Addison White, 
aud Alexander Wihite—91. f 
NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Beale, Bocock, Bragg; 


| Albert G. Brown, Buell, Joseph Cable, ‘Thompson Camp- 


William Appléton, Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Baylys Bar- “11° 


bell, Cartter, .Caskie, Chastain, Cobb, Coleock, Curtis, 


John G. Davis, Dawson, Déan; Dimmick, Dunham, Ed- į 


mundson, Fitch, Floyd, Gaylord; Gentry, Hamilton, Samp- 


“gon, W. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, 
| Houston, Howard, Ingersoll, ves, Andrew Johnson, Rob- 


ert W. Johnson, George “W.-Jones, Preston: King, Kurtz, 
‘Lockhart, Mason, MecLanahan,.MeQueen, Milison, Mo- 
lony, John Moore; Murray, Orr, Andrew Parker, Penn, ` 


-Pennifnan, Phelps, Potk, Ross, Scurry, Skelton, Smith, 
‘Frederick P.-Stanton, Riehard H. Stanton; St. Martin, 


Stratton, Sweetser, Venable, Watkins, Wilcox, Wildriek, 
and Woodward—69. . > sg e 0 e 2 et 
: So:the motion was agreed to. ~ Sue 
Mr. BOCOCK, I now-move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committeé of the Whole on the state of, the 
Union. o * e ETRS ; ett 
<Mr: POLK... On that. motion. I call for the yeas 
and nays; and I do it. because I understand that 
the ‘object of refusing to go into committee is, to 


‘take up the French spoliation bill. 


_[Loud cries of “4 Withdraw the call.”] ‘0: 
Mr. POLK. . Well, sir, I withdraw i for the 


presente L ee AED T 

The question was then put upon Mr. Bococr’s 
motion, and, on- a division of the House, there 
were-—ayes 76, noes 69. — ee hey Ls ; 

Mr: CHANDLER called for tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER, and Sran= 
ton of Tennessee, were appointed; i 

The question was put, and the tellers reported 
—ayes:80, noes 72. 

Mr. BAYLY „of. Virginia. I demand the yeas 


} and nays. 


The yeas and nays-were ordered. : 

[A message was received from the Senate of the 
United States, by. the hands of Aspory Dicxins, 
Esq., its-Secretary.] a EO 

‘The: question: was then again put upon Mr. 


‘Bococxk’s motion;and it was decided in the afirm- 


ative~yeas 83; nays 80; as follows: $ 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Ashe, Averett, 
Beale, Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Albert G. Brown, 
Buell, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Thompson Campbell, Cartter,; Caskie, Chastain, Church- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Coleock, Conger, Cullom, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick; Dunham; Durkee, East- 
man, Edmundson, Fitch, Floyd, Gamble, Gaylord, Green, 
Hamilton, Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Hendricks, Hib-, 
bard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Ives, Andrew Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George. W, Jones, 
Preston King, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Mason, McCorkle, 
Millson, Molony, John Moore, Murphy, Murray, Orr, An- 
drew Parker Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Powell, Robie, Ross, 
Scurry, Smith; Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, ' 
St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Sweetser, Thurston, Venable, 
Wallace, Watkins, Wilcox, Witdriek, and Woodward—83. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles.Allen, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere,-Bennett, Bissell, 
Bowie, Bowne, John ‘H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, 
George H. Brown, Burrows, Lewis D. Campbell, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Disney, Doty, Edgerton, Florence, Fowler, 
Henry, M. Fuller, Gilmore, Goodenow, “Goodrich, Ham- 
mond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Hebard, 
Henn, Horsford, John W. Howe; Thomas. M. Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Jackson, John Johnson, George 
G. King, Kuhns, Mann, Martin, Miller, Miner, Henry De 
Moore, Morehead, Newton, S.W. Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, 
Porter, Price, Reed; ‘Riddle; Robbins, Schoonmaker, Scud- 
der, David L. Seymour, Origin S. Seymour, Stanly, Ben- 
jamin “Stanton, Abraham P.. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Stone, Strother, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, 
Tuck, Walbridge, Ward, Washburn, Welch, Wells, Ad- 
dison White, Alexander White, and Yatés—80, `: 

So the motion was agreed-to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. . 
The rules. were accordingly suspended, and the 
Houge. resolved itself into the Committee of the- 


Whole on the state-of the Union, (Mr. Frcxuin in 


the chair,) and resumed the consideration of. the 
naval appropriation bill. : 

The CHAIRMAN. When the. committee 
last. rose, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Stuarr)-had offered the following amendment: _ 

-And hereafter no appointment of midshipmen in the 
Navy shall be made, unless recommended -by the mémber 
of Congress representing the district in whieh the applicant 
resides, in the same manner that cadets at West Point are 
now appointed. . ; i 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Jonnson] 
had offered the fdllowing.as a substitute for that 
amendment, viz: : 

And hereafter in-the appointment of midshipmen the 
recommendations of members of Congress as to applications 
from their respective districts shall be respected and ob- 


served, in the same manner and to the same extent as is 
now the practice in reference to cadets for West Point. 


The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jounson]} 


offered the following as an amendment, to come in 
at the end of the substitute, viz: ; 


s Provided, That the member of Congress making the 
nomination, shall not nominate his own -son or the son of 
any other member. 


The pending question is upon the amendment 


1852. -. 
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‘of the gentleman from Tennessee, and ‘upon that 
question debate is exhausted. i eee 
Mr: JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I 
tleman from Michigan has probably changed: his 
arnendment a little, since I. offered. my substitute 
for it, for it does not strike me now`'m ‘the same 
light that it did yesterday. I will-therefore with- 
draw my substitute, and hope the amendment of 
the gentleman from. Michigan will be adopted: - 


. Mr. STUART, At the suggestion of a gentle- | 


man near me, I will modify my amendment by in- 
serting after the wotd’‘‘ midshipman, Y the-words 
“or pupils at any Naval School.”  * ' 


_ Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee: I suggest to the | : f 
| member of Congréss from being guilty of such an_ 


„gentleman from Michigan, that he should accept 
‘thé proviso which I offered to the substitute of the 
gentleman from Arkansas, as a modification of his 
“amendment. ~. ` s 
_ Mr. STUART. 
gentleman can move it asan amendment to my. 
amendment. : = pets 
Mr. JOHNSON.. Then I move to’amend the 
amendment by.adding thereto. the proviso which 
I offered yesterday to the substitute of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, which has just. been read: 
Mr. Chairman, [ desire to say a few words’ in 
relation, to that amendment, although I haveno. 
desiré to consume the time of the House. I un- 
derstand that this amendment is-brought forward: 
for the purpose of putting down favoritism, and_it 


seems to me that favoritism should be putdown as } 
far as members of Congress are concerned, as well ` 


as in other quarters. I do not wish to be pressed 
upon: this. point, but itis a. fact that there were 
members in the last Congress who had sons in 
this Naval School, and that there are members in 
this Congress who have sons there. . Not long 
since, we saw in the newspapers a controversy 
about a member of Congress who had already a 
son at West Point getting another.son into the 
school at Annapolis. Ought not this. system. of 
favoritism to be putdown too? If I understand 
the original design of the law in relation:to these 
appointments, it was that members of Congress 
should nominate young men residing in their dis- 
tricts who by nature were blessed with talents and 
with good physical development, but who had not 
the means of education; it was intended to confer 
education upon that description. of persons, and at 
the same time promote the interests of the Army 
and Navy and of the Government generally. I 
think that members of Congress ought to: be pre~ 
eluded from exercising this species of favoritism 
as well as.other persons. We seethat lads who 
are blessed by nature with. talents and with.every 
requisite that would make them competent and 
efficient in the service-are ‘excluded, and that the 
sons. of members of Congress, many óf them al- 
most imbecile, are crowded into these institutions. 
When we-get:to the Departments, what is going 
on.there?.. ‘Why, you cannot appoint a head of a 
bureau without his instantly crowding his cousins, 
nephews, and all that-description of persons, into 
his Department: .The whole thing ought to be 
stopped. Let us begin with ourselves and carry 
the reform into every Department.of the Govern- 
ment, Hereis a perfect system of nepotism carried 


on in those Departments. Let us carry‘out the 


original design in good faith, if it is to be carried 
outat all. Tam myself in favor, as I said yester- 
day, of cutting these institutions up by. the roots, 
and confining them exclusively to the States. 
That is’ what I think ought to be done. 
© L know that some say we should not exclude 
members of Congress. Why, how does this thing 
work? . Take, for instance, my neighbor there 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciineman;] we live 
upon the borders of our States; [ can just send 
my son over to his district, and he has. him ap- 
pointed to West Point, as a resident in that dis- 
trict, and, in: the same way, he can send his son 
over into my district: This thing may be done, 
and the probability is it will be done hereafter. I 
say it ought.to-be put a stop to, and now is the 
time to do-it. on me, 
Mr: CARTTER. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Tennessee, for the 
. reason that I- do not think there is any occasion 
for. it. 
although he strikes as low and-as close as any 
man that I ever was acquainted with, has made a 
blow a little below what should be the standard 
of self-respect, which gentlemen upon this floor 
should maintain for themselves. I do not believe, 


think the gen- | 


I cannot ‘accept it, but. -the | 


I think that my friend from Tennessee, 


aans 
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in the first place, that the abuse which the honor- 
able gentlemen. alludes:to, exists to any extent. I 


dö not believe sit is possible for- any- gentleman, 


having.credit enough in a respectable constituency, 
to obtain a place upon this floor, to be capable of 
transferring bis offspring into a district in aneigh- 


| boring State, for the purpose of getting him ititoa 
public institution; and if, there was one such gen~ |} 
: tleman to-be found, I do not believe./a> second 
could be found to receive that offspring.” `- 


Mr. JOHNSON, ‘of ‘Tennessee... I desire to 
know what the gentleman means by strikingiow? 
Mr: CARTTER.: . Striking beloww:that stand- 
card of ‘self-respect which should” prohibit any: 


act, without the interference of law. iy ae 
Mr. JOHNSON. If the gentleman wishes to 

know where that standard is below self-respect, 

let him look -to his owh State. - He-will find that 

a member of Congress from that State has put his 

son into the-school at Annapolis. by ` 

- Mr. SWEETSER. Name him. 


- Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Sawyer, of Ohio, put. 


his son into that school. ater 
Mr: SWEETSER. He is not in this Con- 
gress... i 3 saa 
` Mr. JOHNSON.: He was a member of Con- 
gress whén he got his son into the school, and 
thatis what I said. ed bess yet 
Mr, CARTTER. Well, he has got paid for it. 
Mr. JOHNSON. If the gentleman desires it, I 
ĉan- give him the names of others. ` 
Mr. CARTTER. The honorable member fiom 
Tennessee urges a general impeachment upon the 
integrity and character of the members of this 


| House, by supposing that they need a higher law 


for their restraint, than the law of self-respect. If 
that law will not operate to restrain members of 
Congress within the limits of decorum, in the dis- 
charge of their. discretionary powers, there. is no 
law that will do it. . fam opposed to the amend- 
ment. , 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
to the amendment, and it was rejected. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. With a view 
to carry out what I believe.to be the almost unani- 
mous intention of the committee, I offer the amend- 
ment to theamendment which I send to the Clerk’s 

esk. 

The.Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 


And that the Secretary of the Navy is hereby required to 
report to-this House at its second session, the humber:and 
names of appoinurients to the Naval School, which have up 
to-this time been made, and the district, and froin whence 
each one comes; and the number of vacancies now exist- 
ing at said school, with. the Congressional districts which 
‘maybe ‘entitled to supply them; and a statement of.the 
order in which the remainder of the Congressional districts 
shall be entitled to supply all future and accruing vacancies, 
so tar as it may be determined by existing law, or by circum- 
stances.. 7 


Mr. J. said: Mr. Chairman, I have offered this 
amendment to avoid a difficulty which now exists. 
The Secretary of the Navy states that there are a 
large number of districts which are entitled to ap- 
pointments, but that there are no places for them to 


fill. Atleast this was the statement ashorttimeago. |, 


A large number of districts have not enjoyed the 
privileges of this Naval School for years. Now, 
sir, you may make what-rules you please, for 
equalizing the enjoyment of the privileges of this 
Naval School among all the districts in the United 
States. You may pass what acts you please, but 
sò long as the Secretary of the Navy can say there 
are a large number of districts which have not 
had any. appointments for years, and is still left to 
select for himself, without responsibility—while 
we are left without reference to the law, and in 
ignorance of what is the judgment or construction 


‘put upon that law—how is it possible for us to 


prevent favoritism? Who is to make the Secre- 
tary declare, under the given‘ circumstances, and 
under the existing law, exactly how. that law will 
apply to these-cases as.they shall come up for his 
adjudication? - Now, I propose by “my amend- 
ment that the Secretary shall be called upon to re- 
port to the next session of Congress, whether there 
are any vacancies, and if so, what districts, are 
entitled to’ fill theni according to the existing laws, 
and under the circumstances which may exist. 
For instance, if one district has no appointee in 
the Naval School, but has one in the Navy, and 
another has no appointee‘in either, the latter would 
in equity be entitled to theappointment. ~The ob- 
ject is to have the production of a statement show- 
ing what district was first entitled to ‘an appoint- 


‘matter of course the district where 


| not have a representative there? 


number full. 


_cessary. s 


ment, the number of vacancies which may now 
exist, and also the order in which the several dis- 
tricts shall hereafter be entided*to ‘appointments; 
so'that hereafter. there shall be no favoritism on 
thé part of our Secretaries, by depriving any: dis- 
trict, or any. portion of the people, of the right to 
theit own appointment... 2. 00 eS 
Mr. STUART. I would suggest to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas, that he change the words 
“how existing,’’to “then existing,” in his amend- 
ment, er ee a ee 
- Mr. HOUSTON. : I think, if the gentleman 
from Arkansas. will “listen to ‘me-for a moment, it 
will chafige his opinion. with regard to the pro- 
priety of the amendment totheamendrtient: The 


indications are, that ‘we will adopt thé proposition 


of my friend. from “Michigan, [Mr. Sruanr,] 
which requires that the appointment shall be made 
from the ‘districts. Then, if that-becomes alaw, 
it-makes no difference where the vacancy is, asa 
f th the vacancy 

occurs will be entitled to fll it. © © > 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask the gen- 
tleman whether or not it is a fact, that when the 
school is full—when the number allowed by. law 
is there—every district: in’ the ‘United~States will 
If soy each dis- 


trict will have to take its turn. eee a 
Mr. HOUSTON. I am riot able to tell just at 
this moment how many are allowéd to “make the 
„Perhaps the chairman. of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs could ‘inform the gentlé- 
man. } 4 7 fd ta Pis 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. There are 
not quite enough allowed under the law to give 
two: boys to each Congressional district. us 
Mr. HOUSTON. My friend from Tennessee 
says there are’ not quite enough to give two to 
each Congressional district. If gentlemen will ex- 
amine the law of 1845, they will find that it pro- 
vides that the students or. midshipmet shall'-be 
appointed from all the States. At the time of the 
passage of that Jaw there had been a very great 
inequality between. the States in regard to’ these 
appointments. There was not only confusion, 
but great complaints were made as to the regula- 
tion of these appointments. The result was, that 
in the passage of that law a provision was inserted 
which required the Secretary of the’ Navy to ap- 
portion the appointments among the States, so as 
to bring up the deficient States to something like 
an equality, before any other regulation.should be: 
adopted. That law yet exists; and while the De~ 
partment may have’ adopted rules’ to’ apportion. 
these appointments among particular districts, yet 
there is no law which requires it. So that if we 
paes the amendment offered-by the gentleman from 
ichigan, [Mr. Sruarr,] as I presume we shall, 
providing that the Representative from each dis- 
trict shall be entitled to make the appointment 
when a vacancy occurs in ‘his district, then why 
should we ask the Secretary of the Navy to make 
a report of the vacancies, when. the member is to 
make the appointment himself when ‘a vacanc} 
occurs: in his. district? . The Jaw of 1845 says it 
shall be made in the State; but the provision which 
we- now propose to pass says the-appointment shall 
only be'made by, the Representative: himself, or 
upon his recommendation.. I see no necessity, 
therefore, for requiring the Secretary of the Navy 
to report when the vacancies occur. 
Mr. POLK. How are we to know when va- 
cancies do occur? fas ae) espa’ 
Mr. HOUSTON. We may know by reference 
to the Department. But I have no objection to 
this portion of the amendment. Let them report 
that this or that or the other midshipman’s place 
is vacant. I will change my-reply:to the gentle- 
man from: Tennessee. Fle asks how we are to 
know when these vacancies occur?) Why, sir, as 
soon as this law is passed, it will become the daty 
of the Secretary. of the, Navy, as soon as a va- 
cancy occurs, to consult the member from the dis- 
trict for which such vacancy occurs. That is 
made his duty by the very language of the section 
proposed by the gentleman from Michigan. . Fle 
cannot make the appointment without consulting 
the member of Congress in whose district the va- 
cancy occurs. I think the amendment is unne- 
Mr. JOHNSON demanded. tellers. upon ‘the 
amendment; which were ordered; and :Mesers. 
CLINGMAN, and Stanton ‘of Tenhiessée, were ap- 
pointed. : : git dines, gat h 
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The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayeés.75, ‘noes 66... i 
So-the amendment was 


agréed to. 7 l 
Mr, TAYLOR. offered -the folowing -amend~ 
ment; e t: E Oe EE TP 
‘After the word “resides,” insert ‘at the time. of the ap- 


plication,” sò that the amendment would read.: 


-ti And hereafter, no appointment. of. midshtpman. in the | 


Navy, or pupil at*\any Naval School, shalt be. made usiless 
recominended by the member of Congress-ré presenting the. 
district in which the applicant, resides at.the-timeé of the 
application, in the same manner that cadets at West 
are now. appointed,” Beco Oe 
Mr. T. said: My principal Sbject in offering this 
amendment'is to'bring to the notice-of. the com- 
mittee:a.very Important provision 


the Clerk.. Task that it may be read, bécause it 
ought tobe known. to’ this:committee’ and to ‘the 


country, and I therefore take-this method of call- 


ing their attention to it- 
The provision of law referred toy was read, as 


follows: > 


“ And that-no midshipman in the Navy shall be appointed 
from any Congressional district, having‘at the time of-ap-"}) 


pointmént more than two offreers of that grade in the Navy. 
from such district; and whenever an appointment shall be 
made from any State, the person so appointed shall be an. 
actual resident of the Congressional district from which: the 
appointment purports to-be. made: And provided further, 
That such Congressional district of any State, as may not 
have any midshipman in- the Navy.at the tine am- appoint- 
ment may be.made from said State, shall be- entitled to at 
Jeast one appointment before any other shall be made from 
any district of.the State having ohe or more officers of that 
grade in the Navy.’? ¢ 2 ` oe 


Mr. T. Thatisa very important provision in 


the law now existing: - I desired'to submit it Ves-j]: 


terday,; when my friend from North Carolina was 
speaking. He refused, however, to give way. I 
have no doubt he would have given.way, had he 
known’ my object. It is a’ provision of law to 
which I think the country is greatly indebted to the 
rentleman from New Hampshire, [Mr. Peastes.} 

hy? , Because it équalizes in. some degree this 
gea patronage of the General Government. : Sir, 


regard itasa great privilege to have’a young 


man sent to the West Point Academy;. orto the 
Naval School at Annapolis, to be educated at.the 
pe expense; and. placed in the Army. or Navy 
or life ina most respectable position. “But I say 
to you, and I say to the committee, it is: highly 


desirable that this great boon of the Government 


shall be equally distributed, because we all pay- 


equally to keep up these institutions. 

Now, sir, what is the fact? Why, many of 
the States of this Union have had little or no share 
at all in thése privileges of the Government. The 
great, State of Ohio, which [I in part represent, 
with-a, population of 2,000,000, a few years. ago 
had not any midshipmen in the Navy, and now has 
very few officersin that branch of the public service. 
Iwill say to you, Mr. Chairman, and. to this 


committee,-that at this very moment five or six” 
districts represented by gentlemen upon this floor. 


from that State; have no midshipmen at Annapo- 
lis. 
oy to represent the State which he does so 
admirably upon this floor, manifests a great anx 
iety that Arkansas should have her representative 
at Annapolis, though if I mistake not she-has two 


midshipmen already, although that State forms. 


but one Congressional district. - But, as I said 
before, there are’ five of the Congressional dis-. 
tricts in the State of Ohio, not one of which hasa 
midshipman. My object, and. the effect of this 
amendment, as I understand it, is to equalize this 
favor of the Government among all the Congres- 
sional districts in the United States. 

When I had the honor to address the committee 
yesterday, Lfear I was not understood in regard 
to some of thé remarks which I submitted in. re- 
lation to the Navy, and I now wish to make one 
or two -observations in relation to that subject. 
These reforms which I desire’ to see ‘introduced 
into the Navy are not with’a view of breaking 
down that branch of the public service. -I do not 
wish to be understood as desiring to break down 
the Navy; on the contrary, I wish to strengthen it 
by proper reforms,-and every good improvement. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas.. I understand 
the gentleman to say there are ‘midshipmen from 
Arkansas in the Naval School, a 

‘Mr. TAYLOR. I am not 


5 positive of the fact, 
but I have been so informed, co a et 


-if enough to mform me who rer See | 
‘not, know who they-are, 


Point: 


i ithe law: of | 
1850, introduced by the. distinguished: gentleman ‘ 
from New Hampshire, (Mr. Peasiee,] who T do? 
not now: sée m ‘his seat, and which:] now seid: to’ 


My friend from Arkansas, in his zeal ‘and, 


< Mr: JOHNSON: Will'the gentleman be kind 
they are? toso lao 


‘Mr. TAYLOR: Ido 


nor do I know-whether there are any-there, but I 
will state to the gentleman how 1 got my informa- 
tion. “With a view to serve my own district, which 
had not.a: midshipman for: many years, I called on. 


l conversation with the Chiéf Clerk; Y remarked that 
: Lbelieyed Arkansas had no midshipman: “I was. 
| responded to, that shehad two'midskipmen.. .. | 
Mr. JOHNSON hey. know she has ‘none, 
| though there were.sdmeé-one.or two put in under. 
her name, and thatisthe very complaint we make. ` 
Mr, TAYLOR. - The -distriet - represented ‘by 
‘my colleague{Mr. Oys) has no midshipman, and 
there are four otherssimilarly situated inmy State. 


the Navy, that I wish-we ‘had time atthis session - 
to hear the report from the distinguished gentle- 
man from, Tennessee, [Mr. Sranron,] whose fa- 
miliarity. with thé naval affairs of the country, by* 
his industry and attention to them, does him credit. 
I desire, also, if we had thetimé, to hearin relation 
to the Army and the other branches of the public 
| Service. I desire to see the recommendations of 
the ‘Jate. Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Graham, 
adopted; and I believe a just regard to thé good of 
the’service demands that we should at once au- 
thorizé & retired list, modify the rank, by author- 
izing the title of admiral of the Navy,asin other 
‘countries, and proyide for the gradual but certain 
improvements in-service and discipline, which our 
most experienced and capable naval officers, can 
show to be necessary to ‘promote the efficiency of 
the Navy. wre Sn e aa X aes 
Mr. STANTON, of."Fennessee.” Mr. Chair- 
‘man, I- will say. that one of the reforms 1 desire to 
make in the Navy, is to reduce the numberof mid- 
shipmen one half, so as to give to each member the 
appointment of a single midshipman; and Í think 
that is just about as much as the service requires | 
to-fill out the vacancies occurring annually. Asit 
is now, the lower ranksin the Navy.areso crowded | 
that.a young man who enters that service at this | 
time, cannot expect tobe a -captain in less than 
-one hundred years. aioe ; 

Mr. TAYLOR. I desire to ask the gentleman 
| from ‘Terinessee, [Mr. STANTON] if it is in con- 
‘templation of the Committee on Naval Affairs to 
report a plan for.a retired. list, and. establishing 
the rank of admiralsin the Navy? I desire to see 
it done. í ~ : 

Mr. STANTON. We have a bill to report, to 
accomplish that. object.. aos ; 

Mr. SWEETSER. My object in rising is to 
make an.explanation for a friend who is absent. 
Allusion. has been made by the honorable gentle- | 
mad from Tennessee, [Mr. Jounson,]. to Mr. 
Sawyer, who wags a member of the T'wenty-ninth 
and Thirtieth, Congresses; and I must say to my 
friend, (Mr. Jounson,] that he is entirely mis- 
taken in charging thatgentleman with being guilty 
of a violation of the law, and that he made the 
appointment of his own son to West Point. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Ido not want 
the gentleman to makea position for me, and then, 
| put words into my mouth in connection with that 
position. Ido not assume that Mr. Sawyer viola- 
ted any law, nor did I assume that he-directly pro+ 
cured the appointment of his son. -I stated that- 
there were members of Congress, whose sons were 
appointed to. these institutioris, and we all know 
how these things can be done. ee bE AS 

Mr. SWEETSER: The gentleman made a 
charge to the-gentleman from Arkansas,- {Mr. 


guilty ofthis indiscretion, to say the least of it. I 
asked him to name. the ‘gentleman. He named. 
Mr. Sawyer: Now, his whole argument and his 
‘whole position was that there might. be—and I 
inferred he intended to say there had. been—a 
transfer from one district to’ another, ofthe ap- 
poiritment, by one member, of the son-of another. 
Now, sir, Mr. Sawyer, if he appointed “his own 
son——and whether it is.so or not, Ido not know— 
his son was-a resident of ‘the district, and he had 
aright. by law to appointhim. ` i 

Mr. JOHNSON. Was nót Mr. Sawyera mem- 
ber of Congress? ity und Pe a 

Mr. SWEETSER. He was, certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. And while he was a mem- 


thé Department. this:morning, and in the course of | 


| beforethe word * pupil?» © - 


But-apart.from this, E desire'to say, in relation to H 


in-the-courts of law.” 


| Jounson,] that a gentleman from Ohio had. been | 


„ber of Congress, was not-his son appointed to the 
school at Annapolis? +~ se a 


`- Mr. SWEETSER: ` I do not know; I am told 
that it-is so., That fact, however, does not bring 
the case within the purview of the gentleman’s ar= 


| gument in relation to the transfer of sons of mem- 
T. bers of Congress, because his son was a resident 


of the district for which he was appointed. - 

‘Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I call the gentlemen 
ta orders. =o 0 O 0 o a N accor ye 
` Mr: SWEETSER.. [have been just informed: 
that the appointment was made by General Css, | 
and without the knowledge of Mr. Sawyer. . 
-The question: was then. taken on the amendment 
to the aniendment; andit;was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAVEN. I move to amend the amend. 


-ment of the gentleman from Michigan, [Mr. Stu- 


AkT,] by striking out thé words “midshipman or’? _ 

I know the House’ is-desirous.of getting along 
with this business, ‘but there is a view of this ori- 
ginal-amendment to which I desire tö call attention, 
and which I think forbids its adoption.” ~? 0 > 
If'a midshipman is an officer, then I submit that - 
Congress has. no constitutional right to control the 
appointment of such. officer, except by vesting it 
‘in the President, in thé-head of a Department, or, 
If he is not an officer, then” 
I agree that this original amendment proposes | 
proper and constitutional legislation, and such ag 

am much.in favor of myself. or 

Section second of the second article of the Con- 


‘Stitution provides— ` ‘ ` 


«That ihe President shall have. power, by and with, the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties, pro- 
vided two thirds of the Senators present conenr > and he 
shall nominate, and by and withthe adyice'and consent of 


the Senate, shall appoint enibassadors, other public. minis- 


ters and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other 


. officers of the United States, whose anpointinents.are not 


herein otherwise 
lished by law.” à . a $ 
‘Now, sir; is the appointment of midshipmen, in 
the language I. have read from the Constitution, 
“ otherwise provided for? in’ that Constitution? 
I cannot find that’it is.” Again, is’ the office of 
midshipmen ‘established by law??? . It-was an 
office known in the ‘British Navy whilst: these 
States. were colonies, and is recognized in. various 
ways,.and regulated by‘acts of Congress; and 
midshipmen are in variousacts of Congress recog-. 


provided for, and which shall be estab- 


nized as such, called officers, and in ‘some instances 


are, by. statute,-now entitled: to ‘the pay, as stich 
officers, of- lieutenants and captains: I do, not 
know whether they hold regular commissions, or 
only warrants; but I think -it clear the office is. 
recognized.and * established by Jaws? 0: 
There is a still further provision in this section 
of ‘the Constitution, and which, with what J have 
before read, includes all the provisions of the Con- 
stitution on this subject. I read its, 

"< But-Congress may, by Jaw, vest the appointment of 
such inferior officers: as: they think proper inthe President 
alone, in the courts ‘of law, or.in the leads of Depart- 
ments. a > S . h y t s 


Now, sir, T submit, that if midshipmèn are affix 

. 7 S pE ff 

cers, their appointment belongs, to`the. ‘President 
and Senate, under the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion I first-read;..and if not to them, then Con- 
gress has no,power to vest it anywhere except in 
the ‘« President alone, in the courts of law, or in 
the _héads of Departments,” I suppose Congress 


has vested it in- the head of the Navy Department, 
|-@8-it: was within its competency to-do; but it cer- 


tainly is not within its competency to vest it in 
members of Congress. It can.only vest it in one 
of the three-places the Constitution names. And 
the original amendment, so far as it proposes to 
vest sucha power of. appointment in membérs of 
Congress, or to allow members, to, restrict the dis- 
cretion of the proper appointing: power, is, in my 
judgment, in derogation of the Constitution. 

Mr. VENABLE. ‘The very statement: which 
the gentleman has just read from the Constitution 
relieves us at once from the difficulty which he 


seems to have discovered; for, if Congress can 


direct the appointment to be: made by the Presi- 


| dent, or by courts of law, or by the heads of De- 


partments, it can direct.the manner in which that 
appointment shall be made, and in the very same 
way can designate -the preliminaries which shall 
take place before those appointments are made. 
Now, sir, the-reason why I have desired all 
along that Congress should take some steps, so 
as to indicate how these appointments should .be 
made, and prevent complaint.and. procure impar- 
liality in their distribution, was, that we should 
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have the power of preventing..the heads of. De- - 


partments from concentrating in any. one portion 
of the Republic, or in any one State, all the patron- 


age of the-Government;—of giving’ to: Philadel- | 


phia, for instance, some ten or fifteen midshipmen 
more than they were entitled to.. But I have never 
believed that there was anything like corruption 
init. E never'believed that the last, or any former’ 
gentleman at. tke head of the Navy Department, 
would be guilty of any corruption.: -Itis true, that 
I complained that I gould’ not get a midshipman 
appointed for my district, either. under Mr. Gra- 
ham or his predecessors; still believe those gen- 
tlemen utterly incapable of corruption. To.correct 
this. evil, lam for prescribing the manner in which 
the appointments should be made,.by directing 
that they shall.be made precisely as the-appoint- 
mehts are made of cadets at West Point. They 
have heretofore been considered exclusively the 
patronage of the head of the Navy Department, 
and have been made in accordance with that opin- 
ion. The Secretary appointed “his. favorites, be- 


cause law and usage seemed to recognize his right || 


to-do.sd.. My object.is to change the law, and 
abrogate the usage, to remove the patronage from 
the Secretary, and give equality by conferring it 
on the Representatives of the people. : 
Mr. HAVEN. I have no desire other than to 
bring this question to the consideration of the 
House. Let me suggest, by way of illustration, 
to my friend from North. Carolina, [Mr. Ven- 
ABLE,} whether hé would contend that Congress 
has the right to declare that the President should 
not nominate; and, with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, appoint a foreign minister, unless he 
was taken from. a given district, or recommended 
by a particular man in Congress? Would. he 
hold that Congress has a right to control or restrict 
thé appointing power in such a case? 
Mr. VENABLE. Notat all, .Thereisan éx- 
press ee in the Constitution that Congress 
*may vest the appointment of such inferior officers 
as it may think proper, in the President, or in 
courts of law, or in the heads of Departments. 
“Mr. HAVEN. Thatisverytrue. Ihave read 
that: express provision from the Constitution to the 
‘House; and that provision gives Congress the 
right to vest the appointment in the President alone, 
or in the head of a Department, or in the courts; 
but Congress cannot vest it in either of the three, 
and still control it, nor can it vest it in its own 
members. .Nor can it give. to itsown members 


either the whole or any portion. of. the discretion ` 


belonging to the exercise of the power. That dis- 
cretion necessarily bélongs to the officer in whom 
the power to appoint is vested. , 

Mr. VENABLE. I beg my friend’s pardon. 
The appointment of these inferior qfficers may be, 
by Congress, conferred upon courts of law, or 
upon the heads of the Departments. That is the 
difference. Gs - 

Mr. HAVEN. Yes; but not upon. members. of 
Congress. This original amendment proposes tc 
confer it upon members of Congress, and the pre- 
the Constitution, ; ' er 
Mr. STUART: We can relieve this argument 
inamoment. This individual ig not an officer of 
the Army of the United States. He is simply a 
pupil in. that school, and until he receives and 
completes his education, he does not have a war- 
rant which makes him an officer; and to show 
that this is so, these individuals are constantly re- 
jected by a board of examiners, and that rejec-; 
tion could not take place if they- were officers of 
the United States. They are treated and regarded. 
as pupils. Ery apa a f 

Mr. HAVEN. . Then my amendment had bet- 
ter be adopted; forif they are pupils merely, and 
not officers, they should be appointed upon the 
recommendation of members of Congress. But 
T'think the gentleman is wrong in reference to the 
fact; they are appointed midshipmen before they 
are admitted to the school; and ‘the examination he 
speaks of, is to see whether they shall ‘be pro- 
moted to passed midshipmen or not., He will find, 
in the Official Register, long: lists of midshipmen 
put down as dttending the Naval Academy. 

The.question was then taken upon’ the amend- 
ment of Mr. Haven, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. WOODWARD. I move -the following 
proviso: : 


Provided, That in case the President shall decline to ap- 
point the person nominated by a Representative, and the 


cise point | makeis, that that cannot be doneunder | 


Representative shall renominate’ the same individual, or 


“neglect to nominate another, the President shall proceed to |] 


appoint at bis-diseretion. v ` 


< I differ with the gentleman from New York, 
(Mr. Haven.]~ l regard them: as’ officers, and 


‘surely you cannot take this power of appointment 


from the President: and confer it upon ‘a member 
of the House, if they. are officers. ‘I think. that 


‘is very.clear. Requiring the President to restrict- 


the. appointment to a Congressional, district and 


-limiting him to a State, isa very different thing 
from interposing another officer between him an 


the object of his appointment. . 
Now, if the President is to appoint whom the 
member of Congress shall nominate or .recom- 
mend, why not let the member appoint? What 
is the use of the intervention of the Chief Magis- 
trate of the United States, subordinate to the in- 
fluence or wishes: of an individual member of 
Congress in so smalla matter? Now, give the 
po Wer of appointment to a member of Congress, 
or to. the Presidènt, or enforce the law on the 


heads’ of Departments. i i 

If they are pupils simply, and not officers, T 
concede it is perfectly competent to investigate it. 
If they are commissioned officers, then it is pal- 
pably evident thgt you cannot interpose any other 
officer between, ` i 

Mr. STUART. Ihave great confidence in the 
opinions of the gentleman from`South Carolina, 
(Mr. Woopwanrp,] upon`all questions, and espe- 
cially so upon questions in reference to the con- 
struction of the Constitution of the United States; 
and, sir, I should not hesitate to concede that the 
construction contended for by that gentleman is 
correct, if the premises were as he supposes them. 
But, as I before remarked, these individuals are 
not officers of the United States. The difference 
between us is one of fact, and not of constitutional 
law. : 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, I rise to a ques- 
tion of order; not. to consume, the gentleman’s 
time, but merely to suggest that he is debating a 
matter which has been voted down when. offered 
to this particular amendment. An amendment 
was offered relating to the power of the President 
to reject the appointment of a member, and giving 
him power, if the member refuses to nominate 
again, to proceed himself to appoint, which 
amendment was rejected, and this discussion 
tends to restore all the original difficulty. 
-Mr.STUART. Iam opposing the amendment 
upon its merits, and the Chair will decide if I am 
in order or not., ~ a 

The CHAIRMAN... The Chair thinks the re- 
marks of the gentleman are in‘order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. STUART. I was about to say. that these 
persons were merely pupils of the school. Now, 
sir, it is a settled construction of the Constitution 
—settled by the Supremé Court—that an- officer 
who is a permanent one, and for a given time, 
under that Constitution, is not removable at the 
pleasure of the President. If the appointment is 
for an indefinite time, he is. These individuals 
are not Officers, within the meaning of the Consti- 
tution.. The amendment employs words in their 
common acceptation, and therefore we use. the 
words midshipmen or pupils at the Naval School; 
and, as Í said before, upon an examination, either 


the first, second, or any other, the examiners may 


reject the pupils, which they could not do were 


| they officers under the Constitution. They donot 


get the warrant which makes them officers of the 
United States. until they pass through their edu- 
cation there, and then they become for the first 
time officers of thé United States. 

The simple object of this amendment is to leave 
to the individual representing the district, the se- 
lection of the person who shall be appointed’ a 
pupil at that school; and I submit that it does not 
conflict with the provisions of -the Constitution of 
the United States at all... `; mn 8 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I wish to say, 
in reply to the gentleman from South Carolina, 
[Mr. Woopwarp,] that, if these persons are offi- 


cers—and 1 suppose, after they get their warrants, | 


they are, and must be appointed by the Secrétaries 


or by the President—itis just as unconstitutional to. 


control the appointment of those from whom. these 
officers are to be selected, as to control. the selec- 
tion of the officers themselves; and it will be as 
much a violation of the Constitution for members 


-men themselves, à 


“bė reached by the. amendment he has 


of Congréss to appoint the. pupils as thé midship- 


The question was then taken, and, the amend- 
ment to the amendment was disagreed to. >. 
‘Mr. HAMMOND.” I move to strike from;the 
amendment the words ** or pupils,” . © o.a 
“Whilst we have commenced, we may as -well- 
legislate properly upon'this subject. Iam in favor 
of the object indicated by the geritleman, from. 
Michigan, [Mr. Stuarts] but that-object will not 
proposed, 
"The in- 


from the manner in which itis worded. 


| tention, I presume, is to preverit the head of the 


Navy Department from appointing acting. mid- 
shipmen without the concurrence of the members, 
of Congress from whose districts the appointments 
are made. If the language employed by the gen- 
tleman be embodied ‘into the law, that intention 
will not necessarily be carried out; it may by còn- 


-struction, but cannot properly carry out the object 


sought to be accomplished.. Afterthe young man 
has passed his examination, and been made acting. 
midshipman, he is not at once appointed ‘to the 
Naval School. He may-be appointed to a-national 
vessel, and go out upon a cruise of two of three 


-years’ time before he- is, appointed tothe: Naval 


School. During ‘all that time, according to: the 
amendment of fie gentleman, the President-mèy 
have power to appoint without the concurrence of. 
the member of Congress. . I propose, in place of 
of the words ‘ pupils. at: the Naval School,” to 
substitute ** acting midshipmen;”’ and, if adopted, 
the amendment of the gentleman will then ‘read 
“ midshipmen oracting midshipmen in the Navy 
The midshipman may be dismissed before he has 
entered the Naval School at all. : 

Mr. STUART. I would. suggest that addi- 
tional words might be employed, so that:it- would 
read ‘acting midshipmen or pupils at the Naval 
School.” : : ae 

Mr. HAMMOND. Very well. . oe 

Mr. CARTTER. I desire only to make a word 
of réply. There has been a good deal of delicate 
learning introduced into the discussion here in re- 
gard to the appointment of these officers, and I 
confess that my learning does not comprehend the 
force of the reasoning. or conélusion. What is 
the history of this.school? Why the Annapolis 
Naval School was created by alaw of Congress; 
it is filled by a law of Congress... We now pro- 
pose to modify that law by determining in what 
manner it is to be filled. he school, whether it 
results in commissioned officers or not, is filled by’ 
legislative authority. A grave query is now raised 
whether we have the power to determine. the man- 
ver in which officers shall. be created upon which 
the Executive can lay his hands. . Now, whether 
they are midshipmen, or passed midshipmen, or 
lieutenants, I hold that the law-making power has 
the supreme control of the subject until they be- 
come officers. we 8 

Mr. HAVEN. Iam most decidedly of the opin- 
ion of the gentleman from Ohio; but the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman. from Michigan 
xeaches beyond supplying the school for the pur- 
pose of supplying midshipmen to the Navy. 
“Mr. CARTTER. One word there. The Pres- 
ident does not dispose ‘of these officers until he 
has them provided for. . ; 

Mr. HAVEN. Most clearly; but the objection 
is that, under the Constitution, you cannot restrict 
him. He has the right to go among 23,000,000 of 
persons fer selection; but the gentleman proposes 
to reduce that number to one individual from each 
district, recommended by its member of Congress. 

Mr. CARTTER. You cannot restrict the Pres- 
ident, eh?- You cannot reach. the Executive? 
This is a potent-body if that be-the case! Why, 
sir, you can degrade them in their official stations 
to-morrow | k 

Mr. HAVEN. -I do not object to that position. 

Mr. CARTTER. The whole theory is a re- 
yérsal-of the order of the Government. You 
give the President the law-making power of the 
Government, instead of placing him as an Execu- 
tive to carry out the laws. I apprehend, however 
much difficulty we find in doing a little legislative 
act, that this school and its personnel is, within the’ 
control of this body, and that it would be an out- 
rageous invasion on the power of this body/for the 
Président to assume to say that-he would create 
‘the materiel to fill it. ms 

The question was taken, and the amendment to 
the amendment was rejected. 
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` T'he question. then recurting on.the-amendment 
of Mr. Stuart, as amended, and being put, it was 


adopted. IE oes” a Se Cree 2 


Mr. STANLY. I move, proforma, to insert after 4. 


the ‘amendment ‘just adopted— ` Pon R e 

That no cadet, shall be appointed under fifteen: years of | 
ge BEE Cet It ee 

<Mr. Chairman; some remarks were made here | 
on yestérday, which:I desired to get the floor’ at: 
the‘time'to reply to, but was unable todo so; The 

entleman from New York [Mr. Dean] is reported 
in the ‘Intelligencer as ‘saying that there-was no 
more corrupt officer in the Government than. the 
late Secrétary of the Navy. ‘The gentleman spe- 
cifies nothing, but the charge is general:* -I under: 
stand this. morning that he made.use of ‘no ‘such 
words. as have been ‘imputed tò him. f do not 
now see him in/hisseat:) They have gone outnow 
to the country, and itis due to himself to. say in 
what manner tò correct such a gross. charge. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stanton] also 
indulged in remarks of cengure of the Secretary of. 
‘the Navy, on account of his appointments. If the 
gentleman has any correction to make, I’ should 
be happy to hear him, © 9.0 0 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. With the permis- 
sion of the gentleman from North Carolina, I will 
explain. ~- icra ee me ea 

My complaint was against the action.of the Navy 
Departnient, in. a matter. which I? suppose. was 
managed by the subordinates of the Secretary. It 
was not that the appointments from. my district 
were improper; but that they were made without | 
my knowledge, at a time.when I was seeking in- 
formation ‘as to whether there was a vacancy. ~~ 

The correspondence, I have no doubt, was pre- 
pared. and carried on by.a.clerk ‘or head of .a bu- 
reau. . And I think it very probable the Secretary 


may not have known by ‘whom the ‘applicants 1 


were recommended. With the Secretary of the 
Navy I have no personal acquaintance, and have 
nocomplaint to make against him personally. ~ I 
did, and do. complain, that what I regarded as an 
invasion of my privileges as. a member of ‘this 
House; had been invaded by the Department; but 
thatit was in'a matter which I presume was man- 
aged by the subordinates of the Secretary. : 
Mr. STANLY. © The appointments the. gentle- 
man refers to, were made Defore the Secretary of 
the Navy had the honor of seeing or knowing the 
entleman. He is mistaken. They were made 
In the month of September, 1851, before he came 
here, and there is no cause or shadow of complaint 
against the Secretary of the Navy uponthat ground. 
Mr. STANTON. As I have said, I do not 
know the Secretary of the Navy personally. The 
files, however, of his Department bear evidence’ 
that I sought to-know if there were vacancies ex- 
isting in my district. . ; pi ee 
Mr. STANLY. And the first letter from the 
Department in reply was that there were two. 
Mr. STANTON. In that: the’ gentleman’is. 
mistaken. : - 
Mr. STANLY. Iam in earnest; and I chal- 
lege the gentleman to call for the correspondence 
between the Secretary and himself upon that sub- 
ject. Ifitisnotas I state it, I shall never say turkey 
upon this floor again, [Laughter.] | : 
Mr. STANLY, by unanimous consent, then 


withdrew his amendment. 2 


Mr. SWEETSER. I'move to insert the fol- 
lowing, after line one hundred and eighty-six: 

For the use of the Navy of the United States of Espy’s” 
“*Conieak Ventilator,” and in bar of all claim for the same, 
$10,000, the same having been thoroughly: tested by consent 
ofthe inventor, for the last ten years; to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. . 

Mr. HOUSTON, - Thatis a private claim, and 
I raise the question that it. is not in order. 

Mr. SWEETSER. The gentleman is mistaken; 
this is not à private claim. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair: thinks that 
the amendment is not in order.. - pane 

Mr. SWEETSER., I. desire to call the atten- 
tion ofthe Chair to the fact that this bill proposes to 
sustain the Navy, and to. make the necessary ap- 
propriation for that purpose. The amendment I | 
have offered is for the accomplishment of that very 
object. ` a; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair-decides the 
amendment to be outofordér, (78 a00 00 

Mr. SWEETSER. Inasmuch as I am seri- 
ously pressing this amendment, and desire to have: 


the committee give it å- fair hearing, I 
peal-fronicthat decision, ~~ a 


The question was then put; “¢ Shall the decis- 


ion of the Chair stand as the-judgment of the com- 

‘mittee ??? and it was agreed to, >> > 2 

~ So the decision of the Chair. was sustained: ~ 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Iam instructed 


by.the.Committeg.on Naval Affairs to move to. in-- 


sert, after the word ‘ building,’ in the following: 
: -« Portsmouth; New. Hampshire.- For building: timber 


“shed No. 29, foundation for shores at railway, drains, gut--|[- 


“—thése words—"" 7” Si Sin eer is ae 
Céoper’s shop and watchman’s quarters, quay-wall south 
sof basin ep eS | i oe a AT yN 
—and-to-incréase the appropriation to $58,093, 95. 
<" T have'béen instructed to moye to restore the ori- 
ginal- appropriation for the various navy-yards; 
and I will state here now generally, as I do not 


ters, and paving, and repairs.of all Kinds, $35,041 23°°— 


wish to‘ trouble the committee particularly. upon | 


these various amendments as they come up,.ex- 
cept on the one for the navy-yard at Memphis, 
that the amount of reduction. of the éstimates of 
the Secretary of the Navy for hospitalsand navy- 
yards is-something about $500,000. - 

The chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means addressed a letter to the Secretary of the 
Navy, inquiring-whether some ofthese appropri- 
ations could notbe postponed. TheSecretary of 
the Navy replies that they arein-his judgment ab- 


‘solutely necessary; but that about $175,000. of 


them: could be. postponed without injury‘to the 
public service. I, myself do ‘not see why these 


works, if they are absolutely necessary, should be | 


thrown over for a succeeding year, with the over- 
flowing treasury that we have. The Committee. 
on Naval Affairs have instructed’ me to restore 
only such of these works as the Secretary of the 
Navy, and the officers under him, believe to. be 
absolutely. and indispensably necessary to be 
completed at the present time. - This amendment 
is in accordance with the recommendation of the 


‘Secretary of the Navy, and the decision of the 


Committee on Naval: Affairs. The proposition 
is to reduce the original estimates of the Secretary 
ofthe Navy. by. $175,000. for improvements, which 
he says:can be 
public service. ‘That. restores all except the par- 
ticular works which the Secretary of the Navy 
says can be postponed without injury.to the pùb- 
lic service until the next fiscal year. It is for the 
committee to determine whether: the estimates of 
the Department shall be sustained in all their use- 
fulness or not. In offering this amendment, I 
only discharge the duty which the Committee on 
Naval Affairs imposed upon me. 

Mr. PHELPS. I am -opposed to the amend- 
ment submittéd by the gentleman from. Tennes- 
see [Mr. Sranron] under the instructions of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. The Committee of 
Ways and Means, at the time these estimates 
were before them, had occasion to examine them 
with a great deal of particularity. Itis true, as 
stated by the gentleman from ‘Tennessee, [Mr. 
Stanron,] that a letter was addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, inquiring what estimates 
might be dispensed with. Certain estimates were 
indicated by him which could be. postponed until 
some subsequenttime. The Commitieeof Ways 
and Means were not satisfied with the answer 
given by the bureau. having charge of these mat- 
ters, and a sub-committee of the Committee of 
Ways and Means called. upon the officér having 
charge of these propositions, and interrogated him 
in relation-to the items of appropriations. for the 
support and maintenance of the navy-yard. The 
result of the inquiry made by this sub-committee 


is contained in the appropriations as specified in. 


this. bill. - ‘The Secretary of the Navy estimated 
$81,120 as being necessary for making the proper 
repairs at the navy-yard at. Portsmouth; - but 


jupon a reinvestigation of his estimates, he was 


induced to reduce that sum $23,000.. The sub- 


committee, in their inquiries, were of the opinion: 
that the yery items-which the gentleman from. 


Tennessee [Mr. Sranron] tiow proposes to re- 
store, might be dispensed with at the present time. 
The items he intends to insert in the bill are’ for 
erecting the cooper’s shop and watchmen’s quar- 
ters; and forthe erection of a quay-wall south 
of the basin. Commodore Smith, upon whom we 
called in relation to these estimates; stated, that so 
far as the appropriation for the watchmen’s quar- 
ters.and cooper’s shop was concerned, it might be 


take an ap- 


postponed without injury to: the 


-deferred another year. There isan extensive coop- 
er’s shop at the navy-yard, only. fifty-six miles 
from the one now under construttion: There is an 


old one at the navy-yard at Portsmouth; and the, 


committee were.of the opinion; from: all the in- 


-formation they received ‘upon the subjéct,'that it 


would answer the-purpose very well for the time, - 


‘and for two or three yéars to.come.' 


‘Mr-STANTON. ‘I desire to correct the gen- ° 


tleman.. Heres the letter of the Secretary: *. 
Mr. PHELPS.. I did not: obtain the, informa- 


-tiori from the Secretary, bécausé he'knew nothing: 
in relation to the matter; but I-went to the com-' 
modore, who had charge of these matters, and.. 
‘there 1 obtained: iriformation, much better than’ 


from the Secretary—from‘the man who made up, 
in agreat degree, the estimates. ik 

“Mr. STANTON. 
-that same bureau.” : rai 

. Mr. PHELPS. Have you thé estimates and 
answers, given tothe intėrrogàtories propounded 
by the Committee of ‘Ways and: Means to, that 
commodore, when these matters were under. ex- 
amination? -I have that information, and'I say 


| that the appropriations which the Committee of. 
Ways and Means have stricken out for the navy- - 


yard at Portsmouth, are not needed at thé present 


time. The other.appropriation was for the construc= 


tion of a quay-wall, connecting with.the stone work. 
contiguous with the dock, which would be neces-. 
sary if the. dock. should prove fit to answer the 
purposes for which it was intended.- The gentle- 
man from Tennessee (Mr. Sranron] is- of the 
opinion that the. new dock erected at Portsmouth 
will answer the purposés‘for: which it is.intended, 
and if it does, the appropriation for~that quay- 


‘wall, at. the present time, is not necessary. . This 


was the result to'which the Committee of. Ways 
and Means arrived, and they, therefore, dimin~ 
ished, those estimates by-these amounts. , Now, 
then,. refer again to the unexpended - balances 
which may be expended in improvements at the 
Portsmouth:navy-yard, and you‘have some $8,814 


: of unexpended appropriations upon the first.day of, 


July last,as’repotted to us from the ‘Treasury 


Department. I believe the gentlenian from Ten-. 


nessee proposes to increase this, by. something like 
$22,000. Then the only matter-in-dispute between 
the gentleman and myself is $14,000. As Ire- 


r marked before, upon the examination of Commo- | 
dore Smith, at the time that three members of the 
committee were present, and upon the explana- 


tions given to us of. the manner in which he pro- 
posed to expend ‘the money, the Committee of 


. Ways.and Means arrived at. the conclusion that 


the appropriation. was not needed and might be 
safely dispensed with. For these reasons, I oppose 


the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Sranron.] | ee res ana 
Mr. STANTON. `I hope F may be allowed to 
say that the Secretary of the Navy called-our 
attention Lary ye! ‘to those reductions. : 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 
The question'was then taken. upon Mr. STAN- 
Ton’s amendment, and it was rejected. ` ' 
The following section was then read: , 
"Boston; Massachusetts : For rain-water cistern, pitch- 


. house and oakum loft, muster-office, and repairs of all 


kinds, $28,100,” 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Iam instructed 
to offer an amendment to that section restoring the 
appropriations, except those which the Secretary 
of the Navy says can be postponed: for another 
year. After the word ‘for, I move to insert 
“ grading and paving timber shed No. 31; coal- 
house near rope-walk;”’ and to increase the appro- 
priation to $48,743 es 

I beg leave to say, in reply to what the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Pueurs] has stated in 
the last speech he made upon this subject, that the 
Secretary of the Navy considered these matters so 
important and indispensable that before he went 
out of office he addressed a letter to our committee 
requesting’us to Investigate them. I have his let- 
ter before ‘me now, in-which he states that be con- 
sidered.these works as indispensable. The head 
of the Bureau, to which the gentleman has referred, 
made the same statement tome no longer than 
three.days ago, and I have the statement of that 
Bureau, to which the Committee on Naval Affairs 
have precisely conformed. Although I am not 
personally acquainted with all the different navy- 
yards, and the precise necessity for these different 


This is a statement from - 
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works, I believe that the estimates of. the officers 
in this respect ought to be trusted, and. that. the 
appropriations for these purposes ought to be re- 
stored. R deste S ap ye, aD ie 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I am opposed: to 
the amendment of the gentleman. from. nieces 
[Mr. Sranrow.].. Ido not think that there is any 
occasion to raise this appropriation, because there 
will be enough in the appropriation as-the bill “is 
to carry this Administration through its term to 
the 4th of March next. With $24,000 unexpend- 
ed balance there will be nobody embarrassed; and 
if we fail to pass the amendment, the incoming 
Democratic Administration can stand a great deal 
of. embarrassment, and I think that the amend- 
ment ought to be voted down. 

Mr. MILLSON. I propose to. increase the 
amendment #100. ` I do so for the purpose of having 
an opportunity of stating that if the. reductions 
made by the Committee of Ways and Means have 
been as injudicious and as injurious in this case as 
I know them to have been in the case of the navy- 
yard at Gosport, I may fairly. infer that the ori- 
ginal estimates were not too large.. Now, in rela- 
tion to what the gentleman: from Missouri [Mr. 
Pux.ps] says as to his conversation with the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, I can only say that both the 
Secretary ofthe Navy and Commodore Smith have 
expressed to me much dissatisfaction at the reduc- 
tions made by the Committee of Waysand Means, 
and have told me that they had brought the esti- 
mates down to the lowest possible sum consistent 
with the public service. -I know that the estimates 
made for the navy-yard at Gosport were cut down 
by the .Department.. They were cut down from 
$290,000, estimated for by one of the most judi- 
cious officers that ever commanded at that navy- 
yard, to about $170,000, and the. Committee of 

ays and Means :struck' down this estimate to: 
about $80,000, being little more than one’ fourth 
of the amount estimated to be necessary by this 

‘commandant. -I will not now go into an examin- 
ation of the amendments: proposed to be offered 
by the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr.Sranton,] 
by the direction of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, in reference to the appropriation for the 
Gosport navy-yard. When I do come to con- 
„sider that matter, I hold myself ready to demon- 
strate to the House, both from the testimony of 
valuable officers of the Government and‘ from my 
owp personal knowledge, that the appropriations 
asked for by the. Department were not one dollar 
too large; and inferring. that the estimates were 
made with as much discretion for the yard now 
under consideration, [trust that if the amendment 
which I have offered, and which I only propose 
for the purpose of enabling me to express my 
general views upon this subject, may not pass, 
_ that at least the amendment of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs may prevail. : ` 
“Mr. PHELPS. Iam opposed to the amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia, [Mr. Miuuson.] It.proposes to increase 
the amount specified in the amendment of the gen- 
tleman, from Tennessee, (Mr: Sranron;] and in 
opposing it, I shall take occasion to explain my 
views in regard, to the amendment of the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee. The ‘estimates submitted 
to this House for the improvement: of the navy- 
yard at Boston involve the expenditure of some- 
thing like $74,000 during the present: fiscal year. 
Commodore Smith, who has charge of this de- 
artment, stated in a letter to the Committee of 
ays and Means, written in answer to one ad- 
dressed to him by that committee, that $17,500 
for the rebuilding of a smithery, might be omitted 
from the appropriation. ‘The gentleman from 
Tennessee proposes to increase the sum $3,900, 
in one instance; and for erecting a coal-house and 
rope-walk, $6,742—making an increase of some- 
thing upwards -of $10,000. Now, there is, as I 
remarked before, an unexpended balance of more 
than $24,000 for the purpose of completing the 
improvements in the navy-yard at Boston, which 
exceeds the amount which the gentleman from 


` Tennessee proposes to increase this appropri- | 


ation. See 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. . lask the gen- 
tleman if he is not aware of the fact that that 


unexpended balance will be required for the com- 


pletion of other works that are in progress?) 
Mr. PHELPS.’ The Committee of Ways and 

Means were not informed that such will be the 

case, when they called for balances of appropri- 


t 


‘partment, 


ations standing on the books of the Treasury De- 
i It was theduty of the Secrétary to 
inform-us that this balance of appropriation would 
be needed for the purpose of completing improve- 


-ments already in process of being constructed. In 


some instances that course was’ pursued by the 
Department, but such was not the -case in this 
instance... 9 > > Be re ae 

But the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayty] 


| seems to think that the Committee of. Ways and 


Means are desirous of embarrassing the incoming 
Administration, from his remark, that the amounts 


į specified in the bill will be sufficient to carry 


through this Administration, and let the incoming 
Democratic Administration take all its embarrass- 
ments upon it. The Committee of Ways and 
Means have pursued no such course, and'when 
the gentleman from Virginia makes an imputation 
of that kind, he makes one that is not.supported 
by the facts. > z ; 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I believe. no fur- 


ther amendment is in order. : 


.Mr. MILLSON.. With the consent of the 
committee, I will withdraw my amendment. 
There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn, ; ; ; 
Mr. BAYLY. I movetoamend the amendment 
by increasing. th@appropriation $200. The gentle- 
man from Missouri israther swift in undertaking to, 
charge me with having assailed the Committee of 
Ways and Means in this respect. I have. ab- 
stained from doing it, and nobody ought to know 
that better than the gentleman himself. : 
Mr. PHELPS. I understood the gentleman 
from Virginia, when he was addressing the com- 
mittee, to say that the amount specified in the 
bill was sufficient to enable this Administration to 
get along, but that that. amount, without any in- 
crease to it, would leave the incoming Administra- 
tion, which he believed would. be a Democratic 
Administration, embarrassed and incumbered for 


want of means. 
Mr. BAYLY. ‘That is precisely what I did 


say. 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well; was not that an 
imputation on the committee? 

Mr. POLK. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
allow.meto propound an inquiry to the gentleman 
from Missouri? ‘I will occupy Bui a moment. 

Mr. BAYLY. My times short, but I cannot 
refuse my friend from Tennessee. 

Mr. POLK. The. gentleman. from. Missouri 
has assumed the privilege of defending the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means for their reductions of 
the estimates of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and of the Department.. I-want to know of him, 
to what extent that committee has exercised this 
economy in the reduction of the recommendations 
of the Secretary of the Navy and of the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. PHELPS. Asto the recommendations of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, I am not advised 
of them: 

Mr. POLK. I wish to. know if the gentleman 
understands my question? He surely has mind 
enough to comprehend aplain question. Ifhe has 
not, he must be a little inefficient as a member of 
that committee. 

Mr. PHELPS. Perhaps as inefficient as some 
other members of this House. 

Mr. POLK. I want to know to what extent 
the Committee of Ways and Means have gone in 
their reductions? 

Mr. PHELPS. I understand the gentleman to 
inquire how much the Committee of Ways and 
Means have cut down the estimates reported by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs 

“Mr. POLK. And the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. PHELPS.. Ianswer that inquiry by say- 
ing that I did not know what the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee on Naval Affairs were. 

Mr. POLK. ‘Then I understand that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means are ignorant of what 
they are one : 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs do not submit estimates to the Committee of 
Ways and Means. ; 

r. POLK: WhatI-want to know is, if the 
gentleman from’ Missouri, as a member of the 
Committeé of Ways and Means, understands what 
he.is doing in recommending reduction .in the 
appropriations for this arm of the service. If he 
does not understand it, he has no right to talk 
about it. S 
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Mr. BAYLY. I-cannot yield the floor any 
longer. The only point that T have to make with 
the gentleman from Missouri is, that he seemed tò- 
imply that I had cast an imputation upon. the 
Comiinittee of Ways and Means. It will: be’ for 
the House to judge. whether it was an imputation 
upon their motives and purposes or their. wisdom: 
If it was the latter, [ cannot help myself; ‘it cer- 
tainly was not the former. Butif T had desired to 
make- a point upon that, member of the committee 
~and certainly I shall never make one upon the 
committee itself—I could. not have had a. better 
point than the member himself has supplied me 
with, « : Bienes Wa 
Mr..SKELTON. 1 call the gentleman to or- 
der; he is making personal remarks instead ‘of 
speaking to his amendment. . TER : 
Mr. BAYLY. I wantto show the gentleman 
from Missouri that his sources of information 


were irregular. 
Here the hammer fell] f ; 
r. STANTON, of Tennessee. Iam opposed 
to the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia 
because I am-in favor of the original amount, and 
I rise for the purpose of reading a single sentence - 
from the letter of the Secretary ofthe Navy. Now, 
the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. Paces] would 
have this committee to understand that when. the 
Secretary of the Navy makes his estimate, and. 
declares this amount to’ be ‘necessary for thé ser- 
vice of the current year, he has not takén into 
consideration the unexpended balance of the. ap“ 
propriation for the former: year: Sir, this is a - 
grave imputation upon the Secretary of the Navy, 
upon the Committee on Naval Affairs, and upon 
everybody who has had anything to do with these 
estimates. The Secretary of the Navy, in his 
letter, says:: : ; i 
«I have only to superadd that the estimates were care- 
fully prepared, and that only so much was asked ‘under 
each head of appropriation as was decmed necessary for 
the service of the year”? í cot 
Something-has been said about embarrassing the 
incoming Administration. I should rather be dis- 
posed, if I could ehtertain the opinion of any gen- 
tleman in this Elouse, that the charge would more 
properly be made.against the gentlemen upon the 
other side of the House, because they do not seem 
to be very much disposed to sustain the estimates 
of the present Administration. Sir, 1 advocate, 
these approptiations not because this:Administra~ 
tion has recommended them, or because the next 
Administration will have to expend ‘the money, 
but becausé they are necessary for the public ser- 


vice. : ; NA A 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope the 
gentleman does not mean to charge us with at- 
tempting to embarrass the incoming Administra- 
tion.. It would be very unkind of us to ‘hurt our 
own friends. {Laughter.} à 
Mr. BAYLY. I now withdraw that amend- 
ment, and move to amend the amendment soas to 
increase the amount $300. ; i 
Mr. Chairman, to preclude a point of order, I 
desire to state in the beginning that the remarks 
whichI am going to make in favor of this amend- 
ment arè to show that the source of information 
upon which the gentleman from. Missouri relies 
for his reductions is a source of information to 
which he had no right to address himself, and one 
to which this House ought not to refer. I should 
not have gone into this matter if the gentleman. 
had not gratuitously gone out of his way to say 
that I had ‘cast imputations upon: the Committee 
of Ways and Means, But as he has done that, T 
mean to show that in his conduct in this. matter 
che has not acted according to the proper under- 
standing of the relations between the legislative 
and executive departments of the Government, 
and of official etiquette. Now, sir, he has no right 
to know Commodore Smith—noneatall. He has 
no right, in reference to this matter, to know any- 
body but the Secretary of the Navy or the Pres- 
ident of the United States. Ata former day, this 
practice was carried so far—i know the fact—that 
orders were issued to each of the executive de- 
partments requiring that before letters or inquiries 
from members of Congress, or elsewhere, should 
be answered, they should go through the hands of 
the head of the Department; and there is nobody 
who- will reflect upon this matter. -> ; 
Mr. HOUSTON. Willi the gentleman’ let me 
į interrupt him for one moment? => -o 
Mr. BAYLY. I beg the gentleman to let me 
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answer his colleague on the committee... I do not: 
assail him. I shall not do it. he a 
Mr. HOUSTON.” The gentleman is assailihg 
the action of the. Committee of Ways and Means: 
- Mr. BAYLY. ‘Yes, sir, it was irregular... No 
member: of this House who understands the rela- 
tions: between. the Executive and Congress, or 
who understands proper official etiquette, willever 
go mousing about the bureaus and clerks” offices 
to get:liis* information. It is his duty to go to” 
headquarters.. And, sir, if I was the Secretary 
of'the Navy and the head:of one of my bureaus 
was to undertake to answer. inquiries in. relation: 
to the duties of. my Department, I would rebuke 
him for it severely, caet 0 3006 ee 
. Mr. STANTON, of Tennessée... Will the gen-. 
tleman allow me to. state the fact; that the written’ 
statement. of: the head of the bureau ‘asks for the, 


appropriations as L have stated, and that the gen-’ 


tleman from Missouri relies upon verbal statements 
made in conversation. : Tar arra 
Mn BAYLY: Ihave no doubt of it, and that 
shows the impropriety of this House listening to 
a mere private. conversation with the head of a 
buregu in place of responsible and official com- 
munications from the head of.the Department. If 
ow depart from responsible official statements 
for which public officers: can be held responsible, 
and go to acting upon such. information as the 
entleman from Missouri, who undertakes to re- 
Puke me, comes here upon, you are sure to'be de- 
ceived and misled. ee ae 
“Mr. PHELPS. Now, sir, when that’ gentle- 


man undertakes to say that à member of ‘the Na- | 


tional Legislature‘can go.nowhere but to.a Secre: 
tary to obtain information upon those matters on 
which he is to legislate, he has misrepresented 
the American people and the, character of an 
American legislator. . ee ee 

Mr. FITCH. I call the gentleman to order, 
I think we have had enough of this. . 

Mr. PHELPS. The Committee will bear with 
me for One word further. I regret that anything 
of an unfriendly nature has occurred iif this com- 
mittee. But Iam only defending myself and my 
own action, and if I have cast “an arrow, it has 
been because an’arrow has been first hurled at me, 

Mr, BAYLY. You began it yourself. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania.. I call both 
the gentlemen to order. 1 think it is a fair set-off 
now. ` 

‘Mr. PHELPS. I will now confine my remarks 
to the subject-matter before the committee, and I 
trust, without indulging in any personality. There 
has been enough of it, Itis contrary to my nature. 
I desire nothing of the kind. The gentleman from 
Virginia took occasion to refer to the manner in 
which the Committee of Ways and- Means had 
cut down these estimates. Now, I find that when 
he.was chairman of the committee he struck out” 
one of the very items of appropriation which the 
committee has now stricken out. Does. the gen- 
tleman recollect that? 

Mr. BAYLY. The rejection of that item by 
the Committee of Ways and Means was after a 
communication from the Secretary of the Navy, 
in which the points were indicated where these 
reductions could be made. 

Mr. PHELPS. Very well. I hold in my hands 


the estimates submitted at the last session of Con- | 


gress. It was brought directly before the House, 
the same item being stricken out. Why did not 
the Committee of Ways and Means embrace it 
then, instead of throwing it over to this session? 
You could dispense with it then, and we can dis- 
pense with it now. Thatis one of the items which 
we have stricken out. The information in relation 
to the estimates submitted by the Secretaries, is 
collected from each bureau under their control. 
Under ‘their authority, each bureau is required to 
submit all the estimates which it believes are ne- 
cessary for all purposes in carrying on the affairs. 
of the Government; and if it is thought necessary 
to strike down any of these estimates, the matter 
is submitted to the Secretary, and finally sent back 
to the chief of the buréau; under whose control it 
comes for reduction. ae 

Mr. POLK. Has not the Committee of Ways 


and Means, in the estimates they have submitted - 


to this House, reduced the’estimates as furnished 
by. the Secretary of the Navy, more than thirty 
per cent.? ` ote 

Mr. PHELPS. They have not reduced them 
more than thirty per cent.; however, I cannot re- 


fer to the exact amount at this moment.’ I have it 
here on my desk, but it takes some time to refer 
to it, and as a matter of course, too-much to'be 


accomplished in a five minutes speech., Why 
-does the Com 


rand ask to have them restored? « a Gt es 
Mr. POLK. -As one-of the members of that | 


committee, 1 will tell the gentleman the grounds 
on-which their action has-been founded. - 9° 7: 


--Mr. PHELPS. L[cannot’ yield to.the gentle- 


man now. - + f a REAN 
‘Mr. BAYLY. With ‘the consent of the-com- 


| mittee; I will withdraw my. amendment, 


There being no objection, the amendment was. 

withdrawn. > 0 ~ SG ae 

. Mr. DUNHAM moved: to amend the amend- 

ment, by reducing the amount $300. ae 
Mr. D. said: Mr. Chairman, [am a member of 


the Committee of Ways and Means, as is well | 


known’ to this House. Ihave yet to learn what 
is the duty of a committee of this House, if the 


‘estimates: of the Secretary and the estimates of 


your bureaus are to be sent to this House, and we 


-have nothing to-do but to ratify the decrees that 


come to us from the Departments, If this is to 
be our duty, we had better go home to our con- 
stituents, than to be sitting here carrying out this 


useless expenditure. I believe L was not sent here |, 
-for that purpose. My-constituents sent me here 


to look after the affairs of Government, and in 
doing so, to exercise: my judgment in my legisla- 
tive capacity in looking after the estimates sent to 


this House, and the appropriations which we'are 


asked to sanction, which my constituents help to 
pay into the Treasury. And I ask, Mr. Chair- 
man, if this is not just what we are doing ?-What 
is the Committee of Ways and Means appointed 
for? Why do you send your bills to your com- 
mittées, if you do not expect them to examine 
those bills, and to have recourse to all proper 
sources for information, and then upon that inform- 
ation to form their judgment, and report that 
judgment to the House. And I have yet to learn 
that it is improper, when we come here. with all 
the means of information, to resort to any means 
which are not discourteous or illegal, in order. to 
see what is right and what is wrong. 

` Mr; GOODENOW. - I-rise to a question. of 
order. I submiit that the gentleman is out of or- 
der. “He is-defending the Committee of Ways 


and Means, and not advocating the amendment 


he hus offered: I for one am satisfied that the 
Committee of Ways and Means have discharged 
their duty, but I wish to interpose an objection to 
this kindof debate. We are called upon at this 
late period in the session. to attend to important 
business, and I shall interpose objections to any 
unnecessary discussion. f 

Mr. DUNHAM. If members of this House 
would be as anxious to examine intò these mat- 
ters: as are the Committee of Ways and Means, 
they would have the information necessary to act 
upon. y i . 
PMi: STANTON, of Tennessee. I wish to say 
that I am not disposed to censure the Committee 
of Ways and Means, in exercising their judgment 
in reference to this appropriation. 

Mr. DUNHAM. Mr. Chairman, 
know who is entitled to the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentle- 
man from Indiana has expired. _ The gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Stanton] is entitled*to the 

oor. 

"Mr. McMUELIN. I move that the committee 


do now rise. : 


I désire to 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. -I believe I am 


entitled to the floor: 1 was proceeding to say, that 
I do not censure the Committee of Ways and 
Means for exercising their judgment in reference 
to appropriations, nor. for varying the estimates 
of the Navy Department; but T hold them respon- 
sible for a correct exercise of that judgment.. That 
is the only difficulty—that is the only question of 
difference between the Committee of. Ways-and 
Means and the Committee.on Naval Affairs. The 
judgment of the Committee of Ways and Means 
is one way, and the judgment of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs is another. oe 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call the 
gentleman to order. -Hie is not speaking to the 
amendment at all. - i i 

Mr. McMULLIN. -F move that the committee 
do now rise. 3 

The motion was not agreed to. 


miiteé on Naval Affairs come Herë,” 


‘Mr. DUNHAM. ‘With the consent of the com- 
mittee I withdraw. my amendment, ~ 

` There being no objection; the amendment was 
withdrawn... oe Ae i 


| The question was then taken on Mr. Sranron’s 
amendment, and-it was not ‘agreed to—ayes- 36, 


noes not-counted.. 2 =~ l 


` Mr STANTON, of Tennessee, ünder: the in- 
strüctions of the Committee.on Naval. Affairs, of- | 
fered the following amendment: `> ar 

In Hne ninety-eight, after word “ sav-mill,” insert: "> 
--Commander’s house ; house for officers ; lime, pitch, and 
coal-house ; paving gutters, and flagging; filling in timber 
pond— .: gh oie S o Pau ¿ 


and increase the amount to’ $162,000; 30 that the 


section would read; , A 
‘New York, New York: To complete saw-mi!), com- 
mander’s house, house of officers, Hime; pitch, and coal- 
house, paving gutters and flagging, filling in timber. pond, 
quay wall, dredging channels, water tank, and lighter gas 
pipes and fixtures, lightning ‘conductors, continuation of 
sewer, machinery, &c., for engine house, and repairs of all 
kinds, $162,000... , SaS Ye Sota Y Fae 
Mr. S. said: The same explanation applies to 
this as to the amendment just voted down. -| -> 
Mr. PHELPS. ‘Fhe Committee of Ways and 
Means, upon examination of the estimates for this 
item, reduced them to the amiount specified in the 
bill. I will only remark further, that in the defi- 
ciency bill the sum of. $95,000 was appropriated 
to be expended at the Brooklyn navy-yard. °° 
Mr. BOWNE. - I wish to call the attention of 
the committee to one fact.. 7 , a : 
The CHAIRMAN. Further debate is not in 
order. upon the amendment... 
Mr. BOWNE.: Then I move to increase the 


‘appropriation’ $300. ` F do it for the purpose of 


calling the attention of. the committee to this fact. 
I find in cutting down.the’ estimates for the navy- 
yard at Memphis, here at Washington, and in 
the most unimportant points in the country, they 
reduced about twenty-five or thirty per cent., birt 
when we come to the navy-yard at Brooklyn,. 
these estimates are cut down some fifty per cent. 
Now, it is well known that there is not ‘a ship 
fitted out in’ the United States that does not have. 
to come to Brooklyn to be completed. ~ ns 
Mr. DUNHAM. Idid not know that officers® 


„houses were very necessary in. fitting out vd 
for sea. [Laugliter.]. But, as my colleague [Mr. 


Puers) has already. stated, one reason why the 
appropriations or estimates were cut-down more 
for Brooklyn than for the points'to which the gen- 
tleman has alluded, was that there was’a very 
large appropriation for'that point even now. 

The question was. taken, and. the amendment 
was not agreed to. 


Mr. FLORENCE, under instructions of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, offered.the following 
amendment: -° > i i 

In line one hundred and six, after the word “ kettles,?” 
insert: ae : DE ‘ a 

Extensión of pier wharf No. 4 $-filling up and grading— 
and increase appropriation to $59,248 20; so that 
the section would read as follows: -. ie 

& Philadelphia, Pennsylvania : For. shed to cover north 
railway, covering to south-railway, steam-box.and pitch- 


„ketes, extension of pier wharf No. 4,-filling up and grad- 


ing, mooring anchors for dry-doek, dredging channel, cori- 


‘tinuing pavement to wharf, cross-paving to smithery, and 


from thence tothe dock’ basin, paving round west end of 


` ship-house, paving wharf No.3 to ship-house, paving. bè- 


tween ways of ‘dock, paving between timber sheds, com- 
pleting gutters and drains, completing shed No. 5, extend- 
ing gas pipes, &c., extending water pipes one thousand 
feet, and repairs of all kinds, $59,248 20,7 ` 


Mr. FLORENCE ‘said: I have but little doubt 
it is almost unnecessary for me to occupy time, 
or to say much in favor of or upon the subject.of 
the amendment. which I have offered. Indeed, 
when'l shall have briefly explained the necessity, 
the absolute necessity; sir, there is for the ap- 
propriation, I anticipate it will be sustained, 


‘rather than opposed, by the Committee of Ways 


and Means. I desire to sav, because it is my 
duty to do so, that the Philadelphia navy-yard is 
in my district, and I have some knowledge of its 
situation and of the protection necessary to secure 
the public property deposited there. The appro- 
priation for the building-of pier wharf No.4 was 
asked in the estimate submitted from the Navy 
Department. . By the instruction of the Commit- 
tee on Naval A ffairs---whose attention was called 
to the fact that the appropriation was stricken out 
by the Committee of Ways and Means, as well 
as the amount for the paving and grading neces- 
sary to put the navy-yard in a condition to ren- 
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der it available. for the purposes for which it is 


used—~I have offered this amendment. The build- 


ing of pier. wharf No. 4 is required for protection 


to the dry-dock, which cost the Government’ | 


nearly or quite $850,000 to coiistruct, besides be- 
ing necessary for the ordinary naval purposes of- 
the yard in safely mooring vessels of war, and 
providing them a safe harbor during the preva- 
lence of storms, and- to secure them from injury 
by icé during the-winter. But $11,000 is asked 
for the purpose: of building. the pier, which ‘cer- 


tainly is not niuch when. the advantages ‘to result” 


from it are`so great, «At least.-$1,000,000 worth 
of Government property will be protected from 
injuryif it is built. > : ee D 

The port warden’s line having been extended 
some three or four hundred feet further: east, by 
which the navy-yard property has been materially 
enlarged, has rendered a considerable amount of 
paving and grading-absolutely necessary, and this 
may be urged as an additional reason for building 
the wharf pier. By extending the depth of the 
navy-yard, the Government of the United States 
have had their property largely: added to in ex- 
tent of territory, and increased in value perhaps 
$100,000. . ia sete 

‘During the time the dredging was going on, by 
which a sufficient depth of water was obtained to 
successfully test the sectional dry-dock, by dock- 
ing the steamship City of Pittsburg, and the Uni- 
ted States steamship Saranac, the soil at the bot- 
tom of the river was found to be an excellent kind 
of gravel, which was used for filling up and level- 
ing the navy-yard. The use of this gravel saved 
an expenditure of a large sum of money. The 
-improvements, however, are all in an. unfinished 
state, and the amount I have asked for, and which 
I hope may be added to the’ appropriation, is: ne- 
cessary to finish them. It is, I assure the com- 
mittee, economical to do so. There is much val- 
uable property deposited in our navy-yard, con- 
sisting of ship timber and valuable materials for 
building vessels of war. made ` 

The buildings in which this..material is depos- 
ited are valuable. The improvements projected 
will protect all the property of the Government, 
whether it is store-houses, ship-houses, shops, or 
the great structure which, I regret-to say, has 
been so little used to test the skill and handicraft 
of our intelligent mechanics, since it has been 
made capable of use. I refer, of course, to the 
sectional dry-dock. Indeed, it seems to me we 
have to contend against fearful odds. Whenever 
‘anything is asked for Philadelphia, a sturdy oppo- 
sition is manifested, which is, to me, most surpris- 
ing. [indulge a hope it will. soon be otherwise. - 

I submit this amendment, then, sir, with great 
confidence to ‘this’ committee, not only because I 
have had an opportunity of judging by personal 
observation of the necessity of its passage, which 
the Committee of Ways and Means have not 
had; but because I apprehend I have given good 
reason why it should be adopted... I do not wish 
to impugn their motives in having’ refused to 
put-it in their estimates. I would not do so for 
the world; not I. I do not wish to accuse them 
of ignorance; no, no. I have too much respect 
for them to do that. But they have not had the 


opportunity of observation at Philadelphia indi- | 


vidually which I have had. . Yet they have taken 
upon themselves to cut down this appropriation, 
and l am sure without knowing the disadvantage 
and loss which may result from it. Hence my 
remarks, which I am sure will exercise the influ- 
ence I desire they should.. And as I believe they 
are now convinced that $11,000 for the building 
of pier wharf No. 4 will protect propert which 
cost the Government $850,000; and. when the 
amount asked for that purpose, and for grading, 
paving, &c., will save three, four, or five times 
the amount of property, which may be washed 
away by high tides, the overflow of the wharves, 
or from the effect of heavy rains, I feet sure that 
the Committee of Ways and Means will not op- 
pose this amendment, but will sustain it. lonly 


ask, sir, that sheer justice may be done us. My | 


constituents, I may here say, are not an exacting 


people; yet they ask that a share of the patronage | 


of the Government may be distributed amongst 
them; and they feel an equal interest in the pro- 
tection of the property of 
diately under their eye. 
may be passed, and not share the 
which have preceded it. 


I hope the amendment 
fate of others 


the Government immé- , 


Mr. CARTTER, ‘I am opposed to the'amend- 


-ment and in favor of the economy which guided 


the Committee of. Ways and Means: in their- re- 
trenchment of these appropriations for the navy- 
yards: Having no war abroad, the efforts of local 


districts have been turned to the protection of the 
Navy at home, and the last that we heard of: this, 


Navy in this House was a proposition to clean’up 


| after them in the Straits of Gibraltar, ‘[laughter, | 


where they‘had not skill and power enough to do 


í it themselves. : ae mie 
Mr. FLORENCE. I call the gentleman to 


order; and I submit that the Straits of Gibraltar 
have nothing to do.with the building of pier No. 
4, in the city of Philadelphia, and the agreeing to 
the paving of the navy-yard at that place. ` 
‘Mr. CARTTER. “That is the last we heard of 
the Navy abroad. ‘Now we find the Committee 
of Ways and Means, through the representatives: 
of these various navy-yards at home, assailed for 
doing—what?) For retrenching expenditures in 
protecting the Navy at home, which is unfit for sea; 
and this Representative of Philadelphia here, (Mr. 
Fiorence, | for Buncombe, or other purpose, gets 
up here and talks about making land for the Uni- 
ted States, and making new area for the navy- 
yard, and all this gammon and gas that has nothing 
to do with the expenses of the country. Every- 
body here understands that itis a little dung-hill 
effort to get a few votes in that district. [Laugh- 


ter. 

‘dr. FLORENCE. I cannot notice a remark 
of that kind. (Laughter.] My constituents sent 
me here for another purpose, but I desire 

Mr. CARTTER. I desire to occupy the floor. 

Mr. FLORENCE. _ I desire to explain-— 

Mr. CARTTER. You cannot do it. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] to order for 
calling my colleague, [Mr. Frorence,] who has 
proved himself game, a dung-hill cock. [Great 
ss en 

Mr. ORR. I move that the committee rise. 

[Cries of ‘t No t”? No!” and ‘Let us take a 
recess |” 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call fora division 
of the House upon that motion. 

The House was then divided on the question, 
and there were upon a division—ayes 64, noes 61. 

Before the result was announced— 

Mr. VENABLE called for tellers; which. were 
ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER and VENABLE 
appointed. ` : 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 58, noes 63. 

So the committee refused to rise. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 move that the 
committee take a recess until seven o’clock this 
evening. : 

The question was then taken upon the motion, 
and it was not agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Florence, it was put, and the amend- 
ment was not agreed to. 


The next clause that came up for consideration 
was as follows: ` ; 

c Wasbington, District of Columbia: For completing 
ordnance bulding number eleven, fitting up timber. dock, 
completing saw-mill, completing copper rolling: mill, com- 
pleting railway, completing side lathes-in“macbine-shop, 
and repairs of all kinds, $133,778. i 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. By the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Naval Affairs, | move 
to amend the clause by inserting after the word 
‘railway,’ the words ‘* commander's house, stone 
wharf, on south front of yard,” and to strike out 
the words ‘$123,778, and insert °° $153,433.” 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreéd to. m : 

The next clause was then read, as follows: 

«c Norfolk, Virginia: For. store-house number fourteen, 
wharf north side of timber-dock, culvert, dredging machine, 
and repairs of all kinds, $80,732 20.” 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. By the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Naval Affairs, I move 
to amend that clause by inserting after the word 
“Virginia,” the words ‘* for extending wharves, 
quay-wharves, completing timber-dock, paving 
from gate to ship-house,.cart-shed,”’ and to strike 
out * $80,732 20,” and insert * $146,985 35.7". 


The question was then taken on the amend- 


ment, and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. MILLSON. I propose to amend the 


alluded are'in progress of construction, and the: 
appropriations now asked are necessary for their 


completion. The quay-wharves arè - absolutely 
necessary to protect the earth, which is composed 
of what is called made-lund, and which is daily 
washing into the river, . 3 

The timber-dock was commenced`some years 
ago, and I need.not remind the committee that the’ 
object of it is to protect the valuable timber there 
deposited against.the depredation of the sea worm.’ 
It is absolutely necessary that a quantity of fresh 
water should be collected there, and secured by“ 
stone walls which surround the area. They have 
been built up to some extent, and. the gbject of 
this appropriation is to complete the work... 

{ will state that the original estimate, made- by 
the commandant of the yard; was $290,000, which 
was reduced by the Navy Department to. $170,000, 
and that still further reduced by the Committee of 
Ways and Means to $80,000. ; SER oe 

An inquiry was just now made of the gentle- 
man from Missouri, (Mr. Puerres,] if the reduc- 
tions made by the Committee of Ways and Means 
did not exeeed thirty per cent.; and he answered 
no. I will state that the reduction at most of the 
navy-yards was more than fifty per cent... The, 
original estimate for Boston was $74,525, and it 
was reduced to $28,100.. That of New York was 
$240,550, and it was reduced $126,800; and. that 
of Norfolk was $170,342 23, and it was reduced 
to $80,732 40. sins Se 7 

Now, sir, I have myself inspected these works. 
They are not new works, but are now in prog-: 
ress, and must be, and are designed to be com- 

leted some time or other; and the simple inquiry 
is, ought they to be completed without delay? ¥ 
tell the House that’ these works cannot remain in 
their present condition withoutinjury to the pub- 
lie service. f gt 

Mr. CARTTER. Iam opposed to this amend- 
ment. We have had the object of it fully stated 
by the gentleman from Virginia, [Mr, Mituson,} 
and still I am opposed to it; because -I do not. be~ 
lieve thatit is best to erect monuments of reverence 
to the old and the useless. If I recollect right, we 
were called upon during the last Congress to give 
$72,000 to protect ship-timber against the sea- 
worm. . Now, the sea-worm. is the worst worm’, 
that we have had to contend with. It.is a worm 
that eats out, of the Treasury annually about nine 
million of dollars, and brings into it nothing. ` 

The “Independence”? was sent forth upon a 
three years.cruisé as a product of this ‘‘sea-worm;”? 
and out of twenty-six months she sailed three and 
a half, at a cost of $500 a day to the General Gov- 
ernment; and this.is the kind of offspring that the 
navy-yards of this ‘description is sending forth for 
the defense of this Republic—a ship that sailed 
under the pretense of exercising her crew in can- 
non evolutions and of exercising-her marine engine, 
out of twenty-five months that she was gone, was 
three months under sail, and two out of that three 
were spent in making her lazy return from the 
Mediterranean to the port of New York. 

Now, sir, instead of barricading timber for the 
navy-yard at Norfolk from year to year and set- 
ting up protection against this navy-worm, I 
would burn it up, and with it barn up the miser- 
able structures that they produce when put into 
ships. : f ; 

Another appropriation in the amendment of my 
noble and honorable friend is to. build officers’ 
houses,- in > 

Mr. MILLSON. Not. for building officers’ 
houses; but for buildings for offices.. > i 

Mr. CARTTER. Buildings foroffices. Well, 
whatis the difference? Theyare accommodations 
for officers. Now, l look upon'these houses pre- 
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cisely: as L do-upon the ship-houses which I have 
seen in these navy-yards. There is the-old hulk, 
the-skeleton of a ship, now resting upon its bear- 
ings.inone of these offices in the city of New York, | 


and which has cost this. Government more than | 


$300,000 to renew: the rot of: years; and the same 
proposition is now made. to..guard. ‘ship-timber 


against the rot of. years. Yow had better eat. out | 


the heart ofthe whole system, and build your ships 

‘byscontract; and when.they-are built, set:them 
algat upon .the.: business of the-nation, and let 
-thésé:-who. man them understand how to rnanage 
‘them... Sette Sha ek Bee ery A gate 


was-disagreed to. 7 6 0 a o : 
“Mr. POLK. I move: to ‘strike out. the while 


`` The questioi was “taken, and’ the amendment oa 


clause. - The most remarkable instancé of folly, to- 


my mind, is the remarks submitted: by-the gentle- 
man from:Ohio, (Mr. Carrrer.] They. showa 
degree'of folly. a ae a 

| Mr, BRECKINRIDGE. . I feel obliged.to call 


miy friend to order; His remarks are out of or- 
der oo ea pin AEE E ea Beye 
“Mr, POLK. I-wil be in order by-saying that 


the gentleman from Ohio. isa man of.sense. ‘Ours 
‘is.a great nation. What is the amount of its ton- 
hage? What is the necessary protection to be 
rovided for it? Are: we to- protett it or not? 
Will the gentleman say ‘that we shall not have.a_ 
Navy. efficient enough to protectthecountry?, Will 
he vote ashe did to-day. for the passage of the 
Fench spoilation bill? — 0 6 5 a o 
<Mr. CARTTER. In that my- friend is mis- 
taken. SANE tie te . 
_ Mr. POLK. Did 
sideration? 7 > eee 
Mr. CARTTER.- No, sir, 0-0 > 
_Mr. DUNCAN. I feel bound to raise 


you not voteto go to its con- 


tlemen to the amendment before the committee: 
At this stage of the session, every gentleman ought 
to see the'propriety of abstaining from this desul- 
tory discussion, : sae ates 

Mr. POLK..’ If I were to confine my remarks. 
to those of the gentleman from Ohio, I would be. 
in order’ in anything. I might say . whatever: 
{Laughter.] I-hold that we, as a-nation, ought to 
make the necessary and pronor appropriations to 
protect our commerce: ow can we do it, unless 
we make such armaments in the country as will 
defend it? Will the gentleman from Ohio, or any 
other gentleman of those who support the worthy 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
tell me what sort of protection can be offered, un- 
less the Government will give ships that sail upon 
the waves'a proper armament? . . j ` 

Mr. McMULLIN.: I move the committee do 
now rise. Ze ; 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to; there being, upon a division—ayes 65, 
noes 55; ae i : ; 

The committeeaccordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed. the Chair, the chairman [Mr, 
Ficxnry] reported that the Committee ofthe W hole 
on the state of the Union had had the state of the 
Union generally under consideration, and particu- 
larly House bill No. 244, making appropriations 
for the naval establishment for the year ending 
June 30, 
thereon. 4 

Mr. HOUSTON.. There are three or four ap- 

ropriation bills which havenot yet been touched. 
The Indian appropriation. bill has been returned 
to us from the Senate with very many important 
amendments upon it. Important amendments will 
hbe made to the civil and diplomatic and the Army 
bill; and ‘the: naval bill, which is now before the 
committee; and. all these hills and amendments 
are to be considered and acted: upon in nine days. 
I movea resolution closing the five minutes debate 
upon the naval’ appropriation bill now before the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POLK. IT object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. “Is it not in order for me, 
Mr. Speaker, to move a suspension of the rules 
to enable me to introduce the resolution? 

The SPEAKER. It is not, in the opinion of 
the Chair. It has been the practice to count Sunday 
amongst the last ten days.> “= 

Mr. KING, of New York. The resolution, 
then, can be introduced to-morrow. -> : 

Mr. ORR. Is it in order to move that the 
House adjourn till ten o’clock to-morrow ?- 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent for the 


| during the morning hour, to take up House bill No. 


a ques- 
tion of order. I hope the Chair will-confihe gen- 


1853, and had come to no conclusion. ||. 


‘House to. change the hour of meeting without pre- | 
vious notice. o7 ie a ee 
- Mr. ORR. This is a special and not: general 
change.. © > =. Saag ge E S 
‘The SPEAKER. Itis competent to change the 
‘day within three days, but not the hour of meet- 
ing, unless on notice in the proper-manner. - 
Mr. STUART: -I moved the House adjourn; 


which’ motion was agreed- to, 


` And the House accordingly adjourned till eleven 


o’élock to-morrow. 


(so, IN-SENATE. - ° 
¿+ e Frgbay, August 20, 1852. ; 
|- Prayerby the Rev. Lrrrieron F. Morcan. 
| Mr. HALE: I move to dispense with the ex- 
ecution of the order which devotes this day to pri- 
vate bills, for the purpose of taking up the home- 
stead bill. i 5 
The PRESIDENT. -The Senator’s motion, at 
present, can only extend to suspenditig the rule. 
It will require.a separate motion to take up the bill 
alluded to. ©. `. ; = 3 
Mr. HUNTER. T shall vote to suspend the 
order, but when suspended, Ishall propose to give 
until twelve.o’clock to morning business; from 
twelve to one, to the civil and diplomatic bill; and 
the river and. harbor bill for the remainder of the 


ay. < . ior: ° 
Mr, FISH. Theday before yesterday I gave 
notice that I should this morning .ask the Senate, 


280; known as Bennett’s land bill. In consequence, 
however, of. the civil ‘and diplomatic bill having 
been made the special order of the ‘day, at half 
Sy eleven, I am not disposed to interfere with it. 

shail, therefore, defer my motion till to-morrow, 
when I shall ask the’ indulgence of the‘Senate to 
allow me to call up that bill. 

The motion to suspend the order was agreed to. 


. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 

. The PRESIDENT. pro tempore laid before the 
‘Senate a report of the. Secretary of the Treasury; 
a report of: the Secretary of: War; a report of ‘the 
Secretary of the Navy; and.a report of the Attor- 
ney General, communicating; in. compliance with 
a resolution of the Senate, information in relation 
to the clerks in their Departments. and their bu- 
reaus; and in the office of the Attorney General; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in answer to a resolution of the Senate, relative 
to the employment of agents to pay the interest 
onthe public debt; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. E 

Also, a letter from the Secretary of the Smith- 
sonian Institution, communicating the annual re- 
port ofthe Board-of Regents-of that Institution; 
‘which was ordered to. lie on ‘the table. and be 
‘printed. i aie 

-On motion by Mr. PEARCE, that five thousand 
additional copies of the report be printed, it was | 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 


COAST. SURVEY IN CALIFORNIA. 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the report of the Secretary ofthe Treasury, 
relative to the extension of the operations of the Coast Sur- 
vey on the coast of California to Cape St. Lucas, on the- 
Pacific coast, be referred to. the Committee on Finance: 

_ HOMESTEAD BILL... : 

Mr. HALE, I move to postpone all the prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the ‘bill com- 
monly known as “the homestead bill; and upon 
that question I ask for the yeas arid nays. 

Mr. SHIELDS.. I have been waiting several 
days to make reports. There are bills which 
ought to be printed and laid. upon the tables of 
Senators. Iam in favor of the homestead bill, 
but I have voted’ against. taking it up twice, be- 
cause of the untimely period at which the motion 
was made. The:friends of the bill who‘are thus 
pressing it, are doing it more injury than its oppo- 
nents; and why?, Becausethey bring it in at such 
an untimely season, interferring with legitimate 
business. I will vote against any measure which 
is brought forward in that way. -We want to 
have our bills from the committees handed in and 
printed. é 28 -> i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Like my colleague, I am in | 


favor of the homestead bill, and will vote to take 


it up at-the first proper time we can get, without 


interferring with our: imperative duty as commit- 
tee men; and in-order to bring this thing to a point, 
I will specify what I conceive to be an-appropri- 
ate time. We now devotea good portion of.the 
morning hour, up to one o’clock, to ‘the civil and 
diplomatic bill. . From one, during the balance. of 


„the session, each day, we devote to thé river and 


harbor bill. Now, I propose that ‘at four o’clock 
we take a recess, and meet at six o’clock, and. at 
six-each evening. proceed to the consideration’ of 
‘thé homestead bill,‘and the other land bills, until 
.we get through with them. Iam prepared to stand, 
by. that until the end of thè session, if. necessary, 
to dispose of these land bills; and if the friends of 
the homestead bill; or the Bennett bill, wish to give 
thesé measures. a-.fair chance, and. a fair hearing 
this session, let us-come here átsix o'clock and- 
siteach evening, and dispose of them. a, 
. Mr. GWIN. I am very anxious to have the 
opportunity of voting on the homestead bill, but 
I am not willing to allow any other bill ‘to take 


‘precedence of the appropriation bills. . I shall. vote 


against placing any measure—I do not, care how 
much J am in favor of it~in advance of the ap- 
propriation bills. 

Mr. DAWSON. I desire to make one obser- 
vation in order that the country may understand 
the condition of affairs here. There are hundreds 
of-private claimants. to whom the Government is 
indebted, and they are suffering for the want of. 
what is due to them; and we are now called upon 
to suspend the investigation of the rights due to 
those citizens, merely to take up a bill giving land 
to`men. who have done nothing in the service of 
the country more than the rest of the people- 

Mr. HALE. Gentlemen have said a good deal 
about putting themselves right before the country. 
Certainly, sir, I have no disposition to put-any- 
body wrong; but the plea of “a more convenient ° 
season’”’—and I have no doubt of its sincerity so 
far as the Senator from Illinois -[Mr. Doveras] is 
concerned—will not do. I sympathize with. his | 
colleague who has special charge of the bill for the 
relief of the unfortunate insane. He cannot be 
more earnest for that bill than Iam. Sir, I expect 
to be.voted down- upon this question: I expect 
to be beaten upon it, Lexpect it willnot-be taken 
up either now or at. any time this session. ‘The. 


«< convenient season’? will not arrive until after the 


first Monday in November-at least; ‘but I simpl 

want a vote, and I will take it at any time. ith 
all deference to the Senator from. Illinois, (Mr. 
Dovetas,]. I do not think that an evening session 
is practicable; but if the Senate will just take it 


‘up, I will go with him for postponing it. to any 


hour he names when it may be considered. Ido 
not desire to occupy the time of the’ Senate. I 
will vote for the. consideration of. the bill at any 
hour, if it is ‘midnight, if the Senate will only. 
take it up... Sy PL ad Het 4 ea’ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator. has’ said. pre- 
cisely what I expected when “he moved to take 
up this bill'in this irregular manner, in opposition 
-to measures that are pending, and have a prece- 
dence over it, kas : ae : 

- Mr BRODHEAD. |. We all know his motives. 
. Mr. HALE. I call the Senator to order. I 
appéal to the Chair if it is in order for a Senato 
to say-that he knows my motives? i 

„Mr. DOUGLAS. Weall know that you are 
governed by patriotic motives, j 

The PRESIDENT. If a Senator assigns im- 
proper motives, it is out of order, . 

Mr. HALE. The remark implied that my 
motive was improper. I ask the judgment of the 
Chair if it is proper- for a Senator to make such. 
an assertion? . - 

The PRESIDENT. . It is certainly in order for 
a Senator to say what he stipposes to be the mo- 
tive, i : 

Mr. HALE. I did not speak of the Senator 
who has the floor; but I ask if it is in order for a 
Senator-to call out from his seat that he knows 
what are my motives? a : 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair heard nothing 


_of the kind, 


Mr. HALE. 
peal. a 
Mr. DOUGLAS. On the statement of the 
honorable Senator from New Hampshire, I will 
vote to take up the bill, and then postpone it to an 
hour I will indicate. P will indicate six o’clock 
this evening—taking a recess from four to six— 


I did; and it is against that I ap- 
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so that we may keep at it each night until we get 
through it. ; ODE at 5 
Mr. RUSK.. I do not rise to protract this de- 
bate. A debate of a similar. kind was protracted 
pomerday: to the defeat of the morning business. 
ut I rise for the purpose of saying that business, 
in my opinion, is not advanced in this manner. -` I 
have had two bills. to report, which are important 
to the whole country. Ihave been teady :for 
some time to report them: One-is in rélation to` 
postage on printed matter, and the other is the 
posi route bill, in- which every. State is concerned. 
f we had not gone on yesterday morning and 
consumed the ‘time with patriotic speeches, for 
about an hour; we could have passed them both. 
They would have raised no question in the Sen- 
ate; and, in ten minutes, we could have passed 
them and sent them over to the House. ‘It will 
be necessary to send them to the Housé, because 


some amendments must be made to them; there-- 
fore it is important to getthem up as soon as pos-. 


sible. If this debate goes on in this way to-day, 
they will be crowded out again. I hope we shall 
not consume the morning hour, by this debate; 
but that these reports may be made, and that we 
may be allowed to act upon necessary bills. 

Mr, PRATT. ‘The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire seemed surprised, because it was said by a 
Senator on ‘this side of the Chamber that we all 
knew his motives. I do not know what motive 
was intended to be attributed to him by the hon- 
orable Senator who made the observation; but I 
suspect that his own good sound sense will con- 
vince him, upon. a mere statement of the facts, 
that the country will be convinced that his motive 
is to defeat the bill. Let me appeal to his own 
judgment. He says that he knows the bill will be 
defeated. Now, sir,,we all know it will be de- 
feated, if it is taken up at this period of the session. 
‘We all know that almost every Senator desires to 
-discuss the bill. It is known, therefore, to every 
Senator, that it is utterly impossible that it can be 
discussed and passed at the present session. What 
is the result; if you do not take it upnow? It has 
already passed the House of Representatives. It 
will come up as a part of the unfinished business 
of this session, at the commencement of the next 
sessién, without any action of the other branch of 
the National Legislature; and we shall then have 
time to act upon the subject, and the honorable 
Senator will have an opportunity of. presenting 
the bill in its fairest aspects. And then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, as the honorable Senator has referred to an 
event which he intimates will have some effect 
here, the November election will have passed, and 
then we can act upon the bill. Not only shall we 
have time to discuss it, but we can act upon it 
withowt its having the bearing to which the hon- 
orable Senator has alluded. Then, it is palpable 
that whatever may have been the motive—and I 
am sure that it could not be—everybody will be 
convinced: that that is the necessary éffect of what 
the Senator desires. a f 

The yeas and nays were ordered. i 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. I trust the Senator 
from New Hampshire, if he is sincerely desirous 
of advancing the interests of this bill, will accede 
to the proposition of the Senator from Ilinois. | I 
wish to say of that bill, that I am its friend in its 
length, breadth, and depth. “I was prepared to 
report it back favorably, and to vote for and urge 
its passage the very day it was. referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. But in consequence 
of the absence of some of the members of the Sen- 


ate, who accompanied the remains of Mr. Clay to 


Kentucky, that committee was unable to do so. 
If I had dreamed that there was auy the slightest 
particle of hope of obtaining the favorable action of 
the Senate upon it heretofore, without prejudice 
to, and almost without ruining the bill—sir, if 
everything around us had not foreshadowed inev- 
itable defeat—defeat, not upon thé merits of the 
bill, but for the want of time to consider it, I should 
have moved to take it up long ago. The State 
and people I represent are deeply interested in the 
passage of this bill, and ardently attached, as I 
am, to the principle upon which it is based, I 
trust we will be able to pass upon it before Con- 
gress. adjourns; but I hope it will not be thrust 
upon the Senate in such a manner, and at such a 
time, as to cause it to be voted down, time after 
time, for the purpose of making political capital 
in the presidential election. g 


Mr. CHASE. I desire that the precise state of 


the quéstion-should be understood. ` N othing is 


-more common in this.. body than to take up bills 


for the purpose of making-them the special order 
fora particular day or hour. .lt consumes no 
time, leads to no discussion. The Senator from 
New Hampshire moves: simply to. take ap this 


bill and the Senator from Illinois proposes that it- 
halt bé made the'`special order for some future |f 
‘hour. 


+. He has named six o’clock this evening. I 
am indifferent as to what hour is named, if it-is 


understood that it will be taken ups ‘The Senator. 


from New Hampshire has already proposed to 
accede to the proposition of the Senator from Hli- 
nois. If taken up, it will lead to. no debate at 
present. If, then, the Senate is disposed at any 
time during this session to take up this bill, now 
is the time, and there can be no other time so ap- 
propriate as the present. It is simply desired to 
put the bill within. the control of the Senate, and 
enable them to fix some time at. which it. may be 


considered. lam certain my friend from lowa | 


did not understand that the Senator from New 
Hampshire had acceded to the proposition of the 
Senator from Illinois, for if he had he would have 
made no objection. No consumption of time is 
necessary for it. All we have to do is to vote to 
take it up, and then postpone it until some hour 
that may be agreed upon. 

Mr. MASON. Tam opposed to taking up this 
bill at all, because I am opposed to the policy of 
it; but that opposition will be very much strength- 
ened when I consider the quarter from which the 
motion to take it up comes. Sir, it has become a 
part of the history of the day, that the Senator 
who makes this proposition has been nominated 
for the Presidency of the country by a party 
called the Abolition party, the Liberty party, the 
Free-Soil party, or in whatever other name they 
may happen to rejoice. ` 

hé PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the 
necessity of requesting the Senator to confine him- 
self to the proposition before the Senate, which is 
the motion to postpone the prior orders, with the 
view of taking up the homestead bill. 

Mr. MASON. I do not. question the motives 
of the Senator from New Hampshire. I have no 
doubt that they are patriotic according to that 
Senator’s measure of patriotism; but if I am not 
mistaken, this bill for giving away the public 
lands is made a plank in the platform of the con- 
vention which recently nominated that gentleman. 
Now, ‘1 fear the Greeks even when they bring 
presents ;”’ and if I had no other reason for op- 
posing this bill, I should not want to arm that 
party with the means of giving a largess to the 
people to invite their votes. Sir, the proposition 
comes from a suspicious quarter—a very sus- 
picious quarter. If there were no other reason for 
passing it over until after the November election, 
that would be conclusive with me.. T cannot con- 
sent to any measure which will contribute to the 
support of that party,—a party which, if it ever 
attain its ends, can only attain them by destroying 
this Government. That party, it seems, has 
adopted this bill as a means of buying up popular 
votes at the presidential election. We have evi- 
dence of that fact, for the convention which 
recently assembled at Pittsburg, and. nominated 
him ag a candidate for the Presidency, made this 
bill one of its leading features to recommend the 
nomination to the American people. 

Mr. HALE. Lam very sorry, Mr. President— 
no E am not either; I thought I was sorry, but 
on reflection 1 am rather glad; but I must say that 
I am much astonished at the aspect in which the 
Senator from Virginia looks at this measure. That 
Senator says in plain terms what he thinks of this 
pill. Does he know who is the author of the bill? 
I suppose that we have a right to speak of the 
history of the country as we read it in the news- 
papers? Was it the offspring of somebody who 
does not measure patriotism by the same standard 
as the honorable Senator from Virginia? He says 
he does not measure his patriotism as E do. [can 
assure the Senator, that if there is one thing in my 
political position for which 1 thank God, itis that 
we have different standards. Yes, sir, I am thank- 
ful, heartily thankful, for that. Does the Senator 


know where this measure originated? Is it the. 


offspring of some fanatical Abolitionist or Free- 
Soiler? Did it come from: Pittsburg, or from 
Cleveland? Sir, if the public journals speak the 
truth, this bill has its origin in a section. of coun- 
try which measures patriotism by the same stand- 


“bill: 2» ; 


ard as the Senator from Virginia. Dthink it comes 
a little south of the State*of Virginia; and Jet'me 
tell the honorable Senator, that, as-much-as he ia 
disposed to` oppose measures: because they come’ 
from certain .quarters—and I -am‘glad‘to hear the 
avowal—lI have seen the factever since I have beer 
a member of the Senate: Dera: cea ak 
The PRESIDENT. The Senator 


from: Nes A 


. Hampshire really must confine himself to theques= 


tion before the Senate, which is to postpone. the-, 
prior orders, with a view to'take.up the homestead: 

Mr. HALE. -I suppose, Mr. President, “that 
the Senator from Virginia was as much outof ór- 
der as lam? pales 2 g S See NO 

The PRESIDENT. . The Chair. arrested: the 
Senator from Virginia, and desired him to confine. 
himself to the question. a ae EES 

Mr. HALE. f certainly was not aware of it} 
but if the Chair did arrest the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, it delivered him from arrest very soon. 
[Laughter.}. - nas s 

Mr. RUSK. Irise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his 
point of orders > „ctt OR Peg 

Mr. RUSK. The Senator: from. New Hamp- 
shire has already spokettwice ori.the subject.’ 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to post~.” 
pone the prior orders to take up the bill indicated” 

y the Senator from New Hampshire. : ;, 

Mr. PRATT. There.is a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from New 
Hampshire is entitled to the floor. Pe SP ioe 

Mr. HALE. Yes, sir; but a question of order 
was raised, which I wish to have settled. ` r 

The PRESIDENT. The question of order is, 
that the Senator from New Hampshire must con- 
fine himself to the consideration of the motion be~ 
fore the Senate. > . : 

Mr. HALE. I will endeavor to doso. ae 

Mr. PRATT. The point of. order raised by 
the Senator frorn Texas does not appear to have’ 
been thoroughly comprehended by the Chair: 
The point raised by that Senator was, that, under 
the rules, no member of this body has a right to” 
speak more than twice on the same question, ex~ 
cept by the unanimous consent of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. There is no such rule. - 
Mr: RUSK. I ask for the reading of the 4th. 
rule. j 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will read the 
rule, ‘It is as follows: © °° > 7 


t“ No member shall speak more. than: twice, in any one 
debate, on the same day, without leave of the Senate.’ ` 


‘Mr. HALE. Well, sir, the rule does not ap- 
ply. to me. I have'spoken but once, but have 
been repeatedly interrupted by other Senators. 
{Laughter.] yS 

Mr. CASS. I should like to see the rule en- 
forced. . 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from New 
Hampshire will proceed. 

Mr. ILALE. I was about to say that the 
Senator from. Virginia has taken. a position in 
reference to this bill which he will regret in« hia - 


cooler moments. He is doing more for this fanat- 


ical Free-Soil party, by identifying them with the 
advocacy of the free-farm. movement, than they 
could do for themselves by obtaining the best talenis 
in the country and sending them abroad to make 
Free-Soil and Abolition lectures. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from New 
Hampshire must confine himself.to the motion , 
immediately before the Senate. - 

Mr. HALE: Well, sir, I have alleged that as 
one reason why the bill should be. disposed of 
now, so as not to allow the fanatics to make po- 
litical capital out of it hereafter. [Laughter.] 

The question was taken on the motion to post- 
pone; and there wete—yeas 16, nays 38; as fol- 
low: : ; 


YEAS—Messrs. Bright, Cass, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, 
Hale, James, Jones of Iowa, Seward, Sumner, Wade, and 
Walker—16. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, 
Beli, Borland, Bradbury, Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Charl- 
fon, Davis, Dawson, De Saussure, Felch, Fish, Geyer, 
Hamlin, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, King, Mallory, Man- 


| gum, Mason, Meriwether, Morton, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, 


Rusk, Sebastiai, Shields, Smith, Soulé, 
Underwood, and Upham—38. 


So the motion to postpone was not.agreed to. 
PETITIONS; ETC. 0} 
Mr. BRADBURY presented additional 


Spruance, Toucey, 


docu- 
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wients'relating. to the'claims of Maine and. Massa+ 
chusetts against the United States under the fifth 
satticle.of the treaty. of Washington; which was 
reférred:to: the Committee-on: the Judiciary. 

Mr, SOULE presented“the mémorial ‘of John 
M.-Fogno} praying: that his memorial and: papers 
that were before the late Board of Commissioners 
for the'settlement of claims.. of American -citizeris 


against : Mexico; may- be: referred: to.-the. Select || 


Committée.on the subjects which: was referred to 
the Select-Committee appointed or the subject. ~ 
“Mr: COOPER, presented -a ‘petition: of citizens 
of York county, Pennsylvania, praying that the 
bill introduced into the House of Representatives 
“requiring the Secretary of the Treasury to ‘deposit 
the fourth ‘installment of the deposits of the public | 
moneys directed to be made withthe States by the 
act of 23d: June, 1836, may become alaw; which: 
- Wasvreferred’ to the Committee.on Finance. 
REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SOULE, from the Committee’ on’ Com- 
merce, to’ which ‘was referred the memorial of of- 
ficers, clerks, and others.in the civil.and military. 
‘departments of the United States Government in 
New ‘Mexico, asked ‘to be ‘discharged: from’ the’ 
further “consideration thereof, and that ‘it. be re- 
ferred:to.the Committee on Military- Affairs; which 

“was agreed.to. = l aa Tb. 
Mr. ATCHISON, from the Committee on In-" 
dian Affairs, to which was referred the petition of 
James Pool, reported a joint resolution author- 
izing the settlement of the accounts of James Pool; 
“which was read and’passed to the second reading. 
: Mr, MALLORY, from the Committee on Na: 
val Affairs, to which was referred’a resolution of 
the Legislature of Texas; praying that the officers 
of. the Texas navy may ‘be incorporated. into the 
Navy of the United States, submitted a report, ac- 
companied by a joint resolution, relative to the of- 
ficers of the late Texan navy; which wasread and 
passed to the second reading. . The report was or- 
dered tobe printed. ` nA 
Mr, RUSK, from ‘the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, to which were referred: 
various bills and memorials relative to the:subject 
of the establishment of new mail lines of steamers, 
asked to'be- discharged from the further considera- 
tion thereof; which was agreed to. > : ; 
He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of James Jeffries and 
Jeremiah M. Smith, reported a:bill for their relief; 
which was read and passed to the second read- 
ing. 
He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the petition of Rebecca J. Birdsall, 
reported a bill for her reliefs, which was read and 
passed to the second reading. 
He also, from-the same’ committee, to which 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives “to establish’ certain post roads,’ re- 
ported it back with sundry amendments. ; 
Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the petition of David 
K. Arey, praying a new register for the barque 
Queen, reported a bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to issue a new register for the 
barque Queen, of Dundee; which was read: and 
passed to the second reading. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the above-named 
bill was read a second time, and considered as-in 
Committee of the Whole. No amendment, being 
offered, it was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read a third time,. 
and passed. . . : 
He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the memorial of the owners of. the 
brig Marthaette Morse, reported a bill authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to issue a new regis- 
ter for the brig Marthaette Morse, late the Belgian 
brig Enterprise; which was read and- passed to 
the second reading: | - : 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Select Committee, to 
which was referred the bill from the House of 
Representatives making a grant of public lands to 
the several States and Territories of the Union, 
for the benefit of indigént insane persons, reported 
beck .the same without amendment. z 

Mr. JAMES, from the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims, to which was: referred: the memo- 
rial of the heir of William Hazard. Wigg, de- 
ceased, praying compensation for losses incurred 
bythe. said Wigg in the war of the Revolution, 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for his į 


retief;-which was read: and ‘passed: to. thie second 


| réading: ‘~The report was ordered to-be printed. 


Mr. DAWSON, from the Committee on Mili- | 
tary-Affairs, to: which was referred documents in | 


rélation-to ‘the claim: of R. L. Blair, asked to be 
discharged froni the further consideration thereof, 
and that the petitioner have leave to withdiaw:the 
same; Which was-agreed to,- Ses oa ak 
+ He-also, from the’ same committee; to which: 
was. referred. the memorial of the agent of the State 
‘of Maine, praying that the accounting--officers of 
the Treasury may be authorized to allow and pay: 
all claims-intended to be provided for by the act of 


the ‘13th’ of June, 1842, that- have been. allowed, 
and-paid by the said State, submitted’ a report; 
_Which was -ordered to be printed. ae 


> MODIFICATION OF POSTAGE RATES. 
Mr. RUSK. The Committee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads, to which was referred the bill 


from the House’ of Representatives to amend ‘an 
act entitled “ An act to reduce and. modify the rates’ 
of postage in the United States, and for other pur- 


. poses,” passed 3d of March, 1851, have instructed f 
me.to report it, with two amendments. I ask the 


ubanimous consent of the Senate to consider the 
bill'at this time. The amendments are short, and 
ĮI do not think theré'can be any objection to them. 


At. will be necessary to send the bill back to the 


House of, - Representatives, on account of the 
amendments; and that will require some time. 


~The. state of my health is such that I can scarcely 


remain in my seat. I therefore ask the Senate to 
consider the bill at this time. ` I do not think that 


„it will occupy ten‘niinutes. 


There being no objection, the Senate proceeded, 


‘as_in Committee of the Whole, to consider the 


bill: ae 
The first amendment of the committee was to 
strike out, in ‘the first section of the bill, the fol- 
lowing rates: `` A S 

‘Each newspaper, pamphlet, periodical, magazine, book, 
bound or unbound, circular, catalogue, and every other de- 
scription of. printed matter unconnected with any manu- 
script or writing, and of no greater weight than two ounces, 
shall be charged with one cent postage, and one cent for 
each additional ounce or fraction of an ounce, for‘any dis-. 


tance under tbree thousand miles; and for any distance 


over three thousand miles, double those rates. ‘All news< 
papers and periodicals not weighing over one ounce, and 
published regularly as often as once in three months, and 
sent from the office. of publication to actual subscribers, 
shall be chargeable with only one half the foregding rates: 
Provided, ‘hat-ail newspapers and periodicals not: weigh- 
ing over two ounces, when sent to actual subscribers within 
the State where such papers and periodicals are published, 
shall be entitled to the reduction provided forin this section. 
‘The postage on all printed maijable matter shall be prepaid 
at the office where it is mailed, or paid quarterly, in ad- 
vance, at the office of delivery; otherwise double the fore- 
going rates shall be charged thereon ;?? 


—and to insert in lieu of them the following: 
Newspapers, periodicals, and all other printed matter, not 
exceeding three ounces in weight, shall be sent to any part 
of the United States for one cent; aud for every additional 
ounce or fraction ofan ounce, one cent ; and:when the post- 
age is paid quarterly or yearly, in advance, either at the of- 
fice where the said newspaper or periodical is mailed or đe- 
livered, one half òf said rates only shali be charged. News- 


papers not weighing over ene ounce and a half, when circu- ~ 


latéd in the State where published, shall be charged one-half 


of the rates before named: Provided, That small newspapers. 


published monthly or oftener, when sent in packages to one 
address, and prepaid by affixing stamps thereto, shall be 
chargeable at half of a.cent for each ounce or fraction of an 


ounce. Postage on transient matter shall be prepaid, or. 


shail be charged double the foregoing rates. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment of the committee. was to 
insert after the word ‘‘matter,” in the second 
section, the words “ and shall be chargeable with 
‘ postage at one cent an ourice for-all distances 
‘under three thousand miles, and two cents an 
t ounce for all distances over three thousand miles, 
‘to which fifty per cent. shall be added in all cases 
‘ where the same shall be sert without being pre- 
‘paid’? so that the section shall read: . 

“Books bound or unbound, not weighing over four pounds, 
shall be deemed mailable matter, and shall be chargeable 
with postage at one cent an ounce for all distances,” &e. 

The amendment was agreed to; the bill was re- 
ported to the Senate as amended, and-the amend- 
ments. were concurred in. : 

‘Mr. CHASE. I niove to amend the bill by 
adding to the second section the following pro- 
viso: : i 5 ae 

Provided further, That the Postmaster General may 
prescribe, by general. regulation, what matter other than 
such as is specified in this act, shall be regarded as mail- 
able matter, which shall be’sent at the same rates of post- 
age as books: ° Move cote a 5 


The object is to ‘allow Korticulturists and others 


to send small packages of seeds to distant parts of 
the country, which can ‘be: accomplished in no 
other way. a eee 
Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to say that it was 
the intention of the Committee on the Post, Office 
and Post: Roads to offer-such’ an amendment; but 
the amendment of the Senator from Ohio . meets 
the approbation of the committee. ~ ` 

“Mr. BORLAND. `I am disposed. to. relieve 
everythitig that may be proper to go throiigh the 
mails of unnecessary burden; but really it seems 
tome that this proposition will open the mail as a 
common carrier to any one who-may have articles 
of merchandise to send. How will it be possible 


-to discriminate in the administration of such a 


provision as- this? It allows horticulturists to 
send—what? It does not specifically define the arti- 
cles which are to’ be sent through the mail. ‘Any 
man, therefore, who has a garden may gather up 
its products and ‘send them through the mails, as 
it seems to me, under this provision, unless 1 have 
greatly mistaken it. 1 ask-for'the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. — > 

Mr. HAMLIN. The bill ‘now provides that 
publishers of books may send them, at'a pre- 


scribed rate of postage, through the mails. This 


amendment provides that other matter, such as 
may be designated by the Postmaster General, 
shall be mailable matter, and shall be sent at the 
same rate of postage as books. Now; this matter 
will pay $200 a ton for. transportation, and per- 
haps more than that. It will be æ source of rev- 
enue to the Department, It will allow merchants 


‘in our large cities to transmit samples of goods 


without incumbering the mails in any way 
that is objectionable. I know no reason why 
facilities should not be extended to our merchants, 
who really pay the great bulk of our postage, 
when these facilities will cost them $200 or $300- a 
ton on their merchandise, and when the revenues 
of the Department will be increased thereby. The 
object is to merely ‘extend the provision to others 


than those who publish books. - 


Mr. BORLAND. Since I have heard the amend- 
ment read, I find that it is not quite as objection- 


‘able as I at first thought it was. ButI can well 


understand how Senators from thé region of couh- 
try from which the Senator from Maine comes, 
may see an advantage to their portions of the 
country from this proposition. It. may be very 
burdensome, however, to other sections of the 
country. If you open the mails to carry mer- 
chandise in this way, what is to become of the 
region of country in which I live, and other 
sparsely-settled portions of the Union, where the 
mails are carried on horse-back? Why, you will 


soon load down the mails.. At this time, owing 


to the want of facilities in sparsely-settled regions, 
we have our -mails left ‘over from week to week, 
because the means of transportation are not suffi- 
cient to carry what is now sent. ‘When we apply 
to the Post Office Department. for an increase of 
the service, we aré’ told that it cannot be allowed 
because the revenue is not sufficient to meet the 
additional expense. te 

If you will extend the operations of the post 
Office system, and allow—in addition to letters, 
papers, and books—meréhandise to be carried in 
the mails, they will become the common carriers 
of the country; and in those regions where we 
have only horse-back transportation, or small two- 
horse wagons to carry the. mail, they will be 
loaded down. so that we shall not get our mail 
matter at all.. Mail matter will be laid over at the 
offices for. months. Now, we experience great 
difficulties of this kind; but these difficulties will 
increase, and I fear will cut us off almost alto- 
gether from all mail facilities, provided we adopt 
this principle. Where the mails are carried on 
steamboats and railroad cars, there may be no dif- 
ficulty in carrying out this plan; but T repeat, in 
sparsely-settled regions, where ‘we have but lim- 
ited means of transportation, we shall suffer in- 
conveniences that will become intolerable. 


Mr. CHASE. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to allow me to modify my amendment 
by inserting after the word “ act” the words “ or 
the act amended hereby.” So that it shall read: 


Provided further, That the Postmaster General may pre- 
seribe by general regulation what matter, other than such ` 
as is specified in this act, or the act amended hereby, shall 
be regarded as mailable matter, which shall be sent at the 
same rates as books. ` 
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There being no objection, the modification was 
made. ; a : 
Mr. SHIELDS. I think that the amendment 
is opening a very wide door. I am afraid of 
adopting such a provision. Matter which is of a 
character to enlighten the country . may properly 
be sent through the mails, but I think that the- 
power proposed to beconferred by theamendment 
is a very dangerous one. There would seem to 
be no. limitation to it, and. it may be abused. I 
shall therefore vote against the amendment. 
` Mr. CHASE, All that I desire to .say is this: 
The bill already prescribes that néwspapers weigh- 
ing not more than ‘three ounces, may ‘be sent 
through the mails to. any part of thecountry under 
three thousand miles foronecent. I agreeto that, 
because I am in favor of the greatest possible dif- 
fusion, of information; but I will venture to say 
that all the mailable matter, including all the sam- 
les sent by merchants, and all the seeds sent by 
orticulturists, will not be equal in bulk and in 
weight to the issues of one great newspaper es- 
tablishment; and [ have. no doubt the matter 
brought into the mails, if my amendment. be 
adopted, will produce ten times the revenue to the 
Government that newspapers will. 


Mr. BRADBURY. T’would suggest an'amend- 


ment that might, perhaps, relieve the amendment - 


of the Senator from Ohio from the objections of 
the Senator from Arkansas. It is to insert in the 
amendment of the Senator from Ohio, after the 
words ‘‘mailable matter,” the words, ‘not ex- 
ceeding one pound in weight.” That will cover 
all that will be necessary to enable horticulturists 
to send their seeds, and merchants their samples, 
through the mails. 

Mr. CHASE. If there be no objection, I will 
accept the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would say that that does 
not mend the matter at all. Tobject to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. : 

The PRESIDENT. Then, the question must 
be taken on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 

to. 
_ Mr. TOUCEY. I hope the Senate will vote 
down this amendment. It is & transfer of the 
legislative power from the Congress of the United 
States to the head of a Department; and to that I 
entirely object. 

Mr. BORLAND. I think that the amendment 
of the Senator from Maine, which has been in- 
grafted on the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio, does not improve it. It limits these parcels 
to one pound in weight. The effect will be that, 
instead of putting up fifty pounds of matter in one 

ackage, they will be put up in fifty different 
Pandies, of one pound each; ‘so that I can see no 
sort.of difference between the two. 1 desire to 
call the attention of the Senate to the. power of 
Congress.over the subject. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is obvious that this subject 
will give rise to debate, and, if the Senator will 
allow me, I will moveto postpone the further con- 
sideration of the subject. 3 

“Mr. RUSK. [hope we shall come to a vote, 

Mr. HUNTER. Very well. 
motion. 

Mr. BORLAND. ‘The Constitution confers 
upon Congress power to establish post offices and 
post roads, and, necessarily limits that power to 
the necessities of the country, and the purposes 
for which the power was established. It is the 
proper business of the Post Office Department to 
transmit letters, papers, and communications con- 
taining information of various kinds. . Whenever 
we go beyond that, we depart from the purposes 
for which the power was conferred. We make 
the Government of the United States a common 
carrier, to enter into competition with every man 
engaged throughout the country in carrying goods 
for freight. This would defeat the very object for 
which the power conferred. by the Constitution 
was panied: The object was to facilitate rapid 
and easy communication between the different 
parts of the country, for purposes of information. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
upon the amendment of Mr. Crase as amended, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 32; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Bradbury, Brooke, Chase, 
Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Fish, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, 
James, Jones of lowa, Mangum, Rusk, Seward, Smith, 
Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—22. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Borland, 
Bright; Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Charlton, Clarke, Cooper, 


I withdraw my 


Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas; Downs, 
Felch, Geyer, Hunter, Jones of Tennessee, King, Mallory, 
Mason, Meriwether, Morton, Péarce, Pratt, Sebastian, 


Shields, Soulé, Toucey, and Watker-—32. 
So the amendment.was rejected. 


‘No further amendment being proposed, the. 


amendments were ordered ‘to be engrossed, and 
the bill to be read a third-time. `. oe 
. THE PUBLIC PRINTING., ‘ i 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Printing, 
to which was referred a bill from-the House, en- 
titled “ An act to provide for executing the public 
printing, and regulating the prices thereof, and for 
other purposes,” have directed me to report 
that, having met and conferred upon ‘the matter, 
they have been unable to agree; and therefore re- 
port the bill back without any recommendation in 
relation to it. Be is 

Mr. GWIN. -I hope that bill will be taken up 
and acted upon now. It is important to know 
whether we are to have a printer to Congress or 
not. : ` ‘ 

Mr. HUNTER. 
move to take up the civil and diplomatic bill this 
morning, for I find -that if I do so, I shall only 
have half an hour for its consideration, and Í 
shall have to contest for that time with the gen- 
tlemen who wish other business to be proceeded 
with, 

Mr. GWIN. 1 move to postpone ‘the prior 
orders for the purpose of proceeding to the con- 
sideration of the bill which has just been reported 
from the Committee on Printing. i 

Mr. DAVIS. I will inquire of the honorable 
Senator from California if he expects that bill to 
displace the orders of the day? 

Mr. GWIN. Ido not intend to interfere with 
the regular order; but I think we might take up 
the bill, and perhaps make some progress in it. 
It is important to know whether we are to havea 
public printer, or not. Task for the yeasand nays 
upon my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BORLAND. I shall vote against taking 
up this bill; not that I am op osed to it, but be- 
cause if it comes up for consideration now, it will 
necessarily consume the day, and. we shall not 
have an opportunity to attend to the practical 
business that is so urgently pressing upon us. 
That is the only reason that I object to the motion 
to take up the bill now. 

Mr. CASS. Every Senator knows the condi- 
tion of the public printing. We have been here 
for over eight months, and the most important 
portion of that printing is yet to'be done. It is 
now proposed, after this- length of time, to rem- 
edy tnis crying ‘evil. I take it that among the 
sixty-two members of the Senate there is not one 
who does not practically understand the question. 
Nor do I believe that if Solomon were here, he 
could make us understand it better than we do. 
I would, therefore, entreat gentlemen to allow the 
bill to be taken up and a vote to be taken on it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido not know what the bill is. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before the vote is taken, I 
have. this to say: that no one has, at any time, 
been more anxious to dispose practically of. this 
question of the public printing than ] have been. 
For more than three years I served as chairman 
of the Committee on Printing; and the Senate 
will bear me witness that, from the beginning of 
my-service in that position down to the time when 
I left it, some threee months ago, I lost no. oppor- 
tunity of urging upon the Senate not only the ne- 
cessity, but the propriety of making some provision 
on this subject. What did Senators, who are now 
go anxious, at the close of the session, to take 
prompt action to provide for the public printing, 
do then? Did they join me in urging the matter 
upon the Senate at a time when something practi- 
cal could be done? I could get no support then. 


The subject was put off from time.to time. It | 


was refused to be acted upon when the public in- 
terests were suffering for the want of ite When 
action in regard to the public printing was re- 
quired at our hands. for the transaction of our 
business here, there was no anxiety manifested in 
regard to it. But now, at the close of the session, 


when. the necessity of having the public printing ` 


done promptly is not half so urgent.as it has been 
during the session, it is‘proposed-to displace all 
the business and bring that-subjeċt up and-urge 
it for action upon the pleaof necessity. Almost 
nine months. have elapsed since the beginning of 


T rise to say, that I shall not | 


the session, and the subject‘has been‘lying:before 
us; yet gentlemen seem; untilsnow, not to haye) 
seen ‘the necessity of urgent: action.: "When we 
could not use the public ‘documents;-when -wë 
were deprived of the means of legislating under- 
standingly for want of them, action was refused : 


| But now, atthe close of the session; when we'do-: 


not need the printing so much for any practical; 
purpose, we-are: told that. this is indispensably” 
necessary. I -cannot:see the consistency of this’ 
position; and- for this reason, I cannot. vote-far™ 
taking-up:the bill.» Not that ‘TE object to the bill 
itself, for I believe that 1 shall-vote forit,.or, at 
least, for something substantially the same. =" 

Mr. DAVIS. I hope the honorable: Senator: 
from California will Jet us go on with the river` 
and harbor bill, and see if we cannot complete. it: 
to-day. à pee chee. 

Mr. GWIN. I should ‘be perfectly willing to 
make that disposition of the matter, if I had any 
hope or expectation that that bill would be got. 
through with to-day. I did not intend that the 
bill. which I have proposed to take up should in- 
terfere with the regular order of business. 

Idonot pretend to, disguisethe fact; but 1 say 
here that I think it is the duty of the political ma-~: 
jority in this body to. act on the bill which I have’ 
moved to take up, andtoact promptly. I acknowl- 
edge that. If members. of the Democratic party 
are disposed to destroy the bill, let them do it.. “I 
want the vote upon taking up the bill‘to bea test 
vote, in order to see if we are to make any provis- 
ion for the printing of Congress at this session. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I shall make. 
no apology to the Senate for taking up its time 
on any question that may come before it; because 
l see distinctly that those’ measures which ouglit' 
to. be passed, and ought to be discussed, and con- 
sidered well, cannot be considered... But meas- 
ures and questions of a purely political character, . 
having a presidential complexion, are to be brought 
forward, and to supersede everything else. There 
is a report to be made from a committee, which I: 
wish to have made, and in which’ L feel some in- 
terest. My friend who has it in charge has. not 
had.an opportunity, for the last three mornings, 
to present that report, because of this competition 
among politicians to get up their measures and to 
override everything else now at the end of theses- 
sion. Why, sir, | have not read the bill pro- 
posed to be taken up. . _. SN Ser 

I would say here that I do not caré much- 
whether any of the proceedings of this body-—if 
they are such as I have seen this. morning, and 
other mornings for some time past—are distrib- 
uted and sent forth to the country. Sir, the Sèn- 
ate is not the Senate that it was when I was dc~ 
quainted with it upon my. first introduction to it. 
Everything seems to be discussed here that per- 
tains to politics, and I think we are far from 
coming up to the standard of Senatorial dignity. ` 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator’s remarks 
are not strictly in order, for they do not relate to 
the question before the Senate. The question is. 
upon postponing the orders, with a view of taking: 
up the bill named by the Senator from- California. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am opposed'to taking up 
that bill; unless I can have an-opportunity of ex- 
amining it. Ihavenot examined it, and therefore 
object to Sar it now. I object to this. 
proposition further, because I think ‘this bill is ` 
proposed to be taken up to the prejudice of other 
business which I believe is of more importance. 

Mr. HUNTER. I have.a word or two to say 
in relation to taking up this bill. The Senate 
overruled me on the civil aad diplomatic bill, and 
laid that bill aside for the purpase of taking up the 
river and harbor bill. That having been the de- 
cision of the Senate, I have acquiesced, so far as 


‘that bill is concerned, to let it go on and be dis- 


posed of; but I will not, by my vote, give pref- 
erence to any other bill over the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, until it is finished. If the Senator from. 
California will give us the assurance that he will 
lay-this bill by in the event that it gives rise to. 
debate, I shall interpose no objection to his mo- 
tion; but Iwill not do anything in the way of 
taking up the civil and diplomatic bill to-morrow 
in the morning hour; for it is obvious that ama~ 
jority of the Senate will not give consideration to 
any other bill than the river and harbor bill after 
one.o’clock. : pee 
Mr. GWIN. [do not think the Senator from 


Virginia has shown more eagerness to press the 
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civil and diplomatic appropriation bill than I have. 


-ghown..:, He-indicated that-he would not call it-up 
this morning, and hence it was -that 1 urged .the 
motion. which I have made. 
that T did ‘not intend to interfere with the regular 
‘orders. All I wanted was to get a vote that might 
indicate what, the Senate would do with the sub- 


"ject of thé printing: s =.) E Tah 
*: Allow meta remark; that I hope T-have as much 
’ appreciation of Senatorial-dignity as-other gentle- 
‘men, and I think that I understand ‘the duties of 
‘a member. ofthis‘ body as. wellas any one. -I 
< “want some: indication of whether “the Senate in- 
-tend to- act upon this question, at all; for if they 
_do ‘hot intend, to act-on the bill which has come 


froui the Hlouse'to- provide for the execution: of 


the’ public printing, Iañ perfectly willing to lay it 
--asidepand let those:who put it aside assume the 
responsibility of doing so... - i$ : 


< Mr. BUTLER.. 1 did not intend to direct my ` 


cannon: against the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia ‘at all; ` I-merely stated that I did not care 
to. have such debates and proceedings as I have 
seen for some time past in this.body, printed and 
distributed among the people. In that connection 
I said that they were not good specimens of Sen- 
atorial dignity. I did not question the right of the 
Senator to move to take up this hill; but L said 


_that bills of this character have precedence over il 


everything else. All the wants of the country are 
postponed for political measures. z 
<- Mr. GWIN.. J do not intend that. the bill in 
regard tothe public printing, which I propose to 
_ take up, shall interfere with the civil and diplo- 
matic appropriation bill during the morning-hour 
to-morrow. I want it brought up. now for the 
“purpose of seeing whether we are to act upon it 
‘or not. © Sob bs : : 
Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, at an early 
day of the present session—I believe during the 
first month, perhaps during the first week—I had 
‘the honor to introduce a joint resolution to provide 
for the printing of the returns of the Seventh Cen- 
sus.. I considered it was important that that work 
should be done. The resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Printing. It was reported back 
-by that committee, and was discussed. for some 
time, and it now lies upon the table, I believe. I 
have felt, throughout the session, that it was im- 
portant: that the question.of thè public ‘printing 
shouid be disposed of. Ttis one in which we all 
-feel more or less interest. ; : 
Disguise it as we may, the public printing is an 
important matter, It is important, so far as re- 
gards.the dissemination of information among the 
people; and important to that class of persons who 
expect to perform the work, They have been 
kept in constant suspense here for months. The 
public business has been retarded on account of 
the.condition in which our public documents are. 
J do not know that the question can be settled at 
this session, I admit that I have my doubts about 
it; but I think it is important that we should decide 
whether. we are to pass any law upon that subject. 
Lapprehend that the motion made by. my friend 
from California, will be weakened somewhat by 
the consideration suggested by the Senator from 
Virginia, if it is intended to consider this bill to- 
ay. 
Mr. HUNTER. , I would suggest to the Sen- 
tor from Indiana, that, with the assurance of the 
Senator from California. that he will not interpose 
the bill. to-morrow, in the morning hour, in the 
way of the civil and diplomatic bill, I have no 
objection to taking it up. a, 
r. BRIGHT. I was going to suggest, if the 
Senator from Virginia had not. changed his posi- 
tion, that we should move to make the printing 
bill the special order for some day next week; but 
Į will not make that motion, if the honorable Sen- 
ator from: Virginia is disposed to give to it the 
residue of this day. I hope we may take up the 


“bills and that the vote upon taking it up may be | 


regarded as a test vote. ; 
Mr. HUNTER. I did not understand the Sen- 
ator from California to propose to devote the whole 
day to this bill, 1 understood that he only wanted 
the residue of the morning hour appropriated to it. 
- I shall not consent to devote the rest of the day to 
this bill; for that would giveit precedence over the 
civil and diplomatic bill, and prevent the friends 
of the river and harbor bill going on with that bill. 
-. Mr. BRIGHT. Then lwil ask the honorable 
Senator from California to change his motion so 


Ihave already said 


as to move to take up this bill and make it the 
special order for to-morrow at twelve o’clock. 
Mr. JONES; of Iowa. Say eleven o’clock. | 
Mr. BRIGHT. Very well: ‘[believe that will 
bring up the question fairly, and will test really 
the sense of the Senate upon the bill; >- 


_Mr. HUNTER. -1- shall. vote to take up-this- 


bitl, after the civil and. diplomatic bill is disposed 
of; but I cannot consent to- give this bill prece- 


‘dence over that... I think that I should not be dis- | 


charging my duty to the country to do so. - I will 
vote for taking up the bill, with the understanding 
that it shall consume only the residue of the morn- 
ing-hour. = : ee ee ; 
Mr. BRIGHT.: I-withdraw the proposition 
which I made: and then I suppose the question 


_will be on taking up the bill- now. - 


~The PRESİDENT. -That is the question. 

_ Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President; the position 
in which the Senator from California has placed 
this question, imposes it upon me as-aduty to my- 
self, to say a word or two. Iam sorry that he 
has given the measure. such a complexion before 
the Senate, and before the country. He has sug- 
gested that the yote upon taking up this kill, is to 
be considered as a test vote upona political question; 
which, if it means anything, means that those who 
vote against the proposition are to be read out of 
the party to which the Senator and myself belong 
——that it is tò drawa line, and mark the political 
character of. all the Senators on this floor: 

Mr. GWIN. I never intended anything of the 
sort. I said that those gentlemen of the Demo- 
cratic party, whose sense of duty induced them to 
act early on this bill, would vote for taking it up; 
and that those who felt-bound to oppose it, would 
do it on their own responsibility, as every Senator 
does here. I said no such thing as reading any 
one out of the party. It is a mere matter of con- 
science between those who discharge their duties 
here. I will say this, however, that if this bill is 
not acted. upon now, it may be considered as lost; 
because, it not only has to be passed by this body, 
but ithasto go to the President of the United States 
for his signature, and. after that the House and 
Senate have to elect a public printer. We have 
onl 
coiplish all that. Is that time enough, if we are 
going to make this a practical. measure? That is 
the only point. bring no man’s political con- 
sistency into question. 


Mr. BORLAND. Iam, glad that such is.the 


meaning of the Senator. ` But, I apprehend, his | 


remarks, as made, would, before the country, 
have the bearing which I have attributed to them. 
He said that it was not an ordinary question, but 
an important political question, which he sub- 
mitted to the Senate; and he said that he wished 
it decided by a test vote... What could that mean? 
If the Senator says that the meaning which I at- 
tributed to it, isnot his meaning, I take his expla- 
nation.. But, 1 ask, what would have been the 
meaning.of that before the public, if unexplained ? 
Why, it was to mark'the political position of Sen- 
ators on this floor. 

Sir, in regard to the question of the public print- 
ing, this is not the first time that I have been at- 
tempted to be read out of the Democratic party on 
account of it. _1do not mean to attribute to the 
Senator from California any such meaning.. But 
I have been read out, or attempted to be read out, 
of the party several times in my life, because I 
could not square my actions exactly to the pecu- 
liar notions of other gentlemen, belonging to the 
same party with myself. But, having my politics 
in my.own keeping, and being conscious of the 
sincerity and the rectitude of the motives which 
actuated me, I have never had any fear of being 
“read out ” of the party. I have maintained my 
political consistency, I apprehend, as well as most 
men; certainly I have, to the satisfaction of my 
own conscience. : : 

But, sir, I cannot concéive how this is ‘to. be 
considered a political question. I look upon it as 
a business question, as one affecting the practical 
business of this body. And. say, what. I have 
said from the beginning, that if it ever was a ques- 
tion pressing urgently upon the attention of the 
Senate, the time for that urgency has passed 
months ago. The practical.-value of the measure, 
so far as the business.of this body, or the busi- 
ness of the country is concerned, has passed long 
ago, and the litile aid weshould get from it within 
the next week, which is to close this session, is 


Siy 


from now to the end of the session to ac-, 


so small, that E: must confess I am unable to ap- 
preciate it. oe : - 

Mr. BADGER. So little has been said on this 
subject, and so much time is left before the hour 


“for the special order arrives, that 1 would like to 


detain the Senate for a moment. Iam very sorry 
to see this difficulty and warmth which has sprung 
up among the members of the Democratic party, 
‘ag to the bill proposed to be taken up. Idid not 
know, until the honorable Senator from-California 
announced it this morning, that this was a Dem- 
ocratic. measure. ‘That really raises. some little 
suspicion iņ my mind, that F have been influenced 
by some mistake in regard to the subject. I wish, 
nevertheless, to say that T shall. vote with the 
Senator from Arkansas ‘against taking up this 
bill. But perhaps it would be more proper, as 
this seems to be regarded as. a question between 


-my Democratic friends, for me to say nothing at 


ali about it... Perhaps—because it is a family mat- 
ter among the Demacracy—-I ought not to’ inter- 
fere, and should not vote on the question. . But if 
I vote at all, I shall vote against taking up the bill 


now. I have heretofore gone upon the supposition 


that this was a matter which concerned the gen- 
eral interests of the country, and was not a Dem- 
ocratic measure. I am in favor of the principle of 
the bill which the Senator from California pro- 
poses to take up; and I do not know that I am at 
all dissatisfied withany of its details. Tam against 
the “ lowest bidder” system of contracting for the 
public printing. 1 am entirely in favor of restor- 
ingus to something like respectability in conduct- 
ing that branch of the public service... I mention 
this, in order that my vote upon this question may 


not be misunderstood. I beg to say to the honor- 


able gentleman’ from Arkansas, as he and I will 
vote on the same side, that he need not feel the 
least uneasiness about his Democracy being called 
in question by that vote. [Laughter] ” 
he question being taken by. yeas and nays 

upon the motion of Mr. Gwin to take up the bill, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bradbury, Bright, 
Brodhead, Cass, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge 
of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Gwin, Hunter, James, 
Jones of lowa, King, Mallory, Mason, Meriwether, Rusk, 
Sebastian, Shields, Toucey, and Walker—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Borland, Brooke, But- 
ler, Charlton, Chase, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Geyer, Hale, 
Hamlin, Jones of Tennessee, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Sew- 
ard, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Up- 
hain, and Wade—25.: > e 

So the motion was riot agreed to. : 

Mr. CHARLTON subsequently rose and said: 
Mr. President, I labored undera misapprehension 


‘entirely when I gave my vote upon the motion of 


the Senator from California. J voted against his 
proposition under a misapprehension of the ques- 
tion. I therefore move to reconsider the vote by 
which the Senate refused to take .up the bill in re- 
gard to the public printing. ; 

Mr. HUNTER.: I wish only to say, that I 
voted to take up the bill with the express under- 
standing thatit should be laid aside at one o’clock. 
One o’clock has now arrived, and I shall not 
therefore vote fur the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to lay the motion to re- 
consider on. the table. ; 

` The PRESIDENT. Perhaps the Senator from 


| Massachusetts is not aware that the original mo- 


tion was to take up a bill; that was refused by a 
vote. of the Senate; the Senator from Georgia, 
who voted with the majority; moves to reconsider 
that vote; that brings up the question whether the 
bill shall be taken up or not. If the motion is 
laid on the table, of course it defeats the object of 
the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BADGER. That, Ipresume, is the object 
of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HALE. Lrise to-a question of order; and 
itis this: that the vote upon a motion refusing to. 
take up a bill is one which in its nature cannot be 
reconsidered, because the time at. which it was 
proposed to be-taken up has passed. A motion 
to take up a bill is like a motion to adjourn. A 
motion to adjourn is to adjourn at the time the mo- 
tion is made. That motion cannot be reconsidered. 
But the rejection of that motion does not prevent 
its beng renewed. Now, I take it that a motion 
to proceed to the consideration of a bill is of the 
same nature. g 

Mr. DAVIS. Ttseems to me that the Senator 
from New Hampshire has made a good point. 
simple motion to take up a bill, if rejected, cannot 
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be reconsidered, because the motion may be re- 
newed at any time. ‘The Senator from Georgia. 
can now, if he sees fit, move to take up the bill. - 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise to- ask of the Chair 
whether it would not be in order for the Senator. 
from Georgia now to move to take up the bill, or 
to move to take it up to-morrow morning, or at 
any other. time, without a reconsideration of the 
vote? 3a : 

The PRESIDENT. ` Certainly. - : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then I appeal to the honor- 
able Senator from Georgia to withdraw his mo- 
tion. $ can ik te e 
Mr. CHARLTON. AsI can makethe motion 
to take up the bill, without moving to reconsider, 
I withdraw the motion to reconsider. ` 


: DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Finance, 
to which was referred the bill for the relief of the 
Wilmington and Manchester Railroad Company, 
reported it back without amendment, and asked 
for its immediate consideration. ` 

No objection being made, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill. It proposes to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to extend the time for the payment of 
the duties on iron rails, spikes, bolts, fastenings, 
and other iron necessary for the construction of 
the Wilmington and Manchester Railroad, for the 
term of four years. It further provides that the 
Postmaster General shall contract with the Wil- 
mington and Manchester Railroad Company for 
carrying the mails on the line of their road, at the 
usual rates charged by railroad companies; and 
that he shall reserve from the amount due to the 
Company for the carriage of the mail, a sum 
sufficient to reimburse the Government for the du- 
ties thus suspended, with interest at the rate of six 

er cent, a ` 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed fora third 
reading. , p 
BOUNDARY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES 


` AND MEXICO. 

Mr. MASON. The Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred a message from 
the President of the United States, communicating 
a report from the Secretary of the Interior in rela- 
tion to the fixing of the initial point in the bound- 
ary line between the United States and the Repub- 
lic of Mexico, have instructed me to offer to the 
Senate three resolutions upon the subject, and a 
report embodying the views of the committee. I 
ask that the report and the resolutions may be 
printed.’ As they relate to a subject of very great 
national interest and importance, I ask that the 
resolutions be made the order of the day for Tues- 
day next. : 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, 1st. That by the treaty between the United 
States and Mexico, concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo on the 
second day of February, in the year 1848, no other power 
or authority is given to the commissioners aud surveyors, 
whose appointment is therein provided for, than to deter- 
mine and, by suitable land-marks, establish the boundaries 
between the two countries, as they are prescribed by said 
treaty ; and that nothing in said treaty contained can be 
eonstrued to authorize these officers, in any manner, to 
alter, vary, or modify the boundaries so provided. 

Qd. That such. power and authority is conferred by the 
treaty on the commissioner and surveyor of each Govern- 
ment, jointly, and that no separate power 1s conferred on 
either. : ` y 

3d. That the act of John R. Bartlet, Esq., the commission- 
eronthe part of the United States, in disregarding the bound- 
ary laid down on the map whichis made a part of the treaty, 
and in establishing, in lieu of one of said boundaries, a’ 
parallel of latitude as determined by astronomical observa- 
tions, is a departure from ‘the treaty. 

The report and resolutions were ordered to be 
printed. 7 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from Virginia, to postpone 
the further consideration of the resolutions till 
Tuesday next, and make them the special. order 
for that day. et a 

Mr. HALE. J ask.a division of the question, 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The question will then 
first be on postponing the further consideration of 
the resolutions till Tuesday next. i 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. | 

The PRESIDENT. The question now is on | 
making the resolutions the special order of the day 
for. Tuesday at one o’clock. 

Mr. HALE. I ask for the yeas and nays 


“ment. 
be taken up; why is it ‘that one day, of the'very 


-it curtails the 


upon that proposition. The Senate a while ago 


refused to make matters of. much more importance 
Special orders. Lo . 

The. yeas and nays were not ordered. ` 
Mr. HALE. We-have been told, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that various matters of practical and pressing 
necessity in the country cannot betaken up and 
acted upon, because there is not sufficient time to 


devote to the consideration of the appro riation 
e 


bills which are necessary to carry on t overn- 
If these great practical questions cannot 


few days which we have left, shall be specially 


assigned for. the-discussion of this matter, which, | 


in my humble judgment, should be more properly 
considered in Executive, than in open session. 
Are all the territorial bills, and the appropriation 
bills, and the other great measures that have been 
spoken of, to have the go-by for this? I shall 


|| vote against. making the resolutions the special 


order, and I wag in hopes that the Senate would 
have given me the yeas and nays upon the ques- 
tion. ; 

Mr. RUSK. This is a most important matter. 
It is a question with regard to the giving away of 
territory which properly belongs to the United 
States, to an amount nearly as large as the State 
which the Senator from New Hampshire has the 
honor of representing on this floor. That, it 
seems to me, is a question of very considerable 
importance, It is not a question involving the 
giving away of territory to the citizens of the 
United States, but the surrender of our territory 
to Mexico. The honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire could not certainly have looked into 
this matter, or he would not regard it as one of 
such slight importance. 

The motion to make the resolutions the special 
order of the day for Tuesday next, was agreed 
to—there being, on a division—ayes 21, noes 16. 


è EVENING SESSIONS. 
Mr. JONES, of Iowa, submitted the following 
resolution for consideration: 
Resolved, That during the residue of the session the 
Senate will take a recess from four, p. m; till seven, p. m. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The Senate then took up the river and harbor 
bill, and after a protracted discussion, which lasted 
till near five o’clock, p. m., all the amendments 
reported by the Committee on Commerce were 
agreed to, with the exception of that appropria- 
ting $15,000 for repair of the piers at Ashtabula, 
Ohio, which was rejected. [For the particulars of 
the proceedings on this bill see Appendix.] 


POSTAGE BILL. 


The bill to amend an act entitled ‘“ An act to 
reduce and modify the rates of postage in the 
United States, and for other purposes,” passed 
March 3, 1851, was read a third time and passed. 


MILITARY RESERVE IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have a little territorial bill 
which I ask the Senate to consider at this time. 
If it leads to debate I will consent to lay it aside. 
l have waited foran opportunity for three months 
to get it up, and have not succeeded. It is House 
bill No. 288, “An act to reduce and define the 
boundaries of the military survey of St. Peters 
river, Territory of Minnesota.” Iwill state that 
oundaries in the exact words of a 
recommendation from the Department, and has 
no other provision in it. : 

Mr. GEYER. Has itno provisionin regard to 
preémption rights? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, sir; nothing of the kind. 
I move to take up the bill for consideration. 

The motion was «greed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill. 

No amendment being offered, it was reported to 
the Senate, ordered to be read a third time, read a 
third time, and passed. ; 

On motion by Mr. Brapsury, the Senate ad- 
journed. i 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frway, August 20, 1852. 
The House met at eleven.o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirtterow F. Morean. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and. approved. 
The SPEAKER. : The business first in order is 
the consideration of House bill No. 120, ‘* author- 


izing certain soldiers. in. the ‘late war with Great 
Britain to surrender-the bounty lands drawn by. 
thêm and to locate others: in lieu thereof.” ; 

Mr. STUART. Before proceeding to the con-. 
sideration of that bill, I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to take up and pass Senate bill No. 


30, which I called‘the attention of the Houseto the- 


other day. It confirms to the State of Michigan: 
certain. salt-spring lands, and corrects an errér of; 
a clerk in.the General. Land Office. Itis of vast: 
interest to’that State. -. EA 

Mr. PENN. J object. Mae pe 

Mr. STUART. I believe it is now in order for’ 
me to move a suspension of the rules to enable me ` 
to have that bill taken up? ”.. me s 

The SPEAKER. It is not; we have not yet 
reached the last ten days of the sesston. -T'he 
Chair on yesterday was mistaken as to the num- 
ber of days yet remaining. aS 

Mr. WASHBURN. Is it not in order for me 
now to move that the House procecd. to the con- 
sideration of the private bills upon the Speaker’s 
table ? ` i 

The SPEAKER. Not in the moming hour, 
because that has been assigned to the reception. of 
reports from committees, under a special order, 
by a two-thirds vote of the House, i 

Mr. WASHBURN. It will bein order, then, 
for me to submit the motion I have indicated. at 
the expiration of the morning hour? : 

The SPEAKER. H will at that time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Private bills sent to us 
from the Senate, considered and reported favor- 
ably upon by a Committee of the Whole House, 
and to which there is no objection, have lain upon 
the Speaker’s table some six months unacted 
upon. I hope, at the termination of the morning 
hour, they may be taken up, considered, and 

assed. Such action isdemanded at eur hands. 

Mr. DUNCAN. LTask the unanimous consent 
of the House to report from the Committee on’ 
Commerce, “ʻA bill granting a registry to’ the ves- 
sel Boundary. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. 
order of business. 


SURRENDER OF BOUNTY LAND WARRANTS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness has been called for, which is equivalent to an 
objection. The business in order is the consider- 
ation of House bill No. 120, ‘authorizing certain 
soldiers in the late war with Great Britain to sur- 
render the bounty lands drawn by them, and to, 
locate others in lieu thereof.”’ ‘The previous ques- 
tion has been demanded by the gentleman from 
Alabama, [Mr. Housron.] i a. 

Mr. ORR. I hope the gentleman from Alabama 
will withdraw his call for the previous question, 
and let the gentleman from. Indiana [Mr. Hex- 
pricks] submit the amendment which has been 
suggested by him. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is not present. aA 

Mr. STUART. I think, by unanimous con- 
sent, the amendment might be introduced. 

The SPEAKER. 


I call for the regular 


If there be no objection, the À 


-call for the previous question will be considered 


as having been withdrawn. 

There was no objection. ; 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move to insert after ` 
the word “ individual,” in the first section, the 
words ‘* or sold for taxes,’’ so that it will read as 
follows: i 

t Sec. 1. Be it enacted, &c., That it shall and may be 
lawful for any soldier in the late war with Great Britain, 
to whom bounty landhas been allotted and patented in any 
State of the Union, by virtue of thè laws of the United 
States passed prior to the year.1850, which was and is unfit 
for cultivation, to surrender such patent and receive in licu 
thereof the same quantity of any of the public lands subject 
to private entry at the minimum price, as he may select: 
Provided, That before receiving such new land, it shall be 
proved to the satisfaction of the Commissioner of the Geun- 
eral Land Office the land so allotted and patented to said 
soldier is unfit for cultivation, and that the soldier has 
never disposed of his interest in said land by any sale of 
his own, orthat the same has not been taken or disposed - 
of for his debts due to any individual, or sold for taxes; and 
that he shall release al! interest in the same to the United 
States: in such way as said Commissioner shall prescribes 
and such surrender and location shall be made within Sve 
years from the passage of this act.” 3 


At the request of Mr. Mason, the section as it 
would read, if amended, was read by the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would inquire 
whether or not he is mistaken in supposing that 
the unanimous consent has been granted for the 
introduction of the amendment?. . 35 i 
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Mr. MASON.. I-asked for the reading of the 
amendment to sée.whether or not I would object.. 

‘Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois: It-was sub- 
mitted without objection, and, then.the gentleman 
from Kentucky called for its reading.: J 
_ Fhe SPEAKER: It was--by the unanimous 
consent: of the Fouse- that the’ deniand for the 
previous question was withdrawn, the mover not 
bine present, and at the moment.the Chair forgot 
that there was pending a motion to recommit, 
which excludes, except by unanimous consent, 
the'amendment.. . 
Me HALL.: 
and ‘before the-FIouse ? 


~ Phe SPEAKER, It is not in order; and the f 


gentleman will recollect that the amendment can-. 


not-be in order so long as there is pending a.mo-. 


tion to commit, unless by unanimous consent that 
motion be withdrawn-- ras i 

-Mr. HALL L made:the motion to commit the 
bill, and if itbe in order, I now withdraw it. 

` The SPEAKER. It is in order: ; 

Mr. BOWIE. I-give notice that at the proper 
time I shall move that the rules be suspended for- 
the introduction of the resolution T send tothe 
Clerk’s desk, to be read for information. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I object.to the 
reading. ; CR Z 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the several standing committees of this 
House have teave to report on the matters referred to them, 
by filing their reports, with the accompanying bills, (if any,) 
with the Clerk of the-House ; and that'said reports and bills 
be printed and referred, and, as may be, recommended by 
said committees, in the same manner as if made in the 
House, upon the call of the committees by the Speaker. 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 

‘yolled Bills, reported that the Committee had ‘ex- 
amined bills of the following titles, viz: ee 

H.R. No. 176, An act for the relief of Daniel 
Murphy; and i 

H. R. No. 257. An act to amend an act enti- 
tled ‘* An act to settle and adjust the expenses of 
the ‘people of Oregon, in defending themselves 
from the attacks and_ hostilities of the Cayuse 
Indians, in the years 1847 and 1848,” approved 
February 14, 1851; ; 

And found the same truly enrolled. The Speak- 
er signed the said bills. f 

Mr. HALL. I only wish to say a word or 
two before moving the previous question. 

“Mr. HENDRICKS. There are a good man 

` gentlemen who desire the amendment to this bill 
which [ have proposed. 
Missouri [Mr. Hay] ee me the floor to pro- 
pose the amendment. The gentleman can then 
make his objections to the amendment. i 

Mr. HALL. Iwill yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman for that purpose. `. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I now offer the amend- 
ment which has been reported already in regard 
to the tax. sales. 

Mr. HALL.. I move to strike out all after the 
salé or forfeiture of land for taxes, in the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. 
then, the whole amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment, strictly 
speaking, is not in order. It would be tantamount 
to striking out the enacting clause. 

Mr. HALL. Ido not wish to debate the ques- 
tion, but to call the attention of the House to the 
effect of that amendment.: The bill permits the 
soldiers who enlisted in the war of 1812, and who 
received for their services land that was utterly 
worthless, to. relinquish those lands and receive 
other lands of equal quantity in lieu thereof, which 
are now subject to private entry. Theamendment 
of thé gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Henpaicxs]} 
proposes, after these lands have been sold and 
forfeited for taxes, that the soldier shall receive 
no other land. What is the effect. of it? -Where 
the land is utterly worthless, nobody would think 
of paying.taxes upon it; and land in swamps, that 
is frequently covered with water, would not be 
worth the taxes. An individual would not think 
of paying taxes upon land which had been for- 
feited to the State. The question for'this House 
to decide is this: whether the soldier who served 
five years during the war of 1812 shall get bounty 
land, while we are, under recent laws, giving 
bounty land to those who have. served thirty days. 
I hold that the amendment of the gentleman from 


You strike out 


Indiana, (Mr. Henpricks,] if adopted, defeats. 


Is not the amendment in order, 


| never been sold for taxes. 


I ask the gentleman from. 


the law entirely; for, L-repeat, that where land is. 


utterly worthless, taxes will not be’ paid upon it 

Mr. CAMPBELL. This bill provides for land 

being sold, and not for land being forfeited. 
t Mr, ORR. J 
under discussion before, that it- was an exact copy 
of a bill passed some years ago confined excelu- 
sively to the State of Arkansas. It was further 
stated, that the construction given to the subject by 
the General Land Office was precisely theconstruc- 
tion which this amendment: proposes to provide 
for in the bill now before the- House: - 

Mr. HALL. The gentleman is. partly right 
and partly wrong: So far as Jam concerned, I 
did state that the bill was a precise copy of a law 
passed a few years ago in regard to the military 
land ‘warrants in the State of Arkansas.. Upon 


that question. the gentleman is right. -He is 


wrong, however, in supposing that.1 said that the 


construction of the Department was the same as. 


is contemplated by that amendment. On the con- 
trary, I expressly stated 
Mr. ORR. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
Henpricxs] made that statement. 
Mr. HALL. Then the gentleman from Indiana 


| (Mr. Henpricks] was wrong, or at least-it was 


pot the understanding of the Committee on Public 
Lands. When this amendment was before the 


Committee on Public Lands, the question was” 


made whether we ought not to make an exception 
in regard to the lands sold-for taxes. The answer 
of the committee was this: that the land was 
utterly worthless, and the individual would not 
pay taxes upon it at all, and to put in a provision 
to pay the taxes would be equivalent almost to 
denying all relief under the law.: As to what the 
Department decided, I do not know, but if the 
have made such a construction as that, I think it 
is clearly wrong. -~ > i 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I desire to correct. the 
impression under which the gentleman seems to 
be laboring. The law in regard to the State of 
Arkansas requires the soldier, before he can locate 
other lands, to surrender to the Government. the 
title of that which has been patented to him. 
The Department has given this construction to 
that; and if he does not still hold the title, it can- 
not be conveyed to the Government; and besides 
that, he must prove to the Department, by certifi- 
cate of the auditor of the State, that the Tand has 
That is the decision of 
the Department; and I so stated it. to the House 
upon another occasion, and presented the printed 
instructions of the Land Office upon that sub- 
ject. 

Mr. MASON.: I will briefly state the reasons 
why Iam opposed to the gentleman’s amendment. 
I know of but one solitary. case where the land of 
an individual has. been forfeited, and that is one 
of my constituents. The land-was located ina 
swamp in the State of Arkansas., He received his 
patent for it, ascertained that it was in a swamp, 
and paid no attention to it. The land was neither 
sold for taxes nor forfeited. “There are soldiers 
who are placed in the same situation, who swear, 
in their declarations, that they have never received 
any land from the Government. This man. is so 
conscientious that he will not swear to this effect; 
although he got no benefit from it, yet he received 
a patent for it. He is a meritorious citizen and 
soldier, and was wounded in the war of 1812. 

Mr. CARTTER. Did he geta pension? . 

Mr. MASON. He got no pension. He was 
wounded in the fleshy part of the thigh, but asked 
no pension, although he is justly and. as much 
entitled to one hundred and sixty acres of land as 
any man who served in the war. Thisamendment 
will exclude him, and therefore I object to it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Minois. f opposed this 
bill in the first place, because it did not contain 
this provision; and I shall oppose it. again if this 
provision, as contained in the amendment, shall be 


excluded. Now, I disagree with the gentleman 


from Missouri, [Mr. Haxz,] and} am ‘unable to 
see the distinction which he seems to make, or the 
reason for it. If this land was worthless, as he 
says, it never could be sold for taxes, because no 
person would buy it.. ‘This amendment, as I un- 
derstand, does not provide for land which has 
been forfeited to the State, but land which has 
been sold for taxes. If that-should be the con- 
struction of it, I would ask how. would-the other 
provisions of the law be complied with in the ab- 
sence of the principle contained in this amend- 


Ít was stated, when this bill was. 


j| to'be 


ment? I£ the individual is to reinvest the United 
States with the title which he. receives from it be» 
fore he can receive the: benefits of this law, how 
can he reinvest that, title where the property has 


-been sold for taxes? or if the tile has’parted from - 


him, either by operation of the law or his own 
free act; took at the consequences. Take the case 
of the. military tract in the State of. Illinois. 
Ejectments are brought in every court theré grow- 
ing out of tax titles which have accrued in'the 
very same way in which they would continue to 
accrue if this provision is not -inserted into this 
pill. ‘They have permitted their lands to be sold 


‘for taxes. Where the settlers have got upon those 


patent lands, the speculators go and purchase'the 
patents from them, bringing their suits against the 


| owners of the tax titles, who, unless they have 


complied with every provision of the law, are 
ousted’ by the action of ejectment. If this law 
is permitted to pass, all they have to dois to 
bring up some kindof evidence that the Jand was 
not fit for cultivation; and then, instead of the 
Government giving one hundred and sixty acres 
to these soldiers, it gives three hundred and twenty 
acres to the owner of the patent, who, is the spec- 
ulator. I ask if you ‘are to give three hundred 
and twenty acres of land to men who, by their 
own acts, have neglected to pay the taxes upon 
this land, or are you to give them one hundred 
and sixty acres when they have received land that 
is worthless? I am willing that they shall have it; 
but when the title has gone into other hands and 
is held by the owners of tax titles, I will never 
record my vote that the Government shall give 
three hundred and twenty acres instead of one 
hundred and sixty. 

Mr. STUART. It will be a little difficult to 
present this case more unfairly than it has been 
presented by the gentleman from Illinois, [Mr. 
CAMPBELL] It requires buttwo minutes’ consid- 
eration to show the fallacy of that argument. 
This bill provides that the soldier must prove sat- 
isfactorily to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that the land is unfit for cultivation. 

Mr. ORR. What time does that refer to—at 
the time he goes into possession, or at the present 


time? 

Mr. STUART. Always. f 

Mr. ORR. At the present time? i 

Mr. STUART. Yes,sir. Now, itis said that 
the land is unfit for cultivation, and that no one 
will buy it for taxes. Look at that argument. 
The bill does not provide for any other case except 
where proof is made that the land is unfit for cul- 
tivation. That must be proved, and proved con- 
clusively, before any benefit can be derived to the 
soldier under this law. Within my own personal 
knowledge, thousands of acres of land have been 
bought and sold for taxes which are totally worth- 
less. -Men attend the tax sales, and buy the land 
atauction withouthaving ever seen it, and they do 
it for the purposes of speculation.’ Here are one 
hundred and sixty. acres of land sold for two dol- 
lars.. They say that they will give two dollars for 
one hundred and sixty acres of land, and run their 
chances. ‘The'idea that people inspect land put up 
for'taxes before they purchase it, is not true in 
point of fact. They buy it as in the bush, with- 
out looking at it. How doés this matter stand ? 


Here you take‘a soldier who has served in the war 


of 1812,.and you propose to give him a bounty of 
one hundred and‘ sixty acres of land. It turns out 
that. the land he receives is good for nothing. A 
bill is now introduced compelling him to prove 
that fact;..and not only that, but also to-prove that 
he has not parted: with the title; not that alone 
either, but to reconvey the title to the Government 
of the United States; and having done these three 
things, then -you allow him to take land worth 
$1 25 to an equal amount. After having kept him 
since 1812 without anything, you now propose to 
give him what. he ought to have had in 1812 or 
1816—whenever the law was passed—and it is ob- 
jected if his land has been sold for taxes, although 
utterly valueless, he shall not have what is proposed 
given. Now, I say that no construction, 
such as intimated by the gentleman from South 
Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] can prevail. ‘This land must 
be shown to be valueless and unfit for cultivation 
at the time application is made; and if the bill be 
amended in that way I have no objection to it. I 
apprehend that nobody would dream of placing 
any other construction upon it. It would never 
do for a man to -show that the land was unfit for: 
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cultivation in 1816 or 
is nò argumentat all, iO 5 iio E 
.. Mr. ALLISON, (nterruptiñg).- There is an- 
` other class of soldiers`that I think ought to'be pro- 
vided for, if it isthe intention to provide for, those 
who have permitted their lands to be sold for taxes. 
- There are no doubt a large class-who have paid 
taxes upon land of inferior quality, and have-con- 


1818, but is good now. That 


tinued to. pay taxes from the time they received || 


the patents up to this time, and probably, have 

paid more in the shape of taxes than the land is 

worth. What would you do in such acase? If 
it is. intended ‘by this bill to place them upon an 

equality, then i think you must do something for 

such casesas I have alluded to. You cannot equal- 

‘ize by a bill of this kind. There are cases of in- 
dividual hardship, and if.we intend to equalize, I 

‘think that there should be an amendnient offered 

to this bill by which persons who have received 

patents for lands that.aré of comparatively little 

value, shall be permitted to surrender their patents, 

and have the privilege of relocating their warrants. 

This is the only way that we can place themupon | 
an equality, and do justice to the soldiers. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. If I understand the pro- 
visions of this bill, Mr. Speaker, it provides that 
all warrants that have been issued, even if they 
have passed out of the hands of the individual: to 
whom they were surrendered, and are now in the 
hands of speculators, shall have the benefit of this 
act. x fe 
Mr. HALL. No, sir; this bill proposes to con- 
_fine the benefits of the. act: to the soldiers them- 
selves. eee: : ; 

Mr. CHASTAIN. For the purpose of setting | 


myself right, I desire to have the: original bill || 


y 


read. : 

My recollection of itis, and I know it wasurged 
on a former occasion, that'speculators will be bene- 
fited exclusively. So far as my knowledge ex- 
tends in the region of country in which L reside, I 
know that all the lands have passed out of the 
hands of the old soldiers into the hands of specu- 
lators. . | 

Mr. HALL. Then they will get nothing. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I desire that the bill may 
be read. for the purpose of satisfying myself upon 
that subject; and [wish to say further, that if the 
speculators are inhibited by -this bill, from. re- | 
ceiving the benefits-of it, I will go for the bill. 1 | 
think it ‘right that. the soldier should “enjoy the 
benefits of this act, and get a lot of land, but I am 
unwilling to‘give it to speculators. ` 

The Clerk here read the bill. 

. Mr. HALL. My object was merely to call the 
attention of the House-to. the ‘provisions of this | 
bill. I do'not think it: necessary to discuss it in 
order that gentlemen may understand. it; and their 
attention being called to it, isall I desire to accom- 

lish. : Daan Lee 
E Mr. WHITE, of Alabama. This bill provides 
that soldiers shall have new lands in. case their 
lands were unfit for cultivation; but the lands may 
be valuable, although unfit for tultivation. For 
instance, it may be covered with timber or contain 
minerals. = ` Pa gA D 

Mr. HALL.’ The answer to that is this: If 
the land, in consequence of containing minerals, is 
more valuable than land for cultivation, its owner ; 
will not surrender it up, but keep it. E move the 
previous question. : 

Mr. CARTTER demanded tellers on the sec- 
ond; which were ordered; and Messrs. Locx- 
wart and CHANDLER Were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers. 
reported—ayes 74; noes not counted. 

“So the previous question received a second; and 
the main question was then ordered to be put. 

The question now being upon agreeing to the 
amendment to insert after the word “ individual,” 
the following, ‘ or sold for taxes,”’ f : 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Stanton, of ‘Tennessee, and 
CHANDLER were appointed. 4 l 
Fhe question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—30 in the affirmative; and a further count 
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not being demanded, the amendment was-declared 
to-be rejected. =; : we 
“Mr. JENKINS moved 
table, and upon that motion demanded téllers. 


-::"Fellers were ordered; and Messrs. Sranrow, of 
‘Tennessee, and Morony, wereappointed. : 


The question was then put, and tellers reported’ 
ayes 47. | 7 

Mr. JENKINS demanded the yeas and nays. 
. Mr. BUELL asked for tellers on the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and Messrs. STANTON, 
of Tennessee, and Howaxp. were appointed. ` 
` The House was then divided; and the tellers re- 
ported—2] in the affirmative, Pan gaint it ce 
. So the yeas and nays were not ordered. * 


-The question then recurred upon ordering the | 
“bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 


Mr: HALL demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Motony and PennimMAN were 
appointed. i ; 


“ The question was.then put, and tellers reported | 


—ayes 62, noes 58. 
So the bill was ordered. to bë engrossed and read 
a third time; and, having been engrossed, was read 
a third time. : ; 
The question recurring, “ Shall the bill pass?” 
Mr. HALL moved the previous question. 
Mr, STUART demanded tellers on the second, 


which were ordered; and Messrs. MeMuuurw and | 


FowLer were appointed. 


“The House was then divided upon the demand | 


for the previous question, and tellers reported— 
ayes 62,*noes 65. : 
So the previous question was not seconded. 
Mr, CARTTER. Is it in order to move to 
refer this bill to the Committee of the Whole? 
“The SPEAKER. It is in order to move tg re- 
commit the bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. CARTTER. I do not make that motion. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. Has the morn- 
ing hour expired? 
The SPEAKER. It has not expired? 
Mr. STUART. I move to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Public Lands. ; 


Mr. HALL. Upon that motion I call the pre- 
vious. question. ` Aa ein S 
The SPEAKER. A motion is made to recom- } 


mit the bill to the Committee on Public Lands, | 


which is in order. : 

Mr. CARTTER. - Do I understand the Speak- 
er to say. that my motion to refèr the bill to the 
Committee of the Whole is not in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, for the 
reason that the committee was discharged from its 
consideration. 

Mr. STEVENS, of. Pennsylvania. Is it in 
order to move to lay the bill upon the table? 

-The SPEAKER. It is. ; 

Mr. STEVENS. Then T make that motion. 


Mr HALL. Upon that I ask the yeas and | 


nays: : 
The yeas and nays. were ordered. 

Mr. STUART. Has the morning. hour ex- 
pired.? i 

The SPEAKER. It has not. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided. in the negative—yeas 62, nays 94; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, -Allison, Beale, Bibighaus, 
Bowne, John H. Boyd, Bragg, George H. Brown, Buell, 
Burrows, Busby, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, 
Chapman, Chastain, Dean, Dockery, Duncan, Eastman, 
Floyd, Fowler, Gentry, Goodenow, Hammond, Haws, Ha- 
ven, Hebard, Horsford, Howard, John.W. Howe, Thomas 


i M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Íves, Jenkins, Daniel. T. 


Jones, Preston King, Martin, McLanahan, Miner, John 


Moore, Morehead, Murray, Newton, Orr; Outlaw, Perkins, - 


Reed, Robie, Ross, Schoonmaker, Scurry, Thad. Stevens, 
Sutherland, Benjamin Thompson, Tuck, Wallace, Walsh, 
Welch, Wells, Wilcox, and Wildrick—62. 
NAYS—Messrs. William Appleton, Ashe, Averett, 
Thomas H. Bayly, . Bennett, Bocock, Bowie, Brenton, 
Briggs, Albert G. Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Ca- 
bie, Caldwell, Caskie; Churchwell, Clark, Cobb, Coleock, 
Conger, George T. Davis, John..G. Davis, Dawson, Dim- 
mick, Dunham, Edgerton, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, 


| Fitch, Florence, Henry M. Fuller,” Gamble, Gaylord, Gil- 


more, Green, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, ‘Harper, Isham G. 

3 W. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, 
Houston, Ingersoll, Jackson, A. Johnson, J. Johnson, Rob- 
ert W. Johnson, George W. Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, 


‘to lay the bill-upon the | 
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Landry, Lockhart, “Mason, McCorkle, MeMutlin, ‘Miller, . 
Molony, Henry D- Moore, Murphy, Olds, Audrew, Parker, 
Samuel- W. Parker, Penn, Phelps, Porter. Powell, Price, - 
Robbins, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, 

Stanly, Benjaniin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 

H. Stanton, Abraham P.. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, Stro: 

ther; Stuart, Sw 3 Taylor, Thurston, Townshend, 

Venable, Ward, Watkins,. Addison White, Alexander 

i White, and Vates+94. ` ae K 


| So.the House refused to'lay the bill upon the 
|| table. $ ar 
i Mr. EDGERTON. I move that the House 
‘proceed to the business on the Speaker’s table.: 
|. Mr.: HAMILTON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs, Tau, and STANTON 


of Tennessee, were appointed, 
` The question being put, there were—ayes 63, 
noes.38;, no quorum yoting.. ©; . a 
-Mr. HOUSTON.: Is. itin order for me to 
|| move that the rules be suspended, and that: the 
|i House resolve itself into the Commitee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union? `. ARER 
The SPEAKER. Not at this moment. © In 
other words, the Chair thinks that the motion’to 
-go to the business on the Speakei’s table takes 
precedence, inasmuch as it would carry the Hause 
tothe consideratiogof the private bills upon ithe 
Speaker’s table. This being private bill day, the 
Chair thinks it proper to state the efféct of the 
vote now to be taken. ` ; i EN 
The question was then. taken on Mr. Everr- 
roxn’s motion; and it was agreed to—ayes 82; 
noes not counted. : f j 
So the motion was agreed to, 


The SPEAKER stated. the question. to be upon 
the passage of Senate bill No. 185, for the relief 
of the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad Company. __ - 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is it in order to move to go 
| into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union? A i ee 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in 
order. : At 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I make that motion. 

Mr. FOWLER. I hope the gentleman will 
wait.for amoment, until we-dispose of those bills 
which have been reported from the Committee of 
the Whole ‘House, now lying on the Speaker’s 
table. < " ESEN Ese ` ea 

Mr. HOUSTON. How many bills arè the 

Mr. FOWLER. There are four. ` ; 

The SPEAKER. There are séventeen bills. 
i| Mr. CARTTER. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House, at the instance of partiés ad- 
| vised upon. the merits of Senate bill No. 152, for 
i the relef of John F. Callan, administrator of 
{ Daniel Renner, deceased, to restore that bil] to its 
i| original order on the Calendar, that we may have 
i} an opportunity of deliberately investigating jte 
|| merits... 1-do this at the ‘instance of those who 
| assure me they have investigated the merits of 
the whole subject, and thatinjustice has been:done 
by laying it upon the table. : 
“Mr. DUNCAN, Willt 
purport of the bill?“ — 3 - 

Mr. COBB. Itis abill that was laid on the 
table latè on. Monday evening. f ; 

Mr. CARTTER. It is for the relief of a widow 
and six orphans. I do not know what its merits 
are, but T do not wish to do injustice to any one: 

There being no objection, 1t was ordered ac- 
cordingly. ` ; oP 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that-the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole‘on the state of the 
Union. D 

Mr. DUNCAN. T-would ask the gentleman 
from. Alabama to withhold that motion until the- 
private bills upon the Speaker’s table, which will 
not lead to debate, are disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. H the House refuse t 
into committee, that will be in order. 

The question was put upon Mr. 
motion, and it Was not agreed to. 


RALEIGH AND GASTON RAILROAD. © 
The SPEAKER stated the question before. the 


House to be upon the passage of. the Senate bill 
No. 185, being an act.for the relief of the Raleigh 


re? 


he gentleman state the 


9. go 


y's 


Hovart 


i 
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and Gaston Railway Companys upon which bill 


‘the demand ‘forthe previous question was peng- 


Mr. STUART... I move. to lay. that. bill upon 
the table. ee en ee ee 

Mr. COBB. . I would suggest to the gentleman 
from Michigan, that Judge Daniel, who is deeply 
-interested in this matter, has. lately Tost his son, 
which détairis him at home, and it would .be a 


tter of Gourtesy-to pass. this ‘matter Over until ||- . -the question wa: en 
matter of Courtesy O Pass: kus. N REE S ‘|| motion, and it was agréed toe h 


he returns.. ~~ : ane S 
“Mr. STUART. -By the unanimous consent of 


the House, I will withdraw. my motion, and ask ||. 


that the billbe passed over informally. 
Mr. MOREHEAD, ‘No, sir; lobject.. i 
< Mr. ORR. moved that the rules be suspended, 

' and that the House resolve itself into the Commi 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union, >“ 


: The SPEAKER. -` The Chair doubts whether: 


that motion isiù order. | There has been no action 
inthe House since a similar motion has been dis- 
posed ofe a oe ae RA 

Mr. STUART. There hasbeen no question 
taken; 0. 6. a ; : ` 

` Mr, ORR, ` There has been a motion made to 

lay the bill upon the table, = 05 0 

‘The question was. then taken. on. Mr. Orr’s 
motion, and on à division there were—ayes 60, 
noes 66. >. SE Ee, ` 

.So the House refused to 20 into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union... 
-Fhe question now being og the motion to lay 
_the bill upon the table, : i i % 
‘Mr ROBBINS demanded the yeas and-nays. 

. Mr. DAWSON called for tellers upon the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered; and Messrs. SrE- 
vens, of’ Pennsylvania, and: Kine, of New York, 
were appointed. ae vn 

The House was divided, and the tellers report- 
ed-37.in the affirmative. E 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BUELL.. J call'for the reading of the bill. 

`The bill-was read by the Clerk. 

The question was then taken-on Mr. Sruart’s 
motion,.and there were-—-yeas 81, nays 80; as fol- 
lows: an A ; ; 

YEAS—Moesers.-Chagles Allen, Allison, Bennett, Bibig: 
haus, J... Boyd, Breckinridge, Buell, Burrows, Busby, 
Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, Carter, Chandler, 
Chapman; Clark, Conger, John G; Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Eastman, Edgerton, Ficklin, 
Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gay- 
Jord, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, Hamilton, 


Hammond, Haven, Henn, Uorsford, John W. Howe, 'T. | 


M. Howe, Ingerson, Ives, Jenkins, Aùdrew Johnson, R. 
W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, George 
G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, Lockhart, Martin, McLan- 
aban, Miner, Henry D. Moore, Murray, Newton, Andrew 
Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Price, Reed, Robbins, Robie, 
Schoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Ben- 
jamin Stanton, T.. Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Sweetser, 
Thurston, Townshend, Fuck, Washburn, Wells, and 
Wildrick—81. ' - : 
‘NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, William Appleton, Averett, T. 
H. Bayly, Beale; Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, Bragg, Brenton, 
Briges, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Ex 
Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Caskie, Chastain, Clingman, 
Cobb, Coleock, George T. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Dun- 
ean, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkner, Fitch, Gentry, Grey, 


Hall, Harper, Esham G. Iarris, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, | 


Hebard, Hendricks, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Thomas 
Y, How, Jackson, Landry, Mace, McCorkle, MeM whin, 
McQueen, Miller, Millson, Molony, John Moore, More- 
head, Murphy,- Olds,.Orr, Outlaw, Samucl W. Parker, 
Penn, Polk, Porter, Powell, Ross; Scurry, Smith, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Abraham P, Stephens, St. Martin, 
Strother, Taylor, Venable, Wallace,. Walsh, Watkins, 
eo White, Alexander White, Wilcox, and 
ates—80. 


' So the bill was laid upon the table. 


. The SPEAKER. The next biil in’ order is 


Senate bill No. 67, “ for the relief of John A. 
McGraw, of. New York.” ~ i : 

Mr. VENABLE. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill ‘* for the relief of the Raleigh 
and Gaston Railroad’’ was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina cannot make that motion, as he did not 
vote with the majority. 

Mr. CARTTER. ` For the accommodation of 
the gentleman from North Carolina, I make the 
motion to reconsider, 

Mr. BUELL.” I move to lay the motion to re- 
consider upon the table:. © * %7. - j 

Mr. VENABLE. -Fask forthe yeas and nays 
on that motion. ene Hone ee 

The SPEAKER. The motion. to reconsider 
will be entered, but it must gö over; ag there is 
another bill now before the House. °"- 0 =s 


Mr: POLK, Is it in order to move: thatthe 
rules: be suspended, and that thé. House resolve. 


| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 


of the Union? . i. we ee 
“The SPEAKER. In the opinion of the Chair, 

Risin order ©- 7 ET ea 

~ Mr: POLK- Then I submit that motion. 
. Mr: WASHBURN. -I call for tellers. 


` Telers were not ordered. 


The quéstion was then taken upon Mr. Poix’s 
» NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILE. ~ 
The rules were accordingly suspended, and the. 
Housé resolved ‘itself into the Committee of the 
Whole onthe ‘state of the Union, (Mr. Frexum 
in the chair,).and resumed. the consideration of 
House bill No. 240, ‘making appropriations for 
the naval service’ for the ‘year ending June 39, 
1853.” ; : ENEE 
The CHAIRMAN stated that the pending gues- 
tion before the committee was the motion of the 
gentleman from Tennessee :[Mr. Pork] to strike 
out the following clause: 
“Norfolk; Virginia: For storehouse No. 14, wharf north 


side of timber. dock, culvert, dredging-machine, and repairs 
of all kinds, $80,732 20.7 a - z 


Mr. MILLSON. ; Has any speech been made 


in opposition.to that amendment? - ee 
The. CHAIRMAN. The Chair believes that 

there has-not. . > EEI 
.Mr.-MILLSON. My friend from Ohio, [Mr. 

Carrrer] intimated. yesterday ‘that, instead of 


t an attempt to protect the timber; one ought rather 


to be‘made to protect the Treasury from: the dep- 
redations of the marine-worm. © Sir, the figure was 
very striking and original, and perhaps the hit was. 
a very happy one. 4 only wonder that it should 
have occurred to any gentleman. who voted for the 
Collins line appropriation, as the gentleman from 
Ohio did; or perhaps that is the very reason that 
it did occur to the honorable gentleman from Ohio. 
But will my friend deny the necessity for protect- 
ing the public property at navy-yards from: the 
depredations of the marine-worm? Does he know 
nothing of its ravages ?. - Does he not know that 
there is deposited at these. navy-yards, and par- 
ticularly at the navy-yard at Gosport, a large quan- 
tity of ‘timber, and other very valuable’ propert 
of all descriptions, worth between $2,000,000 and 
$3,000,000? : Does he not see the wisdom and ne- 
cessity of protecting those. valuable deposits. by 
the expenditure of a small sum of money?) Why, 
then, does the gentleman manifest so much zeal 
in opposition to this appropriation? Why do the 
members of the Committee of Ways and Means 
resist with so much pertinacity the attempt to_re- 
store at least a portion of these estimates? The 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Puers] said on 
yesterday that all the reductions made by the 
Committee of Ways and Means had been well 
considered by them. I ask that gentleman, or 
any other member. of the Committee of Waysand 
Means, to tell this House the reason why they 
struck: out the estimates for appropriations for 
completing the timber-dock and quay-wharves at 
Gosport? I should like to know, sir, what that 
reason was, and I will allow them now to state it. 
No reason has been given, and none can be.given. 
Unless these gentlemen can give the: House some. 
reason for striking out these estimates, I ask with 
what grace can they urge-the Houseto confine the 
appropriations to the amounts recommended by 
them? | find.that it would be a hopeless task to 
attempt to -restore the whole of the appropria- 
tions estimated for by the Secretary of the Navy, 
but stricken out by the Committee of Ways and 
Means. I shall not‘again urge it, but I shall pres- 
ently offer two amendments, having in view the 
restoration of what I consider the most important 
of them. ' 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 
‘and it was not agreed to. © ; 


Mr. MILLSON. I move to add at. the end of 
line one hundred and twenty-five: these words: 
` And for extending quay-wharves, $25,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall-call for tellers upon that 
‘amendment, and I ask‘the attention of the House 
to the reasons which constrain me to offer it here. 
Now, sir, the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carr- 
TER,] in commenting yesterday upon these amend- 
ments, seemed to speak with an air of injured 
innocence, as if he supposed that some wrong was 
attempted to be done.to the country, by asking 


the Representatives of the people to protect their 
own property against osò. Sir, I haye-no interest 
in this matter.’ My coistitvents, have no partie- 


cular or. exclusive interest init; and it.is only be- 


cause I happen to represent -the district: im which 


this navy-yard is situated, and ‘that, it is therefore 


made my especial duty to. be soméwhat acquainted 
‘with its condition, that T trouble: the House at ali 
about it. It is a matter of as much interest to 
other gentlemen as it isto me. . If there is any 
gentleman here who supposes that I would, pro- 
pose or vote for appropriations. for the particular ` 
benefit of my own constituents, and not demanded 
by the public welfare—though I do not believe. 
there is any. such gentleman. here—he.does me | 
much: injustices [ would not do it.. My constit- 
uents.-would not ask me to do it; and I do them 
but justice when. I say that if I were to attempt ity 
T should: not long represent them on this floor. I 
would vote as. readily as any.other man against 
any proposition, the object of which was. to ex- 
pend-money unnecessarily in my district. But 
the object for. which this amendment provides, is 
to continue an existing. work of gréat necessity. 
I ask the Clerk to read an-extract from. the letter 
of the former commandant of the yard, showing 
the necessity for the work. - ` ie 

The Clerk read the extract, as follows: 

“The entire line of quay- wharves cannot, in my opinion, 
be comptetéd too soon for the public interests. ‘To kéep up 
the temporary water front at this yard, which is entirely of 
made ground, and to prevent its sliding into the river, fre- 
quent piling has tó be resorted to. These piles last but a 
short. time, às. the marine-worm, which is perhaps more 
destructive at this, than at any’ other station, often cuts 
through them in one season. In point of economy, therc- 
fore, it is desirable to finish the permanent stone wharves 
as early as practicable.” a ag i 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if any member of the 
Committee of Ways and Means can assign to the 
House any reason for not continuing that work 
and completing it as soon as possible, I will yield 
the floor to him in order that he may do so. The 


. work must be done, and the only conceivable rea; 
‘son which should prevent’ an appropriation how 
‘would be, that at this time there was not money 


in the Treasury sufficient to accomplish the work, 
But, we have. abundant means in the Treasury. 
The work must be done, and the sooner it is done 
the better.. It has been commenced; it is now un- 
finished, and your property is subject to daily in- 
jury and loss, If itis to be completed at any 
time, I ask. why not now, at, once, unless it be 
that there:is some particular reason why all the 
available funds of the Government are required for 
other public uses, at this particular moment.. We 
all know this. is:not the case. i ` , 

Mr. CARTTER. Iam opposed to this amend- 


| ment, and for some of the reasons that I assigned 


hastily.on yesterday. `I believe, as the honorable 
member from the.Norfolk district has stated, that 
he would not designedly ask a profligate expendi- 
ture in his district. But it strikes me,.that he 
holds these navy-yards, and the Jumber-inside of 
them, animate and inanimate; in too high estima- 
tion. We have-expended on this Navy, if I rec- 
ollect aright, upwards of $146,000,000, and that 
principally since the war of 1812.’ What is the 
product of it? “Why, the product is, that you 
ave got in this Navy officers enough to man 


every. vessel belonging tó this Government, from 


the yard-arm down, and only about forty of them 
in employment. You have got a mass of crafts 
constructed under the génius of’ this Navy—a 


| genius worked out by idleness and profligacy, in 


many instances, to correspond with the intellect- 
ual character that governs this department—a 
mass of crafts utterly unavailable for protective 
purposes; crafts without speed and without value, 

ou have just been informed by the honorable 
member from the Norfolk district that there is 
$4,000,000 worth ‘of timber. 

Mr. MILLSON. I said between two and three 
millions. ; 

Mr. CARTTER. Well, then, you are told 
that you have got between two and three millions 
of property.in this one yard. What is the re- 
sult?) Why, that there shall be an annual request 
made to this Congress, not to put that property 
into a shape of practical utility to the Government, 
but that you shall fence it in, and keep it in that 
unproductive condition. Now, as I remarked on 
yesterday, it would be far better to burn it up; 
and if you could extinguish with it the old fogy 
uselessness of the human materials of the Navy, 
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as it now exists, it would be the greatest God-send 
that could come upon this Republic. -- : 

- The gentleman says, I voted for the Collins 
line. {did vote for that line, and.will do it again, 
and will keep doing it, unt the rivalry of that 


civil and war marine shall extinguish, in the con-. 


trast it is furnishing to the world, that cancer upon 
the public trade. tA? Ws ee S am 

Mr. BOCOCK. I have an amendment to offer. 
I move to decrease the amouht in thé amendment 
of my colleague [Mr.-Mitison] $5,000. I sub- 
mit the amendment, arid leave it to the committee, 
without.troubling it with any remarks at. this 
time. En eps” An do BAe 

Mr. MILLSON. Tani opposed.to that amend- 
ment. . The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Cartrer] 
has: said not one word which has the slightest 
applicability to the amendment which I intro- 
duced. If you were acting upon a bill proposing 


man. from Ohio would be altogether: pertinent; 
but we are engaged in the consideration of a bill 
for the maintenance of the Navy, and the simple 
inquiry is, whether the appropriation I have 
asked or suggested is necessary to maintain the 
existing establishment. But the gentleman did 
say one word in opposition to a view which I pre- 
sented. He says, I declared that there is about 
three millions worth of property at the Gosport 
navy-yard, in an unprotected state. Sir, I suid 
the whole amount of property at the Gosport 
navy-yard, embracing the articles under the super- 
vision of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, the Bu- 
reau of Ordnance and. Hydrography, -and. the 
Bureau of Construction, Equipment, and Repairs, 
is between two and three million dollars, exactly 
$2,372,000-—a larger amount than theré is in any 
other navy-yard in the country, and as large as 

» can be found in five other navy-yards. Everybody 
knows it is the most extensive and important 
navy-yard we have. It is designed not merely for 
the present wants of our swelling population and 
growing. Navy.’ It is not to be supposed that fifty 
or a hundred years hence we will only have 
demand for the same number of vessels as now. 
Our policy should be to improve these naval estab- 
lishments. in such a manner as to provide for the 

. prospective as well as the present wants of the 
service, à 

Now, sir, the Government have commenced a 
line of quay-walls, constructed of stone, which 
they have partially completed. At the upper end 
the ground is what is called. made-ground, and of 
such a character as to require to be secured. 
Wooden piles are now used, which soon decay 
and require constant repairs. And the question is, 
whether you will not diminish this expense and 
save the Government from loss, by the erection of 
this wall. I say again, that this appropriation is 
demanded for the protection. of that navy-yard. 
It was sanctioned by Congress when they first or- 
dered the construction of the wall. You will have 
the depth of water in the river diminished by the 
washing away of this loose material, and you will 
be compelled to go to considerable expense for 
clearing out the channel with dredging-machines, 
so as to remove the impediments in the way of 
navigation, if this work is not completed. is 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy, by 
the Commandant of the Yard, and by the Chief of 
the Bureau. I’ know myself that itis of the utmost 
importance that the work should be completed. 
Can.any member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means assign any reason why it should not be 
continued? If so, I will yield the floor to him for 
that purpose. Both the Secretary of the Navy and 
the Chief of the Bureau have expressed to me their 
regret that the reduction was made by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. I say again, that 
neither I nor my constituents have any peculiar 
interest in this matter. 1 know what the wants 
of the Government require, and therefore I think 
it my duty to inform the House, and then let the 
responsibility: be upon it. ; 

The question. now being upon the amendment 
to the amendment, È 

Mr. BOCOCK, by unanimous consent, with- 
drew his amendment. : 

Mr. DEAN. I move to reduce the amendment 
of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Mriison] to 
$24,000. I do it for the purpose of saying that I 
see no reason for quarreling with the Committee 
of Ways and Means jor their action in reducing 
the estimates upon this saval appropriation bill; 


but Irise now more particularly for the purpose of 
doing what I should have done on yesterday, had 
I been in my-seat, when the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Srany] alluded to a report of some 
remarks made by me, in the Intelligencer of yes- 
terday morning. I did not hear ofthis. matter 
until last-evening, when I called at the Globe Of- 
fice, and examined the report of what he said. 

; -I can only say the gentleman was. entirely. mis- 
taken in relation to what I said the day before, if 
he supposed I made any such’ charge, or any 


‘such allusion to the late Secretary of the Navy 


as he indicated. What I did say was, that un- 
der-his management, there were abuses existing 


‘inthe Navy. I alluded to the fact of there being 


nearly $500,000 paid this year to officers waiting 
orders. . I further said, which is true, that during 
the first year of his administration, the expenses 


of the Navy increased $3,000,000. A i 
to disband the Navy, the remarks from the gentle- || - 


Now, I must say, for that reason, I am in favor 
of retrenchment. The National Intelligencer has 
not reported me as the gentleman. says.’ It has 
reported, essentially, what I said. I will read the 
paragraph alluded to: - 

“ He believed that our Navy, under its present manage- 
ment—especially under the management of the late Secre- 
tary—had been one of the corruptest sources of abuse in the 
Government, ”. . 

Now, the reports in the National Intelligencer, 
so faras I have seen them, are ordinarily more 
correct than any I have seen of abbreviated re- 
ports; but in this instance they have made a mis- 
take, by insertinga word I did not use, and which 
I did not intend at all. I intended to say what Ire- 
peat now, that under the management of the late 
Secretary of the Navy, the expenditures of that De- 
partment, increased enormously; and being in a 
time of peace, I can see no reason whatever for it. 

Mr. MILLSON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from New York, {[Mr. 
Dean.) Ihave nothing to say in reply to his 
general remarks, which do not relate to this sub- 
ject.. I wish, however, to say a word in reply to 
an observation which fell from the gentleman from 
New York, lest it might be supposed that I was 
quarreling with the Committee of Ways and 
Means. I beg to say to that gentleman and to 
this committee, that 1 designed no such thing. I 
did not quarrel with the Committee of Ways and 
Means. I believe the reductions they have made 
have been from what they believed a just spirit of 
economy; and I heartily sympathize with them in 
that spirit. I entirely.approve of their efforts to 
reduce the expenditures of the Government within 
economical limits. But these reductions must be 
wisely made, and I do not believe the Committee 
of Ways and Means themselves would have re- 
duced. the estimates now under consideration, if 
this. bill had been prepared at a later period of the 
session. I know, when they had these matters 
under consideration, it was a matter of some doubt 
what amount would be left in the Treasury. I 
went before the committee on two occasions. Í 
will not state the conversation which occurred 
there, but I will say, that from what was said to 
me, I inferred that several of these appropriations 
were struck out because the committee had not 
then the assurance that there would be-a large 
sum of money in the Treasury at the expiration 
of the fiscal year. 

Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will explain what governed me in relation 
to the item he is now advocating. I will inquire 
if it is not-in relation to the quay-walls in Gosport 
navy-yard? 

Mr. MILLSON. ktis. 

Mr..PHELPS. I do not recollect exactly the 
extent of the quay-wall which is there now; but 
the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia pro- 
poses a further extension of that wall. Now, the 
Committee of Ways and Means were of the opin- 
ion that such an extension was not necessary for 
the purposes of shipping; or anything else, except 
to beautify and adorn that navy-yard. It is said 
that the wall should be further extended so far as 
to prevent the river from injuring the property at 
that point. The committee were fully advised 
with regard to that matter:, There is nowa wharf 
where it is proposed this quay-wall shall be ex- 
tended. It is composed of wooden piles, which 
are driven down, and which, as we are aware, 
very soon decay. But the committee were of 
Opinion that another structure than a quay-wall 
might be constructed much cheaper, and which 


‘my time and go on. 


wouldanswer the purpose ‘much ‘better at this 
time. That was the reason which operated upon 
my mind in inducing me to cometo the conclu- 
sion. which I did in relation to this quay-wall. 

` Mr. MILLSON. J am glad to hear the gentle- 
man’s explanation; and. will leave the committee 
to. judge of the. sufficiency of the ‘réasoris: ` It 
seems that some menibers of that committee:sup- 
posed that'instead of this masonry work, timber 
would answer just ‘as’ well to secure this roperty 
from injury by being washed away into the river. 

Mr. PHELPS. Notatall. 07 = i 

Mr. MILLSON... What then? ~ gee 

Mr. PHELPS. T will state that, from. the 
opinion I had received, I thought a further exten- 
sion of this quay-wall was unnecessary; that for 
all purposes of mooring vessels, and for the pur- 
pose of receiving supplies, and for every purpose 
for which such a wall was needed by the Navy, 
they had a sufficient extension of wharf already 
at Gosport. . : 

Mr. MILLSON. `- This.is still worse. I never. 

heard before that thè water-line of a navy-yard. 
should not be protected from crumbling or-wash-. 
ing away.’ It seems, from the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Missouri, that there is to be no-secur- 
ty at all furnished for this artificially-made land. 
That is not to be protected fromthe washing of the 
river, because there is no necessity of having a 
greater line of wharves than now exists. 
Mr. DEAN, by consent, withdrew the amend- 
ment. Ti f n A 
Mr. STUART. I move tọ reduce the appro- 
priation one dollar. I do it for the purpose: of 
submitting a few remarks upon this question. 

It must be obvious to every gentleman who has 

given even a casual observation to the Navy, that 
one of two results must take place. . Hither some 
of its friends—its real friends—must undertake a 
revision of the whole affair, so as to produce the ne- 
cessary amount. of retrenchment, or the whole of 
that arm of the service must be abandoned; for if it. 
goes on in the same ratio of increase as it has done 
for several years past and the same means are 
used to produce that increase which have been 
used, the Treasury of this country must and will 
come to a point when it cannot supply its demands, 
Now, look at this case. It is said the command- 
ant of the yard makes a recommendation. Who 
is he, sir? ` An officer of the Navy, who, however 
honest he may be, desires to beautify.and adorn 
this particular yard—not only to the extent neces- 
sary for its protection, but to extend it in the most 
expensive and permanent style; such ag would vie 
with any portion of the Old Country, under the- ` 
direction and with the purse of its most expensive 
proprietors. Now, sir, this country cannot carry 
out such a system, An gee of the Navy makes 
a recommendation, the Secretary of the Navy 
sanctions the recommendation, and Congress i3 
called upon to make the appropriation, for: the 
reason that the naval officers recommended it. 
This is no reason atall. Sir, we must rely upon 
some committee. We must rely upon the Com- 
mittee of Ways.and Means, whose duty it cer- 
tainly is to. examine this question, and to omit 
such’ appropriations as they may deem unneces- 
sary. . 
Mr. PHELPS. If the gentleman from Michi- 
gan will permit me, I desire to say one word. 
The gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Mison] has 
urged thenecessity ofconstructing this quay-wharf. 
If | understand it, that necessity has existed for 
several "years past, and this is the first time for 
two years past that an estimate has been submitted 
from the Navy Department, for the further exten- 
sion of this quay-wharf now in process of con- 
struction. 

Mr. MILLSON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to explain that matter ?. p 

Mr. PHELPS. Ihave in my hand the printed 
estimates, which I will have read if the gentleman 
desires: a. a i g 

Mr. MILLSON. I know that much of this 
made ground has been deposited along the side of 
the river within the last twelve months, and it 
ought to be protected without delay. a 

Mr. STUART.. Five minutes isa short time 
to speak on any subject, and I desire to resume 
I was saying that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, whose duty it is: to. 
examine this question, has, omitted the appropri- 
ation for which the gentleman contends. Now, 


3 


Lam disposed to sanction the action of that com- 
mittee, and leave the responsibility there. It must 
rest somewhere; and itis very much better to restit 
with aregulatly-organized committée of the House, 
than undertake to. override its action here, in the 
Committee of the W,hole on,the state of the;Union. 
What I desire is; the lowest amount-of. expendi- 
ture possible forthe Navy,-until-such a revision of 
its‘ whole affairs shall take place-as-to restore it 
to what it once was, and now ought to be—the 
pride and glory of the country... But, at this time, 
instead: of occupying that position, it is ina posi- 
tion so different that it would ‘not require: much 
for me, as much as I desire it, to. vote to abolish 
the whole concern, unless itean be better managed 
than it has been lately. wagers Nias ht 

Mr. HEBARD.. Í rise simply to. say that 1 
am opposed to this amendment, and desire that 
the committee. shall come to a vote upon the re- 
maining proposition... I think we: have expended 
time enough upon this subject... lam exceedingly 
anxiousto know what the next proposition will be 
—-for I:suppose there will be another—and J hope 
we shall now take a vote upon this. 
little-variety. E A 

Mr, HOUSTON. That is right... w 

“The question heing upon the adoption of the 

amendment to the amendment, phe AR 

Mr. MILLSON demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Stevens, of Pennsylvania; 
and Doniam were appointed. ` ` 


: 7 | 
‘The question was then taken, and the tellers re-. 


portéd—ayes 42, noes not’ counted, 
So the amendment. to the amend 
agreed to, 0 o, . se note is a 
The question now recurring upon. the adoption. 
of the original amendment, Eyi ot 
Mr. MILLSON demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Hamitton and Bunun were 
appointed. . i 


ment was nòt 


he question was then taken, and. the tellers re- | 


ported—ayes 28, noes not counted. 
So the amendment was not. agreed to. 


Mr. BOCOCK™ offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the clause iñ rela- 
tion to.the Norfolk navy-yard: 


For the purchase of lands, amounting in quantity to about 
six, acres, according to à survey recently made under the 
direction of the Commandant of the Gosport Navy-Yard, 
which land is now the property of C. P. Edwards, $9,000 : 
Provided, That no part of said money shail be paid until a 
valid titie to said land shall first have been obtained, and 
the assent of the Legislature of Virginia shall have been 
given to the said conveyance. 


Mr. BOCOCK. . I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, 


that this is not a matter which comes in conflict | 
with ‘any recommendation of the Committee of | 


Ways and Means, because I believe it never was 
before them. Itis a matter which has been brought 
up in consequence of paguliar circumstances, since 
the action of the Committee of Ways and Means 
upon this bill.” : : ' 

The amendment relates to a quantity of about 
six acres of land, contiguous to land now. owned 
by the United States Government, and which the 
Government bas been atlempling, as T understand, 
for about twenty years to buy, because itis ne- 
cessary for the protection of property there,‘and 
which it has only lately been able to purchase upon 
fair terms. PANIS 


Now, Í can state, that by a map which has been | 


delivered to me, made under. the direction of the 


superintendent or commandant of the yard there, | 
But I am met here with | 


this land is necessary. 
the declaration, by my friend from Michigan, 
(Mr. Sruart,] that the recommendation: of the 


commandantsof the yards, and officers of the! 


Navy, are not worth a picayune. I was exceed- 


ingly surprised to hear such a remark from so | 
sensible a gentleman as the member from Michi- 


gan, ‘The advices of men who are familiar with 


these matters, who are upon the ground and know || 


all about them, not worth a picayune! Who un- 
derstands matters about your navy-yards? Is there 
any one here who comes from those navy-yards? 
Is there any one familiar with all their wants? You 
must rely upon these persons. They are appointed 
for. the purpose of examining into these matters, 


We want a | 


t 
t 
\ 


and to give us their recommendations. The-gentle- | 
man from Michigan comes forward and says that | 


their recommendation is not worth one cent. 
gentleman had better have gone one step further, 
and, with the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Garrrer] 
say: Let the Navy perish. That is the only ques- 
tion. Take care of your Navy—take care of your 


The 


| $60,000... or . $70,000--worth: of public: property... 


‘| committee. 


:to. purch 


‘timber. sheds, in-which‘all this property has been 


folk district (Mr. Mi.rson] has just spoken. Tj 


chase, the Government may shortly lose $100,000 | 


| from officers‘in the Navy, and were not, from the | 


.man be a commandant: of a navy-yard, and let 


| this.-same.sea-wall, because it is necessary in order 


j - { 
property—or let your Navy perish. .Thatis the 


issue now presented to: the committee. : 

~ I understand that the Congress. of the United 
‘States, at its last session, made. an appropriation | 
: ase a‘quantity: of land contiguous to the | 
navy-yard at New York, for which $285,000. was 
paid.: We propose to buy six acres‘of land, which 
are very necessary, and. which Wwe arè able now 
to get for $9,000. Let me state one or two reasons 

why this should be done., There are contiguous 
to this. land ‘several’ public buildings, and there 
have been built upon: these -six acres shanties: of | 
combustible materials, exceedingly liable to take 
fire, and. which, by taking fire, might consume. 


‘These six acres also extend very, near to: those 
stored, and of which’my colleague from the Nor- | 


wish gentlemen to understand that Norfolk is not 
in my district.’ As I have before said, this land 
extends nearly to these timber sheds, and if it is 
not bought by the Government, it will be built up-i 
entirely down to them with combustible shanties; 
and instead of appropriating ‘$9,000 for this “puy- 


by the destruction.of property by-fire. Its pur- 
chase is recommended. by the Secretary of the 
Navy, and by the commandant of. the yard. 
. Mr. STUART... I did not make use‘of any 
such term.ag the gentleman says I did. J didnot 
use the ‘term picayune. Not being a southern | 
mati, itis a name for coin I know nothing. about. | 
I said that these recommendations. come.to us | 


very nature of things, and from the nature of men, 
for that reason, entitled to much weight. Let a | 
him recommend to. Congress what- amount of | 
money ought to be there expended, and in what 
way, and I submit to this committee, without fear 
of contradiction, that if you will adopt that as the 
principle, your. whole Treasury will not supply | 
his wants and his recommendations. 

Now, take this very case. They want six more 
acres.of land, ata cost of $9,000, and then they 
want, at least, one side of that land walled in with | 


to carry out the plan of these officers of the Navy. | 
What great good grows out of it? Any? Sir, L- 
see none; but Ido not profess to be so advised 
upon this subject as to be able to instruct this 
It is for that reason that I, for one, 
feel much more secure in relying upon the action | 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, andif that | 
committee is disposed to urge retrenchment in our | 
Navy expenditures, I am disposed to stand by it. 
It is the principle against which I contend—that 
principle which: allows an officer of the Navy to 
make a recommendation for the expenditure of | 
money, and that to be reason enough why Con- 
gress should vote it. I deny. the correctness of 
the logic, and deny that that is safe“action. | 
Mr. EVANS. I-move to increase the amount 
to $10,000. T have examined this subject a little, 
in connection with the maps and plans. I do not | 
propose to take any part in this general naval de- | 
bate. The Secretary of the Navy has examined | 
this matter, and the commandant ‘says. that the-, 
Government has been endeavoring to purchase 
this land for some years, but that it has been held 
heretofore by an.individual who would not part | 
with:it at all... They have at length prevailed upon | 
him, if- Congress will buy it; and it is stated, and | 
I believe truly, that if it is purchased, it will be 
valuable property to the United States: Lf that be 
the case, and 4 have no doubt of. it, this amend- ; 
ment ought to be regarded in a different light from | 
that in which the Committee.of Ways and Means | 
view it. The purchase of this. small piece of land | 
at a cheap rate—and it is cheap ‘considering every- | 
thing—may possibly, and, indeed, probably will | 
save us from a great deal of expense hereafter. | 
Sudden conflagrations are not unusual at all in our | 
towns, particularly in our southern towns, and the | 
large ship-sheds, and timber-sheds of the Gov- | 
ernment may be consumed; and we will lose an / 
amount of property much greater in value than | 
the amount contained in this appropriation.. I 
trust, therefore, the committee will adopt it. - 
. Mr. MILLSON. I am opposed to the amend- 
ment, and in favor of the original amendment 
offered’ by my.colleague:{[Mr. Bocock] from the 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 


I have risen for the purpose of saying a word 
or two, to-give the House some information in re- 
gard to the facts. - I never. heard of this appropri: 
ation until within a few days past. ` The sugges- 
tion is made. by the Secretary of the Navy and by 
the Committee. on Naval Affairs. -I will state that 


‘the extent of the Norfolk navy-yard is now less 


than that of other navy-yards of less importance. . 
The New York navy-yard contains about one 
hundred‘ and. eighteen acres. -The fiavy-yard-at 
Norfolk, much moreimportant, much more useful, 
as I conceive, contains only about, seventy-nine’ 
acres: ©... C2 Ges in So Sars Les 
: Tam informed*by my colleague, [Mr. Bococx;] 
and from other “sources, that this land is désired, ` 
and-I believe it would be advantageous to extend 
the yard-in that ‘diréction. : ` : 

Lam ‘in favor of -the original amendment, and as 
I am informed thatthe land can be purchased for - 
‘$9,000—that being the amount asked by the pres- 
ent, proprietor—and as the amendment is ‘to.in- 
crease it to $10,000, which amount is not required, 
Iam opposed to it. $ Hides 

The question wast 


hen taken on the arnendment 


‘of Mr, Evans, and it was not agreed to’ 


The question now being upon the adoption of 
the amendment of Mr. Bococx, > 
Mr. BOCOCK asked for tellers; which were 


| ordered; and Messrs. SUTHERLAND, and STANTON 


of Kentucky, were appointed. 
` The question was then taken, an 
ported—ayes 34, noes not counted. 
So the amendment was. not agreed to. 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida. ‘Iam instructed by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, in the following 
section, viz:— a" ae R 

“ Pensacola, Florida: Towards completing permanent 
wharf, to complete guard-house and kitchen, to, complete 
yard railway and repair old track; to complete extension. of 
central wharf, to rebuild east wall of cistern No. 26, for ice- 
house, repairs of cisterns Nos. 14 and 25, and repairs of all 
kinds, $83,044?°— f 
after the.word ‘‘wharf,’’ to insert the following: - 

“ For extension of smithery and machine shop, for wharf 


d the tellers re- 


| on eastside of yard, four new forges and chimneys??— 


and to increase the appropriation to $162,782. 


As I have stated,'I am instructed ee the com- 
mittee to submit that amendment, but [have very 
little expectation that it will pass. It seemsto me 
that the Committee of Ways and Means have mo- 
nopolized to themselves all the’ ‘business of this 
Congress. The recommendations of the Commit- 
tee on Military’ Affairs, of the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs, and of all the various committees of 
the House, are treated with. contempt, at the in- 
stance of the chairman of the}Ways and Means, 
who assumes that his committee are alone to say. 
what is essential.and what is proper, and that the 
House must. vote for, and adopt without alteration 
or amendment, all of their recommendations, and 
against all others: © 0° t : 

Mr. HOUSTON. . My friend is too intelligent . 
a gentleman to-indulge in such remarks. as those 
towards the Committee of Ways and Means. I 
assure him, andhe must have known it, that we 
have acted upon nothing which was not committed 
to us. by the House. figs ` 

Mr. CABELL. I am not speaking of that. 
My point. is that the Committee of Ways and 
Means.come to us, and say that we must act ac- 
cording to their recommendation, and that unless 
we do adhere to it, improper legislation will be the 
result, or some argument of that kind. We see 
the honorable chairman passing the word around 
the House, that unless you pass his bills exactly 
as they are, the appropriations necessary to carry 
on the Government may be lost. Everything 
must, therefore, be opposed, except what comes 
from that committee. The House seems to have 
acquiesced in this, and is saved the trouble of 
thinking for itself; and I have not much expecta- 
tion of the passage of the amendment I propose, 
but introduce it because it is recommended. by 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and because I 
deem it proper and essential, and because its 
adoption is urged by the Secretary of the Navy, 
and head of the Bureau of Yards and Docks. 

The geographical position of Florida is unfor- 
tunate for the interests of the whole country. She 
has a sea-coast of twelve hundred miles in extent, 
and is therefore brought very much in communi- 
cation with the General Government. Unfortu- 
nately she has but one Representative upon this 
floor, and consequently an influence only in pro- 
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by ‘the proper officers of the Government.. The. 
Secretary says that it is essential to the commer- 
cial interest of the whole valley of the Mississippi. 
I beg to read a-short extract from the report of 
Commodore Smith, indorsed by the ‘Secretary: 


“Jt is due to the great western portion of our country, 
that a navy-yard of the most efficient character be main- 
tained on the waters of the Gulf of Mexico. That sca ne- 
cessarily, from natural causes, has become. a most impart- 
ant channel of navigation and commerce; and when. the 
three passage-ways. across the continent that are contem- | 
plated—connecting the Atlantic and. Pacific oceans—shall | 
be available, it will become yet more so; and should col- 
lision or war with foreign Powers take place, these waters 
will become the prominent theater of action, and the 
stronger naval power engaged will command the termini of 
these passige-ways, as well as the mouth ofthe Mississippi. 

. Che importance, theretore—indeed I would say the neces- 
sity—of fostering the uavy-yard in that quarter, is fully ap- 
patent.” ` - 


The whole country, especially the great West— 
the constituents of my friend from Ohio, and others 
_who oppose this appropriation—are much more 
interested in this navy-yard than are the people of 
Florida.” I had a right to expect their codpera- 
tion instead. of their opposition. 

I have a word more to say in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, [Mr. Carrrer,} all of whose 
arguments strike at the existence of a Navy. I, 
like htm, am in favor of the reforms in that ‘service | 
which, have been proposed. T advocated the Col- | 
lins line of steamers. I advocated the contract 
system for the construction of steamers. I desire 
to see the effect of that competition of which he | 
spoke. But I will say to that gentleman, and I 
know that bis intelligence must convince him of 
the truth of the statement, that these navy-yards 
are as absolutely necessary for the preservation of 
the class of vessels he wishes to see substituted 
for the present system, as they are to our existing 
“haval establishment. 

- In regard to the improvements asked for in this 
yard, I will state further to him andthe gentleman 
trom Michigan, [Mr. Sruarr,] that not one of the 
appropriations I propose, and which were stricken 
out by the Committee of Ways and Means, is for | 
‘the embellishment of the yard.” The improve- | 
ment is not for “the officers or offices,” but for the 
workingmen. One portion of the amendment pro- 
vides for machine-shops and forges, which are 
deemed absolutely necessary to the secure and 
economical completion of the works, and the in- $ 
creased appropriation is essential, and if hot made 
now will be asked for next year. ‘The work has 
to be done some time. or other; the money is 
in the Treasury, and it is deemed a matter of 
economy that it should be done now. For the | 
reasons l have stated, I hope the amendment will : 
be adopted. The Committee of Ways and Means 
cut down the estimates of the Department from 
‘$162,782 to $88,044. My motion is to restore | 
the original appropriation. 
‘ Mr. CARTTER. Lam opposed to the amend- 
ment, for the reason that I fully concur with the 
Committee of Ways and Means in their effort to 
restrict the expenditures at these navy-yards, and ; 
for the reason lying back of that: if the improve- 
ment of these navy-yards is to result in the prod- 
uct they have heretofore produced, then I go for 
destroying them. When my friend from Florida, 
and the friends of these navy-yards, will bring 
forth craft and put them into daily service in car- 
rying ‘your mails and your ministers, instead of ! 
sending them on three years’ cruises to lay dis- 
mantled and idle in the Bay of Naples, with the 
officers on shore idling, I will extend as. liberal | 
appropriations as he will forthe Navy. But until | 
ou curtail the proportions of the Navy, until it : 
1s whipped by a rival marine that does partake of ; 
civil qualities, you may spend and expend upon | 
it from now till eternity without producing any ; 
reform. I became satisfied three years ago, that , 
the only way to regenerate this Navy was to. 
starve it out, and to patronize a rival militia upon ; 
the seas. Why, sir, how was it in your Mexican | 
war with these old hulka floating around your ; 
docks at New Orleans? You had to hire merchant | 
craft to transport your soldiers., They had raised | 
themselves above that practical employment. 

Much has been said by gentlemen on this floor 
of the great value of the Navy tothe country. 
They are careful to deal in general terms, andare | 
cautious to avoid any detailed statement from : 


estimate may be formed of the whole concern. 


‘ily, visiting the Independence only at rare inter- 


which its aggregate value can be estimated: Now, 
sir, I have-taken the trouble to ascertain, from a 
reliable source, the history of a three years’ cruise, 
from which one of the finest ships of the Navy 
has “recently arrived, from which a pretty correct 


The razee Independence, the flag-ship of- the 
squadron in the Mediterranean sea, under the com- 
mand of Commodore Charles W. Morgan, ar- 
rived at Naples from the United States, on the 14th 
of September, 1849, and sailed thence for home 
on the 29th day of March, 1852, having been upon 
that station over two and a half years... 

Now, sir, will it be credited, that, of these thirty 
months and over, SEVENTEEN monrus (five hun- 
dred and ten days) were passed in idleness—at || 
anchor in the beautiful bay of Naples, a locality 
of less commercial interest to the United States 
than almost any other capital in the Mediterra- 
nean—and that more than rive MONTHS were passed 
at anchor in the bay of Spezzia, making nearly | 
TWENTY-THREE MONTHS, out of thirty months, i 
squandered between Naples and Spezzia, both of ; 
the smallest commercial consideration ? : 

During all this time, or very nearly all of it, | 
Commodore Morgan lived on shore with his fam- | 

! 
{ 


vals. His continued absence from duty does not 
appear from the log-book of the ship, but was 
known to all. He rarely, if ever, as J am-in- 
formed, visited any of the ships of the squadron 
for exercise or inspection, and never practiced his 
squadron of five ships in fleet-sailing, naval evo- | 
lutions, or gun practice. Once only, in a ser- 
vice of three years, the crew of his flag-ship were | 
exercised in target-firing! It is presumed that the 
Secretary of the Navy did not neglect to give di- 
rections, in regard. to these important matters, in |; 
his letter of instructions to Commodore Morgan. :; 
And yet, Mr. Preston and Mr. Graham, in their |} 
official annual reports, speak in terms of praise || 

| 

| 

I 

j 

| 


| 
| 
i 
j 
if 


and commendation of the activity of the Mediter- | 
ranean squadron! Now, sir, Commodore Mor- ; 
gan will have credit, inthe Navy Register, for more || 
than three years’ ‘sea service,” for this cruise— | 
let us see with what justice or propriety. In all |; 
the year 1850, he was at sea in the Îndenendenee i 
not over forty-eight days, ten days of which | 
the ship was towed about by the steamer Missis- | 
sippi! In 1851 he was at sea in his flag-ship but ; 
seventeen days, and twelve days in the Mississippi, | 
the residue of that year, about eleven months, | 
having been passed with his family at Naples, or į 
at the baths of Lucca in the interior of Tuscany. | 
Thus for seventy-seven days afloat, or at sea in | 
these two years, this commodore is allowed his full į 
sea pay and credited for sea service. i 

I understand it to be required by the naval | 
regulations, that the broad pennant ofa commo- | 
dore shall be constantly displayed from the main- : 
top of his flag-ship. And yet, in the face of this : 
regulation, during the summer of 1851, which | 
Commodore Morgan passed at Lucca, he sent the | 
Independence on a cruise, with instructions to | 
hoist his broad pennant on a given day, and the ii 
pennant, the insignia of his presence, was worn : 
on that ship, when he was a thousand miles dis- 
tant from her; but subsequently, for some reason 
known to himself, the captain of: the ship. hauled 
it.down, and there ceased to be any evidence of 
the-presence of a commodore on the station for a 
considerable time, although he was receiving hi 
$4,000 per annum for his arduous services. 

Now, it is an interesting inquiry, what was the , 
expense to the Government of this memorable | 
cruise ? : 

From the best information which 1 have been 
able to obtain, the cost of a ship of the class of i| 
the Independence, properly officered and manned, 
is at least $500 per day. Inarecent number of 
the “ Sailors’ Magazine,” the cost of a razee is , 

ut down $200,000, or a little over $500 per day. |, 
Win any one suppose, while at this immense out- | 
lay, that the commodore, while his ship was lying |: 
idle in the Bay of Naples, would hire a merchant | 
vessel to bring supplies of provisions from the.‘ 
depét at Spezzia to Naples? This was actually |j 
done in the winter of 1852, and the cost of the |; 
charter of the vessel charged to the Government. | 
i 

| 


Whether that charge has been allowed at the De- | 
partment, I have not learned. It will bea subject | 
of futare inquiry. p : if 

Such, sir, has been the cruise of one of your |! 
‘best ships, and such the honor which has been !! 


conferred upon:the tiation by one of the squadrons 
of your gallant Navy. > noes DE U 
‘In the early part of December; ‘1851, ‘orders 
were sent from the Navy Department to Commo- 
dore Morgan to return to the United: States with- 
out delay; and yet he disregarded that order, to. 
prolong his winter’s residence-at Naples untilithe 
29th of the following March.. His excuse for this 
disobedience was, that. the state of affairs in 
France required his presence. What. protection 
was or could be affordéd by an idle frigate in the 
Bay of Naples, to the general: interests of the ` 


| country in France, it, would puzzle a wise man to 


tell, The truth is, the commodore-did.not relish 
a winter passage to the United States,;and pre- 
ferred his ease at Naples. metas, Gh 
This. disobedience of orders cost Uncle’ Sam a 
roundsum. The delay of five months may be 
set down at $60,000 at least. Í 
But this was not all. 'Fhe period of service for 
which most of the men had shipped, had expired, 
and the Government were subjected to the pay~ 
ment of twenty-five per cent. advance upon the 
wages, of about four hundred men, who were uñ- 
justly and cruelly kept from their families and their 
homes, after their term of enlistment had expired, 
until he could find the weather sufficiently -mild to 
enable him to cross the Atlantic with safety, -C 
It is not a little singular, that for a similar dis- 
obedience of orders, this same” commodore was 
dismissed from the only command at sea which he 
had ever before had. ‘I find’ that thé late Secre- 
tary of the Navy, Mr. Upshur, recalled him from 
his command in Brazil, with this severe remark: 
“ An ofticer who questions the ordera of the Department. 
instead of obeying them, is no longer fit to be intrasted 
with command. Your successor having been appointed, 
you are at liberty to retum.” š aa 
The passage of the Independence from the Rock 
of Gibraltar to the United States, was an extraor- 
dinary oue—being forty-two days to New York— 
while the merchant vessel Arabellino, which left 
Gibraltar simultaneously with. the Independence, 
arrived in New York in twenty-four days. 
When the frigate arrived, she had but six bar- 


i rels of pork, and no beef, for her officers and crew, 


With the valuable wind charts of Lieutenant 
Maury on board, in utter disregard of their direc- 
ions, the ship was navigated to latitude 210 30’ 
north, on her passage from Gibraltar to New York, 


‘and thus secured the gentle breezes and tranquil 


seas of a southern passage, which were, no doubt, 


| quite agreeable to the lady passengers. 


If, Mr. Chairman, l have done injustice to. this 
officer or the naval service, by this exposition, my 


justification must be found im the truth of every 


part of the statements which I have made. 

It is no wonder, sir, that the service is at a low 
ebb, when such is a sample of duties performed 
by our squadrons. : : 

Now, how idle it is to build up and extend navy- 
yards with this unproductive and disgraceful result 
to the nation. , When the gentleman shall propose 
that every ship fitted out at your navy-yards shall 
enter your mail service, and that your midshipmen 
upon their decks shall feel the sea-breeze and en- 
counter the storms; that those ships shall be 
equipped for the service and the defense of the Re- 
public, I will vote as liberally as any other man; 
but until I see that reformation take its beginning, 
I will not vote one cent. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I move to reduce the appro- 


4) priation to one dollar. 


The amendment of the gentleman from Florida 
is to strike out $88,044, the amount now in the 
bill, and in lieu thereof to insert $162,782; so that 


i the appropriation, if the amendment be adopted, 


will be— 

For the Pensacola navy-yard, $162,782. 

Now, without proposing to:discuss particularly 
the merits of this amendment, I will say that the 
Committee of Ways and Means, in considering 
this bill, examined as carefully as they could this 
item, and agreed to appropriate for the Pensacola 
navy-yard all they believed unecessary, under the 
circumstances, and no more. I think now, as I 


| thought then, that the allowance made by. the 


committee was unreasonably liberal, in proportion 
to what was allowed in other cases; but as it was 
agreed to and put in the bill, E was not disposed 
to disturb it here. I am opposed: to the amend- 


i} ment, and hope the committee will not adopt it. 


We have heard much complaint in regard to the 
action of the Committee of Ways and Means. ¥ 


2278 


___ August 20, 


do not‘ propose seriously. to answer it, nor attempt 
to justify:the conduct of that committee, because 
I do not believe that it is nécesssary to do so. be- 
fore the committee ‘or the country. _ What is:it thé 
Committee of Ways and-Means have tried todo? 
What isthe great-crime of which they are guilty? 
Everybody complained of the great, the enormous’ 
expenditures of the: Government, and nowhere 
more than’ in this naval, department, : and this 


committee have-sought where they.could retrench ° 


these outrageous. expenditures. IR my judgment, 
they-have not done. enough. - They have not cut 
sufficiently deep. . They have not used the knife 
enough; but this is not what is complained of by 
gentlemen. These allegations are not. particu- 
Tar, but are put before the country in ‘the gross; 
They will go-out-with our action here, and then 
let the country judge: ` I am. not afraid of the ver- 
dict—not all, sir. My friend from. Florida makes 
a new. allegation—he takes.a new tack. It is not, 
as Lunderstand, thatthe Committee of Ways and 
Means havè allowed too much, though he offers 
an amendment to increase the amount we. report 
here, but he complains that that committee are at- 
tempting to.grasp all jurisdiction—to take the con- 
trol-of everything. ‘Had we done any such thing 
it would have been a good cause of complaint. It 
is because we have not repotted enough; because 
we have not covered as large an amount as he- 
thinks we should have; because we have not rec- 
ommended appropriations we thought unneces- 
sary, that he gets. up, offers his amendment, and 
asks the committee to override our action. But 
in‘the same breath, we are told that: we grasp too 
much, and take the whole influence of Congress 
within our jurisdiction. I-know it has been the: 
practice to put on appropriation bills every descrip- 
tion of measures, and particularly .every kind of 
claim, public and vrivate, which can come before 
Congress. Itis a wrong practice, one deeply to 
be lamented, and I hope that the committee will 
sustain the Ways and Means in their endeavor to 
reform it. ; 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I am opposed 
to the amendment, and hope the debate upon this 
matter may cease.. I think the question is well 
understood. The Committee of Ways and Means 
think that certain objects for. expenditure at the 


various: navy-yards are unnecessary, which the. | 


officers at those: yards, the heads of bureaus, the 
Secretary of the Navy, the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, and gentlemen acquainted with those various 
matters, think are necessary. The committee have 
determined that the Ways and Means did right, 
and that the head of the executive department, 
heads of bureaus, officers, and the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, were all wrong. -The Whigs on this 
side of the committee refuse to sustain their Ad- 
ministration, and the Democrats refuse to appro- 
priate money to sustain Me public works until the 
Administration they expect comes in. The sen- 
timent seems to be against the navy-yards and for 
stopping improvements in them. -If that be:the 
case there is no necessity for further discussion: 
The question has been decided over and over again, 
and I am not disposed to say. anything more. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I concur entirely with the 
gentleman, and trust the question will be taken on 
the amendment. 

The question. was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Hinnarp, and it was rejected. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Ca- 
BFLL’s amendment, and it was rejected. 

The following section was read: 


“Memphis, Tennessee: For pavements, drains, and 
ditches, cisterns, for rope-walk, hemp-house, store-house, 
(one wing) complete, railing for vertical wall, and repairs of 
all kinds, $47,043 34.” - 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I am under the 
necessity of offering the amendment which | send 
to the Chair, and upon which I will say a single 
word: : 

_ After the word “for,?? in that section, insert “ excava- 
tion and embankment,” 
and increase the aspropriation to $67,000. 


I desire to say to my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
Carrer] that this ig not for an improvement in 
a navy-yard—and it is-not for an improvement to 
adorn a navy-yard, but it is for the purpose of 
doing justice—a small measure of justice to the 
only establishment of the kind we have in the 
West to spin the American hemp, which is made 
in the valley of the Mississippi; and which, E be- 
lieve, by the recent disposition manifested by the 
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Navy Department, is to bė cit down to a rope- 
walk.. There area good many fearful holes upon 
thé ground owned by the Government, contiguous 
to..the various buildings; which, for all- the pur- 


| poses of. convenience and. for sanatory purposes, 
.and to preserve the health of those employed there, | 


ought to be filled up. -- This amendment is to re- 


store. the appropriation. of $20,000 estimated for 
by the Department. - If this property is to besold, 


or whatever is to be done with it, this work ought 
to be-finished. - I do not know upon what princi- 
ple gentlemen. have ‘proposed. to. strike out that 
particular part of the appropriation, whether the 
property is to be sold. or retained. If it-were pri- 
vate propery if it were my property. to-day—if 
it-were the property. of any. prudent man having 
the money, he would have the work done himself 
upon his own premises. Itis absolutely indispens- 
able. .. That is all I have to say. i 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Sran- 
ToNn’s amendment, and it was rejected. 


, The following section was then read: 


* San Francisco, California : For completing the floating 
dry-dock, $360,000.” à : 


Mr. PHELPS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to strike out that sec- 
tion. The $360,000 embraced in this item was 
included in the deficiency bill. There is no ne- 
cessity for this appropriation being here. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Purirs’s 
amendment, andit was agreed to. 2% 

Mr. PRICE. 1 offer the following amendment 
to come in after that clause, viz: é 

For completing the war stcamer authorized by the act of 


Congress, approved April 14,1842; andthe Secretary of the 


Navy is hereby required to have the same completed with 
the least possible delay, and the money-appropriated by said 
act shall be applied to the purpose. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 1 rise to a ques- 
tfon of order. This same proposition was ruled 
out by the committee some days ago. 

Mr. PRICE. Itis presented inan entirely dif- 
ferent form. 

Mr. VENABLE. The substance is the same. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark to 
the gentleman from New Jersey, (Mr. Pricr,] 
that the substance of. the amendment is the same 
as that offered a few days ago; and the Chair 
would give as an additional reason upon which to 
rule it out of order, that there is a bill-for the same 
object—for the building of this vessel—pending 
betore the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PRICE. I will call the attention of the 
Chair, and the committee, to the law making an 
appropriation for that object. I ask the Clerk to 
read it. | 

The CHAIRMAN. 
the law will be read. 

The law was then read, as follows: 


‘An act authorizing the construction of a war steamer for 
% harbor defense. 

“Seo. 1. Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United Stutes of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to enter into contract with Robert L. 
Stevens for the construction ofa. war steamer, shot and 
shell proof, to be built principally of iron, npon the plan of 
the sajd Stevens: Provided, The whole cost, including the 
hull, armament, engines, boilers, and equipment, in all re- 
spects complete for service, shall not exceed the average 
cost of the steamers Missouri and Mississippi. 

“ Sec.. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$250,000 be, and the same is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
towards carrying this law into effect. 3 

“ Approyed April J4th, 1842.» f 

Mr. PRICE. 1l will call your attention to the 
81st rule, to show the committee most distinctly 
that this amendment is proper and pertinent. The 
work is now under construction. ae? Š 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark 
that he has read the 81st rule, and regards it as 
cutting off this amendment. i 

Mr. PRICE, I ask the Clerk to read the rule. 

The 81st rule was then read, as follows: 

& No appropriation ‘shall be reported in such general ap- 
propriation bills, orbe in order as an amendment thereto for 
any expenditure not previously authorized by law, unless 
in continuation of appropriations for such public worksand 
objects as are already in progress, and for the contingencies 
for carrying on the several Departments of the Govern- 
ment.*? ot. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 55th rule will now 
also be read. =o ` 


The 55th rule was then read, as follows: 


“ No motion or proposition on a subject different from that 
under considerationshall be admitted under color of amend- 
ment. - No bill or-resolution, shall at any time be amended 


If there is no objection 


by annexing thereto; oy incorporating therewith, any other 
bill or resolution pending before the House.?? 

Mr. PRICE. I take an appeal from the decis- . 
ion of the Chair. © =, $y - 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New. 
Jersey [Mr. Price] -submitted an amendment, 
which. -the Chair. has: decided to-be out of order. . 
The question. now is, ‘ Shall the decision of the |’ 
Chair stand as the judgment of the. committee??? 


Mr. SKELTON demanded tellers; which were: 


ordered; and Messrs. Srrarron and Sruarr were 
appointed. = o 7 : r ee AS 

Khe question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported that there were—ayes 65, noes 57.” 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

“Mr. FLORENCE... [will submit the following- 
amendments- = > 000 

For paving, grading, building. pier of wharf No. 4, and 
prosecuting other improvements in the Philadelphia navy- 
yard necessary for the preservation of the property therein, 
$29,000. ae : ; 


Mr. HOUSTON. We have passed the point 
where that should come in. | ° 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will remark a 
question of order is made, that we have passed the 
proper point. i EEDE . 

Mr. FLORENCE. There is a necessity that 
these repairs should be made. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair willstate again 
that a point of order is made, and the amendment 
is not in order at this time. - A 

The following section was then read: : 

& For-hospital at New York; for fence round garden, re- 
pairs of buildings, painting, white-washing, clearing up 
grounds, &c., at hospital, and for completing fence and wall 
around the burial ground, $8,993.” - i $ 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I am instruct- 
ed by the Committee on Naval Affairs, at the sug- 
gestion of the Secretary of the Navy—I have a 
Tetter from him upon the subject—to move to re- 
store the amount estimated for repairs at this hos- 
pital, $18,151, instead of the amount in this ap- 
propriation. I will simply say that the items of 
appropriation. provided. for by the Committee of 
Ways and Means are precisely the same, with the 
exception. of a wharf-tax, which is a small item. 
J do not know how it is that the Committee of 
Ways and Means can arrive at the conclusion 
that the work which the Secretary of the Navy, 
and those who have control of these measures, 
have estimated as.costing $18,151, can be done for 
less than half that amount. If the’ Committee of | 
Waysand Means can show that this work can ‘be 
done, and done well, for half that amount, why. 
our amendment ought to'be rejected. Butif not, 
and if this work cannot be done for less than the 
Department’ have estimated, and carefully esti- 
mated, then. the amount ought to be restored. I 
have been instructed by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs to offer the same amendment with regard 
to the other hospitals; but if the House is not 
disposed to adopt this amendment, I shall not 
offer the others. audiko i . 

Mr. PHELPS. Tam opposed to this amend- 
ment.. The Committee‘of Ways and Means saw 
fit to leave $5,000: for the purpose of completing 
this fence. Atthat time the committee were not 
advised of- the amount of unexpended appropria- 
tion, for the support and maintenance of the hos- 
pital in New York. Onthe Ist of July, there was 
$30,409 of unexpended appropriation for the main- 
tenance of the hospital in the city of New York. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. That is for 
maintaining the hospital. 

Mr. PHELPS. Any further appropriation is 
therefore unnecessary. 

Mr. STANTON» That is for medical expenses. 

Mr. PHELPS. Not entirely for medicalZex- 
penses. Theitem embraces medical expenses and 
others. : i ‘ 

Mr. STANTON. Not repairs. 

Mr. PHELPS. But, lest any difficulty might 
arise, I shall not try to modify the bill, but shall 
content myself with opposing the amendment of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. WALSH. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by increasing the amount $100. 

It does seem to me, that the answer given by 


| the gentleman from Missouri, a member of the 


Committee of Ways and Means, is no answer at 
all. That unexpended appropriation is for medi- 
cal attendance; this appropriation is for improve- 
ments connected with the building. 

Mr. STANTON. Will the gentleman allow 
me to say that that unexpended appropriation is 
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not only for medical attendance, but fer the su 
port-of the patients in the hospital, : 
Mr. WALSH. The balance of the unexpended 
appropriation is for medical attendance: This ap- 
propriation proposed by the Naval Committee is 
for improvements of the establishment. ©... 
Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Mary- 
land is mistaken in relation to this matter. _ 
Mr. HOUSTON.. It:has nothing to do with 
medicine atal. =o, Ta 
“Mr. PHELPS. This unexpended balance for 
. the support of the hospital does not embrace any 


portion of the expense incurred in. the supply of | 


medicines—not’ a. particle of it, as the gentleman 

will see by referring to the naval appropriation bill 
of the last session of Congress. : 

Mr. WALSH. For what purposes is it, then? 

: Mr. PHELPS. For plastering, painting, flag- 

ging, wall and fence round grave-yard 

Mr. WALSH. Does it include any one of the 


items recommended by the Committee on Naval | 


Affairs? 
Mr. PHELPS. Yes; certainly. 
Mr. WALSH. I understand the chairman. of 


the Committee on Naval Affairs to say that it 
does not embrace the same items. 
Mr. PHELPS. Oh, yes, it does. 

: Mro WALSH. But apart from that, whether 
it is proper for this House to sustain the Naval 
Committee, and’ the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, against the assumed jurisdiction of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, as a general rule, I 
will not pretend to say but unquestionably this 
House, particularly in the present position of our 
affairs, should not allow that committee to overrule 
them by striking in the dark, to use a-phrase not 
new in this House. I was surprised at the re- 
mark made by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire, (Mr. Hrszarp,] a little while ago, in the 
ease. where the Navy Department had estimated for 
the navy-yard at Pensacola the sum of $150,000, 
and ‘the Committee of Ways and Means re- 
jected their estimate because it did not accord with 
what was given to other places. Now, here are 
estimates coming. from the Navy Department, 


through the Naval Committee, upon information | 


supplied by the bureaus connected -—— 

Mr. HiBBARD. The gentleman has misunder- 
stood my reason. The reason I gave was that we 
considered the appropriation not necessary. 

Mr. WALSH. They considered it not neces- 
sary. On what evidence? 

Mr. HIBBARD. On sufficient evidence. 

Mr. WALSA. ee here is an appellate court 
undertaking to overrule 
has all the evidence—the estimates furnished by 
the bureaus: whose. business it is to attend to it, 
furnished by the naval commanders: from the 


proper sources upon which thatinformation should | 


‘be supplied. The committee, without any evi- 
dence, undertake to decide that the appropriations 
are not necessary. , 

Mr. HIBBARD. . If the gentleman’s position 
is right, that the estimates of the Department 
ought to be conclusive, of what use is the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, and the after action 
‘of this House? 


Mr. WALSH. How can the committee de- | 


termine unless they have the officers before them 
to give evidence? How shall they undertake to 


say that the $150,000 estimated for by the Depart- 


ment as necessary for Pensacola, is not necessary? 
Shall they, uncontrolled and uninformed, reduce 
the amount, and yet keep the item in the bill? 


Now, a wordas to how this record is to be made | 


up. Here, when it is complained that in our 
present difficulty, we have but one vessel of war 
to send to our northern frontier, and when the 
Committee on Naval Affairs tell you that these 
appropriations are necessary for the protection of 
our Navy—in this state of things we find this 
House reducing the estimates coming from the 
proper Department—the Navy Department—and 
refusing to pass the measures essential to our pro- 
tection. : 

I saw a few days since, in the newspapers, that 
the British fleet sent out here on the northeastern 
coast, had already cleared the Bay of Fundy. I 
suppose that gentlemen by their votes in refer- 
ence to the reductions made by the Committee of 
Ways and Means, intend that they shall also clear 
the Bay of New York, and the Bay of Pensacola. 
They have already cleared the Bay of Fundy, 


where they had no more jurisdiction than over the | 


the court below, which ; 


| ment to the amendment. 


Gulf of Mexico; and in the face of facts- Hike these, | 


you are to let it go out now to. the country, that 
this body of intelligent men, the special conserva- 
tors of the interests of the country, are voting 
against giving proper appropriations to our Navy, 


j and upon the ground which is here insisted upon 
as a reasonable and. proper one, that our officers | 


engaged in the public service, occasionally when 

they go—— 5 kui i S 
{Here the hammer fell.) 
Mr- PHELPS. 


I am opposed to the amend- 
he gentleman from 
Maryland has paid acomplimentio the intelligence 
of this committee, but permit me to tell him that 
I differ with him in relation to the facts about this 
unexpended balance. If the gentleman had re- 
ferred to the appropriations made.at the last Con- 
gress, he would have found that among the items 
for the hospital at New York, there was an ap- 
propriation made at each session for- the purpose 
of inclosing this barying-ground, and building 
fences, and that on the first of July last, there was 
an unexpended balance of appropriations for the 
hospital at New York of $30,409. 

Mr. BROOKS. The hospital is not in the city 
ef New York. : 

Mr. PHELPS. I speak of the hospital in the 
neighborhood of New York. 

Mr. VENABLE. It is the same thing. 

Mr. PHELPS. I know the hospital is not in 
the city. At the first session of the last Congress, 
the following appropriation was made for that 
hospital at New York: 

“ For paving, grading, completing sewers, wall and fence 
round burying-ground, and current repairs, $16,000. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish the genileman would 
inform the committee for what purpose the $30,000 
remaining unexpended was appropriated. 

Mr. PHELPS. That is what I am now show- 
ing. At the second session of the last Congress, 
$15,000 was appropriated for plastering, painting, 


repairs of furniture, wall round grave-yard, and | 
so forth. The Committee of Ways and Means | 


reduced the estimate at this session to $5,000 for 
the purpose of erecting a fence around that bury- 


ing-ground; and if they had been in possession of | 


the fact at thattime, that there was an unexpended 
balance of $30,000, it is probable that no further 
appropriation would have been recommended. I 
think that the gentleman is mistaken when he says 
that this balance of appropriation to which I refer, 
is for the purpose of supplying medicines. It ig 
for repairs and improvements about the hospital 


and grounds. 
. Mr. STANTON, of. Tennessee.’ Do I under- 


stand the gentleman to say that $16,000 was ap- 
propriated the year before last, and $15,000 last 
ear? 

Mr. PHELPS. Sixteen thousand dollars were 
appropriated at the first session of the last Con- 
gress, and $15,000 at the second session. How 
much there had been appropriated at preceding 
Congresses, I am not prepared to say. 

Mr. STANTON. That makes $31,000 for the 
two fiscal years, and the A leman says there is 
an unexpended balance of $30,000. There could, 
then, have been nothing spent. 

Mr. PHELPS, There have been previous ap- 
propriations and previous. balances brought along 
from year to year. 1 am: not now prepared to 
turn to the documents which show the amounts 
appropriated at former Congresses, but $31,000 
was appropriated for the hospital at New York 
during the last Congress, and there is now an un- 
expended balance of $30,000. 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee will not be adopted. 7 7 

Mr. WALSH. 
the amendment. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranton’s 
amendment; and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKS. I offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the clause relating 
to the hospital at New York: 

And to secure some proper place for the burial of sea- 
men who die in the New York hospital, $5,000. 

Mr. B. I propose that amendment for the ben- 
efit of the. whole country, and if gentlemen will 
give me their attention for a moment 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. Is that amendment in 
order? aie fed eae 

Mr. BROOKS. There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. I make a question of order 
upon it. : 


I hope, therefore, | 


I withdraw.my amendment to | 


Mr. CABLE, - It is notin pursuance of ‘any 


law. - ce Nae eee: i 
Mr. BROOKS. . Oh, -yes,-it is.--It-is as much 
in order'as any appropriation in the ‘bill... If the 

Chair. has any doubt about it, I call his attention 

to the 148th line, where almost precisely the same 
-words are used.. It is in pursuance of the marie 
‘hospital fund laws. WE pata gte HOM see SA 

‘The CHAIRMAN. . The Chair. thinks ‘that 
being upon the same general subject, it isin order. 

Mr. BROOKS! [call the attention of the House 
to the fact that this amendment is not for the ben- 
efit of my own constituents particularly, but--for 
the seamen of the country generally, who- die in 
the city of New York. There are three hospitals. 
i in, or 1n the vicinity of, New York. One. belongs 
| to the United States, and is.in Brooklyn. ‘That 

| is the hospital about. which we have been debating; 
and belongs to the United States Government. 
j| Another, on Staten Island, is supported by -the 
| State of New York—liberally and cheerfully sup- 
ported. And the other is the New York city hos- 
pital, supported by the liberality of the people of 

that city. =` , 

. Now, thè sailors who are in the hospital of the - 
city of New York, though’in a good degree main- 
tained by the charity of the people of that city 
while they are sick, are nevertheless, if they die 
i there, buried in the Potter’s field. So that, when 

they dié away from. their friends, it is impossible 

to distinguish: forty-eight hours after, in the'con- 
fused, mass of dead who are buried in that field, 
one grave from another. The greatest pang the 
sailor feels when he is about to die, is not so much 
the fear of death, as the utter impossibility of his 
friends being able to distinguish him from the con- 
| fused mass of dead around him, even if they arrive 
within three or four days of the time of his death. 
Itis therefore for the benefit of the seamen from 
distant places, who may die in the hospital at the 
i| city of New. York, that I ask the adoption of this 
amendment. Itis forthe seamen from Louisiana, 
from New England, from the upper lakes, and for 
all those who may come to the city of New York, 
and there die amidst the million of people who are 
in and about the city of New York. I could pòr- 
i| tray a mournful picture, if I had the time, or if it 
were necessary, of the sufferings of those seamen 
who come to that city unknown, and: who, from 
|| Sickness, are thrown into this hospital, to die there, 
and then to be buried in Potter’s field among crim- - 
inals and paupers. : ae, Se ; 

The object of this amendment is to purchase a 
burying-ground for those seamen who die in this 
hospital. The hospital itself is. supported, as I 
said, by the liberality of. the people of New York; 
but owing to the great value of grounds‘in that 
vicinity, when sailors die there unknown, it is ne- 
cessary that they should be buried with criminals 
and paupers in the Potter’8 field. I ask the adop- 
tion of this amendment, not so much, then, for the 
benefit of my own constituents, as for the benefit 
of all parts of the country, and I am quite sure 
that no man who has any regard for this great 
body of serviceable men, or who has any heart 
| for the sufferings of humanity, can possibly refuse 
so small an appropriation. 

The question was taken, and Mr. Brooxs’s 
| amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLORENCE offered the following amend- 
ment to the section which provides for repairs, 
| &c.; of the Philadelphia Naval Asylum: : 
|| _ For curbing front on Shippen street, and paving street and 
ii sidewalk, $4,328. 

Mr. F. said: I submit this amendment because 
l I seriously believe it to be an appropriation which 
ought to be made. There has been, or soon will 
| be,a street opened upon the south side of the Naval 

‘Asylum. It has been the practice in the city of 
| Philadelphia, and I suppose it is a question for 
| the municipal corporation, in which this property 
|, is located, to decide—of taxing the property on 
ii both sides of the street for paving, and setting 
|: curb-stones for such street. If this street is opened 
| it will be necessary that the United States should 
| pave and curb it upon the south side—for the Ña- 
| val Asylum is upon the south side of.the street. 
|| There is an act of the Legislature which requires 
i that all persons owning property shall conform to 
|| this municipal law. Itis, therefore, necessary, in 
my estimation, that this appropriation should be 
made, 5 

Mr. VENABLE. Hasthiastreet been opened? 

Mr. FLORENCE. Tf apprehend it has, or at 
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least it will be opened. It. is necessary that the 
United States: should conform to this law, un- 
jess the authorities pass a law exempting ‘that 


property. from „taxation; for there is no. reason- 


why the people of the district of Moyamensing, in 
which this Naval Asylum is located, should be 
taxed for the benefit of the United States Govern- 
ment- We ask that there. may be an appropria-: 


tion to protect thé property of the United States, 


and weask that the United States shall make such 
“appropriation. 2 00 O S g 
- Mr. STUART. Do I understand the genile- 
‘mah from’ Pennsylvania to be advocating an ap- 
propriation for opening a street through the lands 
‘of ‘the. United. States, and for paving it. after- 


wards? . ; pi 
_Mr.. FLORENCE.” No, sir, it is not. 
Mr, STUART: Ts this street laid out? 
Mr. FLORENCE...” Ecannot answer whether it 
igor not ` a E ee 
Mr. STUART.” Is there any authority of law 
which authorizes the appropriation? 
Mr. FLORENCE. [think there is; but Iam 


not prepared to answer at this time whether the 


street is already laid-out or not. If it is not, it is 
the intention that it soon shall be. 

Mr. HIBBARD.. I understand the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, to say that the United States 
Government are now obliged to open and pave this 
street, Coa 

Mr. FLORENCE: I did not say any such 

~ thing, - : i 


gentleman... : 

“Mr. FLORENCE. I said no such thing... I 
said when streets were opened by. thé side of any 
property—the.south side of property—its owners 
must provide for: curbing and paving the. street: 
aud T submit this amendment, because such a 
provision will be necessary. I submit this prop- 
sition seriously to the consideration of the com- 
mittee, und I would be unfaithful to the trust. re- 


posed in me if 1 did not, in my humble manner, `; 


protect, as far as I could, the interests of my con- 
stituents. [really am a conscientious man. [come 
here to perform my duty, Task that justice shall be 


done us by this House, and by every member | 


upon this floor. T assure this committee.that the 


appropriation I ask is a necessary and proper one. | 


I ami responsible personally for. any declaration 
whatever [ may make here. $ 

Mr. WALSH. Ifthe gentleman will allow 
me, I will state that in all such cases as the one to 
which he alludes, Í think the Supreme Court has 
decided that the legal authorities shall have power 
to levy taxes. They have decided that prop- 
erty over which the United States have jurisdic- 
tion shall not he exempt from taxation. It is only 
by aspecial agreement entered into with the new 
States that the public lands in those States should 
be exempt from taxation. 
United States, except that specially guarded by 


constitutional provisions, is lable to the operation 


of State laws in reference to taxation. I think 
the case to which my friend trom Pennsylvania 
refers, 1s one which does not come under such 
provision, and the United States property, there- 
fore, at that point may be taxed according to the 
provisions of the State laws. 

The amendment was then disagreed to. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I havean amendment 
which I desire to offer to the one hundred and 
sixty-first line. - 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
tion of the bill. 
Mr. CABELL. I know it.” 1 got up as soon 
a8 Tcould, but the Clerk was reading so rapidly 
that he had passed before { could get the ear of the 

Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee having 


We have passed that sec- 


passed that section of the bill, the gentleman can- | 


not. offer his amendment exce 
consent. 

Mr. EDGERTON. T object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Then the Chair decides 
that the gentleman cannot offer his amendment. 

Mr. CABELL. I appeal from the. decision. 


I think under the circumstances I am entitled to 
offer it. 


Mr. ASHE. 
lowed to offer it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee -havine 
passed that portion of the bill- which the gentle- 
man desires to amend, it is notin order, according 


pt by unanimous 


I hope the gentleman will be al- 


Mr. HIBBARD. Then I misunderstood the: 


All the property of the: 


to the rules of the House, to-return to it except 
by .unanimous ‘consent. The- Chair, however, 
“hopes, under the circumstances, that no gentleman 
will object; and that the gentleman from Florida 
will be allowed to offer his amendment. . 
There was.no objection, and - - 
Mr: CABELL accordingly offered the follow- 
ing amendment: ©.) 0 e aN Sse 
T Striké-out-the words “ $2,000 in line one hundred 
| and sixty one, and insert “$24,427,” so that the section 
will réad as follows: ` eer? oe 
- At Pensacola, 
forth; $24,427. > -: ae hey g ; 
- Mr. C. said: Mr. Chairman, the Committee of 
Waysand Means, of which I have already spoken, 
has undertaken to. reduce this estimate of $24,497 
|| down to. $2,000. This hospital at Pensacola hap- 
|| pens to: be in the State of Florida, and as I stated 
before, is situated in a portion of the State where 
there are not more than about 10,000 people in 
i that State living within sixty or one hundred 
miles. The State of Florida, therefore, has but 
little interest in it, 
l treme western point of the State, it is nearer the 
city of New Orleane than the city of Tallahasse. 
So it will be seen that I am -not interested in this 
case to any. very great extent, although, because 


trict, I am liable to ‘certain remarks which have 
| been made with: reference to some of the other 
public works. : | ; 

_ But T rise now for the purpose of asking this 
Committee of Ways and Means, inasmuch ‘as I 
| see the: House have determined that they, and 
they alone, are to estimate for the House, that 
| they. will review their decision in réference to this 
| item, The Committee on Naval Affairs, whose 
especial duty itis to have cognizanċe of this par- 
ticular subject, it seems, is not competent to rec- 
ommend to the House what ought to be done; 


‘i but this Committee of Ways and Means, who 


| have charge of the Army, the Navy, the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government, and of 
every other branch of the public service, know 


| Navy than. the Committee on Naval Affairs, 


| the service, . 


that this appropriation of twenty-four thousand 
| and odd dollars was stricken out, and $2,000 in- 
serted in its place? If no sufficient reason can be 
| given, I shall ask that this estimate be restored. 

| Mr. PHELPS. The gentleman from Florida 
desires to know why the Committee of Ways and 
| Means have reduced the estimate sent in by 
naval Department, to $2,000. I will explain to. 
| him by stating the detailed and specific estimates 
of the Department. ` 


| which includes the hospital building and grounds, 
and also including naval materials, of $22,487. 
| The other estimate is for draining and filling up 
| ponds, $2,000. The latter estimate the committee 
| retained in the bill; but the other, which the com- 
mittee believed wholly unnecessary at the present 
; time, was stricken out. If it would tend to pro- 
vide for thé comfort of the sick, or tend at all to 


be confined in the naval hospital, I am sure every 
member of this committee would vote to restore 
it; and if the Committee of Ways and Means 


embraced it in their recommendation. `- 

i Mr. DUNHAM. The gentleman from Flor- 
| ida, and some other gentlemen, have alluded 
| to these recommendations made: by the Naval 


Committee. Now, I should like to have some 


| gentlemen. show what authority they have for 


making these recommendations. The rule under 


| which they are authorized. to act, provides that 


i 
| 
i they shall take into consideration such matters 


i to them by.the House. Now, the estimates of 


: the Department for. maintaining and carrying on | 


i the Nayy have never been referred to the Naval 
! Committee by the House at all. s 


| 
| Mr. CABELL, of Florida. I will state to the 


| President’s message which relates to the Navy, 


i, is always referred to the Committee on Naval 


| Affairs by the House, -3 ae 
The question was then taken on theamendment 


It being situated at the ex- 


this hospital happens to beina portion of my dis- | 


i 
i È P P the ! 
; better what should be done for the good of the |, ofthe United States,” (by the Engineer in Chiefof the Navy) 


Now, I ask any member of the Committee of | 
ji Ways and Means to say to the House why it is 


the | 


At Pensacola there is an estimate for a wall, | 


provide for the health of those so unfortunate to- 


had believed it would so provide, they would have ` 


relative to the naval establishment as are referred- 


; gentleman from Indiana, that. that portion of the | 
F 


whose especial duty it is to look to that branch of || 


for drdining and: filling üp ponds, and ce. i| ean'be done without injury to the service. : 


some of the. departments of the Government. 


offered by. Mr. Casert, of Florida, and it was 
not agreed tó; o 0, Pe. ~ 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, proposed the 
following amendment asa separate section: 

Be it further enacted, §c., That it shall-be lawful to ap- 
point and commission eight surgeons and ten assistant sur- . 
geons in the Navy, in addition to the. numbers now author- 
ized by law in those grades ; and also, to cnlistand employ 
in the naval service, in addition to`the marines now au- 
thorized: by. law, forty sergeants, forty corporals,.twenty ~ 
drummers, twenty fifers, and five hundred privates: Pro-. 
vided, That a number of ordinary seatjen and landsinen; 
equal to, this addition, shall be dispensed’ with, if ‘the. same 


Mr. HOUSTON. ` I feel bound to raise a ques- 
tion of order for the consideration of the Chair. 
That améndment, if I understand it, proposes to 
change the laws entirely in'regard to the class of 
seamen referred to in theamendment. It proposes 
to dispense with some, and to create others, under 
a law not. now in existence, E RN 
~ Mr. STANTON. I will remark that my atten- 
tion was called to.this subject by a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy, urging the necessity of 
these changes. I have not had an opportunity to 
present it to the Committee on Naval Affairs, but 
I deemed it a matter of respect to the Secretary of 
the Navy to present the amendment. I have no 
doubt of the necessity of the amendment. 

I should like to have the letters read, if it is the 
pleasure of gentlemen; but if it is not, I am 


| not.disposed to trespass upon the time of the com- . 


mittee, : 

The. CHAIRMAN. The Chair regards this 
amendment as falling within the rule of order laid 
down, and therefore décides it out of order, 

Mr. STANTON.  [t8 object isthe carrying on 
the naval service, _ : f 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair regards it as 
a proposition for incréasing the naval force. . 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: . f 

SEC: —. And beit further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, und he is hereby, authorized to pay; 
out of any monéy in the Treasttry not otherwise appro- 


priated; a sini not exceeding $10,000, for the purchase. of 
onè thousand copies of the work on the “ Naval Dry-docks 


for the use of the members of the present Congress, the 
libraries of the different States and Territories, the libraries 
of the departments, bureaus, and navy-yards of the United 
States Government, and for intemational exchange. 


Mr. HIBBARD:: I-rise to-a point of order, 
That ameridment is not to carry out any existing - 
law, and it is not in order. ~. wie . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair considers it 
out of order. MN . 

Mr. STANTON. This publication is a very 
valuable one, and necessary to the useful’ and en- 
lightened discharge of the duties of the offices of 
I 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

he question being, “Shall the decision of-the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” it 
was put, and decided inthe affirmative, ane 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. McCORKLE offered the following amend- 
ment: ` a r : i i 

And he it further enacted, That the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department are hereby authorized to pay 


to the:Navy commissioners, for expenses incurred while 
actaally on duty in Oregon and California, to wit: from the 


„first day of April, 1849, to. the twenty-seventh day of No- 
vember, 1850, double the pay of a commander in the Navy. 


of the United States. 
Mr. DUNHAM. 
ment is not in order. . 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order. 
Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment: 


Beit further enacted, That the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury be, and they hereby are, authorized 
and directed to allow to the officers, petty officers, seamen, 


I submit that the amend- 


; and marines of the United States Navy, who served in the 


Pacific ocean, on the coast of California and of Mexico, 


| during the late war with Mexico and since that time, such 


additional compensation as shall be proportional to the 
extra compensation which has been paid or allowed to the 
officers and soldiers of the Army, who served on the same 
coast during the same period. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I raise the same point of 
order as to this amendment that J did to the pre- 
ceding one. 


Mr. STANTON. _I desire simply to say, that 
precisely such a provision as this was in the Army 

ill; and. it is only making the appropriation for 
the Navy conform to that of the Army; and certain- 
ly this ought not to be ruled out of order. Upon 
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what principle js it that the Committee of. Ways 
and Means can report a provision in the Army 
bill of that sort in order, and when we propose to 
make the Nav 
is not.in order? ae ae 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not to decide 
upon the consistency of the course.of the commit- 
tee. I understand that an amendment of that sort 
was offered bythe Committee of Ways and Means 
to the Army bill. The Chair supposes that no 
objection: was made to it. ‘The Chair thinks sev- 
eral amendments wéré proposed by that commit- 
tee to the Army bill, which were fot objected to. 

Mr. STANTON. «Then there ought to be no 
objection to this. . I takean appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair.. : 

The question now being, “ Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee?” 
it was put; and there were, upon a division—ayes 

, noés not coiinted. / . 

“So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

Mr. GAYLORD offered the following amend- 

ment: i : s 


That the sum of $18,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated for the purpose of enabling the President of the 
United States to send a Commissioner to the Sandwich 
islands, to inquire into the expedieucy of instituting nego- 
tanong for the acquisition of those Islands by the United 

tates: 7 


Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia: 
of order upon that amendment. 
Mr. GAYLORD. lt is perfectly in order. 


Í raise a question 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘he Chair thinks the: 


{| vide a serew-steamer and two small vessels, suitable for || 


timendmenit out of order. i i 
Mr. GAYLORD: I appeal froni the decision 
of the Chair. . 

The question was then put, ‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of thé commit- 
tee?” and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND offered the following 
tmiendment: . 
; Seu, — And be it furthér enacted; That the officers and 
itieh Who served in the ‘ Artic Expedition in search of Sir 
John Franklin,” shall Have thé same extra, compensation 


paid to them, as was by law paid to the officers and men | 


whoserved in the * Exploring Expedition.. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object to the amendment. 
It is out of order, i 
The CHAIRMAN: The Chair is of opinion 
that it.is not in order; 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. 
cision. 

The question was then put, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?” and it was decided inthe affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. RIDDLE offered the following amend- 
ment: # 

Sec. 3: And be it further enacted, That the officers of 
the.medical and pay departments of the Navy shall hereafter 
enjoy the same rank as officers of similar grades in the 
Army have had assigned them by Jaw. 


Mr. HIBBARD. Iraise a question of order 
upon the amendment. Fz 

-The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that the 
amendment is not in order. 


I appeal from the de- 


Mr. BOW NE offered the following amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That it shall be lawful ‘for 
the President of the United States to appoint commandess 
in the Navy, as well as captains, for chiefs of bureaus, of 
navy-yards, and docks, and of.ordnance and hydrography, 
and of construction, cquipmeit, and repairs. 


Mr. HIBBARD. 1 object to the amendment 
that it is not in order. 

Mr. BOWNE. I merely wish to say that it 
proposes a reform measure, about which we talk 
a great deal. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order. Í 

Mr. BOWNE. Iappeal from the decision of 
the Chair, 

Mr. STUART. I hope the amendment may 
be read before the question is taken on the appeal. 

The amendment was then again read, as above 
inserted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion 
that the amendment conflicts with the 81st rule. 

Mr. STUART. I call for the reading of that 
rule. j 

Several Voices. I object! I object! 

The question was then put, ‘‘ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the commit- 
tee?” and it was disagreed to, there being upon a 
division—ayes 50, noes 63. 


Mr. BOWNE. I desire, Mr. Chairman, to 


¥ bill conform precisely with it, it 


Say to the committee, that there are about fifty || 
captains in the Navy from whom these heads of 
bureaus can be selected. There are about one 
hundred. and fifty commanders. I will not pre- 
tend to a close accuracy.of figures; but I have 
beén informed the number of commanders is one 
hundred. and fifty. My amendment will increase 
the number from which the heads of-bureaus are 
selected. These commanders are the most active 
and efficient officers of the Navy. If my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Cartrer] really wants’ to. see 
the Navy always ready for service—good -ser- 
vicelet him take these commanders, who will 
have to live to the age of Methuselah before be- 
coming captains, and give them the management 
of these bureaus. If that be done, a different as- | 
pect of affairs will be presented. |: 
Mr. TAYLOR.: If the gentleman will intro- | 
duce the word ‘ civilian?’ before the word ‘‘ com- || 


manders,” I believe that he will do much ‘to 
strengthen his amendment, + | : 
Mr. BOWNE declined modifying his amend- |! 
ment, a) f SN 
Fhe question was then taken, and the amend- |; 
„ment of Mr. Bowne was agreed to. l 
Mr. STANLY. Isubmitthefollowing amend- 
ment, to come in at the end of the bill, as an ad- |i 
| ditional section: i ! 
That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to |! 
cause a survey to be made of the courses of navigation in |! 
and from Bebring’s Straits, and such parts of the China and |! 


Java seas; and Stratts of Gaspar, as vessels employed in the 4 
whale fishery and China trade usually navigate; and to pro- 


the purpose, to be officered and manned, and equipped from 
the Navy. And the sum of $120,000 isherehy appropriated, 
! outofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- | 
ated: Provided, ‘That the whole expense of fitting out these |; 
vessels shall not exceed the sum herein appropridted, and 
that the expedition shall be confined toa survey for nautical 
i and commercial purposes. 
|! Mr. HOUSTON. i 
amendment resting upon the same principle, if not į 
covering the same substance, was ruled out of or- | 
der; a day or two ago, to this bill. i 
|. The CHAIRMAN. Thatis the fact; a similar 
| amendment was ruled out of order, 

Mr. STANLY.: All amendments cover the 
same substance, because they cover the ocean. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment to be out of order. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I move that the commit- |; 
tee do now rise, and report the bill. ; | 

The question was taken, and the motion was |) 
agreed to. i row 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and theSpeaxer ; 
having resumed the chair, the Chairman (Mr. 
Ficxim) reported that the Committee of the} 
Whole on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly House bill No. 244, making appropri- 


I think, Mr. Chairman, an j! 


of June, 1853, and had directed him to report the |, 
same back to the House with sundry amend- || 
ments, ji 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the previous ques- |! 
tion on the bill and amendments. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, | 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments will be | 
voted upon in mass, excepting those upon which. į 
a separate vote may be desired by. any gentle- 
man. 

The amendments of the Committee of the Whole | 
were then read by the Clerk. 

Those to which there was no objection were 
agreed to. The question was then taken on the 
following amendment, upon which Mr. VENABLE |: 
demanded a separate vote, and it was adopted: 

After the following: 

& For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, and all 
the civil establishments at the several navy-yards and sta~ 
tions, $90,860? k i 
add the following: oe E 

“And the Navy agent at Memphis, for the time during į: 
which he has performed or may perform the duties of purser, 


i 
in addition to his own, shall be allowed and paid the annual i 

į salary of a purseron duty at navy-yards of the second class, | 
i 

i 

t 

| 


|: 
j 
| 
f 
| 
| 
j; 
i 


| which shall not be in addition to his commission, butin lieu |, 
thereof.?? : . 
The question was next taken on the following 
amendment, upon which a separate vote was de- | 
manded by Mr. Housron:. 3 i! 
“Provided, That hereafter, whenever a vessel in ordinary i 
shall be su much decayed that the expenditures required to i 
Í repair and equip her shall be estimated to exceed two thirds || 
of her original cost, it shall not be lawful to repair such ves- || 
sel; but she shall be sold, and the proceeds applied to the | 


construction of a new vessel in her stead. And the Secre- 


| opportunity u 
ations for the naval service for the year ending 30th ii- 


‘ pmi 


| Provided, hu 
! unless the sa 


i the table. 


tary.of the Navy shall cause to.be built a vessel of war, 


; whose frame shall be of white-oak, and of the best and most. 


approved model for sailing, to be fitted with auxiliary steam: 
power, and to be armed exclusively with the heaviest and 
most destructive ordnance which, according to recent im 
provements, itis possible to carry with safety and serve - 
with efficiency atsea. And to this object: shall-be applied, . 
‘ni addition to such sum as may be conveniently spared from. - 
the foregoing appropriation, any unexpended balance ‘te>.-- 
maining iu the Treasury to the credit of similar appropri-> 
ations in former years.” 7 ng 


Mr. DUNHAM... Is that. amendment, 
Speaker, susceptible of division? > 

The SPEAKER. Jt is a: report from a.Com-' - 
mittee, and is indivisible. The amendment must 
be voted upon as a whole. NS fm ; 

Mr. PHELPS. Perhaps there maybe nọ ob- 
jection to a division. { SEA 


Mr. TAYLOR. I object to a division. 


Mr. JONES; of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 
‘Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I ask the 


| unanimous consent of the House—as I think this 


very important amendment is in danger, and as 


i there. seems to ‘be objection to only one clause— 


that it be divided. - 
Mr. TAYLOR. 
the division. — 
Mr. DUNHAM. I renew it. i 
The quèëstion was then taken upon the amend- : 


I withdraw my: objection to 


i ment, and it was disagreed to—yeas 43, nays 85; - 


as follows: ‘ 
YEAS—Messrs. Bowne, Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, 
Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Chandler, Chap- 
man, Clingman, Coleock, Edmundson, Florence, Gilmore, 
Goodenow, Hammond, Harper, Haven, Hebard, Howard, 
‘Thomas Y. How, Jackson, George G. King, McCorkle, 


l Miner, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Polk, Price 
> 2 ” 


Robbins, Sickett, Schoonmaker, Scurry, Frederick p 


| Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Sutherland, Taylor, Thurs- 
i ton, Ward, Washburn, and Wildrick—43. 
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rs. Aiken, Charles Allen, Allison, Wiliam 


' Appleton, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bibighaus, 
i Bragg, Brenton, Buci, Busby, Cartter, Caskie, Chastain, 


Churchwell, ‘Clark, Curtis, George T. Davis, tohn. Ga 
Dav Deau, Dimmick, Duncan, Dunham, Edgerton, 
Evans, Mloyd, Fowler, Gamble, Gaylord, Green,’ Hall, 
Jamilton, Isham G. Harris, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard, 
Holladay, Tforsford, Hovston, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 


| Howe, Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Jobn John~ 
| son, Kobert W. Jolson, George W. Jones, Preston King, 
| Landry, Mann, MeLanahan. MeMutlin, McQueen, Miller, 


Millson, Molony, Henry P: Moore, John Moore, Morehead, 
Murray, Newton, Orr, Audrew Parker, Deasiece, Penn, 
Perkins, Phelps, Reed, Robie, Scudder, David L. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Stratton, Stuart, 


| Sweetser,. Benjamin Thompson, Townshend, Venable, 


Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh, and Watkins—85. 
So the amendment was rejected. ie 
Mr, POLK. I move that.the House do-now 
adjourn: © 0o a tia 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas.. There are sev~ 
eral gentlemen who desire to speak. If we take 
a recess till this evening, they will be afforded an 
pon the next bill. I move, there- 


fore, that the ELouse take a recess till eight o'clock 


this evening. è 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
I am satisfied. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Very well. 

The motions to adjourn, and to take a recess, 
were then withdrawn. ae, 

The question recurred-upon the adoption of the 
following amendment, upon which Mr, VENABLE 
had demanded a separate vote: 

« And the Secretary of the Navy is also authorized and 
directed to cause to be applied, as soon as practicable, to 
alt steaii vessels. belonging to the United States, the best 
fonn of condenser for supplying fresh water to marine boil- 
ers at sea; and to pay to the owner or owners thereof, such 
e for the right to use such condenser, as a hoard to con- 
st of the Engincer-in-Chief, and two or inore chief engi- 
neers of the Navy, may designate to be the value thereof: 

ver, ‘That no condenser shall be so applied, 
me shall have been practically tested at sea, 
and found capable of being used as a surface, as well as 


Finish this bill first, and 


: jet condenser.” 


The question was then put, and upon a divis- 


: ion, there were—ayes 52, noes 64. 


Mr. POLK demanded tellers; which were not 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER. There were-—ayes 52, 
64; so the amendment is disagreed to. 

Mr. POLK. I move that the bill be laid upon 


noes 


The question was taken, and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 
and nays upon the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The call comes too Jate. The 
Chair has announced that the amendment was dis- 
agreed to. 


I call for the yeas 
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- Mr. JOHNSON, of: Arkansas... Have I not 
“the right to move to reconsider. the yote 
> the amendment was disagreed to? `>; 

Mr. KING, of New. York. 


the majority... igi B ch AS 

` Mr: JOHNSON: There were no ‘yeas and nays, 
and T can vote just. as I please, and’ afterwards 
move a reconsideration. -I am not in favor of the 

Navy or Department, and never have been; butif 
we arėto do anything for that branch of the ser- 
vice, we.could do no: better.than‘adopt this amend- 
ment. 1 move a reconsideration of the vote-by 
which the amendment was. disagreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS. -E move to lay. that. motion 
upon the table. nit BE BES ; 

Mr, KING. I understand the gentleman from 
Arkansas voted inthe minoritys ~..° Z 

` The SPEAKER. There were no yeas and 
nays called, and that is the only form in which 
the fact.can be fixed. -` on ; 

` Mre AVERETT, 
adjourn. - : : 5 ’ 

; The question was.taken, gnd the House refused 
to: adjourn. : f ` 

Mr. JOHNSON.. I withdraw my motion to rè- 
consider. -> 

Mr. POLK. I renew it. - pet - 

«The question then recurred upon: the motion to 
jay the motion to reconsider upon the table 

Mr. CABELL. {demand tellers. . F 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Henpricxs 
and Rossins ‘were appointed, 

+ The question was then taken, and the motion 
to lay upon the table was agreed to; the tellers 
having reported—ayes 79, noes 44. 

The question was. next taken upon the follow- 
ing amendment, upon which a separate vote was 
demanded by Mr. Stanton, of Ohio, and it. was 
agreed to, viz: 

“At the end of the provision for the Annapolis Naval 
School, add: ‘To complete quarters for the students and 
professors at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, the sum of 
$75,00029 o g i A 

The question recurred upon the following amend- 
ment, upon which a separate. vote was demanded 
by Mr. Sweerser: 


After line one hundred and forty-nine insert: 


. I move the’ House do now 


= * To secure some proper place for the burial of seamen- 


who die in the. New York hospital, $5,000.” : 

Mr. SWEETSER. I withdraw my objection. 
~The question was taken, and the amendment 
agreed to. - : 


The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and being engrossed it was read 
the third time. ; 

-Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was taken, and the bill was passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the vote 
by which the bill was passed be reconsidered, and 
that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the ta- 
ble; which latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That from and after this day the House will 
hold an evening session, commencing at seven o'clock, to 
be devoted to the receiving of reports from committees: 
Provided, All bills and joint resolutions reported with a re- 
commendation that they pass, be referred when reported. 

Mr. CARTTER. I object. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is it inorder for me to move 
to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER, According to former prac- 
tice it is notin order. Within the last ten days— 
the Chair will state the rule—it is in order to move 
to suspend the rules, The Chair understands that 

_ Sundays, as wel! as other days, have been con- 
sidered as embraced within the last ten days. As 
an original proposition, the Chair would decide 


differently, and that the Sabbath not being a legis- 


lative day, ought not to be considered as embraced 
within the rules. He decides, however, accord- 
ing to practice, Sundays are included within the 
last ten days. f 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
a recess until seven o’clock, 

Mr. ALLISON. I move we adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 
agreed to. ; f s 

The- House accordingly adjourned till to-mor- 
row at eleven o’clock, a. m. ee : - 


I move we take 


by which | 


“If you voted with . 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY; August 21, 1852. 


-The House met at eleven.o’clock, a: m.- Prayer 
by the Rev: C. M. Butter.) ’ aa 
The Journal of yesterday was read and appraved. 
The SPEAKER, The business first in order 
is the motion pending to recommit House bill No. 
120, “authorizing certain soldiers in the late war 
with Great Britain to surrender the bounty lands 


of.??- 


imous consent of the House to take up one of the 
first bills upon.the Speaker’s table—a Senate bill 
for the relief of Margaret Farrar, whose father and 
mother.are both dead... It-is a bill-which.I have 
been endeavoring to take up fora long while. It 
will not occupy five minutes’ time to consider it. 
IfI can have the unanimous consent of the House 
to take it up, I shall be very glad. 

Mr. PENN. I must object. T have several 
bills which have been pending for some time. 


recommit House bill No. 120, the title of which 
rhas been read, and upon which the previous ques- 
tion has been demanded. ~- $ 

Mr. MASON. Thereisa little matter in which 
members are interested in relation to getting their 
books early, and during this session, and which I 
wish to bring up. Task the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer-a resolution requiring the 


they go home. It will take but a minute or 
i : 


wo. E 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object to anything that 
interferes with the business of the morning hour. 
I call for the regular order of business. 


I move that the House proceed to the consider- 
ation of business upon the Speaker’s table, if that 
motion be in order. 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order 
during the business of the morning hour, which. is 
the special order. . 

Mr. ROBBINS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The bill “ authorizing. cer- 
* tain soldiers-in the late war with Great Britain to 
t surrender their bounty lands, and to locate others 
‘in lieu thereof,’ was ordered to be read a third’ 
time yesterday, and a motion was made to recom- 
mit the bill, which is the question now pending; 
and upon that motion the previous question is de- 
manded.. : 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. STUART. If there is no obj 


ection, I will 
withdraw the motion to recommit. i 


imous consent. 

Mr. ORR. I object. 

The question was then taken upon the motion 
to recommit the bill; and, upon a‘division, there 
were— yes. 28, noes not counted. 

So the House refused to recommit the bill. 

. The bill was then read the third time. 

The question being, ‘Shall the bill pass?” it 
was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to Jay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 

WASHINGTON CARLETON. : 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order 
is a bill reported from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, being an act for the ben- 
efit of Washington Carleton, Jate Postmaster at 
Hawesville, Kentucky. 

Mr. ROBBINS. T wish to make an inquiry of 
the Chair. Is not the bill reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce in relation to the protection 
of the lives of passengers on board of steamboats 
first in order? nha a 

The SPEAKER. The bill now reported being 
precisely in the same condition, except that it was 
introduced a long time before the other, takes pre- 
cedence. The question is upon ordering the bill 
to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. GREY. This bill is for the benefit of the 
late postmaster at Hawesville, Kentucky. I will 
briefly state the facts to the House. The post- 


master at Hawesville, being indebted to the Post 


“Mi CAMPBELL, of Tilinois: Task the unan-- 


The SPEAKER. ‘The pending question is to | 


Clerk to get the books of members ready before | 


Mr. EDGERTON. This being private bill day, | 


‘The SPEAKER. It can be done only by unan- | 
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drawn-by-them, and to, locate others in lieu there- ||" 


Office Department for postages received there, the 
Postmaster General sent, to the postmaster at 
Lovisville (one hundred miles from Hawesville) 

an order to collect the money due to the Depart- 
ment from the postmaster at Hawesville—— 

- Mr. STUART.. I would Suggest to the gentle- 

man from Kentucky [Mr. Grey] to allow the bill 

to be.read. again before he proceeds ‘with his re- 

‘marks, . À 23 ‘ i : 

The bill was then read; as follows! 

«Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the Postmaster General. be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to Washington Carleton, late post-. 
‘master at Hawesville, Kentucky, out of any money appro- 
priated, or that may hereafter be appropriated, for the use 
and: benefit of'the Pest Office Department, the sum of 
glo 3? j ka i 
. The SPEAKER. The Ch@ir is reminded of 
the fact, that there was a motion pending to re- 
commit the bill, -which is first in order. 

Mr. GREY. As I was about to state, the 
money. was in the hands of this: postmaster at 
Hawesville, and the draft was drawn upon him 
to pay the postmaster ‘at Louisville. The draft 
was never presented to the postmaster at Hawes- 
ville. The .postmaster at Louisville merely in- 
formed him by letter thathe had a draft upon him, 
and was authorized to make immediate demand 
for payment of the money due from him to the Post 
Office Department. The postmaster at Hawes- 
ville was not bound by law, nor by precedent or 
common usage, to go to Louisville to. pay this 
money, nor would. the postmaster at, Louisville 
have been allowed the expense of sending an agent 
down to Hawesville to collect the money from the 
postmaster, it being one hundred miles distant 
from Louisville. The postmaster at Hawesville 
being anxious. to do his duty, and understanding 
that he was to send the money to Louisville by 
mail, which ‘accords with the universal custom all 
over the country—practiced every day by post- 
masters of the interior offices, who receive small 
amounts—as soon as he received intelligence of 
the demand for payment, he remitted the amount 
to the postmaster at Louisville. The postmaster 
at Louisville states that he received that mail-ba, 
sent from Hawesville, and thata package mailed 
at that place had been broken open; for the post- 
bill found in the bag showed that six letters had 
been mailed at Hawesville, only two of which 
came to hand; which two, together with the post- 
bill, were lying loose in. the bottom. of the bag. 
The postmaster at Hawesville then informed the 
Auditor of the Post Office Department of the facts, 
and asked that the sum which had been thus lost 
should: be credited to his account.. I refer to one 
of my colleagues-upon this floor, who was for 
years the postmaster at Maysville, Kentucky, and 
who knows.that it is a fact that money is usually 
sent by mail in this way by the postmasters, to 
pay- such drafts. The Auditor replied to him that 
the loss was of such a character they could not 
allow him.a credit for the $110; but he had no 
doubt that if he would appeal. to Congress, and 
make a statement of the facts, he would get relief, 
and be authorized to have a credit upon the books 
of that-Department to that amount. These are 
the facts. This man bears as high a character for 
hqnor; honesty, and unimpeachable integrity, as 
any. man in the State of Kentucky. He is a poor 
man, and is not able to pay this money. The 
profits from his office only amount to about $105 
a year,and he could not incur the expense of 
going up to Louisville for the purpose of deposit- 
ing his money there, at the expiration of every 
quarter. -There was no bank near him, in which 
he could deposit the money, and he adopted the 
usual course of sending the money by mail. He 
put the money in a letter, and he put the letter in 
the mail-bag, and gave the bag to the Government 
mail agent,and that Government mail agent swears 
he put that bag upon the boat. The postmaster 
at Louisville vouches for the robbery of that mail, 
The question, then, for this House to decide is, 
shall this honest old man, who was so anxious to 
do his duty, and who, in the honest discharge of 
that duty, sent this money in the usual mode 
adopted in all similar cases, lose this money, or 
shall the loss fall upon this mighty Government? 
He, Mr. Speaker, is not able to lose the money, 
and I hope that the House will not agree to re- 
commit the bill, but permit it to pass. 

Mr. ORR. Iam surprised that the bill which 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Grey] has 
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beèn advocating was reported from the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. . ‘ 
Mr. GREY. It was, I believe, reported by th 


unanimous consent of the committee. I heard‘no 
objection. oe ` { 
Mr. ORR. My surprise is still greater. The 


proposition contained in the bill is simply this, 


that the Government shall become the insurer of | 


every dollar’s worth of value sent through the 
public mail. egg ae stents = 

Mr. OLDS. I believe my colleague upon the 
committee [Mr. Grey] is mistaken, when he says 
that it was unanimously reported. “ There are 
three or four bills reported from.the committee, 
all embracing’ a similar principle with this one, 
and making the Government lable for losses of 
postmasters. One was where an office was robbed, 
and another one where an office was burned. I 
have opposed the whole of them upon principle. 
I believe the facts are just as stated by my col- 
league on the committee, that there has been a 
loss,- but I am opposed to the principle. 

Mr. ORR. 1 am glad to hear the correction 
made. Of course. the error was unintentional on 
the part of the gentleman upon my right, [Mr. 
Grey.] Admitting the facts to be true, and I do 


not, of course, question them, as they have been | 


stated by the gentleman from Kentucky, it pre- 
sents.such a case as may be presented from every 
county in every State in the Union. Is the Gov- 
ernment to become the insurer of all the letters 
deposited in the post office? If this bill should 


pass—and I have no idea that it will—it will be‘ 


the first instance where losses of this sort have 
been made up by Congress. I move, therefore, 
to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. ROBBINS, upon that motion, demanded 
tellers; which were ordered; and Messrs. VENABLE 
and BrecxinripGe were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 68, noes 40; no quorum voting. 


j 


Mr. ROBBINS. Icallthe yeas and nays upon 
| 


the question. 


The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays cannot | 


be ordered upon a bill, when`there`is no quorum 
voting, = >’ č 

Mr..ORR. I hope there will be a recount. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hopes that by 
unanimous consent there may be a recount. 

There being no objection, the tellers resumed 
their places, and a recount being had, there were— 
ayes 70, noes 42; still no quorum voting. 

Mr. ORR. I move that there be a call of the 
House, and I hope it will be carried through and 
letus see who are absent. i 

‘The question was then taken; and it was not 
agreed. to. . : - 

The SPEAKER., The question now recurs 
upon laying the bill upon the table. - 

Mr. GREY. Ihope that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Orr] will withdraw his mo- 
tion to allow me to make further explanation. 

Mr. ORR. As the gentleman has appealed to 
me, I will withdraw my motion. 

Mr. GREY. 1 return my acknowledgments 
to the gentleman for his courtesy, and, Mr. Speak- 
er, I will say I am convinced, if the facts in rela- 
tion to this matter were fairly understood by the 
House, that there is not aman upon the floor who 
would not say that this was a claim deserving the 
favorable action of the House. Now, hereis an 
order sent to the postmaster at Louisville to collect 
the money from the postmaster at Hawesville. The 
postmaster at Louisville writes that he has the 
draft, but he does not present it. If the postmas- 
ter at Hawesville had waited until the draft had 
been presented at his office, he would have sustained 
no loss. But if he had not. paid by letter, the post- 
master at Louisville would not have been authorized 
to have sent to him for it, by paying the expenses 
of an agent to go in person and collect the money; 
nor would the postmaster at Hawesville have been 
authorized to pay an agent to carry the money to 
Louisville to the postmaster there.. What should 
he have done? Should the expense of sending the 
money to Louisville fall upon that postmaster 
there, or should he add the expense of sending it 
to the account of the postmaster at Hawesville 
and ask him to pay it out of his pocket? The 
draft was never presented, but when the postmas- 
ter at Hawesville received intelligence that the 
draft was in the hands of the postmaster at Louis- 
ville, he sent the money by mail according to the 
common usage in such cases. I appeal to my col- 


league from: Maysville, [Mr. Sranron,] who has 
been postmaster, to. know what has been the cus- 
tom with postmasters similarly situated ? 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. My colleague 
is right in saying that F have had some. experience 
in this matter. Some four years. ago I was post- 
master at Maysville.. The postmaster. at Cincin- 
nati was one of the local depositaries, and he was 
required to collect from the postmasters in the 
neighborhood the balances due upon their accounts 
current, at the expiration of each quarter. J rec- 
ollect very wellat that period—I do not know what 
the regulations of the Popartment are now—that [ 
was instructed to pay my balances over to the 
postmaster at Cincinnati, and I was instructed also 
not to incur any expenses in making a deposit at 
Cincinnati. If Í could not send it by private hand, 
it must be sent through the mail, and it was my 
invariable custom to send the balance at the end 
of each quarter through the mail. 

Mr. GREY. Then that was the instruction of 
the Postmaster General. 

Mr.STANTON. That wasaccompanying the 
instructions directing me to deposit my balance at 
Cincinnati. 

Mr. GREY. It was with a full understanding 
of these facts, in reply to the request of the post- 
master at Flawesville, that the Auditor of the Post 
Office Department referred him to Congress in re- 
lation to thiscase. With a full kenowledge of all 
the facts, he says to him, Apply to Congress, and. 
if you have been guilty of no negligence, I have 
no doubt that Congress will give you relief. 

Mr. PHELPS. 
the gentleman, to see if I understood the facts cor- 
rectly. As [ understand, the postmaster at Hawes- 
ville sent through the mail, bank notes for the bal- 
ance for which he was indebted to the Post Office 
Department. Am I right in that? 

Mr. GREY. The postmaster at Hawesville, 
when he got the letter, changed his silver for two 
fifty and one ten dollar note. 

Mr. PHELPS. I wish to ask the gentleman 
further, that the fifteenth section of the Independ- 
ent Treasury law may be read, by which it will 
appear that this exchange of the funds of the Gov- 
ernment by the postmaster at Hawesville for bank 
paper is a felony, for which he might be prose- 
cuted, indicted, and convicted. 

‘Mr. GREY. Then, Mr. Speaker, two thirds 
of the postmasters throughout the United States 
occupy the same critical and felonious position. 
(Laughter.} 3 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope this Congress are not 
going to disobey the law. 

Mr. GREY. I will say this: if we had a law 
passed by which relief could be afforded, the claim- 
ant here would seek relief in the courts of the 
country. But this is a case which we are called 
upon to decide by a regard to the peculiar circum- 
stances attending it, sitting here as a court of equi- 
ty, as we now are. I stand here ready to declare 
a precedent and to make a law that shall do justice 
to all honest and worthy men, when the strict and 
rigid construction of the general laws cannot afford 
merited and just relief. 1 know this claimant per- 
sonally. I know he is poor and with a large fam- 
ily, and that he has done his duty faithfully, and 
acted honestly, and from the purest motives. 

Mr.. FOWLER. Will my colleague upon the 
committee allow me for amoment? I wish merely 
to say, in addition to what my colleague upon the 
committee has said, that in examining and testing 
this case we took into account the fact that the 


mail is the carrier of the Government, and that |! 
the money was lost while in the hands of the}, 


Government. J hope that my colleague will bring 
out that fact fully. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Allow me 
to ask whether you mean to establish the princi- 
ple that all losses by the mail are at the charge of 
the Government ? s oe 

Mr. FOWLER. That is for Congress to de- 


cide. : 
Mr. GREY. I wish this case to stand upon 
the particular circumstances attending it. 

r. FOWLER. If the gentleman will allow 
me, I will say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
that in this case the Government was carrying the 
money for itself. uA 

Mr. GREY. I do not understand the com- 
mittee—J do not understand myself as intending 
to claim that the General Government should be 
liable for all the losses sustained in the mail. 


I wish to make an inquiry of |! 


is shown that this man putthe money inthe letter; 
that he put the letter in the mail bag, and -gave 
the mail bag to the Government agent totake it on 
board the boat.. The postmaster af Louisville - 
testifies to. the fact that the mail: bag had ‘been 


broken open before it came to him. 


Mr. OLDS. -The gentleman ‘having given ‘me 
the floor fora moment, I wishto make a statement . 
in rélation to this matter. I aim. opposed to. the . 
passage’ of this bill, not but what I believe that the 
postmaster has honestly lost the money—and.I° 
am satisfied that there has been sufficient proof 
adduced before the committee ‘to leave no doubt 
upon the mind of any man that the- postmaster 
had lost the money—but 1 can see no difference 
at all between the case of a postmaster and any ' 
other individual who sends his. money through 
the mail. Now, itis a mistake, and there is no 
proof in this case, that this man was required to. 
send the money by mail. e 

Mr. GREY. The proof is, that the postmaster 
at Louisville said in his letter that he was author- 
ized to request immediate payment. 

Mr. OLDS. Thatis true; he was notified that- 
the postmaster at Louisville had a‘draft upon him 
for $110, and that he was required to make *“ im- 
mediate payment.” So far allis correct. Butun-* 
der your independent Treasury law, lie had no. 
right to convert his money into bank notes; and 
if the postmaster at Louisville had this draft for- 
collection, the Government, as a matter of course, 
were bound to pay his expenses in collecting this 
draft, if he had to make a journey after it. 

Mr. GREY. [will ask the honorable chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads if such claims were ever allowed ? 

Mr. OLDS. The principle of law is just the 
same in this case as in any other. The notifying 
this postmaster that he had a draft upon him was 
not a demand for that draft. The draft must be- 
presented to him for payment, and he could not pay 
it unless it was presented to him at his office. 


Mr. GREY. I will ask the gentleman one 
question. Does he not know that it is a univer- 


sal fact, when the Postmaster General sends to 
any postmaster in any State of this Union a draft 
to collect money from postmasters which has been 
received by them, that the poStmaster to whom 
the draft was sent sends it back to the Post Office 
Department unless the payee sends or pays itat the 
office of the postmaster who holds the draft? ` 

Mr, OLDS. I have no such knowledge at all. 
I do not suppose that the postmaster at Louisville. 
had any right to report this matter, until he had. 
a legal demand made upon him for the money 
at his place of business; and if he was an agent 


| of the Government for the collection of this money, 


the Government is bound to pay the money. If 
the postmaster undertook to send the money by 
mail, he must take his chance, as any business 
man in the community would have todo. There 
is no difference in this case. There are other cases 
before our committee, which are somewhat anal- 
ogous. We have*one case where the committee 
have been ordered to report a bill—and I believe 
that I was the only dissenting member on that 
committee—in which the postmaster had kept the 
money in his office until it had accumulated to 
$800. A robbery was committed upon his office. 
There was positive proof that he had been robbed 
and had lost the money, and the committee ordered 
the bill to be reported, to make_ the Government 
underwrite for the postmaster, who had left his 


| money in his office and lost it. 


| 


It || Congress. 


Now, there is a principle involved in this case. 
Shali the Government underwrite for the faithful 
discharge of the duties of a public officer? Shall 


they become security. for him? Itis an induce- 


ment held out to postmasters all over the country, 
to suffer frauds to be committed, and to connive 
at frauds, and then to come before Congress and 


; demand restitution. 


I move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 1 do not want to make a 
speech. I want to inquire of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, who-has propounded this matter tous, > 


| whether he is satisfied with the proof that the 
| money was deposited in the mail by the postmas- 


ter who asks compensation? 

Mr. GREY. The chairman of the committee 
admitted that there was positive proof that the 
money had been actually deposited in the mail b 
the postmaster now asking for justice from this 
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Mr OLDS. I move 
table: : ; h 
“Mr. CHANDLER. -I merely wish’ to: say, 
whatever may be the law——— 00 um AIN St 
Mr STUART, (in his seat.) There is.a mo- 
tion pending to lay the bill upon the table... It was 
made bythe gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Oxps;] 
but the Chair was occupied, and did not hear it, 
--\The SPEAKER. ‘Was the motion madebe- 
fore’the gentlemantcok:his seat? > Sal 
“Mr. OLDS.» Yes; sir: : Me a ae 
‘The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear it, 
«and therefore it is not.a- motion. a 


Mr: OLDS.” I madė the motion -again after- 
wards. ` 5 oe * eee 
` The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 


gan when he addresses the Chair will rise. 
Mr: STUART. I merely stated that the Chair 
was occupied at the time, and did not -hear the 
‘motion made by the gentleman from Ohio. 

The SPEAKER. -The Chair receives the re- 
buke in all kindness, but 'woüld rather receive it 
from the gentleman standing than sitting. : 
“Mr. STUART. ‘Will the Chair allow me to 
state that I made the suggestion with the most. 
perfect respect to the Chair? _ : 
` Mr. CHANDLER... I merely wish to remark, 
thatif this were a case clearly sustained. by the 
existing law, it would not come here to ask. our 
legislation upon it; but itis one that appeals to- 
our sense of right. Pac . 

Mr. OLDS, (interrupting.) Does the -Chair 
entertain my motion to lay the billupon the table? 
< The SPEAKER. The Chairdoes not, because 
he did not hear it. > : i 

Mr. OLDS. I made it twice. | 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. CHANDLER] 
is entitled to the floor. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I was saying, sir, that 
this is a case that clearly appeals to our sense of 
right and justice; not legally, perhaps. If this 
person had deposited his money in Adams & | 

~Co.’s express office below here, and Adams & 
Co. had lost the money, ‘as the mail lost the 
money, they would have been responsible to the 
person who deposited it, or the person who was 
to receive it, for the full amount. . Now I know 
that the Government, although it take upon itself 
to be a common carrier, does not regulate ils con- 
duct. by the common laws which it prescribes for 
common carriers, and. if I send. money to you 
through the mail and it is lost, even though I can 
show that it was deposited, I cannot compel the 
Department to repay it. But if, in the case of 
common carriers like Adams & Co., they are com- 
pelled to do it, then, @ fortiori, if Adams & Co., 
besides being carriers, are themselves to be the re- 
ceivers of money or carriers of their own, it ap- 
pene to me that not only they would-be doubly 
ound, but that we would be singly bound in 
right to pay that which we undertook to carry. for 
another personon deposit, but really for ourselves. 
It is a case that appeals, I think, to our sense of || 
right. ‘ f 
Sr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, I |! 
wish to ask a question. [want to act understand- || 
ingly in this matter; and I do not wish to set a bad 
precedent, if 1 know it. Let me suppose a case. 


and after the contractor has carried the mail, say, 
for a quarter at Washington, they make out a 
draft, or remit money at some point to the con- 
tractor in payment of his contract. Suppose while 
the draft or money is in transitu from the Govern- 
ment making payment of the money to the con- 
tractor, the money or draft is lost: who will 
bear the loss of the draft or money in that in- 
stance—the contractor or the Government? The 
Government remits. the money at its own risk; | 
and if the contractor does not receive it, of course |; 
the Government is bound to pay it. Well, then, 
vice versa, suppose the contractor or postmaster 
falls in debt to the Government, and remits the 
money, must not he take the risk of the mail on 
the one hand, as the Government does upon the | 
other? If we pass a bill of this sort, it will estab- 
lish a principle that we become responsible for all 
the money lost in the mail, and there will be no 
end to this thing. The postmasters all over the 
country will have remitted their money, and will 
apply to Congress for payment; and there is no | 
telling to what extent frauds will be the- result. |; 


law; bùt one that-demands our legislation. 


‘table, ao 


i tleman who represents the district through which 
| this line runs, and in which he is much interested, 
Suppose here is a contractor with the Government; |} 
| hope the House willagree to go into the Committee 


| LT submit that the motion to lay upon the table is 


| Opinion expressed by the gentleman from Michi- | 


Government in both cases undertakes to be car- 


riers,-and is paid for carrying. It is different if I 
should. send the money to you. If the Govern- 
ment sends the money to me, and ‘undertakes to 
carry it to me, it must take the risk of it. That 
is.the case presented here. I do not wish to argue 
a case, of course, not sustained ‘by any existing 


`L renew .the motion to.lay the bill upon.the | 
The motion -was agreed to, and the bill was laid | 
upon the table. ` : De | 
* Mr. ORR moved to réconsidey the vote by which į 
the bill was laid upon the table, and also moved to 
lay. the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. : 
Mr. EDGERTON. Irise for the purpose of 
moving that the House proceed to the consider- 
ation of the business upon the Speaker’s table. | 


"1 d y $ $ 
Mr. HOUSTON. -1 would ask the gentleman, | ‘Son’ Whitevagd Alexander White ie 


and the House, to discharge the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union from a bill making 
appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department during this fiscal year, and bring it | 
into the House and pass it. It will not take half | 
an hour to dispose of it. | 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
morning hour expired ? 

The SPEAKER. It has. i 

Mr. WASHBURN. I wish to inquire, if the | 
House proceed to the business on the Speaker’s | 
table, will they go to the consideration of private | 
bills ? j 


Has the | 


private bill day. 


Mr. WASHBURN. Then I hope that the |! 


House will agree to the motion of the gentleman | 
from Ohio, [Mr. Eperrron.] ! 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Edger- | 
ton’s motion, and it was agreed to. | 


GASTON AND RALEIGH RAILROAD. `| 
The SPEAKER. There isa pending question 


to reconsider the vote by which the bil for the f 


relief of the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad -was | 
laid upon the table yesterday. It can be con- | 
sidered now or hereafter. i 

Mr. STUART. I propose to have it at once 
disposed of, and I move to lay the motion to re- | 
consider upon the table. 


Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays; |i 


which were ordered, 

Mr. STANLY. What isthe question we are 
about to vote upon? | 
The SPEAKER. On yesterday the House, by 
a vote, laid the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad bill 
upon the table, A motion was made to recon- | 
sider that vote, and a motion is now made to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table, which is | 


the pending question, and upon that motion the |! 


yeas and nays have been ordered. | 
Mr. HOUSTON.. I understand that. the gen- | 


is not in the House; and that being the case, I 


of the Whole on the state of the Union on the 
Post Office appropriation bill. It will not occupy 
half an hour. meg 

Mr. STUART. I rise to a question-of order. 
equally a privileged motion as the motion to go 
into. the Committee of the Wholé on the state of | 


the Union, and being first. made, it must be first || 


acted upon. i 
The SPEAKER. The Chair concurs in the 


gan, that the motion to lay upon the table is a 
privileged motion, and being first put, must be 
first acted upon by the House. The gentleman 
from Alabama proposes, inasmuch as some gen- 
tleman who is much interested in this bill is not į 
in the city-or in the Hall, that the consideration of 
the motion to lay upon the table the motion to re- 
consider, be postponed, which can only be done | 
by unanimous consent. f 

Mr. CABLE; of Ohio. -I object. 

‘The question wasthen taken upon Mr. Stuarr’s 


The SPEAKER. Private bills alone, this being | 


| in the chair.) 
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motion; and it was decided in the affirmative— 
yeas 73, nays 72—as follows: k : 
YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Bennett, Bibighaus, John H. 
Boyd, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Thompson Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Chapman, Clark, Curtis, Jobn G. Dayis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Edger- 
ton, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gilmore, Goode- 
now, Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Hart, Hascall, Haven, 
Henn, Hibbard, Horsford, John W.-Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Ingersoll, lves, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
I. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney Jonés, George G. 
King, Preston King, Kurtz, Mann,- Martin, McLanahan, 
McNair, Miner, Henry D- Moore, Murray, Newton, An- 
drew Parker, Perkins, Robbins, Robie, Schoonmaker, Da- 


-vid L. Seymour, Benjamin Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 


Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Thurston, Towns- 
bend, Tuck, Walbridge, Washburn, Wells, and Wildrick 


-NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, William Appleton, Ashe, Aver- 
ett, Babcock, Barrere, Beale, Bocock, Bowne, Bragg, 
Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G.. Brown, George H. 
Browh, Caldwell, Caskie, Clingman, Cobb, Coicock, 
Dockery, Edmimdson, Evans, Faulkner, Fitch, Gentry, 
Goodrich, Halt, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hebard, Hendricks, Holladay, Houston, Howard, 
Thomas Y. How, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Landry, Mace, McQueen, Miller, Millson, Mo- 
lony,;John Moore, Morehead, Murpby, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, 
Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Porter, Powell, Smith, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. 
Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Taylor, Benjamin ‘homp- 
son, Venable, Wallace, Ward, Watkins, Weleh, Addi. 


So the 
table. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to test the sense of the 


motion to reconsider was laid upon the 


‘House, whether they will go into the Committee 


of the Whole on the state’ of the Union, and take 
up one of the appropriation bills, or not, T there- 
fore move that the rules be suspended, and that 


i| the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 


Whole on the state of the Union. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. How many 
appropriation bills are there behind? . 

Mr. HOUSTON. Only three—the Post Office 
bill, the steam-mail service bill, and the fortifica- 
tion bill. I wish to take up the Post Office appro- 
priation bill. Tt will not take long to dispose of it. 

Mr. HAMILTON demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Hamitron and Mo- 
LONY were appointed. N N A 

The question was then put upon Mr, Housron’s 
motions and the tellers reported 74 in the afirma- 
tive. A further count not being insisted on, the 
motion was agreed to. i . 

._ The rules were accordingly suspended; and the 
House resolved itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Stuart 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to- take up House 
bill No. 241, “ making appropriations for the ser- 
vice of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending June 30th, 1853.” f 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill was ac- 
cordingly taken up for consideration. ~ . 

Mr. HOUSTON. This is avery short bill, 
and Tam anxious that a portion of to-day shall- 
be devoted to. the Private Calendar. If the com- 
mittee will consent to act upon the bill without 
any general debate, I am satisfied; but if any 
general debate is to spring up, I shall move that 
the committee rise, andask the House to close the 
debate upon it.. I now ask that the bill may be 
read. i 

The bill was read through. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. Idesire to makean appeal 


| to the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr.-Hovsron.] 


I have taken up very little of the time of the House 
this session, but I want to make a few remarks 
with reference to a bill which may come up, and 
upon which I may be unable to get an opportunity 
to say anything. Ido not wish to occupy much 
time, but I wish to make a few observations to the 
committee, of a general nature. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If thegentleman wants only 


fifteen or twenty minutes, I am willing to close 


| the debate in that time. 


Mr. SWEETSER. 
rangement. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN! The gentleman from Ala- 
bama is entitled to the floor. Does he yield it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I understand the gentle- 
man as yielding it to me. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I shall propose to 
the House, and close the debate, letting the 


I object to any such ar- 


I believe I am entitled to 


o into 
ouse 


THE. CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2285 


allowed. 

Mr. CARTTER. I suppose. the House 
exercise its discretion any way. . f . 

Mr. CLINGMAN. ` Lhope the gentleman from 
Alabama will yield me the floor. I: merely: want 
to make a few random observations.to the com- 
mittee. i ae A : 

Mr. HOUSTON, I will yield the gentlema 
the floor for a-portion-of my time. . : 

Mr. CLINGMAN referred to the ‘defeat of the 
bill for the relief of the. Raleigh-and Gaston Rail- 
road Company, and remarked that when that bill’ 
was first under consideration he thought it was 
likely to pass. easily, and it would have done so at 
that time; but since then there had been adverse 
influences operating against that and all similar 
measures. There was a certain iron interest in the 
country which had its representatives here every 
session, and whose delegates came on here about 
that fime, and remained here for weeks. These 
delegates succeeded in creating such a prejudice in 
the minds of many members—he would say pre- 
judice, because, if gentlemen were as well informed 
in relation to the purposes and designs of these 
persons as he was, they would have produced no. 
effect upon their minds—that they induced them to 
vote against the measure to which he had alluded. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. AH I have 
to say is, that, so far from operating against this 
railroad, unfortunately the delegation of which the 
gentleman speaks, by what I deem an unwise con- , 
tract, succeeded in getting passed through this | 
House, a bill giving 3,000,000 of acres of the pub- 
lic lands to the Missouri railroad. Without these 
outsiders, that bill stood no chance. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman has made a reflec- 
tion upon certain members of the House, and I 
desire to know who theyare. He saysa contract 
was made. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN insisted on his right to the |! 
floor, and refused to yield to any more interrup- | 
tions. : 

He thought it was very likely that the delega- | 
tion to which he had alluded did succeed in pass- | 
ing the Missouri bill. Their object was to obtain | 
the votes of western men to impose high taxes : 

‘upon the country for the benefit of the iron inter- | 
est, and they very probably pushed through the | 
Missouri bill, expecting a return for it. They did 
not, however, get that return, and he was glad of | 
it.. Now, they were not satisfied with having | 
the community taxed for their benefit; they were | 
not satisfied with the tax of thirty per.cent. upon | 
farmers and other individuals for their own benefit, | 

j 


will 


but.they had grown so insolent that they were 
not willing to extend the time of payment of duties 
upon iron rails imported for railroad use three or | 
four years. Pennsylvania insisted that this tax | 
should be paid without delay. 

He hoped that they might yet be able to get up 
the bill exempting railroad iron from duty. And 
in this connection he wished to remind western | 
gentlemen of the fact, that prior to 1842 not one ; 
cent of duty was charged upon railroad iron, It | 
was during this time that the old States began || 
their system of railroads; but many of the new | 
States did not begin their system until after the act | 
of 1842 was passed, which imposed a heavy duty | 
of $25 per ton upon railroad iron, which fell very |; 
oppressively upon the new States in the west and | 
southwest. It oppressed them and kept them || 
down. The eastern and northeastern States had || 
their railroads made when iron was free of duty, | 
and he now proposed to put the new States upon || 
the same footing with the old States, about which | 
a great hue and cry was made. ii 

e then gave his views atlength upon this ques- | 
tion, arguing earnestly in favor of a repeal of du- || 
ties imposed upon railroad iron, and showing from | 
authentic statistics that whilst labor in manufac- ; 
tures in his State, and in several other southern ` 
States, was paid at a rate ranging from 40 to 55) 
cents per day, labor in the manufactures of iron | 
in Pennsylvania received $1 06 per day. He was | 
opposed. to labor in his country being taxed to į 
give a bonus to the manufacturers of iron. 

Mr. EVANS. Willthe gentleman from Ala- 
bama yield me the floor for a short time? 

Mr. HOUSTON. Icannot. I move that the 
committee do now rise. : 

Mr. EVANS.. I am opposed to that motion 
unless a reply will be allowed to the speech of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 


Mr. HENN. Idemanditellers. =. | i 
_ Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and CARTTER were appointed. © > > 

The question was taken, and the motion to rise 
was agreed to, the tellers having reported—ayes 
63, noes 58. i 

The committee accordingly rose, ang the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
Srvaxrr) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the ‘state of the Union had had the state of 
the. Union generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly Housebili No. 241,making appropriations 
for the Post Office service for the fiscal year ending 
30th June, 1852, and had cometo no conclusion 
thereon. ` 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move the usual resolution 
that debate in the Committee of the Whole shall 
be terminated on the Post Office appropriation bill 
at two o’clock this day. 

Mr. STANLY. [I trus 
three o’clock. - 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iwill modify my amend- 
ment, So that it will provide debate shall close at 
half past two o’clock, and call for the previous 
question. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put.. 

The question was then taken, and the resolution | 
was adopted. j : 

My. HOUSTON. I move that the vote by 
which the resolution was just passed be reconsid- 
ered, and that the motion to reconsider: be laid | 
upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, 
leave was granted for the withdrawal of the pe- 
tition and papers of Eliza Reeves, that they be re- 
ferred to the Senate. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ! 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, (Mr. Sruarr in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The business before the 
committee is the consideration of House bill No. 
211, making appropriations for expenditures in 
the Post Office Department. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATIONS. 


Mr. EVANS then took the floor, and addressed 
the committee in reply to the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Ciixeman,] upon the sub- 
ject of the tariff; and pointing out the reasons why 
the labor employed in the manufacture of iron 
is paid higher than that employed in the manufac- 
ture of cotton. [His remarks will be found in 
the Appendix.] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The bill will now be read 
through by paragraphs, and each paragraph will 
be open for amendment as it is read, | 

Mr. FOWLER, under instruction of the Com- | 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads, offered | 
the following amendment, viz: 

Tn the fortieth line, after the words * dollars and cents,” 
insert ‘‘ also $2,500, out of which the Postmaster General | 
is directed to pay $1,666 66 to the late Assistant Postmaster | 
General, for- hi rvices performed under the direction of | 
the Postmaster General, subsequent to the Fst of April, | 

i 


t the gentleman will say 


1851; when his resignation took effect, in the organization 

of a mail service in California, approved by the joint resolu- | 
tion to legalize certain contracts for the transportation of j 
the mails in Oregon and California, approved January 13, į 


how long Mr. Hobbie was gone? 


1852, and the residue, or so much thereof as may be neces- | 
sary, to be applied to settle and pay his expenses. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to submit 
a question of order. At the time this person was 
sent out upon that business, there was no law au- 
thorizing such a mission. Such authority was 
asked for, and Congress positively refused to give 
it. The Postmaster General, therefore, sent him | 
without authority of law. 
Mr. FOWLER. I will say in connection with | 
what the gentieman from Tennessee has said, that | 
Congress has since legalized this mission. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the | 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ten- : 
nessee. He thinks the appropriation is now au- |, 
thorized by law, and will receive the amendment. ;! 
Mr. JONES. It was without any authority of | 
law whatever. à , , 
The CHAIRMAN. The service has, however, | 
the Chair understands, been recognized by Con- | 
gress. 


Mr. FOWLER.. Allow me to: state, that after 
the resignation of the Assistant Postmaster Gen 
eral, he was deputed.to gô to. California, to. or- - 
ganize a mail service there. This was:..done.ac- 
cording to directions, and he returned. . After his 
return, Congress, by the joint action of the two 
Houses, sanctioned the contracts he had: made: 
This amount is merely designed.to pay for-his 
services and his expenses during his mission. «It 
is only $2,500. _ I will merely add, that the Post: 
master General has presented a letter upon this 
subject, which I have before me, ang which: will 
be read, if necessary; but I do not suppose jit is 
necessary. [ willadd, further, that I think-the sub- 
sequent action of Congress has furnished sufficient 
authority for the appropriation; and as this gen- 
tleman has performed the service, and organized 
the mail service in California, is it not reasonable 
that we should pay him for his services, and pay 
his expenses? I think, if gentlemen will look at 
the facts, they will not hesitate for a moment, 


Mr. HOUSTON. Will the gentleman state 


Mr. FOWLER. About four montlis. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. He was out on that mission 
four months; and he was for a month or two of 
that time drawing his salary: oe rom 

Mr. FOWLER. He was first; I think, sent to, 
Havana, and then to Panama; and while he. was 
acting upon the business of the. Department, at 
those two places, he was under his salary, His 
resignation did not take place until he reached, or 
very nearly reached, Panama—at the time stated 
in the amendment. From that time forward he 
claims this double salary, which, considering the 
nature of the services rendered, the exposures’ to 
which he was subjected, and the responsibilities 
of the transactions in which he was engaged, the 
committee were of opinion is just. 

Mr. HOUSTON. How long was Mr. Hobbie 
out upon the whole service? It was only one ~ 


trip. 

Mr. FOWLER. I am not able to state pre- 
cisely when he left this city, but it was before the 
time had expired in which he was acting under 
his appointment as First Assistant Postmaster 
General. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. This amendmentin its pres- 
ent form is incorrect. The very essential facts _ 
are not before the committee. 

Mr. FOWLER. Well, I will ask that the let- 
ter of the Postmaster General may be read. . 

Mr. HOUSTON.. I know the general facts. 
Mr. Hobbie left the Department partly because of 
bad health; and’ he did not resign ‘until a good 
portion, of the time during which he was absent 
had elapsed. During a part of the time'that he 
was absent, he was drawing his salary here—for 
how much of that time I do not know. 

Mr. FOWLER. J ask the gentleman to allow 
the letter of the Postmaster General to be read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is this $1,600 precisely. 
double the sum he was receiving as Assistant 
Postmaster General? 

Mr. FOWLER. Precisely double. His salary _ 
was $2,500 a year, and he was in that service one 
third of à year.. > ` i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is this recommendation 
from the Post Office Committee? ` 

Mr. FOWLER. Certainly. : i 

Mr. HOUSTON. Was there evidence before 
the committee showing precisely what his ex- 
penses were? 

Mr. FOWLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Why isthe matter left in- 
definite as to his expenses? 

Mr. FOWLER. The amendment proposes 
$2,500. His salary consumes some sixteen or 
seventeen hundred of that. His expenses were 
between $600 and $700, which will consume. the 
whole sum. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Thesum is notmuch. The 
principle involved is much more important than 
the money; and, in my opinion, if the expenses in 
this instance were footed up on the scale of liber- 
ality usual with the Government, his salary while 
here ought to be enough. : 

“Mr. DUNHAM. Another fact. ‘Those who 
were here during the last Congress will recollect 
that a resolution was offered in this House to au- 


S 


ii thorize this very thing to be done, and- it, was 


voted down; and then, in spite of the express 
opinions of the House, this, man was sent out 


| upon this mission. 
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‘Mr. FOWLER. . Will the gentleman allow me 
to ¢all-his attention to the fact, that if the last Con- 
gress voted this proposition down, this Congress 

- has voted it up? They have’ sanctioned the ser- 
vices. È ir an - ; 
. -Mr. DUNHAM. They have simply done this: 
` He went out there, and entered into certain -con- 
tracts-connected with his mission. Then he came 
back’ here.. For the purpose of saving the services 
im California, we ratified those contracts, made-in 
violation of. law. We did it not. as sanctioning 


the course of the Department, but in order to.save |} - 


the Services in California; and [-say this thing 
was done in the face of the action of this House, 
then asked. ia oe Kee eat 
The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment. offered: by Mr. -Fowzer;.and it 
was.agreed tos.. 6 oy o Shen ae 
The next clause was read, as follows: 
_ © For miscellaneous items, $95,000.77 = : 


“Mr. CLARK. I move to strike out that clause. 
Thete is a looseness and.uncertainty about that 
which, it seems to me, is worthy of scrutiny. It 
is a pretty large appropriation. What are the 
items? ‘Are they things too numerous. or. two 
small to mention ?. In this bill there are appropri- 
ations for wrapping-paper, for office-furniture, for 
blanks, for mail-bags, for locks and keys, &c.” It 
sééms to me that these ‘are miscellaneous items, 
which are small by themselves.. What other 

“items are miscellaneous? Are they things which 
cannot be named? I should like to know what is 
intended to be included under this head of miscel- 
Janéous items. I am unwilling to vote forso large 
an appropriation as that without having, some in- 
formation upon the subject, and knowing what is 
included in it. It seems to me that it was as 
easy to have named these miscellaneous items, 
as to have named certain small items precedin 
them. Unless we can have some information, î 
hope this item will be stricken out. What is it 
for? That is the question. Are we to vote 
$90,000 without knowing anything about what it 
is for? For one, I am unwilling to do it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not know that it is ne- 
cessary to consume any time in replying to these 
questions. This is one of the items in all appro- 

riation bills, and it will always necessarily be so. 

here are a great many contingencies attending 
the services of the Post Office Department in all 
parts of the Union, which require things to be done, 
which cannot be anticipated, and which cannot be 
specified, especially since the extension of the 
services of that Department in California, New 
Mexico, and the distant Territories, all of which 
are to be paid out of that item of appropriation. 
Itis necessary that a miscellaneous item of that 
kind should be allowed. We. examined those 
items, as we did every contingent item in évery 
appropriation bill. They passed under our scru- 
tiny, and we cut them. down toas small an amount 
as we thought would meet those contingent ser- 
vices. 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
what item they examined under this head? 

Mr. HOUSTON. We examined the receipts 
and expenditures of the last year, and thus ob- 
tained the character of the expenditures under this 
head. Those receipts and expenditures, neces- 
sarily show, under the law, what every item is. 

Mr. CLARK. Have they not a name, and 
could they not be designated? 

Mr. HOUSTON. They had at least five hun- 
dréd names—as many as they were objects of ex- 
penditure, and they have never been brought into 
this bill separately. 

This item has always been included in this bill, 
since the first one was passed. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Crarx, and it was not agreed to. À 

Mr. CLARK. I offer another amendment. [ 
propose to reduce the sum to $20,000. 

The gentleman from Alabama says that there 
were at least five hundred items, to which an ap- 
propraaon of this kind is applicable, and that they 

ad names. Now, it-seems to me that we might 
have had some ivtimation given to-us as to what 
this appropriation is for, and if there are really 
five hundred of them, could not we have had five 
of them specified. My Lord Coke. says there is 
something in an ‘‘&c.,” as in this, that, and the 


which refused. to grant the authority which was 


‘other, ‘*&c.’”’. But there is not even.an “ &c.”? to 


this, not even a Starting point for the ‘‘&c.”? We 
know nothing of what-it is. I hope the amount 
will be reduced to $20,000... f 

The question was then taken on the amendment, 


‘and it was hot agreed to. 
2°Mr: CHANDLER offered the following amend- 


ment: = : . S ust BE 
Provided, That all Jocks, keys, stamps, and paper par- 


ture of this country.. -> y 


Mr. C. said: I wish; Mr. Chairman, to` make 
a remark upon the principle involved- in that 
amendment.’ I wish to: extend.those remarks, 
but I see how impatient—and justly, in my opin- 
ion—is the honorable gentleman. who has this bill 
particularly in charge...I should like to reply to 
some of the errors of the honorable gentleman 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciiveman;) and if I 
do not now, I shall be compelled, upon some other 
appropriation bill, to spend an hour or two upon 
it. Lf the committee will allow me to present and 
publish in another form—through the press—I will 
not now occupy their time, nor trespass upon their 
patience. . 
{Several Voices. “ Very well!” ‘Very well!’’ 
and ‘* Go on!”? “Go on!” f ang 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I object to pub- 
lishing speeches not delivered here, unless it ap- 
pears that the speech has not been delivered. The 


- chased for the Post Office Department, be of the mannfac- 


reason.is this: there are a great many things said |! 


in these. speeches, which no one has an opportu- 
nity of answering, and hence they appear in our 
published debates as unanswered. , 

Mr. CHANDLER. If there is no objection, I 
will withdraw my amendment. 
` No objection was made, and the amendment 
was withdrawn, 

Mr. HOUSTON.. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill to the House. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I move that the bill be laid 
aside, with instructions that it be reported to the 
House, in order that we may take up House bill 
No. 212—the light-house bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The resolution closing de- 
bate upon this bill requires us to report it to the 
House. ; 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask for the reading of the 
resolution. 


‘The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will state to the 


gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. eee 


that under the order made by the House, it wil 
be necessary for the committee to rise and report 
this bill to the House, unless the committee unan- 
imously consent to a different course. The Chair 
somewhat doubts whether it could be done even 
by unanimous consent, but he would entertain the 
motion. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I object. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
Sruart) reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had, according 
to.order, had the state of the Union generally un- 
der consideration, and particularly House bill No. 
241, making appropriation for the Post Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1853, 


and had instructed him to report the same to the’ 


House with an amendment, and to ask the con- 
currence of the House therein. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill and amendments. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of Mr. Fowxer, (which will be found in another 
column,) and it was agreed to. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed according 
to order, was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. FOWLER. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MICHIGAN. SALT SPRING LANDS. 


Mr. STUART. I now ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to. allow me.to take from the 
Speaker’s table Senate bill No. 30, entitled ‘* An 
act to confirm to the State of Michigan certain 
lands selected for saline purposes; to which I 
have called attention several times before. It is 


x 


for the correction-of an- error which. occurred.in 
the General Land Office of.the United States, from 
which we have suffered since 1836. ‘The bill con- 
sists of only one section. : sel $ 
There was no objection, and the bill was taken 
up. > i ees a : 
The Clerk read it through. = uf 08 l, 
`. Mr. STUART. I desire simply-to state, that 
this does not- propose to change the land: ori- 


yo 


-ginally selected by the State of Michigan. -That 


original selection underwent.an error in the Gen- 
eral Land Office, in consequence of an act‘of the 
clerk in-carrying down the towns and ranges: It 
merely proposes to confirm to, the. State the land 
originally selected; nothing more.’ I call for the 
previous question. ; a pee 

Mr. HENN. . I have examined this subject, 
and it is all right. -` “os wots 

“Mr. EDGERTON, I will.ask the gentleman 
to allow me to attach an amendment to the bill for 
a similar case in the State. of Ohio? 

Mr. STUART. | If.the gentleman’s amend- 
ment be attached, it would -be necessary to send 
the bill back to the Senate, and then the bill would 
probably be lost. . z D 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading; 
and according to order, was read the third time 
and passed. - 

Mr. STUART. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and te lay the motion 
to reconsider upon the table. : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take from the Speaker’s table 
“the bill for the relief of the Wilmington and 
Manchester Railroad Company,” and refer it to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

There was no objection; and the bill was ac- 
eordingly referred. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is upon the Speaker’s. 
table a bill which has passed the Senate for the 
relief of two children of an officer of the Army 
who died recently. I trust:that there will be no 
objection to its being taken up and acted upon. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I object. 1 have got half 
a dozen such cases. The Committee on Claims 
have got fifty of them, and I will guaranty every 
one of them. I move that the House now pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. Sate ee 

The motion was agreed to. . 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is Senate bill No. 67, for the relief J. A. McGaw, 
of New York, which was reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and ac- 
cording to order read the third time and passed. 

Mr. WASHBURN, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon. the table. » . ee 

The latter motion was agreed to. i 

The next bill which came up for consideration 


| was Senate bill No. 66, entitled ‘‘ An act for the 


relief of William P. Greene,” which was also re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House, 
with a recommendation. that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and, 
according to order was read the third time and 
passed. . : 

Mr. KING, of Rhode Island. . I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The next bill which came up was House bill 
No. 152, for the relief of Patrick Gass, granting 
three hundred and twenty acres of Jand. 

Mr. COBB. That bill should not pass. I ask 
the reading of the report accompanying it, as my 
speech why it should be rejected: 

“The petitioner asks an appropriation of three hundred 
and twenty acres of Jand, to be located hy him anywhere 
on the public domain of the United States, where the same 
could be located by any one entitled to bounty land. This 
is the amount of land granted by Government to the actual 
settlers in Oregon, and the petitioner predicates the equity 
of his claim to this bounty on the just and reasonable 
ground that he was one of the original explorators of that 


; distant country ; that his bravery, zeal, and devotion aided 


materially in the discovery of thé Oregon river and its prin- 
cipal tributaries, under Lewis and Clark. 

“ The petitioner entered the service of his country in 1799, 
remained in its military service till 1803, when he volun- 
teered in the service of Lewis and Clark, and served faith- 
fully throughout their long and perilous journey. 


1852. 
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t Fn 1812 he.enlisted in the Army of the United States, 
under General ‘Bissell,.and served with fidelity to the end of 
the war, losing an eye at the battle of Lundy’s Lane. 

«T'he Government is now giving to the actual settlers-in | 
Oregon three hundred and-twenty acres of land. The do- 
nation of this quantity of land to actual settlers is a ready 
means to induce population, and convert the wilderness 
into. blooming and cultivated States; and while the com- 
mittee, under the circumstances and position of the Oregon 
Territory, readily recognize the -propriety and: justuess of 
such an application of thé lands in that distant aud unpro- 
tected quarter, they.also think ‘that something may be due 
for the remnant of thatsmall band who accompanied Lewis 
and Clark in their long, perilous, and laborious expedition. 
This expedition- was undertaken: under the direction of ! 
Government; the officers andthe men were under its com- 
mand; their toilsome services were ‘for the benefit of the 
country at large; and their discoveries constitute, perhaps, 
the true and legitimate basis, next to proximity, of our title 
to that country. The petitioner not only fought in defense | 
of his country, but his labors contributed to the extension 
of its. borders and the possession of the magnificent.and 
important valleys on the Pacific slope. 

“ He was appointed sergcant by Lewis and Clark, and 
kept a daily journal of the transactions of the corps of ex- 
ploration, and a full and homely, yet graphic description of 
the country through which they passed. This journal spoke 
with its native and forcible simplicity to the people of the 
West, long before the voluminous and expensive work of 
Lewis and Clark was published, and it.contributed much to 
the feeling and the fact that made Oregon a part of the 
whole country. A ` ao 

“ Mri., Gass, itis believed; is the only survivor of that ex- 
pedition who returned with it; he has otherwise faithfully | 
served his country ; he is too old and helpless, and with a nu- | 
merous family of small children, to go to Oregon for the land | 
that his boldness discovered and his valor defended ; andhe | 
thinks, and the committee coocur with him, that the Gov- 
ernment should compensate him out of its public lands for 
the service he rendered it in discovering and settling the | 
title to that immense country which isnow bestowed with- 
out price on the actual settler, and that the original explora- 
tor encountered more hardship, danger, and privation in 
serving his country than the settler does in serving himself. | 
The committee report the accompanying bill for his relief.” 


Mr. SACKETT. T perceive, Mr. Speaker, 
that this bill has not the usual words of limitation 
to enter upon lands at the minimum price. Nor 
is he required to locate in Oregon, the very found- 
ation for his claim. I suggest that the gentleman 
move to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. COBB. I haveno objection, if that be the 
pleasure of the House. 

[Cries of ** Agreed !” “ Agreed !"] 

Mr. COBB. I then move that the bill be laid 
upon the table. . 

The question was put, and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 45— 

Mr. HART demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Curtis and Elunpricks were | 
appointed. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 74, noes 39; no quorum. 

Mr. ORR. We have been without a quorum 
all day. I move the House adjourn. * 

The motion was agreed to, and the House ad- 
journed till Monday at 11 o’clock a.m. 


R PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &e., were presented 
under the rule, and referred tothe appropriate committees : 
By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of James 
W. Turner and 18 others; praying the removal of the land 
office from Augusta to Paulding, Mississippi. 


Also, the petition of 8. M. Ilowse and 124 others, making ||- 


the same prayer. te | 

By Mr. CHANDLER: Several memorials, signed by J. į 
Rundle Smith, J. R. Ingersoll, and many other citizens of | 
Philadelphia, asking Congress to pass the bill recently re- 
ported by the Hon. E. Sranvy, relative to the fourth install- 
ment of the deposits of the public money. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Penusylvania : Memorial of citizens 
of Philadelphia, asking the passage of a bill introduced by 
Mr. Stanty, to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to 
deposit with the several States.the fourth installment of the | 
deposits of the public money directed to be made with said 
States by act approved June 23d, 1836. 

By Mr. FULLER, of Maine: The memorial of Isaac T. 
Coie and other citizens of Machiasport, in the county of | 
Washington, Maine, praying Congress to take prompt and | 
efficient measures for the protection of the right to the | 
American fisheries. 


IN SENATE. 
SATURDAY, August 21, 1852. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must ask the Senate this 
morning to postpone the prior orders for the pur- 
pose of taking up the civil and diplomatic bill in 
the morning hour. I submit that motion. 

Mr. FISH. I would appeal to the honorable | 
Senator from Virginia to withdraw the motion, or 
to allow it to. be modified so as to enable me: to 
submit a motion to take up the bill from the House 
of Representatives, commonly known as Ben- 


nett’s land distribution bill. I gave notice of my 
intention to’ call it up yesterday morning, but l 
abstained from an-unwillingness to interfere with 
the civil and diplomatic bill. I ask the Senator to 


allow me to submit that motion, far the- purpose | 


of taking the sense of the Senate on the bill. 
` Mr. HUNTER. I have had a great many ap- 


plications of that kind, and I would-be very glad 


to-yield-to them all if I could, but I-cannot do it. 
A sense of duty constrains me to insist upon my 
motion. ; : 


THE FLORIDA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


< Mr. BRIGHT. 1 rise to what I believe is a 
question of privilege. The select committee ap- 
ointed to consider the petition of the Hon. David 

- Yulee, claiming to have been elected a Senator 
from the State of Florida, to which the subject 
was referred some months ago, have directed me 
to make a report. The report ought to have been 
made earlier, but the committeé have been so en- 
gaged, that they were not able to report before 
this morning. I am prepared to present the re- 
port, in order that it may be printed, and laid -be- 
fore Senators, so as to be acted upon during the 
next week. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will receive it. 
j Mr. UNDERWOOD. (Is ita question of priv- 
ilege? 

The PRESIDENT. It involves the right of a 
Senator to his seat, and therefore the Chair con- 
siders it a question of privilege which authorizes 
him to receive the report. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Then I will present the report 
of the committee, which concludes with the fol- 
lowing resolution: f f 

“ Resolved, That the Hon. Sternen R. MarLorY was 
duly elected a member of the Senate of the United States 
from the 3d day of March, 1851.” 

I move that the report be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BRIGHT. There are various documents 
in the case—the petition, the argument of counsel 
on the one side, and the argument of. one of the 
gentlemen himself on the other side, and various 
other documents that have been referred to the 
committee. I move to print them, and to refer 
the motion to the Committee on Printing. They 
will make a book of three or four hundred pages. 
Of course they could not be printed within the 
next week. I therefore move that the motion to 
print them be referred to the Committee on Print- 
Ing. 

‘Mr. BORLAND. I would suggest that the 
order for printing these papers might as well be 
made without reference to the committee. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator who made 
the motion himself asks that it should be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 


motion of the Senator from Virginia. 
The motion of Mr. Hunter was agreed to, and 


the Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, | 
the consideration of the bill from the House of | 


Representatives, “ making appropriations for the 
‘civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
‘ for the year ending on the 30th day of June, 1853, 
“and for other purposes;’’ the pending question 
being upon the amendment of the Committee 
on Finance to increase the appropriation ‘ for 


‘ stationery, printing, binding, furniture, and re- | 


‘pairs, subscription to newspapers, introducing 
‘gas into Patent Office, fuel, and other contingen- 
‘ cies,” in the office of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, from $5,000 to $9,485. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
ance with the estimates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert among the appropriations for contingencies 
ccin the office of the Secretary of the Interior” the 
following: ; of ad 

« Por Library books and maps, $1,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert: : 

or compensation of one additional clerk in the office 
of the Commissary General of Subsistence, $1,000.”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. This item is in accordance 
with estimate. ; 

The amendment was agreed to.- 


That amendment is in accord- | 


The next amendment of the committee. was. to 
increase the appropriation .‘¢:for blank. books, 
binding, stationery, and labor,” for the Bureau of. 
Topographical Engineers, from $750 to $1,250. ~ 

‘Mr. HUNTER. This is in ‘accordance “with 
estimate. . U BE RS 

The amendment. was agreed to., <o Syne 

The next amendment of the committee. wasto 
insert: ` eed te sn hg A ES 

“For compensation for one additional clerk in the officé 
of the Postmaster General, $1,000.??. ý EEEE 

Mr. HUNTER. That is according ‘to esti- 
mate. eee RBENS Pics E 

The amendment was agreed to. 2-0. 

The next amendment of the committee was to’ 
increase the appropriation for’contingent expenses - 
of the Post Otice Department, from $10,500 ‘to 
$12,500. as 

Mr. HUNTER. That is to raise the amount 
to the estimates. an 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
increase the appropriation for. *‘ repair of the Gen- 
eral Post Office building; for office furniture, glaz- 
ing, white-washing, and for, keeping the fre- 
places and furnaces in order,” from. $1,500, to 
$2,500. i ; Ger : 

Mr. HUNTER. That is in pursuance of eésti- 
mate. : ; Da e 

The amendment was agreed to. ae 

The next amendment of the committee was to’ 
add to the clause-for the payment of the salaries _ 
of United States district judges the following:.” 

“ And the district judge of the northern district of Cali~ 
fornia, until otherwise provided by Jaw, shall be judge of 
the southern district in that State, with an additional’ an- 
nual compensation of $2,800, so long as he discharges the 
duties of both districts.” 

Mr.. HUNTER. The explanation of this 
amendment is, that the salary proves insufficient. 
There are two judicial districts in California, 
One of the judges has died, and it is proposed to 
let one judge discharge the duties of both judge- 
ships with this additional salary. ; i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘What is the present 
salary? ` 

Mr. GWIN. The present salary of the judge 
of the northern district is $3,500. The salary of 
the judge of the southern district is $2,800. This 
proposition is to give the judge of the northern 
district the salary and the duty of both judgeships.. 
lt does not increase the expense to the United 
States. Pat E cn ates a ' 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
add to the clause, ‘‘ for salary of the Reporter 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court, $1,300,” 
the following words: i 

“ For each volume published by direction of the Supreme 
Court,” 

Mr. HUNTER. It has been customary, since 
two volumes a year of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court have been published, to allow the 
Reporter $1,300 for each volume. The House cut 
down the amount to $1,300. The reporter has 
been directed by the Chief Justice to publish two 
volumes, and he has furnished, at. his own ex- 
pense, one hundred and fifty copies to the United 
States. The committee propose to continue the 
practice which has heretofore existed of giving 
him $1,300 for each volume. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next-amendment of the committee was to 
increase the appropriation ‘for compensation of 
the district attorneys” from $8,800 to $9,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. That is in pursuance of esti- 
mate : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
increase the appropriation ‘‘ for expenses of weigh- 
ing and mooring, cleansing and repairing, and sup- 
plying losses of buoys, beacons, chains, and an- 
chors,”’ from $45,000 to $59,057 32. 

Mr. HUNTER. The original estimate was for 
$59,057 32; but the House cut it down. ‘The 
Auditor says the amount named in the estimates 
is indispensable; and the Committee on. Finance 
propose to restore the amount to the estimates. 

The amendment was areed to P 

The next amendment of the committee ‘was to 
increase the appropriation ‘*for coñtingent ex- 
penses under the Independent-Treasury. act of 
August 6th, 1846,” from $15,000 to $16,500. 
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„Mr: HUNTER. That item is in pursuance of 
estimate. “$0000 ee T da pee Sem : 
~The amendment.waa-agreed to. : i 

Thenext.amendment: of thé committee was to 
insert—.° oe a 
. For completing the construction of the marine hospital 
at San Francisco, California, and for arranging the‘grounds, 
fencing, furnishing warming apparatus, .and. superintend- 
‘ence thereof, $130,000,- 7: A RE BE 
‘Mr. HUNTER.. That-is in pursuance of an 

“estimate from ‘the Department. “They say that, 
owing to the great expense of maintaining sick 

 and‘disabled seamen, it is important that this hos- 


pital should be finished at once. “The Committee | 


on Finance were of the same opinion, and: agree 
to the estimate of the Départment.. te och 
oo The amendment was agreed. to: 


The next amendment ofthe committee was to’ 


insert the following; > ge! age: 

|. For purchasing.a site, and.the construction of a suitable 

building at Wilmington, Delaware, for. custom-house, post 
_ office, court-tooms, and other offices of the United States, 

and:furhishing the same, $25,000.: Provided, That the said 


lot and building shall be exempted from city and ajl other | 


taxes whatever, by the act of the Legislature of Delaware: 
And provided further, That before the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall erect the said: building, it shall first-be his 
duty to procure a proper site, or Jot of ground, and to make 
a.contract, or contracts, for the erection ‘of said building 
and furnishing the same, at à sum or sums which shall not 
‘in the whole exceed the sim of $25,000, inclusive of said 
Jot, which said contract or contracts shall. be secured by 
good and suflicient.sureties, to the satisfaction of the said 
‘Becretary of the ‘Treasury and President of tue United 


States.” . ; 7 

` Mr. HUNTER. This is in pursuance of an 

estimate sent to us for the erection of ‘a: building 

for a .custom-house, post-office, ‘and court-room, 

at Wilmington, Delaware, -- Poe ` 
The amendment was agreed to. oy 

_ The next amendment of the committee was to 

increase the. appropriation -‘ for incidental ex- 


penses.of.the several land offices,” from $30,000 | 


to $34,240. ~ A 

o Mr. HUNTER. The object is to restore the 
amount to the original estimate. ies: ' 
:The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 


‘amend the clause appropriating $22,500 ‘for sur- | 


.veying private claims in California,’ 
make it read: l f 

Por surveying private claims in California, which may 
have been presented in good faith to. the Board of Land 


so as to 


Commissioners, $22,500: Provided, "That the anthority | 
hereby conferred on the surveyor general shall apply ouly $ 


to such unconfirmed cases as, in the gradual extension of 
the lines of the public surveys, he shall find within the im- 
mediate sphere of his operations, and which he is satisfied 
ought to be respeeted and actually surveyed ia advance of 
confirmation.” : : 
Mr. HUNTER. Thisisa limitation upon the 
clause as it came. from the House. . It provides 
that the surveyor general shall survey these private 
land claims which may be presented in good faith 
to the Board of Commissioners. = The proviso is 


mittee on Public Lands. 
Mr. FELCH. 
is all the limitation 
contains? 
Mr. HUNTER. 
The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 


which the bill alluded to 


The next amendment of the committee was to H 


insert: 
“For completing the geological survey of the iron region 


of that portion of Michigan which borders on Lake Supe- |. 


rior, $1,500.” 


Mr. HUNTER. That igin pursuance of an | 


estimate. The estimate was not made originally, 
but it was afterwards found necessary, in order 
to complete this geological survey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


insert: 


“ For the compensation of a clerk in the office of the | ; 
i 1, ploration ofthe ground—a mere survey—to ascer- 
Mr. HUNTER. That is an item which. the | tain in what manner the city of Washington can 


Senate, for some time. past, have inserted annu- |! 


Commissioner of Public Buildings, $1,200.” 


ally, and the House have usually stricken it out. 
My own opinion is, that the Commissioner ought 


to have a clerk, for he has a gréat many duties to || 


discharge. 

Mr. CLARKE. 
ment, by striking out *$1,200,? and inserting 
© 81,000.’ The Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia had intended to propose an amendment; 


giving the Commissioner a clerk at a salary of: 


i auii ; l r 
I wish to inquire whether that || that an abundant supply of water for the city of 


My impression is that it is. 


The next amendment of the committee was. to | 


I move to amend the amend- | 


i 
er 
Í 
: 


$1,000; but they have been anticipated by the 

Committee on Finance. > oe : 
“Mr. HUNTER. IL have no objection to the 

-amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

~ The amendment to the amendment was: agreed 


The next-amendment of the committee was to 
increase the appropriation. “for the purchase of 


$1,000. =. See 
The amendment was agreed to. `` 
The next amendment of the-committee was to 


insert: EE 5 


ington, and to -determine the plans for the draining and 


|| sewerage thereof, $6,000; the surveys and plans to be made |}. 


by the engineer now in charge of that duty, under the dirce- 
tion of the President of the United States.” is 


Mr. HUNTER. A former appropriation was 


of the most useful appropriations ever made. in 
the District. This is designed to continue it. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


insert: 


thé necessary surveys, projects, and estimates to ‘be made 
for determining the. best means of affording the city of 
“Washington an unfailing and abundant supply of good and 
wholesome. water ; ‘report thereof to be made to Congress 
at-its next session, the sum of 85,900.” ; A 
Mr. HUNTER. This is according to estimate. 
It was thought best, as.the object was one in rela- 
tion to which some. differences of plan existed, 
that it should be sent to one of the Engineer De- 
partments for estimates and plans and surveys. 


|: This appropriation is according to the estimate 
i from the Department for that purpose. 


Mr. BRADBURY. This subject has been 
before the Committee on the District of Columbia; 
and after some examination, in consideration of 
the great amount of expenditure now going on in 
this District, the committee did not see fit to recom- 
mend any estimate of the kind. How the subject 


| has been brought before the Committee on Finance, 
the chairman of that committee has already indi- | 


cated. Itappears to me thatit would be unwise, at 
this time, to incur this expense. Weare already 
expending many hundred thousand dollars here, 
and it is believed that whenever'a survey of the 
kind is undertaken, it might as well be undertaken 
under the direction of some committee of Congress, 
who should have something to say in designating 
the various surveys that may be made. I hope 
the amendment may not be agreed to. I see but 
one other member of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia present—the Senator from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. CLarkxe]—and I think his recollection 
will correspond with mine. 

Mr. CLARKE. The fact’ is as the honorable 
Senator from Maine has stated. This proposition 


a Li ist Pi x P š z 
taken from a bill which was reported by the Com- || is toappropřiate 45,000 ee eee tor a te 


| port upon the best means of supplying the city of 
| Washington with water. Now, it is well known 


| Washington may be obtained within three or four 
| miles of this place. The proposition to appropri- 
ate $5,000 for a survey, appears to me to be of no 
use. The Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia had this subject under consideration, arid they 


i 
ij did not propose, at the present time, to recommend 


| any appropriation for the purpose. It would be 


| already contained in this bill for the city of Wash- 
| ington, exclusively of the public buildings, amount 
| to $120,514; and there are certain: amendments to 
| the bill which are to be proposed by the chairman 


Lof the Committee on the District of Columbia, | 


(Myr. Sureips,] which will swell this amount to 
about $200,000. It appears to me that that is 
enough, in fact too much, to be expended at one 
time. Besides, this appropriation is for a mere ex- 


be supplied with-water. ‘It seems to me to beun- 
| necessary at the present time. If you make the 


i matter at what. expense. 


| appropriation; and, for myself, I think it is not 
necessary to insert it now Im the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, it strikes me that 
if there i$ one single appropriation, which there 


to; and the amendment as amended was agreed to: | 


manure for the. public grounds” from $600 to 


made for this object, which has proved to be one | 


The next amendment of the committee was to 


“To enable the President of the United States to cause į 


very expensive, and the appropriations that are | 


| survey, it implies an intention to go on and carry | 
out the object of supplying the city with water, no | 
The Committee on the | 
District of Columbia have not recommended this | 


is an imperative otiligañan upon Congress to make, 
it is this. Since.I have been in the city atthe 
present session, there.have. beei. several occur- 


|| rences which have suggested. its: necessity to my 
| 
t 


mind.- I remember that, very early in the session, 
I was called out. in the evening by an alarm of fire 
at the corner of -Four-and-a-half and C streets, I 
think. Į stood there, and-saw building after build- 
ing burn down, without a pail-full of water to. put 
out the fire. The fire was exhausted and stopped, 
merely because there was no other building within 
‘its reach which could beconsumed. Subsequently 


| to that, E-was called up at midnight by a fire very 


$ sy $ om > ie . <. | near the house where I was boarding; which ex- 
“To complete and revise the grades:in the city of Wash- || 8&3 


hausted itself iù the same.way, for there was no 
water on hand:there. ; 

I Weuld be perfectly willing to amend the amend- 
ment of. the committee by inserting after the word 
t dollars”. the. words ‘‘or so much thereof as may 
be necessary,” so. that the Department need not 
feel themselves -under‘obligation to spend the whole 
$5,000. If there be a’place.in the world. where 
| there should be some facilities afforded for obtain- 
ing water—and especially when they can. be ob- 
tained as easily as they can. be obtained here—it 
seems to me that it is at the capital of the'nation. 
Ask, sir, any of the citizens of Boston, New 
York, or Philadelphia, ifthey would abandon their 
facilities for water in case of fire—which they have 
procured at such great expeuse—and they would 
tell you that, great as hag been the expenditures 
for that purpose, they would rather double and 
treble them than give up the facilities they have 
for putting out fire. 0° + ; 

This city, the capital, of the nation, over which 
we have exclusive legislation, is, I think, the worst 
provided with water, in case of fire, of any place 
that I ever saw in my life. At the same time we 
haye, within a very short distance, at the Falls of 
the Potomac, the facilities of bringing in a supply 
of pure and wholesome water, perhaps at less ex- 
pense and with greater ease than any other city of 
similar size in the whole United States. It never 
will be done until there has been an exploration 
and a survey made that may be laid before Con- 
gress, so that we may be enabled to determine 
whether the object is practicable and feasible, and 
for what it may be‘accomplished. I think that, 
as a matter of safety for our public buildings and 
our public records, we owe it to ourselves that we 
should inquire, at least, at what expense this may 
be done. The cities of Boston, New York, and - 
Philadelphia, have taxed themselves to the amount 
of millions in order to-get good supplies of water; 
and they would double the expense rather than 
forego the advantages they have secured. 

-I move to amend the amendment of the com- 
mittee by inserting after “$5,000” the words ‘or 
so much thereof as may be necessary; and with 
that I am willing to takeit. -With that qualifica- 
| tion I hope we may make this exploration; so that 
at another session we may, at least, have light be- 
fore us to know whether the object is practicable; 
and if it be practicable, at what expense it can 
be accomplished. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I have no ‘objection to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire, 
but-I do not see any particular: necessity for it. 
There was some difficulty in the Department in 
making an estimate of the precise amount with. 
exactness; and of course I presume they will ex- 
pend no more than. may be necessary for the ob- 
ject. Ido not know that I should disagree, if the 
Senator from Rhode Island. were to desire to re- 
duce the appropriation, if that would satisfy him. 
All that I desire is, to have some appropriation 
| made to enable us to get surveys, plans, and esti- 
mates, that the Committee on the District of Co- 
; lumbia, at the next session, may have the means 
| of selecting the best plan, in order to recommend 
| it to Congress for adoption. 

Various estimates were sent to us for accom- 
plishing the object. Such is the want of water in 
the public Departments, that the Commissioner of 
Public Buildings sent in an estimate for collecting 
more water at. the spring on the hill, from which a 
supply of water is furnished to the Capitol and the 
Departments. But, instead of expending some 
P000 or $50,000 in this way, it seemed to us 

etter to obtain some plan which would accom- 
i plish the whole object at once. - 

Water is not only very necessary here for the 
purposes. indicated by the Senator from New 

ampshire, when fire occurs, but there is an actual 


i 
i 
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scarcity of water now for the use of the Depart- 
ments; and we know that it is becoming scarcer. 
Such is the demand for water in this city, that it is 
almost impossible—and, unless we have some 
more stringent laws, I may say that it is impossi- 
ble—to prevent persons? from tapping the pipes 
which conduct the water along the streets to’ the 
Departments. In case of fire, there is now on 
this account, a very dangerous scarcity of water. 
I look upon a sufficient supply of water as the 
very first want of this city. The best mode of 
obtaining it, and the most economical mode, it 
seemed to us, was to get a plan and surveys from 
the Engineer Department; upon which the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia could pass, and 
from which they could ‘select’ some suitable plan, 
and present it for our consideration at the next 
session. vs Saoi 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ` I hope that the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance will be adopted. 
There are some three or four projects which lase 
been. entertained’ upon this subject. One is to 
bring water from the Great Falls of the Potomac. 
My opinion upon that subject is, that if it be 
brought from those falls, by the. natural Jaw of 
water finding its own level, you may get a supply 
that will reach higher than the dome of the Capi- 
tol. Another project is to havea dam at the Little 
Falls, some two or three miles above Georgetown, 
and then, by means of force-pumps upon the plan 
of the Schuylkill water-works at Philadelphia, 
farnishing water from that point. A third plan is 
to obtain a supply from Rock Creek. 

Now, it seems to me to be absolutely necessary 
that a competent engineer should go upon the 
ground, examine the practicability of the various 
plans which have been suggested, make his esti- 
mates, and give us the results of his examinations, 
so that Congress may act hereafter understand- 
ingly on the subject. 

his city, as every gentleman must have per- 
ceived, is growing with a rapidity unparalleled in 
its past history. This is visible to all of us. We 
see new structures going up everywhere. Your 
census tables show a vast increase in the popula- 
tion of the city within the last ten years. If this 
goes on, as I believe it will, the present supply of 
water will not be sufficient for the demands, or 
anything like the demands for private uses, inde- 
endent entirely of the public uses. Indeed, I be- 
jeve there is now a deficiency in the supply of 
water for private uses, in which this city, and all 
the persons connected with the Government, its 
legislative and executive branches, are interested. 
The Governmentis intimately concerned in having 
a good supply of water here. The object of the 
amendment is to obtain preliminary information, 
and I hope that engineers may be sent out to re- 
ort upon all the various plans, so that we may 
have some data upon which we can act discreetly 
and properly hereafter. 

Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, I do not intend 
to oppose this appropriation. Perhaps no gen- 
tleman here cares less than I do whether $5,000 are 
appropriated, or more or less. But here you have 
a corps of engineers. There are probably plenty 
of them in the city doing nothing, and you pro- 
pose to appropriate $5,000 to send one of them 
out to make a reconnoissance and see, by proper 
levels, from what point the city of Washington 
can be best supplied with good and wholesome 
water. That such a supply is necessary, I ad- 
mit; and I agree with the honorable Senator from 
New Hampshire, that it will be of great service 
to the city of Washington. That Senator speaks 
of the supply of water at Boston, New York, and 
Philadelphia. Have either of those cities been 
supplied with water by the Congress of the United 
States? No, sir, they have supplied themselves 
with water, and they forcé those who use it to 
pay a tax forthe use and benefit of it. Itis a 
regulation of their own, which I have no doubt 
has been a benefit to them. 

Sir, I should like to have this amendment 
amended so as to include the city of Georgetown 
within its provisions. Ihave referred to the ap- 
propriations contained in this bill for Washington; 
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I have a list‘of them here, and they amount to 
something like $200,000. Yet there is not a single 
solitary appropriation for thecity of Georgetown. 
Georgetown is as much within the legislative con- 
trol and care of Congress, and is entitled as much 
to the paternal regard .of this Government as the 
city of Washington, although the Capitol and 
public buildings are located here.. The citizens of 
Georgetown have to look to the Government as 
much as the citizens of Washington. We have 
the right of exclusive legislation over both. It 
appears to meas if the city of Georgetown has 
been treated, and is about to be treated, as we 
sometimes hear of poor cousins and poor relations, 
as if they came in left-handedly from the wrong side 
of the blanket. [ think that Georgetown isenti- 
tled to some consideration. If it be important 
that the city of Washington should be supplied 
with water in order to extinguish fires, and in or- 
der to supply the inhabitants, it is equally import- 
ant to the city of Georgetown. 

I do not oppose particularly this appropriation. 


| I care nothing about it; but in my short experi- 


ence here, I have noticed that whenever you make 
an appropriation, the whole of it will be expended 
and probably more will be asked for to supply de- 
ficiencies. If you now appropriate $5,000 for this 
object—which I can get done in the poor country 
from which I come from for $500—it will certainly 
be all expended, and the probability is that we 
shall be called upon for $5,000 more, and that, 
a corps of engineers who belong to the 
United States, who are paid by the United States, 
plenty of whom have nothing to do, and might 
employ themselves, their time, and their instru- 
ments, in making all the surveys necessary. 

If the amendment is to pass, I shall move toin- 
sert, after the word ‘* Washington,” the words 
‘cand the city of Georgetown,” so as to give this 
remote and poor relative a little share of the ad- 
vantages that may be conferred by this appropria- 
tion, If there is any reason why the houses and 
the homes of the citizens of Washington should 
be preserved from conflagration, the same reason 
applies with exactly the same force to the citizens 
of Georgetown. make no opposition to the 
amendment, although I think the appropriation is 
too large, and perhaps in that view the amend- 
ment of thé Senator from New Hampshire may 
do very well. 

Mr. MANGUM. i am not prepared to ex- 
press, or to form any opinion as to the amount 
which should be appropriated. J understand, 
however, from the honorable chairman of the Com- 


| mittee on Finance that the amount proposed in the 


amendment will be sufficient for the object of ob- 


| taining the preliminary surveys and estimates, As 


to the importance of procuring a supply of water 
for this city, there is not a gentleman present 
who does not feel and know it. Where that sup- 
ply is to be obtained—whether from Rock Creek, 
or from the Potomac—should be subjected to a 
proper scientific determination. It is necessary to 
understand whether a sufficient supply can be got 
at either of these points. It is also important to 
know what amount of expenditure will be re- 
quired. When we have this information, we 
shall-be prepared to legislate understandingly on 
the subject; and I feel a perfect conviction, that if 
we had all the necessary preliminary information 
to enable us to act in an intelligent manner, the 
Congress of the United States would, in some 
proper way, endeavor to procure a supply of water 
for this city. I shall vote for the proposition with 
a great deal of pleasure, and I have no objection 
to including Georgetown in it. ees 
The PRESIDENT. The proposition is not to 
include Georgetown. That amendment was sug- 
gested by the Senator from Rhode Island; but it 
cannot now be offered, as the question pending is 
on the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to the amendment of the committee. 
Mr. BORLAND. Ihave no particular objec- 
tion to the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, but | cannot see any necessity for it. 
We know very well that whenever we make an 
appropriation, it is very sure to be expended, I 


stance in which we have 


am not aware © 
undertaken to make-an appropriation, that the 


whole amount hasnot-been expended; and in very 
many cases we have been afterwards asked to 
supply. deficiencies. I therefore think that it is 
almost useless to make any provision to limit the 
expenditure, unless we reduce the amount of. the 
appropriation. Any other provision will be -in- 
effectual for the purpose. k 

Sir, 1 shall vote against this appropriation, not 
because I am prepared to say that it is too much 
to accomplish the object—for I do not know that 
it is too much, I do not know that itis even enough 
-—-but I shall vote against it upon the general 
ground that I do not consider it the duty of Con- 
gress to establish water-works for this or any other 
city. We expend an immense amount of money 
here every year for the purpose of improving this 
city. We are told that it is increasing and grow- 
ing more rapidly than any other city perhaps ‘in 
the Union. Whatimprovesit? Whatincreases it? 
The trade of the place? The business of the city? 
Such business as builds up other cities? No, sir; 
it is the money expended by Congress in the Dis- 
trict, and nothing else, which increases ìt.. Remove 
the seat of Government, leave Washington city to 
depend on itself asa city, and upon the advantages 
of its position for commerce, trade, or business of 
any kind, and I apprehend six months would not 
elapse before grass would grow in the streets; and ` 
if a steamboat or vessel of any kind ever reached 
its wharf, it would be merely on a trip of curiosity 
or exploration, to look at what once had been the 
seat of Government. Immense influence is brought 
to bear to induce us to expend money for this city. 
Complaints are made that we do not take care of 
the city, when everybody knows that its whole 
prosperity, in fact:its very existence, is drawn 
from the public Treasury. Ei 

I think it is time that some limit should be put 
to this. The Senator from Rhode Island has al- 
ready mentioned what is about the amount pro- 
posed to be expended in other ways for this city. 

do not think he has quite gone* up: to the real 
amount. I have not estimated it very precisely, 
but I think he has fallen much below, rather than 
| exceeded, the amount proposed, to be expended 

here. i f 

Why should we undertake to make all these 
works for Washington more than for any other 
city? Other cities have made their water-works, 
and not called upon Congress to pay for them. 
Other cities have made them by taxing the prop- 
erty of their citizens, whose property was increased 
in value thereby. We are told that real estate in 
Washington oly has increased most rapidly very 
lately. I have heard it said that in many por- 
tions of the city, where we have expended public 
money, real estate has increased two hundred per 
cent. within the last three years. ` 

Mr. CLARKE. Three hundred per cent. 

Mr. BORLAND. ‘Now, will persons owning 
property that is. paying them, in addition to rents, 
an increased value of two hundred or three hun- 
dred percent. per annum come before Congress 
and say.that it is necessary that we should go on 
and improve that property for them? Sir, I would 
ask the Senator from Illinois how much it will 
cost the city of Chicago to put up the water-works 
| there? Will it not cost $200,000? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the inquiry is directed to 
me, I can only state that we are now constructing 
water-works in Chicago, and my impression is 
that the contemplated cost of them for the present 
and the prospective wants of the city will be 
about $250,000. eae 

Mr. BORLAND. Whatis the population of 
Chicago? i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Forty thousand, 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Arkansas, 
if he examines the amendment, will see that it does 
not. bind the United States io bring water here at 
such an immense cost, but it is to obtain a survey 
and estimate of the cost of some plan. Of course 
it will be decided by Congress hereafter whether 
they will undertake the work or not upon the plan 
| proposed. But according to any plan the United 
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States would have to pay largely, because. they 
will consumea very large amount of water for the 
public offices. 3 ee Pe 

Mr. BORLAND. Then we have the city of 
Chicago, with a populatign-pfabout 40,000, taxing | 
themselves $250,000 to esta heir water-works. 
I would ask the Senator, fi higan if the city 
of Detroit, with a populati¢niof between 25,000 
and 30,000, has not expe 


gome. $200,000. or | 

300,000 for the erection of water-works? 

Mr. CASS. That is. the case. 

‘Mr. BORLAND.: The Senator says that that 
is so. It is estimated that there is a population in 
the city of Washington of about 40,000. Why 
should they. not tax’ themselves to make water- 
works for this city? I would ask the Senators 
from Hlinois and Michigan if real estate in the 
cities of Chicago and Detroit has. increased as 
much as from one hundred to three hundred per 
cent. per annum within the last three or four 
years? Lapprehend not. .- ae 

Mr, DOUGLAS, I must say that, with regard 
to increase in real estate, Chicago is far in advance 
of Washington or any city in this country this. 
side of San Francisco. I have known land to be} 
purchased at $100 an acre adjoining the city of 
Chicago, and to be sold at $1,500 an acre very 
recently. 

My. BORLAND. ‘Within the last three years? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. BORLAND. Iconfess I was not aware 
that any place had increased with such rapidity; 
but that does not affect the argument. Ifthe fact 
had been otherwise it would have strengthened my 
argument, i 2 : 

But I put the question to the American Senate, 
and the American people who have to pay this 
money, if, when we by our appropriations already 
have increased the value of the property of the in- 
habitants of this city from one hundred to three 
hundred per cent. per annum, there is any pro- 
priety or any duty resting upon us to appropriate 
still more to increase this rapid enhancement of 
the value of that property? for that is the effect of 
it. ioe 


I know-very well that opposition to anything 
of this sort will go for nothing. T have no idea 
that. it can defeat any such proposition. I have 
no idedithat’ a proposition to expend money in | 
the District of Columbia will be defeated. It 
overrides everything. I am only surprised that 
the amount isso small in this case. If it had been 
$50,000 T should have thought that it was about 
in accordance with the other demands made upon 


us, This is the smallest appropriation, I-think, |) 


that I have ever known to be proposed for the 
District. If it fails, it will be, in my opinion, 
only because it is so small. ; 

Mr. SHIELDS. Ido not rise to discuss this 
amendment, but simply to state what may, per- 
haps, relieve the mind of the Senator from’ Arkan- 
sas from some of the objections which he appears 
to have to this proposition. The Committee on | 
the District of Columbia has been engaged, as the | 
Senator knows, with all kinds of duties; but I | 
must say, that there is nota single item in the} 
bill, so far as I have seen it, in regard to which | 
that committee has been consulted. How these | 
things have got into this bill, by what influence or | 
authority, or on whose advice, or by whose rec- | 
ommendation, and on what estimates, I am at a | 
loss to find out. | 

Mr. BORLAND. If my friend from Hlinois 
will allow me, I will state that I was objecting to 
the general practice, 

Mr. SHIELDS. I know that, I am not reply- 
ing to the Senator from Arkansas alone. I only | 


+ . > | 
mentioned this circumstance as a sample of the |! 


way in which things goon. I should recommend | 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia | 
be dispensed with; and I certainly shall ask to | 
be relieved from further service on it after this į 
session. I have had more trouble, more labor, | 
and more annoyance on that committee than I; 
ever had. before, in the. same given time, in my | 
life. The committee has taken great trouble to 
obtain information in regard to the condition of | 
the bridges across the Potomac, and to the con- | 
sideration of the various wants of the District 
which require immediate attention; and here we : 
now find amendments in relation to the District | 


coming into this bill at hap-hazard, without any || 


consultation with them. I do not blame the Com- ; 
mittee on Finance on that agcount, because I know 


i thé amendment is correct. 


that the amendments have been recommended to 


them; but it is a singular mode of legislation, and j 


is certainly in. keeping with a great- deal of the 
legislation which is at present going on. Itis not 
our extravagance’ which -causes these fresh de- 
mands on the Treasury, but the want of.a proper 
system, and a proper mode of procedure. 1 have 
been. honored with the position of chairman of the 
Committee oh the District of Columbia, but] shall 
undoubtedly ask, as a great favor, to be relieved 
from performing the duties of that position next 
session. ~~ er ee aa ee 
Now, what is the point under the consideration 
of the Senate? It is one which the Committee on 
the District of Columbia have investigated; they 
have given it all the attention in their power, and 


the conclusion to which they came was not to re-. 


commend the Government to undertake the exe- 
cution of this work, but to effect a survey or a 
reconnoissance. ` ` 

Mr. DAVIS. 
amendment. 
“Mr. SHIELDS. The proposition contained in 
I do not take any ex- 
ception to it. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia would have recommended it.. We were 
desirous of having a correct survey or reconnois- 
sance effected, because, if that were done, it would 
be easy to obtain able and competent persons to 
bring the water into the city; not in the usual 
mode of managing such matters by companies, for, 
as I understand, all such ¢ompanies have. failed 
in this District. It was contemplated to-offer the 
execution of the work:'to a company, and compel 
them to carry it out under the superintendence of 
an officer appointed by the Government, in ac- 
cordance with a plan prepared by the Govern- 
ment; and when any deviation from that plan was 
made, that the work should be stopped immedi- 
ately. It was also proposed that monthly or 
quarterly returns should be made to the Secretary 
of the Interior, showing the condition of the work, 
and the manner of laying out the money ex- 
pended. It was to be Yer discretionary with the 
Government, at any time after the work was com- 
pleted, to take the work into its own hands, if 
necessary. We would thus insure the comple- 
tion of the work on the plan laid down by the 
Government, at the expense of the company; and. 
if the management by the company was not sal- 
isfactory, then it would be in the power of the 
Government at any time to take possession of the 
work, and manage it according to its own views. 
That appeared to us to be the most economical 
plan of accomplishing this great enterprise, which 
is exceedingly necessary. My friend, the honor- 
able Senator from Arkansas, will perceive that it 
would not incur the heavy expense he fears; the 
only expense would be caused by the survey or 
reconnoissance for: the purpose of drawing up a 

lan. All the expense subsequently would be 
orne by the company, and if their management 
roved inefficient, the Government would be ena- 
led to take it out of their hands. 

Mr. PRATT. I have only one ortwo words to 
say. I should not say a single word, but for the 
regret I feel at the remarks which have fallen from 
my friend from Hlinois. I can assure that Sena- 
tor that the District of Columbia fally appreciates 
the labors he has performed, and the ability he 
has manifested in the discharge of his duties as 
chairman of the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia; and I deeply regret to hear him say, that 
because this recommendation comes from another 
source, he will cease to be a member of that com- 
mittee, or to act asitschairman. As I understand 
it, application for an appropriation for the object 
contemplated by the amendment, was originally 
made to that committee, and a majority of the 
committee, as stated by two of its members, were 
opposed to it. Now I can see no impropriety, 
when individuals wish water to be brought into 
the city, and the application is refused by one 
committee, in their applying to another committee. 
It-is natural to do so; and I think my friend from 
Illinois should not take exception to the fact that 
the citizens of the District of Columbia, wishing 
to have this thing done, should have applied to 
another source when they found that the Com- 
mittee on the District were unfavorable to their 
wishes. ` ons 

As I understand this application, it is simply 
foran appropriation sufficient to make a survey 
and estimate of the cost of bringing water into the 


That is the sole object of the 


| city.. Itis not desired by the people of the Dis- 
trict that the Government should appropriate one 
cent towards the completion of this work. It will 
not be necessary, as, the chairman of the com- 
mittee. correctly says, a company ean be easily 
formed for making the work, charging the Gov- 
! ernment for the use of the water only at the same 
rates at Which they charge individuals. This.ap- 
plication, therefore, is merely for a survey by the 

oard of Topographical Engineers, in order that 
we may have a correct estimate of the cost. 

My friend from Arkansas says that property in 
| the District has lately been increasing in value at 
the rate of three hundred per cent. per annum. 
He. says that this increase of value is brought 
about not by commerce, but, because the seat of 
Government. is. 'hére, and because much public 
money is here expénded. Why, sir, the people 
are here. because the, Government is here. You 
bring your Government here, and your people 
here to “accommodate the Government, aie then 
theargument of my. friend from Arkansas is, that 
as you. have no* commerce to. support them, you 
ought.to let. them perish for want of water. I hope 
that this appropriation for a survey will pass. Not 
one cent will be required from the Government for 
the purpose of completing the work. 

Mr. HUNTER.. There has been manifested 
a feeling on the part of the Senator from Illinois in 
regard to this. matter.'which P am truly sorry to 
perceive. If he will allow mè, I will explain, and 
f doubt not to his entire satisfaction, the action of 
the Committee on’ Finance. - That committee in- 
tended no discourtesy whatever to any other com- 
| mittee of this body in’ recommending any of these 
amendments. ‘They have acted just as they have 
always been accustomed to act ever sinee I have 
been a member of this body. When I was a 
member of the House of Representatives, | was 
chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and yet the Committee of Ways and 
Means invariably put into the civil and diplomatic 
bill any amendment in relation to the District, be- 
cause in that way they could be acted upon with 
more certainty and dispatch. J had some conver- 
sation with the Senator from Ilinois in relation to 
these bridges, and I supposed that we agreed 
about them. I think I got his idea in relation to 
them. I certainly understood from -him that he 
would prefer that the amendments in regard to 
the District to be put into the civil anid diplomatic 
bill should be recommended by the Committee on 
Finance. That has been always done heretofore; 
but if I had had the least idea that the Senator 
from Illinois desired to see the estimate—although 
we are not bound to present them to the Commit- 
tee on the District—it would have given me great 
pleasure to have had his views in relation to these 
matters. 

In regard to this particular item, perhaps neither 
the Secretary of the Interior nor the people of the 
District are so much the cause of it as the Senator 
seems to imagine. „Ar estimate was sent to me, 
as the acting chairman of the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings was absent, in regard to bringing 
water from the hill from which the Capitol is sup- 
plied; and some $40,000. or $50,000 were asked. 
for that purpose. It, however, seemed to me bet- 
ter to have an estimate for the whole job, in order 
that we might know what it would cost; and I 
believe out of that arose the fact that I received a 
letter in relation to this item. 

Now, a word or two as to the plan for the man- 
ner in which the water is to be furnished. The 
Committee on Finance did not propose to say a 
single word in regard to that. It was to be left 
entirely to the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, or to the Bureau of Topographical Engineers, 
tosay what that plan should be. Had we known 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia 
had designed to offer any amendments in regard to 
this matter, we should not. have taken the trouble 
to offer this. The chairman of the Committee on 
the District knows that there were some amend- 
ments to be offered in relation to the streets of the 
capital, and he asked me to bring them in in this 
bill. I suggested that it would be better to bring 
them in from the Committee on the District, as 
that committee knew more about them than the 
Committee on Finance. It was the furthest thing 
from my thoughts to offer any discourtesy to any 
committee; but in the appropriations for the Army 
and Navy the Finance Committee never think of 
i consulting with the Committee on Military and 
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on Naval Affairs. It is usual for the Committee | 
on Finance to consider all matters of this kind, 
The items in those bills generally make appropri- į 
ations to carry into- effect existing laws, or for the | 
current service of the year,and the Committeé on 
Finance is the proper committee to consider them. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I must have been exceeding- 
ly unfortunate in the manner of expressing. my- 
self, as I have been misunderstood by both the 
Senators who have just spoken; I had not the 
slightest intention of ‘saying anything that would 
bear the appearance of jealousy to the committee 
presided over by the Senator from Virginia; for, 
af I were to select a Senator who would devote 
himself heartily to the performanceof his duties, 
I should certainly take that gentleman. There is 
not a gentleman in this whole body for whom, | 
and for whose talents, assiduity, and fidelity, I; 
havea higher respect. I would not think ofdraw- 
ing any comparison between that Senator and 
myself on these points. I will also say that I 
have a very high respect for his committee. Sen- 
ators have misunderstood me, if they imagined 
that I uttered any complaint against the Commit- 
tee on Finance... But here is what I complain of: | 
Gentlemen residing in the District, who are inter- 
ested in the improvement of the city, are in the 
habit of making application to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia for the purpose of carry- 
ing out some particular plan; and when they find 
that that committee is unwilling to advance their 
objects, they go-to another committee, and make 
application, very frequently with success. I will 
give a casein point: We are coming to an ap- 
propriation of $18,000 for the repair of the bridge 
across the Potomac. Some time since, I reported | 
a proposition from my committee for the appro- 
pration of $12,000 for a similar purpose, as the 

enator from North Carolina [Mr. Baperr] no 
doubt recollects; and that Senator’s invincible lo- ' 
gic demolished it in about fifteen minutes. Yet 
here we have the proposition renewed by the! 
Committee on Finance, the difference being that | 
they recommend $18,000, whilst we only proposed | 
to appropriate $12,000. ‘It is very probable, that | 
if I had not called the attention of my friend from | 
North Carolina to it, it would have been passed | 
without being noticed by him. 

i tue BADGER. We will demolish that, also, 
ope. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have mentioned this not for | 
the purpose of throwing any reflectior on the Com- 
mittee on Finance, but solely for the purpose of 
putting the Senate in possession of the mode in 
which the business of these appropriations are 
managed. 

‘Mr. BRIGHT. I share whatever blame at- 
taches, in consequence of the Committee on Fi- 
nance having recommended this amount, though 
I disclaim having had any knowledge whatever 
that the Committee on Public Buildings had been : 
appealed to by persons interested in the matter. į 
I have not myself heard this amendment recom- į 
mended by any person inthecity. I wasin favor 
of iton general grounds, believing that the con- 
venience of the public would be promoted by 
making some provision for water in the city. I 
believe it is the duty of the General Government 
to make. provision for water in the city. Iam) 
unwilling to give to any. company the right to fur- 
nish such an important item of the necessaries of 
life, and hence I am in favor of the appropriation | 
of a reasonable amount, for the purpose of ascer- 
taining what it will cost to furnish water to the | 
city outof the National, Treasury; and, if it can be 
done for a convenient sum, then, at some subse- 
quent period, to make an appropriation and com- 
mence the work. i 

Mr. BRADBURY. It will be perceived that 
this discussion has proceeded on the ground that 
it is the duty of Congress to ` provide the inhabit- 
ants of this city with water. It is to this point | 
that I wish to direct attention; because the discus- | 
sion has proceeded on the ground, not that we are 
merely to supply the Departments with water, but 
that the citizens must be supplied by money fur- | 
nished by the Government. 

Mr. PRATT. Will the honorable Senator per- 
mit me to make one observation? He is entirely | 
mistaken in supposing that the advocacy of this : 
appropriation rests upon the supposed obligations 
_of the Government to supply water to the city. 


course which the discussion has taken, that the 


| decision against the Comptroller, and in favor of : 


The only object is to make a survey and estimate 
of what it will cost to bring water here. 


Mr. BRADBURY. It is obvious, from the | 


survey will be regarded as a pledge that the Gov- | 
ernment is to go forward and construct: the work 
necessary to bring water to this city. - Now, sir, 
lam willing, at a proper time, to do whatever is 
necessary to supply a sufficient quantity of water 
to meet the wants. of the Departments; but it is a 
want felt by the citizens that we are called upon to 
meet,- We aretold that the city is increasing most 
rapidly, and that real estate has been enhanced in 
value to a most unparalleled extent. The reason 
for that has been alluded to. by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Arkansas, (Mr. Borrann.] Congress 
paves the streets and principal avenues of thecity. 
t lights the city, it ornaments the city, and now 
it is proposed that we shall bring water into it; for | 
I regard the proposition as identical with supply- 
ing the water. One result from the rise of real 
estate is an increased expense in living here. Lam 
willing to do whatever the Government ought to į 
do in an enterprise of this kind; but it does seem 
to me that the public buildings are already supplied 
toa reasonable extent. ‘If the citizens desire ad- 
ditional facilities for water, it is incumbent upon 
them to show to Congress by proper surveys and 
estimates what may be the cost of the desired 
works; and further, for them to come forward and 
say what they propose to do; for this great work 
must be not only expensive, but of joint benefit. 
The citizens have a deep interest in it, and when- 
ever they come forward, and are prepared to do 
what they ought to do, Iam ready to codperate 
with them. I am willing to aid them. 

But the amendment proposes an appropriation 
of money for the survey. Now, it will be borne 
in mind that we havea large corps of engineers 
here. They are Government officers, already un- 
der pay, and receiving salaries, that we are to em- 
ploy to do this work. Ido not know but that 
the appropriation of $5,000 may be necessary, but 
it appears to me that itis not. I mustrefer to the 
remarks which have fallen from the chairman of 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. I find 
that many objects are embraced in this bill which 
have been very attentively considered by that com- 
mittee. In regard to bridges, and to the repairs of 
the bridges, we spent many days in examining 
the subject, and employed men of science to col- 
lect information, and we were prepared to make 
such estimates as they thought ought to be rec- 
ommended. Numerous facts were brought be- 
fore us in regard to the subject embraced in this 
amendment; and yet, without information, with- 
out any notice to the committee, the work is trans- 
ferred from out of their hands to another commit- | 
tee, before whom I believe no single memorial on | 
the subject was laid. 

Mr. Hare’s amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARKE. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by substituting ‘ cities” for ‘ city,’? and ; 
adding the words ‘* Georgetown”’ after ‘* Wash- | 
ington,” so as to give both cities the benefit of the į 
appropriation, i 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed ; 
to, and the amendment as amended was agreed to. Í 

H 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. HUNTER. I find that an amendment ! 
has been omitted, which either did not go to the! 
printers, or they have lostit, in relation to the ex- | 
penses of the judiciary. The bill as it comes from ; 
the House of Representatives, provides for de- 
fraying the expenses of the supreme, circuit, and | 
district courts of the United States, &c., $550,000. : 
This was reduced from the original estimate by | 
the Committee of Ways and Means upon the let- į 
ter of Mr. Whittlesey, informing them that if the ; 
fee bill which has passed the House should: be- 
come a law, $550,000 would be sufficient; but he | 
says if it does not become a law, we shall require | 
$630,000, unless we decide in favor of some pay- | 
ments that are claimed to the amount of $50,000, | 
upon estimates made by the judges, which he has | 
rejected. We thought it safest, therefore, to in- ; 
crease the appropriation to $630,000; because, if į 
we put it at $680,000, it might be considered a | 


the claims; whereas it was best to leave the ques- | 
tion open for future decision. Under the instruc- | 
tion of the committee, therefore, I move to strike || 
out $550,000, and insert $630,000. 

The amendment was agreed to: ` 

The next amendment of the committee was to | 
insert: 


|| over for the present. 


i| means to build a bridge. 


“< For finishing the grading, manuring, planting, finishing 
the roads and walks, graveling and laying gutters along the 
margin of the same, and repairing the fence of the Smith- 
sonian square, $13,200." ie: A 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Early in the session T 
submitted a resolution:which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, proposing 
to have someinvestigation made into the propriety 
of establishing.a line of lights along Pennsylvania 
avenue, west of the President’s house, and makin. 
some improvements upon that avenue.. [ acte 
upon the principle, that it was the duty of the Gov- 
ernment to make the District answer all the pur- 
poses of the seat of empire, and furnish facilities 
in light and traveling; for I have myself expe- 
rienced inconvenience resulting from want of light 
and necessary convenience for traveling, by several 
years residence in the city of Georgetown. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will notice 
that the amendment under consideration does not 
relate- to that subject. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Tam perfectly aware of 
that; but I mention this for the purpose of asking 
the chairman of the committee whether any atten- 
tion had been given to, or any amendment is to be 
proposed for this improvement in regard to neces- 
saries, for I am somewhat of Eugene Sue’s opin- 
ion, that itis not a very good policy to begranting 
superfluities to anybody, while we deny the neces- 


|; saries of an indispensable character tothe great 


mass. This amendmentproposes an appropriation 
of. $13,200 for improvements of various: kinds— 
for shrubbery, for flowers, for ornamental deco- 
rations, and everything of that sort. And, then, 
there isanother amendment upon the same subject 
in regard to the triangular piece of ground on the 
north side of Pennsylvania avenue, as you go to 
the President’s house. That proposes a similar ap- 
propriation—one for mere decoration. My object 
in rising was to ask if the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia have determined to.make any 
appropriation at all for lights according to the res- 
olution which was submitted to them, or for pave- 
ments, while all this money is to be voted for 
mere decorations? van 

Mr. HUNTER | I understand from the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, that there is some other in- 
formation to come in relation to this amendment. 
I will propose, therefore, by general consent, that 
this, and the next amendment in regard to the tri- 
angular space on Pennsylvania avenue, be passed. 


The PRESIDENT. If such be the pleasure 
of the Senate, they will be passed over. i 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert: 

“ For repairs offthe Potomac Bridge, $18,000.” 

Mr. CLARKE. I donot rise to oppose this 
appropriation of $18,000, if it is founded upon 
an estimate; and whether it is or not, the honor- 
able chairman of the Committee on Finance will 
be able to inform the Senate; but there was an es- 
timate made about two months ago, and whoever 
made it, condescended to exhibit it to the Com- 


i| mittee on the District of Columbia,iand upon that, 


the chairman of the commiittee’[Mr. Suretps] 
made a proposition to appropriate $12,000 for the 
temporary repairs of the bridge across the Poto- 
mac. At that time, it was my opinion that the 
bridge should be. temporarily repaired, and the 
$12,000 would be well expended for keeping a line 
of communication or travel between the city of 
Washington and the adjacent parts of Virginia, I 
think, now, that that bridge should be repaired, 
but I desire to suggest that the word “ tempo- 
rary” be placed before ‘< repairs.” And while 
upon this subject, I will state that the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, I believe, have not 
been able to agree upon any plan for a permanent 
connection of the District with the Virginia shore, 
My own impression is, that this bridge has a delete- 
rious effect on the city of Washington. Its abut- 
ments have undoubtedly served to produce the 
deposits above it, creating, I suppose, a malaria 
injurious to the health of the city; and I have comé 
to the conclusion, that instead of permanently re> 
building it at great cost, it will be better to have 
asteam-ferry there, similar to that between Brook- 
lyn and New York, and Jersey City and New 
York. - It may be known, also, that there was a 
bridge some three miles above Georgetown, which 
was carried away by the same freshet that injured 
this bridge. The city of Georgetown has no 
They had a bridge 
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across; it has been carried away, and they- desire 
to have another.’ I have no particular feeling on 
the subject, for I never was there more than half 
a dozen times in my life, and never expect to be 
again; but it seems to me that the city of George- 
town is-equally entitled with Washington to the 
fostering care of this Government. “We hold. juz 
risdiction over both equally, and there is no rea- 
soñ; in my mind, why all legislative appropri- 
ations should be made for the one, and none for 
the other. : Soop tl, aa i š 
~ T took some pains, Mr. President, as one of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to look at 
what I thought would be the best method of con- 
necting the District with the Virginia shore, and 
came to the conclusion that it would be better to 
build a bridge across the Potomac river, atthe city 
of Georgetown, a little way above the aqueduct, 
where there are some rocks in the river, and con- 
neci the city of Georgetown ‘with the Virginia 
shore; and then, in miy opinion, it would be. bet- 
ter to connect the’ city of Washington with the 
Virginia shore by a steam ferry-boat than by the 
present bridge. I was in favor of an appropri- 
ation for temporary repairs to this bridge. They 
should be made—they should have been made, 
with due deference to my friend from North Car- 
olina, [Mr. Bavcer,] months ago. But in regard 
to this appropriation, whether $12,000, or $18,000 
to‘furnish and complete it for the purpose of tem- 
porary, passage, until something shall be decided 
‘of permanent character, I. am in favor of it. “If 
$12,000 is sufficient, it is not necessary to appro- 
priate $18,000; but the appropriation I am in favor 
of, whichever it be; but Tata in favor of inserting 
“temporary” before <‘ repairs,” so that it shall 
be considered as a temporary, and not as a per- 
manent affair, Then I shall propose to offer an 
amendment for the construction of a bridge across 
the Potomac, at the point I have already indicated, 
å little above the aqueduct, in the city of George- 
town. But I will do this when this provision is 
disposed of. I move to amend theamendment by 
inserting the word ‘t temporary,” before ‘° re- 
airs. f 
3 Mr. HUNTER, ‘Iam willing to agree to that. 
I will say; that I stated this was according to esti- 
mate; butit is $750 more than the estimate. There 
was an estimate of January 28, 1852, of $20,000 
for this item, and the next amendment to be pro- 
posed by the committee, in the distribution of 
sums, it seems we added $750 to it. 

Mr. BADGER. | I ask my friend from Rhode 
Island to withdraw his amendment, to allow me 
to submit one to ascertain whether the Senate are 
disposed to make any appropriation to carry on 
the bridge or not. 

Mr. CLARKE. IT withdraw it. 

Mr. BADGER. Then I propose to amend the 
amendment, by striking out the word “‘ repairs,” 
and inserting ‘*the removal of the remains,” so 
that the appropriation will read: 

For the removal of the remains of the Potomac Bridge, 
$18,000. 

I desire to say a word or two on this subject, be- 
cause I have some reason to believe that the 
importance of the removal of this structure is not 
fully appreciated by the members of the Senate. 
The accumulations that have been making by that 
bridge, which have been steadily increasing every 
year, have now got to such a pass that at low- 
water every day a large surface, which is covered 
at high-water, is exposed to the influence of this 
August sun. Mud, decaying vegetables, and all 
such materials, are brought and deposited there 
by the water of the river, which are most noxious 
when exposed, in a half wet, sloppy state, to the 
action of thesummer’s sun. This has been going 
on for many years. As far back as 1841, when 
1 was residing temporarily in this city, my atten- 
tion was called to the effect of the bridge by one 
of the most intelligent men who has ever been 
here from a foreign country—Baron Mareschal, 
then the representative of Austria here. He hadno 
small experience on the subject, and he told me 
that if that thing was allowed to go on, yellow 
fever at Washington would be the necessary con- | 
sequence. During the last winter a providential | 
circumstance happened, as if to aid us in setting | 
about the accomplishment of what ought long | 
since to have been done. ` A flood has swept away | 
a portion of the bridge. It can no longer be used. | 
It is now proposed, by the amendment of the com- 


mittee, to apply $18,000 in patching it up. My 


friend from Rhode Island proposes to make that 


atch upon the face of it a temporary affair. | 
: Now, sir, this word “ temporary” is of very un: 


certain ‘and indefinite signification. «It would be 
temporary if it should last for ten, fifteen, or 
twenty years, or if it should last for. the present 
generation. I call the ‘attention of the Senate to 


this, and appeal to every gentleman if it is not so | 


and that so long as that. bridge. can: be patched 
and kept in a condition. to-be crossed and main- 
tained as a communication between thetwo shores, 


Congress will make no -provision for- building a 
‘suitable-bridge, or any provision for the mainte- 


nance of a steam communication. We may be sure 
of that, Iethink. * : geod ; 

Then the question comes down to this: Shall 
we spend $18,000:in perpetuating what undoubt- 
edly is, in.1ts present condition, a nuisance, threat- 
ening, at no distant day, to make a large and im- 
portant part of this city uninhabitable, except at 
a great hazard to life, in the summer and fall séa- 
sons of the year? . I entertain the opinion, which 
I formerly expressed to the Senate, that the best 
and most judicious course for. us to pursue is to. 
seize the favorable moment, and as. nobody will 
be made the worse—for they cannot. cross the 
bridge now—sweep away the remains of it; and, 
if we shall find it necessary. hereafter, contrive 
some means by which the force given to. the cur- 
rent may wash away the accumulation which we 
have by our structure put there. The health of 
the city is first in importance. All the members 
of Congress are obliged to spend a portion of 
every year here; and. when we regard either our 
own health and comfort, or the health and com- 
fort of the people. of this city, it is a matter of 
high consideration to’ maintain: no establishment 
here that may even probably result in endanger- 
ing either. l f 

Again, I am opposed to maintaining the bridge, 
because it has been, and is, a serious obstruction 
to the commerce of that venerable city—George- 
town. Its citizens feel it to beso. Senators have 
lately had laid upon their table a most earnest and 
respectful remonstrance of the entire population of 
that city, begging that the nuisance to them—if the 
nuisance to us be put out of the way—may be 
removed. Ido not wish the bridge to be tempo- 
rarily repaired. Temporarily will make it last 
three, or four, or five years, and in that time the 
nuisance may have increased so much as to have 
rendered consequences disastrous, and perhaps 
incurable. I sincerely hope that the Senate will 
concur in this view of the amendment, and that 
the appropriation will be for the removal of the 
nuisance instead of perpetuating it there forever, 
or for any time. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the subject, for the purpose of 
taking up the river and harbor bill, 

Mr. HUNTER. I shall make no objection on 


that point, for I hope we shall dispose of the river || 


and harbor bill to-day, so that we may go on with 
the appropriation bills on Monday. 

Mr. DAVIS. Lhopeso. Iwiildo all I canto 
bring about that result. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive busi- 
ness; and, after a short time spent therein, the 
doors were reopened, . 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Haves, its Chief Clerk, 
announcing that it had passed a bill making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1853. The bill was read 
a first and. second time by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


SURRENDER OF BOUNTY LANDS. 


The message also announced that the House of 
Representatives had passed a bill authorizing cer- 
tain soldiers of the late war with Great Britain to 
surrender the bounty lands. drawn by them, and 
locate others in lieu thereof.. The bill was read a 
first and. second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT. The hour has arrived for 
the consideration of the special order, which is the 
river and harbor bill. i 


Mr. DOUGLAS;: Frise to ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate.for a purpose of which I 
have never asked indulgence since I have been a 
member of this body. “It is to make a personal 
explanation that. will not last more than one min- 
ute. i 5 : è 

Several Senarors. - ‘ Agreed!’ ** Agreed P? 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the' pleasure of 


the Senate, the Senator will proceed. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I have received’a note from 
Mr. Stanty, of the House of Representatives, in 
relation.to the very interesting question that was 
the subject of debate the other day, concerning a 
certain circular put forth with the names of certain 
gentlemen, and which. constituted a topic of dis- 
cussion. between the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Wateren ond the Senator from Connecticut, [Mr. 
SmitH:} Í desire to have the letter.read, in justice 
to the gentleman who writes it; and then to make 
a word of comment upon it. shige TN 


The Secretary Yead the letter, as follows: 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, August 20, 1852. 
`- Sır: In the Daily Globe of Thursday morning, August 
19th, there is reported a debate in the Senate, in which 
remarks are made of a harsh character, in reference toa 
paper, purporting to have been signed by several members 
of the House of Representatives, and one gentleman not a 
member. i 

” 1 have‘paid no attention to references made in news- 
papers, for if this were done we should attend to little else. 
But when the conduct of gentlemen is reflected on in the 
Senate, it becomes a matter of self-respect to notice it. E 
wish to trespass on your time afew moments, by giving you 
the facts in relation to the publication alluded to. 

. More than a week ago. [ received, by mail, one of these 
publications, and in looking over it hurriedly, T saw it was 
a parody, intended to ridicule those who had issued a paper 
of alike character, giving their reasons for opposing General 
Scott. Isaw.it was a hoax, and handed it toa friend. I 
did not read it through, being in a hurry. J have never 
franked one of them, did not know by whom it was written, 
and had no participation in its preparation. I had no more 
to do with it than either of the Senators who referred to it 
in debate. 

I have asked each one of, the gentlemen whose names 
are appended to the paper, and they inform me it was not 
prepared by their consent or procurement, and that, like 
myself, they had nothing to do with it. Only one gentle- 
man, from the North, franked two of them, one to a Demo- 
cratic editor, and another to an intelligent gentleman who 
could understand the hoax. 

As far as I know, but two of them have been franked. It 
was the work of some idle wag, L know not who; and I 
did not believe there wasa boy or a man in the United States 
who could be deceived by it. If you will examine the pub- 
lication of gentlemen’ giving their: reasons for refusing to 
support General Scott, you will see it was intended as a 
parody. I do not intend'to speak of the contents of the 
paper, but to place the truth concerning myself before you. 

Í submit this statement to you, in the hope. that Mr. 
WALKER and yourself will do that justice to myself and 
others, that you would expect under like circumstances. 

Do me the favor to show this letter to Mr, WALKER, 

Very respectfully, &c., EDWARD STANLY. 

Hon, Mr. Dovaras, United States Senate. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I deemed it 
due to the gentleman who wrote this letter, that 
its contents should be made known to the public 
in the same place in which my comments on the 
circular were made. So faras Mr. Sranuy-is econ- 
cerned, the letter which has been read is conclu- 
sive. If itis soas to the others, I am only utterly 
amazed that: the Senator from Connecticut did not 
do that justice to. his friends and to his own char- 
acter that the truth would ‘seem to require, if Mr. 
Sranty is well advised as to the facts of this case. 

So far as the franking was concerned, I will 
only state, that instead of the frank of the mem- 
ber of the House of Representativés to which I 
referred being on the envelope, as I stated the 
other day, I find that it was on the circular itself. 
I make no issue with any gentleman in regard to 
it. I commented upon the subject when it was 
brought before the Senate the other day. YI now 
put the letter of Mr. Sranry before the country, 
and let it go with the original paper and the com- 
ments which have been made upon it, leaving the 
public to ascertain who was the person that got up 
that paper called a ‘*‘ hoax,” but which has been 
used throughout the country as an electioneering 
document. Of course it was not my purpose to 
make an issue with any of the gentlemen whose 
names are attached to it, but merely to give the 
Senator from Connecticut an oportunity to put to 
rest the rumors which are afloat, attacking the 
authorship of it, or at least the publication of it to 


im. 

Mr. MANGUM. Mr. President, I received, 
some fortnight ago, when confined to my bed by 
sickness, the circular referred to, to which a per- 
son, wholly unwarranted and unauthorized, had 
taken the liberty to attach my name. It contained 
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thedeclaration that I should withhold my vote from 
Pierce and King. When I looked at it, it struck 
me ag being rather a singular thing, and I read it 
a second time. It occurred to me then that some 
person, who supposed himself. quite smart, had 
endeavored to play off a parody on a publication 
of which we all have.a distinct recollection, on the 
opposite side of the question, and in doing so, had 
most unwarrantably used the names -of gentle- 
men who. knew nothing about it.. I knew no 
more about it than you, sir, or any gentleman in 
this Chamber, and Lam well assured that the other 
gentlemen whose names are attached to it knew 
nothing about it. ; 

I think ita very poor joke at best; and really I 
was surprised, before I was able to resume my 
seat in the Senate, to find that this very poor joke 
was made the subject-matter of Senatorial com- 
mentinthis body. The whole thing is beneath 
contempt. It is unworthy of consideration. Who- 
ever may be the author of the circular, his smart- 
ness will not be much illustrated -by it; and in 
taking the liberty he has taken, of using the names 
of gentlemen who knew nothing about it, he has’ 
acted ina very unworthy. manner. J.know not 
who the author is. ee 

I did not deem this matter of sufficient import- 
ance to make any denial here or in the newspa- 

ers. I have no ambition to see my name in print. 

suppose there is hardly one of my associates, 
on either side of the Chamber, who deems it ne- 
cessary for me to make a public declaration to the 
effect that I have stated now. I know nothing 
about the circular. I feel, as far as I am con- 
cerned, that the matter is beneath contempt. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take occa- 
sion to state, that when the discussion sprung up 
originally, he happened accidentally to be out of 
the Senate Chamber. As soon as he returned and 
saw the course of the discussion, he resumed the 
chair, and stopped the discussion by calling the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] to order. 
< Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I feel no dispo- 
sition to complain of the honorable Senator from 
Illinois for bringing the subject. up at this time 
under the circumstances of the case; but I cer- 
tainly did feel a very great degree of surprise that 
a subject of this character should have been intro- 
duced into the Senate Chamber—though, perhaps, 
it was hardly worth while for me to manifest the 
degree of irritation which I did on the occasion to 
which 1 refer. I desire to cherish very kind and 
respectful relations with the Senators to whom 1 
now allude, and I do not intend to have any. con- 
troversy with them on this or any other subject, 
if I can avoid it. z 

I feel even now some degree of surprise that the 
Senator from Illinois should say that he believed 
a document of this character had really been cir- 
culated over the country as an electioneering doc- 
ument. The idea of the gentleman would seem to 
be, that that, portion of Congress who are friendly 
to the election of, General Scott are really trying 
to use a paper ‘of ‘this character to promote his 
election. That is paying a very poor compliment, 
in my judgment, to the intelligence of the Ameri- 
can people. aa A 

The circular alluded to was obviously a mere 
parody ona certain publication which was issued 
by members. of the House of Representatives, 
some of whom are among the number of my very 
intimate and immediate friends; and it never. was 
intended as a blow at the Democratic candidate 
for the Presidency. I will now say what I did 
not feel disposed to say the other day. That par- 
ody, as it is, and miserable as it may. be, I have 
reason to apprehend—indeed, I know in fact, if I 
may rely on the statement of gentlemen with 
whom I have conversed on that subject—was not 
signed by the gentlemen. whose names are ap- 

ended to it, and that not one of those gentlemen 
fad anything to do ‘with it.in any form whatever. 
The honorable Senator from Illinois says some- 
body has franked that paper. Will he have the 
goodness to say whose name appears on that 
frank ? i 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Iwil. 

Mr. SMITH. I wish the gentleman to state 
it, because I do not like to have it said in this blind. 
and general manner, ne 2 

Mr. DOUGLAS. A member of Congress from. 
the State of Connecticut, showed to me one of 
these circulars, printed upon half a sheet of paper, 
which had been returned to him by one of his | 


constituents, bearing. the frank of the Hon. Mr. 
Warp, òf Kentucky. He stated to me that he 
took that to: Mr. Warp, and understood Mr. 
Warp to say, distinctly, that it was his frank, and 
that-he-had franked it. The frank and the hand- 
writing were both on the document itself, and not 
on-the envelope. Another member of the House of 
Representatives told me, that he understood Mr. 
Warn‘to state that he did frank it; and a Delegate 


-from one. of the Territories also made the same 


statement, as to what he had understood. Mr. 
Warp to say. From this fact—seeing the frank, 
and hearing the rumor—lI took it for granted that 
the circular was. being franked by those whose 
names were attached to it—that gentleman being 
one of them. I make no issue as to whether it 
is his frank, or not. I do not know the gentleman 
personally; and I donot know his handwriting. 
And the reason why I stated it the other day was, 
to see if I could get a denial from the Senator from 
Connecticut, $ 

I wish to add, in reply to the honorable Sena- 
tor’s. surprise that I should have expressed a be- 
lief that I had reason to suppose it was true, that 
on that statement of fact I could not doubt it; and 
1 was only then amazed, and am now amazed, 
that the Senator should have allowed himself to 
rest under such an imputation, when by one word 
he could have put an end to it at once. His de- 
nial would have been conclusive upon me, as would 
have been the denial of any gentleman whose 
name was attached to that paper. 

Mr. SMITH. Ihave simply to say that I do 
not apprehend danger from imputations arising out 
of such a matter as this. If I have not character 
enough to sustain me in the world,and place me 
above injury from imputations of this nature, Jet 
them come from what quarter they may, it will 
be useless for me to undertake to repel them. 

I will simply add a word in justice to myself 
and my most excellent friend, Mr. Warp, of Ken- 
tucky. Ile tells me that some of his Democratic 
friends asked him whether his name, or what pur- 
ported to be his name, upon the circular was really 
his frank. He took it for granted that it was; but 
in fact he knew but little about it. He spoke joc- 
ularly, however, when he said to the gentlemen 
who addressed him, ‘Yes, gentlemen, it’s all 
right,” or something to that effect, not supposing 
that those who addressed him were in earnest, for 
he was not. But he says that he did not, in point 
of fact, frank the circular—certainly not know- 
ingly. Indeed, I understood him to say, that 
what. purported to be his frank on that circular 
was not his genuine signature. With this expla- 
nation I leave the subject; for Itreally think it 
ought not to occupy the time of the Senate. 

Mr. WALKER. Mr. President, the letter 
which has been read, and which was addressed to 
the Senator from Illinois, imposes upon me, as the 
Senate will perhaps perceive, the duty of sayinga 
word, and I shall be very brief. 

The letter to the Senator from Ilinois is entirely 
satisfactory to me, so far as Mr. STANLY is con- 
cerned. What has been said by the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr.. M ancum] is entirely satis- 
factory to ‘me, so far as that Senator is concerned. 
I do- not believe that either of those gentlemen 
had anything to do with the paper. I do not be- 
lieve they knew that it was got up. 1 believe 


their names were used entirely without their au- || 


thority. I-might say something more plainly of 
others, if they had addressed me; but. they have 
not. They have addressed the Senator from Illi- 
nois. Sir, if the debate upon the subject on the 
part of one Senator here—the Senator from Con- 
necticut—had been reported as it actually occurred, 
I might have had something to say in regard to 
him and his connection with the matter; but it 
was not reported correctly. What he said in that 
debate. was, that he was here to.transact legisla- 
tive business, and not to answer the blackguardism 
that was. brought up in the Senate. As reported, 
he was made to-say that he was here to transact 
legislative business, and. if Senators saw proper to 
bring up the blackguardism of the newspapers, he 
should treat them with silent contempt. 

‘Sir, dignity is avery good thing. Itmay be un- 
fortunate for me, however, that fam not capable 
of practicing it to such an extent as some others; 
but, when’an occasion arises where there is no 
other. resort than -dignity, I think that is a very 
poor-one. I think that the resort to individual 
dignity. is.a very poor one, on the part of those 


who. have about as much of it as an organ-grind- 
er’s monkey. I do not apply the remark to any- 
one here. ‘Then, while I excuse Mr. Sranty, and 
the Senator from North Carolina, who has spoken, 
yet, as long as that debate stands where it is, d 
have nothing to say to the Senator who-is thug re- 
ported; and until he does correct it, and until hé 
does deny it, it is my belief that he signed: that 
circular. ° 5 ; : 

The PRESIDENT. Theriver and harbor bill 
is properly undér consideration. 

r. SMITH. © I want the privilege of replying 

to the Senator from Wisconsin.. - 

Several Senators. Certainly. A f 

The PRESIDENT. Ifsuch isthe pleasure of 
the Senate, the Senator from Connecticut will be 
permitted to proceed. [Agreed! Agreed!] But thè 
Chair will say, that this debate is contrary to all 
rules of proceeding; and, although it is the unan- 


-imous consent of the Senate that the Senator may 


proceed, the. Chair will 
sonalities. PAOS 
Mr. SMITH. . Mr. President, Lhad no idea of 
indulging in any personalities. whatever. I un- 
derstood the Senator from Wisconsin to. say, that 
the remarks which I made the other day—I admit, 
under some little irritation—were not truly re- 
as I 


feel bound to arrest per- 


ported. I believe they are exactly reported, as 
made them, word for word. I thought 1 jus- 
! tified in those remarks. I thought that the Sena- 


tor had brought into the Senate Chamber a matter 
that had nothing whatever to do.with’the busi- 
ness that was before the Senate. I thought he had 
introduced. it for the purpose of trifling with my 
feelings. I thought that he intended something 
more than the introduction of playful amusement 
into the Chamber. IfI had supposed thatthe in- 
tention of the honorable Senator was-not to trifle 
with my feelings, I might not, and should not 
have indulged in severity of remark. 

But what, sir, has this subject to do with the 
Senate? What had it to do with the business then 
before the Senate? We.had before us a question 
in relation to the Sault Ste: Marie canal bill; sand 
I had made some remarks upon that bill. How 
pertinent they were, or how worthy of consid- 
eration, I do not undertake to say. And what 
was it that the Senator did? He had recourse to 
newspapers, and brought into the Chamber matter 
which I stigmatized as wretched blackguardism. 

The same. matter had: been: published in the 
Union, and in that paper I had been -stigmatized 
in connection with it. An effort was made to-cre- 
ate an impression against me and other honorable 
gentlemen whose names were appended to that 
paper, that we had attempted to practice an enor- 
mous fraud upon the country. Now, what had 
that to do with the Sault Ste. Marie canal? I 


i said then, and I say now, that it was mere matter 


of newspaper blackguardism, and never should 
have been brought into the Senate Chamber. But 


Í if the honorable Senator says, or is prepared to 
| say, that he did not mean to trifle with my feelings 


on that occasion, I stand ready to make : the 
amende honorable. The Senator can. have his re- 
lations with me just-as he pleases.. It is tome.a 
matter of the most entire and. perfect indifference. 
Our relations have hitherto been friendly and cor- 
dial, to some extent. I .would much rather be 
concerned in rendering acts of courtesy and kind- 
ness to the honorable members of this body than 
to be engaged. in controversies with them; but if 
I understand my rights here, as a member of this 
body, it becomes me to maintain thedignity of my 
character, and the dignity of my position; and I 
will do it, whatever may be the consequences. 

[Here the conversation dropped.] : 

“RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate then took up the river and harbor 
bill, and debated various amendments to a late 
hour, many of which were adopted and several 
rejected, when, a few moments before five p, m.— 

The Senate adjourned. 

[See Appendix for the proceedings.] 


IN SENATE. 

i Monpay, August 23, 1852. ` ; 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. C. M. Burien. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 

Senate a message from the President of the United 

States, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 

lution of the Senate, a report from the Secretary 


2294 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August 23, 


of State, and the documents accompanying it, 
touching the Lobos Islands; which were ordered 
to lie on the table and be printed: : | 

Also, a report of the Secretary of State, com- 
municating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, information-in relation to the clerks in that 
Department;-which was read and referred to the 
Committee-on Finance. . 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the-consideration of the bill of the House 
of Representatives ‘*making ‘appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Govern- | 
ment for the year ending 30th of June, 1853, and 
for other purposes,’’ the question pending: being 
on the motion of Mr. Baper, to amend the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance propos- 
ing to “appropriate $18,000 “for repairs of the 
Potomac bridgé,’” by striking out the word fre 
pairs? and inserting ‘¢the removal of the remains,” 
so as to make-the’clause'read: - 

‘6 Por'the removal of the remains of the Potomac bridge, 
$18,000.97 ee : i 

Mr. SHIELDS. Mr. President, asthe honor- 
able Senator from North Carolina (Mr. Bancen] 
the other day made some remarks. in relation 
to this question that might affect the vote on the 
amendment, I feel it my duty, to say a few words. 
I do;not-interd, at this stage of. the session to còn- 
sume;time.on this subject; but I regret very much 
that’ T° caritiot go into it more fully.- When the 
subject. comes fairly and fully before the Senate, I | 
shall be prepared to go. into itin a manner as I 
think may materially modify or change the opinion | 
of my honorable friend from North Carolina. 

- In 1833 this subject was thoroughly investigated. 
The best engineers in America were employed in 
the examination of it; and a plan was then ap- | 
proved by General Jackson, at that time President | 
of the United States, for a bridge across the Poto- 
mac. But that plan was defeated, and the present 
structure was erected: Although the bridge has 
t answered the purpose, because it was not such 
a onè as any engineer ever recommended—it was į 
not recommended by the Government, by the 
President, nor by any engineer—still, I think my 
friend from North Carolina charges the poor 
bridge with a great deal more than it is properly 
chargeable with. He charges it with being the 
cause of fever and ague, yellow fever, and. chol- 
era; as diverting the channel of the river, and also 
as ruining the trade of Georgetown. I dare say 
all these things have occurred at the same time; 
and the bridge may be said to be the cause of them, 
on the same ground thata committee in England 
decided that the Tenterden steeple ‘was the cause 
of the accumulation of the Godwin Sands; because 
the sands commenced accumulating there when 
the steeple was built, and had continued accumu- 
lating ever. since; so that the accumulation was 
chargeable to the building of the steeple. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now I am satisfied that the ruining of the 
trade of Georgetown, the. prevalence of the fever | 
and ague, and so on, are concurrent phenomena; | 
but I do not know that they can properly be made | 
chargeable to the bridge. 

The subject was thoroughly investigated, as [ | 
said, in 1833. The Committee on the District of 
Columbia have been engaged lately in investigating 
it, Colonel Kearney, one of our best engineers, 
and Colonel Trumbull, who superintended the 
construction of the aqueduct at Georgetown—an 
engineer perhaps equal to any not only in this 
country, but (if that work be any evidence of his 
capability) one of the best engineers in the world— 
have been beforeus. We have had the advice and 
the aid of these gentlemen in our investigations of | 
this subject, and, as I said before, when the proper 
ume arrives I myself, who have had this assist- 
ance, willbe prepared to go into the subject. The 
question arises now, where are we to have a new 
communication across the Potomac? Every one 
agrees that there ought to besome communication, 
whether at the old locality, or at a new locality at | 
Georgetown or elsewhere, we cannot yet precisely | 
determine. Tt is. too large a subject to go into at 
this time. . 

These engineers all agree, that whether we re- 
construct the bridge on the old site, or construct 
a bridge at Mason’s Island, at the Three Sisters, 
or over the aqueduct, the repair of this bridge is | 
one of the first steps to the accomplishment òf that | 


object. Se much was that the case heretofore, |} 


that when the bridge was about to be built form- 
erly; in 1832 or 1833, the Government purchased 
the old ‘bridge then existing, in order to make use 
of it as.a service. bridge, until the bridge then pro- 
posed was completed. I hope that-will remove the 
objection: of my -honorable’‘friend from North 
Carolina. fe TR iret 
`- T will not go into the question whether we ought 
to reconstruct a bridge at the present locality, or 
should build one at Mason’s Island, or at the Three 
Sisters, or beyond Georgetown; but when the time 
comes.for the investigation of -that subject, I shall 
beyeady to go into it, and give all the informa- 
tion that [have collected on the subject. But what 
we now want, as my colleague on the Committee 
on the District of Columbia stated the other day, 
isa mére temporary repair of the present bridge. 
For that purpose, 1 would suggest to the Senator 
from Virginia, that the amount proposed in the 
amendment of. the committee is too large. - The 
engineers to whom I refer gave us all the necessary 
information, and, from everything which we could 
learn, we thought that $12,000 would be sufficient. 

Mr. HUNTER. - Iam willing to agree to that. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Since we came to that con- 
clusion, we have ascertained that there aré some 
other. repairs to be made, which will make the 
whole amount necessary to be appropriated about 
$15,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. It will be necessary for the 
Senator to move that amendment, as the amend- 
ment for the repair of the bridge is reported from 
the Committee on Finance, and cannot be modified 
without a vote of the Senate. I shall vote, how- 
ever, for an amendment like that suggested by the 
Senator from. Hlinois. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment cannot 
be offered until the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina is disposed of. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, the necessity 
of having a way to communicate between the Dis- 
trict and the Virginia shore, not for the conveni- 
ence of the people of the neighborhood alone, but 
for the convenience of the whole country, is man- 
ifest. Congress has undertaken, by purchasing 
the bridge many-years ago, to make that way and 
keep it up. It would seem to me to devolve, as a 
matter of duty, on Congress, whatever ultimate 
designs it may have to furnish the repairs neces- 
sary to keep the bridge across the Potomac. 
Whether the appropriation should be $18,000 or 
$12,000, I do not know. . 

What the Senator from North Carolina has in 
view, strikes me as an object that must be attained 
one of these days by Congress. I presume there 
can be no question, that, from the manner in which 
the present bridge has been constructed, it has 
done serious injury to the town of Georgetown. 
It is not only by causing the flats in the river, re- 
sulting from the deposits from above, that it has 
impaired the health of the opposite part of the city 
of Washington, but it has obstructed the channel 
80 as to do. very serious injury to the commercial 
interests of Georgetown. As will be manifest to 
the eye of the observer, the portion of the bridge 
which does obstruct the channel, is what is called 
the causeway—a brick structure which has not 
been injured by the late freshet. That portion of 
the bridge remains. The proposition to repair 
the bridge, is one that does not interfere with any 
ultimate question as to the mode of reconstructing 
it or, whether there should bea change in the 
site. It seems to me, that the repair is indispens- 
ably necessary for the convenience of the people 
of the country; and that Congress is committed to 
do it, because, by purchasing the bridge originally, 
it incurred an obligation to keep it up. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, It seems to me that there 
is one question appertaining to this subject which 
has not yet been suggested: In 1833, when the 
site was first surveyed, and when the bridge was 
erected, both shores of the Potomac were within 
the District of Columbia. Since that time, the 
territory on the other side of the Potomac has 
been retroceded to the State of Virginia. Now, 
what right has Congress, without the consent of 
Virginia, to erect or repair any bridge across the 
Potomac? The western shore of that river is 
within the jurisdiction of Virginia. If so, the 
Congress of the United States has no jurisdiction 
over the subject, and we ought to have the consent 
of Virginia before we can touch it. I entertain 
views on this subject similar to those which were 
expressed the other day by the Senator from North 


Carolina. Ithink if ‘we do anything we ought to 
remove the present nuisance. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania has anticipated me on 
a point I intended to make, and itis a point which 
I think worthy of the consideration of the Senate. 
He has. stated correctly, that, at the time the ap- 
propriation was originally made for building this 
bridge, the jurisdiction of each end of it was with- 
in the District of Columbia: By alate act of Con- 
gress, one side of the river has lately been retro- 
ceded to the State of Virginia,and E think she has 
no claim upon: Congress to continue this. bridge, 
nor have we anything before us to show that, as & 
State, shedesiresit.. But, aside from that, I think 
the appropriation proposed by the honorable gen- 
tleman-who is chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia [Mr. Sxsexps] would. be so 
much money. wasted. [do not believe that the 
Long Bridge, so called, can ever be made a perma- 
nentand ‘safe crossing point." But even admitting 
that in this I am incorrect, which Ido not believe, 
there is one point in this. District—one city in this 
District—one portion óf the population of this 
District, which has been seriously injured’ by the 
erection and maintenance of this bridge. They 
have no representative here to speak for them; 
hence it is proper that those who understand the 
facts connected with this matter should present 
them to the Senate; and I was greatly in hopes 
that the honorable Senator from Virginia, (Mr. 
Mason,] when he was up, would have gone on 
and stated the grievances that Georgetown, which 
lies entirely within the limits of the District, has 
suffered, and is suffering. ‘The people of George- 
town have, from time'to time, complained of that 
structure as an interference with their commerce, 
and as interfering with the health, of their city; 
and they have asked Congress repeatedly, in the 
most respectful manner, to afford them some re- 
lief from these grievances—in short, to remove 
this nuisance. ‘But Congress, thus far, has been 
deaf to their appeals. Latterly, by the act of 
God, a portion of the Long Bridge has been swept 
away; and it is to be regretted that the whole was 
not taken. f 

Mr. BADGER. I agree with you. po 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ithink the amendment offered 
by the honorable Senator from North Carolina is 
right. T would rather vote to appropriate $16,000 
to remove what is left of the old structure than to 
appropriate $16,000 to repair it; for the reason, in 
the first place, that it is not now the sole property 
of the United States—it is the property in part of 
Virginia; and inthe next place, if it were the prop- 
erty of the United States, and its improvement 
practicable, it would be an injury instead of a 
benefit in a public point of view. f 

I have no wish to consume the time of the Sen- 
ate in discussing the question; and I know the ne- 
cessity for passing on and disposing of the amend- 
ments; but I must'ask the Senate to hear reäd the 
proceedings of a public meeting held lately in 
Georgetown on_ this subject.” I think they. will 
explain the whole matter better ‘than any speech 
I can make. Be athe Ck ea 

The Secretary accordingly ‘read the following: 


“Posric MEETING at Grorerrown.—At a general 
meeting of the citizens of Georgetown, called by the Mayor, 
by direction of the corporation, at Forrest Hall, on Thurs- 
day evening, the 8th of June, 1852, the Mayor was called 
to the chair, and Jobn Dickson, Esg., appointed secretary. 

t The Mayor then explained the object of the meeting ; 
whereupon Recorder Ould moved that a committee of three 
persons be appointed by the chair to report resolutions for 
the consideration of the meeting. 

“The chair appointed Robert Ould, David English, and 
Judson Mitchell, Esqrs., said committee, who soon after 
reported the following preamble and resolutions, viz : 

< Whereas, the people of Georgetown have been griev~ 
ously injured, for the long period of forty-five years, by the 
erection of the Potomac Bridge below the harbor of the 
town, and against which we originally, and have ever since, 
protested, and do now protest; and as its continuance 
must ever have a disastrous effect upon our fortunes, there- 
fore, be it 

“ Resolved by the peopleof Georgetown in general meet- 
ing assembled, That it becomes our duty to, and we accord- 
ingly do, make a united and earnest appeal to the justice of 
Congress, under whose exclusive jurisdiction we have 
been placed by the Constitution of the United States, to 
protect us from the oppression and annoyance of this enor- 
mous injury. ` 

“ Resolved, That we are persuaded that such an obstruc- 
tion to the commerce of this. town, as is occasioned by said 
bridge, would not be tolerated in one of. the States of this 
Union, or permitted to embarrass one of the seats of its 
commerce ; and feeling that we are entitled to such rights 
as belong in common to the American people, we protest 
against the longer continuance of this unnecessary struc- 
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ture and pal 
abatement. ae 
& Resolved, That experience elsewhere has long since. 


pable nuisance, and implore of Congress its 


demonstrated the sufficiency of steam ferry-beats to furnish ` 


the necessary facilities, under the samc. cireunistances 
which exist at Washington; and we feel assured that the 


steamboats which now ply between that ‘city and Alexan- - 


dria afford a safe and more expeditious means-of travel than 

is furnished by the said bridge, and that the bridge, for such 
urpose, has already been measurably superseded by said 
oats. 

“ Resolved, That we entertain no unkind or unneighborly 
feelings towards Washington, but, on the contrary, would 
be happy to see Congress continue to nurture it, and to. make 
the most liberal appropriations to promote its trade, and 
give it such embellishments as are worthy the capital of a 
great and prosperous people. ` 

“ Resolved, That, in protesting against said bridge; we 
only ask of Congress simple justice—a permission to enjoy, 
without molestation or hindrance, the advantages which 
nature has given ‘us. : 

“ Resolved; That we respectfully and earnestly call the 
attention of Congress to some point on the Potomac above 
our. town, as the proper situation for the location of a bridge ; 
which, while it would inflict no injury upon the rights of 
any individual or community, would afford facility for 
crossing the river, not only to the District and its neighbor- 
hood, but also to the great traveling public of the United 
States,in connection with the lines of our northern and 
southern railroads. ates 

“After debate upon a number of propositions to make 
verbal and unessential amendments to the resolutions, none- 
of which were carried, the question was taken upon the 
preamble and resdlutions as originally reported, and they 
were adopted with two dissenting voices. : 

* Colonel Willet moved ‘that a copy of the resolutions 
be, as soon as practicable, presented to both Houses of 
Congress; which motion was unanimously adopted. 

< And then the meeting adjourned. i 

“HENRY: ADDISON, Chairman, 

e Joun DICKSON, Secretary.” ; 


Mr. SHIELDS. Itis urged asan objection to 
‘the repair of this bridge, that it is now partly in 
Virginia. In regard to that I would say, that the 
Government purchased out the old bridge com- 
pany, known, I believe, as the ‘t Washington 


Bridge Company,” and the Government erected a. 


bridge, and have continued, asit were, the charter 
that was given to the bridge company. I do not 
‘know. but that that fact may remove the objection. 
A perpetual charter, I believe, was given to the 
company while both shores were within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The Government purchased it 
out, and erected a bridge, continuing the condi- 
tions. 

The contest between Washington and George- 
town has nothing to do with this matter. 
that a bridge should be erected at Georgetown, and 
1 hope that we shall be able to determine that one 
great bridge can be erected there, above naviga- 
tion, that will answer all the. purposes. But I 
have said, and say again, that all engineers concur, 
that until we erect another bridge, it will be ad- 
vantageous to keep open this means of communi- 
cation; and that if the people of Georgetown con- 
sult their own interests, they will prefer to, have 
this bridge. temporarily repaired until a new one 
be erected. If gentlemen wish to sweep away all 
communication between the District and Virginia, 
let them do it. For me, Ido not care particularly 
about it. . 

Mr. BRADBURY.. I.regard the amendment 
of the Senator from, North Carolina as one of very 
considerable importance. It proposes, instead of 
repairing the. present bridge, to make an appropri- 
ation to remove the large portion of it which re- 
mains. Now, in the first place, it has been well 
stated that there is a necessity to keep open the 
communication across the river, and that this can 
be done at a moderate expense, by repairing, tem- 
porarily, the old bridge. It is no little affair to 
undertake the removal of thelong causeway, consti- 
tuting some two thousand feet of solid work; and 
$20,000, or $40,000, will not be sufficient for that 


purpose. i : 
It is worthy of being recollected, that before the 


site for this bridge was determined in 1832, under | 


the administration of General Jackson, the most 
careful examination was. made of all the various 
sites to ascertain the best location, and after this 
examination, the site of the present bridge was 
selected as, on the whole, the best. I believe that 
if to-day a reéxamination were to be had, the same 
gite would be very likely to be again determined. 
upon. i 

Pany effects have been attributed to the cause- 
way which have not resulted from it. It has been 
charged as the cause of the diminution of the com- 
merce of Georgetown, but other causes have co- 
operated to diminish that commerce, as will be 
seen by referring to the diminution of the com- 
merce of the neighboring city of Alexandria, that 


I prefer | 


| 


is not-within the influence of the bridge. It has 
also been tharged as causing a portion of this city 
‘to be unhealthy. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia bestowed some time upon the inves- 
tigation. of that subject; and there was no incon- 
siderable testimony submitted to them, tending to 
show that such was not the fact.. The committee 
were engaged for several days ın an investigation 
connected with the subject of this bridge, and the 
other sites proposed for anew one. They visited 
and examined the old bridge, and all the proposed 
sites for the new bridge, going up the river four 
or five miles above Georgetown. They found that 
there were difficulties to be overcome in erecting 
a bridge at any of the other points; and my own 
judgment was, that there was no spot where a 
bridge could be erected that could be found con- 
venient, and meet the wants of the public, except- 
ing atthe old site, or at Mason’s Island, below 
Georgetown. ` of 
Now, sir, I will ask if the Senate, after the ap- 
propriate committee have investigated the subject, 
will undertake, without any examination of this 
important and difficult matter, to determine the 
whole question in the dark, against the opinion 
of the committee, and commence the renewal of a 
structure that was placed in the river under the 
sanction of law. It appears to me that it is a 
question which ought to be carefully investigated, 
and that we should not start off upon mere im- 
pressions and suggestions. It is worthy of re- 
mark, that the authorities of the city of Washing- 
ton have passed resolutions unanimously asking 
the repair of the present bridge, insisting that 
they need the communication which it enables 
them even now, by a short ferry, to keep up. 
Gentlemen seem to suppose that if this struc- 
ture were to be removed, all difficulties would be 
overcome, and that there would then be deep 
water across the whole river at that point. This 
is a great mistake. If the structure be removed, 
it will not remove that difficulty. In 1818, as 
General Jones informed us, who was present at 


the time that examination was* made, there was | 


shoal water at that spot. The flats in the center 
of the river were then.coming out of the water, 
the river being about a mile wide. The difficulty 
is, that there is not water enough to cover the 
whole surface, and hence there must be shoals 
either in the center or near the shore on each side. 
The natural and necessary effect of the causeway 
in operation, is to cause deposits to be made in 
the center of the river, and they will ultimately 
bring that-center out of water, and thus form an 
island; and an examination will show, as I be- 
lieve, that such will be the ultimate result, whether 
the causeway shall be removed or not. 

If you remove the structure, those causes will 
still operate, though, probably, not so rapidly, and 
the deposits will ultimately make an island there. 
If the present structure be removed, you still have 
the shoal water. You cannot get deep water by 
removing this causeway, which is some two thou- 
sand feet of solid stone and earth embankment. 
We are also assured that if this causeway is 
removed it will be difficult, if not impossible, to 


| run a steam-ferry across the river at that point, 


because the water will be too shoal for a portion 


of the way. a 
These considerations lead me to hope the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Carolina to the 


‘amendment will be rejected, and that we shall 
make an appropriation for the repairs of the old | 


bridge; and when the project for removing the 


structure and erecting a new bridge shall be again | 
under consideration, there will be time to consider į 


fully the subject. We need not undertake that, 
until we have all the information. before us that 
experienced engineers can give. The Committee 
on the District of Columbia were several days 
investigating the subject. They were at, first 
impressed with the same ideas that several gentle- 


.men have suggested here; but they found that 


there were other facts which modified those ideas. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall vote against any 
appropriation to rebuild or repair this bridge, and 
ĮI shall do it upon this ground: The people of 
Georgetown have, to my knowledge, for fifteen or 
twenty years last past: been complaining of this 
obstruction, and as long as that bridge has been 
in passable condition, no movement has ever been 
made in this body, or in the other House, to relieve 
their difficulties; and if you put that bridge in pass- 
able order again, will it not remain fifteen or 


i 


| pension bridge there so as to allow space 


twenty, or 

touched ? j 
Mr. BADGER. It will remain without altera- 

tion until another flood breaks it away. : 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. j 


perhaps: fifty, “years. without being 


I think my friend from 
North Carolina has given the proper. answer. - Ar 
we put this bridge in passable order-it will con- 
tinue without any alteration. until another. flood 
breaks it away. Heaven has sent a flood which 
has removed a portion of the bridge; and you have 
been forced to act... Now it is proposed to put.it 
again in the condition in which it has been for.the 
last fifteen or twenty ‘years, ‘of which the people 
of Georgetown have always been complaining. If 
it is put in passable order, I fear. the subject will 
not be touched again: For this reason I shall 
vote against the amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, and for the amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina. I am willing that my friend 
from North Carolina should limit the appropria- 
tion, and instead of removing the brick and dirt 
embankment in the center of the structure, confine 
it for the present to the wood piling on each side, 
and allow us to think about the subject until the 
next session. But I am indifferent about. that, 
and shall vote for his amendment, whether he 


| limits it in that way or not. a 


Since this subject has been under consideration, 


| I have conversed with Mr. Ellet, the great ‘brid; 


builder in this country, upon the wire-suspe' 

lan. He made an estimate some years ago in 
regard to the money necessary to be expended to 
construct a wire-suspension bridge over the foun- 
dation of the bridge as it now stands, and he 
thought it. would take upwards of $300,000 to 
build a bridge there upon that principle. Accord- 
ing to his estimates it would take $60,000 to build 
the same kind of bridge across the aqueduct at 
Georgetown. My own opinion is that if you 


' build a wire-suspension bridge the proper site for 


it will be across Mason’s Island; because imme- 
diately west of the Observatory there is a very 
high embankment, and Mason’s Island is con- 
siderably elevated, and you can build a wire-sus- 
enough 
underneath for the masts of vessels going to 
Georgetown, Such a bridge will not interfere 
with the navigation of the river. But all that is a 
matter for future investigation and inquiry. 
you refuse temporarily to repair the present struc- 
ture, you should send your engineers out for the 
purpose of looking at the sites, making estimates, 
and determining what should be done. But my 
‘word for it, just so soon as you commente to 
repair the old structure, there will be no engineers 
sent out to look for a new site, and no estimate 
will be made for that purpose, and the matter will 
remain just as it has been for so many years. 
Mr. HUNTER. I rise to suggest that in re- 


| gard to this matter, it would perhaps be better to 


follow the suggestions of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, who have examined the sub- 
ject more than any other, and who are better ac- 
quainted with it. Even if the Senator from North 
Carolina be right in his amendment, I think it 
would be premature to adopt it until we have some 
more information about it.. I should, be very re- 
luctant to destroy the present means of commu- 
nication, imperfect as they are, between the Dis- 
trict and the Virginia shore. Iam certain that it 
will be felt as a serious loss, if we were to do it 
before some other bridge has been erected. If the 
Senate should refuse to make an appropriation for 
temporary repairs, I think we had better leave the 
structure as it now is. That would be better than 
making an appropriation to remove it, because 
what now exists is useful. If weshould refuse to 
give the amount of appropriation recommended by 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, (Mr. Surexps,] I hope the Senate will 


| not go the length of destroying the means of com- 


munication that now exist. 

Mr. PRATT. Ido not concur with the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky, [Mr. Unperwoop,] in be- 
lieving that Providence senta flood for the express 
purpose of carrying away the bridge; but, inas- 
much as the bridge has been providentially carried 
away, I am indisposed to put it up again. 

One or two considerations have been advanced, 
about which I wish to say a word. The first 
proposition is, that the erection. of the bridge has 
destroyed the trade of Georgetown, in consequence 
of the obstructions it has caused in the river. 
Now, I believe no one can deny the fact, that it 
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is so. Many years ago, I went to school in 
Georgetown, and, at that time, vessels of almost 
the largest class were enabled to ascend the river 
to that point, and load with cargoes for every part 
of the world.. At the present day, itis impossible 
for vessels of that class to get up there. George- 
town was then a place of considerable trade, but 
from some cause or other, that trade has been de- 
stroyed, and its inhabitants allege the erection of 
the bridge, and the conséquent obstructions to the 
navigation, to be the cause. I have no doubt that 
that is the fact. . mp 

In the next place, it is said that the erection of 
the bridge, with a permanent causeway of some- 
thing like two thousand yards, has had a ten- 
dency to produce disease. I am satisfied that that 
argument is correct. If a committee of the most 
learned and scientific. men in the District were to 
assemble and make a report to me that the expo- 
sure of some sixty or seventy acres of marsh mud 
to the atmosphere would not produce disease, I 
would not believe them. Every one knows that 
it will produce diséase in’ such a climate as this; 
and every one who knows anything of the local- 
ity, knows that some sixty or seventy acres are 
exposed, day after day, to the summer sun, and 
that disease must be the inevitable consequence. 
These are some of the reasons why I will vote 
with: the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
Baveerr] for the removal of this structure. The 
mere refusal to repair the bridge will not remove 
either of.these evils; there is a permanent struc- 
ture there which prevents the water from flowing 
freely, and it is desirable that that obstruction 
should be removed; but the mere refusal to repair 
it would leave that evil untouched, and at the 
same time deprive us of the advantage which the 
use of the bridge affords. Therefore, unless the | 
obstruction is to be removed altogether, there can | 
be no difficulty in determining whether we shall | 
assent to the proposition to repair; because that 
repair will but increase the evils complained of, | 
and the only way in which any good can be ef- 
fected. will be to agree to its entire removal. The 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Bapcer] is 
manifestly right in-desiring that that removal 
should take'place. My friend from Indiana {Mr. 
Brient] is wrong in be dea that Virginia has 
any rights relative to this bridge. The State of 
Maryland—when this District was ceded to the 
General Government—owned the Potomac river 
to low-water mark on the Virginia shore; and Vir- 
ginia, in consequence, has no legitimate jurisdiction 
over the river, or any part of it. The river, to low- 
water mark upon the Virginia shore, was under 
the jurisdiction of the State of Maryland, and 
therefore, when that State ceded to the United 
States that part of her territory included in the 
District, it ceded with it the Potomac river to the 
Virginia shore. 

Mr. PEARCE. Iwill only add to what has 
been said by my colleague, that, in 1839, Con- 
gress by law extended the boundaries of the city 
of Washington to the furthest extremity of the 
bridge, and gave the corporation of Washington 


jurisdiction over it; and the act of retrocession | I } 
|| causeway is too narrow, and the consequence is, 
I desire to make one remark | 


reserved all the rights of the corporation. 

Mr. BRIGHT. 
in reply to the honorable Senator from Maryland, 
{Mr. Prarr.] Admit that Maryland is the owner 
of the Potomac river, and has jurisdiction to the 
Virginia shore, I apprehend that the bridge, when 
extended, will reach the soil of Virginia. One 
end of this bridge must of necessity rest upon the 
soil of Virginia; and I apprehend that if it were 
an original proposition to locate a bridge, it could 
not be so located without the assent of Virginia, 
she being the owner of the fee. While, therefore, 


the State of Maryland may be the owner of the | 


river, and have jurisdiction over it, I apprehend 
that for all judicial purposes, both the States of 


Virginia and Maryland exercise jurisdiction, and | 


when one has so exercised it, it could be pleaded 
in bar to any action which might be brought by 
the other upon common-law principles. So that I 
am not mistaken in saying thatthe State of Virginia 
is the owner of the soil on which one end of the 
bridge stands, or on which any néw structure may 
be erected. 

T admit that my objection to the repair of this 
bridge is based mainly upon the consideration that 
it will be calculated to procrastinate the period 


j 


when another and more suitabie bridge shall be 
built at the right point. I think, Mr. President, 


1 


the time has come now when here, at the capital 
of the nation, the two great thoroughfares of the 
country—the North and the South—should be 
united by railroad communication. We now have 
a spaċe of about sixty miles between the termini 
of the eastern and southern: line of-road. 1 have 
in my hand a correspondence between the Mayor 
and Common. Council of Georgetown, and Mr. 
Ellet, an engineer of much reputation, showing 
that for $70,000 an iron bridge -suitable for all the 
ordinary travel of the country, can bé constructed, 


across the Potomac.at a point called the. ** Three | 


Rocks, or‘Sisters;” and that for $150,000 a bridge 
can be constructed sufficient to cross railroad- cars 
on one side; and the ordinary travel of the coun- 
try on the other: 5 ; 
Mr. SHIELDS. Will the Senator from Indi- 


ana allow me to say a single word? 

Mr. BRIGHT. Certainly. OA 

Mr. SHIELDS... Has Mr. Ellet said that he 
has examined these sites, and that that is his esti- 
mate? If that is so, should like to know it. I 
am told that ifa bridge of either kind named by 
the Senator from Indiana is to be erected, the 
granite foundations will cost $300,000. er 

A SENATOR. : At what point? i 

Mr. SHIELDS. Atthe point known as the 
‘¢ Three Sisters.” The estimate for the foundation 
alone will be $300,000. I would like to know if 
the amount named by the Senator from Indiana is 
the estimate made by that engineer?” ; 

Mr. BRIGHT. {will send the correspondence 
to the Secretary. It can be read, and wil'answer 
fully the inquiry of the Senator from Illinois, and 
in a manner not to be misunderstood. 

Several Senators. Oh, no; state the contents. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ido not wish to occupy the 
time of the Senate in reading these papers, if Sen- 
ators do not wish to hear them; but I will say to 
my friend from Illinois, [Mr. Surezps,] that Mr. 
Ellet does say that for the sum of $150,000 a 
bridge can be erected of sufficient capacity for the 
purposes I have named. 

Mr. PRATT. “I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Senator from Maryland, 
who is conversant with the facts, (having been at 
one time a resident in this vicinity,) says he has 
no doubt of it, nor have I heard any one doubt it 
who knows the locality and all the facts. I do 
not know that I have a very mathematical eye; 
I have looked over the ground, and, comparing 
this with other similar structures, I believe $150,000 
will put up a work that will answer the wants of 
the public, and be an honor to the District. - 

Mr. GEYER. It is admitted on all hands that 
this bridge is a nuisance, and dangerous and pre- 
judicial to the health of the people in both the 
cities in the District. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Not at all. 

Mr. GEYER. It is so, in consequence of the 
obstruction to the flow of water and the exposure 
of alarge deposit of mud, at low stages of the 
water in the river. There is also another objec- 
tion, which has not been adverted to by gentlemen 
who have addressed the Senate. When floods 
occur, the passage for the water at either end of the 


that a very considerable rise takes place above the 
bridge. I believe it has been several feet higher 
above the bridge than it has been below. 

Mr. BADGER. The difference was four feet 
during the last flood. 

Mr. GEYER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Banerr] informs me that the difference 
in the height of the water above and below the 
bridge last spring was four feet. The result is, 


| that the water thus banked up enters the ‘canal, 


and floods the whole of the little valley on the 
south side of the avenue. This is.a very serious 
evil, and may be of frequent occurrence. But it 
was not so much with a view to mention these 
facts that I rose to address the Senate. My prin- 
cipal object is to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact, that we are legislating here for people 
placed under disabilities by their position; and in 


‘that legislation we should take care that we do not 


injure them further than is necessary to subserve 
the public interests. 
which has proved injurious to the health of the 
inhabitants of both cities—the old and the new. 
Part of that nuisance has been swept away by a 
flood; and the question now before the Senate is 
not whether that nuisance should be continued 
permanently—for it is admitted by gentlemen 


We have erected a nuisance | 


who advocate this appropriation that, at no very 
distant day, it must be.removed—but whether it 
shall be continued for some time longer? 

Thén I submit to the Senate, that if this bridge 
is a nuisance; if it is a breach of our duty to con- 
tinue it there permanently, it is also a breach of 
duty to permit it to remain for one hour,- It should - 
be removed for that reason. It ought also to be 
removed on the principle. by which we provide 
for the removal of obstructions from. the harbor 
of Savannah, those obstructions having been 
placed there, it issaid, by the Government of the. 
United States. Exactly as those obstructions 
may have answered the.purposes of the Govern-- 
ment in case of, war, and for the purpose of pre- 
venting the approach of an enemy, we may look 
forward to.the probability that this nuisance may 
at some day promote the same object of the Gov- 
ernment; but would such.an argument be sufficient 
to induce Senators to maintain it there, when itis 
palpable that it is dangerous to the health of the 
present generation? ‘Ifitis maintained at all, it 
will be maintained for fifteen or twenty years, or 
until such time as the next flood comes, and car- 
ries away a portion of it; and the same arguments 
will be presented then as are presented now, for 
the purpose of retaining it temporarily. Task, 
have we a right to inflict an injury on the present 
generation? Have we a right to expose those who 
are our wards, and who have no power them- 
selves to act on the subject, to the evils which that 
bridge causes? I place-this matter on the ground 
of justice, and affirm that there is an obligation on 
the part of the Government of the United States 
to remove that structure, as -they have placed it 
there. Ishall support, then—as the utility of the 
bridge is by no means correspondent to its. evils— 
the proposition of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina for the immediate removal of the remains of - 
the bridge, as I am firmly convinced that its re- 
tention will prove most injurious to the health of 
the present generation. 

Mr. HUNTER. T have no wish or design to 
protract this discussion, but I do not admit.that 
this is a nuisance. lam not satisfied that it is; 
if I were, I would vote for removing it; but I think 
that we ought to take more time to consider this 
question. I rise, not for the purpose of makin 
any remarks: on the subject, but ‘simply to as 
that we may ‘havea vote. The hour that we have 
expended ‘in debating this question, is worth more 
to the country than the $12,000 which it is pro- . 
posed to appropriate. . E 

“Mr. PRATT. [ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. à 

Mr. SEWARD. Beforethe question is taken, 
I wish to say one word for the purpose of justify- 
ing any apparent inconsistency in my votes. I do 
not know whether this question was taken by yeas 
and nays when a similar proposition was made 
in the deficiency bill; but if it was I voted against 
the proposition which I shall now sustain. » In- 
doing so I must say that I change my vote because 
Iam satisfied with the arguments which I have 
heard, that this bridge isa serious injury to the 
health and prosperity of the city of Georgetown, 
and unnecessary, in its present condition, to the 
interests of the people-here. 

Mr. MANGUM. Ihave listened with a good 
deal of attention to gentlemen who evince a vast 
amount of laudable sensibility in. regard to the 
health of the people of the District; but so far as 


| Iam informed, the people of Washington almost 


with perfect unanimity desire the repair of this 
bridge. . 

Another argument which is adduced by gentle- 
men is, that Congress will not do its duty in regard 
to the future, if this bridge is not temporarily re- 


| paired.. Perhaps gentlemen understand Congress 


better than I do.- If that is so, perhaps they had 
better go to work and demolish all the bridges, in 
order that we may get newones. Mr. President; 
fam in favor of creating a new structure in place 
of the old bridge. {will vote for an appropriation 
any däy for that purpose. But at the same time, 
the temporary convenience not only of the people 
of Virginia, but also of the people of the city, 
requires, in my judgment, that the bridge should 
be repaired. ‘The amount of cost is very small; 
and if it is intended to erect a new bridge, the 
temporary repair of the old one will facilitate op- 


| erations. But if Congress is only to be thus 


driven by the extremest necessity in this mode, I 


must imagine that gentlemen understand Congress 
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ae 


much better than I do. 
propriation. . 
Mr. BADGER. One word: in reply to the ob- 
servations of my colleague. He says my propo- 
sition is supported on the idea that Congress will 
not do its duty, and intimates that perhaps we 
may understand Congress better than hedoes. I 
appeal to my colleague if this very case does not 
prove that Congress will not do its duty while that: 
ridge stands? For'the last ten years it has been 
as apparent as it is now, that it is a nuisance. It 
is not only apparent that itis an obstruction. to the 


I shall vote for the ap- 


navigation of the river, but that it is creating a. 


permanent nuisance both to the city of Washing- 
ton and that of Georgetown; and yet no move: 
ment has been made to take it down, and erect a 
new one, 
tion, on the part of Congress, to get rid of this 
old bridge, and pùt upa new one, until the disas- 
ter to it by the late flood. 

One word, now, with regard to the people who 
are interested in this‘bridge. ‘The people on the 
Virginia shore, below Alexandria, usually come 
up the river by the boats. They do not drive up 
from Alexandria to the other.end of the Long 
Bridge, for the purpose of passing over it; and the 
people above Georgetown cross there. If I un- 


derstand the matter correctly, therefore, there are | 


only some two or three farms lying between 
Georgetown and Alexandria who are interested 
in this matter. 

Mr. HUNTER. |: Will the Senator from North 
Carolina allow me to correct him as to a matter of 
fact? 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly. I shall be very 
glad to do so. ` 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand there is a ferry 
now at the breach made in the bridge, and that it 
is very convenient to people passing, and the loss 
of it would be greatly felt. 

` Mr. BADGER. l am‘glad to hear it. Nothing 
will be more ewsy when the causeway is removed 
than to extend the ferry across, the river. ' 

Mr. BRADBURY. ` That cannot be done, be- 
cause there is shoal water there. 

Mr. BADGER. ‘And it will be still more so if 
you keep the bridge there. 

Mr. MANGUM. I will answer the inquiry of 
my colleague. I am of the opinion that Congress 
does a vast deal more than its duty in the way of 
talking. Sir, by way of evincing my sincerity 
upon this occasion, if any gentleman will take the 
trouble of preparing an amendment, 1 will vote 
for an appropriation of $100,000 in this bill, to be 
put under the direction of the President, with the 
assistance ‘of the best engineers, for- the purpose 
of constructing a bridge that will be respectable, 
durable, and: every way appropriate for this place; 
but at the same time I also desire to vote for tem- 
porary repairs to the present bridge. Every gen- 
tleman who has gone to market must have be- 
come acquainted with the enhancement of the 
price of provisions, occasioned by the want of a 
proper communication withthe Virginia shore. 
As far as: I am informed, I think the entire pòpu- 
lation of the city desire the temporary reconstruc- 
tion of this bridge. As to Georgetown, I have a 
very great respect for her rights; but T have no 
respect for these little collisions, arising out of the 
desire to havea bridge; one end of which is to be 
in Georgetown instead of in Washington. I 
would be regulated upon that matter by the intelli- 
gence and reports of able engineers under the 
President, considering all the interests of the Dis- 
trict. I say again, if any gentleman ‘will make 
the proposition, I will vote for $100,000 for the 
construction of a new bridge, but at the same time 
I desire to see the present one temporarily -re- 
paired. ; A 

Mr. BRIGHT. Theconsiderations that are to 
govern the vote of Senators Sie to be narrowed 
down.to the single point that the price of market- 
ing will-be cheapened in this city, with a popula- 
tion of about 40,000, by the repair of this bridge. 

Mr. MANGUM. Notatall. . There are other 
objections which are not mentioned. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, Senators seem 


to forget that Georgetown isas. much within the 


limits of this District as Washington: city, and 
that Congress is the only legislative tribunal her 
citizens can ‘appeal to for thé protection of their 
political rights. Georgetown, with her popula- 
tion of eight or ten thousand inhabitants, repre- 
sents, in the most imposing form, (as appears 


We have never heard of any disposi-. 


from the proceedings of a public meeting, read at 
your desk this morning,) that for years ‘she has 


. Suffered great inconvenience and injury. frovii the 


erection and maintenance of this bridge; that her 
commerce has been cut off, the health of the city 
injured—two facts admitted by all who are in- 
formed on this subject—and asks you to abate 
this nuisance, instead of appropriating money to 
continue it. ï ; : ae 
‘This petition is met with an opposition on the 


part of honorable Senators, based on the ground | 
‘that a bridge at this point is necessary for the con- 
‘venience of the traveling public; and particularly 
-is it desirable on account of the increased price 


charged for marketing in Washington when this 


bridge is not passable—thus setting up the paltry | 


consideration: of low prices toa population of forty 
thousand in Washington, against the commerce, 
trade, and health of a city containing eight or’ten 
thousand inhabitants. This is, in my judgment, 
an unjust and an illiberal view of this question, 
and one that will do no credit to Congress. The 
public convenience does not require the repair of 
this structure. Every necessary facility for travel 
from this to the Virginia shore, in the direction of 
Alexandria, is afforded by the steam-packets that 
ply between this city and that point: Perhaps a 
few persons, who live between Here and Alexan- 
dria, would be subjected to some inconvenience 
by the removal of this bridge; but they are few 
compared to the entire population of old George- 
town. She has a kid of proscriptive right to be 
regarded and treated as a part of the city of Wash- 
ington, and not to be treated and legisiated for as 
an alien and stranger. I hope the Long Bridge may 
be left to the mercy of the storms, and that Con- 
gress will make provision for an iron bridge higher 
up the stream, and not waste more money on this 
old dilapidated structure. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I desire to state a fact—not to 
make a speech. I do not care how the vote goes, 
but I wish to do justice to myself and to the Dis- 
trict. If you remove this bridge, you cannot run 
a ferry-boat, When gentlemen are speaking of 
this thing, they ought to know a little about the 
facts, for I find that they are at a great discount. 
I will merely mention—not that there will be any 
respect paid to it, of course—that if you will re- 
move the bridge, you will not be able to cross the 
river, except at high water, with a ferry-boat, and 
thus you will cut off all communication with the 
Virginia shore. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I will state another fact. 
The bridge was placed in its present location be- 
cause the flats were there before it was located. 
Gentlemen seem to suppose that there is water 
enough to spread over the whole surface of the 
river, a mile wide, and that by removing the 
bridge they will have deep water over the whole 
surface. They should understand that the remo- 
val of the bridge will not remove the flats. They 
were there before, and are only brought out a little 
more prominently, and will ultimately make an 
island there. In 1818, General Jones, who was 
with the committee in the examination of the va- 
rious sites for a bridge, stated that there were flats 
there on which grass was growing. 

Now, the bridge may operate in some slight de- 
gree to increase the deposit there, but if you re- 
move the causeway, the accumulation will still go 
on, because there is not water enough to spread 
over the whole surface, and being shoal will still 
be slack in that part of theriver. Originally, the 
flats might have varied somewhat in location, but 
the removal of the structure will not remove the 
difficulty. The only remedy is to bring those 
flats out of the water high enough to make dry 
land of them, leaving the two channels near the 
shores of the river as they now are. 
of the cost of doing this could enable us to deter- 
mine whether it would cost more than the rémoval 
of the causeway. 

The honorable Senator from Indiana seems to 
suppose that the health of the peopleof Georgetown 
is greatly affected by this bridge. Thatis certainly 
something new. If he willlook atthe petitions pre- 
sented, he will find that that consideration was not 


very much relied upon before the committee as a | 


cause of complaint. The great complaint is the 


obstruction to the comméfce of the port, arising | 


from the inconvenience of passing the draws of the 
bridge, and the filling up oftheriver, They attribute 
the decline of their commerce to these causes alone. 
But it is only necessary to look at the commerce of 


An estimate | 


Alexandria, as an ‘illustration that: other. causes: 
must have produced a part of it.’ Now; shall we 
undertake to remove this stricture without any 6 
timate of the cost? me es pagent seen 
Mr. BRIGHT. If the statement I made be not 
as the resolutions of the city of Georgeto: 
alse. E By 
Mr. BRADBURY. I cdi only’say that such 
facts were not prominently urged before the Com- 
mittee on the District‘of Columbia when they had 
the subject under consideration. But will we, upon 
an appropriation bill almost at the last hour of the 
‘session, undertake to decide such a question as is 
now presented? It appears to-me, that before we 
make the decision to appropriate large suris ‘for. 
such an object, or for new structures, elsewhere, 
we ought to have more evidence—we ought to con- . 
sider it with all the facts before us, rather than in 
the haste with which we must decide at this time. ` 
‘The question on Mr. BapeERr™s amendment to 
the amendment was taken by yeas and nays, and 
resulted—~yeas 23, nays 27; as follows: : 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Borland, Bright, 
Brodhead, Brooke, Dawson, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Jones 
of ‘Tennessee, Meriwether, Morton, Pratt, Seward, Smith; 
Spruance, Suinner, Underwood, Upham, and Wade~-23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bradbury, Cass, Charl: 
ton, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of. 
Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Downs, Feich, Gwin; Hamlin, 
Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Pearce, Rusk, 
Shields, Soulé, Walker, and Weller—27. eee ais 


So the amendment to’ the amendment was reject- 
ed. : 


Mr. SHIELDS. T move'to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out © 18,’’ and inserting“ 12,” 
and inserting the word ‘* temporary”? before. “re- 
pairs,” so as to make the appropriation for the 
temporary repairs of the Potomac bridge, $12,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to. nee 


Mr. BADGER. I hope, if the Senate will not, 
vote for removing the obstruction, because they 
are not yet prepared to determine whether it. is a 
nuisance, they will at least appropriate no money 
to patch itup. {ask for the yeas and nays upon 
the amendment of the committee, “ 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bradbury, Chase, Clarke,Cooper, Davis, 
De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Gwin, Hunter, King, 
Mangum, Mason, Pearce, Rusk, Shiclds, Soulé, Sumner, 
and Weller-—19. - ae 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bor- 
land, Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, Cass, Charlton, Dawson, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Félch, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, James, 
Jones of Tennessee, Meriwether, Morton, Pratt, Seward, 
Smith, Spruance, Underwood, Wade, and Walker—28." <" 

So the amendment was rejected. _ f 
_ The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert: ; 

“For compensation of four draw-kcepers, and for fuel 
and oil for the lamps of the Potomac bridge, $2,752.” 


Mr. SHIELDS. I suppose that may as well 
go with the previous amendments. There is no 
use of keeping the draw-keepers, as the bridge is 
not to be repaired. ane 

The amendment was not agreed to. : : 

After the decision of the Chair. that the amend- 
ment was rejected, © p RUBY 

Mr. BROOKE said: I have been informed that 
the draw-keepers are as. necessary now as before 
apart of the bridge was washed away, and that 
it is necessary to keep the lights there, 

The PRESIDENT. The question will come 
up again when the bill shall have been reported to 
the Senate. ' 

The next amendment of the ‘committee was to 
strike out of the clause providing for the repairs 
of the two bridges over the Eastern Branch of the 
Potomac, the words: f 

“And that the bridges across the Potomac and the Eastern 
Branch thereof, be surrendered to the authorities of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.”” 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would suggest to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance, that the object 
of this provision is to give the jurisdiction over the 
bridges to the authorities, for the purpose of their 
better protection. 1 believe there areno corporate 
authorities of the District. pe 

Mr. HUNTER. J give it up to the Senator, 
who has examined the subject. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I therefore move to insert 
‘Washington’? instead of ** the’District of Col- 
umbia.’” The object, E understand, was to give 
the bridges some protection and prevent them be- 


ing injured by idle and malicious persons. 


& 
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Mr. PRATT. I hope: the amendment of the 
committee will beagreed to. 
by the Senate, that the bridges across the-Eastern 
Branch of the Potomac, which connect the State of 
Maryland with the Districtof Columbia—or rather 
thetwo parts of the District together, because the 
other’side is in the District of Columbia too—and 
which afford the people of Maryland the only oppor- 
tunity they have of crossing for the purpose of mar- 
keting in the District, and the only access, indeed, 
to the District—were bought hy the Government of 
the United States, and made free bridges. Now, 
if the jurisdiction over them should be transferred 
to the corporate authorities of Washington city, 
they might propose to raise a revenue from them. 
They might propose to reéstablish tolls upon them. 
They would have the power to do so, and there- 
fore, the great object which. the Federal Govern- 
ment had in view by connecting the two parts of 
the District together so that the people of one part 
would not be charged for going to the other part, 
would be annulled entirely. The advantages de- 
rived from large expenditures of money would be 
lost if the jurisdiction were transferred to the cor- 
porateauthority of Washington city; for they might 
make them a source of revenue by reéstablishing 
the tolls. The bridges are kept in a very good 
condition, they are in excellent repair, and the 
people in the one part of the District are able to 
go from one side to the other without any cost to 
‘themselves. sy 

Mr. MANGUM. Iwill suggest to the Senator 
from Illinois to add to his amendment, “ and still 
to continue and remain free bridges.” 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was in 
the following clause: 

“ For salaries and incidental expenses of the Commis- 
sion appointed under the act of March 3, 1851, for settling 
land claims in California, $50,000; Provided, That said 
Board be authorized to appoint and employ one secretary 
and two clerks, in lieu of the number provided for in the 
above recited act;’” 

—to strike out “two,” and insert “three,” and 
add to the clause the following: 

Whose annual compensation shall be $2,500, 


Mr. HUNTER. There were formerly five 
clerks, who. were allowed each $1,500 as a com- 
pensation, whichwas not sufficient. It is proposed 
to reduce the number of clerks, and have three at 
a compensation of $2,500 each. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment increases 
the number. 

Mr. HUNTER. I mean the existing law pro- 
vides for five. The House of Representatives 
struck it down to two. The Committee on Fi- 
nance propose to have three, whose salaries shall 
be $2,500. 

The PRESIDENT. 
each clerk $2,500? 

Mr. HUNTER. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT. Then it will be necessary 
to add “each ” after ** $2,500,” otherwise the 
gross amount will be divided among the three. 

Mr. HUNTER. I moveto amend the amend- 
ment by inserting “each ” after ‘ $2,500.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
the clause— 


Is the proposition to give 


“ To supply the deficiency in the fund for the relief of | 


sick and disabled seamen, $100,000; 


—to insert ‘two,’ instead of ‘‘one,’’ so as to 
make the appropriation $200,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. This was the sum estimated 
for, and usually appropriated. The Department 
stated that it was necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the clause making an appropriation 
to enable the Clerk of the House of Representa- 
tives to deliver to each member such books as he 
was entitled to under a resolution of the House, 
the following: 

4: Provided, That report shall be made in detail at the 
commencement of the next session of Congress, of the mode 


and manner of purchase of these books, and whence they 
were obtained. ”? 


Mr. ADAMS. I hope the Senate will not agree 
to that amendment. [t proposes to strike out a 
provision adopted by the House of Representa- 
tives to regulate their own officers, which only 


It will be recollected | 


requires that the Clerk, who purchases the books; 
shall render an account of how he came by them, 
and what he gave.for them. If any man.has an 
objection to that, I do not see.what it can be. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The committee Yecommend 
the striking out of the proviso, for the reason that 
it is the first time, in the history of the Govern- 
ment, that ever such an imputation hasbeen thrown 
upon an officer of the other House, and upon be- 
ing advised that it had been inadvertently placed 
there. 1 hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. - Ido not think that this proviso 
was put in inadvertently. It is a restriction that 
the House have imposed, themselves, upon their’ 
own officers, for furnishing their own. members 
with books. .To.show that it was not inadvertent,” 
T think, if the public papers may be relied upon, 
there was a provision mooted at one time in the 
House, not very long ago, to prevent the very 
thing aimed at in this proviso, by which the Clerk, | 
where he furnished a member with the books pro- 
vided for by the clause which contains this pro- 
viso, should be ohiged to stamp his name in some 
enduring and ineffaceable manner upon each book, 
so that it might be known that it was one that had 
been furnished by the House, under the law, and 
might not be brought into the market again to be 
the subject of speculation, without the House 
knowing it. Now, the House know themselves 
and their offivers a great deal better than we do, 
and if they have thought that this sort of self-de- 
nying ordinance was necessary for the proper ad- 
ministration of the book fund, I do not think itj 
becomes ns to tell them that. they do not need it, 
and I therefore hope we will let it remain in the 
bill, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. There is another reason j 
why the proviso ought to be retained. Since we 
have been in the habit of distributing books among 
ourselves, and paying for them out of the public | 
Treasury, there has been a charge of this sort | 
madeagainst Senators and Representatives too 

A Sewaror. Senators? i 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes, sir; Senators and 
Representatives too—that they have received the 
books sometimes, and sold them, and pocketed the 
money, and thus indirectly obtained money of 
the Treasury to swell their emoluments—selling 
those books instead of using them or giving them 
to libraries. I want the source whence they are 
obtained accounted for, to show that no disgraceful 
transaction of that sort falls either upon members 
of the Senate, or of the House. If you require a 
statement as to the manner in which the books are 
obtained, it will show that we are not guilty of 
the things that.have been imputed. I hope, there- 
fore, that the proviso will be retained. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the amendment of the 
committee will obtain the sanction of the Senate, 
and that the proviso will be stricken out, not be- 
cause | am opposed to its object, but because it is 
perfectly competent for the House of Representa- 
tives to accomplish it by a rule or order of their 
own. It is now introducing into the joint legisla- 
tion of Congress a subject in regard to which the 
House has power to regulate its own rules and 
officers. The next thing will be a proposition 
from the House that our officers shall make re- ; 
ports under law, and not under a rule of the Sen- 
ate, which if we could well resist, after having 
given our consent to this joint resolution in regard 
to them, I am ata loss to know upon what ground 
it would be done. I think we had better stop the 
business at the beginning. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I take the same view of the 
subject as the Senator from North Carolina. It 
is attaching too much consequence to a thing of 
this kind to give it the forms of solemn legislation, 
when the House can by a simple rule regulate the 
evil at any time without the aid and coöperation of 
the Senate. For that reason the Committee on Fi- 
nance unanimously, I believe, recommended the 
striking out of the proviso. 

Mr. BORLAND. I desire to state why I shall 
vote against the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance. The House of Repre- 
sentatives have sent us a bill in which, for reasons 
sufficient for themselves, they have prescribed a 
check for the government of their own officers, 
and they simply ask us to permit them, by the 
terms of the law, to control the action of those offi- 
cers. If the Senate were to adopt such a provis- 
ion in a bill with regard to their officers and send 
it to the House, I apprehend we should think it 


strange if the House were to interfere with it and 
undertake to prevent our placing this check upon 
them.. I do not know anything about the object 


| which the House had in view, or the motives 


which actuated them. I simply find that they have 
deliberately put in this appropriation bill a check 
upon the action of their administrative officers, 
and'I do not feel at liberty to thwart them in their 
purpose, whatever may be the object desired. -It 
is competent for them to do it, and I shall sustain 
their action. i 
-The amendment. was not agreed to. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I now move to strike 
out the whole clause making an allowance for the 
purchase of the books, to test the sense: of the 
Senate upon the subject. 

“The PRESIDENT. That will not be in order 
until all the amendments of the committee have 
been gone through with. It will then be in order 
to move to amend any portion of the bill. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert the words in italiés in the following clause, 
which had been left: blank. by the House of Rep- 
resentatives: ’ ' 

“ For establishing the branch of the United States Mint 
at Sah Francisco, California, in accordance with the pro- 


visions of the law approved the third day of July, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-two, the sum of $300,000.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was in 
the second section of the bill, which relates to the 
compensation of the clerks and others, to add after 
the words ‘all whose annual compensation does 
not exceed $1,200, shall, in addition thereto, be al- 
lowed an increased compensation of twenty per 
cent., ”? the words: 

« All whose annual compensation exceeds $1,200, and is 
less than $2,000, shall receive an increased compensation 
of ten per cent., and those whose salaries exceed $2,000 
shall receive an additional compensation of five per cent.” 

Mr. SHIELDS. The same necessity that ex- 
ists for an increase of salary in the Departments 
exists in relation to the arsenals and navy-yards. 
I will ask whether it is competent to extend the 
provision to them? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly; the Senator 
can move to amend the amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Then | move to insert in the 
beginning of the section after the words ‘‘ exec- 
utive and legislative departments of the Govern- 
ment”’ 

The PRESIDENT. That will not be in order 
now, because- the amendment of the committee is 
in another part of the section. ‘ ` 

Mr. HUNTER. There was an inadvertency 
in drawing up this amendment. It provides that 
“ those whose salaries exceed $2,000 shall receive 
an additional compensation of five per cent.;”? but 
there is no provision for those whose salaries are 
$2,000. I move to amend the amendment by in- 
serting *‘amount to or,” between ‘* salaries” and 
“ exceed.’”’ ; Fa f 

The amendment was agreed to; and the amend- 
ment as amended was. agreed. to. . 


The next.amendment of the committee was to 
insert the words in italics in the following clause 
of the same section: 

“ Provided, That this section shall not extend to more 
than one salary of any person receiving a salary for dis- 
charging the duties of more than one office at the same 
time. 

Mr. HUNTER. There are some persons who 
receive salaries as clerks and have additional sala- 
ries as superintendents of public buildings. 

It was thought by the committee that they were 
as much entitled to the increase on one salary as 
any of the others, but not on both. The propo- 
sition is to give. the increase on one salary, and 
not on the other. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move to postpone the further 
consideration of the bill until to-morrow, for the 
purpose of taking up the river and harbor bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I move to take up for 
consideration the resolution which I submitted the 
other day, providing for a recess from four to 
seven o’clock each day. . I perceived very clearly 
that unless we pass this resolution to give gentle- 
men an opportunity to discuss the various sub- 
jects which are to be submitted for our considera- 
tion, in relation, even, to the civil and diplomatic 


1852. 


s 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


appropriation bill, not to speak of the other ap- 
propriation bills, that we shall not be able to get 
the river and harbor bill through this body in time 
to receive the favorable action of the House of 
Representatives, where it must go if the amend- 
ments which have been adopted in committee be 
not stricken out in the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I. am anxious for the 
adoption of the resolution, in order that we may 
have some time left us for the consideration and 
passage of the homestead. bill, in which my con- 
stituents and myself take a great interest, because 
of the innumerable-blessings which the enactment 
of such a law will bring to the hearth-stones of 
the thousands of the landless, but honest, citizens 
of my State, and to the hundreds of thousands 
who, in consequence of its passage, will emigrate 
to Iowa and other western States. I desire to seé 
this homestead bill taken up and passed into a 
law, not only because I have been instructed by 
the Legislature of my State to vote for and sup- 
port it, but because, being myself a native of the 
Northwest, and one who has reaped the benefits 
of the preémption and. settlers’ laws, I can sym- 
pathize with, and feel. for, the deprivatiéns and 
toils of those who have already settled, or may 
become settlers, upon the public domain which 
God has intended for the benefit of his creatures, 
for habitation and cultivation, and not for the 
benefit of the landlord and heartless speculator. 

Another consideration which prompts me to pro- 
pose longer sittings of the Senate, at this lateday, 


is the hope which I still entertain that we may be [| 
enabled to do something to secure grants of lands | 


for the numerous railroads which have been pro- 
jected in our western States, and in some of which 
my constituents feel intense anxiety, and for which 
they and I, and my colleagues, and others, have 
labored constantly for the last four years. This 
act of simple justice to lowa, Arkansas, and other 
western and southern States, may yet be done—if 
not in the passage of railroad bills, by such amend- 
ments to Bennett’s bill, or the lunatic asylum bill, 
which have passed the House of Representatives, 
and which now lie upon the table here, contain- 
ing, in my opinion, very objectionable and defect- 
ive provisions, but which their friends feel the 
utmost confidence in seeing passed into laws, even 
in the crude and objectionable shape in which 
they now are framed. I have upon the table an 
amendment, which I propose to offer when the 
Bennett bill comes up, making provision for the 
grant of lands for the construction of railroads in 
the West, Southwest, and South, and which I 
also intend to amend, if I can, so as to provide 
that none but actual settlers shall have the. priv- 
ilege of purchasing lands with the land serip 


which it is proposed to issue to the old States, |: 


among whom our western lands are to be distrib- 
uted in the way-of scrip only—another mode of 
distributing the proceeds of the sales of the public 
lands. 1 hope: my resolution will be adopted, or 
that it may be- amended so as to require us to come 
here at nine o’clock in the morning, instead of 
eleven. p? 
Mr. BORLAND. I presume the. question of 
taking up the resolution will be considered a test 
upon the resolution itself. T. therefore shall ‘vote 
against taking it up, for the reason that I am op- 
posed to evening sessions. I am perfectly willing 
to come here at nine o’clock in the morning; but 
after we leave. here at four or five, I know that I 
myself would. not be ina situation to attend to 
business at seven. I should be worn down, as I 
think a majority of the Senate would be. My 
little experience here has been, that evening ses- 
sions have not put foward the public business, but 
that-they have added greatly to the fatigue and 
discomfort of Senators. I shall therefore vote 
against taking up the resolution, as I shall be op- 
posed to its adoption if it is taken up. A 
Mr. JONES, of lowa. If the Senator will 
move to amend my resolution, so as to make our 
hour of meeting at nine o’clock, or at ten o’clock, 
I will agree to it. i 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President— 
The PRESIDENT. The merits of the resolu- 
tion will not be under consideration until it is 
taken up. 
Mr. HALE. I had a word to say upon its 
merits; but if it isnot in order; I will postpone the 
making of them until it is taken up. | 
- The motion to take up the resolution was not 


i agreed: to, there being, on a division—ayes 18, 
i noes 24. 


FLORIDA CONTESTED ELECTION. 


Mr. BRIGHT .- Before the special order is 
| taken up, I desire to make a motion, which, I 
suppose, will be regarded as a privileged one. 
The special committee on the Florida contested 
election-case made a report on Saturday, which 
has been printed, and-I see is laid upon our tables. 
It is desirable that the matter should be disposed 
of during the week, and I hope, with unanimous 
| consent, some hour may be appointed on Thurs- 
day next for the purpose of considering it. I 
move to take up the report of the committee for 
the purpose of postponing its consideration until 
| twelve o’clock on Thursday next. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I would ask whether the 
printing has been done so that we shali be ready 
to discuss it? 

Mr. ADAMS, The report is printed, and laid 
on our tables. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. With the testimony? 

Mr. BRIGHT. The report only kes been 
printed. I presume the evidence and accompany- 
ing arguments cannot be prepared during the ses- 
sion. They will embrace some two or three 
hundred pages. 

The motion to take up the report was agreed to, 
| and its further consideration was postponed until | 
Thursday next, at twelve o’clock, and made the 
special order for that hour. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. HAMLIN, it was 
Ordered, That T. S. J. Johnson have leave to withdraw 
his petition and papers. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Hayes, its Chief Clerk, 
announcing that it had passed the following bills 
from the Senate: 

An act to confirm to the State of Michigan cer- 
tain lands selected for saline purposes; 

An act for the relief of William P. Greene; 

An act for the relief of John A. McGaw, of 
New York; and 

An act granting a pension to John Le Roy. 

Also, that it had passed a bill entitled ‘ An act 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending the 
30th of June, 1853.” 

RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


At one o’clock the- Senate resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
improvement of certain harbors and rivers, and 
continued engaged in its consideration until half- 
past nine o’clock, p. m., when it was reported to 
the Senate as amended. [For the debate see Ap- 
pendix.] , 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mornay, August 23, 1852. 


The House met ateleveno’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by Rev. C. M. Burtrr. 
The Journal of Saturday was read and approved. | 


The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the consideration of Senate bill No. 223, “to 
«amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the 
‘t better security of passengers on board of vessels 
‘propelled in whole or in part by steam, and for | 
t other purposes.’ ”” A j 

On motion by Mr. CABELL, by unanimous | 
consent, it was | 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal of the | 
petition and papers of A. D. Lawrence from the Committee | 
on Claims, for the purpose of reference to one of the exec- | 


tive departments. ; 
Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from 


the Committee on Naval Affairs, for the purpose of refer- 
ence to the Senate, of the papers in behalf of the claimant, 
for an appropriation to complete payments for surveys on 
the coast of the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. COBB. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House to allow me to introduce a resolution 
to keep alive the business which may remain in 
the hands of the committees. . | 

Mr. PENN. I object.: . 

Mr. McCORKLE. . Lask the unanimous con- | 

i 


sage, the bill to organize the Surveyor General’s 


sent of the House to report and pnt upon its pas- |, 


i office in California, and to extend the preémption 
laws to that State. 


H 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New: York..\.1 call forthe 
| regular order of business. esenti i) auies 
SECURITY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMBOATS. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order,’ 
as the Chair has already stated,.is the considera: 
tion of Senate: bill No. 223. The question first 
recurs: upon the adoption of the -amendments of 
the committee. : : S a : 

Mr. St: MARTIN. I would ask thë ‘unani= 
mous ‘consent of the House ‘to allow me to make 
a report from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. It will not occupy more than 
five minutes, . - ee ea: 

Mr. SEYMOUR. 
stances, object. oe 

I send to the Chair certain corrections of the 
report of the committee. Most of thenmare typo- 
graphical mistakes. Others change propositions, 
already considered, for the purpose of reconciling 
the conflict of interests involved in this bill. j 

The SPEAKER. Are thecorrections from the 
committee, or the gentleman himself? ` 

Mr. SEYMOUR. They are from the commit- 
tee. As I have said, the object of the paper which 
I have sent up, is to correct certain typographical 
errors in the bill and amendments, as printed and 
now before the House, and also to alter: certain. 
propositions contained in that bill as it was re- 
ported. It comes from the committee. They re- 
commended the alterations, which L hope may be 
made. ; i 

Mr. EDGERTON. I would inquire whether 
any amendments to the bill, other than those pro- 
posed by the committee, will be in order? >- 

The SPEAKER. They will be in order when 
those of the committee are disposed of, unless the 
previous question be called. : 

Mr. EDGERTON. I made the inquiry, as I 
have several amendments to submit. ` 

The SPEAKER. No amendment to any sec- 
tion to which the committee has proposed an 
amendment, will be in order unti! this amendment 
is disposed of, unless it be an amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. f 

Mr. EDGERTON. My amendments are to 
the original bill. i d 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to inquire whether it 
is now inorder to propose an amendment, to be 
considered at the proper time? $ 

The SPEAKER. It is not in‘ order without 
the unanimous consent of the House. . Amend- 
ments should be offered at the time when they are 
to be acted upon, and they cannot: be‘acted -upon 
so long as the amendments of the committee are 
pending. kg A 

Mr. FOWLER. I wish to inquire further, 
whether an amendment can be offered to any one 
of the committee, when it comes up? 

The SPEAKER. The amendments proposed 
by the committee are amendable. Is it the pleas- 
ure of the House to have the bill read first entirely 
through, or by sections? 

Mr. STUART. í would suggest, that inas- 
much as this isa very long bill, that:we had better 
have it read inthe first place by'sections. ; 

The SPEAKER. IJfthere be no objection, then, 
the bill will be read and amended by sections. _ 
_ There was no objection. : 

The first section of the bill was read, as below. 
It is proposed by the Committee on Commerce to 
strike out the parts in brackets, and to insert the 
parts in italics: . 

“ Be it enacted, &c., That no license, register, or enroll- 
ment, under the provision of this or the act to which this isan 
amendment, shall be granted, or other papers issued by any 
collector, to any vessel propelled. in whole or in part by 
steam, and carrying passengers, until he shall have satis- 
factory evidence that all the provisions of this act have heen 
| fully complied with; and if any such vessel shali be navi- 
gated with passengers on board, without complying with 
the terms of this act, the. owners thereof and the vessel 
! itself shall be subject to the penalties contained in the second 
section of the act to which this is an amendment.” 

The amendments of the committee to the sec- 
tion were severally agreed to. ; 


The second section of the bill was then read; 
and the amendments. of the committee, striking 
out the parts in brackets, and inserting the parts 
in italics, were severally agreed to: a he 

“Seo. 2. And he it further enacted, That it shall be the 
| duty of the inspectors of the hulls of steamers, and. the in- 
spectors of boilers aud engines, appointed under the provis- 
ions of this act, to examine and see that suitable and safe 
provisions are made throughout such vessels to guard against 
joss or danger from fire; and no Heense or other papers on 
any application shall be granted if the [directions of the in- 


I must, under ‘the circum- 
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spectors] provisions of this act for preventing fires are not 

Late fith, or if any combustible materiai liable to take 

fire from heated iron, or any other heat generated on board 

of such vessels in and: about the boilers, pipes, or machin- 
ery, shall be placed at less than eighteen inches distant 
from such heated metal orother substance likely to cause 
ignition, unless a colunin of air or water intervenes between 
such’ heated surface and ‘any wood or other combustible 
material so exposed, sufficient at all times, and under.all 
circumstances, to prevent ignition ; and further, when wood 
is so exposed to ignition, as an additional preventive, it 
shall be shielded by some incombustible material in such 
manner as to leave the air to circulate freely between such 
material and the wood. Provided, however, [If] that when 
the structure of such steamers [navigating rivers only be] 
is such, or the arrangement of the boilers or machinery [be} 
is such that the requirements aforesaid cannot, without se- 
rious inconvenience or sacrifice, be complied with, inspect- 
ors may vary therefrom if, in their judgment, it can be done 

with safety. ; . i 
Mr. BOWNE offered a substitute for the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The substitute will be enter- 

tained, but cannot be acted upon until the original 

bill has been perfected. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move to 
strike out the whole of the second section. I do 
so, not because I am prepared to say that I will 
oppose the bill, but I received by mail last nighta 
remonstrance against its passage, signed by a large 
number of pilots navigating the western rivers. I 
desire that it shall be read as a part of my speech. 
They have a right to be heard, and this is the onl 
means by which I can secure to them that privi- 
lege: : 

To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America, in Congress assem- 
bled: é 
The undersigned, pilots upon the western rivers, respect- 

fully represent unto your honorable body, that, in their opin- 
ion, the provision of the bill now before you requiring 
pilots to obtain a license before they can exercise their pro- 
fession, will not meet the objects of the Legislature, whilst 
it will operate sorely upon such as are well qualified to dis- 
charge the duties of their said profession. As things now 
are, the owners of boats only seek to employ such pilots as 
ean be relied upon tor their skill and prudence, in order to 
gave their responsibility in case of accident; but shouid the 
bill now before your honorable body become a law, all that 
will be required of them will be to obtain a licensed pilot— 
and all experience goes to show that itis not the skillful 
and the trustworthy only who obtain license. 

Wherefore, respectfully suggesting that the public inter- 
ests will be seriously injured by any such Jaw, they beg 
leave to remonstrate against the passage of the same. 

Jobn Sebastian. J. Bryson. 

Robert G. Baldwin. D: J. Pearce. 
Charles Sebastian. Coleman W. Stewart. 
Isaac Gaugh. John Dean. 

Captain Linas Logan. Edwin W. Larue. 
John Falt. Alexander Frazier, 
Jolin Jacobs. Jas. Oliver Camidd. 
‘Thomas Addison. James H. Madison. 
4.3. Warman. M. Mires, 

A. Fleming. William Logan. 
Chas. R. M. Fall. R. Whitney. 

CINCINNATI, ONIO, August 14, 1852, 

My object in moving to strike out this proviso 
was simply to allow these pilots an opportunity to 
be heard. They are respectable citizens, living 
upon the Ohio river, in my district, and they are 
engaged in the navigation of the western waters. 
I received the memorial late last night, and of 
course have had no opportunity of presenting it 
until now. Their remonstrance is entitled to con- 
sideration and respect. 

The question was then taken on Mr, Sranton’s 
motion, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HENN. I move to strike out the whole 
proviso to the second section. I have only to say 
in regard to it, that it seems to put the whole 
power in the hands of the inspectors. I think 
that ought not to be done. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to 
say only one word in reply to the suggestion of 
the gentleman from Iowa, [Mr. Henn.] What I 
say in reply to the first proposition will relate, to 
a considerable extent, to various other provisions 
of this bill, There is a power of extended char- 
acter delegated, or proposed to be delegated, to 
inspectors, and it results from the fact that we and 
no other Legislature here can provide with cer- 
tainty all the details which may be necessary to 
secure safety on board the great variety of steam- 
ers which they may be called upon to inspect; and 
it is necessary in ‘this instance in regard to the 
position and proximity of heated iron. It is due 
that there should be some discretionary power 
left with the inspectors in this as in many other 
instances. The details will be observed by the 
House as we proceed with the bill. I presume 
it will not be the intention of this House, without 
having before them the dimensions and peculiar 
construction of different. steamers upon our west- 


ern waters, upon our northern lakes, and our At- 


lantic. rivers, to prescribe the particulars of dis- 
tances, and all the minutie that inspectors can and 
ought to provide; and if they are proper men, and 
such men as we intend shall be appointed to those 
stations, such they will provide: 

Mr. HENN. I wish to say to the gentleman 
that if he is willing to apply this power to inspect- 
ors, so far as boats hereafter to be built arë con- 
cerned, I have no objection to the proviso. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. It is difficult, such are the 
various kinds of boats already constructed and to 


be constructed, varying continually, according to | 


the service to which they are applied, for us here, 
by a general sweep of legislation, to prescribe all 
this minutie. Isay in this respect, both as it re- 
gards boats to be built and as it regards those 
which have been built, it is proper, it is just, and 
it has met with the almost unanimous approbation 
of the committee who have investigated this mat- 
ter, that some discretionary power of this charac- 
ter should be suffered to remain with the inspector. 
If they are proper men—if they seek to do their 
duty—the very important duty which is imposed 
upon them, as the House will see, by the provis- 
ions of this act—all will be right. If they do not 
do their duty, there may be a necessity in making 
more stringent provisions. We must rely upon 
the faithfulness of men in these respects as in any 
other. I hope that the proviso will not bestricken 
out. 

Mr. HAVEN. I think we had better retain the 
proviso as itis. The provision by which no com- 
bustible material was to be placed within eighteen 
inches of the boiler or heated iron, gives rather 
larger space than I think is necessary. In my 
judgment, we had better trust to the discretion of 
the inspectors upon this point. 

Mr. EDGERTON. [| am opposed to this pro- 
viso, and for this simple reason: It is incorporated 
solely into this bill for the benefit of steamboat 
owners, and not out of regard to the lives of pas- 
sengers. The proviso is, that every provision of 
the bill in relation to the construction of steam- 
boats shall be varied when there shall be an in- 
convénience to the owners or builders of boats. 
That is the wholesumand substanceof the proviso, 
and it is applied not only to boats now constructed, 
but those hereafter to be constructed. Where, 
therefore, is the necessity of providing that boats 
shall be constructed in the manner specified in this 
bill, when you leave the whole question as regards 
the safety of the construction to the opinion of the 
inspectors? And whenever they can be satisfied 
that the provisions of this bill area serious incon- 
venience, or that a sacrifice will result to the 
builders and owners of steamboats unless a modi- 
fication of this bill, according to their own opinions, 
shall be made, they can build the boats precisely 
as they please. Every provision of the bill here 
has no regard whatever for the safety of passen- 
gers. It is all left entirely with the judgment of 
the inspector, and there is, therefore, no necessity 
for making these specific provisions. Let this 

roviso be stricken out. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ifind, on looking into this 
bill, that it is a very long one—there being some 
fifty pages of printed matter in it. Ido not believe 
that we can consider and act understandingly upon 
a bill of this character in the morning hour during 
this session. We have only one week from to- 
day, and we might occupy the whole of every 
morning hour and not get through with the bill. 
I will therefore, with the view of ascertaining what 
the feeling of the House is upon this matter, move 
to postpone the consideration of this bill until the 
second Monday in December next. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would sug- 
gest to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
Crineman] to move to refer this to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
the-same opinion with the gentleman. It is too 
important a matter to be acted upon hastily. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
that, if the gentleman would prefer it. l am satis- 
fied that, in the short time allowed us, we cannot 
examine and perfect this bill. I therefore, if the 
gentleman prefers it, substitute the motion made 
ww him to refer this bill to the Committee of the 

hole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DISNEY. We will never reach it. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If we do not reach it, it 
will be because we cannot pass the appropriation 
bills, and other bills upon which the majority of 
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I have no objection to | 


the. House prefer to act. If a majority of the 
House think that it is more important than other 
measures in committee, they can take it up and 
act upon It, ie 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. .I wish to call 
the attention of the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. Curveman] to the last section of the bill 
which provides that so far as the western waters 
are concerned—I make use of that term generally, 
though there is a particular designation for certain 
districts—this bill shall not go into effect until the 
ist of January, and that as to all the rest of the 
country, it shall not go into effect until the Ist day 
of March next. The object of that provision is, 
that the people of the western country, who de- 
sire very much that this bill should be passed now, 
may have an opportunity of adapting their boats 
and machinery to meet the requirements of the 
bill. ‘They think that they can do it by that time, 
and as it does not go into effect in all other parts 
of the Union till near the close of the next session 
of Congress, ample time is given for future legis- 
lation if there is anything in it improper at the 
present time. 1 hope that the House will not post- 
pone action upon this bill. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The remarks of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] satisfy 
me of the importance of a new examination of the 
system. Itis obvious that the committee have 
some doubt of its working, and they do not desire 
it to take effect immediately. It is not to go into 
operation until the middle of January. I think 
that we had better take time to consider and per- 
fect it. 

Mr. CARTTER.. I wish to make an inquiry 
of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Cuineman,] and that is, whether it is not just as 
convenient to consider the merits and demerits 
of this bill to-day, as to postpone it; whether there 
is any special reason why we should pass it over? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. do not believe that we 
can get through this bill, in the morning hour, this 
week; and there is other business which ought to 
come up from the committees. You cannot go 
through and perfect it, even if there be no debate, 
during the morning hour, for this whole week. I 
therefore move to commit it to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HALL. I think it is: important that we 
should act upon this bill. It-is evident that we 
cannot actif the debate is to continue; and I there- 
fore move the previons queatian 

Mr. CARTTER. . Not yet, Í hope. - 

Mr. SEYMOUR. If the previous question is 
sustained, what effect will it have upon the amend- 
ments of the committee? 

The SPEAKER. It will bring the House to 
vote upon the amendments of the committee. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I ask for tell- 
ers upon the second to the previous question. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I wish to make an inquiry. 
If the previous question be sustained, will it cut 
off all: amendments other than those proposed by 
the committee? - 

The SPEAKER. All amendments except 
those of the committee and the substitute. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I stated to the Chair, that 
I had some amendments to propose to the bill, and 
[understood the Chair to state that they might be 
proposed when one section was read. 

The SPEAKER. That is certainly true, ifthe 
previous question does not cut them off. 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a question of 
order. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I should like to have my 
amendments offered before the previous question 
is sustained, as they are important in their char- 
acter, and ought to be considered by the House. 

Mr. CARTTER. Is it inorder to demand the 


| pee question after the House has ordered the 
Tam of 


ill to be read by sections for amendments, until 
you have closed the reading of the bill? ; 

The SPEAKER. Thereis no doubt about the 
call for the previous question being in order. 

Mr. CARTTER. That takes away the right 
to have the bill read. 

Mr. EDGERTON. [ask that an amendment 
which I propose to offer to the fourth section be 
read. 

It was read, as follows: 

Section four, line nine, after the word “ persons,” add the 
following: ‘* having a float and fender around the gunwale 
‘inflated with air, and made of vulcanized india rubber, 
‘or some ‘other material equally elastic and durable, and as 
“capable of containing air, of not less than six inches in 
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€ diameter.” In the samesection, tenth line, strike out the 
words “and gunwale,” and insert *‘ thereto.” Jn thesame 
section, line thirty-seven, after the word “ app@ratus,”? in- 
sert the following: ‘so as to make each boat on either side 
of the vessel, when full of water, capable of sustaining at 
least fifty persous.?? 

Mr. HENN. Will the previous question cut 
off my amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Not at all; because that 
amendment was legitimately made. 

Mr. HENN.. With the consent of the House, 
I wish to modify my amendment. Instead of 
striking out the whole. proviso, strike out the 
words ‘such steamers,” and insert ‘any steam- 
ers heretofore built.” 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right 
to modify his amendment in that respect. 

Insert after the word “good,” in the third line 
of the fifth section, the words “nautilus or self- 
inflated;”? and. after the word “tof,” in the same 
line, the words ‘ vulcanized India rubber, or of 
some other equally’’—so as to make the section 
read: 


“Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, That every such ves- 
sel carrying passengers, shall also be provided with a good 
nautilus or self-inflated life-preserver, made of vulcanized 
India rubber, or of some other equally suitable material, and 
float well adapted to the purpose; for each and every pas- 
senger, which life-preservers and floats shall always be kept 
in convenient and accessible places in such vessels,” &e. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I was not 
able to hear distinctly the amendments proposed by 
the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Epcerron.] I 
therefore wish to inquire of him whether the arti- 
cles embraced. in those amendments are not pat- 
ented articles? : 

Mr. EDGERTON. 1 will state that the articles 
are patented articles, and the best life-saving appa- 
ratuses known to the American people. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I will say that the Commit- 
tee on Commerce have carefully excluded all pat- 
ents. We do not wish to elevate them into either 
importance or profit. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Iwill say that the com- 
mittee have not carefully excluded all patented 
articles. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen must recollect 
that discussion is not in order. Is it the pleasure 
of the House that, in case the previous question 
ig seconded, the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio shall be received and considered? 

Mr. ORR. I must object. 

TheSPEAKER. Then the amendment will be 
cut off by the previous question. 

Mr. FOWLER. . I desire to present the amend- 
ment of which I gave notice a little while ago. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the 
resolution will be received. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I object. i 

Mr. FOWLER. Will the previous question 
cut off my amendment? i 

The SPEAKER. Certainly it will. 

Mr. FOWLER. Then I hope it will be voted 
.down. 

Tellers were ordered upon seconding the demand 
for the previous question; and Messrs. DISNEY, 
and Sranton of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the. tellers re- 
ported—ayes 76, noes 46. . 

So the previous question received a second. 

The question then being, ‘Shall the main ques- 
tion be now put??? 

Mr. FOWLER demanded the yeas and nays, 
and called for tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeasand nays 
were not ordered. 

The main question was ordered to be put. 

The question now being upon referring the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, 

Mr. CARTTER demanded the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. i 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 55, 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Averett, Bowie, Bowne, John 


H. Boyd, Brooks, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, Cartter, Caskie, Chapman, Chastain, Cling- 


man, Cobb, Coleock, Doty, Edgerton, Evans, Floyd, Fow- | 


M. Fuler, Gilmore, Green, Hamilton, Ham- 
n I wE. Howard, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Andrew 
Johnson, John Johnson, George G. King, Preston King, 
Martin, MeQueen, Meade, Murphy, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, 
Penniman, Schoonmaker, Scurry, Smith, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Sutherland, Seep ee Walsh, Wells, Alex- 

ite, and Woodward—oo. : 

OAS Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 
William Appleton, Ashe, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, 


nays 121; as fol- |! 


Barrere, Beale, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bocock, Bragg, Breck- 
inridge, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Cald- 
well, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Chandler, 
Churchwell, Clark, Conger, Cullom, Curtis, George T. 
Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, 
Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, Faulk- 
ner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, 
Goodrich, Grey, Hall, Harper, Isham G. Harris, Satnpson 
W. Harris, Hart, Haseall, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Hib- 
bard, Holladay, Houston, John W. Howe, Thomas M. 
Howe, Ives, Jackson, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
J. Glaney Jones, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, 
Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, McMullin, McNair, Mil- 
ler, Millson, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, More- 
head, Murray, Olds, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, 
Peaslee, Penn, Perkins, Phelps, Powell, Price, Reed, Rich- 
ardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Ross, Scudder, David L. 
Seymour, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, 
Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, 
Townshend, Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Washburn, Wat- 
kins, Welch, Wileox, Wildrick, and Yates—121. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. Has the morning hour ex- 
pired? 
JOHN LE ROY. 


The SPEAKER. Ithasexpired, and the busi- 
ness first in order is on a motion to suspend the 
rules, madé upon Monday last by the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. Howarp,] for the purpose of 
taking up Senate bill No. 272, * granting a pen- 
sion to John Le Roy.” 

Mr. HOWARD. I ask that the report accom- 
panying the bill may be read. 

There being no objection, the report was read. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Howarp’s 
motion, and (two thirds voting in the affirmative) 
it was agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended. 

The bill then received its three several readings, 
and was passed. 

Mr. HOWARD moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


MR. CORWIN AND THE GARDINER CLAIM—~ 
COMMITTEE OF INVESTIGATION. 


Mr. OLDS moved to suspend the rules for the 
purpose of introducing the following resolution: 


Whereas it is believed that spurious and fraudulent 
claims have been passed upon and allowed by the Mexican 
Claims Commission ; and whereas, among the claims said 
to have been fraudulent was the one belonging to Dr. John 
A. Gardiner, amounting to a large sum, said to be nearly 
half a million of dollars ; and whereas, a grand-jury for the 


| District of Columbia, upon their oaths, have presented the 


said Dr. Gardiner for the crime -of perjury, committed in 
his testimony substantiating his said claim before said Mex- 
ican Claims Commission; and whereas public rumor charges 
that the Secretary of the Treasury was the agent or counsel 
of the said Dr. Gardiner in the prosecution of the said 
alleged fraudulent claim, and that the said Secretary hada 
fee interest in said claim, amounting to a large sum, said to 
be one hundred thousand dollars; and whercas common 
rumor still further charges that the said Secretary of the 
Treasury, for a sum said not to exceed fifteen thousand dol- 
lars, purchased and held the one fourth interest of said 
alleged fraudulent claim; and whereas the said claim, 
amounting to four hundred and twenty-eight thousand 
seven hundred and fifty dollars, has, upon the warrant of 
the said Secretary of the Treasury. been paid; and where- 
as Mr. Corwin, disregarding the pledge of his immediate 
representative, has failed to call for an investigation of said 
allegations: Therefore— 

Resolved, That a committee, consisting of five mem- 
bers of this House, be appointed by the Speaker, to investi- 
gate all the facts touching the connection of the said 


| Thomas Corwin, the present Secretary of the Treasury, 


with the said Gardiner claim; what fee, if any, he was to 
receive for his services as agent or counsel for said Gard- 
iner; what interest, ifany, other than his fee he purchased 
and held, either directly or indirectly, in said claim, and 
the amount paid or stipulated to be paid therefor, and con- 
ditions of said purchase ; at what time he ceased to act as 
the counsel or agent of said Gardiner; to whom and for 


what consideration he disposed of his fee interest, to whom | 
‘and for what consideration he disposed of his one fourth 


interest in saidclaim. . 

Resolved further, That the said committee have power 
to send for persons.and papers. 

Mr. POLK. I ask for the yeas and nays. I 
wish to know who will vote against an investiga- 
tion into these charges of fraud. _ . 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 


read, 

The Clerk read the sentence, as follows: 

e Whereas it is believed that spurious and fraudulent 
claims have been passed.” 


Mr. CABELL. I shall vote against the reso- 


lution merely because nobody seems to take the | 
| responsibility of it. The resolution says ‘it is 


believed,” without stating who believes it. 


‘The yeas and nays were ordered. . 
The question was then taken; and there were— 
yeas 142, nays 28; as follows: es 
YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Averett, 
Babcock, Thomas H.. Bayly, Barrere, Beale, Bibighaus, 
Bissell, Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, Bragg,  Bréckinridge, 
Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Busby, Joseph 
Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson. Campbell,’ Cartter, 
Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, 
Cotecock, Conger, Culiom, Curtis, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Dunham, Edger- 
ton, Edmundson, Faulkner, Fitch, Florence,Floyd, Fowler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore; Good+ 
rich, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Isham-G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, 
Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, John’ W. “Howe, 
Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jack- 
son, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letcher, 
Lockhart, Mann, Martin, Mason, McCorkle, MeLanahan, 
McNair, McQueen, Meade, Miller, Millson, Molony, More- 
head, Murphy, Murray, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel 
W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, 
Polk, Powell, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, 
Ross, Savage, Scurry, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, 
Benjamin Stanton, Fred. P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
A. P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, 
Sweetser, Benjamin Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, 
Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Watkins, Welch, Alexander 
White, Wilcox, Wildrick, ‘Woodward, and Yates—142. 
NAYS--Messrs,. William Appleton, Bennett, Brooks, 
George H. Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Duncan, Evans, Goodenow, Haseall, Haven, 
George G. King, Landry, Henry D. Moore, Jolin Moore, 
Outlaw, Reed, Schoonmaker, Scudder; Stanly, Thadden: 
Stevens, Taylor, Tuck, Walbridge, and Wells—28, ot 


So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. OLDS. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand 
the Louisville Journal. In its columns I find the 
following editorial article: 

“ Mr. Ouvs, of Ohio, an apostate from the Whig party, 
made a scurrilous speech the other day in the House of 
Representatives, in which he assailed Mr. Corwin in con- 
nection with the ‘Gardiner claim.’ We see, by the fol- 
lowing paragraph from the Congressional proceedings, that 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, replied to Mr. Orns: 

“Mr. CAMPBELL, of Obio, defended Secretary Corwin 
€ from the attacks of Mr. Oros, and denounced the allega- 
‘tion of dishonesty by Corwin in connection with the 
t Gardiner claim as a willful and deliberate lie. He would 
£ not have risen on this occasion to make a speech; had he 
“not understood the Democratic party in this city have 
‘printed one hundred thousand copies of Otps’s speech, 
“to scatter broadcast over the land. He wished to coun- 
€ teract its influence.” He exposed Galphinisins under the 
£ Democratic Administrations, spoke of Democratic incon- 
€ sistencies, and defended General Scott.’ 

“Mr. Corwin’s whole connection with the € Gardiner 
claim’ has been repeatedly explained, and it is perfectly 
understood by all who are willing to understand it.. Any 
man who charges Mr. Corwin with fraud, dishonesty, or 
impropriety in that transaction, is unquestionably a sian- 
derer and a villain.” : 

This article, sir, founded upon the speech of 
my colleague, [Mr. CamrseLL,] as published in 
the Congressional Globe, compels me, even at this 
late day of the session, to trespass upon the time 
of the House for a few moments, in my own vin- 
dication; and by the passage of this resolution to 
give Mr. Corwin, if he really be an injured man, 
an opportunity to vindicate himself fromthe 
charges which public rumor has fastened upon 
him, j s 

Upon the article of the Louisville Journal,: I 


-have no comment tomake; but I must be permit- 


ted to notice briefly the speech of my colleague, 
upon which this and other scurrilous attacks are 
founded. 

My colleague seems to have been in a rhapsody, 
because, when an attack was made upon. Mr. 
Stuart, the Secretary of the Interior, the whole 
Virginia delegation were ready to defend him. 
The inference is, that when an attack is made 
upon Mr. Corwin, the whole Ohio delegation 
should be ready to come to his rescue; and that, 
least of all, should the attack come from one of the 
Representatives of Ohio. My colleague says: 

“The magnanimous spectacle presented in the early part 
of the session, by the Representatives from the State of Vir- 
ginia, challenged my admiration. {twill be remembered that 


a charge was preferred against the Secretary ofthe Interior-— 
not one thatin any way involved his integrity as a public 


Lask that the first || functionary, or the purity of bis character as a citizen—but 


: il simply the propriety of the manner in which his estimates for 
sentence of the preamble to that resolution may be ; Pe nmin 


his Department had been presented to this House. Atthe 
first dawning of an assault, every Virginian in this Hall, dis- 
carding mere party fecling, sprang to the floor, ready and 
eager to defend a son of the € Old Dominion,’ though a 
political opponent. Their conduct on that, occasion was 
generous and just—a creditable display of Virginia State 
pride, gallantry, and magnanimity. In bearing testimony 
of this honorable course on the part of Representatives from 
a sister State, it is with feelings of the deepest humiliation 
and regret, that I am forced by a sense of duty to contrast 
with it the continued efforts of a Representative from that 
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State which gave me birth, aud which in part F represent, 
to blacken the fair fame of one of Ohio’s purest and noblest 
sons, for the paltry purpose of mere party gain. For the 
credit of my State—for the honor of her citizens of all par- 
ties—I had hoped, that if, in the heat of party conflict, it 
became necessary to havé any person to do the work of 
dishonorable warfare, there would be no one amongst my 
colleagues, on either side of the Hall, willing to accept the 
place. [I acknowledge my disappointment with deep, deep 
mortification. *? 


What was this charge against Mr. Stuart, 
which brought all the Representatives of the “ Old 
Dominion” to his rescue? Why, sir, that he had 


been disrespectful to the Congress of the United | 


States, by sending his reports direct to the House 
of Representatives, instead of sending them through 
the President of the United States. Now, sir, I 
do not really think, that if Mr. Corwin’s charge 
had consisted in a small discourtesy, like Mr. 
Stuart’s; that I should’have assailed him. And 
upon the other hand, neither do I think that l 
should be entitled to be called a faithful Repre- 
sentative of the State of Ohio, if, because Mr. 
Corwin isa citizen of that State, I should sit silent, 
and not endeavor to expose him when I had reason 
to believe that he had been peculating upon the 
Treasury of my country. 1 think J know the 
Virginia Representatives too well to believe that 
they would consider themselves complimented by 
a declaration that should imply that they would 
connive at and defend a fraud because committed 
by a citizen of the “ Old Dominion.” This course 
may suit my colleague’s notions of the duties and 
responsibilities of a Representative, butit does not 
suit me. f 

My colleague remarks, that ‘for the credit o 
“my State—for the honor of her citizens of all par- 
* ties—I had hoped, that if in the heat of party con- 
s flict it became necessary to have any person to do the 
“work of DISHONORABLE WARFARE, there would be 
‘no one among my colleagues, on either side qf the 
© Hull, willing to accept the place.” 

Dishonorable warfare! I hurl the epithet back 
to my colleague. Dishonorable to do what? Has 
it come to this, sir, that itis dishonorable in an 
American Representative to expose the fraud and 
Galphinism of a high public functionary? And 
for the reason, too, that he happens to be a citizen 
of your own State? If such are my colleague’s 
notions of honor, he must have drawn his teach- 
ing from the last days of the Roman Empire, and 
not frora the early fathers of our Republic. A bless- 
ing, sir, that the captors of Benedict Arnold were 
not citizens of his own State, and disciples of my 
colleague’s school of nonor, or we should have 
been most effectually sold to the British. 

Sir, let me test my colleague’s notions of hon- 
orable warfare, not by his declamation, but by his 
practice. In speaking of the Independent Treas- 
ury, my colleague remarks: 

“ The terrors of all the penalties did not prevent your 
Wetmore’s, your COLLINSES, and your other suh-treasurers 


from proving defaulters to the amount af nearly a million 
of dollars.” 


Mr. Speaker, this Patrick Collins in his life- 
time was a citizen of Ohio. He was as near a 
neighbor of my colleague as is Mr. Corwin. My 
colleague should bave known, if he did not, that 
Mr. Collins was no defaulter; that upon a settle- 
ment of his accounts with the Treasury of the 
United States, he was found to have faithfully 
paid the Government every farthing that he owed. 
True, sir, at the time he was charged by such 
honorable Whigs as my colleague with being a de- 
faulter; but upon a settlement of his accounts since 
his death, he was found to have been no defaulter. 
The Treasury Department have honorably wiped 
from his memory the disgrace that was sought to 
be heaped upon him in his lifetime. But my col- 
league, this would-be teacher of ‘* honorable war- 
fare.” “ HYENA-LIKE,” digs open his grave, and 
brings up his dead body, that over it he may 
blacken his memory in an ‘honorable warfare 1” 
1 shall have occasion before I conclude my re- 
marks to edify this House with a few more illus- 
trations of my colleague’s notions of “ honorable 
warfare,” and Representative dignity. But I must 
first discharge my duty to the honorable Secretary 
of the Treasury. 

Speaking of the Gardiner claim, my colleague 
charges that I am ‘ seeking to manufacture votes 
out of it, to secure my reélection to Congress.” 

If my colleague means by this, that by a faith- 
ful and fearless discharge of my Congressional 
duties, [ am anxious to secure the approbation of 
my constituents, I plead guilty to the charge. If, 


7 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| upon the other hand, he means to ckarge that I 


seek to gain votes by assaults upon Mr. Corwin, 
he pays a poor compliment to Mr. Corwin’s pop- 
ularity in Ohio. Sir, I will read his own lan- 
guage, and then you may judge whether or not 
my assaults upon Mr. Corwin can be so popular 
in Ohio as to secure me additionol votes. He 
says: ” 
+ Mr. Chairman, assaults have been made—not once, but 


often—not in this Hall alonc, but elsewhere—by my col- 
league, [Mr. Oups,] upon the character of Thomas Corwin, 


| the present Secretary of the Treasury—a man who has been 


recognized throughout Ohio, by all parties, through all the 
embittered political controversies in which he has been a 
prominent actor, as distinguished for his high moral virtues, 
and for an integrity not only unquestioned, but unquestion- 
able’? 

My colleague continues : 


«c And here let me say that if the calumny was to cireulate 
only where my colleague is personally known, or where 
Mr. Corwin is personally known, I should not consume a 
moment of the time of this House. 1n such case it would 
fall perfectly harmless.’? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if my colleague correctly 
represents the standing of Mr. Corwin and myself 
in Ohio, how in the name of Heaven can he sup- 
pose, that I expect to manufacture votes by as- 
saulting him? If his suppositions are true, one 
would suppose it would be a very unpopular act 
with the voters of Ohio, to take this political bull 
by the horns; especially when I had reason to 
suppose that the whole kennel, ‘Tray, Blanche, 
Sweetheart, and Prentiss, would all be turned 
loose upon me. These boasts of my colleague, 
depend upon it, are only the imitations of smaller 
boys ‘who always whistle loud, while passing 


`i Si »9 
| through a grave-yard. 


Does not my colleague know that once upon a 
time, and that time not far distant either, being 
during the prosecution of the Mexican war, and 


| upon that gush of indignation that burst forth 
| spontaneously from the good people of Ohio of 


all political parties, upon the reception of the 
“ bloody hand and hospitable grave” speech of 
Mr. Corwin, that a petition, numerously signed, 
both by Whigs and Democrats, was presented to 
the Legislature of Ohio, asking his recall from the 
Senate of the United States, and his incarceration 
within the walls of the penitentiary? Ay, sir, 
perhaps it may be even popular in Ohio to expose 
fraud and corruption, even in the person of Thomas 
Corwin. 

Mr. Speaker, my colleague charges upon me, 
not only that I have been actuated with improper 
motives, but that I have sought to take advantage 
of Mr. Corwin’s ill health and absence from 


| Washington to assail him. 


“Two or three months ago,” says my colleague, 
speaking of the fact that 1 had connected Corwin 
with the Gardiner claim, ‘‘ he alluded to it in a 
‘speech, when I demanded to know whether he 


| c meant to insinuate that the connection of Mr. 


‘Corwin with that claim was in any way dishon- 
“est or disreputable. His reply was, that he did 
* not so insinuate—leaving upon my mind a satis- 
* factory impression; but upon the minds of other 
‘members, as I since learn, the idea that, instead 
of insinuating, he made the direct charge.” 

Again my colleague remarks: 

«Time passed on, and I was loth to drag the matter again 
before the House. A few weeks since ill health drove the 
Seeretary to a visit to his home in Ohio. He had been ab- 
sent but a few hours from the city before my colleague, 
pursuing him as it were with the spirit of the hyena, pre- 
sented a resolution asking a committee of investigation, prê- 
faced with a string of preambles setting forth what rumor 
(whieh, [ presume, he had himsclf created in part) said 
upon the subject.” 


Now, sir, let us see how the facts comport with 
my colleague’s historical account of this transac- 
tion. On the 5th of March last, while addressing 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, I used the following language: 

“ Sir, Jet me divert the attention of this committee for a 
single moment to charges that common rumor fasten upon 
the present Secretary of the Treasury, and which the coun- 
try demand to have investigated by this Congress. I refer, 
sir, to his connection with the Gardiner claim. Public ru- 
mor charges, sir, that Mr. Corwin received $79,000 as the 
agent of this Gardiner claim. Now, sir, the inquiry natur- 
ally arises, Why did Mr. Gardiner stipulate to pay Mr. Cor- 
win this enormous fee? Was Mr. Gardiner so dumb that 
he could not act as the agent of his own claim ? Not so, sir; 
he is a man belonging to one of the liberal professions, and 
cannot be supposed to be devoid of common sense; and, 
sir, if his claim was a just one, he could himself present it 
betore the proper tribunal and ask a decision upon its mer- 
its. Butit bis claim was bad, he would naturally desire to 
bring the stronger influence to its support. He could not 
have selected Mr. Corwin because of bis great elaquence; 
tor, sir, a plain, simple statement of facts was all that was 


| would be safe. 


j in the Cabinet, he sold out his interest in this claim. 


| upon my (his) mind.” 


; league in it? 


allowed before the tribunal. He could not have selected 
him on aegount of his legalacumen in taking and arranging 
testimony; for, sit, this case was prepared and the testi- 
mony taken in Mexico; and every one knows that Mr. Cor- 
win, though a great favorite in Mexico in consequence of 
his ‘bloody hand and bospitable grave’ sentiments, was 
never in Mexico. Nay, more, sirs a grand inquest of the 
country, upon their oaths, have said that this whole case is 
a forgery. Why, then, sir, was Mr. Corwin selected? The 
answer is obvious: Mr. Corwin is a great man with his 
party. He has been made so,sir, by the Whigs of. Ohio. 
They made him their Representative first in this House; 
then, sir, they made him their standard -bearer of the party 
in Ohio, by selecting him as their candidate for Governor ; 
then, sir, they sent him to the Senate of the United States. 
But this is not all; he was atone time the favorite of his 
party in Obio, as a candidate for the Presidency. His name, 
in connection with that office, was at the mast-head of his 
party press. Sir, Mr. Gardiner, as a shrewd man, knew all 
this. He knew that this man must be possessed of great 
influence with a Whig Administration ; and for the exer- 
cise of this influence, for the power of this position, Mr. 
Gardiner could afford to give Mr. Corwin $300,000, if there- 
by he could get allowed his claim of $480,000. But, sir, in 
what light does it present Mr. Corwin before the country? 
The people had sent him here to guard their interests ; they 
were paying him eight dollars per day to watch the National 
Treasury; they supposed, sir, that with the vigilant and 
ever-watehful eye of Mr. Corwin upon the Treasury, all 
But, sir, rumor says that they were mis- 
taken in their man; for whilst receiving pay from the peo- 
ple to,watch and guard their.Treasury, this Mr. Gardiner, 
knowing his man, feed him upon the other side—he outbid 
the people. Gardiner’s $100,060 was as omnipotent over 
your National Treasury as was the ‘ Open sessame* of Ali 
Baba over the cavern of the € Forty Thieves.’ 

“ Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, (interrupting.) If the gentle- 
man willallow me to correct him, I understand that my 
honorable colleague has charged upon the Secretary of the 


i Treasury dishonorable and dishonest connection with the 


Do { s0 understand him ? 

“Mr. Orbos. [have made my statement clearly and ex- 
plicity. Uf my colleague does not understand it, L will 
repeat it again, if he desires. 

“Mr. CAMPBELL. I undertake to say that if he does 
charge upon the Secretary of the Treasury any dishonorable 
or dishonest connection with that claim, it is wholly gra- 
tuitous and unfounded. Now, I happened to have been 
placed—— 

“Mr. Ops. 
my time. 

« Mr. CAMPBELL I wills and I will not stand here and 
hear imputations and insinuations of dishonesty against an 
honorable man. I happened to be placed, at the death of 
General Taylor, in such a situation as to have enabled me 
to understand fully and completely all the connections of 
that distinguished man with the claim then before the Mexi- 
ean Board; and I say this, that. so long as Mr. Corwin had 
any interest, direct or remote, in any claim which could in 
any possible contingency have to be paid out of the Treas- 
ury, he refused positively and peremptorily to take a seat in 
the Cabinet. 

“Me. Orns. I hope my colleague will not understand 
me as making any insinuations again-t Mr. Corwin. [Laugh- 
ter.] { hope Lam not so understood by the House. I 
charged upon Mr. Corwin that he was elected by the Le- 
gislature ot Ohio, and given eight dollars a day to wateh 
over the National "Treasury ; and I charge that while receiv- 
ing that pay from the people of the United States, he re- 
ceived $79,000 from the holder ofa claim, said to be forged 
and fraudulent, to open that Treasury and take the money 
from it. L hope this is no insinuation. [Lanehter.} T am 


Gardiner claim. 


I ask my colleague to be brief, as I want all 


į sorry that my colleague should so understand it. 


“« My colleague says, that before Mr. Corwin took a seat 
Does 
that change the fraud perpetrated upon the Treasury? Would 
my colleague insinuate that Mr. Corwin would protect the 
Treasury by swindling the man to whom he sold his interest 
in this fraudulent claim? Nay, sir, is it not far more likely 
that Mr. Corwin had given positive assurances that- this 
claim should be paid? Will any man, in the right exercise 
of his reason, suppose for a single moment that so shrewd 
a speculator as George Law would have given $79,000 fora 
contingent fee of $100,090 without a positive assurance 
from Mr. Corwin that the claim should be alowed? Such 
an excuse as that offered by my colleague, only tends to 
sink Mr. Corwin deeper in infamy and corruption than the 
original charge. 

“Mr. CAMPBELL, (interrupting.) I wish to say one word. 

“Mr. Ops. Ff eannot yield. 


“Mr. CAMPBELL. I wish to say. that Mr. Corwin will 
challenge investigation.” 


This, sir, is the history of what occurred at that 
time, as taken from the Congressional Globe. My 
colleague says, ‘it left a satisfactory impression 
Yet his last words were, 
“I wish to say Mr. Corwin will challenge inves- 
tigation,” My colleague, sir, is Mr. Corwin’s 
immediate representative. I understood, sir, and 
I think the House understood, my colleague as 
speaking by authority, when he pledged Mr. 
Corwin to “ challenge investigation.” It was with 
reference to this pledge, that in the preamble of 
the resolution calling for investigation, I said, 
“ Whereas, Mr. Corwin, disregarding the pledge 
of his immediate representative, has failed to call 
for investigation,”’ &c. 

Now, sir, is there any lack of courtesy in this? 
Is there anything disrespectful towards my col- 
Yet my colleague says: 

“That preamble betrays a desire on the part of my col- 


league to involve me in a controversy with him ; for he sets 
out that I, the ‘immediate representative’ of Mr. Corwin, 
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have failed to call for investigation. If it is controversy 
with me that my colleague has been seeking, T can say to |! 
him that he can have it to his heart’s content. »* 


¢ Oh ! ye gods and little fishes !9? 


Am I to understand that this is an open declar- 
ation of war? Oris it, rather, an illustration of the 
old saw— ; 

+ That little dogs that dare.not bite, 
Sometimes bark to vent their spite??? 

But to pass on with the Gardiner investigation. |! 
ĮI waited more than two months for Mr. Corwin |/ 
and his immediate representative to ‘* challenge,” 
or, rather, to call for an investigation. But I 
waited in vain. 1 then asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce a resolution calling 
upon the President of the United States for inform- 
ation, to know why the Gardiner suit was not 
prosecuted, and for such information as might be 
in his possession touching Corwin’s connection 
with the claim. Objection was made by the gen- 
tleman from New York, [Mr. Brooks,] one of 
the leading Whigs of this Congress. I acquiesced, 
supposing that Mr. Corwin, or his friends, were |! 
not yet prepared for the investigation. Time | 
passed on. Months again elapsed. Rumors be- 
came more and more rife relative to the Gardi- 
ner fraud. When I asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to introduce the preamble and res- 
olution now under consideration, objection was 
made by the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. |! 
Toomss.| f asked leave to introduce the resolu- |i 
tion at a few minutes past twelve o’clock, noon. || 
My colleague immediately disappeared. from his || 
seat. I supposed that he had gone to consult || 
Mr. Corwin. At four o’clock that afternoon Mr. 
Corwin left Washington city in the cars for Ohio. 

So far, Mr. Speaker, from my seeking the ab- || 
sence of Mr. Corwin for an occasion to introduce 
the resolutions, precisely the contrary is the fact. 
You can bear me witness, Mr. Speaker, that I 
urged you to-give me an opportunity to introduce 
the resolutions, as I had been told that in a few 
days Mr. Corwin would leave the city, and that I 
desired him, before leaving, to have notice that an 
investigation would certainly be demanded. I 
think, instead of being charged with taking ad- 
vantage of his absence, that with more plausibility 
I. may charge, that when my colleague informed 
him of what was going on in the House, he em- 
braced the first train of cars to flee from the city. 

But my colleague complains because my resolu- 
tions were ‘prefaced with a string of preambles 
selling forth what rumor,”’—which, says my col- 
league, I had myself created in part,—‘ said upon 
the subject.” i 

It is true, sir, that in. Ohio last fall, I was in- 
vited, and, did actually address Democratic meet- 
ings in nearly half.the counties in the State. It is 
also true, that in each and all these meetings, at 
the one in the county in which my colleague 
resides, as well as the one in the very town in 
which for many years Mr. Corwin has resided, I 
charged: upon Mr, Corwin, in language as strong 
as that used in my resolutions and preamble, his || 
connection with the Gardiner fraud. And what, | 
sir, was the result? Why, sir, in Ohio, where |} 
Mr. Corwin and myself are personally known to 
almost every citizen, where, according to the 
showing of my colleague, this assault ‘‘ should fall 
perfectly harmless,” the Whig party, in defending 
Mr. Corwin, were beaten more than twenty-five 
thousand votes. Another election is approaching 
in Ohio; my colleague is himself a candidate for 
redlection. No wonder, sir, that he speaks feel- 
ingly, and feels sensibly upon this subject. 

Bat, sir, my colleague, in-his attempted defense 
of Mr. Corwin, admits enough to warrant this 
House in prosecuting an investigation. After 
alluding to the Galphin controversy in this Hall, 
and the death of General Taylor, and the offer of 
a seat in Mr. Fillmore’s Cabinet to Mr. Corwin, 
my colleague says: 

“Myr. Corwin, having then fresh upon his mind the 
scenes of this House a few days previous upon the Galphin 
matter, declared to his friends that his contingent fees on 
Mexican claims were an insuperable barrier to his accept- 
ance; that under no circumstances would he subject him- 
scif to any such suspicions as had given rise to that contro- 
versy. He was importuned and pressed, by day and by 
night, by distinguished statesmen from all quarters of the 
Union, to accept the post. His resolution was fixed, and 
in reply to the argument, that as these claims were settled, 
and determined by a tribunal independent of the Cabinet in 
all its action, his delicacy was too fastidious, he sternly 
said, that he would never act as the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury out of whieh any claim, in which he had either a direct 
or remote interest, should be paid. On this point he was 


immoveable.” His friends then suggested that he should first 
dispose of all his interests in those claims. To this he con- 
sented. A house in New York proposed to buy his interest. 
The terms were arranged; the money was ‘paid. ?? 

In this my colleague; the confidential friend of 
Mr. Corwin, fally admits two. of the charges 
which I made against Mr. Corwin: 

Ist. That Mr. Corwin, whilst acting as Senator 
from the State of Ohio, and receiving eight dollars 
per day for watching over, and guarding the Na- 
tional Treasury, took a large contingent fee for the 
prosecution of a claim against the United States— 
the amount of his fee depending upon the amount 


‘of money he could get out of the United States 


Treasury. ; 

2d. That when he was appointed the head of 
the Treasury Department, and received the cus- 
tody of the National Treasury, and when this 
claim, if paid, must be paid upon his warrant, he 
sold his contingent claim to a gentleman in New 
York, for a large sum of money. 

Now, sir, a few words with regard to the fraud- 


; ulent character of this claim. In speaking of 


Mr. Corwin’s connection with it, my colleague 
says: 

“The proofs were furnished by Gardiner and his agents, 
and I have the authority of the members of the Board of 
Commissioners, composed, as it was, of distinguished men 


| and able jurists, for saying that there was no clearer case 
; presented to that Board than this of Gardiner. 


The papers 
Were most perfect, both in matter of form and substance, 
and contained internal evidence, by a combination of cor- 
roborative circumstances, to force the conclusion that the 


| clainn was just. It was allowed.” 


In this short statement, my colleague makes 


| himself a witness for the Gardiner claim. Let us 
| see, then, how this statement agrees with my col- 
| league’s previous statements. 


He says: 


* General Thompson, of South Carolina, was employed 
as his counsel. General Thompson being the warm per- 
sonal friend of Mr. Corwin, and acquainted with his high 
legal attainments, and desirous to avail himself of his as- 
sistance, employed him to aid in the argumentto the Board 
of Commissioners. ‘The fee agreed on to be paid Mr. Cor- 
win by General Thompson was five per cent. upon the 
amount allowed. Gardiner had nothing to do with Mr. 
Corwin in this contract. Mr. Corwin spent, to my knowl- 
edge, the greater part of one vacation between two ses- 
sions of the Senate in the preparation of arguments in this 
cause. ”? 


In this sentence my colleague tells us that Gen- 
eral Thompson himself, a distinguished advocate 
and jurist, acquainted with his (Corwin’s) high 
legal attainments, employed him to aid in the ar- 
gument to the Board of Commissioners, and that 
to his personal knowledge Mr. Corwin spent the 
greater part of one vacation, between two sessions 


of the Senate, being the greater part of nine } 


months, in the preparation of arguments in this 
cause. First, my colleague had the authority 
of the commissioners for saying ‘that there was 
no clearer case presented to that board than this of Gard- 


| iner;’”? that ‘ the papers were most perfect, both in 


matter of form and substance, and contained internal 
evidence, by a combination of corroborative circum- 


| stances, to force the conclusion that the claim was 


just.” Yet General Thompson, himself an emi- 
nent lawyer, knowing Mr. Corwin’s high legal 
attainments, found it necessary. to give him 
$100,000 for his services in the prosecution of the 
claim, and that Mr. Corwin actually spent the 


| greater part of nine months in the preparation of 


the case. 

What, sir, is to be the interpretation of these 
contradictory statements? 1 fear me, sir, that my 
colleague himself will convict Mr. Corwin of being 
a party to thefraud. I fear me, sir, that this case 
is likely to be far more serious upon Mr. Corwin 
than even his worst enemies had apprehended. 
This case, when presented to the commissioners, 
was“ most perfect.” ‘No case presented was 
more perfect,” both in matter of form and sub- 


i stance.” Mr. Corwin spent the best part of nine 


months in the preparation of the case; and yet the 
facts are, that the whole case is a fraud, from be- 
ginning to end. No such silver mine as that 
claimed by Gardiner ever even existed. Every 
signature affixed to his evidence, with the excep- 
tion of the signature of the consul at Vera Cruz, 
is said to bea forgery. Under these circumstances, 
the district attorney caused Mr. Gardiner to 
be again arrested and thrown into prison. No 
wonder, sir, that when Mr. Corwin heard that a 
committee of investigation was about to be raised 
in this House, he fled in dismay from the city. 
No wonder, sir, that my colleague was willing to 
withdraw his pledge that Mr. Corwin should 
“* challenge investigation.” 


Mr. Speaker, “ Jor the credit of my State,” to use 
| the language of my colleague, “ for the honor ‘of 
| her citizens, of all parties,’ T hope the statement 
of my colleague is untrue. - Yet my- colleague 
seems to rely implicitly upon it, for hë says: € ` 
“Now, Mr. Chairman, for the truth, substantially, of this 
Statement, T pledge my veracity as a man, and my honof as 
a Representative in the American Congress.” ig Bae 
Mr. Speaker, in the remarks which F had the 
honor to submit to this House on the 20th of the 
i last month, speaking of the Galphinism ‘of this 
| Administration, I-then said that— i 
E & Through the investigation:af Congress, their Galphin- 
| ism has been exposed; and Crawford; loaded with -the:ere- 
crations of the American people, has received his passport 
to perpetual infamy. But Corwin still remains unwhipped 
| Of justice. True, sir, his catspaw and accomplice in the 
fraud, is loaded. with irons, and is branded by pubiic senti- 
ment as a perjurer and forger; but the master-moving spirit, 
| the head and brains, in the fraud, through. the negligence 
| of this House, is stiil permitted to control the Treasury of 
| the United States. Though this House may not visit upon 
him retributive justice, yet the American. people, remember- 
ing, in connection with this fraud, ‘his bloody hand and hos- 
pitable grave? sentiments, and the aid and comfort he gave 
| our enemies in time of war, will sink him so deep in infamy, 
‘ that the hand of resurrection will never reach him.? ” 


| After making this quotation from my speech, 
| my colleague remarks: A ; 


| flere, Mr. Chairman, are two clear, positive, and dis- 
i tinct charges. First, that Mr. Corwin has been guilty of 
| the high crime of subornation of perjury. Secondly, that 
| he is particeps eriminis to a most villainous fraud upon the 
| public Treasury, over which he was appointed the people’a 
| sentinel. If my colleague were present, I would extend to 
| him now the opportunity of withdrawing, unconditionally, 
| the base calumny; or I should, on behalf of my constit- 
uents, demand a statement of his proofs. But, presuming 
that he ventures to base his charge upon public rumor, and 
avails himsel of the aid of her foul and irresponsible 
i tongue, to slander my friend and constituent, that his party 
may gain something, 1 have but to say that public rumor is 
notoriously a f common liar, and that the charge of these 
| crimes upon Mr. Corwin is a willful, a malicious, and a de- 
| liberate jie.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am very much obliged to 
my colleague, both for his honorable courtesy, and 
unparalleled generosity as manifested in this ex- 
tract. He generously affords me the opportuni- 
ity of withdrawing, unconditionally, the base cal- 
umny which his own statement fastens upon Mr. 
Corwin, or otherwise ‘* he demands the proofs.”? 
Now, sir, I affirm: Ist. That Mr. Corwin, while 
| acting as Senator, and receiving eight dollars per day 
for watching and guarding the National Treasury, 
| look a contingent fee, said to amount to $100,000, for 
the prosecution of a claim ‘against that Treasury. 1 
affirm, 2d. That when about to become the -head of 
| the Treasury Department, he sold ‘his contingent. fee 
to a citizen of New York for a large amount, said to 
be $79,000, and that said claim, amounting to nearly 
f half a million of dollars, was paid upon the warrant 

or draft of Mr. Corwin. For the proof of -these 
_ allegations, I refer not only to public rumor, but 
to the statement of my colleague, which, he says,’ 
upon the honor of a man, and an American Rep- 
| resentative, are true. 

I affirm, in the third place, that public rumor 
charges that Thomas Corwin and Robert Corwin, 
his nephew, through Mr. Corcoran, purchased the one 
i fourth interest of this claim for the sum of $15,000, 
i and that with this $15,000, Dr. Gardiner twice visited 
Mexico in the preparation of his papers and evidence 
to be presented to the Board of Commissioners. I 
charge, in the fourth place, upon public rumor, 
that Dr. Gardiner’s claim was founded upon his right 
to a silver mine in Mexico, from which, he alleges, he 
| was expelled by the Mexicans. I charge, in the fifth 
| place, upon public rumor, that no such silver mine, 
| as the one claimed by Dr. Gardiner, ever existed ~ 
| And I charge, in the last place, upon the finding 
| of the Grand Inquest of this District, and upon 
| the criminal prosecution now existing against 
| Dr. Gardiner, that the evidence upon which the Mex- 
ican Claims Commissioners awarded nearly a half a 
| million of dollars to Gardiner, Corwin § Co., was a 
i forgery from beginning to end. And L have the au- 
i thority of my colleague, Mr. Corwin’s bosom 
friend and immediate representative, for saying 
that Mr. Corwin, in consequence of his high legal 
attainment, was employed, and actually spent the 
greater portion of nine months in the preparation 
of this case for presentation to the Board of Com- 
missioners; and [ willsave my colleague thepainful 
; duty of demanding the proof, by asking the House 
| for a committee of investigation, and an opportu- 
i nity of furnishing the proof. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is a notorious fact, that 
both my colleague and Mr. Corwin are ardent sup- 


| porters of General Scott. ‘That it is charged upon 
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Mr. Corwin, that his mission to Ohio was, in part, 
to negotiate and purchase the support of the lead- 
ing Free-Soil paper of that State for General Scott. 
That Mr. Corwin is- himself a ‘* Gaxpnin;’”’ and 
that the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Brooxs,] 
one of the editors of a leading Whig paper in the 
city of New York, charges that the election of 
General Scott will be a restoration of the ‘* tail of 
the Galphin. 

Now, sir, it is said that some of the evidence 

upon which.these Mexican claims have been al- | 
lowed, has most mysteriously disappeared from | 
the files of the Department. Under these circum- 
stances I can wait no longer for Mr. Corwin, or 
his friend and representative, to call for an inves- 
tigation. 
. Y demand, sir, of this House, in the name of the | 
American people; | demand for the ‘credit of my 
State,” and “for the honor of her citizens of all po- 
litical parties,” that these charges be investigated. 
Public policy and the interests of the people, de- 
mand that this investigation shall be had before 
any more of the evidences shall disappear from 
the files of the Department. À 

I may perhaps be told, that there is no occa- 
sion for haste, inasmuch as the President of the 
United States, knowing the importance of this 
testimony, has himself taken custody of this evi- 
dence, and placed it under lock and key, that no 
more may disappear from the files of the Depart- 
ment. But, sir, the sooner this whole transac- 
tion receives a thorough investigation, the better 
for the country. : 

Mr. Speaker, there are a few precious sentences 
in my colleague’s remarks, which characterize his 
notions of what constitutes an “ honorable warfare.” 
For illustration, my colleague, in speaking of my 
humble self, says: 

c My colleague who, when a candidate two years ago, 
ran home to electioneer the best part of a month before the 
adjournment, thereby dodging or evading a vote upon that 
test question of the day—the fugitive slave law; who ‘Gal- 
phinized? upon the public Treasury {in a small way) to 
the amount of about $150 for per diem up to the close of the 
session.” 

If this, sir, is * honorable warfare,” I might show 
from the record that my colleague, during this very 
session, has been absent a month from this [House 
attending to his professional business in Ohio, and 
drawing his per diem compensation. ` I might 
show from the record, that, while we live only 
eighty miles apart, and that in returning from the 
last Congress I had to pass within a few miles of 
his residence; and that, while for the two sessions | 
of the last Congress I Galphinized in the way of 
mileage the sum of $860, my colleague Galphinized 
$1,350 40. But this does not comport with my 
notions of ‘ honorable warfare,” and I will, there- 
fore, spare my colleague. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, my colleague’s notions of 
‘honorable warfare’? would seal my lips, and not 
aufer me to charge upon General Scott his own 
declaration made in 1841, and ‘still unrevoked, 
that he was in favor of a Bank of the United 
States, and that had he been in the extra session 


of Congress in 1841 he would have voted for such | 
an institution, because, says my colleague, speak- | 


ing of myself— 


« He admits that he isa renegade Whig, and was about 
those days in favor of a United States Bank. He has had 
sume experience in the shin-plaster business, having once 
been a subscriber ta stock to the amount of $250,000 in a 
manufactory of that kind in Ohio.” 


Why is it, Mr. Speaker, that, in the language 
of my colleague, I am to be pursued “ HYENA- 


ixe” for once having been a Whig? I have a} 


thousand times confessed the fault, and done 
« works meet for repentance.” As to the charge 
of having once been a bank man, I can exclaim, | 
as did General Harrison in his Dayton speech in 
1840, “Iam no bank man now; I once was, and | 
then they cheated me out of every dollar I put in 
them.” But, sir, if I was once a Whig, General 
Scott claims to have once been a Democrat. He 
avowed himself to his Rochester friends, in 1839, 
as a Jackson Democrat. General Scott and my- 
self both changed sides, then, it seems, in 1840. 
I do not think anything the worse of General | 
Scott for having been once a Democrat; and I 
trust | may some day be forgiven for having been 
so foolish as to have been born a Whig. 

Again, Mr. Speaker, my colleague, in his “ kon- 
rable warfare,” charges that I dodged the vote | 


t 
j 


upon the fugitive slave law, and upon the. Hillyer 
resolution. I have never hesitated to avow, that 


| ber caucus, and in General Scott’s nomination. 


! condemn and denounce it on all occasions. 


| Soil meeting in Ohio, by an honorable ex-member 


| and let me assure you, gentlemen, that this is no new-born 


had I been in the city when the fugitive slave law 
was passed, I should. have voted against it. As 
an independent measure, I was opposed to it. I 
do not now like it. But, as a part of the com- 
promise, I am willing to acquiesce in it, until it 
shall have received the test of time and experi- 
ence. My colleague will find that upon the Hill- 
yer resolution, I voted to lay it upon the table, a 
vote which my colleague well knows was a test 
vote upon the resolution. 

My colleague, Mr. Speaker, is a Scott man; he |; 
was one of the wire-workers in the Senate Cham- 


He boasts of his consistency, and would not vote 
for General Taylor, because he was not pledged 
upon the question of slavery. I have in my hand 
a letter written by my colleague in 1850, to this 
effect: ` : 
Hamivron, October 14, 1850. 

Dear Sir: I have just received yours of the Hth. I 
have an important suit to attend to in the United States 
court at Columbus, and I have been written to that I must 
be there to try it the latter part of next week. It would give 
me the greatest pleasure to attend the meeting at Wilming- 
ton, but L cannot for this reason, As to the fugitive law, I 
I am against 
its iniquitous and unjust provisions, and all men who sus- 
tain it! {tis the greatest outrage ever perpetrated upon 
liberty. J would trample it under foot. J have no right to 
dictate to others, but, for myself, say I will utterly dis- 
regard its obligations,and will never cease my opposition 
until itis wiped from our statute-books. This is the position 
I took in the few’ speeches I made before the election, and 
in maintaining it hereafter, T shall not stop to inquire what 
effect my course will have upon my success as a politician. 
Political success has no charms for me, when purchased at 
the sacrifice of justice and right. 

Very truly yours, 
A. Brook. L. D. CAMPBELL. 


Horace Greeley says that he loathes the Whig 
platform, and would spit upon it. He, too, is a 
leading Scott man. Senator Wade says, “‘ that 
Gen. Scott told him that he would let his right arm 
fall from its socket before he would be instrumental 
in protecting slavery.” I am aware, sir, that Sen- 
ator Wade now says that he never wrote such a 
letter; yet, sir, the letter was read toa Whig Free- 


of this House. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Does the gentleman 
insist Mr. Wade wrote the letter? 

Mr. OLDS. Jinsist that Tilden read the letter 
ata meeting of Free-Soilers and Whigs in Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON. That rests upon the word of 
a newspaper correspondent. 

Mr. OLDS. Yes, sir, upon a Whig corre- 
spondent of a Whig newspaper. Tadmit the wit- 
nesses to be suspicious, yet it is Whig authority. 

Mr. POLK. Does the gentleman say that Mr. 
Wade did not write such a letter? 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Tilden said that hedid 
not read any letter whatever, and the charge does 
not rest upon the authority of a Whig correspond- 
ent of a Whig newspaper, but upon the authority 
of an anonymous letter published in the Cleve- 
land Plaindealer, a Democratic paper that has 
Pierce and King flying at its masthead. 

Mr. OLDS. Yet Whig correspondents and 
Whig newspapers say, that he not only received 
such a letter from Senator Wade, but that he ac- 
tually read it to a Free-Soil Whig meeting. 

The truth is, sir, that both Wade and Tilden 
found it to be a “hasty plate of soup,” and that 
they had better upset the bowl. Consequently, 
Wade telegraphed Tilden to destroy the letter. 
Tilden called two witnesses, in whose presence he 
read the letter, and then burned it. He now suf- 
fers Wade to make the denial, and consents him- 
self to be branded a liar, until after the election, 
when the responsibility, depend upon it, will be 
shifted upon Senator Wade. 

Such are the Scott men, and such is General 
Scott at the North. Upon the other hand, a Mr. 
Addams, one of the Whig delegates to the Scott 
convention, corroborated by the testimony of 
John M. Botts, Senator Jones, and others, repre- 
sents General Scott as being ‘‘ dead for the ugi- 
tive slave law.” 

Mr. Addams says, that General Scott held the 
following language to the Mississippi delegation: 

sI am well pleased, too, gentlemen, with the platform 
you have adopted—it meets my hearty and cordial approval; 


faith with me. Years ago I entertained the sentiments 
expressed in that platform on the subject of southern rights. 
{f can assure you that Í was one of the first to give in my 
hearty and cordial approval and indorsement of those meas- 
ures, when they were before Congress. There were but 
two others ahead of me in pointof time in their advocacy 


| an average of five times a day, 


and approval of those measures. I mean Mr, Clay, and 


Senator Foote, of your State. As early as 1850, when first 
brought before Congress, openly avowed myself the friend 
of those measures, and then, and since, as many I think as 
have I openly and publicly 
declared my sentiments to man, woman, and child, who 
has approached me on the subject? 

“My name has been coupled with that of Mr. William 


| H. Seward, and 1 have been charged with entertaining 
sentiments in common with him in reference to southern 


institutions. Nothing can be more unjustand false. It is 
true, I am personally acquainted with: Mr. Seward, and 
that he is personally my friend; but I am not responsible 
for his peculiar sentiments, nor those of any other man 
who may see proper to support me; and no man living 
knows better than he what my opinions are and always 
have been. I made his acquaintance some time in the year 
236 or 737. Thad not met with him, or corresponded with, 
or interchanged communications with him, however, du- 
ring the interval from the year 742 to 750. In the latter year, 
during the pending of the compromise measures before 
Congress,-I met with him in traveling through New Jersey. 
He approached me upon the subject of those measures, and 
asked my opinion in relation thereto. I replied to him in 
these words: ¢ Sir, I am dead for the Constitution—dead 
for the Union—dead for the compromise—anddead against 
any man who is opposed to them or either of them? The 
language used by myself on that occasion was sv positive 
and emphatie that, in alluding to it since—for he well re- 
members the conversation—he has even charged me with 
rudeness.” Š 


My colleague says: 

«As to the FUGITIVE LAW, I condemn and denounce tt on 
all occasions. Iam against its iniquitous, cruel, unjust pro- 
visions, AND ALL MEN WHO SUSTAIN IT”? 


Yet, my colleague is one of the ‘‘ chief cooks 


! and bottle-washers”’ in the.Scott organization at 


the North. General Scott says: 

“Tam dead for the Constitution—dead for the Union— 
DEAD FOR THE COMPROMISES, AND DEAD AGAINST ANY 
MAN WHO IS OPPOSED TO IT.” 

Somebody is imposed upon. Either the North 
or the South is cheated—dreadfully, shamefully 
cheated. A greater fraud upon the elective fran- 
chise is being perpetrated by General Scott and 
his friends than that of Gardiner, Corwin & Co., 


| upon the National Treasury. And, sir, although 


I do not include this in my investigation resolu- 
tion, i warn my colleague, when he accuses me of 
deception and dodging, “Men who live in glass 
houses should not throw stones.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I ask my col- 
league to withdraw his call for the previous ques- 
tion for ten minutes; I will renew it. 

Mr. MEADE. I wish to offer an amendment 
to the preamble, unless it is accepted as a modifi- 
Sn of the resolution by the gentleman from 

io. 

Mr. OLDS. I wish to say to my colleague and 
the House, that he had opportunity to make his 
attack upon me during a whole hour. I have re- 
plied only to the allegations that he has made 
against me. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is out of order. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I hope my colleague will 
be allowed ten minutes of reply. 

The amendment of Mr. Meane was read by the 
Clerk, as follows: 


Whereas, a strong suspicion rests upon the public mind 
that fraudulent claims have been allowed by the Jate Mexi- 
can Claims Commissioners, with one of which it is sus- 
pected Thomas Corwin, Secretary of the Treasury, has 
been improperly connected: therefore, &c. 


The SPEAKER. It is not competent for the 
gentleman from Ohio to modify his resolution, in 
the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. OLDS. Permit me to say I am willing 
that my colleague should have the floor ten min- 
utes, or half an hour. My anxiety is this: I fear 
there may be a disposition to carry this resolution 
to the table, by proceeding to other business, and I 
may not be able to reach it again. All I ask is, 
that an investigation may be had. I have pledged 
myself to the country that this investigation shall 
be had, and my colleague has pledged himself that 
Mr. Corwin would challenge investigation. I 
withdraw my call, on the condition that it shall be 
renewed by my colleague. _ 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I wish to 
ask the gentleman, as I expect to vote for his res- 
olution, whether, under the circumstances, he in- 
tends to serve upon the committee? 

Mr. OLDS. I will not serve upon the commit- 
tee. I shall ask the Speaker to excuse me. 

Mr. STEVENS. I supposed not, as you have 
already condemned him. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Idonotrise, Mr. 
Speaker, for the purpose of following my colleague 
through the remarks he has just submitted, I 
consider the time of the House, at this late period, 
too precious to be consumed in exposing my col- 
league, further than I have already been compelled 
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by a sense of duty to do. The old issue between 
us is not changed by anything he has said, and [ 
address myself simply to the new points he has 
raised. 

He has again inquired why I did not demand, 
in behalf of Secretary Corwin, an investigation 
into his connection with the Gardiner claim. I 
have already stated the very satisfactory reason 
that no responsible person had been found to assert 
acharge of improper or corrupt conduct. Some 
months aga, when my colleague had the floor, un- 
derstanding him to insinuate such a charge, I did 
promptly rise in my place, and put to him the 
question directly, as to whether he made such a 
charge. And I then said that Mr. Corwin would 
challenge investigation whenever any responsible 
man was found to assert the charge on this floor. 
Whether I was so reported, I do not know, as 
there was much confusion in the Hall at the time, 
and I have never looked at the published report. 
I have always asserted, that whenever there was 
found a responsible father for this calumny, in- 
vestigation should come. Butno such person has 
ever been found. Even my colleague has prefaced 
his resolution by saddling the charge upon public 
rumor. I should indeed be treacherous to my 
duty, were I to demand here an investigation of 
any man’s conduct, involving large expenditures of 
the public money, upon any idle and libelous ru- 
mor that may have been originated by hired dem- 
agogues to blacken the fame of honest men. Sir, 
F come here for no such purpose. 

A word, sir, as to the creation of this slander- 
ous rumor as to Secretary Corwin and the Gard- 
iner claim. I charge that my colleague has manu- 
factured it. More than a year ago, I remember 
he came to the town in which I reside, to address 
a Democratic meeting. He there made pretty 
much the same speech on general politics that he 
refreshed us with here the other day, except as to 
the allusion to the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
then, in an insinuating manner, sought to cast a 
stigma upon his character for integrity. Deter- 
mined to bring the matter to a point, I was unwill- 
ing that even in a Democratic meeting, where I 
had no rights, the character of that man who had 
been personally known to most of the audience as 
honorable and upright from his boyhood, should 
be blackened by insinuations, I interrupted my 
colleague, and inquired whether he made the 
charge that, as Secretary of the Treasury, he had 
acted improperly in regard to this claim. He then, 
sir, before that Democratic meeting, disavowed 
that charge, and confined it to the fact that he was 
attorney for the claimant whilst he was a Senator. 
Yet, sir, I have heard that he passed on through 
the State of Ohio, from Hamilton, from stump to 
stump, with the base insinuation upon his tongue 
that the Secretary was corrupt. : 

Mr. OLDS, (Mr. Campsext yielding to him 
for explanation.) When I was proceeding with 
m 
ths fact, that Mr. Corwin, while acting as Sen- 
ator, and receiving eight dollars a day of the 
people’s money, had taken a fee from the other 
side as a claim agent against the Treasury, my 
colleague arose, and in putting his question to me, 
made a disclaimer that Mr. Corwin, before he 
went into the office of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, sold out his interest in that claim. Hemade 
an admission of the very thing I charged. In 
reply to him I said this: How does that change 
the condition of Mr. Corwin? If this was a fraud- 
ulent claim, and he sold it for a valuable consid- 
eration, does he wish his friends to understand 
that he cheated the man to whom he sold the 
claim in New York? or did he have an under- 
standing with the gentleman in New York that on 
being Secretary of the Treasury that claim would 
be paid? I told him to take which horn of the di- 
lemma he chose. , : 

Mr. CAMPBELL. The House will perceive, 
Mr. Speaker, that my colleague now admits sub- 
stantially, what I have said, that there, in that 
Democratic meeting, his charge was simply that 
Governor Corwin, whilst Senator at eight dollars 
per day, had no right to employ his leisure time, not 
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remarks at Hamilton, and was speaking of | 


taken up by duties in the Senate, in pursuing his 

rofession, and acting as an attorney for claimants. 

et his charge in his speech on this floor to which 
I replied, was one of high crime, viz: Subornation 
of perjury and willful frauds upon the Treasury 
over which he has control. On the subject of 
Senators and members of Congress, acting as at- 
torneys in the prosecution of their profession be- 
fore our courts, commissioners, and departments, 
without going into details or discussing the pro- 
priety of it, I have but to say, for my present 
purpose, that such has always been the practice 
of men of ali parties here, from time immemorial. 
Asa party charge, then, my colleague makes noth- 
ing by that. 

_But, Mr. Speaker, as if driven to the wall by 
his former charges against my distinguished con- 
stituent, my colleague now makes others, He 
says that Mr. Corwin, learning that this searching 
resolution had been offered, left the city for Ohio. 
Sir, I cannot now stigmatize this charge as it 
should be marked. I have only to say, as is well 
known to many members here, that Mr. Corwin 
had left for Ohio, more than twenty-four hours 
before my colleague proposed to offer his resolu- 
tion, and was, perhaps, half way to his journey’s 
end before my colleague drew it from his pocket. 
In fact, sir, Ī believe it was the knoweledge of 
his absence that induced its presentation at that 
particular time. Besides, sir, the Secretary’s ac- 
quaintances all know that his health imperatively 
required his absence, and the idea that my col- 
league’s self-importance has conjured up, that he 
left to avoid his puny assaults, will be regarded 
as the veriest absurdity where either of the par- 
ties are known. 

But my colleague says that Mr. Corwin went 
to Ohio to purchase up some Free-Soil paper. It 
would be well for my colleague if he makes this 
new charge to amend his resolution and have that 
investigated also. It will save the expense upon 
the public Treasury, over which he has consti- 
tuted himself a guardian, to do so, and to have all 
his charges examined at once, and all his slanders 
silenced by one report. As to this new charge, I 
have but to stigmatize it, as I did others of a simi- 


lar character, a few days since, as wholly desti- } 


tute of any foundation in truth. 

Mr. OLDS. I did not make the charge. 
only said that public rumor said so. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. My colleague always deals 
in public rumors. It is my colleague who goes 
from stump to stump, in Ohio, from day to day, 
week to week, and month to month, casting asper- 
sions upon the characters of honest men, and | 
when brought to account for it, conceals his 
beautiful person beneath the ample and filthy 
folds of the under garments of that old hag, “Ru- | 
mor.” It is he who goes around the country, | 
worming his poisonous slanders into the ears of 
the unsophisticated and credulous yeomanry of | 


I 


the land, against honorable men; and when sum- |j 


moned for his proofs, gives the whispers of her 
foul tongue. Of all character of persons, Mr. 
Speaker, in my judgment, those who seek to de- 
stroy or impair the reputations of their fellow- 
men, by retailing the malicious whisperings of 
public rumor, thus evading the responsibilities 
which honorable men are ever ready to assume, 
are most deserving of public scorn and public 
contempt. My colleague has just given us hisown 
evidence to show that he is entitled to the credit of | 
being a leader amongst this class of men. 

So far, then, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
is concerned, I only desire to say, that my col- 
league has long been engaged in this work of poi- 
son—this system of creaung opinion upon idle 
rumors. If the House deem it due, either to the 
public interest, or to the character of Secretary 
Corwin, which has had asperstons cast upon it by 


my colleague in this manner, that there should be 
an investigation, } not only ask it, but demand it. 
All that I would ask, as his friend and represent- 
ative, and all, I know, that he would ask, is a fair 
and impartial committee, who, ridding themselves 


of all party prejudices, will investigate his con- 
nection with this claim, and if they choose, the 


| interposition. 


| floor. 


whole history of his life. I feel confident, sir, 
and I repeatit, that the calumnious charge of cor 
ruption against him, will vanish before. the ‘light 
of fair investigation, as dust does before a tornado. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, a few words as to my col-> 
league’s assault upon me. His ‘personalities I 
cannot notice without a violation of the principles 
of honor, or without stooping from the dignity 
which my position here requires me to mairitain. 
Upon the point of personal veracity, [ have but 
to say, thatin my remarks the other day, I moved 
the ‘* previous question’’ on my colleague on this 
point, which certainly cuts off all debate on this 
_ Lhave nothing further to say upon that 
question; but I have to say to him, in reply to 
his sneering allusion to my physical size, that 
although I only weigh about one hundred and 
twenty-five pounds avoirdupois, I will waive that 
difference readily and cheerfully, if he has any 
wrongs to avenge, by an effort at personal chas- 
tisement. Though 1 do not profess to be either 


| good-looking or physically strong, I am ready to 


compare the personal appearance which God has 
given me with his, and that may be found large 
enough, and strong enough, and able enough to 
defend myself or a friend on this floor, or any 
other proper place, intellectually or physically, 
from the effect of his puny assaults. 

Mr. OLDS. I do not wish to take any ad- 
vantage of my friend in consequence of the small- 
ness of his size. It reminds me of the two men 
who went out to fight a duel. One was a large 
and the other a small man; and it was agreed that 


|; the large man should mark out the size of the little 


man upon his person, and that if he were shot 
outside of that mark it should not go for anything. 
I will make the same arrangement with my col- 
league. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, my col- 
league’s effort at wit is quite as feeble as bis at- 
tempts to destroy men’s reputations. If he can 
satisfy himself with it, I have nothing more to 
say. : 9 

Mr. Speaker, my colleague has charged that I. 
was absent from the House for some three weeks 
during this session. That is true, sir. Let him 
have credit for having uttered a truth here! After 
a long absence from friends and business, and 
after many months of laborious attention to every 
interest of my constituents here, I did, in the 
spring, go home. But, sir, I availed myself of'a 
period in our business when it was scarcely pos- 
sible that any question would be voted upon in 


| which my constituents had either a direct or re- 


mote interest. Not so with my colleague’s ab- 
sence, to which I incidentally alluded to show that 
he was not the proper person to charge that: Mr,- 
Corwin, as Senator, had neglected his duties, He 
was absent for several weeks at the close of the 
session, into which, we all know, the important 
business of Congress is crowded. He was not at 
his post at the time when your Treasury is plun- 
dered, if plundered at all—at the close, when every- 
thing is passed in hot haste—when the ‘‘ Galphin- 
izers” look for a harvest. My colleague was nota 
sentinel then, at the close of the ever-to-be-remem- 
bered firstsession of the Thirty-first Congress. He 
was not here when thefugitiveslavelaw was passed. 
Where was he? Echo answers: “ At home elec- 
tioneering, and proving his fidelity to Free-Soil 
principles.” Sir, I was here. The record shows 
it. I have been here whenever every great ques- 
tion of public interest during my service has been 
voted upon, and especially during the memorable 
session of 1849-’50. 

But my colleague complains that he has not re- 
ceived enough mileage, or that I have received too ` 
much, On this point I desire only to say, that 
the Committee on Mileage, which is a Democratic 
committee, settled the matter for me without my 
I had nothing to do in the matter, 
except to answer their interrogatories, that I lived 
in Hamilton, Ohio, twenty miles north of Cincin- 
nati. Upon this, they allowed me for twenty 
miles more travel than they gave my Democratie 
colleague, [Mr. Disney,] who resides in the city . 
of Cincinnati. In fact, sir, I have never looked into 
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it particul 
interrogate 
then take w 
under their direction, offers me. 
Tt may be that my colleague would fare better by 
pursuing the same course. _ f 
My colleague has found in a newspaper, & pri- 
vate letter Which some two- years ago 1 wrote in 
regard tø the fugitive slave law, and which found 
its way into the public prints. He is welcome to 
all he can make out of it. It has, at least, the re- 
deeming trait of boldness, and direct opposition to 
' the details of thatlaw. In regard to it, I have 
only to say here, that my position is well under- 
stood. Acknowledging, as I do, the constitutional 
obligation to deliver up fugitives from labor, I 
am,neverthėless, opposed—uncompromisingly op- 
posed—to the details of any law, under which a 
free man, of any complexion, may be madea slave. 
My opinions are well known here. They have 


been freely and fearlessly avowed on all proper i; 


occasions, Honorable gentlemen, on all sides of 
this Hall, of every party, will bear me witness, that 
J have never pursued an evasive course on this point. | 
Can my colleague say as much? _ Can anybody 
say as much for him? Let his constituents answer. 
Sir, when I am to retain this seat only by du- 
plicity—by holding one set of opinions here, and 
another among my constituents, I shall leave it in 
disgust. That I claim a modification of the fugi- 
tive slave law I confess, and that, in due season, 
even our southern friends, when cool and patriotic | 
counsels prevail, will see the justice of that claim, 
I do not cherish a doubt. 

Mr. Speaker, the time of the House is valuable, 
I know, and T dismiss this matter, leaving the 
House to exercise its pleasure as to the passage of 
this resolution. In pursuance of my promise, I 
move the previous question. 

Mr. OLDS. Can I accept the amendment to 
the preamble proposed by the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, [Mr. Meane? 

The SPEAKER. Itcan only be done by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, It can bedone by with- 
drawing the call for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so understands it. 

Mr. OLDS. Will my colleague withdraw the 
call for the previous question? 

_ Mr. CAMPBELL. Certainly; I do withdraw 


it. 

Mr. OLDS. Then the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia can propose his amendment to the preamble, 
and then move the previous question. 

Mr. MEADE. I then offer that amendment, 
and renew the motion for the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken upon the resolu- 
tion, and it was agreed to. 


The question was then put upon theamendment 
to the preamble, and it was agreed to; and the pre- 
amble as amended was then adopted. 

Mr. OLDS moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, and also moved 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 


BUSINESS BEFORE THE COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COBB. I ask my colleague to withdraw 
that motion, so that I may introduce a resolution 
in which every member of this House is interested, 
with the exception of the Committee on Public | 
Lands. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Let the resolution be read 
for information. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


‘Resolved, That ali bills, resolutions, and other matters | 
referred to the standing committees of this House, upon 
which no report shall have been made at this session, shall 
be returned informally to the Cierk, and shall, by virtue of 
this resolution, stand recommitted at the commencement 
of next session to said committees, into whose possession 
the Clerk is hereby directed to restore them. 


Mr. EVANS. 
Mr. GREY. 


T object. 
I ask the gentleman from Ala- 


bama to allow me to introduce a resolution, to |: 


which, I am sure, no gentleman in the House 
will have an objection. It is a resolution of in- | 


| 
|| 
| 


floor will object. . 

Mr. KING. I object; and I call for a vote upon 
the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. 
Housron.] 

The question was then taken upon Mr. 
ron’s motion, and it was agreed to. 

So. the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Harris, of Ten- 
nessee, in the chair.) 

OCEAN MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
bill No. 242, making appropriations for the trans- 
| portation of the United States mail by the ocean 


| steamers, and otherwise, during the fiscal year 
| ending 30th June, 1853. 


| ‘The motion was agreed to. 


The bill was then taken up for consideration, 
and was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not intend to occupy 
| any of the time of the committee in explaining this 
bill further than to say that the bill, as reported 


|| by the Committee of Ways and Means, is simply 


for appropriating money to carry out the existing 
contracts for the ocean steam service, made in 
pursuance of law. There is no contract in the bill. 
here is no proposition to make an additional 
contract in the bill, but it is confined alone and 
| entirely to carrying out the existing contracts 
which have been made under existing laws. 
| Iam instructed, sir, by the Committee of Ways 
and Means to propose an amendment at the end 
of the ninth line in the first paragraph, of which 
I give notice to the House, so that they may 
know whatiscoming. Theamendment is to strike 
out $385,000, which was the amount of compen- 
sation heretofore paid to the Collins line, and to 
insert in lieu of that sum $858,000—the compen- 
sation allowed to that line in accordance with the 
recent vote and legislation of Congress. That is 
| the only amendment the Committee of Waysand 
Means propose to this bill. In saying this, 1 be- 
lieve I have brought all the facts connected with 
this bill before the House, so far as the bill itself 
| is concerned; and if it is the pleasure of the 
House, Í am exceedingly anxious that we should 
close this'debate to-morrow at twelve o'clock. If 
gentlemen wish it, we might have an evening ses- 
sion to discuss this bill. 

{Cries of “ Close the debate!’’] . 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, if the com- 
mittee will agree to it, I will propose now to go into 
the House and pass a resolution closing debate 
upon this bill to-morrow at twelve o’clock, and 
then there will be no misunderstanding about it. I 
move that the committee rise. 

The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman stated that 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union had had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and especially House bill No. 
242, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE UPON THE MAIL SER- 


VICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


i o’clock to-morrow. j 

Mr. TAYLOR. Imove an amendment to that 
resolution, by striking out twelve o'clock to-mor- 
row, and inserting in leu thereof, in five minutes 


ii after the committee shall again resume the consid- 


! eration of the same. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to amend 
‘the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, by 
' striking out “five minutes,” and inserting ** fif- 


I teen.” 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
previous question. 

Mr. ORR. Ishould like, sir, to offer another 
! amendment. 

The SPEAKER. A second amendment is not 
in order. An amendment to an amendment is 
: moved, and another amendment is not in order. 


I call for the 


guiry. ! 


i Mr. ORR. I desire to offer an amendment that 
j the debate be closed at four o’clock to-morrow. 


I move to take up House | 


| 
i 


Hovs- | 


I propose the resolution to || P 
close debate upon House bill No. 242 at twelve | 


| the then-existing laws. 
i| since that time increased it to $858,000, and I am 


cussed. 

The SPEAKER. No further amendment isin 
order, the previous question having been moved. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken- upon the amend- 
ment to the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment as amended, and being put, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr ORR moved to lay the resolution upon the 
table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the resolution as amended, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and also 
moved to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved that tie rules. be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Hanns, of Tennes- 
see, in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of House bill No. 242. 

Mr. DEAN obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee in regard to the issues involved in 
the presidential question, and in regard to the ex- 
travagance of the present Administration. Upon 
his responsibility, he asserted that the corruptions 
which existed in the Departments at Washington 
are greater than they ever have been; and that the 
investigating committee which had been appointed 
by the Senate would make developments astound- 
ing to every one. 

The bill was then read by sections, for amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means to offer the following 
amendment, viz: After the word ‘‘back,’’ in the 
ninth line, strike out the words “three hundred 
and eighty-five,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘eight hundred and fifty-eight,” so as to 
make the clause read as follows: ry 

«“ For transportation of the mails from New York to Liv- 
crpool and baek, $858,000.72 

That is to provide for the Collins line. I desire 
to say now, that this bill was reported by the 
Committee of Ways and Means some time before 
the House acted upon the Collins Tine, when the 
deficiency bill was under consideration. At the . 
time this bill was reported, it provided an appro- 
priation for the Collins line, in accordance with 
Congress, however, have 


now instructed by the Committee of Ways and 
Means to move to amend the bill, to meet that in- 
crease. . aes 
The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 
Mr. IIOUSTON. I move that the committee 
do now rise, and report the bill to the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the chair- 
man (Mr. Harris, of Tennessee) reported that 
the committee had, according to order, had the 
Union generally under consideration, and es- 
ecially House bill No. 242, for the support of 
the United States mail service by ocean steamers, 
during the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1853, and 
had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move the previous ques- 
tion upon the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and having been engrossed, it - 
was read the third time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move the 
previous question upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then passed. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
was agreed to. 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


E eSartei 


MARGARET L. WORTH. 

Mr. POLK. Mr. Speaker, I have sought the 
floor for a long time, for the purpose of bringing 
before the House for consideration a bill, import- 
ant in its character. I will not appeal to the sym- 
pathy of the House, nor do I desire to do so. I 

elieve that the mere mention of the case will op- 
erate upon the judgment of members of this 
House, to induce them to take it up, and pass it. 
I move to take up the bill now upon the Speaker’s 
table, for the relief of the widow of Major General 
Worth. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to take up this bill, and I hope no member 
will object. 

Mr. ALLISON, I know my friend from Ten- 
nessee will include two orphans, of whose case I 
have charge. Their case is a very meritorious 
one, and one of great necessity. 

Mr. POLK. If there are circumstances con- 
nected with that case which inspire the same 
patriotism as the case I have presented, I will 
most certainly include the gentleman’s case. I 
however decline to include it in my proposition. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order until 
the gentleman’s resolution is before the House for 
consideration. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. POLK. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will remark that this bill is 
not on the Speaker's table. Itis before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. POLK. Then I move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consid- 
eration of this bill, with a view of taking it up 
and passing it. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. POLK. I move to suspend the rules. 

The question now being upon the suspension 
of the rules, 

Mr. BRIGGS demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Mexsrs. Cuanpier, and Harris of 
Alabama, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 96, noes 30. 

So (twe thinds having veted in the affirmative) 
the rules were susperided and the motion received, 

The question was then taken, and the House 
agreed to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the further consideration of the bill indicated. 

Mr. POLK. I move the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I rise to a ques- 
tion of order. I understand the motien of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Pork] to have 
been to discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from tke further consideration of this bill, Now, 

“J do not understand that that brings the bill 
before the House for its action. It goes to the 
Speaker’s table, and must be taken from there be- 
fore it can come before the House for its action. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Pork] moved to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from the further consideration 
of the bill, with a view of putting it on its passage. 
‘The Chair thinks both propositions werecontained 
in his motion, and decides that the bill is before 
the House. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
the bill may be read. 

It was read through by the Clerk. : 

It provides that the Secretary of the Interior 
shall place the name of Margaret L. Worth upon 
the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month, from 
the 7th day of May, to continue during her natural 
life. 

Mr. HEBARD. 
nying the bill? , 

The SPEAKER. There is none in the posses- 
sion of the Clerk. It is a Senate bill. 

Mr. HEBARD. Then I should be very glad 
to hear some statement made as to the facts upon 
which the bill is founded. 

Mr. POLK. It is a sufficient statement to say 
that she is the widow of the late gallant and la- 
. mented General Worth. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
amendment pending to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment 
which will be reported. 

The Clerk then read several amendments. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will my colleague allow me 
to say a word? 

Mr, POLK. I cannot allow my colleague. 

Mr, HARRIS. Then I rise toa point of order. 


I ask that 


Is there any report accompa- 


Is there not an 


The amendments reported have never been offered 
to the bill. The bill was reported from the Com- |} 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, and has never been 
considered in Committee of the Whole. An 
amendment was reported from that committee, 
but not the one which has been read. 

Mr. POLK. Then I make the issue before the 
House with my colleague, and I ask the House 
to decide whether any construction shali be put 
upon this matter by which to prevent the widow 
of a man who fell fighting with his face to his |;i 
country’s enemies, from having this little pittance |! 
upon a mere question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The question of order is 
merely one of fact. 

Mr. HARRIS. Itis known to every member 
of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that another į} 
amendment was offered by that committee. ! 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that |! 
a mistake has been made by reading the wrong | 
amendment. That reported by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions is the following: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause of the bill, and in- 
sert the following: 

“ That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place the name of’Mrs, Margaret L. Worth, 
widow of the fate General Worth, on the pension roll, at 
the rate cf $30 per month, to commence on the —— day of 
——, to continue for five years: Provided, Thatin case of 
her death, or the marriage of the said Margaret L. Worth, 
before the expiration of the said five years, the pension for 
the remainder of the time shall be paid to the children of the 
said Worth.” 

Mr. POLK. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The only amendment before 
the House is the one reported by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee, {Mr. Poxx,] I understand, moves the pre- 
vious question. If so, all debate on the bill or 
amendment is out of order. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I would sug- 
gest to my colleague, (Mr. Poik,] that he with- 
draw his demand for the previous question and 
admit one littl amendment. His feelings seem 
to be all alive for the widows of officers who had 
served their country and have fallen in battle. [ 
was in hopes my colleague would permit an amend- | 
ment to be offered, which would embrace the 
widows of ali those old soldiers who had fallen in 
battle while in their country’s service. Many of 
them have been allowed a pension of five years’ 
half pay, which pay has long since expired, and 
l can see no good reason why the widow of the 
soldier who has fallen in battle should not be 
placed upon an equal footing with the widows of 
officers who have died at home. 

Mr. POLK. There is no gentleman whom I 
would accommodate sooner than my friend and 
colleague, but he has not evinced any generosity 
himself in regard to such matters. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was in hopes my colleague’s 


I insist upon the previous ques- 


|! terminated his life a few years ago. 


sympathies would extend to the widows of sol- 
diers, as well as to those of officers. 

The question being upon seconding the demand 
for the previous question, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, demanded tell- '! 
ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. ROBBINS 
and Morony appointed. 

A count was then had, and the tellers reported— | 
ayes 84, noes 44. 

So the previous question was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. Before the motion upon or- | 
dering the main question is put, the Chair would 
remark to the gentleman from Tennessee, {Mr. 
Harris,] who reported the amendment from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, that there is a 
blank in the amendment as to the date when the 
pension shall commence. 

Mr. HARRIS. Fill the blank with the same 
date as that contained in the bill. 

The amendment was then again read. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. | 

The question next recurring upon agreeing to || 
the amendment reported by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. POLK called for tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Goovenow and WirpricK | 
were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 72, noes 51. 

Before the result was announced, 

Mr. CARTTER called for the yeas and nays; 
which were not ordered. 

So the amendment was adopted. 

The amendment was then ordered to be en- 


grossed, and the bill to be read a third time; and, 
having been engrossed, it was'réead a third time and 
passed. : : : 
_Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee, moved -to'recon- 
sider the vote last taken and to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 


| was agreed to. ; 


HEIRS OF CAPTAIN PLUMMER. ` i 


Mr. ALLISON. I move to take up Senate bill 
No. 454, for the relief of Joseph Morton Plum- 
mer and Mary Reynolds Plummer, heirs and 
minor children of Captain Plummer of the United 
States Army. “ > 

A Vorce. T object. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended to allow me to make the motion. 

‘The question was then taken and decided in the 
affirmative. 

The bill was then taken up and read. 

It provides that the Secretary of the Navy be 
directed to place the names of Joseph Morton 
Plummer and Mary Reynolds Plummer upon the 
pension roll at a pay per month amounting to 
one half the sum their father was entitled to, to 
continue for a period of five years, commencing 
on the 9th day of March, 1852. 

Mr. ALLISON. [have but a word or two te 
say in relation to this bill. : 

Several Memsers. There is no occasion for it. 

Mr. ALLISON. As there seems to bea dis- 
position to put the bill upon its passage, 1 will 
make that motion, and call the previous question. 

Mr.ORR. [hope the gentleman will say some- 
thing in explanation of it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwithdraw my motion, then, 
for the purpose of making a statement. Captain 
Plummer was on officer in the Army of the United 
States, and served with gallantry and bravery in 
the Florida war, and also in the Mexican war, in 
which latter service he contracted a disease which 
An applica- 
tion was afterwards made to the present Congress 
for a pension for his widow, and while that appli- 
cation was pendingin the Senate, the widow died, 
leaving two children, in poverty and destitution. 
One of them is an infant, as T am told by my 
friend from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] who under- 
stands this case much better than Ido. After the 
widow’s death, a change was made in the bill, 
and the names of the surviving children substi- 
tuted in the place of that of the original applicant, 
the mother, and that is the bill which is now before 
you for considsration. 

Several Voices. Let us pass it. That is 
enough. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then I move the previous 
question upon its passage. . 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was then read a third time and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON moved to reconsider the vote 


| last taken, and also moved that the motion to re- 
| consider be laid upon the table; which latter mo- 


tion was agreed to. i 
OBITUARY NOTICES OF HENRY CLAY. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I rise to a 

rivileged question. The Committee on Printing 

fave instructed me to report the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s table. 

The resolution was as follows: 

Resolved, 'hat the Committee of the House on Printing 
he directed to cause to he published ten thousand additional 
copies of the proceedings of the Senate and House, and 
obituary notices upon the death of Henry Clay. 

Mr. STANTON. I have but very little to say 
upon that resolution. . 

Several Vorces. There is no necessity of say- 
ing anything. . 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the resolution, and it was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 


Mr. DUNCAN. 1 move that the House re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, in order to take up House 
bill No. 312, making appropriations for light- 
houses, light-boats, buoys, &c.,and providing for 
the erection and establishment of the same, and 
for other purposes. The claims of humanity de- 
mand that it should be passed. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 
batable ? 

The SPEAKER. 


Is that motion de~ 


It is not. 
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Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Chairman, there is one || 
more appropriation bill reported from the Com- || 
mittee of Ways and Means, which I hope the || 
House will take up and dispose of at this time. 

Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 
By the courtesy of this House, I submit that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Duncan] is 
entitled to the floor, he having made the motion to 
go into committee, for the purpose of taking up 
the light-house bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Itis very clear that the gen- 
tleman’s point is not a point of order; but, if the 
gentleman desires the floor upon the ground of 
courtesy, I yield it to him. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I move that the committee 
take up House bill No. 312, making appropriation 
for light-houses, &c. ` 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to, there being, on a division—ayes 96, noes 
not counted. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Iwill not occupy the atten- 
tion of the committee, at this period of the ses- 
sion, by any extended remarks; but will simply 
state, that the appropriations in this bill have re- | 
ceived the careful attention of the Committee on 
Commerée; that the bill is moderate in amount, 
as compared with some bills of this character 
which have been passed within a few years. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman give 
way until the bill shall have been read? 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I move that 
he House dispense with the first reading of the 

ill. 

The question was taken on the motion, and it 
was agreed to. ` 

The Clerk then read the first section of the bill, 
upon its second reading. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I simply propose to say, that 
these appropriations are made upon petitions and 
recommendations from the proper authorities, and 
upon the suggestions of the Light-house Board, 
and of the Commissioner on Light-houses, and 
from information obtained from the Coast Survey. 
The result is, the bill which the committee have 
now presented’ to the consideration of the com- | 


mittee, 

Mr. HOUSTON. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Duncan,] I 
would inquire if this is the last reading of the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the last reading by 
sections. | 

Mr. HOUSTON. Tt occurs to me that the first || 
clause of the bill, if I understand it right, is in- 
tended not to let the appropriation that has been 
made for the light-houses fall into the surplus fund | 
at any ume. 

Mr. EVANS. We will have the clause read 


again. 7 
Mr. HOUSTON. My object is to call the at- 
tention of the committee to that point. Ft occurs 
to me if there is any defect in the law now, it 
exists in regard to this very item. The practice || 
of the Government has been, in my opinion, very | 
improper for a number of years, because it has 
not rigidly and: strictly administered the law, in | 
regard to the surplus fund. They have not re- | 
quired the surplus moneys to be carried into the 
surplus fund, where Congress can get a kuowl- 
edge of them; and it seems to me that this clause || 
makes the matter infinitely worse, for it proposes 
that the moneys appropriated for these purposes, 
shall not go back to the surplus fund in conform- 
ity to the law, which says that after money has |! 
been lying two years idle and unused under an |! 
appropriation, it shall come back into the Treas- if 
iy 
| 


ury. 
Mr. DUNCAN. I believe that clause of the |: 


bill is not liable to the construction which the gen- |; 
tleman gives to it. The provision is, that if a good 


title to the land shall not be acquired by cession, | 
that the appropriation shall not fall into the sur- l 
plus fund, until two years, after the first meeting ji 
of the Legislature of any State in which such lands | 
may be situated, subsequent to the passage of this | 
act. H 

Mr. HOUSTON. I read the clause rather hast- || 
ily, but the objection holds nevertheless. The j 
law now is, that if an appropriation of money is 4 
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to be purchased shall He. 
section of the bill is wrong in this respect. 
Mr. DUNCAN, I think the gentleman some- 


what misapprehends the meaning of the section. | 


As the law now stands, moneys appropriated and 


not applied within two years go into the surplus | 


fund, If a title to land cannot be obtained, the 
provision of this section is, as I understand, that 


the money shall not fall into the surplus fund until || 


two years after the first meeting of the Legisla- 
ture of the State in which theland may besituated. 
At any rate, it is a copy of the identical provision 
of acts which have passed Congress for successive 


years. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is the objection. It 
keeps the money out of the Treasury four years 
at the shortest, instead of two. 


Mr. DUNCAN. The money is never drawn | 


from the Treasury. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is appropriated. The 
mistake is in their saying they do not take it out 
of the Treasury. The appropriation act takes the 
money out of the Treasury. Tt pute it where the 
jaw considers it out of the Treasury. The law 
in regard to the surplus fund requires that if an 
appropriation remains in that condition two years, 
it shal] go back into the Treasury. 

Mr. EVANS made some remarks in favor of a 
reform of the light-house system, (which will be 


| found in the Appendix,) and gave notice of an 
| amendment which he intended to offer with the 


view to that object. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move the committee take a 
recess till seven o’clock. 
_Mr. POLK. I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. Vex- 
ABLE) reported that the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union had, according to order, 
had the Union generally under consideration, and 
especially House bill No. 312, making appropri- 
ations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, é&c., 
and providing for the erection and establishment of 
the same, and for other purposes, and had come to 
no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. CHURCHWELL. [ask the unanimous 
consent of the House to offer the following reso- 


| lution: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House to the widow of its late Clerk, Thomas J. 
CampbelJ, a sum equal to the salary of the said Clerk, reck- 
oned from the time of his death to the close of the session 
of Congress during which he died. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I object. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. WILDRICK. Iask the gentleman to give 
way to enable me to make a report from the Com- 


! mittee on Enrolled Bills. 


Mr. HAMILTON. 
tion for that purpose. 
Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 


I will withdraw the mo- 


| rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the fol- 


lowing bills: 

A bill for the relief of John A. McGaw, of New 
York; 
A bill for the relief of William P. Green; 


A bill confirming to the State‘of Michigan cer- |! 
: tain lands granted for saline purposes; and 


A bill granting a pension toJohn LeRoy; which 
several bills received the signature of the Speaker. 


The House then adjourned till to-morrow at 


: eleven o’clock, a. m. 


PETITIONS. 
The following petitions were presented under the rule, 


63 others, citizens of Lehigh county, in the State of Penn- 
sylvania, praying for a mail route from Allentown to Potts- 
town, in said State. 

By Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Samuel 
Freichler and others, citizens of Berks county, Pennsylva- 
nia, praying for a mail route from Allentown to Pottstown, 
in said State. z 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, August 24, 1852. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev: C. M. Burret. 

Mr. HALE. I understand there is a Journal 
this morning of twenty pages, consisting mostly of 
yeas and nays. 1 move to dispense’ with the reat- 
ing of it. ‘ : 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the pleasure of 
the Senate, the reading will be dispensed with. 

Mr. MASON. Although the Journal may be 
long, I think it should be read. I object to dis- 
pensing with the reading. 

The Journal was then read. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish merely to say that 
after half an hour has been. given to the morning 
business and reports, I shall move to take up the 


| civil and diplomatic bill. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of War, commu- 
nicating, in compliance with a resolution of the 
Senate, a report relative to the Tulare Valley, made 
by Lieutenant Derby; which was, on the motion 
of Mr. WELLER, ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 


FLORIDA CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. MORTON. I desire to present a commu- 
nication from the Hon. David L. Yulee, addressed 
to the Senate of the United States, which I ask 
may be read. i 

The Secretary commenced the reading of the 
communication, but was interrupted by 

Mr. BADGER, who said: As the gentleman 
who writes that letter is entering into a discussion 
of the subject-matter of the report of the commit- 
tee, and as that subject is not now before the Sen- 
ate, I think it is very unnecessary that our time 
should be consumed by reading it. The letter 
commences with an application to the Senate to 
be allowed to be heard in person when we shall 


| proceed to the consideration of the subject. Then 
| immediately follows an argument for the purpose 


of showing that the report of the committee is 
wrong in point of fact, and in point of the con- 
struction of thelaw. Now, if we choose, wemight 
say with great propriety that the Senate are per- 
fectly willing either to hear the gentleman speak 
his argument, or to hear him read it. “Yet Ido not 
think, at this late period of the session, that we 
ought to do more. I therefore move that the far- 
ther reading of the communication be dispensed 
with, and that it be ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. , 

Mr. MORTON. I hope the motion will not 
prevail. I think it is due to the courtesy which 


i should be extended to my late colleague, that the 


communication should beread. Itis not very long. 
It is addressed to the Senate, and should be read, 
atleast. His object is that it should. go upon the 


: Journal, and be published with the proceedings of 
|l the Senate. Whilst we are discussing the propriety 


of it, the reading of it might be concluded. 

The PRESIDENT. It- will not go upon the 
Journal, as the Senator supposes, if it is read. 

Mr. MORTON, It will be reported and go 
into the papers. I hope the reading will be pro- 
ceeded with. 

Several Senators. ‘Let it be read.” 

Mr. Bapeer’s motion was not pressed, and the 
Secretary concluded the reading of the communi- 
cation. A 

Mr. BADGER. As the paper has been read, 
and has been heard by nobody in the Senate, 
which I expected to be the case, I renew the motion 
that it lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask a division of the question. 
I am willing to vote to lay it on the table, but not 
to print it. i 

The PRESIDENT. It lies on the table, asa 
matter of course, The question of printing goes 
to the Committee on Printing. i 

Mr. BADGER. 1 hope there will be no objec- 
tion to the printing of it. 

The PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, 
it will be ordered to be printed without reference 
to the Committee on Printing. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORTON. I beg leave, in this connec- 
tion, to submit the following resolution, which I 
ask may be considered at this time: i 

Resolved, That the Hon. D. L. Yure, who contests the 
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seat of the Hon. S. R. MauLoryY, have leave to be heard i® 
person at the bar of the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. I move that the resolution lie 
on the table. í 

Mr. MGRTON. That motion, I presume; is 
not debatable; but I ask the, Senator, as a cour- 
tesy to me, standing here in the advocacy of the 
rights of one of my constituents, not to press the 
motion. The object which the resolution pro- 
poses has never been withheld from any contestant 
for a seat in the Congress of the United States. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, nobody has 
proposed to refuse the privilege; not atall. We 
nave not yet determined the time when and kow, 
or where we will take up the repert of the com- 
mittee on the subject. 

The PRESIDENT. It has been postponed, 
and made the special order far twelve o’clock on 
Thursday next. 

Mr. MORTON. I have no objection to laying 
the resolution on the table, with the understanding 
that the Senator from North Carolina will call it | 
up at the proper time. 

Mr. BADGER. Certainly 1 will. 


The motion was then agreed to. 


PETITIONS, ETC. f 


Mr. SUMNER presented a petition of citizens 
of the city and county of Philadelphia, praying 
that the bill requiring the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary to deposit with the State the fourth install- 
ment of the deposits of the public moneys, direct- 
ed to be made by the act of 23d June, 1836, may 
become a taw; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. CASS presented a memorial of citizens of 
Frederick county, Maryland, praying that the 
homestead bill may become a law; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. FISH submitted additional documents in 
relation to the claim of C. L. Williamson to a 

ension; which were referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Also, resolutions passed at a meeting of the 
veteran corps of. 1812, held in the city of New 
York, remonstrating against the passage of the 
homestead bill; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of armorers 
and artisans employed in the armory at Harper’s 
Ferry, praying that the appropriations for the 
manufacture of arms may not be reduced; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BORLAND, from the Committee on Pub- 
ic Lands, to which was referred the bill granting 
bounty land to certain officers, seamen, and others 
who have been engaged in the naval service of the 
United States, reported it withoutamendment, and 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BADGER, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to which was referred a bill for the relief 
of the sureties of Robert S. Moore, deceased, late 
a purser in the United States Navy, submitted a 
report, accompanied by a bill for their relief; 
which was read and passed to a second reading. 
The report was ordered to be printed. l 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to which was referred the memorial of 
Roger Pinckney and Susannah Hayne Pinckney, 
asked to be discharged from the further consider- 
ation thereof, and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions; which was agreed to. 


APPRAISEMENT OF MERCHANDISE. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance, 
to which were referred a bill amendatory of the 
several acts regulating the appraisement of im- 
ported merchandise, and the more effectually to 
prevent frauds against the revenue, and for other 
purposes; and a bill amendatory of the several 
acts regulating the appraisement of imported mer- 
chandise, and the more effectually to prevent 
frauds against the revenue, and for other pur- 

oses; one introduced by the Senator from New 

ersey, [Mr. Srocxron,} and the other by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, (Mr. Jamus,] have 
instructed me to report back the same, with a rec- 
ommendation that the consideration of the subject 
be postponed until the next session of Congress, 
as they have not had time to bestow that atten- 
tion to the subject which itdeserves. They have 
determined that there was no time to examine it 


; ROW. 


| tion. 


properly; therefore, that its consideration should 
be postponed till next session. 
Phe PRESIDENT. That question will come 


‘up when the bills are taken up. 


FLORIDA CONTESTED ELECTION. 

Mr. HAMLIN. . The Committee on Printing, 
te which were referred the additional papers re- 
lating to the contested election of Senator from the 
State of Florida, have directed me to report back 
the same, and ask to be discharged from their 
further consideration. It is a question which 
does not belong to the Printing Committee. They 
are not raised for the purpose of supervising the 
concerns of other committees. The Select Com- 
mittee on the Contested Election have had the pa- 
pers under consideration, and recommended their 
printing. By discharging the Printing Commit- 
tee, that question will come before the Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. {f hope that will be considered 
There will be no objection whatever to the 
printing of the papers. 

The motion to discharge the Committee on 
Printing from the further consideration of the pa- 
pers was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, it was 


Grdered, That the papers be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


Mr. BRIGHT. 
ditional copies of the same be printed. 
The PRESIDENT. That motion will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 
THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 


Mr. PEARCE submitted the following resolu- || 


tion for consideration; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That the vacancy in the Roard of Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution, occasioned by the resignation 
of the Hon. Jefferson Davis, be filled by the President of 
the Senate. 
POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The bill from the House of Representatives, re- 
ceived yesterday, making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department, during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1853, was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 


| ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


THE MEXICAN BOUNDARY COMMISSION. 

Mr. WELLER. I rise toa privileged ques- 
Upon Tuesday last the resolution which I 
had offered in the month of June, appointing a 
select committee to investigate the charges pre- 
ferred by Colonel McClellan against the United 
States Boundary Commissioner, was adopted. 
Immediately after its adoption 1 was compelled to 
leave the city. On my return I learned that upon 
that day, after I had left, the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. Bapaer] moved to reconsider that 
motion. This question is still before the Senate. 
l said then that 1 was exceedingly anxious to have 
the Committee appointed, and because of that 
anxiety, | was unwilling to enter into a discussion 
by way of reply to the voluminous, and I might 
add, unfair speech of the Senator from Rhode 
Island, (Mr. Large.) Sir, that Senator, in the 
course of his speech, made charges against Colonel 
McClellan of various crimes, amongst others, 
sabornation of perjury. That officer occupies a 
high rank not only in the Army of the United 
States, but in the social circle with. which he is 
connected, ; 
an opportunity of showiug to the world not only 
that the charges against him are unfounded, but 
that those which he has preferred against the Com- 
missioner are true, and can be sustained by legal 
testimony. I undertake to say that if the com- 


mittee had been thus appointed, and an oppor- |; 


tunity given to take the testimony of witnesses 
who were about to leave the country, and whose 
testimony they may not now be able to obtain, 
Colonel McClellan would have been able to show 
that the Commissioner has been guilty of some of 
the offenses charged against him, and that the as- 
persions cast upon his character by the Senator 
from Rhode Island are wholly unfounded. Now, 1 
desire that the Senate shall act distinctly upon that 
question. An officer ranking high in his corps is 
charged with infamous crimes, and justice demands 
that a full investigation should be had. More 
than five months.ago I offered a resolution in this 
Senate calling upon the Secretary of the Interior 
to inform the Senate what had been done with the 
$325,000 which Congress appropriated to prose- 
cute the Mexican Boundary Commission. To 
this day he refuses to let this Senate know what 


I move that one thousand ad- | 


lt is due to him that he should have |; 


has been done with a dollar of that money! Can 
| this most extraordinary conduct, in réfitsing to let 
the public know how their money has been ex- 
pended, be justified? ; 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will be under ‘ 
the necessity of informing the Senator that this dis- 
cussion is not in order upon the motion to take 
up the motion to reconsider the vote by- which the 
resolution was adopted. > 

Mr. WELLER. I will then for the present 
content myself with asking the Senate to take up 
that motion. If it prevails, I do not intend, nor 
do I desire to go into a discussion unless the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island desires it, and in that 
event I have no objection to meeting him. 

I move therefore to take from the table the mo- 

tion to reconsider by which the resolution was 
adopted. 
i Mr. HUNTER. It is obvious that if we enter 
!into these inquiries and investigations, we shall 
| have no time in which to consider the appropria- 
tion bills. lam sorry to resist the motion, but I 
| cannot agree to anything but morning business 
being considered now. I merely agreed to waive 
my motion to take up the civil and diplomatic bill 
| until twelve o’clock, for the purpose of receiving 
reports, 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to take 
up the mation to reconsider the vote by which the 
resolution was adopted. Until that question be 
taken up, the subject is not open to discussion. 

Mr. CLARKE. The honorable Senator from 
| California, in calling up that motion, has entered 
somewhat into the subject. 

The PRESIDENT. That is very true. 

Mr. CLARKE. I do not, at this stage of the 


|| session, intend to go into the merits of this con- 


| 

| troversy. I thought they had been fully gone 
into once before. In the discussion which took 
place at that time, the Senator from California 
took occasion to correct me in regard to his own 
position. He disavowed that he was a public 
prosecutor, and he did not intend to be placed by 
me in that position. In all courtesy, I withdraw 
anything which could imply that the Senator 
from California was himself personally interested. 
He disavowed having anything to do with the 
question except so far as to the charges which 
had been made against Mr. Bartlett by Colonel 
McClellan had been produced before the Senate 
upon a resolution introduced by him. He con- 
fined himself to these charges. I confined myself 
| in reply to them, and to charges made against 
Colonel McClellan. č 

It is due to my honorable friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. Bapaer] that I should state to the 
| Senate that on the day upon which this resolution 
was called up by the Senator from California, E 
was within the walls of the Capitol in an ante- 
| chamber, attending to my duties as a member 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
When I-came into the Senate I found that the 
resolution had been called up in my absence, and 
| the committee ordered to be appointed by the 
Chair. I said to the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia that I regretted it had been taken up during 
my absence; I regretted that it had been adopted; 
i and E then gave notice, as he will remember, no 
| doubt, that I should procure some friend who was 
! in the Chamber, to move a reconsideration of the 
i question. The honorable Senator toid me that he 
! wasto leave in the afternoon on a political mission 
at the North. I told him then again that I should 
be compelled to get some friend to move the re- 
consideration, It was not done without courtesy 
to the honorable Senator, and it has laid on the 
‘table waiting for his return. There has been no 
| want of courtesy on my part towards the honor- 
| able Senator, nor shall there be. In regard to the 
charges which have been made, until the resolu- 
tion is taken up for consideration, it would be 
improper for me to go into them. IT hold here the 
charges and the evidence, and if there is any in- 
vestigation to take place which the Senate should 
deem necessary. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to 
the Senator that it will not be in order to go into 
the subject. 

Mr. CLARKE. I have made this explanation 
simply for the purpose of showing why my hon- 
orable friend from North Carolina made the mo- 
tion to reconsider. 


The PRESIDENT. Remarks upon the subject- 
i matter of the resolution are out of order at this 


» 
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time. The Senator from Californ 3 

osition to take up the motion to reconsider. If 

that should be agreed to, it will then be in order 

to discues the merits of the question. 

Mr. CLARKE. I submit to the Chair. 

Mr. WELLER. I ask the yeas and nays on 
motion. 

r. MASON. 
the motion, and refuse to 
` tion, so that the committee may be appointed. It 
is one of the most important matters that can be 
brought before us. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is the question debatable? | 
The PRESIDENT. The question cannot be 
debated until the resolution is taken up. i 

My. SHIELDS. 1 ask whether the object is | 
to debate the resolution and occupy the time of | 
the Senate? | 

| 
| 


w 
Į trust the Senate will agree to 


Mr, WELLER. Notatall. I declined to de- | 
bate it the other day. | 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken resulted—yeas 3}, nays 18; as follows: 
©- YRAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bortand, 
Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Cass, Charl- 
ton, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, | 
Douglas, Downs, Feleh, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, | 
King, Mason, Meriwether, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Stock- ; 
ton, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—3k. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Fish, | 
Wale, Hunter, James, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, 
Miller, Pratt, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Up- | 
ham, and Wade—1s. 

So the motion to take up the motion to recon- 
sider was agreed to, 

The motion to reconsider was then rejected. 


ia makes a prop- i 


reconsider the resolu- |! 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives | 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had’ passed the following bills from the 

Senate: ' i 

A bill for the relief of Emily H. Plummer and | 

Mary Reynolds Plummer, i 


- Also, that it had passed a bill making appropri- [| 


ations for the transportation of the United States | 
mail by ocean steamers, and otherwise, during the 
fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1853. 
WHEELING BRIDGE. 
Mr. BADGER. I am directed by the Commit- į 
tee on the Judiciary to report to the Senate the ! 
bill from the House of Representatives, entitled 


* An act declaring the Wheeling Bridge a lawful i| 


”? 


amendment, and with a recommendation that the | 
bill do pass. In reporting this bill to the Senate, 
J desire, as it is impossible that the committee can- 
make a written report on the subject at this time, | 
to make a very brief statement for the purpose of į 
correcting a mistake with regard to the nature of 
the measure. 

It bas been supposed that the intention and pur- 
port of the bill, and of those who have moved or | 
reported it, is to exercise, or draw to Congress, 
some revising power over the adjudications of the 
Supreme Court, and that the purpose of the bill 
is in some way or other to overrule, or modify, or 
control the judgment of that tribunal. I wish to 
say that this is a total mistake. The bill pro- 
ceeds, and the action of the committee in this | 
body proceeds, upon the supposition that the | 
judgment is altogether right. We propose to j 


structure, and for other purposes,” without | 
4 
j 


exercise our legislative functions, as the court dis- || 


charged its judicial functions; and the provisions | 
of the bill are intended to accomplish this object: | 
That if there be anything in any law, or laws, 
passed by Congress, which makes this Wheeling 
Bridge a nuisance, and as such, liable to be abated; 
or, if there be any privilege induced under an act 
of Congress, in consequence of which it becomes 
a nuisance, and liable to be abated, the bill pro- 
pones to put the effect of such laws out of the way 
py legislative enactment. 

Then the bill, in the second place, proposes to 
make the bridge a public highway, and to require 
vessels that are navigating the stream to conform 
the elevation of their chimneys to the height of the 
bridge, in the exercise of our undoubted right to 
regulate and control the commerce of the river. 

It is proper, also, and I do it at the instance of | 
every member of the committee, to take notice of i 
another thing. Some of the memorials which | 
have been presented upon this subject, and some | 
of the papers which we have seen elsewhere, in 
reference to this subject—arguments and discus- 
sions upon it—have indulged in expressions to- | 
wards the high tribunal by which this case was | 


i the Senate to make one remark on this subject, as 
i the Senator from North Carolina has been permit- 


| does not desire, and the committee do-not desire, 


i the decision of the Supreme Court; but the design 


twill consider the bill at this time. 


| convenient time. I want to go on with the river 


i appropriation bill. 


| pearance of being obstinate. I shall withdraw the 


decided, calculated to be disrespectful either to the 
learning, or intelligence, or impartiality of that | 
court. I desire to say, on behalf of myself and 
every other member of the committee, that we 
sympathize not with any such expressions. We 
concur in no shape or sense with them. We took 
upon them as highly improper and indecorous, 
and we deem them as unjust, invidious, and im- 
politie.. The action which the Senate committee 
have taken on the bill, is founded upon the prin- 
ciple which 1 have stated. In the exercise of our || 
legislative power, we think it right to put out of 
the way any legislation of Congress in virtue of 
which it becomes necessary to. put down this 
structure, which is not only most useful’ to the 
country, but an honor to the age and the land in 
which we live. 

Mr. President, this bill has been read twice, and 
referred to the committee, The session is drawing 
toa close. If itis to be acted upon at all, we have 
very little time now to dispose of it. I look upon 
it, and so do the committee, as a measure of the 
very highest importance to the country; and I 
move, therefore, that the bill be taken up and 
considered now. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 


I ask the indulgence of 


ted to make a verbal report. Ido not concur 1p 
the views expressed by that Senator. He sayshe 


by this report, to call in question the correctness of 


of that bill is to prevent the execution and carry- 
ing into effect of that judgment. | 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator will suspend 
his remarks until the Senate declare whether they |; 
It being a 
House bill, and having been read twice, it is within 
the power of a majority of the Senate to take st up 
at this time. i 

My. MASON. I presume the Senate are aware 
that if the bill is not passed this session, it will be | 
too late to pass itat all. Unless it is passed, it jj 
will bring the States of Ohio and Virginia in col- 
lision with the Supreme Court, or else the bridge 
will be abated. It is, therefore, essentially neces- 
sary that the bill should be considered this ses- 
sion. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion to take the bill up. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish the Senator would post- 
pone his motion to take up the bill until some more 


and harbor bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GWIN. I certainly cannot vote to take 
up any bill to supersede the civil and diplomatic 
I hope we will take that up 
first, and go on with it. fam perfectly willing to 
let this other bill have an opportunity of being con- 
sidered this session, if we can. f 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I would say that my col- | 
league, [Mr. Coorer,] who feels a deep interest 
in this question, is absent from the Senate. I 
therefore would prefer that it should go over until 
he returns, which will be to-morrow morning. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT. The question is not de- 
batable. 

Mr. BORLAND. The question is on taking 
up the bill for consideration. Heretofore that has 
been considered debatable. 

The PRESIDENT. Itis notin order to go into 
the discussion of the merits of the case. 

Mr. BORLAND. I do not desire to do that; 
but simply to state the reasons for my vote. ] am 
in favor of this bill, and shall vote for it; but I 
shall vote against taking it up for the reasons 
stated by the Senator from Pennsylvania, which | 
think are entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 1 hope my friend from North 
Carolina will withdraw his motion. 

Mr. BADGER. I never wish to have the ap- 


motion, but at the same time | wish to say that the || 
gentleman at whose instance I have withdrawn it, 
may take the responsibility of losing this great 
work to the country. 

Mr. MASON. T presume the motion cannot 
be withdrawn by the Senator, the yeas and nays 
having been ordered. 

The PRESIDENT. A single objection cannot | 
prevent it being withdrawn, even after the yeas !' 


| tion to withdraw. 


| Houses, than b 


| other purposes.” 


and nays have been ordered, A majority of the 
Senate can authorize it to be withdrawn, 

Mr. MASON. T object te its being withdrawn, 
and, if it is necessary, let the vote be taken upon 
authorizing it to be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT. The question will then be 
whether the Senate will authorize the Senator from 
North Carolina to withdraw his motion, 

Mr. BADGER. We can décide the question 
as well upon the motion itself, as upon the ques- 
I therefore persist in my mo- 
tion, and desire to have the vote taken upon it. 

Mr. HALE. Ishall vote to take up this bill. 
I shall not oceupy more than a minute of the time 
of the Senate; but I shall say a great deal in that 
time. I am going to vote to take it up, because § 
have a private bill which passed the Senate this 
session and the last, and I can possibly see no 
other way of getting it passed through both 
7 putting it as an amendment to 

shall move to do when it is taken 
The question was taken by yeas and nays, and 
resulted—y eas 21, nays 33; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Brooke, 
Dawson, De Saussure, Downs, Hale, Houston, Hunter, 
Jones of: Tennessee, Mangum, Mason, Meriwether, Mor- 
ton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Shields, and Weller-——2!. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Borland, Bradbury, Bright, 
Brodbead, Butler, Cass, Chariton, Chase, Clark, Davis, 
Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Fetch, Fish, 
Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Jones of Iowa, King, Minter, 
Seward, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Stockton, Sumner, Tou- 
evy, Underwood, Upham, and Wage—33. 

So the Senate refused to take up the bill for 


consideration. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of taking up the civil and 
diplomatic bill, 

Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest to. my friend 
from Virginia, that we can make but Hitle advance 
upon that bill this morning, if it is taken up, as it. 
is nearly one o’clock. If he will permit us to take 
up the river and harbor bill at this time, we will 
do our best to finish it this day. 

Mr. HUNTER. I believe we shall save time, 
if we will go on with the civil and diplomatic bill. 
We can dispose of many amendments which will 
give rise to no debate. If the Senator will allow 
us to go on with it till one o’clock, when it will 
give way, he will have less speaking on his bill, 

Mr. CLARKE. I would say that the residue 
of the amendments from the committee to the 
civil and diplomatic bill—one of them at least- 
will consume time in discussion. J appeal to my 
friend from Virginia whether he had not better let 
it go over till to-morrow morning, when we will 
probably be able to give it the whole day. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ihave other amendments to 
report to the Senate, which I propose to take up, 
and which will give rise to no debate. I think 
we will be able to dispose of several. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives “ making appropriations for the civil 
and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for 


this bill, which 
u 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the clause relating to the increase in 
the compensation of clerks, the following: 

Resolved further, That the provisions of this section shal! 


not apply to any person whose salary has been increased 
at the present session of Congress. 


Mr. HUNTER. The committee recommend 


i| the striking out of that proviso, because it was 


found that it would lead to embarrassment. A 
good many clerks have had their salaries raised 
just a little above $1,200,and who would not have 
the benefit of the increase with it in. 
The amendment was agreed to, 

_ The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert, in place of the foregoing proviso, the fol- 
lowing: 

_ Provided further, That the increase of salary given by 
this seetion shal! not extend beyond the present fiscal year 


! without further legislation. 


Mr. GEYER. I would suggest to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance that under that 
the increase of the salary will expire when Con- 
gress will not be in session, and the clerks will be 
ee the increase until Congress provides for 
them. 


1852. 
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Mr. HUNTER. We will be in session again | 
before it expires. The proviso is, that the in- 
crease shall not extend beyond the present fiscal 
year without further legislation, We will be in 
session next year, when we expect to have a 
scheme before us fora reorganization of theclerks. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance 
have, in pursuance of estimates, directed me to 
propose various other amendments, which I will 
submit before we goon with some which were 
previously reported, and which will lead to debate. 

The PRESIDENT. Thatcan only be done by 
unanimous consent, as the amendments which 
were reported with the bill have not been gone 
through. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope unanimous consent 
will be given. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BORLAND. I desire to call the attention | 
of the Senate to a part of the bill upon which we 
have just acted. | wish to make a suggestion for 
the purpose of perfecting the amendment with 
regard to the compensation of clerks. The clause | 
provides that the increased compensation shall į 
commence ‘ from the first day of the present 
fiscal year.” I would ask the Senator from Vir- 
ginia if he would not be willing to change that, 
for reasons which I will suggest to him presently, | 
and make it for the last year? 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator’s proposition || 
will not be in order at the present time. It willbe || 
in order when the amendments of the committee 
shall have been disposed of. t 

Mr. BORLAND. Ithought I would make the | 
suggestion while the subject was before the Sen- 
ate, and before they passed to anything else. | 

Mr. HUNTER. The first amendment which 
I propose is to insert in the proper place in the bill 
the following: 

For compensation of Senators, members of the House 
of Representatives, and Delegates, $50,000. 

That is in pursuance of estimate sent up from 
the House of Representatives. The session is 
prolonged beyond the:period for which the esti- 
mate was first made. They want about $45,000, 
which leaves $5,000 for the Senate. That sum | 
will probably accomplish the purposes of both 
Houses. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. The next is to insert at the 
end of the appropriations, for the legislative de- | 
partment, the following: 


For the publication of the Jefferson Papers, under the | 
direction of the Library Committee, in addition to the bal- | 
ance of an unexpended appropriation, $3,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next is in the following | 
clause, relating to the office of the Solicitor of the 
Treasury: 

« For fuel, watching, and miscellaneous items for the 
same, $2,5v0.” 

—to strike out ‘ $2,500,” and insert “ $4,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. HUNTER. The next is to add to the fol- 
lowing clause, under the head of the Navy De- 
partment— 

« For compensation of the clerks and messenger in the | 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, 97,300” 

—the following: 

Provided, That no provision in the fourth section of the 
act entitled “ An act to supply deficiencies in the appro- 
priations fer the service of the fiscal year ending 30th June, 
1852,” shall be so construed as to prevent the payment of 
salaries of the clerks in accordance with the estimate for 
said bureau of 5th October, 1850. 

This change was made according to that esti- 
mate originally for the purpose of increasing the 
salaries in the office a little. A provision was in- 
troduced into the deficiency bill of this session 
which makes it doubtful whether they can receive 
them. This is merely to declare that it was not || 
designed by that act not to give them. il 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment is in 


the following clause: 


« Por additional salaries of the treasurer of the Mint at į 
Philadelphia, of $1,000, and of the treasurer of the branch 
Mint at New Orleans, of $500, $1,580,” 


—to insert after *“ for” the words: 


The compensation of the treasurer of the branch Mint 
at San Francisco, California, $4,500, 


| © $5,000” and insert ‘* $7,000” in the following || 


| to 


| out $27,000,” and insert : 


| spectively, and for the performance of the duties resulting 


| tion as to the appropriation for the mission at the 


—and strike out ‘* $1,500” and insert ‘ 6,000.” | 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. HUNTER. The nextis in the following | 

clause: | 
& For salaries of ten additional clerks, authorized by the : 

acts of August 6, 1846, and August 12, 1843, 49,600, | 

—to strike out ** $9,600’? and add to the clause, 

the following: i 
Anda clerk for the treasurer of the branch Mint at San | 

Francisco, California, at a salary of $2,500, $12,100. ! 
The amendment was agreed to. | 
Mr. HUNTER. | 

lowing in the bill: | 
For contingent expenses in California, under the act, for | 

the safe-keeping, collecting, transfer, and disbursement of 
the public revenue, of 6th August, 1846, $10,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next is to strike out | 


The nextisto insert the fol- 


clause: 

‘For compensation to special agents to examine the books, : 
accounts, aud money on hand in the several depositories, 
under the act of August 6th, 1846, $5,U00.?? 


The amendment of the committee was agreed |! 


Mr. HUNTER. The next is to add to the | 
clause making an appropriation to continue the | 
survey of the western coast of the United States, 
the following: 

And the Superintendent of the Coast Survey is hereby 
authorized to extend the reconnoissance of the coast of Cal- | 
itornia south to Cape St. Lucas, provided that no special | 
appropriation will be required for such extension, i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

a É : | 

Mr. HUNTER. The next isto insert the fol- | 
lowing in the bill : 

For purchasing asite, and constructing a custom-house 
at Richmond, Virginia, $100,000: Provided, That the whole | 
cost of the building aud site shall not exceed $10,000. i 

That is in pursuance of an estimate from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who estimates that the 
building could be erected tor $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. f 


Mr. HUNTER. The next is to insert the fol- 
lowing in the bill: 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase an | 
addition to the custom-house at Baltimore, and to repair 
and alter the edifice, $100,000; said sum to cover all ex- 
penses of purchase, repair, and improvement. { 

That isin pursuance of estimate. An oppor- | 
tunity is afforded now to purchase a portion of 
the building adjoining the present custom-house 
which might not be offered again. The estimate 
is thought to be a reasonable one, and the Secre- 
tary recommends it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. The next is in the clause ‘for || 
outfit of ministers of the United States to Great 
Britain, Prussia, and Mexico, $27,000,” to strike ! 


Chili, China, and Turkey, $90,000; it being provided :: 
that hereafter there shall be an envoy extraordinary and 
minister plenipotentiary to conduct diplomatic relations | 
with China and the Ottoman Porte, instead of the commis- | 


sioners now authorized by law; and tie said ministers to i x 
i] 


China and the Ottoman Porte shali be vested with all the 
judicial powers now legally exercised by the comimissioner 
to China and the minister resident at the Ottoman Porte re- 


therefrom, shall receive no other compensation than their | 
salaries as ministers plenipotentiary. i 


Mr. CLARKE. I had supposed that the ques- jj 


Ottoman Porte, would have been brought up in 
the form in which it passed the House of Repre- | 
sentatives. But the amendment introduces an- £ 
other provision. I have an objection to the pro- 
vision that is now proposed to be made for a full 
mission to China. | 
It will be recollected by the Senate, that when | 
the treaty was negotiated between this country and 
China, General Cushing went out as Minister Plen- 
ipotentiary and Envoy Extraordinary to negotiate | 
a treaty. lt was then deemed sufficient to allow the 
Commissioner $6,000 a year, without any outfit, | 
which was adjudged to be sufficient as a compen- | 
sation. If my memory serves me right, the first 
commissioner was Mr. Alexander Everett, of 
Massachusetts; a man confessedly of a very high į 
mind and character. After some considerable de- 
lay, he arrived at China, where he died soon after 
his arrival. Dr. Parker was appointed secretary | 
to the commissioner, at a salary of $2,500 a year. 
Mr. Everett himself was wholly unacquainted with | 
the Chinese language, and knew nothing of the | 


‘he has been appointed, from $ 


customs and manners of the Chinese, and Dr. Par- 
ker, who had resided there fora number of years, 
I believe, first in the capacity of a missionary, and 
who obtained great celebrity, and made himself 
acquainted with the Chinese Janguage, was ap- 
pointed secretary, and the duties of the commix~ 
sion devolved upon him. I believe afier the death 
of Mr. Everett, that an honorable gentleman 


: from Indiana, Mr. John W. Davis, whom I do 
|| not know personally, but for whom I have a very 


high respect, was appointed commissioner, and 
he deemed it sufficient for him to go to China with 
the allowance of $6,000 a year. He went there, 


‘| confessedly on his own part, unacquainted with 


the interests and relations between this country 
and China—unacquainted with the manners, lan- 
guage, and customs of the country; and not per- 
fectly acquainted with the trade between the two 
countries. He remained there some time and re- 
turned. The duties of the commission to China 
have been performed by Dr. Parker, secretary to 
the commission, at a salary of §2,500 a year. 
Except the time that Mr. Davis was there, | be- 
lieve he performed the duties of the whole com- 
mission. i 

It is proposed now to raise that commission to 


Han equality with the highest minister from this 


country. The bill contains an appropriation of 
$5,000 a year for certain consuls at Kwang Cho, 
Amoy, Fucho, Ning-po, and Shang Hai, and an 
appropriation of $16,000 for the salary and outfit 
for the commissioner to China. It is well known 
that recently a-commissioner to that country has 
been nominated by the President, and, as the 
newspapers inform me, confirmed by the Senate. 
I believe the Constitution of the United States, if 
I recollect it aright, prohibits the increasing of the 
salary and compensation of any officer who shall 
be appointed to office during the time of his elec- 
tion to the Congress which makes the increased 
compensation. The clause in the Constitution is 
as follows: 

« No Senator or Representative shall, during the time for 
which he was elected, be appointed to any civil office under 
the authority of the United States, which shall have been 
created, or the emoluments whereof shall have been in- 
creased during such time; and uo person holding any office 
under the United States, shall be a member of either House 
during his continuance in office.” 

I speak from public report when I say that there 
has been recently a gentleman nominated to the 
commission for China who was elected to the 
present Congress of the United States, whose term 
of service would not, if he had not resigned, have 
expired until the 4th of March next. [speak from 
public report, when I say that that nomination has 
been confirmed by the Senate. Talso speak from 
public report when I say that that individual has 
resigned his seat in the House of Representatives. 
An appropriation is now put into this bill for in- 
creasing the compensation of the office to which 
6,000 a year to 
$9,000 a year, with an outfit of $9,000. I hold 
this increase of compensation to be totally, di- 
rectly, and positively in violation of the provision 
of the Constitution which I have read. I have, 
therefore, an objection to this appropriation upon 
constitutional ground, and I have an objection to 
it upon the ground that the mission to China is 
rather, than otherwise, a nominal mission, and 
that there are no duties to perform. 

I, therefore, am opposed to the provision, upon 
the ground that it is against the provision of the 
Constitution which 1 have read. In the second 
place, Í am opposed to it, because the mission to 
China, although it may be considered a diplomatic. 
mission, is nota mission which embraces any very 
great diplomatic intercourse with the Chinese 
Government. The principal function of the com- 
mission, if I understand it aright, is to exercise, 
in cases of emergencies, certain judicial powers, 
conferred upon it by treaty. These powers never 
have been exercised; there has never been any 
requirement for them; and those gentlemen who 
have been there heretofore, have been perfectly 
satisfied with the emolument prescribed by law, 
because the duties of the office have been so light. 
The intercourse between this country and China 
is different from that between this country and 
any other on the globe. The Chinese, we all 
know, are a people who keep themselves retired 
within what they consider to be their own special 
and Celestial jurisdiction. No foreign minister is 
any further recognized than is necessary, accord- 
ing to the existing treaties, to give him permission 


eae 


to remain there and exercise the duties of his 
commission, according to the treaties made with 
China. Never, before the execution of the treaty, 
had any officer resided there with any other power 
than that of a consul; and during the whole course 
‘of my own experience and knowledge of the 


Chinese trade, I believe there never has been, to i 
this day, any difficulty experienced with the Chi- | 


nese Empire in consequence of having no higher 
officer than a consul at Hong Kong. But there 
are consuls provided for inthis bill for five places, 
which I have already named. An appropriation 
_ of $5,000 is made for them. The consuls are pro- 

vided for, to be paid out of the Treasury of the 
United States; and the commissioner is to reside, 
I suppose, in China. But the duties of the ofice 
are very light, indeed. There are no diplomatic 


relations, no intercourse whatever, except that of | 


commerce, which is taken care of by the chargés 
in other countries, unless where very considerable 
and important diplomatic relations exist. . 
Upon the ground, therefore, that such a minis- 
ter as is at the Court of St. James—such a minis- 
ter as is at the Court of St. Cloud—such a minis- 
ter as is at Brazil—such a minister as is in a full 
mission to any important Empire or Government 
with whom we have diplomatie relations, requires 
totally distinct talents from that of the minister 
to China—upon this ground, I say, and upon that 


of the unconstitutionality of the provision increas- į 


ing the salary, I object to it. 

Mr. PEARCE. 
of commissioner to China was ever created by 
act of Congress. 1 think that in 1842, Congress 
voted the sum of $40,000, which was placed at the 
disposal of the President of the United States, to 
enable him to open diplomatic relations with 
China, Under the general authority thus given, 
the President sent out to that country, Mr. Cush- 


ing as Minister Plenipotentiary and Commissioner, | 


whose salary was, by the terms of the law, not to 
exceed $9,000, besides outfit. Subsequently, by 
our appropriation acts, we appropriated $5,000 
for the salary of a commissioner to China, and so 
far only can the office of commissioner to China 
be said to have been created by law. 

The committee supposed that the provision of 
the House of Representatives in this bill, for an 
outfit of $9,000 for the commissioner to China, 
might conflict with the provision of the Constitu- 
tion mentioned by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
That provision is, ‘that no Senator or Repre- 
< sentative shall, during the time for which he was 
“elected, be appointed to any civil office under the 
‘authority of the United States, which shall have 
‘been created, or the emoluments whereof shall 
‘have been increased during such time.” And 


that, therefore, the gentleman nominated and con- | 


firmed as Commissioner to China, could not avail 
himself of the provision for an increase of salary 
and outfit, as it came from the House of Represent- 


atives. The committee were disposed to avoid | 


this difficulty,if possible, and it was suggested 
that it could be done by authorizing the salary and 
outfit of a minister and plenipotentiary, because 
that office is not created by act of Congress. It 
exists under the law of nations, which defines its 


duties and privileges, our own statutes only fixing | 


the salary attached to it. Congress does not create 


the office, but regulates the salaries and provides | 


for the expenditure. It was supposed that this 
appropriation might be amended in the way the 


committee propose, and with that view there | 


would be no constitutional difficulty in the way of 
the acceptance of the office by the gentleman 
nominated as commissioner, if the President would 
nominate him as minister plenipotentiary. 

Some objection has been raised to this on the 
ground that China is not in the same situation as 
the nations of Christendom, among whom these 
ministers are so well known. The Emperor of 
China holds no direct intercourse, it is said, with 


foreign Courts, although we know that embassa- | 


dors from Christian countries have been received, 
as in the case of Lord McCartney, Embassador 
from England, who had interviews with the Em- 

eror, as well as Lord Amherst. 

resident Tyler, in his message of January, 1845, 
stated that England had a plenipotentiary in China, 
and Mr. Cushing, in the treaty which he nego- 
tiated, described himself as minister plenipoten- 
tiary. Whether the minister we might send out 
would be received in that country with the honors 
customarily bestowed on such. officers in a Chris- 


i do not know that the office | 


T will add that | 


jl steam, and for other purposes.” The pending 


| would have to perform would be, whether minis- 


i draw his motion for a moment, as I want to ask | 


| Territory of Minnesota. 


: a 
tian country, Í do not know. The functions he i 


ister or commissioner, precisely the same. | The 
only difference would be in an outfit and salary, 
and the ceremonial etiquette. I think that in this 
case the Constitution would not be violated by the 
appointment of the present commissioner. The 
President, in his message at the commencement | 
of the present session, recommends an increased | 
allowance for this fuactionary, and states that he 

had not been able to procure the service of a suit- | 
able person in this office, because of the inade- 

quacy of the usual compensation. ; j 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have 
but a word to say. 1 see my friend from Massa- | 
chusetts (Mr. Davis] is anxious to proceed to the 
special order. I will not interpose, provided it is 
understood that I have the floor when this matter 
again comes up. . 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator from Kentucky 
give way for a moment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iwill give way, if it is 
understood that L am entitled to the floor when 
this subject again comes up. 

Mr. DAVIS. ° The hour of one o’clock has ar- | 
rived, and I should like the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the special order. So far as 
I am concerned, the Senator from Kentucky shall 
have the floor when this subject again comes.up. 
There is no doubt that it will be discussed, for I 
wish to offer an amendment to that portion of the bill 
—anamendment of someimportance, as I regard it, | 
not touching the question immediately under con- 
sideration, but touching other matters connected 
with that commission. I move now to postpone 
the further consideration of this subject till to- | 
morrow, in order that we may proceed to the 
special order of the day. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill from the [louse of Representatives, making 
appropriations for certain rivers and harbors, 
and its consideration was continued until past six 
o’clock, when the amendments were ordered to be 
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third time. 

The Senate then adjourned. 

[For the full report of the proceedings on the 
bill, see Appendix.] 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, August 24, 1852. 


The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
oy the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 

The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 

{The Speaker has appointed the following gen- 
tlemen to constitute the committee * to investigate 
all the facts touching the connection of Thomas 
Corwin, the present Secretary of the Treasury, 
with the Gardiner claim:”? Mr. Jounson of Ten- 
nessee, Mr. Duncan of Massachusetts, Mr. How- 
arp of Texas, Mr. Cuarman of Connectivut, 
and Mr. Preston Kine of New York.]} 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
is the further consideration of Senate bill No. 223, 
to amend an act entitled “An act to provide for 
the better security of the lives of passengers on 
board of vessels propelled in whole or in part by 


amendment is the one offered by the gentleman 
from lowa, (Mr. Henn.] - 

Mr. SIBLEY here obtained the floor. r 
Mr. HART. I call for the regular order of 
business. | 

Mr. SIBLEY. 


I hope the gentleman will with- 


the unanimous consent of the House to take up | 
and pass Senate bill No. 540, providing for the 
establishment of an additional land office in the 
It is a bill of very great į 
importance to that Territory. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York, [Mr. Harr,] and one or two other mem- 
bers, insist upon the regular order of business. 

Mr. BOWIE. Is itin order to move to suspend 
the regular order of business? 

The SPEAKER. It is not during the morning ! 
hour. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Irise to a question of privi- 
lege. I find myself placed, by the Chair, upon 


the Special Committee, under the resolution intro- 
duced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Oxps] : 


if he desires. 


SECURITY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMERS. 
` The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is called. for, and the Clerk: will report the 
amendment. . ‘ 

The clause under consideration was as follows: 

“ Provided, however, That when the structure of such 
steamers is such, or the arrangement of the boilers or ma- 
chinery is such, that the requirements aforesaid cannot, 
without serious inconvenience or saerifice, be complied 
with, inspectors may vary therefrom, if, in their judgment, 
it can be done with safety.” 


The pending amendment, proposed by Mr. 
Henn, was to strike out the word ‘ such,” before 
the word “steamers,” and to insert the word 
“any” in lieu thereof, and to insert after the word 
‘s steamers” the words “ heretofore built.’”” 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I think that 
amendment is not pertinent, as ÍI understand it, 
from the reading of the Clerk. I desire to have 
the Clerk read it again. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
amendment— 

Mr. HENN called for tellers; which were not 
ordered. ; sO 

Mr. EDGERTON. I movea call of the House. 
There is evidently not a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not inorder 
at this time. The House is now acting under the 
operation of the previous question, and after the 
previous question has been ordered, a call of the 
House is not in order. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was nol agreed to. 


‘The third section of the bill was read. 

The several amendments of the Committee on 
Commerce, striking out the parts in brackets and 
inserting the parts in italics, were agreed to: 

“Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, Thatevery vessel so 
propelled by steam, and carrying passengers shall bave not 
less than three double acting forcing pumps, fofat least six- 
inch,] with chamber at least four inches in diameter, two 
to be worked by hand and one by steam, if steam can be 
employed, otherwise by hand; one whereof shall be placed 
near the stern, one near the stem, and one amidship ; each 
having a suitable, well-fitted hose, ofat least two thirds the 
length of the vessel, kept at all times in perfeet order, and 
ready for immediate use ; each of which pumps shall also 
be supplied with water by a pipe connected therewith, and 
passing through the side of the vessel, so low as to be at all 
times in the water when she is afloat, [and shall also have 
suitable provision for turning, at any time, a current of 
steam into the hold:] Provided, ‘That [in steamers naviga- 
ting rivers only, one of the pumps aforesaid may be dis- 
pensed with, if the other provisions for extinguishing fire 
are, in the opinion of the inspectors, sufficient to secure 
safety] in steamers not exceeding two hundred tons mens- 
urement, two of said pumps may be dispensed with, and in 
steamers of over two hundred tons, and not exceeding five 


hundred tons measurement, one of said pumps. may be dis- 
persed with.?? 


The fourth section of the bill was read, as fol- 
lows, viz: 


tc Sec, 4. And be it further enacted, That every such ves- 
sel carrying passengers, shall have at least two boats sup- 
plied with oars, in good condition at alt times for service, 
one of which boats shall bea [metalic] tife-boat fire-proof; 
[of approved model, not less than twenty- five feet long, six 
feet six inches wide, and two feet deep,] and in all respects 
a good, substantial, safe sea-boat, capable of sustaining, in- 
side and outside, fifty persons, with life-lines attached [to 
the gunwale] at suitable distances. [And every such vessel 
carrying more than fifty passengers shall also have a similar 
boat for every additional fifty passengers, or, instead thereof, 
for every such number a good, substantial, safe, wooden 
life-boat of suitable model, fitted with life-lines in manner 
aforesaid, and capable of sustaining, inside and outside, that 
number of persons: Provided, however, That ferry and tow- 
boats shall be exempt from the obligation to carry the life- 
boats herein provided for; and the inspectors are bereby 
authorized to grant a like dispensation to small steamers of 
light. draught; navigating sinall or shaliow rivers, and also 
to allow any other steamers navigating rivers only to carry. 
but one life- boat, the same being of suitable model and di- 
mensions, and made of metal: Provided, They shall be 
fully satisfied that such steamers have other provisions for 
the preservation of life in case of fire, which are amply 
sufficient for that purpose: And provided further, 'That 
this section shall not be so construed as to compel the 
purchase or use of any patented life-boat.’?] 


The amendments of the Committee on Com- 
merce were agreed to, as follow: 
Strike out all of the above section inclosed in brackets, 


į and insert ‘good and suitable” bcfore. the word “ boats,?? 
| where it first occurs; insert arter *‘life-boat,”? where it first 


occurs, the words * made of metal.’ 
The next amendment of the committee to this 
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section was to insert, after the words ‘ suitable 
distances,’’ the following, viz: 


“ And every such vessel of more than five hundred tons, 
and not exceeding eight hundred tons measurement, shall 
have three life-boats ; and every such vessel of more than 
eight hundred tons, and uot exceeding fifteen hundred tons 
measurement, shall have four life-boats; and every such 
vessel of more than fifteen hundred tons measurement, shall 
have six life- boats—all of which boats. shall be wel} fur- 
nished with oars and other necessary apparatus: Provided, 
however, The inspectors are hereby authorized to exempt 
steamers navigating rivers only from the. obligation to car- 
tying of, the lite-boat herein provided for, more than one— 
the same being of suitable dimensions, made of metal, and 
furnished with all necessary apparatus for use and safety, 
such steamers having other suitable provisions for the pres- 
ervation of life in case of fire or other disaster.” 


Mr. EDGERTON. This is an important 
amendment in its character. 
the boats from the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. HAVEN. Is it competent to divide this 
amendment at the word “provided,” and take a 
separate vote upon each part? 

The SPEAKER. It is not competent to do so. 

Mr. HAVEN. Thecase of the steamer Henry 
Clay isan example, showing the proviso had bet- 


ter be left out 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I should like 
to say a word upon this amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only do 
so by unanimous consent. 

Several Voices. ‘ Agreed!’ “ Agreed!” 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. The House 


will observe that the bill, as it came to us from | 


the Senate, provided that the number of life-boats 
with which a steamer should be provided was reg- 


ulated by the number of passengers she might | 


chance to carry. The committee looked into that 
matter, and consulted with gentlemen of great ex- 
perience both upon the western and the eastern 
waters, and they came to the conclusion that it 
would be difficult to regulate the number of boats 
by the number of passengers the steamer should 
have on board, because that number was very fluc- 
tuating. It was then presented to the considera- 
tion of the committee, that as regards river boats 
there was not the same necessity of having a large 
number of life-boats as there is upon the Atlantic 
coast or upon our inland seas, because steamers 
navigating rivers have narrow channels to pursue, 
and they can more readily be brought to the shore, 
and one good metallic life-boat is enough in ordi- 
nary cases upon all those rivers, and the decision 
of the question as to whether they should have 
more is left to the discretion of the inspectors. 
Some of these rivers are so very narrow that it 
would hardly be deemed necessary that there 
should be any life-boats; but the committee were 
not willing to dispense with one at least; and they 
require that. where there is but one upon the steam- 
er, that shall be a metallic one, and they left it to 
the discretion of the inspectors, as is provided in 
the section, to relieve some of the smaller boats, 
running upon smaller rivers, from the necessity of 
carrying more than one, provided that life-boat is 
made of metal. 

The House will perceive further, that for the 
preservation of life, they are also required to have 
life-preservers and floats, and that there is to be 
as many of these on board as there are passengers. 
Those are smaller articles, which can be rovided 
in greater numbers, and there is no hardship in re- 
quiring that every steamer, whether navigating a 


river or an 1 
them, and with allthat kind of apparatus of small 
size which can easily be stowed away upon a boat 
in sufficient numbers to meet any exigency what- 
ever. 

As this bill was graduated when it came from 
the Senate, it required that there should be an 


immense number of the life-boais, for the larger | 
steamers, capable of carrying eight hundred or one | 


thousand passengers—so many that there would 
be no way of carrying these boats, and they would 
be an incurobratice. Hence it was evidently ne- 
cessary that some discretion should be left with 
the inspectors, in reference to the business which 
the boat was doing, to the place to which she is 
running, and such like maiters, as to the means 
she might have for securing the safety of passen- 
gers in cases of emergency. We have therefore 
provided that the number of life-boats shall be 
graduated by the tonnage of the vessel, so as to 
require vessels of the largest tonnage to have six 
life-boata, and a dispensing power is given to the 
inspectors to dispense with all these life-boats, but 


It exempts some of | 


nland sea, should be provided with | 


oné, provided they shall consider it safe for the 
vessel to run with that, upon the rivers, and only 
upon rivers. . 

Now, one word in regard to the kind of life- 
boats. It has been found by expérience that you 
cannot rely at all times upon wooden life-boats. 
A wooden boat, made as a life-boat, may be in 
many cases as good as an iron one; but when that 
wooden boat has been long exposed to the sun 
and to the weather, it is often found to fail when 
it is most needed, and passengers have been left 
without any reliance of this kind. Everybody 
knows, who has looked at this matter for the last 


few years, that among navigators there has been j 


a great call for metallic life-boats. 
Mr. HOUSTON, (interrupting.) I understand 


the previous question has been called upon this | 


bill, and discussion is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The House gave its unani- 
mous consent to the gentleman to make his re- 
marks. 

Mr. HAVEN. Ofcourse ifthe gentleman does 
not consent to havea separate vote taken upon the 
different parts of the amendment, then, under the 
ruling of the Chair, that ends the matter. Ishould 
like to have the proviso stricken out. I think in 
the case of the Henry Clay, if they had been pro- 
vided with life-boats, it would have saved some 
number more of lives, but yet if the gentleman does 
not consent to my proposition, we had better pass 
it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I say, in reply to my col- 
league, that on the Henry Clay there were boats; 
but what could boats have done with such man- 
agement as they had on board the Henry Clay, 
when the pilot ran it stern foremost upon the shore, 


and the pilots and the hands escaped, leaving the | 
passengers upon the stern? Under such circum- | 
Tt was | 
the mismanagement of the officers of the boat that | 


stances, boats would have done no good. 


caused the great destruction of life. 

But there are some Cases upon our rivers to 
which it will not do to apply that rule, because 
you will only lumber up the vessels which do not 
need this large number of boats. One life-boat, 
in such cases, is amply sufficient, if it be a good 
one. I was going to the question of a metallic 
boat, and I will say that the experience of the last 
few years has convinced all navigators that it is 


absolutely necessary to rely upon a metallic boat, | 


and that at least one such should be upon every 
vessel. Now, it has been said that this bill re- 


quires a patented life-boat, and that is an objec- | 


tion, as I understand, urged by some gentlemen. 
I do not know how many patented life-boats there 
may be. I suppose there is no more than there 
are patented life-preservers. We all know there 
are life-preservers. We know there is one 
life-boat patented which is made of metal. How 
many more there may be, I do not know; 
but all we have done here is to prescribe that one 
of these life-boats shall be of metal. 
examined the patent of a gentleman who claims 
to havea patented life-boat made of metal. He 
does not patent the fact of making it of metal, nor 
could he do it. Any gentleman acquainted with 
the patent laws, knows that he could not patent 
the right of making a boat of metal, and exclude 


every other person from making another boat of | 
He has three pat- | 
ents, of which I have had copies from the Patent ; 


metal. He has not done it. 


Now, I have | 


Office, for the purpose of examining this question | 


and meeting this objection. I : 
ply exclusively to the air-chest, which gives buoy- 
ancy to the boat, and to the particular mode of 


making the sides by a corrugation of iron, and to | 
There is no such thing obtainable | 


nothing else. 


All these patents ap- ; 


as a patent for making a boat of metal. There is : 
no such thing in existence, and, therefore, this : 
bill accomplishes what the House, I think, de- | 


sires to have done. They do not wish to exclude 
patentees from making things which should be 
made most serviceable. If a man has made the 
best life-preserver, and has a patent for it, he may 
enjoy it, and if it is a proper one, it will command 
the approbation and the patronage of the commu- 
nity. So it is with life-boats; and do not let us 
interfere here for the purpose of legislating for any 
man’s life-boat, or any man’s life-preserver, or 
any man’s any other notion that he may deem 
expedient for the preservation of human life. That 


is what we have endeavored studiously to avoid, | 


and the bill does not now recognize any such right. 
Give every man a fair chance to present his inven- 
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tion before the public; becauseif we had legislated 
for it after having given the man a patent, we 
should give him the very worst kind of monopoly. 
We should provide that every man, by this law, 
should have the thing, and yet, by the patent: 
laws, exclude any other person from furnishing: it, 
excépt the patentee. It is a monopoly, ‘such as 
no man in this House would ever think of grant- 
ing. I hope the amendment of the committee will 
be adopted as proposed. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I trust I may be allowed, 
by the House, to say a few words in reply to the 
chairman of the committee who has just taken his 
seat. 

Mr. HART. I object. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I think itis unfair that the 
gentleman should object. The chairman has made 
an attack upon the proposition I submitted, and 1 
am not permitted to answer him. 

Mr. HENN. L[trust that the gentleman from 
Ohio will be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Discussion is allowed only 
on one side. 

Mr. HART. If the object of the previous 
question was to cut off all debate, I do otject. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 1 should have objected to 
the chairman’s making his attack upon my amend- 
ments, when they were shut out by the previous 
question and not before the House, had I sup- 
posed an opportunity to answer him would have 
been denied me. There is one word I will say, 
as to this proviso, which I am sure the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Harv] will permit. 
I think thechairman himself is in error. He pro- 
vides for a certain kind of iron life-boat in the first 
part of the fourth section of the bill. He stated 
in his remarks he had provided that steamboats 
upon the rivers should carry one of the same kind 
of iron life-boats described in the first part of sec- 
tion fourth. Such is not the fact. Steamers navi- 
gating rivers are not required to carry the life- 
boat which those navigating other waters must 
carry. The bill in this section, and in fact through- 
out, makes exceptions in favor of river steamers, 
which the admitted lesser danger do not justify. 
The boat is described in the bill as an iron Jife- 
boat, capable of sustaining fifty persons outside 
and inside. There being, as the chairman says, 
no particular boat described or provided for, 
and it being intended to exclude positively the 
only really valuable life-boats now known to the 
public, simply because they are patents, it will be 
left to the discretion of the inspector to determine 
the kind of boat; and whether it will contain fifty 
persons, outside and inside, in a sea or the surf, 
so as to save their lives, is left to men one half of 
whom never saw, and perhaps never will see, a 
life-boat. The boat described in the proviso is a 
life-boat of suitable dimensions, made of metal. 
It may carry fifty, or it may only carry ten. It 
is not required to carry fifty persons outside and 
in, and is intended to bea boat of less capacity 
and inferior usefulness to the other boat. Now, 
sir, if a man has to swim for his life, and he 
knows not how, it is a matter of perfect indiffer- 
ence whether he is in the river or in the lake. He 
wants a boat or some life-saving apparatus, proved 
and tested to be efficient, to get him ashore or keep 
him afloat; and these river steamers, if they are 
exempted from carrying but one life-boat, should 
carry the best one provided for. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. 1 wish to call the gentle- 
man’s attention for a moment to a former provis- 
ion of this section. I will say to the gentleman 
from Ohio, that by referring to the eighth and 
ninth lines of this section, to which the proviso is 
attached, he will find it is required that the life- 
boat shall be in all respects a good, substantial, 
safe sea-boat, capable of sustaining inside and 
outside fifty persons. Then the proviso says that 
“the inspectors are hereby authorized to exempt 
‘ steamers navigating rivers only from the obliga- 
‘tion to carry more than one of the life-boats 
therein provided for.” And those provided for 
are such as will carry fifty inside and out. 

Mr. EDGERTON. There isa qualification in 
that “ herein provided for.” All that the proviso 
requires is that the boat shall be of ‘ suitable 
dimensions, and made of metal.” That is all, 
and so the inspector will consider it. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Notatall. 

Mr. EDGERTON. A life-boat that will carry 
fifty persons, outside and in, is the one all steamers 
should be required to carry; but this is left, as 
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many other provisions of the act are, to the dis- 
cretion of the inspector. 

The question was then taken .on the amend- 
ment, and upon a division there were—ayes 69, 
noes not counted, i 

Mr. ROBBINS. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Coss and 
Mason were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the amendment 
was disagreed to, the tellers having reported— 
ayes 83, noes not counted. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out the fifth section, which reads as follows: 

“Seo. 5. And be it further enacted, That every such 
vessel, carrying passengers, except ferry boats, shall also be 
provided with a good fife preserver, made of cork, double 
tin, cupper, or other equally suitable material, or in the 
piace of such lHile-preserver, floats, if as well adapted tothe 
purpose, for each and every person on board, which life- 
preservers shall always be distributed and kept in readiness 
in the berths and state rooms for the benefit of passengers 
occupying the same, and also in the most conspicuous and 
suitable place for all others; and shall also keep after the 
rate of eight fire- buckets and three axes for every hundred 
tons measurement of the vessel, which shall always be kept 
distributed in a suitable manner aud in good order, ready to 
be used in case of fire.” | 

And to insert in lieu of the above the following, 
viz: 

Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That every such 
vessel, carrying passengers, shall also be provided with a 
good lite preserver, made of suitable material, or float, well 
adapted to the purpose, for each and every passenger, which 
life preservers and floats shall always be kept in conve- 
nient aud accessible places in such vessel, and in readiness 
for the use of the passengers; aud cvery such vessel shall 
aiso keep twenty fire buckets and five axes; and there 
shall be kept on bourd every such vessel exceeding five | 
hundred tons measurement, buckets and axes after the rate 
of their tounage,as follows: on every vessel of six hundred 
tons measurement, five buckets and one axe for each one 
hundred tons measurement, decreasing this proportion as 
the tonnage of the vessel increases, so that any such vessel 
of thirty five hundred tons, and all such vessels exceeding 
the same shall not be required to keep but three buckets for 
each one hundred tons of measurement, and but one axe for 
every five buckets. 


Mr. EDGERTON. Ishould like to ask the 
chairman of the committee what he means by 
i floats’’—whether he means sticks, a chair, or a 

oor? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Iwill state that gentlemen 
who have navigated the western waters, and who 
are conversant with these matters, have been fre- 
quently before the committee, and have informed 
us that a float is an article prepared on purpose, 
with a chamber filled with air, which is kept on 
board—one for each person—for the purpose of 
being seized by him when he shall be thrown into 
the water, to buoy him up. A life-preserver is 
different, being filled with air, and fastened around 
the person. i 

Mr. EDGERTON. I must say that I have 
traveled upon steamboats, and have failed to dis- 
cover anything like a float, as described by the 
gentleman, anywhere. In the opinion of steam- 
boat captains the gentleman refers to, this float 
means a chair, a stick of wood, a door, or any- 
thing that will float. It is altogether too indefi- 
nite, and, in fact, means nothing at all. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, I will say, further, that the 
air chambers, to which I have alluded, are fast- 
ened to the bottoms of stools and chairs used for 
ordinary purposes on boats. They answer the 
same purpose, because the air chamber fastened to 
them gives the relative buoyancy, and they may 
be used in cases of emergency. 

Mr. EDGERTON. One word in regard to 
that matter. ‘These very so-called life-preservers 
and floats, being air chambers attached to stools 
and chairs, were condemned by those who were 
saved from the wreck of the Atlantic, on Lake 
Erie, as utterly worthless. They are no life-pre- 
servers, and the law in this respect is worse than 
no law at all; for passengers will trust to boat 
owners, instead of supplying themselves with 
really valuable life-saving apparatus, which they 
would do without the law. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. In reference to the case the 
gentleman has cited, I have no information. The 
facts | have detailed to the House are derived from 
an intelligent committee of gentlemen, who have | 
been here the most of this winter, who have given 
their practical experience to the committees of this 
House and the Senate, in the preparation of the 
bill. Some of them have been twenty or thirty | 
years connected with steamers upon the western | 
waters. | 


Mr. CARTTER. I should like to know where | 


t 


| half the time is not knee deep? 


this committee are from, and whether they have 
ever sailed upon a lake? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I will say, in reply to the 
gentleman, that one of these gentlemen | know to 
have been, by reputation, some thirty or forty 
years connected with one of the best and. largest 
class of steamers upon the western waters. 

Mr. CARTTER. What do you mean by 
western waters? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Western rivers. 

Mr. CARTTER. I would inquire whether 
they come from the’ Ohio river, where the water 
{Laughter.] 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I do not know what partic- 
ular river they navigate; but they navigate these 
large rivers of which we have heard so much 
this session. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Irise to a question of order. 
Discussion is not in order whilst we are acting 
under the operation of the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. MILLSON. With the unanimous con- 
sent, I would ask the gentleman why the commit- 
tee struck out the words “each and every per- 
son,” and inserted ‘each passenger?”’ 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I will say, in reply to the 
gentleman from Virginia, that the object of the 
committee of this House was to apply this bill 
solely to the safety of passengers. With regard 
to the crew, we know they are in possession and 
command of the boat. We did not suppose the 
object of the bill should be regulated by their 
preservation so much as that of the passengers. 
‘We impose certain obligations also that can be 
enforced at law; and we preferred to say, that 
they should be in consistency with the relation- 
ship between the captain and the persons under 
his command, and those they are bound to carry 
as passengers safely. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will recollect 
that discussion is not in order, 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to further discussion. 
Let us get through with the bill. 

Mr. HENN. Would it be in order to move a 
reconsideration of the vote by which the call for 
the previous question was seconded? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order after 
reconsidering the work that has been done under 
it. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment of the committee was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Com- 
merce was considered and agreed to, viz: 

Strike out from the seventh section, the words 
inclosed in brackets: 


“Spc. 7, And beit further enncted, That [no curtains 
made of cotton, or of any material alike combustible, shall 
be suspended or used in any such vessel carrying passen- 
gers, except in state-rooms or apartments where no fire or 
burning fight is allowed to be used 3] no lonse hemp shall be 
carried on board any such vessel; nor shall baled hemp be 
carried on the deck or guards thereof, unless the bales are 
compactly pressed and well covered with bagging or a sim- 
ilar fabric; nor shall gunpowder, oil of turpentine, oil of 
vitriol, camphene, or other explosive burning fluids or ma- 
terials which ignite by friction, be carried on board any such 
vessel as freight, except in eases of special license for that 
purpose as hereinafter provided ; and all such articles kept 
on board as stores shall be secured in metallic vessels ; and 
every person who shall knowingly violate any of the pro- 
visions ofthis section, shall pay a penalty of $100 for each 
offense, to be recovered by action of debt in any court of 
competent jurisdiction.” 


The following sections and part of sections of 
the bill were read. The amendments of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, striking out the parts in- 


| closed in brackets, and inserting the words in ital- 


ics, were severally considered and agreed to: 


“& Spo. 8. And he it further enacted, That hereafter all 
gunpowder, oil of turpentine, oil of vitriol, camphene, or 
ather explosive burning fluids, and materials which ignite 
by friction, when packed or put up for shipment, [or sale,]} 
on board of any such vessel, shall be securely packed or 
put up separately from each other and from all other arti- 
cles, and the package, box, cask, or vessel containing the 
same, shall be distinctly marked on the outside with the 
name or description of the articles contained therein ; and 
every person who shall pack or put up, or cause to be 
packed or put up for [sale or} shipment on board of any such 
vessel, any gunpowder, oil of turpentine, oil of vitriol, cam- 
phene, or other explosive burning fluids, or materials which 
ignite by friction, otherwise than as aforesaid, [or shall đe- 
liver to any person any package, box, cask, or vessel] con- 
taining either of the articles aforesaid, not marked as afore- 
said, or shall ship or offer to sbip the same,] or shall 
ship the same, unless packed and marked as aforesaid, on 
board of any steam-vessel carrying passengers, shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and punished by a fine 
not exceeding $1,000, or imprisonment not exceeding 
eighteen months, or both. 

Sac. 9. And be it further enacted, That instead of the 
existing provisions of law for the inspection of steamers 


carrying passengers and their equipment, and instead of 
the present system of pilotage of such vessels, and the pres- 
ent mode of employing engineers on board the same, the fol- 
lowing regulations shall be observed, to wit: The collector 
or other chief officer of the customs, together with the super- 
vising inspector for the district, [and the president of the 
Chamber of Commerce, if there be one, otherwise the 
president of the Board of Trade, if there be one, otherwise 
the collector or other chief officer of the customs and the 
supervising inspector,] and the judge of the district court of 
the United States for the district in each of the following 
collection districts, namely: New Orleans and St. Louis, 
on the Mississippi river; Louisville, Cincinnati, Wheeling, 
and Pittsburg, on the Ohio river; Buffalo and Cleveland, 
on Lake Erie; Detroit, upon Detroit river; Nashville, 
upon the Cumberland river; Chicago, on Lake Michigan 5 
Oswego, on Lake Ontario; Burlington, in Vermont; Gal- 
veston, in Texas; and Mobile, in Alabama; Savannah, 
in Georgia; Charleston, in South Carolina; Norfolk, in 
Virginia ; Baltimore, in Maryland; Philadelphia, in Penn- 
syluania; New York, in New York 5 New London, in Con- 
necticut; Providence, in Rhode Island ; Boston, in Massa- 
chusetts; Portland, in Maine; and San Francisco, in Cal- 
iforniu—shall designate two inspectors of good character 
and suitable qualifications to perform the services required 
of them by this act within [their] the respective districts 
for which they shall be appointed; one of whom, from his 
practical knowledge of sbip- building, and the uses of steam 
in navigation, shall be fully competent to make a reliable 
estimate of the strength, sea-worthiness, and other qual- 
ities of the hulls of steamers and their equipment, deemed 
essential to safety of life [and property,] when such vessels 
are employed in {navigation,} the carriage of passengers, 
to be called the inspector of hulls; the other of whom, 
from his knowledge and experience of the duties of an en- 
gineer employed in navigating vessels by steam, and also in 
the construction and use of boilers, and the machinery and 
appurtenances therewith connected, shall be able to form 
a reliable opinion of the quality ofthe material, the strength, 
form, workmanship, and suitableness of such boilers and 
machinery to be employed in [navigation] the carriage of 
passengers without hazard to life [or property] from imper- 
fections in the material, workmanship, or arrangement of 
any part ofsuch apparatus for steaming, to be called the 
inspector of boilers; and these two persons thus designated, 
if approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, shall be from 
the time of such designation, inspectors, empowered and 
required to perform the duties herein specified, to wit: 

* First. Upon application in writing by the master or 
owner, they shall, once in every [six months] year atleast, 
carefully inspect the hull of each steamer belonging to their 
respective districts, and employed in [navigation] the car- 
riage of passengers, and shall satisfy themselves that [each] 
every such vessel so submitted to their inspection is of a 
structure suitable for the service in which she is to be em- 
ployed, has suitable accommodations for her crew and pas- 
sengers, and is in a condition to warrant the beliefthat she 
may be used in navigation as a steamer, with safety to life 
[and property,] and that all the requirements of law in re- ` 
gard to fires, boats, pumps, hose, life-preservers, floats, and 
other things, are faithfully complied witb ; andif they deem 
it expedient, they may direct the vessel to be putin motion, 
and may adopt any other suitable means to testher sufi- 
ciency, and that of her equipment.” 


The next amendment of the Committee on Com- 
merce was read. It was to strike out the second 
clause of section nine, as follows: 


t Second. They shall also, once in every six months, in- 
spect the boilers of al) steamers, subjecting them to a hy- 
drostatic pressure, the limit to which, not exceeding two 
hundred pounds to the square inch, may be prescribed by 
the owner or master, and shall satisfy themselves, by ex- 
amination and experimental trials, that the boilers are well 
made, in an approved form, of good and suitable material 5 
that the openings for the passage of water and steam respect- 
ively, and all pipes and tubes exposed to heat are of proper 
dimensions, and free from obstruction; that the spaces be- 
tween the flues are sufficient, and that the fire-line of the 
furnace is below the prescribed water-line of the boilers 3 
and that such boiler and the machinery, and the appurte- 
nances, may be safely employed in the service proposed in 
the written application, without peril to life or property 5 
and shall also satisfy themselves that the safety-valves are 
of suitable dimensions, sufficient.in number, well arranged, 
and in good working order, all but one of which may, ìf ne- 
cessary, in the opinion of the inspectors, to secure safety, 
be taken wholly from the control of all persons engaged in 
navigating the vessel; that there is a suitable number of 
gauge. cocks inserted in the most approved manner; also, 
a water-gauge, and a steam-gauge, of approved construc- 
tion, indicating the height of the water and the pressure of 
the steam ; that upon the upper outside flue of each out- 
side high-pressure boiler there is placed, in a satisfactory 
manner, alloyed metals, fusible by the heat of the boiler 
when ratsed to the highest working pressure allowed, and 
in or upon the top of the flues of all other boilers in the 
steamer, such alloyed metals be placed as aforesaid, fusing 
atten pounds greater pressure, thereby in each case letting 
steam escape; and that adequate and certain provision is 
made for an ample supply of water to feed the boilers at. all 
times, whether the vessel is in motion or not, so that in bigh- 
pressure boilers it shail not be less than four inches above 
the flue: Provided, however, In steamers hereafter built 
and supplied with new boilers and machinery, or in cases 
of machinery hereafter made, if the alloy fuses on the onter 
boilers a pressure of ten pounds exceeding the working 
pressure allowed, and at twenty pounds above said pres- 


| sure on the inner boilers, it shall be a sufficient compliance 


with this act.?? 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following, viz: 


Second. They-shall also inspect the boilers of such steam- 
ers before the same shall be used, and once in every year 
thereafter, subjecting them to a hydrostatic pressure, the 
limit to which not exceeding one hundred and sixty-five 
pounds to the square inch for high-pressure boilers, may be 
prescribed by the owner or the master, and shall satisfy them- 
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selves by examination and experimental trials, that the 
boilers are weli made of good and suitable material ; ibat 
the openings for the passage of water and steam respect- 
ively, and all pipes and tubes exposed to heat are of proper 
dimensions, and free from obstruction ; that the spaces be- 
tween the fiues are sufficient, and that the fire line of the 
furnace is below the prescribed water-line of the boilers ; 
and that such boilers and the machinery and the appurte- 
nances may be safely employed in the service proposed in 
the written application, without peril to Jife ; and shall also 
satisfy themselves that the safety valves are of suitable di- 
mensions, sufficient in number, well arranged, and in good 
working order, (one of which may, if necessary in the 
opinion of the inspectors to secure safety, be taken wholly 
from the control of all persons engaged in navigating such 
vessel ;) that there is a suitable number of gauge-cocks 
properly inserted, and a suitable water-gauge and steam- 
gauge, indicating the height of the water and the pressure 
of the steam ; that in or npon the outside flue of each out- 


side high-pressure boiler, there is placed, in a suitable man- ; 


ner alloyed metals, fusible by the heat of the boiler, when 
raised to the highest working pressure allowed, and that in 
or upon the top of the flues of all other high -pressure boil- 
ers in the steamer, such alloyed metals are placed as afore- 
said, fusing at ten pounds greater pressure than said metals 
on the outside boilers, thereby, in each case, letting 
steam escape; and that adequate and certain provision is 
made for an ample supply of water to feed the boilers at all 
times, whether such vessel is in motion or not; so that 
in high-pressure boilers the water shail not be less than 
four inches above the flue: Provided, however, in steamers 
hereafter supplied with new high-pressure boilers, if the 
alloy fuses on the outer boilers at a pressure of ten pounds 
exceeding the working pressure allowed, and at twenty 
pounds above said pressure on the inner boilers, it shall be 
a sufficient compliance with this act. 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to, 

The next amendment of the Committee on 
Commerce was read. Jt was to strike out the third 
clause of section nine, as follows: 


(“ Third. That in subjecting to the hydrostatic test afore- | 
said boilers called and usually known under the designa- ; 


tion of high- pressure boilers, the inspectors shall assume one 
hundred and ten pounds to the square inch as ‘the maxi- 


mum pressure allowable as a working power fora new | 
boilier forty-two inches in diameter, made of inspected iron | 


plates at least one fourth of an inch thick, in the best man- 
ner, and of the quality herein required, and shall rate the 
working power of all high-pressure boilers, whether of 
greater or less diameter, old or new, according to their 
strength compared with this standard ; and in subjecting to 
the test aforesaid, that class of boilers usually designated 
and known as low- pressure boilers, the said inspectors shall 


assume fifty pounds pressure to the square inch as the max- | 


imum working power upon a new boiler of medium size, 
made of the material and in the manner aloresaid, and shall 
rate all low pressure boilers, whether greater or less, old or 
new, according to their strength compared with this stand- 
ard: Provided, That no such boilers of either description 


hereafter made shal! be rated over the said standard pre- ! 


scribed; and in all cases the working power allowed shall 
he to the test applied as one hundred and ten to two hun- 
dred: And provided further, That the same rule shall be 
observed in regard to boilers previously made, unless the 
proportion between any such boilers and the eylinder, or 
some Other cause, renders it manifest that its: application 


would be unjust, in which cases the inspectors may depart | 


from itifit can be done with safety. And no valve, under any 
circumstances, shall be toaded or so managed, in any way, 


as to subject the boiler to a greater pressure than the amount | 


allowed by the inspectors ; nor shall any boiler or pipe be 
approved which is made of bad material, or is unsafe from 
its form, or dangerous from defective workmanship, age, 
use, or any other cause.”’) 


And to insert in lieu thereof the following, viz: | 
Third. That in subjecting to the hydrostatic test afore- į 


said boilers called and usually known under the designa- 


tion of high. pressure boilers, the inspector shall assume one j 
hundred and ten pounds to the square inch, as the maximum | 


pressure allowable as a working power for a new boiler 
forty-two inches iu diameter, made of iron plates as berein 


required, at least one fourth of an inch thick, in the best | 


manner and of the quality herein required, and shall rate 
the working power of all high pressure boilers, whether of 
greater or less diameter, old or new, according to their 
strength compared with this standard, and in all cases the 
test applied shall exceed the working power allowed, in the 
ratio of one hundred and sixty: five to one hundred and ten, 
and no high-pressure boilers hereafter made shall be rated 
above this standard : and in subjecting to the test aforesaid, 


that class of boilers usually designated and known as low- | 


pressure boilers, the said inspectors shall allow as a work- 
ing power of each new boiler a pressure of only two thirds 
the number of pounds to the square inch to which it shail 
have been subjected to the hydrostatic test and found to be 
sufficient therefor, using the water in such tests at a tem- 
perature not exceeding sixty degrees Fahrenheit; but should 
such inspectors be of the opinion, that said boiler, by reason 
of its construction or material will not safely allow so high 
a working pressure, they may, for reasons 


working pressure above the aforesaid standard: ind pro- 


vided, That the same rules shall be observed in regard to the | 


boilers heretofore made, ual-ss the proportion between such 
boilers and the cylinders, or some other cause, renders it 
manifest that its application would be unjust, in which cases 
the inspectors may depart from these rules, if it can be done 
with safety; butin no ease shall the working pressure al- 
lowed exceed the hydrostatic test, and no valve, under any 
circumstances, shail be loaded or so managed in any way 
as to subject a boiler to a greater pressure than the amount 
allowed by the inspectors, nor shall any boiler or pipe be 
approved whicttis wade in whole or iu partof bad material, 


to be stated spe- | 
cifically in their certificate, fix the working pressure of said | 
boiler at less than two thirds of said test pressnre, and no | 
low-pressure boiler hereafter made shal) be rated in its į 


| 


or is unsafe in its form, or dangerous from defective work- 
manship, age, use, or any other cause. 


- The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 
pired. 


Mr. POLK. I move to go into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


WIDOW OF THOMAS J. CAMPBELL. 


The SPEAKER. The morning hour having 
expired, the business before the House is the mo- 
tion made by the gentleman from Tennessee (Mr. 
Cuurcnwe .] yesterday, to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of introducing the following resolu- 
tion, which will be read by the Clerk. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund į 


of this House, to the widow of its late Clerk, Thomas J. 
Campbell, a sum equal to the salary of said Clerk, reckoned 
from the time of his death to the close of the session of Con- 
gress duriug which hedied. * 


Mr. ORR. Would it not be in order for the 
House to proceed with, and finally dispose of, the 
bill which we have been just acting upon, if a 
majority desires to do so? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Cuurcuwert] 
has a right to call up the business which he intro- 
duced on yesterday. 

Mr. BISSELL. If it bein order, I move that 
the House proceed to the business upon the 
Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
motion made by the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Cuurcrwe ty] on yesterday, to suspend the 
rules, is the first business in order. Lt is ofa priv- 
ileged character, and must be put to the House. 

The question was then taken, and the rules of 
the House were not suspended. 


ADDITIONAL LAND OFFICE IN MINNESOTA. 


Mr. SIBLEY. I have a bill of considerable im- 

ortance, which has just passed the Senate, which 

desire to have action upon. I do not intend to 
trespass upon the time of the House more than is 
necessary. I ask that it may be taken up and 
passed. It is Senate bill No. 540, to create an 
additional land office in the Territory of Minne- 
sota. 

There being no objection, the bill was taken up, 
read the first and second time þy its title, and or- 
dered to a third reading; and, according to order, 
was read a third time and passed. 


CLOSE OF DEBATE. 


Mr. DUNCAN. I move the usual resolution 
to close debate in Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, upon House bill No. 212, in 
two hours after the consideration of the bill shall 
be resumed in committee. 

Mr. WALSH. Was not the motion to pro- 
ceed to the business upon the Speaker’s table in 
order? I submit that motion. 

The SPEAKER. Some gentleman did propose 
to proceed to the business upon the Speaker’s 
table, when it was not in order to submit any mo- 
tion whatever, there being a privileged question 
pending. ‘That privileged question having been 
disposed of, the gentleman from Massachusetts 
(Mr. Duncan} was recognized, and his is a legiti- 
mate, original proposition. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I will modify my resolution, 
and say one hour. 

Mr. HENN. [If it is in order to amend the 
resolution, I move to insert five minutes instead 
of one hour. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, on the bifil of the House 
No. 332, ‘making appropriations for light houses, light- 
boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the erection and estab- 
lishment of the same, and for other purposes,” shall cease 
in one hour after the Committee shall resume its consider- 
ation, (if the committee shall not sooner come to a conelu- 
sion upon the same,) and the committee shall then pro- 
eved to vote on such amendments as may be pending or 
offered to the same, and shall then report it to the House, 
with such amendments as may bave been agreed to by the 
comunittee, 

Mr. TAYLOR. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by inserting two hours. The bill is a very 
important one. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
tion. 

Mr. POLK. I would ask as a matter of kind- 
ness of the gentleman who moved to amend the 


1 move the previous ques- 


resolution by making it five minutes, to allow me~ 
the privilege of one hour at least. T have en- 
deavored to get the Speaker’s ear all the morning, 
for the purpose of making the motion to go into 
committee, but I have been unfortunate. 

Mr. HENN. Ido not wish to deprive the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee of his hour. } will there- 
fore withdraw my amendment. f 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

The SPEAKER. The question will be first’ 
taken upon the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Tyron] to strike out one hour” in 
the resolution, and insert ‘* two hours.” 

The question was then taken, and it was not 
agreed to. 

The question then recurring upon the adoption 
of the resolution, it was put, and decided in the 


| affirmative. 


So the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted, and to lay 
the motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DUNCAN. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the Flouse resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman yield for a 
moment? The Committee on Revisal and Unfin- 
ished Business desire to offer a resolution which 
I hope will meet with the unanimous consent of 
the House. It isa resolution to keep alive until 
the next session of Congress the business which 
cannot be reported upon by the committees of this 
House the present session. It is the usnal reso- 
lation, and if any gentleman objects to it, I will 
move to suspend the rues. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That all the bills, resolutions, and other matter 
referred to the standing committees of this House, upon 
which no report shall have been made at this session, shall 
be returned informally to the Clerk, and shall by virtue of 
this resolution stand recommitted at the commencement of 
the next session to said committees, into whose possession 
the Clerk is hereby directed to restore them. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec- 
tion, and the resolution will be considered as be- 
fore the House. 

Mr. BOWIE. 
stitute: 

And that the standing committees of this House have 
leave to report on the several matters referred to them re- 
spectively, by filing their reports and bills (ifany) with the 
Clerk of this House, and that the said reports and bills be 
printed and entered on the Calendar as if made in the 
House upon a call of the Speaker. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. The amendment 
of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Bowie] is 
offered as a substitute for the resolution of the 
gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housron.] I 
offer the following, as an addition to the resolution 
of the gentleman from Alabama: 

Resolved further, That from and after this day the Honse 
will hold an evening session at seven o'clock, to be devoted 
to receiving reports of committees, provided that all bills 
and joint resolutions reported with a recommendation that 
they pass be referred when reported. i 

Mr. BOWIE. 1 originally intended what I 
offered as an amendment to the resolution of the 
gentleman from Alabama, but my friends induced 
me to offer it as a substitute. I desire to modify 
it, and offer it as an addition to the resolution of 
the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I offer the reso- 
lution I send to the Chair as a substitute for the 
amendment of the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Bowis.] The resolution of the gentleman 
from Maryland is inconsistent with the resolution 
of the gentleman from Alabama. | therefore offer 
my propositian as a substitute for it. ; 

Mr. STUART. As J understand the proposi- 
tion, it is this: The gentleman from Maryland 
(Mr. Bowis] offers his amendment as an amend- 
ment to the resolution offered by the gentleman 
from Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Harris] moves to amend the amend- 


I offer the following, as a sub- 


ment. 
! Mr. STUART. Sol understand it. I wish 


to make an observation in reference to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland. As I 
heard it read, it seems to propose that the com- 
mittees of this House shall be at liberty to report, 
and to have these reports printed and placed upon 
the Calendar, without any action or knowledge of 
this House. Now, it seems to me, that much 
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mischief would result by the adoption of sucha 
resolution as that. I think, sir, that reports from 
committees on business in their hands, should not | 
be made except when the House is in session; so 
that should there be objection, or a motion to | 
refer, or any other motion that the merits of the 
case might require, it-could bemade. Now, sir, 
if I understand the reading of this resolution cor- 
rectly, it would give to the members of a commit- 
tee the right to report, and have the reports printed 
and placed upon the Calendar, so as to take pre- 
cedence of other business that might come up in 
the next session, subjects which, perhaps, a ma- 
jority of the House would not tolerate an instant. 
‘Now, it appears to me, that the proposition of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Coss] is vastly 
better, as it authorizes all this business to stand 
as recommitted to these committees. At the next 
session, the committees will be called regularly in 
the morning hour for their reports, when they 
will comein a legitimate manner before the House. 
Members will be present and understand them, į 
and can make any objections or motions which 
the subject may require. I hope, sir, that the 
amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. ORR. I demand the prévious question. 

Mr. BOWIE. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw his demand for the previous question, to al- 
low me to explain. | 

Mr. ORR. | will withdraw it, if the gentleman 
will renew it. 

Mr. BOWIE. I will renew it. 

Mr. ORR. Then I withdraw it. 

Mr. BOWIE. The object of my amendment 
is, to enable the committees of the House, and 
particularly the Committee on Claims, of which I 
am a member, to expedite the business of legisla- 
tion, by filing their reports with the Clerk of the 
House, and placing them on the Calendar, ready 
for the action of the House at its ensuing session. 
There are many reports and bills in the hands of 
members, ready to be reported, and only waiting 
an opportunity, which has not been had by many 
committees for several months. These would, 
under the amendment offered by me, be placed in 
the possession of the House, printed, and entered 
on the Calendar, as if made in the House, upon the 
call of the Speaker, 

_ When reports are made in the House, they are, 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, referred as | 
recommended by the committee from which they 
come, or the member by whom they are reported. 

No interestcan be prejudiced by such reference. 
The adoption or rejection of the report or bill is 
still subject to the will of the majority. 

There are but two references which can be made 
of such reports, to “ the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union,” or ‘the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House,” in either of which 
the subject-matter of the reports will be entirely 
safe. 

_As I promised, I now move the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. STANLY. If there be no objection, I 
would suggest that it would be better to insert af- 
ter the words ‘* standing committees,” the words, |; 
“s select committees.” They have some reports to | 

t 
1 


make to the House. 

The SPEAKER, By unanimous consent, that | 
modification can be made. a 

Mr. STUART. Does the gentleman propose 
to insert it in the original resolution ? 

Mr. STANLY. es, sir. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. In my resolu- ; 
lution, all committees are included. 

Mr. STANLY. Your resolution is not adopted. 

Mr. HARRIS. Butit is pending, and it can be 
adopted. a 

There being no objection, the resolution was so | 
modified. I 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Har- 
ris’s amendment to the amendment; and, upon a i 
division, there were—ayes 38, noes 99. | 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. ! 


The question recurred upon the amendment of 
Mr. Bowrs, and being put, the amendment was re- 
jected; there being on a division—ayes 58, noes 


The original resolution was then agreed to. 


Mr. POLK moved that the rules be suspended, 


t > . . 
and that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 


So the rules were suspended, and the House re- | 


solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Venaseinthe chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of House bill No. 
312, making appropriations for light-houses, light- 
boats, buoys, &c.,and for the providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 


| other purposes; upon which Mr. Porg was entitled į 


to the floor. 

Mr. POLK, who was entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the House in regard to the position of the 
two great parties towards-the Compromise meas- 
ures, maintaining that whilst. General Pierce was 


fully committed in favor of the finality of those į 
He then went | 


measures, General Scott was not. 
into an examination of the relative fitness of the 
candidates of the two parties for the Presidency, 
and of their conduct in Mexico. In doing which, 


he reflected with much severity upon Mr. Cur- | 


Lom, for his alleged charge, in a speech made at 


| the City Hall, in Washington, that General Pierce 


had acted cowardly in Mexico. A personal alter- 
cation then took place between these gentlemen, 
in which Mr. Ware, of Kentucky, was finally 
involved. [The remarks of Mr. P. will be found 
in the Appendix.] 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, said he under- 
stood the Whig Executive Committee, appointed 
by the National Whig Convention for the pur- 

ose of superintending and managing the canvass, 
kad taken from the National Era an article origi- 
nally published 


in which are paraded the votes of General Pierce 
in Congress on the subject of slavery, showing to 
the North that he is an ardent, strong, and ultra 
pro-slavery man. At the same time, in Kentucky 
and other States a misrepresentation of the re- 
marks of General Pierce at New Boston are her- 
alded to show that he is an Abolitionist. The 
Whig Executive Committee had caused a large 


number of these to be printed, and placed them in | 
the hands of members to be franked. He then | 
read a list, which he obtained from the folding- | 


room, showing the names of the various gentle- 
men who had ordered copies of the documents, 
amounting, in all, to forty-eight thousand one 
hundred copies. [See Appendix for speech.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Further discussion is out 
of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, it 
is necessary that I should make one word of reply. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I would like 
to know what has become of General Pierce and 
his Abolition Allies? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear no 
proposition until order is restored. 

Mr. CULLOM. 
mittee to say one word—but a word by way of 
personal explanation. Iam involved in this dis- 


| cussion. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can pro- 


| ceed by unanimous consent. 


Mr. STUART. I submit that the gentleman 


‘| cannot proceed by unanimous consent. Weare 


acting under an express rule of the House. 
Mr. CULLOM. Any rule, I presume, may be 


_ suspended by the unanimous consent of the com- 
| mittee. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair hear ob- 
jection? : 

[Cries all over the Hall of “No!” « No!”?] 

Mr. STUART. I object, and insist upon the 
execution of the order of the House. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1 movea suspension of the 
rules. 

The CHAIRMAN. That cannot be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would appeal to the gentie- 
man to allow me five or ten minutes. 

Mr. STUART. Inthe House I will not object 
to any explanation the gentleman may choose to 
make, but we are now acting under an express 
order of the House, which the committee cannot 
vary by unanimous consent at all. 

Mr. DAWSON. I move that the committee 
do now rise. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I hope not. 


|| I trust we will proceed with this bill. 


Mr. DAWSON. I move that the committee 


in that paper, entitled “A Brief | 
Chapter in the Life of General Franklin Pierce,” | 


{T ask permission of the com- ! 


i 


rise, with the. view of giving the gentleman. from 
Tennessee an opportunity to. make an explanation 
in the House, which was denied to him by the 
| objection of the gentieman from Michigan in the 
committee, 

The question was taken, and the motion was 
agreed to. . 

The committée accordingly rose, and the Speaker 


| having resumed the chair, the chairman reported 


that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had had the state of the Union generally 
under consideration, and particularly House bill 
No. 312, “making appropriations fer light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 


i; other purposes,” and had come to no conclusion 
ii thereon. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iask the permission of the 
House to make a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the gentleman shall be heard? 

Mr. STUART. I do not rise to object, but 
only to make one word of explanation. 1 am 
pleased to hear the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Tennessee yield? 

Mr. CULLOM. Most assuredly I do; but T 
hope the gentleman will not object to my pro- 
ceeding. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to put myself right. 
I will listen to the gentleman with as much pleas- 
ure as any onein the House. The reason I made 
objection in the committee was, that the com- 
mittee was acting under an express rule which 
they had no power by unanimous consent to 
waive, and not because I wished to deny the hon- 
orable gentleman a hearing. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. I am much obliged to the 

honorable gentleman from Michigan for his cour- 
tesy, as well as to the House for this privilege of 
meeting, and in terms parliamentary and respectful 
to the House, hurling back the Billingsgate abuse, 
calumny, and slander, poured out at me by my col- 
league, (Mr. Poix.] Iam reluctant, Mr. Speaker, 
to obtrude myself upon the House in the con- 
sumption of its precious time, which should be 
devoted to the legitimate business of dignified, 
statesman-like legislation, maintaining towards 
one another, to the country, and the world, that 
dignity of deportment, urbanity of bearing in har- 
mony with our high character as a people, as a 
nation, and as a free republican Government. It 
pains me that it is made my duty, as a gentleman 
of some humble sense of honor, to occupy a brief 
moment of your fleeting and precious time, upon 
the very eve of the adjournment of your arduous 
and protracted session, in a vindication of my 
poor self and of my bumble reputation. That I 
have not contributed by word or deed, either to 
prolong the session of Congress, or provoke this 
unlooked-for onslaught upon myself, my hon- 
orable colleague in the Senate, or the lofty pa- 
triot and irreproachable hero, General Scott, I 
appeal to all good men upon this floor, whether 
Whigs or Democrats. 
- ] have studiously endeavored to conduct myself 
upon all occasions, in and out of Congress, in 
such a manner as to elevate my own honor, in the 
estimation of good men, to the high standard of 
my country, and the enlightened constituency 
which I have the honor to represent. That such 
has been my whole course here, | appeal to all to 
bear me witness; with what success it does not 
| become me to say; but I feel one proud consola- 
tion, and to meitis peculiarly grateful, that my 
relations with my brother membersare of the kind- 
est character, without distinction of party. Yes, 
sir, I have but few brothers upon this floor that 
I would not open my dearest veins for, if their 
sacred honor or personal safety demanded it, ‘This 
before my God i say of a truth. Ido not say it 
through fear or alarm of any living man, for Tam 
fully capable of saying and doing, here or else- 
where, with perfect self-possession, whatever I 
think, or my personal honor demands. Mr. 
Speaker, my heart sickens within me to think that 
at the very heels of our arduous session, which 
has, through my intercourse with members, en- 
twined about my ardent heart, so many kindly 
recollections—of members from whom in a day 
or two more, I am to take perhaps a last long 
| leave, to be thus reluctantly thrust before you and 
ithe country by the ruthless assaults of my col- 
league. 
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Iama Whig to be sure, upon principle, from 
the honest convictions of my deliberate judgment. 
Unflinching in my exertions to maintain those 
cherished principles; ardent in my support and 
advocacy of my faith and the men who imperson- 
ate it; still I am tolerant in my feelings, conced- 
ing to those who honestly differ with me, the same 
right which I claim for myself. I have insulted 
no Democrat for opinion’s sake—I never will. 
Mr. Speaker, I appeal to you and to the House, 
and to a refined, enlightened public, to whose ar- 
bitrament we must all yield, what necessity there 
was for my colleague, in the grave discussion in 
this, a nation’s forum, or in the advocacy of his 
favorite candidate for the Presidency, if he chose 
to take the latitude, not only to malign, slander, 
and traduce my humble name and fame, and that 
of my distinguished colleague in the Senate, but 
also the fair fame—and dearly-bought fame—of a 
country’s greatest living benefactor? 

Mr. POLK. The gentleman states that he 
cannot’ be, and has not been, guilty, under any 
circumstances, of offending any one personally or 
politically. Ualluded, in my remarks, to what my 
colleague stated in partat the City Hall, in Wash- 
ington, where he charged General Pierce with 
cowardice. I said that the gentleman must stamp 
shame upon: his own brow when he charges this. 

Mr. CULLOM. Exactly. The gentleman 
either knows nothing of the facts of which he 
speaks, or states them falsely. In my ratification 
speech in the City of Washington, of which the 
gentleman speaks, I used no such language, nor 
made.any such charge against General Pierce as 
he alleges. I never, upon that, orany other occa- 
sion, charged General Pierce with being acoward ; 
and the gentleman states falsely when he asserts 
that I did. ‘That speech was reported and pub- 
lished without my knowledge or consent, or with- 
-out correction by me; and though it contains inac- 
curacies, it as published and delivered refutes the 
untruthful charge of my competitor in that speech. 

Třpon the point to which the gentleman alludes, 
if he had been willing to quote me truthfully, he 
would have found this language: ‘But, gentle- 
‘men, it is certain General Pierce was unfortu- 
‘nate. I will not say that he lacked in courage, 
‘but he was unfortunate on the day of battle— 
“some say he fainted. [Sosays the official report— 
tso says his life.| 1 will not, however, repeat that, 
‘for it may be a slander. I understand that state- 
‘ment is entirely a mistake—that General Pierce 
‘did not faint, but that his horse fainted’’—hu- 
morously alluding to the strange combination of 
untoward circumstances which always kept the 
brave General out of battle, or by which either he 
or his horse was disabled, at some unpropitious 
moment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, not only has shame settled 
upon my brow, but the deep blush has lit upon 
my cheek; and here, to-day, before this House 
and the whole country, in the presence of my col- 
league, I say that my Tennessee pride, my Ameri- 
can feelings, have been deeply wounded, on ac- 
count of the obliquity and grossly ill-behavior of 
my colleague, more than once upon this floor. 
In my heart of hearts I have commiserated his 
roisfortune—for the kindness I have always felt 


for him—for the reputation of his virtuous con- | 


stituents, our common State and nation. 

The SPEAKER. It will be the duty of the 
Chair, as the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
CvuLLom,] is aware, to arrest any personalities. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will not knowingly violate 
one rule of the House, or of public decorum; for, 
-as I value my own character, and that of my con- 
stituents, I would guard this high legislative fo- 
rum from the use of low vulgarities and Billings- 
gate scurrilities. They shall not be perpetrated 
by me; but when thus assailed myself, and my 
personal and political friend who sits in the other 
Chamber, but who has no voice in this Hall; and 
when he is assailed who has defended me, my 
country, her Constitution and laws, I would be 
hase to myself, and my own nature—to my own 
darling offspring—to the high obligations of 
friendship, and to patriotism itself, if 1 did not, as 
I distinctly do, hurl back these false aspersions 
upon the already-devoted head of their author. 
This I would do, though the heavens and this old 
earth were to come together. Now, my honor- 
able colleague, and every man on this floor, knows 
the factto be—for it has been a painfully notorious 
fact to all who have witnessed the proceedings of 


| racy has put forward my colleague as an instru- 


| out his blood that our liberties should he secure, 
| amongst which is the liberty of speech. But what | 


Congress—that he has sought a kind of notoriety 
that no decent man would envy;a common meddler 
in other men’s business, of ringing himself inside, | 
or edge in almost every debate that has taken place 
when he chanced to be present, to cause himself to 
figure in the speeches of both Whigs and Demo- 
crats, putting what he may imagine shrewd ques- 
tions, but which receives the universal reprubation 
of all lovers of parliamentary decorum, not to say 
common decency. 

Now, my honorable coileague, so capable of 
being so very amiable at times, has unfortunately 
for himself become a sort of Ishmaelite—-his hand ! 
against every man, and but for the commiseration | 
of all good sane men, their hands would all be ; 
lifted against him in self-defense. With all my 
compassion and commiseration for the misfortunes | 
and foibles of my competitor, I am even surprised 
at the forbearance he has received. It will soon ; 
cease to be a virtue. But thereisa point at which 
even my latitudinarian colleague from the Maury 
districthas got to stop. This point he has reached. | 
1 will not assail him unwarrantably here, but it is 
perhaps my duty to myself, and even my col- 
league, to let him know, in the most distinct and 
unequivocal manner, that I hold him and all his 
braggadocio, bullying, and denunciation, in utter, 
supreme, and sovereign contempt. It brings no 


terror to me. It does not accelerate a pulse. It 
passes as the ravings of a maniac, whose misfor- 
tunes I would sooner alleviate than augment. It : 
produces 'more of shame than fear. His charge | 
of desertion against me and my distinguished col- į 
league in the Senate—I suppose, of course, the | 
allusion is to Governor Joxes; of cowardice and | 
want of patriotism upon the part of General Scott, 
in the whole and in the concrete, in mass and in { 
detail, I pronounce, as when the charge first fell 
from the lips of my colleague, that the charges are 
a libel, a vile infamous calumny and falsehood. [ 
have betrayed no interest either North or South, 
East or West. Ihave endeavered to represent 
truly and faithfully every interest of my constit- 
uents, with what fidelity and zeal I leave for you, 
with whom I have served, and my constituents, to 
decide, to whom I hope under God’s providence 
soon to return, before whom, and to whom I am 
ready and willing to render a full account of my 
stewardship; to them I am accountable, and not to 
my colleague. But he strikes an assassin’s blow 
at my humble reputation. It may wither as a 
sprig of grass, but I feel no alarm. I feel perfectly 
secure in the consciousness of the entire rectitude 
of my course. 

But the gentleman comes here as the greater 
Magnus Apollo of the Democracy—l! hope not 
the entire Democracy; for though the gentleman ! 
seems to be prompted by some of them, yet from | 
the blush of shame which I see resting upon many | 
Democratic faces, E feel that they do not approve | 
it; for, however desirous gentlemen may be to de- | 
feat the election, what honorable man, Whig or 
Democrat, here to-day, can approve the means, 
foul, 1 must say, which my colleague has resorted 
to? Mr. Speaker, can it be possible that Democ- 


ment thus to assail General Scott, and denounce 
him here, in language coarse and vulgar, as a 
coward, as void of patriotism, void of honor and 
love of country ?—the man that fought the bat- 
tles of the country, a man whom the nation ac- 
knowledges as her greatest henefactor now hold- ; 
ing a place amongst the living, who has poured 


a sad and lamentable abuse of that high privilege, 
for which Scott bled, we have witnessed this day! 
I feel no apprehension that the foul, tainted breath 
of any man can injure or impair the high appre- 
ciation in which the war-worn veteran of so many 
sanguinary wars, and of so many brilliant victo- | 
ries, is justly held by a grateful and patriotic coun- 
try; that there is patriotism enough in this free 
country to shield and vindicate General Scott 
from these calumnies. It will astound the coun- 
try when they learn that these charges are gravely 
put forth in high places by my colleague. Let it 
go to the country; let every mail bear it; let the 
lightning bear it to the ends of the earth, that the 
man whom Christendom acknowledges as un- 
equaled, not only in skill but in valor, for party 
sake and party advancement was thus denounced. į 
Is there no’ higher argument? Is there no merit 
in your principles orin your candidate which you | 


would commend? It would -be -far more honor- 
able to leave a soldier’s laurels, dearly earned in 
fields of danger and death, through almost a half 
century of toil and privation, than-thus to rob him 
and a nation whose jewel itis. Oh shame! where 
is thy blush! í 

Mr. POLK. Mr: Speaker Be 

Mr. CULLOM. My colleague must sit-down 
and keep his choler buttoned; } cannot be troubled 
with him any more; he must learn to behave like 
a gentleman, if possible; he has sucha propen- 
sity to be upon the floor, speaking and running 
around. Let me advise my colleague to get a 
little glue and place it carefully on his chair, and 
sit himself down on it, and thereby hold himself 
to his sent, and try for once to conduct himself 
with dignity, if he has to resort to these artificial 
means. [Laughter.] 

My colleague said much about the Mexican 
war, in which Scott and Taylor fought so gal- 
lantly. I think it was quite unfortunate and 
highly indelicate in the gentleman, sustaining, as 
he does, certain relations to the then Administra- 
tion. He speaks of Scott and Santa Anna, in 
league to betray, and did actually cause the mas- 
sacre of a large number of American soldiers. 
Now, I propose to discuss that war, the treatment 
of the Administration to Generals Scott and Tay- 
lor, and how Santa Anna got into Mexico, and 
show who gave him his passports. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. [I rise to a point of 
order. I am extremely reluctant to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. AsI am speaking by cour- 
tesy, as there is obligation, I will give way; re- 
turning you, Mr. Speaker, my thanks, and through 
you, my colleagues, for thus kindly permitting 
me, in this hasty manner, to state my defense. I 
will not trespass longer. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

The question was then taken; and it was agreed 


to. 

So the House resolved itself into the Committee 

of the Whole, (Mr. Venage in the chair,) and 

Again resumed the consideration of the light-house 
ill. 

The following section was then read by the 
Clerk: ; 

Maine: Fora light-house on the Nubble Cape, Neddich, 
York, 85,000.” 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I move to strike 
out $5,000. {do it for the purpose of making an 
explanation, my name having been introduced by 
the gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Srawron] in 
connection with the circulation of ‘* A few Chap- 
ters in the Life of General Pierce.’? The gentle- 
man from Kentucky read a list. I wish to state 
that it is true. I did send a very considerable 
number of that publication into all parts of the 
country. J subscribed to the fund, and I learn, 
upon inquiry 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I must make a ques- 
tion of order on the gentleman. I understand that 
we are acting upon an amendment, and it is out 
of order for a member to speak to anything but 
the amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. J ask to makea statement 
as a personal explanation. The gentleman is ex- 
ceecingly fastidious. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. That same privilege 
was denied the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. 
CuLtom,] because we were in the Committee of the 
Whole, and we went into the Elouse to allow it. 
If the ruje would apply to my friend from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. CuLLom,) it must apply to my friend 
from Obio, (Mr. Campsery.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL. | ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the committee to make my statement. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I insist upon my 

oint of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is compelled 
to rule the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. CAMPBELL] 
out of order. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I ask to make this ex- 
planation, my name being dragged unceremoni- 
ously into this matter. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. F desire to 
say that [ must object to all this, for the reason 
that when impertinent questions and impertinent 
topics are introduced into this House, it is just 
as indiscreet and‘impertinent to answer them. 
{Laughter.} f therefore object. 
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explanation, if the gentleman will hear it. I sub- | 
The question was then taken on Mr. Camer- | 


« For a buoy-boat on Bibb Rock, near Wellfleet harbor, 
$75; | 
‘Fora buoy boat on Sand Shoal, near north end of Bass | 
Rip, #500. ‘The above buoys to be placed under the direc- | 
tion of the Superintendent of Coast Survey3”’ 


Mr. HOUSTON said, I wish to know of the 
chairman of the committee who reported this 
bill, why it is that those two lights are taken from 
under the ordinary control and put under the con- 
trol and direction of the Superintendent of the | 
Coast Survey? T do not understand it. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I will state that the appropri- 
ations were inserted on the recommendation of the | 
Light-House Board; and in recommending them, | 
they proposed that they should be located under || 
the direction af the Coast Survey. It is a matter | 
of complaint that these buoys are placed by pilots, | 
who are accidentally employed for the purpose, 
and are often injudiciously placed, and that no 
proper record is kept of the bearing and distances 
ofthelocations. The committee, therefore, thought 
fit to adopt the recommendation of the Light- | 
house Board. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Of course, this is a subject 
which { have not very thoroughly looked into; į 
but it appears to me to be objectionable for this 
reason: we have now a, Bureau of the Govern- | 
ment which has entire control of this whole sys- 
tem; and it occurs to me that it would be injudi- 
cious to divide the resnonsibility. 

Mr, SEYMOUR, of New York. I would sug- | 
gest to my colleague on the committee, who re- | 
ported the bill, that perhaps the word “ placed” is | 
not the proper word to be used in this clause, ! H 
suppose it is the erection of the buoy-boats of | 
which the Superintendent of the Coast Survey is 
to have charge and direction, and not that the 
are to be continued in his charge hereafter. If 
the language of the clause is not proper, [ am 
sure my colleague will agree to an amendment. 
Perhaps the word ‘erected’? would express the 
idea better. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I receive the explanation of 
the gentleman from New York; but still my own | 
opinion is—and I think that those who have given | 
this subject any consideration will agree with me— | 
that this is but the beginning of the end. If the 
Fifth Auditor does not possess the necessary in- | 
formation, give the control of this subject to the | 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, but-— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | 
Alabama submit any amendment? j 

Mr. HOUSTON: 1am not prepared to do so, | 
but [ make the suggestion that I think this provis- || 
ion is objectionable. | 

Mr. DUNCAN. I move to amend the second 
of the clauses now more immediately under ton- 
sideration, by striking out the word “ placed” in | 
the last line, and inserting the word ‘located’? in | 
lieu thereof. The word ‘placed’? was inserted | 
by mistake. While I am up, Į wish to say in| 
addition to what. I before said, that those buoys | 
were recommended by the Light House Board, | 
under the authority given them by the act of the 4 
Jast session, by which they were directed to ex- | 
amine and report upon these subjects; and their | 
recommendation is that they be located by the | 

i 
i 
| 


j 


Coast Survey. They, being employed upon the 
coast, can locate these buoys with very little ex- 
pense, and with more accuracy than it can be |i 
done in any other way, in the ordinary course of | 
their duty. They have the means in their hands, |} 
the charts, soundings, documents, and all before 
them; and they are more competent to place these |, 
ee buoys than any other body of men can 
e. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish the 
indulgence of the committee for one moment, to 
state, in connection with what has fallen from my 
colleague upon the Committee on Commerce, that | 
we have recently provided by law, that the Coast | 
Survey shall, whilst they are surveying our coast, 
for the purpose of making proper charts, turn their : 
attention to suitable locations for light-houses, | 
light-ships, and buoys. j 

Itis a saving of time and expense to the Gov- | 
ernment, to derive this information from that |j 


subject. 


; ments. 


corps, which is primarily employed upon another 
They can, without increasing their ex- 
penses, or extending the time they are thus em- 
ployed, give us this useful information. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | The gentleman is certainly 
in one error, if in no more. He says that this 
does not increase the expenses. Now, it does 
increase the expenses, and the Coast Survey have 
charged for the examination of these points for 
light-houses and so forth. But I object to divid- 
ing the responsibility of this Department. The | 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey is now get- 
ting, not only pay for the duties of the head of 
that department. of the public service, but he is 
also getting a large salary for his control over the 
subject of weights and measures, and now it is 
proposed to give him the light-houses also. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. 1 wish to say one word upon 
this subject, in reply to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. | will say, in justi- 
fication of myself, that I assented to the placing 
of these buoys, which are thus to be erected, un- | 
der the charge of the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey, for the very reason that l supposed that, 
if he was employed in surveying the coast, and 
was paid a salary for that, he would not charge 
any more for performing this service. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move to strike out the last two | 
clauses of the bill which have been read by the 
Clerk, and I do it for the purpose of making a few 
remarks upon this point. 1 have no opinion to 
express upon this point of the superintendence of 
lights, On the contrary, even alter listening to 
the very able argument of my friend from Mary- 
land {Mr. Evans} on that subject, I am not pre- 
pared yet to express any opinion upon it, except 
to this extent: that I do not think so radical a 
change ought to be made without a more thorough 
investigation of the subject than ithas been in the 
power of any of us to make. The report upon 
this subject came in at a very late period, and I 
am not prepared to change the whole system of 
the management of our light-house establishment 
until we have looked more into the matter than we 
have now. 

But, sir, I do undertake to say—and I do it from 
personal information—that so far as our inlets and 
the egtrances to our creeks and rivers are con- 
cerned, this Coast Survey has thrown very great 
light on the subject. I have found that their sur- 
veys have led to the correction of mistakes, and 
to valuable suggestions which I really think this 
House ought not to disregard. 

I have not given to this bill that thorough inves- 
tigation which it was alone the province of the 
Committee on Commerce to give it; but I am en- 
tirely satisfied, not only from the character of the 
chairman of that committee, but quite as much 
from that of the gentleman from Massachusets, 
(Mr. Duncan,] who has especial charge of this 
branch of the business of that committee, that they 
have looked into this matter with a great deal of | 


impartiality and justice, and | am not therefore || 


prepared—though | am free to say that this is not 
a subject which I have investigated probably as 
minutely as I ought to have done—to go counter 
to the recommendation of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, and of the gentleman from Massachusetts. j 

I do not understand this provision as my friend 
from Alabama does, that it changes the control į 
under which these light-houses are to be placed. 
They are now under the control of the Fifth Aud- 
itor, to a great extent, and I do not understand 
that it is designed to change that control at all. 
Am I right about that ? 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYLY. If it were otherwise, l should 
not agree to support a proposition to change that 
control, because at this session of Congress I do | 
not think that we have looked into the matter suf- 
ficiently to justify any radical change. I am 
quite willing to pass this bill with a few amend- | 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I avail myself 
of the privilege of speaking in opposition to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, to call 
the attention of the committee to the law to which 
I referred when I was last up. It was suggested 
by the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that the Coast Survey had received addi- 
tional compensation for the surveys which they 
had made in reference to the location of light- 


houses. From the character of the gentlemen on 
that board, I cannot believe that they have done | 


so, and I think the gentleman must be mistaken. 
I find, by reference to the act approved March 3, 
1851, which gives them this authority, that in the 
eighth section of that act it is expressly provided, 
“that no additional compensation shall beallowed 
to any person serving on said corps.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. Here is the report of the 
Coast Survey, the last clause of which I will read 
for the information of the gentleman, who will then 
see whether Jam mistaken or not. It is as follows: 

The information embodied in this report has been ob- 
tained by the facilities furnished by the distribution of parties 
of the Coast Survey on all sections of the coast, ata merely 
nominal expense, not exceeding $1,000, while the informa- 
tion obtained of a reliable sort,” &c. 

So that the gentleman must see that there has 
been a charge of some sort made by the Coast 
Survey. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. That is substantially as I 
supposed. l did not know that it increased the 
expenses at all, but I suppose the increase can 
only arise from the necessary delay while on this 
service, for the purpose of looking to the light- 
house establishment. The result, I am satisfied, 
has been a vast saving in the expenditures of the 
country. We are now guided, in making up the 
light-house appropriation bill, by the report of 
this scientific board, which was laid before the 
committee at an early period of this session, 
whereas the committee has heretofore been guided, 
in a great measure, by conjecture. l hope that 
the amendment of the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, to substitute the word ‘located’? forthe word 
“ placed,” will be adopted, and that the amend- 
meni of the gentleman from Virginia will not pre- 
vail. 

Mr. BAYLY. If there be no objection, I will 
now withdraw my amendment. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 

The question recurred upon Mr. Duncan’s 
amendment, and being put the amendment was 
adopted. 


Mr. BROOKS. I move to add at the end of 
the clause, the following: 

But no charge shall he made by the Coast Survey out of 
the light-house fund therefor. 

My object in offering that amendment is to meet 
a case of this sort: it has come to my knowledge 
as a member of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, that there have been charges, and pretty 
heavy charges, on the light-house fund by the 
Coast Survey, for services performed. In one 
case, I am told there was a sum of $4,000 charged 
for some maps or sketches furnished to the Light- 
House Board. Now the Coast Survey has a very 
large fund, and is well equipped, and f desire to 
guard against this thing. When the light-house 
establishment is to be absorbed by the Coast 
Survey, I wish to have it done regularly. The 
principle of their locating or placing these buoys 
is not to be objected to, nor do I object to it, but 
it should be a part of their general duty, and 
should add no additional expense, or if it does, it 
should come out of their own fund. 

Mr. EVANS. I do not know that I have any 
objection to the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York, but it must strike every member of 
the committee that the Coast Survey ought to be 
allowed to expend as much as the Fifth Auditor 
would himself expend upon this same service. 
Now, if the Fifth Auditor would have to pay 
something out of the light-house fund for the lo- 
cation of these buoys, I do not see why, when 
the same buoys are placed by the Coast Survey, 
they should not go to the same extent of expense, 
and it is an expense which clearly belongs to the 
light-house establishment. Now, if there is one 
single thing in the world which has been conducted 
without any sort of system or any sort of knowl- 
edge, it is the location of these buoys. It is even 
worse than the light-houses. They have been in 
many instances improperly located, and it is often 
impossible for theships of this country to tell upon 
which side of them to go. Such has been the 
difficulty and abuse of the whole system hereto- 
fore. Now, this Coast Survey has ascertained 
new channels, and has placed the buoys in better 
positions in the old channels. They are far better 
acquainted with the coast of the United States, 
than any gentleman who sits down here in the 
city of Washington to arrange these matters can 
be. Those who have been employed in this busi- 
ness know far better, in relation to the coast sur- 
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vey, and can ascertain the proper points at which 
to place lights, than one who merely ascertains the 
facts from charts. A former report recommended 
a distinct plan for marking buoys, but it was never 
carried out. I think it will be seen that all reform 
upon the subject, which has been effected, has 
been forced into Congress, and has been resisted 
in the extreme by those who were ignorant of 


what they were doing, and who have listened to | 


misrepresentation. 

Sir, I trust the amendment of the gentleman 
from New York may be so far amended as to al- 
low the precise expense, and no more, that would 
be expended by the Fifth Auditor. As the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Duncan] says, 


it only comes out of the contingent expenses for | 
They will not expend more | 
than would be expended by the Fifth Auditor | 
himself; and I can see no reason why it should į 
not be expended by the Coast Survey. There | 


that department. 


will be expended precisely the same amount of 
money which the Fifth Auditor himself would ex- 
pend, as I said, and I see no reason why the plan 
should not he adopted. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Ifthe gentleman’s time is not 
out, I will say a word. I see no reason for the 
passage of this amendment. There is no reason 
why the cost of employing a laborer to fix a buoy 
should not come out of the light-house fund, for 
the same expense would have to be incurred no 
matter out of what fund the expense is to be paid. 
I think, therefore, that amendment is unnecessary. 


The question was then taken, and the amend- į 


ment was not agreed to. 


Mr. DUNCAN. I move anamendment to come 
in in the ninety-ninth line. 

Strike out the words ‘*granite light-house,”’ and 
insert *‘light-house of granite, iron, or a combina- 
tion of both,” so that the section would read as 
follows, viz : 


“Towards the erection of a light-house of granite, iron, or | 


acembination of both, onthe outer Minot ledge, at the en- 
trance of Boston harbor, upon a plan to be approved by the 
Topographical Bureau; a contract for the building thereof 
to he made with the lowest responsible bidder who shail 
give sufficient security for the faithful performance of the 
same, and the work to be executed in strict conformity with 
the plan or plans approved by the Topographical Bureau, 
under the supervision of such person as the Secretary of 
the Treasury may designate, $80,000.” 

I will say a word in explanation of this amend- 
ment. This is a very important point for the 
erection of a light-house—exceedingly so, to the 
navigation of the country. A light-house was 
carried away from there, some years ago. The 
committee had before them various plans for its 
erection. Itis a point at which it is very difficult 
to construct a Jight-house which shall insure a re- 
sistance against the storms upon the Atlantic 
ocean. They had several plans before them for a 
structure of granite, and they were inclined to adopt 
some of them. However, since the bill has been 
reported to the House, they have had a plan sub- 
mitted to them for a combination of granite and 
iron, which impressed them favorably; and they 
thought it best to leave the Topographical Bureau 
at liberty to select any of these plans which they 
might think best adapted for permanency and 
strength. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNCAN, under instructions of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, offered the following amend - 
ment: 


Insert after line one hundred and seventeen: 
For the preservation of the Jight-house and dike-wall at 
Goat Isiand, in the harbor of Newport, $3,509, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. INGERSOLL offered the following amend- 


ment: 

In line one hundred and twenty strike out “ $500,” and 
insert ‘ $1,500 ;”? so that the clause will read: 

“ For a light on the Long Wharf, in the harbor of New 


Haven, $1,500.” 

Mr. [. said: Mr. Chairman, the necessity of a 
light at that point, indicated by this section of the 
bill, is, [ believe, admitted by the committee who 
had this subject under consideration. It is pro- 

osed to place it upon the end of what is called 
Tong Wharf, in the New Haven harbor. The 
wharf is, of itself, about three fourths of a mile in 
length, and the point at which it is proposed to 
place the light is a very exposed situation. The 
collector of the port of New Haven was here in 
this city when this subject was before the commit- 
tee, and I believe he informed the committee that 


| nothing about the erection of a light at New Ha- 


i Committee on Commerce to assist me in getting 


| 

| Committee on Commerce, and therefore we have | 
had no evidence, one way or another, about it, j 
i 

i 

{ 

i 

l 

| 

| 

| 


a suitable light at this point could not be erected 
for less than $1,500. Ihave seen him within a 
few days in this city, and he says it is utterly use- 
less to put a light there for the amount signified by 
the Committee on Commerce in this bill. As I 
before remarked, it is in a very exposed situation, 
and itappears to me that $1,500 is barely sufficient 
to raise alight there, and to build a shelter for 
the person who will have it in charge. I do not 
wish to detain the committee upon this subject; 
but it seems to me that if anything is to be done 
at this point, $500 is too little to accomplish the | 
object. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I will merely state, in the 
vindication of the course of the committee in re- 
lation to this matter, that the petitions for this 
light were submitted to the Fifth Auditor, upon 
whose advice and judgment they relied. They | 
propose to put a mere beacon-light upon the end 
of the pier, to guide vessels into the harbor of | 
New Haven. He recommended, and the com- ; 
mittee inserted, $500. If a further sum is neces- ; 
sary, I have no objection to its being increased. 
L only state the facts which influenced the com- | 
mittee in their action. The Fifth Auditor thought | 
$500 was a sum sufficient to erect such a light as | 
was necessary at this point. 


Mr. {NGERSOLL. The Fifth Auditor knows 


ven. The collector of that port knows much bet- | 
ter what is necessary to construct a proper light. | 
TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Con- 
necticut is notin order. Debate has exhausted | 
itself upon the amendment. 
The amendment was not agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER offered the following amend- 
ment: 
After line two hundred and fifteen insert: 
For marking Joe Flogger Shoals, in the Delaware Bay, | 
with first class nun- buoys and can-buoys, to be constructed 
and placed in their position under the direction of the Su- | 
perintendent of the Coast Survey, $3,000. 
Mr. C. said: Mr. Chairman, there is scarcely a |} 
point upon our whole coast, or upon any of our || 
bays or rivers, that can be said to be more danger- 
ous, or that more imperatively demands the atten- | 
tion of the Government, than Joe Flogger Shoals. | 
But a year or two ago a foreign vessel, of large 
burden, was cast away there, and, I think, every 
member of the crew, from captain to cook, were 
lost. 1 have now a letter before me, which says 
there is a vessel now upon that shoal. It is one |i 
very easily marked, and, if marked, it may be 
very easily avoided by any vessel ascending or 
descending the bay. It is now so dangerous that 
vessels do not think of ascending the bay in the 
night, unless it is a very quiet, clear, moonlight 
night. I ask, therefore, that this appropriation 
may be made, and I appeal to gentlemen of the 


a point in which my constituents are Jess inter- 
ested than anybody else, because they know the 
way to get into this harbor, while coasting vessels 
for the Chesapeake Bay, which do. not belong 
there, find much difficulty. I mentioned this sub- 
ject to the member of the Committee on Commerce 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Duncan,] and he 
agreed with me in the propriety of-the-amend- 
ment. As I said, it is only for $160, and in whieh 
my constituents are less interested than anybody 
else. I hope the committee will adopt it. 

The question was then ,taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 


Mr. STANLY offered the following amend- 
ment: 

For two buoys, to be placed at the mouth of Alligator 
river, in Albermarle Sound, $200. Š 

Mr. S. said: I believe the Committee on Com- 
merce had presented to them the petition of ship- 
owners and sailors in that part of the country, 
asking that buoys should be placed there; but 
they received them at a late period, and after they 
had renorted this bill to the House. Some sixty 
or seventy vessels are constantly in the habit of 
passing in and out of that river, and two buoys 
will enable them to find their way in and out with 


i safety. Two hundred dollars appropriated for 


that purpose will be of vast service to that section 
of the country, and I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to putting that amendment in, 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 


Mr. DUNCAN offered the following amend- 
ment, to come in at line two hundred and sixty- 
two, at the end of appropriations for North Car- 
olina: 

For four large buoys to mark the two channels over the 
Frying-Pan Shoal, to be constructed and located under the 
direction of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey, 81 G00, 

For four second class buoys to mark the Main and Oak 
Island channels, leading into the Cape Fear river, in addi- 
tion to the buoys now authorized, to be constructed and 


i located under the direction of the Superintendent of the 


Coast Survey, $1 (00. 

Mr. DUNCAN. The Coast Survey, in a re- 
cent survey on that coast, bave discovered a chan- 
nel through the Frying-Pan Shoals, and | have 
letters from the secretary of the Light-Tlouse 
Board suggesting the necessity of placing buoys 
there, : 

The question was then taken on the adoption 
of the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, offered the fol- 
lowing amendment, to come in at the end of the 
first clause under the head of appropriations for 
‘* Mississippi:”” 

Yo be expended, without delay, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. 


The clause will then read: 


this item added to the appropriation bill. I have i 
several amendments before me which I intended |i 
to offer, but if the committee will pass this l will | 
forbear and take my chance for getting them in, 
one at atime, when another appropriation bill 
comes up. 

Mr. DUNCAN. This is the first time this 
subject has been brought to the knowledge of the 


except the statement now made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, {Mr. CHANDLER.) 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hold in my hand a let- 
ter I have just received from the person in com- | 
mand of a United States steamer. He speaks of | 
it as one of the most dangerous shoals upon any 


coast to navigators, and alludes to the fact that | 


there is now a brig upon it. I hope it will be the | 
pleasure of the committee to adopt this amend- | 
ment. | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, offered the follow- 
ing amendment, to come in at the end of the items 
providing for the State of Virginia: 

For two spar-buoys, to be placed to buoy out Occapan- 
nock creek, $160. 

Mr. B. said: I desire to state that the papers 
connected with that case were presented before 
the Committee on Commerce too late to be acted 
on. It is only an appropriation of $160, and is to | 


place two spar-buoys at the mouth of Occapan- | 
hock creek. I know personally, irrespective of | 
the memorials which have been presented, of the ; 
necessity there ig for this appropriation, His at | 


For the erection of a light house at, or near the entrance 


| of Bast Pascagoula river, instead of a former appropriation, 
| $5,000; to be expended, without delay, under the direction 


of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

| Mr. BROWN said: I will say but one word in 
; explanation of the amendment. This appropria- 
i tion has been made every Congress for the last 
| five or six Congresses, and | can never make the 
Auditor of the Treasury, who has charge of the 
appropriations, understand that Congress is in 
earnest about it. Whenever | inquire of him, he 
seems to have forgotten about it. I simply want 
this amendment inserted, that he may understand 


: that we want the appropriation expended. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Those works, [think, ought 
not to be in the appropriation bill, and I hope the 
gentleman who has charge of it will resist their 
insertion. 
| The question was then taken upon the adoption 
of the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. DUNCAN offered the following amend- 
| ment, to come in after the last clause of the appro- 
priation under the head of “ Mississippi:’’ 

For Louisiana: For the examination and survey of the 
Ship Shoat and Raccoon Point, on the coast of Louisiana, 
with reference to the location and erection of a light house, 
and the procuring a plan for the same, $8,000. 

The question was taken on the adoption of the 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, offered the foll ow- 
ng amendment, to come in at the same place: 


For the construction of a light- house on said Ship Estand 
Shoal, or the west end of Last Island, commonly called 
Raccoon Point, as may on examination be deemed most 
; expedient, $20,009. 


Mr. MOORE said: I will state the reason why 
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IL offer this amendment. Those shoals are very 
dangerous, lying on the outside of the island. 
There is no hght-house on that coast between the 
Southwest Pass and. Galveston, that can be seen 
by any vessel, on the route from the Southwest 
Pass to Texas, or to Mexico. We have two 
light-houses upon our coast, but both of themare 
situated within bays, a long distance within those 
shoals, which are so dangerous. There-has been 
a memorial sent to Congress by the captains of 
steamers, and by a considerable number of the 
owners, and by merchants, asking that this light- 
house be built. A fumber of vessels were lost 
upon that coast some years ago—one of them a 
British ship. Immediately west of that place, a 
French ship was lost some years ago. They are 
very dangerous shoals, and there ought to be some 
provisién made either for a light-house on the 
west end of Last Island, which is a few miles 
north of these shoals, or upon the shoals them- 
selves. I am told by a gentleraan who is con- 
nected with the Coast Survey, that they believe 
that a light-house can be erected upon those shoals. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Iam sorry to rise in opposi- 
tion to the motion of the gentleman from Loui- 
siana, [Mr. Moore,] but I feel obliged to do it by 
the facts of thecase. I have no doubtthat a light- 
house is necessary somewhere in that vicinity. 
When petitions in relation to a light-house on 
Ship Shoal were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, we referred them to the Fifth Auditor 
for such information as he could afford. He had 
in his office no chart showing the situation of these 
shoals. They are understood to be covered with 
water at high tide, and are some miles distant from 
the main land. The Fifth Auditor referred the 
petitions to the chief engineer of construction of 
light-houses for an estimate of cost. And in his 
communication, presuming, from the character of 
the bottom in that region, that the foundation was 
sand, he estimated that it would cost at least 
$52,000 to build alight-house on Ship Shoal. The 
Auditor objected on another ground: that this 
light-house, if erected on Ship Shoal, would be so 
distant from land, as to involve the necessity of 
keeping a vessel employed to convey wood and 
water and provisions for the three keepers neces- 
sary to keep that light-house. He suggested 
whether a light-house might not be erected on Rac- 


coon Point, the nearest land to the shoals, which 
would give the needed aid to navigation. We 
sought information of the officers of the Coast Sur- 
vey, but they had no accurate charts of the sound- 
ings and depth of water, or of the situation of the 
shoals, and their distance from the land; but they 
stated that parties of the Coast Survey were serv- 
ing there—one going down from New Orleans, 
and the other coming from Galveston; and that 
before the next meeting of Congress, they should 
be able to furnish to Congress all the necessary in- 
formation upon the subject. The committee, there- 
fore, did not feel at liberty, with the limited in- 
formation before them, and with the uncertainty 
which hung over the matter, to recommend an 
appropriation for a light-house, but they preferred 
to wait until they should receive the result of the 
examination of the Coast Survey. But to insure 
the certainty that this point should be properly 
attended to, they saw fit to direct me to offer the 
amendment which I did,a few moments ago, pro- 
viding fora survey. And before the next meeting 
of Congress we shall have all the information ne- 
cessary to enable us properly to locate the light- 
house upon the shoal, orupon Last Island. I did 
not believe that by making the appropriation now, 
the construction of the light-house would be ac- 
celerated at all. : 

The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment, and it was not agreed to. 


Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana, offered the follow- | 


ing amendment, to comein at the same place: 


For three spar-buoys, to mark the channel of the harbor 
of refuge at Horn Island Pass, Mississippi, to be placed by 
the Coast Survey, $240. 

Mr. M. said: I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. Itis for a harbor of refuge for vessels 
coming in, when they do not happen to strike the 

ass. 

‘The question was then taken on the adoption of 
the amendment, and it was agreed to. 


Mr. DUNCAN offered the following amend- 


ment, to come in at the end of the appropriations 
„ynder the head of ‘* Florida:”’ : 


For securing the light-house at the mouth of St. John’s 
river, Florida, 10,000. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. HOWARD offered the following amend- 
ment: 


Strike out all between the word € Pass ” and the word 
«fifty-one, and insert : ‘tor a light-house, as may be deemed 
most expedient upon further examination,” in the folowing 
clause, under the head of “texas :”? i 

«© For a light-boat, to be moored at Aransus Pass, instead 
of a light-house proposed by the act of March 3d, 1851, and 
for channel-buoys in said channel, and a buoy at Dollar 
Point, $15,000.77 

So that the clause would read: 


“Texas: For a light-boat to be moored at Aransus pass, 
or alight-house, as may be deemed most expedient upon fur- 
ther examination, and for channel-buoys in said channel, 
and a buoy at Dollar Point, $15,000.” 


Mr. H. said: T would state that at the last Con- 
gress an appropriation was made for a light-house 
at Aransus Pass of $12,500. There hassince been 
a survey, and the officers of the Coast Survey rec- 
ommend that, instead of a light-house, a light- 
boat should be moored there; and there is reported 
the same appropriation for the light-boat as was 
made for the light-house. 

I will state that it seems to me that this survey 
was not very well conducted. Itis so esteemed by 
the pilots and the navigators who use that entrance. 
All I propose is, that the appropriation shal] not 
be limited to the construction of a light-boat, but 
that the Department shall have power to construct 
a light-house, if, upon further examination, they 
shall find thata light-house is more expedient than 
alight-boat. I learn from the Fifth Auditor, that 
a light-house will cost less than a light-boat, and 
it costs less to keep it up, for the one is permanent, 
and the other is liable to be driven from its place, 
and to decay. I hope the discretion will be left | 
with the Department to build a light-house, if, | 
upon further examination, they deem it the better | 
structure of the two. f 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to in- | 

uire of the gentleman from Texas, whether the i 
iight placed either upon the light-house or upon 
the light-boat will subserve the interests of com- | 
merce at the same place? 

Mr. HOWARD. Precisely at the same place. į 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘This seems to propose the 
substitution of one structure for another at that 

oint. 

P Mr. HOWARD. No, not at all. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand it to be so. 

Mr. HOWARD. I will state to the gentleman 
that this amendment is for a light-house, or for a 
| Jight-boat, as the Department shall deem proper. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I am speaking of the ori- 
| ginal paragraph of the bill. This paragraph, as I į 
understand it, purports to substitute a light-boat 
for a light-ship, and appropriates $15,000. A light- 
| house, as I understand, was authorized by the act 
of the 3d of March, 1851, and, as a matter of 
course, made this appropriation. 1 would like to 
know of the gentleman, [Mr. Duncan,] who has | 
charge of the bill, what has become of that appro- 
priation made on the 3d of March, for building a 
light-house at Aransus Pass? 

Mr. DUNCAN. The appropriation has not 
been expended, and is still liable to be drawn for. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That shows that this para- 
| graph is unnecessary. If the Committee on Com- 
merce had proposed to change the character of the 
| improvement, and instead of a light-boat, to sub- 
stitute a light-house, they should have introduced 
a provision to make available the money already 
appropriated. .Why do they want to appropriate 
$15,000 for this house, when there stands now an 
| appropriation of several thousand dollars, which 
jis more than enough for it, if it was only made 
| applicable to that object? Ht has not gone back to 
| the surplus fund. ‘These moneys are not carried 
‘back to the surplus funds, as. they ought to be. 
| But this money has not been appropriated long 
enough to go back to that fund, It was appro- 
i priated in 1851, and is still applicable to this im- 
| provement, for which*they now propose to appro- 
| priate this $15,000. I move to strike out the 
; $15,000, unless my friend [Mr. Duncan] will so 
| alter it as 10 make it applicable to this improve- 
iment. ‘There is no use in making a double appro- 
' priation. : : | 
Mr. DUNCAN. By the act of 1851,an appro- || 
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| priation was made for the location of a light-house | 
; Before proceeding to the loca- 


iat Aransus Pass. 


tion of the light-house, it was thought necessary, 
by the Secretary of the: Treasury, to have an ex- 
amination. He intrasted that examination to the 
proper officers, and they reported that a light-boat 
was preferable, and a more suitable aid to naviga- 
tion, than a light-house at that point. They also 
recommended thata channel buoy should be placed 
in the channel at that pass, and also at Dollar 
Point. The appropriation was therefore changed 
in conformity with their recommendation, and a 
small addition made to the amount appropriated, 
iri order to enable them to fix those buoys in the 
channel, and at Dollar Point. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman does not 
seem to understand my point, and perhaps I am 
not understood by the committee. The law of 
1851 made an appropriation of $12,500 for a light- 
house at Aransus Pass. Now, why not make 
that $12,500 applicable to the erection of that light- 
boat, instead of making another appropriation of 
$15,000? By doing that, you would make the 
appropriation for Aransus Pass $27,500, and I 
presume gentlemen do not want that. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I will suggest whether it 
would not be necessary, in the alteration of the 
phraseology, to insert the words, ‘ instead of the 
appropriation proposed by the act of March 1837?” 

Mr. HOWARD. I will adopt that. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I do not remember where 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
comes in, but I would suggest that the section be 
modified, so that it would read as follows: 

“For a light-boat to be moored at Aransus Pass, instead 
of a light-house proposed by the act of March 3d, 1851, and 
for channel-buoys in said channel, and a buoy at Dollar 
Point, in addition to the appropriation of March, 1851, 
82,500. 

Mr. HOWARD. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts is the same thing. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is not the same thing. 
This appropriation leaves the other outstanding. 
It does not go back into the Treasury. The com- 
mittee ought to know exactly what it appropri- 
ates. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Does the gentleman from 
Texas accept the modification that has been pro- 
posed—that in addition to the appropriation of 
March 3d, 1851, there be appropriated $2,500? 

Mr. HOWARD. Ihave accepted it. Letthe 
Clerk read the amendment as it now is. 

The Clerk read the modified amendment, as fol- ` 
lows: 

“ For a light-boat to be moored at Aransus Pass, or a 
liglit-house, as may be most expedient on further examin- 
ation, and for channe]-buoys in said channel, and a buoy at 
Dollar Point, in addition to the sum appropriated for a light- 
house at said point, $2,500.” j 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was adopted. 

Mr. EASTMAN. I move atthe end of the 
first section of ‘the bill, the addition of the follow- 
ing: 

For a light-house at the harbor of La Pointe, on Lako 
Superior, $5,000. 

I will state, for the information of the commit- 
tee, that the harbor of La Pointe is the only one 
at the west end of Lake Superior. ‘There is no 
harbor nearer it than about two hundred miles. 
It is very importantas a place of refuge for vessels 
inastorm. At night, as there is no light-house 
there, vessels cannot tell where the harbor lies, 
and consequently have to stand off all night. The 
object sought to be accomplished by my amend- 
ment is a very important one to the navigation of 
that lake. 

Mr. DUNCAN. J can only say that the com- 
mittee have not sufficient evidence of the necessity 
of it to recommend the appropriation. 

Mr. EASTMAN. There has been no survey. 
I was never called upon to furnish any evidence. 
L had the assurance of the chairman of the com- 
mittee that it would be put in. I could furnish 
testimony of the necessity and importance of it. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was adopted. ` 


Mr. DUNCAN. For the perfection of the 
fourth section I move, after the words “ March 
3d,” to insert. the words “ for the erection of a light- 
house on Flynn’s Knoll,” so that it will read as 
follows: 

“Seo. 4. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
$30,000, appropriated by the act approved March 3d, 1851, 
for the erection of a light-house on Flynn’s Knoll, be, and 
the same is hereby, authorized to be applied to the erection 
of two-range beacon lights, for Gedney’s Channel, to be 
placed near Point Comfort, in the State of New Jersey; aad 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


PUBLIS 


32p Coneress, Ist Session. 


two-range beacon lights for the Swash channel of the harbor 
of New York, to be placed on Staten Island, near the Blm 
Tree beacon, and to be constructed under the direction of 
the Topographical Bureau, and according to the recom- 
mendation of the Light House Board and the Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey; and for a large iron floating bell- 
beacon, to be moored off Fiynn’s Knoll, under the direc- 
tion of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
was adopted. 


The Clerk having read the following section: 


“Sec. 7. And be tt further enacted, That all such reports | 


shall, as speedily as may be, be laid before the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and if such as to authorize the work without 
further legislation, he shall forthwith proceed with it, other- 
wise such reports shall be laid before Congress at the next 
ensuing session; but in all cases where the person desig- 
nated by the Secretary of the Treasury, under the tifth sec- 
tion of this act, does not report such preliminary examina- 
tion as expedient, the provisions of this act shall, without 
delay, be carried into execution’?— 


Mr. HOUSTON said: [ should like to know of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts |Mr. Duncan] 


the application intended to be made by the seventh | 


section? It seems to be conferring a very im- 
portant power upon the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I will say, in reply to the 
gentleman, that the section is identical with the 
one passed in the light-house bills for the last two 
or three years. The object is, I presume, as ap- 
propriations may sometimes be made without 
sufficient knowledge of the subject, that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury being, by law, at the head of 
the light-house establishment, if he questions the 
propriety of an appropriation, he may, before 
proceeding with the work, have the site examined 
and surveyed. If it be deemed a proper one, it is 
proceeded with; and if it is required, he shall 
report to Congress at their next session. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It applies to the appropria- 
tions generally in the bill. 

Mr. DUNCAN. To all the appropriations, I 
presume. 

Mr. EVANS. I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section. It is to carry out 
the act of March 3, 1851: 


And be it further enacted by the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, [hat the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and required to appoint, immediately after the passage 
of this act, two officers of the Navy, of high rank, oue 
officer of the corps of Bugineers of the Army, one officer of 
the corps of Topographical Engineers of the Army, and two 
civilians of high scientific attainments, whose services may 
be at the disposal of the President, and an officer of the Navy 
and an officer of Engineers of the Anny, as Secretaries, who 
shall constitute the Light-Honse Board of the United States, 
and shall have power to adoptsuch rules and regulations 
for the government of their mecting 
pedient; and the board so constituted shall be attached to 
the office of the Secretary of the Treasury, and under his 
superintendence shall discharge e ithe administrative duties 
of said office relating to the coi 
spection, and superintendence of 
beagons, buoys, sea-mark 1 

racing the security of foundations of works already exist 

ing, procuring iNuminating and other apparatus, supplies 
and materials of all kinds for building and for rebuilding 
when necessary, and keeping in good repair, the lght- 
houses, light-vessels, beacons, and buoys of the United 
States. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 


the Treasury shall be ex officio President of the Light-House | n sts i ] ] i 
‘| construction, or illumination, or in any article of supply for |: 


Board of the Unjted States; and the said Board, at their 


first meeting, shall proceed to ballot for one of their mem- | 


bers as chairman, and the member who shall receive the 


majority of ballots of the whole board shall he declared by | 


the president to be chairman of the Light-House Board, 
who shall, in the absence of the president of the board, 
preside over their mectings, and do and perform such acts 
as may be required by the rules of the hoard. 

Suc. 10. And be it further enacted, That the Light House 


Board shali meet four times in cach year for the transaction i 
of general and special business, each meeting to commence |” 
first Monday in March, June, September, and De- 


5 
on the '; 
cember; and that the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
authorized to convene the Light-House Board whenever, 
in his jadgment, the exigencies of the service may require it. 

Sec. 11. And be it furthor enacted, ‘That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to cause such 
clerks as are now employed on light-house duties in the 
Treasury Department, to be transferred to the Light-House 
Board without any change of salarics, and to provide the 
necessary accommodations for the secretaries and clerks, 
for the preservation of the archives, models, drawings, &¢ 
&e., and for holding the meetings of the board; and th 
he cause to be transferred to the proper officers of the 
Light-House Board, all the archives, books, documents, 
drawings, models, returns, apparatus, &c., &c., belonging 
to the light-house establishment of the United States. 
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they may judge ex- ; 


uction, illumination, in- į 
ght-houses, light-vessels, | 
and their appendages, and em- | 
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i . Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 


exceeding twelve in number ; and the President is hereby 
authorized and required to direct that an officer of the Army 


spector, subject to and under the orders of the Light-house 
Board, who shall receive for such service the same pay 
| and emoluments that he would be entitled to by law for the 


tand no other, except the legal allowance per mile when 
| traveling under orders connected with his duties. 


to cause to be prepared and distributed among the light- 
| keepers, inspectors, and others, employed in the light-house 
į establishment, such rules, regulations, and instructions, as 
i shall be necessary for securing an efficient, uniform, and 
| economical system of administering the light-house estab- 
lishment of the United States, and to secure responsibility 
from them; which rules, regulations, and instructions, 
when approved, shall be respected and obeyed until altered 
and annulled by the same authority. 

Src. 14. And be it further enacted, ‘That it shall be the 
duty of the Light-Itouse Board to cause to be prepared by 
the engineer, secretary of the board, or by such officer of 
engineers of the Army as may be detailed for that service, 
all plans, drawings, specifications, and estimates of cost of 
all illuminating and other apparatus, and of construction 
and repair of towers, buildings, &c., connected with the 
light-house establishment, and no bid or contract shall be 
| accepted or entered into, except upon the decision of the 
board at a regular or special meeting, and through their 
| properly-authorized officer. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That hereafter all 
materials for the construction and repair of light-houses, 
| light-vessels, beacons, buoys, &c., &e., shall be procured 
by publie contracts, under such regulations as the board 
may from time to time adopt, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and all works of construction, 
renovation, and repair, shall be made by the orders of the 


neer, secretary, or of such engineer of the Army as may be 
detailed for that purpose. 

i SEC. 16. And be it further enacted, 'That it shall be the 
duty of the Light-House Board to furnish, upon the requi- 


vice may require, and such other information as may be 
required, to be laid before Congress at the commencement 
of each session. 
i| Sec. 17. And beit further enacted, That all acts, and 
parts of acts, inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
; are hereby repealed, and all acts, and parts of acts, relating 
to the light-house establishment of the United States, not 
inconsistent with the provisions of this act, and necessary 
to enable the Light-House Board, under the superintend- 
ence of the Secretary of the Treasury, to perform all duties 
|| relating to the management, construction, illumination, in- 
spection, and superintendence of light-houses, light-vcs- 
|| sels, beacons, buoys, sea-marks, and their accessories, in- 
: eluding the procuring and testing of apparatus, supplies, 
|! and materials of all kinds for illuminating, building d 
i| rebuilding, when necessary, maintaining and keeping in 
|| good repair the light-houses, light-vessels, beacons, buoys, 
|| and sea-marks of the United States; and the second and 
third sections of the act, making appropriations for light- 
:| houses, light-vessels, buoys, &c., approved March 3d, 1851, 


i same effect as though this act had not passed: Provided, 
‘That no additional salary shall be allowed to any civil, mit- 


Ho Board, or who may be in any manner attached to the 
ligbt-house service of the United States under this act: 
And provided further, That it shall not be lawful for any 
member of the Light-House Board, inspector, light-keeper, 
i! or other person in any manner connected with the light- 
|i house service, to be engaged, either directly or indirectly, 
| in any contract for labor, materials, or supplies for the light- 
| 


house service, nor to possess, either as principal or agent, 
any pecuniary interests in any patents, plan, or mode of 


the light-house service of the United States, 


|| Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
| question of order upon this amendment. 


the light-house establishment. 


the details. 
appropriation upon which we are now engaged. 
Mr. EVANS. I will merely remark that that 


last year. This is to prescribe the duties of that 
board. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
question of order. He considers the amendment 
germane. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, there has been 
no subject so long before Congress, and so much 
written upon as this one. The documents con- 
nected with it are more voluminous than almost 


| duty of the Light-House Board, immediately after being or- į 
ganized, to arrange the Atlantic, Gulf, Pacific, and Lake | 
| coasts.of the United States, into Jight-house districts, not || 


or Navy be assigned to each district, as a light-house in- ' 


|| performance of duty in the regular line of his profession, - 


{| Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the said Light- j 
Í| House Board, by and with the consent and approbation of | 
|i the Secretary of the Treasury, be authorized and required j/ 


board, under the immediate superintendence of their engi- | 


| sition of the Secretary of the Treasury, all the estimates of | 
į] expense which the several branches of the light-house ser- j 
i 


are hereby declared to be in full force, and shall have the | 


itary, or naval officer, who shall be employed on the Light- | 


I rise to a | 
We are | 
upon a general appropriation bill for the service of | 
The amendment | 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland is for the ` 
organization of a light-house board going into all | 
It is foreign to the subject of the | 


board was appointed by a clause in a similar act ; 


es. In 1846, Mr. Walker, 
then Secretary of the Treasury, lent all his power. 
to bring about the very reform in the light-house 
ij system which I now desire to effect, and was only 
i| prevented from the accomplishment of his purpose 
by the Mexican war, as is well known to many 
gentlemen within hearing. By the amendment, 
not one dollar of appropriation is needed. Addi- 
tional salary is proposed to be given to no one. 
It only provides for a proper superintendence of 
ji our lights, and the remarks of gentlemen to-day 
i| demonstrate the necessity for the provision, ‘The 
f Committee on Commerce has heretofore acted 
without sufficient knowledge as to the proper 
location of lights. Congress cannot legislate with- 
out this necessary information. My proposition 
gives no power to this board to expend money 
without the authority of Congress, and then only 
under the direction of the Secretary cf the Treas- 
ury. It does not prescribe any system of lights. 
Yesterday I spoke in regard to what ought to be 
the system of lights to be up to the requirements 
of the age; but the amendment adopts no plan. I 
knew, when I addressed the committee on yester- 
day, what lights men of science, practical mathe- 
maticians and opticians, on becoming connected 

with this establishment, would adopt. I knew 

they would adopt lights which would cost little, 

and be efficient, instead of inefficient and expen- 

siveones. It was my desire on yesterday to spare 
the feelings of those connected with the bureau 
here, and who have the control of our light-house 
system; but I shall be justified in being less par- 
ticular now. Opposition from bureaus comes up 

here to every proper act of reform. 

I have only connected myself with this measure 
out of humane and philanthropic motives, and 
with the intention of carrying out the express 
design of the laws before me, for the benefit of the 
whole commercial and navigating interest of the 
country. I want extravagant expenditures re- 
duced, the corruption which has so long existed 
here rooted out, and an end put to that set of con- 
tractors in the northern cities who plunder the 
Treasury out of hundreds of thousands of dollars. 
i I want this system placed, as it is in other coun- 
i tries of the world, under the superintendence of 
| scientific gentlemen without salaries. For my dis- 
interested efforts, 1 have been accused of being 
i under the influence of certain persons. Those who 
make the charge are, unfortunately, destitute of 
‘ all mathematical, chemical, and optical knowledge, 
as their own public reports evidence. They have 
made very unfortunate public mistakes in figures, 
such as arithmeticians do not make. 

It behooves, then, those anxious for economy 
i and improvement to adopt this great measure of 
proper reform. It still leaves with the Pifth 
Auditor the auditing of the accounts of the system. 
He now audits his own accounts, and I only want 
that our system shall be reduced to uniformity in 
that respect. I attack no one. I have no interest 
in the matter. I propose no plan to extend gov- 
ernmental patronage, but only ask a beard of sci- 
entific men who are acquamted with the require- 
ments of the age, serving without pay. Offcers 
of the Navy can be sent to inspect our lights with 
half the money now paid to collectors of your 
‘ports. You pay the collectors two and a half per 
cent. for that service, but they do not visit more 
than one or two lights, and there are hundreds ihat 
are not visited at all. They never thoroughly m- 
they iluminate the whole 
i zon, Whether the oii be of 
ji proper quality, and a thousand and one other things 
ii that should be strictly attended to for the proper 
superintendence of that great interest, which has 
for the Jast twenty years attracted the attention of 
the world. Every maritime country has adopted 
the system as recommended in my proposition. 
| It should be adopted here. This light-house re- 
i: port has been printed for the last six months, and 
` there is no excuse for any gentleman not having 
read it. Documents treating of the same subject 
i have been before us fer the last ten years. Mr. 
i Secretary Walker’s report—a model of intelli- 
ll gence—has been before us for the last six years. 
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Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I regret that 
T cannot concur with the gentleman from Mary- 
land in the views he has expressed, both yester- 
day and to-day, on this very important subject; 
but I do not mean now to be understood by the 
committee as being in the end opposed to some 
reform in the direction to which he has called our 
aitention. It must be apparent to the committee, 
however, that we are not now ina situation to in- 
stitute the very searching reform which his amend- 
ment proposes. What is it? Why, we have a 
light-house system that has been growing up un- 
der the auspices of a particular department of this 
Government—the Treasury Departrnent—and su- 
perintended by the Fifth Auditor for now more 
than half a century. 

Mr. EVANS. Thirty years. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. It has been for a long time, 
I cannot say whether quite half a century, under 
the particular supervision of the Fifth Auditor of 
the Treasury. 1 do not now stand here to justify 
any errors which will always exist in the adminis- 
tration of an extensive and complicated system. 
Í have no doubtthat there are improvements which 
may be made in the administration of this system 
as it is now organized; but I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact, that we have been 
advancing for a year or two back in the very di- 
rection which the gentleman from Maryland has 
indicated. As our system has increased, as the 
extent of this service has magnified and spread over 
this widely-extended country, it has been found 
necessary, for the purpose of procuring thatinform- 
ation which the Treasury Department and its, 
subordinate, the Fifth Auditor, as well as the Com- 
mittee on Commerce and members of this House, 
should have to refer to other boards, and obtain it 
through their action. And it was for that very 
reason that, at the last Congress, a law was passed 
—to which I referred in some remarks I made at | 
the opening of the discussion upon this bill—by 
which the Superintendent of the Coast Survey was 
directed to make those examinations necessary to 
determine where improvements in our light-house 
system should be established. That information 
is valuable. By that process, without incurring a 
great deal of additional expense, we are profiting. 
I prefer to have it go on as at present, for by so 
doing, we may draw all the information required 
in regard to the expediency of these constructions 
from that very able board. 

Thegentleman alluded, yesterday, to some exten- 
sive improvements of a scientific character, which, 
he said, had been made in Europe, and which had 
been introduced extensively under the French 
Government, in the shape of lenses, used instead 
of reflectors, for the lights of these light-houses. 
Well, our predecessors had their attention called 
to that subject, and they provided, in a clause of 
the last. bill which was passed by Congress upon 
this matter, of the 3d of March, 1851, that the 
Secretary of the Treasury should exercise a proper 
discretion upon this subject, and wherever he 
judged it would be for the benefit of the commerce 
of the country, and subserve the interest of the 
light-house system, he was authorized to substi- 
tute the Fresnel lenses instead of the reflectors; | 
and that power he possesses now. It isa perma- | 
nent law, a permanent provision, enacting the very | 
thing which the gentleman desires. The law con- 
fers upon the Secretary of the Treasury the power || 
to adopt these Jenses, provided, upon inspection || 
and upon trial, it shall be found that this French | 
improvement is one suitable to our occasion, and 
conforms to the principles of economy, which we | 
wish always to subserve. 

Mr. EVANS. But the Fifth Auditor has al- ; 
ways thwarted its introduction. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I move to strike out one and lt 
insert two in the fifth section. i 
i s CHAIRMAN. It is not in order to go 

JACK, | 

Mr. SKELTON. J understand that the chair 

man of the Committee on Commerce raised the 


| ocean, and over the vast chain of lakes. 


question of order, that this is not in order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overruled that | 
question of order. ; 
Mr. CARTTER. Is it in order to move that 
the committee rise and report the bill? ; 
The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment : 
pending which must be acted upon before the com- 
mittee rise. | 
Mr. DUNCAN. I move to amend the amend- | 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. l 


Evans,] by inserting in the sixth line “two” in- 


stead of ‘ one.” 


My object in doing so, isto make a few re- 


marks upon the proposition submitted by the gen- || 


tleman from Maryland, (Mr. Evans.] The at- 
tention which I have been compelled to pay to this 
subject of light-houses during almost this entire 
Congress, has convinced me of the necessity of 
changing our system, and the propriety of consti- 
tuting a board such as is recommended in the 
amendment introduced by the gentleman from 
Maryland, [Mr. Evaxs.] There is a want of 
system in our present light-house establishment. 
While I am not disposed to subscribe to all the 


charges which are preferred by the Light-House || 


Board against the present system, and l am willing 
to render all due honor to that venerable man who 
may be considered the father of the light-house 
establishment of the United States, I yet believe 
that the time has arrived to reorganizethat depart- 
ment of the public service. The circumstances of 
the country have greatly changed in this respect, 
and the light-house system has become greatly 
extended from the river St. Croix to the Pacific 
Weare 
compelled, from the necessity of the case, and 
from the necessity of light-houses in parts of the 
country which are yet sparsely settled, to rely 
upon the officers of the Coast Survey, and of our 
Navy, for the information we have of the ne- 
cessity of light-houses, and are compelled to 
place in their hands the location and construction 
of them. There is a great defect in the present 
system of appropriations for light-houses. Peti- 
tions come up to Congress perhaps from interested 
individuals, perhaps from individuals who have no 
higher motive than to wish a job for building a 
light-house, or to place some friend in care o it, 
They are submitted to a committee of Congress, 
who are not likely to be very well informed upon 
this subject, and who are, therefore, liable to 
make improper appropriations, and to provide for 
lizht-housesat points where they are not necessary, 
and to authorize too many in one district, and 
too few in another. They have been located 
without reference to any system on the southern 
portion of the sea-coast, which, from the fact that 
it was sparsely settled, and without interested 
parties to petition Congress, has to this day been 
very inadequately provided with the facilities 
which light-houses give to the commerce of the 
country. Lhave endeavored in this bill to remedy 
some of these defects. The first thing in order to 
a proper location of ‘light-houses is, that some re- 
sponsible board should be established who will be 
enabled to look over the whole country, and see 
at what points coast-lights are necessary, and at 
what points only harbor-lights, and present that 
information to Congress. I believe it to beim- 
possible that any individual, sitting in his office 
at Washington, is competent at this day properly 
to direct the greatly-extended light-house estab- 
lishment of this country—on the sea-coast and the 
lakes. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. When my | 


five minutes had expired, I had referred to a part 


of the considerations which I wished to present | 


at this time. 1 wish to say further, after having 


shown that we have now, under the provisions of | 
i the existing law, what will give us, if they are; 


really valuable, all the improvements of the Fres- 


i nel lenses, that I think the establishment of this 


Light-House Board will be attended with great 


| expense in the administration of this whole light- i 


house system. I know the provision which the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Evans] has in- 
troduced in his amendment says, ‘ that there 


shall be no additional compensation given to these | 


officers.” Without meaning to call in question 
the honor, integrity, or ability of this board, con- 


|| stituted as it will be, of a majority of officers of |; 
the Army and Navy, I submit to this committee |! 


whether the estimates sent to us may not be ex- 


| pected to be vastly larger than they are at the pres- |) 
ent time? I think we may infer this from every |! 
: thing we see in regard to the execution of service |; 
by military and naval men. It is not a part of, 
their duty to calculate the cost. _ I wish to retain | 
| the superintendence of this matter where it has 


been, under the supervision of civilians, and if we 
have not enough of them, or if they are not of the 
proper character, let us have more, or let them be 
changed. Iam opposed to constituting a board, 
a majority of whom shall be composed of naval 


officers and military men, for the purpose of giving 
| us estimates upon this subject. 

Mr. CARTTER. I do not understand the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Seymour] as reply- 
ing to the amendment of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts, (Mr. Duncan,] but to the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Evans.} 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom New 
York is in order, and will proceed with his re- 
marks. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. I wish to ask 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Srymour] a 
question. T think he is in error when he states 
| that this board is to be composed entirely of offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I said a majority of the 
Army and Navy. 

Mr. MOORE. There are to be civilians also. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to say further upon 
this subject, that it is now a disputed question— 
and the Committee on Commerce have files of 
matter before them upon this sabject—to deter- 
mine whether these Fresnel lenses are, after all, 
the best invention for lighting up the coast. The 
present Auditor contends that our reflectors show 
as good light as the Fresnel light does. Others 
contend that the Fresnel is the best. It is for this 
reason we have left this matter at the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. Besides, it is 
well known that the expense of the Fresnel light 
will vastly increase the expenses of the establish- 
ment. Itis expensive, and I am told, upon good 
authority, that the very proposition to exchange 
reflectors for these Fresnel lights, will cost us half 
a million of dollars, 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from New York 
| [Mr. Seymour] has mistaken the language. There 
is not a word about Fresnel lenses in the amend- 
ment, and so far from their costing more, they 
will cost less. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Tam replying to the argu- 
ment of the gentleman on yesterday. Whether 
he has got the Fresnel light in his amendment or 
not, I do not know. : ` 

Mr. DUNCAN. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. HOWARD. Imove to strike out the first 
paragraph of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Evans. 

I offer this amendment for the purpose of ena- 
bling me to make a few remarks on the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Maryland. I can see 
no good reason why we should not adopt it. It 
creates no additional salaries, and does not add 
anything to the expenses of the light-house fund, 
inasmuch as the board which it constitutes is to be 
| appointed from the officers of the Navy and Army 
who cannot be more profitably employed for the 
Government. 
| The time has arrived when it is necessary to 
make some different disposition of this subject. 
| Our light-house appropriations have grown into a 
| vast system. I have no idea that any intelligent 
| hoard of scientific men, appointed as is proposed 
by this amendment, would have made the appro- 
priations half as large as those contained in the 
bill under consideration. These appropriations 
| are made, in most cases, in advance of surveys. 
|, They are generally gotten up by local influences, 
and oftentimes without much reference to the 
wants of commerce. if an intelligent board had 
| control of the subject this abuse would be cor- 
| rected. 
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is a great waste of oil and a want of care of the 
public property. 

It further appears from the same report, that the 
lighting apparatus is badly constructed and has 
frequently to be renewed at great expense. The 
report states, ‘‘that the floating lights of the Uni- 
ted States are comparatively useless, for want of 
efficient lamps and parabolic reflectors.” The 
report also shows that many of these light-houses 
and light-ships are so improperly located and con- 
structed, that they mislead instead of guiding the 
mariner. Tt shows that our system of beaconage 
and buoyage is inefficent, and not legally nor 
properly managed. 

he imperfect state of our light-house system 
attracted the attention of Mr. Walker, while Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and he sent an agent to 
Europe, to examine into the lights of other coun- 
tries; and the result was, that he recommended, 
in a report to Congress, the adoption of the French, 
or lenticular system, instead of the refiectors now 
in use. The Light-House Board, in their late re- 
port, say: 

« Thatifatl our present Hghts were fitted with tens ap- 
paratus of equal power to the reflectors now in use, the 
annual expense for supplies of eil and cleaning materials 


would cost little more than one fourth as much as is now 
expended for these articles of supply annually; thatis, that 


the supplies now costing upwards of $152,000, would not |) 


exceed $38,000 to $42,000, making an annual saving of 
$110,000 to $115,000. That in addition to the greater su- 
periority in brilliancy, power, and economy of the lenses, 
compared to the reflectors, they possess the greatadvantage 
of durability, te the extent of never requiring to be re- 
newed.”? 

Not only is the lenticular system the cheapest, 
but it furnishes far the most brilliant light, which 
can be seen at the greatest distance. I find that 
the advantage of the new system is thus summed 
up on page 602 of the report: 

“ That if we take into account the first cost of construc- 
tion, and the expense of their maintenance, we shalf find, 
in respect to the effect produced, the new system (dioptric ) 
i seu from one and a kalf to twice as advantageous as the 
Old. a 

Our present system is far behind that of England 
and France, both in science and economy. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. My friend from 
Alabama {Mr. Harns] asked me to throw some 
light upon the subject. (Laughter.] I will not 
do it, as it might be reflecting upon the commit- 
tee, if he will excuse me. 1 spoke upon this point 
a short time ago; and I say here, frankly, that I 
am not prepared to take issue with the gentleman 
from Texas, [Mr. Howarp,] nor with other gen- 
tlemen who have spoken upon the same side of 
the question. Not at all. The point I make is 
this: that this amendment proposes a_ radical 
change in the light-house system, and we have not 
sufficiently considered it. I have turned my at- 
tention somewhat to this matter, and I am free to 
say that Iam not prepared to vote for a radical 
change in our system of light-houses, until the 
matter has been investigated more fully than it 
has been. Iam not one of those members of the 
Flouse, I hope, who come in here and object to 
every improvement proposed, upon the ground 
that I have not had time to look atit. Jam one 
of those who are of the opinion that a radical 
change in a system of long standing ought not, to 
be made, without a pretty thorough investigation 
of its necessity and prepriety. 

Now, sir, if I know anything about Congress, 
I do know that the session preceding the presi- 
dential election is precisely, of all others, that ses- 
sion when questions of practical utility are least 
attended to; and I am, therefore, at this session of 
Congress, opposed to this House making any rad- 
ical change in respect to our light-house system, 
which is so much connected with the whole of our 
navigation, without a thorough investigation of 
that subject. NO 

Well, they tell us that the report of this Light- 
House Board has been communicated to us; but 
when? A 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. 
months ago. 

Mr. EVANS. The substance of it has been 
here for ten years. . i 

Mr. BAYLY. I know when it was communi- 
cated; but when was it put into the hands of any 
of us? 

Mr. EVANS. I have had it in my possession 
for several months. i 

Mr. BAYLY. Iknow I had one of the earliest 
copies, and that it was placed in my hands a long 


Five or six 


time before it was communicated to the House. 
I had one of the proof-sheets. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. With the per- | 


mission of the gentleman from Virginia, I wish to 
say that this matter, which was properly before 
the Committee on Commerce, was not laid before 
usin its present shape, printed, until the middle 
of June. 

Mr. BAYLY.. Yes, that was about the time. 

Mr. EVANS. I wish merely to state to the 
gentleman, that the same matter was here in 1846, 
and in every one of Mr. Walker’s reports, and 
although not in this shape, all the drawings and 
letters were here in February; the report was not. 

Mr. BAYLY. Well, it is not a very enviable 
thing fer a man to have to confess his ignorance, 
but I do say that this report has come in at such 
a late period of the session that I have not had 
time to master it, and I believe that 1 have as 
much diligence as most lazy men. (Laughter.] I 
have not mastered it, and I say that I stand by 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce—— 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. HOWARD. If there be no objection, I 
will now withdraw my amendment. 

There being no objection, the amendment was 
withdrawn. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the state of the Union generally, and 


I move that the committee 


| particularly House bill No. 312, «making appro- 


priations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., 
and providing for the erection and establishment 
of the same, and for other purposes,” and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. STRATTON obtained the floor. 


SPECIAL COMMITTEE. 

Mr. HOWARD. I rise to a question of privi- 
lege. Iwas on yesterday or to-day appointed a 
member of the committee raised to investigate 
certain charges against the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. I ask to be excused from serving on that 
committee. My engagements are such as to make 
it impossible for me to attend it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. Before that 
question is put, I would beg the privilege of say- 
ing to the House that I am appointed on that com- 
mittee, also. I wish merely to say, that at this 
late period of the session, and with the mass of 
business of a public and private character press- 
ing upon me, it is physically impossible for me to 
undertake the discharge of the duties of that com- 
mittee, and I must therefore ask to be excused. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Is thata question which can 
take the floor from the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey, (Mr. Srrarron?] [do notso understand it. 

The SPEAKER. 
privilege, provided the gentleman from Texas is 
already on two committees. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It may become neces- 
sary that this committee should sit during the re- 
cess, and I hope that the gentleman from Texas 
will not be excused, if the House will give the 
committee that power. Until that fact is ascer- 
tained, I hope the gentleman will withdraw his 
request to be excused. If the business is to he 
done during the session, I shall vote to excuse the 
gentleman; butif it isto be done during the recess, 
Į shall insist on his serving. 

The question was then taken on excusing Mr. 


Howar from serving on the committee, and it | 


was decided in the negative. 


$ JOHN MOORE WHITE. 
Mr. STRATTON. I am anxious to leave 


Washington to-morrow morning; but there is a; 


bill from the Senate upon the Speaker’s table for 


the relief of an old gentleman, in my district, now | 
in his eighty-third year, whose claim has been be- | 


fore Congress for four or five years, and I am very 
desirous that the House shall pass it before f 
leave. I therefore ask the unanimous consent of 
the House that it may be taken up. 
bill No. 318, ‘for the relief of John Moore 
White.” 

(Cries of ‘* Agreed !”] 

Mr. MEADE. There have been cases of hard- 
ship pending here for thirty years, to my certain 
knowledge. 


it may become a question of | 


It is Senate | 


i 
H 


The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the 
proposition of the gentleman from New Jersey? 

Mr. MILLSON. I feel constrained to object. 

Mr. STRATTON. Then I move that the rules 
ve suspended, for the purpose of taking up that 

ill. f 

Mr. STRATTON. I desire, in a single remark, 
to state to the House what the character of the 
bill is. It is for the relief of the son of a revolu- 
tionary officer—— 

[Loud cries of ** Order!??] 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. STRATTON. I ask the indulgence of the 
House to make a single remark. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

Mr. STRATTON. I hope the House will per- 
mit me to make a brief statement of this case. E 
have not occupied five minutes of the time of this 
House this session—— 

[Cries of <1 object!” 

Mr. CABLE, of Obio. Task for tellers on the 
motion to suspend the rules. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Cruanpier, 
and Jones of Pennsylvania, were appointed. 

The question was then put; and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 58, noes 14; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HENN. I move to reconsider the vote 
taken on yesterday, by which the House refused 
to refer the steamboat bill to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The motion will be entered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. lask for a recount 
on the motion of the gentleman from New York. 
I think there is a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no objection, a 
recount will be had. 

Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. SACKETT. Ihave been trying for sev- 
eral days to get the floor upon some Bil with a 
view of addressing the House upon a subject on 
which I desire to publish my views. The session 
is so far advanced, and the probability that I may 
be able to get the floor is so small, that I desire 
the leave of the House to publish my speech. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Trise to a question of 
order. Is the gentleman from New York in order? 
The House is dividing. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. MEADE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to make a sugges- 
tion to the gentleman from New York. 

The SPEAKER. Remarks are not in order 
while the motion to adjourn is pending. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwas upon the floor, 
making a point of order. How, then, could the 
motion to adjourn be made? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, however, was recognized by the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. [ rose when the gentle- 
man from New York was on the floor, and made 
a point of order on him, that he was not in order 
in proceeding with remarks whilst the House was 
dividing. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair responded to that, 
that it was not in order for the gentleman from 
New York to make a speech. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I object to any gentle- 
man publishing a speech that has not been deliv- 
ered in the House. I want to hear what they have 
to say. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made to the re- 
marks of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. AVERETT. I would respectfully inquire 
of the Chair, whether there is a quorum present? 

The SPEAKER. There is not, and a motion 
is made by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
Meave}] that the House do now adjourn. 


WIDOW OF THE LATE COLONEL MCKEE. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Iask the gentleman 
from Virginia to withdraw that motion for one 
moment, as a personal favor to myself. I havea 
small favor to ask of the House, and now is a good 
time to doit. The House can grantan act of jus- 
tice in two minutes, before they adjourn. 

Mr. AVERETT. I must insist 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Ihope the quorum 
question will not be raised. 

The SPEAKER. Nothing in the way of busi- 
ness can be done, except by the unanimous con- 
sent of the louse, a quorum being present, until 
the motion of the gentleman from New Jersey 
[Mr. Srrarron] is disposed of. 
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“Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. It can be done by 
unanimous consert. 
The SPEAKER. 
ithdrawn? 
wiv, MEADE. 1 will withdraw it to hear what 
the gentleman from Kentucky has to say. ; 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. My friend from Vir- 
ginia having kindly withdrawn his motion, my 
object is to ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to take up and pass a private bill which i 
has been reported from the Committee on Claims, | 
and which appeals both to the justice and to the į 
sympathies of this Flouse. Tt is a bill for the re- 
Kef of the widow and orphan children of the late 
Colonel William R. Mckee, who commanded the 
second Kentucky regiment, and fell at the battle 
of Buena Vista. His horse, accoutrements, and 
some money upon his person, were taken from 
him by the Mexican forces, and the Committee | 
on Claims have reported a bill for the relief of | 
his widow and children, covering a sum sup- 
posed to be equal to the amount of money upon 
his person, and the value of his horse and accou- 


Is the motion to adjourn 


trements. 1 need not say to this House, aS Be i 
spent thrice as much money in raising the regi- | 


ment as the sum now asked as an act of justice, 
for his widow and children, who are suffering. 

If the House only saw a letter which I have 
received on the subject, they would not hesitate a | 
moment to comply with my request. The bill 
has passed the Committee on Claims, and I hope 
the House will take it up. 

Mr. CARTTER. There are one hundred cases 
iust as meritorious as this, and I will not consent 
that one should be taken up now, unless all of 
them can be acted on. g 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. T will vote for them 
all if they are as meritorions as this. | 

Mr. AVERETT. I rise to a question of order. 
It has been shown that there is no quorum present, 
and I submit that we have no right to transact 

nadi A i 
oe BRECKINRIDGE. I hope the gentleman 
will allow this bill to be acted on. | 

Mr. CARTTER. If we had time to act upon 
them all, I should be willing this should be acted 
on with the rest, but as we have not, I object. 


ETHERIZATION. 


Mr. STANLY. Irise to what ought to be a 
question of privilege—abuse in the Capitol. T am 
quite sure the Speaker will have it corrected when 
it comes to his knowledge. T understand a com- 
mittee-room of this House is used as a sort of 
restaurant, where liquor is used by persons hav- 
ing claims before Congress. 1 know the Speaker 
will have it corrected when it comes to his knowl- 
edge. Itisan abuse from which we suffer every 


tai BRECKINRIDGE. If it be in order, as 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Carrrer] has ob- | 
jected to taking up the bill indicated by me a mo- | 
ment ago, and, therefore, unanimous consent can- 
not be had, I will move to suspend the rules. | 

The SPEAKER. It isnot in order to move to 
suspend the rules. There is already such a mo- 
tion pending when it was ascertained that there 
was no quorum present. ; f 

Mr. CARTTER. [ will say to my friend from | 
Kentucky, that if he will bring forward the case | 
of Mrs. Hertzel, which stands upon fully as high 
merits as is presented by his case, I will forego 
my objection. : : 
Mr. AVERETT. [rise toa question of order. 
Debate is not in order. 
The SPEAKER. 
consent, 

Mr. AVERETT. 
now adjourn. etnias 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. 1. cail for tell- 
ers in order to see whether there is n quorum 
present. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. HENN. Is it in order to move that the 
Fouse take a recess? 
The SPEAKER. 

consent. 
Objection was made. 
The question was then taken upon Mr. Aver: | 


Wot except by unanimous 


I move that the House do 
d 
| 


Not except by unanimous 


err’s motion, and it was agreed to; and 
The House adjourned till to-morrow at eleven | 
o'clock. | 


| against the motion of the honorable Senator from 


PETITIONS. 

The following petitions were presented under the rule, 
and referred to the appropriate committees : i 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississi The petition of Joseph 
S. Houston and Si others, of Mis: ppi, praying for the 
reinoval of the land office froin Augusta to Paulding, in 
that State. 

Aiso, the petition of J. Downes and 7 others, for the same. 

Also, the petition of James Campbell and 18 others, for 
the same. { 

Also, the petition of E. Bradshaw aud 43 others, for the | 
same. i 
Also, the petition of John C. Terrell and 133 others, for l 


the same. 


! the bill, because, if itis taken up, it will postpone, 
and perhaps defeat measures which are of indis- 
penable necessity. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, it is known to 
the Senate that [am a member of the Committee 
on Printing. My honorable friend from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. Borras] was chairman of that commit- 
: tee for the whole of thelast Congress, and during 
: a great part of the present session; and I certainly 


i, regret very much that he has retired from the com- 


: mittee. ‘This subject has been before the Commit- 
tee on Printing, consisting, at present, so far as 


Also, the petition of Wm. A. Stone and 17 others, Sena- 
tors, and Stephen D. Johnson and 71 others, members, of 
the Mississippi Legislature, making the same prayer, and į 


also praying for change of the boundaries of the Augusta | 


and Washington land districts. f 

By Mr. SIBLEY : Papers relating to the claim of Wil 
liam Dahl, for services as assistant marshal in taking the 
census of 1850. 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, August 25, 1852. 
- Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burier. | 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the | 


Senate a communication from the Department of | 
the; Interior, communicating, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the 9th instant, a report from the Super- 
intendent of the Census, with various documents 
connected therewith; which was ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 
Mr. HUNTER. I give notice that I shall, in: 


half an hour, move to take up the civil and diplo- | 
matic bill. i 
| 
| 


JAMES POOL. 


Mr. ATCHISON. I inove to postpone the 
previous orders, in order that the Senate may pro- 
ceed to the consideration of a joint resolution to 
authorize the settlement of theaccounts of James 
Pool. I make this appeal to the Senate as a matter 


of charity. ‘This man is a poor blacksmith who |; 


has been here during the last eight or nine months, 
and has a small claim against the Government. 
He has been prosecuting it himself at his own ex- 
pense, and he has appealed to me to ask the Sen- 
ate to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to. The joint resolu- | 
tion was accordingly read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. i 

lt proposes to direct the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury to adjust and settle, upon 


principles of equity and justice, the claim of James į! 


Pool, arising out of the service of himself and his 


striker, in the blacksmith shops of the Senaca, || 


the Delaware, and the Shawnee tribes of Indians, 
and pay him any balance that may be found | 


due, provided that the amount shall not exceed |; 


$3,521 67. | 
The resolution was reported to the Senate with- 


| 
out amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for i! 


a third reading. 
THE PUBLIC PRINTING. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, I move to | 


postpone all prior orders, for the purpose of taking 
up the bill from the House, to “ provide for execu- 
ting the public printing and establishing the prices 
thereof, and for other purposes.” I think, if we 
design to pass the bill at all this session, it ought 
to be passed to-day. We are obliged to have the 


proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I hope that motion will not 
be urged. It will necessarily lead to debate. 

Mr. BRODEIEAD. Suppose it should lead to 
debate; if we do not act upon it to-day, then there 
will be no use taking it up to-morrow. It will lead | 
to no more debate to-day than to-morrow. 
public measure that ought to be acted upon, and I 
want to have the final action of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. BORLAND. I shall be compelled to vote 


Pennsylvania, though I always vote with great 
reluctance against any motion made by him. This 
is a question that hus been a long time before us, 
and 1 think it ought to have been disposed of long 


since, when we could have had time to consider i: 


it. But now, if it is passed at all, it must be 
passed without consideration; because, within the 
limited time which we can now devote to it, I deem 
it impossible that Senators who have not looked 
thoroughly into it, can act understandingly upon 
it. I shall be compelled to vote against taking up 


| 
| 
j 
i 
i 
| 
{ 
| 


i: ate to a judgment upon the subject. 


It isa}: 


the Senate is concerned, of the honorable Senator 
from Maine, [Mr. Hamut,] who is chairman, 
my friend from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] and myself. 


; If this bill should be taken up, my friend from 
i: Maine, with my concurrence, is prepared to sub- 


mit an entire substitute for it, which will be seri- 


ously urged upon the attention of the Senate. 


. Whether a majority of the body would be pre- 


| pared to concur in that substitute, I do not know. 


But if it should be rejected, I have to say to the 


|: Senate, that I shall propose, and I presume that 


| my friend from Maine may also propose, several 
important amendments to the bill. 
I have become convinced that it is absolutely 


| tem for the execution of the public printing, and 
I am prepared to go with the honorable Senator 
from Pennsylvania in an effort to make a suitable 
and proper change in that system. But, sir, the 
subject ought to be fully and carefully examined 
by the Senate. My own belief is that it will take 
several days to examine it, and to bring the Sen- 
It is utterly 
vain to think of passing this bill at the present 
session of Congress, and if it be taken up it will 
be to the sacrifice of business that is now nearly 
completed, and to the prejudice of the public in- 
i terests in a very high degree. 

There is no necessity of passing this bill at the 
present session of Congress. 1 will concur with 
the honorable Senator from Pennsylvania, to make 
this bill, if it be in order to do go, the special order 
for the first day of the next session of Congress. 
We can then take itup when we may have leisure; 
we can give it a full and careful consideration, and 
can act upon it certainly before the middle of De- 
cember; and thus consummate the joint action of 
the two Houses before it becomes necessary to let 
out the printing for the next Congress under the 
existing system. Ias much desire the consum- 
mation of legislation with a view to prevent the 
letting out of the printing for the next Congress 
i under the existing system as any member of the 


i 
| Apa 
i| necessary that we should change the existing sys- 
! 
t 


Senate; but unless a majority of the Senate are 
| prepared to say that they are now willing to devote 
! a considerable time to the consideration of this 
| Subject, E trust the bill will not be taken up. 

| Mr. ADAMS. I hope the Senate will take up 
| this bill, and actupon it. I differ with many hon- 
: orable Senators in relation to the idea which seems 
| to be very prevalent in this body, that the speeches 
: enter into acts passed by Congress. One would 
infer from what is said here every day, that no 
: bill would have any virtue in it unless it were dis- 
cussed. Now, I think the intrinsic merits of a 
‘measure depends upon its provisions. For a 
| ; 

: novelty—as the people of this country are fond 
of novelty—I would respectfully propose to the 


> passed | 7 | Senate, as we have talked for nine months with- 
publie printing; and 1 hope we shall immediately į 


out voting, that for the remainder of the session, 
during the little time we have, we vote without 
: talking, take it for granted that Senators under- 
' stand the subjects that come before them, and that 
; our constituents will understand our votes on the 
‘record. I do not see the necessity of consuming 
_the remainder of the session in discussing every 
little proposition that comes forward. All the 
: Senators agree that this is a proposition which 
ought to have been acted upon long ago, and that 
tis necessary that it should be acted upon now. 
I venture to say that every Senator on this floor 
has made up his mind upon this subject, and that 
discussion will have no beneficial effect. I hope 
the Senate will take the vote at once, and act im- 
_ mediately upon the subject. 
Mr. SMITH. I fully concur in the opinion 
: which the honorable Senator from Mississippi 
; has expressed, in regard to speaking generally. 
_ L agree, that we have on many questions which 
: come before the Senate, more discussion than is 
necessary or useful, Iam not, however, prepared 
ito say that a subject of this importance should 


i 
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receive any disposition at the hands of the Senate 
without an examination. The honorable Senator 
says that he believes that every member of the 
Senate understands all about this bill, and that 
every Senator is perfectly familiar with ils provis- 
ions. Ido not know but that itisso. It so hap- 
pens, however, that there are several Senators 
about me who have not seen the bill, and who 
have not given the subject any consideration. I 
do not believe that one Senator out of ten has 
read the bill, or knows its contents. If, however, 
itis the pleasure of the majority to take up the 
bill, | shall acquiesce; but I am confident that 
there is not time at this session to dispose prop- 
erly of the subject. 

Mr. CASS. We have been here now about 
nine months, and during that time the public print- 
ing has been badly executed and very much de- 
layed—certainly to the injury of the public service. 
There is not a Senator here who does not know it, 
and will not say so. Now, a simple proposition 
for the appointment of a printer, with security 
enough to satisfy every one, has passed the House 


of Representatives after due deliberation, and it | 


comes before the Senate for consideration. There 
is nota member of this body who cannot make up 
his mind about it in fifteen minutes. It appears 
to me that every consideration of public duty re- 
quires the passage of this measure, and we should 
act upon it immediately. The returns of the cen- 
sus have not yet been ordered to be printed, on 


account of the condition of the public printing. | 


Let us go on and make this experiment. We 
have found that the other plan which we have tried 
has been unsuccessful; and what we want now is, 
to have the public printing promptly executed. 1 
hope the bill will be taken up and passed. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I am opposed to 
taking up this bill. 


the contract system. 
not failed, but we have failed. There is the same 
law, I understand, providing for the printing of 


the Departments, as for the printing of Congress. | 


That printing is let out to the lowest bidder, but 
there is no failure there. And why? Because 
the bidders understand that when the contracts are 
made, there is no power to release them. But the 
bidding ®:7 the printing of Congress has not been 
based up 
with which the printing can be done. It has been 
based upon the facility with which Congress would 
relax the provisions of the law in behalf of favor- 
ites,who may have done the public printing. That 
is the reason why the experiment has failed. I 
say that we have got a good law now—the best 
that we could possibly have—one that will prac- 
tically answer all the purposes designed, if we only 
adhere to it, and execute it; but as long as we do 
not adhere to it—as long as we put one thing upon 


the statute-book, and then allow men to come in | 


and take contracts at prices for which they know 
they cannot execute the work, and we, good, easy 


I disagree entirely with the | 
honorable Senator from Michigan with regard to j 
I say the experiment has | 


i 


n considerations relating to the economy |; 


| spects; but it is better than no bill at all, and, i 
| therefore, I am willing to take it up, and Lam anx- | 
| ious to vote upon it, not to debate it. And now, | 
| Mr. President, to avoid a further waste of time, |: 
| I hope a vote will be taken on taking up the bill, | 
and that this may be regarded as a test question, į 
iif it be taken up that we proceed to dispose of it 
| before weadjourn, and if the motion fails, that no 
| further effort will be made during this session to 

: urge it upon the consideration of the Senate. 
' lask for the yeas and nays upon the motion of | 
| the Senator from Pennsylvania respecting that. I | 
| hope it will be regarded as a test question. | 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. f 
Mr. BORLAND. I am nota member of the 
Committee on Printing at present, but I was a 
member of that committee; and during the time 
that I was upon it, I examined’ this subject thor- 
oughly. 1 will say, in justification of myself, 
that l prepared a projet of a bill substantially the | 
same in its provisions as this, which I was desir- į! 
| 


i 


ous of bringing before the Senatè for action, but | 
I never could get sufficient support and encourage- į 
ment to induce or authorize meto do so. } labored : 
at it from the beginning of the gession up to the 
time when | left the Committee on Printing, but! 
could get no one who felt anxiety enough to aid 
mein the matter. The bill which I proposed, 
though in its general provisions like this, was, I 
think, free from the objections which this bill pre- 
sents upon its face. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator cannot go 
into the consideration of the merits of this bill at | 
this time. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
merits of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The question simply is 
on taking up the bill, ‘| 

Mr. BORLAND. I am going on to state rea- |! 
sons why I think the bill ought not to be taken up. is 
I think the bill ought not to be taken up, because į 
it contains a great many defects which we have | 
not time to remedy, and because a thorough ex- |i 
amination of it, so as to see its merits on the one 
side, and its demerits on the other, so as to make |; 
them intelligible to the Senate, would occupy the 
whole week, unless Senators have taken up the 
bill, and examined the subject themselves previous 
to this time. So faras my acquaintance extends, | 
i this has not been the case with Senators, for many 
| of them have told me so. 

I do not think there is a pressing necessity upon 


I am not going into the 


souls, sit here and tell them to go on, and we will | 


help them out of the public crib, to make up their 


losses—the system will fail; but it is not the fault | 


of the system, it is not the fault of the printers; it 
is the fault of Congress. For these reasons Í am 
opposed to taking up the bill. I wish to let this 
system have a fair operation; and then, if it fails, 
it will be time enough to try something else. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Mr. President, the distin- 
guished Senater from Michigan says that we have 
been nine months in session, and done nothing 
practical on the subject of the public printing. 
The honorable Senator might have gone further, 
and said that not a week has passed, during that 


time, that some Senator has not endeavored to i 


bring this subject before the body, with a view to 
action on this, or some bill embracing substan 


tially the same provisions. I am of the opinion ;! 


that there is a majority here ready to consider 
and act upon this subject now. At the opening 
of this session, the Committee on Printing were 


unable to agree upon any plan, and so reported to ; 


us. Since that report the committee has been 
reorganized in part, the Senator from Texas 
taking the place of the Senator from Arkansas 
and within a few days past we have a second re 
port, showing still, that ihe committee are unable 
toagree. 1 understand that two of the three gen- 
tlemen composing the committee are opposed to 
the proposition before us. [am in favor of it. 


The biil before us may be defective in some re- i 


i: we pass this bill, until at a subsequent session we |: 


| us at this time, which should induce us to post- 
i poneall the other practical business of the session 
for the purpose of occupying time with this. I 
cannot see such a pressing urgency for the pub- 
lic printing now as existed at the beginning, and 
during the session. Will any Senator say that the | 
| public printing proposed to be done now, is neces- |; 
sary to enable him to discharge his duties intelli- 
: gently and usefully here! Why, none of it will 
have been done under it at the close of this ses- 
sion. We shall have adjourned and gone home, 
before any work will be done under it. ‘The work 
that will be done, will not bear upon the legislation 
of the next session of Congress particularly. ji 
` The Senator from Michigan said that the census || 
‘had not been printed. Will it be printed even if `| 


| order it to be printed, or provide for its printing |) 
[in some way? A committee of this body was i 
| raised to examine the census returns, according | 
i to the plan sent from the Department, and they 

| have reported that four fifths of the returns ought 

‘not to be printed. Suppose we pass this bill. | 
| Why, according to its terms, the census printing 
| is expressly excepted from its operation. ‘Chen i 
the argument of the Senator from Michigan has || 
no force whatever, because it does not apply. 
: Why should we pass this billnow? Isitof such : 
| pressing necessity that we should print the Patent | 
Office report? When should we get it? Certainly | 
not until the next year, even if we were to pass j 
the bill now. The printing of the Patent Office | 
report has no practical bearing upon the legisla- | 
tion of Congress, and it never has had. I havea 

i good deal to say with regard to the bill when it 

comes up, but I cannot discuss its merits now, ;i 
because it would be out of order to do sa. i 
| Mr. CASS. I am perfectly aware that the ` 
J! census printing is excepted from the operation of | 
this bill. Bat I am also aware, and so must every 

|i gentleman here be aware, that the very reason : 
why that printing has been delayed is on acconnt | 


| wood, Upham, and Wade—26 


‘apprehend, cannot be made. mt 
‘| few words, the reasons which control my decision, 
! and which will compel me to vote against the bill. 


of the fact that we have not gone on to make ar- 
rangementsabout the public printing. Thecensus 


l printing has not been ordered to be executed on 


account of the doubt in which the subject was en- 
veloped. If this arrangement be made to-day, I 
think there will be no hesitation with regard’ to 
our going on and making arrangements about the 
census printing. In my opinion, we ought to 
make some arrangement for the printing. The 
census, taken more than two years ago, remains 
locked up, and no human being, unless he goes to 
examine the records, knows what itis. Another 
decade will have gone by before we get any in- 
formation about it, unless we provide for its 
printing. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope that this bill will be 
iaken up and disposed of now. We have been 


‘here nine months without any printing, or with 
i what amounts to none. 
| poned until the next session, we shall waste that 


Tf the subject be post- 


session in discussing it. The recentattempts that 
have been made have proved to be utter failures, 


jand I think it is time that we had our public print- 


ing, and went on with the printing. I do. not wish 
to discuss the matter. I will not occupy the time 
of the Senate in that way; but, I hope we may 
take up the bill and vote on it without one word 
of discussion, because no discussion is necessary. 
We all understand the subject, and it is necessary 
that we should now do whatever we are to do; 
because if we pass the bill now, it may require 
until the next session for the printer to make his 
arrangements to execute the work. The public 
printing will be a heavy job, and if'we elect a 
printer now, we may expect to have our printing 


| done regularly from the first day of the next ses- 
i ston, and after that. 


It is useless to order the 
printing of documents, unless we can have them 
executed. We are ordering every day, every 
hour, in fact, extra numbers of documents that 
are important to our legislation, and still we cannot 
get the work done, and legislation is therefore post- 
poned on account of it. { will not argue the ques- 


i tion, but I hope the Senate will take up the bill. 


The question was taken on the motion to take 


jup the bill, and resulted—yeas 30, nays 26; as 
| follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Bradbury, 
Bright, Brodhead, Cass, Charlton, Clemens, Dodge of Wis- 
cousin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Gwin, 
Hamlin, Houston, James, Jones of lowa, King, Mallory, 
Mason, Meriwether, Norris, Rusk, Shields, Stockton, 
‘Toucey, Walker, and Weller—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Borland, Brooke, Butler, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, De Saussure, Fish, Geyer, 
Hale, Jones of Tennessee, Manguin, Miller, Morton, 
Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Under- 


So the motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 
Mr. HAMLIN. This bill should undergo a 
most careful examination by the Senate, but it is 
brought up at a time when that examination, | 
1 wish to state in a 


In the first place, it proposes to unite all the 
public printing, both that of the Departments and 
of Congress. That, in my opinion, is an objec- 
tion to the bill, and I shall move to separate the 
two classes of printing. J believe that all the 
printing of the Departments is now done, and has 
been done satisfactorily for years, under contract. 

In the next place, the bill provides for the ap- 
pointment of a Superintendent by the President 


of the United States, and thus the Superintendent 


of the Congressional printing is to be completely 
free from our control. I think that the Superin- 
tendent should be elected by Congress; and I 
think that the Congressional printing should be 
done by itself, and that the Department printing 
should ‘be done by itself. J think that the two 
classes of printing should be kept separate; and 
there are good reasons why it should be so. The 
two kinds of printing are different; the terms and 
prices are different. The printing of the Depart- 
ments is of such a kind that it is not necessary to 
execute it at night time, and therefore the scale of 


i prices, which would be reasonable for Congres- 


sional printing, would be exorbitant for the print- 
ing of the Departments. ‘These are my reasons 


i for thinking that the two should not be put to- 


gether. 

? Another reason I desire to urge is, that. the pro- 
ject for placing the whole of the printing under 
‘the sasenoteadei of one man is likely to result 
in no coed, ‘Tie printing of the Post Office, which 
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now exceeds $50,000 per annum, requires the su- 


perintendence of two persons, one to prepare the 
blanks, and the other to circulate them through- 
out the country; and it is impossible that the su- 
perintendence of the Congressional and depart- | 
mental printing could both be performed by one 
man. 

These are my objections to the bill. I think the 
whole system is wrong. I think itis wrong In 
principle; and for the purpose of testing the ques- 
tion in the Senate, I will move to insert the fol- 
lowing, after the word “ printing,” in the second 
section: : 

To be elected by a concurrent vote of the Senate and | 
House of Representatives. 


It will then read: 


«And be it further enacted, That there shall be a Super- 
jntendent of the public printing, to be elected by a concur- 
rent vote of the Senate and House of Representatives, who 
shall hold bis office for the term of two years, who shall 
receive for his services a salary of $2,500 per annum,” &c. 

In that way the Superintendent will be within 
the control of Congress, and will not be appointed | 
by the sole authority of the President. hope 
that a vote will be taken on the question without 
discussion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would like to know 
whether it is in order to make speeches before | 
we know what we are acting upon ? 

The PRESIDENT. The bill has been read 
twice and is now under consideration as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ihave never heard the 
bill read. I wish to have it read through. 

The bill was accordingly read. 

Mr. RUSK. It seems to me that the amend- 
ment would introduce a new rule which it would 
be difficult to carry out. If by a concurrent vote 
he means a vote of both Houses in convention, 
that could not be done; or if it is a vote of each 
House separately, there would bea difficulty in | 
getting at the object. One House might vote for 
one man, and the other for another. 

The question being taken, the amendment was 
rejected. 


Mr. BAYARD. I cannot vote for this bill as 
it stands, because I am opposed to its principle as 


a permanent measure; but inasmuch as we must j 
necessarily make some provision for the printing | 


of Congress at the commencement of the next 
session, | am willing to take the bill if the pro- 
viso which I now offer to the twelfth section be 
adopted. The effect of the proviso will be to 
limit the duration of the law till the 4th day of 
March, 1853, and will necessarily compel Con- 


gress, after discussion, at their next session, either | 


Lo reënact this law with alterations or amendments, 


or to permit it to stand as itis, or to adopt some | 
What L mean to express is, that | 


other measure. 
my own opinions are decidedly in favor of a na- 
tional printing press, after a good deal of thought 
which I have given to the subject. 
to hear the views of others on the subject, and l 
desire to express my own when a suitable occa- 
sion may arise. 
Tam willing to accept this measureas a temporary 


lam willing | 


It is too late to do so now, and | 


but I am willing to take it with this proviso, in 
consequence of the exigency of the public service. 
That exigency, however, does not require that we 
should swallow what is wrong in its principle; and 
I believe that Congress, during thenextsession, will 
be able, after discussion, to say whether they will 
modify, or alter, or abandon, the system alto- 
gether. 1 therefore must persist in my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SMITH. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. It is a very important amend- 
ment. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and taken, 
with the following result: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bor- 
land, Brooke, Butler, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Daw- 
son, De Saussure, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Hunter, Jones 
of Tennessee, Mangum, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Sew- 
ard, Smitb, Soulé, Spruance, Stockton, Sumner, Under- 
wood, Upham, aud Wade—33. 

Brodhead, 


NAVS—Messrs. Adams, Bradbury,” Bright, 
Cass, Charlton, Clemens, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Downs, Felch, Gwin, Houston, James, 


Iowa, Douglas, 
Jones of Iowa, King, Mallory, Meriwether, Norris, Rusk, 


Shields, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—25. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to move an amend- | 
ment in the second section, simply forthe purpose | 
of testing the question whether the Senate will con- 
nect the printing of the Departments with the print- 
ing of Congress, or whether they are willing to 
separate these two kinds of printing. If that 
amendment is adopted, 1 shall propose another one 
for the purpose of separating these two kinds of 
printing. 1 propose to strike out of the twelfth and 
thirteenth lines the words, ‘‘or of any Department 
or Bereau of the Governmentof the United States.” 
And uponthat I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BORLAND. I have to differ with my 
friend from Maine on this proposition. I think, 
if we elect a public printer, we ought to include 
all the printing, bring it all into one system. The 
effect of that would be, to make fortunes very 
rapidly for somebody; and I desire to make the 
fortune of one at a time, and let him retire for 
some one else to take his place. 

Mr. SMITH. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Maine is one of very great im- 
portance. I desire to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the subject, though I shall endeavor to be 
as brief as possible. There is no member of the 
Senate who is more familiar with this subject than 
is my friend from Maine, and I regret very much 
that he did not lay before the Senate the facts and 
considerations which I am certain would ensure 
|! the adoption of his amendment by a very large 
majority of the Senate. He did not think it; 
proper, however, to go into the merits of the sub- | 
ject, probably relying on the assurance that we 
have heard from several quarters, that every mem- 
ber of the Senate is perfectly familiar with the le- 
gislation of Congress, and with all the facts that 
pertain to the question. If I were sure that they | 
were so, I certainly would not trouble the Senate | 
i| with any remarks. | 

But, Mr. President, we have one system, or | 
rather one principle, which rules and governs the | 


measure, until Congress shall again meet. l 


shall, however, vote against the bill as a perma- | 


nent measure, because I am well satisfied that if it 


should pass, whatever may be its merits or its de- | 
merits, the bill will be continued for at least four | 
l therefore move to amend the bill | 


or five years. 
by adding at the end of the twelfth section, the 
following proviso: g 

Provided, That the preceding provisions of this act shall 


coutinue in force till the 4th day of March, 1853, and no 
longer. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. 
that the amendment will not be adopted. 
bill be tried ag it is, we can, in the mean time, se 
cure a well-digested system of public printing. O 


course, this measure will only last until that time. | 
The amendment will render it necessary to send | 


this bill back to the House of Representatives, and 
if there were no other difficulties in the way, that 
would be enough. Inasmuch, therefore, as this 
amendment would appear to have no beneficial 


effect, it seems to me to be unnecessary to pass it. | 


Mr. BAYARD. Theamendment hasiis effect. 
{tis not merely to havea printer elected, but the 
law will remain a permanent law; and it requires 
the election of a printer, if you pass it in the shape 
in which it stands. I am opposed to the principle 
of thelaw. There is no time to discuss it now, | 


I rise to express the hope’ 
If the | 


|| printing of the two Houses of Congress, and į 
i| another in each and every department of the Gov- | 
‘| ernment; and that is, that Congress, or rather the 
‘| officers of Congress, in one case, and the several | 
heads of the Departments In the other case, shall 
let out the public printing to the lowest bidder. | 
I| So far as the Congressional printing is concerned, | 
|| I will admit that this system has not operated well, | 
and for the reason that was adverted to by my 
honorable friend from New Hampshire, [Mr. | 


Haxe,]—not that there is any real defect in the 
system itself, but because Congress has not, and | 
probably will not, carry into effect the provisions | 
of the law. . But I have to say to the Senate, that | 
as far as the departmental printing is concerned, | 
this business of letting it out to the lowest bidder ; 
| has operated well, and proved satisfactory to the | 
i| heads of the Departments, and highly profitable : 
| 


Í tothe Government, as is suggested by a friend | 
| near me. The printers under it get fair profits, | 
! although they do not get those suggested by my 
friend from Arkansas. They do not make enor- | 
| mous fortunes in two years, as the public printers | 
"| did when the printing was dealt out upon political 

| considerations and principles of favoritism. But | 
: Congress got tired, several years ago, of dealing | 
, out departmental printingand Congressional print- | 


‘ing to party favorites, to enable them to make ; 
` 


large fortunes; and, therefore, they went into thig 
system of letting it out to the lowest bidder. And 
L say, that so far as the departmental printing is 
concerned, it has operated very well. 1 have at 
my room letters from each and every one of the 
heads of the Departments, which I should have 
brought into the Chamber, if I had supposed that 
the subject was coming up for consideration to- 
day, in which they bear testimony to the admira- 
ble operation of the system of letting out the, 
departmental printing to the lowest bidder. The 
honorable Postmaster General is particularly em- 
phatic on this subject. 

It will be borne in mind that the large portion 
of the public service pertaining to the post office 
of the Gaited States islet out to the lowest bidder; 
and the Postamster General tells me in his letter, 
which 1 have not at hand, that he knows no rea- 
son why the printing of the Post Office Depart- 
ment should not be let out to the lowest bidder, as 
much as the transportation of the mails is let out 
to the lowest bidder; and he is decidedly in favor 
of maintaining the system. That also is the tes- 
timony of the Secretaries of the Treasury, of the 
Interior, of War, and of the late Secretary of the 
Navy, (Mr. Graham.) They all bear testimony 
to the economical operation of the system, These 
gentlemen say they not only obtain the printing of 
the various Depariments well executed, on good 
paper, and commensurate to the wants of the 
public service—at what rates I will not undertake 
to say, but at rates a great deal lower than they 
otherwise would—and unless Congress, as the 
[louse of Representatives seems to be, are pre- 
pared to return to the old system of giving it out 
upon political considerations—to the old, wasteful, 
prodigal, and extravagant system—lI am entirel 
sure that a majority of this honorable body will 
concur in the amendment proposed by my honor- 
able friend from Maine. 

But here, Mr. President, is a most extraordi- 
nary state of things. I have no doubt that the 
two Houses of Congress have the right to appoint 
an officer, under the name of a public printer, to 
execute the printing that is required for the two 
Houses; but has Congress the right, or, if it has 
the right, is it expedient for Congress to seize hold 
of the printing of the various Departments of the 
Government? Upon what principle is it that we 
elect the public printer to do the printing of the 
two Houses of Congress? It is exactly upon the 
principle that we appoint a Secretary of the Sen- 
ate—it is exactly upon the principle that we ap- 
point a Sergeant-at-Arms—it is exactly upon the 
principle upon which we appoint all other officers 
of the two Houses of Congress—to do what? To 
exercise certain functions—discharge certain duties 
which are absolutely necessary to enable us to 
perform our duties under the Constitution. The 
public printer, therefore, is an officer of Congress, 
and has ever been recognized as such; but if we 
do usurp (for I think it is of the nature of usurpa- 
tion) the power of executing the printing for the 
Departments, I want to know what sort of func- 
tion that is? Is the Superintendent to exercise his 
functions and perform services necessary to enable 
us to discharge our legislative duties here ? 

I desire to know of honorable Senators whether 
we are to elect a public printer not to serve Con- 
gress but to serve the Departments? But to what 
extent is it to be carried? I say it is highly im- 
proper for the two Houses of Congress to under- 
take to lay their hands on printing that has nothing 
to do with our duties here as members of Con- 
gress; and how is this to be done? At what ex- 
pense? Ata very great sacrifice to the Treasury; 
and to what end? My honorable friend from Ar- 
kansas (Mr. Bortanp] has announced the end, or 
rather the resuli—I will not say the end contem- 
plated by honorable Senators, because that would 
involve possibly an imputation on their motives— 
but I say the result of the system proposed has 
been announced to us by the Senator from Ar- 
kansas. He says he wants to put into the hands 
of the printer to be elected by the two Houses of 
Congress all the Congressional printing. If that 
is done in conformity with the provisions of the 
bill, I have no manner of doubt that its effect will 
be to accumulate a considerable fortune during one 
Congressional term. But the honorable Senator 
says he wants to have them accumulate a fortune 
rapidly. He wants these men to grow rich at the 
expense of the laboring industrious people of the 
country. He wants to have them succeed each 
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other in the accession of these fortunes in rapid 
succession; and I believe they will do it if the bill 
passes. ; 

Now, I am totally opposed to drawing within 
the vortex of the Congressional printing, the print- 
ing of the Departments. We havea system now 
that operates well; it is an economical system, iq 
satisfactory to the Departments, and not oppres- 
sive to the Government. Nobody complains of 
it. Why, then, is it proposed to lay violent 
hands on that branch of the public printing, and 
draw it under our jurisdiction, and undertake to | 
execute it by our authority? H 

I have other views to express in connection with | 
this entire subject, but I mean to limit myself pre- 
cisely to the question before us. I will not travel į 
into the question of the merits of the bill, I in- 
tend, in addressing myself to the Senate—and I 
fear I shall be compelled to do it more than 
once—to confine myself strictly and rigidly to the 
point before it. I do, therefore, most strenuously 
resist in limine the idea of breaking down the sys- 
tem of letting out departmental printing to the 
lowest bidder, when it operates well and nobody 
complains of it; when .it is satisfactory to the 
heads of the Departments; when nobody calls for 
the change; and when it is, apparently, to draw it 
within our jurisdiction, upon an idea such as has 
been suggested by the honorable Senator from 
Arkansas. As it is an important question, I ask 
for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. I think there has been an 
amendment adopted which destroys the utility of 
this bill. It is that which limits its operation to 
the 4th of March next. Considering that that 
amendment destroys the efficiency of the bill, and 
that there is no longer any use in considering it, 
I move that it lie upon the table. 

Several Senarors. ‘Oh, no!” < Oh, no!” 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I must ask the yeas and 
nays upon the motion. 

r. WALKER. If the friends of the bill, upon 
this side of the Chamber particularly, do not want 
to lay it down, I withdraw the motion; but I think 
there is not much use in considering the bill any 
longer after the adoption of that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. The motion to lay on the 
table having been withdrawn, the question is upon 
the amendment of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. BAYARD. I shall vote against this, or 
any other amendment, because it seems to me, 
that in accordance with the amendment which I 
had the honor to propose, and which the Senate 
sanctioned, a principle has been adopted that this 
measure is one of a temporary character. I un- 
derstood my amendment to be adopted upon the 
ground that there was no time now to discuss 
the principles of a bill of this kind, to settle a per- 
manent system. I had objections to the bill on 
one ground, the honorable Senator from Maine on 
other grounds. We could not have an oppor- 
tunity now to discuss them, and I thought it was 
right that a permanent system should not be 
adopted without discussion. But I also thought 
it would relieve Senators from their objections to 
the bill as it stood, if it were made temporary in 
its character. The provision making it temporary 
having been adopted, it certainly removes my ob- 
jection. Though I am decidedly opposed to the 
bill as a permanent system, yet as the Senate ac- 
ceded, with the statement of those views, to the 
amendment which I proposed, I presumed that the 
object was to let the bill pass as a temporary meas- 
ure, which the exigencies of the public service 
demanded, with regard to the printing of the next 
session. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Mr. President, the sweep- 
ing, and I had almost said suicidal amendment 
offered by the honorable Senator from Delaware, 
which has been adopted by the Senate, renders 
the present amendment inoperative and umneces- | 
sary. By the amendment already adopted, the | 

rovisions of the act are to terminate on the 3d of | 
March next; and now it is proposed to exempt the į 
rinting of the Departments from its operation, 
Upresume that contracts have already been entered | 
into for all the printing of the Departments up to | 
that time; and as I think the amendment already | 
adopted practically makes this exclusion, this | 
i 


amendment would seem to be unnecessary. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senate will observe that 
the second section of the bill provides that ‘there | 
shall be a Superintendent of the Public Printing, | 


‘is to be appointed by the Presideñt, by and with 


who shall hold his office for the term of two | 


years.” Now, the section does not provide, que 


modo, how the Superintendent is to be appointed. 
On looking to the Constitution, I find that it pro- 
vides that the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint the officers 
designated, “and all other officers of the United 
‘States, whose appointments are not herein other- : 
‘t wise provided for, and which shall be established 
‘by law; but the Congress may, by law, vest the 
‘appointment of such inferior officers, as they 
‘think proper, in the President alone, in the courts 
t of law, or in the heads of Departments.” The 
Superintendent then here provided for by this bill, 


the advice and consent of the Senate, inasmuch as | 
the bill does not provide for the appointment by | 
the President, without that supervisory consent on | 
the part of the Senate. | 

Now, I want to suggest to my friend from 
Maine, that the amendment which he proposes 
should not be made a test question, as to whether 
we are in favor of taking from the bill that part 
which gives the printing of the Departments to 
the printer to be elected by the two Houses of 
Congress; for the provision which he proposes to 
strikeout only requires that the Department print- 
ing should be supervised by the Superintendent to 
be appointed by the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate. J can see no earthly 
difficulty; on the’ contrary, I can see a much 
greater propriety in the printing of the public ofi- 
ces being supervised by the appointee of the Pres- 
ident than that the printing of Congress should be 
so supervised. I cansee no reason for the amend- 
ment now proposed by the Senator from Maine; 
and therefore I hope that it will not be made a test 
question with regard to the sense of the Senate as 
to separating the Department printing from the | 
Congressional printing. 

In my judgment, there is every propriety that | 
the Superintendent so to be appointed should super- | 
vise the departmental printing; and I have certainly 
heard no objection to that. But when it comes 
to the other question of separating the depart- : 
mental from the Congressional printing, I shall | 
vote with great pleasure with the honorable Sena- 
tor from Maine. The suggestion which he has 
made to me in conversation is conclusive that the 
provision uniting the two ought to be stricken out; 
for you are to have under this bill two public) 
printers—one appointed by the Senate, and one 
appointed by the House; and the bill does not 
provide which of these printers is to do the Depart- 
ment printing. I shall, therefore, vote with the 
Senator from Maine, when hecomes to the amend- 
ment to strike out the departmental printing; but 
I shall vote for keeping in the bill the supervision 
of the Department printing by the Superintendent. | 

Mr. HAMLIN. In order to meet the sugges- ; 
tion of the Senator from Maryland, 1 withdraw | 
my amendment and offer another; to strike out of 
the third section the words: 

*¢ And from the several chiefs of Departments and heads 
of bureaus, all matters ordered by them, respectively, to be 
printed.at the public expense.” 

That presents precisely the question of discon- 
necting the Congressional from the departmental į 
printing. | 

Mr. SMITH. I ask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, | 
Davis, Dawson, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hamlin, Hunter, Jones : 
of Tennessee, Mangum, Miller, Merton, Pearce, Pratt, 
Seward, Smith, Spruance, Stockton, Sumner, Underwood, 
Upham, and Wade-—26. 4 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Porland, Bradbury, 
Bright, Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Charlton, Clemens, Be 
Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, | 
Downs, Felch, Gwin, Houston, James, Jones of Towa, | 
King, Mallory, Meriwether, Norris, Rusk, Shields, Soulé, 
and Weller—28. > 

So the amendment was rejected. ' 


Mr. SMITH. It must be manifest, I think, to | 
the members of the body that the details of this : 
bill cannot be considered without encroaching on 
other business that is pending before the Senate. | 
The bill is now here to the interruption of the | 
consideration of the river and harbor bill. | 

Several Sexarors. That has been passed. | 

| 
| 
| 


Mr. SMITH. E think not. 
Mr. DAVIS. The river and harbor bill has | 
been ordered to a third reading. It has not yet | 
been finally passed. i 


Mr. SMITH. That was my understanding. | 


I therefore move to lay this bill on the table, and 
I ask the yeas and nays on that motion, 

Mr. DAVIS, I was about to ask for the order 
of the day, but the Senator from Connecticut has 
made a motion to lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. SMITH. I withdraw that motion. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I move to postpone the 
further consideration of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Will the Senator withdraw 
the motion for a moment? 

Mr. DAVIS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The honorable Senator from 
Connecticut manifests great indignation at what 
he regards as an effort to reward a partisan press. 
He insists that the effect of passing this bill will 
be to reward a partisan editor, and that the con- 
tract is the only system that ought to be adopted 
by Congress. He further argues, that unless the 
contract system be adopted, the public interests 
will be jeopardized, and money will be appropri- 
ated out of the National Treasury without a fair 
consideration. Now, that honorable Senator must 
excuse me for saying that I am unwilling to be 
taught by him upon this subject, for. the reason 
that he is grossly inconsistent. He advocates one 
policy in reference to the public printing to-day, 
and another to-morrow. He has boxed every 
point of the compass in discussing this question, 
since taking his seat as a Senator, as I will show 
from that honorable Senator’s speeches. Some 
two years ago, when I introduced a proposition 
here disposing of the printing of the Seventh Cen- 
sus to the lowest bidder, that honorable Senator 
took decided ground against it, and alleged that it 
was a vicious system, fraught with mischief, and 
would again, as it had in times past, prove a fraud 
on the Treasury, and an entire failure. I desire 
to read a few extracts from a speech that the hon- 
orable Senator made on the occasion I have re- 
ferred to. In the Congressional Globe of the first 
session of the Thirty-first Congress, page 687, I 
find that the following remarks were made by that 
Senator on the 10th of April, 1850: 


“In addition to this, even if there was time to carry any 
measure, such as is contemplated by the honorable member 
from Indiana, I do not believe that any contract you could 
make upon the principle of giving it to the lowest bidder, 
would beexecuted in such a manner as the public service 
requires. I care not what may be the stipulation of the 
contract; T care not what guarantees you may demand of 
the public printer—of any man who may give the lowest 
bid for the public printing—you never can get the contract 
executed in such a manner as the public interests require.” 

To-day, according to the theory of this same 
Senator, the contract system is the only method 
known to him whereby the public Treasury can 
be protected and the public printing done in a 
proper manner. But the honorable Senator went 
further, and said: 

é You would get an inferior quality of paper. The pr- 
per, which is now in the hands of the contractors with ihe 
Census Board, is very nearly of the strength and quality of 
bank paper. It isa very superior kind of paper. I believe 
specimens of it have been laid on the tables of honorable 
Senators. Now, you may stipulate in the contract that the 
printers shall furnish paper that has all the strength of bank 
paper; but E deny that you could have any guarantee that 
the contract would be fulfilled. The paper will be of an 
inferior quality, and, by the time the blanks reach Wash- 
ington from the hands of the marshals and their deputies, 
the documents will be in such a state as to be iNegible, and 
of no use for the purpose of making up the abstract that is 
ultimately to constitute the census.” 

On another occasion, when there was a propo- 
sition before the Senate to let the contracts for the 
public printing to the lowest bidder, the Senator 
used the following language: 

The truth is, Mr. President, that the real difficulty is 
with the system that we have adopted of public printing. 
It is a vicious system.’ 

In another place he says: 

“J am fally satisfied that the honorable Senator from 
Mississippi purposes to act with all due courtesy ; and 1 beg 
pardon of the Senate for having trespassed upon their at- 
tention on this subject. I was about to explain what was the 
real cause of the delay. Tt is this viciow stem of print- 
ing; and I contend that it is utterly impossible, under this 
system, that we should have public documents ready iu 


That is, under the ‘ contract system.”? I leave 
such inconsistencies as appear between the speech 
made to-day, and those made by the honorable 
Senator on former occasions, to be reconciled by 
him. ł do not wish to be considered as arraign- 
ing the honorable gentleman for his course, but 
have felt it to be my duty to hold up his former 
course as a reason against giving any influence 
whatever to his opinions to-day. He had a right 
to entertain these opinions, and to publish them at 
the time he did; and I do not question his right 
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to change these opinions, and to announce that 
change to the Senate. ButI do deny his right, 
after these tergiversations, to teach myself and 
other Senators on this subject. Without the 


Jeast unkindness, then, toward that Senator, he will | 


permit me to say that it does not become him to 


get up here, denouce this measure, and censure | 


those who are its advocates. Such inconsistencies 
ought to be, and shall be commented upon. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 would suggest to the friends 
of the bill that it should be laid aside, in order to 
take up the civil and diplomatic bill, and then it 
could be taken up to-morrow during the morning 
hour. 

Several Senators. Let us take the vote. 

Mr. HUNTER. If we can take the vote, I 
will not press the proposition. 

Mr. SMITH. It seems that we are not only 
to have this printing bill thrust upon us, but the 
honorable Senator from Indiana—after the bill has 


been forced upon us, to the postponement of the | 


river and harbor bill, and the civil and diplomatic 
bill—has put me on trial on a question of consist 
ency. The honorable Senator hag preferred an 
indictment; Ido not know how many counts he has 


put in it; but I hope I may be permitted to stand : 
and : 
before I get through I venture to say that I shall | 
satisfy every member of the Senate, except, per- | 


up here and putin a plea of ‘not guilty;” 


haps, that gentleman, that I am not guilty. 

This is not the first time that the gentleman has 
stood up here and preferred against me a charge 
of inconsistency in relation to the subject of the 
public printing. When the charge was made be- 
fore, I brought in the record and [ proved from it 
that the charge was utterly false; and I now say 
itis unfounded. 
pleasure in reading from some remarks that I had 
the honor to address to the Senate at the last Con 
gress. I wish I had them before me. If] had 
them here [ should not ask another human being 
in the Chamber except the Senator from Indiana 
to listen to me; and I think I could give him some 
little light on the subject. 

I admit that, when the question in regard to the 
preparatory printing for the taking of the census 
was before the Senate, I did claim that it could 
not be let out to the lowest bidder with safety and 
propriety; and I assigned a special reason for it. 

said that it required paper of a very excellent 


character—very nearly of the quality of bank | 


bills; that these sheets were to be transmitted 


through the mails; that they were to undergo a | 


great deal of manipulation or handling; and that 
if the paper were not of the best quality, the 
sheets would be broken up and returned here to 
the Department in such a manner as to render 
them wholly illegible and unintelligible. I did 
maintain that it would not do to let out printing 
of that character to the lowest bidder. But if the 
honorable gentleman will take up the record of 
my speeches in regard to the printing of the census 
returns, he will find it written down there that I 
contended that the printing of those returns should 
be let out to the lowest bidder. I avowed it over 
and over again. When I spoke upon the subject, 
I brought in the record and read it in the ears of 
the gentleman; but it seems that the reading had 
very little effect on his memory. 
the strongest terms that I never would consent to 


let out the departmental printing, or the printing | 
of the census returns to any other man than the | 


lowest bidder, He will find it so written in my 
speech, Ti 
to the end of time. I contended that the printing 
of the census was departmental printing, and that 
it ought to go to the lowest bidder—that letting it 
out to the lowest bidder would save a very large 
sum of money to the Government. 

But it would really seem that I cannot rise to 
address the Senate on any subject but that I have 


some honorable Senator on the other side bring- ` 


ing against me an accusation of incensistency. 


The honorable Senator from Arkansas, [Mr. : 


Bortann,} when I spoke on the Sault Ste. Marie ` 
canal bill, arraigned me on the charge of inconsist- }| 


ency. The honorable gentleman from Indiana, 
when I add Š 
pristing, early in the session, arraigned me on the 
same charge. { showed then that it was utterly 
unfounded, and if E had the record here now f 
would show that this charge is equally unfounded. 
__ Lhave insisted from the beginning that the print- 
ing of the census returns should be let out to the 


The gentleman seems to take |) 


I contended in 


here it stands, and there it will stand | 


ressed the Senate on the subject of | 


| lowest bidder. And here, sir, we have a revela- 


tion, and I will speak it out. The object of this 
measure—I do not say it is an improper object, I 
i| call in question no man’s motive, I impeach the 
| conduct of no one—and the object ef pressing it 
now is to enable the honorable gentleman and 
those who act with him politically, to lay their 
| hands on this business of printing the census re- 
| turns, and hand it over to the man who may be 
elected public printer by the Democratic majority 
in the two Houses of Congress. 

In relation to the system of Congressional print- 
‘ing, I have always said that the contract system 

had failed. I said that it ought to be changed. 
; But how changed? Not by electing some partisan 
| to do the printing of the two Houses of Congress, 
but I have contended that some modification was 


i 
i 
i 
| 
H 
| 
i 
i 
[i 
| 
| 
i 
{ 


to purchase the paper and then let out the mere 
press-work and composition to the lowest bidder. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. I well rec- 
ollect that that was your argument. 

Mr. SMITH. My honorable friend from Ken- 
tucky informs me that he well recollects that I 
took that ground. All that the honorable Senator 
from Indiana, then, has to stand upon in prefer- 
ring against me the accusation of inconsistency, is 
that I insisted, in regard to the printing preliminary 
_to the taking of the census, that it would not do 
|! to let it out to the lowest bidder. 
insisted that the contract system, as it now stands, 
according to law, should prevail in regard to the 
departmental printing; but in regard to the Con- 
ii gressional printing, I have at all times admitted 
i that there should be some amendment. I now 
į stand ready to vote for a proper amendment; but 
I am not pledged to vote for all sorts of amend- 
ments. 

A majority have decided here that they will lay 
their hands on the departmental printing. It is 
not enough that the partisan to be elected by the 
i; two Houses shall have all the printing of the two 
l! Houses. It is not enough that he shall have the 
|, printing of the census, which I suppose will be 
|i conferred on him. But it is proposed to make 
ij this bill a sort of broom to go through all the 
i; Departments and gather up all the patronage to be 
|| found, and give it to some favorite of the party. 
|; _ I have gone far enough in vindicating the posi- 
|, tion which I have assumed hitherto. I say that 
i my course has been consistent. 1 have main- 
| tained most strenuously that we never should de- 
part from the system of letting out the printing to 
the lowest bidder. T have always admitted, how- 
ever, that it was necessary that there should be 
some modification of the law in regard to the Con- 
gressional printing. Having done this, I move to 
lay the bill upon the table. | 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope the honorable Senator 
will withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have not arraigned the hon- 
orable Senator, or made any charge against him, 
which is not supported by the record which I have 
i read. I merely charged that he had hitherto been 
the advocate of the contract system, whenever the 
; contract system was likely to benefit the peculiar 
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against it. He has been for and against it, as cir- 
cumstances and interest seemed to require. 

Sir, I might, when last up, have read further, 
and proved that the honorable gentleman on one 
occasion pledged himself to bring in a bill to re- 
peal this odious contract system; and if the Sen- 
ate will indulge me, I will do so now. At page 
i 495 of the Congressional Globe for the first session 


printing the Seventh Census, the honorable Sena- 
tor remarked : 


& I was about to explain what was the real cause of the 
delay. Jt isthis vicious system of printing ; and I contend 
that it is utterly impossible, under this system, that we 
should have public documents ready in time. It is neces- 
sary that it should be abrogated, and T will now intimate 
that, at a very early day, I intend to bring the subject under 
the consideration of the Senate. I say then, simply that, 
| admitting, as F do, to the fullest extent, that neither the 
Couunittee on Printing nor the majority in the two [louses 
of Congress are in fault. The Administration is not re- 
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necessary, and I believe I suggested that we ought | 


1 have always | 


i interest that he seems to represent on this floor; | 
and whenever it did not suit that interest, he was | 


of the Thirty-first Congress, on the question of || 


a bill to repeal the whole system, which I believe 
he has not done. There is one point to which 
I must allude, and 1 am done; and that is the 
fact, that the Senator objects to the bill on the 
ground that the prices proposed to be paid are 
extravagantly high—there is a great fortune in 
them—that we are about to pay enormous prices to 
sustain a partisan press, &c. Why, sir, the prices 
proposed to be paid by this bill are not so high as 
those recommended to be paid by that honorable 
Senator as a member of the Committee on Print- 
ing, and under which that committee proposed to 
let out the printing of Congress. I appeal to the 
honorable Senator from Arkansas, who was a 
member of the committee at that time, to state 
whether or not the statement I make is not true— 
whether the prices provided to be paid by the 
terms of this bill are notas low, if not lower, than 
those recommended by the Senator from Connec 
ticut, as a member of the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. BORLAND. As I am appealed to by my 
friend from Indiana, I will state, that from an ex- 
amination which I made as chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and an examination which I 
have since made of the rates of compensation pro- 
posed to be given for printing under the contract 
made by the committee with Messrs. Donelson & 
Armstrong, and the publishers of the Republic; and 
from an examination which I have made, as care- 
fully as I could, of the prices to be paid by this 
bill, I have come to the conclusion that the prices 
proposed to be given to the Republic and Union 
offices were higher than these. Ido not think 
there is a great deal of difference between them; 
but Iam perfectly satisfied that these prices were 
higher—I think from ten to twenty per cent. bigher 
—than those proposed in this bill. Thisis my 
opinion. I may be mistaken; but from the best 
examination I have been able to make, such is the 
conclusion to which | have arrived. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Thatis the statement of the 
į prices which the Senator was willing then to have 

iven. 
J Mr. SMITH. [shall be heard upon that point. 
I will attend to this last indictment directly. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move to postpone the further 

consideration of this bill until to-morrow for the 
purpose of taking up the river and harbor bill. 

| Mr. BRIGHT. If there is no other Senator 

who desires to discuss it, we may as well vote 

upon it. 

Mr. SMITH. I am going to be heard on this 
indictment; and probably shall take up half a 

ay. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope it will not be post- 

poned. If the policy is to speak out to the end of 
the session on every little remark that is made 
here, under the plea of an indictment, to prevent 
the action of Congress upon the bill, I am in favor 
of letting the Senator go on and speak now, and 
speak all night. I understand this policy. He 
avows the object is now to take half a day in an- 
swering a single remark. Sir, he may speak until 
i doomsday, and yet the record proves that the 
| statement of the Senator from Indiana is true. 
| The object then isto occupy time; and if this bill 
| is to be evaded by occupying the time until the 
end of the session, I am in favor of sitting here at 
once until he shall weary himself out, and then 
vote on the bill. 
i; Mr. SMITH. Here is a third indictment, Mr. 
President. [Laughter.] Indictment number three. 
i| I cannot try two indictments at the same time. I 
am going to take indictor the honorable Senator 
from Indiana, and then I will take indictor the 
honorable Senator from Illinois, who will see how 
he will come out. That [ will stand by. 1 do 
not care when these indictments come on. I am 
willing to try them now, or next week. 

Mr.DAVIS. I wish to complete the river and 
harbor bill, which we had under con ration 
| yesterday and ordered to be read a third time. F 
| suppose debate upon it is exhausted, and that it 
wil occupy no time, but that it will be necessary 
only to read ita third time and pass it. T there- 
fore move to postpone the further consideration of 
| this bill until half past two o’clock. When we 
have passed the river and harbor bill, we can take 
| this up again. 
| 
| 


ta 


Mr. MANGUM. 


This bil isa matter of very 
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ator from Connecticut thinks. It is vastly import- 
ant that it should be considered. Sir, I do not 
like to interpose a word here in defense of the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut, because he | 
is like the man in the Almanac: There is hardly | 
a Democrat in this Senatorial Chamber but must 
cast his darts athim. He is the head of the Whig 
Senatorial Committee, and he throws many an 
arrow at the opposite party, which perhaps inflict 
some wounds. But, as to his consistency, it is : 
a matter of great moment that it should be defend- : 
ed—a matter of vast importance—representing, as | 
he does, the august and powerful, and, as I hepe |! 
to be, triumphant Whig party. That consistency |! 
is of more consequence than the passage of the i 
civiland diplomatic bill, or of the river and harbor || 
bill. [Laughter.] It is the very life and soul of the |; 
great and struggling Whig party, which is to be 4 
the victorious one. Letgentlemen assail that con- ;! 
sistency if they will. Has there ever beena Whig `! 
nominee that he hasnot supported? Has the Sen- || 
ator ever been found deserting his party? Has he |! 
ever been found scismatic in regard to the prin- |! 
ciples of his own party? Has there ever been a | 
Democratic move, by which the Democratic party. |, 
were going to pluck money out of the Treasury | 
for party purposes, which he has not resisted? |: 
[Laughter.] If they move in one direction one || 
day, he must take the opposite; if they change 
their policy the next day, he also must again take |, 
the opposite—always consistent in opposing the |! 
tricks and schemes of those who wish to pocket || 
money for party purposes. Sir, I will defend that |! 
consistency to any extent that I would defend || 
myself. here never has been a Whig nominee |; 
that he has not been the supporter of. [Laughter.] 
He never has been called upon to take part in the | 
labor, as the head of the central committee, but |; 
he has entered into the harness, and has worked |: 
like a dray-horse. i 

Tam not at all surprised at the threefold accu- || 
sation which has been brought against him. I; 
know he will be able to bear it—he will be able to :' 
resist it. This is a matter of great consequence. ‘i 
I hope the consistency of the honorable Senator = 
will be defended successfully, and acknowledged. :i 
I appeal to the magnanimity of the Democratic 
party, if they have ever seen him conniving at | 
any practice of theirs which he supposed to be |} 
aimed at the great and triumphant Whig party? 
Never, sir; never. [Laughter.] He has shown | 
a consistency which is honorable to him, as a | 
Whig, and as a Whig statesman—not only to the 
party, but to the country. f 

Well, sir, as to putting off this matter I do not . 
know but that the money which will be expended i 
under it may come into use. There is some little i| 
necessity to pass the civil and diplomatic bill. | 
However, that is comparatively unimportant. I: 
am utterly opposed to this whole scheme in its | 
present shape. Ido not desire to speak against ; 
time. The honorable Senator from [Hinois says he 
understands that. I have never practiced it in my }: 
life. I think it is pretty well understood by some |: 
gentlemen. We saw atthe close of the last ses- | 
sion of Congress that it was pretty well under- 
stood by a certain party, upon the river and har- 
bor bill that does not appear upon the records of | 
the last session, except its being unsuccessfully i; 
before us. I have no disposition to speak against || 
time, but I am utterly unwilling that, at one fell | 
swoop, a party that is temporarily in the ma- | 
jority here, should seize upon the immense pat- | 
ronage which gentlemen are aiming at, of the! 
entire public printing of the entire Federal Govern- 
ment. Sir, is there any gentleman here who will |, 
rise in his place, and apon his responsibility as a | 
Senator, undertake to say that there is the slightest 
ground of imputation against the success of the |: 
present system, as practiced under the Depart- | 
ments of the Government? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly it has been con- 
troverted. 

Mr. WELLER. 

Mr. MANGUM. 
controverted ? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It has not only been con- 
troverted, but successfully shown that the con- . 
tract system under the Departments is a mere | 
mockery, covering up contracts to their own parti- i 
sans, and paying not the slightest regard whatever 
to the lowest bid that may be put in. 

Mr, MANGUM. I know nothing of that—— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It is so. 


Most assuredly it has. 
Has its proper acting been 
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ii thing about them. 


H Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, De Sans 


, the bill I desire the yeas and nays. 


Mr. MANGUM. [hope I shall not be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should not have interrupted 
the Senator if he had not put the question. My 
silence might have been deemed acquiescence. 

Mr. MANGUM. I desire this thing to appear 
upon proof; not mere assertion. I desire the 
proofs to he made, and not that it shall go upon 
a mere naked, bald assertion. If, as the Senator 
calculates, the entire success of the Democratic 
party be certain, the Government, I suppose, will 
be in the hands of honest men. 
trust the contract system to them. We have no 
fears or apprehensions that they will cover up from 
ue their contracts, like this corrupt Whig party 

oes. 


whatever against the present system of printing as : 


it is practiced in the Departments. In those De- 
partments, I know, there are little petty, paltry 
things frequently done. Very recently, a very 
paltry and contemptible thing has been done bya 
great man in the Whig party—the Secretary of 
State—unworthy of him, unworthy of his posi- 
tion, and disgraceful to the party, so far as hecan 
affect it. It will be but a little longer that he can 
affect it to any extent. I speak the truth of men 
in power; and out of power, when I speak at all, 
if I know it. Iam opposed to a system which 
embraces the entire printing of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. It is a privilege that ought to be de- 
volved upon no party. It isa matter that ought 
to be conducted upon principles that steer clear of 
mere party interest and power. 

Sir, I have seen parties here. I know some- 
I suppose there is about as 
much integrity in one party, in the mass, as ip 
the other. Asto this thing of cheating, though, 
I must do my sagacious friends of the opposite 
party the justice of saying that I think they un- 
derstand the game a vast deal better than the raw 


militia of the Whig party. That party has been | 


Jong in power; they understand all the tricks of 
the trade; and our militia could never come near 
enough to the outposts to compete with them in 
the practice. But at all events I make no impu- 
tation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris.) 
The Chair will state that the question is on post- 


‘poning the further consideration of the subject 


until half-past two o’clock. 
Mr. MANGUM. I know that; and I am en- 


deavoring to show that this is a vastly important i 


matter—vastly important to the Democratic party, 
and, consequently, important to the country, that 
we should have a speedy action on it, though l 
desire to have all the information upon it that I 
can get. Iam sorry to detain the Senate a mo- 
ment—it is against my habit; but this question 
being so important, I trust it will be properly con- 


: sidered. 


Mr. SMITH. [ask the yeas and nays on the 
motion to postpone. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. WALKER. I shall vote for the motion, 


ii because Í believe it is necessary to the passage of 
the river and harbor bill, and for no other reason, 


Mr. BORLAND. Such will be the consider 
tion which will induce me to vote for the post- 
ponement. 
bill sent to the Flouse. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I shall vote against ihe motion 
to postpone, for the reason that if we pass this bill 
over now we shall not get it up again this session. 


The question being taken eas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 28, nays 27—as follows: 
YEAS — Messrs. Badger, Borland, Brooke, Cine 


Dodge o 


a, 


seonsin 


Dodge of lowa, Fish, Foot, Ge 


‘Tennessee, Mangum, Miller, Morton, Pearce . Sew 
ard, th, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, i 


alker—28. 
srs. Adams, Atchison. Bay 


Wade, and V 
NAYS—} 


i, Brad 
ns, Di 


So the further consideration of the bill was post- 
poned until half-past two o’clock. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The bill making appropriations for the improve- | 
: ment of certain harbors and rivers was read a third: 
i time. 


4 


Mr. DE SAUSSURE. 


I am willing to \' 


But I have heard, for the first time, this ' 
morning, that there is any ground of imputation į 


i desire to see the river and harbor | 


bary, 5 


Upon the passage of : 
I ge Of 
Several Sen- © 


i ators were absent yesterday when it was ordered 
| to a third reading. I paired off on that question, 
| and therefore desire to have the yeas and nays 
i: upon the question of its passage. . - 

| The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
i taken, resulted—yeas 35, nays 23—as follows: 

| YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bell, Borland, Cass, 
f 

i 


Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge -of 
Iowa, Douglas, Felch, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale; James, 
Jones of Towa, Jones of Tennessee, Mangum, Miller, 
: Morton, JFearee, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, 
Stockton, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, Wade, 


Weller— 
EMPLOYEES ABOUT THE CAPITOL. 

On motion by Mr. BADGER, the Senate pro- 
|! ceeded to consider, by unanimous consent, a reso- 
‘| lution relative to the compensation of the employees 
|! in and about the Capitol; which was referred to 
he Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate. 

OPLNIONS OF ATTORNEYS GENERAL. 
Mr. CASS submitted the following resolution 


‘| ted States, as printed by 


t No. 55, second session 


| Exceutive documen 3 
rtain at what price the same ean be 


l Congress, aud to asce 
proenred. 
POST ROUTE BILL. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill from the House of Representatives to estab- 
lish certain post routes. 

The amendments reported from the Committee 

i on the Post Office and Post Roads, and various 
li others proposed by Senators, establishing new 
| routes, were agreed to. 
i Mr. BORLAND. I offer the following amend- 
|: ment, to come in as an additional section, after the 
i! routes: 
| re. — vnd be it further enacted, 'That it shall be the 
|. duty of the Postmaster General to issue proposals and con- 
tract for the transportation of a daily mail between Louis- 
ville and Cairo, St. Louis and Cairo, Cairo and Memphis, 
and Memphis and New Orleans, and to supply such inter- 
mediate points as be may order, from time to time, on suit- 
able and safe steamboats, 

I have but a word to say in explanation of that, 
‘which E trust will be satisfactory to the Senate. 

Some time ago, | introduced a bill into the Senate 
to provide for this mail service. Tt was referred 
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. What I now submit asanamendment to 
this bill, is the substance of the report of that com- 
mittee. "Chey did not report back the bill I intro- 
‘ duced in its terms, but reported an amendment to 
‘it, and this which I propose is the substance of 
` their amendment. 
do Myr, HAMLIN. I think that amendment ought 
| nottobeadopted. It wiil becompulsory upon the 
| Department to establish one certain mail route, I 
| think you cannot find any such provision existing 
‘anywhere. In the laws in relation to post routes 
i you leave a discretion with the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, and if you depart from that system and make 
it compulsory upon him in one instance, you will 
ibe obliged to do so in others. I think the rule 
| would be a wrong one. 
1 Mr. BORLAND. [think the Senator will be 
| satisfied with the explanation which I will give 
him. As I stated some time ago to the Senate, in 
my opinion the law already authorizes the Post- 
master General to do precisely what the amend- 
snt proposes; but the Post Office Department, 
rofore, have not exercised the authority which 
the law gave them. ‘They have declined to do it, 
and the consequence has been such an irregularity 
and confusion in all the mail service upon the 
Ohio and ippi rivers, that the business men 
of that region of enuntry consider that they are 
almost entirely deprived of mail facilities. Esti- 
mates upon this subject bave been made by per- 
sons connected with the Post Office Department— 
busi men who have looked into the matter, 


H 


and whose business interests are thrown into eon- 
fusion and greatly disturbed, and rendered almost 
| inextricable by the present system. They have 


entered into estimates, and say that not more than 
one tenth, and probably not more than one twen- 


2330 


August 25, 


tieth, of what would go through the 
regular system, now goes through it. 


consequenee is, that the revenue derived by the 
Department from the route, is very small; and as 
the Department considered it to be its duty to 
regulate the amount paid for transportation by 
the amount raised as revenue, it has considered 
that the amount raised in this case was so small, 


under the present system, ag not to justify their | 


entering into the new system; and it has declined 
to contract for the service. 


thority of law, and to require the exercise of that 
authority, in overcoming the difficulty under which 
we all labor so much inthe West; for the Missis- 
sippi river, and that portion of the Ohio below 
Louisville, being the great trunks from which we 
draw the mails to our interior, let us have as good 
a system as you may in the interior, let the mails 


there be carried as regularly as you please, yet if | 


the service upon the great trunks is irregular, the 
interior supplies must necessarily be so. 

There can be no question—for it is, I believe, 
the unanimous opinion of practical men in all that 
region“of the country—that if the system was 
changed, in accordance with my proposed amend- 
ment, the revenues of the Department would not 
only become doubled in less than a year, but 
quadrupled, and perhaps increased tenfold. Asl 
stated some time ago, we have no mail line upon 
this route at all, but merely agents at different 
points on the river. ; 

Mr. SEWARD. 
Senator if there is any mail carried on the river at 
all, and to what extent? 

Mr. BORLAND. The mail is carried upon the 
rivers upon a system which makes it exceedingly 
irregular, and confuses the correspondence and 
business transactions of that region of the country 
in this way: Instead of putting out the mail ser- 
vice, as is usual upon all other routes, to contracts, 
mail agents are appointed who reside at particular 
points on the river, and they contract with boats 
as they pass along for the transportation from 
point to point. Irregularity results in the follow- 
ing manner: The boats on the Mississippi run 
irregularly; that is, some run fast and some 
slow. Some are engaged in the coasting trade, 
and some rapidly pass from point to point. The 
mail agent, therefore, puts the mail to-day upon 
a slow boat which coasts along. Two or three 
days a fast boat passes directly from one point to 
another, and he puts the mail on it containing let- 
ters written some three or four days subsequently 
to the former, and they reach their destination 
first. 

Mr. SEWARD. I take an interest in the sub- 
ject, and desire to know what remedy the Sena- 
tor proposes ? 

Mr. BORLAND. The remedy is to require 
the Postmaster General to put the mail on this 
route on the same footing.as that on other routes. 

Mr. BELL. I ask the attention of the Senate 
for a moment or two upon this subject. I observe 
that the amendment proposes to include a daily 
route between Nashville and Cairo. I suggest to 
the honorable Senator from Arkansas to strike 
that out, because, in speaking upon this subject, 
I want to seem to stand totally disinterested. I 
suppose he will have no objection to doing that. 

Mr. BORLAND. 


Senator represents, and he is better acquainted 
with the necessities of that portion of the country 
than I am. 

Mr. BELL. I undertake to be responsible for 
striking out that part of the proposition; but I 


hope to win the favorable attention of honorable | 


Senators here to the amendment. 

Mr. BORLAND. Then I will modify my 
amendment by striking out the words “ from 
Nashville to Cairo.” ‘ 


relation to this subject. I desire that clause to be 
stricken out, not because we have no interest in 
such a line, for we have a considerable interest in 
having it; but there is a considerable trade between 
middle Tennessee and New Orleans, the great 
depôt and metropolis of the southwestern States, 
and a pretty large trade between Nashville and 
that section of the country. That is a trade in 


which we have a direct interest, and hence we |: 
have a very considerable interest in having some || sissippi, 


The amendment pro- | 
poses to give the Post Office Department the au- | 


{ desire to ask the honorable ; 


I have no objection to it. | 
That more directly affects the State which the |! 
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mail by a | 
It is car- |! 
ried by private conveyance along the route. The | 


regular line of communication between the coun- 
try on the waters of the Cumberland, or in Middle 
Tennessee, and the city of New Orleans, for the 


| purpose of carrying on our trade with safety and 


dispatch, and to have our communication regular, 


| But, sir, the whole country on the Mississippi 


river, from St. Louis to New Orleans, has a deep 


! interest in this measure; and we in Tennessee are 


not so much interested in having a daily mail from 
Nashville to. Cairo, as in having a semi or tri- 
weekly mail to Cairo, if we can have an assurance 
that it will get from Cairo to New Orleans regu- 
larly, and that our communication from New Or- 
leans will be received at Nashville in any reason- 
able time, orany time to be calculated upon by our 
business men—the planters and farmers, &c. 


Our communications now between that whole | 


country and New Orleans by mail, are at some 


seasons liable to be delayed three weeks, and even | 


a month, before we can have any communication. 
Our overland mails are obstructed by deep 
waters, not only in Tennessee, but in the State of 
Mississippi; and if you happen to reach Mem- 
phis, you have no regular communication between 
that place and New Orleans, or any intermediate 
port below. Here is this great inland sea, I may 
properly call it, where itis perfectly practicable 
to have a daily communication from Louisville to 
Cairo, and from St. Louis to Cairo, and then to 
New Orleans. Leave out the country I am imme- 
diately interested in, and I repeat, although we 
should have only a mail to Cairo twice a week, it 
would bea great boon to know that when the 
mail reached Cairo, it would connect with a daily 


| line to New Orleans, and that the mail from New 


Orleans to Cairo would regularly arrive there daily. 
We could then well wait two or three days, where- 
as, as the thing now stands, we have to wait 


| sometimes three or four weeks. 


I call upon honorable Senators to say, whether 
there is any other portion of the country, where 
such an extensive commerce is carried, which is 
similarly situated with regard to the mails, or is 
there anything like it? No, sir; it is unparalleled 
in the condition of the country and postal arrange- 
ments. Itis eminently unjust, if it be in the power 
of the Government, by a reasonable expenditure, 
to supply greater mail facilities to the commerce 
of that portion of the country. 

It is said that the Postmaster General is opposed 
to this proposition. I should like to have the au- 
thority of any gentleman to say that heis opposed 
to it. I have heard it said that itis known to hon- 
orable members of the Senate that the Postmaster 
General is opposed to it. { undertake to deny that 
he is opposed to any such establishment of any 
such a line. I undertake to deny it, not that I 
have had any communication with that officer 
recently upon the subject; but a year or two ago, I 
know Í urged upon him, in the strongest manner, 
the facts which [ have alluded to to-day, and m 
recollection is, that he admitted the truth of all 
said, from the information which he had. He 
admitted that the mode which was adopted, of 
putting the mails upon any transient boat that 
came along, did not afford regular and daily com- 
munication, or even a communication every two 
days upon the Mississippi. It depended upon 
whether the boat got along at the proper time, and 
whether it made the trip without accident or delay. 
But the Postmaster General said it is. too large a 
discretion; that it will require too large an allow- 
ance of funds; that he had estimated a fair propor- 
tion for the mail facilities already given to the 
West and Southwest; that it would be going be- 
yond his limit to enter into this plan; and he 
thought proper to exercise his discretion in favor 
of all sections of the country, but he must have a 
warrant of law for this. What he wants is to be 
authorized by law to make the expenditure that 
may be necessary to establish such a line. 

Suppose it should cost $5,000, or $100,000, or 


: 150,000 a year—I do not know what it would | 
Mr. BELL. I desire to say a few words in |! 


cost; I did at that time have some estimates fur- 


|; nished me by practical men—would not the object 


to be accomplished be worth more than that? I 
repeat, that all the Postmaster General wants, is 


the warrant of law to establish the daily line, and || 


then he will do it as an act of justice to the West. 
I propose to strike out the route from Nashville 
to Cairo, not because it does not contain what we 
would like to have, but I want to show that the 
great thingywe want is a daily line upon the Mis- 
even if we have none upon the Ohio. 


You may leave out Louisville, If we only get 
the daily line upon the Mississippi we shall feel 
secure. Our letters then would be received from 
New Orleans in something like an approximation 
to the true time in which they could be brought. 
L appeal to every gentleman from this section of 
the Union, whether the mails are not often de- 
layed three and four weeks in getting from New 
Orleans to some of the principal towns upon the 
interior waters—I mean the tributaries of the Mis- 
sissippi—where there is no regularity, no certain 
reliance upon getting your communication regu- 
larly at all? We have overland mails, but they 
are liable to the interruptions which I have stated. 

I trust, in view of the enormous amounts al- 
lowed from time to time in the establishment of 
lines upon the sea, upon the Atlantic ocean, be- 
tween ports upon the Atlantic ocean—we do not 
scruple, we do not stint our appropriations and limit 
them to $50,000, or $150,000, or $250,000 there, 
but we go the length of millions—that we will pro- 
cure better facilities for the Mississippi. But I do 
not put it upon that ground. I appeal to the com- 
mon justice of the members of the Senate to say 
whether, upon such a great line of communication 
as the Mississippi, where it is perfectly practica- 


! ble to have a daily conveyance of the mail, we 


ought not to have a daily mail? I make this ap- 
peal from my personal knowledge and deep inter- 
est in this matter—I do not mean personal as 
regards individuals, but I allude to my personal 
knowledge of the country. ‘The interests of the 
States on the Mississippi, Ohio, and Cumberland, 
and Tennessee, from St. Louis downwards, re- 


| quire that we should have the daily communica- 


tion proposed by the amendment; and I suppose 
even beyond St. Louis it would be a great desider- 
aium in the facilities to the trade and commerce 
of the country. I care not what may be the cost 
of establishing it, providing it be within a reason- 
able sum. I think $100,000 or $200,000 a year 
ought to be granted for the purpose. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I understand the Jaw au- 


Í thorizes the Postmaster General to make the con- 


tract for the transportation of the mail over the 
route proposed. If itis wrong for him to make 
the contract, he ought not to doit. If he ought 
to make it, and refuses to do it, it would seem 


| that it was maladministration; and I would sug- 


gest to the honorable Senator from Arkansas, that 
we expect, when the new Democratic Administra- 
tion comes into power on the 4th of March next, 
that actual evils will be removed. If this is one 
of those evils, a remedy will be found. 

But the amendment will introduce somewhat a 
new principle on the subject of post routes, At 
any rate, I think there would be danger in passing 


‘ a law compelling the Postmaster General to make 


a particular contract. It would then place the 
Department in the power of steamboat owners, 
who would fix their own terms; for no limit is 
prescribed in the amendment. Now, I submit 
whether we are prepared, in the haste of passing 
a bill of this kind, to ingraft a principle by which 
we place the Department at the feet of steamboat 
owners. Again: if we commencethe introduction 
of acompulsory obligation of this kind into the 
bill, every Senator, and every member of the 
House, who has a road where he has been denied 
what he regards as a privilege which ought to be 
granted, will insist upon a like provision, and we 
shall thus load down the bill. I think the proposi- 
tion had better be considered at a time when we 
shall have a better opportunity to consider it. 
Mr. BORLAND. I dislike to consume the 
time of the Senate, but Ido think that two orthree 
words will satisfy the honorable Senator from 
Maine on this point. I expressed the opinion 


that the general law, as it exists, does confer this 


power upon the Postmaster General. There is 
this objection which is made at the Department 


i to his exercising the authority: That the amount 


of revenue derived from the mails upon these 
routes has not heretofore justified the Department 
in paying the amount of money which would be 
required to have the service performed in the man- 
ner proposed. I thought the Department was 
mistaken, and I have undertaken, from time to 


i| time, through three Administrations, to get them 


to take a different view of it; but, under what the 
Department considered to be its duty when the 
revenue is so small, they have felt unwilling and 
unauthorized to changè the system, But, as I 
stated, the small amount of revenue has been the 
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result of the system which is in operation, in con- 
sequence of the communication being so irregular 
and so confused that the business men will not 
send their correspondence through the mails, but 
seek private hands for its conveyance; and, as I 
am.informed by persons connected with the ser- 
vice upon the river, men whose interests are at 
stake, at this time and for years past, not more 
than one tenth or even one twentieth of proper 
mail matter has gone through the mail. They 
seek the communication by private hands; and, in 
that manner, a large amount of revenue is lost 
which would be derived, if the mails were carried 
regularly, in which case everybody would seek the 
mails as the most proper means of communication. 
But the Senator from Maine says that there is no 
limitation in the amendment. ‘There is a limita- 
tion. The Postmaster General is required to issue 
proposals, as he does in all other cases. 

Mr. BRADBURY. There is no limitation in 
regard to the amount of money he is to pay for the 
service. 

Mr. BORLAND. It is impossible to tell what 
the price will be; but this I will say, proposals were 
made long ago, and have been repeated from time 
to time, to do the service for $100,000. In one 
instance, I know the proposition was made to 
carry the mail daily from Louisville to New Or- 
leans for $40,000. It was refused, because, as the 
Postmaster General said, the revenues from the 
route were not sufficient to justify the payment of 
that amount, though there is no doubt upon the 
minds of business men on the routes, that if the 
system was changed, and the proposition which I 
submit adopted, the revenues would be increased 
tenfold within a year. Thelimitation is sufficient 
that the service is to be put out under contract. A 
competition will necessarily spring up at once, and 
the service will be obtained for the lowest price. 

The consideration which I have stated as weigh- 
ing with the Department deprives us of the ad- 
vantages which every other route in the United 
States has. The Postmaster General does adver- 
tise in other cases; this stands as an exceplion; 
and as the Senator from Tennessee well said, if it 
should cost $100,000, why object to it when you 
are paying millions for the transportation of mails 
elsewhere? The Postmaster General did not put 
the service along the coast and upon other navigable 
streams under a general law. You had to pass a 
special law requiring and authorizing the service. 
We now simply ask that the Mississippi river and 
the Ohio river may be placed upon the same foot- 
ing with all other streams and land routes in the 
country, and nothing more. It proposes to put it 
out at contract, not by a private arrangement, but 
in a manner that will bring about a competition, 
and secure the service at a reasonable rate. 

Mr. Bortann’s amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
the amendments were concurred in and ordered to 
be engrossed, and the bill was ordered to be read 
a third time. 


REMAINS OF WILLIAM T. BARRY. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire toask the unan- 


imous consent of the Senate to introduce a joint 
resolution authorizing the President of the United 
States to bring the remains of William T. Barry, 
in a public vessel or otherwise, from England to 
hig late residence at Lexington, Kentucky. Barry 
died very poor. He went out as Minister to 
Spain, but when he got to England he died very 
poor. Although he and I differed as wide as the 
poles in politics, he was my personal friend and 
my patron when I entered life. I always admired 
and esteemed him asa man. In consequence of 
a letter which I have received stating the facts, I 
conferred with the President on this subject. He 
says a resolution will be necessary to authorize 
him to bring the remains to this country and trans- 
port them to Lexington. I therefore ask the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate to introduce the fol- 
lowing joint resolution: 

Resolved, Ye., That the President of the United States be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to have the remains of Wil- 
liam T. Barry, late Minister to Spain, broughtto the United 
States in a national ship, or otherwise, and to have them 
transported to Lexington, in Kentucky. 

Resolved, That the President be authorized to pay the 
necessary expenses of executing the present resolution out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

No objection was made to the introduction of 
the resolution, and it was read a first and second 
time, and considered as in Committee of the 


Whole. No amendment being proposed, it was | 
reported to the Senate, and ordered to be engrossed | 
for a third reading. ; 


THE RAZEE INDEPENDENCE. 


Mr. HALE. I desire to offer the following 
resolution for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to 
inform the Senate the number of days the United States 
razee Independence, the flag-ship of the Mediterranean 
squadron, commanded by Charles W. Morgan, was at sea, 
after her arrival at Naples on the 14th of September, 1849, : 
until she sailed thence for the United States on the 29th of 
March, 1852; how many days said ship was at anchor in 
the bay or harbor of Naples, and how Jong at Spezziaor 
other ports during that period ; what portion of the aforesaid 
two anda half years was passed on shore, and how much of 
it on board ship, by said Morgan ; what is the estimated ex- 
pense of a ship of the class of the Independence, properly 
officered and manned, per day or per year; whether said 
Morgan, without authority from the Department, while his 
ship was lying at anchor in the Bay of Naples, chartered or 
employed a merchant vessel to transport supplies for his 
squadron from Spezzia to Naples, and whether the cost of ; 
such transportation-has been charged to the Government by | 
the order or approval of said Morgan; whether instructions 
were given to said Morgan by the Departinent, or by any 
bureau thereof, to practice his squadron in naval evolu- 
tions or fleet-sailing, and if so, whether said instructions 
were obeyed; whether he was directed to exercise his men 
in target-firing, and if so, whether he complied with such 
directions, and to what extent; whether there is any rule 
or regulation of the Departinent against naval officers trans- 
porting females, members of their families or others, on 
board ships-of-war of the United States, and if so, whether 
Commodore Morgan, or any officer under his command, 
was guilty of a violation of such regulation; whether the 
broad pennant of Commodore Morgan was kept flying 
during the period of his command in the Mediterranean, or 
was at any time taken down, and if so, for what length of 
time; whether Commodore Morgan has been held to an- 
swer for disobedience of orders, violations of regulations, 
or neglect of duty, while in command of the naval forces 
of the United States in the Mediterranean, during the past 
three years. x | 


Mr. WELLER. The Senator seeks that in- | 
formation either for the purpose of sustaining a 
speech made in theother House a few days since, 
or for the purpose of defending Commodore Mor- 
gan against it. In either event, I object to its con- 
sideration at this me, as I desire the printing bill 
to be taken up. 

MESSAGES FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had passed the bill from the Senate 
entitled ‘ An act to create an additional land of- 
fice in the Territory of Minnesota.” 

A subsequent message announced that the 
House of Representatives had passed the follow- 
ing bills from the Senate: 

An act granting to the State of Michigan the 
right of way and a donation of public land, for 
the construction of a ship-canal around the falls 
of St. Mary, in said State; and i 

An act for the relief of John Moore White. 


SECURITY ON BOARD STEAMERS. 

A message was also received from the House 
of Representatives, announcing that it had passed | 
the bill to amend an act entitled ‘* An act to pro- | 
* vide for the better security of the lives of pas- | 
< sengers on board of vessels propelled in whole | 
‘or in part by steam,” with various amendments. | 

On motion by Mr. DAVIS, the bill, with the | 
amendments, were referred to the Committee on | 

| 
| 
| 
| 
i 


i 
l 
t 


Commerce. 

Mr. PRATT presented a memorial of citizens 
of Baltimore, interested in vessels propelled by 
steam, protesting against the passage of the bill; | 
which was also referred to the Committee on | 
Commerce. ` i 

PUBLIC PRINTING. i 

The hour of half-past two having arrived, the || 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed || 
the consideration of the bill to provide for execu- | 
ting the public printing, and establishing the prices || 
thereof, and for other purposes. | 

Mr. SMITH. Three separate and distinct ac- :} 
cusations—I call them indictments—were preferred | 
against mein the*debate of this morning; and I || 
ask now, Mr. President, that I may be heard in | 
reply. | 

In that debate, I rose for the purpose of address- | 
ing the Senate on the merits of this bill; and F | 
meant to confine myself strictly to the considera- || 
tion of its merits. 1 did not travel out of the | 
record. I did not occupy the time of the Senate |! 
by bringing charges of Inconsistency against any ; 
member of this body. But the Senator from In- | 
diana [Mr. Brier] chose to pursue a different |j 


|| ment number three. 


course. That Senator was ina great hurry to get į 


this bill through; he wanted to hush it up; and, 
by way of expediting its passage, he undertook 
to arraign me before the Senate, and before the 


country, with having been guilty of gross incon- 


sistency of conduct with respect to this bill. The 
first inconsistency with which he charges me, is an 
old acquaintance of mine. This is not the. first 
time that the Senator from Indiana has stood up 
in his place,and made the same accusation against 
me on that very point. 

The first accusation is, that I, in the first session 
of the last Congress, took the ground, in the 
broadest terms, that the whole system of letting 
out the printing of Congress and of the Depart- 
ments, by contract, to the lowest (bidder, was a 
vicious system, and that it ought to be entirely 
repudiated. I think it was no longer ago than 
January, 1852, that the Senator made this very 
charge against me; and I believe that he then read 
the same extracts which he has read this morning 
from the Congressional Globe, for the purpose of 
supporting it. I replied to the charge then, and 
I believe that my reply was satisfactory to every 
one, except the Senator from Indiana. I conclude 
it was not satisfactory to hjm, as the Senator re- 
peats that accusation now, and exactly upon the 
same grounds as upon the previous occasion. 'This 
is what I call indictment number one. Then, not 
satisfied with this accusation, the Senator, by way 
of expediting the passage of the bill still further, 
brings forward another charge of inconsistency. 
He says that, asa member of the Committee on 
Printing, I. was willing to contract, and did con- 
tract to let out the printing of the House of Rep- 
resentatives and of the Senate, for the residue of 
this Congress, on just about the same terms which 
are mentioned in this bill, and that I now turn 
round and state that those prices are exorbitant. 
This is indictment number two. T'o support this 
charge, he calls on my friend, the Senator from 
Arkansas, [Mr. Bor.anp,] to give his testimony ; 
and the Senator from Arkansas stands up and de- 
livers his testimony in presence of the Senate. 
When J intimated, as I did, that I intended to ask 


1| for a hearing on this second indictment, as well as 


on the first, I thought it would take a consider- 
able time to go into the whole question; and I be- 
lieve I said that it might occupy half a day, as there 
is very little doubt that it would, if I went into all 
the facts. And then we have thrust on the country 
and on the Senate another charge—that I am 
making speeches here, not for legitimate discus- 
sion, not for the purpose of referring to the merits of 


i| the bill, not for the purpose of vindicating myself 


from unfounded accusations, but that I am ad- 
dressing the Senate merely for the purpose of pre- 
venting action on this particular bill. This is indict- 
Well, if 1 am compelled, by 
the circumstances of the case, to occupy some little 
time—and I shall not occupy an unreasonable por- 
tion of the time of the Senate in showing that all 
these three charges are utterly unfounded ;—and if 
action on this bill is delayed, I ask, who is to be 
held responsible for it? I shall ask whether that 
Senator is to be held responsible who charges me 
with misconduct as a member of this body; or 
whether the responsibility rests on me, because I 
stand up here to answer in my own defense? 

I will now take upindictment number one. The 
indictor is the Senator from Indiana,[Mr. BRIGHT, 
and the party accused has pleaded ‘ not guilty’ 
to the charge. We have heard it made by the 
Senator from Indiana; we have heard the proof 
that he adduced, and let us now hear the proof on 
the other side. I have said that this accusation 
is an old acquaintance of mine, and to show that 
such is the case, 1 will read an extract from the 
report of the Senate debates on the 13th of January 
last. Į addressed myself to the Senate, on the ques- 
tion of the disposition that we should make of the 
printing of the returns of the last census, and I 
insisted that it should be put into the depart- 
mental printing, and let out to the lowest bidder. 
My remarks were not very protracted; but, after 
they were completed, up rose the Senator from 
Indiana, and he told the Senate, and the country, 
that the Senator from Connecticut was inconsist- 
ent in his mode of treating this subject, and read, 
as he has done to-day, a portion of the record of the 
debates in the first session of the last Congress. 
Let us see what he said on that occasion: 

“The honorable Senator [Mr. Suirz] certainly forgets 


that at the last session of Congress he himself proposed to 
the Committee on Printing to give this very work to the Re- 
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public. Hot haste! It was not too early at the last session 
of Congress to agitate the question.” 

Here the accusation made by the honorable 
Senator is, that I, in the Committee on Printing, 
in the last session of the last Congress, proposed 
that Congress should give the printing of the cen- 
sus returns to the Republic. To this I replied as 
follows: 

«í As the honorable Senator has never attended any of 
the meetings of the Committee on Printing, I presume fie 
makes the statement that ï was in favor of giving the print- 
ing of the census returns to the Republic on the authority 
of others. All I have to say is, that the gentleman is en- 
tirely misinformed. 

«Mr. Brien. If I am not correct, I hope the chairman 
of the Committee on Printing will correct me. 

“Mr. BORLAND. I presume the statement of the Sena- 
tor from Indiana was madc on information received from 
me. He is mistaken, however, in supposing that I said the 
Senator fiom Connecticut proposed to give this printing to 
the Republic. 1 did say thatthe Senator from Connecticut 
was in favor of the proposition made by the Superintendent 
of the Census to leave the printing to him, and have it ex- 
ecuted at tbat time. Whether he would have had it done 
at the Republic office or elsewhere,I do not know. But 
the Superintendent of the Census did express a wish—and 
that subject came before the committee—to be permitted to 
have the printing executed as he might think proper at that 
time. The committee decided that an arrangement of that 
sort could not be entered into, because the census bill itself, 
after providing for the execution of the preliminary printing, 
required that the report of a plau for publishing the census 
should be made to Congress at the present session, and that 
the printing of the census returns should be done as this 
Congress should direct. Therefore they did not feel au- 
thorized to enter into any arrangement, or give their assent 
to anything of that kind. I then understood the Senator 
from Connecticut, and I now understand him, to have been 
in favor of the arrangement proposed by the Superintend- 
ent of the Census. i 

“Mr. Smira. E wish to say a word on this subject. Itis | 
very unusual, I believe, to bring into the Senate conversa- | 


tions in the rooms of the committees of this body. ij 


Mr. Brien. I refer for my information toa debate that | 
came up on a collateral question at the last.session. Ihave ; 


not the debates before me, but I think that l can turn to if 


them, and show that the honorable Senator from Connecti- | 
cut expressed a preference at that time for giving to the | 
gentleman who has charge of the Census Bureau the privi- | 
lege of making a contract for this printing. The inference ' 
follows as a matter of course that it would have taken the 
direction which I indicated. 

“Mr. Suri. [do not know what the gentleman may | 
find recorded in the debates of the Senate, as having been | 
said by me, but I know that I never entertained any such 
view as that. T must also say, in very broad terms, that ; 
my friend from Arkansas (Mr. BoRLAND] is entirely mis- 
taken. I do not know but that I may have used language 
from which he properly inferred what he seems to have in- , 
ferred, but I have never entertained any such views, but I | 
have been from the beginning totally opposed to breaking | 
up the contract system.” | 

Twas taken ate by surprise then, as l am now. ! 
I had not the debates to refer to, but I went and ; 


searched the records; and on the succeeding day | 


I came to the Senate Chamber, and made the fol- |} 


“Mr. President, I wish to make a very few remarks 
in reply to my honorable friend from Indiana 
prompted to do so on account of the personal issue which 
my honorable friend made with me last evening, That 
honorable Senator saw fit to remark, that at the session 
of Congress he understood me to take ground in tue Senate 
in favor of giving the printing of the census retu:#s to a po- 
litical press in this city—I think he named the Republie, F 
then suggested that he was under an entire mivapprehen- 
sion npon that subject. E do not suppose that ny honor- 
able friend intended to misrepresent my positicit in that 
regard. The truth is, that from the very outset of this busi- 
ness, I have been utterly opposed to the reintroduction into 
Congress of the old practice of dispensing the pu! 
ing on the principle of political favoritism; and i 
pens that E find myself on record, in a train of re 
mitted to the Senate, in relation to this very subject of print- 
ing the census returns, in which views are expressed such 
as f had the honor to Jay before the Senate yesterday; and . 
T hope the Senate will indulge me in reading from these re- 
marks a few extracts, showing what I said. Iu the first 
extract which T will read, I remarked as follows: 

“< I fully accord in the opinion which has been expressed | 


i 
lowing remarks: i 
| 
| 


and E am 


“by my friends on the other side of the Chamber, that the ii 


‘time has gone by for investing the head of any Depart- 


‘ment with an arbitrary discretion upon this subject of li 


£ printing,’ 7? 

This is an extract from some remarks made by 
me during the first session of the last Congress, 
to which the honorable Senator from Indiana 
referred, : 

And then again: 

“Now, then, this committer has reported this bilh, as E 
have before remarked, coutaining the provision of the old 
law, and conierring on the head of the Department of the 
Interior the arbitrary power of making a contract with any 
individual that he pleases, and upon any terms that he may 
see fit, without advertising, without competition. To any 
such provision in this bill, I am utterly opposed. not that T 
believe the honorable gentleman at the head of fhat Depart- 
ment would abuse the trust thus confidedin him; fam ceon- | 
vinced he will execute it with as much fidelity as any other 
of the disti shed citizens of the country. ~ E 

“ Now, sir, in order to realize, or rather to carry out what 
has been the policy of the Government for several years 
past, to wif: to have all fhe printing let out at contract, and 


given to the lowest bidder, all that is required is the addition 
of a few words to the clause of the twentieth section.’ 

The last clause reads thus: 

« And further, as the returns are made, to cause the same 
to be classified and arranged in the best and most conve- : 
nient manner for use; and —— thousand copies thereof to 
be printed for distribution.?? 

That was the proposition of the Committee on 
the Census for giving arbitrary power to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to cause the census returns 
to be printed. 

The extract farther proceeds: 


“Now, sir, if the amendment of my honorable friend 


I 
ji 
| 


i 
| 
„$ therefore insist that the 21st section is exactly right; and 


| 
repeat. 


shall fail, I shall propose to add to that clause these words: 
© On contract, as now provided by law.’ That is to say, to 
the lowest bidder.” 

That is, to let it out by contract as now provided 
by law, by advertising in the newspapers, and sub- 
jecting the matter to fair competition. Here was 
a bill that would. have given an absolute discretion 
| to the Secretary of the Interior, and I came for- 
ward and said { would agree to no such thing. I 
: could not offer the amendment just at that time, 
because there was an amendment pending to an 
amendment; but I said that when that obstacle 
was cleared out of the way, I would propose an 
amendment requiring the printing of the census to 
be let out by contract in conformity with law. 
But furthermore I remarked— 

t Y would say that E am not for subsidizing the press of 
the city, either the Whig or the Democratic press—either 
| the one or the other.’’ 

! And again: 

« Asto the scheme of giving the printing, at this late 
day, to the political press of this city, it is a proposition that 
I shall resist to the uttermost, and at all times.” 

And finally, | remarked: 

& F intend, sir, to resist now, and at ail time 
the connection of the public printing with tie p 


of this city, whether upon the one side or the other I 


with respect to the preceding section, ail that is required is 
simply the addition of four or five words such as [ have al- 
ready suggested to the Senate.” 


Now, what was this twenty-first section? It 


printing, and it did give discretionary power to 
the Secretary of the Interior. Aud I said that was 
all right, for a special reason. 
to the other section, regarding the printing of the 
returns, [ said that it was not right, and that it 
ought to be so framed as to compel the Secretary 
of the Interior to let it out to the lowest bidder, 
and upon full competition. 

The Senator from Indiana (Mr. Brienr] merely 


question now before us. There were special rea- 
sons, as I then stated, why the preparatory print- 
ing should not be let out to the lowest bidder; and 
there were other reasons which I will not now 


Now, after I had brought before the Senate and 
the country, and the Senator himself, the facts 
and considerations to which J now refer, the hon- 


and all, 1 suppose, by way of expediting this bill 
through the Senate. Tie is ina great hurry to get 
it through. All l have to say is, that it is rather 


inconsistencies, of which I may have been guilty 
at some time or other, the honor: 
troduces to the Senate a new indictment. ite says 


| this bill are extravagant; and he further says, that 
as a member of the Commiitee on Printing, I 
: have quietly acceded to a contract to have the 


! printing of the Senate and Louse of Representa- 


which the chairman of the Committee cn Printing 
[Mr. Hamrin] says are extrayagant. I have been 
; à long time associated with that gentleman on the 
| Committee on Printing, and T mast say that I 
never knew him to swerve one hair’s-breadth from 
_ the strict line of his duty as chairman cf that com- 
: mitiee, neither for party purposes, nor personal 
favoritism. He has been much more rigid in 
: dealing with these cor 


orable Senator rises up and renews the accusation, | 


that I insisted upon it that the prices named in ; 


i 
i 
i 
| 


hereafter, | 
ical press į 


was the section which related to the preparatory |; 


But with regard | 


reads what I said in regard to this twenty-first sec- | 
tion, relating to the preparatory printing, while |: 
he leaves entirely out of sight what I said on the | 


\ 
| 
| 
| 
} 
i 
} 
| 
i 


into no such stipulation 

Mr. BRIGIIT. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut desire an answer to his question now ? 
Mr. SMITH. The Senator can answer now, 
if he chooses? 

Mr. BRIGHT. J understand that the contract 
which has been made requires the party under- 
taking the work, to do just such printing as may 


' be referred to them to execute by either branch of 
| Congress during the present session. Itmay be all, 


ora portion only, as Congress may decide. 

Mr. SMITH. The Senator from Indiana does 
not state the matter accurately, though, doubtless, 
he intended to do so. Thecontract amounts sim- 
ply to this: Messrs, Gideon & Co., and Messrs. 
Donelson & Armstrong, shall have so much of the 
printing of this Congress as it is impossible for 
Mr. Hamilton to execute. That is all. Now, I 
desire to know from the Senator whether he sup: 
poses that as favorable a contract can be made 
with any printer on the face of God’s earth for a 
mere fragment of the session of Congress, as if 
the contract were for the whole time? Remember 
that the contract was not made for the entire print- 
ing of the House of Representatives, or for the 
entire printing of the Senate, but merely for such 
part of the printing as Mr. Hamilton could not 


i execute during the residue of the session, in con- 


formity with his contract. I will ask the Senator 
if he, as a business man, supposes that any prin- 
ter can come forward, and get his presses, his pa- 
per, his hands, his letter, for the execution of the 
printing duringa small portion of one session, and 
then make a contract on as low termsas he would 


; be willing to take, provided that he was going to 


|i and refused his assent to it. 


do the printing of the two Houses of Congress for 
two entire sessions? [ere I will say, that the 
prices we agreed to give Donelson & Armstrong 
ang Gideon & Co. would be exorbitant in such a 
ease. I should, certainly, not agree to pay such 
prices-for the whole printing. he chairman of 
the Committee on Printing [Mr. Hamu] was of 
opinion, that the prices were too high, even for 
the limited time for which the contract was made, 
The decision was 


carried by my vote, added to the three votes of 


2nle Senator jn- i| 


tüves done at the same prices, if not higher prices, - 


racts than I would be dis- © 


posed to be, and { am rather inclined to think that- 


: he was right and that I was wrong. 


E 
a 


, (Mr. Bortayy.] [have said not 


a novel way of managing a matier of this sort. |: 
But not content with this display of diligence in i 
coming over the record, by way of huntag up | 


; appear. 


the members of the House of Representatives, 
who were on the committee. I did not think that 
the prices were too high, as Messrs. Gideon, and 
Donelson & Armstrong, were only to havea rem- 
nant of the printing for a fragment of the session. 

Iam going somewhat at. length into this state- 


‘ment, because it appears to me to be necessary to 


do so, in reply to the charges of the Senator from 
Indiana, but do not wish to occupy the time of 
the Senate unreasonably, as another honorable 
Senator [Mr. Doveras} would wish to make. it 
I never had such a purpose for a mo- 
ment. 

What are the facts connected with this transac- 


tion? Although the contracts were made at these 


rates which the chairman of the Committee on Print- 


“ing [Mr. Hamri] thought to bealtogether too high, 
‘the contractors have not as yet received a single 


cent. They got their paper and other necessary 
materials, and made their arrangements for doing 
the printing of the two Houses of Congress, but, 
up to the present day, not a single Congressional 
document has been put into theirhands. Trepeat 


5 i that, from the day the contract was entered into 

I have no occasion, Mr. President, to controvert ; 
the statement made by the Senator from Arkansas : 
iag about the }! 


up to the present time, neither Donelson & Arrn- 
strong nor Gideon & Co. have derived the slight- 
est benefit from it. | think that these two estab- 


oO 


lishmenis have been treated badly. 
shabbily, because } do not wish to introduce such 


I willnot say 


an expression into the proceedings of this body. 
I will use a still stronger expression; I will sa 
that these gentlemen have been treated with the 
most cruel injustice; and I will do Messrs. Donel- 
son & Armstrong the justice to say that they have 
been persecuted for no other reason than that they 
have conducted a Union organ in this city. No 
other reason can be assigned. 

I do not wish to make any reference to the pro- 
ceedings of the House of Representatives.. I do 
not wish to violate the rules of order in our pro- 
ceedings; but I am desirous of explaining fully 


what I understand to be the state of facts. Isay, 
therefore, that Donelson & Armstrong, not being 


able to get any of the printing of the House of 
Representatives, for certain reasons which I need 
not explain, the majority here have refused to give 
any of the printing of the Senate to Messrs. Gideon 
& Co. Ido not complain of that. I do not bring 


any accusation of inconsistency against the ma. | 


jority here. F suppose it is all right. But how 
has this occurred? We have refused to give them 
the printing of a single document. We have here 
a report recommending the printing of an extra 
number of the Patent Offine reports, and it has 
never been acted on up to this day, because the 
majority was unwilling to give Gideon & Co, any 
printing until Donelson & Armstrong obtained 
some from the House of Representatives Well, 
T would ask if this is not an instance of great jn- 
justice having been doneto these gentleman? Ido 
not hesitate to say that it is. 

Now, 1 think have effectually exploded indict- 
ment number two. If the honorable Senator from 
Indiana wishes to prosecute this indictment any 
further, by way of expediting this bill, I am willing 
to enter into the contest with him just as long as 
he pleases. 

But, Mr. President, I now come down to indict- 
mentnumber three. Lam sorry the prosecutor isnot 

resent. I donotseehim anywhere in this Chan- 

er. Indictment number three is, that I have been 
addressing the Senate by way of delaying action 
upon this bill, Al I have to say is, that I rose to 
addresg the Senate on the merits of the bill. I 
made two short speeches, and I do not believe that 
in either instance I occupied more than five min- 
utes. Here is my friend from California on ny 
right; and I should like to hear either him, or any 
other consistent Democrat, tell me whether my 
remarks were not to the point—whether } did not 
Speak to the merits of the bill? 
President, was going on smoothly; and I daresay 
that but for this attack upon nie, the bill would 
have passed by this time. 
Senator from Indiana was wot satisfied with pass- 
ing the bill: he must, in addition to that, demolish 
the Senator from Connecticut. All I have to aay 
on that point is, that when the 
of Indiana, and the more enormous powers of 


Illinois, undertake to demolish old Connecticut, || € 1 
; paid under the contract of ihe honors 
|: from Connecticut. 

1; tine of the Senate. 


whether she is speaking through my honorable 
colleague or through myself, we are on hand. We 
are “ Green Mountain Boys,” Mr. President, and 


you [Mr. Foor, of Vermont, in the chair] well i; 
I do not feel quite de- | 
molished yet, notwithstanding the accusations of ii 
inconsistency, and the still more serious charge of | 
interposing to prevent the consideration of the | 


know what that means. 


bill and wasting the time of the Senate. That is 
the charge. And how came it about? I replied 
to the accusation of inconsistency, and I have 
shown that it was unfounded. How, then, am I 
wasting the time of the Senate ? You would have 
passed the bill before this time, if you had fol- 


lowed the ordinary course; but if you undertake 

to try me, instead of trying the bill, I mean to be 
I believe that 1 am as con- | 

Senator from Indiana or any | 


heard in my defense. 
sistent as either the 
one else. 


Now, I believe that I have very briefly gone | 


over the three accusations—the two charges of in- 
consistency, and the charge of factious conduct 
here in attempting to defeat the bill by occupying 
the time of the Senate at this late stage of the ses- 
sion. I did witness something of that sort at the 
close of the last session, in respect to the river and 
harbor bill. I thoughtit was very unreasonable—I 
will not say outrageous—because I have no right 
to characterize the conduct of any member of this 
body. ButI did think that it was an unreason- 
able course to pursue. Itis a course which I do 


Everything, Mr. | 


enormous powers | | 
i! the statement, that the bill under 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


But the honorable | 


i 


t 
i 


; do it in the future. 


| Will be passed, and i 


not Mean to pursue with reference to this bill; but 
if you are not content with trying the bill on its 
merits, but choose also to arraign me here on | 
charges of inconsistency, then I am on hand for a 
hearing. How much you will gain by it, either | 
for the good of the country or yourselves, | am 
perfectly willing to leave the future to demonstrate. 
i assail no man. I impeach the motives of no 
man. I have not done it in the past; I shall not! 
1 mean to discuss questions l 

| 


here upon their merits; but I wish Senators to un- | 
derstand that when f am attacked here, either by į 
large giants or little giants, Í shall be heard in my! 
defense; and then gentlemen may proceed with |: 
their bill. $ 
Mr. BRIGHT. I feel that I am somewhat to | 
blame for the speech which has been inflicted upon | 
the Senate by the honorable Senator from Con- `i 
necticut, I had no idea of drawing out a regular |: 
speech, and delaying business at this late hour, I 
certainly meant nothing unkind toward the hon 
orable Senator, by calling his attention to his for 
mer course, and contrasting it with his present 
position. ‘There was some propriety in my doing 
so, for the Senator has boasted of the Herculean 
power which he wields in this body, and was i 
throwing all his strength against this bill, Under | 
these circumstances I felt it to be my duty to |; 
show that twelve months ago the Senator would | 
have been the advocate of this bill on the princi- | 
ple laid down to-day, instead of being against it. |: 
The honorable Senator says I have arraigned and |} 
put him on trial here. Not at all. 
arraigned the honorable Senator, I preferred no | 
charges against him. I stated on a former occa. | 
sion that he had taken an opposite view of this l 
question of disposing of the publie printing, to | 
that which he has taken to-day; and I did not |! 
Jeave that statement unsupported. It was no mere | 
naked assertion of mine; | read trom the record— | 
| 

i 

| 

i 


l have not |: 


from a former speech of the honorable Senator— 
and I proved conclusively that he had heretofore 
been in favor of the principle laid down in the | 
bill, instead of against it. 1 further showed, from | 
his own speech, that he stood pledged to bring in ; 
a bill asking for a repeal of the contract system, | 
which he has not done. Iff had made any charge || 
against the Senator, unsupported by facts, then | 
the honorable Senator might, with some semblance : 
of truth, have said that Í had arraigned him, and | 
put him upon his trial. I further stated, that the į; 
honorable Senator, as a member of the Commit- |; 
tee on Printing, had given to the present printer 
of this body, under a contract, about the same, if |; 
not higher prices than is proposed to be given by i 
the bill under consideration. In that I am sup- |! 
ported by the testimony of the honorable Senator 
trom Arkansas, [Mr. 30RLAND, | who was at one 
time a member of the Committee on Printing; and 
if the chairman of that committee was present, I | 
would appeal to him, and he would corroborate | 
consideration | 
does not propose to pay higher prices than those 
Je Senator `| 
žut I will not further waste the 
i have said enough to sus- 
tain my declaration, and L haye no doubt the bill 
do hope without further de- 


bate. 
Mr. MILLER. I wish to call the attention of i 
the Senate to the twelfth section of the bill, Ito 


| provides that a committee, to be called a Commit- |; 


| Represeniatives, and thatthe $ 


| 
| 
| 


: tee on Printing, shall consist of three members of! 


this body, and of three members of the House of | 
Rators who areap-! 
pointed on that committee, shall be appointed by ` 
the Presiding Officer of the Senate. This provis- į 
ion is in conflict with a long-established rele of 
this body, that its committees shall always be ap- 
pointed by the Senate, unless the Senate itself 
consent to the appointments by the Presiding Of- ., 
ficer, If this bill should pass into a law, one of 
the most important committees will not be under ` 
the control of this body, but will be absolutely 
appointed by the Presiding Officer. For instance, - 
we all know that when the Vice President of the ! 
United States presides over the Senate, he is not 
under its control, and yet to him the appointment 
of this committee would be confided, thereby re- 
moving it, completely, from the control of the 
Senate. : 
It appears to me to have 
the part of the committee 
I shall, therefore, move to 


been an oversight on |) 
which drafted the bill. ji 
amend the section, by i 


|, striking out the words “the President of.” 
j; section will then read: 


: Or report must, 
on Printing. 


p extra copies of bills or reports, and 


ito be inexpedient, I move to 


, Which the Senate ado 
i as there was no time 


‘stop debate; but it seems that 


bill may be suitably al 


; time to time, for sneh 


ʻi the bill provides 


‘it would be m 
; prices for the 


| not know it. 


The 


And be it further enacted, That a committee of three 
members of the Senate and three members of the House of 
Representatives shall be appointed by the Senate and 
Speaker of the Louse, to be called the Joint Committee on 
the Public Printing, &c. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and, 
on a division, it was rejected. 


Mr. MILLER. I will again call the attention 
of the Senate to the latter part of the same section. 
It provides that “all motions to print extra copies 
‘of any bill, report, or ‘other public document, 
‘shall be referred to the members of the Commit- 
‘tee on Printing, from the House in which the 
‘same may be made.” 

If this should become law, then the Senate will 
have no control whatever over these documents. 
Every motion for printing extra copies of any bill 
of necessity, go to the Committee 
Heretofore, the Senate have always 
had the controf of that matter. Asa general rule, 
is, perhaps, correct that all such motions should 


i go to the committee, but it may happen, and fre- 
quently does happen, that we desire to act on the 
documents brought before us, immediately, and 


require that they should be printed immediately, 
I wish, therefore, that the Senate would observe 
that the operation of this section of the bill is to 
take away from the Senate that power which it 
has always retained, of ordering the printing of 
to hand it 


. over to A committee which is not under the con- 


trol of the Senate. As this change appears to me 
strike out that part 
of the section which I have read. 

Mr. BAYARD, I barely want to state that in 
introducing the amendment which | offered, and 
pted, I was willing, inasmuch 

to debate the provisions of 
the bill, and as I objected to its general provisions, 
if it were to be a permanent system, to agree to 
it us a temporary measure. My object was to 
there is an inclina- 
tion, which seems to be pretty general, to defeat 
the bill by offering amendments. Under these 
circumstances, and judging of this from the course 


=! which has been taken, È shall avail myself of the 


privilege of voting against my own amendment, 
when it comes up in the Senate, trusting that the 
tered next session. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was rejected. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senate will notice in the 
eighth section of the bill a provision, that ** the 
following rates of compensation shall be paid from 
printing as may be ordered 
and then, in the eleventh section, 

“that the same prices shali be 
paid jor printing for the Executive Departments 
that are paid for printing for Congress.” Now, 
the honorable Senator from Maine [Mr. Hamn] 
said that, although the prices stipulated in the bill 
for the Congressional printing might be right, yet 
anifestly wrong to give the same 
printing of the Departments; that 
hey could afford to execute the Department print- 


by Congress;” 


l ing for less than half the amount which is here 


allowed for the Congressional printing. If that 
be so, the matter certainly ought to be corrected. 
I move, therefore, in the eleventh section to strike 
out the following words: 


“ Shall be paid for printing for the Exeentive Departments 
7”? 


that are paid for printing for Congress. 

‘Phe effect of this amendment is simply to with- 
draw the prices which are allowed by this bill for 
Congressional printing, from being applied to the 
printing of the Departments. The section can 
afterwards be amended in such manner as to make 
it read right, f 

Mr. DOUGLAS. As the Department printing 
has been referred to again, I will make a remark 
in explanation of a remark which I made to the 
Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. MaxGum.] I 
made my statement in regard to the Department 
printing not being in accordance with the contract 


; on such statements, as I have heard, and on gen- 


eral rumor. l may have been mistaken; but I do 
T do not wish to be understood as 


affirming it to be correct. I stated what I believed 


to be true, although it has since been contradicted. 


T leave the statement to go under the general ru- 
mor, without any indorsement from me. 
The motion to strike out was not agreed to. 
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Mr. DAWSON. I was about to call for the 
yeas and nays on that last question. AsTamup, 
{ will make an inquiry for my own information. 
lt was stated by the Senator from Maine, (Mr. 
Flamuin,] that the printing of the Departments 
could be done for one half the cost of the printing 
for Congress. That declaration having been made 
by a friend of the bill 

Several Senators. Oh, no, no. Heis no friend 
of the bill. 

Mr. DAWSON. Well, he is by no means 
desirous of preventing the object of the bill from 
being carried into execution. The matter will 
create an impression on the public mind that we 
are intending to impose on the country. Itisnow 
announced publicly to the country, by a Senator 
who is fully informed upon the subject, who is 
chairman of the Committee on Printing, that we 
are to pay double the amount which we would 
otherwise have to pay, and double the amount for 
this printing which Government has usually paid. 
I do not know that thisis actually so. My atten- 
tion has been called to it; theimpression has been 
made upon my mind, and it will be made upon 
the mind of the country. The interrogatory will 
be propounded, ‘* Why is this done?” Is it to 
make an appropriation of the public money to a 
printer who is to be elected without any con- 
sideration for such money? If that be so—and 
it has been so announced, and has not been con- 
troverted or denied—will it not be a strange fact 
to present to our constituents ? 

Several Sewarors. No, no! 

Mr. DAWSON. Gentlemen may say “‘No;” 
but I say, “ Yes; and I have come to that con- 

_ clusion, not from any disposition to embarrass the 
bill, for in that respect I have not opened my 
mouth. I wanted to know whether the fact is as 
I have stated, or if any friend of the measure 
will deny the assertion. If there be any such, let 
him tise, and give his reasons for stating that it is 
not trae. I desire to vote understandingly upon 
the subject, for I am not going voluntarily to give | 
a vote which may take money out of the Treas- 
ury, without any adequate consideration for the 
same. I do not say that this is so; but the decla- 
ration was made by the Senator from Maine, and 
it has not been controverted. 

Mr. RUSK. T know that every question which 
comes up at this time—near as we are to the 
month of November—will be something like the 
Indian’s barrel of whisky. I was present on one 
occasion at an Indian “ talk,’? when a man drove 
up with a barrel of whisky; an old indian who 
was sitting by, fixed his eye on the barrel, and 
alter looking earnestly for some time, asked me if 
{knew what was in that barrel. [said it was 
whisky, I presumed. No, said he; there are 
about a thousand songs and fifty fights in that 
barrel. I do not believe that any proposition can 
be brought here about this time, which will not 
contain a vast number of political speeches, and a 
large amount of party and presidential capital. 

I know very littleabout printing. I was placed 
on the Committee on Printing by the Senate, and 
what little knowledge I have has been acquired 
amidst many other pressing duties, When I 
went upon the committee, E was anxious that a 
tariff of prices should be fixed. I wished that that 
point should be settled, so that there might be no 
mistake, and that every one might have an oppor- | 
tunity of seeing what was done, and what was 
paid for it. I did not care how many stump 
speeches were made, or how much political capital 
was manufactured on the subject. I desired the | 
printing should be promptly done, and I was will- | 
ing that a fair, liberal, and remunerative price 
should be paid for it. I knew that it was all-im- 
portant that the printing should be done well, and 
should be done promptly; and I knew that the | 
public printer frequently stands by, and has noth- 
ing to do for weeks, and that, suddenly, a large į 
quantity of work is forced upon his hands, to be} 
executed before the next morning. I knew, also, 


that public printing was no ordinary system of | 


printing, and that the person who took the con- | 
tract was exposed to much trouble, and heavy | 
expense—he must have hands whether he had | 
work or not. : i 


My object, then, was to ascertain what would ji 
be a reasonable and remunerative price, and to || 


pay that price. [had no wish that the Govern- | 
ment of the United States should employ men to | 
do its work at a ruinous loss, for I have always 


been of opinion that the “laborer is worthy of 
his hire.” A few days after I went on the com- 
mittee we fixed on the tariff of prices that was to 
be paid on the contract entered into with Gideon 
& Co., and Donelson & Armstrong, and about 
which so much has been said. We sent for sev- 
eral persons, disinterested printers—for, as I have 
said, I knew nothing about printing myself—and 
we made an attempt to fix fair and remunerative 
prices. We did so. Subsequently, the whole 
matter was brought up in the House of Represent- 
atives. I had nothing to do with that; but a 
special committee was appointed by the House of 
Representatives, and at the head of that com- 
mittee was an honorable gentleman from Ken- 
tucky, a man of great intelligence, above the sus- 
picion of being influenced by party considerations. 


Being a member of the Senate Committee, 1 was | 


invited to be present when they attempted to frame 
a bill. í accepted the invitation, and went, and 
listened to the discussions. I found several high- 
ly-intelligent gentlemen there, Whigs and Dem- 
ocrats, men of high character and great intelli- 
gence. ‘I think the majority were Whigs. There 
were also several Whig and Democratic printers 
present, perhaps half a dozen in all. Every item 
was taken up and discussed, and, after a good 
deal of consultation, rates were fixed upon, which 
were regarded as being perfecily fair and reason- 
able. 

It is now said that this bill is introduced for the 
purpose of making the fortune of some especial 
favorite. I am not a participator in any such pro- 
ject. I never intend to give votes with such an 
object in view, and never shall give such votes. I 
belong to the Democratic party, and shall always 
give to the members of that party such patronage 
as I have in my power fairly and justly to give, 
but will never give anything which I may regard 
as unjust. I have described the manner in which 
the tariff of prices was formed; and, from what [ 
saw, I was induced to believe that it was reason- 
able. It was framed in accordance with the best 
information that could be obtained; and in sup- 
porting it now, I do not conceive that I am open 
to the charge of voting a fortune into any man’s 
hand. At the time those prices were agreed on, 
no one supposed that it would produce a fortune 
to any one; all Whigs and Democrats viewed it as 
a fair and reasonable compensation for the work to 
be done. But I am aware that the exact amount 
to be paid is immaterial to the views of some per- 
sons, and I am aware that if that amount was in- 
creased twenty-five or fifty per cent. there would 
be no more political capital made out of it than 
there will be now. AH this outery, I think, will 


i die off after November next. 


Mr. PRATT. I do not think that the anecdote 
of the barrel of whisky, told by the Senator from 
Texas, is entirely applicable to my amendment. 

Mr. RUSK. I was speaking to the bill, not to 
the amendment offered by the honorable Senator, 


{Mr. Prarr,] which had been acted upon by the |j 


Senate. 
The PRESIDENT. Thatamendmenthas been 


| decided in the negative. 


Mr. PRATT. Then I do not understand what 
we are discussing. I thought the question on the 
amendment offered by me was still pending. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
general provisions of the bill. 

Mr. RUSK. Allow meto say that I spoke in 
reply to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Dawson.]} 
I made no reference to the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Maryland, (Mr. Prart,] for 
that was decided. 


Mr. PRATT. TLunderstood that the yeas and 


| nays were called for on that question. 


The PRESIDENT. Not until after the Chair 
had announced the decision. 

Mr. DAWSON. I rose to call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The PRESIDENT. Yes; but not until after 
the vote was declared. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I merely wish to mention 
one fact, in addition to what has been said by the 
Senator from Texas: After the tariff was framed 


by the committee, composed of Whigs and Dem- | 


cerats, and sanctioned by the House of Repre- 
sentatives, on the motion of a Democratic member 
of the House of Representatives, twenty-five per 
cent. was deducted from the prices agreed upon 
by the committee for the greater part of the work. 


i So that the bill has actually come to us with a 


reduction of twenty-five per cent. on the prices 
agreed on by the committee of the two Houses. 
In view of this fact, I think it will appear that we 
have ample security that the prices proposed in 
the bill are not too much for the work, 

Mr. SMITH. I wish to inquire from my 
friend from Texas, whose fairness in regard to 
this matter l never doubted in the least, whether 
he understood that, when the committee had gen- 
tlemen before them for the purpose of making an 
inquiry into the prices of composition, press-work, 
and so forth, the committee had this specific bill 
under consideration? 

Mr. RUSK. Bynomeans. I said that we had 
fixed on a tariff to apply to the temporary con- 
tract which was made with Messrs. Gideon & 
Co., and with Messrs. Donelson & Armstrong; 
and I said that we had some practical printers 
there, who agreed about the prices that should 
be paid on thatcontract. I think that the Com- 
mittee on Printing had nothing to do with this bill, 
except that two of the members were present at 
the meeting of the special committee, to which I 
have referred. i 

Mr. SMITH. I wish to inquire whether the 
Senator from Texas has compared all the items of 
the contract that was made with Gideon & Co. 
and Donelson & Armstrong? 

Mr. RUSK. No, I have not. 

Mr. SMITH. Nor have I. Lhavenot had the 
opportunity to do so; and thus, it appears to me, 
that we are legislating entirely in the dark. No- 
body knows what the prices of this bill are; and 
if it passes, I am perfectly certain—admitting 
that it is not the intention of the honorable Sena- 
tor to confer exorbitant profits on any one—that 
it will put an enormous fortune into the hands of 
the printer, the very first Congress that it goes 
into effect. I deeply regret that the chairman of 
the Committee on Printing [Mr. Hamun] is not 
present; he is more conversant with these details 
than I am, and would be much more able to point 
out to the Senate the probabie results of the meas- 
ure. He totally objected to give to Donelson & 
Armstrong and Gideon & Co. the prices which 
the committee agreed to give. He considered that 
it was exorbitant—altogether too much. ,Why, 
sir, during the first Congress that such prices were 
given for the whole work, it would reatize to any 
man a fortune of $100,000, and the system would 
break itself down by the weight of its own corrup- 
tion. 

I do not wish to obtrude myself unreasonably 
upon the Senate on this subject. I had a series 
of amendments which I contemplated to propose 
to this bill, with the view of changing its charac- 
ter in several essential particulars; but I see clearly 
that a majority of the Senate are determined to 
take the bill anyhow, and therefore I will not un- 
necessarily consume the public time by proposing 


! amendments here which I know will be unavail- 


ing. Still I desire to say, in all candor, that 1 re- 
gard thisas an improvement upon the old system— 
I mean the system which existed prior to the con- 


i tract system. The separation of the supply of 


paper from the composition and press-work is a 
very great improvement, and I am inclined to 
think that the appointment of a Superintendent is 
a great improvement. There is much in the bill 
that I really approve; and if we only had time for 
its consideration, which we might have taken since 
last December, we might have had a well-matured 
system of printing now in operation. But, sir, 
I'see no necessity for passing this bill during the 
present session; and if the honorable Senator will 
consent to let it lie over until the next session, I 
will undertake to satisfy him that it is wrong in 
many essential particulars. 

There are features in the bill, which I admit, 
are a decided improvement. I admit that, as we 
manage the contract system now, it has proved a 
failure; and, I will admit further, that the existing 
state of things is absolutely intolerable. Butthere 


| are some features in this bill which ! regard as 


downright enormities. When I use that word I 
do not impeach the motives of any honorable Sen- 
ator. But here is the departmental printing let 
out to the lowest bidder, and is done satisfactorily 
to the head of every Department; and I give no- 
tice that I will insert in my published remarks the 
letters which I have from all the heads of Depart- 
ments, or I will have them brought in here and 
read. Here is a system in operation, which is an 
admirable system, a system free from every impu- 
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tation of corruption, a system in the highest de- 
gree economical, a system which is satisfactory 
to the Government—and why is not that system 
permitted to remain as it is? I shall take the 
sense of the Senate on this point. If I had a fa- 
vorable opportunity, and there were time, as there 
is not, I would endeavor to shape the bill in con- 
formity with what I think it should be, entertain- 
ing as I do opinions in substantial coincidence 
with the chairman of the Committee on Printing, 
{Mr. Hamurn.] Isay that if I were encouraged 
to make the effort, I would propose a series of 
amendments, and I would explain precisely the 
grounds on which I would put the subject. 

But, as I have already said to the Senate, it is 
not my practice to make efforts which I know be- 
forehand will be useless. I will therefore content 
myself with asking the yeas and nays on the 
question, whether the majority will really insist 
on breaking up the contract system, when it is 
not desired by the Departments, when it is eco- 
nomical and satisfactory to everybody who has 
anything to do with the subject.” I will content 
myself with the yeas and nays, and if the Senate 
choose to lay hands on the whole, why then, with 
the whole, they will take the responsibility. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I regret that Iam compelled 
to consume a moment of the time of the Senate; 
but the remarks of the Senator from Connecticut 
call for a reply from me. They would convey 
the impression abroad, that some of the members 
of this body are prepared to vote for the bill 
blindly, and without any consideration as to the 
amount that it would be necessary to pay out of 
the public Treasury for the work. Now, I give 
notice to that Senator that I do not give my votes 
here in that manner, and I will tell him that be- 
fore I determined whether I should vote for this 
bill, ] made inquiries relative to the scale of prices 
contained in it, of a gentleman who may be con- 
sidered an authority on such subjects, and whose 
name I will give to the honorable Senator—it is 
Mr. J. C. Rives. He informed me that the bill, 
taking it as a whole, was a fair bill, and that the 
prices were not too high. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave here an amendment which 
I offer as a substitute to the bill, striking out all 
after the enacting clause. I ask that it may be 
read by the Secretary. 

It was accordingly read, as follows: 


That there shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, a Superintend- 
ent of the Public Printing, who shall be a practical printer, 
of education and experience in the business of printing, the 
term of whose office shall be four years, unless sooner re- 
moved by the President, or by jointresolntion of the Senate 
and House of Representatives; who shall receive an an- 
nual compensation for his services, of $2,500, and give bond 
to the United States in the sum of $10,000, with sufficient 
sureties, to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior, for 
the faithful performance of the duties of his office. 

Seo. 2. Anl be it further enacted, That the said Superin- 
tendent shall take charge of and be responsible for all ori- 
ginal or other matter directed by the proper authority to be 
printed, and cause the same to be promptly executed, as 
required, and shall return it in good order to the officer 
from whom it was received, as may be required by such offi- 
cer; and purehase for the United States, as the same may 
be reguired, at the usual and at reasonable prices, such 
presses, type, and otber printing materials as may be neces- 
sary for the execution of all the printing required at the seat 
of Government, by, or for the use of, either of the Exeen- 
tive Departments of the Government, or by either or both 
Houses of Congress; to employ, at the usual and proper 
wages, such foremen, compositors, pressmen, proof-readers, 
and other persons, as he shall deem indispensably neces- 
sary for the accurate, speedy, economical, and faithful exe- 
cution of the public printing, and to discharge either of them 
for incompetency or other sufficient cause, to be stated by 
him on the records of the office ; to purchase by contract, 
after due notice for sealed proposals, of the lowest and best 
bidder, and aceording to the quality of the samples to be 
exhibited by him, all such paper as may be necessary for 
said printing; and to render an account annually to each 
House of Congress, (or oftener if réquired by cither House,) 
of all of his expenditures for the purposes aforesaid. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall also be 
the duty of the said Superintendent to pay, on the first day 
of every month, all bills for the purchase of materials for 
the use of the said office; and all wages duc to the persons 
employed in and about said establishment, for their labor 
during the preceding week; and for that purpose he shall be 
authorized to draw, monthly, from the Treasury of the Uni- 
ted States, all such sums of money as may be required there- 
for, to be ascertained by a statement therenf to be made by 
him, and presented to and approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior; and on sueh approval he shalt be authorized to 
receive the said sums from the Treasury. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said Super- 
intendent shall appoint a practical bookbinder, possessing a 
thorough knowledge of the business, who shall receive 
$1,000 a year for his services. And the said bookbinder 
may, with the approbation of the Superintendent, employ 
such bookbinders and other persons as may be indispensa- 
bly necessary to a neat, prompt, and economical execution 


of the folding, stitching, and binding, that may be directed j 
by law, or by the order of either House of Congress, or be 
necessary to secure together the several sheets of which a 
deument may consist; the wages of such bookbinders and 
other persons to be regulated by those paid for similar ser- 


vices in other binderies in the United States, and be paid by |! 


the said Superintendent; and the said Superintendent shail 
have the power to discharge the said binders and other per- 
sons whenever the public interest shall require, and he shall 
purchase all the materials required for said binding in the 
same manner as is hereinbefore directed for the purchase of `! 
paper. 3 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all printing di- | 
rected by law, or by either of the executive departments of i 
the General Government in -pursuance of jaw, or such as 
may be necessary to the execution of law, and all other 
printing directed by the Senate or House of Representatives, 
or both, and all folding, stitching, and binding required for 
the same or directed by Jaw, shall be executed at the said | 
public printing office, and in the mannér required; but ni 
private printing or binding of any description whatsoever, | 
or for any person or persons whomsoever, shall be received | 
at or executed in said office; and any infraction of this pro- į 
hibition, by any person belonging to either of said offices, 
shall be deemed and. acted upon as a good cause for the 
removal of such person, so offending, from public employ- 
ment. 

Seo. 6. And be it further enacted, That for the regulation 
and government of the persons, business, expenditures, 
and every other object or matter connected with the said 
public printing office, rules shall be prepared by the said 
Superintendent, the Secretary of the Senate, and Clerk of 
the House of Representatives, which, when confirmed and 
approved by the Committees on Printing of both Houses 
of Congress, shall be binding, aud shall be observed and 
enforced by the said Superintendent. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the resolution 
entitled “ Joint resolution directing the manner of procuring 
the printing for the two Houses of Congress,” approved 
August 3d, 1846, shall be, and the same is hereby rescinded. | 


Mr. HALE. This amendment, it will be per- 
ceived by those who have taken the trouble to 
listen to it, proposes the establishment of a Gov- 
ernment printing office. In all essential improve- 
ments it goes as far as the other bill does; only it | 
does not provide for two or three middle men be- 
tween the Superintendent and the printers who | 
are to receive the profits. It authorizes the Super- 
intendent to employ printers to do the work; it 
makes the printing to be done under a bureau of 
the Government. In other words, itis to have the | 
printing done in such a way that nobody loses on | 
it. The wages are to be paid to those who do the į 
work. Isubmit the proposition to the Senate, | 
and ask the yeas and nays upon it. 

Now permit me to say a single word in regard 
to the provisions of the other bill, for which this 
is a substitute. I suppose it is not worth while 
for us to affect to be a great deal purer than we || 
are, and we might as well look at the matter as it 
exists, as to pretend to mystify it. What, then, 
is the fact? There are published in this city a 
certain number of daily papers, and | believe that 
of ali the papers published in the city there is but || 
one that has brains enough to live upon its own | 
resources. 

A SENATOR. 


Which is that? | 

Mr. HALE. It is one that is not knocking at 
the door of Congress for Treasury pap. But, 
sir, there has been one paper which was made the 
special organ of the great interests of a great por- 
tion of the country, and yet it could not live. It 
died; and the others are suffering under the same j 
complaint—a sort of collapse of the stomach; and 
unless something be done for their relief, they 
must follow the fate of their illustrious predecessor. 
It had no brains, and therefore it could not think; | 
it had no heart, and therefore it could not feel; it 


had no cash, and therefore it could not live. || 


[Laughter.] With this complication of disorders i 
it has gone the way of all the earth, and has left ; 
a mournful valedictory behind it. Well, Mr. | 
President, there is danger that this complaint is | 
contagious, and unless something is done for the : 


relief of the other papers they will be apt to go | 


the same way. This bill is intended to subserve 


| 
great public interests—no doubt that is the object, |! fol 
| inflicting an admonition on any one, but shall con- 


the highest motives of patriotism which impels 
them to pursue the course they are taking—but 
we cannot help looking a little at the incidental 
consequences which follow their patriotic action. 
I take it, sir, that without any impeachment of | 
the patriotism of those gentlemen who urge the | 
adoption of this bill, we may take a glance at ! 
some of the incidental consequences that may re- | 
sult from it. I believe that is unquestionably in- | 
tended for the relief of some of those newspaper 
establishments in this city, which cannot live 
without aid. They cannot doit, Mr. President. 
The experiment has been repeatedly tried here 
both by Whigs and Democrats, and it has always 
failed. There is something unhealthy in the air 


of this District for these party organs. They can- 


i not live without such aid as this bill is intended to 


confer. And when that is the fact, when we all 
know it, what is the use of pretending ignorance 
of what is obvious to all? For my part, I think 
that newspapers should live here as they do every- 
where else. If they can commend themselves by 
their own resources, their talents, and their in- 


į genuity and enterprise, to the community, so as 


to be supported, itis an evidence that they are 
worthy of support, and do not need our assistance. 
It is only those sickly, rickety things which are 
not worth raising that come and ask for aid, sim- 
ply because they are unable to support them- 
selves. For this reason I propose that we do our 
own printing, and that we appoint a Superintend- 
ent, who will know when the printing is done 
well, and who will be able to act without the in- 
tervention of two or three contractors. What 
necessity is there for these contractors? Suppose 
you pass this bill, and it becomes law, a Super- 
intendent will be appointed; if my amendment 
passes a Superintendent will also be appointed. 
If this bill passes, you will pay him a salary of 
$2,500 a year; my amendment proposes exactly 
the same thing. What, then, is the difference? 
Simply this: My amendment will cause every 
cent that is paid out of the public Treasury to 
go directly into the hands of those who do the 
work; but pass the bill for which this is a substi- 
tute, and you will havea person elected for Su- 
perintendent. You will have printers elected who 
probably know as much about printing as of any- 
thing else which they do not understand, and 
they will stand between the Superintendent and 
the workmen, for the purpose of receiving the 
profits. What necessity is there for these con- 
tractors? If profits are to be made, let them go to 
those who have the labor to perform. But it seems 
to be very much the habit of thinking with some 
gentlemen who are in favor of this bill,to suppose 
that it is impossible to execute any labor without 
the intervention of an overseer, Ido not see the 
necessity of it myself. Suppose that the printers 
who do this work are competent, and that the 
Superintendent is competent, and able to take 
charge of the establishment, what use is there for 
these gentlemen contractors to come and stand 
between him and the men who do the work? 
There may be some object to gain, some purpose 
to serve, but Iam very much afraid that it does 
not now meet the public eye. If we are merely 
desirous of getting the publie printing done prop- 
erly, let us adopt this amendment, and then we 
can appoint our own officers; and if they do not 
perform their work properly, we can grumble to 
our heart’s content, and replace them by those 
who will. 

We have tried the contract system, and it 
failed—that is conceded. We have tried the plan 
of electing a public printer, and it failed—that is 
conceded. Let us now, then, take the thing into 
our own hands altogether; appoint our own Su- 
perintendent; hire our own workmen; buy our 
own paper and presses; and in that way we ean 
ido the work to our own satisfaction, and as 
| cheaply as by any other mode. The only real 
and substantial difference between the plan pro- 
posed by the bill, and the plan proposed by my 
amendment, will be that, by the latter, there will 
be no middle man, no daysman, to come in be- 
tween the Government and the laboring men. For 


i| these reasons, I think the amendment is prefer- 
1 


able. 

I beg pardon for having occupied so much of 
the time of the Senate; but I have not spoken be- 
fore on this subject; I have listened in silence to 
the admonitions which Senators have given each 
other. I will not follow the example set me, by 


tent myself by asking the yeas and nays on my 
motion. 

Mr. WELLER. There are many of us here 
who are satisfied that the contract system, after 
an experiment, has most signally failed. Weare 
desirous, therefore, of resorting to the old plan of 
electing a public printer, who shall be responsible 
to Congress for the manner in which he discharges 
his official duties. Being satisfied of that, the 
first question which naturally presents itself is, 
what compensation shall be allowed to this public 
printer? Now, Senators who have no knowledge 
whatever upon the subject of printing, would very 
naturally inquire with regard to it of those whose 
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vocation it was to understand that business. I 
say that it was very natural that those who are 
intrusted with the examination of this question 
should have called to their aid. the information 
which had been acquired and could be furnished 
by practical printers. It has been disclosed to the 
Senate that the joint committee, which was se- 
lected upon this subject, have brought before them 
practical printers, and from the statemeni of these 
printers they have fixed upon a certain tariff- of 
prices to be paid for the public printing. . Now I 
ask, is there. anything unjust or unfair in this? 
Was there any other way by which the commit- 
tee could put themselves in possession of the in- 


formation necessary to enable them to decide this | 


question? We have the statement of these Sena- 
tors that this course has been adopted. 

I profess to be actuated by no other considera- 
tion than a desire to have the public printing faith- 
fully and fairly executed. I say, therefore, that 
the-Senator from New Hampshire had no right to 
impugn the motives of Senators here, in advocating 
this bill. He had no right to say, or to insinuate 
that we, upon this side of the Chamber, were de- 
sirous of bolstering vp a party press in the city 
of Washington. Senators who act from pure mo- 
tives themselves, are not apt to impute improper 
motives to others. Whether the Abolition organ 
monopolizes all the brains of the editorial fra- 
ternity in Washington, is not, perhaps, material in 
the adjustment of this question. But I desire to 
say that the Senator from New Hampshire has no 
right to intimate that we, on this side of the Cham- 
ber, have a desire to bolster up a party press in 
the city of Washington. We claim to be actuated 
by high and honorable motives. We claim to be 
satisfied that the contract system has utterly failed, 
and that some other course must be adopted in 
order to secure the proper execution of the public 
printing. We claim to be willing to give to that 
public printer, whoever he may be, a just and fair 
compensation for that duty. Therefore, I say, it 
did not become the Senator from New Hampshire 
to impute improper motives to gentlemen upon 
this side, to intimate that, because one of the polit- 
ical organs in this city has been extinguished, 
therefore it was possible another party press 
might be in the same position, and that it was our 
desire to do—what? To seize upon the public 
treasure to build up a party press. Does the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire believe it? Does he 
believe that there are Senators on this side of the 
Chamber who are so strongly actuated by party 
considerations that they would seize upon the pub- 
lic treasure'to prevent a political paper from going 
out of existence? If he does believe it, he ought to 
have the manliness to avow it and not to insinuate. 
Sir, I am for fair play, and for fair dealing; and if 
I attempt to assail the motives of a man, I will say 
so to his face, openly. J will not insinuate that 
he is trying to steal the public money for improper 
purposes. 

I have felt myself called upon to say this much 
in reply to the insinuations that have been made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. I believe 
he has been the first one who has intimated that 
we were actuated by improper motives, or by a 
desire to sustain a party press at the expense of 
the public Treasury. 1 have nothing further to 
say. 

Nir. HALE. Mr. President, I believe that in 
the little time I have been in the Senate, I have 
not been accused of concealing what 1 had to say; 
and I can tell the honorable Senator from Califor- 
nia, that I shall not begin at this late day. I did 
not say what he put into my mouth, nor anything 
like it. 

The PRESIDENT. 
would have been called to order. 


Mr. HALE. Then you and I agree, Mr. Pres- | 
ident, however it may be with the Senator from | 


California. I did not say it, nor did | iasinuate 
it; and I can only say, that if the Senator gotany 
such idea, he got it froma place inside his own 
waistcoat, and not from anything I said. Sir, I 
am a little surprised at the manner of the Senator 
from California, I was not surprised at the ex- 
treme intonations—I donot know their names— 


of his musical tones, the high and the low; but 1 |! 


can tell the honorable Senator that the views 
which I advanced, I entertain. If Lam obnoxious 
to anything which he has said, it may be found in 
the fact that I do not bring out, in quite so bold 
relief as I might have done, the plain, naked truth, 


U the Senator had, he |: 


|! which everybody else admits except the Senator 
| from California. 
fornia, or anybody else upon this floor, deem it 
| impeachment of hisintegrity to haveit said that 


i: fornia spoke, that whilst he was here as a mem- 
ber of the Senate, he would give to the press he 
was associated with any patronage that fairly came 
within his disposition. 

Mr. WELLER. So would I. 

Mr. HALE. Well, that is going a great way 
further than I intimated gentlemen might go. 
And when the honorable Senator from Texas had 
avowed it so plainly, surely there was no neces- 


cause I am astonished at the exhibition the Sen- 


| those Senators were honorable and patriotic. 
Does the Senator take that as ironical? Does he 


men’s motives are honorableand patriotic? That 
| was just exactly what I did say. And then I 


it was well enough not to pretend to shut our eyes 
to the incidents which follow in the train of pa- 
triotism. 


promise of the life that now is, and of that which 
is to come;” and it was never supposed to be an 


openly, and too boldly—I have felt it in my own 


upon anybody else. I have sat here for five years 
past and breasted the storm of vituperation and 
impeachment of my motives almost every time 


other effect, it has impressed upon my heart a 
lesson which I shall never forget, and from which 
I shall never depart, and that is, not to impeach 
the motives of others. I have never done so, sir. 
In fact, my fault has been that I have gone so far 
the other way in attributing honorable motives to 
| Senators that they have thought the exuberance of 
| my compliments was an impeachment of my sin- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


anything. 


Senator from California must have misunderstood 
me. He misunderstood me when he undertook 
to impeach my motives. If he did not misunder- 
; stand me then, he will find that he misunderstands 
i me now, if he thinks that { am to be, by any can- 
sideration, deterred from the expression of my 
honest convictions. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to inquire why 
‘has the contract system failed, if it be a failure? 
| Why are we to monopolize this business of print- 
| ing, and give it to whom we please, excluding all 
competition? If you trace it, I apprehend it will 


| had the firmness to rein peopleup, and make them 
‘abide by the contracts into which they have en- 
tered. Now, sir, while the contract system upon 
advertisement has been carried ont with regard to 
i all the other business of the country, is it not de- 
|; rogatory to ourselves to proclaim that we cannot 
| have that system succeed here which succeeds 
everywhere else? If it is to be abandoned, | am 
, for the plan suggested by the Senator from New 
); Hampshire. 
£ Allow me here to say that E have been suffi- 
i 


ciently leng in this and the other branch of Con- 


tion of the Senate to a few considerations. Sup- 
pose you adopt this change, and go back to the 
old plan, which was in vogue when I came here, 
: of electing your public printer, will it follow that 
Í the favorite of a party will always succeed? Not 
‘unless by party drill and caucus machinery you 
i can concentrate the votes beforehand upon that 
avorite; for there will be division; there will be 
i cliques; there will be counter interests; and by 
ii dividing, you will have these things in party ma- 
f chinery, which will be inimical to the best interests 
i of the party. It will be madeon aground by which 


Would the Senator from Cali- i: 

N; 
| fe. 
| was desirous of building up the party press with | 
i which he was associated? Why, sir, the honor- `: 


able Senator from Texas openly avowed, buta few ` 
| minutes before the honorable Senator from Cali- |. 


sity for me to insinuate as a fact that which had | 
been boldly proclaimed as a principle of action. |! 
I simply said this, and I want to repeat it, be- |: 


ator from California has made, that the motives of ; 
think that it is an insinuation to say that gentle- | 


said, their motives being honorable and patriotic, : 


Was there anything wrong in that? ji 
Sir, we have the declaration of inspiration that ' 
« Godliness is profitable unto all things, having | 


impeachment of the Apostle’s piety that he made | 
the discovery. No, sir, I have had my own mo- | 
tives impeached, too often, and too long, and too | 


experience too much and too keenly—to retort | 


that I opened my mouth; and if it has had no į 


Now, sir, 1 say, once for all, that I think the | 
; be found it is just because we ourselves have not j| 


gress, to see the operation of this system in all; 
its various phases, and I wish to call the atten- | 


: you will endeavor to keep up party, and party in- 


: teresta. My word for it, the desire for the spoils 
and the accumulation of wealth, are sufficient mo- 
tives to appeal to everything of that sort. Is it 
prudent—is it proper, to lay a foundation by which 
such struggles can be introduced into party, or 
among the members of Congress? I am opposed 
toit. Iam opposed to it, because these are prin- 
‘ ciples which often operate upon the human heart, 
‘and I could give you instances where I believe 
_ they have operated, but I will not do it, because 
‘it might excite feelings unpleasant to myself and 
| others; but everybody can see, from the mere state- 
ment of facts, how this thing will operate. Is there 
ny party advantage in it? 1 do not believe there 
s. I look at some of the publicationsin the party 
press of the day, both in regard to General Scott 
and General Pierce, with the utmost abhorence. 

The PRESIDENT. That is not the subject 
under consideration. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not intend to make 
a party question of it; but the view I am present- 
ing has a direct bearing upon this case. An ar- 
gument has been suggested here, that this is a 
party maneuver for the purpose of getting party 
i; advantage. I wanted to state my candid convic- 
! tion that no party advantage can be obtained in 
this way, by patronizing a party press at the ex- 
pense of other presses, and thereby to show that 
an argument based upon considerations of that 
sort ought not to prevail, to influence Senators to 
vote for this bill. : 

A suggestion has been made that the minds of 
i gentlemen will be influenced to vote for this bill 
by party considerations and party advantages. 
My argument against that is, that there can be no 
such party advantage obtained; and in support of 
that argument, I say that there is no right-minded 
|| man—there is no sensible man who will look at 
the slanders against the nominees of both the Dem- 
ocratic and Whig parties, but must feel the disgust 
which I have already expressed. Instead of its 
doing any good, if the party press is to be main- 
tained for the purpose of propagating slander of 
that sort, it willdo harm to the party that employs 
such machinery. That is my candid conviction. 
It seems to me sometimes that I can almost fane 


il 


party purposes, which shall steer as near the truth 
il as possible in words, while the collocation of those 
ii words is such as to convey a lie, and thereby to 


cerity. {Laughter.] That has been my fault, if || deceive. I hope and believe the public sentiment 


i| of the country is becoming awakened to this spe- 
i cies of party tactics, and is becoming disgusted 
| withit. The party that resorts to anything of that 
; sort will fail before an intelligent community. 

| I mention these things to show that these party 
| considerations cannot, and ought not to operate 
i here as a motive for passing any such bill; and 
| that we ought, if we can, to resort to the system 
| of contract—an open field, and fair competition. 
if we cannot resort to that, then you ought to es- 
| tablish a Government press, if for no other rea- 
‘son, for the purpose of getting clear of these polit- 
; ical influences, and for the purpose of getting clear 
; of these imputations upon the motives of Senators 
and Representatives, and of escaping those in- 
i| volvementsin contests such as I have seen prevail 
before. 

The yeas and nays were ordered on Mr. 
| Hare’s amendment; and, being taken, resulted— 
i} yeas 16, nays 28; as follows: 

H YEAS—Messrs. Chase, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Fish, 
{| Foot, Hale, Jones of Tennessee, Morton, Pearce, Seward, 
| Smith, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—16. 

ij NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Borland, Bradbury, 
i: Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, Cass, Chariton, De Saussure, 
ii Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, 
i: Felch, Gwin, Houston, Jones of Iowa, King, Mallory, 


l Mason, Meriwether, Rusk, Shields, Sumner, Toucey, 
i| Walker, and Weller—28. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. CLARKE, when his name was called, 
rose and said: Upon this question, and upon this 
|| bill, | have paired off with the honorable Senator 
I from New Hampshire, (Mr. Norris,] and do not 
|! feel at liberty to vote. 

i! My. BORLAND. Ishall not tire the Senate 
|i with a speech; but the position in which I feel 
ii myself placed on this occasion, requires me to 
| say a few words to put myself, as i consider, 
‘right upon the record. I regret exceedingly to 
|| appear in seeming opposition to the political party 
Íi to which I belong, to the service of which I have 
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devoted my life, and in the success of which I 


feel as deep an interest, I apprehend, as any Sen- 
ator on this floor. 

I would vote for this bill if, in my own con- 
science, I could do so. I am very sorry that I 
cannot vote for it. I believe the principle of the 
bill is right. It is what I have advocated ever 
since I have been in the Senate. I believe I 
should not object te the individuals who will prob- 
ably—if the bill passes; and I suppose it will pass 
—be made public printers. I apprehend I should 
go with the majority of my party in that choice. 
But, sir, I object to the bill, and shall be compelled 
to vote against it, for one or two reasons, which I 
will briefly state. 

In the first place, although I think the princi- 
ple of the bill is right, yet I think its details are 
impracticable. I think its working will be mis- 
chievous instead of beneficial. I agree with those 
Senators who have said that the contract system 
has failed. I have considered ita failure from the 
beginning. That has ever been my conviction. 
I think it ought to be abandoned; it ought to be 
substituted by a system resting upon the princi- 
ple of this bill; but this bill contains within itself 
provisions which are, in my opinion, contradict- 
ory to each other and impracticable in operation. 
It lays down foundations of disputes which we 
shall never get over, if we once get into them. It 
provides for two printers, one to do the printing of 
the House, and the other to do the printing of the 
Senate. Now, if we elect two separate individ- 
uals, it will raise up a dispute with which we shall 
be troubled during the rest of the time that it is 
in operation. We shall have disputes between 
these two printers as to who shall do the bulk of 
the printing, and who shall get the profits. For 
instance, if we order the printing of a large num- 
ber of the Patent Office report, what will be the 
effect of it? f 

The bill provides that the printer to the House 
where the first order is made shall do the printing. 
It forbids payment for double composition. fi 
will then be a contest between the two Houses 
who shall order first, and who shall order most 
for the purpose of sustaining its own printer. IF 
we should order fifty thousand copies of the Patent 
Office report first, the work would be doneby our 
printer. Then suppose the House should order 
one hundred thousand copies. Double composi- 
tion cannot be paid for; the bill forbids it; and 
there will be the Honse printer ordered by the 
House to print one hundred thousand copies of 
this work which our printer will have already 
printed. 

Mr. DOWNS. I would ask the honorable 
Senator if there is not a provision in the bill that 
such a question shall be submitted to the Joint 
Committee on Printing? 

Mr. BORLAND. I know that some such pro- 
vision is made, but it leads to the very dimenlty 
which I suggested. It gives rise to disputes whic 
we will find it exceedingly troublesome to settle. 

Mr. WELLER. How did we get along when 
each House hadits own printer? 

Mr. BORLAND. I would say to the Senator 
from California, that we had a printer who under- 
took the whole work by contract, and when a 
particular document was ordered to be printed by 
the Senate, it was printed under that contract, and 
when additional numbers were ordered by the 
House, they were printed by the same individual 
as additional numbers for the reduced compensa- 
tion which the contract provided. But in this 
ease, each printer will have an equal right to do 
the work. Each will be acting under the orders 
of the respective Houses. If the printer of the 
House should be required to print one hundred 
thousand copies of the Patent Office report—as 
the order of the House I apprehend will be—he 
will not b@ allowed to charge for double composi- 
tion, or for the first execution of the work; and he 
will be required, under the terms of this bill, todo 
it at a reduced price, for which he will tel] you he 
eannot doit. Yet, having been elected printer, 
and required to do the work, he will havea legal 
obligation upon him to execute it without the abil- 
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ity to do it. He will thus be deprived of prone, 
in consideration and anticipation of which he was 
required to have a printing establishment compe- 
tent to do the work. There is a practical difficulty 
in the way. 

Then the bill fixes the prices for Executive 
printing at the same rates as Congressional print- 
ing. Any one who has a practical knowledge of 
the printing which is done for the Houses of Con- 
gress, and that which is done for the Executive 
Departments, knows very well how the printers 
regard it. He knows very well that the printing 
for Congress cannot be done for the same ratesas 
those paid for departmental printing; and here you 
will be paying a high rate for printing which can 
be done at a lower rate. If the rate you have 
agreed upon were a reduced rate, or if it were one 
no more than fair, and what you could command 
the work for in the market, then this would not 
be an objection; but the rates fixed are, in my 
opinion—and it has been formed after a somewhat 
careful examination—from twenty to twenty-five 
per cent. higher than you can go into the market 
and get the work done for. [may be wrong in 
this. I do not state it as a rule to govern the 
opinions and views of other Senators. I am sim- 
ply giving the reasons which will control me in 
casting my vote. You are providing in this bill 
to put all printing on the same footing as to com- 
pensation. You can go into the market and geta 
portion of it done for a much smaller price than 
you are giving, at the lowest rate of compensa- 
tion, and more than—if you go into the market— 
you can get the highest-priced printing done for. 

These are practical objections to the bill, which, 
to my mind, are insuperable. Then, there is an- 
other practical difficulty. You provide that a 
Superintendent of Printing shall be appointed—a 
single individual—at a salary of $2,500 a year. 
You require him to do more work than any ten 
men in the city of Washington can do, and you 
have made no provision for any assistants for him. 
You require the Superintendent to do work which 
I venture the assertion, that no ten practical men, 
or to speak within bounds, no five men here, how- 
ever intelligent, active, and skillful, can do. You 
provide a single man to do that much work. That 
objection could be remedied by authorizing the 
Superintendent to employ assistants, and give him 
the means of paying them; but there is no such 
provision in the bill. 

I stated before that I was in favor of the prin- 
ciple of the bill; but I say this bill is so defective 
in its provisions that you cannot execute it. It 
requires impossible things. ‘The amount of com- 
pensation which it provides is put where it is not 
needed, and it is omitted where it is absolutely 
necessary to carry out the provisions of the bill. 
High prices are put on that portion of the work 
which can be done for from twenty to twenty-five 
per cent. less than you provide. . 

There is another objection in my mind, though 
I admit it isa minor one. You give the control 
of all this Congressional printing—printing which 
we now keep within our own authority and con- 
trol—to the Executive, without any voice on the 
part of the Senate to say ayeorno. You provide 
for the appointment of a Superintendent of Print- 
ing, who shall have charge of this whole work, 
involving, as } believe, under the principles pro- 
posed in this bill, an expenditure of from a million 
to amillion and a half of dollars a year. The Su- 
perintendent, who is to expend it, is to be whoily 
irresponsible to us, and to be appointed by the Ex- 
ecutive, without any voice on the part of the Sen- 
ate. Now, the Constitution gives to the President 
the power to fillby appointment the offices which 
we may establish by law. We may require that 
the nomination of an individual to an office may 
be sent to us for confirmation; but here it is left 
entirely to the Executive, wholly irresponsible to 
us. Yet the expenditure, as I believe, of more 
than $1,000,000 a year is to be intrusted to the 
hands of an Executive appointee, who is to be 


wholly irresponsible to us, and beyond our con- | 


trol. To this I am opposed. a 
There are many other minor objections to the 
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bill which T could point out; but, having. stated 
those which are controlling so far.as my own vote 
is concerned, I shall not trouble the Senate with 
going any further into the subject. I make no 
factious opposition to the bill, but I venture to 
predict now that if it be passed in its present form, 
those who vote for it will hereafter, in bitterness, 
regret it, not only because it will be disastrous in 
its effects upon the public work, but it will be dis- 
astrous upon the political party who stamp it with 
their sanction and approbation. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, 
and the question was on concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole, to in- 
sert at the end of the twelfth section: 

“ Provided, That the preceding sections of this act shall 


continue in force until the fourth day of March, 1853, and 
no longer. ”? : 


Mr. WELLER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. BORLAND. If this amendment of the 
Senator from Delaware, which was adopted by 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and pro- 
posed by him for considerations which were con- 
trolling at the time, be adopted now, I admit that 
much of what I considered as disasters to result 
from this bill will be avoided, and we shall guard 
against many mischiefs which I think wiil result 
from the bill in its present form. If this amend- 
ment, however, should be rejected, I think all the 
evils which I have pointed out will result. 

Mr. WELLER. I only wish to say, that if 
the amendment be adopted, the whole bill will, in 
my judgment, be rendered worthless, and of no 
consequence. 

The question being taken, by yeas and nays, 
upon concurring in the amendment, resulted—yeas 
17, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Borland, Brooke, Chase, Cooper, Davis, 
Dawson, De Saussure, Fish, Foot, Hale, Mason, Pearee, 
Seward, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, and Wade—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bradbury, Brodhead, Cass, 
Charlton, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 
Downs, Felch, Gwin, Houston, James, Jones of Iowa, 
King, Mallory, Meriwether, Rusk, Shields, Toucey, Walk- 
er, and Weller—22, 

So it was not concurred in. 

Mr. DAWSON. I desire to ask whether this 
bill interferes with the contracts made for the pres- 
ent Congress? 

Several Sznators. Ft does not. 

Mr. SMITH. There is an express provision 
in the thirteenth section that it shall not interfere 
with existing contracts, 

Mr. BORLAND. As I wish this matter to be 
understood, I will say to the Senator from Geor- 
gia that the bill, as I understand it, provides for 
the preservation and continuance of all contracts 
with the Departments; but T do think it in effect 
substitutes another mode of executing the public 
printing for Congress from this time, on the ground 
that the contract already made for the public print- 
ing has failed. - 

Mr. DAWSON. What I want to understand 
is, whether we, by this act, declare null and void 
the existing contract for the printing of this Con- 
gress. 

Mr. CASS. We do not say a word about it. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not understand this matter 
as the Senator from Arkansas does. The thir- 
teenth section provides: 

“Phat all acts or joint resolutions conflicting with the 
provisions of this act are hereby repealed; but nothing 
herein contained shall be construed to authorize the eancel- 
ment of any contract now or heretofore entered into with 
any printer, under the laws heretofore in force, or to abro- 
gate his rights in any way without his consent.” 

I understand this clause to preserve whatever 
rights Mr. Hamilton may have under his con- 
tract—and, I must confess, I do not think he has 
many——and to preserve, also, the rights of Donel- 
son & Armstrong, and Gideon & Co. I say that 
contracts have been made with these gentlemen, 
under outstanding laws, but those contracts have 
not been carried into effect. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the Senator will allow me, I 
will state to him that I heard the consent of both 
these parties read in a public meeting, by which 
they assented to abandon their contracts. 
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Mr. SMITH. Ido not know but that it is so. 
I do not know but that Gideon & Co. have as- 
sented to give up their contract. If they have 
said that they will give up their contract, and are 
to come in under the provisions of this bill, it is 
pretty. conclusive evidence to my mind, that they 
expect to get a great deal better terms under the 
bill than under the contract the committee made 
with them. ‘This reveals to the Senate and to the 

country, the fact that there is an underhanded 
agreement between the Union and Republic of- || 
fices, because, if this be true, the business is to be 
given to the Union, and the Republic is to be let 
in to participate in the profits. 

Mr. CASS. We have to elect the printer. This’ 
bill does not make a printer. 

Mr. SMITH. This bill does not make a print- 
er, but we know very well who is to be elected 
printer. Gentlemen tell us that the Republic of- 
fice and the Union office are both willing to give 
up their contracts. We know very well what that 
means. I did not suppose that the Republic of- 
fice would consent to give up its contract. I did 
not rise to dwell upon the subject. I rose simply |! 
that it might be understood that I differed from |j 
the honorable Senator from Arkansas in regard to || 
the construction of the provision in the bill. 

Mr. BORLAND. roceeded upon the sup- 
position that no such bill as this would have been 
introduced and passed, if such was not to be its 
effect. I apprehend that a majority of the two 
Houses of Congress would not pass a bill that was 
to be wholly inoperative, and that could not, by 
possibility, be carried into effect. 

Mr. SMITH. I would inquire if this bill can- 
not operate upon the next Congress? I will not 
dwell upon the subject; I did not rise to occupy 
the time of the Senate, but simply to say that I 
shall insist, if ic becomes necessary to insist, that 
if Donelson & Armstrong, and Gideon & Co., 
abandon their contracts, the rights of the present 
contractor, Mr. Hamilton, shall be respected. 

Mr. SEWARD. I haveno information which 
seems to me to be entirely authentic with regard 
to the fact that Donelson & Armstrong, and Gid- 
eon & Co., have consented to the abrogation of 
their contracts. If they have consented, or shall 
consent, no harm will be done by securing their 
rights until they do consent. If they have not 
consented, it may be well to attempt to save their 
rights. I therefore move to amend the bill in the 
thirteenth section, by inserting after the word 
t consent,” the words ‘nor to abrogate the ex- 
isting contracts with Donelson & Armstrong, and 
Gideon & Co., without their consent.”’ 

Mr. WELLER. There is no ‘sort of doubt 
about these gentlemen having utterly abandoned 
their contracts. I understand that they havegiven 
them up, and that in writing. 

Mr. CASS. 1 do not suppose there is any ex- 
isting contract at all with them. I wish the hon- 
orable Senator from Arkansas would state the 
facts, for I believe there has been nothing done 
under those contracts, 

Mr. BORLAND. I will state my understand- 
ing of the matter. When the contractor for the 
public printing, Mr. Hamilton, failed—in the es- 
timation of the committee—to fulfill his contract, 
they proceeded under what they understood to be 
their authority, under the joint resolution of 1846, 
to make a contract with Donelson & Armstrong, 
and Gideon & Co., to execute so much of the 
printing as the committee might give them. They 
executed contracts on these terms, but the com- 
mittee up to this time, as I understand, have never 
given them any of the public printing, Those 
contracts have never been carried into effect. The 
passage of this bill repeals the joint resolution of 
1846, and takes away the committee. It leaves 
them without any functions to perform. They 
cannot, after the passage of this bill, give out any 
printing, and for that reason the contracts with 
Donelson & Armstrong, and Gideon & Co., fail of 
necessity, by operation of law. According to | 
their own terms, they depend upon the will of the 
committee; and the committee itself being abol- 
ished by the passage of this law, and provision į 
being made for another committee, no power ex- 
ists to fulfill those contracts. 

Mr. RUSK. It will be impossible to amend 
this bill so as to guard it better in that respect than 
a already is. The thirteenth section provides 
that— 


“ All acts or joint resolutions conflicting with the provis- 


| Britain, France, Russia, Prussia, Spain, Brazil, Mexico, 


ions of this act, are hereby repealed ; but nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to authorize the cancelment 
of any contract now, or heretofore, entered into with any 
printer, under the laws heretofore in force, or to abrogate 
his rights in any way without his consent.” 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I would state in addition, | 
that the chairman of the Committee on Printing of 
the House of Representatives holds, I know, the 
written release of the parties to these contracts, 
surrendering them up entirely. 

Mr. CASS. -What right has any member of 
the Senate to question it, when one of our worth 
associates here in the Senate says that he himself 
has seen the release? I think that should put an 
end to the dispute. 5 

Mr. SEWARD. I do not know how much re- į 
flection there is upon me, in the question put by 
the honorable Senator from Michigan. 

Mr. CASS. None at all. 

Mr. SEWARD. I did not understand the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi to say that he had seen a 
release of the contract. At the distance I am from 
him, perhaps I heard him imperfectly; but what I 
heard him say was, as I understood it, that in a f 
public meeting he had heard read the consent of | 
the parties. What kind of a public meeting it | 
was, where it was, and who were present, he has 
not stated. 

Mr. ADAMS. The statement of the Senator 
from New York is correct. I did not say that I 
saw the release, but I heard it read, and I pre- 
sumed it to be correct. I did not examine per- 
sonally to see that it was genuine. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I know that the release is 
in the hands of a member of the Committee on 
Printing of the House. 

Mr. SEWARD. Then I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. COOPER asked for the yeas and nays on 
the question of ordering the bill to athird reading, 
and they were ordered; and, being taken, resulted 
—yeas 25, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs. Adams, Bradbury, Brodhead, Cass, 
Charlton, Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Douglas, Downs, Fetch, Gwin, Houston, James, Jones of 
lowa, King, Mallory, Mason, Meriwether, Rusk, Shields, 
Sumner, Toncey, Walker, and Weller—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, De 
Saussure, Fish, Foot, Pearce, Seward, Smith, Spruance, 
Underwood, and Wade—13. 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. MILLER, when his name was called, 
stated that he had paired off with the Senator from 
Alabama, [Mr. CLemzns.]} 

Mr. BROOKE, when hisname was called, stated 
that he had paired off with the Senator from Flor- 
ida, [Mr. Morron.] 

The bill was then read a third time, and passed. 


THE FISHERIES QUESTION. 


Mr. CASS. I give notice that I intend to ask 
the Senate on Friday, to take up the President’s 
Message with regard to the fisheries, in order to} 
give an opportunity to the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Davis] to express his views upon 
the question. i 


l 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate re- 
sumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the consid- 
eration of the bill from the House of Representa- | 
tives, ‘ making appropriations for the civil and | 
‘diplomatic expenses of the Government for the | 
t year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for other 
‘ purposes;”’ the pending question being upon the 
amendment of the Committee on Finance, so to 
amend the clause, “for salaries of Ministers of 
the United States to Great Britain, France, Rus- 
sia, Prussia, Spain, Brazil, Mexico, and Chili, 
$72,000,” as to make it read: 


“ For salaries of Ministers of the United States to Great 


Chili, China, and Turkey, $90,000: It being provided,That 
hereafter there shal] be Envoys Extraordinary and Minis- 
ters Plenipotentiary, to conduct diplomatic relations with 
China and the Ottoman Porte, instead of the Commissioners 
now authorized by Jaw; and the said Ministers to China 
and the Ottoman Porte, shall be vested with all the judicial 
powers now legally exercised by the Commissioner to China 
and the Minister Resident at the Ottoman Porte respect- 
ively ; and for the performance of the duties resulting there- 
from, they shall receive no other compensation than their į 
salaries as Ministers Plenipotentiary.” i 


Mr. MERIWETHER. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Cuarxe] madea | 
constitutional argument yesterday against the pro- | 
posed increase of compensation to the Commis- 
sioner to China. lam no constitutional lawyer, 


The clauseZof the Constitution to which the gentle- 
man alluded, reads thus: 

« No Senator or Representative shail, daring the time for 
which he was eleeted, be appointed to any civil office under 
the authority of the United States, which shall have been 
created, or the emoluinents whereof shall have been in- 
creased during such time ; and no person holding any office 
under the United States, shall be a member of either House 
during his continuance in office.” 

Now, sir, Colonel Marshall has not been ap- 
pointed to an office which has been created during 
the term for which he was elected; for the office 
of Commissioner to China has existed. for many 
years. Nor has he been appointed to an office, 
the emoluments of which have been increased; the 
increase has not yet taken place, and he has been 
appointed several weeks. It appears to me that 
question, if properly stated, would stand thus: A 
member of Congress is appointed to.an office which 
has not been created, nor have the emoluments of 
such office been increased before his appointment. 
Then can Congress increase the emoluments of this 
office? Now, l apprehend that the restriction in the 
Constitution is one placed upon the Executive, the 
appointing power, and says to the Executive, you 
shall not appointa member of Congress to any 
office, provided such office has been created, or 
its emoluments increased. 

But the Constitution does not say to Congress, 
that you shall not increase the pay of a member 
of Congress who has been appointed to an office 
during the time for which he was elected. I repeat 
it, the restriction is upon the appointing power, 
and not upon Congress. However, if it be un- 
‘constitutional, the unconstitutionality will prevent 
his reception of the pay, and cannot turn the in- 
cumbent out of office. : 

Mr. PRATT. I wish to say a word in addition 
to what has been said by the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. It is manifest that that must be the con- 
struction of the Constitution, or the result would 
be that the Executive power, when properly exer- 
cised, would be limited and controlled by the legis- 
lative power; for, if the opposite construction be 
the true one, then the Legislature would have the 
power, at any time after the Executive had made 
an appointment of a member of Congress, to vacate 
that appointment by making an increase of the 
salary. Therefore, it seems to me, that the con- 
struction placed upon this clause of the Constitu- 
tion by the Senator from Kentucky, mustinevitably 
be the true one. Theconclusion would otherwise 
necessarily be, if that were not the construction, 
that the legislative department of the Government 
could annul, at any time, the appointment of 
a member of Congress to an office, by increasing 
the salary of that office, after he had been constitu- 
tionally appointed. 

Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, it is refreshing 
in these days, when we have so little to interest 
us, to hear these elucidations and to receive those 
lights upon the construction of a distinct, direct, 
and positive provision of the Constitution. What 
says the Constitution? Why, that ‘no Senator 
‘or Representative shall, during the time for which 
the was elected, be appointed to any civil office 
‘under the authority of the United States, which 
‘shall have been created, or the emoluments 
‘whereof shall have been increased, during such 
‘time; and no person holding any office under the 
‘United States shall be a member of either House 
* during his continuance in office.” 

Is not that a prohibition? Does it not prevent 
a Senator or Representative from being appointed 
to such an office, during the time for which he was 
elected? Or is it only a restriction upon the Execu- 
tive, that he shall not appoint any such officer? 

The object of the Constitution is, I think, very 

lain. It was to prevent any member of either 

ouse of Congress, with a view either to an in- 
crease of his emoluments or his appointment to 
an office, from being instrumental in the creation 
of that office, or in the enlargement of its emolu- 
ments. Those who framed the Constitution, 
guarded this with so much precaution that they 
absolutely prohibited any member of either House 
of Congress from being appointed to an office 
created during the term ‘* for which hg was elect- 
ed’”’—-not during the term for which he held his 
seat. Suppose I should resign my position here, 
and possibly get appointed to some miserable of- 
fice; which is not within the range of probabilities: 
the time for which I was elected was six years 
from the 4th of March, 1847, and the period does 


but I beg leave to give my view upon the subject. i; not expire until the 4th of March, 1853. I am, 


1852. 
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therefore, ineligible to any office that may have 
been created during the time for which I was 
elected, or the emoluments whereof shall have 
been increased during that time. 

Now, what are the facts in this case? I have 
no personal feeling about the matter at all; but 
what is the case here? The Congress of the Uni- 
ted States have created an office, denominated the 
Commissioner to the Empire of China, for which 
that Commissioner has received a compensation 
of $6,000 a year. The facts of the case, as I un- 
derstand them from the public papers, are, that 
this office was vacant; that the President of the 
United States nominated to the Senate an indi- 
vidual, and that individual has been confirmed, as 
Commissioner to Ching. He was a member of 
the House of Representatives at the moment of 
his confirmation. So much I know. Since his 
confirmation—and whether it be one week, or one 
day, or one hour, I do not know, and I suspect 
the latter time—he resigned his position as a mem- 
ber of the House of Representatives. The civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill now comes here 
from the House, appropriating $18,000 for this 
object—g9,000 for the outfit, and $9,000 for the 
salary of a Commissioner to China. The Com- 
mittee on Finance of this body knew too much to 
sanction that appropriation; but that committee 
have offered an amendment, creating, instead of 
a Commissioner to China, an officer to be an En- 
voy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary, 
which officer is to have a salary of $9,000, and an 
outfit of $9,000; and in that same amendment they 
propose to legislate, that the judicial powers which 
have been conferred by law upon the Commis- 
sioner to China, shall be transferred to this new 
Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plenipoten- 
tiary to the Celestial Empire. 

There is a common expression in my section of 
the country, and according to that, this is “ whip- 
ping the devil round the stump.” This amend- 
ment aims to get ata thing which constitutionally 
cannot be got at by the provision as it came tous. 

Mr. President, as it regards the mission to 
China, I have nat much to say. But T shall have 
no objection to the mission to the Ottoman Porte if 
itis to be connected with a mission to Greece. If 
the Government of the United States chooses to 
extend the mission to Constantinople and embrace 
Greece within it, I have no sort of objection. 1 
did endeavor to state very briefly yesterday, and I 
will state again now, that the country with which 
the United States have the least diplomatic rela- 
tions is the Empire of China, if we except that of 
Japan; and it is understood that an expedition has 
been fitted out to force diplomatic relations with 
that empire. Now, as tothe Empire of China. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask the Senator from 
Rhode Island if he would be willing to leave the 
bill as it originally came from the House? Is the 

oint of his objection to the change proposed to 
be made? Will he be content to have the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance voted down, 
and the proposition left as it came from the House? 

Mr. CLARKE. If you vote this down, then I 
will attend to the other proposition. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then the voting down of this 
provision would not remove the Senator’s diffi- 
culty? i g 

Mr. CLARKE. You cannot remove in this 
way the objection which I have, under the terms 
of the Constitution, which Ehave sworn to support. 
lam not to be bought off in that way; what little 
integrity I have I should like to save. : 

What is to be the use of this mission to China? 
If I understand it aright, there is provision made 
in this bill for consuls at Kwang-Chow, Amoy, 
Fu-Chow, Ning-Po, and Shanghai, and I believe 
those conauls receive annual salaries of $5,000. 
Now, at the time that the late treaty with China 
was formed, there never was any compensation 
whatever paid to the consul of the United States 
who resided at Canton. No compensation, I be- 
lieve, was asked from the Government of the 
United States. It was rather a commercial con- 
sulate, and it might have been supposed to be what 
we call aecommercial agency. It was thought 
best, however—after the English had forced China 
to consent to open her ports to receive English 


opium—that the United States should form com- ! 


mercial relations by treaty with the Celestial Em- 
pire. A commissioner was sent out, and a treaty 
was formed. Since that time to this, except 
during the period when the Hon. John W. Davis, 


of Indiana, was Commissioner to China, we have 
had no commissioner there; but the whole of the 
duties of the office have been performed by Dr. 
Parker. He understands the Chinese language. 
He has been the medium of communication be- 
tween this Government and the Chinese Govern- 
ment during the period of ten years. He was the 
medium of communication when the treaty was 
formed by General Cushing. He was made Sec- 
retary of the Commission, and he exercised all the 
duties of the commission during the time that 
elapsed between the appointment of Mr. Everett 
and the appointment of Mr. Davis, of Indiana. 
While-Mr. Davis was there, | believe Iam safe 
in saying, he had not one single solitary function 
to perform. To be sure, according to the terms 
of the treaty, the commissioner had high judicial 
functions to exercise; but they were not exercised 
while Mr. Davis was there. It was a position 
without employment to him; and he got tired of it 
and came away. Since that time the Government 
has not found it necessary to send a commissioner, 
much less an envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary, to the Celestial Empire. It has 
not been found necessary to send any body there 
until the present moment. 

Now, the President of the United States—I 
speak of this from newspaper report, for I am not 
certain that the injunction of secrecy has yet been 
removed—has seen fit to nominate a gentleman of 
high character and talent as Commissioner to 
China. Thatis very well. But the very moment 
that is done, and it is hastened through the Sen- 
ate, before the civil and diplomatic bill can pass 
the House, a proposition is made there to increase 
the salary of the officer from $6,000 to $18,000 for 
one year. 

Nobody expects that any gentleman of his high 
talents and character would go to reside in China 
for a great while. Why, he would go to Canton, 
and the whole extent of country for him to travel 
through there would not be much more than the 
Capitol grounds, He would be confined to the 
limits of Canton, or within three or four miles of 
there. That would be all the opportunity any gen- 
tleman would have to have anything like the or- 
dinary comforts of life. 

There are no communications to be made with 
the Emperor of China, as to whether he will re- 
ceive our produce, and we shall receive his in ex- 
change. There is nothing to be negotiated relating 
to the fisheries, or any othersubject which excites 
the attention of the public, at this time. In fact, 
there is nothing between us and the Chinese Em- 
pire except that we shall carry ginseng, cotton 
goods, and a few articles of that sort from this 
country to China, and bring away their silks and 
teas. 

Why is it, I ask, that the enoluments of this 
position, at this time, should be increased two 
hundred per cent? I consider that the United 
States have been well represented in that empire 


by Dr. Parker, who is now Secretary of the Com- | 


mission. He has done all the work. He under- 
stands the Chinese language; and the whole of the 
negotiations that have passed between the Ameri- 
can Commissioner and the Chinese Government, 
have been through him. No commissioner that 
has been sent from this country has ever seen His 
Holiness, the Emperor of the Celestial Empire, or 


who is Governor of the town of Canton. 

I insist upon it, that there is no reason why the 
relations between this country and China have be- 
come so intimate and important that we should 
now pay $18,000 fora year’s mission to that coun- 
try, tostead of $6,000, which we have heretofore 

aid. 
p Iam perfectly satisfied to agree to thefull mission 
to the Ottoman Porte, if you will include in it the 
mission to Greece. Recent events in that country 
would seem to require that somebody should be 
there to attend to our interests, somebody more 
than Mr. King, who has been recently in difficulty, 
If that provision be made, I have.no objection to } 
the mission for Turkey. 1 think that might very 
well be made a full mission, because our relations 


with the Turkish Empire and Greece are much}; 


more important than those with the Chinese Em- | 
pire, not merely ina commercial point of view, | 
but in any point that connects itself with the diplo- 
matic relations of our country. 


I say that this mission to China is of no import- 


' ance whatever; that it has not attracted attention 


| equally forbidden by the Constitution. 


| within the last five years, and why it should’ be 


increased in this way, I do not know, Ido not 
say this because I object to the individual ap- 
pointed, but I place myself upon the Constitution, 
and I say that thisis a direct violation of the spirit, 
letter, and words of the Constitution, which pro- 
hibit the appointment of any member of Congress 
to an office created during the time for which he 
was elected. Here is the office of Minister Pleni- 

otentiary created. Js not that an appointment? 
t may not bean “ office;”? gentlemen may cavil 
upon the word; but the real truth is, it is an‘ap- 
pointment, and the position will have been created 
between the time of this gentleman’s election to 
Congress and the 4th of March next, when his 


| term expires. 


Then take it that it does not create a new office, 
but that it continues the commissioner. If that 
be so, the emoluments of the commissioner are 
increased, and increased during the time for which 
he was elected a member of Congress, and this is 
So that, 
upon both points, the Constitution is directly 
against it. It is either an office created during the 
time for which the gentleman who holds the place 
was elected to Congress, or it is an increase of 
emolument, which is also forbidden by the Con- 
stitution. 

Mr. PEARCE. I propose to state very briefly 
what took place in the Committee on Finance in 
regard to this matter. The Committee on Finance 
had the subject under consideration this morning, 
and if it had been competent with them to with- 
draw the amendment, they would do so, not be- 
cause they see any impropriety in the recommend- 
ation which they have made, but from the very 
obvious consideration, that by withdrawing the 
amendment they would simplify the business of 
the Senate, and shorten the debate. It is their de- 


; sire, therefore, that the amend ment should be voted 


down. 

Mr. SEWARD. I will concur with the com- 
mittee in voting down this amendment, and then, 
as ] understand it, it will leave the matter in this 
way, that the compensation is increased, while the 
rank and office are undisturbed. A 

Now, Mr. President, there are two questions 
which arise on this subject; and I should not ven- 
ture to speak upon it at all were it not that I con- 


| sider this a question of precedence with regard to 


the future action of Congress, and that it is import- 
antto have a just view of it on that ground, rather 
than in relation to its present bearing. For my- 
self, I can see no kind of difficulty about the 
whole case. The Constitution declares that “no 
‘Senator or Representative shall, during the time 


| ‘for which he was elected, be appointed to any 


‘civil office under the authority of the United 
‘States, which shall have been created, or the 
‘emoluments whereof shall have been increased 
‘during such time.’? Now, sir, this involves the 
question of the power of the President to appoint 
a Commissioner to China, the power of the per- 
son nominated to accept the appointment, or to 
be appointed—or, in other words—his eligibility; 
and thirdly, the power of Congress to increase his 
compensation. , a tee 
Had the President power to appoint this distin- 
guished citizen Commissioner to China? The 
President had power to appoint him, because, al- 


anybody, except some one with a crooked name, |! though he was a member of Congress, the office 


| existed, and the compensation had not been, at 


the time of the appointment, increased. Then the 
appointment was valid. 

Was this person eligible? Could he take the 
office? It is perfectly clear that he could take the 
office. It was not anew office. It was not an 


: office which had been created, or the emoluments 


of which had been increased during the time he 
was a member of Congress. 

These two things, then, are settled, A further 
question arises: Have Congress the right to in- 
crease the compensation of the office after a mem- 
ber of Congress has been appointed to hold it? 
Clearly they have. There is no limitation upon 
Congress. They may increase the compensation 
of anybody in the public service. There is no 
stipulation that they shall not do so. There is no 
restriction upon their power. They may do it 
before the person is appointed, or afterwards. 
They may do it at any time, and whenever they 
do it the act is valid. The only consequence that 
can arise is, that a person claiming the office, or 
desiring to get the office, might not be eligible after 
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the act had been, passed; but from the first day of 
Congress until this time, there has been no day 
when they could not increase the compensation of 
the Commissioner to China. The power of Con- 
gress to increase that compensation is exercised 
generally. 1tdoes not relate to this particular in- 
dividual, but itrelates to the office, and it exists 
forever afterwards until repealed. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator allow me 
to suggest to him that the Committee on Finance 
have instructed me to say that they are willing 
that the amendment shall be voted down, and the 
provision should be left as it came from the House? 

e have a great many amendments to offer, and 
but very little time to act upon them. 

Mr. SEWARD. lt leaves it, then, without 
any kind of question. What I was going on to 
say was, that the most that could be claimed was, 
that there was an abuse or perversion of the Con- 
atitution—a circuitous mode of getting round it. 
But the Constitution is express, and we are to be 
guided by its terms, and the Constitution is satis- 
fied. We are to presume that the President of 
the United States performed his duty in appoint- 
ing Mr. Marshall to be Commissioner to China, 
because the compensation had not then been in- 
creased. We cannot know that it was at that 
time in the contemplation of the President or the 
Senate, that that compensation should be increased. 
And acting now, the constitutional question can- 
not be affected at all by our increasing the salary. 
It brings about the question whether it is expe- 
dient for us to increase this compensation. So 
the question is reduced to one, simply, of expe- 
diency. 

_ Mr, COOPER. Mr. President, it seems to me 
there is no constitutional difficulty in the way of 
the appointment in question, or of the legislation 
which is now proposed. The appointment was 
made while Mr. Marshall was eligible; the ap- 
pointment was, therefore, constitutional. As to || 
the Jegislation now proposed, there is no constitu- 
tional prohibition in relation to that. 

The object of the constitutional provision was 
to prevent the appointment of persons in office, 
who might be induced, if not prohibited by such 
a provision, to abuse their position by legislating 
for their own benefit. In this case no legislation 

had taken place during the period of the appointee’s 
service in Congress. He does not, therefore, it 
seems to me, fall within the true meaning of the 
prohibition, The office was not created during 
the period either of the appointee’s service, or 
during the period for which he was elected. Nor 
were the emoluments of the office previously in- 
creased. I repeat, therefore, that there was nothing 
to prevent his appointment by the President; and 
1 also repeat, that there is no provision, anywhere |; 
in the Constitution, to prevent legislation to in- 
crease the emoluments of an office filled by ap- 
pointment previously. For these reasons, I see 
no ground for the constitutional objection which 
has been urged against the passage of the amend- 
ment In question. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not think the gentlemen 
have got so easily around the provision of the Con- 
stitution. The Senator from Pennsylvania sug- 
gests that this does not fall within the spirit of the 
Constitution, because the member had resigned 
before the salary was increased. Now, if theCon- 
stitution meant that, another phrase might have 
been used, and it might have been said, ‘ during 
the time he is a member;’’ but the Constitution 
has cautiously avoided the use of that language, 
and said, ‘during the time for which he was 
elected.” Why, there is no mistaking the efect of 
that. The evil meant to be avoided was, thata man 
while he was a member of Congress, or during the 
time he might have influence there, should bring | 
about a scheme of this sort, and then resign and || 
escape in a technical way the consequences which 
the Constitution put upon it. ! 

Mr. TOUCEY. I think there is no foundation |, 
for the constitutional objection that has been || 
made. It is neither within the letter of the Con- |! 
stitution nor its- spirit. The constitutional im- 
pediment, I insist, must exist at the time of the || 
appointment, and that is the letter of the article |; 
referred to. It is obvious, from the very nature 
of the case, that the impediment must exist then, | 
or it does not exist atali. The letter of the Con- || 

l 


stitution points to that construction, and you must 
go against its letter to raise any objection. itl, 
says: No Senator or Representative shall, during | 


| stitutionally appointed. 


| Island) I agree that there may bea question of | 


| ‘outfit of a Chargé d’Affaires for Austria, the 


| Committee on Finance to move to amend the bill 


| the year 1851, arising from intelligence then recently re- | ject to ourown municipal laws. Ifthere had been 


"at Havana, who had recently invaded the Island of Cuba, | 
| $25,000: 


f and thatthe same, together with the reasonable costs of | 


‘ the time for which he was elected, be appointed to 
“any civil office under the authority of the United | 
‘States, which shall have been created, or the 
© emoluments whereof shall have been increased, 
‘during such time,” Not, “which shall be in- 
creased,” but * which shall-have been increased.” 
Now, the question is, whether the President had 
power to appoint this incumbent referred to. 
‘Why, at the time when he appointed him, by and 
with the consent of the Senate, there was no ob- 
jection; there was no constitutional impediment in 
the way. He was.eligible, and the President had 
the power. to appoint him. When the language is 
< shall have been created during such time,” it 
means from the commencement of the. term of the 
time when he was appointed; not to a period that 
accrued after the appointment. 

Every word and every letter of this article of 
the Constitution excludes the idea that the subse- 
quent act of increasing the emoluments would cre- 
ate an impediment to an appointment that already 
existed. There is no foundation for the belief. 

Besides that, the objection interposed by the 
bonorable Senator from Maryland (Mr. Prarr] 
is of itself conclusive. It would bea transfer to | 
the legislative power of the Government of the 
power of removing from office persons constitu- 
tionally in office. ‘That is unavoidable, because it 
would follow that if two thirds of both branches 
of Congress should persist in increasing the emolu- 
ments of an office, when the President refused to 
remove an incumbent, by that very act they would 
displace an officer who had been previously con- | 


I think myself that there is no ground, either in 
the letter of the Constitution or in its spirit, for 
the objection made by the Senator from Rhode | 


expediency, if there has been any undue manage- | 
ment—if there is any ground to believe that we | 
ought not to increase the émolument. On such a | 
reason, then, it might be proper to allege it. 
Otherwise, we have nothing to do with it. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUNTER. There isa provision in the 
bill “ for outfit of Ministers of the United States 
to Great Britain, Prussia, and Mexico, $27,000.” 
Upon consultation with the Department, the Com- 
mittee on Finance have found that it was not de- 
sired to have an outfit for a Minister to Prussia. 
I therefore move to amend the amendment, by 
striking out “ Prussia,” and also by striking out 
« 497,000,” and inserting ** $18,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.HUNTER. I am also instructed, by the 
Committee on Finance, to move to insert, ‘* For 


‘present incumbent having expressed an earnest 
‘ desire to be permitted to return home, $4,500.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HUNTER. I give notice that I shall offer 
the amendment again after the bill shall have been j 
reported to the Senate. 

In the provision providing “ for the survey of 
10,625 miles of meridian, base, and standard lines,” | 
&c., I move to strike out * ten,” and insert “two.??! 
It has been a mistake of the printer that 10,625 | 
was inserted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am also instructed by the 


by inserting: 

«To enable the President of the United States to make 
compensation to the Spanish consul and other subjects of 
Spain residing at New Orleans, and subjects of Spain at 
Key West, for losses occasioned by violence by a mob, in | 


ceived at those places of the execution of certain persons | 


Provided, That before payment be made under 
this appropriation, the President of the United States shall ; 
cause an investigation to be made of such alleged losses, | 


the investigation, shall be paid on the certificate of the Sec- | 
retary of State that the same are proven to the satisfaction | 
of the President.” 
Mr. CLARKE. I do not like the expression | 
te mob ” in the amendment. It appears to me 
that it does not look well to apply it to the South; 
it might do very well for the North. 
Mr. WELLER. Say public meeting. i 
Mr. CLARKE. Public meeting, mass meet- 
ing, or fillibustering—anything of that kind. 
Mr. HAMLIN. It seems to me that this is a} 


very curious amendment. I donot know that we | 
are bound to use strangers better than our own j 


citizens; -but really it seems to me that. we are 
under no obligations to -the citizens of a foreign 
Government which are superior to those that we 
owe to American citizens. I presume that when we 
have mobs at the North, the Government does not 
pay for the destruction thereby occasioned. 

Mr. MASON. Compensation for these losses 
was made the subject of a special message of the 
President of the United States to the Senate. It was 
considered by the Senate, and a bill was passed by 
this body in the same terms almost as this amend- 
ment. It was considered, and I agreed in that 
view, a matter of some moment in the present con- 
dition of our relations with Spain, that these losses 
should be compensated. There is no other mode 
or doing it than by putting this provision in the 

ill. 

Mr. CLARKE. I should like to ask my hon- 
orable friend from Virginia whether the President 
ever recommended that there should be an appro- 
priation made for any destruction of property oc- 
casioned by a mob? 

Mr. MASON. I willstrike out that word. —. 

Mr. CLARKE. Ido not like the word. It 
conflicts with my ideas of propriety. 

Mr. WELLER. You had better call it as they 
do in my country—a Vigilance Committee, 

Mr. CLARKE. 1 do not like the phrase 
« mob.” Besides, I would suggest, that if that 


| had been the communication made by the Presi- 


dent of the United States, it was one reason why 
he was not nominated, because he dared to call a 
public excitement a mob. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RUSK. I move to amend the amendment 


| by striking out the words “ by a mob,” so that it 


shall read, * for losses occasioned by violence in 
the year 1851.” 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I want the amendment read 
again. I want to hear something more about the 
facts of the case. My recollection of them, I 
think, is pretty accurate, but I want to see 
whether there is anything that will justify the 
Congress of the United States in paying for those 
losses. 1 recollect that some time ago a church was 
burned near Boston, and J think that the Catho- 
lics would have about as much right to compen- 
sation for that as these men for compensation for 
these losses. I recollect a still later case: There 
was property destroyed in the city of Baltimore, 
within forty miles of us; but we never thought of 
paying for that. I recollect again, that in Phila- 
delphia a great deal of the same sort of destruction 
was carried on; but it was never thought that the 
Government should pay for it. I think we are 
about as much entitled to pay for one as the other. 
I want to hear the amendment read, and to hear 
any special reasons to be assigned for it, and then 
I want the privilege of recording my vote against 
it. 

The amendment was read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Iam sorry to hear the 


| Senator from Alabama say that he wantsto record 


his vote against the amendment. I wish to say 
to him that it is based upon this principle, which 
the Committee on Foreign Relations thought it 
proper to apply to international courtesy and in- 
tercommunication. We are under obligations to 
protect the citizens of foreign countries visiting us 
for purposes of commerce, just as those foreign 
countries are under obligation to protect our citi- 
zens when they go there for purposes of that sort. 
Therefore, in relation to foreign countries, there is, 
as I conceive, a different principle to. be applied 
from that which applies to our own citizens, sub- 


a treaty guarantying this protection between the 
two countries, there could have been no doubt 
about it atall. In the absence of a treaty, I con- 
ceive that these international courtesies and inter- 
communications fall within the scope of protection 
which one Government owes to the citizens of 
another, which justifies the appropriation pre- 
posed to be made on this occasion. This takes 
the appropriation out of the operation of prin- 
ciples which apply to the case of mobs which 
burn churches, and all other mobs, by our own 
citizens destroying the property of citizens. If 
you would claim from other Governments indemni- 
ties for trespasses which may be committed with- 
in their jurisdiction, you ought to set the exam- 
ple that you are willing, in reference to their citi- 
zens, to make provision for them. 


1852. 


Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. President, it may be 
that I am mistaken in my memory with regard to 
this matter; but it does not seem to’ me to be pos- 
sible that [ can be so. These men were cigar- 
dealers, grocery-dealers, oyster-house keepers— 
men who had been in the city of New Orleans 
for ten or fifteen years, but who claimed, it is true, 
to be subjects of Spain, because they had never 
been naturalized. They had been for years resi- 
dents of the city of New Orleans. They had 
enjoyed the protection of the laws of the State of 
Louisiana; and this destruction of their property 
originated from what was supposed, at the time, 
by the people to be an undue amount of exulta- 
tion manifested by them at the destruction of our 
citizens in the Island of Cuba. Fifty citizens of 
the United States were murdered in Cuba; and it 
was the impression among the populace of New 
Orleans, that these men had manifested an undue 
amount of exultation over that fact. The conse- 
quence was, that the people destroyed their prop- 
erty. Where is the obligation on the part of the 
Government to pay for it? They had the same 
remedy which citizens of the United States would 
have had under similar circumstances. And if cit- 
izens of the United States had behaved as they did, 
they would have been subjected to the same pen- 
alties, no matter where they were. I am glad 
that itis so. Iam glad to say that there is not a 
State in this Union, from Maine to Louisiana, 
where such manifestations over such events can 
be made without exciting public indignation. The 
destruction of property was the result. of these 
manifestations. 

These men were bad men any way. They kept 
bad houses. They were disreputable men—men 
who had no claim at any time upon the sympa- 
thies of the community. 

These I understand to be the facts of the case. 
They are the facts, certainly, as they were pro- 
mulgated in the newspapers at the time; and I have 
not seen them contradicted. I want to know what 
right these men have to come here now, and de- 
mand that we shall pay for their losses under such 
circumstances? Why, did any foreign Govern- 
ment ever ask for redress from us under similar 
circumstances? It is a case unprecedented in our 
annals, and it is a case against which I want to 
record my vote; although I regret to hear the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky say that he intends to record 
his vote for the proposition. Sir, he has been led 

. astray in regard to the matter. Efe does not know 
as much about this case as I do, or else I have 
been totally misinformed in relation to the facts, 
These men saw proper to excite a popular mob, 
and they felt theresults of it. The laws are open 
to them; let them seek redress where an American 
citizen would have to seek it. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, there is certainly 
no obligation on the part of the Government of 
the United States to compensate for losses sus- 
tained by popular violence in any of the States; 
but itis not upon that ground that this amendment 
is based. It is known, as a part of the history of 
the day, that as soon as intelligence arrived at New 
Orleans of the murder—as the gentleman calls it— 
of the putting to death of those citizens of the 
United States who had invaded Cuba, it produced 
intense excitement at New Orleans, whence the 
expedition had sailed. Immediately there was a 
great degree of popular violence manifested there, 
which resulted first in depredation to a very great 
extent upon the property and person of the Span- 
ish consul at New Orleans. Now, the Spanish 
consul was under the protection of the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and whatever losses 
resulted to him anywhere within the limits of 
the United States from popular violence, it was 
certainly the duty of the Government to make 

ood. 

a We know, also, that by the interposition of the 
Minister of the United States at Spain—unoffi- 
cially, for he could not demand itas aright—under 
instructions from his Government, the Queen of 
Spain was induced to grant a free pardon of those 
of the invaders of Cuba, who had been sent to 
Spain, and they were allowed to return home. 

Under these circumstances, the President of the 
United States thought it to be his duty to ask of 
Congress, by law—upon the application of the 
Spanish Minister here, most urgently and repeat- 
edly instigated to him by his own Government— 
to provide for compensating any actual losses sus- 
tained by the Spanish consul, which we were 


bound to-do; and also the losses of Spanish sub- 
jects at these places. 

Now, the ground upon which the committee 
proceeded, and upon a bill for this purpose passed 
in the Senate without any opposition, was this: 
that, in fact, this injury had been committed to 
Spanish subjects, not for any offense which they 
had“committed, but for an imaginary offense com- 
mitted by their sovereign, through the authorities 
of that sovereign at Cuba, against citizens of the 
United States. It was because of the act of the 
Queen of Spain, in granting this free pardon to 
citizens of the United States who had been sent 
to Spain, and because it was at the request of 
Spain that it should be done, that the President 
made the recommendation, and the Senate con- 
curred in it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not intend to enter 
into any discussion, particularly with the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, as. to 
the question of obligation. I would remark to him, 
however, that there are cases of positive and direct 
obligation. Suppose the diplomatic agent to a 
foreign nation should not receive from the country 
to which he was sent the protection to which he 
was entitled under the laws of nations, could it be 
said in that case (if it had occurred here) that there 
would have been no obligation upon the Govern- 
ment to indemnify that diplomatic agent, to whom 
we owe protection in every instance for losses 
which violence committed upon him may occa- 
sion? There is an instance which illustrates the 
principle. It is discretionary whether you extend 
it to citizens or not. 

I hold that it is the obligation of every civilized 
country, whether it be State or Federal, as in our 
case, to extend protection to that class of citizens 
or subjects of foreign countries who happen to fall 
within its peculiar jurisdiction, But I will not 
press this view. 

The ground upon which the question was put 
before the Committee on Foreign Relations, in a 
great degree, was the magnanimity of the Queen 
of Spain in liberating those individuals after they 
had been sent across the ocean, and permitting 
them to return home. We wished to showa mark 
of courtesy and respect for that magnanimity, in 
conceding a boon, if you so regard it, in making 
this concession to the subjects of Spain. The 
very fact that I have not known the subjects of 
this violence, as my friend from Alabama says he 
has, shows that I had no opinions to warp m 
judgment, as l am afraid has been the case wit 
him. {í know nothing about them; and 1 have 
presented the case in a perfectly disinterested atti- 
tude, where I could decide purely upon the prin- 
ciples and considerations F have suggested. 

Mr. CLEMENS. It has been suggested to me 
that perhaps it would be desirable to have a fuller 
Senate in order to vote upon this proposition. I 
am willing to vote upon it now; but, as the chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance has suggested 
to me the propriety of laying it over, and taking 
up other amendments, 1 ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate to pass this amendment by, 
until the others shall have been acted upon. 

There being no objection that course was pur- 
sued. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to amend the clause 
t for contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, 
$30,000,” by striking out “30,” and inserting 
* 40,” so as to make the amount $40,000. This 
is the secret service fund. The original estimate 
was for $40,000. The House cut it down to 
$30,000; but since that time the Secretary of State 
addressed usa communication saying that the sum 
asked for in the original estimate would be neces- 
sary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to insert the following: 


For compensation for two additional day watchmen, to 
be employed. in preserving the public grounds about the 
Capitol, authorized by the act of 15th May, 1850, to supply 
deficiencies, and also the aet of the 30th of September, 
1850, making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government, at $500 each, $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HUNTER. I move to insert: 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior, under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States, to purchase a site, 
containing not less than ten, nor more than fifteen acres of 
Fand, in the neighborhood of Washington, for the erection, 
furnishing, and fitting up of an asylum for the insane of the 
District of Columbia, aud of the Army and Navy of the 
United States, $100,000: Provided, That the whole expense 
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of purchasing the site, the erecting and furnishing and 
fitting up of the building: shall net exceed. the sum herein 
appropriated. 

That is in pursuance of estimate: There was an 
annual appropriation formerly made for supporting 
the insane of the District of Columbia in the Mary- 
land hospital. That hospital will not now hold 
them. An effort was made to obtain a place for 
them in Virginia and Pennsylvania; but the hos- 
pitals in beth places are full. The only chance, 
then, for them is to build a hospital here, and it 
was thought that it might have an unhappy effect 
upon the lunatics to confine them in a place not 
suitable for them. Hence the necessity for the 
appropriation: It ought to be made at once. 

he amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment is to 
insert after the appropriation inclosing Lafayette 
Square, the following: 

£ For defraying the expenses incurred inthe improve- 
ment of Lafayette Square, 3,938.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next is to insert in the 
clause, ‘‘ for the erection of the west wing of the 
Patent Office Building, $150,000,” after the word 
“ Building,” the words “and completing the 
drains for said building, and for the Post Office 
Building.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment is to 
add to the clause making an appropriation for the 
branch Mint in California, the following: 


« And the Sceretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
contract for a term of not more than one year, and upon the 
most reasonable terms, not exceeding one per cent., with 
the proprictors of one, and, if practicable, with those of 
more than one, assaying establishment in California, upon 
satisfactory sccurity, to be adjudged by him, who shall dis- 
charge the duties prescribed, and in the manner designated 
by the act making appropriations for the civil and dipio- 
matic expenses of the Government for the year ending 30th 
June, 1851; and no gold or silver, other than coin of the 
standard fineness of the United States, or foreign coin, in 
the manner prescribed by existing laws, shall be receivable 
in payment of dues to the United States; and hereafter no 
greater compensation than one per cent. shall be required 
by the proprietors of any assaying establishment in Califor- 
nia for services prescribed in the act herein recited.” 

That has the assent of the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and of the California delegation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment is to 
insert at the end of the first section, the following: 

“To enable the Secretary of State to purchase one hun- 
dred copies of the Synoptical Index, to complete the series 
of the Statutes at Large, heretofore authorized by law, at 
$3 50 per volume, $350.” 

In the deficiency bill we made an appropriation 
for the Statutes, but the estimate for the Synopti- 
cal Index was omitted. 

Mr. BORLAND. Ido not know how many 
will agree with me, but I wish to express the 
opinion that I entertained at the time we first un- 
dertook to get the Synoptical Index—that it is not 
worth the paper upon which it is printed. It 
affords no facility for consulting the Statutes. It 
is no better, in any respect, than the indexes we 
have attached to each volume of the laws; and it 
gives rise to trouble rather than facilitates the 
search for the particular acts which it is desired to 
consult. For this reason I shall not vote for the 
amendment, 

Mr. CASS. Ihave had occasion to look over 
the Indexes, and more miserable things were 
never presented tous. They are not worth one 
straw. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have had frequent occasions 
to use the Synoptical Index, which supplies defi- 
ciencies in the other indexes, and I have found it 
exceedingly useful. I think it isa good index. 
It is not perfect, I admit. It would be very diffi- 
cult to get a perfect one. 

Mr. CASS. Under whose direction were the 
indexes got up? 

Mr. PEARCE. 
made by the publishers. 
refers to that edition. 

Mr. CASS. [refer to any edition that I have 
seen. 

Mr. PEARCE. TheSynoptical Index isagreat 
help, as any gentleman who has occasion to use it 
as often as I have had, will find. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment is to 
strike out of the following clause the words in 
italics: aod 


The indexes of the laws are 
I suppose the Senator 
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“That the clerks, messengers, watchmen, and laborers 
employed at an annual salary, or in temporary positions 10 
the executive. or legislanve departments of the Govern- 
ment, inthe city of Washington, whose compensation does 
not exceed $1,200 per annum, shall, in addition thereto, 
be allowed the following annual increase of compensation, 
commencing from the first day of the present fiscal year, 
viz: all whose annual. compensation does not exceed 
$1,200,” &e. 3 

ft is proposed to strike it out, because the idea 
is expressed again. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment is to 
add the following after the eighth section: 

And be it further enacted, That when any moneys 
shall have remained. unexpended upon any appropriations 
py law other than for the payment of interest on the funded 
debt, or payment of interest or reimbursement, according 
to contract, of any loan or loans made on account of the 
United States, as likewise moneys appropriated for a pur- 
pore in respect to which a large portion is specially assigned 
“by Jaw, for more than two years after the expiration of the 
fiscal year in which the act shall have been passed, all and 
any such appropriations shall be deemed to have ceased 
and been determined, and the moneys so unexpended shall 
be immediately thereafter carried, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, to the aceount on the books of 
the Treasury denominated the ‘surplus fund,’ to remain, 
like other unappropriated moneys, in the Treasury 5 and it 
shall not be lawful, for any cause or pretense whatsoever, 
to withdraw, transfer, apply, or nse for any purpose what- 
ever, any moneys carried as aforesaid to the surplus fund, 
without a specific appropriation by law.’? ; 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The following amendment is 
one which I passed over. To insert in the bill: 

“ For an additional watchwan of the southwest execu- 
tive building.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. I have now gone through al 
the manuscript amendments except two, in rela- 
tion to the District, which have been mislaid, but 
which I will bring in in the morning. The next 
one we come to is the ninth section, which will be 
controverted: and the Senator from Texas desires 
to offer one before that. 

Mr. RUSK. [am instructed by the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to offer the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

6 Sec. —, And be it further enacted, That one additional 
Assistant Postmaster General shah be appointed in the 
mamner provided by law, who shall be assigned to duty as 
Chief of the Inspection Office of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, with the powers, duties, privileges, and compensa- 
tion as an Assistant Postmaster General, as the same are 
now, or may hereafter be, prescribed by law. 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint and em- 
ploy seven additional clerks inthe Past Office Department, 
to wit: one at an annual salary of $1,800, one at an annual 
salary of $1,600, one at an annual salary of $1,400, and 
four at an annual salary of $1,200. 

Mr. CASS. I do not know the law to which 
that refers, but I would rather have the additional 
Assistant Postmaster General nominated and ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice 
and consent of. the Senate. 

Mr. RUSK. The honorable Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. Beicur] intends to offer such an 
amendment.to the bill. 

Mr. CASS. This amendment can be very easily 
modified to effect the object. The appointment 
ought to be sent to the Senate. 

Mr. RUSK. The amendment provides that the 
additional Assistant Postmaster General shall be 
appointed according to law, and with such a salary 
as the law prescribes. The honorable Senator 
from Indiana intends to offer an amendment to the 
bill—and no doubt it will pass—requiring the ap- 
pointment of the Assistant Postmaster General to 
be confirmed by the Senate, and increasing the 
salary from $2,500 to $3,000. 

Mr. CASS. [If it werecertain that would pass, 
it would do very well; but I object to that mode of 
legislation giving to the Postmaster General the 
right to appoint the Assistant Postmaster Generals 
—officers of such high duties and salaries. It is 
all wrong. ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER, The amendment which the | 
Committee on Finance propose as section nine, will | 


be controverted. It is one upon which the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts wishes to speak. 


therefore, that the Senate will, by unanimous con- 


sent, pass over it until to-morrow, and take up the | 


next amendment, which is the tenth section. 
No objection was made; and the next amend- 
ment reported from the committee was as follows: 


“Spe. 10. And be it further enacted, That the President 
of the United States appoint an associate law agent, learned 


Lhope, | 


in the law, and skiledin the Spanish and English language, 
whose duties and compensation shall be the same as those 
ofthe law agent: Provided, That the compensation of the 
agent and assistant shall not exceed $5,000 each. And in 
every case in which the Board of Commissioners shall ren- 
der a final decision, it shali be their duty to have two certi- 
fied transcripts prepared of their proceedings and decision, 
and of the papers and evidence on which the same are 
founded, one of which transcripts shall be fited with the 
clerk of the proper district court, and the other shail be 
transmitted to the Attorney General of the United States, 
and the filing of such transcript with the clerk aforesaid, 
shall, ipso facto, operate as an appeal for the party against 
whom the decision shail be rendered ; and if such decision 
shall be against the private claimant, it shall be his duty to 
file a notice with the clerk aforesaid; within six months 
thereafter, of his intention to prosecute the appeal and if 
the decision shall be against the United States, it shall be 
the duty of the Attorney General within a like period, to 
cause a notice to be filed with the clerk aforesaid, that the 
appeal will be prosecuted by the United States: and on a 
failure of either party to file such notice with the clerk 
aforesaid, the appeal shali be regarded as dismissed.” 


Mr. HUNTER. This amendment consists of 
two parts. The first relates to the appointment of 
an assistant law agent. This has been applied 
for, I believe, by all the bar in California, and is 
estimated for by the Secretary of the Interior. It 
is said to be one of the causes of the delay in the 
decision of these claims, that they have not more 
than one law agent. The residue of the amend- 
ment is for the purpose of protecting the interests 
of the United States, and extends the time in 
which appeals may be taken. : 

Mr. PRATT. I think the Senator will perceive 
one omission in theamendment. It provides that, 
after the commissioners shall have decided any 
case, they shall cause two transcripts of their de- 
cisions, together with the testimony, to be made. 
One of these is to be filed in the district court of 
California within which the decision shall have 
been made, and the other is to be sent to the At- 
torney General. Thereis no time specified within 
which these transcripts are to be made out. There 
is no time limited within which the copy is to be 
sent to the Attorney General. But the limita- 
tion is, that the Attorney General, within six 
months after the filing of the one transcript in 
California, is to file there his direction for an ap- 
peal, or the United States are precluded from ever 
prosecuting an appeal. It may be, and frequently 
will occur in the remote districts of California, 
when the transcript is filed, there being no limita- 
tion when the other shall be sent here, that the 
Attorney General will not have time to examine 
and determine whether the interest of the United 
States would require an appeal or not, before the 
six months have expired. The amendment can 
be very easily modified so as to make the limita- 
tion for the appeal within six months from the 
period when the Attorney General shall receive 
the transcript. 


Mr. HUNTER. I have no objection to that. 


Mr. PRATT. The Attorney General is to de- 


termine whether the United States shall appeal or 
not. He must receive the transcript, must have 
time to examine it amidst the multifarious busi- 
ness in which he is engaged, and then have time 
to send back to California and file an appeal there. 
Under the amendment as -it stands, the United 
States are not protected. My object is to protect 
them. 

Mr. BAYARD. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Maryland, that his object will be accom- 
plished by amending the amendment in the fol- 
lowing clause: 

«& And if the decision shall be against the United States, 
it shall be the duty of the Attorney General within a like 
period, to cause a notice to be filed with the clerk afore- 
said, that the appeal will be prosecuted by the United 
States,?? 
by striking out “a like period,” and inserting in 
lieu thereof the words ‘* six months after receiv- 
ing said transcript.” 

Mr. PRATT. That willdo. 1 move to amend 
the amendment in that manner. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was agreed 
to 


Mr. HAMLIN. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to move toamend the bill by 
inserting under the head of marine hospitals the 
following: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to purchase a suitable site in 
Portland, State of Maine, or in such a place in the imme 
diate vineity thereof, as he shall deem proper, and cause to 


| be erected thereon, under his direction, a marine hospital 


for the relief of sick and disabled seamen; and for that 
purpose the sum of 30,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 


propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. ‘ 
I only desire to say that a bill providing for that 
object received the unanimous vote of the Senate, 
but has not passed the House. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate ad- 
journed. f f 


« 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, Augusti 25, 1852. 


The House metat eleven o’clock,a. m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. Butter. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is the motion’to reconsider- the vote by which the 
House refused to commit. to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union House bill No. 
223, to provide for the better protection of passen- 
gers on board of steam and other vessels. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent òf the House to makea personal explanation. 

Mr. ROBBINS. If it does not come out of the 
morning hour, I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. It will depend upon the 
order of the House whether the gentleman may 
proceed. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I object. I think at this stage 
of the session we have no time for personal expla- 
nations. The public press is open to gentlemen 
for such purposes. 3 

Mr. INGERSOLL. IfI cannot get unanimous 
consent, I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in order to move to 
suspend the rules during the pendency of the 
morning hour. 

Mr. INGERSOLL. Then I appeal to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Duncan] to 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. DUNCAN. tcannot. I have opposed from 
the beginning of the session all political speeches, 
and all personal explanations. 

The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman from 
Connecticut cannot proceed. 


SECURITY OF PASSENGERS ON STEAMERS. 


The House then resumed the consideration of 
House bill No. 223, to amend an act entitled ‘* An 
‘act to provide for the better security of thelives of 
‘ passengers on board of vessels propelled in whole 
‘or in part by steam, and for other purposes.” 

Mr. HALL. 1 move to lay on the table the 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the House 
refused to commit this bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was put, and the latter motion was 
agreed to. 


Mr. MEADE. I ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to introduce the following amendment: 
After the following paragraph in the bill, viz: 

* And shali also satisfy themselves that the safety-valves 
are of suitable dimensions, sufficient in number, well ar- 
ranged, and in good working order, (ene of which may, if 
necessary in the opinion of the inspectors, to secure safety, 


be taken wholly from the control of al) persons engaged in 
navigating such vesse},’’) 


insert— 

And jn such ease they shall cause a steam gauge, exhib- 
iting the test pressure of the boiler, the working pressure 
allowed by the inspectors, and the actual pressure used 
while the boat is running, to be placed in a conspicuous 
place, so that it can easily be seen and examined; said gauge 
to be heated by the inspector and kept out of the control of 
those having the management of the boat, and near a good 
and sufficient light, to be kept burning at all times between 
sunset and sunrise. 

This amendment, I believe, is one of the most 
imporiant provisions in the bill, if the safety of 
passengers is the primary object with the House. 
I have conferred with the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and he agrees with me that 
the House ought unanimously to receive the amend- 
ment, as the best means of protecting the lives of 
passengers. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I object to the reception 
of the amendment. 

Mr. MEADE, I think if the gentleman from 
Ohio will examine the amendment, he will not 
object. 

Mr. EDGERTON. J have amendments which 
I believe, and others believe, it is important should 
be adopted. They were cut off by the previous 
question, and I had not the opportunity of saying 
a word in support of them. I therefore mean to 
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object to every amendment which may be offered, 
unless I can have an equal chance with others, 


Mr. MEADE, The amendments to which the 
gentleman alludes were before the Committee on 
Commerce. I think if the gentleman will examine 
this amendment he will not object to it. 

Mr. EDGERTON. l insist upon my objection. 

The House then considered the amendments of 
the Committee on Commerce, the fourth, fifth, 
sixth, seventh, and eighth clauses of section nine, 
The amendments of the committee, striking out 
the parts in brackets, thus {], and inserting the 
parts in dalics, were agreed to, viz: 


“ Fourth. That when the inspection in detail is com- 
pleted, and the inspectors approve of the vessel and her 
equipment throughout, they shail make and subscribe a 
certificate to the collectet of the districi, substantially as 
follows: E 

State of s District of 
Application having been made in writing by 

i to the subscribers, inspectors for said district, to 
examine the steamer of s whereof j 
are owners, and 
performed that service, now, on this 
A.D. 


> 


> 
is 
day of š 
, do certify, that she was builtin the year 
» isin all respects staunch, seaworthy, and in | 
good conditiea tor navigation, having suitable means of es- 
cape in case of accident from the main to the upper deck ; 
that she is provided with (here insert the number of state- 
rooms, the number of berths therein, the number of other 
permanent berths for cabin passengers, the number ofberths 
for deck or other classes of passengers, the number of pas- 
sengers of each class for whom she has suitable accom- 
mnodations, and in case of steamers sailing to or from any 
Buropean port or toor fromany port on the Atlantic or the 
Pacific, a distance of one thousand miles or upwards, the 
number of each whom she is permitted to carry, and in case 
of u steamer sailing to any other port, a distance of five 
hundred miles or upwards, the number of deck passengers 
she is permitkedto carry; alsa, the number of boilers, and 
the form, dimensions, and material of which each boileris 
made, the thickness of the metal and when made—if after 
this act takes effect, and of iron, whether they are such in 
all respects as the act requires, whether each boiler has 
been tried by hydrostatic test, the amount of pressure to the 
square inch in pounds applied to it, whether the amount 
allowed as the maximum working power was determined 
by the rule prescribed by this act, if not, the reasoa for a 
departure from it; also, the numberofsafety-valves required, 
their capacity, the load prescrihed for each valve, how 
many are left in the coutrol of the persons navigating the 
vessel, [how many, if any, are] whether one is withdrawn 
and the manner of sccuring [them] it against interference— 
also, the number and dimensions of supply pipes, and 
whether they and the other means provided are sufficient at 
all times and all circumstances when iu good order to keep 
the water up four inches at teast above.the top of the flue ; 
also the number and dimensions of the steam-pipes; the 
number and kind of engines, the dimensions of their cylin- 
ders; the nuusber and capacity of the forcing-pumps, and 
how worked; the number and kind of gauge-cocks, water 
` and steam gauges, where situate and how secured; also the 
manner of using alloyed metals and the pressure at which 
they are known by the inspectors to fuse; the equipments 
for the extinguishment of fires, including hose, fire-buckets, 
and axes ; the provisions for saving life in case of accident, 
including boats, life-preservers, and substitutes therefor, 
where kept, and all other provisions made on board for the 
security of the lives of passengers.) And we further cer- 
tify, that the equipment of the vessel throughout, including 
pipes, pumps, and other means to keep the water upto the 
points aforesaid, hose, boats, life-preservers, and other 
things, is in conformity to the provisions of law; and that 
we declare it to be our deliberate conviction, founded upon 
the inspection which we have made, thatthe vessel may be 
employed as a steamer upon the waters named in the appli- 
gation, without peril to life Cor property] from any imper- 
fection of form, materials, workmanship, or arrangement of | 
the several parts, or from age or use. And we further cer- 
tify, that said vessel is to run within the following limits, 
to wit: from to “and back, touching at in- 
termediate places. . 

s Fifth. Upon the application of the master or owner of 
any steamer employed (only in the navigation of rivers] ta 
the carriage of passengers, for a license to carry gunpow- 
der, cil of turpentine, oil of vitriol, camphine, or other ex- 
plosive burning fluids and materials which ignite by friction, 
or either of them, the inspectors shall examine such vessel 5 
and if they find that she is provided with chests or safes 
composed of metal, or entirely lined therewith, or one or 
more apartments thoroughly lined with metal at a secure 
distance from any fire, they may grant a certificate to that 
effect, authorizing such vessel to carry as freight any of the 
articles aforesaid, those of each description to be secured 
in such chest, safe, or apartment containing no other article, 
and carried at a distance from any fire to be specified in the 
certificate: Provided, That any such certificate may be re- 
yoked or annulled at any time by the inspectors, upon proof 
that either of the said articles have been carried on board 
said vessel, at a place or in a manner not authorized by 
such certificate, or that any of the provisions of this act in 
relation thereto have been violated. 

« Sixth. The said inspectors stiall keep a regular record | 
of certificates of inspections of vessels, their boilers, en- : 
gines, and machinery, whether of approval or disapproval, 
and when recorded, the original shall be delivered to the 
collector of the district; they shall keep a like record of 
certificates, authorizing gunpowder, oii of turpentine, oil of 
vitriol, camphene, or other explosive burning fluids and 
materials which ignite by friction, or either of them, to he 
carried as freiabt, by any such vessel, and when recorded 
deliver the originals to said collector ; they shall keep a liko 
record of all licenses to pilots and engineers, and all reve- 
cations thereof, and shall, from time to time, report to the 


master; we having |} 


supervising inspector of their respective districts, in writing, 
their decisions on all applications for such licenses, or pro- 
ceedings for the revocation thereof, and all testimony re- 
ceived by them in such proceedings. 

£ [ Seventh. The inspectors shali appoint and classify all 
engineers and pilots, and determine how many are neces- 
sary D each steamer, except ferry-boats, and of what 
classes. 

“Seventh. The inspectors shall license and classify ali 
engineers and pilots of steamers carrying passengers. 

“Eighth, Whenever any person, claiming to be qualified 
to perform the duty of engineer upon steamers carrying pas- 
sengers, shall apply for a certificate, the Board of Inspect- 
ors shall examine the applicant, and the proofs which he 
produces in support of his claim; and if, upon full consid- 
eration, they are satisfied that his character, habits of life, 
knowledge and experience in the duties of an engineer, 
are all such as to authorize the belief that the applicant is 
a suitable and safe person to be intrusted with the powers 
and duties of such a station, they shall give him a certiti- 
cate to that effect for one year, signed by them, in which 
certificate they shall state the time of the examination, and 
shail assign the appointee to the appropriate class of engi- 
neers.”? 


The next amendment of the committee was 
read—strike out from section nine as follows, viz: 


“Ninth. Whenever any person, claiming to be a skillful 
pilot, shall offer bimself for an appointment, the said board 
shall make diligent inquiry as to his character and merits; 
andif satisfied that he possesses the requisite skill, and Is 
trustworthy and faithful, they shall give him a certificate to 
that effect, authorizing him to be a pilot within the limits 
prescribed in the certificate ; but any such engineer or pilot 
may be removed upon proof of negligence, unskillfulness, 
inattention to the duties of the station, or any misconduct, 
which, in the judgment of the board, tends to disqualify 
him; and, moreover, all appointments and removals shall 
be submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury, by the col- 
Jector, for his approbation or disapprobation: Provided, 
however, Lf, in cases of refusal to license engineers or pilots, 
and in cases of removal by the local board of inspectors, 
any engineer or pilot deeming himself wronged by such re- 
fusal or such removal, may, on application within thirty 
daystoa supervising inspector, have lis case examined 
anew by such a supervising inspector, upon producing a 
certified copy of the reasons assigned by the local hoard 
for their doings in the premises, and such supervising in- 
spector may, if he sees good reasons therefor, overrule the 
decision of such local board of inspectors ; and like pro- 
ceedings upon tke same conditions may be had by the mas- 
ter or owner of any vessel, for which the said local board 
refuses, upon inspection, to give a certificate of approval??— 


and insert as follows, viz: 


*¢ Ninth. Whenever any person claiming to be askillful 
pilot for any such vessel shall offer himself for a license, 
the said board shall make diligentinquiry as to his character 
and merits; and if satisfied that he possesses the requisite 
skill, and is trustworthy and faithful, they shall give him a 
certificate to that effect, licensing hiin for one year to be a pi- 
Jot of any such vessel within the limits prescribed in the cer- 
tificate ; but the Jicerse of any such engineer or pilot may 
be revoked upon proof of negligence, unskillfulness, or 
inattention to the duties of the station: Provided, however, 
if, in cases of refusal to license engiucers or pilots, and in 
eases of the revocation of any license by the local board of 
inspectors, any engineer or pilot deeming himself wronged 
by such refusal or revocation, may, within thirty days after 
notice thereof, on application to a supervising inspector, 
have his case examined anew by such supervising inspect- 
or, upon producing a certified copy of the reasons assigned 
hy the local hoard for their doings in the premises; and 
such supervising inspector may revoke the decision of such 
local board of inspectors, and license such pilot or engi- 
neer; and like proceedings, upon the same conditions, may 
be had hy the master or owner of any such vessel, or of any 
steamboat boiler, for which the said local board shall have 
refused, upon inspection, to give a certificate of approval, 
or shall have notified such master or owner of any repairs 
necessary after such certificate has been granted.” 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The next amendments of the Committee on 
Commerce, striking from clauses eleven, thirteen, 
fourteen, and fifteen of section nine, the words 
inclosed in brackets, thus [ ], and inserting the 
words in italics, were read and agreed to, viz: 


“Eleventh. Inaddition to the [semi] annual inspection 
it shall be the duty of said board to examine seasonably, 
steamers arriving and departing, so often as to enable them 
to detect any neglect to comply with the requirements of 
jaw, and also any defects or imperfections becoming appa- 
rent after the inspection aforesaid, and tending to render the 
navigation of the vessel unsafe, which service may be per- 
formed by one of the board; and if he shah discover an 
omission to comply with the law, or that repairs have be- 
come necessary to make the vessel sate, he shall at once 
notify the master, stating in the netice what is required ; 
and if the master deems fhe requirement unreasonable or 
unnecessary, he may take the opinion of the board thereon, 
{which shail be final ;) and if dissatisfied with the decision 
of such board, may apply for a reéxamination of the case to 
the supervising inspector as is hereinbefore provided; andif 
he shall refuse or neglect to comply with [their] Ae require- 
ment of the local board, and shall, contrary thereto, and 
while the same remains unreversed by the supervising in- 
spector, employ the vessel by navigating her ; [she shall be 
liable to the same penalties as if she had been run without 
alicense] the master and owner shall be liable for any dam- 
axe to the passengers and their baggage which shall occur from 
any defects so as aforesaid stated in said notice, which shall be 
in writing, and all inspections and orders shall be promptly 
made by the inspectors; and where it can be safely done in 
their judgment, they shall permit repairs to be made where 
those interested can most conveniently do [it] them; and 


| 
ji 
i 
| 


no inspectors of one district shall modify.or annul the do- 
ings of the inspectors of another district in regard to repairs, 
unless there is a change in the state of things demanding 
more repairs than were thought necessary when the order 
was made ; nor shail the inspectors of one-district appoint 
a person coming from another, if such person has been re- 
jected for unfitness or want of qualifications. 

“ Thirteenth. The said board of inspectors shall have 
power to summon before them witmesses, [and to examine 
them,] and to compel their attendance bythe same process’ 
as in courts of law; and after reasonable time given to the 
alleged delinquent of the time and place of investigation to 
examine said witnesses under oath, touching the perform- 
ance of their duties, by engineers and pilots of any such ves- 
sel; and if it shall appear satisfactorily that any suck en- 
gineer or pilot is incompetent, or that life [or property] has 
been placed in peril by reason of such incompetency, or by 
negligence or misconduct on the part of any such person, 
the board shall immediately suspend {bim] or revoke his li- 
cense, and report their doings to the chief officer of the cus- 
toms; and the said chief officer of the customs shall pay 
out of the revenues herein provided such sums to any wit- 
ness so sunimoned under the provisions of this act, for his 
actual travel and attendance, as shall be officially certified., 
by an inspector hearing the case, upon the back of the sum- 
mons, not exceeding the rates allowed to a witness for 
travel and attendance in the circuit and district courts of 
the United States. 

* « Fourteenth. That the said board shall report promptly 

all their doings to the chief officer of the customs, as well’ 
as all omissions or refusals to comply with the provisions 
of law, on the part of any owner or master of [a] any such 
vessel propelled in whole or in part by steam, carrying pas- 
sengers. 

« Fifteenth. That it shall at all times be the duty of alf 
engineers and pilots [appointed] licensed under this act, and 
aif mates, to assist the inspectors in the examination of 
[the] any such vessels to which any such engineer, mate, 
or pilot belongs, and to point out all defects and. imperfec- 
tions in the hull or apparatus for steaming, and also to make 
known to them, at the earliest opportunity, all accidents 
occasioning serious injury to the vessel or her equipment, 
| whereby life for property] may be in danger, and in default 
į thereof, the license of any such engineer or pilot shall be 
| [dismissed from the service] revoked,” 


The next amendments of the Committee on 
Commerce, striking out the following sections and 
i parts of sections inclosed in brackets, thus [ ], 
and inserting the words in italics, were severally 
considered and agreed to, viz: 3 


“Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, Thatin each of the 
districts of Savannah in Georgia, Charleston in South Car- 
| ohuna, Norfolk in Virginia, Baltimore in Maryland, Philadel- 
phia in Pennsylvania, New York in New York, New Lon- 
don in Connecticut, Boston in Massachusetts, Portland in 
| Maine, and San Francisco in California, there shall be two 
i inspectors, oue possessing the requisite qualifications, as 
| herein provided, in sbip building and the uses of steam in 
| navigation, the other in engineering, and in the construction 
and qualittes of the apparatus for steaming, who shall ex- 
| ercise all the powers herein conferred, except that of ap- 
pointing pilots for said districts. } 

“ Sec. [11.] 10. And be it further enacted, That in those 
cases where the number of pussengers is limited by the in- 
spector’s certificate it shall not be lawful to take on board of. 
any steamer a greater number of passengers than is certified 
by the inspectors in the certificate; and the master and. 
owners, or either of them, shall be liable to any person 
| suing for the same, to forfeit the amount of passage money 
and ten dollars for each passenger beyond the number al- 
i lowed. And morcover, in all cases of an express or implied. 
! undertaking to transport passengers, or to supply them with. 
food and lodging from place to place, and suitable provision 
| 
| 


is not nade of a full and adequate supply of good and 
wholesome food and water, and of suitable lodging for all 
| such passengers, or where barges or other craft impeding 
| the progress are taken in tow, fora distance [not] exceeding 
' five hundred miles, without previous and seasonable notice 
| to such passengers, in all such eases the owners and the 
vessel shall be liable to refund al} the money paid for the 
| passage, and to pay also the damage sustained by such de- 


| fault or delay: Provided, however, That if in any such 


; ease a satisfactory bond is given to the marshal for the ben- 

| efit of the plaintiff, to secure the satisfaction of such judg- 

i ment as he may recover, the vessel shall be released. 

| See. [14.] 13. And be it further enacted, That hereafter 

| all boilers of steamboats made of iron shall be constructed 
of plates which have been [inspected, approved, and 
marked] stamped according to the provisions of this act. 


“ (Sec. 15. And beit further enacted, That the inspectors 


| 
| 
i 

I| of boilers within the several collection districts herein 
1 
| 


named shall also be the inspectors of boiler-iron within their 
i respective districts, and perform the duties required by this 
! act, and shall also be the inspectors for that purpose in dis- 


| tricts where there are no such inspectors provided for by 
; this act.??] 


The next amendment of the Committee on 
! Commerce was to strike out the following section, 
viz: 

“Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That it shall bethe 
! duty of such inspectors to ascertain the quality of the ma- 
| teriat of which boiler plates are made, and to satisfy them- 
: selves, by any suitable means, whether the mode of manu- 
: facturing has been such as to produce iron equal to the best 
| and most reliable quality made with charcoal, such as in 
i their judgment may be used for generating steam power 
: without hazard to life or property ; and no plate of iron 
| shall be approved which is made of unsuitable material, or 
| of which the manufacture is imperfect, or is not such as to 
: give confidence in its strength, or which is less than one 
fourth of an inch in thickness, for a boiler of forty-two 
inches in diameter, and in that proportion for boilers of 


wrought iron, of a quality equal to the best quality made 


| 
| prope 
| greater or less diameters, or which is made of any but 


with charcoa!;”? 


í, suchas, ìn their judgment, may. be used for gen- 
‘steam power without: hazard. to life; and no such, 
shail be approved whichis made of unsuitable ma- 
r of which. the manufacture is imperiect, oris not, 
opinion, of suitable strength, or whose plates are. 
none fourth of an inch in thickness, for a high-pres- 
ty-two. inches. in diameter, and in that pro- 


cha 
erat 


sure] 
portio 


Thé question was put; and the-amendment was 
agreed to. ` poe eae 

The next amendment of the Committee on Com- 
merée'was'to strike out the following section: 

Sues 17. And be it further enacted, That all plates ap- 
proved’ shall be distinctly and permanently marked in such 
manner as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, 
and, if.practicable, in such place or places that the marks 
shall be left visible after the plates are worked into boilers; 
and all plates rejected. sball have a permanent mark put 
Upon them showing their condemnation, and the manufac- 
turer shall. also stamp his name upon each plate made by 
him ; and for the inspection aforesaid, there shall be. paid 
to the iuspector aforesaid, five cents for each plate inspect - 
ed,to be accounted. for and, paid over to. the collector or 
other chief officer of the customs as revenue belonging to 
the United States??— 


and insert in liew thereof the following: 


“Bro, i, And be it further enacted, That all plates of 
boiler iron shall be distinctly and permanently stamped in 
such, manner as the Secretary of the. Treasury shall pre- 
seribe, and, if practicable,in such place or places that the 
mark shall bë lett visible after the plates, are worked into 
boilers ; ‘with the name of the manufacturer, the quality of 
the iren;.and: whether or not. hammered, and the place 
where the same is manufactured,” 


The question. was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. ae 


The amendments of the Committee on Com- 
merce, striking out from the following sections the 
wordsin, brackets, thus [], and inserting the 
words in italics, were severally considered, and 
agreed:to, viz: 

‘ Spc, [18] 16. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
Be unlawful to use'in such vessel for generating steam for 
power, a boilér or steam-pipe connecting the boilers made 
after the passage of this act, of any iron unless it has been 
[inspected] stamped by the manufacturer as herein pro- 
vided; and if any person shall make. for use in any such 
vessel a boiler of iron not so finspected] stamped intended 
fo generate steam for power, he shall, for any such offense, 
forfeit $500, to be recovered in an action of debt by any per- 
son suing for the same; and any person using, or causing 
to be used, in any such vessel, such a boiler to generate 
steani for power, shall forfeit a like sum for each offense. 

` “Beci [19] 17. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall counterfeit the marks [prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for inspected] and stamps required 
by this'acts or shall falsely stamp any boiler iron, and be 
convicted thereof, he shall be fined not exceeding $500, 
and imprisoned not exceeding two years; and if any per- 
gon, Or persons, shall stamp or mark plates with the name 
ormarks of another, with intent to mislead, deceive, or 
defraud; such person, or persons, shall be Hable to any one 
injured thereby forall damage occasioned by such fraud or 
deception. 


“See. [20] 18. And, be it further enacted, That in order’ 


to carry this act fully into execution, the President of the 
United States shall, with the advice of the Senate, appoint 
nine supervising inspectors, who shall be selected for their 
Knowledge, skill, and experience, in the use of steam for 
navigation, and who are competent judges not only of the 
character of vessels, but of all parts of the machinery em- 
ployed in‘steaming, who shal} assemble together at such 
places as they may agree upou once in each year, at least, 
for joint consultation and the establishment of rules and 
regulations for their own conduct and that of the several 
boards of inspectors within the districts, and also to assign to 
each of the said nine inspectors the limits of territory within 
which-he shall perform his duties; and the said supervising 
inspectors shall each be paid for his services after the rate 
Of: $1,500 a year, and in addition thereto his actual reason- 
able’traveling’ expenses incurred in the necessary perform- 
ance of his duty when away from the principal port in his 
district, and certified and sworn to by him under such in- 
structions as shall be given by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Who'is herehy authorized ta pay such salaries, and 
also such traveling expenses, and the actual reasonable ex- 
penses both to.them and other inspectors of transporting 
from place to. place. the, instruments used in inspections, 
{when satisfied therewith, out of the revenues arising from 
this act; and-also to pay to the inspectors of boiler iron, for 
the inspection, in addition to their salary, after the- rate of 
two.doHars for each entire day’s service in that employ- 
ment; and moreover each inspector shall keep a true ac- 
count:of the number, of platesinspected by bim , designating 
how many are approved, haw many disapproved, by whom 
manufactured, and shall make a*fuihreturn thereof, under 
oath, to the cbief officer of the customs for the district on 
the Jst days of January, April, July, and. October, in each 
year, to be by such chief officer forwardedto the Secretary 
of the Treasury,] which expenses shall be proved to his sutis- 
Sitetion. f 


Sro.[21]19. Andbe it further enacted, Thatthe super- 
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- vising-inspectors:shall watch over all parts of the territory 
assigned. them, shail: visit, confer- with, and examine into 
the doings of the several boards of inspectors, and shall, 
whenever they think it expedient, visit such vessels li- 
censed; and examine into their condition, for the purpose of 
ascertaining: whether the- provisions of this act have been 
observed and. complied with, both by the board of inspect- 


all masters, engineers, and pilots of such vessels, to answer 
all reasonable inquiries;-and: to give all the information in’ 
their power, in regard to. any such vessel so visited, and her 
| machinery for steaming; and the-manner of managing both. 

$ Sec. [22] 20. And be it furtherenacted, That whenever 
: a-supervising inspector ascértains to his satisfaction that the 
„master; engineer, pilot, or.owners of any such vessel fail to 
perform their. duties according:-to:the provisions.of this act, 
he shall report the facts in. writing to the board in the dis- 
| trict where the. vessel belongs, and, if need be, cause the 
- negligent or offending parties to be prosecuted 5 and if he 
_ has good reason‘ to believe there has been; through negli- 
` gence, or from any other. cause, a failure of the board who 
inspected. the. vessel to do its duty, he shall report the facts 
in writing to the Secretary of the Treasury, who shall cause 
immediate investigation into the truth of the complaint, and 
if he deems the cause sufficient shal} remove the delinquent. 

* Sec. [23] 2l. And he it further enacted, That it shall be 
the duty of such supervising inspectors to see that the said 
several boards within their respective collection districts 
execute their duties faithfully, promptly, and, as far as pos- 
sible, uniformly, in all places, by following out the provis- 
ions of this act, according to the true intent and meaning 
thereof; and they shall, as far as practicable, by their estab- 
lished rules, harmonize differences of opinion when they 
exist in different boards, [and promote, as far as possible, 
the observance, in the construction of boats and of the ma- 
chinery for steaming, of a just proportion between all the 

arts. 

“ Sec. [24]:22. And beit further enacted, That the said 
supervising inspectors shali also visit collection districts in 
which there.are no boards of inspectors, if there be any, 
where steamers.are owned or employed, and each one shall 
have full power to inspect any such steamer or boiler of each 
steamer in any such district, or in any other district where, 
from. distance or other cause, it is-inconvenient to resort to 
the local board, and to: grant certificates of approval, ac- 
cording to the provisions of this act, and to do and perform 
in such districts [destitute of local inspectors] all the duties 
imposed upon boards in the districts where they exist, fin- 
eluding the inspector of boiler iron:] Provided, That no 
supervising or other inspector shall be deemed competent 
to Inspect in any case where he is directly or indirectly per- 
sonally interested, or is associated in business with any person 
who is so interested, but in alt such cases the duty shall be 
performed by disinterested inspectors, and inspection made 
in violation of this rule shall be void and of no effect. 

“[Sec. 25. And be it further enacted, That the boards of 
inspectors within the collection districts, if the press of busi- 
ness be so urgent that the inspector of boiler iron cannot 
perform them, or if, from sickness or other cause, it is out 
of his. power to devote his personal service to the business, 
may, upon such emergencies, appoint a deputy to discharge. 
the duty temporarily, until the inspector is able to resume 
his personal inspection ; and the supervising inspector may 
do the like, in districts where there is no board; upon ‘the 
happening of alike necessity. But before any such super- 
visor or temporary inspector enters upon his duties, he shall 
be sworn to the faithful discharge thereof.} 

“ Sec. [26]23. And be it further enacted, Thatit shall be 
the duty of each of the collectors or other chief officers of 
the customs for the districts aforesaid, except San Fran- 
cisco, to make known, without delay, to the collectors of 
all the said districts, except San Francisco, the names of 
all persons [appointed] licensed as engineers or pilots for 
such vessels, and the names of all persons from whom, upon 
application, [appointments] licenses have been withheld, 
and the names ofall [who have been removed] whose li- 
censes have been revoked or suspended, and also the names of 
all such vessels which neglect or refuse to make such re- 
pairs as may be ordered: under the provisions of this act, 
and the names of all for which license has been, on appli- 
cation, refused. 

“Sec. (30] 27. And be it further enacted, Thatif any 
such vesse] carrying passengers, having a license and cer- 
tificate, as required by this act, shall be navigated without 
having her hull, accommodations, boilers, engines, ma- 
chinery, and their appurtenances, and all equipments, in 
all things conformable to such certificate, the master or 
commander by whom she shali be so navigated, having 
knowledge of such defect, shall be punished by fine not ex- 
ceeding one hundred dollars, or imprisonment not exceed- 
ing two months, or both: Provided, That such master or 
commander shall not be liable for. loss or deficiency ocea- 
sioned by the dangers of navigation, if such loss or defi- 
ciency shall be supplied as soon as practicable.?> 


The next: amendment of the Committee on 


Commerce proposed to strike out the following 
section, VIz: 


“Sec. 31. And be it further enacted, That when from 
darkness, fog, or other cause, the pilot on watch shall be of 
opinion that the navigation is unsafe, or if from accident 
to, or derangement of the machinery of the boat, the engineer 
on watch shall be of opinion that the further navigation of 
the vessel is unsafe, the vessel shall be brought to anchor 
or moored as soon as it prudently can be done; and no per- 
son in command shall be justified in pursuing a voyage 
after being admonished by either of the officers named that 
it would be unsafe from the causes assigned, but shall be 
answerable for any damage which may arise from so pur- 
suing the voyage?— 


and to insert in lieu thereof the following, viz: 


“Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That on any such 
steamers navigating rivers only, when from darkness, fog, 
or other cause, the pilot on watch shall. be of opinion that 
the navigation is unsafe, or from accident to, or derange- 
ment of the machinery of the boat, the engineer on watch 
shail be of the opinion that-the further tiavigation of the ves- 


ors and the master and owners; and it shall be the duty of 


sel is unsafe, the vessel shail be brought to anchor,or moored; 
as soon as it prudently.ean. be done: Provided, That if the 
person in command shall, after being so admonished by 
either of such officers, eject to purstve sich voyage, he may 
do the same; but in sneb case both hé and the owners of 
such steamer shall be answerable for all.damages which 
shall arise to the person of any passenger and his baggage 
from said causes in so pursuing the voyage, and. no degree 
of care or diligence shall in such case be held to justify or 
excuse. the person in command or said owners.” 


The question was put, and the amendment was’ 
agreed to. 

The folowing amendments of the Committee 
on Commerce, proposing to strike out the parts of 
sections in [ J, and to insert the parts in italics, 
were severally considered and agreed to, viz: 

“[Sec. 32. And be it further enacted, That when steamers: 
are about to meet each other in the night, in narrow chan- 
nels, or in. fog, it shall be the duty of the pilot of the de- 
scending boat to keep the channel and stop his engine, and 
suffer the boat to float with only steam sufficient to give 
her steerage, until the following. signals are given and an- 
swered, and a space properly.cleared: 

& It shall be the duty ofthe pilot of the ascending boat, as: 
soon as the other shall be in sightand hearing, to sound his 
bell once, if he shall wish to pass to his right;. and it shalh 
be the duty of the pilot of the descending boat to answer 
the same by one stroke of the bell; if not answered, the 
pilot of the ascending boat shall strike his bell again and: 
again at short.intervals, until heard by the pilot of the other 
boat. But if the pilot of the ascending boat should wish to 
pass to the left-hand side, he shall strike his bell twice ;- 
and it shall be the duty of the pilot of the descending boat 
to answer the same by two strokes of his bell, and both: 
hoats shall be steered accordingly. The first call may be- 
made by the pilot of either boat, and it shail be the duty of 
the pilot of the other to answer as aforesaid ; but ifthe first 
call cannot be complied with with safety, a negative answer. 
shall be given, by ringing the bell five or six times in quick 
succession, after whieh the call shall be reversed. 

‘¢ When boats shall be near meeting in a channelor place 
too narrow to pass each other with safety, the one thatmay 
first be in the channel shall have a right to it, except in the. 
rapids of the Mississippi, and the other shall give way. If, 
however, two boats are about to enter such channel or 
place at the same time, and in al} cases in the rapids. afore- 
said, the ascending boat shall give way. 

“ Should the pilot of either boat fail to make or to answer. 
the signals required, or should a signal be answered wrong- 
fully, both boats shall be immediately stopped, and, if re- 
guisite, backed so as to prevent collision. 

“ ft shall not be lawful for an ascending boat to cross a 
channel (unless in. compliance with the foregoing signals: 
clearly made and answered) within possible striking distance: 
by a descending boat. These] 

tt Seo. 29. And. be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the supervising inspectors to. establish such rules and: 
regulations to be ohserved ly all such vessels in passing each 
other, as they shall from time to time deem necessary for safe- 
ty, two printed copies of which rules and regulations, signed by. 
said inspectors, shall be- furnished to each of such vessels, and 
shall at all times: be. kept upin conspicuous places on such ves- 
sels. . Which rules. shall be observed: both nigbt and day. 
Should any pilot, engineer, or master of anysuch vessel, neg~ 
leet or willfully refuse to observe the foregoing regulations, 
any. delinquent so neglecting or refusing, shal! be liable toa 
penalty of $30, and to all damage done to any [person or. 
persons] passenger in his person or baggage by such neglect 
or refusal; and no, such vessel shall be justified in coming 
into collision with another, if it can be avoided. 

“SEC. [33] 30. And be it further enacted, That whenever 
damage is sustained by any (person, in. his property or per- 
son,] passenger or his baggage, from explosion, fire, coHis- 
ion, or other cause, the master and the owners of such vessel, 
or either of them, and the vessel, shall be liable to. each and 
every person so injured to the full.amount of damage, if it 
happens through any neglect to comply with the provisions 
of law herein, prescribed, or through. known defects or im- 
perfections of the steaming apparatus or of the hull; and 
any person sustaining loss or injury- through the careless- 
ness, negligence, or willful.misconduct of an engineer or 
pilot, or their neglect or refusal. to obey. the provisions of 
iaw herein prescribed as. to navigating such steamers, may. 
sue such engineer or pilot for and recover damages for any 
such injury caused as aforesaid by any such engineer or 
pilot. - } 

Bec. [34] 31. And be it further enacted, That before is- 
suing the annual license to [a] any such steamer [employed 
in the coasting trade,] the collector or other chief officer of 
the customs for the port or district, shall demand anà receive 
from the owner or owners of the steamer, as a compensation 
for the inspections and examinations made for the year, the 
following sums, in addition to the fees for issuing enroll- 
ment and licenses, now allowed. by law, according to the 
tonnage of the vessel,to wit: for each vessel of a thousand 
tons and over, $35; for each of five hundred tons and over, 
but not less than one thousand tons, $30; and for each 
under five hundred tons and over one hundred and twenty- 
five tons, $25; and for each under one hundred and twen- 
ty-five tons, $20, at the time of obtaining registry, and once 
in each year thereafter, pay according to the rate of tonnage 
before mentioned, the sum of money herein fixed. And 
each engineer and pilot licensed as herein provided, shall 
pay for [each] the first certificate granted. by any inspector 
er inspectors to such inspector or inspectors [to] the sum 
of five dollars, and for each subsequent certificate one dollar, 
to be accounted for and paid over to the collector. or other 
chief officer of the customs, [five dollars ;} and. the sums 
derived from all the sources above specified shall be quar- 


| terly accounted for and paid over to the United States in 


the game manner as other revenue. 

“[Sec. 39. And be it further enacted, That every mas- 
ter or commander of a steamer shall provide himseif with 
at least ten copies of this act, and keep the same on board 
his vessel; and if he negleets or refuses.so.to do, or shall 
refuse to exhibit a copy of the same. to any passenger who 
shall ask it, he shall forfeit twenty dollars. ] 
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“Sec. 36. And beit further enacted, That every master 


or commanler of any such steamer, shall keep on board of such: 


steamer, at least two copies of this act to he furnished to. him 
by the Secretory of the Treasury; and if the master or com- 


mander neglects or refuses so to do, or shalt unreasonably re-: 


fuse to exhibit a copy of the same to any passenger who: shull 
ash it, he shall forfeit twenty dollars. 

“ Seo. [41] 38. And be it further enacted, That all en- 
gineers and pilots of any such vessel shali, before entering 
upon their duties, make solemn oath before one of the in- 
spectors herein provided for, to be recorded with the certifi- 
cate ; that he will faithfully and honestly, according to his 
best skill and judgment, perform all the duties. required of 
him by this'act, without concealment or reservation; and 
if any such engineer, pilot, or any witness summoned under 
this act as a. witness, shall, when under examination on 
oath, knuwingly aud intentionally falsify the truth, such 
person shall be deemed guilty. of perjury, and, if convicted, 
be punished accordingly. 

“Seq. [45] 42. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall not apply to. public vessels of the United States, or 
vessels. of other countries, nor to steamers used as ferry- 
boals, tug boats, or towing-boats, nor to steamers not exceeding 
one hundred and fifty tons burden, and used in whole or part 
for naviguting canals, The inspection and certificate re- 
quired by this act, shall in all cases of ocean steamers con- 
structed under contract with the United States, for the purpose, 
if desired, of being converted into war-steamers, be made by a 
chief engineer of the Navy to be detailed for that service by the 
Secretary of the Navy, and he shall report both to said Secre- 
tary and the supervising inspector of the district, when he shall 
make every inspection.?? 


. The last amendment of the Committee on Com- 
merce was read. It proposes to strike out the fol- 
lowing, viz: 


‘Serco. 46. Andbe it further enacted, That all parts of this 
act shall be in force on the first day of November next, ex- 
cept the requirements to have pumps and hose to extin- 
guish fires, and life-boats, which shall take effect on the 
first day of January next;”’ 


and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


* Sec. 43, And be it further enacted, Thatall such parts 
of this act as authorizes the appointment and qualification 
of inspectors, and the licensing of engineers and pilots, 
upon the passage thereof, and that all other parts of this act 
shall go into effect at the times and places as follows: in 
the districts of New Orleans, St. Louis, Louisville, Cin- 
cinnati, Wheeling, Pittsburg, Nashville, Mobile, and Gal- 
veston, on the first day of January next, and in all other 
districts on the firstday of March next.” 


. The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. The question now is upon 
the amendments that have been read by the Clerk. 

The question was taken, and the amendments 
were agreed to. 

Mr. WALSH. I would ask the unanimous 
consent of the Hfouse to offer an amendmentas an 
additional section to the bill. 

Objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. The following is proposed 
by the gentleman from New York, (Mr. Bowns,] 
as a substitute for the bill: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert— 

Sec. 1. That whenever, by the total or partial destruc- 
tion hy fire, or by the explosion of steam of any vessel pro- 
pelled in whole or in part by steam, or by collision, or any 
other cause, human life or lives are fost, for each life so 
Jost, the owner or owners of such vessel shall be liable to 
pay the sum of $1,000, which shall be sued for and col- 
Jected in the name of the United States by the district at- 
torney of the district in which such destruction of life shall 
occur, or from which district (the case of ariver steamer 
or vessel, propelled in. whole or in part by steam, and run- 
ning on a river or rivers, or parts of either, whenever the 
State nearest adjoining the place where such loss of life 
shall occur, shall fai} to prove jurisdiction over such place 5 
and falso, in the case of a sea or lake-going vessel, pro- 
pelled in-whole or in part by steam,) the said vessel shall 
have started on- the trip during which such loss of life shall 
occur, and when collected shall be paid into the treasury 
of the State in whose- waters such destruction of life shall 
take place; or, in event of any State failing to prove juris- 
diction over such water, shall be paid into the treasury of 
the State from which said vessel shall have started on 
the trip during which such loss of life shall oecur—said 
moneys to be appropriated in such manner and to such uses 
and purposes as said State shall direct. And in default of 
payment or coleetion of the liability herein imposed, said 
owner or owners shall each be liable to imprisonment for a 
term not less than one year, vor more than ten years, to 
be imposed by the court in which judgment shall have been 
rendered, upon the return of an execution or executions 
against said owner or Owners unsatisfied in whole or in 
ee >. Whenever human life or lives are Jost in the 
manner described, or from the causes stated in the above 
section, the captain, pilot, and engineer of the vessel, by 
the partial or total destruction of which such life or lives 
are lost, shall each be liable to a fine of $1,000, which fine 
shall be sued for, collected, and appropriated in the same 
manner as is provided in section one, for the collection and 
disposition of the liabilities therein imposed ; and in de- 
fault of payment of said fine, said captain, pilot, and engi- 
neer, shall each be liable to imprisonment for a term of not 
less than one year, nor more than ten years, to be imposed 

vi in section one. 
eG. ee ienever human life or lives shalt be lost in the 
manner described, or from thecauses stated in section one, 
the finding of a verdict to that effect by a coroner’s jury, 
legally empaneled, in any one case of life so lost, shall be 


1 
good and sufficient evidence: to authorize and’ require the 


commencement of suits for the liabilities and fines imposed 
by this act. _ 

Sec. 4. Whenever human life or lives are Jost by the 
breaking of any ferry-dock, or any part of such dock, the 
owner or owners of such dock shali be liable to a fine-of 
$2,000: for each life so lost--said fine shall be sued for,. col- 
lected, and appropriated in the same manner as is provided 
in section one for the collection of the liability therein im- 
posed, and in default of payment of such fine, the owner or 
owners-of such ferry-doek shal! each be liable to imprison- 
ment for the term and in.the manner specified in section 
one ofthis act. : 

Mr. BOWNE. I ask the indulgence of the 
House to make a short explanation of that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. ST. MARTIN. I object. 

Mr. BOWNE. I trust objection will not be 
madeto my explanation, asgentlemen wereallowed 
on yesterday the same privilege. 

The objection was insisted upon. 

The question was taken upon the substitute; 
and it was rejected. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill to be read a third time; and, 
having been. engrossed, the bill was read the third 
time. 

The question recurred, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. desire at 
the present juncture to say, in justification of the 
Committee on Commerce, which has labored upon 
this bill very zealously for months past, that they 
do not consider it to be a perfect one. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I would inquire of the 
Speaker whether this discussion is in order? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules the chair- 
man of the committee has an hour to speak upon 
the bill. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I will not detain the House 
more than five minutes. It isdue to the committee 
and the country, that something should be said in 
reference to the precise condition of the bill which 
we are about to pass. I was stating, when inter- 
rupted, that the committee, after full and free con- 
sultation with gentlemen of great scientific and 
practical skill in matters pertaining to steamboat 
navigation, both on the eastern and the western 
waters, and a thorough investigation of the pro- 
visions of the bill, and proposing, as will be per- 
ceived, over one hundred and fifty amendments, 
after it has gone through the examination and 
fall discussion it had in the Senate, do not pretend to 
say now, that the bill is perfect. They think, 
however, that it is improved by the amendments 
which they have put upon it, and they confidently 
recommend its passage as the commencement ofa 
more perfect and efficient system than we have at 
present, for the preservation of the lives of passen- 

ers on steamboats.. I will only say further—as 

am informed that the time for the consideration 
of the bill this morning has nearly elapsed—that 
the strongest argument I can offer for this bill, is 
the fact, that whilst, by the various processes of 
legislation it has been working its way through Con- 
(gress, seven hundid human beings have been sent 
into eternity by the very collisions and accidents 
‘which we guard against, and hope to prevent by 
sthe passage of this bill. I move the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. BOWNE demanded the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill; but they were not 
ordered. 

Mr. ORR. For the purpose of putting myself 
right, as we cannot get the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the bill, I move to lay it upon the 
table. 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. 
nays upon that motion. 

r. ORR. If I can get the yeas and nays upon 
the passage of the bill, I will withdraw my mo- 
tion. 

[Cries of “Consent!” ‘* Consent !’*] 

The SPEAKER. [Isit the unanimous consent 
of the House that the yeas and nays be ordered 
on the passage of the bill? 

There was no objection, and they were ordered. 


The question was then put upon the passage of 
the bill, and there were—yeas 147, nays 27; as fol- 


lows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 
William Appleton, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, 
Bennett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Bragg, 
Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. Brown, George 
H. Brown, Buell, Busby, E, Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chan- 


I demand the yeas and 


dier, Chapman, Clark, Conger, Cullom, Curtis, George G; 
Davis, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, 
Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Eastman, Edmundson, 
Evans, Faulkner, Ficklin, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Free- 
man, Henry M. Filler, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, 
Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, Grey, Hah, Harper,- 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Hendricks, Hib- 
bard, Holladay, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Inger- 
soll, Ives, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, John Jonson, Rob- 
ert W. Johnson, Danie! T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston 
King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mann, 
Martin, McCorkle, MeLanahan, MeMuilin, McNair, Mil- 
ler, Millson,.Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, 
Morehead, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Olds, Outlaw, An- 
drew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Pein, Perkins; ` 
Phelps, Porter, Powell, Price, Reed, Richardson, Riddle, 
Robbins, Robie, Savage, Schermerhorn, Sendder, David L. 
Seymour, Skelton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, 
St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, 
Thompson, Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, Ward, Wash- 
burn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, Alex- 
ander White, Wilcox, and Wildrick—147. 7 ` 
NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Averett, Bowne, Joseph 
Cable,.Caskie, Chastain, Cobb, Colcock, Edgerton. Ham- 
ilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Thomas Y. How, Ma- 
son, McQueen, Meade, Orr, Penniman, Schoonmaker, 
Scurry, Smith, Snow, Sutherland, Wallace, Walsh, and 
Woodward—27, ‘ 


So the bill was passed: 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion waz agreed to. 


Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the fol- 
lowing bills; which severally received the signature 
of the Speaker: 

S. No. 454. An act for the relief of Joseph Mor- 
ton Plummer and Mary Reignolds Plummer; 

H. R. No. 258. An act to reduce and define the 
boundary of the military reserve at St. Peter’s river, 
in the Territory of Minnesota; and 

S. No. 540. An act to establish an additional 
land office in the Territory of Minnesota. 

MAJOR JOHN MOORE WHITE. 


The SPEAKER. The question now pending 
is upon the motion of the gentleman from New 
Jersey, [Mr. Srrarron,] to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking up Senate bill for the relief 
of John Moore White. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
ing hour expired ? 

he SPEAKER. It has. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. JOHNSON. [ask the floor fora personal 
explanation. The unpleasant difficulty, occurring 
on yesterday, in debate in this House, between 
Messrs. Warre, of Kentucky, and Pour, of Ten- 
nessee, was referred to Mr. Grey, of Kentucky, 
and myself. Itis my pleasant duty to state that 
the difference between those gentlemen arose and 
existed in misapprehension, and that it has been 
honorably and satisfactorily adjusted. 

Mr. GREY. Mr. Speaker, having been asso- 
ciated with my friend from Arkansas (Mr. Joun- 
son ] in negotiating an amicable adjustment between 
| my colleague (Mr. Wuire]and the gentleman from 
| Tennessee, [Mr. Poux,] I take great pleasure in 
expressing my concurrence in the statement just 
made by that gentleman, that all those unpleasant 
differences have been settled in a manner alike 
honorable and satisfactory to both those honor- 
able gentlemen, and whieh, I am sure, will meet 
the entire approbation of every friend of each of 
i them. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


! YThe SPEAKER. There is a motion pending, 
of a privileged character, which must be put to 
the House. Itisa motion made by the gentleman 
| from New Jersey {[Mr. STRATTON] to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of taking up Senate bill for 
the relief of John Moore White. 

Mr. STRATTON. I hope the House will al- 
low the rules to be suspended. 

Mr. MILLSON. I wish to makea suggestion 
to the gentleman. If the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. Srratron] will allow this bill to be 
referred to a Committee of the Whole House I 
will withdraw my objection. ‘The bill was re- 
ferred to me for examination at the last Congress, 
and I know something about it; and { think that 
the House ought to know something about it be- 
| fore it is passed. 


Has the morn- 


Mr. STRATTON. I will say that this bill has 
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been reported upon favorably by the Senate. I 
have: shown the report to every member of the 
Committee’ on. Revolutionary .Claims, and. they | 
have authorized me to say that they are willing to 
support the bil. Ban Kost oie 

‘The question being on Mr. Strarron’s motion 
to suspend therules, |. “it 
Mr. COBB demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Morony, and. STANTON of 
Tennessee; were appointed. s 

The question was. then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 91, noes 29. 

So the rules. were suspended. ; 
The bill was then read the first and second time 
by jts title. i | 

Mr. MILLSON. I move to refer the.billto a | 
Committee of the Whole House. I have but a 
few words tò say upon this subject, and merely to 
show. the House why I felt. it my duty to object 
to. taking.up the bill at this time. There is, per- | 
haps, no one now there but myself who knows | 
anything about this: bill. It was referred, at the | 
first session of the last Congress, to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Claims, of which I was then a 
member. The biil was examined, and reported 
upon by me to the committee. The venera- 
ble gentleman (Judge White) who is the benefi- 
ciary of this bill, soon afterwards visited Wash- 
ington, and I had one or two conversations with 
him, I have not the least hesitation in saying, 
that his destitution; and his bland and gentlemanly 
manners made an. impression upon. me, and my 
sympathies were warmly enlisted in his. behalf. 
In the conversations I had with him, I thought he 
was satisfied himself. that his application was 
founded in mistake. He asked permission to with- 
draw-his papers. I, myself, urged that this per- 
mission should be given, that he might, if possible, 
strengthen his case, though the House will pres- 
ently see that the case, from its very nature, was 
not susceptible of being supported by any testi- 
mony he could procure. However, the papers 
were withdrawn, and, somewhat to my surprise, 
I observed that they were this year presented in 
the Senate, and a report made upon them from 
the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 
` Iwill briefly state the character. of this petition. 
The statements in the bill and report are altogether | 
erroneous. Major White, the father of the peti- 
tioner, never was a major in the revolutionar 
Army, and the respectable petitioner does not al- 
lege that he was ever a major in the American | 
Army. On the contrary, he states, in his peti- | 
tion, that. his father was connected with the rev- | 
olutionary Ariy, but in what capacity he does not | 
exactly know. Í examined the question with very | 
great care, for I would not have made an adverse | 
report upon such a case unless I had been per- 
fectly well assured of the grounds upon which I 
ought.to act. Major White, the father of the pe- 
titioner, was an Irishman by birth—a gallant offi- 
cer; or rather a gallant man-——for he was a mer- 
chant, and not an oficer. He was a man of great 
popularity in his day, and from his handsome 
person, and pising manners, won the sobriquet 
of Beau White. He was the volunteer aid of 
General Sullivan at the battle of Germantown, and | 
was killed in that battie. : 

Mr. PRICE. [ask the gentleman whether he 
asserts that he was the aid of General Sullivan at 
the battle of Germantown? 

Mr. MILLSON. Yes, sir. : | 

Mr. PRICE. Does not that entitle him to the | 
distinction of a major? 

Mr. MILLSON. He was, of course, only act- 
ing as a staff officer. We have never gone so far 
as. to provide, by any general law, pensions to the | 
children of those who died or served in the rev- | 
olutionary war. Congress has granted pensions 
ii the widows of revolutionary officers and sol- | 

iers-——— 

Mr. SKELTON. Are not the children of those 
who died in the revolutionary war entitled to all | 
the pay which.their parents would have received? | 

Mr. MILLSON. The children would be enti- | 
tled to draw. thepay.to.which their. parent was | 

| 


entitled, and which he had not drawn up to the 
time of his death, . I will now refer to the legisla- 
tion of Congress for.the relief of those who were 
connected with revolutionary officers and soldiers. | 
I say that we have. never: gone further than to 

grant pensions to the widows, but the children of | 
those who served in the revolutionary. war have 
never been entitled to anything at all,- -Most of 


revolutionary war; and if a claim were allowed on 
behalf of children for the services of their ances- 
tors, our Treasury would soon be depleted. We 
have-never gone further than to grant pensions to 
the: widows of revolutionary officers and soldiers, 
and only to those who were married. before the 
year 1800.. Those.widows of revolutionary offi- 
cers and soldiers who were married since the year 
1800, are now entitled to no bounty or relief from 
the Government of the United States. The reso- 
lution of Congress under which this appropriation 
is attempted to be made or justified, applies only to 
‘‘ military officers commissioned by Congress.” 
it never applied to. staff officers—it never applied 
to surgeons—it never applied to chaplains—it 
never applied to any description of officers but to 
commissioned military-officers. But again, Major 
White, as he is called—and we all know that an 
officer of the staff receives the honorary title of 
major—was killed in the year 1777, at the battle 
of Germantown. If he had been a military officer, 
and commissioned by Congress, his heirs would 
have been entitled to nothing. There is as great 
an error of law as there is a mistake of fact in the 
bill of the Senate. On the 15th of May, 1778, the 
Continental Congress adopted a resolution grant- 
ing seven years’ half pay to ‘‘all military officers 
commissioned by Congress, who now are or here- 
after.may be in the service of the United States; 
and shall continue therein during the war to the 
end of the war.” Sometime in August, 1780, this 
resolution was extended to the widows and orphan 
children of *‘ those. officers who have died, or shall 
hereafter die in the service;”’ and the Legislatures 
of the States were recommended to make pro- 
vision for paying the same on account of the 
United States. 

As early as the year 1792, just sixty years ago, 
the heirs of Captain Shubrick, a gallant officer 
from South Carolina, who died, or was killed be- 
fore the 15th of May, 1778, petitioned Congress, 
with many others similarly situated, for the seven 
years’ half pay. The question was then deliber- 
ately and carefully considered by Congress. It 
was referred to General Knox, then Secretary of 
War, for his report. He made a report to the 
Senate, and that body struck out of the bill, which 
had improvidently passed the House of Repre- 
sentatives, the name of every officer who had died 
before the 15th of May, 1778, upon the ground 
that the benefits of the resolution of 1780 were 
only to be extended to those widows and orphan 
children whose husbands or fathers had been 
promised relief under the resolution of 1778. Un- 
doubtedly, this was the correct construction. It 
can hardly admit of any other. 

About ten or twelve years ago, the attempt was 
repeated to extend the benefits of this resolution 
to the heirs of that class of officers who died be- 
fore the 15th of May, 1778. The petition was 
presented to the Hlouse of Representatives, and it 
was deemed sufficiently impo to invoke the 
consideration of the Judiciary Committee. The 
question referred by the resolution of the House, 
was whether the widows and children of those 
officers who died prior to the 15th of May, 1778, 
were entitied to the benefits of that provision. A 
report was made by Mr. Barnard, of New York, 
then the chairman of the Judiciary Committee in 
this House, expressing the confident and unwaver- 
ing opinion of the committee that the resolution 
was never intended to apply to any such class of 
officers, and that it had no further retrospective 
operation than to embrace such as had died be- 
tween the ith of May, 1778, and August, 1780. 
I have, in the discharge of my duties upon the 
committee, made similar reports. I have made 
reports of that character at the present session of 
Congress; and at the last session, I made a report 
in the case of the heirs of James Conway, pre- 
sented by my colleague, [Mr. Avernerr,] denying 
the relief claimed. there upon precisely similar 
grounds. 

The House will therefore perceive, for I will not 
detain them further, that there is a glaring mistake, 
both of fact and law. Major White was never a 
military officer commissioned by Congress, and 
was never a major in the revolutionary army. 
His respectable son, who was at one time, I think, 
chief justice of the State of New Jersey, does not 
allege in his petition that his father was a major 
in the revolutionary Army, but only says that he 
was connected with the revolutionary Army; and 


dees not justify the allowance of seven years’half 
pay to the widow and children of that class of offi- 
cers who died before the 15th of May, 1778. 

In conclusion, I will say, that it is, at all times, 
exceedingly repugnant to my feelings to interpose 
objections to the relief asked by those who are, 
doubtless, anxiously expecting the bounties they 
solicit from Congress; and nothing but the consid- 
eration that the House might be misled, and per- 
haps be induced to vote as they would not if they 
correctly understood the facts of the case, con- 
strained me on yesterday to object to the motion 
of the gentleman from New Jersey, to take this 
bill from the table. I should be individually very 
well satisfied if the House should grant this relief 
to the petitioner; and if, after this explanation, 
they shall determine to do so, as a.mere matter of 
gratuity and bounty, while it is not consistent with 
my views of public duty to give such a vote, yet, 
I assure the House that no gentleman here—not 
even the honorable gentleman who is the immedi- 
ate representative of Judge White—could be per- 
sonally more gratified at therelief extended to him 
in his old age and necessity, than I should be, 
But that we shall be establishing a dangerous prin- 
ciple, and one entirely at variance with our system, 
I cannot doubt. In this country, there is no he- 
reditary title, either to honors, or the rewards of 
merit and service. Under our republican Consti- 
tution, the service rendered by one man isnot 
transmissible to his descendants, so as to entitle 
them to bounties and rewards, when they have 
themselves rendered no public service. 

Mr. STRATTON. My honorable friend from 
Virginia has stated to the House his knowledge 
of the claim when it was before the committee, 
I hold in my hand the report of D. Newell, for- 
merly known asa member of the preceding Con- 

ress, presented on the 8th February, 1848, which 
will send to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

The Clerk then read the report, as follows: 


“The committee to whom was referred the. petition of 
J. M. White beg leave respecttully to report— 

« Phat John Moore White, the petitioner, is the only sur- 
viving son and heir of Major John White, who was an 
officer.in the American Army during the revolutionary war ; 
that Major White was an Irish gentleman who, prior to the 
war, settled in the United States, and wasa merchant in 
the city of Philadelphia; that about the year 1765 or 1766 
he married a Miss Moore, of the county of Cumberland, in 
the State of New Jersey, who died in 1770, leaving three 
sons, of whom the petitioner is the youngest. After the death 
of his wite he returned to Europe, and was there at the time 
of the declaration of our independence. Very soon after that 
event, he returned to this country and joined the American 
Army; that Major John White was on the 4th day of Octo- 
ber, 1777, acting as one of the aids of Major General John 
Sullivan at the battle of Germantown, and there received 
a mortal wound bya shot from Chew’s house, whilst he 
was attempting to set fire to the house, with a view to dis- 
lodge the British troops who had taken shelter therein ; that 
he survived but a few days, and died in. the neighborhood 
of the battle-field. There is before the committee the certifi- 
cate of an old lady—whose character for veracity is vouched 
for hy some of the most respectable gentlemen of the State 
of New Jersey—who states that she saw Major White after 
the battle of Germantown, wounded, and that he died a 
few days after in consequence of his wound. This is also 
substantiated by the testimony of a soldier who was in that 
battle, and deposes to this fact. Additional: testimony to 
this end may be found in the letter of Major General Sulli- 
van, pudlished in Washington’s Letters, by Sparks, page 
466; Thatcher’s Military Journal, pages 142 and 143; in 
General Wilkinson’s Annals of Philadelphia, volume 2; 
also, in several affidavits now in the possession of the com- 
mittee. : 

“That the petitioner is the son of Major White is clearly 
shown by an abundance of the most respectable testimony, 
the authors of which are well known by reputation to the 
writer of this report; also, by the evidence of the daughter 
of a chaplain in the revolutionary Army, who had fre- 
quently heard her father converse with the petitioner about 
his father’s untimely end at the battle of Germantown. A 
transcript from the family book, now in the possession of 
the petitioner, proves him to be the son of Major White; 
in which book is also recorded, as follows; ‘John White, 
‘merchant, of Philadelphia, was killed by the British, at 
‘the battle of Germantown, October 4, 1777, while fighting 
‘for the liberties of America. He was aged about forty-six 
‘ years.’ 

& That the petitioner is the only surviving heir of Major 
White, is shown by abundant testimony. That neither he, 


| nor any of the other heirs of Major White, whilst living, 


received any compensation, is apparent from the fact that 
Major White died in the early stage of the war, and that 
application has never been inade, until this time, for the 
payment of the claim. This is further proved by a letter 
from the Third Auditor of the Treasury, (Mr. Hagner,) 
stating that no payment has ever been made to his heirs. 

& T'he writer of this report begs leave further to state, 
thatthe petitioner was attorney general to the State of New 
Jersey, and subsequently, for many years, an associate 
justice of the supreme court of that State; that he is a gen- 
tleman of great moral and intellectual worth; that in con- 
sequence of a disease of his eyes he was obliged to relin- 
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quish his professional business. The disease has gradually 
increased until] he has now become entirely blind. He did 
not, until driven to do so by necessity, petition Congress for 
his rights, feeling a strong and natural disinclination to be 
the recipient of a bounty so long as he was able to sustain 
himself by his own exertions. This will account for the 
ttnusuai delay in presenting his just and unquestionable 
claim. He is now seventy-eight years of age, and if relief 
come to him at all, it must come soon, or he will be beyond 
the reach of oftentimes but tardy justice.’ 


Mr. BROWN, of New Jersey. With the per- 
mission of the gentleman I will say a few words. 
I have given some examination to this case, and 
have not arrived at the same conclusion as the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Miuuson.] I feel 
obliged to him, however, for the courteous terms 
in which he has spoken of the petitioner, Judge 
White, of New Jersey. 1 feel that the spotless 
character he has sustained during a long life, and 
his present necessity and misfortune, (a state of 
total blindness,) justify gentlemen in extending to 
him not only words of courtesy, but those of 
sympathy. The objections taken by the gentle- 
man from Virginia are two, The first is, that 
Major White, the father of the petitioner, was not 
commissioned by Congress; and 1 admit, sir, that 
there is no evidence that he was so commissioned. 
But the very reason why this case is presented 
here is, that it does not come precisely within the 
resolution of the 15th May, 1778. Petitioners 
come here for relief because their cases substan- 
tially are within the general laws passed by Con- 
gress on this subject, but are not technically and 
literally within such laws. Now, sir, Major 
White may not have been commissioned by Con- 
gress as a major in the Revolutionary Army. He 
was commissioned, if at all, by one of the agents 
of the Congress-—-by one of the generals of the 
Army, and the probability is that he received his 
commission from General Sullivan, upon whose 
staff He was serving when killed. There is no 
doubt at all from the evidence, that he was in the 
service from the commencement of the war up to 
the time of his death at the battle of Germantown. 
There is evidence here that he stated on one occa- 
sion, that he preferred sleeping on a hard floor to 
a bed, because he was accustomed to camp life. 
There is evidence also here, as remarked by the 
gentleman from Virginia, that from his elegant and 
officer-like appearance, he had acquired in the 
army the sobriquet of Beau White. That he was 
gallant and distinguished in the service, is stated 
by General Sullivan in a letter which he wrote 
immediately after the battle of Germantown. In 
that letter the General states that in that conflict 
he had lost General Nash, of South Carolina, and 
his aids Major Sherbourne and Major White, 
whose acts of distinguished bravery, he said, 
would entitle them to the gratitude of their coun- 
try. Now, sir, whether Major White was com- 
missioned or not by Congress, I submit to this 
House whether, having been a gallant officer and 
served in the manner specified, and having met the 
approbation of his brother officers in theArmy and 
his General, he does not come substantially within 
the meaning of the resolution of Congress which 
was intended to give to all of these officers seven 
years’ half pay. . : 

Mr. MILLSON. Will my friend allow me to 
say a word here? It is only this, that attempts 
to extend the provisions of the resolution of 1778 
and 1780 were made even before the adoption of 
the present Constitution; and it was deliberately 
resolved by the Congress in these words: “ That 
half-pay cannot be allowed to any officer, or to 
any class or denomination of officers to whom it 
has not been expressly promised.” . 

Mr. BROWN. I believe, sir, we are now in 
the Congress of the United States, one branch of 
which has already acted upon this very question; 
and I am now speaking to the question whether 
this branch of the Congress ought not to unite in 
extending relief to those who have performed all 
the service required by those resolutions, although 
not commissioned by Congress—in this case, to a 
man who fell after performing acts of distinguished 
bravery in the service of his country. I contend, 
sir, that these resolutions ought to beso extended. 
Upon that point I trust that the House-will have 
no difficulty. ; 

But, sir, I understand the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia to contend that if Major White had been 
commissioned by Congress, he was still not en- 
titled to relief under these resolutions, and that it 
has been so decided by Congress heretofore. If 
that be so, I trust it will never prove to beso in 


future. Why, by the very terms of these resolu= 
tions, if he had been commissioned by Congress a 
major inthe Army of the United States, he would 
have been entitled to receive at the Pension Office, 
without applying here, these seven years’ half pay. 
It is true that he was not embraced in the resolu- 
tion of the 15th May, 1778, because that applies 
only to those officers who served during the war. 
But the second resolution, passed on the 24th Au- 
gust, 1780, was intended to meet the very case, 
and to extend the resolution of 1778 to other cases; 
and by that resolution the provisions of the reso- 
lution of 1778 were expressly extended to all offi- 
cers who might thereafter die, or who had there- 
tofore died. Now,it is said by the gentleman 
from Virginia that a different construction has 
been given to these two resolutions; that they have 
been held not to apply to any person who died 
before the passage of the first resolution, because 
no promise had been made to such person. Well, 
sir, | say that is an arbitrary construction—it is 
contrary to the literal meaning of the words con- 
tained in the second resolution. The widows and 
children of all those officers who shall have died, 
or who may hereafter die, are to be entitled, under 
these resolutions, to this bounty. These are the 
express terms of the second resolution. 

Mr. MILLSON. My friend has not quoted 
correctly the terms of the laws. The terms are, 
that the benefits of the act of the 15th May shall 
be extended to those who have heretofore died. 

Mr. BROWN. Here is the resolution: 

“Resolved, That the resolution of the 15th of May, 1778, 
granting half pay tor seven years to the officers of the Army 
who should continue in the service to the end of the war, 
be extended to the widows of those officers who have died, 
or shall hereafter die in the service; to commence from the 
time of such officer’s death, and to continue for the term of 
seven years; or, if there be no widow, or in case of her 
death or intermarriage, the said half pay be given to the or- 
phan children of the officer aforesaid, if he shall have left 
any, and that it be recommended to the respective States to 
which such officer belong, to make provision for paying the 
same on account of the United States, that the restricting 
clauses in the resolution of May 15th, 1778, granting half 
pay to the officers for seven years, expressed in these 
words, viz: ‘And not hold any office of profit under these 
States, or any of them,’ be, and is hereby repealed.” 

The benefits of the act of 1778 are extended by 
this second resolution to the widows and children 
of those who had died. Now, Major White had 
died before the passage of the first resolution, 
and it would seem that he had died too early; that 
he had entered the service too promptly; and that 
he was at the battle of Germantown, and fell there 
too soon in an act of distinguished bravery, and, 
therefore, his children are to be excluded from the 
benefits of these resolutions by this technical con- 
struction. Isay it is a construction not only to 
the dishonor of the Congress of the United States, 
but contrary to what would be the construction of 
any enlightened court. 

i submit to this House, that this is a meritori- 
ous case, and that an act ought to be passed grant- 


ing relief to this venerable old man, distinguished | and it was not agreed to. 


in his prime, butow driven by misfortune to be 
a petitioner. I move to suspend the rule which 
requires all bills making appropriations to be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. Has not that 
rule been suspended already? 

The SPEAKER. It has not. The rule was 
suspended for the purpose of taking up the bill 
only. 


The question now being upon Mr. Brown’s | 


motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. COBB demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Morony and Curtis were ap- 
pointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 87, noes 32. . 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the rule 
was suspended. 3 

The question recurred upon the motion to refer 
the bill to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. AVERETT. Is it in order to move an 
amendment to that bill? 

The SPEAKER. Not pending the motion to 
commit. The motion to commit is immediately 
before the House. 

Mr. AVERETT. It was remarked by my 
friend and colleague, [Mr. Muttson,] a short time 
ago, that a petition coming from my district stood 
upon the same grounds, and depended upon the 
same principles, as the bill now before the House. 
I have not the papers in relation to that case now 
before me, and I do not mean to detain the House 


i| pending, which cuts off all amendments. 


with any attempt to give an account of my recol- 
lection of the case. My recollection, in short, is, 
that it is a petition of an officer of the Revolution, 


| whose petition has been favorably reported upon 


once and again, but which has failed between the 
two Houses; and as well as I can recollect—and: 
if] am wrong my colleague will correct me—there 

never has been an adverse report upon it until the 

one to which the gentleman from Virginia refers, 

and which was made by himself. My purpose 

in rising at this time is, to ask the House, if this 

bill is to be taken into consideration, that the 

amendment which I have sent to the Clerk’s table 

shall be added to it; and if it be decided favorably 

upon, or acted upon at all, that the representatives. 

of Lieutenant Conway, whose claim stands upon 

the same ground as this bill, shall be participants 

in the benefits of it. 

Mr. MILLSON. Willthe gentleman allow me 
to have read the concluding remarks'of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, in 1842, upon this legal 
question ? 

Mr. AVERETT. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. STUART. What report is that? 

Mr. MILLSON. Itis the report of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. STUART. On this bill? 

Mr. MILLSON. No; but on the principles 
involved in the bill, 


The Clerk then read the extract, as follows: 


“In conclusion, the committee, in answer to the resolu- 
tion of the Honse, by which the House bas directed them to 
report their opinion on the legal question in this case, ex- 
press a decided, unwavering, and clear conviction, on their 
part, after due consideration, on the grounds stated in this 
report, that it was not the intention of Congress, by the res- 
olution of the 24th of August, 178, to extend the grant of 
half pay for seven years to the widows or orphan children 
of officers who died in the service before the 15th of May, 
1778 ; and that the language of that resolution, when taken 


; in connection with the resolution of the 15th of May, 1778, 


does not fairly warrant such a construction.” 

Mr. AVERETT. Do I understand the Chair 
to decide that no amendment is in order? 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on 
the motion to commit the bill. An amendment is 
therefore not in order at this time. 

Mr. AVERETT. My particular purpose in 
addressing the Chair was to call the attention of the 
House to the remark which fell from my col- 
league, (Mr. MiLLson,] who stated that the peti- 
tion of the representatives of James Conway stood 
upon the same ground as this petition, and to ask 
the House if they mean to act on this case, to act 
at the same time upon that. 

Mr. STUART. {think that for the Jast hour 
we have understood this question at least as well 
as we shall understand it to-day; and I therefore 
move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
refer the bill to a Committee of the Whole House, 


Mr. AVERETT. 
now in order? 

The SPEAKER. The previous queson ds 
unanimous consent the amendmentcan be keed, 

Mr. STRATTON. I object. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was subsequently read the third time, 

Mr. STUART moved the previous question on 
the passage of the bill. The previous question 
was seconded, and the main question ordered. 

Mr. LETCHER called for the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

Mr. McMULLIN moved to lay the bill upon 
the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The bill was then passed. 


CANAL AROUND THE FALLS OF ST. MARY. 

Mr. STUART. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of taking from the Speaker’s table 
Senate bill No. 28, ‘‘ granting to the State of Mich- 
‘igan the right of way and a donation of public 
“lands for the construction of a ship canal around 
‘the Falls of St. Mary.” 

Mr. BISSELL. lask the gentleman to with- 
draw that motion for a moment, that I may ask 
the permission of the House to report a bill from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, that it may be 
referred toa Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the 
bill can be received and referred. 


Is an amendment to the bill 
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“Mr. SEEVEN S,of Pennsylvania. ` What bilt 


iit? ; TEE 

Mr: BISSELT: Itisa bilkforthe relief of Mrs. 
Margaret Hetzeh. E simply wish to report it from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, that.it may: be 
referred: tö a Committee of. the Whole House. 

i There: being: no: objection, the bill was received: 
and referred to a: Committee of the Whole House: 
Mr. KING, of New York. I move to- recon- 
sider the vote by which ‘that bill was referred. I 
do not. wish: to press the motion: now, but I desire 
that it shall be entered. ; 

- "Phe question then: recurred. upon the motion 
made by Mr. Sruarr.to suspend thé rales to take 
up Senate bil: No. 28. : 
Mr: STUART demanded tellers; which were: 


ordered; and Messrs. VENABLE, and PARKER of. 


Pennsylvania, were appointed. 
` The ‘question was then: taken, and the tellers 
reported——ayes 94, noes 49. 
Mr. STUART’ demanded the yeas and nays; 
and ‘they were ordered. 
The question was again taken, and there were— 
yeas 123, nays 44; as follows: : 


. YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison, 
William Appleton, Babcock, Barrere, ‘Bissell, Bowie, 
Bowne, John H. Boyd, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, 
George H. Brown, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, 
Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapnian,.Clark, 
Conger, Cottman, Collum, Curtis, George. T. Davis, Daw- 
fon, Dean, Dimmick, Duncan, Edgerton, Evans, Fiteh, 
Florence, Fowlér, Freeman, Gamble, Gaylord, Gilmore, 
Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, Hall, Harper, Hart, 
Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, John 
W. Howe, Thomas M, Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, 
Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, J. Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Daniel T. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, George G. King, Pres- 
ton King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Martin, Me- 
€orkle,.McLanahau, McNair, Miller, Molony, Henry D, 
Moore, John Moore, Murray, Newton, Olds, Andrew Par- 
er, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, 
orter, Price, Reed, Richardson, Robbins, Robie, Sackett, 
chermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Seur- 
ty, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Snow, Stanly, Benjamin 
Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Abrabam P. Stephens, 
Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, 
Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge,; Walsh, Ward, Wash- 
burn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, Wilcox, 
and Wildri¢k 123. 
“NAYS—Mesars. Aiken, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, 
Beale, Bennett, Bragg, Brooks, Caldwell, Chastain, 
Cobb, Coleock, John G; Davia, Dockery, Dunham, Ed- 
mundson, Faulkner, Floyd, Grey, Hamilton, Hammond, 
sham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hibbard, Holladay, 
Houston; A. Johnson, Letcher, Mason, MeMullin, Me- 
Queen, Millson, Morehead, Murphy, Orr, Outlaw, Powell, 
Ross, Savage, Smith, Thaddeus Stevens, Venable, Wal- 
lace, Alexander White, and Wood ward—44. 


. -So the rules were suspended, and the bill was 
takenup. ` 

Mr. STUART. Ican explain the bill in a very 
few moments. I ask that it may be réad. 

The bill ‘was read through by the Clerk. 

Mr. STUART. [do not propose to detain the 
House five minutes in reference to the bill. The 


subject itself is one of such magnitude that it has į 


attracted’ the attention of every member of this 
Housé; and of the whole country. It is a great 
work, and one entirely national in its character. 
It steers perfectly clear of all constitutional ques- 
tions and objections, because the Government of 
the United States owns the ground, and has entire 
jurisdiction over the whole tract of country through 
which the canal will pass. There is, therefore, no 
constitutional question involved. The delegation 
from Michigan would have been pleased, if we 
could have obtained a money appropriation with 
wWhiéh to construct this canal. That question was, 
however, thoroughly tested in’ the Senate, and 
‘was voted down. I say the delegation from Michi- 
gañ, not because we are more interested in’ the 
construction of this work than any other portion 
of the country. We are not as much interested 
as Ohio, Pennsylvania, New York, or any of the 
Western States. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Will the gentleman 
fröm Michigan allow me for a moment—— 

Mr. STUART. For a moment. 


Mr. STANTON. I merely wish to state, that | 


I have had ïn my possession, for the last six 
months,’a variety of: memorials and petitions from 
Chambers of Conimérce, and from the State Legis- 
latures of Pennsylvania, New York, and Ohio, in 
favor of the construction of this canal. I have 
also a report from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals in favor of the bill, all of which I have 
been endeavoring to report back-to the House for 
a long time, but have not had‘any opportunity of 
doing so. ; 


Mr. HOUSTON. I wish tò state one fact in 


ij million of dollars, 
tleman from Michigan, if he has any further in- | 


this connection. It is this: I have now in my 
possession; I suppose, as many as forty petitions 
from various sources, in favor of the Government 
depositing with the States the fourth installment 
under the act of 1837. ve 
‘Mr. STUART. I cannot yield to'the gentleman 
from Alabama. eee 
Mr. STANTON. The Committee on Roads 
and Canals:have ‘long since reported to this House 
a-bill for accomplishing this very. object. : 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair will inquire whether 
it ig: the: object of the gentleman to present the 
papers to: which he refers? : 
r. STANTON, It is not. F merely desire 
to state that: E have them in my- possession. The 
Committeeon Roads and Canals reported a: bill for 
an appropriation of $400,600, for the construction 
of this canal. I have no doubt the money ought 
to be appropriated. 


Mr. STUART. Ido not yield longer to the 


gentleman from Ohio. I cannot consent to detain 
the Hlouse-at all upon thissubject. I should have 
finished my remarks in a few minutes. I will 
merely say, that Ohio, New York, and Pennsyl- 
vania have given'a legislative expression in favor 
of the construction of this canal. 

[A message’ was here received from the Senate 
announcing the passage, by that body, of the river 
and harbor bill with sundry amendments. } 

Mr. STUART, (continuing.) I should like to 
givemy viewsto the House and the country, upon 
this subject; but, at this period of the session, | am 
not willing. to: oecupy the time of the House for 
that purpose: I call for the previous question. 

Mr. ORR. Task the gentleman to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, in order to 
allow me to ask him two or three questions. 


Mr. STUART. I will hear the gentleman’s 
questions. 
Mr. ORR. I wish to inquire of the gentleman, 


in the-first place, what is the length of the canal; 
and, in the next place, whether there has-been any 
estimate, that the cost of its construction would be 
more than $400,000? 

Mr. STUART. The length: of this. canal is 
about three quarters’ of a:mile. The excavation, 
as I understand it, is mostly through a rock. The 
estimate of the engineers is about $450,000. 

Mr. ORR. Ishould like to ask the gentleman 
from Michigan another question. 1 understood 
him that the estimate for the construction of this 
canal is about $450,000. I think that is the 
amount. It was before the Committee on Public 
Lands, and that is my recollection. But this bill 
proposes to give 750,000 acres of the public land, 
which, at $1 25 an acre, would amount to near a 
Now, I desire to ask the gen- 


formation going to show thatthe cost of this canal 
is likely to go up from. $450,000. to $1,000,000? 
and,.if not, why this increase is made? 

Mr. STUART. I will answer the gentleman 
ina word: I do not believe Me canal will cost 
more than the amount of the estimate. This 
question, as I stated, was presented in the Senate 
in a form of a grant of money for the construction 
of the canal. That proposition, however, after 
full discussion, was refused by a very decided 
vote, and the Senate agreed to put in the amount 
of land which is indicated in the bill; so that in 
any contingency the land should bring the mone: 
necessary to insure the construction of the canal. 
There is no danger of the land being wasted; for, 
in case there is morethan enough to construct the 
work, it reverts back to the United States. I de- 
mand the previous question. 

Mr. CONGER. I ask my colleague: to with- 
draw the demand for the previous question, to 
allow. me to submit a few remarks, 


Mr. STUART. { will withdraw in favor of 
my colleague, if he will renew it. 
Mr. CONGER. Iwillrenewit. I do-not rise 


for the purpose of detaining the House with a 
speech at this time, upon thissubject. Iam happy 
to perceive this subject is as well understood by 
the other members of the House as it is by us 
who are more immediately interested. It will be 
recollected that at an early part of the session, I, 
myself, by leave, introduced a_bill for the con- 
struction of this same work. That bill provided 
for an appropriation of money; and it was re- 
ported ‘upon favorably by the Committee on Roads 
and- Canals, to which it was referred. 
the Committee of the’ Whole on the state of the 


It went to |} 


Union, and has-never been reached. But.as there 
is a very decided indication in the other branch of 


| the National Legislature that an appropriation of 
| money can never be obtained: for that purpose, 


perhaps a grant of land would be better than 
nothing. HN f 

. I have devoted some time to the investigation of 
this question, and. have even taken. the pains to 
prepare a speech upon the subject, in which. the 
statistics necessary for. the full information of the 
House were embraced. With the leave of the 
House, hereafter | may publish the speech I have 
prepared. fF will net detain the House further at 

resent. 

Mr. STUART. 
question. 

Mr. LETCHER. I move that the bill do lie 
upon the table; and upon that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MEADE. Do If understand that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Concer] demanded 
the previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Sruart] demanded it. 

Mr. MEADE. I appeal to the gentleman to 
withdraw his demand. 

Mr. STUART. E cannot. 

Mr. MEADE. Then I hope it will be voted 
down. I know nothing about the bill. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered upon the 
motion to lay upon the table. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to lay the bill on the table. 

Mr. ORR. I ask the gentleman from Michigan 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question 
in order to allow me to offer an amendment to re- 
duce the amount to 500,000. 

{Cries of ** No!’? **No!?’] 

Mr. STUART. I cannot withdraw the de- 
mand. 

The previous-question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time; and, according to order, it was-read the third 
time. 

Mr. MEADE. Is it in order to move to com- 
mit the bill to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER, It isnot, the bill having been 
ordered to a third reading. 

Mr.STUART. Idemand the previous ques- 
tion upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MEADE. Is-the question upon the pas- 
sage of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. That is the question before 
the House. 

Mr. MEADE. I understand the question to be 
upon a third reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has already been 
read a-third time. . 

Mr. MEADE.. Then I submit that the gentle- 
man from Michigan (Mr. Sruart] had not the 
floor to call the previous question, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michi- 
gan was regularly upon. the-floor. 

Mr. MEADE. I rose and was-recognized by 
the Chair. While 1 was upon the floor the gen- 
tleman from Michigan rose and demanded the 
previous ùestion. 1 submit. that the gentleman 
nad. no right to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under 
the circumstances the gentleman from Michigan 
was regularly. entitled to the floor, and had the 
right to call for the previous question. 

Mr. MEADE, Then the question is upon the 
passage of the bill. I now ask the Chair if it is in 
order to move to refer the bill to the Committee of 
the Whole-on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated to the 
gentleman from Virginia once, and he now states 
again, that no motion is in order now, and has 
not been at any time since the bill was ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. MEADE. I call for the yeas and nays 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The yeas and nays were ther ordered upon the 
passage of the bill. 

The question was then taken, and decided in the 
affirmative—yeas 115, nays 48; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Babeock, Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, 
Bowne, John H. Boyd; Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, 


T now demand the previous 
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Busby, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson 
Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Clark, Conger, Curtis, George 
T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmiek, Disney, Duncan, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Free- 
man, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gentry, Gilmore, Good- 
enow, Goodrich, Green, Hall, Harper, Hart, Hascall, Ha- 
ven, Hendricks, Henn, John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, John Johnson, 
Robert W. Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, 
Kubns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Martin, McLanahan, 
McNair, Miller, Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Jobn 
Moore, Murray, Newton, Olds, Andrew Parker, Samuel 
W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Por- 
ter, Price, Reed, Richardson, Robbins, Robie, Sackett, 
Schermerborn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmak er, Scudder, David 
L. Seymour, Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stauton, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Stratton, 
Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, Thurston, Town- 
shend, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Welch, 
Wells, and Wileox—11L5. 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bay- 


ly, Beale, Bocock, Bragg, Caldwell, Chapman, Chastain, 
Clingman, Cobb, John G. Davis, Dockery, Dunham, Ed- 


mundson, Faulkner, Floyd, Grey, Hamilton, flammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hebard, Hibbard, 
Holladay, Houston, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Leteher, 
McMann, McQueen, Meade, Milson, Morehead, Murphy, 
Orr, Outlaw, Peaslee, Powell, Ross, Savage, Sutherland, 
Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Alexander White, and Wood- 
ward-—48. 


So the bill passed, 


Mr. STUART. I rise toa privileged question. 
I move that the vote by which the bill passed be 
reconsidered, and that the motion to reconsider do 
lie upon the table. 

The question was taken, and the latter motion 
was agreed to. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 


Mr. DUNCAN. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up and disposing 
of the light-house bill. I presume it will take but 
a few moments to dispose of it, 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

So the rules were suspended. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Wholeon the state of the Union, 

Mr. Venage in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill before the com- 
mittee for its consideration is House bill No. 312, 
making appropriation for light-houses, &c.,and the 
pending question is upon the amendment offered 
on yesterday by the guemen from Maryland, 
[Mr. Evans.] The Clerk will read the amend- 
ment, if it is desired by the House. 

Mr. HENN. It is not necessary to read the 
amendment to-day. It is very long, and is under- 
stood by the House. 

Mr. HAVEN. I desire to inquire if the first 
vote is upon the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maryland, (Mr. Evans? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There was an amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Texas, (Mr. 
Howarn,] in which he proposed to strike out the 
first paragraph; but after discussion he withdrew 
it. The question now is upon the additional sec- 
tions offered by the gentleman from Maryland, 
[Mr. Evans.] 


Mr. BROOKS. Iam opposed to the adoption of į| 


the amendment, and I move to strike out the first 
section. 

lam quite sure, notwithstanding the remarks 
of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] 
that the establishment of a Light-House Board, or 
a Light-House Bureau, isan establishment of anew 
branch of the Government, laying the foundation 
for, and involving in the end large expenditures. 
The gentleman, I have no doubt, has introduced 
his proposition without any additional salaries, or 
any appropriation, leaving the persons who now 
hold. positions, to the discharge of their duties 
really impressed with the idea that sucn a new 
department of the Government involves no addi- 
tional expenditures. But it is quite obvious, Mr. 
Chairman, that we never have established a bureau 
or a board in this Government without also in- 
creasing largely, at the same time, the expendi- 
tures of the Government. I need not instance the 
Census Board. I need not instance other boards, 
which, with however small beginnings they are 
made, soon require increased expenditures for 
room-rent, for clerk hire, for stationery, and not 
least, but last of all, they send annually to the 
two Houses of Congress large estimates upon 
which Congress is bound to act, and which Con- 
gress does act with a full hand. os 

However small, therefore, may be the beginning 


of expenditures for this Light-House Board, I see 
nothing but the beginning of like large.expendi- 
tures which existin France, in similar institutions 
there, like large expenditures to those which exist 
in many other parisof Europe, where, under sala- 
ried officers, such an organization exists. A bu- 


exist onair;.and.experience shows us that Army 
and Navy gentlemen, or gentlemen of high scien- 
tific attainments, are not over-fond of any such im- 
palpable food. 

Now, sir, we have gone on for forty or fifty years 
under the existing system, and gone on pretty 
well; and while I admit, that from the growth of 
our country, and the march of science, it is ne- 
cessary to add some new vigor to that. system, yet 
it is not at all necessary, in my estimation, to rev- 
olutionize the system, to lay the axe at the root 


of our expenditures from the Auditor’s depart- 
ment, where it has been so long, and in the main, 
so well placed, and submit it to the operation of 
the Topographical Bureau, the Engineer Board, 
the Navy Commissioners, or to the Coast Survey, 
but rather let us rest content improving a sysiem 
which has worked sufficiently well as itis. 

Now, while I am upon this topic, Mr. Chair- 
man, I will say that we have begun something 
like an experiment, which the gentleman from 
Maryland has proposed, upon the coast of the 
Pacific. The whole light-house concern upon the 
Pacific is withdrawn from the Auditor in the State 
Department, under the contro! of the Treasurer, 
and is to be transferred to scientific gentlemen, 
who will make their examinations, their surveys, 
and their expenditures, and who now have, by 
the agency of the ‘Treasury, a lieutenant of the 
Navy, in France examining French lights and 
French light-houses. When this system is worked 
out, on the Pacific, and we know what the expend- 
jtures are, we shall be able to compare the oper- 
ations of the new plan upon the Pacific, with the 
old plan upon the Atlantic, and be the better able 
to judge of expenditures, 

it may be surprising to some gentlemen, that I, 
a representative of a large commercial interest in 
this country, should be opposed to this increased 


planting interest of the country, by overlarge ex- 
penditures of the light-house system, and bring 
down that interest upon the commercial interest 
of this country in a loud demand for tonnage du- 
ties for lights, such as exists throughout Europe, 
I believe, and are in Russia and France, I see 
the germ of a mighty and magnificent expendi- 
ture in the proposition before us, and I wish now 
to nip it in the bud, to save my constituents trom 


our father land. 

Mr. EVANS. All approaches to reform have 
been distasteful to persons who wish to remain 
upon the old plagë Such is the case, I fear, with 
my friend from New York, [Mr. Brooxs.] He 
is like too many other persons in the country who 
adhere to error because they dislike to apply the 
knife. Why all this talk about increasing ex- 
| penditures? Where is the proposition to make an 
expenditure of even one single cent? Where is 
the proposition to withdraw from the Treasury 
Department this matter? Nowhere. On thecon 
trary, the whole control of the light-house sys 
tem, by my amendment, is still left with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and is in no manner 
withdrawn from him. 


Bureau as a source of large expenditure. Was 
there any provision in the law creating the Census 
| Board, that it should be carried on without ex- 
| pense, or that there should beno salaries for clerks, 
&c.? There is such a provision here. Then, sir, 
| he talks about increased room-rent, and salaries 
for clerks. Is there not an express provision here 
i that there shall be no additional salaries, and no 
additional room? Now, sir, we have been too 
long going on with a wasteful expenditure, and it 


| receiving salaries, we should assign duties to them 
i for which they are peculiarly fitted. 

Sir, it is in vain to withstand this question. I 
have examined it too long and too well not to 
| know that it has its foundation based upon truth, 
| and it must prevail in this country. Sooner or 
| later the time will come I trust, and it has now 


reau once created, must be maintained, for it cannot | 


of the tree, to withdraw the custedy of thisbranch | 


expenditure. My object is this, and this only— | 
not to awaken and arouse the agricultural and | 


the costly and aggravating light-house dues of | 


Why, sir, the gentleman adverts to the Census | 


is time that when we have officers in employ, and | 


come, when this House will pass a Jaw like. that, 
providing against expenditures, and leading. to 
efficiency as well as economy. 

Well, sir, the gentleman has been pleased to re- 
mark upon the very great expense of thelight-house 
system of France. Ido not think the gentleman 
has paid such attention to that matter as he usuall 
does to questions in this House, becauseif he had 
he would not have said what he has. -Ihave ex- 
amined it with great care, and I assert upon my 
responsibility as a-Representative—and I defy any- 
body in the country, in this House or out of it, in 
debate here, or in controversy carried on else- 
where, to disprove what I assert—that is, that for- 
eign improvements. have made a system of lighting 
much less expensive and vastly more efficient than 
that which we have employed, My amendment 
does not prescribe any particular method, or that 
any particular manner of lighting shall be used, 
but that is left to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and I know that practical men, opticians, chem- 
ists, and those acquainted with the subject, will 
no longer adhere to antiquated ways, but will be- 
take themselves to the path of reform and econ- 
omy. Iam confident of it, but I ask for the pur- 
chase of no particular article, and prescribe no 
particular method of illumination. : 

Sir, this great reform was commenced long ago; 
it was advocated by Mr. Walker in 1846, and to 
which he applied all the vigorof an investigating 
and active mind, but unfortunately his attention 
was withdrawn from it by the Mexican war, which 
sprung up at the time. 

Mr. BROOKS. I withdraw my amendment, 
and move to strike out the second section of the 
amendment. 

I have great respect for the scientific information 
and studies of the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. 
Evans.) The speeches which he has made this 
session upon various questions, from the knowl- 
edge he then displayed, entitle his remarks to the 
highest consideration in this House; but he cannot 
expect all of us, with our various occupations, to be 
as well versed in these matters as he assures us he 
is. Upon his own information, and his own study, 
without any codrdinate action here or elsewhere, 
save the Light-House Board, and against the re- 
monstrance of the Committee on Commerce here, 
and Committee on Commerce elsewhere, who have 
had this light-house report before them, for their 
consideration, heasks us, at this late period of the 
session, to enter into a discussion of the difficult 
science of opticsyand to make ourselves acquainted 
with those hard words he uses, of “dioptric” 
and “‘catoptric” lights, or, if these were not hard 
enough, the harder adjectives yet of ‘‘diacatoptric”’ 
and ‘‘catadeoptric,”’ as applied to lights. [Laugh- 
ter.] Sir, these are hard words which it is dificult 
for us to mouth, or master at any time, impossible 
now, in the pressing exigencies of the public ser- 
vice about us. To use the language of the science 
he has led us into, this is not the hour propitious 
for any ‘* photometric” experiment, If the gentle- 
man had been able to convince the Committee on 
Commerce, or any other committee of this House, 
of the utility of his experiment, he would have 
brought his proposition before us for our consid- 
eration and attention, with a weight of authority 
which would have deserved our attention, at this 
period of the session. But he has done nothing of 
the sort, but upon his own motion he comes here 
to renew a contest which existed in this Hall ten 
years ago, led on by a then member of Congress 
from Indiana, [Mr. Proffit,] making like charges 
and like declarations against the existing system, 
and against the Fifth Auditor, Mr. Pleasonton, 
with no more reason now, I apprehend, than did 
that gentleman then. Congress did not support 


him or the movement at that time, and the country 
has not responded to it since, but has gone on ten 
years more under that administration with no great 
danger or peril that I am aware of, from any in- 
formation I can get. 

Now, I will say to the gentleman that there is 
danger in advancing too fast, as well as in ad- 
vancing too slow. The wisest course is in the si- 
lent improving of the existing system, in enlarging 
and invigorating it, but not in revolutionizing it, 
| as he proposes. 
| There is no reason either, in my opinion, for 
| the personal remarks—perhaps I use too strong 

an expression in using the word personal—but I 
do not believe there is any good reason for the 
| remarks which the gentleman has made against 
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the? administration of the Fifth Auditor, Mr. 
Pleasonton. “He is an old man—seventy years of 
age—a man undoubtedly not possessing: all the 
vigor and: energy of youth, but nevertheless, all 
the advantages of practice and experience. He 
has been educated in the duties of his office by a 
training of thirty-two ‘years, and ‘such an ex- 
perience ftom: the. infancy of the system up to the 
present- time is: often worth much more than the 
presumption of youth or the crude experiments of 
-Affected ‘science. : : 

i Mro EVANS. [-do not want to prolong this 
debate; I. will not longer than is necessary to 
‘answer the: objection the gentleman makes. He 
states that I have not the coöperation of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, when a majority of it is in 
favor of. my amendment. : 

Mr. BROOKS. J appeal'to the gentlemen of 
the committee, . 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman from Maryland to state that 
the majority of the Committee on Commerce are 
for the change in the light-house establishment 
proposed:in his amendment? 
< ‘Mr. EVANS. So I understand. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. The gentleman, I think, is 
very much mistaken. 

Mr. EVANS. I do not think I am. ; 

Mr. WALSH. I do not think there isa gen- 
tleman on the committee in favor of it except the 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Duwcan.] 

1 Mr. EVANS. I do not know anything about 
that.: Let the gentleman answer for himself. I 
have: been ‘informed that a majority of the com- 
mittee were-in its favor. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I do not think the gentleman 
from Maryland (Mr. Evans} is authorized to say 
that.the majority of the Committee on Commerce 
is in favor of his proposition. Owing to the great 
pe of the ordinary business of the House they 


ave not been afforded time to fully consider it. I 


did. say to: the gentleman, however, that, in my 
' Opinion, if the committee had had time to thor- 
oughly consider it, and did so, that it would meet 
with: the approval of.a majority of them. 
.oMr.. EVANS. Very well. I will take that 
statement, that if. the committee had considered 
the subject a majority of them would have been in 
favorof the amendment I have submitted. The 
‘committee. is too intelligent to do otherwise. 
‘Well, sir, the gentleman comes.in here with an 
elaborate string of terms, dioptrics, catoptrics, and 
a great many more which I did not use, though I 
might have done so. There is not one of these 
terms in the bill; noris there any advice about the 
‘dioptric or reflector systems. l willleave it to the 
common sense of the committee whether it is now 
quite fair, after a subject has been forten years 
before Congress, from time to time, for a gentle- 
man to get up and ask us to delay a little longer-— 
to put it off another session. : The. documents 
published upon this subject are: more voluminous 
than those published upon any other single sub- 
ject, and gentlemen might have informed them- 
selves with regard to this proposition upon which 
the sciectific world have nota doubt. [defy those 
upon the opposite side to name a single scientific 
or practical man in the world who is opposed to it. 
Why, sir, all of the maritime countries of Europe 
have adopted the dioptric system, though Ido not 
say anything about that system in my amend- 
ment. The gentleman quotes the maxim festina 
lente, which. is a very good one; but when there 
is an ulcer on the body-politic the sooner it is cut 
away the better. I do not know that that maxim 
is always to prevail. When the Collins line of 
steamers was before the House I advocated the 
proposition appropriating to it $858,000. I did not 
then hear anything about festina lente. In that 
case money. was to be taken from the Treasury to 
a largeamount; but when I come forward to save 
money—to introduce a real reform—men suddenly 
become. alarmed, and refer to the Committee on 
Commerce, who.acknowledge that they have not 
examined the subject. 
In regard tothe gentleman from Indiana, who 


a few years ago'enlisted himself in support of this | 


system, and spoke, and ably spoke, upon it, I 
have to say that it has been lately the part of the 
buréau to assail him’ personally. The bureau 
gets down from its seat; and walks into the Halls 
of Congress to denounce the motives of men. I 
hope the committee will frowa-upon anything like 
that.: The gentleman from New: York got his in- 


thought this was a practical question. 


formation from the very document in which the 
gentleman from Indiana is assailed. The time 
for reform ‘has arrived, and the gentleman does 
not represent his constituents if he resists it. I 
do not mean it in any offensive sense. They 
have come up here by the hundreds and thousands, 
and demanded it. Fdo not ask that the system shall 
be taken from the Secretary of the Treasury, but 
only an efficient superintendence of it.. The trav- 
eling expenses to the'officers proposed to be sent 
to inspect the various lights, will not be half the 
amount you now pay to your collectors. I hope 
the debate may end here. i 

Mr. BROOKS. I- withdraw my amendment, 
and move to‘strike out the second section. I rise 
only to say that I have been a member of Con- 
gress for three years now, representing what I be- 
lieve to be the largest commercial constituency 
upon the continent of America; and such as have 
an interest in these lights far beyond any other 
people, and yet I have not had the first letter from 
any of my constituents complaining against the 
administration of the Fifth Auditor. wy 

Mr. EVANS. The only good Fresnel light | 
owned by. this Government, is placed right at the | 
mouth of the New York harbor. 

Mr. BROOKS. My constituents’ interests, sir, 
are not limited by any narrow view of New York 
harbor. They are afloat in Texas, in Louisiana, 
all along our southern coast, and in- every one of 
its harbors. They are the world over—upon the 
Atlantic, upon the Pacific, in California, and in 
Oregon: There is not a light-house anywhere in 
which my constituents are not deeply interested. 
There burns not a luminary that does not shine 
upon a New York ship some time or another. 

Mr. DUNCAN. [I rise simply to state that I 
will not consume the time allotted to me by the 
rules, J ask that the question may be taken on 
the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. WALSH. My colleague stated that the 
Committee on Commerce had not examined this 
question at all. Now, sir, we had notany partic- į 
ular information from scientific men, because we | 
With re- 
gard to the American system of lights, I have a 
certificate dated May, 1843, long after the Fresnel 
system had been’ adopted. It reads as follows: 
Statement of ship-masters and mariners in relation to the 

lights in New York district, &c. 


‘New York, May, 1843. 

The undersigned, ship-masters and mariners, sailing out 
of the port of New York, or from time to time entering and 
departing from the port of New York, take pleasure in certi- 
fying that, at the present time, and for two years past, the 
lights in the light-houses and light-ships on the coast, and 
in the approaches to the harbor of New York, have exhib- 
ited an appearance of steadiness, uniformity, and brilliancy, 
very satisfactory to the interests of navigation, and superior 
to the experience of former years. 

We consider the efficiency of the lights and the manage-. 
ment of the light-houses in the district of New York, for 
two years past, and at the present time, to be worthy of the 
cominendation of the shipping interest. 


I suppose it is a practical set@iérnent of the ques- 
tion, if navigators are satisfied. ‘Those engaged 
in commerce are to judge of the efficiency or inef- 
ficiency of the lights. Ido not care what scientific 
men say, if the system be satisfactory to the great 
navigating interests of the country, and carried 
on as economically as it is now. I! am for bring- 
ing matters of science to bear upon other questions, 
We have ample opportunity to employ all of our 
scientific men in other departments of the Govern- 
ment. Why, as was well said by the gentleman 
from New York; if officers of the Army and Navy 
are to be employed upon business of this descrip- 
tion, what is to become of either department in 
time of war? Are these men, at that juncture, to 
be withdrawn from this particular service, and 
placed on board of your vessels+of-war, or in their 
position inthe Army? And if so, what-becomes 
of the light-house system? f, asan humble mem- | 
ber of the Committee on Commerce, have exam- | 
ined this subject; and if [ had time, I could show, | 
by a reference to the papers before me, that we have | 
no means of ascertaining at present the expense of 
this Fresnel system. In France there are different 
orders and descriptions of lenses, varying greatly 
in the degree of light, as well as cost. The com- 
mittee will find, by adopting the proposition, as 
was well said by my colleague on the committee, | 
that they are building up a system which, prob- | 
ably, may cost millions. The expenditures upon 
the little coast of France we know are very heavy, | 


although we have no- full information as to thei 


precise amount: -And we are called upon, at this 
late day of the session, to take up this system, 
and set aside all now existing. I hope it will not 
be done. Let the matter be examined; let us 
know the expense. 3 : 

Mr. EVANS. fam sincerely’ sorry for two 
things. First, that my colleague is opposed to re- 
form, and in the next place, that he- evidently 
has not read the report of the Light-House Board. 
For the certificate he has read, I have hundreds 
drawn in the strongest possible language against 
the whole affair. I pledge my veracity upon the 
statement. The statement he read was dated in 
1843, and the Fresnel refractor was placed at New 
York harbor in 1841. Thegentleman’s statement 
in regard to the expense of the light-house system 
in France is erroneous from ‘the beginning to the 
end. He has read the report of the Fifth Auditor. 
If I had time to analyze that report, I could show 
to the satisfaction of everybody very great errors 
init. The Fifth Auditor is mistaken with regard 
to the expense of the Fresnel lights. He has com- 
pared sixty-six of the first order of lights of Eng- 
land with all our lights, large and small, as to 
their expense. Iam somewhat surprised that so 
intelligent a gentleman as my colleague, repre- 
senting a commercial community who desire these 
improvements, should have received these false 
impressions. There is not a word about lenses 
in my amendment. That matter is left with the 
Secretary of the Treasury. He can say whether 
he shall adopt the dioptric or reflector lights. I 
know that the Fresnel is the best system; but 
I do not introduce a provision for their adoption, 
for fear of exciting distrust in the minds of gentle- 
men. Itis the cheapest system. A third order 
lens will give more light than nine or ten of our 
reflectors. A reflector requires renewal, whilst a 
lens never wears out. ` 

Mr. WALSH. Does not the gentleman know 
that the officers he wants appointed have adopted 
it? 

Mr. EVANS. I do not want any particular 
officers appointed. I am satisfied intelligent gen- 
tlemen all over the world, when they know that 
a lens does not wear out and thata reflector does, 
and requires renewal; that a lens burns only one 
lamp, whilst a reflector burns from one to thirty, 
and that a refractor. only illumines what is in 
front of it, whilst a refractor illuminates the whole 
horizon, will advocate the adoption of the Fresnel 
system. Ido not know or care anything’ about 
who is to be appointed on this board. All 1 ask 
is, an efficient superintendency of the light-houses 
in the country. If the committee reject the pro- 
position now, it will come up and be adopted 
some other time. You cannot prevent it. Our 
present lights are inefficient. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I do not propose to detain 
the committee but for a moment. I expressed 
my opinion against the reform contemplated by 
the gentleman at the present time, on yesterday. I 
gave my reasons then with regard to the character 
of that reform... Now, I wish to say to this còm- 
mittee, that although the present Committee on 
Commerce have not been able to.report upon this 
difficult and complex question, involving grave 
matters in science and ijn practice, yet a former 
committee ‘of this House investigated the subject 
in full, and reported upon it. Their report I hold 
in my hand. It is an able one. . It was made in 
1842, and went over the very ground which was 
traveled over by the gentleman from Maryland in 
his argument on yesterday. It gives the name of 
all of our works, and specified the amounts of 
expenditures made upon them. ‘I have not time 
to read them, but I will say, that so far as con- 
struction is concerned, the American light-houses 
are more cheaply constructed than either the 
French or English, and areas good in the average 
as those are. 

Mr. EVANS. Why do you ask $110,000 to 
repair them? 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. A particular 
case may be cited, but that does not establish a 
general rule. I have areport here made to this 
House in 1842, from the Committee on Commerce, 
and that is the result which they come to with re- 
gard to light-houses. In respect to the great ex- 
penditure talked of by the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Evans] in carrying on the light-houses, 
they examined that subject, and they examinedit, 
also, in reference to these Fresnel lights, to see 
whether there could be any saving made by adopt- 
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ing them; and they say that there would be no 
economy in adopting those lights. They show that 
the average expenditure in sustaining the light- 
house system, as compared between this country, 
France, and England,.s in every instance in our fa- 
vor. ‘They even take a stronger case—the case of 
light-houses owned by private corporations or indi- 
viduals in Great Britain, of which there are many, 
and which would be managed, if any could be, to 
make money out of at the cheapest expenditure; 
and they show that our public light-houses, man- 
aged extravagantly, as the gentleman saysthey are, 
are cheaper than the foreign. Now, when wetake 
this fact, in connection with the facts stated by 
hundreds of practical navigators, that they are sup- 
plied with good lights upon our coast, I submit to 
the committee that there is no necessity for this 
radical change. There is no report made in favor 
of this measure, coming from practical men, but 
only an effort spasmodically made on the part of 
certain parties to creute auother bureau, to over- 
shadow the Government here, and to bea tax upon 
the public Treasury. I trust that this committee 
will rely upon practical experience, demonstrated 
and confirmed, asit has been, by a respectable com- 
mittee of this House, rather than sustain any vis- 
ionary proposition at this late period of the session. 

Mr. DUNCAN, I did not intend to make an- 
other remark upon this subject; and I should not, 
but for the very strong ground taken by my re- 
spected colleague upon the committee, [Mr. Sey- 
moun.] The report to which he alludes was 
made at a period before we had that experience, 
light, and knowledge upon the subject which we 
now have. I think that the statements he makes 
in relation to the cost of English light-houses, as 
compared with the cost of our light-houses, are 
erroneous in this, that there are man charges, 
such as pensions to persons employed, and the 
charge of reconstruction, which are included in 
the cost of English light-houses which are not in- 
cluded in- the cost of our light-houses. I repeat 
the assertion, if the subject is fairly examined, 
the positions which I took the other day upon this 
subject are correct. The great mass of evidence 
of men competent to decide upon this subject is, 
that our lights are not what they might be, and 
not what they ought to be; that they are suscepti- 
ble of improvement, and that their management is 
not so systematic as it might be under a board 
constituted in the manner now proposed. I have 
no wish to protract this debate. The subject is 
before the House. 

Mr. EVANS. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Seymour] has introduced an old report 
here, and unfortunately he has skipped over a 
later report made in the Senate, in which all the 
facts were brought out, and in which they recom- 
mend precisely what I have recommended here. 
It was made in the year 1838, and there were sev- 
eral reports afterwards. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. If the gentleman will permit 
me, I say that I alluded to a report made by the 
Committee on Commerce to this House in 1842. 

Mr. EVANS. But the gentleman skipped an 
elaborate report made here, in which there is not 
one single thing incorrect. I will tell you how 
this thing stands. Upon the one side is Mr. 


Pleasonton and the gentleman, and upon the other | 


side is the rest of the world. That is the way 
the matter stands precisely. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I withdraw my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. MEADE. It seems to me that thereis one 
amendment which ought to be made to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Evans,] whether it be adopted or not. I perceive 
that, in the first or second clause, it provides for 
the appointment of two civilians to constitute a 
portion of the Light-House Board. Now, as this 
ig a mere experiment, offered by the gentleman 
from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,] the policy of which 


probably no five men in the House can decide! 


upon with reference to his own knowledge upon 
the subject: 

Mr. CARTTER. Does the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Meane] offer an amendment? 

Mr. MEADE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CARTTER. I should like to hear it. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. MEADE. I move to strike out the word 
‘< civilian’? where it occurs. I was about to state 
that I haveattended very strictly to the discussion, 
professing to understand nothing about the sub- 


ject, with a view of being enlightened. Itis 
utterly impossible for me, or any other man in 
my situation—and I say that there are nineteen 
twentieths in my situation—to judge of the policy 
of this amendment, except by reference to the con- 
fidence which I may have in the statement of the 
gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. Evans,]and that 
of the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Szymovr,] 
and of those who sustain the gentleman from New 
York. Well, that being the case, without saying 
that the amendment of the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Evans] ought not to be adopted, with- 
out saying that thé gentleman from New York 
(Mr. Seymour] is right, yet ignorant of the facts 
myself, it seems to-me to be wise policy, before 
any important change is made in the old system, 
which has worked well, that the proposed change 
should be referred to some competent jurisdiction 
like a committee in this House, either a standing 
or select committee, which shall gather all, the 


after a thorough investigation. 1 have the utmost 
confidence in the gentleman from Maryland, (Mr. 
Evans,] and in his learning upon the subject; but 
while I see gentlemen, entitled to equal confidence, 
differing in opinion from me upon this subject, I 
cannot, under any circumstances, vote for an 
amendment ingrafting an entire new system upon 
the old one, and effecting an entire change. 

Mr. EVANS. I wish to say in reply to the 
gentleman that he is mistaken. These boards ex- 
ist in all the maritime countries of Europe—Eng- 
land, France, Ireland, Belgium, Scotland, Sar- 
dinia, Denmark, Prussia, &c. They are formed 
in the same way, and have civilians in the board. 
The word “civilians” ought not to be stricken out, 
because I desire the best scientific men of the 
country to be placed upon such a board for their 
talents, and as a check upon the other officers. In 
England they are found to be placed upon it with- 
out pay, and seek for the appointment, and the 
most able and scientific men consider it an honor 
to be appointed as the civilians upon the board. 
We have the opinions of hundreds of shipmasters, 
speaking in the strongest terms of the system of 

urope, as better than our system, not the men 
of 1842, but the men of 1852, sailing out of all the 
harbors. One captain, who has made two hun- 
dred and eight voyages across the Atlantic, and 
who is acquainted with all the systems of Europe, 
says the same thing. The civilians upon these 
boards serve without pay. I cannot believe that 
our men are less patriotic than they are in Eu- 
rope. The civilians appointed upon this board 
ought to be the best scientific men we have. 

Mr. WALSH. I thought my colleague said 
that the light-houses in. Burope were in the hands 
of corporations. 

Mr. EVANS. So they are in England. i 

Mr. WALSH. Havethey these men of science? 

Mr. EVANS. Unquestionably. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Mzape’s 
amendment, and it was rejected. 

The question then recurring on Mr. Evans’s 
amendment to the original bill, 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, demanded 
tellers; which were ordered; and Messrs. CHAND- 
LER and Åsne were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 81, noes 45. 

So the amendment of Mr. Evans was agreed 
to. 

Mr.DUNCAN. After lines one hundred and 
nine and one hundred and ten, which read as fol- 


Bedford, $300,” I offer the following: 


For a light-vessel to be moored off Minots Ledge until | 


$1,600. 
I ask leave to offer this out of order. 
House will just hear me for a moment- 


If the 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is compelled | 
to entertain the point of order. i 


j arate section ? 
in the House as an amendment when we get into 


he will have the floor. 


Mr. DUNCAN. 
rise and report the bill to the House. 


Mr. DUNCAN. Can I not offer it as a sep- 


Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman can offer it | t 
ih 


lows: “ For four spar-buoys in the harbor of New i , 
| rules and regulations, made b 


the proposed light-house upon said ledge be completed, |; 


Mr. HOUSTON. We have other business, i 
and if we are to go back, I want Jones’s fog-bells $ 
stricken out. I object to going back upon the bill. | 


; the House, before he calls the previous question, as | 
| 


facts upon the subject, and report to this Housed]. 


j at the end. 


| 
| 
| 


I move that the committee || u 


Mr. BROOKS. I offer the following amend- 
ment as an additional section: : 

Provided, The expenses incurred by the Topographical 
Bureau and-Coast Survey for the location of these beacons, 
buoys, and lights, shall not be paid.out of the fight- house 
fund for actual labor and material. 


- The whole object .of the bill as it now-stands 
amended throughout is, to change and transfer the 
administration. of your light-house system from 
the Fifth Auditor of the Treasury, who has ad- 
ministered it for thirty-two years, to the Coast 
Survey, Topographical Corps, and a new board 
to be called the Light-House Board. I must con- 
fess, I was surprised to see so large a majority 
sanction such an innovation, solely upon the rec- 
ommendation-——. 

Mr. CARTTER. [rise to a question of order: 
The gentleman is not speaking to his amendment, 
but is reviewing the action of the House upon 
another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is impossible for the 
Chair to determine as yet what line of argument 
the gentleman is to take. 

Mr. BROOKS. There has been a great deal of 
prejudice created against the Fifth Auditor of the 
Treasury. Now, I do not see any reason whya 
man who received his office from Jefferson, who 
was transferred here with this Government from 
Philadelphia, and who has held his office for some 
fifty years through all Administrations, should, in 
his old age, have taken from him the administra- 
tion of his department, and have it transferred in 
this way to a new-formed Topographical Bureau, 
or to the Coast Survey, or to some yet unknown 
board, to be called the Light-House Board or Bu- 
reau, His administration of this light-house de- 
partment, with occasional errors, to which all men 
have been subject, has been as fair, as upright, as 
creditable, as successful as was ever the adminis- 
tration of a like department. I venture to predict 
here, in the face of my commercial constituents, 
and in the face of the whole commerce of the coun- 
try, that if this system which has been projected 
and planned here, is carried out, the great body 
of the people of the country, when they see the 
expenditures of the ligbt-house system swollen to 
$1,000,000, as the expenditure of the Coast Survey 
are now being swollen—half a million is the ex- 
penditure now—I predict that the agricultural and 
Interior interests will rise up and demand that a 
tax shall be laid upon tonnage, that every ship 
which comes within the range of a light shall pay 
a tax to that light. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. EVANS. I supposed that this thing was 
I wasin hopes that we had done with 
it, and certainly I have no desire to weary the com- 
mittee by any further discussion on the subject. 
But the gentleman from New York says thattheex- 


| penses of this light-house department will amount 


up to $1,000,000 a year. Does he not know that 
last year the expenses were $1,000,000 and that 
they are three quarters of a million this year? 

Sir, the Fifth Auditor is always being brought 
in here. I did not bring in his name. 1 wish to 
cast no reflection whatever upon him; and I say 
now, that if the most efficient man in the world 
was put down ina bureau here, he could not man- 
age our light-houses. Itis impossible he can do 
it. J wish to make no reflections whatever upon 
Mr. Pleasonton. I do not know under whose 
Administration he was appointed; but I do know 
that he was not appointed to take charge of this 
subject. The law imposes this duty upon the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and it is principally by 
y the Department, 
that it gets to the Fifth Auditor. He is,1 be- 
lieve, made to audit the accounts of the State De- 
partment, and the Census, and perhaps has other 
duties; and by a policy foreign to the policy of 
our country, he not only audits the accounts of 
the State Department, but he also, | am informed, 
audits his own accounts. Ido not say that they 
are not fairly audited, for they are. But, sir, Mr. 
Pleasonton cannot live forever. 

A Memser. He does not audit his own ac- 
counts. 

Mr. EVANS. I understand, that by a cour- 
esy, they are sent over to another Bureau; but I 
ave heard that, by another courtesy, they are not 
examined there as other accounts are. {Laughter.] 
I repeat, that T do not mean to cast any reflection 
pon Mr. Pleasonton; but I do not think he is the 
proper man to manage our light-house syatem, 
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~The question was then taken on Mr. .Brooxs’s” 
amendment, and.it was not agreed. to. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I find that I cannot well-offer 
tthe amendment, to which-I alluded a few-minutes 
sirice, in the House, and. I am sure J shall be per- 
mitted to offer it now, when the committee hear 
ame‘explain what itis: tate n > 
> Mr: HOUSTON, I-withdraw my objection, 
sas there may be some difficulty about offering it 

«in the: House, : ; 
Mr. DUNCAN. Loffer the following amend- 
‘ment,‘to come in after line one hundred and ten. 

“For a light-vesse] tobe moored’ off. Minot’s. Ledge, un- 

in ‘proposed light-house on said ledge’ be completed, 

60 

Mr: STANTON, of Ohio. 
in order at this:point? 

The CHAIRMAN. . Does the: Chair-under- 
.stand.the gentleman from Ohio as objecting to it? 

Mr. STANTON. Yes, sir, J do object to it. 
e Mi EVANS.) It is too late to object now., 
‘The amendment has been received and read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 
‘the objection: comes too late. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I would state, in vindication 
of the course of the committee, that the first in- 
timation of this application was handed to me 
since I took my seat here this ‘morning; and that 
-itis based upon a very large memorial from mer- 
chants and underwriters of Boston, and the col- 
lector of that port. I will state further, that when 
the light-house at this point-was carried away, the 
‘merchants, at their own. expense, employed: a 
steam vessel, with lights upon it, at an expense of 
$300.a.day.. The light placed there now:is wholly 
inefficient. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. DUNCAN. I move-thatthecommittee do 
now rise and report the. bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If we go into the House 
now, we are not likely to come back into commit- 
tee to-night; and 1 would therefore like for the 
„committee to lay aside this bill to be reported to 
the House, and take up the fortification ‘bill. 

. Mit. CARTTER. I object now, and move 
that the committee rise and report the bill. 

: Mr.. HOUSTON. Then-1 ask the committee, 
df they will not do that,.as:.there is.considerable 
opposition—— 

r: CARTTER. | Is discussion in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not strictly in order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I was appealing to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, to see if he would not. agree to 
what I propose. The fortification bill contains 
but a small amount, and if there is a majority 
against it, Lam willing to take it into the House 
and let it: be disposed of there. 

Mr. CARTTER. I hope that bill never will 
betaken up, and: I insist upon my motion. 

Mr. STROTHER. I desire, if it is in order, 

to. move:to.take up, not ‘the fortification bill, but 
a bill which. stands at ihe head of the Calendar, 
for the relief of the Orange and Alexandria Rail- 
road Company. Its’ consideration will consume 
but a very short time. The question involved in 
itis one of infinite importance, not only to the 
section of country which I immediately represent, 
but to a large extent of country lying behind it, 
and it is entitled to consideration. If the bill is to 
be passed at all, it must be passed now, or the 
works upon that road will have to be stopped. 
. Mr. SACKETT. I desire to know whether 
this is thejbill that involves the question of a loan 
‘or advance by the State of Virginia to the Federal 
‘Government, at a very early period? 

Mr. STROTHER. Itis the same bill. 

: Mr. CARTTER. Irise toa question of order, 
and my question of order is this, that discussion 
is notin order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the 
point.of order. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
of the Chair... 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Srrorasa] was upon the floor moving 
to take up bill No. 49. He gave way to a ques- 
tion from the: gentleman from New York, {Mr. 
Sacxert.} PEE 

Mr. CARTTER. ‘Had not I previously moved 
that the committee rise and report the light-house 
bill? A : 

The. CHAIRMAN... .The: Chair understood 
that. motion to be withdrawn: The- gentleman 


ls that amendment 


I appeal from the decision 


from Ohio. entered- into conversation with the gen- 
tleman from Alabama, [Mr. Housren,] who ap- 


-pealed.to-him.to withdraw his motion. His reply 


was: I hope the fortification bill never will be 
taken up.” The.Chair understood the gentleman 


to withdraw his motion. 


Mr. DUNCAN. I had nak resigned my right 
to the floor. ; 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides that 


-discussion was inorder, and that the request was 


properly made bythe- gentleman. from Virginia, 
(Mr. STROTHER. | eee 
-Mr CARTTER demanded tellers on the ap- 


peal; which were-ordered; and Messrs. CARTTER 
and ALLISON were appointed. H 
fthe Chair will allow me tọ | 


Mr. STUART. 
saya few words, I think I.can set this matter 


right... 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ghair will hear the 
gentleman. $ 

Mr. STUART. By the order of the House, 
the committee must riseand report the bill. They 
cajnot take up any other bill. We can go into 
committee again, and the gentleman from Virginia 
can submit his motion. But now we must, by 


the express order of the House, rise and report 


the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not recon- 
sider its decision. If the committee choose to re- 
verse it, let them do it. 

Mr. WASHBURN. What has become of the 
motion ef-the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


Duncan] that the committee rise and report the 


bill? It has never been withdrawn or disposed 


of. 
The CHAIRMAN. Discussion is not in or- 


der. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I want to know how this 
matter came in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will make no 
reply to any question until the appeal is disposed 
o 


The question was then put, “ Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the com- 
mittee?” and the tellers. reported—ayes 47, noes 


653 no quorum voting. 


[Loud shouts of Call the roll!??} 

Mr. STANLY. I hope there will be no objec- 
tion to arecount. There is evidently a quorum 
present. l 

[Loud cries of ‘¢ Object!” and §* Call the-roll !”” 

Mr. CARTTER. ‘If the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia does not intend to continue his speech out of 
order, I will withdraw the appeal. 

[Cries of ‘* Object !”} 

The CHAIRMAN. The appeal cannot be 
withdrawn. The roll aust be called. 

The roll was then called, and one hundred and 
forty-five members having answered to their names 
the committee rose and reported the names. of the 
absentees. 

A quorum being now present, the committee re- 
sumed its session. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is.upon the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CARTTER. ‘With a view of facilitating 
business, Í withdraw the appeal, and move that 
the committee rise and report the light-house bill 
to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and theSpeaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. 
VENABLE) reported that. the Committee of the 
Whole onthe state of the Union had, according 


| to order, had under consideration. the state of the 


Union generally, and particularly House bill. No. 
312, “making appropriations . for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for. the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes,’’and had instructed him to report 
back the same with sundry amendments. 

Mr.DUNCAN. Imove the previous question 
upon the bill. - 

The previous question was..seconded, and the 
main question ordered. ae 

Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported ‘back as. correctly enrolled 
the following bill, which thereupon received the 
signature of the Speaker, viz: An.act.to.create an 
adéitional. land office in the Territory of Minne- 
sota. ; ee. =a 

The question now being upon: concurring in the 
amendments. of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the-Union to. the light-house bill, ` 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I move that the 
bijl be laid upon the- table, and upon that motion 
I call.for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question wasthen taken on Mr. STANTON ’S 
motion; and it was decided in. the negative. 

So the House refused to lay the bill upon the 


table. 


Mr..McMULLIN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn, and upon that motion I.ask for 
tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. > 

The question was then taken on Mr. McMut- 
Lin’s motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

TheSPEAKER. Theamendments to the light- 
house bill will be read by the Clerk, and all dis- 
posed of by one vote, as usual, if it is the wish of 
the House. 

Mr. BROOKS. I want the yeas and nays upon 
the last amendment—that offered by the gentle- 
man from Maryland, [Mr. Evanws]—and if it be 
determined to press the vote to-night upon so im- 
portant a proposition, I shall demand a separate 
vote upon each amendment. 

The amendments of the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, except the last one, 
were severally. concurred in. 

The question recurred on the adoption of the 
amendment. of the gentleman from Maryland, 
(Mr. Evans,] inserted in a previous part of this 
day’s proceedings. ; 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Have the yeasand 
nays been.called for upon that amendment? 

he SPEAKER. They have not. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. BROOKS. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, in order that we may havea vote upon 
this amendment in the morning upon a full House. 
Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

he gas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BROOKS then demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Harris of Alabama, 
and Harris of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The queen was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 43, noes 78. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. BROOKS. Is it in order to move that the 
House.do now adjourn ? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. 

Mr. BROOKS. In order that we may have a 
full vote upon the amendment, I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

The question was put, and upon. a division 51 
rose in the affirmative. 

Mr. BROOKS demanded the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

Mr. BROOKS then demanded tellers on the 
yeas and nays; but they were refused. 

[Cries of Question P” * Question!” 


Mr. BROOKS. Ido not think there is a quo- 
rum present. Is it in order to move a call of the 
House? 


The SPEAKER. Itis not in. order, the pre- 
vious question-having been ordered. 

Tellers were demanded on the motion to ad- 
journ, and they wereordered; and Messrs. Brecs- 
INRIDGE and GayLorp were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 29, noes 74. : 

So. the House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BROOKS. Did a quorum vote? 

Mr. EVANS. Did the gentleman himself vote? 

The SPEAKER. There was not a quorum 
voting. . 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. Without a quorum 
we can do nothing, except a call of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move tolay the bill upon the 


table. 

Mr. BAYLY. Without a quorum, can we en- 
tertain that motion? š 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to the 
House that as the previous question has been or- 
dered, a motion for a call of the House is not in 
order under an express rule. The House has re- 
fused to adjourn. Upon a division of the House, 
no quorum voted; hence, under the rules, strictly 
speaking, no motion isin order. The Chair, under 
the circumstances, has a right to ascertain whether 
a quorum be present, and for that purpose he will 


count the House. 
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The Speaker then counted the House, and re- | 
ported that there were 140 members present, and 
consequently a quorum. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 
adjourn? 

The SPEAKER, It is not. The question is 
upon the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a question of order. | 
I submitted amotionto lay the bill upon the table, | 
and the Speaker now states that the question is 
upon the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe gentleman insists upon 
that motion, it is in order. 

Mr. BROOKS. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. MASON. Is it in order to move that the 
House adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BROOKS, Then I make that motion. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I wish to know if it is in or- 
der for a gentleman to submit two motions to ad- 
journ successively, and then embarrass the House 
by factious proceedings ? | 

Mr. GOODENOW. I hope it will be voted 
down. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman from New York 
[Me Brooxs] has delayed the House for half an 

our. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Tayror] will recollect that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Puetrs] made a motion to | 
lay the bill upon the table, and the yeas and nays | 
were called upon it, and upon that a division of | 
the House has been had. j 

If the House would only preserve better order, 
we should be able to understand what is going on, 
but that is impossible amid the present confus- | 
ion. i 

The question was then taken on the motion to | 
adjourn, and it was not agreed to. | 

r. BROOKS. I ask the Chairif I have nota | 
right to call for a division? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that the , 
gentleman has nat, unless he demands it at the 
proper time. The Chair has announced the result, 

ut he hopes the gentleman will be indulged to call 
fora division. 

[Cries of **'Too late”? Too late!?’] 

Mr. BROOKS. I appeal from the decision of | 
the Chair. 

Mr. EDGERTON, 


I move to lay the appeal 


upon the table. 
Mr. BROOKS. 
order. 
Mr.CARTTER. I call the gentleman to order. ; 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has a right i 
to state his point of order, but he must confine | 
himself strictly to it. | 
Mr. BROOKS. I called loudly for a division | 
upon the motion to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair 
nounced the vote unusually quick, but the gen- | 
tleman did not cull for a division until after the | 
announcement was made. | 
| 
t 


I want to state my point of; 


may have an- 


Mr. BROOKS. Several gentlemen around me 
heard me call for a division. I do not wish to be 
factious, but I desire a full House upon so im- 
portant a vote. 

[Cries of ‘“ Order!” “ Order !} 

Mr. BROOKS. The point of order-— 

[Cries of ‘* Order ?? “Order 1” $ Order !?*] 

Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman to order. ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will endeavor to ; 
confine the gentleman to the statement of the point | 


of order, under the rule. i 

Mr. BROOKS. The point of order is, that I | 
called in time, both for a division and for tellers, ; 
upon the question of adjournment. The Chair : 


has decided against me, and from that decision I || 


appeal. | 


Phe SPEAKER. That is a fair statement of | 
the question. i 
Mr. HENN. I would inquireif the gentleman | 
rose in his seat and made the call? f 
Mr. CARTTER. No, he did not. l 
The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. Í 
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Mr. STUART. I movetolay the appeal upon 


the table. 
_ Mr. BROOKS demanded tellers upon the mo- 
tion; which were not ordered. 

Mr. BROOKS. I now move that the House 
adjourn, and upon that I call for a division first. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that 
the House adjourn while an appeal is pending, on 
which, if the Chair was decided against, the House 
would be compelled to adjourn. The Chair will 
entertain the motion to adjourn. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and there were, upon a division—ayes 39, 
noes 86. Before the result was announced, 

Mr. BROOKS called for the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken by yeas and nays; 
and there were—yeas 44, noes 81, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Colcock, John G. Davis, Dim- 
mick, Ficklin, Floyd, Gaylord, Hall, Hamilton, Isham G. 
Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Holladay, Jackson, Jno. 
Johnson, Letcher, Mason, MeMullin, MeQueen, Meade, 
Millson, Miner, Morehead, Murphy, Penn, Powell, Rob- 
bins, Ross, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, 
Strother, Walsh, and Wildrick—44. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Bowie, Bowne, John H. Boyd, George H. Brown, E. Car- 
rington Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, 
Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Clark, Cobb, Conger, Curtis, 
Geo. T. Davis, Dean, Duncan, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, 
Faulkner, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Goode- 
now, Goodrich, Green, Hammond, Harper, Haws, Hascall, 
Haven, Hebard, Henn, Houston, Howard, J. W. Howe, 
Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Jenkins, Aggrew 
Johnson, R. W. Johnson, J. G. Jones, Geo. G. King, Preston 
King, Landry, Mann, McNair, H. D. Moore, Murray, Orr, 
Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, 
Price, Reed, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Schoonmaker, Scudder, Stanly, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweet- 
ser, Taylor, Thompson, Townshend, Venable, Walbridge, 
Washburn, Watkins, Wells, and Woodward—81. 


So the House refused to adjourn, 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is on 
the appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BROOKS. I withdraw the appeal. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It is apparent 
that we can do nothing now. There are twenty- 
five amendments to be acted upon, and it is in the 
power of the House to call the yeas and naysupon 
every one of them. I move this House adjourn. 

Mr. DUNCAN. There is only one amend- 
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
one amendment? 

The SPEAKER. Only one. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Then Ihave been egregiously 
misinformed. I withdraw the motion. {Laugh- 
ter.] 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
Jay the bill upon the table; and it was not agreed to. 


The question was then taken upon the adop- 
tion of the amendment; and there were—yeas 70, 
nays 50; ag follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Bowie, Bowne, Jobn H. Boyd, George H. Brown, B. Car- 
rington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Cartter, Chandler, 
Chastain, Conger, George T. Davis, Dimmick, Duncan, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Faulkner, Fiecklin, Florence, 
Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, Goodenow, Goodrich, 
Green, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Henn, Howard, 
John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Thomas Y. How, 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Miner, 
Molony, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Murray, Perkins, 
Porter, Price, Robbins, Sackett, Schermerhorn, School- 
craft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Stanly, Benjamin Stauton, 
Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, Thurston, 
Townshend, Venabie, Walbridge, Washburn, and Wat- 
kins—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, 
Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Caskie, Clark, Cobb, 
Coilcock, J. G. Davis, Floyd, Hall, Harper, I. G. Harris, 
Holladay, Houston, Jenkins, J. Glaney Jones, George G. 
King, Preston King, Leteher, Mace, Mann, Mason, Mc- 
Mullin, McNair, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Orr, Andrew 
Parker, Penniman, Powell, Reed, Ross, David L. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Walsh, Wells, 
and Wildrick—30. 


So the amendment wasagreed to. 


call 

| Mr. PHELPS said: I have paired off upon this 
question with my colleague, Mr. Mitrer. Heis 
in favor of the amendment, and I am opposed to it. 


Is there, Mr. Speaker, but 


Pending the 


Mr. DUNCAN. I move to reconsider the vote 


just taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
adjourn. 

‘The question was taken, and there were, upon 
a division—ayes 36, noes 75. 

Mr. STUART asked for tellers upon the mo- 
tion to adjourn; which were ordered; and Messrs. 
Brecxirince and Rosggins were appointed. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. If we nowadjourn, 
what becomes of the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It will be before the House 
after the expiration of the morning hour, to-mor- 
row. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn; and the tellers reported—ayes 57, noes 18. 

So the House adjourned until to-morrow at 
eleven o’clock. 


I move the House 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, August 26, 1852. 
The House met at eleven o’clock, a.m. Prayer 
| by the Rev. C. M. Burier. 
The Journalof yesterday was read and approved. 

A message was received from the Senate at the 
hands of Assury Dicxrs, its Secretary, inform- 
ing the House that the Senate had passed a bill 
of the House entitled ‘* An act to provide for the 
execution of the public printing, and establishing 
| the prices thereof, and for other purposes, 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order 
| is the receiving of reports from the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion by Mr. CARTTER, by unanimous 
consent, it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Patents be discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition of John G, 
Ramsey, and that the samce be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

MAIL FROM NEW ORLEANS TO VERA CRUZ. 

Mr. PENN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported back to the 
Fouse, without amendment, Senate bill No. 191, 
entitled “ An act to provide for a tri-monthly mail 
from New Orleans to Vera Cruz, via Tampico, and 
back in steam vessels.” 

Mr. ST. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise for 
the purpose of expressing the hope that the House 
will so far indulge me as to take up this bill now, 
and put it upon its passage. It is not likely to 
meet with any opposition, and its consideration, 
therefore, will not consume more than five minutes 
of the time of this House. 

Sir, I trust I shall be pardoned for pressing the 
passage of this bill. It is a measure of deep and 
vital importance not only to the State which I have 
the honor in part to represent, and to the whole 
Mississippi valley, but to the commerce of the 
| whole country; for it is as much the interest of 
the North and the East to throw open the best 
market in the world for their manufactures as it 
is that of the South and the West to seek in re- 
turn for their agricultural produets the bullion ex- 
tracted from the wealthy mines of Mexico. It is 
a strange fact, sir, that we have now less inter- 
; course with Mexico-—-a Republic in our immediate 
' -vicinity—than we have with the Empire of China, 
» And what has been the consequence of this care- 
i lessness on our part? Why, sir, our commerce 
with Mexico, which, in 1835, amounted, accord- 
ing to the returns of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, to nearly $20,000,000, in exports and imports, 
is now reduced to less than $3,000,000. The 
immense trade of that country has been diverted 
from its natural channel, and is now completely 
: monopolized by Great Britain. Besides, sir, look- 
ing at this question in a moral point of view, is it 
‘not our wish as well as it is our interest to culti- 


| vate and strengthen, by frequent intercourse, those 


| kind and friendly relations which ought always to 
| exist between the two Republics? Is it nota 
| moral obligation on our part to spread over the 
whole American continent republican ideas and 
republican institutions, and to teach our neighbors 
by the force of our example how to enjoy the 
blessings of a free and republican Government? 


| 
| 
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Sir, this measure is one of so deep importance 
to the whole country; it is one so national in its 
character, that I trust it will meet with no oppo- 
sition upon this floor. It was urgently recom- 
mended by the President, in his last annual mes- 
sage; it has the sanction of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral; it was unanimously. recommended: by the 
committee which reported the bill to the Senate, 

: and passed that body without a dissenting voice. 
Lhope, sir, that it will be received with the same 
favor by this House. Moreover, Mr. Speaker, 
you will perceive that by this bill not a dollar is 
to be appropriated out of the Treasury to build 

“those steamers. The bill simply authorizes the 
Postmaster General to contract, for a sum not ex- 
ceeding :$100,000, for the transportation of the 
mails, tri-monthly, between New Orleans and Vera 
Cruz. The construction of the steamers in which 
the. mails will be carried will remain entirely in the 
charge:of the contractors, who are only required 
to furnish vessels of eight hundred tons burden. 
The mnail matter to be transported in these steam- 
ers will, I dare say, more than repay the amount 
10 be expended by the Government, especially 
when we take into consideration that this is to be 
the first link of that great and rapid chain of com- 
munication between our Atlantic and Pacific pos- 
sessions. Sir, it isnot my purpose on this occa- 
sion to appeal to sectional feelings in behalf of a 
measure which, I confess, is of vital. importance 
to ‘the whole West, and especially to the State 
which I have the honor in part to represent; were 
I to do so, I would not only do violence to my own 
feelings, but I would misrepresent the wishes and 
disregard the instructions of those who have hon- 
ored me with a seat upon this floor. Louisiana 
is a Union-loving State; and whenever the word 
nationality is pronounced upon this floor, it finds 
an echo in the heart of every one of her citizens. 
Her Representatives have never stopped to inquire 
whether this or that particular locality was to be 
benefited, whenever an appropriation has been 
asked fora work of a national character. But 
candor will compel me to say, that while millions 
of dollars have been appropriated, and that, too, 
with the unanimous vote of our delegation, for the 
exclusive benefit of ports on the Atlantic coast, 
wot a solitary dollar has ever been spent in appro- 
priations of this character for New Orleans, the 
great emporium of the Southwest—a port which 
furnishes nearly one half of the exports of this 
eountry, and distributes yearly over that vast area 
between the Allegany and Rocky Mountains, 
over $60,000,000 of imports. 

Mr. PENN. Mr. Speaker, this Senate bill, 
which is of importance to Louisiana and the whole 
Union, is simple and economical in its provisions, 
and free from the objections made by some mem- 
bers of this body, because it does not require the 
Government to advance the money for the con- 
struction of these steamers. It only authorizes 
the. Postmaster General to make a contract with 
the lowest bidder for carrying the mails three times 
a month from New Orleans to Vera Cruz. Itlimits 
the term of the contract to five, instead of ten years, 
which is only one half the usual term allowed 
for steam service on the Atlantic. It also insures 
the employment of steam vessels of a good class, 
both for the accommodation of passengers and the 
wants of commerce. T'o make the House aware 
of the great importance the Government attaches 
to the establishment of a mail service between the 
ports to which I have alluded, allow me to read 
the following report from the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads of the Senate,in which 
are contained extracts from the annual message of 
the President and the report of the Secretary of 
the Navy: í 


“That the act of March 3, 1845, providing for the trans- 
portationof the United States mails between the United 
States and foreign countries, had clearly in contemplation, 
that a line would be established between the points em- 
braced in the proposals submitted by the memorialist. The 
eighth ‘section of that act specially directs ‘the making of 
‘contracts for the transportation of the mail from place to 
< place, in the United States, in steamboats, by sea, and on 
tthe Guif of Mexico, and on the Mississippi river up to the 
s cityof New Orleans.? This part of the act, being deemed 
obscure, has to this day remaineil a dead letter, and the con- 
sequence has been an almost entire suspension of ail regular 
intercourse with our sister Republic. The snhjeet, how- 
ever, has at different times been pressed on the consider- 
ation of Congress. The Secretary of the Navy, in his re- 
port of 1848, remarks as follows: . 

s< As a more interesting part of the system, [alluding to 
“the system created by the act just quoted,] I recommend 
* that authority be given to contract for the transportation of 
í the mail between New Orleans and-Vera Cruz, in steam- 


| 


€ ships convertible into war steamers. {t will tend, by pro- 
¢ moting social and commercial intercourse, to consolidate 
‘friendship between the United States and Mexico, and in- 
‘vite her rich products of specie to oureities. Ft will add, 
£ too, to the mails on all the connecting lines, increase the 
¢ postal profits, and make available for public defense an 
‘additional number of war-steamers.? 

& Referring to the same subject, the President of the 
United States, in his annual message of that year, said: 

t é F recommend to your favorable consideration the estab- 
“lishment of the proposed line of steamers between New 
¢ Orleans and Vera Crez. . It promises the most happy re- 
€ sults, in cementing friendship between the two Republics, 
‘and extending reciprocal benefits to the trade and manu- 
t factures of both.’ st , 

Our commercial relations with Mexico have, within 
these few years past, so decreased that our exports to that 
country, Which in 1835 were $9,029,221, had failen in 1850 
to $2,412,827 ; and our imports, which in 1835 amounted to 
$8,343,181, were reduced in 1850. to $1,560,166. | 

& Such is the deplorable state of our trade at this day with 
Mexico. Itis mainly attributable to a want of speedy and 
reliable means of communieation between the two coun- 
tries, and must, if permitted to prevail much longer, so 
alienate them from each other that they wil} soon become 
more strangers than if they were separated by boundless 
seas and impassable continents. Yet one cannot but be 
struck with the many and important advantages which the 
establishment of a line of communication, placing the two 
countries in closer contact, woutd confer on both. While 
the intercourse thereby created might awaken our neigh- 
bors to a consciousness of the inexhaustible resources by 
which they are surrounded, and of their ability, by proper 
application and industry, to turn them to the improvement 
of their physica}, social, and political condition, it would 
tend also to foster and strengthen those kind and friendly re- i 
lations which it should be our wish, which it is certainly 
our interest, to cultivate and extend. It would divert from 
England to our shores a great proportion of the millions of 
silver which we are at present so much in need of, secure 
to us an ample supply of dve-stuffs and other commodities, 


and tonnage. 

& Prompted by these considerations, and being of opinion 
that the proposals made by the memorialist are liberal and 
would secure, if attempted, a speedy realization of the ob- 
ject sought to be attained, the committee recommend to the 
favorable action of the Senate the accompanying biil.?? 


We following is the opinion expressed by the 
Postmaster General in his last annual message to 
Congress: 


« The attention of this Department having been directed 
to the subject of postal communieation between the United 
States and Mexico, it has ascertained that satisfactory 
propositions can probably be obtained for a line of mail 
steamers from New Orleans, by way of Tampico, to Vera 
Cruz. 

“Tbe establishment of such a line would no doubt 

greatly facilitate and increase the postal intercourse between 
the two countries, and in that regard alone is worthy of the 
consideration of Congress. But it would also, it is be- 
lieved, be productive of great political and commercial ad- 
vantages; would abate nationa} antipathies and prejudices ; 
promote and increase friendly views and relations between 
the people of the two countries, and unite more closely by 
mutual benefits the two great Republics of the western 
hemisphere. For the reasons thus briefly adverted to, I 
respectfully advise that the establishment of a line of mail 
steamers to Vera Cruz be recommended to Congress. An 
examination of the Treasury tables of exports and imports 
to and from Mexico for the last ten years will, it is believed, 
show the importance of such a line to the interests of the 
whole country—especially to that large portion of it sttu- 
ated on the Mississippi and its tributaries—and justify 
detraying from the ‘Treasury the expense of its establish- 
ment,” x 


It will be perceived that the Secretary ofthe Navy 
deems the matter of so much importance that he 
recommends war steamers on the plan of the con- 
tracts with those on the Atlantic and Pacilic 
oceans; but the friends of this bill, to insure its 
speedy passage, have framed its provisions with a 


were deemed proper to be thrown around it. In 
conclusion, I will ask that the bill be read through. 
The Clerk then read the bill through. 


Mr. PENN. 1 now move that the bill be put 
upon its passage, and upon that motion call the 
previous question, 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. AVERETT. Is a motion to lay the bill 
upon the table in order ? 
ee SPEAKER. Itis, in the opinion of the 

shair. 

Mr. AVERETT. JF then submit that motion, 
and demand the yeas and nays upon it. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 

-lay upon the table, and it was disagreed to. 

The bill was then read a third time, and, under 

the operation of the previous question, passed. 


Mr. St. MARTIN. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed, and to lay the | 
motion to reconsider upon the table; which latter | 


enlarge our commercial marine, and increase our freights | 


view to economy, and with such safeguards as | 


| motion was agreed to. 


WILMINGTON AND MANCHESTER RAILROAD. 
Mr. PENN. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads to report 
back, without amendment, and with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, Senate bill No. 447, 
entitled ‘* An act for the relief of the Wilmington 
and Manchester Railroad Company.” The bill 
simply gives to this company the indulgence to 
withhold the payment of duty upon their import- 
ed iron, for four years, from the Government, for 
which time legal interest is to be paid. I move 
the previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I trust my friend will allow 
me to make a few remarks. 

Mr. PENN. As my friend comes from the 
district through which the road is to pass, I with- 
draw the call for the previous question, on the 
condition that he will renew it. 

Mr. McQUEEN. I promise the gentleman to 
renew it. 


Mr. COBB. I would ask the consent of the 


| gentleman to allow me to submit an amendment 


to the bill. 

Consent was not given. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Mr. Speaker, I do not pro- 
pose, at this late period of the session, to detain the 
House witha discussion at length upon the merits 
of this bill. I shall, however, as the greater portion 
of the road to which the bill applies runs through 
my district, explain its object; and I proceed to 
do so with the confident belief that when it shall 
be well understood, there will not be found ten 
members in this House in opposition to it.. The 
indulgence asked is for a company who are con- 
structing a link of railroad as a continuation of 
that which now extends as far as Wilmington in 
North Carolina, over which the great southern 
mail from the North to New Orleans is now car- 
ried, which link avoids one of the most difficult 
and dangerous lines of navigation upon this con- 
tinent.. Two years ago, an act was passed by 
Congress, at the instigation of my friend from the 
Wilmington district of North Carolina, (Mr. 
AsHE,] granting an indulgence similar to the one 
proposed by this bill for the road extending as far 
as Wilmington. Between that bill and the pres- 
ent there is the distinguishing difference that that 
bill provided for the payment of no interest by the 
company, who were to give bonds for the faithful 
payment of the duty, whilst this one provides for 
the payment of évery dollar of interest, to be, to- 
gether with the duty upon the iron, secured by 
bonds, which are to be approved by the judges of 
the district courts of North and South Carolina, 
and made satisfactory to the Secretary of the 
Treasury. There is also a condition in this act 
that the money arising from the carriage of the 
great mail from the South to the East over this 
road shall be retained in the Treasury, and as it 
accrues, be discounted with the Post Office De- 
partment for the satisfaction of the bonds. This 
link runs through the level pine forests in North 
and South Carolina, and is being constructed by 
the planters of that country, who have mainly 
worked out their stock in the grading of the road. 
Gentlemen ask why the company constructing 
this road come here and ask this small matter? 
Every one acquainted with the planting interests 
knows very well the great importance of this in- 
dulgence in the payment of the duty upon iron, 
so that planters who can realize upon their crops 
but once a year, can measure their payments to 
suit the season of the year at which they can sell 
and realize the proceeds of their crops. I assert, 
indeed, without fear of contradiction, that there 
is no road in the United States of more import- 
ance to every portion of the Confederacy than this 
one. 

The mail is now carried with great facility from 
New Orleans to Maine upon steamboats and rail- 
roads, with the exception of this gap, and about 
thirty miles in the State of Georgia. The naviga- 
tion from Wilmington to Charleston is so difficult 
that there is no part of the route from this to New 
Orleans where so many disappointments unavoid- 
ably occur as on this particular portion. The 
company now get $75,000 a year for the trans- 
portation of the mail from Weldon to Charleston. 
The act which was passed for. the benefit of the 
Wilmington road two years ago, made a similar 
provision to this in regard to discounting moneys 
with the Department; and I have been authorized 
to say that every dollar which has been suspended 
for the benefit of the Wilmington road, has been 
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paid by the transportation of the mail as it has 
fallen due. When we look a little into the his- 
tory of the law in regard to railroad iron, F flatter 
myselfthat gentlemen will not be disposed here to 
oppose this bills because assert the fact that there 
has never been the first dollar granted in the way 
of favors by the legislation of this Government to 
the planters of South or. North Carolina, unless it 
be by the little indulgence given to the Wiiming- 
ton Railroad Gompany two years ago, while the 
main arteries of northern communication were 
all constructed during the existence of laws which 
entirely repealed duty. upon railroad iron. In 


1832, the duties upon railroad iron were repealed. | 


In 1836, the duties which had been paid to Ken- 
tucky and Ohio railroads were refunded to them, 
upon the ground that they were to be made equal 
with those having the benefits of the law passed 
in April, 1832. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Does not 
the gentleman know that the railroad companies 
who made their roads while that law was in exist- 
ence, paid nearly double the price which railroad 
iron now costs? 

Mr. McQUEEN: I am not able to answer the 
question as to the precise amount of the prices of 
tron, but I tell the gentleman this, that although 
iron may have cost more than now, it will always 
diminish in price as a greater number of men 
engage in its manufacture; but that does not jus- 
tify, in my opinion, an act imposing a duty of 
thirty per cent. upon the cotton-planters of the 
South, for the benefit of the iron manufacturers of 
the North, when they have been obliged, often, 
to sell their cotton for less than half the price they 
formerly got for it. The duty was refunded, in 
1838, to the New York and Harlem Railroad Com- 
pany—actually paid out of the Treasury, by special 
act of Congress, In the same year, the duty was 
refunded to the Baltimore and Susquehanna Rail- 
road Company, and by the same act the duty on 
fastenings and spikes, even, was repealed, and the 
duty on them formerly paid by the Georgia Rail- 
road Company refunded. In 1839 the duty was re- 
funded to the Philadelphia, Wilmington, and Balti- 
more Railroad Company. In 1842all iron for rail- 
roads was allowed to be imported free of duty, until 
March, 1843, and then a duty imposed upon it, 
and in this interval, all the roads which were built, 
as I maintain, (except one which was built in 
South Carolina, for which the company never 
asked a refunding of the duty,) were allowed to 
have their iron free of duty. Jn 1838, an act was 
passed allowing C. Day & Co. to import steam- 
ships, even, free of duty. These are facts, com- 
prising the history of the legislation of the country 
upon railroad iron, as will appear upon the statute- 
books of Congress. We do not ask, in this in- 
stance, one dollar out of the Treasury; we do not 


propose here to procure legislation by which we | 


shall put one farthing in our pockets. I presume 
not a man of the planters, who are interested in 
this railroad, have had, directly or indirectly, a 
dollar out of the Treasury. I will go further, and 
express the opinion that not a man in my Con- 
gressional district has ever had a dollar of money 
in his pocket out of the Treasury, as a bonus. 
We know this Government for its taxes. We 
have not asked for its bounties, nor do I ask for 
its moneys or its lands. [am asked, what is the 
length of the road? It is one hundred and sixty 
miles long, and about sixty miles of it are already 
built and the cars running upon it, and it is rapidly 

rogressing towards completion, at both ends. { 
fave been asked this summer, by gentlemen con- 


nected with the Post Office Department, how soon ; 


we will fil up the gap, so that they can put the 
great sowthera mail upon this route, in order to 
avoid the dangerous and uncertain sea navigation, 
by which it is subject to constant failures. 

I am told by the honorable gentleman [Mr. 
Penn] who reported this bill from the committee, 
that, for several years, while he was connected 
with the post office at New Orleans, he was well 
satisfied that nine failures out of ten, which 
occurred in the great southern mail, resulted on 
account of the uncertainty of the sea, to be remedied 
by this road. There is no part of the Confederacy 


which I do not believe to be somewhat interested ; 
It is the direct route for the southern | 


in this bill. e 
people who go East and North in the summer. It 
is the direct route upon which the northern and 
southern mail will be carried, 

It is a road as indispensable for northern com- 


mercial interests as it is for southern—and it is a 
road which will be as much used by the traveler 
from the North, as from the South. Itis to sup- 
ply a link in a chain of travel now so difficult and 
hazardous, that I have had more inquiries made 
of me by travelers as to the prospect of its com- 
pletion, than of any other road within my knowl- 
edge. I can assert that the stock in this road has 
been largely taken by planters, who have worked 
out already the greater part of their subscriptions, 
and there is consequently no speculation in it; for 
every dollar of the stock is bona fide taken. So soon , 
as the mail shall have been put upon it, the pay- 
ment of the duty will commence by this act, and as 
the Wilmington Company now get $75,000 a year 
for its transportation to Charleston, I have no 
doubt myself, by the time the indulgence has 
passed, every dollar of the duty will have been 
paid by mail services. I will say to my Demo- 
cratic friends of Pennsylvania, that they need not 
vote against this bill on account of any injury 
their iron manufacturers will sustain from its pas- 
sage, because after an effort to purchase the iron 
from them, it has been bought in Belgium, and is 
now bonded at the ports of Wilmington and 
į! Charleston, and no deleterious effects can result to 
their constituents. The bill has passed the Sen- 
ate without opposition, and is reported with the 
unanimous approbation of the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. l have asked no other 
favor at the hands of this Congress. I feel a 
proper interest in this bill for the planters whom 1 
represent, and who, as I have said, have never 
had and never asked, a dollar from the Treasury; 
nor do they in this request, in view of former 
legislation of Congress, but a simple act of jus- 
tice. It can result in no detriment to the Govern- 
ment, because, we are told daily, there are fifteen or 
sixteen millions of dollars surplus in the Treasury. 

I am asked what will be the aggregate agount 
of the duty on this road. As nearly as I can in- 
form the House, I presume it will not exceed 
$100,000; had I been able to have gotten this bill 
before the House at the first of the session, it 
might have amounted to $150,000. 

From information derived from the president of 
i the road, I believe, and he confidently hopes, the 
mail may be put on it during the ensuing winter, 
such is the rapidity with which it is being built. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. f will ask my friend at 
what point the Wilmington and Manchester road 
will intersect the Columbia and Charleston road? 

Mr. McQUEEN. It will intersect at a point 
(Manchester) on the Camden road, about forty 
miles above Branchville, which is an the Charles- 
ton and Hamburg railroad, and about half way 
between the two latter places. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. Then it will connect di- 
rectly with Charleston? 

Mr. McQUEEN. Yes, sir; and without the 
difficulty encountered by those who navigate that 
coast at the mouth of Cape Fear river, at which 
they often have to wait for tide water in order to 
` get over the bar; and it is believed will forward 
i the great southern mail some seven hours earlier 
| than it can be done by steamboat. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. I should like to ask my 
friend from the Petersburg district a question, 
Where the Southside road intersects the main 
southern line? 

Mr. MEADE. It is a communication directly 
from Norfolk to Weldon. By this, communica- 
tion, if I understand it, will be directly from Wel- 
don to Charleston. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. 


If I understand you cor- 


‘from Norfolk, Virginia, to Weldon, in North 
Carolina. When the route proposed by the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, [Mr. McQueey,] 
and under consideration, is completed, that con- 
nection will continue directly on to Charleston. 

Mr. McQUEEN. To New Orleans; making 
an unbroken chain of railroad to Montgomery, 
Alabama, except thirty miles in Georgia yet to be 
completed. 1 move the previous question. 

Mr. COBB. Task the gentleman from South 
Carolina to withdraw the demand for the previous 
question, to enable me to offer the following 
amendment, to come in at the end of the bill. 

Provided, further, That the provisions of this bill be, and 
are hereby extended to the Memphis and Charleston, 


| and the Selma and Gunter’s Landing Railroad companies, 
| running through the States of Alabama and Mississippi and 


|. Mr. McQUEEN. [ cannot withdraw it.. My 
| objection to theamendment is, thatif it is adopted 
| the bill will have to go back to the Senate, and 
: may thus be defeated. ; 

Mr. DANIEL. As I happened. to be absent 
the other day when the action of the House was 
had upon the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad bill, I 
ask my friend from South Carolina to withdraw 
the demand for the previous question, that I may 
offer it as an amendment to this bill. 

Mr. McQUEEN. itis very unpleasant to me 
to have to refuse my friend from North Carolina, 
for whom I have the utmost respect; but as the 
morning hour has nearly expired, I must decline 
to withdraw the demand for the previous question, 

(Mr. WILDRICK, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported back, as correctly enrolled, 
the following bills, which, thereupon, severally 
received the signature of the Speaker, viz: 

An act granting to the State of Michigan the 
right of way and a donation of public lands, for 
the construction of a ship canal around the Falls 
of St. Mary, in said State; 

An act for the relief of John Moore White; 
an 

An act to provide for executing the public print- 
ing and establishing the prices thereof, and for 
other purposes.] 

The question now being upon seconding the 
demand for the previous question, 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE moved that the bill be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call for 
the yeas and nays, and I ask for tellers upon. the 
yeas and nays. 

Mr. McQUEEN. Will it be competent for 
me, at this period, to withdraw the demand for 
the previous question, and make a motion to com- 
mit the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The motion to lay the bill 
upon the table takes precedence of such a motion. 

Tellers were ordered on the yeas and nays; and 
Messrs. Srrvens, of Pennsylvania, and Motony 
were appointed. 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 
reported only 25 in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Hown’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative. 

the House refused to lay the bill upon the 
table. 

The question recurring upon the demand for 
the previous question, it was put, and the previous 
question received a second. 

The main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was subsequently read the third time. 

Mr. McQUILEN demanded the previous ques- 
tion on the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 


Mr. VENABLE called for the yeas and nays 


; on the passage of the bill; and they were ordered. 


[Here a message was received from the Senate 


| of the United States by the hands of Assury 


i| Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, 


| rectly, there is a direct communication by railroad {I 


I| Tennessee, 


| Dicxins, Esq., its Secretary, announcing that the 
| Senate had passed sundry bills and joint resolu- 
tions.] 

The question was then taken upon the passage 
of the bill, and there were—yeas 102, nays 65; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Ashe, Averett, 
Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Beale, Bissell, Bo- 
cock, Bowie, Bowne, Bragg, Breckinridge, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, 
saskie, 
Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, Conger, 
Daniel, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Dean, Dockery, 
Eastman, Evans, Faulkner, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Frec- 
man, Gentry, Gorman, Ball, Harper, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. flartis, Hart, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Holla- 
day, Houston, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, John Johnson, 
| Robert W. Johnson, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Mc- 
Corkle, MeMullin, McQueen, Miller, Miilson, Motony, 
John Maore, Morchead, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Andrew Par- 
ker, Penn, Polk, Porter, Powell, Riddle, Robie, Schermer- 
horn, Schoolcraft, Scurry, Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stu- 
art, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, Venable, Wallace, 
Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Alexander 
White, Wilcox, Woodward, and Yates-~102. 

NAY S—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, William Apple- 
tou, Bibighaus, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Buell, Burrows, 
Busby, Lewis D. Campbell, Chandler, Chapman, Dawson, 
Dimmick, Disney, Duncan, Dunham, Edgerton, Fowler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gilmore, Gagdenow, Hamilton, 
: Hammond, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Horsford, 
f John W. Howe, Thomas M. Howe, Ingersoll, [ves, Daniel 
| T. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, 
i Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Martin, McLanahan, Miner, Henry 
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p. Moore, Murray, Newton, Samuel W. Parker, Penni- 
many Perkins, Price, Reed, Robbins, Schoonmaker, Scud- 
der, David t. Seymour, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Thurston, ‘Townshend, Walbridge, W ash- 
burn, Wells, and Wildrick---65, > : 
"So the bill was passed. , 
Mr. McQUEEN moved to reconsider the vote 
py which the bill was passed, and also. moved to 
_ tay the motion to.reconsider upon the.table;. which 
‘latter motion was agreed. to. 


’-LIGHT-HOUSE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
-The SPEAKER. The morning hour having 
‘expired, the light-house appropriation bill is the 
business first before the House. A motion was 
made yesterday to reconsider the vote by which | 
the fourteenth amendment of the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union was agreed 
to, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. That is the question now before the House. 
Mr. FOWLER. What is the purport of that 
amendment? 

‘The SPEAKER. 
duced by the gentleman from Maryland, [Mr. 
Evans,] establishing a board of light-house com- | 
missioners. 

“Mr. WALSH. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. BUELL. 
amendment. 

A MEMBER. 
terday. H 

Mr. BUELL. Ihave not heard it yet. | 

“The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the | 
‘amendment will be again read. | 

Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I object. 

| 


{tis the amendment intro- | 


{ ask for the reading of the | 
| 
} 


Oh, no. It was read twice yes- 


“The SPEAKER. It is competent for the gen- 
.tleman from New York to move that the amend- 
ment be read. i 
Mr. BUELL. I understand that it is lengthy, | 
and ‘therefore I will not insist on the reading, | 
although I have not heard the amendment. 
` The question was then put, and it was decided | 
in the affirmative; so the motion to reconsider was | 
Jaid upon the table. The bill was then ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and, being en- 
grossed, was subsequently read the third time. 
~ The question now being, Shall the bill pass? 
: Mr; DUNCAN moved the previous question. 
` The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. : 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, called for the 
yeas and nays; but they were not ordered. 
The question was then put, and it was decided | 


in the affirmative; so the bill was passed. i 
Mr. DUNCAN moved to reconsider the vote || 


by which the bill was passed, and also moved to | 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; which | 
latter motion was agreed to. i 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire the House to go into 
committee this morning, and dispose of the amend- | 
ments of the Senate to the Indian appropriation 
bill. Those: amendments have been discussed 
here once, and if there is no objection, I wish to 
offer the usual resolution to close the debate in 
one hour after we go into committee. 

Mr. FREEMAN. I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move that the rules | 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself | 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of | 
the Union. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Task the hon- | 
orable gentleman from Alabama to withdraw that | 


motion, to allow me to report back a bill for the |) 


relief of the widows and orphan children of cer- | 
tain officers and seamen of the United States brig 
“Washington, who were lost overboard in a hurri- 
cane. It is a Senate bill. I have been ordered to 


report it by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 
it has been in my hands fora long time. It will 
not take ten, minutes to dispose of it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I cannot give way, for I 
am very anxious to get through with the appro- 
priation bills. < 

Mr. DUNCAN. I wish to inquire what has 
become of the motion of the gentleman from Al- 
abama, to close the debate on the Senate’s amend- 
ments to the Indian appropriation bill? 

Mr. HOUSTON. ` Objection is made to closing 
‘the debate until wego into committee and consider 
theamendments. I shall move very shorily that | 
the committee rise, with a view of limiting debate. | 

The question was then taken'upon Mr. Hovs- | 

.tON’s motion, and it was agreed to. | 

The rules were accordingly suspended; and the | 


|| August, 1842, and of the 3d March, 1845. 


į Mississippi and award to each of the reservees, 


| the commissioners, and I have stated precisely 
i what was contained in it. 


| decided upon. 


House resolved itself into the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, [Mr. Diswey, in | 
the chair.] * | 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON moved to take up the Senate 
amendments to the Indian appropriation bill. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr: H. said: Mr. Chairman, I am too unwell 
to occupy much time this. morning, but even if 1! 
were not I would notdoso. There are some three 
or four important amendments made by the Senate 
to this bill, to which I would directa few moments 
attention. à : 

The first amendment made to this bill by the: 


Senate is to insert a provision on page five of the :! injustice e Indians 
| isting in the State of Mississippi. 


<¢ At the end of line twelve insert: ', with those Indians has certainly been of great ben- 


original bill, which I will read: 


“ Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he i 
is hereby, authorized to examine the reservation claims of | 
the Choctaws, known as the Bay Indians, and of those | 


Choctaws in whose cases the scrip awarded by the late || 


Board of Commissioners has not been issued; and where 
he shall find that such Indians are clearly entitied to land 
under the fourteenth article of the treaty of 1830, and under 


he is hereby authorized to extend to such claimants the | 
provisions applicable to such claims in the acts of the 23d 


« For supplying a deficiency in the appropriations bere- j 
tofore made for removing the Choctaw Indians froin Mis- 
sissippi as estimated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 


| 

| 

’ s A 4 | 

i| the severai acts heretofore passed in relation to such claims, | 
i 

| 

| 

| 


1| 987,412.” | 


There are two classes embraced in this amend- | 
ment—one of them contains about sixty-five or į 


|| seventy cases, and the other probably a little under . 


forty. About one hundred cases are embraced in | 
the amendment. In 1830, a treaty was made with | 
the Choctaw Indians of Mississippi, and in that | 
treaty the Indians have signified their disposition, 
or intention rather, to remain in the country; and i 
wer@entitled, under the provisions of that treaty, 
to certain portions of land upon which they lived. 
That treaty has been fulfilled, it is said, with the | 
exception of these cases, embracing about one | 
hundred, The Committee of Ways and Means, | 
in its examination of this amendment, learned 
from the Department—the papers I have with me 
in my drawer—that one branch of these cases con- 
sists of sixty or seventy claims of persons whose 
cases were not in the second application acted upon 
by the commissioners. The commissioners who | 
were appointed by the Government to go out to 


who had signified their intention under the provis- 
ions of the treaty to remain there, their reserva- 
tions, in the first instance decided against these | 
sixty-seven cases. But, at the expiration of the 
time of existence of the Board of Commissioners, 
the applicants in these cases, some if not all of | 
them, renewed their testimony. That renewed í 
testimony was submitted to the Board of Commis- 
sioners, and, I believe, in this instance, but two 
days before the expiration of the board; and the 
commissioners report that, under the press of busi- 
ness-at that time, they could not act upon the 
claims. The Committee of Ways and Means 
were of opinion, and so instructed me to recom- 
mend to the House, that the provisions of this 
treaty having been kept open so long, and having 
been opened so much, and these things having 
been adjudicated adversely to the claimants once, 
and their additional testimony only filed two days 
before the expiration of the existence of the board, 
that it was inexpedient to reopen the provisions of | 
that treaty again. I believe I have stated fully the 
points bearing upon this branch of the case, and 
in a very short and succinct manner. ` 
Mr. FREEMAN. I desire to read to the com- 
mittee what the report of that commission was. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I have myself the report of 


The Indians embraced 
in the class to which I have directed a moment’s 
attention, were decided against upon point of fact. | 
It was said, and indeed the Indians admitted it, 
that they had left Mississippi; but they alleged 
that they had left under.a compulsion on the part 
of their agents, and others, who had influence 
over them. The case was submitted to the com- 
missioners, therefore, upon a point of fact, and the 
commissioners, in the first instance, decided the 
fact against the applicants. The applicants then 
renewed their testimony, and it has never been 


I am satisfied that the gentleman from Missis- 


i 
i 
i 


i; matter again. 


sippi will agree with me that these arc the facts of 
the cage. 

Mr. FREEMAN.. They left their own ground 
—the ceded territory—but not the State of Mis- 
sissippi, under a misapprehension of their rights, 
and under compulsion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is what I have said. 

Mr. FREEMAN, You said that they left.the 
State of Mississippi. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that they left 
the State. z 

Mr. FREEMAN. Well, sir, that is notan 
important point, I suppose; but I hope the com- 
mittee will listen to me for one moment, because 
I am certain that this House has no desire to do 
injustice to any part of the Indians heretofore ex- 
The treaty 


efit to the nation, and it is no part of the policy of 
this Government to do injustice to the small rem- 
nant now seeking their rights at the hands of this 
flouse. The Indian commission, which went 
out to Mississippi—it may not be remembered b 
all, but it will be by some—had great difficulties 
among themselves, and some of these commis- 
sioners were finally removed, and others appointed 
in their places. For a long period of time, while 
that commission was in session, it was wholly 
impossible, for the quarrels existing between the 
commissioners, for anybody to do business be- 
fore them. Finally, when the time to which they 
were limited in the examination of these cases ex- 
pired, there was still this class of cases pending 
before them. The testimony had all been taken. 
The Indians themselves had gone to the expense 
of proving their claim. 

That testimony was all before the commission- 
ers. But for want of time, in consequence of the 
statute limiting those commissioners to a particu- 
lar period, they were unable to adjudicate upon 
all the evidence which was before them. That 
evidence is now on file in the Department of the 
Secretary of the Interior; and all that we ask is, 
that the Indians shall have that hearing before the 
Secretary of the Interior, which they were entitled 
to have before the commissioners. That is all 
we ask of this House. The Senate has inserted 
an amendment for that purpose in this bill, and I 
put it to every man here whether he will vote 
against the amendment for the purpose of doing 


ji justice to this small class of Indians. Whatis the 


argument which the Committee of Ways and 


i Means bring forward against this amendment? 


Why, they say the commission was in existence 
so long that we have concluded not to reopen the 
Is not that an argumentative and 
christian answer to the appeal of the poor Indian 
for his homestead! I hope this House will turn 
a deaf ear to an argument of that character, and 
I trust they will now listen to the words of the 
Co eae ld themselves, which I propose to 
read. 

Extract from the final report of the commis- 


sioners, of the 16th of June, 1845, to the President 
of the United States: 


“ Sixty-seven (67) cases-of other Choctaws, claimants 
from the Bay of St. Louis, in Hancock and Harrison coun- 
ties,in the State of Mississippi, and known as the ‘Bay 
Indian claimants,’ are also herewith transmitted to the 
War Department, unadjudicated by the commissioners. 
These claims received a special notice by the undersigned 
in their report to the President of the 18th of last Decem- 
ber, already referred to, the substance of which special no- 
tice was, that these * Bay Indians’ had, by their admission, 
left the ceded country within five years from the date of 
the treaty ; that they alleged and endeavored to prove this 
departure was compulsory on their part; that their agents 
agreed to file special evidence in these cases, with an uu- 


| derstanding on their part, as well as on the part of the com- 


missioners, and so expressed in their report aforesaid; that 
no judgment could, under the circumstances, be rendered; 
and that they should be reported to the President for such , 
action as he should deem best for the assuring of ultimate 
justice to them, and this recommendation was so expressed 
in their report. 

“ Since then, and within the last few days, additional tes- 
timony has been filed with this board in relation to these 
claims; and one of the agents, E. B. W, Kirksey, Esq., of 
Mississippi, here representing them, applied through their 
counsel, A. B. Meek, Esq., of Alabama, and Henry Li. 
Martin, Esq., of Mississippi, for the definite and final ad- 
judication of the board upon them. From the late period 


| at which the application was made and argued, (there re- 


maining of the time but two days of the legal existence of 
the board for the investigation of the regularity of these 
ciaims,) and the decision of the important question of faet, 
asto the compulsory or voluntary abandonment of their 
country by the claimants, the commissioners decided, that 
in the pressure of other business, equally claiming their ré- 
gard, there was not sufficient time for a rightful and just 
final determination of these claims, and as, in their former 


ig 
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report, they are again respectfully referred to the President 
for such remedial action ashe may deem expedient and just 
towards them.” 


The additional testimony above referred to was | 


taken under a commission from the board, on in- 
terrogatories filed by the attorney of these claim- 
ants and cross-interrogatories filed by the Board, 
and the motion demanding definite action was 
made as soon as that testimony was returned. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, here is the official. evi- 
dence. Here is the confession of the Government. 
The only question on which these claims are to be 
repudiated and rejected is, whether or not these 
Indians left the ceded territory before the time pre- 
seribed by the treaty, by compulsion or volun- 
tarily. The evidence is, that they left by com- 
ulsion. 
ouse, does it make any difference in honor or 
justice at what time they left? I ask any gentle- 
man whether, because these Indians, ignorant as 
we know them to be, have left the grounds which 
they were entitled to, according to the admission 
of this Government, before the time prescribed, 
it follows that we ought to swindle them out of 
the small tracts of land which are justly due to 
them? Is thatthe persuasive argument that is to 
be putup here by the Committee of Ways and 
Means? Are those the ways and means by which 
this Government is to do justice to a race of 
friendly Indians, whose misfortunes are their only 
faults? Lhope to hear no argument of that nature 
addressed to the conscience of this House; and, 
sir, what is the question of the administration of 
justice to the Indians, but one of conscience? We 
have wrested from them all the power which they 
ever possessed. They are but orphans in our 
charge; and here, when they have been at the cx- 
pense of taking all the evidence necessary to sus- 
tain their claim—when they simply come before 
you, and ask that the Secretary of the Interior 


shall pass upon their claim the same judgment | 


which would be willingly granted to any white 
citizen of the United States—when the American 
Senate, considering these things, have put this 
ameudment in the bill—the Committee of Ways 
and Means have graciously taken the matter into 
consideration, and concluded that they could not 
allow the investigation to go on, for fear a little 
more land would be allowed to the poor Indians. 


Sir, this is a policy which I trust this House | 
Let the Indian be heard. ; 


will not consent to. 
Who will condemn him without reading his testi- 
mony? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I cannot yield to my friend 
from Mississippi any longer, as I do not desire to 
consume much of the time of the committee. The 
gentleman has read an extract from the report of 
the commissioners, and I flatter myself that the 
committee has seen that it establishes precisely 
the state of facts that 1 presented. It is acknowl- 
edged that the Indians left the ceded country be- 
fore the five years had expired, and for that reason 
have forfeited any right that they might otherwise 
have been entitled to. They have attempted to 
establish the fact, by proof, that their departure 
was not voluntary. Well, if they had established 
that fact, if they had satisfied the Board of Com- 
missioners that such was the fact, as a matter of 
course that board would have decided in their 


favor; but, on account of the fact that the proof į 


did not make out that case, their claim was de- 
cided against. 

Mr. FREEMAN. The commissioners do not 
say that. They say that they had not time to de- 
cide upon the testimony. 

Mr. (LOUSTON. If the gentleman will just 
hold still, I will come to that part directly. I said 
before, that the commissioners say they had 
not time, but upon the first investigation of this 
case, I state that the commissioners did not report 
in favor of these claims. I understand, from 
reading the report of these commissioners them- 
selves, that such is the case, If not, why did 
they not report in favor of the Indians? If the 


proof was made out by the parties, why did not | 


the commissioners report in favor of the claim? 
The conelusion is, that the proof did not make out 
the case, and the gentleman cannot escape that 
conclusion. The commissioners decided in the 
first instance against this claim. 

Mr. FREEMAN, The commissioners state 
themselves, in their report, that they made a point 
against the Indians that they had left their grounds 
too early, What was the policy of that treaty? 


Now, I ask every humane man in this | 


It was to drive them away from the State of Mis- 
sissippi. I state the fact that that technical point 


was made against them, and the Indians had no | 
right to anticipate that it would be made when it | 


was made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Where do the commission- 
ers state that? 

Mr. FREEMAN. They state in their own re- 
port, that they made that point by which the In- 
dians were taken by surprise, and the moment 
they had an opportunity to rebut that presump- 
tion they offered testimony, and all they now ask 
is, a judgment upon that testimony. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


technical point which had taken the Indians by 
surprise. 

Mr. FREEMAN. 
point made was, and any lawyer can see that it 
was a technical one. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would not, if L could, pre- 
sent an improper view of this to the House. L would 
not do it if I could. Iam not here to advocate 
or defeat the claim of the Indians. Iam here to 


present the facts of the case, as I understand them, - 


for the consideration of the House, and if I pre- 
sent them improperly, or if the inferences I make 
from the facts be improper, the House can cor- 
rect them. 
dians at all. None whatever. I repeat, asI stated 
before, that as I understand the reading of that 


report, the question of fact presented to the Board : 


of Commissioners was, whether the Indians had 
failed to bring themselves within the provisions of 
the treaty by remaining on the ceded territory for 
a longer time than was required by the articles of 
the treaty. Because that fact was not established 
and proved, the Board of Commissioners decided 
the case against them. 
say, that an argument of counsel was made before 


the Board of Commissioners two days before the ! 


expiration of its existence in favor of this claim, 
and then it was that they decided, that from the 


press of other business they could not decide upon ;; 
So that the renewed tes- | 


this claim at that time. 
timony, the additional proof, has never been de- 
cided upon by the Board of Commissioners. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if it is policy, or desir- |! 
able for this House or Congress to reopen all | 


these cases, why, then, let them do so; but it 
occurs to me that there ought to bean end to these 
investigations somewhere. If, however, it is the 
pleasure of Congress to reopen these cases, let 
another board be created to pass upon them, and 
not take the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or 


_the Secretary of the Interior, who, as a matter of 


course, I presume, would be controlled by the 


head of the Indian Bureau, who has already de- || 


cided in favor of most of them. 


Mr. FREEMAN. Do I understand the gen- ' 
tleman to say that the Commissioner of Indian ; 
Affairs has already decided in favor of these ` 


claims? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand that he has 
recommended some of them. 

Mr. FREEMAN. I hope the House will hear 
that remark, that the proper Departments of the 
Government have decided in favor of these claims, 

Mr. ILOUSTON. I am not here to conceal any 
part of the case, and I have no desire to do so. I 
am here to present the facts of the matter without 
concealment. 

The other branch of the amendment is this: 


There were thirty-seven cases, which were adjudi- |) 


cated by the Board of Commissioners, and adju- 
dicated favorably. The Board of Commissioners 


passed upon the testimony in pursuance of law, | 


and reported the whole case, with the testimony, 
to the head of the Indian Office here. 


the Indian Office in this city, the Commissioner of 


Indian Affairs overruled the decision of the Board : 


of Commissioners upon the ground that the cases 
were not made out. 

Now, there is the whole case presented to this 
committee. 1 have not a particle of feeling in re- 
lation to the matter. If I have any feeling at all, 
itis in favor of the Indians. Tf I knew that this 


| or any other appropriation claimed, by the Indians 
went into the pockets of the Indians alone, I would |: 


ri] 


never resist a claim which was even doubtful. 


GLOBE. 


I did not know that the | 
commissioners had stated that they had made a | 


I have stated what the | 


T have no feeling in defeating the In- || 


Well, they go on then to ; 


The reason : 
why the land scrip is not issued in pursuance | 
with this award—for the award was favorable in i 
all these thirty-seven cases—is, that, in pursuance į 
of the revisory power which existed in the head of ' 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask my friend 
from Alabama if he does not know that there is a 
law now in existence, which was passed as a sec- 
tion of the deficiency bill, providing that all moneys 
which are due to the Indians shall not go to any- 
body else than the Indians to whom they may be 


if 
J 
| 


i| due? Does he not know that that is the case? 

Mr. HOUSTON. That provision was passed 
in the deficiensy bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Thatisthelaw,then. Now, 
I ask the gentleman from Alabama if it is just, 
i! fair, or right to throw out the imputation that the 
| Indians alone do not get the money, but that the 
agents get it—and we thus justify ourselves for 
i refusing to allow a just claim of these Indians? I 
say it is unkind to throw out such an imputation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman did not un- 
derstand the effect of my remarks, or he would 
not have intimated that I had thrown out any im- 
putation to prevent these Indians from getting their 
just dues. I said—as every gentleman who heard 
me will bear witness—that my feelings were with 
i these Indians, and that if I were satisfied the 

i money would go for the benefit of the Indians, I 
i would not resist any appropriation they were 
|i seeking for, if there was a doubt about the justice 

| of that appropriation. I was not endeavoring to 
| prejudice this case, or any other case. ; 
i Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I want to dis- 
cuss this question presently. I desire now, how- 
ii ever, to say to the gentleman from Alabama, {Mr. 
ii EIouston,| that from the colloquy between him 
|! and my friend from Arkansas, [Mr. Jounson,] the 
impression was doubtless produced upon the 
i| minds of those who were listening, that these In- 
dians were seeking a compensation in money and 
‘}notinland, — . 
| Mr. HOUSTON. Oh, nobody believes that. 
| Mr. BROWN. Well, it sounded very much 
i like it over here. 
(| Mr. HOUSTON. I had read the amendment 
| in which it is proposed to authorize the Secretary 
' of the Interior to pass upon the testimony now on 
file, and if he believes the cases are fairly made 
| out, within the law, he shall issue scrip in cases 
: where it has not already been awarded. That is 
| what they ask for. I will have the amendment 
| again read, if it is necessary; but I apprehend it is 
‘not. I take it for granted that my friend from 
‘: Mississippi is mistaken. 
i) Mr. BROWN here made a remark, which was 
i; not heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. HOUSTON continued. The proposition 
is to give them land scrip according to the provis- 
ions of the law of 1842 and 1845. 

The second branch of this amendment embraces 
aclaim which has been examined by the other 
: members of the committee more particularly than 
_ by myself, and being rather indisposed, I prefer 
ii to pass over it, with the hope that it will be ex- 
i| plained by the other members of the committee. 

“| The fourth amendment is one in which the gen- 
| tleman from Indiana [Mr. Frrcu] is concerned. It 
s one which has been substituted for one adopted 
1, by the House, at the instance of the gentleman 
from Indiana. As it is a long one, I will not ask 
| to have it read, but will merely state the substance 
of it. Under three treaties between the Eel River 
Indians and the Government of the United States, 
'. they were entitled to about $1,100 a year; but for 
i twelve or fourteen years, or thereabouts, they have 
‘| not drawn the money, for the reason, as J under- 


:| stand it, that the Government of the United States 
had lost sight of this tribe. After examination, it 
was ascertained that the moneys due to the Eel 
River Indians had been paid over to the Miami 
nation. It was ascertained that it had been paid 
to the wrong tribe. Within the last two or three 
years, my friend from Indiana was appointed to 
‘investigate into that matter, and he reports that 
© there are some sixteen Eel River Indians still in 
|i existence, and therefore it becomes the duty of 
` the Government not only to pay to these Indians 
: the annuities to which they are now entitled, but 
‘}oneamendment or provision to the bill, inserted 
iat the instance of the gentleman from Indiana, 
‘that the money which had been erronconsly paid 
to the Miami Indians, should be taken out of the 
annuities of that tribe and refunded to the Eel 
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River Indians, who were really entitled to it. The 
Senate have stricken out this. provision, and have 
inserted an amendment of this sort: That the 
Government of the: United States. shall. pay to the 
Eel River Indians, $15,000—which is about $1,200 
more than they are-entitled to—-out of the Treas- 
ary: of the United States, and to allow the Miami 
Indians what has been erroneously paid to them; 
and.that the. Eel River Indians shall, in consider- 
ation-of these $15,000, relinquish to the Govern- 
ment-of the United States all claim for further an- 
nuities i o ` 

‘There were two points presented in. this pro- 


vision of the bill as it went from the House. ‘The 
Indian Office was really.to take from the annuities 
of the Miami Indians an amount sufficient to re- 
imburse the Eel River Indians for the. annuities 
which: have been erroneously paid to the Miamies. 
That: is-one point. In the Senate’s amendment, 
they propose. to let the Miamies keep what they 
have got, and that the Government cf the United 
States shall.pay to the Eel River Indians what has 
been. wrongfully paid to the Miamies. The other | 
point-is this: In this provision in the original bill 
there’ was nothing to provide for stopping the an- 
nuities of the Eel River Indians. But the Senate | 
proposed in their amendment that in consideration 
of $15,000 no more annuities should be given to 
that tribe hereafter.. Now, in examining the ques- 
tion, the Committee of Ways and Means came to 
the conclusion to recommend a concurrence in that 
amendment. They have two or three reasons for 
coming to that conclusion, which I will briefly 
give. They were these: The tribe of Eel River 
Indians have dwindled down till there are but six- 
teen left. Indeed, one Senator stated in debate 
that two of these have since died, which would 
reduce the number to fourteen. 

Mr. FITCH. There are still sixteen left. 

-Mr. HOUSTON. Very well. The gentleman 
from Indiana says there are sixteen still in exist- 
ence. The Senate have taken the ground, and 
the Committee of Ways and Means recommend a 
concurrence, that when a tribe of Indians have 
become reduced by death or otherwise so as to 
leave a mere handfull—so as to leave so small a 
number that.if the Government were acting with 
them originally, they would not treat with them 
as. a nation, but as Indians, generally and dis- 
tinctly——then it is competent for the Government 
to refuse to treat with them further as a nation, 
andto stop all further annuities, or to stipulate for 
further annuities with them asindividuals. I pre- | 
sume it will hardly be denied by any one that the 
Government of the United States ought not to con- 
tinue to pay annuities to tribes of Indians as tribes 
when they have been cut down to half a dozen, or 
to.fifteen or twenty.. It seems to me that is a point 
where these annuities should cease. But they 
should not be made to cease until the Indian shall 
have had some. sort of notice of the intention of 
the Government. 

If terms could be made, I believe myself that 
the proposition of the gentleman fron Indiana [Mr. 
Fırcu] had better be retained in the bill; but I 
fear there will be a difficulty upon the part of these 
Miami Indians in carrying out this provision, It 
may be difficult to make them understand why we 
take annually from their annuities, a sum suffi- 
cient to refund to the Eel River Indians the amount 
which has erroneously been paid to them. 

Mr. FITCH. The Miami Indians knew they 
were getting other people’s money. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My friend from Indiana 
says they knew well enough that they were get- 
ting other people’s money. If they did, they ought 
to be made to pay it back. These are the facts 
of.the case, I submit them to the committee, and 
they can: take such action upon them as they may | 
think proper. 

Another.amendment which the Senate have 
made to this bill, isto strike out a provision in- 
serted by the House of $221,000, for the Menom- 
onee Indians, and. to insert a provision appropri- 
ating $25,000 for their removal to some point the 
Government may select. The Committee of Ways 
and Means, upon an examination of the whole | 
question, have instructed meto report to the House 
a recommendation that they concur in the action 
of. the Senate, and for various-reasons, one or two 
of which I will now allude to. In the first place, 
the. claim. of the Menomonee Indians was substan- 
tially, as ] understand, founded upon two grounds; 


first, that the commissioners who tréated with | 


them, defrauded them; and second, that there was 
a mistake in the treaty, as to the amount of land; 
and because of that mistake, the treaty ought to 
be reopened, and they compensated for the amount 
of land they had transferred. 

Mr. WHITE, of Alabama. Idesireto ask my 
colleague whether it is proposed to remove these 
Indians to a portion of the country almost en- 
tirely destitute of game? F think this a matter 
which should be considered before the House act 
upon the question. {í am credibly informed by 
officers who have lately come from that portion of 
country, that we propose to put these Indians upon 
land, where they have. not even the last recourse 
of the poor Indian—the taking of game for their 
support—and I think our whole legislation is wrong 
upon this subject. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My colleague, if he will no- 
tice my remarks, will discover, that I have not 
yet reached the amendment to which he alludes, 
and to which he directed his remarks. . 

This case, as l before remarked, depends, so far 
as I understand it, upon two grounds. The one 
is, that the commissioners who treated with them 
had practiced a fraud upon them. That ground 


is not, I think, sustainable from the proof. Ihave į 


looked into the case pretty extensively, and I am 
satisfied that while that allegation is made, ang to 
a very limited extent, sustained by some proof, 
yet the preponderance of proper testimony, in my 
view of the case, is decidedly in favor of the 
hypothesis that the commissioners who treated 
acted fairly with them, and committed no fraud. 
And even, Mr. Chairman, supposing the com- 
missioners did commit a fraud, is this the proper 
way, the proper time to investigate that subject, 


while we have under consideration an appropria- | 


tion bill? Ought not that subject to be brought up 
in a manner in which it can be investigated, and 
when those who are disposed to establish the fact 
that the commissioners did, or, on, the contrary, 
those who are disposed to prove that the commis- 
sioners did not commit a fraud, may each have the 
opportunity of ae investigating the subject, and 
presenting it to Congress and to the country? 
But I presume that ground will be abandoned. 
Then the only ground is, that more land was 
obtained by the Government than the Indians 
supposed they were transferring. I think, Mr. 
Chairman, that very probably is the case. But 
admit for a moment, if you please, that the Gov- 


ernment of the United States did get more land | 


than was in the eye of the Indians, or in the eye 
of the Government, at the time of the transaction, 
the treaty itself conveys all the Jands which the 
Indians owned there. The proposition is now 
made that we shall reopen that treaty, for the 
reason that they were not advised of the num- 
ber of acres of land they had, and because the 
Government of the United States got more land 
for the same consideration than they supposed 


they were getting, and that, therefore, it becomes | 


necessary to go over the matter again. 

Now, I lay down this position for the consider- 
ation of the committee, and to which I desire their 
attention—that if we establish that as a good 
ground for opening our Indian treaties, we have 
probably not one treaty that would hold against 
the same sort of argument. The most of our In- 
dian treaties are made in an ‘irregular, and, to 
some extent, a loose manner. . The country is not 
usually surveyed, and itis not the case that we 
ascertain the precise number of acres, as is the 


case where individuals are treating with each other. | 


We do not so treat with them. 

There is. another objection which has been 
urged with great force in the Senateof the United 
States against this appropriation; and it is, that 
the Indians are not now in a condition to receive 
this money, and thatif it were put into their hands 
while they are now upon lands to which they are 
not entitled, and upon which they have no right 
to remain except as tenants at will, it would all 
be taken from them by the white persons who 
trade amongst them, In one way or another. 

Mr. WHITE, of Alabama, (interrupting.) My 
colleague has not yet answered the question which 
I wish this House to consider—that is, what is 
the kind of land which is given to these Indians? 
That is the question I want considered, as a matter 
of justice. e have the power over these In- 
dians, and we know we have the power, and we 
ought to give them land upon which they can get 
a subsistence. : 


Mr. HOUSTON. The proposition, as I was 


i going on to remark, that the Senate has submitted, 


is, that we shall appropriate $25,000 for the pur- 
pose of removing these Indians to some point 
they may select as agreeable to themselves, as 
their homes upon the public lands of the United 
States, where they may be subsisted until they 
can commence drawing their annuity. And then 
the whole tenor of the argument of the Senators 
was, that while they were willing to make a do- 
nation under the circumstances, and at this period 
of the existence of the tribe, if it was thought 
advisable, yet that it ought not to be upon the 
ground of mistake in the treaty. 

The next amendment, and the only remaining 
one that I shail address myself to now, is one 
striking out from the bill as it went from this 
House, a provision appropriating some$60,000 to 
the Shawnee Indians, 

That appropriation is claimed by the Indians 
upon the ground, that under the treaty of 1831 
the Government of the United States had bound 
itself to give them 100,000 acres of fand. They 
allege that the land has not been set apart to 
them. The facts,asI understand them, are theses 
I believe it is admitted that the Shawnee Indians 
of Missouri, and the Shawnees of Chio, are parts 
of the same tribe. The policy of the Govern- 
ment of the United States was, as I understand 
it, that these two branches of the same tribe should 
be again consolidated and amalgamated, that they 
might be reunited and live in harmony together. 

In 1825, the Government of the United States 
treated with the Missouri Shawnees, by which 
the Government obtained from them their tract of 
land in Missouri, which was twenty-five miles 
square, and in lieu of that land the Government 
stipulated with that part of the tribe, as follows: 

“It is hereby agreed by the contracting parties that, in 
consideration of the cession aforesaid, the United States do 
hereby agree to give to the Shawnee tribe of Indians, with- 
in the State of Missouri, for themselves, and for those of 
the same nation now residing in Obio, who hereafter may 
emigrate to the west of the Mississippi, a tract of land equal 
to fifty miles square, situated in the State of Missouri,” &c. 

In 1831, the Government held a treaty with the 
Ohio Shawnees, in which it stipulated, in consid- 
eration of the cessions made by that treaty, to lay 
off one hundred thousand acres of land, and give 
to the Ohio Shawnees a patent in fee-simple for it, 
within the fifty miles square that had been agreed 
to be given to. the Missouri Shawnees, in connec- 
tion with the Ohio Shawnees, for them to have so 
long as they remained a nation and thought fit to 
live upon it; provided so much good land could be 
had within the fifty miles square to make one 
hundred thousand acres. If they could not get it 
within the fifty miles square, they were to get it 
from lands contiguous to it, or from any other 
unappropriated and unoccupied Indian lands be- 
longing to the United States. 

The question here presented is this: the Ohio 
Shawnees claim that, by the treaty of 1825, the 
Government of the United States parted with their 
title to the fifty miles square, upon which it located 
the Missouri Shawnees. They contend that the 
Government conveyed to the Missouri Shawnees 
and to the Ohio Shawnees jointly the fifty miles 
square, and therefore that this stipulation in the 
treaty of 1831, by which we agreed to give them 
one hundred thousand acres of the fifty miles 
square was not a consideration for the cession 
they made, as the Government of the United 
States had parted with the whole title to the fifty 
miles square. 

I disagree, Mr. Chairman, with gentlemen who 
take that view of the case. I construe the treaty 
of 1825 in this way: The Government of the 
United States, in pursuance of this admitted policy 
of reuniting the entire tribe of Shawnee Indians, 
and in pursuance of the request of the Indians 
themselves, determined to put them upon the fifty 
miles square, which it had agreed to lay off, and 
did lay off, for the Indians. 

Mr. WHITE, of Alabama, (interrupting.) I 
desire to ask my colleague a question. This is an 
important matter to men who are disposed to do 
justice. [wish to ask my colleague what kind 
of land to which he wishes to send these Indians? 
I wish that question answered and considered by 
this House, because we are now doing great in- 
justice to these poor miserable remnants of hu- 
mamity. 

Mr. HOUSTON. [regret that I am interrupted 
in this improper manner in these disconnected re- 
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marks Iam submitting to the committee. I was 
going on to state what I regarded to be the true | 
construction of the treaty of 1825. It was this: 
that in pursuance ef the policy of the Govern- | 
ment, which the Indians themselves had requested 
to be pursued, the Government of the United 
States determined to locate both branches of the 
Shawnee tribe of Indians in the same region of 
country, and thus reunite them. Hence, we find 
in the treaty of 1825 that the United States agreed | 
to give fifty miles square of land to the Missouri 
Shawnees, and to those of Ohio who might after- 
wards emigrate to it. The Government did not 
part with the entire fifty miles square, but it was |} 
in the nature of a reservation on the part of the 
Government to locate within that particular coun- 
“try both bands of the Shawnee tribe. F construed 
then that treaty as not parting with the right ab- 
solutely on the part of the Government, but as in 
pursuance of its policy. Tt is admitted that the 
intention was to locate both branches of the tribe 
there, and that in the treaty of 1825 the right was || 
reserved to locate the Ohio Shawnees there, in the | 
event they were willing to emigrate. I will not say 
that it reserved the right to any particular charac- 
ter of country, or any particular 100,000 acres of | 
country. That is a matter left to be decided by 
the committee. The Missouri Indians were re- 
moved in 1826-’28, and in 1832 the Ohio Shawnees 
were removed to the same place. There was no 
application, or at least there are contradictory 
statements upon that subject. I understand re- 
cently that a statement has been made in a petition 
or paper of some sort, before the Senate, that the | 
Ohio Shawnees applied to the Government to lay 
off 100,000 acres of land, previous to 1844. The 
gentleman who has the management of this case— | 
and I speak of him with all proper respect as a 
gentleman of intelligence, and who understands 
this matter thoroughly—in his presentation of the 
case says, that in 1844 application was made for 
a title, and that the then Indian Department de- 
cided they were not entitled to a patent, or would 
not give them a separate patent. ‘That was issued, 
and the Indians are now living upon it. They 
have been there some twenty years, and if in 1844 
the first application was made, it was some twelve 
years before they ever applied to have 100,000 
acres set apart for themselves. Now, as I said 
before, if these Indians desire to have their 100,000 
acres get apart, I believe the Government has the 
right to comply with their wish under these trea- 
ties and give a patent for the land. If it has not, 
the treaties provide that they shall have it contig- 
uous, and there are vacant Indian lands contigu- 
ous. If, however, the contiguous Indian lands 
are not fit to locate these Indians upon, the treaty 
rovides that they shall belocated upon any of the | 
ndian lands of the United States. I havenocon- | 
clusive proof before me satisfactory as to the 
character of the Jand that is contiguous to the fifty 
miles square. If I were satisfied that the land 
was unsuitable, I should be unwilling to locate | 
them upon it. I would be opposed to forcing the | 
Indians to take land that would not afford them a | 
subsistence. | 


Under these circumstances the Com- | 
mittee of Ways and Means of this House have ; 
also recommended a concurrence in that amend- | 
ment of the Senate. This is all I have to say at | 
present. 

Mr. FITCH. Mr. Chairman,I intend to briefly 
discuss a few of the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill now under consideration. As I do not 
trouble the committee often, and then usually on 
business before them, l ask their attention on the 
present occasion, becauseit is rather embarrassing 
to speak to inattentive ears. I desire to convince || 
them of the correctness of my views upon these į 
amendments, or, at least, if they be not correct, I 
cannot ask, nor do I desire their support. If they | 
be correct, I am certain the committee will thank 
me for convincing them of that fact, so that they 
may not do injustice by voting without a proper į 
understanding of the whole facts of the case. I; 
shall first address myself to the Eel River amend- |; 
ment. It will be recollected by members of the | 
last Congress, and I will briefly repeat, for the ben- | 
efit of those who were not then members, that | 
when the appropriation in the regular Indian bill 
for the payment of the annuities of the Eel River 
Indians came up, I questioned the existence of 
such a tribe, and expressed my reasons for believ- | 
ing in their non-existence. A few years previous 
to that I had known nearly all of them in my pro- || 


| fifty persons. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


fessional capacity, but they had disappeared from 
my eye. j supposed that they had amalgamated 
with some other band, or that a feud which existed 
between them and another band, had resulted in 
the death of the Eel Rivers, as I knew it had in 
the death of their chief. I then moved,and it was 
adopted, the insertion of a proviso into the Eel 
River appropriation, that the money should not 
be paid unless the existence of that band was pre- 
viously ascertained, and then to that band, and 
that band only; for I was convinced that the money 
was paid somewhere, and wrongfully, as I found 


the appropriation made regularly year after year. | 


In accordance with that proviso, the Department 
took steps to ascertain whether such a band was 
in existence. The result of that investigation was, 
that that band, although diminished in number— 
there only surviving sixteen individuals—was yet 
in existence as a distinct and independent band of 
Indians upon their own land, recognizing among 
themselves their own social laws, and having no 
intercourse with any other band, and very little 
with the surrounding whites. Their number, 
though so small, was considerable compared with 


their strength when we last treated with them. ! 


The band within the knowledge of the whites was 
always small. 

In the first treaty—that of 1795—by which we 
obligated ourselves to pay them forever a portion 
of this annuity, they were represented by only 
one man, who was their chief; and they then num- 
bered not far from one hundred individuals. Jn 
the second treaty of 1805, by which we obligated 
ourselves to pay them another portion of this an- 
nuity, they were represented by only three individ- 
uals, and they then mustered less than one hundred 
in all—scarcely fifty. In 1809, when at the last 
treaty we promised to pay them the last portion of 
this annuity, and forever without any restriction 
as to their number, they were represented by three 
individuals; and then they only numbered about 
Of that fifty we purchased a ter- 
ritory as valuable as any other portion of my 
State—a territory from which the records of the 
Land Office will show we have derived more than 
these annuities will probably ever amount to. In 
consequence of the provision I have alluded to, 


the annuity for two years past, has been re- | 


tained in the Treasury; but after the Department 
became convinced of the fact that the band was 
still in existence, | moved the amendment to this 
bill which was strieken out by the Senate. The 
amendment, as will be recollected, provided that 
the moneys previously paid to the Miamies proper 


by mistake—and it had been thus paid for ten or | 


twelve years instead of to the Eel Rivers—should 
be refunded to the Eel Rivers. The Eel Rivers 
remonstrated, as the files of the Department will 
show, against the payment of their money to the 
Miamies; but that remonstrance was not attended 


to. The money was thus diverted with the knowl- | 


edge of the Miamies. They are mostly intelligent 
men, and knew they were receiving the money of 
others. It was in accordance with the views of 
the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs that 
the amendment, which the Senate have stricken 
out, was inserted, providing that the moneys here- 
tofore erroneously paid to the Miamies should be 
refunded out of their annuities. What just ground 
of objection is there against taking it from those to 
whom it was erroneously paid to pay those who 
were entitled to it? The Miami nation number 
but few. There are some four or five hundred, or 


less, in the tribe, and they received $37,000 an- | 
nually, some $10,000 or $11,000 belonging to the ! 


Eel Rivers having been paid them besides. 


The Senate amendment proposes to pay the Eel || 
Rivers what is due to them, but only upon the 


condition that they will first bind themselves to 
release the United States from any further obliga- 


tion to pay these annuities. The Senate propose ; 
to hire these Indians, with their own money, to | 


relinquish the rights they hold under treaty stipu- 
lations, and which we have solemnly guarantied 
them forever. Is this a proper specimen of Uni- 


| ted States magnanimity—of Senatorial justice? 


They propose to pay the Indians $15,000, ac- 
knowledged to be due withont any condition, but 
only on the condition that the latter release us 
from the payment of further sums equally as just- 
ly due by treaty. Doubtless this committee wish 
to see justice done. If the House of Represent- 


| atives shall insert a provision in their own amend- 


ment that at a certain time the payment of this 


annuity shall cease because this band of Indians 
is reduced in number, I will urge no strenuous 
objection; but my hand shall pen no such amend- 
ment, nor would a sense of justice permit me to 
give it my support. Ifthe committee wish to do 
it, they can; but let them not say to the Indians 
that they shall receive nothing of what is due them 
unless they obligate themselves to relieve this Gov- 
ernment from any further claim. Rather let there 
be inserted a provision that within three or four 
years the payment of their annuities shall cease. 
These Indians will then have fair warning of the 
injustice intended them, and their necessities not 
made available to compel their consent to our vio- 
| lation of treaties. 

Another exceptionable part of the Senate amend- 
ment is this: By the investigation which ascer- 
| tained the existence of this tribe, it was found that 
; two women of the Eel River band had intermar- 
ried with Miamies, and moved west of the Mis- 
| souri, and were the mothers of children—three in 
ii all. 

They have thus by intermarriage and by adop- 
tion become Miamies, and draw their annuity as 
such. By the Senate amendment they would be- 
come the recipients of a portion of the Eel River 
annuities, thus giving double pay to them—once 
as Miamies, and once as Eel Rivers. T donot pro- 
pose to consume the time of the committee in read - 
ing the treaties by which we obligated ourselves 
to pay these annuities. It is sufficient to say that 
| the treaties are in the usual form, and obligate the 
| United States for a valuable consideration; the re- 
ceipt of which is acknowledged to pay the Eel 
River Indians a certain amount of money, the ag- 
gregate by the three treaties, amounting to $11,000 
per annum, and that this money has been illegally 
| paid to the Miamies. We propose to refund for 
benefit of the Eel Rivers the money thus wrong- 
fally paid, from the Miami annuities, in such man- 
ner as shall not distress the latter, and in sumsatthe 
discretion of the Department. I know no good 
reason why the money should be paid out of the 
United States Treasury without reimbursement 
from the Miamies. If there is such reason, the 
Department knows, and will act upon it under the 
discretion permitted by the amendment. I was 
very glad to hear the chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means [Mr. Houston] say that he 
believed my amendment was a just one so far as 
the Government was concerned, and his sole ob- 
jection for coinciding with the amendment of the 
Senate was that the payment of the money out of 
the Miami annuities might create dissatisfaction 
on their part. I have already remarked that the 
men of the latter nation were intelligent. They 
must have known they were receiving money 
which did not helong to them, and they cannot 
| expect otherwise than that they will be asked to 
t 


repay it. Atall events, any hardship which may 
result to them, or any dissatisfaction which may 
| be entertained by them, can be obviated under the 
discretion left the Department by the amendment. 
I trust, therefore, that the committee and House 
i! will insist upon our amendment. It is more just 
to the United States, and itis the only shape in 
which an amendment can be adopted to do justice 
to the Eel Rivers, and the other Indians concerned. 
‘| J pass next to another amendment, which was 
introduced by myself, from the Indian Committee, 
and adopted at my suggestion, but which the Sen- 
ate committee have stricken out, and to which the 
|| gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] alluded 
during his remarks, I mean the amendment ap- 
propriating $221,000 to the Menomonees, for addi- 
tional compensation for land purchased of them. 
I do not propose to go back and repeat the discus- 
sion previously had upon this subject. I take it 
for granted that those who listened then know 
precisely the facts and circumstances attending 
upon the treaty, It is sufficient to repeat the fact 
known to the House, and admitted in the Senate 
by almost every individual who spoke upon the 
subject, that we purchased of the Menomonees 
5,000,000 acres of valuable land, and paid them for 
but 3,000,000 acres. Itis sufficient to repeat, that 
they were wronged out of several hundred thou- 
sand acres ofland. Whether it was donethrough 
error or purposely is immaterial to the issue. The 
| fact is still the same, that they were paid for only 
a certain number of acres, and induced to part 
with at least 2,000,000 acres for which they were 
not paid. The main facts, I say, are admitted in 
i the Senate debate. Nearly every Senator who 
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spoke.upon the amendment admitted that a wrong 
was perpetrated upon the Indians, and that they 
ought to be compensated for it... Although they 
_ struck out the House amendment, they admitted 
the justice of the claim by inserting in lieu of ita 
provision appropriating $25,000 for the temporary 
removal of the Indians from the country they now 
occupy.: This--was- not a gratuity, but a part. of 
what the Senate thought to bedue them as thedif- 
ference: between: the price paid and the. price due 
for theirland. Weare under no obligation, by 
treaty or otherwise, except as humanity may dic- 
tate, to give them.one cent to defray the expenses 
oftheir removal; but, on the contrary, they are, 
by treaty, to remove themselves at their own ex- 
pense.: Yet the Senate inserted that provision of 
$25,000 for that purpose, and thereby they recog- 
nized:the justice of this claim. : i 
Let me call the attention of the committee to the 
arguments adduced against..this House amend- 
ment: - I shall not be deterred from urging what I 


believe and: ascertain to be true, because of any || 


clamor which may be created against it by side- 
issues. A clamor was raised against this claim, 
and several reasons urged against it in the Senate, 
most.of which have been refuted by the action of 
the body. to which they were presented. One 
reason was, that a portion of the money might be 
paid to anattorney, who had been prosecuting the 
claim before the Department. Even if so, it does 
not:invalidate the. claim. The chairman of the 
Committee.on Finance of the Senate [Mr. Hux- 
TER} said frankly—and he is a frank and open- 
hearted: man upon all occasions—that there was 
no attempt to conceal the attorney ’s interest; that 
the. papers: were ‘all fair and honorable, and no 
undue ‘influence used with the Indians. The 
papers were all made out with’ the knowledge of 
the Department and sanctioned by it. They were 
made gut to enable the attorney. to prosecute the 
claim before the Department. Le did not bring 
the claim here; he has nothing to do with its pre- 
sentation here. It was sent here by the Depart- 
ment, and that fact alone, if a further provision in 
this bill did. not do it, if a provision in the defi- 
ciency bill. did not do it, would have estopped him 
from. receiving. his fees, unless after the money 
came into’ the hands of the Indians they chose to 
pay him.» I candidly acknowledge that I believe 
they would pay him a reasonable fee, for they are 
an honest people,—I am sorry to say, more honest 
than some of those who are thought to be, and 
ought to be, their guardians. Now, grant that 
the attorney was to receive a part of this money, 
what of that? We must all admit—the Senate 
has admitted: by its $25,000 amendment—we have 
admitted by our votes, that unless it had been for 
the. presentation of this claim, a wrong would have 
been perpetrated upon the Indians by the Govern- 
ment. We may thank the attorney, then, for 
bringing the subject: to the notice of the Govern- 
ment, for. if it-had not been for his charge of the 
matter, the Department would have permitted the 
matter to rest where it was, and we should have 
remained ignorant or careless of the wrong we had 
perpetrated. We will not listen to the Indians 
ini person, no matter how strong their appeals, or 
how just their claim, and thus compel them to 
employ an attorney; then make his employment 
the ground for refusing them justice. i 

But- this objection of the attorney’s interest is 
done away. with, as I have already said, by a pro- 
vision in the deficiency bill, And- further; the 
provisions of this bill, the provisions in the very 
amendment as it was adopted by the House, would 
prevent: payment to the attorney, as to any man 
or men other than to whom the President thought 
was justand proper. Yet certain representatives, 
I will not: say at which end of the Capitol, assume 
that they are better guardians of the Indians, 
better mow their wants and understand their in- 


terests than that officer who, by our laws, is made | 


their chief guardian, and who can readily com- 
mand. all the information desirable in our inter- 
course with them. © The amendment, as it was 
adopted in.the House, expressly provides that the 
money shall be ‘paid-under the direction of the 
President only in such sums and at such times as 
he thinks the interests and:wants of the Indians 
might require. Here, then, was sufficient protec- 
tiom for the Indians, all that can be asked or 


desired for them. Fe supervises the report of | 


very bureau. Finding that a provision of law 
was-left-to be executed specially by himself, he 


| Legislature. 


would of course see that it was justly executed, 
and would not permit wrong to be done the In- 
dians.. He would be far Jess liable to do them 
injustice than we are, because having access to 
all the information in relation to them, he would 
take care to inform himself of their wants and 
interests. That we do not know. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to 
one source of clamor against thisamendment. It 
was gravely announced to the Senate—and I de- 
sire the attention of the whole committee to this 
matter, as the character of one of its members is 
involved—that'a certain member of the legislative 
department of. the Government, who had once 
held a high office in Wisconsin, was interested in 
this. claim. If this was true, it would have in- 
validated theclaim, and doomed to political infamy 
the member thus accused. The Senate—and I 
speak in no ill feeling toward that body, for I have 
a high respect for its members individually, and 
for most of its action—have permitted what Tam 
confident this House would never permit, if any 
Representative chose to rise in his seat and arraign 
the integrity of a member of the Senate. Every 
man would at once spring to his feet and de- 
mand the name of the individual. Every member 
would say that stigma should not rest upon the 
character of the Senators from his State. The 
Senate did not do this. The integrity and honor 
of a member of the House was permitted to be 
questioned, and noone man arose and asked, who 
is he?—leaving the imputation to go abroad resting 
upon the character of every and any one whohas 
happened to hold office in Wisconsin or Iowa, for 
these two States were once one Territory. It is 
true that Senators understood theallusion. They 
understood that one of the Representatives from 
Wisconsin was meant. Well, grant that. Who 
knew it outof theSenate? Let that go forth, and 
the next question is, which one of these members 
was meant? It was the duty of the individual 
making the charge to designate the member. It 
was not done. We are left, then, to ascertain 
from previous circumstances at whom the charge 
was pointed. These circumstances happen to be 
easily ascertainable. Itis known that the Hon. 
Mr. Dory, of this House, was the member al- 
luded to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I know my friend will ap- 
preciate my motives, when I call the attention of 
the Chair to the rule which prevents members of 
either House from commenting upon the speeches 
made in the other House, 

Mr. FITCH. When the honor and integrity 
of a member of this House are commented upon 
and questioned at the other end of the Capitol, no 
point of order shall prevent my answering it, at 
least so far as it is connected with any legislative 
measure, coming from a committee of which I am 
a member, and which measure such comments 
have prejudiced. I speak of it, not only in jus- 
tice to the House and the members from Wis- 
consin, but in defense of the House amendment 
under discussion. Now, with the permission of 
the gentleman from Alabama, [Mr. Hovsron,] I 
ask the Clerk to read certain letters upon this sub- 
ject, one from the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
{Mr. Dory,] who I perceive is not in his seat— 
and who if he were would repeat upon the floor 
the substance of his letter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would remark, 
in reply to the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Alabama, that it is a well-settled principle of par- 
liamentary law, that it is not to be permitted to 
the members of one branch of a Legislature to 
allude even to the doings of the other branch of 
the Legislature, until officially communicated to 
it. The reason why the law was established, was 
that it should be observed for the better promotion 
of harmony between the two branches of the 
But, at the same time, the Chair 
knows of no rule which would interdict or pro- 
hibit a member of one branch from replying to 
remarks made in the other branch, having special 
reference to the conduct and action of members of 
the body. to which he belongs. On the contrary, 
every principle of natural law and justice accords 
such a right; and, in the opinion of the Chair, the 
remarks of the gentleman from Indiana are there- 
fore in order. 

Mr. FITCH. I must again repeat that I make 
these remarks with no ill feeling towards any 
member, and with no wish or intention to inter- 


! fere-in any difficulty with any of its members 


which does not relate to myself personally, or to 
express any opinion relative to such. I do itsim- 
ply to obviate an injurious effect which the charge 
or assertion has, and otherwise might continue to 
exercise upon a legislative measure recommended 
by the Indian Bureau, and coming from the In- 
dian Committee, of which lama member. The 
Clerk will read the letters: i 


WASHINGTON, July 29, 1852. 

Dear Sır: While the item in the Indian appropriation 
bill proposing the allowance of a sum of money to the Me- 
nomonee Indians was under consideration in the Senate, 
to-day, it was stated in debate, by Mr. WALKER, of Wis- 
consin, that in addition to what was to be paid me, as their 
attorney, a member of the legislative department of the 
Government was also to receive the sum of $30,000 of the 
amount allowed them.. He stated, also, that the member 
to whom he referred had once held a responsible office in 
Wisconsin, and that his objectin securing this payment to 
these Indians was not only to obtain the sum referred to, 
but to gratify his hatred of Colonel Medill, because that 
gentleman had charged him, in a speech made some years 
ago in the House of Representatives, with high crimes and 
inisdemeanors, and to which he had yet made no reply. 

T was employed by these Indians in the summer of 1850. 
The power of attorney under which I have since acted was 
executed in the office and in the presence of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and its acknowledgment bears his 
attestation. J was then, have been ever since, and yet am, 
their sole attorney. Nobody else has ever had authority, 
since then, to act forthem in the prosecution of this busi- 
ness; and nobody else has undertaken to exercise such 
authority. They cameto me without any solicitation what- 
soever upon my part, to seek protection against the sub- 
Indian agent who resided amongst them, and in whom they 
had no confidence, and spoke to meso fully and freely in 
reference to their business, that I am satisfied they would 
not have concealed the fact from me if they had employed 
any other person, or had wished todo so. Ihave not, since 
then, heard of any such employment, nor do I believe that 
any such was ever made, or that it could have been made 
without my knowledge. d 

I wasa member ofthe House of Representatives atthe time 
the speech referred to was made by Colonel Medill, and rec- 
ollect that it had direct reference to yourself, you being then 
Governor of Wisconsin Territory. I presume, therefore, that 
Mr. WALKER referred to you. As I have never heard be- 
fore of your having any such personal interest in the money 
to be paid these Indians, as was charged by him, I will be 
obliged to you to state whether or no you have, either di- 
rectly or indirectly, any agreement or understanding with 
them to that effect? I need not inquire of you, whether 
you are to receive any portion of what they have agreed to 
allow me, for you very well Know that not a single word in 
reference to any such thing ever passed between us. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient 
servant, R. W. THOMPSON. 

Hon. J. Duane Dory, House of Representatives. 


WASHINGTON, July 29, 1852. 

Dear Sir: This evening I have received your note in 
relation to remarks made to-day in the Senate by Isaac P. 
WALKER; and which you suppose were intended by him to 
apply to myself. I have no doubt they were so intended; 
and therefore, after thanking you for your statement, beg: 
leave to say in reply that his assertion that I am to receive 
$30,000 of the sum allowed by the amendment to the Me- 
nomonee Indians, is grossly and unqualifiedly false, whether 
made by the Senator or by anybody else. 

I should indeed be very sorry if this orany other fabulous 
statement by him, influenced the Senate in its decision 
upon the merits of this demand by the Indians for justice. 
{I cannot believe it had, or the name of the member of the 
legislative department” would have been demanded by some 
Senator present. 

Mr. Wa1xeEr is equally unfortunate in his reference to the 
attack—also equally unfounded with his own—made upon 
me in 1841 or 742, by Mr. Medill. I replied fully and dis- 
tinctly to his statements by a letter, a copy of which was 
sent to the Speaker of the House, and also published in the 
newspapers in Wisconsin. Ihave since then supposed he 
was satisfied he was mistaken; but with the reference 
lately made to him in the House I had nothing to do, nor 
do I think Mr. W. has anything to do with my former differ- 
ence with Mr. Medill. 

The charge made by Mr. Warrer would be unworthy of 
notice but for the place where it was uttered, and the effect 
it may possibly have upon the claim of a helpless people, 
now suing for justice. You are authorized, therefore, in 
any manner you may think best, to save them from the 
effects of this false and malignant charge, to use this letter 
orto make my denial public. [Ft is very certain that no 
man worthy to be a Senator could have fabricated such a 
charge, or employed it for so base a purpose. 

I remain, very respectfully and truly, yours, 

JAMES DUANE DOTY. 
R. W, Tromrson, Ese. 


Mr. FITCH. The letters would have been sent 
to the Senate to be read, but it was too late to rem- 
edy the wrong to the Menomonees inflicted by the 
charge to which they relate. The amendment of 
the House was defeated in the Senate mainly upon 
this side issue. For one, I am not disposed to 
see this done. If the Senate will meet it openly, 
and defeat it on the ground of want of merits, I 
am content. But if an unsustained side issue is 
got up, and on that issue, any action of the House 
in which I have aided is subverted here, or at the 
other end of the Capitol, I certainly shall not rest 
quietly under the decision. 

The attorneyship I have already alluded to, and 
I hope I have answered-that objection. No white 
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man, call himself what he may, unless with the 
consent of the President, could obtain a dollar of |! 
this money. Itis to be paid under the supervision | 
of the President. The §25,000 proposed by the || 
Senate for the removal of the Indians, is an ac- |! 
knowledgment of the debt, but a mockery of its |i 
payment. That amount would scarcely remove 
them to their new homes, much less feed them for |! 
any length of time after they reached there; for 'i 
they number not hundreds, but thousands. It is 
somewhat singular that, notwithstanding their ob- 
jection to the attorneyship, many of the Senators 
who voted against this amendment, and, perhaps, 
on that ground, themselves supported a provision | 
proposed to be inserted in the bill, appropriating | 
$60,000 to an attorney in another case, for ser- 
vices rendered to other Indians, thus recognizing 


| 


have recently refused. But now they come for- || 
ward, immediately after refusing to adopt the | 
amendment of the House, on the ground that |: 
whites will receive part of the money, and appro- |: 
priate $20,000 from the money of the same Indians |} 
as a bonus to a white man. i 
There is another amendment of the Senate, for |; 
the payment of a certain claim known as the Hart 
claim—a claim which has been submitted to the || 
Committee on Indian Affairs of this House, and 
rejected—a claim which we did not believe to be ji 
just, and which, I trust, will not be allowed. | 
Another case to which I shall devote a little at- |i 
tention, is a claim that was originally introduced, |; 
in the shape of an amendment to this bill, by the | 
gentleman on my right, (Mr. Concrnr,] a member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, but I am not | 
aware that it was ever acted upon by that com- |; 
mittee. It is an old claim for the payment to |; 
David Taylor of $12,000. It went to the Senate || 
and was there amended by the addition of interest, |} 
| 


and comes back providing for the payment of: 
$24,000. The grounds upon which this claim | 
stands, I will state as I understand it, with no dis- 
position whatever to do injustice to the claimant. ! 
The papers in the case certainly ought to have 

been in a different shape from what they are now, | 
before they were presented here, or the claim al- 
lowed upon them. Itis a claim arising under a |i 
clause of the thirteenth article of the treaty of the :) 
29th December, 1835, with the Cherokees. By |! 
that treaty, certain individuals, half-breeds, whites, |; 
and others, who were recognized as Cherokees, 
were permitted, if they possessed claims to land, 
to retain that land; their right to it was recognized. ! 
Taylor had such a claim. He was the husband | 
of a Cherokee womau and the father of Cherokee |! 
children. But the State of Tennessee claimed the |: 
fee-simple in the land as soon as the Indian title |: 
was extinguished, and compelled Taylor to pay 
$800, the price of the land at the rate of $1 25 an 
acre. He did pay it, and presented to the com- 


mission appointed under that same treaty of 1835, | 


terest, the whole amounting to $1,500. That j! 
money was paid to him. . i 

Subsequently, however, he presented a claim for =) 
compensation in full for the land and improve- ;| 
ments, alleging that the State of Tennessee had |) 
dispossessed him. How could the State of Ten- |; 
nessee deprive him of land in which he had the j; 
fee-simple from the State itself, and for which he 
had once paid the State? I have seen no proof 
that he ever was dispossessed of his land, or at 
least that he did not sell it for his own benefit. A 
commission adjudicated that claim. Taylor came 
before them with his claim, and they passed upon |! 
it, and rejected it. An opinion of the Attorney 
General, Mr. Mason, is among the papers, stating 
that a certificate of valuation which Taylor had i 
must be considered as final, and entitling him to |: 
the amount claimed. Throughout the opinion of}. 


‘claim, and allowed it. 
| certificate of valuation is dated September, 1843, | 


|: jected is dated December, 1844, showing the error | 


i; I seen—none at all satisfactory, and until such is | , Su l 
‘: hope the FHIouse will concur in it, to increase the 


i to them, but as to the manner in which we should 


: amendment also. 


| Mr. Mason there is an error—not a legal error, || it for ever. 


(for I profess to be no judge of such,) butan error | 
of fact. The treaty under which the claim is pre- ' 
sented, provided that when a man presented a claim j! 


for land, or land and improvements, the value of iÍ 


the land should be ascertained, and a certificate of | 
value given him. This certificate of value was not | 
proof of the justice of the claim, but formed apart || 
of its basis. The certificate of valuation given by ‘| 
the agent or agents appointed to appraise the value, 
was proof of nothing but the value. The treaty 
nowhere contemplates that such certificate shall be 
final. The only final certificate was to be that of the 
Board of Commissioners to investigate the claim. | 
This board rejected the claim. Mr. Mason rea- 
sons upon the presumption that the certificate of |! 
valuation could not have been issued, unless the |! 
commissioners had previously adjudicated the ` 
Here is the error. The > 


and the adjudication at which the claim was re- | 


into which Mr. Mason had fallen, and showing - 
clearly that the certificate of valuation was obtained | 
asa preliminary step to the adjudication. The 

claim was presented to the commission, and upon | 
all the evidence before them, they declined allow- 4 


That is the only argument which I 
can find for rejecting the case. But I will pass by 
this amendment without further remark. 

[come now to another provision, inserted by 
the Senate, and in which the Committee of Ways 
and Means, I believe, have concurred. : It is for 
the appropriation of a very small sum of money 
for the purpose of procurring, or for the purpose 
of making, a map of the Indian lands of the coun- 


| try, showing the various boundaries and localities 


of the different tribes of Indians. Now, there is 
not a map of that character in the possession. of 
either the Committee on Indian Affairs in the Sen- 
ate, nor In the possession of the Committee on 


‘| Indian Affairs in this House, or in the possession 


of any member of either committee; nor do I be- 
lieve there is a member of either committee who 
could tell you, if you were to put him to the test, 
where our various tribes of Indians are located, 
or give you their boundaries, their connections, or 
the position in which they stand upon this conti- 
nent, if they were to be hung for it on failure; 
and here we are legislating in the dark upon this 
subject. What they propose is, a small appro- 
priation for the purpose of constructing a map 
showing the location of these Indians, so that we 
may legislate knowingly in relation to this subject 
so far as the locality of these Indians is concerned. 


ing it; they declined issuing that which the treaty , 
itself says shall be final—the certificate of adjudi- | 


| cation. Theclaim may admit of explanation war- 


ranting its payment, but nosuch explanation have 


| 
| 
produced, { trust the claim will not be allowed. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will not de- | 
tain the committee Jong, nor do I think I will | 
attempt to debate any one of the cases to which I | 
shall allude, The Shawnee case is one concern- | 
ing which F wish to state a fact or too, to which I 
ask the attention of the committee. 

We adopted an amendmentin this House to the 
Indian bill originally reported by the Committee of j| 
Ways and Means, for the relief of the Shawnee | 
Indians. The bill then went to the Senate, and |: 
the Shawnee amendment was stricken out by || 
them. Now, sir, a very singular and remarkable || 


|| circumstance occurred there—one that will satisfy | 5 ‘ , y g 
i any intelligent action upon our part m relation to 


the entire House that we ought never to concur 
in their amendment striking out that provision. It | 


i is a singular fact, that throughout the whole de- 


bate in the Senate, almost every Senator admitted ; 
that the specific amount claimed was due to these | 
Indians, and that there was no doubt about that. 
The only question was, not whether we owed it 


pay it--one portion of the Senate seeking to pay 

it on one set of conditions, and another portion of 

the Senate seeking to pay it on another set of con- | 
ditions. Each different proposition failed—there | 
being a small portion of the Senate opposed to both | 
of them—and thus it was that the whole of the 
amendment put in by the House was defeated. :| 
Butall parties were in favor of paying the claim. 
n this state of the case I shall not go iuto any 
argument to show the justice of the claim, more 
especially as l argued the matter somewhat at 
length when it was originally before the House. 
At the proper time Í shall ask the House to refuse 


to concur in the amendment of the Senate striking «| 


out the Shawnee sections. I belteve the Commit. 
tee of Ways and Means have recommended that 
ve should concur in the Senate’s amendment. 
The Senate themselves, I imagine, could not have 
had any desire that we should concur, and our 
proper course would be to refuse to concur, and 
then a committee of conference ean arrange the 
method in which the whole matter can be settled, 
and the Indians can get what is their due. I 
shall therefore ask the House to adhere to its 
original proposition, and refuse to concur in the 
motion of the Senate striking it out. ‘That is all, 
I have to say in regard to that case. 

The Menomonee case | shall say nothing at all 
about. ‘With regard to the Biloxi Bay Indian 


: case, Í shall attempt to make no argument on the 


subject. I am entirely and fully satisfied of the 
ustice of the provision inserted by the Senate, 
and I hope that this House will concur in that 
amendment. f believe that the Committee of 
Ways and Means recommend the rejection of that 
But I am, nevertheless, satis- 
fied of the justice of the claim, and that no argu- 
ment ean be adduced against allowing it, unless i 
be, that, having failed to do justice for some twenty ` 
or thirty years, we ought therefore to refuse to do 


| Mr. JOHNSON. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I think the gentleman is 
mistaken. 

Mr. JOHNSON. No, sir. I say the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs have no such maps; and I 


appropriation in the Senate amendment—it is 
only some two or three hundred dollars as it now 
stands—so as to embrace a like provision for maps 
for the Committee on Indian Affairs in the House 
as well as the Senate. I believe the committee in 
the House, as well as that in the Senate, should 
understand this subject, so that we may speak 
knowingly when we come before the House to 
advocate any particular policy. The chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means is not averse 
to this amendment, nor are the Committee of 
Ways and Means, as 1 understand, seriously 
averse to it. Itis a thing so palpably necessary to 


these measures, that Leannot for a moment believe 
this House will hesitate to adopt our amendment, 
and to coneurin that of the Senate. 

The next amendment to which F shall refer, is 
a new section which the Senate has added to the 
bill--section three. J ask that the House shall 
non-coneur in this Senate amendment. J will read 
the section, so that the House may understand it 
fully, and then F will vive them such information 
in relation to the matter as I am in the possession 
of. The object of the seetion is, without doubt, 
good, but is an object which has long since been 


“accomplished as far as it can be in accordance 


with the best interests and prosperity of these In- 
dians. It reads as follows: 

‘urther enacted, That the several 
ated by this act to any Indian or 
i s ecuy to the Todinan or Indians en- 
i gted thereto, and not to in gent or attorney of said In- 
; dian or Indians, whether said attorney or agent-may have 
| been constituted by power of attorney, or otherwise; and 
that no person shall be appointed or continucd as the agent 
ament to make any such i; ient who holds, 
ted in any contract with auy Pudian or Tndians 
this act; and that before a orsou shall be 
allowed to make an ieh payment, ar ¢ disbursement of 
: moyey herein appropriated, he shall take and subseribe to 

an owth before some competent authority, to be filedin the 

Department of the Interior, that he does not hold, aud is 

not interested, either directly or indirectly, in any contract 

ofany kind, with any Indian or Indians mentioned in this 
act and that be will not, during the continuance of his duty, 
: become the holder of, or interested in, any such coutract.?? 


Mr. HOUSTON. With the permission of the 
; gentleman from Arkansas, | will say, in regard to 
; Sis section of the bill, that when the Committee 
‘of Ways and Means had it before them, they ex- 
‘amined what papers they had which were before 
the Senate. Since that time, however, I have read 
-a letter addressed to the chairman of the Commit- 
tee of Indian Affairs, [Mr. Jouyson.] It is a 
lengthy communication, which I suppose itis not 
‘intended should be read here now, in which there 
are cases set forth which are in conflict with that 
n conflict with some 
T am, so far as I 
| am conec s one of the members of the Com- 
mittee of Ways sind Means, willing not to insist 
upon that amendment. 
T will allude, as | proceed, 


| 
| 
i 
i 


a 


Rin 


2362 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August 24, 


to the points where that law improperly conflicts. 
L do not, know that it is necessary to read. the 
lettér just alluded to by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways. and Means, but I will state that 
I have the letter before me, and that it may be ex- 
amined by any member who desires. It is ad- 
dressed.to..the chairman. of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, in. answer to a call made by myself 
in-behalf-of our Committee on the Indian Bureau, 
in relation to: the. effect of that section upon the. 
Indian policy of the country. The letter is a most 
complete refutation of the wisdom and policy of 
adopting that section.: I shall therefore protest 
against-any such thing as retaining that. section; 
and J hope that when this amendment comes reg- 
ularly before the committee, the recommendation 
of. the Committee of Ways and Means will not 
have so much force as to induce the House to 
adopt it, inasmuch as they themselves were not 
in possession of the facts which I now have, and 
which, at the time they were compelled to act, I 
did not have myself to lay before them. Thatin- 
, formation is satisfactory, and, with these remarks, 
I submit the question. 

Mr. ORR. We are likely to be pretty hard 
pressed for time. We have heard the chairman of 
the Committee of Ways and Means, and the 

‘chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs on 
the subject of the amendments to this bill. I will 
therefore move that the committee rise, and that 
we go into the House with a view of terminating 
debate upon these amendments. Debate can then 
‘be continued under the five minutes rule, as usual 
in committee, sufficient to enadle gentlemen to un- 
derstand the several amendments. I move that 
the committee do now rise: 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman (Mr. Drs- 
NEY) reported that the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union had, according to order, had 
the Union. generally under consideration, and par- 
ticularly the Senate amendments to House bill No. 
43, making appropriations for the current and con- 
tingent expenses of the Indian Department, and 
for fulfilling treaty stipulations. with various In- 
dian tribes for the year ending June 30th, 1853, 
and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

_ Mr. HOUSTON offered the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That all debate inthe Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union upon House bill No. 43 shall cease 
in five minutes after the committee shall next have resumed 
its consideration, and if the committee shall not sooner 
come to a conchision thereon, it shall proceed to vote upon 
such amendments as may be pending, or may be offered to 


the bill, and shall report the same to the House with such 
ameéndments as shall have been agreed to by the committee. 


Mr. MOLONY. I have two bills which have 
been'on my hands for the last six months. I ask 
the unanimous consent of the Elouse to report them 
back from the Committee on Pensions, merely for 
the purpose of having them referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, to tale their places on the 
Private Calendar. 

There was no objection; and 

Mr. MOLONY, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, reported back the following bills, which 
were referred to a Committee of the Whole, made 
the order of the day for to-morrow, and ordered 
to be printed, viz: 

House bill No. 317, for the relief of Nathan H. 
Darling; and 

House bill No. 318, for the relief of Gilman 
Smith, of Sycamore, in the State of Illinois. 

Mr. ORR. [ move the previous question upon 
the passage of the resolution closing debate upon 
the Indian appropriation bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was then put, and the resolution 
was adopted. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken by which the resolution was adopted, 

` ‘and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that. the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 


The rules were suspended and the motion was | 


agreed to. : 
The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 


(Mr. Kine, of New York, in the chair,) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the Senate amend- 
ments to the Indian appropriation bill. 

The first Senate amendment was then reported 
by the Clerk, as follows: 

“At the end of the clause providing for the interest on the 


amounts awarded the Choctaw claimants under the treaty 
of Dancing Rabbit Creek, insert the following: 


4 Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby is, authorized to examine the reservation claims of 
the Choctaws, known as ‘ Bay Indians;’ and of those 
Choctaws in whose cases the scrip awarded by the late Board 
of Commissioners has not been issued, and where he shall 
find that such Indians are clearly entitled to land under the 
fourteenth articie of the treaty of 1830, and under the sev- 
eral acts heretofore passed in relation to such claims, he is 
hereby authorized to extend to such claimants the provis- 
ions applicable to such claims in the acts of the 23d.of Au- 
gust, 1842, and the 3d of March, 1845.” 

« For supplying a deficiency in the appropriation hereto- 
fore made for removing the Choctaw Indians from Missis- 
sippi, as estimated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
$37,412.7 

Mr. DUNHAM addressed the committee in ex- 
planation and in favor of the amendment. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask for the reading of the 
whole amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The first branch of the 
amendment only is now under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. Itis all one amendment, 
and unless a division is asked, a vote will be taken 
upon the whole amendment as it has been read. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I ask for a 
separate vote upon each branch of the amendment, 
the first division to end with the words ‘‘ 3d of 
March, 1845.” 

I coneur, Mr. Chairman, with the honorable 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
(Mr. Hovsron] substantially as to the facts in 
regard to thiscase. These Indians were a portion 
of the Choctaw tribe, all of whom had the right 
to remain upon their homestead, provided they 
chose to do so, and signified their intention to do 
so within the time specified in the treaty. This 
tribe of Indians are knownas the “ Bay Indians,” 

The sixty-seven provided for in this bill were 
as much entitled to their lands as others, but they 
had no opportunity of making their rights known 
to the commission appointed by the Government 
until that commission had adjourned. They now 
come forward and simply ask this Congress to do 
that which would have been done for them, pro- 
vided they had made their claims known before 
the commissioners appointed to adjudicate them. 
The amendment of the Senate asks that this mat- 
ter may be adjudicated by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The chairman of the Committee of 
Ways and Means said, this morning, that if this 
thing was to be done at all, it was better to have 
another commission. I am opposed to another 
commission for two or three reasons. First, that 
it is not at all necessary for the purpose of adju- 
dicating some sixty or seventy claims. Second, 
it would involve the necessity of appointing three 
or four officers, involve an expenditure entirel 
unnecessary, and involve a large amount of liti- 
gation, and probably the bringing of these parties 
together, at great cost to them, all of which is 
wholly unnecessary. The testimony has all been 
taken, and is now in the Department of the Inte- 
rior; and these claimants are perfectly willing to 
risk their claims before the present Secretary of 
that Department. That they are entitled to the 
lands under the treaty there is no sort of question, 
The Committee of Ways and Means of the House 


| of Representatives, I understand, have reported 


against these claims, and for the reasons pointed 
out by the honorable chairman this morning— 
that they ought to have made their claim known 
at an earlier day. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, need [ tell gentlemen 
who know anything of the Indian character how 
little they can appreciate your manner of legisla- 


| tion? They came forward at an early day, and 


filed their claims. 

They were passed against by the Government 
commission upon a technical objection. They 
went to obtain testimony to destroy the force of 
that objection, but could not get it before the com- 
mission until within two days of its dissolution; 
and then the commissioners reported to the Pres- 


| ident that they had not time to adjudicate these 
| claims, and in this condition they were left. 


They now appeal to Congress—to do what? To 
allow the Secretary of. the Interior to. adjudicate 
their claims-in-the same- manner that the commis- 


sioners would have done, if they had set a few 
days longer. That is all they ask. Now, can 
there be any sort of objection to that in any quar- 
ter? Ifthey were not entitled to this land under 
the treaty, the Secretary of the Interior will de- 
cide against them. If they have a title to it, you 
vi not upon a mere technicality take it from 
them. 

Recollect, sir, that these claimants had nothing 
to do with the passage of your law appointing a 
commission to examine theirclaims. You passed 
it without consulting these parties, and affixed to 
it your own limitation. 

Í trust that the recommendation of the commit- 
tee will not be agreed to, but that the amendment 
of the Senate will be concurred in. You cannot 
in honor take advantage of your own legislation 
to deprive a handful of miserable savages of their 
rights, under a treaty made and executed in good 
faith on their part. 

The question was then taken upon concurring 
with the first branch of the Senate amendment, 
and it was decided in the affirmative. 

The second branch of the amendment was then 
read, as follows: 

& For supplying a deficiency in the appropriations here- 
tofore made for removing the Choctaw Indians, as esti- 
mated by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $37,432.” 

Mr. McLANAHAN. 
$37,412, and insert $1. 

During the last session of Congress, Mr. Chair- 
man, I was a member of the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. This subject was before that com- 
mittee at that time, and I bestowed upon it some 
investigation. I have been unable here to procure 
the papers that were then submitted to that com- 
mittee; and I may not speak with perfect accuracy 
as to dates and amounts, but I think I remember 
sufficiently well the details, to satisfy this com- 
mittee that the claim of $37,412 is an unjust one, 
and ought not to be paid by the Government. In 
the year 1844, a contract was entered into, be- 
tween the Secretary of War upon the one part, 
and Messrs. Anderson & Forrester and others 
upon the other part, by which the parties of the 
second part contracted to remove the Choctaw 
Indians, at this sum of $26 713 per head. In this 
contract, which is one drawn_with great care and 
circumspection by the then Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, the Hon; Thomas Hartley Craw- 
ford, provision is made by which this Government 
is clearly and fairly indemnified from any loss 
which may be sustained, by parties who entered 
into contract with it. In view of the difficulties 
which surrounded the removal of the Choctaw In- 
dians, these parties entered into certain stipulations 
with the Government; allow me to read one of 
them to the committee: 

‘ And the said parties upon the second part engage and 
covenant, to act with the greatest energy and industry, and 
to use all proper persuasion and means to induce the said 
Indians to remove within the shortest practicable period.” 

But I call the attention of the committee par- 
ticularly to the next clause: 

“And that in no event shall the United States hereafter 
be subject to any claim for damages, or compensation for 
loss or injury that may arise, or be alleged to arise, out of 
this contract, under any circumstances whatever, either 
from the delay or refusal, in whole or in part, of the said 
Ohoctaw Indians to remove west, or from any other cause or 
reason whatever.’ 

Mr. DIMMICK. Does my colleague mean to 
convey the idea that, by the clause in the contracts 
just read, the Government is discharged from all 
claims to damages occasioned by her own fault, or 
the neglect to perform her duty? 

With the gentleman’s permission, I will state 
my understanding of the case to be this: that these 
Indians were to receiveone halfof the scrip before 
they started west, and the other half upon their 
arrival there, and that the United States Govern- 
ment failed to furnish the scrip it was bound to 
by the act of 1842. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I will respond to my 
colleague with pleasure. I have no doubt that one 
of the most cogent reasons to induce these parties 
to enter into the contract with the Government was 
the prospect of procuring from the Indians their 
certificates of land scrip. The Government sub- 
sequently to the date of the contract, enacted a 
law to protect the Indians from the frauda which 
were constantly being practiced upon them; but, 
sir, notwithstanding these parties failed to get all 
of the certificates from the Indians which. might 
have been obtained, yet it is perfectly manifest 


I move to strike out 
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from the papers, if they be examined, that a large 
portion of this scrip had been issued. 

[Here the hammer fell.] f 

Mr. HIBBARD. The remarks of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania having been confined to 
his amendment, | apprehend it is still in order for 
me to discuss the amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. VENABLE. I rise to a question of or- 
der. I desire to oppose the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. McLana- 


HAN. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from New 
Hampshire has not thus far proceeded in any dis- 
cussion out of order. The amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania is to reduce the appro- 
priation from 937,412 to $1, and in fact involves 
the whole question. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Is it in order for me to op- 
pose the Senate’s amendment, which has not yet 

een done? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania opposes the amendment, by striking out 
the entire sum excepting a dollar. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Bnuthespeaks to the amend- 
ment which he offers. I wish to speak to the 
amendment of the Senate; and I apprehend that 
it is still open for me to do so. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will recol- 
lect that the rule is, he must oppose an amend- 
ment pending. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I will obviate the difficulty. 
J will speak in opposition to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Iam opposed 
to his amendment because I am against allowing 
anything. 1am against the whole claim that the 
Senate propose to add to this bill. The Commit- 
tee of Ways and Means, who considered this 
matter upon several occasions—first when the esti- 
mates were originally sent to it, and secondly 
when this amendment was referred to it—voted 
unanimously, if I remember rightly, against it. 
The grounds upon which it was done were these: 
That it is purely a private claim; that it was not 
to execute any existing law, or treaty; and that it 
has not only never been allowed by any Depart- 
ment, but upon two occasions it has been rejected. 
Upon allthese grounds the committee were opposed 
to it, apart from the question of its merits or de- 
merits when it shall be properly presented. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. Have not $7,000 been 
paid since last Congress? f 

Mr. HIBBARD. An item of $7,137 has been 
allowed and paid since the last Congress. If it 
were necessary to examine the merits of theclaim, 
l might refer to what is stated by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that at the last session the 
Committee on Indian Affairs examined and re- 
jected it. At this session, the gentleman from In- 
diana has just informed us, the Committee on 
indian Affairs have had this matter before them 
and disallowed it. It was the province of these 


committees upon those occasions to examine this | 


Every man knows that 
they are competent to doit. Noman doubts their 
disposition to allow every fair claim. They have 
disallowed it. It is not competent, apart from the 
question of its merits, to go upon an appropriation 
bill because it is a private clam. The history of 
it is this: it was originally presented to the De- 
partment of Indian Affairs on the 19th of August, 
1850, and was disallowed by the then Actin 

Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Mr. Lea, and 

have here his report, giving his reasons; and one 
of his reasons is the fact alluded to by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, that it is not only not 


matter upon its merits. 


competent to be allowed under the treaty, but is | 


expressly cut off by the terms of the treaty, which 
say that no claim shall be set up for damages un- 
der the treaty. Here is the portion of his report 
containing his decision: 


“ Having given the subject a careful consideration, I find 
that the entire claim is predicated on the ground of damage, 
loss, or injury sustained hy the contractors, in consequence 
of delinquency or improper conduct on the part of certain 
Officers of the Government. 
tract contains the following provision: ¢ And the said par- 
€ ties of the second part (Andrews, viz: Forrester, Cobb & 
© Pickens) engage and covenant to act with the greatest en- 
t ergy and industry, and to use all proper persuasion and 
“means to induce the said Indians to remove within the 
€ shortest practicable period, and that in no event shall the 
‘United States hereafter be subject to any claim for dam- 
t€ ages, or compensation for any loss or injury that may arise 
© or be alleged to arise out of this contract under any cir- 
© cumstances whatever, either from the delay or the refusal, 
tin whole or in part, of the Choctaw Indians to remove 
€ west, or from any other cause or reason whatever.’ 


But I find also, that the con- | 


“Tt is thus evident, that however meritorious the claim 
may be, it is not provided for in the contract; on the con- 
trary, it is precisely such as the contract expressly guards 
against and precludes. The Department, therefore, has no 
authority to allow the claim. ?? 

It was disallowed; and without passing upon 
the merits or demerits of the claim, the Commis- 
sioner referred these claimants to Congress, be- 
cause it stands upon the footing of countless other 
claims before us, which require examination be- 
fore the appropriate committees, and to be allowed 
by acts of Congress before they can be paid by 
the Department or included in appropriation bills. 
lt is no part of the duty of the Committee of 
Ways and Means, nor of the Committee of the 
Whole, nor of the House itself, while considering 


general appropriation bills, to examine the merits | 


of private claims, nor to add them as riders to 
these bills. It is sometimes done, but it is a most 
objectionable practice, and is in violation of an 
express rule of the House. 

r. DIMMICK. Is it not in order now, Mr. 
Chairman, for some gentleman to speak in oppo- 
sition to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? Both of the gentlemen who have 
spoken upon it have opposed the Senate amend- 
ment. I desire some one shall be allowed to speak 
in support of the claim. 

The CHAIRMAN, Discussion has ended 
upon the amendment. 

The question was taken on Mr. McLananan’s 
amendment; and it was disagreed to; there being, 
upon a division—ayes 19, noes not counted. 

Mr. DIMMICK. I move to increase the ap- 
propriation one dollar, for the purpose of saying 
a few words in support of this claim. | have not 
had an opportunity of having access to the testi- 
mony which is relied upon, and on filein the office 
of Indian Affairs, but some time last Congress, if 
I recollect rightly, I had access to the papers con- 
nected with this claim, and gave them, as | think, 
a fair and candid examination. I then came to 
the conclusion that it was a just and honest claim 
upon the Government, and ought to be paid. The 
gentleman from New Hampshire, who last ad- 
dressed the committee, set off with the allegation 
that this was a private claim, and is not, there- 
fore, germane in an appropriation bill. In the 
first place, I desire to say, that I differ with the 
gentleman upon that point. This appropriation 
has been estimated for by the Department—by 


| Mr. Secretary Stuart—and his estimates 1 hold in 


my hand. They are dated January 11th, 1852, 
and read as follows: 

“ For payment for the removal of Choctaw Indians from 
the States of Mississippi and Alabama, a balance of a claim 
on account of said removal, heretofore reported to be duc 
by this office, and an appropriation for the payment of 
which passed the Senate of the United States at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, $37,422 12, 

Very well, sir; my friend from New Hampshire 
referred to the fact that Mr. Lea had refused the 
allowance of this claim. It is true that he refused 
to make payment of this claim; but in the very 
communication making the refusal he expressed 
an opinion favorable to the merits of the claim, 
and recommended the claimants to seek redress at 
the hands of Congress. 

A Memper. What was the claim for? 

Mr. DIMMICK. For supplies furnished in the 
removal of the Choctaw Indians. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. The gentleman answers, 
that it was for the removal of the Choctaw Indians. 
My recollection is that some $80,000 were paid for 
the fulfillment of the contract, and that this is a 
claim for damages, they allege, arising out of the 
contract after they have entered into that legal 
agreement. 

Mr. DIMMICK. I desire to say one word 
upon the merits of the claim. Mr. Loughery has 
always expressed a favorable opinion of this claim. 
I desire also to state that the Secretary of the In- 
terior has requested Congress to make a special 
appropriation for the purpose of meeting its pay- 
ment. The facts of the case are simply these: 
The Government of the United States entered into 
a contract with Mr. Forrester and others for the re- 
moval of these Choctaw Indians. Itis true, asthe 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has stated, that he 
agreed to make no further claim upon the Govern- 
ment of the United States for any injury or loss 
arising under that contract. That provision was 
inserted in the contract, but it was the understand- 
ing that the Government of the United States 
should deliver to the Choctaws prior to their re- 


| flicted upon these Indians. 


moval, under the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, 
one half of the land scrip they were entitled to. 
The Secretary of War, some time in 1844, prom- 
ised to deliver, and to have in readiness, one half 
of the scrip to which the Indians were entitled. 
An agent of the United States was sent down 
there for the purpose of seeing that these Indians 
were removed comfortably, and in a proper man- 
ner. The contractor, who was there ready, had 
assembled a great portion of the Indians; but they 
refused to go before the scrip was delivered. The 
Secretary of War failed to deliver the scrip; and 
the consequence was that the Indians refused to 
go. It became necessary, then, for the contractors 
to make an effort to effect the removal of the 
Indians. The one half of the scrip, with which 
they expected to pay their debts, and provide 
themselves with necessaries for their comfortable 
removal, had been withheld by the Government; 
and, as I understand the evidence, at the sugges- 
tion of the Government agent, these supplies and 
advances were furnished the Indians, who were 
to have paid the contractors for them with the 
scrip which the Government never delivered them, 
but subsequently funded this claim by act of Con- 
gress in 1845; whereby this scrip or fund, out of 
which these contractors were to have been paid, 
was diverted. Thus, the only means the Indians 
had to reimburse these outlays by the contractors 
for their supplies, were taken away, and the con- 
tractors left without redress, except to rely on the 


justice of the Government, and the promises of her 


agent for their indemnification in furnishing these 
supplies to the Indians; and without which their 
removal could not have been effected. 

Mr. VENABLE. We have had nothing but 
a one-sided discussion. My friend from New 
Hampshire (Mr. Hissarp] was opposed to this 
amendment, because he thought that one dollar 
was perhaps too much. I am opposed because it 
is not enough. The Government makes a treaty 
and plights its faith for removing a part of the 
Choctaw Indians, and a part of that agreement is, 
that they shall furnish them with the land serip 
before they move. Somebody who undertakes to 
be guardian of the Indians discovers here that 
they are likely to be cheated out of their land 
scrip, and that the Government ought to decline to 
fulfill its part of the treaty by refusing to deliver 
the land scrip according to their own agreement, 
The Government having so refused, the Indians 
became dissatisfied and are unwilling to go. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. How much land scrip 
was delivered ? 

Mr. VENABLE. It matters not for the issue. 
The Government violated their contract. If the 
Government makes a contract and covenants with 
the Indians to remove them at a certain time and 
upon certain conditions, and if they violate their 
own agreement with the Indians, it does not look 
well now to say that they will not pay the con- 
tractors for the removal, because of the wrong in- 
If we had covenanted 
with a contractor to remove the Indians, and the 
Indians were secured by treaty with a certain por- 


i tion of land scrip before they removed, and if the 


Government assumes theright of refuse to deliver 
the scrip and the Indians refuse to remove, it cer- 
tainly does not lie in the power of the Govern- 
ment to place obstructions in the way of the con- 
tractor, and say that they madea bargain with the 
contractor and they will not pay damages. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman give 
way for a moment? 


Mr. VENABLE. Icannot give up my time. 


' The gentleman can follow me. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire information, 
and I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. VENABLE. I can give you the informa- 
tion, and it jg this: The Government required the 
Indians to be removed. They made a contract 
with these parties to remove them, and placed 
them under certain obligations and certain condi- 
tions to relieve themselves from any liability for 
damages to the contractors. They bind them- 


i selves by treaty with the Indians, before they 
į remove, to deliver a certain portion of land scrip. 


They take alarm—refuse to give the land scrip— 
make the contractors responsible because they 
were thus obstructed in removing the Indians, and 
hold them to the contract. 

Mr. McLANATIAN. Task the gentleman if 
that forms any portion of the contract for the 
removal of the Indians? 


3 


They plead. their own wrong :in excuse for a 
greater wrong inflicted by. themselves: They 
render it. impossible ‘that the contract shall be 
complied with.. > . 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The Indians failed. to 
remove. How. did damages accrue? i 
“Mr, VENABLE. The Indians were removed, 
and responsibilities. were incurred by. the. con- 
tractor. in removing them.: They were delayed 
and had to furnish supplies for a considerable 
time. The Senate have passed. this bill, unani- 
mously.. -Estimates in regard: to this matter-have 
been made-by the Department. : | 
Mr. HOUSTON... 1 wish to say to my friend | 
that he misunderstands the action of the Senate. | 
My. VENABLE. The gentleman can reply to | 
me when. i get through. | 
The. question was then taken upon Mr. D- | 
Mick’s amendment, and it was not agreed to. 
Mr. HIBBARD. I move to cut down the ap- 
propriation to $2. I will state in the commence- 
ment of my remarks, that the gentleman from 
North Carolina, [Mr. Venasxe,] in what he has į 
said to the committee; no doubt stated the facts as ; 
he supposes them. to. be. He is setting forth the 
allegations.of the claimant here, that there wasa 
failure on the part of the Government to comply | 
with this contract. This same matter, with all | 
the evidence and all the facts, has been upon two 
several occasions considered by the proper com- 
mittee, that of Indian. Affairs—the whole claim | 
has been examined upon’ its merits, it and has 
been: disallowed. . I understand this, that there | 
has been no default, in point of fact, upon the | 
part of the Government. The allegations of the 
gentleman from North Carolina are not admitted. į 
They are not proved. On the contrary, the ac-! 
tion of the Committee on Indian Affairs indicates | 
that they were disproved. There was the time and 
place to make.an examination upon the merits of | 
the case, and the proper committee, after. making | 
an examination, have found against this claim. I; 
wish to finish the history of the.action of the De- 
partment, which [began in my first remarks. The 
whole sum stipulated to be paid to these claimants 
for removing the Indians; has been paid to them. : 
When they submitted their claim to the Depart- 
ment, the sum of $7,139 was allowed and paid, 
while the remainder was disallowed. .I spoke of | 
the action of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
disallowing this matter upon its first presentment 
at the Department. 
This claim has been sent down here at the in- | 
stance of the Secretary of War, the gentleman | 
says-——and this is urged as an argumen: in favor 
of its allowance. What are the facts? ‘Theclaim | 
being disallowed-at the Department, Mr. Hart ap- | 
alied to Congress for relief asa private claimant. 
This action on the part of Hart in presenting his 
claim asa private one, is an admission on his part 
that it is a private claim, unsettled and unadju- | 
dicated, It shows that it is nota fixed and settled | 
liability on the part of the Government, such as | 
is proper to be embraced in an appropriation bill, | 
Itis no part of the business of the Committee | 
of Ways and Means to pass upon the merits or | 
demerits of private claims. Nor should they add | 
them as riders to appropriation bills. By one! 
of the rules of the House, no appropriation is to 
be reported in a general appropriation bill, nor is 
in order as an amendment thereto <‘ for any ex- 
t penditure not previously authorized by law, un- 
‘less in: continuation of appropriations for such 
‘ public. works as are already in progress, and for 
€ the contingencies for carrying on the several de- | 
< partments of the Government.” Neither can the i| 
House; nor the Committee of the Whole, con- ! 
sistently with their own rule, add such items to |, 
appropriation bills. This claim is clearly cut off || 
by the rule referred to. It is presented and urged |i 


here by its friends, as a purely private claim for ij 


damages, because, as they allege, the Government |! 
did not perform its part of the stipulations of the || 
contract. It is sot:authorized by the contract, | 
but is cut off by its:express terms, and has been jj 
disallowed at the Department.’ After the close of | 
ihe last Congress, this claimant again applied to | 
the Department of the Interior, and got a report in | 
his‘favor from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. | 


Fow much evidence this is, other.gentlemen may | 
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jadge better, or as well as F can. 
would beno evidence at all, judging from facts 
that havecome tomy knowledge in this and in 
other cases. How was it with the Department 
itself, from the report of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs to the Secretary of the Interior, whose 
adjudication is final? What did he do? If he 
allowed the claim as due, it was an adjudication 
by which the Government might have been bound. 
The Secretary, whose decision was the judgment 
of the Department, overruled the report of the 
Commissioner and disallowed the claim, 

I will read the letter of the Secretary containing 
this decision: 

DepaRTNENT OF THE INTERIOR, October 9, 1851. 


Sir: With respect to the claim of William B. Hart, 
assignee of Anderson, Forrester, Cobb, and Pickens, re- 
ported upon by you on the 16th of August last, I do not feel 
authorized to give the direction requested by Mr. Hart. The 


items of his account, designated by your officer as proper į 


to be paid, do not seem to me of such a character as to allow 


me to take them from the jurisdiction of Congress, to which | 


body the claimant has already applied for relief. 
Tam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
ALEX. H. H, STUART, Secretary. 
Luxe Lea, Esq., Commissioner of Indian Affitirs. 


Now, if this claim had been adjudicated and || 


allowed by the proper officers, it might have been 
our duty, under the law, to put it into an appro- 
priation bill; but it was not so passed upon and 
adjudicated. How it was, after overruling the 
report of the Commissioner and disallowing this 
item, the Secretary of the Interior came to send to 
the House an estimate for the same item, to be 
provided for in an appropriation bill, is what Ido 
not understand. He is made to ask Congress to 
appropriate money to pay a claim which he had 
just rejected. 

These Indian estimates, as is well known, 
are prepared by the Commissioner on Indian 
Affairs, reported by him to the Secretary of the 


Interior, who reports them to the Secretary of the | 


Treasury, and he to Congress. The supposition 


most favorable to the Secretary of the Interior, and ! 
perhaps the most probable, is, that he was not 


aware of the nature of this item of the estimates. 
If so, he is chargeable with negligence. 
knew it was the item he had just disallowed and 
then recommended it for an appropriation, that 
rejection standing wholly unreversed, his conduct 
cannot be too severely censured. 

Mr. VENABLE. During the five minutes 
which I occupied a short time since I did not give 
a plain history of this case, and in such a way, 

erhaps, as to make the House understand me. 
Flow does this matter stand? 


a number of Indians, and they made a treaty with 
the Indians in which they consented to remove. 
Now, no one would justify the employment of 
force in compelling the Indians to remove, unless 
the Government complies with its contract with 
them. If I understand the position of the claim 
itis this: The Government covenanted with. the 
Indians to give them certain land scrip before they 
removed. o t 
them, they find that the land scrip is withheld, and 
that the Indians are destitute and dissatisfied. 
They made all their preparations to remove them, 


and incurred great expense in consequence of the | 


If he! 


The Government | 
made acontract with Forrester aud others to remove | 


When the agents go there to remove : 


delay, and yet I hear gentlemen say it is in the | 


power of the Government, after they have bar- 
gained with those agents to remove the Indians 
and have themselves put obstructions in the way 


of their removal, that they shall not pay damages | 


for the wrong inflicted upon this agent. Esti- 
mates have been made in regard to this matter by 
the Department and sent down this year. When 
this claim was presented in the Senate it was ob- 
jected to on the ground that it was a private claim. 
It was discussed, and the Senate decided that it 
was not a private claim by a vote of thirty to four- 
teen, and upon its being decided that it was not a 


private claim they unanimously annexed it to the | 
That is the fact as recorded upon the Journal | 


bill. 
of the Senate, and gentlemen can find it by recur- 
ring to it. It does not iook well in the Govern- 
ment, after having made a contract with persons 
to remove Indians, to throw obstructions in their 
way,and then plead like a miserable special pieader 
heforea magistrate’s warranttrying or some county 
court, to a mere matter of form against the justice 


ofa claim. They are bound to pay the damages | 
incurred by this contractor, and they are bound | 


to keep their hands clean and: maintain the digni- 
fied position of -a great. Government, that will not 


j of the Government, which w 


bear down upon a contractor in whose way they 
have placed obstructions, prevent him from com- 
plying with his contract, and then seek to avoid 
the responsibility which they themselves have 
honestly and honorably incurred. This claim is for 
expenses incurred because the Government pre- 
vented the execution—these contractors. from the 
discharge of theirduty. To avoid responsibility it is 
urged that itis a privateclaim, unconnected with the 
agreement. The Government then pleads in bar 
a provision of the agreement by which the Gov- 
ernment seeks to protect itself against damages. 
The obvious reply is, that themselves have created 
the difficulty by which the damages were incurred. 
I trust that the Government will never adopt that 
principle, and that it will never be brought to bear 
down upon a contractor who suffered a great loss 
in consequence of the Government failing to do 
what they- had promised. . The difficulty has 
arisen from the want of good faith on the part of 
the Government, who avail themselves of a con- 
tract by which they seek to avoid a claim for 
damages incurred, because they placeda stumbling- 
block in the way of the performance of the duty 
imposed upon the contractors. 

Mr. SCURRY. I move to reduce the sum three 
dollars. I do this for the purpose of saying a 
very few words in regard to this matter. The 
House seems to be but a register of the opinions 
of the Committee of Ways and Means. I think 
that the worst misfortune which has ever befallen 
my friend from Alabama, [Mr. Hovusron,} was 
his appointment as chairman of that committee. 
He thinks that nothing but what passes through 
that committee should pass the House. My friend 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Hissanp] is in the 
same situation. I say this in all kindness; but it 
looks to me as if they wanted to usurp the whole 
business of the House by coéperating to put 
down the judgment of every member in the House, 
and place a brand upon those who differ with the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman must con- 
fine his remarks to the amendment. 

Mr. SCURRY. I will do it, sir. I say it in 
all kindness, but it does seem to me as if the whole 
business of the House was a usurpation—a per- 
fect usurpation, and as if the only reason why the 
amendment of the Senate is not to be adopted is 
that the Committee of Ways and Means do not 
recommend it. ; 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair feels constrained 
to.say that the gentleman from ‘Texas is depart- 
ing from the discussion of his amendment. 

‘Mr. SCURRY. Well, sir, I have done. . 

Mr. DIMMICK. I desire to say a few words 
with regard to the merits of this claim, It has 
been well observed by the gentleman from North 
Carolina, [Mr. Vewanix,] that the Government 
of the United States failed to comply with the: 
contract on its..part. The Government of the 
United States agreed, upon the assembling of the 
Indians—as I understand it, and as L read the tes- 
timony some two years ago—to deliver to them 
the land scrip to which they were entitled; one 
half before their departure and the remainder on 
their arrival at their western destination. Well, 
the Indians being assembled, the scrip did not 
come according to the engagement and promise of 
the then Secretary of War. Mr. Barstow was 
then the agent of the United States, sent there es- 
pecially to superintend the emigration of the fn- 
dians to their destination west. Finding them- 
selves in that situation, the Indians refused to go. 
It was then in the winter season, a period of the 
year when the Indians were in need of clothing. 
They wanted blankets and a great variety of other 
things, necessary for their comfort in their re- 
moval to their destination west. The agent of 
the United States, therefore, suggested to the con- 
tractors that they should go to New Orleans and 
lay in a supply of goods. Upon his suggestion, 
and with his promise and assurance that they 
should be reimbursed for all the expenditures and 
all the outlay they made in carrying out the policy 
as the removal ‘of 
these Indians to their destination in the west, 
these supplies were furnished to the Indians by 
the contractors. 

Of the item of $37,000, I think there is some- 
thing like $18,000 or $20,000 for blankets, clothing, 
shoes, stockings, and all such other articles as 
were necessary for the comfortable removal of 
these Indians to their western home. All these 
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He told them that they need not refuse or hesitate 
to make these advances, for that the Government 
of the United States would reimburse them. Upon 
these assurances, thus given, these supplies were 
furnished. The contractorsalsoremoved the mules, 
and a variety of other articles which the Indians 
had, and without which they refused to go. I say, 
then, that these charges against the Government 
of the United States are for supplies furnished, 
and for advances made by the contractors, with 
the promise of the agent that they should be re- 
imbursed by the Government. Unfortunately, 
the agent, Mr. Barstow, was drowned in crossing 
some stream on his way with a portion of these 
Indians to their destination west. But for that 
circumstance, the probability is, that there never 
would have been any doubt or difficulty as to the 
justice and propriety of this claim. ‘When the 
claim was presented to the Indian Bureau, it was 
examined by three or four intelligent men, each 
and every one of whom expressed a favorable 
opinion with regard to its merits. Now, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States have, by its agent, 
given assurance to the contractors that they should 
be indemnified for their advances thus made, and 
the Department having sanctioned it, ratified it, 
and approved of it, I say that if the Government, 


orif the Department could be sued, an action of |i 


debt could be sustained against it, and a recovery 
had; for they have recognized, admitted, and al- 
lowed the justice and merit of this claim; and 
although the agent may have transcended his au- 
thority in the first instance by giving these assu- 
rances to the contractors, yet, if the Department 
subsequently recognized the acts of her agents, she 
is as effectually bound as though the agent hada 
precedent authority to make these promises and 
give these assurances, 

I do hope, therefore, that this committee, when 
they come to vote upon this question, will vote in 
favor of its allowance. [| think that justice, right, 
and equity require that we shall not withhold 
it, I thin k, asthe gentleman from North Caro- | 
lina has said, it would be quibbling and placing 
the defense of the Government upon a question of 
technicality. The Government rests its defense 
upon the ground that there is a clause in this con- 
tract wherein the contractors agree that in no event 
and under no circumstances will they call upon 
the Government for any losses or injuries which 
may arise under it. Now, the Government itself, 
as is clearly shown and fully proven, was in de- | 
fault from the beginning to the end, and the Gov- 
ernment should not seek to take advantage of her 
own wrong. Again, if I recollect right, it was 
stipulated in the contract, that one thousand of 
these Indians should be removed within three 
months from the making of the contract under a 
penalty of a forfciture of the same; and this re- 
moval was to be effected in the winter season. 
When I read the contract I was impressed with 
the belief that there was a design on the part of 
the person who drew the contract for the Govern- 
ment to throw difficulties in the way of the con- 
tractors, and if possible to defeat or embarrass the 
execution and performance of the contract on their 
part, and I believe the history of this case will | 


fairly justify the conclusion to which I came in |: 


reference to it. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Scurry’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I move to amend the 


amendment by striking out $37,412, and inserting |: 
“$4.” The case, as stated by my colleague from į 


Pennsylvania, [Mr. Dinmicx,] is one which, if 
the facts sustained the statement, would be very 
clear, and the positions which he has taken would | 
be fully correct. But, sir, I answer his whole ar- | 
gument by the assertion that Mr. Barstow, the 
Government agent, had no warrant of law, and no 
authority from the Government, to go with these 
contractors to New Orleans and incur a debt, or 
authorize a debt to be incurred on the part of the | 
United States, of some forty-odd thousand dollars. 
Sir, the contract for the removal of these Indians 
was one which enabled the contractors to draw 
(according to my recollection) from the coffers of 
the United States some $80,000. Under the terms 
and by virtue of that contract, they were paid every 
dollar that was due to them. But my colleague 
says that an agent of this Government went with | 


l: to do so. 
Government entered into a contract with these : 


| not refuse to go out. 


these contractors to New Orleans for the purpose 
of purchasing goods, and furnishing the Indians 


iwi 


| should be made. If he did so, his conduct was 
_ reprehensible, and instead of receiving the sanction 
! of this committee, deserves its prompt condemna- 
i tion. What authority had a mere agent, who was 
specially sent with these Indians to see that the 
contractors fulfilled the stipulations of their agree- 
ment with the Government, and come up to their 
contract, to remove and supply the Indians on their 


forty-odd thousand dollars? 


the parties in this transaction, but this circum- 


; dence is not the most reliable in the world. 

The gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. Ven- 
ABLE] alleges that the certificates of land scrip 
| were not issued, and that this was the fault of the 
: Government of the United States. Under the 
“ Dancing Rabbit Creek” treaty of 1831, which 
the Government entered into with this tribe of In- 
' dians, the Government became bound to issue cer- 


tribe. 


home in the west; and by reference to the docu- 
mentary evidence in this case, it will be found that 
a large quantity of this scrip was actually deliv- 
ered to them before they set out. 
culation doubtless was, for the contractors, under 


goods at New Orleans to sell to the Indians, and 
have their affairs in such a position that they could 
get hold of the Indian land serip for the goods 
i thus purchased. That was theinducement to go to 
|New Orleans. The naked feet and unelad bodies 
i of these wild savages excited sympathies which 
under other circumstances never would have been 


; awakened. They went to New Orleans and par i 
chased, on the strength of this agent’s unauthor- |; 


ized statement, some $40,000 worth of goods, sup- 
posing that they would receive therefor the land 
i scrip that the Government was to give to the In- 
‘dians. I say that is a fair statement of the case. 
| They were defeated in the speculation, and hence 
arises this claim for damages. 

Mr. BISSELL. From the general idea which 
I have been able to gather of the main facts in 
this case, I am inclined to think that there is some 
justice in this claim. But the details of it l pro- 
fess not to understand. As far as I do understand 


th shoes and stockings, and that he guarantied , 
the faith of the Government that this payment | 


i 
i 
i 


i 
| 
i 
| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


western journey? Whatauthority had hetoincur | 
a debt on the part of this Government, of some | 
And, sir, after this |: 
debt was incurred, the strongest evidence that is | 
‘adduced against the United States to support the : 
claim, is the evidence of the self-constituted agent | 
of the Government. Sir, I do not know anything, . 


nor do l allege anything against the characters of | amount, I have no means of knowing; but I take 


stance raises a strong presumption that that evi- ' 


tain land scrip to the emigrating members of the . 
One half of this scrip was to be delivered | 
to the Indians before they started for their new | 


Now, the cal- : 


those circumstances, to purchase a supply of | 


go until the certificates or scrip for their lands were is- 
sued. a 

“ They desired these to pay their debts. The Secretary 
of War promised that it should be issued in September, 
1844, but the promise was not complied with. The con- 
| tractors were therefore placed in a most embarrassing 
position. By the condition of their contract, they were 
required to remove one thousand Indians within the year 
1844, and to furnish the Indians, at their own expense, 
those articles which were necessary for their removal, re- 
lying upon the promise of the Secretary, and the. provisions 
of law by which the Indians were to eb furnished with 
land serip, to repay them.” 


Mr. BISSELL. Ithink that makes the case a 
little stronger upon the claimants than I had sup- 
posed it was. I think the defense set up savors 
rather of special pleading. 1 do not think it a fair 
and manly way to meet the claim in this case. If 
itis, I do notunderstand the case. If the facts 
are such as I have stated them to be, there can be 
no doubt as to the justice of the claim. Of the 


it for granted that when the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs has estimated the amount, and when 
the Committee on Indian Affairs in the Senate 
have unanimously reported in favor of allowing 
this amount, and the Senate, when they had set- 
tled the propriety of putting it into this bill at all, 
and agreed in allowing the claim, it is the proper 
amount. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I understand the item re- 
ferred to by the gentleman last up, [Mr. Brssert,] 
for removing five hundred and forty-nine horses, 
has all been paid. 

Mr. CONGER. 
referred to at all. 

Mr. HIBBARD. ‘Then I was mistaken. 

[Cries of ** Question P? “ Question !’7] 
| The question was then taken onthe proposition 
| to reduce the appropriation to $4; and it was not 
agreed to. 
| The question then recurring upon the original 
amendment of the Senate, 

Mr. DAWSON demanded tellers; which were 
‘ordered; and Messrs. Vewante and Barriers 
| appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 80, noes 40. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

‘The committee then passed to the second amend- 
| ment of the Senate, which is as follows: 

“Page 12, strike out the following clause of the bill, vi 


“To pay the claim, as adjusted by the accounting offic 
| of the United States Treasury, in favor of David Taylor, 


No, sir; that is not the item 


i| under the latter clause of the thirteenth article of the Cher- 
i| okee treaty, concluded at New Mehota, December 29, 1835, 
i| and approved by the Senate, $12,800; and to be prid out of 


the claim, I am not satisfied with the defense set | 


Fup against it. Now, f suppose, from what I have 


i been able to gather, that these are the main facts | 


1 of the case: that the Government entered into an 
"arrangement with the Choctaws, or with a portion 


of them, to induce them to emigrate westward, | 


i and upon certain conditions the Choctaws agreed 
That being the state of the case, the 


claimants to go and effect the removal of the In- 
dians. The claimants made their necessary, va- 
ried, and extensive arrangements for carrying out 
| their contract, and in doing it, of course, incurred 
“very great expense. The Goverament failed to 


comply with the stipulations it had entered into ; 


| with the Indis 


> Ate. 

Mr. McLANAHAN. I ask the gentleman 
: where is the evidence of that faci, except as proved 
i by those who were interested parties in the pur 
chase of these goods? 


Mr. DIMMICK. 


The agent himself testifies 
ik 
Mr. HAVEN. 


They did go out, and these 
ersons superintended their removal. 
Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman from Tili- 
: nois permit me to say a word? 
Mr. BISSELL. With pleasure. I 
anxious to obtain information than to impart it. 
Mr. CONGER. The first item of the claim 
: seems to be founded on what I wili now read from 
| a report made in the Senate in January, 1851: 
| 4“ Efforts were immediately made to remove the Indians 
w 


ithin the time fixed in the contract; but they refused to 


As I understand it, they did : 


am more ` 


the balance of the appropriations of July 2d, 1836, under the 
; act entitled “An act making further appropriations for car- 
rying into effect certain Indian treaties,’ 

“and insert— 

“To pay the claim of David Taylor, as adjusted and 
found due by the Second Auditor of the Treasury on the 
Lith of March, 1852, under the latter clause of the thir- 
teenth article of the treaty with the Cherokees, concluded 
at New Hehota, on the 29th of December, 1835, and ap- 
proved by the Senate, $24,353 04.” 


Mr. CLINGMAN, I move to increase the ap- 
propriation $100. ; 

As the Committee of Ways and Means recom- 
mended a concurrence in this amendment, I would 
not say anything in relation to it, but for the fact 
that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Frren] ex- 
pressed some doubt as to its propriety. T beg 
: leave to read a short statement of the Comptroller 

of the Treasury. Mr. Whittlesey, after stating 
: that the claim could not be paid without an appro- 
, priation, there being no money in the Treasury, 


says: 
Acting Sercetary of the Treasury: 

Sır: On the 23th of June the Secretary of the Interior 
sent lo the Secretary of the Treasury a requisition, properly 
red by the Acting Seeond Comptroller, and Sec- 
r, requesting the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to 
varrant for $10,240, in favor of David Taylor, as per 
No. 12, 960 of Second Comptroller, on decision of 
tary of the Treasury, to be charged to the appropri- 
in the act of 2d of July, 1886, carrying into effect 

therokee treaty of 1835-736. 

On the same day the warrant was issued ag required, and 
sent to this office to be countersigned by the First Comp- 
troller. By the act of September 2d, 1789, it is made the 
tuty of the Comptroller to countersign all warrants drawn 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which shall be warranted 
viaw. (Vol. 1, St. at L.. p. 66.) The same provision is 
contained in the aci of March 34, 1817. (See. 8, vol. 3, p. 
367.) The first article and ninth section of the Constitution 
of the United States provides, that “No money shall be 
i drawn from the Treasury but in consequence of appropri- 
| ations made by law.“ (Vol. 1, page 15.) 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
COMPTROLLER’s OFFICE, July 5, 1852. 
Winnaar L. Hoppar, Esq., 


August 26, 
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It isimportant to know whether there is “fan appropri- 
ation made by law,” for the payment of this claim. Itneed 
not be a specific appropriation for the payment of this ident- 
ical claim ;:but is ‘there an appropriation on which this 
claim is:properly chargeable? 

The Comptroiler is equally responsible with the Seere- 
tary.of the Treasury in deciding this.quéstion legally. By 

Jaw, they are checks‘ on each other for the security of the 
+ Treasury. ‘ 

' E.shall: differ: with the Secretary of the Treasury with 
great reluctance in any case, and E shall not do so until the 
question’ presented shall.-be carefully examined, and the 
correctness of my opinion shall be fully established after 
fuli detiberation. The papers were referred to me by the 
Secretary of the Treasury, in the early part of May, and 
my opinion wag asked, Whether.an appropriation existed, 
out of which this claim could. be paid? 

“That opinion was given in the negative, in two letters 

“addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, one dated May 
the &th, and the other May the 10th, to which'I refer you. 
The opinion then given was informal and’ advisory ; but F 
am now:called upon to act officially, and the opinion I'give 
is. a decision.of the matter so far as this office is concern- 
ed. 

‘The payment of this claim has been so long delayed, the 
necessities of: Mr. Taylor are: so urgent, that it would have 
greatly gratified me if I could have arrived at the conclu- 
sion, that Congress had made an appropriation out of 
which the amount found due by the accounting officers 
eould be paid ; but, after a laborious search, believing that 
no such appropriation exists, | proceed to state the grounds 
for that conclusion: 

A treaty was made with the Cherokees on the 29th day 
of December, 1835, containing nineteen articles. The 
thirteenth article embraces four classes of claims. 

Ist. Reservations under former treaties, if sold by the 
United States, to be paid for by the United States. 

2d. When such reservations haye not been sold by the 
United States, but the reservees have performed, as re- 
quired by the treaty, then they are to be confirmed in their 
title. 

3d. All persons who were entitled to reservations under 
the treaty of 1817, and who, as far as practicable, in the 
opinion of the commissioners, have complied with the stip- 
ulations of said treaty, although, by the treaty of 1819, such 
reservations were inctuded in the unceded lands belonging 
tothe nation, were confirmed to them, and they were en- 
tided to receive a grant for the same. 

4th. Reservations which Cherokees were compelled to 
abandon under State laws, the reservees were entitled to 
receive pay from the United States. 

The claim of David Taylor, amounting to $12,800, with- 
out interest, was found due tohim under the fourth head of 
the thirteenth article, as specified above. Supplementary 
articles to this treaty of 29th of December, 1835, were exe- 
cuted on the first day of March, 1836. By this last treaty 
the rights to predmptions and reservations, provided for by 
the twelfth and thirteenth articles of the treaty of Decem- 
ber 29th, 1835, were relinquished and declared void. 

The reason for said relinquishment is set forth in the pre- 
amble, as follows: “ And whereas, the President of the 
< United ‘States has expressed his determination not to 

‘allow any preémptions or reservatiqns, his desire being 
< thatthe whole Cherokee people should remove together, 
é to establish themselves in the country provided for them 
€ west of the Mississippi river”? 

We have seen that, under the second and third heads of 
the thirteenth articie, reservations in certain cases were to 
be confirmed ; and it was, as to these reservations, the 
President had determined the Cherokees should not have 
any right to claim, because the confirmation of such reser- 
vations would, necessarily, permit the Cherokees to remain 
in the State where the reservations were situated, whereas, 
jt was the policy of the President to compel all the Chero- 
kees to remove, 

The first and fourth heads of the thirteenth article of the 
treaty of December 29th, 1835, relate solely to the payment 


of money in two classes of cases—the one where the reser- ` 


vations had been sold by the United States, and the other 
where the reservees had been compelled by the laws of the 
States to abundon their reservations. 

At the close of the thirteenth article of the treaty of 29th 
of December, 1835, is the following stipulation : 

“Tt is expressly understood by the parties to this treaty 
€ that the amount to be allowed for reservations under this 
“article, shall not,be deducted out of the consideration 
¢ money allowed to the Cherekees for their claims for spoti- 
¢ ations and the cessions of their jands ; but the same is to 
€ be paid for, independently, by the United States, as it is 
< only a just fulfillment of former treaty stipulations.” 

The second article of the supplementary treaty is as fol- 
lows: 

« Whereas, the Cherokee people have supposed that the 
© sum of $5,000,000, fixed by the Senate in their resolution 
* of — day of March, 1835, as the value of the Cherokee 
4 lands and possessions east of the Mississippi river, was 
£ not intended to include the amount which may be required 
‘to remove them, nor the value of certain claims which 
t many of their people had against citizens of the United 
t States, which suggestion has been confirmed by the opin- 
tion expressed to the War Department by some of the Sen- 
‘ators who voted upon the question. And whereas, the 
© President is willing that this subject should be referred to 
* the Senate for their consideration, and if it was not in- 
€ tended ‘by the Senate that the above-mentioned sum of 
© 45,000,000 should. include the objects herein specified, 
¢ that in that case such further provision should be made 
t therefor as might.appear to the Senate to be just.” 

The third article that. follows stipulates, that $600,000 
shall be allowed in‘ lieu of reservations and preémptions, 
and of the sum of $300,000 for spoliations, described ‘in the 
first article of the treaty of December 29th, 1835. 

I will now briefly copy the appropriations contained in 
the act of July 2d, 1836, to carry into effect these treaties 
with the Cherokees of 1835-736: : 

For lands ceded in the first article of the treaty of 1835, 
deducting the price of land to be'ceded under to them west 


of the Mississippi, under the second articte.....$4,500,000 


For extinguishing title of certain half-breeds.. 15,000 
For payment of improvements on missionary 
LOSCLVALIONS ..e. cc eect ee eee en ees ceed ance nncene 25,000 
For commutation of certain permanent annui- 
ties....... » 214,000 
For compensation of two commissioner: . 11,689 
For compensation to a secretary.......+ . 3,650 
For compensation to an interpreter. . 1,825 
For advance of annuities........0eceee cree ee 75,000 
For removal of the Cherokees, and for spolia- 
tions according to the third article of the supple- 
mentary treaty of March Ist, 1836. ..s essens... 600,000 
For expenses attending the negotiation. . à 37,212 
For surveying certain jandS..ssssesssseserere 7,000 
$5,490,367 


Neither appropriation is for paying a Cherokee who was 
compelted to abandon his reservation or preémption under 
State laws. 

That. is the claim of David Taylor, and from the very 
character of the claim, its payment would not be provided 
for in ä specific appropriation before the amount of the 
claiin was ascertained. The commissioners to ascertain 
the amount due to these claimants were not then appointed. 
Large sums of money having been drawn from the aggre- 
gate amount of these several appropriations to pay claims 
for reservations, ascertained to be duc, under the thirteenth 
article of the treaty of 1835, and the Cherokee people being 
dissatisfied therewith, it was agreed by the United States, 
in the third article of the treaty of August 6th, 1846, that 
they would repay the money so improperly charged upon 
the Cherokee fund. 

Tf any claim has been charged upon the balance of these 
appropriations, since the 6th of August, 1846, of the char- 
acter of the claim of David ‘Taylor, it has been from inad- 
vertence. 

My attention has been invited to the payments made to 
John Shoemaker, and wite, and heirs, and to the case of 
John MeNany, and wife, and heirs, from the appropriations 
of July 2, 1836. A memorandum to that effect was handed to 
me by Mr. Mix, chief clerk in the Bureau of Indian Affairs. 

The commissioners, in their first decrees, found due to 
John Shoemaker, wife, and heirs, $7,680, that being the 
amount, &c., for the value of a reservation under the thir- 
teenth article of the treaty of 1835-36, and the third sup- 
plemental article. This decree was afterwards amended 
by inserting: “Said reservations being those for which a 
grant would have issued, had not the said reservations been 
abrogated by the preamble and first supplemental article.” 
The decree in the case of John McNany, and wife’s heirs 
for $6,400, was amended in the same manner. 

By so amending the decrees, they were brought within 
the second or third heads of the thirteenth article of the 
treaty of 1835, and the third supplemental article of the 
treaty of 1836, and properly chargeable upon the appropri- 
ation. 

Although doubts seem to have existed as to whether the 
commissioners virtually found a sum of money due to Mr. 
Taylor, it seems now to be admitted that they legally 
awarded to him $12,800, and that he applied for payment 
on the 28th of February, 1846, of this award. 

He has been importuning the Government to pay him this 
award from that time to this. I exceedingly regret there is 
no appropriation ou which it is properly chargeable. It. is 
a case of so much hardship that I cannot doubt Congress 
will readily and promptly act in the matter on the pre- 
sentation of the facts by the Acting Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. 

There is a balance left of the appropriations of July 2d, 
1836, and of June 12th, 1838, for the Cherokee people, 
which will not be used for the purposes mentioned in the 
acts, because other provisions bave been made for the Cher- 
okees under the treaty of August 6th, 1846. 

If it should be the pleasure of Congress to pay this claim 
from that balance, I presume it might be done by a simple 
joint resolution, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay the award from it. I cannot refrain from expressing 
the hope he may obtain speedy relief. 

Most sincerely, and respectfully, yours, 
ELISHA WHITTLESEY. 


The following is a letter from the Second Comp- 
troller: 


“Sin: In reply to a verbal inquiry made here this morn- 
ing, in relation to the allowance of interest upon the claim 
of David Taylor, as provided by the amendment of the 
Senate to the appropriation bill, I have to say that interest 
has not been allowed at the Treasury, so far as L can learn, 
upon any similar claim under the same treaty. I am not 
aware that any other claim has been presented, the cireum- 
stances of which would render the payment of interest 
proper. But however this may be, it is regarded as a set- 
tled principle that the accounting officers have no authority 
to allow interest upon any claim against Government, ex- 
cept where interest has been paid by the claimant in such 
a manner as to become part of the principal of his demand. 
And it was upon this ground that the allowance of interest 
made by the Second Auditor in Taylor’s case, was rejected 
in this office, and a final allowance made of the principal 
only, at the sum originally mentioned in the appropriation 
bill. 

« From a thorough investigation of this claim, however— 
the circumstances of which are. extraordinary—I have no 
hesitation in strongly recommending to Congress the allow- 
ance of the interest. The justice of the original demand is 
undoubted, and the delay in its settlement unexampled and 
ruinous. The claim for such compensation as would be 
afforded by the interest is therefore, in my judgment, most 
equitable. 

“ Very respectfully your obedient servant, 
4E. J. PHELPS, Comptroller. 


| Hon. Mr. Jones, House of Representatives.” 


T will say that this claim has been pending since 
1836. Mr. Taylor has been pressing it for nine 
or ten years, but has never been able to get the 


money. During. Mr. Polk’s administration, the 
Attorney General gave an opinion in his favor, 


‘and Mr. Walker, the then Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, ordered it to be paid; but before it was paid, 
an individual who was then a Senator, but now 
no longer here, as Mr. Taylor informs me, de- 
manded $1,500 as his fee, and upon Mr. Taylor’s 
refusing to give it, he went to the Treasury and 
prevented its payment. During the next Con- 
gress, another individual, a member of General 
Jackson’s Cabinet, claimed a large fee, and upon 
Mr. Taylor refusing to give it, he prevented its 
payment. During the present session of Congress, 
the claim was likely to be adjusted at the Treas- 
ury, when an individual, a member of a Cabinet 
two years since, claimed twenty per cent. as a fee. 
There was also a banking-housethatclaimed twenty 
per cent. more as assignee for another attorney, 
and another person still who claimed ten per cent. 
I then told Mr. Taylor, who had been here nine 
or ten years, and was likely to starve to death, to 
say that if there was any money in the Treasury 
which was not claimed by any of these people, to 
take it and go home. He made his application, 
therefore, in that way, and prepared a warrant 
for half the sum which would have been paid; 
but Mr. Whittlesey, on its presentation, was of 
the opinion that there was no money in the Treas- 
ury out of which it could be paid, and the matter 
remains in that situatiou. Mr. ‘Taylor is an illit- 
erate man, and can neither read nor write. I have 
no doubt his case would be adjudicated at the De- 
partment but for these parties and litigants who 
claim the money. They might, by filing a bill in 
equity, force him to give security, or otherwise 
give satisfaction for any just demand. I think if 
gentlemen will examine the case, they will be sat- 
isfied it is right. 

Mr. CLINGMAN then, by unanimous con- 
sent, withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. | I wish to appeal to gentle- 
men to dispense with debate as much as possible, 
or we shall not be able to get through with all the 
appropriation bills. 

The question was then taken, and the commit- 
tee agreed to concur in the original Senate amend- 
ment. 


The third amendment of the Senate was as fol- 
lows: 

“ Strike out in page nineteen, line two, the word ‘ten,’ 
and insert in lieu thereof the word ¢ two,” so that the section 
will read: Á 

“ For permanent provision for the purchase of one thou- 
sand pounds of tobacco, two thousand pounds of iron, and 
one thousand pounds of steel, stipulated in the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty of 23d of October, 1826, $770.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 


The fourth amendment of the Senate was read, 
viz: 

“Page 17. Strike out after line fifteen to line twenty- 
seven, as follows: 

“ Por permanent annuity, stipulated in the third article of 
the treaty of the 30th of September, 1809, $350: Provided, 
‘That the money appropriated by the three preceding clauses, 
together with the similar appropriations in 1850, and 1851, 
for the el Rivers, (Miamies,) heretofore withheld from 
payment, shall be paid to said Eel Rivers (Miamies) only, 
and to no other band, or nation, or individuals; and that all 
annuities heretofore due, and appropriated to the Bet Rivers, 
(Miamies,) and erroneously or otherwise paid to the Miami 
nation, shall be repaid to the Eet Rivers, (Miamies,) out of 
the money appropriated in 1851 and 1852 for payment of 
annuities to said Miami nation, or, if the Commissioner of 
{ndian Affairs deem it more expedient and just to the In- 
dians, shall be paid and is hereby appropriated out of the 
Treasury of the United States, to be repaid to the United 
States by being withheld from the Miami annuities, in such 
instailments as the Commissioner may deem expedient?” — 
‘Cand insert in lieu thereof— 

> “ For the redemption and final extinction of the annui- 
ties duc to the Eel River Miamies, under the provisions of 
the treaties of August 3, 1795, August 21, 1805, and 30th 
September, 1809, $15,000, to be paid per capita: Provided, 
That betore paying the said sum, or any part thereof, to the 
said Eel River Miamies, they shall relinquish, in such form 
as the Secretary of the Interior shall direct, all claim and 
demand on the United States for any further annuity or pay- 
ment: And provided further, ‘hat it shal! be the duty of 
the Seeretary of the Interior, before paying the said sum of 
money, as above directed, to ascertain who are the indi- 
viduals composing the said band, without regard to the 
place of their residence, and to pay to the said individuals, 
so ascertained, per capita, the sum of money herein before 
appropriated.?? 


Mr. FITCH. I move to amend by striking out 
the latter proviso of the Senate’s amendment. 

That is a proviso declaring that two Eel River 
women who have married Miamies, and have since 
moved to Missouri, and become incorporated with 
that nation, and draw annuities as Miamies, shall 
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likewise draw as Eel Rivers, and thus receive two 
annuities. It is unjust. 5 
But I moved to strike out this proviso more 
particularly for the purpose of calling the attention | 
of the committee to the whole Senate amendment. 
I hope the whole of it will be non-concurred in by 
the House. Such is the recommendation of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, and such is the 
course which the plain dictates of justice would 
oint out. The money has been paid out of the 
ational Treasury year after year, but has been 
aid to the wrong nation; and the Committee on 
ndian Affairs propose that that nation shall reim- 
burse the Treasury, and that it shall be paid to the 
right band. We do not propose to look solely to 
the Treasury to reimburse the Eel River Indians for | 
the annuities which they have not received, but to 
look to the Miami nation, to whom those annuities 
have erroneously been paid. We propose that it 
should be paid back to the Government out of 
their annuities. ` 
And further, this amendment of the Senate pro- 
vides that the Eel River Indians shall not have 
their money until they will consent, as a condi- 
tion, to release the United States from all further 
claim upon them—claims based upon treaties by 
which we have solemnly obligated ourselves to 
pay to them forever a certain annuity amounting 
to $1,100; but it is now proposed in this summary 
manner to wipe these treaties out of existence—to 
repudiate our plighted faith, to deny to these par- 
ties what, if they were private individuals, they 
could recover in a court of justice. We acknowl- 
edge their existence. The Department acknowl- 
edges it; and the treaties cannot be denied; yet we 
propose to withhold from them the money we have 
agreed to pay them, in utter violation of our treaty 
obligations. I sincerely hope the whole Senate 
amendment will be non-concurred in. The origi- 
nal section of the bill was a just one, and covered 
the entire ground, I think the chairman of the 
Committee of Ways and Means will interpose no 
serious objection to this course; indeed, I believe, 
he coincides with me. 
The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 


The question then recurred upon agreeing to the 
Senate amendment; and, being taken, the com- 
mittee refused to concur—ayes 30, noes not count- 
ed. 


The fifth amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 

& Strike out the following section of the bill: 

“ For additional compensation for the sale of their lands 
in the State of Wisconsin, by the treaty of October 18th, 
1848, $221,840; the same to be paid in such sums and at 
such times, with the approbation of said nation, as the 
President may think most conducive to their prosperity and 
happiness, ”— 
and insert in lieu thereof— 

«í For expenses of their temporary removal, and provisions | 
for their present location to the district of country on the | 
Wolf and Oconto rivers, designated in the report of Super- 
intendent Murray to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, | 
datedd September 30,1851, $25,000. 

Mr. FITCH. I move to increase the appro- 
priation to $50,000. The Senate have substituted 
this amendment for an amendment adopted by the 
House to pay the Menomonee Indians $221,000 
for the difference between the land we paid them | 
and the land we obtained of them. We obtained | 
of them by treaty 5,000,000 acres; but they were 
induced, under coercion and fear, to accept pay for | 
only 3,000,000 acres, leaving unpaid for 2,000,000 | 
acres, for which we now justly owe them. The 
commissioner who treated with them was in- 
structed to allow them a certain price for all he 
purchased. He did not do it. e propose to 
ratify his wrong or error; but the Senate have 
stricken out this provision, and have inserted one 
for paying $25,000 for their removal to the Wolf 
and Oconto rivers. That amount will scarcely re- 
move them—leaving them nothing to subsist upon 
subsequently. I hope the Senate amendment will 
not be concurred in. The original provision was 
well guarded. Itis made not only with the concur- 
rence of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, but with 
the concurrence of the Secretary of the Interior 
and of the President. The matter has been well in- 
vestigated, and I think the money ought to be paid. 

Then why the necessity of substituting anything 
else for it? I wish to add, in speaking of this 
Senate amendment, that the objections urged to | 
the House amendment is perfectly futile. Their 
objection to the interest of a member of Congress | 
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in this claim, is utterly without foundation; and 
yet upon this false issue was this amendment re- 
jected, and upon no such issue am I disposed to 
have it rejected; and I hope the entireamendment 
of the Senate will be non-concurred in by the 
House. : 

_ Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman is mistaken 
in saying that the Senate rejected the amendment 
because of the fact that an agent was to get one 
third of the amount. 

Mr. FITCH. I cannot be mistaken when told 
so, by an individual Senator. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ido not know what an indi- 
dual Senator may have told him. I speak from 
the debates of the Senate as I read them; and I 
know the gentleman will agree with me that the 
main and substantial points of objection to this 
amendment were entirely different from that. 
These were matters which came in the course of 
debate, and they have nothing to do with the 
proposition here; but as Senate objections have 

een urged to-day upon other matters, } think I 
am justified in saying that upon this proposition, 
at least, the Senate were unanimous, as I un- 
derstand, in striking it out, after a very full and 
thorough investigation and examination. I un- 
derstand that the Indian committee of that body, 
as well as the body itself, determined against this 
amendment, with but one solitary exception I be- 
lieve, and he did not choose to ask a vote upon it. 
I hope, therefore, that the House will concur with 
the Senate, and lay this large and important amend- 
ment over for discussion at a time when we shall 
have more leisure. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 

The question then being upon concurring with 
the Senate amendment, it was put and decided in 
the affirmative. 

The sixth amendment of the Senate was then 
read, as follows: 

For the Omaha Indians, $25,000—$5,000 thereof to be 


expended annually under the direction of the President for 
the relief and improvement of said Indians.” 


The question was taken, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 


The seventh amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 


“ Sioux of the Mississippi. 

“ For fulfilling treaties with the Sioux of the Mississippi, 
to wit: 

“ For paymentto the chiefs of the See-see-tonaand Wah- 
pay-toan bands of the Dakota or Sioux Indians, to enable 
them to settle their affairs, and comply with their present 
just engagements, for expenses of the removal of the said 
bands from the lands ceded, and for subsistence of them- 
selves for one year thereafter, per first clause of the fourth 
article of treaty of 23d of July, 1851, ratified by the Senate 
of the United States on the 23d of June, 1852, $275,000. 


the President, for the establishment of manual labor schools, 
the erection of mills and blacksmith shops, opening farms, 
fencing and breaking land, and for such other beneficial ob- 
jects as may be dcemed most conducive to the prosperity 
and happiness of said Indians, per second clause of the 
same article and treaty, $30,000. 

“ or interest, at the rate of five per centum, on the sum 
of $1,360,000, per same article and treaty, $68,000, 

“ For interest, at the rate of five per centum, on the sum 
of $112,000, to be added to the trust fund provided for in the 
fonrth article, being the amount allowed in lieu of the 
reservation setapartin the third article, containing 1,120,000 
acres, at ten cents per acre, per Senate’s amendment to 
the aforesaid treaty, $5,600. 

‘For payment to the chiefs of the Med-av-wa-kan-toan 
and Wah-pay-koo-tah bands of the Dakota or Sioux In- 
dians, to enable them to seule their affairs, and to comply 
with their present just engagements, for expenses of re- 
moval of the said Indians from the lands ceded, and for 
subsistence for themselves for one year thereafter, per first 
clause of fourth article of treaty of 5th August, 1851, ratified 


000. 
“ For this amount to be laid out under the direetion of the 
President, for the establishment of manual labor schools, the 
erection of milis and blacksmith shops, opening farms, 
fencing and breaking land, and for such other beneficial ob- 
jects as may be deemed most conducive to the prosperity 
and happiness of said Indians, per second clause of the 
same article and treaty, $39,000. 

‘* For interest, at the rate of five per centum, on the sum 


“ For interest, at the rate of five per centum, on the sum 
of 869,000, to he added to the trust fund provided for in the 
fourth article, being the amount allowed in licu of the reser- 
vation of land set apart by the third article of the treaty, 
containing 690,000 acres, at ten cents per acre, per Senate’s 
amendment to the aforesaid treaty, $3,450. 


the purposes aforesaid shall be applied until said Indians 
shall express their assent to the treaty as amended by the 
| Senate.” 


was concurred in. 


“ For this amount, to be laid out under the direction of |! 


y the Senate of the United States, on the 23d June, 1852, | 


of $1,160,000 per same clause, article, and treaty, $58,000, | 


“ Provided, That no portion of the money appropriated for |! 


The question was taken, and the amendment |! 


The eighth amendment of the Senate was to 
| strike out the following clause: 

| or the payment to the Shawnees of moneys due them 
under and by virtue of the treaties of the 7th of November, 
11825, and 8th of August, 1831, between the United States 
! and the two divisions of said tribe of Indians, the same being 
; the net balance received into the Treasury for thé sale of 
their lands in Ohio, 866,246 23: Provided, however; That 
said tribe of Indians shail first express their assent that the 
payment of the above sum shall be made equally to the 
whole tribe, rather than to either division thereof.» 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will say to 
; the House, as I have said before, that the Senate 
are almost unanimous in concurring in the fact 
that the money is due; and the only question is as 
to how it shall be paid. I ask that the House 
will not concur in the action of the Senate, for 
they fell into a complete trap themselves. 

Mr. HALL. Do they acknowledge the corn ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. They acknowledge the corn, 
| and I hope we shall non-concur in their action, 
and leave it to a committee of conference, when 
| the matter can be settled as it ought to be. 

The question was then taken upon concurring 
with the action of the Senate in striking out the 
clause, and it was decided in the negative. 
| The next amendment of the Senate was to in- 
sert after the words “ per annum” in the follow- 
ing clause, the words in italics: 


‘For payment to the heirs of Cyrus Choice the balance 
due for services rendered by him as acting Indian agent in 
| New Mexico, from the 9th of December, 1849, to the J4th 
| of September, 1850, at the rate of $1,550 per annum,” after 
deducting the sum of fifty dollars heretofore paid to said 
Cyrus Choice, 6 1,137 76.7 

Mr. HOUSTON. That amendment is to re- 
duce the sum in our appropriation to Cyrus 
Choice $50. We appropriated a certain amount 
of money to the Superintendent of Indian Affairs 
in New Mexico, without deducting the amount 
which had been paid to him. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
amendment is all right. ` 

The question was taken, and the amendment was 
| concurred in. 


The next amendment of the Senate compre- 
hended the insertion of the following clauses: 


“ For compensation to three special agents and four in- 
terpreters for the Indian tribes of Texas, and for the pur- 
chase of presents, $15,000. 

“ For presents to the Camanches and Kiawas, and other 
Indians on the Arkansas river, and to enable the President 
to treat with said Indians, $20,000. 

“ For defraying expensestincident to the visit of the Pue- 
blo Indians, and their attendants, from New Mexico to 
Washington, and to defray their expenses to their homes, 
the sum of $7,500. 

“ For gentral objects incident to Indian service in New 
Mexico, $20,000. 

‘For expenses of running and marking the eastern 
boundary line of the Creek country, west of Arkansas, 

37,990. 
|9 “For payment to James W. Marsh, to cover the loss of 
his property destroyed by a band of Sioux Indìans in the 
month of July, 1849, while extending ‘the sceond connec- 
tion line ? of the public surveys in the State of Towa to the 
Missonti river, under contract with C. H. Booth, Surveyor 
! General of the United States, $1,200. 

“¢ For expenses of the California Superintendency, to wit: 


That Senate 


Salary of the Superintendent. ... ces ceeeeeceee eee 4,000 
: Salary of clerk to the Superintendent....... 0... eeee 2,500 
| Office-rent, stationery, fuel, lights, and postage on 
| h 
| Official ICttEerS...esesesasososasesponsenevenasocae 


Messengers... 
| Interpreters. 
| Contingent expenses, ing the traveling expen- 

ses of agents in their districts......0.-.ee erence ee 12,500 
“ For the preservation of peace with those Indians who 
| have been dispossessed of their lands in California, until 
permanent arrangements be made for their future settle- 
| ment, the sumof $100,000: Provided, That nothing herein 
| contained shail be so construed as te imply obligation on 
; the part of the United States to feed and support the Indians 
who have been dispossessed of their lands in California.” 


The question was then taken on concurring in 
the several clauses above inserted, and they were 
concurred in, with exception of the following, 
which was non-concurred in, viz: 

“ Contingent expenses, including the traveling expenses 
of agents in their districts, $12,500.” 

The Clerk next read the following clause under 
‘the head of expenses of California Superintend- 
| ency: 
|: Traveling expenses.of the Superintendent and the ne- 
i cessary attendants on visits of inspection, including the 
i 


; purchase of animals and camp equipage, $5,000.” 

i Mr. HOUSTON. In that amendment the Com- 
| mittee of Ways and Means non-concur. It pro- 
Í vides for the expenses of a cavalcade of the Su- 
| perintendent there, and should not be adopted. 

l The question was taken, and the amendment 
| was non-concurred in. i 
| The following amendments under head of Cali- 
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fornia Superintendency, were next considered and ; 
concurred in: f : i 
« Furniture for Superintendent’s office, $500.” 
Flags for distribution among the tribes, 500.7 ons | 
The following amendment, also under head of | 
California Superintendency; was next read: 

‘One iron safe for Superintendent’s office, $1,000.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Committee of Ways 
and Means recommend a non-concurrence in that 
amendment. ` | 
Mr. MeCORKLE. Unless such a provision be 
made, all your money there will be lost. 

. The question was then taken and the amend- , 
ment was non-concurred in. 


The eleventh amendment of the Senate was: 


“ Add as a new section: ‘ 

‘Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, &c., That for ex- 
penses of compiling a map under the supervision of the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, for. the use of the com- 
mittees of the Senate, showing the present boundary of the 
Indian territory, and the location ‘of the various Indian 
tribes within the United States, 300.” 


‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 1 move to in- 
sert after the word “t Senate” in that amendment, 
the words *‘ House of Representatives, and Indian 
Bureau,” and to increase the appropriation to 
$500. The necessity of the amendment is obvi- 
ous. i 

The question was taken, and the amendment | 
was agreed to; and the amendment of the Senate | 
ag amended was then concured in. 


The next amendment of the Senate was read, | 
i 


as follows: 

* Add as a new section: 

% See. 3. And be it further enacted, That the several sums 
of money appropriated by this act to any Indian or Indians, 
shall be paid directly to the Indian or Indians entitled there- 
10, in person, and not to any agent or attorney ofsaid Indian 
or Indians, whether such attorney or agent may have been 
constituted by a written power of attorney or otherwise; 
and that no person shall be appointed or continued as the 
agent of the Government, to make any such payment, who 
holds, or is interested in, any contract with any Indian or 
Indians mentioned in this act; and that before any person 
shall be allowed to make any such payment, or any dis- 
bursement of money herein appropriated, he shall take. and 
subscribe an oath before some competent authority, to be 
filedin the Department of the Interior, that he does not 
‘hold, and is not interested, either directly or indirectly, in 
any contract of any kind, withany Indian or Indians inen- | 
tioned in this act; and that he will not, during the contin- 
uance of his duties, become the holder of, or interested in, 
any such contract.” 


Mr. HOUSTON. Opposition is made to this 
amendment by various gentlemen. 1 have exam- | 
ined, as I stated this morning, the letter from the 
head of the Indian Bureau. Fle putg a case or 
two where this provision would conflict with the 
treaty; and as it has to go back to the Senate, I | 
am willing that the section shall be disagreed to. 
, Mr. ORR. Would it not be better for the gen- | 
tleman to make exception, than to strike out the | 

rovision entirely? It is intended to protect the | 
ndians. Almost everything we appropriate for 
them is filched by agents and attorneys. If there | 
be anything in conflict with it, let exception be | 
made, 

My. HOUSTON. In reply to the gentleman, I 
will state that I supposed, when this went back 
to the Senate, we should have a committee of con- 


ference, who would draw out the provision, so: 


that there would be no conflict with existing trea- 
ties at all. 
, Mr. ORR. [have no objection to that course ; 
being pursued, if the committee of conference ap- | 
pointed by the House will represent the wishes ` 


and opinions of this House, that some such pro- || 
vision should be passed. i 


.Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I object to 
such understanding. No such law ought to pass. 
Mr. VENABLE. I think the provision ought 


ca yaa 

r, ORR. I move after the words ‘and not: 
to any agent or attorney of said Indian, or In- | 
dians,”’ to insert the following: ‘* excepting where | 
the same may conflict with existing treaties.” I; 
suppone this amendment of the Senate is to pro- | 
vide against the continuance of the.abuse which : 
has been practiced by agents upon the Indians. 
I think it 

terests. They are incompetent to manage forj 
themselves, and. nearly all the appropriations | 
made for their benefit-go into the pockets of agents. | 
It happens very frequently that these Indian 
claims are rejected from year to year, because they 
do not empioy an agent. .'They finally employ | 
cone, and: he appropriates fifty per cent. of what | 
“Congress donates. It is time a stop should be 


hooves Congress to look to their in- |! 


|| gentleman. 


| 


| 


put to it, and the proviso. I have moved to the 
amendment will remove all the difficulty suggested 
by the gentleman from Alabama. i 

Mr. JOHNSON, of. Arkansas. -T'he objection 
sought to be accomplished by the gentleman from 
South-Carolina isa good one. The necessity for 
this provisionis, however, obviated by the fact that 
at this session of Congress a provision was attached 
to the deficiency bill, on the motion of the gentle- 
man. from South Carolina,.[Mr.. Woopwarp,] 
with my approval, affecting the purpose of the 
This section is superfluous; but were 
tautology. the only objection I had to urge against 
it, I should not resist its passage. It goes beyond 
that. and conflicts with the treaty stipulations. 
The provision of my friend to the section does not 
obviate the difficulty. An attentive perusal of the 
following letter, which was addressed to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs in reply to inquiries with 
regard to this subject, will satisfy the committee 
that it will not: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE Inpian AFFAIRS, August 24, 1852. 

Sir: [have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of yesterday, calling the attention of this office to the 
last section of the Indian appropriation bill as it passed the 
Senate, and desiring to be informed what would probably 
be the effect thereof in its present shape upon the operations 
of the Indian Department ; whether any modification of it 
is desirable ; and ifso, what, apd for what reasons. 

I have only seen the section as reported in the pro- 
ceedings of the Senate in the Daily Globe of the 13th in- 
stant. As it there reads, my impression is, that it would re- 
quire every dollar appropriated in the bill for the fulfillment 
of treaty stipulations, to be paid over to the Indians in per- 
son, or per capita, including not only annuities, but also 
the various amounts for goods, provisions, agricultural im- 
plements, employment of farmers and mechanics, schools, 
and other beneficial objects. This would be not only in 
direct contravention of treaty stipulations, but exceed- 
ingly detrimental to the welfare and best interests of the 
Indians, as you, sir, who have so extensive and accurate 
a knowledge of Indian affairs, and the Indian character, 
ean readily conceive. With respect to annuities, and, in 
one or more cases, to other moneys appropriated in the 
bill, the treaties with some of the tribes define and specify 
the mamner in which they shall be paid—in some cases to 
the chiefs, in some in such manner as the proper authori- 
ties of the tribe shall direct, and in others as the tribe shall 
direct. Hence the regulations of this office of August 30, 
1847, issued pursuant to the act of March 3d of that year, 
providing for the per capita payment and distribution of 
money and goods to Indians, contained this provision: 
«<The President therefore directs, that hereafter all annu- 
‘ities and other money and goods due to the Indians be paid 
‘and distributed to heads of families, and to individuals 
¢ without families, entitled to participate therein unless a dif- 
t ferent mode of payment or distribution is expressly required 
© by treaty stiyulation.”? In all such cases as the latter the 
Indians have uniformly been averse to any other mode of 
payment than that so prescribed or provided for. It is un- 
necessary for me to undertake to show the evil results that 
must flow from the Government setting the Indians the ex- 
ample of disregarding plain and direct stipulations and re- 
quirements of our treaties with them. Ifnot observed by 
us, we cannot expect them to be by those people. 

‘The regulations to which I have referred made another 
important exception, as follows: ‘It is not intended by the 
‘directions herein contained to debar the Indians from set- 
‘ting apart such portions of their annuities as they may sce 
< proper tor purely charitable purposes or for such national 
“objects as may be calculated to improve their condition 
“and to advance their general welfare, such as schools, and 
“the encouragement of agriculture and the mechanic arts,°? 
&e. Such appropriations, in some instanees of consid- 
erable amounts, have been made by a number of the tribes 
of portions of their annuities, which the section referred to 


would prevent by requiring all to be paid over to the Indians | 


in person or per capita. 

In regard to some of the amounts annually appropriated 
under treaty stipulations, the Presidentis invested with a 
discretion either to cause them to be paid over in money or 
to be applied to beneficial objects tending to improve the 
condition of the Indians and to advance them in civiliza- 
tion. In most, if not all such cases, the amounts have been 
so applied, and with the bestresults. To change this course 
of policy and pay the money to the Indians, as would be 
required by the section in question, would be exceedingly 
unfortunate, ifnot in the highest degree pernicious. Para- 
doxical as the statement may seem, the less an Indian re- 
ceives in money, as a general ruie, the better he is off. 

The seventeenth section of the trade and intercourse act 
of June 30th, 1834, provides, that depredations committed 
by Indians upon our citizens shall be paid for out of their 
annuities. This provision, which operates as a strong pre- 
ventive of such depredations, would be overturned by the 
section under consideration, requiring as it would, the pay- 
ment of every dollar of annnity to the Indians. The result 
would be, not only that such depredations would doubtless 
become more numerous, but an obligation would be im- 
posed upon the Government to pay them out of the national 
‘Treasury, as in cases of depredations committed by Indians 
who have no annuities. 

With respect to that part of the section which has refer- 
ence to agents being interested in contracts, and requiring 
them to make oath that they do not hold, nor are interested 
in any such contracts, I am confident f do nothing more 
thav justice to the gentlemen atthe head of the Department 
and this office in saying, that they would instantly dismiss, 
or report to the President for dismissal, any agent holding, 
or interested in any such contract, on that fact becoming 
knewn to them. And any agent who would be so far cor- 


. 


rupt and reckless as to disregard his oath of office and the 
penalties of his bond as to enter into, or be concerned in 
any such contract, would be but litile, if at all, restrained 
or influenced by an oath without any penalty, such as that 
required by the section in question. 

Another objection to the section is the delay it would 
occasion in the transmission of the funds required for early 
payment and expenditure. None can be remitted till the 
required oath shall have been taken and filed: in the De- 
partment of the Interior, which, with respect.to more re- 
mote agents, will require a period of at least from four to 
six months. Such delay must inevitably give rise to the 
most serious inconvenience and embarrassment to the pub- 
lic service and the Indians. 

With respect to any modification of the system, I would 
respectfully remark, that I have none to recommend or 
suggest. The existing laws and regulations being, in my 
judgment, amply sufficient to protect both the Indians and 
the Government. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

CHARLES E, MIX, 
Acting Commissioner ad interim. 
Hon. R. W., Jonnson, 
Chairman Committee Indian Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. ORR. My amendment meets every objec- 
tion and difficulty suggested in the letter. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The Commit- 
ees of Ways and Means and Indian Affairs are 
satisfied that this thing should be stricken out. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Orr’s 


amendment, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I call for tellers upon the 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. JOHNSON. The amendment which is 
placed there does not reach but one class of cases. 
There are at least five. I hope the committee will 
vote the section down. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must be 
aware that debate is out of order. By unanimous 
consent, the various amendments were read, upon 
which the question was to be taken without debate. 
The question is now upon concurring with those 
amendments as they have been amended. 

Mr. FITCH. To show the inconvenience, not 
to say absurdity of this thing, I will offer the fol- 
lowing amendment. 


And the Secretary of the Interior shall take a similar 
oath, to be filed with the President, and the President shall 
lake a similar one, to be laid before Congress, before he 
approves any appropriations for Indians, and each and 
every member of Congress shall take a similar one before 
voting on any such appropriation. 


Mr. ORR. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the 
Chair, the amendment is not in order, as it is not 
consistent with the question. The gentleman can 
make an amendment which would be in order. 

Mr. FITCH. Ido not see how it is inconsist- 
ent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decides the 
amendment out of order. 

Mr. BISSELL. I would like to inquire of those 
gentlemen who have especial charge of this bill 
if it is intended to get through with it and pags it 
in committee? If so, I am content to sit here; but 
if not, I think the committee should rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now before 
the committee is upon agreeing with the amend- 
ments of the Senate, which have been read. ` 

Mr., HALL. Iaska separate vote upon this 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. HALL] asks a separate vote upon the 
last amendment of the Senate as amended. The 
Chair, then, upon the previous understanding of 
the committee, will put the question upon all the 
other amendments as they have been reported. 
The question now is upon the last amendment of 
the Senate as amended by the amendment of the 


: gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr.] | 


The question was taken; and, upon a division 
there were—ayes 65, noes 36; no quorum voting. 

Mr. HART demanded tellers; and they were 
ordered. 

Mr. FITCH. If it is in order now, I desire to 
make an amendment, which will make this thing 
less obnoxious. I presume that no member of 
the committee desires to embarrass the bureau in 


i the honest discharge of duty. As this question 


now stands, it will have that effect. I propose to 
insert in the amendment of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, (Mr. Orr,] which reads, “ except 
where they may conflict with existing treaties,” 
the following: * or the instructions of the Depart- 
ment heretofore acted upon inthe payment of this 
money.” If you desire to get clear of the present 
manner of payment to the Indians, you must do 
itin some other than the sweeping manner pro- 
posed in this section, or do injustice to the Indians. 


HE 


feao r 


PUBLISHE 


D AT WASHI 
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amendment to an amendment which has been | 


adopted ? 

The CHAIRMAN. It isanamendment to the 
secilon as amended, and the Chair thinks it is in 
order. 

Mr. FITCH. There are other questions to 
which I wish to call the attention of the commit- 
tee. For instance, the Choctaws are in the receipt 
of annuities, one of $3,000, and another of $600. 
They numbersome 12,000 people. Do you desire 
the agents to go throngh the farce of portioning 
out this money in sums of a fraction of a cent per 
head? You compel them to do it by this amend- 
ment. The whole section, though laudable in its 
object, will be evil in its effect. We should be 
cautious in legislating upon matters of importance 
in ignorance of the effect of our action. Gentle- 


men who move and support amendments of such |} 


character, should understand all their bearings be- 


fore they attempt to force them to become the legal | 
I trust that gentlemen will i 


acts of the country. 
shape this matter in a form different from that it 
now possesses, or not adopt it. 
desire payments per capita, of sums which the In- 


dians have requested to be set aside, in council, || 2 
{| tion for educational and agricultural purposes may 


for special purposes. They do not wish such 


sums to he thus diverted. Why not permit their |i 


wishes to prevail? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
a single statement to the House. 

Mr. ORR. Does the gentleman oppose the 
amendment? 

Mr. JOHNSON. Ido. Twishtomakea calm 
statement to the House. If 1 am wrong, I hope 
I shall not prevail. If I make it clear that I am 
right, and every one can see it, then I think gen- 
tlemen will not accept that provision placed there 
by the Senate. We will take, for instance, the 
effect of that upon along-established policy of this 
Government in regard to the Indians, which is this: 
that when they have committed depredations—I 
am opposed to amending this in any way at all 
for the purpose of bringing it to a direct vote— 
that their annuities shall he made liable to pay the 
damages. 

What will be the effect of this section? To re- 
peal that act so far as it makes the Indian annu- 


ities lable for the depredations that the Indians | 
i| allowed to proceed. 


commit, and the wrongs that they do, and to com- 
pel the Government of the United States to pay 
for any depredations that may be committed. The 
Cherokees are highly civilized. 


They punish | 


i 
| 
j 
| 
i 
| 
' 
' 
i 
i 
l 
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We should not |) en, d 
; becomes of the appropriations for educational or | 


I wish to make |} 


crime and enforce contracts as well as any white | 


nation. They have their appropriations fixed on 


the arrival of their annuities, on which they are: 


now issuing scrip, the value of which depends 
upon the regularity of our appropriations. 
Mr. FITCH. [ desire to modify my amend- 


ment, by inserting in leu of the words * usages | 
of the Department,” the words ‘‘ rules and regu- | 


lations of the Department.” 

The question was then taken on Mr. Fircu’s 
amendment, and it was not agreed to. 

Mr. HALL. 
by adding to it the words ‘‘except when in the 


opinion of the President of the United States it | 


may be proper to pay the money in some other 
way. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I am a little surprised at the re- 
marks made by the gentleman from Indiana, [Mr. 
Fitcn,] with reference to the friends of the amend- 
ment of the Senate. That gentleman must know 
that only a few years ago all the Indian annuities 
were paid according to the directions of the chiefs, 
and that the Congress of the United States found 
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I move to amend the amendment, | 
li gentleman on more occasions than one, discours- : 
ing very learnedly and eloquently upon Indian 

affairs; and whilst I would not choose to reflect í 
upon him any more than he has upon me, I desire , 


| that under that mode of payment the Indians were 


| so imposed upon that we passed an act, the gen- | 
eral effect of which was to require these moneys | 
to be paid to the Indians per capite. Since then : 


the beneficial effects of that act have been admitted 
by everybody. Now, almost every Indian agent, 
and the Superintendent of Indian Affairs, in my 
own State, protest against the Government of the 
United States paying these moneys even to claim 
agents. They insist that these moneys, when 
appropriated, shall go, as far as the treaty stipu- 
lations will admit, and the Indian intercourse law, 
directly to the Indians per capita. 

But, say the gentlemen from Arkansas and In- 
diana, and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, if 
these provisions are passed, the Indian intercourse 
law will be repealed. Now, with all due defer- 
ence, I say that such is not the fact. This amend- 


priated in this bill, and I am not aware of a single 
claim against these Indians for depredations; not 
one, 
dians, the Indian intercourse law will still be en- 
forced, and those depredations may be saved out 
of the annuities due to the Indians. The Indian 
intercourse law will not be affected at all by the 
passage of this amendment, for the very reason 
which I have stated, that 1 have no knowledge of 
any claim for depredations against these Indians. 
That argument, then, of the gentleman is a mere 
bugbear, set up, it appears to me, without any 
good foundation; the only effect it can have will 
be to frighten us out of doing what J believe our 
i duty to the Indians requires us to do. 


» But, say the gentlemen, if it is passed, what 
agricultural purposes? Why, still the appropria- 


be taken, as at present, from the annuities. The 
i small amounts provided for in this bill, which 


may properly be paid to the Indians per capita. 
The annuities may be paid to the Indians per cap- 
ita, except where the President of the United 
States may otherwise direct. 

Mr. ORR. I am opposed to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Missouri, although I was 
very much gratified to hear the opinion that he 


ment, and the one which I had the honor to intro- 
duce. My purpose now, however, is to notice 


are ignorant upon these subjects attempting 


tleman from Missouri. 
Mr. FITCH. I hope the gentleman will be 


Mr. ORR, 
that amendment. 


I expect to apply my remarks to 


Well, sir, living east of the Blue Ridge, I do not 
profess to haveany great knowledge of the Indian 
character or of Indian intercourse; but since I have 
been a member of this House, I have seen enough 
i of the impositions practiced by agents upon that 
| class in this country, to induce me, from consid 
erations of humanity and philanthropy, to raise 
whatever barriers I can between the Indians and 
the attorneys, who are fleecingthem and enriching 
themselves. 


intelligence. Now, I have heard that honorable 


tleman a single clearly-defined idea upon the subject 
of our Indianrelations. Itisa grave charge which 
the gentleman makes—ignorance. Where does 
itapply, and to whom? The Senate of the Uni- 
ted States have adopted the amendment. Their 
Committee on Indian Affairs in the first place rec- 


If depredations be committed by these In- | 


expressed with reference to the Senate’s amend- | 


The gentleman from Indiana | 
regretted very much to see such an exhibition. ; 


to say that I have never yet received from thatgen- | 


ment only relates to the particular moneys appro- |; 


i 


| 


j 
i 


1 
i 
i 
| 
H 
| 


| 
| 


| very briefly, the very extraordinary speech of the : 
; gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Firen.] Thegen- | 
tleman spoke of his regret at seeing those who |! 


| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South i 
| Carolina is aware of the rules of debate, and must | 


confine his remarks to the amendment of the gen- |} : 1 
| thirds of the money, leaving him the skin and 


| 
| 
i 
| 


i 
i 


But the gentleman makes pretensions to great | 


i 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


i 


were, in general, extraordinary appropriations, |} 


| so sensitive. 
‘| fessing to verdancy—we have a vecord. 


| ommended it, the Senate adopted it, 


and from in- 
dications here, a majority of the House are in 
favor of it; and yet, we are to be arraigned by 
the intelligent gentleman from Indiana, for our 


| 

| ignorance. Well, sir, it may be so, but I must 
| confess that if taking care of those who are unable 
to take care of themselves is an evidence of soft- 
| ness or greenness, I acknowledge to the charge, 
and T trust that the charge may always be made 
against me. When people who are unable to take 
| care of themselves come within my charge as a 
legislator, I shall never fail to render to them what- 
ever assistance lies within my power. Why, 
there is scarcely a claim that passes here but what 
the agent receives a large proportion—one third, 
in many instances, or one half of the whole sum 


‘| appropriated. 


The gentleman himself has referred to a charge 
made on the floor of the Senate, that one of the 
members of this House was to receive a large sum 
out of one of the appropriations that we ourselves 
passed in this bill. Now, when such charges as 
that ave made, not only againstagents, but against 


| members of the House of Representatives, I am 


willing to go even further than the amendment 
which the Senate have adopted; I would be will- 
ing to say that members of Congress shall not be 
allowed to have an interest in such claims. 

Mr. HALL. I withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. VENABLE. f renew the amendment of 
the gentleman from Missouri, and desire to say a 
few words. Ishall not occupy my five minutes. 
Í think the amendment of the gentleman from 
Missouri a very sensible one. 1 believe that the 
amendment of the Senate with the amendment of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orn,] 
and the amendment which was suggested by the 
gentleman from Missouri, will completely protect 
the Indians from the grossest outrages that ever 
have been committed upon a poor, oppressed, and 
downtrodden people. 

In the five years that I have been a member of 
this Congress, claim agents have stood around like 
buzzards around the carcass of a dead horse, 
Whenever a poor Indian gets a claim allowed him 
they pounce down upon him, and one fourth, one 
half, or %wo thirds of the money falls into the 
hands of these men, who profess to be his friends 
andagents. They have even filed caveats. 

I heard of a case the other day in which a claim 
agent in this city filed his caveat with the Depart- 
ment, and a portion of the claim was withheld for 
his fee. The poor Indian comes here with a just 
claim against the Government. Te falls into the 
hands of a set of borers and claim agents, and 
when atlast tardy justice is done him, and hisclaim 
is allowed, these claim agents pounce down upon 
him, fix their talons in him, and carry off two 


bones, teeth and toe-nails. 

Sir, we ought to protect the poor Indian. We 
know he is a savage. We know heis improvi- 
dent. We profess to bea Christian people and 
his guardians, and yet we place him in a position 
that when we pay him thet which he is entitled to 
under our treaty, itall falls into the hands of those 


i who hangaround bim,and rob him of all the Gov- 


ernment has given bhim. 

Mr. FITCH. 1am opposed to the amendment 
of the gentleman from North Carolina. The gen- 
tleman from South Carolina need not have been 
There was no necessity of his con- 
But my 
charge of ignorance to which he excepts, was not 
specially designed for him by any means, nor for 
the House, nor yet for the Senate. If for indi- 
vidual members of both, neither propricty ror the 
rules will permit me to locate it. 

An amendment of such a sweeping character as 
this may be, and in this instance we know it will 
be, productive of seriously injurious effects—effects 
which will be charged to carelessness or ignorance; 
and neither should be permitted to contro] legisla- 
tion, With all due respect to my friend from 
South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] a concentration of 
the mind upon one idea or subject, is often pro- 


ductive of injury in other matters by rendering us 
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blind or inattentive to them. The idea in the in- 
stance of this amendment, was to protect the In- 
dians against attorneys. So far, it was all right 
and laudable; but the Senate have made it so 
sweeping, that instead of protecting them solely 
against attorneys, it seeks to protect them against 
themselves, and compels them to receive money 
in a different manner from what they desire; in a 
different manner from what the Government has 
heretofore, at request of the Indians, paid it to | 
them; in a different manner from that contemplated | 
by our intercourse laws; and in a different man- 
ner-from that prescribed by the rules and regula- 
tions of the Department, which rules and regula- 
tions have been framed according to law; in a 
different manner from what the wants and inter- 
ests of the Indians dictate. My friend from 
Missouri stated that the effect of this provision 
was temporary. I understood him to say that it 
only applied to this bill. 

Mr. HALL. I understood that to be its ef- 
fect. 

Mr. FITCH. If such is the case, the amend- 
ment is Jess exceptionable; but if found to be 
designed as a part of the permanent statutes of 
the country, it ought not to be adopted. If it is 
applicable only to this bill, its evils will be limited 
to this year. It conflicts with our treaties; it 
conflicts with our Indian intercourse laws; and it 
conflicts with the expressed and well-understood 
wishes of the Indians themselves. The gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Orr] says, he has 
never been much enlightened by me upon the sub- 
ject of our Indian relations. If so, it may be my 
misfortune—it may be his fault. There are eyes 
which will not see the right, and ears which are 
impervious to reason. 

Mr. CARTTER. 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speak- 
er having resumed the chair, the chairman reported | 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union 
generally under consideration, and particularly 
House bill No. 43, being the Indian appropriation | 
bill, and had come to no conclusion thereon. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I rise to a priv- 
ileged question. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope I shall be allowed to 
say that we are bound to lose some of the appro- 
priation bills, unless we progress with business 
more rapidly than we are now doing. œ 

Mr. CARTTER. I rise to a privileged ques- 
tion, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman cannot make 
that motion while the gentleman from Alabama is 
upon the floor, 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
House. 


I move that the committee 


I was going to appeal to the 


Mr. CARTTER. I call thegentleman to order. | 


He is appealing to the House. [Laughter] 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest to 


the gentleman from Alabama, that discussion is | 


not in order, unless he makes some proposition to 
the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That is what I was trying 
to do. I want to propose that the House meet to- 
night. We cannot get through with the necessary 
business of the session unless we progress more 
rapidly. I move that the House take a recess till 
seven o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CARTTER. J object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr.CARTTER. Is it in order to move that the 
House do now adjourn? 

The SPEAKER. That motion 
order. i 

Mr. CARTTER. Well, sir, I submit it. 

Mr. STANTON. [insist that Iam entitled to 
the floor. I rose to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s privileged 
question cannot take precedence of a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I demand the 
yeas and nays upon the motion to adjourn. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 


The question was then taken, and the “motion 


was agreed to—ayes 50, noes 29. 
And the House adjourned till to-morrow at 
eleven o’clock, a. m. 


is now in; 
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On the motion of. Mr. Maneum the reading of 
the Journal was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate, 
relative to the trade of the British North American 
Colonies with the United States and other parts 
of the world; which was ordered to be laid on the 
table and printed. 

A motion to print five thousand additional copies 
was referred'to the Committee on Printing. 


PETITION. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented a memorial of a com- 
mittee of the corporation of the City of Washing- 
ton, praying an appropriation to repair the present 
bridge across the Potomac, or torebuild one on or 
near its present site. 

A motion by Mr. SHIELDS to print the above- 
named memorial was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 

On motion by Mr. FISH, it was 

Ordered, That Lydia Ann Mills have leave to withdraw 
her petition and papers. 

REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on the 


Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial of |! 


John G. Camp, late marshal for the middle dis- 
trict of Florida, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. The report was ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. FELCH, from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to which were referred the statement of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
the opinion of the Attorney General of the United 
States, relating to the several conflicting claims of 
Randolph Coyle, John Delafield, and the city of 
Cincinnati, to certain Jands, submitted a report, 
accompanied by a bill to settle the title to certain 
lands in the city of Cincinnati, Ohio; which was 
read and passed to the secondreading. Thereport 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was 
referred the bill to regulate the surveying and sale 
of islands belonging to the United States tn certain 
cases, reported it back without amendment, with 
a recommendation that the bill do not pass, the 
committee deeming that there has been sufficient 
legislation thereon already. 

Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion of Mr. 
Brieut, for the printing of one thousand additional 
copies of certain documents relating to the memo- 
rial of the Hon. Davi L. Yuzs, reported that 
the same be not printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred the motion to print five thousand ad- 
ditional copies of the annual report of the Regents 
of the Smithsonian Institution, reported in favor of 
printing the same, and that two thousand copies 
thereof be for the use of the Institution; which 
was agreed to. 

NAVY-YARD AT NEW ORLEANS. 

Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the memorial of cer- 
tain citizens of New Orleans, offering to sell a site 
for a navy-yard, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and submitted the following 
resolution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested 
to ascertain, through an examination to be made by the 
senior naval officer at New Orleans, with such other naval 
officers of not less than the grade of a lieutenant, as may 
then be in New Orleans, in connection with the command- 
ing officer of the navy-yard at Pensacola, whether, in case 
a navy-yard shall hereafter be established at or near the 
said city of New Orleans, the property offered by R. B. 
Sumner, and others, as a site for said navy-yard and depot, 
is peculiarly adapted to the purpose, and to ascertain what 
are the best terms on which itcan be obtained from the 
present owners, with all other details, for a purchase, sub- 
ject to the consideration and action that may be taken there- 
on at the next session of Congress; the Secretary being fur- 


ther requested to report to Congress, in. accordance with 
this resolution, by the lst Monday in December next. 


PRINTING OF CONGRESS DURING RECESS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Printing 
have directed me to report a joint resolution, rela- 


ting to the printing of Congress during the recess, 
which I ask may be considered at this time. 

The joint resolution was read a first and second 
time by unanimous consent, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the 
Secretary of the Senate, Clerk of the House, and 
Clerk of the Committee on Printing, shall be em- 
powered to examine, audit, and pass upon all ac- 
counts for printing and binding during the recess 
of the present Congress, in the same mamner as is 
done by the Committee on Printing during the 
session of Congress. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, and ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading. 


COMPENDIUM OF PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The same committee, to 
which was referred a resolution in relation to the 
printing of a compendium of the President’s mes- 
sage and the accompanying documents, have 
directed me to report back the same with an amend- 
ment. My colleagueis very desirous that it should 
be put upon its passage at this time. 

Mr. BRADBURY. [I ask that it may be con- 
sidered at this time. The amendment that is re- 
ported by the committee obviates the objections 
which were urged to the original resolution. It 
simply provides that the reports of the heads of 
Departments shall be printed with the usual re- 
ports of the heads of Bureaus, and also a compen- 
dium of reports of the heads of Bureaus, in order 
to enable us, at the commencement of the session, 
to print the usual number of documents, and 
instead of an extra number, to have the means of 
printing a compendium. It will save hundreds of 
thousands of dollars ina few years. 

The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the joint resolution. 

The amendment reported is as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be requested to cause tobe 
laid before the Senate, at the commencement of the next 
session, witb the annual reports of the heads of the Depart- 
ments, and the accompanying reports of the chiefs of bu- 
reaus, an abstract or compendium also of said Jast-named 
reports; anda like abstract or compendium of the reports 
of the Secretary of the Treasury on the finances, and on 
commerce and navigation, together with the full report 
thereon, to facilitate the preparation of a compendium of 
the annual public documents. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would inquire if this con- 
templates the printing of the compendium? 

Mr. BRADBURY. No, sir. i 

Mr. BORLAND. I would suggest, to make 
the work valuable at the beginning of the next 
session of Congrəss, which will be short, that it 
ought to be printed, 

Mr. BRADBURY. I am aware of that, but it 
would lead to an objection, and we can do that 
hereafter. 

Mr. BADGER. That amendment proposes te 
direct the President to have prepared a compen- 
dium or abstract of the report on commerce and 
navigation. Thatreport does not come to us from 
the President. It is not sent by him at all, but is 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury under the 
law. 

Mr. BRADBURY. [It only directs him to have 
that prepared, with the full report. 

Mr. HALE. Is this a joint resolution which 
the committee has reported ? 

The PRESIDENT. A joint resolution was re- 
ported, was referred to thecommittee, and has been 
reported with an amendment. 

Mr. BRADBURY. It was intended to make it 
simply a Senate resolution, so that the Senate 
might try the experiment. I therefore propose to 
amend the title by striking out “ joint.’”. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the report of the 
committee is to strike out the whole resolution, 
and insert the amendment. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to remind the Chair that 
he once decided in my case that that could not be 
done. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is still under 
the impression that the joint resolution will have to 
be laid on the table, to enable the Senate to pro- 
ceed to consider the simple resolution which is re- 
ported. The Chair has not changed his opinion. 

Mr. BRADBURY. By unanimous consent, 
this resolution may be adopted as reported from 
the committee. [ask that that may be done. 

The PRESIDENT. If such is the pleasure of 
the Senate, the joint resolution will be laid on the 
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table, and the question be on adopting the resolu- 
tion reported by the committee. 

The joint resolution was then ordered to lie on 
the table, and the resolution reported by the com- 
mittee was adopted. 


BANKING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. FISH, by unanimous consent, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a bill to authorize the 
business of banking in the District of Columbia, 
and to regulate the issuing and circulation of notes 
as money; which was read and passed to’the sec- 
ond reading. 

On motion by Mr. FISH, the bill was ordered 
to be printed. 


CAPTAIN STANSBURY’S REPORT. 


Mr. BRODHEAD submitted the following res- | 


olution for consideration; which was agreed to: 
Resolved, That, instead of the distribution of Captain 


Stansbury’s report, heretofore ordered by the Senate, there | 
be furnished to the Topographical Bureau three hundred | 


copies; to the Smithsonian Institution one hundred copies ; 
and to Captain Stansbury two hundred copies. 


BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS PASSED. 
The following engrossed bill and joint resolu- 


tions were severally read a third time, and passed: | 


An act to establish certain post routes; 


Joint resolution authorizing the settlement of | 


the accounts of James Pool; and a 

Resolution for bringing to this country the re- 
mains of William T. Barry, late Minister to Spain 
from the United States, 


OCEAN MAIL TRANSPORTATION. 


The bill from the House of Representatives 
making appropriations for the transportation of 
the Umted States mail by ocean steamers during 
the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1853, was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Haves, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it had passed the following bills 
from the Senate: 

An act to provide for a tri-monthly mail from 
New Orleans to Vera Cruz, via Tampico and 
back, in steam vessels; 

An act for the relief of the Wilmington and 
Manchester Railroad Company. 

Also, that it had passed a bill making appropri- 
ations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., 
and providing for the erection and establishment 
of the same, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 


MARGARET L. WORTH. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill 
for the relief of Margaret L. Worth. 

The amendment of the House is to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 


“ That the Secretary of the Interior be and he is hereby 
directed to place the name of Mrs. Margaret L. Worth, 
widow of the late General Worth, upon the pension roll, at 


the rate of thirty dollars permonth, to commence on the 7th | 


day of May, 1849, and to continue for five years: Provided, 
That in case of the death or marriage of said Margaret L. 
Worth before the expiration of said five years, the pension 
for the remainder of the time shall be paid to the children of 
the said General Worth, if there be any under the age of 
sixteen years, and if there he no children under the age of 
sixteen, the said pension shall cease. ”? 

Mr. BORLAND. I would be glad to havea 
vote upon that, if it could be done at this time. I 
I hope that we will refuse to concur in the amend- 
ment of, the House. The bill, in the form in 
which it passed the Senate, passed here twice 
almost unanimously. The last time there were 
five votes against it. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
sent to lay it over until to-morrow. 
then have time to examine it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. fam informed that the bill 
will be lost, if it is sent back to the House. Al- 
though the pension is not so much as it ought to 
be, if we send it back it will be lost. It is better 
to have half a loaf than no bread. I would sug- 
gest, therefore, that we agree to the amendment, 
and hereafter we can endeavor to make it better. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. I think that my friend 
from Hlinois is mistaken. 1 think the bill will 
pass in the House, if we disagree with the amend- 
ment. After that amendment was passed by the 
House, it was agreed by those who had opposed 


I hope the Senate will con- 
Senators can 


j it to reconsider the vote. But it was too late, and 
they regretted it. I believe they will pass the bill 
to give her $50 a month, if we send it back. 

Mr. HUNTER. I want to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the civil and diplomatic bill. I there- 
fore move to lay this bill on the table. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


The Senate then refused to concur in the amend- 
ment of the House. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. I move to take up the civil 
and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to ask a question. 
! When can I submit a motion to go into Executive 
session with a probability that it will be agreed 
to? Ido not wish to interfere with this bill, but 
itis really necessary that I should do justice to 
the President, and to certain nominations that have 
to be acted on. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is important that we should 
get through with the civil and diplomatic bill to- 
day. If we get through with it early enough, we 
can go into Executive session afterwards. If not, 
we can do it to-morrow. I presume that will be 
time enough. 

Mr. BUTLER. Let it be so understood then. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to know what effect 
this motion will have upon the Florida contested- 
| election case, which was made the special order 
| for one o’clock to-day? That matter ought to 
have been settled, in my judgment, long since. It 
| was a very great impropriety in the Senate to have 
suffered it to remain so long undecided. I shall be 
compelled to vote against taking up the civil and 
diplomatic bill, if it interferes with that, because I 
hold that it is the duty of the Senateat this session 
to decide the case. 

Mr. MALLORY. Ido not wish to saya sin- 
i gle word upon the subject, and certainly did not 
expect to do so; but I appeal to my friend from 
Virginia to abstain from his motion, if the dis- 
cussion upon the bill is to continue after the hour 


elapsed since the case came before the Senate. 
Throughout every moment of these nine months, 
I have been anxious for a decision of the matter. 
Every Senator knows that as long as it remains 
suspended, the usefulness of one of the Repre- 
sentatives on this floor for Florida must be im- 
paired; and if not justice to myself, justice to the 
State of Florida, which I represent, demands that 
the question should be settled. The select com- 
mittee which was appointed from this body upon 
į the contested election have unanimously reported, 
and I apprehend that not five minutes will be 
taken up in the discussion of it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It is due to the contestant 
also to say, that he has also been here the whole 
time waiting very anxiously. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It was on my motion that this 
case was made the special order for to-day at one 
o’clock, and I have no doubt that we can at that 
hour proceed to its consideration, even if we should 
take up the civil and diplomatic bill now. If we 


objection to taking up the resolution reported 
from the committee on the election case at one 
o’clock, and to dispose of it to-day if possible. I 
hope, therefore, the Senator from California will 
waive his objection to taking up the civil and dip- 
lomatic bill now. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to say, that if the res- 
olution reported by the select committee is to come 
up to-day, I must ask the Senate to allow me to 
call up the resolution to allow the contestant in 


stance, as I did not then understand that this day 
had been appointed for the consideration of the 
subject, in order that the sense of the Senate may 
be expressed upon it. 


Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, 
to consider the bill making appropriations for the 
civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
| for the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1853. 


of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


amendment on the subject. 


of one o’clock, when I hope the election case will | 
be taken up and decided. Nine months have | 


take up that bill now I hope there will be no | 


| Mr. RUSK. Last evening, under the direction | 


| 
i 
t 
t 
i 


the election case, offered by my friend from Florida, |. 
[Mr. Morron,] and laid upon the table at my in- | 


Mr. Hunrer’s motion was agreed to, and the | 


Roads, [offered an amendment to the bill providing |) 
for an additional Assistant Postmaster General. ; 
The Senator from Indiana desires to offer an | 


Mr. BRIGHT. I move to add the following 
at the end of the bill: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Assistant 
Postmaster Generals shall hereatter be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, and shall receive, each, a salary of $3,000 per annum. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The following amendment of the Committee on 
Finance, which was passed over informally, next 
came up for consideration. To insert in the bill: 

“To enable the President of the United States to make 
compensation to the Spanish Consul, and other subjects of 
Spain, residing at New Orleans, and subjects of Spain at 
Key West, for losses sustained by violeuce in the year 
1851, arising from intelligence then recently received at 
those places of the execution of certain persons at Havana 
who had recently invaded the Island of Cuba, $25,000: 
Provided, that before the payments are made under this 
appropriation, the President of the United States shall cause 
an investigation to be made of such alleged losses, and that 
the sum, together with the reasonable costs of the investi- 
gation, shall be paid on the certificate of the Secretary of 
State that the same are proven to the satisfaction of the 
President.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee, which 

had been passed over, was to insert the following: 

“Vor finishing the grading, manuring, planting, finishing 

| the roads and walks, graveling, and laying gutters along the 

margin of the same, and repairing the fence of the Smith- 
sonian Square, $13,200.77 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by striking out ‘*$13,200,” and inserting 
“< $16,760.” 

p 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

“he next amendment of the committee was 
_ Th t amendment of th tt to 
insert the following: 

“ For defraying the expenses incurred in the improvement, 
and for embellishing the triangular space ov the north side 
of Pennsylvania zveme, between Thirteenth and Four- 
teenth streets, 150.» 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to amend that by 
striking out $5,150,” and inserting “ $5,805,” to 
make it correspond with the estimate. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the bill the following words— 
| “Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That no person 
! hereafter, who holds or shall hold any office under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, whose salary orannual com- 
pensation shall amount to the sum of $2,500, shall receive 


HI compensation for discharging tue duties of any other of 
i 


fice”— 
and int in lieu thereof— 

“Suc. 9. 4nd he it further enacted, hat where the min- 
isterial officers of the United States have or shall incur ex- 
traordinary expense in executing the laws thereof, the pay- 
ment of which is notspecifically provided for, the President 
of the United States is authorized to allow the payment 
| thereof, under the special taxation of the district or circuit 
court of the district in which the said services have been or 
| shall be rendered-—to be paid from the appropriation for de- 
fraying the expenses of the judiciary.” 

Mr. SUMNER. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by adding to it the following: 

Provided, That no such allowance shall be authorized 
for expenses incurred in executing the act of September 18, 
1850, forthe surrender of fugitives from service or labor, 
which said act is hereby repealed. 

Mr. SUMNER addressed the Senate in support 
of his amendment for three hours and three-quar- 
| ters, and a debate ensued thereon, in which Messrs. 
| CLemens, Baperer, Donex of lowa, Hare, Doue- 
į LAS, WELLER, Cuaseu, Rusx, Toucey, BRADBURY, 
| Hunrer,Jamus, BRIGHT, COOPER, BUTLER, BROD- 
| HEAD, Prarr, Mason, and Cass took part, and 
| which will be found in the Appendix. 
| The amendmentto the amendment was rejected 
: by the following vote: 

YEAS—Messrs. Chase, Hale, Sumner, and Wade—4. 

NAYS—M s. Adams, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Borland, 
Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, Butler, Cass, Charl- 


i ton, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, De Saussure, 


| Dodge of Iowa. Douglas, Felch, Fish, Geyer, Gwin. Ham- 


i 
! n ` pa 
i} lin, Houston, Hunter, James. Jones of Towa, King, Mallory, 


: Mangum, Mason, Meriwether, Miller, Morton, Pearce, 
: Pratt, Rusk, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Toucey, 
Inderwood, Upham, Walker, and Weller—47. 

|! The amendment of the committee was then 
; adopted. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to offer the following amend- 
| ment as an additional section: 

“Sec. — And be it further enacted, That the provis- 
ions contained in the fourth section of the act entided ‘An 
i act to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
| service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1853,’ be 
| and the same are hereby repealed.” 


GLOBE. 


August 26, 


Comptroller. 
provision was made: 
“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no estimate or 
appropriation of money in any bil making appropriations 
shall authorize the payment of any increased pay, allow- 
ance, or compensation in. any form whatever beyond the 
Amount. prescribed by law in any case, unless there shall 
‘first be a specific direction for such‘extra payment, desig- 
nating the officers to whom such extra payment shall be 
made.?? 

lt appears that the operation of that provision 
reaches. much further than was intended by the 
mover of it originally. { am informed by the 
First Comptroller that it cuts off salaries which 
a great many clerks have been receiving for a long 
time past. For instance, there is a chief clerk, 
receiving a salary of $1,500 by law, but year after 
year he has been given a larger salary by the ap- 
propriation bills. "The committee have had no time 
to look into particular cases, and make them square 
with this section of the deficiency bill, and there- 
fore we propose to repeal it; and at the next ses- 
sion of Congress we can look into the subject, and 
make what provision may be necessary. 

Mr. HALE. As the provision of the deficiency 
bill which has been alluded to was introduced on 
my motion, I wish to make a statement. When 
I introduced it, I did not suppose it would have 
that extensive application which I understand the 
Comptroller feels himself bound to give to it. It 
was aimed at a case which the Senate will well re- 


member, where an individual had received a salary | 


greater than was provided by law upon a con- 


struction given to it by the Second Comptroller, | 


by virtue of which he paid the individual a salary 
basing his right to receive it upon the estimates; 
and inasmuch as the appropriation was as much 
as the estimate, the Comptroller said that Congress 
must be presumed to have meant to give him that 
sum. It was that abuse which I wished to reach. 


As the honorable chairman of the Committee on j; 


Finance is in favor of carrying out the provision 
as far as I intended it, and as it seems that the 
Comptroller has given it a much widera plication 
than it was supposed to be capable of, I am per- 
fectly willing, so far as I had any agency in intro- 
ducing it, that it should now be repealed, hoping 
that we may, by next session, devise some remedy 
for the evil aimed at. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Committee on Finance 
have instructed me to offer an amend ex which 
is the last one they intend to offer, to mB€rt after 
the provision providing for paying the dnnual rent 
of the building known as Winder’s Building, at 
the corner of 17th and F streets, the following: 

“ Provided, That the renting of said building shall cease 
ag soon as the Secretary of the Treasury can purchase for 
the United States, and obtain a clear tite to the said build- 
ing, fora sum not exceeding $209,000 ; and for enabling him 
to do so the sum of $260,400 is hereby appropriated, to be 


paid out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated.”’ 


Mr. CLARKE. 


l have a very decided objec- 


tion to the amendment which has been offered by | 


my honorable friend from Maryland. It will be 


recollected that some two years since, in one of || 


the appropriation bills, there was a provision made 


for hiring this building at a rent of about $21,000 | 


ayear. It was then said that it was necessary 


in order to accommodate the public offices at that | 


time; bat it was distinctly understood that, when- 
ever Congress should indicate its intention to make 
the necessary appropriation for building additional 
wings to the Patent Office, this building would be 
ofno further useto the Government, and that con- 
sequently, at the end of five years, its rental would 
cease. 

The building called Winder’s Building, in my 
opinion, is not such a one as the Government of 
the United States should own. It is not one that 
the Government of the United States should hold, 
as a permanent building for its publie offices. Thi 
Government. should have its own public offices, 


built under its own direction, and devoted to its | 
You hold now the office of the Sec- | 
tetary of the Interior in a building rented from an | 
individual, because Congress made no appropria- 


own uses. 


tion for erecting a public building for that Depart- 
mentoftheGovernment. A portion of the offices 
a very large portion of those attached to that De- 
partment, are now in the building which it is pro- 
posed that the Government of the United States 
shall purchase. In the bill before the Senate there 


ii Since I have been here, appropriations have re- 


|i peatedly been made for building the east wing of || 
ii the Patent Office. Objections were made to it, on |; 


| the ground that it was not wanted for the purposes 
| of the Patent Office; but, on the other hand, it was 
: said that it would be wanted for some of the public 
| offices. 
i be put up, because it would be required for the 


|! tions at that time with the then Secretary of the 
i: Interior, and from my conversations with the 
| present Secretary of the Interior, 1 know their de- 


i with the Department of the Interior should be con- 
| centrated in one place. 

© Now, you have the Department of the Interior 
| proper, in one building. The Pension Office, and 


: believe, in the building now 


|i chased; anda portion of the Land Office is some- 


| ing the western wing of the Patent Office; yet we 
i, are now asked to appropriate $200,000 for the 
|; purchase of this building. The lease of the Gov- 
| ernment already extends for it three years longer; 
i; and if, at the expiration of these three years, the 


newed. f 
1 object to this purchase, also, because this build- 


United States requires. It is built according to 


but it is one of the last buildings that ever should 


a public building. As to its efficiency and strength 
{i I know nothing. 
i| report speaks unfavorably of it. There is around 
li it no public ground. It is an isolated building 
; from the public grounds. 
| whatever with any of the public departments. If 
| the Government of the United States had no place 
| to erect buildings such as are suitable for our uses, 
| it might, perhaps, be necessary to purchase this 
| building; but while the Government has plenty of 


1 
| ground, and is making ap ropriations from year 
|| to year, for the purpose of erecting the wings of 
|| the Patent Office, this is not neeessary. 

i| Let me say to gentlemen here, that according to 
ii the original plan of the Patent Office—which was, I 
li believe, adopted by General Jackson, or at least 


| to be not only two wings to the Patent Office, but 
‘also a northern front, comparing with the present 
: southern front. ‘Whenever these buildings shall 
il have been completed, and whenever a portion of 
the deposits in the Patent Office which have been 
| brought by the Exploring Expedition shall have 


| they areintended to be placed, there will be room 
|in the Patent Office for all the models of inven- 
| tions which are required to be deposited there, 
| 
| 


| ous offices of the Department of the Interior. 

Why should this building be purchased? Let 
‘| years from this day, when the western wing of the 
| Patent Office is built, that you will abandon this 
| building, even if you purchase it at the price now 
You will abandon it as being a building 
i| totally unworthy for the Government of the Uni- 
ii ted States to own, possess, and occupy. I have 
i| not examined the building as to Ks strength and 


:| offered. 


|i efficiency, but I say it is built in such a style of | 
architecture, and is such a building as the United | 


it 
i 


States should not own. The Government has 
only taken it as a matter of necessity, it being 
i? tendered to it because it removed its archives there 
‘| from their places of deposit, and placed them in 
| one position there as a sort of partial concentra- 
tion of the various offices connected with those 
archives. 


three years to run. When it expires, you have 
nothing to do but to renew it, if, by that time, you 


with some regard to permanency and character, 
| to which you could remove your Departments. 
| But I do not look upon this proposition as being 
i the direct and proper method of legislation. A 
i| proposition is made in the bill as it comes from 


I have urged that the western wing should | 


Department of the Interior, From my conversa- į 


i sire to be that these Patent Office wings should be | 
ii built, in order that all the various offices connected : 


| some other portions of that Department, are, I | 
roposed to be pur- ! 


l; where else. In this bill provision is made for erect- |. 


|; Government should want it, the lease could be re- ! 


ing is not such a one as the Government of the | 
somebody’s taste, and whose, Heaven only knows; |} 
have been putup with the design that it should be | 


i have never examined. it, but į 


It has no connection | 


| designed under his special instructions—there were | 


| been placed in the Smithsonian Institution, where , 


and you will have plenty of space for all the vari- || 


me tell you that it will not be more than three : 


The present lease of this building, I believe, has | 


should not have your own buildings constructed `; 


|i the House, to pay the rent-of this building for | 


| the ensuing year, and to that is appended an 


it. 
its value? Do any of us know anything of the 
' value of the land? Do we know anything of the 
‘cost of the structure? Do we know anything 
li about its architectural proportions? Doweknow 
| whether it is such a building as the Government 
| of the United States should purchase as one of the 

permanent public offices for the execution of any 
i branch or portion of the executive duties? T 
|: think not. Butif a proposition be made to pur- 
: chase the building, I should like to see it comeup 
| directly, and that a committee be appointed to ex- 


amine it. Let its locality, its construction, its 
convenience, the method by which the public of- 
: fices are to be accommodated, be examined. Let 
a committee see whether it is such a building as 
this Government should purchase. I think it is 
ii not. I think that when in this bill you are making 
an appropriation of $150,000 for continuing the 
western wing of the Patent Office, which, when 
‘ built, will supersede the necessity of this building, 
there is no reason why we should purchase it. 
i For these reasons, I am opposed to the amend- 
| ment. 

| Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, the opinion 
| which I have in regard to this building 1 derive 
| from a very unanimous report made by the Com- 
ii mittee on Public Buildings of the other House. 


i There are three considerations which apply to 
| the subject. The frst is aneconomicalone, We 
i are now paying for this building a yearly rent of 
‘| $19,500, and it is indispensably necessary for the 
i service of the Government. The Government is 
; paying other rents besides this, All the rents of 
the Government in this city amount to about 
|| $32,000, of which about $19,500 are for this build- 
ing; and, I believe, at that rate, itis rather cheaper 
than any other building which the Government 
i ventsin Washington. Itis manifest, therefore, that 
if the Government isto use the building for any 
ength of time, it would save money by purchas- 
| ing it at once for $200,000 rather than paying rent 
_ every year. Isupposethat the necessity to continue 
| the renting of the building is likely to last not less 
| than eight years longer; for, although it is pro- 
| posed to finish the wings of the Patent Office, we 
| know very well that we have been told that the 
| entire wing on the east side, and a portion of that 
|| on the west side, of the Patent Office Building will 
'| be required for the use of the Patent Office, We 
i! have been told so over and over again in the re~ 
ports of the Commissioner of Patents. 

If the Governmenterects buildings near the pres- 
| ent site of the War and Navy Departments, those 
|| Departments will require them for their purposes. 
| They require greater facilities to transact the busi- 
i ness of the country now than in past years, be- 


| 
| 
i 
! 
i 
i 


cause there has been a great multiplication of pop- 
i ulation and business. The demands upon Gov- 
ernment therefore are much greater now than for- 
merly. ` 

In addition to that, if the Government bad build- 
ings of its own for the accommodation of all the 
| clerical force required in the different Departments, 
|| I hold that we should still want this building. We 
should want it as adepostory ofour public archives. 
Those archives are now for the most part kept in 
cellars, which are damp, dangerous, and destruc- 
tive to them; or else in garrets, where they are 
liable to be destroyed by fire at a moment’s warn- 
ing. We shall want a depository of the public 
archives. They increase in quantity vastly. I 
have been told that forty cart-loads of them have 
been burned up to get them out of the way; and 
1 see that the Secretary of the Treasury, in his 
report, says that the archives of that Department, 
which are of great importance, and should be pre- 
| served to the remotest period, are now kept in the 
i basement of the building, where some of them 
| have been destroyed by mildew and moisture. T 
| hold, therefore, that the Government will do weil 
i to secure this building as a depository of the pub- 
lic archives, even if it had a building sufficient to 
|| accommodate all its requisite clerical force. 

Then as to the character of this building: it was 
erected for the use of the Government—erected on 
| an understanding with the Secretary of one of the 
i| Departments, who knew the wants of the Govern- 
| ment; who knew its interests; who knew that a 
| fire-proof building was necessary for its use. [t 
i| was known that a great loss had been sustained 
| by the Government in consequence of the want of 
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such a building. This building is composed of 
materials which make it almost entirely fire-proof. 
The doors are of iron, and the stair-cases are of 
cast-iron. In regard to the solidity of the structure, 
I would say that I see attached to the report of the 
Committee on Public Buildings of the House, a 
certificate from Mr. Walter, the architect, from 
Mr. Ward, the builder, and from Mr. Mills, the 
architect, certifying to its stability. Tt is a build- 
ing, I believe, of two hundred and nine feet front | 
on the one side, and one hundred and one feet 
front on the other, and is fifty-three feet deep. 
There are in it one hundred and thirty rooms, the 
same number as in the Treasury Building. There | 
is about twice as much land as the building stands |! 
upon, and the land alone would be worth $30,000 |: 
how. There are 26,000 feet of land. The build- |) 
ing is opposite to the War and Navy Departments, | 
and will be for all time very convenient for them. | 
Colonel Graham, of the Engineer Corps, ina letter | 
appended to the House report, says: 
“The walls of the building in question are massive, and | 
they appear to be well and securely laid. f 
“£ My rooms have always been in the fourth or uppermost | 
story of the building; and 1 wilt here add, that all my as- į 
sistauts and | much preferred this story to any other part of | 
the building. | 
The stair ways, ofcast iron, are of easy slope, causing but | 
| 

| 

| 

i 

| 

i 
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|| nothing about the rent paid for it, but I do not be- 
lieve it is rented for less than it could be got fo 
elsewhere. The Department of the Interior is in 

li 


that building. The Pension Office is in Winder’s 
Building, as it is called; and some portion of the į; 
Land Office is also there. Now, [ candidly be- :. 
lieve it is time that this Government should con- 
struct its own edifices for the use of its own De- 
partments. I recollect that not more than two 
years since, an honorable gentleman, who was 
i then a member of this body, (Mr. Dickinson,) 
į opposed an appropriation for putting an additional :' 
|i wing to the Patent Office—and why? Because it | 
| was not necessary. He and I had some conten- 
tion upon the subject then, and he produced evi- |: 
dence to show that the Commissioner of Patents 
did not require any more room, and that there was 
room enough in the present building for all the 
purposes of the Patent Office. lt was then said © 
that a portion of the curiosities that have been : 
brought home by the Exploring Expedition were | 
to be taken to the Smithsonian Institution. But: 
we concluded to go on with the Patent, Office Build- 
ing. It has been gone on with, and one wing has | 
been built; and to look upon it from the outside, + 
it is a very beautiful structure. 

There is an appropriation in this bill for the ʻi 
construction of the western wing of the Patent: 
Office. For what is it wanted? The present Sec. 
| retary of the Interior has told me over and over i 
‘again, that it would be a great advantage for him | 
i to concentrate the Bureaus of his Department, and 
‘| the clerks and all the branches of it, in one build- | 
| 


litle fatigue in ascending; and here we are free from noise, 
bustle, aud dust of the streets, while in summer we enjoy |! 
the coolest bre s that pass over the city. 

“The draughtsmen engaged in my office, in the most deli- 
cate drawings, have never perceived the slightest tremor.* |! 
The building has always appeared to us firm and as steady | 
here as upon the ground toor, which is certainly a stroug 
proof of the permanency of its construction, and the solid- 
ity of its walls.”? 


This is the best proof of the solidity of the 
structure. These architects and builders testify : 


i ihg, aad he desires that the western wing of the 
Patent Office should be appropriated to the De- 
partment of the Interior. it strikes me that it is 


Í think it is wrong | 
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ght in view of the beautiful Potomac, opening 
itself broad, free, and fresh before you, and there, 


-in that ground, you have a pond, with two little 


mounds in it, in order to give it a beautiful per- 
spective. Ifthe $10,000 has been expended upon 
that, I cannot see what good has been done. An 


: appropriation has also been made for Lafayette 


Square. For that I have a great regard. It is to 


: be the place where General Jackson’s equestrian 


statue is to be erected, I have a great regard for 
that, too. There is a provision in this bill appro- 
priating $5,000 for the foundation of that work. 
That has been well done. But that square has a 
miserable fence about it, I want a good one put 
there; and yet, at the rate of expense which the 
fence on the triangular square between Thirteenth 
and Fourteenth streets has cost, it will cost you 


: more than $50,000 to fence in Lafayette Square. 


Mr. DAVIS. It will cost four dollars a foot. 
Mr. CLARKE. Let me tell you that the mere 
iron itself for that triangular square cost four dol- 
lars a foot, and then you had the foundation of 
granite to put there. 

Mr. HUNTER. What is the question before 
the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland. 
Mr. CLARKE. Lam coming to that presently. 


‘Ll generally speak to my point as closely as the 


Senator from Virginia. [Laughter.] If the fence 
around that triangular space be, as I understand 


‘it, about.six hundred feet, and if we are to appro- 


priate $5,900 for it, how far does it come from ten 
dollars afoot? Such a thing would break any man. 


Tf you pay at that rate for Lafayette Square, you 


had better look out for a raising or a lowering of 


would costthe Governmentto build it over $240,000. 

One of them says it would exceed $250,000. T| 
believe it has been economically erected; that is, Di 
helieve as little money has been expended on it as 
such a building required. l do not believe the | 
owner will make any money by selling it out to | 
the Government at the price he will receive by the | 
amendment, while I believe that the Government 

would economically do a very good thing, and at į 


that such a building, exclusive of the ground, | 
i 


pository of the public archives, even if they had 
sufficient buildings for the accommodation of the | 


i which to erect its buildings. 


a very proper place for him. 
to have him in one building, the Pension Office in ; 
another, and some other of the offices of his De- i 
partment in another. Ido not like this. 1 can- ; 
didly say I do not like—when the Government of |: 
the United States has its $15,000,000 in the Treas- | 
ury, and its three per cent. bonds worth eighty per ij 
cent.—allowing individuals, under any circum- 
stances, to build shells of buildings for it to hire, 
and then with an indirect appropriation come in 
and pay for them. The Government does not 
want this building. It has got its own lands on 
There is an appro- ' 


the tariff, in order to get some more revenue. 
[Laughter] 

In regard to this building, I think it is not expe- 
dient for the Government of the United States to 
purchase it. They have got a lease of it for three 

ears; and if the Government, with fifteen millions 
in the Treasury, and acredit unbounded, is notable 
to supply its own offices, ask some State in the 
Union to do it. My own little State could do it. 
| [Laughter.] Iam opposed to it for the reasons 
stated, and | am sorry to stand alone in opposition 
to the amendment. 


Mr. WELLER. 


fam with you. 


: priation in this bill of $30,000 for inclosing some 

land in the city belonging to the United States, | 
and there is another provision making an appro- ; 
priation of $5,150 for fencing in that little triangle : 


clerical force. ; i 
Mr. CLARKE. [ shall certainly not under- | 
take to contrevert the certificate which the honor- | 


i 

‘i ` ae | 

the same time secure a suitable building for a de- | 
| 

i 

| 

{ 

j 


Mr. CLARKE. Iam glad to hear that I am 
gaining strength. Iam opposed to the appropri- 
ation. I think the building ought not to be pur- 


able Senator from Maryland has produced, but l; 


I have only to say, that there is not a man at 


forty years old, or a boy of fifteen, who cannot get 


certificates if he chooses that anything is right and 
proper. If I were to obtain rays of moonshine, 
and concentrate them, I couid get a certificate in 
four hours that they were indestructible. [Laugh- 
ter.] 


Now, sir, as to this building, how Jong is it |: 


since the roof went off, and went into the yard of 
the Navy Department, destroying a number of 
treesthere? I think only two or three years since. 
I inquired, when that occurred, what was the mat- 
ter? and it was said that the cress-timbers above, 
on which the rafters were laid, were placed directly 
on the top of the wail, and that the sheet-iron, or 
sheet-Jead, upon the roof, having been lifted a lit- 
tle, the wind got under it and took the whole 
thing right off. Not long since, it was said there 
was an earthquake here, and that some of the 
walls of this building were shaken. JI know not 
whether that was true, but I have not much doubt 
of it. I come back, however, to the very ground 
which I took in the first place, and that is, that 
unless this is a structure wanted asa charnel-house, | 


| 
| 
| 


em wing to the Treasury Building, in order to give | 
to that Department all 
itis well known that 
must say that the Deps 
pies a building hired of 


Hke calling names; but I | 


Mr. Ce 


aoran. 


* When the bonse was unroofed by the hurricane, those 
in this story were unconscious of its bheing done. 


e room that it requires. |; 


t of the Interior occu- i! 
I know i 
i 
wee “+ 
i 
i 


| 


i 
| 


|! manner. There was an appropriation made last i; 


i 


' That was the amount originally proposed, but the ; 


! declared to be lost. 3 f y 
; Single vote, being the only vote on either side, the 


' from Massachusetts—for $13,000 or $14,000 for the ; 


i the thing donein some sort ofa decent, economical : 


i in that ground at this time a little pond about as |: 
| large as this room; and inside of it, by way of |: 


i 


opposite the Union office. I choose to designate | chased. J a et pale as a place of deposit a8 
it in that way, because you, sir, [Mr. Brien in i | charne 5 AG, yó ae (inga AE t he ne and 
the chair,] have more occasion to go there than 1 į; 11S absolutely it a i Krai A S pouzit for 
have, and perhaps you will know it better by that |: that; but let our O CPUT ESE such as com- 
designation than in any other way. | port with the dignity, wealth, and character of 
Mr. WELLER. Let me correct the Senator. |; the Government. That is what I say. I prefer 
‘going on and doubling the appropriation for the 
Patent Office, rather than purchase a building which 
would be of no use hereafter, and no credit to the 
Government. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. f desire to amend the 
: amendment. 1 think we are proposing to give a 
little too much for the building. f think $150,000, 
appropriation would have been $5,900. | or, at all events, $175,000, would be enough for it. 
Mr. CLARKE. Iam glad to hear that. When : If we are to purchase it, { am pot willing to give 
the Senator does a good thing, I am willihg to give | more than $175,000. No doubt the gentleman 
him credit for it. But there was an appropriation , Who came here to put up this building, put it up 
made eighteen months ago, at the end of the last | for the purpose of selling it to the Government. 
session of Congress, for inclosing and improving Ido not know that he was invited to put it up; 
the public grounds. We know that a great deal ` but, sir, it is not to be a permanent building for 
has been done. There is an appropriation in this | the use of the Government, The fact tnr we 
bill, if it has been agreed to—and I know nothing | pay some $19,000 rent for it 3s J. evigeneg OF the 
that has not, except the amendment of the Senator ` actual value of the property. I move to amend 
the amendment by striking out §200,000 and in- 


Smithsonian Institution grounds. [have no ob- | setting $175,000. , 
jection to that. I wantthem improved. But I want Mr. BADGER. [have heretofore voted against 
an appropriation for the purchase of this building, 
; ` upon the general opposition which I have to the 
year, if my memory serves me right, of $10,000 : Government’s purchasing buildings which have 


for improving the grounds on the south side of the |, been erected by private individuals; and I was in 


President’s grounds, between the President’s and | hopes, when I gave my former votes, that before 
this titne some steps would have been taken by 


the Monument. What has been done? There is © à ave 
' Congress to have suitable buildings erected on a 
I 


architectural taste and perspective, 1 suppose, are | am now satisfied that we cannot look forward to 
any such thing being secoraplished in less than 


two litte mounds. I suppose they are for the | i lished in less tha 
frogs to come out on to breathe the fresh air. In |: tea or a dozen years. Now, if this building is to 
be used by us ata rent of $20,000 a ye 


> . ` . i 

a little place, like mine at home, if I had no water, | 
‘next ten years, wa hall expend as much money as 
it will cost atthe end of the time, and then the 


it is possible that I might want to see that there | 
building will not be ours. 1 think, therefore, as a 


chairman of the Committee on Finance proposed i: 
to make it $5,900, and when the question was : 
taken on that amendment, nobody voted in the: 
affirmative, and I voted in the negative, and it was 
If it had not been for my 


i large scale for the benefit of the Government. 


was water on the face of the earth, as well as soil, | 
and might make sucha pond; but here you stand | 
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mere measure of economy, it is better, as we have 
the money, to purchase the building now, either 
at $200,000, or $175,000, rather than continue the 
payment of rent for it. If, at the end of that time, 
we should have buildings sufficient to accommo- 
date us, and this is of no use, we shall be no worse 
off, but better. But upon looking into the report 
made by the committee of the House of Repre- 
sentatives at this session, and the statement of the 
executive officers in connection with it, lam in- 
clined to believe that, erect what buildings we may 
for the accommodation of offices, this will not be 
ultimately useless, but will furnish a valuable 
place at which to keep the public archives of the 
Government, which are now mouldering away in 
vaults, basements, and cellars. 

Mr. MILLER. Hitherto the Government has 


erected its own buildings. The public buildings 
already in this city are highly creditable to the 
Government. They have been erected with great 
care, and until five or six years ago, there was no 
necessity for using any other buildings than those 
erected by the Government. But, at the time this 
building was rented, the Patent Office had not been 
extended. One reason assigned at that time for 
its being rented was, that the public buildings had 
not been completed. Since that time a large wing 
has been added to the Patent Office, and it was 
stated at the time, that when that was finished 
there would be no necessity for continuing the 
renting of this building. However, it may be, 
and I have no doubt it is as stated by the honor- 
able Senators from Maryland and North Carolina, 
the public business has so increased as to require 
the rent of the building; but my objection is to the 
principle of commencing the purchase of buildings 
erected by individuals. If you commence it, you 
will have, from time to time, builders, speculators, 
coming here and erecting buildings and then get- 
ting the Government to purchase them. And then, 
instead of having your regular system of public 
buildings erected under the control of the Govern- 
ment itself, we shall have all kinds of buildings 
put up here by individuals and purchased by Con- 
gress. I do not pretend to have any eye with re- 
gard to the durability or convenience of buildings, 

ut—I am satisfied in regard to this building, that 
it will not answer the purposes of the Government, 
and. that, if we purchase it now, as soon as we 
have prepared proper buildings—and I trust we 
shall in the course of another year; we have funds 
enough to erect proper buildings for the accommo- 
dation of the Government, for the War and Navy 
Offices and the extension ofthe Treasury Building— 
this building will be abandoned as useless. That 
is my impression. 

Mr. DAVIS. Thavea very satisfactory reason 
in my own mind, for voting against any proposi- 
tion of this sort. In the first place, there is the 
Treasury Building which is designed to have two 
additional wings put to it, which will afford very 
great accommodation. Itis needed by the Govern- 
ment. The original plan of the building requires 
those wings. Itnow stands in an unfinished state, 
and there are two wings to be put up to complete 
it. I take it that the Government mean to com- 

leteit. Then the Patent Office remains unfinished. 

thas no northern front, and no western front; and 
if now we have $200,000 to expend, why not go 
on and complete those buildings? It would be 
better to do that than to buy new ones. It would 
be in better taste. It would make that finished 
which is begun, and which will be suspended if 
you are going to seek other accommodations. 
These reasons are enough to induce me to vote 
against the amendment. 

Mr. PEARCE. I did not hear the remarks of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, but I am told that 
he said that the walls of this building are cracked. 
I have in my possession a letter from the Super- 
intendent of Public Buildings. He says that the 
stucco on the walls is of a character to show any 
crack of a destructible nature, and that, if there 
was the slightest possible crack it would be seen 
through the stucco. He says further, that there 
is one crack which is so inconsiderable, that if it 
were not for the stucco it would not be seen. He 
has had occasion to look inte the walls and they 
are built of the best hard brick. It is manifest to 


apy one who will look at the building, that it was | 


constructed in a most substantial manner. That 
ig. what he says. 1 have heard no evidence of any 
crack indicated in the building, which would do 
apy injury. . I believe the building is -suitable for 


j 
j 


| not is not the question now. 


the purposes of the Government. Indeed, we 
have the evidence of the officers of the Govern- 
ment upon that point. I mentioned the fact that 
persons employed in the Topographical Depart- 


ment, executing the finest species of drawing, | 


never found in the most violent winds the least 
tremble of the walls. 

As to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, it is hardly worth while to 
consent to it. If we do not give the $200,000 we 
had better not make the appropriation at all. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur 
in the chair.) The question is on the amendment 
to the amendment to strike out $200,000 and insert 
$175,000. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will vote to strike out be- 
cause I think the building will not answer the pur- 
pose; but I will not vote to put anything in. 

The amendment to the amendment was reiect- 
ed i 


Mr. RUSK asked for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I willask if any gentle- 
man can state what the building cost and what the 
ground is worth? 

Mr. PEARCE. I stated that the ground con- 
tained about twenty-six thousand feet, and at the 
lowest is supposed to be worth over $30,000. ‘The 
building contains four million bricks. The laying 
of these is expensive. It has a vast deal of wofk 
upon it. It has iron girders, and is covered by a 
metallic roof, Theexact cost I cannot tell. 
eral architects and builders have said though, that 
such a building could not be put up for less than 
$240,000. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I will ask whether it 
proves to be perfectly dry, and whether the base- 
ment story of the Treasury Building, contain- 
ing a large portion of the public papers, is not 

amp? 

Mr. PEARCE. I believe it is perfectly dry. I 
know it is in the upper rooms. The basement is 
aboveground, There is, therefore, not the same 
reason for dampness in it as in the Treasury build- 
ing. 

The yeas and nays being taken on the amend- 
ment, resulted—yeas 17, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bradbury, Coop- 
er, Dawson, Dodge of Towa, Hamlin, James, Jones of 
Iowa, Mangum, Meriwether, Pearce, Soulé, Sumner, Up- 
ham, and Walker—17. ; 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, “Borland, Bright, Brodhead, 
Brooke, Butler, Chase, Clarke, Clemens, Davis, De Saus- 
sure, Felch, Fish, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Mason, Miller, 
Morton, Norris, Rusk, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Under- 
wood, Wade, and Weller—27. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PEARCE. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Finance to offer the following amend- 
ment: 


For the payment of the arrears of salary due to the late | 


rural architect, A. J. Downing, deceased, from the first of 
May, 1852, to the date of his death, and a further allowance 
to his widow, equal to the salary for one year, $2,500: 
Provided, That the said sum shall be in full of alt claim for 
the services of the said deceased, and for all models, speci- 
fications, and drawings, designed for the benefit of the Uni- 
ted States, which are notin its possession. 

That amendment would have been offered by 
yourself, sir, (Mr. Briewr in the chair,) if you 
had not Been in the chair. The reason for it is, 
that a balance of $675 is due to Mr. Downing, as 
a portion of his annual salary. The reason for 
giving the additional compensation is, that his 
employment was contemplated for a series of 
years, and that he had furnished a number of 
drawings and specifications of improvements to 
be made upon the public grounds here. For that 
reason the amendment has been offered. 


Mr. CLEMENS. While Mr. Downing was | 


superintending the public grounds, I understand 
he was the editor of a paper in New York, and 
that his time here was about three or four days in 
the month. I want to know if those are the facts 
in the case? g 

Mr. PEARCE. I believe he was the editor of 
a paper. 

Mr. CLEMENS. And was in New York at- 
tending to his duties as editor. I do not under- 
stand why we should make this payment. 

Mr. PEARCE. This gentleman was employed 
by the President of the United States at a salary 


of $2,500 a year, under authority given by an act | 


of Congress. Whether it was a proper salary or 
Two thousand five 


hundred dollars was his salary. 


Sev- | 


It was contem- || 


4 . 
| plated that the work would cover a series of years. 


He has furnished plans and specifications. He is 
undoubtedly entitled to the appropriation of $675 
on account of his salary, and: it is supposed that 
the drawings and plans which he furnished ought 
to be paid for, although the carrying outof them, 
under his superintendence, was cut short by his 
melancholy death. 

Mr. CLEMENS. He was employed by the 
Government at a salary to attend to duties here, 
and he went to New York, and attended to his 
business there. Those] understand to be the facts. 
I do not understand them to be controverted. _ In 
addition, we are now called upon to put his widow 
upon what is equivalent to the civil pension list, 
I understand the amendment embraces the pay- 
ment of a twelve months’salary for services never 
rendered at all. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If the Senator will permit me, 
I will say a few words. I understand that the 
gentleman, for the benefit of whose widow the 
amendment is presented, was lost, lately, upon the 
steamer Henry Clay; that he was at that time on 
his way to this city for the purpose of transacting 
the business for which he was employed by the 
Government; that he was in the habit, as the Sen- 
ator states, of spending perhaps a week in each 
month here; and that, at the time he was employed 
it was understood that he should not give more 
than a part of his time out of each month here. 
He had due to him at the time of his death, be- 
tween $600 and $700 of his salary. He has, as I 
am informed by Mr. William D. Breckenridge, 
agent for the improvement of the public grounds, 
and [ believe the successor of Mr. Downing, fur- 
nished valuable drawings and documents as pre- 
paratory steps for important improvements in the 
various public grounds of the city. Mr. Breck- 
enridge addressed me a letter, from which I read 
the following: 

‘ u WASHINGTON, August 23, 1852. 

« The subscriber, the successor of the late A. J. Downing, 
agent for the improvement of the public grounds, having 
been associated with him for the past eighteen months, in 
charge of the improvement of the grounds adjoining and 
surrounding the Smithsonian Institution, and Lafayette 
Square, honestly believe that the services of the late Mr. 
Downing in the conception and design of future improve~ 
ments—the execution of which will now readily and easily 
be carried out by the subscriber, from his knowledge of the 
different designs and plans of Mr. Downing—are fairly 
worth, over and above his salary, $5,000, inasmuch as it 
would cost at least that amount to obtain new designs, and 
to revise what was done to correspond with them,” &c. 

I think it apparent from the statement of this 
gentleman, who is now an officer of the Govern- 
ment, that the plans which we have in possession 
and have permission to use are worth more than 
we propose to appropriate for the benefit of his 
widow. Under these circumstances the Commit- 
teeon Finance decided to recommend it to the 
Senate. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I know that my honorable 
friend from Alabama, if he understood the facts 
of this case, would not object to the amendment. 
Mr. Downing devoted his whole life to this de- 
partment of the arts. Perhaps no man in this 
nation, certainly no man in the present day, had 
a larger experience in business of this kind. The 
paper which he edited was a paper connected with 
his business. He traveled all over the world, and 
came here and brought the information to us 
which he had gathered; and if his life had been 
spared, my impression is that he would have im- 
proved the taste of this capital. I consider his 
death as a national loss. I have derived a great 
deal of information from the reading of his papers, 
and my impression is that his models and plans 
will be of much more value, if carried out faith- 
fully, than the money we propose to give. 

Mr. DAVIS. When I came here last fall E 
found Mr. Downing going on with the operations 
committed to him. I had known him before 


|| through his periodical, but not personally. He 


was a man of uncommon taste as à horticulturist, 
and in everything which related to trees. His 
taste was happily adapted to embellish and orna- 
ment such grounds as he undertook to improve. 
He was here constantly during a certain season of 
the year. I saw him every day until the frost 
became so severe that he could no longer set trees. 
When the ground was closed up so that he could 
not set trees he went away until the ground opened 
again. Then he returned, and was here constantly 
superintending the transplanting of trees, many 
of them large, and requiring his own attention. 
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He was thus here far into the spring. Then he 
was away, and returned occasionally as his ser- 
vices were required. My own belief is, that he 
gave all the attention to the business which it re- 
quired, and with great assiduity. The Govern- 
ment has had the benefit of -his taste, and I think 
sh ought not now refuse to make compensation 
or it. 

Mr. CLEMENS. It occurs to me that I heard 
not long ago a speech from the honorable Senator 
from Massachusetts against putting citizens upon 
the civil pension list. Now, sir, without any sort 
of reference to the qualifications of Mr. Downing, 
I beg leave to say that we paid him $2,500 a year 
for three or four days service in the course of a 
month. That ought to be sufficient. He was here 
for three or four days in the month. His friends 
only claim that he was here a week in each month. 
Put it at a week. For that we paid him $2,500 a 
year. It now seems that he has been unfortunate, 
and has lost his life. Is that any reason why we 
should put his widow upon the civil pension list, 
and pay her for services which he never rendered ? 
Has it ever been done before? Is there a solitary 
precedent for anything of the sort? Did not the 

onorable Senator from Massachusetts himself 
make a speech against precisely sucha case? And 
why are we now not only asked to pay for services 
which Mr. Downing never rendered, but to ay 
for eighteen months’ service after he was dead? 

A Senator. Not so much. 

Mr. CLEMENS. How much? 

A Senaror. Eight or nine months. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Well, the principle is the 
same if it were but one month or one week. 
Why pay his widow for services which he could 
not render, and did not render? He was here 
upon a competent salary—a salary which gratified 
him—which he was glad to accept—and now we 


are required not only to pay that, although it is | 


admitted he did not render the service, but we are 
required to pay him for eight or nine months’ ser- 
vice after he was dead. Such a case was never 
heard of before. We have never had sucha case, 
and I am bound to ask for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment. 

Mr. SUMNER. “The laborer is worthy of 
his hire;” and 1 believe at this moment there is no 
genhon of charity to the widow of the late Mr. 

owning. The simple proposition submitted by 
the amendment is, to make compensation to Mr. 
Downing for services rendered to the United 
States, and those services, as I understand them, 
are the preparation of plans, and the giving to 
the country the benefit of his incomparable genius 
in a peculiar department of labor, which we now 
enjoy, though he has been removed. These plans, 
it appears, on evidence which has been submitted 
to the Senate this evening, are valued at $5,000. 
In pursuance of these, his successor will be able 
to proceed in ornamenting the grounds, and in 
other ways contributing to the improvement of 
‘Washington in a manner which he would not be 
able to do without the plans, or without the ap- 
propriation of a large sum of money to secure 
others instead. As I suid at the beginning, it is 
not a question of charity, but of compensation; 
and on that ground I submit that the estate of the 
departed artist does deserve the small pittance 
which it is proposed to supply. For myself, I 
should be much happier to vote for a larger ap- 
propriation, believing that these plans are amply 


worth it, and that we shall all hereafter feel better | 


for such a recognition of our debt. There are few 
men in the country whom we have employed of 
late who deserved more at its hands than Mr. 
Downing. At the age of thirty-seven, he has 
passed away, leaving behind a reputation superior 
to that of any other citizen in the walk of life to 
which he had devoted himself. I know of no man 
who at that early age had rendered services of such 
true beneficence to his country as he had done by 
his various works in his profession, and by his ac- 
tive superintendence of rural improvements where- 
ever in the country his services could be brought 
into requisition. By the exercise of his genius 
generally, he is entitled to our regard. Andnow, 
sir, by actual services here in Washington, ren- 


dered at the call of his country, he has entitled | 
himself, it seems to me, to this small appropria- | 


tion, not as charity to his widow, but as compen- 
sation for labor done. I hope the amendment will 


be agreed to. 
Mr. CLEMENS. Iam glad that Mr. Down- 
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ing has found an advocate in the Senator from 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Sumner,] because that sat- | 
isfies me that I am entirely right in opposing this 
appropriation. What has he said? ffe has told 
us that evidence has been submitted to the Senate 
of the extraordinary capacity of Mr. Downing. 
What evidence have we had? 

aoe SUMNER. Evidence of his services and 

ans. 
p Mr. CLEMENS. Of his services and plans! 
‘What evidence have we had? A private letter | 
here from a private man; and who is there in this | 
country so low that cannotget it? And itis by his 
successor in office at. that, too! What evidence, 
then, have we had submitted of his extraordinary | 
capacity? None. But suppose we had the most 
conclusive evidence of his capacity—is that any 
reason why we should go beyond the limits of 
duty, and put his widow ona civil pension list, 
for it amounts to that? If we intend to establish 
a civil pension list, let us establish it openly. If | 
we go beyond the bounds of the amount which | 
we agreed to pay him, and pay his widow for civil | 
services, who is there in the land that may not | 
apply for them? Who is there that may not ask Í 
that his widow also may be provided for by the 
Congress of the United States? And where are 
these appropriations to end? Who is to pay for 
them finally? They must come from the pockets 
of the people; they must come from your con- 
stituents, sir, and mine; not from those of the: 
Senator from Massachusetts, because his are a 
manufacturing constituency, and we pay thema 
bounty. They get the benefits of all taxes levied 
by the Government. I am not at all surprised | 
that he wants taxes levied by the Government. | 
His constituents get them. You and I, sir, have 
to pay them, and it is a very material difference 
between us. Sir, I insist there shall be an eco- 
nomical administration of the Government. That | 
Senator told us to-day, in one of the. most infa- | 
mous speeches that was ever made anywhere, that 
he was a Democrat. I deny it. He never hada 
particle of Democracy in him. None of that 
breed ever was a Democrat, and you cannot make 
Democrats out of them. But he said he was a 
Democrat. If he is, he is opposed to this extraor- 
dinary expenditure of the public money. We 
are all opposed to it, because we who live in the 
country and have to buy our clothes, and only send : 
occasionally a pound of meat, or a barrel of corn, 
to market, have to pay all these duties. They 
getthem. I insist that this is one of the most ex- 
traordinary propositions that has ever been made 
to Congress. I insist that itis a great deal more 
extraordinary than that proposition which was 
opposed by the Senator from Massachusetts on 
my right hand, [Mr. Davis,] who bas the fortune 
to be agentleman, which his colleague has not 

“Order !?? “Order !” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
must not indulge in such language. 

Mr.CLEMENS. [insist that we have not had 
before us a proposition so extraordinary as that one 
which is now made. We are called upon to do 
what? To pay the widow ofa public officer who 
got more money than he was entitled to any how; 
who got $2,500 a year for a few days’ service in a 
month, to pay for nine months’ service after he 
was dead. Such a thing was never heard of be- 
fore. [tis worse than that civil pension list upon | 
which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Da- 
vis] discoursed so eloquently the other day. I 
am willing to pay the full amount of salary up to 
the day of Mr. Downing’s death, although it was 
an extravagant and outrageous contract, He 
never ought to have had it. It was morethan he | 
was entitled to. Still it was a contract, and I am 
willing to pay all that we are bound to pay. Be- 
yond that I do not intend to go. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I had formed a high estimate | 
of Mr. Downing; that he was unequaled in the 
line of his profession, and an ornament to his 
country. His death really was a public loss. 
Still, in consequence of this fact, I cannot set this 
example—this precedent of continuing the salaries 
of public officers after death. It commenced with ` 
a President of the United States. This, I believe, | 
is the second instance of it. If it once be ingraft- 
ed on the country, there will be no stopping point | 
for it; and consequently I feel bound to resist such | 
an appropriation. f 

Mr. WELLER. This is a new office which I | 

never heard of before. 1 desire information of | 


some Senators as to the time itjwas created. 
“ Rural Architect!’’ Inever found such an officer 
in the Blue-Book. I desire to know who appoint- 
ed the officer? When was the office created? 
The President of the United States has no power 
to create offices, certainly; and if there be no law 
of Congress authorizing that office, I cannot tell 
the authority which the President had for making 
the contract; therefore I shall be compelled to vote 
against the appropriation. 

Mr. BELL. 1 understand that Mr. Downing 
was appointed under some authority of law. 

Mr. PEARCE, I will state that an appropri- 
ation, of I forget how many thousand dollars, 
for the purpose of improving the public grounds, 
was placed at the disposition of the President. 
He had the sole and full authority to apply that 
sum under such agency as he thought proper. 
He could not be expected to superintend it him- 
self; therefore he appointed this gentleman under 
that authority; and I will state, I believe it was 
universally understood that the appropriation 
would not have been passed if it had not been 
known that Mr. Downing would be employed. 


Mr. BELL. I have so understood it. 
-Mr. CLEMENS. I never so understood it. 


Mr. BELL. I had but a brief acquaintance 
with the gentleman. Though | do not profess to 
have much experience in the line of the profession 
to which he dedicated himself; he impressed me 
most favorably as an accomplished and skillful 
gentleman in everything he professed to do. I 
have heard—but I am not able to speak with great 
confidence upon the subject—that he did not seek 
any employment at Washington; that he, having 
sufficient employment at home, accepted the offer 
of the President on the ground of the strong desire 
that was manifested by gentlemen, who gave the 
information of his rare talents and accomplishments 
in this department of the arts. He accepted the 
appointment not from any mercenary motive 
whatever, but to contribute his skill and talent so 
far as it might be approved by the President, to 
improve the public grounds in this city in a man- 
ner answerable to the public expectation and de- 
sire. 

I must say that I differ widely from some of the 
sentiments expressed upon this subject by Sen- 
ators. 1 do not remember that I have ever heard of 
any very decided objection being made to very liber- 
al appropriations for the enlargement and improve~ 
ment of the parks and grounds that are reserved 
for the public use—the grounds east and west of 
the Capitol; the grounds in front ofthe President’s 
House, and Lafayette Square. Considerable ap- 
propriations have been made for them, and for the 
grounds connected with the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, These are public grounds, forever to stand 
as monuments of the taste of this country. We 
have made, again and again, improvements such 
as gentlemen of taste have thought ought not to 
stand as permanent works under the authority of 
the Government; and we have had to change them. 

Mr. Downing lost his life in returning from his - 
home to his duties in this place. He was in the 
prime of life; and I concur entirely, from what I 
have heard of him, in the sentiments expressed by 
the Senator from Illinois in regard to bis rare qual- 
ifications asa rural architect. and horticulturist. 
I understand he had no equal in this country in 
that line. I do not pretend to be any judge of 
such subjects myself; but I regard his loss as a 
publie calamity, as has been said by honorable 
Senators. Such things as rural architecture; the 
improvement of grounds around your cottages, if 
you please—because the laying off of the small 
grounds around the cottage, is a part of the wealth 
even of the poor cottage of the country-—are im- 
portant. Upon every ground, I differ with some 
of the sentiments expressed on this floor; and it 
appears to me that there is something exceedingly 
illiberal in the amendment, even as it came from 
the Committee on Finance. 

We have the statement of Mr. Breckenridge, 
a gentleman who is said to stand next to Mr, 
Downing in his qualifications for this situation, 
certifying that he thinks the designs and drawings 
left by Mr. Downing, which are original, and such 
as all gentlemen of taste who have examined them 
approve, are worth $5,000. The amendment pro- 
poses to give him the remnant of his salary, and a 


l| small sum in addition, for these designs, upon the 


proviso that his estate shall relinquish all further 
claiws for these valuable drawings. ‘The question 
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-does pot stand upon the principle stated by the 
‘honorable Senator from Hlinois, [Mr.. Doveras.] 
Itis notan extension of a salary beyond the death 
ofthe incumbent. The money is proposed to be 

iven in consideration of the value of these draw- 


ings; and I put itto legal gentlemen to say whether, ! 


in truth or in fact, these drawings, which have 
never been given to the public, arè not private 
property? I take-it that they are. : 

Mr. CLEMENS. I would ask the Senator if 


he has examined these drawings, and if he is a | 


competent judge of them? 


Mr, BELL. I do not pretend to any taste or | 
I have not examined the | 


“skill in this subject. 
drawings. 


Mr. CLEMENS. Then there is no evidence | 


in regard to them. 
Mr. BELL. t 
orable Senator from Indiana read the certificate of 


Mr. Breckenridge, who is a most competent ru- | 


It will be recollected that the hon- ; 


t 
i 


ral architect, it is said, in regard to these drawings. | 


But I will not detain the Senate. So far asl am 


concerned, I would vote for striking out the pro- | 


viso in the amendment. 


Mr. BORLAND asked for the yeas and nays | 


on the amendment; and they were ordered. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I cannot vote for the 
amendment as it stands, because it proposes to 


give the money to the widow, by way of pur- | 


chasing drawings and designs which belong to the | 
administration, The amendmentis worded wrong. | 


I cannot vote for it in that point of view. It seems 
to be the object to pay the widow, and not the ad- 


ministrator, what of right belongs to the adminis- | 


trator. 


Mr. SHIELDS. 


I understand that the widow i 


ig the administrator in this case; so that it willbe: 


all right. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. That does not alter the : 


case atall. Ifyou give it to the administrator, if 
it belongs to his property, it constitutes a part of 
the administrator’s 
to the children. If you intend to make a donation 
to the widow, I am opposed to it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest, as there is 
some difficulty about this subject, that we confine 
the amendment, at present, to the arrears of sala- 
ry. 
plans. I move to strike out all that portion of 
the amendment relating to the designs and draw- 
ings. 

r. BORLAND. Ihave no objection to that. 
Tam willing to vote for that. I therefore with- 
draw the call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PEARCE. If the amendment to the 
amendment be adoptèd, it will be imperfect; for 
the ratable proportion of the salary is not stated, 
and J do-not know that we can calculate it exactly 


now. J would propose that by general consent |! 


the amendment be passed over till to-morrow 
morning, when, having calculated the 
amount, it can be considered again, 

No objection was made, and the amendment 
was passed over. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Commerce | 


g amend- | 


have instructed me to offer the followin 
ment to the bill: 


For the erection of a c 
Maine, ¢12,000; to be expen 
Secretary of the Treasury, including the site, whose com 
pletion shall notexcerd the sum of said appropriation; and 
said custom-hoanse shall be exempt fro: 
by the State of Maine. 


The district for which this custom 


und to pay the debts, or to go | 


We can ascertain hereafter the value of the | 


ustom-house at Waldoboro’, ; 
ded under the direction of the | 


m all taxes assessed | 


proper | 


-house is pro- ; 


posed, is the eighth in the United States; it is the | 


fifth in its enrolled tonnage, and the first in its ves- | 


sels. The appropriation is recommended by the 


Department, and is limited to $12,000. It was 


unanimously adopted by the committee. 

Mr. BADGER. 
to say that this is the eighth 
posed to be erected in Maine? {Laughter.] 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir: the district is the 
eighth in the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is also | 
y the Secretary of the Treasury, | 


y approved by the committee. Tt | 
i| be fitted ont for the purpose, 


recommended b 
and unanimous! 


is to add an additional section, as follows: 


Sec, —. And be tt further enacted, That the provisions i 
they | 
ors of : 


of the Sth section of the acto 
relate to the rate of compensation of the deputy eoliect 
certain ports, be, and the same are hereby, extended to the 
acting deputy, naval officers, ; 


f March 3, 1851, so far as 


and acting deputy surveyors | 


Do I understand the Senator : 
custom-house pro- | 


i; Salary of the deputy collectors at Boston, New 


; city, or, if Congress thought advisable to clothe him with i 


of said ports: Provided, That no additional appropriation 
shali be required for the collection of the revenue. 


One or two years ago the Senate increased the 


York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans. 
The amendment proposes to increase the pay of 
the deputy naval officers and deputy surveyors at 
those ports, and put them upon an equality with 
the deputy collectors. It is recommended by the 
Department, and I think it is just. It has met 
with the full approval of the Committee on Com- 
merce. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. _ I move to amend the bill by 
inserting the following: 

For the purpose of sending a commercial agent to ex- 
plore and examine the country on the Paraguay, South 
America, $5,000; and the Secretary of the Navy be author- 
ized to detail one of the small vessels-of-war on the station 
of Brazil, to convey said agent on said expedition. 


I had a conference with the Secretary of the || 


Treasury in relation to this. 
letter. There is no time now to go into the dis- 
cussion of the subject, but I think I can call the 
attention of the Senate in a single word to the 
broad field in South America where the commer- 
cial interests of the country may be extended. | 
The appropriation is simply to detail one of our 
naval vessels, that are doing“ little or nothing at 
Brazil, and send some intelligent merchant into 


that region, who shall make to us a report, to en- || 


able us to send what is wanted into that country, 
the staple products of the southern States. 
it will be adopted. 


Mr. HUNTER. That amendment is for the |: 


appointment of an agent to make explorations. 
I believe this will be the first time we have made 
an appropriation for that purpose. 1 doubt the 


propriety of commencing the policy at this time. |i 


Mr. CLARKE. I hope this amendment will 
not prevail. What do you propose todo? We 
have not got one tenth part of Mexico. Here is | 
the whole of Central America, in regard to which 
we are negotiating in conjunction with England; 
and she, as usual, will take the lion 
is Brazil, an empire; and now my honorable 
friend proposes to take Paraguay. Is he going to 
come in upon us in the rear? 

A Senator. A ‘fire in the rear!” 

Mr. CLARKE. Yes, sir, a “ fire in the rear,” 
and he will not take a “ hasty plate of soup” to 
it. What are you going todo? Send one of the 
vessels from the Brazil station to explore Para- 
guay! Why, sir, it is as much as a man’s life is 
worth, and more than a vessel is worth, to under- 
take to go there. It isa terra incognita. There 
is nobody there, except a few scattered miscreants, 
who have run away from the rest of South A mer- 
ica. It is the last thing that ever should have been 
proposed, to go to explore that place. Go to the 
Cape of Good Hope, to the Bushmen, those little 
fellows who are not more than three and half feet 


He has sent me a}: 


I hope | 


’s share. Here |: 


high—go and open a communication there, if you 
please, and get a reannexation on that side; but | 
talk about reannexing Paraguay ! (Laughter.] It | 
is at the very extremity of the earth, where all the 
elements are united together for the destruction of 
human life. Why, sir, I would prefer going over | 
the railroad which is across Panama, and which 
kills about half those who cross it—and still the | 
stock is worth four hundred and forty per cent.— 
with the prospect of almost certain death, than 
round Cape Horn. My honorable friend from 
Maine, who owns the Aroostook—which we got 
from Great Britain with the aid of General Scott— | 
and for that I think the Senator ought to vote for 
him, [laughter]—wants to go down and take the 
other end of the continent. It is the most extraor- 
dinary proposition {I ever heard of. If it was for 
anything within the range of mortal man’s con- 
ception or knowledge, I would vote for it. {Laugh- 
ter.] But when you come to go out of the land 
of the living, I do think it is going too far. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to read an extract 
from a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury: 


‘Great Britain has long since taken measures on the 
subject, and has now a very extended and valuable com- 
merce in that quarter, a large portion of which should legit- 
imately belong to the United States. The Department is 
not prepared to recommend that a special expedition should 
but would suggest that author- 
ity should be granted by Congress to send a suitable mer- 
cantile agent to make such necessary inquiries, and such 
arrangements as he might deem advisable, or have power 
to make. ‘This agent might either go out in a private eapa- 


1 
1 


official character, then as chargé @afiaires, or commercial 


agent. This Department suggests that one of the small 
| vessels-of-war on the Brazil station should be detailed for 
the purpose of conveying him to the different points which 
| it might be desirous for him tô visit. An appropriation of 
$5,000 or $6,000 would be necessary.?? 
| 


I only desire to say that the English Govern- 
ment are and have been taking very efficient steps 
towards securing the commerce of South America, 
They have established a line of steamers, which 
has but recently gone into effect, from Liverpool 
to Brazil. We are nearer to Brazil, by steam, 
some ten or twelve days, and we are almost as 
near to it by sailing vessels as they are by steam. 
Brazil, now, is our fifth commercial market. A 
large quantity of the products of the southern 
i States are taken there. In this view, as a com- 
| mercial question—one in which the southern States 
| are interested—it is one which I think commends 
! itself to the Senate. 
| Mr. BADGER. I am willing to vote for the 
| amendment; but I would suggest to the honorable 
Senator from Maine that the latter part of it, about 
detailing a vessel-of-war, ought to be striken out, 
That is the business of the President, and the 
Secretary wants no authority for it, If we make 
the appropriation it will have to be done. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have no objection to the 
change; but l thought as this was somewhat of a 
‘commercial character, it might be proper to put 
it in, 

Mr. BADGER. I merely suggest that, as itis 
the proper function of ‘the President, as Com- 
mander-in-Chief of the Navy, we cannot authorize 
| the Secretary to detail a vessel. j 

Mr. HAMLIN. I have no objection to striking 
out all after the appropriation. 

Mr. WELLER. Itake it for granted that the 
| appointment of the agent to be sent outshould not 


ibe made exclusively by the President; but that 
the nomination ought to have the confirmation of 
ithe Senate, Ifitis of sufficient importance to send 
|an agent there for any purpose, I think it equally 
important that the Senate should concur in the 
i selection of the person. I do not know that I 
| have any objection to interpose to the adoption of 
| this proposition. I think it is very well that this 
: Government should send an agent there, especially 
for the purpose of watching the operations of the 
: British Government. Now, every one who looks 
at the condition of things on this continent must 
| See that the British Government, despite of all 
! remonstrances, is intermeddling with affairs here. 
: We have contented ourselves with the reassertion 
‘of the Monroe doctrine, that no European Gov- 


| ernment shall interfere with affairs on this conti- 
i nent, 


While we are standing upon that abstract 
| declaration, the British Government is practically 


i interfering with them; and I regret very much 
| that the policy of this Administration has been to 


| invite the interference of foreign Governments in 
: the affairs of this continent. So far from carrying 
lout the doctrine avowed by Mr. Monroe, you 
| have found, in 1850, that the Administration now 
| in power invited the English Government to enter 
into a convention in regard to Costa Rica; and 
_ recently the Government of the United States and 
Great Britain have entered into a convention in 
| order to determine the rights of Costa Rica and 
| Nicaragua, to define the boundaries of those inde- 
i pendent governments on this continent. What I 
i object to is this policy of inviting the British Gov- 
| ernment to enter into treaties with us; for I think 
| the Government of the United States has assumed 
a position now where she has a right to claim to 
| be the arbiter of all questions which may arise on 
| this continent. I think that the Government of 
ithe United States is competent to adjust all those 
i questions, without calling for the intervention of 
| the British Government. But you have had this 
i State of things existing, that, while the Republie 
| of Nicaragua have had a full minister here, prop- 
erly accredited to the Government, this Govern- 
ment has entered into a convention with the Brit- 
_ish Government to pass upon the rights of the 
| State of Nicaragua, precluding that minister from 
lany agency in the affair. This, in my judgment, 
jis all wrong. I desire therefore to present this 
i distinct question to the Senate, that, while we are 
| avowedly standing upon the Monroe doctrine, the 
i whole policy of the Government for the last four ` 
: or five years has been to invite the interference of 
| foreign Governments in questions which belong 
exclusively to the ‘continent, and which ought te 
‘ be decided by the United States, 


2377 


1852. 


For the purpose of sending a commercial agent, to be H 
appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, to explore and examine the country 
on the Paraguay, South America, $5,000. 


I hope the Senate will allow the question to be | 
taken. i 
_ Mr. CLARKE. I see no necessity for inserting 
the clause “ by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate.” I have no objection to it myself, 
but I do not think it necessary to put it in. 

Mr. ADAMS. I rise to a question of order. 
ls there any provision in the rules of the Senate į 
by which we can get toa vote upon this question? | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. I give it up, then. 

Mr. CLARKE. My honorable friend from Cal- 
ifornia has talked about the connection between 
this country and Great Britain, in regard to Costa 
Rica, He talks about the Monroe declaration, 
that no foreign Government should be permitted 
to establish any new colonies here. Does my 
honorable friend recollect that that very proposi- ! 
tion against foreign Governments colonizing any | 

ortion of this continent came from Great Britain? 
hen the Continental Congress was sitting at 
Vienna, if my memory serves me right, there was |; 
a proposition made by Spain, and other Govern- 
ments—— j 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator |! 
will confine himself to the amendment under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. CLARKE. If the President will allow me 
to take the same latitude which has been taken by 
others, I should get to Paraguay shortly, but if | 
not, | must stop either at the equatororhere. My 
own. point is 32 20. Thatisthe initial point from |) 
whence I start. [Laughter.] ! 

I was going on to say that at the time the Con- | 
gress of Vienna sat, a proposition was made by 
the Spanish and Portuguese Governments, that 
the Holy Alliance should combine to restore to ; 
them their colonies upon the American continent. || 
To that principle Great Britain objected; and it: 
was by the proposition of Great Britain herself to | 
the American Government, when Mr. Adams was |} 
Secretary of State, and Mr. Monroe President, that |; 
that declaration was made by Mr. Monroe. It | 
has been established as the American doctrine, and și 
is now proclaimed as the Monroe declaration, It 
was Great Britain herself which suggested to the 
United States the impropriety of allowing the Holy 
Alliance to interfere in any regulations on this con- 

_tinent, or to allow any other arbiter upon it. i 

Such is the Monroe declaration, and upon such || 

has the Government of the United States continued i 


its policy until the present day. But, it seems that |; 


this Administration has entered into some corre- || 
spondence with Great Britain, (so say the public |, 
papers,) in which the boundaries of certain States » 
in Central America have been regulated by a joint |: 
convention between this Government and Great : 
Britain. l ask, if such is the understanding, ! 
whether it will be proper for the United States, at | 
this time, to proceed beyond the boundarics of; 
civilization, send an agent tolook after a place for | 
habitable men, and take possession of it, and in- |; 
troduce commercial relations with a people of 
whom we know nothing, without any understand- | 
ing with Great Britain? [Langhter.] Sir, this is: 
worse than the fisheries. I object to bringing in | 
these extreme measures. ‘I'his is extreme, for it 
goes to Cape Horn. 1 am opposed to it. It is 
not worth $5,000. Not that I am unwilling that 
some gentleman, a friend of the Administration, |, 
should have it as an outfit for this commercial |} 
agency. There would be just as much necessity | 
for an outfit here, as in the ease of the Commis- :; 
sioner to China. Under these circumstances, I 
am opposed to it upon every principle of policy. i] 
I cannot see that we have anything to do with | 
Paraguay. There is nothing there that you want; `i 

I 

i 

| 

I 


and you have nothing that they are able to pay `} 
for. Why, then, open this intercommunication | 
with the extremities of the earth? If you want: 
an exploring expedition, senditout. Ifyou want 
anybody to go there with an army, I know who 
will command it, and take possession of .the 
country, and then come up and take possession of ; 
Brazil. [Laughter.] But, it is not worth while to | 
doit. [am really opposed to the amendment, 
and hope the Senate will not agree to it. 
The amendment was rejected. 


pai wena 


{ the duties of his office at said [slands. 


| examined them, however, I believe the chairman |; 


į bill are to provide only for carrying out the provis- || 
ions of some existing law, or treaty, or the cur- | 


; tee or not. 


! however, can decide the question. 


‘ man of the Committee on Finance whether his ob- 


: good many persons before them, who acted in the i 


_ Mr, HAMLIN. I move to affiend the bill by 
inserting the following: 

For the salary of the Commissioner to the Sandwich 
Islands, $5,000 per annum, from the time when he assumed 


The amendment is designed to make the salary, 
which is fixed by this bill, apply to all the time |} 
that the Commissioner has held his office. Itis 
based on the recommendation of the Secretary of 
State. The papers were forwarded to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, but 
by some inadvertence they have been lost. Having |; 


will say he concurs in my suggestion. There is 
also another proposition before the committee, to 
make an additional payment to the officer who 
preceded the one who now holds the office. The 
reason for this may be stated in a few words. 
The present Commissioner is Mr. Severance, of 
the State of Maine. He went theresoon after the 
discovery of gold in California; and I think my 
honorable friend from California will tell the Sen- 
ate, what I could tell them if I would take the 
trouble to read aletter which I have received here, 
that nearly the same prices were paid for provis- 
ions in the Sandwich Islands that were paid in |, 
California. Theextraordinary price of living is so 
much increased there, that the amount of the sal- 
ary has not supported the man’s family during the |! 
time he has been there. These are the reasons 
why I offer the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. I raise a question of order. 
This relates to a salary for past services. We jj 
have decided, in relation io all claims of that sort, 
that they come under the rule which prevents the 
receiving of private claims as amendments to gen- 
eral appropriation bills. If we adopt this, and 
open the door for that class of amendments, I do |; 
not know when we shall get through with the bill. 

I hope the Senate will adhere to the rules for the | 
purpose of protecting the bill from the multitude | 
of amendments which may be offered. 1f this is 

received, there will bea large class of amendments |; 
coming in, I have no sort of doubt, in relation to 
other diplomatic agents. ‘The rule which has gov- || 
erned us has been, that the appropriations in this || 


rent services of the year. ‘Ihe claim for past ser- 
vices comes under the character of a private claim, 
and ought to be introduced as a separate measure. |! 
Unless we adhere to this rule, I do not know when 
we will get through with the bill. E hope the 
amendment will be ruled out. 

Mr. WELLER. Ido notsee the ground upon 
which it can be ruled out. The Secretary of State |; 
has recommended the increase of the salary of the 
Commissioner to the Sandwich Islands. Whether 
that recommendation has been sent to the commit- | 
tee, I do not undertake to say. J may say, how- į 
ever, that the Department has recommended the ; 
increase, and every one who knows anything about |: 
the matter, knows that it is absolutely necessary 
thatthe compensation should be increased. It is 
impossible for the Commissioner to subsist in the 
most common way upon the allowance that is now 
made to him from the National Treasury. 

Mr. HUNTER. I do not object to the amend- 
ment, so far as jt proposes to increase the salary 
for the present year. But when we attempt to 
compensate for past services, it comes within the |; 
rule, and is prohibited from being offered as an 
amendment, whether recommended by a commit- 


Mr. WELLER. The questionis, whether itis |: 
to be regarded as a private claim, and whether the | 
fact that it proposes to make allowances for ser- }! 
vices already rendered, constitutesita private claim | 
within the rule. I think not. Ido not see that it 
affects the principle, whether it be for past services, | 
or for services to be rendered in future. ‘The Chair, i 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Idesireto ask the chai 


iection extends to a case of this sort: The Com- |! 
mittee on Foreign Relations had the claims of a ; 


capacity of chargés at different points. They were 
consuls. The chargés at those points, perhaps, 
were removed, and these consuls performed their 
duties. They now ask such compensation as isal- 
lowed to chargés. As the committee have intended 


to present an amendment to that effect, Task, does i 
.) the objection of the chairman of the Comnunittee on | 


| to go back previous to the bill. 


| Chair, 


i ean be dec 
| they will r 


liamendment which f 
l on Finance. i 


| them out, so that no allowance can be made for 


the compensation which they have actually earned 
by performing the duties of the office? 

Mr. HUNTER. If the services were rendered 
within the currtnt year it would not male them 
out of order. But if they are for past allowances, 
say four or five years ago, I think they would be 
ruled out. They would be claims not arising 
under any law or treaty, but from an equitable 
consideration. There is a distinction between 
claims for past services and for services for the 
current year; because the bill is to make appro- 


| priations for the present year. 


Mr. MASON. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Kentucky that it would be better not to try 


i the question whether the appropriations which the 
Committee on Foreign Relations intend to ask for 


do or do not come within the rule until they are 
presented. I shall present them presently, and 
shall endeavor to show that they do not come 
within the rule. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to say one word upon 
the question of order, not upon the merits of the 
case itself. Tt is of a little importance that we 
should have some understanding on this subject. 
{do not understand that any exposition which has 


| been given to the rule by the Senate has excluded 


the consideration of the amount of compensation 
due to public officers now holding office, whether 
that compensation is to be simply prospective, or 
If this gentleman 
were out of office—if he were a private man com- 


i ing and asking us for additional compensation for 
| services rendered while he was in the employment. 

of the Clovernment, it would be the case ofa private 
i claim. 


But I cannot understand thatthe legisla- 
ve enactment of this body respecting the com- 
ensation of a public oficer of the Government, 
whether it relates to past or to future compensa- 
tion, can be considered of the nature of a private 
claim. IT think we had better vote upon the amend- 
ment upon its merits. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricut 
in the chair.) The amendment is clearly retro- 
spective in its operation. Tt is for past services. 
In the opinion of the Chair it comes within the 
rule, and therefore is out of order. 

Mr. RUSK. I appeal from the decision of the 
I take it to he demonstrable beyond ques- 
tion that this man is in office, and we propose to 
raise his salary. If any gentleman will read the 
bill he will find that there are half a dozen such 
cases in it, as it came from the House. 

Mr. HUNTER. No doubt of that, 

Mr. RUSK. There ave appropriations in it for 
past servi This amendment is in effect to 
raise the salary of a public officer. Thatwe have 
aright todo. We have a right certainly to make 
the increase of the salary retrospective. The 
amendment also proposes to pay for arrearages of 
salary to the officer. It seems to me most clearly 
that it is not within the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question 
ided by subsnitting to the Senate whether 
ceive the amendment, 

The Senate decided to receive the amendment, 
and it was agreed to, 

Mr. BELL. I move to amend the bill by in- 
erting at the end of the appropriations for carry- 
ing on the public service, the following: 


And the Commissioner of the General Land Office is 
hereby authorized to cause such surveys and resurveys to 


ti 


as 


| be made within the space of tifteen mites in width on each 


of the Mab 


ile and Ohio railroad, in the States of Ala- 
ippi, and in all other districts, where the 
veyor general has been abolished; and that for 

ength of the ling ofsai i d through the Chickasaw 
ation, in said State of N sippi, in lieu of alternate 
miles in width through said reservation, an 
yay be selected within fifteen miles of the line 
he States of Mississippi and Alabama : Pro- 
hatt be granted to one State within the 
dthatsatd land shail be received on 
ificd in the act of Congress approved 


the eon 
Septembre ` 

Mr. GUNTER. Is there any law or estimate 
for that? This I understand is an additional ap- 
ropriation of land for a railroad 

Mr. BELL. The Senator mistaken. It is 
not for an additional appropriations Itis not the 
ubmitted to the Committee 
d that, because I found it 
esition, The act of 1852, 


approprin 
p railroad 
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‘uation of the Chicago and Mobile railroad, pro- 
vided that an equal quantity of land in proportion 
to the length of the road, should be granted to the 
States of Mississippi and Alabama that had been 
granted by the same bill to the road between Chi- 
cago and Cairo. The object.of the amendment is, 
to provide for a deficiency which happens on the 
line of that road running through the late Chicka- 
saw nation. It does not appropriate an additional 
acre of land; but that portion of the road which 
runs through the Chickasaw nation has no public 
land on either side. The object of the amendment 
is to remedy that. The act of 1850 gives in ex- 
press terms an equal quantity for the whole length 
of that road. I had intended to propose an 
amendment. to extend it to Cairo; but on consult- 
ing with the chairman of the Committee on Fi- 
nance, he thought it would give rise to great dis- 
cussion, and I therefore thought it better not to 
present it. This is not to appropriate an addi- 
tional quantity of land, but itis to take on the line 
of the road, which lies through Alabama and Mis- 
sissippi, within the Chickasaw boundaries, a 
quantity equivalent to that which was granted, 
but which could not be taken on the ground that 
the United States owned no land in the Chickasaw 
nation. By the treaty by which that country was 
ceded to the United States, the proceeds of the 
lands belonging to the Chickasaw nation—and 
there is now but a remnant remaining—is to be 
applied to their use, and we have no rightto touch 
an acre of them. Then the surveyor general’s 
office is abolished, and one part of the provision in 
the amendment refers to that as the necessity for 
the resurveys. I hope there will be no objection 
to it, as it does not appropriate an additional acre 
of land. 

Mr. FEECH. I desire to make an inquiry in 
order to get accurate information on this point. 
This_road, if I understand it, is already provided 
for by a grant of alternate sections of land? 

Mr. BELL. Yes, sir. 
` Mr. FELCH. It passes over a portion of the 
land known as the Chickasaw reservation. Of 
course the United States have no control over, or 
title in that land, to apply it to our use. 

Mr. BELL. They have not. 
© Mr. FELCH. Does the amendment propose 
to take a quantity of land elsewhere in the State, 
equivalent to what would have been given if there 
had been public lands on the railroad line, through 
that portion of the country? 

Mr. BELL. It proposes to lay off other lands 
of Mississippi and Alabama. 

Mr. FELCH. That subject was one to which 
the attention of the Committee on Public Lands 
was called, and they investigated it on some bills 
which have been referred to them, particularly one 
for a road in California. It will be found in 
several instances that the line of the proposed 
road—and this is one which was passed in 1850— 
will run across many portions of the country 
which for some reasons are not Government land. 
Therefore, we cannot give the land within the 
space of six miles on each side of the road. This, 
then, involves the general question, when we pass 
over lands of that description, which are Indian 
reservations, or which on account of grants from 
former Governments having jurisdiction over 
them, or for any other reason, the title to them is 
not in the United States, whether the bills ought 
to give land elsewhere. The understanding of the 
committee was that the bills which have been 
passed upon that subject, do not give such lands. 
The principle was urged in one case before the 
committee, but they thought it advisable for the 

resent, at least, not to adopt it. I think the 

onorable Senator will find that the bill of 1850, 
instead of granting the quantity of land through 
the Chickasaw reservation, gives no land through 
that portion ofthe country. If I am correct, then, 
the. grant now proposed to be madeis a newgrant, 
and, consequently, if the State is allowed to take 
Jand elsewhere for the quantity specified, it will 
not be as an equivalent for the other land, because 
it is not granted by thebill. I think I am correct. 

Mr. BELL. 1 desire to correct the Senator. 
The act of 1850, in express terms, provides that 
the States shall take a quantity of land in propor- 
tion to the length of the road; and that they shall 
have the same quantity that was given to the State 
of Illinois. J at first proposed to extend the op- 
eration of the amendment to the mouth of the 
Ohio river, but I have waived that for the present. | 


The grant is given for the whole length of.the road. 
The Senator from Michigan will observe that there 
was no reservation of that tract of country. The 
Chickasaw country through which the road runs 
was not excepted by the bill; nor was it pretended 
that any public lands were held by the Govern- 
ment, but the provisions of the act were that they 
should have a quantity in proportion to the whole 
length, equal to the quantity granted to the State | 
of Illinois. I consider the proposition to be in 
exact conformity with the provisions of the act as 
to the quantity of land provided under the bill of 
1852 appropriating publiclands for the construc- 
tion of this road.. I think the Senator from Mich- 
igan is mistaken in supposing that it did not mean 
to grant an equal quantity of land for the whole 
length of the road. 

Mr. GWIN. [I think the honorable Senator 
from Tennessee did not state his case as strongly 
as it deserves to be stated. These Chickasaw 
lands are lands of the United States, but the pro- ! 
ceeds, when sold, go, by the treaty, to the Chick- 
asaws. The United States never gave up the 
ownership. The Choctaw lands also were sold, 


ence is, that by the treaty the proceeds of the 
Chickasaw lands are to be given to the Chick- 
asaws. A portion of these lands have been ceded 
to the United States at a very recent period. In 
addition to that, the right to the route of this road 
through Alabama and Mississippi is a poor coun- 
try, and I am perfectly confident that the donation 
of land asked by the amendment would add very 
little to the capital that has already been granted. 
I think there is great merit in the amendment, and | 
that it ought to pass. 

Mr. BORLAND. I would inquire of the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee .if it is competent for us to 
do anything of this sort? Are not all these lands | 
specially reserved by the act? ` 

Mr. BELL. There is no reservation, unlessin 
the first part of the bill appropriating lands to the | 
State of Illinois. Ido not think, if this amend- | 
ment were understood by the Senate, that there 
would be a moment’s hesitation in passing it. 
The only interest I have in it is, that the road is 
Ee in time, to pass through the western 

art of Tennessee. - There was expressly given, 

y the act of 1850, a quantity of land, from Mo- 
bile to Cairo, equivalent to the quantity of land 
given in the State of Illinois, in proportion to the 
whole length of the road. Now, a portion of this 
road, from Mobile to the southern boundary of 
the State of Tennessee, runs through the Chicka- 
saw nation; and the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia is right in saying that we own the public 
land of that nation, but we have no right to appro- 
priate it, because it is bound by treaty to be sold 
at public auction, and the proceeds to go to the 
Indians. Of course, we cannot appropriate it; | 
and it is to supply that deficiency in the fund į 
which was actually intended to be appropriated by 
the act of 1850, that we propose to authorize the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to have 
a quantity laid off in Alabama and Mississippi, 
south of the Chickasaw boundary, equivalent to | 
that to which they would have been entitled ac- | 
cording to the terms of the act for the road passing 
through the Chickasaw nation. As we find that 
we cannot appropriate the Chickasaw land to this 
purpose, we ask its equivalent in Alabama and 
Mississippi. Itis only widening the limits within | 
which the survey shall take place. 

Mr. FELCH. I have not before me the act to 
which reference is made, but as I understand the 
matter, it is this: The bills all grant the right of 
way through the public domain, and then grant 
alternate sections of the public domain on each | 
side of the road. Then there is an express pro- | 
vision in all bills of this kind, that any and all | 
land reserved to the United States, by any act of | 
Congress, for the purpose of aiding in any object 
of internal improvement, or any purpose what- 
soever, be reserved to the United States beyond 
the operation of the act, except so far as is neces- | 
sary to give the right of way. | 

Mr. BELL. We do not propose to take any- 
thing from any reservation. Not at all. 

Mr. FELCH. If I understand it, the proposi- | 
tion is founded upon this assumption: that the land | 
has been granted, in the first place, by an act of 
Congress, and inasmuch as that land cannot be 
taken by law on account of its being reserved, the | 


| friend from Tennessee is correct. 


and a large portion reserved; and the only differ- || 


State is entitled to the same quantity of Jand else- 


where as an equivalent. l have no particular hos- 
tility to this amendment, but I deem it my duty to 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact. My 
idea is, that there is nothing granted by the first 
bill for which an equivalent can be given; that the 
law, instead of giving land where it passes through 
a reservation, or through lands which have been 
disposed of—a township of land, for instance, 
which has been disposed of—does not apply, and 
the land cannot be taken; therefore, of course, if 
it is sold, there can be no equivalent given for it. 

Mr. SHIELDS. In my opinion, my honorable 
The honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Public Lands for- 
gets the language of the bill. I was a member of 
the committee at the time it was drawn up. There 
was no exception in regard to a reservation as far 
as Í can recollect, except that which related to the 
canal lands in Illinois. All the other Government 
reservations were left open in the bill. If so, the 
principle stated by the Senator from Tennessee is 
correct; and for the lands which they have lost in 
consequence of the reservation, they should re- 
ceive an equivalent. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, The provision of the bill is, 
that a quantity of land equal to alternate sections 
for six miles on either side shall be granted. If 
there be a reservation, and they cannot get the 
land in alternate sections, still it does not diminish 
the quantity granted anywhere along the line. In 
that part of the road in Illinois, the quantity 
granted was about 27,000,000 acres. That is a 
quantity equal to alternate sections six miles on 
either side; but there were some parts of the road 
where the lands had been granted for other pur- 
poses, or had been disposed of. Still, when they 
could not get the lands there, they wentlower down 
or higher up, and selected lands equal to the 
amount. The lands have thus been selected in that 
State; and now, when you come to Mississippi, 
the provisions of the bill are simply these: that 
for he extension of said road from the mouth of 
the Ohio to Mobile, a like quantity is granted,on the 
same terms, limitations, and restrictions as in Illi- 
nois. So when you find out what were the terms 
in Illinois, the same terms apply to Alabama; and 
as the Department have given the construction to 
that part of the road in Illinois which the Senator 
from Tennessee contends for, it is obligatory upon 
us to give the same construction in Alabama and 
eee! to carry out the spirit and intention of 
the act. ” 

Mr. ADAMS. I will only add to whathas been 
said by the Senator from Illinois, that there are 
certain obligations imposed upon the proprietors 
of the road for the benefit of the Government.’ 
They are compelled to transport munitions of war, 
and perform various other services for the Gov- 
ernment, in consideration of the grant of public 
lands, and as that portion which passes through 
the. Chickasaw nation is situated, as has been 
stated by the Senator from Tennessee, this is 
merely a proposition to appropriate the land else- 
where. 

Mr. BRADBURY. If I understand this prop- 
osition, it is simply to make an addition to a cer- 
tain appropriation of land made for railroad pur- 
poses. We have before us the civil and diplomatic 
bill, and if upon an appropriation bill of this kind 
weare to go into the consideration ofall grants that 
have been made for railroads to supply deficien- 
cies, it is perfectly obvious that we cannot get 
through with the bill this session. If there is any 
deficiency there is no pressing necessity to make 
it up now. The company can wait until another 
session of Congress; but it is important that we 
should act upon the appropriation bills. There is 
little or no time left this session for other bills. 
We havea question of privilege to be presented 
to-morrow, and we have been sitting from morn- 
ing until nine o’clock to-day, to endeavor to get a 
vote upon this bill. Ifthe amendment be adopted 
it is obvious that it must Jead to others just as ger- 
mane as itis. I think, therefore, we had better 
stop at-once. I suggest to the Chair whether the 
amendment is in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brieur in 
the chair.) The Senator from Maine raises a 
question of order as to whether the amendment 
is in order. The amendment proposes to appro- 
priate lands. The Chair is under the impression 
that it is not in order, but will submit to the Sen- 
ate to say whether they will receive it. 

Mr. BELL. The amendment does not appro- 
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priate one acre of land. I will not make a ques- 
tion with the Chair, but I will state that in the bill 
as reported, there are appropriations for miscella- 
neous surveys to make up for irregularities in the 
surveys of land, and this is nothing more. 

The Senate refused to receive the amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia to offer several 
amendments to the bill, which I shall not debate. 
The first is to insert in the bill the following: 


For grading and graveling Delaware avenue north of the 
Capitol, from B to D streets, at such grade as the corpora- 
tion of Washington may adopt, and the President of the 
United States approve, setting the curb-stones ata distance 
of thirty-five feet from the building line, paving the foot- ways 
to the width of five feet next the eurb-stones, and paving 
the gutters with stone, and laying flag- ways wherever neces- 
sary, $5,000: Provided, That the owners of property lying 
along said avenue shall have the privilege, under such re- 
strictions as the corporation of Washington may impose, of 
oceupying and using as court-ways, a space not exceeding 
twenty feet from the building line of the avenue. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The next amendment is to 
insert the following: 


For grading and graveling North Capitol street from B to 
E streets, at such grade as may be adopted by the corpora- 
tion of Washington, and approved hy the President, setting 
the curb-stone at a distance of thirty feet from the building j 
line, paving with brick five fect next the curb-stone, and 
laying fiag foot-ways wherever necessary, $5,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The next amendment is to 
insert the following: i 


For grading and paving with round stones the carriage- 
way of Pennsylvania avenue from Seventecnth street west, 
to Rock Creek, setting the curb-stones on each side thereot 
at a distance of twenty-five feet from the building tine, 
paving with brick five feet in width next the curb stones 
and relaying flag-ways at the intersection of the cross 
streets, $30,000. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SHIELDS. That was one of the most im- 
ortant amendments proposed. Itis to improve 
ennsylvania avenue, from the Departments to 

Rock Creek, near Georgetown. The Committee 
on the District of Columbia have recommended it, 
but I do not want to debate it. The next amend- 
ment is to insert the following: 


For the survey under the direction of the Topographical 
Bureau, necessary to a correct estimate of the cost of con- 
structing a canal basin at the terminus of the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal, at Rock Creek, near Georgetown, District 
of Columbia, and of the estimate of said bureau, $1,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have another amendment 
to offer. It is to add— 

Suc. —. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
-810,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
necessary graduation and repair of the road leading from 
Maryland avenue, at the boundary of Washington city, 4o 
the boundary line of the District of Columbia, in the direc? 
tion of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, according to 
its original design: Provided, That all right, tide, and 
interest which remain in the president, directors, and com- 
pany of the Columbia turnpike road, under and by virtue 
of an act entitied “ An act Loincorporate a company for 
making certain turnpike roads in the District of Columbia,” 
approved April 20, 1810, shall be extinguished so far as 
they affect said road, by legal proceedings or otherwise, to 
the satisfaction of the President of the United States, be- 
fore any portion of such appropriation shall be expended 


for the purpose aforesaid. 

Sec. —. And be tt further enacted, That the sum of | 
$10,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for the | 
proper grading, graveling, and planting with trees, of the | 
Maryland avenue, from Capitol square to the boundary of | 
Washington city, where the said avenue connects with the | 
turnpike road: Provided, That the graduation, regulation, | 
construction, and repair of said avenue and road, the allow- | 
ance for the same, and the economy and accountability for } 
all expenditures under this act, be placed under the direc- 
tion of an officer of the Corps of Topographical Engineers, 
to be designated by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was rejected. i 


Mr. JONES, of lowa. I ask leave to offer the | 
following amendment: 

For detraying the expenses of surveying and marking | 
the houndary line hetween the States of Missouri and Iowa, ! 
under the recent decision and order of the Supreme Court, ; 
$11,042 68. | 

The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- į 
mittee on Foreign Relations to offer sundry amend- 
ments to this bill, the first of which is to insert— 

For outfit and salary of a Minister Resident at Frank- 
fort-on-the-Main, $32,000. 

The Committee on Foreign Relations have in- 
structed me to offer this amendment from a letter 
addressed to the chairman of the committee by the | 
Secretary of State, on the 16th of August, 1852, | 
in which he says: | 


* By direction of the President, I have the honor to state, 
that in consequence of the appointments of diplomatic 
agents now in contemplation, and deemed important to the 
publie service, an appropriation will be needed for the fol- 
lowing objects: 

“For outfit and salary of a Minister Resident at Frank- 
fort-on-the- Main, $12,000.” 

I have taken some pains, since the receipt of 
this letter, to inform myself of the propriety, so far 
as I could judge, of opening diplomatic intercourse 
with the German Diet, which meets at Frankfort, 
as is known to Senators, and 1 have thought it a 
matter of public interest that it should be done. 
At Frankfort, where the Diet meets, all the prin- 
cipal courts of Europe, and most of the smaller 
courts, are now represented, and matters of great 
commercial interest are there determined and ar- 
ranged, in which, I think, we should participate. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the amendment will not 
be adopted. We have appropriated for a large 
number of outfits. There is a new mission to be 
created just at the outgoing of an Administration, 
when in three months we meet again, and can act 
on this matter then if it should be found to be 
proper. I think we have already appropriated 
enough for outfits and for missions at the close of 
an Administration. This subject was before the 
Committee on Finance, and I do not believe a 
member of that Committee was in favor of it. 1 
hope the proposition will not prevail. 

Mr. CLARKE. I agree with the honorable 
Senator from California, in the wish that this ap- 
propriation may not be made. Why, the Gov- 
ernment of the United States have tried this once. 
They had a Minister at Berlin, and he was com- 
missioned to go down to Frankfort and undertake 
to find some German Government there. He 
went, and when he got there, he found that the 
whole substratum dropped away from under him. 
He was there as an Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary of the United States, and 
no Government could be found near him. He lost 
his mission to Berlin thereby; and I do not know 
but that the last printing bill we passed provided 
for him. 

Now, you have got a Minister to Berlin, you 
have got a Chargë in Austria; and I suppose a 
Chargé at Denmark, or will have one in a few 
weeks. Why, therefore, l ask, should a mission 
to Frankfort-on-the-Maine be created? What is 
there to call forit? If there isa German Diet to 
assemble there, the Minister at Berlin, who has 
very little to do, and who is a man of high talent 
and acquirement, can go, as Mr. Donelson went, 
to Frankfort, and he might as well go there as 
stay at Berlin. The object is simply to provide 
an outfit and salary for some favorite of this Ad- 
ministration, for the very purpose of drawing so 
much from the Treasury of the United States. 

What great relations have we that can be ef- 
fected by this mission to the German Diet? There 
is no Zoll-Verein to be discussed there. There are 
no other relations of Germany which affect us. 
I think we have had enough of them within the 
past few years. Ido not believe such a mission 
is necessary. I do not believe it is proper that 
the United States, at this time, should make the 
appointment, If any great international question 
arose—if there were to be a Congress of Nations 
there, it might be well enough that the United 
States should be represented there. Buta min- 
ister is to go to Frankfort-on-the-Maine and meet 
with certain delegates from certain German Prin- 
cipalities, who will be allowed to stay there until 
the Emperor of Austria, or the Emperor of Russia, 
or the King of Prussia, tells them to disperse, and 
then the whole substratum of this mission will have 
sank to the ground at once. I think itis rather 
derogatory to the United States to be engaged in 
such a bfisiness. Under these circumstances, I 
hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. PRATT. I consider Frankfort-on-the- 
Maine as a very important commercial point, and 
I think, perhaps, it would be as important as any 
point at which we could have a minister. I know 
it is a point in which the constituency which I 
represent are most deeply interested. The people 
of that region consume tobacco, which is made in 
my country, and our present commercial relations 
with them are very detrimental to our interests. 
We want a minister sent there that we may have 
some commercial treaty entered into with the 
Germanic Confederation, by which our products 
may be taken without the exorbitant tax which is 
now laid upon them. 


I do think that Frankfort- |! 


on-the-Maine is as important a point for a mis- 
sion as any which the bill embraces or may em- 
brace. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to offer the following 
amendment: 

“For compensation to Peter Parker, as acting Chargé d’Af- 
faires at Canton, China, for two years from the 24th of May, 
1850, to the 24th of May, 1852, which shall be in full for ail 
demands for such services for the period named, $4,000.» 

Mr. HUNTER. Is there any estimate for this? 

Mr. MASON. I have here a letter from the 
Secretary of State in regard to the subject, which 
I will read, if desired. 

Several Senators. It ig not necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to offer another 
amendment, to come in after the one just adopted. 
It is to insert: 

“For compensation to Theodore 8. Fay, Secretary of Le- 
gation at Berlin, as acting Chargé d’Ajfaires al that place, 
at various times whilst the mission was vacant, between 
the 18th day of July, 1848, and the 10th day of December, 
1851, by direction of the Depariment of State, the same be~ 
ing the difference in the salary of a Secretary of Legation, 
anda Chargé d?Affaires, and which, with the sum of 8686 54, 
appropriated by the act approved March 3d, 1851, shall be 
in full for all services to said 10th day of December, 1851, 
$3,153 74.” 

Mr. HUNTER. 1s not-that a private claim? 

Mr. MASON. He is now in office ag Secretary 
of Legation to Berlin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. Iam further instructed by the 
Committee on Foreign Relations to offer another 
amendment, to come in after the one just adopted. 
It is to insert: 

“Tor compensation to Buckingham Smith, tate Secretary 
of Legation to Mexico, as acting Chargé (Affaires in Mex- 
ico, during the absence of the minister of the United States 
from that country, from the 20th of Jannary, 1851, to the 8th 
of October in the same year, being cight months and thir- 
teen days, $1,766 95, which shall be in full of all demands 
for such service for the period named.’ 

It is proper that I should say, as the chairman 
of the Committee on Finance has made the inquiry 
in reference to other amendments, that Mr. Buck- 
ingham Smith is not now in ofice, but Ido not 
consider that the amendment is prohibited by the 
rule. Itis to extend to this gentleman the same 
pay which has always been extended to a Secre- 
tary of Legation who has been placed as Chargë 
d’Affaires, ad interim, by the Department, and 
who has incurred the expenses of the station. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the same 
committee to offer an additional amendment, to 
come in after the one last adopted. It is to in- 
sert : 

“For compensation to Charles D. Arfurdson, Consul of 
the United States at Stockholin, Sweden, for diplomatie 
services, rendered as Chargé Affaires at that place, by 
instruction of the Seeretary of State, from the recall of Mr. 
Ellsworth to the arrival of Mr. Schroeder, appointed Chargé, 
from 24th July, 1849, to the 22d day of April, 1850, a period 
of eight months and twenty-nine days, being onc half ofthe 
salary of a Chargé d'Affaires, and in full for all such ser- 
vices for the period named, $1,681 25.” 

I wish merely to say to the Senate that this is a 
different class of cases from those which have just 
been adopted. Here is a case of a consul who, 
by instruction of the Department, took charge of 
thelegation, in the absence of the Chargë d’A faires, 
and to whom the committee has allowed, not the 
full pay, but one half the pay of a Chargé. The 
reason for adopting that principle by the commit- 
tee, was this: We pay a Secretary of Legation 
the salary of a Chargë d’A faires when he performs 
these duties ad interim; and it is done always by 
deducting from it his salary as Secretary of the 
Legation. But it is different in the case of a 
Consul who has no salary; and we have thought 
that it would be right to consider that his emolu- 
ments as Consul, whatever they were, should be 
set off against the salary of a Secretary of Lega- 
tion, and we propose, therefore, to pay him one 
half of the salary of a Chargé. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. MASON. I am also instructed by the 
same committee to offer another amendment, to 
come in after the one last adopted: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury cause the accounts 
of Joseph Balestier, late special agent «f the United States 
in Asia, to be settled in such manner as to allow to him his 
traveling and other necessary expenses incurredin returning 


August 26, 


also ailowed, from the time when it was discontinued, until 
a reasonable time after his return, not exceeding six months 
to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated.” 

“The Committee on Foreign Rélations made a 
report, accompanied by a bill to pay this money 
to Mr. Balestier, who was a special agent sent 
abroad by aformer Secretary of State; and in their 
report, they stated the reasons for the favorable 
consideration of the demand. 
Senate. “The commitiee report: 

‘eThat the petitioner, having resided for many years at 
Singapore, in the East Indies, as consul of the United States, 
returned home in the year 1849, and tendered a resignation 
of his office, on the ground that its emoluments were not 
adequate to the expenses it involved. 

« Whilst thus in communication with the Department of 
State, it was determined by the President to send a special 
agent to the. East Indies, and to various parts of southern 


Asia, for purposes fully set forth in a letter from the Sec- | 


retary ‘of State to Mr. Balestier, dated August 16, 1849, 
accompanying the petition, and the latter gentleman was 
selected for that service. 

The peculiar qualifications of Mr. Balestier for these du- 
ties, resulting from an intimate acquaintance with the coun- 
tries he was to visit, and the fidelity and ability with which 
he had served the Government whilst consul at Singapore, 
are fully admitted in the correspondence of the Department; 


and it would appear that Mr. Balestier was induced to ac- |! 


cept this new service upon a representation that it would 
be recommended to Congress to place the consulate at Sin- 
gitpore on such footing, in regard to salary, as wonld enable 
him to remain there as consul when his special mission 
should be ended. : y 

* By his letter of appointment, above referred to, Mr. 
Balestier was to be paid at the rate of $4,500 per annum 
whilst so employed, and in addition his ‘traveling and 
other necessary expenses’ were to be allowed him. 

t Whilst on this special mission the agent was to be con- 
veyed to the various points indicated in his letter of instruc- 
tions in some of the publie vessels in those seas. 


“it appears further from the correspondence of the De- || 
partment that, after concluding a convention of ‘friendship |: 
and trade’ with the Sultan of Borneo, Mr. Balestier was |: 
landed in China from the Plymouth, under an arrangement |: 


with Commodore Voorhees that after replenishing his sup- 


plies he would again put to sea with him, with a view to | 


the completion of his mission. But before being ready to i why they should not authorize the Secretary of |; 


do s6, that ship was unexpectedly recalled home. 


+ ¢ By letter of May 16, 1850, Mr. Balestier was informed ! 


by the Department of State, (the Plymouth having returned 
home;) that the steamer Jamestown would, be ordered to 
receive him on board, and to proceed with him to the com- 
_ pletion of his mission; and whilst waiting at Batavia her 
arrival, he received a letter from the Department terminating 
his mission, and informing him that his salary would cease 
after a reasonable time (fixed by the letter at little more 
than sixty days) allowed for the dispatch to reach him. 
“Thus bis salary was made to cease on the 20th April, 
1851, and he claims that it should be paid him from that date 


until his arrival in the United States, together with his | 


traveling expenses home. 


“Ttappears to the committee that, although at the time 


of Mr. Balestier’s departure on this special miszion, it was 
intended that at its close he should remain at Singapore 
and resume his duties asconsul, yet that such intention w 


based upon the expectation, on both sides, that Wie consul- | 


ate would in the mean time be made a sal 
Such not being done, he returned home as spe 
cumstances would admit. 

, “The committee are satisfied that all the 
of the agent were discharged by him with zeal 
and entirely to the satisfaction of the Governmes:t, and they 
recommend, therefore, that he be allowed the c: 
of his salary as claimed, and his traveling expen: 
the United States, and report a bill accordingly. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MASON. I have gone through with the 


ied office. 
dily as cìr- 


duties required 
aud fidelity, | 


amendments which I had to offer by the direction | 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I` 
now, of myself, offer the following amendment to | 


the bill: 


Sec. — And be it further enacted, That it shall be law- ` 


ful for the Secretary of the Treasury, at any time after the 
Ist day of January next, to issue to the State of Texas such 
portion of the stock mentioned in the first proviso of the 
fifth article of the third section of the act entitled “An act 
“proposing to the State of Texas the establishment of her 
‘northern and western boundaries, the relinguishment by 
“the said State of all territory claimed by her exterior to 
“said, boundaries 
‘States, and to 
£ Mexico,” approved September Sth, 1850, 
dient in amount to the releases of the cl 
orsaf Texas agai 


eqinvalent to such like releases as may be thereafter filed, 
until the whole'amount of the five millions of dollars re- 
served by said articie is exhausted. 

_ Mr. GWIN. I wish to make an appeal to the 
Senator from Virginia not to press that amend- 
ments {t will lead to hours of discussion. It is 


one of the most complicated questions that can be i 


presented to Congress, 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] has 
ed-from the Finance Committee a bill, accompa- 
nied by an elaborate report, which bill ig entirely 
different in its provisions from this proposition ; 


I will read it to the ii 


and of ail her claims upon the United | 
establish a territorial government for New |: 
as shall be equiv- `: 
aims of the credit- `` 
ust the United States which shall be then |: 
filed. at the Treasury as in said article is provided; and in |! 
like manner from month to month to issue the said stock |: 


It is well known that the | 
report- |. 


! will not press the proposition at this late period of 
| the session. . Pane 
| Mr. MASON. I have no disposition in the 
i world to get up a discussion; but I can state in 
i three minutes what will be the effect of the 
|: amendment, and the Senate can then determine 
|| upon the propriety of adopting it. By the law of 
| 1850, adjusting the boundaries of Texas, the Uni- 
i ted States agreed to pay to that State the sum of 
! $10,000,000, by an issue of five per cent. stock, 
| redeemable in fourteen years; $5,000,000 of that 
| Stock were to be paid to Texas on her accepting 
ithe terms of the law; the remaining $5,000,000 
; were to be reserved at the Treasury under the 
i following proviso: 
|] ® Provided, That no more than five millions of said stock 
| shall be issued until the creditors of the State holding bonds 
aud other certificates of the stock of Texas, for which du- 
| ties on imports were specially pledged, shall first file at the 
| Treasury of the United States releases of all claim against 
| the United States for and on account of said bonds and cer- 
tificates in such form as shall be prescribed by the Secre- 
: tary of the Treasury, and approved by the President of the 
: United States.” 


| 


petition on behalf of two ladies, one of them a 
| constituent, which was referred to tne Committee 
: on Finance, setting forth that as this law was con- 
strued at the Treasury, the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury considered himself prohibited from issuing 
any portion of that stock until every creditor of 
! Texas of the class described in the proviso had 
released the United States; and thus it was stated 


i moment to them to receive the money, never could 
|i be paid out of those five millions until every cred- 
itor of Texas ‘of that class should file releases. 

In considering the subject, } did not see any 
; reason, so far as the United States was concerned, 


the Treasury to issue that stock as fast as the 
; releases came in. Iam perfectly aware that the 
| State of Texas, since the passage of the law of 
| 1850, has passed an act determining how she will 
pay her debt. 

Mr. RUSK. 
| law. . 
Mr. MASON. Iam told, and I have no doubt 
: correctly, that the State of Texas, before the pas- 
; Sage of the act, passed a law determining in what 
: proportion she would pay that debt; in other words, 
i that it should be scaled at prescribed rates, f 


It was before the passage of the 


consideration of the subject how Texas proposes 
į topay the debt. Whatever my opinions may be, 
|| they are not to be expressed here. She is to de- 
‘| termine for herself, upon her own ideas of pro- 
|! priety, what to do with her creditors. I have 

nothing to do with that subject. My object alone 
is to say, that i do not believe the interests of the 


i! 
1i 
i 


be affected by authorizing the stock to be issued 
| as fast as the releases come in; and that is the 
whole object of the amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. I do not intend to go into the 
merits of this question atall. I merely wish to 
, call the attention of the Senate to this fact, that the 
proposition now made by the Senator from Vir- 
| ginta has been rejected by the Finance Commit- 
tee. The memorial to which he alludes was re- 
ii ferred to that committee, and they have reported 
i againstit. The Committee on Finance have brought 
forward another proposition—one of great im- 
portance, and it will lead to a great deal of discus- 
sion. Ido not pretend to go into the merits of 


with this bill. 
propose which will not fead to discussion; and it 


so great importance as this, and one which will 
i consume so much time. 
Mr. BRIGHT. If it be the pleasure of the 
Senator to consider this subject upon the civil and 

: diplomatic bill, I think I hazard nothing in saying 
i. that we shall not get through to-night. it involves 
| the expenditure of an immense amount of money, 
| it is vastly interesting to a great number of per- 
| sons. 

Several Senators. Let us take the vote. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If it is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate not to entertain the proposition, I will not con- 
sume time. I am prepared to go on. 


| 


l 


Some two or three months since I presented a | 


in the petition, that the petitioners, holding an ; 
| amount of that stock which made it a matter of |! 


nave not felt myself at liberty to enter into the | 


United States, which I am here to represent, will |) P 


i the question; all I ask is that we should go on |: 
Many of us have arnendments to |; 


is the interest of almost every Senator that we | 
should not introduce inte the bill any question of | 


Mr. CLEMENS. I beg to suggest that we had 
| better pass over this amendmentinformally. Ifit 
be pressed to a vote to-night, it must be discussed. 
| So far as I am concerned, I am interested in this 
i matter, on account of my own State. My State 
i is one of the creditors of Texas. We are willing 
to trust Texas. We believe that Texas will pay 
| us; at all events, we are willing to trust her. But 
| if this subject is to be gone into now, E know it 
| must be discussed, and we cannot get through 
|; with the bill; and if it is intended to insist upon 
| the consideration of this amendment, f shall move 
| an adjournment. 

Mr. BRIGHT. The Committee on Finance 
had before them the petition referred to by the 
honorable Senator from Virginia—the petition of 
| Mrs. Bonnycastle, who asks the repeal of this 
proviso. It was considered at length; and the 
| prayer of the petitioner was overruled; and the 
| 


|! committee, I believe, were unanimous, with the 
| exception of the honorable Senator from Virginia. 
| (Mr. Howrer,] in favor of the bill reported by the 
' honorable Senator from Maryland, which proposes 
| an entirely different plan from that suggested by 
i| the honorable Senator from Virginia, [Mr. M4- 
son.] It was well understood this morning, by 
| the Committee on Finance, that if either the prop- 
osition now submitted by the Senator from Vir- 
| ginia, or the bill reported by the Senator from 
Maryland, was offered as an amendment to the 
civil and diplomatic bill, it would exhaust the res- 
idue of the session; and the committee came to the 
conclusion to resist any proposition to place either 
one of them on the bill. 

i, Several Senators. That is right. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If that be the pleasure of the 
Senate, we need not waste time in discussing the 
| Subject. And for the purpose of testing that ques- 
_ tion, I submit to the Chair to decide whether the 
| amendment is in order under our rules. 

į Mr. MASON. There is an existing appropri- 


i: ation of $5,000,000, but the money, according to 
| the original law, was not to be expended until cer- 
i tain conditions as to the filing of releases were 
i complied with. The purpose of my amendment 
i| is to repeal that proviso, and direct the mode in 
' which an existing appropriation shall be expended. 
| I submit, therefore, to the Chair that itis perfectly 
|i in order. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. BADGER in 
i the chair.) A question is raised whether or not 
| the amendment is in order. The 30th rule of the 
Senate is the only one which relates to questions 
of order on general appropriation bills; and it ex- 
| cludes amendments which propose ‘ additional 
i appropriations” out of the public Treasury, except 
| in certain cases. This amendment, the Chair un- 
į derstands, proposes to make no appropriation; it 
is, therefore, in his opinion, without going into 
any further reasoning, clearly an amendment that 
i| is not excluded by the rule, and which it is com- 
| petent for the Senate to entertain. 

i) Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, so far asthe 
i| State of Texas is concerned, and so faras I repre- 
i sent it, I have, on this occasion, to express my 
| Sincere regret that the subject has not met with the 
| earlier attention of the Committee on Finance, and 
: that it has not been earlier submitted to the Senate 
for its action. For some reason it has not been 
i| presented in any shape, until the present moment. 
: If the Senate were to act upon it, and to adopt the 
_ Measure now proposed, I believe it would not only 
| benefit the creditors of Texas, but it would obtain 
all the ends of justice that they can ever expect or 
that Texas can ever accord to them, which will, | 
|i think, be complete. I have only risen to express 
i the sincere desire that the amendment may meet 
with the favorable consideration of the Senate, 
and be at once adopted. If it leads to discussion, 
we have no time further to consider it without in- 
terfering with important business; and T shall sub- 
: mit to the decision of the Senate. Whether they 
will act upon it or not, Texas will take care of her- 
self, and her creditors, too, if she can. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, if the State of 
Texas and her creditors were the only parties 
: concerned, I should not be inclined to offer the 
_ least opposition to the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia. But the Senate must all know 
ji that the United States are concerned—directly 
l concerned; that it was the supposed lability of 
ij the United States, which induced vs to make that 
i provision in the bill of 1850, by which five of the 
l; ten millions of stock, which thè bill proposed to 


‘Treasury, until releases should be filed by the 
creditors of Texas of a certain class. That class 
of creditors, as the Senate will remember, were 
those who held bonds for which the revenues of 


Texas, arising from imports, had been pledged. | 
It had been alleged here, that the United States | 


were liable for the bonds for which these revenues 
were so pledged. Even during the discussion of 
the annexation of Texas, I well recollect that the 
honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Da- 
vis,] in the course of a speech which he made on 
that occasion, produced one of the revenue bonds 
of Texas, held it up, showed it to the Senate of 
the United States, and urged it as an argument 
against annexation, that we should be inevitably 
o 


debts, at all events. That was oneof the consid- 
erations which induced the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States to agree to give to Texas, by the bill of 
1850, the large sum of $10,000,000. It was held 
that the United States were liable—at all events 
such was the opinion of a great many persons, 
and probably of a majority of Congress—because, 
if the United States upon the annexation of Texas 
took possession of the funds which were pledged 


by that Republic to one class of her creditors, they | 
must take those funds cum onere; they could not ' 
be diverted from the purpose to which they had | 
been pledged by the Government of Texas; and | 
when they were received into the Treasury of the | 
United States, the United States having so diverted | 


them became liable, at least in some degree, to the 
parties to whom those bonds were pledged. 


Well, sir, that being the case, the United States, | 
having that view, reserved the five millions, and | 


declared that they should not be paid over to Texas 
until the creditors filed their releases. It is mani- 
fest, when we come to consider this proposition, 


that we are considering that which does not con- | 


cern Texas and her creditors alone, but which con- 
cerns the Treasury of the United States. 


debt, and has classed her creditors variously. 
I have not yet ascertained the exact amount of 
those claims for which her revenues from customs 


were specially pledged by that name, or generally || 


as revenues, or as being made receivable in pay- 
ment of public dues. The Secretary of the Treas 
ury, in the opinion which he has filed on this case, 
has stated that he supposes that the class of claims 
which came under that description, are not to be 
confined to those claims for which the revenues 


from customs were pledged on the face of the bonds, | ; : f 
i| Now, will the United States, under these cir- į 


but that other classes, also, are equally pledged, 
though in a different form. 
these obligations of Texas are made receivable for 
all public dues. if they are receivable for all pub 
lie dues, they are receivable in payment of duties 
on imports; and if so, duties on imports;be may 
considered as pledged for their payment. 
by the act of their Congress, though it does not 


appear on the face of many of her obligations, | 


pledged all her revenues for the payment of those 
obligations prior to January, 1840. Of course, a 


pledge of revenue from all sources, included a. 


pledge of revenue from customs, just as effectually 


as if that source of revenue was specially named; ; 
since otherwise a general pledge of the revenues | 
would be a pledge of no particular item of revenue |: 
These are classes of which we were not | 
aware at the time we passed the act of 1850. These | 


at all. 


classes amount to a much larger sum than the five 


millions reserved,and hence itis that the United | 


States become interested; for these different classes 


of claimants amounting to more than the five mil- | 
lions, it follows, that if we allow these claims to | 
be admitted by payment to one portion of the: 
creditors, still we would remain liable to another | 
portion, and so we should not escape that which it | 
was our purpose to avoid when we made the res- | 


ervation. 


Texas has scaled her debts—that is, she pro- | 
poses to liquidate them by paying some creditors : 
the par value, as we call it, or the ostensible value, | 
as they call it, at the treasury of Texas; others | 
she proposes to pay at the rate of seventy cents on | 
the dollar; another class at fifty cents, and another, |: 


I think, at twenty cents on the dollar. With re- 


gard to some of these claims, Texas alleges that | 


she received only so much as she is now willing 


to pay—that those who took her obligations bought : 
them under par, or advanced Jess than their nom- ` 


inal amount. Then again, in regard to some 


liged, at some. future day, to pay that class of || 


Texas | 
has passed a law proposing the liquidation of her |: 


For example, some of || 


i 


some having given more, and others less. 
Texas has averaged. This proceeding is not sat- 
isfactory to those who have been scaled at the low 
rate; and they, naturally enough, are disposed to 
hold, not Texas only, but the United States liable 
for the whole amount of what is due upon the face 
j of the bonds. They say—and it is very difficult 
to deny it—that, at the period when they took 
those obligations, the affairs of Texas were in a 
very critical, if not almost desperate, state; that 
the reduced rates at which they paid for their bonds 
was but fair, when you consider the risk they 
run; and they say that they are entitled to all, now 
that Texas has got out of her difficulties, and es- 
pecially as the United States have in some meas- 
ure acknowledged their liability for them. And 
then, as it has not been the practice of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States to scale her debts— 


for us to say that we will sanction any proceeding 
Yy S 


at one rate should be paid at the Treasury, at a 


same rate. 

I wish to say that I trust these remarks will not 
be considered offensive to Texas. It is impossi- 
ble to avoid speaking of the effect of the sealing 
act; but neither in the report of the Committee on 
Finance, nor in any remarks which | may make, 
is there any desire to cast any reproach upon that 
State. On the contrary, | have endeavored to 
avoid any expression which might justly cause 
irritation. 

I suppose that if you adopt this proposition of 
the Senator from Virginia, the consequence would 


out of the Treasury of the United States in favor 


most probably would be satisfied; but those scaled 


| they would hereafter be calling on the ‘Treasury, 
i and calling, until at last, | have no doubt, we 
4) should yield to their demands, and exhaust not 
| 


after the 41,800,000 were paid, buteven $6,000,000 


der of the debt would amount. 
this amendment, the amount remaining of the 
$5,000,000 will not more than one half satisfy these 
; demands. 


cumstances, give their sanction to a proposition 
by which one class of creditors, having quite an 
equal claim upon them as the other class, shall be 
' paid at the Treasury out of this reserved fund, at 


H which they were scaled, or wait an indefinite seri 
of years, besieging us all the time for the full rate 


and which, according to our usage, we have not 
a right to deny? If we are not prepared to say 
that we will discriminate between the classes who 
have equal claims against the United States, we 
must reject this amendment. 


submitted a proposition which we believe will be 
satisfactory to all the creditors of Texas. ‘That 
proposition is to appropriate lions three 
hundred and thirty-three tho d dollars (98,- 
333,000) in bonds bearing an interest of three per 
cent., to be divi 
ants according to their claims. 
now to vindicate that bill, but T shall be 
to do so @henever it comes up properly 


i do not propose 
ared 
We 


we are sure it will be to the creditors. But while 
that is pending, it seems to me that we can searce- 
ly, without entering into its consideration, under- 
take to dispose favorably of this proposition of 
the Senator from Virginia. f will net pursue the 
debate further. F have stated these considerations 
in order to show the difficuldes in the way of the 
adoption of the proposition of the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
this amendment atall. F should be in favor of it, 
if it could be voted on without debate; but I am 


by which payment for one portion of these debts | 


rate which will leave a remainder of the five mil- ; 
lions insufficient to pay the other creditors at the ; 


or $7,000,000—to which, with the accumulated | 
interest, in the course of a few years, the remain- i 
If we adopt! 


ided equally among all the clann- į 


not disposed to risk the appropriation bills by a! 
|| long debate on this subject; and how I shall vote ; 


These | 


| to refuse ta pay her liabilities in faull—it is difficult |! 


be, that something like $1,800,000 would be paid į 


at the low rates would be utterly dissatisfied; and ; 


‘| the larger rate at which their claims were scaled, | 


Texas, | and leave the others to receive the reduced rate at | 


which they say they have the right to demand, | 


The Committee on Finance have, through me, : nd 
|, report adverse to the proposition now under con- 


hope that it will prove satisfactory to Texas, as |! 


‘committed by the remarks of the Senator from In- 


: diana, in relation to that matter. 


Itwas my desire 


: that this bilt should not be encumbered witli either 


: proposition. 


‘them both. 


If there were time to consider it, I 
believe it would be the duty of the Senate to take 
up the proposition of my colleague, and contrast 
that with the one reported by the Committee on 
Finance, and calmly and carefully to consider 
I prefer that of my colleague. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. President, without the 
reservation having been made in the law of 1850, 


i I should never have supposed for one moment that 
the Government of the United States were liable 


for any portion of the debt of Texas. Nor do I 


i believe that by any but an open declaration of 


i her debts. 


; regulations. 


theirs can they ever assume the responsibility of 
It would have been proper to have as- 
certained from Texas what was the actual amount 
of debt for which the revenue arising from im- 
ports was pledged. That revenue was especially 
pledged by Texas for the redemption of loans and 
for nothing else. It was not pledged as to any 
issues. Texas has not repudiated any of her lia- 
bilities. She has arranged that by her municipal 
She had a right to do that. She 
made several pledges of her revenue for different 
issues. But she made no special grant or pledge 


i of the revenue arising from imports except for the 


of the claimants, scaled at the high rate, and they |! 


redemption of her loans. She might appropriate 
that especially, and she might recetve in consider- 
ation of the duties what she pleased; and it would 
not affect the character of the pledges given. She 
is compeient to regulate her own matters, and she 
will reserve that power let the United States take 


' what action they please. 


All that l have to say on this question is, that 
I regret extremely, that after a session of eight 


‘months, this is brought in as a subject of discus- 


only the whole amount of the $5,000,000 left, | 


sion before the Senate within the last nights of the 
session. Texas would have been prepared, and 
her representatives in the Senate would have been 
prepared, to have taken the part which behooved 
them. We do not want to interfere with the 
United States. We wish only to maintain the fair 


; construction of the laws of Texas, and her liabili- 


|: ties to her creditors. 


Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I shall cer- 
tainly vote against this amendment as now pro- 
nosed; and f shall vote against it, because I think 


: there is no time for a discussion of the principles 


involved in it, and the relative importance of the 


‘two propositions—this and the one reported by 


the Finance Committee. Now, you have two dis- 
tinct propositions involving a variety of questions. 
I have not had time to examine the subject, because 


i the report of the committee was only laid on our 


desks within the last four or five days. But there 


‘is enough known to me to satisfy me, that there 


' proper time to do it? 


is a serious question to bedetermined. Is this the 
Ought this bill to be inter- 


fered with? Further; ought you to treat the 


‘i opinion of the majority of the committee, to whom 


you referred this matter, and who have made a 


sideration, with so much disrespect as to pass it 
without full discussion and debate? In my opin- 


‘ion, as this amendment now comes before the 
| Senate, and without reflecting upon its merits, I 


shall vote against it, because J have no time to 
consider it; nor do I think the bill ought to be 
embarrassed by bringing the question now before 
the Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. 


Mr. President, I have not 


i: now time to say what | would wish to say upon 
. this subject, but | will say one thing pretty decided- 
: iy, that I think Texas ought to be the adminis- 


I do not propose to discuss | 


ad 
St 


trator of her own affairs; and when the United 
tates undertook to supervise and correct her and 
assume for Texas a responsibility which she is 


i not disposed to assume for herself, it is the climax 


of Federal assumption. 

Sir, some gentlemen say there is not time to 
consider this subject; others say if there were 
time, it ought not to be considered one way or the 
other; but I choose to say that there 1s time 
enough to consider this in any point of view in 
which I believe the subject ought to be considered, 
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and that is, to allow those who may be willing to 
receive ‘their money according to the scale of 
‘Texas, to come in, file their releases, and receive 
their money. What objection is there to that? 
That is the object of the amendment of my hon- 
orable friend from Virginia. 

There is now an injunction upon that; and upon 
whatground? That by delaying this subject, and 
managing, perhaps, upon avery high consideration 
of political morality—no speculation, of course; 
I suppose speculation has nothing to do with this 
subject-—the Federal Government. is to rebuke 
Texas by saying to her, ‘* You have not scaled 
your debt correctly, and we will assume to honor 
a draft which you do not choose: to pay, on the 
ground that you have disgraced yourselves.” That 
is the amount of it. We have said to Texas, 
** Say what you owe, and we will pay it; and to 
save ourselves from any further liability here- 
after, we will give you $5,000,000 positively, and 
$5,000,000 on certain conditions, that your cred- 
itors file releases.” Well, all do not come in. 
Here are women and children absolutely perish- 
ing because they have not liberty to com? in and 
take their money; and then, from a high morality 
—political morality, of course—the United States 
tells Texas, ‘‘ You have disgraced yourselves by 
the manner in which you have scaled your debts; 
we will save you from disgrace by assuming the 
debt; we will accept the draft which you have dis- 
honored.” Ido not stand here to be the guardian 
‘of Texas; not atall. But one thing is very cer- 
tain; and I leave the proposition to the public to 
say whether there is more political morality or 
speculation in it. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, if I admitted 
the obligation supposed to exist by the Senator 
from South Carolina, I should, of course, agree 
with him in opinion; but I do not think the obli- 
gations of Texas have anything to do with the 
question presented by thisamendment. The sim- 
ple question for us to consider is, whether the Gov- 
ernment of the United Statesis bound for all these 
debts. The Senator makes light of the proposi- 
tion. ` I know him to be a good lawyer, and I ven- 
ture to say now that he cannot answer the argu- 
ment which so humble an individual as myself 
may make on the subject. 

Mr. President, I do not propose tó say anything 
as to the honor of Texas. The question here is, 
whether the United States are liable for these debts 
ornot? If the United States be answerable for 
them, then it is the honor of the United States, 
not the honor of Texas, that we are to consider. 
Now, I assume, as a legal proposition, which my 
honorable friend from South Carolina cannot deny, 
that. whenever any State becomes, by compact, 
amalgamated with another, the State into which 
the sovereignty is merged is liable for all the obli- 
gations of the government thus united with it. 
= My constituents are deeply interested in this 
question, I do not intend to say aught against 

exas. I am speaking of the obligation of the 
United States to pay my constituents the debt 
which I believe is now due from this Government 
to them. 

Texas was a sovereign State; the United States 
cannot deny that proposition; it must be conceded 
by us, at least, that Texas was a sovereign State. 
She has yielded that sovereignty to the United 
States. What, permit me to ask, was pledged for 
the payment of her debts? . I differ here somewhat 
from my honorable colleague. I say that the na- 
tional faith of Texas, her faith as an independent 
nation, was pledged. She has ceased to exist as a 
nation. The United States now possess that former 
sovereignty, which was originally pledged by Tex- 
as for the payment of these debts. Now, I say that 
it isa proposition of national law; running down 
from ibe first elementary works to the latest wri- 
ter on the subject, that where that case exists, 
where the sovereignty of one State has been merged 
in that of another, that the State into which it is 
merged is liable for all the obligations of the other. 
1 hold: before me Rutherforth’s Institutes, who, 
speaking of the effect of the union by compact of 
two States into one, says: 

“Since both States thus continue in this united body, 
and neither of them ceases to exist, the rights and the obli- 
gations of both will remain, and will become therights and 
obligations of the united body; that is, whatever rights be- 
longed. to each State separately before they were united, 
will afterwards be the rights of the collective State; and 


the same obligations that each State was under separately 
before,. the collective State will be wader afterwards.’? 


You will find in all the elementary works, this 
proposition broadly laid down, and it is, I submit, 
a proposition right in itself. Texas was entitled 
to enter into these obligations. She wasa nation, 
existing in the eyes of the civilized world as a na- 
tion, when she entered into these obligations. 

Mr. BAYARD. Allow me to ask the honora- 
ble Senator from Maryland whether he argues that 
the entire nationality of Texas was all amalga- 
mated into the United States? Did her entire 
sovereignty pass to the United States? I say the 
entire nationality of the nation amalgamated with 
another, must be destroyed, before the nation into 
which it is amalgamated is liable for the debts of 
the other. 

Mr. PRATT. The Senator says that the entire 
nationality must be destroyed. Now, I say the 
entire nationality of Texas was destroyed. I do 
not mean to say that she is not a State equal to 
any in this Union. 1 am proud to consider her as 
a sister State, equal to any other State in the 
Union. But I say that Texas has surrendered 
the entire nationality which was pledged for the 
payment of these debts. 

The proposition of my honorable colleague is, 
that the United States are bound for that class of 
debts for which she had pledged her revenue from 
imposts, and which were, of course, expressly 
ceded to this Union by her becoming a member 
of it. No one can doubt that proposition. My 
honorable friend from South Carolina says there 
is nothing in it, but he adduced no argument to 
show it. 

Mr. BUTLER. [I had not time to do so. 

Mr. PRATT. Nor could you, if you had 
time; nor can any man living refute the proposi- 
tion, that so far as the obligations of Texas were se- 
cured by her revenues from imposts which have been 
surrendered to this Union, our Government having 
taken those revenues, took them cum onere, and 
are bound for the debts for which Texas pledged 
them. But I go further, and I say that, in reference 
to all the debts of Texas for which the national 
faith was pledged, we, having assumed the na- 
tionality which was pledged for their payment, as- 
sumed the debt. 

My honorable friend from Delaware has asked 
me whether Texas surrendered her nationality, 
her entire revenue, and ability to pay, which as a 
nation she possessed antecedently to her annexa- 
tion to this Union? Well, I say that she has 
ceased to exist as a nation. 

Mr. BAYARD. She possesses a quasi sover- 
eignty. 

Mr. PRATT. We have peculiar institutions. 
The sovereignty which she possesses is a quasi 
sovereignty; but the sovereignty which she had 
pledged for the payment of these debts was an 
absolute sovereignty, and has been surrendered. 
She entered into these debts asa nation. Asa 
nation she has ceased to exist; and she is now a 
member of this Union, possessing, as my friend 
says, a quasi sovereignty; but not possessing the 
sovereignty which was pledged for the payment 
of those debts. It is sufficient, however, for the 
purpose of this argument, to show, what cannot 
be successfully denied by any one, that the class 
of debts embraced by the amendment were se- 
cured by an express pledge of revenues of Texas 
which have been surrendered to the United States. 
In regard, therefore, to the class of debts affected 
by the amendment under consideration, Texas 
has surrendered to the United States the revenues 
which she had pledged for their payment; and in 
regard to them the Senators from South Carolina 
and Delaware must admit that Texas has ceased 
to be sovereign; and by the admission necessa- 
rily inferred from their argument, we (the United 
States) are answerable for them, th@#thing, the 
revenue, pledged by Texas for their payment, 
now belonging to the United States, and she re- 
ceiving the money arising from it. This proposi- 
tion, therefore, with due submission to the judg- 
ment of others, I say cannot be successfully de- 
nied with reference to that class of debts intended 
to be embraced by this amendment, because, by 
assuming the means which Texas pledged for 
their payment, the United States with them neces- 
sarily assumed the payment of the debt for which 
those means were pledged. 

I certainly, sir, did not expect to be called upon 
to enter into an argument on this subject. I agree 
with those who think we have not time to consider 
it; and I am informed by my honorable friend from 


Indiana, that, if this subject is to be considered, 
he intends to offer, as an amendment to the amend- 
ment, the bill proposed by my colleague. Now, 
sir, for the purpose of testing whether the Senate 
will consider the amendment or not, I move to lay 
the amendment on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bapexrr in 
the chair.) The honorable Senator perhaps is not 
aware that that motion carries the bill with it. 

Mr. PRATT. Then I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WALKER. I move that the Senate do 
now adjourn. 

Mr. BORLAND called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered, and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bright, Brooke, Butler, Chase, Clarke, 
Clemens, Davis, De Saussure, Hamlin, Meriwether, Miller, 
Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Shields, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, 
Stockton, Underwood, Wade, and Walker—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bayard, Borland, 
Bradbury, Brodhead, Charlton, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, 
Fish, Houston, Hunter, James, Jones of lowa, Mallory, 
Mason, Rusk, and Weller—i8. 


So the Senate adjourned, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fray, August 27, 1852. 

The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 

TheJournal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER. The business first in order 
is reports from the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a priv- 
ileged question. 


Mr. OLDS. Task the consent of the House 
to report a bill. I will not occupy five minutes’ 
time. 


Mr. MILLSON. That can be done after the 
morning hour. I rise to a privileged question. I 
wish to call up the motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the House some time ago referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union House bill No. 273, making further ap- 
propriation for the satisfaction of Virginia military 
and warrants, 

Mr. PENN. I insist upon my right to the 
floor for the purpose of reporting from the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


JUDGE JOHN C. WATROUS. 

The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman pro- 
ceeds, the Chair would like to have the indulgence 
of the House to present a memorial from Judge 
John C. Watrous. That gentleman has addressed 
a letter to the House, which he asks may be read 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The letter is very short. 

There was no objection, and the letter was read 
as follows: 

WASHINGTON, August 27, 1852. 
To the Honorable Linn Boyp, Speaker of the House of 

Representatives of the United States— 

Sır: About the commencement of the present session of 
Congress, a memorial was presented, signed by a certain 
William Alexander, of Galveston, Texas, praying for an 
investigation inte my conduct as Federal judge of the dis- 
trict court of that State. It was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary of the House, and a thorough examination 
of the charges has been prosecuted by the committee. T 
understand that committee is prepared to report on the sub- 
ject, and I feel the deepest interest in the carliest practica- 
ble report. Cases of much importance, both civil and erim- 
inal, are depending in the Federal district court of Texas for 
trial ; but in the present state of the investigation of my con- 
duct, I do not feel justified in acting in these cases. If Tam 
guilty ofany of the charges preferred against me, I ought not 
to sit on the bench, and would feel it incumbent on me to 
decline to serve. IT feel persuaded that the House of Repre- 
sentatives will afford the committee an opportunity to re- 
port, both in justice to the people of Texas as well as to 
myself. Assailed and calumniated as I have been, Ire- 
spectfully appcal to the House of Representatives for that 
justice, which I look for to uo other source. 

Respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JOHN C. WATROUS. 


The question now being upon the motion to 
refer to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Mr. SCURRY said: I wish to say a word in 
relation to this matter. During this controversy 
I have abstained, as far as a man could weil do, 
from taking any part in the investigation into the 
conduct of this man before the Committee on the 
Judiciary. I know the fact well, that in my own 
district, nineteen out of every twenty of my con- 
stituents are opposed to him, and knowing that 
fact, it places me in a situation which is very em- 
barrassng. Now, sir, for my seat upon this 
floor, or for any considerations whatever, | would 
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not do injustice to a man whom popular opinion 
was pressing to the ground. I therefore, in ac- 
cordance with his request, and that justice may 
be done him, move that the Committee on the 
Judiciary have leave to report at any time upon 
this case. 

Mr. VENABLE. Asa member of the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to whom this case was re- 
ferred, I ask permission to make a single remark. 

The memorial, which was presented and re- 
ferred to this House early in the present session 
of Congressin relation to Judge Watrous, has been 
considered by that committee. A number of wit- 
nesses from the State of Texas have been ex- 
amined, and the mass of evidence is very volu- 
minous. The examination has been very recently 
closed. The Committee on the Judiciary referred 
the papers to me for the purpose of making a re- 
port, but [have not had the time or opportunity 
to make out such a report as I am willing or the 
committee would be willing to present to this 
House; nor would it be possible in the few re- 
maining days of the session to analyze the testi- 
mony, and investigate the subject, ifthe committee 
were to report. While the committee are desir- 
ous to do justice to all parties, they are equally 
desirous that injustice should be done to none; 
and if the House should agree to the motion per- 
mitting us to report at any time, I will say to the 
parties concerned—and I believe I express the 
opinion of the members of the committee with 
whom Í am associated—that it will not be possi- 
ble to make a report upon this subject before the 
next session. 

The question was taken, and the motion that 
the Committee on the Judiciary have leave to re- 
port upon this subject, at their option, was agreed 
to. 

Mr. MILLSON. 
motion. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I rise to a privi- 
leged question. I desire to make a personal ex- 
planation. I will not occupy one minute. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Mizxson] being upon the floor, the 
gentleman from Ohio cannot proceed except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. MILLSON. [I mustdecline to yield to any 


I now call up my privileged 


one. This is the only day upon which I can ac- 
complish my object. 
Mr. STANTON. I had supposed a member 


had the right to make such explanation at any 
time. 

TheSPEAKER, By «unanimous consent alone 
are such explanations allowed. It is generally 
accorded, but cannot be regarded as a matter of 
privilege. 

VIRGINIA MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 


Mr. MILLSON. The House willrecollect that 
some time in the month of June, the Committee 


on Public Lands reported the bill which I now ask | 


the House to takeup. My friend from Missouri, 
{Mr. Hatt,] the chairman of the committee, 
would then have moved to put it on its passage, 
had f desired it; but I deemed it best to let it be re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, in order that it might be printed, and 
examined by such as wished to have an opportu- 
nity to do so, intending, however, to keep it within 
the control of a majority of the House, by enter- 
ing a motion to reconsider this reference. 

[Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following 
bill; which received the signature of the Speaker, 
viz: 

A bill for the relief of the Wilmington and Man- 
chester Railroad.] 

Mr. MILLSON continued: I stated at the time 


the motion was made to reconsider the vote by | 


which this bill was referred, that I intended to call 
it up before the adjournment of the present session 
of Congress, and Ï should have done so earlier, but 
for the privileged questions which have had prece- 
dence during the morning hour for some weeks 
ast. 

This bill provides for the satisfaction of those 

claims of the soldiers of the Virginia Continental 


and State lines, which have been adjudicated since | 


the passage of the last act making appropriations 
to satisfy them. A small portion, however, of 
- those previously allowed, remains unpaid, and is 
also provided for. Since this bill was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole, the Senate have acted 


upon the same subject. The Committee on Public 
Lands reported to that body a substitute for the 
bill which had been referred to them, and which 
was similar to the bill now pending here. The Sen- 
ate bill thus reported as a substitute, provides for 
the revision, at the Department of the Interior, of 
the cases allowed by the Executive of Virginia, 
and providesthat no claims shall be satisfied which, 
upon such reéxamination, shall appear to have 
been incorrectly adjudicated. I confess, sir, I was 
exceedingly reluctant to accept this modification. I 
regarded it as in some degree an injurious imputa- 
tion upon the authorities of Virginia. In 1782— 
a year or two before the cession by Virginia to 
the United States of the Northwestern Territory— 
her Legislature passed a law establishing a tribunal 
for the adjudication of these claims. ‘That tribu- 
nal was the Governor, her highest executive officer. 
When the cession of this Territory was accepted 
by the United States upon the conditions imposed 
by Virginia, by which they expressly agreed to 
assume the liabilities which she had incurred to her 
revolutionary officers and soldiers, they knew that 
the Governor of the State was the tribunal ap- 
pointed to determine upon those claims, and that 
they were tobe bound, as Virginia would have been, 
by his decisions, I deemed it, therefore, an inju- 
rious reflection upon the Executive of Virginia, 
that their decision should be revised at any of the 
Departments in Washington; and so, I believe, 
did my colleagues, both in the Senate and in this 
House; but, for the sake of a final settlement of 
these claims, it was thought best to acquiesce. The 
bill, in the form in which it was reported to the 
Senate, passed that body unanimously. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I wish to inquire 
whether the gentleman from Virginia proposes to 
adopt the Senate or the House bill? 

Mr. MILLSON. I propose to amend the House 
bill by substituting the Senate bill in its place. 

Mr. STANTON. With the permission of the 
gentleman from Virginia, I will make one remark. 
Upon a former occasion } examined with some 
degree of care this subject of Virginia military 
land warrants. It will be recollected that in the 
early part of the session, my colleague [Mr. Tav- 
Lor] and myself had a discussion upon the sub- 
ject. In that discussion I insisted that a large 
amount of fraudulent warrants had been issued. 
But it is claimed, whether that be true or not, that 
there are honest, valid warrants still outstanding. 
That I do not intend to controvert. The bill of 
the Senate, which has been passed, as I under- 
stand it, requires a reéxamination of the proofs 
upon which the warrants issued under the author- 
ity of the State of Virginia. I myself can see no 
objection to it, and I can entertain no reasonable 
doubt that the General Government is under the 
strongest moral obligation to satisfy valid out- 
standing warrants for military services in the war 
of the Revolution. I believe, myself, that this 
bill ought to pass. It cedes to the Government 
lands which lie in Ohio, and will relieve us from 
any difficulty thrown about the location. 

Mr. MILLSON. I am glad to hear that the 
bill is acceptable to my friend from Ohio, [Mr. 
Sranton.] 

Mr. HALL. I believe the proposition now is 
upon the motion to reconsider the vote. If the 
motion to reconsider shall prevail, then the motion 
will be upon recommitting the bill; and I will with- 
draw that motion. The Committee on Public 
Lands, who had charge of this bill, gave it some 
examination; and they believe that it is proper to 
make an appropriation of 750,000 acres of land, 
to satisfy the outstanding Virginia military Jand 
warrants, without any reéxamination of the proofs 
upon which they were granted by the Government 
of the United States. The Senate, however, have 
thought proper to require that, before they are sat- 
isfied, proof shall be reéxamined by the proper 
Department here at Washington. The ground 
upon which this appropriation is asked is simply 
this: When Virginia ceded to the United States 
the Northwest Territory, she stipulated that if the 
land on Green river, in Kentucky, known as the 
Green River Country, should not be sufficient to 
satisfy the claims of the soldiers for their military 
services during the revolutionary war, then that 
they should be satisfied out of the lands between 
the Little Miami and the Scioto rivers. 

Mr. HENN. I wish to ask the gentleman, if 
the Senate have not already passed a bill upon this 
subject? 


j known by 


Mr. HALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENN. Why not then take that bill up 
and pass it? 

Mr. HOUSTON. By universal consent, let us 
take up that bill and pass it. 

Mr. MILLSON. I have examined this:‘sub- 

ject, and this is the shortest way to get at our ob- 
ject. 
Í Mr. HALL. Ifthe gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Mixzson] will allow this motion to recon- 
sider to lie over a few minutes, I will ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to take up the 
Senate bill making an appropriation for satisfying 
the outstanding Virginia land warrants. 

Mr. HENN. I object. Iam opposed to allow- 
ing one bill to take precedence over any other in 
this House. 

[Cries, “ Question !’’ Question !°7] 

Mr. HENN. On the solicitation of gentlemen, 
I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. JENKINS. I renew the objection. 

Mr. MILLSON. If did not intend to detain 
the House ten minutes upon this question, and Í 
will not now detain them five minutes further.’ I 
only wish to say, that the case, as stated by my 
friend from Missouri, [Mr. Haux,] is certainly 
very strong, and it might have been stated even 
more strongly; for the State of Virginia, in 1792, 
by an act of her Legislature, pledged all her west- 
ern lands to satisfy the bounties promised to her 
officers and soldiers, thus creating a lien on her 
whole northwestern territory. The object of re- 
serving that portion of this territory lying between 
the Miami and Scioto rivers, and that lying in 
Kentucky, was not so much to restrict the sol- 
diers to these districts, as to preserve and secure 
to them good lands for their exclusive use against 
those holding Treasury warrants, who might other- 
wise have taken up most of the good lands, while 
our soldiers were in the field fighting our battles. 
The Government of the United States have 
already received more than $76,000,000 into the 
Treasury from the sales of these lands bestowed 
by Virginia; and yet, while millions of acres have 
been given away by the United States, for va- 
rious objects, the claims of the revolutionary 
officers and soldiers of Virginia, who hold an 
equitable lien upon these very lands, have been 
heretofore scrutinized, disparaged, and refused. 
It has been seventeen years since any bill was 
passed for their relief. The amount required to 
satisfy the outstanding claims will not, 1t is sup- 
posed, exceed eight hundred thousand acres. f 
earnestly hope that justice to these claimants will 
be no longer delayed, and that the House will 
agree to my motion and pass the bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR. If the gentleman will allow 
me a few moments, I will make a few remarks 
about this bill. The provisions of the bill are of 
great interest to my section of Ohio, and to my 
district. ` 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office 
has reported to Congress, that of the 4,000,000 
acres of land, reserved by Virginia at the time of 
the cession of the Northwestern Territory to the 
United States, there now remains about 85,000 
acres of refuse or unsurveyed land, of little value, 


| being the residue of the land lying between the 


Scioto and Little Miami rivers, and being all that 
remains, except that which is surveyed, occupied, 
and well-improved. The lands so reserved, are 
the name of the Virginia Miltary 
District, in the State of Ohio; and the 85,000 acres 
of unsurveyed lands alluded to by the Land Com- 
missioner, all lie in my district. They are es- 
timated at an average of from twenty to fifty cents 
per acre, and being very hilly, are not sought 
for except for the timber, though these refuse 
lands border upon the Scioto valley, one of the 
most fertile and beautiful portions of our country. 
The Land Commissioner further reports,that there 
are about 80,000 or 100,000 acres of Virginia milita- 
ryJand warrants on file at the General Land Office, 
besides a considerable amount in private hands. 
These were issned for services in the Continental 
line. There are besides a considerable amount of 
land warrants issued by Virginia for services in 
the Revolution,in what was called the State line. 
And this bill, which has passed the Senate, proposes 
to appropriate about 800,000 acres of the public 
land, subject to private entry, to pay i full these 
land warrants, issued by the State of Virginia to 
these who served in the Continental and State 
lines during the revolutionary war. The billalso 
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: e 
contains a provision that Virginia shall release to 
the United States all claim to the lands remaining 
unsurveyed in that district. i 

Now, sir; [think this billoughtto pass. Ithas 
passed the Senate at the present session; and I 
belidve the Senators from Ohio, as well as those 
from Virginia,.concur in a favorable opinion as 
to this bill. I again say that I think this bill 
ought to pass: without further delay, that justice 
may. be done to the holders of those warrants, 
and that Virginia may release all: further claim to 
lands within the State of Ohio. I therefore move 
the previous question. 

The previous question then received a second. 

Mr. JENKINS. Task for the yeas and nays 
upon ordering the main question to be put. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The question then recurring upon the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was referred to 
the Committeeiof the Whole on the state of the | 
Union, it was put, and agreed to. | 

So the motion to reconsider prevailed. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I wish to propose an 
amendment to the bill. i 

The CHAIRMAN. No proposition’ to amend 
is in order until the motion to commit is disposed 
of—that being the question now before the House. | 

Mr. HALL. I withdraw the motion to com- 
mit. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I propose the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. HALL. Tam entitled to the floor, Iam 
willing to. yield to the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. } 
Epcerron| to offer his amendment, E stil} holding 
the floor. 

The amendment was then read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill the following : 

* That in settling the claims of the State of Ohio, under 
the acts of Mareh 2, 1827, and May 24, 1828, granting lands ! 
to said State for canal purposes, the same principles shall į 
be acted upon as have heen applied under the provisions of į 
the act of May 9, 1848, entitled ‘An act in addition to the 
act therein mentioned for the settlement of the claims of 
the State of Indiana, aceruing under the said act of March 
Q, 1827,? | 

- Mr. HALL. I wish to make this suggestion 
to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Encerron:] 
I design to offer a substitute, which I hold in my 
hand, for this bill, and L presume it will be adopted. | 
I suggest that he shall propose bis amendment as 
an amendment to the substitute I intend to offer. 

Mr. EDGERTON. My object in offering that 
amendment was to have it attached to this bill, in 
whatever form it should pass, and I can explain 
it to the ELouse in five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. It is competent for the gen- 
teman from Missouri (Mr. HALL] to modify his 
amendment. by adopting that proposed by the 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Eperrron. } 

Mr. HALL. | am willing to accept theamend- | 
ment of the gentleman. ¢ 

The SPEAKER. Then thepropositionis made, j} 
by way of amendment, by -the gentleman from 
Missouri, (Mr. Hani. ] 

Mr. EDGERTON. Mr. Speaker, I will take 
up as little of the time of the House as possible in 
explaining the necessity of agreeing to the amend- 
ment I have offered. 

By the act of 2d March, 1827, a quantity of | 
land was vranted to the State of Indiana for the | 
purpose of aiding that State in opening a canal to | 
unite the navigable waters of the Wabash river || 
with those of Lake Erie, a portion of which lands ; 
so granted were in the State of Ohio, and were | 
afterwards, by virtue of an act of Congress passed | 

t 
| 


May 24, 1828, granted by the State of indiana to | 
the State of Ohio, to be held by that State on the 
same conditions upon which they were granted to | 
the State of Indiana. There was, also, by the said ; 
act.of May 24, 1828, granted to the State of Ohio, | 
for the purpose of aiding said State in extending | 
the Miami canal from Dayton to Lake Erie, by |i 
the Maumee route, a quantity of land equal to one || 
half of five sections in width on each side of the i 
canal, from Dayton to the Maumee river, at the | 
mouth of the Auglaize; and also 500,000 acres of | 
land within the State for the purpose of aiding the |i 
State in the payment of the debt or the interest 
thereon, which had been or which might be con- | 
tracted by the State inthe construction of canals | 
within the same, undertaken by the authority of į! 
the laws of the State then in force, or which might |} 
thereafter be enacted. ; : i i 
Inthe grant to Indiana, the lands were to be || 


| within five and completed within twenty years, 
i and that.the canals commenced and tobe benefited 


‘lands to which she was entitled by a fair construc- 
| tion of the grants, and whether some of the selec- 


| been fully effected. 
i agent was appointed by the State to make this set- 


selected by the. Commissioner of the General i 


Land -Office, under the direction of the President 
of the United States. After the. selections were 
made the State had power to sell and to givea 
title in fee-simple,. and Congress guarantied that 
the title to the purchasers under the State should 
be valid. These provisions were, of course, ex- 
tended to Ohio under the grant from Indiana. 
The act of May 24, 1828, contained similar pro- 
visions as regards selections and. sales, and it re- 
quired that the Miami canal should be commenced 


by the 500,000 acre grant should be completed in 
seven years from the approval of the act, other- 
wise the State should stand bound to pay to the | 


United States the amount which any lands sold : 
by her within that time had brought; but the va- : 
lidity of the titles derived from the State was not ; 
to be affected by the failure of the State to comply | 
with the provisions of the act, thus clearly show- |i 
ing it to have been the intention of Congress that 
the purchaser of the lands from the State should | 
have a good title in fee-simple which was not to ji 
be disturbed by any errors or failures on the part | 
of the State. By the act of the 2d April, 1830, | 
that part of the act of May 24, 1828, which re- 
quired the completion of the Miami canal within 
twenty years, or that the State should be bound | 
to pay to the United States the amount of any | 
lands previously sold, was repealed, and the State 
was authorized to build a railroad instead of a ca- 
nal; and it. was also provided by that act that if 
the canal should pass over any lands previously 
sold by the United States, the State should locate : 
other lands in Jieu of those:sold; but the locations | 
should not exceed the number of acres necessary | 
to complete an aggregate quantity of land equal to 
one half of five sections in width on each side of 
the canal. 

Under these several grants selections of lands 
were made by the United States and State author- 
ities; and the State went on and sold such as had 
been selected and supposed would be confirmed | 
to her and completed her canals. | 

It has been for several years a matter in dispute | 
between the General Government and the State 
authorities, whether the State had obtained all the | 


tions had not been informal or illegal, and whether 
the State had not selected more under some of the 
grants and less under others than she was entitled 
to. It is not at all surprising that errors should 
have been committed and conflicts of title arisen 
in selecting so large an amount of lands, frequently | 
in less quantities than a section; and often to make 
up the quantity to which the State was entitled, 
selections had to be made outside the five miles. 
Nearly all of the entire grants having been sold 
by the State, and in the occupancy of and highly 
improved by actual settlers, her authorities were 
anxious for a final settlement and confirmation of | 
the title to all she had selected and sold, or still re- 
tained. Several ineffectual attempts have been 
made to procure a settlement, but none has as yet 
Within the past two years an 


tlement and final adjustment, and the title to all the 
lands selected by the State, under all the grants, 
was confirmed except to about sixty thousand | 
acres, which could not be confirmed without fur- | 
ther action on the part of Congress. To protect the 
rights of the purchasers from the State and actual 
settlers upon the lands, the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior has directed the sixty thousand acres uncon- 
firmed to the State to be withheld from sale until | 
after the adjournment of this session of Congress. 
The absolute necessity, therefore, of some action of 
Congress, either granting the lands directly or en- 
abling the Secretary of the Interior to confirm these 
selections made under former grants, is perfectly | 
apparent. 


i 
In the expectation that the entire quantity of į 
unsold United States lands in the State would be | 
granted to her during this session of Congress, | 
I have delayed pressing this matter upon the 
House until it is now certain that some action 
must be had to quiet the title of the purchasers 
and occupants. I should, of course, much prefer 
the grant of all the lands of the United States | 
within the limits of the State, and a bill for that 

purpose did pass the Senate at this session, but | 
was defeated in the House. At this late day of 


the session, I could have no hope of securing my 
object by reviving that proposition, and must, 
therefore, rely entirely upon thisamendment. Iam 
advised that the Secretary of the Interior is of the 
opinion, that this amendment will cover the case, 
and enable him to confirm the title of these lands 
tothe State. It is simply applying to the grants 
to Ohio the provisions of the act of May 9, 1848, 
for the settlement of the claims of the State of In- 
diana, accruing under the act of March 2, 1827, 
and I hope no member of the House will object or 
vote against it. 

Mr. HALL. I call for the previous question. 

Mr. HENN. [rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER. After the Chair has heard 


i| the amendment, as modified, read, he will be able 


to determine the point of order. 
The Clerk then read the substitute of Mr. HALL 
for the bill, as follows: 


That all unsatisfied outstanding military land warrants, 
or parts of warrants, issued or allowed prior to the lst day 
of March, 1852, by the proper authorities of the Common- 
wealth of Virginia, for military services performed by the 
officers and soldiers, seamen or marines of the Virginia 
State or Continental lines in the Army or Navy of the Rev- 
olution, may be surrendered to the Secretary of the Interior, 
who, upon being satisfied, by a revision of the proofs, or by 
additional testimony, that any warrant thus surrendered 
was fairly and justly issued, in pursuance of the laws of 
said Commonwealth, for military services so rendered, shall 
issue land scrip in favor of the present proprietors of any 
warrant thus surrendered, for the whole or any portion 
thereof yet unsatisfied, at the rate of $125 for each acre 
mentioned in the warrant thus surrendered, and which re- 
mains unsatisfied, which scrip shall be receivable in pay- 
ment for any lands owned by the United States subject to 
sale at private entry; and said serip shall, moreover, be 
assignable by indorsement, attested by two witnesses. In 
issuing such scrip the said Secretary is authorized, where 
there are more persons than one interested in the same war- 
rant, to issue to each person scrip for his or her portion of 


i} the warrant; and where infants or feme-coverts may be en- 


titled to any scrip, the guardian of the infant and the hüs- 
band of thé feme covert may receive, and sell, or locate the 
same: Provided, That no less than a legal subdivision shall 
be entered and paid for by the serip issued in virtue of this 
act. 

Src. 2. And he it further enacted, That this act shall 
be taken as a full and final adjustment of all bounty land 
claims to the officers and soldiers, seamen and marines, of 


|| the State of Virginia, for services in the war of the Revolu- 


tion: Provided, Thatthe State of Virginia shall, by a proper 

act of the Legislature thereof, relinquish all claim to the 

lands in the Virginia military land district in the State of 
hio. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in settling the 
claims of the State of Ohio under the acts of March 2d, 
1827, and May 24th, 1828, granting tands to said State for 
canal purposes, the same principles shall be acted npon as 
have been applied under the provisions of the act of May 
9th, 1848, entitled “An act in addition to an act therein men- 
tioned, for the settlement of the claims of the State: of Indi- 
ana, accruing under the said act of March 2d, 1827.*? 


Mr. HENN. I now press my point of order 
upon the substitute, and ask that the 55th rule 
be read. 

The rule was accordingly read, as follows: 


«55: No motion or proposition ona subject different from 
that under consideration shall be admitted under color of 
amendment. No bill or resolution shall, at any time, be 
amended by annexing thereto, or incorporating therewith, 
any other bill or resolution pending before the House.’? 


I would now ask the Speaker whether this sub- 


| stitute is not the same as a Senate bill pending 


before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
question of order, upon the ground that the sub- 
stitute materially differs from the bill passed by 
the Senate. One entire section has been added, 
and it is therefore not the Senate bill. The Chair 
is clear in his decision. 

Mr. HENN. Is not the Senate bill now pend- 
ing before the House? 

The SPEAKER. There is a Senate bill pend- 


|| ing upon the same subject, many provisions of 


which are embraced in the amendmentof the gen- 
tleman from Missouri. 

The call for the previous question was then 
seconded, and the main question was ordered to 
be put. 

The question was then taken, and the substi- 


ii tute was adopted. 


The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill as amended to be engrossed and read a third 
time. : 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. Is it in order for me 
to move that the bill be laid upon the table ? 

The SPEAKER, Itis. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I then submit that 
motion, and demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to lay the bill upon the table. 
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The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move to recon- |i 
sider the vote by which the bill was ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time, and to lay the |} 
motion to reconsider upon the table. [i 

The latter motion was agreed to; i 

‘The bill was then read the third time. 

Mr. HALL. I demand the previous question |, 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the passage of the bill. 

Mr. HENN. Has the bill been engrossed? 

The SPEAKER. It has been ordered to be 
engrossed aud read a third timeand has been read 
the third time, and the gentleman’s objection comes 
too late. i 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was then passed. | 

Mr. HALL. T move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and to Jay the motion 
io reconsider upon the table, i ! 

The latter motion was agreed to. i 

The SPEAKER. The business in order is re- | 
ports from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads.. 


POSTAGE BILL. | 


Mr. OLDS. [ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to take from the Speaker’s table the || 
postage bill, which has been returned from the |i 
Senate with several amendments. 

_ There was no objection, and the bill was taken 
up for consideration. 

The Clerk read the first amendment of the Sen- || 
ate, as follows: | 

| 

Strike from the first scetion of the bill the following rate j 

“Hach newspaper, pamphlet, periodical, magazine, book, 
bound or unbound, circular, catalogue, aud every other de- 
scription of printed matter unconnected with any mamu- 
script or writing, and of no greater weight than two ounees, 
shall be charged with one cent postage, and one cent for 
each additional ounce or fraction of an ouuee, for any dis- 
tance under three thousnnd miles; and for auy distance 
over three thousand mites, double those rates. All news- 
papers and periodicals not weighing over one ounee, and 
published regulari often as once in three months, and 
sent from the office of publication to actual subscribers, 
shall be chargeable with only one half the foregoing rates: 
Provided, ‘hat all newspapers and periodicals not weigh- 
ing over two ounces, when sent to actual subscribers within 
the State where such papers and periodicals are pub 
shall be entitled to the reduction provided for in this s | 
tion. The postage on all printed mailable matter shall be $i 
prepaid nt the office where it is mailed, or paid quarterly, | 
in advance, at the office of delivery ; otherwise, double the 
foregoing rates shall be charged thereon 3”? 

—and insert in lieu of them the following: 

“Newspapers, periodi Ad wl other printed matter, not 
exceeding three ounces in weight, shall be sent to any part 
of the United States for one cent; and for every additional |: 
ounce or fraction of an ounce, one cent; and when the 
postage is paid quarterly, or yearly, in advance, cither at 
the office where the sai aper or periodical is mailed 
or delivered, one balt of rates only shail he charged, 
Newspapers not weighing overone ounce and 2 half, when |; 
circulated in the State where published, shall be charged ii 
one half of the rates before named: Provided, That smail |: 
newspapers, published monthly, or oftener, when sest in |; 
packages to one address, and prepaid by allixing stamps 
thereto, shall be chargeable at balt of a cent for each ounce |! 
or fraction of an ounee. Postage on transient matter shall | 
he prepaid, or shall be charged double the foregoing rates.” <| 

Mr. OLDS. Tan instructed by the Committee |: 
on the Post Office and Post Roads to move to 
strike out that Senate amendment, and to insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 


Each newspaper, periodical, unsealed circular, or other $ 
article of printed maiter, not exceeding three ounces in |! 
i 


weight, shall be sent to any part of the United States for one | 
cent, and for every additional ounce, or fraction of an ounce, | 
I 


one cent additional shali be charged; and when the posta 
“upon any newspaper or periodical is paid quarter! 
yearly, in advance, at the office where the said periodi 
or newspaper is delivered, or is paid yearly, or quart 
in advance, at the office where the same is mailed, ana € 
dence of such payment is furnished to the office of delivers 
in such manner as the Post Oflice Department shail by gen- 
eral regulations prescribe, one hak of said rates only shall 
be charged. Ne pers asg periodicals not weighing ove 
ane ounce and a half, when circulated in the State where 
‘published, shall be charged one half of the rates before . 
“mentioned : Provided, That small newspapers and period- | 
‘jeals published monthly, or oftener, and pamphlets not con- 
taining more than sixteen octavo pages each, when sent in |i 
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į petition of Thompson 
thereon, accompanied by a joint resolution for his . 
: relief; which was read a first and second t 
' committed to a committee of the Whole Honse, : 
j; made the order of the day for to-morrow, and tne | 
, resolution and report ordered to be printed. i 


SATURDAY, AUGUST 28, 1852. 


single packages, weighing at least eight ounces, to one ad- 
dress, and prepaid by affixing postage stamps thereto, shall 
be charged only half of a cent for each ounce or fraction of 
an ounce, notwithstanding the postage calculated on each 
separate article of such package would exceed that amount. 
The postage on all transient matter shall be prepaid hy 
stamps or otherwise, or shall be charged double the rates 
first above mentioned. 


That merely changes the phraseology of the 
amendment of the Senate, which the Postmaster 
General says would leave a doubtful construction. 

he words are left precisely as the Senate sent 
them to us, only periodicals are put upon the same 
footing with newspapers. 
question. 


The call for the previous question was seconded, | 


and the main question was ordered to be put. 


The question was taken, and the amendment |: 


was agreed to. 


The Clerk then read the second amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: 

“ Insert after the word € matter,’ in the second section, 
the words ‘and shall be chargeable with postage at ane 
‘cent an ounce for all distances under three thousand miles, 
“and two cents an ounce for all distances over three thou- 


‘sand miles, to which fifty per cent. shall be added in all | 


í cases where the same shall be sent without being prepaid ;* 


; so that the section shall read: 


«c Books bound or unbound, not weighing over four 
‘pounds shall be deemed imailable matter, and shall be 
‘chargeable with postage at one cent an ounce for all dis- 
‘tagees,’?? &e, 


Mr. OLDS. TheCominittee on the Post Office 


and Post Roads recommend a concurrence in that | 


amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. OLDS. 
bill be taken up for consideration. 

Mr. BROOKS, I will state to the House, that 
the Senate have put upon this bill from fifty-four 


| to sixty pages of new matter without any debate, 


I desire time to read it. 


Mr. OLDS. When the bill was passed before | 
the question was asked me, whether the bill con- į 
tained other matter than post routes, and I replied | 


that it did not; but since it went to the Senate, 


they have put upon it three or four bills, reported | 


from the Post Office Committee of this House. I 
deem it proper to state such is the fact; because, 
when they have been read by members, I shall 


move the bill be taken up, and call for the pre- |} 


vious question. The amendment can then be re- 


jected or agreed to. 


Mr. BROOKS. 
SURVEY OF LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 


I object to taking up the bill. 


Mr. HALL. Thereisa bill upon the Speaker’s : 


table relating to the public lands in the State of 
California. 
for granting preémption rights. IT ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to take up that bill. 
If thereis any objection, I will move to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. PENN. 
r. HALL. 
he in order. 

The SPEAKER. 
morning hour. 

Mr. OLDS, from the Committee on the Post 


I object. 


Office and Post Roads, to which was referred the : 


3arnett, made a report 


ime, 


Mr. PENN, from the same committee, re- 


ported bills and joint resolutions of the following . 
i: titles, viz: 


A bill for the relief of Samuel F. Butterworth; 
A bill for the relief of James H. Jenkins; 

A bill for the relief of John Think; 

Joint resolution for the relief of the legal rep- 


+, resentatives of Wade Allen, deceased; and a : 
Joint resolution granting the petition of William 


and Matthew Moss; 

—which bills and joint resolutions were severally 
read a first and second time, and committed to a 
committee of the Whole House, and made the 


I call for the previous ; 


I will now ask that the post route | 


It provides for the sale of lands and | 


I move to suspend the rules if it | 


Lt is not in order during the | 


THIS SESSION. 


PE tee A 


order of the day for to-morrow; and ordered, with 
the reports accompanying, to be printed. 

Mr. PENN, from the same committee, made 

an adverse report upon the petition of Joseph C. 
: Stoll; which was laid on the table, and ordered tu 
‘ be printed. 
Mr. DIMMICK asked the unanimous consent 
: of the House to take up Senate bill No. 389, for 
the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Davis, widow of 
Daniel W. Davis, deceased. 

Leave being granted, the bill was then read the 
first and second time, and ordered to a third read- 
ing. 

[The bill refunds $250 paid by Mrs. Davis for a 
substitute in the Post Office Department, during 
i the sickness of her husband.] 

The bill was then read the third time, and passed. 


i BENJAMIN 8. ROBERTS. 


Mr. EDGERTON. I would ask the unani- 
: mous consent of the House to take up Senate bill 
No. 429, for the relief of Benjamin S. Roberts. 
L T think there can be no debate upon this bill, as it 
|! is a clear case, and appeals to the justice of the 
| House. l have the report of the Senate upon the 
i subject, from which it appears that it passed there 
ji unanimously, and J think that there can be no 
; question about it. 
| The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
| [Mr. Epcerron] asks the nnanimous consent of 
the Flouse to take up bill No. 429. 
Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. 1 object, and call 
for the regular order of business, whatever if is. 
Mr. EDGERTON. If the gentleman insists 
upon his objection, so satisfied am I that this 
| House will pass the bill, if they will hear it read, 
‘or understand it for a moment, that I feel myself 
called upon, as an aet of duty, to move a suspen- 
“sion of the rules. 
The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order 
during the morning hour. Reports ave in order 
‘from the Committee on the Past Office and Post 
Roads. 


BONDED GOODS—+~TRADE TO MEXICO. 
| Mr. SEYMOUR. I wish to ask the consent 
of the House to take up a bill which permits our 
! citizens to take bonded goods through Texas into 
Mexico. kt has already passed the Senate unani- 
mously, and has been approved by the Commit- 
tees on Commerce in both the House and Senate. 
It has been recommended by the Department, and 
drawn up in pursuance of their recommendation, 
It is necessary to pass it now, or our citizens 
who are trading to Mexico will lose the whole 
benefit of the fall trade. 
Vhe bill was then read as follows: 
* Anactauthorizing goods, wares, and merchandise, en- 
and bonded for warehousing in pursuance of Jaw, to 
> exported by certain routes to ports or places in Mexico. ”? 
Mr. CABLE, of Ohio. I object. 
Mr. MOUR. Is it in order to movea sus- 
pension of the rules? 


ti 
tY, 


i The SPEAKER. Not the morning: 
| hour. 
Mr. SEYMOUR. T bope the gentleman wil 


hi Thi 


withdraw bis objecti 


of the ses 
hey w 


purchased , 
wo fo take their 


and all they ask is the saine priv 
i } he North to 


goods into Mexico that we enjoy at 
h Provinces 


draw my ¢ 


CABLE 


Mr. 


ing the reading of the hili. 
Mr. HOUSTON inguired——has the momig 


ived ¢ 


PIEAKER, 


hour ex 


{t 


1 
i 


resolveitseifintothe 
state of the Union, for th r 
Indian appropriation Hill, de 
moments. 

Lo The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman submit 
i: that motion before this bill is disposed of? 

a Mr. SEYMOUR. I hope that the gentleman 


oleonthe 
sf RA EPET 
of finishing the 
take but a few 
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upon his motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
floor. 

Mr. MOLONY. This is private bill day, and | 
objection day. But little time, as is well known 
1o the House, has been given to that class of busi- | 
ness this session. We can go to the Private Calen- ; 
dar, dispose of that business to which there may 
‘be no objection, and in a half hour we can return 
to the Honse again. I therefore move that we go 
into.a Committee of the Whole House upon the | 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The table is | 
fall of private bills which ought to be passed. 

Mr. MOLONY. I submit my motion. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New. York. Has the 
morning hour expired? I hope the gentleman 
from Hlinois [Mr.. Morony] will withdraw his 
motion that this bill may. be passed. I move to 
recommit this bill—— 

Mr. STUART. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. MOLONY. I withdraw my motion for 
the present. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. There is no objection to the | 
bill. I hope gentlemen will let the bill pass. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mich- 
igan [Mr. Sruart] rises to a question of order. 

Mr. STUART. I understand that both the 
motions of the gentleman from Illinois: [Mr. Mo- 
Lony] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
Hovsrtoy] are withdrawn, and if they are, I am 
not disposed to make the question of order. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw my motion. 

The hill was then read by the Clerk. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. | I wish to say, in regard to | 
this bill, that its object is to put the trade passing |! 
through Texas into Mexico upon precisely the : 
same footing as that which passes into the British | 
Provinces, allowing goods to be taken in there ; 
under bond upon the same restrictions. Task the | 
previous question on the bill. 

“The previous question was seconded, and the | 
main question ordered to be put, 

The bill was then read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentlemen who were | 
contesting the last amendment in the Indian bill | 
esterday evening have agreed upon a substitute. 

t will not take five minutes to consider it in com- 
mittee, I move, therefore, that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 

Union. 

Mr. MOLONY. I move that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itselfinto a | 
Committee of the Whole House upon the Private 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. It being private bill day, a 
motion. to go into a. Committee of the Whole 
House will be first put. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is no disagreement to 
the amendments remaining on the Indian bill. 

Mr. EDGERTON, This is private bill day, 
and | have a private bill of great importance to the | 
person interested at least, and as an act of justice 
on the part of the Government it should be passed. 
The gentleman who made objection to its coming 
up withdraws it, and there will be no objection, I 
hope, on the part of the House to this case. 

The SPEAKER. De the gentiemen from Ala- | 
bama (Mr. Houston] and Illinois [Mr. Morony] 
withdraw their motions? i 

Mr. HOUSTON, l will not withdraw my 


I do not want to lose the 


i 
| 


$ 
i 


| ron’s motion, and it was decided in the affirm- 


| I will add that the amendment meets the appro- 


| not judiciously exercised. That was the only way 


i 
motion. 
Mr. STANLY. I rise to a privileged ques- |! 
tion. The report of the Printing Committee was | 


up sometime ago, and was postponed until some 
day this week. I wish to give notice that I intend 
to offer some amendments, and T am ready to pro- 
ceed with that bill whenever the House will deter- 
mine to do so. 

TheSPEAKER. In theabsence of the motion | 
to go intoa Committee of the Whole House, or ' 
the motion to go into the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union, that would be the first | 
business in order in the House, but it is compe- 
tent for the House at any time to leave other busi- 
ness and go into the Committee of the Whole on | 
the state of the Union, i 

Mr. STANLY. [only wish to say, that I am | 
ready to proceed with this business whenever the 
House are disposed to do so, and I wish only to 
offer some amendments. 


i money be paid to agents? 
y i S 


The question was then taken upon Mr. Moro- 
ny’s motion, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to gointo a Committee of 
the Whole House upon the Private Calendar. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hous- 


ative. 

So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Kine, of New York, in 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
Indian appropriation bill. ; 

Mr. ORR. [ have prepared an amendment as 
a substitute for the amendment which the com- i 
mittee were considering last evening, when it rose. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair willsuggest to 
the gentleman’ from South Carolina, [Mr. Orn;] 
that an amendment was pending when the com- 
mittee rose, which had been spoken to upon both 
sides. 

Mr. ORR. The amendment may be considered 
as withdrawn, if there is no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. ORR. I offer the following amendment : 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no part of the | 
appropriations herein made, or that may hereafter be made, 
for the benefitof any Indian, or tribe, or part of a tribe of In- į 
dians, shail be paid to any attorney or agent of such Indian, 
or tribe, or part of a tribe; but shall in every case be paid 
directly to the Indian or [Indians themselves, to whom it 
shall he due, or to the tribe, or part of a tribe per capita ; 
unless the imperious interests of the Indian or Indians, or 


i 
| 
i 
H 
| 
| 
j 
{ 
| 
H 
t 
i 
i 
i 


some treaty stipulation, shall require payment to be made |; 


otherwise under the direction of the President; nor shall | 
the executive branch of the Government, now or hereafter | 
recognize any contract between any Indian, or tribg, or 
part ofa tribe, and any attorney or agent for the prosecution 
of any claim againstthe Government, under this act. 


Mr. ORR. I offer this amendment, sir, as a 
substitute for the second section. I believe that it 
meets the conflicting views and opinions of all 
those who were debating this question yesterday 
evening. It is the substance of a proposition that 
was introduced by my colleague, [Mr. Woop- | 
WARD,] and passed the House as an amendment | 
to the deficiency bill. Upon an examination of 
the deficiency bill, there are very strong reasons 
to believe that the clause will be construed to apply 
to no appropriations, except those contained within 
the deficiency bill, The amendment which I offer, 
by way of a substitute, makes it apply to the 
appropriations contained within the present bill, 
and all future appropriations, and carries out the 
sense of. the House to make it a permanent law. 


bation of the chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs and the chairman of the Committee of 
‘Ways and Means, and I hope it will be adopted. 

r. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I want to ask 
whether the provision in that amendment, which 
says that unless the interests of the Indian may 
demand that it shall be paid otherwise, would not 
place it withjn the discretion of the President to 
supersede and obviate all the other provisions, if, | 
in his judgment, the interests of the Indians re- į 
quired it? 


Mr. ORR. There isa provision to that effect |! 


giving the President a discretion, and throwing | 
the responsibility upon him if that discretion is 


by which the difficulty suggested yesterday even- | 
ing by the chairman of the Committee on Indian | 
Affairs and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. | 
Fircn] could be obviated. By adopting this amend- 
ment all objections are obviated, and the Indian | 
has protection. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In any event, can the 
1 

Mr. ORR. 
event, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. This amend- 
ment has been considered generally by the gentle- 
men who engaged in discussion yesterday, and 
there is no objection to it. It is a repetition, but 
better guarded, to carry out the objects then in 
view, supposed to be effected by the amendment | 
adopted to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. MOLONY. I desire to ask one question. 
I desire to know whether, in any event, this money 


t cannot be paid to them in any 


the President? 
Mr. JOHNSON. 


i 
i 


te 


i leaves it for the [Indian to do it for himself as he 
' chooses. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment of Mr. Orr as a substitute for the amend- 
ment of the Senate, and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
amendment,of the Senate as amended; and being 
put was decided in the affirmative. 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. A considerable saving of 
time will be effected if the committee would take 
a test vote upon taking up the fortification bill, 
and if they decline doing so, I will agree not te 
ask them to take it up any more. Ido not want 
to annoy the House. 

Mr. HALL. I rise to a question of order. I 
understand, Mr. Chairman, that the debate upon 
the Indian appropriation bill was closed by order 
of the House. Now, thecommittee have no right 
| under that resolution to take up any other bill be- 
fore this bill is reported to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is disposed to 
sustain that point of order, unless the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama can be maintained 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALL. I object to it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. J move that the committee 
rise, and report the amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported that the Committee of the 


| 


l! Whole on the state of the Union had had under 


consideration Elouse bill No. 42, and sundry 
amendments from the Senate made thereto, some 
of which they had agreed to, and others they had 
not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move the 
previous question upon the amendments to the In- 
dian appropriation bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I propose now, for the pur- 
pose of facilitating business, that the amendments 
be agreed to, excepting in the instances where 
a separate vote is called for. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that 
course will be pursued. 

There being no objection, the amendments were 
then read over, and separate votes were called for 
| upon the following amendments, viz: 

On the second clause of the first amendment by 
Mr. McMo uy; on the fourth amendment by Mr. 
Fircn; and on the eighth amendment by Mr. 
Houston. 

Mr. McMULLIN. TIintend to call for a sepa- 
rate vote upon the appropriation made for payment 
of the claim of David Taylor, and I ask now for 
! a separate vote upon that. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. If we can go 
back at all, we can go back indefinitely, and there- 
fore I object. 

The SPEAKER. It cannot be done except by 
unanimous consent, the Ffouse having by unani- 
; mous consent agreed that the amendments shall 
be read over, and separate votes asked for as the 
amendments were reported. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Well, sir, I object. 

The question was then put. upon agreeing to all 
those amendments upon which a separate vote 
had been asked for, and they were concurred in. 

The question now being upen agreeing to the 
second clause of the first amendment of the Sen- 
ate, viz: 

‘t For supplying a deficiency in the appropriation here- 
tofore made for removing the Choetaw Indians from Mis- 
sissippi, as estimated by the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, $37,412.77 

Mr. McMULLIN demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the amendment, and it was decided in the afirm- 
ative—-yeas 92, nays 69; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William Appleton, Thomas H. Bavty, 
Barrere, Bissell, Bocock, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Breck- 
invidge, Briggs, Burrows, Busby, Caldwell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Chapman, Clark, Clingman, Coleock, Conger, 
Dean, Ditnmick, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Bast- 
man, Edgerton, Edmandson, Faulkner, Florence, Freeman, 
Henry M. Fuler, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, 
Grey, Harper, Hawes, Hebard, Heun, Howard, Ingersoll, 
Geo. G. King, Kubns, Kurtz, Landry, Letcher, Mann, Mar- 
tin, McNair, Meade, Henry D. Moore, Murray, Olds, Andrew 
Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Price, 
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Reed, Richardson, Riddle, Robie, Sackett, Savage, Scher- | 


merhorn, Schoolcraft, Scudder, Scurry, David L. Seymour, 
Origen S. Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, Suther- 
jand, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, Thurston, Townshead, 
Venable, Walsh. Washburn, Welch, Wells, Addisen 
White, Wilcox, Witdrick, and Woodward—92. 
NAYS—Messrs. Charles Aten, Willis Allen, Allison, 
Averett, Babcock, Bibighaus, Bragg, Brenton, Buell Joseph 
Cable, Thompson Campbell, Chastain, Cobh,. John G. : 


Davis, Dawson, Disney, Dunham, Fitch, Floyd, Fowler, ©: 


Gamble, Gaylord, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hascall, Haven, 


Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, Horsford, Houston, John | 


W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, An- 
drew Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, Lock- 
hart, Mace, Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, MeMallin, 
McQueen, Molony, John Moore, Morehead, Newton, Orr, 
‘Outlaw, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Powell, Robbins 
Ross, Schoonmaker, Frederick P. Stanton, Stuart, Wal 
lace, and Watkins—69. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
fourth amendment, as follows: 

_& At page IT strike out all after line fifteen, to the end of 
Tine twenty-seven, on page 174, and insert in lien thereof 
the following: 

“For the redemption and final extinction of the annuities 
to the Bet River Miamies, under the provisions of treaties of 
August 3, 1795, Angust 21, 1805, and the 30th September, : 
1809, $15,030; to be paid per capita: Provided, That before 
paying such sum, or any part thereof, to the said [el River 
Miamies, they shall relingnish, in such formas the Seere- 
tary of the Interior shall direct, all claim and demand on 
the United States, for all further annuities and payments : 
And provided further, That it shall be the duty of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, hefore the payment of said sum of 
money, as before directed, to ascertain who are the indi- 
viduals composing the said band, without regard to the 
places of their residence, and to pay to said individuals so 
ascertained per capita the sum of money hereinbefore ap- 
propriated.?? 

The SPEAKER. To simplify the action of 
the body, the ‘Chair will put the question upon | 
‘agreeing to the Senate amendment. The Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union | 
recommended the rejection of this amendment, 
but the question will be put upon agreeing to the 
amendment. 

Mr. FIECH. What will be the effect of the 
vote? 


The SPEAKER. To disagree to the amend- jj 


ment of the Senate. A ‘ 
_ The question was then taken and it was decided 
in the negative, 

So the amendment of the Senate was not agreed 
to. 

The question now being upon agreeing to the 


eighth amendment of the Senate, to strike out the ; 


following, viz: 


Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel T. Jonbs, George W. 
Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Lockhart, 
Mann, Martin, McLanahan, MeMullin, McNair, McQueen, 
Millson, Motony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, 
Murray, Andrew Parker, Peasive, Penuiman, Price, Reed, 
Robhins, Robie, Ross, Schoonmaker, Scurry, David L. Sey- 
mour, Origen $. Seymour, Skelton, Smith, Abraham P. 
Stephens, Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Venable, 
Wallace, Watkins, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Waodward—9l. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Willis Allen, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bowie, 
Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Burrows, Chaudler, 
Chapman, Clark, George T. Davis, John G. Davis, Disney, 
Ewing, Fitch, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, Gorman, 
Green, Grey, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Horsford, John W. 
i Howe, Jenkins, Robert W. Johnson, Landry, Letcher, 
! McCorkle, Newton, Otds, Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, 
i Schermerhorn, Scudder, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Fred- 
‘ erick P. Stanton, Richard H, Stanton, St. Martin, Strother, 
| Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Walsh, Ward, Welch, 
and Addison White—53. 


So the amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 

Mr. HOUSTON moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 

{A message was here received from the Presi- 
dent of the United States, by the hands of MiL- 
LARD P. FILLMORE, Esq., his Private Secretary, in- 
forming the House that the President had approved 
and signed the following bills, viz: 

House bill No. 299. An act to provide forexe- 
cuting the public printing, and establishing the 
prices thereof, and for other purposes; and 

House bill No. 258. An act to reduce and de- 
fine the boundary of the military reserve at the 
Saint Peter river, in the Territory of Minnesota.] 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to 
reconsider the votes upon agreeing to these amend- 
ments collectively, and to lay them all upon the 


i} table. 


| TheSPEAKER. The reconsideration must be 
! had in detail. 
: Mr. JOHNSON. 


motion. 


GRANTS TO ARKANSAS AND MISSOURI. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to sus- 
pend the rules of the House, and talce up Senate 
bill No. 233, granting alternate sections of the 
public land to the States of Arkansas and Mis- 
i souri, for railroad purposes. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I ask the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas to yield me the floor fora 
moment, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
sibly do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I wish to say 
that it is a matter in which parties are deeply in- 
i terested. The select committee appointed by the 


Then I will not make that 


I cannot pos- 


« For payment to the Shawnees the moneys due to them, 
ander and by virtue of the treaty of the 7th November, 1852, 


and 8th August, 1881, between the United States and the | 


two divisions of said tribe of Indians, the same being the | 
net balance received into the Treasury from the sale of ; 
their lands in Ohio, $65,246 23: Provided, however, That 
said tribe of Indians shall first express their assent that the 
payment of the above sum shall be made equally to the 
whole tribe, rather than to either division thereof.” 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays 
which were ordered. ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will those 
voting “ no” send this question to a committee of 
conference? Willthey not be disagreeing to the 
Senate amendment, which strikes out the House 
amendment? : i 

The SPEAKER. It is not for the Chair to ; 
say what will be the result of the vote. A nega- | 


>, 


tive vote will non-concur in the action of the Sen- |) 


ate, 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, I desire to 
ask a question, if it is in order, and it is this: 
Can we expect to get through with these appro- 
priations if the gentleman from Alabama, the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
calls for the yeas and nays upon every proposition ? 

Mr. HOUSTON. lI call for the yeas and nays 
upon this one vote, because it isan important one. 
I have attended to business quite as regularly as 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

[Cries of “ Order 1” * Order!”?] 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 


the eighth amendment of the Senate; and it was | 
decided in the affirmative—yeas 91, nays 53; as 


follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, William Apple 
ton, Averctt, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Boeocek, Bri 
George H. Brown, Busby 
son Campbell, Caskie, Ch D 
Curtis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, Edgerton, Fic 
lin, Floyd, Fowler, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, 
Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Harper, Isham G. Harris, 
Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Haseall, Hebard. Hibbard, Hol- 
laday, Houston, Howard, Thomas YX. How, Ingersoll, Ives, 


Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Thomp- |į 
astain, Clingman, Cobb, Colcock, : 


House with reference to the Gardiner claim de- 
sire to make a brief report. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I cannot yield. 
I ask the unanimous consent of the House to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of 
Senate bill No. 233. 

The Clerk then read the bill as follows: 

« An act granting the right of way and making a grantor 
Jand to the States of Arkansas and Missonri to aid in the 
construction of a railroad from a point on the Mississippi 
opposite the mouth of the Ohio river, via Lake Rock, to 
the Texas boundary, near Fulton, in Arkansas, with 
branches to Fort Smith.” 


Mr. ALLISON. F object. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 1 move to suspend the rules. 
: Mr. ALLISON. Upon that motion I ask the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. WASHBURN demanded tellers; which 


Santon of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 97, noes 29. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended. 

The question recurred upon the motion to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union from the further consideration of the 
bill, 

Mr. JOHNSON demanded the previous ques- 
tion; which was seconded, and the main question 
ordered to be put. 

! ‘The question was then put, and it was decided 
| in the affirmative. 

` The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, demanded the 
i previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
Fmain question ordered to be put. 


i 


| were ordered; and Messrs. BRECKINRIDGE, and j 


Mr. JENKINS moved to Jay the bill upon the 
table, and upon that motion demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

Mr. JOHNSON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time, and to lay the motion to recon- 
sider upon the table. f 

The SPEAKER. That being a privileged 
question, is first in order. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jonn- 
son’s motion to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table, and it was agreed to. i 

Mr. AVERETT. Is it in order now to move 
to lay the bill upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The House has 
made an order that the bill be read the third time, 
which has not yet been done. 

The bill was then read the third time. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I demand the 
previous question on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. Inow move that the bill be 


| laid upon the table, and upon that motion I ask 


for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Jen- 
Kins’s motion, and it was decided in the negative 
—yeas 62, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Averett, Thomas H. 
Bayly, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bocoek, John H. Boyd, Bragg, 
Brenton, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Caskie, Chastain, Coleock, Cortis, Dawson, Dean, Dim- 
mick, Duncan, Floyd, Fowler, Goodenow, Goodrich, Ham- 
iton, Hammond, Tebard, Hibbard, Horsford, John Ws 
Howe, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George W, Jones, 
George G. King, Preston King, Letcher, Martin, MeLana- 
han, Millson, Morehead, Murray, Newton Andrew Parker, 
Powell, Price, Robbins, Ross, Schoonmaker, Scudder, 
Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, ‘Thompson, Walbridge, Wal- 
lace, Washburn, Wells, Wildrick,and Woodward—62. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, William 
Appleton, Barrere, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, Breckinridge, 
Briggs, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, P. Carrington 
Jabell, ‘Thompson Campbell, Churchwell, Clark, Cling- 
man, Cobb, Conger, Jonn G. Davis, Disney, Edgerton, 
Fieklin, Fitch, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gay- 
tord, Gentry, Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Harper, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hendricks, Henn, Houston, 
Howard, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, 
Kubns, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, MeCorkle, Motony, 
Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morrison, Olds, Orr, Samuet 
W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter. Rich- 
ardson, Riddle, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Scurry, David L. 
Seymour, Smith, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, 
St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, Walsh, 
Watkins, Welch, Wilcox, and Yates—83. 


So the House refused to Jay the bill upon the 
table. 

The previous question was seconded and the 
main question ordered. 

The question now being, ‘ Shall the bill pass?’ 

Mr. VENABLE demanded the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered. 

The question was then put, and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 79, nays 71; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Willis Alen, William Appleton, Bar- 
yere, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, 1. Carrington Cabell, 
Joseph Cable, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, 
Chandler, Churehwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 
Jobn G. Davis, Eastman, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Free- 
man, Henry M. Puller, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodrich, Gor- 
man, Grey, Hall, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hen- 
drieks, Henn, Howard, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W., 
Johnson, Kubns, Landry, Lockhart, McCorkie, Molony, 
Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Olds, Orr, Samuel W. Par- 
ker, Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Richardson, 
Riddle, Sackett, Scurry, Smith, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, 
Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, A, P. Btephens, 
Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, 
Watsh, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, Wilcox, and 
Yates—79. 
NAYS—MVassrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, Babcock, 
Thos. H. Bayly, Beale, Bennett, Bibighaus, John H. Boyd, 
Bragg, Buell, Burrows, Busby, Caldwell, Caskie, Chap- 
man, Chastain, Coleock, Curtis, Dawson, Dimniick, Dock- 
ery, Duncan, Dunham, Floyd, Fowler, Goodenow, Hamil- 
ton, Hammond, Haws, Hebard, Hibbard, Horstord, John 
W. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, Geo, 
W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George G., King, Preston King, 
Leteher, Martin, Mason, MeLanahan; Millson, Morehead, 
Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Perkins, Pow- 
ell, Price, Robbins, Ross, Savage, Schoonmaker, Scudder, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Thomp- 
son, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, Wildrick, 
and Woodward—71. 


So the bill was passed, 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed, 
and also move to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table, 

‘The question was put upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, obtained the 
floor, 


GLOBE. 
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e O MRS, MARGARET HETZEL. 


; 80 as to allow me to 


from Kentucky to give wa 3 
er, which I entered the 


call up a motion to reconsi 
other day, ata 
to have it. considered. 

Mr. STANTON. T will give way to the gen- 
tleman, if t do not Jose my right to the floor. 


Mr. KING. Then [call up the motion to re- | 
consider the vote by which. Senate bill No. 83, | 
“for the relief of Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, widow | 
inistratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late assistant | 


and adm 
quarterm 
Was reporte 
House, 
The question was put upon t 
sider, and it was agreed to. 


aster in the Army of the United States,” 


he motion to recon- 


The question recurred upon the motion to com- ; 
mit the bill, and. being put, the motion was dis- į 


agreed to. 
“Mr, KING, of New York, dem 
vious question. 
The previous. ques 
main question ordered. : 
The question recurred upon ordering the bill to 
be read a third time. : 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


bill? 
Mr. BISSELL. Iwill state to the gentleman 
from ‘Alabama, that this is a Senate bill. The 


Is therea report with that 


Committee on Military Affairs of this House have |j 
_ given to it a careful. consideration, and have re- |; 
arted unanimously in favor of its passage. This ; 


is the third session at which it has been passed by 
one House or the other, but heretofore it has al- 
ways failed for want of time. About the justice 

of the claim, there can be no question. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 
wrong, Í desire to be corrected—that this bill pro- 
oses to give to an officer, or to the widow of an 
officer, which is the same thing, a percentage upon 
_ the money which he disbursed at the time when 
"he was an officer of the Government, and drawing 
. his'pay and compensation as such. If that prin- 
ciple is involved in the bill, it is anew one, and one 
which will lead to the expenditure of $40,000,000. 

. Task for the reading of the report. 

-. Thé SPEAKER. If not objected to, it will be 


* rènd. 
_ Mr. STUART. J object to the reading of the | 


report. 
Mr. HOUSTON. Can objection be made? 


Have I not a right to the reading of the report? | 


I am entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the gen- 
tleman has no such right. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Am I not entitled to the 
fi 


oor? i 
The SPEAKER. Notfor any legitimate pur- 


pose, under the rules, unless it be to move that the jj 


bill be laid upon the table, the previous question 
having been ordered. 

Mr. HART. Then I call the gentleman from 
Alabama to order. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I desire to ask the 


genneman from Illinois [Mr. BrsseLL] a question. | 
understand that Mr. Hetzel was a captain in || 
the Army of the United States, and as quarter- | 
master, in the receipt of all the pay and emolu- | 
. ments of a quartermaster; that he disbursed some |. P 


money, perhaps in Florida, prior to his death; that 
this billis to pay his widow a percentage or com- 
. mission upon the money which he thus disbursed, 


while he was in the receipt of his pay as a captain | 
in the Quartermaster’s Department; and that the | 
amount is some $10,000 or $12,000. Am I cor- 


rect? 
Mr. BISSELL. I will answer the gentleman’s 


inquiry with a great deal of pleasure. The de- ‘| 
ceased, Captain Hetzel, was a captain in the © 
Quartermaster’s Department, discharging thé du- 


ties of quartermaster, and receiving his pay as 
such. In addition to that, he performed duties so 
responsible and important_as, in the opinion of 
General Scott and General Wool, under whom he 
was serving, and inthe opinion of the War De- 
partment here, entitled him-to the amount now | 
claimed by his widow, and they only regretted | 
that the law, as it stood, did not authorize the | 
Department to allow it. Upon the files here, are | 
letters from General Scott and General Wool, ; 
both certifying in the strongest manner to the jus- | 
tice of this claim, and requesting that Congress || 
shall make the allowance. i i 


1 
t 
$ 
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Mr. KING, of New York. I ask the gentleman || 


time when I had no opportunity | 


d-to the Committee of the Whole 


anded the pre- | 


tion was seconded, and the : 


z = =S moie 
i. Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. Wil the gen- 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Iinois. 
ther- debate. : ; 

The SPEAKER. Discussionis notin order, 
the previous question having been sustained. | 

Mr. POLK. I desire, if it is in order, to ask a 
question, that I may be able to vote with a knowl- 
edge of the facts of the case. 

The SPEAKER. It isnot in order, except by 
unanimous consent. . 

Mr. POLK. Then I hope the House will al- 
low me to propound it. 

Mr. KING, of New York... 1 object. 

The bill was then ordered to a third reading, 
and was subsequently read the third time. 

Mr. BISSELL. 1 move the previous question 
on the passage of the bill. 


i 
ji 


i 
i 
H 
i 
f 


| 
| 
i 


main question ordered. 

The question now being, ‘ Shall the bill pass 
it was put, and decided in the affirmative. 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. BISSELL. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed, and to lay the mo- 
tion to reconsider upon the table. 

' The question was put upon the 
| and it was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK obtained the floor. 

PROPOSITION TO ELECT A PRINTER. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
question of privilege. 

Mr. COBB. Irise to a privileged question, 


3) 


latter motion, 


question of a still higher order. 


‘| to presentrelates to 
A. bill providing for 
passed this House, 


the organization of the House. 


proval communicated to the House. 
tion I now desire to offer relates to the election of 
that officer. 
APPEALS FROM THE PATENT OFFICE. 
Mr. CARTTER. I desire to make an appeal 
to my friend from Kentucky. I want to ask the 


} 


|| in connection with the Patent Office. The whole 
il business of that office is brought toa stand. by the 


whom appeals are made under the existing pro- 
visions of law, and it is of the highest importance 
that some authority of an appellate character 
| should be substituted in his place. 1 have drawn 
up a bill, and have assurances from the Senate 
that it can be passed there, providing facilities for 
these appeals by simply charging the duty upon 
he associates of the Chief Justice of the District; 
and I hope the House will unanimously consent 
that it may pass. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 


If the bill is 


time, I have no objection to it. 

Mr. CARTTER. I will withdraw it, if itgives 
rise to any debate. But there is no gentleman 
i| upon the floor who will not see the necessity of 
assing the bill. 

Mr. STANTON. 
gentleman. 

|° Mr. CARTTER. L[ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow me to introduce the bill. 

il ‘There being no objection, the bill was received, 
and read a first and second time by its title, viz: 

« An act in addition to ¢ An act to promote the progres 
of useful aris.’ ”? 

Several Members. ‘‘ Read the bili.” 

The bill was read through by the Clerk. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and, having been engrossed, it 
was read the third time and passed. 

Mr. STANTON. I now call up my privileged 
question. 4 

Mr. DANIEL. I rise to submit a question of 


Then I will give way to the 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
1 


i 
i 
i 
i 


The previous question was seconded, and the 


I rise to a: 


i The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- i 
tucky rises to a question of privilege, which is a | 


It N. : ich I desire | 
L undemtand—and if I am | Mr. STANTON. The question which I desire 


the election of a public printer 
and afterwards the Senate. It} 
has been approved by the President, and his ap- į 
'T'he resolu- ; 


permission of the House to introduce a bill merely | 
formal in its legislation, but of great importance | 


infirmity of the Chief Justice of this District, to | 


not to give rise to any debate or to consume much | 


order. I submit that the motion of the gentleman 
from Kentucky is not a privileged question. ` 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. Cuark] rose and was recognized by the 
Chair. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
Sranton] then rose to a question of privilege, to 
proceed to the election of a public printer. The 
Chair thinks that is a question of privilege which, 


ican i DAR ie 
i| as it relates to the organization of the House, must 


I 


take precedence of all others. 

Mr. DANIEL.. I understand it is in order for 
the Committee on Printing to make a report at 
any time, but that the House is not necessarily 
obliged to take up that report to act upon it. I 
think it is in order to make a motion to. take up 
the report and have the sense of the House taken 
upon It, i 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North 
Carolina has been led into an error as to the 
| nature of the proposition submitted by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky. It is not to make a report 
| from the Committee on Printing at all. Itis not 
| upon that ground that the Chair decides that his 
|| proposition must be considered now. Congress 
‘has passed a law authorizing this House to elect 
a public printer and make him an officer of this 
House. The gentleman from Kentucky now sub- 
| mits a proposition that the House proceed to the 
election of a public printer, and the Chair decides 
that it is ‘a question of privilege which overrides 
all privileged questions. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is it not in order to move to 
suspend the rules and go into a Committee of the 
Whole on the Private Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Not if the gentleman from 
“| Kentucky presses his proposition. 


ELECTION OF PRINTER. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. ‘I pow sub- 
mit the following resolution, which I ask may be 
i read. 
` The resolution was read by the Clerk, as fol- 
lows: : 

Resolved, That this House will now proceed to the elec- 


it tion of a public printer for the House of Representatives to 
serve during the remainder of the present Congress. 


= : 
| Mr. STANTON. Upon the adoption of the 
i resolution [ move the previous question. 
|| The previous question was seconded, and the 
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‘| main question was ordered to be put. 

The resolution was then adopted. 

| Mr. GOODENOW. Js it in order to move 
that the resolution do lie upon the table? 

The SPEAKER. Lisin order. 

Mr. GOODENOW. 1 make that motion. 
ask that the resolution may again be read. 

It was again read by the Clerk. 

Mr.BARRERE. I demand the yeasand nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put, and the House re- 
fused to lay the resolution on the table. 

The résolution was then adopted. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted, and 
move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
i| was agreed to. 


_ The House then proceeded, in the execution of 
its order, to the election of a public printer. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, nominated Gen- 
|| eral Robert Armstrong. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. As there 
seems to be no further nomination, | move. that 
General Robert Armstrong be declared elected the 
public printer of the House of Representatives. 

The SPEAKER. The motion can only be en- 
tertained by unanimous consent. o 

Objection was made. 

Mr. SCURRY. It is but seldom that I have 
ever troubled the House with a single remark, but 
I ask permission to say one word. Since E began 
to know anything of the relations between man 
and man, the name of General Robert Armstrong 
has come down to me as one of the purest patriots 
the world has ever produced. 

The following gentlemen were then nominated 
as candidates: 
|. By Mr. CLINGMAN—John T. Towers. 

By Mr. PENNIMAN—John C. Rives. 

By Mr. CONGER—Gales & Seaton. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania—GeorgeS. 
| Gideon. i 
| By Mr. 
‘| York. ; 
i By Mr. GENTRY—Rev. William G. Brown- 
low, of Tennessee. 
i| __ By Mr. FLOYD—William C. Bryant, of New 
i York. 
| By Mr. DURKEE—Dr. G. Bailey. 

By Mr. SACKETT-—Henry D. Raymond, of 
iI New York. 


I 
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| 
| 
MARTIN—Horace Greeley, of New 


e Peete 


THE CONG 


By Mr. WEIGHTMAN—Patrick Kepheart, | 


of Santa Fé. 

Mr. McMULLUIN. I desire to know by what 
authority the name of John C. Rives is presented 
here? 1 understand that he did not wish the ap- 
pointment. i 

Mr. TONES, of Tennessee. 
formed by the gentleman who nominated Mr. 


I desire to be in- | 


Rives, whether he did it by Mr. Rives’s authori- | 


ty? 

Mr. PENNIMAN. I claim the right to nom- 
inate him without asking any man’s consent. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Í am informed by Mr. 
Rives’s friends that he does not wish the nomina- 
tion. 
understand that fact. 

The SPEAKER then appomted Messrs. Fow- 


I think it is important that the House should : 


LER, Sranron of Kentucky, Jomnson of Arkan- : 


sas, and CHANDLER, as tellers. 


The roll was then called, with the following re- | 
sult: Whole number of votes, 187; necessary to | 


a choice, 94. Of which— 


Robert Armstrong received... ........6- 107 
John T. Towers. .......... Shieh Oe 
Gales & Seaton....... sevens 20 
George S. Gideon...... E EE A. 
Ge Baley neeaae ua naa O 
W.C, Bryant. .ccc eee eee ee eeeee 4 
John ©. Rives..... 3 
Horace Greeley.... 3 
J. M. Daniel..... gene Sinaia Die tsar ge 
W. P, Brownlow... cscees . 2 


w 
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John Forsyth. ssaessssersseseroeeesss 


The following is the vote in detail, viz: 

For Robert Armstrong. —Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, 
Averett, Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bisset, Lina 
Boyd, Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Albert G. Brown, Bus- 
by, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chastain, Church- 
well, Clark, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, Jobu G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, Doty, Dunham, Bastmaa, Edgerton, Ba 
mundson, Ficklin, Mitch, Florence, Freeman, Gamble, 
Gaylord, Gilmore, Gorman, Green, Hall, Hamilton, Harn- 
mond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hen- 
dricks, Henn, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Luger- 
soll, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Jobn- 
son, Geo. W. Jones, J. Glaney Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, 
Leteher, Lockhart, Mace, Mason, MeCorkle, MeLanaban, 
MeMuilin, McNair, Meade, Millson, Molony, Morrison, 
Murray, Olds, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peastev, Penn, Phelps, 
Polk, Powell, Price, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, 
Ross, Savano, Scurry, Origen S. Seymour, David L. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, smith, Snow, Frederick P. Stanton, Rich- 
ard H. Stanton, Abrabam P. Stephens, Stone, St. Martin, 


Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Thurston, Venable, Wilcox, | 


and Wildnick—107. 
For Join T Towers.—Messrs. Barrere, Bennett, Bibig- 


haus, John H. Boyd, Brenton, Brooks, Burrows, E. Car- | 
rington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chapman, Clingman, | 
Faulkner, Fowler, Haws, Haven, Horsford, Outlaw, Per- ; 


kins, Schoolcraft, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, ‘Thaddeus Ste- 


vens, Strother, Thompson, Walbridge, Walsh, Welch, and | 


Wells—28. 

for Gales § Seaton.-Messrs. Bowie, George H, Brown, 
Caldwell, Chandler, Conger, George ‘I’. Davis, Dockery, 
Duncan, Goodrich, Harper, Hebard, George G. King, Mar- 


| few remarks by way 


tin, John Moore, Morehead, Samuel W. Parker, Schermer- `; 


horn, Scudder, Taylor, and Addison White—20. 

bor George S. Gideon.—Messrs. Wm. Appleton, Briggs, 
Evans, Ewing, Grey, Kuhns, Landry, Henry D. Moore, 
and Yates—9. 

For G. Bailey.--Messrs. Charles Allen, Durkee, John W. 
Howe, Mann, Newton, and ‘ownshend—6. 

For W. C. Bryant.—Messrs. Buell, Joseph Cable, Floyd, 
and Thomas Y. How—4. 

For John C. Rives.—Messrs. John Johnson, Penniman, 
and Woodward—3s. 

For fforace Greeley.—Messts. Allison, Washburn, and 
Reed—d. 

For J. M. Daniel.—Messrs 


oleock and Wallace-—2. 


For W. P. Brownlow.—Messrs. Gentry and Watkins—2. ° 


For H. J. Raymond.—Messrs. Sackett and Schoonma- 
ker—2. 
For John Forsyth.--Mr. McQueen—l. 


The SPEAKER then declared General Robert ` 


Armstrong to be duly elected the public printer 
for the House of Representatives. 
Mr. CLARK obtained the floor. 


IOWA RAILROAD. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 


ment. 


and harbor bill. 
GARDINER CLAIM. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I rise for the 


purpose of making an appeal both to the gentle- , 
man from Towa and to the gentleman from New | 


eg 


York. The Select © 


ommittee appointed by the | 


Elouse to investigate the Gardiner claim, and the ; 


connection the Secretary of the ‘Treasury had with 


I ask the | 
gentleman from Iowa to yield to me for one mo- :: 
I desire to appeal to the House to go into | 
Committee of the Whole and take up the river | 


: somewhat at length a short time ago to aid in the | 


! that purpose. 


RESIONGE GLOBE: 
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wish to make a report tothe House. The report 


| is not long, and the House can dispose of itin a 


very few minutes. 
tion, in which Congress and the country feel a 
very deep interest. 1 ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to allow us to make that report, 
that it may be disposed of. 

[Cries of ‘Agreed !’? ‘Agreed !”’] 

Mr. CLARK. I am appealed to on ali sides 


to give way, and I think it would not be right to | 


make a distinction. I therefore decline. 
Whatever may be the result of the application 


I now make to the House, I have at least the | 


gratification to know that I have an opportunity 
to present a certain measure of importance to the 
House. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House—and if it be not granted, which I hope it 
will be, I shall move to suspend the rules—for the 
purpose of taking up Senate bill No. 155, which 
provides for granting the right of way from Wa- 
bash river to the Missouri river, for a grant of 


land to aid in the construction of a railroad be- |] 


tween the points designated in the bill. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 1 wish to present this sug- 
gestion to the gentleman from lowa. A great many 
members desire to have an evening session. The 
gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the floor, and I 
suggest to him if we are going to have an evening 
session, we had better adjourn now for that. pur- 
pose, aud he can still hold the floor. If the gen- 
tleman will give way I will move that the House 
take a recess until seven o'clock. 

Mr. CLARK. [would not set myself in oppo- 
sition to the sense of the House. 
desire 1 will give way. 

{Cries of “ No!” *No!”?} 

Mr, CLARK. Then I decline to give way for 
I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of taking up the bill I have indicated, 
and I presume I may now be allowed to make a 
of explanation of that bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only 
proceed by unanimous consent. 

[Cries of“ Object! ”] a 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
will allow me to make the motion that the House 
take a recess. 
that we should hold an evening session, and if we 
are to do so, | think we had better adjourn and ad- 
journ at dinner time. 

Mr. CLARK. If that is the wish of the House 
I will give way. 


The SPEAKER, 


unanimous consent. 
Mr. HAMILTON. 
Mr. AVERETT. 

upon the motion to suspend the rules. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 


L object. 


proposition which he will recollect was discussed 


: eontsruction ofa railroad to Pensacola. 


Mr. McMULLIN. 
now adjourn. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, demanded the yeas |) 
:! and nays upon the motion to adjourn; but they : 


were not ordered. 


‘I'he question was then taken, and there were, on |: 


: a division—ayes 63; when 


Mr. HAVEN demanded tellers; which were | 


ordered; and Messrs. Venasie and Dawson ap- 
pointed. 
' The question was taken, and the tellers reported 
—ayes 72, noes 70. 

So the House adjourned until to-morrow at 


: eleven o’clock, a. m. 


that claim, have performed thew duty and they .! 


IN SENATE. 
FRIDAY, August 27, 1852. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burren. 

On motion by Mr. GWIN, the reading of the 
Journal was dispensed with. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the order re- 
quiring to-day to be set apart for private business, 
was dispensed with. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives i; 


was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 


lt is a very important ques- | 


if the House | 


l hope that the gentleman | 


It is the wish of many members | 


The proposition of the gen- |, 
tleman from Alabama can only be entertained by į 


f demand the yeas and nays | 


I ask the gentie- į 
man from lowa if in ease the rules are suspended |: 
‘he will accept asan amendment to his bill that 


ĮI move that the House do } 


| Senate: 
An act for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Davis, 
| widow of Daniel W. Davis; and 

An act authorizing imported goods, wares, and 
merchandise, entered and bonded for warehousing, 
in pursuance of Jaw, to be exported by certain 
routes, to ports and places in Mexico, 

Also, that the House of Representatives concur. 
in the amendments of the Senate to the bill to 
amend the act entitled “An act to reduce and modify 
the rates of postage in the United States, and for 
other purposes,” passed March 3, 1851, with an 
amendment, in which they request the concurrence 
of the Senate. 
| Also, that the House of Representatives had 
i passed a bill entitled ‘An act making further pro- 
vision for the satisfaction of Virginia military 
| land warrants.” 

A subsequent message was received from the 
House of Representatives, announcing that it had 
passed the following bill from the Senate: 

An act for the relief of Mra. Margaret Hetzel, 
|! widow and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late 
Assistant Quartermaster in the United States 
Army. 

Also, that it had passed a bill entitled ‘A.n act , 
‘granting the right of way and making a grant of 
‘Jand to the States of Arkansas and Missouri, to 
‘aid in the construction of a railroad from a point 
‘on the Mississippi, opposite the mouth of the 
‘Ohio river, via Little Rock, to the Texas bound- 
“ary, near Fulton, in Arkansas, with branches to 
|i (Fort Smith and the Mississippi river.” 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Hayes, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it agreed to the first, second, third, 
fifth, sixth, seventh, eighth, and ninth amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill making appropria- 
tions for the current and contingent expenses of 
the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes for the 
year ending June 30th, 1853; that they agree to 
the tenth and eleventh amendments with amend- 
ments, and disagree to the fourth amendment of 
the Senate to the said bill. 


| PATENT APPEALS. 

! AJso, that it had passed a bill entitled “ An act 
: in addition to an ‘ Act to promote the progress of 
l the useful arts.’ ” 


REPORTS FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 
Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 


| nance, to which were referred the following bills 
' from the House of Representatives, reported back 
the sume with sundry amendments: 

| An act making appropriations for the su 
; of the Army for the year ending the 30th i 
1853; and 

. An act making appropriations for the service of 
i the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
i ending 30th June, 1853. 


| cing that it had.passed the following bills from the 


port 
une, 


l! Healso, from the same committee, to which was 
‘referred the bill from the House of Representa- 
tives making appropriations for the transportation 
of the United States mail by ocean steamers, 
` and otherwise, during the fiscal year ending 30th 

June, 1853, reported back the same without 
© amendment. 


RANDOLPH COYLE. 


Mr. PRATT submitted the views of the mi- 
‘nority of the Committee on Public Lands, to 
', which had been referred the report of the Secretary 
of the Interior on the conflicting claims of Ran- 
: dolph Coyle, John Delafield, and the corporation 


H 


of Cincinnati, to certain lands in that city; which 
i was ordered to be printed in connection with the 
: report of the committee on the subject. 


ISLAND OF ST. DOMINGO. 

: A message was received from the President of 
‘ithe United States, by Mr. M. P. FILLMORE, his 
| Secretary, in answer to aresolution of the Senate of 
the 14th ultimo, requesting a copy of the corre- 
spondence of Mr. R. M. Walsh, while he was 
employed as a special agent of this Government 
in the Island of St. Domingo, transmitting a report 
| from the Secretary of State and the documents by 
© which it was accompanied. 

Ou motion Ly Lir. HUNTER, it was ordered 
to He on the table and be printed. 
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2390 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr: HUNTER.. I move to postpone the prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill making 
appropriations. for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
penses of the Government for the year ending June 
30th, 1853. . 

Mr. DAVIS... Lhope the Senator will allow me 
to make a report, 

Mr. HUNTER. J would give way but for the 
fact that the report will give rise to debate, and I 
think we had better go on and dispose of the im- 
portant and pressing business before us. wl 
: Mr. DAVIS. I do not think my report will 
occupy more than three minutes. itis the steam- 
boat safety bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. Other gentlemen also wish to 

make reports. My aim is to, have the civil and 
diplomatic bill disposed of immediately, and there- 
fore 1 must insist on my motion. 
Me. RUSK. I hope the Senater from Virginia 
will yield to the Senater from Massachusetts. I 
regard the bill which he desires to report as more 
important than the civil and diplomatie bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. The bill which the Senator 
from Massachusetts desires to report is one that 
will give rise to opposition, and we cannot act on 
it this morning. I have received a remonstrance 
against it, and I must look a little more into it be- 
fore I consent to have it pass. 1. must insist on 
my motion to postpone the prior orders for the 
purpose of taking up the civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. GWIN. I call for the yeas and nays. I 
want to know whether or not we are to goon with 
the business of the country. I want to see upon 
the record the names of those who are opposed, to 
going on with the civil and diplomatic bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Iam opposed to taking 
up the civil and diplomatic bill, because the bill 
which the Senator from Massachusetts desires to 
report is of great importance to every one who 
may be engaged in traveling on water. It is the 
bilt in relation to the security of the lives of pas- 
sengzers. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Iam as anxious to take up 
the civil and diplomatic billasany gentleman here; 
but I think it is more important than to dispose 
even of that now that we should take up the Flor- 
ida election case. I think that question should be 
decided at this session, or be postponed until the 
next session, and I shall vote against taking up 
the civil and diplomatic bill with a view of getting 
up that case. 

Mr. GWIN. It is well known that the Senator 
from Virginia is willing to take up that ease as 
soon as we get through with the civil and diplo- 
matic bill. All that we want is to get one of the 
appropriation bills put through to-day. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If I believed that the civil and 
diplomatic bill could be put through within the 
next six hours, I would not object to taking itup; 
but there was an amendment pending when the 
adjournment took place last night, which will, in 
all probability, lead to along debate. 

Mr. RUSK. I know that the bill proposed to 
be reported by the Senator from Massachusetts is 
yore important than all the appropriation bills 
hefore Congress; at least, that is my judgment 
from the most deliberate examination of the mat- 
ter. There is no danger of the passage of those 
pills. I have seen just such a squabble as we are 
in now on the last nights of the session, and Í 
never yet saw an appropriation bill fail. I have 
been alarmed heretofore with. regard to their fate, 
but I have got over all that, and intend never to 
be alarmed again about the danger of getting ap- 
prone pills through. The bill proposed to 

@ veported by the Senator from Massachusetts— 
and which cannot occupy ten minutes, because 
every Senator must be well acquainted with it—is || 
for the protection of human life. It has come 
back from the House of Representatives with 
amendments which I think will be concurred in 
immediately by the Senate. If it falls now, it is 
gone, and gone forever; and upon the petition of 

ersons who are interested and making money, 
that bill is to get itë quietus. Sir, we have sacri- 
ficed human life enough. It is time that some 
guards should be thrown around it. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is it inorder to go into the 
merits of the bill? i 

The PRESIDENT. It is not in order to go 


| testant desires to 


into the merits of the bill, The question now 


pending is on postponing the previous orders to 
take up the civil and diplomatic bill, 

Mr. GWIN.. I want to call the attention of the 
Senate to the combination which exists here 
against the civil and diplomatic bill, The Senator 
from Indiana gets up and wants the Florida elec- 
tion case taken up, and the Senator from Texas 
wants the steamboat bill taken up. Here are 
combinations against the appropriation bills on the 
presumption that we are forced to pass them any- 
how. [tell you, sir, we shall soon have an ex- 
perimenthere. These bills will be defeated if more 
time is not given for their consideration. 

Mr. RUSK. Fam in no combination anywhere. 
Tam here as a Senator of the United States to do 
my duty;and1 will do it. I have said Į shall 
discharge that duty, and I would do it at the last 
moment of the session. 
days yet, and I have had just such apprehensions 
as these on the last night of the session, and yet 
the appropriation bills got through, and reached 
the President, and were signed. 

Mr. GWIN. I charge what I saw on the face 
ofthe Senate. The fact is evident that those who 
wantthe Florida election case taken up oppose this 
motion, and those who are in favor of the steam- 
boat bill oppose it. 

The PRESIDENT. The proposition is to 
postpone the previous orders with a view to take 
up the civil aud diplomatic bill. Senators must 
confine their remarks to that motion. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays 
on the motion, resulied—yeas 18, nays 23; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Mesasrs. Adams, Atchison, Brooke, Chariton, 
Clemens, Douglas, Gwin, Hunter, James, King, Mangum, 
Mason, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Upham, Wade, and Wal- 


ker—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Beil, Borland,‘ Bradbury, 
Bright, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Feleh, Fish, Hale, Hamilton, Jones 
of Lowa, Mallory, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, 
and Weller—23. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


FLORIDA ELECTION CASE. 


Mr. WELLER. I now moveto dispense with 
the prior orders for the purpose of taking up the 
reportof the committee on the contested election 
of Senator from Florida. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to make a report. 

Mr. WELLER. 
this matter disposed of. 
nine months. I 
tled long ago. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I would like to inquire of 
the Senator from California, whether he proposes 
to dispose of the Florida election case without 


d It has been pending for 
think it ought to have been set- 


giving the contestant an opportunity of answering ; 


the report of the committee? 

Mr. WELLER. It will be time enough to de- 
cide that question when the consideration of the 
report comes up. Tam not certain that the con- 
be heard; but I will say to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, that the only argu- 


ments I have heard on the subject, are those in | 


favor of the contestant, and I think I understand 
the question as well as 1 would after hearing him. 
| must ask the yeas and nays on the motion. I 
wish the Journal to show who is in favor of post- 
poning this case until next session. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK. I will vote for taking it up as soon 
as the report of the Senator from Massachusetts 
is made. 

Mr, WELLER. 
from Massachusetts, he simply desires to report 
that bill. If that is all, I will suspend the motion 
until he makes his report. 

Mr. DAVIS. I mean to report the bill, and to 
ask the Senate to act upon it at once. 

Mr. WELLER. Then I cannot withdraw. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would say to the honorable 
Senator, at the same time, that I do not expect it 
will occupy three minutes. 

Mr. HUNTER. i apprehend the Senator from 
Massachusetts is mistaken. There are now com- 
mittees here remonstrating against that bill, and 
he will find opposition to it. 

Mr. JAMES. I have no objection to the hon- 
orable chairman of the Committee on Commerce 
reporting the bill. I have had no opportunity of 
examining it since it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. I would like atleast from now ull 
to-morrow to look into ‘the ‘bill before it is acted 
upon. 


We have three or four | 


I am very anxious to have | 


If I understand the Senator į 


H Mr.GWIN. 


H Treasury, 


Mr. BRADBURY. If we could have an un- 

derstanding that at twelve o'clock the Senate would 
proceed to the consideration of the Florida election 
case, | would, for one, consent to the time being 
occupied in making reports, and if that can be the 
understanding, | would ask my friend from Cali- 
fornia not to press his motion till twelve o’clock, 
in order that reports may be made, with the com- 
mon understanding that at that hour we will pro- 
ceed to decide the case which concerns the right of 
a member, who has oceupied a seat which has beer 
contested, thus placing him in an unpleasant con~ 
dition for eight or nine months. 
If gentlemen are making their ar- 
rangements for the balance of the session, I would 
| like to know when they intend to take up the ap- 
propriation bills. 

The question being taken, by yeas and nays, ow 
the motion of Mr. WELLER, to postpone the prior 
orders to proceed to the consideration of the report 
| of the committee on the Florida contested-election 
case, resulted—yeas 23, nays 21; as follows: 

VEAS—Mcessts. Adams, Atchison, Bayard, Bradbury, 
Bright, Brooke, Charlton, Clemens, Pawson, Felch, Gwin, 
Hale, Houston, Hunter, James, Jones of Ilowa. King, Sew~ 
ard, Stockton, Sumner, Wade, Watker, and W eller—23. 

NAYS Messrs. Badger, Bell, Borland, Brodhead, Clarke, 
Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, 
Downs, Fish, Hamlin, Mangum, Miller, Morton, Pearce, 
Rusk, Smith, Spruance, Underwood, and Upham—a2t. 

The Senate accordingly proceeded to the con- 
| sideration of the report of the committee on the 
| case of the contested election from Florida. 
| Mr. BADGER moved that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the resolution submitted by 
Mr. Morro, to allow the contestant, Mr. Yulee, 
to be heard in support of his petition; and after 
| being amended on the motion of Mr. Pearce, so 
| asto limit the contestant to two hours, it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. YULEE addressed the Senate for two 
hours; and, on motion by Mr. Banger, the time 
was extended one hour longer. 
| Mr. BADGER also addressed the Senate on the 
| merits of the case, the pending question being on 
the following resolution, which was reported by 
the select committee: f 

Resolved, That the Hon. STEPHEN R. Mantory was 


duly elected a member of the Senate of the United States 
from the third day of March, 1851. 


Mr. HUNTER. I must appeal to the Senate 
to take a vote upon this matter, in order that we 
may proceed to the consideration of the civil and 
diplomatic appropriation bill. 

{Cries of * Question 1”? e Question 1] 

Mr. MORTON. I rise for the purpose of ask- 
ing the Senate to excuse me from voting on this 
question. It is unnecessary for me to state the 
reasons why I make this request. The Senate 
will readily comprehend the delicacy of my posi- 


uon, 
Mr. PRATT. I ask for the yeas and nays 
| on this question. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered and taken, and 
resulted—yeas 41, nays 0; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bradbury, Bright, - 
| Brooke, Butler, Cass, Charlton, Clemens, Cooper, Davis, 
Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
Towa, Downs, Feich, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Honston, 
Hunter, James, Jones of Iowa, King, Mason, Meriwether, 
Miller, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Spru- 
| ance, Summer, Toucey, Underwood, and Welier—41. 
NAYS—None. 
So the resolution reported by the committee was 
adopted. 
[The debate upon the 
in the Appendix.] 


SEIZURE AND FORFEITURE OF GOODS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Acting Secretary of the 
communicating, in compliance with a 
resolution of the Senate of the 22d of January last, 
a statement of the seizure and forfeiture of goods 
under the tariff act of 1846, on the ground of un- 
dervaluation or fraud in the invoices; which was 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed. 


MEXICAN BOUNDARY LINE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of theSecretary of War, communi- 
cating, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate of the 2d instant, a copy of the report made 
by Lieutenant Colonel Graham, of the Topo- 
graphical Engineers, in relation to the boundary 
Tine between Mexicoand the United States, stating 
that at the date of the resolution, no report, such 


above ease will be found 


1852. 


as is described in the resolution, was on the files 
of the Department; that on the 19th instant such 
a report was filed in the Topographical Bureau, 
and that on the following day a copy was sent to 
the War Department, of which the Secretary of 
War was not aware until some days afterwards: 

Mr. WELLER. At the time that that resolu- 
tion was offered, I understood the report was filed 
in the War Department. It seems that it has 
been filed there subsequently. I move the refer- 
ence ofthe communication, with the accompanying 
papers, to the select committee to whom the other 
documents have been referred which relate to this 
matter, 

Mr. RUSK. Thatis a very important docu- 
ment. I move that it be printed. 

Mr. CLARKE. 


ent session. It may be important to gentlemen 
who wish to discuss the matter to whichit relates, 
and I hope it will not now be sent to the printer. 
Mr. MASON. That report will doubtless con- 
tain information of great interest to the American 
people. [Ít refers to the question of the boundary 
of the United States and Mexico, and to questions 
that have been passed upon by this Administra- 
tion in reference to that boundary. I trust that 
every word of it, without abating a line or a letter, 
may be printed, so that the American people may 
know its whole contents. > 
Mr. CLARKE. I perfectly agree with the 


ument should go before the American peuple. I 
agree with him that everything therein contained 
should be known; but if it is put into the hands 
of the printer, is it possible that we can see it for 
the next two or three days? We may want to 
look at itin the mean time. 

Mr. RUSK. Iam in no hurry to send it off to 
the printer. Iam quite willing that it should re- 
main here for a week, if it is desirable. All I 
wished was to make the motion that it should be 
printed, so that we might all have an ample op- 
portunity of reading it. 

Mr. CLARKE. I make no objection to its be- 
ing printed—none in the least. “I am perfectly 
willing—yea, anxious to have it printed. I have 
not the slightest wish that so valuable a document 
should for a moment be screened from the public 
eye; but if we order it to be printed to-day, and 
to-morrow we should happen to want it, it will be 
in the hands of the printer, and we shall not be 
able to obtain it. If gentlemen will allow it to be 
referred to the Select Committee, we can look at it 
in the mean time, and it can be printed afterwards. 

Mr. RUSK. Very well. In order to save 
time, I will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. WELLER. [have moved to refer this com- 
munication and the accompanying papers to the 
Select Committee, and I give notice that to-morrow 
I shall ask the chairman of that committee to re- 


port upon it and the other communications which | 


ave been referred to that committee in relation to 
this subject. 


The communication was accordingly so referred. | 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider “ An act making appropriations for the civil 
‘and diplomatic expenses of the Government for 
‘the year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for 
“other purposes.” 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment pending 
is that offered by the Senator from Virginia, [Mr. 
Mason,] as follows: 

Sec. —. Andhe it further enacted, That it shall be law- 


ful for the Secretary of the Treasury at any time after the 
Ist day of January next, to issue to the State of Texas, such 


portion of the stock mentioned in the first proviso of the fifth i 
article of the third section of the act entitled “ An act pro- į 
posing to the State of Texas the establishment ofher north- | 


ern and western boundaries, the relinquisiiment by the said 
State of all territory claimed by her exterior to said bound- 
aries, and of all her claims upon the United States, and to 
establish a territorial government for New Mexico,” ap- 
proved September 9, 1850, as shall be equivalent in amount 
to the releases of the claims of the creditors of Texas against 
the United States, which shall be then filed at the Treasury, 
asin said article is provided ; and in like manner from month 
to month to issue the said stock equivalent to such like re- 
leases as may be thereafter filed until the whole amount of 
the five millions of dollars reserved by said article is ex- 
hausted. 


Mr. RUSK. Ido not rise for the purpose of 
protracting this debate. I know that any length- 


I would suggest to the Sena- | 
tor from Texas that it is impossible to have that | 
document printed in time for use during the pres- | 


|i sions, that I will show conclusively that through 
Senator from Virginia that every line of that doc- |i 


i time to consider it. i 


ened discussion would hazard,if not defeat the 
passage of the appropriation bills. 

At an early period of this session, the question 
raised by that amendment was brought to the 
notice of this body by various petitions from the |; 
creditors of the State of Texas on that occasion. 
I expressed a hope that we should have a report 
from the committee in a few days, for } was anx- 
ious to discuss the question, and, in connection 
with that subject, I stated that the United States | 
were in equity bound for more than half the ori- 
ginal debt due by the State of Texas, in conse- 
quence of the failure of this Government to com- 
ply with the stipulations of its solemn treaties. 
‘The question comes upon us now, at a time when || 
it is utterly impossible to discuss it. I feel anxious |} 
that it should be discussed, for I am convinced 
that the question is not understood. Although 
much has been said and written, it has nearly ali 
been on one side, and my State has not had an.| 
opportunity of being heard. For this reason I | 
have felt great anxiety to obtain an opportunity to 
, lay the facts before the Senate and the country, 
but, pressed for time as we are now, I shall not 
attempt to do so. No one, I apprehend, is more de- |i 
sirous than I am that this business should be set- |; 
tled in such a manner as to do justice to the cred- 
itors of Texas, and to do justice to her reputation 
and standing as a State of this Union. When the 
| question does come up for discussion I will redeem 
| the pledge that IT have made on two or three occa- 
j 
i 


i 
|! 


4 


the neglect:of the United States to fulfill her treaty 
stipulations, and to prevent the Indians from dep- į; 
redating on the territory of Texas, more than half |: 
| of her present debt has been incurred; and that f 
the United States would in equity be held liable |! 
| for it by any court of equity or disinterested arbi- || 
trator in the world. ii 


|! LT have thought that it was right I should make |! 
these remarks, but I will not protract themon the |: 
present occasion. I could well ask those whoare 
so urgent on this subject, what country under the ! 
| sun has ever paid her revolutionary debtin twenty | 
years? But, sir, pressed as we are for time, I 
shall pursue the subject no further now. 

Mr. MASON. JI offered the amendment, now 
| under consideration, last evening, at an hour when 
| F thought it would be acted on. In justice to the if 
| United States, it is only right that i should not ! 
now persist in it. I now withdraw it, not through 
; any want of confidence in the justice of the amend- | 
ment, but merely in consequence of the want of || 


| 
The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. || 
Mr.MASON. [am instructed by the Committee || 
| on Foreign Relations to offer an amendment, to |} 
| comein at the end of the amendment I offered last |! 
night: i i 

For additional compensation as late Commissioner to 7 
: the Sandwich Fslands, being the same amount allowed by |! 


i the act of September 30, 1850, to Charles Kames’s succes- 
į sor, 33,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. j 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to offer the follow- 
ing amendment: | 

To enable the Architect to pay the workmen engaged f 
on the extension of the Capitol thirty days’ pay during the | 
suspension of the work, the sum of $19,009; to be paid out 
of the appropriation authorized by the joint resolution ap- 
i proved April 14,1852: Provided, That no workman shail 
be paid who was not employed at the time of the suspension 
| of the said work, or who was discharged for incapacity or i 
| irregularity of conduct. 

That part of the bill which I wish to amend in- ; 
creases the pay of the clerks in the several depart- || 
ments, We have classified these clerks, and |; 
| determined to advance their salaries according to |} 
| a certain ratio, giving some an advance of twenty i 
per cent. on their salaries, others ten per cent., | 
| and others five ner cent., giving the largest increase |} 
| to those who receive the smallest salaries. These || 
are all employees of the Government. The work- |: 
i men for whom I wish to provide by this amend- |! 
| ment were four months out of employment. The || 
amendment which I offer has been weli considered, | 
and is well guarded. lt is founded upon an esti- | 
mate by the Architect, and is to be paid out of the || 
$500,060 which we appropriated last winter for | 


the extension of the Capitol. It only proposes to ! 
pay them for thirty days, when, in point of fact, | 
they were out of employment for four months. | 
The objection to this proposition, in the early part |! 
of the session, was that we provided for them it 
: during thé suspension of the work. I do not see `: 


; sary to discontinue operations. 


be remembered that in a discussion which took 
place, some time since, in this body, it was stated 
that the workmen who are engaged on the exten- 
sion of the Capitol were informed, by advertise- 


; ment, previous to the commencement of the work, 


that they would be employed until the month of 
December; and it was also stated that they were 
employed during the month of December, until 
the weather became so severe that it was neces- 
It was found that 
there was a deficiency in the appropriation for the 


| erection of these wings; and, in consequence of 
i the delay that took place before the necessary 


funds were placed at the disposal of the Execu- 
tive by Congress, the work was not resumed in 
the spring until much later than had been antici- 
pated. These men were, undoubtedly, engaged 
to work on the extension of the Capitol, and the 


| work during the spring months was somewhat 


delayed, for the reason I have assigned, and they 


i may by that means have incurred some loss of 


time; but, sir, although it is a matter of little im- 
portance to the United States, in a pecuniary point 


| of view, whether they receive a little more or a 
i little less, I am of opinion that there was no sort 


of obligation incurred to remunerate these men 
during the time they were unemployed. ‘The ad- 
vertisement in the public prints, through which 


li they were invited to come here, stated that they 
| would be employed until the month of December, 


and again in the spring of this year; but I know 
of no contract entered into with them, by the Su- 
perintendentor the Architect, which wahi author- 
ize a demand on the Government of the United 
States for employment at an earlier date than it 
was possible to pass the appropriation; nor do I 
know of any contract which would authorize 
them to demand compensation for the time that 


they remained unemployed. That is one reason 


why I shall object to the motion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania at this moment; but, in addi- 
tion to that, I have another. I understand that 
there is something else connected with this trans- 


;, action, which should entitle it to the serious con~ 


sideration of the Senate. I understand that a 


i system of black-mailing has been carried on 


towards the employees, which will enable certain 


| persons, in some manner or shape, to avail them- 
; Selves of the influence or advantage which may be 


gained from the support of other men. I under- 
stand that contracts are existing at this moment 
which will redound immensely to the advantage 
of those who are the contractors. And [ under- 
stand that there is a singular proposition afoot 
now, relative to certain portions of this work, 


; which would have been much bet‘er left undone. 


Forinstance, look at thearchesrecently erected 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I rise to a question of 
order. The amendment which I offer is to pay 
these men each for thirty days’ lost time during a 
suspension of nearly four months’ work. The 


i! honorable Senator from Rhode Island is not dis- 


cussing the amendment, but the question whether 
the walls of the wings of the Capitol are substan- 


! tially made. I apprehend that is not the ques- 


tion, and that the Senator is not in order. 

Mr. CLARKE. I beg pardon of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania; but I think he is as wide of 
the mark as the two poles. I am speaking to the 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania will state his 
point of order. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. My question of order is, 
that the gentleman from Rhode Island is not con- 
fining himself to the question. 
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l Mr. BRADBURY. 


a private claim—supposing that there is any claim 
at ajl—can-be attached, under the rule, to a gen- 
eral appropriation bill. 

Fhe PRESIDING OFFICER. 
cides that the amendment is not in order. 
not permitted under the rule. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Theamendment was ruled 
in order last evening, because it does not propose 
a new appropriation, but merely a partial dispo- 
sition of an appropriation already made. It is to 


The Chair de- 
it is 


come out of the $500,000 appropriated for build- 


ing the wings of the Capitol. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There can be 


no discussion on the question, unless the Senator | 


from Pennsylvania appeals from the decision of 
the Chair. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 think my amendment is tf 
in order, but 1 will not appeal from the decision of | 


the Chair, 
Mr. RUSK. 


I desire to offer an amendment. 


In page fifty-five, line eleven, after the words ‘per | 


cent.” insert the following; 


And the same per cent. or additional compensation shall | 
he paid to the clerks and employees in the Washington | 


city post office. 

This amendment gives twenty per cent. addi- 
tional pay to these employees. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. T have another amendment: 

For the temporary employment of additional clerks in 


the Auditor’s Office of the Treasury, for the Post Office i 


Department to 


mplete the postmasters? com! jons, 
rendered nec by the act of Congress reducing the 
rates of postage, $2,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 desire to offer another amend- 
ment: 

And that the Second Auditor of the ‘Preasury Depart- 
ment shall be allowed a salary equal to that of the head of 
any other bureau, to commence from and after his appoint- 
ment to office, 


So that the whole elause will read: 


“Por compensation of the Second Auditor, and the | 
esistant messenger in bis ofice, | 


clerks, messengers, and 
434,800; and that the Se 
partment shall be 


nd Auditor of the Treasury De- 
allowed a salary equal to that of the head 


of any other bureau, to commence from and after his ap- 


pointment to office.” 

My, HUNTER. [think that we have not time 
now to go into this question of the deficiency of 
salaries. "T'he scale now in existence contains 
many inequalities, and is a subject of much com- 
plaint; but we have not time to take it up now. 
We propose to take it up next session, and en- 
deavor to form some general system. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 do not wish to detain the Sen- 
ate, but E think that if [make a very short state- 
ment there will searcely be a dissenting voice to 
the amendment. lhave had a long personal ac- 
quaintauce with the Second Auditor, who is the 


object of this amendment, and Lean speak of my || 
own knowledge of his skill and usefulness as a | 


publie officer. 
there was a large amount of business growing out 
of the Mexican war in an unsettled state in that 
office; forty-five clerks were employed then, and 
for some time past; the annual appropriation for 


the pay of clerks was then $51,057; now the: 


business has been all brought up, the number of 
clerks has been reduced to twenty-five, m 


a 


saving of some $40,000 or 450,000 to the Govern- | 
ment, and this year the appropriation wili prob- ' 


ably be only $34,800. E believe it is the only in- 


stance within my knowledge, in the history of : 


this Government, of a diminution, instead of an 


increase, in the expenses of the office and the: 


number of clerks employed; but although ih 
the case, the business of the office is promptly and 
well done, as I believe every one who has busi- 
-ness connected with it ean testify. Ido hope that 
there will be no objection on the part of the Senate 
to this amendment. 
Mr. HUNTER, 
ness of that Department is diminishing, and 
the large amount of business which accumulated 
there, grew out of the Mexican war. However, 
- I shall not say anything to disparage the abilities 
of the Second Auditor. Twill merely say that the 
Senate should remember that there are oth 
lie officers who ask for an increase of pay;an 
it is scarcely right to take any step which would 
-bear the appearance of inequality of treatment. 
Mr. BORLAND. [do net suppose thatit is 


ner 


When he commenced his duties, |; 


ga: 


is isi 


J understand that the busi ` 
that : 


pub- | 
d that! 


ssary to say a single word in advocacy of this į 


proposition. My experience of the skill, prompt- 
ness, and extraordinary capability and fidelity of 
the officer referred to, prompts me to express a 
| hope thatit will be passed without a dissenting 
l voice. : 

| The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RUSK. I move further to amend the bill, 
|| by striking out the following words: 

«s For the completion of the light-house of the third class 
at Red Fish Bar, Galveston Bay, Texas, $500,” 

—and insert: 

| For the construction of three light-houses in Galveston 
| Bay, to wit: one at the head of Red Fish Bar, one at Half 
Moon Shoal, and one at Clopper’s Bar, to be respectively of 
| the fourth, fifth, and sixth order, in lieu of three light houses 
provided for in the appropriation. bill of March 3, 1851, 
+ $5,000. 

Mr. PRATT. [hope the Senator will withdraw 
that amendment. I understand that the House of 
Representatives has adopted a new policy in refer- 
i| ence to light-houses, and that there will be a gen- 
l! eval bill before the Senate on the subject; and when 
that bill comes up, the amendment of the Senator 
‘| from Texas can be put into that bill. 
| Mr. WELLER. l understand that the Senate 
Committee on Commerce have unanimously rec- 
ommended the rejection of this light-house bill, 
t: and it will therefore be necessary to act upon the 
‘| amendment of the Senator from Texas. 
| Myr. PRATT, But it may be that the Senate 
H will not concur in the report of the committee, and 
i! the bill may be passed. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I wish to say, that whatever 

may be the action of the Senate in regard to the 
|! adoption of that system, it will not preclude ap- 
|| propriations from being made for light-houses. 
1 This, however, is the first time lever heard of a 
|; civil and diplomatic appropriation bill being made 
| into a light-house bill. 
Mr. RUSK. I did not make the civil and dip- 
| lomatic appropriation bill a light-house bill. The 
| appropriation was in the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives, and I desired to amend 
it. I withdraw the amendment, however, for the 
present. 


Mr. MANGUM. 


i 
| [. I move to amend the item 
| makingan appropriation for clerk hire, &c., for the 
| completion of the census, $50,000, by adding: 
| Outof which the Superintendent of the Census shall re- 
: ceive $3,000 per annum. 
| It will be remembered that this matter was fully 
discussed some timeago. The Senate at that time 
i obviously acted under a misapprehension that the 
| Superintendent claimed two salaries. He never 
did claim them. He has received that sum hith- 
erto, and I only ask that it may be continued. 
| Mr. BORLAND. Ihave no particular objec- 
| tion to that amendment, but it was my purpose 
| to strike out the whole appropriation, on the 
| ground that no necessity exists for it now. Į dis- 
| like to occupy the time of the Senate by entering 
into a discussion; but I will say that there are cir- 
! cumstances connected with this matter which 
! should be known to the Senate and the country. 


_ I repeat that I have no particular objection to this | 


amendment per se, nor to the receipt of this in- 
| crease of salary by the person for whose benefit it 
is proposed; but Í am opposed to the whole ap- 
propriation, and I may as well make my remarks 


move to strike out the whole of this appropriation 
of $50,000 from the bill; and if it be in order— 
: though I presume it will not,be—l will make that 
motion now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not in 
order to discuss or make any motion affecting 
the original proposition. The consideration of 
i the Senate must now be given to the amendment 
i of the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Man- 
| GUM, 

Me BORLAND. 
other opportunity. 

Mr. DAVIS. What is to become of the census 
bill already passed, which was designed and in- 
tended to give asalary of $3,000 to this individual? 
' If this amendment should pass, it will be an addi- 
‘ tional appropriation for the same object. 
| Mr. MANGUM. Not at all. The bill to 
which the Senator from Massachusetis refers is 
now pending in the House of Representatives, 
and there is no probability that it: will be acted 
upon. anes : 
` The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was rejected. 


Then I will wait for an- 


on it now as at any other time. [ intend, sir, to | 


i 


Mr. CLARKE. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the second section, which provides for an 
increase of the salaries of certain clerks, by insert- 
ing the words— 

And also the clerks in the city post office. 

It will be seen that in this section provision is 
made for an increase of pay to the clerks in the 
various Departments of the Government, lt is 
hardly necessary to say a single word in support 
of this amendment, for it is well known that there 
are no persons in the employment of the General 
Government that are so constantly in the exercise 
of duty as those persons who are engaged in the 
city post office. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
would remind the Senator from Rhode Island that 
these persons have been provided for by an amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CLARKE. Then I withdraw the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I made an effort on a former 
occasion to include in the provision providing for 
extra pay to the clerks and others employed under 
the Government in this city, those who are em- 
ployed in the arsenal and navy-yard. I propose 
to insert in the second section the words ‘‘ and the 
arsenal and navy-yard.”? That part of the section 
will then read: 

«Phat the clerks, messengers, watchmen, and, taborers 
employed at an annual salary, or in temporary positions in 
the executive and legislative departments of the Govern- 
ment, and the arsenalaad navy-yard in the city of Washing- 
ton,” &c. 

The section, if thus amended, will include the 
clerks, messengers, watchmen, and laborers in 
these two branches also with the others. [tis not 
necessary for me to say that the same causes which 
rendered this increase of pay necessary in the one 
case are equally operative in the other. 

Mr. BRODELEAD. When I proposed a sim- 
ilar amendmentin regard to the laborers employed 
on the wings of the Capitol it was ruled out of 
order. I think this is precisely a similar case to 
mine, and I ask that we may have a similar decis- 
ion in regard to it. 

Mr. GWIN. It is only to give a fair compen- 
sation to these men. I hope the amendment will 
be adopted. l : 

Mr. SHIELDS. All ask is, that men perform- 
ing similar duties in the same city may be put 
upon the same footing. I think we ought not to 
have special and partial legislation. Ido not 
know that I would have undertaken the responsi- 
bility of recommending any such increase of pay 
generally; but as it has been determined upon in 
some cases f think we should deal equally and 
fairly with all. f 

Mr. PRATT. I propose to add to that amend- 
ment these words: 

And the workmen employed on the public buildings. 

Mr. CLARKE. I hope that the Senate will 
not agree to the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland, (Mr. Prart.] I object to these 
sweeping propositions for additional compensation 
to “all creation and the rest of mankind.” The 
effect will be to suck the last dollar out of the 
Treasury. 

Mr. PRATT. It was precisely my object to 
bring in ‘the rest of mankind.” “Al creation”? 
was already provided for. 

If the clerks in the Departments, and the people 
employed in the arsenal and navy-yard are to 
be taken care of, I see no reason why the working 
men on the public buildings should be neglected. 
I am in favor of that sound Democratic doctrine 
which entitles all to equal favor from Congress. 


Mr. JONES, of lowa. Thatisright. That is 
right. 
Mr. PRATT. [repeat that all classes in the 


employment of the Government should be put on 
the same footing; and for that reason, I hope my 
amendment will be carried. 

Mr. CLARKE. T am a democrat by birth, a 
democrat by education, a democrat by practice, a 
democrat in principle; I have lived a democrat, 
and I will die a democrat, so that no man can 
fillibustier beyond me in that sort of reward for 
‘the rights of the people” for which he does not 
carea snap of his finger. J have as much regard 
for the working man as any one. Twas one of 
that class. T was a laborer myself. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. . On the Capitol: 

Mr. CLARKE. No, sir; onacapital infinitely 
more interesting to me. On my own capital, and 
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if I had no more than my own, I should have 
failed long since and gone into liquidation. 


We have made provision by law for building || 


two monstrous structures, the very outside of | 
which is an enormity, the inside of which will be 
an abortion, and the totality of, which will be a 
fatal blow to anything like public decency and 
public taste in this country. (Laughter.] You 
ave appointed an architect, somebody has ap- 


appointed another officer who figures as a sub- 
superintendent; and these officers have invited a | 
number of mechanics and laboring men to come 
here, and have given them employment on the 
extension of the Capitol. There is no provision į 
by law to regulate the wages of these men. The | 
superintendent pays them just as much as he | 
chooses, after making a deduction, which is re- 
served for some especial object; and now you pro- 
pose to make an addition to the wages of these 
men without ascertaining what rates are now paid, 
and not even excepting those who came at the 
eleventh hour, and who have not borne the heat : 
and toil of the day! Why, sir, if you pass this 
proposition, and grant an additional remuneration 
to that man who stipulated that he should receive 
a dollar per day for his work, he will remain lost 
in astonishment at a degree of beneficence on the 
part of the Government, which utterly passes his 
comprehension! I think that there is no ngces- 
sity shown by the Senator from Maryland, and I 
do not think that it is a fair amendment. Those 
persons working at the arsenal and the navy- 
yard, to whom itis proposed, by the Senator from 
Minois, [Mr. Surenps,] to grant an increase of | 
compensation, must bring to the execution of their | 
task a large amount of mechanical skill, and no | 
inconsiderable degree of knowledge and science; 
and if it should be apparent that an increase of 
pay ig essential for their maintenance and comfort, 
what reason is there that we should go abroad | 
into the streets and call on all men to come to us, 
as we are ready to grant them a bonus in addition 
to what they conceive to be the true value of their 
labor? The cost of these buildings will be suffi- 
ciently large without adopting any such extra- 
ordinary means to drain the Treasury; for I will 
mention to gentlemen a fact with which they may 
not be acquainted—that although the estimates 
make the probable expense appear something like 
$3,000,000, the Architect himself says that it will 
not be less than $6,000,000. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to know whether these 
laborers are not engaged under a contract made by 
the superintendent? 

Mr. PRATT. I would state to the Senator 
from Mississippi, that I have offered this amend- 
ment in accordance with a petition signed by these 
laborers. A committee of their number, deputed 
by them, waited on my colleagueand myself, and 
presented their memorial, asking for extra com- 
pensation. This amendment is offered in accord- | 
ance with that memorial. i 

Mr. ADAMS. I have not had an answer to 
my question. Iasked whether the superintendent 
does not make his contract with these laborers, 
and whether he has not power to increase their 
compensation, if he should think proper? 

Several Senators. Certainly. 

Mr. DOUGLAS, 


the clerks and other employees of the Government. 
The unusual price of provisions in this city, cer- 
tainly renders it as necessary In their case as in 
that of the clerks that they should have larger 

ay. The argument urged for this increase in re- | 
gard to clerks and messengers, applies with much 
greater force to the laborer and mechanic, for we 
all know that a much greater proportion of their 


i 


He is in no better position than the most |; 


y i | late in regard to this matter or not, to increase the ` 
pointed a superintendent, and somebody else has {| 
| the necessity of the case. 


idle or inefficient, and in this respect has no induce- 
ment to put forth his energies. 
the laborer. To him competition is open, and he 
can at all times find the value of his labor. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The object of my amendment 
is to increase the pay of those whose salaries are | 
regulated by law. I take it for granted that the 
superintendent has the power, whether you legis- 


pay of these men, according to their merits and : 
I shall vote for the. 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland, al- :; 
though I scarcely think it is necessary. i 

Mr. DAWSON. Do I understand that this | 
amendment is to increase the compensation in all |! 
the workshops and arsenals and nayy-yards in 


amount that would be paid under the respective contracts 


Itis not so with | ifsettled by the prices named iu the bill of the House of 
‘| Representatives, which pas 


E 
‘i regard to the public printing, estimating the paper at the 


xd on the sist of July last, in 


| actual cost thereof, to be paid out of any money in the 


i Treasu 


the United States, or is it only to apply to the | 


t 
city of Washington ? | 
Mr. SHIELDS. Only to those in the city of ;! 


Washington. 


Mr. DAWSON. And what is the difference :; 
between those engaged in the arsenal and navy- ;i 


yards here, and those engaged in similar establish- : 
ments elsewhere? Again, Mr. President, i sup- 
pose we are now about to carry out the principle | 
which has been adopted by the present Congress— |! 
I mean the abandonment of the contract system, || 
and to pay every man according to the imagined | 
value of the services he has rendered; that here- |! 
after no man can enter into a contract with the il 


i| Government, unless he reserves the right of having |} 


his pay increased. As | understand it, these. 
laborers are paid by the day. If they do not re- ; 
ceive sufficient compensation, the agent who em- |) 
ploys them ought to be instructed to pay what is | 
reasonable and just. How can we here undertake | 
to pay an individual who hires himself by the} 
day? If he agrees to work for $2 per day, it is | 
supposed that that is the full market value of his 

labor; and how can we undertake to increase his `j 
remuneration twenty per cent. above that? There || 
seems to me to be an incongruity about this, and 


i in my judgment it willbe the means of introducing 


much contusion. 
borers who are employed on any of the Govern- 
ment works. But this isa bad way to attempt 


i to establish it; and if this rule is to be applied to 


‘then recurred on the amendment, and on a division | 
! there were—yeas 18, nays 20. 
I do not know why the la- |) 
borer is not entitled tgincrease of pay as much as |} 


ment: 


the arsenal and navy-yard in the city of Washing- 


ton, I think it should extend to every similar es- |! 


tablishment in the United States. : 
Mr. DAVIS. I merely wish to ask whether it į 
s right that the Government of the United States 
shall give more for labor than individuals are able 
to pay? and whether the whole tendency of this | 
system is not to disturb the arrangements of the | 
laboring community, and induce working men to | 
come here because this isa privileged place in which | 
labor is paid at a higher rate by the Government | 
than it is possible for individuals to pay? ‘The 


| whole operation of this amendment, in my opin- i 
l ion, is to disturb the condition of the laboring | 


men, and to press them into the service of the! 
Government. 
private employers that I am not disposed to en- 
courage. 

The question was taken on the amendment to | 
the amendment, and it was rejected; the question | 


So the amendment was noi agreed to. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 1 offer the following amend- 


For grading aud ying with round stones the carriag 
way of Pennsylvani@@venue from Seventeenth st 
to Rack Creek, setting curb-stunes on each side thereof at 
a distance of twenty-five feet, and placing foot-ways where- 
ever necessary, $20,000. 


That amendment proposes to improve the avenue | 


from the War Department to the western limits of į 
the city, which now, you may say, is nothing 
but continuous mud-holes. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 


whether it can be in order now? 

Mr. BRIGHT. That is not the same amend- 
ment atall. This proposes to improve the main 
avenue by paving and curbing it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


printing and binding: 
Provided, That in settling the accounts for the printing of | 
the Thirty-first Congress, one half of the prices given byi 


the joint resolution of 1819 be allowed, not exceeding the l the Senate 


This is a species of rivalry with || 


! my pocket. 
I go for full pay to all the la- ii 


i 


t otherwise appropriated. 

Mr AMLIN. I want to know under what 
authority that amendment gets in here? 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Under the rule. I offer it 
to the appropriation in the bill for the contingent 
expenses of the two Houses—purt of these con- 
tingent expenses is for printing—for work now 
being done for the current year. The work is still 


| going on. 


” Mr. HAMLIN. 


I rise to a question of order. 


| fam under the impression that this amendment is 
‘i not admissible, asit relates to a private claim, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) The Chair is of opinion that the 
amendment is in order. f 

Mr. HAMLIN. Then I desire to say that, if 
the amendment passes, it will give the contractor 
of last year an increase of more than $200,000 be- 
yond the contract prices. I know what f say. I 
have the papers in my possession to prove every 
word of it. And {f say, further, that the contractor 
has never presented an account of his debit and 
credit, or an exhibit of the costof the work, either 
to Congress or to the committee; and from my own 
knowledge of printing, E can state that, although 
he may have lost a small sum of money, a care- 
ful printer would not have lost a single dollar un- 
der his contract, in my judgment. If the Senate, 
however, at this late hour of the session, persists 
in paying over this sum of $200,000, I desire to 
wash my hands of the whole affair. 

Mr. CLEMENS, The Senator from Maine 
says he has the proofs in his pocket. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. 


Mr. CLEMENS. J want to see them, Let 
the Senator produce them in the Senate. I want 


to see them. 

Mr. HAMLIN. [did not say i had them in 
I said [had them. They are in the 
commitiee-room. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Then I say, Jet the Senator 
go to his committee-room, and get them. We 
want them all, If there is such proof here, I 
want to see it. I do not believe it can be pro- 
duced. 

Mr, PEARCE. I desire to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. ‘The Senator from Maine 
rose directly after this amendment was offered, 


‘land when the Chair desided it to be in order, I 


supposed he was going to take an appeal from that 
decision. I found that he did not make an appeal, 
and I endeavored to get the floor; but the Senator 
from Alabama { Mr. Ciesens] got it before me, 
and he was not inclined to give way for that pur- 
pose. As soon as I could obtain the floor, E rose 
to take an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 


west: 


I believe that this amend- |! 
ment was rejected last evening. I wish to inquire i 


i 
/ 
| 
| 
| 
4 
i 


I did so, and now Task whether I cannot take an 
appeal under such cireumstances ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Certainly. The 
rentleman can take an appeal 

Mr. PEARCE. Then | will take an appeal. 
The amendment introduced by the Senator from 
linois [Mr. Doveras] is an indirect method of 
evading a rele of the Senate. We have had a 
netition pending here, asking the Senate to make 
an allowance to the contractor for the printing of 
the last Congress beyond the amount for which 
ne stipulated to do the printing. "That is strictly 
a private claim, if it be a claim atall. And now, 
instead of inquiring into that private claim as ail 
- other private claims are inquired into and disposed 
| of, we allow, if we allow the decision of the Chair 
‘ to stand—and J must say that I think the Chair 
did not pereeive the object of the amendment when 
he made the decision—that to be done in an indi- 
manner which could not be done directly. 
e allow, under a peculiar phraseology, the in- 
ion of a private claim of a very doubtful, 
uted, character. T will not 
ner than to state that I think 


i 
i 
i 
i 


this is } n, and that it ought 
not to be brought i: 

The PRESIDID The Chair has 
decided that ih l by the Senator 
fram Huneis DM. Doveras! was admissi n- 


der the rules of the Senate, and from that d 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Pearce] has 
i appealed. The question is now whether the de- 
| cision of ihe Chair shall stand as the judgment of 
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The question was taken on the appeal, and, on 
a division, the decision of the Chair appeared to | 
be sustained. i 

Mr. CASS. The Chair must have been in er- 
ror in the count. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 


I call for the yeas and nays. : 
Mr. WELLER. Task for a recount, for sev- 
eral reasons. One is, that 1 believe the question 
was not understood by the Senate; and another is, 
that the Chair must have been in error in the | 
count. I, at least, was of opinion that the decis- 
ion of the Chair was not sustained. 
Mr. SMITH. Iobject, decidedly, to a recount. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair | 
thinks it due to itself, and to the Senate, that a | 
division on the appeal should be again taken, | 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being | 
taken, resulted—yeas 22, nays 22; as follows: i 
YEAS—Messrs, Adams, Bright, Cass, Charlton, Clem- ‘ 
ens, Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Gwin, | 
Houston, James, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mason, Meri- 
wether, Rusk, Shields, Stockton, Toucey, Walker, and 
Weller—22. ! 
NAYS—Messrs. Borland, Brodhead, Brooke, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Fish, Geyer, Hamlin, Hunter, 
Mangnm, Miller, Pearee, Pratt, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, 
Sumner, Underwood, Upham, aud Wade—22. 


So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 


Mr. SMITH. I cannot but regard itas a mat- 
ter of a great deal of regret that a question of this 
character should be brought before the Senate at 
this period of the session, and particularly that an 
effort should now be made to settle what I have 
regarded as a mere private claim by way of an 
amendment to an appropriation bill—an amend- 
ment introduced to the consideration of the Senate 
without having been printed; without having been 
considered or reported by any one of the standing 


committees of the body; not having been consid- 
ered by the Printing Committee, nor even having 
been referred to it--a mere amendment brought in 
here in the handwriting of one of the honorable 
members of this body, under cireumstances which : 
make it extremely difficult for me or any other | 
member of the body to ascertain what is the pur- | 
port of it, and what will be its operation. If I 
understand it, it corresponds substantially, and T 
do not know but exactly, to an amendment which 
was obtruded upon the Senate, or rather offered in 
the Senate—I will not say obtruded—by way of 
an amendment to the civil and diplomatic bill two 
years ago. It proposes to give to the printer of 
the last Congress, for all the printing he did during 
that Congress, one half the prices given by the 
joint resolution of 1819. Then it goes on to pro- 
vide that the amount to be allowed for that print- 
ing, whatever it may be, shall not exceed the 
amount that would be paid under the respective 
contracts, if settled by the prices named in the 
bill of the Flouse of Representatives which passed 
on the 3Ist of July last in regard to the public 
printing. 

{ have to say, in the first place, that this isa 
very remarkable reference. I desire to know 
what it is that is referred to in the latter part of} 
this amendment. It refers to some bill which 


Mr. CLEMENS. Read the whole of it. 

Mr. SMITH. The latter part of the proviso 
is, ‘that the amounts to be paid shall not exceed | 
< what would be paid under the respective contracts | 
‘if settled by the price named in the bill of the | 

H 


| 
passed the House of Representatives. | 
i 
t 


* House of Representatives, passed on the 31st of 
“July last.” What does that refer to? To a bill | 
that has passed the House. I do not know what ; 
bill that is. I suppose it refers to the bill which | 
we passed in the Senate, I believe, day before yes- | 


terday. This is a very awkward reference at any ii 


rate, lf it refers to that bill, why not say so? If; 
you refer to an act of Congress, why not put in it 
when it was approved by the President? But this | 
proviso says that Mr. Ritchie—for that is the 
amount of it—shall have one half of the prices 
specified in the joint resolution of 1819. Then 
it goes on to say, that although we agree that 
he shall have one half of those prices, he shail 
not have, at any rate, more than is contained in 
the act of Congress to which [ have alluded. I 
would inquire of my honorable friend from Ala- 
bama, why not refer to the act of Congress? ‘The 
way itis expressed now is no limitation at all. 
The prices contained in the bill which recently 
passed the two Houses of Congress, as I am in- 
formed, though I have not particularly investigated } 
the subject, are altogether more than one half of | 


the prices named in the joint resolution of 1819. I 
am told so by a practical printer, though that bill 


may be permitted to say, with so little consid~ra- 
| tion, that it is quite impossible for me to say pre- 
cisely what the prices are that are specified in it; 
but Í have this to say, that this enactment, by the 
way of a proviso, corresponds, I believe, with the 
eproviso that was offered towards the close of the 
last session of Congress. I unite with my friend 
from Maine in saying that the Committee on 
Printing have investigated that proposition. We 
thoroughly investigated it. 
all its details. We have caused all the calcula- 
tions to be made, and I do not hesitate to declare, 
in the broadest terms, that I unite in what my 
honorable friend: from Maine says. I desire to 
hear my friend from Arkansas [Mr. Bortanp] on 
this subject. I tell the Senate that it was the 
judgment of every member of the Senate Commit- 
tee on Printing that the amendment proposed at 
the last session, which I suppose to be the same 
as the one now under consideration, would hand 
over to Mr. Ritchie a fortune of no less than 
$100,000. I repeat here, that this amendment, 
over and above covering all the outlay Mr. Ritchie 
has incurred in this regard, will amount to that. 
I say it is the deliberate judgment of every mem- 
ber of the committee. If the honorable Senator 
from Arkansas entertains a different opinion from 
what I now express, I do not know of it. I ask 
the honorable gentleman to declare, in the face of 
the Senate and country, whether we did not make 
minute calculations—whether we did not take 
document after document, volume after volume, 
page afier page, and go through all the items, and 
make out the result? Yes, sir; we went into the 
calculations. 1 cannot produce them here. If 
you will reporta bill to relieve Mr. Ritchie, and 
give me the chance to bring the calculations and all 
the details, I will demonstrate that you are about 
to put $100,000 into his pocket. 

A Senator. How much did Mr, Ritchie lose? 

Mr. SMITH. God only knows whether he 
ever lost a penny. But, sir, 1 would be glad to 
get rid of Mr. Ritchie. I want to buy the peace 
of Congress. {want to buy him off; and I am 


ment. I will give $10,000 to get rid of his clamor. 
He is not entiled to one penny. He broke his con- 
tract from beginning to end in the most outrageous 
manner. Now, individuals sometimes buy their 
peace, and nations sometimes biy theirs, and I 
donot know why Congress should not buy its 
peace. I would agree to pay Mr. Ritchie what 
would be a good fortune for me, to get him out 
of Washington, and get rid of his claim. In 
place, therefore, of the miserable limitation pro- 
posed in the amendment, which is no limitation 
at all, I propose to strike out all after the word 
“allow,” and add the following proviso: 


Provided, That the amount to be allowed under the fore- 
going provision shall not exceed the sum of $10,000. 


Mr. PRATT. I desire to obtain information. 
This question has been presented to Congress be- 
fore. I think at the first session of last Congress, 
after a long debate upon the same question, the 
Senator from Louisiana (Mr. Sovre] offered an 
amendment which met with the concurrence of 
the Senate. If I recollect the proposition which 
then passed, it provided that two or three persons 


ers—should ascertain the actual expense to which 
| Mr. Ritchie had been put in doing the work of 
Congress for which he claimsggompensation, and 
that we should pay him that amount, together 


that it should not exceed a sum specified in the 
resolution. I have endeavored to find it, but have 
not as yet succeeded in finding what was the 
action of the Senate upon that occasion. My ob- 


Arkansas, or the honorable Senator from Con- 
necticut, or some other Senator, whether I recol- 
lect correctly. 
Mr. BORLAND. I think I can relieve the 
Senator from Connecticut from some difficulty if 
he will yield me the floor. I will make a sugges- 
tion in the form of an additional proviso, whieh I 
will read directly, but which, if the Senator will 
permit me, I will preface with a few words. 

Mr. SMITH. Certainly. 

Mr. BORLAND. It will be recollected that in 


was carried through the Senate so rapidly, and Ij 


We have looked into | 


! who were named in the bill itself—practical print- į 


with ten per cent. profit upon it, with the proviso | 


ject is to inquire of the honorable Senator from | 


going to propose an amendment to the amend- |j 


the last Congress a bill or resolution passéd the |! 


1 
Senate allowing to this printer ten per centum 


upon the whole amount of his expenditures in the 
execution of the public printing. That was based 
upon the consideration that he had taken a con- 
tract by which he had lost money, and that it was 
not proper for this Government in any of its De- 
partments to receive a valuable consideration from 
any individual and refuse to allow him an adequate 
compensation. An estimate perhaps not precisely 
accurate, but approximating as nearly as was prac- 
ticable at that time to accuracy, assumed that the 
printer had lost from $20,000 to $30,000 by his 
contract, and that the resolution if adopted, would 
approximate to, if not pay him the full amount of 
$20,000 over and above his expenditures, leaving 
him for returns to himself upon his large invest- 
ment and several years’ labor about $20,000 profit, 
which was not deemed extravagant. That reso- 
lution failed in the House. The consequence was 
that no allowance at all was made. 

Now, I deem it due to myself and to the Com- 
mittee on Printing and to the Senate to state why 
J cannot support the amendment of the Senator 
from Illinois. It became my duty as chairman of 
the Committee on Printing, to make an estimate of 
the amount which would be paid to the printer 
under the bill of the last session which came here 
and failed, and which the Senator from Ilinois 
now proposes to revive in substance by his pro- 
viso. I found, after the most thorough examina- 
tiongand accurate calculation, that the increased 
amount which would be paid to the printer by that 
bill, and which will be paid under this proviso, if 
adopted, would, over and above the amount which 
he would receive under his contract, be about 
$214,000. This was no conjecture. It was the 
result of actual calculation in figures, put down by 
men whose business it is to make such calcula- 
tions, and whose accuracy ought not to be, and 
will not be, questioned, when I state that the same 
persons who made them have for the last three 
years and more had accounts passed atthe Treas- 
ury Department for more than $320,000, and not 
an error to the amount of three dollars in that 
whole time has ever been detected. Sometimes, 
when an error was supposed to have been detected 
at the Treasury Department, after they had_com- 
pared it with the estimate, the officers of the Treas- 
ury Department have receded, and admitted that 
they were correct. I state this as evidence of the 
character and competency of the individuals upon 
whom I have relied for this estimate. I could not 
in conscience, in the performance of my duty, agree 
to pay to any contractor over and above his con- 
tract that large amount of money. At the same 
time f admit that the contractor, for whatever 
cause J am notable to say, did actually take a 
contract which was unwise, and upon which, in 
my opinion, helost between $20,000 and $30,000. 
The contract was a very large one, involving sev- 
eral hundred thousand dollars. Then, believing 
that he has actually lost that amount, and being 
unwilling to take his labor and the proceeds of the 
investment of capital for the use of the Govern- 
ment, without allowing him a fair compensation, 
I have estimated the amount that ought to be al- 
lowed him as nearly as I have been able to do so, 


|i and embodied it in the form of an additional pro- 


viso. I propose to allow the settlement to take 
place as proposed by the Senator from Ilinois, 
and to add: 


Provided further, That the amount to be paid said con- 
tractor shall nos, over and above what he would recéive 
under his contract, exceed $50,000. 

This will allow him between $20,000 and ¢30,000 
for his loss. It will cover that, and allow him for 
his whole investment of labor for several years in 
the service of the Government a profit of about 
$20,000. I think this is fair and reasonable. f 
think it is as much as any one oughttoask, I 
think it is not more than the Senate ought to be 
willing to give. Here was an investment of 
many thousand dollars in a large printing estab- 
lishment. A heavy responsibility was incurred, 
and a great deal of labor for several years given 
to the public service. J do not think a compen- 
sation of $20,000 for that is too much. Consid- 
ering that the individual voluntarily took the con- 
tract, to the exclusion of others who would have 
taken it at a higher price, in a fair competition, he 
ought not to ask more than $20,000, when at the 
same time he is released from all obligation by the 
contract, which, if strictly enforced, would not 
only subject him to the losses already sustained, 
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but the loss of many thousand dollars hesides, 
being the penalty of his bond. With these re- 
marks, without going more into detail, to show 
the grounds upon which [ base my statement, I 
submit this additional proviso, and hope the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut will say no more on the sub- 
ject, but let it pass. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I have not delayed the 
business of this Senate, nor have Í prevented the 
civil and diplomatie bill from being taken up at 
any time. I was desirous of taking it up this 
morning, I desire now that it may progress in 


the proper way; but I doubt very much whether | 


it will ever pass, if amendments of this kind are 
constantly offered. I see Senators around me 
who are constantly asking that the civil and diplo- 


matic bill may be considered, who voted to sus- | 


tain this amendment. What is it Mr. Ritchie 
claims? About $200,000, according to the state- 
ment of the honorable Senator from Maine. And 
he has slept upon this claim for nine months this 
session. A poor pensioner, orany man having a 
small claim, must go before the committees of this 
body and have it fairly examined. Where is the 
petition in this case? Where is the report? Where 


1s the evidence upon which we are to give $50,000, | 


according to the statement of the Senator from 
Arkansas? We have heard a great deal ‘about 
economy and reform during this session, and many 
charges have been made against the Whig Ad- 
ministration for wantonly squandering the public 
money. 
the United States is the most prodigal in the ex- 
penditure of the public money of any Department 
of this Government. Sir, we complain that this 
Whig Administration has expended some fifty 
millions a year, but to that the Senate of the Uni- 
ted States has added ten millions. Not only have 
we voted the fifty millions which the Administra- 
tion has demanded, but we have gove far beyond 
it. We have voted some four or five millions to 
extend the Capitol. We have voted an appro- 
riation to the Collins line. That commenced 
ere. 

Mr. WELLER. We did notvote so much for 
the extension of the Capitol. 

Mr. BRODEIEAD. A proposition was made 
to discontinue the work on the Capitol. 
orable friend from California voted with me, and 
I say that the proposition which I made upon that 


. . li 
occasion to discontinue the extension would have 


saved $4,000,000. We have, in addition to this, 
voted an addition tothe Collins line of $1,000,000. 
We have voted $5,000,000 for French spolia- 
tions; and if there was improper work about 
the Mexican Board to get $3,350,000 on claims 
get fifteen years old, how much will there be to 
$5,000,000 upon claims sixty years old? Not 
only that, there are a great many other projects, 
which always originate in the Senate. Why 
is all this? and why should the claim not be 
investigated? This gentleman has had nine months 
to bring his case before this branch of the Legis- 
lature in a proper way. But it is now urged 
almost upon the last day of the session as an 
amendment to the civil and diplomatic bill, Sir, F 

rotest against it. It is an improper way of legis- 
luie. It brings the Senate into disrepute, I 
hope it will be voted out altogether. A little while 
ago I offered an amendment for an appropriation 


of some few thousands of dollars to the laborers | 


on the extension of the Capitol, but it did not 
stand any chance at all. It was declared out of 
order; but, sir, when an appropriation of $200,000 
is asked, or $50,000, of which the Senator from 
Arkansas says he will have $20,000 profit, it is 
ruletin order. Why are we to look to his profits ? 
There was his contract. Let himstand by it. If 
he loses, was it our fault? If he made, let him 
have it. Mr. President, these are my views. Į 
do not wish to detain the Senate. I did notcome 
here merely to make a speech to consume time; 
but, sir, I protest against this kind of legislation. 
I protest against this kind of amendments—these 
big amendments, after voting down the little ones. 

‘Mr. DOUGLAS. I desire to say a few words 
in explanation of this amendment, as it has been 
assailed on all sides. I had no idea of waking up 
such a rage and passion all around me. [am sat- 
isfied of one thing: thatif this amendment be a 
wasteful expenditure of public money, it will be 
dificult for figures to count up the amount which 
we have been squandering heretofore. ‘The public 
printing had been done by Mr. Ritchie for more 


I state fearlessly here, that the Senate of | 


My hon- | 


| than twenty-five per cent. less than any man on 
| the earth has ever done it. Talk about the pres- 
ent contractor being below it! The present con- 
tractor has done nu work according to his contract. 
| It is a mockery upon printing to call it work; and 
we have abandoned it upon the ground that he 
i had violated his contract, and not done the work 
according to it. 3 
Our prices of 1819 are well understood. After 
a series of years, when it was supposed that the 
work could be done for less than those prices, you 
reduced them so as to make them twenty per 
cent. below the prices of 1819. That was done, 
if I recollect, under a Democratic Administration. 
' Blair & Rives performed the work at twenty per 
cent. below these prices. When, in 1840, the 
Whigs came into power, they thought they would 
imitate the Democratic example, and they passed 
a resolution to bring the prices twenty per cent. be- 
low those of 1819; but, at the end of that Congress, 
after their printers had enjoyed the work during 
the whole two years, and upon the suggestion that 
Gales & Seaton, the editors of the Intelligencer, 
had lost money in doing it at twenty per cent. be- 
low the prices of 1819, the two Houses of Con- 
gress repealed the proviso, and paid them the full 
i prices of 1819. Now, sir, if, as the Senator 
from Connecticut says, this is squandering public 
money, what are we to think of him and his 
friends, who paid double the amount to their 
printers when they were in power? ftis an ad- 
mission that they paid double the prices which this 
amendment proposes to pay Mr. Ritchie, How 
is itthat you paid the full prices of 1819 to Gales 
| & Seaton, the Whig editors, when they did the 
printing, and then talk about extravagance when 
we propose to pay half these prices to a Democrat 
who has done the public printing, and lost his for- 
tune by an unfortunate coutract? I believe that 
Blair & Rives once did the printing subsequently, 
at twenty-five per cent. below the prices of 1819, 
and that, according to my recollection, is the 
lowest at which the public printing has ever been 
executed by any public printer since the beginning 
`of the Government. No Whig gentleman has 
lever done it short of the full prices of 1819. 
| Democratic printers have executed it at twenty- 
| five per cent. less. 
i Now, sir, on this amendment to settle the ac- 
ii counts of Mr. Ritchie, who we know is a man old 
in the public service, who has retired from the 
press, and ceased to be a partisan, and is now 
| ruined and bankrupt, by having executed our work 
| for lesa than it could be done, at one half what 
: you have paid the Whig printers whenever they 
| executed the work—and twenty-five per cent, less 
| than any man, Whig or Democrat, ever did per- 
|! form the printing for—I do not understand this 
| outbreak of extravagance. Again, we passed a 
‘law only two days ago appoinung a public printer 
i todo the work hereafter, and we fixed a scale of 
| prices in that law, Now, let us look and see what 
! that scale of prices is, for the amendment provides 
j that the prices to be paid Mr. Ritchie shall not 
| exceed half the prices of 1819, and shall also not 
exceed the prices which are to be paid to the publie 
printer under the law which was passed the day 
before yesterday. W hatare the prices of the pub- 
‘lie printer that 1s to be appointed under the law? 
| 1 cannot tell precisely what they are, but Í know 
this to be the history of them: First, a select 
committee was appointed in the House of Repre- 
| sentatives to ascertain what were fair and reason- 
| able prices for the public printing, and that select 
i committee, composed of Whigs and Democrats, 
indiscriminately, with a distinguished Whig as its 
chairman, called before them all the leading print- 
ers of this city, and took their testimony as to 
what were fair and reasonable prices; and after 
having consulted all the different printers, Whigs 
and Democrats, and all the different papers in this 
city, and the job offices, they came to the conclu- 
sion that the tariff of prices fixed by them was a 
fair and reasonable rate to be paid to whoever 
should be the printer, whether Whig or Demo- 
They reported that bill to the House of 
It also received the sanction of 


j 
| crat. 
| Representatives. 
i the standing Committee on Printing. 
l! being introduced by two committees, one the 
|! standing committee of the House, and the other 


| House took up the bill to act upon it, and that 
| House, upon the motion of a Democrat, still, out 


After thus į 


i the select committee appointed for the purpose— | 
| after having carefully examined every item, the 


| tle vote. 


of great precaution, lest too much should be paid, 
reduced the prices twenty per cent. below those 
fixed by the two committees, and in that shape 
they sent the bill to us. The Senate took it up 
and passed it as it came from the House. 

Now, in providing to settle the account of Mr. 
Ritchie, | put two limitations upon the amount to 
be paid. First, it shall not exceed one half the 
amount paid to the Whig printers heretofore. 
Second, it shall in no event exceed the amount 
which you are to pay, under the existing law, to 
the public printer who is to execute our work in 
future. Tiow it is that gentlemen can denounce 
this as being a wasteful extravagance of the public 
money—as being favoritism to an individual, after 
the two Houses of Congress have passed that 
law, I am unable to understand. Itis a charge 
against the Senate and the House of Representa- 
tives—it is a charge against Congress. It isa 
charge of infamy against their own conduct, when 
passing a bill upon which the ink is scarcely dry 
at this moment; and if the charge be true, | would 
like to know what excuse any Whig upon this 
floor is to have for having paid twice this amount 
for every particle of work which has ever been 
executed by any Whig printer since the beginning 
of the Government? If these charges be true, 
what punishment would be adequate for them ? 
I do not believe a word of them. Sir, I believe 
the prices are fair and reasonable. 1 believe the 
present law gives fair and reasonable prices to the 
publie printers who are to do the work in future. 

believe that these are only fair and reasonable 
prices to Mr. Ritchie, for work which he has exe- 
ented. I find this explanation necessary in justi- 
fication of myself for bringing forward this amend- 
ment. My object was toget rid of this old claim. 
Let us pay up, and begin anew. I thought that 
I was getting within bounds if I got it at half the 
price for which the work had heretofore been 
done. ‘To guard it still further, T have restricted 
it to the prices in the bill which we have passed. 
If this is wrong, we ought to repeal that act. 
There is no excuse for continuing it a moment, if 
these prices are too high for Mr. Ritchie. ‘hen, 
I apprehend that the remarks which I have made 
have shown that this is, by all the inferences that 
can be fairly drawn, a fair settlement; and that 


| the charge is not well founded, that these prices 
| have not been considered by the committee, be- 


cause it had the sanction of the two committees of 
the House of Representatives which reported the 
bill. In that point of view, F think we have alt 
the safeguards that could be asked, against paying 
extravagant prices for this printing. 

Mr. PEARCE. I was not aware that this 
proposition was pending after the vote upon the 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, until I heard 
it read a second time. I had supposed that when 
that question was whether the decision of the 
Chair should stand as the judgment of the Senate, 
the affirmative could scarcely be maintained by a 
If F had heard the announcement of the 
Chair, E should have taken an appeal from that. 
l was too late, however, to do so. 

And now, sir, what is the proposition before 
us? Three years ago Mr. Ritchie contracted to 
do the public printing at certain specified prices, 
and upon certain specified terms, He was to fur- 
nish paper of a particular sort. “Fhe printing was 
to be of a certain quality, &c. Foral that he was 
to receive the prices for which he had offered to do 
the work. F believe it is not contended that he 
was ever refused the prices for which he contracted 
to do it. l take it, that every dollar due him un- 
der the contract has been paid, or is ready to be 
paid whenever he chooses to demand it. But 


| after he has entered into that contract—after the 
| period for the execution of it has elapsed, he 


comes before Congress, and asks-—what? That 
Congress will give him a gratuity, over and above 


| that for which he had contracted, to become the 


printer of the proceedings of Congress. He asks 
a gratuity from the Treasury of the United States. 
‘He asks you to do that which never was done be- 
fore—he asks that which you have positively 
refused to do in the case of the contractors for the 
public printing who preceded him. Wendell & Van 


: Benthuysen were contractors for Congress before. 
; After they had completed their work, they came 


before Congress, made an exhibit, and, so far as 
I know, a fair and honest exhibit of their receipts 
and expenditures, showing a loss of $18,000, and 
asked Congress not to make them a large gratuity, 


refuse to do equity to one party, and shower it in 
superabundant liberality upon another? Why is 
it that we, who never pay for a contract for can- 
non, powder, or provisions, or anything else more 
than we stipulate for, desire to pay to this printer 
an enormous gratuity? What particular merits 
had he? Did he perform his contract exceedingly 
well? Elas he a particular claim upon the liberal- 
ity of Congress? 
report made by the special committee in the other 
House, upon this subject. It may be useful to 
recall thestatements of thatreport. I beg leave to 
ask the attention of the Senate to the facts which I 
propose to state. A partof Mr. Ritchie’s contract 
was to furnish paper of a given quality, aad a cer- 
tain weight per ream. The testimony of a person 
employed in his office was, that he did furnish pa- 
per of that quality and weight for the numbers of 
the documents which were laid upon the desks of 
the members; but that, for the long numbers—far 
exceeding in amount those laid upon our tables, 
sometimes one hundred fold—he furnished infe- 
rior paper, costing several dollars less. This was 
a systematic business. For the number placed 
upon our tables, a certain kind of ink called 
t book ink’? was used, which, I think, cost forty 
cents a pound; but for the long numbers, which 
were to be sent to our constituents, without our 
Inspection, for whom anything was good enough, 
twenty-five-ceut ink was used. That is the te 
timony, and that is the sort of performance of his 
contract—the exact and faithful performanse of the 
coutract, for which he now demands this sratuity ! 
The Senator from Hlinois has asked, how can 
we condemn this, who, when some nine or ten 
years ago, we had a majority of Cougress, gave 
io the printers of that Congress a larger compen- 
sation than they were entitled to? I will tell you 
how. The printers, in 1841, were elected under 
the joint resolution of 1819, which was, in ever 
essential, the law of the land. This law fixed the 
rates at which the printer to Congress should be 
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|| contract—not entitled to it, because of any meri- 
Recollect what was said in a į 


i 
j 
{ 


paid. Fe was alleged, when the resolution to which | 


vay 


Tat 


the Ser h: ferred was made, that the joint 
resolution being a law, it could not be repealed or 
diminished in its force, except by law. It bad never 
been repealed by law. itis true that, at the com- 
mencement of the session of 1841, we had elected 
printers to the two ELouses of Congress, 


be twenty per cent. under the prices of 1819. 
‘Phat was the stipulation made by the Senate for 
Useit, and by the louse of Represent: tives for 
itself. But this agreement was not in conformity 
with law. The law of 1819 was still outstanding. 
Edo not deny that Pihink, according to the spiritof 
fairness aud thearrangement by which t} 
were elected, they ought not to have ree 
twenty percent, ‘Phey vad a legal techn 
to it; but I aliso think, in fuirne 
been considered as waived, because they had made 
u spesial contract for doing the work. {do not 
complain that the Senator condemns that trans- 
action; but what | ation does that which is 
pronounced an 
what is pronosi 
outrage now! 
phinista wit 
days, to ta 
of it, if this resolut 
propriety and force t 
transaction which or 
case a sum of money ¥ 
ury in purs 
and upon t 
A larg 

be obse 

been an k 
court of 
ment of 
have en 
as a tr 


be and is a much greater 
set off one plece of Gal- 
it is common, now-a- 
chinism, and I 
passes, with much more 
hose who denounce the 
rated the term. fn that 
y was paid out of the Treas- 
ice of a law passed by Congress, 
decision of the Attorney General. 
of interest was paid; and it is to 
ase,if one of the parties had 
instead of the Government, a 
would have enforced the pay- 


id interest, 


the fund, and, in ali such cases, a court of chan- 


cery, holding the party liable, would have made |. 


! 
le printers : 
ed the! 


al chum oper to give him a premium to let me take the barden com 


2 and that | 
we stipulated that the rates of cœmnpensation should | 


it should have ; 


| 
| 


i; toawhich questions, purely legal, between the Government 
, and a Citizen, are usually 


| them unadvisedly, and that cannot be said in this 
y 


: know. 
‘have a demand made upon us atali, unless he was 
ito get something to which he was not entitled? 


i show something about it; but I have in my hand } 
ia paper, the * Daily 
| gust, frora which I will read. 
|} read the following : 


: that the immense quantity of public 
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amendment, at $200,000. I do not know whether 
that is too large; but whether it is so or not— 
whether the amount is only half that sum, or, if 
we take $50,000 out of the Treasury—nay, if we 
take anything to give to a contractor who is not 
entitled to it according to the stipulation of his 


torious performance of his contract, we will do 
that which is quite as serious a wrong as anything 
which is implied in the term **Galphinism.’’ If 
ithad been common for Congress to make gra- 
tuities—if it had been common for Congress to | 
relieve from hard contracts those who entered into 


case, there would be some sort of justification for 
this; there would be the justification of precedent 
and usage; but there is no such precedent, cer- j 
tainly, in the case of public contractors. In the 
case | have mentioned, that of Wendell & Van 
Benthuysen, you refused the application as if it 
had been a trifling impertinence, and not a serious 
appeal to your liberality. 

‘I'he honorable Senator from Alabama says, 
where is the proof that this large sum of money 
will be given to Mr. Ritchie if this amendment | 
passes? Sir, we can but reason from what we 
Is it reasonable to think that we should 


He does not pretend that there is any money due |! 
him which the Government will not pay. Heasks | 
for that to which he is not entitled; and as to the |: 
amount of it, we must get it from men competent 
to inform us. If I had expected this debate to | 
come up to-night, I should have been prepared to : 


Globe,” of the 26th of Au- 
From the editorial, í 


“3d. twil undertake to establish before any compe- |! 
tent tribunal that the ‘heavy claims, scareety Jess than ! 
$100,000, and the ‘more than $10,000 which Mr. Ritchie 
proposes to throe in, to get Congress to give him his new 
terms, are utterly unfounded in eve just construction of 
either his bid or his contraet. ‘The bills which he has pre- | 
sented have been reported against by the Committee on 
Printing of the Sonate, and although Mr. Ritchie may have | 
induced the ‘best jurists in the country’ to pronounce in 
favor of them, from an ex parte representation aud false 
statement ot the terms of his contract, yet he cautiously 
abstains from g Congress by law, to authorize the de 
cision of these claims to be made by the judicial tribunals, 


| 
| 
| 


suboitted. 
uial where both sides can be heard. 
sath. Twill prove that Mr. Ritch 


Mr. Ritchie avoids a 


constant clamor, 
tk done wader his 
—that the extra 
ds voted him, aid which he ex- i 

së of his ruin, has been the real 
20uld have saved bin from loss 
He pretends now, that he refused my 


contract’ is a grievance, is sheer hypoe 
qrantity whieh his 
claims inst as the 
source s profit, aud 
gader his contract. 


i 
i 
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plained of from his shoulders, becanse he ‘had no conti- 
dsace in tuy doing the work well. I offered to give him 
sond and good security, and take the journeyman in his 
office, in whose name he (Ritchie) held the contract, to | 
superintend and well dore. Knowing that this was 
too shatlow a pre he adds, that he had every reason to 
believe that f would shape my cecco ges so as io operate } 
against his claim for relief.’ 


Mr. CLEMENS, 1 desire to ask if there is |! 
any proof attached to that publication ? i 
Mr. PEARCE. Xo, it is the statement of i 


i: Jonn ©. Rives, editor of the Globe. ki 


Nay, more; they would : 
i becanse there : 
d the fund, who had mis- ii 
‘ho had received the profits of ` 


Mr, CLEMENS. Then it is a personal con- | 
troversy. 

Mr. PEARCE. There is something more than |: 
that. There is nobody here prepared to give an | 
account and show how much Mr. Ritchie lost. 
What does the honorable Senator from Connecti- 
cut propose? That we shall pay Mr. Ritchie i 
$10,000, over and above what he would receive |! 
om his contract. 
Mr. CLEMENS. Mr. Rives is one of the 
very men who has executed the printing for Con- ; 
gress. Did he ever do it for less than thirty per ` 
cent. below the prices of 18190 i 

Mr. PEARCE. His contract some years ago ` 
was for twenty-five per cent. under these prices, 


i nity to Mr. Ritchie. 


i ment will give to the contractor. 
_ to look to the opinions of those gentlemen, instead 
; of that proof which ought to be furnished on the 


i cent. less than the prices of 1819. 
| tion is that the Senator from Connectient and the 


sort, under the law of 1846, which required it to 
be let to the lowest bidder. He made it with full 
experience, for a part of the public printing for the 
prior Congress, under this same act of 1846, had 
been executed at his office; and because Mr. Rives 
made a contract some years before, under a dif- 
ferent law, at prices rather better than Mr. Ritch- 
ie’s, therefore we are now to disregard the con- 
tract and the law, and put a fortune into the con- 
tractor’s pocket. That seems to be the argument. 
I confess I do not understand the force of it. I 
said that the honorable Senator from Connecticut, 
ina spirit, I think, of liberality, proposes to give 
Mr. Ritchie $10,000 more than the contract prices; 
but that is not enough. One would think it would 
satisfy a horse-leech; but itis not enough, it seems. 
My honorable friend from Arkansas, who is not 
usually given to extravagant liberality, if J under- 
stand his proposition, proposes to give him $50,000 
more than his contract allowance. He has more 
of a practical knowledge of printing than I have, 
and perhaps more than most of us have, and he 
thinks that these would be very good terms for 
Mr, Ritchie. I am informed that the Senator 
added, that by giving the $50,000, Mr. Ritchie 
would have $20,000 clear profit. lt seems, then, 
that we are, in this case, although we refused in- 
demnity heretofore, to give more than an indem- 
We are to indemnify him 
for all his losses, and fill his pockets when, as I 
said before, he is not entitled by meritorious ser- 
vices to any particular favor at our hands. I 
never heard the statement denied that the long 
numbers of the documents contained paper vastly 
inferior to that of the sample which his contract 
bound him to furnish. He made large sums of 
money by using that inferior paper. This fact 


i is not denied, and yet we are called upon to give 


him indemnity for his alleged losses, and to put 
at least $50,000 into his pocket. How much the 
proposition of the Senator from Ilinois will yield 


ii tohim, no one can tell. 


Mr. SMITH. I will remind the Senator that ` 
the Senator from Maine says that the amendment 
will give Mr. Ritchie $200,000 over the contract 
prices. The Senator from Arkansas says it will 
give him $214,000. 

Mr. CLEMENS, We want the proof of that. 

Mr. PEARCE. These are opinions which I 
am glad to have. We cannot always have proof, 
and it behooved those who introduced this propo- 
sition to bring the proof. They who maintained 
the affirmative of the proposition, those who are 


' ready, as a ‘* measure of justice,” or Jiberality, to 


pass this amendment, ought to be prepared to show 
the amount of the liberality which they intend to 
bestow. Itis for them to bring proof, not for us 


! who object to that course and stick to the contract. 
; They have failed to produce the proof. Wehave 


the opinions of two Senators, of whom one is 
now chairman of the Printing Committee, as was 
the other at the beginning of the session, and one 
of whom, Í believe, was once connected with the 
press. They tell us what they think the amend- 
Weare entitled 


other side. If there has been a loss they should 
show it. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I desire to ask the Senator 
a question. I recollect that a proposition was in- 
troduced by a Senator from Missouri, who has 
not now a place upon this floor, (Mr. Benton,) to 
elect a public printer and pay him twenty per 
My recollec- 


Senator from Maryland both voted for it. 
matter of recollection with me merely. 


lt isa 
Now we 


| propose to put it at fifty per cent. less than the 
i prices of 1819. 


I ask the Senator if he did not 


i vote for that proposition ? 


Mr. PEARCE. If the gentleman alludes to 


i any contract, all I have to say is, that I remember 
|i nothing about it. If he alludes to a proposition 


some two years ago to make compensation to Mr. 
Ritchie, or extra allowance to him, I did not vote 
for it. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I do not refer to that, 
refer to Mr. Benton’s resolution. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1 have not the slightest recol- 
lection of any such proposition. 1 do not know 
when it was made. This I do know, that just 
before Mr. Ritchie made his contract, I endeavored 
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Many of us were dissatisfied with the |! 
working of the contract system. Members of |; 
the Senate who are now present, will recollect that |’ 
I produced samples of the miserable paper and |; 
execrable printing which was furnished under it. 
I fell under the displeasure of some gentlemen on 
the other side, for the course which I pursued ; 
particularly a Senator from Pennsylvania charged 
me with endeavoring to put anend to the contract 
system, and to restore the prices of 1819. Of 
course I entertained no such design, but I desired 
to see something done by which the public print- 
ing might be compelled to be furnished according 
to the contract. Tt was thought that my resolution | 
might interfere with the contract that was after- 
wards obtained by Mr. Ritchie; and so, though I 
think the resolution was passed, it was reconsid- 
ered and rescinded; and then the contract was 
made by Mr. Ritchie, who was eager to get it— 
as eager as he is now to throw it off, and demand 
more than it allows him. 

I shall not consume any more of the time of the 
Senate on this subject; but I mean that the people 
of this country shall know that although it has 
never been our practice to give gratuities to those 
who enter into contracts, and suffer losses by 
them, that when we have refused to indemnify one 
contractor who brought before us a statement 
which we had every reason to suppose to be fair, | 
showing a loss, yet now, when another contractor | 
comes who does not show the amount of his ex- 
penditure and losses, but urges general Josses,which 
may be, and no doubtare, toa large extent, losses 
upon his newspaper publication, instead of leaving 
him to be contented with his losses, as Dogberry 
was, we intend that he shall be a gainer by them, 
that he shall have a ‘fortune buckled upon his 
back,” and treat the contract and the law as if they | 
were nullities. It is right and proper that this 
thing should be discussed, that everybody may 
know that what ‘justice and liberality” refuses | 
to accord to one losing contractor of the Govern- |: 
ment, is readily and profusely granted to another, | 
and for no good reason that any one can assign. 

Mr. TOUCEY, I have not been involved in | 
any question with regard to the public printing, | 
nor am I in the midst of the heat of any contro- 
versy of that kind. I think the proposition that 
is now made is a fair and reasonable one. A com- 
mittee of the Senate and of the House have in- 
quired into the fair prices that should be paid for |) 
printing throughout this country. We have gone | 
into that inquiry and have inquired of the most | 
experienced men, and both Houses of Congress, fi 
acting upon the results of it, have made out a tariff |! 
of prices, .Now the proposition is, that for the |) 
printing of the last three years or longer, a com- | 
pensation shall be made not exceeding the tariff 
that has thus been established; for if I understand 
the proviso annexed to the amendment, it limits ` 
the compensation to these prices. Is it not just? 
Is it not right? Is the Congress of the United 
States, which needs a Jarge amount of printing 
executed, unwilling to pay fair and remunerating | 
prices? If any man has entered into a contract | 
with us, in times past, by which he has sunk his 
fortune and been ruined, I ask if now, when we 
are called upon to make an adjustment for the 


work done, whether we should not do what any i 


fair and honorable man would do in settling a con- ; 
tract with another which had proved ruinous to 
him? Does the Government of the United States 
—does the Congress of the United States—wish 
its printing to be done at less than a fair and rea- į 
sonable price? And if, through accident, or mis- : 
take, or in any way, you have a bond by which 


you throw the reasonable expenses of printing, i 
for this and the other House, upon a private indi- | 
vidual, which has brought him and his family into į; 


bankruptcy, are you to exact the penalty upon 
that bond? 

If I understand the proposition which is made, 
it is general, It is not confined to one man. It 
extends to the case of Hamilton, and to all the 


public printing which has been done under con- |: 


tract. Tsay, it is unbecoming the Congress of 
the United States to impose the burden of the pub- . 
lic printing upon any private individual, whoever | 
he may be, or of whatever party he may be. We ; 


: come a political question. : oat 
‘It is a question of justice to individuals, and if |! 


; ont of the Chamber when the amendment was 


; If there be any such statement, I am ready to act 


; except a desire to do justice to an old man. 


| before. 


fi 
ers, to pay those who are |! 
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and reasonable proposition. With regard to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maryland, as to 
the deficiency of the paper, the amendment pro- 
vides for that by requiring payment to be made || 
according to the actual cost of the paper, and if i: 
any portion of the printing was done upon paper |, 
that is of less value than any of the rest, it is to | 
be paid for according to the actual cost. ; 

l regret that a question of this kind should be- 
It ought not to be so. |. 


E 


there is any class of men in the country who ought |! 
to be compensated it is the working-men—it is the 
class of men who are engaged in this business. I 
repeat, E think the proposition now before the 
Senate is just and reasonable, and what an honest 
and just man would be ready to do in his own 
affair. 

Mr. HALE. J rise to gain information. I] was 


read. I desire to ask if the account which the 
honorable Senator from Connecticut has just given 
of it is correct; for if it be it will commend itself 
to my judgment more favorably than I had sup- 
posed. I understood him to say that this is a | 
general proposition—that it is not special, applying | 


to Mr. Ritchie alone, but includes Mr. Haunilton, ; 


; and I suppose Wendell & Van Benthuysen. Fask : 


that the amendment may be read. 

The amendment was accordingly read. 

Mr. HALE, I see, then, that itis notso. The | 
Senator from Connecticut is mistaken. It applies 
only to the Thirty-first Congress, and does not į 
apply to the former contractors. ‘Ehen, if there 
is anything in the argument of the Senator, it is 
obnoxious to the very charge from which he en- ; 
deavored to vindicate it, and that is, that it is | 
special and applying to one individual. 

Mr. TOUCEY. It ought to be general. I 
thought it was. 

Mr. HALE. Then I suppose, as the Senator || 
was mistaken, he is not in favor of the proposi- j, 
tion, for he condemned it if it was special. 

I will say now, as l have always said, that I 
desire not only to do justice to Mr. Ritchie, but to 
be liberal tohim. I have always desired to be so. 
I have said so to friends in the Senate, and out of 
the Senate. But, sir, | do want to see, before I 
vote for this, a report of a committee, or a state- 
ment of Mr. Ritchie, or somebody for him, by 
which I may see that he has lost money, and how 
much he has lost. If anything of that sort has 
been submitted to the Senate, | have not seen it. 


Lain not governed by any consideration, 
Mr. 
Ritchie is an old man. He is a gentleman, who 
stands very high with a great party in this coun- 
try, and so far as I have known anyihing of him, 
I have had no reason to find fault with him. He 
used to rub me pretty hard sometimes, jt is trne, 
but it was nothing more than was fair in polities. |, 
I have no animosity to him. l desire to be just 
and liberal to him, but | desire,as a Senator, that 
I may have the datgby which to determine whether ; 
: he lost anything, and what he lost. Lt will take 
: Mr. Ritchie's word for it, or I will take tł 
ment of any committee who may investigate the 
matter. But lam unwiiling to vote in the dark. 
Itis said that this amendment will give Mr. Ritchie | 


upon it. 


Ve shute- 


+ $100,000 or $200,000. I say again I am unwilling ; 


to do anything in the dark, but lam willing, if a: 
statement is submitted by which to aid us in ouri 
action, to be just and generous. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I supposed that the language , 


: of the amendment was broad enough to include: 


h 


: the compensation of those who have held contracts ,; 
I thought it would include Mr. Hamil- 
ton. I think it ought to do so. I will vote for 
any amendment, or any proposition that will 
place him or any other contractor upon the same 
, ground; because I hold that it is the duty of this, 
| Government and of Congress to pay those who ,. 
| are engaged in its service fair and remunerating į 


li tions to make it intelligible to the Senate, 


` * $17,000. 


prices; and if they have entered 


into a. contract 


‘under a misapprehension, or in any other manner, 


and do not obtain fair and remunerating prices, | 
will give them to them, and especially to those 
who, notwithstanding. the ruinous nature of their 
contracts, have gone on and met our demands, so 


„as not thereby to impede the public business. 


That is the principle upon which I act; and I 


i Should not shrink in the application of it to any 


case whatever. 
Mr. BORLAND. I will not repeat what I said 
before as to the considerations which actuated me 


j: in the suggestion I madeto the Senate; butremarks 


have been made which call for a few words in ex- 
planation of my proposition. My proviso pro- 
vides further, that the amount to be paid for said 
printing over and above the amount which would 
be paid under the terms, and at the rates of the 
contract for the same, shall not exceed $50,000. 
Some Senators have said that they could not act, 
for want of data; others have ‘said that they 
wanted the calculation in figures, upon which { 
and the Senator from Maine had stated the amount 


_ Which would be paid to the printer, under the pro- 
: viso of the Senator from Minois. 


I do not pre- 


tend to be accurate to a dollar. I do not pretend 


‘to any precision of calculation. T stated the result, 


however, of a very long and patient calculation, 


` which I believe to have been as accurate as it isin 


the power of any man in this city to make; and I 
did state, and I repeat, that the figures are here. 
If any Senator desires to look at them, they will 
convince him, beyond a doubt, thatif this printing 
be paid for at one half the prices of 1819, the 
printer will receive $214,000 more than the contract 
would give him. 

The Senator from Illinois called our attention to 
a further limitation in his amendment as to the 
price, which did not strike my ear at the moment 
t was read. It brings the amount to be paid 
within the prices allowed by the printing bill which 
we passed a day or two ago, but against which I 
voted. J admit, that restricting it within the rates 
provided for in that bill, it would be something 
tess, but I do not believe that the prices provided 
for in it wiil be a great deal less than fifty per cent. 
of the prices of 1819. As E stated the other day, 
previous to giving my vote, an exact comparison 
cannot be made between the pricesof 1819, or any 
deduction from them, and the bill which we passed, 
because the paper is excluded in the bill that 
passed the other day. It is a difficult matter to 


; Separate the paper, which has heretofore, under 


the prices of 1819, been included in the 
work, folding, stitching, &c. 

My proposition isa practical one, a specific one, 
which it seems to me there is no difficulty in un- 
derstanding, and no necessity for dataand caleula- 
The 
proposed object of the proviso of the Senator from 
Hlinois, is to save the contractor from loss, and al- 
low hima fair compensation for his labor, Wilt 
that Senator, or any one else, say that he desires 
to pay more then $50,000 to cover that loss? Tap- 
prehend not. Thave never heard it pretended that 
the losses were so much. It may beso, but it has 
never come to my ear in a way in which I could 


press: 


; understand or appreciate it. I stated that I believe 
: Mr. Ritchie had lost more on his contract for this 


reason: In 1849, when F entered upon the duties 
of chairman of the Committee on Printing, took 
up his contract, and carefily examined it. T took 
up Wendell & Van Benthuysen’s, who had been 
the coniraciors of the preceding Congress, and } 
found th ir. Ritchie’s contract—or Trenholm & 
Belt’s—provided for rates below those of Wen 
& Van B sen. Wendel & Van Benthuyse 
in the latter part of the session cf 1848 and 184i, 
presented a memorial to the Senate, which had been 
referred to the Committee on Printing, whieh 
proved, beyond a doubt, that they had lest $17,000, 
There was a loss proved. fhad no doubt of tha 
amount, and f found that Mr. Ritchie had taken 
the work at a less price. I believed then, from 
what Í thought would be the amount of work or- 
dered under his contract, that he could not possibly 
lose less than $25,000 or 886,000. What did Ido? 
I drew up a letter, as chairman of the committee, 
which met with the concurrence of the committee, 
to the contractors, telling them ‘that Wendell & 
‘Van Benthuysen’s contract has proved a loss of 
l find, by comparing your contract, 
‘that you have undertaken the work for Jess. To 
‘my mind, the result is inevitable. If you go on, 
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“under the contract, you must lose a great deal of 
© money, and I propose to yor now, before Con- 
« gress adjourns, that you come forward and sur- 
s render your contract, and let a new arrangement 
‘be made, because the committee have deter- 
s mined, if the contract is maintained, they will see 
“that it is faithfully executed in every particular, 
‘and will let no personal considerations influence 
«them to receive work below the contract; and un- 
‘Jess you do inferior work, and furnish inferior 
‘paper, you must sustain a ruinous loss.” After 
consultation, they agreed with me, that such was 
the fact, and they would be compelled to lose money 
if they went on with thecontract. No alteration, 
however, was made. ; 

I do not state this for any other purpose than 
to show the foundation upon which I base the 
opinion I have expressed, that they have lost 
money. They went through with the contract— 
itis not necessary for meto say how. That would 
involve a great deal of statement and discussion, 
which I am not disposed to go into; but I state it 
as the basis of my opinion, that they have lost 
money. My estimate is that they lostfrom $20,000 
to $30,000—not less than $20,000, and Ido not be- 
lieve more than $30,000. I think it is a fair basis 
upon which to make the estimate. Then, as i 
stated when up before, I do not think these con- 
tractors, or any contractors who have made a bad 
bargain with their eyes open, in the face of com- 
petition, have a right to claim any extraordinary 
liberality on the part of the Government to release 
them from their obligation, and pay them a profit 
upon what would otherwise bea loss; but, on the 
other hand, I am very far from being willing, either 
as an individual or as a member of the Senate, to re- 
ceive work at the hands of any man and refuse 
him a fair and living profit on it. For that reason 
1 have fixed upon the sum of $50,000, allowing 

$30,000 as the maximum of the loss which I think 
Mr Ritchie may have sustained. That will allow 
him a profit for four years’ labor of $20,000. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to ask the Sena- 
tor, as he was chairman of the committee, whether 
Mr. Ritchie was not paid all that his contract 
called for, and whether Wendell & Van Benthuy- 
sen were not paid all that they could claim under 
the contract? If so, if one sustained a loss of 
aad and the other a loss of $20,000, why did 

he not put them all in? Why not put Wendell & 
Van Benthuysen in the proviso—the Senator as- 
serts that they incurred a loss of $17,000—if we 
are going to pay all these losses? I know very well 
my friend from Delaware, [Mr. Bayann,] never 
agrees to pay upon a contract where the Govern- 
ment has not been in error, and where the con- 
tractor incurs a loss through his own fault. 

Mr. BORLAND. My friend inquires if Wen- 
dell & Van Benthuysen, and Mr. Ritchie, have 
not been paid the fullamount which their contract 
would give them? Of Wendell & Van Benthuy- 
sen l know very little as to what was paid them. 
The last of their accounts was settled about the 
commencement of my service on the committee, 
as they were the printers before I came here. With 
regard to Mr. Ritchie, T have no certain knowl- 
edge; though there can be no question, as the ac- 
counts will show, that most of them had been 
settled. But L must state this: During the time 
that I was chairman of the committee, I never had 
brought to me to be audited a single one of Mr. 
Ritchie’s accounts. None were presented while 
I was present in the committee. In my absence, 
during the 1ecess of Congress, many of them 
were audited by the board, consisting of the Sec- 
retary of the Senate, the Clerk of the House, and 
the Clerk of the Printing Committee. 

Mr. HAMLIN. [I stated, when this debate 
commenced, what was the sum which would be 
paid to Mr. Ritchie upon half the prices of 1819— 
{ stated that it would be over $200,000. I thought 
then, that the detailed statement prepared by the | 
clerk of the Printing Committee was in my desk | 
here; but it was not, {went to the Printing Com- 
mittee room. The clerk had furnished to one of 
ahe members of the House the statement which I 
had. lam, therefore, not able to furnish the de- | 
tails; but I will furnish figures, with which I trust 
my friend from Alabama will be satisfied. 

The whole amount of printing received by Mr. | 
Ritchie under his contract was $145,000. Now, | 
take the documents upon which these sums were 
paid, and estimate document by document upon 


il and it leaves $384,000. The Senator from Ala- 


i bama is not quite satisfied with this. Perhaps 
! other Senators may be. I will state the manner 
| of estimating it. F hold in my hand a detailed 
| estimate of one document in four parts, for the 
i i p . - . 
| purpose of showing specifically just how the sum 
1s arrived at, 

Mr. CLEMENS. The point is, was the $145,000 
the value of the printing which Mr. Ritchie did? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I raised no such question. I 
į stated to the Senate what I now stand here pre- 
| pared to prove. The statement was made out by 
the clerk of the Printing Committe, and not by 
myself, though it was examined by me. E stated 
that half the prices of 1819 would add to the price 
of Mr. Ritchie’s contract more than $200,000. I 
am proceeding to prove it. He has received 
$145,000 on the contract, and on these documents 
he would have received under one half of the 
prices of 1819, $348,000. That makes a difference 


other minor matters, which, when paid for under 
the contract, and these scaled by the resolution of 
1819, would make the amount, as near as can be 
calculated, $214,000. That is the difference be- 
tween half the prices of 1819 and the contract. 
How do I derive it? [holdin my hand a detailed 
statementof one of the documents, in four parts— 
the Patent Office Report—and L find that, under the 
contract for that report, he did receive $65,182 50. 
One half of the rates of 1819 would have amounted 


prices of the resolution of 1819, $93,757 33 
than he was entitled to under the contract. 
details of that document are as follows: 


The 


would amount to 


Mechanical part of Patent Office Report, 2d ses- 


| For same work under contract price, Patent Of- 
fice Report, 130,050 copies, would amount 
{Osnees atecscve dans seeneeenassporerjede 1D 
Second pert of same, 65,009 copies.. 23,955 00 
Mechanical part of Patent Office re- 
port, 2d session 'Thirty-first Con- 
gress, 45,000 capies........eeese + 6,548 25 
| Agricultural part for 2d session, 135,- 
QUO COpPIeS.....cceeceeereereeeeees 12,405 50 


65,182 50 


What is his actual loss? 
tell; but it is one of the easiest things to tell what 
was the cost of his work; what the paper cost; 
| what the composition cost; what the ink cost; and 
what were the rents. An account current can be 
stated of the cost of every item that has ever been 
done; but the commitiee have never seen any such 


estimate we can as to what was the cost. In my 
judgment, a prudent, careful printer would have 
executed the work, in the manner in which it was 
| done, without the loss of a single dollar, I have 
| no doubt of it. That it was so executed, } do 
| not believe; but that there was a loss upon it, and 


| I have very little doubt. I think the Senator from 


i If we areto settle this matter upon equitable terms, 
it would seem reasonable that we should be pre- 


the committee room since this discussion com- 
menced; but hed I supposed that it would have 
taken place, E would have been ready to furnish 


are probably ten or fifteen per cent. higher; and if 
you adopt the amendment of the Senator from IHi- 


the amount. 


Mr. SMITH. 


were carefully investigated by the committee of 


‘bers. I want to know if that is so. 


she prices of 1819, and then take one half of that, 


| Mr. HAMLIN. That matter never underwent 
; an investigation before the Committee of the Sen- 


of $203,000. There are Espy’s Report, and some || 


to $158,939 83, showing that he would have re- ' 
ceived for printing that single document, underthe | 
more | 


ist session Thirty- first Congress.—Under the prices of 1819, | 

fifty per cent, off, Patent Office Report, 130,000 copies, |: 
$54,758 04 | 
Second part of same, 65,009 copies.......e.see6 80,104 54 | 


sion Thirty-tirst Congress, 45,000 copies..... 15,903 25 | 
Agricultural part for 2d session, 135,000 copies.. 58,274 00 | 


| $158,939 83 | 


$93,757 33 | 


Tanswer, we cannot ; 


account; consequently we are left to form the best ! 


! that loss varies somewhere from $20,000 to $30,000, | 
Arkansas is probably nearly right in his estimate. į 


sented with an account, to enable us to determine | 
properly what we should giye. I have been to | 


more definitely the precise figures; but I am own ; 
able to state that the bill which passed this Senate | 
the day before yesterday, gives higher rates than : 
one half of the prices of the rates of 1819. They | 


hois, the latter clause will make no deduction from ! 
Tt has been stated over and over 
| again, that the rates introduced into the bill, which | 


has recently passed the two Houses of Congress, ' 


which the honorable Senator and myself are mem- ; 


late. I was opposed to the whole system. The 
i| Senator from Connecticut did not fully agree with 
‘}me. The Senator from Texas was disposed to 
favor the bill; consequently we made no investiga» 
tion of the prices in it when it was committed. 
There was never any investigation of the subject. 
On two occasions when the committee met, the 
Senator from Texas was, from sickness, un» 
able to be there, and when he did come there we 
were desirous of reporting the bill back to the 
‘| Senate, and never went into an examination of 
| the prices in the bill, The committee disagreeing 
lasto what should be done, and no two agreeing, 
there was no investigation made, or opinion ex- 
pressed by the committee as to the prices fixed 
upon in the bill. 
| Mr. RUSK. There was no time. 
|) Mr. HAMLIN. Besides there was no time, 
as the Senator says. But one word in relation to 
another point that has been raised. It has been 
said that other contracts have been made, and 
other sums paid in addition to the contracts. That 
is no rule by which I can beguided. Other Con- 
gresses may have made a contract, and then abro- 
gated it; but that furnishes no guide for me. If 
they have done wrong, it is not a rule for me, If 
they have done right, be itso. I mean to do in 
this case what I believe is just between the par- 
ties and the country. Comparing the contract 
with the prices of the resolution of 1819, if the 
paper cost five or six dollars a ream, and if the 
printers and presses worked at night, the resolu- 
tion of 1819, with twenty-five per cent. off, would 
i| pay less profit than it would when the paper cost 
| $3 30 per ream, and the printers worked only in the 
i| daytime. In the latter case they could afford to do 
lit for fifty per cent. off the resolution of 1819, and 
make more money than they could to execute the 
resolution of 1819 fairly with twenty per cent. off. 


ii The very difference in the mode of executing 
|| would furnish a very handsome profit. That is 
i| the fact in relation to these contracts. Everybody 
i| who knew anything about printing, knew thatthe 
printing of the last Congress and of the present 
i was most shamefully executed, and as a member 
i| of the Printing Committee my vote stands record- 
ed onits Journal then, as at this session, against 
li receiving the work done, and then as now, simply 
‘| because the work did notconform to the contract, 
and because I desired that the contract should be 
|| faithfully and fairly executed. T'he Senator from 
Arkansas (Mr. Bortanp] concurred with me, but 
il we were overruled by a majority of the Joint Com- 
| mittee. 

Mr. SMITH. While on that point, I wish to 
inquire whether the Senate committee did not ap- 
point me a sub-committee to determine whether 
the work should be received or not, and whether 
I did not assume the responsibility of receiving it 
when we all knew that there was no conformity 
with the contract? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I think, probably, the Sen- 
ator is right; but the fact has gone out of my rec- 
ollection. I only know that I was against receiv- 
ing the work last year and this, simply because it 
did not come up to the standard and conform to 
the contract. 

Taking this state of the case as it presents itself, 
it seems to me that we do ‘injustice to ourselves, 
and injustice to the country, if we pass an amend- 
ment like that which has been offered by the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. If the matter were one to 
which the Senate should give its favorable consid- 
eration, I am free to say that I think the proviso 
suggested by the Senator from Arkansas would 
| deal very fairly and justly with the contractor; 
| but believing, as I do, that it is neither just nor 
right to make a contract, and then to pay for a 
willful violation of it, I cannot agree, according to 
the dictates of my judgment, to give one farthing. 

Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator from Maine 
has not met the point between him and myself. 
He stated, as I understood him to state, that Mr. 
| Ritchie would make $200,000 by his contract. 
He says I misunderstood him. Then he doesnot 
assert now that Mr. Ritchie made any such 
amount. He does not pretend to assert, as I un- 
derstand him now, that there would be anything 
made by him; because he does not pretend to say 
that the documents in his possession prove that 
| any such amount could be made, or that any 
: amount could be made. He says he does not 
i| know what the losses are, but we all know that 
|| there was a loss upon the contract. We all know 


i 
i 
| 
| 
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Mr. Ritchie did lose by it; and I say here in the | 
face of the Senate, and of the country, that I want /! 
nobody to work for us without getting a compen- | 
sation for it. I want every man who does work 
for the Government of the United States, not 
merely to get pay for it, but to make a reasonable 
percent. The Senator from Maine does not pre- 
tend to assert that this amendment would give 
Mr. Ritchie more than a reasonable per cent. He: 
voted, according to my recollection, fur Mr. Ben- | 
ton’s resolution, to give twenty per cent. off the 
prices of 1819. We propose to deduct fifty per | 
cent., and this it is said is extravagant and extra 
ordinary. Why did notthey think it was extrav- | 
agant and extraordinary then to deduct twenty | 
per cent. only? We propose to deduct thirty per | 
cent. more, but it is extravagant now, while twen- | 
ty per cent. was not extravagant then. I cannot | 
understand this process. 1 do not profess to un- | 
derstand it. 4 
Mr. DOUGLAS. Ifthe Senator from Alabama | 
will allow me to interrupt him, I wish to say that ! 
I have no means of knowing whether the propo- 
sition of the Senator from Arkansas will be | 
acceptable to Mr. Ritchie or not, as the terms of | 
settlement. I understood him to say, when I spoke 
to him as to whether he would agree to my amend- 
ment, that it would be the least possible amount 
that he would accept. Asto accepting the propo- | 
sition of the Senator from Arkansas, I should be | 
apprehensive that there would be a difficulty in | 
determining what would be due Mr. Ritchie under | 
the contract, but I am willing to leave that to i| 
those who are to audit his accounts, and if they Hi 
cannot agree, to leave it to referees. Iwill, there- 'i 
fore, take the responsibility for myself, binding | 
no others to accept the amendment of the Senator | 

from Arkansas, limiting the amount to $50,000. 
The PRESIDENT. That will not be in order | 
while the amendment of the Senator from Con- : 
necticut is under consideration. f 
Mr. BORLAND. [ask the Senator from Con- | 
necticut to withdraw his amendment, to allow the || 
Senator from Illinois to incorporate my proviso in | 
his amendment. | 
Mr. SMITH. I have such entire confidence in | 
the sound judgment of the honorable Senator from | 
Arkansas, that although I think Mr. Ritchie ought į 
not.to have one dollar, and if we give him any- į 
thing that it ought not to be more than $10,000, | 
| 


that I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Then J accept the proviso of | 
the Senator from Arkansas, so that my amend- | 
ment will read as follows: H 

Provided, That in settling the accounts for the printing of ! 
the Thirty- first Congress, one half of the prices given by the '; 
joint resolution of 1819, be allowed not exceeding the amount i 
that would be paid under the respective contracts if settled 
by the prices named in the bill of the House of Representa- 
tives, which passed on the 3Ist July last, in regard to the 
public printing, estimating the paper at the actual cost ° 
thereof, to be paid out of any money inthe Treasury not i 
otherwise appropriated: And provided further, That the i 
amount to be paid for said printing, over and above the i 
amount Which would be paid under the terms and at the 
rates of the contract for the same, shall not exceed 350,000. } 

Mr. PEARCE. Ido not mean to detain the! 
Senate long, but f have one additional remark to : 
make. If I had not sufficient reason already for | 
voting against the proposition, I should find it in : 
this: Before the contract system was adopted, {| 
Mr. Ritchie was the public printer under the old į; 
system, for how many years I do not remember, || 
whether it was two or four, but he was, I know, i 
the printer for Congress before the rates were re- |! 
duced by the contract system, and during that: 
time he made-——he must have made, no man with | 
any sort of prudence, with anything but the gross- | 
est mismanagement would have failed to make— | 
large sums of money. Ithas been urged over and | 
over again, that he did make large sums, and I: 
have no doubt of it. I have heard it said that he | 
made $100,000 while he was the printer to Con- 
gress before the contract system was adopted. 
Having large profits at a time when large profits ' 
could be made, with what propriety does he claim | 
that we should now indemnify him for alleged ° 
losses made under a less favorable contract? Upon 
the whole, taking both contracts together, he must 
have made largely, and yet we Insist upon giving `| 
him $50,000 more. Iam glad that it is reduced ` 
that much, but that is rather more than we are in | 


the habit of giving to the greatest benefactor of the || 
country, What great statesman is there who has | 
ever had the bounty of the Government showered | 


zh h æ A è Hi 
upon him as this publie printer, who did not per- || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


| with glory? Has he ever been rewarded in such 


lH ports that may be in circulation as to the amount 
F y 


| recollection of events which have long since trans- | 


j had a similar claim presented to this Congress— 


| was right—if they were placed in the cireumstan- 


‘to myself. And | trust that gentlemen, while | 


| more than his three score years and ten, and is | 


a 7 
form his work faithfully? What has he received ! 
who fought the battles of the country in three |; 
wars, who covered himself and the country, too, | 


a manner? It seems to me that we are acting as 
if it were not our purpose to reward merit; not to 
reward great services of distinguished men—men 
who have wonimmortalrenown, and are entitled to 
our gratitude. Nobody can deny that Mr. Ritchie | 
has been largely the gainer in the whole; yet, it | 
seems he has not had money enough paid to him, | 
and we are called upon still further to fill his 
pockets. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is with great reluctance 
that I address the Senate on this oceasion; but it 
does seem to me thata very curious course has 
been taken by the opponents of this amendment. 
If I understand the Senator from Maryland, he 
says he has information that a large amount of 
money, perhaps $100,000, was realized by Mr. 
Ritchie while he had the printing for Congress. 
If suggestions of this kind are to be taken for con- | 
clusions, it is not the way I wish to be enlight- | 
ened on subjects upon which | am to act. If 1 
believed—notwithstanding Mr. Ritchie is a Demo- 
crat—that he was not justly entitled to the amount 
that it is here contemplated to give him, I would 
certainly oppose it as soon as I would if he were 
a Whig. 

In administering justice and recompense to per- 
sons who have deserved the public confidence, or | 
who have rendered services to the public, I do not 
ask of what political faith or profession they are, 
nor am I ready to receive or give credence to re- | 


of money they may have realized. There is suf- | 
ficient in this case to satisfy my mind that Mr. |! 
Ritchie, in his last contract with the Government, 
was a large loser. If, sir, he has rendered ser- 
vices or furnished materials to the public for the 
public benefit, L should think it humiliating on the 
part of this Senate, or any deliberative body, to 
deny a just and fair recompense. “The laborer 
is worthy of his hire.” If he has rendered ser- 
vices, is this Government in such a pitiful con- į 
dition as to refuse him a just reward for the labor 
he has rendered? is this Government in a con- 
dition to exact from its citizens any contribu- 
tion, either in labor or otherwise, and not render 
them a just recompense for it? I think not. | 
always look to whether the individual has a just 
demand against the Government, and if he has, I 
am willing to recompense him. I care not under 
what circumstances it arises, I never permit my- 
self to be influenced by the fact that an individual 
made a bargain with the Government, when that 
individual has acted under an oversight, and has 
been injured to any amount. I am willing to 
recompense him out of the Treasury; and I do 
trust that the honorable Senators on the opposite ; 
side of the Chamber are not actuated by consider- 

ations of a political character in this case, or the ‘ 


pired. 

It is true that for fifty years—it was the first news- 
paper I ever read—the Richmond Enquirer has 
been the consistent and faithful opponentof the gen- 
tlemen on the opposite side of the Chamber. Its | 
editor has been faithful in his vocation; he has į 
been true to his party, true to his principles, and 
for that I would respect him. If Gales & Seaton 


they have been my consistent opponents, and I 
believe they are always generous and just enough 
to think that I thought they were wrong and I 


ces of Mr. Ritchie, | would vote for their claim 
with as much alacrity as for Thomas Ritchie’s. |: 
permit no political considerations to influence me 5 
in meting out justice to individuals. [Í trust I 
never shall feel such a sordid emotion, and that I: 
will, in my administrative capacity, as far as I 
am placed here, never cease to recollect that jus- 
tice is demanded from position. 1 trust that F- 
would be abie, in a case of justice, even to oblit- : 
erate all recollections of bostility, even if personal :| 


viewing this venerable patriarch—this patriarch of , 
Democracy, if you please—who is a patriot you | 
will all admit, will recollect that he has numbered : 


now bending beneath the weight of his infirmities. 
He has given his life to the public, and though he 
has rendered no high military service, though he 


i that the bill for it has never been produced. 


has never periled his life for his country, he has 
devoted his life, his mind, and everything, to the 
diffusion of intelligence and maintaining the honor 
of his country in his own way. Sir, these are 


l: considerations that come upon us, and that while 


he is bending beneath the weight of age, when the 
lighting of a grasshopper is becoming almost a 
burden to him. Sir, he has been a friend to his 
party and to his country. Let us do him justice. 
I shail vote for the amendment. : 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, it will be rec- 
ollected that the late contractor for the public 
printing printed ten thousand copies of certain de- 
cisions of the Supreme Court, which ten thousand 
copies, it is in proof, would have been executed at 
any printing office in the country for the sum of 
$1,600. He brought forward a bill for that print- 


iing to the amount of $36,000, making each of 
| those copies—a mere pamphilet—cost ¢3 60 apiece. 


That matter was compromised by his receiving 
$12,000, being about $1 20 apiece. 

Subsequently he printed the obituary remarks 
upon the death of General Taylor. 1 understand 
that that printing was done in Philadelphia, and 
It is 
but reasonable to apprehend that the same charge 
will be made for that as was made for printing the 
decisions of the Supreme Court in the passenger 
eases. I think there ought to be an amendment 
to restrict him in regard to this matter. 

The Senate cannot have forgotten the particu- 
lars of the charge in the passenger case to which 
I have referred, and they must see from that the 
propriety of guarding against a similar charge 
with regard to the document of obituary notices 
of General Taylor, because that document could 
be brought in under the same class under which 
the printing of the decision in the passenger cases 
was charged. I have not the papers here by me, 
but I recollect that charge was made by interpo- 
lating in the contract the words ** per page.” One 
dollar per hundred copies was the rate at which a 
certain class of printing was to be done under the 
contract. If it was done under that class, there 
would have been but a small price; but by insert- 
ing the words ‘per page” in the contract, that 
mode of computation brought the sum up to the 
enormous price of $36,000 for printing a pamphlet 
which would have cost $1,600 in any printing 
office in the country. To remedy this, and to 
provide against it in future, I propose to amend 
the amendment by adding: 

Provided, however, That in making such payment there 
shall be deducted therefrom the sum of 310,000, overpaid 
for printing the decisious of the Supreme Courtin the emi- 
grant tax cases from New York and Massachusetts; and 
that for printing the obituary notices of the deceased Presi- 
dent Taylor, said contractor shall be paid the actual cost, 
with a profit of twenty per cent. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Maryland if, after we shall get through with 
this amendment, he will be done? I wantto know 
how many amendments he is going to offer? We 
all recollect that he killed Mr. Ritchie’s bill at the 
close of the last session. All of us who were here 
at the time understand that very well. Now, I 
do not intend to quarrel with him, becanse we 
have got to meet on the Library Committee to- 
morrow morning together, and I do not want to 
meet him in bad humor. (Laughter.} I there- 
fore want to know if he is done now? 

Mr. PEARCE» I believe [ shall be done when 
Į get through with this. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. If we go into the different 
items of that contract, | do not know when we 
are to get through. I supposed we had got down 


| to a compromise, and settled upon it; but if we 


are going now to specify this item, that item, and 
the other item, I shail have to withdraw the 
amendment. I agreed to accept the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas, because it seemed 
to be regarded on all sides of the House as a sat- 
isfactory compromise, and I hope that we shall 
not now be raising questions as to particular 
items. I hope, therefore, that the Senate will 


į take the amendment as I have offered it—as it 


stands at present. 

Mr. HAMLIN. In relation to the obituary 
notices of the deceased President Taylor, 1 will 
say that they were printed in Philadelphia. The 
contractor here procured them to be printed there. 
They were very finely executed, and I have no 
doubt they cost the contractor much higher than 
the rates of his contract; but he charges, after a 
peculiar kind of printing, about $100,000 for doing 
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the work, and actually sets up that claim. This 
amendment proposes to pay him what it actually 
cost, with a profit of twenty per cent. 

Mr. MANGUM. Task that the amendment 
may be divided; As to the former contract in re- 
lation to the decisions of the Supreme Court, it 
was a matter which was compromised, and 
whether advantageously for the Government or 
not, | am willing to abide by the compromise. 

The PRESIDENT. Asa division of the ques- 
tion is asked, the first question will be on the first 

art of the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
and to the amendment, which is to insert: 

Provided, however, ‘That in making such payment there 
shall be deducted therefrom the sum of $10,000, overpaid 


for printing decisions of the Supreme Courtin the emigrant 
tax cases from New York and Massachusetts. 


Mr. WALKER. TI will say a few words now 
to the Senate, for I am confident that the reason 
why that large charge was made for printing the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States 
has never been properly understood. In the con- 
tract which Mr. Ritchie made there was a certain 
class of printing which he was to do at such a rate 
“per hundred copies.” That was designed to 
cover the headings of our bills, lists of yeas and 
nays, and matters of that sort. After the print- 
ing of the decision of the Suprerne Court was or- 
dered there was some question raised whether it 
fell under any of the other classes, which were to 
be paid at so much per thousand ems. That diffi- 
culty being raised, it was not so easily settled. It 
was finally determined that the printing came un- 
der the fifth class—that which was to be paid so 
much per hundred copies, and which related to 
the printing of lists of yeas and nays, headings of 
bills, programmes of funerals, &c. It was decided 
to come under that class, but it could not be made 
to fit it without something else, and it was then 
ascertained that the other matter which was ne- 
cessary was to insert the words ‘per page.” 
Then it made it read—how? That he should be 
paid so much per page per hundred copies; so that 
it left it perfect nonsense. It is perfectly sensible 
and consistent if you leave out the words ‘‘ per 
page,” leaving him to be paid so much per hun- 
dred copies. When that is applied to the matter 
to which it was designed to be applied, it is all |i 
right; but when you insert the words ‘ per page”? 
before the words © per hundred copies,” itmakes 
‘nonsense, Who ever heard of such a thing? It 
is equivalent not enly to inserting the words ‘per 

nage” in the contract, but to striking out “ per 
hundred copies; and so you change the contract 
entirely in that particular. ‘This charge was made 
under that head afier interpolating ‘Eper page.” 
The charge amounted to $36,000 or $37,000. The 
Secretary of the Senate at once revolted at making 
any such payment, and, as is alleged, a compro- 
mise was effected; but that compromise was ef- 
fected under a clear misunderstanding and misap- 
prehension of the contract asit was designed when 
entered into by the Senate. The compromise |! 
orice which was paid for the printing was $12,000. 4: 
There is no guide for theallowance. The contract 
does not recognize it; and as we are making a final 
settlement with Mr. Ritchie, and as T am one of 
those who are willing to give him a fair remune- | 
ration for his labor, and also a fair profit upon it, 
I desire to sca this remedied. Phe first part of 
the amendment offered by the Senator frora Mary- 
land will reach the case of the"printing 
cisions of the Supreme Court. ‘The remainder of | 
it will reach the ease of the obituary notices of |; 
General Taylor; and L think that if it be incorpo- |, 

H 

| 


f the de- 


rated into the amendment of the Senator from 
“Wiinoig, it will make a very fair proposition, and, | 
` as a whole, Í shall be content to vote for it, 

Mr. PEARCE caled for the yeas and nays 
upon the first branch of the amendinent; and they 
were ordered. ; 

Mr. MANGUM. I shall vote against the first j; 
portion of the amendment; and I do it upon the: 
ground that there is very great diversity of opin- | 
ion amongst learned gentlemen with reference to | 
the true construction of the contract upon which |. 
the allowance was made. My colleague [Mr. | 
Baperr] is known to this body to be perhaps as || 

i 


iearned a lawyer as any who occupies a seat in | 
this branch of the Legislature; and on a very full 
and thorough examination of the question, he was 
satisfied that this charge is maintainable. There 
are other opinions which controvert his. The: 
sum originally asked, I understand, was between | 


| ors have made with the Government. 
| clear profit to them. But our proceedings now go 
‘upon the ground that when we make an advan- 


| are about to grant? 


; tract. 


! cause he received it under the award of the proper 
| officer. 


` proposition should have been made, for it imposes 


i ate upon this subject. 


' 1,950 copies of it as a regular document. 


$35,000 and $37,000. It struck me as an ex- 
tremely large sum. I-was told that the work 
could be done for from $700 to $1,500. This mat- 
ter was submitted to arbitrament and compromise, 
and $12,000 was fixed as a fair rate, and that was 
paid by the Secretary of the Senate. That officer 
was extremely upon his guard about the matter, 
and consulted various gentlemen as to what might 
be his duty. He paid the sum awarded as fixed. 
Whether that be for or against the interests of the 
Government, I hold that good faith binds us to it, 
and we ought not to break it. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall vote for the 
amendment of my friend from Maryland, not- 
withstanding the reasoning of my friend from 
North Carolina, and upon this ground: We are 
dispensing grace and favor, and notright. When 
we are doing that, we may do it upon such terms 
as to exact justice. Now, we cannot get anything 
back for the profitable contracts that the contract- 
They are 


tageous contract, so that a contractor loses money, 
we shall, by grace and favor, make up the loss to 
him. Well, if it appears in the settlement of that 
account, that in a particular item that contractor 
has got the advantage by some $10,000 by a 
former contract by which he was entitled to it, or 
by a former compromise by which it was errone- 
ously awarded to him, may we not take that into 
consideration in dispensing the favor which we 
It is reasonable, it is just, 
it is proper that it should be done, because we are 
dealing now with equity, not with justice. Ithere- |) 
fore say, that when it is conceded on all hands 
that Mr. Ritchie got $12,000 for a service that was 
only worth $2,000, by which he pocketed, at the 
expense of the Government, $10,000 in this grant |} 
of favor, those $10,000 ought to be accounted for. |j 

Mr. HAMLIN. [shall vote against the first | 


branch of the amendment of the Senator from 
Maryland, and I will state my reason for doing 
so in a word. I do not care what may be the 
opinion of the best lawyer in this body, or out of |! 
it, as to what is the true construction of the con- |i 

I think that all the best printers you find |, 
will not disagree aboutit. They all say this print- || 
ing could not come under the construction claimed. 
But it was referred to the Secretary of the Senate, | 


who was the proper accounting officer. A decision | 
was made, and Mr. Ritchie got his money. It is 
therefore an adjudicated question, and whatever || 
may be the right or wrong construction of the 
contract, I think he ought to retain the money, be- |! 


Mr. BORLAND. Iam very sorry that this | 
upon me, after the remarks of the Senator from || 
North Carolina, to say a few words. I owe it to 
myself to say a word. I should not have made 
the proposition; but since it is made, I am com- | 
pelled to vote for it. I must state in connection | 
with this, as briefly as I can, the facts of the case. | 

Upon a resolution of the Senate, in 1850, re- | 
ferred to the Committee on Printing, I, as chair- © 
man of the committee, made a report to the Sen- | 
The facts, as I understood 
hem, and as the committee understood them, and 
reported them, were these: For printing the 
pamphlet referred to, the printer presented an 
account of 437,200. These are the exact figures. 
When it was suggested that this was an enormous | 


charge, he voluntarily proposed to reduce it down |; 
to $12,500. ‘That account was presented during ! 


the recess of the Senate, and by the board whose |; 


This was in the | 
The resolution of which I speak į 
was subsequently introduced by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, and referred to the committee, | 
and reported upon. 1 took up the subject, and ex- 

amined it very carefully; and from the best examin- | 
ation | could give, and the best judgment I could 

form, I came to the conclusion that the price, un- Í 
der the contract, for that document, should have 
been about $650. Less than that by several hun- | 
dred dollars had been paid for it already as a regu- | 
Jar document. I think $156 had been paid to Tip- 
pin & Streeper, the previous printers, for printing | 
Ten | 
thousand copies were ordered to be printed by the i 


|: loss of time. 
| sponsible, and we shall not be able to shift it from 
| one to the other if we should lose the appropria- 
: tion bills, or should present them in such a shape 


| the Senator from North Carolina. 


to the conclusion that they would amount to 
about $650. The whole amount that could have 
been charged, even under the full rates of 1819, 
was $2,000. I made that report. The calcula- 
tions, and the computations of thecontract, and of 
the law under which the contract was made, are 
now among the documents of the Senate. 1 will 
not refer more particularly to them. The view 
presented in that report, was my opinion that 
nearly $12,000 more than the prices which could 
have been demanded under the contract were paid 
for it. I would not have called it up to have de- 
ducted it on this occasion; but when the proposi- 
tion is made distinctly, and when I am called upon 
to vote on it, I am compelled, out of consistency, 
out of my own sense of duty, here, under thelaw, 
to vote for making the deduction, and then leave 
him, as the amendment does, twenty-five per cent. 
above the full prices of 1819. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to make an appeal to 
the Senate. We have appropriation bills in- 
volving an amount of more than twenty millions. 
I believe that if we could get this bill reported to 
the Senate to-night, in any reasonable time, per- 
haps we should be able to master the residue of 
our business between this and the time of adjourn- 
ment. ButlI fear, that unless we do so, it will be 
impossible for us to act upon these bills in any 
manner creditable, or even decent. I hopethe vote 
will be taken on all the amendments. They have 
been fully discussed; and the Senate will remember 
that there is but a very short time between this 
and the end of the session. I trust, therefore, 
that they will refrain from offering amendments. 
The bill is already loaded down with them; and, 
I fear, if we continue this, we must either sit up 
all night, or we shall run the risk of losing the 
appropriation bills. 

Mr. CHASE. I concur, heartily, with the 
Senator from Virginia in desiring speedy action on 
this bill; and that desire adds great force to the 
regret which I feel that the amendment has been 
introduced upon this occasion; but those who in- 


: troduced the amendment, originally, are responsi- 


ble for the consumption of the time of the Senate 


i at this late hour of the session, and not those who 
| oppose it, because the amendment being intro- 


duced, it becomes the duty of the Senate—a duty 


i which they owe to themselves and to their con- 
|, stituents—to examine its merits and discuss it, 


Sir, the history of this proposition is somewhat 


| extraordinary. When it was originally introduced 
| it was objected to as a private claim; and if it be 
/ not a private claim, excluded by the rules, E am 


at a loss to know what is a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senatoris aware that 
the proposition now pending is on the first branch 
of the amendment offered by the Senator from 


' Maryland to the amendment, which is to deduct 


$10,000 from the printing ofa certain work, 
Mr. CHASE. Tam aware of that; but I was 


| responding to the observation of the Senator from 


Virginia in regard to the consumption of time, 
and I was endeavoring to show that the responsi- 
bility for that consumption was not with the oppo- 
nents of the proposition of the Senator from Ili- 
nois. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will tbe Senator allow me 
to say that Iwas not charging any one with the 
The country will hold us all re- 


| as not to bear examination. 


Mr. CLEMENS. The Senator will allow me 


i to suggest that the country will never hold the 
Senator from Ohio responsible for anything. 

: duty it was during the recess to audit printers’ ac- |) h 
. counts that amount was paid. 
‘recess of 1849. 


Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, under the sug- 
gestion made by the Senator from Virginia, and 
the suggestion by the Chair, | will refrain from 
saying what I was about to say in regard to the 


‘ character of this claim, and of the mode in which 


it is now before the Senate. The Senate was 
equally divided whether it was a private claim or 
not. But without raising any question now on 
that point, I wish simply to ask a question of the 
Senator from Arkansas, who was chairman of the 
Printing Committee, in reference to what feil from 
Both the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina and the Senator from 
Maine concurred in stating that this was an ad- 
judged matter in regard to the payment for print- 
ing the decisions of the Supreme Court. I do 


| Senate, and under Mr. Ritchie’s contract, I came |! not know how it has been adjudged. If it was 
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referred to anybody, I do not know to whom it was 
refered. As the Senator from Arkansas haston- | 
‘sidered this whole subject—as it was under his 
‘charge fora long period of time—I ask hirn to in- 
“form the Senate to whom it was referred? and by 
‘whom, if by anybody, the claim has been ad- 
“jugded? a re: 

Mr. BORLAND. I will ‘answer the Senator 
‘from Ohio; it'was certainly adjudged by ‘proper 
authority—by authority of the Secretary of the | 
‘Senate, the Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
and the Clerk of the Committee on Printing—who 
constitute a board to audit and settle the printet’s 
accounts during the recess of Congress. This ac- 
count was presented to that board, and by them, 
with ‘fall legal authority, ‘considered, though I | 
‘think they erred. 7 

The question being taken by yeasand nays on the 
first branch of the amendment of ‘Mr. ‘Pearce | 
to theamendment, resulted—yeas 18, nays 30; as 
follows: i 

YEAS.—Messrs. Borland, Brodhead, Chase, Clarke, 


‘Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Foot, Miller, Pearce, Pratt, |; 


Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, Wade, 
and Walker—18 
NAYS.—Mes :Bavard, Bradbury, .Bright, Brooke, 
Clemens, De Saussure, Dodge of Jowa, Douglas, Downs, 
~Felch; Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, James, Jones ‘of 
Towa, King, Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Meriwether, Mor- 
ton, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Shields, Soulé; Stockton, ‘Tou- | 
cey, and Weller—30. | 


So it was disagreed to. j 


The question then recurred on the second branch 
of the amendment:to the amendment, which was | 
to insert: s | 

And for printing the obituary notices of the deceased | 


‘President Taylor, said contractor. shall be paid the actual 
cost, with a profit of twenty percent.” 1 


Mr, SEWARD. I desire to know of those | 
-who can inform us, whether the same terms will | 
‘be charged in regard to printing the obituary no- | 
tices of Mr. Clay? 
© Mr. BORLAND. ‘Thetermsare not thesame, 
‘and ‘the contractors are'different. i 

My. PEARCE called for the yeas and nays on | 
the amendment; and they were ordered; and being 
staken, restilted—yeas 33, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Méessrs. Bayard, “Bell, Borland, Bradbury, 
Brodhead, Brooke, Chase, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Daw- 


son, Foot, Hamlin, Houston, Hunter, King,;Manguin, Ma- |` 


son, Meriwether, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, i 
Smith; Soulé, : Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, | 
Wade, Walker, and Weller—33, . | 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Clemens, De Saussure, Dodge : 
of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Fetch, Gwin, James, Jones of | 
lowa, «Mallory, Norris, Rusk, Shields, Stockton, and | 
‘Toucey—-16. ! 

So it was agreed to. 


The question then recurred on the amendment 
„as amended. 

“Mr. UNDERWOOD called for the yeas.and 
nays; and they were ordered; and being taken, re- 
‘gulted—yeas 33, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell, Borland, Bradbury, 
Bright, Brooke, Clemens, Cooper; Dawson, De Saussure, 
Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Gwin: Houston, 
Hunter, James, Jones of Iowa, King, Mallory, Mangum, | 
Mason, Meriwether, Morton, Rusk, Seward, Shields, | 
Soulé; Stockton, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—33. 

NAYS~-Messrs. Brodhead, Chase, Clarke, Davis, Foot, 
Miller, Norris, Pearce, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Under- | 
wood, Upham; and Wade—14. $ 


So it was adopted. 


Mr. COOPER. There is a provision in the | 
bill for the redemption of seventeen Loan Office cer- | 
-tificates, giving their numbers, and-appropriating | 
$4,165 42 for that object. I move to strike out 
“seventeen; >and insert ‘“eighteen,’’ and to insert 
No. 266 as the number of'the certificate proposed | 
to be canceled; and increase the appropriation to 
~ $20,000. f 
This is to provide for a certificate which is out- 
standing; the original certificate has ‘been lost. J 
hold in. my hand a statement: from the Register of 
-the Treasury, showing that the amount stands to | 
the credit of the parties on the books of the Treas- 
ury Department; and I have also in my hand a | 
letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, | 
recommending an appropriation sufficient to pay | 
sit. I wil state that ‘the original claim was for | 


15i- 


cannon furnished during the revolutionary war, a 


claim that was settled at the Treasury, under the 
act of 1790, 1 think; but the certificate which was 


-issued:to the parties has been lost. Proof is made 
-of the loss; and the statement from the Treasury 


Department admits that the amount ‘stands to the 
credit of the parties, and has never been paid; and 
Ihave here a recommendation for its payment. 


‘No difficulty can accrue, because there is a proviso 


in the section.as it comes from the House: ‘f That 
“satisfactory evidence be produced to the Seere- 
‘tary of the Treasury that the persons who have 
«presented the said certificates for payment are 
“the bona fide holders of the same. ?”? 

The honorable Senator from Virginia knows 


that what I have said in reference to the facts of j he 3 
a division—ayes 19, noes 18. 


the case is-true. The recommendation is- that 


‘the appropriation be increased to $25,000; but 


that is not necessary, because the certificate 
amounts to a little over $19,000, and it was a little 
shorter to insert the simple word “ twenty”? be- 
fore “t four,” so as to make the appropriation 
$24,165 +42. 

Mr. HUNTER. -I believe I might, with pro- 
priety, raise a point of order as to the amendment; 
but I think I can get my: object in a shorter way. 
The papers in this case were handed to me by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, and I examined them, 
and sent them to the First Comptroller for the 
purpose of ascertaining whether such things had 
ever been granted. This is not to pay a Loan 
Office certificate which is itself presented, and for 
-which claims the clause in question was framed; 
but it is to present a claim fora lost certificate. 
The Comptroller has informed me that such things 
have been rarely done, and then upon strict ex- 
amination, and only by special act. It seems to 
me, therefore, eminently proper that this should 
be the subject of special investigation and of spe- 
cial act.: think that the honorable Senator, prob- 
ably, after he has:discharged : his duty to:his con- 


stituent by presenting it, willnot press it; but it | 


seems to me at any-rate, obviously unfit for this 
bill. 

Mr. COOPER. I cannot. consent to withdraw 
the amendment by.any-weans. Ehold in my hand 
the certificate of the Register of the Treasury. I 
did hope that the Senator would have stated that 
what I have said was the fact, because he certainly 
knew it. Here is the certificate from the Treas- 
ury Department: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
ReaisTer’s OFFICE, August 27, [852 

I certify the above to be a true extract from the list of 
final-settlement certificates, issued by Benjamin Stelle, 
commissioner for settling debts due by the United Statesin 
the State of Pennsylvania, and that it appears from the 


records of this oflice that the certificate is now outstanding 
and unpaid. TOWNSEND HAINES, Register. 


Here is a letter from the Treasury Department: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, August 27, 1852. 
Sir: F beg leave to ceall the attention of the ‘Finance 
Committee to. the section of the general appropriation bill, 
page.49, line 1,194, providing for the redemption of old out- 
standing Loan Office certificates. The appropriation as it 
now stands only provides for the specifie claims then before 
the Department, leaving no margin for such others as may 
be presented. during the current year. ‘There has been this 
day presented another claim, the specie value of which, at 
the time ofits issuing, was $4,180 56, which must be pro- 
vided foror remain unpaid. 
tlement of such other claims as may be presented, J re- 
spectfully request that the bill be amended, commencing at 
line 1,295, page 50, by inserting $25,000, in lieu of 94,165 42, 

the amount appropriated by the bill. 
WILLIAM L. HODGE, 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury. 


Now, can there be any doubt about that? Fiere | 


is the specific certificate, and EL will ask what in- 
jury can ever result to the Treasury? Whatodds 
‘does it make whether the original exists or not? 
If it be paid, it is canceled on the books of the 
Treasury, and it does not matter a tittle whether 
the original certificate is in hand or not. I admit 


il that the Senator from Virginia sent to the Treas- 
ury, and Mr. Whittlesey said that there ought to H 


be great caution. Well, sir, what more caution 
do you -wantthan the certificate of the party against 
whom the claim is preferred, that it is due and 
outstanding? Why, in the deficiency bill there 
was precisely a claim similar to this. And lam 


it 
that iù that case the certificate was presented. Et 
was not presented; because T received thé papers, 
‘and there was no such thing amofig them.” But 
‘it was probably in the Treasury Department, as 
I believe they are in the habit of filing the certifi- 


told: privately, (but: I suppose I may ‘refer 
here,) by the’ honorable Senator ‘from Virg 


cates themselves in the Treasury. If they were 
so then, what odds does ‘the presentation of the 
certificate make, when you have charged on the 
books of the Treasury the amount that is due, 


i when we ask for its payment, and particularly 


when there is a provision in the bill thatthe amount 
due on these certificates, before being paid, shall 
‘be ascertained by the Treasury? ‘ 

The amendment was agreed to, there being on 


Mr. SOULE. I have not squandered away the 


| time of the Senate during this debate, and I have 


some two or three amendments to propose, which 
I hope it may be the pleasure of the Senate to 
adopt. The first one is to insert among the ap- 
propriationa for the Mint at New Orleans the fol- 
owing: 

For the proportion due by said Mint for square block 
paving from esplanade to Bosworth street, to be paid to 
"Thomas Haines, $1,266 40. $ ian 

This is the proportion due by the Mint to the 
city of New Orleans for the paving of the streéts 
around the Mint. By the city regulations, the 
city pays one third the amount, and the propri- 
etors on each side pay one'third each, The bill 
is due, and I suppose there cannot be any difi- 
culty as to its payment. 

The PRESIDENT. 
it? 

Mr. SOULE. Yes, sir; I have communicated 
it to the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is no more a private 
claim than some others which have been intro- 
duced into the bill. It comes within the prece- 
dents of cases which we have received. 

Mr. SOULE. Ihave precedents in my hands 
showing that such claims have been at previous 
times introduced into the civil and diplomatic ap- 
propriation bill. . oe 

Mr. CLARKE. I really feel desirous to know 
upon what this is based? The Government of 
the United States, it seems, have purchased a site 


Is there an estimate for 


| for a Mint at New Orleans; and having purchased 


that site, some municipal regulation of that city 
has imposed upon that location a tax, for some 
proportional expense for paving. 

Mr. SOULE. The honorable Senator is mis- 
taken. Itis not atax. 

Mr. CLARKE. Then I should like to under- 
stand English. 

Mr. SOULE. Itis nota tax.  Itisan assess- 
ment for a proportion due by each proprietor for 
benefits derived to the property. 

Mr. CLARKE. I confess Ido notunderstand 
the difference between an assessment and a tax. 
The Government of the United States, in conse- 
quence of owning this Mint in New Orleans, are 
called upon to pay an assessment, as the Senator 
says, for paving the streets, and Jaying the side- 


' walks at the side of the pavement. Now, is thata 
And in order to promote set- jj 


part of the appropriation due by the Government? 
[sit not within the general rule, that when the 
Government of the United States takes a deed of 
property of this kind in any part of any State in 
the United States, they shalbbe exempt from tax- 
ation? 

Mr. CLEMENS. We will vote for something 
for your State. 

Mr. CLARKE. A proposition is made here 
by a Senator, that he-will vote for anything in my 
State as enormous as this, although we ask nothing 
of that kind. . Then I have nothing more to say 
about the matter, i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SOULE. There is an appropriation of 
$150,000 for continuing the construction of. the 
cusiom-house at New Orleans. IT move to amend 


. it by adding: 


Subject to the limitations and restrictions imposed on 
the appropriation made for the same object at the last ses 
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sion of Congress: And provided, That, in case the super- 
‘antendence of the building be confided to an officer detailed 
from the Corps- of Topographical Engineers, the acting 
* architect be dispensed with, and the said superintendent 
allowed a compensation not exceeding eight dollars per 
day. 

An appropriation -was made for this. object at... 
the last session of Congress.. While that appro- 
priation was being made here, certain restrictions 
were imposed upon the manner in which. the 
amount appropriated should be expended. The 
present amendment has for its object to impose 
upon this appropriation the same restrictions that 

„were imposed upon the appropriation made last 
year. Besides, it is in contemplation of the De- 
partment of the Treasury to give the superintend- 
ence of the building to an officer detailed from the 
Topographical Corps of Engineers, in which case 
we may dispense with the services of the archi- 
tect, and therefore I have provided in this amend- 
ment that, in such case, the acting architect shall 
be dispensed with, and a compensation shall be 
allowed to the officer thus detailed from the Topo- 
graphical Corps, not exceeding eight dollars per 


day. 

Mr. PRATT. Is there an estimate for this ? 

Mr. SOULE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARKE. Who has received it? 

Mr. SOULE. The appropriation does not come 
from the Committee on Commerce. It comes 
from the other House, and is already in the bill; 
and the amendment which I propose is merely 
explanatory. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SOULE. I propose to insert in the bill, 
under the head of miscellaneous items, the follow- 
ing: 

As compensation to Jonathan Elliott, commercial agent ! 
of the United States at St. Domingo, for the amount by him 
expended in maintaining refugees in the late revolution at 
that place, $600. 

I want merely to state, that this appropriation 
was included in the bill as it passed this body at 
the last session of Congress; but through one of 
those mistakes of which we have had, at times, to 
complain, it disappeared from the bill while pass- 
ing through the other House. The papers justify 
this claim. They justify the expenditure of this 
money by this agent, in maintaining, under criti- 
cal circumstances, citizens of the United States, 
who took refuge in his house; and they have been 
fully justified by the vouchers that have been fur- 
nished by that gentleman to the committee which 
has had occasion to investigate his claim. I hope 
that no objection will impede its being inserted in 
the present bill. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator report | 
the amendment from any committee ? i 

Mr. SOULE. Ido not. Buti had occasion to 
converse with the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance and the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations on the subject, The chairman 
of the latter committee said he could not act on | 
this claim on account of its not having been re- 
ferred to his committee, but he mentioned to the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance that the 
claim had been acted upon on the report of the 
committee at the last session, and that it was ex- 
tracted, I may say, from the bill while passing 
through the other House. He therefore consid- ; 
ered that it might be made an exception in the | 
present bill. 

The PRESIDENT. If itbe the pleasure of the 
Senate to dispense with the rule the amendment 
will be received, otherwise it cannot be. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SOULE. Ihave one other amendment to 
offer. It is to insert: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the collector of | 


customs atthe port of New Orleans be, and he hereby is, | 
authorized to appoint, with the approbation of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, three head gaugers for the said port, 
at an annual salary of $1,500 each, instead of the force now 
employed in the gauger’s department at the port aforesaid. 


In explanation of this, I have to state to the 
Senate that, at this time, there is one head gauger : 
and a deputy gauger; but the deputy gauger, 
having no authority to impart authenticity to his 
acts, his services can acquire no legal force, ex- 
cept under the authority of thehead gauger. And 
it so happens that, while in the port of New York, | 
for instance, the gaugers have more than absorbed | 
the whole amount of fees which are procured | 
there; yet, in New Orleans, where the labors are 
yery nearly as great as in New York, and the | 
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income quite as much, the expenditure occasioned 
by these officers has not exceeded $3,000. The 
Committee on Commerce applied to the Depart- 
ment, and the Department have recommended, in. 
a letter which I havein my hand, the appointment 
of these three gaugers at the salary provided in 
the amendment. l cannot conceive of any possi- 
ble objection to it. : f 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the Comi- 
mittee on Foreign Relations to offer an amend 
ment, which is to insert: : 

For the payment of the balance due to the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, under the fifth article of the 
treaty of Washington, for the balance of expenses.incurred 
by said State in protecting the northeastern. boundary, the 
same having been heretofore settled at the Treasury of the 
United States, but unpaid for want of appropriation, 
305 81. 

That is one of a few amendments, two or three 
in number, that I am instructed by the committee 
to offer, carrying out the provisions of the treaty 
between Great Britain and the United States, for 
defending the northeastern boundary. Under that 
treaty the Government of the United States were 
bound to pay to the States of Maine and Massa- 
chusetts all claims for expenses incurred by them 
‘¢ in protecting the said heretofore disputed terri- 
tory.” It has been adjusted at the Treasury, but 
has not been paid for want of an appropriation. 

The amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. MASON. I am instructed by the same 
committee to offer another amendment of the same j 
class: ‘ 

„For payment of balance found due by the Comptroller 
of the Treasury, to the State of Maine, under tbe fifth arti- 
ele of the treaty of Washington, for expenses on accountof 
northeastern boundary, over and above the appropriations 
made, $2,212 78. And the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury are hereby directed, in the settlement of the claims, 
under the act of March 3d, 1851, authorizing payment. of 
interest on the advances made by the State of Maine for the 
use of the United States Government, in the protection of 
the northeastern boundary, to embrace the interest, whether 
paid or lost, prior or subsequent to 1839, 1840, and 1841, 
named in said act, upon the sums expended by said State 
and refunded by the United States, according to the terms 
ofsaid act, as well as during said years; and that they fur- 
ther allow to said State whatever sums of money were paid 
by said State in the form of discountin negotiating loans 
for the purposes of said advancements. 

If any explanation of the amendment is asked, 
I am prepared to giveit. Itis under the terms of 
the treaty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I offer a further 
amendment to the bill, not, however, by instruc- 
tion of the committee, but of my own motion. 
There is a provision in the bill “ for running and 
marking the boundary line between the United 
States and Mexico under the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, $120,000." I propose to amend this 
clause by adding to it: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be used 
or expended untif it shall be made satisfactorily to appear 
to the President of the United States, that the southern 
boundary of New Mexicois not established by the Commis- 
sioner and Surveyor of the United States further north of 
the town called Paso than the same is laid down on Distur- 
nell’s map which is attached to the treaty. 

Mr. President, this is intended to affect the 
appropriation for continuing the survey of the 
Mexican boundary. The objectis to prohibit the 
expenditure of any portion of the money until the 
line which has been adopted by the American 
Commissioner shall be re-formed, according to the 
terms of the treaty. I will not consume the time 
of the Senate, because I take it for granted that 
they are informed of the actual condition of things 
as to that boundary. [tis in substance and briefly 
this: By the terms of the treaty, each Govern- 
ment—Mexico and the United States—was re- 
quired to appointa Commissionerand a Surveyor 
to represent their respective Governments in ascer- 
taining the boundaries prescribed by the treaty. 
To enable them to ascertain those boundaries, 
Disturnell’s map was made a part of the treaty, 
and they were required to conform to the bound- 
aries laid down upon that map. The treaty 
describes the southern boundary of New Mexico 
** which runs north of the town called Paso. ”. B 
examination of the map, and measurement wit 
the map scale, it will be found that the boundary 
runs about eight miles north of the town; but the 
Commissioner on the part of the United States has 
assumed in place of that boundary the parallel of 
latitude of 320 22’ north, and the effect of it has 


been to transfer the actual boundary some thirty- || 
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four miles north of the boundary prescribed by 
the treaty, The Surveyor who was associated 
with the Commissioner under the treaty, and who, 
under the treaty as construed by the Committee 
on Foreign Relations in their. report made a few 
days since, was associated in. equal right, and 
without whose assent, the Commissioner had no 

ower. to determine this boundary, dissented. 

fe placed his veto, as he had authority: to.do un- 


| der the treaty, upon the act of the Commissioner. 


The Seeretary of the Interior, upon this fact being 
reported to him, instructed the Surveyor to sign 
the agreement, thus fixing thesouthern boundary. 
Whether the Surveyor has obeyed this instruction 
we are not informed. If the Surveyor does obey 
that instruction, then a question will be presented 
which I am prepared to meet: that the act of 
both officers does not commit this Government; 
because it is a departure from the treaty. But to 
that question we have not yet come. As at pres- 
ent informed, it is the act of the Commissioner 
alone, who has committed this gross and extraor- 
dinary departure from the terms of the treaty, 
in consequence of which, should it become the 
law, the United States will sustain a loss of more 
than five thousand square miles of territory, and 
will be thrown so far north upon that southern 


| boundary as to render it exceedingly doubtful 


whether a southern right of way will ever be ob- 
tained to our possessions on the Pacific. 

The object of this amendment is to break down 
that Commission where it stands unless this line is 
re-formed; and for one I am fully prepared to take 
such responsibility. Under the instructions which 
have been given to the Surveyor by the Secretary 
of the Interior, if they are obeyed the Government 
will sustain a loss to the extent that I have men- 
tioned, unless the present Commission is broken 
down; and the object of the amendment is in the 
alternative to attain that end. 

Notwithstanding the very great disinclination 
which I have to detain the Senate, there is another 
matter to which I must allude. It is to do justice 
to an enlightened, intelligent, and patriotic officer 
of this Government belonging to the military ser- 
vice. I referto Lieutenant Colonel James Duncan 
Graham. Lieutenant Colonel Graham was sent 
out by this Administration as the astronomer to 
this expedition, and after he had been there a short 
time he was recalled. The honorable Senator 
from Rhode Island, (Mr Crarxe,} who entered 
lately into a defense of the present Commissioner, 
Mr. Bartlett, in the course of his remarks said as 
follows: 


‘¢ Before I proceed further I will say, that in my opinion 
the Commission was organized in one of the worst forms in 
which it could ‘have possibly been sent from the United 
States. ?? 


He continued: ` 


“Thus was the Commission formed, so far as regards 
those who had charge of it. When Mr. Bartlett was ap- 
pointed I was in the city, Congress being in session. Un- 
der the direction, or by the advice of the then Secretary of 
the Interior, (Mr. Ewing,) Mr. Bartlett was induced to con- 
sult Colonel Graham, of the Topographical Corps, as to the 
number and the kind of employees who should go out with 
him upon the Commission; and I have it in a letter from 
Mr. Bartlett tome that the whole formation of the em- 
ployees of the civil department was made by him, under the 


| advice and by the direction of Colonel Graham.” 


Now, sir, the honorable Senator has stated that 
this Commission was organized ‘‘in one of the 
worst forms in which it could have been sent,” 
and that it was organized under the counsel and 
advice of Lieutenant Colonel Graham, of the En- 
gineer Department. 

Mr. CLARKE. l have never said so. 

Mr. MASON. I give it as reported in the news- 
paper of the day. I am very happy to hear that 
the honorable Senator recalls it. 

Mr. CLARKE. I beg the Senator to under- 
stand that I recall nothing. 

Mr. MASON. 1 give the Senators remarks as 
I find them reported.in the newspaper of the day. 

Mr. CLARKE. The Senator has read from 
two detached extracts without reading the inter- 
vening matter. I will be ready to explain it to him 
in a moment, 

Mr. MASON. Itis unnecessary to make any 
issue whatever with the honorable Senator from 
Rhode Island. Whether he said it or not, as it is 
reported, the allegation is made as appears upon 
information which hederived from the Commis- 
sioner, The statement,as derived from the author- 
ity of the Commissioner, is, that he took from the 
country a Commission organized in the worst pos- 
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sible form, under the advice and control of this | 


military officer. Now, sir, Colonel Graham has 
been known to me for more than. twenty years, 
personally and intimately, and I bear testimony 
herein my place that there is not in the service of 
the country, a man of more perfect integrity and 
undoubted honor; and every word that he saysis 
true. Further, there does not belong to the Engi- 
neer Corps a man of more promptness nor òf more 
extended and accurate scientific attainments. 
Colonel Graham. made these remarks of the 
Senator from Rhode Island the subject of com- 
munication to me, and I ask that it may be read, 
in order that he may be put right before the coun- 
try. His communication to me is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, August 19, 1852. 

Dear Sir: My attention has been brought to one or two 
remarks I find in the printed speech of the Hon. Mr. CLARKE, 
of Rhode Island, deliveredin the Senate on the 26th ultimo,* 
which would seem to attribute to me the responsibility of 
the organization of the civil department of Mr, Commis- 
sioner Bartlett’s corps, which went out with him in August, 
1850, for the survey of the boundary under the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo. As such an inference would be very 
unjust to me, I would be glad to be relieved from it by such 
explanation as you may have it in your power to make for 
me on the subject. In the speech alluded to the honorable 
Senator says: 

‘ Before I proceed further, I will say, thatin my opinion 
* the Commission was organized in one of the worst forms 
<in which it could possibly have been sent from the United 
€ States.” 

And after describing the organization, he adds as follows : 

“Thus was the Commission formed, so far as regards 
s those who had eharge of it. When Mr. Bartlett was ap- 
¢ pointed { wasin the city, Congress being in session, Un- 
< der the direction, or by the advice of the then Secretary of 
“the Interior, (Mr. Ewing,) Mr. Bartlett was induced to 
< consult Colonel Graham, of the Topographical Corps, as to 
¢thenumber and kind of employees who should go out with 
€ him upon the Commission ; and E have it in a letter from 
< Mr. Bartlett to me that the whole formation of the em- 
< ployees of the civil department was made by him, under 
¢the advice and by the direction of Colonel Graham. So 
*that althoagh thie Commission was disjointed, the Com- 
< missioner himself can hardly be deemed responsible for it. 
¢{ think about one hundred employees went out; and I 
‘should. venture to presume, from my knowledge of the 
< case, that he had not any opportunity of personally know- 
< ing many of them before they went.” 


It is true, that Mr. Commissioner Bartlett, when about to 
appoint and organize his surveying corps, called upon me 
unofficially, or informally, for advice on the subject. I 
very cheerfully rendered whatever my previous experience 
in such duties could suggest, and placed it at his disposal to 
be used as far as it might meet his own views. 

For the organization thus suggested I am willing to be 
held professionally responsible. And to a full understand- 
ing of what it was, I take leave to offer you the accompany- 
ing copies of Mr. Commissioner Bartlett’s notes to me of 
June }9th, June 20th, and July 8th, 1850, marked numbers 
1,2, and 4,and my answer to the two first-mentioned, dated 
June 20th, 1850, marked number 3. T complied promptly 
with the request contained in his last note, (of July 8, 185U,) 
by sending the forms required, but I have not a copy of my 
reply to that note. 

It will be seen by the programme made out by me, and 
presented to Mr, Bartlett, that every party for scientific or 
surveying duty was to be headed by an officer of Topo- 
graphical Engineers, except one, which was to be headed 
by the United States Surveyor under the treaty. Iwasgiven 
to understand at the time, tbat he particularly desired to 
bave the personal charge of the survey of the river Gila 
himself, g : 

Had the organization been thus carried out, there could 
have been no difficulty in regard to the scientific depart- 
ments. Or if civil engineers of the proper scientific attain- 
ments had been chosen, there would have been an equal 
prospect of success. But such was not the case, and the 
honorable Senator from Rhode Island has beenfled into 
a great error by that part of Commissioner Bartlett’s letter 
to him, which says, “that the whole formation of the em- 
ployees of the civil department was made by him (Mr. Bart- 
lett] under the advice and by the direction of Colonel Gra- 
ham.” The only persons appointed under my recommend- 
ation were three computers for the astronomical department, 
namely, Messrs. Henning, O’Donnoghue, and Campbell— 
persons whom I bad instructed and rendered efficient on 
the northeastern boundary, and in the Boundary Office at 
Washington, and all of whom were equally so in Mr, Bart- 
lets corps. Two out of the three are still with it, and I 
imagine I would not be wrong in saying the Commission 
would be exceedingly loth to part with either of them. The 
third was equally efficient, and was held in equal esteeim. 
He Jett, for private reasons, in December last, but his con- 
tinuance would have been highly acceptable to the Com- 
mission. ‘I'wo other persons obtained employment as labor- 
ers under my recommendation, and I know they were 
esteenied as among the very best by the Commissioner 
himself. - g 

Further than these cases, I had nothing to do with the 
selections for the scientific or surveying department. was 


not asked to advise, or to interfere, when the selections l 


came to be made of persons to fill up the programme which 
I had submitted by request. I am in no way responsible 
for that part of the organization, that is, for the personnel. 
I did, however, suggest to Mr. Bartlett that his selections 
for the scientific department.of the work should be made 
without regard to any other Consideration than known abil- 
ities and qualifications resulting from education and prac- 
tical experience in the use of instruments. At that period 


* See the Daily Globe of the 4th instant. 


neither Mr. Bartlett nor I had the slightest idea that I would 
ever be attached to the Commission myself. ` 
I remain, very respectfully, your most obedient servant, 
: ` J. D. GRAHAM. 
Hon. James M. Mason, United States Senate. 


[Ne. 1.] 
Mr. Bartlett to Colonel Graham. 
Mexican BOUNDARY COMMISSION, 
WASHINGTON, June 19, 1850. } 

Dear Sir: May I ask the favor of you, at your early con- 
venience, to give me a programme of the force which will 
be required to run and mark the boundary line between the 
United. Stares and Mexico, agreeable to the weaty of-Gua- 
dalupe Hidalgo. 

By the sixth article of that treaty, an agreement was en- 
tered into respecting the constraction of a road, canal, or 
railway, which should run in whole or in part upon the 
River Gila, or upon its right, or its left bauk, within the 
space of dne marine league from either margin of the river, 
for the use and advantage of both countries. 

In addition, therefore, to the force required to run and 
mark the boundary, a force of engineers, surveyors, and re- 
connoiteriug parties will be required for this duty. You 
will also conter a favor by giving me a programme of the 
party required for this service. 

Furthermore, I shall be glad to know what pay was at- 
tached to the several officers and employees connected with 
you in the surveying and marking of the northeastern bound- 
ary. 

Your long experience in duties similar to those in which 
the Mexican Boundary Commission will be employed, in- 
duces me to ask these favors of you. 

With great respect, I am, respectfully, 

JOHN R. BARTLETT 
To Colonel Grauan, U. S. Topographical 


Commissioner. 
Engineers. 


{No. 2.] 
Mr. Bartlett to Colonel Graham. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, June 20, 1850. 
Dear Sir: I hope you will not think me importunate in 
asking you for the promised programme for the Boundary 
Survey, and the salaries attending. Mr. Ewing has ex- 
pressed a desire to have it in the morning, iu order to take 
it with him to the Cabinet meeting. Yours, very truly, 
JOBN R. BARTLETT, Commissioner. 
To Colonel GRAHAM. 


[No. 3.] 
Colonel Gratam’s reply to Mr. Bartlett, with programme. 
OFFICE or THE NORTHEASTERN BOUNDARY, 
WASHINGTON, June 20, 1850. } 

Dear Sm: I have great pleasure in complying with the 
request contained in your letter of yesterday, and in aceord- 
ance therewith I would recommend the following pro- 
gramme of the force of the respective parties which, T un- 
derstand, itis intended to putin active operation for running 
and marking the boundary between the United States and 
Mexico, under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and for the 
surveys that will be requisite to ascertain the proper route 
for a road, canal, or railway, in the vicinity of the River 
Gila, under the sixth article of that treaty: 

ist.— Astronomical party at El Paso. 

Lieutenant A. W. Whipple, principal; to be aided by 
Lieutenant J. A. Haines, first assistant; Mr. G. G. Gardner, 
second assistant; one magnetic and meteorological recorder ; 
four recorders aud attendants on instruments ; four laborers ; 
one cook; one servant. 

Qd.— Astronomical party at the head of the River Gila, 

Brevet Captain Hardeastle, principal; Kdward Ingraham, 
first assistant; one second assistant; one magnetic and me- 
teorologieal observer; four recorders and attendants on in- 
struments; four laborers ; one cook ; one servant. 


3d.— Reconneitering and surveying party for the survey to de- 
termine the route of a road, cunal, or railroad on the right 
side of the River Gila. 

One topographical engineer officer, principal; one first 
assistant; one second assistant; two instrument carriers, 
one for the level, and one for compass, or theodolite; two 
station markers ; two level-staff bearers ; two chain bearers; 
four axmen; one servant; one cook. 
4th.—Reconnoitering and surveying party for the survey for 

sume object, on the left side of the River Gita. 

One topographical engineer officer, principal; one fir: 
assistant; one second assistant; two instrument carriers, 


above explained ; two station markers ; two Jevel-staff bear- | 


ers; two chain bearers; four axmen; one Servant; one 

cook. 

5th.—Reconnoitering and surveying party on the River Gila. 
A. B. Gray, Esq., surveyor of the Commission, principal; 

one first assistant ; one second assistant ; one draughtsman 3 

one instrument carrier; two station markers; two chain 

bearers ; three axmen ; one cook ; one servant. 


6th.—For the head of the scientific corps and principal astron- 
omer. 
One draughtsman and interpreter; one clerk ; one record- 
er; -wo laborers; one cook 3 one servant. 


ith.—For the Commissioner. 
One secretary; one clerk; one quartermaster and dis- 
bursing agent ; one commissary of provisions ; two laborers ; 
one cook; two servants. 


` It appears to me very important that the survey to be made 
under the sixth article of the treaty, for the route of a road 
or canal along the river Gila, or within the limits of one ma- 
rine league of its borders, should be executed with all the ac- 
curacy requisite for determining the bestroute for so import- 
ant a work, with an estimate of iis probable cost. Itcan be 
accomplished at much less expense, if carried on in con- 
junction with the boundary survey, than could be done 
under any other circumstances. Upon these surveys it will 
be necessary to use the leveling instrument in addition to 
the theodolite or compass, and the strength of the patties 
has been correspondingly increased in the programme. 


I would suggest to you that the leveling parties on either 
side of the Gala should commence at a common point on 
tha: river, and occasionally run offsets. ta common. points 
upon its surface, in order to compare and check any error 
that might arise in the levelings. ` : 

In answer to your inquiry in relation to the rates of pay 
that were fixed on the survey and demarkation of the north- 
eastern boundary, Ihave to state that they were generally 
as follows, viz: ; 

To a first assistant, $1,500 per annum; in one instance a 
first assistant got $1,800 perannam. "To asecond assistant, 
$730 to $900 per annum; according to importance. of seér- 
vice; instrument carriers, and staffmen for leveling: parties, 
$1 per day; axmen, station-markers, chain bearers, &c., 
$20 to $24 per month. : 

In addition to the above rates of compensation, the board 
and necessary expense of transportation were also allowed 
at actual cost, ` 

The above programme gives the strength of the. parties 
necessary for the surveys. g 

When the fine through the forest, atong the southern and 
western boundaries of New Mexico has been surveyed: and 
agreed upon, it will en be necessary to open it to a width 
of at least twenty feet before erecting the monuments, 
which, I presume, will be of cast iron, as was the case on 
the northeastern boundary, where, through all forests, we 
opened a fine thirty feet wide. 

This part of the work, and the erecting of the monuments 
throughout the line, will require much labor in addition to 
the scientific work, and must be estimated for separately, 
and will require additional assistants in the subordinate de- 
partments, : 

Should any other points arise upon whieh you may think 
any (urtber suggestions from me desirable, I need scarcely 
say L shall be happy, at any time, to render them freely and 
fully, to be used by you as far as they may meet your own 
views. 

I am now collecting together for you, in a systematic 
shape, the various forms for registering and computing the 
requisite astronomical and barometric observations, adopted 
by me for the northeastern boundary service. You may, 
perhaps, find them of use in the arrangement of the system. 
to be pursued on the present occasion. These will be sent 
to you in a day or two. 

Lam, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

J. D. GRAHAM. 
J. R. Barrierr, Esg., U. S. Commissioner, Ye. 

Recapitulation of the Foregoing Programme. 
Persons. 
1. For astronomical party at I8} Paso... cece ceeeee seese J4 
2. For astronomical party on the Gilassccecrcsecene ence 14 
3. Kor party to reconnoiter and survey the route of a 
road or canal, to operate on the right side of the 
river Gila. cece cere eee e eee ee meeeeceeneeen seesse 
For a like party for the same purpose on the left side 

Of the river Gila. ccc ccc cc eee eee eeteeee eters aink 
5, For a party to reconnoiter and survey the river Gila. 
6. For the head of scientitic corps..., 
7. For the Commissioner....... 
Total for seven parties, including the Commissioner, the 

head of the Scientific Corps, the Surveyor under the 

treaty, and five commissioned officers of the Army as 
heads of parties, and the Quartermaster and Commis- 
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[No. 4.] 
Mr. Bartlett to Colonel Graham. 
Provinenog, (R. E,) July 8, 1850. 

My bear Sir: On looking over Lieutenant: Whippie’s 
memorandum of stationery and blanks wanted, I find no 
mention of the blank books for astronomical records and 
observations, sueh as you showed me at your olliee. May 
T therefore ask the favor of you to give Colonel MeCletlan 
the blank forms of such as we want. Perhaps you may be 
able to give me a sheet of cach, and state the number of 
quires wanted. 

Should the Colonel nat eall, you wijl greatly oblige me by 
forwarding the blanks direct to ine at New York. Mr. God- 


4. 


: dard, chief clerk in the Department of the Interior, will 


frank them. Yours very truly, 


JOHN R. BARTLETT, 
To Colonel GRAHAM. i 

Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, the honorable 
Senator from Virginia has read two extracts— 
detached extracts—taken from remarks which I 
made some four weeks since. The honorable Sen- 
ator in all courtesy—that courtesy for which he is 
so distinguished—spoke to me of the matter be- 
fore. I looked at the source from whence I de- 
rived the information, and I showed it to the hon- 
orable Senator. He and I did not agree precisely 
as to whether the remarks which I made were 
justly founded upon the information which I had. 


| I told the Senator, as I tell any gentleman when 


he disagrees with me, ** Take your own course; I 
will take mine.” 
The honorable Senator has chosen to introduce 


| this question as it regards Colonel Graham. 


Colonel Graham has had something to do with 
this Commission. I only referred, in the remarks 


i; which I made, to him as having been the counsel- 


lor and adviser of Mr. Bartlett, as to the manner 
in which the Commission should be formed. 
Nothing more. I endeavored to follow the rule, 
« Nothing extenuate, nor set down aught in mal- 
ice.” When this Commission was formed, the 
Department of War, at the request of the De- 
partment of the Interior, delegated Colonel Mc- 
Clellan as chief astronomer. [ said, in the remarks 
which I made, that Mr. Bartlett, when he was 
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appointed. Commissioner, under my advice and 
under the advice of the Secretary of the Interior, | 
was desired to consult Colonel Graham, who was 
then in this city—who had been upon the north-: 
-eastern boundary—as to the manner in which the: 
commission should: be properly organized. Mr. 
Commissioner Bartlett consulted Colonel Gra- 
ham, and he formed his Commission, so far.as he 
had power to form it, according to the list pre- 
-sented to him by Colonel Graham, and that Com- 
mission departed from here in conformity. with the 
list. established .by.the Commissioner under the 
‘advise of Colonel Graham. f 
I desire to put myself right with my honorable 
friend from Virginia, andʻalso with the Senate. 
When I made the remark that this was the worst- 
formed Commission that ever had departed from 
the United States, (and I was under the impres- 
sion that I said, from a Christian land, at least I 
ought to have said so,) it was not in reference to 
the advice that had been given by Colonel Gra- 
ham, but to the manner in which the Government 
had chosen to send these individuals out. In or- 
der to put myself right on the subject, I will read 
the remarks that I did make on that occasion: 
tt Before I proceed further, T will say, thatin my opinion 
the Commission was organized in one of the worst forms in 
which it could possibly have been sent from the United 
States. There were four persons holding a sort of distinct 
„and separate command. There was, in the first place, the 
Commissioner, Mr. John R. Bartlett, who. might be consid- 
ered, I suppose, as at the head.of the civi) part of the Com- 
mission. In the next place, at. the head of the astronomi- 
cal corps was Colonel McClellan, he himself exercising a 
certain degree of authority, and I think, as the evidence 
has shown, appointing mechanics, who were under his 
own authority and control.” 
I believe that was pretty well proved. 


“There was another sortof subdivided duty among them, 
which was discharged by Lieutenant Strain, who preferred 
the charges against Colonel McClellan. Of him I know 
nothing, except that he went with the Commission from 
New York iu the steamer. Galveston, which left there on 
the 3d of August, and arrived at Indianola, Texas, on the 
23d of August, 1850. He claimed a sort of command, E 
suppose, as a naval ofiicer, while they were on salt water, 
and I believe he was attached to the Commission witha 
view of taking charge of the boats when they should ascend 
-or descend the Rio Grande and the Gila; bat, T believe he 
left the Commission at Victoria, and returned to the city of 
‘Washington, where he preferred those charges.” 

‘Now, allow me to say to my friend from Vir- 
ginia that he and I, I think, can have no difference 
on this subject. I have read the description of the 
Commission which I stated here. l omitted, how- 
ever, (as was afterwards taken up by me and ex- 
plained,) to state that there was a fourth part of 
this Commission, under the command of the 
lamented Colonel Craig, who was recently killed 
near Fort Yumas, or in passing across the desert 
from San Diego to Fort Yumas. I mentioned, in 
my remarks, the three parts of the Commission. 
J omitted to mention that, in the first place, Mr. 
Bartlett was at the head of the civil part of the 
Commission; and Í think he had the only civil 
part there was about it. In the next place, 
there was Colonel McClellan, who was at the 
head of the astronomical corps, and appointed 
a number of the mechanics. In the next place, 
there was Lieutenant Strain, who left at Victoria, 


who was in command of something like the naval į 


portion of the Commission, or that portion of it 
which went upon the water. Then there was 
Colonel Craig, who was detailed to command the 
escort. He went with the Commission from In- 
dianola to El Paso; from El Paso to the copper 
mines; and from the copper mines down the Gila 
to San Diego. Unfortunately for his country and 
himself, he was there killed. i 
That was the only part of my remarks which 
related to the forming of the Commission. Was 
there anything there about Colonel Graham? No, 
‘gir—not a word. Colonel Graham had nothing 
to do with this at all. I was speaking in this por- 
tion of my remarks of the organization of it by 
the Government here—by the Administration, 1f 


ou please; or, if gentlemen want me to be par- | 


ticular, I will say by the Secretary of the Interior. 
It seems almost as if that part of the Executive 
Department of the Administration did not know 
what they were about. They sent Mr. Bartlett 
at the head of this Commission, without their 
knowing what he required, and called upon him 
to seek the best information he could from any 
quarter. 
I said still further: 


“Thus was the. Commission formed,so.far as regards 
those who had charge of it.” 


There was not a word said. yet. in reference to 
Colonel Graham; although he quotes in his com- 
munication to the honorable Senator from Virginia, 
that I said this was the worst-forined commission 
that ever left thecountry... I repeat it, sir; it was; 
and if any man can. dispute it, he-has a bolder 
front than | have. -But my remarks proceed: 


« When Mr. Bartlett was-appointed I was in the city, 
Congress being. in-session.  Under:the direction, or by the 


advice of the then Secretary of the Interior, (Mr. Ewing,) 


Mr: Bartlett: was. induced to consult-Colonel Grabam, of 


-the ‘Topographical Corps, as to- the. number and the kind of 


employees who should go out with bim upon the Commis- 
sion; and Ihave itin a letter from: Mr. Bartlett to me, that 
the whole formation of- the employees of the civil depart- 
ment was made by him, under the advice and by the direc- 
tion of Colonel Grabam.”? 


Thus much T said. “The'fact is undisputed that 


Mr.. Bartlett, under the advice of. the Secretary. of 


the Interior, and under my advice,:sought the 
‘better information of Colonel Graham as to the 
manner in which he should proceed in organizing 
the civil. part of his Commission. He accordingly 


applied to Colonel Graham, and Colonel Graham | 


gave him a list of what he supposed would be the 


proper and. requisite employees upon this Com-: 


mission. , Am. I right? 

Mr. MASON. ‘Perfectly. 

Mr. CLARKE. - I am glad. to have‘ that point 
settled. Mr. Bartlett made‘application to Colonel 
Graham, not that Colonel Graham was obliged 
to answer him, but he made it from the high re- 
spect that he had:for Colonel Graham from the 
reputation. which that gentleman: had acquired. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must really rise to a question 
of order. Are weto go into the propriety of the 
conductof Mr. Bartlett, Colonel Graham, and these 
other gentlemen at this period of the session? Shall 
we get the bill reported to the Senate to-night, if 
we goon in this way? I understand the proposi- 
tion to be in relation to the initial point, and the 
debate ought to be confined to that. 

Mr. CLARKE, I yield to the Senator on any 


question of order; but I only want to explain this | 


matter, and it will not take a great while to-do so. 
I want merely. toshow that ‘the sensitiveness. of 
Colonel Graham:has‘ been altogether uncalled for, 
and that l intended to cast no imputation upon 
him. IfI have any imputation. to make upon any- 


| body, I:know-when.tomake it,and where to make 


it. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
order again. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norsis in 


I must rise to a question .of 


| the chair.) The Chair thinks that the discussion 


has entirely gone beyond the amendment pending. 


sition pending, which is to fix the appropriation 
with regard to-fixing the initial point. 

Mr. CLARKE. I will submit.to the Chair 
whether I am atliberty‘to'read the authorities upon 


which I made the statement, which Uhave already: 


read in a speech which I delivered some time since 
upon this question. IfI am in order, I will read 
them,.if not, I will not. 
Mr. HUNTER. It will taketoo much time. 
Mr. CLARKE. 


take me more than five. I havea communication 
in regard to this matter, which I wish to.read. Jt 
has been stated that the number of assistants— 
poung men and mechanics—employed in the 

oundary Commission, was unnecessarily large. 
Here is the explanation of that complaint: 

“This faalt, if fault it was, cannot be laid at Mr. Bart- 
lett’s door. .Thenumber of assistants and young men em- 
ployed was in accordance with the recommendation”? ——- 

Mr. HUNTER. Imustinsist upon: my. point 
of order. ` ï hope the Chair will decide it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has 
already decided that Senators should confine them- 
selves to the amendment, which is, that this ap- 
propriation shall be restricted to a certain initial 

ont. 
P Mr. CLARKE. I submit to.the Chair, that 
the honorable Senator from Virginia [Mr. Mason] 
has introduced—and not without my consent—a 
circumstance in relation to a speech which I made 
sometime since, in which he says I made an im- 
putation upon Colonel Graham. Now, I wantto 
show—and it is perhaps a question of privilege— 


that I have made no such imputation against Col- | 


onel Graham. 

Mr. MASON. Ido not ascribe to. the gentle- 
man any design to cast’ any imputation in any, 
even in the slightest degree. But from the ‘force 


It would not take theSenator | 
himself more than ten minutes, and it will not: 


|i gether. 
‘against “Colonel Graham, so far as regards ‘the 


ham, he‘will be satisfied with it. S 
“Mr. CLARKE. Ihave no doubt of it. Tam 
perfectly “satisfied; ‘because there ‘is no issue to 


‘begin with. “And, Mr. President, if you will only 


allow “me to Say one thing more, I will be satis- 
ed. 

‘The description “which T gave of the Commis- 
sion did not allude to Colonel Graham in any 
manner; butif itreflectsupon anybody, it is upon 
the’Administration of the Government that framed 
this Commission. Colonel Graham’s name is not 
mentioned in it; and when I spoke of its being 
arranged according’ ‘to a list furnished by Colovel 


‘Graham, I only spoke of that to account for the 


number of civil employees that Mr. Bartlett had 
taken with him. The honorable Senator from 


‘Virginia took an: extract from the:first part of-my 


speech, without the explanation added to ity and 
then took along withit another extract, in another 
part, and he applied them together. Ihave merely 
to. say, that they were not intended to apply to- 
I have not a word of complaint to-malre 


formation of the Commission. I think it-would 
have been formed well enough, if the men who 
had. been sent out had been ‘proper. But there 


-had been anaccusation against Mr. Bartlett: that 


the Commission ‘was unnecessarily large, and I 
deemed it necessary to make an explanation, in 
order to.show that he alone. was not accountable 
for it. Allow me to say to my friend from Vir- 
ginia., that whenever the connection of Colonel 
raham with the Commission is properly brought 
into debate here, I shall be prepared with ‘other 
evidence which I have, in regard to any assertion 
that may make. f , 
Mr. PEARCE. | Mr. President, I am very re- 
luctant to trouble the Senate with any remarks 
upon the subject-at this time; and I should not do 
‘s0; but ‘for an observation or two, which fell from 
the “honorable Senator from Virginia. “I do not 
object to the amendment which he has introduced. 
I think it seems ‘tobe carefully worded; and I do 


“not ‘suppose ‘that it will occasion ‘inconvenience, 


or'that itis objectionable as implying any reproach 
upon the Secretary of the Interior. - But the Sen- 
ator has imputed to the Secretary of the Interior 


Senators should confine themselves to the propo- iba very ‘gross error—an error of judgment only— 


for I believe that he attributes no wrong motive 
tohim. He has said, however, that the Secretary 
of the Interior has undertaken to request the sur- 
veyor of this Commission to sign an agreement as 
to-the initial point; and that hé has thereby com- 
mitted a very gross error. My object is-toshow 
that this isnot a gross:error—that: there.is no 
error at- all; or.that, if error there. be, it-is one 
into.which the. Secretary very naturally fell, by 
reason of the example which has ‘been: given in 
srecisely similar circumstances by former Admin- 
‘istrations, The question, at all events, is one of 
construction, as-to. which a difference. of opinion 
may well be tolerated. 

‘The fifth article of the treaty with Mexico pro- 
vides that, for the purpose of running and mark- 
-ing the boundary line, a commissioner and a sur- 
veyor shall be appointed; and it directs that cer- 
tain agreements, the result of that commission, 
-when signed by them, shall have the force of the 
treaty. The honorable Senator from Virginia has 
assumed that that clause of the treaty gives to the 
surveyor equal authority, and makes him a func- 
tionary of equal power and responsibility, with 
the commissioner. ‘This, I think, is an error of 
his, The treaty does not define the powers and 
duties of the commissioner and surveyor. We 
must therefore look elsewhere to ascertain. them; 
and thus it becomes necessary to inquire whatare 
the proper and ordinary functions of such officers 
as these? And when we look to that, we see that 
the functions of a commissioner are essentially dif- 
ferent from those of a surveyor. The commis- 
sioner is the directing agent, the superintending, 
controlling authority. ‘The surveyor is a subordi- 
nate, inferior, operative agent. Field operations, 
and the resulting calculations, are his business. 
That was the opinion of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, who considered that:the Surveyor, in this 
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case, was a mere ministerial agent; that he had not 
the authority ta decide upon the disputed points 
which belonged to the Commissioner. = 
I said that for this. opinion the Secretary had 
example under other Administrations, and 1 pro- 
ceed to make good the assertion. I find, upon the 
examination of the fifth article of the treaty of 
Guadalupe Hidalgo, that it is copied verbatim from 
other treaties into which the Government of the 
United States had previously entered. It isa copy. 
ofa similar article in the treaty of 1819 with Spain, 
the convention of 1828 with Mexico, and of 1838 
with Texas. i do not know that there were any 
proceedings under the treaty of 1819. I know 
that there were none under the treaty of 1828 with 
Mexico, that Government never having appointed 
a commissioner. and surveyor under it. There 
were proceedings, however, under'the convention 
of 1838 with Texas, and a commissioner and-sur- 
veyor were appointed by. both Governments. I 
have here, in a public document, the instructions 
of the Department of State in 1839, under the ad- 
ministration of Mr. Van Buren, to Mr. Overton, 
the Commissioner on the part of the United States, 
{ will read a few extracts from them to.show what 
that Administration thought to be the difference 
between the power of a commissioner and a sur- 
veyor. Ina létter from the Department of State to 
Mr. Overton, dated July 8, 1839, he is informed: 


“Upon yourself, jointly with the Texan Commissioner, 
will devolve the duty of conducting the proceedings of the 
Commission, of instructing the suiveyors on both sides as 
to their actual operations in the field, and of assigning to the 
elerks the duties properly appertaining to their office. If 
any question should arise from conflicting views between 
yourself and the Texan Commissioner, the duty will be 
yours carefully to investigate the grounds of your own opin- 
ions, and, when fully convinced of their correctness, and 
ofthe fairness of the claims which they wilLindtice you to 
set up, on the part of the United States, to advocate. their 
adoption by every proper argument, drawn from the letter 
and spirit of the provisions of the treaties. 

“The President confidently relies upon your prudence 
and judgment, as upon the bearty coöperation of the United 
States surveyor, whom, in turn; you are expected. per- | 
sonally to attend, direct, and assist in the performance of 
his duties, for a proper advocacy of the rights of your coun- 
try as secured by the treaties. He is obliged:the more to 
confide in your discretion, scrutiny, and pitriotic zeal from 
the impossibility of foreseeing, whether and, if any, what 
questions may arise, and from the ‘consequent necessity of 
leaving you, in a great degree, to exercise ‘your judgment 
in the discussion and solution of them. 

“ As it is indispensable that. each Government be fur- 
nished with a full and circumstantial record of the proceed- 
ings of the Commission, the expediency will doubtless 
occur to the Joint Commissioners to order- such records to 
be kept in duplicate.” “This duty will naturally devolve 
upon the clerks appointed on both sides, under the super- 
vision of the respective Commissioners, who shall be re- 
sponsible for the accuracy and safe delivery of said records, 
properly certified, to the respective Governments at the 
expiration of the Commission.’? 


In the letter to the Surveyor the Secretary says: 

“ You will report yourself to Mr. John H. Overton, the 
United States Commissioner, for instructions as to the man - 
ner of performing the duties of your office.” 

The Senate must perceive that the Administra- 
tion of that day evidently understood the Surveyor 
to be an inferior officer to the Commissioner—that 
he was to receive hisdirections from him; because 
the Secretary of State says expressly to the Com- 
missioner that it will be his duty to attend and di- 
rect the Surveyor in the performance of the duties of 
his office. The Department, then, evidently did 
not consider the Surveyor as an officer of equal 
authority with the Commissioner. They gave 
him no instructions, but referred him to the Com- 
missioner for instructions. They did-not seem to 
consider that the duties of a surveyor were any 
ether than those ordinarily assigned to an officer 
of that character—operative duties in the field: 
This view seems to have been taken by Mr. 
Polk’s administration; for in looking over the in- 
structions of Mr. Buchanan to Mr. Weller, Mex- 
ican Boundary Commissioner, I find the following 
language: ‘This article places you in a highly- 
responsible position,” &c. 

In another part he says: 

£ The joint report or declaration by the Commissioners of 
the final result agreed upon by them”? — 

He does not speak of the joint report of the 
Commissioners and Surveyors, but of the Com- 
missioners alone, as if they were the directing au- 
thority, and the Surveyor was only an assistant 
in these operations in the field: 

“The joint report or declaration by the Commissioners, 
of the final result agreed: upon by them under the fifth ar- 
ticle of the treaty, will also be transmitted to the Depart- 
ment, to be filed with the journal and record of their pro- 
ceedings, and the map.” 


This journal. was never signed by the Surveyor, 
and itis certain that the Commissioner always and 
rightly considered-himself as the head of the Com- 
mission. Now, sir, I shall not weary the Senate 
with any. more quotations. I have adduced these 
two casesto show that prior Administrations, whose 
authority is certainly entitled to respect, have fallen 
into the very same error, if error it be, into which 
Mz. Stuart has fallen. Mr. Stuart’s error, accord- 
ing.to the Senator from Virginia, consists in: his 
requesting the Surveyor, who dissents in opinion 
from the Commissioner, to sign the agreement 
which the two Commissioners had made as to the 
initiatpoint. Well, the former Secretary of State, 
Mr. Buchanan, speaks of the agreementas the final 
result agreed upon by the Commissioners; though, it 
is true, he adds, that the agreement is to be signed 
and certified by the Surveyor, as well as by. the 
Commissioner. It would seem to be very obvious 
that his signing the agreement, which others were 
to make, must ‘have been considered merely min- 
isterial, and for the purpose of authentication. 

It is very manifest, therefore, inasmuch as the 
treaty has not assigned the duties specifically to | 
each of these officers, that the Secretary of the | 
Interior, looking to the instructions which had 
been: given by his predecessor, and to the instruc- 
tions which had been given to the Commissioner 
under:the Texas convention, might well fall into 
this error, if error it be, of supposing the func- 
tions of the Surveyor to be purely ministerial, and 
that the directory power of the Commission: re- 
sided solely in the Commissioner. I admit that 
on a careless reading of the fifth article of the 
treaty, it would prima facie seem to imply the Sur- | 
veyor, being associated in the same sentence with 
the Commissioner, was of equal authority. But 
surely, when we consider the difference of the 
functions, which are essentially variant, and when | 
we consider that that difference has been recognized 
by preceding Administrations, the present Secre- 
tary of the Interior must. be exonerated at all | 
events from the charge of gross error which the 
Senator from Virginia has attempted to cast upon 
him. Itis not necessary to say anything now of 
the initial point on the Rio Bravo, for which the 
Commissioner alone is responsible. 

Mr. MASON. I do not know exactly the lan- | 
guage which I used. Ido not remember exactly | 
whether I said the Secretary of the Interior had | 
fallen into a gross error, or whether I spoke of it 
in any other way. I meant to ascribe nothing in | 
the world, but.an error of judgment to the Secre- | 
tary. 

Mr. PEARCE, So I understood. 

Mr. MASON. Y meantto ascribe nothing but 
an error of a grave character, as it affects the in- 
terests of the country, The instructions that 
were read by the Senator from Maryland, with | 
reference to the Commissioner and Surveyor in | 
running the boundary line between Texas and the 
United States, may have been very proper in ref- 


i 
| 
i 


erence to the authority bestowed upon these func- || 


tionaries. by the treaty of their appointment. i 
{havenotexamined thattreaty;and [do notknow : 
how far it has similarity. to the authority vested in ! 
those functionaries. So far as the Senator read ; 
from the instructions given by Mr. Buchanan to 
the predecessor of the present Boundary Commis- | 
sioner, they were doubtless very proper as regards | 
that officer; but there is nothing in the letter of! 
Mr. Buchanan to the Commissioner, which sepa- 
rated him from the Surveyor. The terms of the , 
treaty, I think, are too plain tobe misunderstood. : 
L gave them, in my position as a member of the» 
Committee on Foreign Relations, not a cursory į 
perusal, but a close and strict examination, weigh- ; 
ing every word in its proper order in the context, | 
to see its meaning. The words of the treaty are | 
these: 
«Th order to designate the boundary line with due pre- i 
cision, upon authoritative maps, and.to establish upon the | 
ground landmarks which shall show the limits of both Re- | 
publics, as described in the present article, the two Govern- ; 
ments shall each appoint a Commissioner and a Surveyor, | 
who, before the expiration of one year from the exchange i 
of ratifications of this treaty, shail meet at the port of Saa ; 
i 
i 


Diego, and proceed to run and mark the said boundary in 
its whole course to the mouth of the Rio Bravo de} Norte.” | 
Then, in a very few words, the functions of | 
these officers are described: ‘‘They’’—who are: 
«they?? The Commissioner and Surveyor. 
t They shall keep journals, and make out plans of their | 
operations; and the result agreed upon by them shali be | 
deemed 2 part of this treaty, and shall have the same force 
as if it were inserted therein.” i 


‘the line established by the Commissioner. 


The only construction, according to my appre- 
hension, that the treaty will admit of is, that those 
functionaries, the Commissioner and Surveyor, 
were associated in everything, and separated in 
nothing. Every power that is delegated to the one 
is delegated to the other. ene at 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator will allow me to. 
read an extract from the convention with Texas, 
I stated that I had compared that withthe treaty 
of Guadalupe Hidalgo, and found them, in all the 
essential parts, verbatim. One of the articles of 
that convention is: 

«Rach of the contracting parties shall appoint a Commis- 
sioner and Surveyor, who shal! meet betore the termination 
of twelve months fromthe exchange of the tatifications of 
this convention, at New Orleans, and proceed to. run and. 
mark that portion of the said boundary which extends from 
the mouth of the Sabine, where that river enters the Gulf 
of Mexico, to the Red river. They shall make out plans, 
and keep journals of their proceedings, and the result agreed 
upon by them shall be considered as part of this conven- 
tion, and shall’ have the same force as if it were inserted 
therein.” 

I believe the only difference is, that one treaty 
says “a Commissioner and a Surveyor,” and the 
other says “a Commissioner and Surveyor,” 

Mr. MASON. One seems to be intended as a 
transcript of the other; and-yet I venture to affirm 
that there will be found nothing in the instructions 
given to these two functionaries which would re- 
quire that the one should be separated from the 
other, so far as the agreement to which they were 
to come was concerned. 

This has become a most important matter to 
the United States, because it has resulted that the 
Commissioner determined this boundary line in the 
absence of the Surveyor, and when the Surveyor 
joined them, he dissented: He protested against 
Asthe 
Secretary of the Interior construes the treaty, the 
Commissioner alone has power to commit the 
Government. The construction placed upon it by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations in the report 
which they made to the Senate, is, that the Com- 
missioner alone had not power to commit the 
country until his act was assented to by the Sur- 
veyor; that until it was so assented to, his act 
was null. The Secretary of the Interior has con- 
strued it otherMise. 

T understand, however, that the honorable Sen- 
ator from Maryland says, that he does not resist 
the proviso that 1 proposed to: add to the appro- 
ptiation. I’ will not, therefore, detain the Senate 
further. 

Mr. WELLER said: I regret very much that 
I am compelled to say anything to-night on this 


‘| subject; but Lam, from convictions of duty, driven 


to the necessity of moving to strike out this ap- 
propriation from the bill. There are many rea- 
sons which I could assign, if it were necessary, 
that the public interests demand that no further ap- 
propriation should now be made for this Commis- 
sion. On the 22d day of March last, more than 
five months ago, I submitted a resolution to 
the Senate, (which was adopted ,) calling upon the 
Secretary of the Interior for information as to the 
manner in which the appropriations heretofore 
made had been expended. There have been ap- 
propriations made by the Congress of the United 
States for the years 1850, 1851, and 1852—(1 speak 
of the time which has elapsed since I headed that 
Commission)—amounting to the sum of $365,000. 
Three hundred and sixty-five thousand dollars of 
the public money have been appropriated and ex- 
pended. arly in the month of March last, I was 
anxious to ascertain the manner in which this 
money had been expended, in order that, if a call 
were made for further appropriations, we might be 
enabled to understand the propriety of making 
them. More than five months, as l have said, 
have elapsed since that resolution was adopted and 
sent to the Department of the Interior; and up to 
this hour the Secretary has refused to let this 
branch of the Government know how that money 
has been expended! He seems to have assumed 
the ground, that under his Administration the peo- 

le have no right to know what disposition has 

een made of their money. If this be the policy 
of the Whig party, I trust the people will see the 
necessity of ejecting them from power. 

Mr. PEARCE. I would explain to the Senator 
that it has been communicated to me by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior—in reply to aninquiry which 
Į addressed to him recently, after a conversation 
which I had with the Senator—that those accounts 
were not keptin the Department of the Interior, 
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but that he had sent a direction, or a request, to the 
office in which they were kept, that copies of them 
should be made out and sent to the Senate. 

Mr. WELLER. Well, sir, it is a matter of 
very little importance to me whether it be the fault 
of the Secretary or of the auditing officer of the 
Department. Tam complaining of this Adminis- 
tration and of the Whig party, and they may 
divide the responsibility if they choose, between 
them. 

When I was Boundary Commissioner, I was 
charged with ‘ squandering the public money.” 
Such an allegation was made by a Senator now 
on this floor, (Mr. Surra,] who has not attempted 
to prove it, although I have challenged him to do 
go. A resolution was offered, calling for my ac- 
counts and all of my vouchers, in order that I 
might be convicted—as the accounts were then in- 
complete—of squandering the public money. How 
long do you think it took a Whig Administration 
then to answer that resolution? The record in my 
hand shows that the resolution was offered upon 
the 19th day of February, 1850, and upon the 27th 
day of the same month it was answered, trans- 
mitting the accounts, &e. It took precisely eight 
days to answer a call for all my vouchers and ac- 
counts. An answer was then promptly trans- 
mitted by the Department, showing adisbursement 
of nearly $50,000. But here, now when I stand 
upon this floor and ask the Administration to give 
mean account of the manner in which my illus- 
trious successor has expended the public moneys, 
five months have elapsed and they dare not give me 
the information! This unaccountable delay fully 
justifies the inference that the accounts would not 

ear public scrutiny. Do you call this honest 
and fair? Is this even-handed justice? Do the 
interests of the Whig party demand æ suppression 
of the information called for? 

The Senate will perceive that with this Adminis- 
tration, there isa very marked difference between a 
Democratic officer and a Whig officer! When 
they supposed that the production of those ac- 
counts of mine would enable them to sustain their 
charge against me ofsquandering the public money, 
and justify them in publishing me to the world as 
a “ defaulter,” those accounts were promptly sent 
here showing, as I have said, an expenditure of 
$50,000. But after all their charges of “‘ extrava- 
gance” and ‘¢defalcation,” here and elsewhere, 
they were compelled to settle up my accounts and 
pay over a balance of some $5,000 which they 
owed me! 

But here has been an expenditure of $365,000, 
and there is not a Senator on this floor who is per- 
mitted to know how one dollar of that money has 
been expended, and still they ask us now for 
pee more to prosecute this work! I must 

e satisfied that the amount heretofore appropri- 
ated has been honestly expended before! will con- 
sent to give you any more. 

This officer was instructed to return his vouchers 

uarterly. Is there any difficulty in showing us 
these accounts, if all is honest and fair? How 
long will it take the accounting officer to make out 
the returns, and transmit them to the Senate? If 
they cannot transmit all, why not send us his set- 
tlements for some of the quarters of the past two 
years? If they cannot account for the whole ap- 
propriation, why not show us how some portion 
of it has been expended? If they cannot do 
either, why not honestly avow it? If the charges 
which your Whig Administration falsely made 
against me, are true as to my successor, depend 
upon it the day of exposure wiil come, And yet, 
whilst we are kept in the most profound ignorance, 
we are called upon to appropriate $120,000, which, 
together with appropriations unaccounted for, will 
make nearly a half million of dollars! To this 
fact I desire to call the attention of the Senate and 
the country. It may enable the people to see how 

ublic affairs are managed by those now in power. 
t may seem to enlighten them as to their duty in 
the coming contest. 

‘There is another thing connected with this mat- 
ter to which I desire to allude. I found very 
recently, for the first time, that the Mexican Min- 
ister in this city had addressed a letter to the Sec- 
retary of State, under date of April 20, 1850, in 
which he complained of the delay of the American 
Commission in the prosecution of that work. I 
will read you a short extract from that letter: 

e Prom the information and data which the Government 


of the undersigned has collected together, it must be con- 


fessed that if the task of defining the boundary line has been 
suspended and postponed until the month of November of 
the present year, it has resulted entirely from the fact that 
the Commissioners of the United States have frequently 
been absentin California, and that latterly the said Com- 
| missioners, with some exceptions, have not participated in 
the operations of settling the boundary. It was these same 
Commissioners of the United States who proposed as the 
only means by which these important labors could be con- 
tinued, that the prosecution of the same should be delayed 
until next November. General Garcia Condé, chief of the 
Mexican Commissioners, in agreeing to this proposition, 
only yielded to the force. of necessity, and although this 
chief found himse!feneompassed with difficulty to continue 
in the discharge of his duty, yet he was determined, as he 
infimated it to the United States Commissioners, not to 
interrupt the operation, the management of which had been 
intrusted to him. by his Government.’? 


Now, sir, I am not aware that the Secretary of 
State ever responded to this allegation. He was 
quite willing that I should be censured. Here 
was a grave complaint—a complaint preferred by 
the representative of a foreign Government, that 
the Commissioner (he seems to have forgotten 
that there was but one) on the part of the United 
States was delaying the prosecution of that im- 
portant work. To this letter, l say, the Secretary 
of State never made any response, although the 
Department of the Interior had then in its posses- 
sion abundant testimony to show that it was ut- 
terly false and unfounded. They seemed to be 
quite willing that I should be convicted of delaying 
the work. 

Mr. CLARKE. Will the honorable Senator tell 
me what Commissioner is alluded to in the letter? 

Mr. WELLER. I am the man. I am the 
Commissioner alluded to. By the way, however, 
there is another letter from the Mexican Minister 
which I might read, complaining of a much more 
grievous offense on the part of my illustrious suc- 
cessor, whom my friend has so often defended. 
In that letterthe Mexican Minister has complained 
that he (the American Commissioner) has organ- 
ized parties for the purpose of exploring the coun- 
try, examining its minerals, and hunting up all 
the bugs in the country! I believe he has parties 
in the field examining the geology and mineralogy 
of that country, and to this I presume the Mex- 
ican Minister alludes. The appropriations have 
been made for the sole purpose of running and 
marking the boundary line Between the two Re- 
publics, and it would, perhaps, be somewhat diffi- 
cult to justify the Commissioner in organizing 
these parties. If the accounts had been sent in 
under the call of the Senate we might have been 
enabled to ascertain how much money has been 
expended in this way. 

ut I was speaking of the letter complaining of 
my delay. The record then in the Department 
of the Interior showed that, so far from delaying 
the prosecution of the work, the delay had been 
the fault of the other side. J reached San Diego, 
the point fixed upon by the terms of the treaty, 
on the 31st of May,—one day after the time agreed 
upon,—and the Mexican Commissioner and his 
party did not arrive until the third day of July; 
and the Joint Commission was organized on the 
6th. 1 was, therefore, compelled to remain five 
weeks after the time fixed upon for the meeting, 
wholly inactive, because of the failure of the Mexi- 
can Commissioner to meet me. As I was fully 
| aware of the sensitiveness of the Mexican nation, 
I would not suffer my party to make any move- 
ments whatever in executing the work, until the 
representative of that Government arrived. I did 
not intend togive them the slightest pretext forcom- 
plaint. Of these facts the Department had official 
knowledge, at the time the complaints were made. 

But there is another point in this letter of the 
| Mexican Minister, to which I invoke the attention 
| of the Senate. He says that it was the fault of 
the American Commissioner that the Commission 
was adjourned in February to meet at El Paso on 
i the Ist of November following. This is wholly 
| unfounded, as I can readily show. In a letter 
addressed by me to the Department, under date of 
February 3, 1850, (which I find in the printed 
document before me,) and which was on file at 
the time this complaint was made, I used the fol- 
lowing language: 

“The Joint Commission to run and mark the boundary 
between the United States and the territories of Mexico, 
have agreed to adjourn to meetagain at HI Paso in the State 
| of Chihuahua, on the first Monday in November next. I 
desired thut the meeting should take place at an earlier day; 
but as itis understood that during the rainy season in New 
Mexico—(July, August, and September,)—no successful 
operations could be carried on in the field, nothing perhaps 
| would be lost by the delay.” 


Now, sir, there was the distinct declaration 
made in that letter which was on file in the De- 
partment at the time, that I had desired that an 
earlier day should be fixed upon for the meeting 
of the Joint Commission. Such was the fact. In 
| fixing upon the time for adjournment, I proposed 
July. General Garcia Condé insisted on Novem- 
ber, as it was impossible to carry on field opera- 
tions during the summer months; and I confess 
that I was therefore struck with surprise, that 
the Mexican Minister should have addressed & 
letter to the Secretary of State, complaining of my 
delay! The journal of the Joint Commission 
will explain the whole matter. It reads thus— 

“It was determined, as nothing remains to be done on 
this side of the line, except that which has already been 
provided for, and as it is impracticable, in the present con- 
dition of California, to advance from this direction beyond 
the mouth of the Gila, and towards the frontier of New 
Mexico, that the Commission should adjourn to meet at EI 
Paso, in the State of Chihuahua, on the first Monday of 
November next.”—Eztract from Journal, 15th Feb., 1850. 


It is true that my drafts had been protested, the 
appropriation exhausted, and no means whatever 
left to prosecute the work; still I did not choose 
to let the Mexican Commissioner know my real 
situation. I did not choose that he should know 
of the infamous course pursued by the party in 
power towards me. J did not choose that he 
should know that my drafts, drawn in conformity 
with instructions, and -within the appropriation, 
had been protested, and that my party was suffer- 
ing fortheir pay. Hence it was, as the journal 
shows, it was mutually agreed to adjourn, and for 
the reasons stated in the extract which I have just 
read. I had too much pride as an American to 
confess my inability, for want of funds, to go on 
with the work. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President, the chairman of 
the Committee on Finance called the Senator from 
Rhode Island to order, because he was speaking 
of a subject not connected with the amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. My proposition is to strike 
out the appropriation for the boundary, and that 
brings up the whole question. í 

Mr. PRATT. Ithink the honorable Senator 
is out of order. I think the rules of the Senate 
ought to be applied to one side of the Chamber as 
well as the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Brient 
in the chair.) It is the impression of the Chair 
that the debate has taken a very wide range; but 
the Senate must judge whether or not the Senator 
from California is in order. 

Mr. PRATT, 1 think that it is the duty of the 
Chair to judge. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the 
Chair feels constrained to say that the whole de- 
bate has gone beyond the bounds of order. 

‘Mr. WELLER. Iam compelled to submit to 
the decision of the Chair, of course; but I think 
itis very remarkable that I should not be allowed, 
to proceed. I have shown, however, by the rec- 
ord, that the charge of the Mexican Minister 
against me is wholly unfounded. There were 
many things introduced by the Senator from Ma- 
ryland [Mr. Pearce] connected with this Admin- 
istration so far as this boundary survey is con- 
cerned, to which I desire to refer. 

Mr. PRATT. Mr. President 

Mr. WELLER. I do not wish to be inter- 
rupted. 

Mr. PRATT. I choose to interrupt the Sena- 
tor. Irise to a point of order. If the decision 
of the Chair is to be conformed to, the Senator 
from California must conform to it as well as the 
rest of us. I do not see why he should say to me 
that he did not choose to be interrupted when my 
object must be evident to everybody. I listen to 
the Senator with as much pleasure as to any one, 
but I think that at this time of the night, when it 
is near eleven o’clock, it is of no use to be going 
into these questions. I listened to the gentleman 
attentively for four hours in defending himself, 
and I must say that he did defend himself very 
successfully against the charges which had been 
brought against him. But I do not want a rep- 
etition of these matters to-night, at this late hour. 

Mr. WELLER. The gentleman has exagger- 
ated the length of time which it took me to de- 
fend myself. I believe I never spoke four hours 
in my life at one time; and I am sure I never oc- 
cupied more than two hours in addressing the 
Senate. Besides, I am not responding to the 


| charges to which I then replied. 
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Mr. 
as to time; that is all. 

Mr. WELLER. [ask no exemption from the 
rules by which other Senators are governed, and 
will put myself in order by speaking to the point 
that is raised by the amendment. If I were to 
attempt to discuss the questions presented here by 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, [ should occupy much more time than I 
would have occupied in explaining a matter some- 
what personal to myself. It is not often that Sen- 
ators are interrupted here, when they are speak- 
ing of matters in which their own honor or their 
own reputation is involved. 

I wish to say a word or two to the Senator from 
Maryland who sits furthest from me, (Mr. 
Prance. ] | agree with him that there is a distinction 
between the Commissioner and the Surveyor, but 
I should never have undertaken, as Commissioner 
on that boundary, to have determined any point 
on that line without consulting with theSurveyor. 
His advice would have been implicitly relied upon, 
unless it was plainly and palpably wrong. The 
instructions to which the Senator referred, places 
the Commissioner at the head, and thus makes a 
distinct difference between the two officers. Under 
date of January 24, 1849, (the first instructions,) 

ou will find that in organizing the Commission, 

ecretary Buchanan says: 

c You are referred for any information which you may 
deem necessary, to Andrew B. Gray, Esq., who has been 
appointed Surveyor under the treaty.”? 

It certainly was the intention of the Department 
to draw a distinction between the power of the 
Commissioner and that of the Surveyor. I con- 
sidered myself as the head of the Commission— 
no doubt about that. [held myself responsible 
for the movements of all the parties who went out 
into the field; but I relied implicitly on the judg- 
ment of the Surveyor for the determination of any 
point upon the face of the earth in the running of 
the boundary. So I relied implicitly upon the 
chief astronomer in determining the geographical 
position of any point desired. The one had charge 
of the ‘linear surveys—the other of the astro- 
nomical lines. 

I have perhaps detained the Senate too long. I 
regret very much that I have been compelled to 
inflict upon my friend from Maryland [Mr. 
Pratt] the remarks which I have made. I con- 
sidered it necessary, and that is reason enough so 
far as I am concerned. Iam sure that when he 
gets up in the Senate to speak of a matter in 
which his own reputation is involved, or where he 
has been grossly misrepresented at the bar of pub- 
lic opinion, 1 shall_interpose_no objection to his 
perenne. In this respect I will return good for 
evil. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We have business to 
perform in the execution of a treaty, and the 
question is, how are we to do it? I have exam- 
ined this subject, as it was my duty to do, as a 
member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
with a great deal of attention; and I shall be very 
brief in submitting to the Senate the view which 
I take of it, and of what it is our duty to do. 

We have to determine, in the first place, wheth- 
er the Commissioner could act separately and 
apart from the Surveyor, and pledge the United 
States to any line agreed upon by him with the 
Mexican Commissioner. If the Commissioner 
appointed by the United States, and the Mexican 
Commissioner, had the right, separate and apart 
from the Surveyors, to agree upon a line, then 
the business has been done, and nothing more 
remains but to execute the agreement which the 
Commissioners have entered into. But if their 
act requires the assent of the Surveyors as well as 
of the Commissioners, then, as the Surveyor ap- 
pointed on the partof the United States has never 
consented and agreed to that line, there yet re-, 
mains a matter to be done between the two Gov- 
ernments, or the Commissions under the two 
Governments, in fixing this boundary, which has 
not yet been performed, and the boundary yet re- 
mains unsettled. That determination lies at the 
very foundation of this question, and itis to be | 
determined by the authority of the treaty which 
has been read by my friend from Virginia. The 
expression of the treaty is: 


“The two Governments shall each appoint a Commis- 
stoner and a Surveyor, who before the expiration of one j 


year from the date of the exchange of ratifications of this 
treaty, shall meet at the port of San Diego and proceed to | 
run and mark the said boundary in its whole course to the i 


mouth of the Rio Bravo del Norte. They shall keep jour- 
nals, and make out plans of their operations; and the re- | 
sult agreed upon by them shall be deemed a part of this 
treaty, and shall have the same force as if it were inserted 
therein.”? 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
phrase, “ the resultagreed upon by them.” Agreed 
upon by whom? The Surveyor and the Commis- 
sioner. Now, you perceive by this agreement the 
power of settling the boundary is committed to 
the Surveyor and Commissioner. ‘The amendment | 
of my friend from Virginia puts it in the Pres- 
ident of the United States. I think the amend- 
ment is wrong in that particular. The treaty ex- 
pressly commits it to the Surveyor and Commis- 
sioner, who shall be appointed. A previous part 
of the treaty incorporates Disturnell’s map of 1847 
as part of the treaty, and refers to the boundary 
designated on that map as being the boundary 
which the Commissionersand the Surveyors were 
to ascertain and mark; and then when they did 
ascertain it by reference to that map, and did mark 
it upon the ground, it was to become obligatory 
upon the two Governments. Why did the United 
States select two persons instead of one to do this? 
It was, in my judgment, in order to have under 
the treaty the assent of the minds of two persons 
before the Government was to be bound. 

Mr. HUNTER. Allow me to suggest to the 
Senator from Kentucky that if he is arguing for 
the amendment, there is no use of it, because I 
believe we are all in favor of it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No, sir; I said ex- 
pressly that this amendment would notaccomplish 
the object, and I will endeavor to show it in a few 
words. 

Mr. HUNTER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. [I agree with the ehair- 
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations, that 
the assent of the minds of the Surveyor and the 
Commissioner was necessary to bind the Govern- 
ment. It is like sending out two ministers abroad 
to make a treaty with a foreign Government. If 
one of the ministers does not assent to the treaty, 
and the other does, the vote of the one neutralizes 
the vote of the other, and the Government is not 
committed. When the Government leaves a mat- 
ter to two of its servants, it can only be commit- 
ted by the assent of both to the same thing. That, 
in my judgment, is the meaning and sense of the 
treaty. 

I have read a portion of the treaty to show that 
when these two individuals assented and agreed, 
their determination became obligatory upon the 
Government; and the minds of those two men 
were to be made up by inspecting the ground, 
comparing the ground with the map, and form- 
ing a judgment by that species of comparison. 
This amendment of my friend from Virginia does 
not put it there. He undertakes to haveit settled 
not by the Commissioners and Surveyors sent out 
to examine the ground, to look at the towns, to 
look at the river, to look at the water-courses 
which enter into that river, and measure the dis- 
tance from those water-courses and towns up to 
the line and fix it. Let me here remark that these 
are the appropriate duties of a Surveyor, which he 
will understand better than a Commissioner will, 
because they fall within the scope of his duties. 
A Surveyor can better than any one make these 
comparisons and researches. The object and sense 
of the treaty was to send these men to do that, and 
to locate and put up landmarks and monuments. 
That can be done much better by them after an 
examination than it can be done by the President 
or the Senate of the United States. 

What does this amendment propose? Jt says 
that no part of this money is to be used until the 
President of the United States shall be satisfied | 
that the southern boundary of New Mexico is 
not established by the Commissioner and Surveyor 
of the United States further north of the town 
called Paso than the same is laid down on Distur- 
nell’s map, which is added to the treaty. I under- 
stand that the meaning of this amendment is to 
be that you are just to go to El Paso and measure 
up the distance above El Paso according to the | 
scale marked upon Disturnell’s map, and when | 
you measure that distance from El Paso up to the 
line, you are to put it down there that the line 
exists. Now, according to my understanding of 
the treaty, you have no more right to measure 
from El Paso up than you have to measure from 


a place in that neighborhood called La Salinera 


When the map contains various towns and various 
rivers to cross, upon the face of it, I do. not see 
the principle upon which you can select any one 
of those points to give it precedence over-all the 
rest. I do not believe that there is any principle 
upon which that can be done, unless there is some 
expression in the treaty that gives a particular 
pomt the governing and controlling influence in 
the matter. If there was any particular which 
was to control and to have this governing influ- 
ence, the individuals who made the treaty would 
have said in so many words, ‘* You shall measure 
the distance from that point.” This would have re- 
duced it to certainty, and have left no dispute about 
it. If that had been the sense and intention of the 
treaty, all that you would have had to do would 
have been to have gone to the point designated 
and to have measured the distance; but the treat 
does not use language of that sort. It refers to all 
the localities, all the points of a larger description 
upon the map, and then the position of the line as 
laid down upon the map, and says that the Com- 
missioner and Surveyor, with this map before 
them, aul go apon the ground and determine the 
point intended by the treaty. In that way you 
see the foundation of judgment, but not by rea- 
soning in the other way, for if the particular point 
had been designated there would have been noth- 
ing to do but plain measurement, about which 
there could have been no mistake. 

I think, therefore, that this amendment as it 
stands, designating ‘‘ Paso,” and the distance 
from it as measured. upon the map, is incorrect in 
that particular. I admit that Paso is mentioned 
in the treaty, but not as the point to measure from, 
any more than any other point. Here is the lan- 
guage in which Paso is introduced in the treaty. 
It says: 


“The boundary line between the two Republics shall 
commence in the Gulf of Mexico, three leagues from land 
opposite the mouth of the Rio Grande, otherwise calle 
Rio Bravo del Norte, or opposite the mouth of its deepest 
branch, if it should have more than one branch emptying 
directly into the sca; from thence up the middle of that 
river, following the deepest channel, where it has more 
than one, to the point where it strikes the southern boundary 
of New Mexico; thence westwardly, along the whole 
southern boundary of New Mexico (which runs north of 
the town called Paso) to its western termination.” 


Several Senators. “Question!” ‘Question P? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If gentlemen call for the 
question in this way I will yield the floor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FISH. I have an amendment to offer as 
an additional section. It is to add: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the salary of 
the chief clerk in the office of the Assistant Treasurer of 
the United States in New York be, and the same is hereby, 
increased to 41,800 per annum, and the salary of each of 
the other clerks in the suid office is increased to $1,400 per 
annum, to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FELCH. I am instructed by the Com- 

mittee on Public Lands to move to insert among 
the appropriations for the public lands the follow- 
ing: 
“ For sub-dividing the Islands of Santa Cruz, San Miguel, 
San Bernardo, Santa Catalina, Santa Clementina, San Sal- 
vador, San Nicholas, and Santa Barbara, on the coast of 
California, by the Coast Survey, and according tosuch plan 
as may be devised by the General Land Office, so that such 
islands may be disposed of by the United States, and estab- 
lishing the regular crossings along the lengths with which 
to connect the lines with the sub-divisions under this appro- 
priation, $20,000: Provided, That the Superintendent of 
the Coast Survey shali return to the General Land Office 
two complete copies of the maps and field books : And pro- 
vided further, Thatall leases of any of such islands, or any 
part of them, shall be regarded as without authority, and 
void. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. PRATT. I have yet offered no amend- 
ment to this bill. T hope, therefore, that the Sen- 
ate will have patience whilst I offer the only one 
I intend to offer. I offer it in conformity with a 
resolution of the Legislature of Maryland, which 
is in these words; 

« Resolved by the General Assembly of Maryland, That 
the Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State, are hereby requested to use theirinfluence in procur- 
ing the passage of a law to make free 0 much of the Wash- 
ington and Baltimore turnpike road as lies within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” 

This resolution was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and they have re- 
ported a bill in conformity with this request. I 
offer the following amendment to the bill: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the sum of 
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#10,000 be; and the same is hereby appropriated. out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
necessary, graduation and repair of the road ieading. from 
Maryland. avenue, at the boundary of Washington. city, to 
the boundary line of the District of Columbia, in the direc- 
tion of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland, according to 
its original design: Provided, That all right, title, and in- 
terest which remain in the president, directors, and com- 
pany of the Columbia Turnpike road, under and. by virtne 
of an. act entitled “ An act to incorporate a company for 
making certain turnpike roadsin the District of Columbia,” 
approved: April 20, 1810, shall be extinguished so. far as they 
affect said, road. by legal proceedings or otherwise, to the 
satisfaction of the President of the United States, before 
any portion of such appropriation shalt be expended for the 
purpose aforesaid. ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. I have an amendment to offer, 
to insert in the bill after the provision for the sal- 
ary of the district judge in California the follow- 
ing: it ; 

And an appeal trom the final judgments and decrees ren- 
dered in any of ttie district courts in California in cases of | 
equity, of admiralty, and ‘maritime jurisdiction, and of 
prize?’ or “no prize,” where the matter-in dispute, €x- 
clusive. of, costs, shall exceed the. sum or value of $2,009, | 
shall be allowed to the Supreme Court of the United States, | 
and upon such appeal the like proceedings shall be had as | 
now provided by law on appeals ih like cases from the | 
judgments or decrees of the circuit courts to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. I have another amendment, which 
is to insert, after the provision for the Mint at 
Philadelphia, the following: 

At San Francisco, California. 

For salaries. of superintendent, assayer, melter, and re- 
finer, coiner, and assistants, and.clerk j $23,500. For wages 
of workmen, $20,090. Incidental and contingent expenses, 
$5,000. Provided, ‘hat no part of the sums hereby appro- 
priated for the service of the Mint at Sau Francisco, either 
forsalaries, wages, or expenses, shall be expended; nor any 
one of the officers provided witha salary shall receive it, 
unti!, in the judgment of the President of the United States, | 
the business of the Mintis in such a state of progress as ; 
to imperatively require such expenditure. 

This amendment is rendered necessary in order | 
to put into operation the Mint of California. The 
salaries provided for are the same as the law con- | 
fers, H 

The amendment was’ agreed to. 

Mr. DOWNS. Ihave an amendment to offer, 
by.the direction of the Judiciary Committee. It 
is to insert: > | 

: | 

For the purchase, forthe use of the Senate, of five hundred | 
copies of the Index ofthe Opinions of the Attorneys General 
ofthe United States, to be bound in the same manner as the 
said volumes of Opinions, $875. 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Territories to move to insert after 
the appropriations for the Territory of New Mex- 
ico the following: 

To R. H. Weienrman, of New Mexico, for mileage and 
compensation for attendance during the second session of 
the ‘Thirty-first Congress, $2,465. 

I would state that Mr. Weightman is now. the 
Delegate from New Mexico. He was here during 
the last session, but by mistake, when the other 
Delegates were provided for, he was omitted. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. WALKER. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment in regard to a class of persons who have not 
yet been mentioned. It is to insert, after the pro- 
vision for the increase of the compensation of the 
clerks, the following: 

And the pay of the watchmen in the various navy-yards | 
shall hereafter be $500 per annum each, instead of the pay 
heretofore received by them. 

This is for a class of men who give us their | 
duty both day and night, alternately. They have 
heretofore received but $360 a year, except in | 
this District. I think their pay ought to be in- 
creased to a reasonable sum. I hope the Senate 
will adopt the amendment; it is the only one I 
intend to offer. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
amendment by adding: 
To enable the architect to pay the workmen on the ex- 
tension of the Capitol thirty days’ pay during the suspen- 
sion of the work, the sum of $18,000 is bereby appropriated, | 
to be paid out of the appropriation authorized by the joint 
resolution approved April 14, 1852: Provided, That no 
workman shal! receive pay who was not employed at the 

time of the suspension of the work. 

The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to. i 

Mr. MALLORY. I would inform the honor- ' 
able Senator from Wisconsin, that there is one | 
navy-yard at which, by his amendment, thej 


I move to amend the 


f 
li 


watchmen will get less.than they are getting now. 
It is the navy-yard at Pensacola. 

Mr: WALKER. Iwas notaware of that fact, 
but I will amend the amendment by adding after 
the words *‘ heretofore received by them,” the 
following, ‘‘if:the same: be less than the sum 
above-mentioned.”” J . 

Mr. BRADBURY. By. undertaking to increase 
the pay of some few persons employed in the ser- 
vice of the Government, we necessarily create 
dissatisfaction on the part of the other:employees. 
We should reflect: how we do: these things. ` We 
should remember that this money is not to-be paid 
from our own pockets,-but our constituents have 
to pay it.. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BORLAND. _I riseto propose ‘an amend- 
ment to this bill altogether different from-any 
which has yet been proposed. I propose to strike 
out an appropriation—to strike. out the following: 


For clerk hire, stationery, rent, fuel, and contingencies, 
in the compilation of the census of 1850, $50,000. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I rise-to a point of order, It 
is that it is contrary to all the usages of the Senate 
to strike out an appropriation already in the ap- 
propriation bills. [Laughter] 

Mr. BORLAND. I desire.to make but one 
remark on the subject. If I had time, I should 
make a good many remarks. Ihave the papers 
before me which would enable me to sustain them 
by the facts. I make this motion because.the ap- | 
propriation of $50,000 is not necessary. There 
is already unexpended some.$75,000 of this census 
fund. Itis well that the Senate and the country 
should know that we have already expended 
$1,202,651 upon the Census. of 1850.. We have 
paid to the marshals and their assistants, $956,000; 
for salaries of clerks, &c:, $208,133; for contin- 
gent expenses, in one instance, $24,000; for fur- 
niture of the Census Office, $3,210. We have also 
paid a very extraordinary item of expense for 
which I have been unable to find any lawful au- 
thority—over $14,000 for a trip to Europe of the 
Superintending Clerk of the Census, to visit the 
World’s Fair. 

I have here an abstract of the expense of taking 
the Fifth and Sixth Censuses, and I find that for 
the Fifth Census we paid an aggregate of $403,529. 
Of course a very great increase has since been ne- 
cessarily' incurred in the expenditures for the mar- 
shals and assistant marshals in taking the census; 
but we find that so far as printing, rent, and clerk 
hire are concerned, the expenditures have been 
out of all proportion, and enormously increased. 
There was paid for clerk hire in the compilation 
of the Fifth Census, $6,276; and for clerk hire for 
compiling the Sixth Census, of 1840, there were 
paid $66,000, and there were only twenty persons 
engaged. Wehavehad at one time, in compiling 
the Seventh Census, over one hundred ‘and sixty 
clerks employed, and there are now between one 
hundred and'forty and one hundred and fifty, for 
whom we have already paid $208,000. About 
$75,000 yet remain in the Treasury applicable to 
the census. The Department asked $150,000 
more, but the House of Representatives cut it 
down to $50,000. I propose to strike it all out. 

The amendment was agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 19, noes 14. 

Mr. CLARKE. There is an appropriation in 
this bill of $14,800 for the payment of the Auxiliary 
Guard of the city of Washington. I move to amend 
this item by striking out “ $14,800” and inserting 
+: €16,000.”? I make the motion for this reason: 
There are thirty men on that guard, and as now 
provided by law fifteen of these men receive $500 
a year, and fifteen receive $420 a year. I have 
made inquiry—and particularly of the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings—and I am told that all 
these men perform the same duty. One of them 
came to me and told me that he had but $420, 
while others, who did no more duty, were receiv- 
ing $500. My proposition is to increase the ap- 
propriation $1,200, so as to allow each member of 
the guard $500 per annum. 

Mr. WELLER. It wouid be easier to bring 
them all down to $420. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘There is in the bill a provis- 
ion— 

“ For compensation of the Register of the Treasury and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in his office, 
$30,400. The salary of one. of the clerks. created by the. 


act of the 20th. of April, 1818; being hereby increased to 
$1,000 per anngm.” a 


I move to amend this‘ by striking out “one,” 
and inserting ‘‘ three,” so that the-salary of all 
three of the clerks shall be made $1,000. I will 
state, in explanation of this amendment, that there- 
aré now three clerks in that office who receive a 
salary of $800 a year. They all perform similar’ 
service. ‘The bill proposes:to_ increase the salary 
of one of these to $1,000. The one'selected has 
had to perform less onerous and responsibleduties 
than the others. [think this is unjust. I think 
they should all be put on the same footing. I have’ 
here a letter from the Department recommending: 
it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKE. Ihave anamendiment to offer, 
which is to insert among the provisions for ma- 
rine hospitals, the following: 

For prosecution of the building of the marine hospital in 
Vicksburg, $15,000, 

T would stute, that two years ago an appropri- 
ation of $10,000 was made by Congress for the 
puspone of erecting a marine hospital at Vicks- 

urg. Five thousand dollars: were expended in 
purchasing the site. I have before me a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in which he’ 
states that $35,000 will be required to complete it, 
and advises that the wholé amount should now be 


appropriated. I do not ask that. I merely ask 
for $15,000 now. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROOKE. I have another amendment to: 


offer, which is to insert: 

For additional compensation to the collector of the port: 
of Natchez, Mississippi, for services as inspector of the 
marine hospital, $500. 

I will state that a marinehospital has lately been 
established at Natchez. It has been opened and is 
now.in operation, The superintendence of that 
hospital has been placed under the control of the 
collector of the customs at Natchez, and not a sin- 
gle cent has been given him by law, for the addi- 
tional services that he is thus. bound to render. 

Mr. GWIN. Can my friend from Mississippi 
tell me how much money was ever collected by 
the collector at Natchez? I do not think he ever 
collected acent, and.as he receives a salary it might 
beas well to give him something to do. 

Mr. BROOKE. I was about to read a letter: 
from him showing the amount of his duties. Lam 
informed by the collector,a gentleman whom Ido. 
not know at all, that his salary has only been 
$500, and that, in addition to the office of collector, 
that of inspector and supervising. agent of the ma- 
rine hospital has been imposed on him. Hestates: 

‘The collector of this port is not permitted to have a 
deputy, except during his absence or bis illness; conse- 
quently the duties are very onérous, and the salary with 
the one per cent. for disbursements, which does not amount 
to-$100, will. not compensate a competent officer for his 
services. Some-of the duties of the-agent of the hospital 
are as follows: 

“Po superintend the purchasing of all supplies for the 
hospital, to hire servants for the use of the same, to keep 
the accounts, to see that the rules prescribed for the nian-. 
agement of the hospital are enforced, to superintend the 
buildings and grounds, and the servants; to examine cer- 
tifieates of all persons applying for admission, and to grant 
permits when the credentials are correct ; to report regular- 
ly to the Department the number of patients admitted and 
discharged, the number that died, with what diseases they 
are afflicted, how long they remain in the hospital ; to make 
contracts for the supply of flour, bacon, &c. 

“The building is abouta mile and a half from my office, 
and nearly the same distance from the landing. 

“The above statement will be found to be correct by ap- 
plication to the Secretary of the Treasury. No man who 
is competent to discharge all these duties, and various” 
others too tedious to mention, is willing to undertake them 
for the salary and perquisites given, viz: $600.” 

I think, sir, this amendment ought to be adopted. 
Ido not know what amount of revenue is collected 
at Natchez. I know it isa port of entry, and by 
law the salary of the collector is fixed at $500. 
He simply asks. now, that for the additional la- 
bors that have been imposed upon him in conse- 

uence of the establishment of the marine hospital 
there, and which are enumerated in this letter, he 
shall have some additional compensation. If $500 
be too much, I am willing to reduce it; but I do 
not think itis, from the enumeration of the duties 
he has given in this letter. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate ag 


| amended. 


Mr. RUSK. Ihave one or two amendments 
which I wish to offer as soon as we shall have 
disposed of the amendments which have been 
agreed toasin Committee of the Whole, I move 
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now to postpone the further consideration of this 


pill until to-morrow, so that we may: get. up the. 


postage bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. My purpose is to examine 
by to-morrow morning, all the amendments and’ 
to see those to which I would object. 


to’ particular amendments, and: doubtless. they 
would like to have an opportunity of looking into 


them. Ido not propose to order the bill to athird: 


reading to-night,.and therefore I accede to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Texas. 

The motion to postpone was agreed to. 

POSTAGE ON NEWSPAPERS. 

Mr. RUSK. Imove now to take up the bill 
of the House of Representatives to amend the act 
“to reduce and modify the rates of postage,” 
passed March 3, 1845. ‘It-has been returned from 
the House with a verbal amendment for our amend- 
ment. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr: HAMLIN. Thereisa joint resolution on 
the table which has been ordered to a third reading 
and is now engrossed, relating to the auditing of the 
printer’s accounts during the recess, by the Secre- 
tary.of the Senate, the Clerk of the House; and 
the Clerk of the Committeen Printing. It is en- 
titled “ A joint resolution relating to the printing 
of Congress during the recess.” I ask that it may 
be put upon its passage. 

The joint resolution was read a'third time and 
passed. 

GRANTS OF LAND. 

Mr. BORLAND. Irise to ask a favor of the 
Senate. There is a bill on the table, which has 
been sent to-day from the House, making a grant 
of land to the States of Arkansas and Missouri, 
to aid in the construction of a railroad from a 
point on the Mississippi river, opposite the mouth 
of the Ohio, via Little 
ary, with branches to Fort Smith and the Missis- 
sippi river, which I ask may be taken up. 

Mr. FISH. Ihave an amendment to offer to 
that bill whenever it comes up. I will state tothe 
Senate that the amendment is Bennett’s land bill. 

Mr. Boruann’s motion was not agreed to. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, August 28, 1852. 
The House met at eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 


TheJournalofyesterday was read and approved. |! 


The SPEAKER. Reports are in order from 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. PENN here obtained the floor. 

Mr. HART. [ask the gentleman from Loui- 
siana (Mr. Pew] to yield me the floor for the pur- 


pose of making a motion. 

Mr. PENN. I will give my friend some five 
or ten minutes. 

Mr. HART. Task the unanimous consent of 


the House, to permit me to make a motion to al- 
low my colleague (Mr. Brooks] to report from 
the Committee of Ways and Means, a bill for the 
establishment of a branch Mint in the city of New 
York. 
Ar, CHANDLER. I object. 
Mr. HART. Then I move to suspend the 


rules. 

The SPEAKER. A motion to suspend the 
rules is not in order during the morning hour, as 
the House is acting during that time under a special 
order. 

Mr. HAMILTON. 
of business. 

DUTIES ON RAILROAD IRON. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is called for, which is the reception of reports 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Mr. PENN, from the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads, reported a bill “ for the re- 
lief of the Memphis and Charleston, or Missis- 
sippi, Tennessee, and Alabama, the Alabama and 
Tennessee River, the Coosa, New Orleans, and 
Jackson, and the New Orleans and Opelousas and 
Great Western Railroad Companies.” 


I call for the regular order 


There are- 
some Senators who expect. to. offer amendments ` 


ock, to the Texas bound- | 


| come in asan amendment to the amendment, and | 


i get the floor for that purpose. 


‘ask the.attention 


informing thé House that the Senate had passed a 


| Senate to the bill of the House No. 144, entitled 


| Post Roads? 


| having crept in in the manner i 


Mr. COBB. . That the House may understand 
this bill, | ask. that. it be read. through, and H 
of the House to it. It does not 
propose to grant lands, and the House need not be 
afraid of it. It is‘just such a bill as you passed 
for the State of South Carolina a few days ago. 

The bill was then read by the Clerk. 

{A message was here received from the Senate, ; 


resolution ‘relating’ to the printing of Congress 
during the recess,” in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

Also; that the Senate had agreed to an amend- į 


ment of the House to the first amendment of the 


1 


« An act to amend the act entitled ‘An act to re- ; 
duce and modify the rates of postage in the United | 
States, and for other purposes,’ passed March 3d, | 
1851.” 

Mr. Penn: The bill simply asks for time for 
thé payment of duties upon railroad iron, by the | 
payment of six per cent. for the time. The bill ; 
is simple ìn its provisions, and isa copy of the bill | 
passed ‘for North Carolina the other day. 

Mr. VENABLE. I wish to offer an amend- | 
ment, and I hope my friend will not move the pre- ! 
vious question upon the bill. | 

Mr. STEVENS; of Pennsylvania. I rise to a 
question of order. I desire to know how this bill į 
comes from the Committee on the Post Office and 
Is it in order for them to report! 
such a’ bill? 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair is not apprised of | 
the manner in which the bill comes from that com- ; 
mittee. 


Mr. PENN. The bill does not propose to ap- 


propriate one dollar of money: f 
TheSPEAKER. The bill has been read afirst i 


and second time without objection. 

Mr. VENABLE. lf the gentleman will permi 
me, | will propose to amend by inserting the | 
Raleigh and Gaston Railroad in North Carolina, | 
riving them the same privileges as are conferred 
by the bill upon the roads now embraced in it. | 

Mr. PENN. 1 will yield simply for that pur- | 
pose, provided you will demand the previous 


question. 
Mi. VENABLE. I will demand the previous | 
question. ; | 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave of the gentle- | 


man: to make a further suggestion, which may 


we can then vote upon all three propositions. My 
amendment is to add- the words—‘‘ and all other 
roads now in progress of construction in the’ 
United States.” 
Mr. STEVENS. Thatis the idea. i 
Mr. VENABLE. [Ihave not yet yielded the 


floor. 
Mr. JENKINS. Is it in order at this stage | 
of the proceedings to move to refer this bill to the | 


Committee of the Whole on the state of the |) p 


Union? | 
The SPEAKER. entleman can į 
The gentleman į 
from Louisiana (Mr. Penn] is upon the floor, and | 
has yielded to the gentleman from North Carolina į 
(Mr. Venasee] for explanation. 
Mr. SKELTON. Irise to a question of order. | 
I wish to know whether itis in order for the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to report | 
bills changing our whole revenue system? j 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisi- | 
ana (Mr. Penn] can state how that su 
into the possession of that committee. he Chair | 
knows nothing about it. It has been regularly 
reported and read a first and second time without 
objection; and in the opinion of the Chair it is | 
now too late to make the objection. i 
Mr. SKELTON. Does the Chair decide that 
it is too late to raise the question of order? 
The SPEAKER. It is too late, on account of; 
the fact that the House has received and acted | 
upon the bill, by ordering it to be read a first and į 
second time, | 
Mr. SWEETSER. I rise to inquire if it is too; 
late to take an appeal from the decision of the, 
Chair? 
The SPEAKER. Itis-never too late to do that, 
Mr. SWEETSER, I desire to state, that in 
the confusion of the House this morning, this bill 
n which it did, the | 
point of order is well taken. I appeal from the | 
decision of the Chair, and call for tellers. 


It is if the 


bject came | 
+ li 


Mr: COBB. The: gentleman: says:it has- crept: 
in. Ewould ask how it has crept-in? It was reg- 
ularly reported from. the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. It is an exact copy of the: 
bill passed yesterday. : 

The SPEAKER, The Chair: will: state: the: 
ground upon which the decision has been given; 
The: Chair, of course, knows nothing of the: man- 
ner in which the subject got into the hands of the 
Committee on the.Post Office and Post Roads: He: 
supposes that it was regularly referred to them. . 
Is.that the fact? i 

Mr. PENN. That is the fact. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Then there can beno doubt 
of the right of that committee to report. But, 
again, the bill was received without objection, and 
read a first and second time. The Chair decides. 
that it is too late to raise the question of order, 
and that the proper time to have made the point,. 
was when the committee made the report. From 
that decision the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
Sweerser] takes an appeal. 

Mr. SWEETSER. I will withdraw the ap- 


|| perl, as the explanation is satisfactory. 


Mr: VENABLE: I: now move to amend the: 
bill by inserting the Raleigh and Gaston Railroad. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman [Mr. Ven- 
ABLE] proposes to insert a bill of this House; en- 
tire, as an amendment. The Chair decides, that 
according to an express rule of this House, such 
an amendment cannot be made. 

Mr. VENABLE. The amendment I propose. 
differs from the bill referred to by the Chair in 
this, that my proposition includes the payment of 
interest. he bill has no such provision. 

The SPEAKER, It is in order, then. 

Mr. VENABLE. 1 move the previous ques- 
tion upon this bilt, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Loui- 
siana has the floor. 

Mr. PARKER, of Indiana. Will the gentle- 
man yield to me to offer an amendment? 

Mr. PENN. I cannot. I call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move to lay the bill upon 
the table, and upon that I call for the yeas. and 


nays. 

The SPEAKER. It is moved to lay the bill 
upon the table. 

Mr. ASHE. Irise to a question of order. The 
gentleman from Louisiana {Mr. Penn] has the. 
floor, and how does the gentleman from Maryland 
[Mr. Hamiron] get it to make that motion? 

The SPEAKER. That is true. The gentle- 
man from Louisiana is upon the floor, and the 
gentleman fram Maryland cannot take it from him 
to make the motion, 

Mr. HAMILTON. I suggest to the Chair, 
that the gentleman from North Carolina (Mr. 
VenaBie] moved the previous question with the 
consent of the gentleman from Louisiana, [Mr. 


ENN.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair responded at 
once, when the gentleman from North Carolina 
made that call, that the gentleman from Louisiana 
was upon the floor, and thata call for the pre- 
vious question could not be made by him. 

Mr.SKELTON. I rise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Louisiana having demanded 
the previous question, he must have yielded the 
floor. Can he, after moving the previous ques- 
tion, still retain the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not under- 
stand the gentleman to demand.the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. PENN. I now call for the previous ques- 


tion. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask the gentleman to 
withdraw that call, that I may propose an amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I move to lay the bill and 
the amendments upon the table, and upon that I 
ask the yeas and nays. i 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. KING, of. New York. ! move that there 
be a call of the House, and upon that I call. for 


i| the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 60, nays 84. 

So a call of the House was refused. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of the 
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following titles; which severally received the sig- 
nature of the Speaker, viz: : 

An act for the relief of Mrs. Mary A. Davis, 
widow of Daniel W. Davis; i 

An act fora tri-monthly mail from New Orleans 
to Vera Cruz, via Tampico and back, in steam 
vessels; 

An act for the relief of Margaret Hetzel, widow 
and administratrix of A. R. Hetzel, late assistant 
quartermaster in the Army of the United States; 
and 

An act authorizing imported goods, wares, and 
merchandise, entered and bonded for warehousing, 
in pursuance of law, to be exported, by certain 


routes, to ports or places in Mexico. | 


The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the motion to lay the bill and amendments 
upon the table, and upon that the yeas and nays 
have been ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it in order to move to post- 
pone action upon the bill until a future day? 

The SPEAKER. [tis not. The pending mo- 
tion is to lay upon the table. 

The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the negative—yeas 76, nays 84; as fol- 
lows: 

YVEAS—Messrs. Allison, Barrere, Rihighaus, Bowie, 
Bowne, George H: Brown, Buell, Joseph Cable, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Chapman, Curtis, George T. Davis, Dawson, 
Dean, Dimmick, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Edgerton, 
Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Futter, Gaylord, Gilmore, 
Goodenow, Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Haven, Hebard, 
Hibbard, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, In- 
gersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 
J. Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, 
Letcher, Mann, Martin, Mason, MeNair, Henry D. Moore, 
Morrison, Murray, Newtou, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Pen- 
niman, Perkins, Price, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Schermer- 
horn, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Snow, Benja- 
min Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Thompson, Thurston, 
Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Washburn, Wells, 
and Wildrick—76. 

NAYS—Meesrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, William Appleton, 
Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Bissell, Bocock, Bragg, 
Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, 
E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Chas- 
tain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, 
John G. Davis, Dockery, Eastman, Edmundson, Evans, 
Ewing, Freeman, Goodrich, Gorman, Hall, Harper, Isham 
G. farris, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, 
Holladay, Houston, Howard, Jackson, Robert W. John- 
son, Lockhart, Mace, McCorkle, McQueen, Meade, Mil- 
son, Molony, John Moore, Morehead, Murphy, Orr, Out- 
law, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Porter, Powell, Richardson, 
Sackett, Savage, Schoolcraft, Origen S. Seymour, Smith, 
Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abra- 
ham P. Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sweet- 
ser, Taylor, Venable, Wallace, Ward, Watkins, Wilcox, 
Woodward, and Yates—84. 


So the bill was not laid upon the table. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Has the 
morning hour expired ? 

TheSPEAKER. It hasnot. There is a de- 
mand for the previous question upon this bill. 

Mr. PARKER, of Indiana. 1 ask my friend 
from Louisiana (Mr. Penn] to withdraw that call 
and allow me to offer an amendment, which 1 
think will be acceptable to the House. I will 
renew the call for the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Loui- 
siana cannot transfer the floor to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Parker] if it is objected to. 


A Voice. I object. 
The SPEAKER. It is objected to. The gen- 


tleman from Louisiana may withdraw the call for | 


the previous question, and make a motion to com- 
mit, or whatever he desires. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it in order to commit the 
bill? 

The SPEAKER. 
floor to make the motion it would be. 

Mr. PENN. I withdraw the demand for the 
previous question. 

Mr. PARKER. 
I send to the table. 

The amendment was as follows: 

That the provisions and benefits of this act, so far as the 
game are applicable, be, and the same are hereby, extended 
to all the railroad companies in the United States: Provided, 
The road of the company be now in the course of construc- 
tion or be commenced within one year from this date. 

Mr. PARKER. 
and upon that I demand the previous question. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


I offer the amendment which 


Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call the |! 
yeas and nays upon that motion. | 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Has the | 


morning hour expired? 


The SPEAKER. It has. 


If the gentleman had the ; 


I move to recommit the bill, | 


I move to lay the bill upon || 
the table. 


TH 


Mr. SEYMOUR. - I want to make a motion in 
reference to the river and harbor bill. 
WABASH AND MISSOURI RIVER RAILROAD. 


The SPEAKER. There isa pending motion 
that the rules be suspended for the purpose of 


j taking up the following bill: 


‘* An act granting the right of way and making 
a grant of land in aid of the construction of a 
railroad from the Wabash to the Missouri river.” 

Mr. SEYMOUR. Lask the permission of the 
gentleman from lowa, [Mr. Crarx,] who has the 
floor, to make a motion in reference to the river 
and harbor bill, merely for the purpose of refer- 
ring it to the Commitiee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. COBB. I object. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I moveto suspend the rules 
to allow me to make that motion. ; 

The SPEAKER. A motion is pending to sus- 
pend the rules, as the Chair has already stated, 
for the purpose of taking up and acting upon the 
bill which has been reported. 

Mr. CLARK. I cannot yield the floor to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HALL. This bill I understand provides 
for only one railroad. 

Mr. CLARK. Willit not be in order for me 
to make a brief statement of facts? 

TheSPEAKER. Not without unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object. 

The question then recurred upon the suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. STEVENS. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 


suspend the rules, and there were—yeas 49, nays į 


112; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Bissell, Breckinridge, Bren- 
ton, Briggs, A. G. Brown, E. C. Cabell, T. Campbell, Clark, 
Clingman, Cobb, Conger, J. G. Davis, Durkee, Eastman, 
Ewing, Ficklin, Freeman, Hall, S. W. Harris, Hendricks, 
Henn, Houston, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, Khuns, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, McQueen, Molony, 
John Moore, Morehead, Orr, Samuel W. Parker, Penni- 
man, Richardson, Smith, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Taylor, 
Walsh, Welch, Wilcox, and Yates—49. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, William Appleton, Ashe, 
Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, 
Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Bragg, George H. 
Brown, Buell, Burrows, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, 
Churchwell, Cleveland, Colcock, Curtis, George T. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dockery, Duncan, Dunham, 
Edgerton, Florence, Fowler, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, 
Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Hamilton, Hammond, Har- 
per, Isham G. Harris, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hol- 
laday, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Inger- 
soll, Ives, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kurtz, Leteh- 
er, Mann, Martin, Mason, McNair, Meade, Millson, Henry 
D. Moore, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, 
Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Polk, Poweil, Price, 
Reed, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Schermerhorn, Schoon- 
maker, Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, 
Skelton, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Sutherland, Sweetser, Thompson, 
Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, Wash- 
burn, Watkifis, Wells, Wildrick, and Woodward—112. 


So the rules were not suspended—two thirds not 
voting therefor. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House that the river and 
harbor bill, now upon the Speaker’s table, be taken 
up that it may be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. GORMAN. I object. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. [then move that the rules 
be suspended for that purpose. 

Mr. WASHBURN. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken and the motion 
was agreed to—yeas 112, nays 47; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Ashe, Bar-. 
rere, Bennett, Bibighans, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, Brenton, | 


Briggs, Brooks, George H. Brown, Buell, Burrows, E. 
Carrington, Cabell, J. Cable, Caldwell, L. D. Campbell, T. 
Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Conger, G. 'F. Da- 
vis, Dean, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, East- 
man, Edgerton, Ewing, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Ful- 
ler, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, Harper, 
Haws, Hascall, Haven, Henn, Horsford, John W. Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, John 


Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, Preston | 
King, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, Martin, McCorkle, | 


Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Murray, 


Newton, Outlaw, Samuel] W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, | 
Perkins, Porter, Price, Reed, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, į 


Robie, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, 


Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, 
Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stuart, Suth- 
erland, Taylor, Thompson, Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, 
Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, 
Addison White, and Yates—112. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Bragg, Chastain, 
Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Colcock, Daniel, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dimmick, Dunham, Edmundson, Ficklin, Free- 
man, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, lsham’ 
G. Harris, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, Iouston, Daniel 
T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Leteh- 
er, McNair, McQueen, Meade, Millson, Morrison, Mur- 
phy, Orr, Andrew Parker, Pheips, Powell, Savage, Smith, 
Venable, Wallace, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Woodward—47. 

So the rules were suspended, two thirds voting 
in the affirmative. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I move to refer the bill to 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I trust that the motion 
submitted by the gentleman from New York to 
refer the bill to the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union will not prevail. There is, 
either under the rules or the practice of the House, 
no necessity for the reference. The invariable rule 
and practice has been to refer appropriation bills 
to the Committee of the Whole; but this is not an 
appropriation bill. I could direct the attention of 
the Chair to several precedents, but I shall only 
allude to one, which will be found on page 448 of 
the Journal of the proceedings of the House, of 
the second. session of the Thirty-first Congress, 
1850-751. It will be found there that when a bill 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30th, 1852, came back to this House with 
sundry amendments, appropriating for other ob- 
jects than those of the bill, that it was not referred 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, nor was it deemed necessary that it should 
be. It is true that the then chairman of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means moved to take it up, 
with a view to disagree to the amendments of the 
Senate. That, however, does not change the rule 
or practice upon the subject. ; 

Mr. HALL. Task that the 133d rule be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the rule be- 
fore him. It is as follows: 


“All proceedings touching appropriations of money, shall 
be first discussed in a Committee of the Whole House.?? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly, sir; that is 
in the House where the bill originated; but if the 
Chair and the gentleman from Missouri (Mr. 
Hatt] will refer to previous opinions upon the sub- 
ject, it will be found that the invariable practice, 
at least since I have been a member of the House, 
has been, that that rule was not made to apply to 
amendments by the other branch of the Congress 
than the one in which the bill originated. Ido not 
believe that gentlemen can point to an exception. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, 
what question is there before the House? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Seymour] has the floor upon a motion 
to commit this bill. The gentleman from Illinois 
rises to a question of order, and is proceeding to 
discuss it. It is not regularly in order, because 
there is no decision or appeal from the Chair yet 
announced. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am opposed to the 
proposition to refer this bill to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES. I understood the Chair to decide 
that under the 133d rule, the amendments of the 
Senate must go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides, 

Mr. JONES. Then, if there is no appeal from 
that decision, there is no question before the House 
but the motion to commit. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I would ask whether the 
motion of the gentleman from New York was not 
to take up this bill that it might be referred? The 
suspension of the rules was had upon that under- 
standing, and that alone. i 

The SPEAKER. If required, the Chair will 
put the question whether or not the bill shall be 
taken up. The Chair supposed that by unani- 
mous consent the bill was taken up. 

The bill was then taken up. 

Mr.SEYMOUR. 1 move its reference to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. EVANS. I move a suspension of the rule 
by which it is required that this bill shall go to a 
Committee of the Whole. 


1852. 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MOREHEAD., If the rules be suspended, 
what will become of the amendments of the Sen- 
ate? 

The SPEAKER. They will be acted upon at 
the pleasure of the House. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. ‘Will the previous ques- 
tion be applied to them? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair cannot anticipate 
the action of the House. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to—yeas 115, nays 55; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Babcock, 
Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, Jolm 
H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown, Buell, Bur- 
rows, E. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, 
Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Conger, Curtis, George ‘T. 
Davis, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, 
Edgerton, Evans, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, Henry 
M. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, 
Harper, Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Henn, Hors- 
ford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, lves, 
Jenkins, Johu Johuson, Robert W., Johnson, George G, 
King, Preston King, Kubas, Kurtz, Landry, Lackhart, 
Mann, Martin, MeCorkle, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John 
Moore, Morehead, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Samuel W. 
Parker, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Price, Reed, 
Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Saekett, Schermer- 
horn, Sehooleraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, David L. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham 
P. Stephens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Tay- 
lor, | hompson, Thurston, Townshend, Tuck, Venable, 
Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, 
Wells, Addison White, and Yates—115. 

WAYS—Messrs. Averett, ‘Thomas H. Bayly, Albert G. 
Brown, Joseph Cable, Caskie, Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, 
Clingman, Cobb, Coleock, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Edmundson, Ficklin, Gil- 
more, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Ishain G. Har- 
ris, Sampson W. Barris, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, 
Houston, Jackson, George W., Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Letcher, Mason, MeLanahan, McMullin, McNair, Me- 
Queen, Meade, Millson, Morrison, Murphy, Orr, Andrew 
Parker, Peaslee, Phelps, Polk, Powell, Savage, Smith, 
Stone, Wallace, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Woodward—55. 

So the motion to suspend was agreed to, there 
being two thirds voting in the affirmative. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. Is the bill 
now before the House for discussion? 

The SPEAKER. Itis. The immediate ques- 
tion pending is the motion to commit made by the 
gentleman. i : 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I withdraw that motion. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the amendments of the Senate. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. At this late hour, Mr. 
Speaker, I presume I shall be trespassing upon 
the patience of the House too far to go into a dis- 
cussion of the particular amendments which have 
been proposed to this bill by the Senate; but an- 
other reason why J am disposed to forego the 
privilege which I might otherwise wish to enjoy, 
of a discussion upon these amendments, is that 
the greater portion of them are identical with those 
which have been heretofore proposed and dis- 
cussed in the Committee of the Whole. There 
are, however, a few other amendments which have 
been voted to this bill by the Senate, and I should 
like to discuss them, but will not because they are 
questions upon which the public mind of the coun- 
try is informed, and upon which, I presume, every 
gentleman in this House will be prepared to give 
an intelligent vote. I therefore shall move the 
previous question upon the amendments, and ask 
that a separate vote shall be had upon each one of 
them. . A 

The call for the previous question was seconded. 

Mr. HALL. As I was absent when this bill 
was passed, and desire my vote to be upon the 
record, | move that it be laid upon the table. 

Mr. CARTTER. I demand the yeas and nays. 
I desire to give others the same opportunity. 

Mr. HENN. I would ask the gentleman to 
withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. __ 

Mr. CARTTER. I want an opportunity to 
record my vote upon that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Lere a message was received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dicxins, Esq., its Sec- 
retary, notifying the House of the concurrence 
of that body in some and disagreement in the 
other amendments of the House to the Indian 
appropriation bill, and requesting that a committee 
of conference be appointed by the House to meet 
with that of the Senate upon the disagreeing 
votes. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
request of the Senate, for the appointment of a 


H 
j 
| 
i 
i 
i 
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| 


committee of conference on the part of the House, 
be agreed to. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Speaker 
appointed Messrs. Jones of Tennessee, Concer, 
and Hipparp, on the part of the House. - 

The question was then taken.on the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table, and it was disagreed 
to—yeas 56, nays 102; as follows: 

YEAS—Messts. Aiken, Willis Allen, Averett, Thomas 
H. Bayly, Bragg, Albert G, Brown, Caskie, Chastain, Cleve- 
Jand, Cobb, Coicock, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dimmick, 
Dunham, Edmundson, Ficklin, Freeman, Gilmore, Gor- 
man, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, Hous- 
ton, Howard, Jackson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Kurtz, Letcher, Mason, McLanahan, MeMullin, McNair, 


Meade, Millson, Morrison, Murphy, Orr, Andrew Parker, | 


Peaslee, Phelps, Powell, Savage, Smith, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Wallace, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Woodward—s6. 
NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, Witliam Apple- 
ton, Babcock, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, Bowne, 
John H. Boyd, Brenton, Briggs. George H. Brown, Buell, 
Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chand- 
ler, Chapman, Clark, Conger, Curtis, George T. Davis, 
Dawson, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, East- 
man, Edgerton, Evans, Ewing, Fiteh, Florence, Fowler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, Goodrich, 
Green, Harper, Haws, Haseall, Haven, Hebard, Henn, 


Horsford, John W. Howe, ‘Thomas Y. How, Jngersoll, į 


Ives, Jenkins, Joho Johnson, Daniel 'T. Jones, George G. 
King, Preston King, Kulus, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, 
Martin, Moiony, Henry Ð. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, 
Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Pen- 
niman, Perkins, Porter, Price, Reed, Richardson, Riddle, 
Robbins, Robie, Schermerhorn, Schoolerait, Schoonmaker, 
Scudder, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, 
Snow, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, 
St. Martin, Stuart, Taylor, Thompson, ‘Thurston, Towns- 
hend, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Wat- 


i kins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, and Yates—112, 


The main question was then ordered to be put. 

The question then recurred upon the adoption | 
of the Senate’s amendments. 

The Clerk read the first amendment, as follows: 

Strike out the following: 

« For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi below the rapids; the Ohio, including the repairs of 
the dam at Cumberland Island; the Missouri and the Ar- 
kansas rivers, $260,000; 

—and iu lieu thereof insert the following: 

‘¢ For the improvement of the navigation of the Missis- 
sippi river below the rapids, $90,000; the Ohio, including 
the repairs of the dam at Cumberland Island, $90,000; the 
Missouri and the Arkansas rivers, each $40,000; and tor 
the construction and repair of snag-boats, dredge-boats, 
and dischargivg scows, and machinery to be used on the 
Mississippi, Ohio, Missouri, Arkansas, and other western 
rivers, $150,000.” 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I demand the yeas 
and nays upon the amendment. 

Mr. BUELL. I call for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

ellers were ordered; and Messrs. Venanie 

and Hamiiron were appointed. 

The House was then divided, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 31; a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to—yeas 109, nays 56; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Alison, William Apple- 
ton, Babcock, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bissell, Bowie, Jolin H. 
Boyd, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown, 
Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Lewis DÐ. 
Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chap- 
man, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, Conger, George T. 
Davis, Jobn G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Disney, Dockery, 
Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, 


į Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Frecman, Henry M. 


Fuiler, Gaylord, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, 
Harper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, 
Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Jobn Jobn- 
son, Robert W. Jobnson, George G. King, Kuhns, Landry, 
Lockhart, Mann, Martin, Mason, Molony, Henry D. Moore, 


John Moore, Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, Samucl W. | 


Parker, Penn, Perkins, Phelps, Porter, Price, Reed, Rich- 
ardson, Schermerhorn, Schooleratt, Schoonmaker, Scud- 
der, David L. Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Snow, Stanty, 
Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Ste- 


vens, St. Martin, Strother, Sweetser, ‘Taylor, Thompson, į 
i 


Thurston, Townshend, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Was! 
burn, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, and Yates 
—109. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Averett, Thomas 
H. Bayly, Bocock, Bragg, Buell, Caldwell, Chastain, Cobb, 
Colcock, Curtis, Daniel, Dimmick, Edmundson, Floyd, 
Gilmore, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, 
lart, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, lngersoll, Ives, Jack- 
son, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glaney 
Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, McCorkle, McLan- 
ahan, McMullin, McNair, McQueen, Millson, Morrison, 
Murphy, Murray, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peastce, Powell, 
Robbins, Robie, Skelton, Smith, Stuart, Venable, Wallace, 
and Wildrick—56. 


The following section in the bill was read, viz: 

« For the improvement of the Des Moines rapids, in the 
Mississippi river, at the lower chain and the English chain, 
$50,000." 

The second amendment of the Senate was then 
read, as follows: 


amended will read, as follows : $ 

t For the improvement of the Rock River rapids and the 
Des Moines rapids, in the Mississippi river, at the lower 
chain and the English chain, $100,000.” 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. 
creases the appropriation $50,000. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 


The following section of the bill was-then read: 

“For opening a ship channel, of sufficient capacity to 
accommodate the wants of commerce, through the most 
convenient pass leading from the Mississippi river into the 
Gulf of Mexico, $75,000. And it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of War to apply said moneys to the opening of said 
chanuel by contract, and at an early day in the nextsession 
of Congress [to report snid contract, the progress of said 
work, and an estimate of the annual cost of keeping said 
channel open.}”? 


The third amendment of the Senate proposes to 
strike from the above clause the words in brack- 
ets, and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


« T'o report the progress of the work, the amount neces- 
sary to complete it, and an estimate of the annual cost of 
keeping said channel open, and any contract made shall be 
limited to the amount hereby appropriated.” 

So that it will read when amended, as follows: 

« For opening a ship channel of sufficient capacity to ac- 
commodate the wants of commerce, through the most con- 
venient pass leading (rom the Mississippi river into the Gulf 
of Mexico, $75,000. And it shall be the duty of the Secre- 
tary of War to apply said moneys to the opening of said 
ship channel by contract, and at an early day in the next 
session of Congress, report the progress of the work, the 
amount necessary to complete it, and an estimate of the 
annual costof keeping said channel open, and any contract 
made shall be Jimited to the amount hereby appropriated.” 


The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 


The following clause of the original bill was read: 
“ For removing the raft of Red river, $50,000.” 


The fourth amendment of the Senate proposes 
to strike out ‘¢ $50,000,” and insert in lieu thereof 
« $100,000,” and after the word ‘ dollars” to add 
the following: 

t And the Secretary of War be authorized to contract 


with the lowest responsible bidder, within this appropria- 
tion, for the removal of sais! raft, after giving public notice.’? 


The section as amended by the Senate will then 
read: 

“ For removing the raft of Red river, $100,000, and the 
Seeretary of War be authorized to contract with the lowest 
responsible bidder, within this appropriation, for the re- 
moval of said raft, after giving reasonable public notice.?? 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, demanded the 
yeas and nays on the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. HART demanded tellers on the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and Messrs. Harr 
and Ross were appointed; and the Flouse being 
divided, the tellers reported that there were—ayes 
29.-deemed to be a sufficient number, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 90, nays 65; as follows: 


YEAS—Messts. Charles Allen, William Appleton, Bab 
cock, Barrere, Bowie, Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown, 
Burrows, E.Carrington Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandler, Chapman, Clark, Clingman, George T. Davis, 
John G. Davis, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, 
Durkee, Eastman, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Freeman, 
Jlenry M. Puller, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, Goodrich, 
Gorman, Green, Harper, Sampson W. Harris, Haws, Has- 
call, Haven, Hebard, Henn, Horsford, Howard, John W. 
Howe, T. Y. How, John Johnson, R. W. Johnson, G. G. 
King, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Martin, McCorkle, Molo- 
ny, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Newton, Out- 
law, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Porter, Price, Reed, 
Richardson, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, 
Schoonmaker, Scudder, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Thad- 
deus Stevens, St. Martin, Sweetser, Taylor, Benjamin 


Tt only in- 


| Thompson, Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, 


Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, and Yates—o0. 
NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, Averett, Bibighaus, 
Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Buell, Joseph Cable, Cald- 
well, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Cleveland, 
Cobb, Colcock, Curtis, Daniel, Dawson, Dean, Dimmiek, 
Edgerton, Edmundson, Floyd, Gilmore, Hall, Hamilton, 
Isham G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Holaday, Houston, In- 
gersoll, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, J. Glaney Jones, Preston 
King, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Mason, MeLanahan, MeMw- 
lin, McNair, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Orr, Andrew Par- 


! ker, Peaslee, Perkins, Powell, Robbins, Robie, David L. 


Seymour, Origen S. Seymour, Skelton, Richard H. Stan- 
ton, Abraham P. Stephens, Stuart, Thurston, Venable, 
Wallace, and Wildrick—65. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

The following clause of the original bill was 
read, viz: 

“For the further improvement of the harbor of New York, 
by removing the rocks at Hell Gate, $20,000.” 


The fifth amendment of the Senate proposes to 
insert, after the word *“ Gate,” the words * and 
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Diamond’s Reef in the East: river;’’ so. that the 
clause, if amended, will then read: 

“For the. further improvement of the harbor of New 
York, by removing the rocks at Hell Gate -and Diamond’s 
Reef, in the East river, $20,000.” j 

The question was then taken onthe amendment, 
and it was agreed to. 


The sixth amendment of the Senate proposes to 
strike out the following: : 

For thé improvement of the channel at the mouth of 
Cape Fear river, North Carolina, $8,000.” 

The question was. taken, and the: amendment 
was agreed to. 

The following clause of the bill was read:. 

t For continuing the improvement of. the harbor of Mil- 
waukie, Wisconsin, $15,000.” 

The seventh amendment of the Senate proposes 
to add, atthe end of the above clause, the words, 
tito beexpended at the point on the Milwaukie 
river known as the North Cut, surveyed by Lieu- 
tenant Centre. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, demanded the 


pens and nays upon agreeing to this amendment; | 


ut they were not ordered. 

Mr. SEYMOUR demanded tellers; which were 
ordered; and Messrs. Goopenow and Hart were 
appointed, 

he question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 82, noes: 35. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


The following clause of the-bill was:read, viz: 


t For continuing the improvement of the harbor of Mich- 
igan City, Indiana, $20,000.” 


The eighth amendment of the Senate proposes 
to insert after the word “ Indiana,” in the above, 
the words “or the laying down a floating break- 
water and safety anchorage, as the’ Secretary of 
War may determine.” 

The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

So the section as amended will read: 


«For continuing the improvement of the harbor of Mich- 
igan. City, Indiana, or the laying down a floating break- 
water and safety anchorage, as the Secretary of War may 
determine, $20,000. 7? 


The following amendments of the Senate, in- 
serting in the bill the clauses indicated below, 
were severally read-and agreed to, viz: 


eit “ For a survey of the Rappahannock river, Virginia, 
3,000. 

$ tom. ‘Fora survey of Taunton river and New Bedford 
harbor, Massachusetts, $3,000. 

lith. “Por the improvement of Kennebec river, from 
the United States arsenal wharf in Augusta, Maine, to 
Lovejoy’s Narrow, $6,000. 

12. “ For asurvey of San Antonio river, Texas, $1,500. 

18th. * For the surveys of harbors at Sabine, Galvesion, 
Paso Cavallo, Velasco, Brazos de Santiago, and Corpus 
Christi, and the rivers Sabine, Brazos, and Trinity, Texas, 

5,000. 
ie 4th. «For repairing the public works at Little Egg har- 
bor, New Jersey, *8,500. 

15th. “For a survey of East Pascagoula river, Missis- 
sippi, $5,000. 

16th. * For a survey of Providence harbor, Rhode Island, 
$1,500, 

The seventeenth amendment of the Senate. was 
then read: 

«t Tnsert in the bill the following, viz: 

& Fora survey and examination of the Falts of the Ohio 
river, by a board of topographical and civil engineers, to be 
appointed by the Secretary of War, to report upon the ex- 
pediency of an additional canal around said falls, and the 
comparative cost, advantages, and disadvantages of making 
such additional canal on the Kentucky and Indiana shores 
of said river respectively, and also the cost, advantages, and 


disadvantages of enlarging and extending the present canal | 


sgo as to avoid the rocks at Sandy [sland, retaining the pres- 
ent locks in their present condition, $5,000,” 


Mr. SEYMOUR demanded the yeas and nays | 


upon concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. HART. I would like to inquire how often 
has this been surveyed by the Government? 

[Cries of ** Order !”? “ Order!”] 

‘The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘he question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 94, nays 62; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Babcock, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bowie, Breckinridge, 
Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown, Burrows, E. Carriug- 
ton Cabell, Joseph Cable, Catdwell, Lewis D. Campbell, 
Chandler, Chapman, Cobb, George T. Davis, John G. 
Davis, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Durkee, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Fitch, Florence, Fowler, Gay- 
lord, Gemry, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, Har- 

er, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Hebard, Hendricks, Henn, 
orsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, John Johnson, 
George G. King, Kuhns, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, Mar- 
tin, Mason, Molony, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, More- 
head, Newton, Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, 


i 
H 
H 
i 


| Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder; Stanly, Benjamin 


Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Abra- 
ham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, Taylor, 
Thompson, Townshend, Watbridge, Walsh, Ward, Wast- 
burn. Watkins, Welch, Wells, A. White, and Yates—94, 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Averett, Bissell, 
Bragg, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Thompson Campbell, Cas- 
kie, Chastain, Cleveland, Coicock, Custis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dimmick, Edmundson, Faulkner, Ficklin, Floyd, Gilmore, 
Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Jsham.G. Harris, Sampson W. 
Harris, Hart, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Ingersoll, Jack- 
son, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones; J: Glancy Jones, Preston 
King, Kurtz, Letcher, McLanahan, MeMullin, McQueen, 
Meade, Millson, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, Orr, Andrew 
Parker, Peastee, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Robie, 
David L. Seymour, Origen S. Sëymour, Skelton, St. Martin, 
Stuart, Thurston, Wallace, Wildrick, and-Woodward—62: 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

A message was here received: from the Senate 
by Mr: Dicxrns, its Secretary: = 

Mr. Speaxer: The Senate have passed a bill. of the House 
of the following title, viz: H. R. No. 322, “An actin ad- 
dition to an act to.promote the progress of the useful arts,” 


with sundry amendments, in which I am directed to ask the 
concurrence of this House. The Senate have agreed to the 


amendments of this House to the bill of the Senate (No. 223) | 


entitled ‘An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide 
for the better secutity.of the lives of passengers on board of. 
vessels. propelied in whole or in part by steam, and for 
other purposes.’ ?? 


On motion by Mr. CARTTER, -by unanimous 


consent, 


Ordered, That the House concur in the amendments of ; 


the Senate to the bill of the House (No, 322) entitled “An 


act in addition to an act to promote the progress of the use- | 


ful arts.” 
Ordered, That the Clerk acquaint the Senate therewith. 


| Mr. WILDRICK, fromthe Committee on En- | 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled House | 


bill No. 144, entitled “An act to amend the act en- 
titled ‘An act to reduce and modify therates of post- 
age in the United States, and for other purposes,’ 
passed 3d March, 1851,” when the Speaker signed 
the said bill. 


The House then considered and agreed to the | 
several amendments of the Senate, inserting. the | 


following clausse in the harbor bill, viz: 

18th. “ For the repair of thesea-wall at Marblehead, Mas- 
sachusetts , 8500. 

19th. ‘Fora survey of the harbor of Georgetown, South 
Carolina, $3,000. 

QUth. “For a survey of Shrewsbury river; New Jersey; 
$1,500. 
oe “ For-repaising the piers at Kennebunk, Maine, 

2d: "at For abreakwaterat Owlshead Harbor, orat Rock- 
land Harbor, in Máine; as the Department of War shall de- 
cide, $15,000.” 


The twenty-third amendment of the Senate, in- 


serting the following clause in the bill, was then’ 


read, viz: 


“ For the further removal. of obstructions, and the im- : 


provement of the harbor of Dubuque, ¢15,000.7? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois, demanded the 
yeas and. nays upon concurring in this amend- 
ment; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 78, nays 76; as follows: 


Y£&AS—Messrs. Charies Allen, William Appleton, Bab- ; 
cock, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Briggs, ! 
| George Hy Brown, Burrows, E. Carrington Cabell, Cald- 


well, Lewis D. Campbell, Chandier, Chapman, Clark, | 


George ‘I’. Davis, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Eastman, Evans, 


Florence, Fowler, Henry M., Fulier, Gentry, Goodenow, | 
Goodrich, Green, Grey, Harper, Haws, Hascall, Haven, i 


Hebard, Henn, Horstord, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, 
Ingersoll, Robert W. Jobnson, Kuhns, Laudry, Mann, 
Martin, Henry D. Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Newton, 
Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Porter, Price, 


; Reed, Robie, Sackett, Schermerhoru, Schoolcratt, Schoon- | 


maker, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
Strother, Stuart, ‘faylor, Thompson, Townshend, ‘Tuck, 


Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Washburn, Watkins, Welch, į 


Wells, Addison White, and Yates—78. 
NAY5S--Messrs. Aiken, Willis Alten, Allison, Ashe, 
Averett, Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Albert G. 


Brown, Buell, Joseph Cable, Thompson Campbell, Chas- | 


tain, Clingman, Cobb, Coleock, Curtis, Daniel, John G. 
Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dunham, Edger- 
ton, Faulkner, Fiteh, Floyd, Freeman, Gaylord, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Sampson 
W. Harris, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, ives, 
Jackson, Jenkins, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. 
Giancy Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, 
Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, MceMullin, McNair, Me- 
Queen, Meade, Millson, Molony, Morrison, Murray, Orr, 


Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Powell, Richardson, Robbins, | 


David L. Seymour, Skelton, Abraham P. Stephens, Sweet- 
ser, Thurston, Wallace, Wildrick, and Woodward—76. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.STANLY. 1 move to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment was agreed to, and to 


: lay the motion to reconsider upon the table. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Hlinois. Upon that mo- 


| tion I call for the yeas and nays. 


Mr. HENDRICKS. I ask for tellers upon the 


Perkins, Price, Reed, Sackett, Savage, Schermerhorn , || yeas and nays. 


Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; and the 
question being put upon the latter. motion it was 
decided in the affirmative. 

So the motion to reconsider was. laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Several votes have 
been taken upon the amendments to.the bill while 
I was absent upon the Committee of ‘Conference, 
and I desire that my name may be recorded in 
the negative upon all of them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
cannot object. 
recorded. 

`The SPEAKER. The recollection of the Chair 


I object. 
5 The gentleman 
I: have aright to have my votes 


| is, that it is usual for gentlemen upon committees 


of conference to have their votes recorded. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. [rise to aques- 
tion of order, which I wish to submit to the Chair. 

Mr. HIBBARD. I wish. to make a statement 
to the Chair. Iam in the same situation :as. the 
gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr: Jones,] having 
been engaged upon a Committee of Conference; 
and in consequence I have lost my votes, and I 
ask permission to have them recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not recollect 
very distinctly. what has. been the practice upon 
that subject. The Chair knows that when a com- 
mittee has leave of the House to sit during the 
sittings of the House, they have a right to record: 
their votes. 

Mr. STANLY. 
case. 

Mr. HIBBARD. Iwas absent on the Com- 
mittee of Conference, and I request that. my vote 
may be recorded in the negative. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks it will 
requite the consent of the House to record the 
votes. 

Mr: HIBBARD. Who objects? 

Mr. STANLY. All of us here object. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, it 
has been the universal practice of the House, when 
gentlemen are absent; by order of the House, to 
allow them to record their votes when they come 
ins I have done so. myself repeatedly when I. 
have been absent upon committees of enrollment, 
and committees of conference.’ If this were not 
allowed, you would. not be able-to procure any 


No leave was given in this 


‘member of this. House ‘to serve.upon those com- 


mittees, at a time when perhaps: it: is essentially 
necessary. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. It is a question which, I believe, is 
pertinent, and I will just state it to the House, 
and it is this: Though it may have been usual to 
do it in cases where it would not change the result, 
yet the Chair must at once see that it cannot be 
allowed in cases where the votes in those cases 
would decide against the residue of the House, 
and perhaps defeat the intention of the House, be- 
cause other members would not have an opportu- 
nity to change their votes. f 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that ùn- 
der. the rules of the House the gentlemen have not 
the right to vote: 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then I have to 
say that I will serve on no more committees of 
conference. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I think the gentleman from 
Arkansas misapprehended the point in this case. 
The gentleman from Tennessee. voted upon the last 
amendment. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Irise to call the gentleman 
from Alabama to order. The question has been 
decided and no appeal taken, and debate is there- 
fore not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair certainly knows 


| of no rule that would authorize the gentlemen to 


record their votes. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I appeal from that 
decision, because it has been the universal practice 
of the House, since I have been a member, to allow 
votes to be recorded under such circumstances. 

TheSPEAKER. TheChair thinks it has been 
usual to allow members of committees sitting by 
order of the House, to record their votes. But 
it has been practice alone. There is certainly no 
rule controlling the subject. The ruleis very pos- 
itive that those gentlemen who are not within the 


; bar when their names are called cannot vote. The 


gentleman from Tennessee appeals from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 
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Mr. STANLY. I move to lay that appeal upon 
the table. . 

Mr. JONES. Uponthat motion I ask the'yeas 
and nays. ; i 

Mr. AVERETT. I call, for’ tellers ‘upon the | 

eas and nays. ; a 

Tellers were not ordered; anu the yeas and nays 
were not ordered. Rete ; 

The question was‘then taken, and ‘the appeal 
was laid upon‘the table. 

The twenty-fourth amendment, of the Senate, 
‘inserting the following clause in the harbor bill, 
was read, viz: ý ; 

st Por repairing the piers in Big Sodus Bay, New York, 
$10,000.” 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. ‘I ask for the yeas 
and nays upon that.amendment,.and I call for 
tellers upon the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were not ordered; and the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put upon theamendment, 
and it was agreed to. i 


The twenty-fifth amendment of the Senate, in- 
serting -the following clause in the bill, was then 
read, viz: t 

«“ For improving Cape Fearriver;at and: below :Wilming- 
ton, North Carolina, $20,000.” 

Mr. DAWSON. Upon thatamendment I call 
for the yeas and nays. | 

The.yeas and nays were ordered. é | 

The question was then.put;.and it was decided 
in the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 67; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Ashe, Babcock, Barrere, Bennett, Bibighaus, Bowie, 
Brenton, Briggs, George H. Brown; B. Carrington Cabell, 
Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Uart- 
ter, Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, : Clark, Clingman, 
Conger, George T. Davis; Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, 
Eastman, Evans, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gay- 
lord, Gentry, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, Harper, Haws, 
Raven, Hebard, Henn, Horsford, Jobn W. Howe, Thomas 
Y. How; Jackson, George G. King; Kubns, Landry, Lock- 
hart, Mann, Martin, John Moore, Morehead; Newton, Out- 
law, S.W. Parker, Penn, Pemiman, Porter, Price, Riddle, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schooteratt, Schoonmak er, Snow, 
, Stanly, Benjamin‘Stanton, Frederick P; Stanton, Strother, 

Stuart, Taylor, Thompson, Townshend, Tuck, Watbridge, 
Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Addison White, and 
Yates—84. 

NAYS—Measrs.:Willis Allen, Averett, Thos. H. Bayly, 
Bocock, Buell, Cleveland, Cobb, Colcock, Curtis, Daniel, 
John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dunham, Edger- 
ton, Edmundson, ‘Faulkner,’ Ficklin, ‘Fitch, Floyd, Free- 

_man, Gilmore, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham 
G. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, 
“Howard, (Ingersoll, John Johnson; Daniel T. Jones,’ George 
OW: Jonesy J. Glaney Jones, Preston King, Letcher, Ma- 
-gon, McCorkle, MeLanahan, McNair, Millon, Molony, 
Morrison; Murphy, Murray, Orr, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, 
Powell, Richardson, Robbins, Savage, Origen S. Seymour, 
Skelton, Richard H.: Stanton, Thaddeus Stephens, Suther- 
Jand, Sweetser, Thurston, Wallace, Wildrick, and Wood- 
ward—67. { 
So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CLEVELAND. I move that the House 
take a recess until six-o’clock. j 

[Loud cries of ‘No P? “ No? 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I object. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A.message was received from the Senate, by 
the hands of Assury Dicus, informing the 
- House that that body-had agreed to the report of 
the Committee on Conference on the Indian ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Task to make a 
report from the Committee on Conference upon the 
ndianappropriation bill. ‘The Senate haveagreed 
to it, and it now only-réquires that the House 
should agree to it,so that the bill may be enrolled. 

The SPEAKER. Does the Chair understand 
that there is nothing but the report to be received? 

Mr. JONES. :Thatisall. The committee have 
agreed that the Senate shall recede from their 
amendments disagreed to by the House, and the 
Senate have concurred in the report. 

The report of the Committee on Conference 
was then, by unanimous consent, agreed to. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 


The House resumed the consideration of the 
amendments of the Senate to the harbor bill. 

The amendments of the’ Senate inserting the 
following clauses in thebill, were severally consid- 
ered and agreed to, viz: 

96th. “For repairing the piers at Huron river harbor, 


Ohio, $10,000. : ; 
“th. “For continuing and repairing the breakwater -at 
Burlington, Vermont, $10,000. 


Bth, “For repairing the piers. at Conneaught, Ohio, 
$10,000. 


3915;000. 


nae by unanimous consent, 


“99th. ‘For repairing the piers-atNew Castle, Delaware, 


36th. For the further improvement of the harbor at 
Bridgeport, Connecticut, $10,000, p 


byst. “For the improvement of the river ‘St. John, Flor- 


~ida, $10,000. 


[A message was ‘here received from the Senate 


‘by the hands of Assury’ Diéxins, Esq. ; its Secre- 
‘tary, announcing that the Senate“had passed’ the 


bill makingappropriations for the civil ‘and diplo- 


| matic expenses of: the Government for the year 
fon ag of June; 1853, with sundry amend- 
“ments. : : 


The thirty-second amendment of the Senate, in- 
setting the following clause in the:bill, was then 
read, as follows: 

«s For the completion of the old line of survey, or the new 


line,as may be deemed expedient, for a ship ‘canal across 
the peninsula of Florida, $20,000.” 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I-wish to ask 
the indulgence of the House, for the last time, for 
the yeas and: nays on this amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

‘Mr. SWEEFSER. -Will it be-in order to 
move.to take:a recess until six o’elock? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order, ex- 


‘Mr. CAMPBELL, of Hlinois. I object. 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
of. the Senate, ‘and it was decided in the afirma- 
tive—yeus 73, nays 65; as follows: 

YBAS—Messrs. Charles Alien, Allison, William: Appie- 
ton, Babcock, ‘Barrere, Bibighaus, Bowie, Brenton, Briggs, 
George H. Brown, B. Carrington Cabell, Caldwell, Lewis 
D. Campbell, Cartter, Chandler, Chapman, Dockery, Doty, 
Duncan, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, Florence, Fowler, 
Henry M. Fuller, Gentry, Goodenow, Green, Grey, Harper, 
Haws, Hebard, Honn, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, 
Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Kuhns, Landry, 
Mann, Martin, Jobn Moore, Morehead, Newton, Outlaw, 
Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, Porter, Price, Robie, 
Sackett, Schermerhorn; Schoolcratt, Schoonmaker, Snow, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanion,. Frederick P. Stanton, Stuart, 
Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, Tuck, Venable, Walbridze, 
Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Welch, Wells, Addison White, 
and: ¥ates—73. 

NAY S—Messrs. Willis Allen, Ashe, Averett, Bocock, 
Lhampson Campbell, Chastain, Cleveland, Cobb, Colcock, 
Daniel, John G, Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Dunham, 
Faulkner, Ficklin, Floyd, Gaylord, Gilmore, Gorman, Hail, 
Hamilton, Hammond, sham G. Harris, Sampson W: Har- 
ris, Hart, Hendricks, Hibbard, Holaday, Houston, lioward, 
Ingersoll, Jackson, Jobn, Jolhnson,:George W. Jones, J. 
Glancy Jones, Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Lockhart, 


“McCorkle, McLanahan, McNair, MeQueen, Millson, Mo- 


Morrison; Murphy, Murray, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, 
Powell Richardson, David L. Seymour, Origen S. 
Seymour, Skelton, R. H. Stanton, St. Martin, Sutherland, 
Thurston, Townshend, Wallace, and Woodward—65. 

So the amendment of the Senate was agreed to. 

Mr. DEAN. -I move-that the House take a 
recess, 

The SPEAKER. 
unanimous consent. 

Loud cries of * Objet l 
he amendments of the Senate, inserting the 

following clauses in the bill, were considered and 
agreed to, viz: 

93d. “ For the survey of the sand bars in Newark, New 
Jersey, $2,000. 

34th. “ For improving the Levee across the mouth of the 
river Santiago, in the State of California, to turn it into its 
former channel, $30,000; to'be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of War.” 

The thirty-fifth amendment of the Senate, in- 
serting the following clause in the bill, was read: 

« For the improvement of the navigation of the Tennessee 
river, 


lony, 
Phelps; 


It can only -be done by 


ka 


Deparunent of the 13th July, 1852. For the improvement į 


of the navigation of the IMinois river; the sum of $30,000. *? 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I call for a division 

of the question, so as to take it first upon the Ten- 

nessee amendment, and then upon the Illinois. 
Mr. STUART. Can that be done upon a Sen- 


| ate amendment? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can. 
Mr. STUART. Is not the practice the other 


way with regard to Senate amendments? If it were ! 


an amendment of this House, it could be done 
under our rule, but the amendments of the Senate 
must be agreed to or rejected as a whole, I take it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the amend- 
ment is devisible. The House can reject one-part 
and agree to the other. 

Mr. STUART. 
as a-single amendment from the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. They are all in the same 
class. The Chair thinks that the amendment is 
divisible. 

The question now being upon the first clause of 
the amendment, appropriating $50,000 for -the 
Tennessee river, j 


$50,000, in conformity with the estimates of the War | 


I understand it to be reported | 


Mr. DAWSON ‘demanded the yeas- and nays: 

‘Mr. HENDRICKS ‘called for tellers upon the 
yeas'and nays. — ese 

“"Pellers were not ordered; and the yeasand nays 
-were not ordered, 

The question was then put, and theamendment 
was agreed to—ayes:84, noes -not ‘counted. 

‘The question recurred upon sagreeing ‘to. the 
second clause of the amend ment, appropriating 
430,000 for the Illinois rivers `: poate 
Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Upon: the adoption 
‘ofthat: portion of the: amendment I.ask:for the 
-yetis‘and nays. 

The ‘yeas and nays were ordered: 


APPEALS FROM THE PATENT OFFICE. 

Mr. CARTTER. I ask the permission of the 
House to move an agreement to a verbal amend- 
ment. made by the Senate in bill No. 232, provid- 
ing for appeals from the Patent Office. Itis merely 
„a verbal amendment inserting the word ‘ associ- 
ate ” instead of “‘ assistant judge,” as I had putit 
in-the bill. 

There being no objection, the question was taken 
upon agreeing to the Senate amendment, and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. : 


The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the second clause of the 35th amendment, and ‘it 
was decided in the affirmative—yeas i85, nays 58; 
as follows: : 


YRAS—Measrs. Charles Allen, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Babeock, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bowic, Brenton, Briggs, 
George H. Brown, T: Carrington Cabell, Caldwell; Lewis 
D. Campbell, Thompson Camphell, Cartier .Chandier, Chap- 
man, Doty, Duncan, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Evans, 
Ewing, Florence, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gentry, Good- 
enow, Grey, Harper, Haws, Tascall, Haven, Hebard, Henn, 
Horsford, John W. Howe, John Johnson, Robert W. John- 
son, Daniel T. Jones, George G. King, Kubns, Landry, 
Mann, Martin, Molony, John Moore, Morehead, Newion, 
Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Porter, Price, Reed, 
Richardson, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Sehoon- 
maker, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Thaddeus ‘Stevens, Stuart, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, 
Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, 
Welch, Wells, Addison White, and Yates—85. 

NAYS—Messrs. Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Bocock, 
Breckinridge, Caskie, Chastain, Clark, Cleveland, Cling- 
man, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dim- 
mick, Dunham, Edmundson, Faulkner, Floyd, Gilmore, 
Gorman, Hall, Hamilion, Hammond, Esham G. Harris, Hart, 
Hibbard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, Hunter, Ingersoll, 
Jackson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, Kuntz, Letche 
er, Mason, McCorkle, MeLanaban, McNair, McQueen, 
Millson, Morrison, Murphy, Murray, Orr, Andrew Parker, 
Peasloe, Penn, Phelps; Robbins, Robie, David L, Seymour, 
Skelton, R. H. Stanton, Wallace, and ‘Woodward—5s. 


So:the amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments of the Senate inserting the fol- 
lowing clauses in the bill were severally read and 
agreed to, viz: 

36th. “ For the improvement of the harbor and break water 
at Waukegan, finois, $15,000. 

87th. «That the Seeremry of War cause to be examined 
and surveyed the river Savannah, from the city of Savan- 
nah as high up as-the city of Augusta, the Ocmulgee up 
to Macon, and the Flint up to Albany, and the Chatfahoo- 
¢bee up to Columbus, inthe State of Georgia, and to report 
to Congress the amount of money which may remove: any 
obstructions to navigation, and twat the sum of: 105000 be 
„appropriated for that purpose. 

38th. ‘For filling in behind the United States sea-wall 
in the harbor of St. Augustine, Florida, with earth, $3,000,” 


The thirty-ninth.and last amendment of the 
Senate, striking from the bill section two, was then 
read.and agreed to, as follows: 


“And beit further enacted, That the commissioners of the 
town of Wilmington, North Carolina, be authorized to levy 
and collect a tonnage duty, not exceeding four cents per ton 
upon all vessels not Jess than sixty tons, for the purpose of 
cleaning out the obstructions in the mouth of Cape Fear 
river, and that to effect that purpose, the said commission- 
ers be authorized to pledge the receipts from the said ton- 
nage duty, to pay. the interest or principal on any loan they 


5 


may effect for that purpose: Provided, That me Legisla- 


! mre of North Carolina, at its next session, order and at- 


thorize such a tonnage duty.”? 

Mr. DUNCAN. I rise to a privileged question. 
I move to reconsider the vote by which these sev- 
eral amendments have been adopted and to Jay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent it can 
be done, otherwise a separate vote must be taken 
upon each amendment. 

[Cries of «Object !”] ` 

Mr. HOUSTON obtained the foor. 


THE GARDINER CLAIM—CHARGE AGAINST 
MR. CORWIN. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee., Fask the in- 


| dulgence of the gentleman from Alabama to yield 


2414 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


August 28, 


me the floor for a single moment. - It will not take 
five minutes to do what I desire should be done. 
Tt will be remembered that this House, on Monday 
or Tuesday, appointed a Select Committee fo in- 
vestigate the claim of Dr. Gardiner and. the con- 
nection which the. Secretary of the Treasury. had 
with that claim. > The. committee, as appointed by 
this House, have had two meetings, but beforeeven 
the committee met the Secretary of the Treasury 
addressed a communication to the chairman of the 
committee requesting an investigation instanter, 
and desiring that it should be gone into... The 
committee met and informed him that bhe- could at- 
tend. The mover of the resolution is also urgent, 
and. desires a number. of. witnesses to be sum- 
moned. Mr. Corwin, also, wishes a number of 
witnesses to be summoned, some of whom reside 
in distant States. The committee, from what they 
have seen of this matter, have come to the conclu- 
sion that it is impossible for them to commence 
and get through with the investigation before this 
session closes. Itis knownto all the members 
that if the session closes before the investigation 
has concluded, that the committee is dissolved, and 
there the thing ends. It is a question involving 
the character of a high functionary, who is press- 
ing the matter on one hand, and the mover of the 
resolution upon the other, and all we ask is to make 
this little report, and then for the House to make 
such a disposition. of the matter as they think 

roper. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I shall not object to making 
the report unless some discussion comes up. 

The Clerk then read the report, as follows: 


The Select Committee appointed to investigate the facts 
touching the connection of the Hon. Thomas Corwin, the 
present Secretary of the Treasury, with the Gardiner claim, 
allowed by the Board for the adjustment of claims against 
the Republic of Mexico, under the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, report, that there will not be time during the pres- 
ent session of Congress to complete the investigation which 
they are required to make by said resolution, or to procure 
the attendance of the witnesses who are named upon both 
sides, and whose testimony is regarded as necessary to the 
full examination of said claim, or the connection of the said 
Corwin therewith. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I think I may speak. for 
every member of the committee, when I say that 
we want the facts understood, and all the parties 
to have justice done them. ‘The letters are short, 
and if read, will show what Mr. Corwin desires. 
i The Clerk read the first letter, which is as fol- 
ows: 


WASHINGTON CITY, August 24, 1852. 

Dear SiR: Amongst the published proceedings of the 
House of Representatives on Monday, I have observed a 
resolution of inquiry into my connection with the claim of 
Dr. Gardiner, before the late Mexican Commission, 

I see by the published proceedings of this day, that you 
are the chairman of the committee raised on this resolution. 
As the session of Congress is drawing rapidly lo a close, [ 
am sure you will fully comprehend my extreme anxiety, | 
that your investigation, so far as Lam concerned, should 
proceed with the utmost possible dispatch, 

I most respectfully ask, that you will inform me by the 
bearer of this, when I may have the opportunity of present- 
ing testimony to the committee. Very respectfully, 

: THO. CORWIN. 


Hon. ANDREW JOHNSON. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I will just say in this con- 
nection, that the committee met immediately on 
the receipt of that letter, and Mr. Corwin wasin- 
formed that he could attend the next morning, 
which he did. The committee then took the ne- 
cessary steps, and it was agreed to make the re- 
port which has just been read, and which was in 
readiness to be madeto the House the day before 
yesterday. After that report wasagreed to, the 
letter now about to be read was sent to the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk then read the second letter, as fol- 
lows: 

Wasnineton Ciry, August 26, 1852. 


Dear Sir: I understood this morning, that the special 
comnittee, of which you are the chairman, have resolved 
that they cannot proceed with the investigation assigned to 
them. 

The anxiety expressed by me to the committee, that it 
should investigate and report to the present session, induces 
me now to request that the committee shall ask and obtain 
leave to sit in the vacation, and close the matter by a re- 
port, so far as I am concerned, as soon as possible. Yours, | 
respectfully, THO. CORWIN. 

Hon, A. JoHNson, 


Mr. JOHNSON. I will only add, that great 
anxiety is manifested by the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the one hand, and on the other hand, | 
by the mover of the resolution, [Mr. Oxns,] that i 
this investigation should be gone into. Itis for 
the. House to determine what course they. will | 


cand he requested me so to say to the House, that 
he is equally anxious that the committee should 
-have an opportunity of sitting during the recess, 


pursue. 


- Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I desire to ask 
if the mover of the resolution [Mr. Oxps] has not 
left the House and gone home? 

Mr. EDGERTON. | I will say in behalf of my 
colleague, [Mr. Oips,] the mover of the resolu- 
tion, who has been called home, that he.is exceed- 
ingly anxious for the prosecution of this.inquiry; 


and ascertaining the facts of: the case. I move, 
therefore, if it be in order, that the committee have 
leave to sit during the recess: 

Mr. GENTRY. Mr. Speaker, Ido not under- 
take to express any opinion whatsoever, founded 
upon anything like an investigation of the charges 
and. imputations that have been made against the 
Secretary of the Treasury, whether they are true 
or false, just or unjust. Certainly, so far as I can 
form an opinion from all my preconceptions of the 
character and principles of that officer, I should 
hold them to be false, unjust, injurious, and calum- 
nious imputations. But yet it cannot be denied, 
that men of very high character have sometimes 
disappointed the expectations which such a char- 
acter has given their friends and the public a right 
to entertain. We are not to assume that because 
an individual. has maintained a high character, 
he may not fall from that high position, and dis- 
appoint the high expectations which have been 
raised, and which his friends have had a right to 
indulge. These imputations against Mr. Corwin 
are of a character which involve his official and 
personal honor. Itis his interest to desire that 
this investigation, now, after all that has been said, 
should be made speedily and promptly, thoroughly 
and effectively, if indeed he feels that he is an in- 
nocent man. He has a right to demand that he 
should have the vindication which a full develop- 
ment of the facts of the case would give him. To 
so much as this, if he is an injured man, is he en- 
titled from this House. On the other hand, those 
who have made themselves responsible for these 
charges, are interested in having an opportunity 
to make good those charges, that they, if they can 
substantiate them, may stand vindicated against 
the imputation of being false and malicious slan- 
derers. Let the investigation, therefore, be had, 
and if the Secretary of the Treasury is guilty, 
let him be impeached, and if he is innocent, let 
him be vindicated; and let his calumniators stand 
branded with the infamy and dishonor which they 
will deserve. Therefore I say that this committee 
ought to sit during the recess. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that that report be 
laid upon the table. 

Mr. GENTRY. Sir, hope not. Every prin- 
ciple of justice revolts against such a proceeding. 
A member of this House has pertinaciously in- 
sisted upon this investigation. This House has 
so far entertained the subject as to appoint, upon 
his demand, a Select Committee to investigate the 
charges. The House now owes it to thecountry, 
to the officer whose character is implicated, to the 
member of the House who has made himself re- 
sponsible for this proceeding, and to its own char- 
acter, not to stop short of a full investigation. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am willing that gentlemen 
shall discuss this proposition as much as they 
please. All I want to do is to dispose of the civil 
and diplomatic appropriation bill. I ask the per- 
mission of the House to take up that bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I appeal to the gentle- 
man to hear me but for.a moment. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I am perfectly willing to 
withdraw my motion to lay the report on the table 
for the present. All I desire is to dispose of the 
civil and diplomatic bill. It will not take five 
minutes to do it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If my friend will yield 
me the floor for a moment, I think we can dispose 
of this other matter. 

Mr.MEADE. I hope the House has sense of 
justice enough to vote against laying the report of 
the Select Committee on the table. 

Several Memsers. That motion has been with- | 
drawn. | 

[Shouts of ‘¢ Order!’’ * Order!” and much con- 
fusion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair inquires of the 
gentleman from Alabama, whether he has with- | 
drawn his motion to lay the report upon the | 
table? j 

Mr. HOUSTON. 


I did withdraw it. 


|| expect us to do this. 


The SPEAKER. Then. the question before 
the House is on the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Epcerron,] that the Select. Committee 
have leave to sit during the recess. 

Mr. EDGERTON. Ihave reduced my motion 
to writing, and I ask the Clerk to read it; and 
upon its adoption 1 call the previous question. 

[At this time the greatest possible confusion 
prevailed all over the Hall.] : f 

Mr. HOUSTON. I gave way, as a matter of 
courtesy, to my fiiend from Tennessee, [Mr. 
Jounson,] but I had no idea of losing the floor, 
or of yielding for any other purpose than to en- 
able him to present the report of the committee. 
T now desire to occupy the attention of the House 
so long as to get the civil and diplomatic bill re- 
ferred. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 

any motion until the motion of the gentleman from 
Ohio is disposed of. 
_ Mr. GENTRY. I suppose that by general 
consent, the House can refer the bill, if that is all 
the gentleman desires. There will be no objection 
to that, I presume. 


The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous wish of 


the House 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a question of 
order, The point of order I make is this: that 


the gentleman from Alabama (Mr. Houston] 
having yielded to the gentleman from Tennessee 
(Mr. Jonnson] to submit this motion, it is not in 
order for the gentleman from Alabama to resume 
the floor until the proposition made by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee is disposed of. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has so stated to 
the House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I desire to move to 
amend the proposition of the gentleman from 
Ohio, [Mr. Eperrron,] by enlarging the powers 
of the committee. 

Mr. EDGERTON. If the gentleman will hear 
my proposition read, he will see, I think, that it 
is broad enough. 

The Clerk then read Mr. Epeertox’s motion, 
as follows: 

That the committee have leave to sit in the vacation, to 


send or persons and papers, and to examine witnesses un- 
er oath. 


THE CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, With the permis- 
sion-of the gentleman, I desire to make a sugges- 
tion which I think will relieve the House from 
this difficulty. If the House will informally pass 
over this subject until the gentleman from Ala- 
bama can move the reference of the amendments 
of the Senate to the civil and diplomatic bill, they 
can then go on with the discussion of this matter. 

The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent that 
can be done. 

No objection was made. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The Senate have returned 
fifty-five or sixty pages of amendments to the 
civil and diplomatic bill. It is utterly impossible 
that we can examine them as they ought to be ex- 
amined, either in the Committee of Ways and 
Means or in the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, and pass the bill this session, I 
therefore submit the motion that the House dis- 
agree to all the amendments of the Senate, and 
ask for a committee of conference. The Senate 
Several Senators have re- 
quested me to take this course. It is the only 
course that will save the bill. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. It will be recol- 
lected that at the last session a similar course was 

ursued, and the result was that two or three most 
important changes were made in the law. Atall 
events, I insist on the amendments being read. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Then I move to suspend 
the rules for the purpose I have indicated. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. GENTRY. If the motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama shall prevail, the effect will be, 
I suppose, to refer all these amendments to a com- 
mittee of conference. Now,I think that is a very 
objectionable mode of legislating. It is delegating 
all our powers of legislation to a committee of 
conference. 

Mr. CABELL. I rise to a question of order. 
I submit that any member of this House has a 
right to insist upon the reading of these amend- 
ments before being called upon to vote. upon them. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is not yet taken up. 
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Mr. CABELL. But the 
it up. ; : 
Mr. HALL, If that be the proposition, then 

the gentleman has’ no right to-call for the reading 
of the amendments. A majority of the House 
must decide whether they shall be read ‘or not. 

Mr. HOUSTON. -Fnow move that the House 
non-concur in the amendments of the Senate to the 
civil and diplomatic bill, and ask for a committee 
of conference, i Í : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair- will suggest to 
the gentleman from Alabama ‘that he had better 
make his motions in their regular order. The bill 
has not yet been taken up. : 

Mr. HOUSTON. ThenI move that the House 
now take up the civil and diplomatic bill, with a 
view of non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate, and appointing a committee of conference. 

The question was put, and the House agreed to 
take up the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the House 
non-concur in all the amendments of the Senate; 
and if it be competent, [ also include in the motion 
that to appoint a committee ‘of conference, and 
ask that the two propositions may be decided by 
one vote; and I call for the previous question. 

Mr. CABELL. Is it not in order to call for a 
division of that motion, so that the vote shall be 
taken upon the two propositions separately ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama moves that the House non-concur with the 
amendments of the Senate to the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, and that. a committee of conference be 
appointed. The Chair decides that the motion is 
susceptible of division, and the vote must be taken 
upon each proposition separately, if demanded by 
any member. 

r. CABELL. 
question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the 
propositions will have to be voted upon separately. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I rise to a 
question of order. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg to present this ques- 
tion of order-—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky was first recognized by the Chair, and will 
submit his question of order. 

Mr.STANTON, Theseamendments, ornearly 
all of them, contain appropriations. I submit, 
therefore, that under the rules of the House they 
must first be considered in the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is correct. 
The rulg does require that the amendments shall 
go to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
rule. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I submit that the rule has | 
been suspended. 

Mr. STANTON. Certainly not. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I rise to a question of or- 
der, which will take precedence to thatof the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, and which will obviate, I | 
think, all difficulty. l submit that this bill was 
taken up by general consent. 

Mr. CABELL. ‘Notat all. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. After it was taken up the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Housron] moved 
to suspend the rules to introduce the motion to 
non-concur with the amendments of the Senate, 
and to appoint a committee of conference. Thei 
question was then put, and the rules were sus- 
pended, to enable the gentleman from Alabama to 
introduce this identical motion. That was my 
understanding of the matter. I beg to call the at- 
tention of the gentleman from Alabama to this | 
statement, and ask him if it is not correct? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the view 
taken by the gentleman from North Carolina. The 
gentleman from Alabama moved to suspend the 
rules with a view of submitting his proposition to 
non-concur with the amendments of the Senate, 
and appoint a committee of conference. The Chair 
thinks the gentleman has not changed his propo- 
sition since the rules were suspended. He there- 

fore decides that the proposition to non-concur with | 
the amendments of the Senate is now before the | 
House. | 

Mr. STANTON. I think the Chair labors un- | 
der a misapprehension. My recollection is, that 
the rules were suspended to take the bill up, not 
to introduce the motion to non-coneur with the | 


proposition is to take 


I demand a division of the 


I move to suspend that 


amendments and 


appoint a committee’ of confer- 
ence.’ : : aa : : 


= The SPEAKER. © That-was the recollection of 


the Chair for the moment, but -he now- believes 
that is not the history of the question. 

Mr. STANTON. My recollection is very clear, 
thatthe rules were suspended. for the purpose of 
taking up the billi: = +077 wie 

The SPEAKER... The Chair will state to the 


‘gentleman from Kentucky, that the bill was taken 
up by general consent. 


Thegentleman from Ala- 
bama then moved to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose of submitting his motion. The rules were 
suspended, and the Chair now decides the ques- 
tion before the House to be upon the motion to 
non-coneur with the amendments of the Senate, 
and to appoint a committee of conference; which 
motion, upon further reflection, he thinks must be 
taken as a whole. 

Mr. CABELL. I desire to ask the Speaker 
one question. 

Mr.CARTTER. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. CABELL.: I ask the Speaker if I have 
not the right to ask upon what amendment the 
House are now called upon to act? 

The SPEAKER. Upon all the Senate amend- 
ments to the bill. 

Mr. CABELL. Well, what are they? Have 
I not the right to have them read, in order that the 
House may know what they are acting upon? 

Mr. HOUSTON. I call for the previous ques- 
tion upon my: motion. 

Mr. STUART. I ask the Speaker if I was not 
recognized before the gentleman from Alabama, 
and if so, whether he had the floor to call the pre- 
vious question ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama called for the previous question some ten 
minutes since, upon his motion. Since that time 
we have been indulging in questions of order. 

Mr. STUART. Then l object to any further 
discussion. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The gentle- 
man from Florida [Mr. Case] calls for the read- 
ing of the amendments; I ask if it is not in order 
for me to move to dispense with the reading? 

The SPEAKER. It is competent to suspend 
the rules for that purpose. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. 
move to refer this bill ? 

The SPEAKER. Not in the opinion of the 
Chair. We are now acting under a suspension 
of the rules. 

Mr. BAYLY. The rules were only suspended 
for the purpose of taking up the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is notin order. The 
previous question has been called. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move to recommit the bill to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair replies to the 
gentleman from Virginia that his motion is cer- 
tainly out of order. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to in- 
quire if it is not in order to have these amendments 
read ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I beg to tell gentlemen that 
it will take till to-morrow night to read the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CARTTER. 


Is it in order to 


I object to all further de- 


bate, and call for the question on the previous | 


question. f 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 
Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 
question? 


The SPEAKER. It is upon the rejection of 


the amendments of the Senate to the civil and | 
diplomatic appropriation bill, and the appointment | 


of a committee of conference. 
Mr. CABELL. I ask the Chair again if I 
have not the right to have the amendments read? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that, strictly speaking, under the rule, any gentle- 
man has the right to demand that the amendments 
be read. 


Mr. CABELL. I demand it. 


The SPEAKER. Then the Clerk will proceed | 


to read the amendments. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. I move to suspend the 
rule which requires that the amendments shall be 


read. . : 
The SPEAKER. Under the circumstances, 
the Chair will entertain the motion. 


What is the main 
|| tion, about which we know nothing? 


‘trol. < 


Mr. STUART. ‘I wish to suggest-to the Chair 
that it is not by arule of the House that this:right 
exists; itis by parliamentary law: “By-parliament- 
ary law every member has the right to have the 
amendment or the proposition, whatever itis, read 
before heis called: upon’ to: voté upon ite ffit 
existed by our rules we should have: a right-to 


‘suspend: those rules; but it is settled: by parlia- 


mentary law, over which we have no such còn- 


Mr. CHASTAIN. I call for the reading of the 
57th rule. | n : A oan teat 

It was read by the Clerk, as follows: 

* When the reading of a paper is called forand the same 
is objected to by any meinber, it shall be:determined by a 
vote of the House”? ae i 

The SPEAKER.. The Chair will state the law 
upon this subject, as he understands it. The gen- 
tleman from Michigan (Mr. Sruarr] says this ‘is 
parliamentary law, and the House have no right 
to suspend it. The Chair thinks that the rules of 
the House are also parliamentary law, so far as 
this. House is concerned. Our rules adopt the 
parliamentary law; and-we may, by a majority, 
repeal or suspend that law so far as its application 
to the House is concerned. There is and can be 
no question about it. We may suspend it the 
same as any rule of the House. The Chair thinks 
there is no doubt about it. Si 

Mr. CARTTER. I renew the motion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of submitting a motion to 
dispense with the reading of the amendments. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [have not withdrawn the 
motion. 

Mr. MEADE. I wish to ask the Chair if an 
member of this House, or all the members of this 
House, can be compelled to vote upon a proposi- 
tion which has not been stated to the House by 
having it read? I protest against any such action. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia has misunderstood the Chair, though it has 
been the Chair’s misfortune, and not the gentle- 
man’s fault. He has stated the proposition about 
five times, and if, in consequence of the confusion 
which prevails in the Hall, itis still not under- 
stood, the Chair will take great pleasure in stating 
it again. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I call for the 
yeas and rays upon the suspension of the rules, 

The SPEAKER. Therules of the House were 
suspended for the purpose of enabling the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Houston] to submit a 
proposition, The gentleman did submit his pro- 
position, which is, that the House disagree to the 
amendments made by the Senate to the civil and 
diplomatic bill, and that a committee of conference 
be appointed to meet a similar committee upon 
the part of the Senate. That is the proposition 
now before the House, and the Chair thinks the 
gentleman is mistaken in supposing that the Chair 
had not stated it again and again. 

Mr. CARTTER. F call for the question. 

{Loud cries of «Question !” * Question !?7] 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call for 
the yeas and nays. I would rather adopt every 
amendment than to reject them all and send them 
to a committee of conference. That course was 
pursued the last session, and some important and 
necessary amendments were lost in consequence. 

(Cries of ‘ Question !”’ “ Question 1”) 

Mr. EWING. I rise to a question of order. 
I wish to know if the Speaker has decided—for 
the confusion was such Pesala not understand— 
that we could be forced to vote upon a proposi- 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair has stated very 
distinctly—but the confusion in the Hall has been 
so great that he supposes he has been misunder- 
stood by many gentlemen—that any member has 
the right to demand that the amendments shall be 
read. ‘The Chair also declares that it is competent 
for the House to suspend that rule and to dispense 
with the reading. That is the decision of the 
Chair. 

Mr. ORR. Jappeal from that decision. 

Mr. EWING. As I understand it, the rule, 
in practice at least, is uniform, that if the informal 
reading of any proposition before the House'be 
called for by any member, it may-be refused him 
by a majority of the House; but, if I understand 


| the rules of the House, no member can be com- 


pelled to vote upon any proposition which he has 
never heard read. “Now, I insist upon hearing 
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each: amendment:-to-the appropriation ‘bill-read, 
«before! Lani called upon to.vote uponut. `= 
- The SPEAKER. “The. question is:mot debat- 
cables. : Bam naoi ary Haren 
Mr. EWING... 1 -appeal-from the:decision.of 
the: Chair: vls that question debatable? 
Phe SPEAKER. It isnot : 
-Mr JOHNSON. of Arkansas, 
- : a 


journ..Weeare daing-nothing:bere: >- 
(Cries of ** No!” “Not? Nol?’] 
The question was takenpand the Houge refused 
to-adjourn. oo» ace : 
The SPEAKER. The question is :uponcthe 
appeal, we Pad 
-Mre CHASTAIN, -I move: to lay: the appeal 
-upon the table, 3 Sit E T 
Mr. STANTON, -of ‘Tennessee. 
state a simple proposition. : 
. Mr STUART: :Tsobject:to-any discussion. 
The SPEAKER... -Itis.objectedto,-and:debate 
dis out-of orderi —. ; 
Wr, STANTON, 
-of the Chair. 


_Lobjectto.any 


‘L-wish to. make-an.ingquiry 


Mr. STUART. Sobject to any-statement or 
inquiry. 

Mr. STANTON, -Is‘it-not. in-order to make: 
an inquiry? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman: from Fen- 
-nessee, (Mr. Srawron]:asks ‘the. consent of the 
House to makean inquiry-of the Chair. 

Mr. STUART. : L object. 

Mr. MEADE. -Irise toia question of order. 


The SPEAKER. There is a question of order |! 


already pending, and it-is not debatable. 

Mr. MEADE. :. What is that question ? 

‘The SPEAKER. -The Chair- will be happy to 
„state it, if the House. will come.to order. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. Now, I move to lay the 
appeal-upon.the table. 
: The SPEAKER. The Chair. desires to state, 
‘that there may be no. misunderstanding in regard 
to. the question: of order, that the: gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. Houston] moved that the-rules.be 
_suspended—the bill having-been taken.up by-unan- 
-imous consent—for. the purpose of -submitting-a 
‘proposition that this House reject the amendments 
-proposed. by the Senate:to: the.civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, and-thatithis.Flouse appointya 


committee of conference.to confer with a commit- |! 
i the appeal upon the-table, 


tee upon the part.of the Senate. upon the disagree- 
ments between the two Houses. 
from Florida (Myr. CassLL] demanded that the 
Senate amendments be read. The Chair decided 


-that-he had a right to call for. and have those amend- į 
ments read. Thegentlemanfrom North Carolina |; 
:-adjournment ? 


{Mr. Curweman] rose in his place, and moved a 


suspension of-the:rule which gives the.gentleman |! 


from Florida that right. The Chair entertains 
that motion. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
luwina] appeals-from the decision . of the Chair. 
The Chair.is not well informed upon-which. point 
the gentleman appeals. The Chair has stated the 
„entire of this matter with perfect fairness. 

Mr. EWING. Nodoubt ofthat; but the Chair 
does not understand. my motion. I will state it. 

(Cries of No !? No? No] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has. a right 
to state briefly the decision of the Chair from which 
he appeals. 

Mr. EWING. I will-state it:as briefly as I 
can. I understand that a member-asking inform- 
„ally, and for the sake of information,:to .have an 
amendment or any proposition. re-read. is not 
entitled to it, and that- this privilege may- be. re- 
-fused to.him by a majority of the House. The 

Chair decides that it is merely under a. conven- 
tional. rule of the House that any member may 
aask for the original reading, to know what he is 
voting. upon, or is called to vote upon; but that 


«the rule may at any time-be. suspended,.and-any |: 
y | the Chair. - 


member may be-forced to- vote upon. any: proposi- 
tion which has never been read. 
that decision of the Chair. 


[Cries-of “ Question! “Question!” “ Ques- || 


tion V? 
Mr. JOHNSON, of. Tennessee. - I hope the 
-57th rule will be read. 
A Votce. Tt has- been:read. 
[Cries of “Order!” “Order !?’] 
“Phe SPEAKER. 
s practice composed in. Jefferson’s Manual,-shall 
‘.gowern the House. in all.cases to-which:they-.are 


ebater = v ree Se 3 Roe ee : l 
Mr. LETCHER. |. move that the Housead- || xa} 


point: the Chatr understand 


|.decision-of the: Chair. 


«Ldesire to | unless it is objected to. 


: S e 
-with by -a „majorit 


from -Kentueky [Mr. -Ewine 


; Hae tii H 
Mr. JOHNSON. Skam: in:hopes. thatthe-57th: 
yule will-beréad.- ; f 


The SPEAKER. Therulewill beagain read, 


Mr: SWEETSER. ..L-object. we tats 
Mr. WARD. I would like to make -a single 


| inquiry: of the Chair. 


fhe SPEAKER. -Fhe Chair: would be happy 


)-to: respond: to: any-inquiry. gentlenen- may make, 


if it is the pleasure-of. the; House. : 
Mr. HARRIS, of ‘Fennessee. -I-object;.and I 
call every gentleman to order who:is-out.of.order. 


fLaughter. | 


Mr MEADE. -I wish to say one:word. 

Mr.. HARRIS. . This debate is not-in. order, 
.and-I call-the gentleman-to order. ae 
pir. MEADE. The gentleman does not know 
iwhat——— i 

[Cries of ‘Order! Order? <$ Order !??] 

The SPEAKER. Debateiis-out.of order. 

Mr. MEADE. The gentleman -doesnot know 


i-whether I am-in: order..or. not. 


. [Cries of ‘Order !”. Order!” «Order !?’] 


the SPEAKER. .There is a question of.order ; 


pending, and- debate is not in order. 
Mr. MEADE. It is. that question which I 
want to know. , 
(Cries.6f Order !””** Order 1*4 Order !??] 
The SPEAKER. -The Chair trusts the House 


will, kear theigotideman from Virginia. 
Mr. MEA 


: E. -L.wish toiknow.of the. Chair 
whether. understand the question?” 
Cries of * Order P? ‘¢ Order t]: 


- The, SPEAWER.:..The genlemanis qut of 


The gentleman | 


| single point, 


1 appeal from || 
|. desire 


order, as gentlemen insist upon enforcing the-rules. 
‘The question recurring: upon’ the matign..to! lay 


Mr. WARD asked for the yeas and-nays. 
Mr. ORR.. Give us the yeas and nays, :ft is 


| an outrageous decision. 


The -yeas.and:nays. were ordered. 
Mr. GENTRY. | Is. it in. order.to move..an 


The SPEAKER. Itis not in order. 
Mr. GENTRY. . Then [hope -we shall. pro- 


| ceed. 


[Cries of “Call the roll P? ‘* Call the roll ™?} 
‘The SPEAKER. » The. Chair -will state: the 
«principle involved.in,the appeal. -It: involves one 
The Chair decides that the -rule, 
under which a member. may have a-paper read at 


his discretion, may be suspended as other rules of 


the House. . 
Mr. MEADE. That is not the question. 
[Cries of ‘ Order!” ** Order !”’] 
Mr. MEADE. -The.question.is, whether. I shall 
q A 
be compelled to vote upon a paper which has not 
been: read? 
[Cries of ‘Order! ‘Order!’ all over -the 
louse. 


The JPEAKER. The Chair is exhausted in: 


-his efforts to. keep-order,:and, will: be compelled to 
resort to the power which belongs to the officers 
-of this House unless.order is maintained. 


| Several Voices. “ That is right!’ «That is’! 
pright!? : 


Mr. GENTRY. . L hope the House will sustain 
Mr. -BAYLY, of Virginia. 


The SPEAKER. Debate is out of order. 
Mr. MEADE. The proposition is stated from 


|| the Chair different from what it was before-stated. 
i 


The SPEAKER. Thegentleman is mistaken. 


i The Chair has repeated it again and again in pre- 

| cise language; and itis the. question to ‘be voted 

«The rules of pena i 
E 


upon. 
Mr. STANLY. I beg pardon of the Chair, 
but I wish to ask: him. one question. _ 


Hds debate, and: noneiis allowed. $ 


Briggs, Albert G 


, Goodenow, Goodrich, Green, Hamniond, Harper, Hascall, 


‘Seymour, Stanly, Benjamin 


Mr.. Speaker, I! 


“Lhe SPEAKER... Jf: the, House: will indulge 
the gentleman, the Chair would be happy to, hear 
him. =. Tatap BE iy a IS een he 
_oMany.Memsprs. ‘¢Iobject!?? teL objet” 
‘Mr. BAYLY. .{ wish:to ask-aquestion. > 
Mr. GENTRY. ...Lcall. thegentlemanto order. 
Mr..BAYLY.. 1 baveia rightitoiasks 


SPEAKER. The gentleman is-no 
pounding a question to the Chair, 


«Mr. BAYLEY. 1Lhavea right, before. I.vate,to 


-inguire what your; decision: is.” 


The SPEAKER. It.has:been stated. 
-Mr.. BAYLY. .Have.not [a right to dothat? 
[Cries:of ** Order!” t Order !??] P 
„Mr-CARTTER.. -Lask thatthe callof the roll 


shall.proceed. 


The SPEAKER. ‘The. Chair asks . gentlemen 


upon all hands to take their seats, and. preserve 


-their-own -dignity.as well asthe dignity of: this 
-body. 
gentlemen do. obey the authority. of the Chatr, the 
‘Chair will call.upon.the :Sergeant-at-Arms .to,aid 
-him. in, executing.the rules of this,body. 


The: Chair announces; again that unless 


The question was then taken upon the, motion 


olay the appeal upon. the. table, and it was de- 


cided.in the,affirmative-—yeas 78,:nays 65; .as fol- 
lows: ; e 
iYEAS—Messrs. Charles. Alien, Averett; Bocoek, Bragg, 
Brown, Burrows, Busby, Joseph Cabie, 
‘Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cart- 


` ter, Chandler, Chapitian, Chastain, Cingman, Conger; John 
~G. Davis, Dawson, “Doty, Dunham; ‘Eastman, ‘Edgerton, 
„Evans, . Faulkner, : Floyd, Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hall, 


Isham G.. Harris, Hart, Haws, Hendricks, Henn;.Hibbard, 
Horsford, Houston, Howard, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, An- 
drew Jolinson, John'Jonnson; Robert W. Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, George W: Jones, Geo. G. King; Preston King, 


Kurtz, Leteher,' Martin, Morrison, Murphy, Avidrew.Par- 


ker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Perkins, Phelps, 
Reed, Riddie, Robbins, Robie, Scudder, Skelton, Frederick 
P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, “Abraham P. Stephens, 
Strother, Taylor, Thurston, Venable, Washburn; Watkins, 
Wells, anà Wildrick—78. : 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Babcock, Thos. 
H. Bayly, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bowie, John H. Boyd, 


-George H. -Brown, Buell, B. Carrington Cabell, Caskie, 
| Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Coleock, Danie},-Dimmick, 
: ety, Ewing, Elorence, Fowler; Henry: M. Futter, Q: 


: Dock- 
aylord, 


Haven, ‘Hebard, Holladay, John W, Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, Mann, McCorkle; McQueen, Meade; Milisonj John 
‘Moore, Morehead; Murrays Newion, ‘Orr, Outlaw, Penni- 
man;. Powell, Price, Richardso. hooamalker,s David Lae 
n, Thaddeus, Stevens, 
“Wal sh; Ward; Welch, 


‘Stuart, Sweetser; Taek, Wal 
‘Woodward, aid: Kates—65. 


So the appeal.was laid.upon the table. 


Mr.. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I call for’ 
the.yeas and nays upon. the motion.to-suspend the 


rules. I want to know if we are to vote upon 


-what.we. know. nothing at-all-about? 


Mr. GENTRY. Irise to a question of order. 
I do :not „intend. to. delay or embarrass the Chair 
with unnecessary importunity upon any. point, of 
order, and it is. my-ruleto submit even when I 


| think itis. wrong,:rather than create confusion by 


unnecessary. points of order. À 

The 57th, rule:says that--when the. reading of 
any paper is -called for, and itis. objected .to by 
any member, it shall. be.determined. by. a vote of 
the House. My queson. of order is, that upon 
the question „raised. .by:my honorable: friend from 


-Florida, [Mr. Casexr,] the simple. question. is, 


Shall the paper.be-read ? That the House can de- 
termine; and the. motion „to suspend. the rules is 
-out of place, because it implies thatit, requires.a 


suspension. of .the rules to. do that. which by an 
express rule.of:the. House may be done by a.ma- 


jority of the House. 
The SPEAKER. The. Chair makes a distinc- 
tion;.and thinks thatthe gentleman will, upon re- 


H flection, agree with the Chair.upon the point. 
.The Chair again repeats, that any member upon 


the floor.may have a paper. read at the Clerk’s 
desk.upon which. he.is called. upon to vote for the 
first time. . No.member may-haveitread a second 


time without.a..vote.of the House. There is the 
„distinction. 


Several Voices. «That is 
right t?” 


The SPEAKER. - It-is a motion to reada paper 


“ That.is right!” 


which the rules.of the House do not require to.be 


read that that rule was made for. 
Mr. GENTRY. -It resolves itself into a sort 
of technicality. .If amendments to the civiLand 


|.diplomatic bill are not to be regarded.as. papers, 
shen: the 57th rule doesnot apply.to them. . 
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Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. Does the 
gentleman appeal? 

Mr. GENTRY. I do not. 

Mr. STEVENS, Then I call him to order. 

Mr. GENTRY. I think other gentlemen would 
do well to act upon the same idea, and not annoy 
ihe Speaker with unnecessary questions of or- 

er. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. 
pending? 

The SPEAKER. The appeal was laid upon 
the table, and the decision of the Chair was sus- 
tained. 

Mr. RICHARDSON here obtained the floor. 

Mr. GENTRY. Will my friend from Illinois 
allow me one moment? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. GENTRY. In connection with the rule 
which I have read I wish to make one remark. 
The rule is very brief, and I will read it again: 

“ When the reading of a paper is called for, and the same 
is objected to by any member, it shall be determined by a 
vote of the House.” 

Now there is a note to that rule, as follows: 


“ As originally adopted, this rule contains, after the word 
¢ for,’ the words € which had before been read to the House.’ 
They were stricken out on the 14th of December, 1795.” 


The SPEAKER. Very good. If the gentleman 
will allow the Chair—and it embraces precisely 
one of the cases which the Chair gave a few mo- 
ments ago—the Chair holds that a paper in the 
shape of a bill, for instance, to be voted upon, 
must be read under the law, and that you cannot 
dispense with the reading unless you dispense 
with the rules, But if the paper has been read 
once, it is not within the power of any one mem- 
ber to demand that it shall be read a second time. 
The rule provides, that if he be sustained by a 
vote of the House he may have it read. Again, 
it will embrace another case like this: If a mem- 
ber asks that a paper not before the House—a 
letter, for instance—be read, and it is objected to, 
he may, by a vote of the House, have it read. 
A bill or amendment to be voted upon must be 
read under the rule—the rule commands it—and 


Is the appeal still 


it cannot be dispensed with except by a vote of | 


two thirds. That is the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I agree entirely with 
the decision made by the Chair; but the point I 
wish to arrive at is whether two thirds of the 
House can dispense with the reading of a propo- 
sition upon which members are called to vote? 
On that, probably, the Chair and myself will dif- 
fer. I agree with the Chair that it is the right of 
every member to have a proposition read once. 
These amendments have not been read at all. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair might agree with 
the gentleman from Illinois, that it would be very 
tyrannical for the House to give a vote which 
would force any member to vote upon a matter he 
had not heard read. That is one point. Another is 
the rule by which we are governed in this matter. 
The Chair repeats, that our written rules adopt 
Jefferson’s Manual, so far as they are not inap- 
plicable and inconsistent with the other rules 
adopted for our Government. Mr. Jefferson’s 
Manual, and the practice ofall deliberative bodies, 
so far as the Chair knows anything about them, 
require a paper that is to be voted upon to beread. 
That is a rule. We have other rules, all, or any 
of which, the Chair decides may be dispensed 
with by a vote of two thirds. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The difference between 
the Chair and myself is this: I contend that you 
cannot by a two-thirds vote dispense with the 
first reading. The Manual, so far as it has been 
adopted, does not come within the category of the 
rules, and you cannot suspend it if any member 
objects. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it 
would be difficult for the gentleman to point to 
authority to sustain his position. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Is it in order 
to have read a case of the last Congress which is 
precisely in point? 

TheSPEAKER. If not objected to. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. I object. 
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Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. What is be- 
fore the House? 

The SPEAKER. A proposition to suspend 
the rules. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. As the gentleman 
from Tennessee says there is a precedent in point 
upon this subject, I beg the House will let it be 
read. 

The SPEAKER. By the unanimous consent 
of the House alone can it be read. 

Mr. STUART. I object. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would beg gen- | 


tlemen to draw correct distinctions between the 
decision of the Chair and the objects to bearrived 
at by them. Ifthe Chair were upon the floor, he 
might vote with those who thought it tyrannical 
to force a member of the House to voteupon what 
he never heard. That is one point, and the rule 
is another. The Chair has great confidence that 
he has stated the rule correctly. 

A Memser. There is no doubt about that. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, ‘* Shall the 
rules be suspended that the reading of these 
amendments may be dispensed with?” 

Mr. KING, of New York. 1 demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the rules were not 
suspended—yeas 55, nays 91; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William Appleton, Briggs, Albert G. 
Brown, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Camp- 
bell, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, Clingman, John G. Davis, 
Dawson, Dean, Doty, Dunham, Eastman, Faulkner, Floyd, 
Gilmore, Gorman, Grey, Hal, Isham G. Harris, Hart, 


Henn, Hibbard, Horstord, Houston, Ives, Jackson, Jenkins, 
Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, Geo. 


W. Jones, Letcher, Mason, MeNair, Molony, Murphy, || 


Samuel W. Parker, Peasiee, Perkins, Phelps, Porter, Reed, 
Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Savage, Frederick P. Stanton, 
Abraham P. Stephens, Stone, Strother, Taylor, and Ven- 
able—s5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Ashe, Averett, Bab- 
cock, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bibighaus, Bocock, 
Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brooks, George H. Brown, 
Buell, Burrows, E, Carrington Cabell, Joseph Cable, Cas- 
kie, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Cotcock, Conger, Daniel, 
Dimmick, Dockery, Dunean, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ew- 
ing, PJorenee, Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Goodenow, Good- 
rich, Green, Hammond, Harper, Haws, Haseall, Haven, 
Hebard, Holladay, Howard, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, George G. King, Preston King. Kurtz, Landry, Lock- 
hart, Mann, Martin, McCorkle, Meade, Millson, John 
Moore, Murray, Newton, Orr, Outlaw, Penn, Penniman, 
Powell, Price, Richardson, Sackett, Schoolcraft, Schoon- 
maker, David L. Seymour, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, St. Martin, Stuart, 
Sweetser, ‘Shurston, Tuck, Walsh, Watkins, Welch, 
Wells, and Wildrick—91. 


So the rules were not suspended, (two thirds 
not voting in the affirmative.) 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida. My sole object was į 


to prevent being called upon to vote upon proposi- 
tions which had never been read. 

[Cries of ‘* Read on!” and ** Object to discus- 
sion!” 

Mr. CABELL. I withdraw the proposition 
that the amendments be read, with a view that 
the bill may be referred to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, or the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means; I care not which. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the 
gentleman from Florida that it is not within his 

ower to withdraw an objection that will at all 
affect the reading of the paper, because the law of 
the House requires the paper to be read, and it 
cannot be dispensed with, according to the decis- 
ion of the Chair, without a vote of two thirds, 
which vote has not been given. 

[Cries of “ Read on!” ** Read on!??] 

Mr. CABELL. I rise to a question of order. 
I rose in my place, and asked that these amend- 
ments be read. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Curveman,] moved that the rule be 
dispensed with which authorized me to require 
them to be read. I now withdraw my proposi- 
tion that they be read—. f 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has misun- 
derstood the courseof proceeding entirely. When 


the gentleman from Florida rose, and asked that | 


the amendments be read, the Chair directed the 
Clerk to go to the reading under the rule. The 
motion made by the gentleman from North Caro- 
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lina was to suspend the rules, so as to dispense 
with the law of the House requiring the reading. 
The amendments must be read, the House having 
declined to dispense by a two-thirds vote. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Hlinois. I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 


to adjourn. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. If it be in 


order, I move that this bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

The SPEAKER. We are acting under the 
operation of the previous question, which was 
ordered upon the proposition of the gentleman 
from Alabama, (Mr. Housron,] and no motion to 
commit is in order. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
amendments. 

Mr. CABELL, Is it in order to ask for a vote 
upon the amendments as we proceed ? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. The 
object of reading the amendments now, is to 
enable gentlemen to determine how they will vote 
upon the proposition of the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, which is to reject the amendments in gross. 
We are acting under the operation of the previous 
question and a suspension of the rules, which 
enabled the gentleman to submit that peculiar mo- 
tion. 

Mr. CABELL. 
previous question? 

The SPEAKER. 
of the House. 

Mr. CABELL. 


Has the gentleman asked the 
Tt has been ordered by a vote 


Is it inorder to move to recon- 


| sider the vote by which the previous question was 


ordered to be put? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it 


would. 
Mr. CABELL. I then submit that motion. 
Mr: ORR. I move to lay that motion upon the 
table. 


Mr. PHELPS. Irise to a question of order, 
Whilst we are reading these amendments, no mo- 
tion can be made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order, and is of the opinion that a motion 
to reconsider is a privileged question. 

The question was put on laying the motion 
to reconsider upon the table, and upon a division 
there were—ayes 67, noes 45. 

Mr. CABELL. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harr and 
ALLIson were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the motion to 
reconsider was Jaid upon the table, the tellers hav- 
ing reported—ayes 85, noes 44. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the 
amendments. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I ask the unani- 
mous consent of the House to dispense with the 
reading of these amendments, because that is the 
precedent, although it has been stated otherwise. 

Mr. LETCHER. I object. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading. 

Mr. CARTTER. I want the gentleman from 
Virginia to withdraw his objection. Tle made it 
to punish his own friends, who objected to the 
dispensing with this silly ceremony of reading. 

The SPEAKER. Isit the unanimous pleasure 
of the body that the reading be dispensed with? 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I wish to know if 
these amendments all go to the Committee of Con- 
ference, whether, when the report comes back, it 
can be divided? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. STANTON. Does the Chair hold that we 
cannot have a separate vote upon the amendments 
here? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so holds. 

Mr. STANTON. If that be the state of things, 
I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to dis- 
pensing with the reading? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the proposition made by the gentleman from 
Alabama, and it is a double one. It is, that the 
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amendments of the Senate be rejected in mass, and 
that a committee of conference be appointed, to 
meet with one on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. If the House 
vote down the proposition of the gentleman from 
Alabama, we then take a separate vote upon each 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state, that if 
the proposition of the gentleman from Alabama 
be voted down, the bill, under the rules, must be 
committed to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, unless the rules be suspended 
so. requiring. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Under the rules 
and practice of the House, the negative of the 
proposition of the. gentleman from Alabama is a 
coneurrence with all of the amendments of the 
Senate as they now stand. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has a different 
impression. He will decide questions as they 
arise, 

Mr. EWING. I would ask whether the motion 
of the gentleman from Alabama can be entertained 
with reference to these amendments which have 
not yet been put in the possession of the House? 
He moves to reject the whole of them, although 
they have not been read. 

The SPEAKER. 
the reading was dispensed with. 

[Cries of * Question 1” Question !”7] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to be 
precisely correct in stating the proposition of the 
gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. HOUSTON. My motion was to non-con- 
cur with the amendments of the Senate, and ask 
for a committee of conference. 


The question was taken, and the amendments in 


gross were rejected, and a committee of conference 
was ordered to be requested of the Senate. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 move to reconsider that 
vote, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


THE GARDINER CASE. 


Mr. EDGERTON. 
tion I submitted to the House to allow the special 
committee to sit during the recess. 

The SPEAKER. ‘That matter is before the 
House by unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I claim the floor on that 
proposition. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair misunderstood 
the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Ricuarpson.] 
It seems that he claims the floor upon this subject. 
The Chair thought that the gentleman had refer- 
ence to the other matter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I propose to amend. 

Mr. EDGERTON. The gentleman from Ii- 
nois cannot amend when I offered the proposition 
and moved the previous question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood the 
gentleman from Illinois (Mr. Ricuarpson] either 
as giving way for the introduction of the proposi- 
tion or as adopting it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
the proposition. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, whether 

* the proposition of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Epcerton] is before the House. 

Mr. EDGERTON. f made my proposition 
verbally. 

The SPEAKER. It is now before the House 
in writing, and will be reported to the Flouse. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the seject committee appointed to in- 
vestigate the connection of Thomas Corwin, Secretary of 
the Treasury, with the Gardiner claim, have leave to sit in 


vacation and send for persons and papers, aud to examine 
witnesses under oath. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. It is necessary, inorder 
to terminate their labors before the meeting of the 
next session of Congress, that they should make 
their report to some one of the officers of the 
House. I propose, in the amendments I submit, 
to obviate the difficulty which exists in the propo- 
sition made by the gentlemen from Ohio, [Mr. 
Epeerton.] ‘The gentlemen who constitute the 
committee may get through in two or three weeks, 
probably in three or four. They do not want.to 
remain here until the sitting of the next Congress. 
It is necessary, then, that power should be given 
them to make their report to the Clerk of the 


l ask the previous ques- 


I claim the floor upon 


| stand it. 


By the unanimous consent, 


| der upon that proposition. 
der is, that the gentleman from Mlinois [Mr. Rien- | 
| anpson] has enlarged the powers for which this 
| committee wasraised, and is, therefore, not in or- 


i ond. 


I move to take up the mo- 


| House. Thereis another amendment which F de- 


make their report. 
sition of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Enerr 
ToN,] then, in two particulars, first, to enlarge the 
powers of the committee, and second,to enable 
them to make their report to the Clerk of the 
House during the recess of Congress. 

Mr. EDGERTON. 


tion to the House, 1 moved the previous question. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair did notso under- 


Mr. EDGERTON. I now ask the previous 
question on the proposition I submitted. 
Mr. SWEETSER. [rise to a question of or- 


i der, that the amendment of the gentleman from 


Ilinois [Mr. Ricnarpson] is notin order, as it 


| proposes to enlarge the powers of the committee. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. My amendment is, 
that the committee have power to investigate any 
other claims that were allowed by the board ap- 


| pointed to sit upon the Mexican claims, and to 


transmit their report to the Clerk of the Flouse 


i during the recess of Congress. 


Mr. SWEETSER. I make two points of or- 


der; and my second point of order is, that to au- 


thorize the committee to report to the Clerk of the | 
| House is not in conformity with our rules, and 
‘that such committee cannot report except to this 
| House when in session. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the first 
point of order, but is inclined to sustain the sec- 
[Laughter.} : 

Mr. CARTTER. I wish to make a practical 
inguiry in relation to this subject. 

Tne SPEAKER. A demand for the previous 
question is made, and all debate is cut off. 

Mr. CARTTER. task my colleague to with- 
draw it for a moment. 

Mr. EDGERTON. I cannot. I believe my 
proposition is all that is desired by the committee. 


Mr. Ricuarpson’s amendment was then read, | 


as follows: 


And that the coiamitree have power to examine and re- 
port upon any claims allowed or rejected through the pro- 
curement of fraud or false suggestions before such Board 
established under the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. [ rise to a ques- 
tion of order. The resolution constituting this 
committee was introduced, under a suspension of 
the rules, for the specific purpose of investigating 
the connection of the Secretary of the Treasury 
with this matter. Now, this is a proposition to 
introduce other investigations, and } make the 
point of order that it cannot be done now. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman contend 
that it will not be in the power of the House to 
enlarge the powers of its committees, so far as to 
enable them to send for persons and papers, when 
the rules have been suspended for the specific pur- 

ose? The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I take an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HALL. I move to lay the appeal upon 
the table. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Haru’s 
motion, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the appeal was laid upon the table. 


Mr. CARTTER. With the permission of my 
colleague, I wish- to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee of investigation a single question, with a 
view to the practicability of its sittings during the 
recess. 
here, and it is a useless provision. 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Irise to a question of order. 
This amendment is very extraordinary. It pro- 
poses to send this committee to investigate perhaps 
one hundred cases, which have been tried by the 
commission established under the authority of the 
Government; and [ ask whether it is in order to 
institute that inquiry without confining the com- 
mittee to specific cases? 


t I rise to a question ofj! 
order, and thatis, that when I offered my proposi- || 


My first point of or- |; are 
y first pi Aih i| paid by the Senate for the same. 


| Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 


} am told that witnesses cannot be got | 


i 
| will see the propriety of voting down the amend- 
| ment. 
| The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken on Mr. RICHARD- 


son’s amendment, and it was rejected. 
The question then recurred upon Mr. Koger- 
‘| row’s amendment. 
Mr. HOWARD. I wish to state one fact. 
[Cries of “I object “J object? “I object !”’] 
‘The question was then taken, and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 
| So Mr. Epcerron’s amendment was agreed to. 
| Mr. EDGERTON moved to reconsider the vote 
il by which the amendment was adopted, and to lay 
i 
H 
| 


1 


i 
f 
i 


ithe motion to reconsider upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CONGER. IJ ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to enable me to introduce the follow- 
ing resolution, which I ask may be read for in- 
formation. 

The resolution was then read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to 
purchase of the publisher, for the use of members of this 
House, twenty thousaud copies of Stansbury’s Report of 
his Expedition to the Great Salt Lake: Provided, The same 
! are executed in like style, and ata price not exceeding that 


I object. 
Mr. CONGER. Then I move to suspend the, 
rules. 

Mr. FICKLIN. 
|i now adjourn. 
| [Loud cries of “No!” «No !’} 

Mi TUCK. I have a matter upon which T 
wish-——— 

{Shouts of ‘Order!’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire must be aware that there is a motion 
pending to suspend the rules. A motion is made 
that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. TUCK. If the House will permit me to 
say a word or two, I know they will not objectto 
the request I am about to make. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair willbe glad to 
indulge the gentleman if it is the pleasure of the 
House. : 

[Loud cries of ** Object!” and “Order °] 

Mr. FICKLIN. Whatigit that the gentleman 
from New Hampshire desires? 

Mr. TUCK. I have wished to make a speech 
on the subject of the fisheries, which I will now 
publish. 

[Renewed shouts of ‘Order! ”? and * Object! °°] 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Fiex- 
Lin’s motion, and it was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. 
Concer to suspend the rules. 

Mr. CONGER. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
if it is in order to make a very brief explanation? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Con- 
| cex’s motion, and it was decided in the negative. 
So the rules were not suspended. 


PAX TO JOURNAL CLERK OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. FITCH. I desire to do justice to one of 


our officers, and I ask the unanimous consent of 
| the House to offer a resolution for that purpose. 
T wish simply to state to the House that the Pre- 
siding Officer of the House knows more about this 
matter than anybody else, and I believe approves 
of the resolution. 

The resolution was read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be paid to the present Journal Clerk 
of the House, out of the contingent fund, a sum which will 
make his annual compensation for his past services and 
until otherwise ordered, equal to that heretofore paid in the 


House and still paid inthe Senate to the person performing 
asimilar duty. 


Mr. DUNHAM. I object. 

Mr. FITCH. ‘Then I move to suspend the 
rules to enable me to offer the resolution. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. [ move that the House do 
now adjourn. 
The question was put, and on a division there 
| were—ayes 67, noes 77. 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


I move that the House do 


1852. 
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‘The question recurred upon Mr. Frrca’s motion 
to suspend the rules. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put; and, on a division, 
there were—ayes 114, noes 17. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the rules 
were suspended. 

The question recurred upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. FITCH. I move the previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I would like to know 
what the Clerk now gets? 

(Shouts of ¢ Order! ”] 

Mr. FITCH. I willinform the gentleman with 
pleasure. He gets $1,500. 

[Renewed shouts of ‘Order! ””} 

The question was then put on the adoption of 
the resolution, and it was decided in the affirma- 
tive. 

So the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. FITCH. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider upon the table. 

The question was put upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 


PUBLIC LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. HALL. Mr. Speaker, no provision of 
law at present exists by which the lands in Cali- 
fornia can be surveyed and sold. I therefore ask 
the unanimous consent of the House—and if it be 
refused, I shall move to suspend the rules—to per- 
mit the Committee on Public Lands to report back 
Senate bill No. 7, which provides for the survey 
of the public lands in California, and the grant of 
preémption rights to the citizens of that country. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. HALL. Then I move to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER put the question to the House, 
and announced that it was decided in the negative. 

Mr. HALL. Iask for the yeas and nays on 
the motion to suspend the rules. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair supposes that the 
gentleman is in time in asking for the yeas and 
nays on his proposition. 

Mr. JENKINS. I move that the House do now 
adjourn, and upon that motion I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Stanron, of 
Tennessee, and Henn were appointed. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Before the question is put 
upon the adjournment, is it in order to determine 
what time we will adjourn to? 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to move the 
day, within the constitutional provision, to which 
the House will adjourn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I suppose that, by a sus- 
pension of the rules, the Hlonse might. determine 
to adjourn until nine o’clock, or some earlier hour 
than eleven o’clock, on Monday morning. 1 de- 
sire to fix an earlier hour, because I think it is 


Icall for the yeas 


necessary, and if I have the unanimous consent of || 


the House, I will name nine o’clock. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 
o’clock is early enovgh. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Then I move to suspend 
the rules. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 
There is a motion already pending to suspend the 
rules, and another motion thatthe House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [If it will obviate the objec- 
tion, I will say ten o’clock, or eight o’clock. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Eleven o’clock is 
time enough. 

The question was then put upon Mr. Jenxis’s 
motion, and the tellers reported—ayes 91, noes 27. 

So the motion wasagreed to, and the House (at 


Eleven 


twenty minutes past seven o’clock, p. m.) ad- | 


journed until Monday at eleven o’clock a. m. 


PETITIONS, &c. 

The following memorial and petitions were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 

By Mr. NEWTON: The memorial of Joseph R. Inger- 
soll and others, praying fur the establishment of an Agri- 
cultural Bureau. 

By Mr. SCUDDER: The petition of Jesse Tuttle and 
others, of Harwich, Massachusetts, asking that an armed 
foree of the Navy of the United States may be dispatched 
to the Gulf of St. Lawrence and other waters in that region, 
to give countenance and protection to the fishermen in their 
legal rights. 


By Mr. FULLER; of Pennsylvania: The petition of A. 
F. Russell, William Jennison, and others, of Montour 
county, Pennsylvania, praying the passage of a bill to au- 
thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to deposit with the 
several States the fourth installment of the deposits of the 
public money to be made with said States by the act ap- 
proved 23d June, 1836. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, August 28, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Burien. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the reading of 
the Journal was dispensed with. 


THE LOBOS ISLANDS. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. M. P. FiLLmors, his 
Secretary, transmitting a further report from the 
Secretary of State relative to the Lobos Islands, 
accompanied by a copy of the orders of the Navy 
Department to Commodore McCauley, which 
was requested by aresolution of the Senate of the 
9th instant. 

The message was read and ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 


PETITION. 


Mr. CLEMENS presented the petition of John 
S. Meldrum, praying indemnity for losses sus- 
tained while sutler to the thirteenth regiment of 
infantry during the late war with Mexico; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fj- 
nance, to which was referred the bill from the 
House of Representatives making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
June, 1853, reported back the same with sundry 
amendments. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, to which was referred the petition 
of the legal representatives of Jacques Clamorgan, 
late of Missouri, submitted a report, accompanied 
by abill for their relief; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. The report was ordered 


; to be printed. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending the 30th of June, 1853, to which various 
amendments have been made by the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HUNTER. When we adjourned last 
night, I said that I would examine the various 
amendments for the purpose of excepting to such 
as I thought would require a separate vote; but 
upon looking to the state of the business, 1 find 
there will be no time for that. We will have to 


trust to the House to revise our proceedings, and | 


object tosuch amendments asare improper. There 
is one, however, which I wish to reserve for the 


purpose of adding to it. Thatis the amendment | 


in relation to the insane asylum in this city. There 
is a mistake which it is necessary to correct, in 
relation to it. J hope the question will be taken 
upon all the others together. 

The amendments made, as in Committee of the 


: Whole, with the exception of the one alluded to, 


were agreed to. 
The excepted amendment is as follows: 


‘6 To enable the Secretary of the Lnterior, under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States, to purchase asite, 
containing not Jess than ten, nor more than fifteen acres of 
land, in the neighborhood of Washington, for the erection, 
furnishing, and fitting up of an asylum for the insane of the 
District of Columbia, and of the Army and Navy of the 
United States, $100,000: Provided, That the whole e 
of purchasing the site, the erecting and furnishing and 
fitting up of the building shall not exceed the sum herein 


i! appropriated. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


less than ten, nor more than fifteen acres of Jand, 


so as to enable the Secretary of the Interior to | 


purchase a site, instead of limiting the quantity of 
land. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will that answer the Senator’s 
purpose? A site will be only a building place, 
whereas you want a large quantity of land. 

Mr. HUNTER. It leaves it indefinite. It 
leaves to the Secretary to select what quantity is 


wanted. 
Mr. WALKER. 


I move to amend thatamend- ! 


oe nes i 
ment, by striking out the words ‘* containing not ; 
7 ea 


he has in his mind any given quantity of land 
| which the officer has to purchase? 

Mr. HUNTER. [| willsay, that the original ten 
or fifteen acres was according to the estimate of the 
Secretary of the Interior. Upon consultation with 
other persons, and indeed with the Secretary hini- 
self, it was thought that that would not be enough; 
| that it would require about one hundred acres. I 
i have thought, however, that it would be best to 
leave the quantity indefinite. If theappropriation 
is not limited in amount, he will only buy so much 
as will be found to be necessary. He may not be 
able to get one hundred acres—or more may be 
wanted; but, however, I am willing, if the Senator 
desires it, to say, ‘fa site not exceeding one hun- 
dred acres.” 

Mr. BADGER. [think that had better not be 
i done. Suppose they could buy one hundred and 
fifty acres for half the money, by going a little 
further out? 

Mr. HUNTER. Very well; I will, then, let it 
stand as I first proposed it. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and theamendment as amended was concurred 
in. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There was an amendment 
made to the bill increasing the salary of two of the 
| clerks in the office of the Register of the Treasury 
| from $800 to $1,000. ‘* The appropriation for the 
Register of the Treasury, and the clerks, mes- 
sengers, and assistant messengers in his office,” 
is $30,400. The increase in thesalary of the two 
clerks will render it necessary to amend that sum 
iby making it $30,800. I move to amend that 
clause of the bill by striking out ‘ 400,” and in- 
serting “ 800,” making the appropriation $30,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. 1 wish to say, in relation to 
this bill, that I hope there will not be many more 
| amendments offered. If there are, we shall be 
‘obliged to vote against them, whether right or 
| wrong, because they will endanger the bill, 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I desire to offer an 
amendment which the Committee on Finance have 
authorized. Jt is to insert in the bill— 

Por defraying the expenses of surveying and marking the 
boundary of the States of Missouri and Iowa, nuder the de- 
tision and order of the Supreme Court, $11,042 68. 
| IT propose this with the permission of the Com- 

mittee on Finance. 

The PRESIDENT. Is therean estimate for it? 

Mr. JONES. I was going to say so. The 
appropriation was made at the last session of 
Congress, and put in the civil and diplomatic bill, 
but was struck out in the House on the objec- 
tion of a Missouri member, who supposed that 
the appropriation had already been made. The 
estimate hus again been made by the Secretary 
and approved by the Committee on Finance. The 
appropriation is absolutely necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


; Mr. RUSK. I offer the following amendment 
' as an additional section: 


i 
| 


See. —. And be it further enacted, Thati A. Boyd Ham- 
iton, the present contractor for executing the printing of 
the Senate and House of Representatives shall file with the 
Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, his written consent to relinquish his contract 
j in terms, the said Secretary and Clerk, und the Clerk of 
! the Printing Committee, are hereby authorized to settle up 
kis accounts for all the work done, all the work ordered 
now in his kauds, in process of completion, and all work 
that may be ordered by either the Senate or the House of 
i Representatives prior to the assumption of his duties by the 
| publie printer under the act to execute the publie printing and 
regulating the prices thereof, and for other purposes, under 
the rates alowed by the above-mentioned act, deducting 

irty per cert. from the prices of the paper waned iu the 
said net. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


; Mr. BELL. [| desire to offer an amendment, 
and call the attention of the Senator from Virginia 
li toit. Jt is to insert the following: : 

For compensation to the late superi 


ran 


custom-house at New Orleans, í 
fist, 1851, to January Ist, 1852, $1, 

The PRESIDENT. Is that reported from a 
committee ? 

Mr. BELL. Wo, sir; but I think it is more 
| legitimate than a thousand others whieh have been 
| offered and acted upon. 
: The PRESIDENT. 
|; order. 

l Mr. BELL. It provides for compensation to 
; an oficer who acted after his term of office had 


tendent of the new 
services from July 


Then it will not be in 


I would ask the Senator, if |i expired. He did not cease to continue his ser- 
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vices, but he actually performed them after the 
expiration of his term of office; for which he has 
not been paid. I have a statement of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury in relation to the service. 
He should have discontinued his work at the new 
custom-house on the Ist of July, 1851; but it ap- 
pears, by the reports of the commissioner rela- 
tive to the building, made from time to time, that 
he continued to act until the Ist January, 1852, 
for which he has received no compensation. The 
reason of that is stated in a preceding part of the 
report.. I have only to state that, agreeably to a 
sroviso annexed to the appropriation for the build- 
ing—the act passed 3d of March, 1851—the salary 
of Mr. Crockett was discontinued after the 30th 
June, 1851; but he continued to act, as it appears 
by the reports of the commissioner relative to the 
building, made from time to time, until the first 
day of January, 1852. ĮI called the attention of 
the Senators from Louisiana, in a private conver- 
sation, to this subject. Senators will remember 
that, at the close of the last session, we abolished, 
suddenly, the office of superintendent, or com- 
missioner for building this custom-house at New 
Orleans, and entered into a new arrangement. 
Although he was notified of this on the 30th of 
Tune, 1851, it did not go into effect, except that 
the law prohibited the payment of any salary 
from 30th Jure, 1850, until the Ist day of Janu- 
ary, 1852; so that he continued to discharge the 
duties until the 1st January, 1852. The Senator 
from Louisiana, if he has heard me distinctly, 
will probably know how this is. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment will be 
received, if such is the pleasure of the Senate. 

Mr. HUNTER. It appears to me to be a pri- 
vate claim. However, the Senate have seemed 
not to regard the rule. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is fully aware 
that the Senate has departed from the rule, and 
the Chair is therefore under the control of the Sen- 
ate. The Chair has decided that, in his opinion, 
this is a private claim. 

Mr. BELL. But I hope the Senate will not, 
in this instance, take the opinion of the Chair, and 
vote down the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair’s suggestion 
was. simply this: That many amendments had 
been brought forward of a similar nature, and the 
Senate had thought proper to entertain them, the 
Chair entertaining the opinion that they were not 
admissible; but it was the pleasure of the Senate 
to admit them. Now, if such is the pleasure of 
the Senate, this amendment will be received. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think it my duty to insist 

. on the rule. At this late period of the session, I 
am anxious to get the bill through and over to the 
House at once. If you put any more amend- 
ments on the bill, they will al be voted down, I 
hope the Senator will not insist on his amend- 


ment. 

Mr. BELL. If gentlemen want to debate it, I 
do not desire to embarrass the bill. 

Mr. PRATT. I think it inappropriate at this 
late period of the session to attempt to raise the 
salaries of officers employed by the Government 
of the United States. We cannot know—we have 
not time to inquire, what they are now receiving. 
We have not an opportunity of knowing what 
ought to be received, and what may be the neces- 
sary expenditures at the places at which they may 
‘pe located. I hope this amendment will not be 
received. Jt is a private claim undoubtedly. I 
hope the Senate will not depart from the rule. 

Mr. BELL. It has been received. 

Mr. PRATT. I hope the Senate will vote it 
down, 

Mr. BELL. It is no more a private claim than 
many which the Senate have admitted. But the 
honorable Senator seems to labor under a misap- 
prehension of the amendment. It does not pro- 

ose to increase the compensation of an officer. 
he Senator has made an objection to the amend- 
ment without understanding its nature. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to which I presume there will be no objec- 
tion. It relates to the laborers upon the extension 
of the Capitol. We have provided for clerks who 
have constant employment, and it seems to me 
now that we should look a little to the interest of 
those who are frequently out of employment. My 
amendment is to add the following to the bill: 

Sec. —. Be it further enacted, That to enable the Arch- 


itect to pay the workmen on the extension of the Capitol 
thirty days’ pay during the suspension of the work, the sum 
of $18,000 be paid out of the appropriation authorized by 
the joint resolution approved April 13th, 1852: Provided, 
That no workman shall be paid who was not employed at 
the time of the suspension of said work, or who was dis- 
charged for incapacity or irreguiarity of conduct. 

Mr. ADAMS. I raise the question of order 
whether that amendment can be received ? 

The PRESIDENT. It cannot be received. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. I think the question ought to be 
put upon the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. Under the rule of the 
Senate, the Chair decides that the amendment 
cannot be received, inasmuch as it involves a pri- 
vate claim. The rule is positive, that no private 
claim shall be incorporated upon an appropriation 
bill. From the decision of the Chair the Senator 
appeals. The question, therefore, will be whether 
the Senate will sustain the Chair in his decision. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I ask for the yeas and 
nays upon that question. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to propound a question 
to the Chair, whether it requires a majority to 
sustain him in his decision? Last night, while 
another Presiding Officer was in the chair, it was 
dade that it required a majority to overrule the 

air. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has decided 
that the opinion of the gentleman who then occu- 
pied the chair was correct, It requires a majority 
of the Senate to overrule the decision of the Pre- 
siding Officer. 

The decision of the Chair was sustained by the 
Senate, and consequently the amendment was not 
received. : 

Mr. WALKER. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting in it, after the appropriations for the 
Territories, the following: 

For the payment of the sum audited by the proper officers 
of the Treasury, to John Catlin, for his salary as Secretary 
and e@ officio acting Governor of Wisconsin Territory, from 
the 10th of June, 1848, to March 4th, 1849, a sum not ex- 
ceeding $1,817 26. 

I have only to say, that the account of Mr. Cat- 
lin has passed the Auditor. Why itis not con- 
tained in the estimates submitted to us this year, I 
do not know, but the Senate once passed it with- 
out a word of objection. The papers were before 
the committee, the account was audited, and the 
Senate once put the allowance in the bill before it 
went to the House of Representatives; but in the 
great number of cases which were then submitted to 
the committees of conference, the papers were lost, 
and the account stands now upon the books of the 
Auditor as an audited account. The Senate has 
once passed it without a dissenting voice. 

The PRESIDENT. Itstands on the same foot- 
ing as the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Tennessee. 

Mr. WALKER. This is nota private claim, 
but it is to pay an officer of the Government for 


discharging his duty. His account has already || 


been audited. 

The PRESIDENT. Itis the same thing, if the 
services were rendered after the term expired. The 
Chair will, however, put the amendment, as in 
other cases. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. CLARKE. I desire to amend the follow- 
ing clause in the bill: 

‘ For compensation and contingent expenses of the Aux- 
ilary Guard, $14,800.” 

There are thirty members of that guard. By 
the present appropriation, fifteen receive $500 a 
year, and the other fifteen receive $420. At first, 
there was no difference between them, but since that 
fifteen have made application, and have had an in- 
crease of their salaries to $500. The other fifteen 
perform the same service, but receive a less salary, 
and I only desire an increase of $1,200 in the ap- 
propriation, in order that all may be put upon the 
same footing. I therefore move to strike out 
$14,800, and insert $16,000, and insert at the end 
of the clause, “each member of the guard to re- 
ceive an annual salary of $500.” This will bean 
increase of $80 a year to fifteen of the guard, and 
will make their salaries equal to those of the other 
fifteen. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLARKE. 1 move to amend the follow- 
ing section in the bill, by striking out $18,000,” 
and inserting ‘* $6,000:” 


For -salary and outfitof a Commissioner to reside in 
China, including the additional compensation under the act 
to carry into effect certain provisions in the treaties between 
the United States and China and the Ottoman Porte, 
$18,000.77 

_ That is the appropriation made for the Commis- 
sioner to China. The Constitution, in my opin- 
ion, is directly against the appropriation being 
made at this time; and then another objection I 
have to it is, that itis inexpedient; but as it is 
in the face of the direct provision of the Constitu- 
tion, I ask that the amendment may be agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected, there being, on a 
division—ayes 17, noes 17. 

Mr. MANGUM. Lunderstand that last night 
the appropriation in the bill for the Census Bureau 
was stricken out, and that the Senate to-day have 
concurred in that. I wish to bring to the atten- 
tion of the Senate the fact, that in the event no ap- 
propriation is made for the continuation of that 
service, the force must of necessity be disbanded, 
and the work cannot be accomplished. I move, 
therefore, to insert in the bill— 

For clerk hire, stationery, rents, fuel, and contingencies, 
and the completion of the census of 1850, $49,000.” 

I alter the amount appropriated from $50,000 to 
$49,000. If gentlemen choose to disband the 
force, and discontinue the labor, they have to 
take the responsibility. I bring the question be- 
fore the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the 
impression that, as the amendment changes the 
amount appropriated, it is in order; otherwise, it 
would not be. 

Mr. BORLAND. I have a word tosay on the 
subject. The appropriation was stricken out of 
the bill by a vote of the Senate last night. The 
Senator from North Carolina was not here. This 
morning, by another vote, the Senate concurred 
in striking out the appropriation. I undertook to 
show last night, and I think I did show—if, how- 
ever, I did not show it then to the satisfaction of 
the Senate, I think I can do so now-—that the 
appropriation ought not to be made. I based it 
upon the general statement, that, instead of there 
being no money in the Treasury appropriated to 
the census, there are $75,000 there. A note has 
been laid on the tables of Senators this morning, 
in which it is stated, that unless the appropriation 
is made the whole force will haveto be disbanded. 
If there were time for the discussion of the matter, 
I could show, from papers in my possession, that 
that force ought to be disbanded ; that more money 
has been wasted, squandered, than the Senate or 
the country would tolerate, if the facts were laid 
before them. ‘There have been employed, at one 
time, I understand, nearly one hundred and ninety 
clerks. There are now employed from one hun- 
dred and forty to one hundred and fifty clerks. 
The proposition, when it is stated, is monstrous 
in itself. Looking back to the Sixth Census, we 
find there were twenty persons employed, and 
$60,000 appropriated for compiling the returns. 
The whole cost of collecting the statistics, com- 
piling them for publication, and printing and bind- 
ing the whole document, and the abstract of the 
compendium, was $904,000. We have already 
pae $1,250,000 for this work; and paid for clerk 

ire, house-rent, and expensive furniture $208,000. 
They have now on hand $75,000 appropriated to 
this purpose, and not expended. Now, will any 
one pretend that $75,000 is not enough to go on 
with the compiling of the census returns until the 
next session, when, if a necessity exists for more, 
we can give it? I havea statement from the ac- 
counts in the Auditor’s office here; and I find in 
them an item of expense which, I think, is very 
characteristic of the whole. The expenses of the 
individual sent to Europe to visit the World’s 
Fair—paying the expenses of parties of gentlemen 
and ladies, from five to six, including their wine 
and other things added; and we are called upon to 
vote to pay the amount under the head of census 
expenses. We have an item of $1,430 for the 
expenses of the trip, with wine included in the 
list, 

Mr. DAWSON. I would ask the Senator 
whether he has not observed. that the receipt for 
the whole expenditure, and that the amount 
charged, are merely for the amount of the individ- 
ual’s expenditures—not for wine? 

Mr. BORLAND. No, sir. I have an abstract 
of the amount which is in the hands of the printer; 
and I have one copy from the Fifth Auditor’s office, 
in which the items are set forth; and in that the 
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amount set forth as the expenses of the individual 
sent to Europe, corresponds with the amount 
here in those vouchers, and I say they contain 
the expenses of parties of individuals of five or six. 
In one instance, in Liverpool, there is a charge for 
£10, which includes a bill for the expenses of a 
young lady, and a wine bill. These are small | 
matters, but they are characteristic of this whole 
proceeding. This individual was sent there with- 
out authority, and his expenses were paid for him, 
but the charges have been rejected at the Treas- 
ury. 

The money has, however, been paid out of the 
contingent fund. Haere are the vouchers. It 
amounts to between $1,400 and $1,500. It is 
a small amount, to be sure, but when we con-: 
sider the extraordinary expenditure of $208,000 | 


for clerk hire, $3,000 for house-rent, and about ji 


43,000 for furniture, we shall come to the conclu- 
sion that it is time to look into it; especially as 
there is now an unexpended balance of appropri- 
ation of $75,000. With that amount they can 
afford to wait until the next meeting of Congress, 
in December. That is my view, and upon that 
I moved to strike out the appropriation. The 
Senate struck it out, and this morning concurred 
init; and now the Senator from North Carolina 
avoids the question of order by reducing the amount 
$1,000. That may be strictly according to the 
rules of order, but I apprehend it is. technical. 
But it remains for the Senate to say whether they 
will sustain it. 

Mr. MANGUM. I mean not to enter into this 
debate at all. Ido notdesire to enter into disputes | 
between individuals. 1l have simply to bring the 
naked fact before the Senate, which I have done, 
under the authority of a responsible person—that 
the forces of the Census Bureau must be dis- 
charged, unless an appropriation like this be made. 
Without knowing whether the fact is so or not, 
Į do not undertake to vouch it. I bring it before 
the Senate upon responsible authority, and I de- 
sire the yeas and nays upon my amendment. If 
gentlemen think proper to refuse the appropriation 
{et the responsibility rest upon them. 

Mr. RUSK. 1 desire simply to state the reason 
that influenced me last night in voting to strike this 
amendment out, and which will influence my vote 
now—unless the objection be removed—against 
putting it in here. Senators will remember that in | 
addition to the statistics which were collected by | 
the Census Bureau, they have gone on, as many of 
us believe, beyond the law, to write histories of 

articular States. A history of one State was 
aid upon our tables. I have understood that not- 
withstanding there is a report upon the Secretary ’s 
table against the publication of these histories of 
States, that matter is still going on. I have heard 
so from a Senator who said he had his information 
from a gentleman who is engaged in writing the 
history of some State. Having this fact before 
me, unless I am satisfied it is not so, I cannot vote 
for the appropriation. Itis accumulating a mass 
of unnecessary matter. I do not believe that the 
office have the means of accurately writing the 
history of a State. If they insist upon publish- 
ing these histories, they will be squandering a 
large amount of money in doing no good. 

Mr. PRATT. [ shall vote for this amendment. 
The Department, I understand, has recommended 
an appropriation much larger than that for the 
completion of the census. The Department is 
responsible to the public for the necessity of that 
expenditure. We have already expended, as the 
Senator from Arkansas says, more than a million 
of dollars in the preliminary steps by which this 
census is to be given to the public. A great deal 
of labor is yet necessary to perfect it, so that it 
may be sent to the people. Now, are we to stop 
this work, after the expenditure of more than a 
million of dollars, because the man who hascharge | 
of it is obnoxious to some Senators? Are we to | 
go against the recommendation of the Department 
and stop this work, or run any risk of having 
stopped this important work, in which the people 
are certainly interested, upon which we have ex- 
pended so much money, because this man happens 
to have offended my honorable friend from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] or my honorable friend 
from Arkansas, [Mr. Bortanp,] or some other | 
person? It o 
man—l care nothing for him—the proper way | 
would be to get rid of him. If he acts improperly, | 
let us demand his dismissal; but do not let us stop į 


the appropriation for the printing and completion 
of the census, I know nothing about this officer. 
I do not know that he is an improper one. 1 do 
not mean to charge him with acting improperly. 
But it is manifestly wrong that we should run the 
risk of having this work stopped for the want of 
an appropriation of $49,000. [e was said last night 
that there were $75,000 remaining of the appro- 
priation for the census. I know nothing of that. 
We have no means of ascertaining it. On the 
contrary, I this morning received from the gentle- 
man at the head of the work a letter, in which he 
states, that if the appropriation is not passed, 
every single workman in the Department under 
his control, now preparing the census for publica- 
tion, will have to be dismissed. I give that for | 
what it is worth. 

In reference to the question of the Senator from 
Texas, I know nothing; but I take it for granted 
that it cannot be so. ‘This man is acting only as 
the agent of the Department, and I take it for 
granted that the Secretary of the Interior, under 
whose control this office is, would not suffer the 
public money to be squandered in the preparation 
of a history which the unanimous report of a 
committee of the Senate says ought notto be pub- 
lished. I do not believe, therefore, that these his- 
tories are being prepared. I know nothing, how- 
ever, about the matter. But if the person at the 
head of the Census is an improper person, Jet us 
ask that he be dismissed. But do not let us injure 
the public service for the want of an appropriation. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will state in relation to this 
matter, that the estimate of the Depurtment was 
for $150,000; the House reduced it to $50,000, 
and the Committee on Finance left it where the 
House put it. In relation to the balance on hand, 
it appears by the papers which accompanied the 
pil ae the House, that there were $71,000 on 

and. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is due to the Superintendent 
of the Census, that I should make an explanation 
of a matter in regard to which the Senator from 
Arkansas has manifestly fallen into an error, which 
error may extend throughout other members of 
the Senate, if this explanation be not given. The 

aper which the Senator has, is a list of vouchers. 

t does not pretend to be the account of the party | 
admitted by the accounting officers. I understand 
the facts, in regard to those vouchers, to be these: 
The expenses of the Superintendent while on the 
tour were about $1,400. When he returned, he 
was not only called upon for his account, but for 
the vouchers. He was traveling in Europe with 
several ladies under his charge. When he was 
about to leave a hotel, and went to pay the bill, of 
course he paid the bill for the whole party. He 
did not take separate vouchers. It would not 
have been possible for him to have taken separate 
vouchers for his own expenditures. He took re- 
ceipts from them for the expenses of the whole 
partys and now he does not ask that the whole 

ill should be paid to him. But when he is called 
upon to render up his vouchers, he says: Here are 
all the receipts I have received; you will perceive 
they include the expenses of the whole party; l 
cannot separate them; if you insist upon having 
them, you must take them as they are; but you 
will not allow them all; you willallow only those 
which are properly chargeable to me. That this 
is the case, is manifest, because in a party of six 
persons traveling in Europe for several months, 
the whole bill would not be as small as $1,400. 
Do you believe that a party of six persons travel- | 
ing in Europe for several months, could do so at | 
that expense? That would be less than $240 cach. 

Mr. BORLAND. I did not state that such was ! 
the fact. I stated that there were accounts for the 
entertainment of himself and his party of five or 
six persons at different places—not that they were 
all the while with him. For instance, at Liver- 
pool there is a charge, in a single instance, of £10, 
or $50. In some places there are charges for six 
persons; in others, for five; and in one place there 
is a bill for the expense of a young lady who was: 
under his charge. The account of the Superin- 


seems to me, that if he be an improper |; Auditor’s office. 


| tendent is now m the hands of the printer of the | 
Senate, and it is certified to by himself, the amount } 


ii being $1,439. The basis of that account, far- | 


i nishing the items, is the vouchers in the Fifth | 
I have an abstract of them, and | 
Í they amount to thirteen hundred and some odd | 
dollars—not as much as the account is. 


pended more money than his vouchers show. | 


j 


He ex- || the next meeting of Congress? 


The vouchers were given in to sustain his account. 
So far from the vouchers showing more than what 
he got and expended, they fall short of the account 
stated by himself. Itis stated there, in the note, 
that there are some vouchers, the precise amount 
of which is not known. 

Mr. PEARCE. I have no doubt of it. But 
what is the explanation? A man who is travel- 
ing in Europe does not get a receipt for everything. 
When he pays his passage on a railroad, for in- 
stance, he charges that himself; and it is not cus- 
tomary even to take receipts at hotels. This gen- 
tleman appears occasionally to have taken receipts, 
and when he did so, he took them for the whole 
party. But when he is called upon by our very 
particular Comptroller for every voucher, he is 
obliged to give in the identical papers. He gives 
in the papers, which give the whole bill—so much 
for the party; but he never did ask, he never in- 
tended to ask, that the account should be allowed 
for the money expended for the whole party. 
When called upon, he had to exhibit every voucher, 
although it was not his intention, at the same time, 
to charge for the expenses of the individuals who 
were along with him; and that this is the case is 
manifest, because his whole claim is but $1,400; 
whereas, a gentleman could not travel with a party 
of half a dozen ladies without paying half a dozen 
times that amount. I think that is a sufficient ex- 
planation. The paper which the Senator had is 
not an official statement of his account, but is a 
list of the vouchers, made out by some person 
who happens to be one of the accounting officers. 
It is a mere statement of the different vouchers— 
what the amount of them is—but it is not stated 
how much is charged as due to him for his ex- 
penditures. 

Mr. BORLAND. As the Senator says this is 
not an official paper, I will state how I got it. 
The First Comptroller addressed me a letter, con- 
taining one from the Secretary of the Interior, re- 
questing me, as the mover of the resolution of in- 
quiry on this subject, to call upon him to inform 


| him if a statement of the account of the returns 


and vouchers would not be sufficient to answer 
the purpose of the resolution, without the vouch- 
ers themselves, as they were in foreign languages; 
and, in order to enable me to answer the question, 
whether I thought the statement of the account 
would answer in place of the vouchers themselves, 
he sent me an abstract from the Fifth Auditor’s 
Office, to show what the vouchers were, and their 
amounts. It was upon that that I based the sec- 
ond resolution which I introduced, authorizing the 
Secretary to send theaccountinstead of the vouch- 
ers. Was not this an official paper? It came 
with the letter of the Secretary of the Interior ask- 
ing this intelligence, because 1t would be trouble- 
some to give the vouchers. It is a statement of 
the account, and corresponds, as far as it goes, 
with the statement of the Superintending Clerk, 
although his account contains $100 more than the 
vouchers, So all the vouchers are included in 


; what is paid, and a balance is left unaccounted for 


of $100. Therefore, instead of being able to strike 
out any of the vouchers, the account overgoes the 
vouchers $100. 

If the Senator from Maryland wishes to resume 
his remarks, I have done; but if he has concluded, 
I will reply to a remark made by his colleague, 
[Mr. Prarr.] 

As to the question, whether this business should 
go on or not, I can answer it with great confidence. 
The statement of a single fact will show, conclu- 
sively, that this compilation of statistics of every 


| kind, including the histories and all, is now going 


on. If that were not the case, I would ask why 
are one hundred and forty clerks employed? 
What can they be doing? The Census of 1840 
required but twenty, at an expense of $66,000. 
Here, we have had nearly two hundred at one 
time, and now there are one hundred and forty. 
They have already been paid $208,000; and, as 
the chairman of the Committee on Finance says, 
when an estimate was sent into Congress, at this 
session, for $150,000 more, it was stated that there 
was a balance of $71,000 on hand. I have learned 
from the Treasury Department that there are about 
$75,000 on hand. Task if these voluminous sta- 
tistics, historiesand all, are not included in what is 
going on with these one hundred and forty clerks? 
‘What can they want with more than $70,000 until 
The fact that the 
amount is asked for, is an answer, I think, con- 
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clusive to the question of the Senator from Mary- 
land, that this work is going on, notwithstanding 
the unanimous report of the committee adverse 
to it. 

Mr. PRATT. My statement was that the Su- 
perintendent is not to blame, if the histories are 
going on.. They can only be going on under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior. If the 
$70,000 is not necessary for the purpose of com- 
pleting the work, then the $150,000 required by 
the Department was not necessary; and the 
blame, if any exists, should be laid upon the De- 

artment, and not upon this poor man, who is 
brought up here always as the. groundwork of 
difficulty. The Government is wrong—the De- 
partment is wrong—if the thing itself is wrong; 
and if we have not confidence in the Department, 
we ought not to give an appropriation; but if we 
believe the Department was right in asking for the 
appropriation of $150,000, we ought to grant 
$49,000.to prevent the stopping of the work. 

Mr. BUTLER. To some extent, I agree with 
the remarks of the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Prarr.] I do not think Mr. Kennedy should 
suffer entirely; but I do say, from the exhibition 
of the subject which has been given here, that this 
whole system of taking the census is tending to 
‘an enormous abuse. | recollect, when the subjects 
was first under discussion, that I protested against 
this enlarging of the sphere of the office, so as to 
take in statistical information. The Constitution 
only requires that an enumeration of the white 
and black population shall be taken, so as to 
enable us to regulate what shall be the represent- 
ation in the House of Representatives. Instead 
of that, we have seen a gentleman sent to Europe 
to learn how to take that enumeration. Why 
this gentleman should have been sent to Europe 
to learn how to perform any of the functions inci- 
dent to his office, I do not know. The abuse is 
so enormous—so much in violation of the Consti- 
tution, both in its letter and spirit, that I would 
not care if the whole of it should fail. The only 
way to correct the wrong practices of the Govern- 
ment, is to let them fail when they violate the 
-Constitution. I do not care one cent whether an 
appropriation is made to enable the Department 
„to carry on this system. Lhbelieve itis all wrong. 

Mr. MANGUM. Ifthe Constitution has been 
violated it has been under the direction of Con- 
gress. Whether the honorable Senator concurred 
in that or not, E know not. I agree with him that 
the census ought to be restricted to an enumera- 
tion of the population, white and black; and I 
think that statistics of other kinds, if they are 
taken wisely, in a reliable manner, ought to be 
under the State authority. But I mean not.to go 
into this matter. I do not wish to occupy the 
time of the Senate at this late period of the session. 
I simply desire to bring before the Senate the fact 
that the business must stop, and the force must 
be disbanded, unless the appropriation be made. 
I do this under the authority of the Chief of the 
Census Bureau, on his proper responsibility. He 
says that there is not a dollar that has not been 
used for this purpose except the appropriation 
made two years ago; and that there will not bea 
cent on hand to continue the work unless an ap- 
propriation is now made. For that reason | have 
moved to insert the appropriation of $49,000; and 
upon that question I desire the yeas and nays. 
have no more interest in that subject than any 
other Senator. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BORLAND. I have but a word to say. 
The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Prarr] seems 
to have proceeded on the assumption that the 
proposition to strike out the appropriation was 
aimed atthe Census Clerk. Sir, I aimed not at 
him. I say that there has heen an abuse here. 
My opinion is that it is a very gross abuse, as I 
am able to prove at any moment. But I do not 
charge it upon him. I charge it upon the Depart- 
ment of the Interior. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I rise to a question of order. 
The Senator from Arkansas has spoken twice on 
this amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. He has spoken more than 


wice, 

Mr. BORLAND. If the Senator had waited 
one moment I would have been through. How- 
ever, I wili relieve him, and will make no further 
remarks, : 
Mr. BRIGHT. 


t 


Daring the period of seven 


| When the river and harbor bill was taken up I 


years that I have been in this Senate J have never | 
felt at liberty to make an appeal to this body, and į 
what I am going to say now may be in bad taste, 
but it is a fact settled, that unless we cease talking 
and act we cannot finish the business of Congress 
at the time which we have appointed to adjourn. 
This is the first general appropriation bill making 
appropriations for carrying forward the entire 
machinery of the Government that we have had | 
before us, and it is not half finished. You may 

add amendment after amendment here, but there 

is no probability that they will be considered by 

the House. I have six amendments before me, | 
four of them recommended by standing commit- | 
tees of this body, and T would like to have offered 

them last night, but the position I occupied, 

being in the chair, precluded me from so doing; 

and such is my sense of public duty, I will not 

offer them this morning. I will run the chanceof 

putting them in some other bill.. I do hope that 

Senators will vote and let us get this bill to the 

House, so that we may take up the other appro- 

priation bills. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have only to say, that I will | 
not vote unless I understand the subject. 1 said, 
when the river and harbor bill was taken up, that 
it would have the effect of compelling us to vote 
without knowledge; and I say, I intend to have 
discussion when it is necessary. I must have the 
knowledge necessary to control my vote on meas- 
ures of this kind. J cannot vote in ignorance. 


saw what would be the result. That important 
political measure was taken up to the exclusion of 
the bills making appropriations of millions, and 
now upon them we are called to vote without 
knowledge. Ifit has come to that, I will sooner 
abandon the bills, and have no responsibility for 
them. 

Mr. MASON. I was about to say very much 
what has fallen from the Senator from South 
Carolina, I bave no idea, let it cost what it may, 
of being trammeled in proper debate upon an ap- 
propriation bill, I object to nothing which has 
fallen. from the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. 
Brient.] He has discharged what he considers 
his duty. Heisa member of the Finance Com- 
mittee; and he deems it his duty, as such, to get 
this measure through the Senate, so that we may 
take up other bills of a like character before the 
session closes. But I want to state this fact: that 
the very language which is held out to us now, 
was held out to him and other gentlemen when 
they insisted upon taking up the river and harbor 
bill, to urge it through in preference to these and 
other important measures. We told them what 
result we expected would follow—that we would 
be told, “ You must not debate; debate must be cut 
off, or you will not get through the bill before the 
close of the session.” I recollect that gentlemen 
were admonished when they insisted on giving 
precedence to the river and harbor bill, that the 
very state of things would arise that is now pre- 
sented tous. I have taken as little time in debate 
as any gentleman. I never consume the time of 
the Senate unnecessarily. I think I may say so 
of myself. But if there be any measure offered 
as an amendment to this bill, which requires de- 
bate in order to explain its character, I will en- 
courage that debate. 

Mr. CASS. Knowledge come with talking, 
but for myself, I must say that there are some 
questions which I think I am competent to decide 
without talking; still, if any gentleman thinks I 
am not, he is perfectly at liberty to indulge him- 
self in explaining the measure. I do not under- 
stand what the Senators from South Carolina and 
Virginia mean about the river and harbor bill. I 
would ask those Senators if I had not a right to 
vote to take up that bill in preference to others? 

Mr. MASON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. CASS. If they made predictions and now 
choose to fulfill them, is that a reason why we 
should alter our course? The gentlemen could as 
well have talked upon the river and harbor bill as |; 
upon this. Who prohibited them from talking |! 
until the end of thesession? Nobody. Nobody i 
could prohibit them. I repeat, the fact that that | 
bill was taken up affords no reason now why we || 
shouid have an interminable talking upon this bill. |! 
If that bill had not been taken up, every man might 
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ever I think a bill is of such public interest as to 
be required to be taken up, l shall vote for taking 
it up. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not say that the gentle- 
man had not a right to vote to take. up the river 
and harbor bill, but I referred to the impropriety 
of taking it up at the time we did, when we were 
certain that this bill, which takes millions out of 
the Treasury, would come up at the very close of 
the session. Yes, sir; the gentleman does not 
want any talk when we come to appropriate 
money. It amounts to that. When we come to 
an appropriation bill, he wants votes, and no talk- 


ing. 

Mr. CASS. I put it to the Senatoras a candid 
gentleman, whether | said so. 

Mr. BUTLER. I say that is the inference. 
Talk upon political questions that might well 
have waited three months; but upon these appro- 
priation bills vote, and do not talk. The river ani 
harbor bill has been under discussion for fifty 
years past; was it important to take it up at this 
session? And then there was another measure 
introduced upon this bill which gave rise to the 
speech made by the honorable Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. Sumner] upon slavery. Sir, that 
Senator ought to have been answered. I have thus 
far foreborne to take part inthese debates, and I will 
leave it for the Senator to say who hasdone the most 
talking so far as the different sections or interests of 
this country are concerned. If you are to balance 
accounts, I can say that the talking has taken place 
upon political questions; and now, when we are 
to vote, we are not allowed to investigate the mat- 
ters upon which we are to vote. Sir, I say that 
topics have been brought up here, at the late part 
of this session, which ought to have been discussed 
by the month. The river and harbor bill was not 
discussed as it shoiild have been discussed. The 
slavery question was not discussed ag it ought 
to have been; and the oration of the honorable 
Senator from Massachusetts has gone out to give 
a currentto public opinion. It ought to have been 
answered. I yielded to the suggestion of friends not 
to answer it. But if gentlemen wait until the last 
days of the session, and then endeavor to suppress 
debate upon an important bill of this sort, they 
must take the consequences. 

ThePRESIDENT. The Chair will inform the 
Senators that the question is upon a solitary 
amendment. 

Mr. WELLER. I understand that, unless this 
appropriation is made, the publication of the cen- 
sus will necessarily be suspended. I have this to 
say, that, unless the census has been taken with 
much more accuracy in other States than in Califor- 
nia, itis far better that its publication should be 
suspended. The census, I believe, shows a popu- 
lation in the State of California of 91,000. Thatis 
directly in the faceofacensus which had been taken 
by the State authority, showing a population of 
300,000. In consequence of this error of the cen- 
sus agents, the State of California was deprived of 
at least one Representative, and came very near 
losing two. But this cannot be remedied. A census 
cannot be taken again until 1860, when the popn- 
lation of California will certainly exceed 800,000. 
We are deprived, therefore, of a representation in 
the other branch of Congress, to which we would 
have been entitled if the census had been correctly 
taken. Besides, I have but very little confidence in 
the statistical information obtained by the census 
agents. An examination of it in regard to some 
particular localities, has satisfied me that no sort 
of reliance can be placed upon it. If, therefore, 
the vote which I shall give to-day is calculated to 
suspend the publication of that census, I shall not 
regret it. 

Mr. DAWSON. [I have not made a motion in 
regard to, or said a word upon, the civil and diplo- 
matic bill, notwithstanding the immense number 
of appropriations that have been presented, and 
the many discussions that have taken place. T 
desired for one to consider the position in which 
the body was placed, and to go quietly on and 
consummate every measure. But I am not going 
to sit here quietly and suffer the head of the Ad- 
ministration or the head of a Department to be 
charged with a failure to discharge his duty, or 
with an abuse of the power placed in his hands for 
the benefit of the Government, without saying a 


i 
have talked on other measures from that day to i 
this. Such is the mode in which discussion is | 


carried on here. And for one, I say that when- : 


word. Can any Senator suppose that a persona! 
and political friend of the head of the Department 
of the Interior will submit to that course? If gen- 


of this character. 
upon the Secretary of the Interior, which is to go 
through the country, and be injurious to his char- 
acter as an officer and as a man? And yet weare 
called upon by the other side to close our mouths, 
because the hour is late. Gentlemen, cease to 
make it necessary for the friends of this Adminis- 
tration to say a word,and you will not hear from 
them, F did not intend to enter into this discus- 
sion. | intend now to pursue the even tenor of 
my coursein endeavoring to perfect this bill, which 
is necessary to carry on the Government; but I 


will take occasion to say that the charge against | 


the Secretary of the Interior has been sustained 
by not one single argument or fact, and further, 
that he has honestly, fairly, and honorably dis- 
charged his duties in regard to the matter under 
discussion. There has been no abuse of the pow- 
er placed in his hands. If there has been, it 


should be inquired into; a committee should in- | 
yestigate it; and if it exists, the charge should be |; 


understandingly made. 

It has been charged here even that the Secretary 
of the Interior sent the head of the Census Bureau 
to England; that that individual had charged the 
expenses of those who accompanied him to the 
Government; and that the Government had paid 
them. What charge more inconsistent? What 
charge could be made more calculated to make an 
unfavorable impression upon the public mind than 
this? And what was it made for? Was it made 
to attack an individual, or to attack those who are 
politically responsible for this? What does it 
amount to when I call the attention of Senators to 
the fact, that when the vouchers for the expend- 
itures incurred by that individual were presented, 
it was done with the understanding that they in 


the aggregate contained his own expenses, and } 


those who were with him; and that his own ex- 
penditures only were charged to the Government ? 
But because an account of the vouchers had to 
come here, the charge is made that the whole of 
these expenditures were charged to the Govern- 
ment. In order to show that such was not the 
fact, when I heard this charge made, 1 saw the 
Secretary of the Interior upon the subject. He 
said thai iHe Senate had called for the vouchers. 


A list of the vouchers was sent; but the amount | 
paid by the Government was not a single cent |: 


more than the actual expenses of the individual; 
and yet, from the course of remark which has been 
pursued here, the presumption in the public mind 
would be, that the Government had paid the ex- 
penses of the whole party. I went to see if it were 
possible that Elisha Whittlesey and others could 
have suffered such a thing to pass. The papers 


upon their face would make it appear to be so; | 


but when you come to look at it, you find that it 
is notso. So much for that. J shall not go into 
a discussion about it. 

The proposition before us now is whether we 
shall to-day suspend the execution of the order of 
Congress in relation to the census—Wwhether, after 
the expenditure of more than a $1,000,009, in pay- 
ing your marshals, and your officers, to procure 


the ‘information which you yourselves have or- | 


dered, you will now interrupt the work. The 
Senate will recollect that not one single dollar has 
been appropriated to carry out this census, save 
the first appropriation which was made in the 
census bill itself. Itis said, and no doubt with a 
perfect belief of the fact, so far as information 


that there is a balance not yet expended. This 
objection can be easily met. Do you not recollect 
that, at the end of every quarter, this money is to 
be drawn upon to pay the various persons em- 
ployed in the Census Bureau? And when we are 
told, and told directly, that there will not be a 
dollar to carry on this work, unless we make an 
appropriation, how are we met by our friends on 
the other side? Weare told by some gentlemen 
that if this census beso and so, it ought to be ar- 
rested. We are told by others that the head of 
the Bureau is going on with the preparation of 
statistics, as he was ordered to do; and others say, 
if they thought he was doing so and so, they would 
vote to stop the appropriation. Tt is true a re- 
port has been made by a committee of the Senate 
ady 


censusreturns, But can the Government, which is 
acting under a law requiring it to do certain things, 


erse to the publication of certain parts of the | 
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that their plan should not be carrried out, when 
the Senate has not concurred in that report? Gen- 
tlemen ought to look to these things. 

No suspension has taken place in the prepara- 
i tion of this census, and no suspension will take 
place under such a state of things. The question 
now propounded to the Senate is this: Will you 
reject the amendment of $49,000, and thereby dis- 
solve your Census Bureau, and turn loose all the 
men who have been employed, under the law, to 
prepare the returns for publication ? There is the 
question. What do we ask? Only the amount 
of $49,000, out of the $150,000 that were called 
for. 
tives cut down the estimate? That estimate went 
upon the ground that the amount of $150,000 
would be necessary to consummate the whole ar- 
: rangement, 


months, the House of Representatives justly cnt 
short the appropriation. ‘They knew that another 
appropriation can be made when we meet again 
to carry on the work if necessary. But now we 
are called upon by Senators on the other side to 
deny that small sam, and tarn loose the one hun- 
dred and forty clerks now employed on the work. 
I trust it will not be done. 

Mr. BUTLER. That limay not he misunder- 
stood, f desire to explain a remark that I made 
when | was on the floor last. When I said that 
the speech of the Senator from Massachusetts had 
“not been answered, | was far from meaning that 
i what fell from other Senators in reply to it was 
not an answer. I must say here, what E have 
said in private, that the remarks of the Senator 
from North Carolina, (Mr. Banern,| the Senator 
| from Califoruia, (Mr. Wetien,] the Senator from 

Iowa, |Mr. Dopae,) and the independent Senator 


And why did the House of Representa- ` 


Finding that there was some balance : 
on hand, and that we were again to meet in three ; 


‘from indiana, (Mr. Briewe] were worthy of all. 


i praise. L have praised them in private, and that 
is enough for me to say. What | meant by my 
remark was, that the subject had not received the 
discussion which it merited. 

The question on the amendment was taken, by 
yeas and nays, and resulted—yeas 35, nays 17; 
as follows: 

Y BAS—-Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bell, Bradbury, Brooke, 
Cass, Charlton, Chase, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, 
| Dodge of Wisconsin, Downs, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, 
Ilunter, James, King, Mallory, Mangum, Miller, Morton, 
Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Shields, mith, Spruance, Sumner, 

Underwood, Upham, and Wade . 
' “NAYS~—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Borland, “Bright, 

Brodhead, Butler, De Saussure, Douglas, Peleh, Hamiin, 
> Houston, Mason, Meriwether, Rusk, Toucey, Walker, and 
| Weller—17. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLER. | move to amend the biil, by 
` inserting at the end of the clause making the ap- 
i p¥opriation for the compensation of the Second 
; Comptroller of the Treasury Department, the fol- 
‘ lowing: 


ment shall he allowed a salary equal to that of the lead of 


And thatthe second Comptroller of the Preastury Depart 


| any other burean, to connnence from his appointment to ` 


| office. 


Mr. 


President, 1 will merely state, that last ' 


! evening we agreed to an amendment giving to the | 


i Second Auditor of the Treasury Department an 


f same terms as this is. 1 desire now to provide for 


' the Second Comptroller. i 
I think if the Second Auditor ‘ 
i deserved an increase of his salary, the Second | 


Mr. GWIN. 


: Comptroller is egually entitled to it. His labor is 
| great, and he ought to have an increase of com- 
: pensation. 

"The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. UPHAM. I moveto amend the following 
| clause in the bill: 

| «For salary of the Minister Resident to Turkey, $6,000,” 
‘by striking out “ six,” and inserting “ nine.” E 
“hope-there will be no objection to this. Phe sal- 
f the Commissioner to China has been raised 
i to $9,000; and we have given him an outfit. There 
: is no outfit in this case. 
- ‘The PRESIDENT. 
: committee? 

Mr. UPHAM. 


Is that a report froma 


} propose it with the consent 


; ‘increase of hissalary. Theamendment was in the , 
could be derived by the Senator from Arkansas, |! 


i 


| on the point of order. 


impression that it is not in order. 


Mr. WELLER. I object to it. There is no 


| sort ot necessity for increasing the compensation 


of the Resident Minister to Turkey. The office 
was origiually a consulate. I believe the person 
who is now the Minister Resident is traveling 
through the Holy Land obtaining materials for 
writing a book. f have no doubt it will be a very 
valuable one, for he isa very learned gentleman; 
but J do not think this increase should be made. 

Mr. BADGER. | desire to makea suggestion 
When the House sends us 
a bill making an appropriation for any purpose, 
there is nothing in the rule to prevent us from 
moving an amendment to the amount. Surely we 
have power to move to increase or diminish an 
appropriation. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair, upon looking 
at the amendment again, decides that it is in order. 
It is merely to change the amount. As it was 
first read, he supposed it was a new appropria- 
tion. 

The amendment was agreed to, there being, on 
a division—ayes 21, noes 14. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting the following: 

For the purchase—tfor the use of the Senate—of five 


| lumdred copies of the Digest and Endex of the Opinions of 
i the Attomeys General of the United States, to be bound in 


the same manner as said Opinions, 4875. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. When in Commitee of the 
Whale, the following amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Finance was disagreed to, under a misap- 
prehension of the facts: 

“Tor compensation of four draw- keepers, and for fuel 


i and oi) for the lamps of the Potomac bridge, $2,755,” 


i will state that the same necessity now exists 
for draw-keepers and lights that did before a part 
of the bridge was carried away. The two chan- 
nels are navigated now ws formerly, ‘Phe same 
necessity, therefore, exists for the lights. I there- 
fore propose to amend the bill by inserting that 


provision which was rejected by the Senate as in 


| Committee of the Whole. 


i other amendmen 


| pensation shall be $4 a day, 
į shail receive 1 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DAWSON. I desire to move an amend- 
ment, to do justice to three or four individuals. 
In the clause making appropriation for compensa- 
tion to temporary clerks in the office of the Third 
Auditor is the following proviso: 

s Provided, ‘That no clerk shall receive more than at the 
ate OF S1,000 per annum, except one whos lary shall be 


£,600 per anuum, and four whose compensation shall be 
4 a day.” 


Four dollars a day makes $1,240 per annum. 
I propose to strike out the words ‘whose com- 
and insert, ‘* who 
5200 per annum.” The reason for 
this is, that if they are allowed over $1,2008 year, 
they will not obtain the increase of salary which 
is allowed by the bill to clerks whose salary is 
under $1,200. That will do great injustice to 
these four clerks. I propose, therefore, to strike 
forty dollars from their salaries in this case, so 
that they may be entitled to the increase. I move, 
therefore, to strike out ** whose compensation shall 
be four dollarsa day,” and insert ‘ who shall each 
receive $1,200 per annum.” 
My. BRIGHT. The effect of that wijl be to 
make regular clerks out of four persons who are 
employees—temporary clerks—in the office—per- 


_ sons I suppose who have forced themselves inte 


the ‘Treasury Department. I shall vote against 
the amendment. I shall not waste time in giving 
my reasons, but ] do not believe that that or any 
j t would be granted by the Tlouse. 

Mr. DAWSON. The persons who make this 
reyuest are clerks in the Third Auditor’s Depart- 
ment. The objectis not to make them permanent 
clerks but to give thema salary of $1,200 a year, 
so that they may come within the increase pre- 


; vided for in this bill. 


} 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORTON. J have an amendment which 
I desire to offer. Its object is to place the salary 
of the Third Auditor of the Treasury upon an 
equality with that of the Second Auditor. He is 
in mwy wSddieicn, u most laborious and eficient 
officer. Lis labors are as great, if not greater, 
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than: those of any other Auditor. We have al- 
ready raised the salary of the Second Auditor, 
but not of the Third. I move, therefore, to insert 
in the bill at the end of the appropriation for the 
compensation of the Third Auditor, &c., the fol- 
lowing: 

And that the Third Auditor of the Treasury Department 
shail be allowed a salary equal to that of the head of any 
other bureau, to commence from his appointment to 
office. 


Mr. CASS. LI submit to the Senator whether 
this is the time to enter into the consideration of 
the salaries of officers. If we begin, where are 
we to stop? Certainly it must be obvious that 
we have not time now to enter into the subject 
upon this appropriation bill. I know nothing of 
this case. Ido not know whether it is right or 
wrong; but, in this stage of the session it is im- 
possible to go into the consideration of such ques- 
tions. If we begin with one, the whole will be 
pushed at us. . 

Mr. MORTON. The objection of the Senator 
from Michigan, perhaps would have been a good 
one, if it had been urged when the proposition 
was made to increase the salaries of the Second 
Auditor and the Second Comptroller, but 1 think 
it is too late now to urge that objection upon this 
bill, when amendments have been adopted in- 
creasing the salaries of those two officers. I think 
when this has been done, it would be invidious to 
make a discrimination against the Third Auditor. 
I am unwilling to sit silently in my seat and see 
such a distinction made. From my intercourse 
with the heads of bureaus I do not think we 
have a more laborious head of a bureau, or one 
who more richly deserves an additional compen- 
sation than the Third Auditor. I would not have 
urged the amendment at this time had not the ex- 
ample been set of increasing the salary of the other 
bureau officers. 

Mr. CASS. I would have voted against the 
other propositions, if I had heard of them; but if 
we have done wrong once it is no reason why we 
should do so again. 

Mr. HUNTER. It will be utterly impossible 
to proceed with this business of equalizing sal- 
aries. I voted against the other propositions, and 
should have had something to say upon them, but 
that I felt confident that the House would strike 
them out. I am free to agree with my friend from 
Florida, that the Third Auditor’s salary should 
be raised as much as any of the others; but thisis 
not the time to accomplish the object. We have 
no time to consider such questions. I hope the 
bill will be put upon its engrossment. 

Mr. RUSK. A remark which has been made 
renders it necessary thatI should say a few words. 
It has been said that it was unjust to raise the sal- 
ary of the Second Auditor. 1 do not think it was 
unjust. I will vote foran amendment to raise the 
salary of any officer who presents what I stated 
was shown by the records of the office to be the 
fact. 

Mr. MORTON. Did the Senator understand 
me to say it was unjust? 


Mr. RUSK. Iheard the remark made. I do 
not know by whom. 
Mr. MORTON. I did notsay it was unjust to 


raise the salary of the Second Auditor; but I said 
that if it was just to raise it, it was equally just to 
raise that of the Third Auditor. 

Mr. RUSK. I stated, what was shown to be 
the fact, that the Second Auditor had done his 
business properly, and reduced the number of his 
clerks, He had forty-four clerks in 1849, and has 
but twenty-five now. The appropriation for the 
clerks in his office in 1849 was $51,000, while in 
this bill it is but $34,060. I stated that I did not 
believe there was any other head of a bureau who 
could show such a reduction. I do not mean to 
disparage the heads of other bureaus; I have no 
objection to raising their salaries; but I stated last 
evening that, in my opinion, there had been a re- 
duction of the expenses in no other bureau. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. Thave an amendment, which 
Į presume will meet with no objection, as it ap- 
propriates no money. Itisto insert the following 
in the bill: 


The corporate authorities of Washington are hereby au- 
thorized, in their discretion, to provide that in any street, or 
avenue, or foot-way thereof, the carriage part in the center 
may be notless than forty feet, the side walks on each side 
of the carriage way may be fifteen feet, and the residue of 
the ground, between the side walks and the building line, 


may be inclosed by the owners of the adjoining property as 
ornamental courts or gardens, and for no other purpose 
whatever. 


Some of the avenues in this city are one hundred 
and sixty feet wide, and it costs a vast amount of 
money to grade the whole width. The public 
authorities are of the opinion that by making the 
carriage way narrower, and the side walks as I 
propose, and then letting the balance be inclosed 
as ornamental gardens, it would save one half the 
expense of grading the streets, and at the same 
time improve the appearance of the city. The 
plan received the approval of the late Mr. Down- 
ing. Lonly propose to give the corporation the 
authority to do this if they think proper. They 
have not the authority under the present charter. 

Mr. SHIELDS. T have not examined the plan 
of my colleague. I have carefully avoided inter- 
fering with this subject, because I confess it will 
be better managed by the corporation than by 
us. I am apprehensive that the effect of the amend- 
ment will be to make a radical change in the streets 
and avenues of the city. 

Mr. BADGER. It is too large a discretion to 
be granted at this late hour of the session. 

Mr. SHIELDS. We cannot act on it with 
propriety now. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move to insert in the bill 
after the clause, ‘‘ For the erection of the west 
‘ wing of the Patent Office Building, and completing 
‘the drains for the said building and the Patent 
‘Office Building, $150,000,”’ the following: 


Provided, That the work and the materials furnished by 
contract for such building, and likewise the materials 
for the extension of the Capitol, be measured agreeably to 
the original contract, and that no further payment be made 
until the measurement is made and reported, the contracts 
and the proposals to be putin the hands of the measurer or 
measurers, and he or they to be sworn before entering on 
duty, to examine and measure and report every part of the 
work and material without deviation from the contracts 
and proposals ; and if it be shown that any extra materials 
are used, they to be rated at the pro rata price for materials 
only, and entered in a separate column of the account; and 
the same rule of measurement to be applied to all other 
buildings and other public works in this District; and it 
shall be the duty of the Comptroller of the Treasury to ar- 
rest and stop any voucher not made in form and in accord- 
ance with the terms of the contract against which it is 
drawn ; and it is hereby made a penal offense for every 
measurer and inspector of work or disbursing officer to 
make or present, or pass or attempt to pass, any falsely made 
or fictitious vouchers to draw money from the Treasury, on 
any contract or account whatever; and that all contracts 
shall hereafter be advertised atleast sixty days before letting; 
and that all contracts now existing in relation to building 
the additions to the Capitolas well as the Patent Office, not 
made according to law, are hereby canceled at the end of 
sixty days, and notice of the same shall be given in all the 
newspapersin the city of Washington ; and that all contraets 
of every description which have been made without public 
notice having been given, where notice was required, shall 
be canceled after sixty days’ notice having been given in 
the newspapers of this city: Provided also, That good and 
sufficient security shall be given for twice the amount of 
money at any time to be advanced to the contractor under 
any contract, and that bids shall be opened in presence of 
the bidders, if they or any of them should be present, and 
that notice to that effect shall be given in the advertisements 
for proposals, to be published agreeably to this proviso; 
and all contracts made without an appropriation of money 
for an object, the subject of a contract, are hereby canceled 
and declared void. 


Mr. BRIGHT. I object to the consideration 
of that amendment in connection with this bill. It 
certainly comes within the rule. It relates to con- 
tracts disconnected from the appropriation. It is 
clearly not in order. 1 

The PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair does not see 
any question of order arising in the case. It in- 
volves no appropriation. It is simply making a 
provision with regard to contracts. The Chair is 
obliged to receive it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It has direct reference to the 
clause in the bill relating to the erection of public 
buildings, and is intended as a guard for the pro- 
tection of the Government, and for no other pur- 

ose. 

Mr. CLARKE asked forthe yeas and nays 
on the amendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. PRATT. I object to voting on that amend- 
ment, because I cannot tell whether itis right or 
wrong. It covers a whole sheet of paper, and 
proposes to regulate contracts that have been en- 
tered into, and declares certain contracts null and 
void. The only reason why | shall vote against 
it is, that it is impossible, from hearing it once 
read, for me to tell whether it is right or wrong. I 
cannot consent to vote for an amendment which 
I do not understand. 


Mr. HOUSTON. Ifthe gentleman will attend 


to the reading of the amendment, it can be read 
again for his information. lam perfectly satis- 
fied, when he understands it, that he will say it is 
for no other purpose than to guard the interests 
of the Government. If irregularities have been 
practiced, it is intended as a corrective tothem. It 
is for no other purpose; and every one who con- 
siders it, must be satisfied that it is a proper amend- 
ment. I have submitted it to a number of gentle- 
men, and they think itis manifestly right to guard 
the Treasury of the country. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator who introduced this amendment to the 
language of it. It strikes me that it is too sweep- 
ing, because it declares all contracts void which 
were entered into without certain requisites, wheth- 
er they are executed contracts, or contracts exe- 
cuted in part, or entirely executory. Whatcould 
be the effect of an act of Congress declaring an 
executed contract, or a contract executed in part, 
void? The terms of the amendment are entirely 
too sweeping. It applies to all contracts that have 
not certain regulations, whether they are executed, 
executed in part, or entirely executory. It seems 
to me it is too sweeping, and must lead to the 
danger of doing injustice. I shall vote against it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the contracts have been 
executed, or executed in part, and payments have 
been made equivalent to the service rendered, the 
holders of them have an opportunity of entering into 
new contracts, as other people are able; so that E 
can perceive no difficulty in that. If they are 
made without an appropriation, or contrary to 
law, they are declared veid. And, if made in con- 
formity with law, or an appropriation, it requires 
notice to be given. F can see no objection to it. 

The question was taken, by yeasand nays, and 
resulted—yeas 31, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bayard, Borland, Bradbury, 
Brodhead, Butler, Cass, Charlton, Clarke, Clemens, Davis, 
De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Feleh, Hamlin, Houston, 
Hunter, Jones of Iowa, King, Mallory, Mason, Meriwether, 
Rusk, Shields, Soulé, Stockton, Toucey, Underwood, 
Wade, Walker, and Weller—3l. 

NAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Chase, Cooper, Dawson, 


Downs, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Mangum, Miller, Pratt, Smith, 
Spruance, and Sumner—15. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. F move to amend the 
bill by inserting the following, after the appropri- 
ations for the Judiciary: 


To refund to the county of Des Moines, in the State of 
Towa, the expenses of the United States district courts, 
which were paid by said county prior to the 1st day of Jan- 
uary, 1844, the sum of $11,970 90: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Interior be directed to examine the claim 
presented by the county of Des Moines, in the State of 
Iowa; and if upon examination he is satisfied that, prior 
tothe Ist day of January, 1844, the said county has pai 
money, which, in accordance with the instructions of the 
First Comptroller of the Treasury, dated December 19, 
1843, should have been paid by the marsha! of the United 
States, he is directed to audit and control the same, and 
said amonnt is directed to be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

This was reported favorably upon by the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary at this session. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to submit the fol- 
lowing amendment, upon which I will make no 
speech, but merely ask the yeas and nays upon it: 


‘And that there be paid to the mechanies and laborers em- 
ployed in Government works in the Distriet of Columbia, 
twenty per cent. on the per diem they are now receiving. 


Mr. HUNTER. A similar amendment has 
been ruled out of order by the decision of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. It has. 
received. 

No further amendment being proposed, the 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the 
bill was ordered to be read a third time. It was 
read a third time and passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, to which was referred the 
bill from the House of Representatives making 
appropriations for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, 
&c., and providing for the erection and establish- 
ment of the same, and for other purposes, to re- 

ort back the same with amendments. I ask that 
it may be considered at this time. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must object to that. 

Mr. HAMLIN. This isa bill from the House, 
and it is not in the power of a single objection to 
prevent it being taken up now. Itis in the power 
of a majority of the Senate to decide to take it up. 


This cannot be 
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I move to postpone the prior orders for the pur- 
pose of taking it up. 

Mr. MANGUM. [I shall vote against the mo- 
tion, upon the ground that an Executive session is 
indispensably necessary to the public service. 

Mr. Hamutn’s motion was not agreed to, by a 
vote on a division—ayes 20, noes 25. 


PUBLIC PRINTER. 
On motion by Mr. BRIGHT, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the election of a printer to the Senate. 
The votes having been counted, the President 
announced the result. The whole number of votes 
cast was 45—necessary to a choice, 23. 


Robert. Armstrong received. .........35 
G. Bailey..... wee 


Blank’ sis éieie incer seeiSeegadeetasac’e 2 
Robert Armstrong having received a majority 
of the whole number of votes, was declared elected 
public printer. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
On motion by Mr. JONES, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That an additional member be appuinted by the 
President pro tem. on the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


Mr. Fiss was appointed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask the general consent of 
the Senate to take up the Indian appropriation 
bill, that we may act on the amendments returned 
from the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. I now move that the Senate 
disagree to the amendment of the House to their 
amendment striking out lines seven and eight in 
page 10; that they disagree to the amendment 
striking from the amendment of the Senate lines 
ten and twelve, in page 10; that they disagree to 
the amendment striking from the amendment of 
the Senate, page 10, lines twenty-three, twenty- 
four, twenty-five, and twenty-six; that they agree 
to the residue of the amendments of the House to 
the amendments of the Senate; and that the Sen- 
ate recede from their fourth amendment disagreed 
to by the House. I ask that the question may be 
taken on the amendments altogether. The amend- 
ments on which we disagree relate to some items 
in the appropriations for California. In relation 
to these amendments, the Committee on Finance 
recommend the Senate to disagree to the House 
amendments. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to know from the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance what the 
House did with the proviso which I offered to the 
bill? 

Mr. HUNTER. They substituted another in 
nearly the same words. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to have the substi- 
tute read. 

It was read, as follows: 


« And be it further enacted, That no part of the appre- 
priation herein made, or that may hereafter be made for the 
benefit of any Indian or tribe, or part of a tribe of Indians, 
shall be paid to any attorney or agent of such Indian or 
tribe, or part of a tribe of Indians, but shall in every case 
be paid directly to the Indian or Indians themselves to 
whom it may be due, or to the tribes or parts of tribes, per 
capita, unless some imperions necessity shall arise to re- 
quire the payment to be made under the direction of the 
President of the United States; nor shall the executive 
branch of the Government now or hereafter recognize any 
contract made between any Indian or tribe of Indians, or 
part of a tribe, with any attorney for the proseention ofany 
claim against the Government under this act.”’ 

Mr. WALKER. The proviso has been some- 
what modified, and it seems to me that the design 
of it is to give $25,000 to the agent concerned in 
the claim of the Menomonee Indians. I will not, 
however, raise a question on the subject. The 
principle I have been contending for has been 
established, and I will take the proviso with that 
modification. A 

The report of the committee was then agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. Inow move thata committee 


of conference be appointed. 
The motion was agreed to; and Mr. Gwin, Mr. 


Pearce, and Mr. Beni, were appointed as the 
committee on behalf of the Senate. 


PROTECTION TO LIFE ON STEAMBOATS. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Commerce to report back to the Senate a 
bill entitled “ An act for the better preservation of 
the lives of passengers on board vessels propelled 


in whole or in part by steam;” and Tam instructed 
by that committee to recommend to the Senate 
to agree to the numerous amendments made 
by the House of Representatives. Although the 
committee do not think that the bill has been im- 
proved by these amendments, in many respects, 


| yet, at this late stage of the session, they think it 


better to concur in them. I hope the bill will 
now be taken up, and I will follow that action on 
the part of the Senate by moving a vote of con- 
currence in all the amendments without reading 
them. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senate will adopt the 
suggestions of the Senator from Massachusetts. 
The amendments are very numerous, and their 
reading would cause a great delay. 

Mr. HUNTER. All I have to say is, that I 
cannot vote to take up anything until the appro- 
priation bills are disposed of. 

The motion to take up the bill was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I now move to concur in the 
amendments made by the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. TOUCEY. I would ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether the bill as amended re- 
quires that the best life-boats which can be pro- 
cured shall be made use of; and also, whether it 
renders necessary the adoption of the best life- 
preservers ? p 

Mr. DAVIS. The bill, as amended, requires 
that metallic life-boats shall be used; but I do not 
know that the word ‘best’’ is used. 

Mr. PRATT. There are somewhat more than 
one hundred and fifty amendments reported by the 
House of Representatives to tbat bill, and we are 
now asked, as I understand, for a voteof concur- 


| rence in them without even hearing them read. 


I hold in my hand a representation from the steam- 
boat interests of the State of Maryland, in direct 
opposition to this bill; and I believe that feeling is 
shared by the same interest along the whole of the 
Atlantic sea-board. They state, that if the bill 
should pass, it will break up the steamers they 
have now running; that the bill is unnecessarily 
severe, so far as they are concerned; and that it 
would be completely ruinous to their interests. As 
I represent those interests on this floor, I can- 
not permit this motion to pass without making 
a solemn protest againstit. The Senator who has 
made it asks this body, and asks me, to vote in 
favor of the adoption of these amendments, one 
hundred and fifty in number at least, in despite of 
the remonstrance presented to me by the whole 
of the steamboat interests of my State, without 
even knowing what the effect of one of those 
amendments may be. I cannot do it, sir; and I 
shall ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mary- 
land has it in his power to cause the question to 
be taken on the amendments separately. 

Mr. GWIN. I wish to make an appeal to the 


! Senator from Maryland. 


Mr. PRATT. Iam desirous that the bill should 
not pass, and therefore there is no use in making 
the appeal, because it will only be made to induce 
me to agree to these amendments to facilitate the 
passage of the bill. I cannot concur in sucha 
step, for the reason that I have stated—that the 
whole of the steamboat interests are opposed to 
the measure. In addition to what | have already 
said, I beg now to mention to the Senate that I 
have in my possession a resolution suggested by 
the steamboat owners, which I will submit for 
consideration. Their objection is not so much to 
the amendments as to the bill. To that they ob- 
ject in toto. They do not object to the amend- 
ments specifically. The object and the scope of 
those amendments are unknown to them. Possi- 
bly they are still more objectionable than the bill 
itself. 

Mr. JONES, of Iowa. Why do they object to 
the amendments, if they do not understand them? 

Mr. PRATT. I will now offer, as a substitute 
for the report of the committee, the resolution to 
which I have alluded. Its effect is to convey an 
instruction to the Committee on Commerce to sit 
during the recess, and inquire into this question 
thoroughly, so far as regards steamboat naviga- 
tion in other sections of the country than the 
western waters, and that the committee do report 


| such a bill at the next session of Congress as may 


afford adequate protection to travelers, without 
destroying the steamboat interests on the Atlantic 
sea-board. 


The PRESIDENT. Is it offered as a substi- 
tute for the bill? 

Mr. PRATT. Yes,sir. Allow me to say, that 
during the last forty years, not a single accident 
has occurred on the Chesapeake Bay, which would 
render the passage of such a bill as that at present 
under consideration necessary. It is inexpedient, 
then, to pass this bill; but if it can be made to 
apply solely to that section of country where 
legislation is imperatively demanded, I have no 
objection to its passage, together with all the 
amendments just as they came from the House of 
Representatives. 

The PRESIDENT. The gentleman must con- 
fine himself to the consideration of those amend- 
ments. The subject-matter of the bill is not now 
before the Senate. 

Mr. GWIN. I believe this bill to be very de- 
fective. I believe with the Senator from Maryland, 
{Mr. Prarv,] that it will cause serious injury to 
the steamboat interests in his State, and in mine 
also. I have been notified that it will cause serious 
embarrassment to the steamboat owners in my 
State; but I think we should have some security 
for life, such as this bill proposes. Asit doesnot 
go into operation before next March, and as Con- 
gress will be in session some months before that 
time, we can then amend it, if, on mature consid- 
eration, amendment appears to be advisable. In 
the mean time, f am most anxious that this bill 
should pass, as it is evident that something of the 
kind is essential; and I appeal to the Senator from 
Maryland, (Mr. Pratr,] not to persist in his op- 
position to the concurrence in the amendments. 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to say a few words in 
reply to the Senator from Maryland. This bill 
has been a long time under the consideration of 
the House of Representatives. It passed this 
body by a great majority, indicating great una- 
nimity; and it was so passed because it was under- 
stood that there were other interests than those of 
the steamboat owners concerned. It was very 
well known what feelings many of those persons 
entertained on this subject; that they much pre- 
ferred the law of discretion to any enactment that 
Congress could make; that they were desirous of 
having this subject entirely under their own con- 
trol, to go on in what manner they pleased, with 
a reckless disregard for human life, rather than 
have any legislation whatever. The bill, after 
much consideration, went to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and it has been pursued thither by 
some of the steamboat gentlemen who, to my cer- 
tain knowledge, have been treated with the utmost 
consideration, and the greatest respect paid to 
their wishes, so far as they were reasonable. The 
consequence is, that the character and tone of the 
bill have been so much lowered by amendments 
adopted by the House of Representatives that it 
has lost much of its efficiency. It is not sufficiently 
stringent, as it has been returned to us, for the 
protection of life and property. The foundations 
of the bill have not been disturbed, it is true, but 
the terms have been altered, and the tone abated 
to such a degree as very much to impair, in my 
judgment, its useful character. That change has 
been made as a concession to those interests which 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Prarr] repre- 
sents. Yet, afterall these concessions have been 
made—and they are numerous—theseremonstrants 
are no more disposed to accept the bill now than 
they were at first. The more considerate are will- 
ing to accept it; but there are some, I hope not 
many, utterly opposed to it in every shape, and 
appear to desire no law but the law of discretion, 
which is the right to expose life to imminent peril, 
and often to destruction. If the Senate is willing 
to permit such a state of things to exist, be it so. 
My own opinion is, that we had better adopt the 
bill as it came from the House of Representatives; 
and as it does not take effect until next March, we 
can amend it during the approaching session of 
Congress if it should appear to be too stringent in 
regard to the property of steamboat owners. 

In this connection I will say, in justice to the 
committees of the Senate and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, that at every step, and under all cir- 
cumstances, they paid the most scrupulous regard 
to the rights of property. This point was never 
lost sight of for a moment, and some of the pro- 
visions complained of were adopted to relieve 
property from burdens, as far as possible. The 
| various forms in which boats and machinery 


{are constructed, make a large discretion in the 
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inspectors necessary to meet each case, and to pre- 
vent a sacrifice of property by the exercise of a 
sound discretion conforming to the circumstances 
which exist. Most of the owners of steam ton- 
nage have behaved with a becoming liberality, 
while some have been governed by views peculiar | 
to themselves. 
made for individuals, but must be general, they : 


require an impossibility, by urging upon Congress | 
to make a law for the reckless, while it must not |! 


extend to the prudent. In my opinion, the pru- | 


dent have nothing to fear from this act. ‘They are i 


timid without cause, and not sufficiently mindful 
of the terrible disasters which frequently occur. 
It is but a few days since seventy persons per- 
ished by drowning, while the bow of the boat 
Henry Clay rested upon the shore. Such were | 
the disastrous consequences for the want of suit- | 


able means to extinguish fire! Such painful oc- || 


currences have been so frequent as to fill the ' 


public mind with deep sensibility, and there is | 


almost a universal demand for greater security. 
None but boat-owners oppose such a step, and a 
very large majority of this class are believed to be 
heartily in favor of legislation. Now is the time; | 
now the favorable moment. Many havecome here | 
to help a law along, and we should not send them | 
away disheartened. 

Mr. PRATT. Allow me to makea suggestion 
‘for the purpose of savingtime. 1 understand that 


March; it has been acted on by the House of 
Representatives; and suppose that it be now laid 
upon the table, under the rules, when we meet | 
again in December—three months before it takes į 
effect—we can take it up, and we shall then have ; 
sufficient time to consider and act upon the amend- | 
ments of the House of Representatives. 1 ask | 
the Senator from Massachusetts whether he does | 


not think that the public interest will he better || 


promoted by taking this course than by hurrying 
on the action of the Senate now? Weare, at | 
present, pressed for time, and it is impossible that 
we can give all the amendments due consideration; ; 
the adoption of them, without reading even, isa 
course that Lam strongly opposed to. Since we 
are informed that the bill will have the effect of de- 
stroying the steamboat interest in California as 
well as in Maryland, I think that the suggestion 
is entitled to some consideration from the Senator 
tor Massachusetts. I feel indebted to the Senator 
for bis kindness in permitting me to interrupthim | 
while making the suggestion. 

Mr. DAVIS. The proposition made by the 
gentleman has been considered; but it is supposed 
by some of the friends of this bill, that it still 
contains much of good, and they are of opinion 
that this is the time for action. ‘Those gentlemen | 
who came here from the West, and whose advice | 
and assistance in framing the bill, has been of | 
much value, might not be able to retusn at the 
next session. If it should be permitted to die for | 

| 
\ 


the present session, it will then be pliced in a | 
hopeless condition, and it will be almos! impossi- | 
ble to revive it. This is no doubt what some de- 


sire, but we are anxious to obtain the good which || 


the bill contains, and to secure the means it affords 
of giving some security to life and property. If, 
it should appear that amendments are desirable, | 
it will be as easy to obtain them hereafter, as to | 
take up the postponed bill at a future session. i 

Mr. HALE. I have not, as yet, said anything | 
respecting this bill, but T understand that it is a | 
very important one. Ihave the declarations of | 
its friends for that opinion. The Senator from | 
Texas (Mr. Rusx] f believe stated that it was of | 
more importance than any of the appropriation | 
bills. Well, there are one hundred end fifty | 
amendments to it reported to us by the Louse of | 
Representatives, and we have no time to read, ! 
much less to consider them. Under these cireum- ; 
stances, I think there is much force in the sugges- 


tion of the Senator from Maryland, {Mr. Prarr.] || 


To test the sense of the Senate, I move a post- | 
ponement till the second Tuesday in December, 
and that it be made the special order for that ; 
day. 

The PRESIDENT, The motion of the Sena- ; 
tor from New Hampshire is not strictly in order. | 

Mr. HALE. i 
table; and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. RUSK. 
Hatnpshire will withdraw his motion to lay the : 
billon the table. ` 


‘| Mr. HALE. 
i Mr. RUSK. 
| Mr. BADGER. It is very questionable whether | 


Forgetting that a law cannot be |} ngre: 
8 8 : i! reports, which originated in either House, and at the close 


i 
| 
Í 
| 
i 
| 
the bill is to go into operation in the month of || 
| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
i 


Then, I move to lay it on the | 


1 hope that the Senator from New | 


I will do so if you will renew it. 
ł will do so. 


i this bill could be taken up at the next session of 
Congress, under the joint rule. The rule is this: 


| After six days from the commencement of a second or 
| subsequent session of Congress, all bills, resolutions, or 


of the next preceding session remained undetermined in 
cither House, shall be resumed and acted onin the same 
manner as if an adjournment had not taken place.’? 


Now, I think it is very questionable whether 
Recollect 


rule, and embraces no cases except those which 
are expressly included in it. I donbt very much 
whether it would embrace the case of a bill which 
had passed the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives, and which remained on the table, not on a 
question of passage, but solely on a question of 
concurring in amendments. 


the rule, the bill could be taken up at the next 
session. 

Mr. RUSK. I! desire to say a very few words 
on this question, and shall commence by thanking, 
in the name of humanity, the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] for the immense labor 
| he has bestowed upon the preparation of this bill. 
It will form a page in his history, that his children 

look upon with pride, when he is gone. 


| ma 
i| This is the only country in the world which 


| has not passed stringent laws to regulate the man- 
ner in which that powerful agent, steam, is to be 
employed by individuals; this is the only country 
in the world where human life would be recklessly 


ing the last ten or fifteen years. Some step was 
| rendered absolutely necessary, and the Senator 
from Massachusetts has taken the right course in 
the introduction of that biil. The whole subject 


he has obtained information ou every side; his 
room has been open to persons representing all 
classes and interests; and, with a patience that 


to make any representations to him. 
such memorials and documents bearing on the 
subject as I believe no other Senator, pressed with 
business, as we all are, could be induced to read. 
The whole measure has been carefully digested 
and matured by him; and, no 


Wy 


knowledge of the subject, and from the informa- 
tion of those who are much better acquainted with 
it than I can profess to be, is to be set aside for 
the purpose of gratifying the steamboat owners, 
Some of them, I have no doubt, oppose it, might 
and main, simply because they do not understand 
its provisions. ‘Chey believe that they will be re- 
quired to change all the machinery in their boats 
at once, and consequently that the cost of the ma- 
| chinery now in use will be thrown away. ‘This 


i| is a mistake, The machinery now in use will be | 
retained, if it is of such a character as to bear the |} 
| test of inspection; that which will not do so should, | 


of course, be rejected. And all the machinery to 


spection. 


whole, perhaps, to not quite forty dollars. 
Mr. DAVIS. Not the half of that. 
Mr. RUSK. I dare say my friend from Mas- 


‘| sachusetts is right—the whole will not cost more | 
And, sir, this op- | 
| position to the bill has been characterized by such | 
Ja degree of pertinacity as I have never witnessed 
i 


than half what 1 have stated. 


in outside pressure before; and | have seen much 
of ithere. Their object appears to be the defeat 
| of all legislation on the subject, and the power of 
exercising their own uncontrolled discretion. 

The question for the Senate to consider is, 
| whether they will act in such a manner as to pro- 


| will throw some safeguards round human life, and 


i prevent a repetition of those lamentable catastro- ; 


| the rule can be so construed as to permit the bill | 
Í to be brought up at the next session. 
‘| thatit isarele relaxing the original parliamentary 


f mention this, be- | 
cause I think it is very doubtful whether, under ` 


and wantonly sacrificed to the cupidity of steam- | 
| boat proprietors, as we have seen repeatedly dur- | 


did him honor, he has listened to all who desired | 
He has read | 


at this late stage | 
of the session, this bill, which, from my own | 


be made for future use must be submitted to in- ; 


Some of the observations made to me by these | 
steamboat proprietors, are not at all creditable to | 
them, ortohuman nature. They have avowed their | 
determination to defeat the bill; and have raised | 
such paltry objections as the cost of some four or | 
five buckets, which they will be compelled to sup- | 
ply, at something like a quarter of a dollar each, | 
and the cost of a few axes, amounting, In the: 


tect steamboat interests alone? or whether they | is it not likely to overleap itself? Can we shut our 


| 


| 
| 
| 
' 
i 


phes which have occurred so frequently of late. 
The perils accompanying steamboat navigation, 
under the present system, are so great, and the 
chances of encountering an instant and horrible 
death are so numerous, that, for my part, | would 
rather encounter almost any risk than that with 


| which I am threatened on the journey of some 


three or four thousand miles from this place to my 
home. However, my individual fate is a matter 
of no great consequence to the public—F must go 
at some time or other, and possibly I might as 
well go now, by the explosion ofa steamboat 
boiler, as by any other means, at a future day; 
but, sir, I will candidly avow, that I would rather 
take part in an Indian fight; ay, or enter on along 
Indian campaign, than venture on undertaking this 
voyage of three thousand or four thousand miles, 
as I must, to see my wife and children once again. 

Mr. HUNTER. The whole question resolves 
itself into this: the bill, even if it were passed 
now, will not go into operation until next March, 
That being the case, I do not see any reason why 
those gentlemen who desire that it should be post- 
poned until the next session should not be in- 
dulged by a compliance with their request. As to 
the ground taken by the Senator from North Caro- 
lina, [Mr. Baneer,] that the bill could not be 
revised under the rule, in case of postponement, L 
think he is in error, because the question will then 
come up onan “ undetermined bill. ”? 

Mr. RUSK. There is one point which I forgot 
to mention, and to which I should now wish to 
call the attention of the Senate. If the bill is to 
become a law, and is to go into operation in 
March, it is necessary that the owners of steam- 
boats should be allowed some time for prepara- 
tion. 

Mr. WELLER. kt will be scarcely possible 
for them to be in readiness in California even 
then. 


Mr. HUNTER. Ido not understand the bill, 


and will not therefore undertake to speak on it; 
has been carefully investigated by that gentleman; | 


but remonstrances have been made to me by per- 
sons who represent that it will be ruinous to their 
interests, and especially in its operation on the 
Atlantic sea-board. For that reason I have been 
desirous that it should be postponed until next 
session, in order that I may have an opportunity 
of examining it, and of ascertaining whether it, is 
practicable to pass such a measure for the security 
of oe life, without infringing on private 
rights. 

“Mr. STOCKTON. At the risk of being con- 
sidered wanting in those sentiments of philanthro- 
py and concern for human life, which have been 
so eloquently aud so fervently expressed by the 
Senator from Texas, (Mr. Rusx,] I must, with 
the candor becoming a Senator, say, that E am 
opposed to most of the details of the bill now un- 
der consideration, and that I propose to discuss 
all the amendments made by the other House. T 
will endeavor to make it as consistent with my 
notions of the great principles of human liberty and 
the rights of the citizen, as it is designed to be 
protective of human life. 

Sir, “ eternal vigilance is the price of liberty.” 
Weare here to consider—it is our undoubted duty 
to consider—what is necessary to be done for the 
better protection of human life on steamboats. 
But it is likewise our duty to consider what is due 
to steamboat property, and steamboat owners, as 
well as what is due to the protection of steamboat 
travelers. They are all our fellow-citizens, equally 
entitled to our consideration. But, sir, there is a 
principle, in my judgment, involved in this bill 
far beyond, in importance, either of those ques- 
tions. It is this—how far the Federal Government, 
through the instrumentality of the two Houses of 


| Congress, shall be permitted to interfere with the 


rights of personal property—or the private business 
ofany citizen. I think, sir, that under the influence 
of recent calamities, too much sensibility is dis- 
played on this subject; and I am afraid, sir, that 
too many, and too strong efforts will be made forci- 


i bly to constrain individual liberty, and to control 
_ private business. Mr. President, extremes are 
‘near each other—a good principle may go so far 
as to react upon itself, to the injury of society— 


i the temperance excitement for instance, 


What 


“man, what christian man will not raise his voice 
; in favor of the great cause of temperance? But, sir, 


: eyes to the dangers with which even that benefi- 
‘cent cause threatens the Republic? The pledge 
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required in favor of temperance, while it is, in 
some measure, a constraint on the liberty of indi- 
vidual free action; is a voluntary principle, con- 
fined to the individual, and operating only on 
present time. But, sir, when they come to im- 
prove morals by coercion—to interfere with ac- 
knowledged rights of freemen, that is a more seri- 
ous matter—that is a principle which, though at 
the moment beneficial in its effects, may be preju- 
dicial to human liberty in all time to come. Would 
you enslave mankind—would you interfere with 
rights essential to human liberty and humán dig- 
nity? Would you, to save any number of men 
from intemperance, reverse the decrees of God, 
which require that the principles, the heart of 
man should be altered, and substitute human en- 
actments for that irreversible law, upon which 
alone any permanent reform may be expected? 
Sir, great caution should be exercised in the appli- 
éation of the humaiie principles upon which this 
bill is based. 

When you are about adopting measures to save 
human life from destruction on board of steam- 
boats, I would have you to consider the value of 
a man’s life compared with his happiness and his 
liberty, with the freedom and happiness of our 
ace. Life is transient and evanescent, but liberty 
and equal riglits, Í hope, will endure as long as 
truth shall endure. : 

Sir, we ought, indeed, to be the guardians of 
liberty; but ii seems that we are to be not only the 
guardians of liberty, but to take under our charge 
all the men and women who choose to go on board 
a steamboat or not,as they see fit. Ay, sir, and 
on board a boat which is known to be in the con- 
stant, practice of racing. If a man will go on 
board a steamboat that is not fit to carry him, be- 
cause he can go for a quarter of a dollar less than 
by some other conveyance, are weto destroy, or in 
any way interfere withthe proper rights of other cit- 
izens in order to serve him? Lt must not be forgot- 
ten that travelers themselves are not altogether free 
from just reproach and responsibility in this mat- 


ter—ihey are the principal cause of these repeated | 


losses of life. They must, they will go in the 
fastest boat; yes, sir, they will rash to that boat 
which carries them speediest and cheapest. It is 
to their pockets they look when they select a boat, 
and to the Government to protect their lives when 
on board. They will go in any kind of boat, and 
withany kind ofa captain, to goa little cheaper, and 
then, when accidents do happen, as they will in 
all human affairs, they burn with desire to hang 
the captain and owners, entirely overlooking their 
own responsibility in the matter, and that they 
have been the principal cause of the mischief by 
encouraging the construction of light cheap boats. 

Mr. President, | hope I entertain as strong and 
sincere feelings of respect for the lives of my 
fellow men, as any other gentleman upon this 
floor; but I hold it to be my imperative duty not 
to permit my feelings of humanity or kindness to 
interfere with that protection which I am bound, 
as a Senator of the United States, to throw around 
the liberty of the citizen, the investment of his 
property, or the management of his own business. 

Sir, I raise my voice here on this occasion to 
say to Senators, that in this Chamber they have, in 
my judgment, done enough in past time to shake 
the principles of Democratic freedom; and that 
they had best take heed lest they go so far that 
they never can regain what has been inconsider- 
ately lost. Look, for example, at your census 
laws. You have authorized Federal officers to go 
into the houses of your citizens and inquire into 


their namber and condition, and when and where | 


and how they were born. 

Again, sir, some of the States have laws author- 
izing their public officers to go into the houses of 
citizens and demand how much property they 
own aud where it is, how much they owe and 


how much is owing to them, and other things | 
ent: 


equally offensive to the feelings of an indepen 
freeman as it is injurious to his business. And 
now, sir, you want to control him in the invest- 
ment and management of his property! Let me 
ask, what will be left of human liberty if we pro- 
gress on this course much further ? What will be, 
by and by, the difference between citizens of this 
far-famed Republie and the serfs of Russia? Can 
a man’s property be said to be his own, when you 
take it out of his own control and put it into the 
nanda of another, though he may be a Federal 
offcer? Can a man’s property be called his own 


if your officer—who will certainly be a politician, 
and may be an irresponsible man—has the power 
to determine whether that property is invested 


condemn it? The steamboat property in this coun- 


as any of us—men, too, whose interests, as well 
as whose feelings, constrain them to look to the 
safety of their vessels, and to exercise a constant 


but also over the interests and lives of others in- 
trusted to their carc. 

Sir, this bill will not attain the ebject intended. 
Let every one build his boat in his own way, 
but subject him to all the high responsibilities of a 
pablic servant and common carrier. If you take 
this kind of property out of the charge of those 
most interested in it, and put it in charge of men 
who have no sort of interest in it, except what 
they may derive from a per diem inspection, you 
will relieve from all responsibility very responsible 
parties, and do an inconceivable wrong to indi- 
viduals and to society. Will that be right? Is it 
judicious? Then, again, you would apply the 
principles of this bill, intended, no doubt, for good, 
(and which, if extended only to those steamboats 
which run on western waters,—vbout which [know 
nothing;—might be valuable,) to boats on rivers, 
where they can almost touch the shore on both 
sides, and whose greatest difliculty is to keep from 
running ashore; and this is to be done in sucha 
way as islikely to destroy the entire interests in 
such boats. 

But | will not press the subject any further. I 
have thrown out these suggestions as the ground 
of my hope that the further consideration of this 
biil may be postponed. T'he law is not intended 
to go hito operation before March next; and I 
think that in the mean time this bill may be so 
guarded as notto infringe on the liberties of others, 
while it may afford ail possible guards for the 
safety of human life. 

Mr. DOWNS. 
of the Senate, but Í cannot remain silent when 
such strenuous opposition is made to the passage 
of this bill,and when the pecuniary interests of 


contrast with our duty to protect the lives of the 
public. 1 confess that I have heard many things, 
since I first had a seat in this body, which have 
surprised me; but the argument against the bill 
just delivered by the Senator from New Jersey, 
{Mr. Srocxron,] is the most extraordinary I ever 
listened to. I had thought that the criminal juris- 
diction of the United States extended over the 
harbors, bays, and rivers of this country; and 
that the United States had the authority to punish 
the crime of murder in those waters, 
to punish murder, and nothing else. 

Mr. STOCKTON. 1 do not deny the au- 
thority of Congress. I only intended to warn the 
Senate against Its abuse. 

Mr. DOWNS. I consider that the only ques- 
tion involved in the bill is this: Whether we shall 
permit a legalized, unguestioned, unchecked, and 
peculiar class in the community, to go on commit- 
ting murder at will, or whether we shall make sach 
enactments as wiil compel them to pay some 
attention to the valueof life? [ haveao hosulity, 
or prejudices, or resentments, against those per- 
sons who hold property in stewnboats. F know 
that there are many honorable men among the 
L know that,as a class, they may all be ioeked 
on as honorable and fair men; but f know some- 
thing of their characteristics and peculia 
Like the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,} Ihave 
had to travel much with them, and know that, 
like all men who are constantly exposed to d 
—like the warrior, the soldier, accustomed to ris 


eg 


and careless to the perils with which they are con- 
stantly surrounded, and expose the lives af othe 
who avail themselves of their means of trav 


That feeling of careless hardihood, Í know, € 
among them; and F ask, is it not time that Con- 
of the fatal consequences it entails—when 


its results, perished within the last monta on our 
waters, and when we are informeed that no less 


than seven hundred lives have been lost by steam- 
boat accidents within the last twelve months ? 


according to his idea of law; and, if he sees fit, į 


try is owned by a numerous anid respectable class | 
of men, and perhaps as kind-hearted and humane | 


watchfulness, not only over their own interests, i 


Lam sorry to occupy the time j 


a few steamboat owners are placed in fuvorable | 


"This bill is | 


lifeat every moment—they have become indifferent | 


recklessly and needlessly, to instant desire tion. | 


gress should interpose, when we hear repeatedly © 
we | 
know that three hundred persons have, as one of © 
| good reason wi 
D advised a 
» Senator vere 


i 
i 


Mr. 


| Seventy persons perished on board the Henry 


Clay, when the bow of the boat was on shore, 
solely from the want of proper means to assist 
their escape. 

Mr. DOWNS. 1 knew it well,sir. Yet, gen- 
iiemen here tell us that we should not interfere 
with private interests. I tell these gentlemen that 
if ever there was asubject that required the prompt 
and speedy action of Congress, it is that we have 
now under consideration. Nor is this the first 
time that the question has forced itself on the atten- 
tion of a legisiative body. Some years ago a law 
was passed in the State of Louisiana for a similar 
object, and | had some experience of the manner 
in which it was administered. I held the office 
of district attorney, and felt itto be my duty to 
institute a most rigid inquiry as to the causes of 
the numerous accidents, with a view to preven- 
tion; yet such were the defects of the law that not 
a single conviction could be obtained, and I be- 
came convinced that individual States have not a 
sufliciently extensive jurisdiction to enable them 
to enact such laws as will be operative. It is 
utterly out of their power to do so when a boat 
will sometimes pass through two or three States 
in the course ofa single day. The question then 
comes before Congress, and we are to decide 
whether this wholesale, systematized process of 
marder is to go on, by which seven hundred per- 
sons bave been burried to a premature death in 
the course of a single year. I agree with the 
Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] that 
the time is come for us to do something. We 
have necded some incentive to action, and we 
should proceed at once while our minds are made 
up. 

If the bill 


Jam opposed to any postponement. 


! does become law, and if that law is to take effect 


‘is mainly to be attributed, 


! for sayin: 


in March, it is absolutely necessary that we 
should pass upon il at once, in order to enable the 
proprietors of steamboats to take those steps which 
it requires. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I wish it to 
be distinst:y understood that I have not under- 
taken to deny the right of Congress to interfere, 
or the necessity of some interference, in regard to 
the safety of steamboats. What I have said is, 
that itis ne ury to amend and to guard such a 
bill as that now before us from all unnecessary 
enervachment on the liberty or business of the 
citizen. ‘Che bill has heen altered since it left the 
Senate, aad is now harried along under the influ- 
ence of humane and honorable, but excited feel- 
ings. Reference has been made by its friends to 
resent acsidents, and especially to the loss of life 
whieh ocsurred on board the Henry Clay, in jus- 
tifention of this measure. With regard to that 
melancholy event, I must say that I believe all 
who knew anything about steamboat navigation 
will agree with me, that not a single life ought to 
have becu lost on that aceasion. At all events, 
my opinion is, that to a want of self-possession 
the great loss of life which occurred at that time 
The boat went on 
shore within six or seven feet of the railroad, as 
we have been informed; and all that seems to have 
been neeitul for the safety of the passengers was 
self-command enough to get on shore from the 
bow, thas keeping clear of the flames. But in- 
stead of which, they unaccountably and wildly 
rushed to the stern, into the flames or the water. 
ls there anything ia this bill to prevent such a 
panio—such a scene? 

IF Senators will allow the consideration of this 
estion to be postponed until next session, it need 
rot delay the practical operation of this measure 
in any respect, as no one proposes that it shall go 
inte force until next March, This reasonable de- 
lay willadord an opportunity to amend the bill in 


SS 


hae wag that may be advantageous and satis- 
fuetory i all. Leonfess my own willingness to 
make some of its provisions more stringent than 


ryt 
£ 


he tact is, that gentlemen do not 
the subject, and as it is 
pet, T may be excused 
hat requires great 
snowledge and experience, and should 
idered. The mere fact of a steamboat 
recently destroyed by fire, is not a 

is bill, incomplete and ill- 
aig a, should be passed. The 
Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis, ] knows 
as well as I do, that the chief cause of steamboat 
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thoroughly understand 
altoge practical sul 
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accidents, is the use of bad and defective boilers. 
It is all very well to make provisions as to the 
manner in which steamboats should be constructed 
and navigated, but there is something else to be 
looked to; and that is the manner in which the 
boilers are constructed, and the quality of the iron 
of which they are made. Where one accident 
arises from burning up of a boat, there are a dozen 
from bursting boilers. Whenever a boiler bursts, 
and deaths occur in consequence, the public are 
always excessively indignant against the owner of 
the boat, when, in truth, not the owner, but the 
iron master and the boiler maker are—ifanybody— 
responsible. 

The person who purchases the iron may easily 
be deceived; an instance of the kind happened 
only the other day on the Erie railroad. The iron 
of which one of the wheels of an engine was con- 
structed, was so bad in quality, that it broke, and 
several cars were hurled down an embankment 
thirty or forty feet high. I hope Senators will 
consent to the postponement of this bill. I do not 
desire its rejection. I merely require such a delay 
as to enable us to modify it, and make ita reason- 
able bill, Iam willing that it should be stringent 
in its provisions; but, at the same time, I desire 
that it may be intelligible, and that it may not in- 
terfere, more than is indispensable, with therights 
of private property. If this request is accorded, 
E will then use my best exertions to aid in matar- 
ing such a bill as will not only satisfy the Senator 
from Massachusetts, {Mr. Davis,] but also the 
Senator from Texas, [Mr. Rusx,] and the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, (Mr. Downs.] 

I now move that the bill be laid on the table. 

Mr. JAMES. Will the Senator from New 
Jersey allow me to say one word? 

Mr. WELLER. I wish to say a word, too, 
and hope I may have the opportunity. 

‘Mr. STOCKTON. 1 mast persist in my mo- 
tion. If I open the door every gentleman in the 
Senate will speak. 

Mr. WELLER. I am as desirous as any gen- 
tleman that the debate should come to a close, but 
I wish to say one word on the question. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I must persist in my mo- 
tion. I am appealed to by so many friends that 
I cannot withdraw. 

Mr. PRATT. Task for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FISH. Allow me to inquire whether, if 
we lay this bill over, we will not destroy it? I 
hope that those who have a decent regard for 
human life will not destroy this bill by a side- 
blow. 

The yeas and nays were taken, and resulted— 
yeas 8, nays 43; as follows: 

YRAS-—Messrs. Bayard, Butler, Clemens, Hale, Hunter, 
James, Pratt, and Stockton—8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Atchison, Badger, Bell, Bor- 
land, Bradbury, Bright, Brooke, Cass, Charlton, Chase, 


Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, 


Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fish, Geyer, 


Yauwlin, Houston, Jones of fowa, Mangum, Mason, Meri- 
wether, Miller, Morton, Norris, Rusk, Shields, Smith, 
Soulé, Spruance, Sumner, Toucey, Underwood, Upham, 
Wade, Walker, and Weller—43. 

The motion to lay the bill on the table did not 
prevail. 


The PRESIDENT. The question now is on 
the amendment reported by the committee. 

Mr. JAMES. I do not rise to consume the 
time of the Senate. I will merely say that when 
the bill was under the consideration of this body 
on aformer occasion, I was absent, and that I had 
no opportunity of expressing my objections to it 
either hereorelsewhere. Ifthe billshould pass in its 
present shape, it will be almost impossible to com- 
ply with its provisions. I hope, therefore, that a 
committee will be appointed with power to send 
for persons and papers, and with instructions to 
report a substitute to the bill now before us. 

Mr. DAVIS. One word. It is indispensably 
necessary that time for preparation should be al- 
lowed the steamboat owners. This bill affords 
them time; but if it should not now be passed, we 
shall be compelled to commence de novo next ses- 
sion. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I hope the question will 
be taken on the amendments separately, and I ask 
that they be read. 

Several Senators. No, no. Allow the 
question to be taken on all the amendments at 


once. ar 
Mr. STOCKTON. The bill is a most import- 


ant one; and if it is passed at all, it should be done 
properly. 

The question was then taken separately on the 
first four amendments, reported from the House 
of Representatives, and they were agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. l would remark, that itis very 
injudicious to pursue this course. The amend- 
ments are read by the Secretary at the desk, and 
no one is aware of what effect the mere insertion 
or striking out ofa word, or words, may have upon 
the general provisions of the bill. If the amend- 
ments are to be read, the Senate should be made 
aware of their import, by reading the clauses as 
amended. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I have one word to say. 
This is the same course that we pursued with the 
river and harbor bill; the same course that was 
pursued with the civil and diplomatic appropri- 
ation bill; and I will undertake to say that not half 
a dozen gentlemen beyond those who reported the 
bills, knew the effect of asingleamendment. We 
knew something about the general provisions, but 
nothing about the details of those bills. What 
could i, who have never been on the lakes, know 
about the appropriations for the harbors situated 
there? I never saw the estimates and surveys upon 


which those appropriations were recommended, | 


but was obliged to confide in those gentlemen who 
took the subject in hand. We have to take these 
things on trust, and | am prepared to swallow this 
steamboat bill on trust, just as we have done many 
others. 

Mr. BAYARD. It is a mere absurdity—the 
words ‘“‘ insert” and ‘strike out,” together with 
“the amendment of the House of Representa- 
tives.” The recurrence of the formula is ridicu- 
lous, and conveys no information to the mind of a 
single Senator. ' 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to say to the Senator from 
New Jersey (Mr. Srocxron] that I know he isa 
humane man, and that I hope he will spare us the 
infliction of going over these amendments. 

Mr.STOCKTON. 1am so circumstanced that 
I could not yield to the solicitation of my friend 
from Massachusetts, (Mr. Davis,] or of the gen- 
tlemen near him; nor could I yield to any solicit- 
ations in the world; but I see the utter hopeless- 
ness of the conflict, and that my objections to the 
passage of the bill will be of no avail. Feeling 
this, it is a matter of courtesy to the Senate that | 
should withdraw my call for the reading of the 
amendments separately. Before sitting down, I 
wish to say a word to the Senator from Missouri, 
(Mr. Arcuison.] He says that the civil and dip- 
lomatic bill, and that the river and harbor bill 
were passed by this body upon trust. I wish to 
say to him, that | take no care for such measures, 
for when a bill comes before us for the mere taking 
of money out of the Treasury, it concerns me 
very little; but when you come to encroach on the 
great principles of Government, the foundation on 
which the whole fabric of human liberty rests, 1 
cannot see an attempt made to sap a single pillar 
without raising my warning voice; and will tell 
honorable Senators, in the words of the immortal 
Jefferson, that “ eternal vigilance is the price of 
liberty.” The allusion of my friend from Mis- 
souri will scarcely hold good as to this bill. I 
now withdraw my objection. 

Mr. MANGUM. Is the question on the adop- 
tion of all the amendments? 

The PRESIDENT. Yes. 

Mr. MANGUM. Then I hope the question 
will be taken. 

The question was taken on the concurrence by 
the Senate in the amendments made to the bill by 
the House of Representatives, and they were 
agreed to. 


PROMOTION OF USEFUL ARTS. 

The bill from the House of Representatives, in 
addition to an act to promote the progress of the 
useful arts, was read a first and second time by 
its title, and considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. Having been amended, on motion of 
Mr. Bapcer, the bill was reported to the Senate, 
and the amendments were concurred in, and the 
bill, with the amendments, was read a third time 
and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Hayes, its Chief Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it insisted on its amendments dis- 
agreed to by the Senate to the amendments of the 


Hissarp, the committee of conference on their 
part. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. I move to postpone all prior 
orders for the purpose of taking up the Army bill. 
It has been reported from the Committee on F'i- 
nance with various amendments, and it is import- 
ant that they should be acted on at once. 

Mr. BELL. I think that 1 was entitled to the 
floor, Mr. President, and I was about to propose 
that the Senate should take up a bill that appeals 
for support to the heart and sympathies of every 
man. It will bean act of disinterested benevolence 
which we have in our power to perform, and we 
are now called upon to exercise that power. The 
bill to which I refer is House bill No. 76, for the 
relief of the insane; and I throw myself on the 
indulgence of the Senate in asking them to take it 
up at this moment. I desire to do so, because I 
perceive that it is the only opportunity which will 
be offered during the present session, and that if 
it falls in arrear of the appropriation bills it will 
be impossible to take it up. I appeal, then, to 
honorable Senators that, if they are in favor of 
this bill, and if they desire that it should be passed, 
they will vote down the proposition to take up 
any, other measure until this has been considered. 

he motion made by Mr. Hunrer was agreed 
to, and the bill entitled ** An act making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1853,” was considered as 
in Committee of the Whoie 

Mr. HUNTER. I move the adoption of the 
first amendment reported by the Committee on 
Finance. It is to strike out the words within 
brackets, and insert those in italics: 


“For subsistence in kind, [six hundred and fifty thou- 
sand,] one million and forty-seven thousand one hundred 
and eighty-five dollars,” 


This is according to a reformed estimate from 
the Department. The first estimate was for 
$1,118,000. In March, they found that owing to 
some reforms which had been introduced, it could 
be reduced to $1,047,185—to the amount which 
we propose to insert. In the House of Repre- 
sentatives it was reduced to $650,000 on two cal- 
culations; one was—and, indeed, to some extent 
it was correct—that there are notas many men in 
actual service as the muster-roll shows; and again, 
that the amount appropriated in the deficiency bill, 
by way of advance for subsistence, was to be de- 
ducted from the estimate., But it will be seen that 
it has been always recommended asa standing 
policy that they should have that sum in advance; 
for by having more time to provide supplies, they 
could lay them in more economically. The Com- 
mittee on Finance, therefore, propose to restore 
the reformed estimate, $1,047,185. It is less than 
the expenditure of last year. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment recom- 
mended by the committee is the insertion of the 
words *‘one hundred and sixty thousand”’ after 
the word ‘ million.” The clause will then read: 


“ For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, consisting of fuel, forage in kind for the horses, 
mules, and oxen of the Quartermaster’s Departinent, at the 
several military posts and stations and with the armies in 
the field ; for the horses of the first and second regiment of 
dragoons, the companies of light artillery, the regiment of 
mounted riflemen, and such companies of infantry as may 
be mounted, and also for the authorized number of officers’ 
horses when serving in the field and at the outposts ; of straw 
for soldiers’ bedding, and of stationery, including company 
and other blank books for the Army, certificates for dis- 
charged soldiers, blank forms for the pay and Quartermas-- 
ter’s Department, and for the printing of division and de- 
partment orders, Army regulations and reports, one million 
onehundred and sixty thousand doilars.?? 


This was the expenditure of last ‘year. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was, in 
the following clause, to strike out the words 
‘two hundred and twenty-five,” after. the word 
« mules,” in the last line but one, and insert 
“three hundred;”’ so that the clause will read: 

“ For the incidental expenses of the Quartermaster’s De- 


partment, consisting of postage on letters and packets 
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received and sent by officers of the Army on public service, 
expenses of courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 
the additional compensation to judges advocate, recorders, 
members, and witnesses while on that service, under the 
act of March 16, 1802; extra pay to soldiers employed under 
the direction of the Quartermaster’s Department in the 
erection of barracks, quarters, store-houses, and hospitals ; 
the construction of roads and other constant Jabor, for 
periods of not less than ten days, under the act of March 2, 
1819; expenses of expresses to and from the frontier posts 
and armies in the field; of escorts to paymasters, other dis- 
barsing officers, and trains, when military escorts cannot he 

furnished ; expenses of the interment of non-commissioned | 
officers and soldiers; authorized office furniture ; hire of 
laborers in the Quartermaster’s Department, including hire 
of interpreters; spies and guides for the Army; compensa- 
tion of clerks to officers ofthe Quartermaster’s Department ; 
compensation of forage and wagon masters, authorized by | 
the act of July, 1838 ; for the apprehension of deserters, and | 
the expenses incident to their pursuit ; the various expenses 
required for the first and second regiments of dragoons, the 
companies of light artillery, the regiment of mounted rifle- 
men, and such companies of infantry as may be mounted, 
including the purchase of traveling forges, blacksmiths’ and 
shoeing tools, horse and mule shoes, iron, hire of veterinary 
surgeons, and medicines for horses and mules, $300,000.” 


Mr. HUNTER. The estimate furnished by 
the Secretary of War was cut down in the House 
of Representatives without any good reason, and | 
the Committee on Finance have merely recom- | 
mended a restoration to the amount of the esti- | 
mate. 

The amendment was agreed to. H 


_ The next amendment of the committee was to 
insert the following: 


‘¢ For fuel and quarters for officers of the Army servingon | 
the Coast Survey, the payment of which is no longer made 
by the Quartermaster’s Department, $4,500.77 


Mr. HUNTER. There has been a question | 
raised as to the manner of defraying this expense, . 
as these officers are now engaged on the Coast | 
Survey. The committee have thought it most | 
advisable to insert an appropriation for the amount | 
in this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. The next amendment of the | 
Committee on Finance is to strike out the word | 
five” after the word “million,” in the last line | 
of the following clause, and insert the word 
steight.” It will then read: | 

& For transportation of the Army, including the baggage | 
of the troops when moving either by land or water; of 
clothing, camp and garrison equipage, and horse equip- | 
ments, from the depdt at Philadelphia to the several posts 
and army depots; of subsistence, from the places of pur- 
chase, and from the places of delivery, under contract, to 
such places as the circumstances of the service may require 
it to be sent; of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small arms, 
from the foundries and armories to the arsenals, fortifica- 
tions, frontier posts, and army depots; freights, tolls, and 
ferriages; for the purchase and hire of horses, mules, 
oxen, wagons, carts, drays, ships and other sea-going ves- 
aud boats, for the transportation of supplies and for 
garrison purposes; for drayage and cartage at the several 
posts; hire of teamsters, transportation of funds for the 
pay and other disbursing departments; the expense of sail- 
ing public transports on the various rivers, the sult of Mex- 
jeo, and the Atlantic and Pacific; and for procuring water 
at such posts as, from their situation, require that it be 
brought from a distance, $1,800,000.” 

This is a restoration to the amount named in 
the estimates of the Secretary of War. It will be | 
perceived that the Committee on Finance differed 
with the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives, solely in regard to the 
estimates for the Quartermaster’s Department. 
These estimates were less than the expenditure of 
the preceding year, and we did not choose to con- 
cur in the reductions made by the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and give occasion for a deficiency 
bill; which we believed would have to be intro- 
duced if we reduced the appropriation not merely | 
below the expenditures of last year, but below 
the estimates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. A similar amendment occurs į 
in the following clause: The Committee on Fi- : 
nance recommend that “sixty-five” be stricken | 
out of the last line but one, and ‘‘ninety-five”’ in- | 
serted. It will then read: 


“For ordnance stores and supplies, as follows: for pro- į 
curement of side-arms and accoutrements of artillery, in- į 
fantry, cavalry and riflemen, materials for and preparation | 

| 
i 


of siege and field ammunition, wages of mechanics en- 
gaged in making carriages, implements, equipments, har- 
ness, &c., and for purchase of miscellaneous supplies of | 
ordnance stores forissue to the Army, $95,000.’ | 
The committee haveacted on the same grounds 
in this, as in the preceding case. They saw no | 
good reason for refusing the sum of $95,000 for | 
the purchase of ordnance stores and supplies; but i 
they apprehended that if the estimate be cut down | 


below that amount, there would be another defi- 
ciency bill sent in. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
add to the second section the following: 


& But nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to 
prevent the President from authorizing appropriations for 
the subsistence of the Ariny, for forage, for the medical and 
hospital departments, and for the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, to be applied to any other of the above-mentioned 
branches of expenditure in the same department, and ap- 
propriations made for a specific object for one fiscal year, 
shall not be transferred to any other object after the expira- 
tion of that year.” 

The section will then read: 


“Sec. 2. And beit further enacted, That all acts or parts 
of acts authorizing the President of the United States, or the 
Secretary of the proper Department, under his direetion, to 
transfer any portion of the moneys appropriated for a partie- 
ular branch of expenditure in that Departinent to be applied 
to another branch of expenditure in the same Department, 
be, and are hereby, so tar as relates to the Departinent of 
War, repealed ; and no portion of the moneys appropriated 
by this act shall be apptied to the payment of any expenses 
incurred prior to the first day of July, 1852. But nothing 
herein contained shall be so construed as to prevent the 
President from authorizing appropriations for the subsist- 
ance of the Army, for forage, for the medical and hospital 
departments and for the Quartermaster’s Department, to be 
applied to any other of the above-mentioned branches of 
expenditure in the same department, and appropriations 
made for a specific objeet tor one fiscal year, shall not be 
transferred to auy other object after the expiration of that 
year.” 

Mr. HUNTER. It will be observed that this 
clause, as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives, took away the power of transfer entirely. 
It also provided that no portion of the moneys 
appropriated for this year, should be applied to 
the payment of any of the expenses incurred 
during previous years. On consultation with the 
Secretary of War, it was found that he had no 
objection to that portion of the bill which provides 
that the appropriations for the fiscal year shall be 
confined to the expenditure of the year. But the 
Committee of Ways and Means thought that the 
power of transfer had been carried too far, and 
proposed to sweep it away entirely. The proposi- 
tion of the Committee on Finance is that it shall 
be put on the footing of the law of 1820, cutting 
off the powers of transfer granted under the act of 
1842; under which, in my opinion, all the difficul- 
ties have had their origin. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to insert in the third section the words 
printed in italics, so as to make the section read 
as follows: 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That so much of the 
act making appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 185], approved the 28th 
of September, 1850, as provides pay to the com- 
missioned officers and enlisted men of the United Statgs 
serving in Oregon and California, be, and the same is hereby, 
continued in foree for one year from the Ist day of March, 
1852, and that the provision of the last-mentioned act be, 
and is hereby, extended to New Mexico during the current 
yenr, provided for by this section, and that $300,000 be, and 
is hereby, appropriated for that purpose: Provided, That 
one half of the additional pay herein allowed to enlisted 
men shall be retained until they are honorably discharged: 
Provided further, That said officers and men shall receive 
only one half of the increased amount over the regular pay 
allowed by law.” 

Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance 
propose this amendment in pursuance of a recom- 
mendation from the Secretary War. It will be 
perceived that the section grants additional pay to 
the men in California and New Mexico, and the 
Secretary states that the detention of half the ad- 
ditional pay until the men are discharged will tend 
to prevent desertions. ; 

Mr. SHIELDS. The amendment is, in my 
opinion, a very correct one; but I find that the 
section is very different from the one with which 
the Department furnished me. The estimate is 
far less than the amount actually requisite. 

Mr. HUNTER. f will state, for the informa- 
tion of the Senator from Illinois, that it seems 
there has been a correspondence between the 
Committee of Ways and Means and the Secretary 
of War. He made an estimate of what the total 
amount would be, if the previous allowance was 
given, but he thought it might be cut down; but 
did not say how much it might be reduced. The), 

| 
i 


š 


Committee of Ways and Means cut it down one 
half; and as we had no rule to go by, and had 
increased, in some instances, the amounts they |; 
recommended, we thought it would be better to li 
adhere to their determination in this case. 


Mr. SHIELDS. [ know what the previous | 


allowances were. The amendment which I have 
prepared, will decrease them; but it is perfectly 
satisfactory to the Department, because the same 
exigency does not exist now, at least not to the 
same extent, for an increase of pay, as did some 
time since. 

' Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from Illinois thatif he has any amendments to 
offer, he had better wait until those recommended 
by the Committee on Finance are passed. We 
have but one more besides that now under con- 
sideration. 

The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Fi- 
nance was to add the following additional section: 

“Sec. 4. And beit further enacted, That all the unex- 
pended balances remaining of sums appropriated for fortifi- 
cations, and now Hable to revert to the suplus fund, are 
hereby appropriated.” 

Mr: HUNTER. It will be remembered that 
in the civil and diplomatic bill, a clause in rela- 
tion to the surplus fund was inserted providing 
that after two years appropriations shall be car- 
ried to the surplus fund. I have been informed 
by Colonel Totten that it is necessary to insert 
this clause here for the purpose of enabling the 
Department to make use of some unexpended bal- 
ances for the purpose of keeping the fortifications 
in repair. My information leads me to believe 
that considerable inconvenience would be caused 
by its omission, if the clause in the civil and diplo- 
matic bill to which I have referred becomes law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER, The Committee on Finance 
are through with their amendments. 

Mr. RUSK. I have an amendment which I 
wish to come in after line one hundred and forty- 
three, page seven: 

For completing the survey of ihe route from the valley of 
the Mississippi to the Pacific ocean, in addition to the bal- 
ance unexpended under the act of the 3d March, 1849, 
$34,096. 

There was formerly an appropriation for this 
survey, and it was partially completed; the bal- 
ance of $20,000 now remains, and I am desirous 
of having this further sum appropriated for the 
purpose of completing this important work. 

The PRESIDENT. Is the amendment in ac- 
cordance with the estimates ? 

Mr. RUSK. It is. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is the estimate in pursuance 
of law? 

Mr. RUSK. It is to carry out a Jaw passed in 
1849, 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Militery Affairs to offer several amend- 
ments. I will hand them in seriatim. ‘The first 
is to strike out the third section as it stands, and 
insert in lieu of it: 

Src. 3. And he it further enacted, That for extra pay to 
the commissioned officers of the Army of the United States 
serving at posts west of the States of Missouri and Arkan- 
sas, and in the eighth, ninth, tenth, and eleventh military 
departments, the sum of $226,665, on the following basis, 
to wit: there shall be allowed to ail commissioned officers 
$1 50 per day, in addition to their present pay and allow- 
ance. And to the non-commissioned officers and soldiers 


of the Army of the United States, serving at the posts above- 
S 


mentioned, $731,892, on the following ba to wit: there 
shall be allowed to each non-commissioned officer and 
soldier, serving as aforesaid, in addition to present pay and 
allowance, a per diem equal to the pay proper of each as 
established by law; one half of said extra pay to be retained 
until he shall have been honorably discharged. 


I will state that the effect of that amendment 


| will be to reduce theallowance from $2 per day to 
| $1 50 to each commissioned officer, and that it 


embraces the department of Texas. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Illinois that he has, possibly, gone be- 

ond the recommendation of the Secretary of War 
in that amendment. Does it embrace California, 
Oregon, and Mexico? 

Mr. RUSK. And Texas? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Yes. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does it also include Fort 
Leavenworth? 

Mr. SHIELDS. No. It was prepared by the 
War Department. I have only diminished the 
amount without changing the plan. The next 
amendment T haveto offer from the Committee 
on Military Affairs is the following: 


« That paymasters? clerks shall be entitled to receive one | 
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ration per day when on duty at their stations, to be com- 
muted at the prices now authorized when traveling on 
duty.” 

These persons now receive $700 a year, and 
this amendment will give them twenty cents a day 
inaddition. Theamendment will follow the other 
sections in the bill. 

The question was taken, and the amendment 
was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
ment: 

For the pay and equipment of mounted riflemen, find- 
ing their own horses and forage, of the volunteers serving 
under the command of Captain J. C. Frémont in California 
during the year 1846, as appears from the muster rolls in 
the War Department, and for the subsistence and supplies 
furnished to such volunteers in said service dollars; 
and the Secretary of War is anthorized and required to 
appoint three competent officers of the Army of the United 
States to examine, and report upon all such claims as may 
be presented for subsistence and supplies of all kinds, fur- 
nished or taken for the use of said command while thus en- 
gaged in the public service, And that upon being satisfied 
of the correctness of the claims which may be reported on 
favorably, in whole or in part, shall. proceed to audit and 
pay the same; and for the expenses of the said board of 
officers, the sum of $2,000 is Lereby appropriated. 

In accordance with an estimate from the Depart- 
ment, I propose to fill up the first blank with 
$16,527. The amount of those claims which have 
been liquidated, is $24,714, and the amount still 
claimed $26,055, making altogether about $67,000. 
I move to fill the blank with $67,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. f wovld like to have some 
explanation of this amendment. I understand 
thatit proposes to establish a commission to ascer- 
tain the expenses of the battalion raised in Cali- 
fornia under Colonel Frémont. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Yes. A bill for that purpose 
has already passed the Senate this session, and it 
has gone to the House of Representatives; but it 
is well known that that bill will lie on their table 
during the present session. The payment of these 
claims has been so long delayed that it is time the 
Government should adopt some means of satisfy- 
ing them. They must be met some time or other; 
as the Senate has already taken action on the sub- 
ject, I shall not waste time by discussing it at 
length now. 

Mr. WELLER. I think the Senator from Nli- 
nois will find that the entire amount required for 
the pay of the battalion is. $101,000; and the es- 
timate of which he speaks is an estimate for the 
subsistence and supplies that have been furnished, 
and amounts to $67,000. I would suggest to him 
the propriety of including both, so as to make the 
amount $168,000. 

The amendment proposes to appoint three ofli- 
cers of the Army, whose duty it shall be to inves- 
tigate all these claims for supplies and subsistence 
furnished to Frémont’s battalion in California. It 
is well known, at all events it is in California, that 
there are many of these claims which are fraudu- 
lent, or of a doubtful character. I do not think 
we ought to pay all the claims which may be pre- 
sented; because I am satisfied there are several of 
them of a most extravagant character, Tor in- 
stance, there are some claims for horses furnished 
at the rate of $125 apiece, when it is well known 
that in 1846 horses could be purchased in Cali- 
fornia for from $15 to $25 apiece. Therefore, I 
hold that it is necessary that there should be a 
commission appointed for the purpose of investi- 
gating all these claims. But I think it is neces- 
sary to insert $101,000 for the pay of the officers 
and men. The pay rolls have been admirably 
kept by a gentleman of high character—Major 
Reading—who is now in this city. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The gentleman from Califor- 
niais correct. l have looked since at the esti- 
mates, and l find that there are $101,000 for pay, 
and $67,000 for subsistence and supplies. I there- 
fore move to fill the blank with $168,000. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Ulinois, I un- 
derstand, now proposes to fill the blank with 
$168,000. I wish to make a statement before the 
yote is taken on that motion. I think there can be 
no dispute that the amount ought to be increased in 
somedegree. Some of these claims have not been 
presented to the War Department. There are a 
number of subsistence claims which have not been 
presented. For instance, the claim of Arguello 
passed the Senate by a unanimous vote. That 
amounts to about $11,000. A number of other 
claims have been filed before Congress, but not in 
the Departments. There are various other claims 
amounting to about $25,000 or $30,000, which 


I offer the following amend- 


have been acted upon or are now being acted upon i 


x : x j 
by the committees of Congress which have not | examine the Blue Lick Springs and the land attached there- 


been filed at the War Department. I hope, there- : 
fore, that the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs will put the amount at $200,000. As | 
I have stated, one claim for $11,000 has passed 
the Senate; there is another—Mr. Alexander’s 
claim—amounting to about $5,000, which has been 
referred to the appropriate committee, and there 
is a claim of Mr. Melish also before the commit- 
tee, which have not yet been acted upon. These 
claims have been presented to my own knowledge. 
Then there is the claim of Thomas O. Larkin, 
which was presented to Congress at the last ses- 
sion, and which, I believe, has not been presented 
to the War Department. 1 therefore ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs to 
fill the blank with $200,000. I think it will be 
perfectly safe to put in that amount. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I do not know that I un- 


| derstand the object of this amendment, but T 


remember very well, some years ago, about the 
time these expenses’ were incurred, a bill was 
reported appropriating $750,000 for the purpose. 

Mr. GWIN. And it passed the Senate. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Now it seems that this ap- 
propriation to pay Colonel Frémont’s battalion, 
and the quartermaster’s and the commissary’s de- 
partment of the expenditures of that Commission, 
during the time that battalion was in the service of 


| the United States, amounts to $101,000. It is very 


strange to me that these expenditures have dimin- 
ished in this way. It is contrary to the usual 
course. 

Mr. WELLER. We do not suppose that 
$100,000 will pay all the claims against the battal- 
ion, because it is well known that good claims to 
the amount of at least $800,000 have been pre- 
sented; but we suppose that this appropriation 
would be sufficient to pay all the claims which 
require no investigation, and that are here in the 
city. It will be necessary to make an appropri- 
ation to pay the balance of the claims after there 
has been an investigation. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Very well; thatis all right. 

Mr. SHIELDS. The pay of this battalion can 
be ascertained from the muster rolls. I intended 
to make provision that we should pay them ac- 
cording to the muster rolls, instead of putting the 
amount in the amendment; but I agreed, at the 
‘request of Senators, to put in the amount, for it is 
the same thing in the end. The number ofclaims 
that can be ascertained definitely can very easily 
be arranged, but the residue cannot be so easily 


ascertained. They will depend upon the proof |) 


made before the board, and upon what the board 
may determine. I say there is no use in making 
an appropriation of an amount of money at this 
time to pay the whole, because the board will not 
be able to act until we meet again; and the object 
is merely to make an appropriation that will cover 
the claims that are plain and clear, and about 
which there is no question, and not those which 
are litigated and disputed. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 will take the Senator’s amend- 
ment as it is. 

The motion to fill the blank with $168,000 was 
agreed to. 

The amendment, as thus modified, was adopted, 

Mr. SHIELDS. The next amendment which 
I have to offer is to add: 


Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the second |. ize the officers to do it. 


section of an act entitled “An act to provide for the settle- 
ment of the accounts of the public officers and others who 
may have received moneys arising from militury contribu- 
tions or otherwise in Mexico,” approved March 3d, 1849, | 
shall be so construed as to extend to officers and other per- | 
sous who were engaged in the collection of military contri- | 
butions as collectors in any part of Mexico or California, 
during the war with Mexico, so mat the benefits of the pro- 
visions of said section sha!l apply equally to all, whether 
they have paid into the Treasury all the public money in 
their hands or not. 


This is to supply an omission in the former law. 


so fashionable a watering place. 


those men; but the construction given to the act | 


by the Attorney General was, that it was con- T ) b 
r 4 : ' chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
i (Mr. Davis, of Mississippi,) and at that time I 
to have been done by previous legislation. i helped to vote down the proposition. 
ii then the Committee on Military Affairs have 


fined to sea-ports, and did not extend to inland | 
ports. This is merely accomplishing what ought | 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. The next amendment is to || 
add: fi 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Board of || 
officers designated by the act of the 3d of March, 1851, to t 


procure sites for the military asylums, by and with the ap- E 


proval of the President of the United States, be, and they, 
or a part of them, are hereby, authorized and directed to 


to, and if the same be found eligible for the purpose, and can 
be secured of the proprietors, or any suitable quantity of the 
land, including the buildings, at a reasonable price, to pur- 
chase the same for the Government of the United States, 
and to locate thereon the Western Military Asylum. 


I would state that both the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs and the committee of the House have 


| agreed upon this proposition, and that it meets the 


concurrence of the Department. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that this is 
giving an advantage to the proprietors of one site. 
It confines the officers to the selection of one place, 


| and they can select no other, provided that the 


price of this satisfies them. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I will merely state that the 
commissioners who have examined this matter in 
the West, have made no location; but it is consid- 
ered that this is the most eligible site in the West, 
and can be procured for one fifth the amount of 
money required for any other location in that 
region of country; but the amendment does not 
require them to take it. It is the wish of the De- 
partments, and of the Military Committees, that 
this place may be examined, and be precured, if 
it ean be obtained on reasonable terms. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I do not understand this 
matter exactly; but I think that the Senator from 
Virginia understands it. The effect would be to 
confine the officers to the selection and purchase 
of the Blue Lick Springs, in the State of Ken- 
tucky, for the Western Military Asylum. The 


| Senator from Illinois says that this site can be 


purchased at a smaller sum than any other eligi- 
ble site in the West. Ido not see how this can 
well be; for I know something of the Blue Lick; 
I know it is considered a very valuable property. 
It is made valuable because it is so extensive and 
9 It is perhaps 
more so than any other in the State of Ken- 
tucky or the westerncountry. Now, unless there 
be something peculiarly healthy in the waters of 
the Blue Lick, there is nothing to recommend it 
as a healthy place, or to induce the commissioners 
to locate the asylum there more than at any other 
place that I know of. 

Mr. SHIE!.DS. I will merely state that the 
commissioners did not. examine that portion of 
the country. They did not know that this place 
was salable at the time they made their examina- 
tions. lt has since been ascertained that this site 
can be procured for a much smaller sum than any 
site in that portion of the country where they in- 
tend locating this asylum. I believe it is a very 
eligible and very healthy site. All they want is 
permission to go and examine it; and if it is found 
eligible, and can be purchased at a reasonable 
price, that they shall have authority to purchaseit. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I withdraw my objection. 
I care nothing about it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Allow me to say to 
gentlemen that the amendment does not compel 
the officers to buy it. If they cannot procure the 
property for a reasonable price, of course it will 
be their duty not to buy it; but if they can get it 
at a reasonable price, and if it answers their pur- 
pose, then they are authorized to make the pur- 
chase. 

Mr. SHIELDS. To remove all objection, I 
move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the words “ and directed,” soas merely to author- 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
that. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


I have no objection to 


| to, and the amendment as amended was agreed 


to, 
Mr. SHIELDS. The next amendment I have 
to offer, is to add: 


Sec. —, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be directed to procure a sufficient number of cam- 


. H els, to ascertain whether or not they can be naturalized and 
It was intended that payment should be made to | t 
| of $30,000 be appropriated for the purpose. 


rendered serviceable upon this continent, and that the sum 


This question was brought up by the former 


Since 


made a thorough examination of this matter, and 
they have come to the conclusion, that if camels 
can be naturalized and acclimated in this country, 
through the whole South and Southwest, and 
away to the Pacific, they will perform better ser- 
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vice for us than any mode of conveyance that we | 
have yet adopted. All that we want is to make- 
the experiment. There was a time when we had 
no horses in this country; and camels are known 
at this moment to be the cheapest mode of convey- 
ance in the East. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. i 
Mr. WELLER. If this great good is to result 
from the use of camels, perhaps the country would 
be glad to know who it is that confers it upon 
them, and I therefore call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 26, nays 16; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Borland, Charlton, 
Clemens, Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, 
Douglas, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Mason, Meri- |! 
wether, Pearce, Rusk, Shields, Smith, Sonlé, Spruance, |i 
Stockton, Toucey, Underwood, and Wade—26. | 


NAYS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Brooke, 
Butler, C Downs, Feleh, Houston, unter, King, | 
Miller, Norris, Pratt, Walker, and Weller—J6. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have several amendments | 
now to offer from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, all of the same class, and I suppose they | 
might as well all be put together. lj 

ESRC. —, And be it further enacted, That in the adjast- | 
ment acts of the State of Maine, under the act of the [3th i 
June, 1842, the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
be and they are hereby directed to include and allow ail i 
claims which have been heretofore presented under said 
act: Provided, It shall be satisfactorily shown that said 
claims bave been actually allowed and paid by said State. |} 

E SEC, -= And be it further enacted, That the Secretary | 
of War allow and pay to the State of Virginia all sums that | 

| 
i 


may have been advanced by that State to the officers and | 
men of her regiment of volunteers engaged to serve for and |! 
during the war then existing between the United States | 
and Mexico, for pay for their services from the day of their 
enrolment until they were mustered into the service of the 
United States: Provided, ‘The same has not been paid bere- 
tofore by the United States to any of the officers or men for | 
said service 

Sue. — 


ng be it further enacted, That the Sceretary of 
War be and he is hereby authorized and required to pay to |! 
the State of South Carolina, out of any money in the Treas- | 
ury not othery appropriated, such sums of money as i! 
were paid by said State in 1838, 1839, and 1840, for services, 
losses, and damages sustained by her volunteers in the | 
i 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Florida war of 1885, 1837, and 1838, while in the service of 
the United States. and on their return trom said serv ice, as 
were ascertained and allowed by a hoard of commissioners 
appointed for that purpose by an act of the Legislature of 
said State in 1837; Provided, however, That no interest ; 
shall be allowed upon. the moneys paid to the State of | 
South Carolina under the provisions of this act. j 

‘Sic. =. And be it further enacted, ‘Matin the settle- |; 
ment of the claims of the State of Georgia, under the pro- | 
visions of the uct of the 1th August, 1842, providing for 
the settlemesit of the claims of Georgia, for the service of | 
her militia, which have licretofore been suspended or dis- : 
allowed, the aecounting officers of the Treasury Depart- | 
ment allow and pay, upon proof that the State has allowed | 
and paid the same, all accounts for forage, subsistence, hos- | 
pital stores, medical services, and transportation, which | 
have not been heretofore alowed by the United State 
and that for the pay of mounted infantry, the pay of cavalry 
ve allowed, the same to be paid out of the fand appropri- 
ated by the aet of the lith of August, 1842.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
S 


Mr. BORLAND. Iam instrucied by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to offer the following | 
amendment: 

«To refund to the State of North Carolina the amount | 
of money advanced and transportation furnished to the vol- 
unteers from that State, during the late war with Mexico, ' 
the sum of 9,882 53, with interest at the rate of six per 
centum per annum from the Lst day of Mareb, in the year | 
1847, until paid.” i 

Mr.CLUEMENS. I move to amend theamend- |! 
ment by striking out the words ‘ with interest at ‘| 
the rate of six per centum per annum from the | 
first day of March, in the year 1847, until paid.” | 
All the bills for this purpose which have been re- 
ported by the Committee on Military Affairs have 
been without interest. Ido not understand that 
we agreed upon the payment of interest in this 
ease. Certainly it has been stricken out of the |, 
others; and [ think all ought to be put on the same 


i 


footing. , ; 
Mr. BADGER. I think my friend is mis- 
taken. 


Mr. CLEMENS. [think Iam not mistaken 
about the action of the committee in never recom- 
mending the payment of interest. 

Mr. BADGER. I think that interest has been `: 
allowed in some cases, if not in all cases, for pay 
and equipment of troops engaged in the prosecu- 
tion of the war with Mexico. 

Mr. CLEMENS. I think we struck out inter- 
est in every vase. I wish to state that if interest | 
is to be retained in this case, it is not reported by 
the committee, and the amendment is out of order. 
We have never agreed to report any bill allowing 


i nece 


| authorized and directed, in adja 
id 


| offered to this 


i: precise conformity with the Georgia and South |. 


i pated in the bill. 


interest. ft was a mistake, I understand, in the | 
printed bill from which this amendment is taken, 
by which interest is allowed; and when we agreed | 
to report the other bills, we struck out the interest. | 
I reported the South Carolina bill, and I know 
there was an express provision inserted that in- 
terest should not be allowed. | 

Mr. BORLAND. After the remarks of the |! 
Senator from Alabama, an explanation is due to 
myself. The bill for the payment of these ex- | 
penses incurred by North Carolina passed the Sen- 
ate two years ago, allowing interest. | heard no 
objection to it then, but it failed in the House for | 
want of time, or some other cause. At this ses- | 
sion, the purpose was either to have a new bill, or 
have the old bill incorporated as an amendment 
upon this bill. My understanding was that we 
were to report the bill exactly as it had been passed 
before. 

Mr. DAWSON. ‘Lhe principle we have adopted 
is this: If the State has paid out interest on the 
money she advanced, then we refund her the 
interest; and in all bills passed authorizing an ap- | 
propriation of that kind, the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs have made that recommendation; but | 
otherwise, their action is as the Senator from Al- | 
abama says. | 

Mr. SHIELDS. As a general principle we 
have refused to allow interest. T do not know | 
how it may be in this particular case. 

The amendment of Mr. Cieaens to the amend- | 
nent was agreed to, and the amendmentasamended |} 

as agreed to, f 
Ar. BORLAND. {1 am also instructed by the il 
Committee on Military Affairs to offer an amend- i 
ment, which is to add: ji 

For refunding fo the State of Michigan the amount ad- 
vanced by said State in organizing, subsisting, and trans- 
porting vohmteers previons to their being mustered into the 
e of the United States, during the late war with Mex- 
20,000, Which said sun, or so much thercof as may te 
uy to pay and caneet the elinin of said State, as prè- 
sented aud row on file io the offiee of the Third Auditor ov 
the ‘Treasury Department, shall be paid by the Secretary of 
the 'freasury to the Governor or other proper oeer of the 
State of Michigan, i 


se 


ivo, 


The amendment was agreed to. li 
Mr. MALLORY. l move to amend the bill 


| by adding: 


Bec. —. Fad be it further enacted, Chat the proper ac- 
counting officers of the ‘Preasury be, and they are hereby, 
ing and paying the ae- | 
coniits of the State of Ph for the services of her troops, 
under the act of February 27, 1851, to pay to said State ali 
sums of money actually paid, or assumed to be paid, by i 
that State, on accountof the suppression of Indian hostil- 
ities, in relation to which said act was passed: Provided, ij 
The said payment shall not exceed the amountspecified in i 
said act. 

Congress, in 185], appropriated $75,000 to the li 
State of Florida, for the payment of debts inenrred i! 
in the suppression of Indian hostilities in 1849. 
In accounting at the ‘Treasury, the accounting j; 
officers allowed less money to these troops than |: 
Florida actually paid out. The balance of the | 
appropriation of $75,000 accordingly remains in | 
the Treasury. ‘Tbe mounted men in the Florida : 
volunteers have been paid less than the mounted 
men in the Army of the United States, by a rule 
of the accounting officers. This amendment has :! 
been drawn under the supervision of the Auditor; |} 
and he says that it is all that is necessary to i 
enable him to pass the account. The money is | 
already in the ‘Treasury, having been appropri- |: 
ated; but, under their rales, it cannot be paid over. | 

Mr. CLEMENS. Has this case ever been | 
acted upon by any committee? 

Mr. MALLORY. Jt was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLEMENS. And ! think we rejected it. | 
Mr. MALLORY. Not that } know of. It 
was handed back to me by one of the members ` 
of the Military Committee, who suggested that Li 
should offer it when similar amendments were 
bill, i 
Mr. DAWSON. This was referred, together i; 


! with similar claims, to the Committee on Military į; 


Afairs, The diference is between the pay of 
mounted infantry and cavalry. We adopted the 
principle that we would pay them as cavalry. | 
This case was one that came into my hands as a |! 


it to the Senator from Florida, suggesting to him ` 
to offer it as an amendment to this bill. ftis ia 


Carolina cases which have already been incorpo- | 


` called for. 


| Same shall uot excced the sum of $ 


© T now offer 


: hope there will be no objection to it. 


Mr. CLEMENS. Does this p 


Mr. BRADBURY. In order to make the 
amendment conform to bills which have been 
passed on this subject heretofore, it will be neces- 
sary to change its phraseology. ‘Thisamendment 
provides not only for the payment of money ac- 
tually paid by Florida, but of money “ assumed 
to be paid” by that State. Perhaps it is a verbal 
mistake. 

Mr. MALLORY. It does not exceed the 
amount already appropriated. She has not been 
paid all that she expended, and this amendment is 
to enable the accounting officers to pay the State 
the amount she actually expended. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I move to strike out of the 
amendment the words ‘ or assumed to be paid;” 
and for this reason: When a State pays out money, 
you have the best assurance that she pays no more 
than is regarded to be a fair equivalent; but some- 
times, by forms of legislation, a claim may be as- 
sumed which a State would never pay. I do not 
know that it is so in this case, but we may estab- 
lish a bad precedent. I think that in all cases we 
should withhold payment until the State actually 
pays, for if we begm to adopt a principle that we 
will pay that portion which the States are simply 
assumed to have paid, you will have regiments 
got up as Falstaff’s was, the accounts passed, and 
the amount assumed, and then they will come to 
Congress for payment. Indeed, the usual phrase- 
ology of such bills ought to be very strictly exam- 
ined, because we know that there are cases where 
the muster-rolls have been made out, and we have 


|; paid for fifteen hundred men for fifteen months, 
: when there were never three hundred together for 


three weeks. 
Mr. BORLAND. Where was that? 
Mr. BRADBURY. No matter. The fact is 


Mr. SHIELDS. The Senator from Maine is 
right, This amendment does not comply with 


80 


i the rule the Military Committee have adopted, 


from which we never depart. 

Mr. MALLORY. 1 will say a word to my 
honorable friend from Maine, which I think will 
show him that his apprehension is entirely un- 
Congress has appropriated $75,000 in 
full liquidation of these debts paid, or assumed to 


| be paid, by the State of Florida. 


Mr. SHIELDS. J have not yet got through 
with the amendments from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and I would ask the Senator to 
withdraw this amendment, and then he and I can 
confer about it and put it in such a shape as will 
make it acceptable. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
amendment. 

Mr. SEHELDS. [am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to offer the following 
amendment: 
~ Andhe it further enacted, That the accounting 
ofthe United States Treasury are hereby directed 
ain the amount justly due to Henry L. Kinney tor 
ence, medicine, forage, &¢., furnished by him to the 
company of ‘Texas mounted volunteers, commanded by 


Certainly. I withdraw my 


| Captain Charles M. Blaekwell, from September 10, 1849, to 


December 19, 1849, and pay him the same ont of the sum of 
000 alread ppronriated tor such purpose by virtue of 
e second section of the act entitied “ An act making ap- 
propriations for the current and contingent ex; sof the 
Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 


¿ With various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 


1851, approved September 30, 18 


50: Provided, That the 
6,114 76. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. [have an amendment which 
that may not be strictly in order, but 
it is recommended by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and has passed this body frequently. £ 
Itis to add 


as an additional section: 

Andhe it further enacted, That the accounts of Adjutant 
General Roger Jones shall be settled by the accounting of- 
ficers of the Treasury according to equity and justice, and 
in such manner as to allow him the pay and emoluments or 
his commission of Adjutant General from the time of the 
reduction of the Army in 1821, to March 7th, 1825, when he 
was restored to his rank and commission in the staff of the 


soe : 2 Army: Proviled, That the pay and emoluments of a cap- 
: member of the Military Committee, and I returned `i h A ! 


tain ofartillery during the same period be deducted there- 
from. 


Mr. BRIGHT. Ido not wish to override the 
rule. Ihave voted for this measure as a Separate 
bill on three or four different occasions, and I am 


‘very glad it has passed this body, and I am sorry 
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that it has not got through the other House. I 
believe the money is justly due and ought to be 
paid. I would ask the Chair whether the rule that 
excludes private claims from appropriation bills is 
now in force? 

The PRESIDENT. Certainly. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Does it apply to this bill? 

The PRESIDENT. If a question of order be 
raised, the Chair must decide the amendment out 
of order; but if it be the desire of the Senate, the 
Chair will put the question on the amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. [I wish only to make a state- 
ment to the honorable Senator from Indiana, I 
have acted upon the ground that this bill has passed 
here very often, and that it will pass sooner or 
later. Iam not going into the merits of the case, 
but we know it will finally pass; and owing to 
the circumstance that this gallant officer has so 
recently deceased, and left a very large family, and 
that this money may now be ten times more valu- 
able to them than the same amount hereafter, we 
agreed to report it as an amendment to this bill, 
and hope there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Ido not wish to be understood 
as objecting to the claim. As I said before, I have 
voted for it three or four times, and would vote for 
it again as a separate measure; but I will raise no 
question, if the Senate are disposed to agree to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I have one more amendment 
to offer by direction of the Committee on Military 
Affairs. ‘It is to insert as an additional section: 

And beit further enacted, That from and after the pas- 
sage of this act, the principal assistant in the Engineer 
Bureau of the War Department shal! receive a compensa- 
tion not less than the principal assistant in the Ordnance 
Bureau of the War Department now receives. 

This is to supply an omission in former legisla- 
tion, by which injustice was done to this officer. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I have now gotten through 
with the amendments which I have been instructed 
to offer by the Committee on Military Affairs. I 
wish to offer one now which I have not been able 
to submit to the committee, but for which I have 
the recommendation of the Department. It has 
come to me at such a late hour that I have not 
been able to get the committee together to act 
upon it. I will preface it by stating that now on 
the Pacific coast, as has been often stated by the 
Senators from that portion of the country, there 
is only one gun of large caliber. Guns must be 
taken there sooner or later, and the object of my 
amendment is to enable us to send a few there 
now, so that after a fortification is built, they can 
be used, andin the mean time if anything serious 
should happen, which I hope may not be the case, 
the Californians can use them themselves. The 
amendment is to add to the appropriations: 

For armament of fortifications, $150,000, of which 
$100,000 shall be applied for the purchase and fabrication 
of guns of the heaviest caliber, with their carriages and 
eunen, for the detense of the Pacific coast of the United 

MICS, 


Mr. CASS. Ought not that to go into the for- 
tification bill? 

Mr, SHIELDS. I do not know that we can 
have any fortification bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I doubt the propriety of in- 
creasing the appropriations in this bill by adding 
amounts in this way. This has not been estimated 
for until very recently, and it seems to me that 
we are accumulating arms fast enough. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I would state to my honor- 
able friend from Virginia, that by this appropria- 
tion it is intended to obtain that species of arms 
which are known as Paixhan or Columbian guns, 
which are well known to my honorable friend 
from New Jersey, [Mr. Srocxron.] We want 
but a very few in California, and they ought to 
have been there Jong ago. In case we should get 
into any conflict in that neighborhood, they would 
be very useful. That coast must be fortified 
sooner or later, and you cannot fortify it without 
having such guns as these, and by sending them 
there now they can be used as temporary defenses, 
if necessary; thus only anticipating what must 
occur at some time. 

Mr. WELLER. I am very glad that my hon- 
orable friend from Illinois has submitted this 
amendment. Every one must see the necessity 
of having guns of the heaviest caliber, and of the 
greatest magnitude upon the Pacific coast. You 


have been attempting to get up a war, here in the | 


Senate, at all events, with Great Britain, upon the 


subject of the fisheries. If a war should arise, 
the Pacific coast would necessarily be the first 
point of attack, for the reason that there is a vast 
amount of commerce there which is unprotected. 
Our harbors are wholly unprotected; and if we 
should be involved in a war, as many persons fear, 
guns of this caliber will be absolutely necessary ; 
and I apprehend there will be a necessity for their 
use, and that within a very few years, upon that 
coast. 

Mr. CASS. I have no doubt whatever that an 
armament of this description should be there. I 
have no objection to that; but I should like to know 
of the honorable chairman what number of guns 
of that description we have on hand; and whether 
they cannot be sent from somewhere else. There 
isa great disposition under this Government to 
accumulate objects of this kind. I called for a 
report from the War Department at the last ses- 
sion, and it was laid upon our tables towards the 
end of the session. From that report it appeared 
that the United States had six hundred thousand 
muskets on hand, and were manufacturing thirty 
thousand or forty thousand more. 1 do not recol- 
lect the exact amount of the number of other arms 
and of the men engaged in the various arsenals. 
But I know that the report showed that the num- 
ber of muskets was equal to, if not greater than 
those that Napoleon had when he got into his war 
with Russia. 

Mr. SHIELDS. There are very few of these 

uns. 

Mr. CASS. That is precisely what I want to 
know. Weall know that there are forts in this 
country on a scale unsuitable for the present or 
any prospective wants of the United States. Look 
at Old Point Comfort. Ask members of Congress 
about it, and they will tell you, and ninety-nine 
men out of every one hundred in the country will 
tell you, that itcommands the entrance of the Ches- 
apeake Bay. There is hardly a man who does not 
think that Old Point Comfort commands that en- 
trance, but it no more commands the entrance of 
the Chesapeake than it does of the Thames. It is 
in fact a wanton abuse of the public Treasury to 
be spending money on such objects. But I am 
not going to argue that point in an incidental man- 
ner. 1 wish to obtain information as to whether 
we have got any guns of this description, and if 
so, why they cannot be sent there without much 
expense. 

r. SHIELDS. I concur in every word that 
fell from the honorable Senator from Michigan. 
My own investigations have brought me to pre- 
cisely the same conclusions. We have filled our 
arsenals with arms. We have got so many on 
hand that we are not able to avail ourselves of im- 
provements in their manufacture. So that if we 
were to get into a war, a great many of them 
would he useless. But thereare very few of these 
guns in the country. There are not one hundred 

uns of this description now on the continent. 
F'hese large Paixhans cost about $1,000 apiece. 
They will cost $1,000 apiece by the time you get 
them to California. y impression is, that the 
Department contemplate having one hundred of 
these guns taken to California, if they can, for 
$100,000, and use the other $50,000 for a tempo- 
rary magazine, and powder, and shot, for these 
guns. But my impression is that we might as 
well confine the appropriation to $100,000; that 
is, to provide for fifty guns; and fifty, in my opin- 
ion, will be capable for the present. I hope there 
will be no objection to that. 

Mr. GWIN. Ihope the appropriation asked 
for will not be diminished. Thereisnot agun on 
the Pacific coast, except one or two small ones. 
The entrance to the harbor of San Francisco, 


finest places in the world to be fortified, and yet 
there is not a single gun there. Then there is the 
harbor of Monterey. You can shoot a pistol 
across its entrance. It can be defended as easily 
as any harbor in the world; but there is not a par- 
ticle of defense there of any description. I hope 
the appropriation asked for will not be diminished. 
Every cent of it is needed; and we need arms 
there at this time. 

Mr. CASS. I trust the appropriation will be 
diminished. It must be evident to the Senate that 
there is no proper information before us which 
will give us lightas tu the matter. It is no use for 
gentlemen to say it is this, or that, or the other. 
‘We should have specific information. 


which is less than a mile wide, presents one of the | 


Mr. GWIN. Permit me to state to the honor- 
able Senator that there is a most able report from 
a special board presented to us at this very ses- 
sion on this subject. It is in the possession of the 
chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs; 
and in that report, they make estimates for this 
appropriation. 

Mr. CASS. Ihave seen all that before. Ihave 
seen reports of fortification engineers from the 
time of General Bernard, who commenced a sys- 
tem that would have swamped the revenues of 
England, if it had not been stopped. I want to 
know what number of these guns we have on 
hand and in what part of the country they are? 
As provident statesmen legislating now, we ought 
to know what we have got on hand. I think the 
honorable gentleman from Illinois is entirely right 
in proposing to reduce the amount to be appropri- 
ated until we can have some information. It 
is not a very long while tillnext winter, when we 
meet again. 

Mr. SHIELDS. To speak reasonably, I think 
that fifty of these immense guns—ten-inch Colum- 
bians and eight inch Columbians—are as much as 
can be used at present at that point; and they are 
the proper guns to fortify that point. No other 
guns can do it. Although the honorable Senator 
from California thinks the amount ought to be 
$100,000, I think $50,000 for this purpose will be 
ample, and I therefore move to amend the amend- 
ment so as to make it read: 

For armament of fortification £100,000, of which $50,000 
shall be applied to the purchase and fabrication of guns of 
the heaviest caliber, with their carriages and equipments, for 
the defense of the Paeific coast of the United States. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to ask my friend 
from Illinois, whether an appropriation of $50,000 
will pay for the fifty guns of which he speaks ? 

Mr. SHIELDS. They are estimated at $1,000 
apiece. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to, and the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I crave the 
attention of the Senate for a moment, while, in 
performance of a duty, a sacred duty, devolved 
upon me as a Senator of the United States, I 
propose an amendment to the bill now under con- 
sideration. 

Mr. President, Mrs. Priscilla D. Twiggs lost a 
husband and a son in the recent war with Mexico. 
With patriotic ardor, at the call of their country, 
they rushed to the battle-field, and both found, 
where heroic valor led them, a bloody grave. It 
is hardly necessary for me to say anything more 
but this: that the gallant son left the United States 
and joined our armies in Mexico as a second 
lieutenant of infantry, with the promise that his 
commission should soon follow him. He was 
killed before he received that commission, and be- 
fore he was regularly, or rather technically mus- 
tered into service. The accounting officer of the 
Treasury could not, therefore, under existing laws, 
pay her the amount of $233 33, which would have 
accrued to him if he had been mustered into the 
service of the United States as a second lieutenant 
of infantry. His mother petitions the Senate, 
through me, to authorize this small amount of 
money to be eae to her as his legal representa- 
tive; and now I ask the Senate, as the most direct 
and practicable way of complying with the. just 
claims of this unfortunate and doubly bereaved 
lady, that they will (passing over if necessary all 
ordinary forms of legislation) adopt this amend- 
ment by a unanimous vote. The pittance asked 
is the pay prescribed by law for a second lieuten- 
ant of infantry, from the Ist of June, 1847, on 
which day he entered into the service of our armies 
in Mexico, to the 12th of September of the same 
year, on which day he fell in battle. In proposing 
payment of this debt Senators must not suppose 
that I make any appeal to their sympathies. No, 
no. I can only ask, in the name and on behalf of 
this almost broken-hearted lady, who has given 
her husband and her son to her country—justice— 
even-handed justice. I send to the desk the pro- 
posed amendment: 

For payment to Priscilla D. Twiggs, of the amount of 
the pay and allowances which would have accrued to her 
son, George D. Twiggs, had he been regularly in the ser- 
vice as a second lieutenant of infantry, from the lst day of 
June, 1847, the date on which he left the United States, to 


the 12th September of the same year, when he fel! in 
battle at the National Bridge in Mexico, $233 33. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I can verify the statement of 
the honorable Senator from New Jersey. I feel 
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in debt, as it were, to this unfortunate family. 


This young officer was coming out to join a regi- | 


ment of which I had'thecommand atthe time—the 
regiment of marines. 


fell in the battle of Chapultepec. I appointed him 


to command the-storming party at the storming of | 


that place, and I saw him fall. I was close to him 
at the time. So that, as far as I am concerned, I 
could not let this occasion pass without saying, 
that if this young gentleman had lived, he would 
have taken a place in the command which I had 
the honor to lead. His father occupied a high 
position. He was a brave and gallant officer. He 
fell in the storming of Chapultepec, and his son 
fell on his way to join him. J take it for granted 
that there will be no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair considers the 
amendment as received, and the question is on its 
adoption. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MALLORY. 
priation for ‘completing the light-house at Sand 
Key, Florida,” by adding to it the following: 

And the construction of said work shall be continued 


and completed under the Topographical Bureau, by J. W. | 


P. Lewis, who has hitherto had charge of it. 

That involves no expenditure of money, and I 
can explain it in a few moments. Mr. Lewis is 
an engineer of Boston, of great skill. He pre- 
pared the working drawings and superintended 
the construction of this large and beautiful light 
at Sand Key, near my own residence. He con- 
ducted this work ata time when it was reported 
to be impracticable by an officer of the Army. 
He overcame those difficulties which were sup- 


posed to be insurmountable. About one half the | 


amount required was expended, when the ap- 
propriation gave out, and the officers of the Army 
were compelled to discontinue his services, because 
of the existence of a law which compelled them to 
employ an Army engineer. I propose now to do 
justice to this gentleman, who has devoted a life to 
this service. e studied engineering in England, 
and brought his knowledge of it here. I propose 
that we shall have the advantages of his talents 
and of his abilities. There is no objection to him 
whatever, I believe. } have known him a long 
while, and he is a very worthy engineer. 


Mr. CASS. This sort of legislation makes | 


mere ciphers of the Departments. If we go on in 
this way the Secretary of War will not be re- 
sponsible at all. If you appoint the man who is 
to do the business, you destroy the functions of 
the Administration. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
Michigan; we ought to leave these things to the 
proper Departments. 
with the appointing power. 

Mr. WELLER. 


how much has already been appropriated for th 
construction of that light-house? I know that i 
has been a very expensive one. Even our light- 
houses on the Pacific, where everything is so ex- 


pensive, are to be done for $25,000 or $30,000 ; 


apiece. I desire to know before I vote upon this 


proposition, how much money has already been | 
expended for the constraction of this light-house? | 

Mr. MALLORY. This amendment makes no |: 
The appropriation is a ‘| 
say to the Senator from California that I 
believe that the light-house is to cost nearly ; 
$100,000. But itis an iron-screw pile-light, one |. 


appropriation whatever. 
ready in the bill as it came from the House. 
would 


undred and forty feet high, built upon a barren 
island, and the appropriations for it, so far as I can 


learn, have been most economically and properly | 


expended. e 
n reply to the honorable Senator from Vir- 
ginia, I would say that this structure was com- 
menced under the Topographical Bureau. Mr 
Lewis is the gentleman who made the working 


drawings, who superintended all the work, and | 


has had charge of the work up to this time. THis 


Major Twiggs, his father, | 


I move toamend the appro- | 


I agree with the Senator from || 


We ought not to interfere | : A à 
i| which were considered insurmountable, and has 
If I understand the amend- || carried the work almost to completion. 
ment it makes an appropriation of $44,000 for the | 
completion of the light-house on Sand Key. 1: 


should like to know from the Senator from Florida i 


j 


‘mode of legislating. Let me puta case to the 


j 
| 


if we undertake to go and select persons to carry 

on these works. 
Mr. WELLER. 

| appropriation which bas been made for the con- 


| struction of this light-house. The first appro- 


| we are called upon to appropriate $44,000 more. 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment proposes 
no appropriation. The appropriation is already 
in the bill; and the question pending is on the 
proposition of the Senator from Florida to employ 
a particular individual to do the work. 

Mr. WELLER. May I not discuss the pro- 
| priety of the appropriation on this amendment? 
| The PRESIDENT. It is in order to do so; 
l but it is more strictly correct to speak to the 
amendment pending. 

Mr. WELLER. I merely desired to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact, that a yearago 
| $33,000 were appropriated to complete this light- 
house, and now we are called upon to appropriate 
| $44,000 more. 
| Mr. MALLORY. [ will modify my amend- 
| ment to meet the objection of the honorable Sena- 
| 
| 


i 
l 
i 
if 


or from North Carolina. L feel that justice’should 
be done to this individual. But I will modify my 
‘amendmentso as to leave the Secretary of War to 
employ any one he pleases. { think we ought to 
have the services of this engineer in completing 
the work. He has already overcome difficulties 


We wish 
the advantages of his labors; and I wish to use 
language, so thatit may be understood that we 
wish him to be continued. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I understand that this in- 
dividual is the only person who made an examin- 
ation of the site of the light-house, who was of 
opinion that it was practicable. The officers of 
the Army who examined it, gave it up; but he 
went further, and through his genius and his skill 
we have been able to carry forward the work thus 
far. Now, I think it would be doing a great 
wrong to leave the law in such a situation thatthe 
Department would be unable to avail themselves 


i! Whether the amendment should stand in the form 


done. 
Mr. BADGER. The statement of the Senator 


| lina, will not be very material, so that justice is 
| from Maine of itself is sufficient to show the im- 


‘propriety of this appropriation. What do we 


: know about the genius of Mr. Lewis? Are we 
to take evidence here and ascertain whether he dis- 
covered the site, whether he assisted by his genius, 

and skill, and dexterity, the officers in carrying on 
! the work, or whether any one else cannot do it? 


services have been discontinued for the want of | Can we possibly determine that matter? Then, 
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ERMS 


I believe this is the ‘third | 


! priation, I think, was $20,000; then there was an į 
| appropriation of $33,000 to complete it, and now | 


l of the services of this distinguished individual. | 


presented by the Senator from Florida, or in the | 
form suggested by the Senator from North Caro- | 


$3 FOR THIS 


New Seres. 


ION. 


if we do it in this instance, why not in every other 
case appropriate for building such a light-house at 
a particular point, and then say Robert Jones, or 
Captain Snooks shall be the man to superintend 
and direct the work? This js a matter which ought 
to be left to our executive officers. 

Mr. MALLORY. [have already told the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina the particulars of this 
matter. After this site had been recommended by 
various boards of underwriters, and by mercantile 
men all over this country, as a proper location for 
a light-house, it was examined with a view of 
placing one there, and a law passed requiring that 
ascrew-pile light should be put there. There was 
no alternative but to put up that description of 
light. Officers of the Army examined the spot, 
and pronounced itimpracticable. ‘This gentleman 
had paid particular attention to the construction of 
screw-pile lights in England. He examined the 
| place after the officers of the Army had pronounced 

it impracticable, and said he would engage to put 
a light there. He was appointed the engineer, 
and made drawings and specifications for the con- 
struction of the work. There is no such work on 
the continent of A merica as this. I havenodoubt 
the Secretary of ‘War would be glad to have au- 
thority to employ this individual, but as the law 
| now exists it cannot be done. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I wish to make a suggestion 
ito my friend from Florida. This gentleman, T 
believe, is a very skillful engineer—so far as I can 
understand, one of the very ablest in our country, 
in the management of works of this kind. But 
| the difficulty has been in the War Department. 
They were compelled to remove him, because they 
were bound to employ Topographical Engineers. 
They had no desire toremove this gentleman; and 
therefore I would suggest, in accordance with the 
suggestion of the Senator from Michigan, that the 
Senator from Florida modify his amendment, so 
as to give the Department a chance of employing 
any one they choose. Ihave no doubtthey would 
select this gentleman. 

Mr. MALLORY. Inaccordance with the sug- 
gestions of various Senators, I have medified my 
amendment so as to read: 

And so much of any act of Congress as requires that 


an officer of the Army shall be employed in constructing 
said work, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BELL. I offer the following amendment 
as an additional section: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War 
be directed to pay to each of the survivors, or to the heirs 
of those who have died, of the Seminole warriors who were 
mustered into the service of the United States at Fort 

! Brooke, in December, 1835, an amount equal to three 
months’ pay, and allowances of a private soldier in the Army 
of the United States: Provided, That the amount so paid 
shall not exceed $3,870: And provided, also, That stich 
amount paid shall be in full of all claims of said friendly 
Seminoles during the Florida war, for compensation and 
indemnity on account of losses sustained. 


In 1850 a provision passed in one of the appro- 
priation bills, providing for the payment of these 
Indians. It was adopted by both Houses; but, 
by some mischance, it was not incorporated into 
the enrolled bill, in the hurry and confusion of the 
last night of the session. The subject was again 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
they made a report upon it in favor of the claim. 
They have now instructed me to offer it as an 
amendment to this bill. The reason why the 
claim has been so long delayed, is on account of 
i} the loss of the muster roll, which has since been 
supplied by Captain Casey. These Indians were 
i| under the command of Major Betton. Captain 
|| Casey, who was an officer in his command, has 
I| since supplied the deficiency of the muster roll. 
Hence we have full proof as to who the claimants 
are. l hope the amendment wil! be adopted. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I desire to inquire whether 
this amendment was not voted down on the Indian 
appropriation bill? 

Mr. BELL. It was presented either on tha 
bill, or on the deficiency bill, and a question of 
I| order was raised, as to whether or not it was a 
|} private claim. Now, l appeal to any Senator on 
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this floor, if there is any pretense for saying that 
this amendment provides for a private claim. 
These Indians are as much entitled to this pay, 
by our laws, as our own soldiers. It is a provis-_ 
jon for past services; and the report which has 
been made on this subject from the Department, 
- will show that these services were valuable. ‘These 
Indians were regularly called into the service by 
General Gaines. _ f 
The PRESIDENT. The Chair is under the 
impression that the amendment can be received, 
as it is merely an appropriation to meet expenses 
incurred by the Government in employing these 
Indians, and not yet paid. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BORLAND. Jam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to offer the following 
amendment, to come in after the appropriation for 
medical and hospital department of the Army: 

To enable the President of the United States to procure 
the surrender of the patent issued to William T. G. Morton 
on the 12th day of November, 1846, for his discovery of the 
anaesthetic properties of sulphuric ether, $100,000. 

Mr. SMITH. I rise to a point of order. I 
object to the introduction of this amendment, on 
the ground that it is a private claim. It is the 
. subject of a petition to the House of Representa- 
tives. In the House of Representatives it has been 
referred to a select committee, and that committee 
have not yet reported. 

Mr. BORLAND. I believe they have reported. 

Mr. SMITH. No, sir; but Dr. Morton has 
prepared a report, which, it seems, they have 
caused to be printed. I have been here watching 
this subject the whole session, and 

Mr. BADGER. I rise to a point of order, Is 
this discussion in order? I thought the Sena- 
tor from Arkansas was entitled to the floor. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Con- 
necticut rose to a point of order. He will state 
his point of order, and not go into a discussion of 
the merits of the question. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not intend to go into its 
merits; but I shall have something to say about 
the merits of the proposition, if necessary. F con- 
tend that this is a private claim. Itis not insisted 
that it is founded in law, but in equity. A peti- 
tion has been presented to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and that House has appointed a select 
committee on the subject, 

Mr. BORLAND. `I rise toa question of order. 
I wish to know if the Senator from Connecticut is 
at liberty to discuss the subject? . 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator from Con- 
necticut will state his point of order. 

Mr. SMITH. My point of order is that this 
is a private claim. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has read the 
amendment, and he considers that there is no 
question but that it is for the benefit of an indi- 
vidual; but inasmuch as it proposes merely that 
the Government shall purchase a patent for its use, 
it cannot be considered a private claim under the 
rule, and therefore the Chair decides that the 
amendment is in order. 

A long debate ensued upon the amendment, in 
which Messrs. BORLAND, SMITH, BADGER, Gwin, 


Siweips, Hare, Doveras, Brappury, WALKER, | 


Sours, Maneum, Toucey, Brooke, Prarr, Mat- 
Lory, Sewarn,and Hunter participated. [This 
debate will be found in the Appendix.} The 
amendment was finally rejected, by a vote of yeas 
17, nays 28; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Borland, Brooke, Clemens, Dodge of 
Towa, Douglas, Gwin, Houston, James, Jones of Jowa, 
Mallory, Morton, Shields, Soulé, Stockton, Sumner, Walk- 
er, and Weller-—-17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, 
Charlton, Chase, Clarke, Dawson, Downs, Felch, Foot, 


Geyer, Hamlin, Hunter, King, Mangum, Meriwether, Mil- | 


ler, Norris, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Smith, Spruance, Tou- 
eey, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—28. 
_ Mr, DOWNS. I move to amend the bill by 
inserting the following: 

For continuing the hydrographical and topographical sur- 
vey of the delta of the Mississippi. with such investigations 


as may lead to determine the most practicable plan for sc- 
curing it from inundation, $50,000. 


The PRESIDENT. 
mittee ? 

Mr. DOWNS. It is recommended by the De-’ 
partment of War, and the estimate is furnished by 
the Secretary of Warand Topographical Bureau. 
It is to continue a work already commenced. 

Mr, HUNTER. There is a provision in rela- | 


Is that reported by a com- 


tion to that matter in the river and harbor bill, 
which has passed the House to-day. 

Mr. DOWNS. [think that cannot be the case. 
I am inclined to believe there is some mistake in 
that, because the bill, as it left the Senate, had no 
such provision in it. An appropriation was made 
a few “years ago for this work, but it is now ex- 
hausted. This is recommended by the Topograph- 
ical Bureau, after giving a detailed account of the 
progress of the work, and also by the Secretary 
of War. I have the estimate. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the amendment con- 
form to the estimate? 

Mr. DOWNS. Yes, sir; exactly. I will read 
the report of the Secretary of W ar madein January 
last, on the subject: 


“War DEPARTMENT, January 20, 1852. 

“In compliance with a resolution of the Senate, dated 
December, 1851, < that the Secretary of the Department of 
¢War communicate to the Senate any reports which have 
t been received in reference to the inundations of the Mis- 
© sissippi, and to state whether any further appropriation is 
< required to complete the surveys and investigation hereto- 
I fore furnished,’ F have the honor to transmit herewith the 
report of the Chief Topographical Engineer, accompanied 
by the reports of Lieutenant Colonel Long, of the Topo- 


neer, submitting an estimate of $50,000 for the. further 
prosecution of the investigation in reference to the inunda- 
tions of the Mississippi river.?? 

This is signed by the Secretary of War, and 
directed to the President of the Senate. 

Lieutenant Long, in his report, Jimits himself 
toan exposition of what has been done by Cap- 
tain Hlumphrey’s command, and of what is not 
required to be done. He also enters into the ques- 
tion of the funds necessary for the future opera- 
tions. From this the estimate is now submitted 
of $50,000 for the ensuing fiscal year, for the 
further prosecution of the investigation in refer- 
ence to the inundations of the Mississippi. 

Į will state that some years ago this survey was 
suggested to, and approved ‘by the Government, 
and an appropriation of $50,000 was made for the 
purpose of surveying the whole delta of the Mis- 
sissippi, to see if it were possible that a plan could 
be devised to prevent the great inundations which 
occur there, and which are becoming more and 
more destructive every year. In the first instance 
a preliminary report was made by a board of en- 
gineers, giving the results of a reconnoissance and 
general view of the work, with suggestions of 
what ought to be done, showing the necessity for 
a complete survey of that portion of the river. It 
was a mere preliminary report. After that two 
commissions were organized, one of the Topo- 
graphical Engineers, with Colonel Long atits head, 
to survey the delta proper and the shores of the 
Mississippi; and another, under a civil engineer— 
Mr. Ellet—whose special duty it was to exam- 
ine the mouths of the Mississippi. They have 
made exceedingly interesting and valuable reports. 
So far as the mouth of the Mississippi is con- 
cerned, I suppose the subject has been thoroughly 
investigated by Professor Ellet, and the appropri- 
ation no longer extends to that branch of the work. 
Colonel Long has made a report showing the pro- 
gress of his work, which is also exceedingly in- 
teresting; but there is a large portion of the work 
which was originally suggested by the preliminary 
examination which yet remains to bedone. This 
applies altogether to the topographical survey. It 
is a work of great interest. It has been only par- 
tially executed. The proper authorities—both the 
chief of the Board of Engineers and the Secretary 
of War—recommend the appropriation... If there 
ever was an appropriation which should be made 
this is one. 
it. 


division—ayes 16, noes not counted. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
to use an amendment which was prepared by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance. It is to 
do an act of justice to one of the executive depart- 
ments of the Government, by making a little iv- 
crease in the salaries of the clerks in the Quarter- 
master’s Department, It is to allow the chief 
clerk in that Department $1,706 salary, two clerks, 
$1,600, and one clerk $1,400. The Quartermaster 
General has recommended it. I have his letter 
before me. . 

The PRESIDENT. That will not answer. 
The recommendation must be from the head of a 
Department. 


Mr. HUNTER. The Committee on Finance 


graphical Engineers, and of Mr. Charles Bilet, civil engi- | 


I hope there will be no objection to | 


The amendment was rejected; there being, ona | 


I have been permitted | 


| never acted upon that. The amendment was pre- 


pared in pursuance of the letter of the Quarter- 
master General, but the committee did not act 
upon il. 

The PRESIDENT. To be in order it requires 
either to be estimated for by the head of a Depart- 
ment or to be reported from a committee. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This is just as much in 
order as various propositions which have been 
| made to increase salaries in the bill. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have an amendment to pro- 
pose, which depends for its adoption upon the 
good faith of Congress and upon the importance 
of the work. Itis true the appropriation proposed 
is a large one. 1 shall make a brief statement in 
reference to the grounds upon which it may be 
made. It is to insert the following in the bill: 

For the construction of Fort Delaware, $200,000. 

The PRESIDENT. Is that reported from a 
committee? 

Mr. BAYARD. It isnot; but it is founded on 
an estimate from the War Department which I 
hold in my hand. 

Mr. President, I ask for this appropriation on 
the ground that the good faith of the Government 
is pledged to the erection of the fort, and on the 
further ground that common justice to the defense 
of three States of this Union requires that st should 
be made. I have nothing to do with any other 
fortification, because this stands on a double 
ground. The ground of good faith is the one on 
which I mainly rely. During the war of 1812— 
on the 27th of May, 1813—the State of Delaware 
ceded to the United States Pea Patch Island, for 
the purpose of erecting forts, batteries, and fortifi- 
cations for the protection of the viver Delaware 
and the adjacent country, upon the express condi- 
tion that they would not only erect, but maintain 
and keep up those fortifications at their expense. 
That was the condition of the cession of the soil 
and jurisdiction over it. The United States accept- 
ed the cession on those terms. They proceeded, 
after the war, to erect a fort on the island. Sub- 
sequent to its erection, it was, in 1828, destroyed 
by fire. After it was destroyed, no step was taken 
to rebuild it; and owing to the negligence of the 
agents of the Government, the title to the island 
became involved. A reason which was always 
assigned for no further appropriation was that 
there was an insecure and uncertain title. But 
that arose from the negligence of the General Gov- 
ernment, and from the negligence of the Genera? 
Government alone. The agents of the Govern- 
ment made no application to the State of Delaware 
for the title. They chose to entangle themselves 
by agreement after agreement and all sorts of neg- 
lect. Things remained in this way down to 1847, 
when the matter was brought, with the evidence 
of the title of the State of Delaware, before a tri- 
bunal competent to decide—chosen by the agree- 
ment of the party who claimed as against the Uni- 
ted States and against the title of Delaware—and 
referred to one of the most distinguished lawyers 
of our country. The decision was in favor of 
the Siate of Delaware; and that was entirely set- 
tled. i 

The excuse, therefore, for the delay in comply- 
ing with the pledged faith of the Government has 
been removed since 1847, a period of five years; 
but the first stone of that fortification has yet to be 
aid. You have embanked the island. It con- 
tains about ninety acres of valuable land. In its 
present condition, for other purposes, it is worth 
from $70,000 to $100,000. We have the right, 
beyond all controversy, in Delaware, if you do 
not comply with the condition imposed by the 
grant, to recover the island from you. Ido not 
deny that there may be legal difficulties in refer- 
ence to a suit, considering the Government as the 
owner of the property; but I think they can be 
overcome. We, in Delaware, want to know the 
determination of Congress—whether they mean to 
comply with their faith or not; andif they do not, 
i| we will see if we cannot assert our legal right to 
|| recover the island. That is the reason why I 
i| place this proposition before you. But I say 
|| further, if you refuse this appropriation, you are 
i| bound by every obligation of morals to recede the 
| island without entering into a legal contest with 
| 


| Delaware; because the condition is as express in 
the act of cession as itcan be. You have violated 
that condition by your neglect for. fifteen years, 
and for a period of five years more, when, with 
|| no pretense, you have refused an appropriation 


ii 
| 


1852. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2435 


for the fortification. So much for the question of 
good faith; now for the importance of the work. 

The island is situated immediately opposite the 
mouth of the Chesapeake and Delaware Canal, 
which is the great link of communication through 
which, in case of war, the whole coasting trade of 

our country must pass from the Chesapeake Bay. 

t is the sole defense of the States of New Jersey, 
Delaware, and a part of Pennsylvania; and the 
sole sufficient defense of the city of Philadelphia, 
in the case of war, against the incursions of a for- 
eign enemy commanding a fleet of steamers; for as 
to Fort Mifflin, itisa little work, which, though 
it might avail against one or two sailing vessels, 
could not possibly restrain the advance of even an 
ordinary fleet of steamers. The position of the 
island is such that works erected there would ren- 
der it impossible for any fleet to advance up the 
Delaware. By it you may protect the whole 
coast, both of New Jersey and of Delaware, and 
obtain a new means of controlling the possibility 
of an enemy taking possession of your breakwater 
at the mouth of the bay, and maintaining it 
during a war as they did during the last war. 
You also secure ‘the impossibility of an enemy’s 
attacking the most valuable powder establishment 
in the country—so valuable that during the war 
of 1812, through its whole progress, you had four 
thousand volunteers stationed in the State of Del- 
aware for their protection, because they were ab- 
solutely necessary for your purpose; and now 
they are far more important and extended than 
they were then. ` 

I do not mean to go further into any argument. 
I only wanted to bring the matter fairly before 
the Senate. But I submit that there is no consti- 
tutional objection in the way of this appropri- 
ation. The faith of the Government is pledged 
for the maintenance of the fort. That is the 
groat ground on which the appropriation is asked. 

have nothing to do with your policy as to 
whether you will make appropriations for other 
fortifications or not, l suppose that the Govern- 
ment of the United States, when it pledges its 
faith, is not going to break it either to an indi- 
vidual or to a State. Iam aware that the State of 
Delaware has but a small vote in both Houses of 
Congress. J am aware, of course, that her influence 
is commensurate only with her vote; but I do hope 
and believe that other States will look to this, that 
if the United States can break their faith with a 
small State, they may hereafter break it with a 
large State; and the principle of bad faith in any 
Government can only tend to its disgrace and in- 
jury. I therefore ask the Senate to agree to this 
appropriation, because a policy prevails in the 
other House not to go on with a system of fortifi- 
cation improvements that originated with the Gov- 
ernment; that, though the United States have 
erected works, which are not yet completed, for 
the defenseof New York; though they have erect- 
ed works on other points of the sea-board, the 
whole coast of Delaware, the State of New Jer- 
sey, and the city of Philadelphia stand undefend- 
ed by a single work, and that, too, when the Gov- 
ernment holds the soil ceded to it by the State of 
Delaware on the pledge that it would erect the 
work for which I ask the appropriation. I cannot 
conceive that a stronger case could be presented. 
It does not stand on any system of policy. It 
commends itself to Congress because it is founded 
upon the express pledge of the Government. 

Mr. HUNTER. We have a whole page of 
estimates for fortifications. If we adopt one, we 
may put the fortification bill on this bill. I hope 
we shall not commence with that at this hour of 
the night upon the Army bill. I hope we shall | 
have a vote, 

Mr. SHIELDS. There is a great deal of force 
in what the honorable Senator from Delaware has 
said in relation to this point. It is oneof the most 
important points on the Atlantic sea-board; but it 
is a part of the general national defenses, and I 
regret to say that it seems that these defenses are 
about to be wholly abandoned. I should vote for 
this amendment most cheerfully, only it ought to 
be connected with a great many other points that 
are equally exposed and require equal defenses. 
The question with the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs was whether we would embarrass this bill | 
with this necessary and essential subject, or wait 
until the next session when we could take it up 
and systematize it. We finally concluded that 


we could not dispose of the question this session. 


1 would be glad to vote for this appropriation, but 
I wish to vote for it only in connection with other 
points equally necessary. 

Mr. BAYARD. I admit that the argument of 
the Senator from Illinois would be all-powerful if 
the amendment rested simply upon the importance 
of the work; but the difference between this and 
others is, that the faith of the Government is 
pledged for the erection of this fort. That is en- 
tirely thrown out of view in the argument of the 
Senator.. You cannotavoid the terms upon which 
Delaware, small as she is, ceded the jurisdiction 
of the island to you, except on the principle of 
breaking the faith of the Government, after the 
grant is executed. Task for the yeas and nays 
on my amendment. I want my State to know 

our determination. 

Mr. STOCKTON. I am reluctant to say a 
word at this time upon the subject of the defenses 
of the Delaware. J do not know that I would 
have introduced it myself at this late period of the 
session; but as it has been introduced by my hon- 


orabje friend, [Mr. Bayarv,] and as the State of | 


New Jersey has a deep interest in the question, a 


duty seems to devolve upon me, as one of her rep- | 


resentatives,to say a word or two in favor of this 
proposition to reconstruct the fort on Pea Patch 
Island, in the Delaware river. I was not at all 
surprised to see a disposition on the part of Sen- 
ators to vote down this appropriation almost with- 
outa hearing. Sir, Delaware and New Jersey are 
amongst the smallest States in this Union. When 
I look around this august Senate, I perceive that 
those who, like myself, represent the smaller States 
of this Confederacy, are but a handful when com- 
pared with the rest of this body; but, sir, this will 
not deter me from the effort to have justice done 
upon this occasion to the smaller States. In truth, 
it is my chief inducement to rise and say a word 
in behalf of those States. I hope and expect that 


an appealto your magnanimity will not be in vain. | 


We hope from that magnanimity what we cannot 
expect from your fears. Although these States are 
comparatively of small geographical dimensions, 
Senators will remember that whilst we represent 
small States of the Union, we are delegates from 
the Old Thirteen. Mr. President, when I advert 
to the Old Thirteen, I cannot forget that New Jer- 
sey suffered as much in the fearful struggle for in- 
dependence as any other State, and that the part 


she took in that contest was as meritorious as that | 


of any other State. Sir, it may be safely assumed 
that New Jersey was the battle-field of the Revolu- 
tion; and it is not too much to say that, upon her 
soil, the battle ofindependence was foughtand won. 
Does not this entitle her defenses to some consider- 
ation from Congress, especially when you remem- 
ber how small an amount of all the appropriations 
of Congress at this session, as well as other ses- 
sions, willinure to her advantage, whilst the inter- 
est of the other States has been so much your care 
and concern? Sir, since the adoption of the Con- 
stitution, there has been no State admitted into 
this Union, with the exception, perhaps, of one, 
of smaller dimensions than my own State. The 
equality supposed by our fathers to have been ob- 
tained by that Constitution, has been proved by 
experience to be more nominal than real. By 
commanding majorities in the other House of Con- 
gress, the larger States are all potential in this Gov- 
ernment; but we do not complain of this. It was 
nominated in the bond, and all the obligations as- 
sumed by New Jersey, she has, and will redeem, 
cost what it may. 

Your appropriations are made for commerce and 
navigation, and even for agriculture, without a 
murmur; but when we attempt to speak here of 
the other great interests of New Jersey, we can 
scarcely getahearing. Those interests which my 
constituents hold very important, as connected 
with State and national defense, are not permitted 
to be introduced into Congress without opposition. 
Whilst you have given to commerce, and to navi- 
gation, and to agriculture, the highest possible en- 
couragement, what have you done; comparatively, 
for all other interests? ‘To navigation you have 
given the exclusive navigation of your ten thou- 
sand miles of sea coast, and a costly navy to attend 
upon it, and protect it wherever it goes. To ag- 
riculture you have given the best and cheapest 
lands in the world. Having refused to aid us in 
the development of our resources for defenses, the 
least we can expect from you is, that you will re- 
deem your pledged word, and erect this fort. We 


are told that it is too late in the session. Sir, it is 
never too late to do good or toact justly, Wedo not 
ask this asa mere boon. We say that Delaware 
and New Jersey have an indisputable-claim upon 
the Government to build this fort, and to protect 
the Delaware river in every possible way against 
hostile incursion. We are, to be sure, small States 
—we have but few men at arms—we are weak— 
nay, we are quite helpless, on the Delaware against 
an enemy. One steamer may now come, un- 
harmed, up the Delawareto Philadelphia and Cam- 
den, and on their way may kindle all the barns 
and dwelling-houses on both shores in flames. 
With the war-speeches of grave and sedate Sena- 
tors yet tingling in our ears, who will deny the 
possibility of such an occurrence ? I feeland know 
the necessity for such or other defenses, and I say 
that itis time you redeemed your-pledge to build 
that fort. You received a good title for the land 
upon the consideration that you should build a fort. 
For five years you have been in possession, under 
a good title, and for fivelong years you have neg- 
lected to fulfill your plighted word; and now, for 
the first time, we come and ask that you would 
fulfill your promise. We cannot compel—we en- 
treat you, in the names of New Jersey and Dela- 
ware—we appeal to you, in consequence of their 
revolutionary services—in consequence of their 
valuable and unflinching services in the formation 
of the present Constitution. Your encouragement 
of commerce, under that Constitution, has built up 
on our borders large and wealthy cities, and has 
annihilated our foreign commerce. With one of 
the best sea-ports on the coast we have no foreign 
commerce. Your Treasury books will show that 
with eighty thousand tons engaged in the coasting 
trade, we have no foreign trade. Thisamount of 
tonnage engaged in the coasting trade shows our 
facilities for commerce; and yet, such has been the 
result of your policy, as to make allour commercial 
advantages inure to the benefit of other States. 
Notwithstanding, we have submitted to this inev- 
itable result without a murmur, and have sus- 
tained the present Constitution with unfaltering 
fidelity, us we aided in establishing it. Now, isit 


| too much for us to ask, by this amendment, that 


you fufill the pledge which you made to build the 
fort upon land granted to you for that purpose by 
the State of Delaware? 

Mr. BAYARD. I desire to make another re- 
mark on the importance of having this fort erected. 
The island, as I stated, contains about ninety 
acres, and lies midway in the channel of the Dela- 
ware, between the States of New Jersey and Del- 
aware, and directly opposite the mouth of the 
Chesapeake and Delaware canal. In the eventof 
a war, there being no defenses there, except the 
slight ones at Fort Mifin, forty-five miles above 
it, the island could be taken possession of by the 
enemy; and if he did take possession of it and 


| cast up field-works, you would find it almost im- 
| possible to dislodge bim. 


Itis perfectly capable 
of being made the residence of five thousand or ten 
thousand men; and in the hands of an enemy you 
would have no means of assailing it successfully, 
for he could connect himself with his vessels and 
have the means of harassing and utterly devasta- 
ting both States, and also of attacking Philadel- 
phia. 

¥ will mention the basis of the estimate. The 
recommendation is that $200,000 can be most judi- 
ciously expended. The wholeamount of the esti- 
mate for the construction of the fortis $530,000; 
and the reason why thesum named in the amend- 
ment can be most judiciously expended arises 
from the fact, as one of the engineers has stated, 
that wherevera work is to be constructed, thelarger 
the appropriation at the time the less proportion 
the contingencies bear to it; and it is always 
sound economy not to make too small a partial 
appropriation. : 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and being 
taken resulted—yeas 19, nays 16; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Borland, Brodhead, Dawson, 
De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Jones of 
Towa, Mallory, Miller, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Spruance, 
Stockton, Walker, and Weller—19. 

NAYS—Messrs, Bradbury, Charlton, Clarke, Downs, 
| Feleh, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Mangum, Mason, Meri- 
wether, Marton, Norris, Smith, Underwood, and Wade-~16, 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

No further amendment being proposed, the bill 
was reported to the Senate as amended. i 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the question will be 
| taken on all the amendments together. 1 would 
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t the one in relation to Fort Delaware, but 


excep ; 
as we have just had the yeas and nays upon it, I 
will not. 

Mr. MANGUM. I desire to except that 
amendment. 


Mr. WELLER. I do not see that any prac- 
tical good can result from reserving it. We have 
just had the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. MANGUM. I see no recommendation for 
such an appropriation. 

Mr. WELLER. But the Senate have just de- 
cided it. 

Mr. MANGUM. I know that. 

The PRESIDENT. It is nota matter for dis- 
cussion. A Senator can ask to have the question 
taken on all the amendments separately, if he dè- 
sires it. If there be no objection, the question 
will be taken upon all the amendments together, 
with the exception of the one mentioned by the 
Senator from North Carolina. 

‘All the amendments made as in Committee of 
the Whole, with the exception of the one men- 
tioned, were concurred in. 

On the question to concur in the amendment, 

« For the construction of Fort Delaware, $200,000,” 


Mr. MANGUM asked for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 25; as follows: 


YERAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Borland, Brodhead, 
Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Fish, Foot, Geyer, 
Gwin, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, Miller, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, 
Spruance, Stockton, Walker, and Weller—21. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bradbury, Bright, Brooke, Charlton, 
Chase, Clarke, Davis, Downs, Feleh, Hale, Hamlin, Hous- 
ton, Hunter, King, Mangum, Mason, Meriwether, Morton, 
Norris, Seward, Sinith, Sumner, Toucey, Underwood, and 
Wade—25. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


. Mr. MALLORY. I renew the amendment 
which, at the request of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, I withdrew when in 
Committee of the Whole: 

And be it further enacted, ‘That the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasnry be, and they are hereby, authorized 
to adjust and settle the claims of the State of Fiorida, for 
the services of her troops, under the act of February 27, 
1851, by the provisions of the statute for the settlement of 
the claims of Virginia, for like services, as prescribed by 
this act. 

That was prepared by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, since it was offered this afternoon; 
and it is placing Florida upon a footing with Vir- 
ginia and other States which have been legislated 
for. 

Mr. DAWSON. The committee ordered the 
report to be made. The amendment which was 
withdrawn this morning went to a greater extent 
than the committee intended. This is in precise 
conformity to the one which passed for the State 
of Virginia. It prescribes the same rules that are 
to be followed in the case of Virginia. 

Mr. HUNTER. I make no objection to that. 

Mr. BRIGHT This is in substance the same 
amendment which was before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT. It was then withdrawn, 

Mr. BRIGHT. It comes from the Senator from 
Florida alone, and is not recommended by any 
committee. That is the point to which I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate. The same prop- 
osition was before the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs: but that committee rejected it, at least so the 
Senator from Alabama, [Mr. Cremens,] a mem- 
her of that committee, stated to me; and he told 
me, if I would appeal to him, he would so state. 
I understood the honorable Senator from Florida, 
when he presented the amendment before, to state 
that-the money had already been appropriated. 

Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRIGHT. And that all that was required 
was authority from the General Government to 
entitle Florida to pay the money. 

Mr. WELLER. To receive it. 


Mr. BRIGHT. No; I understand that the |; 


money has been appropriated to the State of Flor- 
ida, but that legislation is now necessary in order 
to give Florida the right to pay it out. I un- 
derstood the Senator from Florida to take that 
ground, 

Mr. MALLORY. The explanation is simple. 
To reimburse Florida for the expenses of sup- 
pressing hostilities in 1849, Congress passed an 
act granting $75,000. In adjusting the claims of 
Florida for the money paid, the accounting officers 
were compelled to pay her troops less money than 
the same description of troops in the Army are 


| counting officers that this was unjust, and a reso- 
| lation to remedy it was prepared under their direc- 


Affairs. 
the resolution to me, saying that it covered too 
much ground, and suggested to me to prepare one 
placing Florida on the same ground as other States, 
viz: paying her mounted volunteers eight dollars 
'amonth. i understand that is the whole ground 
i of the amendment. It simply places Florida in 
| that respect on an equality with other States. 

Mr. BRIGHT. It is said that there will be an 


i be an end of the claims that Florida will present 
i for money to pay for this class of demands which 
| they allege they have against the Treasury of the 
| United States. There has been more money ap 

| propriated out of the public Treasury to pay claims 


in Florida, arising from Indian hostilities and va- |: 
| rious other modes and forms, than in any other | 


‘little State in the United States. 

I confess I do not understand this claim, and for 
that reason Iam unwilling to vote for it. Iam 
willing to undertake to pay claims in Florida upon 
the same principlethat we have paid claims in Vir- 


rest upon very different foundations. I say, I do 


‘Military Affairs decide against it? If it be ajust 
claim, why has it not been paid long since? Va- 


not merit in them. 

| Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, if the honor- 
‘able Senator from Indiana had given one single 
reason why this amendment should not be adopt- 
ed, I would submit at once. Hesays he suspects 
this claim. Why, sir, I understand that the 
amendmenthas been prepared by the Military Com- 
mittee. [thas certainly been prepared by one mem- 
ber of that committee, and only one could prepare 
it. He drew it up and submitted it to me, and I 


not take the trouble to read it through. This is 
not the same amendment which I. prepared with 
i the consent of one of the Auditors of the Treas- 
ury, and offered this morning. 

Ít is said that Florida has received a great deal 
of money from the Treasury. I deny it, sir. But 
when she gets a thousandth part from the scra- 
` pings of the Treasury, which the great West 
i (which the Senator from Indiana in part repre- 
| sents) gets, then we may come here and plead 


‘ cuilty of getting too much. 
|5 y org S 


| paid a thousandth part of her just claims for which 
| she is now contending, then she may be open to 
‘the imputation of getting something from the 


: United States. This Government engaged years i 


| ago to remove the savage tribes of Indians from 
| Florida, who had kept the State in consternation 
i and terror for over ten years; and we repeatedly 
i called out our troops, whom the Government of 
i the United States was pledged in honor and faith 


| to pay; and when we ask to be paid for them, we |) 


are answered, that we have received too much 
i money for this description of claims. Is that the 
| way to treat a claim “presented here by a sover- 
| eign State? Why, you have voted amendment 
! after amendment of this sort to other States, and 
| why should you deny it to Florida? 

| When the gentleman says he suspects the 
| amendment, let him point out where any suspi- 
i cion upon itlies? These accounts are now before 
i the accounting officers of the Treasury, and it has 


i been suggested to us by these officers to prepare | 


-gome such proposition as this; that justice re- 


: would pay the money. 
i Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I regret very 


discussion. It isa very simple question. By the 


land paid by that State, and for obligations in 


1849. These obligations. were incurred by Flor- 
ida in calling out her troops for the purpose o 


suppressing these hostilities. 
arisen as to the difference between the pay of cav 


end of time; but I doubt whether there will ever | 


: ginia, by an act of Congress passed for the relief of ; 
Virginia; but they may be very different cases, and | 


not profess to understand this case. It may be | 
just; but if it wereso, why did the Committee on | 


rious applications have been madeto Congress from | 
time to time by Florida to pay this class of claims; ; 
and l confess frankly, that I suspect all these í 
claims, and am inclined to believe that they have | 


had so much confidence in his judgment, that did | 


When Florida gets | 


quired it, and the moment it was passed they | 


much that this little amendment has elicited any | 


act of 1851 there were $75,000 appropriated for | 
Í the reimbursement of Florida for moneys advanced | 


curred in the suppression of Indian hostilities in | 


The difficulty has |; gone 


| 
|! laws, paid them as cavairy—paid them at the rate 
i| of eight dollars per month, instead of seven dol- 
| lars per month, the pay of infantry. It is there- 
|| fore simply intended by this amendment to reim- 
i burse Florida for the additional dollar per month 
which she has paid to those men. It is not asking 
i! of the Senate to add at this time one dollar to the 
i appropriation bill, but it is simply to apply one 
dollar per month out of the $75,000 appropriated 
- in 1851, to pay these troops as mounted men. 

| _ Lregret exceedingly that the honorable Senator 
© from indiana should have thought proper on this 
occasion to make what I consider a fling at Flor- 
ida. : 

! Mr. BRIGHT. I did not intend to do so, 

Mr. MORTON. It is true that the Indian war 
in Florida cost this Government an immense 
amount of money; but that has been no fault of 
the people of Figrida. Forty millions have been 
expended in that war; not for the benefit of the 
people of Florida, but for the benefit of the Army 
of the United States, and the hangers-on of that 
Army. Ihave never seen ten citizens of the State 
of Florida who were benefited $1,000 by the Flor- 
ida war. Many of the citizens of that State lost 
all their property by the war. The expenditure 
of $40,000,000, part of which came from those 
people, did not inure to their benefit, but to the 
benefit of the Army and its hangers-on. 

Mr. RUSK. There is another ground upon 
which this appropriation, or rather this diversion of 
an existing appropriation, ought, as it seems to 
me, to be granted. By the law under which the 
accounts were settled at the Auditor’s office, there 
was a distinction drawn between these and other 
troops; and that distinction amounts to the pitiful 
sum of one dollar a month. Now, the proposition 
is to put Florida upon an equality with every 
other State in the Union. The money has been 
appropriated, and is now in the Treasury, and 
this is merely to allow the money to be paid to 
Florida in the same manner that other States have 
been paid. i : 

It has been said that the Florida war has cost 
the United States a great deal. That is true, sir; 
| but it has cost Florida more. It has broken u 
her settlements. Her people have lost nearly all 
| their property. Nay, more; many ofthem—men, 
; women, and children—who were entitled to pro- 
| tection by the strong arm of this Government, lost 
their lives. Itseems to me that it is perfectly rea- 
ji sonable and eminently just to put these troops on 
i the same footing with similar troops who served 
| in other States. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I merely wish to state that 
| the same principle has been applied to Virginia, 
i Georgia, South Carolina, and other States. 

| Mr. PRATT. I desire to inquire of the chair- 
‘man of the Committee on Military Affairs, 
| whether, in thecase of Virginia, Georgia, and South 
Carolina, the United States have paid mounted 
men at the rate of eight dollars or seven dollars 
per month? 

_ Mr.SHIELDS. Where the mounted men were 
! mustered as such, they were paid seven dollars a 
i month; butin Georgia, where they were mustered 
as cavalry, we have made a provision similar to 
this which is proposed now to be made for Flor- 
ida. 

Mr. PRATT. The true question, in my view, 
is this: Under the then existing laws of the United 
States all soldiers engaged in this war were entitled 
to receive only at the rate of seven dollars per 
month. The State of Florida paid to some, if not 
all, of the soldiers whom she employed in that, 
| war, eight dollars per month. She, therefore, ex- 
ceeded by one dollar per month the limitation pre- 
scribed by the act of the Federal Government. It 
would give me great pleasure to vote with my 
honorable friends from Florida on this question, 1f 
the same principle has been applied to any one of 
‘i the cases which we have incorporated into this 
| bil. Have we in any one of these cases gone 
f | beyond the act of 1836? If the United States have 
beyond that, then I am willing to vote for 
-|| this claim. Are the cases which have been re- 


| 
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| 
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Mr. MORTON. 
řeply to the honorable Senator from Maryland. 
The act of 1836, as I said before, provided that 
the troops engaged in the suppression of Indian 
hostilities in Florida should be paid as infantry. 
I think that the Comptroller of the Treasury made 
an error in applying this act to the payment of 


I beg leave to say a word in 


troops called out in 1849. I think the act of 1836 
had expired; or, at all events, the act of 1851, 
‘expressly provided that Florida should be reim- 
bursed the money which she had paid, and the 
obligations which she had entered into for the sup- 
pression of the Indian outbreak in 1849. I think, 
therefore, with due deference to the opinion of the 
Comptroller, that he erred in making the act of 
1836, which applied to the payment of troops en- 
gaged in 1836, applicable to the troops engaged in 
1849, aud paid under the act of 1851. g 

Mr. DAWSON. I will answer the interroga- 
tory of the Senator from Maryland. Georgia ad- 
vanced money to pay her troops at the rate of 
eight dollars per month, or one dollar per month 
more than the Government of the United States 
authorized her to pay. When Georgia called upon 
the Federal Government to reimburse her for the 
amount of money which she had paid, the United 
States fell short one dollar per month. But an 
amendment has been adopted to-day, on this bill, 
which provides that Georgia shall be reimbursed 
at the rate of eight dollars per month—the amount 
which she paid. 

Mr. PRATT. Then, that amendment ought 
to be reconsidered, or this ought to be passed. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Itis proper that [ should say, 
in justification of my objection to this claim, that 
the refusal of the Committee on Military Affairs 
to recommend it, is a sufficient objection to my 
mind to vote against it. Under the rule, unless a 
claim be estimated for or recommended by some 
standing committee of this body, it is not proper 
to place it upon a general appropriation bill. I 
am aware that the rule has been departed from in 
every appropriation bill that we have thus far con- 
sidered. It is a very thankless task to oppose 
claims of this character, and I expect that I shall 
do much less in future than I have in times past 
in regard tn them. 

Mr, SHIELDS. My honorable friend shows 
that he isa great friend of economy. In this par- 
ticular instance, he exhibits a very remarkable 
zeal. The Committee on Military Affairs did 
reject the claim when it came in originally, but 
since then the committee have reéxamined the 
matter, and now they place this claim precisely 
where they have placed all the others, and have 
done for Florida what they have done for the other 
States—no more, and no less. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. DOWNS. I now renew the amendment 
which I offered, and which was rejected by the 
Senate as in Committee of the Whole. It is to 
insert: 

“For continuing the topographical and hydrographical 
survey of the delta of the Mississippi, with such investiga- 
tions as may lead to determining the most practicable plan 
for securing it from inundation, 50,000." 

I will state, in addition to what | said before, 
that this amendment is offered in pursuance of a 
recommendation of the head of the War Depart- 
ment; that it is necessary to carry out the work 
which has already been commenced, and that, in 
fact, the 450,000 already expended will be, ina 
great degree, useless if this additional appropria- 
tion be not made. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the 
fact, that this appropriation, originally, was made 
to guard against no ordinary evil. It was not to 
provide for an ordinary case. For nearly the 
half century that Louisiana has been in the Union, 
we have never asked any appropriation for this 
purpose, It was only after the sales of Govern- 
ment land extended up the Mississippi river, and 
the consequent extension of the levees, that, from 
some cause, in the years 1849, 1850, and 1851, a 
state of things was produced which never had 
existed before. There wasa general inundation 
then of a large portion of this country, That 
which had been supposed to be reclaimed before 
was not free from it. From the very commence- 
ment of the settlements on the Mississippi, the 
citizens there, without the aid of the Government, 
had carried on this levee system, and had, to a 


i 


j of doing something. 


| body that the ablest engineers that could be de- 


| general reconnoissance. ‘I'hey took a view of the 


| interesting, to be sure, te the citizens of New 


| merge a large extent of country of the most valu- | 


show that the United States have received some 
$2,000,000 from the sales of lands thus reclaimed, 
without spending a dollar for their reclamation. 
You will recollect, Mr. President, that in 1849 
so great was this calamity that almost one half of 
New Orleans itself was overflowed. Under these 
circumstances, everybody admitted the necessity 
The researches of science 
had not then, and they have not yet, pointed out 
the most effectual way. Different ideas have been 
suggested; but it has been concurred in by every- 


tailed by the Government, should be appointed 
for the purpose of making surveys of this delta, 
and, if possible, to solve the problem whether 
these inundations could be prevented, and if so, 
the best way of doing it. Engineers differed in 
opinion. Many of the most experienced enter- 
tained different views. Some preferred raising the 
levees, aud stopping the water’s running out. 
Others have supposed that the only effective way 
would be to change the system, and open new 
outlets instead of extending the levees. This is 
a matter of life and death, not only to Louisiana, 
but to a large portion of Arkansas, Missouri, and 
Mississippi. 

The first board of engineers appointed made a 


river from near St. Louis extending down to the 
Gulf. They saw the vast extent of the work, and 
the great difficulties which were experienced. ‘This 
enabled them to suggest the points of investiga- 
tion. They concurred in making the preliminary 
report. The board was regularly organized, and 
the surveys were commenced. They have made 
progress in that work, but it is far from being 
completed. They have not even gone far enough 
yet to give a definite opinion as to the best modes 
in which works should be commenced. 

The United States have made a large donation 
of these overflowed and swamp lands to Louisiana 
and other States, for the purpose of preventing in- 
undation. ‘They have already appropriated to 
Louisiana some 8,000,000 acres, which are now 
at the disposition of the State authorities. The 
State has, as yet, adopted no definitive plan for 
their reclamation, because these surveys have not 
been completed, and no man can yet indicate the 
best mode of improvement. 

I ask, under these circumstances, whether it is 
not reasonable that this amount should be appro- 
priated? This is a question of great importance. 
The United States are greatly interested in it, be- 
cause they have a vast quantity of public lande to 
be benefited. The improvement of this delta is 
very important to nearly all the commerce of the 
Union. These inundations are dangerous to all 
the commerce connected with New Orleans. In 
regard to a subject of so much interest, when a 
system has already been commenced, it seems to 
me that it would really be a hard measure of jus- 
tice to Louisiana, Mississippi, and all the other 
States interested, to stop in the midst of the work 
in this way. I have not been unreasonable. This 
is the only amendment that I have offered to this 
or any other appropriation bill for Louisiana, or 
that section in which I am interested. I have let 
these bills take their course. But, sir, this is a 
question of life and death with my constituents. 
A large portion of the finest agricultural lands in 
the world in Louisiana is liable to be overflowed 
every year, and a great deal of it has been over- 
flowed for three successive years. We wish to 
see whether it is not possible to enable us to avoid 
it. Is it not reasonable that the attempt should : 
be made? 


Will they break down in the midst of it? l hope ;, 1 tee 
|| Conference appointed on the Indian appropriation 


the Senate will agree to the amendment. 

Mr. RUSK. This is a very important matter. 
It is proposed now to continue this work which 
has been begun by the United States. It is deeply 


Orleans; but it is not only interesting to them, 
but to the whole valley of the Mississippi, and to | 
the whole country. The overfows on the lower 
part of the Mississippi threaten not only to sub- 


able lands in the United States, but also to take ! 
down some of the bayous there, and block up or 
injure, or perhaps destroy, the only port which | 


i 
i 

The United States have undertaken |; 

the work, and now will they refuse to carry it on? $ 

i 

1 

H 


| the great valley of the Mississippi has. Under 


ance that the United States should go on with this 
‘work, to see whether some plans may not be 
: adopted by which these inundations may be pre- 
| vented. If some plan can be devised, immense 
‘benefits will result not only to the State of Lou- 
isiana, but to the valley of the Mississippi, and to 
the commerce of the whole country. The small 
expenditure asked is a mere drop in the bucket, 
compared with the great interests to be promoted 
by it. 

Mi. SOULE. It will be expected that I should 
| say something in connection with this amendment. 
I originated the measure two years ago, when an 
i appropriation of $50,000 was made for the purpose 
of effecting this survey. Will not the Senate con- 
sider that, having gone into that investigation 
already, having begun such an important work, 
they are committed to see it out? Why, it must 
strike every member of this body that unless the 
appropriation which is required, in order to enable 
the Department to carry out that great survey, be 
made, the expenditure already incurred will bea 
total loss. Under such circumstances, the Sen- 
ate, considering that they have already committed 
themselves by the original and initiatory appro- 
priation, cannot, with propriety, recede from what 
they have done, but must carry out what they 
have begum, In other words, the fate of this 
amendment will decide the question whether or 
not the $50,000 already spent shall besquandered 
to no purpose. If that be the meaning of the 
Senate, then this amendment should be voted 
down; but if, on the contrary, the interest of the 
country, and the good faith with which the Gov- 
ernmentshould prosecute every undertaking, when 
once gone into, should be sufficient considerations 
for granting the appropriation which is asked. I 
can hardly conceive of any reason which would 
induce any Senator to vote against the amendment. 
of my colleague. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that the river 
and harbor bill was the proper place for this pro- 
vision. This bill should be confined to appropria- 
tions for the Army, and that was the reason why 
I would not vote upon it a scheme for fortifica- 
tions, for they belong to another class of appro- 
priation bills. I wish to keep the bill clear of all 
extraneous matter. But lam so anxious to get 
to a vote, that I will make no argument upon the 
subject. 

Mr. DOWNS. The firstappropriation for this 
object was made in the civil anddiMomatie appro- 
priation bill. I consulted with the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs in reference to 
this arnendment, and it was at his suggestion that 
I proposed to put it on this bill in preference to 
any other. The work is being done under the 
direction of military officers, and, therefore, no 
place seems so appropriate as the Army appropri- 
ation bill. I call for the yeas and nays upon my 
amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Borland, Bright, Brooke, Charl- 
ton, Chase, Dawson, De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Doug- 
las, Downs, Felch, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, James, 
Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Meriwether, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, 
Rusk, Shields, Soulé, Sumner, and Weller—28. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bradbury, Brodhead, Clarke, 
Davis, Foot, Hale, Houston, Hunter, Mangum, Mason, 


Miller, Seward, Spruance, Stockton, Toucey, Underwood, 
Wade, and Walker—19. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
i grossed, and the bill to be réad a third time; and 
the amendments having been engrossed, the bill 
was read a third time, and passed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. GWIN. Mr. President, the Committee of 


i 
| 

| bill to meet a similar committee of the House of 
| Representatives, have instructed me to report the 
i result of their deliberations to the Senate, which is, 
| that the Senate recede from their amendments to 
| that bill which have been disagreed to by the 
! House. In making this motion, Mr. President, I 
| must be permitted to express the mortification 
| which I experienced at the ignorance displayed by 
| those who represented the other House on this 
| committee of thesubject-matter of ourdiscussions— 
Fan ignoranse that i fear, if permitted to rule the 
i proceedings cf that House, will prove disastrous 
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to the best interests of the State I in part represent | 
here. ; j 

The question submitted to the Committee of 
Conference, was the propriety of ‘appropriating a 
contingent fund for the service of the Indian De- 
partment in California; a fund to dispatch messen- 
gers from-one section of the Indian country to 
another, in an emergency; a fund to enable the 
Superintendent to hire an escort of mountain men 
to attend him in his visits to the hostile tribes, in- 
stead of calling for a detachment of the Army to 
accompany him, which latter course, if time per- 
mitted, I could show will cost four or five times 
the amount that would be required, if the Super- 
intendent was permitted to hire his own escort. A 
single case will prove this. The Superintendent 
must keep his office at San Francisco, the great 
center of intelligence for the State. He is informed 
of Indian troubles: near Los Angeles: Instead of 
going to the Army depôt at Benicia, only thirty 
miles from San Francisco, and taking an escort 
from thence four hundred miles to Los Angeles, 
if permitted to hire an escort of mountain men, 
experienced in the habits of the Indians, he would 
go alone to Los Angeles, and there get his escort, 
visit the disturbed districts, perform his duty, 
and then dismiss the escort. This would save 
the expense of eight hundred miles transporta- 
tion. Any one who has traveled in that country, 
will at once see what an enormous additional ex- 
pense this transportation will add to the expedi- 
tion. And if, as is most probable, there should 
be a collision with the Indians, of what service 
would these regular soldiers be in a contest with 
the mountain Indians? It would be like starting 
an ox-team after what is called in our country a 
jackass rabbit, as fleet, if not fleeter, than. a grey- 
‘hound. But all this additional expense leading to 
future deficiency bills, all of this exposed ineffi- 
ciency to divert the other House from its penny- 
wise and pound-foolish policy in regard to Califor- 
nia, passes for nothing with those who control its 
deliberations. 

Another item submitted to the Committee of 
Conference, was a fund to pay the expenses of 
the agents in traveling through these districts. 
They are not allowed a cent to travel from point 
to point, although the Indian territory in California 
is a thousand miles in extent, in a region where 
traveling is very expensive. If an agent hears of 
a. collision or expected collision between the miners 
and Indians within the bounds of his district, re- 
quiring his immediate presence, he is not permitted 
to buy a horse, or pay for his subsistence, in 

- going to the point of disturbance to execute the 
duty for which he was appointed. "What protec- 
tion can agents thus provided extend to the In- 
dians? We have taken their acorns, grass-hop- 
pers, fisheries, and hunting-grounds from them. 
The ponds where the wild fowl assembled in the 
winter, offering them for the time an abundant 
supply of food, isnow the mining and agricultural 
region of our citizens. The Indian must perish | 
from cold and hunger, if this Government does 
not interpose to save him. From his hunting- 
ground we export an annual average value of 
460,000,000 in gold, and the revenue paid to the 
Treasury, from one port in California, exceeds 
$3,000,000 annually, and yet the miserable pit- 
tance of $120,000, to feed and protect these original 
inhabitants of the country, is refused and cut down 
$20,000, by the grossly unjust policy adapted by 
the other House. If this is to be the policy of this 
Government towards these people, it will form a 
dark page in our history, if it does not bring the 
vengeance of Heaven upon us as a nation. 

{ now move that the Senate recede from such of 
its amendments as have been disagreed to by the 
Honse. 

The motion was agreed to. 

So the bill was finally passed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, ETC. 

A message was received from the House of Rep- | 
resentatives by Mr. Hayes, its Chief Clerk, an- | 
nouncing that it had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the following bills: 

An act making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of certain harbors and rivers; and 

An act in addition to an act to promote the prog- 
ress of the useful arts. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The message also announced that the House of i 
Representatives disagreed to the amendments of į 


the Senate to the bill ‘¢ making appropriations for 
‘the civil and diplomatic expenses of Government 
‘for the year ending the 30th June, 1853, and for 
‘other purposes;” that they asked a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 
that they had appointed Mr. Houston, Mr. Ar- 
PLETON of Massachusetts, and Mr. Grorce W. 
Jones of Tennessee, managers at the same on their 

art. : 
p The Senate proceeded to consider their anfend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives; and, 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Resolved, That they insist on their amendments disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the confer- 
ence asked by the House. 

On motion by Mr. HUNTER, it was 

Ordered, ‘That the conferees, on the part of the Senate, 
be appointed by the President of the Senate. 

And Mr. Hunrer, Mr. WELLER, and Mr. 
Unperwoop, were appointed. , 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BORLAND. I ask the Senate to take up 
the bill from the House of Representatives, which 
lies on the table, granting the right of way and 
making a grant of land to the States of Arkansas 
and Missouri, to aid in the construction of a rail- 
road from a point on the Mississippi river, oppo- 
site the mouth of the Ohio river, via Little Rock, 
to the Texas boundary, near Fulton, in Arkan- 
gas, with branches to Fort Smith and the Missis- 
sippi river. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senate will go on 
with the appropriation bills. I want to take up 
the Post Office appropriation bill next. There is 
a bill from the House on the table, in which my 
constituents are interested. Itis‘ Anact making 
further provision for the satisfaction of Virginia 
military land warrants;”’ but I wish to go on with 
the appropriation bills to-night. 

Mr. BORLAND. I think it will take but a 
few minutes to dispose of the bill which I wish to 
have taken up. 

Mr.HUNTER. I think it will take some time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That bill will give rise 
todebate. I know a gentleman who hasan amend- 
ment prepared to offer to it. 

The PRESIDENT. The bill cannotbeamend- 
ed now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
once. 

The PRESIDENT. That is the very reason 
why it is not subject to amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Can the bill be taken 
up now for action? 

The PRESIDENT. The bill has not been read 
a first time. After itis read the first time, it re- 
quires unanimous consent to read it a second time 
on the same day. 

The motion of Mr, Bor.anp wasagreed to; and 
the bill was read a first time, and ordered’ to a 
second reading. 

Mr. BORLAND. Iask that the bill may be 
read a second time now. 

Mr. FISH. Iam under the necessity of ob- 
jecting to the second reading of the bill at this 
time. 

Mr. BROOKE. Irise toa question of modesty. 

Mr. BADGER. That isa novel question in 
this body. i 

Mr. BROOKE. I wish to put a bill upon its 


It has never been read 


|| passage, to which there can be no objection. I 


call it a question of modesty because I have never 
had the assurance yet to get up here and demand 
or ask for the passage of any bill; and I now ask 
the Senate to take up the bill from the House of 
Representatives to amend an act entitled * An act 
‘for the discontinuance of the office of surveyor 
‘general in the several districts so soon as the 
‘surveys thereof can be completed, and for abol- 
t ishing land offices in certain cases, and for other 
© purposes. ’” 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope we shall go on with 
the appropriation bills. 

The motion of Mr. Brooxe was not agreed to. 


MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 

The bill making further provision for the satis- 
faction of Virginia military land warrants was 
read, and passed to the second reading. 

LAND DISTRIBUTION BILL. 


Mr. FISH. I move to postpone the previous 
orders for the purpose of taking up the bill from 


the House of Representatives, “making grants of 
land to aid in the construction of railroads, and 
for other purposes,” commonly known as Ben- 
nett’s land distribution bill. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senator from New 
York will permit us to go on with the appropria- . 
tion bills and dispose of them. 

Mr. FISH. ł would be very willing to give 
way to the Senator from Virginia, if I thought 
there would be another opportunity of getting up 
this bill. Ihave been trying for the last ten or 
twelve days to get an opportunity to call it up. 
I have yielded from day to day in order to allow 
the appropriation bills to pass, but discussions of 
all kinds have crept in till this late hour of the 
session, and now when I have an opportunity of 
taking the sense of the Senate, I really do not feet 
justified in yielding that opportunity. 
` Mr. SHIELDS. At this late hour on Satur- 
day night, to take up a bill that will be discussed 
until the end of the session is, I think, a most ex- 
traordinary proceeding. . 

Mr. PRATT. Who will discuss it until the 
end of the session? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Iam prepared to enter into 
its discussion if it should be taken up. 

Mr. FISH called for the yeas and nays on his 
motion; and they were ordered; and being taken, 
resulted—yeas 22, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS-—-Messrs. Brooke, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, 
Downs, Fish, Foot, Hale, James, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, 
Mangum, Miller, Morton, Pratt, Seward, Smith, Spraance, 
Stockton, Underwood, Wade, and Weller—22. 

WNAYS—Messrs. Badger, Bradbury, Bright, Brodhead, 
Charlton, Chase, De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Feich, 
Gwin, Hamlin, Houston, Hinter, King, Mason, Meri- 


_wether, Norris, Rusk, Shields, Sonlé, Sumner, Toucey, 


and Walker—23. 
So the motion was not agreed to. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HUNTER. ‘i move now to postpone the 

rior orders in order to take up the bill from the 
House ‘e making appropriations for the service of 
the Post Office Department for the fiscal year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1853.’* 

Mr. GWIN. [think the naval appropriation 
bill has precedence. ; 

7 Mr. HUNTER. .No, sir; this was reported 
rst. 

Mr. HALE. I wish simply to inquire of the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance if he pro- 
poses to take up the naval appropriation bill to- 
night? . 

Ar. HUNTER. I hope we shall be able to 
dispose of all the appropriation bills to-night. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of the 
Whole. It was reported from the Committee on 
Finance, with an amendment, which was to add: 


*¢Sec.2. And beit further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby authorized, whenever he shalt 
deem it discreet, to dispense with the route agents now sent 
with the mails from New York to California, and in liew 
thereof, to appoint not more than two resident agents to 
take charge of the mail service across the Isthmus to Pana- 
ma, and to allow said agents, for salary and personal ex- 
penses, not exceeding $3,000 per year for each of said 
agents, which shall be paid out of the money annually ap- 
propriated for the transportation of the mails.” 


Mr. HUNTER. Thatamendment was recom- 
mended by the Postmaster General. It is a limit- 
ation on the number of agents. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SOULE. I propose the following amend- 
ment: 4 

To enable the Postmaster Generał to contract for the 
transportation of the mail by steamboat from the. Lake 
House to New Era, on the route No. 6116, from Donaldson- 
ville to Washington, in the State of Louisiana, $7,000. 

A few words will suffice to put the Senate in a 
position to judge of the merits of this amend- 
ment. There is a line known under No. 6,116 
running from a place on the Mississippi river, 
called Donaldsonville, to a place in the interior of 
Louisiana, called Washington. The mail runs ` 
three times a week on thatline. It has to cross 
three small lakes from the point designated as the 
Lake House, to the point where it meets the river 
going up to New Orleans. At this moment that 
mail is carried in open skiffs, and the dangers of 
navigation are such that there is no security for 
the mail, and least of all for the passengers. The 
small amount asked will enable the contractor to 
carry the mail through these three lakes three 
times a week in a safe manner, and so as to afford 
security to those passengers who may wish to go 
with the mail. The matter has been laid before 


ins 
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the Postmaster General, but as he entertains some. 
doubts whether he possesses authority under the 
act of 1845, he was prevented acting upon the 
proposal, although, from the conversation which 
{ had with him, he seemed to approve of the ar- 
rangement. The amendment is proposed under 
the authority of the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads, and I hope it will meet with no 
opposition, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RUSK. I have an amendment to offer 
from the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads, by way of additional section: 

“Sec. —. And be it further enucted, That the Postmaster 
General is authorized to contract with the Ocean Steam 
Navigation Company for one additional trip on the Havre 
line, and one additional trip on the Bremen line, until the 
expiration of their existing contracts, receiving and deliver- 
ing mails at Southaupton, Cowes, or Plymouth, as the 
Postmaster General may direct, according to such schedule 
as shall be prescribed by the Postmaster General, in order 
thereby to maintain through such lines and the Collins 
line, a regular weekly communication by American mail 
steamers between the United States and the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and [reland; but the compensation for 
such additional trips shall not exceed the compensation al- 
lowed for each trip under the said existing contract: Pro- 
vided, That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby 
authorized, in his discretion, to negotiate with the con- 
tractors for changing the terminus of the Havre line from 
Havre to Antwerp, in Belgium, and to make an agreement 
for such change if he shall think proper; but the increased 
compensation to be allowed for such change shall be limited 
to a pro rata allowance for the increased distance.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RUSK. I have another amendment to offer | 
as an additional section: 
Sec. —. Andbe it further enacted, That the salary of the 


route agents be, and the same is hereby, increased to $1 ,000 
per annum, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BADGER. I have an amendment which 
I desire to offer to this bill. lt is the bill which 
has passed the House of Representatives, which 
we commonly refer to under the title of the Wheel- 
ing Bridge bill. Itis for the purpose of preserving 
that important national structure from being taken 
down. The Senate will recollect that I asked them 
to take up the bill the other day as a separate bill; 
but that was refused me, and therefore [ offeritas 
an amendment to this bill: 

<Sro.—. And beit further enacted, That the bridges across 
the Ohio river at Wheeling, in the State of Virginia, and at 
Bridgeport, in the State of Ohio, abutting on Zane’s Island 
in said river, are hereby declared to be lawful structures in 
their present position and elevation, and shall be so held 
and taken to be, anything in any law or laws of the United 
States to the contrary notwithstanding. 

“Seo, —. And be it further enacted, That the said bridges 
are declared to be, and are established post roads for the pas- 
sage of the mails of the United States, and that the Wheel- 
ing and Belmont Bridge Company are authorized to have 
and maintain their said bridges at their present site and ele- 
vation; and the officers and crew of all vessels and boats 
navigating said river, are required to regulate the use of 
their said vessels and boats, and of any pipes or chimneys 
belonging thereto, so as not to interfere with the elevation 
and construction of said bridges.” 


Mr. BRADBURY. As the question presented 
by this amendment is one of some delicacy, in re- 
gard to which there is liability to misconception, I 
wish to say a few words. The honorable Senator 
from South Carolina, [Mr. Burier,] the chair- 
man. of the Committee on the Judiciary, as wellas 
myself, would have preferred a different bill from 
that embodied in this amendment. I think it im- 
portant that the legislation of Congress on the sub- 
ject of this bridge should assume such shape as to 
guard against all appearance of conflict with the 
Supreme Court, or of any attempt to overturn the 
decision it has made. Our action should be such 
that the popular, as well as the legal mind of the 
country, should be exposed to no misapprehension. 
If it is advisable for us to legislate to preserve this 
bridge in its present form and elevation, we can do 
so in a manner to avoid any erroneous conception 
as to what we attempt. 

Under the law of the United States for the en- 
rolling and licensing coasting vessels, all vessels 
so enrolled and licensed have the right to navigate 
the Ohio river, a public navigable stream, without 
impediment. The court found this bridge an ob- 
struction, which impaired this right of free navi- 
gation, and therefore violated the law which, by 
necessary implication, forbids such obstruction. 
It was for violating this law that the bridge is held 
to bea nuisance. It is for violating the existing | 
law for the regulation of commerce; but it is as 
competent for the Congress to modify this as any 
other law, and if we interpose to afford relief from | 


the effect of carrying it out, the more appropriate 


course would seem to be to make such modifica- ; 
tion as will meet the exigency. This can bedone & 
by an act regulating the height of the chimneys of 


the boats’navigating the river. [t can be done in 
the exercise of unquestioned 
nary mode of legislation, and in a manner that 
could create no erroneous impression. I have felt 
disposed to interpose in this manner, and to sus- 
tain such an act for the reason that the bridge has 
been erected in good faith, under charters from 
the contiguous States, and affords great public 
convenience without being any very serious ob- 
struction to navigation. If weshould pass such a 
law for the regulation of the height of the chim- 
neys of thesteamers, the bridge would not obstruct 
the boats that conformed to it; and as it would be 
the duty of ail to conform, there would then be no 
legal ground for complaint against the bridge, and 
the court would, on application, unquestionably 
modify its decree. 

The chairman of the committee, [Mr. Burner,] 
who is now out of his seat, desired me to say, if 
the subject was called up in his absence, that he 
concurred substantially in the views which I have 
endeavored to express. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I was not in my seat 
when this amendment was offered, or I should 
have raised a question of order. I did not expect 
that so importanta proposition as this would have 
been offered as an arnendment to this bill. 

Mr. BADGER. I certainly gave notice to the 
honorable Senator from Pennsylvania that I would 
offer it as an amendment to this bill. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I now recollect that the 


-honorable Senator from North Carolina did men- 


tion to me that he intended to offer it as an amend- 
ment to this bill, but in the hurry and confusion 
of business it had escaped my recollection, Iam 
opposed to this amendment. 
in this case according to the instructions, legisla- 
tive and judicial, of'my own State. The history 
of the case now before the Senate is this: In 1848 
the Attorney General of the State of Pennsylvania, 
before the bridge was completed, instituted pro- 
ceedings in the Supreme Court of the United 
States against this bridge. Those proceedings 
were prosecuted under the authority of the Legis- 
lature of Pennsylvania to final judgment. The 
following are the grounds upon which the Attor- 
ney General of Pennsylvania asked the Supreme 
Court to compel the company to abstain from 
erecting an obstruction to the navigation: 


«į. That the Ohio river is a public highway leading to and 
from the ports of Pennsylvania, the free navigation whereof 
was a right by the law of nature and of nations, and secured 
by constitutional provisions and by compact between the 
States. 

2d. That.the right freely to navigate the river to and 
from her ports belonged to the citizens of Pennsylvania, 
and to all the citizens of the United States. 

s¢ 3d. That any obstruction to navigation was a violation 
ofpubliclaw, constitutional right, and State compact, which 
the Supreme Court, as a court of equity, on complaint by 


| an injured State, was bonnd to prohibit.” 


These are the grounds of complaint upon the 


part of Pennsylvania. The Ohio is a great publie i 


highway leading to and from the borders of Penn- 
sylvania; and the citizens of that State have a 
right to its free navigation, This complaint was 
deliberately heard before the highest tribunal of 
the country. That tribunal is a coördinate and 


independent branch of this Government; and when | 


the judgment of that court is properly rendered in 
a case where it has jurisdiction, it is final and 
conclusive. Now, what is the proposition here? 
It is to overturn and set aside the decision of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. What 
right have you to do that? The Supreme Court, 
amongst other things, decided: 


«tj, The Ohio river is a highway of commerce between 
the States, free navigation whereof being secured by regu- 
lations of Congress, and by compact of Virginia and Ken- 
tueky with all the States of the Union, it cannot lawfully 
be obstrueted under authority of any State. 

«32, An obstruction to the navigation of the Ohio river is 
an injury to the commerce and public works of the State of 
Pennsylvania, for which she is entitled to redress by pro- 
ceedings in equity in the Supreme Court of the United 
States. pi 

«3, The Wheeling Bridge is a serious obstruction to the 
navigation of the Ohio river, andis a public nuisance, 

«c4. Tt obstructs the passage of the seven daily steam- 
packets between Pittsburg and Cincinnati, which carry 
one half of the trade and three fourths of the passengers on 
the Ohio river; the annual value of the merchandise and 
freight carried by them exceeds $35,000,000 in value, and 
the passengers over eighty thousand in number. 

«5. The bridge is not ninety-two fect above the ground 
at any point; its highest point is not over the channel, and 


I feel bound to act : 


it is thirty feet lower at one end than at the other, so that 
the packets cannot passin any stage of water without re- 


: ducing the height of their chimneys, or lowering them in 


order to pass the bridge. 
“6. It is clearly proved by science, and confirmed by 


; practical skill and experience, that the present height of the 


tl the Supreme Court of the United States. 


ower, in the ordi- | packet chimneys is necessary, and that they cannot be re- 


duced in length without serious injury to the speed and 
power of the vessel. A 

“7, The packet chimneys were as high as they now are 
before the erection of the bridge. Chinineys of equal and 
greater height are used on the ocean steamers, and the best 
packets of the eastern waters, the lakes, and the Missis- 
SIpph. 

“8. Itis proved by science, experience, and the nature 
of things, that the packet chimneys cannot be lowered to 
pass the bridge, without imposing heavy expenses upon the 
packet, and endangering the safety of the vessel, and the 
lives of the passengers and crew. 

«9, The defendants are required to relieve navigation 
from obstruction by elevating the bridge to the height of one 
hundred and eleven feet above low-water level for the width 
of three hundred feet over the channel. 

“10. This can be done, and the bridge, after all expend- 
itures are made, will yield a fair profit to the stockholders,” 

These are the points which were adjudged by 
t It de- 
cided that the citizens of Pennsylvania had a right 
to the free and unobstructed navigation of the 
Ohio river, and that the deprivation of that right 
was an injury to their ports and their citizens. 
Therefore, I ask, what right have we to interfere 
with the decision of the Supreme Court? This is 
not the place where an appeal can be heard from 
that decision. The case is not to be tried here. 
The Supreme Court have decided that those having 
the right of water navigation cannot be interfered 
with by those who have the right of commerce 
by land, for it is secured to them by compact. 

The resolution in the Congress of the Confed- 
eration, dated the 12th of May, 1786, is as fol- 
lows: . 

“ Resolved, That the navigable waters leading into the 
Mississippi and St. Lawrence, and the carrying places be- 
tween the same, be, and they are hereby, declared to be com- 
mon highways, and be forever free, as well to ‘the inhab- 
itants of said Territory as to the citizens of the United States, 
and those of any other States that may be admitted into the 
Confederation, without any tax, impost, or duty therefor.?? 
—Journal of Congress, 1786, page 637. 

By the sixth article of the Constitution this 
engagement of the Confederation became as valid 
against the United States as under the Confeder- 
ation. In 1789, Kentucky was admitted into the 
Union upon certain terms and conditions, among 
which was the following: 

« That the use and navigation of the river Ohio, so far as 
the territory of the proposed State, or the territory that shall 
remain without the limits of this Commonwealth lies there- 
on, shall be free and common to the citizens of the United 
States.” 

This bridge was erected by a private corpora- 
tion. A private corporation, therefore, interferes 
with the free navigation of the Ohio river and with 
the commerce of that river. ‘The question is, 
whether a private corporation can so erecta bridge 
over one of the great channels of commerce in this 
country, as to obstruct that commerce. It is said 
that you have the right to establish post roads, 


‘and the power to do this is sought to be established 


under the power granted by the Constitution to 
Congress, to establish post offices and post roads. 
But, sir, have you a right so to carry out one item 
of this Constitution as to invade the Constitutional 
rights of citizens under another clause of the Con- 
stitution? , i 

It is not my purpose to argue this question at 
length. It would be useless and unnecessary to 
do so at this late hour of the evening, and at this 
late period of the session, even if I had physical 
strength, after a twelve hours’ session, to do s0. 
It has been fully heard before the competent tri- 
bunal—the Supreme Court of the United States— 
and that tribunal has decided that the rights of 
citizens of Pennsylvania have been invaded. 
Now, sir, suppose that the Supreme Court of the 
United States were to decide that your title to your 
farm was a good one, what right would the Con- 


| gress of the United States have to interfere and 


say in opposition to the decision of the Court that 


| your rights could be invaded ? 


I only state the points in the case, for I have no 
time or strength to do more. I make this opposi- 
tion to the proposition, under the instructions of 
the Legislature of my own State, which I consider 
binding in this case. In 1844, when a bridge was 
first proposed to be erected over the Ohio from 
Wheeling, the Legislature of Pennsylvania in- 
structed her Senators and requested her Represent- 


| atives in Congress to vote against the construction 


of any bridge at any place which would interfere 
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with the navigation of the Ohio river. In 1850 a 
similar resolution of instruction was passed. Ih 
1851 she repeated those instructions. The Canal 
Commissioners of Pennsylvania have declared 
that the bridge was an obstruction to the free nav- 
igation of the river, and injurious to the com- 
merce and revenues of Pennsylvania. “The Su- 
preme Court of the United States has sustained 
this complaint. It-has declared these complaints 
to’ be well founded; and I think, therefore, that 
this legislation is altogether out of place. There 
is no urgent necessity for the adoption of this 
measure at this time. At any rate, the judgment 
of the Supreme Court cannot be carried into effect, 
and execution had thereon, until February next. 
That being the case, why should we have so im- 
portant a question decided upon as an amendment 
to this bill at this late hour of the night, and 
this late period of the session? Let.it go over to 
the next session. It is a delicate and important 
question, and I.ask that the subject be passed over 
until the next session. Let the bill which came 
from the House lie on the table until December 
next, when we can consider it deliberately. 

L have said that this is a delicate and important 
question, It is one which cannot be argued fully 
this evening. I do not feel at liberty to go into it 
at length, nor have I all the papers and documents 
before me. Besides, my colleague has been un- 
able to remain in the Senate Chamber this even- 
ing, and has gone home. We have now been in 
session nearly twelve hours. He is not here, and 
I presame he desires to be heard. If we pass the 
subject over until December next, this company 
will not be injured, and we can then deliberately 
and carefully examine and decide this delicate and 
important question between sovereign States, be- 
tween two of the old and venerable States of this 
Union. We can then decide upon itina much 
better manner than we can now, 

Mr. BADGER. If, Mr. President, this ques- 
tion has been brought before the Senate at an un- 
seasonable time, £ wish the Senate to bear me wit- 
ness that, if there be any fault about it, it is the 
fault of the Senator from Pennsylvania, and not 
mine, I askel the Senate, days ago, to take up 
this bill for consideration. If it had then been 
taken up, the Senator could have been heard, and 
we all should have had an opportunity to discuss 
it. The Senator objected to it then, and objected 
to it on the ground of the absence of his colleague. 
His colleague was in the Chamber in three minutes 
after the Senate had disposed of the question. 

Mr. BRODIIEAD. It is true that I objected 
to ita few days ago, but I submit now to the Sen- 
ate, and to the honorable Senator from North Car- 
olina, whether, with the appropriation bills then 
pressing upon us, it was a much more suitable 
moment to consider it than it is now? 

Mr. BADGER. Then it results in this: it is 
never seasonable to consider it. The bill which I 
now offer as an amendment came from the House. 
It was reported from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. Jasked, under their instructions, to have it 
taken upand considered. The honorable Senator 
objected because his colleague was absent, and 
upon his objection the Senate refused to take it up 
for consideration. That there might be no ground 
for surprise, I then gave notice to the honorable 
Senator that, when the Post Office appropriation 
bill came up, I should offer this amendmeft. I 
have now offered it at the first seasonable moment. 
Task if I have been at fault because it is offered at 
the close of the session ? 

The Senator now says that he wants it laid 
over until the next session; and suggests that his 
colleague has gone away, being no longer able to 
stay here. I have the highest regard for both the 
honorable Senators from Pennsylvania, and, if it 


were a question of conrtesy, [ should be willing to | 
postpone it for five years, in order to accommo- || 


date them. But that is not the case here. The 
Senator says we should postpone this until the 
next session; that the decree of the court is not to 
be executed till February next, But does not the 
honorable Senator know that, if this measure goes 


over until the next session, it will not be passed | 


in time? He must know that the Senate never 


enters into the discussion of any business until | 


after the Christmas holidays. If the bill should 
then pass, what would be the consequence? Pro- 
ceedings would have to be instituted in the Supreme 
Court for the purpose of arrisoing the taking 
down of the bridge. It is possible that ihe bill 


| the law stood when the court pronounced the judg- | 


| judgment was wrong when it was delivered? Not |: 


| reduced to this: Is it expedient? Shall that noble 


| decided to be a nuisance, and injurious to the citi- | 
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might be got through in time; but it is too serious 
a matter to risk in that way. 

Now as to the character of the proposition. The 
honorable Senator speaks of it as a bill to reverse 
the decision of the Supreme Court. Sir, I deny 
it utterly and absolutely. It is plain and apparent |} 
upon the face of the bill that it is no such tiidg. || 
What is the reversal of the judgment of a court? |/ 
It is to declare, by a superior tribunal, that, as 


ment, that judgment was erroneous; and upon 
that ground should never have been pronounced. 
Does this propose any such thing? No, sir. It 
assumes the judgment of the court to be right, and 
the first section of the amendment declares that, if 
the Wheeling Bridge (which the court have pro- 
nounced to be a nuisance) is a nuisance, in conse- 
quence of anything contained in any law or Jaws || 
of the United States, that law or those laws shall | 
be put out of the way,and shall not be considered |! 
as affecting this bridge. i 

What does the second section of the amend- || 
ment propose? T'o make the bridge a post road, a i! 
| 
i 


public highway; and then, in the next place, it || 
directs that vessels navigating that stream shall |! 
regulate their smoke-pipes in such a manner as || 
not to interfere with this bridge. Willany gentle- |; 
man undertake to tell me what part of this under- 
takes to reverse the decision of the Supreme 
Court? It is just this case: Suppose a judgement | 
had been rendered in the courts of the United 
States, awarding a certain sum of money to the 
United States, and directing that that money should 
be paid next February, could we not pass an act 
releasing that debt? It would prevent the execu- 

tion of the judgment; because we, as the owners, | 
release the debt. But does it reverse the judg- | 
ment? So here; do we undertake to say that the 


tall. Butwesay this: if the judgment was right, || 
in consequence of any law of ours, then, as far |i 
as this bridge is concerned, we repeal the law. |! 
Now, if the honorable Senator cannot perceive | 
the difference between this and reversing tne judg- 
ment, I am very sorry for it, but I cannot help it. It 
appears to me that the distinction is perfectly plain. 
lf there be anything in the case beyond the law 
of Congress—if there be anything, as the Senator || 
says, in a compact, in virtue of which the bridge |! 
is a nuisance, and must be put down, why, the 
high tribunal which has this case before it, will, 
upon application, so decide, and the bridge raust 
go down. But we assume no jurisdiction or con- || 
trol over that, We only assume jurisdiction to |! 
alter our own laws, Then, the whole matter is 


i 
i 
H 
i 
H 
| 
| 


structure go down? Shall seven steamboats, out |! 
of the three hundred and fifty navigating the Ohio, || 
be put to the trouble of reducing their smoke-pipes 
five or six feet, so as to be able to pass under the 
bridge? That is the question of expediency. i 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I merely wish to make | 
one observation in reply to the Senator from North | 
Carolina. The Supreme Court of the United | 
States has decided that this bridge is a nuisance, : 
injurious to the rights of the citizens of Pennsyl- | 
vania. Now, what right have you to declare that :! 


a lawful structure which the Supreme Court has | 


zens of Pennsylvania? i 


i from evidence, gotten u 


Mr. BADGER. We do not so declare it. l 
Mr. BRODHEAD. The Supreme Court ofi! 
the United States has declared the bridge to be a '' 


| nuisance, injurious to the rights of the citizens of | 
: Pennsylvania, and you say that the rights of the |! 


citizens of Pennsylvania shall be invaded by this | 
bridge; that our people shall not have the right to 
the free navigation of the Ohio river. The Su- |; 
preme Court has said that the free navigation of 
the river has been interrupted, and now we propose 
to declare that this nuisance, notwithstanding it is 
an interruption, shall be a legal structure. ‘That 
is the question. Itis a delicate question, arising |: 
between States. : 

I think that one month at the opening of the |; 
next session will bé'sufficientto decide this matter. 
The gentleman from North Carolina agrees with 
me that the judgment of the court cannot be car- 
ried into effect, and execution had thereon, until 
February next. We shall then have, at the next ii 
session, two months to consider the bill which has |! 
been sent to us from the House. I think that the | 
Senate of the United States will consider it a ques- ! 
tion of sufficient importance to dispose of it in i 


! the month of December or January. But I do 


not wish to detain the Senate at this late hour by 
any further remarks. 

Mr. MASON. I must ask the Senate to in- 
dulge me but a very few moments, not to add any- 
hing to whet has fallen from the, honorable Sens 
ator from North Carolina, who is a member of 
the Judiciary Committee; for he has placed thé 
legal question in a clearer light than I could. He 
has shown what every Senator knows, and what 
the Senator from Pennsylvania knows, that the 
judiciary cannot legislate. They are to expound 
the existing Jaws, and nothing more. As the 
Senator from North Carolina says, they have ex- 
pounded the existing law, and declared, as their 


| judgment, that, under the existing law, this bridge 


is a nuisance. Do we attempt to reverse that 
judgment? Certainly not. But we do say that, 


i if it be a nuisance under existing laws, those laws 


shall be removed out of the way; and that is all 


| the amendment declares. 


I wish now to say a word about the true history 
of this matter. {ft has become a patt of the history 
of the country. This difficulty had its origin in a 
wretched competition between the city of Pitts: 
burg and those who navigate the Ohio river below 
Wheeling. That was the whole of it. The fact 


: was demonstrated over and over again, that the 


smoke chimneys of the Pittsburg steamboats were 
elevated in order to come into collision with that 
bridge. That has nothing to do with the question 


| before the Senate, admit; butitis a fact, they were 


elevated in order to come into collision with that 
bridge. At the instance of the city of Pittsburg, 
the State of Pennsylvania. requested that these 
proceedings should be judicially instituted. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. The Senator will allow me 
to interrupt him. He says that these chimneys 
were elevated for the purpose of coming into col- 
lisicn with this bridge. 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Now,I will read what the 
Supreme Court decided upon that points 


“7, The packet chimneys were as high as they now are 
before the erection of the bridge. Chimneys of equal and 


i greater height are used on the ocean steamers, and the best 


packets of the eastern waters, the lakes, and the Missis- 
sippi. ”? 

Mr. MASON. The Supreme Court took that 
by this extraordinary 
organization. That evidence was taken for the 
Supreme Court by Chancelor Walworth, of New 
York. Butthe fact was, and yet remains, that 
there were but two boats pretending to be of that 
height when the structure was commenced, and its 


| elevation was ascertained; but, by the time the 


bridge was completed seven of those boats got 
very high chimneys. 1 do not mean, however, to 
go into that subject; because I am not one of those 
who would undertake, by legislation, to reverse 
thé judgment ofa court. But I wish to call atten- 
tion to the fact, that here is the State of Pennsyl- 
vania complaining through its Senator of this 
bridge, when it has a bridge at Pittsburg, and 
above Pittsburg, over the Allegany river, a river 
that runs up to New York. It has a bridge over 
the Monongahela, a river that runs through Vir- 
ginia; and the boats navigating it every day in the 
year lower their chimneys to pass under Pennsyl- 
vania bridges. Yet under this wretched compe- 
tition of the city of Pittsburg it would deny sub- 
stantially all communication across the waters of 
the Ohio, in order that it might flourish. ‘That is 
the whole matter. 

Mr. BROOKE. In all legal questions, I am 
willing, and more than willing, to yield to the 


‘authority of the Supreme Court; but, in questions 


of fact, I conceive, that, as a member of the Con- 


| gress of the United States, I have the same right 
| of judgment, humble as I am, as the Supreme 


Court has. As an individual, upon the testimony 
which I have read in this case, I havecome to the 
couclusion that the steamboats navigating the Ohio 


! river have elevated their chimneys to an unneces- 


sary height, for the purpose of destroying this 


. Stracture—as I conceive, one of the noblest struc- 


H 


tures in the world. i will do everything I can, as 
a legislator, to nullify, if E may use the expres- 
sion, the decision ef the Supreme Court. I have 
seen it lately stated in the papers, and [have every 
reason to believe it is true, that on the river 
Thames steamboats are run without any chim- 
neys whatever—the smoke from the furnace es- 
caping under the wheels; the action and motion of 
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the wheels creating a draft that is superior to that 
created by the height of the chimneys. I do hope 
that, for the sake of State sovereignty—for the 
sake of the great travel from the East to the West, 
and from the West to the East—this noble struc- 
ture will be preserved. 

Mr. WELLER. It must have struck every 
person who has passed along the Ohio river, that 
this is one of the most magnificent works that is 
to be found in the whole West. It is one of the 
most useful improvements that has been made on 
the Ohio river—one of incalculable value, in my 
judgment, to that whole region of country. Nor 
can there be any doubt that such has been te 
feeling produced at the city of Pittsburg against 
that structure, that the owners of Pittsburg steam- 
boats have increased the height of their smoke- 
pipes, in order to produce a necessity for the re- 
moval of the bridge. In the month of April last, 
I came up the Ohio river, when it was at a very 
high stage. There were twelve and a half feet of 
water in the channel at Wheeling; and I suppose, 
from the knowledge I have of that river, I may 
safely say there would not be twelve and a half 
feet of water in the channel at Wheeling more 
than four or five weeks in the year. I passed 
under the bridge, at that time, upon one of these 
Pittsburg boats, with the largest pipes I had ever 
seen before upon any steamer. I said to the cap- 
tain of the steamer, who lived at Pittsburg, and 
who of course was under the control of that influ- 
ence, that the pipes were much higher than I had 
ever seen before. He said yes; they had found 
it expedient to increase the height of their pipes. 
But notwithstanding the height of the pipes—not- 
withstanding the fact that there were twelve anda 
half feet of water in the channel—we passed 
under the bridge, not at its highest point—for I 
was inclined to believe at the time that, as there 
were two gentlemen on board who would be called 
upon to vote on the subject, the captain really de- 
sired to give us a practical illustration of the fact 
that the bridge was an obstruction, by striking 
the pipes of his steamer against it. A little 
while before, when my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Brigit] was on board a steamer going down the 
river, they did manage to strike the pipes against 
the bridge; and they supposed, I presume, that 
that would be sufficient evidence to satisfy that 
Senator that the bridge ought to be removed. But 
when we were going up, one of these large steam- 
ers failed to strike the bridge, and therefore did 
not satisfy us that it should be removed. In m 
judgment, that bridge should not be disturbed 

The Senator from Pennsylvania assumes that 
we have no right to disturb the decision of the Su- 
preme Court. Now, suppose thata bridge had been 
constructed across the Ohio river, with an eleva- 
tion of only twenty feet, and the Supreme Court 
had decided it was a constitutional bridge, and we, 
entertaining the opinion that the Ohio river was a 
great national highway, thought the obstruction 
should be removed, should we not have the power 
to nullify the decision of the Supreme Court—to 
change the Jaw and declare that river a navigable 
highway? We do not here attempt to resist the 
decision of the Supreme Court. Admitting that 
they made the decision clearly under the law as it | 
then existed, yet, entertaining the belief that the | 
public interests required that the structure should 
remain, I say it is perfectly competent for the 
National Legislature so to declare. 

The species of rivalry which has been gotten | 
up between Wheeling and Pittsburg, I care nothing 
about. I do notsympathize with either party. I 
look alone to what I consider to be the interest 
of that region of country. Not being a citizen of 
Ohio, I have no personal interest or connection 
with it. But I regard that bridge as a valuable 
national improvement, which ought not to be dis- 
turbed. Ifthe bridge is too low for the steamboats 
to pass under, they can very easily fit up an ap- 
paratus for lowering their pipes. Even ifthat were |i 
so, in my judgment, it would not obstruct the |! 
navigation of the river, at any time, more than |. 

- five weeks in the year; and that could be easily | 
obviated by lowering the chimneys of the boats— 
a process which can be easily accomplished by a || 
delay of not more than five or ten minutes. i 
Mr. CHASE. Mr. President, it is true that |! 
the structure of the Wheeling Bridge isasplendid ji 
monument of art and science. It isa beautiful | 
structure, highly creditable to the skill and genius | 
of the eminent engineer under whose supervision | 


| under it at all stages of the water, so as to pre- 


| bridge,” when the Supreme Court has said to the 


it was built; but I-apprehend that the precise state 
of the question is not exactly considered by the 
Senate. It is not, as I understand it, whether |! 
that bridge shall be removed or not, but whether | 
the bridge shall be changed so as to accord with |} 
the decision of the Supreme Court and leave the || 
navigation of the river uninterrupted or not. 

I have been somewhat acquainted with the prog- 
ress of this case, and I know something practi- 
cally in regard to the character of this river. Ido || 
not think that the bridge company have any rea- 
sonable ground of complaint against the city of 
Pittsburg. I am bound to say so, because, when 
a line was stretched across the river, indicating the 
present position of the bridge, the company was | 
notified—and so it appeared by the evidence—that || 
an application would be made to a judge of the |; 
Supreme Court for an injunction to restrain the || 

| 
t 
| 


structure. Notwithstanding this notice, the com- 
pany proceeded, and proceeding thus, after warn- 
ing, they were not entitled to any extraordinary 
sympathy, if it should be found that the structure 
does create a nuisance. 

This whole case has been very carefully exam- 
ined by the Supreme Court, and they have come 
to a decision that this bridge, in its present posi- 
tion, is a nuisance, and seriously obstructs the nav- 
igation of the river. It is a nuisance, because 
boats, with their ordinary chimneys, cannot pass 


serve the navigation of the river uninterrupted. 
What you propose to do here is to say to the 
navigators of the river, ‘You shall so arrange 
your business as to accommodate yourself to the 


bridge company, ‘You shall so arrange your 
bridge as to accommodate it to the navigation of 
the river.” Now, if that is not putting ourselves 
directly in collision with the Supreme Court, I am 
at aloss to understand how we can accomplish | 
that object. I repeat that the Supreme Court say || 
to the company, ‘‘ You shall so arrange your |i 
bridge as to accommodate the navigation of the |! 
river;”? and it is now proposed that we shall say |! 
to the navigators of the river, ‘‘ You shall so ar- 
range your business as to accommodate it to the 
bridge.” The Supreme Court has decided thus: 

«ft is clearly proved by science, and confirmed by prac- 
tical skill and experience, that the present height of the 
packet chimneys ts necessary, and that they cannot be re- 
duced in length without serious injury to the speed and 
power of the vessel. ; 

“itis proved by science, experience, and the nature of |} 
things, that the packet chimneys cannot be Jowered to pass 
the bridge, without imposing heavy expenses upon the ji 
packet, and endangering the safety of the vessel, and the 
lives of the passengers and crew. H 


t The defendants are required to relieve navigation from |? 
obstruction by elevating the bridge to the height of one hun- 
dred and eleven feet above low-water level for the width of 
three hundred feet over the chaunel.’? 


The present height of the bridge is ninety-two 
feet, and the decision of the Supreme Court, 
making a kind of compromise between the in- 
terests of navigation and the interests of this com- 
pany, is, that they shall raise the bridge to the 
height of one hundred and eleven feet; that is, 
they shall raise the bridge nineteen feet above its |! 
present level. Now, I understand that all en- 
gineers concur in the opinion that even Mr. Ellet 
himself, under whose supervision the work was 
constructed, thinks that it can be raised at an ex- 
pense of some $40,000 or $50,000. If this can be}: 
done, is it not obvious that we go beyond the} 
mark if we undertake to set aside the decision of |! 
the Supreme Court, or require the navigation of |: 
the river to conform to the interests of the bridge |: 
company? If we wait for a few months, until i! 
the matter can be settled by experience, and an /' 
opportunity be afforded to the company to see |. 


! whether they can comply with the decision of the | 


Supreme Court and raise their bridge, we shall be | 
able to act understandingly. 
It happened to me, not long since, to pass down `; 


i the Ohio river on my way from this city to my Li 


home in Cincinnati. When l reached Pittsburg, | 
the water was very high. It was at an extraor- |j 
dinary height, a height to which it does not attain, ji 
it is true, more than once or twice a year, and ii 
sometimes not so often. But 1 was obliged to re- |, 
main two days at the city of Pittsburg, because |, 


Í the boats could not get under this bridge not only |, 


without lowering their chimneys, but without |; 
taking off their wheel-houses. A member of the |; 
other House, I recollect, went in advance of me |: 


| by one day from the city of Harrisburg; and I, ‘i 


| stream. 


| Congress. 


| rights. 


the State of Ohio, abutting on Zane’s 


after waiting two days in Pittsburg, took: the 
railroad round by the lake to reach the city- of 
Cincinnati, instead of going down the river, and I 
found that the gentleman to whom I- refer’ had 
gone down in a boat from Pittsburg, but finding 
it impossible to get under the bridge, he had re- 
turned to Beaver, and from there*we went on to 
Cincinnati, by the railroad, together. a 
This bridge is an obstruction to ‘navigation. 
What is the very best thing to be done, Ido not 
pretend to know. I know that some how or other 
there must bea compromise between the interests 
of the navigators of the river and the great raik- 
road interests which are seeking to cross. the 
But I do not think that at this late périod 
of the session, and this late hour of the night, the 


|| Senate should undertake to decide hastily upon 
i this matter, when, by the acknowledgment of the 
i Senator who proposes the amendment, the whole 


thing can be investigated at the next session of 
It is one of those cases in which’ thé 
maxim of festina lente most emphatically applies. 

Mr. TOUCEY. Mr. President, I should not 
be willing to give a vote upon this amendment 
without saying a word. It is with very great dif- 
fidence that I dissent from the opinions expressed 
by the majority of the Committee ọn the Judi- 
ciary. L should be very reluctant to do so, were 
itnot that I think I am sustained in the view I 
take by the minority of that committee. 

It seems to be conceded, that if this amendment 
is a reversal of the decision of the Supreme Court, 
itcannot be sustained, or ought not to be sustained. 
The question is one of very great importance, be- 
cause it is applicable to every harbor and to every 
river in the Union, and above all, it is applicable 
tothe Mississippi river, which is, beyond every 
other, important to the whole people of the United 
States. ‘I'he Supreme Court hate decided, after a 
fair examination of the facts, that this bridge is 
an unlawful structure; that it is contrary to law; 


‘and a nuisance, because it is violative of the rights 


of the whole people of the Union. For, if I mis- 


' take not, the Ohio isa river which is a publichigh- 


way, open to all the people of the United States- 
made so by compact—made so by the fact that it 
isa navigable river, and as such, an open highway 
for all the people of the country. The right to 
navigate it is securéd by the compacts of the vari- 
ous States when they came into the Union. The 
Supreme Court has decided that this bridge is an 
unlawful structure, because it interferes with these 
What is this amendment? It is, ‘that 
‘the bridges across the Ohio river, at Wheeling, 
‘in the State of Virginia, and at Bridgeport, in 

7 Tsland? in 
‘said river, are hereby declared to be lawful struc- 
‘tures in their present position and elevation, and 
‘shall beso held and taken to be, anything in any 
‘law or laws of the United States to the contrary 
‘ notwithstanding.” Does this bill repeal any law? 


| Lask the honorable Senator from North Carolina 
to tell me what law of Congress is repealed by 
| this expression: ‘anything in any law or laws of 
‘the United States to the contrary notwithstand- 


ing?” 
"Mr. BADGER. If the honorable Senator 
wishes me to answer him, I will say, that no par- 


‘ ticular law of the United States is repealed by it, 


but every law of the United States, if there be 
any such law, in virtue of which that bridge is a 
nuisance, is, as far as respects that bridge, re- 
pealed. 

Mr. TOUCEY. That is what I supposed— 
that is to say, every law now existing is law still. 
It is not repealed. The Supreme Court has de- 
cided that this bridge was in violation of existing 
law, and a nuisance; and now, without revising 
the facts, and without repealing this existing law, 
you declare that these bridges are lawful struc- 
tures, when the Supreme Court have adjudicated 
that they are unlawful. Iam unable to compre- 
hend in what way the decision of the Supreme 
Court could be more directly overthrown, annulled, 
reversed, obliterated, blotted out, than it is by this 
amendment, if it become a Jaw. But, without 
repealing any law, without enacting any new law, 
you here undertake to pass a law that simply re- 
verses the decision of the Supreme Court on that 
precise point, and declares that bridge to be law- 
ful, when the Supreme Court, acting as the. Su- 
preme Judiciary of the Union, has declared it to 
be unlawful and a nuisance, I think that is a 
very dangerous power to be exercised by Con- 


2442 


August 30, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


gress; and I am not prepared to say that it is com- 
petent for Congress to exercise any such power 
as that over the judicial power of the Union. At 
all events, it is a very objectionable exercise of 
power, and one which can never receive my sup- 
ort. 

j Again, the second section of the amendment de- 
clares “that the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge 
Company are authorized to have and maintain 
their said-bridges at their present site and eleva- 
tion.” By. what authority does Congress under- 
take to say thata bridge across a navigable water 
—if it obstructs navigation—shall be maintained ? 
Have you jurisdiction over the Ohio river? You 
have, for the purpose of conducting commerce 
upon it. But does the commercial power author- 
ize Congress to build a road or abridge? Is it the 
doctrine of State-Rights men, that within the limits 
of sovereign States Congress can build a bridge 
or a road, or authorize the bwilding of a bridge or 
a road? I had supposed that that jurisdiction be- 
longed to the States exclusively; but here you 
undertake to authorize a bridge across a navigable 
water by authority of Congress. 

Sir, it seems to me, that some of my friends 
who advocate this bill, are a little aside from the 
State-Rights doctrines which they maintain with 
regard to the jurisdiction of the General Govern- 
ment over commerce in constructing roads and 
canals within the limits of sovereign States. I had 
supposed that Congress did not pore any such 
power. l had supposed that Congress had no 
power to build a bridge across the harbor at New 
Orleans, or the: Mississippi river. If it can au- 
thorize a bridge, it can build it; and if so, the as- 
sent of the State makes no difference with regard 
to the power of Congress, I had supposed that 
the power conferred by the Constitution to estab- 
lish post offices and post roads, did not give us 
power to build a road, or to build a bridge; and [ 
should like to know in what part of the Constitu- 
tion this power is to be found? 

Sir, I apprehend that every river is an arm of 
the sea to the head of tide-water. Congress has 
the same power over it, forall commercial pur- 
poses, that it has over the ocean within a league 
of the coast. And if any one will undertake to 
say that the Mississippi river, with millions of 
navigation, is not a navigable water beyond the 
point—about five hundred miles above its mouth— 
where the tide ceases to ebb and flow, we will 
meet it and decide the question whether navigable 
water does not extend above it in America, con- 
sidering the magnitude of rivers upon this Con- 
tinent. 

But above all, the compacts of the States when 
they were admitted into the Union, and the acts 
of Congress admitting the northwestern and south- 
western States, have in every case provided that 
the Mississippi and Ohio rivers shall be navigable 
waters free for all the States and all the people of 
the Union. I apprehend that any obstruction of 
these waters would stand upon the same ground 
precisely as an obstruction across the mouth of 
any harbor, 

But, sir, | did not intend to go as far as I have 
gone into this question at this late hour. I have 
made theseremarks for the purpose of bringing out, 
and putting forth in its full strength, the idea that 
is impressed upon my Jnind, that this is an im- 
portant question that ought not to be discussed 
upon this present post office bill. It is a question 
that requires extensive discussion and considera- 
tion; and it can be metas well for all practical 
purposes at the next session of Congress, which 
occurs ina few months from this time, without 
interfering with the just rights of any of the sov- 
ereign States of the Union. I am, therefore, en- 
tirely opposed to incorporating this amendment 
into this bill; and { think that this subject should 
be left to rest until December next, when it may 
be placed fully before the Senate, and fairly con- 
sidered and deliberately disposed of. As the prop- 
osition now stands it is, in my, judgment, from 
the best consideration I have been able to give to 
it, a direct reversal of the decision of the Supreme 
Court, and it is the assumption of the power to 
build roads and bridges within the States of this 
Union by authority of Congress. 

Mr. PRATT. Before the honorable Senator 
takes his seat I wish toask him a question. | 
understand him to announce as a constitutional 
proposition that the power on the part of the Fed- 
eral Government to authorize a post road to be 


made authorizes the making of the road by the 
Government. He contends that if the Govern- 
ment can authorize a State or an individual to 
make aroad, the Government could make the road 
itself. How do you limit the power? Power is 
given by the Constitution ** to establish post offices 
and post roads.’? The Constitution does not say 
that the States or individuals shall make them. 
Where, then, does the Senator derive the author- 
ity? i 

Mr. TOUCEY. I derive the authority over 
roads from the authority of every State in the 
Union. Every State in the Union must have roads. 
That was the condition of things when the Con- 
stitution was. adopted. When the Constitution 
gives power to Congress *‘ to establish post offices 
and post roads,” it does not mean the power to 
build roads, but to establish existing roads as post 
roads. Such has been the construction of that 
article of the Constitution heretofore. It does not 
confer the power to build a road or to build a 
bridge, or authorize a State to build a road, or 
build a bridge; but if a State does it, it does it by 
its own intrinsic sovereignty, and not by any con- 
sent of Congress. But if the States establish 
roads, Congress may use them for the purpose of 
transporting the mails, or the States must go with- 
out the mails, if they do not make roads; but that 
is an impossible position. 

Mr. HALE. I rose for the purpose of making 
a few remarks, but it is suggested that we can 
have a vote. I have no doubt that I can make a 
very good speech, but I am so anxious to have a 
vote that I will give way. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I shall detain the Senate 
but a moment. I desire to call attention to the 
phraseology of the amendment, which, it seems 
to me, contains an assertion of power which is in 
terms somewhat objectionable. It declares that 
the Wheeling and Belmont Bridge Company are 
authorized to have and maintain their bridge at its 
present height and elevation. That bridge span- 
ning the Ohio rests one side in Virginia, and-the 
other in Ohio. Congress steps in, and says to the 
company you are authorized to haveand maintain 
this bridge atthat spot. Now, is that an assertion 
of power which it is proper for Congress to make? 
ls this Government to go into the States and pre- 
scribe where such structures shall stand, and in 
such terms that the States cannot remove them ? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The gentleman will al- 
low me to correct him in point of fact. The 
structure is wholly in Virginia. It rests upon 
Zane’s Island in the river, which is within the 
jurisdiction of Virginia. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I was under the impression 
that the bridge was in both States; but that does 
not change the argument. I submit whether it 
would not be better to lay the bill over, so that 
we may consider it early in the next session. We 
can then adopt such phraseology as will relieve it 
of the emharrassments which are felt by many. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. We have a very thin 
Senate at present. It is now approaching twelve 
o’clock. I move, therefore, that the Senate ad- 
journ, so that we can take the vote on Monday 
morning. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment; and they were ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 33, nays 10; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Borland, Brooke, 
Charlton, Clarke, Davis, Dawson, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, 
Fish, Geyer, Hale, Houston, Hunter, James, Jones of Jowa, 
Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Meriwether, Morton, Pearce, 
Pratt, Rusk, Smith, Soulé, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, 
Wade, Walker, and Weller—33. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bradbury, Brodhead, Chase, De Saus- 
sure, Foot, Gwin, Norris, Seward, Stockton, and Tou- 
cey—10. 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RUSK. I have another amendment to 
offer: 3 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 


General be, and he is hereby, authorized, if he shall decem 
it proper, to advertise for and establish service upon the 
regular mail route between New Orleans and certain Gulf 
ports of Florida. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended, the amendments were concurred in, and 
ordered to be engrossed; and having been en- 
grossed, the bill was read a third timeand passed. 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, its title was amended, 


by adding thereto the words, ‘‘ and for other pur- 
poses. ”? 


OCEAN STEAMERS. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded, as in Committee of the Whole, to consider 
the bill from the House of Representatives, making 
appropriations for the transportation of the United 
States mail, by ocean steamers and otherwise, 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1853. It proposes to appropriate: 

“For the transportation of the mails frora New York to 
Liverpool, $858,000. 

“ For the transportation of the mails from New York to 


New Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Havana, Charleston, 
and back, $290,000. 

‘ For the transportation of the mails from Panamato Cal- 
ifornia and Oregon, and back, $348,250. 

“For the transportation of the mails from New York to 
Southampton and Bremen, and back, and to Cowes and 
Havre, and back, $294,000. i 

“ For the transportation of the mails between Charleston 
and Havana, $50,000. 


“For the transportation of the mails across the Isthmus of- 
Panama, $100,000.” 


Mr. HUNTER. The bill is to carry out exist- 
ing Jaws; nothing more. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a third 
time, and passed. 


JAMES CLAMORGAN. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Private 
Land Claims, reported a bill for the relief of the 
legal representatives of James Clamorgan, de- 
ceased; which was read and passed to the second 
reading. T'he report was ordered to be printed. 


HOUR OF MEETING. 
On motion by Mr. HUNTER, 
Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it be to meet on 
Monday morning at ten o’clock. 
NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider,as in Committee of the Whole, 
the bill from the House of Representatives making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending June. 30th, 1853. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpay, August 30, 1852. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. C. M. Buruzr. 
The reading of the Journal was dispensed with. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. GWIN, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, resumed the consider- 
ation of the bill making appropriations for: the 
naval service for the year ending June 30, 1853, 
which was reported from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, with various amendments. 

The first amendment of the committee was in 
the clause ‘‘for pay of commission, warrant, and 
petty officers, and seamen, including the engineer 
corps of the Navy, $2,771,448,” to strike out 
*448,’? and insert ‘*698;’’ and add to the clause 
the following: 

* Provided, That from and after the Ist of Fuly, 1852, the 
salary of the secretary of the Naval Academy at Annapolis 
shall. be $1,250.77 

Mr. HUNTER. That is an increase of $250 
on the present salary of the secretary of the Na- 
val School at Annapolis. It is made upon the 
urgent recommendation of the Department, and it 
is the only salary which we propose to increase. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 


The next amendment of the committee was to 
strike out of the bill the following words: 


~ “ And hereafter no appointment of midshipman, acting 
midshipman, or pupil, at any naval school in the Navy, 
shall be made, unless recommended by the member of Con- 
gress representing the district in which the applicant re- 
sides, in the same manner that cadets at West Point are 
now appointed; and that the Secretary of the Navyishere- 
by required to reportto this House, at its second session 
the number and names of appointments to the Naval Schoo: 


-which have been made, and the district and State whence 


each one comes, and the number of vacancies then exist- 
ing at said school, with the Congressional district which 
may be entitled to supply them, and a statement of the or- 
der in which the remainder of the Congressional districts 
shall be entitled to supply all future and accruing vacan- 
cies, so far as it may be determined by existing law, or by 
circumstances. *? 


Mr. HUNTER. The committee thought that 
this was a matter of legislation which we have no 
time now to consider properly, and that it was of 
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doubtful propriety to adopt that provision. We 
thought it therefore better to postpone it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I understand that 
part of the bil which the committee recommend 
to strike out, it proposes to introduce the same 
system in regard to the appointments of boys to 
the Naval School that we have in regard to the 
Military Academy. If that be the object, I hope 
the amendment may not prevail. I do not think 
we want any discussion upon a subject so plain as 
that; at least, if I understand it, my mind is satis- 
fied to vote without any discussion upon it. I 
would therefore ask the chairman of the commit- 
tee to explain to me whether that part of the bill 
does not propose to put the appointments to the 
Naval School precisely upon the same footing 
vih appointments to the Military School at West 

oint ? 

Mr. HUNTER. It does not put them precisely 
upon the same footing. It puts them on the same 
footing so far as Congressional districts are con- 
cerned; but there is no provision in the clause for 
appointments at large. The doubt in the commit- 
tee was, whether there ought not to be some pro- 
vision for appointments at large by the President, 
and whether Senators each ought not to possess 
the power of naming one. Under these circum- 
stances, we think it better to postpone the consid- 
eration of the subject until the next session. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope we will let the 
clause remain, and if it should become politic here- 
after to extend the patronage of the President, by 
allowing him the same privilege with reference to 
the Naval School that he has with reference to the 
Military Academy, it will be easy to introduce an 
amendment of that sort next session, when we 
can consider it. If it be proper to extend the 
privilege to members of the Senate, so as to give 
them a little patronage, we can take that also into 
consideration next session. At present, by ad- 
hering to the bill as it came from the House, we 
will just put the appointments in the Navy upon 
the footing of appointments inthe Army. I hope 
the amendment will not be agreed to. 

A division was had upon the amendment, but 
before the result was announced, 

Mr. HALE asked for the yeas and nays upon 
it, and they were ordered. 

Mr. GWIN. I should like a full understanding 
of this -provision to be had. It was introduced 
into the other House without the recommendation 
of any committee, and without any mature delib- 
eration. It was the object of the Committee on 
Finance, as well as the Commmittee on Naval 
Affairs of the Senate, to mature a plan for these 
appointments. There is an application before the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, from the Secretary 
of the Navy, asking that the President may have 
power to appoint ten boys to the Naval School, 
in the same manner that he has to make appoint- 
ments to West Point, on the ground that meri- 
torious officers in the Navy, not having any local- 
ity, being ordered from point to point, have no 
opportunity to have conferred upon their sons the 
benefits of this school. The object of the Com- 
mittee on Finance, as well as of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, is to bring forward, at the next 
session, when there will be time to mature it, a 
bill in connection with this subject, giving also the 
power to Senators to nominate. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I voted under a misappre- 
hension in regard to this case. I voted, upona 
division, to strike the clause from the bill. Now, 
I think, it is a proper clausé. I know nothing 
which will distribute patronage, so far as the Naval 
School and the Navy are concerned, than the 
clause as it came from the House. The Senator 
from California’s argument is, that there are cer- 
tain officers in the Navy who have no fixed resi- 
dence. 

Mr. GWIN. 


upon the President to appoint ten boys to the 
Naval School at large, as the cadets of West Point 
are appointed, on the ground that there are many 
meritorious officers of the Navy who never could 
get a boy into the Naval School under this pro- 
vision, unless appointments at large were made. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I will guarantee that those 
officers will get their share, and more than their 
share. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. Every officer of the 
Navy comes from some place. a 

Mr. ATCHISON. Yes, sir, and he has a citi- 


I said that the Secretary of the | 
Navy had applied to Congress to confer the power |! 


I 


zenship in some place. The fact of his being an 
officer in the Navy does not deprive him of citi- 
zenship; for the moment he leaves the Navy, I 
presume that moment he is entitled to all the 
rights and privileges of the State in which he re- 
sided when he was appointed. I am decidedly in 
favor of the clause as it.stands; and I repeat I 
voted for striking it out under an entire misappre- 
hension, upon the general principle that everything 
that we strike from the bill has a tendency to per- 
fect it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am against all monop- 
olies in behalf of families or individuals in appoint- 
ments in the Navy, and my object is to spread 
these appointments through all the sections of 
the Union, and thereby secure in every Con- 
gressional district an interest on behalf of this 
great arm of the public defense. If you do that, 
you will secure an interest in the Navy, in the in- 
terior States, which has never been felt before, and 
you will be disseminating officers throughout the 
country, as well ason the sea-board. In regard 
to the objection of my friend from California, that 
we have no time to mature the subject, I will only 
say, let us make this commencement, and at the 
next session we can give the privilege to the Pres- 
ident and to Senators, if we think proper to en- 
large it. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope the provision will be 
stricken out. I agree with my friend from Ken- 
tucky in the main object which he has in view; 
but the proposition to retain in this bill a provision 
that there is to be one midshipman taken from each 
Congressional district, and that he is to be ap- 


pointed upon the nomination of the members of | 


the House of Representatives, has, to my mind, 
two objections. In the first place, it deprives all 
the members of this body of any interest, direct 
or indirect, in proposing the appointment of any 
person in that arm of the public service; and as all 
officers of whatever grade—all commissioned offi- 
cers—are originally midshipmen, and are pro- 
moted from that corps, it of course gives to the 
members of the House of Representatives the 
designation and appointment of all the officers in 
the Navy from this time hereafter. I can see no 
justice or propriety in that. 

A Senator. That poweris now possessed by 
the executive department. 

Mr. BADGER. The fact of the executive de- 
partment possessing that power, is no reason that 
it should be engrossed anywhere else. Then, in 
the next place, as my friend from New York 
[Mr. Fisir] reminds me, that is not a provision 
oflaw. It is anarrangement, or custom, or regu- 
lation, existing in the Department. It is not 1m- 
posed by any law at all. Then, I have another 
objection to this: it is an indirect way of con- 
ferring the appointment of officers of the United 
States upon individual members of the House of 
Representatives. Now, under the Constitution, 
Congress can confer the appointment of no officer 
otherwise than as the Constitution has devolved 
it, except upon the President alone, the courts of 
law, or the heads of Departments. But what is 
this provision but saying that the appointments of 
officers of the Navy of the United States shall be 
made by the members severally of the House of 
Representatives, when, according to the Constitu- 
tion, we could not givethe whole House the right, 


nor both Houses put together the right, to make! 


the appointments? 
stricken out. 

Mr. MALLORY. The fifth section of the 
naval appropriation act of the 3d of March, 1845, 
reaches the position set up by the honorable Sen- 
ator from Kentucky. By that section, midship- 


I hope the clause will be | 


men are to be appointed especially with regard to | 


the Congressional districts, in all the States and | 


Territories. Now, it is supposed that that section 
has not been rigidly adhered to, but that midship- 


men have been appointed from districts where | 


they did not reside. This provision of the bill is 


no doubt designed to correct that; but, as the hon- | 
orable Senator from North Carolina observes, it | 
will deprive every member of this body from ex- ; 


ercising any influence in the selection of midship- 
men in the Navy, and give it all to the members 
of the House; whereas, now, as the Jaw stands, 
it refers it to the Congressional districts, without 


| specifying what branch of Congress shall exercise 


or control the appointment. 
Mr. DOWNS. I do not think that the reason 
urged by the Senators from California and North 


Carolina is a sufficient reason why this provision 
should be stricken out. The committee propose 
to strike it out. Now, it will be easy to amend 
that provision. It provides that one pupil or mid- 
shipman shall be appointed from each Congres- 
sional district. There will be no difficulty in 
amending it by adding ‘and ten at Jarge,’’ so as 
to put the appointments of the Naval Academy 
on the same footing as the cadets at West Point. 
There is a provision of Jaw that the appointments 
shall be made in each Congressional district. It 
certainly was an omission when that law was 
passed, that it was not put in, that there should 
be appointments made at large. If the committee 
want to perfect this as they say, let them add to 
it, “and ten at large.’ That will put it on pre- 
cisely the same footing as the appointment of ca- 
dets at West Point. I will therefore move to 
amend the provision by inserting in that part of 
the bill which specifiestthat one shall be appointed 
from each Congressional district, the words, ‘and 
ten from the States at large.” 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest that the 
number of midshipmen is fixed by law, and we 
have not time now to amend the system. 

Mr. DOWNS. This is not a new system. It 
is the system adopted in regard to the Military 
Academy. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator’s amendment 
will increase the number of midshipmen. [I made 
my remarks in reference to that. It will alter the 
existing law in regard to the number of midship- 
men, and we have no time to consider that now. 

Mr. DOWNS. I suppose adding ten to the 
number for three months would not make any 
great difference; buat if the committee think there 
are insuperable objections to it, I shall not insist 
on my amendment. 

Mr. DAWSON, Tintended to vote to strike 
out this provision, and I shall do so yet. The 
appointing power of all officers in the Army and 
Navy is vested in the executive department. Have 
we the power to confer that appointing power 
upon the representatives of the different Con- 
gressional districts of the United States? If we 
have not, then the proposition of the committee 
should be adopted. y believe we have not. What 
we cannot do directly we cannot do indirectly. 
The President of the United States has issued an 
order, affecting both the Army and Navy in ap- 
pointments of this kind, cadets and midshipmen— 
that in making the selection they shall be taken 
from each Congressional district, with a view to 
spread the appointments over the whole Union. 
This is an Executive order, instructing his sub- 
ordinates how to act, and is altogether right and 
constitutional; but we must not usurp the power, 
and declare that the executive part of the Gov- 
ernment shall make an officer, a midshipman, or a 
cadet out of an individual who shall be recom- 
mended to him by Representatives. If wedothat, 
it would be denying to the President the right of 
exercising his discretion. 1 state now, that when 
there are a dozen applicants in one Congressional 
district,and the Representative of the district pre- 
fers an individual, he is generally respected; but 
still the Government retains the right of exercising 
its own discretion and selecting from the number. 
I therefore shall vote to strike out this provision, 
upon the ground that it is an effort to take away 
from the Executive a power belonging solely to 
him. 


. Mr. DOWNS. The Senator is in error on one 


| point, as to its being a regulation in the Depart- 


ment to make the selections from the districts. 
There is alaw providing that the appointments 
shall be made from each Congressional district. 

Mr. DAWSON. I say the appointment is con- 
fined to the district, but not to the nomination by 
a Representative. 

Mr. DOWNS. It is the same authority that is 
exercised in the appointment of cadets. F do not 
know why it should not be here. As to the con- 
stitutional objection, that these persons are officers, 
they are not officers at all. This provides merely 
for the education of persons, and they receive no 
commission while receiving that education. 

Mr. SEWARD. I think there is much force in 
what has been said by the Senators from Georgia 
and North Carolina, that we cannot control or diìi- 
rect the President in the appointment of midship- 
men; but I have no doubt that we can effect the 
same object by a legislative provision, which shall 
secure the appointment of one from each district. 


And hereafter the President shall appoint from thé United 
States at large, ten of the pupils of the Naval School, and 
that ether. appointments shali be made, so as to secre al- 
ways, as far as possible, one pupil, midshipman, or.acting 
ynidshipman, in the Navy, from each Congressional, dis- 
trict. 


Mr. BADGER. 1 will suggest to the Senator 
from New York that, as far as that arrangement 
is concerned, there is no necessity for any legisla- 
tion. There is a law already in force to spread 
these appointments over the Congressional dis- 
tricts; and if the Senator will go to the Navy De- 
partment at any time, and inquire whether there | 
1s a vacancy in any Congressional district, he will | 
find lists there showing the precise state of the 
appointments, They there equalize the appoint- 
ments as far as they can. The rule is to appoint 
one from each Congressional district. The only 
difference between the bill as it stands and the ex- | 
isting practice is, that the bill proposes that the 
appointment shall be made on the nomination of 
the member from thedistrict; whereas, as the law 
now stands, we have as much right to recom- 
mend a person from the district, as a member of 
the House of Representatives. i 

Mr. SEWARD. I thank the honorable Sena- | 
tor from North Carolina for his information; but 
the law is not known to the country to be so, It 
was not understood by the House of Representa- 
tives tobe so. This amendment, then, which I 
intend to propose, makes the very provision which 
now exists, and is carried out in the Navy De- 
partment, and it does not propose to confer upon | 
the members of Congress an absolute power to 
recommend. I suppose it is understood that the 
Naval School is upon the same basis with the Mili- 
tary Academy, and that the other consequence 
will follow, that where there is no cause to over- | 
rule a recommendation by a member of Congress, 
it wil! prevail; and, for one, I desire that the mem- 
bers of Congress from my own State shall have 
the power of exercising this privilege. I think it 
is more right, more expedient, more wise, to put | 
it in their hands, than in the hands of Senators. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. We have at last got to 
a constitutional question. Let me read the Con- 
stitution, and see whether it has anything to do 
with it. The article in the Constitution in regard 
to the appointment of officers, provides: 

“ He (the President) shall have power, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to make treaties, pro- 
vided two thirds of the Senators present concur; and he 
shall nominate, and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall appoint embassadors, other public minis- | 
ters, and consuls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other | 
officers of the United States whose appointments are not 
herein otherwise provided for, and which shall be estab- 
lished by law; but the Congress may, by law, vert the ap- 
pointment of such inferior officers as they think proper in 
the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of 
Departments.” 

Is this an office created by law? Idenyit. The ` 
person for the manner of whose appointment we | 
propose to provide, is a pupil at a school. He is ; 
not yet made a midshipman. You are taking the 
initiatory steps to make him an officer, but he may 
never be an officer. You are providing for his 
education, and whether you make him a midship- 
man of the Navy is an ulterior matter. Now, 
my friend from New York proposes to limit the 


H 
President, in the appointments, to the Congres- || 


sional districts. 
Mr. SEWARD. No, sir. f 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. He proposes to give ten | 
at large, and then, he says, the balance shall be į 
arranged in Congressional districts. i 
The PRESIDENT. The amendment of the || 
Senator from New York is not before the Senate. | 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. But his whole argu 


ment was based upon thatamendment, and I hope 
that I can answer it. | 


The PRESIDENT. The Senator suggested | 
that if the amendment of the committee prevailed, | 
he would propose his amendment. : 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That was the reason 
which he gave why he should vote for the com- | 
mittee’s amendment, and if he relies upon his own | 


| 
proposition as a reason for striking that out; Í have | 
a right to show that his reason is not tenable, and 
constitutes no motive for amending the bill as the | 
committee propose. In that point of view, the 
Senator’s proposition was, to give the President 
the appointment absolutely of ten at large, and 
then to restrict him to the Congressional districts 
in appointing the residue. Now, what authority 
have you, if it be a constitutional question, to re- 
strict the discretion of the President in the selec- 
tion of the officers? None whatever. You might 
as well undertake to restrict him in the selection 
of foreign ministers, or of a judge of the Supreme 
Court, or of any other officer, as in that of a pupil 
to the Academy. If it be his constitutional priv- 
ilege to appoint that pupil, you cannot restrict that 


privilege by any sich mode of legislation. If, 
then, this relates to the mere appointment of a 
pupil, out of which we may hereafter make an 
officer or not, according to circumstances, it is 


back to the question upon which we must rely at 


national policy, that every portion of the country 
shall have a participation in the appointments of 
the officers for that branch of the service, which 
will more than anything else make it national? I 
think it good policy; and if it be just to extend the 
same privilege to the Senators, be it so. I am for 
giving the President the privilege of appointing 
ten; but we cannot restrict the appointments by | 
the President, of the pupils throughout the whole 
United States, to Congressional districts. His 
constitutional privilege to appoint them, is inde- 
pendent of all restriction of that sort. | 

Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
the appropriation of money, but of time. We 
have but a day left. Can we give it all to this 
question of appointments to the Naval School? 

Mr. CASS. I desire to say one word to the 
Senator from New York. There is no time for 
us to enter into constitutional questions, and I en- 
treat the honorable Senator to allow us to form 
our opinions without a further discussion. We | 
all know that book that he has in his hand, and I 
believe we understand it as well as if he went on 
to discuss it until the next session. 


Mr. ADAMS. Nobody is listening. i 


Mr. CASS. There is nobody listening to the 
discussion. It is a thrice told tale—it is a fifty 
times told tale. 

Mr. SEWARD. I have as seldom exacted at- | 
tention from this body as the honorable and dis- 
tinguished Senator who says that nobody is listen- 
ing—who speaks when nobody listens to admon- 
ish us not to discuss the question. I merely wish 
to say,in reply to the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky, that the existing law, which was pasesd | 
in 1845, does confine the appointment of pupils 
and midshipmen to the States; and that, therefore, | 
if appointments can be restricted to the States, they 
can be restricted to the districts. | 

The question was taken, by yeas and nays, on 
the amendment, and resulted—yeas 27, nays 22; 
as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Badger, Bell, Bright, Brodhead, i: 


Ciarke, Clemens, Dawson, Douglas, Fish, Gwin, Hamlin, 
Houston, Hunter, James, Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Mil- 
ler, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Seward, Smith, Soulé, Stock- 


NAY S-—Messrs. Atchison, Borland, Brooke, Cass, Chase, 
Davis, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Jowa, Downs, Fetch, 
Foot, Hale, Jones of iowa, King, Meriwether, Rusk, 
Shields, Spruance, Underwood, Upham, Wade, and 
Walker—22. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was in page five, line 
ninety-five, to strike out the word * civil’? and 


Mr. HUNTER. The amendment is merely | 
verbal, and is necessary to correct a clerical error. | 
The amendment was agreed to. |! 
The next amendment wasin thesame page, line | 
one hundred and five, after the word ‘* expenses’? | 
insert the words ‘ of vessels.” 


line one hundred and seven, to insert at the end of |! 
the line the words: if 


“And for contingent expenses not enumerated, $5,009.” l 
Mr. HUNTER. This was estimated for and i 
inserted by the Committee on Finance; and I do į; 
not know but this is as good a place as any other |! 


i quarantine expens 
i in foreign po 
i enumerated, $5,000. 


ofthe Navy. 


saz | for the fiscal year ending 
The amendment was agreed to. i 


; ; deemed to be 
The next amendment was in the same page, |! cery 5 


hospitals, and although, perhaps, the Commit- 
tee on Finance would not have done so if the ques- 
tion had been left to them, yet in view of the fact 
that there would only elapse three months before 
the next session, and as the House committee had 
examined the matter, we thought it better not to 


depart from their recommendation. In relation to 
this item which has been estimated for, they did 
not put itin. We have agreed to their reduction 
of the estimates in other matters. I have stated 


|| this much for the information of the Senate, 


The amendment was agreed to, and the clause 
as amended reads as follows: 
‘For contingent expenses that may accrue for the fol- 


| lowing purposes, viz: freight and transportation, printing 


and stationery, advertising in newspapers, books, maps, 
models, and drawings, purchase and repair of fire-engines 


: and machinery, repairs of and attending to steam-engines 
iin navy-yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and 

ithin the regulation of Congress, and it co | i} S s 
we t 5 Bress, comes || chase and repair of workmen’s tools, postage of public let- 


7 Pod Sata pier 4 | ters, furniture for Government houses, fuel, oil and candles 
last: Is it prudent—is it discreet —is ita matter of |! 


oxen, and driving teams, carts, timber-wheels, and the pur- 


for navy-yards and shore stations, pay of watchmen and 


| incidental labor, not chargeable to any other appropriation, 
i labor attending the delivery of stores on foreign stations, 
! wharfage, dockage and rent, traveling ex: 
; and others under orders, funeral expenses, store and office 
; rent, stationery, fuel, commissions and pay of clerks to 


2t of officers 


navy agents and store- kecpers, flags, awnings, and packing 


; boxes, premiuins and other expenses of recruiting, appre- 
| hending deserters, per diem pay to persons attending courts- 


martial and courts of inquiry, and other services authorized 
by law, pay to judges advocate, pilotage and towage of ves-` 
sels and assistance to vessels in distress. bills of health and 
s of vessels of the United States Navy 
527,840; and for contingent expenses not 


The next amendment was, to strike out the 


: p :! second section, in the following words: 
I rise to a question, not of i| 


“Sec. 2, And be it further enacted, That all acts or parts 


‘ of acts authorizing the President of the United States, or 
, the Secretary of the proper Department under his direction, 
i to transfer any portion of the moneys appropriated for a 


particular branch of expenditure in that Department, to be 
applied to another branch of expenditure in the same De- 
vartment, be, and are hereby, so far as relates to the Navy 
epartment, repealed; and no portion of the money appro- 
priated by this act shall be applied to the paymeut of any 
expenses incurred prior to the Ist day of July, 1852.9 


Mr. HUNTER. This section consists of two 


| parts, the first of which proposes to repeal the 


right of transfer altogether, so far as it relates to 
the Navy Department. That is unnecessary, be- 
cause, the right of transfer was repealed by the 


law of 1842. The right has been allowed in special 


instances, but the law of 1842 repealing it still re- 
mains in force. The other portion of the section 


į proposes.to introduce a provision here which was 
| introduced into the Army bill, in which it was 


provided that none of the money appropriated for 
the current fiseal year should be expended for 
arrears. The Secretary of War has thought that 
he could not execute that provision; but so far as 


ii the Navy is concerned, it would be manifestly im- 


proper. A ship might come in from a three years’ 


: cruise, and it would he necessary to, pay her out 


of the fund now appropriated. In view of these 


| circumstances, the Committee on Finance propose 
|: to strike out the section. 


The motion to strike out the section was agreed 
to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. These are all 


‘the amendments which are proposed by the Com- 
ton, and Weller—27. t 


mittee on Finance. 
Mr. GWIN. Ihaveseveral amendments which 


: I have been instructed by the Committee on Naval 

! Affairs to offer. 

i tee to propose to the Senate to restore the appro- 

: priations to theamounts estimated for by the Navy 

i; Department at the commencement of this session. ° 
` I have been induced to do this in consequence of 


; ie Pry) |, two letters which we have received—one from the 
! insert “ foreign. i 


Tam instructed by that commit- 


former, and the other from the present Secretary 
The former is as follows: 
Wavy DEPARTMENT, July 19, 1852. 
Str: I transmit herewith a statement showing the redue- 
tions made by the Committee of Ways and Means of the 
House of Representatives in the appropriation bill now 
pending, from the estimates submitted by this Department, 
Orh June, 1853. 
These estimates having been prepared with care, and 
ded by a proper regard for the public 
2, I respectfully request tbat your committee will in- 
vestigate the several subjects embraced, and if they concur 


| in the views of the Department, that they will move such 


amendments as may appear to them to be required by the 
public interests. 
Lam, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM A. GRAHAM. 
Hon. WintiaM M. Gwin, 
Chairman Naval Commiitee, Senate. 
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mates are necessary for the public service. The 


letter is as follows: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, August 27, 1852. 

Dear Sin: I beg leave to call your attention to the 
inclosed letters, which will show the importanee of main- 
taining the appropriations asked for at the original esti- 
mates. Commodore Shubrick’s letter of this date an- 
nounces that the contracts are all made upon the basis of 
the supply necessary for seven thousand five hundred men 
required by the act of Congress. It would, therefore, be 
necessary to reduce the number of men, or to furnish the 
amount necessary for their supply. 

Very truly vours, J.P. KENNEDY. 
Hon, W. M. Gwin, 

Chairman Nuvul Committee, Senate. 

When the subject was before the Committee on 
Finance, I believe I am justified in saying that 
every member of that committee was prepared 
to restore the estimates. 
over to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and | 
have been requested by that committee to ask for 
a restoration of the estimates. The amendments 
which F propose to offer are for that purpose. 

Mr. HUNTER. Will the Senator from Cali- 
fornia allow me to state, in relation to these esti- 


mates, that if the Committee on Finance had acted ! 


upon the subject originally, they would probably 
have recommended appropriations according to 
the estimates; but as the Fouse Committee of 
Ways and Meanshad given great attention to the 
matter, the Committee on Finance determined to 
concur in the action of that committee. Therefore 
we did not add to the appropriations to make them 
conform to the estimates. 

Mr. GWIN. 
the question had been brought fairly before the 
Committee on Finance, the estimates would not 
have been restored? 

Mr. HUNTER. I presume, under the circum- 
stances, they would not. We would have left 
them as they came from the House. 

Mr. GWIN. Being a member of that commit- 
tee, I differ entirely from the chairman. Tagreed 
to postpone the subject in that committee, and 
brought it to the attention of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, with the distinct understanding that 
the Committee on Finance would sustain me. The 
first amendment which | propose under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Naval Affairs isin page 
six, line one hundred and fifteen, after the word 
twenty-nine, insert the following: 

t“ Cooper’s shop and watchiman’s quarters, clay walls, 
north and south stations.” 

So that the clause will read: 

“ Portsmouth, New Hampshire: For building timber- 
shed No. 29, cooper’s shop and watechman’s guarters, elay 
walls, north and south stations, foundation for shores at 
railway,” &e. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. That amendment having been 
adopted, it will be necessary to amend the clause 
still further by striking out the sum appropriated, 
and inserting a larger ene. I therefore move to 


strike out ‘ $35,041 23,” and insert $81,120 28.” | 


So that the whole clause, as 1 propose to amend 
it, will read: 


“ Portsmouth, N 
shed No. 29,cooper’ 
north and south stations, foundations for shores at railway, 
drains, gutters, and paving, and repairs of ah kinds, 
$81,120 28.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. Before the Senate passes from 
that clause of the bill I wish to make a slight 
amendment. I do not wish to steal that navy- 

ard for Portsmouth, New Hampshire. It be- 
ongs to Kittery, Maine. I move to strike out 
** Portsmouth, New Tlampshire,’’ and insert 
“ Kittery, Maine.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. The next amentment is as fol- 
lows: 

“ After the word ‘offices,’ in line 120, insert ‘eoal-houses, 
paving, grading, building, siniihery, and repairs of all 
kinds. 7? 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. 
pose is, that the words ‘§28,100,”’ be stricken 
out of line one hundred and twenty-one, end that 
"474,525," be inserted. The clause as amended 
will then read: 


“ Boston, Massachusetts: For yain-water cistern, pitch- 
house, and oakum-loft, muster office, coal-house, paving, 


p Hampshive: For building timber- 


The subject was passed | 


I ask the Senator whether, if | 


shop, watchman’s quarters, clay walls, | 


The next amendment I shall pre- | 


y 


| 


i 


| and repairs of all kinds, $28,517 2077— 
| so that it will read, as follows: ; 


grading, building, smithery, and repairs of all kinds, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. There are various other amend- 
ments which I am instructed to offer for the pur- | 
| 


: pose of restoring the estimates from the Depart- 
: ment, Isend them up to the Chair, and hope 
| that the question will be taken on them all together 


for the purpose of saving time. ‘I move to insert | 
in line one hundred and twenty-two, after the | 
word +t complete,” ‘*commander’s house;” and 
after the word ‘‘saw-mill,”’ insert “ houses for offi- 
cers.” Tn line one hundred and twenty-five, after | 
the words ‘‘engine house,” insert “coal house, } 


and wharves, and piers.’ In the same line, in- | 
t 


sert ‘lighters, paving, and filling in timber beyond į; 


new purchase.” In line one hundred and twenty- : 


six, strike out $126,800,” and insert $240,550.” | 
Mr. HALE. I wish to make an amendment 
to that section, so far as it relates to the provision | 
of houses for officers. I ask for a division of the | 
question. I believe that that proposition is con- | 
trary to law. : 
The question was taken on the first and second 
amendments, and they were agreed to. 


Mr. HALE. Let them all go together. 
are sure to pass. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators can 
take objection to any of these amendments after 
the Secretary has read them. | 

Theremaining amendments were then agreed to | 

The clause, as amended, reads: i 


“New York, New York: To complete commander's | 
house, saw-mill, houses for ofticers, quay-wall, dredging | 
[i 


They 


channels, water-tank and lighter, gas-pipes and fixtures, 
lightuing conductors, continuation of sewer, machinery, 
&e., for engine-house, coal-house, wharves, and piers, 
paving, lighters, filling in timber beyond new purchase, and 
repairs of all kinds, $140,550. 


The following amendments, from the Commit- 


|i tee on Naval Affairs, were also agreed to. To 
j amend the following clause— 


“Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: For shed to cover norih ; 


i railway, covering to south railway, steam-box and pitch- | 


ketties, mooring anchors for dry-dock, dredging channel, | 
continuing pavement to wharf, cross-paving to smithery, | 
and from thence to the dock basin, paving round west end | 
of ship-house, paving wharf No.3 to ship-house, paving | 
between ways of docks, paving between timber-sheds, com- | 
pleting gutters and drains, completing shed No.5, extending 
gas-pipes, &c., extending water-pipes one thousand feet, 


“Philadelphia, Pennsylvania: For shed to cover north | 
railway, covering to south railway, steam-box and pitch- | 


| kettles, mooring anchors for dry-dock, dredging channel, 


extension of pier wharf No. 4, filling up and grading, con- | 
tinuing pavement to wharf, cross-paving to smithery, and | 
from thence to the dock basin, paving round west end of | 
ship-house, paving wharf No. 3 to ship-house, paving be- | 
tween ways of dock, paving between timber-sheds, com- | 
pieting gutters and drains, completing shed No. 5, extending | 
gas-pipes, &c., extending water-pipes one thousand feet, | 
and repairs of all kinds $59,248. | 

To amend the clause— 

Washington, District of Columbia: For completing 
ordnance building No. J, fitting up timber-dock, completing 
saw-mill, completing copper rolling-mill, completing rail- i 
way, completing side lathes in machine shop, and repairs 


of all kinds, $123,778? i 


ed 


so that it will read: 

“ Washington, District of Columbia: For completing 
ordnance building No. 11, fitting up timber-dock, comple- 
ing saw-imill, completing copper roling-mill, completing | 
ilway, commander’s house, converting ordnance shop to | 
fitting shop, &e., stone wharf on south front of yard, com- | 
pleting side lathes in machine shop, and repairsof all kinds, 

l 


$67,433.97 

To amend the following clause— 

“ Norfoik, Virginia: For store-house No. 14, wharf 
north side of timber-dock, culvert, dredging-machine, and 
repairs of all kinds, $80,732 20”— 
so that it will read: | 

“Norfolk, Virginia: For store-house No, 14, extending 
quay, wharves, completing timber-dock, building for offices, 
paving from gate to ship house, grading and filling wharf ` 


north side of timber-dock, culvert, dredging machine, and 
repairs of ail kinds, $170,342 23.7 


To amend the following clause— 


# Pensacola, Florida: Towards completing permanent i] 


wharf, to complete guard house and kitchen, to complete | 
yard railway, and repair old track, to complete extension | 
of central wharf, to rebuild east wail of cistern No. 26, for i 
ice-house, repairs of cisterns Nos. 14 and 25, and repairs of į 
all kinds, $88,044 i 


so that it will read: 


*¢ Pensacola, Florida : Towards completing permanent | 


wharf, to complete guard house and kitchen, to complete i 
yard railway and repair old track, to complete extension of || 


central wharf, wharf on east side of yard, extension of | 


smithery and machine shop, four new forges, and chimneys, į 


z 2 aa 
| to rebuild east wall of cistern No. 26, for ice-house. repairs 
fi : 2 
$74,525. H 


of ‘cisterns Nos. 14 and 25, and repairs of all kinds, 
$162,782.” 

Toamend the following clause— 

, ‘£ Memphis, Tennessee: For pavements, drains, and 
ditches, cisterns for rope-walk, hemp-house, store-house, 
(one wing,) complete, railing for vertical wall, and repairs 
of all kinds, $47,043 34°. 
so that it will read : 

‘t Memphis, Tennessee: For pavements, drains, and 
ditches, cisterus for rope-walk, hemp-house, store-house, 
(one wing,) complete, railing for vertical wall, excavation 
and embankment, stable and fences to commandant’s house, 
and repairs of all kinds, $67,859 28.” 


To amend the clause, (under the heading of 
“ hospitals?) — 


“AtNew York : For fence round garden, repairs of build- 


Lg ioe : : § 
|| ings, painting, whitewashing, cleaning up grounds, &c., at 
j 


hospital, and for completing fence and wall around the 
burial ground, $8,893 — 


so as to make the appropriation $18,151. 

To amend the following clause— 

“« At Philadelphia Naval Asylum: For introducing gas, 
painting main building inside, repairing and painting wall, 
repairs to roof and dome, cleaning and whitewashing, 


cleaning and repairing grates and ranges, water tax, shade 
trees, and repairs ofall kinds, $5,666 ?>— 


so that it will read: 

“ at Philadelphia Naval Asylum: For introducing gas, 
painting main building inside, repairing and painting wall, 
tax on Wharf, paving street, repairs to roof and dome, clean- 
ing and whitewashing, cleaning and repairing grates and 
| ranges, water tax, shade trees, and repairs of all kinds, 
$10,024.” 
| To amend the following clanse— 
| «At Norfolk : For repairs of hospital and dependencies, 
| 35,0002. 
by strikingout ** $5,000,” and inserting “ $12,- 
168 90.” 

Toamend the following clause, (under the head- 
ing of“ hospitals” )— 


“ At Pensacola: For draining and filling up ponds, &c., 
#2,000— 


1 


i| by striking out ‘ $2,000,” and inserting “ $24,- 


487.” 
Mr. GWIN. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to offer another amend- 


iment, which is to insert after line eleven, page one, 
as follows: 


| 
t 
| 
‘| That the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 


| and they are hereby, authorized and directed to allow and - 


‘| pay out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


| priated, to the officers, petty officers, seamen, and marines 
of the United States Navy, and officers and men ofthe rev- 
enue service, who served in the Pacifie ocean, on the coast 
of California and Mexico, during the late war with Mexico, 
and since that period, the same increased or additional 
compensation as has been by law directed to be paid to the 
officersand soldiers of the Army who served in California.” 


Mr. HUNTER. As the bill came from. the 
House, it‘gave these officers double allowance. I 
believe this is more than the House will allow; 
but Lam willing to give to them the additional 
| pay, by taking the provision as it came from the 
| House. ` 
| Mr. GWIN. 1willread tothe Senate an ex- 
tract from the Army appropriation act of Septem- 
ber, 1850, to which the amendment refers: 


“ For extra pay to the commissioned officers and enlisted 
men of the Army of the United States, serving in Oregon 
| or California, $325,854, on the following basis, to wit: 


|| that there shall be allowed to each commissioned officer as 


aforesaid, whilst serving as aforesaid, a per dicm, in addi- 
tion to their regular pay and allowances, of two dollars 
each, and to each enlisted man as aforesaid, whilst serving 
as aforesaid, a per diem in addition to their present pay and 
allowances, equal to the pay proper of each as established 
by existing Jaws, said extra pay of the enlisted men to be 
retained until honorably discharged. This additional pay 


‘| h 
| to continue until the firstof March, 1852, or until otherwise 
i| provided.” 


Mr. HUNTER. Iam willing to add the fifty 
per centum which we agreed to in relation to the 
Army. I have no idea the House will agree to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to report another amendment, 
giving the same compensation to the officers there- 
In named as is given by the amendment which has 
just been agreed to. 
| After line eleven, page one, insert the follow- 
ling: 
| “And the several officers who served in the late Arctic ex- 
| pedition which went in reh of Sir John Franklin shail, 
| in addition to the pay they have already been granted, be al- 
| lowed for the period during which they served, the follow- 
ing compensation respectively, viz: To the commander of 
the expedition the pay of a commander; to passed mid- 
| shipmen, the pay of lientenants; to the assistant surgeon, 
į the pay of a surgeon; to midshipmen, the pay of passed 
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midshipmen ; all as if engaged on sea service. And that 
there be allowed te the warrant and petty officers extra pay 
equal to the regular pay with which they have been accred- 
ited for their services on said expedition.” 

This amendment simply proposes to pay all of 
these officers at the rate of one grade higher than 
the positions they actually occupied. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. I propose further to amend the 
bill by adding after the one just adopted: 

«And the pay of chaplains in the Navy shall be ¢1,200 on 
leave, or waiting orders, and $1,500 while on duty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. JI propose further to amend, by 
inserting at the end of line twenty, page two, the 
following: 

“And the salary of the assistant purser of the navy-yard 
at Kittery, Maine, who also discharges the duties of clerk 
and steward, shall be $750 per annum.” 

That amendment has been recommended by the 
Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. Ihave yet another amendment. 
After line twenty, page two, insert the following: 

“That the pay of the first clerk to the commandant of 
the navy-yards in New York, Norfolk, and Boston, shall 
be at the rate of $1,500 per annum, and that the second 
clerk of the commandants shall be paid at the rate of $900 
per annum, from and after the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to offer the following amend- 
‘ments at the end of line twenty-four, page two, 
add the following: 

€ It being provided that so much of the act approved 
March 3d, 1851, entitled an act making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending June 30, 1852, as pro- 
vides that no commutation of rations shall be allowed, ex- 


ceptto officers and their attendants, be, and the same is 
hereby repeated.?? 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. I propose further to amend by 
inserting after line two hundred and eighteen, page 
ten— 

« For a scientific investigation and experiment upon the 
character of elementary substances used as subsistence in 
the Navy, and the means to prevent their deterioration, 
$2,500, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Navy.” 


This amendment is recommended by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. : 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. I have another amendment. 
the end of line thirty-one, insert the following: 

“And the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to have completed with the least 
possible delay, the war steamer contracted for with Robert 
L. Stevens, in pursuance of an act of Congress approved 
March 3d, 1842, and that the balance of the appropriation 
heretofore made for that purpose which bas been carried to 
the surplus fund, shall be used for that purpose.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. Tam further directed to offer the 
following amendment, to come in after line thirty- 
one: 


“And the Sceretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to 
cause to be applied as soon as practicable, to all the steam- 
vessels belonging to the Government of the United States, 
J.P. Pirsson’s double vacuum steam condenser for furnish- 
ing fresh water to marine boilers for the use of the crews.” 


At 


That is strongly recommended by the Secretary 
of the Navy. It calls for no appropriation. 

Mr. HUNTER. It appears to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that that is legislating for a private indi- 
vidual. There are many claimants to the discovery 
of these condensers, and I think this is a provision 
that should not go in the bill. 

Mr. BADGER. I think the Senator from Vir- 
ginia is entirely mistaken. ‘This is not an appli- 
cation on behalf of any private claimant at all. 
it comes to us under the recommendation of the 
Secretary of the Navy, who is anxious to have an 
opportunity of availing himself of the use of this 
condenser, 

Mr. CASS. Ifan appropriation is required and 
asked for by the Navy Department, I will vote 
for it; but I will never vote to put such an im- 
provement in the Navy without knowing anything 
about it. I must know whether it is necessary. 
If the Department needs the appropriation I will 
vote for it; but to legislate that a certain invention 
shall be used in the Navy, is going too far. There 
is no legislative authority necessary to authorize 
the Department to use this invention, if it is 
necessary. Tt has all the necessary power for it. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. ` Does the Sen- 


ator from Virginia raise a question of order, under 
the rule, in regard to this amendment? 

Mr. HUNTER. I will not raise the question 
of order, but it seems to me to be precisely the 
same sort of amendment which was offered to the 
Army bill in regard to the discoverer of ether. 

Mr. PEARCE. There was a special commis- 
sion appointed to inquire into this matter. It has 
been reported on. I have never seen that report. 
I do not know what its details are, butif we have 
such a report, itis right that we should not act 
upon the subject until we know what the conclu- 
sions arrived at are. I think it is not desirable 
that we should adopt this amendment. It seems 
to me to be necessary that Congress should be in 
possession of the information which this report 
contains. This may possibly be the best con- 
denser in use; but we do not know on any evi- 


| dence we have ‘before us, whether it is the best 


adapted for the purpose for which it is intended. 
It seems to me, therefore, that it would be better 
to postpone the consideration of it until another 
time. 

Mr. DAVIS. I think it is quite certain from 
information before the public that we ought not to 
adopt this amendment. .There is a sharp contest 
now going on between the several patentees on 
this subject, and the question as to which is the 
most meritorious is not yet satisfactorily deter- 
mined. To select one of these men under such 
circumstances, and give him the privilege of fur- 
nishing the United States Navy with condensers, 
appears to me to be at least doing injustice to 
others, and adopting a step not very judicious. If 
the Department desire to make use of any of these 
inventions, why not leave the Department to choose 
that which they consider the best and most use- 
ful? Why should we be called on here by our 
legislation to declare which of these inventions is 
the best, when we know nothing of them what- 
ever? This subject has come upon us very unex- 
pectediy, but I find on my table a letter from the 
Secretary of the Navy on the subject. Iask that 
the letter may be read. 

It was accordingly read, as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, January 24, 1852. 

Sır: In pursuance of the authority conferred by the “Act 
making appro riations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30th of Jung, 1851, approved September 28, 1850, 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to examine into the 
merits of the various condensers for supplying the boilers of 
marine engines with fresh water, and directing that he report 
to the House of Representatives the result of said examin- 
ation, together with his opinion of the value of the test of 
said condensers to the Government of the United States, 
and appropriating the sum of $5,000 to carry this provision 
of the law inte effect,” I have the honor to report, that for 
the purpose of conducting the examination required to sat- 
isfactory practical results, a board was constituted, consist- 
ing of two gentlemen of science and experience in the De- 
partment, of knowledge involved in the inquiry, who have 
applied great labor and research to the investigation, and I 
now transmit their report for the information of Congress. 

It will be observed that twenty-nine different remedies 
have been proposed for the prevention or removal of cor- 
rosion and deposit in marine and other steam boilers by 
mechanical means, so as to avoid blowing off and removing 
the deposit, all of which are discussed in this report. 

Of these, five are regarded by the commission as entitled 
to excellence, to wit: ‘The inventions of Messrs. Pirsson, 
Baldwin, Lynch, and Miller, respectively. Butno one of 
these has received the full approbation of the commission, 
so as to recommend its adoption by the Government, to the 
exclusion of all others, and it advises that arrangements be 
proposed to the several inventors, each of whom claims a 
patent right, for the construction and use in naval vessels, 
of a condenser which shall combine the most eligible parts 
of the apparatus of each, and be more perfect than any one 
ofthem. In this opinion the Department coneurs. The 
amounts asked by Messrs. Pirsson and Lynch, for their re- 
spective inventions, are stated in the report, and an opinion 
is also expressed in the probable cost of the apparatus of 
Mr. Miller. 

If the several claimants of patents shall entertain such 
proposals, a commission or a board of naval engineers may 
be consulted as toa proper compensation to be made to 
each. 

J respectfully recommend that the report of the commis- 
sion, which will be found to contain much useful informa- 
tion on this important subject of mechanical and chemical 
science, be ordered to be published under the supervision 
of the commissioners. 

I have the honor to be, sir, with high respect, vour obe- 
dient servant, WILL. A. GRABAM. 

Hon. Lins Boyp, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. DAVIS. It is manifest from that state- 
ment in regard to the report of the scientific board, 
that they ascertained there were some four or five 
of these inventions of great excellence, but that 
they are not prepared to select any particular one 
as especially worthy of attention from the Gov- 
ernment. I think, then, that these inventions 
should be left to work their’ own way, and that 


the inventors should be allowed to pursue their 
own course; then if the Government conceive it to 
be necessary to effect a purchase of any of them, 
such a selection should be made, on complete in- 
formation, as would render it evident that it was 
the best that could be made, supposing that it is 
necessary to select any at all. 

Mr. SEWARD. I would suggest to my friend 
from California [Mr. Gwin] to modify his amend- 
ment by striking ovt the word “ shall,’ and in- 
serting “ may” instead of it, thus giving a dis- 
cretionary power to the Secretary of the Navy. 
The amendment will then read ‘that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy may, if he deems it expedient,”? 
&e. 

Mr. GWIN. I accept the modification. 

Mr. DAVIS. I now move to strike out the 
name of ‘* Pirsson,” and insert the word “any”? 
instead. So that the clause shall read ‘‘ any steam 
condenser.” : 

Mr. SHIELDS. Asi understand it, the Navy 
Department at this moment possesses the power 
of making a fair experiment; and I think it would 
be wrong to require them, or to suggest to them, 
to apply this particular condenser to the whole 
Navy. Why not make the experiment at firstin 
one or two vessels, instead of extending it to all 
the vessels of the United States. To require the 
employment of any invention to all the vessels in 
the Navy that are not thoroughly tested appears 
to me to be highly injudicious. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Mr. President, I will en- 
déavor to answer the question proposed by my 
friend, the Senator from Ilinois, and I hope it will 
be satisfactory. My impression is that Senators 
do not thoroughly understand this subject, and 
that the mystery and confusion which has envel- 
oped it heretofore is likely to continue, unless 
some further explanation is made, Although when 
this debate commenced I did not intend to take 
any part in it, yet, notwithstanding, I must now 
ask the indulgence of the Senate for a few mo- 
ments while I explain, as well as I may be able, 
the circumstances under which this question comes 
before the Senate, and the necessity there seems 
to be that Congress should do precisely what the 
amendment asks them to do. 

A steam condenser capable of supplyinga vessel 
with a sufficient quantity of fresh water for her 
boilers, has long been a desideratum in ocean nav- 
igation. { will not detain the Senate by a disser- 
tation on the steam-boiler or engine; all must 
know the importance of a condenser at sea, to 
supply fresh water for the boilers. I will proceed 
at once to show that Pirsson’s condenser is the 
best, the very best, beyond all question the best 
that has yet been invented, and that experiments, 
full and ample experiments, have proved it to be 
all its friends claim for it. 

Now, sir, I must be permitted to present to the 
Senate the following satisfactory testimonials in 
corroboration of what I have said, and will say, 
in favor of Mr. Pirsson’s condenser: 

In reference to Pirsson’s steam surface vacuum 
condenser; Messrs. Henry R. Dunham & Co., of 
the Archimedes Steam-Engine Works, say: 

“We give it as our opinion that the difference of saving 
in fuel alone would pay for it in a few months’ use. There 
seems to be, at present, a disposition on the part of the 
owners of steamers, to pay reasonably for any improvement 
saving fuel, and for the preservation of boilers; both of 
which your invention accomplishes.” 

Commodore Stewart, whose opinions of such 
matters has ever been regarded with respect and 
confidence, says: 

“ There has been no improvement conferred on sea-going 
steamers equal in value to the Pirsson condenser.” 

Commodore Smith, Chief of Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, says: 

“tis the best machine for the purposes for which it is 
designed T have ever seen, and that all sea-going steam- 
vessels should be furnished with them for safety, economy, and 
convenience.” 

Commodore Shubrick, the present Chief of Bu- 
reau of “ Construction, Equipment, and Repairs,” 
says: 

“ The bureau concurs in this view of the late Secretary, and 
indulges in the hope thet Congress, in consideration of the de- 
ficiency of the Navy in the only description of steamers which 
may be considered at all efficient for war purposes, will put it 
in the power of the Department to introduce Pirsson’s surface 
condensers into several new propeller frigates und sloops of 
war.” 

Charles H. Haswell, the late Engineer-in-Chief 
of the Navy, in an official report to the late Secre- 
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tary of the Navy, Mr. Preston, says in regard to 
Pirsson’s condenser: 


‘< Tt presents itself in the several points of economy, effi- 
ciency, and the duration of operation of a naval steamer, in 
either of which its application, in my opinion, is impera- 
tively called for. As an exponent of the extent of the 
economy that would be effected by it in the consumption 
of fuel alone, by the steamers now existing in our Navy, it 
would induce a saving of fifty-nine tons of coal per diem.” 

And again: 

“T beg leave to say that, in my conviction, the instru- 
ment of Mr. Pirsson, except in the position of the tubes, is 
WHOLLY NOVEL, COMPLETE IN ALL ITS ARRANGEMENTS, 
and EFFICIENT IN ITS OPERATIONS; and that the economy 
of marine steam navigation renders the application of it, or 
one of similar capacity and efficiency, positively imperative ; 
and, further, that of such consideration is an instrument for 
the furnishing of fresh watcr to marine steam engines, that 
without the immediate application of it to steam engines in 
this country, foreian Governments will resort to it, and in the 
lapse of time there will be accorded to them the credit of an 
improvement in the marine engine, second only to the 
original construction of it.” y 


Charles W. Copeland, formerly Chief Engineer 
in the United States Navy, late chief engineer of 
the Allaire Steam Engine Works, and now an 
eminent consulting engineer in New York, says: 

‘‘In respect to condensation by metallic surfaces, my 
opinion has often been expressed that this is the only reme- 


dy for many of the evils attendant upon ocean steam navi- 
gation. Of the numerous plans that have, from time to 


time, heen brought forward to accomplish this object, | 


Pirsson’s condenser is THE ONLY ONE which is effectual, 
and at the same time avoids the evils arising from an expan- 
sion and contraction of the parts, which has caused the de- 
struction of aLL OTHERS. 

“This condenser has been in use for several years, giving 
the most satisfactory results in every respect, From my 
knowledge of it, I havenot hesitated to recommend it for 
sea-going steamers, and in one or two eases it has been 
adopted on my recommendation, and the most satisfactory 
evidence furnished in regard to its operation. 


“ The advantage of this mode of Mr. Pirsson over the | 


ordinary jet condenser I conceive to be— 

‘c First. A saving of fuel to the extent of at least fifteen 
per cent. 

* Second. An increased durability of the boilers, not less 
than fifty per cent. 

“¢ Third. The labor of keeping the boilers in proper con- 
dition, both at sea and in port, is very much diminished. 

“ Fourth. A very greatsaving in current repairs of boil- 
ers. 

“ Fifth. Boilers of agiven power would occupy less room 
and weigh less in consequence of the “ blowing off” opera- 
tion being unnecessary. 

* Sixth, A much more uniformly efficient vacuum can 


be maintained at sea with Pirsson’s condenser than with | 


any other, and consequently there is not that amount of 
labor required in attending upon the engines.”’ 

B. H. Bartol, Chief Engineer of Merrick & 
Towne’s Steam Engine Works, at Philadelphia, 
who constructed one of Pirsson’s condensers for 
a steam-ship, says: 

“ The Pirsson condenser must, T think, commend itself 
to general favor, for the reasoy that there is no contingency 
connected with it that can c4use any delay to the engine; 
for if we suppose that the fresh water part shouid entirely 
give out, the ordinary condenser still remains uninjured. 
J am well satistied, however, that there is no part of the 
condenser but will last as long as the rest of the engine.” 


Messrs. James J. Sutton & Co., of the Frank- 
lin Steam Engine Works, at Philadelphia, say: 

“ We urged the importance of your invention, and atour 
solicitation they have ordered it. Please prepare the ne- 
eessary calculations and instructions, as soon as possible, 
that we may get the work under way. Make your esti- 
mate soas to giveus an ample supply of fresh water for 
the ship’s use also, if at any time it should be found neccs- 
sary.?? 

Captain William W. Hunter, United States 
Navy, who has had much experience in steam 
matters, thus expresses himself: 


& Pirsson’s condenser will cause the same amount of fuel 
to do one third more work in the propulsion of vessels at 
sea, and it will double the durability of their iron boilers— 
consequently rendering the boilers less liable to accident 
from irregular corrosion ; and one third of the tonnage of 
the vessel, which is saved by economizing fuel, will be 
available for paying freight. 

“In warsteamers the advantage gained by the use of 
Pirsson’s condenser is so self-evident that it should be uni- 
versally adopted.?? 

Chief Engineer George F. Coffee, of the steam- 
ship Osprey, which has had the Pirsson condenser 
attached since 1849, thus speaks of it: 

“<'The boilers of this steamship have undergone a thorough 
exploration, the result of which is, we found neither the 
iron plates nor flues in any part injured by corrosion or 
scales, and they are, to all appearance, just as good as when 
they first left the boiter shop. 


had never before seen so clean a pair of boilers after being í 


used; and thisis true: for had we been using salt water, 
as we should have doue if it was not for Pirsson’s condens- 
er, the boilers would have been badly scaled and much worn 
by this time. 

« We next examined the condenser, and the result was 
equally gratifying with that attending the boilers. The 
pipes we found as perfect and in as good condition as when 
they were first put in. Indeed, this somewhat astonished 


oy i li r 
The workmon deèlaredthey | those might now have been sound and strong, had Pirsson’s 


f 


| 
| 


me,as I had been frequently told that the pipes would be 
found furred, or coated with a deposit, which would pre- 
vent the steam being condensed. But nothing of a deposit 
appeared, and the best proof of their cleanliness is, that we 
closed up the apparatus, leaving the pipes in precisely the 
same condition that we found them. i 

“Phe saving in coal and oil is very considerable. We 
use now one barrel of oil, where we formerly used three 
barrels, and a large quantity of tallow besides. The latter 
we have dispensed with altogether. That a steamship is 
much safer with Pirsson’s condenser than without it, I have 
been fully convinced by my last year’s experience ; and of 
this no better evidence is required than the fact thata much 
greater volume of steam can be produced by the same 
amount of fuel than when salt water is used.” 


The editors of that scientific work, the ‘¢ Jour- 
NAL OF THE Frankuin Institute,” say: 


« The condenser of Mr. J. P. Pirsson, which was noticed 
in the Journal some time since as being in use on board the 
steamship ¢ Osprey,’ running between this portand Charles- 
ton, has been examined within the last few days, while the 
ship was being refitted for the coming season, and fownd to 
be as perfect as when first put in use. The tubes, both in- 
ternally and externally, were found to be perfectly clean, 
and the boilers free from scales.’? 


Edward K. Collins, Esq., of the Collins line of 
steamers, says, August 18, 1852, a few days since: 


“ Having for a long time entertained a favorable opin- 
ion of Pirsson’s condenser, I have taken much puins to get 
every information I could respecting it, and Iam happy to 
say that my opinion has been so fully confirmed, that I 
SHALL PUT IT IN THE NEXT STEAMSHIP I BUILD.” 


George W. Aspinwall, Esq., who has had the 
Pirsson condenser in use on three of his steamers, 
thus closes a letter recommending it: 


“Tcan only say, I never would send a steamship to sea 
without the Pirsson condenser, securing, as it does, so 
GREAT A SAVING IN ALL RESPECTS,” 


Now, hear what Chief Engineer Roane, of the 
steamship “ Quickstep,” says of the advantages 
of Pirsson’s condenser, in a letter to the construct- 
ors of the engines, Messrs. Reany, Neafie & Co.; 
he remarks: 

“ Can you point to any steamship which has ever steamed 
continuously for forty-five days, under a constant pressure 
of forty pounds of steain to the square inch, part of the 
time, too, in the saltest of oceans, without ever blowing one 
drop of water from her boilers, or once drawing the fires? 
This was done in the Quickstep, and much more.” 


At another part of the letter he says: 


t The vessel was very deeply laden, and we encountered 
very heavy weather; yet not the slightest accident occurred 
to any part of the machinery, as on a survey at that port 
everything was found in perfect order. The boilers and 
condenser were ubsolutely as perfect as when they left your 
works. The rest of our voyage was accomplished with like 
results. 

“ Here let me stop for a moment, and consider what has 
been done. A small steamer, (five hundred and fifty tons, ) 
of inferior power, Jaden to the water’s edge, leaves the 
twharf at Philadelphia—passes twice through the tropics— 
through the Straits of Magellan—steams on continuously 
for some twenty thousand miles, on two occasions of periods 
of forty to fifty days, not having a fire drawn from her boil- 
ers—arrives at her port of destination as perfect as at the 
start, ready for anew curgo, and not a place to spend a 
shilling upon the engines or boilers if you would. 

« But T have not half done with stating the remarkable 
things performed by the condenser or resulting from it. 
One of the most gratifying was the vacuwm, and the temper- 
ature of the feed water. The vacuum gauges were syplions, 
hence effected by every change of the atmosphere. When 
the barometer stood at thirty inches, the mercury in the 
short leg of my gauges stood constantly at fourteen and a 
half inches below equilibrium, or egual to a vertical column 
of twenty nine inches, and feed water, according to the 


| temperature of the ocean, was from 150 degrees to 160 de- 


greces L.” 

Again he says: 

“ Some amusing incidents occurred on the voyage. My 
stants had very poor faith in the condenser when we 
and prophesied all manner of difficulties. My first 
assistant stuck to it that the pipes would all choke up. At 
Rio | was taken sick, and while unable to do duty he 
opened the caps to examine the pipes. Tis astonishment 
and disappointment on finding nothing there was very great. 
He said he could hardly believe it possible that it should be 
in such perfect order. I was constantly visited by engi- 
neers in every port, and from steamers of all nations. Their 
surprise on examining the admirable condition of my boil- 
ers was unbounded, and they would constantly contrast it 
with that of their own, many of which were badly scaled 
and burnt, and undergoing costly repairs. Anold Brazilian 
officer who came to see me said, after a long and careful 
examination, ‘I knew that if this was ever found ont, it 
would be some Yankee that would do it; it is a great 
thing? And so I say, it is a great thing; and“you will 
never find me operating an engine without one, if F can 
helpit. If any engineer would say otherwise, let him look 
at the crazy and unsafe condition of the boilers in the Pa- 
cific at this time, especially in the pioneer steamers. All 


eondensers been on board.’ 

Mr. Aspinwall, the owner of the Quickstep, in 
a letter dated July 22d, speaking of Mr. Roane, 
says: , 

You may count him as a very reliable, excellent, and 


faithful man, and one in whom you can confide. I highly 
recommend him as a good mechanic and engineer, and a 


trustworthy man. He served seven years with Messrs. 
Stillman, Allen & Co., of the Novelty Works.” 


Further important testimony is afforded by 
Chief Engineer Buck, of the steamship Albatross, 
who has had a long experience with Pirsson’s con- 
denser. He says, among other things: 


“The greatest consumption of coal with the fresh water 
apparatus has been, and nowis, TWELVE tons per twenty- 
four hours, and the boilers were always kept perfectly clean; 
while, however, we were using salt water, as we had to do 
with the jet part of the condenser, the consumption of coal 
Was INCREASED ABOUT SIX TONS per twenty-four hours, 
and the whole interior surface of the boilers became covered 
with scale, while the the speed of the »ngine was also materi- 
ally diminished by reason of a deficiency in steam.” 

Again, he adds: 

“The action of the fresh water has separated the scale 
which had formed inside of the boiler, and the quality of the 
water supplied by the condenser is so pure and fresh that f 
would cheerfully compromise for no worse for drinking 
while at sea.” 


Then comes the testimony of Chief Engineer 
Simon Baker, who had charge of the steamship 
Commodore Stockton, from Philadelphia to San 
Francisco, and for many months afterwards in the 
Pacific ocean. He says: 


«t On our arrival at San Francisco, a searching inves 
tion into the condition of onr machinery, boilers, and con- 
denser, was instituted, aud it was universally admitted that 
no steamer had ever arrived there in such perfect condition. 
It seemed to astonish the engineers of other steamers there 
as much as it pleased me, although my previous experi- 
meuts with the condenser had satisfied me of its inestimable 
value, 

& f am now about to return home, and T leave the Com- 
modore Stockton at this port, with her machinery in the 
most satisfactory condition. The boilers and the condenser 
are as perfectly clean and free from scale or deposit of any 
kind as when they were first made, and not a single dollar 
has been expended on the boilers, notwithstanding they 
have been in constant service for nine mouths, F know of 


| no other boilers which have been in use on this ocean for 


three months, that are not covered with scale, and many of 
them that have been in use for two years are entirely de- 
stroyed. 

“Our boilers have been constantly supplied with fresh 
water, and a vacuum regularly maintained at twenty seven 
inches; the feed water returned to the boilers at 118°, and 
has searcely ever varied from this temperature. When we 
left Philadelphia we were burning bituminous coal, and 
consumed four tons and a half (accurately weighed) per 
twenty-four hours, carrying thirty-four and thirty-five inches 
pressure of steam, and working at full stroke. In order to 
test more, fully the advantages of the condenser, as you 
desired, in going to Rio Janeiro, I shut off the fresh water 
apparatus, and used your condenser as a common jet con- 
denser, Here the incalculable value of the apparatus was 
made very manifest. The consumption of coal was in- 
creased twenty per cent.; and the temperature of the feed 
water was reduced nearly 15°, and the vacuum fell and 
became very irregular. T'he difference between your fresh 
water apparatus and the ordinary condenser is here shown 
by the steadiness of the vacuum; because, through all the 
changes of the temperature even, the vacuum was pre- 
served at twenty-seven inches, whilst by the ordinary con- 
denser Leould not manage to obtain a steady vacuum under 
the most favorable circumstances.’ 


And he thus ends his letter: 


“In conclusion, I would assure- you that if engineers 
generally were acquainted with the value of your condenser, 
they would go to sea in no steamer to which it was not at- 
tached. As to the pecuniary saving, it is too large for 
owners of sea-going steamers to disregard, as they ean be 
run at so much less expense, that no vessel without them 
can successfully compete with those having them on board.” 


Mr. Thompson, the President of the Atlantic 
Steam Navigation Company, thus speaks of Pirs- 
son’s condenser: 


<< Tt will atall times afford me pleasnre to aid in the ex- 
tension of the use of the condenser, for two reasons: First, 
it isa great private benefit to the owners of steamers, be- 
cause it makes them more economical, and will therefore 
tend to increase the steam marine, and extend commerce. 
Second, it is a public good, because it preserves the strength 
of murine boilers, and tends greatly to the safety of those on 
board such steamers as use it.?? 

Then comes engineer Samuel Genther, of the 
steamship Utah, who says: 

“F have had eharge of the Utah since she was built. 
Pirsson’s patent condenser is attached to the engine, and 
operates in the most satisfactory manner, furnishing an abun- 
dant supply of fresh water to the boilers. have condensed 
steam at forty pounds to the inch, whole stroke, when the 
water was at a temperature of 70° F., and obtained a vacu- 
um of 264 inches, and feed water 150° to 160° F. Maxi- 
mum consumption of coal three and a half tons per twenty- 
Jour hours. 

«I have been visited by many engineers, some of the 
most prejudiced against the introduction of new things, who 
hate unanimously expressed themselves satisfied with the 
perfection of your arrangement. , 

“ From my experience, fam prepared to make this offer: 
I will guarantee to take any well-constructed steamsbip 
round the world, and return to port with the boilers in the 
erfect condition, as far as any deposit of scale or 
sion is concerned, provided your condenser is properly 
applied on board. On this I will stake my professional 
reputation.” 


Finally, we are placed in possession of the tes- 
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timony of a board of the most experienced prae- 
tical steam engineers of the Navy, who were re- 
cently appointed to examine the whole subject of | 
condension, and they state: i 


ct We consider Pirsson’s to be the best surface condenser 
known, for the following reasons: x 

« No surface condenser can be safely or judiciously used 
except it contain a provision, oy is eo arranged, that it can | 
instantaneously and at will be converted into a common jet 
condenser in the event of fracture or other derangement of | 
the pipes, parts, &c. A surface condenser must possess, | 
therefore, this important property; if this be absent, other 
merits may deserve admiration, but cannot recommend it 
as practical; and here we fully agree with the commission 
in the following opinion, via: ‘That we would not be will- | 
‘ing to trust a vessel of our own property without a full 
t provision for a resort to an ordinary injection condenser, 
‘and which we cannot but consider as a first and most.es- | 
t sential point in any device of the kind.? This important 
requisite, the commission truly states, belongs to Pirsson’s i 
condenser, and they attribute ittoSymington’s. Pirsson’s, 
however, is the only condenser presenting the NEW and im- 
portant features of the DOUBLE VACUUM, by which the con- 
densing surfaces are relieved from the atmospheric pressure, 
and consequently strain and leakage, causes alone of the 
failure of all other plans of surface condensation. This is 
not the case with Symington’s condenser, mentioned by the 
commission in connection with Pirsson’s, as affecting the 
same objects. Symington’s has a single vacuum, aud if 
used as a surface condenser, has all the disadvantages of 
the atmospheric pressure on the pipes, similar to Hall’s, 
Miller’s, and others. 

_  * Question 4. Is it advisable to make the application of 
the most approved condenser to all steamers of the Navy? 

« Answer. We are of opinion, that, for the reasons here- 
inbefore stated, itis advisable to apply, as soon as practica- j 
ble, THE CONDENSER OF PirssoNn, as now being fitted to 
the United States steamship Alleghany, 'TO ALL STEAMERS 
of the Navy, plying in sea water. 

“This condenser. has already been applied to eight mer- 
chant steamships; it has been in use in some of them for | 
several years, and the practical results fully bear out our | 
estimate and opinions. There are also two large steam- | 
ships now being fitted with it atNew York.” | 

J 
| 


Mr. President, in addition to all this, we have 
a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, stating 
that a board of examiners had investigated the 
merits of Mr. Pirsson’s and several other con- 
densers, and that they had found none of them; 
perfect—all might be improved. For all practical 

urposes this report was quite useless; it could 
have no influence to guide the Secretary. Since | 
that examination and report, however, there have | 
been experiments made which prove that this 
condenser entirely answers the purpose intended; | 
and is beyond all kind of doubt, the best that has 
yet been used in our navigation, and is an instru- 
ment by which hundreds of thousands of dollars 
may be saved to the United States within the | 
coming year, provided all our own steamers can be | 
supplied with it. This practical demonstration in 
its favor, blowing to nothing the conclusions of 
scientific examiners, so bothered the Navy De- 
partment, that the Secretary would take no action 
on the subject without the authority of Congress. | 

Sir, the opposition outside of this Senate to the 
use of this condenser, has been untiring, and is 
as groundless as_it seems to have been interested 
and vindictive. Various means have been adopted 
by persons outside of the Senate to destroy or 
disparage Mr. Pirsson’s invention, and to alarm 
and excite the Navy Department and members of 
Congress. ‘The most absurd reports have been 
circulated, which have contributed to embarrass | 
the Secretary. I hope the Senator from Illinois is | 
answered. 

I did hope that it would not be nesegsary to | 
detain the Senate by going so far into the merits of | 
this machine. I did hope that all that would be | 
necessary to satisfy any one, even my friend the | 
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honorable chairman of the Committee on Finance, 

would be, that it was recommended by all the 

Chief Engineers of the Navy, by the head of the 

Bureau of Construction, by the Secretary of the 

Navy, and by the unanimous recommendation of 

the Committee on Naval Affairs, who, after a 

careful examination, do advise its adaption in the | 
Navy. Is there not something due to this careful | 
examination of the subject, something due to all 
these opinions expressed in the decided way in | 
which they have been expressed? 

Again, amongst the evidences of the superiority 
of Pirsson’s condenser, and that his condenser is 
likely to answer the purposes for which the Sec- 
retary is to be authorized to use it, there will be 
found in the testimony that has been presented to 
the Naval Committee, a statement of the engineer : 
of the Quickstep, on board of which this con- | 
denser had been used. That vessel went to Cal- | 
ifornia from Philadelphia. She made one contin- | 
uous passage, except when she stopped for coal, 
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Navy. 

If Senators are resolved to disregard these in- 
contestible evidences of ihe value of this machine, 
in consequence of information they have got from 
other, and perhaps not the most honorable or dis- 
interested parties—if they are determined to put | 
down the recommendation of the Secretary of the į 
Navy, of the Bureau of Construction, and the 
unanimous recommendation of the Naval Com- | 
mittee, in consequence of what they have heard | 
outside of the Senate, let them do it. F shall do | 
my duty. I stand up here as a member of the 
Naval Committee, to defend the recommendation 
of that committee, and I place my reputation, not 
only as a member of that committee, but the little 
professional reputation I have, on the statement 
that the Pirsson condenser will be found toanswer 
better than any other heretofore used. 

Mr. President, what do gentlemen, in the face 
of these experiments and recommendations, pro- 
pose? Why, that this subject should be passed 
over for the present, and that all the boilers in | 
your steamships shall continue to use salt water 
for the next year, to their great expense and detri- | 
ment. The boiler of the vessel to which I have 
alluded, when examined at San Francisco, after a 
continuous voyage of twenty thousand miles, was | 
found to be perfect, and, in the language of the | 
engineer, ‘‘not a place to spend a shilling on the : 
engine or boilers if you would;”’ and I say that if | 
the ordinary condenser had been used, it would 
have cost many “‘ shillings,” if not half the original | 
cost of the boilers to repair them. 

Sir, why should this amendment not be adopted ? 
Gentlemen say because there is some doubt on the 
subject. I say there ought to be no doubt—there | 
will be no doubt in the world on the mind of any 
candid inquirer, that this is the best condenser 
that has ever been used. The Secretary of the 
Navy did not doubt; the Naval Committee do 
not doubt—and we come here this morning, all of | 
us, and ask you to direct the Secretary of the | 
Navy to use it, We ask this authority because, | 
in consequence of various reports and suggestions 
made to him, the Secretary feels constrained to | 
hesitate, Jest he might incur too great expense 
without the authority of law—and we ask Con- 
gress to authorize him to do whatever he may see 
fit to do, and pay whatever he may see fit to pay 
for its use. Surely, sir, we do no more than our 
duty. This is not an unreasonable request to be 
made to Congress, But gentlemen say that this 
machine may be improved, may be made better. į 
We certainly admit that it may be made better, 
but we also say that until you do get a better one, 
in the name of common sense and prudence adopt 
this, which is admitted to be the best now in use, 
and will save to the Government a large amount 
of money. 

If Senators are not yet satisfied, nothing re- | 
mains for me to do but to make a long, scientific ; 
discussion on the subject of marine engines, and | 
the use of coal, to show the absolute necessity that | 
something should be done to reduce the enormous | 
expense of your steam navy. Gentlemen do not 
appear to understand much about steam naviga- | 
tion, and I fear it would take more time than the 
Senate cen well spare to make them comprehend 
it fally. My belief is, sir, and I stake my stand- 
ing here in the Senate upon it, that if you adopt 
this condenser on all your steamships, you will 
save nearly $200,000 a year by theoperation. In 
the hope that I have finally satisfied my friend 
from Virginia, the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance, as well as other Senators, as to the im- 
portance of this measure, I will detain the Senate 
no longer. 

Mr. CASS. [am utterly opposed to this spe- | 
cies of legislation. This is not a fit subject of | 
legislation. fam not among the number of those į 
alluded to by the honorable Senator from New | 
Jersey, who have been operated upon by external į 


pressure. I never heard a word about this case 


i until it came up here, and then I must say that 


the proposition struck me as very extraordinary. 
I have been surprised, also, at the discussion that 
has taken place. Why, sir, my object is to avoid 
external pressure. Every member must perceive 
that there is too much of it, especially towards the 
end of-a session, and we are hurried into the adop- 
tion of measures which we ought not to adopt. 

I repeat, this is a question of administration. 
Why should you legislate as to a particular con- 
denser any more than a particular boiler, or the 
breech of a musket, or the size of a cannon, or 
any other improvement that may take place in any 
measure required in the operations of the Govern- 
ment? Inthe progress of improvements, may not 

our Executive adopt them whenever he pleases? 

s it not within his constitutional power, if he has 
the means? If the Secretary comes to us, and 
says that he wants a certain amount appropriated 
for his Department for the purpose of enabling 
him to try this condenser, I am willing to give it 
to him; but I am not prepared to vote that he shall 
use this particular condenser, because—I avow my 
ignorance of the whole matter—I know nothing 
about it, and I am therefore unwilling to vote pub- 
lic money for this purpose. Ifthe Executive wants 
authority to do this, I am perfectly willing to vote 
an appropriation, to be placed at the control of the 
Navy Department, to enable them to put the best 
condenéger in the vessels of the Navy of the Uni- 
ted States. That is all that can be properly re- 
quired. It appears to me it is all that any Senator 
ought to require. Then we havea proper respon- 
sibility on the part of the executive department. 
If we give the money tothe Department, to apply 
as they please, we can hold them responsible for 
it; but if we go on in this way, they will not be 
responsible. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. HUNTER. Iask unanimous consent to 
lay this bill aside for the purpose of presenting a 
report from the Committee of Conference on the 
civil and diplomatie bill, I understand from the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills that it is necessary to 
have this report agreed to at once in order that 
the bill may be enrolled to-day. 


There being no objection, the report was read, 
as follows: 


The Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 196) making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and. for 
other purposes, having met, and after full and free confer- 
ence, have agreed to recommend, and do recommend to the 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives do agree to the lst, 
2d, 7th, 8th, 1th, 12th, 18th, 14th, 17th, 18th, 20th, 21st, 
Mth, %5th, Beth, Ath, 32d, 34th, 36th, 87th, 38th, 39th, 43d, 
45th, 46th, 48th, 49th, 5ist, 53d, 54th, 56th, 58th, 59th, 62d, 
63d, 64th, 65th, 66th, 67th, 68th, 69h, 70th, Tist, 72d, 78d, 
74th, 75th, 76th, 78th, 79th, 82d, 83d, 34th, 85th, 90th, Iist, 
94th, 95th, 96th, 97th, 102d, 103d, 104th, 106th, 107th, 109th, 
110th, 13th, 113th, 114th, and 119th amendments of the 
Senate. 

That the two Houses do agree to the Sth amendment 
of the Senate, with an amendment: Page 2, in hne 1, after 
the word‘ accounts,” insert the words + of Thomas Ritchie, 
assignee of William M. Belt.” 

‘hat the two Houses do agree to the 6th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 3, inline 
20, insert: 

“ Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
applied to the enlarging of the present, or the erection of 
new buildings.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 19th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 6, in 
line 2, after the word “insert,” strike out ‘ nine thousand 
four hundred and eighty-five,” and in lieu thereof insert the 
words *‘seven thousand.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 31st amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 9, in line 
5, strike out the words “two thousand eight hundred,” 
and in lieu thereof insert the words “one thousand five 
hundred.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 35th amendment of 
the Senate, with amendments, as follows: Page 11, strike 
vut lines 1 to 7 inclusive. Inline 10, after the word “Iowa,” 
strike out all to the end of line 23, and in leu thereof in- 
sert: 

«c For the expenses of the United States district court, 
which were paid by said county prior to the lst day of Jan- 
uary, 1844, and if, upon such examination, he is satisfied 
that, prior to the Ist day of January, 1844, the said county 
has paid money which, in accordance with the instructions 
of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, dated December 
19, 1845, should have been paid by the marshal of the United 
States for said Territory, he is directed to audit and allow the 
same: Provided, That the amounts thus allowed shall not 
exceed the sum of $12,000, which is hereby appropriated 
for that purpose.” 

‘That the two Houses do agree to the 40th amendment of 


a 


| the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 12, in 


line 2 of the amendment, strike out the worda “sixteen 


THE CONGRESSION: 


L GLOBE. 


PUBLISH 


New Senies.....No. 154. 


thousand five hundred,” and instead thereof insert the 
words “twenty thousand.”? 

That the two Houses do agree to the 41st amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 12, in 
line 2 of the amendment, strike out the words “sixteen 
thousand five hundred,” and in lieu thereof insert “ twenty 
thousand.?? 

That the two Houses do agree to the 50th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 17, strike 
out lines J to 6 inclusive, and in lieu thereof insert: 

“ For purchasing a site, and the construction of a suitable 
building at Richmond, Virginia, for custom-house, post 
office, court-rooms, and other offices of the United States, 
$100,000: Provided, That the said Jot and building shall 
be exempted from city and all other taxes whatever, by the 
act of the Legislature of Virginia: And provided further, 
That before the Secretary of the Treasury shali erect the 
said building, it shall first be his duty to proeure a proper 
site or lot of ground, and to inake a contract or contracts 
for the erection of said building, and furnishing the same 
at asun or sums which shall not, in the whole, exceed the 
sum of $150,000, inclusive of said Jot, which said contract 
or contracts shall be secured by good and sufficient sure- 
lies, to the satisfaction of the said Sceretary of the Treas- 
ury and President of the United States.” 

‘That the two Houses do agree to the 42d amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendnfént, as follows: Page 18, strike 
out lines 1 to 10 inclusive, and in lieu thereof insert: 

“ For purchasing a site and the construction of a suitable 
building at Waldoboroush, Maine, for custom-house, post 
office, and other offices of the United States, and fur- 
nishing the same, $12,000: Provided, That the said lot and 
building shall be exempted from city and all othertaxes what- 
ever, by the actof the Legislature of Maine: And pro- 
vided further, That before the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall erect the said building, it shall first be his duty to pro- 
eure a proper site or Jot of ground, and to make a contract 
‘or contracts for the erection of said building, and furnishing 
the same, at a sum or sums which shall uot, in the whole, 
excced the sum of $12,000, inclusive of said lot, which said 
contract or contracts shall be secured by good and suficient 
sureties, to the satisfaction of the said Secretary of the Treas- 
ary and the President of the United States.’? 

That the two Houses do agree to the 18th amendment 
of the Senate, with amendments, as follows: Page 30, in 
line 1, after the word “of,” strike out the word “four,” 
and in lieu thereof insert “two 5’? aud after the word 
“bridge,” in line 4, strike out the words two thousand 
seven hundred and fifty-five dollars,” and in lieu thereof 
insert, ‘one thousand three hundred and seventy-seven dol- 
tars and fifty cents.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 92d amendment of the 
Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 39, in line 
3, after the word “ thousand,” strike out the words “ five 
hundred.” 

That the two Tiouses da agree to the 105th amendinent of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows : Page 43, strike 
out lines 7 to 10 inclusive. 

‘hat the two Houses da agree tothe 108th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 45, strike 
out lines | to 9, inclusive, and in lieu thereof insert: 

* All whose compensation shall exceed $1,200 and shall 
be less than 31,600, shall receive an additional compen 
tion of ten per cent. upon the amount of their salaries: 
Provided, That no salary shall be increased to more than 

- $1,600 by the per cent. or additional compensation herein 
provided for.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the lith amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows : Page 46, strike 
out al after the word ‘ States,” in line 17, to the end of 
line 2h, 

That the two Houses do agree to the 115th amendment of 
the Senate, with amendments, as follows: Page 49, in line 
3, after the word “agent,” insert the words “for Califor- 
nia;” in line 8, strike out the word “assistant,” and in 
lieu thereof insert “ associate 5” and in line 10, after the 
word “ Commissioners,” insert “ on private land claims in 
Caiifornia.”? 

That the two Houses do agree to the 117th amendment of 
the Senate, with amendments, as follows : Page 51, inline 
13, strike out the word “ seven,” and in lieu thereof insert 
‘five ;” in line 15, strike out the word * eighteen,” andin 
leu thereof insert “sixteen 3” in same line, (15,) after the 
word “ dollars,” strike ont “one” and insert two 3” in 
line 16, strike out the word “sixteen”? and in lieu thereof 
insert "twelve; in Jine 17, strike out “one” and insert 
4+ two; also, strike out the words 4 fourteen hundred,” in 
lines 17 and 18, and in licu thereof insert ‘* one thousand,” 
and strike out all after the word ‘f dollars,” in line 18, to 
the end of line 19. 

That the two Houses do agree to the 120th amendment 
of the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 52, 
strike out all after ure word * enacted,” in Hne 1, to the 
end of line 11 inclusive, and in leu thereof insert: 

“That from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of 
the compensation now allowed by law for his services, 
there shall be paid hereafter to each of the deputy naval 
officers at the ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, and New Orleans, $2,000 per ainum, to be paid 
out of the fund for the expenses of collecting the revenue.’ 

That the two Houses do agree to the 12st amendment 
of the Senate, with amendments, as follows: Page 53, in 
line 5, strike out “eighteen,” and instead thereof insert 
é sixteey;” and in line 7, strike out the word ‘ fourteen,” 
and in lieu thereof insert “twelve.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 122d amendment of 
the Senate, with amendments, as follows: Page 54, after 
the word “done,” in tine 9, insert the word “and,” and 
strike out all after the word “completion, ” in line 10 to the 
end of line 18inclusive, and in lieu thereof insert: 
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“ According to his contract prices, with such proportion 
of 350,000 in addition thereto, as the amount of the work 
performed by him bears to the amount of work done by the 
printer for the Thirty-first Congress, when estimated under 
his contract prices.” 

And that the Senate do recede from their 3d, 4th, 9th, 
10th, 15th, 16th, 22d, 23d, 27th, 28th, 30th, 33d, 42d, 44th, 
47th, 55th, Sith, 60th, Gist, 77th, Sist, 86th, 87th, 88th, 89th, 
93d, 98th, YSth, 109th, LUIst, 116th, and 8th amendments. 

R. M. T. HUNTER, 
J. R. UNDERWOOD, 
JOHN B. WELLER, 

Senate Committee. 
GEORGE S. HOUSTON, 
WILLIAM APPLETON, 
GEORGE W. JONES, 

House Committee. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iwill state in general terms 
that we have preserved the most material amend- 
ments of the Senate. Most of the remaining 
amendments we have agreed to with amendments 
which do not alter them much. I believe that on 
the whole we have done the best we could, though 
perhaps not all that every one would desire. 

The report was agreed to. / 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was subsequently received by Mr. Forney, its 
Clerk, announcing that it had agreed to the report 
of the Committee of Conference, on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill making 
appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expen- 
ses of Government for the year ending June 30, 
1853, and that the bill be amended accordingly. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill from the House 
‘making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending the 30th of June 1853,” the ques- 
tion pending being on the amendment offered by 
Mr. Davis to the amendment of Mr. Gwin. 

Mr. SHIELDS. 
reply to my honorable friend from New Jersey. 
J regret very much to differ from him on this oc- 
casion; he is much better informed on the sub- 
ject than I can possibly be. My only objection 
to this is my want of information and my igno- 
rance on the subject. I am not qualified to judge 
of it as he is, and I wish to assure him that I never 
heard a word about the matter until it came up this 
morning. No one has ever spoken to me on the 
subject, either in or out of the Senate. I have not 
opposed it because I have received wrong inform- 
ation on the subject, but because I have received 
no information on the subject. 

I want to know two things. First, what is the 
best invention of this kind; and next, whether, 
when that invention is applied on a steam vessel, 
it will be successful. As the Secretary of the 
Navy is the person qualified to judge of these 


matters, I prefer to leave them to him. Why i 


does the Secretary of the Navy come here to ask 
us to give him permission to do that which he is 
already able to do without the permission? Why 
does he not take the responsibility himself? He 
is there for that purpose. Efe can take the best 
invention and apply it to a public vessel; and if it 


F wish to say only a word in | 


succeeds on that vessel, he can extend it to other j 


public vessels. He can do that without this legis- 
lation. He can ascertain what is the best inven- 
tion, and then he can make a fair experiment; and 
if successful, apply it to the whole Navy. Is not 
thatso? Then, why does he come to us, and rec- 
ommend to us to recommend to him to do that 
which he can do without any recommendation on 
our part? i 
Mr. STOCKTON. If my friend from Illinois 
desires another answer to his interrogatory, from 
me, I will give it. I intended to do so when I 
last addresed the Senate. I thought I stated that 
the Secretary of the Navy wanted authority to 
use this condenser, in consequence of the difficul- 
ties and confusion which have been thrown in his 
way by persons interested in other condensers, 
and especially because the report made by scien- 
tific gentlemen, who were appointed for that pur- 


pose, was not sufficiently definite or conclusive. | 


The Seeretary did not feel himself at liberty to go 
on in so important a business without authority 
of Congress. It will be perceived that this has 
been forced out of the ordinary course of depart- 


| or part owner of that vessel. 


| mental regulation, by the interference of persons 


not at all connected with the Navy, and who are 
interested in other condensers. What we ask is 
merely to disembarrass the present Secretary from 
the difficulties that seem to have constrained the 
action of his predecessor. 

Mr. CASS. Do I understand that the report of 
the board was unfavorable to the application? 

Mr. STOCKTON, It was more favorable to 
this than to any other condenser; but not conclu- 
sive. 

Mr. CASS. But still not entirely favorable? 

Mr. STOCKTON. I wish to be perfectly un- 
derstood. The board thought, as I understand 
the report, that the Pirsson condenser was the 
best; but that parts taken from several condensers 
might possibly make a better one than his. I 
have in my hand papers which prove that 1 am 
not mistaken. 

Mr. SHIELDS. No doubt of it. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Now, sir, as a legislator, 
called upon to determine what is the best course 
for the Department of the Navy to pursue under 
the circumstances, and especially, as a member of 
the Committee on Naval A fairs, I am constrained 
to insist, with earnestness, that this amendment 
ought to be adopted by the Senate. Our steam 
navy is costing annually too much money, and { 
believe we may reduce its expenses $200,000 a 
year, by a judicious application of this condenser 
to all the engines. Is that not a matter of import- 
ance? How is this conclusion to be avoided? 
How can Senators satisfy themselves to let the 
present expenses go on, simply because the com- 
mission did not report that this condenser was 
perfect, and incapable of improvement? Thoy re- 
ported more favorably of this than any other con- 
denser; the only difficulty in their minds seems to 
have been, that they thought another one might 
possibly be made better than Pirsson’s. When 
such a one is made we can use it; but,in the mean 
time, let us apply this. 

Mr. President, | have given you the experience 
of persons who are engaged in steam vessels in 
the mercantile marine—men whoare apt to do that 
which is best; especially that which is most eco- 
nomical. I cited inmy former remarks, the in- 
stance of the Quickstep steamer which went to 
California, and stated that on her arrival there, 
her engines and boilers were in as good condition 
as when she left Philadelphia. This is no exag- 
geration; the evidencein my hand proves it. Upon 
so serious a subject as this Tam disposed to confine 
myself within the limits of exact figures. 

Here is a letter from the engineer of that steam- 
er to which I have before referred, stating these 
facts, and his great surprise at the result. Tlere 
is also a letter from Mr. George Aspinwall, owner, 
Here, likewise, is 
a letter addressed to myself, from eminent and 
skillful mechanics, Reany & Neafie, in Philadel- 
phia, written to me simply because they knew I 
felt an interest in such experiments. 

Now, I think if Senators have faith in any hu- 
man testimony—if they can believe what is testi- 
fied to by the most reliable men, they must believe 
the concurrent testimony of these witnesses, and 
they must come to the conclusion that this is the 
best condenser now in use or known. If this be 
still a disputed fact, then we must go further into 
the testimony. Buti do not think it can longer 
be doubted. Admitting, then, that it is the best 
condenser—admitting that it has done much to 
economize fuel, and preserve the boilers and en- 


gines, I ask Senators if they can resist the con- 


clusion, that it is their duty to give the Scoretary 
of the Navy authority to use it if he sees fit, and 
enable him to reduce the expenses of our naval 
marine. Sir, as a friend of the Navy—as a friend 
of economy—as a friend of improvement and of 
progress, | ask Senators to reconsider their opin- 
lons—to do justice to an honorable and useful 
citizen, and to vote for the amendment. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I am very sorry to hear the 
Senator from New Jersey say that the Secretary 
of the Navy is embarrassed on this subject. {am 
sure that if my honorable friend should ever be 


August 30, 


about it. 

Mr. STOCKTON. There would be no em- 
barrassment thea. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SHIELDS. I am sure of it. I do not 
want any man in that position who is not willing 
to take responsibility on-a point appertaining to 
hisduty. “Any man who does not take the proper 
responsibility of his situation would not make as 
good a Secretary of the Navy as my honorable 
and distinguished friend from New Jersey. The 
objection that I make is not touched at all by what 
‘the honorable Senator has said. I believeall that 
he has said. This may be the best condenser on 
earth. It may be necessary to the American 
Navy. I am willing to tell the Secretary. to get 
the very best condenser on the face of the globe, 
and to apply that condenser to the vessels of the 
Navy; but that is precisely the authority which he 
has now, and consequently I do not see any ne- 
cessity for the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President. 

Mr. GWIN. I would suggest to Senators that 
they had better condense their remarks on this 
condenser as much as possible, so that the Navy 
appropriation bill may not be lost by the consump- 
tion of time. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam notin the habit of dilating 
very much; but I would say to the honorable Sen- 
ator from New Jersey that I think he argues this 
question upon an entire misapprehension of the 
nature and character of the amendment which is 


propõred. The proposition is not to restrict or || 


imit the power of the Secretary of the Navy, but 

to enlarge it; and if this invention has one half, 
or a tithe of the merits which the honorable Sena- 
tor from New Jersey imputes to it, what has he to 
fear from the amendment which I have suggested? 
My proposition is to strike out the name of the indi- 
vidual and bring him into competition with others. 
The honorable Senator says this condenser is im- 
measurably ahead of all others. Why then not 
leave the Secretary to investigate the matter? 

Mr. STOCKTON. Does the Senator say in 
his amendment that the Secretary of the Navy 
shall select the best condenser? 

Mr. DAVIS. My proposition is to leave the 
Secretary to select a proper condenser, I have 
confidence in his judgment. 

Mr. STOCKTON. If the Senator will put in 
“hest,” 1 will agree to it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Of course the Secretary would 
select the best condenser. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Then why not say so? I 
will agree to that. 

Mr. DAVIS. I was about to say that in a trial 
had by scientific men who have examined this 
subject, some three or four inventions were brought 
out, which were so neatly alike, that these scien- 
tific gentlemen could not decide to give a prefer- 
ence to any one of them over the others. Lask if 
in experimenting it is not the duty of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy, if he employs the improve- 
ments on different vessels, to employ the inven- 
tions of different inventors?) Why should he be 
limited to one? There is no sense—no judgment 
in that; and certainly it does not comport with the 
public interest. If you are to try these inven- 
tions, let there be a fair contest, let the matter be 
open to inquiry, and let the United States have 
the benefit of the best mode. 

Mr. STOCKTON. Iam willing to strike out 


Mr. Pirsson’s name, and agree to the amendment |! 


of the Senator from Massachusetts, which is: 


And the Secretary of the Navy may, if he deem it 
proper, cause to be applied as soon as practicable, to all 
the steam vessels belonging to the United States, any steam 
condenser which may be found best calculated for the pur- 
pose of furnishing fresh water for marine boilers, and for 
the use of the crew.” 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 
to; and the amendment as amended was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. The next amendment is to add 
after the appropriation ‘‘for the repairs and erec- 
tion of buildings for the Naval Academy,” the 
following: 

“ For the purchase of ground adjoining the premises oc- 
cupied by the Naval Academy, extension of walls, making 
new street and wharf, and changing the front of the build- 
ings, $32,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. The nextamendment is to insert 
after the appropriation for meteorological observa- 
tions, the following: 


i 


“ For the payment of the salary of Professor James P. 
Espy during the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1848, no ap- 
propriation having been made by Congress for that year, 
$2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. The next amendment is to insert, 
at the end of the appropriations for navy-yards, 
the following: 


¢ For the purchase of the land known as Edward’s estate, 
being about six acres, adjoining the navy-yard at Gosport, 
Virginia, $9,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Navy, when a valid title shall be given for 
the same, and the assent for the transfer tothe United States 
obtained from the Legislature of Virginia.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. The next amendment is to insert 
after the provision for the pay of the marine corps, 
the following: 


«c For pay and allowances, as waiting orders, to the offi- 
cers of the marine corps who were disbanded under the 
order of the Navy Department of the 18th of August, 1842, 
from the period of their disbandment until their restoration 
under the act of March 3d, 1849, $8,000; and the said offi- 
cers shalt be considered as having the same rights in regard 
to rank, pay, and emoluments, and in all other respects, as 
if they bad not been out of service.’* 


Mr. WALKER. I have an amendment to 
ofter to that amendment, which I hope the Sen- 
ator will accept. It is to add— 

And the pay of the watchmen in the various navy-yards 
shall hereafter be 8500 each per annum, instead of the pay 
now received by them: Provided, Their present pay does 
not equal or exceed the sum aforesaid. 

Mr. GWIN. There is another amendment to 
which that will be much more appropriate. 

Mr. WALKER. Then I withdraw my amend- 
ment for the present. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.GWIN. The next amendment is to insert 
at the end of the first section, the following: 
<< To enable the Secretary of the Navy to have constructed 


and placed in one of the navy-yards, the instrument known 
as W. H. Linsey’s Fluid Meter, $2,000.” 


Mr. CASS. I object to the amendment, for the 
reason that I know nothing at all about it. Let 
the Secretary of the Navy put this instrument in 
the navy-yards, if he thinks proper. ‘This is 
another question of administration, and not of legis- 
lation. We shall break down the executive 
departments if we go on in this way, and Con- 
gress will assume, like the National Convention in 
France, to do everything, from buying the small- 
est instrument wanted up to the highest function 
of Government. If we go on in this way, we shall 
be usurping the whole powers of the Government. 
It is all wrong. 

Mr. MALLORY. I hope the Senator will 
withdraw his objection to this amendment. The 
constructor of this apparatus is a poor engineer, 
who has been for several years engaged upon its 
construction,and has produced a work very much 
wanted—the want of which has been felt through- 
out this country. It has „been examined by a 
board, consisting of two captains of the Navy and 
Engineer Copeland, who recommended that it 


; should be putin the New York navy-yard. There- 


upon, a former Secretary of the Navy ordered 
it to be put up there. The Secretary soon after 
went out of office, and the succeeding Secretary, 
Mr. Graham, ordered it to be put up, but it has 
not yet been put up. The engineer is unable to 
put it up without an appropriation. I would state, 
m regard to this invention, that it develops accu- 
rately the evaporative power of all kinds of coal. 
Tt tests accurately the work done by every engine 
on the longest voyage, and every locomotive on 
shore, or any engine in a work-shop. An appa- 
ratus of this kind is now employed in England on 
many of the railroads; and evidence was adduced 
before the Naval Committee, showing that one 
English road saved $100,000 last year by its use. 
The Naval Committee examined the subject very 
thoroughly, and they had no doubt that the in- 
terests of the country would be promoted by this 
appropriation. 

Mr. CASS. I know nothing about the inven- 
tion. I do not know but that it may be the great- 
est invention of modern times. My objection is 
to the principle of legislating for particular inven- 
tions and particular men. I shall be willing to 
appropriate money to enable the Navy Depart- 
ment to use it if it wants it, but first strike out the 
name, and let the Secretary obtain the best inven- 
tion he can for the purpose. It is wrong to under- 


| take to legislate for the particular invention of A 


or B, without knowing anything at all about it. 


I should absolutely betray the confidence of my 
constituents, if I were to undertake to vote in this 
way on all such questions. 

Mr. MALLORY. I ask that the name of the 
individual may be stricken out, so as to leave the 
Secretary of the Navy to employ the best inven- 
tion for the purpose. I have no doubt he will 
employ this one, because he has recommended it 
very strongly. ` 

Mr. CASS. Ifthe Navy Department want such 
an instrument, Iam very willing to give them au- 
thority to use one, and leave them upon. their re- 
sponsibility to select the best instrument. - 

Mr. MALLORY. I am willing to strike out 
the name. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Even then the amendment is 
subject to all the objections which have been urged. 
Why do we legislate to compel the Department to 
do certain things for which they do not call, In 
my opinion, itis wrong. If we load this billdown 
with all sorts of propositions, we shall certainly 
defeat it. 

Mr. MALLORY. This amendment is not to 
compel the Secretary of the Navy to erect this 
instrument; it only authorizes him to do itif he 


thinks proper. 
Why 


Mr. CASS. Can he not do it now? 
should we legislate in this way? 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GWIN. The next amendment is to add: 


“Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Navy be, and heis hereby, anthorized and directed to 
select aite for a navy-yard and naval depét in the Bay of 
San Francisco, in California, or the neighboring waters, 
either by purchase or by reservation of public land, as the 
case may be, and shall canse the same to be surveyed, and 
a plat thereof to be recorded in proper form. And when 
į such selection shall have been made, the said Secretary 
shall make such arrangements as may be necessary to es- 
tablish a navy-yard and naval depot, upon the most approved 
and economical ptan, on the site so obtained; and cause to 
be erected a foundery, machine shop, blacksmith shop, 
boiler shop, engine honse, pattern shop, carpenter shop, and 
store house. 

“Seo. —. And beit further enacted, Thatthe Secretary 
of the Navy be, and heis hereby, authorized and directed to 
complete the contract with the patentees for the construc- 
tion of the basin and railway in the said navy-yard, in pur- 
suance of the agreement made with them therefor, and for 
the floating dock, under the act of September 28th, 1850, as 
| stated in his report to the House of Representatives, dated 
January 20, 1851; Provided, It can be done for a snm not 
exceeding $340,000 as agreed upon ; and the sum of $500,000 
is hereby appropriated towards and for the purpose of car- 
rying into effect this and the preceeding section of this act. ”? 


Mr. GWIN. This subject bas been fully dis- 
cussed before the Senate, and I suppose every one 
understands it. The proposition is to establish a 
navy-yard, and also a basin and railway, in con- 
nection with the ftoating dock in California. It is 
not necessary to go into any further discussion of 
| the subject. 

Mr. CLARKE. With due deference to the 
honorable Senator from California, I think this 
| proposition has not been fully discussed. There 
was a proposition made in the Senate to add an 
appropriation of this description to the deficiency 
bil, and I believe the subject was also brought up 
as a separate bill. A great deal was then said, 
and very ingeniously and eloquently said by an. 
honorable friend of mine; but there was not a very 
full discussion. 

This proposition is to provide for a navy-yard 
and for all the appendages of a navy-yard—every- 
thing that can be imagined that should be attached 
toa navy-yard—and in addition to*that a basin 
and railway in California. I wish my honorable 
friends from California to understand that 1 am 
not opposed to any reasonable and proper appro- 
priation for California, her interests, and her con- 
venience; but I am opposed to this manner of 
legislation, which at a late hour of the session, 
when there is no time to investigate the subject, 
comes in to ask for an appropriation which will, 
in the end, amount to more than $3,000,000. 

As it regards the basin and railway for Cali- 
fornia, I have simply to say now, that no doubt 
| that would be a very great improvement in the 
| Bay of San Francisco; and it-may be right and 
, proper that the Government should construct a 
| basın and railway there; but we have now on its 
| way to California a sectional dock, which I believe 
is three hundred and fifty feet long; and for which 
| the Government of the United States contracted to 
: pay $610,000. The sectional dock has been pre- 
i ared and is said to be shipped for California. 


| The contractors notified the Secretary of the 
| Navy that they should demand of the Govern- 
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ment demurrage and damages if the Government 
were not ready to receive the dock upon its arrival 
in California. No site had been authoritatively 
selected for a navy-yard; and there was no place 
to put the sectional dock when it arrived. There 
was nothing to which it could be attached. The 
consequence was that the Secretary of the Navy 
was compelled, as he says, to ‘lease this dock, 
without any compensation whatever, to the con- 
tractors for three years. They are to have the 
benefit of the use of the dock for three years after 
its arrival, because the Government of the United 
States were in no condition to receive it. 

There has been a commission sent from this 
section of country to that to select a site for a 
navy-yard in the Bay of San Francisco. Rumor 
says that they have made a selection, but there is 
no official information thata site has been selected. 
There is no place for a sectional dock when it ar- 
rives. The contractors have already received 
$610,000 for it; and because the Government has 
no place for it, they are to have the use of it for 
three years, on the single condition, as I under- 
stand from the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy, that it is to be returned in good order and 
condition. This basin and railway may be neces- 
sary hereafter; but is it necessary now? Why, 
in the great city of New York, the commercial 
emporium of the country, they have not, as I un- 
derstand, a basin and railway, but they use the 
sectional dock and the floating dock. There is a 
stone dock belonging to the Government of the 
United States at Brooklyn, and 1 believe that on 
one or two occasions the officers of the Govern- 
ment have allowed that dock to be used for com- 
mercial purposes in emergencies. The sectional 


dock in California is, I apprehend, competent to | 


do all that is required for the wants of the Gov- 
ernment within the Bay of San Francisco. Upon 
that dock, which is three hundred and fifty fect in 
length, any vessel of the Navy of the United States 
may be lifted, and raised, and brought into sight, 
so that persons can work upon it. I have never 


thought that the Government was bound to supply | 


docks for the commercial marine. Commercial 
men have usually supplied themselves with docks 
until this thing has been done for the young and 


thriving State of California. 


I do not propose to go into the discussion at | 


length. I have before me a pile of documents 
containing all the contracts that have been made; 
descriptions of a basin and railway with sectional 
dock, and of a basin and railway with piers and 
without piers. Butif this question is to be ex- 
amined upon this bill, and we are to go into the 
subject, I shall feel it my duty to go into the sub- 
ject at length, let the consequence be what it may. 
But, as this proposition is made as in Committee 
of the Whole, and as I am not desirous of inflict- 


ing upon the Senate a good ora bad speech, I will | 


now suspend the observations which I have to 
make. I am willing to let the vote be taken; but 


if the amendment should be adopted by the Senate |! 


now, I shall feel it to be my duty, after the bill 
shall be reported to the Senate, before the amend- 
ment is voted upon there, to discuss it at length. 
But I say to the friends of this measure, that if, 
at the next session of Congress, when a site for a 
navy-yard shall have been selected, when we shall 


have become satisfied that a basin and railway is | 


necessury, or whenever the Secretary of the Navy 
shall recommend Congress to make an appropria- 
tion for a basin and railway, I will withdraw my 
opposition, At this moment, however, I cannot 
agree to vote $840,000 for a basin and railway 
now, when you have no site for a navy-yard; 
when you have loaned your sectional dock for 
three years, because you had no place to put it. 
I consider that it is at this time unnecessary, and 
I humbly submit to the Senate that it would be 
better to reject the amendment, unless the friends 
of the measure withdraw it. I shall make no fur- 
ther observations now; but, if the amendment 
should be insisted upon, after the bill shall have 
been reported to the Senate, I shall feel myself 
bound to go through with the whole subject. 

Mr. BADGER. Mr. President, we are placed 
in a peculiar situation with regard to this amend- 
ment. Iam not going to enter into any discussion 
as to the propriety of making it. It has been 
heretofore determined, unanimously, by the Com- 
mitteeon Naval Affairs—and their action has been 
approved by the Senate—that the United States 
had made a valid contract, binding in honor, with 


i these parties, for the erection of this basin and 
| railway. If it is ever to be erected, there is no 
time to be lost. My own opinion is, that it is the 
poorest and most wretched economy to postpone 
the erection of this work (which is, in the first 
place, necessary,and which, in the next place, we 
are obliged to execute by a contract binding upon 
the honor and faith of the nation) when it must 
necessarily occupy a considerable amount of time 
to complete it, when the price is established, and 
when the Government can gain nothing in that 
respect by delay. - 

ut my friend from Rhode Island, with his 
large bundle of papers in his hand, says that if 
this amendment be now persisted in, he will go 
into the examination which those papers may re- 
quire, whatever may be the consequences. We 
are thus in the power of my friend. It is more 
important to get through with the Navy appropri- 
ation bill than to insist upon the amendment, un- 
der these circumstances. I therefore recommend 
to the honorable chairman of the committee, that 
by common consent of the committee the amend- 
iment may be withdrawn. We cannot sacrifice 
the naval appropriations for the consideration of 
this question. We are now at sucha period of 
the session, that if my friend from Rhode Island 
perseveres in what he has declared—and no one 
who knows him will doubt that he will carry out 
what he has said—our whole time will be con- 
sumed in this debate. T hope, therefore, that the 
amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. GWIN. It will be recollected that two 
years ago, after full discussion in this body, a bill 
was passed authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to contract for this basin and railway. It will 
also be recollected, that owing to a dissension be- 
tween thecontractors and the patentees, the State 
of California has not had anything appropriated 
| for the support of this dock. f mean to have 
nothing to do with this dissension. The Senator 
from Rhode Island makes a statement with regard 
to this amendment that [ regret very much, if cor- 
rect; and that is, that he intends to speak atlength 
in opposition to it, if it be persisted in. Fle says 
that it proposes all the paraphernalia of a navy- 
yard. Why, he will see that it is according to 
‘the very specification made out by the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bropieap] some time 
|! ago. Itis nothing like an extensive navy-yard; 
! but these are works proposed by the Senator 
i from Virginia and the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
OFf course, they may be enlarged hereafter. 

In the next place, the Senator from Rhode 

Island has stated, and reiterated the statement 
that we have no selection for anavy-yard, Why, 
it has been selected twice by two boards of com- 
missioners. It was selected by a board ordered 
out in 1849. It has also been selected by a board 
sent out last spring, and who have, by this time, 
arrived at New York; for I see by a telegraphic 
| dispatch this morning that, they came on the last 
steamer, and are now in New York. They have 
|! selected the same site that was selected before, and 
which is one of the best sites in the world for a 
navy-yard, and a basin, and railway, and dock. 
, I have examined it myself, and know its capacity. 
i It has been selected twice; and no better point 
i could be selected. 
Lam not going into the discussion of this matter 
| at present. I would mercly propose to the Sena- 
: tor from Rhode Island to let the question be now 
taken in Committee of the Whole; let the bill be 
reported to the Senate, and then if he insists on 
speaking on the subject at length, J will agree 
rather than to jeopardize the bill, to have the 
amendment withdrawn. 

Mr. CLARKE. I wish merely to make a state- 
ment in reply to my friend from California. He 
implicates me in regard to a matter of fact. It is 
true, that in 1849, some board selected a certain 
place, I do not know where, in the Bay of San 
i| Francisco; but this selection was not deemed suf- 
ficiently authentic, or to have been made with suf- 
| ficient intelligence and care; and last spring, I be- 
lieve, acommission was sent from the Atlantic sea- 
board to the Pacific, to revise that selection, and 
i with power to recommend any other site. I rec- 
ollect very well that Commodore Sioat was here 
| before he started on that commission, and I talked 
|| with him on thesubject. They have been there; and 
| the Senator says that, from telegraphic information 
| which he has received, they have arrived, after 
| having selected a site. J do not know, noy does 


the Senate know, nor does the Secretary of the 
Navy know, that they have made any selection at 
all. lf the honorable Senator knows, from any 
private communication to himself, that they have 
made a selection, of course, it is so; for whatever 
he asserts, on his own authority, no gentleman 
will give more credence to than myself. But I 
want the Senator to understand me; I wish to say 
to him that it is necessary that the Board of Com- 
missioners should report, that the Secretary of the 
Navy should examine their report, and that the 
President should adopt their report, before there 
can be a site established fora navy-yard in the 
Bay of San Francisco. When that shall be done, 
it will be time enough for Congress to legislate on 
the subject; but untilit is done, you do not know 
what you are legislating about. 

Now, with regard to another thing, I was prob- 
ably mistaken, and I must be permitted to explain 
that fora few moments. A bill was introduced 
into the Senate by the honorable Senator from Cali- 
fornia, which the Senator from Pennsylvania said 
would take some four or five millions of dollars. 
I supposed that this was the same proposition, 
somewhat curtailed, to meet the economical views 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania. I have noth- 
ing to say as to the amount proposed to be appro- 
priated. The amount, I know, islarge. Ido not 
think it necessary to have all of these establish- 
ments just yet, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I did not exactly under- 
stand what the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island said about meeting my views. It never 
will accord with my views to establish a basin 
and railway in California, 

Mr. CLARKE. I did not say so. I was 
stating, in answer to the remarks of the honorable 
Senator from California, that I did not understand 
exactly the provisions of this amendment. The 
Senator from California said it was in conformity 
with the views of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
—that is to say, it was restricted as he proposed 
to restrict it. [never supposed the Senator was 
in favor of it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. It was not my intention 
to say anything upon this subject; but as 1 have 
been alluded to several times, I will say a few 
words. 

Mr. President, fam in favor of establishing a 
navy-yard and depét in California, and I submit- 
ted at an early part of the session a proposition, as 
a substitute for the bill presented by the honor- 
able Senator from California, having that object 
in view.- But whenever the subject of a navy- 
yard and depét in California has been brought 
forward, this basin and railway, which will cost 
from $800,000 to $1,000,000, is put into it. That 
proposition was considered and voted down atthe 
Jast Congress, and it ought not to have been 
brought forward again. The basins and railways 
connected with these docks upon the Atlantic sea- 
board have not yet had a snip-of-the-line upon 
them. They may have had what some people 
consider as equivalent to it, but they have never 
had upon them a ship-of-the-line as required by 
the contract. I think that if we are to have a 
basin and railway in California, we ought to have 
it fairly tested upon the Atlantic sea-board first. 

Mr. GWIN. I think the Senator is alogether 
mistaken upon that point. Certainly the ship 
Franklin, with a thousand tons of iron as ballast 
in her, has been taken up in one of these basins 
and railways within the last two weeks. She was 
taken on, and went off in three anda half hours. 
She was a seventy-four—a ship-of-the-line, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I do not wish to enter at 
large into this subject. [believe we ought to take 
the vote upon this proposition now, without much 
further debate. If other gentlemen would agree 
to take the vote without debate, I would say 
nothing. IT must be permitted to say, however, 
that this question was considered at the last Con- 
gress; and I will read a portion of the naval appro- 
priation of the last session upon this subject: 

“ For a floating-dock in California, $150,000. And the 
Secretary of the Navy is hereby required so to modify the 
contract alleged 10 have been made on the I7th of January 


last, as to coufine the same to the construction of the float- 
ing dock alone, without the basin and railway.” 


Thus Congress at the last session decided to 
have this floating dry-dock in California without 
a basin and railway. Where now is the recom- 
mendation of the Department in favor of it? I 
assert that the proposition is not only without, 
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but against.all recommendation ef the Navy De- 
partment; and I can prove it, if necessary, by the 
documents. J. am opposed to this proposition, 
because I deem that a basin and railway are un- 
necessary, at least for the present,.in California. 
They would require a very heavy expenditure of 
money. I am willing, however, to establish a 
navy-yard and depét in California. 

Mr. GWIN. I was perfectly willing to accept 
the suggestion of the Senator from North Carolina 
in order.to stop debate; -but I am afraid we are.to 
havea debate on the subject now in Committee of 
the Whole. But 1 want to. have it distinctly un- 
derstood, that if this proposition is withdrawn it 
will be because gentlemen threaten to talk it 
down. i 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Does my friend under- 
stand that I will talk this down? 

Mr. GWIN. I understood both the Senator 
from Rhode Island and the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania, to say that they intended to discuss the 
subject at length. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I donot talk down projects. 
I do not wish to be so understood. Iam willing 
to take the vote now, without any further discus- 
sion. I wish to ask fora division of the question, 
for I believe there are two sections in this amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT. Then the first question 
will be on the first branch of the amendment, 
which provides for a navy-yard and depét in Cal- 
ifornia, with various appurtenances. 

Mr. JAMES. I have but one word to say 
upon this subject. It is with profound regret that 
I find myself compelled to disagree with my col- 
league, (Mr. Cranxe.} It is true that California 
is a far-off State; but, sir, she is a sister State, and 
as such is entitled to the care and protection of 
this Government. Iam for this measure, and if 
an argument is to be gone into, I am prepared to 
answer, and shall feel compelled to answer my 
colleague. 


The question was then taken on the first branch | 


of the amendment, and it was agreed to. 

The question recurred on the second branch of 
the amendment. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish tosay a word or two 
to the Senate, for the reason that I ath now going 
to take a different course from that which Ifor- 
merly took in regard to this subject. I assisted 
formerly in obtaining a modification of the con- 
tract which has been alluded to, for the California 
dry-dock, basin, and railway. [had my reasons 
for it atthe time, When that contract was en- 
tered into, there had been no experiment of this 
class of machinery. No vessel of any large size 
had ever been upon any of these docks. Seeing a 
notice in a paper last spring, that there was about 
to be a test at the Philadelphia dry-dock, I deter- 
mined io go and witness it. I started with the 
hope of reaching there in time to see the vessel 
upon the dock, and witness the operation. T did 
not, however, reach Philadelphia until the vessel 
had been taken off. I refer to the steamer City of 
Pittsburg, which was the vessel with which the 
experiment was made. T then examined the 
whole apparatus and the dock. I looked into it 
as critically as my poor powers would enable me 
to do. JTexamined it inconnection with the basin; 
I examined the whole in connection with the rail- 
ways. I examined the machinery by which the 
vessel was taken upon the dock from the railways. 
J conversed with the persons at work about the 
machinery, who seemed to be intelligent men, 
without letting them know that I was a member 
of the Senate, in order that I might get the inci- 
dental observations of those men, for the purpose 
of satisfying myself. They spoke of it as a mat- 
ter of course, that the vessel was taken up easily, 
safely repaired, transferred from the dry-dock, and 
floated into the basin, and transferred from the 
dock upon the railways. After looking at it, I 
became entirely satisfied inmy own mind, that the 
machinery was capable of doing so. I had pre- 
viously asserted that I did not believe any private 
individual would have the temerity of risking his 
vessel on one of these docks. - I seriously thought 
so. I seriously anticipated, that, if a vessel was 
attempted to be taken upon that dock from the 
railways, she would be turned over, or in some 
other manner broken to pieces. The large steam- 
er the City of Pittsburg, had been upon that dock, 
and was safely launched, after having been re- 
paired. Since that, as the Senator from Califor- 


i sent out. 


| other day, by which we ascertained that the con- 


nia has remarked, a seventy-four, with a thousand 
tons of ballast in. her, has been on one of these 
docks, and-launched safely, and with great expe- 
dition. Under this state of the case, my former 
objections having been to the inutility and ineffi- 
ciency of the machinery; and having been satis- 
fied as to that-by practical observation, I am con- 
vinced that I was formerly in error, and I take 
back all that. I have said against this dry-dock, 
basin, and railway. - 
Mr.CLARKE. Thavenotsaid one word against 
the dock, basin, and railway... I have not said 
that: it was not equal to the operations for which 
it is. designed; but I have objected to making the 
appropriation for it at this time, for California, be- 


| fore a site is selected for a navy-yard there. 


Mr. HUNTER asked for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment; and they were ordered, and, be- 
ing taken, resulted—yeas 19, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Badger, Bell, Brooke, De Saus- 
sure, Douglas, Downs, Foot, Gwin, Hamlin, James, Mal- 
lory, Morton, Norris, Rusk, Seward, Soulé, Walker, and 
Weller—19. i 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bayard, Borland, Bright, 
Brodhead, Chase, Clarke, Clemens, Davis, Dawson, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Felch, Geyer, Houston, Hun- 
ter, Mangum, Meriwether, Miller, Pearce, Shields, Spru- 
ance, Toucey, Underwood, and Wade—25. 


So it was not agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. As the first branch of the amend- 
ment has been adopted, and the second branch 


i has been rejected, it will be necessary to add to 


the first branch: 

«And for the purpose of carrying this section into effect, 
the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropri- 
ated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- | 
propriated.”” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. Iam instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs to offer another amendment: 


“ For the purchase and freight to San Francisco of patent 
black marine paint, for painting the interior of the sections 
and ond-floats of the California dry-dock, $1,500.? j 


The amendment was agreed to. | 

Mr.GWIN. The next amendment is to insert, 
after the one which has just been adopted— 

« For superintendence, office-rent, labor, and contingent 
expenses connected with the constrnetion of the floating 
dry-dock in the Bay of San Francisco, $13,500.?? 

This is according to estimates from the Depart- 
ment. : 

Mr. HUNTER. I understood the honorable 


| Senator from Rhode Island to say that this dock 
j had been hired out. 


Mr. GWIN. The dock has not yet been put 
together. 
The object of this is to have them prop- 
erly put together. The Department has sent an 
estimate to the Naval Committee for this, and the 
intention is to employ an individual of great skill 
and experience in these matters to see that the 
dock is put together according to contract. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 1 do not understand this 
matter. These contractors have received $610,000 
for constructing a floating dock for California, 
We have already appropriated $1,500 to paint the 
dock with a particular kind of paint. 
opposition to that. But it is now proposed to ap- 
propriate $13,500 for what? To superintend the 
putting together of this dock, I understand that 
the dock is done by contract; and it does seem to 
me that the mere superintendence cannot cost this 
amount. 

Mr. GWIN. It is necessary for the interest 
of the Government to have somebody to see that 
the dock is put up properly, otherwise the con- 
tractors can do as they please about it. 
what the Secretary of the Navy says in relation 
to the matter: 

« As the estimates of the Department embraced no com- 
putation for contingencies connected with this dock, such 
as pay, superintendence, and other incidental expenses, I 


would respeettully reecommend that Congress be asked for 
an appropriation of $15,000.77 


If we have paid $610,000 to the contractors for | 
i this dock, surely we ought to pay this small sum 


for the purpose of having it put properly to- 
gether. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. But a short time ago I 
understood that an officer had been sent to receive 
that dock.. There are plenty of officers of the 
Navy who are unemployed, who could attend to 
this. We had a contract transmitted to us the! 


tractors for this dock were to be permitted to use 
it for three years, without any charge upon the! 


The materials have been packed up and į 


I made no į 


Here is | 


part of the Government. - I suppose they would 
not be able. to use it for three years without put- 
ting it together. . 

Mr. GWIN. We paid $610,000 for construct- 
ing the dock and putting it up;.but the object-of 
this is to get somebody to take care of the interest 
of the Government, and see that the contractors 
putitup properly... ; : 

Mr. BRODHEAD called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment; and they were ordered; and 
being taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 24; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Towa, 
Douglas, Downs, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, James, Mallory, 
Morton, Norris, Pearce, Rusk, Seward, Soulé, Stockton, 
and Weller—17. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Borland, Bright, 
Brodhead, Brooke, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Dawson, 
De Saussure, Felch, Foot, Hunter, Mangum, Meriwether, 
Miter, Pratt, Smith, Spruance, Toucey, Underwood, 
Wade, and Walker—24. ; 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GWIN. I have another amendment to 
offer. It is to insert at the end of the appropri- 
ations in the bill— 


« For a deficiency in the act making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending the 20th of June, 1850, 
approved March 3, 1849, for paying the unsatisfied demands: 
for continuing the survey of the coast on the Gulf of Mex- 
ico, from Appalachicola Bay to the Mississippi, $2,110 62, 
to be taken out of the balance of the fund appropriated by 
the act of the 34 of March, 1841, but which has been ear- 
ried to the credit of the surplus fund.” 


This is for services rendered. The accounts 
were presented to the Treasury Department, but 
the appropriation had been carried to the surplus 
fund, and therefore the demands could not be paid. 
This is merely a reappropriation of the amount, 
and is recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. 1 have another amendment of 
the same kind, to come in after the one just 
adopted: i 

“ For compensation to Lieutenant Raphael Semmes, for 
services in continuing the survey of the coast on the Gulf 
of Mexico, from Appalachicola Bay to the Mississippi, 
$1,164 10, to be paid ont of the balance of the fund appro- 
priated for that purpose by the act of the 3d of March, 1841, 
and which has been carried to the credit of the surplus 
fund.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. I have another amendment to 
offer, to insert after the one just adopted: 

& For the building or purchase of suitable vessels for pros- 
ecuting a survey and reconnoissance, for naval and com- 
mercial purposes, of such parts óf Behring’s Straits, of the 
North Paciie ocean, and of the China seas, as are fre- 
quented by American whale-ships, and by trading vessels, 
in their routes between the United States and China, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, the sum of 
$125,000: Provided, That the expense of purchasing, or 
building, and equipping, (with the exception of the arma- 
ment,) and fitting out these vessels shall not exceed the 
sum hereby appropriated.” 


This proposition was fully discussed before, and 
I suppose there will be no opposition to it. 

Mr. BORLAND., Task for the yeas and nays 
upon the amendment. i 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. Irise to say that I am in 


favor of this as a separate measure, but I do not 


i wish to attach all these propositions to the Navy 


appropriation bill. I am afraid that we shall loge 
the bill if we attach so many amendments to it. 
Mr. HALE. I want to inquire of the mover 


| of this amendment, if this survey looks to the an- 


nexation of China. [Laughter.] ; 
Mr. GWIN. Not that I know of. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. GWIN. The next amendment I have to 
offer, is to add as an additional section— 

“Seo. —. And be it further enacted, That the President 
of the United States be authorized to increase the number of 
marines now authorized by law, by the enlistment of forty 
sergeants, forty corporais, twenty drummers, twenty fifers, 
and five hundred privates; and that the sum of $50,000 be, 
and the same is hereby appropriated, to be added to the 
appropriation for the Paymaster’s Department of the marine 
corps, for the payment of the above men at the same rates 
now authorized by Jaw; and also that the snm of $10,000 
be further appropriated for the Quartermastcr’s Department 
of the marine corps for rations, clothing, fnel, transportation, 
and recruiting for the above-named men? 

This is recommended by the Secretary of the 
Navy. He has sent a letter to the Naval Com- 
mittee, stating that this increase is indispensable 
to give efficiency to the marine corps. 

Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me to be improper 
to put the whole legislation for the Navy upon 
this appropriation bill. Here is a scheme to in- 
crease the marine corps largely, and it is to be 
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put upon this bill when we have no opportunity 
to discuss it, These are measures which ought to 
be matured by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
and brought in as separate bills, and not put upon 
the appropriation bills in this way. Ido not know 
where this sort of legislation is to end. Not only 
that, but it will be seen that the Departments are | 
sending to the Naval Committee estimates which | 
they never submitted to the Finance Committee in 
yelation to the legitimate purposes of the general 
appropriation bills. There are estimates, it seems, 
for the reappropriation of amounts which have 
been carried to the surplus fund, which ought cer- 
tainly to have been sent to the Finance Commit- | 
tee. That committee ought to have some informa- 
tion in relation to these matters. | 
Mr. HALE. A proposition is brought in now | 
at this late hour of the session to increase the ma- | 
rine corps five hundred men 
Mr. GWIN. Rather than have a discussion I 
withdraw the amendment. 
The next amendment I have to offer is to add: 
“Sno. —. And he it further enacted, That the Medical 


i 
‘eorpsof the Navy be increased by the appointment of eight | 
surgeons and ten assistant surgons, in addition to the nuni- | 

i 
| 
i 
H 
| 
t 
! 


ber now authorized by law, who shall be appointed in the 
same manner, and be subject to the same regulations, as 
xhose now in service.” 

Mr. HUNTER. That is subject to the same 
objection. 

Mr. GWIN. Very well. I withdraw it. 

I have another amendment to offer, to which 
the Senator from Wisconsin may properly attach 
his amendment. The amendment is— 

“Src. —. And be it further enacted, That the percentage 
allowed by law to the clerks employed in the executive 
and legislative departments at Washington be,and is hereby, 
allowed to the clerks employed at the navy-yard in the city 
of Washington.?? i 

All I kave to say is, that there are five of these 
clerks, and the highest salary of any of them is 
$900. Thesalary of theclerks in the Departments 
have’ been increased, and I think these clerks 
ought to be increased. i 

Mr. WALKER. I offer an amendment to the : 
amendment. It is to add to it— i 


And the pay of the watchmen in the various navy-yards 
shall hereatier be $500 each per annum, instead of the pay 
now received by them: Provided, Their present pay does | 


not equal or exceed the sum aforesaid. | 
The amendment to theamendment was rejected. | 
Mr. MORTON. I would suggest to the Sena- 
tor from California to amend his amendment to | 
add after the word ‘‘navy-yard”’ the words ‘‘and | 
marine barracks.” 
Mr. GWIN. {accept it. | 
Mr. RUSK. I have an amendment to propose | 
to the amendment, which is, perhaps, not appro- ! 
priate to this bill, but it has as much merit in it as | 
any increase of compensation that has been made | 
during this session. The clerks in the city post ; 
office receive salaries of from $800 to $1,000 a | 
year. There are, perhaps, no employees of the | 
Government who have laboregso faithfully. They 
have to pack up hundreds and thousands of docu- 
ments and send them off. They are laboring night 
and day. I would therefore suggest that they be 
included so as to have the amendment extend to | 
the clerks in the navy-yard, the marine barracks 
and the city post office. 
Mr. GWIN. 
The amendment as modified was agreed to. 
Mr. GWIN. I have one other amendment to 
offer by direction of the Committee on Naval Af | 
fairs: i 
&Suc.—, And be it further enacted, That the proper ac- | 
counting officers af the Treasury be, and they are hereby, ; 
directed to credit the medical officers of the Navy, who, by 
order of the Department, served with a detachment of ma- | 
rines in Mexico, during the late war with that Republic, in ; 
addition to the pay to which they are entitled as medical 


officers of the Navy, respectively, the same allowance for | 
rations and forage, in proportion to the time they so served, 


2 
a 


as are allowed to officers of the Army of similar standing.” || 


Mr. HUNTER. It seems to me that this is a : 


private claim. | 


The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot con- : 
sider it as strictly a private claim. It is to put 
these officers on the same footing with others. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to amend the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from California, by adding: 


Provided, That the pay and medical officers of the Navy |i h 5 
t : i heart-burnings and discontents. 


the pay and medical otficers of the Army. i 


shal! have the same assimilated rank as is now enjoyed by 


Mr. HUNTER. ) me i 
inappropriate legislation upon this bill, and at this 
time. It seems to me that this is a matter which 


|| board. 


T accept that. H 


It seems to me that this is | 


| should be brought forward in a distinct and sepa- 
rate bill. It is time that we were through with 
this bill, and proceeding to the consideration of 
other subjects. 

Mr. GWIN. I accept the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas. : 

Mr. FISH. I wish to say, with regard to the 
amendment first offered by the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, that it is a subject 
which was determined early in the session by that 
committee. There were three of these medical 
officers of the Navy, who, by order of the War 
Department, were directed to join the Army in its 
progress from Vera Cruz to the city of Mexico. 
The naval pay bill provides a sum in gross for the 
payment of the medical officers. Having been 
sent upon shore, they were under the necessity of 
having horses, and being subject to all the ex- 
penses of field service, the same as the medical 
officers of the Army; and that pay was allowed 
them while serving with the Army; but on the 
transfer of their accounts from the Army to the 
Navy Department, they stand charged with those 
expenses which are not allowed under the naval 
pay bill. Itseemed to the committee to be proper, 
| inasmuch as these expenses were necessarily in- 
curred by order of the Department, that they 
! should be allowed and paid. 

Mr. HUNTER. How are we to manage these 
matters on a conference with the House? We are 
multiplying subjects of difference between the two 
Houses so fast, that it will be impossible to settle 
the question unless we recede from all our amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BADGER. I will inform my friend from 
Virginia how we can manage it; we must do as 
well as we can. 

Mr. MILLER. Is the question upon the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas? 

The PRESIDENT. That amendment has been 
accepted by the mover of the original amendment, 
and it all becomes one proposition. 

Mr. MILLER. Then Í object to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Texas, It undertakes 
to reach the question of the assimilated rank of 
surgeons in the Navy, which is a most important 
question, and which has been investigated by a 
I have understood that, according to that 
investigation, it has been found to be impracticable 
to assimilate the rank of surgeons of the Navy 
with surgeons of the Army. ‘Vhere is great difti- 
culty about the matter, and I understand it to be 
the opinion of the officers appointed to investigate 
the matter that it is impossible. Atall events this 
amendment undertakes to fix the rank of an im- 
portant part of the service of the country upon an 
appropriation bill, which 1 think is not correct in 
principle. 

Mr. MALLORY. The question ofassimilated 
rank in the Navy is one exceedingly perplexing. 
It is a question which affects not only medical ofti- 
cers, but those officers who may perhaps be termed 
the staff corps of the Navy generally—pursers 
and others. This matter has been under the con- 
sideration of the Naval Committee, and they in- 
tend, by a bill which they have under considera- 
tion, and which they propose to report at the next 
session of Congress, to meet all these difficulties, 
and place the rank of these officers on a proper 
basis. We ought not to legislate for one corps of 
the Navy, without legislating for all at the same 
time. Pursers in the Navy stand in precisely the 
same position to the rest of the officers as do sur- 
geons. 
on board any ship; but they take that rank which 
the commander of the ship chooses to assign them. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. That was the very reason 
| why the proviso was introduced, that they should 
! have rank independent of the volition of the com- 
manding officer—that they should not be subject 
| to his caprices and whims, but that their rank and 
| position should be defined explicitly bylaw. This 
! is the.reason why I introduced the proviso, that 
they should take rank in all matters of ceremony 


| or authority, so that they may know precisely 
‘| what their situation is, and that it may not be de- 


pendent upon the will of the officer who, for the 
P 

| time being, commands them. These officers have 
had no rank heretofore, and it has given rise to 
The officers of 
the line, or in the naval service proper, are dis- 
| posed not to accord to the staff officers any high 


‘yank. 1t is all regulated by chance and by favor- 
itism. This matter has been settled in the Army, 


Neither of them have any rank proper | 


| them all. 


i give it to them. 


and is well understood and defined there; and [ 
propose, for the harmony and. benefit of the ser- 


| vice, that it shall be settled in regard to the naval 
| officers the same as in regard to the military of- 


cers of the United States. Itis an evil so easily 
remedied, that I do not see why the Committee 
on Naval Affairs should take so long about it as 
my friend from Florida suggests, and therefore I 
hope the Senate will now adopt the proviso. 

Mr. MALLORY. [ would very cheerfully 
vote for any measure which would attain this end; 
but if this proposition is to give staff officersof the 
Navy any command, under any circumstances, 
were an officer of the line as low down as a mid- 
shipman is on board the vessel to command it, I 
cannot consent to it. All that these staff oflicers 
ask, is assimilated rank in matters of ceremony, 
and perhaps on courts-martial. They do not ask 
any command. All they want is to have a proper 
rank, so that they may have proper quarters 
assigned and ceremonies observed in the line ef 
their duty, which can always be known and under- 
stood. it we provide assimilated rank for one 
branch of the staff-corps, we should provide for 
We should take in engineers, pursers, 
chaplains, and every person on board whose com- 


| fort and convenience may be consulted by the 


arrangement of quarters and attentions on board. 
There is some difficulty in arranging this matter 
of assimilated rank. Iam in favor of providing 
for it, but I wish to include all, and to make pro- 
vision for all, at the same time. 

Mr. MILLER. I have been in favor of giving 
surgeons in the Navy a proper rank, and they 
ought to have it; but I am opposed to doing it in 


| this way, by an amendment to this bill; and I 


think it will turn out that if this proviso passes, it 
will, instead of assimilating rank and producing 
order, create confusion in the Navy. The matter 
ought to be brought up properly by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, after examining the whole sub- 
ject, so that we can understand what wearedoing. 

Mr. PRATT. This is a subject which is not 
new to the Senate. All areaware that for several 
uae past, memorials have been presented to the 

enate, requesting that these officers of the Navy 
should have the same assimilated rank as the 
same class of officers have in the Army. Last 
year a medical convention, consisting of repre- 
sentatives of the highest ability of that class of 
our fellow-citizens from every State of this Union, 
assembled in the city of Baltimore. They sent a 
united memorial to the Congress of the United 
States, asking that their medical brethren attached 
to the Navy, should not be degraded by having 


! a different rank from their brethren in the Army. 


During the present year, a similar convention 
assembled at. Richmond, Virginia, and they have 
sent a similar memorial. These gentlemen are 
collected from every section of the United States, 
and the supposed injustice which is done to the 
medical officers of the Navy, is creating a great 
deal of unpleasant feeling among that whole class 
of people throughout the United States, 

For one, I cannot see why a surgeon in the 
Navy should not have the same assimilated rank 
in the Navy, which a surgeon in the Army has in 
the Army. Nor can I see why a purser in the 
Navy should not have the same rank asa pay- 
master in the Army bas. 

If I understood the honorable Senator from 
Florida, he states that some difficulty may grow 
outof this—that it requires time to digest a plan— 
that amedical officer or a purser should not, under 
any circumstances, have command of a vessel. 
Now, I asseverate that this amendment does not 
It gives the same assimilated rank 
which the same class of officers have inthe Army. 
A second Heutenant in the Army might have com- 
mand of a detachment, and if there werea surgeon 
along, with the rank of major, he would be sub- 
ordinate to this inferior officer of the regular arm 


: of the service. 


The amendment is only to give the same assim- 
ilated rank to this description of officers in the 
Navy which the same description of officers bold 
in the Army, and consequently the very difficulty 
which the Senator from Florida supposes to exist 
is precluded by the terms of the amendment. f 
hope the amendment will be adopted. The ques- 
tion has been before the Senate very frequently 
It is producing a great deal of excitement, which 
we ought to get rid of at once. It is just to these 
gentlemen that they should have this rank, and 
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there can®no harm result to the service of the 
United States. I hope, therefore, that the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr.MALLORY. Imoveto amend theamend- 
ment of the Senator from California, as it now 
stands, by striking out, the proviso, and inserting 
in lieu of it the following: 

Provided, That the officers of the medical corps of the 
Navy, and pursers of the Navy, of less than twelve years 
standing, shall rank with lieutenants; and that medical 
officers and pursers of more than twelve years standing 
shall rank with commanders, but take no precedence of 
commanders: And provided further, That in no case shall 
officers’of either"corps take any command over‘officers.of 
the line of the Navy. 

Mr. MANGUM. Iam inclined to think that 
the amendment as proposed by the Senator from 
Florida isright. 1 am for this measure, and shall 
vote for it at the proper time.. But I desire now 
to make this remark: it is almost two o’clock; we 
have a large amount of business to do, and if gen- 
tlemen will persist in assuming that? other gentle- 
men cannot understand these subjects without 
undertaking to enlighten them with their counsels, 
we shall never get through this bill. We ought 
now to be in Executive session. ‘There are ques- 
tions of great importance to be considered in Ex- 
ecutive session, and it will require pretty hard 
worktfor us to getZthrough with them before the 
hour of adjournment. 1. know there have been 
occasions when the Senate have sat in Executive 
session for hours after the time fixed for the ad- 
journment, but I understand that the present 
President of the Senate considers that he is bound 
to adjourn the Senate at twelve o’clock to-morrow, 
no matter whether it is in Executive or open ses- 
sion. Therefore, if we do not stop these debates 
and bring this and other bills to a close, we shall 
be left with half of our business unfinished. 

Mr. SHIELDS. Notwithstanding the admo- 
nition of my friend from North Carolina, E want to 
say two or three words. This system that has 
prevailed in the Army, has given rise to a great 
deal of confusion, and the whole subject will have 
to be regulated over again. Jn all cases where 
rank is given, power is presumed, and they act 
upon that, and refuse to obey officers with actual 
power and rank, but whose grade is inferior to 
their own. In some other services they have, as 
a matter of etiquette, given the staff corps an: hon- 
orary perference, and that is what is intended in 
our ‘service, but by giving the rank we have 
thrown the subject into confusion. I think this 
proposition ought to lie over until there is time to 
regulate the whole subject. 

The amendment of Mr. MarLory, to the 
amendment of Mr. Gwiw, was agreed to; there 
being, on a division—ayes 19, noes 18. 

Mr. HALE. I want to make one suggestion 
to the Senate, and¥it is this: The Senator from 
Florida says he has got a bill prepared regulating 
this whole matter. [tis but three months until 
the next session of Congress. Iam a, friend to 
some of these improvements, but I think it is ill 
time to be putting all these measures on this bill. 

Mr. PRATT called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment as amended; and they were or- 
dered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 30, nays 
20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Badger, Bell, Borland, Brod- 
head, Cass, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Davis, Douglas, 
Downs, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Haulin, Houston, Malory, 
Mangum, Meriwether, Miller, Morton, Norris, Pratt, Rusk, 
Beward, Smith, Spruance, Toucey, and Upham—39. 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Butler, Daw- |; 


son, De Saussure, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, 
Feich, Foot, Hale, Hunter, James, Jones of Lowa, King, 
Mason, Pearce, Shields, Underwood, and Wade—20. 

So it was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 


Src. — And be it further enacted, That all paper used 


by the public printer Tor the space of sixty days from this | 


date shalt be furnished by him at cost, and shall be of the 
quality aud description specified in the law passed at this 
Sexsion of Congress, 

Mr. President, I am very sensible that this 
amendment is not very pertinent to this bill, but 
Jet me say to the Senate that by the bill regu- 
lating the public printing which passed Congress 
a few days since, it is provided that the Superin- 
tendent shall giye sixty days’ notice before he shall 
make purchase of any paper. Therefore, if this 
amendment be not adopted we can have no public 
printing for sixty days to come. I therefore pro- 
pose to authorize the public printer to purchase 


his own paper for sixty days, and to furnish it at 
cost. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RUSK. I have an amendment to offer as. 
an additional section, which I admit is not very 
appropriate, but I hope it will be adopted: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby authorized, in addition to 
ordinary steamboat service on the Potomac, to contract 
with the Washington and Fredericksburg Steamboat Coin- 
pany for an efficient ice-boat or ice-boats being kept up for 
the conveyance of the mail during the winter months: 
Provided, ‘The additional expense to bé incurred by the 
Department for keeping up such ice- boat or ice-boats shall 
not exceed $20,000 per annum. 

This amendment is in precise conformity with 
the joint resolution. introduced by the honorable 
Senator from Virginia, [Mr. Hunrer,] at an 
early day in the session. The Postmaster Gen- 
| eral desires to have this authority, and everybody 
knows the difficulty there is when the river is 
| blocked up with ice during the winter of getting 
our mails regularly. ; 

Mr. CASS. ‘If the honorable Senator will strike 
out the name of the steamboat company, I will 
agree to it. 

Mr. RUSK. This company has the contract 
for carrying the mails, and of course it is the only 
one which ean be employed. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I have an amendment to offer, 
which is a singular one to offer here, as it is to 
save money instead of spending it. I am afraid 
that such an amendment will not commend itself 
to the favor of the Senate, but I will offer it: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That no estimate or 
appropriation of money in any bill making appropriations 
for the naval service shall authorize the payment of any 
increased pay, allowance, or compensation in any form 
! whatever, beyond the amount prescribed by law in any 
ease unless there shall be a specific direction for such extra 
| payment designating the officer or person to whom extra 
payment shall be made either in some prior law or in the 
law making the appropriation, 


If I can have the attention of the Senate for a 
single moment I will explain the necessity for this 
amendment. In the deficiency bill which passed 
both Houses at the present session a more strin- 
gent provision than this was incorporated, pro- 
| viding that extra pay should not be allowed 

without a prior specific direction. The First 
| Comptroller of the Treasury construed that to 
mean, that although the law making the appro- 
priation directed the payment to an officer he could 
not receive it unless there had been sorne prior 
law making provision for it. On account of that 
construction of his the Senate concurred in repeal- 
ing that clause. I now propose to reénact the 
‘same thing in relation to naval appropriations, 
but to make the provision less stringent, so as 
to authorize the extra payment, if there is any 
provision for it in a prior law or in the law making 
the appropriation. The necessity for such a pro- 
hibition grew out of the naval appropriations, and 
the construction of the Second Comptroller who 
! considered that such payment might be made not- 
withstanding there was no law to authorize it, but 
he took the simple fact of the appropriation and 
the estimates to authorize the payment. 
Mr. WELLER. I do not think it is worth 
f while to attempt by our legislation to suit the fas- 
tidious taste of the First Comptroller. ‘Phe First 
Comptroller seems to consider himself the special 
attorney employed by the Government of the 
United States. From the moment a claim is pre- 
sented he racks his brain for the purpose of dis- 
covering whether by hook or crook the Govern- 
ment can avoid the payment of it. Instead of 
| considering himself a judge, who is to pass upon 
| the validity of claims presented, he seems to regard 
himself as an attorney under obligation to his cli- 
| ent to exculpate him from the difficulty if he can. 
I only desired to say this much, for I have had 
some experience inthe settlement of accounts with 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury. 
| Mr. HALE. Iconcur to some extent in what 
| the Senator says, but we have humored the whim 
| of the First Comptroller so far as to sepeal the re- 
striction which was inserted in the deficiency bill. 
We repealed it because the Comptroller, in apply- 
ing it, gave what I consider an absurd construction. 
=o.. as we have repealed that clause, I do not 


a ae Jeave the door altogether open, and inas- 
much as Py the decision of the Second Comptrei-. 


l : : 
Rw bat vinta, upon an estimate, I want to put 
? ` this bil. 


law, but simp 
this provision into 


“ag been paid without any direction by | 


| 


Mr. BADGER. I would ask the Senator from 
New Hampshire whether his amendment was- 
drawn by the First Comptroller? 

Mr. HALE. It was not. 

Mr. BADGER. Then I would suggest to the 
Senator that he had better withdraw it, and Jet the 
matter stand until the next session, because very 
probably it will be found to be labor thrown away. 
At the next session the Senator can apply to the 
Comptroller, and get him to say what kind of a 
provision he will consider as producing a certain 
result; otherwise this will be time entirely thrown 
away. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the Senator from New 
Hampshire had better withdraw his amendment 
until there is time for more examination. Thisis 
a question of general legislation, and perhaps it 
ought not properly to be placed on an appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. HALE. I think the amendment is right; 
and as I do not want the Treasury to be plundered 


| even from now until the next session of Congress, 
| I must insist on the amendment. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. I have another amendment to 
offer. I will not say a word about it, but will 
simply ask the yeas and nays: 


Src. —. And be it further enacted, That all appointments 
in the Navy of the United States to any office shall be for 


| the term of ten years, and that all commissions in the Navy 


hereafter conferred shalt conform to this provision. 


The yeas and nays were not ordered, 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HALE. I have another amendment to 
offer. I must discharge my duty. The Senate 
can vote my amendments down if they please. 
The amendment is: 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That all acts, ang 
parts of acts, authorizing any greater pay to any officer in 
the Navy than is allowed by the act of March 3d, 1835, be 
and the same are hereby repealed. : 


The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. PEARCE. I move to amend the bill by 
atriking out the third section, which is in these 
words: 

“Sec. Z And be it further enacted, That it shalt he 
lawful for the President of the United States to appoint 
commanders im the Navy as well as captains, for chiefs of 
the bureaus of navy-yards and docks, and of ordnance and 
hydrography, and of construction, equipment, and repair’? 

Mr. President, if it were admitted that the num- 
ber of captains in the Navy was so small, or their 
incompetency was so great and so notorious that 
proper selections from these officers could not be 
made, I should not make this motion; bat we 
know that there are sixty-eight captains in the 


| Navy, and surely that is a field of selection quite 


large enough to furnish three competent officers 
for these bureaus. If that is not so, then the 
whole system had better be abolished, and the 
Navy too. But we know very well that among 
these sixty-eight captéfhs we have got a score of 
men who have great gallantry, great reputation, 
and much professional skill. I know very well that 
among the commanders in the Navy there are 
some of the most accomplished gentlemen, who 
are an ornament to their profession. But I fear 
that the introduction of this section as it comes 
from the House will affect the principle of subor- 
dination. I think it is calculated to destroy the 
harmonious working of the present system, for 
although it is very true that orders to officers of 
the Navy will not in all cases issue from these 


| bureaus, yet it is true that in a great many in- 


stances such will be the case. For example, all 
the officers in command of our navy-yards are 
captains. They receive orders from these bureaus, 
and if the section should be allowed to stand as it 
is, and the President should carry it out by ap- 
pointing a commander under it, the officers in 
command of our navy-yards would have to re- 
ceive their orders from their subordinates. This 
I think is improper. I will not detain the Senate 
by any remarks, but every one must see that con- 
fusion and dissatisfaction is liable to result if this 
provision be retained. I therefore move to strike 
it out. 

Mr. MALLORY. I trust that the proposition 
of the Senator from Maryland will prevail. Ihave 
never heard any-good reason assigned for the pro- 
vision whichis in the bill. Unless it can be shown 
that there is not the requisite ability among the 


+ rank of captains, it seems to me to be exceedingly 
| apfair to repeal the law which now gives them the 
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charge of these bureaus. I will say, as another 
reason why this should be stricken out, that there į 
is a proposition for a general reform and reorgan- ' 
ization of the service, which contemplates the 
change, in some respects, of these bureaus, and 
therefore the proposition now to allow command- 
ers to be appointed to these bureaus is partial legis- | 
lation. The whole subject will have to be gone | 
over again when we come to the question of or- 
ganizing the Navy upon a proper footing. It is 
now totally disorganized, The present organiza- | 
tion of these bureaus is but one of a thousand | 
abuses, if I may call it one, which exist in the | 
Navy. I hope no law will now be passed inter- | 
fering with the act of Congress conferring upon the | 
President authority to put captains at the head of | 
these bureaus, unless it can be shown that the : 
duties of these stations have not been properly at- | 
tended to. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I think | 
this section, as it stands, is the very quintessence | 
of the argument made by my friend from Mary- 
land. If I understood ‘him, he argued that the | 
President ought to have the right to select these | 
officers and put them at the head of these bureaus | 
if he thought proper. I hope, then, that the sec- | 
tion will be retained, because it allows the Pres- | 
ident to do that if he chooses. It does not confine | 
him to one class. It merely widens the field of || 
selection and of discretion. | think if you strike | 
it out, it will be rather a reflection upon, than a 
compliment to the officers of the Navy. it only | 
widens the discretion of the President, authorizing | 
him to select commanters if he chooses to do so. | 

Mr. PEARCE. If widening the field of selec- ; 
tion is all that is to be considered we mightas well | 
put in lieutenants, passed midshipmen, and mid- | 
shipmen; but I am glad to say that the command- : 
ers themselves do notask for this. Thisis forcing || 
it upon them. | 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not go for it be- | 
cause they ask for it. If itis necessary to put: 
them there, I want to put them there, whether | 
they ask for it or not. If they are the fit men to. 
be selected to discharge these duties, I want them | 
to be selected, and ordered to these posts without 
consulting their wishes. H 

Mr. BRIGHT. Iask for the yeas and nays | 
upon the amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land. [will state, in reply to him, that I believe | 
the officers who are to be affected by this section ! 
desire the change. The section as it stands mere- jj 
ly gives power to the President to choose from 
meritorious officers throughout the service, instead | 
of limiting him to a particular set of men, it gives | 
him power wherever merit is found to select mer- | 
itorious individuals. [hope the section will not | 
be stricken out. { think it ought to be retained. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. | 

Mr. PEARCE. For my own justification, I ` 
only desire to say, that when I stated that com- | 
manders in the Navy did not desire this, I said so į 
on information derived from one of them; and I 
will add, he is one of the most accomplished men 
in the service, and just as likely to succeed to one 
of these places as any man of his rank, : 

Mr. BRIGHT. y information is derived 
from that class ofgentlemen. It seems that some 
of my friends, and those of the honorable Senator 
from Maryland, differ about it. 

Mr. MALLORY. If I understand the provis- 
ion in the bill, it applies only to commanders, and 
does not, as the Senator from Indiana supposes, 
allow the President to select from any rank. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays | 
upon the amendment, resulted—yeas 22, nays 20; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Badger, Borland, Builer, Clarke, | 
Clemens, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Fish, Gwin, Houston, 
Hunter, King, Mallory, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Morton, 
Pearce, Shields, and Upham—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atchison, Bright, 
sure, Douglas, Downs, Feich, Foot, Hale, Hamlin, James, 
Meriwether, Pratt, Rusk, Smith, Spruance, Sumner, Tou- 
eey, Underwood, Wade, and Weller—20, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Brodhead, De Saus- 


Mr. HALE. I have one further amendment to 
Sec. —. And be it further enacted, ‘That no midshipman 


shall hereafter be promoted to the ofice of lieutenant, until 

he shall have served at least eight years at sea. 

a single word in reference to this 

amendment. here are two hundred and five 
assed midshipmen on thelist. By looking down | 

towards the bottom of the list you will find that 


I wish to Sr 
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mostef them in that neighborhood have been to sea 
for seven or eight years. Aboutone hundred and 
fifty, I think, towards the close of the list have 
been to sea seven or eight years; but when you 
come to look at the top of the list—those longest 
in service—you find that they are at sea from five 
to seven years. It would seem from looking over 
the list that the older they are. in the service the 
less they serve at sea. There must be some cause 
for this, and to remedy it I want to have it that 
they shall be at sea fora certain term before the 
are promoted. I do not wish to be raising up ad- 
mirals who are living on shore. 

Mr. GWIN. This is not a subject of legisla- 
tion, it is a subject purely of administration. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 
amended. 

The PRESIDENT. If such be the pleasure of 
the Senate, the Chair will put the question on all 
the amendments which have been made asin Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection to the vote 
being taken on all the amendments together, be- 
cause I have no hope at this period of the session 
there is a chance to defeat any ofthem. But I 
want to notify the Senate that I think there has 
been, for the first time, put into the Navy appro- 
priation bill, what I consider to be a sanction by 


i law of what has heretofore been one of the great 
abuses in the Navy, and thatis appropriations for į 


building houses for officers. ‘They have been in- 
cluded in the estimates heretofore, but never speci- 
fically appropriated for. But, as I have no hope 


of getting the Senate to adopt my views, I shall 


vote against concurring in all the amendments. 


The amendments made in Committee of the 


Whole were concurred in. 

Mr. BADGER. I desire to renew the amend- 
ment which was offered to this bill as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole by the honorable Senator from 
Texas, (Mr. Rusx,] for the purpose of making 


provision for the maintenance of an ice-boat on | 
the Potomac river, in the course of the ensuing | 


winter. I have modified it, so as to strike out 
that part which requires the Postmaster General 
to contract with any particular company—leaving 
him to contract with such company or persons as 
he pleases. 

Mr. CASS. Does the Department want it? 

Mr. BADGER. 1 do not care whether they do 
or not; I do not want the communication with the 
whole southern country blocked up, during the 
coming winter, as it was last winter. My amend- 
iment is to add— 

Sec. —. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General be, and he is hereby, authorized, in addition 


to ordinary steamboat service on the Potomae, to con- 
tract for an efficient ice boat or ice boats being kept up for 


the conveyance of the mail during the winter months: Pro- i 


vided, The additional expense to be incurred by the De- 
partment for keeping up such ice-boat or ice-boats shail not 
exceed $20,000 per annwn. 

Mr. ADAMS. I rise toa question of order. 
This amendment has no proper connection with 
the naval appropriation bill. 


The PRESIDENT. The Senate has to judge |} 
of the appropriateness of any proposition which | 


may be offered as an amendment to a bill pend- 
ing. Itis not a question of order to be decided 
by the Chair. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to state one objec- 


tion which Í have to the amendment, and I think | 


it should be a controlling one with the Senate. If 
ice-boats are placed on this river, the next thing 
will be to place them upon the Delaware river, and 


‘| then upon the North river, and the Ohio river, and į 
| any river that may be frozen up during a portion 


of the winter, and it will lead to an expenditure 
which may absorb all the revenues of the Post 
Office Department. 

Mr. DOWNS. If the gentleman will show me 
another case like this, where such an important 


| mail is interrupted, and where that interruption 


can be obviated at such small expense, then it will 


be a proper case for the exercise of this power. | 


The question here is, whether the whole southern 


mail shall be stopped for several days if the win- |! 


ter, or whether we shall go to a small expense for 
the purpose of keeping this great southern mail 
route open during the whole year. 
such case elsewhere. 
North river, and the Delaware river, are not such 


as this. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I move to amend the amend- 


L There is no! 
The mail routes on the; 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


ment by inserting after the word ‘* Potomac” the 


| words “and on the Ohio river, from Cincinnati 


to Louisville.” That is a very important branch 
of the mail service, as important as any within the 
limits of the Union. When the river is frozen 
during the winter, the mail route from Louisville 
to Cincinnati is entirely suspended, except by way 
routes, on each side. There is no through mail 
route at that period of the year. Last winter, 
navigation on the Ohio was suspended for six 


weeks. I admit that I am against both appropria- 
tions, but if one carries I desire the other to go 
with it. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the question of order will 


be settled, whether this amendment is or is not in 
order. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has already 
stated that he is not to judge whether the amend- 
ment is appropriate or not. 

Mr. HUNTER. In relation to this matter, I 
would say, that { believe the proposition for ice- 
boats on the Potomac stands on very different 
ground from other rivers. But I do not think 
that this bill ought to be incumbered with the 
proposition. We have very little time now to act 
upon public measures. It is important that this 

avy appropriation bill should be acted on im- 
mediately; and, in that view of the case, I cannot 
vote for any amendment which is likely to give 
rise to difference between the two Elouses. 

Mr. BADGER. As to the Ohio river, I think 


i the gentleman who offered that amendment has 


given us sufficient reason for voting against it; for 
he announces that he is hostile to both proposi- 
tions. As he is nota friend to the amendment, of 
course we ought not to go for it, for it must be 


| intended to destroy the original amendment. 


I am astonished that there should be any oppo- 
sition to this small appropriation, Senators who 
were here during the past winter, and saw the 
inconvenience to which every member of this 
body, and of the other House, connected with 
any part of the southern portion of the United 
States, was put, in consequence of the want of such 
an ice-boat, will see the necessity for this. Ifthe 
cold here was so extreme that the river could not 
be kept open except ata very great expenditure, 
it might bea good reason for not attempting it. 
But a small outlay of money will keep the river 
at all times clear, and enable us to have our regu- 
lar communications. I hope that the Senate will 
adopt the amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS. I would suggest that the other 
day there was an estimate made for keeping the 
Potomac Bridge in repair, so as to pass travel 
comfortably and safely across it, and it was said 
that could be done for $12,000. Now, so far as 
this city is concerned, and the mails are concerned, 
it would be evidently more for the accommodation 
of the public to repair that bridge than to lay out 
the money on an ice-boat. 

Mr. DOWNS. The mails do not go by land. 

Mr. DAVIS. They may go by land. 

Mr. DOWNS. This portion of this mail route, 


i on the Potomac river, is by very rapid steamers, 


and not by land. 
Mr. DAVIS. 
tion is to have 


Do I understand that the inten- 
an ice-boat go down to Aquia 


| Creek? 


Mr. DOWNS. Certainly. 

Mr. PRATT. During a part of last winter, 
when the Potomac, by reason of ice, was incapi- 
ble of been navigated, an arrangement was made 


‘for a week or two with the company running a 


line of boats from Baltimore to Norfolk, and the 
mail was carried, as the Postmaster General in- 
forms me, some eight or ten hours sooner than by 
the Potomac route, It was first carried from hence 
to Baltimore, then directly down the Chesapeake 
Bay to Norfolk, where it connected with the whole 
southern line of mails. The only reason which 
induced the Postmaster General, as £ understood 
him, to have this mail connection by way ofthe Po- 
tomac, so as to carry the great southern mail in that 
way, was by the force which is put upon that De- 


| partment by the railroad company, who, I believe, 


are the owners of the line of boats from Baltimore. 
There is no doubt, from what I understood, that 
the mail could be carried more expeditiously and 
certainly by the Baltimore and Norfolk route than 
by the Potomac route. Thereis, therefore, no rea- 
son for the expenditure of these $20,000 to keep 
this river open, when the mail can be carried a 
less expense from here to Baltimore, and from 
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Balti e Chesapeake Bay to Norfolk, 
and there connect with the whole southern line of 
mails. . 

‘Mr. BADGER. I see at once why my friend 
from Maryland thinks this proceeding unneces- 
sary. He says there is no use in keeping open 
the’ Potomac, becausé you can go by the way of 
Baltimore. The Senator says the mails from the 
South can be sent from here to Baltimore, and 
eight or ten hours of time will be saved. Now, 
the: information I have on the subject authorizes 
me-to state that the Senator is entirely mistaken— 
no matter from whom he obtained his inform- 
ation—and that the mails cannot be carried by the 
Baltimore and Norfolk route within fifteen hours 
of as shorta timeas by the Potomac route, Butif 
my friend’s argument is good for anything, it is 
an excellent argument to show that this route 
should be discontinued altogether; for if you can 
go eight or ten hours sooner by going through 
Baltimore, there is’ no reason why the Govern- 
ment should pay for transporting the mails down 
the Potomac. But the Government deems it ne- 
cessary and proper to carry the mails down that 
river, and therefore it is proper to make this small 
appropriation to keep the river open. A 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall vote against this 
amendment, because it is the commencement of a 
system which will involve an immense expend- 
iture of money. If you approptiate $20,000 now 
for an ice-boat on the Potomac, do you suppose 
the people of the Ohio valley and the Mississippi 
valley will be content without having ice-boats 
there to keep their rivers open? Sà on the New 
York rivers and on the lakes. This little appro- 
priation of 420,000 now will grow up into a sys- 
tem, involving an expenditure of millions in a few 
years; and my impression is, that unless you are 
prepared to go into anew system for this purpose, 
unless the Government is prepared to take the con- 
trol of ice upon all the rivers and lakes in the 
country, we ought not to adopt this measure. 
We had better encourage the people to make a 
railroad from here to Aquia Creek, and saye the 
necessity of this ice-boat. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wish to nake a suggestion 
to my friend from Illinois. By an amendment 
which has been added by the Senate to the'post 
road bill, I believe it has been provided that the 
mail shall be carried down the Ohio during the 
summer in steamboats. There are certain sea- 
sons, as I understand, when boats cannot travel 
up and down that river, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Sometimes three or four 
days, and sometimes two or three weeks at a 
time. 

Mr. DAWSON. When that occurs is there 
not some mode to transport the mails by land? 

Mr. BRIGHT. I will answer the gentleman. 
The mail has been carried by contract on the river, 
from Cincinnati to Louisville, for the last twenty- 
five years. Whenever navigation is suspended on 
the Ohio, there is no regular mail route on either 
side of the river. Last winter, navigation was 
suspended between Cincinnati and Louisville for 
about six weeks, and we had no regular mail. It 
is true there were side mails by land, connecting 
at different points. 

Mr. DAWSON. Whenever the Potomac is 
frozen up the Post Office Department has to make, 
I believe, what is called a special contract, to con- 
vey this mail by land. Now, the question is one 
of economy. When the river was closed, during 
the past winter, the Post Office Department had to 
employ a line of stages, for which they had to 
make an extra allowance. They were called upon 
in an emergency, and the contractors for a limited 
period in that way, of course, required a larger 
sum than for regular service. Besides, we have 
to pass over one of the worst roads in the south- 
ern or western country, or, perhaps, in the world, 
to get by land from here to Aquia Creek. It then 
becomes a era of economy whether every 
winter we shall be put to the expense of hiring 
extra stages to run that distance, or shall keep an 
ice-boat. I venture the prediction now, that if the 
chairman of the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads would inquire into the amount of com- 
pensation paid annually for this extra service be- 
tween these two points, he would find it to be 
three or four times the amount of the cost of an 
ice-boat. I view this as an econcmical question. 

Bat; it is said that this is the commencement of 
a system of expenditure which will involve the 


Treasury very largely. Why, if it be so, and the | 
emergencies of the country require it, and the in- 

terest of the transportation of the mails require it, 

all of us know-that we ought to make the appro- | 
priation. Itvis-said that this mail can be carried | 
from here to Baltimore, and thence down the Pa- 
tapsco river and the Chesapeake Bay. Admitthat 
to-be so; but ean letters be carried‘round with the 
same speed to Richmond and Petersburg, and-all 
through the inland route? Not at all. Gentle- 
men should look to all sections of:the country. 
When they talk as to this laying the foundation 
of a large appropriation, they must recollect that 
when the railroad service commenced its cost was 
considered alarming; but yet the increase of mail 


facilities has afforded such great satisfaction to the |) 


country, that there is not now a murmur about 
the compensation paid to these companies, and the 
Department is now better able to pay them out of 
its revenues than ever before. { 
I am informed, from sources entitled to credit, 
that the daily transportation of the mail from the | 
city of Washington, when the Potomac is closed 
up, is $500. This. is necessary for three or four 
weeks. Why, in that time it would amount to the 
cost of anice-boat. Why should one section jump 
up here against another, and say if you desire this 
we will want it? Whenever it can be fairly de- 
monstrated that the interests of other sections re- 
quire it, 1, for one, will vote for it. Fiam not 
alarmed by these things. I know full well, that 
you and I, sir, who live south of this point, had 
our letters delayed last winter frequently for five 
or six days, and so with all the representatives 
from that section of country. Itis very desirable 
that we should have regular connection with the 
South. I think this will be more economical and 
effectual than any other plan. But if it should be 
found not to work well, we can stop it at the next 
session, and no great harm will have been done. 
The amendment to the amendment was not 
agreed to, and the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. GWIN. I wish now to renew the amend- į 
ment which was rejected as in Committee of the 
Whole. It is— l 

“ For superintendence, office rent, labor, and contingent | 


expenses connccted with the construction of the floating 
dry-dock in the Bay of San Francisco, 813,500,” 


This dock has been shipped to California, and 
unless a superintendent is appointed to go there 
and receive it on the part of the Government, it 
will remain on ship-board. The demurrage that 
will accrue on the dock lying there, waiting for an 
officer of the United States to receive it, will be 
about $800 a day, or at the rate of $300,000 a year. 
The object of this amendment is, to pay the ex- 
penses of an officer to superintend the putting to- 
gether and receiving of the dock when it gets there. 
lt is to be done by a person of experience in build- 
ing these docks, and not by a naval officer. The 
gentleman whom the Department proposes to send, 
has superintended the building of docks of this 
description heretofore, and he is very familiar with 
the whole subject. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. [still persist in my oppo- 
sition to thisamendment. These contractors have 
a second contract, which has been entered into 
with them by the Navy Department, by which 
they are allowed to use the dock for three years. 
How can they use it unless it is put together? 

Mr. GWIN. They will never put it up so long 
as they can get $800 a day demurrage. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. We have officers of the 
Navy enough, who have nothing else to do, who 
can superintend this matter; and if officers of the 


Navy cannot superintend it who will? We have |i 


plenty of those officers out of employment, and 
they can very easily be sent to California for this 
purpose. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to ask the Senator 
from California a question in regard to this matter, 
for I desire to vote understandingly. Have the 
contractors to’ build this dock agreed to deliver it 
at the place where it is to float? 

Mr. GWIN. They are to deliver the materials 
there; but this is to see that they are properly put 
tegether. 

Mr. RUSK. There seems to bea disposition 
in regard to this matter that Tam very sorry to 
see. Í do not look upon this appropriation as going 
to the contractors. 

Mr. GWIN. It does not. 

Mr. RUSK. It is an appropriation asked for | 


| 


i 


| me to vote for this proposition. 


by the Navy Department, in order to enable them - 
| to take care of the property of the United States, 


Mr. MILLER. Will the Senator from Califor- 
nia permit me toask him whether that recommend- 
ation was not made before the leasing out of the 
dock ? 

Mr. GWIN. It has no reference at all to the 
leasing of the dock. The dock cannot be used by: 
the contractors under their lease until after itis 
put together and put afloat. 

Mr. CHASE. I have an amendment to offer 
to the amendment, which f think will reconcile 
all difficulties. It is to insert, instead of the’ 
amendment of the Senator from California, the fol- 
lowing: 

That the Seeretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to appoint some suitable naval officer, to receive and 
superintend the construction of the floating dry-dock in 
California. 

Mr. BADGER. There is no necessity for that 
amendment; for, unless some provision is made, 
the Secretary of the Navy would direct an officer 
of the Navy to attend to it. 

Mr. CHASE. I understood the Senator from 
California to state, that unless some person was 
appointed to superintend the putting together and 
reception of this dock, demurrage would be 
charged, which. would amount to a great deal 
more than the salary of the officer. H that. be 
the whole object to be accomplished, undoubtedly 
it will be accomplished by thisfamend ment, and no 
difficulty whatever can arise in any quarter. I 
hope, therefore, that my. amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. RUSK. The authority which. would. be 
conveyed by the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio already exists. The object is to send outa 
person to take care of the Government property in 
California. The Navy Department has made an 
estimate for it, and, as I understand, this is rec- 
ommended by the Naval Committee of this body. 
Under such circumstances, it seems to me to 
be strange, passing. strange, that there should 
be any opposition to it. I know the appropria- 
tions asked for California are large, and neces- 
sarily they must be large. Prices of labor and 
everything else there are high; but look at the re- 
turns which are received from California. The 
appropriations for California in the aggregate from 
the Treasury of the United States seem to be 
large, but the returns to the general prosperity of 
the United States from California are also large. 
She is a new State laboring under difficulties, 
away from your protecting arm in case of emer- 
gency. I trust and hope that this exercise of 
economy will be commenced with reference to 
those who have the physical force of the United 
States at hand to defend them, and will not be ex- 
tended further to California. I know nothing 
about this business, but the recommendation of 
the Secretary of the Navy, the recommendation 
of the Naval Committge of this body who have 
had it under investigation, and. my obligations to 
the people of California to protect them, require 
I cannot, under 
my sense of duty, vote against it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. If this. were an appropria- 
tion for the benefit of California, and a necessary 
one, 1 would be the last man to say a word against 
it; but this appropriation is net for the benefit of 
California. It is for the benefit of some person 
who will be appointed to superintend the putting 
together of this dry-dock. The question now re- 
solves itself into this: Is there no officer in the 
Navy at the disposition of the Government, who 
has capacity, and understanding, and common 
sense enough to superintend this work? 

Mr. GWIN. I would ask the Senator whether 
any officer of the Navy has ever been appointed 
to superintend either of the dry-docks, of this de- 
scription, which have been built in the United 
States? 

Mr. ATCHISON. TI do not know anything 


ii about that. 


Mr. GWIN. | know that naval officers have 
not superintended the putting together of these 
docks. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Iknow this: that you have 
a naval officer at every naval depét and navyyard 
in the United States, who supermtends the build- 
ing of vessels. 
we GWIN. The naval constructors attend to 
thats 

Mr. ATCHISON. Well, the officers of the 
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Navy in command of the yard superintend it. 
I think the proposition of the Senator from Ohio 
to be entirely unnecessary, because the Secretary 
of the Navy can now order a naval officer there 
to superintend the construction of this dock, and 
that without any additional cost. I am willing to 
vote this money to the State of California, if you 
will give me a pretext forit. I am willing to vote 
this money for the benefit of the people of Cali- 
fornia, but’ not to enable the Secretary of the 
Navy to appoint a special agent, and give him 
$13,500 for this job, when it can be done by an 
officer of the Navy as well as by any superin- 
tendent outside of the Navy. 

Mr, GWIN. The Secretary of the Navy has 
himself spoken on this subject, in his recommend- 


ation. If there was any officer of the Navy who 
could have superintended the work, he would have 
selected that officer. If officers of the Navy were 
competent to superintend the putting together of 
a dock of this description, they would have been 
employed. And let me say to the Senator from 
Missouri—for L know he is not disposed to strike 
down my country as some are—that the very gen- 
tleman who is to be appointed is well skilled in the 
business for Which he has been selected; and allow 
me to say more, that he is of thesame party with 
the gentleman from Missouri himself, and is emi- 
nently qualified for the station. He is an entire 
stranger to me; but I know his capacity. If an 
officer of the Navy was to be designated for the 
service, you would have to pay him extra com- 
pensation; and it is absolutely necessary, in put- 
ting this dock together, that a man of skill and 
experience in such structures should be employed. 
J leave it to the Senator from Rhode Island, who 
sits nearest me, [Mr. James,] if a dock of this 
kind, under the superintendence of an individual 
ignorant of it, might not be ruined? The object 
is to have a man skilled in this duty. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy has recommended a man who 
is eminently qualified for it. 

Mr. MANGUM. Irise to make another ap- 
peal to the Senate, to bring these debates to a close, 
and to appeal to my honorable friend from Mis- 
souri to withdraw his opposition, as this officer is 
to be of the same party with himself. 

Mr. ATCHISON. Lam decidedly opposed to 
this system of buying up the Democracy by such 
things, if such be the case. [Laughter.} 

Mr. DAWSON. I desire to propound a ques- 
tion to the honorable Senator from California. 1 
would ask him whether, in every instance, some 
naval officer, or some engineer in the Navy, has 
not. been appointed to superintend the putting to- 
gether of these dry-docks? Have not Mr. Bald- 
win and Mr. Sanger, and other engineers of the 
Navy, who have been educated for the purpose, 
invariably been designated as the proper persons 
to attend to these matters? I understand that to 
be so; and if it be so, what isthe necessity for the |! 
amendment of the Senator from California? Why 
not rely on the judgment and knowledge and in- 
telligence of those who belong to the service of 
the United States, and who have been educated to 
protect the interests of the United States? When 
a structure of this kind is about to be completed, 
why should we cut them off from an opportunity 
of showing that they have availed themselves of 
the means which we have afforded to them of per- 
fecting themselves in their business? When you 
can have the work done by your own officers, who 
have been educated for the purpose, what is the 
necessity of calling in other parties? J understand 
that the dry-docks which have been constructed |} 
heretofore have been under the superintendence of 
civil engineers belonging to the Navy—of Mr. 
Baldwin, Mr. Sanger, and Mr. Heron. And 
when a controversy arose with regard to the Pen- 
gacola dock, between the superintendent and the 
builder, the matter of controversy was referred to 
Major Chase, of the service of the United States. 
As I do not belong to the Naval Committee, I am 
uninformed about these matters; but I desire that 
the best intelligence of the country, and that which 
is at the command of the Government, should be 
brought into action whenever such a great under- 
taking as this is about to be accomplished: _ 

Mr. GWIN. Ican answer the Senator in a | 
moment. Certainly these civil engineers have 
been appointed to superintend the construction of 
these docks. So this dock has been constructed 
in New York ander the supervision of the Chief | 
Engineer of the Navy, General Stuart, precisely |; 


as the other docks. It is now on its way to Cal- 
ifornia, and it is to be put together there. The 


object is to have a proper person to attend to the i 


interests of the United States in putting it together. 

Mr. DAWSON. My inquiry is, why cannot 
these scientific gentlemen, belonging to theservice 
of the United States, go to that point and see that 
itis put up properly? Why not let the officer of 
the Navy who has been connected with the trans- 
action from the beginning, attend to it? Why not 
let him carry out the work completely? 

But it seems to be intimated that the object is to 
create an office, and it is said that some competent 
gentleman, belonging to the same party to which 
the gentlemen from California and Missouri belong, 
is to have the office. Ido not care for that, but 
the question is, whether any man taken from civil 
society is as competent to see this work properly 


executed as one raised for the purpose, and why į 


such an imputation should be thrown upon the 
engineer corps as to supercede them in such a 
work as this. 

Mr. GWIN. The gentleman who is to be the 
superintendent is an engineer, 

Mr. DAWSON. Bat he does not belong to 
the Engineer Corps of the United States. Why 
should we not send out those who are at our ser- 
vice, instead of paying $13,500 for an individual 


outside of the service? My object is to see justice | 


done to those who are in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment. 
for those in civil life when a work of thìs kind is 
to be carried on. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the Senate will dis- 
pose of this bill now. The light-house bill yet 
remains, and. it is important that this. bill should 
be acted upon immediately. 

Mr. CASS. Does not every Senator under- 
stand this subject now? Why should gentlemen 
be discussing lt at length? It is a waste of time 
to be doing so. 

Mr. GWIN. Iam sorry that the Senator from 
Georgia did not get his information from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy, who has sent an estimate here 
for this, and who has asked for an appropriation 
to employ the individual who has been employed 


on. the same service in one of the other navy- |; 


yards. 
The amendment of Mr. Cuase to the amend- 


| ment of Mr, Gwin was agreed to. 


Mr. CASS. Ido notsee any use of the amend- 
ment as it now stands. The Secretary of the 
Navy can employ an officer of the Navy if he 
chooses to do so without any special authority in 
this bill for that purpose. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The amendments were then ordered to be en- 
grossed and the bill read a third time, and, being 
engrossed, the bill was read a third time and 


| passed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 
made in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- 
ate, respecting the printing, binding, and adver- 
tising executed for or by order of that Department; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. . 

Also, a report of the Acting Secretary of the 


! Treasury, showing the payments made to General 


Winfield Seott and General Franklin Pierce re- 
spectively, as required by a resolution of the Sen- 
ate; which, on motion by Mr. MERIWETHER, was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


Also, a report of the Acting Secretary of the | 
) “For hig 


Treasury, communicating, in compliance with a 


resolution of the Senate, a statement of sums of i; 


money paid to persons claiming the same under 
the act of 8th August, 1846, as duties illegally ex- 
acted; which was ordered to lie on the table and 
be printed. 

Mr. SOULE, from the Committee on Com- 


merce, to which was referred the bill to regulate |) 


at the city of Amsterdam, reported the same with- 
out amendment. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the said bill ;; 


as in Committee of the Whole; and, 
On motion by Mr. SOULE, it was 
Ordered, That it lie on the table. 
FRAUDS AGAINST THE REVENUE. 
Mr. JAMES submitted the following resolution 
for consideration: 


I do not wish to see them thrust aside | 


} 


Resolved, That a select committee, to consist. of five 
members, be appointed by the President pro tempore, who 
shall be empowered to sit during the recess, at such. times 
and places as they may deem necessary, and to examine, 
under oath, such persons as may be required, and generally 
to investigate the mode and manner of Importations of mer- 
chandise into the United States, with a view of ascertain- 
ing whether any and what frauds have been committed or 
practiced against the revenue laws of the United States, 
and that said committee make report of their proceedings ` 
i during the next session of Congress. 


COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS. 
On motion by Mr. BADGER, it was 


Ordered, That two additional members be appointed on 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills, and. that the appoinhnent 
be made by the President pro tempore; and 

Mr. Merniwerner and Mr. Hare were ap- 
pointed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move to postpone the prior 
orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill from 
the House making appropriations for light-houses, 
: light-boats, buoys, &e,, and providing for the erec- 
| tion and establishment of the same, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senate will not agree 
! to that, because it is indispensably necessary that 
we should have an Executive session, Ihave de- 
sired for several days to obtain one; and if this 
motion is now voted down, I shall move to pro- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I hope neither of those prop- 
ositions will be agreed to, but that the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the homestead bill. 
I feel it to be my duty to call the attention of the 
Senate to that bill, and.to insist on its being taken 
up. 

Mr. TLamiin’s motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded 
to consider the bill. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The Committee on Commercé 
have directed me to report this bill, with various 
amendments The first is to strike out the clause 
under the heading of Maine— 

“Por a light-house on the Nubble, Cape Neddich, York, 
| 85,000 — 
| and insert in Ijeu thereof— 
| «For alight-honse at the easterly end of the thoroughfare 
| between North Haven and Vinal Haven, or Herron Neck, 
as the Department shall determine, 5,0090.” 

That proposes simply to authorize the Secretary 
of the ‘Treasury to put a light-house upon the 
neck instead of another point on the other side of 
the bay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment of the 
committee is to insert the following: 

«For the erection of a harbor-light, on a point of Jand 
lying west of the entrance of Buck’s Harbor, at Brooke- 
ville, 33,500. ; 

«For the erection of beacons, buoys, and spindles be- 
tween Owl's Head and White Head light-houses, through 
Muscle Ridge Channel, 34,000, 

“ For repairing and constructing the stone beacon on 
Penobscot river, $5,000.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


i 
| Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendments of the 
: committee are to insert the following: 

s Wor six hollow iron buoys for the waters of Cape Fear, 


! and fix the annual salary of the American Consul |: 
| (under the fifth section of this act:”” 


$1,320. 
‘ & Por one buoy in New Inlet, Great Egg Harbor, and 
three in Hartford, $200. 

«Wor a bell, to be placed on one of the light-boats in 
Chesapeake Bay, to he designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, 8200. 

« Por the erection of a light-house.at Santa Cruz, Califor- 
0,000. 

« For the completion of light-houses in California and 
Oregon, $120,000. 
it boats and other means for rendering assistance 
i to direct mariners and others on the coasts of the United 


| States, to be expended under the control and direction of 
: the Secretary of the Treasury, $10,000. 

“or testing the apparatus of Wilson & Mashan for 
| ittuminating light houses, $1,000, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Treasury.’? 


{ 
| 
| The amendments were agreed to. 
| 
| 
| 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is to 
! strike out of the following section the words, 


| “Sec.7. And beit further enacted, That all such reports 
i shall, as speedily as may he, be Jaid before the Secretary of 
| the Treasury, and if such as to authorize the work without 
further legislation, he shall forthwith proceed with it, other- 
ise such reports shall be laid betore Congress at the next 
ansuing session; butina ses Where the person desig- 
t nated by the Secretary of Treasury under the fifth sec- 
| tion of this act, dows not report such preliminary examina- 
| tion as expedient, the provisions of this act shall, without 
| delay, be carried into execution.” 
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August 30, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is to 
insert the following in the bill: | 

‘di For constructing three small harbor light-houses in 
Gaiveston Bay, to wit: one at Red. fish Bar, one at Clop- 
per’s Bar, and one at Half-moon Shoal, $5,000, in addition 
to the $20,000 already appropriated for the light-house on 
Red- fish Bar.?? 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The next is to insert— 


For the removal of the light-house at Milwaukie, and 
rebuilding the sauie at or-on the: north point of Milwaukie 
Bay, $5,000.? : 


Theamendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment to the 
bill is to strike out sections five and six— : 

“ Sec. 5, And beit further enacted, Vhat if such pèr- 
son as the Secretary of the Treasury shali designate, shall 
report in any of the cases herein provided for, that pre- 
liniinary surveys are necessary to determine the site of a 
proposed light-house or light-boat, beacon or buoy, or to as- 
certain more fully what the public exigency demands, the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury shall thereupon direct the Super- 
intendent of the Survey of the Coast of the United States, to 
perform sich duty on the sea-board, and the Cotonel of the 
Corps ol Topographical Engincers ®© perform such duty on 
the northwestern lakes. | 

Seoc. 6. And be it further enacted, That the officers so | 
dirceréd shall forthwith enter upon the discharge of the 
duty, and after fully ascertaining the facts shall report, first, 
whether the proposed facility to navigation is the most suit- 
able for the exigency which exists; and second, where it 
should be placed if the interest of commerce demand its 
third, ifthe thing proposed be not the most suitable, wheth- 
‘er it is expedient to make any other Kind of improvement; 
fourth, whether the proposed light bas any connection with jį 
other lights, and if so, whether it cannot be so located as 
to subserve both the general and the local wants of trade 
and navigation; and filth, whether there be any, and if 
any, what other facts of importance touching the sub- 
ject?’ 
and insert in lieu thereof, the following: 1 

“Seo. —. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall cause a preliminary examination to 
be made of the site or location of cach new fight-house and 
light boat herein provided for; and if upon such examin- | 
ation and report thereon he shall be. of the opinion that the 
work is inexpedient, then said work shall be suspended, | 
until Congress shall otherwise order.” 


Mr. WELLER. I think the sections proposed 
to be stricken out are better than the one to be in- | 
serted, and | hope, therefore, the amendment will | 
not be agreed to. It seems to me that there is a 
propriety in having the information contemplated 

y those sections, 

Mr. CASS. I think there is no doubt that 
this whole system of light-houses has outgrown 
itself. I suppose that every Senator is aware that ! 
there are many light-houses in places where they 
are not wanted. ‘Too much legislation has been 
made without a proper knowledge of facts. Gen- 
tlemen have got up here, and when a bill was be- | 
ing put hastily through, inserted appropriations , 
for light-houses where they were not wanted. j 

Mr. WELLER There are appropriations in 
this bill for removing light-houses. i 

Mr. CASS. I know it. It strikes me, there- 
fore, that we are beginning at the wrong end when 
we make appropriations first and then authorize 
an inquiry to ascertain whether they are proper. 
There isa defect, it seems to me, in the whole | 
system, We want a radical change in it. It is | 
proper to have the Fifth Auditor ofthe Treasury to 
check the accounts; but you want, beforehand, 
competent, scientific men to whom all questions 
concerning the location, &c., of light-houses should 
be committed. You would then have a just and 
economical system, which you have not now. 

Mr. WELLER. That is my idea exactly. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I donotthink it of much im- 
portance whether the sections are stricken out and 
the one which has been reported adopted in their 

Jace, or nat. 

Mr. WELLER. 
ment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. No, sir. I shall not with- 
draw it, because I think it will improve the bill. | 
It is more direct; itis more certain. The sections | 
proposed to be stricken out are complicated, re- 
ferring the matter to the Coast Survey and Light 
House Board, while the one which the committee 
propose to insert, makes it the simple duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to act in such a way : 
as he thinks just and proper. The next amend- ; 
ment which i have to offer is a material one, and : 
will meet with the views of the Senator from: 
Michigan; it is to strike out all after the seventh | 
section which refers to the organization of a Light- į 
House Board. When that comes up, I shall | 
briefly state my views upon it, i 


Then withdraw the amend- 


The amendment was not agreed to. 

Mr. HAMLIN. The next amendment is to 
strike out all after the seventh section of the bill, 
as follows: 


“ Suc. 8. And beit further enacted, That the President 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to appoint, im- 
mediately aiter the passage of this act, two officers of the 
Navy, of high rank, one officer of the corps of Engineers 
of the Army, one officer of the corps of Topographical En- 
gineers of the Army, and two civilians of high scientific 
attainments, whose services may be at the disposal of the 
President, and an officer of. the Navy, and an officer of En- 
gineers of the Army, as secretaries, who shal] constitute 
the Light-House Board of the United States, and shall have 
power to adopt such rules.and regulations for the goveru- 
ment of their meetings, as they. may judge expedient; and 
the board so constituted shail be attached to the office of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and under his superintendence 
shall discharge all the administrative duties of said office 
relating to the construction, illumination, inspection, and 
superintendence, of -light-houses, light-vessels, beaeons, 
buoys, sea-marks, and their appendages, and embracing the 
security of foundations of works already existing, procuring 
illuminating and other apparatus, supplies and materials of 
all kinds for building and tor :ebuilding when necessary, 
and keeping in good repair the light-houses, light-vessels, 
beacons, and buoys of the United States. 

“Sec. 9, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the ‘reasury shall be ex officio President of the Light- 
House Roard of the United States; and the said board, at 
their first meeting, shall proceed to ballot for one of their 
members as chairman, and the member who shall reccive 
the majority of ballots of the whole board, shali de declared 
by the president to be chairman of the Light-House Board, 
who shall, in the absence of the president of the board, pre- 
side over their meetings, and do and perform such acts as 
may be required by the rules of the board. 

“Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the Light- 
House Board shall meet four times in each year for the 
transaction of general and special business, each meeting 
to commence on the first Monday in March, June, Septem- 
ber, and December; and that the Secretary of the Treasury 
is hereby authorized to convene the Light-House Board 
whenever, in his judgment, the exigencies of the service 
may require it. 

“Sec. 11, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, required to cause such 


clerks as are now employed on light-house duties in the j; 


‘Treasury Department, to be transferred to the Light- House 
Board without any change of salaries, and to provide the 
necessary accommodations for the secretaries and clerks, 
for the preservation of the archives, models, drawings, &c., 
&c., and for holding the meetings of the board; and that 
he cause to be transferred to the proper officers of the Light- 
House Board, all the archives, books, documents, draw- 
ings, models, returns, apparatus, &c., ke., belonging to the 
light- house establishment of the United States. 

“Sra. 12. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Light-House Board, immediately atter being òr- 
ganized, to arrange the Atlantic, Gulf, Pacific, and Lake 
coasts of the Uniled States, into light-house districts, not 
exceeding twelve in number; and the President is hereby 
authorized and required to direct that an officer of the Ariny 
or Navy be assigned to each district, as a light-house in- 
spector, subject to and under the orders of the Light-House 
Board, who shall receive for such service the same pay 
and emoluments that he would be entitled to by law for the 
performance of duty in the regular line of his profession, 
and xo other, except the legal allowance per mile when 
traveling under orders connected with his duties. 

tt Seo. 13, And be it further enacted, That the said Light- 
House Board, by and with the consent and approbation of 
the Secretary ot the Treasury, be authorized aud required 
to cause to be prepared and distributed amoug the light- 
keepers, inspectors, and others, employed in the light- 
house establishment, such rules, regulations, and instruc- 
tions, as shall be necessary for securing an efficient, uniform, 
and economical system of administering the light-house 
establishment of the United States, and to secure responsi- 
bility froin them ; which rules, regulations, and instructions, 
when approved, shall be respected and obeyed until altered 
and annwled by the same authority. 

“Sre. 14. And be it further enacted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Light-House Board to cause to be prepared by 
the engineer, secretary of the board, or by such officer or. 
engineer of the Army as may be detailed for that service, 
all plans, drawings, specifications, aud estimates of cost of 
allilluminatiug and other apparatus, and of construction 
and repair of towers, buildings, &c., connected with the 
light-house establishment; and no bid or contract shall be 
accepted or entered into, except upon the decision of the 
board at a regular or special meeting, and through their 
properly-authorized officer. 

“Sec. 15. And beit further enacted, That hereafter all 
materials for the construction and repair of light-houses, 
light-vessels, beacons, buoys, &c., &c., shall be procured 
by public contracts, under sneh regulations as the hoard 
may from time to time adopt, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury 3 and all works of construction, 
renovation, and repair, shall be made by the orders of the 
board, under the immediate superintendence of their engi- 
neer, secretary, or such engineer of the Army as may be 
detailed for that purpose. a k 

“Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, Thatit shall be the 
duty of the Light House Board to furnish, upon the requi- 
sition of the Secretary of the Treasury, all the estimates of 
expense which the several branches of the light-house ser- 
vice may require, and such other information as may be 
required, to be laid before Congress at the commencement 
of each session. 

Sec. 17, And heit further enacted, That all acts, and 
parts of acts, inconsistent with the provisions of this act, 
ure hereby repealed, and all acts, and parts of acts, relating 
to the light-house establishment of the United States, not 
inconsistent with the provisions of this act, and necessary 
to enable the Light-House Board, under the superintend- 
ence of the Secretary of the Treasury, to perform all duties 
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| outgrown the present organization. 


| would not put two civilians upon it. 


relating to the management, construction, illumination, in- 
spection, and superintendence of light-houses, light-ves- 
sels, beacons, buoys, sea-marks, and their accessories, in- 
cluding the preeuring and testing of apparatus, supplies, 
and materials of all kinds for illuminating, building, and 


| rebuilding, when necessary, maintaining and keepiag in 
| good repair the light-houses, light-vessels, beacofis, buoys, 


and sea-marks of the United States ; and the second and 
third sections of the act making appropriations for light- 
houses, light-vessels, buoys, &c., approved March 3d, 1851, 
are hereby declared to be in full force, and shall have the 
same effect as though this act had not passed: Provided, 
‘That no additional salary shall be allowed to any civii,mil- 
itary, or naval officer, who shall be employed on the Light- 
House Board, or who may be in any manner attached to the 
light-house service of the United States under this act: 
And provided further, That it shall not be lawful for any 
member of the Light-House Board, inspector, light-keeper, 
or other person in any manner connected with the light- 
house service, to be engaged, either directly or indirectly, 
in any contract for labor, materials, or supplies for the light- 
house service, nor to possess, either as principal or agent, 
any pecuniary interests in any patents, plan, or mode of 
construction, or illumination, or in any article of supply for 


| the light-house service of the United States.” 


It will be seen by reading the provisions con- 
tained in that bill, which it is proposed to strike 
out, that they contain the frame-work of the Light- 
House Board. [I concur most fully in what fell 


| from the Senator from Michigan, a few moments 


since, that our present light-house system has 
I believe I 
express the unanimous opinion of the Committee 
on Commerce, when I say, that they concur with 
me in that opinion; and I believe I also express 
the opinion of the committeeas unanimous, when: 
Isay, that they deem it unadvisable now to take 
a plan which has been reported, as yet, by no 
committee; which is looking at a system that will 
make it as expensive as the English system in a 
very few years, and which, if adopted now, must 
be alonied here without investigation, without dis- 
cussion, and without that preliminary examina- 
tion which is necessary for such a subject, Itis 
the purpose of the Committee on Commerce to 
let these sections be stricken out, and at another 
session of Congress toreport a bill more in detail, 
which shall remove some of the objections which, 
in their opinion, exist to these sections, and which 
they would have done at this late hour if it could 
havereceived that attention before the Senate which 
they believe it merits. For these resons it was 
believed by your committee that it was better to 
strike out these sections, rather than prematurely 
adopt such a system. Ido not propose to discuss 
the question now.. Ido not propose to go into 
the details of it; but I ask the Senate carefully to 
consider, whether it is not better to postpone this 
matter until it can receive the sanction of its own 
committee? J ask the Senate if it is not better, 


| if itis not more proper, that our legislation should 


be marked by such a course, than by the outside 
pressure of Army and Navy officers, for I see 
them all around me now. Iam fora board, but 
Tam not for one that is to be controlled altogether 
by Army and Navy officers. I am for incorpora- 
ting in it as many scientific officers as are neces- 
sary, but I am not for a system that shall be built 
up and placed solely under their control. I will, 
at the proper time, aid most cheerfully and fully in 
perfecting a board which shall meet the approval 
of Senators. 

Mr. CASS. As to the external pressure here 
I have only to say, that I have not talked with an 
Army or Navy officer on this subject on the floor 
of the Senate. There is a great deal of reason in 
what the Senator says. I[ think the present sys- 
tem is wrong. I know there ought to be a change 
now. Iknow the system has outgrown the pres- 
ent means of controlling it. But if the honorable 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce and the 
committee are disposed at the next session to take 
up the subject, and give us a proper system, I am 
disposed to submit to that. 

Mr. WELLER. We had better begin now. 

Mr. DAVIS. If nobody else brings forward 
at the next session a bill to remedy the system, I 
shall. I pledge myself to do it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will take up the subject and . 
present a bill, and concur with the Senator most 
cordially in perfecting the system. 

Mr. CASS. So far as respects the board, I 
; I do not 
think it necessary. We had better go to the offi- 
cers of the Army and Navy, who are already 
paid, and take the members.of the board from 
them. 

Mr. DAVIS. 
upon this subject, 


I have bestowed some attention 
Some years ago I made a re- 
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port to the Senate, in which I threw out the idea 
that a system could be adopted, simple in its char- || 
acter, inexpensive, and yet efficient. I think so 
still; but, as the Senator from Maine observes, 
although the subject has been in the hands of two 
committees—one in the House and one in the Sen- 
ate—and although the Light-House Board, ap- 
pointed under the act of last session, has written a 
book of some seven hundred or eight hundred 
pages upon it, neither of these committees is pre- 
pared to report upon the subject. The sections 
which we propose to strike out were inserted in 
the bill by the House of Representatives on the 
motion of some gentleman who had given his at- 
tention to the subject. I think we had better wait 
and mature a bill which may be something like a 
measure, economical, just, and efficient in its char- 
acier; and for that further time is necessary. 

Mr. PEARCE. The next session will be of 
three months’ duration. 1 understand that this 
bill was drawn up by the Light-House Board, and 
laid before the Committee on Commerce three 
months ago. They have therefore had the same 
time for consideration at this session which they 
can command at the next. This being the case, I 
hope the Senate will not postpone their action on 
the subject. Upon that committee is the Senator 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Davis,] who, as he has 
said, paid attention to the subject many years 
ago. I think as far back as fourteen years, that 
Senator made a report upon this subject, in which 
he shows quite satisfactorily the inefficiency of 
the present system. The Light-House Board, 
which was constituted at the last session of Con- 
gress, have examined the subject, and have made 
a report to us. No one canread that report with- 
out coming to the conclusion that our system is a 
wretched one. [t has seldom availed itself of any 
of the improvements that have been adopted in 
other countries. If improvements have been adopt- 
ed, they have for the most part been forced upon it 
by legislative action, as oken, by an act of Con- 
gress, we adopted the lens lights in some of our 
northern light-houses. Ttis admitted, not only by 
the Light-House Board, but by the report made 
years ago, by the late Secretary of the Treasury, 
and by gentlemen admirably qualified to determine 
upon the subject—such as Professor Pierce, of 
Harvard—that it does not secure efficiency in the 
lights; that it does not compare in economy even 
with the light-house systems of other countries, 
and does not supply the requirements of naviga- 
tion and commerce. The light-houses themselves 
are not constructed properly. I see it stated that 
some of the best light-houses in the United States 
are those which were constructed by the British 
Government before the Revolution. The light- 
house at Sandy Hook, for instance, was built in 
1762, and is now standing a permanent structure, 
while light-houses which have been built under the 

resent system, since 1838, have fallen down. 
his was the case in four instances during the 
last year. The Board reports that they were de- 
ficient in construction, and I see in the defense of 
` the present Fifth Auditor what is enough to satisfy 
me that the bricks and mortar are not put together 
in the manner obviously proper. Then the lights 
used are notimproved. They are not those which 
secure the greatest supply of the light which may 
be derived from the consumption of so much oil. 
They have adopted in England, France, Russia, 
Sweden, and other places, the lens system. Ina 
common light, unaided, twenty-nine thirtieths of 
the light is lost by its going off into the atmosphere 
or striking into the earth, only one thirtieth pass- 
ing along the horizon so as to meet the eye of the 
navigator. That is the loss of illumination in the 
unaided light. The reflecting lights lose twenty- 
five thirtieths. Under the dioptric or refracting 
system, where the lens is used instead of reflect- 
ors, there is a loss of but five thirtieths of light. 
So that the superiority of the lens over the reflector 
is in the same proportion as that of the reflector 
to the unaided light. That is an important con- 
sideration, for it is highly desirable to have the 
greatest intensity of light in most cases. Yn the 
reflector lights you are often compelled to use 
many lamps. Of course there is a much larger 
consumption of oil, which is an important econom- 
ical consideration. . 

I see that this report of the Light-House Board 
gives the summing up of the whole affair, in re- 
gard to our system, a part of which I will read, 


instead of giving itin my own language. They say: | 


«That the towers and buildings have not been constructed 
in general of the best materials, nor under the care and su- 
pervision of competent or faithful engineers. 

“That the want of professional knowledge of the materi- 
als, mortars, cements, &c., &e., for the construction and 
repairs, or faithfulness on the part of those charged with 
the duty, was apparent in nearly all the modern towers and 
buildings visited by the Board. 

“That the present large sums annually required for re- 
newing, renovating, and repairing towers and buildings, are 
the consequence of the want of an efficient organization, 
whieh could afford the necessary professional ability for 


| plans, drawiugs, and superiutending of coastructions and 


repairs. 

‘shat the towers are deficient in the necessary proper 
accommodations fur oil and other supplies; in the mode of 
fitting them up, and in the materials employed for the in- 
terior work ; and the buildings ill adapted to the comfort- 
able accommodation of the keepers. 

“ Thatthe lanterns are, as a general rule, of improper di- 
mensions, constructed of iH adapted, and, in the end, not 
economical materials, without professional or scientific 
skill; and, in many instances, not suited to the use jor 
which tbey are designed. 

: “Thatthere is no proper system of ventilation for lan- 
erns. 

« That the means said to be employed for ventilating, are 
wholly inadequate, and contrary to true scientific princi- 

es. 

“Phat there is very little attention paid to the painting of 
the interior of the lanterns and astragals, and in glazing. 

“Mat, under a well-organized system, the lights, and 
other aids to navigation, might be greatly increased in nwn- 
ber and efficiency, at a large saving upon the present annual 
cost. 

“That there has never been an eflicient systematic plan of 
construction, illumination, inspection, and superintendence 
of lights, &c., &c., in the United States.” 

We know well how the superintending of these 
light-houses is carried on, The collectors of the 
customs have charge of them. They get some 
two and a half per cent. on the disbursements, 
amounting to about $400 per annum, and not ex- 
ceeding that by law. These collectors are not 
selected with reference to their knowledge of this 
subject or their capacity to understand the system 
which is best in economy and efficiency. They 
may be efficient men as collectors, and inefficient 
as regards the duty of superintending the lights. 
‘Their inspection amounts to little or nothing in 
point of fact. I know that occasionally they go 
down the bay, or on the coast, on a fishing party, 
take a glance at the lights, ask a few questions of 
the keepers, and do no more. They suggest few 
or no improvements in the lights. You must, 
then, have proper persons—persons capable of 
instructing the light-keepers as to their duties, and 
seeing that they perform them satisfactorily—per- 
sons who in fact understand the whole system, 
from the construction of the building down to the 
scientific principles which regulate the construc- 
tion of the burners. But this Light-House Board, 
in their report, state further, that the lights are not 
well distributed, or properly and sufficiently-well 
distinguished along the coast. 

I think in one place they are called a nuisance, 
because they interfere with each other, and con- 
fuse mariners who are not thoroughly acquainted 
with the coast—foreign navigators, or those of our 
own country who are not familiar with the locality. 
Indeed, under the reflecting system it is not pos- 
sible to adopt the same method of distinguishing 
the lights as is applied so satisfactorily to the lens 
apparatus in France and elsewhere. 

Again, the Light-House Board say: 

«That many of the small lights have an unnecessary 
number of lamps and reflectors, while sea-coast lights are 
greatly deficient in them.” 

They say, further: 

«Phat the buoys in the harbors of the United States are 
defective in size and shape, and deficient, as a general rule ; 
and that sufficient care is not taken, nor competent persons 
employed, to place, moor, and replace them.?? 

They say, in another place: 

«That the light-vessels are, in general, not adapted to the 


service they are required to perform, being defective in size, j! 


model, and moorings.”? 

They are not properly moored, and are, conse- 
quently, often carried away. We hardly ever 
hear of such a thing as a light-boat being carried 
away on the coast of England. Here they are 
carried away, and not replaced for some time, 
and, in the mean while, comes the mariner in the 
midst of a storm, and is lost for want of a proper 
and efficient organization of the system. 

I will not detain the Senate by going over all 
the items to which this report alludes; but if the 
Senate had patience to listen, | could refer to the 
testimony of such men as Sir David Brewster, to 
show how infinitely the system we desire to es- 
tablish is superior to the present one. So the re- 
port of the Senator from Massachusetts himself, 


to which I have alluded, and which is full of prac- 
tical information on the subject, isthe best answer 
to the proposition which he now makes, to let this 
subject go over until the next session. Ít is four- 
teen years since the subject was agitated, and we 
have scarcely advanced an inch. 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator is greatly mistaken. 

Mr. PEARCE. I know that we haveimproved 
the reflectors, but we have scarcely made any ad- 
vance towards the adoption of the more perfect 
lens system, and in other respects are behind the 
improvements of other countries. We have estab- 
lished three of these improved lights only. How 
many light-houses have we? Between two and 
three hundred. 

Mr. DAVIS. Nearly three hundred. 

Mr. PEARCE. Nearly three hundred, and we, 
have adopted only three of the improved lights. 
Then in regard to the cost, I understand that a 
lensof the first class burns about five hundred and 
seventy gallons of oil in a year, and an equivalent 
light reflector burns perhaps between double and 
triple that amount. So the second order of lens 
burns three hundred and forty gallons, and an 
equivalent reflector burns a much greater quantity. 
Here is what Sir David Brewster says, in speak- 
ing of these lenses: 

“ if these twenty-four reflectors are arranged in groups of 
six, then the brightest light which at any one time reaches 
the eye is that of six reflectors, Which is repeated four times 
in each revolation; whereas in the lens apparatus we have 
alight equal to nine reflectors repeated eight times during 
each revolution, besides the additional Hght of the eight 
smaller lenses, and that of the other piece of apparatus. 
Hence it was demonstrable that the lens apparatus is not 
only £413, or eventually £513, cheaper than the reflector 
apparatus, but gives a more intense and penetrating light? 

1 think, therefore, it will be admitted, without 
reading further extracts to the Senate, that an im- 
provement is desirable in our light-house system, 
and that this is not likely to be effected under its 
present administration, which is admitted on all 
hands to be defective. his bill is not likely to 
increase the expense greatly. It is not proposed 
to give any additional pay to the officers who serve 
on the board. It is not proposed to give any pay 
at all to the civilians. 1 believe it is known that 
civilians can be obtained to serve without charge. 
| Then it must be considered that there are at pres- 
| ent about forty inspectors of lights, and their pay, 
if they all receive the maximum, at $400 each, is 
$16,000 per annum. This sum will more than 
pay all the expenses of the board, because we 
have Army and Navy officers who will receive 
no increased pay for their duties on the board. I 
suppose, of course, the traveling expenses will be 
allowed, but if so, they will be at the rate which 
they get in the regular service. I hope, therefore, 
the proposition to strike out these sections will not 
be agreed to. 

Mr. TOUCEY. It is to be regretted that_im- 
| portant measures cannot be brought before Con- 
gress until the close of the session, and that we are 
compelled, therefore, to embrace the occasion to 
adopt such reforms and improvements as the exi- 
gencies of the public service demand. J think there 
is bat one opinion, that our present system is be- 
hind the age; that it needs reform; that it needs to 
be brought up to the standard of modern improve- 
ments and discoveries. I am entirely in favor of 
the plan of introducing a beard composed of com- 
petent, skillful, and learned men upon this subject, 
and of revising the system, which has fallen so 
much behind the times, I am not disposed to go 
into the details of the system now. Although no 
Senate committee or committee of the House may 
have been ready to report upon the subject, yet 
the House has reported and has presented us a 
bill. That bill presents to us an important public 
| measure—one which commends itself to my judg- 
i ment and to my support. l therefore shall vote to 
i retain these sections in the bill and concur with 
| the House of Representatives, so that the system 
| which they propose may be adopted; and at the 
| next session, if any defects should be found in its 
| details, or any errors in the form which it may as- 
| sume, I shall be under an obligation, as a member 
i 
f 
| 


! of this body, to the Committee on Commerce if 
they will bring forward such amendments as may 
| be necessary. In the mean time, however, I pro- 
| pose to take the measure as it is. 
I Mr. DAVIS. [appeal to the honorable Sena- 
|| tor from Connecticut whether any such emergency 
| has sprung up in the system under which we have 
} lived for half a century as to make it necessary to 
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adopt.a, complicated. bill without considering the 
subject at all, .That is the effect of this step. 
What fell from my learned friend from Maryland 
{Mr. Pearce] shows how complicated the subject 
is, how many grave considerations are involved 
in it, and how necessary itis to examine it before 
itcan be understood. {think the Senator is mis- 
taken in several ‘particulars. He.says that we 
ought to adopt the lenticular system more exten. 
sively than we do. He contends that it is econ- 
omy. to have the lenses, and he proves that by 
showing that. the amount of oil consumed in the 
lenticular lamp is less than the amount consumed 
in the reflector. That is true; but then see how 
readily the reflector light accommodates itself to 
our system. When the Light-House Board made 
these comparisons, they assumed that the whole 
hörizon is to be lighted. The lenticular lamp can 
light no less than. the whole horizon. It cannot 
be diminished. The whole quantity of oil must 
be used, whatever the amount of light wanted is, 
while, on the other hand, as every reflector has its 
own lamp, every reflector you take from the light 
diminishes so much the expense. The board 
dwell upon a comparison which does not apply to 
the general system of lights, for this reason: In a 
very large portion of the lights upon the coast of |! 
the United States, it is necessary to light but one || 
half of the horizon. Therefore these comparative 
expenditures do hot come justly into:the consid- 
eration of this business. at all, unless you found it 
upon the actual state of things. 

But the Senator says our system is deficient— 
that.it is feeble and objectionable. I know what 
sort of sweeping declarations are put down in the | 
book which he holds up as authority, and I must 
be permitted to say to the Senate that, after read- 
ing it with some attention and care, E cannot find 
one thing in the present system which that Light- 
House Board approves of; and yet the Senate 
well knows that we have had that system fora 
long time; that we have gone on comfortably under 
it; and that our commercial community and ship- 
owners are content with it; although, at the same |i 
time, I admit that it may be improved, but it will || 
have to be improved at an expense. The idea of || 
economy is. preposterous, upon the supposition 
which is made by those who introduced these sec- 
tions into the bill. We, build a light-house, and 
we put reflectors in it for some $3,000 or $4,000. 
That is the common grant made to set up a light- 
house and light it. Now, you cannot purchase a 
set of lenses for Jess than about $6,000; and has it || 
ever occurred to the Senate that there is not a man- 
ufactory of these lenses on. earth, except those 
which are set up by the French Government? || 
And are we to be dependent on the French Gov- 
ernment for every light we burn? Is thata sound |! 
or just view of the subject? [ admit the great 
importance of the lenges; | admit their great pow- 
er; and I would heartily go with my friend, or any 
other gentleman, to establish lenses of the first or- 
der upon the. great points which jut out into the 
sea, where vessels first make the land. Those 
great leading points ought to have the best lights, 
regardless of expense; but when you go into 
questions of expenditure, it must be admitted that 
it.takes a much greater portion of labor to super- 
intend and take care of the lenses than it does in 
the case of the common reflectors. I see that this 
very board censure the. Fifth Auditor for having 
an unnecessary number of men superintending the 
lenticular lights at New York. Now, I happen 
to know personally, that the Frenchman who was 
sent over by the manufacturers to set up those 
lights, put in, to take charge of them, just the |! 
number of men he was directed to put there by 
those who constructed the lights. It is a noto- 
rious fact, that it takes a greater number of men |; 
to take charge of these lights than of the reflect- || 
ors, and. I could show you reasons for it if time || 
permitted, 

But, without entering into this subject, I think 
enough has been developed to show that this is a | 
complicated system; that it should. be provided for 
by law with great care, and should be introduced 
with caution and proper provisions in regard to 
economy; for you cannot change the lights of the | 
United States into lenticular ones short of an ex- 
pense of millions of dollars. You would. have to || 
alter every lantern. The reflector lanterns are not 
adapted for lenses. They are not high enough. 
They are not adapted to the introduction, of the 
machinery necessary for the lenses. The Com- 


| 


| mittee on Commerce, in my judgment, behaved 


very wisely when they proposed to postpone this 
system and go on under the system which has 
been in operation for years, until we can maturea 
plan and do it with prudence, precaution, and 
economy; for you will find any light-house system 
expensive enough. Letit take what form it may, 
it will soon increase to double its present expense. 


You have now near three hundred light-houses. 


Soon the number will increase to six hundred, and 
you will find the system burdensome enough at 
any rate of economy. 

Ì will add one word more. . One of the most sa- 
gacious men. that I know of, and with whom I 
am acquainted—Mr. Stevenson—who has charge 
of what is called the Scott’s light, has investigated 
this subject more thoroughly than any other indi- 
vidual living. I see that, in the last book pub- 
lished by him, he gives the preference to the re- 
flector lights in certain positions. Where certain 
unvarying lights are necessary, asin narrow chan- 
nels, he says the reflector light has the preference. 
It is true the lenses give greater light. They 


| throw out more rays, but they are not as well 


adapted to some stations. 


Then it follows that we should have at the head | 


of the system an able and efficient man. One 
head is better than ten, and an able and efficient 
man who understands the subject from top to bot- 
tom will be able to go into it, and from his know- 
ledge to regulate it according to economy, and 
according to the position in which the lights should 
be placed. He should be a man capable to dis- 
charge his duties, and he should have a suitable 
organization under him. But I must say, how- 
ever respectable these boards are, I never have 
thought them worth anything. You had a Navy 
Board, but were obliged to give it up. You had 
a Census Board, but it did nothing. You had a 
Board connected with the Patent Office, but who 
ever heard of it doing anything? I never did. 
These boards only serve as a shelter to cover 
some other person who does the business allotted 
to them. Then I do not see any propriety in 
limiting such a board as is here proposed to the 
officers of the Army and Navy. Youshould take 
talent wherever you find it. But I do not think 
this is the time to discuss the subject. I think it 
had better be postponed until the next session. 

Mr. PEARCE. 1I understand the Senator to 
say that the cost of a lens light is $6,000. I sup- 
pose that is the first class. But I see a statement 
in this report on the subject. 

Mr. DAVIS. The least cost of those lights 
which have been brought here is $10,000. 

Mr. PEARCE. I see in this report a compari- 


i son of the cost of the lights required to light the 


harbor of Baltimore: 


«c It may be useful to compare a few of the smaller lights ; 
and as an example, the Lazaretto light, near Baltimore, 
may be taken. Thercare eleven lamps and spherical reflect- 
ors in this tower. 

* Reported consumption last year 431 gallons of oil. 

s¢ estimated consumption, according to European stand- 


! ard, 440 gallons. 


*¢ United States estimate, 385 gallons. 

“This light is required to Jight a harbor and the entrance 
to itof small extent, a visibility not exceeding five to six 
miles, 

* The first cost of the eleven lamps and reflectors, (which 
require to be renewed frequenty,) frame, fitting, &e., in- 
dependently of spare lamps, burners, &c., will be not less 


AN bocce belie dase hens sna ha snc a secon as s.. -98850 00 
Annuat expense for oil, 431 gallons, at $1 30 per 

GALLON, . ce cece cess cecenc sence essasese aesseseese 560 30 

For chimneys, glasses, and wicks............. eee 12 30 

572 60 

| Extra burners, supposed not less than...s.sseeesees 5 00 

; Annual cost........ eer eer eee eee errr ress se... 577 60 


independent of cleaning, powders, rags, &c., &c., not re- 


| quired for a Jens light. 


*¢ he first cost of a sixth-order Jens apparatus, which 
does not require to be renewed, with three lamps, (two 
being extra,) and pedestal, &c., complete, estimating five 
francs toa dollar, Will b@.. 20... eee ee cece ee eet eee $252 00 
Which is less than the first costof the reflector light 

DY TTT sees 98 00 


The consumption of oil per annum, for the iens light, 
will be 48 gallows, COStING.. sses cee cere tere eae 
For wicks and Chimneys, Sayessesesseseesssers ae 


Mr. DAVIS. This comparison does not give 


a just view of the subject. It may answer for 
that little light. The whole of it may be true; 
but it does not touch the whole subject at all. 

Mr. PEARCE. I mentioned that to show that 


while the Senator desires to begin the improve- 
ment of lights on the sea-coast, it is desirable also, 
for the sake of economy, to apply them at points 
where great intensity of light is not so very im- 
portant—as at the entrance of harbors. 

Then as to the organization of the system. I 
find in the report made by the honorable Senator 
himself in 1838, some account of the French sys- 
tem. He says: 

t The generat supervision of light-houses, &c., devolves 
on the Minister of the Interior; but no new light can be 
established without the concurrent opinion of this Minister 
and the Minister of Marine. 

Subordinate is a Commission des Phares; the members 
of which, except the Secretary, receive no compensation. 
It has hitherto consisted of certain civil engincers, em- 
ployed in the administration of roads and bridges, naval 
officers, and astronomers, with the late distinguished M. 
Fresnel, as secretary and chief engineer. The design of 
such a combination is manifestly to bring to the public ser- 
vice the requisite qualifications to select the best sites, to 
construct the most suitable buildings, and to bring into use 
the most perfect and scientific apparatus.’ 

Mr. DAVIS. The Senator will not understand 
me as recommending that system. 

Mr. PEARCE. The Senator introduced it into 
his report without condemning it, and the con» 
cluding sentence seemed to justify the inference of 
his approval. 

The Senator, in his report, quoted Mr. Steven- 
son and Dr. Brewster, to show ‘that the lens 
apparatus is in every respect better and more 
economical than the reflector apparatus,” and ad- 
mitted the. superiority of the French system. 
But, Mr. President, it does not follow if we estab- 
lish this board that it is to go to work at once to 
dismantle all our present light-houses, and charge 
us with heavy expenditures for new structures 
and lens lights on all points of the coast where 
light-houses now stand. I take it that the board 
will be composed of competent men, who will pro- 
ceed cautiously, judiciously; and much more sys- 
tematically than the presentadministration ofligħts, 
from the nature of its organization, can do, I pre- 
sume that they will have reference to the condition 
of the revenue, and be limited by the appropria- 
tions made by Congress for the purpose; that 
they will introduce improvements from time to 
time, and gradually correct the evils of the present 
system. But I will not detain the Senate further. 

Mr. PRATT. ‘I desire to say a word in refèr- 
ence to the propriety of postponing this subject 
until the next session of Congress. That proceeds 
upon the hypothesis, as my colleague has said, 
that the board which you are about to appoint is 
to set to work at once and do everything wrong. 
It cannot be maintained unless upon the hypothe- 
sis, that the board are not only to proceed to dis- 
mantle all the existing light-houses, but to proceed 
upon an entirely erroneous plan in organizing the 
new ones. If we adopt this plan now it is mani- 
fest to every one that we shall have the ability of 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts at 
the next session of Congress, for the purpose of 
maturing, altering, and amending it, if it should 
be necessary. It is admitted that the present sys- 
tem is entirely wrong. Had we not better, then, 
make the commencement of a new one by appoint- 
ing a scientific board for the purpose of examining 
the subject? If it be found, as it is found in almost 
every system, necessary to amend it, we shall 
have time todo so. The sections proposed to be 
stricken out of the bill were prepared by one of 
my colleagues in the other House, (Mr. Evans,] 
a gentleman of scientific attainments, upon whose 
judgment, with as much confidence as I have in 
my friends from Massachusetts and Maine, I for 
one am willing to rely until experience shows 
that there is some fault in the system. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that the 
lights used in the French system are much more 
expensive; and they are unnecessary, except at 
some points going out into the sea. His argument, 
on that account, against the propriety of estab- 
lishing’the board, if it amounts to anything, must 
go further. He must suppose that that board . 
will do what he says is unnecessary, and put these 
expensive lights where they are not important to 
be put. He asks, are we willing to adopt this 
French system of lighting when there is nota 
single manufactory of the lenses in this country? 
Now, I apprehend that if it be necessary to adopt 
that system, the effect of it will be to establish 
such a manufactory in our own country, and not 
to leave us dependent upon the French; for it is 
unknown in the history of any one thing that was 
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manufactured by the ingenuity of man, where the 
Americans have not been able to compete with the 
rest of the world, when it became necessary. 
So far from being, dependent upon France, if we 
adopt the system, we shall have manufactories of 
the article here in a few years, surpassing those 
which are in France. I can see no possible rea- 
son for the postponement of the subject, and I 
was sorry to hear my friend from Michigan [Mr. 
Cass] giving in to it, after he had asserted that 
the system under which we are now acting is 
wrong. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe Senate wants a little fore- 
taste of what these boards do, I will refer to the 
light-house expenses under the English system. 
I hold in my hand an official letter addressed to 
the British Government by our Minister at Lon- 
don in 1850 on this subject. He states that ‘the 
American mail steamers entering at Liverpool, 
pay for light dues the sum of £62 for each 
voyage.” That is, every time when one of our 
mail. steamers enters the port of Liverpool she 
pays $300 in light dues; and all our shipping pay 
in that proportion. In the last ten years the Eng- 
lish Light-House Board, to support their system, 
have collected from our commerce upwards of 

1,100,000. I hold the evidence of itin my hand. 
do not propose to remedy that; I only state these 
facts to show that the system is enormously ex- 
pensive; that it is vasily more expensive than 
ours, and yet gentlemen wish us to imitate France 
and England, instead of following the simple cus- 
toms and usages which belong to our Government. 
They propose to complicate our system with these 
boards, after the fashion of the middle ages. I 
say that your experience with boards tells you 
that they are inefficient and unnecessary, You 
want an efficient and responsible head of the sys- 
tem, and nothing else, to carry on your business, 
We have no time now, I repeat, to organize this 
system properly. It cannot be done with a proper 
reference to economy. Where improvements are 
necessary, | am for them. I am from a com- 
mercial part of the country, and I want as good 
lights as any gentleman. ‘There is not a portion 
‘of the country that has more ships and more ton- 
nage afloat than my State of Massachusetts. I 
am, therefore, the last man to stand in the way of 
any improvements; but I wish to act deliberately 
upon this subject, and in a way that I can vindi- 
cate my conduct. 

Mr. MALLORY. The State which I represent 
has some fifteen hundred miles of sea-coast, anda 
dangerous navigation. We have strongly felt, for 
twenty years, the want of a proper system of 
lighting our coast. It is one of the most important 
subjects that can come before Congress. Its im- 
portance has been somewhat exemplified by the 
extraordinary volume which has been published 
by the Board of Examiners—extraordinary in 
size, I mean. I have not had time to examine it 
since it has been submitted to Congress; but the 
very fact that the Board of Examiners have found 
it expedient, in order to show the importance of 
the subject, to publish a volume of that size, proves 
that we should not hastily adopt legislation of this 
kind without investigating what they have writ- 
ten. I have had some practical knowledge of 
light-houses. I have had the control and charge 
of them. I have procured their oil and appointed 
their keepers, and have madea practical examina- 
tion of them for years, and therefore know some- 
thing of the importance of the subject; and I am 
free to say, if the lens system is to be adopted gen- 
erally in our light-houses, the expenditure will be 
increased in the next ten years to $3,000,000. I 
will give an example of the expense of this kind 
of lights. One of the best light-houses on the 
coast of America—the light-house at the Tortugas, 
on the coast of Florida—has been refitted with the 
first class twenty-one inch lens, with three glasses. 
Its light can be seen as far as the curvature of 
the earth will permit. lt is pronounced to be 
one of the best lights in the world. That light 
cost about $10,000. A similar apparatus has been 
put up at the screw-pile light on Carysfort Reef. 
We have the report of a topographical officer upon 
that light, and he pronounced it to be one of the 
best lights in the country. it can be seen as far 
ay the curvature of the earth will permit. I know 
from an actual inspection of the lights on that 
coast, that as they are now constructed, they are 
like great bon-fires upon the ocean as far as they 
can be seen. 


Undoubtedly there are points where the Fresnel 
lamp is necessary, where we must not count the 
cost in establishing it. The Fresnel light itself 
cost, by contract, in France $10,000 without the 
structure on which it is placed. W e have appro- 


| priated $100,000 for erecting it. Weappropriated 


$60,000 a few days ago, and $40,000 have already 
been expended, making $100,000. But the cost 
of the light-houses where they are necessary 
should not enter into controversy. The money 
must be expended if they are essential. 

I am free to admit that this matter of lighting 
the coast needs examination and systematizing. 
But, sir, 1 can tell you, whatever evidence may 
be in that book, that there must be other evidence 
on the subject now in the office of the Fifth Aud- 
itor of the Treasury. There must be registers 


kept there of the opinions of the first ship-masters | 


in the country, which are filed in the custom- 
houses, showing their opinion of our lights. I 
have examined some of them. It is a common 


thing to hear even American ship-masters classify | 
our first-class lights with the first class lights of | 


England and France. There is no comparison in 
regard to economy. Ours is the most economical 
system on earth. Not only is it more economical 
than that of France, but it is much more so than 


that of England. When a Fresnel light is estab- || 


lished, it requires two keepers. They must be 
mechanics, who understand the machinery of the 
lights and its working; and you cannot get them 
for a small salary. They will not serve for $500 
a year, because they can get more elsewhere. The 
first cost of the lighting of this system will be im- 
mense. I grant it is the best system in the end, 
but in the beginning it is very expensive. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the Senator allow me to 
makeasuggestion? Since the introduction of the 
reflectors at Boston, reflectors have been exceed- 


ingly well made in this country—as well as in any į 


other, and more economically. 


Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir; we have the best | 


reflectors which are used, and they show you the 
light as far as the curvature of the earth will per- 


mit. ‘here is no urgent necessity for adopting | 


the system proposed by the House. There is no 
urgent necessity for the board; and it seems to me 


to be very strange, when such is the case, that we | 
are called upon, without any examination of the | 


report—without having an opportunity to examine 
it, hastily to adopt a board of this kind. We can 
make improvements without establishing such a 
board. We are in the hab't of specially legisla- 
ting for light-houses. We legislated specially for 
the light-houses on Minot Ridge and Carysfort 
Reef; we directed that they should be constructed 
by the Topographical Corps. We frequently take 
particular light-houses out of the general system. 
There is, consequently, no such urgency in the mat- 


| ter as to require the adoption of the board, when 


no committee has reported in favor of it; when no 
Senator has had an opportunity to examine the 
evidence, and when the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce pledges himself, within the next 


three months, to systematize and bring forward a | 


lan for the better regulation of light-houses. 

Mr. WELLER. As a representative of one 
of the States deeply interested, as a matter of 
course, in the establishment of proper light-houses, 
I desire to say a few words. As I have no per- 


! sonal knowledge of this subject, I have been com- 
| pelled to rely on the opinions of others, There 
| was a board of competent officers detailed for the 
express purpose of examining the whole light- ! 


house system, with the view of agreeing upon 
what system ought to be adopted in order to make 
it effectual. That report was presented to Con- 
gress many months since. It was printed some 
two or three months ago. The Senator from 
Florida has not examined it. I should be dis- 
posed to rely upon his judgment, if it were not 
for the fact that competent officers, acquainted 
with the whole subject, have been appointed to ex- 


amine it, and their report has been communicated | 


to Congress. Ido not see that in the proposed 
amendment the question is involved, what sort of 
lights shall be used upon our coast, whether the 
Fresnel light or the old light. The question is, 
whether, in order to make the light-hoase system 
what it should be—an effective one—it is necessary 


| to establish a board to control the whole? In my 


it is necessary, and, therefore, although 
be defects in the bill, I am disposed to 
t will be 


judgment, 
there may cts i 
vote for the organization of that board. 


i 


jive. 


subject to revision at the next session of Congress. 
Tam unwilling that the subject should go over to 
the next session upon the assertion of Senators 
that they will bring ina perfect system. I have 
heard that same remark made with regard to 
other things which have been introduced into the 
Senate. Jam anxious that the first step should 
be taken now to make the system an effective one. 
And in order to make it so, you must ‘have some 
persons at its head who can give their personal 
attention to it, and who have sufficient ability to 
look into the whole. It is for that reason 1 desire 
that the board shall be established. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I must say that, until a 
measure of so much importance, involving the ex- 
penditure of so much money, is recommended by a 
committee, I am unwilling to go for it. Icare not 
for the opinion of any board whatever, nor for its 


i action, for I am satisfied, from the best informa- 


tion which I have been able to obtain upon this 
subject, that the expenditure will not be less than 
$4,000,000, and it will be a continued and increased 
expenditure upon the nation. If the lights now 
are sufficient to operate as beacons to vessels, so 
far as the curvature of the earth does not interfere 
with them, [ see no necessity for any improve- 
ment. I will never vote for a measure so univer- 
sal, in which so many are interested, and which 
comes forward in such a manner as not to permit 
us to discuss it on this floor. If it were a minor 
matter, thrust. upon us at this moment, without 
discussion or time for reflection, I might be willing, 
through courtesy, to permit it to pass; but | can- 
not support any legislation of this character, that 
involves millions, when we know what influences 
out of the House are pressed upon Senators to 
rush it through, under the present pressure and 
haste of circumstances. 

Mr. WELLER. I desire to say to my friend 
from Texas, that no outside influence has con- 


| trolled my vote, 


Mr. HOUSTON. The Senator was not inmy 
mind when | made the remark. 

Mr. WELLER. The only thing which governs 
me, is the report of the bourd of officers who have 
been selected to examine into the subject, because 
they were supposed to understand it; and I pre- 
sume they do understand it better than I do. It 
is for that reason that I go with them. 

Mr. CASS. Since I addressed the Senate be- 
fore, I have conversed with a gentleman here—a 
member of the House, and he tells me that this 
project was devised with great care and with great 
caution, He likewise removed another difficulty 
in my mind. He states that the members of the 
board, whether those from civil life, or those from 
the Army and Navy, are not to receive one cent. 
That removes a great difficulty. If, therefore, the 
vote is taken now, I shall vote in favor of the sys- 
tem. 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. There are so few of us 
here, that the opinion of each Senator may be of 
some consequence; and, as I have paid some at- 
tention to the subject, it is proper, perhaps, that 
I should state the ground upon which I shall give 
my vote. 

I am decidedly in favor of the sections of the 
bill, which it is proposed to strike out; and I say 
so, because 1 have examined them. They have 
been carefully prepared, although their provisions 
may be defective. All new systems, however; 
are defective, and require to be improved after 
time and experience have shown where the defects 
exist. I have no doubt that there may be defects 
in this scheme. But it is a new undertaking; it 
is a new enterprise. How was it gotten up? B 
the act of 1851, you authorized a Light-House 


| Board to be appointed. That board was appointed, 
and was composed of scientific gentlemen, some of 


them officers of distinction in the Army and Navy. 
After a very elaborate examination, the result of 
which I have somewhat carefully looked into, 
they present you with the result to which they 
have come, which is, that the present system 198 
essentially defective. They show you the fact, 


that the distribution of the lights is imperfect and 


unequal; that on some parts of the coast, to wit: 
at the North, there is an accumulation of lights far 
beyond what the exigencies of the case demand, 
so much so that they are accumulated in some 
places as to be a nuisance to the navigator instead 
of a benefit, and a great many of them are defect- 
At the South there isa far less proportion 
of lights than at the North. They ought certainly 
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to bein the same proportion in the South as at the 
North, and in some parts there ought to be a 
greater accumulation. But that is not a sectional 
question. No question can be made on that score, 


because the North has occasion, in point of fact, | 


to use the lights at the South as much as those on 
their own coast. It is their commerce, their ships 
that navigate along that coast, and it is important 
to them, to escape shipwreck, to have the coast 
properly lighted. i 

here is one point of importance which is de- 
veloped by the. report of that board. In some 
parts of the country, people have been ever anxious 
to come forward and insist on the necessity of 
having lights at different points, and by urging it, 
have procured light-houses to be established in 
neighborhoods where there was not much occa 
sion for them. A good deal of money has been 
expended ĉin that way that need not have been 
expended. That, of course, has not applied to all 
sections of the country. 

We. need reform, and an examination of that 
book will demonstrate it. Gentlemen say they 
have not read the book. Iam sorry for it. When 
the Senate is called upon to act upon the subject, 
they ought to be prepared. I could very well ex- 
cuse my friend from Massachusetts, if he had not 
earefuliy examined it. 

Mr. DAVIS, I have examined the report. 

Mr. DE SAUSSURE. Buthe has examined it. 
{I could very well excuse him if he had not, be- 
cause | know he isa very laborious Senator. His 
hands have been full of another subject, which he 


has elaborated with great care, and to the great sat- | 


isfaction of the Senate—I mean the steamboat bill. 
But other Senators have said that they have not 
examined the book. The Senator from Florida 
has not had it in his power todo so. The evidence 
has been before us a great while. I regret it has 
not been examined, for it is my firm conviction, 
that if Senators had examined the testimony, so 
elaborately prepared, and the result of which has 
been set before us by the board which was ap- 
pointed, they would all havecome to the conclusion 
that [ have come to—that this subject requires to be 
acted upon, and that promptly; and that that board 
has pointed out the proper mode of proceeding. 
The plan which they suggest may be full of de- 
fects. 

I regret to say that I have not come to the same 
conclusion with the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Instead of there being greater expenses entailed 
upon us by the reform which is advocated, I be- 
lieve itis a cheaper system. I believe that by it 
you will greatly diminish the number of lights in 
‘some parts of the country, instead of increasing 
them. i 


the conclusion that there will bean economy in the 
system which the board recommend. 
amined the difference between the dioptric light 
and the reflectors. It is true, the reflectors may 


answer in some parts of the country, after they || 


have been improved. With that alteration, | un- 
derstand they ure of a superior character, and may 


answer the purpose instead of the lenticular light. |! 


But the dioptric light, upon the whole, I think is 
the best. 
pensive at the outset, but it is not the most ex- 


pensive in the end. The first cost may be expen- | 
sive, when you come to set up and establish one |) 
‘here by men who have no concern with naviga- 
Now, I am not surprised that my worthy |i 


of these lights. As the French say, ‘ C’est le pre- 
amier pas qui conté —it is the first step which costs. 
After that, the expense is comparatively small. 
The system now presented to us has been elab- 
orately prepared in the House in the bill which 
they have presented to us. I regret that no com- 
mittee of the Senate has examined it carefully. 
‘The House has adopted it upon testimony which 
you yourselves directed to be prepared. I have 


examined it, and my judgment is satisfied that | 


their system-is right, and that it will be the cheap- 
est. 
than the present. Unquestionably there are im- 
provements to be made which they have not sug- 
gested, but I think they have devised the proper 
method of carrying out the work. The persons 
appointed under the act of last session to superin- 
tend the matter were competentto doit. Ido not 
understand that the board which it is now pro- 
posed to establish, is one which will claim any 
compensation out of the Treasury. On the con- 


trary, it is to be composed of officers who belong | 
to the Government; whose talents, whose time, i; 


And although there may be an increase in | 
other parts, yet, upon the whole, [ have come to | 


I have ex- | 


ft may be that it will be the most ex- |, 


I know weli that it will give a better light ! 


whose services, belong to the country. I under- 
stand that the services are to be performed by 
those parties. Why not try the experiment? 
My friend from Massachusetts says all boards 
fail. I have not sufficient experience to speak 
with great certainty upon that subject, but I have 
known some boards to succeed. I have known 
some boards to carry outsystems very well. When 
there was a new system to be struck out, a code 
of laws to be organized, I have known some 
boards, without compensation, patriotically to de- 
vote their attention to it, and elaborate it most suc- 
cessfully, and carry it into execution. They left 
it to other parties afterwards, who succeeded them, 
to continue that service. It may be in some in- 
stances that they failed. That may depend upon 
the persons selected. I believe, however, that 
you have a great many very intelligent, capable, 
and patriotic persons in your Navy, whose atten- 
tion could be turned to this subject. A great many 
of them are out of service; I may say they are 
out of active employment, at all events; and 1 
have no doubt it would be a relief to them to be 
enabled to devote a portion of their time to the 
country. I think that the means for the selection 
and composition of this board are very large, and 


-that Congress would be able to make such a selec- 


tion as would carry out the purpose contemplated 


by the system. 


Now, when you have the evidence, when you 
have been at great pains to procure it—when it 
has been methodized and reduced to a system, 
what objection is there made to the plan proposed? 
Why, that gentlemen have not had time to exam- 
ine it. It may be that it would have been better 
to have examined it, but, as was well suggested 
by the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. Pearce,] 
who preceded me, you are about to encounter 
the short session, and you will have very little 
time to arrange any great matters of this sort. 
The whole system cannot be carried out then. 
You have only three months; therefore, it strikes 
me now is the time to enter upon the system. It 
has been carefully prepared; it is before you; and 
I think we had better adopt it. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I do not wish to say anything 
more on this subject. All I desire is, that the 
Senate shoald vote upon the question. 

Mr. MALLORY. If I had perused the work 
alluded to by the honorable Senator from South 
Carolina, I should perhaps have come to the same 
conclusion that he does. I should have felt con- 
strained, however, to have examined the work in 
connection with other evidence upon the same 
subject which is in the Treasury Department. I 
have no objection to—on the contrary, I am de- 
cidedly in favor of, improving, or rather system- 
izing the plan of lighting the coast. I know the 
gystem is defective, but I have yet to learn that 
any of the mariners of this country, or of any 
other commercial people who trade with us, as a 
general thing, find fault with the lights on the 
coast. 
pages, Senators will have an opportunity between 


| this and the next session to give it a full examin- 


ation. 

Mr. DAVIS. There is nothing more true than 
the remark made by the Senator from Florida, as 
he took his seat, that the complaints against the 
present system do not come from the navigators. 
They sprmg up in Washington. They are made 


tion. 
friend from South Carolina, if he really believes 
all the statements which are contained in that book, 
as he seems to do, should be led to the conclusion 
that he adopts. But, sir, can all that is in that 
book be true? Is it possible that the lights in this 
country should be in such a condition as they are 
represented there, and yetgive a reasonable degree 


of satisfaction to the public? As far as I recollect, |! 


in all that book, there is not one thing in the pres- 
ent system that the board approves of. I read it 
with some care and attention, and I was astonished 
at the declarations made init. For, while I will 
not deny that there are defects in it, yet, ina sys- 
tem like this, which has stood more than half a 
century,*to find no one thing to approve of in it, 
is a little extraordinary. I hold that the report is 


an unfair, unjust, and an exaggerated statement of |! 


facts. Isay this with all due deference and re- 
spect to the gentlemen who put their names to 
that report. l suppose some other persons have 
collected the testimony which they present—it was 


not obtained from their own observation: it has 
been derived from other sources, and they have 
been misled as to the facts. 

I wish to add a word as to economy. My 
worthy friend from South Carolina thinks there 
is greater economy in the lens system, simply be- 
cause it burns less oil. Now, you may go to the 
Department, and find that there has never been 
alenticular light introduced which has not cost 
$10,000, independent of the structure and lantern 
in which itis put. You put the greater part of 
your lights into operation for some $3,000 or 
$4,000. Now, if economy is to be considered at 
all, in the United States—and I do not know that 
it is—the system which we pursue is recommended 
by its economy; and that is one of the apologies 
for its defects; for whatever else may be said of 
the administration of this Department, it has al- 
ways been economical, and always adopted views 
with a prudent regard to expenditure. There may 
be imperfect light-houses. I know there are. But, 
on the other hand, there are good houses. There 
may be imperfect reflectors. On the other hand, 
there are good reflectors; and all reflectors may 
now be made with suitable form—with a form 
that is mathematically correct. And when they 
are properly adjusted, they are good lights. They 
may not give as much lightas the lenses; but they 
are good lights, and they answer the public pur- 
pose ata much less expense. Many gentlemen 
can certainly understand me, when I say, that the 
economical comparisons in the report, are made 
with lamps that light the whole horizon—that pre- 
supposes that you are to light the whole horizon. 
When you use lenses, you have but one lamp; 
and whether you want to light one fourth, one 
half, or the whole horizon, you use thesame quan- 
tity of light. But every reflector has its own light, 
and as you diminish the reflectors, you diminish 
the quantity of light. The board do not suffer 
that to come into the comparison; and the effect 
is to mislead us on that point. I say that this 
whole subject ought to be scrutinized with care, 
and carried out with a careful and just considera- 
tion as to expense; and it should not be taken up 
and crowded down our throats on the very last 
days of the session, as it is now proposed to do. 


| The bill which established the board that has made 


this report, was brought in here last year, under 
such an emergency that you could not read the 
title of it, and it was passed, upon a hasty vote, 
without reading. Then it took a man to run as 
rapidly as he could to the other House, to get it 
there so that it might be signed in time. That is 
the way this board was created; and it is now 
proposed to continue it in much the sameway. I 
am opposed to it; but I am not opposed to a good 
system of lights. 


Mr. PRATT asked for the yeas and nays on 


' the amendment; and they were ordered. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I have a great respect for 


1 f i the opinions of the Senator from South Carolina. 
As to this work of nearly eight hundred |: 


Amongst others, he has given us one that this bill 
is defective. Hehas examined it thoroughly, and 


i perused the authority upon which it is based, and 
; he says it is defective. 
i ily to commence an important system, which is 
| acknowledged to be defective, which is to lead to 
| a great expenditure of money. We should make 
: it perfect. 
! petent for the purpose, should have reported in 
! favor of a measure, commends it to my respect 


Now, we ought not hast- 


The fact that a board of officers, com- 


and investigation, but not to my support, or toits 
adoption in the Senate. I entertain due respect 
for the opinions of others; but if we are to consti- 
tute boards for the shaping out of subjects for this 
body to adopt, we had better, in the first place, 
and to save trouble, invest them with power to de- 


: Clare them as edicts, and we become the register- 


ing power alone. If we have a right to do any- 
thing, we have a right to investigate the measures 
recommended by boards. I must confess, that, 
in many instances, the reports of boards do not 
commend subjects to my favorable consideration, 
much respect as I may have for the gentlemen 
composing them. I am not always disposed to 
adopt their reports, because their opinions may 
be moulded by what is calied outside pressure 
ere. 

It is but this moment that the civil and diplo- 
matic bill was finally passed in the House of Rep- 
resentatives by a single vote, owing, perhaps, to 
an obnoxious amendment, introduced into it upon 
my motion. That seems to me to augur some- 
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thing to the Senate. That that bill should be passed 
by one single vote, and that the casting vote of the 
Speaker, speaks something of a most extraordi- 
nary character. 

As the honorable Senator from Florida has į 
said, we shall have ample opportunity for investi- | 
gating this enormous volume between thisand the 
next meeting of Congress, or during the next ses- 
sion; and then we will be enabled to vote under- | 
standingly upon the subject, instead of adopting 
it now; when I will venture to say, two Senators 
of this body have not had the opportunity of com- 
paring the testimony collected by these gentlemen 
and endorsed by their opinion, with the evidence 
registered in the Fifth Auditor’s Office. For this 
reason I cannot vote for the measure, but will vote 
for the amendment of the committee. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, re- 
sulted—yeas 10, nays 28; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Brodhead, Clarke, Davis, Dodge of 
Wiseonsin, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Mallory, Mangum, 
and Miller—10. ! 

NAYS-—-Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Borland, Bright, į 

. Brooke, Butler, Cass, Charlton, Chase, Cooper, Dawson, 
De Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Felch, Fish, Gwin, | 
Hunter, Jones’ of lowa, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, 
Rusk, Spruance, Toucey, Wade, and Weller—28. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate as 


amended; the amendments were concurred in and | 
ordered to be engrossed; and the bill was ordered | 
to be read a third time. It was read a third time | 
and passed. f 
: EXECUTIVE SESSION. | 

On motion by Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- ! 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business, 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it agreed to the 4th, 9th, 20th, and į 
27th amendments of the Senate to the bill making 
appropriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1853; and that it dis- 
agreed to the Ist, 2d, 3d, 5th, 6th, 7th, 8th, 10th, 

Jith, 12th, 13th, 14th, 15th, 16th, 17th, 18th, 19th, 
Qist, 22d, Wd, Ath, th, Wh, Bth, Wth, and 
30th amendments of the Senate to the same. 

The Senate proceeded to consider their amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill 
making appropriations for thesupport of the Army 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and on 
motion by Mr. Hunrer, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on their amendments 
disagreed to by the Mouse, and ask a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 

Ordered, That the Committee of Conference be appointed 
by the President pro tem. 

Mr. Bricur, Mr. Dawson, and Mr. Brop- 
HEAD were appointed accordingly. 

A message was subsequently received from the 
House of Representatives by Mr. Forney, its | 
Clerk, announcing that it insisted on its disagree- | 
ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
making appropriations for the support of the Army 
for the year ending the 30th of June, 1853; that it | 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on | 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses; and had | 
appointed Mr. Houston, Mr. STANLY, and Mr. : 
Gorman, managers at the same on their part. 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A message was received from the House of | 

Representatives, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- | 


‘ 
i 
4 


nouncing that it agreed to some, and disagreed to i 
other amendments of the Senate to the bill making 
appropriations for the Post Office Department i 
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1853. ; 

The Senate proceeded to consider their amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill making appropriations for the 
Post Office Deparment during the fiscal year end- | 
ing the 30th of June, 1853, and on motion by Mr. | 
Hunter, it was | 

Resolved, Thatthey insiston their amendments disagreed | 
to by the House, and ask a conference on the disagreeing | 
votes of the two Houses. 

The Committee of Conference was ordered to | 
be appointed by the President pro tem. 

Mr. Mixier, Mr. Rusk, and Mr. Feicn were 
appointed. i DE. 

A message was subsequently received from the | 
House of Representatives, announcing that it | 
agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on | 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | 


; Brooxs, Mr. Penn, and Mr. Ficxiiy, a Commit- | 
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bill making appropriations for the service of the 
Post Office Department during the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1853, and that it had appointed Mr. 


tee of Conference on their part. 
POST ROADS BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it agreed to the 20th amendment 
of the Senate to the bill to establish certain post 
roads; that it disagreed to the 39th, 43d, 44th, 
45th, 46th, 47th, 48th, 49th, 50th, and 53d amend- 
ments of the Senate; and that it agreed to the res- 
idue of the amendments of the Senate. 


COMMITTEE ON MEXICAN CLAIMS. 


Mr. SOULE. The Select Committee, to which 
were referred the memorials of American citizens 
complaining of the action of the late Board of 
Commissioners on the claims submitted to their | 
adjudication, have devoted to the discharge of the 
duties imposed upon them as much time, labor, 
and attention as they possibly could under the 
pressure of other exigencies, arising out of their 
required attendance at the sessions of the Senate, 
and at such standing committees as they are mem- 
bers of respectively. They have been able to dis- 
pose finally of nineteen memorials out of the sixty- 
five referred to them, and have been employed for 
six weeks past in taking testimony. They have 
now reached that pointin their investigation which 
induces the hope that, if permitted to proceed on 
with their labors during the recess of Congress, 
they will be enabled to present themselves to the 
Senate early the next session with a full and com- 
plete report. In the mean time, as it will become | 
necessary to procure testimony at no small ex- į 
pense to the Government, they desire that the ; 
Secretary of the Senate be clothed with sufficient | 
authority thathe may provide forsuch expenditures 
as may be deemed advisable by the committee; | 
and the resolution which I now send to your table 
is destined to elicit the sense of the Senate with | 
reference to the expediency of continuing the com- i 
mittee in the exercise of their powers, and of in- | 
curring the expense which the seeking for testi- | 

| 
| 


mony may render indispensable. I now present 
the resolution; and L hope the Senate will pass it 
at once. | 

The resolution was read, as follows: | 

Resolved, That the Select Committee on Mexican claims 
appointed on the 26th of February, 1852, be continued during | 
the ensuing recess of the Senate, and that the Secretary of | 
the Senate pay out of the contingent fund such charges as 
may be necessarily incurred under the direction of the com- 
mittee in obtaining testimony. 

There being no objection, the resolution was read 
a second time and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. Since I have been here various : 
applications of this sort have been made to extend | 
the sessions of committees into the vacation, but |! 
they have been uniformly refused with one single j| 
exception; and that was in regard to the Commit- | 
tee on Printing. But since that time that com- j 
mittee has not sat here during the recess, but its || 
clerk has been substituted for it. It seems to me | 
that it is a new and dangerous principle to under- 
take, by special legislation of this sort, to extend | 
the functions of Senators during the whole year; | 
but if nobody else makes objection to this I shall | 
not. ! 
The resolution was read a third time and passed. | 


PATENT OFFICE REPORTS. 


On a motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the resolutions reported by | 
the Committee on Printing on the 29th of April, | 

l 


| 
i 
| 
| 
| 


in favor of printing the report of the Commission- | 
er of Patents, for the year 1851, in relation to arts | 
and manufactures; and the report was ordered to | 
be printed. 

Also, the resolution reported by the Committee | 
on Printing the 29th of April, “that seventeen | 
‘thousand additional copies of the report of the | 
t Commissioner of Patents relating to arts and į 
© manufactures be printed, fifteen thousand copies | 
‘thereof for the use of the Senate, and two thou- ij 
* sand for the use of the Commissioner of Patents;”’ ; 
and the resolution was agreed to. i 

Also, the resolution reported by the Committee ‘| 
on Printing the 29th of April, that thirty-two | 
thousand five hundred additional copies of the Agri- jj 
cultural Report be printed, thirty thousand thereof | 
for the use of the Senate, and two thousand five | 


hundred for the use of the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents; and the resolution was agreed to. 
MEXICAN BOUNDARY. 

Mr. WELLER submitted the following res- 
olution, which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the reports from the Secretary of State, 
of the Interior, and War, tonching the boundary line be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, and referred to a.se- 
lect committee, be printed by the public printer, under the 
direction of the Secretary, for the use of the Senate. 

RAILROAD IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. BORLAND. I ask the Senate now to take 
up the bill from the House of Representatives, 
“granting the right of way and making a grant 
‘ of land to the States of Arkansas and Missouri, 
‘to aid in the construction of a railroad from a 
t point on the Mississippi, opposite the mouth of 
‘the Ohio river, via Little Rock, to the Texas 
‘boundary, near Fulton, in Arkansas, with 
‘branches to Fort Smith and the Mississippi 
< river,” for the purpose of having it read a sec- 
ond time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My friend from Arkan- 
sas is the most pertinacious gentleman I ever met 
with. I think this is about the twentieth time he 
has asked the Senate to take up this bill. If it 
comes up, I am satisfied it will be discussed at 
length. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the gentleman will allow 
it to be read a second time, and referred. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. | wish to state that this 
bill gives Arkansas a tavor in regard to her rail- 
roads which other States cannot obtain. If you 
act upon it atall, one State has as much right as 
another, and the bill called Bennett’s distribution 
bill will come up, and be discussed upon this bill. 

Mr. GWIN. [hope the Senate will take up 
this bill and passit,as an act of justice to the Rep- 
resentative from Arkansas in the other House, 
[Hon. R. W. Jonnson.] That gentleman, by 
his energy, talents, and unwearied industry, has 
so won on the respect and esteem of the House of 
which he is a member, that in the face of a ma- 
jority of forty against the policy of granting lands 
for railroad improvements, he has been enabled to 
suspend the rules requiring atwo thirds vote, and 
then pass this bill. This is the most extraordinary 
exhibition of the personal influence of an individ- 
ual thathas ever been known in our Congressional 
history. And shall the Senate, where similar bills 
pass by a majority of twenty votes, dash the cup 
from his lips, and deprive his constituents of the 
advantages of his indomitable energy? Is not the 
laborer worthy of his hire? Let us not only take 
up the bill, but pass it, and send its author to his 
constituents rejoicing. He is the sole Represent- 
ative of his State in the Tlouse of Representatives. 
He represents a border State that is not surrounded 
by powerful political influences that will aid him 
in securing beneficial objects of legislation for his 
constituents. I have a warm sympathy for the 
Senators and Representative from that State. I 
have experienced the fearful obstacles that the 
want of political influence and association throws 
in the way of passing measures of the first import- 
ance to new States. I have myself passed meas- 
ure after measure through the Senate, of vital im- 
portance to my constituents, with what unwearied 
exertions my associates around me can bear wit- 
ness, to see them either defeated or postponed in 
the other House. And shall we adopt the bane- 
ful example of that House, when for once, influe 
enced by the principles of justice and equity, a 
measure is sent to us which embodies a principle 


| that we have time and again declared in favor of? 


I hope not. The Senate will honor itself by taking 
up this bill and acting upon it at once. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I want to state to the 
gentleman from California, that I have impeached 
the honor of nobody, particularly the honorable 
gentleman who represents Arkansas in the other 
House. I thought that, as regarded the gentle- 
man who made the motion here, | was rather com- 
plimenting him for his pertinacity in trying to se- 
cure the interests of his State. J meant to cast no 
reflection upon the gentlemen from Arkansas, 
either hereor in the other House. They are faith- 
ful representatives; but I wish to state this: the bill 
now upon the table which my friend from Arkan- 
sas wants to have referred, is a departure, in many 
essential particulars, from the railroad bis which 
we passed through this body; and now, have we 
time to consider it? Can I,as a member of the 
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Committee on Public Lands, have an opportunity 
of considering this’ departure, and reporting the 
bill back by to-morrow? Is there time to investi- 
-gateit? When it cannot be investigated discreetly 
‘and properly, ought we to give Arkansas an ad- 
vantage over all other States who have similar 
bills, and. let her get: her bill through, and refuse 
jt to everybody else? ~ I think justice requires that 
this bill, like the others, should be postponed until 
next session. - : ` 
Mr. CASS. TI shall vote for taking up this bill, 
and I shall ‘vote for it upon its final passage; but 
‘T must ‘say that there is a great deal of justice in 
what’ the honorable Senator from Kentucky has 
> Waid. Ido not anderstand how the House of Rep- 
resentatives can put through a bill of this desctip- 
tion, on account of the personal influence of any 
“One member, and ‘refuse similar bills to other 
“States. Why, the very fact of pissing ‘bills for 
Missouri, and Illinois, and for Arkansas—every 
one'of which I was in favor of- 

Mr. GWIN. And Michigan too. 

Mr. CASS. Tam speaking of the action of Con- 
gressasa body. I say that it is unjust to give 
lands to those States, and réfuse’ it to others. I 
voted for this bill when it was before the Senate 
last year, and I shall vote for it'again; but I do 
not conceive that the ground assumed by the hon- 
orable Senator from California applies. - It places 
the rest of the Representatives ‘of all the other 
States who have not succeeded, in a similar pre- 
dicament. No gentleman thinks more’ highly of 
the honorable member from Arkansas than I do. 
I have a very high opinion of him; but I say’ this 
is one of those enormities. in a free Government, 
that a despotic Government would not permit— 
passing one, two, or three bills for ‘one, two, or 
three States, and refusing like bills to all the other 
States precisely similarly circumstanced, and who 
have received nothing. Itis very great injustice. 

Mr. RUSK. 
honorable. Senator from Michigan is, to me, 
strange. We have passed this bill through the 
Senate, and therefore have given it the indorse- 
ment of our justice, 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. This bill is an entirely 
different one from the bill which we passed. “The 
railroads go` from different points. This is a 
Flouse bill, and not the same bill which the Senate 
passed. : 

Mr. RUSK. Well, we passed a bill of precisely 
similar character, and hence, having done that, we 
cannot object to the justice of this bill. Even the 


honorable Senator from Kentucky himself did not ; 


object to it; but he thinks injustice has been done 
to theother States. Now, sir, if the bill is proper, 
ifit is right, if it is a similar bill to those we have 


passed for the other States, it is nothing but justice | 


to Arkansas, and I have yet to learn that itis just 


to refuse justice to one, because everybody else! 


does not get it. Do gentlemen wish to introduce 
log-rolling here? It is vastly better that we should 
take these measures isolated, and pass them sepa- 
rately, than to combine together interests which 
will control, instead of the merits of each applica- 
tion. J have done justice to the other States, and 


here, because this State happens to be a peculiar | 
locality, and because this bill does net include | 
other States, it is said that we are doing injustice | 


to Michigan, because we do justice to Arkansas. 
Sir, it is unreasonable to be complaining in this 
way. Besides, this is the commencement of a 
road which must eventually go to the shores of the 
Pacific. Itis upon that line, and isthe commence- 
ment of that road. Why there should be such 
strenuous opposition, I cannot see. 

Mr, CASS. ‘The honorable Senator from Texas 
has misunderstood me, for I am sure he would not 
misrepresent me. Ido not object to the passage 
of the bill because Michigan does not get enough, 
but Isay it isa great species of legislative injustice 
to pass such bills for one State and not pass them 
for others similarly circumstanced. I might appeal 
to the honorable Senators from Iowa, Wisconsin, 
and other States that have not been thus favored; 
and I would appeal to the honorable Senator from 
Texas, if anything was granted to every other 
Siate in the Union, would he not think it great 


injustice to his State not to have something granted į 
t € W I repeat, I consider į 
it a great species of injustice; but Ido not blame | 


to her? I know he would. 
Arkansas, nor her honorable member. ` TI merely 
wished to call attention to the fact that the House 
~ of Representatives had passed one bill of this sort 


' The course of reasoning of the | 


| sent back asimilar bill. Task, as a personal favor 


and refused to pass others; and to check, so far as 
my voice could, partial legislation. | 

‘Mr. CLEMENS. - I wish to say that I concur | 
heartily with the Senator from Texas. If the rest | 
of us—and the State of Alabama is as much inter- 
ested in these railroad. bills as any other State— 
have had the misfortune to have Representatives in 
the other House who could: not get these bills 
through, it is no reason why we should. reject a 
bill in favor of the State. whose Representative did 
have influence enough to get it through. All these 
bills. passed the Senate, arid I cannot understand 
why a Senator should now vote to reject one of 
them, because a member from one State happened 
to be a little more faithful—a little more attentive 
to his duties than the others. I shall vote for this 
bill, and voteagainst putting any amendment to it. 
The Representative from Arkansas in the other 
House has done his duty to his State; and I believe, 
if the rest of the Representatives from the new 
States had done their duty, we would have all got 
our bills through. | 


The PRESIDENT. The question is not on || 


the passage of the bill, but on taking it up. 

Mr. BORLAND. I wish to say a single word | 
in justice to myself; for it is ‘said that I have been 
rather pertinacious on this subject. The late day | 
at which this bill came from the House is well 
known to the Senate.» It is well known that there | 
are but two days during which this bill can be at- | 
tended'to. It was read a first time on Saturday 
evening, and its second reading was then objected 
to, so that it could not be read a second time until ! 
to-day. I wish to have it read a second time now, 
so that it may ‘be referred to the committee, and 
they can report upon it to-morrow. 

Mr. Borianp’s motion was agreed to. 

The bill was accordingly read a second time, 
and the Senate proceeded to consider it as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


Mr. BORLAND. Is it competent for me to |; 


ask for its third reading now? 


The PRESIDENT. It is not. | 


It has to go 


through the regular stages, and is now before the | 


Senate as in Committee of the Whole. | 

Mr. DAWSON. I thought the bill was taken 
up with a view to reference., It was so announced. 

-The PRESIDENT. That was the understand- į 
ing of the Chair; but the Chair has no power to 
refer the:bill without a motion. 

Mr. DAWSON. I move that it be referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 


VIRGINIA LAND WARRANTS. 
Mr. HUNTER. There is a bill lying on the 


table which will give rise to no discussion. It 
passed the Senate two or three months ago almost | 


unanimously. By therules of the House, however, | 
it could not be reached there, and they have now 


of the Senate, that the bill may be taken up and 
disposed of. ` 
The motion was agreed to. 


The bill was accordingly read a second time, | 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole; | 
and no amendment having been proposed, it was | 
reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


HON. DAVID L. YULEE. i 


Mr. MORTON. I beg leave to submit the fol- 
lowing resolution, and ask for its consideration at 
this time: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of. the contingent fund 
of the Senate, to the Hon. Davin L. YULEE, a sum equal 
to the amountof mileage and per diem compensation of a 
Senator from the commencement of the present session to į 
the 27th instant, the day on which the Senate decided that 
the Hon. Srernex R. Mariory, whose seat in the Senate | 
was claimed by him, was duly elected a member of the Sen- | 
ate from the State of Florida. 

Mr. RUSK. I object to its consideration now, | 
and call forthe consideration of the message of | 
the House in relation to the post route bill. i 

The resolution was accordingly laid over under } 
the rules. 


POST ROAD BILL. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, the Senate proceeded 
to consider their amendments amended and dis- 
agreed to by the House of Representatives to the 
bill ‘< to establish certain post roads.’” 

Mr. RUSK. Imoveto-concur in the amend- 
ment of the House to the twentieth amendment of 
the Senate, and that the Senate recede from their 


other amendments, or, in other words, that the 
Senate recede from such of their amendments as 
have been disagreed to by the House. 

Mr. BORLAND. Before that motion is acted 
upon, I wish to make an inquiry. Upon my mo- 
tion a very important amendment was made to 
the bill, establishing mail lines upon the Ohio and 
Mississippi rivers. I wish to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


‘Roads whether thatamendment has been concurred 


in or rejected by the House? 

Mr. RUSK. It has been rejected by the 
House. . 

Mr. BORLAND. I must call for a separate 
vote upon that question. 

Mr. HAMLIN. [ask for a separate vote upon 
the amendment in relation to a mail route between 
Boston and Halifax. i 

On motion by Mr. RUSK, all the amendments, 
with the exception of the above-mentioned two, 
were receded from. 

The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Rusx that the Senate recede from the follow- 
ing amendment: 


“Src. — And he it further enacted, That the Post- 
master Genéral be, andhe is hereby, authorized to enter into 
contracts for the transportation of the United States mail 
on board the steam-vessels which at present ply regularly 
between Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, and Halifax, 
in Nova Scotia, upon such terms as may appear to him 


| reasonable.” 


Mr. HAMLIN. I hope the Senate will not 
recede from this amendment. It was recom- 
mended by the Postmaster General. Boats are 
now running about once a week from Boston to 
Halifax, and the object is to allow the mails to be 
put on board of these boats, so as to be carried 
directly to Halifax. The route round by the Bay 
of Funday takes from two to three weeks. The 
object is to have a shorter conveyance. 

Mr. RUSK. I know this would be a great con- 
venience, but it is only three months until the 
next session of Congress, There are about thirty 
States interested in the Internal routes provided by 
the bill. The result, am told by a member of 
the House, if we send the bill back, will be its de- 
feat. 

The motion to recede was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on the motion ‘to 
recede from the following amendment of the Sen- 
ate, disagreed to: by the-House: 


“Sec. 16. And be it further enaeted, That it shall be the 
duty of the Postmaster General to issue proposals and con- 
tract for the transportation of a daily mail between Louis- 
ville and Cairo, St. Louis and Cairo, Cairo and Memphis, 
and Memphis and New Orleans, and to supply such inter- 
mediate points as he may order from time to time, on suit- 
able and safe steamboais.” 


Mr. BORLAND. I hope the Senate will insist 
on that ameudment to the bill. J consider it, and 


| I trust a majority of the Senate will consider it, as 


fully equal in importance, and perhaps of more 
value to the country, than all the rest of the bill 
together. We hear complaints because the mail 
is not carried more than once a week, or twice 
a week, or because there is not a daily mail at 
particular points. ‘Why, sir, upon the Ohio and 
Mississippi rivers, between the points mentioned 
in that amendment, we have no regular mail at 
all. 

I am unwilling to occupy the time of the Senate 
in repeating what I have said here on more than 
one occasion in regard to this, but I must be per- 


mitted to say a few words upon this subject. 


Upon the Ohio river from Louisville to its mouth, 
and on the Mississippi river from. the mouth of 
the Ohio to New Orleans, there is no mail line at 
all. These rivers stand in that respect on a dif- 
ferent footing from all other mail routes in the 
United States; for on every other route advertise- 
ments are issued, and the mail is carried by con- 
tract, and carried regularly once a month, once a 
week, once a day, or at known, regular, and 
stated intervals; but upon these great rivers there 
is no regular mail line. The system there carried 
on is of this kind: agents are appointed at the 
different towns along the rivers between these 
points. They take the mail and send it off, as 
freight, upon steamboats as they pass along. 
Steamboats, as we all know, are of unequal speed. 
We know, also, that some are engaged in the 
transportation of passengers and freight from cer- 
tain points, and pass with great rapidity between 
those main points; others are engaged in a sort of 
coasting trade. Theconsequenceis, thatsome boats 
will pass between the mouth of the Ohio river and 
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New Orleans in one fourth the time that others take; | 
and I, living at a town on that river, may chance to 
put my letter in the office to-day; a mail will be 
made up—the agent will put it as freight on one 
of these coasting boats, and it will take ten days to 
get to New Orleans; one of the fast boats passing 
along will stop, and the agent will put on board a 
mail containing letters written by those residing 
in the same town the day after mine, and they 
will get to New Orleans three or four days sooner. 
The consequence is confusion beyond anything 
that can be conceived of by those who have not 
to suffer it. The revenues of the Department 
suffer in consequence of it. Business men are 
driven from the mails; and I have estimates made 
by men of experience and observation, some of 
whom are, or have been, postmasters, some edit- 
ors of newspapers, merchants, ‘and others, and 
many of them do not hesitate to say that not 
. more than one tenth part of the mail matter now 
passes in the mails there. Others of great intelli- 
gence, and experience, and observation havelooked 
into. it, and they say. that not more than one twen- 
.tieth part of the mail matter passes. in the mails. 
That fact answers. the objections which the De- 
partment have heretofore made, that there is no 
revenue to meet this expense. Sir, you cannot 
have'revenue when you have such a system that 
: business men are driven from the use of the mails 
as a means of carrying their correspondence. The 
only objection that ever has been made is, that the 
receipts from postage will not amount to a suffi- 
cient sum to pay the cost of the transportation of 
this mail. If you establish a regular mail from į 
Louisville to New Orleans, and from St. Louis to 
New Orleans, instead of having only one twentieth 
part of the mail matter carried in the mails, you 
will have the whole of it carried, because no man 
of business will select uncertain private convey- 
ances when there is a:daily mail passing his door; 
particularly at the low rate of postage which we 
_now have. “I repeat, that now not more than one 
letter out often, and perhaps not more than one out 
of twenty, is carried in the mails; whereas, if this 
line be established, we shall have all the mail mat- 
ter on that route brought into the mails, and thus 
there will be a sufficient revenue to pay the ex- 
pense and a surplus remaining. 

For these reasons, and considering the immense 
amount of business involved, and the complaints 

: that. have. been made, I do hope that the Senate 

will insist on this provision.in the bill. I think 
that if we send it back to the House of Represent- 
atives, they cannot, in justice, or from any con- 
sideration of policy or of propriety, refuse to re- 
tain it. 

Mr. RUSK. I reported a bill accomplishing 

. the object which this amendment intends to ac- 
complish. I am in favor of giving a daily mail to 

. that section of the country. It has been resisted, 
however, for years by the Department, on account 
of the additional expense which it will throw upon 

. them. It has been now struck out by the House 
‘of Representatives. It will be but three months 
till we meet again, and Congress can act upon it 
‘at the next session, before a contract could be 
made; and it seems to me, therefore, that the 
question is whether we shall stick to this amend- 
ment or lose the entire bill. 

Mr. BORLAND. Imove that.the Senate in- 
sist on this amendment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. ‘The Senator from Texas 
made a motion to recede, and I wish to know 
which question is to be first put? 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has examined 
the rule to ascertain whether any preference is 
given to a motion to insist over a motion to re- 
cede, and he finds that they both stand on the 
same footing, and, therefore, the motion first made 
is to be put. The question, therefore, will be on 
the motion to recede from the amendment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BORLAND. On that question, Lask for 
the yeas and nays. o 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 18, nays 27; as follows: 

YEA$—Mesars. Badger, Bayard, Cass, Cooper, Dawson, 
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Fish, Foot, Hale, Hamlin, Mangum, Mason, Miller, Mor-. 
„ton, Pratt, Rusk, Smith, and Spruance—18. ` 


NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bell, Borland, Bright, Brod- 
head, Brooke, Butler, Chase, Clemens, De Saussure, Dodge 
of Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Downs, Geyer, Houston, 
James, Jones of Iowa, King, Mallory, Meriwether, Shields, 
Soulé, Stockton, Underwood, Wade, Walker, and Weller— 


So the Senate refused to recede. 


Mr. RUSK. The other amendments are equally 
as important. If we insist on this, we should in- 
sist on all. I therefore move to reconsider the 
vote receding from our other amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. RUSK. I now move that we insist on all 
our amendments which have been disagreed to by 
the House, and ask a conference. 

The motion was agreed to; and 

Messrs. Rusk, Borianp, and BapGEer were ap- 
pointed the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

A message was subsequently received from the 
House of Representatives; by Mr. J. W. Forney, 
its Clerk, announcing that it insisted on its dis- 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill of the House, “to establish cértam post 
roads,” and agreed to the conference asked by the 
Senate, and had appointed Messrs. CLARK, HALL, 
and Haven conferees on its part. 


TRADE OF THE. BRITISH COLONIES. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- 
ing, to which was referred the motion of the 26th 
instant, to print five thousand additional copies of 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, rela- 
tive to the trade of the British North American 
colonies, reported thereon; whereupon it was 


Ordered, That five thousand additional copies of the said 
report be printed fur the use of the Senate, one thousand 


additional copies for the Secretary of the Treasury, and five 


hundred additional copies for J. D. Andrews. 
NAVY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forvey, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it agreed to some, and disagreed 
to other amendments of the Senate, to the bill 
« making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1853.” 

The Senate proceeded to consider their amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House of Representa- 
tives to the bill last mentioned; and on motion by 
Mr. Hunter, it was 


Resolved, That the Senate insist on their amendments 
disagreed to by the House, and ask a conference on the dis- 
agreeing votes of the two Houses. 


On motion by Mr. Hunrer, that the Committee 
of Conference be appointed by the President pro 
tempore, Mr. Matsory, Mr. Pearce, and Mr. 
Toucry were appointed the committee. 

A. message was subsequently received from the 
House of Representatives, by Mr. Forney, its 
Clerk, announcing that itagreed to the conference 
asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two. Houses on the bill making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
June, 1853, and thatit had appointed Mr. Puetps, 
Mr. Frepericx P. Sranron,and Mr. Tuapprus 
Sruvens, the Committee of Conference on its part. 


ISTHMUS OF TEHUANTEPEC. 
Mr. MASON. The Committee on Foreign 


Relations, to which was referred a message of the 
President of the United States, in answer to a reso- 
lution of the Senate calling for the correspondence 
between the Governments of the United States and 
Mexico, respecting the right of way across the 
Isthmus of ‘Tehuantepec, have instructed me to 
make a report accompanied by three resolutions. 
ido not ask or expect that the matter will be 
acted upon at this session, but it is the desire of 
the committee that the report should be made, and 
the resolutions laid before the Senate and printed 
for the use of the Senate. ; 

The resolutions were read, as follow: 

Resolved, As the judgment of the Senate, that in the 
present posture of the question, on the grant of a right of 
way through the territory of Mexico, at the Isthmus of Te- 
huantepec, conceded by that Republic to one ofits citizens, 
and now the property of citizens of the United States, asthe 
game is presented by the correspondence and documents 


| who wants to discuss it. l 
that, in my humble opinion, being for such a hu- 


accompanying the message of the President of tlie United 
States of the 27th July, 1852, itis not compatible with the 
dignity of this Government to prosecute the subject further 
by negotiation. : ‘ 


Second, Should the Government of Mexico propose a re- 


newal of such negotiation, itshould be acceded to only upon 
distinct propositions from Mexico, not inconsistent with the 


demands made by this Government in reference to said 


grant. 

Third, That the Government of the United States stand 
committed to all of its citizens to protect them in their rights 
abroad, as well as.at_home, within the sphere of its juris- 
diction; and should Mexico, within a reasonable time, fail 
to reconsider her position concerning said grant, it will 
then become the duty of this Government to review all ex- 
isting relations witb that Republic, and to adopt such meas- 
ures as will preserve the honor of the country and the rights 
of its citizens. : : 

Mr. MASON. So far, this.is the act of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations alone. 1 regret 
very much that they were under the necessity of 
making any report at all, or that. they were not 
able to report at an earlier period of the session. 
I cannot ask the Senate now to consider the sub- 
ject. It is one of very grave character and great 
importance. I can ask only, that the report may 
be Jaid upon the table, and that with the docu- 
ments which accompany it, and the resolutions, 
be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. BROOKE informally submitted the follow- 
ing resolution for consideration; which was read, 
and ordered to be printed: í 


Resolved, That the Executive be requested to inform the 
Government of. Mexico, that untess the American holders 
of the right of way across Tehuantepec shall, on or before 
the Ist day of March next, be put in full possession of their 
property and franchises, this Government will proceéd'to 
protect them in the occupation and enjoyment thereof. 
And thatif this determination should occasion a rupture of 


| relations between the two Republics, this Government will 


rely for justification, in the eyes of mankind, upon the obli- 
gation of every Government to protect the rights of its‘own 
citizens, and upon the flagrant and the indefensible | viola- 
tion by Mexico of private right and national Jaw. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. MILLER, from the Committee of Con- 
ference on the part of the. Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the bill making 
appropriations for the Post Office Department 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1853, 
reported that they had met the conferees on. the 
part of the House, and, after full and: free confer- 
ence, have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows, to wit: 
That the House recede from their disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate, numbered 1, 2, 4, 
and 5. 

INDIGENT INSANE. 


Mr. COOPER. I move to postpone all the 


i prior orders, for the purpose of taking up the bill 


from the House making a grant of land to the 


| several States of the Union for the benefit of indi- 


gent insane persons. I hope we will wind up our 
business by passing a bill forsuch a humane pur- 
ose. 
5 Mr. CASS. 
that motion. 
Mr. SHIELDS. T hope the honorable Senator 
will withdraw the call for the yeas and nays, and 


Task for the yeas and nays on 


| let the bill be tested by a fair vote, without dis- 


cussion. 


Mr. CASS. It must lead necessarily to a long 


| discussion. ; 


Mr. SHIELDS. T hope not. 

Mr. COOPER. [intend to say not a word in 
regard to the bill. À 

Mr. SHIELDS. Iam in favor of this bill. I 
was a member of the committee that reported it, 
and I believe there is not a friend of the bill here 
It is one of those bills 


mane object, should be treated without much dis- 
cussion. 
-~ Mr. CASS. I would cheerfully withdraw the 
call for the yeas and nays if there was to be no 
discussion, and no amendments offered to the bill. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I hope there will be no dis- 
cussion, and no ameridments, but a fair vote. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. [cannot agree to that, 
for I have an amendment which I wish to offer. 
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Mr. JONES, of Iowa. I shall vote to take up 
this bill, and for the very reason that I know that 
amendments will be offered to it, which I hope 
will be adopted. . . 

Mr. CASS. Then I must insist on the call for 
the yeasand nays. - If discussion is to proceed on 
this bill. it cannot be disposed of at this session. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MASON. F this bill be taken up it must 
necessarily. lead to a long discussion.. 

Mr. BELL. TI should like to know who will 
debate it—not its friends certainly. ; 

Mr. MASON. Thenits opponents will debate 


Mr. BELL. Let the debate come on. 

Mr. BRIGHT. One fact must be apparent— 
that if this bill be taken up, there are three or four 
bills on the table which will be offered as amend- 
ments to it. There isthe homestead bill, and sev- 
eral railroad bills which will be offered as amend- 
ments, and they are germane, because they all ask 
for appropriations of land. I am a friend of this 
measure. I would be glad to see it taken up and 
passed, but I am quite sure, that if it be taken up 
now, and these amendments be offered, the residue 
of the session will be consumed with the sub- 

ect. 

3 Mr. ADAMS. I merely rise to suggest to Sen- 
ators in favor of the proposition, that if they ex- 
pect that so large a portion of the lands lying in 
thé new States are to be taken and divided out to 
the old States without objection being offered, or 
amendments being proposed, they certainly are 
drawing very strongly upon the forbearance of the 
representatives of the new States. 

Mr. BELL. No one can object to. offering 
amendments. All we wantis to have a chance to 
vote upon them when they are offered. 

Mr. MILLER. This is the only bill which 

ives anything like justice to all the States of the 

nion. It makes a fair distribution of lands for 
the benefit of this unfortunate class of people in 
every State of the Union. In all the scrambles 
here for public lands for railroads, and for all 
kinds of purposes, this is the first time that hu- 
manity has made a call. I trust the bill will be 
taken up. : ; 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
the motion to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill, it resulted—-yeas 33, nays 18; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Badger, Bell, Borland, Brooke, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Dawson, De Saussure, Downs, Fish, Foot, 
Geyer, Hate, Hamlin, Houston, Jones of Towa, Mallory, 
Mangum, Miller, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Seward, Shields, 
Smith, Spruance, Stockton, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, 
Wade, and Weller—33, 

NAYS—Measrs. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Brodhead, But- 
ler, Cass, Clemens, Dodge of Iowa, Dougias, Felch, Gwin, 
Hunter, King, Mason, Meriwether, Norris, Rusk, and 
Walker—18. 

So the motion was agreed to, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. 

It proposes to grant to the several States and 
Territories, for the benefit of indigent insane per- 
sons, ten millions of acres of land, to be appor- 
tioned under the direction of the President of the 
United States, in the compound ratio of the ge- 
ographical area, and representation of said States 
in the House of Representatives according to 
the Censas of 1850: Provided, That the area of 
no State shall be computed at more than fifty 
thousand square miles; that the land, after being 
surveyed, shall be apportioned to the several 
States and Territories in sections or subdivis- 
ions of sections; and whenever there are public 
lands in a State or Territory, worth $1 25 per 
acre, the value of the lands to be determined by 
the Governor of the State or Territory, the quan- 
tity to which the State or Territory shall be enti- 
tled shall. be selected from those lands, and the 
Secretary of the Interior is to issue to those States 
in which there are no public lands of the value of 
$1 25 per acre, land scrip to the amount of their 

_ distributive shares in acres, under the provisions 
of this act, which scrip to be sold by said States, 
and the proceeds applied solely to the uses and 
purposes herein prescribed: Provided further, That 
in no case shall any State to which land scrip may 
thus be issued be sllowed to locate the same within 
the limits of any other State, or of any organized 
Territory of the United States; but their assignees 
may thus locate said land scrip upon any of the 
unappropriated lands of the United States subject 
to private entry, 


it. 


August 30, 


It further provides that all moneys derived from 
the sale of these lands by the States or Territories 
to which the lands are apportioned, and from 
the sales of land scrip, shall be invested in stocks 
of the United States, or the States, or of some 
other -safe stocks, yielding not less-than five per- 
centum upon their. par-value; and that the moneys 
so invested shall constitute a- perpetual fund, the 
capital of which shall remain forever undimin- 
ished, and the interest of which shall be inviola- 
bly appropriated to the comfortable maintenance 
and support of the curable and incurable indigent 
insane. . 

Mr. GWIN. I have an amendment to offer to 
the bill. It is to add: ; 


And beit further enacted, That with the view of secur- 
ing the speedy construction of two railroads connecting the 
Mississippi with the Pacific ocean, the one. froma point 
not north of Memphis, and the other not south of St. 
Louis, the President of the United States is hereby author- 
ized to enter into contracts, in conformity with the pro- 
visions of this act, for the construction of a railroad from 
a point on Red river, at or near the southwest corner of the 
State of Arkansas, on the most direct and feasible route, 
via the vicinity of El Paso, to a pointon the eastern bound- 
ary of the State of California, at or near the junction of the 
Gila with the Colorado river, connecting with the navigable 
waters flowing into the Gulf of California; and the other 
from a point on the western boundary of Missouri or Iowa, 
(not within the limits of any existing State,) on the most 
direct and feasible route to the eastern boundary of the 
State of California, with a track departing from this line at 
some point west of the Rocky Mountains, and running on 
the most direct and feasible route, to some safe and commo- 
dious ‘harbor in the ‘Territory of Oregon, which shall be at 
all times accessible to the largest class of sea-going vessels 
navigating the Pacific ocean. 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That the right of way, 
two hundred feet wide, throughout the entire length of said 
roads, is hereby set apart and appropriated for the use of 
said roads forever; anda quantity of land, equal to the 
alternate sections, for the space of fifty miles on each side 
of said roads, to wit: the sections which shall be marked 
and designated on the public surveys of said lands by odd 
numbers, are hereby set apart and appropriated to aid in 
the construction of said roads, in the manner and subject 
to the terms, conditions, limitations, and restrictions here- 
inafter provided. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That for the purpose 
of facilitating the extension of one of’ said roads eastward 
from its terminus on Red river, on the two lines, the one 
through the State of Arkansas, and the other through the 
State of Louisiana, so as to connect at the Mississippi 
river with the several lines of railroads now in process of 
construction between the Mississippi and the Atlantic sea- 
board, a like quantity of jand is hereby granted to the 
States of Arkansas and Louisiana, with the same terms, 
conditions, limitations, and restrictions, to wit: the alter- 
nate sections designated on the public surveys by odd num- 
hers, for twenty miles on each side of said road, throughout 
its entire Jength within the State of Arkansas, are hereby 
granted to the said State of Arkansas; and the alternate 
sections designated on the public surveys by odd numbers, 
for twenty miles on each side of said road, throughout its 
entire length within the State of Louisiana, are bereby 
granted to the said State of Louisiana; and for the purpose 
of facilitating the extension of the other of. said roads 
eastward from the terminus on the Missouri river, on two 
lines, the one through the State of Iowa, and the other 
through the State of Missouri, so as to connect with the 
principal lines now in process of construction between the 
Atlantic sea-board, the lakes, and the Mississippi river, a 
like quantity of land is hereby granted to the States of lowa 
and Missouri, with the same terms, conditions, limitations, 
and restrictions, to wit: the alternate sections designated 
on the public surveys by odd numbers, for twenty miles on 
each side of sard road, throughout its entire length within 
the State of Iowa, are hereby granted to the State of Iowa; 
and the alternate sections designated on the public surveys 
by odd numbers, for twenty miles on each side of said road, 
throughout its entire length within the State of Missouri, 
are hereby granted to the State of Missouri: Provided, 
‘That the lands granted to the State of Missouri, at the pres- 
ent session, in aid of railroads, shall be deducted from the 
anount hereby granted: And provided further, That if the 
State of Missouri shall cause those two roads to accept of, 
and in all things comply with the requirements of this act, 
in respect to the grants made to the several States herein 
provided for, then the tands herein granted may be divided 
between those two roads upon justand equitable principles, 
to be determined by the President of the United States ; 
aid for the purpose of facilitating the extension of each of 
said roads westward from the eastern boundary of the State 
of California, to safe and commodious harbors, which shall 
be at all times accessible to the largest class of sea-going 
vessels navigating the Pacific ocean, a like quantity of land 
is hereby granted to the State of California, with the same 
terms, conditions, limitations, and provisions, to wit: the 
alternate sections designated on the public surveys by odd 
numbers, for forty miles on each side of each of said roads, 
throughout their entire length within the limits of the State 
of Calitornia. 

Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That in all eases 
where the United States. shall have disposed of any of. the 
lands herein granted to any State, or from any cause shall 
be unable to convey a title to the same, the deficiency may 
be made up by selections, to be made under the autharity 
of the Governor of each of said States, respectively. out of 
any unimproved public lands designated on the public sur- 
veys by odd numbers, and which shall He nearest to the 
lines of said roads, respectively; and in like manner all 
deficiencies in the lands:herein set apart and appropriated 
to-enable the contractors to make said roads through the 
territory of the United States, may be made up by the selee- 


tions to be made by said contractors, subject to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the said grants 
of iland are made to the States herein named on the express 
conditions following, to wit: 

First. That the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, 
and lowa, respectively, will commence the roads within 
their respective States within one year from the passage of 
this act, and prosecute them with vigor to competion, and 
will complete the same within the period of five years from 
the passage of this act; and that the State of California will 
commence each of the roads within ber limits within one 
year, and prosecute them with vigor to completion, and will 
complete them within ten years from the passage of this 
act, and so much sooner as the roads through the territory 
to connect therewith shall be completed by the contractors 
herein provided for. 

Second. That the United States mail shall be carried om 
said roads forever, free of charge or expense to the Govern- 
ment, under the direction of, and in strict conformity with 
the requirements ofthe Post Office Department; and that all 
troops, seamen, arms, munitions of war, military and navaf 
stores, and all funds and property of whatever Kind belong- 
ing to the United States, and all persons on official business 
in their employment, shall at all times be transported and 
conveyed on and over said roads free of charge or expense 
to the Government; and for all the purposes of transporta- 
tion in this article mentioned, the United States shall have 
the preference over all persons or bodies politic whatsoever, 
when, in the opinion of the President of the United States, 
the public interest requires promptness and dispatch in such 
transportation. 

‘Third. That each of said States shall conform to and 
comply with such and all the terms, conditions, limitations, 
restrictions, and provisions of this act, in respect to these 
roads, and shall assent to the power which is hereby ex- 
pressly reserved to Congress by law, from time to time, to 
regulate the charges for freight and passengers thereon, 
subject to the restriction that Congress shall never reduce 
such charges below the average rates per mile for like ser- 
vice forthe time being on first-class railroads in the United 
States. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, 'Fhat it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of War, under the direction of the 
President of the United States, within one month after the 
passage of this act, to prepare and canse to be published in 
three newspapers in the District of Columbia, and in each 
State of the Union, for the period of six months, inviting 
separate sealed proposals for the construction of each of 
said roads through the Territories of the United States, 
which is not included in any of the States of the Union. 
At the expiration of said period of six months, the Secretary 
of War, under the direction of the President, shall proceed 
to open the said proposals and to select from among them 
one for the construction of each of said roads, the terms of 
which shall be most favorable to the United States in these 
particulars, to wit: : 

First. Which shall insure the completion of the roads 
respectively within the shortest period of time, not to exceed 
ten years from the date of the contract in any event. 

Second. Which, in consideration of the lands berein set 
apart and appropriated and of the use of the roads for the 
periods agreed upon, shail insure said roads respectively to 
be kept in good repair, to be run and managed in all respects. 
in compliance with the terms of the contract and with the 
provisions of this act, and to be surrendered and delivered 
up to the United States in good condition, together with alt 
the appurtenances thereunto belonging, in the shortest 
period of time, not to exceed thirty years from the date of 
completion in any event. 

All the provisions of this act, except so far as they relate 
exclusively to the States herein named, shall be deemed and 
held to be parts of said contracts, whether expressly incor- 
porated and set forth therein or not; and the Secretary of 
War, under the direction of the President, is hereby anthor- 
ized to demand, receive, and approve snch securities and 
guarantees for the faithful performance of the said contracts 
as he shall deem necessary and proper; the said proposals 
to be decided upon and the contracts entered into at the 
expiration of one month from the day fixed upon for open- 
ing the proposals; and in the event the contractors shall 
not furnish the securities and guarantees required by the 
Seeretary of War, under the direction of the President, 
within thirty days from the time of awarding the contracts, 
a selection shal! be made from the other proposals, or like 
advertisements shall be immediately made for new propo- 
sals for the period of three months, and the same proceed- 
ings shalt be bad thereon as herein required for the first 
proposals. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, ‘That the said con- - 
tractors for each of said roads shall be deemed and held in 
law to be corporate and politie with perpetual succession 
for the period of said contracts, and for five years thereafter 
for the purpose of winding up their business, with the ea- 
pacity of making by-laws not inconsistent with their con- 
tracts, and of suing and being saed in all courts having 
competent jurisdiction, and be vested with all. the powers, 
rights, privileges, ant immunities necessary and proper to 
the performance of their said contracts, or necessary to the 
vindication of their rights accruing under or growing out of 
or pertaining to the same. 

Sec. 8, And be it further enacted, That so soon as the 
contractors on eitherof said roads shall bave completed and 
put into suceessful operatinn one section of one hundred 
miles thereof, it shall be the duty of the President of the 
United States to issue to them patents for one third of the 
land set apart and appropriated in the second section of this 
act, which shall be located along and pertain to the portion 
of the road so completed, retaining the other two thirds as 
additional security for the completion of the entire road; 
and when an additional section of one hundred miles of the 
road shall have been completed and put in operation as 
aforesaid, a like quantity of land shall be conveyed in like 
manner; and so on for each section of one hundred miles 
so completed, until five hundred consecutive miles of said 
road shall have been completed and put in successful oper- 
ation; when upon the completion of an additional. seetion 
of one hundred miles of said road, two thirds of the land 
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pertaining to said section, and also one of the remaining 


thirds pertaining to the first section of the road so com- 
pleted, shall in like manner be conveyed to the contractors 
to enable them tu prosecute the work; and upon the com- 
pletion of another section of one hundred miles, two thirds 
of the land pertaining to that section, together with the re- 
maining third pertaining to the first section, shall be con- 
veyed in like manner; and so, onthe completion of another 
section of one hundred miles of the road, the two thirds of 
the land pertaining to that section, together with the one 
third pertaining to the second section of the road, shall be 
conveyed in like manners and so on shall there be conveyed 
to the contractors in like manner for the completion of each 
section of one hundred miles of the road, two thirds of the 
dand pertaining to that section, together with one of the 


remaining thirds of the land pertaining to one of the first ; 


five sections in the order in which those sections were 
completed, until fifteen hundred miles of said road shall 
have been completed and putin successful operation ; upon 
the completion and successful operation of fifteen hundred 
consecutive miles of eithet of said roads, there shail be con- 
veyed to the contractors in like manner for the construction 
of each hundred miles of road, three fourths of all the tands 
pertaining to such sections, and a remaining third pertain- 
ing to one of the sections already compleied; and so on 
until the whole road shall have been completed and put in 
successful operation, when the residue of ail the lands per- 
taining to such road shall be conveyed in like manner to 
the contractors, 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That it shall be stip- 
‘ulated in the contracts for the construction of said roads, 
that a certain number of miles of each shall be completed 
each year; and it shall be so arranged in this respect, that 
the whole of each road shall be completed within ten years 
and as soon as is practicable, and that all portions of said 
roads shail be kept in good repair, and be run and managed 
in conformity with the provisions of this act from the day 
of the completion of sich portion of either road ; and in case 
of a failure on the part of the contractors for either road to 
comply with the provisions of this act and the terms of their 
contract in all respects, without a reasonable excuse, to be 
judged of by Congress, subject to the veto power of the 
President under the Constitution, such contract may be an- 
nulled, and the road and all the lands remaining unsold 
shall be forfeited and shall revert to the United States. 

Sec. 10, And be it further enacted, That the said roads 
shall become and remain the property of the contractors 
therefor, respectively, for the period specified in said con- 
tracts, stuhject to the terms of their contracts and the pro- 
visions of this act: Provided, That Congress hereby ex- 
pressly reserves the right by law, from time to time to 
regulate the charges for freight and passengers thereon, 
subject to the restriction that Congress shail never reduce 
such charges below the average rates per mile for like ser- 
vice for the time being on other first-class railroads in the 
United States. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That by the contracts 
for the construction of each of said roads, it shall be dis- 
tinetly understood that the United States mails ‘shall be 
carried on said roads during the full period of said contracts, 
free of charge or expense to the Government, under the 
direction of, and in strict compliance with, the require- 
ments of the Post Office Department; and that all troops, 
seamen, arms, munitions of war, military and naval stores, 
and all funds and property of whatever kind belonging to 

-the United States, and all persons on official business in 
their employment, shall at all times be transported and con- 
veyed on and over said roads free of charge or expense to 
the Government; and for all the purposes of transportation 
in this article mentioned, the United States shali have the 
preference over all persons or podies-politic whatever, 
when, in the opinion of the President of the United States, 
the public interest requires promptness and dispatch in such 
transportation. 

Sec. 12. And beit further enacted, That in case either 
of the States herein named to which ‘lands are granted, to 
facilitate the extension of either of said roads, shall fail to 
accept the same, on the terms and with the conditions 
herein provided, within one year from the passage of this 
act, the Secretary of War, under the direction of the Presi- 
dent, is hereby authorized to award contracts for the con- 
struction of the roads, in such States as shall so fail or re- 
fuse, to the contractors having charge of the line of road of 
which such roads are extensions; the said contracts to be 
awarded on the same terms and conditions, in ali respects, 
as the other contracts herein provided for; and the Presi- 
dent shall dispose of and convey the lands proposed to be 
granted to such States, in the same manner as is herein 
provided for the lands set apart and appropriated in the 
second section of this bill. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That upon the ex- 
piration of the period of time specified in the contraets 
for the construction of said roads, respectively, whereby the 
same shall cease to be the property of said contractors, 
and shall be surrendered to the United States, so much of 
either of said roads as shall at that time be situated within 
the limits of any State or States, may be granted to such 
States upon the same terms and conditions, in all respects, 
as are herein prescribed to the States receiving grants of 
land under the provisions of this act; and the residue of 
said roads, if any, tobe conveyed in like manner and on 
like terms and conditions, to the States in which they may 
be situated when such territory may become States of the 
Union. 

Sec. 14. And he it further enacted, That the said roads 
shall be constructed in the best and most substantial man- 
ner, with all the modern improvements, with the best quality 
of iron rail, which shall weigh not less than sixty-four 
pounds to the yard, and a uniform gauge of six feet for the 
track. 

Suc. 15. And be it further enacted, That a commis- 
sioner for each of said roads, who shall receive a salary of 
-—— dollars each, payable quarterly, shall be appointed 

by the President, by and with the advice of the Senate, 

whose daty it shall be, under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, to take all necessary measures to protect the public 
interests, and see that the terms of the contracts, respect- 
ively, shall be fully and strictly complied with; and the said 


commissioners shall, once a year, or oftenerif required, 
make to the Secretary of War full reports of their proceed- 
ings, and ef the state and progress of the roads. 


Mr. RUSK. [ am favorable to this bill. 
could get a vote upon it, I should certainly vote 
for it. I have voted for similar bills heretofore; 
but, for one, I must say, we are consuming the 
time of the Senate to no purpose. It seems that 
we are about to cry out before we get out of the 
woods. There are committees of conference on 
almost every appropriation bill, and on one or two 
other bills, which it is absolutely necessary should 
be passed. This amendment will be discussed. 
Other amendments will be offered and discussed; 


‘and it must be evident to every one that the time 


of the Senate will thus be consumed to no purpose; 
and we shall be exactly where we are now. I 
move, therefore, to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the subject until to-morrow. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hope my honorable friend 
will not insist on that motion. I agree with him 
that from present appearances this bill is about to 
lead us into embarrassment, but Lam extremely 
sorry that a bill of this character—a bill which 
is in some measure sacred—should be made the 
vehicle for these various amendments, which gen- 
tlemen are now about to offer. It occurs to me 
that it is an improper manner to treat a subject of 
this kind. This bill is for the relief of those who 
are born with claims upon humanity. When a 
bill is brought in here in order to relieve, and sup- 
port, and protect, and foster that unfortunate class 
of our fellow-beings who have been stricken by 
Heaven, is it proper to make it a vehicle of these 
various amendments? In my opinion, such a 
course is not worthy of the Senate. 

Mr. ADAMS. 
ask him a question? Does he consider that the 
claims of these unfortunate people rest upon the 
Federal Government, or upon the State govern- 
ments? 

Mr. SHIELDS. Sir, [am not about to discuss 
the question of where that claim rests. Itis, how- 
ever, a claim upon the nation; and the nation can- 
not get rid of it. This bill has been prepared by 
the only agent I respect about this Capitol—by 
Miss Dix. All your other agents come here as 
the agents of selfish and sordid objects. But here 
is a lady, who is a voluntary agent for the unfor- 
tunate—for those who have no friends. IF think, 
sir, that, for once, we should havea fair vote upon 
this question. Let the bill be beaten, if gentlemen 
choose; but let it be beaten openly and fairly; and 
not by loading down with amendments. Iam in 
favor of this amendment as a separate proposition; 
but I shall vote against putting it on this bill. 
And if it were proposed to amend this bill by 
tacking on a measure granting land to the State 
of Illinois, I should vote against it. I want to get 
the bill clear from all other influences. 

Mr. GWIN. 1 wish to reply, in a few words, 
to the Senator from Illinois, [Mr. Sureups.] He 


| says it is not just to offer amendments to this bill. 


[tis for me to judge of my duty to my constitu- 


ents; and that duty I will perform, regardless of į 


the admonitions of those who assume to judge for 
me. The measure before the Senate is important. 
It is not just and equal in its operation. It does 
not do justice to the new States, but Lam in favor 
of the principle embodied in the bill. But its im- 
portance sinks into insignificance when compared 
to the great national measure embodied in my 
amendment. The bill I propose asan amendment 


has been matured by the Committee on Territo- || 


ries, of which | am a member, and proposes the 
establishment of two railroads from the Mississippi 
valley to the Pacific ocean, one by the northern, 
and the other by the southern route. 
useless to disguise the fact, that upon the comple- 
tion of one or more railroads connecting our At- 
lantic and Pacific possessions, depends the exist- 
ence of this Union. The present connection be- 
tween the Atlantic States and our Pacific coast is 
too precarious. A hostile collision with any mari- 
time nation will interrupt, if not destroy that con- 
nection. Do you expect we can remain one nation 
when our social and commercial intercourse is held 
by so precarious a tenure? This railroad bill, or 
some similar measure, must become a law before 
we can be considered as inseparably one people. 
With it nothing can separate us. The Union will 
be impregnable to all assaults from within or with- 
out. But I repeat that this measure, or one of 
similar object, and a more just and liberal policy 


If we | 


Will the Senator allow me to | 


Sir, it is | 


towards California than has been pursued since I 
have been a member of this body, is required to 
make us feel on the Pacific coast that we have all 
of the advantages of our sister States, and are on 
a perfect equality with them. ButI will not con- 
tinue this debate. Important to my constituents 
as is the measure embodied in the amendment I 
propose, I should not have brought it forward at 
this late period of the session if the bill now under 
consideration had not been taken up. Itis too 
late to consider either, and | propose to lay the 
whole subject on the table. 
Mr. SHIELDS. I call for the yeas and nays 
on the motion of the Senator from California. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 21, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Brodhead, But- 
ler, Cass, Charlton, De Saussure, Dodge of Towa, Douglas, 
Felch, Gwin, Hunter, King, Mason, Meriwether, Norris, 
Pratt, Rusk, Toucey, and Walker—21. 
NAY S—Messrs. Badger, Bel, Borland, Brooke, Chase, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Downs, Fish, Foot, Geyer, 
Hale, Hamlin, Houston, Jones of lowa, Mangum, Miller, 
Morton, Pearce, Seward, Shields, Smith, Spruance, Stock- 
ton, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, Wade, and Weller—31. 


So the motion was not agreed to. 


The question then recurred on the motion of 
Mr. Rusx, to postpone the further consideration 
of the bill until to-morrow. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I gave an intimation 
that I intended to move an amendment to this bill. 
The gentleman from Illinois seems to charge those 
who intimate anything of that kind with a dispo- 
j sition to defeat the bill, and load it down with 
‘amendments. I wish to say to that gentleman, 
and to all of the members of the Senate, that I 
heartily approve of this bill, which generally bears 
| the name of one of the most estimable females of 
our country, and I shall vote for it most cheer- 
fully. But itis nothing more than an appropria- 
tion of lands to objects beneficial to the American 
people; and while you are appropriating lands for 
objects of that sort, however charitable they may 
be, you have as much right to appropriate them 
for the benefit of citizens who, in all time after 
your asylums shall be erected, will have to support 
those asylums. I say you have as much right to 
appropriate the lands for the benefit of the people 
who through after ages are to support this unfor- 
tunate class, as you have to appropriate directly 
for the erection of the houses. 

Sir, it is a very curious argument which Sen- 
ators are making here. You can give lands for 
the benefit of the insane; and yet you cannot ap- 
propriate lands for the benefit of the sane, who are 
to support the insane through all time to come! 
A strange charity this! as if the States were men- 
dicants coming here, knocking at your doors, to 
get a few acres of land to help to build houses; 
when the people of the States, for ages after all 
your lands are gone, will have to support all these 
objects of charity. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris 
in the chair.) ‘The Chair is very unwilling to in- 
terfere with the Senator, but he must remind him 
that debate upon the merits of the bill is not in 
order upon a motion to postpone. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I had supposed that the 
merits of the question were directly in point, to 
show that the bill ought not to be postponed. I 
cannot understand how an argument can be made 
on the subject, unless it embraced the merits to 
show that you ought to act immediately instead 
| of postponing it. [ want to show the importance 
of acting upon this bill now, and not delaying it 
j until to-morrow. What is the argument of the 
| gentleman from Ilinois worth? In my own State 
we have built two asylums, and J give the cel- 
ebrated Miss Dix credit for one of them. I know 
that the land will be beneficial to us, and will help 
us to carry on theseasylums; but [ know, further, 
; that when these houses have rotted down, if you 
would appropriate some of these Jands for the ben- 
efit of internal improvements, after generations 
would be enriched by them, and be better enabled 
to support the insane existing then. I wish to 
show what ideas gentlemen entertain, and to bring 
them to the consideration of the country. Some 
insist that you have the power to give, through 
mere charity, lands for the temporary support of 
| the insane, but that you cannot help the States to 
| make permanent and lasting improvements which 
| are to benefit the sane for ages to come. 

Sir, there is no such distinction as that in the 
| Constitution, in reason, or in the charities of the 
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-human heart. This bill séems to find universal 
‘support upon a momentary charity, upon. an ex- 
‘@itement of sympathy for those who are suffering 
“ander the misfortune of the deprivation of intellect. 
“Now, my policy, the policy of the gentleman from 
‘California, and others ‘who wish to ‘amend this 
pill—as it is a portion of the land system—is to 
` provide for coming ages. — 

We are not limited by that momentary sympa- 

“thy which ‘acts upon the spur of the occasion, to 
“make a mere temporary arrangement; but, sir, our 
charities extend, and ‘Gur sympathies extend for 
the insane and for the sane also; not merely for 
a day, or a year, but through allcoming ages. Tt 
čis for these reasons that I wish the bill considered 
now’ and ‘amended. 

Mr. WELLER. Mr. President, I voted to 
-take up this bill, with the sincere hope that we 

might be able to pass it. ‘I have voted against lay- 
ing it on the table, anticipating that gentlemen 
would refrain from offering their amendments. 
“But I ‘see that there is no hope whatever for the 
passage of the bill at this session. It was one to 
which I was devoted. It was a bill which com- 
mended itself to my judgment, and all of the sym- 
pathies of my heart. But I see itis utterly impos- 
sible to make any progress with it at this session. 
Iam therefore driven to the necessity of moving 
that the bill, with the amendments, lie on the table. 

Mr, BELL. I submit that the motion is not in 

order, 

Mr. WELLER. I believe that a motion to lay 
“onthe table‘takes precedence of a motion to post- 
‘pone.’ The pending question was on the motion 
ito postpone, and | have moved that the bill lie on 

the table. . 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Norris.) 

The Senator from California [Mr. Gwin] moved 
-` to lay‘ the bill upon the table, and that motion was 
‘yejected. Since that time there has been no busi- 
“ness done; and therefore the Chair decides that 
‘the motion of the other Senator from California is 
“not in order. 

_. Mr. WELLER. There has been action of the 
` Benate since that motion was made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not that the 
‘Chair is aware of. 

Mr. WELLER. A motion to ‘postpone has 
‘been entertained, and that. I apprehend is action. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to 
-postpone was made before the first motion to lie 

on the ‘table. 

Mr. BADGER. I wish to make a suggestion 

on the point of order. I would suggest to the 
` Chair, that although there may have been no mo- 
“tion intervening since the first motion to lie on the 
‘table, yet if debate has arisen, the second motion 
‘is in order; otherwise, if the Senate once refuse to 
order a bill to lieon the table, they might go on 
and discuss it’ for six, eight, or ten hours, and 
could not then order it to lie on the table. 
Mr. WELLER. I think there has been action 
since the former motion to lie on the table was dis- 
posed of. The subject has been considered. and 
‘debated upon a motion to postpone; and therefore 
J think it is now in order to move that the bill lie 
on the table, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of a different opinion. 
> Mr. WELLER. My object is to get rid of de- 
bate, and t am therefore constrained to appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chairhas 

„decided that the motion of the Senator from Cali- 
fornia is not in order, inasmuch as there has been, 
. according to the view of the Chair, no business 
intervening since the former motion to lie on the 
table was rejected. The question is, ‘* Shall the 
decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the 
Senate?” 
The question being taken, the decision of the 
Chair was overruled. 
The question then recurred on the motion of 


.Mr. Wetter, that the bill, with the amendments, 
- lie on the table. 


Mr. SEWARD asked for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and’ being taken, resulted 
—yeas 15, nays 25; as follows: 


YEAS-—Messrs. Adams, Butler, Cass, Charlton, De 
Saussure, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Downs, Houston, Hun- 
ter, King, Meriwether, Toucey, Walker, and Weller—15. 
NAYS—Messrs. ‘Badger, Bell,. Brooke, Chase, Clarke, 
Cooper, Davis, Dawson, Foot, Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, James, 
Jones of lowa, Mallory, Manguin, Morton, Noriis, Péarce, 


| or schools 


: Seward, Shields, Spruance, Sumner, Underwood, Upham, 


and Wade—25. 


- So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr..BORLAND: I have an amendment to 
offer. I submitted it informally sometime since, 
and it was then ordered to. lie on the table... My 
intention was to. offer it.as:a:substitute for the 
original bill; but I now offer itas.an amendment 
to the amendment of the Senator from:California, 
{Mr. Gwin.] Ft isto strike out all-after the en- 
acting clause of his amendment, and insert: 

-That there be ‘granted to’ the several States; for the pur- 


. poses hereafter mentioned, ten: millions of. aeres of land, to 
be apportioned under the direction. of the President.of the 


United States in the compound ratio of the geographical 


| area and representation of said States in the House of Rep- 
-resentatives, according to the census: of: 1850: “Provided, 


That the area’ of.no State shall be computed at more than 
fitty -five thousand square miles. Bs A Geet 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the land afore- 


: said, after being surveyed, shall-be apportioned fo the sev- 


eral States in sections or subdivisions of sections, and 
whenever thexe are lands of suitable quality in a State, the 
quantity to which said State shall be entitled shall be se- 
lected from such lands, and the quantity apportioned to 
any State in ‘which thére are no such lands shall be located 
in the territory belonging to the United: States, and not 
within the limits of any. State. to which. the Indian title 
shall be extinguished ; and it shalt be the duty of the States 
to offer the said lands immediately, arid to complete the 
same at the earliest’ practicable ‘day : Provided, ‘That the 
said lands shall not be sold at-a less rate per acre than the 
‘minimum price of the public Jands, and.that they. be subject 
to the right of preémption, like the said public lands: Pro- 
vided, also, That the lands héreby ‘granted shall be ‘taken 
from such portion.of the public Jands as stiall be subject to 
entry at private sale at the time of selection: 

Sec. 3. And be it. further enacted, That whenever. the 


‘apportionment of said’ lands shall be completed, patents 


shall be issued to the several States for the portions which 
shall be allotted to them; respectively ; and.thereupon the 
said States'shall assume the management: and sale of the 
lands thus apportioned to them. : 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That all the ex- 
penses of management and superintendence of said lands 
previous to their. sales, and all. expenses incurred in the 
management and disbursement of the moneys which may 
be received therefrom, shall be paid by the States to which 
they may belong. 

‘Sec. 5. And Beit further enacted, 'That all. moneys de- 
rived from the sales of the lands aforesaid, shall be invested 
in stocks of the United States, or of the States, and that the 
moneys so invested shall constitute a ‘perpetual fund, the 


-capital of which shall remain forever undiminished, and 


the interest of which shall:be inviolably appropriated to the 
comfortable maintenance and support of the curable and in- 
curable indigent insane, blind, deaf, and dumb. 

Src.6. Andbeit further enacted, That the grantof land 


. hereby authorized shall be made on the conditions follow- 
ing; to which, as well.asto the provisions hereinveforecon- : 
.tained, the previous assent of the several States shall be ' 


signified by legislative acts : k ; 
First. If any portion of the fund invested as provided by 


: the foregoing section, or any portion of the interest thereon, 


shall by any action or contingency be diminished or lost, it 
shall be replaced by the State to which it belongs,'so. that 
the capital of the fund shall remain forever undiminished, 
and the annual interest shall be regularly applied without 
diminution to the purposes mentioned in'the fifth section of 
this act.. 

Second. The interest of said fund. shall be faithfully ap- 
plied to the maintenance and support of the curable and in- 
curable indigent insane, blind, deaf, and‘dumb, who shall be 
placed in regularly-organized State institutions, orin public 
incorporated institutions or hospitals, for the exclusive care 
of the insane, blind, deaf, and. dumb,. or in public hospitals 
for the sole care and treatment of the same, 
having full corps of officers charged with the management 
of said institutions, and resident physicians attached ‘there- 
to; aud in no ease shall any part of the said fund or the in- 
terest thereof, be applied permanently or temporarily to the 
maintenance or support of insane persons who may be kept 
or confined in jails, or in buildings connected with or at- 
tached to them, or in any work-houses or poor-houses, or 
in any department of the same whatsoever, or in any pri- 
vate hospital, or in any general hospital not exclusively de- 
yoted to aud occupied for the remedial care of the same. 

Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That if any State 


- shall establish.a public State institution- for the maintenance 


and education of idiots, they may, at the discretion of such 
State, be permitted to participate in the benefits of this act, 
under the restrictions hereinbefore specified, and in the 
ratio of their numbers, relatively to ‘the insane, for whose 
maintenance and support the interest of the fund belonging 
to such State shall be applied, anything in this act to the 
contrary notwithstanding. 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the right of way 
through the ‘public lands be, and the same hereby is, grant- 
ed to the following States respectively, viz: Arkansas, 
Iowa, Wisconsin, Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Mississippi, 
Louisiana, Alabama, Florida, and California, and to the 
Territory of Minnesota, for the construction, under the an- 
thority and direction of the Legislatures respectively of 
each of said States and of the said Territory, upon such 


| route or routes as said States or Tcrritory respectively shalt 


direct, between the following points, viz: in Arkansas, 


“from a point on the west bank of the Mississippi river op- 


posite the town of Memphis, Fennessee, by way of Little 
Rock, to or near Fulton; on Red.river; from Helena, hy 
way of Little Rock, to Fort Smith; and from Gaines’s 
Landing, by way of Camden, to or near Fulton. In Jowa, 
from Dubuque to Kéoktick ; and from Davenport and Bur- 
lington to the Missouri river, with a: branch from-the latter 
to Keosauque. In. Wisconsin,, from the: southern line of 


7 


the State of Wisconsin, by way of Janesville and Fond dy 


.gomery, -Alabama. 
‘Mississippi, respectively, for the construction of a railroad 
from New Orleans, in Louisiana, by. way of Jackson, in 
Mississippi, and thenee by Canton, Mississippi, to some’ 
‘point on the line between Tennessee, Mississippi, and Ala- 
“bama, sò-as to connect with the proposed N 
-New Orleans road ;.and to the, State. of Mississippi, front 


“Tennessee. river. 


Lac, to Lake Superior, in said ‘State; and from Prairie La 
Crosse, on the Mississippi river, in Wisconsin, to Milwau- 
kie,in said State. In Michigan, from Pontiac to the wa- 
ters of Lake Michigan; in Ottawa county, from lake. or 
river Saint Clair to Lake. Michigan; from. Zilwaukee by 
Grand Traverse Bay.to Mackinaw; from. Grand river by 
„way of the Straits of Mackinaw.and Sault Ste. Marie to the 


| Montreal river. In Ohio, from Beefie, in Ohio, by way of 


Chillicothe, Hillsboro’, Cincinnati, and Vincennes, to g 
point on the east bank of the Mississippi river opposite the 
city of Saint Louis. In Indiana, from Indianapolis.to.con- 


„nect with the Mobile and. Chicago route, at or near the 
latter place.. Jn Mississippi, from Brandon te the eastern 


line of the State of Mississippi, in the direction of Mont- 
And to the States of Louisiana and 


shville and 


Canton, in-said State, to the Tennessee line by way of 


‘Holly, Springs, in said State. In. Alabama and Florida, 


from Montgomery to the. waters of Pensacola Bay, with 


‘branches to the Chattahoochee river, and a-branch to the 


waters of the Tumsaw river,and Mobile Bay.. In Louisi- 


ana, from Shreveport, in. said State, 10.a point on the west 


bank of the Mississippi river, at Providence or opposite 
Vicksburg. In Alabama, from Girard to Mobile Bay; and 
from Selma, on the Alabama river, to Guntersville, on the 
§ In California,. from San Francisco to 
San José. . In Florida, from, Pensacola, byway of Talla- 
hassee and Madison, with a branch to Saint Mark’s and. a 


-branch to Tampa Bay, to Saint Mary’s in the State of 


Georgia. Andin, the Territory of Minnesota, from Fond 


. du Lae, or the Falls of Saint Louis river, to. Saint Paul; 


‘and from. the western line of Minnesota, through the valley 


“of Minnesota river, to Dubuque, with a branch to- Saint 


Paul. A i 

Sec. 9., And be it further enacted, That said States.and 
Territory, respectively, shal} have the right, also, to take 
necessary materials of earth, stone, and. timber, for the 


-construction of said railroads, from, the. public lands of. the 


United States-adjacent thereto: Provided; That in locating 
the railroads. aforesaid sand assigning the limits to. the ease- 
ment, no more land shall. be. taken from the United States 
than is necessary for a convenient. construction.and use of 
said roads or public ways for. transportation, including sta- 
tions, with the usual-buildings of all kinds, turn-onts, and 
such othér appurtenanees as are usually enjoyed by rail- 
road companies; and a copy of the location of said roads 
made under the direction. of the Legislature, shall. be for- 
warded to the proper local Jand offices respectively, and to 


the General Land Office at Washington city, within ninety 


days after the completion of the same, to be recorded. 
Sec. 10. And. be it. further enacted, That there be, and 


“is hereby, granted to the said States and Territory, for the 
_ purpose of aiding in.making the railroads aforesaid, every 


alternate section of land designated by even. numbers, for 
six sections in width on.each side of said roads respective- 
ly: but in ease it shall appear that the United States have 
when the fines of. routes.of. said roads. are definitely fixe 


‘by. the authority. aforesaid,. sold. any, section, or any part 
‘ thereof, granted. as. aforesaid, or that the Haut of, preémp- 


tion has attached to, the same, then, it shall. be lawful for 
any agent or agents, to be appointed: by, the Governors, of 


said States or Territory, respectively, to scleet, subject to 


‘the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, from the lands 
of the United States most contiguous to the tier of sections 
above specified, so much land, in; alternate sections or 
parts of sections, as shall be equal to such lands as the Uni- 
ted States have sold, orto, which the right of preémption 
has attached as aforesaid, which lands thus selected in liew 
of those sold, and.to which the right of. preémption has at- 
tached ‘as aforesaid, together, with the sections and parts of 
sections designated by even numbers as aforesaid, and ap- 
propriated as aforesaid, shall be held by the said States and 
‘Territory, respectively, for the use and purpose aforesaid : 
Provided, That the lands to be so. located shall in no case 
be further than fifteen miles’ from the line of the rodd in 
each case, and selected for and on account of each of said 
roads: Provided further, That the lands, hereby granted 


“shall be exclusively applied in the constriction of that road 


for which it was granted and selected, and shal] be disposed 


‘of only as the work progresses, and the same shall be ap- 


plied to no other purpose whatsoever: And provided fur- 
ther, That any and all ‘lands heretofore reserved to the 
United States by any act of Congress, or in any.manner by 
competent authority, for the purpose of aiding in any object 
of internal improvement, or for any other purpose whatso- 
ever; be, and the same are hereby, reserved to the United 
States from the opération of this act, except so far as itmay 
be found necessary to locate the routes of the said railroads 
through such reserved lands, in which case the right of 
way only shall be granted. 

Seo. 1. Andbe it further enacted, That the sections and 
parts of sections of land which by such grant shall remain to 


-the United States, within six mileson each side ofsaid road, 
| shall not be sold forjess than double the minimum price of 


the public lads when soid; which lands shall, from time 


-to time, be offered at public sale to. the highest bidder, un- 


der the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, and shall 
not be subject to entry until they shall have been so offered 
at publie sale. g 

Sec: 12. 4nd beit further enacted, That the said lands 
hereby. granted to the said States and Territory, respective- 
ly, shall be subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, 
for the purposes aforesaid and no other; and the said rail- 
roads shall be and remain public highways for the use of the 
Government of the, United States, free from toll or other 
ébarge upon the transportation of any property or troops of 
the United States. , 3 

Sec. 13, And be it further enacted, That if the said rail- 


‘roads respectively shall not be completed within ten years, 


each of the said States and Territory, respectively, shall be 


“bound.to pay.to the United States the amount which may 
be received. upon the sale of any part of said, lands by said 
“States and Territory, respectively, the'title to the purchas- 
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ers under said States remaining valid; and the title to the 
residue of said lands shall reinvest in the United States, to 


have and to hold the same inthe same manner as if thisact || J 


bad not been passed. 

Sec. 14. And be tt further enacted, That the. United 
States wail shall at all times betransported on said railroad, 
under the direction of the Post Office. Department, at such 
prices as Congress may hy law direct. 


Mr. CLARKE. It appears to me, that if: the 
bill under consideratien is to be passed, it must 
be doneina very short time. We have now only 
about fourteen hours of the session remaining; and 
I think, if we go on in this way, we shall never 
get through with the bill. 

Mr. BORLAND. I will state, for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, that my amendment consists of 
the bill usually called Miss Dix’s bill, so modified 
as to include with the insane, the deaf, dumb, and 
blind; and then in addition to that, several railroad 
bills that have passed the Senate. 

Mr. CLARKE, If itis such a slight amend- 
ment as that, E suppose it can be adopted with- 
out any discussion. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HALE. I can hardly expect at this late 
hour of the evening and of the session to gain the 
attention of the Senate, but I will make an effort 
to do so for a very few moments, and then I shall 
have done. I have voted for this bill uniformly 
since its first introduction into the Senate to the 
proren time. I have voted twice to-night against 
laying it on the table, and I now make an appeal 
to its friends and to the Senate to let us havea vote 
upon it, and vote down all these amendments. 1 

-am in favor of some of them as separate measures. 
But this bill has been sent to us from the House. 
Its history is familiar to us all. It seems to me 
that it stands out in its characteristics so promi- 


nently from the ordinary objects of legislation, that | 
itis entitled and demands of: its friends and of 


the Senate a hearing upon its own individual mer- 
its. 

Sir, this bill emanates from a lady whose his- 
tory is well known to the country, She has gone 
through the country, from one end of it to the 
other, into nearly every State of the Union, taking 
a gaze into that misery to which the human form 
and the human soul 1s- reduced. when the divine 
light of reason is put out by the inscrutable de- 
crees of Providence. In nearly every State she 
has been received with enthusiasm, and the public 
records of the States bear honorable testimony 
to her worth, and the estimation in which she has 
been held by every community she hag visited. 
She told me not long since, that if she failed in her 
attempt here, in the Congress of the United States, 
it would be the first legislative body. upon this 
continent to which she had ever made her appeal 
in behalf of the unfortunate in vain. 

Now, sir, I ask if this is not a subject which 
can appeal to the highest sympathies of our-hearts, 
to place it above the considerations that are con- 
nected with these local interests of railroads and 
other matters which ordinarily appertain to our 
everyday legislation? I ask, may we not con- 
sider this bill without embarrassing it with any 
such considerations or questions as these? E do 
hope, that for the honor of our common nature, 


for the honor of humanity, we will separate this | 


measure from everything of that kind, vote down 
the amendments, and come to a direct vote on the 
bill. What can the friends of these measures 
gain by proposing their amendments? They may 
have the miserable satisfaction that the Hebrew 
prisoner had in the prison of the Philistines: they 
may. pull down the temple; they may destroy the 
bill and the amendments with it; but they cannot 
carry one or the other by loading down this bill 
in this way. Let us vote down these amendments, 


and vote upon the bill; and at the coming session | 


of Congress, we can give to these other measures 
the consideration which is their due. 

I wish, sir, this appeal could have been made 
by somebody whose voice is more potential and 
influential than mine; bat as nobody else has 
made it, I have feltit to be my duty to makeit, and 
I do trust it will find a response in the hearts of 
Senators. 

Mr, BORLAND. Ihave, on consultation with 
friends, agreed to alter my amendment with regard 
to the arrangement of the roads. I therefore sub- 
stitute for ail of my amendment after the seventh 
section, what I send to the Chair. It is the same 
in substance, but makes a different arrangement 
of the roads. 


The amendment as modified, was read. 


Mr. CLARKE. 
ject on the table. 
Mr.SEWARD. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 24, nays 21; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Bright, Brodhead, Cass, 


I move to lay the whole sub- 


Charlton, Clarke, Clemens, De Saussure, Dodge of fowa, | 


Douglas, Downs, Felch, Fish, Gwin, Houston, Hunter, 
James; King, Mason, Meriwether, Pratt, Walker, and Wel- 
er—24. f 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Chase, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, 
Geyer, Hale, Hamlin, Jones of Iowa, Mallory, Mangum, 
Miller, Morton, Seward, Shields, Soulé, Spruance, Sum- 
ner, Underwood, Upham, and Wade—21. 


So the bill was laid upon the table. 
SENATE EMPLOYEES. 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Iam instructed by the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate to report back the resolu- 


tion which was offered by the Senator from North | 


Carolina [Mr. Bapcer] a few days ago, in rela- 
tion to compensation of clerks and other em- 
ployees in the Capitol, with an amendment, as 
follows: 


1. Resolved, That there be allowed and paid, under the į 


direction of the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate, to the persons in its employ, 
the sums respectively which were allowed at the last ses- 
sion, and to Harry Dodson, John Brown, and Robert Car- 
ter, the sum of $50 each. 

2. Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms, under the direc- 
tion of the same committee, be authorized to employ the 
messengers, pages, and folders during the recess in folding 
documents, and that the same price be paid therefor as was 
paid at the fast session; and that he be authorized, under 
the same authority, to employ the necessary force of men 
and wagons to convey the documents to the city post office. 


The PRESIDENT. The resolution has been 
read twice and referred. It is now before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WELLER. Iask whether that resolution 
embraces the reporters ? 

The PRESIDENT. It does not. 

Mr. WELLER. 1 hope they will be included. 

Mr. WALKER. I offer the following amend- 
ment to provide for them: 


Resolved, That there be paid, under the direction of the | 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses | 


of the Senate, to each member of the respective corps of 
reporters to the Senate, $100. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by striking out ** one hundred,” and. insert- 
ing ‘three hundred.” [ understand that the 
House of Representatives have agreed to give each 
of their reporters the sum of $300. And I anrquite 
satisfied that ourreportersin the Senate are equally 
as talented as those in the House, and as richly 
deserve this compensation. : 

Mr. WALKER. I accept the amendment. 

Mr. ADAMS. Before the vote is taken on the 

uestion of the reporters [ wish to say a word. 


here is a provision in the resolution reported by | 
the committee for paying folders and others during ` 
the recess. Unless that provision is better guarded, : 
I see nothing in it to prevent documents printed in | 
the cities of New York, Boston, and Philadelphia , 
from being brought here, and folded at the” public | 
If that be the design of the resolution, | 
I think it would be utterly : 
wrong for Congress to keep employed. at the pub- | 
lic expense persons in the folding-room to fold and | 
dispatch documents, which are not published un- | 
der authority of Congress. The proposition seems | 
to me to involve a new principle—a very import; || 
ant one—and a precedent will thereby be estab- | 
lished which it may not be at all times advisable 


expense. : 
[ cannot vote for it. 


to follow. 
Mr. HALE. 


him ask nothing for themselves in that respect. 
[Laughter.] 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa. The provision in regard 
to the folders is precisely the same as has been | 
i adopted heretofore. 


ing of the Patent Office Report, and such speeches 
as Senators may order. 
there are none folded. 
send there are folded. That is the case every ses- 
sion. 


Mr. ADAMS. I beg to inquire if there is any- ; 
thing in the resolution to prevent Senators from ' 


sending to New York and elsewhere and having 
political documents printed, and brought here, 
folded and circulated at the public expense? If 
the resolution isso guarded as to prevent this, I 


I want to say, Mr. President, | 
that there is but one presidential candidate on the ; 
floor of the Senate, and the party which support | 


It has reference to the fold- | 


If they send none in, ; 
If they do, all that they | 


shall not insist upon my amendment. Ifit is not. 
so guarded, I shall propose an amendment, ` 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. The resolution is not 
so guarded. Senators certainly have the same 
right to send to New York, and have their speeches 
|| printed there, as to have them printed atthe office 
of John C. Rives, or any other office in the city 
of Washington. “ 

“Mr. WALKER. For the satisfaction of the 
Senator from Mississippi, as well as for my own 
satisfaction, I shall at the proper time move to 
amend the resolution by providing that the folders 
shall be employed only in folding such documents 
as shall be printed by the authority of Congress, 
and such speeches as Senators may order to be 
folded. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin in relation to reporters. : 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to the fact, that this amend- 
ment involves the introduction of an entirely new 
principle in regard to compensation. No such 
thing has ever been atteropted from the founda- 
tion of the Government until the present day. 
This proposition was brought before the commit- 
tee, but it did not receive its sanction. Itis now 
offered by the Senator from Wisconsin, [Mr. 
Watxer,] who isa member of that committee, 
upon his own responsibility. The committee do 
not recommend it. Ido not see how we can with 
propriety make this appropriation—giving com- 
pensation to the employees of the gentlemen who 
have contracted to report our proceedings. It 
would be opening a door so wide, that no man can 
tell where we should stop. Carry out this princi- 
ple, and no treasury in the world would be suffi- 
cient to meet the demands which would thus be 
i| made upon it. 

Mr. CLEMENS. One word in relation to this 
matter. I do not believe that a more efficient 
corps of reporters can be found than those who 
report for us. But it is the business of those who 
employ them to pay them—not ours. I am so 
well satisfied with the reporters that we have that 
it is very rare indeed that I look over any report 
of my remarks made hère, before I see them in 
the newspapers. I am satisfied that they report 
correctly. But the fact is that we pay the gentle- 
men who contract to publish the reports, and it is 
not our business to pay the reporters. I therefore 
feel under the necessity of voting against the 
amendment. a f 

The question was taken on a division,and there. 
were—ayes 16, noes not counted. i 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment is not 
carried, in the opinion of the Chair. 

Mr. WALKER. Iask forthe yeas and nays. 

Mr. JAMES. I move to amend the amend- 
ment, by providing that there shal] be paid to each 
of tle reporters, the sum of ‘ $250,” instead of 
“ $300.7? 

Mr. SHIELDS, Task if the question has been 
lost in regard to paying them $300? 

The PRESIDENT. The amendment was not 
lost. The Chair stated that it was lost, in his 
opinion; but the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Waker] called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I hope the Senator from 
Rhode Island will withdraw his amendment. 
“Mr. JAMES. Certainly, I will withdraw it. 1 
was under the impression that the amendment 
giving to the reporters $300 was lost. That was 
my object in proposing $250. . 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 28, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Brodhead, Brooke, Charlton, 
Clarke, Cooper, Davis, De Saussure, Downs, Fish, Foot, 
Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, Houston, James, Jones of Towa, Ma- 
| son, Morton, Pratt, Seward, Shields, Soulé, Sumner, Up- 
| ham, Wade, Walker, and Weller—28. 

NAVS—Messrs. Adams, Cass, Chase, Clemens, Dodge 
of Iowa, Felch, Geyer, King, Mangum, Meriwether, Miller, 
|| Norris, Spruanee, and Underwood—l4. 


| So the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MANGUM. I move to amend the reso- 
lution by adding the following: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be author- 
! ized to employ an additional clerk, who shail be allowed 
the same compensation as is allowed to the engrossing 
clerks. 

This amendment, perhaps, requires a word of 
explanation. The object of it is not to increase 
' the number of clerks in actual employment, but to 
i| legalize the continuance of a clerk who has been 


i] 
ji 
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performing duty ever since last winter, under the 
authority. of the Committee .on Contingent Ex- 
enses., : f ; 

Mr. DODGE, of lowa. hope that amendment 
will not be sdopted. It seems to me to be a very 
extraordinary time to offer such a resolution when 
we are within a féw hours of adjournment.. If 
this were. the first day of the session, instead of 
next to the last, there might be some propriety in 
such a resolution. I think we have quite as many 
clerks, if not more, than we want; and I trust that 
the amendment will be rejected. i 

Mr. GWIN. 1 hope the amendment will be 
agreed to. The gentleman for whom it provides 
has been employed for months past. is ser- 
vices were indispensable to enable the Secretary 
to perform the duties in his office. I know him 
to be a very meritorious clerk—a gentleman who 
has filled his post well, and who ought to be re- 
tained in it. I trust, therefore, that the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. MASON. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns it adjourn to meet to-morrow at ten 
o’clock. j 

The PRESIDENT. That motion cannot be 
received until the subject under consideration has 
been disposed of. 

Mr. MASON. Then I move that the Senate 
do now adjourn. 

A division was called for on the motion, and 
there were—ayes 15, noes 22. 

So the Senate refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. [would like to address an 
inquiry to the Senator from Iowa, who reported the 
resolution from the committee. I should like to 
know what will be the aggregate amount of extra 
compensation which will be paid to the clerks and 
others under this resolution? I understand it is 
similar to the one heretofore adopted. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Precisely the same. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I understand that the 
amount will be $20,000. 

A Senator. More than that. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I. am informed that the 
amount will exceed $20,000. I know that whena 
similar resolution was before the Senate at the 
last session, the honorable Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. Wuircomn] showed that under it $20,000 
extra would be paid. My friend from Wisconsin 
says I am somewhat in error upon this subject. 
I would really like to know how much it is, be- 
cause if it is $10,000 or $15,000 extra, I do not 
think itis exactly right. I think that the clerks 
here are as well paid as any of the employees 
about the Departments, and if we are to pay them 
$10,000 or $15,000, let us extendit to all the clerks 
in the Departments. 

Mr. SEWARD. I regret, Mr. President, that 
there should be any objection to this resolution in 
the shape in which it comes before the Senate. I 
believe that it proposes nothing new. For several 
years past, at the expiration of the session of Con- 
gress, we have been in the habit of bestowing a 
gratuity upon the officers who have attended upon 
us during our deliberations. I believe that it pro- 
poses nothing in the way ofincrease or augment- 
ation, but that the sums recommended by the 
committee are precisely the same as those which 
have heretofore been paid. I believe that we have 
never appropriated less than is proposed now— 
while we have appropriated more 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform the | 
Senator from New York [Mr. Sewarp] that the 

uestion is upon the proposition offered by the 

enator from North Carolina [Mr. Maxncum] to 
employ an additional clerk. 

Mr. MANGUM. Upon that question let me 
explain that the object of the amendment is not to 
increase the number of clerks. It is simply to 
continue and Jegalize the employment of a gentle- 
man who has been performing duties in the Secre- 
tary’s office all the session. 

Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. Will the Senator from 
North Carolina permit me to interrupt him? Upon 
a representation which has been made to me in re- 
gard to this amendment, I withdraw my objection 
to it. 

Mr. MANGUM. Then I will make no further 
remarks, except to say that this gentleman, at the 
instance of divers Denioeratic friends, resigned one 
office which was to him as good as a life estate. 

Mr. ADAMS. I shall offer no opposition to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


North Carolina; but I say now, that so long as I | 


entertain the opinion which I now entertain, I 
shall think it quite proper, that when gentlemen 
desire to employ clerks over and above the usual 
number, they ought to notify the Senate in ad- 
vance. : 

“The question was taken upon the amendment 
offered by Mr. Manoum, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. WALKER. l now move further to 
amend the resolution of the committee by insert- 
ing the following in regard to the provision made | 
concerning messengers and folders: 


In folding documents printed by Congress, and such 
speeches made in Congress as Senators may order to be 


folded. 


Mr. CLEMENS. I move to amend the amend- 
ment by adding the following: 

And that the employeesin the offices of the Daily Union, 
the National Intefligencer, and the Republic shal! each be 
paid the sum of $310.” 

I think, sir, that if we are to pay reporters who 
are not directly employed by us, but who are the 
employees of the proprietors of these papers, we 
might as well give extra compensation to each of 
the employees engaged in each of these offices. 

A Senator. I would suggest to the Senator 
from Alabama that he ought to amend his amend- 
ment by including the employees of the National 

ra. 

Another Senaror. And the Southern Press, 

Mr. CLEMENS. But the Southern Press is 
dead, and of course there are no employees there. 

Mr. MANGUM. I think I may feel author- 
ized to say, that the two distinguished Whig 
presses named in that amendment, desire no such 
gratuity. 

Mr. CLEMENS. Then, it is the first time I 
ever knew a Whig to refuse anything of the kind. 
{Laughter.] If the Senator proposes an amend- 
ment to my amendment, to hai effect, I will ac- 
cept it. 

The PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Alabama persevere in his amendment? 

Mr. CLEMENS. No, sir, I withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT. The question, then, is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. WALKER. On thatamendment I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered; and the 
question being taken, the amendment was agreed 


to. 

Mr. ADAMS. I offer the following amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the section provid- 
ing for the reporters: 

And that the office of Reporter be, and the same is 
hereby, abolished, from and after the close of the present 
session. 

Mr, HALE. I wish to inquire of the Senator 
from Mississippi whether he wishes to abolish the 
office of Reporter entirely, or whether he designs 
to abolish the office of Reporter to the Senate? 

Mr. ADAMS. I mean the office of Reporter 
to the Senate. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I offer the following 
amendment: 

Resolved further, That the Secretary of the Senate 
canse to be published, and laid upon the tables of Senators 
atthe commencement of next session, the sums paid, under 
these resolutions, to the several persons entitled, and the 
amount paid to each. 

A Senator. Is the gentleman from Kentucky 
serious in offering that amendment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am serious. 

Mr. WELLER. We will all go for the amend- 
ment, provided the Senator from Kentucky will 
not make a speech. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SHIELDS. I move to strike out from the 
original resolution, the words “ under the direction 
of the same authority.” The object is, to leave 
the Sergeant-at-Arms to judge of the number of 
wagons and horses necessary to be employed in 
conveying documents to the post office, during the 
recess. Itis impossible that the committee can 
judge of it. If the committee were here during 
the recess, they could determine what would be 
necessary; but they will not be here, therefore this 
discretion should be given to the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

Mr. HUNTER. Can I submit a motion to go 
into Executive session? 

The PRESIDENT. Not until this subject is 
disposed of, 


Mr. DODGE, of Iowa. IThopetheamendment 


of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Suieips] will 
not be adopted.’ The resolution is now in the 
same terms as those of the resolution of last ses- 
sion. I think that the committee. should, have 
supervision of this matter. If my friend from 
Illinois were as well acquainted with this business 
as Lam, I think he would not persist in his amend- 
ment. 

_ Mr. SHIELDS. Very well; I will not persist 
in it. * 

The amendment was accordingly withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 
resolution as amended. 

Mr. GWIN. I offer the following amendment 
to the resolution: 

Resolved, That William Hickey, the principal executive 
clerk, be allowed and paid the same amount of éompenstion 
as is allowed to the principal legislative clerk, commencing 
with the present session of Congress. 

It is known that this gentleman has been per- 
forming double duty during the whole of the ses- 
sion. Heis a clerk at the Secretary’s desk, and 
we all know that his duties have been arduous and 
onerous. This amendment only proposes to put 
him on the same footing as the clerks who re- 
ceive $300. I trust thatthe amendment will be 
unanimously adopted. 

Mr. CLEMENS. If any of the persons pro- 
vided for in this report ought to be allowed extra 
compensation, the gentleman named in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from California ought to be 
provided for. But, in my opinion, none of these 
resolutions should pass. There is not an execu- 
tive officer in the Senate or House of Representa- 
tives who has not applied for an increase of com- 
pensation. In my opinion this has been the most 
reckless Congress, in regard to expenditures of 
this kind, that ever did assemble. There is not 
an officer in any of the Departments who has not 
applied for extra compensation. I take much 
pleasure in saying that this is one of the most 
meritorious cases which has been presented here. 
And if any of these clerks are to receive extra 
compensation, the gentleman named in this amend- 
ment is entitled to receive it. But I want it distinct- 
ly understood that I shall vote against them all. I 
have voted for none of them, and I intend to vote 
‘or none of them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CHASE. I entirely concur with the Sen- 
ator from Alabama, that this resolution contem- 
plates a most reckless expenditure of the publie 
money. It introduces, too, a very extraordinary 
principle—~a principle which, I think, ought to 
engage the attention of the country. We have 
made a contract for reporting and publishing our 
debates. We all know the character of the corps 
of reporters; we all know that they perform their 
duties well and skillfully; but we all know, too, 
that our contract is not with the corps of reporters, 
but with the gentlemen who employ them; and 
the proposition to pay a gratuity to the reporters 
is precisely of the same character as a proposition 
which has several times been agitated here, with- 
in the last few months, to pay the workmen em- 
ployed under one of your contractors. If the re- 
porters are to be paid in this way, then it would 
be proper that the workmen engaged in building 
the wings of your Capitol should also be paid. f 
will not detain the Senate at this late hour of the 
session, in commenting further on what I conceive 
to be objectionable in the resolution; but I will 
move to lay the resolution on the table, and on 
that motion I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 12, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Brodhead, Chase, Clem- 
ens, Downs, Hunter, Mason, Meriwether, Norris, Spru- 
ance, and Underwood—12. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bayard, Bell, Borland, Brooke, Cass, 
Charlton, Clarke, Cooper, Davis, De Saussure, Dodge of 
Iowa, Fish, Foot, Geyer, Gwin, Houston, James, Jones of 
Towa, Mangum, Miller, Morton, Rusk, Seward, Shields, 
Smith, Soulé, Wade, Walker, and Weller—29, 

So the motion to Jay the resolution on the table 
was rejected. 

Mr. BELL. I think there is some objection, 
on principle, to the state in which this resolution 
now stands. We propose here to pay a gratuity 
to reporters, who are not officers of the Senate. 
This subject was under the consideration of the 
Committee on the Contingent Fund, and it was 
suggested that if tnis payment were made, it would 
be difficult to determine where we should stop. If 
this could be placed on a safe principle, or on such 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


2471 


a ground as might be applied to the government 
of similar cases, | would have no objection what- 
ever to give this gratuity to the reporters as an 
acknowledgment on the part of the Senate of the 
fidelity with which they have made their reports. 
1 suggested to my friend from Iowa, who is chair- 
man of the committee, [Mr. Dovcx,] whether we 
could not here at once adopt a principle which 
would be safe in such cases. Those reporters 
who are admitted to the floor of the Senate ought 
to be in some sort under the control of the Senate. 
If this proposition can be amended in such a man- 
ner as that they could be recognized as officers, or 
with the view to such a proposition in future, 
taking care that no reporter should be admitted to 
the floor of the Senate but those who were actu- 
ally employed by the publishers of the Congres- 
sional Globe and Daily Union, then, I think, I 
should vote for it. But these persons should be 
such as receive the sanction of the Secretary of 
the Senate to come upon the floor; they SHould be 
recognized as persons proper to be employed here. 
I should have no objection to the proposition that 
those who have been employed during the session 
should be so recognized; and I think it would be 
proper that we should resolve that in future the 
Secretary of the Senate should recognize and sanc- 
tion such as ought to be admitted on this floor; 
and that no reporter should be admitted who has 
not such sanction. We would then have them 
under our control as officers of the Senate, and 
they would be subject to our reprehension in case 
of misconduct, and might, in such case, be ejected 
by the Presiding Officer. If that amendment was 
made, I think the principle would be sound. I 
say nothing against the amount proposed to be 
paid to these gentlemen, but I object to the prin- 
ciple as it is now embodied in that resolution. 

The resolution was then reported to the Senate; 
the amendments were concurred in, and the reso- 
lution was read a third time and passed, as fol- 
lows: 

lst. Resolved, That there be allowed and paid, under 
the direction of the Committee to Audit and Control the Con- 
tingent expenses of the Senate, to the persons in its em- 


ploy, the sums, respectively, which were allowed at the last 
session, and to Harry Dodson, John Brown, and Robert 
Carter, the sum of 350 each. 

Qd. Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms, under the di- 
rection of the same committee, be authorized to employ 
the messengers, pages, and folders, during the recess, in 
folding documents, and that the same price be paid there- 
for us was paid at the fast session; and that he be author- 
ized, under the same authority, to employ the necessary 
force of men and wagons to convey the documents to the 
city post office. 

3d. Resolved, That there be paid, under the direction of 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate, to each member of the respective 
corps of reporters to the Senate, $300. 

4th. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be 
authorized to employ an additional clerk, who shall be 
allowed the same compensation as the engrossing clerks. 

5th. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause 
to be published and laid on the table of Senators at the 
commencement of the next session, the sums paid under 
these resolutions to the several persons entitled, and the 
amount paid to each. i 

6th. Resolved, That William Hickey, the principal 
executive clerk, be allowed and paid the same amount of 
compensation as is allowed to the principal legislative 
clerk, commencing with the present session of Congress. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it had passed the bill from the Senate to 
constitute Alton, in the State of Illinois, a port of 
entry, with an amendment. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill, 
and it was concurred in. 

‘Also, a message announcing that the President 
of the United States had notified the House that 
he had signed House bill No. 144, entitled “ An 
act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to reduce 
and modify the rates of postage in the United 
States, and for other purposes,’ passed March 3, 
1851.” 

‘Also, “An act making appropriations for the 
‘ transportation of the United States mails by ocean 
‘steamers, and otherwise, during the fiscal year 
‘ ending the 30th June, 1853.” 

Also, ‘An act in addition to an act to promote 
the progress of the useful arts.”’ , 

Also, An act making appropriations for the 
‘current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
* Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
‘with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 
t June 30, 1853.” 


|| improvement of certain harbors and rivers.” 


i pension of the rule. That is the impression of the 


| tion of the United States mail by ocean steamers and | 


| ready the floor upon a question of order. 


Also, “An act making appropriations for the ! 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
and after some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and i 

The Senate adjourned to meet at nine o’clock 
to-morrow morning. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpary, August 30, 1852. 


The House metat eleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by the Rev. Lirrteron F. MORGAN. 


Mr. HAMMOND. I move to dispense with 
the reading of the Journal. j 

The SPEAKER. That motion is notin order, 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALL. I object. 

The Clerk then proceeded to read. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I hope Ishall 
be allowed to move to dispense with the further 
reading of the Journal. I understand it will take 
about an hour to read it. I suppose the Speaker 
has examined it and found it to be correct. If it 
be in order, I make that motion. 

Mr. HALL. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that the motion cannot be made without a sus- 


Chair. He, however, is not very certain upon 
the matter. | 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I will not ob- 
ject to dispensing with the reading of the Journal. 

here is, however, one portion to which I desire 
to call the attention of the House. When the 
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. EvcErroy] offered the 
resolution requiring the select committee for in- 
vestigating the conduct of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in relation to the Gardiner claim, to 
prosecute that investigation during the vacation, it 
was my impression that the committee would be 
allowed to make their report so soon as the inves- 
tigation should have been completed. If they are 
not authorized to make their report as soon as it 
is completed, the object which would detain the ! 
committee during the recess will be defeated. It 
will not be necessary that we should be detained 
here after the adjournment of Congress, unless we į 
can report the facts for the information of the 
country, or to those who are concerned. If it is 
to be laid over to the next session of Congress, the 
whole object will be defeated. 

A message was here received from the Senate, 
announcing the passage, by that body, of the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government during 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1853, with amend- | 
ments; 

A bill making appropriations for the support of | 
the Army during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1853, with amendments; 

A bill making appropriations for the service of | 
the Post Office Department during the fiscal year | 
ending June 30, 1853, with amendments; and f 

A bill making appropriations for the transporta- | 


otherwise, during the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1853, without amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed by a 
member of the Committee on Enrolled Bills that | 
it is next to impossible for them to get through 
with their labors—their number having been re- j 
duced from some cause. They ask, therefore, | 
that two additional members may be placed upon | 
the committee. Is it the pleasure of the House 
that the Speaker be empowered to appoint two | 
additional members upon that committee? 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered; | 
and the Speaker appointed Messrs. McN amr and 


GoopEnow. | 
The objection being withdrawn, the further 
reading of the Journal was dispensed with. 
Mr. CLARK. Irise to a question of order. | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I kape al- | 
rise | 
to move a correction of the Journal. I was pro- ; 
ceeding to state that when the gentleman from | 
Ohio (Mr. Enerrrox] moved, on Saturday, a 
resolution detaining the Select Committee during į 


i| and Means. 


the recess of Congress, I was under the impres- 
sion that they would be authorized to report the 
facts to the country as soon ag they should have 
completed their investigation. Unless this au- 
thority be given them, it will be wholly useless to 


i| require them to remain here during the recess; and 


it will be incurring additional expense for no pur- 
pose. I was under the impression that the reso- 
lution gave that authority; and I now ask the 
unanimous consent of the House for the Journal 
to be corrected, as to permit the committee to re- 
port to the Clerk of the House during the recess. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. object. : 

Mr. JOHNSON. I cannot see why gentlemen 
will object. The whole object will be defeated 
unless this authority be given; and I appeal to the 
gentleman to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. HOWE. I will withdraw my objection. 

The Journal was corrected accordingly. 

Mr. CLARK. I now rise to a question of order. 
I desire to know whether the first business in 
order is not to call the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads for reports ? 

The SPEAKER. That would be the first busi- 
ness in order but for the fact, that a bill reported 
from that committee has not been disposed of, and 
is now pending before the House as unfinished 
business. 

PATENT OFFICE REPORT. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the consent of the 
House to make a report from the Committee on 
Printing. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order at this time 
to make a report from that committee, except by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. GORMAN. 
read for information. 

It was read by the Clerk, as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 
of Representatives, one hundred thousand copies of the 
agricultural part of the Patent Office Report. 


There was no objection, and the resolution was 
received and agreed to. . 

Mr. PENN. I call for the regular order of 
business. 

TheSPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is the motion to lay on the table House bill 
No. 323, for the relief of the Memphis and Charles- 
ton or Tennessee, Mississippi and Alabama, the 
Alabama and Tennessee river, the Coosa, the New 
Orleans and Jackson, and the New Orleans and 
Opelousas, and Great Western Railroad Compa- 
nies. 

Mr. GORMAN. Idesire the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to make a motion from the 
Committee on Printing. Itis, that the mechanical 
part of the Patent Office Report, now lying upon 
your table, be taken up and printed. [ask that it 
may be done now; for, unless it be done, we shall 
not have time to do it during the present session 
of Congress. 

{Cries of “Agreed”? ‘Agreed !’’] 

There was no objection, and the motion was re- 
ceived and passed. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, there 
was a bill passed the Senate (No. 59) which was 
sent here and referred to the Committee of Ways 
Under their direction, I ask now that 
it may be taken up and acted upon. 


I ask that the report may be 


Mr. PENN, [insist upon the regular order of 
business. 
Mr. JONES. I hope I may be allowed to ask 


that Senate bill No. 59 be taken up and acted upon, 
It was referred to the Committee of Ways and 
Means a long time ago, and under the instructions 
of that committee I reported it back to the House. 
Itis a bill to provide compensation to suck persons 
as shall be designated by the Secretary of the 
Treasury to receive and keep the public money, 
under the fifteenth section of the act of August 6th, 
1846, to provide for additional services required 
under that act. By that act, the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to designate rertain officers 
as receivers at land offices, custom-house officers, 
and collectors, as depositaries of the public money, 
at points where there are no assistant treasurers. 

Mr. PENN. I call the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to order. He is making a speech, and con- 
suming the morning hour. I call for the regular 
order of business. 

Mr. JONES. [ hope the House will consent 
to take this bill up and pass it. It is one which 
will require no discussion. I have no interest in 
it, but I desire to see it taken up and passed. 
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Mr. PENN. I object, and: call the gentleman 
to order, | k / oy Ge, 
Mr. JONES. Well, sir, I call the’attention of 
the House to thé fact, thata gentleman objects who 
comès from a section of the country where there 
is an assistant treasurer. 2 0 0O 0 DS 
Mr. McQUEEN. “1 ask’ the gentleman from 
Louisiana to give way, to allow me to introduce a 
bill merely for the purpose of having it referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. PENN. ‘I will yield for that purpose. 
Mr. McQUEEN then, by unanimous consent, 
introduced a bill authorizing the adjustment and 
payment of the claims of William Hazard, Whig, 
for losses sustained by him during the war of the 
Revolution; which : was read a first and second 
time by its title, referred to” a Committee of the 
Whole House, made the order of ‘the’ day for.to- 
morrow, and, with the report” accompanying, 


ordered to bë printed. 0 O° + g 
_ Mr: HENDRICKS. I rise to'a’ question of |! 
order. I object to the transaction of any other 
business before the House proceeds to the regular 


order. 


DUTY ON RAILROAD IRON. 


The House then proceeded to the regular order 
of business, being the motion to lay on the table 
House bill No. 823; for the relief of the Memphis 
and Charleston or Tennessee, the Mississippi and 
Alabama, the Alabama‘and Tennessee River, the |! 
Coosa, the New Orleans and Jackson, and the 
New Orleans and Opelousas, and Great Western 
Railroad Companies. `>- 

Mr. ALLISON. Thisisanimportant bill. If 
jt-be in order, I move'that there be a call of the 
House. i . 

The SPEAKER. That motion is in order. 

Mr. IVES. {havea paper in my hand which 
T ask may be read for the information of the 
House. — ` ; 

Mr. PENN. I object. We have no time to || 
Spare, tec .. 

The question now being on ordering a call of 
the Fouse, ENER : at 

. Mr. ALLISON demanded the yeas and nays, 
and tellers on the yeas and nays, 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and Henpnricws were appointed. à 

The House was theù divided upon ordering the 
yeas and nays, and the tellers reported 46 in the 
affirmative—a sufficient number. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

_ Mr. BROOKS. I would suggest, as the yeas 
and nays have been ordered upon this bill—and it 
is quite evident that we cannot dispose of it during 
the morning hour—that, to save time, we now take 
up one of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. COBB, object. We can have at least 
one vote upon the bill before the morning hour 
expires, : i ry Not 

‘he SPEAKER. The yeas and nays have 
been ordered upon’ the motion that there be a call 
of the House, and they must be taken unless dis- 
pensed with by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OUTLAW. I rise to a question of order, 
I understand the previous question has been or- 
dered upon the passage of the bill. I submit that | 
it is not in order to move a call of the House after | 
the previous question has been ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from North Carolina that the previous 
question has not been seconded, and much less 
ordered. 

The question was taken, and there were—yeas 
51, nays 100. | 

So.a call of the House was not ordered. 

The question then recurred upon the motion to 
lay the bill upon the table. 

Mr. ALLISON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then put, and the result was 
—yeas 90, nays 80; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, Barrere, Bibig- 
haus, John H. Boyd, George H. Brown, Buell, Busby, Cart- 
ter, Chandler, Chapman, Cleveland, Cobb, Curtis, Daw- 
son, Dean, Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Duncan, Edgerton, 


Edmundson, Faulkner, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Henry 
M. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, | 


Green, Hamilton, Hammond, Hascall, Haven, Uoraford, | 
John W. Howe, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, | 
Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J: Glancy Jones, |i 
George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, ‘Letcher, |! 
Manu, Martin, Mason, McNair, Henry D. Moore, Morri- |} 
son, Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, Penniman, Perkins, || 
Phelps, Price, Reed, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, |! 


Ross,n avage, Schoonmaker, Seuddér, David L. Seymour, 


! OrigeS. Seymour, Skelton; Snow, Richard H. Stanton, 
Thaddeus Stevens, Thompson,.Thurston, Townshend, 


Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Washbuin, Wels, and Wil- 
drick—90. i 7 


NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, William ‘Appleton, 


Watkins, Addison White, Alexander White, Wilcox, and 
Woodward—8v. ret ' 


So the bill was laid on the table. 


Mr. JENKINS. . I move to reconsider the vote 
just taken, by which the bill was ordered to lie 
upon the table, and move to lay the motion to re- 
consider. upon the table. . ; 

Mr. BAYLY. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon that motion... 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr.. COBB. For the sake of saving time, I 
am willing to make a compromise in this matter. 
If it meets the concurrence of the House, I will 
move to postpone.the consideration of the motion 


| til the second day of the next session of Con- 


gress. d : ' ; 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. JENKINS. I will not object to the gentle- 


man’s motion to postpone, if he will alter the day 
to the fourth Tuesday of the next session. 

Mr. COBB. I will accept that amendment. 
_ Mr. KING, of New York. J object to the mo- 
tion to postpone. 

The SPEAKER. Then the question must be 


; taken upon the motion to lay upon the table the 


motion to reconsider. 

Mr. COBB. Ifthe question is to benow decided, 
I ask. for a call of the House; and upon that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

_ CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. There is a contest going on 
about this bill which is not likely. to be soon set- 
tied. I beg leave to say to the House, that the 
Committee of Conference upon the civil and dip- 
lomatic bill are ready to report; and that it is ab- 
solutely necessary that that bill should be disposed 
of at an early hour, or it will be impossible to: en- 
roll it between now and the time of the adjourn- 
ment. Iam. fearful it cannot be done even now. 
I ask, therefore, that the Committee of Confer- 
ence be now permitted to report. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I will say to the gentleman 
from [llinois, in all fairness, that if the morning 
hour is to be taken up in this kind of contest, it 
would be much better to do away with it alto- 
gether. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Is the morning hour out? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. The morning 
hour expires at twenty minutes past twelve 
o’clock. : 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I hope the gentle- 
man from Hlinois (Mr. Ficxiiy) will withdraw 
his objection. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I call for the règ- 
ular order of business: 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness is on the question whether there shall be a 
call of the House. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered upon the 
motion for a call of the House. - 

{Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on Én- 
rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the “Act 
to amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the 


~ 


| ‘better security of the lives of passengers on board 


t of vessels propelled in whole or in part by steam, 
‘and for other purposes;’’’ which thereupon re- 
ceived the signature of the Speaker.] 

Mr. COBB. I have no disposition to impede 


|: the progress of business, but it has been suggested | 
| by persons opposed to 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I call the gentle- 
man to order. ; 

[Cries of ** Order!?? * Order !”? **Order!??J 

The SPEAKER. Discussion is out of order. 


Mr. COBB. I am willing that it should be 
postponed until next session. 

[Cries of “t Order”? “ Order °] 

The SPEAKER. A'mòtion to postpone is not 
in order so long as a motion for a call of the 
House, or a motion to lay upon the table either, is 
pending. _ 

Mr. KING, of New York. 
ular order of business. ; 
' The SPEAKER. Itisupon a call of the House, 
and-upon that the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. STUART. I wish to state a question of 
order. As I understand the decisions of the Chair 
heretofore made, when the previous question is 
ordered upon a bill—— ? 

Mr. KING, of New York. The previous ques- 
tion has not been ordered upon this bill. 

Mr.STUART. Tunderstood that it had been. 

The SPEAKER. It was demanded, but not 
seconded. , ; 

(Here a message was received from the Senate, 
informing the House that the Senate had agreed 
to the report of the Committee of Conference’ on 
| the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill.] 

Mr. BISSELL. Has the morning hour ex- 

ired? , 
p The SPEAKER. It has not, 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the roll upow 
the motion fora call of the House; pending which, 
the morning hour having expired, 

Mr. FICK LIN said: I believe the morning hour 
has expired, and I move that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 
pired, but the yeas and nays are being called upon 
a motion to order a call of the House, and it can- 
not be dispensed with except by unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I hope it will be dispensed 
with by unanimous consent. The object was to 
éxhaust the morning hour, and that object is ac- 
complished. . . 

No objection was made and further proceedings 
in the call were dispénséd with. 

CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to make a report from 
the Committee of Conference upon the disagreeing 
votes of the two Hlouses upon the civil and diplo- 
matic bill: I will state, in addition to other rea- 
sons for desiring to advance that bill as rapidly 
aë. possible, that it may be enrolléd in time, T 
understood from one of the Senators upon the 
Committee of Conference, a few moments ago, 
that he had received a line from the President, 
saying that, it would be impossible to look over 
the bill unless we act hastily upon it; and he made 
i a special request that an expeditious course should 
be pursued with it. I.call the previous question. 

‘The previous question was seconded. 

The report of the Committee of Conference was 
then read, as follows: 


The Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 196) “making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Govern- 
ment for the year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for 
other purposes,” having met, and after full and free confer- 
ence, have agreed to recommend, and do recommend to the 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House of Representatives do agree to the ist, 
2d, 7th, 8th, llth, 19th, 13th, 14th, 17th, 18th, 20th, 21st, 
24th, 25th, 26th, th, 32d, 34th, 36th, 37th, 38th, 39th, 43d, 
45th, 46th, 48th, 49th, Slst, 53d, 54th, 56th, 58th, 59th, 62d, 
63d, 64th, 65th, 66th, 67th, 68th, 69th, 70th, 71st, 72d, 73d, 
74th, 75th, 76th, 78th, 79th, 82d, 83d, 84th, 85th, 90th, AT st, 
94th, 95th, 96th, 97th, 1024, 103d, 104th, 106th, 107th, 109th, 
110th; 212th, 113th,-124th, and 119th amendinents of the 
Senate. i 

That the two Houses do agree tothe 5th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment: Page 2, line I, after the 
word “‘ accounts,” insert the words “of Thomas Ritchie, 
assignee of William M. Belt.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 6th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 3, inline 
20, after the word “dollars,” insert the following words: 
t Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be ap- 
plied to the enlarging of the present or the erection of new 
buildings. ”? 
| _ That the two Houses do agree to the 19th amendment of 

the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 6, in 
line 2, strike-out the words “nine thousand four hundred 
and eightv-five,?? and insert in lieu thereof the words 
: “seven thousand.” i 
That the two Houses do agree to the 31st amendment of 
| the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 9, inline 
| 5, after the word “of,” strike out the words “ two thousand 
| eight hundred,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “one 
| thousand five hundred.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 35th amendment of 
| the Senate, with an ainendment, as follows: Page 11, strike 
out Jines from 1 to 7 inclusive. 

Page 11, in line 10, after the word “ Iowa,” strike out all 
| of the paragraph, and insert in lieu thereof the following 


T call for the reg- 


o 
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words: “For thë expenses of the United States ‘district | 

“eourt, which were paid by said county prior to the first: 
‘day of Januaty, one thousand eight -hundred and forty-: 
‘four. And if, upon such examination, he is satisfied that 
t prior to the first day of January, one thousand eight hun- 
* dred and forty-four, the said county-has paid money which, 
‘in accordance with the instructions of the First Comptrol- 
“ler of the Treasury, dated December nineteenth, ove thou- 
‘sand eight hundred and forty-three, should have been paid 
‘by the marshal of the United States for said Territory, he 
‘is directed to audit and allow the same: Provided, Thatthe 
‘amount thus allowed shall not exceed the sum of $12,000, - 
‘which is hereby appropriated for that purpose.’ 

That the two Houses do agree to’ the 40th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 12; in line 
2, strike out the words “sixteen thousand five hundred,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words, ‘* twenty thousand.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 41st amendment of the 
Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 12, in line 2, 
strike out the words ‘sixteen thousand five hundred,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the words. “ twenty thousand.’? 

‘That the two Houses do agree to the 50th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 17, strike 
out lines from 1 to 6 inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “ For purchasing a site and the construction ofa 
“suitable building at Richmond, Virginia, for custom- house, 
€ post office, court-rooms, and other offices of the United 
¢ States, $100,000: Provided, That the said Jot and building 
‘shall be exempted from city and all other taxes whatever, 

`t by the act of the Legislature of Virginia: And provided 
‘further, That before the Secretary of the ‘Treasury shall 
€ erect the said building, it shall first be his duty to procure 
“a proper site or Jot of ground, and to make a contract or 
€ contracts for the erection of said building, and furnishing 
€ the same at a’ sum or sums which shall not in the whole 
exceed the sum of $150,000, inclusive of said lot, which 
t said contract or contracts shall be secured by good and suf- 
‘ ficient sureties, to the satisfaction of the said Secretary of 
“the Treasury and President of the United States.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 52d amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 18, strike 
out lines from J to 10 inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “ For purchasinga site and the construction 
‘of a suitable building at Waldoboro’, Maine, for custom- 
€ house, post office, and other offices of the United States, 
‘and furnishing the same, $12,000: Provided, That the 
“said lot and building shall be exempted from city and 
‘all other taxes whatever, by the act of the Legislature of 
‘Maine: And provided further, That before the Secretary 
‘of the Treasury shall erect the said building, it shall first 
‘be his duty to procure a proper site or lot of ground, and to 
make a contract or contracts for the erection of said build- 
‘ing. and furnishing the same, at'a sum or sums which 
‘shall not in the whole exceed the sum of $12,000, inclu- 
‘sive of said lot, which said contract or contracts shall be 
“secured by good and sufficient sureties, to the satisfaction 
‘of the said Secretary of the Treasury and President of the 
“United States.” 

. That the two Houses do agree to the 80th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 30, in 
line 1, after the word * of,” strike out the word “ four,” and 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ two.” 

Page 30, in line 4, afterthe word “ bridge,” strike out the | 
words ¢ two thousand seven hundred and fifty-five dollars,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘ one thousand three 
hundred and seventy-seven dollars and fifty cents.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 92d amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 39, in 
line 3, after the word ‘thousand’? strike out the words 
“five hundred.” 

That the two Houses do agree to the 105th amendment of 
the Senate, with anamendment, as follows: Page 43, strike 
out tines from 7 fo 10 inclusive. 

That the two Houses do agree to the 108th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows : Page 45, strike 
out lines from 1 to 9 inclusive, and insert in lieu thereof the 
following: “ Alt whose compensation shall exceed $1,200, 
“and shail be less than $1,600, shall receive an additional 
‘compensation of ten per cent. upon the amount of their | 
‘salaries: Provided, That no salary shalt be increased to 
«more than $1,600 by the per cent. or additional compen- ; 
t sation herein provided for.” i 

That the two Houses do agree to the 111th amendment of | 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 46, in | 
line 17, strike out after the word “ States” all to the end of | 
the paragraph. | ‘ 

That the tWo Houses do agree to the 115th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 49, in 
line 3, after the word “agent” insert the words “ for Cal- 
ifornia.” ` g 

Page 49, in line 8, after the word ‘ and,” strike out the 

word “assistant,” and insert in lieu thereofthe word “ as- 
xociate.”” cnt 2 

Page 49, in line 10, after the word “ commissioners,” in- 
gert the words ‘on private land claims in California. ”? 

That the two Houses do agree to the 117th amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page SL, in 
line 13, strike out the word “seven,” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word * five.”? , 

Page 51, in line 15, after the word “of,” strike out the 
word ‘‘ eighteen,” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“sixteen.” ` 

Page 51, in line 15, after the word “dollars,” strike out 
the word “ one,” and insert in lieu thereof the word “two.” | 

Page 51, in line 16, after the word “of,” strike out the | 
word ‘sixteen,?? and insert in lieu thereof the word | 
& twelve.” | 

l 


Page 51, in line 17, strike out the word “‘ one,” and insert 
in lieu thereof the word “two.” y 

Page 51, in tine 17, after the word “ of,” strike out “ four- 
teen hundred,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “one ! 
thousand.’? r i 

Page 51, in line 18, strike out all after the word *¢ dollars,” | 
to the end of the 19th line. 

That the two Houses do agree to the 120th amendment of | 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 52, in 
line 1, strike out after the word * enacted,” to the end of | 
line ll inclusive, and in lieu thereofinsert: ‘That from and | 
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f after the passage of this act, in lieu of the compensation - 
t now allowed:by law for his services, there shall be paid 
€ hereafter to each of the deputy naval officers at the ports 
‘of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and New 
© Orleans, $2,000 per annum, to be paid out of the fund for 
‘the expenses of collecting the revenue.?? : , 

That the two Houses do agree to the i2Ist amendment of 
the Senate, with amendments, as follows: Page 2,in line 5, 
strike out “ eighteen,” and instead thereof insert ‘sixteen. ?? 

Page 2, in line 7, strike out the word “ fourteen,” andin 
Heu thereof insert “twelve.” 

That the two Houses do agree tothe 122d amendment of 
the Senate, with an amendment, as follows: Page 54, in 
line 9, after the word “ done,” insert the word and.”? 

Page 54, inline 10, after the word ** completion,” strike 
out all to the end of the section, and insert in lieu thereof. 
the following : ** According to his contract prices, with such 
* proportion of $50,006, in addition thereto, as the amount or 
“the work pertormed by him bears to the amount of work 
‘ done by the printer for the Thirty-first Congress, when es- 
‘timated under his contract prices.’ 

And that the Senate do recede from their 3d, 4th, 9th, 
10th, 15th, 16th, 22d, 234, 27th, Hth, 30th, 33d, 42d, 44th, 
47th, 55th, 57th, 60th, 6lst, 77th, 8lst, 86th, 87th, 88th, 89th, 
93d, 98th, 99th, 100th, 101st, 116th,.and 118th amendments. 

GEO. S, HOUSTON, 
WM. APPLETON, 
G. W. JONES, 
House Committee of Uonferenec:i` 
R. M. r. HUNTER, 
J. R. UNDERWOOD, 
JOHN B. WELLER, 
Senate Committee of Conference. 


The following shows in detail the action of the 
committee: 

Amendments to be agreed to. 

That the House of Representatives do agree to 
the following amendments of the Senate: 

Ist. Strike out “ four” and insert “ ten,” in the 
following section: 

t For compensation and mileage of Senators, $104,776. 7? 

2d. After line QI insert: 

“ For compensation of Senators, Members of the House 
of Representatives, and Delegates, $50,000.” 

7th. In page 14, after line 13, insert: 

“For the publication of the Jefferson Papers, under 
the direction of the Library Committee, in addition to the 
balance of an unexpended appropriation, $3,000. 

8th. Strike out “twenty-one,” and insert 
“ twenty-two,” in the following section: 

¢¢ For publishing the Laws in pamphlct form, and in the 
newspapers of the States and Territories, and in the city 
of Washington, $21,325.” 

llth. In the proviso to the clause making ap- 
propriation for temporary clerks in the Third Aud- 
itor’s Office, insert ‘* compensation” in the place 
of “per diem,” so that it will read: 

* Provided, That no clerk shall receive more than at the 
rate of $1,000 per annum under this act, except one, whose 
salary shail be $1,600, and four, whose compensation shall į 
be $4 per day.” 

12th and 13th. Insert “eight” in the place of 
“four,” and the word ‘* three” in the place of 
“ one,” in the following clause: 

& For compensation of the Register of the Treasury, and j 
the clerks, messengers, and assistant messengers in hig 
office, $30,400. The salary of one of the clerks created by 
the act of 20th of April, 1818, being hereby increased to 
$1,000 per annum.” 

14th. Insert the following in page 8, after line | 
13, viz: 

“For the temporary employment of additional clerks in 
the Auditor’s office of the Treasury for the Post Office De- 
partment, to compute postmasters’? commissions, rendered 
necessary by the act of Congress reducing the rates of post- 
age, $10,000.” 

17th. Under the head oft‘ Executive Buildings,” | 
in page 13, lines 10 and 11, strike out “ $10,000” 
and insert ‘ $14,500, in the following clause: 

«t For Jabor, fuel, and lights, $10,000.” 

18th. Under the same head, strike out $2,500”? | 
and insert ‘* $4,000,” in the following clause: i 
«For fuel, watching, and miscellaneous items for the 
same, $2,500.” $ 

20th. Under the head ‘* Contingent expenses of | 
the Department of the Interior,” in page 14, line 
27, add the following: 

« For Library books and maps, $1,000. 

21st. Under the head of‘ War Department,” 
insert: 

“For compensation of an additional clerk in the office of | 
the Commissary General of Subsistence, $1,000.77 

24th. Insert under head ‘‘ Southwest Executive 
Building:” ` 


« For an additional watehman of the Southwest Execu- | 


tive Building, $500.” 
25th. Under the head of ‘Post Office Depart- 
ment” Insert: 


“ For compensation of one additional clerk in the office 
of the Postmaster General, $1,000.”” 


26th. Under the head of ‘Contingent expenses of 


| the Post Office Department,” strike out ‘$10,500 
and insert $12,500,°’ in the clause appropriating 

for blank books, binding, stationery, fuel for the 

General Post Office Building, oil, gas, and candles, 

printing, labor, day watchmen, and for miscella- 

neous expenses, &c. 

29th. Under the head of‘ Appropriation for the» 
New Orleans Mint,” insert: 

“ For the proportion due by said Mint, for square block 
paving. from Esplanade to Barrick streets, to be paid. to 
Thomas Hynes, $1,265 40.” A 

32d. Amend the followin 
the part in italics: 

« For salary of the Reporter of the Decisions of the Su- 
preme Court, $1,300 for each volume, published by the direc- 
tion of the Supreme Court.” 


g section: by adding’ 


34th. In the clause making appropriation for 
defraying the expenses of the supreme court, cir- 
cuit and district courts of the United States, &c., 
increase the sum from “$550,000” to ¢*$630,000.”” 
» 86th. Strike out $45,000” and insert in lieu 
thereof ‘$59,057 32,” in the following clause: 


* For expenses of weighing and mooring, cleansing-and 
repairing, and supplying losses of beacons, buoys, chains: 
and anchors, $45,000.” 


37th and 38th. Insertin page 32, line 22: 


“ For compensation of the Treasurer of the branch Mint 
at San Francisco, California, $4,500 ;” 


and in consequence increase the appropriations in 
the clause for additional salariés of treasurers of the 
Mint and branch Mint from “$1,500” to “86,000.” 

39th. Strike out ‘$9,600” and insert in lieu 
thereof, ‘And a clerk for the treasurer of the 
branch Mint at San Francisco, California, at a 
salary of $2,500, $12,100,”’ in the following clause: 


“ For salaries of ten additional clerks authorized by the 
act of August 6, 1848, $9,600.” 


43d. Strike out ‘five’ and insert ‘‘seven”’ in the 
following clause: x 


“For compensation to special agents to examine the 
books, accounts, arid money on hand in the several deposi- 
tories, under the act of August 6, 1846, $5,000.” 


_ 45th. Insert in page 35, after line 20, the follow- 
ing: 

“ For completing the construction of the marine hospital 
at San Francisco, California, and for arranging the grounds, 
fencing, furnishing warming apparatus, and superintend- 
ence thereof, $130,000.” 


46th. Insert: 


. “ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and directed to parchase a suitable site in 
Portland, in the State of Maine, or in such place in the 
inimediate vicinity thereof, as he shall deem proper, and to 
cause to be erected thereon, under his direction, a marine 
hospital for the relief of sick and disabled seamen ; and for 
that purpose the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated ont of any money in the ‘I'reasury not other- 
wise appropriated. ?? 


48th. In page 35, line 26, to the following 
| clause, viz: 


“ For continuing the construction of the custom-house at 
New Orleans, Louisiana, 3150,0007— 


add the following: 


“ Subject to the limitations and restrictions imposed on 
the appropriation made for the same object at the last ses- 
sion of Congress: And provided, Thatin case the superin- 
tendence of the building be confided to an officer detailed 
from the Corps of Topographical Engineers, the acting 
Architect be dispensed with, and the said Superintendent 
allowed compensation not exceeding $8 per day.” 


49th. In page 35, after line 26, insert the follow- 
Ing: 

“ For purehasing a site, and the construction of a suitable 
building at Wilmington, Delaware, for custom-house, post 
| office, court-rooms, and other offices of the United States, 
and furnishing the same, $25,000: Provided, That the said 
lot and building shall be exempted from city and all other 
taxes whatever, by the act of the Legisiature of Delaware : 
And provided further, That before the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall erect the said building, it shall first be his 
duty to procure a proper site, orlot of ground, and to make 
pa contract, or contracts, for the erection of said byilding 
; and furnishing the same, at a sum or sums which shall not 
in the whole exceed the sum of $25,000. inclusive of said 
lot, which said contract or contracts shall be secured by 
good and sufficient sureties, to the satisfaction of the said 
Secretary of the Treasury and President of the United 
States. 


5ist. In page 36, after line 6, insert the follow- 
ing: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
an addition to the custom-house at Baltimore, and to re- 
pair and alter the edifice, $110,000; said sum to cover all 
expenses of purchase, repair, and improvement.” 

53d and 54th. In page 36, line 14, strike out the 
| word ‘* Prussia,” and also ‘¢ 27,000,” and insert 
i| «© 18,000,” in the following section: 


“For outfit of Ministers of the United States to Great 
i] Britain, Prussia, and Mexico, $27,000.77 
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- 56th. Strike out. “ thirty? and insert “ forty,” 
in the following: cae ` i 

t Forcontingentexpenses of foreign intercourse, $30,000.” 

. 58th. In page 39, after line 1, insert the follow- 
ing: i J 

Eto enable the President of the United States to make 

compensation to the Spanish, consul and other, subjects of 
Spain residing at New Orleans, and subjects of Spainat Key 
West, for losses occasioned by violence in the year 1851, 
arising from. intelligence then recently received at those 
places of the execution of certain persons at Havana, who 
had recently invaded the Island of Cuba, $25,000: Provided, 
That before. payments be made under this appropriation the 
President of the United States shall cause an investigation 
to be made of such alleged losses, and that the same, to- 
gether with the reasonable costs of the investigation, shall 
be paid on the certificate of the Secretary of State that the 
same are proven to the satisfaction of the President.” 


59th. Insert in the same page the following: 


. For compensation to Peter Parker, as Acting Chargé 
d’ Affaires at Canton, China, for two years from the 24th of 
May, 1850, to the 24th of May, 1852, which shall be in full 
for all demand for such services for the period named, 
4,000.9 

62d. Insert the following: 


«c For compensation to Charles D. Arfwedson, Consul of 
the United States at Stockbotm, Sweden, for diplomatic 
services rendered as Chargé d'Affaires at that place, by the 
instruction of the Secretary of State, from the recall of Mr. 
Ellsworth to the arrival of Mr. Schroeder, appointed Chargé 
@? Affaires from the 24th of July, 1849, to the 22d day ot*April, 
1850, a period of eight months and twenty-nine days, being 
one half of the salary of a Chargé d’Affaires, and in full of 
all such services for the period named, $1,681 25.” 


63d. Insert the following: 

«That the Secretary of State cause the accounts of 
Joseph Balestier, late special agent of the United States in 
Asia, to be settled in such manner as to alow him his trav- 
eling and other necessary expenses incurred in‘returning 
to the United States, after receipt of notice of the termina- 
tion of his mission, and that his salary as such agent be al- 
lowed from the time when it was discontinued until a rea~ 
sonable time for his return, not exceeding six months, to be 
paid outof any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated.” 


64th. Insert the following: 

“To Anthony Ten Eyck, for additional compensation as 
Iate Consul to the Sandwich Islands, being the same amount 
allowed by actof September 30th, 1850, to Charles Eames, 
his successor, $2,000.” 


65th, In page 39, line 14, strike out <‘ $30,000,” 
and insert, *‘ $34,240,” in the following section: 


“For incidental expenses of the several land offices, 
$30,000. 


66th. Strike out “ten,” and insert “ two,” in 
the following section: 

“For surveying ten thousand six hundred and twenty-five 
miles of meridian, base and standard lines, meandering and 
survey of trregular or river lots, &c., ata rate not exceeding 
fifteen dollars per mile, $39,375.” 


67th and 68th. Insert in the following clause the 
words in italics: 


*¢ Por surveying private claims in California, which may 
have been presented in good faithto the Board of Land Com- 
missioners, $22,500. Provided, That the authority hereby 
conferredon the Surveyor General shall apply only to such 
unconfirmed causes as in the gradual extension of the lines of 
the public surveys he shall find within the immediate sphere 
of his operations, and which he is satisfied ought to be re- 
spected and actually surveyed in advance of confirmation.” 


69th. After line 13, page 42, insert the follow- 
ing: 

“ For subdividing the Islands of Santa Cruz, San Miguel 
or Santa Rosa, San Bernard, Santa Catalina, San Clemente 
or San Salvador, San Nicolas, and Santa Barbara, on the 
coast of California, by the Coast Survey, according to such 
plan as may be devised by the General Land Office, so that 
said islands may be readily disposed of under the laws of 
the United States, and in establishing the nec ry corners 
along the meanders, with which to connect the lines of the 
subdivisions under this appropiation, $20,000; Provided, 
That the Superintendent of the Coast Survey shall return 
to the General Land Office two compiete maps and field 
notes of said subdivisions, with the mennders and connec- 
tions aforesaid, one of which shall be for the records of the 
Surveyor General: And provided further, That all Jeases 
of any of said islands, or of any part of either of them now 
outstanding, shal! be regarded as without authority, and 
void.” 


70th. Insert in page 42, after line 17, the follow- 
ing: 

* For completing the geological survey of the iron region 
of that portion of Michigan which borders on Lake Supe- 
rior, $1,500. 

Vist. Insert the following: 


For defraying the expense of surveying and marking the 
boundary between the States of Missouri and Towa, under 
the recent decision and order of the Supreme Court, 
$11,042 68.” 

72d, In page 42, after line 20, insert: 

« For the compensation of a clerk in the office of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, $1,000, 

73d. In page 44, after line 3, insert: 


«“ Por compensation of two additional day watchmen, to 
ha employed in preserving the public grounds about the 


Capitol, authorized by the act of May 15, 1850, to supply 
deficiencies, and the act of September 30, 1850, making 


appropriations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of the - 


Government, at 9500. cach, $1,000. . 

74th. In page 44, line- 13; strike out $600” 
and insert ** $1,000,” in the following clause: 

tt For the purchase of manure for the publie grounds, 
$600.7? 

75th. In page 44, after line 20, insert: 


“To complete and revise the grades in the city of Wash- 
ington, and to determine the pians for the draining and 
sewerage thereof, $6,000; the surveysand plans to be made 
by the engineer now in charge of that duty, under the direc- 
tion of the President of the United States.” 


76th. Insert: 


«To enable the President of the United States to cause 
the necessary surveys, projects, and estimates to be made 


for determining the best means of affording the cities of- 


Washington and Georgetown an unfailing and abundant 
supply of good and wholesome water, report thereof to be 
made to Congress at its next session, the sum of $5,000, or 
so much thereof as may be found necessary.”’ 


78th. Insert: 


«t For defraying the expenses incurred in the improve- 
ment, andgfor embellishing the triangular space on the 
north side of Pennsylvania avenue, between 13th and 14th 
streets, @5,150.7? 


79th. Insert: 


«T'o enable the Secretary of the Interior, under the dirce- 
tion of the President of the United States, to purchase a 
site in the neighborhood of Washington, and for the erec- 
tion, furnishing, and fitting up of an asylum for the insane 
of the District of Columbia, and of the Army and Navy of 
the United States, $100,000: Provided, 'That the whole ex- 
pense of purchasing the site, and of erecting, furnishing, 
and fitting up the building, shall not exceed the sum herein 
appropriated.” 


82d. In page 45, line 14, insert: 


“For defraying the expenses incurred in the improve- 
ment of Lafayette Square, $3,988.” 


83d. In page 45, line 17, to the following clause— 


t For the completion of the east wing of the Patent Office 
Building, $103,000"— 


add the following: 


“ Provided, That the work and materials furnished by con- 
tract for said building, and likewise the material for the ex- 
tension of the Capitol, be ineasured agreeably to the original 
contracts; and that no further payments be made until the 
measurementis made and reported. The contracts and the 
proposals to be put in the hands of the measurer, and he or 
they to be sworn before entering on duty to examine and 
measure, and report every part of the work and materials, 
without deviation from the contracts and proposals ; andif it 
be shown that any extra materials are used, they to be rated 
at the pro rata price, for materiuls only, and entered in a 
separate column ofthe account, and the same rule of meas- 
urement to be applied to all other buildingsand other public 
works and contracts in this District. And it shall be the 
duty of the Comptroier of the ‘Treasury to arrest and stop 
any voucher not made in form and in accordance with the 
terms of the contract against which it is drawn. And it is 
hereby made a penal offense for any measurer or inspector 
of work or disbursing officer, to make or present, or to pass 
or attempt to pass, any falsely made or fictitious voucher 
to draw money from the ‘Treasury on any contracts or ac- 
counts whatever; and that all contracts shall hereafter be 
advertised at Jeast sixty days betore letting, and that all 
contracts now existing in relation to building the additions 
to the Capitol, as well as the Patent Office, not made 
according to law, are hereby canceled atthe end of sixty 
days, and notice of the same shall be given in all the news- 
papers in the city of Washington. And that all contracts 
of every description, which have been made without public 
notice having been given, Where notice was required, shall 
be canceled after sixty days’ notice having been given in 
the newspapers of this city: Provided, also, That good and 
sufficient security shall be given for twice the amount of 
money at any time to be advanced to the contractor, under 
any contract, and that bids shall be opened in presence of 
the bidders, ifthey or any one of them should be present, and 
that notice to that effect shali be given in the advertisement 
for proposals, to be published agreeably to this proviso. 
And ail contracts made without a appropriation of money 
for an object, the subject of a contract, are hereby canceled 
and declared void.” - 


84th. Strike out, in page 45, line 18, the word 
t“ furnishing” and insert the word “ finishing,” in 
the clause appropriating for the front of the base- 
ment of the center building of the Patent Office. 

85th. Insert in the following clause, in page 45, 
the words in italics: 

& For the erection of the west wing of the Patent Office 


Building, and completing the drains for said building and 
the Post Office Building, $150,000.7’ 

90th. Insert the following: 

“For grading and paving with round stone the carriage 
way of Pennsylvania avenue from Seventeenth street west 
to Roek Creek, setting curb-stone on each side thereof at 
the distance of twenty-five feet from the building line, and 
re-laying the flag foot-ways at the intersection of the cross 
streets, 320,000.” 

9ist. Amend the clause in relation to the com- 
mission to settle land claims in California, so as 
to allow them to employ three clerks instead of 
two. 


94th. Insert in page 47, after line 27: 


* As indemnity to Jonathan Elliott, commercial agent of 
the United States at Santa Domingo, for amount by him ex- 
pended in maintaining refugees in the late revolution at that 
place, #600.” 


95th. Strike out “fifty,” and insert “ forty- 
nine,” in the following clause: 


“ For clerk hire, stationery, rent, fuel, and contingencies, 
in the completion of the census of 1850, $50,000. 


96th. Insert in page 49, at the end of the fol” 
lowing clause: 


“For running and marking the boundary line between 
the United States and Mexico, under the treaty of Guada- 
lupe H-dalgo, 120,0007?— 
the following: 

* Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
used or expended until it shall be made satisfactorily to ap- 
pear to the President of the United States that the southern 
boundary of New Mexico is not established by the Commis- 
sioner and Surveyor of the United States further north of 
the town called t Paso’ than the same is taid down on Dis- 
turneli’s map, which is added to the treaty.” 


97th. Strike out “‘ place” and insert “ plan” in 
the following clause: 


“For the purpose of erecting a pedestal in Lafayette 
Square, for the equestrian statue of Andrew Jackson, on 
such place as may be approved of by the artist for that work, 
$5,000. 7? 

102d and 103d. Insert the words in italics in 
the following Senate amendment: 

& For establishing the branch of the United States Mint 
at San Francisco, California, in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the law approved the third day of July, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two, the sum of $300,000: Provided, That 
no contract for materials, or for the purchase, lease, rent, 
or erection of building shall be made, except to the lowest 
bidder, after sixty days’ advertisement in at least three 
newspapers, two of which shall be published in the State 
of Calitornia: And provided further, That nothing herein 
contained shall prevent the transfer of machinery and ma- 
terials from the United States Mint or branches to the 
Branch Mint at San Francisco ata fair valuation: Provided 


further, That said contract or contracts for the building and 


machinery for said Branch Mint shall not in the whole, for 
the completion, exceed the sum of $300,000. > 


104th. Insert: 


‘¢ For the payment of the balance due to the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts, under the fifth article of the treaty 
of Washington, for balance of expenses incurred by said 
State in protecting the northeastern frontier, the same hav- 
ing been heretofore settled at the Treasury of the United 
States, but unpaid for want of an appropriation, $305 81.” 


106th. In page 55, after line 1, insert: 


“To enable the Secretary of State to purchase one hun- 
dred copies of the Synoptical Index, to complete the series 
of Statutes at Large, heretofore anthorized by law, at $3 50 
per volume, $350.”? 


107th, 109th, 110th. In the following section 
strike out the words in brackets, and insert the 
words in italics: 


« And be it further enacted, That the clerks, messengers, 
watchmen, and laborers, employed at an annual salary, or 
in temporary positions in the executive and legislative de- 
partments of the Government, in the city of Washington, 
{whose compensation does nut exceed $1,200 per annum, 
shall in addition thereto be allowed the following annual 
increase of compensation, commencing from the first day 
of the present fiscal year, viz: Atl] whose annual compen- 
sation does not exceed $1,200, shall in addition thereto be 
allowed an increased compensation of twenty percent.: all 
whose annual compensation exceeds $1,200, and is less than 
$2,000, shqil receive un increased compensation of ten per 
cent., and those whose salaries amount to or exceed $2,000, 
shall receive an additional compensation of five per cent., 
and the same per centum or additional compensation shall 
be allowed and pail to the clerks and employees in the Wash- 
ington city post office; and that the same shall be paid out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated : 
Provided, That this section shal! not extend to more than 
one salary of any person receiving a salary for discharging 
the duties of more than one office at the same time, or to. 
any person who does not actually discharge tlie duties of 
the office for which he receives such salary, or to any-per-. 
son engaged in prosecuting any claim, other than his own, 
betore any of the Departments, or Congress; and that in case 
any pay or accounting officer of the Government shall pay 
said additional per centage to any such person, it shall be a 
misdemeanor in the person knowingly paying or receiving 
such additional per centage, rendering each liable to indict- 
ment and punishment by fineand imprisonment: [Provided 
further, That the provisions of this section shall not apply 
to any person whose compensation has been increased at 
the present session of Congress:] Provided further, That 
the increase of salary given by this section shall not extend 
beyond the present fiscalyear, without further legislution.’? 


112th. Insert: 


“Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the collector of 
the customs at the port of New Orleans be, and he hereby 
is, authorized to appoint, with the approbation of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, three head-gaugers for the said port, 
atan annual salary of $1,500 each, instead of the force now 
employed in the gauger’s department atthe port aforesaid.’? 


113th. In page 58, after section 8, insert the 
following: 


‘Sec. 10. And beit further enacted, That where any 
moneys shall have remained unexpended upon any appro- 
priations by law other than for the payment of interest on 
the funded debt, or the payment of interest and reimburse- 
ment, according to contract, of any loan or loans made on 
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acconnt of the United States, as likewise moneys appro- 


priated for a purpose in respect to which a larger duration | 


is specially assigned by law. for more than two years after 
the expiration of the fiscal year in which tie act shall have 
been passed, all and any such appropriations shall be 
deemed to have ceased and been determined,and the moneys 
so unexpended shall be immediately thereafter carried, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, to the 
account on the books of the Treasury denominated the 
‘surplus fund,’ to remain, like other unappropriated moneys, 
in the Treasury ; and it shall not be lawful, for any cause 
or pretense whatsoever, to transfer, withdraw, apply or use 
for any purpose whatever, any moneys carried as aforesaid 
to the surplus fund without further and specific appropria- 
tions by law.” 


114th. Insert the following: 


“Serco. I1. And be it further enacted, That where the 
ministerial officers of the United States have, or shallincur 
extraordinary expense in executing the laws thereof, the 
payment of which is not specially provided for, the Presi- 
dent of the United States is authorized to allow the pay- 
ment thereof, under the special taxation of the district or 
cirenit court of the district in which the said services have 
been or shall be rendered, to be paid trom the appropriation 
for defraying the expenses of the judiciary.” 


119th. Insert the following: 


“Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
contained in the fourth section of the act entitled ‘ An act 
to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the service 
of the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1852,’ be, and the 
same is hereby repealed.” 


Amendments of the Senate to be agreed to as amended. 


The Committee of Conference further recom- 
mended that the two Houses do agree to the fol- 
lowing amendments of the Senate as amended: 


5th amendment of the Senate. That the two 
Houses agree to insert in the following clause the 
words in italics: 


“ Provided, That in settling the accounts of Thomas 
Ritchie, assignee of William M. Belt, for the printing of the 
Thirty first Congress, one half of the prices given by the 
joint resolution of 1819 be allowed, not exceeding the 
amounts that would be paid noder the respective contracts, 
if settled by the prices named in the act passed at the pres- 
ent session in regard to the public printing, estimating the 
paper at the actual cost thereof, to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Pro- 
vided, further, That the amount to be paid for the said 
printing, over and above the amounts which would be paid 
under the terms and at the rate of the contracts for the 
same, shall not exceed $50,000; and for printing the obituary 
notices of the decease of President Taylor, said contractor 
shall be paid the actual cost, with a profitof twenty per 
centum.” 


6th amendment of the Senate. Strike from the 
bill, under the head of ‘ Library of Congress,” in 
page 4, lines 8, 9, 10, and 11, as follows: 


e For contingent expenses of said Library, $800. 
c For purchase of books for said Library, 375,00077— 


And insert, as follows: 


“To defray freight and other expenses incurred under 
the act to regulate the exchange of certain documents and 
other publications, approved June 26, 1848, the sum of 
$1,000, and that the said act is hereby repealed. 

¢ For purchase of books for said Library and for contingent 
expenses thereof, and for purchase of furniture for the 
saine, $75,000. ent 

« Por continuing the preparation and publication of the 
works of the Exploring Expedition, including the expenses 
of the green-house, and for the settlement of arrears due on 
the erection of said green-house, $25,000.” 


The Committee of Conference amend the above 
by adding the following: 


‘ Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
applied to the enlarging of the present or the erection of 
new buildings.’? 


19th amendment of the Senate. In the clause | 


appropriating ‘“ $5,000 for stationery, printing, 
binding, furniture, and repairs, subscription to 
newspapers, introducing gas into the Patent Office, 
fuel, and other contingencies,’”strike out ‘< $5,000” 
and insert ‘* $9,486.” 

The Committee of Conference amend this clause 
by reducing the amount to $7,000. , 

31st amendment of the Senate. Insert in page 
27, after the clause appropriating “ $72,000 for the 
salaries of the district judges,” the following: 


And the district judge of the northern district of Califor- | 


nia, until otherwise provided by Jaw, shali he judge of the 
southern district in that State, with an additional annual 
compensation of $2,800, so long as he discharges the duties 
of both districts. And an appeal from all final judgments 
and decrees rendered in any of the district courts in Cali- 
fornia, in cases of equity, of admiralty, and maritime juris- 
diction, and of prize or no prize, when the matter in dis- 
pute, exclusive of cost, shall exceed the sum or value of 
$2,000, shall be allowed to the Supreme ) 
States ; and uponsuch appeal the like proceedings shall be 
had as now provided by law on appeals in like cases from 
the judgment or decrees of the circuit courts to the Supreme 


Court of the United States.” 
The Committee of Conference amend the above 

by substituting $1,500 for $2,800. 
35th amendment of the Senate. 


Insert after the 


t 
f 
i 
i 
i 
i 
7 
i 


Court of the United : 


clause appropriating for the expenses of the United 
States courts, the following: 


“ [And to refund to the county of Des Moines, in the State 
of Lowa, for the expenses of the United States district court, 
which were paid by said county priorto the Ist day of Jan- 
uary, 1844, the sum of $11,970 90: Provided,} That the Sec- 
retary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to ex- 
amine the claim presented by the county of Des Moines, in 
the State of Lowa: [and if, upon such examination, he is 
satisfied that prior to the Ist day of January, 1844, the 
said county has paid money which, in accordance with 
the instructions of the First Comptroller of the Treasury, 
dated December 19, 1843, should have been paid by the 
marshal of the United States {or said Territory, he ts di- 
rected to audit and allow the same; and said amount is 
hereby directed to be paid out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated. J? 


The Committee of Conference amend the above 
by striking out the parts in brackets, and insert- 
ing after the word “lowa” the following: 

“ For the expenses of the United States district court, 
which were paid by said county prior to the Ist day of 
January, 1844; and if, upon such examination, he is satis- 
fied that prior to the Ist day of January, 1844, the said 
county has paid money which, in accordance with the 
instructions of the First Comptroller of the T'reasyry, dated 
December 19th, 1843, should have been paid by the inarshal 
ofthe United States for said Territory, he is directed to 
audit and aliow thesame : Provided, ‘Thattbe amount thus 
allowed shall not exceed the sum of $12,000, which is 
hereby appropriated for that purpose.” 

40th and 41st. The Senate propose to strike 
out “$15,000,” and insert “ $16,500,” in both 
places where it occurs in the following clause of 
the bill, viz: 

“ For contingent expenses under the act for safe-keeping, 
collecting, transfer, and disbursement of the public revenue 
of the 6th August, 1846, $15,000: Provided, That no part 
of said sum of $15,0U0 shall be expended for clerical ser- 
vices.” 

The Committee of Conference amend the above 
by striking out “‘ 16,500,” in each place where it 
occurs, and inserting ** 820,000.” 

50th amendment of the Senate. 
in page 36, line 3: 

‘For purchasing site and constructing a custom-house 


at Richmond, Virginia, $100,000 : Provided, That the whole 
cost of the building and site shall not exceed $150,000. 


The Committee of Conference amend the above 
by striking it out and inserting in lieu the fol- 
lowing: 

“ For purchasing a site, and the construction of a suita- 
ble building at Richmond, Virginia, for custom-house, post 
office, court rooms, and other offices of the United States, 
$100,000: Provided, That the said lotand building shall be 
exempted from city and all other taxes whatever, by the 
act of the Legislature of Virginia: And provided further, 
That before the Secretary of the Treasury shall erect the 
said building, it shall first be his duty to procure a proper 
site or lot of ground, and to make a contract or contracts for 
the erection of said buildings and furnishing the same ata 
sum or sums which shall not in the whole exceed the sum 
of $150,000, inclusive of said lot, which said contract or 
contracts shall be secured by good and sufficient sureties to 
the satisfaction of the said Secretary of the ‘Treasury and 
President of the United States.”’ 


52d amendment of the Senate. 
the following, viz: 

“ For the erection of a custom-house at Waldoboro’, 
Maine, $12,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury ; and said building, including site, 
when completed, shall not exceed the sum hereby appro- 
priated. And said custom-bouse shall be exempted from all 
taxes assessed by the laws of the State of Maine.” > 


The Committee of Conference amend the above 
by substituting for it the following: 

« For purchasing a site and the construction of a suitable 
building at Waldoboro’, Maine, for custom house, post 
office, and other offices of the United States, and furnishing 
the same, $12,000: Provided, That the said lot and building 
shail be exempted from city and all other taxes whatever, 
by the act of the Legislature of Maine: And provided fur- 
ther, That before the Secretary of the Treasury shall erect 
the said building, it shall first be his duty to procure a proper 
site or Jot of ground and to make a contract or contracts tor 
the erection of said building, and furnishing the same ata 
sum or sums which shall not in the whole exceed the sum 
of $12,000, inclusive ofsaid lot, which said contract or con- 
tracts shall be secured hy good and sufficient sureties, to the 
satisfaction of said Secretary of the Treasury and President 
of the United States. ”? 


80th amendment of the Senate. Insert in the bill 
the following: 


í Por compensation of four draw- keepers and for fuel and 
oil for the lamps of the Potomac bridge, 755.” 


$2,755. 

The Committee of Conference amend the above 
to read as follows: s 

« For compensation of two draw-keepers, and for fuel and 
oil for the tamps ofthe Potomac bridge, $1,377 50.” 

92d amendment of the Senate. In the clause 
appropriating $50,000 for the incidental expenses 
of the Commission appointed for settling the land 
claims in California, amend the following proviso— 

« Provided, That said board be authorized to appoint and 


To be inserted 


Insert in the bill 


employ one secretary and two clerks in lieu of the number 
provided for in the above recited act? — 


—by inserting ‘* three” clerks in lieu of “ two.” 

he Committee of Conference amend the amend- 
ment, by restoring the number to two, at 92,000 
compensation to each. 


105th amendment of the Senate. 
bill the following: 


“Por payment of balance found due by the Comptroier 
of the ‘Treasury to the State of Maine, under the filth arti- 
cle of the treaty of Washington, for expenses on ac: ount of 
the northeastern boundary, uver and above the appropria- 
tions made, $2,212 78. i 

« And the accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby 
directed, in the settlement of the claims under the act of 
Mareh 3d, 1851, ‘authonzing the payment of interest 
‘upon the advanees made by the State of Maine for the use 
‘of the United States Government in the protection of the 
‘nortteaatern frontier,’ te embrace the interest, whether 
paid or lost, prior or subsequent to the years 1839, 1840, and 
1841, name in said act, upm the sums expended by sajd 
State and refurded by the United States, accurding to the 
terms of said act, ax well as during said years; and that they 
further allow to said State whatever sums of money were 
paid by said State in form of d.scount in negotiating loans 
for the purpose of said advancement’? 


The Committee of Conference amend the above 
by striking therefrom the following words, viz: 


“And that they further allow tosaid State whatever sums 
of money were paid by said State in torm of discountin ne- 
gotiating loans for the purpose of said advancement. ”? 


108th. The Committee recommend to strike out 
of Senate amendment, which is inserted above, 
(No. 107-9-10,) the first part there included in 
italics, and insert in lieu thereof, as follows: 


“All whose compensation shall exceed $1,200, and shall 
be less than $1,600, shat! receive an additional compensa- 
tionof ten percent. upon the amonat of their salaries: Pro- 
vided, that no salary shall be increased to more than $1,600 
by the per cent. or additional compensation herein pro- 
vided for.” 


111th amendment of the Senate. Insert in the 
bill the following: 


“And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
contract for a term not more than one year, and upon the 
most reasonable terms, not exceeding One per cent, with 
the proprietors of one, and, if practicable, with those of 
more than one, assaying establishment in Calilornia, upon 
satisfactory security, to be judged by him, who shall dis- 
charge the duties prescribed, and in the manner designated 
by the act making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending the 30th of 
June, 1851; and no gold or silver, other than coin of stand- 
ard fineness of the United States, or foreign coin, in the 
manner prescribed by existing laws, shall be receivable in 
payment of dues to the United States, [and hereafter no 
greater compensation than once per cent. shall be required 
hy the proprietors of any assaying establishment in Califor- 
nia for the services prescribed in the act herein recited. ”?} 


The Committee of Conference amend the above 
by striking out the words in brackets. 


115th amendment of the Senate. Insert in the 
bill all of the section except the words in italics: 

“Sec, 12. And be it further enacted, Thatthe President of 
the United States appoint an associate law agent for Cati- 
fornia, learned in the law, and skilled in the Spanish and 
English languages, whose duties and compensation shall be 
the same as those of the jaw agent: Provided, That the 
compensation of the agent and [assistant] associate shall not 
exceed $5,000 each. And m every case in which the board 
of commissioners on private land claims in Culifornia shall 
render a final decision, itshall be their duty to bave two certi- 
fied tra. scripts prepared of their proceedirgs and decision, 
and of the papers and evidence on which the same are found- 
ed, one of which transcripts shalt be filed with the jerk ofthe 
proper district court, and the other shall be transmitted to 
the Attorney General of the United States; and the filing of 
such transcript with Ibe clerk aftoresatd, shall ipso facto 
operate as an arpeal for the party against whom the dreis- 
ion shall be rendered; and if such decision shall b’ against 
the private claimant, itshall be his duiy to file a votice with 
the clerk aforesaid within six months thereafter of his iuten- 


Insert in the 


i tion to proreente the appeal; and if the decision shall be 


| against the Ee a it siall be the duty of the Attor- 


id ran- 
rekaid, 


ix months after receiving 


ney General, wi ; p 
ee to be filed with the clerk 


senpi, to canse f 


i that the appeal will be pro-ecuted by ihe United States; and 


ona failure of either party to tile anch notice with the clerk 
aforesaid, we appeal shall be regarded as dismissed”? 

The Committee of Conference amended the 
above by striking out the word in brackets, and 
inserting the words in italics. 

llth amendment of the Senate. 
bill the following section, viz: 

“Sec. 13. Andbe it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint and em- 
ploy seven additional clerks ia the Post Offiee Department, 
namely: one at an annual salary of 1.800; one at an annual 
salary of $1,659; oneatan annual sary of 31,400; and four 
atan annual salary each of $1,200.” 

The Committee of Conference amended it to 
read as follows, viz: 

“Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is herby, authorized to appoint and em- 
ploy five additonal clerks in the Post Office Department, 
namely: one atan annual salary of $3,689 ; twoat an annual 
salary of $1,200 ; two atan annual saiary of $1,000. 


Insert in the 
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120th amendment of the Senate. Insert in the 


bill the following, viz: 

“Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That the provis- 
ions of the fifth section of the act of March-3d, 1851, so far 
as they relate to the rate of compensation of the deputy col- 
lectors of certain ports be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
tended to the acting deputy naval officers and acting deputy 
surveyors of the said: ports: Provided; That no additional 
appropriation shall be required for the collection. of the rev- 
enue? i 

The Committee of Conference struck out the 
above, and inserted the following in lieu- thereof: 

`u That from ‘and after the passage of this.act, in lieu of the: 
compensation now allowed by law for his services, there 
shall be paid: hereafter tò each of the deputy navat officers, 
at the ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
and New Orleans, $2,000 per annum, to be paid out of the 
fund for the expenses of collecting the revenue.”? 

12st amendment of the Senate. Insert in the 
bill. the following section, including the words in 
brackets, and omitting the words in italics: 

t Seo. 16. And be it further enacted, That the salary of 
the chief clerk in the office of the assistant treasurer of the 
United States in New York be, and the same is hereby, 
increased to [eighteen] sixteen hundred dollars per annwn, 
and the salary of each of the other clerks in the said office 
is increased to [fourteen] twelve. hundred dollars per an- 
num; to be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated.” 

The Committee of Conference amended the 
above, by striking out the words in brackets, and: 
inserting the words in italics. 


422d amendment of the Senate. Insert in the 
bill the: following section, including the words in 
brackets, and omitting the. words: in italics: - 

“Src. 17. And be it further enacted; That if A. Boyd 
Hamilton, the present contractor for executing the printing 
of the Senate and House of Representatives, shall fite with 
the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives, his written consent to relinquish his con- 


tracts in the premises, the said Secretary and Clerk, and | 


the clerk of the Printing Committee, are hereby authorized 


and required to settle and pay his accounts for ah work | 


done, und atl work ordered now in his hands in process of 
completion, [and alt work that may be ordered to be printed 
by either House of Congress prior to the assumption of 
duties by the public printer under, the ‘ Act to provide for 
executing the public printing and establishing: the prices 
thereof, and for other purposes,’ at the rates alowed under 
the above-mentioned act for composition and press-work, 
deducting thirty per centum from the prices of paper-named 
in said act,} according to his contract prices, with such pro- 
portion of fifty thousand dollars. in addition thereto as the 
amount.of the work performed by him hears. to the amount 
of work done by the printer for the Thirty first Congress, 
when estimated. under his contract prices.” 


‘The Committee of Conference amended the 


above by strikiug out the words in brackets and 
inserting the words in italics. 


Amendments of the Senate to be receded from. 

The Committee of Conference further recom- 
mend that the Senate do recede from their follow- 
ing amendments: 

3d amendment of the Senate. Strike out the 
following, under head of “ Contingent expenses of 
the Senate:”’ 

& Por printing, $35,000. 

“For binding, $15,000. 

& Por lithographing, $13,500. 

t For books, $12,000, 

« For stationery, @5,000. 

& For newspapers, $2,500. 

«c For Congressional Globe, $6,000. 

tt For reporting proceedings, &¢., $22,600. 

« Por messengers, pages, laborers, police, horses, and 
earryalls, $20,000, 

“For miscellancous items, $19,000 >— 


and insert: 


t For printing, binding, lithographing, stationery, books, | 
newspapers, Congressional Globe, reporting proceedings, ; 
messengers, pages, laborers, police, horses. and carryalis, | 


and miseellaneous items, $150,000.77 og 
4th amendment of the Senate 
“For the purchase, for the use of tHe Senate, of five 

hundred copies of the Digest and Index of the Opinions of 


the Attomeys General of the United States, to be bound in 
the same manger as the said Opinions, $825.” 


9th amendment of the Senate: 


“ And that the Sécond Comptroller of the Treasury De- 
partment shall be allowed a saiary equal to that of the head 
of any other Bureau, to commence from his appointment 
to office.” 


10th amendment of the Senate: 


& And that the Second Auditor of the Treasury Depart- į 
ment shall be allowed a salary equal to that of the head of į 


any other Bureau, to commence from his appointment to 
office.”? d 


15th and 16th amendments of the Senate. Fn- 


sert after the word “accounts”? the words “‘carry- | 


ing the Department mails,” and strike out #8550” 
and insert ‘*$800,” in the following clause: 


«In the office of the Secretary of the Treasury. For 
labor, blank-books, stationery, sealing ships’ registers, 
uanslating foreign. languages, printing, advertising, print- 


t 


ing the public accounts, and extra clerk hire for preparing 
and coliecting information to be laid before Congress, said 
clerks to be employed only during the session of Con- 
gress or when indispensably necessary to. enable the Depart- 
ment to answer. some call made by either House of Con- 
gress at one session, to be answered at.anothcr—and no 
such extra clerk shall receive more than $3. 331 per day for- 
the time actually and necessarily: employed—G10 550.7? 


924 amendment of the Senate. Strike out 
“seven”? and insert “twelve” in. the following, 
under the: head: of. “Bureau of Topographical 
Engineers:” f 

« For blank books, binding, stationery, and labor, $750.” 


23d amendment of the Senate. Add to the 
clause— ` 


& For compensation of the. clerks and messenger in the 
Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, $7,300?°— 
the following: ; 

‘Provided, That no provision in the fourth section of the 
actentitled € An act to supply deficiencies in the appropri- 
ations for the service of the fiscal year ending the 30th of 
June, 1852,’ shall be so construed as to prevent the pay- 
ment of the salaries of the clerks in accordance with the 
estimate for said bureau. of the 5th of October, 1850.?? 


Q7th #mendment of the Senate. Strike out 
‘© one’? and insert “two,” in the following clause: 


“For reprirs of the General Post Office Building, for of- 
fice furnitute, glazing, whitewashing, and for keeping the 
fireplaces and furnaces in order, $1,900.’? 

28th amendment of the Senate. 
lowing: 

« At San Francisco, California: For salaries of super- 
intendent and assayer, melter and refiner, coiner and: ds- 
sistants and clerks, $23,500. 

“ For wages of workmen, $20,000. 

t For incidental: and contingent expenses, $5,000: Pro- 
vided, That.no parts of the sums hereby: appropriated for the 
service of the Mint at San Francisco, either for salaries, 
wages, or expenses, shall be expended, nor either one of 
the officers provided with a salary shall receive the same, 
until; in the judgment of the President of the United States, 
the business of the Mintis in such a state of progress as to 
imperatively require such expenditure.” 

30th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 


“To R. H. Weightman, of New. Mexico, for mileage and 
compensation for attendance during second session of Thir- 
ly-first. Congress, $2,465.” 

33d amendment of.the Senate. Strike out 
“ $8,800” and insert ‘‘ $9,000,” in the following 
clause, under the head of ‘* Judiciary:”” 

« For compensation of the district attorney, $8,800.” 

42d amendment of the Senate. Insert after line 
14, in page 33, as follows: 

« For contingent expenses in California, under the act for 


the safe-keeping, collecting, transfer and disbursement of 
the public revenue of 6th August, 1846, $10,000.” 


44th amendment of the Senate. At the end of 
the following clause— 


& For continuing the survey of the western coast of the 
United States, (excluding the pay and emoluments of the 
aflicers of the Army and Navy, and the petty officers and 
men employed in the work,) $150,000: Provided, That a 
sufficient number ofthe supernumerary second lieutenants, 
graduates of the Military Academy, for whom there is no 
command in the Army, shall, upon the application of the 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, be detailed to take the 
places and do duty on the Coast Survey, instead of the 
civilians now employed in that service?’ — 


add the following: 

* And the Superintendent of the Coast Survey is hereby 
authorized to extend a reconnoissance of the coast of Cali- 
fornia south to Cape Saint Lucas: Provided, No special 
appropriation will be required for such extension.”? 


47th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 


«c For the prosecution of the building of the marine hos- 
pital at Vicksburg, $15,000. 


55th. amendment of the Senate. Strike out 
*¢ six’? and insert ** nine,” in the following clause: 
«For salary of Minister Resident to Turkey, $6,000.°* 


57th amendment of the Senate. To the follow- 
ing clause— 

“ Por salary of the Commissioner to the Sandwich 
Islands, $5,000 ”— 


add the following: 


‘ From the time when he assumed the duties of his office 
at said Islands.” 


60th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 


« For compensation to Theodore S. Fay, as Acting Chargé 
a Affaires at that place, (Canton,) at various times whilst 
the mission was vacant, between the 18th day of July, in 
the year 1848, and the 10th day of December, 1850, by di- 
rection of the Departinent of State, the same being for the 
difference in the salary of a secretary of legation and a 
chargé daffaires, (and which, with the sum of $686 54, 
appropriated by act approved March 3d, 1853, shall be in 
full for all services to said 10th day of December, 1850,) 
$3,153 74.7? 

61st amendment of the Senate. Insert: 

« For compensation to Buckingham Smith, late Secretary 
of Legation to Mexico, as Acting Chargé d'Affaires in Mex- 
ico during the absence of the Minister of the United States 
from that country, from the 26th of January, 1851, to the 8th 


Insert the fol- 


of October, in the same year, being eight months and thir- 
teen days, $1,756 95, which shall be paid in fall of all de- 
mands for such services for the period named.” 


77th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 

« For finishing the grading, manuring, planting, finishing ` 
the roads and walks, graveling and laying gutters along the 
margin of the same, and repairing the fence. of the Smith- 
sonian square, $16,760.” 


8ist amendment of the Senate. Strike out all 
after the word.‘ dollars,” in the following: 


“ For repairs of the two bridges over the Eastern Branch 
of the Potomac river, $4,999; and that the bridgés across 
the Po:omac and Eastern Branch thereof be surrendered to 
the authorities of the District of Columbia.” 


86th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 

‘¢ For the survey, under the direction of the Topographical 
Bureau, necessary to a correct estimate of the cost of con- 
structing a canal basin atthe terminus of the Chesapeake 
and Ohio canal, at Rock Creek, in Georgetown, inthe Dis- 
trict of. Columbia, in pursuance of the estimate of said Bu- 
reau, $1,200.77 


87th amendment.of the Senate. Insert: 


*¢ For grading. and graveling Delaware avenue, north of 
the Capitol, from B to D street, at such grade as the Cor- 
poration of Washington may adopt, and the President of the 
United States approve, setting. the curb-stone at.a distance 
of thirty-five feet from the building line, paving the foot- 
ways to the width of five feet next the curb stone, paving 
the gutters with stone, and laying flag foot-ways wherever 
necessary, $5,000: Provided, That the owners of property 
lying along said avenue, shall have the- privilege under 
such restrictions as the Corporation of Washington may 
impose, of occupying and using as court-yards, a space not 
exceeding twenty feet from the building line of the avenue.”? 


88th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 

*¢For grading and graveling north Capitol street, from 
B to E street, at such grades as may be adopted by. the 
Corporation of Washiagton, and approved by the President. 
of the United States, the curb-stone at the distance of thirty 
feet from the building line, paving with brick five feet next 
the curb-stone, paving stone gutters, laying flag foot-ways 
where necessary, $5,000.” 


89th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 


“That the sum of $10,000 be, and thesame is hereby, ap- 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the necessary graduation and repair of the 
road leading from Maryland avenue, at the boundary of 
Washington city, to the boundary line of the District of 
Columbia, in the direction of Baltimore, in the State of 
Maryland, according to its original design: Provided, That 
all right, title, and interest, whichi remain in the president, 
directors, and company of the Columbia turnpike road, un 
der and by virtue of an act entitled “An act to incorporate 
a company for making certain turnpike roads in the District 
of Columbia,’ approved April 20th, 1810, shali be extin-: 
guished so far as they affect said road, by purchase not to 
exceed 45,000, or otherwise to the satisfaction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, before any portion of said appro- 
priation shall be expended tor the purpose aforesaid.” 


93d amendment ofthe Senate. Strikeout “one”? 
and insert “two,” in the following clause: 

«© To supply the deficiency in the fund for the relief of 
siek and disabled seamen, $100,000.” 

98th, 99th, 100th, and 101st amendments ofthe 
Senate. Strike out “seventeen” and insert ‘‘eigh- 
teen,” in the first line, strike out ‘ and” after the 
words ‘* nine thousand two hundred and ninety~ 
four,” and after the words ‘twelve thousand 
three hundred and thirty-three,” insert the words 
“and two hundred and sixty-six,” and after the 
words ‘‘ holders of the same,’ insert the word 
“twenty,’’ in the following clause: 

“For the redemption ofseventeen Loan Office certificates, 
numbered 158, 312, 6,895, 6,896, 6,897, 6,898, 6,899, 6,900, 
6,901, 6,902, 9,175, 9,285, 9,287, 9,288, 9,293, 9,294, and 
12,333, which have been presented at the Treasury for pay- 
ment at the specie value thereof, and with interest as com- 
puted by the Register of. the Treasury : Provided, Satisfac- 
tory evidence be produced to the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the persons who have presented the said certificates 
for payment are the bona fide holders of the same, 
$4,165 42.77 ` 

116th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 

“Sac. 13. Andbe it further enacted, That an additional 
Assistant Postmaster General shall be appointed, in the - 
manner provided by law, who shall be assigned to duty as 
Chief of the Inspection Office of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, with the powers, duties, privileges, and compensa- 


tion of an Assistant Postmaster General, as the same are 
now or may be hereafter prescribed by law.” 


118th amendment of the Senate. Insert: 


“Sno. 15. And be it further enacted, That the Assistant 
Postmaster Generals shall hereafter be appointed by the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and shail receive each a salary of $3,000 per annum.” 


The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the above report of the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I would inquire 
whether it would not be in order to have the 
amendments. which have been agreed to read? 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. l believe they 
have been read. 
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Mr. STANTON. No, sir; those only which 
have been rejected have been read. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that it 
would be in order to have the amendments read. 

Mr. STANTON. Then I would make the de- 
mand that they be read. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida, Will it be in order 
to ask a separate vote upon any one of the amend- 
ments? i 

The SPEAKER. No, sir. 

Mr. CABELL. That is what supposed would 
be the result of referring the amendments to the 
Committee of Conference without consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the Confer- 


ence Committee must be adopted or rejected asva 


whole. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move that the 
House dispense with the reading of the amend- 
ments, and would beg leave to state, in addition, 
that unless. proper time be given the clerks to. en- 
gross those bills, mistakes will certainly occur. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I desire.to know what J am 
voting upon. I call the gentleman from Virginia 
to order. We have a right to have the amend- 
ments read. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Phe motion to dispense with 


the reading is not in order unless the rules of the | 


House shall have been previously suspended for 
that purpose. 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. “Ido not desire to | 


detain the House, or to cause unnecessary trouble; | 


but | must be permitted to say that I would rather 
a thousand times postpone the day of adjournment 
than be compelled to vote without understand- 
ing. 

{Cries all over the Hall of “Order!” ** Order!?”} 

The Clerk progressed with the reading of the 
amendments. 

Mr. MeMULLIN. Will it be in order, Mr. 
Speaker, to move to dispense with the further 
reading of the amendments? 

Mr. FLORENCE. I object to the motion. I 
intend to vote understandingly. 

Mr.McMULLIN. Will it be in order to move 
a suspension of the rules for the purpose of intro- 
‘ducing my motion? , 

The SPEAKER. Such a motion would be in 
“order. . 

‘Mr. McMULLIN. My ‘impression is that 
there is not sufficient time left for the reading of 
. the amendments, and [:submit the motion for the 
-suspension of the rules. 

“Mr, FICKLIN, 
the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Probably the reading of the 
amendments could’ be completed before the votes 
could be taken. 

Mr. McMULLIN. At the suggestion of the 
Chair, which is that of several members around 
‘me, | withdraw the motion for the suspension of 
the rules. . 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘I will state to the House 
that a majority of the amendments adopted by 


the Conference Committee embrace very small | 


-amounts, 


[Cries of ‘Go on!” **Go on!” addressed to j 


the Clerk.] 


(Mr. GOODENOW, from the Committee on | 


Enrolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the 
following act; which received the signature of the 
Speaker: Le 

An act making appropriations ‘for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart- 


ment, and for falfilling treaty stipulations with | 
the various Indian tribes for the year ending 30th | 


. June, 1853.] 


The Clerk progressed with the reading of the į 


amendments. : 

Mr. PRICE. Iunderstand thatthe most of the 
day will be occupied, if the amendments are all to 
be read, and therefore I move that the rules be sus- 
pended so that a motion to dispense with the fur- 
ther reading may be introduced. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered.. 


The SPEAKER, (Mr. Srvarr temporarily in | 


thechair.) The Chair understands from the Clerk 
that the statement of the gerittleman from New Jer 
sey ig correct. 

Mr. PRICE. As the yeas and nays have been 
ordered, I will withdraw my motion. i do not 
desire an unnecessary consumption of time. 


Upon that motion I demand | 


The Clerk finished the reading ‘of the amend- 
ments. . 

The SPEAKER. The question ‘now -recurs 
upon the adoption of the report of the Committee 
of Conference. : 

Mr. FICKLIN. I demand the yeas and nays. 
. The question was put, and 20 seconded the call; 
which was not a sufficient number. 

Mr. FICKLIN. I demand tellers.upon order- 
ing the -yeas-and-nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and ‘Messrs. Perxins-and 
Harr were appointed; and the: House being di~ 
vided, the tellers reported—ayes 30; deemed to be 


sufficient. 


So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 69, nays 69; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Wikis Allen, William 
Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Bibighaus, Bowie, Jobn H. 
Boyd, Briggs, George H. Brown, Busby, Caldwell, Chand- 
ler, Chastain, Clark, Cobb, George ‘I’. Davis, Dockery, 
Duncan, Evans, Faulkner, Freeman, Gentry, Goodrich, 
Hammond, Harper, Isham.G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, 
Hart, Haven, Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, Houston, How- 
ard; Jackson, George: W. Jones, George G. King, Letcher, 
Martin, Mason, McCorkle, Meade, Miller, Millson, Henry 
D. ‘Moore, Penn, Perkins, Polk,. Porter, Powell, Price, 
Reed, Riddle, Robbins, Scudder, Scurry, David L. Sey- 
mour, Skelton, Snow, Stanly, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, 
Taylor, ‘Thurston, Venable, Walsb, Wilcox, and Wil- 
drick—69. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Barrere, Beale, Bowne, 
Bragg; Breckinridge, Brenton, Brooks, Buell, Joseph Cable, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson.Campbell, Churchwell, 
Cleveland, Coleock, Conger, Curtis, Dawson, Dean, Dim- 
mick, Disney, Doty, Edgerton, Ewing, Ficklin, Florence, 
Floyd, ‘Fowler, Gamble, Gilmore, Goodenow, Gorman, 
Green, Grey, Hebard, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas. Y. 
How, Ives, Andrew Johnson, John Jobnson, Daniel T. 
Jones, Preston King, Kurtz; Lockhart, McNair; McQueen, 
Molony, Morehead, Murray, Newton, Andrew. Parker, 
Samuel W.: Parker, Penniman, Richardson, Robie, Ross, 
Schoonmaker, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick -P. Stanton, 
Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, Sweetser, ‘owns- 
hend, Tuck, Walbridge, Wailace, and Watkins—69. 


There being a tie, the Chair voted in the afirm- 
ative, and the question was decided in the affirm- 
ative. 

So the report of the: Committee of Conference 
was concurred in, antl the bill passed. 

PRE-EMPTIONS IN CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER. ‘Thereisa motion before the 
House for the suspension of the rules, made by 
the gentleman from Missouri, [Mr. Hatt.] 

Mr. STUART. I hope, by unanimous consent, 
that that question will be acted upon. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to have the Army 
appropriation bill, -which has: been returned from 
the Senate, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the’state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. Isit the unanimous consent 
of the House that the Army appropriation bill 
shall be referred ? 

[Cries of“ Agreed !”’ ** Agreed !’"] 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

Mr. CLARK. I desire to obtain the unani- 
mous consent of the House for the purpose of 


bringing up the post route bill, in which all are | 


interested. 

Mr. KING, of New York. 
lar order of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri (Mr. Hat] has moved to suspend the rules 
to enable him to report, from the Committee on 
Public Lands, the bal to extend the preémption 
laws over California. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. Before the question 
is put, I desire to ask the gentleman from Califor- 
nia (Mr. McCorxte] a single question, to enable 
the House to vote understandingly. It is simply 
whether the bill embraces the mineral lands in 
California as well as the other lands? 


I call for the regu- 


- Mr. McCORKLE. They are expressly re- | 


served by this bill, and it only. proposes to embrace 
arable lands. I ask for tellers on the motion. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harr and 
Sr. Martin were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and there were— 
ayes 35, noes not counted. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

POST ROUTE BILL. 
Mr. CLARK. I hope that I may: have the 


unanimous consent of the House to take up. and | 


act upon the amendments to the post route bill. 
Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object. 
Mr. CLARK. I move a suspension of the 

rules for that purpose. 


upon. 


I wish to make one or two | 
amendments germane to the bill before it is acted į 


Mr. KING, of New York. ‘I ask that the 
amendments be read. 

Mr. CLARK. My purpose is to move to. non- 
concur with the Senate amendments; and I-wish 
to move two or three amendments for new post 
routes. 

‘Mr.. STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise toa 
-question of order. 

The SPEAKER. “When the Senate amend- 
ments are reported, the Chair will then hear the 
gentleman’s. point of.order. 

‘Mr. CLARK. | movethat the House donon- 
concur with the Senate amendments. They are 
not germane to the bill as it-went from the House. 
At least they -are not of the same character as the 
bill which went from us. It was.a post.route bill 
exclusively. 

Mr. STANTON. The gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr..Cuarx] proposes to disagree. with the Sen- 
ate amendments, and insert in lieu thereof certain 
amendments. He'can only propose amendments 
to the amendments. 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Sranron] mustallow the amendments 
to be reported to the House. 

The Ist:amendment was then. read, as follows: 

After line 9 add as follows: 

« From Rocktand to Isile au Haut, from Aurora to town- 
ship No. 33, Hancock county. 

“From Hampden, via South Hampden, South Newburg, 
fast Dixmont, Moulton’s Corner, in Jackson, tc Jackson 
Center. 

“ From the city of Bangor, ria Eddingion, Mariaville, 
Westey, Crawford, Alexander Baring, over the Black road, 
so called, to Calais.” y 

Mr. WASHBURN. I move to dispense with 
the reading of so much of the amendments as refers 
to: post routes, 

Cries of ** Agreed P? “ Agreed !”’] 

Mr. KING, of New York. How can you de- 
termine what they are? I cannot consent. 

Mr. CLARK. Itake this.occasion to say that 
itis not my purpose to move a non-corcurrence 
in the Senate amendments, so far as they embrace 
post routes alone. i , 

The question was then-taken on the first amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to, 

Mr. FAULKNER. Isitin order to move to 
dispense with the further reading of the amend- 
ments? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order, unless by 
a suspension of the rules. The Chair suggests 
that the amendments which relate to. post roads . 
be read and voted upon by the House in the ag- 
gregate, unless a division: be requested, Is that 
agreed to? 

Mr. PHELPS. From the examination I have 
given to that bill, all that precedes the second sec- 
tion in the Senate amendments, is for the estab- 
lishment of post routes through the States and 
Territories. I therefore hope that the reading of 
all of the Senate amendments preceding the second 
section, may be dispensed with by general consent. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. Tunderstand that the 
Wheeling Bridge matter is placed in there as an 
amendment. If it is, I wish a separate vote upon 


it, 
Mr. PHELPS. The Wheeling Bridge ‘case is 


| embraced in the Post Office appropriation bill, and 


not in this. 

The question was then taken upon all the Sen- 
ate amendments in relation to the post routes, from 
1 to 38 inclusive, and they were agreed to. 


The 39th amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 

“Sec.2. And beit further enacted, That the Postmaster 
Genera! be, and he is hereby, authorized to enter into a con- 
tract for the transportation of the United States mail on 
board of the steam vessels which at present ply regularly 
between Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, and Halifax, 
in Nova Scotia, upon such terms as may appear to him 
reasonable.” 


Mr. ROBBINS called for a separate vote upon 
that amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were not ordered. 

Mr. PHELPS demanded the previous question; 
which was seconded; and the main question or- 
dered. 

-The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to. 


The 40th amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 
“Sec. 3. And he it further enacted, That if any person 


| shall steal, purloin, embezzle, or obtain by any false pre 


tense, or shall aid or assist in stealing, pudoining, embes- 
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zling, or obtaining by any false pretense, or shall knowingly 
and unlawfully make, forge, or counterfeit, or cause to be 
unlawfully made, forged, or counterfeited, or knowingly aid 
orassist in falsely and unlawfully making, forging, or coun- 
terfeiting any key suited to. any !ock-which bas been or 
shalt be adopted for.use by the Post Office Department of 
the Unitéd States, and which shail be in use on any of the 
mails or mail-bags of the said Post Office Department, or 
shail have in his possession any such mail key or any such 
mai! lock, with the intent unlawfully or improperly to use, 
sell, or otherwise dispose. of the same, or to cause the 
same to be unlawfully or improperly used, sold, or other- 
wise disposed of, or who, being employed in the manufac- 
ture of the locks or keys for the use of the said Post Office 
Department, whether as contractor or otherwise, shall de~ 
liver or cause to be delivered any finished or unfinished 
key or lock used or designed for use by the said Post Office 
Department, or the interior part of any such mail lock, to 
any person not duly authorized under the hand of the Post- 
master Generat of the United States and the seal of the 
said Post Office Department to receive the same, (unless 
such person so receiving the same shall be the contractor 
for furnishing such locks and keys, or engaged in the manu- 
facture thereof in the manner authorized by the contract, 
or the agent for such manufacturer,) such person 80 offend- 
ing shall be deemed guilty of felony, and on conviction 
thereof shalt be imprisoned for a period not exceeding ten 
yearr,?”” 


The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 


The 41st amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 

“Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatif any person 
shall steal, purloin, or embezzle, any mail bags in use by or 
belonging to the Post Office Department of the United 
States, or any other property in use by or belonging to the 
said Post Office Department, or shall, for any lucre, gain, or 
convenience, appropriate any such property to his own, or 
any other than its proper use, or for any lucre or gain shail 
convey away any such property to the hinderance or detri- 
ment of the public service of the United States, the person 
so offending, his counsellors, aiders, and abettors (knowing 
of and privy to any offense aforesaid) shall, on conviction 
thereof, if the value of such property shall exceed twenty- 
five dollars, be deemed guilty of felony, and shall be im- 
prisoned for a period not exceeding three years; er if the 
value of such property shall be less than twenty-five dol- 
lars, shall be imprisoned not more than one year, or be fined 
not less than ten dollars nor more than two hundred dollars 
for every such offense.” 


Mr. CARTTER. Is there a motion to non- 
concur pending? 

The PEAKER. There is no such motion. 

Mr. WALSH. Will it be in order to refer 
such portions of the amendments as make a change 
in the criminal code to the Judiciary? 

The SPEAKER. The amendment is a whole, 
and cannot be divided. 

Mr. STEVENS. We have already voted in 
one section of the character the gentleman from 
Maryland alludes to. 

Mr. HART demanded tellers; which were or- 
dered; and Messrs. Goopenow and Harr were 
appointed. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 90, noes 31. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. MEADE. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which those two amendments were passed, 
eee they tend towards a revisal of our whole 
code. 

Mr. STUART. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. MEADE. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendments were adopted, with a 
view of rejecting the whole en masse. 

Mr. STUART. The gentleman did not vote 
in the affirmative, as I understood it, and he has 
no right to make the motion. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is not presumed 
to know how the gentleman votes, unless he de- 
clares it himself. 

Mr. HALL. I move to laygghe motion to re- 
consider upon the table. ji 

The question was then taken, and it was agreed 
to. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid upon the 
table. 


{Mr. McMULLIN. If I have the right, I 
would move to reconsider the vote upon the 
amendments to the civil and diplomatic bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have a 
right to do so when he gets the floor. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Did the gentleman 
vote either way? 

Mr. McMULLIN. My name is not recorded 
either way. 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 desire to have published a 
report lying upon the Clerk’s desk from the Re- 
gents of the Smithsonian Institution. Ithas been 
lying upon your tables, but has not been ordered 
to be printed. 


The SPEAKER. It can be done only by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
to print their own report.] 

The 42d amendment of the Senate to the post 
route bill was then read, as follows: 

Sec. 5. Andbe it further enacted, That no collector or 
other officer of the custosns shall permit any ship or vessel, 
arriving within any port or collection district of the United 
States, to make entry or break bulk until all Jetters on board 
the same shall be delivered into the post office at or nearest 
said port or place, nor until the captain or commander of 
such ship or vessel shall have signed andsworn to a declara- 
tion before such collector or officer of customs, in the form 
and to the effect following ; that is to say: 

“1, A B, commander of the (state the name of the ship 
or vessel,) arriving from (state the place,) and now lying 
in the port of (state the name of the port,) do, as required 
by law, solemnly swear (or affirm as the case may be) that 
T have, to the best of my knowledge or belief, delivered 
or cause to be delivered into the post.office at or nearest 
said port, every letter and every bag, parcel, or package of 
letters that were on board the (State the name of the ship 
or vessel) during her last voyage, and that I have so deliv- 
ered or caused to be delivered all such letters, bags, parcels, 
and packages as were in my possession or under my power 
or control.” 

And the collector, and every officer of the customs at 
every port, without special instructions, and every special 
agent of the Post Office Department, when instructed by 
the Postmaster General to make examinations and seizures, 
shali carefully search every vessel for Jetters which may be 
on board, or have been carried or transported contrary to 
law; and each and every of such officers and agents, and 
every marshal of the United States and his deputies, shali 
at all times have power to seize all letters, and packages 
and parcels containing letters, which shall have been sent 
or conveyed contrary to law on board any ship or vessel, or 
on or over any post route of ‘the United States, and to con- 
vey such letters to the nearest post office; or may, if the 
Postmaster General and the Secretary of the Treasury shail 
so direct, detain the said letters, or any part thereof, until 
two months after the trial and final determination of all 
suits and proceedings which may at any time, within six 
months after seizure, be brought against any person for 
sending, or carrying, or transporting any such letters con- 
trary to any provision of any act of Congress; and one | 
half of any penalties that may be recovered for the illegal 
sending, carrying, or transportation of any such letters shall 
be paid to the officers so seizing, and the other half to the 
use of the Post Office Department; and every package or 
parcel so seized, in which any letter shall be concealed, 
shall be forfeited to the United States, and the same pro- 
ceedings may be had to enforce such forfeiture as are au- | 
thorized in respect to goods, wares, and merchandise for- 
feited by reason of any violation of the revenue laws of the 
United States; ard all laws for the benefit and protection 
of officers of the customs seizing goods, wares, or merchan- 
dise for a violation of any revenue law of the United States, 
shall apply to the officers and agents making seizures by 
virtue of this act. 


Mr. BROOKS. That is an important proposi- 
tion, and I ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. BOYD. [I call for tellers on the yeas and 
nays. 

ellers were ordered; and Messrs. PueLrs and 

Goopenow were appointed. 

The House was divided, and the tellers reported 
31 in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the amendment, and it was decided in the nega- 
tive—yeas 43, nays 96; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Averett, E. Carrington Cabell, Cald- 
well, Clark, Clingman, Daniel, Dawson, Dimmick, Dock- 
ery, Doty, Duncan, Dunham, Evans, Faulkner, Freeman, 
Gaylord, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hammond, Harper, Samp- 
son W. Harris, Haven, Henn, Houston, Howard, Jenkins, 
George W. Jones, Letcher, Martin, Mason, McNair, John 
Moore, Morehead, Murray, Newton, Phelps, Robbins, 
Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Seurry, Stanly, 
Frederick P. Stanton, and Smart—43. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Charles Allen, Willis Allen, 
Altison, William Appleton, Ashe, Babcock, Barrere, Bib- 
ighaus, Bowie, Bowne, John H. Boyd, Bragg, Brenton, 
Briggs, Brooks, Buell, Burrows, Joseph Cable, ‘Thompson 
Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Chandler, Chastain, Church- | 
well, Cleveland, Cobb, Coleock, George 'F. Davis, Dean, 
Eastman, Edgerton, Florence, Floyd, Fowler, Gamble, 
Gilmore, Goodenow, Green, Hamilton, Hart, Haws, Hen- 
dricks, Holladay, Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, Ingersoll, tves, Jackson, Andrew Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, 
Landry, Lockhart, -MeCorkte, McMullin, McQueen, 
Meade, Millson, Henry D. Moore, Morrison, Murphy, An- 
drew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peasive, Penniman, Per- j 
kins, Polk, Powell, Robie, David L. Seymour, Skelton, 
Benjamin Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Ste- 
vens, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, Thurston, 
Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, Walsh. Wash- 
burn, Watkins, Wells, Addison White, Wilcox, Wildtick, 
and Woodward—96. 


So the amendment was not agreed to. 


The 43d amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall not be | 
lawful for any person, other than the captain or commander 
of such ship or vessel, to carry or tansport any jetter or 
packet, or parcel containing letters, on board of any ship or | 
vessel which shall sail from or be bound to any portor place | 


They ought 


in the United States, at or within three isiles of which 
there shali be any post office of the United States; and ail į 


passengers and other persons on board such sbip or vessel 
shall deliver all letters, and packages and parcels contain- 
ing a letter or letters, to such captain or commander, assoon 
as practicable after the receipt thereof, or after their arrival 
on board such ship or vessel; and for every violation of this 
provision a penalty of one hundred dollars is hereby im- 
pored, to be recovered by presentment, by information or 
qui tam action, one half forthe use of the informer, and one 
half for the use of the Post Otfice Department. And itshall 
be the duty of such captain or commander, Within twenty- 
four hours after his arrival at any port of the United States, 
within three miles ef which there shall be a post office, to 
deliver all letters, and packages and parcels containing jet 
ters, in his custody, power or control, into the post office at 
or nearest said port; and every such captain or commander 
who shall refuse or willfully neglect to deliver the same, as 
aforesaid, shalt forfeit the sum of five hundred dollars, and 
he shall also forfeit double the amount of postage which 
would have been chargeable on such letters if so delivered 
as aforesaid, either or both of which may be recovered in 
any court having cognizance thereof, one half of which 
shall be for the use of the party prosecuting for the same, 
and the other half for the use of the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 


_ The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 


The 44th amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That any proprietor, 
member or agent of any express company, or other com- 
pany engaged in the transportation of packages or parcels 
for hire, or any other person engaged in such transporta- 
tion, whether as principal or agent, or temporarily or other- 
wise, who shall carry or cause to be carried, in violation of 
any act of Congress, upon or over any post road, or between 
any ports or places within the Uniied States, or between 
any port iu the United States and any port in any foreign 
country hetween which the mails of the United States are 
carried, any letter or communication in writing, or shall 
knowingly carry or cause to be carried any package or par- 
cel containing any letter or letters, or other paper or 
papers in writing, or partly written and partly printed, con- 
veying information of any kind wha’ ever, shall, in addition 
to the penalties. by this act, or at any time heretofo e pre- 
scribed for such offense, be deemed guilty ofa misdemean- 
or, and on conviction thereof shail be subject to imprison- 
ment for a term not exceeding three months, and to pay-a 
fine not exceeding five hundred dollars fur every such of- 
fense.”? 


_ The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to, 


The 45th amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 


“Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That every con- 
tractor for earrying the mails of the United States, by land 
or water, and every agent or employee of such contractor, 
who shall knowingly transport over all or any portion of 
the route of said contractor, any proprietor, member, agent, 
or messenger of any express company, or any person en- 
gaged in the transportation of parcels or packages for hire, 
while such contractor shall know, or have good reason to 
believe, that such proprietor, member, agent, messenger, or 
person carries, or is engaged in carrying letters, or parcels, or 
packages, containing a letter or letters, on the route of the 
said contractor or any part thereof, in violation of any law 
of the United States, or shall knowingly carry any boxes, 
bags, trunks, packages, or parcels belonging to or in the 
custody of such proprietor, member, agent, messenger, or 
person, which he shall know or have reason to suspect 
contains any letter or letters, such contractor shail be guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be liable 
to a fine not exceeding one year’s pay of such contractor ; 
and the Postinaster General shall have power, upon such 
conviction, by an instrumentin writing under his hand and 
seal, to declare the contract for the transportation of the 
mail hy such contractor null and void from such time as he 
may designate in such instrament.” 


_ The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 


The 46th amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 


“Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That in respect to 
any moneys which have come or shall bereafter come into 
the possession or custody of any of the agents of the Post 
Office Departinent, or any of the officers of the United 
States, or shall have been paid to the order of the Poxtmas- 
ter General, as provided in the second section of the act 
entitled £ An act to amend the act entitied An act to reduce 
the rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse 
of the franking privilege, and for the prevention of frauds 
on the revenues of the Post Office Department, passed 3d 
day of March, 1845, approved March 1, 1847,’ it shall be 
lawful for the Postmaster General to receive all such in- 
formation and statements, under oath or otherwise, from 
the special agents of the Department, the claimants, and all 
other persons, as he may deem proper, whether the same 
would or would not be competent evidence in a court of 
justice; and be may, after having given to the claimants, 
by publishing the same as often as once a week for three 
months in such and so many public newspapers as he may 
direct, a notice to come in and substantiate their claims, 
make an order for the payment thercof to sueh person or 
persons, and in such proportions as he may deem just and 
proper, notwithstanding there may be no certain conclusive 
evidence of the ownership of the same ; and when such an 
order shali be examined, and the same approved by the 
Attorney General, by an instrument under the hand of such 
Attorney General, such moneys shall be distributed accord- 
ing to such order.” 


_ The question was taken on the amendment, and 
it was not agreed to. 


1852. 


The 47th amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 


“Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General may from time to time, by and with the advice 
and consent ofthe President, make any arrangements which 
may be deemed just and expedient, for allowing the mails 
of Canada, or of any other Province, State, or country ad- 
joining the United States, to be carried or transported at the 
expense of the Province, State, or country to which such 
mails belong, over any part or portion of the territory of the 
United States, from one point in the Proviuce, State, or 
country to which such mails belong, to any other point in 
the same, upon obtaining the same privileges for the trans- 
portation of the mails of the United States through the 
Province, State, or country to which such privilege shalt 
be granted: Provided, That such priviteges may at any 
time be annulled by the President of the United States, of 
by joint resolution of the two Houses of Congress, fromand 
atter the expiration of one month next succeeding the day 
on which the notice of the act of the President, or of the 
joint resolution of the two Houses, shall be given to the 
chief executive officer or head of the Post Office Depart- 
ment of the Province, State, or country whose privilege is 
to he thereby annulfed.?? 


Mr. BROOKS. There is nothing bad in that 
amendment, and I hope the House will concur 
in it. 

Mr. CLARK. 
tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and it was not agreed to. 


The 48th amendment of the Senate was read, as 
follows: 


“Seo. 11. And he it further enacted, That every mail 
of any Province, State, or country, having the privilege au- 
thorized to be granted in and by the next preceding section, 
shalt, while in the Territories of the United States, be deemed 
and taken to be a mail of the United States, so far as to 
make any violation thereof, or any depredation thereon, or 
any act or offense in respect thereto, or any part thereof, 
which would be punishable under the existing laws of the 
United States, in case the same had been a mail or part of 
a mail of the United States, an offense of the same grade, 
and punishable in the same manner and to the same extent 
as though the said mails were those of the United States ; 
and in any indictment for such ‘act or offense, the said 
mails, or any part. thereof, may be alleged to be, and on the 
trial of any such indictment they shalt be deemed and held 
to be maiis or parts of mails of the United States.” 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 


The 49th amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 


“Sue. 12. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be authorized to contract or make other arrange- 
ments for the transportation of mails of the United States 
through any foreign country, and also for their transporta- 
tion by such transient or other vessels as may be running 
between ports of the United States and foreign ports, or 
between foreign ports, in cases where there are no contracts 
or arrangements therefor, and to provide for the collection 
by prepayment or otherwise, of such postages as may be 
due to the United States on such letters and other mailable 
matter as may be sent under such arrangements and con- 
tracts, either in the United States or at such foreign ports, 
and for that purpose to use and employ as agents the sev- 
eral consuls of the United States, or such other persons as 
he may think fit: Provided, That no arrangement shall be 
made which shal! violate the Jaws prevailing in such foreign 
ports or countries, or any treaty of the United States, aud 
that the whole compensation to be paid for the transporta- 
tion of such letters and mailable matter, shall in-all cases 
be so limited by the terms of such contracts or arrange- 
ments, as not to exceed the whole amount of the postage 
chargeable upon the letters and mailable matter carried 
under the same.”? 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
not agreed to. 


lt ought to pass, and I call for 


The 50th amendment of the Senate was read, as | 


follows: 


“Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General shall be, and he is hereby, authorized to provide 
and furnish to all postmasters and other persons applying 
and paying therefor, suitable letter envelopes, with such 
water-marks or other guards against counterfeits as he may 
deein expedient, and with one or more suitable postage 
stanips, with such device and of such denominations and 
value as he may direct, printed or impressed thereon, which 
envelopes shall be sold at the cost of procaring and furnish- 
ing the same, as near as may be, with the addition of the 
value or denomination of the postage stamps so printed or 
impressed thereon or attached thereto as aforesaid; and 
letters, when inclosed in such envelopes, with postage 
stamps printed or impressed thereon, (the postage stamp or 
stamps in every such case being of the value, denomination, 
or amount required to prepay the postage which would be 


chargeable on such letters and envelopes, if sent by mail, | 


to the place of their destination, under the provisions of the 


Jaws then in force, and such stamps and envelopes nothav- | 
ing been used before,) shall passin the mails as prepaid į 


letters; and all letters inclosed in such envelopes as shall 
be provided and furnished by the Postmaster General, as 
first in. this section prescribed, and with postage stamps 
thereon as aforesaid, (and such postage.stamps on such en- 


velopes being equal in value and amount to the rates of 


postage to which. such letters would be liable, if sent by 
mail, and such postage stamps and envelopes not having 


been before nsed.) may be sent, conveyed, and delivered : 


otherwise than by post or mail, notwithstanding any pro- 
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hibition thereof under any existing law: Provided, That 
the said envelope shall be duly sealed, or otherwise firmly 
and securely closed, so that such Jetter cannot be taken 
therefrom without tearing or destroying such envelope, and 


the same duly directed and addressed, and the date of such | 


letter, or of the receipt or transmission thereof to be written 
or stamped, or otherwise appear on such envelope.” 


Mr. BROOKS. This amendment merely pro- 
vides for stamped envelopes. : 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. 
to discussion? 

The SPEAKER. No debate is in order. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


The 5ist amendment of the Senate was read, 
as follows: 


“Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That the Auditor of 
the Treasury tor the Post Office Department may, under 
such regulations and restrictions as the Postmaster General 
shall prescribe, allow to every postmaster whose office was 
not established until after the lst day of July, 1850, or 
whose commissions, in consequence of the increase of labor 
and business at his office, shail have equaled or exceeded 
the commissions allowed at such office, forthe year ending 
on the 30th day of June, 1851, such compensation in addi- 
tion to his legal commissions as will, in the judgment of 
such auditor, make the compensation of such postmaster 
equal, as near as may be, to the compensation of other post- 
masters in the same section of the country whose labors are 
the same as his, and who are entitled to additional allow- 
ance under the sixth section of the act entitled ‘ An act to 
reduce and modify the rates of postage in the United States, 
and for other purposes,’ approved March 3d, 1851, and 
under orders of the Postmaster General, made in pursuance 
of the provisions of said sixth section of the act aforesaid.’ 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 


The 52d amendment of the Senate was read, viz: 


“Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That all fines and 
penalties imposed for any violation of any law relating to 
the Post Office Department shall, when collected or re- 
covered, be paid into the Treasury to the credit of the Uni- 
ted States, for the use of the Post Office Department, ex- 
cepting, however, such part thereof as may by law belong 
to the party informing or prosecuting for the same.” 


The question was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. 


Is it open 


I have two or three small 


amendments providing for additional routes, which | 


I desire to offer to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order except by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. LOCKHART. I object. 

Mr. CLARK. [ask for a suspension of the 
rules to enable me to offer them. 

The SPEAKER. The House is now acting 
under a suspension of the rules. The Chair is, 
however, of the opinion, that it is competent for 
the House to suspend its own order, and he de- 
cides the motion to suspend the rules to be in order. 
The Chair, however, is reminded that there is an- 
other Senate amendment, and he suggests to the 
gentleman to allow that to be first disposed of. 

Mr. CLARK. Ihave no objection to that. 


The 53d amendment of the Senate was read, as 


i follows: 


“Seo. 16. And beit further enacted, Thatit shall be the 
duty of the Postmaster General to issue proposals, and con- 
tract for the transportation of a daily mail between Lonis- 
ville and Cairo, St. Louis and Cairo, Cairo and Memphis, 
and Memphis and New Orleans, and to supply such inter- 
mediate points as he may order from time to time, on suit- 
able and safe steamboats. ”? 

Mr. PHELPS. I hope that amendment will be 
rejected. Ft is utterly useless. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
amendment will be adopted. 
sary and proper amendment. 

The amendment was not agreed to. 


Mr. CLARK. I now ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to offer the following amend- 
ment establishing a post route. It is to come in 
under the head of Tlinois: 

From Hick’s Mills post office, Franklin and Kibb county, 
to Cherry Valley, Winnebago county, Hlinois. 

There was no objection, and the amendment 
was received, 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was adopted. 

Mr. CLARK. I now ask the unanimous con- 
sent to offer another amendment. 

Mr. GOODENOW.. I object. . 

Mr. CLARK. I move to suspend the rules for 
the purpose. 

The question was taken, and two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were not sus- 
pended. 


POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up House 


I hope the 


It is a very neces- 


bill No. 141, making appropriations for the service 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1852. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. T object. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose. f 

The question was then taken, and two thirds 
voting in the affirmative, the rules were suspended. 

The bill was then taken up. . 

Mr. HOUSTON.. 1 move the previous ques- 
tion upon the amendments of the Senate. 

The question was seconded, and the main ques- 
tion ordered to be put, 

The first amendment was read, as follows: 

‘¢To enable the Postmaster Gener! to contract for the 
transporting the mail by steamboat from the Lake House to 
Iberia, on the route No. 6116, from Donaldsonville to Wash 
ington, in the State of Louisiana, $7,000.” 

The question. was put, and the amendment was 
agreed to. 

The next amendment, adding the following as 
a new section, was then read: 

“Sec.2. And beit further enacted, That the Postmaster 
Generat be, and he is hereby, authorized, whenever he shalt 
deem it discreet, to dispense with the route agents now sent 
with the mails from New York to California, and in tien 
thereof to appoint not more than two resident agents. to 
take charge of the mail service across the Isthmus of Pan- 
ama, and to allow said agents, for salary and personal ex- 
penses, not exceeding $3,000 per year for each of such 
agents, which shalt be paid aut of the amount annually ap- 
propriated for tbe transportation of the maits,”? 

Mr.PHELPS. I wish to inquire whether these 
are all the same amendments? 

The SPEAKER, ‘The Chair understands that 
all the sections constitute one amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. l think they are 
all different amendments. They are allindepend- 
ent appropriations. No one has any connection 
with the preceding one. They were offered by 
different Senators, and they cannotall be included 
in a single amendment. 

The SPEAKER, It is difficult to determine 
‘from the bill whether they are separate amend- 
ments or not, The Chair, however, thinks they 
should be considered as separate, and unless it is 
objected to, will so consider them. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask that theamendment now 
pending may be again reported. 

The second section was again read by the Clerk. 

The amendment was then disagreed to. 


The third amendment was then read, as follows: 

“Sec. 3. Anil be it further enucted, That the salary of the 
route agents be, and the same is hereby increased, to $1,000 
per annwn.?’ 

The question was put, and 53 rose in the af- 
firmative. 

Mr. FLORENCE demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. Srrotrner and Locx- 
HART Were appointed, 

The question was again put, and the tellers 
reported—ayes 77, noes 57. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HART. Willit bein order to move to 
take a recess until six o’clock ? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be, 

Mr. MOORE, of Louisiana. There was asec- 
tion rejected of which I did not hear one word 
read. I hope it will be reconsidered, and that the 
į section will be adopted. IT make that motion. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I call the gentleman to or- 

der. 
| TheSPEAKER. Will the gentleman state the 
section to which he refers? 

Mr. MOORE. It is the one authorizing the 
Postmaster Géferal to contract for carrying the 
| mail in steamboats instead of in an open boat 
from Lake House to New Iberia, in Louisiana, 
as it is now carried, by which means it is often 
lost. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved that the 
motion to reconsider be Jaid upon the table; which 
motion was agreed to. 

The next amendments—-Nos. 4 and 5 of the 
| Senate—were then read, and the question being 
i taken on concurring therein, it was decided in the 
negative. 

Amendment of the Senate No. 6, was then read, 
as follows: 

“Sec. 6. ind be it further enacted, That the bridges 
across the Ohje river at Wheeling, in the State of Virginia, 
landat Bridgeport, in the State of Ohio, abutting on Zane’s 
| Island, in saidriver, are hereby declared to be lawful strac. 
tures in their present postion and elevation. aud shall be 
i so helg and taken to he, anythiog in any jaw or laws of the 
| United States to the contrary norwithstanding, 
| “Sec. 7. vind be if further enacted, That the said bridges 
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are declared to be, and are established post roads. for. the 
assage of the mails of the United States, and ‘that the 
: Wheeling and: Belmont Bridge Company are authorized to 
have and maintain their said. bridges-at their present site 
and elevation ; and the officers and crew of all vessels and 
boats navigating said river are. required to regulate the use 
of theirsaid vessels and boats, and of any pipes and“chim- 
neys belonging thereto, so as not to interfere with the eleva- 
«tion and construction of. said bridges.” 


Mr. CARTTER,. Is it competent to take-a 
separate vote upon the'two sections. 

-The SPEAKER: '‘The two must be voted upon 
as a whole. : : 

‘Mr. CARTTER. One of these bridges is not 
ten feet high. ; 

Mr: EDGERTON. ‘I. call-the gentleman to 
order. ` 

The SPEAKER. The matter contained in the 
amendment is indivisible. Both of the bridges 
are embraced in each of these separate sections. 

The question being upon the adoption of the 
above sections, ; 

Mr. CARTTER called for the yeas and nays; | 
which were ordered. f 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Is it in order 
to move to suspend the rules that I may offer.a 

. resolution? 

‘The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania. Is it in order 
to move to take’a, recess. for two hours? 

The SPEAKER. ‘Itisnot. The House is act- 
ing under the operation of the previous question. 
. Phe question was then taken on. the adoption 
of the sixth amendment, and there were—yeas 92, 
nays 42; as: follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Ashe, Averett, Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, 
Bocock, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, Albert G. 
Brown, George H.. Brown,. Buell; Caldwell, Thompson 
. Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleve- 
Jand, Clingman, Cobb, Coleock, Conger, Daniel, George 
-T. Davis, Dawson, Dockery. Doty, Eastman, Edgerton, 
_Edmiindson, Evans, Ewing, Faulkner, Ficklin, Freeman, 
Gaylord, Goodenow, Gorman, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Harper, Hart, Houston, Thomas Y. How, Jackson, Jen- 
“kins, Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
Kuhns, Letcher, Lockhart, Mann, Martin, Mason, Me- 
Queen, Meade, Miller, Millson, Molony, Jobn- Moore, 
Murphy, Murray, Newton, Outlaw, Samuel, W.. Parker, | 
Penniman, Perkins, Polk, Porter, Powell, Price, Riddle, 
Robie, Savage, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Scudder, Stan- 
sly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard .H...Stanton, : Stone, 
Strother, Sweetser, Thompson, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, 
Watkins, Wilcox, and Woodward—92. 
` NAYS—Messrs, Charles ‘Allen, Allison, Bibighaus, 
Cartter, Curtis, Dean, Dimmick, Duncan, Florence; Floyd, 
_ Fowler, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gilmore; Haws, Haven, 
Hebard, Howard, John W. Howe, Ingersoll, J. Glancy 
` Joner, George G. King, Kurtz, McNair, Henry D. Moore, 
Morehead, Morrison, Andrew Parker, Robbins, Ross, 
Schoonmaker, Skelton, Snow, Benjamin Stanton, Thad- 
deus Stevens, Sutherland, Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, 
Washburn, Addison White, and Wildrick—42, 


So the amendment. was agreed to. 

The amendment of the Senate to the title of the 
bill was read and agreed to, as follows, viz: add 
to the title the words ‘and for other purposes.” 

MILITARY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the rules be sus- 


pended and that the House resolve itself into the į 


Committee of the Whole on the state of. the 
Union, for the purpose of taking up the militar 
appropriation bill, which has a great many amend- 
ments to it. 

Mr. STANLY. I suggest to the gentleman 
from Alabama, that he move to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I prefer that course, and if 
there is no objection, I withdraw my motion. and 
allow the gentleman from North(arolina to make 
the motion indicated by him. 

Mr. STANLY. I make that motion. 

Mr. COBB. T rise to a question of privilege. I 
move to reconsider the vote by which the civil and 
diplomatic bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman vote in 
the affirmative? ™ 

Mr..COBB. I did. 

The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama will be entered, but there is a 
motion pending which must be first considered by 
the House. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranty’s 
motion to discharge the Committee of the Whole | 
on the state of the Union from the further consid- 

_eration of the Army appropriation bill, and it was 
. agreed to.. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 

taken up and read. 


ĮI now ask that that bill be 


.Mr., HOUSTON. There are a. great many i 


„amendments to-the bill, and should a debate arise, 


in the Committee of the. W hole.on the.state of the 


| amendments: — 


| to, viz? 


„is rejecting all of these Senate amendments, and I 


| sisting and transporting volunteers previous to their being 


| the Senate. were then considered and rejected. [See 


“stores, medical services, and transportation, which have not 


we never will get through. I therefore move the 
previous question. f 

“The SPEAKER. We have discharged the Com- 
mittee of the Whole from themilitary-bill;.but there 
is a rule which requires that it. shall be considered 


Union. Isitthe unanimous consent of the House 
that that rule be: suspended? 

There was no objection, and the rule was sus- 

ended. y aa 

The call.for the. previous question was then 
seconded, and -the main question ordered.to be 


put. 
. The Clerk then proceeded to. read the Senate 


The 4th amendment of the Senate, inserting in 
page 5 the clause below, was considered and agreed 


“For fuel and quarters for officers of the Army serving 
on the Coast Survey, the payment of which is no longer made 
by the. Quartermaster’s Department, $4,500.” 


The Ast, 2d, 3d, 5th, 6th, 7th, and.8th.amend- 
ments were considered. and rejected. : Vide report 
of Committee of Conference. 


The 9th amendment. of the Senate was consid- 
ered. and agreed to, as-follows: 


' 9th. After the, first, section, add: 


t For payment to Priscilla D.. Twiggs, of the amount. of 
the pay and allowances which would have accrued to her 
son George DÐ. Twiggs, had he been regularly in service as 
a second lieutenant of Infantry, from the Ist day of June, 
1847; tbe. date on which. he left the. United States, to the 
12th of August in the same year, when he fell’ in battle at 
the National Bridge, Mexico, 230 33.” 

The 10th, 11th, 12th, 18th, and 14th amend- 
ments of the Senate were. then considered, and. re- 
jected. ‘Vide report of Committee of Conference. | 


Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. The. House | 


propose that they be disagreed to in mass and sent 
to a Committee of Conference. 

Mr. KING, of New York. -I object. 

The 5th, 16th, 17th, 18th, and 19th Senate 
amendments were then considered and rejected. 
Vide report of Committee of Conference. 


The 20th amendment of the Senate was read 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Add at the end of the bill after section-9th: 


“Seo. 10. And be it. further enacted, -That there be ap- 
propriated as aforesaid to refund to the State of North Caro- 
lina the amount of money advanced and transportation fur- 
nished to volunteers from that State during the late war with 
Mexico, the sum of $9,382 53.” 


The 21st amendment was read, as follows: 


Add as a new section at the end of.the bill after 
section 10: 
“Seo. ll. And be it further enacted, That there be ap- 


propriated as aforesaid, for refunding to the State of Mich- 
igan, the amount advanced by said State in organizing, sub- 


mustered into the service of the United States during the 
late war with Mexico, $20,000; which said sum, or so much i 
thereof as.shall be necessary to pay and cancel the claim of | 
said State.as presented and now on file in the office of the | 
Third Auditor of the. Treasury Department, together with | 
the interest as aforesaid on said claim from the time said ad- : 
vances were made by said State, shal] be paid by the Secre- 
tary ofthe Treasury to the Governor or other proper officer 
of the said State of Michigan.” 


The question was put, and upon a division, 
there were—ayes 35, noes not counted. 


Mr. STUART. I demand tellers. | 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Stanton of | 
Tennessee, and. Wuire were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the amend- 
ment was disagreed to, the tellers having reported 
—ayes 40, noes not counted. 


The 22d, 23d, 24th, and. 26th amendments of 


| 
H 
report of Committee of Conference. ] | 
g i i 

The 25th amendment was read, as follows: 


Add, as a new section, at the end of the bill after 
section 14: i 


te Sec. 15, And be it further enacted, That in the settle- 
ment of the claims of the State of Georgia, under the provis- 
ions of the aet of the Hth of August, 1842, providing for 
the settlement of the claims of Georgia for the services of | 
her militia, which have heretofore been Suspended or disal- 
lowed, the accounting officers of the Treasury Department 
allow and-pay, upon proof that the State has allowed and 
paid the same, all accounts for forage, subsistence, hospital 


been heretofore allowed by the United States. That forthe 


pay of mounted infantry. the pay of cavalry be allowed, the 
same to be paid out of the fund appropriated by the act of} 
Lith. Angust, 1842. aR aE 


The question was put upon the amendment, 
and upon a division there were—ayes 23, noes 643 
no guorum. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. STANTON of 
Tennessee, and CHANDLER were appointed. 

Mr. CHASTAIN. .I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was again put, and the amendment 
was rejected, the tellers having reported—ayes 34, 
noes not. counted. 


Mr. WASHBURN. The amendment with 
regard to the payment of advances to the State of 
Maine was rejected. I move that the vote b 
which it was disagreed to: be reconsidered. There 
ean-be no sort of question as to the justice of the 
claim. -It has been audited. 

(Cries of‘ Order !”? * Order P] 

Mr. CLEVELAND. The gentleman was not 
present, and therefore cannot move to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment he refers to was 
rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot know that 
officially. 

A motion was made that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid upon the table; and it was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following amendment of the 
Senate: - : 


«oth. Add at the end of the bill, as a new section, after 
section 16th, the following: 


& Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That the accounts of 
Adjutant General: Roger Jonés shall be settled by the ac- 


‘counting officers of the Treasury ‘according to equity and 


justice, and in such:manner as to allow the pay and emol- 
uments Of his commission of adjutant general from the time 


‘of the reduction ofthe Army in 1821 to, March 7, 1825, when 


he was restored to his rank and‘commission in the staff of 
the Army: Provided, That the pay and emoluments of cap- 
tain of artillery during the same period be, deducted there- 
from.” ' 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That is a private 
claim, and ought not to be allowed here. 

The question was put upon the amendment, and 
upon a division. there were—ayes 65—— 

Mr. ROBBINS. [ demand-tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. CHANDLER 
and Sr. Martin were appointed. 

The question was again put, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to—the tellers having reported— 
ayes 91, noes 32. “4 
“Mr. CLEVELAND. I desire, with the con- 
sent of the House, to move, that we take a recess. 

[Cries of “<I object!” 1 object}? 1 object ?] 

The 28th, 29th and 3Oth amendments of the 
Senate, proposing to add sections 18, 19, and 20, 
were considered and réjected. See report of Com- 
mittee of Conference. 

The amendments having been disposed of— 


EXTRA COMPENSATION. 


Mr. STANTON, of ‘Tennessee, asked permis- 
sion to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, hat there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House to the employees thereof, including the*police 
of the Capitol, and such regular laborers and lamp-lighters 
on the public grounds around the Capitol as have heretofore 
been included in similar resoltitions, and the two watchmen 
on the wings of the Capitol, the usual extra compensation 
allowed at the close of a session. 


Mr. STANTON. Before the previous question 
is put, I wish to include the watchmen on the 


: Capitol, 


Mr. SKELTON. I object to the resolution. 

Mr. STANTON. I move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of introducing it. i 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
ayes 80, noes not counted. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia, demanded tellers; 
which. were ordered. 

The question was then taken, (Messrs. CHAND- 
LER, and Stanton of Tennesse, acting as tellers,) 
and there were—ayes 100, noes not counted. 

So the rules were suspended. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask my col- 
league, as a matter of justice, to except, in giving 
this compensation, those who receive the increased 
compensation provided for in the civil and diplo- 
matic bill. f ask that the amount they shall re- 
ceive under that shall be deducted from this. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee [Mr: Stanton] whether 
the amount of increased compensation by the per- 
centage. provided for in. the civil. and diplomatic 


bill will amount to $20..to these employees, inas- 


much. as it does not commence until the present 


fiscal year commences? 


Mr. WOODWARD. I willoffer the following 
amendment to that of the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, to compensate those who, taking into consid- 
eration the character and intensity of the labor, are 
worth five times as much as any of them: 


And that there be paid to each of the reporters of this | 


House for the Congressional Globe a sum equal to the extra 


compensation hereby allowed to the Chief Clerk in the 


clerk’s office. 


Cries of “ That’s right!’ “That’s right!” j 


“That’s right!” 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I am wiling 
to accept that amendment, but not that of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jonzs.] I call the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. IT ask that the 
resolution and amendment be again reported. 

The resolution as amended was again read by 
the Clerk. 

Mr. CLEVELAND. The amendment simply 
provides that these gentlemen shall receive the 
same extra compensation as we give the chief 
clerk, They ought to have it. Considering the 
nature of their services, they ought to have it 
more than any others here. 

Mr. PENN. 
the amendment. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
and it should be paid to them. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 


It is right, 


and nays upon the amendment; which were not | 


ordered. 

Tellers were demanded; but only seventeen gen- 
tlemen rising in the affirmative, they were not or- 
dered. 

The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee (Mr, Sranroy] to allow 
me to offer an amendment, to place the Sergeant- 
at-Arms and the Postmaster of the House upon 
an equal footing with the Chief Clerk. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I think the 
original resolution includes them, 

The question was then taken on the resolution 
as amended, and it was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, moved to re- 


consider the vote by which the resolution was : 


passed, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


pose of the fortification bill. If the House will 


consent to take action upon it, I will propose to | 


bring it before the House, and make a test vote 
upon it. 

Mr, CARTTER. 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
for the purpose of taking up the fortification bill. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. Have we yet 
acted upon the naval appropriation bill? 

Mr. HOUSTON. It has not yet come in from 
the Senate, or I would move to take it up. 

Mr. WHITE, of Kentucky. I wish to know 
what was done with the 30th amendment to the 
Army bill in regard to the Blue Lick Springs in 
Kentucky ? 

The SPEAKER. 
ion of the Chair. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I move to re- 
consider the vote by which that amendment was 
rejected. 


l object. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will make an en- ' 


try of that motion. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise to a 
privileged question. It is to reconsider the vote 
by which the amendment to the Post Office bill, 
providing for a daily mail on the Mississippi river, 
was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. That motion will be entered, 
but it cannot be considered while the motion of the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] is before 
the House. 


156 


I hope the House will vote for į 


I desire in some way to dis- į 


I move that the rules be sus- | 


Tt was rejected, in the opin- |! 


i 
i 


j 


i 
ij 
j 
3 


| into various classes, and the committee have in- 


| sent of the House to offer the following resolution: 


WEDNESDAY, SE 


Mr. STANTON. Isnot the motion debatable 
The SPEAKER. Itis not. Itis not in order 
to consider it while the gentleman from Alabama 
(Mr. Houston] has the floor. _ . 

Mr. STANTON. Ionly wish to say a single 
word. 

[Cries of “ Order 1? “Order!” « Order!?’] 

The SPEAKER. The moffon of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. Sranron] is entered, 
and can be called up at any time when no other 
privileged motion is pending. f 

The’ question recurring upon Mr. Houstox’s 
motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and there were— 
yeas 70, nays 46; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Averett, 
Babcock, Thomas H. Bayly, Bibighaus, Bowie, John H. 
Boyd, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brooks, E. Carrington Cabell, 
Chandler, Chapman, Chastain, Conger, Daniel, Duncan, 
Evans, Florence, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gray, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hascall, Haven, 
Hebard, Holladay, Houston, Howard, John W. Howe, In- 
gersoll, Jackson, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, George 
G. King, Kurtz, Martin, McCorkle, Miller, Millson, Henry 
D. Moore, Morehead, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, 
Phelps, Porter, Reed, Riddie, Robbins, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Skelton, Stanly, Fred- 
erick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Thaddeus Stevens, 
St. Martin, Strother, Taylor, Thurston, Walsh, Watkins, 
and Addison White—70. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Barrere, Beale, Bowne, 
Brenton, Albert G, Brown, Buell, Joseph Cable, Caldwell, 
Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Churchwell, 
Clark, Cobb, Coleock, Dawson, Dimmick, Eastman, Ed- 

erton, Edmundson, Fieklin, Floyd, Gaylord, Gorman, 

reen, Hall, Isham G. Harris, Henn, Thomas Y. How, f 
Andrew Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. Jobnson, 
Letcher, Lockhart, McQueen, Murray, Outlaw, Penniman, 
Polk, Powell, Robie, Savage, David L. Seymour, Benjamin 
Stanton, Stuart, Townshend, Wallace, and Woodward— 


? 


So the rules were suspended, and the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Sruarr in the chair.) 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to take up House 
bill No. 316, ‘‘ making appropriations for certain 
fortifications of the United States for the year end- 
ing the 30th of June, 1853.” 

‘The question was then taken, and it was agreed 


o. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The fortification bill as re- 
ported by the committee, contains appropriations 
to the amount of $134,000. It is founded on a let- 
ter of General Totten, who classified these works 


t 


structed me to report back to the House one class | 
which is embraced in this bill. General Totten, | 
in his letter, desired the passage of the entire forti- 
fication bill; but when he found he could not get ! 
that, he urged the universal importance it was to 
the country of passing a bill embracing at least || 
the firstZclass, for the purpose of preserving the 
public property from dilapidation and destruction. 
As there is very little time fora discussion of this 
subject, if the committee will do so, I shall propose 
to go into the House for the purpose of closing the 
debate. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I desire to offer a | 
substitute, and I wish to be heard upon it for ten | 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Vir- | 
ginia [Mr. Bayxy] can offer his substitute when 
the committee again organizes. 

The question was then taken upon Mr. Hovs- 
TON’s motion, and it was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose, and the Speaker | 
having resumed the chair, the chairman reported | 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of || 
the Union had, according to order, had the Union | 
generally under consideration, and especially 
House bill No. 316, “ making appropriations for 
certain fortifications of the United States for the | 
year ending the 30th of June, 1853.” 


LATE MR. RANTOUL. 
Mr. GOODRICH. [ask the unanimous con- 


Resolved, That the Speaker pay to the widow of the Hon. | 
Robert Rantoul, deecased, whatever balance may have been 


; minutes’? and inserting “‘ five.” 


due Mr. Rantoul, as a member of this House, at the time of 
his death: And resolved, That the Clerk of the House be 
directed to pay out of the contingent fund, to Mrs. Rantoul, 
the per diem to which her late husband would have been 
entitled if he had lived until the end of the present session. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to the latter 
part of that resolution, It has never been done 
yet, and I object to it. 

Mr. GOODRICH. Iwill withdraw the latter 
clause of the resolution, if there is any objection 
to it. Iwill modify it according to the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.] 

The question recurring upon the adoption of 
the resolution as modified, it was put, and the 
resolution was agreed to. ` 


A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Dicxrs, its Secretary: 

Mr. Srgaxer: The Senate have passed bills of the fol- 
lowing titles, viz: 

H. R., No. 240, entitled “ An act making appropriations 
for the naval service for the year ending 30th June, 1853; 
and 

H. R., No. 312, entitled “An act making appropriations 
for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for 
the erection and establishment of the same, and for other 
purposes,” severally, with amendments, in which I am 
directed to ask the concurrence of this House. 


On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, by unanimous 
consent, It was 

Ordered, 'That the bill of the House makiug appropria- 
tions for the naval service, for the year ending 30th June, 
1853, just reported from the Senate, with sundry amend- 
ments, be committed to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I move the adoption of the 
usual resolution, closing debate on the fortification 
bill in fifteen minutes after the committee shall 
have resumed its consideration. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. The gentleman 
will allow me to suggest to him before that reso- 
lution is adopted, to make no more propositions, 
or I hope the House will vote them down. It is 
too late in the session to go into committee, and 
there are some things that ought to be done in the 
House, 

Mr. HOUSTON. This is about as important 
as anything else that can be done for the country. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I mave to 
amend the proposition, by striking out “fifteen 
We have so 
time to waste in speech making. 

The question wastaken on the amendment, and 


|| it was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the res- 


i| olution as amended; and being put, it was decided 


in the affirmative. 

So the resolution as amended was agreed to, 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolution was adopted, and to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The question was taken upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I now move that the rules 
be suspended, and that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Isnot a motion 
to postpone the bill until the first Monday in De- 
cember in order? 

The SPEAKER. Itis not in possession of the 
House even, and itis not therefore in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I hope the House will refuse 
to go into committee. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. Is it in order 
to move that the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union be discharged from the further 
consideration of this bill, and bring it into the 
House? 

The SPEAKER. Not unless the rules were 
suspended, or by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BAYLY. I object. 

Mr. BROWN. Then I move to suspend the 
rules. 

Mr. KING, of New York. TI riseto a point of 
order. I wish to inquire of the Chair whether 
there is not a motion pending to suspend the rules 
and to go into committee? 

The SPEAKER. Thereisa motion pending 
to go into committee. 
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Mr. KING. ‘Then that motion must be first 


ut. 

The SPEAKER. There is a motion pending, 

made by the gentleman from Mississippi, (Mr. 

Brown,] to suspend the rules, which must first be 
ut. 

È Mr. HOUSTON. I withdraw the motion to 

go into the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HART. [renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The other motion being first 
made, and being of equal dignity, must be first 

ut. 3 i 

Mr. HART. It was out of order, as I under- 
stood the Chair, to consider that mation. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bame [Mr. Houston] withdrew his motion to go 
into committee. The gentleman from Missis- 
sippi was recognized by the Chair, and submitted 
a motion to suspend the rules, and it is in order. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Brown’s 
motion; and on a division, there were—ayes 72, 
noes 66. 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I now renew my motion to 


suspend the rules and go into the Committee of | 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 
The question was then put upon Mr. Hovs- 
rox’s motion, and it was agreed to. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


So the rules were suspended, and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. Srvarr in the chair,) 
and resumed the consideration of the fortification 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I regret exceed- 


ingly that after there was a sort of understanding | 


between the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, that we were to have an hour to dis- 
cuss this bill, that we should be cut down to fifteen 
minutes, 

Mr. HOUSTON. { do not want an hour. 

Mr. BAYLY. The understanding was, that I 
should have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HOUSTON. Ihave no idea of taking up 
my hour. 

Mr. BAYLY. I choose to say that, because 
the gentleman can oceupy his hour. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I choose to say that I told 
the gentleman, before he commenced his remarks, 
that I was not going to take my hour. 

Mr. BAYLY. I move a substitute for the bill, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


‘The substitute was then read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 


3e it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of ihe United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the (ollowing sums be, aud they are hereby, appropriated, 
_to be paid ont of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the preservation and repair of certain for- 
tifieations, for the year ending the 30th of June, 1853: 
Eor repairs of Fort Mackinaw, Michigan, $2,000, 
For defensive works and canals, near Detroit, Michigan, 
(Port Wayne,) $15,000. 
For repairs of Fort Ontario, New York, $900. 


For fort at outiet of Lake Champlain, (Fort Montgom- | 


ery.) 815,000. 


For defensive works and canals at narrows of Penobscot | 


river, (Fort Knox,) #20,000. 
grou repairs of Fort Preble, Portland harbor, Maine, 

000. 

For purchase of land for extension of site of Fort Preble, 
910,500. 

For Fort Winthrop, Governor’s Island, Boston harbor, 
$10,000. 

For Fort Warren, Boston harbor, $30,000. 

For repairs of Fort Independence, Boston harbor, $10,000. 

For Fort Adams, and permanent quarters and canals 
thereat, $35,000. 

For Fort Schuyler, Long Island Sound, New York, 
$15,000. 


For repairs of Fort Columbus and Castle William, New 
York, $4,500. 


For repairs of Fort Wood, and sea-wall, permanent wharf, | 


and hospital, Bedlow’s Island, New York, $20,000. 


For Fort Hamilton, and permanent wharf thereat, 
$10,000. - 


for Fort Richmond, Staten ísland, New York, $60,000. 


For Fort Delaware, Pea Patch Island, Delaware river, | 


859,000. 

For repairs of Fort Mifflin, Delaware river, $2,000. 

For fort at Sailers’ Point Flats, Baltimore harbor, (Fort 
Carroll.) $50,009, 

For Fort Monroe, Hampton Roads, Virginia, $20,000, 

For repairs of Fort Caswell, Cape Fear river, North Car- 
olina, 85,000. 

For preservation ef the site of Fort Caswell, North Caro- 
Hina, $2,000. 

For repairs of Fort Macon, Beaufort harbor, North Car- 
ojina, $2,000. 

For preservation of the site of Fort Macon, North Caro- 
Hina, $1,000, 


For Fort Sumter, Charleston harbor, South Carolina, 
$40,600. 

For repairs of canals and quarters at Fort Johnson, South 
Carolina, $1,200. 

For preservation of the site of Fort Johnson, including 
repairs of wharf, $4,200. 

Por dyke to Drunken Dick Shoal, Charleston harbor, South 
Carolina, $10,000. 

For repairs of Castle Pinckney, Charleston harbor, South 
Carolina, $800. 

For Fort Pulaski, ineluding canals. and quarters, Savan- 
nah river, $15,000. 

For fort at entrance to Cumberland Sound, Georgia, 
$25,000. 

For Fon Barrancas and canals thereat, Pensacola harbor, 
$35,000. 

For Fort St. Rio, Pensacola harbor, Florida, $15,000. 

For repairs of Fort Morgan, and for additional canals and 
quarters thereat, Mobile Bay, Alabama, $15,000. 

For repairs of Fort Jackson, Mississippi river, Louisiana, 
$20,000. 

For repairs ‘of Fort St. Philip and canals thereat, Missis- 
sippi river, $35,000. 

For repairs of Fort 
4.000. 

For repairs of Fort Macomb, (formerly Fort Wood,) 


Pike, and for additional canals thereat, 


t and for additional canals thereat, $10,000. 


For fort a1 Key West, Florida, $50,000. 
For fort at Garden Key, Florida, 950,000. 


For canals and store-houses at Fort Niagara, New York, | 


$10,000. 


For repairs of Fort Jackson, Savannah river, Georgia, 
$20,000. 


For repairing a breach in the breakwater constructed for 
fhe protection of the site of Fort Sumter, Charleston har- 
bor, South Carolina, $12,300. 

Mr. B. said: After the suffering to which the 
country was subjected in the late war with Great 
Britain, there was appointed a mixed board of 
Army and Navy officers, assisted by General Ber- 
nard, who was the favorite engineer of Napoleon, 
to perfect our fortifications. Well, sir, there have 


been expended on these fortifications, and such as || 
were constructed subsequently to the revolution- | 


ary war, and prior to the late war, the sum of 
$20,698,536; and the amount that is asked in my 
substitute—not only to preserve and to repair those 
forts that are completed, but to carry on the con- 
struction of two or three forts of the utmost import- 
ance—is less than three per cent. of the whole 
cost, or about three percent. But if you take the 
old forts, the cost is little more than two per cent. 


to carry on their construction and. keep them in | 


repair. The percentage upon the whole is raised 
by the construction of four forts. Fort Delaware, 
on Pea Patch Island, for the protection of Philadel- 
phia; Soller’s Point, to protect the city of Baltimore; 
and for a fortification at Key West, and one on 
the dry Tortugas. A large amount of the appro- 
priation that that bill asks for, for those works 
which are not already completed, are for those in 
the Gulf of Mexico. Everybody knows, | be- 
lieve, that I have no interest in this matter, but 
anybody who will look at it will see the necessity 
for those fortifications to which I have referred. 
The whole commerce of the Gulf of Mexico would 
be terribly exposed but for those fortifications. 
Sir, Great Britain commands the southern outlet 
from the Gulf of Mexico by her fortifications in 
Jamaica; and Spain, by hers at Havana, has the 
control of the northern pass, and then Mexico has 
Vera Cruz or San Juan, and there is nota solitary 
point in the Gulf of Mexico where a single vessel 
laden with our commerce could, for one moment, 
find shelter to protect it froma British fleet. There 
is not a solitary point where one of our men-of- 
war, in the event of its being overpowered by a 
British fleet, could find shelter. These are not for- 
tifications, as gentlemen suppose, of the character 
that has been condemned. T 

tifications, but are places for the shelter of our 
commerce and our Navy. The whole appropria- 
tion asked for to preserve, continue, and perfect 
these works is about three and a half per cent. on 
the amount expended already. Well, now, when 
the Government, under the control and advise- 
ment of a board of Navy and Army officers, as- 
sisted by Bonaparte’s favorite engineer, has pro- 
jected these works, and we haveexpended twenty 


‘millions upon them, is it good economy to let! 


them go to ruin, when the small appropriation 


i; asked is about three and a half per cent. on the 


whole cost? 

[The Speaker having temporarily resumed the 
chair for the purpose— 

A message was received from the Senate, by 
Mr. Drexins, its Secretary: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Senate have passed the bill of the 
House (No. 273) entitled ‘“ An act making further provision 
for the satisfaction of Virginia military land warrants,” 
without amendment. 

The Senate insist on their amendments disagreed to by 


heyare not land for- || 


|| pleted, entirely 


i taken. 


the House, to the bill of the House (No. 241) entitled “ An 
act making appropriation for the service of the Post Office 
Department during the fiscal year ending the 20th of June, 
1853,” and ask a conference of the House thereon; and 
have appointed Mr. Mitver, Mr. Rusk, and Mr, FELCH 
managers of the said conference on the part of the Senate, 

The Senate also insist on their amendments disagreed to 
by the House to the bill of the House (No. 220) entitled 
“An act making appropriation for the support of the Army 
for the year ending 30th of June, 1853,” and ask a confer- 
ence with the House thereon; and have appointed Mr. 
Bricut, Mr. Dawson, and Mr. Bropneap managers at 
the said conference on the part of the Senate. 


On motion by Mr. HOUSTON, by unanimous 
consent, it was 

Ordered, That the House insist on their disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 
(No. 220) making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending the 30th of June, 1858, and agree 
to a conference with the Senate thereon. 

Mr. Hovston, Mr. Stanxy, and Mr. Gorman 
were appointed managers at the said conference 
on the part of this House.] 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I am_opposed 
to the substitute of the gentleman from Virginia, 
but I have no idea of consuming five minutes of 
the precious time of the House in discussing it. 
I simply want to express the opinion that, in my 
judgment, these fortifications, take them at large, 
are great humbugs. The fortification before the 


|! city of Vera Cruz was admitted to be the strongest 


in the world, or amongst the strongest. Military 
men said that it could not be taken. General Scott 
went there with an inferior force, and invested and 
took it in a little less than twenty-four hours. 
A beautiful commentary upon all your fortifica- 


|! tions! I hope this fortification bill will be dis- 


posed of very shortly. 

Mr. WALSEI. [move to amend the substitute 
by reducing the first appropriation five dollars. 
Now, sir, although General Scott succeeded in 
destroying the castle at Vera Cruz, it had defied 
several Powers before that; and there isnot a man 
superior to General Scott, or his equal, so far as 
military genius is concerned. That fortification 
was supposed, by all military and scientific men, 
to be impregnable. Sir, it is no argument at all 
against fortifications, that they are sometimes 
But, sir, I propose to say that, if the sys- 
tem of fortifications is unjust, then this bill is 
unjust. We have heard a great deal about favor- 
itism in regard to rivers and harbors, but this bill 
professes to proceed upon the principle that only 
such appropriations are to be made as will keep 
works actually in existence in proper repair. Now 
this is a most unjust principle, because New York 
harbor has already three or four forts, and Bos- 
ton harbor and other harbors in the country are 
amply protected against the invasion of foreign 
forces; but you are to do nothing for Baltimore; 
you are not to give her the slightest protection, 
because her fort is not two thirds finished. W hat 
justice is there in that? If you want to carry out 
a just system, abandon the fortifications elsewhere 
and leave them precisely in the condition in which 
you leave that portion of the Atlantic coast in the 
vicinity of the city of Baltimore. What justice 
is there in making appropriations for the repair of 
fortifications which are to guard our coast against 
a foreign foe at one point, and leaving a great 


! mart of trade, like the city of Baltimore, which is 


destined to become still larger and more important 
when our chain of internal improvements is com- 
exposed? Within the last five or 
ten years, this city of Baltimore has extended 
along the line of the Patapsco, far below old Fort 
McHenry, which maintained in the late war that 
gallant defense, and at this moment, in case of an 
invasion by a foreign naval force, she would be 
wholly unprotected. Under these circumstances, 
appropriations are recommended by this Military 
Committee, to keep up the defenses elsewhere, 
and to extend the sites of defenses elsewhere, while 
the solitary defense which Baltimore would have 
if it was completed, is to remain in its present con- 
dition. Now, if this system of fortifications is to 
be broken down and the proper defenses of the 
country destroyed, the Democratic party in this 
House will be held responsible for it; and though 


| they may be sustained in their western fastnesses, 


those upon the sea-board will have a voice on this 
question, and will denounce their conduct. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. Chairman, Iam opposed 
to this amendment. I am opposed to the whole 
appropriation. fam opposed to any further ap- 
propriations for our fortifications. It isa known 
fact that this House has heretofore rejected these 
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appropriations. They have twice rejected them. 
It is an admitted fact now, in military science, 
that these fortifications are of no earthly use as 
national defenses, except in one instance, and that 
is for the purpose of enabling our Navy and our 


merchant vessels to get under the protection of || 


their guns when pursued by an enemy. So far as 
they are concerned in defending the country, they 
are of no earthly use. No military man on the 
face of the earth who had five ideas above a 
pickled oyster would ever think of an attempt to 
storm one of our fortifications. No man in this 
country, I apprehend, imagines that the British 
would attempt to sail up the Potomac and attack 
Fort Washington. No man in his sound mind 
imagines that they would attack New York. No 
man in his sound mind imagines that they would 
come up the Mississippi and attack Fort Jackson. 
No man in his sound mind can think they would 
atiack Fort Moultrie. No man in his sound mind 
can think that they would attempt to attack -the 
fort at Point Comfort. The only help these for- 
tifications can be is to enable our commercial ma- 
rine to get in under them and protect themselves 
against an outward navy. But if the enemy 
wish to land, all they have got to dois to go to 
any part of our shore, land in serf-boats, and 
march wherever they please. But while gentlemen 
universally admit this, while they accept the prin- 
ciple, they say that you must keep them in repair. 
Keep what in repair? Your fine fower-gardens 
and fences? Keep up the paint and brush? Under 
your Army regulations, the soldiers do that from 
day to day, and a very slight appropriation is 
needed to keep up the repairs from year to year. 
The bill of the Committee of Ways and Means 
of $134,000, is amply sufficient for that. 

I have but one additional remark to make, and 
it is this: that if any gentleman can rise in his 
place and say that there is a fortification in Amer- 
ica that the British cannot, by landing at some 
other point, surround and take, then I have 
learned the history of a small portion of the mili- 
tary science of this country to very little advan- 
tage. There is not a man in the Army, from 
General Scott himself down, but what will admit, 
that by landing on our coast and going round by 
land, an enemy could take any fortification in the 
country. They are of no earthly use whatever, 
except, as I said before, to protect our commercial 
marine by enabling vessels to run in under their 
guns. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I move to 
amend the amendment by increasing the amount 
#50. I do not rise for the purpose of making an’ 
argument in reference to fortifications. I agree 
generally with what the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. Gorman] has said, except in reference to 
one or two points, such as the Tortugas, because 
they do not stand upon the ground of fortifications 
on land which can be surrounded and taken; they 
defend a strait. But I consider it very important 
that, in the absence of these fortifications, we 
should strengthen the Navy, and that we should 
build such a vessel as I proposed when the naval 
appropriation bill was under consideration the 
other day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not in 
order in discussing the propriety of building a na- 
val vessel. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, Iam only illustrating 
the argument in reference to fortifications. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair cannot enter- 
tain an argument of that sort at this stage of the 
session. 

Mr. STANTON. Well, then, I will proceed 
inorder. I was going to say that there is no time 
to mature a bill m reference to fortifications. I 
hope, therefore, that this debate will cease from 
this moment, and that we will rise and consider 
the naval appropriation bill, which has been re- 
turned from the Senate, and which is more im- 
portant than the fortification bill. I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranton’s 


motion, and it was agreed to. 


Thecommitteeaccordingly rosé, andthe Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman reported 
that the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union had, according to order, had under con- 
sideration the state of the Union generally, and 
particularly the fortification bill, and had @ome to | 


no resolution thereon. 


SENATE’S AMENDMENTS TO THE NAVAL 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 


| Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. | move that the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 

: be discharged from the further consideration of the 

naval appropriation bill, and the amendments of 

| the Senate thereto. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I object. 

| Mr.STANTON. ThenI move to suspend the 

rules for that purpose. 2 

The motion was agreed to. 

The bill and amendments were then taken up 
for consideration. 

; Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
| previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The ist, 2d, 3d, and 4th amendments of the Sen- 
ate were then non-concurred in. 

The 5th amendment was read, as follows: 

€ Insert in page 2, after the clause appropriating for the 
repair of vessels in ordinary, the following : 

“And the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to have completed with the least pos- 
sible delay, the war steamer contracted for with Robert L. 
Stevens, in pursuance of an act of Congress approved April 
14th, 1812, and the balance of the appropriation heretofore 
made, which bas been carried to the credit of the surplus 
fund, shall be used for that purpose.?? 

Mr. DEAN. JI call for the yeas and nays on 
concuring in the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. SKELTON. I ask for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. HAMILTON, 
and Sranton of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then taken, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 47, noes 70. 

So the amendment was not concurred in. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote just 
taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
| was agreed to. 

! The 6th amendment was read: 


€c Insert in the bill the following: 
1 “ And the Secretary of the Navy may, ifhe deem it proper, 
; cause to be applied, as soon as practicable, to one or more 
į of the steam vessels belonging to the United States, any 
| steam condenser which may be found best calculated for 
the purpose of furnishing fresh water to marine boilers, and 
| for the use of the crews.’? 

The question was put, and 47 rose in the affirm- 
ative. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky, demanded tell- 
ers; which were ordered; and Messrs. Gooprenow 
| and Lecxnarr were appointed. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I ask that the 
amendment may again be reported. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question was again put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 79, noes 40. : 

Mr. DIMMICK. demanded the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 


Tth amendment. After the following section: 
‘¢ For repairs and the erection of buildings at the United 
States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Maryland, $20 ,00077--- 


| insert: 
*¢ Por the purchase of ground adjoining the premises oc- 

cupied by the Naval Academy, extension of the walls, and 

: making new street and wharf, and changing the front of 

i buildings, $32,000.” 

| The amendment was not agreed to—ayes 17, 

noes not counted. 


. 
i. z 
| 8h amendment. After the following clause: 

& To complete the quarters for the students and professors 
of the Naval Academy at Annapolis, the sum of $75,0007— 


strike out from the bill the following: 


‘c And hereafter no appointment of midshipman, acting 
midshipman, or pupil atany naval school in the Navy, shail 
be made uuless recommended by the member of Congress 
| representing the district in which the applicant resides, in the 
same manner that cadets at West Point are now appointed; 
and that the Secretary of the Navy is hereby required to 
report to Congress at its second session the number and 
names of appointments to the Naval School which have been 
made, and the disttict and State whence each one comes, 
and the number of vacancies then exisiing at said school, 
with the Congressional district which may be entitled to 
supply them, and a statement of the order m which the r 
mainder of the Congressional districts shall be entitled to 
supply ali future and accruing vacancies, so far as it may be 
determined by existing Jaw, or by circumstances.” 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
now to strike out what has been read? 

The SPEAKER. That is the amendment. 

Mr. JONES. 
stricken out. 


I move the 


Is the proposition 


< 

Mr. WALSH demanded the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. 

Mr. CLEVELAND demanded tellers; which 
were ordered; and Messrs. CLevetanp and Ham- 
ILTON were appointed. 

The question was then put, and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 7, noes not counted, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 


Mr. WALSH. Will it be in order ‘at this 
stage of the proceedings to move that the Com- 
mittee of Conference, which shall be appointed 
upon this bill, shall insist upon retaining this 
amendment? 

The SPEAKER. It will not be in order. 

The 9th and 10th amendments of the Senate 
propose to strike from the following section of the 
bill the words in brackets, and insert those in 
italics: 

“For contingent expenses that may accrue for the fol- 
lowing purposes, viz : freight and transportation, printing 
and stationery, advertising in newspapers, books, maps, 
models, and drawings, purchase and repair of fire-engines 
and machinery, repairs of and attending to steam-engines 
in navy-yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and 
oxen, and driving teams, carts, timber- wheels, and the pur- 
! chase and repair of workmen’s tools, postage of publie let- 
ters, furniture for Government houses, fuel, oil, and candles 
for navy-yards and shore stations, pay of watebmen and 
incidental labor, not chargeable to any other appropriation, 
Jabor attending the delivery of stores on [civil] foreign sta- 
tions, wharfage, dockage, and rent, traveling expenses of 
officers and others under orders, funeral expenses, store 
and office rent, stationery, fuel, commissions, and pay of 
clerks to navy agents and store-keepers, Mags, awnings, 
and packing boxes, premiums and other expenses of re- 
eruiting, apprehending, deserters, per diem pay to persons 
attending courts-martia! and courts of inquiry, and other 
| services authorized by law, pay to judges advocate, pilot- 
age and towage of vessels and assistance to vessels in dis- 
tress, bills of health and quarantine expenses of vessels of 
the United States Navy in foreign ports, 85927,8410. 


These amendments were severally concurred in. 


11th amendment. At the end of the above sec- 
tion, insert: 

Kor contingent expenses not enumerated, $5,000. °? 

The amendment was disagreed to. 


12th amendment. After the following section: 

« Por meteorological observations, to be conducted under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, $2,000°— 
insert: 

“Ior the payment of the salary of Professor Tames P. 
Espy, during the fiscal year ending June 80th, 1848, no 
appropriation having been made by Congress tor that year, 
-$2,000,9 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The remaining amendments of the Senate, from 
thirteen to forty-six inclusive, were severally con- 
; sidered and rejected by the House. [For final 
action, see the report of the Committee of Con- 
ference.] 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Illinois. Task the unani- 
mous consent of the House to allow me to take 
from the Speaker’s table Senate bill No, 486, en- 
titled “ An act to constitute the town of Alton, in 
the State of Hlinois, a port of delivery.”” 

Mr. HENN. Lask the unanimous consent of 
the gentleman from Illinois and the House, to al- 
low me to take up a bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Worth, that a Committee of Conference may be 
appointed. 
| Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 


I object. 


| The Clerk then read Senate bill No. 486 through. 


|; The SPEAKER. 
| up the bill just read ? 

| There was no objection. 

| The bill was accordingly taken from the Speak- 
| er’s table and read a first and second time by its 
; title. 

' Mr. 
| amendment, to come in at the end of the bill: 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That Burtington, in 
| the State of Towa, Galena, Tlinois, and Knoxville, in the 
! 


Is there objection to taking 


CAMPBELL. I move the following 


i State of Tennessee, shal! be ports of delivery, and shall be 
; subject to the same regulations and restrictions as other 

ports of delivery inthe United States; and there shali be 
| appointed a surveyor of the customs to reside at each of the 
| said perts, who shall, in addition to his own duties, aiso per- 
: form the duties, and receive the salary and emolument of 
| surveyors, prescribed by the act of Congr passed on the 

2d day of March, 1831, providing for the payment of duties 


|; On imported goods at certain ports therein mentioned, the 


same being entitled “An Act allowing the duties on foreign 
i merchandise imported into Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cincin- 
nati, Louisville, St. Louis, Nashville, and Natchez. to be 


Well, sir, I hope it will not be ‘i 


: secured and paid at those places.” And said Burlington, 
Galena, and Knoxville, and the said ports of delivery be, 
and the same are he annexed to, and made part of the 
collection di tof New Orleans, and all the privileges and 
facHities afforded to Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cincinnati, Lou- 
isville, St Loui shvilie, and Natchez, by the act of 
Congress last aforesaid be, and the same are hereby, ex- 
tended to said ports of Burlington, Galena, and Knoxville. 


L GLOBE. 


. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, Fort Jefferson, on the north side of 
Long Island, in the State of New York be, and the same 
is hereby, made a port of delivery within the collection dis- 
trict of the port of New York, and that a surveyor be ap- 
pointed by the President, with the advice and consent of the 
Benate, to reside at the said port of Fort Jefferson, who 
shall have power to enroll and license vessels to be em- 
ployed in the coasting trade, and fisheries, and to enter, 
and clear, and grant registers and other usual papers to ves- 
sels employed in the whale fishery, under such restrictions 
and regulations asthe Secretary of the Treasury may deem 
necessary, and who shall give the usual bond to perform 
the usual duties in the manner prescribed, and be entitled 
to receive the fees allowed by law to surveyors and collect- 
ors for the same duties, and no more. But all cargoes 
chargeable with duties shall be entered, and the duties paid 


at the port of New York, before permission shall be granted |; 


to. discharge the same at Fort Jefferson. 


Mr. HALL. Ltrust the gentleman will allow 
me to move the insertion of Hannibal, in the State 
of Missouri. 

Mr. DIMMICK. I object to the matter alto- 
gether. , 

The SPEAKER. Objection comes too late, 
as the bill has been introduced by unanimous con- 
sent. i 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Iask the previous question 
upon the bill and amendment. 

Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. I wish to say 
one word before the gentleman moves the previous 
question. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I withdraw the call for a 
moment, and yield to the gentleman from New 
York. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. This bill has passed the 
Senate, and is presented in the form in which it 
has been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. The amendment embraces three ports 
upon the western waters, also recommended, and 
for which the Committee on Commerce of this 
House had prepared a bill, but which they have 
been unable to report. It also includes one port 
upon the Atlantic coast. They are all recom- 
mended as ports of delivery, and are all needed for 
the purposes of commerce. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I call for the previous 
question. 

Mr. HALL. I only ask that Hannibal and 
St. Joseph, in the State of Missouri, be included 
in the amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 
floor. 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. DIMMICK. I move that the bill be laid 
on the table. 

The question was taken, and the House refused 
to lay the bill upon the table. ` 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 

The bill was then, according to order, read a 
third time. 

The question then recurred upon the passage of | 
the bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. 

uestion. 

The call for the previous question was sustained, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The bill was then passed. 


Mr. CARTTER. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to introduce the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of this House be directed to 

ay to Tuomas Y. How, jr., any moneys due to Nathan 

athbun, by virtue of any resolutions of this House, to pay, 
first, the expenses of the last sickness of said Nathan 
Rathbun, now deceased, and his funeral expenses, and the 
balances, if any, to Mary G. Rathbun, the widow of said 
deceased. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was | 
introduced and passed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE BILL. 


Mr. DUNCAN. -I move that the rules of the 
House be suspended to enable me to move to take 
up the bill making appropriations for light-houses, 
buoys, &c., which te just been returned from 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to, and the bil was 
taken up. 

Mr. DUNCAN. Thave only to say, that the | 
appropriations by the amendments of the Senate | 
are generally small in amount. They have made 
appropriations for some additional buoys and one 
or two light-houses. There is an appropriation 


I decline yielding the 


I call for the previous 


of $10,008, to be placed at the disposal of the Sec- i 


retary of the Treasury, for light-boats, the repair | 


| the amendments of the Senate to the said bill, (No. 314,) | 


: between Owls Head and White Head light-houses, and 
through Muscle Ridge channel, $4,000. 


: Chesapeake Bay, to be designated by the Secretary of the 


| Milwaukie Bay, $5,000. 


f 


riation of $150,000 for the completion of light- 
Teises in California and Oregon, which light-houses | 
were appropriated for in 1851. 

Mr. WALSH. How much is appropriated |! 
for the expenses of officers traveling in Europe? 

Mr. DUNCAN. Nothing at all. f 

Mr. WALSH. ls there any appropriation to 
defray the expenses of a lieutenant of the Navy i: 
who is now traveling in Europe, as I understand, |! 
with a portion of his family, at the public expense, | 
to ascertain the character of the French lights? | 

Mr. DUNCAN. There is no provision of that | 
character in the bill. Nothing of the kind is in- | 
sinuated with regard to the light-houses in Cali- 
fornia. An appropriation was made, light-houses 
were ordered to be built with superior lighting ap- 
paratus, and with signals, for which only $15,000 
apiece was appropriated. The Department has 
endeavored to contract with suitable persons for | 
the erection of the light-houses; and I hold in my 
hand a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in which he urges upon the committtee the neces- 
sity of making the additional appropriation in 
order to carry into effect the intentions of Con- 
gress. The committee move a concurrence with 
all the amendments of the Senate. With this 
brief explanation, I move the previous question. 

Thecall for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

lst amendment of the Senate. Strike out the | 
following from page 2: H 

“ For a lighthouse on the south end of Northem Fox | 
Island, at the entrance of Penobscot Bay, $5,000.” 

And insert the following, viz: 

“Fora light-house at the easterly end of the thorough- 
fare between North Haven and Vinathaven, or on Haven 
Neck, as the Department shall determine, $5,000. >? 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 


A message was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Assury Dicxins, Esq., its Secre- | 
tary, as follows: 

Mr. Speaker: The Senate insist on their amendments 
disagreed to by the House, to the bill of the House No. 314, 
entitled ‘* An act establishing certain post roads,” and ask 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. The Senate have appointed Mr. Rusx, Mr. BOR- 
LAND, and Mr. Bapaer managers at the said conference on 
the part.of the Senate. 

By unanimous consent, it was i 

Ordered, That the House insist on their disagreement to 


and agree to a conference with the Senate thereon. 

The Speaker appointed Mr. Cuarx, Mr. Hatt, 
and Mr. Haven, managers at the said conference 
on the part of the House. i 

The 2d, 3d, 4th, Sth, 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, 10th, 
llth, 12th, and 13th amendments of the Senate 
were then severally considered and agreed to, as | 
follows: 
«2d. For the erection of a harbor light on a point of | 


land lying westof the entrance of Buck’s harbor, in Brooks- 
ville, $3,500. 
«3d. For the erection of beacons, buoys, and spindles 


* 4th. ror the erection of four buoys at Goldsborough, at 
the following places: one on the northeast point of Calf 
Isand, one on the western point of the middle ground off ,| 
Stone Island, one on Half-tide Ledge, and one on asunken }| 
rock at the entrance of Flanders Bay, $200. 

«5th. For repairing or reconstructing the stone beacon on 
Buck Ledge, Penobscot river, $500. i 

<¢6th. For on buoy in New Inlet, Great Egg Harbor, and: 
three buoys in Herford, $200. i 

«7th. For a bell to be placed on one of the light-boats in |j 


Treasury, $200. 
‘8th. For the removal of the light-house at Milwaukie, 
and rebuilding the same at the end of the north point of 


“9th, For six hollow iron buoys for the waters of Cape jj 
Fear, $1,320. 

“10th. For constructing three small or harbor light- 
houses in Galveston Bay, namely: one at Red Fish Bar, 
one at Clippers’ Bar, and one at Half&Moon Shoal, 35,000, 
in addition to the amount ($20,000) already appropriated 
for a light-house on Red Fish Bar. 

s ilth. For the erection of a light-house at Santa Cruz, 
California, $30,000; for the completion of light-houses in | 
California and Oregon, $120,000. | 

«612th. For life-boats and other means for rendering as- | 
sistance to wrecked mariners and others on the coasts of | 
the United States, to be expended under the control und di- : 
rection of the Secretary of the Treasury, $10,000. i 

“13th. For testing the apparatus of Wilson & Meacham 
for illuminating light-houses, $1,000, to be expended under | 
the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury.” 


The following section of the original bill was 


| 
| 
t 
i 
i 
| 
i 
I 
i 
| 


read, as follows: 


wise such reports shall be laid before Congress at the next 
ensuing session; but in all cases where the person desig- 
nated by the Secretary of the Treasury under the fifth sec- 
tion of this act, does not report such preliminary examin- 
ation as expedient, the provisions of this act shall, without 
delay, be carried into execution.’ i 


The 14th amendment of the Senate was as fol- 
lows: 


“ Strike out from the above section the words ‘ under the 
fifth section of this act,’ and in the same page and line to 
strike out the word ‘not.’ 


The question was then taken, and the amend- 
ments were agreed to. 


Mr. HAMMOND. Task the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to take up Senate bill No. 321, 
for the relief of Z. F. Johnston. I ask that the 
following extract from the report be read: 


«That Commander Johnston was ordered by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to the Pacific ocean, and report to Com- 
modore ‘Thomas Ap C. Jones, for duty in the squadron 
under his command. In compliance with this order, Com- 
mander Johnston reached San Franciseo on the 20th of 
November, 1848, and reported for duty a few days there- 
after. Commodore Jones declined to assign him to duty, 
but detained him awaiting orders. His reasons for so doing 
are contained in his letter of the 27th of January, 1852, ad- 
dressed to Commander Johnston, which has been laid be- 
fore the committee. ‘They are stated as follows: 

«c The reason why you were not placed in command on 
‘your joining the Pacific squadron, was that there was no 
¢ ship on the station without a commander atthat time. My 
‘reasons for not permitting you to return home immediately, 
‘were twofold; first, I wished to keep in reserve a reliable 
‘commander to meet any emergency that might happen in 
‘the squadron ; and, secondly, by your remaining on shore 
‘you occupied a position for apprehending deserters from 
‘the squadron, and consequently of lessening desertion, by 
‘rendering escape more difficult. I may also add, that be- 
‘fore the arrival of the first of the steam-packets, your 
‘return home would have been attended wiih great delay 
‘and expense to the Government, little, if any, short of 
‘what was necessary to maintain you on shore at San 


‘|| < Francisco until an emergency did arise which placed you 


‘in an appropriate command.’ 

“Commander Johnston was thus detained, at heavy 
charges, on shore, awaiting orders, under expenses far ex- 
ceeding his pay. In refusing to allow these expenses, Mr, 
Dayton; Fourth Auditor of the Treasury, remarks as fol- 
ows: 

«< At the same time I have no hesitation in saying, that 
‘if I had possessed the necessary discretion, I would have 
‘ admitted the claim, inasmuch as the expense was incurred 
‘under very extraordinary cireumstances, in. the discharge 
‘of your duty, and could not have been avoided, It is cer- 
‘tainly very hard that you should. have been required to 
‘expend the whole of your pay, and much more, for your 
£ personal subsistence, in consequence of your detention in 
‘a country where the means of living were exorbitantly 
‘high, after having proceeded there under the orders of the 
‘Department, and with the reasonable expectation of re- 
t ceiving the command of a vessel immediately upon your 
€ arrival, but whìch was not furnished you.’ ”? 


Mr. GOODENOW. I desire to know if the 
paper which has just been read, is a report from 
any committee of this House or of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot inform 
the gentleman. 

Mr. POLK. 
withdrawn. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. 
withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the unanimous consent 
of the House that the bill should be taken up? 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. | object. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I move to suspend the 
rules for the purpose of taking up the bill. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules for the purpose of taking up the 
bill, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was accordingly taken from the Speak- 
er’s table, read the first and second time by its 
title, ordered toa third reading, and subsequently 
read the third time, and passed. 


Here a message was received from the Senate 
of the United States, by the hands of Aszury 
Dicxiws, Esq., its Secretary, announcing that the 
Senate insisted on its amendments to the naval 
appropriation bill, and asked for a Committee of 
Conference; and that the Senate had appointed 
My. Pearce, Mr. Maruory, and Mr. Toucey, 
managers at the conference on their part. 

Mr. PHELPS. Jask that the Chair may ap- 
point a Committee of Conference on the part of 
the House. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered; and 
the Speaker appointed Mr. Puetps, Mr. Frev- 
ERICK P. Sranron, and Mr. Tuappevs STEVENS, 
managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 


I understand that the objection is 


Yes, sir, I 


THE 


FFICERS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. I ask the unanimeus 
consent of the House to offer the resolution which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read the resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That there be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the House to the Sergeant-at-Arms, Doorkeeper, and 
Postmaster, such sums in addition to their present salaries, 
as wil} make their compensation, respectively, equal to that 
of the Chief Clerk under the Clerk of the House of Rep. 
yesentatives, which is $1,800 per annum, commencing with 
the present Congress. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
introduction of that resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. ThenI move to sus- 
pend the rules; and on that motion, I call for 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. GOODRICH, 
and Sranron of Tennessee, were appointed. 

The question was then put,and the tellers re- 
ported—ayes 87, noes 36. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
and nays. 
aries 

[Cries of “ Order !”’] 

Mr. JONES. We have given these officers——— 

pan BRECKINRIDGE. I call the gentleman 
to order. 


I ask for the yeas 


The SPEAKER. Discussion is not in order, į 
j| ileged question. 


as the gentleman from Tennessee is aware. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. GOODENOW. 


ready been increased ? 

[Cries of ‘* Order !’’] 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
suspend the rules, and there were—yeas 100, nays 
48; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Averett, Babcock, Bibig- 
haus, Bowie, John H. Boyd, Breckinridge, Brenton, Briggs, 
Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Joseph Cable, Caid- 
well, Lewis D. Campbell, Thompson Campbell, Cartter, 
Chandier, Churchwell, Cleveland, Clingman, Conger, Cur, 
tis, George T. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dimmick, Doty, Dur- 
kee, Eastman, Edmundson, Evans, Faulkuer, Florence- 
Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gil- 
more, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, Green, Harper, Samp- 
son W. itarris, Hart, Henn, Holladay, Horsford, Thomas Y, 
How, Ingersoll, Jackson, John Johnson, Robert W. John- 
gon, 3. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Landry, Lockhart, Mann, Me- 
Corkle, McNair, McQueen, Miller, Mittson, Morrison, 
phy, Murray, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Peaslee, 
Penn, Polk, Porivr, Poweil, Price, Riddle, Robie, Sackett, 
Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scudder, Scurry, Frederick P. 
Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, Stone, St. Martin, Strother, 
Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, Taylor, Thompson, Towns- 
hend, Venable, Wallace, Walsh, Watkins, Addison White, 
Alexander White, and Woodward—100. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Barrere, Beale, Chastain, Cobb, 
Daniel, Deekery, Edgerton, Floyd, Grey, Hall, Hamilton, 
Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Hascall, Haven, Houston, John 


W. Howe, ves, Jenkins, Andrew Johnson, Daniel T- Jones, i 
George W. Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Letcher, | 


Martin, Mason, MeMullin, Molony, Henry D. Moore, More- 
head, Newton, Penniman, Perkins, Ross, Savage, Skelton, 
Benjamin Stanton, Walbridge, Washburn, Wilcox, and 
Wildrick—43. 

So (two thirds voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended. 


The question recurred upon agreeing to the 
resolution. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
single remark. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. 
tleman to yield me the floor for a moment, that I 
may move an amendment for one of the little boys 
upon the floor, who has been here during a great 
pan of the session, and is the bestand most active 
oy in the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 
gentleman for that purpose. 


I will make but a 


{ will yield to the 


Mr. BROWN. Then I move to amend the | 


resolution by adding thereto the following: 


And that William Norman, who has been acting as page | 


on the floor of the House of Representatives, be placed on 
the same footing with the regular pages and paid the same 
compensation, commencing on the 24th of March last. 

I have put in the 24th of March because that 
was the day he came on the floor. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I should like 
to know how this additional page got in here, and 
how it happens that he is not provided for? 

Mr. BROWN. He has been performing the 
duties of a page, and my amendment simply asks 
that he shall be paid. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Who brought him in here? 
How is it that he is not paid as the other pages 
are? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE. 1 will simply state 
to the House that the salary of the Sergeant-at- 


We have already increased these sal- | 


Mr. | ( I desire to ask for inform- 
ation, if the salaries of these officers have not al- | 


I ask the gen- | 


I j | 
object tortie under the Clerk of the House. 


Mur- P 


: sarily incurred by the sitting member and contestant, and |} 


Arms, of the Postmaster, and of the Doorkeeper is 


only $1,500—the same salary that is paid to the 
copying and engrossing clerks, and $300 less than 
ou pay to the Chief Clerk under the Clerk of this 
ouse. Ineed not tell this House that the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms disburses a million of dollars a 
ear, and that his duties are more responsible and 
important than those of any other officer of the 
House, and yet he receives a less salary than the 
Clerk of the House. The object of this resolution 
is to raise the salaries of these officers to $1,800, 
which is the salary received by the Chief Clerk 
r 3 I move the pre- 
vious question. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
resolution upon the table. 
The question was put upon that motion, and it 
was decided in the negative. 


I move to lay the 


So the House refused to lay the resolution upon | 


the table. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to. 


The question recurred upon the resolution as 


amended, and being put, the resolutionas amended | 


was adopted. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I rise to a priv- 
I move to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to, and also 
move to lay the motion to reconsider upon the 
table. 

The question was taken upon the latter motion, 
and it was agreed to. 


Mr. GAMBLE. [am instructed by the Com- 


mittee on Elections to offer the resolution which I : 


send to the Clerk’s desk; and if there be objection 
to it, I move to suspend the rules. 


HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW. 
Mr. DEAN. I rise to a privileged question. 


I move that when this House adjourns, it ad- | 


journ to meet at nine o’elock to-morrow. 
Mr. JENKINS. I object to that motion. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 
rules to enable the gentleman from New York to 
submit his motion. 


move to suspend the | 


The SPEAKER. There is a motion now pend- : 


ing to suspend the rules, made by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. GamsLE,] to enable him 
to offer the resolution which will now be read. 


Mr. DEAN. Irise to a question of order, and ` 
my question of order is, that it is in order at all | 
times to fix the time to which the House will ad- 


journ without suspending the rules. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 


point of order raised by the gentleman from New | 
York. The rule to which the gentleman refers | 


Mr. DEA 
now adjourn. 


| allows the House to fix the day to which the 
| House will adjourn, but not to change the hour. 
Then I move that the House do . 


Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the House take : 


a recess until to-morrow morning at ten o’clock. 
TheSPEAKER. That motion cannot be en- 


tertained, for there is a motion pending that the: 


House do now adjourn. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I ask the gentleman from 


New York to withdraw his motion to enable me ; 


i to submit the one I have indicated. 


Mr. DEAN. I cannot withdraw it. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. 
if the House will agree, by universal consent, to 


I imagine that i 


meet at nine o’clock to-morrow, the gentleman | 


from New York will withdraw his motion for the |! 


present. 


{Cries of ** Object °] 


‘The question was then taken on Mr. DEAN’s | 
motion, and on a division, there were—ayes 68, | 


noes 75. > . 
So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the Hoyse i 
! take a recess till to-morrow at ten o’clock. 
The SPEAKER. The motion can only be en- į 


tertained by unanimous consent. 
Objection was made. n: 
The question recurred on the proposition of Mr. 


Gamere to suspend the rules for the introduction ; 


of the following resolution from the Committee on 
Elections: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to as- | 


certain the expenses of the contested-clection case for 
the eleventh Congressional district of Pennsylvania, neces- 


“i! der. 


| 
| 
i 
f 
| 
1 
| to suspend the morning hour. 
| 
i 
| 
i 
i 
H 
| 


ae 


pay the same out of the contingent fund of the House; and 
that the Sergeant-at-Arms be authorized and directed to pay 
to Hendrick B. Wright the same per diem and mileage paid 
to members of this House, from the first day of the session 
to-the 2d day of July inclusive. 


Mr.LETCHER. I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GAMBLE. With the consent of the 
House I will so modify my resolution as to leave 
out the second provision. 

Objection was made. 


The question was then taken, and the result 
was—yeas 60, nays 83; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Ashe, Bragg, Busby, Chandler, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Curtis, George 
T. Davis, Dimmick, Rdmundson, Florence, Floyd, Free- 


i| man, Gamble, Gaylord, Gentry, Gilmore, Hall, Hamilton, 


Sampson W. Harris, Hart, Hendricks, Henn, Holladay, 
Howard, Ingersoll, Robert W. Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, 
Preston King, Kurtz, McNair, McQueen, Morrison, Mur- 
ray, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Polk, Powell, Richardson, 
j Riddle, Robbins, Ross, Schermerhorn, Sehooleraft, Sehoon- 
! maker, Scurry, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
St. Martin, Strother, Sutherland, Thurston, Townshend, 
Walsh, Wilcox, and Wildrick—60. 


| NAWS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Allison, Averett, Bab- 
| cock, Barrere, Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, J. H. Boyd, Bren- 


ton, Briggs, G. H. Brown, Buell, Burrows, Caldwell, Thomp- 
son Campbell, Cartter, Chapman, Clingman, Cobb, Conger, 
Daniel, Dean, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Durkee, Kastman, 
Edgerton, Ewing, Faulkner, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grey, 
Hammond, Harper, [sham G. Harris, Haven, Hebard, 
Horsford, John W. Howe, Thomas Y. How, Jenkins, Dan- 
iel T. Jones, George W. Jones, George G. King, Kuhns, 
Landry, Letcher, Lockhart, Mann, Martin, McMullin, 
Meade, Miller, Millson, John Moore, Morehead, Newton, 
Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, 
Porter, Reed, Robie, Sackett, Scudder, David L. Seymour, 
Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Alexander H. Stephens, Stuart, 
Thompson, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, Wat- 
kins, Wells, and Woodward—&3. 


So the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. DEAN. [ask the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That when this House adjourns, it adjourn to 
meet at nine o’clock to-morrow morning. 

Mr. POLK. I object. 

Mr. DEAN. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. STUART. Before that vote is taken, in 
order that we may have three hours to complete 
the necessary business of the House, I desire the 
unanimous consent of the House that the special 
order for the morning hour shall be dispensed 
with. 

[Cries of“ Agreed!” ‘* Agreed.”’] 

Mr. FICKLIN. I object. 

Mr. DEAN. [ then insist upon my motion to 
suspend the rules. 

The question was taken, and (two thirds voting 
in the affirmative) the rules were suspended, 

The question then recurred upon the adoption 
of the resolution, and being put it was carried in 
the affirmative, and the resolution was adopted. 

Mr. DEAN. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was adopted, and to lay the 
motion to reconsider on the table. 

The question was put, and the latter motion 
was agreed to. 

Mr. STUART. It is evident that if we are to 
dispose of all our business to-morrow morning, 
we must have at least three hours to do it in. I 
again ask the unanimous consent of the House to 
dispense with the rule which requires that we 
should devote one hour in the morning to the con- 
sideration of other business; and if it is objected 
to, I will move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I object. 

Mr. STUART. I move to suspend the rules, 
to enable me to submit that motion. 

Mr. FICKLIN. Is it in order to move to sus- 
pend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. FLORENCE. 
We are now acting under a suspension of 


It is in order. 
I rise to a question of or- 


the rules during the morning hour, and [ submit 
that it is not in order to move to suspend the rules 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will inform the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that what the House 
may do by a majority of two thirds, they may undo 
by the same majority. 

*rhequestion was then put, and (two thirds voting 
in the affirmative) the rules were suspended. 

Mr. STUART. Inowsubmit my motion, that 
the rule which reires that we shall devote one 

our in the morning to the reception of reports, 
be suspended. 


i 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 
REPORTING. 


Mr. MANN. Lask the unanimous consent of 


the House to introduce the following resolution; | 


and if it be not obtained, I will move to suspend 
the rules: 

Resolved, That William W. Curran be, and he is hereby, 
appointed, from and after the present session of Congress, 
Reporter for the House of Representatives, with authority 
to associate aix assistants; that his annual compensation 
shall be the same as that of the principal clerk in the Clerk’s 
office of this House; and the compensation of the assistant 
reporters shall be the same as that of the assistant clerks in 
the Clerk’s office; to be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House: Provided, That before this resolution shal! take 
effect the Clerk of the House shalihave procured from Jobn 
C. Rives such a modification of his contract for reporting 
and printing the procetdings and debates of the Honse as 
to relinquish, of the price now paid him, the sum of $3 50 
per column. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to that 
resolution, It is too important a resolution to be 
acted upon at this late stage of the session. 

Mr. MANN. I move to suspend the rules. 

Mr. FICKLIN, I demand the yeas and nays 
upon the motion to suspend the rules. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I move that the House do 
now adjourn. : 

Mr. HENN. Upon that motion I demand the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MceMULLIN. 1 will withdraw the mo- 


tion. 
Mr. CARTTER. I renew the motion. 
Mr. WALSH. I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the result 
was~—-yeas 87, nays 61. 

So ihe motion was agreed to, and the House 
adjourned till to-morrow, at nine o’clock, a. m. 


IN SENATE. 
Turspay, August 31, 1852. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the reading of | 
the Journal was dispensed with. 


CLASSIFICATION OF CLERKS. 


On motion by Mr. HUNTER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution reported by him, 
from the Committee on Finance, the 17th instant, in 
relation to the classification and appointment of 
clerks in the Executive Departments of the Gov- 
ernment; and it was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury, of War, 
of the Navy, of the Interior, and the Postmaster General, be | 
direeted to report to the Senate, at the commencement of 
its next session, the number and classes of clerks which 
will be reqnired in each bureau or division of his Depart- 
ment, upon the supposition that they are to be organized as 
follows: that is to say, into four classes, viz: No. 1, into 
which no new appointment is to be made ofany person over | 
eighteen years of age, and with a salary of $800 per annum. 
No. 2, with a salary each of 91,200. No.3, with a salary 
each of $1,600; and No. 4, with a salary each of $2,000. The 
new appointments in each Department in classes 2, 3, and 
4, to be made from the class immediately below it in that 
Department, and the members of class No. 1 to receive five 
per cent. additional salaries, to commence at the end of 
each year of additional service ; and the other classes to re- 
ceive three per cent. of like additional salaries fora similar 
additional service; but none to receive, by virtue of these 
allowances, a salary higher than the grade above him; and 
no additional salary to be given to anv member of class No. 
4 atter his salary reaches $2,400. But the clerks in each 
Department to be subject to removal by its head. 


Mr. HUNTER. The clerk of the Committee | 
on Finance will be wanted to collect this inform- : 
ation and put it in shape. I am therefore in- | 
structed by that committee to report the following 
resolution, which I ask may now be considered: | 

Resolved, That the clerk to the Committee on Finance, 
authorized by the resolution of the Senate of 22d December : 
last, to he employed during the present session, be contin- | 
ucd until the commencement of the next session, under the 
direction of said committee, at the rate of compensation | 
whieh he now receives. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous : 
consent, and agreed to. | 


PRINTING OF DOCUMENTS. 


Mr. HAMLIN, from the Committee on Print- | 
ing, to which was referred the motion to print the 
report of the Postmaster General relative to the 
printing, binding, and advertising executed for or 
by order of that Department, reported ‘that the 
same be not printed;’’ and the report was con- 
curred in. ! 

He also, from the same committee, to which ! 
was referred the motion to print a memorial of a 


committee of the Corporation of the city of Wash- 
ington, presented the 26th instant, reported ‘* that 
the same be not printed;’’ and the report was con- 
curred in. : 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr: BRIGHT, from the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the part of the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the bill ‘ making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1853,” reported that they 
had met the conferees on the part of the House of 
Representatives, and after full and free conference, 
had agreed to recommend, and do recommend to 
their respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House of Representatives do recede 
from their disagreement to the 2d, 7th, 12th, 14th, 
15th, 19th, 22d, 23d, 24th, 25th, 26th, Bth, and 
30th amendments of the Senate, and agree thereto. 

That the House of Representatives do recede 
from their disagreement to the first amendment of 
the Senate; and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows: Page 1, in line 4, after the word 
« dollars,’’ insert the following: 

Provided, That the Cominiseary Department may use, in 
advance of the regular appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing 30th of June, 1854, $275,000 of said sum for said fiscal 
year. 

That the House of Representatives do recede 
from their disagreement to the 3d amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows: Page 1, in Jine 3, strike out the 
words, ‘* three hundred,”’ and insert in lieu thereof 
the words ‘¢ two hundred and fifty.”’ 

That the House of Representatives do recede 
from their disagreement to the 16th amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments, as follows: Page 4, in line 16, after the 
word ‘ report,” insert the words “ to Congress;”” 
and in line 21, after the word ‘ service,” strike out 
all to the word “ same,” in line 25, inclusive. 

That the House of Representatives do recede 
from their disagreement to the 17th amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, as follows: Page 5, in line 13, after the word 
s: Mexico,” strike out all to the end of the section. 

That the House of Representatives do recede 
from their disagreement to the 2lst amendment of 
the Senate, and agree to the same with amend- 
ments, as follows: Page 8, in line 15, strike out, 
after:the word ‘‘State,’’ to line 18, ‘inclusive, and 
add at the end of the section: 

“ Provided, That the same principles be applied in'the set- 
tlement of the claims of the State of Alabama, and all other 
States, for moneys advanced in raising, subsisting, and 
transporting troops for the Mexican war.” 

And that the Senate do recede from its 5th, 6th, 
8th, 10th, 11th, 13th, 18th, and 29th amendments. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the report, and 
it was 

Resolved, That the Senate do concur therein, and that 
the bill be amended accordingly. 


POST ROADS BILL. 


Mr. RUSK, from the Committee of Conference 
on the part of the Senate, on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill from the House of 
Representatives “ to establish certain post roads,”” 
reported, that having met the Committee of Con- 
ference on the part of the House, they have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate, No. 39, and agree to the same 
with an amendment, viz: Add at the end thereof, “ Pro- 
vided, That the contracts authorized by this section be to 
the lowest bidder, according to the provisions of the exist- 
ing laws: And provided further, That the amount paid 
shall in no case exceed the amount of postage derived from 
the said mails.” 

That the Senate recede from its amendments, numbered 
48, 44, 45, 46, and 49. 

That the House recede from their disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate, numbered 47, 48, 50, and 533 
and 

That there be added at the end of the word “ Maine,” 
“from South Paris, Maine, to Harrison, North Bridgeton, 
Bridgeton, West Bridgeton, to Fryeburg.” 

The Senate proceeded to consider the said re- 
port; and it was 

Resolved, That they concur therein, and that the bill be 
amended accordingly. 


FRAUDS ON THE REVENUE. 


On motion by Mr. JAMES, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the following resolution, sub- 
mitted by him yesterday: 


Resolved, That a select committee, to consist of five 
members, be appointed by the President pro tempore, who 


during the next session of Congress. 

Mr. HALE. It seemsto methat thisis a very 
extraordinary resolution. We have extended the 
powers of one committee to sit during the recess, 
with which I did not find any particular fault, be- 
cause it was an extraordinary case which attracted 
great attention. But here is a proposition to raise 
a special committee of five without any charges 
being made that we know of, with power to sit 
during the recess when and where they please. If 
this is to go on, the Senate will soon be in per- 
petual session, only instead of being at Washing- 
ton altogether, we shall be traveling around the 
country in little squads of five and ten at the pub- 
lic expense. {f anything is calculated to bring the 
proceedings of Congress into disrepute, it will be 
this mode of spinning out our sessions indefinitely; 
and instead of transacting the regular business of 
the session at Washington, traveling around the 
country at Government expense. {think we have 
gone as far as we ought to go. I hope the reso- 


| lution will not be adopted. 


Mr. STOCKTON. I propose to amend the 
resolution by striking out the words “by the 
President pro tempore,” so that the committee 
may be appointed by the Senate. 

Mr. HAMLIN. A word in relation to what 
has fallen from the Senator from New Hampshire. 
We have heard a great deal of talk throughout the 
country about frauds upon the revenue. This is 
a measure which is proposed, and I suppose is 
designed, by the Senator from Rhode Island for 
the purpose of making a thorough investigation, 


| in order to ascertain whether there is any truth in 


these assertions, and if there be any, to apply a 
corrective. I hope that gentlemen who have 
talked so much about frauds on the revenue will 
interpose no objection against making such dis- 
coveries as shall answer the ends of justice. 

Mr. HALE. I do not know whether there 
have been many rumors of frauds on the revenue 
or not; but I think if we pass this resolution, and 
allow Senators to be drawing pay during the re- 
cess, the country will talk, ad with a great deal 
of justice, about frauds on the revenue. I shall 
simply content myself with calling for the yeas 
and nays upon the resolution of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. 

The question was taken on Mr. Srocxron’s 
amendment, and the Chair announced that it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. MASON. I call for a division. 

The PRESIDENT. The Senator is aware 
that the rules expressly require that all commit- 
tees shall be appointed by the Senate, unless by 
wnanimoug consent they are appointed by the 

hair. 

Mr. MASON. I withdraw my call. 

Mr. CLARKE. Ihave but one word to say. 
Those persons who are interested in the true ex- 
ecution of the revenue laws, have believed that 
there have been, and continue to be, great frauds 
upon the Government in regard to the valuation 
of imported goods, and, consequently, in the 
amount of. duties collected. You will recollect, 
sir, that at the last session, there was an act passed 
the better to enforce the revenue laws. The opin- 
ion prevails in various sections of the country, 
that there are frauds. It is disputed by others, 
and disbelieved by many. Now, what can be 


| better, in order to avoid that complaint, than to in- 


vestigate the subject and ascertain whether the 
charge is true or false? If the charge against the 
inefficiency of the present laws is correct, why 
not appoint such a committee? and when the 
committee shall have investigated the subject and 
shall have reported upon it at the next session, 
the question will be settled, and Congress will 
know whether any further legislation will be ne- 
cessary to enforce the revenue laws. I hope the 
resolution of my colleague will be adopted. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, that there are 


j frauds committed upon the revenue, I do not en- 


tertain a doubt; and if frauds are not committed 
upon the revenue, I apprehend it is the only branch 
of the public service where they are not com- 
mitted. But 1do not know of any reason why a 
committee should be appointed to go abroad over 
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the country, for the simple purpose of determining 
whether frauds have been committed upon the 
revenue. The scope of the resolution is, as Í 
understand, to ascertain whether frauds of a pecu- 
liar character have not been committed—frauds 
which, in the opinion of the honorable Senator 
who presents it, may render it necessary to change 
the mode of imposing the duties from which the 
revenue is derived. It is to the ulterior object that 
1 am opposed. Sir, this is but opening the way 
to'attain the end which many Senators have in 
view, of changing the mode of imposing the duties 
from which the revenue of the country is derived. 
I know the views of the honorable Senator who 
offered this resolution. He has a theory of ascer- 
taining the value of imported merchandise in a 
form which he has digested in his own mind, and 
the ulterior object of which, I think,—whatever 
may be his opinion,—will be to raise the standard 
of duties, after he has ascertained whether these 
frauds are committed. I know the Senator’s 
views, for he did me the honor of conversing with 
me on the subject. They are certainly plausible, 
but they are theoretical,in my judgment. But, be 
that as it may, I would submit to the honorable 
Senator, and to others around him, whether this 
cannot justas well be ascertained by investigations 
made at the custom-housesas by the investigation 
of acommittee, and whether the investigation of 
officers, who have the charge of these custom- 
houses, would not be better calculated to give us 
all the facts? 

Sir, Iam free to admit that on particular and 
extraordinary occasions—occasions that very sel- 
dom occur—it may be necessary for one or the 
other House of Congress to send a committee 
abroad; but I submit to the Senate that is a dan- 
gerous practice—a practice that may lead us we 
know not where. ommiittees should sit here, 
and should sit while the body to which they be- 
jong is in session, where the proceedings of the 
committees may pass under the supervision of 
the body to which they belong. I certainly have 
no distrust of the honorable Senator from Rhode 
Island—none in the world; but I speak of the gen- 
eral principle with regard to the emanation of com- 
mittees from this body. 

I have no desire to detain the Senate; but my 
objections commence at the very threshold of this 
scheme of changing the present mode of imposing 
the revenue of the country. It has been a most 
agitating subject—one that has divided in senti- 
ment the people of the two great sections of this 
country; but E had thought that under a Demo- 
cratic Administration, a standard had at Jast been 
obtained which would not be departed from—that 
if there were imperfections, we had better take the 
imperfections as they existed than attempt to 
change the whole system. Orif there be such 
imperfections as really require change, let us do it 
gradually, and in the ordinary mode. These inves- 
tigations and inquiries can be made just as satisfac- 
torily and just as certainly at the next session, or 
the succeeding session of Congress, by a Commit- 
tee to sit here, as by sending one abroad of a peri- 

atetic character. I submit also that it is too late 


in the session to consider the very grave and im- |! 
portant questions that must arise under the investi- |; 
gations of this committee. It should have minute |: 


and specific instructions, if it is to be raised at all. 
I trust, therefore, that the Senate will not agree to 
the resolution. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. President, I am not dis- 
posed to diseuss the merits of the question at this 
time; nor will I consume much of the time of the | 


Senate in reply to my honorable friend from Vir- |. 


ginia. Suffice it to say, however, that I am not 
for increasing duties on imports, but I am for car- 
rying out the spirit of the law of 1846. It is a 
well-known fact, that while the laboring classes of 
this country—the mechanics, the artisans, and the 
agriculturists—pay all the duty imposed upon them 
by the law of 1846, those who consume luxuries— 
such as the finer qualities of broadcloth, the fine 
cassimeres, the silks, the laces, and articles of that 
character—pay little more than from fifty to sev- 
enty-five per cent. of what the law, administered 
according to its spirit, and honestly carried out, ; 
would impose upon them. AIII ask is, that a com- 
mittee may investigate the facts, and lay them be- | 
forethe Senate. Then the honorable Senator from 
Virginia can examine into the merits of the case; | 
and whatever information may be brought here, I | 
presume the Senate will act upon considerately. | 


l; service for the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 
| 1853,” reported that, having met, and after full 


| I hope the resolution will pass. I have nothing 
| more to say at thistime. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is an important subject. 
I believe that this practice of appointing commit- 
| tees to sit during the recess isa dangerous one. 
The resolution relates to a most important subject 
| of legislation, perhaps the most important with 
which we have to deal. It becomes all-important, 
if we make a tribunal to collect facts, that it should 
be such a tribunal as would demand the universal 
respect and assent of the country. I have no 
| doubt but that any committee appointed here for 
| this purpose would command the respect of the 
country. But it would be a committee which 
would be divided in reference to party upon these 
questions, and there is no doubt that would in- 
fluence and govern them to some extent in collect- j 
ing the facts. lt is impossible that it should be | 
otherwise. But to avoid these influences, it seems 
to me that this investigation should be made by 
committees here while Congress is in session, 
while members around know what is passing and | 
have the means of suggesting something, in order 
to make the examination fuller and fairer. 

Sir, I desire to see the facts. I have no doubt 
| that there have been frauds under all systems; 
| and there will be frauds under any system which 
you may establish. But it is an Immense power 
to confide to any committee, to allow them, during 
the recess, to go out and examine whom they 
please, and thus to shape the facts. There is no 
| doubt but that the prepossessions of the committee 
will havesome involuntary influence upon the mode 
' in which they present those facts, and the manner 
| of their investigations. I donot think it safe, there- 
| fore, to raise this committee. And I say this notin 
| reference to the gentlemen who may be appointed 
| on the committee, for I dare say, sir, you may get | 
| as fair a committee here as could be constituted 
| in the country. These objections would apply to 
| almost any committee, but they apply to a greater 
| degree to a committee appointed during the recess 
i 
| 
! 
t 


| than to one sitting here, when we would know 
what was going on, and could make suggestions 
and corrections if we found that the examination 
was taking a partial or improper course. For 
| these reasons I cannot support the resolutions. 
| Mr. HALE. Icall for the yeas and nays, as 
this question of extending our sessions indefinitely 
by platoons is an important one. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
| taken, resulted as follows: 
i YRAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bell, Borland, Brod- 
head, Brooke, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Davis, Dodge of 
lowa, Geyer, Houston, James, Jones of Lowa, Mallory, 
Mangum, Meriwether, Miller, Norris, Smith, Spruance, 
Stockton, Wade, Walker, and Weller—26, 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bright, Butler, Chase, De Saus- 
sure, Foot, Hale, Hunter, Mason, Morton, Pearce, Rusk, 
Sumner, and Underwood—l4. 
So the resolution was agreed to. 


The Senate accordingly proceeded to ballot for 
| members of the committee, with the following 
| result: | 


{ Votes. Votes. 
Mr. Jame ....23 Mr. Borland. 2| 
| Mr. DaWLONs eseese 31 Mr. Mallory 2i 
| Mr. Bright. aes Mr. Pratt.. 2) 
« Mr. Bell.. 5 Mr. Walker. 724 
Mr. Shield 19 Mr. Adams.. gaila 
Mr. Hunter. 14 Mr. Atchison. J 1! 
. Rusk.. .11 Mr. Brodbead AT 
7 Mr. Chase.. . 1i 
Mr. Cooper.. T eat 
Mr. Hamlin sH 
Mr. Mason. T 
Mr. Milter.. Pa i 
Mr. Feleh 3 Mr. Seward T G3 
: Mr. Fish essee 3 Mr. Smith.. + Ioi 
Mr. Underwood.. 3 Mr. Spruance ol} 
Mr. Bayard .2 Mr. Welter..... 1! 
! 


Bex, and Mr. Sueos, constitute the committee. | 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee of Con- : 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses | 
on the bill “ making appropriations for the ngval | 


i 
i 
So Mr. James, Mr. Dawson, Mr. Brient, Mr. | 
i 


i and free conference, they have agreed to recom- 
mend, and do recommend, to their respective 
: Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments 


: numbered 7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 4 
i 92, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, | 
| 35, 36, 39, and 42; and that the House recede į 
i from its disagreement to the amendments of the i 


‘i think it is. f 
ii mittees of conference to be recommendations to the 


Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 12, 37, 38, 40, 43, and 44; 
and, that the two Houses agree to the 2d amend- 
ment of the Senate, amended as follows, to wit: 
‘In the 9th and 10th lines of said amendment 


| t strike out the words ‘during the late war with 


‘ Mexico, and since that period,’ and insert instead 
‘ thereof, € since the 28th of September, 1850,’ and 
‘in the 33d line, strike out * twelve hundred,’ and 
t insert in lieu thereof ‘ one thousand.’ ”’ 

And that the two Houses agree to the 3d amend- 
ment of the Senate with the following amend- 
ments: ‘In line 8, strike out ‘fifteen hundred,’ 
and insert ‘one thousand; and in line II, strike 
out ‘nine,’ and insert § eight.’ ”’ 

That the Senate recede from its 8th amendment; 
and thatthe two Houses agree to amend the clause 
mentioned in said Senate’s amendment by striking 
out of the 11th and 12th lines the words ‘this 
House,” and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
e Congress.” 

That the Senate recede from their 41st amend- 
ment, and that the two Houses agree to strike out 
of the second section all after the word “repealed, ”? 
in the 8th line, and the whole of the third section. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the 45th amendment of the Senate, and that the 
two Houses agree to amend the said amendment 
by striking out of the 6th line the words, ‘and 


| the city post office.” 


And that the House do recede from its disagree- 
ment to the 46th amendment of the Senate, and 
that the two Houses agree to amend the same by 
inserting in the first line thereof, after the word 
“enacted,” the following, to wit: «That Robert 
Armstrong, the public printer, be, and he is 
hereby, directed to execute without delay the 
public printing ordered by either House of Con- 
gress since his election as public printer.” 

The PRESIDENT. Will the Senate agree to 
the report? 

Mr. MORTON. [am willing to accede to the 
recommendation of the Committee of Conference, 


! except as to that part of their report which rec- 
i ommends to the Senate to recede from 


their 
amendment for the repairs of the hospital and 
navy-yard at Pensacola. I am willing to agree to 
the report with regard to all the other amendments; 
and I wish to make some remarks in opposition 
to that portion of the report. 

The PRESIDENT. It is not in order for the 
Senator to move to accept a portion of the report. 
The Senate can refuse to agree in the report, and 
notify the House, and ask for another conference. 

Mr. BADGER. I beg leave to suggest that 
the Senate have repeatedly concurred in portions 


| of reports of committees of conference, and de- 


clined to concur in the remainder of the report, 
and asked for a Committee of Conference upon 
the disagreement. 

Mr. MILLER, I think the report is an entire 
thing. That is certainly the parliamentary law. 

Mr. MORTON. I am not much of a pariia- 
mentarian myself, and I would therefore asis the 
Chair whether { understood him to decide that we 
must take the entire report—that we cannot accept 
a portion of it? 

The PRESIDENT. The report is made hy a 
Committee of Conference of the two Houses. That 
report has been brought here by the Senate’s per- 
tion of the committee. A report of the same de- 
cription has gone to the House. If the Senate 
disagrees to the report, the House is notified of it, 
and the Senate may ask for another conference, 


‘| But we cannot take a part of the report and agree 


to that, and disagree to the residue. 
one entire thing. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to refer the Chair 
to a case. Iam not positively certain that my ree- 
ollection about it is right, but I am inclined to 
I understand these reports from com- 


The report is 


two Houses as to what they ought to do. Now, 
may we not say to the committee, ‘We will do 
so much of what you recommend, and refuse to 
do the rest??? Thecase to which | allude is this: 


! Some three or four years ago, a proposition was 


offered by my friend from Wisconsin [| Mr. WaLx- 


Er] to amend the civil and diplomatic bill, by 
! adding to it a provision for the government of 
i New Mexico and California. y 
ii the Senate. It was agreed to by the Hovse with 


It was agreed to by 


an amendment, and the Senate refused to agree to ` 
the amendment of the House, and asked a confer- 
ence. Everything else that was the subject of dif- 
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ficulty on the bill had been settled; portions of the 
reports of the committees of conference had been 
agreed to, and nothing was left but that provision. | 
There was more than one committee of conference | 
on that alone; and, finally, the Senate receded, just 
before daylight in the morning of the 4th of March, 
and saved the bill. That is my recollection. 
Therefore, I think that, according to precedent, it 
isin the power of the Senator from Florida to 
move to agree to the repert of the Committee of 
Conference in regard to everything but this par- 
ticular amendment, and to adhere to that amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT. If such a course has ever ! 
been pursued, it is certainly unparliamentary. A | 
report of a committee of conference is an entire | 
thing, and it cannot be divided. 

Mr. MALLORY. The objection made by my 
colleague is to that portion of the report of the 
Committee of Conference, which recommends that 
the Senate recede from the amendment providin 
for building a brick wall around the hospital and | 
grounds at Pensacola. I know that it is abso- | 
lutely necessary that that hospital should be im- 
proved. There is no hospital in the country in 
such a dilapidated condition. This is so evident, 
that I am confident at the next session of Con- 
gress the measure will pass, and, therefore, I 
would suggest to my colleague that he withdraw 
his objection, 

Mr. MORTON. Notwithstanding the appeal 
that has been made by my colleague, I feel it to | 
be my duty, as one of the Senators from Florida, 
to resist the striking out of the amendment of the ! 


Senate providing for the repair of the hospital at | 
Pensacola., The amendment is not, as my col- | 
league supposes, simply for the purpose of inclos- 
‘ing the hospital and hospital grounds by a brick 
wall; it goes beyond that. I have here acommv- | 
nication from the commandant of that yard, and 
also a communication from the surgeon of the 
hospital, impressing upon me the absolute neces- 


sity for its prompt repair. It is a reflection upon || 


the Government to leave that hospital in such a 
diepileted „Situation as it now is. I will merely 
read three lines of the communication of the com- 
mandant of the yard, Captain Tatnall of the Navy. 
After speaking of other improvements absolutely 
necessary for that yard, he uses this language: 

“As regards the hospital, it is in such a state of disgrace- 
ful dilapidation, that I should be ashamed to offer it as a 
shelter to the sick of a foreign squadron. Were such an 
institution at the North, public attention would be called to 
it by the press as a national discredit; but it isout of sight 
here, and in a few more years, if continued thus to be neg- 
lected, it will sink into the sands.” 


I shall, therefore, if the motion be in order, 


move to agree to the report of the Committee of ||’ 


Conference with the exception of this amendment, 
and to insist on it, and ask for another conference. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair has already 
decided, that-a particular portion of the report 
cannot be agreed to, and the remainder of the re- 
port disagreed to. The report is an entire thing. 

Mr. BADGER. I mentioned to the Chair be- 
fore, that I believed there were instances where a 
different course had been pursued. 

The PRESIDENT. Whatever may have been 
done heretofore, this is the only correct course. 
If a different course has ever been pursued, it was 
informal, and incorrect. 

Mr. BADGER. I am aware that the decision 
of the Chair is right. I merely wished to call to 
the attention of the Chair the fact, that the parlia- 
mentary course had been departed from, in order 
that the Chair might enforce it for the future. 

The PRESIDENT. The parliamentary law is 
very clear on the subject, and the Chair is not | 
aware thatit has ever been departed from when 


i| was subsequently received by Mr. Forney, its 


Also, that it had passed the bill from the Senate 
for the relief of Z. F. Johnston; and a joint res- 
olution relating to the printing of Congress during 
the recess. 

Also, that it had passed a resolution to suspend 
the 17th joint rule of the two Houses, so far as to 
authorize the presentation of the bill from the 
House of Representatives making an appropria- 
tion for light-houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and 
providing for the erection and establishment of the 
same, and for other purposes; also, the bill from 
the Senate to constitute Alton, in the State of 
Minois, a port of delivery; and the bill to estab- 
lish certain post roads. 


SUSPENSION OF RULE. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
from the House, to suspend the 17th joint rule, 
(which prevents bills passed on the last day of the 
session bene sent to the President of the United 
States,) so far as relates to the bills above named; 
and the resolution having been amended, on mo- 
tion, by adding thereto ‘also the bills numbered 
H. R., No. 220, 240, 241, and 314,” [the Army, 
Navy, and Post Office appropriation bills, and the | 
post roads bill,] was agreed to. | 

A message from the House of Representatives 


Clerk, announcing that it agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the resolution of the House 
for the suspension of the 17th joint rule. 

i MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Foryey, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it agreed to the report of the Committee 
of Conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the bill entitled “ An act making ap- 
propriations for the support of the Army for the 
year ending 30th of June, 1853.” 

Also, that it agreed to the report of the Com- 
mittee of Conference on the disagreeing votesof the 
| two Houses on the bill entitled **An act making 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
; ending June 30, 1853.” 

Also, to the report of the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill ‘‘ making appropriations for the sérvice 
of the Post Office Department during the fiscal 
year ending the 30th June, 1853.” 
> SUSPENSION OF RULE. 

The message also announced that the House 
had passed a resolution for the suspension of the 
17th joint rule, so far as relates to all bills passed 
before half past ten o’clock this day. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact, that the follow- 
ing resolution has been received from the House 
of Representatives: 


Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senate 
the 17th joint rule of the two Houses be suspende 
bills passed by both Houses u 


d on all 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to call the at- 
| tention of the Senate to the phraseology of that 
į resolution. 1 think it is a very unusual one. In- 
į stead of suspending the rule in regard to particular 
; bills, it suspends the rule on all bills passed up to 
a certain hour. 

Mr. BADGER. I call the Senator to order. 
We have at this very session adopted a rule that 
a motion to suspend the 16th and 17th joint rules 


he has occupied this seat. 


The report of the Committee of Conference was 
agreed to. 


PRESENTATION OF CREDENTIALS. 


Mr. MASON presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Roserr M. T. Hurrer, chosen a Senator 
by the Legislature of the State 
years from the 4th day of M 
were read. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. ; 


A message from the House of R 
was received by Mr. Forney, 
cing that it agreed to the a 
Senate to the bill entitled “ An 


epresentatives | 
its Clerk, announ- | 
mendments of the! 
act making appro- | 


i Shall, at all times, be in order, be immediately 
considered, and be decided without debate, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I supposeI can answer 
_ my friend from North Carolina. 
! Mr. BADGER. I was only stating the rule. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope I may be allowed 
to “Bay to the Senate, that this resolution is entirely 


| passed at previous sessions. 


We usually pass 
' resolutions suspending the rule as to a particular 
| bill. This is general as to time. 

i Mr. BADGER. I call the Senator to order. 

`. Mr. UNDERWOOD. My statementis made. 
| The resolution of the House was concurred in. 
HON. DAVID L. YULEE. 

| On motion by Mr. MORTON, the Senate pro- | 


») That į; 


p to the hour of ten and a half, į; 
+ m, this day. Poe $ 
ae Ps day _ mittee on Public Lands, to w 


referred the bill from the H 


Resolved, That there be paid, out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate, to Hon. Davin L. Yunen,a sum equal to 
the amount of mileage and per diem compensation of a 
Senator from the commencement of the present session to 
the 27th instant, the day on which the Senate decided that 


j the Hon. Srepuen R. Mautory, whose seat in the Senate 


was claimed by him, was duly elected a Senator from the 
State of Florida. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I cannot vote 
for this resolution. I know it is said thatit hag 
been customary heretofore, both in this branch of 
Congress and in the other House, to allow a con- 
testant for a seat the same compensation as a regu- 
lar member. There are some cases where I have 
great regard for precedents, but I am not bound by 

recedents exclusively in anything, and if it has 
Pen the case heretofore, it has, in my humble 
opinion, been wrong, and we should not pursue 
that wrong any further. Ifa man who brings his 
case in a court of justice fails to recover, he is 
taxed with the costs from the commencement of 


l| the suit to the time of the rendering of judgment. 


The fact that a man who claims a seat in this 
body is rejected, is prima facie evidence at least, 
that he had no sufficient ground for contesting the 
Seat. 

I have no unkind feelings towards the claimant 
here. Iam not going to consider the propriety 
or impropriety of his claim to a seat on this floor, 
but he has made a claim which no Senator could 
be found to vote for; and simply because he 
thought proper to set up aclaim for which not 
one Senator could be found to vote, we are to pay 
him mileage and per diem compensation. You 
might just as well attempt to give mileage and 
compensation to a man who is around this city, 
whom I have seen, who presents a claim upon 
this body for damages sustained by reason of false 
imprisonment; and he speaks of annihilating this 
Senate unless we pass hisclaim. I think that un- 
der the circumstances, he may be as much enti- 
tled to pay and mileage as this claimant here. If 
wo establish it as a universal principle that we will 
allow a claimant to a seat here, mileage and com- 
pensation, may not the individual to whom I re- 
fer, instead of claiming for damages for false im- 

risonment, set up a claim to the seat of one of us 
ere, and could we not with as much propriety, 
under those circumstances, vote for paying him 
mileage and compensation? That individual un- 
doubtedly has been incarcerated at the instance 
of the Senate, and, as acknowledged by many, 
unjustly. He therefore seems to have some claim. 


| I think this is all wrong, and I therefore move to 


| lay the resolution on the table. 


| 
| 


i 


i 
| 


5 nat á X | the report; and I ask if the 
different from similar resolutions which have been || Pens 


| 
| 
i 
; 
i 
| 
H 
i 


: ceived, and the 


Mr. BRODHEAD. I hope the Senator will 
not make a speech on one side and then move to 
lay the resolution on the table, cutting of a reply. 

Mr. ADAMS. T withdraw the motion. 

Mr. MORTON. I find that the resolution which 

have introduced will lead to a protracted discua- 
sion, and I am unwilling to put it in jeopardy by 
forcing it to a vote at this time. I move, there- 
fore, that for the present it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

RAILROAD IN ARKANSAS, 

Mr. BORLAND. Iam directed by the Com- 
hich was yesterday 
f ouse, *‘ granting the 
‘ right of way and making a grant of land to the 
‘States of Arkansas and Missouri, to aid in the 
‘construction of a railroad from a point on the 
‘ Mississippi opposite the mouth of the Ohio river, 
‘ vie Little Rock, to the Texas boundary, near Ful- 
‘ ton, in Arkansas, with branches to Fort Smith and 


; ‘the Mississippi river,” to report it back without 
| amendment, and recommend its passage. I wish 


to ask for its consideration now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object. 

The PRESIDENT. One ‘objection will not 
prevent its being taken up, but it requires a ma- 
jority to consider the bill at this time. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I objected to making 
Senator can make the 
report now, after the morning hour has expired, 
without obtaining consent from the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT. That is not necessary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I thought that had been 
the practice. 


The PRESIDENT. The report has been re- 


e question now is on the motion to 
take up the bill. : 


The motion was not agreed to. 
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EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move that the Senate pto- 
ceed to the consideration of Executive business. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I hope the honorable Sen- 
ator will withdraw his motion in order to allow 
me to make a report. 

Mr. BRIGHT. Í cannot withdraw the motion. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The report I wish to make 
is from a special committee. I believe it is a 
privileged question. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair cannot receive 
the report unless the Senator from Indiana with- 
draws his motion. 

_Mr. BRIGHT. I feel it to be my duty to per- 
sist in the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


_ The Senate accordingly proceeded to the con- 
sideration of Executive business, and after some 
time spent therein the doors were reopened. 

SELECT COMMITTEE OF INVESTIGATION. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to make a report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


“ The Select Committee appointed by the Sen- 
‘ate on the 6th instant tö investigate frauds, 


‘bribery, &c., entered at once upon their duties, 


‘ by calling witnesses before them, and instituting 
‘ careful inquiry into several cases of alleged or 
‘ supposed fraudulent transactions on the part of 
‘ persons in the employment of the Government. 
“ The short time remaining from the day when 


‘ these investigations were begun until the close of | 


‘ the session (less than a month) has necessarily 


‘ restricted them within narrow limits—alike in re- i 


‘ spect to the number of cases and to the number 
t of witnesses examined. 


“Several cases of fraud and gross impropriety | 
‘ alleged against persons in the employment of the | 
For want | 
‘ of time, however, only two have been so far in- | 


t Government are before the committee. 


‘ vestigated as to afford any definite development 
‘ of their character, and the examination of them 
‘has not been completed. Without undertaking, 
‘ therefore, to make any elaborate report of what 
‘they have done, the committée beg leave to sub- 
‘mit the testimony they have taken in the two 
‘cases referred to, and ask that it be printed. 
‘And believing that the public interest will be 
‘ protected and promoted by further investigation 
‘ of these two cases; and many others they believe 
‘to exist, they ask leave to prosecute their inqui- 
‘ries during the recess, and to resume their sittings 
‘at the next session of Congress.” 

Mr. HOUSTON. I ask that the report be 
adopted, and that the testimony be printed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to state, that the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Brooxe] and 
myself, who were members of the committee, 
thought it improper to print any of the evidence, 
until the whole case was brought to a close. 

Mr. BADGER. The report, if I understand 
it, states that the examination has not been com- 
pleted with reference to any one case. 
rect in that? 

Mr. HOUSTON. There are two cases which 
have been nearly completed. 

Mr. BADGER. I understand that the report 
states expressly, that the examination has not 
been completed in any case. If the examination 
has not been completed in any case, it is certainly 
improper to print any part of the evidence. 

Mr. HOUSTON. We have not been able to 
get along with more than two cases; but as the 


public mind is demanding something, we propose | 


to give them all the testimony we have got. 
Mr. BADGER, | 
of the report at this time. 


The PRESIDENT. Then it cannot be consid- : 


ered. 


sidered now, I ask leave to withdraw it. 
Leave was granted. 


OBITUARY NOTICES OF HENRY CLAY. 


Mr. HAMLIN. € 
tion, which I ask may now be considered: 


House of Representatives, and the Clerk of the Printing 
Committee, be, and they hereby are, authorized to audit 
the accounts for printing and binding the obituary notices 
of the death of Henry Clay, ordered by the Senate, and to 
pay the same out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 

T desire to say, that by special vote the Senate 
has ordered these obituary notices to be printed. 


They are now beginning to be delivered, and un- 


Am Icor- | 


I object to the consideration | 


Mr. HOUSTON. As thereport cannot be con- || 


i: the committee be returned to the files of the Senate. 


S ing r =i 
I offer the following resolu ¿i report of the Secretary of the Treasury, the report of the 


.| Secretary of War, the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate, Clerk of the | 


in 


il 


| of the Senate, a report of the Register of the Treas- | 
ury in relation to the tonnage of the United States; |! 


less this resolution be ado 
paid for, 
The resolution was agreed to. 


CHEAP OCEAN POSTAGE. $ 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. M. P. FLmore, his 
secretary, transmitting, in answer to a resolution 
of the Sénate of the 2lst instant, requesting in- 
formation in respect to foreign postal arrange- 
ments and cheap ocean postage, a report of the 
Secretary of State, and the documents by which 
it was accompanied. 

The message was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads,and ordered to be 
printed. 


TONNAGE OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
communicating, in compliance with a resolution 


which was ordered to lie on the table and be print: | 
ed. | 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 
On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 


Ordered, That Michael Nash tave leave to withdraw his 
petition and papers. 
On motion by Mr. ATCHISON, it was 


Ordered, That Joseph Parks have leave to withdraw his 
memorial and papers. 


On motion by Mr. ADAMS, it was 


Ordered, That Clements, Bryan & Co. have leave to with. 
draw their memorial and papers. 


On motion by Mr. MORTON, it was 


Ordered, That the heirs of Darius Garrason have leave 
to withdraw their petition and papers. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. | 


Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on Na- |: 


val Affairs, to which was referred a report of the | 
Secretary of the Navy on the comparative value 
of anthracite and bituminous coals, and resolu- 


tions of the Legislature of Florida on the same || 


subject, submitted a report, which was ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to which were referred sundry me- 
morials and petitions of officers, clerks, and others | 
employed in the civil and military departments of | 
the United States in Mexico, during the late war 
with that Republic, submitted a report. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the said re- | 
port, and in concurrence therewith, it was 


Ordered, That the committee be discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of the subject. f 


Mr. DOUGLAS, from the Committee on Ter- 
ritories, to which the following bills from the 
House of Representatives were referred, reported 
them severally without amendment: 


An act authorizing the Governor of the T'erri- || 
tory of New Mexico to call an extra session of |: 


the Legislative Assembly of said Territory, should 
the same be deemed necessary and expedient; | 


An act to authorize the legislative authority of | 


the several Territories to control the appropria- | 
tions to be made by Congress forthe support of | 
the government of said Territories; 


| allowed the number of Stansbury’s Report 


OWEN’S REPORT. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That, instead of the distribution of Owen’s Re- 
port heretofore ordered, there be furnished to the General 
Land Office one hundred copies, to the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution one hundred copies, and to Dr. Owen two hundred 
eopics. 


NAVY-YARDS. 


Mr. SOULE submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
report, at an early day of the next session, the amount of 
money expended on the several navy-yards of Gosport, 
Washington, Philadelphia, Brooklyn, Charlestown, Ports- 
mouth, and Kittery, specifying the amount expended for the 
purchase of the original sites, and for the additional land sub- 
| sequently purchased for the several navy-yards above men- 
; tioned; and also to state the amount of money expended in 
| erecting all the buildings thereon. 


MARGARET L. WORTH. 


A message from the House of Representatives 
was received by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announ- 
cing that it insisted on its amendment to the bill 
for the relief of Margaret L. Worth; that it asked 
a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses; and that it had appointed Mr. Pox, Mr. 
Harris of Tennessee, and Mr. Gooprnow, a 
! Committee of Conference on their part. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the amend- 
: ment to the said bill insisted on by the House of 
| Representatives, and it was 

| Resolved, That the Senate insist on its disagreement to 
| the said amendment, and agree to the conference asked by 
i the House of Representatives. 

And Mr. Sroexroy, Mr. Bortanp, and Mr. 
Davis, were appointed the committee on-the part 
of the Senate. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that a commit- 
tee be appointed to wait upon the President of the 
United States, and inform him that we have closed 
‘ our legislative business, and are now ready to ad- 
journ. 
| The motion was agreed to. 

It was ordered, that the Presmenrt pro tempore 
‘appoint the committee; and Mr. Unperwoop, 
| Mr. Prarr, and Mr. Bavaro, were appointed. 

The committee accordingly retired, and in a 
short time they returned; when 


| Mr. UNDERWOOD said: Mr. President, the 


committee appointed by the Senate to wait upon 
| the President of the United States ha¥é performed 
the duty assigned them. We informed the Pres- 
‘ident that the Senate had concluded its labors, 

and was now ready to adjourn, unless he had 
i Some further communication to make. The re- 
sponse of the President was, that he had no further 
“communication to make, but to tender his con- 
| gratulations to the Senate upon the termination of 


| their tedious labors, 
Mr. MANGUM offered the following resolu- 
tion; which was unanimously agreed to: 
i Resolved, That the thanks of the Senate be given to the 
| Hon, Winutam R. Kine, President of the Senate pro tem- 
| pore, for the dignity, ability, and impartiality with which 
| he has discharged the duties of the Chair. 


| The hour of twelve having arrived — 


An act making an appropriation for the comple- | 
tion of the public buildings in the Territory of ; 
Minnesota; | 

An act to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to es- | 
tablish the territorial government of Oregon,” ap- | 
proved August 14, 1848; and | 

An act to provide for additional clerks, and ex- | 
tend the sessions of the Legislative Assembly of 
the Territory of New Mexico. 

On motion by Mr. SHIELDS, it was 


Ordered, That the unfinished business in the hands of 


EXECUTIVE REPORTS. 


On motion by Mr. MASON, it was 
Ordered, That the report of the Secretary of State, the 


the report of the Secretary of the Interior, the report of the 
Postmaster General, and the report of the Attorney General 


communicating, in compliance with a resolution of the Sen- | 
ate, information respecting the clerks employed in their re- į 


pective Departments and Offices, be printed. 
STANSBURY’S REPORT. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 
Ordered, That the head of the Topographical Bureau be 


The PRESIDENT arose and addressed the 
: Senate as follows: 
|! GENTLEMEN or THE Senate: The labors of this 
‘long and fatiguing session are now brought toa 

close. Before 1 adjourn the Senate, I will beg leave 
| to say, that I have endeavored, to the utmost of 
omy ability, to discharge faithfuily, honestly, and 
|: impartially, the duties which they were pleased 

to devolve upon me in elevating me to this honor- 
jj able position. I am aware that on some occasions, 
; probably, I have given cause for complaint on the 
_ part of some who supposed they were entitled to 
/ the floor, when it had been assigned to others. I 
‘will take this occasion to say, that, on all such 
‘ contests F have endeavored to give the floor to the 
‘individual the sound of whose voice first reached 
ii my ear, as it is utterly impossible that F can see 
i all the Senators when they first rise, If, on any 
© occasion, | have given any dissatisfaction, it is the 
: cause of true and heartfelt regret. 

I beg you, gentlemen, to accept my sincere 

i: thanks for the unanimous vote that has just been 
{| passed, approving of my conduct. I shall endea- 
ii vor on all occasions, in whatever situation I may 
i be placed, to act in such a manner as to have the 
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approbation of my own conscience, and I trust of 
all generous and disinterested friends. 

The Senate of the United States standsadjourned 
sine die. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tonspay, August 31, 1852. 


The House met at nine o’clock, a. m. 
by the Rev. C. M. BUTLER. 


TheSPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair 
that it has been impossible for him to make out a 
full Journal of the proceedings of yesterday. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move to dispense with 
the reading of the Journal. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK. -I beg leave to make a report 
from the Committee of Conference upon the post 
route bill, 

Mr. COBB. : I ask the gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. Ciarx] to give way. You all know that the 
civil and diplomatic bill is hung up here upon a 


Prayer 


proposition made by me yesterday, to reconsider || 
the vote by which it was passed. i 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
can hold on to his motion. . 
Mr. COBB. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER. There isa privileged ques- 
tion pending to make a report froin a Committee 
of Conference. ; 

The report from the Committee of Conference 
upon the post route bill was then read, as fol- 
lows: 

That the Committee of Conference on the part of the two 
Houses upon the disagreeing votes upon the bill for estab- 
lishing post roads having met and fully and freely conferred, 
agree to recominend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
amendment No. 39, and agree to the same with an amend- 
ment, to wit: Add at the end thereof, Provided, ‘That the 
contracts authorized iby this section be let to the lowest 
bi ‘der, according to the provisions of the existing laws: 
And provided further, That the amount paid shall in no case 
exceed the amount of postage derived from the said mails. 
That the Sennte recede (rom amendments numbered 43, 
44, 45, 46, and 49. 

And that the House recede from its disagreement to Senate 
amendments numbered 47, 48, 50, and 53. 

‘That there be added at the end of Maine, ‘ from south 
Paris, Maine, to Harrison, North Bridgton, Bridgton, West 
Bridgton, to Fryeburgh.”? 

THOS, J. RUSK, 


GEO. E. BADGER, 
SOLON BORLAND, 
On the part of the Senate. 


LINCOLN CLARK, 

8. G. HAVEN, 

W. P. HALL, 

On the part of the House. 
I will simply state that this re- 
pon rejects those sections most obnoxious to the 
ouse, especially those authorizing marshals to 

seize packages, &c. Icall the previous quéstion 
upon the report, 

Mr. CLEVELAND. I wish to inquire of the 
gentleman from lowa, whether those amendments | 
in regard to the revision of the penal law are all | 
retained ? 

Mr.CLARK. They remain. 

Mr. KING, of New York. I desire to have 
the sections read, that we may have an opportu- 
nity to know how the bill stands. 

The SPEAKER. They were all read yester- 
day. i 
Mr. KING. The House rejected nearly the | 
whole of them. My object in wishing the whole 


The gentleman 


Gal 
Mr. CLARK. 


report read is, that we may know what they re- 
port to adopt, and what they report to reject, and | 
without reading all the sections we cannot possi- | 
bly know. We can know nothing from the num- 
bers. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments, for the 


purpose of having them enrolled, were left up to `` 


are now. They will be sent for. 
Mr.CLINGMAN. I move to dispense with | 
the further reading of the amendments. 
Mr. KING. There are one or two sections : 
quite obiectionable. i 


Mr. WASHBURN. 


the latest moment in the Clerk’s office, where they | 
| 


portions of the amendments in the printed bill are 
retained, and what rejected ? 

Mr. CLARK. The.43d, 44th, 45th, 46th, and 
49th amendments of the Senate are rejected, com- 
prising the following sections, viz: 

43d amendment. | 

“Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That it shall not be | 


I would ask the gentle- |; 
man from Iowa [Mr. Crarx] if he can tellus what |! 


lawful for any person other than the captain or commander 
of such ship or vessel, to carry or transport any letter or 
packet, or parcel containing letters, on board of any ship or 
vessel which shall sail from or be bound to any port or place 
in the United States, at or within three miles of which there 
shall be any post office of the United States; and all pas- 
sengers and other persons on board such ship or vessel shall 
deliver all letters, and packages, and parcels containing a 
letter or letters, to such captain or commander, as soon as 
practicable after the receipt thereof, or after their arrival on 
board such ship or vesse]; and for every violation of this 
provision, a penalty of one hundred dollars is hereby im- 
posed, to be recovered by presentment, by information or 
qui tam action, one half for the use of the informer, and 
one half for the use of the Post Office Department. And it 
shall be the duty of such captain or commander, within 
twenty-four hours after his arrival at any port of the United 
States, within three miles of which there sball be a post 
office, to deliver all letters, and packages and parcels con- 
taining letters, in his custody, power, or control, into the 
post office at or nearest said port; and every such captain 
or commander who shall refuse or willfully neglect to de- 
liver the same, as aforesaid, shall forfeit the sum of five 
hundred dollars, and he shail also forfeit double the amount 
of postage which would have been chargeable on such let- 
ters if so delivered as aforesaid, either or both of which may 
be recovered in any court having cognizance thereof, one 
half of which shall be for the use of the party prosecuting 
for the same, and the other half for the use of the Post Of- 
fice Department”? 


44th amendment. 


“ Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That any proprietor, 
member, or agent of auy express company, or other com- 
pany engaged in the transportation of packages or parcels 
for bire, or any other person engaged in such transportation, 
whether as principal or agent, or temporarily or otherwise, 
who shall carry or cause to be carried, in violation of any 
act of Congress, upon or over any post road, or between 
any ports or places within the United States, or between 
any pmt in the United States and any port ìn any foreign 


į country between which tne mails of the United States are 


carried, any letter or communication in writing, or shall 
knowingly carry or cause to be carried any package or par- 
cel containing any fetter or letters, or other paper or papers 
in writing, or partly written and partly printed, conveying 
information of any kind whatever, shall, in addition to the 
penalties by this act, or at any time heretofore prescribed 
for such offense, be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
on coeviction thereof, shall be subject to imprisonment for 
aterm not exceeding three months, and to pay a fine not 
exceeding five hundred dollars for every such offense.?? 


45th amendment: 


“ Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That every contract- 
or for carrying the mails of the United States, by land or 
water, and every agent or employee ofsuch contractor who 
shal] knowingly transport over all or any portion of the 
route of said contractor, any proprietor, member, agent, or 
messenger of any express company, or any person engaged 
in the transportation of parcels or packages for hire, while 
such contractor shall know or have good reason to believe 
that such proprietor, member, agent, messenger, or person, 
carries or is engaged in carrying letters, or parcels or pack- 


| ages containing a letter or letters, on the route of said con- 


tractor or any part thereof, in violation of any law of the 
United States, or shall Knowingly earry any boxes, bags, 
trunks, packages, or parcels, belonging to or in the custedy 
of such proprietor, member, agent, messenger, or persons 
which he shall know or bave reason to suspect contains 
any letter or letters, such contractor shall be guilty of a mis- 
demeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be liable toa 
fine not exceeding one year’s pay of such contractor; and 
the Postmaster General shall have power, upon such con- 
viction, by an instrument in writing under his hand and 
seal, to declare the contract for the transportation of the 
mail by such contractor null and void, from such time as 
he may designate in such instrament.” 


46th amendment: 
“Sec. 9, And be it further enacted, That in respect to 


| any moneys which have come or shall hereafter come into 


the possession or custody of any of the agents of the Post 
Office Department, or any of the officers of the United 
States, or shail have been paid to the order of the Post- 
master General, as provided in the second section of the act 
entitled ‘An act to amend the act entitled An act to reduce 
* the rates of postage, to limit the use and correct the abuse 
€ of the franking privilege, and for the prevention of frauds 
* on the revenues of the Post Office Department, passed 3d 
€ day of March, 1845,’ approved March Ist, 1847, it shall be 
lawful for the Postmaster General to receive all such in- 
formation and statements, under oath or otherwise, from 
the special agents of the Department, the claimants, and 
all other persons, as he may deem proper, whether the 


į same would or would not be competent evidence in a court 


of justice ; and he may, after having given to the claimants, 
by publishing the same as often as ouce a week for three 
mouths in such and so many public newspapers as he may 
direct, a notice to come in and substantiate their claims, 


make an order for the payment thereof to such person or | 
persons, and in such proportions as he may deem just and 


proper, notwithstanding there may be no certain conclusive 
evidence of the ownership of the same; and when such an 
order shall be examined, and the same approved by the At- 
torney General, by an instrument under the hand of such At- 
torney General,such moneys shall be distributed according 
to such order.” 


49th amendment: 


& Sec, 12. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General be autborized to contract or make other 


| arrangements for the transportation of mails of the United 


| 
i 
| 
| 


: States through any foreign country, and also for their trans- 


portation by such transient or other vessels as may be run- 
ning between ports of the United States and foreign ports, 


or between foreign ports, in cases where there are no con- | 
| tracts or arrangements therefor, and to provide for the col- 


Jection, by prepayment or otherwise, of such postages as 


may be due to the United States on such letters and other 
mailable matter as may be sent uvder such arrangements 
and contracts, either in the United States or at such foreign 
ports, and for that purpose to use and employ as agents the 
several consuls of the United States, or such other persons 
as he may think fit: Provided, That no arrangement shall 
be made which will violate the laws prevailing in such for- 
eign ports or countries, or any treaty of the United States, 
and that the whole compensation to be paid for the trans- 
portation of such letters and mailable matter, shall in all 
cases be so limited by the terms of such contracts or ar- 
rangements, as not to exceed the whole amount of the post- 
age chargeable upon the letters and mailable matter carried 
under the same.” 


Mr. KING. Now the gentleman will please 
read those which the committee have adopted. 

Mr. CLARK then read the following sections, 
which were retained, 

39th amendment: 


“Sec. 2. Andhe it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized to enter into a con- 
tract for the transportation of the United States mail on 
board of the steam vessels which at present ply regularly 
between Boston, in the State of Massachusetts, and Hali- 
fax, in Nova Scotia, upon such terms as may appear to him 
reasonable, ?? 


The Committee of Conference add the following 
to the above: 


* Provided, That the contracts authorized by this section 
be let to the lowest bidder, according to the provisions of 
existing laws: And provided further, That the amount paid 
shall in no case exceed the amount of postage derived from 
the said mails.” 


47th amendment: 


“Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the Postmas- 
ter General may from time to time, by and with the advice 
and consent of the President, make any arrangements which 
may be deemed just and expedient, for alluwing the mails 
of Canada, or of any other Province, State, or country ad- 
joining the United States, to be carried or transported atthe 
expense of the Province, State, or country to which such 
mails belong, over any part or portion of the territory of the 
United States, from one point in the Provinee, State, or 
country to which such mails belong, to any other point in 
the same, upon obtaining the same privileges for the trans- 
portation of the mails of the United States through the Prov- 
ince, State, or country to which such privilege shall be 

ranted: Provided, That such privileges may at any time 
be annulled by the President of the United States, or by 
joint resolution of the two Houses of Congress, from and 
after the expiration of one month next succeeding the day 
on which the notice of the act of the President or of the 
joint resolution of the two Houses shall be given to the 
chief executive officer or head of the Post Office Depart- 
ment of the Province, State, or country, whose privilege is 
to be thereby annulled.” 


48th amendment: 


“Sec. 1L. And be it further enacted, That every mail of 
any Province, State, or country, having the privilege au- 
thorized to be granted in and by the next preceding section, 
shall, while in the territories of the United States, be 
deemed and taken to be a mail of the United States, so far 
as to make any violation thereof or any depredation thereon, 
or any act or offense in respect thereto or any part thereof, 
which would be punishable under the existing laws of the 
United States, in case the same had been a mail or part 
of a mail of the United States, an offense of the same grade 
and punishable in the same manner and to the same extent 
as though the said mails were those of the United States 3 
and in any indictment for such act or offense, the said mails 
or any part thereof may be alleged to be, and on the trial of 
any such indictment they shall be deemed and held to be, 
mails or parts of mails of the United States.”’ 


50th amendment: 


“Src. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General shall be, and be is hereby, authorized to provide 
and furnish to all postmasters and other persons applying 
and paying therefor suitable letter envelopes, with such 
water marks or other guards against counterfeits as he may 
deem expedient, and with one or more suitable postage 
stamps, with such device and of such denominations and 
value as he may direct, printed or impressed thereon, which 
envelopes shall be sold at the cost of procuring and furnish- 
ing the same, as near as may be, with the addition of the 
value or denomination of the postage stamps so printed or 
impressed thereon or attached thereto as aforesaid; and 
letters, when inclosed in such envelopes, with postage 
stamps printed or impressed thereon, (the postage stamp or 
stamps In every such case being of the value, denomination, 
or amount required to prepay the postage which would be 
chargeable on such Jetters and envelopes, if sent by mail, 
to the place of their destination, under the provisions of the 
laws then in force, and such stamps and envelopes not 
having been used before,) shall pass in the mails as prepaid 
letters; and all letters inclosed in such envelopes as shall 
be provided and furnished by the Postmaster General, as 
first in this section prescribed, and with postage stamps 
thereon as aforesaid, (and such postage stamps on such èn- 
velopes being equal in value and amount to the rates of 
postage to which such letters would be liable, if sent by 
mail, and such postage stainps and envelopes not having 
been before used,) may be sent, conveyed, and delivered 
otherwise than by post or mail, notwithstanding any prohi- 
bition thereof under any existing law: Provided, ‘That the 
said envelope shall be duty scaled, or otherwise firmly and 
securely closed, so that such letter cannot be taken there- 
from without tearing or destroying such envelope, and the 
same duly directed and addressed, and the date of such let- 
ter, or of the receipt or transmission thereof to be written 
or stamped, or otherwise appear on such envelope.” 


53d amendment: 
“Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That all fines and 
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penalties imposed for any violation of any law relating to 
the Post Office Department shall, when collected or recov- 
ered, be paid into the Treasury to the credit of the United 
States, for the use of the Post Office Department, exeept- 
ing, however, such part thereof as may by law belong to 
the party informing or prosecuting for the same.?? 


Mr. KING. There was a section making it 
obligatory upon the Postmaster General to putin 
operation certain routes, 

Mr. CLARK, The first one was adopted. 

Mr. HALL. Section second, which provided 
for the transportation of the mail from Boston to 
Halifax in steamers, was adopted with an amend- 
ment. The amendment requires that the con- 


tract shall be let to the lowest bidder; and it pro- i 


vides further that no more shall be paid for 
transporting the mail, in any event, than the rev- 
enues arising from those mails. There was an 
amendment providing for paying the contractor 
for carrying the United States mails between for- 
eign ports. That was rejected. Then the last 
section, providing for the carrying of a daily mail 
from Louisville to Cairo, &c., was adopted. 

The House was then divided on seconding the 
previous question, and there were—ayes 51, noes 
9; no quorum voting. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that there be a call of the 
House. 

The question was put, and the motion was 
agreed to. 

The roll was then called, and 135 members an- 
swered to their names. 

Mr. DEAN. I move that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The question was taken, aud the motion was 
agreed to. 

Mr. HALL. 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon sec- 
onding the demand for the previous question. 

The previous question then received a second, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the report of the committee, and it was decided in 
the affirmative. 


CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


Mr. COBB. I will not detain the House by 
any lengthy remarks. Yesterday, under a sense 
of duty to myself, as well as a sense of duty 
which I considered that I owed to my country, 1 
took action contrary to my will, and in regard to 
an amendment to the civil and diplomatic bill. I 
now call up the motion I then made to reconsider 
the vote by which the civil and diplomatic bill was 

assed. 
k Mr. LETCHER. 
upon the table. 
Mr. COBB. Will the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Lercuer] wait until he gets the floor before 
the makes that motion? 
Cries of ‘Order !”? ** Order !?7J 


Tinsist upon the regular order 


I move to lay that motion 


will confine his remarks to the question under 
consideration. 

Mr. COBB. Yesterday when the proposition 
before the House was to agree with the amend- 


ments proposed by the Committee of Conference | 
upon that bill I withheld my vote, hoping that | 
there would be men enough found in this House | 


‘TheSPEAIKER. The gentleman from Alabama | 


who, believing that the amendments were right, : 


would sustain the report. I found, however, when | 
the vote was about to be announced, that it took | 
T 


myself and one other to sustain the measure. 
took upon myself then the responsibility of voting 


for the amendments, although it was the bitterest ; 
pill [ ever took in my life, with a view to keep | 


the civil and diplomatic bill alive, that there might 
not be the probability of its being entirely lost, 


relying, as I did, upon you, Mr. Speaker, to ; 


come to the rescue, as you have in former cases 
when the country was in danger. I believed you 
would give the casting vote and sustain the amend- 
ments. The bill as a whole I could not agree to, 
although there are provisions in it for which I 
could most cordially vote. I felt it my duty to 
sustain that bill by giving it my vote, although 
my judgment and my feelings were against it. 

This is all I desire to say, and I withdraw the 
motion to reconsider. 

Mr. HALL moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the report of the Committee of Conference 
upon the post route bill was agreed to, and also 
to lay the motion to reconsider upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to reconsider 
the vote by which the report of the Committee of 
Conference upon the civil and diplomatic bill was 
agreed to, and also to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


ARMY. APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HOUSTON. I wish to makea report from 
the Committee of Conference upon the Army ap- 
propriation bill. But before I do that, I will thank 
my colleague [Mr. Coss] for his patriotic feelings 
in saving the civil and diplomatic bill; but I was 
satisfied that the bill was in no danger, and that 
there was not a single individual in this House, 
who would have been willing to defeat that bill, if 
it had depended upon his single vote. 

I move the previous question upon the report 
which I present from the Committee of Confer- 
ence on the Army bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee. I was in hopes 
that my friend [Mr. Houston] was not so unkind 
as to strip his colleague [Mr. Coss] and the 
Speaker of the distinguished honor of saving the 
country when it wasin a great crisis. [Laughter.] 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

[Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, here reported as correctly enrolled ‘“ An act 
for the relief of Z. F. Johnston;”’ which thereupon 
received the signature of the Speaker. ] 

The report of the Committee of Conference on 
the Army appropriation bill was then read, as fol- 
lows: 

The Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 220) “ making appro- 
priations for the support of the Army for the year ending 
the 30th of June, 1653,” having met, and after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, 
to the respective Houses, as follows: 

That the House of Representatives do recede from their 
disagreement to the 2d, 7th, 12th, 14th, 15th, 19th, 22d, 23d, 
24th, th, Wrh, Bth, and 30th amendments of the Senate, 
and agree thereto. 

'That the House of Representatives do recede from their 
disagreement to the Ist amendment of the Senate, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

Page L, line 4, after the word “dollars,” insert the fol- 
lowing: ** Provided, That the Commissary Department may 
use, in advance of the regular appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1854, $275,000 of said sum for said 
fiscal year.” 

That the House of Representatives do recede from their 
disagreement to the 3d amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same, with an amendment, as follows: 

Page 1, line 3. Strike out the words “ three hundred,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “two hundred and 

t 2) 

Aiat the Hause of Representatives do recede from their 


disagreement to the 16th amendment of the Senate, and | 


agree to the same with amendments, as follows: 

Page 4, line 16, after the word ‘ report,” insert the words 
* to Congress.”” 

Page 4, line 21, after the word “service,” strike out all 
to word “same,” in line 25, inelnsive. 

That the House of Representatives do recede from their 


disagreement to the 17th amendment of the Senate, and | 


agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: 

Page 5, line 13, after the word “ Mexico,” strike out all 
to end of section. 

'That the House of Representatives do recede from their 
disagreement to the 21st amendment of the Senate, and 
agree to the same with amendmeuts, as follows: 

Page 8, line 15, after the word “ Department,” strike out 
all to the word +‘ State,” inclusive, in line 18, and add at 
the end of the section: “ Provided, That the same princi- 
ples be applied inthe settlement of the claims of the State 
of Alabama, and all other States, for moneys advanced in 
raising, subsisting, and transporting troops for the Mexican 
war? 

And that the Senate do recede from its Sth, 6th, 8th, 10th, 
lth, 13th, 18th, and 29th amendments. 

GEORGE S. HOUSTON, 
W. A. GORMAN, 
EDWARD STANLY, 
Committee of Conference on the part of the House. 

J. D. BRIGHT, 
WILLIAM C. DAWSON, 
RICHARD BRODHEAD, 

Committee of Conference on the part of the Senate. 


Amendments to be receded from. 

The Committee of Conference recommended 
that the Llouse of Representatives do recede from 
their disagreement of the following Senate amend- 
ments, and do agree thereto, viz: 

2d amendment. Insert the words in italics in 
the following clause: 


“For the regular supplies of Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, consisting of fuel, forage in kind for the horses, mules, 


i and oxen of the Quartermasters Deparunent, ai the several 


military posts and stations, and with the armies in the field; 
for the horses of the first and second regiments of dragoons, 
the companies of light artillery, the regiment of mounted 
riflemen, and such companies of infantry as may be monnt 
ed, and also for the authorized number of officers’ horses 
when serving in the field and at the outposts; of straw for 
soldiers’ bedding ; and ofstationery, including company and 


as wer 
: sioners appointed for that purpose by an aet of the Legis- 
i lature of said State in 1807: 


other blank books for the Army, certificates for discharged 
soldiers, blank forms for the Pay and Quartermaster’s De- 
partments, and for the printing of division and Department 
orders, Army regulations and reports, one million one hun- 
dred and sixty thousand dollars.” 


7th amendment. Insert: 


“For continuing the topographical and hydrographical 
survey of the delta of the Mississippi, with such investiga- 
lions as may lead to determine the most practicable plan for 
securing it from inundation, $50,000. 


12th amendment. After the word ‘ fifty-two,” 
in the following section— 


“Spo. 2. And be it further enacted, That all acts or parts 
of acts authorizing the President of the United States, or 
the Secretary ofthe proper Department under his direction, 
to transfer any portion of the moneys appropriated tor a par- 
ticular branch of expenditure in that Department to be ap- 
plied to another branch of expenditure in the same Depart- 
ment, be, Aud are hereby, so far as relates to the Department 
of War, repealed ; and no portion of the moneys appropria- 
ted by this act shall be applied to the payment of any ex- 
penses incurred prior to the Ist day of July, 18527— 


insert the following: 


“ But nothing herein contained shall be so construed as 
to prevent the President from authorizing appropriations for 
the subsistenee of the Army, for forage, for medical and hos- 
pital departments, and for the Quartermaster’s Department, 
to be applied to any other of the above mentioned branches 
of expenditure in the same department, and appropriations 
made for a specifie object for ove fiseal year shall not be 
transferred to any other object after the expiration of that 
year.?? 


Mth amendment. Add the following section: 


“Sec. 4. And he it further enacted, That all the unex- 
pended balances remaining of sums appropriated for tortifi- 
cations, and now liable to revert to the surplus fund, are 
hereby reappropriated.”? 

15th amendment. Add the following section: 

“See. 5. And be it further enacted, That paymaster’s 


| clerks shall be entitled to receive one ration per day when 


on duty at their stations, to be computed at the price now 
authorized when traveling on duty.?? 


19th amendment, Add the following section: 


“Src. 8, And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be directed to pay to each of the survivors, or the 
heirs of those who have died, of the Seminole warriors, 
who were mustered into the service of the United States at . 
Fort Brooke in December, 1835, an amount equal to three 
months’ pay and allowances of a private soldier in the Army 
of the United States: Provided, That the amount so paid 
shall not execed @370: And provided, also, That such 
amount paid shalt be in full. of all claims of said friendly 
Seminoles during the Florida war, for compensation and 
for indemnity on account of losses sustained.’ 


22d amendment. Add the following section: 


“See. 11. Andbe it further enacted, ‘Chat in the adjust- 
ment of the accounts of the State of Maine, under the act 
of 13th of June, 1842, the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury be, and they are hereby, directed to include and 
allow all claims which have been heretofore presented nti- 
der said act: Provided, It shall be satisfactorily shown that 
said claims have been actually allowed and paid by the 
State.?? 


23d amendment. Add the following section: 


te Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, ‘That the Secretary 
of War allow, and pay to the State of Virginia, all sums 
that may have been advanced by that State to the officers 
and men of her regiment of volunteers engaged to serve 
for and during the war then existing between the United 
States and Mexico, for pay for their services from the day 
of their enrollment until they were mustered into the ser- 
vice of the United States: Provided, The same has not 
been paid heretofore by the United States to any of the 
officers or men for said service.” 


24th amendment. Add the following section: 


“Ske. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 
pay to the Stateof South Carolina, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such sums of money 


as were paid by said State in 1838, 1839, and 1840, for ser- 
‘ vices, losses, and damages sustained by her volunteers in 


- the Florida war of 1838, 1887, and 1838, while in the service 


of the United States, and on their return from said service, 
scertained and allowed by a board of commis- 


Provided, however, That no 


_ interest shall be allowed upon the moneys paid to the State 
: of South Carolina under the provisions of this act.” 


25th amendment. Add the following section: 


“Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, Thatin the settle- 
ments of the claims in the State of Georgia under the provis- 
ions of the act of the [1th Angust, 1842, providing for the 
settlement of the claims of Georgia for the service of her 
militia, which have heretofore been suspended or disal- 
lowed, the accounting oflicers of the Treasury Department 
allow and pay, upon proof that the State has allowed and 
paid the same, al} accounts for forage, subsistence, hospital 


. Stores, medical services, and transportation, which have not 


been heretofore allowed by the United States; that for the 


| pay of mounted infantry the pay of cavalry be allowed ; the 
; same to be paid ont of the fund appropriated by the act of 
: Lith August, 1842.77 


26th amendment. Add the following section: 

“See. 15. And be it further enacted, ‘That the proper 
accounting officers of the Treasury Department be, and they 
are hereby, authorized to adjust and settle the claims of 


: Florida for the service of her troops under the act of Feb- 


ruary 27, 1851, by the provisions stated for the settlement 
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of the claims of Virginia for like services as prescribed by 
this act.” 


28th amendment. Add the following section: 
*t Sec.17. And be it further enacted, That the accounting 
officers of the United States Treasury are hereby directed 
to ascertain the amount justly due to Henry L. Kenney for 
subsistence, medicine, forage, &c., furnished by him to the 
company of Texas mounted volunteers commanded by 
Captain Charles M. Blackwell, from September 10, 1849, to 
December 10, 1849, and: pay him the same out of the sum 
of $72,000 already appropriated for such purpose, by virtue 
of the second section of an act entitled ‘An act making ap- 
ropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
ndian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the year ending 30th Juné, 
3851,’ approved September 30th, 1850: Provided, That the 
same shall not exceed the sum of $6,114 76.” 


30th amendment. Add the following section: 


t Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the board of 
officers designated by the act of the 3d of March, 1851, to 
procure sites for the military asylums, by and-with the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States, be, and they 
ora part of them are hereby, authorized to examine the Blue 
Lick Springs and the lands attached thereto, and if the same 
be found eligible for the purpose, and can be secured of the 
proprietors, or any suitable quantity of the land, including 
the buildings, at a reasonable price, to purchase the same 
for the Government of the United States, and locate thereon 
the Western Military Asylum.” 


The Committee of Conference further recom- 
mended that the House of Representatives do 
recede from their disagreement to the following 
amendments of the Senate, and agree to the same 
with amendments, as follows: 


Ist amendment. After the following Senate 
amendment— 
“« For subsistence, $1,047,185» 


insert the following: 


“ Provided, That the Commissary Department may use, 
in advance of the regular appropriation for the fiscal year 
ending 30th June, 1854, $275,000 of said sum for said fiscal 
year. 


3d amendment. The Senate propose to amend 
the following clause, by striking out “two hun- 
dred and twenty-five’? and insert ‘three hun- 
dred.” The committee recommend to agree to 
the same by amending, by striking out “ three 
hundred” and substituting “two hundred and 
fifty,” so that the appropriation shall be $250,000: 


“ For the incidental expenses of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, consisting of postage on letters and packets 
received and sent by officers of the Army on public serviee, 
expenses of courts-martial and courts of inquiry, including 
the additional compensation to judges advocate s recorders, 
members, and witnesses while on that service, under the 
act of March J6th, 1802; extra pay to soldiers employed 
under the direction of the Quartermaster’s Department in 
the erection of barracks, quarters, store-houses, and hospi- 
tals ; the construction of roads and other constant labor for 
periods of not less than ten days, under the act of March 
2d, 1819; expenses of expresses to and from the frontier 


posts and armies in the field; of escorts to payimasters, | 


other disbursing officers and trains, when mi ry escorts 
cannot be furnished; expenses of the interment of non- 
commissioned officers and soldiers; authorized office fur- 
niture ; hire of laborers in the Quartermaste:’s Depart- 


ment, including hire of interpreters; spies and guides for | 5 m 
i ‘ | strike out ‘© 65” and insert “95 


the Army; compensation of clerks to officers o! the Quar- 
termaster’s Department; compensation of forag and wag- 
on masters, authorized by the act of July, 1838 ; for the ap- 
prehension of deserters, and the expenses incitent to their 
pursuit; the various expenditures required for te first and 
second regiments of dragoons, the companies of light artil- 
tery, the regiment of mounted riflemen, and such compa- 
nies of infantry as may be mounted, including the purchase 
of traveling forges, blacksmith’s and shoeing tools, horse 
and mule shoes, iron, hire of veterinary surgeons and med- 
iċines for horses and mules, $225,090.” 


16th amendment. The committee recommend 


an agreement to the 16th amendment of the Sen- | 


ate, by inserting the words “to Congress”? in 
italics, and striking out after the word ‘* service” 
the following words: ‘ and that upon being satis- 
fied of the correctness of the claims which may be 
reported favorably upon in whole or in part, he 
shall proceed to audit and pay the same,” so that 
it shall read as follows: 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, ‘That for the pay and 
equipment as mounted riflemen, finding their own horse 
and forage, of the volunteers serving under the command of 
Captain John C, Frémont, in California, during the year 
1846, as appears by the muster rolls on file in the War De 
partment, and for the subsistence and supplies consumed 
by said volunteers io said service, $168,000 is hereby appro- 
priated out of any money in the Treasury not oth rwise ap- 


propriated ; and the Secretary of War is authorized and | 
empowered to appoint three competent and disinterested jj 


officers of the Army to examine and report to Congress upon 
all such claims as may be presented for funds advanced and 
subsistence and supplies of all kinds furnished or taken for 
the use of said command whilst thus engaged in the public 


service; and for the expenses of said board of officers, the |: 


sum of $2,900 is hereby appropriated, 

17th amendment. Strike out from the 17th 
amendment of the Senate, at the end thereof, the 
following words: 

“ And that the benefits of the provisions of the said section 


shali apply equally to all, whether they have paid into the 
Treasury all the public money in their hands or not??— 


so that it will read as follows: ` 

“Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the second section 
of an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the settlement of 
the accounts of public officers and others who may have re- 
ceived moneys arising from military contributions, or other- 
wise, in Mexico,’ approved March 3d, 1849, shall be so con- 
strued as to extend to officers and other persons who were 
engaged in the collection of military contributions as col- 
lectors in any part of Mexico or California during the war 
with Mexico.” ` 


2lst amendment. In thé Qist Senate amend- 
ment, strike out after the words ‘Treasury De- 
partment,” the words ‘* together with interest as 
aforesaid on said claim from the time said advances 
were made by said State,” and add at the end 
thereof the words— 

“ Provided, That the same principles be applied in the set- 
Uement of the claims of the sale of Alabama and àlt other 
States for moneys advanced in raising, subsisting, and trans- 
porting troops for the Mexican war?— 


so that it will read as follows: 


Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That there bè appro- 
priated as aforesaid, for refunding to the State of Michigan 
the amount advanced by said State in organizing, subsisting, 
and transporting volunteers previous to their being mustered 
into the service of the United S’ates, during the late war 
with Mexico, $20,000; which said sum, or so much thereof 
as shall be necessary to pay and cancel the claim of said 
State, as presented and now on file in the office of the Third 


| Auditor of the ‘Treasury Department, shall be paid by the 


Secretary of the Treasury to the Governor or other proper 
officer of the said State of Michigan: Provided, That the 
same principles be applied in the settlement of the claiins 


| of the State of Alabama, and all other States, for moneys 


advanced in raising, subsisting, and transporting troops for 
the Mexican war.” 


The Committee of Conference further recom- 
mended that the Senate do recede from its follow- 
ing amendments, viz: 

5th amendment. ‘The Senate’s 5th amendment 
was to strike out ‘5° and insert #8” in the fol- 
lowing clause: 


& For transportation of the army, including the baggage of 
the troops when moving either by land or water ; of clothing, 
camp, and garrison equipage, and horse equipments, from 
the depot at Philadelphia to the several posts and army de- 
pots ; of subsistence from the places of purchase and from 
the places of delivery, under contract, to such places as the 
circumstances of the service may require it to be sent; 
of ordnance, ordnance stores, and smali arms from the 
founderies and armories to the arsenals, fortifications, fron- 
tier posis, and army depôs; freights, tolls, and ferriages ; 
for the purchase and hire of horses, mules, oxen, wagons, 
carts, drays, ships, and other sea-going vessels and boats, 
for the transportation of supplies, and for garrison purposes ; 
for drayage and cartage at the several posts; hire of team- 
sters; transportation of funds for the pay and other disburs- 
ing departments; the expense of sailing public transports 
on the various rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic 
and Pacific; and for procuring water at such posts as, from 
their situation, require that it be brought from a distance, 
#1,500,000°— 


So that the appropriation should be ‘ $1,800,- 
000” instead of ‘ $1,500,000.” 


6th amendment. The 6th amendment was to 
” in the following 
clause: 

“For ordnauce stores and supplies, as follows: For procure- 
ment of side-arms and accoutrements for artillery, infantry, 
eavulry, aud riflemen; materials for and preparation of siege 
and field ammunitiou; wages of mechanics engaged in ma- 


| King carriages, implements, equipments, harness, &e.; and 


for purchase of miscellaneous supplies of ordnance stores 


| for issue to the army, $65,000.” 


8th amendment. Insert as follows: 


“ For completing the survey of a route from the valley of 
the Mississippi to the Pacific ocean, in addition to the bal- 
ance unexpended under the act of the 3d of March, 1849, 
$34,995,” 

10th amendment. Insert as follows: 

“For armament of fortifications $100,000; of which 


: $50,000 shall be applied to the purchase and fabrication of 


guns of the heaviest caliber, with their carriages and equip- 
ments for the defense uf the Pacific coast of the United 
States.” 

lith amendment. 
clause— 

“ For completing the light-house at Sand Key, Florida, 
$44,127 81 
the following words: 

“ And the construction of said work shall be continued 


Insert after the the following 


i and completed under the Topographical Bureau, by J. W. 


P. Lewis, who has hitherto had charge of it; and so mach 
of any act of Congress as requires that an officer of the 


| Army shall be employed in constructing said work be, and 
: the same is hereby, repealed.” 


13th amendment. Strike out the following sec- 


tion— 


“Bec, 3. And beit further enacted, That so much of the 
act makiug appropriations for the support of the Army for 
the year ending June 30, 1851, approved September 28, 1850, 
as provides extra pay to the commissioned officers and en- 
listed men of the United States serving in Oregon or Cal- 
ifornia, be, and the same is hereby, continued in force for 


“August 


one year from the Ist day of March, 1852; and that the pro- 
vision of the last-mentioned act be, aud is hereby, extended 
to New Mexico during the current year, provided for by 
this section, and that $300,000 be, and is hereby, appropri- 
ated for that purpose: Provided further, That said officers 
and men shalt receive only one half of the bicreased amount 
over the regular pay allowed by law? — 

and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

« That for extra pay to commissioned officers of the Army 
of the United States, serving at posts west of the States of 
Missouri and Arkansas, and in the eighth, ninth, tenth, and 
eleventh military departments, $226,665, on the following 
basis, to wit: 

“ That there shall be allowed to all commissioned officers 
$1 50 per day, in addition to their present pay and allow- 
ances.?? 

18th amendment. Insert as follows: 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, Thatthe Secretary of 
War be directed to procure a sufficient number of camels to 
ascertain whether or not they can be naturalized and ren- 
dered serviceable upon this continent, and that the sum of 
$30,000 be appropriated for the purpose.” 

29th amendment. Insert as follows: 

“Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the passage of this act, the principal assistantin the Engi- 
neer Bureau of the War Department shall receive a com- 
pensation not less than that which the principal assistant 
in the Ordnance Bureau of the War Department now re- 
ceives.?? + 

A mesage was here received from the Senate, 
by the hands of Mr. Dicxiys, its Secretary: 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Senate have agreed to the amend- 
ment of this House to the bill of the Senate (No. 486) en- 
titled “An act to constitute Alton, in the State of Illinois, a 
port of entry.” 

The Senate have agreed to the reports of the Committees 
of Conference, on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on ihe bills of the following titles, viz: 

«H. R. No. 314. An act establishing certain post roads.” 

“H. R. No. 220. An actmaking appropriation for the sup- 
port of the Army for the year ending 30th June, 1853,” 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. In thecivil and dip- 
lomatic appropriation bill, which has just been 
passed, there is a verbal error concerning an hon- 
orable member of this House, which was not 
brought to my notice until this very moment. As 
chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, by 
the direction of that committee, I moved an ap- 
propriation to our colleague [Mr. IncersorL] for 
pay as Chargë d’Affaires, from August to J anuary, 
which covered the period when there was no min- 
ister there, and whilst he acted as such. By a 
mistake of the Clerk, it was made from August till 
May. It oughtto be August till January. There 
will be no error in the settlement of the accounts, 
but I desire to make this statement in his justifica- 
tion. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That bill has not 
yet been reported as correctly enrolled, and I move 
that the error be corrected. f 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report of the Committee of Conference on 
the Army bill was then adopted. 

_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- 
sider that vote, and to lay the motion to reconsider 
upon the table; which latter motion was agreed to. 


Mr. JONES. I submit the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senate,) That thè 
7th joint rule of the two Houses be suspended for the 
remainder of the present session, so far as relates to the ap- 
propriation, light-house, and post road bills. 


The 17th rule reads, as follows: 


“No bill or resolution that shall have passed the House 
of Representatives and the Senate, shall be presented to the 
President of the United States for his approbation on the 
last day of the session.” 


The resolution was adopted. 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I am directed 
by the Committee on Printing to move to take up 
a joint resolution from the Senate, which provides 
that the Clerk of the House, the Secretary of the 
Senate, and the clerk of the Committee on Print- 
ing, shall, during the recess, audit and settle the 
accounts of the public printer. If the resolution 
be not passed, it will impose upon the Committee 
on Printing the necessity of remaining here during 
the recess to settle and adjust those accounts. 1 
move the resolution be taken up and passed. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was 
taken up for consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

8. 61. Joint resolution relating to the printing of Congress 
during the recess : 

Resolved, That the Seeretary of the Senate, the Clerk of 
the House, and the Clerk of the Committee on Printing, 
jointly, be, and they are hereby, authorized to examine, 
audit, and pass upon all accounts for printing and binding, 
during the recess of the present Congress, in the same man- 


ner as is done by the Committee on Printing during the 
session of Congress. 
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Mr. STANLY. I shall be glad to know to 
what printing that refers? 

Mr. STANTON. All the printing under the 
contract with Mr. Hamilton. 

Mr.STANLY. Are they to settle Mr. Ritchie’s 
accounts also? 

_ Mr. STANTON. Not at all; they are settled 
in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The resolution was read a second time. 

Mr. STANLY. I should like to know what 
are the duties of the Superintendent of the Public 
Printing if he has no control over this matter? 

Mr.STANTON. His duties are created under 
the law we passed a few weeks ago. The settle- 
ment of the accounts under the old law, applicable 
to Mr. Hamilton alone, is all these gentlemen will 
have to do. 

Mr.STANLY. I think that the Superintendent 
ought to have a command over these accounts, 
because these clerks cannot understand the hocus 
pocus of this act. 

Mr. STANTON. The clerk of the Committee 
on Printing is a A aoa printer. 

Mr. STANLY. Very well, sir. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was 
adopted. : 

r. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following; 
which received the signature. of the Speaker: 

An act to constitute Alton, in the State of Illi- 
nois, a port of delivery. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I move that the bill which 
has just been reported from the Conimittee on 
Enrolled Bills, be included in the resolution for the 
suspension of the 17th rule. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PHELPS. I beg leave to submit the fol- 
lowing report from the Committee of Conference 
on the naval appropriation bill: 


The Committee of Conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 240) ‘“ making appro- 
priations for the naval service for the year ending the 30th 
of June, 1853,” having met, and after full and free confer- 
ence, have agreed to recommend, and do recommend, to 
the respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from their amendments numbered 
7, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 
28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 39, and 42. 

And that the House recede from its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 12, 37, 38, 40, 
43, and 44. 

And that the two Houses agree to the 2d amendment of 
the Senate, amended as follows, to wit: In the 9th and 
10th lines of said amendment strike out the words, “ during 
the Jate war with Mexico, and since that period,” and in- 
sert instead thereof, “since the 28th of September, 1850 ;” 
and in.the 33d line, strike out “twelve hundred,” and in- 
sertin lieu thereof, “one thousand.” 

And thatthe two Houses agree to the 3d amendment of 
the Senate with the following amendments: In line 8, 
strike out ‘ fifteen hundred,” and insert “ one thousand ;” 
and in line-11, strike out “nine,” and insert * eight. ° 

‘That the Senate recede from its 8th amendment, and that 
the two Houses agree to amend the clause mentioned in 
said Senate’s amendment by striking out of the lth and 
12th lines the words ‘this House,” and inserting in lieu 
thereof “ Congress. ”? 

That the Senate recede from their 4lst amendment, and 
that the two Houses agree to strike out of the second sec- 
tion all after the word ** repealed,” in the 8th line, and the 
whole of the third section. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the 45th 
amendment of the Senate, and that the two Houses agree 
to amend the said amendment by striking out of the 6th 
line the words “and the city post office.” 

And that the House do recede from its disagreement to 
the 46th amendment of the Senate, and thatthe two Houses 
agree to amend the same by inserting in the Istline thereof, 
after the word ‘ enacted” the following provision, to wit: 
“That Robert Armstrong, the public printer, be, and is 
hereby, directed to execute, without delay, the public print- 
ing ordered by either House of Congress since his election 


as public printer.” 

JOHN S. PHELPS, 
FRED. P. STANTON, 
‘THADDEUS STEVENS, 

Conferces on part of the House. 
S. R. MALLORY, 
J. A. PEARCE, 
L TOUCEY, 

Conferees on part of the Senate, 


Amendments of the Senate to be receded from. 


Tth. After the following clause— 
*¢ For the repairs and erection of buildings at the United 
States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Maryland, $28,0007>— 


insert the following: 


tc For the purchase of ground adjoining the premises 
occupied by the Naval Academy, extension of walls and 
making new street and wharf, and changing the front of 
buildings, $92,000. 


1th. After the following— 
“For contingent expenses that may accrue for the fol- 
lowing purposes, viz: freight and transportation, printing 


and stationery, advertising in newspapers, books, maps, 


models, and drawings, purchase and repair of fire engines 
and machinery, repairs of and attending to steam engines in 
navy-yards, purchase and maintenance of horses and oxen, 
and driving teams, carts, timber wheels, and the purchase 
and repair of workmen’s tools, postage of public letters, 


furniture for Government houses, fuel, oil, and candles for | 


navy-yards and shore stations, pay of watchmen and inci- 


dental labor not chargeable to any other appropriation, labor |; 


attending the delivery of stores on civil stations, wharfage, 
dockage, and rent, traveling expenses of officers and others 
under orders, funeral expenses, store and office rent, sta- 
tionery, fuel, commissions and pay ofclerks to navy agents 
and storekeepers, flags, awnings, and packing boxes, pre- 
miums and other expenses of recruiting, apprehending de- 
serters, per diem pay to persons attending courts-martial 
and courts of inquiry, and other services authorized by law, 
pay to judges advocate, pilotage and towage of vessels and 
assistance to vessels in distress, bills of health and quaren- 
tine expenses of the United States Navy in foreign ports, 
$527 ,8407— 

insert the following: 

“For contingent expenses not enumerated, #5,008."” 

13th. In the following clause, after ‘$ 29°— 

“ Portsmouth, New Hampshire: For building timber shed 
No. 29, foundation for shores at railway, drains, gutters, 
and paving, and repairs of all kinds, $35,041 23°— 
insert: 

“ Coopers’ shop and watchman’s quarters, quay walls 
north and south of basin.” 


14th. In the same clause strike out ‘835,041 23,” 
and insert ‘$81,120 28.” 


15th. In the following clause, after the words 
«© muster office’’— 

“ Boston, Massachusetts: For rain-water cistern, pitch 
house, and oakum-loft, muster office, and repairs of all 
kinds, $28,100 — 
insert the following: 

« Coal-house, pier-wharf, grading, and paving, rebuilding 
smithery.” 

16th. In thesame clause, strike out ‘‘ $28,100” 
and insert ‘ $74,500 25” 


17th. In the following section— 


“ New York, New York: To complete saw-mill, quay- | 


wall, dredging channels, water tank and lighter, gas pipes 
and fixtures, lightning conductors, continuation of sewer, 


i machinery, &e., for engine house, and frepairs of all kinds, 


$126,8007>— 
after the word ‘“ complete” insert ‘ command- 
er’s house,” &c. After the word t saw-mill’’ in- 
sert “ house for officers, lime, pitch, and coal 
house, coal wharf and piers.” 

18th. In the same clause, after the words ‘‘ en- 
gine house” insert ‘* paving gutters and flagging, 
filling in timber pond and new purchase.”’ 

19th. In the same clause, strike out ** $126,800” 
and insert “ $240,550.”’ 

20th. In the following section— 

& Philadelphia, Pennsylvania : For shed to cover north rail- 


way, covering to south raitway, steam-box and pitch kettles, | | i t S 
i| shall be considered as having the same rights, in regard to 


mooring anchors for dry dock, dredging channel, continuing 
pavement to wharf, cross-paving to smithery, and from 
thence to tre dock basin, paving round west end of ship- 


house, paving wharf No. 310 ship-house, paving between | 
ways of docks, paving between timber sheds, completing | 


gutters and drains, completing shed No. 5, extending gu 
pipes, &c., extendiug water pipes one thousand feet, and re 
pairs of all Kinds, $28,517 2077 
after the words ‘‘ dredging channel,” insert ‘‘ex- 
tension of pier wharf No. 4, filling up and grad- 
ing.” 

Qist. Strike from the above clause the words 
“c twenty-eight thousand five hundred and seven- 


i teen” and insert “fifty-nine thousand two hun- 
! dred and forty-eight. ”? 


22d. In the following section— 


central wharf, to rebuild east walt of cistern No. 26, for iee- 
house, repairs of cisterns Nos. 14 and 25, and repairs of all 
kinds, $88,044°— 
after the words ‘central wharf,” insert “ wharf 
on east side of yard, extension of smithery and 
machine-shop, four new forges and chimneys.” 
27th. Strike out all after the word “ kinds ” to 
the word ‘dollars’ inclusive, and insert, 162,782.” 
28th. In the following clause-— 

“Memphis, Tennessee: For pavements, drains, and ditches, 
eisterns for ropewalk, hemp-house, storehouse (one wing) 
complete, railing for vertical wall, and repaire of all kinds, 
$47,043 357— 
after the word ‘‘wall,’’ insert ‘‘ excavation and 
embankment, stable and fences to commandant’s 
house.” 

29th. Strike out from the same clause the words 
$47,043 34,” and insert “ $67,859 28.” 
30th. After the following clause— 

“Sackett’s Harbor, New York: For repairs of all kinds, 
$50077— ‘ 
add the following: 


“ For the purchase of land known as the Edwarda Estate, 
being about six acres, adjoining the navy-yard at Gosport, 
Virginia, $9,000, to be expended under the direction of the 
Seeretary of the Navy, when a valid title shall be given for 


į the same, ang the assent for the transfer tu the United States 


obtained from the Legislature of Virginia.” 


31st. From the following clause— 

‘At New York: For fence round garden, repairs of build- 
ings, painting, whitewashing, clearing up grounds, &c., at 
hospital, and for completing fence and wall around the 
burial ground, ¢8,993°?— 


strike out “ $8,993,’ and insert $18,151.” 


32d. In the following clause— 

“At Philadelphia Naval Asylum: For introducing gas, 
painting main building inside, repairing and painting wall, 
repairs to roofand done, cleaning and whitewashing, clean- 
ing and repuiring grates and ranges, water tax, shade trees, 
and repairs of all kinds, $5,6667°— 
after the word ‘ wall,” insert “tax on wharf, 
paving street.” 

33d. From the same clause strike out * $5,666,” 
and insert ‘ $10,024.” 

34th. From the following clause— 

“ At Norfolk: Tor repairs of hospital and dependencies, 
$5,000 
strike out “< $5,000,” and insert ‘$12,168 90.” 


35th. From the following clause— 

At Pensacola: For draining and filling up ponds, &e., 
§2,0007— 
strike out “ $2,000,” and insert * $24,487.” 


36th. Under the head of “ Marine Corps,” add 
the following: 

*< For pay and allowances, as waiting orders, to the officers 
of the Marine Corps, who were disbanded under the order 
of the Navy Department of the 18th of Augnst, 1848, from 


i the period of their disbandment until their restoration under 


the act of March 3d, 1849, $8,000; and the said officers 


rank, pay, and emoluments, and in all other respects as if 


| they had not been out of service.” 


“ Washington, District of Columbia: Por completing ord- i) 


nance building No, 11, fitting up timber dock, completing 


saw-mill, completing copper rolling-mill, completing rail- i 


way, completing side lathes in machine shop, and repairs of ` 


all kinds, $123,778°— 


after the word ‘‘ railway,” insert “ commander’s | 
| house, converting ordnance shop to fitting shop, 

| &c., stone wharf on south part of yard.” i 
23d. Strike from the same clause ‘* 23,778,” and 

: Insert €‘ 67,433.’ 


24th. In the following section— 


“Norfolk, Virginia: For storehouse No. 14, wharf north : 
side of timber dock, culvert, dredging machine, and repairs ; 


of all kinds, 880,732 20”— 
after the word “ fourteen,” insert‘‘ extending quay 
wharves, completing timber dock, building for 


offices, paving from gate to ship-house, gradingand : 
3 i 


filling. 


and insert “ $170,342 23.” 
26th. In the following clause— 


s Pensacola, Florida: Towards completing permanent 
wharf, to complete guard-house and kitchen, to complete 


|i counting offi 


39th. Add at the end of the appropriations for 
the Marine Corps, the following: 


“ For compensation to Lieutenant Raphael Semmes, for 
service in continuing the survey of the coast on the Gulf 
of Mexico, from Appalachicola Bay to the Mississippi river, 
$1,164 10, to be paid out of the balance appropriated for 
that purpose by the act approved March 3d, 1841, and which 
has been carried to the credit of the surplus fund.” 


42d. Add at the end of the bill the fullowing: 


Src. 2 And Le it further enacted, That the proper ac- 
sof the Treasury be, and they aro hereby, 
direeted to credit the medical officers of the Navy, who, by 
order of the Department, served with a detachment of ma- 
rines in Mexico, during the late war with that Republic, in 
addition to the pay to which they are entitled as medical 
officers of the Navy, respectively, tire same allowances lor 
servants, and forage, in proportion to the time they 
ved, as are allowed to officers of the Army of similar 
tanding: Provided, That the officers of the Medical Corps 


> of the Navy, and pursers of the Navy, of Jess than twelve 


years* standing, shall rank with lieutenants ; and that med 
ical officers and pursers of more than twelve years? stand- 


‘ing shall rank with commanders, but shall take no pre- 


eedenece of commanders: Provided, further, ‘at in no 
ease shall officers of either corps take any command over 


. officers of the line of the Navy.” 


And that the House recede from its disagree- 


: ment, and agree to the amendments of the Senate 
‘| numbered as follows: 


ist. Strike from the following clause— 
“For pay of commission, warrant, and petty officers, 


: and seamen, including the Engineer Corps of the Navy, 


82,77 1 ,448"?~- 


25th. Same clause, strike out ‘ $80,732 20,” | the words “ $448,” and insert ** ¢698.” 


“ Provided, That from and after the 1st day of July, 1852, 


ii the salary of the Secretary of the Naval Academy at An- 
:: napolis shall be $1,250 per annum.” 


yard railway and repair old track, to complete extension of ;| 


4th. After the following clause— 
« For provisions for commission, warrant, and petty of- 
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ficers and seamen, including engineers and marines attached 
to vessels for sea service, $686,200— 


add the following: k: 

“Tt being provided that so much of the act approved 
March 3d, 1851, entitled ‘An act making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending the 30th of June, 1852,” 
as provides that ‘no commutation of rations shall be al- 
lowed, except to officers and their attendants, and for the 
spirit part of the ration,’ be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. 

«Por a scientific investigation and experiments upon the 
character of alimentary substances used as subsistence in 
the Navy, and means to prevent their deterioration, $2,500 ; 
to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Navy.” 


5th. After the following clause— 

“ For repair of vessels in ordinary, and for wear and tear 
of vessels in commission, including fuel and purchase of 
hemp, $1,065,000"— 


add the following: 
“& And the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to have completed, with the feast 
“possible delay, the war-steamer contracted for with Robert 
L. Stevens, in pursuance of an act of Congress approved 
April 14th, 1842 ; and the balance of the appropriation here- 
tofore. made, which has been carried to the credit of the 
surplus fand, shall be used for that purpose.” 


12th. After the following clause— 
« For meteorological observations, to be conducted under 
the directions of the Secretary ofthe Navy, $2,0007— 


add the following: 

& For the payment of the salary of Professor James P. 
Espy during the fiscal year ending June 30th, 1848, no ap- 
propriation having been made by Congress for that year, 
$2,000, 


37th. After the appropriations for the Marine 
Corps, add the following: 

“For purchase and freight to San Francisco of patent 
black marine paint tor painting the interior of the sections 
and end floats of the California dry-dock, $1,500. 


_ 38th. Add at the end of the above, the follow- 
ing: 

“ For a deficiency in the act making appropriations for 
the naval service for the year ending 30th of June, 1850, 
approved 3d March, 1849, for paying the unsatisfied de- 
mands upon the fund for continuing the survey of the coast 
onthe Galf of Mexica, from Appalachicola Bay to the Mis- 
sissippi, $2,110 62; to be taken out of the balance of the 
fund appropriated for that purpose by the act. of 3d of March, 
1849, and which has been carried to the credit of the surplus 
fuod.” 

40th. After the second section, add the fol- 
lowing: 

“Eor the building or purchase of suitable vessels, and 
for prosecuting a survey and reconnoissance for naval and 


commercial purposes, of such parts of Behring’s Straits, of | 


the north Pacific ocean, and of the China seas, as are fre- 
quented by American whaleships and by trading vessels in 
their rontes between the United States and China, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Navy, the sum of 
$125,000: Provided, That the expense of purchasing or 
building and of equipping, with the exception of the arma- 
ment, and of fitting out these vessels, shall not exceed the 
sum hereby appropriated.” 


43d. Add as an additional section the follow- 
ing: 

“Sere. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Secretary 
ofthe Navy be, and be is hereby, authorized and directed to 
select a site for a navy-yard and naval depôt in the Ray of 
San Francisco, in California, or neighboring waters, either 
by purchase or by reservation of public lands, as the case 
may be, and shall cause the same to be surveyed, and a plat 
thereof to be recorded in proper forms; and when such se 
feetion shall have been made, the said Secretary shall 
make such arrangements as may be necessary to establish 
a navy-yard and naval depôt upon the most approved and 
economical plan on the site so obtained, and cause to be 
erected a foundery, machine shop, blacksmith shop, boiler 
shop, engine-house, pattern shop, carpenter shop, and store 
house; and for the purpose of carrying this section into 
effect, the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, ap- 
propriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. ”? 


44th. Add the following new section: 


“Sro.4. And he it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, aud he hereby is, directed to appoint some 
suitable naval officer or engineer to receive and superintend 
the construction of the floating dry-dock in California.” 

And that the two Houses agree to the second 
amendment of the Senate, amended as follows, to 
wit: In the 9th and 10th lines of said amendment 
strike out the words ‘ during the late war with 
Mexico, and since that period,” and insert instead 
thereof, “since the Bth of September, 1850;” 
and in the 33d line strike out “1,200,” and insert 
in lieu thereof, **1,000,’’—-so that the clause will 
read: 

‘ And the proper accounting officers of the Treasury be, 
and they are hereby, authorized and directed to allow and 
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to the officers, petty officers, seamen, and ma- 
rines of the United States Navy, and to the officers and men 
of the revenue service who served in the Pacific ocean on 
the coast of California and Mexico, since the 28th day of 
September, 1850, the same increased or additional compen- 
sation as has been by law directed to be paid to the officers 


and soldiers of the Army who served in California; and 
the several officers who served on the late Arctic expedi- 
tion in search of Sir John Franklin shall, in addition to the 
pay with which they have already been credited, be allowed 
for the period during which they so served, the following 
compensation respectively, namely: the commander of the 
expedition the pay of a commander; the passed midship- 
men the pay of lieutenants; the passed assistant surgeon 
the pay of a fleet surgeon; the assistant surgeon the pay of 
a surgeon ; the midshipmen the pay of passed midshipmen 
—all as on sea service; and that there be allowed to the 
warrant officers, and to the petty officers and men that com- 
posed the crews of the vessels employed on that expedition, 
extra. pay equal to the regular pay with which they have 
been credited for their services on the said expedition; and 
the pay of chaplains in the Navy shall be $1,000 on leave or 
waiting orders, and $1,500 while on duty.” 


And that the two Houses agree to the 3d amend- 
ment of the Senate with the following amendments: 
In line 8, strike out *¢1,500”? and insert ‘< 1,000; 
and in line 11, strike out “9” and insert ‘“8°’—so 
that the clause will read: 

cc And the salary of the assistant to purser for the navy- 
yard at Kittery, Maine, who also discharges the duties of 
clerk and steward, sliall be $750; and the pay of the ‘first 
clerk to the commandant? at the navy-yards at Norfolk, 
New York, and Boston, shall be at the rate of $1,000 per 
annam; and that the ‘second clerk of the commandant’ at 
the same yards shall be at the rate of $800 per annum from 
and after the passage of this act.” 


That the Senate do recede from its 8th amend- 
ment, which is as follows: 
From the following clause— 


tt T'o complete the quarters for the students and profess- 
ors at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, the sum of 75,000 
dollars. Aud hereafter no appointment of midshipman, 
acting midshipman, or pupil at auy naval school in the 
Navy, shal} be made unless recommended by the member 


of Congress representing the district in which the applicant f 


resides, in the same manner that cadets at West Point are 
now appointed; and that the Secretary of the Navy is hercby 
required to report to this House, at its second session, the 
number and names of appointments to the Naval School 
which bave been made ; and the district and State whence 
each one comes ; and the number of vacancies then existing 


at said school, with the Congressional district which may | 


be entitled to supply thein; and a statement of the order in 
which the remainder of the. Congressional districts shall be 
entitled to supply all future and accruing vacancies, so far 
as it may be determined by existing law, or by circum- 
stances?’-— 
strike out all after the word *‘ dollars,” and that 
the two Houses agree to amend the clause men- 
tioned in the Senate’s amendment, by striking 
out of the 11th and 12th lines, the words “ this 
House,” and inserting in lieu thereof ‘* Congress,” 
so that it will read: ; 

«í And hereafter no appointment of midshipman, acting 


| midshipman, or pupil at any Naval School in the Navy, 


shall be made, unless reconumended by the member of Con- 
gress representing the district in which the applicant resides, 
in the same manner that cadets at West Point are now 
appointed; and that the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
required to report to Congress, at its second session, the 
number and names of appointments to the Naval School, 
which have been made ; and the district and State whence 
each one comes ; and the number of vacancies then existing 
at said school, with the Congressional district which may 
be entitled to supply them; and a statement of the order in 
which the remainder of the Congressional districts shall be 


entitled to supply all future and accruing vacancies, so far ; 


as it may be determined by existing law, or by circum- 
stances.”? 


That the Senate recede from their 41st amend- 
ment, which is as follows: 


“Strike out sections two and three, which are as fol- 
lows: 


“Src.2. And beit further enacted, That all acts or parts | 


of acts authorizing the President of the United States, or 
the Secretary of the proper Department under his direction, 
to transfer any portion of the moneys appropriated for a 
particular branch of expenditure in that Department, to be 
applied to another branch of expenditure in the same De- 
partment, be, and are hereby, so far as relates to the Navy 
Department, repealed ; and no portion of the money appro- 
priated by this act shall be applied to the payment of any 
expenses incurred prior to the Ist day of July, 1852. 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall be law- 
ful for the President of the United States to appoint com- 
manders in the Navy, as well as captains, for chiefs of the 
bureaus of navy-yards and docks, and of ordnance and hy- 
drography, aud of construction, equipment, and repair.” 


And that the two Houses agree to strike out of | 
the second section all after the word ‘‘repealed”’ i 


in the 8th line, and the whole of the third section, 
so that it will read: 

“Spec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all acts or 
parts of acts authorizing the President of the United States, 
or the Secretary of the proper Department under bis direc- 
tion, to transfer any portion of the moneys appropriated for 
a particular branch of expenditure in that Department, to 
be applied to another braneh of expenditure in the same 
Department, be, and are hereby, so far as relates to the 
Navy Department, repealed.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the 45th amendment of the Senate, which is as 
follows: 


« Add to the bill the following: 


“Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the percent- 
age added by law to the pay of the clerks employed in the 
executive and legislative departments of Washington, be, 
and is hereby, allowed to the clerks employed at the navy- 
yard and marine barracks, and the city post office, in the 
city of Washington. ’? 


And that the House do recede from its disagree- 
ment to the 46th amendment of the Senate, which 
is as follows: 


« Add as an additional section : 

“ Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That all paper used 
by the public printer for the space of sixty days from this 
date shall be furnished by him at cost, and shall de of the 
quality and description specified in the law passed at this 
session of Congress.?? 


And that the two Houses agree to amend the 
same by inserting in the first line, after the word 
“enacted,” the following, to wit: 

“ That Robert Armstrong, the public printer, be, and is 
hereby, directed to execute, without delay, the public print- 
ing ordered by either House of Cengress since his election 
as public printer, and ?— 


so that the clause will read: 


“Sec, 6. And be it further enacted, Phat Robert Arm- 
strong, the public printer, be, and is hereby, directed to ex- 
ecute, without delay, the public printing ordered by either 
House of Congress since his election as public printer, and 
that all paper used by the public printer for the space of 
sixty days from this date shall be furnished by him at cost, 
and shall be of the quality and description specified in the 
law passed at this session of Congress.” 


Mr. PHELPS. I call for the previous question 
upon the adoption of the report. © 

The call for the previous question was seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

[A message was here received from the Senate 
by the hands of Assury Drcxrs, Esq., its 
Secretary, notifying the House that that body 
had agreed to the report of the Committee of Con- 
ference on the naval appropriation bill.] 

Mr. CARTTER. Teall for the yeas and nays 
upon the adoption of the report of the Committee 
of Conference on the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. 1 desire to know 
whether, among the amendments adopted, thereis 
one for fortifications ? A 

Mr. PHELPS. There is not. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken, and the report was 
adopted—yeas 92, nays 64; as follows: 

VEAS—Messrs. Willis Alen, Allison, William Apple- 
ton, Ashe, Thomas H. Bayly, Bennett, Bowie, Breckin- 
ridge, Brooks, Burrows, Busby, E. Carrington Cabell, Cald- 
well, Chandler, Chapman, Clingman, Conger, George T. 
Davis, Dean, Dockery, Doty, Duncan, Edmundson, Evans, 
Ewing, Faulkner, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. Fuller, 
Gentry, Gilmore, Goodrich, Gorman, Hammond, Harper, 
Hart, Haws, Hascall, Haven, Holladay, Jackson, Robert 
W. Johnson, George G. King, Kuhns, Landry, Martin, 
McCorkle, MeMullin, Miller, Millson, Molony, Henry D. 
Moore, John Moore, Morehead, Outlaw, Samuel W; Par- 
ker, Peaslee, Penn, Phelps, Polk, Porter. Price, Reed, 
Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Sackett, Schermerhorn, 
Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, David L. Seymour, Skelton, 
Snow, Stunly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 
Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, St. Mar- 
tin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, ‘Thompson, 
Thurston, Walbridge, Walsh, Washburn, Wells, and 
Yates—92. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Averett, Babcock, Bar- 
rere, Beale, Bibighaus, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Buell, 
Thompson Campbell, Cartter, Caskie, Clark, Cleveland, 
Cobb, Curtis, Daniel, Dawson, Dimmick, Durkee, Fast- 
man, Edgerton, Ficklin, Floyd, Green, Hall, Hamilton, 
Isham G. Harris, Horsford, Howard, John W. Howe, 
Thomas Y. How, Ingersoll, Ives, Jenkins, Andrew John- 
son, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, J. Glancy Jones, 
Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Mason, McNair, 
McQueen, Morrison, Murray, Newton, Andrew Parker, 
Penniman, Perkins, Powell, Robie, Savage, Benjamin 
Stanton, Sweetser, Townshend, Tuck, Wallace, Wat- 
kins, Addison White, Wilcox, and Woodward—64. 


So the report of the Committee of Conference 
on the naval appropriation bill was adopted. 
Mr. PHELPS. I move to reconsider the vote 


just taken, and to lay the motion to reconsider 


upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that the 
17th rule be suspended on all bills passed up to 
this time. 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 


Mr. CARTTER. I wish the House would 
give their unanimous consent to a motion to fur- 
nish the Patent Office with ten thousand extra 
copies of the Patent Office Report. The provision 
for that purpose was accidently omitted to be 
made. ‘The motion provides only for the usual 
number. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following joint resolution was reported from 
the Committee on Enrolled Bills as correctly en- 
rolled; which received the signature of the Speaker: 
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« A Joint Resolution relating to the printing of 
Congress during the recess.” 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would suggest 
the propriety of the House ordering the Executive 
reports and communications now lying upon the 
Speaker’s table, to be printed. It will be recol- 
lected that a great many have never been pre- 
sented to the House. I ask that no extra number 
shall be printed. 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York. There was 
an Executive communication made to the Senate 
respecting the internal trade between this country 
and the British Provinces, and the fisheries, which 
interests the country very much, and I ask leave 
to introduce the following resolution providing for 
the printing of a number of copies for the use of 
members of this House: 

Resolved, That five thousand extra copies of the report 


made to the Senate at the present session by Mr. Andrews, | 


upon the internal trade of the United States and its con- 
nection with the trade of the British North American Prov- 


inces, and the fisheries, be printed for the use of this ! 


House. 


_ There was no objection, and the resolution was 
introduced and then adopted. 


Mr, FICKLIN. I ask the unanimous consent 
that I may present some two or three bills from 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, merely 
to have them referred and printed. It will take 
but a moment’s time. ` 

Mr. HART. 1 object. 
which T desire referred. 

Mr. PENN. 
report from the Committee of Conference on the 
Post Office appropriation bill. 


The Cummittee of Conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the bill of the House of Represent- 


I have bills likewise 


atives, No. 241, making appropriations for the Post Office | 
Department during the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1853, | 
having met, and after full and free conference, have agreed | 
to and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows, £ 


to wit: 
That the House recede from their disagreements of the 

Senate, numbered 1, 2, 4, and 5. 
THOS. J. RUSK, 
ALPHEUS FELCH, 
J. W. MILLER, 
A. G, PENN, 
JAMES BROOKS. 


The following are the amendments of the Sen- 
ate, Nos. 1, 2, 4, and 5. 


Sec. 1, page 3, after line 23, insert: 

To enahle the Postmaster Genetal to contract for the 
transporting the mail by steamboat from the Lake House to 
New Iberia, on the route No. 6,116, from Donaldsonville to 
Washington, in the State of Louisiana, $7,000. 

Add the following as new sections: 

Sno. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, anthorized, whenever he 
shall deem it discreet, to dispense with the route agents now 
sent with the mails from New York to California, and in 
lieu thereof to appoint not more than two resident agents 


to take charge of the mail service across the Isthmus of: 


Panama, and to allow said agents for salary and personal 
expenses, not exceeding 83,000 per year for each of such 
agents, which shall be paid out of the amount annually ap- 
propriated for the transportation of the mails. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General be, and he is hereby, authorized, if he shall deem it 
proper, to advertise for, and establish service upon the reg- 
ular mail route 
of Florida, 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Postmaster 
General is authorized to contract with the Ocean Steam 
Navigation Company for one additional trip on the Havre 
jine, and one additional trip on the Bremen line, until the 
expiration of their existing contract, receiving and delivering 
mails at Southampton, Cowes, or Plymouth, as the Post- 
master General may direet, according to such schedule as 
shall be prescribed by the Postmaster General, in order 
thereby to maintain through such lines, and the Collins 
line,a regular weekly communication by 
steamers, between the United States and the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and [reland; but the compensation 


for such additional trips shall not exceed the compensation : 


allowed for each trip under the said existing contract: And 


provided further, That the Postmaster General shall be, and : 
he is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to negotiate with | 
the contractors for changing the terminus of the Havre line, ; 


from Havre to Antwerp, in Belgium, and to make an agre 
ment for such change, if he shall think proper, but thet 
creased compensation to be ailowed for such change shall 
be limited to a pro rata allowance for the increased distance. 

Mr. PENN. I demand the previous question 
on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered. 

The question was then taken upon agreeing to 
the report of the Committee of Conference, and it 
was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. CLINGMAN moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the report of the Committee of Confer- 
ence was agreed to, and to lay the motion to re- 


I beg leave to make the following | 


between New Orleans and certain Gulf ports ; 


American mail : 


} 
! 
j 
j 
i 
i 
l 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


consider upon the table; which latter motion was 
agreed to. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I rise to ask the unan- 
imous consent of the House to take up from the 
Speaker’s table the bill relating to the accounts of 
Purser Speiden. Much distress will follow our 
neglect to pass it. It only asks for the exercise of 
justice by the Department, and I hope the House 
will indulge me in taking it up. 

Gries of “ Agreed!” ** Agreed?” Agreed !”] 
he bill was then reported as follows: Senate 
bill No. 217 for the relief of William Speiden. 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 


Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following | 


bills: “ An act making further provisions for the sat- 


isfaction of Virginia military land warrants;’’and | 


also “An act making an appropriation for light- 
houses, light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for 
the erection and establishment of the same, and 
for other purposes;”’ which severally received the 
signature of the Speaker. 

Mr. HOUSTON. f would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CHANDLER] & 
question. It seems to me that the bill for the 
relief of Purser Speiden is covered in the military 
appropriation bill which passed this morning. Ww 
have an amendment to the law of 1849, which 
authorizes all persons who collected military con- 
tributions in California, or in that range of coun- 
try, during the war to come forward and make 
settlement. It covers all cases. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think that it does not 
reach this case, and if ii did, it would do no harm 
to pass the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I wish simply 
‘to say this in regard to the measure. 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Houston] says, 
this case is covered by a provision in the Army 
bill, then this is but an accumulative remedy. I 
do not believe that this case is covered. This is 
a bill which deserves to be passed. 
passed long since in the Senate, and it is now be- 
fore the House, and I hope gentlemen, by making 
a contest about it, will not consume more time 


than is necessary for the subject. I call the pre- | 


vious question. 
Mr. HOUSTON. 


Treasury ? 

Mr. KING, of New York. I rise toa point of 
order. This bill makes an appropriation. By 
unanimous consentit was taken up, and the House 
has discovered what it is. ‘Ihe rules require that 
it should first be considered in Committee of the 
Whole. It makes an appropriation of a special 
amount, and such bills ought not tobe passed in this 


way without anything being known of them by 


the House. 
Mr. CHANDLER. 


this bill has undergone the closest investigation 


here by the Senate, and is recommended by the į 


accounting officers of the Department. 


The SPEAKER. Before the bill can be passed | 


it must go to a committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
the House be suspended which require the bill to 
be first considere 
House. 


e:i 


If, as the! 


lt has been | 


I would ask whether the | 


collector in this instance has paid money into the | 


I beg leave to say, that | 


1 move that the rules of | 


in a Committee of the Whole | 


t 


i 


Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Upon that motion : 


I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was then taken upon Mr. CHAND 


LER’s motion, and there were—yeas 94, nays 58; | 


as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, William Appleton, , 
Thomas H. Bayly, Bibighaus, Bocock, Bowie, Bowne, ; 


Bragg, Brenton, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, George H. 
Brown, Burrows, Caldwell, Thompson Campbell, Caskie, 
Chandler, Clingman, Curtis, Daniel, George T. Davis, 
Dimmick, Disney, Dockery, Doty, Edgerton, Edmundson, 


Evans, Florence, Henry M. Fuller, Gentry, Goodenow, ` 
Goodrich, Green, Grey, Hall, Hammond, Harper, Hart, ; 


Haws, Haven, Hebard, Holladay. Howard, Ingersoll, Jack- : 


son, John Johoson, Robert W. Johnson, George G. King, |} 


Kuhns, Lockhart, McQueen, Meade, Miller, Millson, Mi- 
ner, Molony, J. Moore, Outlaw, S. W. Parker, Peasiee, 
Penn, Penniman, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Richardson, Rob- 
bins, Rosa 
David L. Seymour, Stanly, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard 
H. Stanton, Abraham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Stevens, 


, Savage, Schermerhorn, Schooleratt, Scurry, « 


St. Martin, Strother, Sweetser, Taylor, Thurston, Tuck, i 


Walbridge, Wallace, Washburn, Watkins, Addison White, ; 


Wilcox, Woodward, and Yates—94. 


NAYS—Messrs. Allison, Averett, Babcock, Barrere, 


Busby, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, 


Churchwell, Clark, Cleveland, Cobb, Conger, Dawson, H 
Dean, Durkee, Eastman, Faulkner, Floyd, Freeman, Gor- | 


f 
l 
i Schoonmaker, Skelton, Snow, Frederick 
i 

4 
| 
| 
) 


Howe, 
Jones, 


T. Y. How, Ives, Jenkins, D. T. Jones, J. Glancy 
Preston King, Kurtz, Letcher, Mann, Martin, Ma- 
son, McCorkle, McMullin, McNair, Morehead, Morrison, 
Murphy, Murray, Andrew Parker, Perkins, Powell, Reed, 
Riddle, Robie, Scheonmaker, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, 
Stuart, Townshend, and Wells—58. ` 

So the House refused to suspend the rules. 

REPORTING. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. According to 

my recollection, there was a motion submitted last 


j| night to suspend the rules, 


he SPEAKER. The Chair stated this morn- 
ing, that there was a motion lying over to suspend 
the rules. 


Mr, MANN. [call for the consideration of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be re- 
ported. 


Mr. KING, of New York. I would inquire 
whether the bill introduced by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CHANDLER] goes to a Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. It goes back to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

[A message was here received from the Senate 
by the hands of Assury DICKINS, Esq., its Secre- 
tary, agreeing to a joint resolution, with an amend- 
ment, suspending the 17th joint rule.) 

The SPEAKER. The Chair bopes that the 
House will adopt the amendment, as it is neces- 
sary for the bill to be signed by the President. 


The joint resolution was then read as follows: 

& Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senate,) That 
the 17th rule ef the two Houses be suspended for the re- 
mainder of the present session, so far as relates to the ap- 
propriation bills for light-houses and post roads, and to 


constitute Alton, in the State of Minois, a port of delivery.?? 


The Senate amendment was then read, as fol- 
lows: 

“ Resolved, That the Senate agree to this resolution with 
the following amendment: Add also the bills No, 222, 240, 
241, and 314, making appropriations for the Army, Navy, 
Post Office, and the establishment of post roads.” 


The question was then taken upon concurring 
in the resolution as amended by the Senate, and 
it was decided in the affirmative. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. Speaker, I desire 

The SPEAKER. There is a proposition pend- 
ing to suspend the rules lying over from yesterday. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts (Mr. Mann} 
moves to suspend the rules for the purpose of in- 
troducing the following resolution: 

Resolvea, That William W. Curran be, and heis hereby, 
appointed, from and after the present session of Congress, 
Reporter for the House of Representatives, with authority 
to associate six assistants; that his annual compensation 
shall be the same as that of the principal clerk in the 
Clerk’s office of this House; and the compensation of the 
assistant reporters shall be the same as that of the assistant 
clerks in the Clerk?s offices to be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House: Provided, That betore this resolution 
shall take effect the Clerk of the House shall have pro- 
cured from John ©. Rives such a modification of his con- 
tract for reporting and printing the proceedings and debates 
of the House as to relinquish, of the price now paid him, 
the sum of $3 50 per column. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


That is too im- 


| portant a measure to be adopted at this stage of 


the session. I hope that the rules will not be sus- 
pended. I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HAMMOND. I wish to makea report 
from the Committee on Printing. The engravings 
connected with the publication of the Patent Office 
Report have not been provided for in the publica- 
tion of the work. { 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that 
the Patent Office Report has been ordered to be 
printed without the order for the engravings. 
Unless objection is made, the neglect will be remi 
edied, and the order accordingly made: 

There was no objection. , AR 

The question was then taken on the proposition 
to suspend the rules to admit Mr. Mann’s res- 
olution, and there were—yeas 73, nays 62, as fol- 
lows: f i 

YEAS—Messts. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, Allison; 
William Appicton, Thomas H. Bayly, Beale, Bennett, A 
bert G. Brown, Busby, Lewis D. Campbell, Cartier, Chand- 
ler; Chapman; Dawson, Dean, Disney, Doty, Durkee, Cast- 
man, Edgerton, Edmundson, Florence, Freeman, Henry M. 
Fuller, Gentry, Gilmore, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gorman, 
Hari, Hasenlt, Henn, Howard, John W., Howe, Thomas Y. 
How, Andrew Johnson, Robert W. Johnson, J. G. Jones, 
G. G. King, Mann, Manin, MeCorkle, McQueen, Meade, 
Millson, Molony, i. D. Moore, Newton, Oulaw, Penni- 
man, Perkins, Price, Reed, Riddle, Sackett, Secherme: hom, 
r P. Stanton, Abra- 
ham P. Stephens, Thaddeus Stephens, Strother, Taylor, 
Townshend, Tuck, Walbridge, Walsh, Washburn, Wat- 


man, I. G. Harris, Hascall, Henn, Horsford, Houston, J.W. |} king, Wells, Addison White, and Weodward—73. 


August SI. 


H. Boyd, Brenton, George H- Brown, Burrows, Caldwell, 
Thompson Campbell, Caskie, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, 
Clingman, Conger, Daniel, Jobn G. Davis, Dimmick, Dock- 
ery, Duncan, Ficklin, Floyd, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Haws, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Holladay, 
Houston, Jackson, Jenkins, John Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George’ W. Jones, Preston King, Kubns, Kuriz, Landry, 
Mason, Morehead, Murphy, Murray, Andrew Parker, Sam- 
uel W. Parker, Peasiec, Penn, Phelps, Richardson, Rob- 
bins, Robie, Ross, Savage, Schoolcraft, David L. Seymour, 
Stanly, Stuart, Sweetser, and Wilcox—62.§ 

So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. j j 


EXPENSES OF CONTESTED ELECTION. | 
_ Mr. ROBBENS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 


_ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be directed to pay 
to William Galloway, Esq., $200, in full for his services as 
commissioner to take testimony in the contested election 
case from the fourth Congressional district of Pennsylvania 
in the Thirty-first Congress, 


Mr. HAMILTON. That resolution was passed 
upon by the Committee on . Elections; and E will 
state to the House that this commissioner was 
ordered to take the evidence by the House. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. 
olution, and call the gentleman from Maryland to 
order. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to suspend 
the rules, to enable the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania to offer his resolution. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Jonzs’s 
iotion, and it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the rules were suspended. 


The question recurred upon the adoption of the 
resolution. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the resolution, which I send to the Clerk’s 
desk. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment, as 
follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms be directed to pay 
to Hendrick B. Wright, the contestant—— 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) 1, 


object to that amendment. 
r. GAMBLE. I havea right to offer it. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania (Mr. Rosgrs] yield the floor to his | 


colleague to offer the amendment? 
WIDOW OF MAJOR GENERAL WORTH. 

Mr. POLK. I ask the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Ropwrns] to yield me the floor for 
one moment. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I yield the floor to the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. POLK. I think that in the closing hours 


of this session, it becomes this Flouse to pay a i 
I therefore | 
move, with the permission of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, that the House recede from its | 


tribute of respect to the noble dead. 


amendment to the bill granting a pension to the 
widow of Major General Worth. 
House will agree to it. 

Mr. CARTTER. Sodol. 

The SPEAKER. 
of the House that the motion be entertained? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. l object. 

Mr. POLK. I desire, the floor having been 


yielded to me, and objection having been made | 


from a quarter where I did not expect it, to move 
to suspend the rules to enable me to submit the 
motion. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Penn- | 


sylvania (Mr. Ropgrs] is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. POLK. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia has given me the floor for this special purpose, 


and I hope the Speaker will not extort for him a | 


right which he does not claim. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will execute the 
rule precisely as he understands it. The Chair 
understands the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


{Mr. Ropsins] to yield the floor for a suggestion, ; 


or explanation, and not for a motion. 
Mr. ROBBINS. 
tion, and I call the previous question. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from | 


Pennsylvania yield for the amendment of his col- 


league? 

Mr. ROBBINS. No, sir, I do not. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 
the main question ordered, 

Mr. GAMBLE. {think there has been some 
mistake. I understood my colleague to yield me 
the floor to offer that amendment, and I hope it 
will be received. 


I object to the res- | 


I hope the: 


Ts it the unanimous consent | 


I must insist on my resolu- | 


The SPEAKER. It would require unanimous 
consent now, the main question having. been or- 
dered. Is itthe pleasure of the House that the 
amendment be received ? 

Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. 
introduction of the amendment. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I offered my amendment be- 
fore the previous question was seconded. 

The SPEAKER. It was at the mercy of the 
gentleman’s colleague, and his colleague declined 
to yield the floor for the amendment to be offered. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I believe my colleague agrees 
to the amendment, ss 

Mr. ROBBINS. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. LETCHER. I have; and I object-to its 
reception. è 

. The question was then taken on Mr. Rozpis’s 
resolution, and it was adopted. 


JAMES POOLE. 


Mr. PHELPS. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to submit a motion to take up joint 
resolution from the Senate No. 57, it being a joint 
resolution directing a settlement. of the accounts of 
James Poole, who was employed as a blacksmith 
i| in the service of the Indian Department. I have 
examined the matter myself, and am satisfied that 
the claimis a just one. The joint resolution only 
directs that the accounting officers of the Treas- 
ury shall examine and settle the accounts of this 

oor man, and pay him what is justly due him. 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 
l| Mr. PHELPS. I understand that in relation 
to the bill for the relief of Mrs. Worth, a commit- 
tee of conference is asked by the Senate; and at 
the request of the gentleman from Tennessee, 
[Mr. Poxx,] I ask that a committee of conference 
be appointed on the part of the House. 

Mr. POLK. That is all we ask. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered; 
and the Speaker appointed Mr. Pox, Mr. IsHam 
G. Harnis, and Mr. Goopenow, managers at the 
said conference on the part of the House. 

Mr. PHELPS. I now move that the rules be 
suspended for the purpose of enabling me to 
make the motion I have indicated in relation to 
the claim of James Poole. 

The question was taken, and on a division there 
were—ayes 75, noes 42. 


I object to the 


rules were not suspended. 


Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported back as correctly enrolled the fol- 
lowing bills; which thereupon severally received 
the signature of the Speaker, viz: 

An act making appropriations for the naval ser- 
ee for the year ending the 30th of June, 1853; 
an 
|| An act making appropriations for the service of 
|| the Post Office Department during the fiscal year 
|| ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for other pur- 

oses., 

P Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
i question of privilege. 

| Mr. PHELPS. I ask the unanimous consent 


I rise to a 


ment we have just ordered to be printed. In the 
resolution offered by the gentleman from New 
York, it should be ‘* the report of Mr. Andrews.” 
There was no objection, and the correction was 
|: made. 
Mr. DAVIS, of Massachusetts. I ask the 
lowing resolution. 
| mittee on Accounts, and F hope it will not be ob- 
jected to: 


Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be authorized to 


|! mencement of this Congress until otherwise ordered by this 
House. 


I 
i 
i 
| adopted. 
| 


i| [Objection was made.] 
j Mr. DAVIS. 1 will state that this resolution 


| the rules. i i 
‘| The objection was withdrawn, and the resolu- 
li tion was introduced. 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the | 


to correct a clerical error in relation to the docu- | 


‘| unanimous consent of the House to offer the fol- | 
It is authorized by the Com- 


| pay out of the contingent fund of this House, to William | 5 
| H. Minnix, petition and stationery clerk, the same com- || Of the United States, by the hands of MiırLaro P. 
| pensation annually which is paid to the assistant clerks of | 


the Clerk of the House of Representatives, from the com- | 


Mr. PENN. Mr. Minnix has discharged his | 
duties well, and I hope the resolution will be | 


The question was then taken, and the resolution 
adopted. 


Mr. ROBIE. Iask the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That John J. Malloy, John D. Ott, and Henry 
McLaughlin, public folders, be allowed $2 50 per day dur- 
ing the present session of Congress, and whilst employed 
in office during said session, to be paid outof the contingent 
fund of the House: Provided, That this does not change the 
character of their employment or office, and that the 
amount made by them as such folders for work during this 
session be deducted therefrom. 

There was no objection, and the resolution was 
introduced. 


Mr. KING, of New York. [call for the regu- 
lar order of business, whatever it is. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- 
ness.is on the adoption of the resolution justin- 
troduced by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. I offer the 
following amendment to the resolution: 

Resolved, That Thomas J. Galt, and Samuel H. Lam- 
born, in charge of the House folding-room, be allowed the 
same compensation as is allowed to the person in charge of 


the House Library, commencing with the present session of 
Congress. 


Mr. EDMUNDSON. I offer the following 
amendment to the amendment: 

Resolved, That John Castin, Francis Riley, and Lewis 
Hickman, laborers in the Clerk’s Office of the House, be al- 
lowed two dollars per day, commencing from the first day 
of this session, and until otherwise ordered. 

Mr. ROBIE. I now call the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to make a report from the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

Objection was made. 


Mr. MOREHEAD. I move to lay the resolu- 
tion and amendments on the table; and upon that 
question I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GORMAN. It now lacks but twenty- 
seven minutes of the time fixed for adjournment. 
I hope the House will allow a report to be made 
from the Committee on Printing, providing for the 
printing of Stansbury’s Report of the Exploration 
and Survey of the Valley of the Great Salt Lake. 
No copies of that work have been ordered to be 

rinted. I ask the unanimous consent of the 
House to offer the following resolution: 
Resolved, That ten thousand extra copies of Stansbury’s 


Report of the Exploration ofthe Valley of the Great Salt 
Lake be printed for the use of the members of this House. 


Mr. BEALE. I object. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his objection. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I object. 
We want no more Salt Lake reports. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to suspend the rules 
to enable me to offer the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is the 
motion to lay on the table the resolution and 
amendments offered a few minutes ago. 

Mr. MOREHEAD. 1 will withdraw that mo- 
tion. 

Mr. LETCHER. Irenew the motion to lay 
the resolution and amendments on the table, and 
call the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered» 


Mr. POLK. Task the gentleman who offered 
this resolution to withdraw it. The yeas and 
nays have been called upon it, and they will con- 
sume all the time we have left. Let us go to the 
consideration of private claims. 

[Cries of “ Object V? t Object!’ and ** Call the 
roll !"] 


A message was here received from the President 


FıLLMORE, his Private Secretary, informing the 
House that he had approved and signed the fol- 
lowing bills, viz: 

A bill making appropriations for the civil and 
diplomatic expenses of the Government during the 
year ending the 30th of June, 1853, and for other 
purposes; 

A bill making appropriations for light-houses, 
light-boats, buoys, &c., and providing for the 
erection and establishment of the same, and for 
other purposes; 

A bill making appropriations for the service of 


i| the Post Office Department during the year ending 


the 30th of June, 1853; 
A bill making appropriations for the support of 


and 
A bill making appropriations for the naval ser- : 
vice during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1853. 
Cries of ‘¢ Call the roll.’’} 
he Clerk then proceeded to call the roll upon | 
the motion to lay the resolution and amendments : 
on the table, and there were—yeas 67, nays 88; | 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Allison, Averett, Barrere, Bowie, Bragg, : 
Brenton, Albert G. Brown, George H. Brown, Burrows, ; 
E. Carrington Cabell, Cartter, Chapman, Chastain, Cling- ` 
man, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dockery, Evans, Floyd, 
Goodenow, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Harper, Isham G. Harris, | 
Haws, Haven, Hebard, Hibbard, Holladay, Horsford, Hons- | 
ton, Ingersoll, Jackson, Jenkins, George W. Jones, George ` 
G., King, Kuhns, Landry, Letcher, Mann, Mason, McMul- 
lin, Miller, Millson, Henry D. Moore, Morehead, Murphy, 
Outlaw, Peastee, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, Porter, Price, 
Robbins, Sackett, Savage, Snow, Stanly, Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Thurston, Wallace, Washburn, Watkins, Wells, Ad- 
dison White, and Yates—67. 

NAYS—Messrs. Charles Allen, Willis Allen, William 
Appleton, Beale, Bibighaus, John H. Boyd, Breckinridge, 
Buell, Busby, Caldwell, Lewis D. Campbeil, Thompson 
Campbell, Caskie, Chandler, Churchwell, Cleveland, Cobb, 
Conger, Curtis, George T. Davis, Dean, Diminick, Disney, 
Doty, Durkee, Eastman, Edgerton, Edmundson, Fauikuer, 
Florence, H. M. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Gilmore, Good- 


i| horn, Schoolcraft, Schoonmaker, Scurry, David L. Sey- ; 
I mour, Skelton, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, !! 


: rich, Green, Hamilton, Hart, Hascall, Henn, Howard, J. W. | 
‘| Howe, T. Y. How, Ives, A. Johnsonu, J. Johnson, R. W. : 
‘| Johnson, J. Glancy Jones, Kurtz, Lockhart, Martin, Me 


Corkie, MeNair, McQueen, Meade, Molony, John Moore, i 
Morrison, Murray, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, i 
Polk, Reed, Richardson, Riddle, Robbins, Robie, Scherme 


i 
if 


Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P.Stephens, Thaddeus Ste- : 
vens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Sweetser, : 
Walbridge, Walsh, Wilcox, Wildrick, and Woodward—88. 

So the House refused to lay the resolution on ; 
the table. 

While the roll was being called, 

Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled the following ` 
bill: ; 

An act to establish certain post routes. 

A message was also received from the President | 
of the United States, by the hands of Mrurarp | 
P. Fittmors, his Private Secretary, informing the |. 
House that he had approved and signed the above 
bill. 


The question then recurred upon the amendment ` 


offered by Mr. Epmunpson to the amendment. 
Mr. JOHN W. HOWE demanded the yeas and | 
nays; and they were ordered. I 
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Mr. CARTTER. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I rise to a 
question of order. The House have fixed the 
time of adjournment at twelve o’clock, and I sub- 
mit that itis not in order to adjourn before that 
hour, allowing ten minutes for difference of time. 

Mr. CARTTER. I will withdraw the mo- 


T move that the House do 


,, tion. 


Mr. POLK, Task the unanimous consent of 
the House to make a motion, that the House re- 


i cede from its amendment to the bill for the relief 
i of Mrs. Margaret L. Worth. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Tennessee. I object. 

Mr. POLK. I move to suspend the rules. I 
want my name to be placed on the record against 
that amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. 
that opportunity. 

El now being precisely twelve o’clock, 

The SPEAKER said: The hour fixed for the 
adjournment of the present session of Congress 
having arrived, the Chair announces that this 
House stands adjourned sine die. 


I hope my colleague will have 


THE 
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Posxic, L.An Act making appropriation to meet the i) 
expenses incurred in consequence of the late Fire at jl 


the Capitol. # 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- |: 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of five thousand dollars 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out ofany 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, i 
to be expended, or so much thereof as may bene- |) 
cessary, under the direction of the Commissioner || 

I 


of Public Buildings, in discharge of the expenses 
incurred in the extinguishment of the late fire in | 
the Library room, the removal of the rubbish, and 
the preservation of such books and other articles 


as may have been saved, and the construction of | 


a tin roof for the preservation and protection of 
that portion of the building now exposed. 


Src. 2. And be it further enacied, That the sum |! i n 
: the State of New Hampshire. 


of ten thousand dollars be, and the same is hereby, 


appropriated for the purchase of books for the i 


Library of Congress, to be expended under the | 
direction of the Joint Committee on the Library. 
APPROVED, January 13, 1852. 


Punic, IL.—An Act to provide a Room for the Con- | 
gresstonal Library. f 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- |! 
adives‘of the United States of America in Congress i! 
assembled, That the sum of twelve hundred dol- |; 


lars be hereby appropriated, to be expended under 
the direction of che Commissioner of Public Build- : 
ings, for the purpose of fitting up the Document | 
room and a portion of the adjoining passage to 


receive temporarily a portion of the books of the j; 


Congressional Library. 
Arrroven, January 23, 1852. 


Punic, IHI.—An Act authorizing the Payment f. 


Interest to the State of New Hampshire for ad- | 
vances made for the use and benefit of the United |! 


States in repelling Invasion and suppressing Insur- | 
- rection at Indian Stream in said State. : 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- : 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress ; 


assembled, That the Second Auditor of the Treas- i| 
ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed || 
to liquidate and settle the claim of the State of || 


New Hampshire against the United States for in- | 


terest upon the military expenses incurred and | 
actually expended by her for the protection of the |) 


of Representatives, 


northeastern frontier of said State, and repelling 
invasion and suppressing insurrection at 


hundred and thirty-seven; and the sum so found 


| to be due to said State shall be paid out of any | 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria- į 
i| of any interference in the domestic affairs of Cuba 
by any of the citizens of the United States. 


ted: Provided, That said amount shall not exceed 
six thousand dollars. 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in ascer- 
taining the amount of interest, as aforesaid, due |! 
i to the State of New Hampshire, the following 
: rules shall govern: 

First, That interest shall not be computed on |; 
| any sum which New Hampshire has not expended |) 
i for the use and benefit of the United States, as |i 
evidenced by the amount refunded or repaid to : 


Second, That interest shall not be paid during 
any time, on any sum larger than the sum the 


‘i State was paying interest for at such time, 


Aprroven, January 27, 1852. 


Pusric, 1V.—An Act providing for carrying into 
execution, in further part, the twelfth article of the 
Treaty with Mexico, concluded at Guadalupe Hi- 
dalgo. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- i 
i! sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the sum of three millions one hun- 
dred and eighty thousand dollars be, and the same 


‘is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the |. ; ‘ ; ; 5 
:;a Superintendent of Indian Affairs, to reside in 


: ment of the installment and interest, which will | said State, who shall possess the same powers, 


fall due on the thirtieth of May, eighteen hundred |’ 


‘and fifty-two, under the twelfth article of the |! i ; OLAN 
i Indian Affairs at St. Louis, in the State of Mis- 


Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the pay- 


treaty between the United States and Mexico, 


madeand concluded at Guadalupe Hidalgo, on the | 


second of February, eighteen hundred and forty- | i 
| and vouchers, for disbursements connected with 


i| Indian affairs in the said State of California, which 
‘i shall be transmitted to the Commissioner of Indian 
i! Affairs for final adjudication, and by him passed 
-An to the proper accounting officers of the Treasury 
zens lately imprisoned and pardoned by the Queen 


eight. 
Approven, February 10, 1852. 


Pusric, V.—An Act for the relief of American citi- 


of Spain. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- ; 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That there be, and hereby is, appropri- |! 
ated the sum of six thousand dollars, or so much ; 


(i thereof as may be necessary, out of any money 
ndian |) € 
| Stream, in the county of Coos, in the said State, 
‘in the years eighteen hundred and thirty-five, | 
i eighteen hundred and thirty-six, anti eighteen 


in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the relief of American citizens lately imprisoned 
and pardoned by the Queen of Spain, and who 
are out of the limits of the United States, the same 
to be expended under the direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States: Provided, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed into an approbation 


Arproven, February 10, 1852. 


| Pupzic, VI.—An Act to provide for the appointment 


of a Superintendent of Indian Affairsin Califor- 
nia. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


i sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
i| assembled, That the sixth section of an act ap- 
proved May sixth, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
| two, entitled “An act to amend an act entitled “An: 
act to regulate trade and intercourse with the In- 
i! dian tribes, and to preserve peace on the frontiers,’ 
| approved the thirtieth of March, eighteen hundred 
l| and two;”’ also, the fifth section of an act approved 
| May twenty-fifth, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
| four, entitled “An act to enable the President to 
ii hold treaties with certain Indian tribes, and for 
i| other purposes,” be, and the same hereby are, re- 
i vived and extended to the State of California, for 
; the purpose of establishing a Superintendency of 
i Indian Affairs for said State; and that the Presi- 
i dent, by and with the advice and consent of the 


Senate, be, and he hereby is, authorized to appoint 


and be subject to the same duties, within his su- 
perintendency, as belong to the Superintendent of 


souri, with the power also of exercising adminis- 
trative examination over all claims, and accounts, 


for settlement. 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
Superintendent shall have an annual salary not 


| exceeding four thousand dollars. 


Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the said 


i Superintendent shall be allowed a clerk, whose 


compensation for his services, shall not exceed | 
two thousand five hundred dollars per annum. 
Aprrovep, Marth 3, 1852. 


t 


Poscic, VIH.—An Act to extend the time for selling 
the Lands granted to the Kentucky Asylum for teach- 
ing the Deaf and Dumb. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the further time of five years, from 
and after the expiration of the time heretofore 
allowed, be, and the same is hereby, allowed and 
permitted “the trustees of the Center College of 
Kentucky,” who are also trustees of the Kentucky 
Asylum for teaching the Deaf and Dumb, to sell 
the lands heretofore granted said Asylum, and 
confirmed to said trustees, for the use of said Asy- 
lum, by acts of Congress heretofore passed. 

Aprprovep, March 11, 1852. 


1 
i 
i 
i 
i 
i 


Puszic, VIH.—An Act to provide for the Repair of 
the Congressional Library room, lately destroyed by 
fire. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the sum of seventy-two thousand 
five hundred dollars be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated to the repair of the Congressional 
Library room, which was lately destroyed by fire, 
according to the plan described in the report and 
drawings which were submitted by the architect 
to the Secretary of the Interior, and approved by 
the Committee on Public Buildings of the Senate: 
Provided, kowever, That the work shall be executed 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
and be subject to such a modification of the details 
as may be consistent with the general arrangements 
of the plan and necessary and proper in the opinion 
of the President of the United States. 

Approved, March 19, 1852. 


Pusu, IX.—.An Act to make Land Warrants as- 
signable, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all warrants for military bounty 
land, which have been or may hereafter be issued 
under any law of the United States, and all valid 
locations of the same which bave been or may 
hereafter be made, are hereby declared to be assign- 
able, by deed or instrument of writing made and 
executed after the taking effect of this act, accord- 
ing to such form, and pursuant to such regula- 
tions as may be prescribed by the Commissioner || 
of the General Land Office, so as to vest the as- || 
signee with all the rights of the original owner of |! 
the warrant or location: Provided, That any per- 
son entitled to preémption right to any land shall 
be entitled to use any such land warrant in pay- 
ment for the same, at the rate of one dollar and 
twenty-five cents per acre, for the quantity of land | 
therein specified: Provided, That the warrants 
which have been or may hereafter be issued in i 
pursuance of said laws, or of this act, may be lo- 
cated according to the legal subdivisions of the 
public lands, in one body, upon any Jands of the 
United States, subject to private entry at the time 
of such location, at the minimum price: Provided 
further, That when said warrants shall be located 
on lands which are subject to entry at a greater 
minimum than the one dollarand twenty-five cents 
per acre, the lncator of said warrants shall pay to 
the United States in cash the difference between | 
the value of such warrantsat one dollarand twenty- 
five cents per acre and the tract of land located on. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the regis- 
ters and receivera of the land offices shall hereafter || 


be severally authorized to charge and receive for | 
their services in locating all military bounty land 
warrants issued since the eleventh day of Febru- 
ary, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, the same 
compensation or percentage to which they are en- | 
titled by law for sales of the public lands for cash, 
at the rate of one dollar and twenty-five cents per 
acre, the said compensation to be hereafter paid 
by the sasignees or holders of such warrants. 
Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That registers 
and receivers, whether in or out of office at the |! 
passage of this act, or their legal representatives f 
in case of death, shall be entitled to receive from |; 
the Treasurer of the United States, for services | 
heretofore performed in locating military bounty 
iland warrants, the same rate of compensation pro- | 


ji 
i 
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i already received by such officers under the act | 
‘entitled «* An act to require the holders of 
| tary land warrants to compensate the land cficers 
| of the United States fur services in relation to the 
‘ location of those warrants,’’ approved May seven- 


| location of such warrants: And provided further, 
That no register or receiver shall receive for his | 


| September twenty-eight, eighteen hundred and 


| tity of land any such officer or soldier is entitled 
| tember, eighteen hundred and fifty, there shall be 


| place where the company, battalion, or regiment 


| also one day for every twenty miles from the place 


| Pontic, X.—An Act amendatory to the act entitled 


! assembled, That the authority conferred by the act | 


(or Chief Justice, that the public interests, from the 
‘accumulation or urgency of judicial business in 


; District Judge so designated and appointed shall 
have and exercise the same powers within such | 


vided in the preceding section for services here- 
after to be performed, after deducting the amount | 


mili- 


teen, eighteen huudred and forty-eight: Provided, 
That no register or receiver shall receive any com- 
pensation out of the Treasury for past service 
who has charged and received illegal fees for the 


services during any year a greater compensation | 
than the maximum now allowed by iaw. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in all 
cases where the militia, or volunteers, or State 
troops of any State or Territory were called into | 
military service, and whose services have been 
paid by the United States subsequent to the eigh- 
teenth of June, eighteen hundred and twelve, the 
officers end soldiers of such militia, volunteers, or 
troops shall be entitled to all the benefits of the 
act entitled “ An act granting bounty land to cer- 
tain officers and soldiers who have been engaged in 
the military serviceofthe United States,” approved 


fifty, and shall receive lands for their services ac- 
cording to the provisions of said act, upon proof 
of length of service as therein required, and that 
the last proviso of the ninth section of the act of 
the eleventh of February, eighteen hundred and 
forty seven, be, and the same is hereby, repealed: j 
Provided, Vhat nothing herein contained shall | 


authorize bounty land to those who have hereto- |; 


fore received or become entitled to the same. 
Src. 5. And be it further enacted, That where 
any company, battalion, or regiment, in an organ- 
ized form, marched more than twenty miles to the 
place where they were mustered into the service of 
the United States, or were discharged more than 
twenty miles from the place where such company, 
battalion, or regiment was organized, in all such 
cases, in computing the length of service of the of- 
ficers and soldiers of any such company, battalion, 
or regiment, with a view to determine the quan- 


to under saf act, approved twenty-eighth of Sep- | 


allowed one day for every twenty miles from the 


was organized, to the place where the same was 
mustered into the service of the United States; and 


where such company, battalion, or regiment was 

discharged, to the place where it was organized, 

and from whence it marched to enter the service. 
Approvep, March 22, 1852. 


“ fin act to provide for holding the Courts of the | 
United States in case of the sickness or other dis- 
ability of the Judges of the District Courts,” ap- | 
proved July twenty-nine, eighteen hundred and fifty. | 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Staies of Americain Congress 


aforesaid, hereby amended, may be exercised by ! 
a Circuit Judge or by the Chief Justice of the 
United States as in the said act directed, whenever, 
on the certificate of the clerk of the Circuit or Dis- 
trict Court, under the seal of the court, it shall be 
made to appear, to the satisfaction of such Judge 


any district, shall require it to be done; and the 


| district as if the District Judge resident therein | 


| from performing his judicial duties; and it shall be 


ii were prevented by sickness or other disability ii 
i 
lawful, in case of such appointment, for each of i 


the said District Judges separately to hold a Dis- į 
trict or Circuit Court at the same time in such } 


Posie, XI.—.2n Act to extend the time for selecting 
Lands granted to the State of Wisconsin for Saline 
purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- |: 


BE. 


atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the time for selecting lands for 
saline purposes, granted to the State of Wisconsin 
by virtue of the fourth subdivision of the seventh 
section of an act entitled “An act to enable the 
people of Wisconsin Territory to form a consti- 
tution and State government, and for the admis- 
sion of such State into the Union,” approved the 
ixth day of August, in the year eighteen hundred 
and forty-six, be, and the same is hereby, ex- 
tended to the first day of January, in the year 
eighteen hundred and fifty-four; and the land so 
selected previous to the day last mentioned shall 
be granted to said State for the same purposes, on 
the same conditions, and with like effect, as if the 
same had been selected and confirmed within the 
ime limited by the act above mentioned. 


Avrrovep, May 4, 1852. 


Pusu, XH.—An Act to change the time of holding 
the United States District Courts in Alabema, and 
Jor other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the district courts of the United 
States for the State of Alabama shall be heid ia 


|| each and every year as follows: At Mobile, on 


| the fourth Monday in April and the second Mon- 
| day after the fourth Monday in November; ai 
Huntsville, onthe second Monday in May and 
the second Monday in November; and at Mont- 
| somery, on the fourth Monday in May and the 
fourth Monday in November. ` 

| Swe. 2. And be it further enacted, That the county 


‘of Butler shall hereafter form a part of, and be 
| embraced in, the middle district of said State. 
i Approven, May 4, 1852. 


Punic, KIH .—An Act concerning the Sessions of the 
Courts of the United States in the District of Del- 
aware. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the courts of the United States, in 
and for the district of Delaware, shall hereafter be 
held at New Castle, in the said district, and there 
shall be two regular terms of the circuit court of 
the United States for the said district, which shall 
commence on the third Tuesday in June, and the 
third Tuesday in October, in this and every year 
hereafter; and four regular terms of the district 
court of the United States for said district, which 
shall commence on the second Tuesday in April, 
the second Tuesday in June, the second Tuesday 
in September, and the second Tuesday in January 
i hereafter. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the office 
of the clerk of the circuit court for said district, 
and the records of said court, shall be kept at 
Wilmington or New Castle, in the said district, 
as may be directed by an order, in writing, made 
by the judges of the said circuit court, in term or 
vacation, and entered upon the records thereof; 
and that the office of the clerk of the said district 
court and the records thereof shal] bekept at either 
of the same places as may be directed by the judge 
lof the said district court, by an order made in 
term or vacation, and entered upon the records 
thereof. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no pro- 
cess issued or proceedings pending in either of the 
said courts shall be avoided or impaired by this 
change of the time and place of holding the said 
courts; but all process, bail-bonds, or recogni- 
zances returnable at the next term of either of the 
said courts, shall be returnable and returned to the 
term of said courts respectively next held accord- 
ing to this act, in the same manner as if so made 
i returnable on the face thereof, and shall have fall 


1 . a 

| effect accordingly; and all continuances n he 
! made to conform to the provisions of | 
Arrnoven, May 10, 1852. 


Pese, XLV —An Act to authorize the Legislature of 
the State of Mississippi to sell the lands heretofore. 
appropriated for the use of Schools in that State, and 
to ratify and approve the sales already made. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 

; atives of the United States of America in Congress 

‘assembled, ‘That the Legislature of the State of 

: Mississippi shall be, and is hereby, authorized to 

: sell and convey in fee-simple, or lease, for a term 

of years, as the said Legislature may deem best, 
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inhabitants of such township or district, to be ob- 
tained ia such manner as the Legislature of said 
State may by law direct: 4nd provided further, 
That in all cases, the money arising from the sales 
of lands within a particular township and district, i 
shall be appropriated to the use of schools within 
that township and district. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That sales | 
heretofore made by the authority of the Legisla- 
ture of the State of Mississippi, of lands reserved 
and appropriated as aforesaid, are hereby ratified 
and approved in the same manner and to the same 
extent as if this act had been in force at the time 
of said sales. 

Arpnoven, May 19, 1852. 


Posie, XV.—An Act to regulate the Mileage of the 
Delegate from the Territory of Oregon. 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- | 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, Thatso much of the act entitled ‘+ An act 
to establish the ‘Territorial Government of Ore- j| 
gon,” approved August, eighteen hundred and | 
forty-eight, as limits the mileage compensation of | 
the Delogate from said Territory, be repealed. 

Approven, May 19, [852. 


i 


il 
li 


Purre, XVi.—.An Act to legalize certain entries of | 
Public Land made in the State of Florida. ij 
lj 


Be it enacted by the Senate und House of Represent- |i 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 4 
assembled, That the several entries of land (em- || 
bracing tracts once reserved to satisfy claims under || 
the armed occupation act, but which claims were | 
forfeited prior to the allowance of said entries) || 
permitted at the land office at Newnansville, in | 
the State of Florida, be, and the same are hereby, | 
confirme. and patents shall issue thereon as in | 
other cessen: Provided, That the land so entered || 
shall have been upon the faith of the Register’s cer- | 
tificate improved by the party in interest under } 
said certificate, and that thesaid land is not claim- | 
ed by adverse parties. ! 

Approven, May 26, 1852. 


a 


Puetrc, XVIL.— dn Act to relinquish to the State of i 
Towa the lands reserved for the Salt Springs therein. K 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- | 
atives of the United States of America in Congress : 
assembled, ‘That the twelve salt springs, and six : 
sections of land adjoining or contiguous thereto, || 
the use of which was granted to the State oflowa, | 
by the act entitled “ An act supplemental to the | 
act for the admission of the States of Iowa and ‘| 
Florida into the Union,” approved March third, į! 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, shall be, and the | 
same are hereby, granted in fee-simple to the said 
State of Lowa, to be disposed of, and the proceeds 
to be applied as the Legislature of that State shail '! 
direct: Provided, That nothing in this act con- lj 
tained shall beso construed as to interfere with the || 


rights of third parties: And provided further, That Hf 
if any of the lands which have been selected by i 
the authorities of the State of lowa, under the act i 
aforesaid, shall have been legally claimed by pre- | 
emption or otherwise, the State shall be authorized ` 
to select other lands in lieu thereof. i 

Approven, May 27, 1852. 


i 
i 
1 
li 


Puruc, KVII.—An Act to grant to certain Settlers ; 
on the Menomonee Purchase, north of Fox River, | 
in the State of Wisconsin, the right of Preémp- , 
tion. i 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 

atives of the United States of America in Congress | 

assembled, That every person being the head ofa | 
family, widow, or gingie man over the age of twen- | 
ty-one years, who, on the first day of June, eighteen | 
hundred and fifty-two, shall be an actual settler ; 


and housekeeper, and have made other improve- | 
ments, on any tract within the body of lands ceded | 


| settler on any quarter-section, fractional quarter- 


|| other purposes,” approved third March, eighteen 


| an acre. 


| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 


`| and, upon the fact of such sickness or other dis- 


| junior assistant judge of said circuit court; and the | 


| said district court, shall have the same force, effect, | 


| assembled, That the right of way through the pub- 


October, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, with | 
the Menomonee tribe of Indians, is hereby entitled l 
to the same right of preëmption, and upon the: 
same terms and conditions as is prescribed by the 
act entitled ‘‘ An act to appropriate the proceeds 
of the sales of the public lands, and to grant! 
preémption rights,” approved fourth of Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and forty-one: Provided, 
That where there shall be more than one such 


| 
! 
i 
| 
| 
section, or fraction of a section less than one hun- 
dred and sixty acres, the rights of such seitlers, as | 
to the land settled on, shall be the same as those į 
prescribed by the eighth section of the act entitled | 
“ An act to authorize the investigation of certain i 
alleged frauds under the preémption Jaws, and for | 
hundred and forty-three, for settlers therein pro- | 
vided for: And provided further, That the preémp- | 
tion rights provided for in this act shall attach only | 
to such land as shall become subject to sale at the | 
minimum price of one dollar and twenty-five cents 
1 
ArrroveD, May 27, 1852. ; 


{ 


st | 
Pusuic, KIX.—An Act to provide for the holding of: 
the District Court of the District of Columbia, in || 
cases of Sickness or other Disability of the District 
Judge. i 
Be it enacted by the Senute and Howse of Repre- || 


assembled, That, in case of the sickness or other! 
disability of the judge of the district court of the 

United States, of the District of Columbia, which | 
shall prevent him from holding any stated or ap- | 
pointed term of the district court of his district; || 
ability being certified by the clerk of said district |; 
court to the assistant judges of the circuit court of | 
said district, it shall be the duty of the senior | 
assistant judge of suid court to hold the district | 
court aforesaid, and discharge all the judicial duties 
of the district judge, who shall be sick or other- 
wise disabled as aforesaid, so long as sneh sick- 
ness or disability shall continue; and, in case of | 
the sickness or other disability of said senior assist- ; 
ant judge, the same duty shal! develve on the. 


said judges, and each of them, is hereby authorized | 
to exercise original jurisdiction in admiralty cases |) 
for the purposes of this act. And all the acts and || 
proceedings in suid district court, by or before | 
either of said assistant judges, so required to hold | 


and validity as if done and transacted by and i 
before the district judge of the said district court. | 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the asso- į 
ciate judge holding the district court as aforesaid || 
shall ‘and is hereby empowered to sit in the said i| 
circuit court in any case of appeal or of error from 
his own decision in said district court, in the same || 


the General Land Office at Washington city, with- 
in ninety days after the completion of the same, 
to be recorded. ; 
Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That there be 
and is hereby granted to the State of Missouri, 
for the purpose of aiding in making the railroads 
aforesaid, every alternate section of land, desig- 
nated by even numbers, for six sections in width 
on each side of said road; but, in case it shall ap- 
pear that the United States have, when the line of 
route of said roads, or either of them, shall be 
definitely fixed by the authority aforesaid, sold 
any section, or any part thereof, granted as afore- 
said, or that the right of preémption has attached 
to the same, then it shall be lawful. for any agent 
or agents, to be appointed by the Governor of said 
State, to select, subject to the approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior, from the lands of the 
United States most contiguous to the tier of sec- 
tions above specified, so much land in alternate 
sections, or parts of sections, as shall be equal to 
such lands as the United States have sold, or to 
which the right of preémption has attached as 


‘| aforesaid; which lands, thus selected in lieu of 


those sold, and to which preémption rights have 
attached as aforesaid, together with the sections 
and parts of sections designated by even numbers 
as aforesaid, and appropriated as aforesaid, shall 
be held by the State of Missouri for the use and 
purpose aforesaid: Provided, That the lands te be 
so located shall in no case be further than fifteen 
miles from the line of the road in each case: Pro- 
vided further, That the lands hereby granted shall 
be exclusively applied in the coustruction of that 
road for which it was granted and selected, and 
shall be disposed of only as the work progresses, 
and the same shall be applied to no other purpose 
whatsoever: And provided further, That an and 
all lands heretofore reserved to the United States, 
by any act of Congress, or in any other manner 
by competent authority, for the purpose of aiding 


| in any object of internal improvement, or for any 


oever, be, and the same are 


other purpose whats 
United States from the 


hereby, reserved to the 
operation of this act, except so far as it may be 
found necessary to locate the route of the said 
railroads through such reserved lands; in which 
case the right of way only shall be granted. 

Sue, 3. And be it further enacted, That the sec- 
tions and parts of sections of land which by, such 
grant shall remain to the United States, within six 
miles on each side of said roads, shall not be sold 
for less than double the minimum price of the 
public lands when sold; which lands shall from 
time to time be offered at public sule to the highest 
bidder, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and shall not be subject to ny until 
they shall have been so offered at public sale. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That the said 
lands hereby granted to the said State shall be 


| subject to the disposal of the Legislature thereof, 


manner as if said district court had not been held : 
by hin. f 
ArrroveD, May 27, 1852. 


Posie, XX.—An Act granting the Right of Way | 
to the State of Missouri and a portion of the Public '! 
Lands to aid in the construction of certain Rail- | 
roads in said State. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- : 
atives of the United States of America in Congres 


| 


ic lands be, and the same is hereby, granted to the 
State of Missouri for the construction of railroads 
from the town of Hannibal to the town of St. 
Joseph, in said State, and from the city of St. ; 
Louis to such point on the western boundary of 


zt 
| 
i road is complete 


j land hereby grante 


| gaid State as may be designated by the authority | 


of said State, with the right also to take necessary 
materials of earth, stone, and timber, for the con- 
| struction thereof, from the public lands of the ; 
| United States adjacent to said railroads: Provided, i 
That in locating the railroads aforesaid, and as- ; 


i signing the Nmits to the easement, no more land || 


i shall be taken from the United States than is ne- | 
cessary for a convenient construction and, use of : 
| said roads as public ways for transportation, in- : 


cluding stations, with the usual buildings of all: 


copy 


to the United States by the treaty of eighteenth ' 


i hereby granted to said State shall be 


if 
I 


| 


kinds, turnouts, and such other appurtenances as ;; 
are usually enjoyed by railroad companies; and a ;; 
of the location of said roads, made under | 
the direction of the Legislature, shall be forwarded |; 
to the proper local land offices respectively, and to `i 


for the purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the 
said railroads shall be and remain public highways 
for the use of the Government of the United States, 
free from toll or other charges upon the transporta- 
tion of any property or troops of the United 
States. 

Sic. 5. And be it further enacted, That the lands 
disposed of 
by said State only in manner following, that is to 
say: that a quantity of land, not exceeding one 
hundred and twenty sections on each road, and 
included within a continuous length of twenty 
miles of said road, may be sold, and when the 
Governor of said State shall certify to the Secre- 
tary of the Interior that said twenty miles of said 
d, then another like quantity of 

d may be sold; and so from 
‘time to time, until said road is completed; and, if 
said road be not completed within ten years, no 
further sales shall be made, and the land unsold 
shall revert to the United States. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Uni- 
ted States mail shall at all times be transported on 
said railroad, under the direction of the Post Office 
Department, at such price as Congress may by 
law direct. 

Approve, June 10, 1852. 


i 
Í 


Perise, KX1—An Act giving the assent of Congress 
to the State of Missouri to impose a Tux or Tames 
upon all Lends hereafter sold by the United States 

therein from ont afler te day of such sale, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 


iv 
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atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the assent of Congress is hereby 
given to the State of Missouri to impose a tax or 
taxes upon all lands hereafter sold by the United 
States in said State, from and after the day of such 
sale: Provided, That the assent hereby given shall 
in nowise impair that provision of the compact 
with the said State which declares that all lands 
belonging to citizens of the United States residing 
without the said State shall never be taxed higher 
than lands belonging to persons residing therein. 
Aprroven, June 10, 1852. 


Pusuic, XXI1.—.4n Act relating to the Salaries of 
Officers of the Territories of the United States, 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That whenever. any officer of either of 
the Territories of the United States shall be absent 
therefrom, and from the duties of his office, no 
salary shall be paid him during the year in which 


such absence shall occur, unless good cause shall |; 3 
and refiner, and one coiner. 


be shown to the President of the United States, 
who shall officially certify his opinion of such 
cause to the proper accounting officer of the Treas- 
ury, to be filed in his office. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 
viso contained in an act entitled “An act making 
“appropriations for the civil and diplomatic ex- 
‘ penses of the Government for the year ending 
‘the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
* one, relating to the officers of the Territories of 
“the United States,” be and the same is hereby 
so modified as to authorize the payment of the sal- 
ary of any officer therein named, notwithstanding 
such officer may have beer absent from such Ter- 
ritory and his official duties for more than sixty 
days: Provided, The President of the United States 
shall certify officially his opinion that the absence 
of such officer has been for good and sufficient 
causes. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That nothing 
in the said proviso, or in this act, shall be so con- 
strued as to prevent the payment of the salaries of 
the chief justice, associate justice, and secretary of 
state of the Territory of Utah, who have with- 
drawn from said Territory for reasons set forth in 
their report to the President of the United States. 

Approven, June 15, 1852. 


Pusuic, XXII. ——An Act making an Appropriation 
for the Payment of Navy Pensions for the year 
ending the thirtieth June, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-three. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the foilowing sum be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasuary not otherwise appropriated, for 
the pay of Navy pensions for the year ending 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, 
for invalid pensions, forty-five thousand dollars. 

Approyep, June 19, 1852. 


Pusiic, XX1V.—An Act to amend an act entitled 
* An actto carry into effect the Convention between 


the United States and the Emperor of Brazil of the | 


twenty-seventh day of January, in the year eighteen 

hundred and forty-nine,” approved March twenty- 

ninth, eighteen hundred and fifty. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury in | 


discharging the awards made by the commissioner 
under the act ‘¢ to carry into effect the convention 
between the United States and the Emperor of 
Brazil of the twenty-seventh day of January, in 
the year eighteen hundred and forty-nine,” ap- 
proved March twenty-ninth, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, which is hereby amended, shall in all 
cases to which the same shall apply, be governed 


by the provisions of the eighth section of the act || 


entitled ** An act to carry into effect certain stipu- 
lations of the treaty between the United States of 
America and the Republic of Mexico of the second 
day of February, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight,” approved March third, eighteen hundred 
and forty-nine, in the same manner and to the 
same extent as if said eighth section had been 
originally a part of said act hereby amended: 
Provided, however, That any party who shall desire 


to avail himself of the provision of the said eighth 

section shall notify the Secretary of the Treasury 

thereof within five days from the passage of this 

act, or from the date of said award of the commis- 

sioner to adjust. the claims aganst Brazil. 
ApproveD, July 3, 1852. 


Pusuic, XXV.—An Act to establish a Branch of the 
Mint of the United States in California. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That a branch of the Mint of the United 
States be established in California, to be located 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, for the coinage 
of gold and silver. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That suitable 
buildings shall be procured or erected for carrying 
on the business of the said branch Mint, and the 
following officers shall be appointed, so soon as the 
public interests may require their services, upon 
the nomination of the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to wit: One su- 
perintendent, onetreasurer, oneassayer, one melter 
And the said super- 
intendent shall engage and employ as many clerks 
and as many subordinate workmen and servants 
as shall be provided for bylaw; and until the thir- 
tieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
fifty-five, the salaries of said officers and clerks 
shall be as follows: to the superintendent and to 
the treasurer the sum of four thousand five hun- 
dred dollars each; to the assayer, to the melter and 
refiner, and to the coiner the sum of three thou- 
sand dollars each; to the subordinate workmen such 
wages and allowances as are customary and rea- 
sonable, according to their respective stations and 
occupations. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the offi- 
cers and clerks to be appointed under this act shall 
take an oath or affirmation before some judge. of 
the United States or of the Supreme Court of Cali- 
fornia, faithfully and diligently to perform the du- 
ties thereof, and shall each become bound to the 
United States of America, with one or more sure- 
ties, to the satisfaction of the director of the Mint 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, or the district 
attorney of the United States for the State of Cali- 
fornia; with eondition for the faithful and diligent 
performance of their offices. 

Src. 4. And be it further enacted, That the gen- 
eral direction of the business of said branch of the 
Mint of the United States shall be under the con- 
trol and regulation of the director of the Mint at 
Philadelphia, subject to the approbation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and for that purpose 
it shall be the duty of the said director to prescribe 
such regulations and require such returns period- 
ically and occasionally as shall appear to him to 
be necessary for the purpose of carrying into 
effect the intention of this act in establishing said 
branch; also, for the purpose of discriminating the 
coin which shall be stamped at said branch and at 
the Mint itself; and also for the purpose of pre- 
serving uniformity of weight, form, and fineness 
in the coins stamped at said branch; and for that 
purpose to require the transmission and delivery 
to him at the Mint, from time to time, of such 
parcels of the coinage of said branch as he shall 
think proper, to be subjected to such assays and 
tests as he shall direct. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That all the 
laws and parts of laws now in force for the regu- 
lation of the Mint of the United States, and for 
the government of the officers and persons em- 
ployed therein, and for the punishment of all 
offences connected with the Mint or coinage of 
the United States, shall be and they are hereby 
declared to be in full force in relation to the branch 
of the Mint by this act established, so far as the 
same may be applicable thereto. 

Src. 6. And be it further enacted, That no per- 
manent location of said Mint shall be made or 
buildings erected therefor, until the State of Cali- 
fornia shall, by some law or other public act, 
pledge the faith of the State that no tax shall at 
any time be laid, assessed, or collected by the 
said State, or under the authority of the said State, 


' onthe said branch Mint, or on the buildings which 


may be erected therefor, or on the fixtures and 
machinery which may be used therein, or on the 
lands on which the same may be placed; but noth- 
ing in this section contained shail be understood 


| as implying an admission that any such power of 
| taxation rightfully exists. 


Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the said 
branch Mint shall be the place of deposit for the 
public moneys collected in the custom-houses in 
the State of California, and for such other public 
moneys as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
direct; and the treasurer of said branch Mint shall 
have the custody of the same, and shall perform 
the duties of an assistant treasurer, and for that 
purpose shall be subject to all the provisions con- 
tained in an act entitled “ An act to provide for the 
better organization of the Treasury, and for the 
collection, safe-keeping, transfer, and disburse- 
ment of the public revenue,” approved August 
sixth, one thousand eight hundred and forty-six, 
which relates to the treasurer of the branch Mint 
at New Orleans. . 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That, if re- 
quired by the holder, gold in grain or lumps shall 
be refined, assayed, cast into bars or ingots, and 
stamped in said branch Mint, or in the Mint of the 


| United States, or any of its branches, in such 
| manner as may indicate the value or fineness of 
i the bar or ingot, which shall be paid for by the 


owner or holder of said bullion at such rates and 
charges, and under such regulations, as the director 
of the Mint, under the control of the Secretary of 
the Treasury, may from time to time establish. 
Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That so soon 
as the said branch Mint is established in the State 


| of California, and public notice shall be given 
| thereof in the mode to be designated by the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, then so much of the act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of the Government for the year ending 
thirtieth June, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, and 
for other purposes, as provides for the appoint- 
ment of an United States"assayer, and the con- 
tracting for the assaying and fixing the value of 
gold in grain or lumps, and for the forming the 
same into bars, be, and the whole of the clause 
cong said provisions shall be, hereby re- 

ealed. i 
P Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That before 
the Secretary of the Treasury shall procure or 
erect the buildings provided for in the second sec- 
tion of this act, or commence operations under any 
of the provisions of the same, at San Francisco, 
State of California, it shall be his duty to make a 
contract or contracts for the erection of said build- 
ings, and procuring the machinery necessary for 
the operations of said Mint, at a sum or sums 
which shall not in the whole exceed the sum of 
three hundred thousand dollars, which said con- 
tract or contracts sball be secured by good and 
sufficient sureties, to the satisfaction of the said 
Secretary of the Treasury and the President of the 
United States. 

Avrroven, July 3, 1852. 


Pusiic, XXVI.—An Act to amend an act entitled 
« An act for the Punishment of Crimes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia.” 

Whereas it has been represented that so much 
of the third section of the act of which this act is 
an amendment as provides a punishment for the 
maliciously, willful, or fraudulent burning of stores, 
barns, or outhouses notadjoining a dwelling house, 
has been construed to apply to the cases of burn- 
ing such houses only when they contain merchan- 
dise, tobacco, grain, or hay, whereby offenders 
have escaped punishment for burning buildings in 
which none of said articles were kept: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 


| assembled, That, from and after the passage of this 


act, if any person or persons shall maliciously, 
willfully, or fraudulently, and with intent to injure 
or defraud any other person or persons, or body- 
politic or corporate, burn, or set on fire with in- 


| tent to burn, or attempt to set on fire or burn, any 


house or outhouse in the District of Columbia, 
whether the same be finished or in the process of 
erection, though the said house or outhouse shall 
not at the time of such burning, or setting on fire, 


| or attempting to set on fire or burn, have any 


goods, tobacco, hay, or grain therein, nor be ad- 
joining to any dwelling house, nor be occupied or 
used for any purpose whatever, he, she, or they, 
on conviction thereof, shall be sentenced to suffer 
the same punishment and. labor as provided in the 
said third section of the said act to which this is 
an amendment for the offenses therein enumerated. 
Approven, July 3, 1852. 
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Posne, XX VII —AnAel making Appropriations for 
the Payment of Invalid and other Pensions of the 
United States, for the year ending the thirtieth of 
June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the payment of pensions, for the year ending the 
thirtieth of Fune, one thousand eight hundred and 
fifty-three: 

For invalid pensions, under various acts, four 
hundred thousand dollars. 

For pensions for widows and orphans, under 
the acts of July the fourth, one thousand eight 
hundred and thirty-six, and July the twenty-first, 
eighteen hundred and forty-eight, three hundred 
and seventy-seven thousand two hundred and 
forty dollars. 

For pensions to widows, under the act of sev- 
enth July, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, 
ninety thousand dollars. 

For pensions to widows, under the act of third 
March, eighteen hundred and forty-three, thirty 
thousand dollars. . 

For pensions to widows, under the acts of the 
seventeenth of June, eighteen hundred and forty- 
four, second of February, eighteen hundred and 
forty-eight, and twenty-ninth of July, eighteen 
hundred and forty-eight, four hundred and sixty- 
four thousand dollars. i 

For half-pay pensions to widows and orphans, 
provided for by the eleventh section of an act ap- 
proved January the twenty-ninth, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirteen, and the first and second sections 
of an act approved the seventeenth of April, eigh- 
teen hundred and sixteen, in addition to an unex- 
pended balance, five thousand dollars. 

Aprroven, July 12, 1852. 


Pustro, XXVIIL.—An Act to supply a Deficiency 
fo the State of Indiana, in a Township of Land 
granted to said State for the use of a State Univer- 
sity, by an act of Congress approved nineteenth of 
April, eighteen hundred and sixteen, 


Be it enacled by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That there be supplied to the State of 
Indiana, for the sole and exclusive use of the State 
University, an equal number of acres of land 
found to be deficient in the original grant, and 
which. has been otherwise appropriated by Con- 
gress, amounting to four thousand one hundred 
and sixty-six acres; and that said lands be selected 
under the direction of the Governor of the State 


from any lands now in market in said State be- |; 


longing to the United States, the proceeds of which 
shall be appropriated solely to the use of said 


State University, and shall never be diverted to |! 


any other purpose whatever, 
Aprroven, July 12, 1852. 


Pusuic, XXIX.—.4n Act to release from Reserva- 
tion, and restore to the mass of Public Lands, cer- 
tain Lands in the State of Arkansas. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the several tracts of land in the 
State of Arkansas, heretofore reserved for the sat- 
isfaction of military bounties under the war of 
eighteen hundred twelve, and which now remain 
undisposed of, be, and they are hereby, released 
from such reservation, and restored to the mass 
of public lands, to be disposed of in the same 
manner as any other unoffered public land: Provid- 


ed, That the person who may at the date of this |i 


act be an actual settler on any one of said tracts, 
and who, but for the reservation thereof, might 
have claimed the right of preémption thereto, un- 
der act of fourth September, eighteen hundred and 
forty-one, be, and is hereby, authorized to enter the 
same, or any subdivision thereof, upon making 
proof of said right, and paying the minimum 
price per acre, within a year after the passage of 
this act, or prior to the day fixed for the public 
sale of the tract. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That all sales 
of said land, or location thereof by military war- 
rants, (other than those of the war of eighteen 
hundred and twelve,) which have been inadvert- 
ently permitted to be made, and which are in all 


other respects fair and regular, except as embracing 
reserved land not offered at public sale, be, and the 
same are hereby, confirmed, and patents thereon 
which have been issued, shall be as legal and valid 
as if said lands had been released from reservation, 
and offered at public sale prior to such sales or 
locations. 

Sxc. 3. And be it further enacted, That all of said 
warrants which have not been satisfied, may be 
located on any of the public lands subject to pri- 
vate entry at the time of the location of the same. 

Approven, July 12, 1852. 


Pusric, XXX.—An Act to amend an act entitled 
“An act providing for the Sale of certain Lands in 
the States of Ohto and Michigan, ceded by the 
Wyandot Tribe of Indians, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved on the third day of March, eigh- 

i teen hundred and forty-three. 


| Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
| atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That so much of the fifth section of the 
act of which this is amendatory as declares thatif 
in offering at public sale any tract of land ceded 
by the Wyandots, under the treaty concluded 
with that wibe on the seventh March, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, on which improvements 
exist, the real value of the same, according to the 
estimates of the superintendents, shall not be bid- 
den, it shall be their duty to withdraw the tract 
from sale, and the tracts thus withdrawn from sale 
shall be offered at public sale, due public notice 
first being given, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed; and all such lands shall be exposed at pub- 
lic sale to the highest bidder, at such time and 


per acre of two dollars and fifty cents. 
Approven, July 12, 1852. 


| Pusiic, XXXI.—4n Act to enable the Legislature of 
| the State of Indiana to dispose of the unsold Saline 
Lands in said State. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
| assembled, That so much of the act of Congress 
entitled ‘“ An act to authorize the Legislature of 
| the State of Indiana to sell and convey certain 
| lands granted to said State for the use of the people 
| thereof,” approved July third, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two, as provides that said lands shall 
not be sold for a less price than at which the pub- 
lic lands are sold, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed. 

Approven, July 12, 1852. 


| Pustic, XX XI1.—An Act in relation to a certain 
Lot of Land in the town of Gnadenhutten, in the 
State of Ohio. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the lot of land in the town of Gna- 
i denhutten, in the county of Tuscarawas, in the 
| State of Ohio, heretofore reserved, under the act 
entitled ** An‘ act providing for the disposition of 
| three several tracts of land in Tuscarawas county, 
| in the State of Ohio, and for other purposes,” ap- 
‘proved May twenty-sixth, one thousand eight 
hundred and twenty-four, for the purpose of a 
| market square, may be used for any other public 
| purpose, upon such terms as shall be prescribed 
i by the Secretary of the Interior, in order to secure 
i the rights of all parties interested therein. 

| APPROVED, July 12, 1852. 


Posric, XXXIH.—An Act to supply Deficiencies in 
the Appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-two. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the same 
| are hereby, appropriated to supply deficiencies in 
| the appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
| ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
| fifty-two, out of any money in the Treasury not 
| otherwise appropriated, namely: 
| For the amount required to pay reserved per- 


Philadelphia, five thousand nine hundred and thir- 


ty-three dollars and sixty-eight cents. 


place as the Commissioner of the General Land | 
| Office may direct, subject to the minimum price | 


centage under the contract for the floating dock at | 


For the amount required to pay for dredging the 
river in front of the dock basin at the Philadelphia 
navy-yard, twelve thousand dollars. 

For the amount required to pay outstanding lia- 
bilities for labor and materials expended on dry- 
dock, iron gates, pumps, engine-house, etc., at 
Brooklyn, eighty-eight thousand three hundred 
and six dollars and ninety-five cents. 

For the amount required to pay for reservations 
under the contract for engine, etc., for the dry- 
dock at Brooklyn, seven thousand dollars. 

For completing the floating dry-dock at San 
Francisco, California, authorized by act of third 
March, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, three hun- 
dred and sixty thousand dollars; and said dock 
may be used for the purpose of repairing merchant 
ships, when not in use by the Government, in such 
manner, for such compensation, and upon such 
terms and conditions as shall be prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

For compensation to temporary clerks in the 
office of the Third Auditor of the Treasury em- 
ployed in making out certificates of service from 
the muster rolls of one thousand eight hundred and 
twelve, and the several Indian wars, eleven thou- 
sand eight hundred dollars; which sum shall be 
distributed among the clerks according to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury: Provided, 
That no salary from this fund shall exceed one 
thousand dollars per annum except two, who shall 
receive twelve hundred dollars per annum. 

For the contingent expenses of the office of the 
Third Auditor, to pay for preparing books of 
transfers from the Quartermaster General’s Office, 
two hundred dollars. 

For compensation to extra clerks employed tem- 
porarily in the office of the Auditor of the Post 
Office Department, four thousand dollars, 

For pasting in books, prepared for the purpose, 
canceled certificates of the registry and enrollments 
of vessels returned by the several collectors of the 
customs, five hundred dollars. 

For annuities and grants, seven hundred and 


H| fifty dollars. 


For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, consisting of forage in kind for the 
horses, mules, and oxen of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, at the several military posts and sta- 
tions, and with the armies in the field; for the 
horses of the first and second regiments of dra- 
goons, the companies of light artillery, the regi- 


{| ment of mounted riflemen, and such companies of 


infantry as may be mounted, and also for the au- 
thorized number of officers’ horses when serving 
in the field and at the outposts, seven hundred and 
ninety-five thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the army, including the 
baggage of the troops, when moving either by 
land or water; of clothing, camp and garrison 
equipage, and horse equipment, from the depôts 
at Philadelphia, St. Louis, and New Orleans, to 
the several posts and army depôts; of subsistence, 
from the places of purchase, from the places of de- 
livery under contract, to such places as the cir- 
cumstances of the service may require itto be sent; 
of ordnance, ordnance stores, and small arms, 
from the founderies and armories to the arsenals, 
fortifications, frontier posts, and army depdts; 
freights, tolls, and ferriage; for the purchase and 
hire of horses, mules, oxen, wagons, carts, drays, 
ships,.and other sea-going vessels and boats, for 


the transportation of supplies, and for garrison 


purposes; for drayage and cartage at the several 
posts; hire of teamsters, transportation of funds 
for the pay and other disbursing departments; the 
expense of sailing public transports on the various 
rivers, the Gulf of Mexico, and the Atlantic and 
Pacific; and for procuring water at such posts as, 
from their situation, require that it be brought 
from a distance, eight bundred and ninety thou- 
sand dollars. 

For the purchase of horses required for the first 
and second regiments of dragoons, the companies 
of light artillery, the regiment of mounted riflemen, 
and'such companies of infantry as may be mounted, 
forty thousand dollars. 

- For constructing, repairing, and enlarging bar- 
racks, quarters, hospitals, store-houses, stables, 
wharves, and ways, at the several posts and army 
depéts; for temporary cantonments, and the au- 
thorized furniture for barrack-room of non-com- 
missioned officers and soldiers, gun-houses for the 
protection of cannon, including the necessary tools 
and materials for the objects enumerated, and for 
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rent of quarters and offices for officers, and bar- | 
racks and hospitals for troops, where there are no | 
public buildings for their accommodation; for store- 
houses for the safe-keeping of military stores, and 
of grounds for summer cantonments and encamp- 
ments,two hundred and nineteen thousand dollars. 


"For clothing, camp and garrison equipage, and |! 
horse equipments, for engineer troops, ordnance || 


department, dragoons, riflemen, light artillery, ar- 
tillery and infantry, seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For subsistence in kind, two hundred and sev- 
enty-nine thousand five hundred and seventeen 


For pay of five companies of Texas mounted 
volunteers, eighty thousand seven hundred and 
forty-one dollars. ; 

For running and marking the boundary line | 


to the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, eighty thou- 


| 
l 
¢ A % it 
between the United States and Mexico, according i 
| 
} 


sand dollars: Provided, That nothing herein con- || 
tained shall be so construed as to sanction a depar- |) 


ture from the point on the Rio Grande north of the 
town called Paso, designated in the said treaty. | 
For surveying eight hundred and seventy-five į 
miles of meridian base and standard lines mean- | 
dering and survey of irregular or river lots, &c., | 
in California, at a rate not exceeding fifteen dollars | 
t 

d 

| 


per mile, thirteen thousand one hundred and twen- į; 


ty-five dollars. J Aaa f 
For subdividing land in California into town- 
ships, equal to nine hundred miles of survey, at a ! 
rate not exceeding fourteen dollars per mile, twelve | 
thousand dollars. j 
For subdividing fifty townships in California | 
into sections, at a rate not exceeding twelve dollars | 
per mile, thirty-six thousand dollars. 
For surveying private claims in California, seven | 
thousand five hundred dollars. i 
For compensation of the surveyor general of | 
Arkansas, per act of August eighth, eighteen hun- | 


dred and forty-six, two thousand dollars. i 


For clerks in the office of the surveyor general | 


of Arkansas, per act of August eighth, eighteen i| 


hundred and forty-six, six thousand three hundred 


dollars, |: 


For surveys in the mineral region of Michigan, 
at a rate not exceeding six dollars per mile, twenty- 
four thousand seven hundred and eighty dollars. 

For completing the survey of the salable lands 
in the Menomonee cession, and the survey of the 
Lake Superior region, Wisconsin, at a rate not 


exceeding five dollars per mile, twenty thousand |: 


dollars. 

For the completion of the township lines, and 
the subdivisions of such of the townships as bear 
valuable pine timber, west of the fourth principal 
meridian, and between the third and fourth con- 
nection parallels, at a rate not exceeding five dol- 
lars per mile, thirty-three thousand dollars. 

For annual repairs of the President’s House, 
six hundred dollars. 

Forfillingupand grading, &c., Franklin Square, 
four hundred and six dollars and ninety-nine cents. 


To make the roads and walks, and to plant La- |: 


fayette Square, two thousand dollars. 

To complete the improvements on the square 
south of the President’s House, twelve thousand 
dollars: Provided, That the grounds can be filled 
up and the surface completed for the sum herein 
appropriated, and a contract for the completion of 
the work, with good security, be tendered and ac- 
cepted at a sum not. exceeding this amount. ` 

To supply the deficiency in the appropriation 
for the casual repairs of the Capitol, one thousand 
five hundred dollars. 3 

For completing the improvements of New Jer- 
sey avenue, north of the Capitol, nine thousand 
dollars. 

For planting and finishing the roads and walks 
through that portion of the public mall surround- 
ing the Smithsonian Institution, seven thousand 
dollars. 

For payment to Augustus Humbert of balance 
of his salary as United States assayer of gold in 


| 
| 


California, under the act of thirtieth of September, | 


eighteen hundred and fifty, twelve hundred and | 
fifty dollars. z 

Por compensation of extra clerks employed in 
the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, twenty 
thousand dollars: Provided, That no clerk shall 


receive more than at the rate of one thousand dol- |! 


lars per annum, except two, whose salary shall! 
not exceed twelve hundred dollars per annum, un- | 


der this act. o B 


rT 
; For expenses of establishing the Superinten- 
i dency of Indian Affairs in California, authorized 
i fifty-two, viz: Leg 

| For salary of Superintendent, one thousand 
i three hundred and eighteen dollars, and sixty- 
eight cents. 

| _ For presents and provisions for Indians visiting 
| Superintendent on official business, one thousand 
! dollars. 

For traveling expenses of the Superintendent 


|; and the necessary attendants, two thousand five j 
dollars. i 


i 
| 
| hundred dollars. 
|_ For payment to the American party of St. Regis 
| Indians, (less the sum of one thousand dollars 
| 

i 


|| appropriated by the act of twenty-seventh of June, į 


eighteen hundred and forty-six, in pursuance of 
the stipulation contained in the supplemental arti- 
‘cle,) as a remuneration for moneys laid out by 
said tribe, and for services rendered by their chiefs 
and agents, in securing the title to the Green Bay 
lands, and in removal to the. same, agreeably to 


‘| the provisions of the ninth article of the treaty 


with the Six Nations of New York, of fifteenth of 
January, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, four 
thousand dollars. 

For -payment to the Seneca Indians of New 


i for the management of their affairs, as per report 
of Thomas B. Stoddard, commissioner selected by 
the Secretary of War to make the requisite inves- 
: tigation pursuant to the direction contained in the 
fourth section of the act of twenty-seventh June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, making appro- 


is hereby required, upon payment of the money 
herein specified, to take such further steps, if any 


to recover the amount due from said agent. 

For the reappropriation of the following sums 
; carried to the surplus fund per warrants numbered 
twelve and thirteen, and dated respectively, thir- 
tieth of June, eighteen hundred and forty-six, and 


under the following heads, viz: 


eleventh of June, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
| ninety-five dollars and eighty-three cents. 
“For carrying into effect Choctaw treaty, on 
| account of lands relinquished,” act second of 
: March, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, eight 
hundred and twenty-six dollars and twenty-six 
cents. 

“For payment to Pottawatomies for corn crop 


and thirty-nine, seven hundred and forty-two dol- 
| lars and fifty cents. . 
| Bor payment to Pottawatomies for twelve log 


| houses destroyed,” act third of March, eighteen į 


| hundred and thirty-nine, six hundred dollars. 
For interest on the amounts awarded Choctaw 
claimants, under the fourteenth article of the treaty 
_ of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of twenty-seventh of 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty, for lands 


awarded under the act of twenty-third of August, 
; east, by the third section of said Jaw, per act of 


: third March, eighteen hundred and forty-five, for 
| the half year ending thirtieth June, eighteen hun- 


lay of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, all 


and that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
: hereby directed to pay said claimants the amount 


parties, under the fourteenth article of said treaty, 


ary of the Interior. 


: For the purchase of presents, and to negotiate , 
| under instructions from the Secretary of the Inte- || 
i rior, with the Indians in Texas who have intruded | 


by the act of third March, eighteen hundred and | 


York, for moneys wrongfully withholden from |i 
; them by an agent appointed by the Government 


priations for the Indian Department, twenty-eight | 
thousand five hundred and five dollars and fifty ; 
: cents: Provided, That the Secretary ofthe Interior ! 


may be necessary, as shall enable the United States | 


thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, | 


“ For carrying into effect Choctaw treaty,” act | 


abandoned,” act third of March, eighteen hundred ; 


on which they resided, but which it is impossible ! 
|; to give them, and in lieu of the scrip that has been jį 


eighteen hundred and forty-two, not deliverable į 


dred and fifty-two, twenty-one thousand eight | 
hundred dollars: Provided, Thatafterthe thirtieth | served by the treaty with the Pottawatomies of 
| October twentieth, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
: payments of interest on said awards shall cease, | two, for ‘‘Shobonier,” one thousand six hundred 
; dollars: Provided, That said sum shall not be paid 
i; until al] the rights of ‘‘Shobonier,”’ or his heirs, 
; of principal awarded in each case respectively, and |) 
' that the amount necessary for this purpose be, and |. 
the same is hereby, appropriated, not exceeding i‘ 
eight hundred and seventy-two thousand dollars: ; 
Provided further, That the final payment and sat- : 
isfaction of said awards shall be first ratified and i; 
approved asa final release of all claims of such | 


themselves into that State from the territories of 
the United States, for their removal from that State, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For continuing the collection and for publishing 


‘the statistics and other information authorized b 


the act of third of March, eighteen hundred and 
forty-seven, and subsequent acts, seventeen thou- 
sand dollars: Provided, That the work shall be 
completed in five volumes, and that at least one 
volume shall be published in each year until the 
whole series of five volumes shall be finished. 

For arrearages in the cost of the preparation of 
the volume, for the year eighteen hundred and 
fifty-one, of statistics and other information au- 
thorized by the act of third of March, eighteen 
hundred and forty-seven, and subsequent acts, five 
thousand three hundred dollars. 

For printing, binding, etc., six hundred copies 
of the first volume of the foregoing work, for dis- 
tribution among new members, six thousand five 
hundred and seventy-five dollars. 

For this sum, to enable the Secretary of the In- 
terior to satisfy the claims of the Creek Indians 
for mills stipulated to be furnished under the fifth 
article of the treaty of the fourteenth of February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-three, four thousand 
dollars. 

For expenses of removal and subsistence of Pot- 
tawatomies of Indiana, ($22,500,) twenty-two 
thousand five hundred dollars. - 

For expenses of removal and subsistence of 
Choctaws, ($50,000,) fifty thousand dollars. 

For expenses of removal and subsistence of 
Winnebagoes, three thousand five hundred and 
thirteen dollars and two cents. 

For this sum to cover arrearages for and on ac- 
count of contingencies of the Indian Department, 
twenty-two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For indemnity for losses sustained by the Me- 
nomonee Indians in the delivery of goods to them, 
asa part of their annuity, in the year eighteen 
hundred and thirty-seven, per seventh article of 
the treaty with that tribe of the eighteenth of Oc- 
tober, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, three 
thousand six hundred and twenty-four dollars and 
forty-eight cents. 

For payment for services of blacksmith and for 
the use of tools for the Seneca tribes of Indians, 
from the first of July to eighth of November, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, two hundred 
and thirteen dollars and thirty-three cents. 

For clerk hire, office rent, fuel, stationery, &c., 


; for the Superintendent of Indian Affairs in Oregon, 
: two thousand four hundred dollars. 


For expenses of continuing negotiations with 
the Indian tribes of Oregon lying west of the Cas- 
cade Mountains, twelve thousand dollars. 

For the completion of buildings for the use of 
the Superintendent and Indian Agents in Oregon, 
three thousand dollars. 

For traveling expenses of Superintendent of In- 
dian Affairs in Oregon, and agents, two thousand 
dollars. i 

For the reappropriation of this sum, (carried to 
the surplus fund per warrant number thirteen, 
dated thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six,) being the balance due the Ottawa and 
Chippewa Indians, under the fifth article of the 
treaty of eighteen hundred and thirty-six, for pay- 


i ment of their debts, appropriated second of July, 
‘ eighteen hundred and thirty-six, and reappropri- 
; ated second of March, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
; nine, six hundred and twenty-four dollars and 
i twenty-two cents. 


For the purchase of two sections of land re- 


to said land shail be relinquished to the United 
States. 

For the redemption of outstanding loan-office 
and final-settlement certificate, dated September 
ninth, seventeen hundred and seventy-nine, coun- 
tersigned by Nathaniel Appleton, Commissioner 
of Massachusetts Bay, issued for two hundred ” 


; U i dollars, specie value, ten dollars and sixty-eight 
by the proper national authority of the Choctaws, : ninetieths, fifty-seven dollars and seventy-two 


n such form as shall be prescribed by the Secre- |, 


cents, 
For the contingent expenses of the Legislative 
Assembly of the Territory of Minnesota, viz: 
For printing and publishing the Revised Stat- 
utes, making an index thereto, and superintending 


For necessary extra clerks during the latter part 
of the sessions of the Legislative Assembly, bmd- 
. ing the Revised Statutes, and other necessary in- 


cidental expenses, two thousand dollars. 

For payment of Messrs, Babcock, Wilkinson, 
and Holcombe, for revising the laws, five hundred 
dollars each, one thousand five hundred dellars. 

For the contingent expenses of the House of 
Representatives, seventy-five thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the Senate, one 
hundred and thirty-seven thousand seven hundred 
and seventy-five dollars. 

To enablethe Secretary of the Senate to pay for 
the copies of the report of Doctor David Dale 
Owen, United States geologist, on the geology of 
Towa and Wisconsin, and Minnesota Territory, 
heretofore ordered to be executed for the use of 
the Senate, under the special direction of the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, thirty-one 
thousand two hundred and eighteen dollars and 


seventy-five cents: Provided, That no more than | 


fifty cents a copy shall be paid for the binding of 
the book. 

To enable the Clerk of the Flouse of Represent- 
atives to pay for three thousand five huudred 
copies of the report of Doctor David Dale Owen, 
on the geology of Jowa and Wisconsin, and Min- 
nesota Territory, ordered by a resolution of the 
House of Representatives, to be executed under 
the special direction of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, sixteen thousand one hun- 
dred and eighty-seven dollars and fifty cents: Pro- 
vided, That no more than fifty cents a copy shall 
be paid for the binding of the book. 

For contingent expenses of the Library of Con- 
gress, eight hundred dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of State to purchase one 
hundred complete sets of Little & Brown’s edi- 
tion of the Statutes at Large, from volume one to 
volume nine inclusive, for distribution to such 
new officers as would have been entitled to receive 


them under the act of the eighth of August, eigh- | 


teen hundred and forty-six, and joint resolution of 
the eigbth of August, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, three thousand one hundred and fifty dol- 
lars. 


the fifth series of the Documentary History, under 
contract with the Secretary of State, in addition 
to the balance of the appropriation of thirty-five 
thousand dollars, per act of the thirtieth of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty, eleven thou- 
sand two hundred and ninety-four dollars. 

For the payment of James W. fale of the city 
of New York, in full for discharging the duties of 
dispatch a 
and forty-nine, to June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty inclusive, the sum of six hundred dollars, 

To cover the balance of compensation due to the 
United States geologists for the Lake Superior 
region, and for ‘Wisconsin, Lowa, and Minnesota, 


K 


: : : : i 
and to their respective assistants, including the 


cost of superintending the printing of their final 
geological reports, five thousand nine hundred and 
fifty-two dollars: Provided, That there shall be no 
farther geological survey by the Government, un- 
less hereafter authorized by law. 

For compensation of superintendent and four 
watchmen for that portion of the Patent Office 
Building which will be occupied by the Secretary 
of the Interior, five hundred and sixty-two dollars 
and fifty cents. 

For outfits of Chargés d'Affaires to Denmark 
and Bolivia, nine thousand dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of State to pay William 


E. Anderson for the loss of time and expense in- | 
curred in coming from Rio Janeiro to New York, || 
ander the direction of the American Minister at | 


the Brazilian Court, to testify against certain per- 
sons alleged te have been engaged in the slave 
trade, two hundred and fifty dollars. . 
To supply the deficiency in the appropr 
forthe relief of American citizens lately imprisoned 
and pardoned by the Queen of Spain, three thou- 
sand dollars. 
For compiling 


, printing, and binding the Bien- 
nial Register for eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
in addition to the amount appropriated per act of 
third of March, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
two thousand two hundred and fifty-three dollars. 
For the trial and maintenance of the light at 
Waugasham, Michigan, one thousand dollars. 


nt from September, eighteen hundred | 


Building, four hundred dollars. 

For purchasing, walling, and ditching a piece 
of land near the city of Mexico for a cemetery or 
burial-ground for such of the officers and soldiers 
| of our army, in our late war with Mexico, as fell 


and eighty dollars and thirty-four cents; and also 
a sum not exceeding ten thousand seven hundred 
and thirty-four dollars and sixty-five cents, is 
hereby appropriated to pay Adam Boyd Hamilton, 
according to contract, for printing twenty thou- 
sand and binding eighteen thousand six hundred 
and ten copies, of three hundred and ninety-six 
pages each, of the Register’s Report of the Com- 
merce and Navigation of the United States, for 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one. 

For additional compensation for increasing the 
transportation of the United States mail between 
New York and Liverpool, in the Collins line of 
steamers, to twenty-six trips per annum, at such 
times as shall be directed by the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, and in conformity to his last annual report to 
Congress, and his letter of the fifteenth of Novem- 
ber last to the Secretary of the Navy, commencing 
snid increased service on the first of January, 


thirty-three thousand dollars per trip, in lieu of the 
present allowance, the swn of two hundred and 
thirty-six thousand five hundred dollars: Provided, 
i That it shall be in the power of Congress at 
i any time after the thirty-first day of December, 
i! eighteen hundred and fifty-four, to terminate the 
| arrangement for the additional allowance herein 
provided for, upon giving six months’ notice. 


| fines, penalties, and forfeitures incurred in the fiscal 


fifty-two, and previous years, and likewise for de- 


‘in addition to former appropriations, ninety thou- 
sand dollars: Provided, ‘Thatno officer of the Uni- 


| the United States, in the discharge of the duties of 


|i for his attendance as a witness on behaif of the 


ensation as such officer. 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay to 


duty, at the rate of one hundred dollars for fall 
service, according to the office roll, the sum of ten 
thousand five hundred doliars. 


northern boundary of the State of Towa, on the 
parallel of forty-three degrees thirty minutes north 
' latitude, in addition to the appropriation heretofore 


| eighteen thousand dollars. 
| poses at Key West, in the State of Florida, twenty 
| thousand dollars. , : 

For the purchase of a site on whieh to erect a 
custom-house in Bangor, Maine, fifteen thousand 
ollars. 


dollars. 

Por the completion of the custom-house at Mo 
bile, Alabama, one hundred thousand dollars; and 
for the completion of the custom-house at Louis 
ville, Kentucky, the additional sum of sixteen 
thousand dollars. : 

For the completion of the custom-house at Cin 
i cinnati, fifty thousand dollars. 

: For the completion of the custom-house_ and 


| burg, thirty-five thousand dollars. 


the city of St. Louis, Missouri; for a custom- 
house and independent treasury building and other 
offices of the United States, thirty-seven thousand 
: dollars. 


i 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| For expenses incurred in bringing gas pipes and | 
| fixtures into and around the northeast Executive | 


: in battle, or died in and around said city, and for | 
the interment of American citizens who have died | 
or may die in said city, one thousand four hundred | 


eighteen hundred and fifty-two, at the rate of; 


For defraying the expenses of the Supreme, Cir- is 
cuit, and District Courts of the United States, in- | 
cluding the District of Columbia; also for jurors | 
i and witnesses, in aid of the funds arising from |; 
year ending June thirtieth, eighteen hundred and || 
fraying the expenses of suits in which the United 5 
States are concerned, and of prosecutions for of- | 


fenses committed against the United States, and |! 


For payment of the second and third volumes of f for the apprehension and safe-keeping of prisoners, | 


‘ ted States who is in attendance upon any court of |! 
said office, shall receive any pay or compensation |; 


Government at the same time that he receives com- ‘ 


the clerks employed in the Census Office on extra , 
For determining, running, and marking the | 


made for the same object, fifteen thousand dollars. ; 
For the reconstruction or repairs of the steamer ! 
Bibb, used in the survey of the Nantucket shoals, ; 


For establishing a depét of cogl for naval put- | 


For the purchase of a site on which to erect a 
custom-house in Bath, Maine, eleven thousand | 


other public offices connected therewith, at Pitts- |) 


For the completion of the fire-proof building in ; 


| dollars. : 
For compensation to temporary clerks em-. 
| ployed conditionally to bring up arrears of busi- 

i ness in the dead-letter office, one thousand and 

two dollars and sixty-seven cents. 

For fuel for the General Post Office Building ` 
from the twentieth of February, eighteen hundred © 
i} and fifty-two, to the end of the season, seven hun- 
|! dred and fifty dollars. 

! For the payment of the salaries of the special 
agents of the Post Office Department to the end of 
the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen ` 
hundred and fifty-two, eleven thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 
| For payment to the following named tribes of 
Indians of the undermentioned sums due them, 
; retained by the late sub-Indian agent, William H. 
| Bruce, the same to be reimbursed to the United 
| States when recovered from said sub-agent or his 
i sureties, viz: 
| To Menomonees, nine thousand four hundred 
| and sixty-six dollars and twenty-seven cents. 
‘| To Chippewas, Menomonees, Winnebagoes, 
! and New York Indians, five hundred and twenty- 
‘ one dollars and fifty-nine cents. 
| To Six Nations of New York, (Stockbridge,) 
twenty-two dollars and fifty cents. 

To Stockbridge, one thousand eight hundred 
and six dollars. , 
Wor expenses of treaty with the Mississippi and 
! St. Peter’s Sioux for the extinguishment of their 
; tile to lands in Minnesota Territory, being in ad- 
dition to the appropriation for the same object. 
| made thirtieth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty, four thousand two hundred and seventy-two 

dollars and thirty-eight cents, 

For expenses of treating with the Indians and 
half breeds, for the extinguishment of the title to 
E their lands on the Red river of the north, in the 
Territory of Minnesota, being in addition to the 
' appropriation for the same object, made thirtieth 
| September, eighteen hundred and fifty, nine hun- 
l dred and one dollars and five cents, 
| Wor fulfilling treaties with the Winnebagoes, 

viz: purchase of tobacco, per second article of 
treaty of first August, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
i nine, and fifth article of treaty of fifteenth Sep- 
‘tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, three 
| hundred and seventy-five dollars. 


| For fulfilling treaties with Ottowas and Chippe- 
‘| was, viz: purchase of tobacco, per fourth article 

of treaty of twenty-eighth March, eighteen hun- 
i| dred and thirty-six, three hundred dollars. 
: For fulfilling treaties with the Sacs and Foxes 
‘of the Mississippi, viz: purchase of tobacco, per 
! fourth article of treaty of the twenty-first Septem- 
| ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, two hundred 
dollars. 

For fulfilling treaties with the Menomonees, viz: 
purchase of tobacco, per second article of treaty of 
third Septemher, one thousand eight hundred and 
thirty-six, one hundred dollars. 

For the payment of annuities (and the trans- 
portation of the same) to certain tribes of Indians 
in accordance with the seventh article of the treaty 
made at Fort Laramie, on the seventeenth day of 
September, Anno Domini eighteen hundred and 
fifty-one, sixty thousand dollars. 

And the Secretary of the Interior is hereby 
authorized to purchase the provisions, merchan- 
dise, domestic animals, and agricultural imple- 
ments, to be delivered in payment of the annuity 
first payable under the seventh article of said 
treaty, without previous advertisement, if such 
i purchases can be so made on reasonable terms. 
Sz And be it further enacted, That there be 
: appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, a sum sufficient to 
enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pay for 
| printing four hundred and fifty copies of the esti- 
mates of appropriations for the service of the fiscal 
year one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three, 
at the rate paid by him for the printing of the 
Treasury Department by contract, under the pro- 
visions of the seventeenth section of the act of the 
twenty-sixth Auguat, one thousand eight hundred 
and forty-two. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no part 
of the appropriations herein made for the benefit 
of any tribe or part of a tribe of Indians, shall be 


i 
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paid to any attorney or agent of such tribe or part 
of a tribe; but shall, in every case, be paid directly 
to the Indians themselves, to whom it shall be due, 
or to the tribe or part of a tribe, per capita, unless 
the imperious interest of the Indians shall require 
the payment to be made collectively. Nor shall 
the Executive branch of the Government hereafter 
recognize any contract between any tribe or part | 
ofa tribe and any attorney or agent, for the pros- 
ecution of any claim against theGovernment under 
this act. 

Sec. 4. And be if further enacted, That no esti- 
mate or appropriation of money, in any bill making 
appropriations, shall authorize the payment of 
any increased pay, allowance, or compensation, 
in any form whatever beyond the amount pre- 
scribed by law, in any case, unless there shall first 
be a specific direction for such extra payment, 
designating the officers to whom such extra pay- 
ment shall be made. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of Public Buildings be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized to apply any unexpended portion of the | 
money appropriated by the act of Congress enti- | 
tled “ An act making appropriation to meet the 
expenses incurred in consequence of the late fire at 
the Capitol,” approved January thirteenth, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty-two, to the payment of ex- 

enses necessarily incurred in repairing the damage 
[itely done by fire in the office of the clerk of the 
Supreme Court, and in making other repairs about 
the Capitol. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to purchase for the United States a suitable 

iece of ground at a central point in the city of 
Ban Francisco, California,as a site for the erection 
of the custom-house heretofore authorized to be | 
built: Provided, That said site or ground may be 
obtained with good and sufficient title to the United ; 
States in exchange for such reasonable portion of | 
the Government reserve in that city as the said 
Secretary shall deem just and equitable, or for a 
sum in lieu thereof not exceeding forty thousand 
dollars; and to enable the Secretary of the Treasury 
to carry into effect this provision, the sum of forty | 
thousand dollars is hereby appropriated: Provided, 
That if the said Secretary shall fail to obtain such 
ground on satisfactory terms, then the said sum, 
or such portion thereof as may be necessary, may 
be expended in providing the proper foundations | 
for said custom-house on the site heretofore selected | 
for the purpose. 

Avproven, July 21, 1852. 


Posric, SXXIV.—An Act to authorize the Mayor 
and Common Council of Chicago, Illinois, to ex- | 
cavate a portion of the Public Reservation at that | 
place, with æ view to the improvement of the Navi- 
gation of Chicago River. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the corporate authorities of the 
city of Chicago, Illinois, be, and they are hereby, 
authorized to excavate such portion of the reserva- | 
tion at Chicago, not exceeding the limits described | 
in their memorial of January five, eighteen hun- | 


dred and fifty-two, as may be necessary, accord- : 
ing to the plan set forth in said memorial, for the | 
improvement of the navigation of the Chicago 
river. | 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Secre- : 
tary of War be, and heis hereby, directed to cause 
the limits above designated to be marked out, and | 
to make such disposition of the buildings now j 
standing within said limits as may be best for the 
public interest. 

Approven, July 21, 1852. 


Pusric, XXX V.—An Act to authorize the President 
of the United States to designate the places for the 
Ports of Entry and Delivery for the Collection Dis- 
tricts of Puget’s Sound and Umpqua, in the Ter- 
ritory of Oregon, and to fix the Compensation of 
the Collector at Astoria, in said Territor y. i 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentalives of the United States of America in Congress ; 
assembled, That the President of the United States | 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to designate the 
places for the ports of entry for the collection dis- | 
tricts of Paget’s Sound and Umpqua, in the Terri- 


|| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 


‘| southeast corner of township fifteen north, of | 
i 


|| lands within the district hereby constituted, a land 
|| office shall be established at Stevens’s Point, on the | 


tory of Oregon, upon receiving satisfactory inform- 
ation as to the best location for said ports, instead 


of the places now established by law in said dis- 
tricts, respectively. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the an- 
nual compensation of the collector at Astoria, in 
the collection district of Oregon, in said Territory, 
be, and the same is hereby, fixed at the sum of 
three thousand dollars, including the fees of his 
office, commencing on the first day of July, in the 
year one thousand eight hundred and fifty; and in 
no event shall he be allowed a greater amount than | 
said sum of three thousand dollars, so including | 
the present fees of his office as aforésaid. 

Approven, July 21, 1852. 


Postic, XXXVI.—.An Act supplementary to ‘ An 
act providing for the taking of the Seventh and sub- 
sequent Censuses of the United States, and to fix the 
number of the members of the House of Representa- | 
tives, and provide for their future Apportionment | 
among the several States,’’ approved twenty-third 
May, eighteen hundred and fifty. i 


Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior pro- 
ceed forthwith to apportion two hundred and 
thirty-three representatives among the several 
States, in accordance with the provisions contained 
in the twenty-fifty section of the act of twenty- 
third May, eighteen hundred and fifty, and ac- 
cording to the returns of population which have 
been completed and returned to the Census Office ! 
in the Department of the Interior. And it being | 
made to appear that the returns of the population | 
of California are incomplete, it is further enacted | 
that said State shall retain the number of represent- 
atives prescribed by the act of admission thereof 
into the Union until a new apportionment, and for 
this purpose the whole number of representatives 
is hereby increased to two hundred and thirty four 
until such apportionment. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if, at any 
future decennial enumeration of the inhabitants of 
the United States, the census of any district or 
subdivision in the United States shall have been | 
improperly taken, or if the returns of any district 
or subdivision shall be accidently lost or de- 
stroyed, the Secretary of the Interior shall have 
power to order a new enumeration of such district 
or subdivision. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the 
twentieth section of the said act be amended by 
striking out the words ‘‘ has been” from the last 
line and inserting the words ‘ may necessarily 
be” in lieu thereof. 

Approven, July 30, 1852. 


Pusiic, XXXVI. —An Act to establish additional 
Land Districts inthe State of Wisconsin. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


l 
i 
assembled, That so much of the public lands of | 
the United States, in the State of Wisconsin, as | 
lie within the following boundaries, to wit: com- | 
mencing at the southwest corner of township fif- | 
teen north, of range two, east of the fourth prin- | 
cipal meridian, thence running due east to the: 


range eleven, east of the fourth principal meridian, ; 
thence north along said range line to the north line 
of the State of Wisconsin, thence westerly along 
said north line to the line between ranges one and 
two, east of the fourth principal meridian, thence | 
south to the place of beginning, shall be formed 
into a new fand district, to be called the Stevens’s 
Point Land District, and for the sale of the public 


Wisconsin river, assoon as the public convenience | 
may require it. i 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of the public lands of the United States,in the | 
State of Wisconsin, as lie within the following | 
boundaries, to wit: commencing at a point where 
the line between townships ten and eleven north į 
touches the Mississippi river, thence due east to 
the fourth principal meridian, thence north to the 
line between townships fourteen and fifteen north, 
thence east to the southeast corner of township 
fifteen north, of range one, east of the fourth prin- 
cipal meridian, thence north on the range line to 
the south line of township number thirty-one north, 
thence west on the line between townships num- 
ber thirty and thirty-one to the Chippewa river, | 
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thence down said river to its junction with the Mis- 
sissippi river, thence down the Mississippi river to 
the place of beginning, shall be formed into anew 
land district, to be called the La Crosse Land Dis- 
trict, and for the sale of the public lands within 
the district hereby constituted, a Jand office shall 
be established at La Crosse, on the Mississippi 
river, as soon as the public convenience may re- 
quire it, 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent is hereby authorized to cause the removal of 
either of the offices created by this act, to any 
other place within said district, whenever, in his 
opinion, such removal may be deemed expedient. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a register and a receiver of public moneys for 
each of the said districts, who shall respectively 
be required to reside at the site of said office, and 
who shall have the same powers, perform the same 
duties, and be entitled to the same compensation 
as are or may be prescribed by law in relation to 
other land officers of the United States. And in 
case it shall be found necessary or expedient to 
establish said districts, or either of them, during 
the recess of Congress, the President shall be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to appoint the necessary 
officers during such recess, and until the end of the 
next session of Congress: Provided, however, That 
this act shall not go into effect until at least six 
months after its passage. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, shall cause 
to be transferred to the land offices hereby created, 
all such books, maps, records, field notes, and 
plats, or transcripts thereof, relating to the sur- 
veys and entries of the public lands in the districts 
hereby created, as may be necessary for the sale 
of the public lands in compliance with the provis- 
ions of this act. 5 


Approven, July 30, 1852. 


Pusiic, XX XVIII.—n Act to create three addi- 
tional Land Districts in the State of Towa. 


Re it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That all that portion of the public lands 
in the State of Iowa, lying west of the range line 
dividing ranges seventeen and eighteen, and east 
of the range line dividing ranges thirty-one and 
thirty-two, and now included in the district of lands 
subject to sale at Fairfield, shail comprise a new 
land district, to be called the Chariton District; that 
so much of the public lands in said State, now in- 
cluded in the Iowa and Dubuque lahd districts, as 
lie between the range: line dividing ranges sixteen 
and seventeen, and the range line dividing ranges 
thirty-three and thirty-four, shall form a new land 
district, to be called the Northern District; that all 
that portion of the public lands in said State now 
included in the district subject to sale at Fairfield, 
and lying west of the range line dividing ranges 
thirty-one and thirty-two, and all that portion of 
the public lands now included in the districts sub- 
ject to sale at Iowa City and Dubuque, and lying 
west of the range line dividing ranges thirty-three 
and thirty-four, shall form a new land district, to 
be called the Missouri River District; and that the 
district of lands subject to sale at Dubuque shall 
hereafter be bounded on the north by the northern 
boundary line of the State of Iowa. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a register and receiver of the public moneys for 
each of the said districts respectively, who shall 
each be required to reside at the site of the respect- 


| ive office to which they may be appointed, and 


who shall have the same powers, perform the same 
duties, and be entitled to the same compensation 
as are or may be prescribed by law in relation to 
other land offices of the United States. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent is authorized to cause the public lands in said 
districts, respectively, (with the exception of sec- 
tions numbered sixteen in each township, reserved 
for the use of schools, or such other lands as may 
be selected by law in lieu thereof, and of such 
other tracts as he may select for military or other 
purposes, ) to be exposed to sale in the same man- 
ner and upon the same terms and conditions as the 
other public lands of the United States. 


ix 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent is hereby authorized to designate the sites at 
which each of the several offices shall be estab- 
lished, and to remove the same to any other places 
within said districts respectively, whenever, in his 
opinion, it may be deemed expedient. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That any loca- 
tion or sale of lands lying in either of the districts 
hereby created, made by the land officers at Du- 
buque, lowa City, or Fairfield, after the passage 
of this act, and prior to the receipt by them of in- 
structions from the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office under this act, shall be as good and 
valid in law as if this act had not been passed. 

Approvep, August 2, 1852. 


Pusurc, XX XIX.—An Act to protect actual settlers 
upon the land on the line of the Central Railroad 
and branches bygranting Preémption rights thereto. 


Be it enacted bythe Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That each and every person now an ac- 
tual settler and occupant, and who, on the twentieth 
day of September, in the year of our Lord one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty, had made such 


an actual settlement and improvement as would | 


have entitled him to a right of preémption under 
the act of September fourth, eighteen hundred and 
forty-one, but for his failure to give the requisite 
notice under that law, or to file proof within due 
time, on any tract of Jand now owned by the Uni- 
ted States, and situated within the limits reserved 
from sale by order of the Government, because of 
the grant of alternate sections to the States of Ili- 
nois, Mississippi, and Alabama, in aid of the con- 
struction of the Chicago and Mobile railroad and 
branches, by virtue of an act of Congress app 
September twentieth, eighteen hundred and fifty, 
entitled “ An act granting the right of way and 
making a grant of land to the States of Illinois, 
Mississippi, and Alabama, in aid of the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Chicago to Mobile,” shall 
have the right to purchase, at the price established 
by law in regulating the sales of said lands, a 
quantity of the tract so settled on and improved, 
not less than forty nor more than one hundred and 
sixty acres, in legal subdivisions, on which said 
improvements may be situated: Provided, That 
any person claiming the right to purchase under 
this act shall, before the actual offering of the tract 
at public sale, file with the register of the proper 
land office a notice describing the land by its num- 
bers, and make the necessary proof, affidavit, and 
payment for the land, within twelve months from 
the date of this act: And provided further, That the 
right of way upon and across any tract of land 
claimed under the provisions of this act, not ex- 
ceeding two hundred feet in width, shall be reserved 
and retained for the said railroad and branches, 
as the same may be located and constructed. 
Approven, August 2, 1852. 


Pusuic, XL.—An Act to amend an act entitled “ An 


act to incorporate the Washington Gaslight Com- | 


pany,” approved July eighth, eighteen hundred 

and forty-eight. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the act entitled t An act to incor- 
porate the Washington Gaslight Company, ap- 
proved July eighth, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, be, and the same 1s hereby, amended by 
inserting in the second section, immediately before 
the word “ fifty,” the words “ three hundred and;” 
and in the seventh section, wherever the word 
« Washington” occurs, by inserting immediately 
thereafter the words and Georgetown. 

Approyen, August 2, 1852. 


Pusiic, XLI.—An Act to grant the Right of Way to 
all Rail and Plank Roads and Macadamized Turn- 
pikes passing through the Public Lands belonging 
to the United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the right of way shall be, and is 
hereby, granted to all rail and plank road or macad- 
amized turnpike companies that are now or that 
may be chartered within ten years hereafter, over 
and through any of the public lands of the United 
States, over which any rail or plank road or mac- 
adamized turnpikes are or may be authorized by 


roved | 


an act of the Legislature of the respective States 
in which public lands may be situated; and the 
said company or companies are hereby authorized 
to survey and mark through the said public lands, 
to be held by them for the track of said road, one 
hundred feet in width: Provided, That in case 
where deep excavation or heavy embankment is 
required for the grade of such road, then at such 
places a greater width may be taken by such com- 
pany, if necessary, not exceeding in the whole, 
two hundred feet. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the said 
company or companies shall have the right to take 
from the public lands, in the vicinity of said road 
or roads, all such materials of earth, stone, or 
wood, as may be necessary or convenient from 
time to time, for the first construction of said road 
or roads, or any part thereof, through said Jand. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That there 
shall be, and is hereby, granted to said company 
or companies, all necessary sites for watering- 
places, depéts, and workshops along the line of 
said road or roads, so far as the places covenient 
for the same may fall upon the public lands: Pro- 
vided, That no one depét or watering-place shall 
contain over one square acre, and that said sites 
shall not be nearer to each other than ten miles 
along the line or lines of said road or roads: Pro- 
vided further, That the said grants herein contained, 
as well of the use of the public lands, as of the 
materials for the construction of said road or roads, 
shall cease and determine, unless the road or 
roads be begun within ten years from and after 
the passage of thisact,and completed within fifteen 
years thereafter: And provided, moreover, That if 
any road, at any time after its completion, be dis- 
continued or abandoned by said company orcom- 
panies, the grants hereby made shall cease and 
determine, and said lands hereby granted revert 
back to the General Government: Provided further, 
That when a location for either of said railroads, 
or plank-roads, macademized turnpikes, or sites 
for depôts on the line of such road or roads, shall 
be selected, the proper officers of such road or 
roads shall transmit to the Commissioner of the 


| General Land Office a correct plat of the survey 


of said road or roads, together with the survey of 
sites for depôts before such selection shall become 
operative: Provided further, That none of the fore- 
going provisions of this act shall apply to, or 
authorize, any rights in any lands of the United 


| States other than such as are held for private entry 


and sale, and such as are unsurveyed and not 


held for public use by erection or improvements || 


thereon. ene 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the right 


| of way through the public lands of the United 
| States lying in Black Rock, in the county of Erie, 


and State of New York, be, and the same is 
hereby, granted to the Lockport and Buffalo Rail- 
road Company: Provided, That in the opinion of 


| the President of the United States such grant be 


not injurious to the public interest, and that the 


i location shall be approved by the President as to 


the position and width of the said railroad: And 
provided further, That if the said railroad shall not 
be completed within two years, or if at any time 
after its completion, the said railroad be discon- 


tinued or abandoned, the grant shall cease and |; 


determine. 
Avproven, August 4, 1852. 


Purne, XLU.—An Act making Appropriations for 
the support of the Military Academy for the year 


ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight |; 


hundred and fifty-three, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
game are hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the support of the Military Academy for the year 
ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-three: 

For pay of officers, instructors, cadets, and mu- 
sicians, eighty thousand four hundred and nine 
dollars. 

For commutation of subsistence, two thousand 
two hundred and sixty-three dollars, 

For forage for officers’ horses, seven hundred 
and sixty-eight dollars. i 

For clothing for officers’ servants, thirty dollars. 


For repairs, fuel, and apparatus therefor, forage | 


for public horses and oxen, postage, stationery, 
printing, and other incidental and contingent ex- 
penses, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For increase and repairs of the library, one 
thousand dollars. 

For improvement and additions to officers’ quar- 
ters, three thousand dollars. 

For additional pay to thelithographer and press- 
man employed in the lithographic office, fifty dol- 
lars each, one hundred dollars. 

For expenses of the board of visitors, three thou- 
sand dollars. 

For purchase of new equatorial telescope, being 
the difference in value between the defective one 
now in use and a new one, five thousand dollars. 

For purchase of thirty artillery and cavalry 
horses, three thousand dollars. 

For forage for ninety artillery and cavalry horses, 
| six thousand four hundred and eighty dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That hereafter 
the assistant professors of French and drawing 
| shall receive the pay and emoluments allowed to 
| other assistant professors. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That to rectify 
a mistake which was made in the enrollment of 
the bill entitled ‘ An act to supply deficiencies in 
the appropriations for the service of the fiscal year 
ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-two,” by omitting a clause appropriating for 
| per diem compensation and mileage of Senators, 
members of the House of Representatives, and 
Delegates, and agreed to by the Senate and House 
of Representatives, the sum of fifty thousand dol- 
lars is hereby appropriated for that object, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
| priated, 

[P Arproven, August 6, 1852. 


| Pusric, XLIN.—An Act to amend an act entitled 

“An act to Settle and Adjust the Expenses of the 

People of Oregon in defending themselves from 

Attacks and Hostilities of Cayuse Indians, in the 

years eighteen hundred and forty-seven and eighteen 

hundred and forty-eight,” approved February four- 
teenth, eighteen hundred and fifty-one. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatines of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
pay out of the money appropriated by the act to 
which this is an amendment, approved February 
fourteenth, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, the 
amount found due to the persons named in the re- 
portof Aaron E. Wait, commissioner to ascertain 
the necessary expenses incurred by said inbabit- 
ants, as the same was communicated to Congress 
by the Legislature of Oregon, at the second session 
of the Thirty-first Congress. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That when a 
| person shall have died, the amount shall be paid 
| to his legal representatives, on the production of 
authenticated copies of the appointment: Provided, 
That if such deceased person shall not have been 
a resident of the Territory at the time of his death, 
‘and shall have left a widow in any one of the 
States of the Union, the amount due such decedent 
shall be paid to such widow; and if there be no 
widow surviving him, and there be infant children, 
then the amount shall be paid the guardian of such 
infant children; and if there be no widow or in- 
fant children, then to the legal representatives of 
such decedent as above provided for. 

APPROVED, August 21, 1852. 


: Pustic, XLIV.—An Act to Confirm to the State of 
Michigan certain Lands selected for Saline Pur- 
poses. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
‘ assembled, That the selection and location by the 
| State of Michigan of the lands lying in said State, 
| described as sections numbered two, three, four, 
| five, eight, nine, ten, eleven, fourteen, fifteen, 
| twenty-one, and twenty-two, in township seven, 
| north of range fourteen east, heretofore made under 
| and by virtue of the fourth proposition contained 
| in the first section of an act entitled *“ An act to 
| establish the northern boundary line of the State 
| of Ohio, and to provide for the admission of the 
| State of Michigan into the Union on certain con- 
! ditions,” approved June twenty-third, eighteen 
' hundred and thirty six, be, and the same are here- 
by, recognized as valid and confirmed to said State, 
in lieu of twelve other sections which were incor- 


x 
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rectly noted as confirmations under said act, by 
reason of an erroneous interpretation given at the 
General Land Office to the original list of selec- 
tions. 

Aprrovep, August 25, 1852. 


Pusuic, XLV.—An Act to provide for executing the 
Public Printing, and establishing the Prices thereof, 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the joint resolution entitled “Joint 
Resolution directing the manner of procuring the 
printing for each House of Congress,” approved 
August third, eighteen hundred and forty-six, be, 
and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That there shall 
be a Superintendent of the Public Printing, who 
shali hold his office for the term of two years, who 
shall receive for his services a salary of twenty-five 
hundred dollars per annum, and who shall give 
bond with two sureties, to be approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, in the penalty of twenty 
thousand dollars, for the faithful discharge of his 
duties under this law. The said Superintendent 
shall be a practical printer, versed in the various ; 
branches of the arts of printing and book-binding, | 
and he shall not be interested directly or indirectly 
in any contract for printing for Congress or for 
any Department or Bureau of the Government of 
the United States. The first Superintendent under | 
this law shall hold his office until the commence- 
ment of the Thirty-third Congress, and the Super- 
intendents thereafter appointed shall hold their |; 
offices for two years, commencing with the first 
day of the session of each Congress, i 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of said Superintendent to receive from 
the Secretary of the Senate and Clerk of the House 
of Representatives all matter ordered by Congress 
to be printed, and from the several chiefs of De- 
pane and heads of Bureaus all matter ordered 

y them respectively, to be printed at the public 
expense, and to keep a faithful account of the same, , 
in the order in which the same shall be received, | 
in a book or books to be by him kept for that pur- 
pose. Ele shall deliver said matter to the public | 
printer or printers in the order in which it shall be | 
received, unless otherwise ordered by the Joint 
Committee on Printing. He shall inspect the work 
when executed by the public printer or printers, 
and shall record in a book or books, to be by him 
kept for that purpose, the dates at which the re- 
turns of said work are made, and whether the same 
is executed in a neat and workmanlike manner, į 
upon the paper furnished to the public printers by | 
said Superintendent, and the amount allowed by 
said Superintendent for the said printing. It shall 
be his duty to supervise the execution of the pub- | 
lic printing; to inspect the work when executed, | 
and to see that the same is done with nex!ness and |! 
dispatch; to report every failure or delinquency of | 
duty on the part of the public printer, and from 
time to time to report the said delinquencies to the |; 
Joint Committee of Congress on Printing. Hej 
shall issue his certificate for the amount cue to the |} 


| the public printer with the quantity used in the | 
|| public service. It shall be the duty of said Super- |: 


| Superintendent, from the account of the printer, 
‘for such job; and an additional deduction of five 


i tendent of the Public Printing shall forfi 


public printer for such work as shall have been 
faithfully executed, which certificate shall be made 
payable to the public printer at the Treasury of 
the United States, and shall not be assignable or | 
transferable by indorsement or delivery to any i! 
third party. Said certificate of the Superintendent |! 
shall be a sufficient voucher for the Comptroller to | 
pass, and for the Treasurer, upon the order of the i 
Second Comptroller, to pay the same. | 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That it shall be |! 
the duty of the said Superintendent of the publie | 
printing to advertise annually in one or more news- 
papers of general circulation in the cities of Boston, 
New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Washington, i 
New Orleans, Louisville, and Cincinnati, for the 
space of sixty days prior to the first of Decen 
ber, for sealed proposals to furnish the Govern- 
ment of the United States ail paper which may be 
necessary for the execution of the public printing, 
of quality and in quantity to be specified in the | 
said advertisements from year to year. He shall | 
open such proposals as may be made, in the pres- į; 
ence of the President of the Senate and Speaker of | 
the House of Representatives, on the first Tuesday - 
after the first Monday of December, annually, pro- |! 
vided a Speaker shall have been elected, or as soon j! 
thereafter as a Speaker shall be elected, and shall |i 


award the contract for furnishing all of said paper, 
or such class thereof as may be bid for to the low- 
est bidder, whose sample, accompanying his bid, | 
shall most nearly approximate to the quality of 


paper (size, weight, and texture all considered) i! 


advertised for by the said Superintendent. The 
sample offered with the bid accepted shall be pre- 
served by the said Superintendent, and it shall be 
his duty to compare these with the paper furnished 


by the public contractor; and he shall not accept || 


any paper from the contractor which does not con- 
form to the sample preserved as aforesaid. It shall 
be the duty of the Superintendent of the public 
printing to deliver the paper for the printing of the 
United States upon the requisitions of the public | 
printer or printers, and to charge him or them 
therewith; and, as the printing is returned and 
passed by the said Superintendent, he shall credit 


intendent to have the requisitions of the printer | 


'| and the returns of paper by the printer balanced |; 


at least once in each year, and in default thereof | 
to report the same to Congress for such proceed- | 
ings as Congress may direct. In default of any 


contractor under this law to comply with his con- 


tract in furnishing the paper in proper time and of | 
ent is authorized |! 


proper quality, the Superintend 
to advertise for proposals, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided, and award the contract to the lowest bidder; 
and for any increase of cost to the Government in 
procuring a proper supply of paper for the use of | 
the Government, the contractor in default and his 


sible for the same, and shall be prosecuted upon 
their bond, by the Superintendent, in the name of 


the United States, in the circuit court of the United |; 


States for the District of Columbia. 

Src. 5. And beit further enacted, That the public | 
printer shall be required to execute each job of | 
printing intrusied to him within thirty days from 
the date of its delivery by the Superintendent, ex- 
cept bills, reports, and joint resolutions, which 
shall be returned as the Clerk of the House or 


Secretary of the Senate shail require, unless, for |; 


good reasons shown, the Superintendent of Print- | 
ing shall extend the time. And should the printer 
detain any matter longer than thirty days, a de- 
duction of five per centum shall be made by the 


per centum for an additional detention of twenty 
days. If the public printer shall detain such mat- 
ter for sixty days, the Superintendent shall with- | 
draw it entirely, and shall employ another printer 
to execute the same with promptness, upon the 
terms provided by law; and in such case the pub- 
lic printer shall not be allowed therefor. | 

Sec. 6. .?nd be tt further enacted, That the Super- | 
intendent of the Public Printing shall not be di- | 
rectly or indirectly interested in the business of 


the Publie Printing, or in any material to be used |i 


by the public printer, or in any contract for fur- 


| nishing paper to Congress or to any department |: 
l oy bureau of the Government of the United States. 


For any violation of this provision the Superin 

it his of- 
fice, and may be indicted before the district court} 
for the District of Columbia, and, if found guilty, 


shall be imprisoned in the penitentiary of the Dis- |i 


trict of Columbia for any term not less than one 


nor more than five years, and, in addition thereto, t 
may be fined in any sum from one thousand to tea |} 
H 
i 


thousand dollars. 

Sec. 7. Andbe it further enacted, Thai when any 
document shali be ordered to be printed by both 
Houses of Congress, the entire printing of such 
document shall be done by the printe ; 
House which frst ordered the same, And when- | 

er the same person or the same firm shall be | 
printer for both Elouses of Congress, and both 
ouses shall order the same document to be 
yrinted within three weeks of the same time, com- 
rosition shall be charged but once for said doc- 
rt; and no sum shall be paid to said printer 


he printed them first to the form or formsin which | 
such document shal! afterwards be printed. 


Sec. 8. And beit further enacted, That there shall ;i 


| 
be elected a public printer for each House of Con- | 
gress, to do the public printing for the Congress | 
for which he or they may be chosen, and such 
printing for the executive departments and bureaus 
of the Government of the United States, as may 


| 


{ 
} 

| 

{ 

i 

i 

| 


| it shall be printed with brevier type, each 


of thatit 


| 
| ten cents. 


be delivered to him or them to be printed, by the 
Í Superintendent of the Public Printing. The fol- 
| lowing rates of compensation shall be paid from 
; time to time for such printing as may be ordered 
| by Congress: 
| First. For bills and joint resolutions: 

For composition per page, fifty cents. 

| For press-work, folding, and stitching, for five 
| kuridred. and eighty copies, thirty-two anda half 
| cents per page; and at the same rate per page for 
- any greater number not exceeding one thousand 
copies. 

Szconn. For reports of committees, and the 
Journals of both Houses, with indexes, and the 
executive documents of each House, embracing 
messages from the President, reports from the ex- 
ecutive departments, bureaus, and offices, and doc- 
uments and statements communicated therewith, 
! with indexes; resolutions and other documents 
from State Legislatures; memorials, petitions, 
treaties, and confidential documents for the Senate; 
for composition per page, octavo— 

For small pica plain, one dollar, 

For small pica rule, one dollar and fifiv cente. 

For brevier plain, one dollar and fifty cents, 

For brevier rule, two dollars. 

For nonpareil rule, three dollars and seventy- 
five cents. 
| . For the composition of tables larger than octavo 
| size, per one thousand ems, seventy cents; but the 
| page of octavo size shall contain not Jess than 
i one thousand six hundred ems, when printed in 


Í 
i A a : : 
| ij small pica; and the body of all plain matter shail 
| securities shall be charged with and held respon- il 
H 


be so printed, except extracts, yeas and nays, 


|; and addenda, which shall be printed with brevier 


, type. 

All rule and figure work shall be printed in royal 
octavo form, with small pica, each page containing 
not less than one thousand six hundred ems, if 
the matter to be printed can be brought iato pages 
of that size with that kind of type, so as to be 
read with facility and convenience. If it cannot, 


age 
containing not less than two thousand eight fae 
dred ems; and if it cannot be brought into a royal 
octavo page with brevier type, so as to be under- 
| stood with facility, it shall be printed with nonpa- 
i reil type, each page containing not less than four 
: thousand two hundred ems; and when it cannot 
he brought into a royaloctavo page with nonpareil 
type, so as to be read with facility, it shall be 
printed with brevier type in a broadside, showing 


|| the whole table at one view, and be so filled that it 


| cap be bound in a royal octavo volume. 

When matter is leaded, the composition shall, 
be counted as if the matter were printed solid, and 
not leaded. 

. For press-work, folding, and stitching of royal 
| octavo size— 

For twelve hundred and fifty copies, thirty-two 
| and a half cents per page, and at the same rate for 
any greater number not exceeding fifteen hundred 
copies. 

For press-work, folding, and stitching of each 
: table larger than royal octavo size— 

For tweive hundred and fifty copies, one dollar 
and twenty-five cents per page, and atthe same 


ii rate for any number not exceeding fifteen hundred 


| copies. 

The following deductions on account of folding 
and stitching copies reserved for binding, shall be 
nad’: 

For royal octavo size, per page, for each hun- 


j; dred copies, one quarter of a cent; fer each table 


i larger than octavo, one quarter of ac 
| following additional charge shall be 
: trimmi» 


; and the 
: owed for 
g, folding, and stitching, and inserting 
each map, chart, diagram, or plat in the copies not 
reserved for binding: for every hu dred copies, 


There shall be allowed forthe press-work on 


i treaties, reports, and other documents, when or- 
|; dered te be printed in confidence, for the use of the 
j Senate, at the following rates: 

| For the press-work, folding, and sti 
altering the headings from the form in which /| 7 


i y shing af 
sixty-five copies, six cents per page when of the 
royal octavo size, and one doilar per page, for 
sixty-five copies when the matter cannot be con- 
tained in the royal octavo page in any type here- 
inbefore specified; and allowance shall be made at 
the same rates for any greater number of copies 
than sixty-five, and not exceeding one hundred. 
Tamro. For tabular statements of the orders of 


i the day, lists of yeas and nays, circular letters, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL 


aud miscellaneous printing ordere 
not hereinbefore specified— 

For composition for plain work, per thousand 
ems, fifty cents. È 

For rule and figure work, fifty cents per thou- 
sand ems. 

For press-work, folding, and stitching, one hun- 
dred copies, per page— 

For royal octavo, or any smaller size, ten cents. 

For quarto post, twenty cents. 

For foolseap and any larger size, twenty cents. 

But the following deductions shall be made from 
the press-work, folding and stitching additional 
numbers to the number usually ordered by Con- 
gress of matter included in the foregoing specifica- | 
tions, to wit: ! 

When the number ordered exceeds five thousand 
and does not exceed ten thousand, two per centum. 

When the number exceeds ten thousand and 
does not exceed twenty thousand, five per centum. 

When the number exceeds twenty thousand, 
forty per centum, 

The press-work, folding, and stitching, ofall 
printing not herein provided for, shall be done by 
the ream—the rates shall be two dollars per ream | 
when printed on one side, and four dollars per 
ream when priñted on both sides; when any amount 
less than one ream is ordered, it shall be counted 
and settled foras one ream. ! 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That the regu- 
lar numbers of documents ordered by Congress 
shall be printed in octavo form, on paper weighing 
not less than fifty-six pounds for every four hun- 
dred and eighty sheets, and measuring twenty- 
four by thirty-eight inches; and the extra numbers | 
shall be printed on paper weighing not less than 
forty-five pounds for every four hundred and 
eighty sheets, and measuring twenty-four by | 
thirty-eight inches. The paper for any other 
species of printing ordered by Congress may be 
of such size and quality as the Superintendent of 
the Public Printing may deem suitable and proper 

Suc. 10. And be it further enacted, That the pub- 
lie printer 
Superintendent to work at night as well as through 
the day upon the public printing, during the ses- 
sion of Congress, when the exigencies of the 
public service require it. 

Sno. 11. And be it further enacted, That the 
same prices shall be paid for printing for the execu- 
tive departments that are paid for printing for Con- 
gress, except for printing post-bills, which shall 
be printed on paper not less than sixteen by twen- 
ty-six inches, and for printing on parchment. 

here shall be paid for printing the post-bills at 
the rate of one dollar per thousand sheets, and at 
the rate of ten dollars per thousand for printing 
parchments; but nothing shall be allowed for alter- 
ing post-bills when the alteration consists in the 


mere change of a postmaster’s name; and nothing | 


herein contained shall prevent the heads of execu- 
tive departments from employing printers out of 
the city of Washington to execute such printing 
for any of said departments as may be required 
for use out of Washington, when the same can he 
executed elsewhere as cheap as at the rates herein 
specified, increased by the cost of transporting the | 
printed matter to the State or States where such 


matter may be required for use in the public ser- i 


vice, 
Suc. 12. And be it further enacted, That a com- 
mittee, consisting of three members of the Senate 


and three members of the House of Representa- | 
tof the |. 


tives, shall be appointed by the Presiden 
Senate and Speaker of the House, to be called the 
Joint Committee on the Public Printing, which 
committee shall have a right to decide between the 
Superintendent of the Public Printing and the pub- | 
lic printer in any dispute which may arise as to | 
the propriety of the de 
ent making 
the Superintenden 
in his opinion, ma 
pateh, as required 


deductions on account of work which | 
traay refuse to receive,or which, 
y not be done with proper dis- 
by law; and the said commit- 


, or printers, may be required by the |; 


ions of the Superintend- |; 
|; gistature of said State shail cause to be kept an ac- į 
l curate account of the 
ithe lands hereby granted, aud of all expenditures | 
ijn the construction, repairs, and operating of said i 


ness of both Houses, until both Houses shall 
have approved of such contract or arrangement, 
All motions to print extra copies of any bill, re- 
port, or other public document, shall be referred 
to the members of the Committee on Printing from 
the House in which the same may be made. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
: or joint resolutions conflicting with the provisions 
of this act are hereby repealed; but nothing herein 
contained shall be construed to authorize the can- 
| celment of any contract now or heretofore entered 
into with any printer under the Jaws heretofore in 
force, or to abrogate his rights in any way with- 


! outhis consent. Nothing in this act shall be con- 


strued to authorize the printing of the census, but 
the same shall be doneas may be provided by law 
hereafter. 

Approven, August 26, 1852. 


Pusric, XLVI.—An Act granting to the Siate of 
Michigan the Right of Way and a donation of Pub- 
lic Land, for the construction of a Ship Canal 
around the Falls of St. Mary’s, in suid State. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be, and is hereby, granted 
to said State, the right of locating a canal through 
the public lands, known as the military reservation 
at the Falls at St. Mary’s river, in said State, and 
that four hundred feet of land in width, extending 
along the line of such canal, be, and the same is 


the authorty thereof, for the construction and 
convenience of such canal, and the appurtenances 
thereto, and the use thereof is hereby vested in 
said State forever, for the purposes aforesaid and 
no other: Provided, That, m locating the line of 
said canal through said military reservation, the 
same shall be located on the line of the survey 
heretofore made for that purpose, or such other 
route between the waters above and below said 
falls, as, under the approval of the Secretary of 
War, may be selected: And provided further, That 
said canal shall be at least one hundred feet wide, 
with a depth of water twelve feet, and the locks 


t wide, 


sixty fee 
. And be it further enacted, That there be 


Sec. 2 


igan, for the purpose of aiding said State in con- 
structing and completing said canal, seven hundred 
and fifty thousand acres of public lands, to be 
; selected in subdivisions, ag 
| States surveys, by an agent or agents to be ap- 


any iands within said State subject to private 
entry. 


iS- 


i lands hereby granted shall be subject to the d 


purposes aforesaid, and no other; and the said 
canal shall be and remain a public highway for 
the use of the Government of the United States, 
| free from toll or other charge upon the vessels of 
said Government engaged in the public service, 
or upon vessels employed by said Government in 
‘the transportation of any property or troops of 
the United States. 

Sec. 4. 4nd be it further enacted, That if the 


and completed within ten years, the said State of 
Michigan shall be bound to pay to the United 


States the amount which may be received upon 


‘less than one dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, 


ing valid. 


Sec. 5. And beit further enacted, “Phat the Le- 


sales and net proceeds of 


tee shall pass upon the accounts of the Superin- 
tendent of the Public Printing. 
shall have power to adopt such measures as may 
be deemed necessary to remedy any neglect or 
delay in the execution of the public printing, pro- 
vided that no contract, agreement, or arrangemen 
entered into by this committee shall take effect 
until the same shall have been approved by that 
House of Cengress to w 3 
and when the printing delayed relates to the busi- 


Said committee | 


i 
H 


hich the printing belongs, | 


: a 


> 


of the Interior; and whenever said 
fully reimbursed for all advances m 


| over such receipts from said lands and canal, with 


l 


Sec. 3. And be further enacted, That the said į 


GLOBE. 


| hereby, granted, to be used by said State, or under |) 


shall he at lest two hundred and fifty feet long and i; 


‘and hereby is granted to the said State of Mich- 


rreenbly to the United |; 


j 
i 


| pointed by the Governor of said State, subject lo, 
| the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, from i 


posal of the Legislature of said State, for the |! 


said canal shall not be commenced within three, | 


| the sale of any part of said lands by said State not | 


the title to the purchasers under said State remain- ` 


canal, and of the earnings thereof, and shall return | 
ii a statement of the same annually to the Secretary | 
tate shall be: 
ade for the | 
construction, repairs, and operating of said canal, | 
i with legal interest on all advances, until the reim- į 
H bursement of the same, or upon payment by the! 
li United States of any balance of such advances |; 


tax, for the use of said canal, only such tolls ag 
shall be sufficient to pay all necessary expenses 
for the care, charge, and repairs of the same. 
Suc. 6. And be it further enacted, That before it 
shall be competent for said State to dispose of any 
of the lands to be selected as aforesaid, the route 
of said canal shall be established as aforesaid, and 
a plat or plats thereof shall be filed in the office of 
the War Department, and a duplicate thereof in 
| the office of the Commissioner of the General 
i Land Office. 
Approven, August 26, 1852. 


boundaries of the Military Reserve at the St. Peter’s 
river, in the Territory of Minnesota. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
| assembled, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
is hereby, required to cause the lines of the prea- 
| 


| Posne, XLVIL.—An Act to Reduce and Define the 


ent miliiary reserve at Fort Snelling, in the Ter- 
| ritory of Minnesota, to be so contracted as to em- 
! brace the following boundaries, to wit: 
: Beginning at the middle of the channel of the 
| Mississippi river, below Pike’s island; thence ag- 
cending along the channel of said: river in such a 
| direction as to include all the islands of the river, 
to the mouth of Brown’s creek; thence up said 
creek to Rice lake; thence through the middle of 
Rice lake to the outlet of Lake Amelia, to the out- 
let of Mother Jake; thence through said outlet and 
! the middle of Mother lake, to the outlet of Duck 


i 


| lake; thence through said outlet and the middle of 
Duck lake, to the southern extremity of Duck 
‘Jake; thence in aline due south to the middle of 
the channel of the Saint Peter’s river; thencedown 
said river. so as to include all the islands to the 
middle of the channel of the Mississippi river; 
reserving further, for military purposes, a quarter 
section on the right bank of the Saint Peter’s riv- 
er, at the present ferry; and also a quarter section 
on the left bank of the Mississippi river, at the 
present ferry across that stream. 

Seo. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Com- 
; missioner of the General Land Office be, and he 
iis hereby, required to cause to be surveyed, as 
soon as practicable, so much of the lands hereto- 
fore included in the military reserve aforesaid, but 
without the limits of the said military reserve afore- 
‘said, as defined by this act, as have not already 
| been surveyed; and to cause the same, together 

with such of said lands as have been so surveyed, 
with the exceptions hereinafter set forth, to be sold 
at public sale, under the direction of the President 
i of the United States. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the land 
on which the establishment of the Fur Company 
is situated, known as Mendota, with the settle- 
ments immediately around the same, not exceed- 
i ing three hundred and twenty acres, be, and the 

same is hereby, reserved from sale during the term 
of one year after the lands surrounding the same 
shall be offered for sale; and the proper authorities 
are hereby authorized, at any time during said 
‘year, to enter the same for a town site, agreeably 
io and in accordance with the terms and conditions 
of “An act for the relief of the citizens of towns 
upon the lands of the United States, under certain 
circumstances, approved May twenty-third, eigh- 
‘teen hundred ard forty-four. ; 
| See. 4. And be it further enacted, That the lands 
comprised within the hmits of said reserve be, and 
the same are hereby, annexed to and made a part 
of the Chippewa Land District, in said Territory 
“of Minnesota. 
Appnoven, August 26, 1852. 


Porre, XUVIL.— An Act authorizing Imported 
Goods, Wares, and Merchandise, Entered and 
Bonded for Warehousing in pursuance of law, to be 
Exported by certain routes to ports or places in Mex- 
ico. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
eentaiives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That any imported goods in the original 
packages which shall have been duly entered and 
bonded, in pursuance of the warehousing act of 
sixth August, eighteen hundred and forty-six, 
may be withdrawn from warehouse at any time 
within two yeurs from the original importation 
for immediate exportation, without payment of 


| duties, under the provision of the act aforesaid, 


such interest, the said State shall be allowed to ` 


to Chihuahua, in Mexico, by the routes designa- 
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ted in the first section of the act of third March, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five, or by such other 
routes as may be designated by the Secretary of 
the Treasury; and likewise, that any imported 
merchandise duly entered and bonded at Point Isa- 
bel, in the collection district of Brazos de Santiago, 
or imported and bonded at any other port of the 
United States, and transported thence in bond, and 
duly rewarehoused at Point Isabel in pursuance 
of the provisions of the warehousing law of Au- 
gust sixth, eighteen hundred and forty-six, may be 
Withdrawn from warehouse atany time within two 
years from the date of original importation into 
the United States for immediate exportation, with- 
out payment of duties under the provisions of the 
warehousing act aforesaid, to ports and places in 
Mexico, by land or water, or partly by land and 
partly by water, or by such routes as may be des- 
ignated by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That any im- 
ported merchandise duly entered and bonded at 
any port of the United States may bé withdrawn 
from warehouse at any time within two years from 
the date ofimportation without payment of duties, 
in pursuance of the provisions ofthe warehousing 
law of sixth August, eighteen hundred and forty- 
six, for immediate exportation for San Fernando, 
Paso del Norte, and Chihuahua, in Mexico, 
through the port of La. Vaca, in the collection dis- 
trict of Saluria, in the State of T'exas, and be tran- 
shipped inland, thence to San Antonio, in said 
State, and from the latter place to the destinations 
in Mexico aforesaid, either by way of Eagle Pass, 
the Presidio del Norte, and San Elizario, all on 
the Rio Grande; and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall be, and is hereby, authorized to prescribe 
such regulations not inconsistent with law as he 

‘may deem proper and necessary respecting the 
packing, marking, inspection, proof of due deliv- 
ery at their foreign destinations of the imports 
authorized by this and the foregoing section of 
this act, to be exported from the warehouse to 
ports and places in Mexico, and for the due pro- 
tection in other respects of the public revenue. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall appoint inspectors of 
tbe customs to reside at San Antonio, Eagle Pass, 
the Presidio del Norte and San Elizario, or at such 
other points on the routes as he may designate, 
not exceeding four in number, who shall each re- 
ceive an annual salary of two hundred and fifty 
dollars, and who shall make a report semi-annu- 
ally to the Secretary of the Treasury, of all the 
trade that passes under inspection, stating the 
number of packages, description of goods, their 
value, and the names of the exporters. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That no goods, 
wares, or merchandise, exported out of the limits 
of the United States, according to the provisions of 
this act, shall be voluntarily landed or broaght 
into the United States; and on being so landed or 
brought into the United States, they shall be for- 
feited, and the same proceedings shall be had for 
their condemnation, and the distribution of the 
proceeds of their sales, as in other cases of forfeit- 
ure of goods illegally imported; and every person 
concerned in the voluntary landing or bringing 
such goods into the United States, shall be liable 
to a penalty of four hundred dollars. 

Suc. 5, And be it further enacted, That all acts 
and parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
of the foregoing act, be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 

Approven, August 30, 1852. 


Pusuc, XLIX.—An Act to provide for a Tri- 
Monthly Mail from New Orleans to Vera Cruz, 
„via Tampico, and back, in Steam-Vessels. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the Postmaster General be, and he | 


is hereby, authorized and directed to enter into a 
contract for a term of five years, and for a sum not 
exceeding one hundred thousand dollars a year, 
with such person or persons as may offer sufficient 
and satisfactory security, after due public notice, 
for the transportation of the mails of the United 
States, upon the best terms for the United States, 
three times a month from New Orleans, via Tam- 
pico, to Vera Cruz, and back, in steam-vessels, of 
not less than eight hundred tons burden, of the 
best form of construction, adapted to war pur- 
poses, and to the navigation of the southern waters, 


| weekly newspapers may send to each actual sub- 


| thereof, nor any writing or marks upon it, nor 


| not fixed by the provisions of this act, shall, un- 


i be charged with letter postage. ! 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That if the pub- || 


| out of the office to which it is sent for delivery, 


the same to be ready in the shortest possible 
time. 
Approved, August 30, 1852. 


Posie, L.—.4n Met to amend the act entitled “ An 
act to Reduce and Modify the Rates of Postage in 
the United States, and for other purposes,” passed 
March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That from and after the thirtieth day of 
September, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, the 
postage upon all printed matter passing through 
the mail of the United States, instead of the rates 
now charged, shall be as follows, to wit: Each 
newspaper, periodical, unsealed circular, or other 
article of printed matter, not exceeding three ounces 
in weight, shall be sent to any part of the United 
States for one cent, and for every additional ounce, 
or fraction of an ounce, one cent additional shall 
be charged; and when the postage upon any news- 
paper or periodical is paid quarterly or yearly in 
advance at the office where the said periodical or 
newspaper is delivered, or is paid yearly or quar- 
terly in advance at the office where the same is 
mailed, and evidence of such payment is furnished 
to the office of delivery in such manner as the Post 
Office Department shall by general regulations pre- 
scribe, one half of said rates only shall be charged. 
Newspapers and periodicals not weighing over one 
ounce anda half, when circulated in the State where 
published, shall be charged one half of the rates be- 
forementioned: Provided, That small newspapers | 
and periodicals, published monthly or oftener, and 
pamphlets not containing more than sixteen octavo 
pages each, when sent in single packages, weigh- 
Ing at least eight ounces, to one address, and pre- 
paid by affixing postage stamps thereto, shall be 
charged only one half of a’cent for each ounce or 
fraction of an ounce, notwithstanding the postage 
calculated on each separate article of such package 
would exceed that amount. The postage on all 
transient matter shall be prepaid by stamps or 
otherwise, or shall be charged double the rates 
first abovementioned. - 

Sec. 2. And beit further 
bound or unbound, not weighing over four pounds, 
shall be deemed mailable matter, and shall be 
chargeable with postage at one cent an ounce for 
all distances under three thousand miles, and two 
cents an ounce for all distances over three thousand 


enacted, That books, 


miles, to which fifty per cent. shall be added in all || 


cases where the same may be sent without being 
prepaid, and all printed matter chargeable by 
weight shall be weighed when dry. The publish- 
ers of newspapers and periodicals may send to 
each other from their respective offices of publica- 
tion, free of postage, one copy of each publication; H 
and may also send to each actual subscriber, in- į 
closed in their publications, bills and receipts for 
the same, free of postage. The publishers of 


scriber within the county where their papers are 
printed and published one copy thereof. free of 
postage. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no news- 
paper, periodical, magazine, or other printed paper 
or matter, shall be entitled to be sent at the rates 
of postage in this act specified, unless the following 
conditions be observed: 

First. It shall be sent without any cover or 
wrapper, or in a cover or wrapper open at the ends 
or sides, so that the character of the matter con- 
tained therein may be determined without remov- 
ing such wrapper. Second. There shall be no | 
word or communication printed on the same after 
its publication, or upon the cover or wrapper 


upon the cover or wrapper thereof, except the 
name and address of the person to whom it is to 
be sent. Third. There shall be no paper or other 
thing inclosed in or with such printed paper; and 
if these conditions are not complied with, such 
printed matter shall be subject to letter postage; 
and all matter sent by mail from one part of the 
United States to another, the postage of which is 


less the same be entitled to be sent free of postage, | 


lisher of any periodical, after being three months | 
previously notified that his publication is not taken | 


| of the Mississippi river, 


continue to forward such publication in the mail, 
the postmaster to whose office such publication is 
sent may dispose of the same for the postage, un- 
less the publisher shall pay it; and whenever any 
printed matter of any description, received during 
one quarter of the fiscal year, shall have remained 
in the office without being called for during the 
whole of any succeeding quarter, the postmaster 
at such office shall sell the same and credit the pro- 
ceeds of such sale in his quarterly accounts, under 
such regulations and after such notice as the Post 
Office Department shall prescribe. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That so much 
of the second section of the act entitled “ An act 
to modify and reduce the rates of postage in the 
United States, and for other purposes,” approved 
March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, as 
relates to the postage or free circulation or trans- 
mission of newspapers, periodicals, and other 
printed matter, and all other provisions of law 
inconsistent with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That when a 
list of uncalléd-for letters shall be published in any 
newspaper printed in any foreign language, said 
list shall be published in such newgpaper having 
the largest circulation within the range of delivery 
of said office. 

Approvenb, August 30, 1852. 


Puszuic, LI.—.An Act for the Relief of the Wilming- 
ton and Manchester Railroad Company. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to extend 
the time of payment of all duties, except only the 
amount due in fees to custom-house officers, upon 
all iron rails, spikes, bolts, fastenings, and other 
iron necessary for the construction of the Wil- 
| mington and Manchester Railroad, now or here- 
after to be imported at the ports of Wilmington, 
North Carolina, and Charleston, South Carolina, 
by the Wilmington and Manchester Railroad 
Company, to be used on said road for the term of 
four years: Provided, That before the delivery 
of said iron spikes, rails, bolts, fastenings as above, 
the payment of the said duties so suspended by 
this act shall be secured by the bonds of the said 
company, with good personal security, to be ap- 
proved by the United States district judges for the 
States of North and South Carolina: And provided 
also, That so soon as such portion of said railroad 
shall be completed as will render it expedient in 
the judgment of the Postmaster General to contract 
with said company for the transportation of the 
mail along the route of said road and upon said 
road, the Postmaster General do make a contract 
with said company to carry the mail as aforesaid, 
within such rates as are charged by other railroad 
companies, and thatall such sums as may arise in 
favor of said company for the carriage of the mail 
as aforesaid, within ae said term of four years, 
shall be reserved by the Postmaster General for 
the benefit of the Treasury, and applied as they 
fall due towards the payment and satisfaction of 
the bonds of said company to be executed by them 
for the payment of the duties aforesaid. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That before 
the said company shall be entitled to the benefits 
of this act, they shall enter into an agreement to 
transport the mails of the United States upon the 
terms and conditions prescribed by law, and the 
regulations of the Post Office Department made 
| in pursuance thereof: Provided, That the bonds 
to be executed to secure the payment of the duties 
suspended by this act shall be so drawn as to se- 
cure the payment of interest on said duties at the 
rate of six per centum. 


APPROVED, August 30, 1852. 


Posio, LU.—An Act to create an additional Land 
Office in the Territory of Minnesota. 


Be it-enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That so much of the public lands of the 
United States, in the Territory of Minnesota, east 
and west of the range line 
between ranges twenty-seven and twenty-eight 
| West, and that portion west of the Mississippi 
river, in said Territory, lying north of the nearest 
| township line where ‘the above-mentioned range 
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line intersects the east bank of the Mississippi 
river, be formed into a land district to be called 


the Sauk River District, the land office for which |! 


shall be located at such point as the President may 
direct, and shall be removed from time to time to 
other points within said district whenever, in his 
opinion, it may be expedient. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident be, and he is hereby, authorized to appoint, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a register and receiver for said district, who shall 
respectively be required to reside at the site of 
said office, and who shall have the same powers, 
perform the same duties, and be entitled to the 
same compensation as are or may be prescribed 
by lawin relation to other land offices of the United 
States. And in case it shall be found ‘necessary 
or expedient to establish said district during the 
recess of Congress, the President shall be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to appoint the necessary 
officers during such recess, and until the end of 
the next session of the Senate of the United States. 

Arproven, August 30, 1852. 


Posuic, LUI.—.An Act making appropriations for 
the civil and diplomatic expenses of the Government 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-three, and sor other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and are 
hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the ob- 
jects hereafter expressed, for the fiscal year ending 
the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
three, namely, 

Legislative.—For compensation and mileage of 
Senators, one hundred and ten thousand seven 
hundred and seventy-six dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of members of 
the House of Representatives, and Delegates from 
Territories, three hundred and thirty-five thou- 
sand three hundred and fifty-two dollars. 

For compensation of Senators, Members of the 
House of Representatives, and Delegates, fifty 
thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the officers and clerks of 
both Houses of Congress, forty-two thousand five 
hundred and fifty-seven dollars and fifty cents. 

For the contingent expenses of the Senate, viz: 

For pening, thirty-five thousand dollars. 

For binding, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For lithographing, thirteen thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 

For books, twelve thousand dollars. 

For stationery, five thousand dollars. 

For newspapers, two thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For Congressional Globe, six thousand dollars. 

For reporting proceedings, &c., twenty-two 
thousand dollars. 

For messengers, pages, laborers, police, horses, 
and carryalls, twenty thousand dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, nineteen thousand dol- 
lars. 

For the contingent expenses of the House of 
Representatives, viz: 

For printing and binding, one hundred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars: Provided, That on 
settling the accounts of Thomas Ritchie, assignee 
of William M. Belt, the printer of the Thirty-first 
Congress, one half of the prices given by the joint 
resolution of eighteen hundred and nineteen be 
allowed, not exceeding the amounts that would 
be paid under the respective contracts, if settled by 
the prices named in the act passed at the present 
session in regard to the public printing, estimating 
the paper at the actual cost thereof, to be paid out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
ee ue Provided further, That the amount to 

e paid for the said printing, over and above the 
amounts which would be paid under the terms and 
at the rate of the contracts for the same, shall not 
exceed fifty thousand dollars; and for printing the 
obituary notices of the decease of President Tay- 
lor said contractor shall be paid the actual cost, 

with a profit of twenty per centum. . 
For furniture and repairs, three thousand five 

hundred dollars. 

For stationery, eighteen thousand dollars. 


For salary of librarian, reading clerk of the , 


House of Representatives, clerk to the Committee 
on Claims, messengers, pages, and laborers, thirty- 
eight thousand dollars. 


For horses and mail carriages, two thousand five 
hundred dollars. 

For fuel, oil, and candles, two thousand four 
hundred dollars. 

For newspapers, five thousand dollars. 

For engraving and lithographing, twenty-five 
thousand dollars. 


For salary of the Capitol police, three thousand- 


five hundred and sixty dollars. 

For alterations, repairs, and other miscellaneous 
items, thirty thousand dollars. 

Library of Congress —For compensation of li- 
brarian, two assistant librarians, and messenger, 
four thousand five hundred dollars. 

To defray freight and other expenses incurred 
under the act to regulate the exchange of certain 
documents and other publications, approved June 
twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, 
the sum of one thousand dollars, and that the said 
aet is hereby repealed. 

For purchase of books for said Library and for 
contingent expenses thereof, and for purchase of 
furniture for the same, seventy-five thousand dol- 
ars. 

For continuing the preparation and publication 
of the works of the Exploring Expedition, includ- 
ing the expenses of the green-house, and for the 
settlement of arrears due on the erection of said 
green-house, twenty-five thousand dollars: Pro- 
vided, That no part of this appropriation shall be 
applied to the enlarging of the present or the erec- 
tion of new buildings. 

For purchase of law books for said Library, two 
thousand dollars. 

For the publication of the Jefferson Papers, 
under the direction of the Library Committee, in 
addition to the balance of an unexpended appro- 
priation, three thousand dollars. 

Executive.—For compensation of the President 
of the United States, twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Department of State.—-For compensation of the 
Secretary of State, and the clerks, messenger, and 
assistant messenger in his office, thirty-three thou- 
sand seven hundred dollars. 

For incidental and contingent expenses of said 
Department: i 

For publishing the Laws in pamphlet form, and 
in the newspapers of the States and Territories, 
and in the city of Washington, twenty-two thou- 
sand three hundred and twenty-five dollars. 

For proof-reading, packing and distributing laws 
and documents, including cases, labor, and trans- 
portation, ten thousand dollars. , ? 

For the purchase of such works as are immedi- 
ately required for the library of the Department 
of Stat8, two thousand dollars. 

For remodeling the library of the Department 
of State, arranging and classifying the collection, 
binding the pamphlets which are contained therein, 
and preparing a catalogue of the same, one thou- 
sand dollars. 

For stationery, blank books, binding, labor, and 
attendance, furniture, fixtures, repairs, painting 
and glazing, four thousand four hundred dollars. 

For printing (letter-press and copper-plate) books 
and maps, two thousand dollars. 

For newspapers, two hundred dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, one thousand dollars. 

Northeast Executive Building.—For compensa- 
tion of the superintendent and four watchmen of 
the Northeast Executive Building, two thousand 
two hundred and fifty dollars. f . 

For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 

For fuel, labor, oil, and repairs, three thousand 
three hundred dollars. r 

Treasury Department.—For compensation of the 
Secretary of the Treasury and Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury, clerks, messenger, and assistant 
messenger in his office, thirty-three thousand seven 
hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of the First Comptroller, and 
the clerks and messenger in his office, twenty-two 
thousand one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of the Second Comptroller, 
and the clerks and messenger in his office, twenty- 
four thousand six hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of the First Auditor, and the 
clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in his 
office, twenty-three thousand dollars. 

For compensation to the Second Auditor, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office, thirty-four thousand eight hundred dol- 
lars. 

For compensation of the Third Auditor, and 


the clerks, messengers, and assistant messengers: 


in his office, fifty-nine thousand one hundred and 


fifty dollars. ‘The salary of one of the clerks 
created by the act of the twentieth of April, 
eighteen hundred and eighteen, and who is now 
acting as the assistant chief clerk in said office, 
being hereby increased to one thousand six hun-. 
dred dollars per annum. 

For compensation to temporary clerks employed 
in the office of the Third Auditor in making out 
certificates of service from the muster-rolls of 
eigtheen hundred and twelve and the several In- 
dian wars, thirty-five thousand dollars: Provided, 
That no clerk shall receive more than at the rate 
of one thousand dollars per annum under this act, 
except one whose salary shall be sixteen hundred 
dollars per annum, and four whose compensation 
shall be four dollars per day. 

For compensation of the Fourth Auditor, and 
the clerks, messenger, and assistant messenger in 
his office, twenty thousand four hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the Fifth Auditor, and the 
clerks and messenger in his office, fifteen thousand 
six hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the Treasurer of the United 
States, and the clerks and messenger in his office, 
thirteen thousand seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of the Register of the Treas- 
ury, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant mes- 
senger in his office, thirty thousand eight hundred 
dollars. The salary of three of the clerks created 
by the act of the twentieth of April, eighteen hun- 
dred and eighteen, being hereby increased to one 
thousand dollars per annum.” 

For compensation of the Solicitor of the Treas- 
ury, and the clerks and messenger in his office, 
thirteen thousand eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms, and the clerks and messenger in his office, 
sixteen thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the temporary employment of additional 
clerks in the Auditor’s office of the Treasury for 
the Post Office Department, to compute postmas- 
ters’ commissions, rendered necessary by the act 
of Congress reducing the rates of postage, two 
thousand dollars. 


Contingent expenses of the Treasury Department. 
In the office of the Secretary of the Treasury: 

For labor, blank books, stationery, sealing 
ships’ registers, translating foreign languages, 
printing, advertising, printing the public accounts, 
and extra clerk hire for preparing and collecting 
information to be laid before Congress, said clerk 9 
to be employed only during the session of Con- 
gress, or when indispensably necessary to enable 
the Department to answer some call made by either 
House of Congress at one session to be answered 
at another—and no such extra clerk shall receive 
more than three dollars thirty-three and one third 
cents per day for the time actually and necessarily 
employed—ten thousand five hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, two thousand eight 
hundred dollars. 


In the office of the First Comptroller: 
For furniture, one hundred dollars. 
For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, 
and labor, two thousand and thirty-four dollars. 
For miscellaneous items, one hundred and 
twenty-five dollars. 


In the office of the Second Comptroller: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, and print- 
ing blanks, including pay for the National Intelli- 
gencer and Union, to be filed, bound, and pre- 
served for the use of the office, seven hundred 
dollars. 

For labor, office furniture, and miscellaneous 
items, eight hundred dollars. 

In the office of the First Auditor: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, printing 
blanks, and labor, one thousand two hundred dol- 
lars. 

For miscellaneous items, including subscription 
for the Union and National Intelligencer, to be 
filed for the use of the office, three hundred dol- 
lars. 

In the office of the Second Auditor: 

For blank-books, binding, stationery, labor, 
furniture, blanks, newspapers, and miscellaneous 
items, one thousand five hundred dollars. 

In the office of the Third Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, office fur- 
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niture, including carpeting, labor, and miscellane- 
ous items, two thousand dollars. | 
For expenses of arranging document rooms and 
preserving files of papers, one thousand dollars. 
For contingencies. incident to the bounty land | 
service, one thousand four hundred dollars. 
_ In the office of the Fourth Auditor: 
For books and binding, six hundred dollars. 
For printing, fifty dollars. 
For labor, one hundred dollars. 
For miscellaneous items, two hundred dollars. 
In the office of the Fifth Auditor: 
For blank books, binding, and stationery, two | 
hundred and fifty dollars. 
For labor, one hundred and seventy-five dol- 
lara. 
For miscellaneous items, three hundred and fifty 
dollars. 
In the office of the Treasurer: 
For blank-books, binding, labor, stationery, 
and printing, one thousand dollars. 
For miscellaneous items, five hundred dollars. 
In the office of the Register: 
For blank books, binding, and stationer 
thousand five hundred dollars. 
For blank certificates of the registers of vessels, 


y, two 


blank enrollments and licenses, five hundred dol- | 


lars. 


For arranging and binding canceled marine | 
papers returned by the collectors, one thousand |; 


dollars. 


For copper-plate printed certificates of registers || 


of vesgels and crew list, four thousand dollars. 
For labor and other miscellaneous items, one 
thousand dollars. 
In the office of the Solicitor: 


For blank books, binding, stationery, printing | 


circulars and blank forms of reports of district at- 
torneys, clerks of courts, and marshals, and for 


f 
ji 


li 
t 


labor, one thousand and fifty dollars. 
For statutes and reports, including those of the 
several States, one thousand dollars. 
For miscellaneous items, two hundred dollars. 
In the office of the Commissioner of Customs: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, 
and labor, one thousand seven hundred dollars. 
For miscellaneous items, three hundred dollars. 
Southeast Executive Building —For compensation 
of the superintendent and eight watchmen of the 


Southeast Executive Building, four thousand five | 


hundred dollars. 


For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 
, and lights, fourteen thousand ; 


For labor, fuel 
five hundred dollars. 


For rent of additional buildings for the accom- | 


modation of officers of the Treasury Department, 
three thousand five hundred dollars. 


For fuel, watching, and miscellaneous items for || 


the same, four thousand dollars, 

Department of the nterior.—For compensation 
of the Secretary of the Interior, and the clerks, 
messengers, and laborers, in his office, twenty-four 
thousand seven hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, and the recorder, draughts- 
man, assistant draughtsman, clerks, messengers, 
assistant messengers, and packers in his office, 
ninety-eight thousand eight hundred and six dol- 
lars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs, and the clerks, messenger, and assist- 


ant messenger in his office, twenty-six thousand | 


two hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, and the clerks and messengers in his office, 
eighteen thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For compensation to temporary clerks employed 


in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions, one :! 


hundred thousand dollars: Provided, That no clerk 
shall receive more than at the rate of three dollars 


thirty-three and one third cents per day, except | 


dollars perannum: Provided further, That the said 


limitation shall extend to the appropriation for a: 
like purpose contained in the act to supply defi- |! 


i 


i 
1 
{ 


‘| 
| 
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i 

i 


ciencies in the appropriations for the service of the ` 


fiscal year ending the thirtieth June, eigh 


ghteen hun- 


dred and fifty-two, approved July twenty-first, | 


eighteen hundred and fifty-two, instead of the 
proviso thereto. 
Contingent expenses of the Department of the n- 
terior— 
In the office of the Secretary of the Interier: 


j 
| 
HI 
i} 
| 
4 
il 


i 


$ 
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For stationery, printing, binding, furniture, and 
repairs, subscription to newspapers, introducing 
gas into the Patent Office, fuel, and other contin- 
gencies, seven thousand dollars. 

For library books and maps, one thousand 
dollars. 

In the General Land Office: 

For compensation of laborers, two thousand 
dollars. 

For cash system and military patents under laws 
prior to act of twenty-eighth of September, eigh- 
teen hundred and fifty, patent and other records, 
tract books, blank books, and blank forms, for the 
district land offices, binding plats, field notes, and 
stationery, office furniture, and repairs of the 
same, including carpets for rooms and miscellane- 
ous items, twenty-three thousand seven hundred 
and ten dollars. 

To meet farther requirements of the act ‘‘ grant- 
ing bounty land to certain officers and soldiers 
who have been engaged in the military service of 
the United States,” approved the twenty-eighth 
of September, eighteen hundred and fifty, for pat- 
ent and other records, parchment, blank forms of 
returns, &c., twenty-eight thousand dollars. 

In the office of Commissioner of Indian Affairs: 

For blank books, binding, and stationery, one 
thousand dollars. 

For labor, two hundred dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, eight hundred dollars. 

In the office of the Commissioner of Pensions: 

For stationery, printing blank forms and regu- 
lations, furniture, binding books, and miscellane- 
ous items, sixteen thousand dollars. 

War Department.—For compensation of the Sec- 
retary of War, and the clerks, messenger, and 
assistant messenger in his office, seventeen thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerk and messenger 


in the office of the Commanding General, one 
H 


thousand five hundred dollars. 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 


j in the office of the Adjutant General, ten thousand 
| four hundred and fifty dollars. 


For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Quartermaster General, twelve 
thousand three hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of Clothing and Eyuipage in Philadel- 
phia, four thousand and forty dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Paymaster General, nine thou- 
sand nine hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 


in the office of the Commissary General of Sub- || 


sistence, six thousand three hundred dollars. 


For compensation of one additional clerk in the’ 


office of the Commissary General of Subsistence, 
one thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Chief Engineer, five thousand 
nine hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the office of the Surgeon General, three thou- 
sand six hundred and fifty dollars. 


For compensation of the clerks and messencer |: 
ay Ent H : ere 
in the office of the Colonel of Ordnance, eight thou- | 


sand six hundred and fifty dollars. 
For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
in the Bureau of Topographical Engineers, four 


4) thousand nine hundred dollars. 


Contingent expenses of the War Department-— 
In the office of the Secretary of War: 
For blank books, binding, stationery, labor, and 


| printing, one thousand four hundred and fifty dol- |. 
: dare. i 
For books, maps, and plans, one thousand dol- | 


lars. 
For extra clerks, one thonrand 
dotlars. 


a 


Ve 


For miscellaneous items, five hundred and fifty | 


two whose compensation shall be twelve hundred | ¢ollars. 


In the office of the Commanding General: 
For miscellaneous items, three hundred dollars. 
In the office of the Adjutant Gene 
For printing Army Register, general orders, 
circulars, &c., seven hundred dollars. 
For blank books, binding, and stationery, five 


| hundred dollars. 


For miscellaneous items, including office furni- 
ture, three hundred dollars. 
In the office of the Quartermaster General 
ineluding the office at Philadelphia: 


i 


hundred ; 


t 


| For labor, one hundred and fifty dollars. 

| For printing, two hundred dollars. 

| For office rent at Philadelphia, five hundred 
dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, four hundred dollars. 

In the office of the Commissary General of 
Subsistence: 

For blank books, binding, printing, stationery, 
advertising, and labor, three thousand dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, one hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

In the office of the Chief Engineer: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and print- 
| ing, six hundred dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, including subscriptions 
to two daily Washington newspapers, four hun- 
dred dollars. 

In the office of the Surgeon General: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, and print- 
ing, two hundred and twenty-five dollars. 
| _ For miscellaneous items, one hundred and fifty 
; dollars. 

In the Bureau of Topographical Engineers: 
| For blank books, binding, stationery, and labor, 
seven hundred and fifty dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, five hundred dollars, 

Northwest Executive Building. —For compensa- 
tion of the superintendent and four watchmen of 
| the Northwest Executive Building, two thousand 
i two hundred and fifty dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 

; For labor, fuel, and light, two thousand four 
| hundred dollars. 

i For miscellaneous items, one thousand dollars. 

Building corner of F and Seventeenth streets.—For 
rent of house on northwest corner of F and Seven- 
teenth streets, and warming all the rooms in it, 
| twenty-one thousand eight hundred and seventy- 
j! five dollars. 
| For compensation of superintendent and four 
| watchmen of the building corner of F and Seven- 
| teenth streets, two thousand two hundred and fifty 
| dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said building, viz: 

For labor, five hundred and forty dollars. 

For miscellaneous items, eight hundred and 
sixty dollars. 

Navy Department.—For compensation of the 
| Secretary of the Navy, and the clerks, messenger, 
' and assistant messenger in his office, twenty-two 
| thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
i, Construction, Equipment, and Repairs, and the 
i clerks, draughtsman, and messenger in his office, 
; thirteen thousand six hundred dollars. 
| For compensation of the chief naval constructor 
j: and the engineer-in-chief, six thousand dollars. 
For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
|: Ordnance and Hydrography, and the clerks, 
' draughtsman, and messenger in his office, nine 
| thousand four hundred dollars. 
i| For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 
Navy-yards and Docks, and of the civil engineer, 
draughtsman, clerks, and messenger in bis office, 
twelve thousand six hundred dollars. 
_ For compensation of the clerks and messenger 
‘in the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, seven 
|: thousand three hundred dollars. 
£ __ For compensation of the chief of the Bureau of 

Medicine and Surgery, and the assistant to chief, 
_ clerks and messenger in his office, seven thousand 
: seven hundred dollars. 

_ Contingencies of the Navy Department 

For contingencies of the Navy Department, and 

all the bureaus connected therewith, viz : 
{For blank books, binding, stationery, printing, 
labor, newspapers, periodicals, and miscellaneous 
items, six thousand nine hundred and thirty dol- 
sars. 

Southwest Executive Building.—For compensa- 
tion of the superintendent and three watchmen of 
the Southwest Executive Building, one thousand 
seven handred and fifty dollars. 

For an additional watchman of the Southwest 
| Executive Building, five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said buildiag, viz: 

For fuel, three hundred and twenty-five dollars. 

For fuel and lights, one thousand three hundred 
and fifty dollara. 

For miscellaneous items, one thousand one hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. 
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ters General, and the clerks, messenger, assistant 
messengers, and watchmen of said Department, 
one hundred and one thousand nine hundred dol- 
lars. . E WAP Tas ert 
For compensation of-one additional clerk in the 
office of the Postmaster General one thousand dol- 
lars. Be . “hat eet 
For compensation of the superintendent of the 
Post Office Building, two- hundred and fifty dol- 
ars. : a j 
Contingent expenses of the Post Office Department .— 
For blank books, binding, stationery, fuel, for 
the General Post Ofiice Building, oil, gas, and can- 
dles, printing, labor, day watchmen, and for mis- 


cellaneous expenses, twelve thousand five hundred | 


dollars. 
For repairs of the General Post Office Building, 
for office furniture, glazing, whitewashing, and for 


keeping the fire-places and furnaces in order, one | 


thousand five. hundred dollars. i 
Auditor of the Post Office Department.—F or com- 
pensation of the Auditor of the Post Office Depart- 


ment, and the clerks, messenger, and assistant | 


messenger in his office, one hundred and three 
thousand two hundred dollars. N 

For contingent expenses of said office, viz: 

For blank books, binding, stationery, labor, 
printing blanks and circulars, nine thousand seven 
hundred dollars. i i 

For miscellaneous items, one thousand five hun- 
dred dollars. 
Mint of the United States. 
At Philadelphia, viz: 

For salaries of the director, treasurer, chief 
coiner, melter, and refiner, engraver, assayer, as- 
sistant assayer, and their clerks, twenty-one thou- 
sand dollars. 


For wages of workinen, fifty thousand dollars. | 


_ For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- 
ing fuel, materials, stationery, water-rent, re airs, 


and wastage, in addition to other available funds, | 


twenty-five thousand dollars. 


For specimens of ores and coins to be reserved | 


at the Mint, three hundred dollars. 
At Charlotte, North Carolina: 


For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, | 


and clerk, six thousand dollars. 

For wages of workmen and watchmen, four 
thousand one hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses, including wastage of 
gold, fuel, materials, stationery, and repairs, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

At Dahlonega, Georgia: 


For salaries of superintendent, coiner, assayer, . 


and clerk, six thousand dollars, 
For wages of workmen, three thousand six hun- 
dred dollars. 


For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- | 


ing wastage, one thousand four hundred dollars. 
‘At New Orleans, Louisiana. 


For salaries of superintendent, treasurer, assay- | 


er, coiner, melter, and refiner, and clerks, seven- 
teen thousand three hundred dollars. 

For wages of workmen, thirty-five thousand 
seven hundred dollars. 


For incidental and contingent expenses, includ- | 


ing fuel, materials, stationery, water-rent, repairs, |, 


and wastage, in addition to other available funds, 
forty-five thousand two hundred dollars. 

For new machinery, twenty-four thousand dol- 
dars. 

For the proportion due by said Mint for square 
block paving from Esplanade to Barrack streets, 
to be paid to Thomas Hynes, twelve hundred 
and sixty-five dollars and forty cents. 

Government in the Territories. 

Territory of Orezon.—For salaries of governor, 
three judges, and secretary, ten thousand five 
hundred dollars. 


l hereby, 


fines, penalties, 
: fiscal year ending Í t : 
‘and fifty-three, and previous years, and likewise 


; United States are concerned, and of prosecutions 
i for offenses committed against the United States, 


For contingent expenses of said Territory, one | 


thousand five hundred dollars. 


For compensation and mileage of the members | 


of the Legislative Assembly, 


thousand four hundred and forty dollars. 
Territory of Minnesota.—For salaries of govern- 
or, superintendent of Indian affairs, three judges 
and secretary, nine thousand séven hundred dol- 
‘lars. 
For contingent expenses o 
thousand dollars. — 


158 


f said Territory, one 


officers, clerks, and | 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, nineteen |: j 
‘thousand eight hundred and forty-four, the said 
l county has paid money which, in accordance with 


| which were paid by said county prior to the first 


i! Treasury, 


i clerks and messenger in his office, ten thousand 


For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, oficers, clerks, abd 
contingent ‘expenses of the- Assembly; twenty 
thousand dollars. : = Segi 


Territory of New Mexico.—For salaries of gov- 
‘ernor, superintendent of Indian affairs, dike juices 
and secretary, hine thousand seven hundred dol- 
ars. : D : 
For contingerit expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand dollars. 0 7 S E 
_ For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand dollars. na 

For compensation of the acting sécretary of the 
Territory of New Mexico, from the fifth of April, 
eighteen’ hundred and fifty-one, to the twentieth 
of June, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, four hun- 
dred and twenty-five dollars. ` 

Territory of Utah.—For salaries of governor, su- 
perintendent of Indian affairs, three judges and 
secretary, nine thousand seven hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of said Territory, one 
thousand dollars. 

For compensation and mileage of the members 
of the Legislative Assembly, officers, clerks, and 
contingent expenses. of the Assembly, twenty 
thousand dollars. 


Judiciary —For salaries of the Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court and eighteen associate judges, 
forty-one thousand dollars. - a 

For salaries of the district judges, seventy-two 
thousand dollars And the district judge of the 
northern district of California, until otherwise pro- 
vided by Jaw, shall be judge of the.southern dis- 
trict in that State, with an additional annual com- 
pensation of fifteen hundred dollars, so long as he 
discharges the duties of both districts. And an 
appeal from all final judgments and decrees ren- 
dered in any of the district courts in California, in 
cases of equity, of admiralty, and maritime juris- 
diction, and of prize or no prize, when the matter 
in dispute, exclusive of cost, shall exceed the sum 
-or value of two thousand dollars, shall be allowed 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
upon such appeal. the like proceedings shall be 
had as now provided by law on appeals in like 
cases from the judgment or decrees of the circuit 
courts to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

For salaries of the Chief Justice of the District 
of Columbia, the associate judges, and the judges 
of the criminal court and orphans’ court, eleven 
thousand two hundred dollars. 

For salaries of the Attorney General, and the 


three hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of the office of the 
Attorney General, five hundred dollars. 

For salary of the Reporter of the Decisions of the 
Supreme Court, one thousand three hundred dol- 
lars, for each volume published by the direction of 
the Supreme Court. 

For compensation of the district attorneys, eight 
thousand eight hundred dollars. 

For compensation of the marshals, seven thou- 
sand four hundred dollars. 

For defraying the expenses of the supreme, cir- 
cuit, and district courts of the United States, in- 
cluding the District of Columbia, also for jurors 
and witnesses, in aid of the funds arising from 
and forfeitures, incurred in the 
Junethirtieth, eighteen hundred 


for defraying the expenses of suits in which the 


and for the safe-keeping of prisoners, six hundred 
and thirty thousand dollars. 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
directed to examine the claim presented by 
the county of Des Moines, in the State of Iowa, 
for the expenses of the United States district court, 


day of January, one thousand eight hundred and 
forty-four; and if, upon such examination, he is 
satisfied that prior to the first day of January, one 


he instructions of the First Comptroller of the 
dated December nineteenth, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and forty-three, should have 
been paid by thé marshal of the United States fot 


said ‘Territory, he is directed to audit and allow 


| apparatus, one hundred and eighty-two thousan 


| ing and repairing, 


the same: Providedy That the amount thus allowéd 
shall:not-exceed the-sum of twelvethousand dol- 


‘lars, which is hereby appropriated ‘for that pur- 


-pose. ! gees a Ro Pea Ee Ree 
« Surveyors General andthéir clerks. —For compen- 


| sation-of the Surveyor General northwest of the 


Ohio, and the clerks in-his office, eight thousand 


| three- hundred dollars. + ; : 


For compensation of the Surveyor General of 


-Hinois and Missouri; andthe clerks’ in his office, 


five thousand eight:shundred and-twerity dollars. 
For compensation:of the Surveyor General of 
Louisiana, and:the clerks in his.office, four thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. : ees 
- Por compensation of the Surveyor General of 
Florida, and the clerks in his office, five thousand 
five hundred dollars. 
For compensation of the Surveyor General of 


“Wisconsin and Lowa, and the clerks in his. office, 


eight thousand three hundred dollars. 


For compensation of the Surveyor General of 


„Arkansas; and the clerks in his office, eight thou- 


sand three‘ hundred dollars. : S 

For compensation of the Surveyor General of 
Oregon, and the clerks in. his-office, six thousand 
five hundred dollars. : : : 

Wor compensation of the Surveyor General of 


California, and the clerks in his office, eighteen 
thousand. five hundred dollars. ee 


For clerks in the offices of the Surveyor Gen- 
eral, including the office in Oregon, to be appor- 
tioned’ to them according to the exigencies of the 
public service, and to be employed in transcribing 
field notes of surveys for the purpose of preserv- 
ing them at the seat of government, thirty-three 
thousand dollars. : i 

Light-House Establishment.—For supplying light- 
houses, containing three thousand two hundred 
and seventy-two lamps, with ‘oil, tube-glasses, 
wicks, bufiskins, whiting, and cotton cloth, trans- 
portation, and other expenses on the same,-and 
for repairing and keeping in repair the. lighting 


three hundred and thirty dollars and seventy-eight 
cents. 2 
For repairs and incidental expenses, refitting 


| and improvements of light-houses and buildings 


connected therewith, one-hundred and ten thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-seven dollars. 

For salaries of three hundred and twenty-one 
light-house keepers and twenty-four assistants, 
(twenty-four of them charged with double lights, 
and two with triple lights,) and including: one 
thousand two hundred dollars for salary of an in- 
spector of lights on the upper lakes, one hundred 
and thirty-six thousand seven hundred and eigb- 
teen dollars and thirty-three cents. os 

For salaries of forty-two keepers 0 
twenty-three thousand dollars, 

For seamen’s wages, repairs and supplies of 
light-boats, one hundred and three thousand six 
hundred and sixty-four dollars and fifty-two cents. 

For expenses of weighing and mooring, cleans- 
and supplying losses of beacons, 
buoys, chains, and anchors, fifty-nine thousand 
and fifty-seven dollars and thirty-two cents. 

For commissions at two and a half per centum 
to such superintendents as are entitled to the same 
ander the proviso to the act of March third, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-one, entitled** An act 
making appropriations for the civil and diplomatic 
expenses of Government for the year ending June 
thirtieth, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, and for 
other purposes,” on the amount that may be dis- 
bursed by them, eight thousand dollars. | 

For expenses of superintendents in visiting 
light-houses annually, and reporting their condi- 
tion, two thousand dollars. 

For the erection of a light-house on Seaborse 
Key, in Florida, in addition to eight thousand 
dollars appropriated by the act of September 
twenty-eight, eighteen hundred and fifty, four 


f light-boats, 


| thousand dollars. 


For the completion of the light-house of the 
third class at Red Fish Bar, Galveston Bay, 
Texas, five thousand dollars. 

For rebuilding the light-house at Cape St. Blas, 
in Florida, twelve thousand dollars. : 

For expenses of coloring and numbering all the 
buoys, under the act of September twenty-eight, 
eighteen hundred and fifty, twelve thousand dol- 
lars. s 

For the additional expense incurred for fog-sig- 
nals, authorized by the act of twenty-eighih of 
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September, one thousand eight bundred and fifty, 
by the application of horse-power to some of them, 
one thousand dollars. ; : 

Independent Treasury.—For salaries of the assist- 
ant: treasurers of the United States at New York, 
Boston, Charleston, and St. Louis, eleven thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. f 

For compensation of the treasurer of the branch 
Mint at San- Francisco, California, four thousand 
five hundred doHars, and ‘additional salaries of the 
treasurer of the Mint at Philadelphia of one thou- 
sand. dollars; and. of the treasurer of: the branch 
Mint at New Orleans of five -hundred dollars, six 
thousand dollars. : 

For salaries of ten additional clerks, authorized 
by the acts of August sixth, eighteen hundred and 
forty-six, and August twelfth, eighteen hundred 
and forty-eight, and a clerk for the treasurer of the 
branch Mint at San Francisco, California, at-a 
salary of two- thousand: five : hundred dollars, 
twelve thousand one hundred dollars. H 

For salary of chief clerk to the assistant treas- | 
urer at New York, fifteen hundred dollars. i 

For.contingent “expenses under the act for the 
safe-keeping, collecting,transfer, and disbursement 
of the public revenue, of sixth August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, twenty thousand dollars: 
Provided, That no part of said sum of twenty 
thousand dollars shall be expended for clerical ser- 
vices. r: ` 

For compensation to special agents to examine 
the books, accounts, and money on hand in the 
several depositories, under the act of Augustsixth, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, seven thousand 
dollars... ; 

Survey of the Coast.—For survey of the coast of 
the United States, including compensation to Su- 
perintendent and.assistants, (and excluding the | 

ay and emoluments of officers of the Army and 

avy, and petty officers and men of the Navy em- 
ployed in the work,) one hundred and eighty-six 
thousand dollars. 

For continuing the survey of the Florida reefs | 
and keys, (excluding the pay and emoluments of 
the officers of the Army and Navy, and petty offi- 
cers and men.of the Navy employed in the work,) 
thirty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the survey of the western coast 
of the United States, (excluding the pay and 
emoluments of the officers of the Army and Navy, 
and the petty officers and men employed in the 
‘work,) one hundred and fifty thousand dollars: 
Provided, That a sufficient number of the super- 
numerary second lieutenants, graduates of the 
Military Academy, for whom there is no command 
in the Army, shall, upon the application ofthe 
Superintendent of the Coast Survey, be detailed 
to take the places and do duty on the Coast Survey, 
instead of the civilians now employed in that ser- 
vice. 

Marine Hospitals.—For draining hospital site, 
and heating and watering the hospital at Louis- 
ville, Kentucky, two thousand dollars. 

For draining hospital site and heating and water- 
ing the hospital at Paducah, two thousand dollars. 

For draining hospital site and heating and water- 
ing the hospital at Napoleon, two thousand dol- 
lars. 


jand all other taxes whatever, by the act of the 


secured by good and sufficient sureties to the sat- 


For draining hospital site and heating and water- | 


ing the hospital at Natchez, two thousand dollars 

For draining hospital site and heating and water 
ing the hospital at St. Louis, two thousand dol 
lars. 


For draining hospital site and heating and water- | 


ing the hospital. at Cleveland, two thousand dol 
ars, 

To meet outstanding claims incurred in finishing 
the hospital at Pittsburg, and grading and draining 
thesite, fifteen hundred and sixty-three dollars and 
forty-eight cents. 

For completing the construction of the marine 
hospital at San Francisco, California, and for ar- 


ranging the grounds, fencing, furnishing warming 


f S 
apparatus, and superintendence thereof, one hun- 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized. and directed tò purchase a 
suitable site in Portland, in the State of Maine, or 
in such place in the immediate vicinity thereof as 
he shall deem proper, and to cause to be erected 
thereon, under his direction, a marine hospital for 
the relief of sick and disabled seamen; and for 
that purpose the sum of thirty thousand dollars be, 
and: the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 


z 


| ing shall be exempted from city. and all other taxes 


| same, at a sum or sums which shall not in the ji 


| 
' 
t 
dred and thirty thousand dollars. ! 
t 
i 
li 
} 
j 
| 


money 
ated.: ER ! 
Custum-Houses.—For continuing the construc- | 

i 


> <a 
in-the Treasury not otherwise appropri- į 


| 
$ 


tion of the custom-house at Charleston, South Car- 
olina, two hundred thousand dollars. . : 
For continuing the construction of the custom- 
house at New Orleans, Louisiana, one. hundred |} 
and fifty thousand dollars, subject to the limita- | 
tions and restrictions imposed on. the appropria- 
tion made for the same object at the last session of 
Congress: Provided, That, in case the superin- 
tendence of the building be confided to an officer | 
detailed from the Corps of Topographical Engi- 
neers, the acting architect be dispensed with, and 
the said superintendent allowed a compensation 
not exceeding eight dollars per day. 
` For purchasing a site and the construction of a 
suitable building at Wilmington, Delaware, for | 
custom-house, post office, court-rooms, and other | 
offices of the United States, and furnishing the 
same, twenty-five thousand dollars: Provided, That |; 
the said lot and building be exempted from city 


Legislature of Delaware: And provided further, 
That, before the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
erect the said building, it shall first be his duty to | 
procure a proper site, or lot of ground, and to 
make a contractor contracts for the erection of 
said building, and furnishing the same, at a sum 
or sums which: shall not in the whole exceed the 
sum of twenty-five thousand. dollars, inclusive of 
said lot, which said contract or contracts shall be 


isfaction of the said Secretary of the Treasury and 
President of the United States. 

For the construction of a custom-house at Asto- 
ria, Oregon, in addition to ten thousand dollars | 
heretofore appropriated, thirty thousand dollars. 

For purchasing a site, and the construction of | 
a suitable buildiig at Richmond, Virginia, for 
custom-house, post office, court-rooms, and other || 
offices of the United States, one hundred thousand 
dollars: Provided, That the said lot and building 
shall be exempted from city and all other taxes 
whatever by the act of the Legislature of Virginia: 
And egrovided Jurther, That before the Secretary of || 
the Treasury shail erect the said building, it shall || 
first be his duty to procure a proper site or lot of 
ground, and to make a contract or contracts for 
the erection of said. building and furnishing the 
same, at a sum or sums which. shall pot inthe 
whole exceed the sum of one hundred and fifty 
thousand dollars, inclusive of said lot, which said 
contract or contracts shall be secured by good and 
sufficient sureties, to the satisfaction of the said 
Secretary of the Treasury and President of the 
United States. 

For annual repairs and office fixtures for the 
custom-house at Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 
Erie, Pennsylvania, and other places, twenty-five | 
thousand dollars. 3 ; 

To enable the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase an addition to the custom-house at Balti- 
more, and to repair and alter the edifice, one hun- 
dred and ten thousand dollars, said sum to cover 
all expenses of purchase, repair, and improve- | 
ment. 

For purchasing a site and the construction of | 
a suitable building at Waldoboro’, Maine, for : 
custom-house, post office, and other offices of the | 
United States, and furnishing the same, twelve | 
thousand dollars: Provided, That said lotand build- 


whatever by the act of the Legislature of Maine: | 
Ind provided further, That before the Secretary of | 
the Treasury shall erect the said building, it shall | 
first be his duty to procure a proper site or lot of | 
ground, and to make a contract or contracts for 
the erection of said building and furnishing the 


whole exceed the sum of twelve thousand dollars, 
inclusive of said lot; which said contract or con- 
tracts shall be secured by good and sufficient sure- 
ties to the satisfaction of the said Secretary of the 
Treasury and President of the United States. 

Intercourse with foreign nations.—For salaries of 
Ministers of the United States to Great Britain, 
France, Russia, Prussia, Spain, Brazil, Mexico, 
and Chili, seventy-two thousand dollars. 

For salaries of the secretaries of legation to the 
same places, sixteen thousand dollars. 

For outfit of Ministers of the United States to 
Great Britain and Mexico, eighteen thousand dol- 
lars. ; 


For salary of the Minister Resident to Turkey, 
six thousand dollars. 

For salary of the dragoman to the legation te 
Turkey, twenty-five hundred dollars. 

For salaries of Chargés d'Affaires to Portugal, 
Austria, Denmark, Sweden, Holland, Belgium, 
Naples, Sardinia, the Papal. States, Peru, New 
Granada, Venezuela, Buenos Ayres, Bolivia, Gua- 
temala, Ecuador,and Nicaragua, seventy-six thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. 

For contingent expenses of all the missions 
abroad, forty thousand dollars. 

For contingent expenses of foreign intercourse, 
forty thousand dollars. 

: For expenses of intercourse with. the Barbary 


| Powers, nine thousand dollars. 


For salary of the Consal at London, two thou- 
sand dollars, 

For salary of the Commissioner to the Sandwich 
Islands, five thousand dollars. 

For interpreters, guards, and other expenses of 
the Consulates at Constantinople, Smyrna, and 


i Alexandria, fifteen hundred dollars.: 


For office rent of the Consal at Basle, in Switzer- 
land, one hundred dollars. 

For salary and outfit of a Commissioner to reside 
in China, including the additional compensation 
under the act to carry into effect certain provisions 
in the treaties between the United States and 


| China, and the Ottoman Porte, eighteen thousand 


dollars. 
For salary of the interpreter and secretary to 
said mission, two thousand five hundred dollars. 
For compensation to the Consuls at the five ports 
in China, viz: Kwang Chow, Amoy, Fuchow, 
Ning-po, and Shanghai, five thousand dollars. 
Forsalary of the Consul-General at Alexandria, 
three thousand dollars. i 
For the relief and protection of American seamen 


: in foreign countries, one hundred and twenty-five 


thousand dollars. 

For clerk hire, office rent, and other expenses 
of the office of the Consul of the United States at 
London, two thousand eight hundred dollars. 

a ror salary ofthe Consulat Beyrout, five hundred 
ollars. 

For compensation to the Acting Chargë d’A flaires 
to Russia from the fifteenth of August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-eight, to the fifteenth of Janu- 
ary, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, one thou- 
sand and forty-one dollars and sixty-seven cents. 

To compensate Dabney S. Carr for expenses in- 
curred while in the diplomatic service of the coun- 
try, to be allowed in the settlement of his accounts 
with the Government, seven thousand one hundred 
and forty-four dollars. 

To the secretary of legation at the Court of St. 


| James, for services as chargé d’affaires at said 


Court from the thirty-first of August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-nine, to the eleventh of October, 
eighteen hundred and forty-nine, three hundred 
and one dollars and thirty-two cents. 

To enable the President of the United States to 
make compensation to theSpanish Consuland other 
subjects of Spain residing at New Orleans, and sub- 
jects of Spain at Key West, for losses occasioned 


| by violence in the year eighteen hundred and fifty- 


one, arising from intelligence then recently received 
at those places of the execution of certain persons 
at Havana who had recently invaded the Island 
of Cuba, twenty-five thousand dollars: Provided, 
That before payments be made under this appro- 
priation, the President of the United States shall 
cause an investigation to be made of such alleged 
losses, and that the same, together with the reason- 
able costs of the investigation, shall be paid on the 
certificate of the Secretary of State, that the same 
are proven to the satisfaction of the President. 
For compensation to Peter Parker, as Acting 
Chargë d’Affaires at Canton, China, for two years, 
from the twenty-fourth May, eighteen hundred and 


| fifty, to twenty-fourth May, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-two, which shall be in full for all demand for 
; such services for the period named, four thousand 


dollars. 

For compensation of Charles D. Arfwedson, 
Consul of the United States at Stockholm Sweden, 
for diplomatic services rendered as chargé d'affaires 
at that place, by the instruction of the Secretary 
of State, from the recall of Mr. Ellsworth to the 
arrival of Mr. Schroeder, appointed chargé d’af- 
faires from the twenty-fourth July, eighteen hun- 


| dred and forty-nine, to the twenty-second day of 


April, eighteen hundred and fifty, a period of eight 


eee nance neem nt ent 
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months and twenty-nine days, being one half of 
the salary of the chargé d’aitaires, and in full for 
all such service for the period named, sixteen hun- 
dred and eighty-one dollars and twenty-five cents. 

That the Secretary of State cause the accounts 
of Joseph Balestier, late special agent of the United 
States in Asia, to be settled in such manner as to 
allow him his traveling and other necessary €x- 
penses incurred in returning to the United. States 
after receipt of notice of the termination of his mis- 
sion; and that his salary as such agent be also 
allowed from the time when it was discontinued 
until a reasonable time for his return, not exceed- 
ing six months, to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

To Anthony Ten Eyck, for additional compen- 
sation as late Commissioner to the Sandwich 
Islands, being the same amount allowed by act of 
September thirtieth, eighteen hundred and fifty, 
to Charles Eames, his successor, three thousand 
dollars. j 

- Public Lands.—For salary of the recorder of 
land titles in Missouri, five hundred dollars. 

For compensation for secretary to sign patents 
for public lands, one thousand five hundred dol- 

ars. 


For salaries and commissions of registers of land | 


offices, and receivers of public moneys, one hun- 
dred and twenty-six thousand eight hundred dol- 
ars. . 

For expenses of depositing public moneys, by 
receivers of public money, twenty-three thousand 
five hundred and eighty dollars. 

For incidental expenses of the several land offi- 
ces, thirty-four thousand two hundred and forty 
dollars. 

Surveys of Public Lands.—For surveying the 
public lands, including incidental expenses and 
special surveys, demanding augmented rates, to 
be applied and apportioned to the several districts 
according to the exigencies of the public service; 
the pa to be applied to the surveys required by 
the location and survey of private claims in Flor- 
ida, to be disbursed at a rate not exceeding five 
dollars per mile, in addition to the unexpended 
balances of former appropriations, one hundred 
and fifteen thousand dollars. 

For survey of the islands in Saginaw bay and 
river, and other islands on the coast of Lakes Hu- 
ron and Michigan, six hundred dollars. 

For correcting erroneous and defective lines of 
the public and private surveys in Missouri, at a 
rate pot exceeding six dollars per mile, including 
ofice work, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For completing the survey of towns and villages 
in Missourl named in the act of June thirteenth, 
eighteen hundred and twelve, and May twenty- 
sixth, eighteen hundred and twenty-four, one 
thousand dollars. 

For transcribing records of private land claims 
in the office of recorder of land titles at St. Louis, 
twelve hundred dollars, 


For additional compensation to certain deputy 
surveyors in Illinois and Missouri, for corrective | 


and detached surveys, one thousand six hundred 
and ninety-four dollars and forty-seven cents. 

For the payment of a balance due for survey- 
ing done in the State of Mississippi, in the year 
eighteen hundred and forty-one, seven hundred 
and one dollars and forty-two cents. 

For compensation of surveyors and other agents 
required in (linois and Missouri, and Florida, to 
carry into effect theact of September twenty-eighth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty granting swamp lands, 
&c., six thousand dollars. 

For surveys in Louisiana at augmented rates, 
thirty-five thousand six hundred and eighty-six 
dollars. 


For survey of private claims in Florida, under | 


the act of June twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred 
and forty-eight, including the work now under 
contract, ten thousand dollars. 

For completing certain surveys in Florida, ata 
rate not exceeding six dollars per mile, in conse- 
quence of the peculiar difficulties attending the 
execution of the same, on account of swamps, 
lakes, marshes, &c., and for scrap work, 
sand dollars. 

For surveying standard parallels, township and 
section lines in Oregon, at a rate not exceeding 
twelve dollars’ per mile, including incidental ex- 
penses, sixty-two thousand dollars. 

For surveying two thousand six hundred. and 
twenty-five miles of meridian, base, and standard 


ten thou- |! 


| on Lake Superior, 


lines, meandering and survey of irregular or river 


mile, thirty-nine thousand three hundred and sev- 
en ty-five dollars. i : 

_ For subdividing lands in California into, town- 
ships, equal to two thousand seven hundred miles 
of surveying, at a rate not exceeding fourteen dal- 
lars-per mile, thirty-seven thousand eight hundred 
dollars... : : E 

For subdividing one hundred and fifty town- 
ships in California into sections, at a rate not ex- 
ceeding twelve dollars per mile, one hundred and 
eight thousand dollars. ees 

For extending surveys in California through 
the mineral region, twenty thousand dollars. 

For surveying private claims in California which 
may have been presented in good faith to the 
Board of Land Commissioners, twenty-two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars: Provided, That the 
authority hereby conferred on the Surveyor Gen- 


eral shail apply only to such unconfirmed cases as || 


in the gradual extension of the lines of the public 
surveys he shall find within the immediate sphere 
of his operations, and which he is satisfied ought 
to be respected, and actually surveyed in advance 
of confirmation. 

For subdividing the islands of Santa Cruz, San 
Miguel, or Santa osa, San Bernardo, Santa Cata- 
lina, San Clemente, or San Salvador, San Nicho- 
las, and Santa Barbara, on the Coast of Califor- 
nia, by the Coast Survey, according to such plan 


as may be devised by the General Land Office, so 


that said islands may be readily disposed of under 
the laws of the United States, and in establishing 
the necessary corners along the meanders with 
which to connect the lines of the subdivisions un- 
der this appropriation, twenty thousand dollars: 
Provided, That the Superintendent of the Coast 
Survey shall return to the General Land Office two 
complete copies of the maps and field notes of said 
subdivisions with the meanders and connections 
aforesaid, one of which shall be for the records 
of the Surveyor General: And provided Jurther, 
That all leases of any of said islands, or of any 
part of either of them now outstanding, shall be 
recarded as without authority and void. 

Por rent of Surveyor General’s office, purchase 
of instruments, records, drawing materials, furni- 
ture, fuel, pay of messenger, &c., eleven thousand 
four hundred dollars. 

For completing the geological survey of the iron 
region of that portion of Michigan which borders 
fifteen hundred dollars. 

‘For ‘defraying the expense of surveying and 
marking the boundary between the States of Mis- 
souri and Iowa, under the recent decision and or- 
der of the Supreme Court, eleven thousand and 
forty-two dollars and sixty-eight cents. 

Public Buildings.—For compensation of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings, two thousand 
dollars. 

For the compensation of a clerk in the office of 
the Commissioner of Public Buildings, one thou- 
sand dollars. 

For the annual repairs of the Capitol, water- 
closets, public stables, pavements, and other walks 
within and around the Capitol square, the flagging 
in the crypt, the doors of the wood-vaults, and 
for repainting the crypt, faces of the wood-vaults, 
&c., seven thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of two thousand feet of six- 
inch iron water-pipe, to conduct the water to the 
Capitol, and for laying the same, 
five hundred dollars. 


For annual repairs of the President’s House | 


and improvements of the grounds, viz: Repairs of 
the roof and chimneys, 
at the base of the house, laying brick walks from 
the house to the Treasury, War, and Navy De- 
partments; cleaning, painting, and whitewashing 
the inside of the house, repairing gravel walks, 
paving brick gutters in the grounds, fitting new 
blinds to the south windows outside, six thousand 
one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For compensation to the doorkeeper of the Pres- 
ident’s House, five hundred dollars; and assistant 
doorkeeper of the same, three hundred and sixty- 
five dollars. 

For compensation of two watchmen at the 
President’s House, at a salary of five hundred 
dollars each per annur, one thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the public gardener, twelve 
hundred dollars. 

For compensation of sixteen laborers employed 


two thousand |! 


replacing defective stone || per 
| the auxiliary guard, fourteen thousand eight hun- 


i 


| Government, at 


| drainage and sewerage thereof, six t 
| Jars; the surveys and plans 


j of affording 


| up of an asylum for 


| Branch of the Potomac river, 


nean 7 in the public. grounds and President’s garden, at 
lots, &c., at a rate not exceeding fifteen. dollars per || f 
dr 


orty doliars per month, seven’ thousan 

and eighty dollars. i 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pur- 
chase a Suitable number of iron settees to be placed 


‘six hun- 


| inthe public grounds at the Capitol and Presi- 


dent’s House, the sum of eight hundred 
dollars... : jo er ue 

For corapensation of the keeper of the western 
gate of the Capitel grounds, seven ‘hundred ‘and 
thirty dollars. i T Tir 

For compensation of two additional day watch- 
men, to be employed in preserving the public 
grounds about the Capitol, authorize by the act 
of fifteenth May, eighteen hundred and fifty, to 
supply deficiencies, and the act of thirtieth Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and fifty, making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses of 
five hundred dollars each, one 


and forly 


thousand doilars. 

For compensation of the messenger in charge of 
the main furnace in the Capitol, three hundred 
and fifty dollars. i 

For compensation 
water-closets in thé 
sixty-five dollars. 

For cart hire upon 
thousand dollars. 

For the purchase of manure for the public 
grounds, one thousand dollars. K 

For the purchase of tools for laborers, five hun- 
dred dollars. EG ` 

For the purchase of trees and tree-boxes, to 
replace when necessary such as have been planted 
by the United States, and for repairs of pavements 
in front of the public grounds, thirteen hundred 
dollars. } 

To complete and revise the grades in the city of 
Washington, and to determine the plans for the 
ousand dol- 
to be made by the en~ 
gineer now in charge of that duty, under the 
direction of the President of the United States. 

To enable the President of the United States to 
cause the necessary surveys, projects, and esti- 
mates to be made for determining the best means 
the cities of Washington and George- 
town an unfailing and abundant supply of good 
and wholesome water—report thereof to be made 
to Congress at its next session—the sum of five 
thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be 
found necessary. : í 

For defraying the expenses incurred in the im- 
provement and for embe lishing thetriangular space 
on the north side of Pennsylvania avenue, between 
Thirteenth and Fourtéenth streets, five thousand 
one hundred and fifty dollars. 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior, 


of the laborer in charge of the 
Capitol, three hundred and 


the public grounds, one 


under 


| the direction of the President of the United States, 
| to purchase a site in 


the neighborhood of Wash- 
ington, and for the erection, furnishing, and fitting 
the insane of the District of 
Columbia, and of the Army and Navy of the Uni- 
ted States, one hundred thousand dollars: Pro- 
vided, That the whole expense of purchasing the 
site, and of erecting, furnishing, and fitting up the 
building, shall not exceed the sum herein appro- 
riated. 
: For compensation of two draw-keepers, and for 
fuel and oil for the lamps of the Potomac bridge, 


ione thousand three hundred and seventy-seven 


dollars and fifty cents. 

For the support, care, and medical treatment in 
the Washington Infirmary of twelve transient pau- 
pers, medical and surgical patients, two thousand 
dollars. 

For compensation and contingent expenses of 


dred dollars. 
For compensation of two draw-keepers, and for 


| fuel and oil for the lamps of the two bridges across 
| the Eastern Branch of the Potomac river, nine 


hundred dollars. 

For repairs of the two bridges over the Eastern 
four thousand nine 
hundred and ninety-nine dollars; and that the 
bridges across the Potomac and Eastern Branch 
thereof be surrendered to the authorities of the 


! District of Columbia. 


For lighting Pennsylvania avenue from the Cap- 
itol grounds to the President’s house, the Capitol 
grounds, the President’s house and grounds, and 
fhe streets around the executive offices, sixteen 
thousand dollars. 
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_ For. inclosing Lafayette Square with an iron 
fence, inclading four gates, twelve thousand: dol- 
lars. A ne ig Bite ta tea S 
-For defraying the expense incurred in the im- 
provement of Lafayette Square, three: thousand 
bine hundred and eighty-eight dollars... 
~ For the completion of the east wing of the Pat- 
ent Office Building,o three thousand 
dollars:, Provided; T and materials 


every part of the work and materials without de- 
viation from the contracts and proposals; and if-it 
-be shown that any, extra, materials are used, they 
to, be rated at the pro rata price for materials only, 
and entered in à separate column of. the account. 
And the same rule ox measurement to’ be applied 
to all other buildings and. other public works and 
contracts in this District.’ And it shall-be thé duty 
of the: Comptroller of the Treasury to arrest and 
stop any voucher not made in form and in accord- 
ance with the terms, of the contract against which 
it is drawn. And it is hereby madé,a penal offense 
for every measurer and inspector of work, or dis- 
bursing officer, to make, or present, orto: pass, or 
attempt.:to pass,, any falsely, made or fictitious 
-voucher to draw-money from the Treasury on.any 
contract or accounts. whatever; and that, all con- 
tracts shall hereafter be advertised ‘at least sixty 
days before letting; and that all contracts now: cx- 
isting in relation to building the additions to,the 
Capitol, as well as the Patent Office, not made ae- 
„cording to law, are hereby canceled at the end of 
sixty days, and notice of the same shall be given 
An-ajl the newspapers in the city of Washington; 
and that.all contracts of every description which 
chave been made without public notice having been 
given, where notice. was required, shall. be can- 
celed after sixty days’ notice having been given 
in thenewspapers of this city: Provided, also, That 
good and sufficient security shall be given for twice 
the amount of maney.at,any time to be advanced 
to- the contractor, under any contract; and. that 


bids shall. be opened in presence of the bidders, if 


they, or any one of them, should be present, and 
that notice. to that effect shall be given in the ad- 
vertisement.for. proposals, to be published agree- 
ably to this. proviso... And all contracts. made 
without an appropriation,of money for an object, 
the subject of a contract, are hereby canceled and 
declared void: | ; bates 
For finishing the front of the basement. of the 
center building of the Patent Office and making it 
conform to the design of the wings, three thousand 
‘two hundred dollars.. - ..: ` 
For-the erection of the,west wing of the Patent 
Office Building, and completing the drains for said 
building and of the Post.Office Building, one, huti- 
dred and fifty thousand dollars. Pg 
For taking up, repairing, and relaying the steps 
of the east portico of the Capitol, and for taking 


up, dressing, supplying new flagging, and relaying | 


the same in the arcade under the portico, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. o 
For grading and paving with round stone the 
carriage-way of Pennsylvania avenue fron Seven- 
teenth street west to Rock Creek, setting curb-stone 
on each side thereof at the distance of twenty-five 
feet from the building line, and relaying the flag 
‘footways at the intersection of the cross streets, 
twenty thousand dollars. : 
Miscellaneous. —Tor salaries and incidental ex- 
penses of the-Commission appointed under the act 
of March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
for settling land claims in California, fifty thousaud 
dollars: Provided, That said Board be authorized 
to appoint and employ one secretary and three 
clerks, in lieu of the number provided for in the 


above recited act, whose annual compensation ! 


shall be two thousand dollars each. 

For annuities and grants seven hundred and 
fifty dollars. : 

For expenses. of loans and Treasury notes, 
twenty thousand dollars. - i 

To carry into effect the act approved September 
the twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred and fifty, for 
the purchase ofa cemetery, near the city of Mexico, 
and the interment therein of the remains of the 


| stocks of the State of Arkansas held in trust b 
the Secretary of the Treasury for the Chickasaw | 


“American officers and soldiers’ who fell in battle 
“or otherwise died in’ of near the city of Mexico, 
“the sum of three thousand’ dollars, which, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, shall be, ex- 
pended for this purpose undér the direction of ‘the 
President of the United States.” And interments 
‘of citizens of the United States who have hereto- 
fore died or may heréafier die in Mexiéo may be. 
„said cemetery, under such regulations as 
bë prescribed by the President/of the United 


es 
"For the discharge of such. 
not otherwise. provided for as shall] li 
due ‘course of settlement at the Treasury, five 
thousand ‘dollars: ‘Provided, That no part of the 
‘appropriation shall be drawn ‘from the Treasury 
‘éxcept in pursuance of some law or resolution of 
“Goneréss authorizing the expenditure. >.=; | 
“To ‘supply the deficiency iù the fund for the 
relief of sick aud disabled ‘seamen, one hundred 
‘thousand dollars. Ss oes . = 
“As indemnity to. Jonathan Elliott, commercial 
“agent of the United States at Santo Domingo, for 
amount expended by hin in maintaining refugees 
in the late revolution ‘at that ‘place, six hundred 
dollars. : 


` There” sh 


alt be allowed’ and paid to, each of the 


“following” persons, Charles H. Sherman, Lewis 


E. Jackson, Henry Taylor; ‘Frederick ‘Morris, 
and Johi Davies, mariners, sent into the port of | 


t New. York and’ detained ‘there as witnesses’ for 


‘the United States, one dollar-and twenty-five cents | 

for each day necessarily occupied on. the voyage 
‘and arriving in New York; and the judge of the 
district court of the, United States in which the 
said witnesses have been detained to testify shall 
allow and-catise the same to be paid as other wit- 
nesses’ fees are paid, ` ae : 

For compensation of the warden, clerk, physi- 
cian, chaplain, two assistant keepers, four guards, | 
and porter of the penitentiary of the District: of 
Columbia, seven thousand three hundred and fifty 
dollars. aoe 

For compensation of three inspectors of said 
penitentiary, three hundred dollars. 

For the support and maintenance of said peni- 
tentiary, fifteen hundred and sixty dollars. 

For clerk hire, stationery, rent, fuel, and con- 
tingencies in the completion of the Census of eigh- 
teen hundred, and fifty, forty-nine thousand dol- 
ars. eae ’ : ‘ 

For the support, cloth 


ing, aiid medical treatment 


| of insane paupers of the District of Columbia, at 


such places as the Secretary of the Interior may, 
in his discretion, deem proper, nineteen thousand 
dollars. ot 

For running and marking the boundary line be- 
tween the United States and Mexico, under the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, one hundred and 
twenty thousand dollars: Provided, That no part 
of this appropriation shall be used or expended | 
until it shall be made satisfactorily to appéar to 
the President of the United States that the south- 
ern boundary of New Mexico is not established 
by the Commissioner and Surveyor of the United 
States further north of the town called ‘ Paso,” 
than the same is laid down in Disturnell’s map, 
which is added to the treaty. 

For arrearages incurred during the fiscal year 


ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and |; 


fifty-two, for running and marking the boundary 
line between the United States and Mexico, under 


| the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, twenty-five thou- 
i sand dollars. 


For the collection of agricultural statisties, and 
purchase of seeds, to be paid out of the pateni 
fund, five thousand dollars. 

For compensation of the librarian of the Patent 
Office, twelve hundred dollars, to be paid out of 
the patent fund, f 

For the purpose of erecting a pedestal in La- 
fayette Square for the equestrian statute of An- 
drew Jackson, on such plan as may be approved 
of by the artist for that work, five thousand dol- 
lars. f 

For freight and transportation of the group of 
statuary contracted for with Horatio Greenoùgh, 
from Leghorn to Washington, and for placing it 
upon the pedestal in front of the eastern portico 
of the Capitol, a sum not exceeding seven thousand 
dollars. i 

To make good the interest on investments in 


| 


Indians not yet paid, to be reimbursed out of the 
interest when -collected, five thousand four hun- 
dred dollars. : cae ; 

‘For the construction and equipment of not less 
‘than. six revenue cutters, the sunt of ninety thou- 
‘sand dollars; the said sum to be’ expended under 
‘thé diréction of the Secretary of the Treasury. 
“For ‘the redemption of seventeen loan‘office cer- 
‘tificates, numbered one hundred and’ fifty-eight, 
‘three hundred and twelve, six thousand eight hun- 
‘dred and ninety-five, six thousand ‘eight hundred 

and  ninety-six, six thousand eight hundred and 
“ninety-séven, six thousand eight hundred and 
ninéety-eight, six thousand eight hundred’ and 
ninety-nine, six thousand and nine hundred, six 
thousand nine hundred and one, six thousand nine 
hundred and two, nine thousand one hundred and 
seventy-five, nine thousand two hundred and 
eighty-five, nine thousand two hundred and eighty- 
seven, nine thousahd two hundred and eight-eight, 
nine thousand two hundred and ninety.-three, nine 
thousand two hundred and ninefy-four, and twelve 
thousand three hundred and’ thirty-three, which 
have been presented at the Treasury for payment 
at‘the ‘specie value thereof and with interest as 
computed by the Register of the Treasury: Pro- 
vided, Satisfactory evidence be. produced to the 
Secretary of the: Treasury that the persons who 
have presented the said certificate for payment are 
the bona fide holders, of the same, four thousand 
one hundred and sixty-five dollars and forty-two 
cents. $ K 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to ‘deliver to each of the members and 
delegates of the House of the present: Congress, 
who have not already received them, such books 
as have been furnished to the members of the 
Twenty-eighth, Twenty-ninth, ‘hirtieth, and 
Thirty-first Congresses,” and which were ordered 
by resolution of the House of July twenty-sixth, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, one hundred and 
fifteen thousand eight hundred dollars: Provided, 
That the accounts for the purchase of said books 
be audited as usual by the Committeeon Accounts: 
Provided, That report shall be made in detail at the 
commencement of the next session of Congress of 
the mode and manner of purchase of these books, 
and whence they were obtained. _ 

To énable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to pay Force& Rives for one hundred copies 
of the eighth volume of the American Archives, 
or Documentary History of the United States, for 
new members of the House of the Twenty-eighth 
Congress; one hundred and one copies of the same 
volume for new members of the Twenty-ninth 

‘Congress; one hundred and sixteen copies of the 
same volume for new members of the House of 
the Thirtieth Congress; and onehundred and thirty- 
four copies of the same volume for new members 
of the House of the Thirty-first Congress; in all, 
four hundred and fifty-one volumes, at thirteen 
dollars ninety cents and six mills per copy, in ad- 
dition to six hundred and forty dollars and thirty- 
six cents, an unexpended balance of a former ap- 
propriation, five thousand six hundred and thirty- 
one dollars and twenty-five cents. 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to pay for reporting and publishing twenty- 

| eight hundred columns of the proceedings of the 

resent_session of the House of Representatives 
in the Daily Globe, at seven dollars and fifty cents 
per column, twenty-one thousand dollars. ` 

To enable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to pay a balance due for reporting and pub- 
lishing proceedings of the House, second session 
of the Thirty-first Congress, at the rate of seven 
dollars and fifty cents per column in the Daily 
ae) six hundred and forty-nine dollars and fifty 
cents. 

‘To enable the Clerk of the House of Represent- 
atives to pay for twenty-four copies of the Congres- 
i sional Globe and Appendix of the first session of 

the Thirty-second Congress for each member and 

|; delegate of the House, thirty-four thousand two 
ij hundred and seventy-two dollars; and for binding 
|| the same, being twenty-two thousand seven hun- 
dred and fifty-two volumes, in strong and substan- 
tial half-binding, with Russia leather pack and cor- 
ners, at a rate not exceeding sixty ĉents per vol- 
ume, thirteen thousand six hundred and fifty-one 
dollars and twenty cents: Provided, The foregoing 
expenditures, to be made by the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives, shall be under the contro! and 
superintendence of the Committee on Accounts. 


1 


i 
{l 


f 


t 
l 


i 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GL 


xix 


. For-books of the library of the Patent. Office, to:; 
be paid out of the patent fund, one thousand five. 
hundred dollars. oa F ae] 

For fitting up the library of the Patent Office, | 
1o ee paid out of the patent fund,.two. thousand, 
olats. : i 


„For salary of the clerk-of the Serceant-at-Arms, | 
fifteen hundred dollars... . o; ates > PER 
That. from. the commencement.of, the present 
Congress, the compensation of the messengers em- 
ployed in the: post office of the House of Repre- 
sentatives be one thousand dollars per- annum, in 
lieu of their present per diem, the sum of four 
thousand dollars. : a 
For additional compensation to the disbursing. 
clerk and draughtsman in the Patent. Office, the 
sum of three hundred dollars each, to be paid out 
of the Patent.Office fund; and that hereafter the 
disbursing clerk shall be required to give bond with. | 
approved security in the sum of five thousand 
dollars, conditioned for the faithful discharge of 
the duiies of bis office. / : 
For compensation of two additional permanent 
clerks in the Patent Office, to be appointed by the į 
Commissioner-of Patents, at a salary of fourteen 
hundred dollars each, the sum of twenty-eight 
hundred dollars, to be paid out of the Patent Office 
fund... ei ad Lele t Pactiescazee ; 
_ For establishing the branch of the United States 
Mint at San Francisco, California, in accordance 
with the provisions of the law approved the third | 
day of July, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, the 
sum ef three hundred thousand dollars: Provided, 
That no contract for materials, or for the purchase; 
lease; rent, or erection of buildings, shall be made, 
except to the lowest bidder, after sixty days’ 
advertisement in at least three newspapers, two | 
of which shall be published in the State of Califor- 
nia: And provided further, That nothing herein | 
contained shall prevent.the transfer of machinery | 
and materials from the United States Mint or 
branches to the branch Mint at San Francisco at | 
a fair valuation: Provided further, That said con- 
tract or contracts for the building and machinery 
for said branch Mint shall not, in the whole, for 
the completion, exceed the sum of three hundred | 
thousand dollars. | 
For the payment of the balance due the Com- 
monwes!.u of Massachusetts, under the fifth article 
of the treaty of Washington, for balance of ex- | 
penses incurred by said State in protecting the | 
northeastern frontier, the same having been here- 
tofore settled at the Treasury of the United States, 
but unpaid for want of an appropriation, three 
hundred and five dollars and eighty-one cents. 
For payment of balance found due by the 
Comptroller of the Treasury.to the State of Maine, | 
under the fifth article of the treaty. of Washington, | 
for expenses on account of the Northeastern | 
boundary over and above theappropriations made, | 
two thousand two hundred and twelve dollars and | 
seventy-eight cents. i | 
And the accounting officers of the Treasury are | 
hereby directed, in the settlement of the claims | 
under the act of March third, eighteen hundred | 
and fifty-one, “ authorizing the payment of interest | 
upon the advances made by the State of Maine | 
for the use of the United States Government in | 
the protection of the Northeastern frontier,” to | 
| 


embrace the interest, whether paid or lost, prior | 
or subsequent to the- years eighteen hundred and 
thirty-nine, eighteen hundred and forty, and eigh- | 
teen hundred and forty-one, named in said act, | 
upon the sams expended by said State and re- | 
funded by the United States, according to the 
terms of said act, as well as during the said years. 
That the Library Committee be authorized to 
sellany works in the Library which were rendered 
imperfect by the late fire, and appropriate the pro- | 
ceeds of said sale to the purchase of other works. | 
` T'o enable the Secretary of State to purchase one : 
hundred copies of the Synoptical Index, to com- j 


-an increased compensation of twenty per cent.; | 


|| of June, eighteen hundred and 


all whose annual compensation shall exceed twelve i! 


hundred „dollars; and shall. be less. than. sixteen : 
hundred dollars, shall receive an additional com- | 
pensation of ten per cent. upon the amount of. 


their salaries: Provided; That no salary shall be || 
increased to more than sixteen hundred dollars by || : l : 
i not be lawful for the officer or person in charge of’ 


the per cent. or additional compensation herein 
provided for; and that the same shall be paid out | 
of any money in the Treasury,not otherwise ap-.') 
propriated:, Provided, That this section shall not. 
extend to more than. one salary. of any person re- ; 
ceiving a salary. for discharging the duties of more | 
than one office at the same time,.or to any person ; 
who does not actually discharge the duties of the ; 
office for which he receives such salary, or to. any | 
person engaged in prosecuting any claim other | 
than his own before any of the Departments or | 
Congress; and in case any. pay or accounting offi- j 
cer of the Government. shall pay. said additional 
percentage to any such person, it shall be a mis- 
demeanor in the person knowingly paying or re- || 
ceiving such, additional percentage, rendering each 
liable to indictment an punishment by fine. and || 
imprisonment: Provided further, That the increase ii 
of salary given by this section shall not extend i 
beyond ‘the. present fiscal year without. further i 
legislation. : Trin ae a3 
‘And the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby ; 
directed to contract for a term not more than..one , 
year, and upon, the most reasonable terms,. not į 
exceeding one per cent., with the proprietors of | 
one, and, if practicable, with those of more than. |! 
one, assaying. establishment in California,, upon H 
satisfactory security, to be judged by him, who 
shall discharge the duties prescribed and in the ; 
manner designated: by the act making appropria- : 
tions.for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Gov- | 
ernment for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and, fifty-one; und no gold or 
silver, other than coin of standard fineness of the 
United States, or foreign coin, in the manner pre- || 
scribed by existing Jaws, shall be receivable in | 
pazymen, of dues to the United, States. i 
Suc. 3, And be it further enacted, ‘That the act 
entitled “ An act to amend an act entitled ‘An 
act allowing compensation to the members of the 
Senate, members of the House of Representa- ; 
tives of the United States, and to the Delegates | 
of the Territories, and repealing all other laws | 
on that subject, ? shall apply to Senators -and 
members of the House of Representatives, and ; 
Delegates from the Territories, at all, extra ses- | 
sions of Congress, or of the Senate, convened | 
within ten days after the adjournment of a regular | 
session. j 
Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the ap- i 
propriation ‘“‘for three light-houses of the third | 
class at Half Moon Shoal, Red Field Bar, and at |! 
Clopper’s Bar, Galveston Bay,” of fifteen thou- | 
sand dollars, by. the act entitled “An act making 
appropriations for the light-houses, light-boats, |; 
buoys, &c., and providing for the erection and i} 
establishment of the same, and for other pur- ; 
poses,” approved March third, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-one, be, and the same is hereby, made 
applicable exclusively to. the construction of a 
light-house of the third class at. Red Fish Bar, į 
Galveston Bay, Texas. 


| ther and specific appropriatio 


United States shall absent himself from the Terri- 
| tory of. which he is an officer, for a period ‘of time 
greater thansixty days,-he shall not receive com- 
pensation for the time hé may have been absent. 

Sec. 8. And he it further enacted, That'it shall’ 


any bureau or office in any.of the Departments 
of the Government to print, or cause to be printed, 
at the public expense, any report he may. make'to 

United States, or to the head” 


the Presidént of the 
of any of the Departments.. ` : 
“Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That thé third’ 
section of the act entitled “ An‘act'making appro- 
priations for the civil and diplomatic expenses’ of 
Government for the year ending the’ thirtieth of 
Tune, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, and’ for 
other purposes,” approved tenth of August, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six, be, and the same ‘is 
hereby, revived and continued in force for the fiscal 
year ending the thirtieth of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-three. Pes, eon 
Sec. 10: And be it further enacted, That when 
any -moneysshall have remained unexpended upon 
any appropriations by law, other than forthe pay“ 
ment of interest on the finded debt, or the pay- 
ment of interest and reimbursement according to 
contract of any loan or lodns made’ on aécount of 
the United States,as likewise moneys appropriated 
for a purpose in respect to which a longer duration 
is specially assigned by law, for more than two 
years, after the expiration of the fiscal year in 
which the act shall have been passed, all and any 
such appropriations shall be deemed to have ceased 
and been determined; and, the moneys so unex- 
pended shall be immediately thereafter carried, 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, to the account on the books of the Treasury 


| denominated the ‘surplus fund,” to remain like 


other unappropriated moneys in the Treasury; 
and it shall not be lawful, for any cause or pre- 
tense whatsoever, to transfer, withdraw, apply, or 
use, for any purpose whatever, any moneys car- 
ried as aforesaid to the surplus fund without fur- 
na by law. m 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That where 
the ministerial officers of the United States have, 
or shall incur extraordinary expense in executing 
the Jaws thereof, the payment of which isnot spe- 


| cifically provided for, the President of the United 


States is authorized to allow the payment thereof, 
under the special taxation of the district or circuit 
courtof the district in which the said services have 
been, or-shall be rendered, to be paid from the ap- 
propriation for defraying the expenses of the judi- 
ciary. 

Soo. 12. And be it further enacted, That the Pres- 
ident of the United States appoint an associate Jaw 
agent for California, learned in the law, and skilled 
in the Spanish and English languages, whose du- 
ties and compensation shall be the same as those 
of the law agent: Provided, That the compensa- 
tion of the agentand associate shall not exceed five 


' thousand dollarseach. And in every casein which 


the Board of Commissioners on private Jand claims 
in California shall rendera final decision, it shall 
be their duty to have two certified transcripts pre- 
pared of their proceedings and decision, and of the 
papers and evidence on which the same are found- 


Suc. 5. And be it further enacted, That. the ap- 
propriations ** for compensation of superintendent 
and four watchmen of the building occupied by | 
the Secretary of the Interior,” of one thousand | 
seven hundred dollars, and of five hundred and |. 
fifty dollars, by the acts ‘ making appropriations -i 
for the civil and diplomatic expenses of Govern- 
ment for the years ending thirtieth of Jane, eigh- |; 
teen hundred and fifty-one and fifty-two,” -ap- 
proved thirtieth of September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, and third March, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-one, be, and the same are hereby, made appli- | 
cable to the ‘compensation of superintendent and ; 
four watchmen for that portion of the Patent Office | 


Building which will be occupied by the Secretary | 


of the Interior,” for the fiscal year ending thirtieth . 
fifty-three. 
Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the col- 
lector of the customs at the port of New Orleans ; 


be, and he hereby is, authorized to appoint, with | 


the Secretary of the Treasury, . 
three head gaugers for the said port, at an annual | 
salary of one thousand five hundred dollars each, ; 
instead of the force now employed in the gaugers’ | 
department at the port aforesaid. . 
Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That if either 


the approbation of 


of the officers of any of the Territories of the | 


i appeal for the party against 


ed, one of which transcripts shall be filed with the 
clerk of the proper district court, and the other 
shall be transmitted tothe Attorney General of the 
United States, and thefiling of such transcript with 
the clerk aforesaid shall ipso facto operate as an 
c whom the decision 
shall be rendered; and if such decision shall be 
| against the private claimant, it shall be his duty 
| to file a notice with the clerk aforesaid within six 
! months thereafter of his intention to prosecute the 
‘appeal; and if the decision shall be against the 
| United States, it shall be the duty of the Attorney 
| General, within six months after receiving said 
| transcript, to cause a notice to be filed with the 
clerk aforesaid, that the ap eal will be prosecuted 
iby the United States; and on a failure of. either 
| party to file such notice with the clerk aforesaid, 
| the appeal shall be regarded as dismissed. 
Suc. 13. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
| master General be, and he is hereby, authorized to 
| appoint and employ five additional clerks in the 
| Post Office Department, namely: one atan annual 
| salary ofsixteen hundred dollars, two atan annual 
ndred dollars, two atan annual 
2 thousand dollars. 


| salary of twelve hu 
14. And be it further enacted, That the pro- 


| salary of on 
Sec. 
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visions contained in the fourth section of the act 
entitled “An act to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations ‘for the service of the fiscal year end- 
ing the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-two,” be, and the same are hereby, 
repealed. 3, } é 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That from and 
after the passage of this act, in lieu of the compen- || 
sation now allowed by law for his services, there jj 
shall be paid hereafter to each of the deputy naval 
officers at the ports of Boston, New York, Phil- 
adelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans, two thou- 
sand. dollars per. annum, to be paid out of the fund 


for the expenses of collecting the revenue. 

`. Sec. 16, And be it further enacted, That the sal- 
ary of the chief clerk in the office of the assistant | 
treasurer of the United States in New York be, and 
the. same is hereby, increased to sixteen hundred || 
dollars per annum, and the salary of each of the |f 
other clerks in the said office is increased to twelve 
hundred dollars per annum; to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, f . 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That if A. i 
Boyd Hamilton, the present contractor for execu- | 
ting the printing. of the Senate and House of Rep- 
resentatives, shall file with the Secretary of the 
Senate and. Clerk of the House of Representatives 
his written consent to relinquish his contracts in 
the ‘premises, the said Secretary and Clerk, and 
the clerk of the Printing Committee, are hereby 
authorized and required to settle and pay his ac- 
counts for all work done and all work ordered now 
in his hands in process of completion, according 
to his contract prices, with such proportion of fifty 
thousand dollars in addition thereto as the amount 
of the work performed by him bears to the amount 
of work done by the printer for the Thirty-first į 
Congress, when estimated under his contract 
prices. : 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That no per- |} 
son hereafter, who holds or shall hold any office 
under the Government of the United States, whose | 
salary or annual compensation shall amount to the 
sum of two thousand five hundred dollars, shall |i 
receive compensation for discharging the duties of 
any other office. 

Arproven, August 31, 1852. ' 


Purito, LIV ..An Act making Appropriations for 
the Naval Service for the year ending the thirtieth of 
June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and they 
are hereby, appropriated, to be paid out of any 
moneyin the''reasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the year ending the thirtieth of June, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and fifty-three: | 

For pay of commission, warrant, and petty offi- 
cers and seamen, including the Engineer Corps of 
the Navy,two million seven hundred and seventy- 
one thousand six hundred and ninety-eight dol- 
lars: Provided, That from and after the first day 
of July, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, the sala- 
ry of the Secretary of the Naval Academy at An- 
napolis shall be twelve hundred and fifty dollars |! 
per annum; and the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby, authorized 
and directed to allow and pay, out of any money 
in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the || 
officers, petty officers, seamen and marines of the | 


United States Navy, and to the officers and men ! 
of the revenue service, who served in the Pacific || 
ocean, on the coast of California and Mexico, il 
since the twenty-eighth day of September, eighteen || 
hundred and fifty, the same increased or additional | 
compensation as has been by law directed to be | 
paid to the officers and soldiers of the Army who 
served in. California; and the several officers who 
served on the late Arctic expedition in search of | 
Sir John Franklin shall, in addition to the pay | 
with which they have already been credited, be | 
allowed for the period during which they so served | 
the following compensation respectively, namely: | 
the commander of the expedition the pay ofa com- |j 
mander; the passed midshipmen the pay of lieu- | 
tenants; the passed assistant surgeon the pay of a 
fleet surgeon; the assistant surgeon the pay of a | 
surgeon; and the midshipmen the pay of passed || 
midshipmen—all as on sea service; and that there | 
be allowed to the warrant officers and to the petty 
officers and men that composed the crews of the 


| used for that purpose. 
| Navy may, if he deem it proper, cause to be ap- 


vessels employed of that expedition, extra pay 
equal to the regular pay with which they have 


been credited for their services on the said expedi-. |; 


tion; and the pay of ‘chaplains in the: Navy shall 
be one thousand dollars on leave or waiting orders, 
and fifteen hundred dollars while on duty. 

For pay of superintendents, naval constructors, 
and all the civil establishments at the several navy- 
yards and stations, ninety thousand nine hundred’ 
and sixty dollars; and the Navy Agent at Mem- 
phis, for the time during which he has performed 


| or may perform the-duties of purser, in addition 


to his own, shall be allowed and paid the annual 
salary of a purser on daty at navy-yards of the 
second class, which shall tot be in addition to his 
commissions, but in lieu thereof; and the salary of 
the assistant to purser for the navy-yard at Kittery, 
Maine, who also discharges the duties of clerk 
and steward, shall be seven hundred and fifty dol- 
lars; and the pay of the ‘* first clerk te the com- 
mandant” at the navy-yards at Norfolk, New 
York, and Boston, shall be at the rate of one thon- 
sand dollars per annum; and that the ‘second: 
clerk to the commandant’’ at the same yards shall 
be at therate of eight hundred dollars per annum 
from and after the passage of this act. - A 
`. For provisions for commission, warrant; and 


| petty officers and seamen, including engineers and 


marines attached to vessels for sea service; six 
hundred and eighty-six thousand two hundred 
dollars; it being provided that so much of the act 
approved March third, eighteen hundred and fifty- 


| one, entitled “An act making appropriations for 


the naval service of the year ending the thirtieth 
of June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
two,” as provides that ‘*no commutation of ra- 
tions shall be allowed, except to officers and their 
attendants, and for the spirit part of the ration,” 
be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

For a scientific investigation and experiments 
upon the character of alimentary substances used 


| as subsistence in the Navy, and means to prevent 


their deterioration, two thousand five hundred dol- 
lars; to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

For surgeons’ necessaries and appliances for 
the sick and hurt of the Navy, including the Ma- 
mme Corps, thirty-seven thousand six hundred dol- 
ars, : ` 
For repair of vessels in ordinary, and for wear 
and tear of vessels in commission, including fuel 
and purchase of hemp, one million three hundred 
and sixty-five thousand dollars. And the Secre- 


| tary of the Navy be, and heis hereby, authorized 


and required to have completed, with the least 
possible delay, the war steamer contracted for 
with Robert L. Stevens, in pursuance of an act of 
Congressapproved April fourteenth, one thousand 


| eight hundred and forty-two; and the balance of 


the appropriation heretofore made, which has been 
carried to the credit of the surplus fund, shall be 
And the Secretary of the 


plied, as soon as practicable, to one or more of the 
steam-vessels belonging to the United States, any 
steam-condenser which may be found best calcu- 
lated for the purpose, for furnishing fresh water 
to marine boilers and for the use of the crews. 

For ordnance and ordnance stores, and small- 
arms, including incidental expenses, one hundred 
and twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For preparing for publication the American 
Nautical Almanac, nineteen thousand four hun- 
dred dollars. 

For the purchase and repair of nautical instru- 
ments required for the use of the Navy, ten 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the purchase of all the books, maps, and 
charts required for the use of the Navy, eight thou- 
sand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

For backing and binding the same, and for 
printing and publishing sailing directions, hydro- 
graphical surveys, and astronomical observations, 
nine thousand two hundred dollars. 

For models, drawings and copying, postage, 
stationery, freight and transportation, for pay of 
lithographer, and for working lithographic press, 
including chemicals, for keeping grounds and 
buildings in order, for repairing and. protecting 
from further depredations brick wall on east, south, 
and west side of the grounds, for pay of porter, 
gardener, watchmen, instrument maker, for fuel, 
lights, and all the unenumerated contingent ex- 
penses of the Hydrographical Office and National 


Observatory,’ eleven thousand five hundred and 
| twenty dollars. - 

For continuing the publication of the wind and 
| current charts, and for defraying all the expenses 
connected therewith, ten thousand dollars. 

For the repairs and erection of buildings at the 
United States Naval Academy at Annapolis, Ma~ 
i ryland, twenty-eight thousand dollars. To com- 
| plete the quarters for the students and professors 
at the Naval Academy at Annapolis, the sum of 
| seventy-five thousand dollars. And hereafter no 
i appointment of midshipmen, acting midshipmen, 
; or pupil at any naval school in the Navy, shal} 
| be made, unless reconsmended by the member of 
| Congress representing the district in which the ap- 
| plicant resides, in the same manner that cadets at 

est Point are now appointed; and that the Sec- 
retary of the Navy is hereby required to reportto 
Congress, at its second session, the number and 
names of appointments to the Naval School whick 
i have been made; and the district and State whence 
| each one comes; and thenumber of vacancies then 
| existing at said school, with the Congressional dis- 
| trict which may be entitled to supply them; anda 
| Statement of the order in which the remainder of 
| the Congressional districts shall be entitled to sup- 
i ply all future and aceruing vacancies, so fay as it 
i may be determined by existing law, or by circum- 

stances, : 
__ For the contingent expenses of the United States 
| Naval Academy at Annapolis, Maryland, twenty- 
| one thousand seven hundred dolars. 

For contingent expenses that may aecrue for the 
following purposes, viz: freight and transporta- 
tion, printing and stationery, advertising in news- 
papers, books, maps, models and drawings, pur- 
| chase and repair of fire engines and machinery, 
| repairs ofand attending to steam engines in navy- 
yards, purchase and maintenance of herses and 
oxen, and driving teams, carts, timber-wheels, and 
the purchase and repair of workmen’s tools, post- 
age of public letters, furniture for Government 
houses, fuel, oil, and candles for navy-yards and 
shore stations, pay of watchmen and incidental 
labor not chargeable to any other appropriation, 
labor attending the delivery of stores on foreign 
stations, wharfage, dockage, and rent, traveling 
expenses of officers and others under orders, fu- 
neral expenses, store and office rent, stationery, 
fuel, commissions and pay of clerks to navy agents 
and store-keepers, flags, awnings, and packing- 
į boxes, premiums, and other expenses of recruit- 
j ing, apprehending deserters, per diem pay to per- 
sons attending courts-martial and courts of inquiry, 
and other services authorized by law, pay to 
judges advocate, pilotage and towage of vessels, 
and assistance to vessels in distress, bills of health 
and quarantin® expenses of vessels of the United 
States Navy in foreign ports, five hundred and 
twenty-seven thousand eight hundred and forty 
dollars. 

For meteorological observations, to be conduct- 
ed under the directions of the Secretary of the 
i Navy, two thousand dollars. 

For the payment of the salary of Professor 
James P. Espy, during the fiscal year ending 
| June thirtieth, eighteen hundred and forty-eight, 
i no ee having been made by Congress 
for that year, two thousand dollars. 

For construction, extension, and completion of 
the following objects, and for contingent expenses 
at the severa] navy- yards, viz: 

Portsmouth, New Hampshire.—For building tim- 
ber-shed number twenty-nine, foundation for 
shores at railway, drains, gutters, and paving,and 
repairs of all kinds, thirty-five thousand and forty- 
one dollars and twenty-three cents. 

Boston, Massachusetls.—For rain-water cistern, 
pitch-house and oakum loft, muster office, and re- 
| pairs of all kinds, twenty-eight thousand one hun- 
| dred dollars. 
| New York, New York.—To complete saw-mill, 
i quay-wall, dredging channels, water-tank and 
| hghter, gas-pipes and fixtures, lightning conduct- 
| ors, continuation of sewer, machinery, &c., for 
| engine-house, and repairs of all kinds, one hundred 
and twenty-six thousand eight hundred dollars. 
| Philadelphia, Pennsylvania.—For shed to cover 


i north railway, covering to south railway, steam- 
| box and pitch-kettles, mooring anchors for dry- 
| dock, dredging channel, continuing pavement to 
i wharf, cross-paving to smithery, and from thence 
to the dock basin, paving round west end of ship- 


| house, paving wharf number three to ship-house, 
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paving between ways of dock, paving between 
timber-sheds, completing gutters and drains, com- 
pleting shed number five, extending gas-pipes,&c., 
extending water-pipes one thousand feet, and re- 
pairs of all kinds, twenty-eight thousand five hun- 
dred and seventeen dollars and twenty cents. 

Washington, District of Columbia —For complet- 
ing ordnance building number- eleven, fitting up 
timber-dock, completing saw-mill, completing cop- 
pew rolling-mill, completing railway, completing 
side lathes in machine shop, and repairs of all 
kinds, one hundred and twenty-three thousand 
seven hundred and seventy-eight dollars. 

Norfotk, Virginia.—For store house number 
fourteen, wharf north side of timber-dock, culvert, 
dredging-machine, and repairs of all kinds, eighty 
thousand seven hundred and thirty-two dollars 
and twenty cents. 

Pensacola, Florida.—Towards completing. per- 
manent wharf, to complete guard-house and kitch- 
en, to complete yard railway and repair old track, 
to complete extension of central wharf, to rebuild 
east wall of cistern number twenty-six, for ice- 
house, repairs of cisterns number fourteen and 
twenty-five, and repairs of all kinds, eighty-eight 
thousand and forty-four dollars. 

Memphis, Tennessee.—For pavements, drains, 
and ditches, cisterns for rope-walk, hemp-house, | 
store-house, (one wing,) complete, railing for ver- | 
tical wall, and repairs of all kinds, forty-seven 
thousand and forty-three dollars and thirty-four 
cents, 


Sackett’s Harbor, New York.—For repairs of all 

kinds, five hundred dollars. 
For Hospitals, viz: 

At Boston.—For repairs, five hundred dollars. 

At New York.—For fence round garden, repairs 
of buildings, painting, whitewashing, clearing up 
grounds, &c., at hospital, and for completing fence 
and wall around the burial-ground, eight thousand 
nine hundred and ninety-threedollars. And to se- 
cure some proper place for the burial of seamen 
who die in the New York hospital, five thousand 
dollars. 

Al Philadelphia Naval Asylum.—For introducing 
gas, painting main building inside, repairing and 
painting wall, repairs to roof and dome, cleaning 
and whitewashing, cleaning and repairing grates 
and ranges, water tax, shade trees, and repairs of 
all kinds, five thousand six hundred and sixty-six 
dollars. 

At Washington.—For genernl repairs four hun- 
dred dollars. ` 

At Norfolk.—For repairs of hospitaland depend- 
encies, five thousand dollars. 

At Pensacota.—F or draining and filling up ponds, 
&c., two thousand dollars. 


For Magazines: 

At Boston, two hundred dollars. 

At New York, one thousand dollars. 

At Washington, one hundred and fifty dollars. 

Marine Corps.—For pay of officers, non-com- 
missioned officers, musicians, privates, and ser- 
vants serving on shore, subsistence for officers, 
and pay for undrawn clothing, two hundred and 
seventeen thousand nine hundred and eighty-three 
dollars and forty-four cents. 

For provisions for marines serving on shore, 
nineteen thousand nine hundred and eighty-four 
dollars and seventy-five cents. 

For clothing, forty-nine thousand four hundred 
and sixteen dollars. 

For fuel, three thousand dollars. 

For military stores, repair of arms, pay of ar- 
morers, accouterments, ordnance stores, flags, 
drums, fifes, and musical instruments, eight thou- 
sand dollars. 

For transportation of officers and_ troops, and 
expenses of recruiting, nine thousand dollars. 

For repairs of barracks and rent of temporary 
barracks and offices where there are no public 
buildings for that purpose, six thousand dollars. 

For contingencies, viz: Freight, tonnage, toll, 
eartage, wharfage, compensation to judges advo- 
cate, per diem for attending courts-martial, courts 


of inquiry, and for constant labor, house rent |i 


in lieu of quarters, burial of deceased marines, 
printing, stationery, postage, apprehension of de- 
serters, oil, candles, forage, straw, furniture, bed 
sacks, spades, axes, picks, shovels, carpenters’ | 
tools, keep of a horse for the messenger, pay of 


matron, washer woman, and porter at the hospital 
headquarters, twenty-five thousand dollars. 


For purchase and freight to San Francisco of |} 


patent black marine paint for painting the interior 
of the sections andend floats of the Californiadry- 
dock, fifteen hundred dollars. : 

For a deficiency in the act making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year ending thir- 
tieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty;approved 
third March, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, for 
paying the unsatisfied demands upon the fund for 
continuing the survey of the coast on the Gulf of 
Mexico from Appalachicola Bay tothe Mississippi, 
two thousand one hundred: and ten dollars. and 
sixty-two cents, to be taken out of the balance of 
the fund appropriated for that purpose by. the act 
of third March, eighteen hundred and forty-nine, 
and which :has been carried to the credit of the 
surplus fund. 

Src. 2. And be it further enacted, That all acts 
or parts of. acts authorizing the President of the 
United States, or the Secretary of the proper De- 
partment under his direction, to transfer any por- 
tion of the moneys appropriated for a particular 
branch of expenditure in that Department, to be 
applied to another branch of expenditure in the 
same Department, be, and are hereby, so far as 

-relates to thé Navy Department, repealed. 

For the building or purchase of suitable vessels, 
and for prosecuting a survey and reconnoissance 
for naval and commercial purposes, of such parts 
of Behring’s Straits, of the north Pacific ocean and 
of the China Seas, as are frequented by American 
whale ships and by trading vessels in their routes 
between the United States and China, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy, the sum 
of one hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars: 
Provided, That the expense of purchasing or build- 
ing and of equipping, with the exception of the 
armament, and of fitting out these vessels shall not 
exceed the sum hereby appropriated. 

Src. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to select a site fora navy yard 

| and naval depot in the Bay of San Francisco, in 
California, or neighboring waters, either by pur- 
chase or by reservation of public lands, as the- 
case may be, and shall cause the same to be sur- 
veyed, and a plat thereof to be recorded in proper 
form; and when such selection shall have been 
made; the said Secretary shall make such arrange- 
ments as may be necessary to establish a navy- 
yard and naval depôt upon the most approved and 
economical plan on the sites so obtained, and 
cause to be erected a foundery, machine shop, 
black-smith shop, boiler shop, engine-house, pat- 
tern shop, carpenter shop, and store-house; and 
for the purpose of carrying this section into effect, 
the sum of one hundred thousand dollars be, and 
the same is hereby, appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria- 
ted. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Navy be, and he hereby is, directed 
to appoint some suitable naval officer or engineer 
to receive and superintend the construction of the 
floating dry-dock in California. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the per- 
centage added by law to the pay of the clerks em- 
ployed in the executive and legislative depart- 
ments of Washington be, and is hereby, allowed 
to the clerks employed at the navy-yard and ma- 
rine barracks in the city of Washington. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That Robert 
Armstrong, the public printer, be, and is hereby, 
directed to execute, without delay, the public print- 
ing ordered by either House of Congress since his 
election as public printer, and that all paper used 
by the public printer for the space of sixty days 
from this date shall be furnished by him at cost, 
! and shall be of the quality and description speci- 


i| fied in the law passed at this session of Congress. 


Approven, August 31, 1852. 


Puric, LV.—4n Act making Appropriations for the 
support of the Army for the year ending the thir- 
tieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and fifty 
three. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
the support of the Army for the year ending the 
thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred and 
1 fifty-three: 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress | 


—x 


For pay of the Army, one million three hundred 
sod fifty-three thousand two hundred and six dol- 
ars. ; Sof BOE ESL i 

For commutation of officers’ subsistence, five 
hundred and seventy-six thousand nine: hundred 
and forty-four dollars. ne Ba 

For commutation of forage for officers’ horses, 
one hundred and five thousand five hundred and 
four dollars. : 

For payments in lieu of clothing for officers’ 
servants, thirty-six thousand two hundred dollars. 
| _For expenses of recruiting, thirty-two thousand 
| eight hundred and forty-eight dollars and thirty- 
two cents. š . 

For three months’ extra pay for. non-commis- 
sioned officers, musicians, and privates, on reén- 
listment, ten thousand dollars, - : 

For subsistence in kind, one million and forty 
| Seventhousand one hundred and eighty-five dollars: 
Provided, That the Commissary Department may 
use, in advance of the regular appropriation for 
the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty-four, two hun- 
dred and seventy-five thousand dollars of said sum 
for said fiscal year. 

For clothing of the Army, camp and garrison 
equipage and horse equipments, two hundred and 
three thousand one ‘handiea and eighty dollars 
and eighty-three cents. 

For the regular supplies of the Quartermaster’s 
Department, consisting of fuel, forage in: kind for 
the horses, mules, and oxen of the Quartermas- 
ter’s Department, at the several military posts. and 
stations, and with the armies in the field; for the 
horses of the first and second regiments of dra- 
goons, the companies of light artillery, the regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen, and such companies of 
infantry as may be mounted, and also for the au- 
thorized number of officers’ horses when serving 
in the field and at the outposts; of straw for sol- 
diers’ bedding; and of stationery, including com- 
| : 

pany and other blank books for the Army, certifi- 
cates for discharged soldiers, blank forms for the 
Pay and Quartermaster’s Departments, and for 
the printing of division and department orders, 
Army regulation and reports, one milliom one hun- 
dred and sixty thousand dollars. 

For the incidental expenses of the Quartermas- 
| ter’s Department, consisting of postage on letters, 
and packets received and sent by officers of the 
Army on public service, expenses of courts-mar- 
tial, and courts of inquiry, including the additional 
compensation to judges advocate, recorders, mem- 
bers, and witnesses while on that service, under 
| the act of March sixteenth, eighteen hundred and 
i two; extra pay to soldiers employed under the 
direction of the Quartermaster’s Department. in 
the erection of barracks, quarters, store-houses and 
| hospitals; the construction of roads and other con- 
stant labor for periods of not less than ten days, 
| under the act of March second, eighteen hundred 

and nineteen; expenses of expresses to and from 
the frontier posts and armies in the field; of escorts 
; to paymasters, other disbursing officers and trains, 
when military escorts cannot be furnished; ex- 
penses of the interment of non-commissioned offi- 
cers and soldiers; authorized office furniture; hire 
| of laborers in the Quartermasters Department, in- 
| cluding hire of interpreters; spies and guides for 
i the Army; compensation of clerks to officers of 
the Quartermaster’s Department; compensation 
of forage and wagon-masters, authorized by the 
act of July, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight; for 
the apprehension of deserters, and the expenses 
incident to their pursuit; the various expenditures 
| required for the first and second regiments of dra- 
goons, the companies of light artillery, the regi- 
ment of mounted riflemen, and such companies of 
infantry as may be mounted, including the pur- 
| chase of traveling forges, blacksmiths’ and shoe- 
ing tools, horses and mule shoes, iron, hire of 
veterinary surgeons and medicines for horses and 
mules, two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For fuel and quarters for officers of the Army 
serving on the Coast Survey, the payment.of which 
! is no longer made by the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
| ment, four thousand five hundred dollars. 

For constructing, repairing, and enlarging bar- 
racks, quarters, hospitals, store-houses, stables, 
| wharves, and ways, at the several posts and army 
depots, for temporary cantonments, and the au- 
thorized furniture for barrack-rooms of non-com- 
| missioned officers and soldiers, gun-houses for the 


i protection of cannon, including the necessary tools 
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and materials: for the. objects enumerated, and “for 

rent of. quarters:and. offices for officers, and. þar- 

racks and hospitals for troops, where there are-:no 

publicbuildings ‘for..theit accommodations: for 

Store-houses for the safé-keepingof military stores, 

and of grounds for summer cantonments and ens | 
campments; four hundred thousand dollars. 

-For mileage of allowance made to-officers forthe 

transportation of themselves and baggage. when 

traveling on duty. withouttroops, one-hundred and 

twenty thousand dollars... SHIRE a Lente 
‘For transportation of the army, including: the 

baggage of the:troops, when moving either by land 

or water; of clothing, camp, and garrison: equi- 

pages and horse equipments, from the depétat Phil- 

adelphia to the several posts and army depéts;:of 

subsistence from the places of purchase and.from 

the. places of delivery, under. contract, to: such 

places as the:circumstances of the service-may: re- 
quire itto be serit; of ordnance, ordnance stores, 

and small-arms from the founderies and’ armories | 
to the arsenals; fortifications; frontier posts, and 

army depots; freizhts,:tolls, and ferriages;:for-the 

purchase and hire of horses, mules, oxen, wagons, 

carts, drays, ships and other sea-going vessels and 

boats, for: the: transportation of. supplies.and for 

garrison purposes; for drayage and cartage at the 

several posts; hire of teamsters;: transportation of 


funds for the pay and other disbursing: depart- || 


ments; for theex pense of sailing public transports 
on the various rivers, the Gulf'of Mexico, and the 


Atlantic and Pacific; and for: procuring water at |} 


such’ posts-as, from their situation, require that it 
be brought from a:distance, one million five hun- 
dred thousand dollars. = ` we 
: For the purchase of horses required for the first 
and second regiments of dragoons, the companies 
of: light artillery, the regiment of mounted rifle- 
men, and ‘such companies of infantry as may be 
mounted, one hundred and seventy thousand dol- 
Jars, 

For the medical and hospital departments, fifty- 
one thousand six hundred and seventy dollars. 

For. armament of fortifications, fifty thousand 
dollars. | i 

For ordnance stores and supplies, as follows: for 
procurement of side-arms and accouterments for 
artillery, infantry, cavalry, and riflemen; materials 
for-and preparation of siege and field ammunition; 
wages of mechanics engaged in making carringes, 
implements, equipments, harness, &¢.; and for 
purchase of miscellaneous: supplies of ordnance 
stores for issue to the Army, sixty-five thousand 
dollars. 

For the current expenses of the ordnance ser- 
vice, one hundred thousand dollars. 

: For the manufacture of arms at the national 
armories, two hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For repairs and improvements, and new ma- 
chinery at Harper’s Ferry, twenty-eight thousand 
nine hundred and fifty dollars. 

For repairs and improvements, and new ma- 
chinery at Springfield: armory, thirty-two thou- 
sand five hundred dollars. . 

For arsenals, sixty-six thousand nine hundred 
and eighty-five dollars. . 

For continuing the topographical and hydro- 
graphical survey of the delta of the Mississippi, 
with such investigations as may lead to determine 
the most practicable plan for securing it from in- 
undation, fifty thousand dollars. `. i 

For payment to Priscilla. D; Twiggs of the 


amount of the pay and allowances which would i| 


| 
have accrued to her son, George D. ‘Twiggs, had | 
he -been regularly in the service as a second lieu- | 
tenant of infantry, from the first day. of June, | 
eighteen hundred and forty-seven, the date on | 
which he left the United States, to the twelfth of | 
Augustin the same year when he fell in battle at į 
the National Bridge, Mexico, two hundred and 
thirty dollars and-thirty-three cents. 

Light-houses.—For completing the light-house at 
Sand Key, Florida, forty-four thousand one hun- 
dred and twenty-seven dollars and eighty-one 
cents. A 


nots, six thousand three hundred dollars. 

For arrearages prior-to July first, eighteen hun- | 
dred and fifteen, payable through the office of the ' 
Third Auditor, under an act approved May first, | 
eighteen hundred and twenty, in addition to an i 
unexpended balance of two thousand nine hun- | 
dred and sixty-nine dollars and fourteen cents; | 
remaining. in the Treasury on the thirteenth of | 


For completing the light-house at Chicago; Mi- | 


October, eighteen hundred“ and: fifty- one, seven 
thousand five hundred.doilars. ©... = . . 
See. 2. ind be it further enacied, That allacts 
or parts of acts authorizing the President of the 
United States; or.the Secretary of the proper De- 
partment, under his:direction; to -transfer any por- 
tion of- they moneys..appropriated:for a particular 
branch .of sexpendituré:in that: Department’ to: be 
| applied : to: another: braneli of: expenditure in’ the 
same.Department; be, and are-hereby; so far as re- 
lates to the: Department of War, repealed; and no 
portion:-of the: moneys: appropriated by this act 
shall.be applied. to-the payment of any expenses 
incurred prior-to the-first day of July, one thou- 
| sand eight. hundred and fifty-two. But nothing 
| herein: contained :shall be .so Gonstrued as to pre- 
vent the President from authorizing appropriations 
for the. subsistence.of the Army; for forage; for 
| the Medical and Hospital Departments, and'for the 
| Quartermaster’s Department, to be applied to any 
other of the above-mentioned branches of expend- 
iture-in the same department, and appropriations 
i made for a: specific object for one fiscal year shall 
not be transferred to any other object: after the 
expiration. of: that year. ‘ far best 


of the act making appropriations for the support 
of the Army for: the year ending the thirtieth of 
June, eighteen hundred. and fifty-one,: approved 
the twenty-eighth of September, eighteen hundred 
and fifty, as provides extra pay to the commis- 
sioned officers and enlisted men of the United 
States serving in Oregon or California, be, and the 
same is hereby, continued: in force for one year 
from the first day of March, eighteen hundredand 
fifty-two, and tbat the provision of the last-men- 
tioned act be, and is hereby, extended to New 
Mexico during the current year ptovided for by 
this section, and that three hundred thousand dol- 
lars be, and is hereby, appropriated for that pur- 
pose: Provided further, That suid officers and men 
shall receive only one half of the increased amount 
over the regular pay allowed by law. 

Sec. 4, And be it further enacted, That all the 
unexpended balances remaining of sums appro- 
priated for fortifications, and now liable to revert to 
the surplus fund, are hereby reappropriated. 

Sec. 5. vind be it further enacted, That pay- 
masters’ clerks shall be entitled’ to receive one ra- 
tion: per day when on duty. at their stations, to be 
commuted at the price now authorized when trav- 
eling on duty. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That for the 
pay and equipment as mounted riflemen, finding 
their own’ horses and forage, of the volunteers 
serving under the command of Captain John C. 
Frémont, in California; during the year eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, as appears by the muster 
rolls on file in the War Department, and for the 


| teers in said service, one hundred and sixty-eight 
thousand dollars is hereby appropriated out of any 
| money in the Treasury not otherwise: appropri- 
| ated; and the Secretary of War is:authorized and 
: empowered to appoint three competent and disin- 
i terested officers of the Army to examine and re- 


|| port to Congress upon all such claimsas may be 
presented for funds advanced and subsistence and | 


supplies of all kinds furnished or taken for the use 
of said command whilst thus engaged in the public 
service; and for the expenses of said board of offi- 
cers, the sum of two thousand dollars is hereby 
appropriated. 

“See. 7. And be it further enacted, That the second 
section of an act entitled “An act to provide for 


| and others who may have received moneys arising 
from military contributions, or otherwise, in Mex- 
1 3? 
ico, 

_ and forty-nine, shall be so construed as to extend 


‘| to officers and other persons who were engaged in 


the collection of military contributions as collect- 


war with Mexico. 


J 


retary of War be directed to pay each of the sur- 


li vivors, or to the heirs of those who have died, of | 
i the Seminole warriors, who were mustered into | 


| the service of the United States at Fort Brooke in 
| December, eighteen hundred and. thirty-five, an 
i amount equal to three months’ pay and allowances 
| of a private soldier in the Army of the United 
| States: Provided, That: the amount so paid shall 
i not exceed three thousand eight hundred and sev- 


Sec. 3. nd be it further enacted; Ehatso much. 


subsistence and supplies consumed by said volan- | 


| the ‘settlement of the accounts of public officers | 


approved March’ third, eighteen hundred | 


ors in any partof Mexico or California during the | 


Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- | 


enty dollars: And provided, also, That such amount 
paid sbail be in full of all claims of said friendly 
Seminoles during the Florida. war, for compensa- 
tion and for indemnity on account of losses sus- 
tained. ee ee 

Sec. -9.And be it further enacted, ‘That there be 
appropriated as aforesaid, to refund to the State of 
North: Carolina the amount of money-advanced 
and. transportation: furnished to, volunteers from 
that State during: the late war with Mexico, ghe 
sum of nine- thousand three, hundred and eighty- 
two dollars and fifty-three cents. 5 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, ‘That there be 
appropriated as aforesaid, for refunding to the 
State of Michigan the amount: advanced by said 
State. in organizing, subsisting, and transporting 
volunteers previous lo. their being mustered: into 
the service of the United States, during: the late 
war with Mexico;twenty thousand dollars; which 
said sum, or so much thereof as shall be necessary 
to pay.and cancel the claim of said: State, as pre- 
sented. and now on file in the office-of the Third 
Auditor of the Treasury Department, shall be paid 
by the Secretary of the Treasury to the Governor 
or other proper officer of the said State of Michi- 
gan: Provided, That the same principles be ap- 
plied in the settlement of the claims of the State 
of Alabama, and all other States, for moneys ad- 
vanced: in. raising; subsisting, and transporting 
troops for the Mexican war. : 

Sec. 11. And:be it further enacted, That in the 
adjustment of the accounts of the State of Maine, 
under the act of: the thirteenth of June, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, the proper accounting offi- 
cers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby 
directed to include and allow all claims which have 
been heretofore presented under said act: Provided, 
It shall be satisfactorily shown that ssid claims 
have been actually allowed and paid by the State. 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of War allow and pay to the State of Vir- 
ginia all sums that may have been advanced by 
that State'to the officers and men of her regiment 
of volunteers engaged to serve for and during the 
war then existing between the United States and 
Mexico, for pay for their services from the day 
of their enrollment'until they were mustered into 
the service of the United States: Provided, The 
same has not been paid heretofore by the United 
States to any of the officers or men for said ser- 
vice. eae f 

Sec. 13. And beit further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and required to pay to the State of South Carolina, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, such sums of money as were paid 
by said State, in eighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight, eighteen bundred and thirty-nine, and eigh- 
teen hundred and forty, for services, losses, and 
damages sustained by her volunteers inthe Florida 
war of eighteen hundred and thirty-six, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-seven, and eighteen hundred 
and thirty-eight, while in the service of the United 
States, and on their return from said service, as 
were ascertained and allowed by a beard of com- 
missioners appointed for that purpose by an act 
of the Legislature of said State in eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-seven: Provided, however, Phat 
no interest shall be allowed upon the moneys paid 
to the State of South Carolina under the provisions 
of this act, : 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacied, That in the 
settlement of the claims in the State of Georgia 
under the provisions of the actof the eleventh of 
August, eighteen hundred and forty-two, previding 
for the settlement of the claims of Georgia for the 
services of her militia, which have heretofore been 
suspended or disallowed, the accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department allow and pay, upon 
proof that the State hasallowed-and paid the same, 
all accounts for forage, subsistence, hospital stores, 
medical services, and transportation, which have 
not been heretofore aliowed by the United States; 
that for the pay of mounted infantry, the pay of 
cavalry be allowed; the same to be paid out of the 
fund appropriated by the act of eleventh August, 
eighteen hundred and forty-two. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enneted, That the 
proper accounting officers of the ‘Treasury. De- 
partment be, and they are hereby, authorized to 
adjust and settle the claims of Florida for the ser- 
vice of her troops under the act of February twen- 
ty-seventh, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, by the 
provisions stated for the settlement of the claims 
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of Virginia for like services, as prescribed. by: this | 


act. CER à 
Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That:the: àc- 


counts of Adjutant General Roger Jones shall-be |; 


settled by. the accounting officers of the. Treasury 


according to equity and justice, and in such man- | 


ner as to. allow the pay:and emoluments of: his 
commission of Adjutant General from ‘the time -of 
the reduction of. the Army, in one thousand eight: 
hundred and twenty-one, to March: seventh, one: 
thousand eight hundred and twenty-five, when ‘he 
was restored:to his rank and commission in the 
staff of the Army: Provided, That the pay and 
emoluments of captain of artillery during the same 
period-be deducted therefrom. . : 

Sec. 17, And be it further enacted, That the ac- 
counting officers of the United States Treasury are 
hereby directed to ascertain the amount justly due 
to Henry L. Kenney for subsistence, medicine, 
forage, &c., furnished by him to the company of 
Texas mounted volunteers, commanded by Cap- 
tain Charles M. Blackwell, from September tenth, 
eighteen hundred and forty-nine, to December 
tenth, eighteen hundred-and forty-nine, and pay 
him the same out of the sum of seventy-two thou- 
sind dollars already appropriated for such pur- 
pose, by virtue of the second section of an ‘act 
entitled An act making appropriations for the 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment,and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending thirtieth 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-one,” approved 
September thirtieth, eighteen hundred ‘and fifty: 
Provided, That the same shall not exceed the sum 
of six thousand one hundred and fourteen dollars 
and seventy-six cents. i 

Sec. 18. And be it further enacted, That the 
hoard of officers designated by the act of the third 
of March, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
one, to procure sites for the military asylums, b 
and with theapproval of the President of the Uni- 
ted States, bey and they or a part of them are 
hereby, authorized. to examine the Blue: Lick 
Springs and the land attached thereto, and if the 
same be found eligible for the purpose, and can be 
secured of the proprietors, or any suitable quan- 
tity of the land, including the buildings, at a rea- 
sonable price, to purchase‘ the same for the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, and locate thereon 
the Western Military Asylum. 

Arrnoven, August 31, 1852. 


Pupnic, LVL—An Act making Appropriations Sor 
the service of the Post Office Department during the 


fiscal year ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand | 


eight hundred and fifty-three, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


assembled, That the following sums be, and the | 
same are hereby, appropriated for the service of | 
the Post Office Department, for the year ending | 
the thirtieth of June, ne thousand eight hundred | 


and fifty-three, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
arising from the revenues of the said Department, 
in conformity to the act of the second of July, one 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-six, and for 
other purposes, viz: i a 

For transportation of the mails, four millions 
one hundred thousand dollars. 


For compensation to postmasters, including the | 


additional compensation authorized by the sixth 
section of the act to reduce and modify the rates 
of postage, approved third March, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-one, two millions and twen- 
ty-two thousand dollars. 7 


For compensation to postmasters, being the dif- | 


fererice'between the sum of one million eight hun- 


dred and seventy-five thousand dollars, appropri- |i 
ated for the fissal year ending thirtieth of June, ; 


one thousand eight bundred and fifty-two,and the 


estimated amount of their compensation for the |i 
game year, including the additional allowances | | 
authorized by the sixth section of the act of third |: wre, ar É : $ 
|i their present position and elevation, and shall be |, 

{ 


of March, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
one, reducing the rates of postage, one hundred 
and forty-seven thousand dollars. f 

For clerks in the offices of postmasters, four 
hundred and thirty thousand dollars. i 

For ship, steamboat, and way-letters, forty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For wrapping paper, forty thousand dollars. 

For office furniture for the offices of postmasters, 
nine thousand dollars. - 


| Office Department, and for arrears on the table of | 


|; seven thousand dollars. 


trip on the Bremen line, until the expiration of 


' sọ held and taken to be, anything in any Jaw or 
il laws of the United States to the contrary notwith- 
4 standing. 

iO Sec. 7. And be it further enacted, That the said i! 
| bridges are declared to be and are established post 
| roads for the passage of the mails of the United 


‘For advertising, seventy thousand dollars. œ- 
For mail bags, fifty thousand:dollars. : 
For blanks, forty-five thousand: dollars. 
- For mail locks, keys, and stamps, ten thousand 
dollars.. a seh an : E ei : 
‘For maildepredations and'specialagents, forty- 


five thousand: dollars: Also, twenty-five hundred ‘| 


dollars; out ‘of whichsthe Postmaster General is 
directed to pay sixteen hundred and sixty-six:dol- | 


master General, for his services performed by di- 
rection of the Postmaster General subsequent to: 
the first of April, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 


lars and: sixty-six:cents to the late Assistant Post- i 
ts 
i 
i 
i 


| when his resignation took effect, in the organiza- 


tion of the mail service in California, approved by 


i the joint resolution ‘ to legalize certain contracts || 
i| for the transportation of the mails in California 
‘and Oregon,” approved January the thirteenth, 


eighteen hundred and fifty-two, and the residue, 
or so much therebf as may be necessary, be ap- 
plied to’ settle and- pay his expenses. - 

For miscellaneous items, ninety thousand dol- 


i 
lars. i Ji 

| 

| 


For postage stamps, twenty thousand dollars. 
For the publication of twenty-five thousand | 
copies of the laws and regulations of the Post | 


post offices, seven thousand dollars. 


To enable the Postmaster General to contract | 


for the transporting the mail by steamboat from | 
the Lake House to New Iberia, on the route six 


thousand one hundred and sixteen, from Donald- |i 


sonville to Washington, in the State of Louisiana, 


Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
whenever he shall deem it discreet, to dispense 
with the route agents now sent with the mails 
from New York to California, and in lieu thereof 
to appoint not more than two resident agents to 
take charge of the mail service across the Isthmus 
of Panama, and to allow said agents for salary and 
personal expenses not exceeding three thousand 
dollars per year for each of such agents, which 
shall be paid out of the amount annually appro- 
priated for the transportation of the mails. 

Sec.3. And be it further enacted, That the sala- 
ry of the route agents be, and the same is hereby, 
increased to one thousand dollars per annum. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 


master General be, and he is hereby, authorized, if |! 


he shall deem it proper to advertise for and estab- 
lish service upon the regular mail route between 
New Orleans and certain gulf ports of Florida. | 
Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That the Post- ! 
master General is authorized to contract with the 
Ocean Steam Navigation Company for one addi- 
tional trip on the Havre line, and one additional | 
their existing contract, receiving and delivering | 
mails at Southampton, Cowes, or Plymouth, as 
the Postmaster General may direct, according to 
such schedule as shall be prescribed by the Post- 
master General, in order thereby to maintain 
through such lines, and the Collins line, a regular 
weekly communication by American mail steam- 
ers between the United States and the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland; but the compen- | 
sation for such additional trips shall not exceed 
the compensation allowed for each trip under the | 


: hundred and fifty dollars. 


said existing contract: And provided further, That 


authorized, inhis discretion, to negotiate with the 
contractors for changing the terminus of the Havre 
line from Havre to Antwerp, in Belgium, and to 
make an agreement for such change, if he shall 
think proper; but the increased compensation to 
be allowed for such change shall be limited to a 
pro rata allowance for the increased distance. 


Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the i 
i bridges across the Ohio river at Wheeling, in the 
State of Virginia, and at Bridgeport, in the State »: 


of Ohio, abutting on Zane’s Island, in said river, 
are hereby declared to be lawful structures in 


States, and thatthe Wheeling and Belmont Bridge 
are authorized to have and maintain | 
their said bridges.at their present site and eleva- | 


| tion; and the officers and. crew-of all: vessels and 
|| boats navigating said river.are required toregulate 


the use of their said vessels and boats,and-of any 
pipes or chimneys belonging thereto, so as not to; 
Interfere -with the elevation: and constructioniof 
said bridges: f od eee aa 
-Aprrovap, August 31, 1852. et Ya 


Puse, LVIL.—An Act making Appropriation for. 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian 
Department, and for fulfilling Treaty stipulations 

_ with various Indian. Tribes, for the year énding 
June thirtieth, one thousand eight hundred and 
Jifty-three. pee sae 

. Beit enacted by the. Senate and House, of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of Americein Congress 
, assembled, That the following sums be, and they: 


are hereby, appropriated out of any. money in the 
Treasury not otherwise-appropriated, for the pur- 


| pose of paying the current. and contingent:.ex- 
penses of the Indian Department, and fulfilling 


treaty. stipulations with the various Indian tribes: 
For- the current and contingent expenses of the In- 


i dian Department, viz: For the pay of Superintend~ 


ents of Indian Affairs, per. acts of fifth of June, 
eighteen hundred and fifty, and twenty-seventh 
February, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, eight 
thousand five hundred dollars. igen a ek 
For the pay of the several Indian. agents, per 


iacts of fifth June, eighteen hundred and fifty, 


twenty-eighth September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty, and twenty-seventh February, eighteen hyn- 
dred and fifty-one, forty-three thousand -seven 


p 


For the:-pay of interpreters, per acts of thirtieth 


| June, eighteen. hundred and thirty-four, and 
; twenty-seventh February, eighteen hundred and 
| fifty-one, twenty-eight thousand dollars. 


For the pay of clerk to superintendent at St. 
Louis, Missouri, per act of twenty-seventh June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, one thousand two 
hundred dollars. sie she 

For the pay of clerk to superintendent at Van 
Buren, A teanen; per act of twenty-seventh June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six; one thousand 
dollars. Sa 

For presents to Indians, five thousand dollars, 

For provisions for Indians, eleven thousand 


‘ eight hundred dollars. 


For repairs of buildings-at -agenciés; two thou- 
sand dollars. REAS 

For contingencies of the Indian Department, 
thirty-six thousand five hundred dollars. 

To the Christian Indians.—For permanent an- 
nuity, stipulated in the acts of May twenty-sixth, 
eighteen hundred and ‘twenty-four, and May 
twentieth, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, four 
hundred dollars. 


To" the Chippewas of Saginaw.—-For permanent 


| annuity, stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty 
tof third of August, seventeen hundred and ninety- 


five, one thousand dollars. 
For permanent annuity, stipulatedin the second 


l article of the treaty of seventeenth November, 


eighteen hundred and seven, eight hundred dol- 


i lars. 


For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 


i article of the treaty of twenty-fourth of Septem- 
; ber, eighteen hundred and nineteen, one thousand 


: ; | dollars. 
the Postmaster General shall be, and he is hereby, |; 


For permanent provision for the support of 


! blacksmiths, and for farming utensils and. cattle, 


and for the employment of persons to aid them in 
agriculture, stipulated in the eighth article of the 


i treaty of the twenty-fourth of September, eighteen 
, hundred and. nineteen, and the seventh article of 
i the treaty of fourteenth of January, eighteen hun- 


dred and thirty-seven, two thousand dollars. 
For education during the pleasure of Congress, 


| sUpalated in the sixth article of the treaty of the 


fifth of August, eignteen hundred and twenty-six, 
one thousand dollars. 

Chippewas, Menomonces, Winnebagoes, and New 
York Indians.—For education during the pleasure 


: of Congress, stipulated in the fifth article of the 


treaty of the eleventh of August, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-seven, one thousand five hundred dol- 


i lars. 


Choctaws.—For permanent annuity, stipulated 
in the second article of the treaty of sixteenth of 


: November, eighteen hundred and five, three thou- 


sand dollars. 
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For permanent annuity, stipulated in the thir- 
teenth article of the treaty of the eighteenth of Oc- 
tober; eighteen hundred ‘and twenty, six hundred 
dollars. oe Be EN Sf ct 

For permanentannuity for education, stipulated 
in the second article of the treaty of the twentieth 
of January, eighteen hundred and twenty-five, six 
thousand dollars. pice : . 

For life annuity to one Wayne warrior, stipu- 


lated in the twenty-first article of the treaty ofi 


twenty-seventh: of September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty, twenty-five dollars, ne? : 

For permanent provision for blacksmith, stipu- 
lated in the sixth article of the treaty of eighteenth 
of October, eighteen hundred and twenty, and the 
ninth article of the treaty of twentieth of January, 
eizhteen hindred and twenty-five, six hundred 
dollars. ‘ 


For iron and steel, &c., for shop, stipulated in 


the ninth article of the treaty of 20th of January, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-five, three hundred 
and twenty dollars. i 

For interest on the amounts awarded Choctaw 
claimants under the fourteenth article of the treaty 
of Dancing Rabbit Creek of the twenty-seventh 
of September, eighteen hundred and thirty, from 


the first of July, eighteen hundred and fifty-two to | 


the date of the passage of the act entitled ‘* An act 
_to supply deficiencies in the appropriations for the 
service of the fiscal year ending the thirtieth of 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, a sum not 
exceeding two thousand dollars: Provided, That 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby. is, 
authorized to. examine the reservation claims of 
the Choctaws known as Bay Indians, and of those 
Choctaws in whose cases the scrip awarded by the 


late Board of Commissioners has not been issued; ! 


and where he shall find that such Indians are 
clearly entitled to land under the fourteenth article 
of the treaty of eighteen hundred and thirty, and 
under the several acts heretofore passed in relation 
to such claims, he is hereby authorized to extend 
to such claimants the provisions applicable to such 
claims in the acts of twenty-third August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, and of third March, 
eighteen hundred and forty-five. i 

For supplying a deficiency in the Sppropria 
tions heretofore made for removing the Choctaw 
Indiansfrom Mississippi, as estimated by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, thirty-seven thousand 
four hundred and twelve dollars. 

Chickasaws.—For permanent annuity, stipulated 
in the act of the twenty-fifth of February, seven- 
teen hundred and ninety-nine, three thousand dol- 
lars. 

For payment to the Chickasaw Indians for 
amount of defalcation of Captain R. D. C. Collins, 
United States disbursing agent, together with in- 
terest thereon at the rate of six per cent. per an- 
num from March, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
nine, until paid, twenty-four thousand nine hun- 
dred eighty-two dollars and twenty-nine cents. 

For the payment of two thousand eight hun- 
dred and fifty-two dollars and thirty-six cents to 
Hiram R. Pitchlyn in his own right and as the 
sole heir-at-law and legal representative of his 
brother, John Pitchlyn, deceased, that being the 
amount of the proceeds of the sales of two quar- 
ter-sections of land granted to and located in the 
names of the ‘said Hiram R. Pitchlyn and John 
Pitchlyn, under and by virtue of the eighth article 
of the treaty with the Chickasaw Indians, made 
at the city of Washington on the twenty-fourth 
day of May, in the year eighteen hundred and 


thirty-four, and which quarter-sections of land | 


were sold and the proceeds thereof invested in 
the stock of the State of Arkansas, pursuant to 
the provisions of the article aforesaid: Provided, 
That said Hiram R. Pitchlyn shall establish his 
identity, and prove that heis John Pitchlyn’s sole 
heir, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, 

Chippewas of Lake Superior and the Mississippi.— 
For sixteenth of twenty installments in money, 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty of the 
twenty-ninth of July, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
seven, nine thousand five handred dollars. ~ 

For sixteenth of twenty installments in goods, 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty of the 
twenty-ninth of July, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
seven, nineteen thousand dollars. 

For sixteenth of twenty installments for the es- 
tablishment of three smiths’ shops, supporting 
three smiths, and furnishing iron and steel, stipu- 


1 


lated in the second article of the treaty of the 
twenty-ninth of July, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
seven, three thousand dollars. . 

For sixteenth of twenty installments for the sup- 
port of farmers, purchase of implements, grain or 
seed, and ‘to carry-on their. agricultural pursuits, 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty of the 
twenty-ninth of July, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
seven, one thousand dollars. Eat i 

For sixteenth of twenty installments for the pur- 
chase of provisions, stipulated in the second article 
of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of July, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-seven, two thousand dol- 
lars. : 

For sixteenth of twenty installments for the pur- 
chase of tobacco, stipulated in the second article 
of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of July, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-seven, five hundred dollars. 

For eleventh of twenty-five installments in money, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of the 
fourth of October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
twelve thousand five hundred dollars. ` | 

For eleventh oftwenty-fiveinstallmentsin goods, 
stipulated. in the fourth article of the treaty of the | 
fourth of October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

For eleventh of twenty-five installments, for the | 
support of two smiths’ shops, including pay of ; 
two smiths, and furnishing iron and steel, stipula- | 

i 


ted in the fourth article of the treaty of the fourth | 
of October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, two 
thousand dollars. 

For eleventh of twenty-five installments for the 
pay of two farmers, stipulated in the fourth article | 
of the treaty of the fourth of October, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two, one thousand dollars. | 

For eleventh of twenty-five installments, for the | 
pay of two carpenters, stipulated in the fourth ar- | 
ticle of the treaty of the fourth of October, eighteen j 
hundred and forty-two, one thousand two hundred 
dollars. 

For eleventh of twenty-five installments for the 
support of schools, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the fourth of October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, two thousand dollars, 

For eleventh of twenty-five installments for the 
purchase of provisions and tobacco, stipulated in 
the fourth article of the treaty of the fourth of 
October, eighteen hundred and forty-two, two 
thousand dollars. i 

For the sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth, and tenth, 
of forty-six installments to be paid to the Chippe- 
was of Mississippi, stipulated in the third article 
of the treaty of the second of August, eighteen 
hundred and forty-seven, five thousand dollars. 

Creeks.—-For permanent annuity, stipulated in 
the fourth article of the treaty of the seventh of 
August, seventeen hundred and ninety, one thou- 
sand five hundred dollars, 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second 
article of the treaty of the sixteenth of June, eigh- 
teen hundred and two, three thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-fourth of Jan- 
uary, eighteen hundred aad twenty-six, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 
sistant, stipulated in the eighth article of the treaty | 
of the twenty-fourth of January, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-six, eight hundred and forty dollars. 

For iron, steel, &c., for shops, stipulated in the | 
eighth article of the treaty of the twenty-fourth of | 
January, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, two 
hundred and seventy dollars. 

Forsixteenth of twenty installments, for the pay 
of two blacksmiths and assistants, stipulated in the 
thirteenth article of the treaty of the twenty-fourth 
of March, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, one 
thousand six hundred and eighty dollars. 

For iron, steel, &c., stipulated in the thirteenth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-fourth of March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two, five hundred and 
forty dollars. 

For permanent provision for the pay of a wheel- 
wright, stipulated in the eighth article of the treaty 


of the twenty-fourth of January, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-six, six hundred dollars. 

For twenty-second of thirty-three installments 
for education, stipulated in the thirteenth article of | 
the treaty of the fourth of January, eighteen hun- | 
dred and forty-five, three thousand dollars. 

For interest on three hundred and fifty thousand | 
dollars at five per centum, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of the twenty-third of Novem- 


| 
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ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, seventeen 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For ninth of twenty installments for education, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of the 
fourth of January, eighteen hundred and forty- 
five, three thousand dollars. 

For blacksmith and assistant during the pleas- 
ure of. the President, stipulated in the fifth article 
of the treaty of the fourteenth of February, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-three, eight hundred and 
forty dollars. 

For iron, steel, and coal, during the pleasure of 
the President, stipulated in the fifth article of the 


| treaty of the fourteenth of February, eighteen 


hundred and thirty-three, two. hundred and seven- 
ty dollars. 

For wagon-maker during the pleasure of the 
President, stipulated in the fifth article of the 


| treaty of the fourteenth of February, eighteen 


hundred and thirty-three, six hundred dollars. 

For agricultural implements during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the eighth article of 
the treaty of the twenty-fourth of January, eigh- 
teen hundred and twenty-six, two thousand dol- 
lars. 

For education during the pleasure of the Presi- 
dent, stipulated in the fifth article of the treaty of 
the fourteenth of February, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-three, one thousand dollars. 

For liquidated balance found due the Creek In- 


|| dians for losses sustained during the last war with 


Great Britain by that portion of the tribe that was 
friendly to and codperated with the United States, 
in accordance with the promise of the Government, 
one hundred and ten thousand four hundred and 
seventeen dollars and ninety cents; to be paid by 
the United States agent for the Creek Indians to 
those individuals now living, and the legal repre- 
sentatives of those deceased who are entitled to 
receive the same. 

To pay the claim of David Taylor, as adjusted 
and found due by the Second Auditor of the Treas- 
ury on the eleventh of March, eighteen hundred 
and fifty-two, under the latter clause of the thir- 
teenth article of the treaty with the Cherokees, 
concluded at New Echota, twenty-ninth Decem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-five, and ap- 
proved by the Senate, twenty-four thousand sight 
hundred and fifty-three dollars and four cents, and 
to be paid out of the balance of the appropriations 
of July second, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
under the act entitled “An act making further 
appropriations for carrying into effect certain In- 
dian treaties.” 

Delawares.—For permanent annuity, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty, of the third of 
August, seventeen hundred and ninety-five, one 
thousand dollars. . 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of the thirtieth of September, 
eighteen hundred and nine, five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fifth 
article of the treaty of thethird of October, eigh- 
teen hundred and eighteen, four thousand dollars, 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the sup- 


|| plemental treaty of the twenty-fourth of Septem- 


ber, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, one thou- 
sand dollars. 

For life annuity to chiefs, stipulated in the pri- 
vate article of supplemental treaty of the twenty- 
fourth of September, eighteen hundred and twenty- 
nine, to the treaty of the third of October, eigh- 
teen hundred and eighteen, two hundred dollars. 

For life annuity to chiefs, stipulated in the sup- 
plemental article to the treaty of the twenty-sixth 
of October, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, two 
hundred dollars. 

For (permanent provision for the purchase of 
salt, stipulated in the third article of the treaty of 
the seventh of June, eighteen hundred and three, 
one hundred dollars. 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and as- 


| sistant, stipulated in the sixth article of the treaty 


of the third of October, eighteen hundred and eigh- 
teen, seven hundred and twenty dollars. 
For iron, steel, &c., for shop, stipulated in the 


i| sixth article of the treaty of the third of October, 


eighteen hundred and eighteen, two hundred and 
twenty dollars, 

For interest oñ forty-six thousand and eighty 
dollars at five per centum, being the value of thirty- 
six sections of land set apart by treaty of eighteen 
hundred and twenty-nine, for education, stipulated 
in resolution of the Senate of the nineteenth of 
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January, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, two 
thousand three hundred and four dollars. >=. = 

Florida Indians or Seminoles.—For thirtieth of 
thirty installments for blacksmiths’establishments, 
stipulated in the sixth article of the treaty of the 
eighteenth of September, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-three, and the fourth article of the treaty of 
the ninth of May, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
two, one thousand dollars. : 

For ninth of fifteen installments in goods, stipu- 
lated in the sixth article of the treaty of the fourth 
of January, eighteen hundred and forty-five, two 
thousand dollars. 

For ninth of fifteen installments in money, stipu- 
lated in the fourth article of the treaty of the fourth 

- of January, eighteen hundred and forty-five, three 
thousand dollars. 

Jowas.—For interest on one hundred and fifty- 
seven thousand five hundred dollars at five per 
centum, stipulated in the second article of the treaty 
of the nineteenth of October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-eight, seven thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-five dollars. 

Kickapoos.—For nineteenth of nineteen install- 
ments as an annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-fourth of Octo- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-two, five thousand 
dollars. 

Kansas.—For interest on two hundred thousand 
dollars at five per centum, stipulated in the second 
article of the treaty of the fourteenth of January, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, ten thousand dol- 
lars. 

Miamies.—For permanent annuity, stipulated in 
the fourth article of the treaty of the twenty-third 
of October, eighteen hundred and twenty-six, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. ; 

For permanent provision for blacksmith and 
assistant, stipulated in the fifth article of the treaty 
of the sixth of October, eighteen hundred and eigh- 
teen, seven hundred and twenty dollars. 

For iron, steel, &c., stipulated in the fifth arti- 
cle of the treaty of the sixth of October, eighteen 
hundred and eighteen, two hundred and twenty 
dollars. 

For permanent provision for the purchase of 

` one thousand pounds of tobacco, two thousand 
poundsof iron, and one thousand ounds of steel, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of the 
twenty-third of October, eighteen hundred and 
twenty-six, seven hundred and seventy dollars. | 

For permanent provision for pay of miller, in 
lieu of gunsmith, stipulated in the fifth article of 
the treaty of the sixth of October, eighteen hun- 
dred and eighteen, and the fifth article of the treaty 
of the twenty-fourth of October, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-four, six hundred dollars. 

For permanent provision for the purchase of one 
hundred and sixty bushels of salt, stipulated in 
the fifth article of the treaty of the sixth of Octo- 

* ber, eighteen hundred and eighteen, three hundred 
and twenty dollars. : 

For education and support of poor during the 
pleasure of Congress, stipulated in the sixth article 
of the treaty of the twenty-third of October, eigh- 
teen hundred and twenty-six, two thousand dol- 
lars. , 

For twelfth of twenty installments in money, 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty of the 
twenty-eighth of November, eighteen hundred and 
forty, twelve thousand five hundred dollars. 

For permanent provision for payment in lieu of 
laborers, stipulated in the sixth article of the treaty 
of the twenty-eighth of November, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty, two hundred and fifty dollars., 

For permanent provision for agricultural assist- 
ance, stipulated in the fifth article of the treaty of 
the sixth of October, eighteen hundred and eigh- 
teen, two hundred dollars. : 

Eel Rivers, (Miamies).—For permanent annuity, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of the 
third of August, seventeen hundred and ninety- 
five, five hundred dollars. y f 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of the twenty-first of August, 
eighteen hundred and five, two hundred and fifty 

lars. : ; 
e permanent annuity, stipulated in the third 
article of the treaty of the thirtieth of September, 
eizhteen hundred and nine, three hundred and 
fifty dollars: Provided, That the money appropri- 
ated by the three preceding clauses, together with 
the similar appropriations in eighteen hundred and 
fifty an eighteen hundred and fifty-one, for the 


Eel Rivers, (Miamies,) heretofore withheld from 
payment, shall be paid to said Eel Rivers (Mia- 
mies) only; and to no other band, or nation, or 
individuals; and that all the annuities heretofore 
due and appropriated to the Eel Rivers (Miamies) 


and erroneously. or otherwise: paid to the Miami, 


nation shall be repaid to the Eei. Rivers (Miamies) 
out of the money appropriated in eighteen. hun- 
dred and fifty-one, and eighteen hundred and fifty- 
two, for payment.of annuities to said Miami na- 
tion; or if the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
deem it more expedient and just to the Indians, 
shall be paid, and is hereby appropriated, out of the 
Treasury of the United States, to be repaid to the 
United States by being withheld from the Miami 
annuities, in such installments as the Commissioner 
may deem expedient. 

Menomonees.—F'or seventeenth of twenty install- 


| ments as annuity, stipulated in the second article 


of the treaty of the third of September, eighteen 


| hundred and thirty-six, twenty thousand dollars. 


For seventeenth of twenty installments for two 


| blacksmiths and assistants, stipulated in the sec- 
| ond article of the treaty of the third of September, 


eighteen hundred and thirty-six, one thousand 


| four hundred and forty dollars. 


For seventeenth of twenty installments for iron, 


| steel, &c., for shops, stipulated in the second arti- 


cle of the treaty of the third of September, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-six, four hundred and 
forty dollars. 

For seventeenth of twenty installments for the 
purchase of provisions, stipulated in the second 
article of the treaty of the third of September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six, three thousand 


| dollars. 


For seventeenth of twenty installments for the 
purchase of two thousand pounds of tobacco, 


| stipulated in the second article of the treaty of the 
i third of September, eighteen hundred and thirty- 


six, four hundred dollars. 

For seventeenth of twenty installments for farm- 
ing utensils and cattle, stipulated in the second 
article of the treaty of the third of September, 
ene hundred and thirty-six, five hundred dol- 
ars. 

For seventeenth of twenty installments for thirty 
barrels of salt, stipulated in the second article of 
the treaty of the third of September, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-six, one hundred and fifty dollars. 

For expenses of their temporary removal and 
provisions, from their present location to the dis- 
trict of country on the Wolf and Oconto rivers, 
designated in the report of Superintendent Murray 


| to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated Sep- 


tember thirtieth, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

Omahas.—For blacksmith and assistant during 
the pleasure of the President, stipulated in the 
fourth article of the treaty of the fifteenth of July, 
eighteen hundred and thirty, seven hundred and 
twenty dollars. 

For iron, steel, &c., for shops, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the fourth ar- 
ticle of the treaty of the fifteenth of July, eighteen 
hundred and thirty, two hundred and twenty dol- 


lars. 


For agricultural implements during the pleasure 
of the President, stipulated in the fourth article of 
the treaty of the fifteenth of July, eighteen hundred 
and thirty, five hundred dollars. 

To defray the expenses of a certain party of 
Omaha Indians who visited the city of Washing- 
ton during the month of February and March, 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two, the same or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
three thousand dollars. ; 

For the Omaha Indians, twenty-five thousand 
dollars; five thousand thereof to be expended an- 
nually, under the direction of the President, for 
the relief and improvements of said Indians. 

Oltces and Missourias.—For education during 
the pleasure of the President, stipulated in the 
fourth article of the treaty of the twenty-first of 
September, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, five 
hundred dollars. 

For pay of farmer during the pleasure of the 
President,’ stipulated in the fifth article of the 
treaty of the twenty-first of September, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three, six hundred dollars. 

For blacksmith and assistant during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty of the fifteenth of July, eighteen 


hundred and thirty, seven hundred and twenty 
dollars; ono > 

For iron, steel, &c.; during the pleasure of the 
President, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the fifteenth of July, eighteen hundred 
and thirty, two hundred and twenty dollars. 

Ottowas.~-For permanent annuity, stipulated in 
the fuurth article-of.the treaty of the third of Au- 
gust, seventeen hundred and ninety-five, one thou- 
sand dollars. : 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second 
article of the treaty of the seventeenth of Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and seven, eight hundred 
dollars. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the seventeenth of Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and eighteen, one thousand 
five hundred dollars. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of August, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-one, one thousand 
dollars. 

Ottowas and Chippewas.—F or eighteenth of twen- 
ty installments, stipulated in the fourth article of 
the treaty of the twenty-eighth day of March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six, thirty thousand 
dollars. 

For interest to be paid as annuity on two hun- 
dred thousand dollars, at six per cent. per annum, 
stipulated in the resolution of the Senate of the 
twenty-seventh of May, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six, twelve thousand dollars. 

For education for twenty years, and during the 
pleasure of Congress, stipulated in the fourth arti- 
cle of the treaty of the twenty-eighth of March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six, five thousand 
dollars. 

For missions for twenty years, and during the 
pleasure of Congress, stipulated in the fourth ar- 
ticle of the treaty of the twenty-eighth of March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six, three thousand 
dollars. 

For vaccine matter, medicines, and pay of phy- 
sicians, so long as the Indians remain on their res- 
ervations, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the twenty-eighth of March, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-six, three hundred dollars. 

For eighteenth of twenty installments for the 
purchase of provisions, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-eighth of March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six, two thousand: 
dollars. 

For eighteenth of twenty installments for the 
purchase of six thousand five hundred pounds of 
tobacco, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the twenty-eighth of March, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-six, eight hundred dollars. 

For eighteenth of twenty installments for the 
purchase of one hundred barrels of salt, stipulated 
in the fourth article of the treaty of the twenty- 
eighth of March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
two hundred dollars. 

For eighteenth of twenty installments for the 
purchase of five hundred fish barrels, stipulated in 
the fourth article of the treaty of thetwenty-eighth 
of March, eighteen hundred. and thirty-six, four 
hundred dollars. 

For three blacksmiths and assistants for twenty 
years, and during the pleasure of Congress, stip- 
ulated in the seventh article of the treaty of the 
twenty-eighth of March, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-six, two thousand one hundred and sixty 
dollars. 

For iron, steel, &c., for shops, for twenty years, 
and during the pleasure of Congress, stipulated in 
the seventh article of the treaty of the twenty- 
eighth of March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
six hundred and sixty dollars. 

For gunsmith at Mackinac for twenty years, 
and during the pleasure of Congress, stipulated in 
the seventh article of the treaty of the twenty- 
eighth of March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
six hundred dollars. 

For iron, steel, &c., for shop, for twenty years, 
and during the pleasure of Congress, stipulated in 
the seventh article of the treaty of the twenty- 
eighth of March, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, 
two hundred and twenty dollars. 

For two farmers and assistant, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the seventh 
article of the treaty of the twenty-eighth of March, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-six, one thousand six 
hundred dollars. 

For two mechanics, during the pleasure of the 
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President, stipulated in.the seventh article of the 
treaty of the twenty-eighth of March, eighteen 
hundred: and: thirty-six, one thousand: two; hun- 
dred:dollars:: © : : : , i 
.  Osoges.—¥or fifteenth of twenty installments as 
annuity, stipulated :in the: second article. of the 
treaty. of the. eleventh: of: January, éighteen ‘hun- 
dred and-thirty-nine, twenty: thousand dollars. +i 
Hore fifteenth . of .twenty:installments- for. two 
smiths’ establishments, stipulated inthe: second 
article, of thetreaty.‘of. the eleventh of January, 
eighteen hundred. and. thirty-nine, two. thousand 
dollars, i- eect ey poy 
For fifteenth of fifty installments for pay-of two 
millers, stipulated in the second article of the treaty 
of ‘the eleventh of January, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-nine, one thousand two hundred dollars.: 
For interest on sixty-nine thousand one hundred 
and twenty dollars, :at.five per.centum, being ‘the 
valuation of fifty-four: sections of land; set apart 
by the treaty. of the second of June, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-five, for educational purposes, 
sper resolution of ithe Senate of the nineteenth of 
January, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, three 
thousand four hundred and fifty-six dollars. ` 
Piankeshaws.—Foyr permanent annuity, stipu- 


j 


i 


lated in the fourth article of the treaty of the third |} 


of August, seventeen hundred and ninety-five, five 
hundred dollars. tes reg ca a 

For permanent annuity, ‘stipulated. in: the third 
article of: the treaty of the thirtieth of December, 
#ighteen hundred and five, three hundred dollars. 

‘Pawnees.— For agricultural implements, during 
the pleasure of the President, stipulated in the 
fourth article of the treaty of the ninth ‘of October, 
eighteen hundred and. thirty-three, one thousand 
dollars. os 
: Poltawatomies -of Huron.—For permanent annu- 
ity, stipulated in the second article of the treaty 
of the seventeenth of November, eighteen hundred 
and seven, four hundred dollars. 

Pottawatonies.—Mor permanent annuity, stipula- 
ted in the fourth article of the treaty of the third of 
August, seventeen. hundred and ninety-five, one 
thousand dollars. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated ‘in the third 
article of the treaty of the thirtieth of September, 
eighteen. hundred and nine, five hundred dollars. 

“For permanent annuity, stipulated ‘in the third 
article of the treaty of the second of October, eigh- 


‘teen hundred and eighteen, two thousand five han- |! 


dred dollars. 

For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second 
article of the treaty of thetwentieth of September, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, two thousand 
dollars. 

For life annuity to chiefs, stipulated in thé sec- 
ond article of the treaty of the twentieth of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and twenty-eight, one 
hundred dollars. : 


For permanent annuity, stipulated in the second |! 


article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth-of July, 
eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, sixteen thou- 
sand dollars. 

Wor twentieth of twenty installments as annuity, 
stipulated in the third article of the treaty of the 


twentieth of October, eighteen hundred and thirty- |. 


two, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For life annuity to chiefs, stipulated in the third | 
article of the treaty of the twentieth of ‘October, 
eighteen hundred and thirt 
dollars. 


For twentieth of twenty installments as annuity, || 


stipalated in the third article of-the treaty of the 
twenty-sixth of October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two, twenty thousand dollars. 

-Foreighteenth of twenty installmentsas annuity, | 


twenty-sixth of September, eighteen hundred and | 
thirty-three, fourteen thousand dollars. i 
For life annuity to chiefs, stipulated in the third | 
article of the treaty of the twenty-sixth of Septem- | 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-three, seven hun- | 
dred dallas. i 
For eighteenth of twenty installmentsas annuity, 
stipulated in the second supplemental article of | 
the treaty of the twenty-sixth of September, eigh- |: 
teen hundred and thirty-three, two thousand dol- 
lars. j 
Tor permanent provision for the purchase of 
salt, stipulated in the third article of the treaty of į; 
the seventh of June, eighteen hundred and three, |; 
one hundred and forty dollars. i 
For permanent provision for the purchase of one |: 


| 


| sixteenth of October; eighteen hundred and twen- 


i 
i 
! 
{ 
} 
} 
i 
i 
i 
j 
{ 
t 


| assistant, stipulated in the second article of the 


y-two, four hundred | 


| nuity, stipulated in the sixth article of the treaty 


hundred. and sixty bushels of salt, stipulated in 
the third article:of the treaty of the sixteenth of | 
October, eighteen.-hundred and twenty-six, three | 
hundred-and twenty dollars. . Papo a 

For education during the pleasure of. Congress, | 
Stipulated, inthe third: article-of the treaty of the | 


ty-six, two thousand dollars. . en 
-- For- permanent ‘provision for: blacksmith ‘and 
assistant, ‘stipulated: in: the. third -article ofthe | 
tréaty.of the: sixteenth of October, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-six, seven hundred and twenty 
dollars.: : Ei i 
For permanent provision for iron, steel, &e:, 
for shop, stipulated in the third article of the treaty 
of: the sixteenth. of October, eighteen hundred-and 
twenty-six, two hundred and twenty dollars. 

‘For education during: the-pleasure of Congress, 
stipulated in the second article of the treaty-of the 
twentieth of September,. eighteen hundred and 
twehty-eight, one thousand dollars. 

For permanent. provision ‘for the payment in 
money, in lieu of two thousand pounds of tobac- 
co, fifteen hundred pounds-of iron, and three hun- 
dred and fifty pounds: of steel, stipulated in the 
second article of the treaty of. the twentieth of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred. and twenty-eight, and 
the tenth article of the treaty of the fifth of June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, three hundred dol- 
lars. : ; j 

For permanent provision for blacksmith: and 
assistant, stipulated. in the second article of the 
treaty of the twentieth of September, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-eight, seven hundred and 
twenty dollars. read 

For permanent provision for iron, steel, &c., 
for shop, stipulated inthe second article of the 
treaty of the twentieth of September, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-eight, two hundred and twen- 
: ty dollars. - : 

For permanent provision for- 


= | 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
i 


blacksmith and 


treaty of. the twenty-ninth of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and twenty-nine, seven hundred and twenty 
dollars. à i A 

For permanent provision for iron, steel, &c., 
| for shop, stipulated in the second article of the 
treaty of the twenty-ninth of July, eighteen: hun- 
dred and:‘twenty-nine, two hundred and. twenty 
| dollars, =° E Ei ty GE g 
| For permanent provision for the purchase of 
; fifty barrels of salt, stipulated in the second article 
| of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of July, eighteen 
: hundred: and twenty-nine, two hundred and fifty 
; dollars. : i 

For education during the pleasure of Congress, | 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of the 
twenty-seventh of October, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two, two thousand dollars. ; 

For intereston six hundred and forty-three thou- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, stipulated in the 
seventh article of the treaty of the fifth of June, 
eighteen hundred and forty-six, thirty-two thou- 
sand one hundred and fifty dollars. 


Quapaws.—For twentieth of twenty installments 
| as annuity, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the thirteenth of May, eighteen hundred 
; and thirty-three, two thousand dollars. 


i 


For education during the pleasure of the Presi- |! 


: dent, stipulated in the third article of the treaty of | 
the thirteenth of May, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
three, one thousand dollars. 

For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the third article 


` For iron, steel, &c., for shop, during the pleas- | 


of the treaty of the thirteenth of May, eighteen |; 
hundred and thirty-three, eight hundred and forty |: 


: a ‘ . j: dollars. 
stipulated m the third article of the treaty of the į: 


| teenth of February, eighteen hund 
: one, six thousand dollars. : 
|: For interest in. lieu of investment on séventy- 


| five thousand dollars, at five per-centum, per act 


red “and thirty- 


|i of twenty-seventh of June, eighteen hundred. and 


| forty-six, 
i dollars. : as 
|... Stockbridgess—For interest on: sixteen thousand 
: five hundred dollars, at five per centum, stipulated 
in the ninth article of. the treaty of the twenty- 


three thousand seven hundred 


and fifty 


|| fourth of November, eightecit hundred and forty- 


, eight, eight hundred and twenty-five dollars. 

| . Stour of Mississippi.—F or interest on three hun-. 
| dred thousand dollars; at five per centum, stipu- 
:lated::in the second article of the treaty of the 
i twenty-ninth of September, cighteen hundred and 
| thirty-seven, fifteen thousand dollars. 
-; For sixteenth of twenty installments as annuity 
in goods, stipulated in the second article of the 
treaty of the twenty-ninth of September, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-seven, ten thousand dollars. 

-For:sixteenth of twenty installments for the 
purchase of medicines, agricultural implements, 
_and stock, and. for support of farmers, physicians, 
and ‘blacksmith, &c., stipulated. in the second 
article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, eight 
thousand two hundred and fifty dollars. 

‘For sixteenth of twenty installments for the 
purchase of. provisions, stipulated in the second 
article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of Sep- 
| tember, eighteen hundred: and. thirty-seven, five 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

: For fulfilling treaties with the Sioux of the Mis- 
Sissippi, to wit: For payment of the chiefs of the 
See-se-toan and Wali-pay-toan bands of Dakota 
_ or Sioux Indians, to enable them. to settle their 
| affairs, and to comply with their present just en- 
: gagements; for expenses ‘of removal cf the said 
bands from the lands ceded, and for subsistence 
of themselves for one year thereafter, per first 
, clause of the fourth article of the treaty of twenty- 

third July, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, ratified 
, by the Senate of the United States on twenty-third 
June, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, two hundred 
and seventy-five thousand dollars. . 

For this amount, to be laid out under the direc- 
tion of the President, for the establishment of 
manual labor schools; the erection of mills and 
blacksmith .shops; opening farms; fencing and 
breaking land, and for such other. beneficial ob- 
j jects as may be deemed most conducive tothe 
prosperity and happiness of said Indians, per 
second clause of same article and treaty, thirty 
thousand dollars. - A e 

For interest at the rate of five per centum on the 
: sum of one million three hundred and sixty thou- 

sand dollars, per same article and treaty, sixty- 
' eight thousand dollars. 

For interest at the rate of five per centum on the 
sum of one hundred and twelve thousand dollars, ” 
: (to be added to the trust fund provided for in the 

fourth article,) being the amount allowed in liew 
of the reservation set apart in the third article, 
| containing one million one hundred and twenty 

thousand acres, at ten cents per acre, per Senate’s 
i amendment to the aforesaid treaty, five thousand 
i six hundred dollars. . 

For payment to the chiefs of the Med-ay-wa- 
kan-toan and Wah-pay-koo-tah bands of Daco- 
tah or Sioux Indians, to enable them to settle their 
afiairs and enable them to comply: with their pres- 
ent just engagements; for expenses of removal 
' of said Indians from the lands ceded, and for sub- 
sistance for themselves for one year thereafter; per 
first clause of the fourth article of the treaty of 
fifth August, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, rati- 
fied by the Senate of the United States twenty- 


ure of the President, stipulated in the third article 
of the treaty of the thirteenth of May, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-three, two hundred and twenty 
dollars. i 
For 
President, stipulated in the third article of the 
treaty of the thirteenth of May, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-three, six hundred dollars. 


Siz Nations of New York.—For permanent an- 


of the eleventh of November, seventeen hundred 
and- ninety-four, four thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. 


Senecas of New York.—For permanent annuity, | 


in lieu of interest on stock, per act of the nine- |; 


pay of farmer during the pleasure of the |: 


third Sune, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, two 
hundred and twenty thousand dollars. 

For this amount, to be laid out under the direc- 
tion of the President, for the establishment of 
‘manual labor schools; the erection of mills and 


, blacksmith shops; opening farms; fencing and 
! breaking lands, and for such other beneficial ob- 
jects as may be deemed most conducive to the 
prosperity and happiness of said Indians, per sec- 
ond clause of same article and treaty, thirty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For interest at the rate of five per centum on 
the sum of one million one hundred and sixty 
thousand dollars, per same clause, article and 
treaty, fifty-eight thousand dollars. 

For interest at the rate of five per centum on the 
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sum of sixty-nine thousand dollars, (to be added || of the*treaty-of the twentieth of July, ‘eighteen |/and twenty-hine, three hundred: ‘and: sixty-five 
to the trust fund provided forin the fourth article;) dollars. << 0 oes Ve 865.8 


being the amount allowed in lieù of the reservation 
of lands set. apart’ by the third‘article, containing 
six hundred and ninety thousand acres, at ten 
cents per acre, per Sénate’s amendment to the 
aforesaid treaty, three thousand four hundred and 
fifty dollars: Provided, That''no portion of. ‘the 
money appropriated for the purpose aforesaid'shall 
be applied until said Indiansshall express their a8- 
sent to. the treaty! as’ amended by the Senaté. ` 
Sacs and Foxes of Missouri:—¥ or interest on one 
hundred: and fifty-seven thousand’ four hundred 
dollars, at five per éentum, stipulated in the second 
article of the treaty of the twenty-first of October, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, seven thousand 
eight hundred and seventy dollars. i 
Sacs and Foxes of MississippicFor pérmanent 
annuity; stipulated in the third article of the treaty 
of the third of November, eighteen hundred and 
four, one thousand dollars. : ee ey 
For twenty-first of thirty installments, as annu- 
ity, stipulated in the third article of the treaty of 
the twenty-first of September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two, twenty thousand dollars. ` 
For twenty-first of thirty installments for gun- 
smith, stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty 
of the twenty-first of September, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-two, six hundred-dollars. a 
For tivénty-first of thirty installments for iron, 
steel, &c., for shop, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the twenty-first of September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two, two hundred and 
twenty dollars. 


For twenty-first of thirty installments for black- || 
| for shop, stipulated in the eighth article of the | 


smith and assistant, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the twenty-first of September, 
eighteen’ hundred and ‘thirty-two, eight hundred 
and forty dollars. i 

For twenty-first of thirty installments for iron, 
steel, &c:, for shop, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the twenty-first of September, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-two, two hundred and 
twenty dollars. 

For twenty-first of thirty installments for forty 
barrels of salt, stipulated in the fourth article of 
the treaty, of the'twenty-first of September, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-two, two hundred dollars. 

‘For twenty-first of thirty installments for forty 
kegs of tobacco,’ stipulated in the fourth article 


of the treaty of the twenty-first of September, || 


eighteen hundred and thirty-two, eight hundred 
dollars. ; ; 

For interest on two hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, stipulated in the second article 
of the treaty of the twenty-first of October, eigh- 
teen hundred and thirty-seven, ten thousand dol- 
lars. 

For interest on eight hundred thousand dollars, 
at five per centum, stipulated in the second article 
of the treaty of the eleventh of October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-two, forty thousand dollars. 

Shawnees.—For permanent annuity, stipulated 
‘in the fourth article of the treaty of the third of 
August, seventeen hundred and ninety-five, one 
thousand dollars. : 

‘For permanent annuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth of Sep- 
tember, eighteen hundred and seventeen, two thou- 
sand dollars. 

For permanent provision for the purchase of 
salt, stipulated in the third article of the treaty of 
the seventh of June, eighteen hundred and three, 
sixty dollars. ' 

For blacksmith and assistant during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 


of the treaty of the eighth of August, eighteen |! f } 
|. eling, transportation, and subsistence of A. M. | 


hundred and thirty-one, eight hundred and forty 
dollars. 

For iron, steel, &c., during the pleasure of the 
President, stipulated. in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the eighth of August, eighteen hundred 
and thirty-one, two hundred and twenty dollars. 

Senecas and Shawnees.—For permanent annuity, 
stipulated in the fourth article of the treaty of the 
seventeenth of September, eighteen hundred and 
eighteen, one thousand dollars. 

For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of the twentieth of July, eighteen hun- 
dred and. thirty-one, eight hundred and forty dol- 
lars. Si : 

For iron, steel, &c., for shops, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 


hundred and th 
‘dollars. ~ 
 Senecas.—Fér permanent ‘annuity, stipulated in 


irty-one, two hundred and twenty 


of September, éighteen hui 
five hundred dollars: “> -47 p eens : 
= For permavientiannuity, stipulated in the fourth 
article-of ‘the treaty of the seventeenth of Septem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and eighteen, five hundred 
dollars. rà SEDIN Bap gare SE PE è 
‘For blacksmith and assistant, during the pleas- 
ure of the President, stipulated in the fourth article 
of the treaty of ‘the twenty-eighth of February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-one, eight hundred 
and forty dollars. we : 
© For iron, steel, &c., for shop, during the pleas- 
‘ure’ of the President, stipulated inthe fourth article 
of the treaty of the twenty‘eighth of February, 
eighteen hundred and thirty-one, two hundred and 
twenty dollars: +°- ` ; a 
For pay'of miller, during ‘the pleasure of the 
President, stipulated in the fourth article of the 
treaty of the twenty-eighth of February eighteen 
hundred and thirty-one, six hundred dollars. 
Wyandots.—For permanent annuity, stipulated 
in the third article of the treaty of the seventeenth 
of March, eighteen hundred and forty-two, seven- 
teen thousand five hundred dollars. ` 
|. Bor permanent provision, for blacksmith and 
assistant, stipulated in the eighth article ‘of the 
treaty of the seventeenth of Marchi, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty:two, eight hundred ‘and forty dol- 
| lars. : 
For permanent 


nadred and seventeen, 


| 


rovision for iron, steel, &c., 


treaty of the seventeenth of March, eighteen hun- 
dred and forty-two, three hundted and seventy 
| dollars. i 

For permanent provision for education, stipu- 
lated in the fourth article of the treaty of the seven- 
teenth of March, eighteen hundred and forty-two, 
five hundred dollars. f 
Weas.—F or permanent annuity, stipulated in the 
‘fifth article of the treaty ofthe second of October, 
eighteen hundred and’ eighteen, three thousand 
dollars. ` ‘ an 

Winnebagoes.—For twenty-fourth of thirty in- 
stallments as annuity, stipulated in the second ar- 
ticle of the treaty of the first of August, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-nine, eighteen thousand dol- 
lars. A 

For twénty-first of twenty-seven installments as 
annuity, stipulated in the third article of the treaty 
| of the fifteenth of September, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-two, ten thousand dollars. 

For twenty-fourth of thirty installments, for the 
purchase of fifty barrels of salt, stipulated in the 
second article of the treaty of the first of August, 


and fifty dollars. 
`: For twenty-fourth of thirty installments for the 


stipulated in the second article of the treaty of the 
first of August, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, 
six hundred dollars. 

For twenty-firstof twenty-seven installments, for 


of tobacco, stipulated in the fifth article of the 


dred and thirty-two, three hundred dollars. 

For twenty-fourth ofthirty installments for three 
blacksmiths and assistants, stipulated in the third 
Í article of the treaty of the first of August, eighteen 
hundred and twenty-nine, two thousand one hun- 
| dred and sixty dollars. i 
For payment of reasonable compensation, trav- 


| Mitchell and a posse of citizens of Minnesota Ter 
ritory, summoned by him while marshal of said 
Territory, and engaged in the suppr 


| thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and fifty, their 
| accounts to be settled, and payment made under 
the order and direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, one thousand six hundred dollars. 
For twenty-fourth of thirty installments for iron, 
steel, &c., for shop, stipulated in the third article 
of the treaty of the first of August, eighteen hun- 
: dred and twenty-nine, six hundred and sixty dol- 
i Jars. 
For twenty-fourth of thirty installments for 


li the treaty of the first of August, eighteen hundred 


the fourth article of the treaty of the twenty-ninth | 


eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, two hundred | 


purchase of three thousand pounds of. tobacco, | 


: the purchase of one thousand five hundred pounds | 


treaty of the fifteenth of September, eighteen hun- 


ession of In-: 
dian disturbances in said Territory, about. the į 


laborers and oxen, stipulated in the third article of 


Fortwenty-first of twenty-seven installments for 
education, stipulated in the fourth article of. the 
treaty of the fiftéenth- of September, eighteen hun- 
‘dyed-and thirty-two, ‘three thousand dollars. 

For twenty-first of twenty-seven installments for 
six agriculttrists, purchasé “of oxen,;plows, and» 
other implements, stipulated in the fifth article-of 
the treaty of the: fifteenth of September, ‘eighteen 
hundred and thirty-two, two thousand: five hun- 
dred dollars, << 0 serie fe kai, ay 

For twenty-first oftwenty-seven installments for 
pay of two physicians, ’stipulated in the fifth article 
of the treaty of the fifteenth of September, eighteen 
hundred and thirty-two, four hundred dollars. - 

For interest on one million one hundred thou- 
sand dollars, at five per centum, stipulated in: the 
fourth article of the treaty of the first of Novem- 
ber, eighteen hundred and thirty-seven, fifty-five 
thousand dollars. f : : 

For interest on eighty-five ‘thousand dollars, at 
five per centum, stipulated in the fourth article of 
‘the treaty of the thirteenth of October, eighteen 
hundred and forty-six, four thousand two hundred 
and fifty dollars. epee Bons 
© For payment to the heirs of Cyrus Choice, the 
balance due for services rendered by himas acting 
Indian agent in New Mexico; from the ninth of 
December, ‘eighteen hundred: and forty-nine, ‘to 
the fourteenth of September, eighteen hundred and 
fifty, at the rate of fifteen hundred and fifty dol- 
lars per annum, after deducting the sum of fifty 
dollars heretofore paid to Cyrus Choice, one thou- 
sand one hundred and: thirty-seven dollars and 
seventy-six cents. ae ed 

For payment to Presha: Bedwell, (formerly 
Presha l’oreman,) being the amount of an award 
by the Cherokee commissioners in her favor, 
which was erroneously paid by a former Chere- 
kee agent to some onè who personated the proper 
claimant, the sum of four hundred and sixty-four 
dollars. l . 

For payment to Horsefly, being the amount of 
an award by the first board of Cherokee commis- 
sioners, less the amount of six dollars, allowed as 
fee to the attorney, for an improvement belonging 
to Tiany, (the deceased wife of Horsefly,) ims 
properly valued and paid for to Tawney, of the 
same town in the country east, the sum of fifty- 
four dollars. f ye 

For payment to Se-ka-wee, a Cherokee; only 
heir of Woo-tee-ti-eh, deceased, for an improve- 
ment in Turkeytown valley, Alabama, which was 
| improperly valued and paid for to Rachael Bright, 
a white woman, the said Woo-tee-ti-eh, deceased, 
being the rightful owner, the sum of one hundred 
and sixty-six dollars and fifty cents. 

For compensation to three special agents ‘aid 
four interpreters for the Indian tribes of Texas, 
i and for the purchase of presents, fifteen thousand 
| dollars. oat 

For. presents to the Camanches, Kiaways, and 
other Indians-on the Arkansas river, and to ena- 
blethe President to treat with said Indians, twenty 
thousand dollars. í Sa wee NE EENS 

For defraying expenses ‘incident to the visit of 
the Pueblo Indians, and their attendants, from 


| States, one thousand two hundred dollars. 

For expenses of the California superintendency, 
to wit: salary of Superintendent, four thousand 
i dollars; salary of clerk to Superintendent, two 
| thousand five hundred dollars; office rent, station- 
| ery, fuel and lights, and postage on official letters, 


three thousand. five hundred; interpreters, three 

thousand dollars. - ; 
For the preservation of peace with those Indians 

| who have been dispossessed of their lands in Cali- 


r 
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i 
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fornia, until permanent arrangements be made for 
their future settlement, the sum of one hundred 
thousand dollars:. Provided, That nothing herein 
contained shall beso construed as to.imply an ob- 
ligation on the part of the United States to feed. and 
support’ the, Indians.who. haye been dispossessed 
of their land in California.. - Peg 
Furniture for Superintendent’s office, five hun- 
dred dollars: =: aing eet ar p ? 
Flags for distribution -among the tribes, five 
hundred dollars.. pa TEA 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That for.ex- 
penses of compiling maps, under the supervision 
ofthe Commissioner of Indian Affairs, for the use 
ofthe committees of the Senate, and House of Rep- 
resentatives, and Indian Bureau, showing the pres- 
ent boundaries of the Indian territory, and the 
location of the. various Indian tribes within the 
United States, five hundred dollars. DA 
Sro. 3. And be åt further enacted, That no part 
of the appropriations herein made, or that may 
hereafter be made, for the benefit of any Indian, 
or tribe, or part of a tribe of Indians, shall be paid 
to any attorney or agent of such Indian, or tribe, 
or part of a tribe; but shall in every case be paid 
directly to the Indian or Indians themselves to 
whom it shall be due, or to the tribe or part of a 
tribe per capita, unless the imperious interests of 
the Indian or Indians, or some treaty stipulation, 
shall require the payment to be made otherwise, 
under the direction of the President.. Nor shall 
the Executive branch of the Government, now or 
hereafter, recognize any contract between any In- 
dian, or tribe, or part of a tribe, and any attorney 
or agent for the prosecution of any claim against 
the Government under this act. 
Arproven, August 30, 1852. 


Pusrie, LVII. ——An Act making Appropriations for 
the Improvement of certain Harbors and Rivers. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the following sums of money be, 
and the same are hereby, appropriated, to be paid 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, and to be expended under the super- 
intendence of the Secretary of War, for the follow- 
ing purposes, to wit: 

‘For the continuation of the Delaware break- 
water, thirty thousand dollars. 

For the construction of a harbor on the east side 
of Reedy Island, Port Penn, Delaware, fifty-one 
thousand and ninety dollars. 

For the repairs of the works at the harbor of 
Chester, on the Delaware river, five thousand dol- 
lars. 

For the removal of obstructions in the Savannah 
river, at a place called the Wrecks, and the im- 
provement of the navigation of said river, forty 
thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Hudson river, above and below Albany, 
and not above Troy, fifty thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the navigation of the 
Mississippi river, below the rapids, ninety thou- 
gand dollars; the Ohio, including the repairs of the 
dam at Cumberland Island, ninety thousand dol- 
Jars; the Missouri and the Arkansas rivers, each 
forty thousand dollars; and for the construction 
and repair of snag-boats, dredge-boats, discharging 
gcows, and machinery to be used on the Missis- 
sippi, Ohio, Missouri, Arkansas, and other west- 
ern rivers, one hundred and fifty thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the James and Appo- 
mattox rivers, below the cities of Richmond and 
Petersburg, forty-five thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the Rock River Rapids, 
and the Des Moines Rapids in the Mississippi 
river, at the lower chain and the English chain, 
one hundred thousand dollars. 

For opening a ship channel of sufficient ca- 
pacity to accommodate the wants of commerce 
through the most convenient pass leading from the 
Mississippiriver into the Gulf of Mexico, seventy- 
five thousand dollars. And it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of War to apply said moneys to the 
opening of said ship channel by contract, and at 
an early day in the next session of Congress to 


report the progress of the work, the amount ne- | 


cessary to complete it, and an estimate of the an- 
nual cost of keeping said channel open; and any 
contract madeshall be limited to the amount hereby 
appropriated. 


For removing the raft- of Red river, one hundred 
thousand. dollars,.and that the Secretary of War 
be authorized to contract with the lowest respon- 


sible bidder, within this appropriation, for the re- 
-moval of said raft after reasonable public notice. 
For the improvement of the navigation of the | 


Colorado river, Texas, twenty thousand dollars. 
For. the survey. of the Trinity, river, Texas, in- 


cluding the bar at the mouth, three thousand dol- 


lars... Wore ; $ T 

Fora breakwater at Richmond Island harbor, 
and repairing the breakwater ini Portland harbor, 
Maine, ten thousand dollars... f 

For removing the rocks obstructing the naviga- 
tion near Falls island, Cobscook Bay, Maine, five 
thousand dollars. / 

For a survey in reference to the construction of 
a bréakwater on the eastern side of the Island of 
Matinicus, Maine, one thousand dollars. 

For the protection of Great Brewster Island, in 
the harbor of Boston, thirty thousand dollars. 

For the preservation of Cape Cod harbor, at 
and near. Provincetown, Massachusetts, five thou- 
sand dollars. . : 

For repairing the breakwater at Hyannis har- 
bor, Massachusetts, five thousand dollars. 

For the preservation of Great Woods Hole har- 
bor, two,thousand five hundred dollars. 

For a survey in reference to the construction of 
a breakwater at East Dennis, Barnstable Bay, 
Massachusetts, one thousand five hundred dollars. 

For repairing the injuries done to the Govern- 
ment works ọn Plymouth beach, in the great storm 
of eighteen hundred and fifty-one, five thousand 
dollars, 

For a survey in reference to the improvement 
of the harbor of Scituate, in connection with the 
North river, Massachusetts, one thousand dollars. 

For the removal of Middle Rock, designated on 
the chart as Rocky buoy, in the harbor of New 
Haven, Connecticut, six thousand dollars. 

For removing a rock near the mouth of the Se- 
konk river, harbor of Providence, Rhode Island, 
five thousand dollars. f 

For the further improvement of the harbor of 
New York, by removing the rocks at Hell Gate 
and Diamond reef, in the East river, twenty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For a survey of the harbor of Port Jefferson, 
New York, with reference to the improvement 
thereof, twelve hundred. dollars. 

For the removal of the barat the junction of the 
Passaic and Hackensack rivers, in Newark Bay, 
New Jersey, ten thousand dollars. 

For the survey of Cranbury Inlet, Barnegat 
Bay, New Jersey, in reference to its improvement, 
one thousand dollars. : 

For the improvement of the Patapsco river, from 


Fort McHenry to the mouth of said river, twenty | 


thousand dollars. 

For the construction of a steam-dredge, equip- 
ment and discharging-scows, for the waters of the 
Chesapeake Bay and the Atlantic coast, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

For removing obstructions at the mouth of the 
Susquehanna river, near Havre-de-Grace, Mary- 
land, ten thousand dollars. 


For reopening a communication between Albe- | 
marle Sound, North Carolina, and the Atlantic | 


ocean, by the construction of a breakwater across 
Croatan Sound, fifty thousand dollars. 

For completing the improvement of the harbor 
of Washington, North Carolina, five thousand 
dollars. 

For the improvement of the harbor of Charles- 
ton, South Carolina, fifty thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the harbor of Mobile, 
Alabama, at Dog River Bar and theChoctaw Pass, 
fifty thousand dollars. 

For a survey in reference to the removal of ob- 
stractions to the navigation of Bayou La Fourche, 
Louisiana, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For the construction of a harbor on Lake Pon- 
chartrain, near the city of New Orleans, twenty- 
five thousand dollars. 

For continuing the surveys of the northern and 
northwestern lakes, including Lake Superior, 
twenty-five thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the harbor of Manitou- 
woc, Wisconsin, eight thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the harbor of Sheboy- 
gan, Wiscousin, ten thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 


lof Racine, Wisconsin, ten thousand dollars. 


For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Wilwaukie, Wisconsin, fifteen thousand dollars, 
to be expended at the pointon the Milwaukie river 
known as the ‘“ North Cut,” survéyed by Lieu- 
tenant Centre. ; 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Kenosha, (formerly South, Port,) Wisconsin, 
ten thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement, of the harbor 
of Chicago, Illinois, twenty thousand dollars. 

For continuing. the improvement of the harbor 
of Michigan City, Indiana, or the laying down of 
a floating breakwater and safety anchorage, as the 
Secretary of War may determine, twenty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For the improvement of the harbor of New Buf- 
falo, Michigan, eight thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of St. Joseph, Michigan, ten thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of Black Lake harbor, 
Michigan, eight thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the harborat the mouth 
of Grand river, Michigan, two thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the harbor at themouth 
of Clinton river, Michigan, five thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the navigation of the 
Saint Clair flats, connecting the upper and lower 
lakes, twenty thousand dollars. 

For completing the improvement of the River 
Raisin harbor, Michigan, fourteen thousand dol- 
lars. 

For constructing a steam-dredge, equipment 
and discharging-scows for Lake Michigan, twenty 
thousand dollars. 

For preserving the harbor of Sandusky City, and 
improving the same, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
at the mouth of Black river, on Lake Erie, Ohio, 
five thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Cleveland, Ohio, thirty thousand dollars. 

For the further improvement of the harbor of 
Fairport, at the mouth of Grand river, Ohio, ten 
thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Ashtabula, Ohio, ten thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Erie, Pennsylvania, thirty thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Dunkirk, New York, thirty thousand dollars. 

For repairing the sea-wall at the harbor of Buf- 
falo, New-York, fourteen thousand dollars. 

For constructing a steam-dredge, equipment and 
dischorging-scows for Lake Erie, twenty thousand 

ollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Oak Orchard creek, Lake Ontario, New York, 
ten thousand five hundred dollars. 

For continuing the removal of obstructions in 
the harbor at the mouth of the Genesee river, 
pate Ontario, New York, twenty thousand dol- 

ars. “ 

For the improvement of the harbor of Sodus 
Bay, Lake Ontario, Cayuga county, New York, 
ten thousand dollars. 

For continuing the improvement of the harbor 
of Oswego, Lake Ontario, New York, forty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For constructing a steam-dredge, equipment and 
discharging-scows for Lake Ontario, twenty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For a survey of the Rappahannock river, Vir- 
ginia, three thousand dollars. 

Fora survey of Taunton river and New Bedford 
harbor, Massachusetts, three thousand dollars. 

For improving the Kennebeck river from the 
United States Arsenal wharf, in Augusta, Maine, 
to Lovejoy’s Narrows, six thousand dollars. 

Fora survey of San Antonio river, Texas, one 
thousand five hundred dollars. 

For surveys of the harbors at Sabine, Galves- 
ton, Paso Cavallo, Velasco, BrazosdeSantiago,and 
Corpus Christi, and the rivers Sabine, Brazos, and 
Trinity, Texas, five thousand dollars. 

For repairing the public works at Little Egg 
harbor, New Jersey, eight thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For a survey of East Pascagoula river, Missis- 
sippi, five thousand dollars. 

For a survey of Providence harbor, Rhode 
Island, fifteen hundred dollars. 

For a survey and examination of the Falls of the 
Ohio river, by a board of topographical and civil , 
engineers to be appointed by the Secretary of © 


s 
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War, to report upon the expediency of an addi- 
tional canal around said falls, and the comparative 
cost, advantages, and disadvantages of making 
such additional canal on the Kentucky and Indi- 
ana shores of said river, respectively; and also the 
cost, advantages, and disadvantages. of enlarging 
and extending the present canal, so as to ‘avoid 
the locks at Sandy Island, retaining the present 


locks in their present condition, five thousand | 


dollars. 

For the repair of the sea-wall at Marblehead, 
Massachusetts, five hundred dollars. : 

For a sutvey of the harbor of Georgetown, 
South Carolina, three thousand dollars. 

For a survey of Shrewsbury river, New Jersey, 
fifteen hundred dollars. : 

For repairing the piers at Kennebunk, Maine, 
seven thousand five hundred dollars. 

For a breakwater at Owlshead harbor, or at 
Rockland harbor, in Maine, as the Department of 
War shall decide, fifteen thousand dollars. 

For the further removal of obstructions and the 
improvement of the harbor of Dubuque, Iowa, fif- 
teen thousand dollars. 

For repairing the piers in Great Sodus Bay, 
New York, ten thousand dollars. 

For improving Cape Fear river, at and below 
Wilmington, North Carolina, twenty thousand 
dollars. 

For repairing the piers at Huron River harbor, 
Ohio, ten thousand dollars. 

For continuing and repairing the breakwater at 
Burlington, Vermont, ten thousand dollars, 

For repairing the piers at Conneaut, Ohio, ten 
thousand dollars. 

For repairing the piers and improving the har- 
bor at New Castle, Delaware, fifteen thousand dol- 
lars. 

For the further improvement of the harbor at 
Bridgeport, Connecticut, ten thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the river Saint John, 
Florida, ten thousand dollars. 

For the completion of the old line of survey, or 
new line, as may be deemed expedient, for a ship 
canalacross the peninsula of Florida, twenty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For a survey of the sand bars in Newark Bay, 
New Jersey, two thousand dollars. 

For building a levee across the mouth of the 
river San Diego, in the State of California, to turn 
it into its former channel, into False Bay, thirty 
thousand dollars; to be expended under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War. 

Por a survey of the harbor of Ogdensburg; 
New York, with reference to its improvement, 
three thousand dollars. 

For constructing a steam-dredge, equipment and 
discharging-scows for Lake Champlain, and im- 
proving the navigation thereof, twenty thousand 
dollars. 

For connecting the waters of the Indian river, 
and Mosquito lagoon, at the Haulover, Florida, 
five thousand dollars. 

For the repairs, preservation, and contingencies 
of the harbor works on the Atlantic coast, ten 
thousand dollars. 

For repairs and contingencies of harbors and 
rivers, and to meet charges for transportation of 
officers and for fuel and quarters, the payment of 
which is no longer made by the Quartermaster’s 
Department, and for extra allowance to meet ex- 
tra expenses, under the special direction of the 
Secretary of War, ten thousand dollars. 

For the improvement of the navigation of the 


Tennessee river, fifty thousand dollars, in con- | 
with the estimates of the War Depart- | 


formity 
ment of the thirteenth July, eighteen hundred and 
fifty-two; and for the improvement of the naviga- 
tion of the Illinois river, the sum of thirty thou- 
sand dollars. 

For the improvement of the harbor and break- 
water at Waukegan, Illinois, fifteen thousand dol- 
lars. E 


That the Secretary of War causeto be examined 


and surveyed the rivers Savannah, from’ the city 
of Savannah, as high up as the city of Augusta, 
the Ockmulgee up to Macon, and the Flint up to 
Albany, and the Chattahoochee up to Columbus, 
in the State of Georgia, and to report to Congress 
the amount of money which may remove any ob- 
structions to navigation, and that the sum of ten 
thousand dollars be appropriated for that pur- 
ose. 
p For filling in behind the United States sea-wall 


in the harbor of St. Augustine, Florida, with earth, 
three thousand dollars. 
Approven, August 30, 1852.. 


Pusuic, LIX.—4n Act making Appropriations for 
the transportation of the United States Mail by Ocean 
Steamers and otherwise, during the fiscal year ending 
the thirtieth of June, one thousand eight hundred 
and fifty-three. : i 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following sums be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, to be. paid out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the year ending the thirtieth of June, 
one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three: 

For transportation of the mails from New York 
to Liverpool and back, eight hundred and fifty- 
eight thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the mails from New York 
to New Orleans, Charleston, Savannah, Havana, 


| and Chagres, and pack, two hundred and ninety 


thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the mails from Panama to 
California and Oregon, and back, three hundred 
and forty-eight thousand two hundred and fifty 
dollars. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the fol- 
lowing sums be, and the same are hereby, appro- 
priated for the service of the Post Office Depart- 
ment, for the year ending the thirtieth June, one 
thousand eight hundred and fifty-three, out of any 
moneys in the Treasury arising from the revenues 
of said Department, in conformity to the act of 
the second of July, one thousand eight hundred 
and thirty-six. 

For transportation cf the mails in two steam- 
ships, from New York, by Southampton, to Bre- 
men, and back, at one hundred thousand dollars 
for each ship; and in two steamships from New 
York, by Cowes, to Havre, and back, at seventy- 
five thousand dollars for each ship, under the con- 
tract with the Ocean Steam Navigation Company 
of New York, in addition to an unexpended bal- 
ance of former appropriations, two hundred and 
ninety-four thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the mails betweerCharles- 
ton and Havana, under the contract with M. ©. 
Mordecai, fifty thousand dollars. 

For transportation of the mails across the [sth- 
mus of Panama, one hundred thousand dollars, 

Approven, August 30, 1852. 


| Pustic, LX.—An Act making Appropriations for 
Light-Houses, Light-Boats, Buoys, &e., and provid- || 


‘ing for the erection and establishment of the same, 
and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted bu the Senate and House of Repre- || 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


| assembled, That the following appropriations be, 
| and the same are hereby, made, and directed to 


be paid out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to enable the Secretary 
of the Treasury to carry the provisions of this act 
into effect: Provided, however, If a good title to any 
land which it may be necessary to use cannot be 
obtained on reasonable terms, or the exclusive 
right to such land cannot be acquired by cession, 


' when the interest of the United States demands 


it, before the appropriation would by law fall into 
the surplus fand, in any and all such cases the 
appropriation shall be applicable to the objects for 
which they are made at any time within two years 
after the first meeting of the Legislature in any 
State wherein such land may be situated subse- 
quently to the passage of this act, to wit: 
MAINE. 

Fora light-house on the Nubble, Cape Neddich, 
York, five thousand dollars. 

For a dumb beacon on Haddock’s Ledge, in 
Penobscot Bay, five hundred dollars. 

For Jones’s fog-bells to be placed at Cape Eliz- 


il abeth, Sequin, White-head, and West Quoddy- 
| head light-house, ten thousand dollars. 


For the erection of a beacon on Logey’s Ledge, 
in Portsmouth harbor, in addition to an appropria- 
tion of five hundred dollars by the act of Septem- 
ber twenty-eighth, eighteen hundred and fifty, five 
hundred dollars. 

For two spar buoys on the Eastern and West- 
ern Sisters, at the entrance of Piscataqua river, 
one hundred and sixty dollars. 

For rebuilding the light-house and keeper’s 


poe on Boon Islands, twenty-five thousand dol- 
ars. : i 

For-a beacon on Steel’s Ledge, in Penobscot 
Bay, one.thousand dollars. 

: For a light-house at the easterly end of a thor- 
ougbfare between North Haven and Vinal Haven, 
or on Herring Neck, as the Department shall deter- 
mine, five thousand dollars. 

For beacons, buoys, and spindles at points on 
the Kennebeck river, five thousand dollars. 

For Jones’s fog-bell, to be placed near the light- 
house at Petit Menan, two thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

For buoys to be placed on Old Man’s Ledge at 
he entrance of Penobscot Bay, five hundred dol- 
ars. 

For the erection of beacons on a reef of ledges 
at the entrance of Camden harbor, one near Negro 
Island, and one near Northeast Point; and for 
placing buoys on other ledges in said harbor, one 
| thousand dollars. 

For the erection of beacons or spindles and 
placing of buoys on the ledges at the entrance of 
Narraguagus harbor, one thousand dollars, 

For the erection of a harbor light on a point of 
land lying west of the entrance of Buck’s harbor, 
in Brooksville, three thousand five hundred dol- 
lars. 

For the erection of beacons, buoys, or spindles 
between Owlshead and Whitehead light-houses, 
and through Muscle Ridge channel, four thousand 
dollars. 

For the erection of four buoys at Goldsborough, 
at the following places: one on the southeast point 
of Calf Island, one on the western point of the 
Middle Ground, off Stone Island, one on Half-tide 
Ledge, and one on a sunken rock at the entrance 
of Flanders Bay, two hundred dollars. 

For repairing or reconstructing the stone beacon 
on Buck Ledge, Penobscot river, five hundred 
dollars. l 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Fora beacon on Willey ’s Ledge and a spar buoy 
on Halfway Rock, in the harbor of Portsmouth, 
eight hundred dollars. 


MASSACHUSETTS. 


For alight-boat near Succonesseh Shoal, north 
channel Vineyard Sound, twelve thousand dol- 
| Jars. 

For three buoys in Holmes’s Hole harbor, three 
hundred dollars. 

For the erection of a beacon and the repair of 
beacons and for buoys in the harbor of Newbury- 
port, two thousand dollars, f 

For a beacon on Fawn Bar, near Deer Island, in 
Boston harbor, in addition to the former appropri- 
ation, one thousand dollars. 

For two iron spindles on the Northeast Ledge 
of the Graves and on Harding’s Ledge, in Boston 
harbor, in addition to the former appropriation, 
six thousand dollars. 

For a light-boat near Killpond Bar or a light- 
house in the vicinity of it, as on examination may ` 
be thought most expedient, twelve thousand dol- 
lars. i 

For a spar buoy on Bibb Rock, near Wellfleet 
harbor, seventy five dollars, 

l Fora buoy-boat on Great Rip, five hundred dol- 
| lars. 

For a buoy-boat on Sand Shoal near north end 
of Bass Rip, five hundred dollars. The above 
| buoys to be located under the direction of the 
Superintendent of Coast Survey. 

For a first class light-vessel to be moored on or 
near the new South Shoal off Nantucket, under 
| the direction of the Superintendent of the Coast 
i Survey, to be built under the direction of a compe-~ 
tent naval architect, and fitted with a life-boat, 
i duplicate moorings and a fog-bell, the illumina- 
ting apparatus to be of large size parabolic reflect- 
| ors and Argand lamps, to produce a light prop» 
| erly distinguished, which shall be seen as far as 
| the elevation of the lanterns above the level of the 
| sea will permit, thirty thousand dollars. 

For Jones’s fog-bells at Baker’s Island, at the 
entrance of Salem harbor and at Race Point, 
i Cape Cod, five thousand dollars, 

For a buoy to be placed ona rock in the Vine- 
į yard Sound, near Point Gammon light-house, one 
i hundred and twenty dollars. 

For a buoy to be placed over a sunken vessel, 
| at Succonesset Point, one hundred and twenty 
dollars. 


SHE (CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Towards the erection of.alight-housé‘of granite, 
iron, or a combination of both, on the outer Minot 
‘Ledge, ài the entrance of Boston harbor, upon a 
plan to be approved by the Topographical Bureau; | 
“a: contret for the building: thereof to’ be ‘made | 
with théeJowest: responsible bidder who shall: give | 
sufficiént-security-for the faithful performance ‘of 
the same, anil the work to'be'exeeuted ih- strict | 
conformity: with the plán or plans‘approved by | 
the Topographical Bureaw, under the: supervision ` 
-öf such’ personas: the Seremi? of the Treasury | 
imaly designates eighty thousand: dollars. 
© For four spar buoys in th 
ford; three huldred’ dollar Aout 

For a light-vesgely tobe: moored off Minors 
Ledge, until the proposed light-house on said ledge 
be completed, sixteen thotisind dollars. < = 


For alight on the Long-wharfyin the 
‘New Haven, five hundred <dollavsi: — 
NEW, YORK. . ule 
` For a light-house on Point Au’ Ro 
west side of Lake Champlain, five thousand dql- 
lars. o i e L AA Aa x 
For six spar-buoys in Hudson river, between 
Albany and Troy, four hundred and eighty dol- 
lars. ee rca ers 
For a beacon light on Black Rock pier; six hun- 


‘harbor of 


dred dollars. 

To repair or rebuild the foundation of the light- 
house on the breakwater at Oswego, five thousand 
Aolargss ers tat aoe NO Ts CN ee ee 
H For Tones’s fos-bells to be pladed-at the Sandy 
Hook and Troge’s Neck light-houses, five thou- 
sand dollars. ostos Sith wis 
. For:a new. light-ship to take the place of that 
now moored off Sandy. Hook, twenty thousand 
dollars. Pn pes 

For completing the light-house on Gardiner’s 
Island, in addition to the appropriation of six 
“thousand dollars by the act.of March third, eigh- 
teen. hundred and fifty-one,.one thousand dollars. 

For erecting a beacon on. the sand-spit in. the 
hatbor of Sex Larbor, in addition to the appro- 
priation of seven hundred dollars made by the act 
of March third, eighteen bundred and. fifty-one, 
four hundred ant fifty dollars. 

For three buoys to mark the entrance of Stoney 


a hor . j Pali i i | 
, Brook harbor, Long Island, three hundred dollars | Fok two spar-buoys at Chincotèngúe Inlet, one 


For the repair of the pier atthe mouth of Gen- 
eseé river, and the-erection.of a beacon lighton the 
same, twenty-six hundred dollars.» .. 


For the erection.of three. small beacon lights on 


the Hudson river; one at the south point of. the | 


island east of Barun island, one at the north point | 
of the isiand oppositeand east of Coryman’s Bar, 
and one on the point of the island at the mouth of 


Schodack channel and opposite Mull Rocks, fifteen |. ; : 
chodack . Pp 5 Y ? |; light-house on Jones’s Point, 


hundred dollars. 
-For tén additional s 
- New York, five hundred dollars. : 
For a spindle or beacon to be placed on th 


Island, three thousand dollars. 
NEW JERSEY. | 
For a monument on Mill Reef, in the Kill Van 
: Kill passage, four thousand dollars. 
For can-buoys to be placed in the inlet leading | 
“in Little Egg harbor, one thousand dollars. 


For a beacon to be placed on the shoal in New- |: 


ack Bay;known as the West Oyster bed, and bug 


lights onthe Elbow Beacon and Set-off Point, and |: 
for replacing the fog-bell at the Passaic. light- |i 


house, three thousand dollars. 
MARYLAND. 


i 
For a fog-bell to be erected at the light-house |” 


‘on Seven-foot Knoll, at the mouth of Patapsco 
‘river, two thousand five hundred dollars. 

For one buoy in New Inlet, Great Egg harbor, 
` and three buoys in Harford, two hundred dol- 
“ars 7 ane Tk 

For six spar-buoys to be placed in Pocomoke | 


e harbor ‘of New Bed- |, 


a Roche, on the |} 


par buoys in the Bay of | 


e eX- 3 
treme eastern point of the north fork. of Long | 


Sound and. the entrance of Chésamissig 
four hundred and eighty dollars. = >e 
„For a beacon light to bé placed at Fort Sollers, 
on the Patapsco river, when said fort shall be so 
‘ar completed;as to receive the same, fifteen hun- 


harbor, 


dred dollars. i008 (ei A S ta yenga caotit À 
z= Fora buoy to be-placed-over-awreck in Hoop- 
ers: Straits in Chesapeake Bay, eighty dollars. 

For a bell to be placed on one of thé: light+boats 
in Chesapeake, Bay, to. bedesignated by.the:Secre- 
tary. of. th reasury,,,two hundred doarst» 
MICHIGAN: E wti eatin 
" For buoy Saginaw Bay andat: the’ niouth 
of Saginaw river; six ‘Hundred dollars.” 


Superior, near the entrance 
four thousand dollars. >: 

: For the repair andthe removal 
and keeper’s house at the mouth of Clinton river, 
lon Lake St. Clair, five thousand dollars. 

Por a light-house-at thé mouth of So 
River, five thousand dollars: i 
T RE, _ WISCONSIN. © 
< For. spar, buoys,.at the entrance of Neenah or 
Fox river, five hundred dollars. id Be os 

For a light-house at the northern outlet of Win- 
nebago Lake; five thousand dollars. $ 

For the removal of light-house at Milwaukee, 
and rebuilding the same, at and on the north point 
of Milwaukee Bay, five thousand dollars. ; 

i ' 3 ¿3 OHIO. iii 
For a light-house or range lights at or near the 
head - of Maumee’ Bay or the mouth of Maumee 
river, five thousand dollars. 

For buoys at the ledge between West Si 
Island and the entrance of Maumee Bay, 
‘hundred dollars. oan ; 
| For the repair of the light-house, pier, and: pier- 
head in the harbor of FIuron, on which the light- 
house is built, six thousand dollars. 

For removing: the light at Vermillion harbor, 
‘and repairing the 
| thousand dollars... 
| i ` DELAWARE. ' 

For six buoys to be placed in the Delaware 
Bay, from Mahon river to the upper point of the 
| shoal known as‘the Shears, four’ hundred and 
| eighty dollars. “own uN Fee 
“Ror the “construction of two- ice-breakers, for 
the protection’ of the ‘light-House on the Brandy- 
wine Shoal, in the Delaware Bay, three thousand 
| six hundred dollars. 

For marking Joe Flogger Shoal, in the Dela- 
ware Bay, with first class nun-buvys and can- 
| buoys, to be constructed and placed in their posi- 
i tion under the direction of the Superintendent of 
'-the Coast Survey, three thousand ‘dollars. 


VIRGINIA. 


of the river St. Marie, 


ster 
three 


; hundred and sixty dollars. 


| For two Spar-buoys to be placed at Metomplin 
| Inlet, one hundred and sixty dollars. 


; said creek, as shall be found most expedient on 
; examination, ten thousand dollars, ` `° 7 
“For the purchase of a site and the erection of a 
in the Potomac river, 

near Alexandria, five thousand dollars, ; 

For Jones’s fog-bells to be placed at Assateague, 
Smith’s Island, and Cape Henry light-houses, 
seven thousand five hundred dollars. 

For a beacon on White Shoal, James river, one 


i thousand dollars. 


For beacon lights on Day’s Point, on the Point 
of Shoals, and on Jordan’s Point, James river, 
: fifteen thousand dollars. 
For a beacon light on the shore opposite Lyon’s 
: Creek, five thousand dollars. 
For a large buoy on the tail of the Horse-shoe 
: Shoal in Chesapeake Bay, five hundred dollars. 
For two spar buoys to be placed at White 
Point and Elbow Point, in Mushapingo-Bay, one 
: hundred and sixty dollars g 
For two sparbuoys to be'placed to buoy out 
Ocenhonnagk Creek, one hundred and sixty dol- 
ars. f 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
For Jones’s fog-bell to be placed near Bald 


| river, two thousand six hundred dollars. : 
| For a harbor light-house on the eastern point of 


‘For: a ‘beacon light-on Round Island, in Lake |i 
of the light-house | 


uth Black || 


pier on which it is placed, three |! 


i. For a light-boat at Pungateague Creek, or a |; 
| light-house to be built on a point cf land adjoining |! 


Head light-house, at the entrance of Cape Fear | 


| Bonge- banks, at.the entrance of Beaufort harbor, 
| five thousand. dollars.. 5 eda ted i 
For. too buoys tø. be: placed, in the mouth of 
Alligator river, in Albermarle Sound, two hundred 
dollars. 
i-. Fora. buoy to be 
of. Falker’s Shoal, 
Japie o o yaa het wth ` 
‘For, buoys. to. be: placed in North river, inv the 
county of Currituck, one hundred dollars., 
yRérca.fitstclass,-Hght-boat to. be, moored. on 
Fryingpan Shoals, under the direction of the. Su- 
perintendent of the.Coast Survey, to be. built on 
the most approved plan. and -model, under the 
direction of a competent naval.architect, and fitted 
with a life-boat, duplicate moorings.and fog-bell, 
the illuminating apparatus to be:composed of large 
sized parabolic reflectors,and Argand lamps, to 
produce alight properly distinguished , thirty thou- 
sand. dollars...) . Sai : 

For four large:buoys to mark the two channels 
over Fryingpan Shoals,:to be. constructed. and 
located under, the direction ofthe Superintendent 
of the Coast Survey, one thousand. six hundred 
dollars. E 

For four second class buoys to mark the main 
and. Oak Island channels, leading into the Cape 
Fear river, in addition to the buoys now author- 
ized, to be constructed and located under the direc- 
tion. of the Superiritendent: of the Coast Survey, 
one thousand dollars. Pag ‘ 

For six hollow iron buoys forthe- waters of 
Cape Fear, one thousand three hundred and 
| twenty dollars. i 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 

For-a-bell boat tobe moored: at Cape Roman 
Shoal, three thousand five hundred dollars. 

For a harbor light to be placed on the battery 
in the harbor of Charleston, five hundred dollars. 

For three iron buoysto bë moored at the entrance 
of the: harbor of Georgetown, six hundred and 
thirty dollars. i f 
' For two beacon or range lights on South Island 
Point, and’ one beacon: or range light on North 
Island, to range with the main lightat the entrance 
of Georgetown harbor five thousand dollars. | 


ALABAMA. 
For an iron floating bell-buoy, with heavy 
i moorings, and in every respect complete, for the 
entrance of Mobile Bay, four thousand dollars. 
-. For six large iron, can, {and nun-boys, to be 
properly distinguished ‘and to be moored at points 
off the west bank, the middle ground, and the 
southwest point of the Spit, two thousand one 
‘hundred dollars. a i 

For a buoy on the northwest end of northwest 
Pelican Shoal, two hundred dollars. 

For four wooden beacons fitted with six order 
| Fresnel lenses or with a single twenty-one inch, 
arabolic reflector each, .to be erected on Sand 
‘Island. and Mobile Point, four thousand dollars. - 
: Fora screw-pile beacon on Révenue Point, three 
| thousand dollars. 

All of the above buoys and beacons to be loca- 
ted under the direction of the Superintenden: of the 
| Coast Survey. 

i MISSISSIPPI. 

Tor the erection of a light-house at or near the 
entrance of East Pascagoula river, instead of a 
former appropriation, five thousand dollars. 

Fora light-house on the west end of Ship Isl- 
and, being a renewalof a former appropriation 
for this purpose, twelve thousand doliars. 

For nine buoys in Cat. and Ship Island harbors, 
| to be located under the direction of the Superin- 
tendent-of the Coast Survey, eighteen hundred 
dollars. 


placed on the, northeast end 
in Croaton Sound, eighty dol- 


LOUISIANA. 

' For the examination and survey of Ship Shoal 
| and Raccoon ‘Point, on the coast of Louisiana, 
with reference to the location and direction of the 
i light-house and the procuring a plan for the same, 
| three thousand dollars, ` 

| For three spar-buoys to mark the channel of a 
|: harbor of refuge at Horn Island Pass, Mississip- 
ii pi, to be placed by the Coast Survey, two hundred 
i; and forty dollars. ; 


FLORIDA. 

For four iron can and nun buoys, one to ‘be 
placed on the end of Sandbore, off Soldier Key, 
| and three to’ mark the channel through Boca 
| Grande Passage, eight hundred and forty dollars. 
i Fora first elass light-housenear Coffins’ Patches, 


l 
| 
| 
i 
| 


TH 
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off Dry Bank, half way between Carysfort Reef | 
and Sand Key light, to be constructed under the | 
direction of the Topographical Bureau, and fitted }! 
with the rost approved illuminating apparatus, |; 
thirty-five thousand dollars, ji 

For a large buoy on Sea Horse Reef, two hun- 
dred and fifty dollars. i} 

For three hollow iron buoys to be moored in the | 
channel leading inte a harbor recently discovered | 
on Florida Reef, aboutten miles south of Cape 
Florida, seven hundred dollars, f 

The above buoys to be located under the direc- 
tion of the Coast Survey. 

For a beacon on Rebecca Shoal, between Mar- | 
St and Dry Tortugas keys, ten thousand dol- 
ars. 

For securing the light-houseat the mouth of St. 
John river, Florida, ten thousand dollars. 


TEXAS. 


For a light-boat to be moored at Aransas Pass, 
or a light-house as may be deemed most expedi- 
ent upon further examination, and for channel 
buoys in the said channel, and abuoy at Dollar 
Point, in addition to the sum appropriated for a | 
light-house at said Point, two thousand five hun- i 
dred dollars. 

For constructing three small or harbor light- 
houses in Galveston Bay, namely: one at Red Fisk | 
Bar, ove at Clopper’s Bar, and one at Half Moon 
Shoal, five thousand dollars in addition to the 
amount (twenty thousand dollars) already appro- 
priated for a light-house on Red Fish Bar. 


CALIFORNIA. 

For large buoys to be placed on Sunken rocks, 
in the Bay of San Francisco, under the direction 
of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey, one | 
thousand dollars. 

For a beacon at Humboldt’s harbor near North : 
Spit, to be located by the officers of the Coast Sur- 
vey, five thousand dollars. 

For a light-house at the harbor La Pointe, on 
Lake Superior, five thousand dollars. ; 
For the erection of a light-house at Santa Cruz, 

California, thirty thousand dollars. 

For the completion of light-houses in Califor- 
nia and Oregon, one hundred and twenty thousand | 
doliars. | 

For light-boats and other means for rendering | 
assistance to direct mariners and others on the: 
coast of the United States, to be expended under 
the control and direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, ten thousand dollars, 

For testing the apparatus of Wilson and 
Meacham, for illuminating light-houses, one thou- | 
sand dollars, to be expended under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted. That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury be, and hereby ts, author- | 
ized to cause the light-house buildings and land | 
belonging thereto, at Otter Creek, in the State of 
Michigan, to be sold, and on payment of the 
consideration agreed for into the Treasury of the | 
United States, to make, execute, and deliver all 
needful conveyances of the same, and the special : 
jurisdiction of the United States over the same shall | 
thereafter cease. | 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- | 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and ; 
directed to apply the money appropriated by the | 
act of March third, eighteen hundred and fifty-one, | 
for the erection of a light-house at Holmes’s Hole ; 
harbor, to the erection of three beacon or bug | 
lights at said Holmes’s Holeharbor, according to 
the recommendation in the report of the Superin- 
tendent of the Coast Survey. 

Suc. 4. And be it further enacted, That the sum ; 
of thirty thousand dollars appropriated by the act | 
approved March third, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
one, ‘for the erection of a light-house on Flynn’s | 
Knoll,” be, and the same is hereby, authorized to | 
be applied to the erection of two range beacon 
lights, for Gedny’s channel to be placed near Point 
Comfort, in the State of New Jersey; and two range 
beacon lights for the Swash channel of the harbor | 
of New York, to be placed on Staten Island near | 
the Elm Tree beacon, and to be constructed under į 
the direction of the Topographical Bureau, and | 
according to the recommendation of the Light- ; 
House Board and the Superintendent of the Coast | 
Survey; and for a large iron floating bell beacon, į 
ot be moored off Flynn’s knoll under the direc- , 
tion of the Superintendent of the Coast Survey. 


| retary of the Treasury shall thereupon direct the 


| there be any, and if any, what other facts of im- 


j| ted States, and shall have power to adopt such 
i rules and regulations for the government of their | 


| tive duties of said office relating to the construc- 


i for rebuilding when necessary, and keeping in 


person as the Secretary of the Treasury shall des- i 


ignate, shall report in any of the cases herein pro- 
vided for, that preliminary surveys are necessary | 
to determine the site of a proposed light-house or 
light-boat, beacon or buoy, or to ascertain more | 
fully what the public exigency demands, the Sec- i 

H 


Superintendent of the survey of the coast of the 
United States to perform such duty on the sea- 


board, and the colonel of the Corps of Topographi- |, 


cal Engineers to perform such duty on the north- | 
western lakes. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the officers 
so directed shall forthwith enter upon the dis- 
charge of the duty, and after fully ascertaining 
the facts shall report: First, whether the proposed į 
facility to navigation is the most suitable for the ! 
exigency which exists. And second, where it | 
should be placed if the interest of commerce de- 
mands it. Third, if the thing proposed be not | 
the most suitable, whether it is expedient to make 
any other kind of improvement, Fourth, whether i 
the proposed light has any connection with other 
lights, and if so whether it cannot be so located 
as to subserve both the general and the local wants | 
of trade and navigation. And fifth, whether 


portance touching the subject. 

Sec. 7. And be tt further enacted, That all such 
reports shall, as speedily as may be, be laid before 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and if such as to 
authorize the work without further legislation, he 
shall forthwith proceed with it, otherwise such 
reports shall be laid before Congress at the next | 
ensuing session; but in all cases where the person 
designated by the Secretary of the Treasury does 
report such preliminary examination’as expedient, 
the provision of this act shall without delay be 
carried into execution, 

Sec. 8. And be it further enacted, That the Presi- 
dent be, and he is hereby, authorized and required į 
to appoint, immediately after the passage of this | 
act, two officers of the Navy, of high rank, one of- | 
ficer of the Corps of Engineers of the Army, one | 
officer of the Topographical Engineers ofthe Army, 
and two civilians of high scientific attainments, 
whose services may be at the disposal of the 
President, and an officer of the Navy and an of 
ficer of engineers of the Army as secretaries, who 
shall constitute the Light-House Board of the Uni- | 


meetings as they may judge expedient; and the 
board so constituted shall be attached to the of- | 
fice of the Secretary of the Treasury, and under his | 
superintendence shall discharge all theadministra- 


tion, illumination, inspection, and superintendence 
of light-houses, light-vessels, beacons, buoys, sea 
marks, and their appendages, and embracing the 
security of foundations of works already existing, 
procuring, illuminating, and other apparatus, sup- 
plies and materials of all kinds for building and 


good repair thelight-houses, light-vessels, beacons, 
and buoys of the United States. 

Src. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury shall be ex-officio president 
of the Light-Fouse Board of the United States; and 
the said board, at their first meeting, shall proceed 
to ballot for one of their members as chairman, | 
and the member who shall receive the majority of | 
ballots of the whole board, shall be declared by | 
the president to bechairman of the Light-House || 
Board, who shall,in the absence of the president | 
of the board, preside over their meetings and do | 
and perform such acts as may be required by the | 
rules of the board. ; 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That the Light- | 
House Board shall meet four timesin each year for | 
the transaction of general and special business, | 
each meeting to commence on the first Monday in | 
March, June, September, and December; and that : 
the Secretary of the Treasury is herby authorized | 
to convene the Light-Flouse Board whenever in his | 
judgment the exigencies of the service may require f 
it. H 

Src. 11. And beit further enacted, That the Secre- || 
tary ofthe Treasury be, and he is hereby, required i 
to cause such clerks as are now employed on light- | 
house duties in the Treasury Department to be | 
transferred to the Light-House Board without any | 
change of salary; and to provide the necessary | 
accommodations for the secretaries and clerks, for ! 


Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That if such | 


is9 


i 
t 
j 
1 
1 


the preservation of the archives, models, drawings, 


| &e., &c., and for holding the meetings of the board, 


and that he cause to be transferred to the proper 
officers of the Light-House Board all the archives, 
books, documents, drawings, models, returns, 
apparatus, &c., &c., belonging to the light-house 
establishment of the United States. 

Sec. 12. And be tt further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Light-House Board, immediately 
afier being organized, to arrange the Atlantic, 
Gulf, Pacific, and Lake coasts of the United States 
into Jight-house districts, not exceeding twelve 
in number; and the President is hereby author- 
ized and required to direct that an officer of the 
Army or Navy may be assigned to each district 
as a light-house inspector, subject to and under 
the orders of the Light-House Board, who shall 
receive for such service the same pay and emolu- 
ments that he would be entitled to by law for the 
performance of duty in the regular line of his pro- 
fession, and no other, except the legal allowance 
per mile when traveling under orders connected 
with his duties. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That the said 
Light-House Board, by and with the consent and 
approbation of the Secretary of the Treasury, be 
authorized and required to cause to be prepared 
and distributed among the light-house keepers, in- 
spectors, and others employed in the light-house 
establishment, such rules, regulations, and instruc- 


| tions as shall be necessary for securing an eflicient, 


uniform, and economical system of administering 
the light-house establishment of the United States, 
and to secure responsibility from then; which 
rules, regulations, and instructions, whenapproved, 
shall be respected and obeyed until altered and an- 
nulled by the same authority. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Light-House Board, to cause to 
beprepared by theengineers, secretary of theboard, 
or by such officcr of engineers of the Army as may 
be detailed for that service, all plans, drawings, 
specifications, and estimates of cost of all illumina- 
ting and other apparatus, and of construction and 
repair of towers, buildings, &c., connected with 
the light-house establishment; and no bid or con- 
tract shall be accepted or entered into except upon 
the decision of the board, ata regular or special 
meeting, and through their properly authorized 
officers. 

Sec. 15. And be it further enacted, That hereafter 
all materials for the construction and repair of light- 
houses, light-vessels, beacons, buoys, &c. &c., shall 
be secured by public contracts, under such regula- 
tions as the board may from time to time adopt, 
subject to the approval of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; and ail works of construction, renova- 
tion, and repair shall be made by the orders of the 
board, under the immediate superintendence of 
their engineer, secretary, or of such engineer of 
the Army as may be detailed for that purpose. 

Sec. 16. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the daty of the Light-House Board to furnish, 
upon the requisition of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, all the estimates of expense which the several 
branches of the light-house service may require, 
and such other information as may be required to be 
laid before Congress at the commencement of each 
session. 

Sec. 17. Andbeit further enacted, That all actsand 
parts ofacts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
act are hereby repealed; and all acts and parts of 
acts relating to the light-house establishment of the 
United States not inconsistent with the provision 
of this act, and necessary to enable the Light- 


| House Board, under the superintendence of the 


Secretary of the Treasury, to perform all duties 
relating to the management, construction, illumin- 
ation, inspection, and superintendence of light- 
houses, light-vessels, beacons, buoys, sea-marks, 
and their accessaries, including the procuring and 
testing of apparatus, supplies, and materials of all 
kinds for illuminating, building, and rebuilding 
when necessary; maintaining and keeping in good 
repair the light-houses, light-vessels, beacons, 
buoys, and sea-marks of the United States; and 
the second and third sections of the act making 
appropriations for light-houses, light-vessels, 
buoys, &c., approved March third, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty-one, are hereby declared to be in full 
force, and shall have the same effect as though 
this act had not passed: Provided, That no addi- 
tional salary shall be allowed to any civil, military, 
or naval officer who shall be employed on the 
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Light-House Board, or who may be in any manner 
attached to the light-house service of the United 
States under this act: And provided further, That 
it shall not be lawful for any member of the Light- 
House Board, inspector, light-keeper, or other per- 
son in any manner connected with the light-house 
service, to be engaged, either directly or indirectly, 
in any contract for labor, materials, or supplies 
for the light-house service, nor to possess, either 
as principal or agent, i i 
any patent, plan, or mode of construction or illu- 
mination, or in any article of supply for the light- 
house service of the United States. 


Aprroven, August 31, 1852. 


Pornic, LXI.—.in Act to Establish certain Post 
Roads, and for other purposes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the following be established as 
Post roads: 

IN MAINE. 

From Ellsworth to Waltham. 

From North Lincoln, in the county of Penob- 
scot, via Chester, to Nickerton, in said county. 

From Alexander, through the town of Craw- 
ford, to Wesley. 

From Rockland to Isle au Haut. 

From Aurora to township number thirty-three, 
Hancock county. 

From Hampden, via South Hampden, South 
Newberg, East Dixmont, Morton’s Corner, in 
Jackson, to Jackson Centre. 

From the city of Bangorvia Eddington, Maria- 
ville, Westly, Crawford, Alexander, Baring, over 
the Black Road (so called) to Calais. 

From South Paris to Harrison, North Bridge- 
ton, Bridgeton, West Bridgeton, to Fryeburg. 

IN NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

From North Charleston to Unity. 

From Lisbon via Sugar Hill to Franconia. 

From Lower Bartlett via Jackson and Pink- 
ham’s Grant to Gorham. 

From Keene via Swanzey Center to Richmond 
Center. 

From Exeter via Epping, Nottingham, North- 
wood, Epsom, to Pittsfield. 

From Pittsfield to Farmington Dock. 

IN RHODE ISLAND. 
From Washington Village to Rice City. 
IN NEW YORK. 

From Vallonia Springs, via Nineveh and Cov- 
entry to Oxford, in the county of Chenango. 

From Ithica, through West Danby to Spencer, 
in Tioga county. 

From Rathbonville to Jasper, in Steuben coun- 


ty. 

hrom Fishkill Village, through Brinkerhof, 
Johnaville, Oregonville, Gayhead, and Cortland- 
ville, through Stormville to Poquag, in Dutchess 
county. 

From Havana via Odessa, Cayutaville, Enfield 
Center, and Applegate’s Corner, to Ithica, in 
‘Tompkins county. 

From French Mountain via Queensbury, Pat- 
ten Mills, Griswold’s Mills, and West Fort Ann, 
to Fort Ann, in Washington county. 

From East Aurora, in Erie county, via Willis’s 
Mills, to South Alden. 

From Stockton, on the line of the Chautauque 
Central railroad, to the south line of the town of 
Gerry. 

From Ellenville via Woodbourne to Liberty, in 
Sullivan county. 

From Rough and Ready via the head of Ben- 
nett’s Creek, Joshua Slyter’s, and Brookfield, in 


the State of Pennsylvania, to Deerfield, in Tioga | 


county, Pennsylvania. 

From Bath via John S. Depew’s and Goble H. 
Rising’s to West Addison, in Steuben county. 

From Addison, to Elkland, Tioga county, 
Pennsylvania. 

From Bath via Mitchellville to Plattsburg, Steu- 
ben county. 

From Savona via Bradford to Tyrone, in Steu- 
ben county. 

From Hornersville via Stevens’s Mills, Has- 
kenville, Loonlake, Patchin’s Mills, to Wayland 
depét, on the Buffalo, Corning, and New York 
railroad. 

From Bath via Holman Marsh’s and Moses 
Bennett’s to Towlesville, in Steuben county. 


any pecuniary interest in || 


Armenia, in Dutchess county. 
From Shokan, on the Kingston and Delaware 


sonville to Pine Bush. 
From Franklin Falls to Hamilton. 


mand, to Franklin Falls post office in Franklin 
county. 


From Newcomb to Long Lake, in Hamilton |! 


county. 

From the city of Albany via Guilderland, Rot- 
terdam, Mariaville, Menaville, and Fort Hunter, 
to Tribe’s Hill. 

From Rhinebeck via Milan, Pine Plains, to 
Harlaem railroad, in the town of North Hast, 
Dutchess county. 

From Pottersville to Tannersville, in Essex 
county. 

From Springville via Griffin’s Mills and East 
Aurora to Lancaster, in Erie county. 

From Wales Centre to Alden, in Erie county. 

From Colesville to Wales Centre, in Erie 
county. 

From Concord Centre via Glenwood and Hol- 
land to Java, in Wyoming county. 


county. , 
From Buffalo, through the late Indian reserva- 
tion, to Colesville, in Wyoming county. 


IN NEW JERSEY. 


From Trenton via Lawrenceville to Princeton. 

From Hackettstown to Hope, in the county of 
Warren. 

From Newtown to Deckertown. 


IN PENNSYLVANIA. 


From Smith’s Mils, in Crawford county, via 
Cockranton, to John Wightman’s. 

From Pittsburg, over the line of the plank road, 
via the city of Alleghany, Perrysville, Wexford, 
Zelienople, Harmony, Whitestown, Prospect, 


in the county of Venango. 

From Agnew’s Mills, in the county of Venan- 
go, via Lamartine and Five Points to Cass, in said 
county. 

From Ulysses, in Potter county, to Genesee 
Falls, in said county. 

From Smicksburg via Chambersburg and Plain- 
ville, to intersect the mail line between Kittanning 
and Curwinsville, thence via Clarion to Indiana 
Court-House. 

From Scottsville via Little Mchoopany Centre, 
Lovelton, Sciota Valley, and Wolf Creek Valley 
to Cherry, in Sullivan county. 

From Smithfield via Geneva, Greensborough, 


Morris, in the county of Greene. 

From Clara via Oswego to Ellisburg, in Potter 
county. 

From Curlsville, in Clarion county, via Lime- 
stone and Kingsville to Corsica, in the county of 
Jefferson. 

From Skippack via Harleysville, Franconia, and 
Tylersport to Charlestown. 

From Brookville via Bellview, Dalmatia, Ring- 
gold, and Porterville, to Smicksburg, in the county 
of Indiana. 

From Lawrenceville via Seely’s Hill, in Jack- 
son township, to Seely Creek post office. 

From Wyalusing to Sugar Run, in Bradford 
county. 

From Mercer via Sandy Lake and New Leb- 
anon to Deer Creek. 

From Parkersburg via Ercildown, Mc Williams- 
town, Mortonville, and Marshallton, to West 
Chester. 

From Brookville to Marion, in Forrest county. 

From Lanesboro’ via Starrucca, Thom Arrarat, 
and Herrick, to Gibson, in Susquehanna county. 

From Keitztown via B. E. Day’s Store, Fred- 
| ericksville, and Landis’s Store, to Bechtilsville. 
| From Cowdersport, up the Alleghany river, via 
! Raymond’s Settlement, to Ulysses. 

From Lancaster via Swarrz Mills, Sporting 
Hill, Mastersonville, Colebrook Furnace, and 
Campbellstown, to Annville, in the county of Leb- 
anon. 

From Greensburg to West Newton, in West- 
moreland county. 

From Millerstown via Richfield, Mount Pleas- 
ant Mills, Middleburg, Centreville,and New Ber- 


lin, to Miffinsburg, in the county of Union. 


From city post office to Harlaem railroad at : 


plank road, via Olive Bridge post office and Samp- , 


From Butler via Portersville, Evansburg, Zeli- 
enople, and Buhl’s Store, to New Brighton, in the 
county of Beaver. 

From Ickesburg via Roseburg, Bosserman’s 


: Mills, and Juniata, to Newport. 


From Elizabethtown via Harrotstown, St. Ar- : 


From Buffalo to the Village of Ebenezer, in Erie | 


Centreville, Harrisville, and Wesley, to Franklin, | 


Mapletown, Willowtree, and Davistown to Mount jj 


From Catfish, in Clarion county, via Isaac 
Sand’s, to Callensburg, in said county. 

From Ickesburg via Donnelly’s Mill, to Mil- 
lerstown. 

From Friendsville via Jackson Valley and War- 
ren Centre, to South Warren. 

From Economy via Sheffield, Seventy-six, and 
Service, to Hookstown, in said county. 

From Tunkhannock via Big Mehoopany, Bel- 
Jatimer, and Amos Ellis’s, to La Porte, county of 
Sullivan. 

From West Port, on the west branch of the 


‘Susquehanna river, up Kettle Creek, to Kettle 


l Creek post office, on the Jersey shore, and Cau- 


: dersport turnpike. 


From Beaver via Mechanicsville, to Zelienople, 
in Butler county. 
From Susquehanna depét, along the Tunkhan- 


nock creek, through the townships of Harmony, 


Jackson, and Gibson, to Lenox. 

From Waynesburg via head of Ten Mile Creek, 
to Middlebourne, in the county of Tyler, State of 
Virginia. 

From Logansville to White Deer Mills, in 
Union county. 

From Titusville via Enterprise, Davis’s Settle- 
ment, Youngsville, and Chandler’s Valley to Sugar 
Grove, in Warren county. 

From West Franklin via Granville to Alba. 

From Dundaff, through the townships of Her- 
rick and Thompson, to Lanesboro’ on the New 


: York and Erie railroad. 


From Milford via Darlingsville, Lord’s Valley, 
Bloomington, Grovesville, Tafton, and Tanner’s 
Hollow to Salem in Wayne county. 

From Equinunk to Preston, in Wayne county. 

From Roxburg via Cherry Valley to Strouds- 
burg, in Monroe county. 

From Morris down Babb’s Creek to Pine Creek, 


! and down Pine Creek to Waterville. 


From Allentown via Millerstown, Schimers- 
ville, Upper Milford, Claytonville, Schultzville, 
Buckset’s Store, New Berlin, and Oystertown to 
Pottstown. 

From McConnellsburg via Mercersburg, Green 
Castle, and Waynesboro’ to Emmittsburg, Mary- 
land. : 

From Fairmount Springs to Cherry, in Sullivan 
county. 

From Margaretta Furnace via New Bridgeville 
and York Furnace to McCull’s Ferry, in York 
county. 

From Pennington, in Chester county, to Roek, 
in Lancaster county. 

From Nazareth, Northhampton county, via 
Mooresburg, to Wales. 


IN MARYLAND. 
From Washington via new cut road to T. B. 


| Beantown, Bryantown, Charlotte Hall, Chaptico, 


and St. Clement’s Bay to Leonardtown. 

From Charlotte Hallvia Bryantown, Beantown, 
Piscataway, Palmers and Good Hope to Wash- 
ington city, District of Columbia. 

From the city of Frederick via the turnpike, 
Mechanicstown, and St. Mary’s College to Em- 
mittsburg. 

From White Hall, on the Baltimore and Susque- 
hanna railroad, and Buckstone to Gorsuch’s Mills. 

From Denton down Fowling Creek, Upper 
Hunting Creek, New Hope, Federalsburg, Can- 


j non’s Ferry, and Seaford to Concord, in Dela- 


ware, 

From Piscataway via Beantown, Bryantown, 
and Charlotte Hall to Leonardtown. 

From Jarrettsville via Lagrange Iron Works, 
Pilesville, and Slaterville to Peach Bottom, Penn- 
sylvania. 

From Bryantsville via Castle Fin to McCall’s 
Ferry, Pennsylvania. 

IN VIRGINIA. 

From Boon Court-House to Wyoming Court- 
House. 

From Girardstown to Glingary. 

From Ashton’s Mills to Lauck’s Cross Roads. 

From Winchester to White Hall. 

From Front Royal to Conrad’s Store. 

_From North Mountain post office, via Cedges- 
ville, and Tomahawk Sping, to Jones’s Spring. 
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From Rackmanville, Highland county, via, 
Wade’s Store, to Hunterville. i 

From Pickaway Plains, Monroe county, via 
Rocky Point, Wolf Creek, and Snopesville, to 
gedar Grove, on the Red and Blue Sulphur turn- | 
pike. i 

From Fairfax Court-House, via Falls Church, 
Bailey’s Cross Roads and Brixton, to Washing- | 
ton, District of Columbia. 

From Leesburg to Point of Rocks, Maryland. ; 
_ From Hopkin’s Store to Saft Sulphur Springs, 
in Monroe county. 

From Charleston to Rabbletown, in Jefferson 
county. 

From Milford via Port Royal and Port Conway 
to King George Court-House. 

From New Market via Brocksgap, Dovesville, 
Brake’s Run, and Eyman’s Run, to Luney’s 
Creek, in Hardy county. 

From Zackville via Elizabeth, Forks of Ready 
Creek, and M. D. W. Boggs’s, to Tanner’s Cross 
Roads, in Jackson county. 

From New Castle to Salem in Roanoke. 

From Salem via Cave Spring to Jacksonville, | 
Floyd county. 

From West Warren to Cotton’s Store, in Wet- 
zel county. 

From GCatton’s Store, via Knob Fork, Willow, 
and Randolph, to Martinsville, in Wetzel county. 

From the Forks of Fish Creek to Woodlands. 

From Russell Mills via Sylvan Mills, to St. 
Mary’s, Pleasants county. 

From Mattoax Depôt via Elk Hill, Lodore, 
Painesville, and Rodophil, to Deatonsville, Ame- 
lia county. 

From Glenville via Townsend Mills, to Stout’s 
Mills, in Gilmore county. 

From Beatty’s Mills, down the South Fork of 
Fishing Creek, and down Indian Creek to Rip- 
ley’s, in county of Tyler. 

From New Martinsville via Fan Light, Pack- 
saddle, Carney’s, Gorby’s Mills, and forks of 
Fish River to Fish Creek post office, in Marshall 
county. 

From Jacksonville via Buffalo Mountain, to in- 
tersect the Taneygap road from Hillsville to Moun- 
tain Eddy. 

From Peterstown via Gap Mill to Sweet Springs. 

From West Columbia via Cedar Flats, Upper 
Flats, and Lelast Falls to Jackson Court-House. 

From Mowfield via Howard’s Lick, John Ma- 
thias, and Orkney Springs to Mount Jackson, in 
Shenandoah county. 

From New Canton via Virginia Mills, Diana 
Mills, and Glenmore to Mount View, in Bucking- 
ham county. 

From Farmville via Curdsville to Buckingham | 
Court-House. i 

From Mount Vinco via Glenmore to Warren, 
in Albemarle county. 

From Washington via Piscataway, Beantown, i 
and Bryantown to Leonardtown, Maryland. 

From Rose’s Mills to Temperance, in Amherst į 
county. 

From Howardsville via turnpike road to Mid- į 
dlebrook, Augusta county. | 

if 


From Howardsville via Good win’s Church, and 
Mount Vinco to Buckingham Court-House. 

From Buckingham Court-House via Mount | 
Vinco, Glenmore, Diana Mills, and Virginia 
Mills to Canton, in Buckingham county. 

Fyom the Louisa Fork of Sandy via Grapevine, 
John’s Creek, up Big Creek and Tug and the 
Forks of Sandy to Warfield, in Lawrence county, | 
Kentucky. 

From Wirt Court-House via Lee’s Mills, Reedy 
Ripple, and Three Forks of Reedy to Reedsville. 

From Lexington via Colliertown to Buchanan, | 
in Botetourt county. 

From Williamsport, in Wood county, to inter- 
sect the Parkersburg and Baltimore mail route at | 
the junction of the Williamsport and Northw est- 
ern turnpike, sixteen miles east of Parkersburg. 

From Davis’s Mills via Fancy G 


Store, in Pittsylvania county. 


ger’s . 
Store to Berger’s Store, Pittsyl- 


From Davis’s 
vania county. 

From Swynsard’s to Waddell’s Store, in Charles 
City county. 

From Dragon O 
W. Simond’s Store, to Mathews Court-House. 

From Millford in Caroline county to Port Royal, 
in the same county. 


rove and Al- |; 
exander Leftwick’s, in Bedford county, to Ber- || 


rdinary via Scuffletown and G. | 


jat 


IN NORTH CAROLINA. 


From Middletown to Cape Hatteras. 
From Greenville via Ward’s Store, to Hamil- | 
ton, in Martin county. | 

From Salem via Germantown, Walnut Cove, 
Madison, and Leaksville to Danville, in Pittsyl- | 
vania county, Virginia. 

From Franklin to Chilhowee, in Blountcounty, 
Tennessee. 

From Burnsville via Jack’s Creek, Coxe’s 
Creek, and Bamsaytown to Longmire, Washing- 
ton county, Tennessee. 

From Cypress Grove post office, on the Wil- 
mington and Raleigh railroad, via Long Creek, 
Beatty’s Bridge, and Black River Chapel, to Har- 
rel’s Store, in New Hanover county. 

From Columbia to Fort Landing, in Tyrrel 
county. 

From 
county. f 

From Hookertown via Johnson’s Mills and | 
Cexville to Greenville. 

From Wilson to Greenville. 

From Graves to Leaksville, in Rockingham 
county. 

From Brinkleyville to Arcola, in Warren coun- 


Columbia to Gum Neck, in Tyrrel 


Prom Allemance post office via Summer’s Mill 
to Monticello, Guilford county. 

From Fayetteville, on east side of Cape Fear 
river, via Blockus to Elizabethtown, Bladen coun- 


From West Brooks, Bladen county, to Cain- 
tuck, in New Hanover county. 

From Beaufort to Jarrott’s Bay, in Carteret 
county. 


IN SOUTH CAROLINA. 


From Grahamville to Blufton. 
From Robertsville to Guyton central railroad, 
Georgia. | 
From Gillisonville via A. M. Ruth’s and B. L. 
Willingham’s to Beech Branch. 

From West Union to Pendleton, in the district 
of Anderson. 

From Graham’s Cross Roads to Indiantown, 
Williamsburg district. F 

From Camden via James Hailes, Clayborn’s | 
Store, Tryon and Blackman’s Store, Blackman’s 
Gold Mine, and Wolf Pond to Monroe, in Union 
county, North Carolina. | 

From Newberg Court-House via Saluda, Mount 
Willing, Oakland, and Perry’s Cross Roads to 
Lotts, in Edgefield district. 

Fyom Indiantown via John Singletary’s to Gra- 
ham’s Cross Roads, in Williamsburg district. 

From Orangeburg Court-House to Vance’s 
Ferry, in Orangeburg district. | 

From Spartanburg Court-House via Boiling 
Sp 


a a 


ring, White’s Store, Fingersville Cross Roads 
John Wilkins, and Poorsford, on Broad river, 
to Rutherford, North Carolina. 

From Unionville via Bradley’s Old Place, John 
McKissick’s Skull Shoal, Gowdeysville, and Oak 
Grove to Wilkinsville. 

From Pinkneyville to Gowdeysville. 

From Anderson via Townville and Bachelor’s 
Retreat to Clarkesville, Georgia. 

From Anderson via Clayton and Rabun’s Gap, | 
to Chattenooga. 

From Pendleton to Clayton, Georgia. 

From Anderson via Rabun’s Gap to Knoxville, 
Tennessee. 

Krom the head of the 
railroad to Greenville. ; 

From Newburg Court-House via J. A. Bul- | 
ware’s, Bankwright’s Ferry, on Saluda river, | 
Perry’s Cross Roads, Oakland, Mount Willing, | 
Smith to Lotts, Edgefield district. | 


IN GEORGIA. 
From Clayton to Whetstone, in the district of | 


Greenville and Columbia | 


Pickens, South Carolina. i 
From Swayne’s Store to Waresboro’, in the 
county of Ware. 
From Spartato Tennille, in Washington county. 
From Edonton via James Denmark’s, William 
D’Loach’s, and Benjamin Brewton 3s to Reidsville, 
in the county of Tatnall. | 
From Tennille, on the Central railroad, via. l 
Rick’s Mills, in Emanuel county. i 
From Okapilco via Sinclair’s Mills to Piscola, 
in Lowndes county. | 
From Waresboro’ to Jacksonville, in Telfair ; 
county. 


i bus, Mississippi. 


From Edonton via James Shuman ’s to Edward’s 
Bridge, in the county of Bryan. 
From Cedar Town, Paulding county, to Pump- 


| kin Pile, in said county, being an extension of 


route number three thousand three hundred and 
seventy-six, now in operation. 

From Pendaroi’s Store, in Wayne county, via 
Linder’s Bluf, Ruddishville, and Esonville to 
Honesville, in Appling county. 

From Mount Vernon to Sugar Creek, in Telfair 
county. 

From Swainsboro’ to Reidsville, in Tatnall 
county. 

From Blairsville to Clarkville, in Habersham 
county. 

From Cambelltown to Fairburn, in Fayette 
county. 

From Gainesville, Hall county, to Carnesville, 
in Franklin county. 

From Gum Swamp, Pulaski county, to Irwin- 
ville, Irwin county. 

From Center “Village, Camden county, via 
Trader’s Hill and Raulerson’s Ferry, to Surwame 
Shoals, Florida. 

IN ALABAMA. 

From West Point via Fredonia, Milltown, and 
Goldville to Talladega, in Talladega county. 

From Jacksonville via New Bethel, Ben. H 
Page’s, A. H. Colvin’s, Samuel B. Hodge’s, and 
Turkeytown to Peter Wagnon’s. 

From Port Gibson, along the south bank of the 
Tennessee river, to Chattanooga, State of Ten- 
nessee. 

From Weedowee via Lamar, Kastville, Laurel 
Hill, and Lodi, in the county of Coweta, Georgia, 
and Rutherford, Georgia, to Newman, Georgia. 

From Oakfusky via Powder Mills, Flat Rock, 
and Mad Indian to Lower Fish Head, in Talla- 
dega county. 

From Oxford via Corngrove, Arbacoochee, East- 
ville, and Laurel Hill to Newman, Georgia. 

From Tuscumbia via Frankfort, Blue Lick, 
Cherubusco, Burleson, Chastine’s Store, and 
Cross Roads to Smithville, Monroe county, Mis- 
sissippi. 

From Houston, in Hancock county, to Moul- 
ton, in Lawrence county. 

From Talladega via Goldville, Dadeville, and 
Rome to Loachapocha depét, on the West Point 
railroad, Macon county. 

From Jonesboro’ via Cam’s Store and Luth’s 
Store to York, Walker county. 

From Abbeville via Round Hill and Skippers- 
ville to Barnes’s Cross Roads, Dale county. 

From Fayette Court-House via Newtonville and 
Eacleman’s Cross Roads to Reform, in Pickens 
county. 

Trom Tuscaloosa via William Blockus, on Bear 
Creek road, to Centerville, in Bibb county. 

From Fayette Court-House via Dublin and 
Holley Grove to Japar, Walker county. 

From Fayette Court House via Big Pond, Mud 
Creek, and Olinda, in Fayette county, to Colum- 


From Tuscaloosa via North Point and John 
McConnel’s, on Moore’s Ridge Road, to Newton- 
ville, Fayette county. 

From Centreville to Carrolton, in Tishemingo 
county, Mississippi. 

From Rogersville, in Lauderdale county, to 
Gilbertsboro’, in Limestone county. 

From Bolivar via Valley Head to Alpine, 
Georgia. 

From Long Island to Chattanooga, Tennessee, 

From Somerville, Alabama, via Gandy Cove, 
Wolf Creek, Stout’s, and Warner river, to Ely- 
ton. 

IN MISSISSIPPI. 
From Jackson to Pascagoula, in Jackson county. 
From Monticello via Benjamin Buster’s and 


i| G. H. Sasser’s to Smithdale, in Amite county. 


From Westville to Monticello, in Lawrence 
county. 

From Gallatin via White Oak, Utica, and Hall 3 
Ferry to Warrenton, in Warren county. 

From Vicksburg via Hodgson’s, Rolling Fork, 
Colonel Vick’s, H. R. West’s, McNuit’s, Pax- 
ton’s, and Yerger’s to Greenville, in Washington 
county. 

From Canton via Carthage and Philadelphia to 
DeKalb, in Kemper county. . 

From New Albany via Poplar Springs to Har- 
risburg, Pontotoc county. 
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From Spring Hill via Salem, Swan’s Mills and 
Flarrison’s to Hickory Flat, in the county of | 
Tippah. eL sdi ! 

From Salem via Spring Hill, to Berlin in the 
State of Tennessee. i 

From Ripley via Carter’s Mills, Dry Run, and 
Black Land to Rienzi, in the county of Tishe- 
mingo. : 
From [illsboro’ via Decatur, Tallapatchie, 
Sookalina, Marion, Allamutcha, Gaston, Black 
Bluff ferry and Jefferson, to Linden, Marengo 
county, Alabama. 

From Louisville via Flayne’s Mills, to Darley’s | 
Cross Roads, Lowndes county. 

From Eastport via Telegraphic route to Waynes- 
boro’, Wayne county, Tennessee. ` 

From Canton via Carthage, Edingburg, Jacinto, 
Philadelphia, Summerville, and Brooklyn to 
Gainsville. 

From Gainesville to New Orleans, Louisiana. 

From Monticello to Westville. 

From Angusta to Enon High School. 

From Holmesville via Fordsville to Mobile. 

From Carolonton to Aberdeen. 

From Kosciusko via Houston to Pontotoc. 


IN LOUISIANA. 

From Columbia via Salmagundi, Lon and Jones’s 
ferry to Point Jefferson, in Morehouse parish. | 

From Greenwood via Cooke’s Store, Mooring’s 
ferry, and Monterey to Boston, in the State of 
Texas. . | 

From mouth of Red river via Lewisport, Che- 
neyville, Alexandria, Natchitoches, and Mansfield 
to Greenwood, in Caddo parish. 

From Shreveport to Washington, in Arkansas. 

From Cheneyville via Hineston and Anococo 
prairie to Burr’s ferry, in the parish of Sabine. 

From Manny via Pendleton to Milan, in Sabine 
county, Texas. | 

From Pecan Point via Monticello and Point Jef- | 
ferson to Monroe, in Ouachita parish. 

From Charenton to Bayou Chine. 

From Grand Coteau via Arnanville to Breaux 
bridge, in the parish of St. Martin. 

From the mouth of Red river via Burr’s ferry 
to Huntsville, in T'exas. 

From Sparta via Salt Springs, Iverson, and 
Compte to Grand Ecore. 

From. Washington, in St. Landry parish, via 
Carneston and Isle’s and Cole’s Settlement, in Cal- 
casieu parish, to Huddleston, in the parish of 
Rapides. 

From Thibodeau to Lockport. 

From mouth of Red river to Burr’s ferry, on 
Sabine river. | 

From Harrisonburg to Natchitoches. 

From Harrisonburg to Winnsburg. 

From Donalsonville to Opelousas. 

From Alexandria to Sabine town, Texas. 

IN KENTUCKY. 

From Glasgow to Columbia via Sampson Jones’s 
South Fork of Little Barren river. 

From Eminence to Drennon’s lake via New 
Castle. 

From Hazel Green vin Swiftsville and Estell’s 
steam furnace to Irvine, in Estell county. 

From Boonville via Rock Spring, Grey Hawk, 
and Pond creek to London, in the county of Lau- 
rel. 

From Hopkinsville via Trenton to Springfield, 
Robertson county, Tennessee. 

From Madisonville via Daniel Sisk and Day’s 
store to Princeton, 

From Hazel Green via Swiftsville to Proctor, 
in Owsley county. 

From Elizabethtown to Samuel Willyard’s, in 


Hardin county. i 
From Elizabethtown to Buena Vista, in Hardin | 


county, on the Rolling Fork. | 

From Warsaw via Sparta to New Liberty, in | 
Owen county. 

From Owenton via Stamperstown, Bassett’s | 
Store, Lee’s Mills, Beatty’s Mills, and Griffey’s | 
Office, to Georgetown, in Scott county. i 

_ From Versailles to Clifton, on the Kentucky 
river. 5 

From Somerset: via Georee W. Stone’s, Braw- 
nerand Kelley ’s Store, and Joseph Dibberl’s Store | 
to Williamsburg, in Whitley county. 

From Mount Welcome post office via Flat Lick, 
&c., to Boston, in Whitley county. 

From Boonville to Hazel-Green, in Morgan 
county. x 


son county. 
From Somerset to Crab Orchard. 


Cabin Creek. : 

From Elizabethtown via Big Spring to Hardins- 
burg, Breckenridge county. ; 

From Brandenburg via Constantine, Flint{island, 
Cedar Grove, Union Star, and Stevensport, to 
Cloversport, Breckenridge county. , 

From Owenton via MeCormick’s Store, Liver- 
more and Worthington and South Carrollton to 
Greenville, Muhlenburg county. : 

From Hawkesville via Lewisport to Yellville, 
Daviess county. À 

From Garrettsville via Meadville to Big Spring. 

From Bradenburg via Meadville and Hutson- 
ville to Litchfield. 

From Somerset via Smith’s ferry, on the Cum- 
berland river, by the new cut wagon road to 
Craig’s ferry, thence to Rockhold’s, in Whitley 
county. 


IN TENNESSEE. 


From Newport, via George MeNabb’s, up Cor- 
ley’s creek to Shoults and Jones’s cove to Sevier- 
ville, in Sevier county. 

From Taylorsville via Laurel Fork of the Hol- 
ston and Sharp’s Cross Roads to Abingdon, Vir- 

inia. 
i From Marshall’s ferry on the Holston to Hay’s 
ferry on the French road. 

From Sycamore via Elisha Clark’s and Brew- 
er’s to Sneedville, in Hancock county. 

From Woodbourne via Academia to Strawberry 
Plains, Jefferson cownty. 

From Ormes’s Store to Washington, in the 
county of Rhea, 

From Baker’s Gap to Dugger’s ferry, in Carter 
county. 

From Cleveland via Cohuttah Springs to Eli- 
jah, State of Georgia. 

From Sylco to Fancy Hill, Murray county, 
Georgia. 

From Double Springs via Equality, Netherland, 
and Mount Granger to Crossville, in the county 
of Bledsoe. 

From Smithville, crossing Mountain creek, to 
McMinnville, in the county of Warren. 

From Gallatin via Lebanon to Murfreesborough, 
in Rutherford county. 

From Fayetteville to Tullahoma, in the county 
of Coffee. 

From Shelbyville via Pulaski and Lawrence- 
burg to Waynesburg, in the county of Wayne. 

From Wood’s via Brodie’s ferry, Palo Alto, 
and Pleasant Exchange to Red Mound. 

From Morristown to Dandridge, in the county 
of Jefferson. 

From Tobacco Port, via Hope and Spottswood | 
Wilkinson’s, to Pine Bluf, in Calloway county, 
Kentucky. 

From Waverly to Linden, in Perry county. | 

From Sparta, via Zachariah Anderson’s, John 
Blearsdale’s, Nine Mile post office, intersecting 
į the route from Pikeville to Crossville. 

From Sparta via Spencer to Chattanooga. 

From Charlotteville via Billsburg, Reyan’s 
Store, Teser’s Cross Roads, to Springfield, in Rob- } 
ertson county. 

From Pulaski via Fayetteville and Tullahoma 
to McMinnville, in Warren county. 

From Hermitage via Swallow Bluff, on the Ten- 
|| nessee river, to Savannah, in Hardin county. 
From Cheapvalley, in Henry county, via New 


From Marshail’s Ferry to Hay’s Ferry. 
From Decaturville via Hermitage and Swallow 
i Bluff to Savannah, in Hardin county. 


IN OHIO. 


From Kalida via New Bavaria, Napoleon, West 
Barre, (or Tafts corner,) Essex, Ohio, Etna, 
Lyons, and Baker’s Corners to Adrian, Michi- 

an. 
3 From Lima to St. Johns, in Auglaize county. 

From Furdlay via Benton, Webster, Pendleton, 

leasant, Vaughnville, Gomar, Delphos, and Van- 
wert Court-House to Fort Wayne, Indiana. 

From Clinton township, Fulton county, to Bry- 
an, Williams county. 

“rom Toledo via Bryan and Hecksville, to Fort 
Wayne, Indiana. 


Trom Maysville to Springdale, at the mouth of || 


London, to Conyersville, in said county. H 


From Bryan via Amasa Shaffer’s, West Buffa- 


Erom Powbattan via Armstrong’s Milis, Bealls- 
| ville, Captina, Pilcher, Jerusalem, to Malaga. 


From Bryton to Wadsworth, in Medina county. 

From Painesville via Bloomfield to West Green- 
ville, in Pennsylvania, on the plank road. 

From Somerset to Jackson, in the county of 
Licking. 

From Eaton via Sugar Valley, to West Flor- 
ence, in Preble county. 

From Xenia via New Jasper, Jamestown, Jef- 
fersonville, to Washington, in Fayette county. 

From Dayton via Bellbrooke to Spring Valley, 


; in Green county. 


From Carrolton, via Kossuth, Morges, Mag- 
nolia, to Zoar, in Tuscarawas county, and return 
via Summerman’s, Scott’s Mills, Kossuth, to Car- 
rolton. 

From Bucyrus via Osceola, Upper Sandusky, 
Whartensburg, to Williamstown. 

From Stoner post office via Risdon, Brown’s 
Corners, via townships of Perry, Bloom, and 
Henry, to Woodbury post office, in Wood coun- 
ty. 
asta Mount Gilead via Smith’s Mills and 
Whetstone to Corsica, in Morrow county. 

From Galion via Corsica, McEwen’s Cross 


|} Roads, to Lexington, Richland county. 


From Harrisonville to Stephen Aiken’s in Vin- 
ton county, via Jeremiah Carpenter’s, and Wil- 
liam ‘Trownsend’s. 

From Canton via North Industry, Sparta, San- 
dyville, Zoar, and Canal Dover to New Philadel- 
phia, in Tuscarawas county. 

From Coolville via Lottridge, Hull’s, Garden 
Shade, and Pleasant, to Hibbardsville. 

From Coshocton via Simon’s Run, Mohawk 
Valley, to New Castle, in Coshocton county, 

From Canton via Richville, Navarre, Frease’s 


| Store post office, Winesburg, and Berlin, to Mil- 


lersburg, in Holmes county. 

From Port Clinton to Ottawa City, in Ottawa 
county. 

From Gallipolis via W ilksville and McKinster’s 
to Lee, in Athens county. 

From Grierville via Dallis and Saint Henry to 
Celina, Mercy county. 

From Jacksonville via Greenwood post office to 
Lomarus post office, Shelby county. 

From Gettysburg via Webster to Jacksonville, 
Darke county. 

From Greenville via Abbottsvilley Pittsburg, in 
Darke county, New Lebanon, to Union, in Mont- 
gomery county. 

From Elyria via La Porte, Rangonville, Grafton, 
Litchfield, Chatham, Lodi, Burbank to Wooster, 
in Wayne county. 

From Williamsburg via Sardinia, Fincastle to 
Scott post office, Adams county, i 

From Ripley via Russelville, Ashridge, Fin- 
castle, New Market to Hillsborough, Highland 
county. 

From Williamsburg via Mount Horeb, Branons, 
Sardinia, and Fincastle to Winchester, in Adams 
county. 

From Cleveland via Royalton, Hinckley, Gran- 
ger, and Sharon to Wadsworth, in Medinacounty. 

From Charilton via South Kirtland post office, 
Pleasant Valley, to Euclid in the county of Cuy- 
ahoga. 

From Ashland via Hayesville, Mahican and 
McKay to Londonville, in Ashland county. 

From Newton’s Falls to Milton, in Mahoning 
county, at Price’s Mills. 

From Warren via Lordstown, North Jackson, 
and Ellsworth, to Salem, in Columbiana county. 

From Troy via the Turnpike Road to Spring- 
field, in Clarke county. 

From Poland via East Lewistown to Colum- 
biana. 

From Greenville via Abbottsville, Arcanum 


i| Pittsburg, New Lebanon, Center, and Clayton, to 


Dayton. 

From Columbus via Harrisburg, Palestine, 
Mount Sterling, Bloomingburg, to Washington 
Court-House, Fayette county. 

From Austin via Good Hope to Washington 
Court-House, in Fayette county. 

From Carrollton to Bayard, in Columbiana 
county. 

From Salinesville via Mechanicsville, Scrogs- 
ville, Harlaem, Kilgore, Germano, Hopedale, to 
Cadiz, in Hamilton county. 
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From Carrollton via Algonquin, Palermo, New 
Hagerstown, Franklin, Brownsville, West Ches- | 
ter, Minersville, and New Salem, to Cambridge. { 

From McConnelsville via Hook’s Salt Works, 
and N. Coburn’sto Frisley’s ferry, on the Musk- 
ingum. 

From New Market via Jackson, Thornville, 
and Somerset to New Lexington, in Perry county. 

From Lucasville via D. W. McJenkins’s, James 
Scott's, and Galena, &c., to Locust Grove, in 
Adams county. 

From Bainbridge via Mount Latham to Waver- 
ley, Pike county. 

Brom Chillicothe via Yellow Bird, Clarksburg, 
to New Holland, in Pickaway county. 

From Tupper’s Plains via Long Bottom to 
Chester, Meigs county. 

From Newton’s Falls to Milton, in Mahoning 
eounty, at Price’s Mills. 

From Warren via Lordstown, North Jacksen, 
and Elisworth, to Salem, in Columbiana county. 

From Troy via the Turnpike Road to Spring- 
field, in Clark county. 

From Poland via East Lewistown to Colum- 
biana. 

From Marysville via the free turnpike to Rich- 
mond, in Union county. 

From Marysville via the free turnpike to Dub- 
jin, in Franklin county. 

From Marysville via the free turnpike to Ken- 
ton, in Hardin county. : i 

From Seicleville, in Picaway county, to Seists- 
ville and Talton, in said county, to Adelphi, in 
Ross county. 

From Lancaster, in Fairfield county, through 
Carrol Canal, Winchester, and Grovesport, to 
Columbus, in Franklin county. 


IN INDIANA. 

From Lafayette via Rensselaer and Morocco to 
Momence, Ilinois. 

From Logansport via “ the proposed new office” 
to Camden, Carroll county. 

From Crawfordsville via Independence and Pine 
Village to Oxford, Benton county 

From Lafayette via Dayton, Winship’s Mills, 
Jefferson, and Frankfort, to Michigantown, in 
Clinton county. 

From Frankfort via Reese’s Mills, Lebanon, 
and Jamestown, to Danville, Hendricks county. 

From Columbus via Jonesville to Rockford, in 
Jackson county. | 

From Muncietown via Jay’s Court-House, New 
Coryden, to Wilshire, in Van Wert county. 

From Albion via Luke N. Clemens’s to Swan 
post office, in Noble county. 

From Monticello to Oxford, in Benton county. 

From New Castle via Cadiz, Mechanicsburg, | 
Hunterville, and New Columbus, to Pendleton, in 
Madison county. í 

From Liberty via Clifton post ofice, Abingdon, 
Centerville, Williamsburg, and Bloomingport, to 
Winchester, in Randolph county, by the turnpike. 

From Portland Mills, via Parkerville, Brain’s 
Cross Roads, to Annapolis, Parke county. 

From Greencastle via Grubb’s Mills to Portland 
Mills. 

From Brownstown via Houston to Blooming- 
ton, county. f 

From Hagerstown, Wayne county, via Unions- 
port, to Macksville, Randolph county. — 

From Winnimac, in Pulaski county, via Meda- 
ryville, to Saltillo, in Jasper county. i. 

From New Harmony to Maysville, Ilinois, 

From Evansville to Bowlin Green, Kentucky, 
by the Ohio, Green, and Barren rivers. 

IN MISSOURI. \ 

From Hartford to Milan, in Sullivan county. 

From Milan via Lewis’s Mills and Judge John- 
gon’s Store, to Princeton, in Mercer county. 

From Tenton via Edenburg to Gallatin, in Da- 
vies’s county. , 

From Shelbyville to Kirksville, in Adair coun- 


ty. 

From Lagrange to Monticello, in Lewis county. | 

From Tully to Monticello, in Lewis county. 

From Georgetown to Spring Garden post of- 

fice, in Pettis county. f 
From St. Joseph via Rochester and Gentryville | 

to Athens, Gentry county. | 
From Keytesville to Bee Branch Settlement. | 
From Jefferson City to Little Rich woods. 
From Kansas via Parkville to Platte City, Mon- 


roe county. 


From Jasper via Alfordville to Mount Pleasant, | 


in Martin county. 
_ From Bloomfield via Linton to Carlisle, in Sul- 
livan county. 

From Owensville to Mount Carmel, in Hlinois. 

From Boonville via Crowville and Taylorsviile ; 
to Huntingburg, Dubois county. 

From Troy to Worth, in Dubois county. | 

From Gentryville to Ferdinand in Dubois 
county. 

From Laurel via Orange, Steel’s groves, Fal- 
mouth, and Louisville, to New Castle, in Henry 
county. 

From New Castle, via Dan Webster, Ashland, 
Rogersville, and Luray to Muncietown, Henry 
county. 

From Indianapolis via Noblesville, Tipton, and 
Kokomo to Peru. 

From Whitley Court-House via Thorn Creek 
to Albian, in Noble county. 

From Morristown via Manilla and Cynthiana ; 
to Middletown, in Shelby county. 

From Marion via San Jacinto to Vernon. 

From Brownstown to Rockford, in Jackson | 


county, on the east side of Driftwood fork of || 


White river. 
From Bedford via Pemhook to Browstown, in | 
Brown county. | 
From Crawfordsville, Montgomery county, to 
Green Castle via Lodogo, Carpentersville, and 
Bainbridge, in Putnam county. 

From Peru, in Miami county, via Santa Fé, to 
Bexar, on the State Road from Peru to Alexan- 
der, in Madison. 

From Forsyth, via Big Beaver Creek, to Tarts- 
ville, Wright county. 


[i 
From Mount Vernon via Dunkle’s Store, Ash- |; 
i 


grove to Orleans, in Polk county. 

From Fuirview to High Point, Johnson coun- 
ty. 
Fon Hermitage via Buffalo to Hartsville, 
Wright county. 

From Little Prairie post office to Crane Creek 
post office, in Barry county. 

From Troy via Carson King’s, Bush Creek Set- 
tlement, and Middletown to Mexico, in Udrian 


county. Jl 


From Warrenton to Middletown, in Montgom- 
ery county. 

From Hannibal via Shelbyville to Bloomington, 
Macon county. | 

From West Point to Westport, in Jackson | 
county. 

From Port William post office via S. W. Evans’s | 
Store, Grubbville, Rucker’s Prairie to Richmond, | 
in Washington county. | 

From Houston via Philadelphia to Shelbyville, | 
in Shelby county, being an extension of the route 1 
from Lagrange to louston. 

From Shelbyville to Paris, in Monroe county. 

From Brunswick to Bloomington, in Macon 
county. i 

From Memphis, Scotland county, via Dr. P. ; 
T. Huft’s to Bloomfield, Lowa. 

From Morristown to Dandridge, in Jefferson 
county. 

From 
county. 

From 
Knox county. 

From Bethany to Decatur, in Decatur county, 
Iowa. i 

From Linneus to Trenton, in Grundy county. 


IN ILLINOIS. 
From Bloomington via Westwood, Eureka, and | 
Metamora to Spring Bay, in the county of Wood- į 
ford. 
From Jerseyville via Jersey Landing Portage, 
Des Sioux to St. Charles, Missouri. 
From McLanesboro’ to Equality, in Gallatin 
county. . 
From Albien via New Massilon and Enterprise 
to Salem, Marion county. 
From McLanesboro’ to Marion, in the county 
of Williamson. 
From Benton via McLanesboro’, Carmi, Phil- | 
lipstown to Harmony, Indiana. 
"From Metropolis City via Brooklyn to Paducah, 
Garner’s, W.N.Michell’s, | 


Kentucky. 
From Raleigh via H. 

and Thomas Saunders to Marion in Williamson | 

county. 


From 


Paris via Shelbyville to Newark, in Knox | 


Raleigh to Elizabethtown, in Harden | 


Bloomington via Vienna to Edina, in |) 


XXXV 


county, via Bankston, Independence, and Som- 
erset. 

From Channahan via Kawkakee, Wilmington, 
Rockville, and Bournbonaise to Momence, in the 
county of Will. 

From Chiney’s Grovevia North Fork post office 
to Lafayette, Indiana. 

From Riley post office, McHenry county, to 
intersect the mail from Belvidere to Genoa, near 


| the residence of Charles B. Lord. 


From Sycamore via Squire Cable’s, Coral, 
Union, and Belden to Woodstock, in McHenry 
county. 

From Charleston via Long point to Tentopolis, 
in Effingham county. 

From Springfield via Shelbyville, Ewington, 
Stringtown, Newton, St. Marie, and Lawrence- 
ville to Vincennes, Indiana. 

From Warsaw to Augusta, 

From Chili via Northfield and Kossuth to War- 
saw. 

From Charleston via Gruoll’s, Lake Fork, Mon- 
ticello, and Mount Pleasant to Bloomington, in 
McLean county. 

From Jacksonville via Indian Creek, Crows 
Point, Rushaway, Petersburg, and Athens to Mid- 
dleton, in Logan county. 

From Peoria via Rome, Chillicothe, Henry, 


|| Lone Tree, Arisha, Indiantown, and Princeton to 


Peru. 

From Carlinsville via Edwardsville, Collinsville, 
and Belleville to St. Louis. 

From Springfield via Lick Creek, Waverly, Lo- 
cust Spring, Cummington, Chesterfield, Brighton, 
and Monticello to Alton. 

From Jacksonville via Arcadia to Beardstown. 

From Golconda via J. R. Potts’s to Brooklyn, in 
Massac county. 

From MeLanesboro’, in Hamilton county, to 
Liberty, in White county. 

From Keithsburg, in Mercer county, via Pope 


‘Creek, twenty miles east via Hendersonville to 
| Knoxville, in Knox county, to intersect the Peo- 


ria and Burlington daily mail line. 

From Marshall by Castlefin to Grandview. 

From Shawneetown along the middle road, 
known as the Cypress road, to David Keasler’s, 
in Gallatin county. 

From Jersey ville via Jersey Landing and Port- 


| age Des Sioux to St. Charles, Missouri. 


From Hicks’s Mills post office, Franklin, De 
Kalb county, to Cherry Valley, Winnebago 
county. 

IN ARKANSAS. 

From Washington via Clarksville, Mount Pleas- 
ant, Gilmer, Henderson, and Rush to Galveston, 
Texas. 

From Locust Grove to Lebanon, in Searcy 
county. 


From Lisbon via Beechland and Calhoun to 


: Lewisville, Fayette county. 


i 


From Wilmington via Hillsboro’, Spearsville, 
and Scottsville to Homer, Louisiana. 

From Fayetteville via Boon’s Grove to Carroll- 
ton, in Carroll county. 

From Eldorado via Lisbon, Mount Holly, 
Beechland post office, Roland Smith’s Settlement 
to Lewisville, Fayette county. 

From Darysaw’s, in Jefferson county, via 
White Oak and Powell’s Mills to Elba, in Brad- 
ley county. 

From Oakland Grove via Brownsville to Desare, 
in Prairie county. 

From Pine Bluffs via White Oak Bluff to Prince- 
ton, in Dallas county. 

From Little Rock via the old military road and 
Bayou Meter Settlement and Samuel Walker’s old 
stand to Searcy, in White county. 

From Fort Gibson, Cherokee Nation, via Creek 
Agency, North Fork, Perryville, and Fort Washi- 
ta, to Fort Arbuckle, Western Territory. 

From Fort Smith via Choctaw Agency, Perry- 
ville, Boggy Depôt, and Fort Washita to Preston, 
in Texas. 

From Arkadelphia to Hot Springs, 
Springs county. 

From Grandylaize to Searcy. 

From Desare to Searcy. 

From Fort Smith to Waldron. 

From Boonville to Fort Smith. 

From Fort Smith to Donna Anna, on the Rio 
Grande, in connection with the line of military 
posts. 


in Hot 
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IN MICHIGAN. 

From Ynouski via Orangeville Mills to Yankee 
Springs, Parry county. 

Prom Kalamazoo Fia Ashtemo, Pine Grove, 
Breedsville, Hunter’s, South Haven, Ganges, and 
Johnston’s to Newark, Allegan county. 

From Otsego via Watson, Dorr, and Bryan to 
city of Grand Rapids, Hunt county. 

From Saugatuck post office to South Haven, 
Van Buren county. 

From Quincy via Butler and Clarendon town- 
ships, to Homer, Calhoun county. 

From Sault Ste. Marie via Grand Island to Mar- 
quette, Marquette county. 

From Marquette via Little Bay and De Noquet 
to Green Bay, Wisconsin. 

From Marquette via Le Ause to Eagle river, 
Houghton county. 

From Le Aunse via Ontonagon and Lapoint to 
Fond du Lac, in Minnesota Territory. 

From Lapeer via Lathrop’s Mills, Oregon, Ne- 
ver’s Mills, Marathon, Hays’s Mills, and Foust, 
to Pine Run, in Genesee county. 

From Corunna via Owasso, Rusk, Northamp- 
ton, and St. Charles to Saginaw City, Saginaw 
county, 

From Adrian via Rome Centre, Addison, Som- 
erset, Liberty, and South Jackson to Jackson, in 
Jackson county. 

From Columbus via Memphis, East and West 
Berlin to Almonte, in Lapeer county. 

From Abscota post office to Pine Creek post 
office, Calhoun county, being an extension of the 
route from Marshall to Abscota. 

From Detroit to Lansing by the plank road. 

From Grand Rapids via Grandville to Holland. 


IN WISCONSIN. 


From Platteville via New California, Mifflin, 
and Linden to Mineral Point. 

- From Prairie du Chien via Eagle Point Mills 
and Boydtown to Fennimore. 

From Mineral Point via Darlington and Avon 
to Shullsburg, in Lafayette county. 

From Sheboygan via Manitouwoc, Kewaunee, 
Bailey’s Harbor, and Sturgeon Bay, by steamers 
to Green Bay. 

From Fond du Lac via Rosendale, Ripon, Ce- 
resco, and Dartford to Princeton, in 
county. 

From Ripon via Green Lake to Marquette. 

From Fond du Lac via Wedge’s Prairie, Fair- 
water, Mackford, Tachorah, and Grand Prairie, 
to Kingston. 

From Osh Kosk by steamer to Mukwa. 

From Mennasha to Lake Shanwanno, 

From Princeton via Montello, Roxo, and Pack- 
waukee to Delton, Portage county. 

From Watertown via Juneau to Waupun, Fond 
du Lac county. 

From Columbus via Courtland, Cambria, and 
Randolph, to Kingston, in Marquette county. 

From Platteville via New California, Montfort, 
and Highland, to Muscoda. 


From Namahkun via Black Creek, Neshkoro, | 


Willow Creek, and Saukville, to Waupaka, in 
Waupaka county. 

From Madison via Montello, Dakota, and Wau- 
toma, to Waupaka Falls. 

From Montello via Harrisville, Long Meadow, 
William Sylvester’s to Grand Rapids, in Portage 
county. 

From Theresa via Mayville, Horikon, Juneau, 
Oak Grove, and Lowell. to Columbus, in the coun- 
ty of Columbia. 


From Ripon via Sacramento, Poy Sippi, Little | 


River, and Weyauweya, to Mukwa, in Waupaka 
county. 


From Montello via Westfield and Kingsbury | 
ferry to Reed’s Landing, onthe Mississippi river. ; 
From Waukesha via Pewaukee, Merton, Mon- i 
ches, Hartford, Iron Ridge, Mayville, Mooreand i 


Conklin’s mill, to Fond du Lac, Fond du Lac 


county. 


From Princeton via Dakin’s hotel, Warwick, | 


on Willow Creek, and Saukville, to Weyauweya, 
in Winnebago county. 

_From Ceresco via Dartford, Princeton, Harris- 
ville, Westfield, Grand Marsh, through the valley 
of Lemonoire,and down La Cross Valley to La 
Cross, on the Mississippi river. 

From Racine via Caledonia, Thompsonville, 
South Raymond, and Norway, to Waterford, in 
Racine county. 


arquette | 


| 


From Hefena via Wyoming Valley and Otter 
Creek, to Highland, in lowa county. 

From Prescott via Mill Valley, Willow river, 
Pineville, and Crandall’s mills, to the Falls of St. 
Croix river. 

From Menasha via Waupaka to Plover, on the 
Wisconsin river. 

From Mineral Point via Willow Springs, Dar- 
lington and Gratio to Warren. 

From New Haven to Necedah. 

From Mineral Point to Shullsburg. 

From West Bend to Monches. 

From Madison to Wauhacca falls. 

From La Cross to Back river falls. 

From Madison by Farwell Mill, Montandon, 
Arlington, Poinett,. Dekorra, and Oshankutlo to 
Wauona. 

From Waushara by Mackford and Dartford to 
Berlin, in Marquette county. 


IN 10WA. 


From Monona to Hardin, in Allemakee county, 
to make a continuous route from Monona to De- 
corah, in Winneshiek county. 

From Monona via Bunker Hill, Point Rock, 
and Columbus to Lansing, in Allemakee county. 

From Fort Atkinson via Decorah to Lansing, 
in Allemakee county. 

From Louisville to Fort Dodge, on the Des 
Moines river. 

From West Union via Eldorado to Decorah, 
in Winneshiek county. 

From Columbus via Union Prairie, Jamestown, 
and Decorah to Louisville, in Winneshiek coun- 
ty. 
From Quasqueton to Fort Des Moines, in Polk 
county. 

From McGregor’s Landing to Tom Corwin’s, 
in Allemakee county. 

From Davenport to Tipton, in Cedar county. 


From Davenport via Allen’s Grove, Thorn’s | 


Mill, and Walnut Fork to Anamosa, in Jones 
county. s 

From Colesburg via Sodomville and Wilson- 
ville to West Union, Fayette county. 

From Salem via Mount Pleasant and Stockley ’s 
to Hope Farm. 

From Newton via Pella, Knoxville, and Chari- 
ton to Garden Grove. 

From Knoxville via Barkersville, La Grange 
and South Fork to Centerville. 

From Chariton via Osceola, Pisgah, Union, 
Adair, and Montgomery Court-Houses to Coon- 
ville. 

From Bellevue, Jackson county, via Spring 
Brook, Higginsport, Spragueville, and Boon’s 
Spring to De Witt, in Clinton county. 

From Marengo to Marietta. 

From Oskaloosa via Knoxville and Indianola to 
Winterset, in Madison county, and via Adair and 
Cass Court-Houses to Kane, being a continuation 
of said route. 

From Council Bluffs, on the Missouri river, to 
Fort Laramie. 

From Chariton viaGlenn’s, White Breast, Argo, 
and Hopeville to Pisgah, in Union county. 

From Marengo via the corners of Benton and 
Powesheik counties, and through the center of 
Tama and Marshall counties, to Marietta, in Mar- 
shall county. 

From Kanesville via Gaston, Fairview, Flor- 
ence, and Council Bluffs to Linden, in Missouri. 

From Kanesville to Sargeant’s Bluffs. 

From Newton via Pella Amsterdam, Knoxville 
and Chariton, to Nine Eagles Point and New 
Buda, in Decatur county. 

From Fairfield via Lancaster, Sigourney, and 
Indianapolis to Montezuma, in Powesheik county. 

From Corydon via Grand River post office, to 
Princeton, in Mercer county, Missouri. 

From Corydon to Chariton Point, in Lucas 
county. 

From Apple Grove via Friel’s post office, Hart- 
ford, and Palmyra, to Indianola, in Warren 
county. 

From West Point via Pilot Grove, East Grove, 


|| Salem, Viga, Glasgow, and Harmony to Fairfield. 


From Kane via Pidgeon Mills, Boyer river, 
Sargent’s Bluffs, Harrison, Monona, and Wah- 
kaw Court-Houses to mouth of Big Sioux river. 

From Lancaster via Springfield, Indianapolis, 
Union Mills and Montezuma to the Big Woods. 

_ From Fort des Moines via Adell, McKay, the 
county seats of Audubon, Guthri, Shelby, and 


| Harrison counties to Sargeant’s Bluffs on the 


Missouri river. 

From Macedonia via Montgomery and Nodda- 
way Court-Houses to Marysville Missouri. 

From Red Rock via Paran City and Pleasantville 
to Indianola. 

From Pisgah to Macedonia via Johnson’s. 

From Garden Grove via Decatur Court-House 
and New Buda to Lott’s Grove. 

From Garden Grove via Hopeville, Pisgah, and 
Winterset to Adell. 

From Ottumwa Court-House to Albia. 

From Union Mills to Montezuma. 

From Indianola via Chariton, South Fork, Cen- 
treville, and Well’s Mills to Lancaster, Missouri. 

From Drakeville via Unionville, Moravia, and 


| Dodge’s Point to Garden Grove. 


From Eddyville via Elm Grove and Hamaker’s 
Mill to Knoxville. 

From Brighton via Valley post office, Dutch 
creek to South English. 

From Ashland via Creesville, Competine, Ab- 
ingdon, and Blue Point to Richland. 

From Centre Point via Marysville, to Bradford, 
in Chickasaw county. 

From Cedar Rapids to Marengo, in Iowa 
county. 

From Dubuque to Fort Atkinson. 

From Quasqueton to county seat of Benton 
county. 

From Delhi to West Union. 

From Salem to Columbus City. 

From Dubuque to Lansing and Lycuens, in 
Alamakee county. 

From Lansing via Indian Mission, to Fort At- 
kinson, in Winneshiek. 

From Centre Point, Linn county, via Marys- 
ville, in Benton county, and Cedar Falls, in Black 
Hawk county, John C. Barrick’s, in Bremer 
county, and Coon Grove, in Floyd county, to 
Clear Lake. 

From Prairie du Chien, in Wisconsin, via Old 
Mission, Mentral post office, in Bremen county, 
Cedar Falls, to Fort Des Moines,.in Polk coun- 
ty. 
Thoi Decorah to Plum Grove. 

From Dubuque via Monnaand Decorah, to Saint 
Paul. 

From Independence via Mentral post office and 
Bradford post office, in Chickasaw county, to Old 
Mission. 

From Dubuque via Independence, through the 
counties of Black Hawk, Grundy, Hardin, and 
Risley, to Fort Dodge, in Yell county. 

IN FLORIDA. 

From Homassasa via Crystal river and Wekuva 
to Long Pond, in Levy county. 

From Fanning via Cook’s Hammock, Warrier, 
Fenhalloway, Econfence, and Rocky Ford, to 
Marion, in Jefferson county. 

From New River to Middleburg, in Duval 
county, being an extension of the route from Al- 
ligator. 

From Key West via Cedar Keys, Tampa Bay, 
St. Marks, Appalachicola, and Pensacola, to New 
Orleans, Louisiana. 

From Sopchoppy to Walker, on the Oklockny 
river, in Wakulla county, being a continuance of 
the route from Tallahassee. 


IN TEXAS. 
From Galveston via Galveston Bay and up the 


i Trinity to Liberty, by water. 


From Liberty via Woodville, to Nacogdoches. 

From Paris to Greenville, in Hunt county. 

From Gilmer via Quitman, to Kaufman. 

From Tyler via Canton, to Athens. 

From Gainesville via Alton and Waxie-hatche, 
to Corsicanna. 

From Clarksville to Jefferson, in Cass county. 

From Livingston via Trinity Court-House, to 
Crockett. 

From Houston via San Felipe, Catspring, Post 
Oak Point, and Fayetteville, to La Grange. 

From Houston via Chambers, Roberts, Green- 
wood, and Grimes’s Prairie to Anderson, in 
Grimes county. 

From Houston via Richmond, Columbus, and 
Gonzales to San Antonia. 
_From San Jacinto to Smithfield, on Trinity 
river. 

From San Antonia via Goliad, Carabajul’s cross- 
ing of the Cibola to Lamar, in Refugio county. 

From Anderson via Sulphur Springs, Plasters, 
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Mitchell’s, and Leona to Centreville, being an ex- 
tension of the route. 

From Centreville via Halls Bluffs to Crockett, 
in Houston county. 

From Huntsville to Mitchell’s, in Walker 
county, via Leona to Centreville, being an exten- 
sion of the route. 

From Lynchburg via prairies between San Ja- 
cinto and Trinity, Washington crossings at the 
Cushatta village near Smithfield to San Augustine. 

From San Antonio, west bank of San Antonio 
river via Goliad, Refugio, to Copano, in Refugio 
county, 

From Austin via Georgetown, Belton, Waco 
village, Springfield, Fairfield, Palestine, Rusk, 
Henderson, and Marshall to Shreveport, Lou- 
isiana. 

From McKinney to Sherman. 

From McKinney through Alton to the county 
seat of Tarrant county. 

From Mount Vernon via Quitman to Tyler, in 
Smith county. 

From Laredo via Roma and Rio Grande City 
to Brownsville. 

From Houston via Anderson, Boonville, Wheel- 
eck, Marlin, and Waco to Corsicana. 

From Brenham via Oakgrove, Stony Point, 
Alexander, and Young’s prairie to Austin. 

From Washington to Cole Spring. 

From Anahuac to Woodviile via Som Lake. 

From Buena Vista to Mount Enterprise, Rusk 
county, via Caledonia. 

From Palestine to Magnolia. 

From Houston to Hodges via Clear Lake and 
J. Little’s. 

From Henderson to Gum Springs via Bunker 
Hill and Jamestown. 

From Livingston to Woodville. 

From New Orleans by sea to Sabine Pass, Texas. 

From Sabine Pass to Wies’s Bluff. 

From Wies’s Bluff to Nacogdoches. 


IN CALIFORNIA. 

From Santa Barbara to Los Angeles. 

From San Pedro to Los Angeles. 

From Sacramento City, daily, via Marysville, 
Hamilton City, Chico, to Shasta City. 

From Shasta City via Weaversville, weekly, to 
Yreka, in Siskiyou county. 

From Marysville, weekly, via Ophir, Bidwell’s 
bar, Bodiey's Ranch, Onion Valley, to Nelson’s 
creek, 

From Onion Valley, weekly, to Washington 
and Seventy-six. 

From Trinidad to Yreka via Tompkins’s ferry, 
Orleans bar, Happy Camp and Scott’s bar. 

From Venicia to Knight’s landing. 

IN OREGON TERRITORY. 

From Marysville to Youcalla. 

From Oregon City via Molalla, Kalapooa, and 
the forks of Willamette river to Pleasant Hill, in 
Lane county. 

From Marysville to King’s valley, in Benton 
county. 

From Port Orford to Shasta Bute City. 

From Gray’s harbor, mouth of Chihalis river, 
to Olympia. 

From Astoria via a line running west to Hills- 
borough, Washington county, Tualitin in said 
county, North Yam Hill, at Smith’s Bridge, 
Steward’s, Yam Hill county, South Yam Hill, in 
said county, at Hampton’s, Nesmith’s Mills, Polk 
county, King’s valley in said county, Calapooe 
Gap, Benton county, Youcaila, Umpqua county, 
Shasta Mines in said county, to Sacramento city, 
in California. 

From Portland City via Harris’s ferry, Chehu- 
lan, in Yam Hill county, Lafayette in said county, 
Forests in said county, Nathaniel Ford’s Polk 
county, H. Laville’s Store in said county, Marys- 
ville, Benton county, Skinner’s in said county, 
Toucalla, Umpqua county, Scottsville in said 
county, Umpqua City to Gardiner, in Umpqua 
county. 

From Oregon City to Lafayette. 

From Salem via Cincinnati, Polk county, Na- 
thaniel Ford’s to Nesmith’s Mills, in Polk county. 

From San Francisco to the head of Puget’s 
Sound. 

IN UTAH TERRITORY. 

From Great Salt Lake City via American Fork, 
Provo City, Springfield, Payson’s Summit Creek, 
Nephi City, Fillmore City, Red Creek, Parovan, 
Johnson’s Springs, and Cold Creek to Santa Clara, 


in the Territory of Utah, and thence via San Ber- 
nardino to San Diego, in California. 

From Great Salt Lake City to Tooele City, in 
the county of Tooele, in the Territory of Utah. 


IN NEW MEXICO. 


From Gainesville, in Texas, via Fort Belknap 
to Donand. 


IN MINNESOTA TERRITORY. 
_ From St. Paul via Redwing and Reed’s Land- 
ing, in Wabashaw county to Lansing, in the State 
of Towa. 

From Decorrah via Brownsville, Montezuma, 
and Minnesota City to Wabashaw. 

From St. Paul via Decorrah and Elkader to 
Dubuque, State of Iowa. 

From St. Paul via Mendota, Shahcopee, Little 
Rapids, Le Sueur, and Traverse des Sioux to 
Mankato. 

From St. Paul to Cannon river. 

From St. Paul to Little Canada. 

From Little Canada via White Bear Lake to 
Still water. 

From Little Canada to the Falls of St. Anthony. 

From Fort Snelling tothe Falls of St. Anthony. 

From Fort Ripley to Crow Wing. 

From Crow Wing via Cass Lakeand Red Lake 
to Pembina. 

From Crow Wing via Sandy Lake to Fond du 

ac. 

From Minnesota City to Traverse des Sioux. 

From Dubuque, Iowa, to Mankato. 

Sec 2. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to enter into a contract for the transportation of 
the United States mail on board of the steam-ves- 
sels which at present ply regularly between Bos- 
ton, in the State of Massachusetts, and Halifax, 
in Nova Scotia, upon such terms as may appear 


to him reasonable: Provided, That the contracts | 


authorized by this section shall be let to the low- 


est bidder according to the provisions of the ex- | 


isting laws: And provided further, That the amount 
paid shall in no case exceed the amount of post- 
age derived from the said mails. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall steal, purloin, embezzle, or obtain by 
any false pretense, or shall aid or assist in steal- 


ing, purloining, embezzling, or obtaining by any | 
false pretense, or shall knowingly and unlawfully | 


make, forge, or counterfeit, or cause to be unlaw- 
fully made, forged, or counterfeited, or knowingly 
aid or assist in falsely and unlawfully making, 
forging, or counterfeiting any key suited to any 
lock which has been or shall be adopted for use by 
the Post Office Department of the United States, 
and which shall be in use on any of the mails or 
mail bags of the said Post Office Department, or 
shall have in his possession any such mail key 
or any such mail lock, with the intent unlawfully 
or improperly to use, sell, or otherwise dispose of 
the same, or to cause the same to be unlawfully 
or improperly used, sold, or otherwise disposed 
of, or who being employed in the manufacture of 


| the locks or keys for the use of the said Post Of- 


fice Department, whether as contractor or other- 
wise, shall deliver or cause to be delivered any 
finished or unfinished key or lock used or designed 
by the said Post Office Department, or the interior 
part of anysuch maillock, to any person not duly 
authorized under the hand of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral of the United States and the seal of the said 
Post Office Department to receive the same, (un- 
less such person so receiving the same shall be the 
contractor for furnishing such locks and keys, or 
engaged in the manufacture thereof in the man- 
ner authorized by the contract, or the agent for 


such manufacturer,) such persons so offending j! ; 
i; the expense of the Province, State, or country to 


shall be deemed guilty of felony, and, on convic- 
tion thereof, shall be imprisoned for a period not 
exceeding ten years. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall steal, purloin, or embezzle any mail 


bags in use by or belonging to the Post Office De- l 


partment of the United States, or any other prop- 
erty in use by or belonging to the said Post Office 
Department, or shall, for any lucre, gain, or con- 
venience, appropriate any such property to his 
own, or any other than its proper use, or for any 
lucre or gain shall convey away any such prop- 
erty to the hindrance or detriment of the public 
service of the United States, the person so offend- 
ing, his counsellors, aiders, and abettors (know- 
ing of and privy to any offense aforesaid) shall, on 


[i 


any 


| conviction thereof, if the value of such property 


shall exceed twenty-five dollars, be deemed guilty 
of felony, and shall be imprisoned for a period 
not exceeding three years; or if the vatue of such 
property shall be less than twenty-five dollars, 
shall be imprisoned not more than one year, or be 
fined not less than ten dollars, nor more than two 
hundred dollars for every such offense. 

Sec. 5. And be it further enacted, That no col- 
lector or other officer of the customs shail permit 
any ship or vessel arriving within any port or 
collection district of the United States to make 
entry or break bulk until all letters on board the 
same shall be delivered into the post office at or 
nearest said port or place, nor until the captain or 
commander of such ship or vessel shall have signed 
and sworn toa declaration before such collector or 
officer of the customs, in the form and to the effect 
following, that is to say: “J, A B, commander 
of the [state the name of the ship or vessel,] arriv- 
ing from [state the place,] and now lying in the 
port of [state the name of the port,] do, as required 
by law, solemnly swear (or affirm as the case may 
be) that I have, to the best of my knowledge or 
belief, delivered, or caused to be delivered into the 
post office at or nearest said port, every letter and 
every bag, parcel, or package of letters that were 
on board the [state the name of the ship or vessel] 
during her last voyage, and that I have so deliv- 
ered or caused to be delivered all such letters, bags, 
parcels, and packages as were in my possession 
or under my power or control.” And the collect- 
or, and every officer of the customs at every port, 
without special instructions, and every special 
agent of the Post Office Department, when in- 
structed by the Postmaster General to make ex- 
aminations and seizures, shall carefully search 
every vessel for letters which may be on board, or 
have been carried or transported contrary to law, 
and each and every of such officers and agents, 
and every marshal of the United States and his 
deputies, shall at all times have power to seize all 
letters,and packages, and parcels containing letters 
which shall have been sent or conveyed contrary 
to law on board any ship or vessel, or on or over 
any post route of the United States, and to convey 
such letters to the nearest post office, or may, 1f 
the Postmaster General and the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall so direct, detain the said letters, or 
any part thereof, until two months after the trial 
and final determination of all suits and proceedings 
which may at any time within six months after 
such seizure be brought against any person for 
sending, or carrying, or transporting any such 
letter contrary to any provisions of any act of 
Congress; and one half of any penalties that may 
be recovered for the illegal sending, carrying, or 
transportation of any such letters shall be paid to 
the officer so seizing, and the other half to the use 
of the Post Office Department; and every package 
or parcel so seized, in which any letter shall be 
concealed, shall be forfeited to the United States, 
and the same proceedings may be had to enforce 


| such forfeiture asare authorized in respect to goods, 


wares, and merchandise forfeited by reason of any 
violation of the revenue laws of the Un ited States; 
and all laws for the benefit and protection of of- 


| ficers of the customs seizing goods, wares, or mer- 


chandise for a violation of any revenue law of the 
United States shall apply to the officers and agents 
making seizures by virtue of this act. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That the Post- 


| master General may from time to time, by and 


with the advice and consent of the President, make 
any arrangements which may be deemed just and 
expedient for allowirg the mails of Canada, or of 
other Province, State, or country adjoining 
the United States, to be carried or transported at 


which such mails belong, over any part or portion 


| of the territory of the United States, from one 


point in the Province, State, or country to which 
such mails belong, to any other point in the same, 
upon obtaining the same privileges for the trans- 
portation of the mails of the United States through 
the Province, State, or country to which such 
privileges shall be granted: Provided, That such 
privileges may at any time be annulled by the 
President of the United States, or by joint resolu- 
tion of the two Houses of Congress, from and 
after the expiration of one month next succeeding 
the day on which the notice of the act of the Pres- 
ident or of the joint resolution of the two Houses 
shall be given to the chief executive officer or head 
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of the- Post Office Department of the Province, 
State, or country whose privilege is to be thereby 
annulled. : 

Sec. 7. And be U further enacted, That every 


mail, of any Province, State, or country having | 


the privilege authorized to be granted in and by 
the next preceding section, shall, while in the ter- 
ritories of the United States, be deemed and taken 
to be a mail of the United States, so far as to make 
any violation therefor, any depredation thereon, 
or any act or offense in. respect thereto, or any 
part thereof, which would be punishable under the 
existing laws of the United States, in case the same 
had been a mail or part of a mail of the United 
States, an offense of the same grade, and punish- 
able in the same manner, and to the same extent, 
as though the said mails were those of the United 
States; and in any indictment for such act or of- 
fense, the said mails or any part thereof may be 
alleged to be, and on the trial of any such indict- 
ment they shall be, deemed and held to be mails 
or parts of mails of the United States. 

£c. 8, And be it further enacted, That the Post- 
master General shall be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to provide and furnish to all postmasters and 
other persons applying and paying therefor suit- 
able letter envelopes, with such water marks or 
other guards against counterfeits as he may deem 
expedient, and with one or more suitable postage 
stamps, with such device and of such denomina- 
tion and value as he may direct, printed or im- 
pressed thereon, which envelopes shall be sold at 


the cost of procuring and furnishing the same, as | 


near as may be, with the addition of the value or 
denomination of the postage stamps so printed or 
impressed thereon or attached thereto as aforesaid; 
and letters, when inclosed in such envelope, with 
postage stamps printed or impressed thereon, (the 
postage stamp or stamps in every such case being 
of the value, denomination, or amount required to 
prepay the postage which would be chargeable on 
such letters and envelopes if sent by mail to the 
place of their destination under the provisions of 
the laws then in force, and such stamps and en- 
velopes not having been before used,) shall pass 


in the mails as prepaid. letters; and all letters in- | 
closed in such envelopes as shall be provided and | 


furnished by the Postmaster General, as first in 
this section prescribed, and with postage stamps 
thereon’ as aforesaid, (and such postage stamps 
on such envelopes being equal in value and amount 
to the rates of postage to which such letters would 
be liable if sent by mail; and such postage stamps 


and envelopes not having been before used,) may | 


be sent, conveyed, and delivered otherwise than 
by post.or mail, notwithstanding any prohibition 
thereof under any existing law: Provided, That 
the said envelope shall be duly sealed, or other- 
wise firmly and securely closed,so that such letter 
cannot be taken therefrom without tearing or de- 
stroying such envelope; and the same duly direct- 
ed and addressed, and the date of such letter, or 
the receipt or transmission thereof, to be written 
or stamped or otherwise appear on such envelope. 

Suc. 9. And be it further enacted, That the Audit- 
or of the ‘Treasury for the Post Office Department, 
may, under such regulations and restrictions as 
the Postmaster General shall prescribe, allow to 
every postmaster, whose office was not established 
until after the first day of July, one thousand eight 


hundred and fifty, or whose commissions, in con- {| 


sequence of the increase of labor and business at 
his office, shall have equaled or exceeded the com- 
missions allowed at such office for the year ending 
on the thirtieth day of June, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-one, such compensation, in ad- 
dition to his legal commissions, as will, in the 
judgment of such Auditor, make the compensation 
of such postmaster equal, as near as may be, to 


the compensation of other postmasters in the same | 


section of the country whose labors are the same 
as his, and whoare entitled to an additional allow- 
ance under the sixth section of the act entitled 
‘* An act to reduce and modify the rates of postage 
in the United States, and for other purposes,” 
approved March third, eighteen hundred and fifty- 
one, and under orders of the Postmaster General, 
made in pursuance of the provisions of said sixth 
section of the act aforesaid. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That all fines 
and penalties imposed for any violation of any 
law relating to the Post Office Department shall, 
when collected or recovered, be paid into the 
Treasury to the credit of the United States for the 


se | 
use of the Post Office Department, excepting, ! 


however, such part thereof as may by law belong 


to the party informing or prosecuting for the | 


same. 

Sec. 11. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the Postmaster General to issue 
proposals and contract for the transportation of a 
daily mail between Louisville and Cairo, St. Louis 
and Cairo, Cairo and -Memphis, and Memphis 
and New Orleans, and to supply such intermediate 


points as he may order from time to time on suit- | 


able and safe steamboats. 
Approven, August 31, 1852. 


Posu, LXIT.—4n Act to amend an act entitled | 


tAn Act to provide for the Better Security of the 
Lives of Passengers on board of Vessels propelled in 
whole or in part by Steam, and for other purposes.” 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United Slates of America in Congress 


assembled, That no license, register, or enrollment, | 
under the provisions of this or the act to which 


this is an amendment shall be granted, or other 


papers issued, by any collector to any vessel pro- į 


pelied in whole or in part by steam, and carrying 
passengers, until he shall have satisfactory evi- 
dence that all the provisions of this act have been 
fully complied with; and if any such vessel shall 
be navigated, with passengers on board, without 
complying with the terms of this act, the owners 


thereof and the vessel itself shall be subject to the | 


penalties contained in the second section of the act 
to which this is an amendment. . 
Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That it shall be 


| the duty of the inspectors of the hulls of steamers, 


and the inspectors of boilers and engines, appoint- 
ed under the provisions of this act, to examine and 


| see that suitable and safe provisions are made 


throughout such vessels to guard against loss or | 
danger from fire; and no license or other paperson j 


any application shall be granted if the provisions 
of this act for preventing fires are not complied 
with, or if any combustible material Jiable to take 


į fire from heated iron, or any other heat generated 


on board of such vessels in and about the boilers, 
pipes, or machinery, shall be placed at less than 
eighteen inches distant from such heated metal 


or other substance likely to cause ignition, unless | 


a column of air or water intervenes between such 
heated surface and any wood or other combustible 
material so exposed, sufficient at all times and 
under all circumstances to prevent ignition; and 
further, when wood is so exposed to ignition, as an 
additional preventive, it shall be shielded by some 
incombustible material in such manner as to leave 
the air to circulate freely between such material 
and the wood: Provided, however, That when the 
structure of such steamers is such, or the arrange- 
ment of the boilers or machinery is such that the 


requirements aforesaid cannot without serious in- | 


convenience or sacrifice be complied with, inspect- 
ors may vary therefrom if, in their judgment, it 
ean be done with safety. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That every 


| vessel so propelled by steam, and carrying passen- 
gers, shall have not less than three double-acting | 


forcing pumps, with chamber at least four inches 
in diameter, two to be worked by hand and one 
by steam, if steam can be employed, otherwise by 
hand; one whereof shall be placed near the stern— 
one near the stem and one amidship; each having 
a suitable well-fitted hose, of at least two thirds 


the length of thevessel, kept at all times in perfect. 


order, and ready for immediate use; each of which 
pumps shall also be supplied with water by a pipe 


connected therewith, and passing through the side | 


of the vessel so low as to be at all times in the 
water when she is afloat: Provided, That in steam- 
ers not exceeding two hundred tons measurement, 


two of said pumps may be dispensed with, and | 


in steamers of over two hundred tons, and not 
exceeding five hundred tons measurement, one of 
said pumps may be dispensed with. 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That every 
such vessel carrying passengers shall have at least 
two. good and suitable boats supplied with oars, 
in good condition at all times for service, one of 


which boats shall be a life-boat made of metal, | 


fire-proof, and in all respects a good, substantial, 
safe sea-boat, capable of sustaining, inside and 
outside, fifty persons, with life-lines attached to 
the gunwale, at suitable distances. And every 
such vessel of more than five hundred tons, and 


i 


| sels. 


not exceeding eight hundred tons measurement, 
shall have three life-boats; and every such vessel 
of more than eight hundred tons and not exceeding 
fifteen hundred tons measurement, shall have four 
life-boats; and every such vessel of more than fif- 
teen hundred tons measurement, shall have six 
life-boats; all of which life-boats shall be well fur- 
nished with oars and other necessary apparatus: 
Provided, however, The inspectors are hereby au- 
thorized to exempt steamers navigating rivers only 
from the obligation to carry the life-boat herein 
provided for, more than one, the same being of 
suitable dimensions, made of metal, and furnished 
with all necessary apparatus for use and safety; 
such steamers having other suitable provisions for 
the preservation of life in case of fire or other 
disaster. 

Svo. 5. And be it further enacted, That every 
such vessel carrying passengers shall also be pro- 
vided with a good life-preserver made of suitable 
material, and float well adapted to the purpose, for 
each and every passenger, which life-preservers 
and floats shall always be kept in convenient and 
accessible places in such vessel and in readiness 
for the use of the passengers; and every such ves- 


! sel shall also keep twenty-five buckets and five 


axes; and there shall be kept on board every such 
vessel exceeding five hundred tons measurement, 
buckets and axes after the rate of their tonnage, 
as follows: On every vessel of six hundred tons 
measurement, five buckets and one ax for each 
one hundred tons measurement, decreasing this 
proportion as the tonnage of the vessel increases, 
so that any such vessel of thirty-five hundred tons, 
and all such vessels exceeding the same, shall not 
be required to keep but three buckets for each one 
hundred tons of measurement, and but one ax for 
every five buckets. 

Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That every 
such vessel carrying passengers on the main or 
lower deck shail be provided with sufficient means 
convenient to such passengers for their escape to 
the upper deck in case of fire or other accident en- 
dangering life. 

Src. 7. And be it further enacted, That no loose 
hemp shall be carried on board any such vessel; 
nor shall baled hemp be carried on the deck or 
guards thereof, unless the bales are compactly 
pressed and well covered with bagging or a sim- 
lar fabric; nor shall gunpowder, oil of turpentine, 
oil of vitriol, camphene, or other explosive burning 
fluids -or materials which ignite by friction, be 
carried on board any such vessel as freight, except, 
in cases of special license for that purpose, as here- 
inafter provided; and all such articles kept on 
board as stores shall be secured in metallic ves- 
And every person who shall knowingly 
violate any of the provisions of this section shalt 
pay a penalty of one hundred dollars for each of- 
fense, to be recovered by action of debt in any 
court of competent jurisdiction. 

Sec. 8. And be it further-enacted, That hereafter 
all gunpowder, oil of turpentine, oil of vitriol, 
camphene, or other explosive burning fluids, and 
materials which ignite by friction, when packed 
or put up for shipment on board of any such ves- 
sel, shall be securely packed or put up separately 


i from each other and from all other articles; and 


the package, box, cask, or vessel containing the 
same, shall be distinctly marked on the outside 
with the name or description of the articles con- 
tained therein. And every person who shall pack 
or put up, or cause to be packed or put up for 
shipment on board of any such vessel, any gun- 
powder, oil of turpentine, oil of vitriol, camphene, 
or other explosive burning fluids, or materials 
which ignite by friction, otherwise than as afore- 
said, or shall ship the same, unless packed and 
marked as aforesaid, on board of any steam-vessel 
carrying passengers, shall be deemed guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and punished by a fine not exceed- 
ing one thousand dollars, or imprisonment not 
exceeding eighteen months, or both. 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That instead 
of the existing provisions of law for theinspection 
of steamers and their equipment, and instead of 
the present system of pilotage of such vessels, and 
the present mode of employing engineers on board 
the same, the following regulations shall be ob- 
served, to wit: The collector or other chief officer 
of the customs, together with the supervising in 
spector for the district, and the judge of the district 
court of the United States for the district in each 
of the following collection districts, namely, New 
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Orleans and St. Louis, on the Mississippi river; 
Louisville, Cincinnati, Wheeling, and Pittsburg, 
on the Ohio river; Buffalo and Cleveland,on Lake 
Evie; Detroit, upon Detroit river; Nashville, upon 
the Cumberland river; Chicago, on Lake Michi- 
gan; Oswego, on Lake Ontario; Burlington, in 
Vermont; Galveston, in Texas; and Mobile, in 
Alabama; Savannah, in Georgia; Charleston, in 
South Carolina; Norfolk, in Virginia; Baltimore, 
in Maryland; Philadelphia, in Pennsylvania; New 
York, in New York; New London, in Connecti- 
cut; Providence, in Rhode Island; Boston, in 
Massachusetts; Portland, in Maine; and San 
Francisco, in California, shail designate two in- 
spectors of good character, and suitable qualifica- 
tions, to perform the services required of them by 
this act within the respective districts for which 


they shall be appointed—one of whom, from his | 


practical knowledge of ship-building, and the uses 
of steam in navigation, shall be fully competent to 
make a reliable estimate of the strength, sea- 
worthiness, and other qualities of the hulls of 
steamers, and their equipment, deemed essential 
to safety of life, when such vessels are employed 


in the carriage of passengers, to be called the In- | 


spector of Hulls; the other of whom, from his | 
knowledge and experience of the duties of an en- 
gineer employed in navigating vessels by steam, 
and also in the construction and use of boilers, | 
and the machinery and appurtenances therewith 
connected, shall be able to form a reliable opinion 
of the quality of the material, the strength, form, 
workmanship, and suitableness of such boilers and 
machinery to be employed in the carriage of pas- 
sengers without hazard to life from imperfections 
in the material, workmanship, or arrangement of 
any part of such apparatus for steaming, to be | 
called the Inspector of Boilers; and these two per- 
sons, thus designated, if approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury, shall be from the time of such 
designation inspectors, empowered and required 
to perform the duties herein specified, to wit: 

First, Upon application in writing by the mas- 
ter or owner they shall, once in every year at least, | 
carefully inspect the hull ofeach steamer belong- 
ing to their respective districts and employed in 
the carriage of passengers, and shall satisfy them- 
selves that every such vessel so submitted to their 
inspection is of a structure suitable for the service 
in which she is to be employed, has suitable 
accommodations for her crew and passengers, and 
is in a condition to warrant the belief that she may 
be used in navigation as a steamer with safety to 
life, and that all the requirements of law in regard | 
to fires, boats, pumps, hose, life-preservers, floats, 
and other things are faithfully complied with; and 
if they deem it expedient they may direct the ves- | 
sel to be put in motion, and may adopt any other | 
suitable means to test her sufficiency and that of | 
her equipment. 

Second. They shall also inspect the boilers of 
such steamers before the same shall be used, and 
once in every year thereafter, subjecting them 


other high-pressure boilers in the steamer such | 
alloyed metals are placed as aforesaid, fusing at 
ten pounds greater pressure than said metals on . 
the outside boilers, thereby in each case letting. 
steam escape; and that adequate and certain pro- | 
vision is made for an ample supply of water to feed 
the boilers at all times, whether such vessel is in: 
motion or not; so that in high-pressure boilers the | 
water shall not be less than four inches above the ` 
flue: Provided, however, In steamers hereafter sup- : 
plied with new high-pressure boilers, if the alloy 
fuses on the outer boilers at a pressure of ten 
pounds exceeding the working pressure allowed, | 
and at twenty pounds above said pressure on the | 
inner boilers, it shall be a sufficient compliance 
with this act. 

Third. That in subjecting to the hydrostatic 
test aforesaid boilers catled and usually known 
under the designation of high-pressure boilers, the 
inspectors shall assume one hundred and ten | 
į pounds to the square inch as the maximum pres- | 
sure allowable as a working power fora new boil- | 
er forty-two inches in diameter, made of inspected 
iron plates at least one fourth of an inch thick, in 
the best mamner, and of the quality herein required, 
and shall rate the working power of all high-pres- 
sure boilers, whether of greater or less diameter, | 
old or new, according to their strength compared | 
with this standard; and in all cases the test applied | 
shall exceed the working power allowed in the 
ratio of one hundred and sixty-five to one hundred | 
and ten, and no high-pressure boilers hereafter 
made shall be rated above this standard; and in 
subjecting to the test aforesaid that class of boilers | 
usually designated and known as low-pressure ` 
boilers, the said inspectors shall allow as a work- | 
ing power of each new boilera pressureof only three | 
fourths the number of pounds to the square inch ! 
to which it shall have been subjected by the hy- | 
drostatic test and found to be sufficient therefor, ' 
using the water in such tests ata temperature not 
exceeding sixty degrees Farenheit; but should 
such inspectors be of opinion that said boiler, by 
reason of its construction or material, will not 
safely allow so high a working pressure, they may, 
for reasons to be stated specifically in their certifi- | 
cate, fix the working pressure of said boiler at less 
than three fourths of said test pressure; and no 
low-pressure boiler hereafter made shall be rated 
in its working pressure above the aforesaid stand- 
ard; and provided that the same rules shall be ob- 
served in regard to boilers heretofore made, unless 
the proportion between such boilers and the cylin- | 
| ders, or some other cause, renders it manifest that 
its application would be unjust, in which cases the | 
inspectors may depart from these rules, if it can 
be done with safety; but in no case shall the work- 
ing pressure alowed exceed the hydrostatic test; 
and no valve, under any circumstances, shall be 
loaded or so managed in any way as to subject a 
boiler to a greater pressure than the amount al- 
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of five hundred miles or upwards, the number of 
deck passengers she is permitted to carry; also the 
number of boilers, and the form, dimensions, and 
material of which each boiler is made, the thick- 
ness of the metal, and when made; if after this act 
takes effect, and of iron, whether they are such in 
all respects as the act requires, whether each boiler 
has been tried by hydrostatic test, the amount of 
pressure to the square inch in pounds applied to 
it, whether the amount allowed as the maximum 
working power was determined by the rule pre- 
serived by this act, if not, the reason for a depar- 
ture from it; also the number of safety-valves re- 
quired, their capacity, the load prescribed for each 
valve, how many are left in the control of the per- 
sons navigating the vessel, whether one is with- 
drawn, and the manner of securing it against inter- 


i ference; also the number and dimensions of supply 


pipes, and whether they and the other means pro- 
vided are sufficient at all times and under all cir- 
cumstances when in good order to keep the water 
up four inches at least above the top of the flue; 
also the numberand dimensions of the steam-pipes, 
the number and kind of engines, the dimensions 
of their cylinders, the number and capacity of the 
forcing pumps, and how worked; the number and 
kind of gauge-cocks, water, and steam-gauges, 
where situate, and how secured; also the manner 
of using alloyed metals and the pressure at which 
they are known by the Inspectors to fuse; the 
equipments for the extinguishment of fires, includ- 
ing hose, fire-buckets, and axes; the provisions 
for saving life in case of accident, including boats, 
life-preservers, and substitutes therefor, where kept, 
and all other provisions made on board for the 
security of the lives of passengers.) And we fur- 
ther certify, that the equipment of the vessel 
throughout, including pipes, pumps, and other 
means to keep the water up to the point aforesaid, 
hose, boats, life-preservers, and other things, is in 
conformity with the provisions of law; and that 
we declare it to be our deliberate conviction, 
founded upon the inspection which we have made, 
that the vessel may be employed asa steamer upon 
the waters named in the application, without peril 
to life from any imperfection of form, materials, 
workmans:ip, or arrangement of the several parts, 
or from age or use. And we further certify, that 
said vessel is to run within the following limits, to 
wit: from — to —— and back, touching at 
intermediate places. And which certificate shall 
be verified by the oaths of the inspectors signing 
it, before a person competent by law to administer 
oaths. And in case the said inspectors do not 
grant a certificate of approval, they shall state in 
writing, and sign the same, their reasons for their 
disapproval, 

Fifih, Upon the application of the master or 
owner of any steamer employed in the carringe 
of passengers, for a license to carry gunpowder, 
oil of turpentine, oil of vitriol, camphene, or other 
explosive burning fiuids and materials which jg- 


lowed by the inspectors, nor shall any boiler or 
pipe be approved which is made in whole or in 


to a hydrostatic pressure, the limit to which, not 
exceeding one hundred and sixty-five pounds to 
the square inch for high-pressure boilers, may be 
prescribed by the owner or the master, and shall 
satisfy themselves by examination and experi- 
mental trials that the boilers are well made, of good 
and suitable material; that the openings for the 
passage of water and steam, respectively, and all 
pipes and tubes exposed to heat, are of proper 
dimensions and free from obstruction; that the 
spaces between the flues are sufficient, and that the 
fire line of the furnace is below the prescribed water 
line of the boilers; and that such boilers, and the 
machinery, and the appurtenances may be safely 


employed in the service proposed in the written j 


application, without peril to life; and shall also 
satisfy themselves that the safety-vaives are of 
suitable dimensions, sufficient in number, well 
arranged, and in good working order, (one of 
which may, if necessary in the opinion of the in- 
spectors to secure safety, be taken wholly from 
the control of all persons engaged in navigating 
such vessel;) that there is a suitable number of 
gauge-cocks properly inserted, and a suitable 
water-gauge and steam-gauge indicating the height 
of the water and the pressure of the steam; that 
in or upon the outside flue of each outside high- 
pressure boiler there is placed ina suitable manner 
alloyed metals, fusible by the heat of the boiler when 
raised to the highest working pressure allowed, 


part of bad material, or is unsafe in its form, or 
dangerous from defective workmanship, age, use, 
: or any other cause. H 
Fourth. That when the inspection in detail is | 
completed, and the inspectors approve of the ves- 
seland her equipment throughout, they shall make | 
and subscribe a certificate to the collector of the: 
‘district, substantially as follows: 
| State of , district of 
Application having been made in writing by 
—_—_— to the subscribers, Inspectors for 
said district, to examine the steamer , of 
» whereof are owners and 
— is master, we, having performed that ser- 
i vice, now, on this — day of — , Anno 
Domini , do certify that she was built in the | 
year —, isinali respects staunch, sea-worthy, 
and in good condition for navigation, having suit- 
able means of escape in case of accident from the ; 
main to the upper deck; that she is provided with | 
{here insert the number of state-rooms, the num- ` 
ber of berths therein, the number of other perma- : 
| nent berths for cabin passengers, the number of 
‘berths for deck or other classes of passengers, the 
: number of passengers for each class for whom she 
: has suitable accommodations; and in case of steam- 
|| ers sailing to or from any European port, or to or 
i| from any port on the Atlantic or the Pacific, a dis- | 
i tance of one thousand miles or upwards, the num- 
‘| ber of each she is permitted to carry; and in case 


j 


and that in or upon the top of the flues of all 


* 


| of a steamer sailing to any other port, a distance | 


nite by friction, or either of them, the inspectors 
shall examine such vessel, and if they find that 
she is provided with chests ar safes composed of 
metal, or entirely lined therewith, or one or more 
apartments thoroughly lined with metal ata se- 
cure distance from any fire, they may grant a 
certificate to that effect, authorizing such vessel to 
carry as freightany of the articles aforesaid, those 
of each description to be secured in such chest, 
safe, or apartment containing no other article, and 
carried at a distance from any fire to be specified 
in the certificate: Provided, That any such certifi- 
cate may be revoked or annulled at any time by 
the inspectors, upon proof that either of the said 
articles have been carried on board said vessel at 
a place and ina manner not authorized by such 
certificate, or that any of the provisions of this 
act in relation thereto have been violated. 

Sixth. The said inspectors shall keep a regular 
record of certificates of inspections of vessels, 
their boilers, engines, and machinery, whether of 
approval or disappreval, and when recorded the 
original shall be delivered to the collector of the 
district; they shall keen a like record of certificates 
authorizing gunpowder, oil of turpentine, oil of 
vitriol, camphene, or other explosive burning 
fluids, and materials which ignite by friction, or 
either of them to be carried as freight, by any 
such vessel, and when recorded deliver the origin- 
als to said collector; they shall keep alike record. 
of all Jicenses to pilots and engineers, and all 
revocations thereof, and shall from time to time 
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report to the supervising inspector of their re- 
snective districts, in writing, their decisions on 
all applications for such licenses, or proceedings 
for the revocation thereof, and all testimony re- 
ceived by them in such proceedings. 

Seventh. The inspectors shall license and class- 
ify all engineers and pilots of steamers carrying 

assengers. ve, 

Eighth. Whenever any person claiming to be 
qualified to perform the duty of engineer upon 
steamers carrying passengers, shall apply for a 
certificate, the board of inspectors shall examine 
the applicant, and the proofs which he produces in 
support of his claim; and if, upon fall considera- 
tion, they are satisfied that his character, habits of 
life, knowledge and experience in the duties of an 
engineer, are all such as to authorize the belief 
that the applicant is a suitable and safe person to 
be intrusted with the powers and duties of such a 
station, they shall give him a certificate to that 
effect for one year, signed by them, in which cer- 
tificate they shall state the time of the examination, 
and shall assign the appointee to the appropriate 
class of engineers. 

Ninth. Whenever any person claiming to be a 
skillful pilot for any such vessel shall offer himself 
for a license, the said board shall make diligent 
inquiry as to bis character and merits; and if sat- 
isfied that he possesses the requisite skill, and is 
trustworthy and fnithful, they shall give him a 
certificate to that effect, licensing him for one year 
to be a pilot of any such vessels within the limit 
prescribed in the certificate; but the license of any 
such engineer or pilot may be revoked upon proof 
of neglizence, unskillfulness, or inattention to the 
duties of the station: Provided, however, If in cases 
of refusal to license engineers or pilots, and in cases 
of revocation of any license by the local board of 
inspectors, any engineer or pilot deeming himself 
wronged by such refusal or revocation, may, with- 
in thirty days after notice thereof, on application 
to asupervising inspector, have his case examined 
anew by such supervising inspector, upon produc- 
ing a certified copy of the reasons assigned by the 
local board for their doings in the premises; and 
such supervising inspector may revoke the decis- 
ion of such local board of inspectors and license 
such pilot or engineer; and like proceedings, upon 
the same conditions, may be had by the master or 
owner of any such vessel, or of any steamboat 
boiler, for which the said local board shall have re- 
fused, upon inspection, to give a certificate of ap- 
proval, or shall have notified such master-or owner 
of any repairs necessary after such certificate has 
been granted. 

Tenth. It shall be unlawful for any person to 
employ, or any person to serve, as engineer or 
pilot on any such vessel, who is not licensed by 
the inspectors; and any one so offending shall for- 
feitone hundred dollars for each offense: Provided, 
however, That if a vessel Jeaves her port with a 
complement of engineers and pilots, and on her 
voyage is deprived of their services, or the services 
of any of them, without the consent, fault, or col- 
lusion of the master, owner, or any one interested 
in the vessel, the deficiency may be temporarily 
supplied, until others licensed can be obtained. 

Eleventh. In addition to the annual inspection, 
it shall be the duty of said board to examine sea- 
sonably steamers arriving and departing, so often 
as to enable them to detect any neglect to comply 
with the requirements of law, and also any defects 
or imperfections becoming apparent after the in- 
spection aforesaid, and tending to render the navi- 
gation of the vessel unsafe, which service may be 
performed by one of the board; and if he shall 
discover an omission to comply with the law, or 
that repairs have become necessary to make the 
“vessel safe, he shall at once notify the master, 
stating in the notice what is required; and if the 
master deems the requirements unreasonable or 
unnecessary, he may take the opinion of the board 
thereon, and if dissatisfied with the decision of such 
board, may aprly for a reéxamination of the case 
to the supervising inspector, as is hereinbefore 

rovided; or if heshall refuse or neglect to comply 
with the requirement of thelocal board, and shall, 
contrary thereto, and while the same remains unre- 
versed hy the supervising inspector, employ the 
vessel by navigating her, the master and owner 
shali be liable for any damage to the passengers 
and their bageage which shall occur from any de- 
fects so as aforesaid stated in said notice, which 
shall be in writting, and all inspections and orders 


shall be promptly made by the inspectors; and 
where it can be safely done in their judgment, they | 
shall permit repairs to be made where those in- | 
terested can most conveniently do them; and no 
inspectors of one district shall modify or annul 
the doings of the inspectors of another district in 
regard to repairs, unless there is a change in the 
state of things demanding more repairs than were 
thought necessary when the order was made; nor 
shall the inspectors of one district appoint a person 
coming from another, if such person has been re- 
jected for unfitness or want of qualifications. 

Twelfth. The said board, when thereto request- 
ed, shall inspect steamers belonging to districts 
where no such board is established; and if a cer- 
tificate of approval is not granted, no other inspec- 
tion shall be made by the same or any other board 
until the objections made by the inspectors are re- 
moved; and if any vessel shall be navigated after 
a board of inspectors have refused to make the col- 
lector a certificate of approval, she shall be liable 
to the same penalties as if she had been run with- 
out a license: Provided, however, That nothing 
herein contained shall impair the right of the in- 
spectors to permit such vessel to go to another | 
port for repairs, if in their opinion it is safe so to | 

o. 

Thirteenth. The said board of inspectors shall 
have power to summon before them witnesses, and 
to compel their attendance by the same process as 
in courts of law; and after reasonable time given 
to the alleged delinquent of the time and place of 
nvestigation to examine said witnesses under oath 
touching the performance of their duties by engineers 
and pilots of any such vessel, and if it shall appear 
satisfactorily that any such engineer or pilot is in- 
competent, or that life has been placed in peril by : 
reason of such incompetency, or the negligence or 
miscondnet on the part of any such person, the 
board shall immediately suspend or revoke his | 
license, and report their doings to the chief officer | 
of the customs, and the said chief officer of the | 
customs shall pay out of the revenues herein pro- 
vided such sums to any witness so summoned un- 
der the provisions of this act for his actual travel 
and attendance as shall be officially certified by an | 
inspector hearing the case upon the back of the 
summons, not exceeding the rates allowed to aj 
witness for travel and attendance in the circuitand 
districts courts of the United States. 

Fourteenth. That the said board shall report 
promptly all their doings to the chief officer of the 
customs, as well as all omissions or refusals to 
comply with the provisions of law on the part of 
any owner or master of any such vessel propelled 
in whole or in part by steam, carrying passen- 
gers. 

Fifteenth. That it shall at all times be the duty 
ofall engineers and pilots licensed under this act, 
and all mates to assist the inspectors in the exam- 
i ination of any such vessels to which any such en- 
gineer, mate, or pilot belongs, and to point out all 
defects and imperfections in the hull or apparatus 
for steaming, and also to make known to them, at 
the earliest opportunity, all incidents occasioning | 
‘serious injury to the vessel or her equipment, 
| whereby life may be in danger; and in default! 
thereof the license of any such engineer or pilot 
shall be revoked. 

Sec. 10. And be it further enacted, That in those 
| cases where the number of passengers is limited 
by the inspectors’ certificate, it shall not be lawful į 
to take on board of any steamer a greater number 
of passengers than is certitied by the inspectors in 
the certificate; and the master and owners, or 
! either of them, shall be liable, to any person suing 
| for the same, to forfeit the amount of passage- | 
money and ten dollars for each passenger beyond 
the number allowed. And, moreover, in all cases 
of an express orimplied undertaking to transport 
passengers, or to supply them with food and lodg- | 
ing, from place to place, and suitable provision is 
not made of a full and adequate supply of good 
and wholesome food and water, and of suitable 
lodging for all such passengers, or where barges 
or other craft impeding the progress are taken in 
tow, for a distance exceeding five hundred miles, 
without previous and seasonable notice to such 
passengers; in all such cases the owners and the 
vessel shall be liable to refund all the money paid 
for the passage, and to pay also the damage sus- 
tained by such default or delay: Provided, how- 


ever, That ifin any such case a satisfactory bond 
is given to the marshal for the benefit of the plain- 


tiff, to secure the satisfaction of such judgment ag 
he may recover, the vessel shall be released. 

Suc. I1. And be it further enacted, That if the 
master of a steamer, or any other person, whether 
acting under orders or not, shall intentionally load 
or obstruct, or cause to be loaded or obstructed, in 
any way or manner, the safety-valve or valves of 
a boiler, or shall employ any other means or device 
whereby the boiler shall be subjected to a greater 
pressure than the amount allowed by the certifi- 
cate of the inspectors, or shall be exposed to a 
greater pressure, or shall intentionally derange or 
hinder the operation of any machinery or device 
employed to denote the state of the water or steam 
in any boiler, or to give warning of approaching 
danger, it shall in any such case bea misdemeanor, 
and any and every person concerned therein,, 
directly or indirectly, shall forfeit two hundred 
dollars, and may, at the discretion of the court, 
be, in addition thereto, imprisoned not exceeding 
eighteen months. 

Src. 12. And be it further enacted, Thatif at any 
time there be a deficiency of water in a boiler, by 
suffering it to fall below three inches above the flue 
as prescribed in this act, unless the same happens 
through inevitable accident, the master, if it be by 
his order, assent, or connivance, and also the en- 
gineer, or other person whose duty it is to keep 
up the supply, shall be guilty of an offense for 
which they shall severally be fined one hundred 
dollars each; and if an explosion or collapse hap- 
pens in consequence of such deficiency, they, or 
any of them, may be further punished by impris- 
onment for a period of not Jess than six nor more 
than eighteen months. 

Sec. 13. And be it further enacted, That hereafter 
all boilers of steamboats made of iron shall be con- 
structed of plates which have been stamped accord- 
ing to the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 14. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of such inspectors to ascertain the 
quality of the material of which the boiler-plates 
of any such boiler so submitted to their inspection 
are made; and to satisfy themselves, by any suit- 
able means, whether the mode of manufacturing 
has been such as to produce iron equal to good 
iron made with charcoal, such as in their judg- 
ment may be used for generating steam-power 
without hazard to life; and no such boiler shall be 
approved which is made of unsuitable material, or 
of which the manufacture is imperfect, or is not, 
in ‘their opinion, of suitable strength, or whose 
plates are less than one fourth of an inch in thick- 
ness, for a high- presmire boiler of forty-two inches 
in diameter, and in that proportion of strength ac- 
cording to the maximum of working pressure al- 
lowed for high-pressure boilers of greater or less 
diameter, or which is made of any but wrought 
iron of a quality equal to good iron made with 
charcoal. 

Sec. 15. And beit further enacted, That all plates 
of boiler-iron shall be distinctly and permanently 
stamped in such manner as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe, and if practicable, in 
such place or places that the mark shall be left 
visible after the plates are worked into boilers; 
with the name of the manufacturer, the quality of 
the iron, and whether or not hammered, and the 
place where the same is manufactured. 

Sec. 16. And beit further enacted, That it shall 
be unlawful to use in such vessel for generating 
steam for power a boiler or steam-pipe connecting 
the boilers, made after the passage of this act, of 
any iron unless it has been stamped by the manu- 


| facturer as herein provided; and if any person 


shall make for use in any such vessel a boiler of 
iron not so stamped, intended to generate steam 
for power, he shall, for any such offense, forfeit 
five hundred dollars, to be recovered in an action 
of debt by any person suing for the same; and 
any person using or causing to be used in any such 
vessel such a boiler to generate steam for power, 
shall forfeit a like sum for each offense. 

Sec. 17. And be it further enacted, That if any 
person shall counterfeit the marks and stamps re- 
quired by this act, or shall falsely stamp any boiler 
iron, and be convicted thereof, he shall be fined not 


i exceeding five hundred dollarsand imprisoned not 


exceeding two years. And if any person or per- 
sons shall stamp or mark plates with the name or 
marks of another, with intent to mislead, deceive, 
or defraud, such person or persons shall be liable 
to any one injured thereby for all damage occa- 
sioned by such fraud or deception. 
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Sec. 18. And be it further enucted, That in order 
to carry this act fully into execution, the President 
of the United States shall, with the advice of the 
Senate, appoint nine supervising inspectors, who 
shall be selected for their knowledge, skill, and ex- 
perience in the uses of steam for navigation, and 
who are competent judges not only of the charac- 
ter of vessels, but of all parts of the machinery 
employed in steaming, who shall assemble together 
at such places as they may agree upon once in 
each year at least, for joint consultation and the 
establishment of rules and regulations for their 
own conduct and that of the several boards of in- 
spectors within the districts, and also to assign to 
each of the said nine inspectors the limits of terri- 
tory within which he shall perform his duties. 
And the said supervising inspectors shall each be 
paid for his services after the rate of fifteen hun- 
dred dollars a year, and in addition thereto his 
actual reasonable traveling expenses incurred in 
the necessary performance of his duty when away 
from the principal port in his district, and certified 
and sworn to by him under such instructions as 


shall be given by the Secretary of the Treasury, | 


who is hereby authorized to pay such salaries, 
and also such traveling expenses, and the actual 
reasonable expenses (both to them and other in- 
spectors) of transporting from place to place the 
instruments used in ingpections, which expenses 
shall be proved to his satisfaction. 


Sec. 19. And be it further enacted, That the su- | 


pervising inspectors shall watch over all parts of 
the territory assigned them, shall visit, confer with, 
and examine into the doings of the several boards 
of inspectors, and shall, whenever they think it 
expedient, visitsuch vessels licensed, and examine 
into theircondition, for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the provisions of this act have been ob- 
served and complied with, both by the board of 
inspectors and the master and owners; and it shall 
be the duty of all masters, engineers, and pilots 
of such vessels, to answer all reasonable inquiries 
and to give all the information in their power in 
regard to any such vessel so visited, and her ma- 
cone for steaming, and the manner of managing 
oth. 

Suc. 20. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever a supervising inspector ascertains to his satis- 
faction that the master, engineer, pilot, or owners 
of any such vessel fail to perform the duties ac- 
cording to the provisions of this act, he shall re- 
port the facts in writing to the board in the district 
where the vessel belongs, and, if need be, cause 
the negligent or offending parties to be prosecuted; 
and if he has good reason to believe there has been, 
through negligence, or from any other cause, a 
failure of the board who inspected the vessel to do 
its duty, he shall report the facts in writing to the 
Secretary of the Treasury, who shall cause imme- 
diate investigation into the truth of the complaint, 
and if he deems the cause sufficient shall remove 
the delinquent. 

Sec. 21. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of such supervising inspectors to see 
that the said several boards within their respective 


collection districts execute their duties faithfully, | 


promptly, and, as far as possible, uniformly, in 
all places, by following out the provisions of this 
act, according to the true intent and meaning there- 
of; and they shall, as far as practicable by their 
established rules, harmonize differences of opinion 
when they exist in different boards. 

Src. 22. And be it further enacted, That the said 
supervising inspectors shall also visit collection 
districts in which there are no boards of inspect- 
ors, if there be any, where steamers are owned 
or employed, and each one shall have full power 
to inspect any such steamer or boilers of each 
steamer in any such district, or in any other dis- 
trict where, from distance or other cause, it is in- 
convenient to resort to the local board, and to 
grant certificates of approval according to the pro- 
visions of this act, and to do and perform in such 


districts all the duties imposed upon boards in the | 


districts where they exist: Provided, That no su- 
pervising or other inspector shall be deemed com- 
petent to inspect in any case where he is directly 
or indirectly personally interested, or is associated 
in business with any person who is so interested, 
but in all such cases the duty shall be performed 
by disinterested inspectors, and inspection made 
in violation of this rule shail be void and of no 
effect. 

Sec. 23. And be it further enacted, That it shall 


| 


{ 


| 


j out delay to the collectors of ail the said districts, 


| within the said several districts, to enforce the pro- | 


| shall receive or carry any passenger on board any 


»commodations, boilers, engines, machinery, or 


' such vessel carrying passengers, having a license || s 0 : } 
‘for and paid over to the United States in the same 


be the duty of each of the collectors, or other 


chief officer of the customs for the districts afore- |! 


said, except San Francisco, to make known with- 


except San Francisco, the names of all persons 
licensed as engineers or pilots for such vessels, 
and the names of all persons from whom upon 
application licenses have been withheld, and the 
names of all whose licenses have been revoked or 
suspended, and also the names of all such vessels 
which neglect or refuse to make such repairs as 
may be ordered under the provisions of this act, 
and the names of all for which license has been 
on application refused. 

Sec 24. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the collectors, or other chief officers 
of the customs, and of the inspectors aforesaid, | 


visions of law against all such steamers arriving į 
and departing; and upon proof that any collector 
or other chief officer of the customs, or inspector, 
has negligently or intentionally omitted his duty 
in this particular, such delinquent shall be removed 
from office, and shall also be subject to a penalty 
of one hundred dollars for each offense, to be sued 
for in an action of debt before any court of com- 
petent jurisdiction. 

Src. 25. And be it further enacted, That the col- 
Jector or other chief officer of the customs shall re- 
tain on file all original certificates of the inspectors 
required by this act to be delivered to him, and 
shall give to the master or owner of the vessel 
therein named two certified copies thereof—one of 
which shall be placed by such master or owner in 
some conspicuous place in the vessel, where it will | 
be most likely to be observed by passengers and |i 
others, and there kept at all times; the other shall 
be retained by such master or owner as evidence of || 
the authority thereby conferred; and if any person 


such steamer not having a certified copy of the 
certificate of approval as required by this act, 
placed and kept as aforesaid, or who shall receive 
or carry any gunpowder, oil of turpentine, oil of 
vitriol, camphene, or other explesive burning 
fluids, or materials which ignite by friction, as 
freight on board any steamer carrying passengers, 
not having a certificate authorizing the same, and 
a certified copy thereof placed and kept as afore- 
said, or who Khali stow or carry any of said articles ji 
at a place or in a manner not authorized by such 
certificate, shall forfeit and pay for each offense, 
one hundred dollars, to be recovered by action of | 
debt in any court of competent jurisdiction, 

Src. 26. And be it further enacted, That every 
inspector who shall willfully certify falsely touch- 
ing any such vessel propelled in whole or in part 
by steam, and carrying passengers, her hull, ac- || 


their appurtenances, or any of her equipments, or 
any matter or thing contained in any certificate 


| ages which shall arise to the person of any pas- 
senger and his baggage from said causes in so 
pursuing the voyage, and no degree of care or 
diligence shall in such case be held to justify or 
excuse the person in command or said owners, 
Suc. 29. And be tt further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the supervising inspectors to estab- 
lish such rules and regulations to be observed b 
all such vessels in passing each other as they shall 
from time to time deem necessary for safety, two 
printed copies of which rules and regulations, 
signed by said inspectors, shall be furnished to 
each of such vessels, and shall at all times be kept 
up in conspicuous places on such vessels, which 
rules shall be observed both night and day. Should 


i 
i 
i 
{ 


jt any pilot, engineer, or master of any such vessel, 


neglect or willfully refuse to observe the fore- 
going regulations, any delinqueat so neglecting or 
refusing shall be liable to a penalty of thirty dol- 
lars, and to all damage done to any passenger in 
his person or baggage by such neglect or refusal; 
and no such vessel shall he justified in coming into 
collision with another if it can be avoided. 

Src. 30. And be it further enacted, That when- 
ever any damuge is sustained by any passenger or 
his baggage, from explosion, fire, collision, or other 
cause, the master and the owner of such vessel or 
either of them, and the vessel, shall be liable to each 
and every person so injured, to the full amount of 
damage, if ithappens through any neglect to com- 
ply with the provisions of law herein prescribed, 
or through known defects or imperfecuons of the 
steaming apparatus, or of the hull; and any person 
sustaining loss or injury through the carelessness, 


| negligence, or willful misconduct of an engineer 


or pilot, or their neglect or refusal to obey the pro- 
visions of law herein prescribed as to navigating 
such steamers, may sue such engineer or pilot, 
and recover damages for any such injury caused 
as aforesaid by any such engineer or pilot. 

Suc. 31. And be it further enacted, That before 


| issuing the annual license to any such steamer, the 


collector or other chief officer of the customs for 
the port or district shall demand and receive from 
the owner or owners of the steamer, as a compen- 
sation for the inspections and examinations made 
for the year, the following sums, in addition to the 
fees for issuing enrollment and licenses, now al~ 
lowed by law, according to the tonnage of the ves- 
sel, to wit: for each vessel of a thousand tons and 
over, thirty-five dollars; for each of five hundred 
tons and over, but less than one thousand tons, 
thirty dollars; and for each under five hundred tons 
and over one hundred and twenty-five tons, twen- 
ty-five dollars; and for each under one hundred 
and twenty-five tons, twenty dollars, at the time 
of obtaining registry, and once in each year there- 
after, pay, according to the rate of tonnage before 


| mentioned, the sum of money herein fixed. And 


each engineer and pilot licensed as herein provided 
shall pay for the first certificate granted by any 


igned or sworn to by him, shall, on conviction || 
thereof, be punished by fine not exceeding five 
hundred dollars, or imprisonment not exceeding 
six months, or both. 

Sec. 27. And be it further enacted, That if any 


and certificate as required by this act, shall he navi 
gated without having her hull, accommodations 
boiiers, engines, machinery, and their appurtenan 


ces, and all equipments in all things conformable |; 


to such certificate, the master or commander by 


whom she sha!l be so navigated, having knowledge |! i 
i; of a report he shall communicate to the collector, 


of such defect, shall be punished by fine not ex- 
ceeding one hundred dollars, or imprisonment not 
exceeding two months, or both: Provided, That 
such master or commander shall not be liable for 
loss or deficiency occasioned by the dangers of 
navigation, if such loss or deficiency shall be sup- ; 
plied as soon as practicable. i 


Sec. 28. And be it further enacted, That onany |: 


such steamers navigating rivers only, when from 
darkness, fog, or other cause the pilot on watch 
shall be of opinion that the navigation is unsafe, 


or from accident to or derangement of the machin- |: t 
i: Massachusetts, eight hundred dollars. 


ery of the boat, the engineer on watch shall be of 


| the opinion that the further navigation of the ves- . 


sel is unsafe, the vessel shall be brought to anchor 
or moored as soon as it prudently can be done: , 
Provided, That if the person in command shall, 
after being so admonished by either of such effi- 
cers, elect to pursue such voyage, he shail do 


the same; but in such case both heand theowners | 


of such steamer shall be answerable for all dam- i 


inspector or inspectors the sum of five dollars, and 


| for each subsequent certificate one dollar, to such 
inspector or inspectors, to be accounted for and 
| paid over to the collector or other chief officer of 


the customs, and the sums derived from all the 
sources above specified shall be quarterly accounted 


manner as other revenue, 

Src. 32. 4nd be it further enacted, That each 
inspector shall keep an accurate account of every 
! such steamer boarded by him during the year, and 
of all his official acts and doings, which in the form 


or other chief officer of the customs, on the first 
‘ days of May and November, in each year. 

Sec. 33. And be it further enacted, That the in- 
spectors in the following districts shall each be 
allowed annually the following compensation, to 
be paid under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in the manner officers of the revenueare 
paid, to wit: 

For the district of Portland, in Maine, three 
: hundred dolars. 

For the district of Boston and Charlestown, in 


. Forthe distriet of New London, in Connecticut, 
: three hundred dollar: 
: For the district of New York, two thousand dol- 
lars. 

For thedistrict of Philadelphia, in Pennsylvania, 
one thousend dollars. 

For the district of Baltimore, in Maryland, one 
i thousand dollars. 
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For the district of Norfolk, in Virginia, three 
hundred dollars. 

For the district of Charleston, in South Carolina, 
four hundred dollars. 

For the district of Savannah, in Georgia, four 
hundred dollars. 

For the district of Mobile, in Alabama, one 
thousand dollars. ; 

For the district of New Orleans, or in which 
New Orleans is the port of entry, in Louisiana, 
two thousand dollars. 

For the district of Galveston, in Texas, three 
hundred dollars. 

For the district of St. Louis, in Missouri, fifteen 
hundred dollars. 

For the district of Nashville, in Tennessee, four 
hundred dollars. 

For the district of Louisville, in Kentucky, 
twelve hundred dollars. 

For the district of Cincinnati, Ohio, fifteen hun- 
dred dollars. 

Por the district of Wheeling, Virginia, five hun- 
dred dollars. 

For the district of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, 
fifteen hundred doliars. 

For the district of Chicago, Illinois, five hundred 
dollars. 

For the district of Detroit, Michigan, eight hun- 
dred dollars. 

For the district of Cleveland, Ohio, five hundred 
dollars. 

For the district of Buffalo, New York, twelve 
hundred dollars. 

For the district of Oswego, or of which Oswego 
is the port. of entry, New York, three hundred 
dollars. 

For the district of Vermont, two hundred dol- 
Jars, 

For the district of San Francisco, California, 
fifteen hundred dollars. 

Sec. 34. And be it further enacied, That the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury shall provide the inspectors | 


witha suitable number of iustruments, of uniform 
construction, so as to give uniform results, to test 
the strength of boilers. 

Sec. 35. And be it further enacted, That it shall 
be the duty of the master of any such steamer to 
cause to be kepta correct list of all the passengers 
received and delivered from day to day, noting the 
places where received and where landed, which 
record shall be open to the inspection of the in- 
spectors and oflicers of the customs at all times; 
and in case of default, through negligence or de- 
sign, the said master shall forfeit one hundred 
dollars, which penalty, as well as that for excess of 
passengers, shall be a lien upon the vessel: Pro- 
vided, however, A bond may, as provided for in 
other cases, be given to secure the satisfaction of 
the judgment. 

Suc. 36. And be it further enacted, That every 
master or commander of any such steamer shall 
keep on board of such steamer at least two copies 
of this act, to be furnished to him by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and if the master or commander 
neglects or refuses so to do, or shall unreasonably 
refuse to exhibit a copy of the same to any pas- 
senger who shall ask it, he shall forfeit twenty 
dollars, 

Src. 37. And be it further enacted, That any in- 
spector who shall, upon any pretense, receive any 
fee or reward for his services rendered under this 


x p 4 P j 
act, except what is herein allowed to him, shall for- 


feit his office; and if found guilty, on indictment, 
he otherwise punished, according to the aggrava- 
tion of the offense, by fine not exceeding five hun- 
dred dollars, or imprisonment not exceeding six 
months, or both. 

Sec. 38, And be it further enacted, That all en- 
gineers and pilots of any such vessel shail, before 
entering upon their duties, make solemn oath, be- 


fore one of the inspectors herein provided for, to | 
he recorded with the certificate, that he will faith- | 


fully and honestly, according to his best skill and 
judgment, perform all the duties required of him 
by this act, without concealment or reservation; 
and if any such engineer, pilot, or any witness 
summoned under this act as a witness, shall, when 
under examination on oath, knowingly and inten- 
tionally falsify the truth, such persoa shall be 
deemed guilty of perjury, and ifconvicted be pun- 
ished accordingly. 

Sec. 39. dad be it further enacted, That the su- 
pervising inspectors, appointed underthe provisions 
of this act, shall, within their respective districts, 


under the direction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, take the examination, or receive the state- | 
ments in writing, of persons of practical knowledge 
and experience in the navigation of steam-vessels, | 
the construction and use of boilers, engines, ma- 
chinery, and equipments, touching the form, mate- | 
rial, and construction of engines, and their appar- | 
tenances; the causes of the explosion of boilers | 
and collapse of flues, and the means of prevention; ! 
the kind and description of safety-valves, water | 
and steam-gauges, or indicators; equipments for | 
the extinguishment of fires, and for the preserva- | 
tion of life in case of accident on board of such | 
vessels, and ali other means in use or proper to be į 
adopted for the better security of the lives of per- | 
sons on board vessels propelled in whole or in | 
part by steam; the advantages and disadvantages | 
of the different descriptions of boilers, engines, and | 
their appurtenances, safety-valves, water and | 
steum-gauges, or indicators, equipments for the 
prevention or extinguishment of fires, and the 
preservation of life in case of accident, in use on 
board such vessel; whether any, and what further 
legislation is necessary or proper for the better se- 
curity of the lives of persons on board such steam- 
vessels; which examination and statements so 
taken and received, shall be transmitted to the Sec- | 
tary of the Treasury, at such time as he shall | 
prescribe. i 
Sec. 40. And be it further enacted, That it shall | 
be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to | 
cause such interrogatories to be prepared and pub- | 
lished as in his opinion may be proper to elicit the i 
information contemplated by the preceding section, | 
and upon the receipt of the examination and state- | 
ments taken by the inspectors, shall report the ; 
same to Congress, together with the recommenda- | 
i 


tion of such other provisions as he may deem į 
proper to be made for the better security of the | 
lives of persons on board steam-vessels, 

Sec. 41. And be it further enacted, That all pen- 
alties imposed by this act may be recovered in an | 
action of debt by any person who will sue therefor | 
in any court of the hited States. 

Suc. 42. And be it further enucted, That this act 
shall not apply to public vessels of the United 
States, or vessels of other countries, nor to steam- | 
ers used as ferry-boats, tug-boats, towing-boats, 
nor to steamers not exceeding one hundred and 
fifty tons burden, and used in whole or in part for | 
navigating canals. The inspection and certificate 
required by this act shall in all cases of ocean 
steamers constructed under contract with the 
United States for the purpose, if desired, of being | 
converted into war steamers, be made by a chief 
engineer of the Navy, to be detailed for that ser- 
vice by the Secretary of the Navy; and he shall | 
report both to said Secretary and to the supervis- | 
ing inspector of the district where he shall make 
any inspection. 


parts of this act as authorize the appointment and 
qualification of inspectors, and the licensing of 
engineers and pilots, shall take effect upon the 
passage thereof, and that all other parts of this act 
shall go into effect at the times and places as fol- 
lows: In the districts of New Orleans, St. Louis, 
Louisville, Cincinnati, Wheeling, Pittsburg, Nash- 
ville, Mobile, and Galveston, on the first day of | 
January next, and in all other districts on the first | 
| day of March next. | 

H 

f 

| 

| 


Sec. 44 And be it further enacted, That all parts 
of laws heretofore made, which are suspended by 
or are inconsistent with this act, are hereby re- 
pealed. 

Approven, August 30, 1852. 


Prusice, LXHT.—An Act in addition to an Act to 
promote the Progress of the Useful Arts. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the Uniled States of America in Congress | 
assembled, That appeais provided for in the elev- 
enth section of theact entitled “An actin addition | 
to an act to promote the progress of the useful 
| arts, approved March third, eighteen hundred and 
thirty-nine, may also be made to either of the as- 
sistant judges of the circuit court of the District of 
Columbia; and all the powers, duties, and respon- 
sibilities imposed by the aforesaid act, and con- | 
ferred upon the chief judge, are hereby imposed | 
and conferred upon each of the said assistant | 
judges. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That in case 
| appeal shall be made to the said chief judge, or to į 


Dec. 43. And be it further enacted, That all such |) 


| 


either of the said assistant judges, the Commis- 
sioner of Patents shall pay to such chief judge, or 
assistant judge, the sum of twenty-five dollars re- 
quired to be paid by the appellant into the Patent 
Office by the eleventh section of the said act on 
said appeal. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That section 


i| thirteen of the aforesaid act, approved March the 


third, eighteen hundred and thirty-nine, is hereby 
repealed. 
Arrroven, August 30, 1852. 


Puric, LXIV.—4n Act to constitute Alton, in the 
State of illinois, a Port of Delivery. 

Be ii enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That Alton, in the State of Illinois, shall 
be, and is hereby, constituted a port of delivery, 
and shall be subject to thesame regulations and re- 
strictions as other ports of delivery in the United 
States; and there shall beappointed a surveyor of 
customs to reside at said port, who shall,in addi- 
tion to his own duties, perform the duties and re- 
ceive the salary and emoluments of surveyor, pre- 
scribed by the act of Congress, approved on the 
second of March, eighteen hundred and thirty-one, 
providing for the payment of duties on imported 
goods, at certain ports therein mentioned, entitled 
“ An act allowing the duties on foreign merchan- 
dise imported into Pittsburg, Wheeling, Cincin- 
nati, Louisville, St. Louis, Nashville, and Natchez, 
to be secured and paid at those places;”’ and the 
said town of Alton and the said port of delivery 
be, and is hereby, annexed to and made a part-of 
the collection district of New Orleans, and all the 
facilities and privileges afforded by the said act of 
Congress of the second of March, eighteen hun- 
dred and thirty-one, be, and are hereby, extended 
to the said port of Alton. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That Burling- 
ton,in the State of Iowa; Galena, Illinois; and 
Knoxville, in the State of Tennessee, shall be ports 
of delivery, and shall be subject to the same regu- 
lations and restrictions as other ports of delivery 
in the United States; and there shall be appointed 
a surveyor of the customs to reside at each of said 
ports, who shall, in addition to his own duties, also 
perform the duties and receive the salary and 
emoluments of surveyors, prescribed by the act of 
Congress passed on the second day of March, one 
thousand eight hundred and thirty-one, providing 
for the payment of duties on imported goods at 
certain ports therein mentioned, the same being 
entitled “An act allowing the duties on foreign 
merchandise imported into Pittsburg, Wheeling, 
Cincinnati, Louisville, St. Louis, Nashville, and 
Natchez, to be secured and paid at those places;’? 
and said Burlington, Galena, and Knoxville, and 
the said ports of delivery, be, and the same are 
hereby, annexed to and made part of the collection 
district of New Orleans; and all the privilege 


| and facilities afforded to Pitsburg, Wheeling, Cin- 


cianati, Louisville, St. Louis, Nashville, and 
Natchez, by the act of Congress last aforesaid, 
be, and the same are hereby, extended to said ports 
of Burlington, Galena, and Knoxville. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, Thatfrom and 
after the passage of this act, Port. Jefferson, on the 
north side of Long Island, in the State of New 
York, be, and the same is hereby, made a port of 
delivery within the collection district of the port of 
New York; and that a surveyor be appointed by 
the President, with the advice and consent of the 


: State, to reside at the said port of Port Jefferson, 


who shall have power to enroll and license vessels 
to be employed in the coasting trade and fisheries, 
and to enter and clear and grant registers and other 
usual papers to vessels employed in the whale fish- 
evies, under such restrictions and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may deem neces- 
sary, and who shall give the usual bond, perform 
the usual duties in the manner prescribed, and be 
entitled to receive the fees allowed by law to sur- 
veyors and collectors for the same duties, and no 
more. Butall cargoes chargeable with duties shall 
be entered and the duties paid at the port of New 
York before permission shall be granted to dis- 
charge the same at Port Jefferson. 
Approven, August 31, 1852. 


; Pusric, LXV.—An Act making further provisions 


for the satisfaction of Virginia Land Warrants, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
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sentatives of the Uniled Siates of Americain Congress 
assembled, That all unsatisfied outstanding mili- 
tary land warrants or parts of warrants issued or 
allowed prior to the first day of March, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-two, by the proper authorities 
of the Commonwealth of Virginia, for military ser- 
vices performed by the officers and soldiers, sea- 
men or marines of the Virginia State and conti- 
nental linesin the Army or Navy ofthe Revolution, 
may be surrendered to the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, who, upon being satisfied, bya revision of 
the proofs or by additional testimony, thatany war- 
rant thus surrendered was fairly and justly issued 
in pursuance of the laws of said Commonwea'th 
for military services so rendered, shall issue land 
scrip in favor of the present proprietors of any 
warrant thus surrendered, for the whole or any 
portion thereof yet unsatisfied, at the rate of one 
doilar and twenty-five cents for each acre men- 
tioned in the warrant thus surrendered and which 
remains unsatisfied, which scrip shall be receivable 
in payment for any lands owned by the United 
States subject to sale at private entry; and said 
scrip shall moreover be assignable by indorse- 
ment attested by two witnesses. In issuing such 
scrip the said Secretary is authorized, when there 
are more persons than one interested in the same 
warrant, to issue to each person scrip for his or 
her portion of the warrant; and where infants or 
feme-coverts may be entitled to any scrip, the 
guardian of the infant and the husband of the 
feme-covert may receive and sell or locate the 
same: Provided, That no less than a legal subdi- 
vision shall be entered and paid for by the serip 
issued in virtue of this act, 

Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That this act 
shall be taken as a full and final adjustment of all 
bounty land claims to the officers and soldiers, 
seamen and marines, of the State of Virginia, for 
services in the war of the Revolution: Provided, 
That the State of Virginia shall, by a proper act 
of the Legislature thereof, relinquish all claim to 
the Jands in the Virginia military land district in 
the State of Ohio. 

Suc. 3. And beil further enacted, That in settling 
the claims of the State of Ohio, under the acts of 
March second, eighteen hundred and twenty 
seven, and May twenty-fourth, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-eight, granting lands to said State for 
canal purposes, the same principles shall be acted 
upon as have been applied under the provisions of 
the act of May the ninth, eighteen hundred and 
forty-eight, entitled “ An act in addition to an act 
therein mentioned,’’. for the settlement of the 
claims of the State of Indiana accruing under the 
said act of March the second, eighteen hundred 
and twenty-seven. 


Aprnoven, August 31, 1852. 


[No. 1.J—A Resolution of welcome to Louis Kossuth. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the Uniled Slaies of America in Congress assembled, 
That Congress, in the name and behalf of the 
people of the United States, give to Louis Kos- 
suth a cordial welcome to the capital and the 
country; and that a copy of this resolution be 
transmitted to him by the President of the United 
States. 

APPROVED, December 15, 1851. 


[No. 2.]—4 Joint Resolution providing for the print- 
ing of additional copies of the Journals and Public 
Documents. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of ihe Uniled States of America in Congress assembled, 
That there shall hereafter be printed one hundred 
copies of the public journals and documents of the 
Tlouse of Representatives, in addition to the num- 
ber now printed, which shall be deposited with 
the Secretary of State for distribution according 
to law. 

Arrroven, December 28, 1851. 


[No. 3.}—Joint Resolution to authorize the Postmaster | 


General to legalize certain Contracts for the trans- 
portation of the Mail in California and Oregon. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives | 


of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the Postmaster General be, and he is hereby, 


i 
authorized to accept and confirm, as permanent 
|| contracts for the residue of the present contract 
term in the Southwestern and Northwestern sees- 
tions, ending the thirtieth of June, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty-four, the several contracts 
for mail transportation in California and Oregon, 
made under the advertisement for proposals for 
| such mail contracts, as communicated in the last 
annual report of the Postmaster General; and 
that, when the said contracts shall have been so 
accepted and confirmed, they shall be valid, legal, 
and binding for the purposes therein mentioned. 
Approven, January 13, 1852. 


{No. 4.]—Joint Resolution providing for the Binding 
of certain Documents. 

Resolved by the Senate and Fouse of Representatives 
of the United Sintes of Americain Congress assembled, 
That all the Executive documents, the printing of 
additional copies of which have been ordered 
during the present session, or may during either 
session of the present Congress be ordered by 
either House of Coneress, and the size of which 
shall not be less than two hundred and fifty pages, 
such additional copies shall be bound under the 
direction of the Joint Committee on Printing: 
Provided, ‘Yhat the cost shall not exceed twelve 
anda half cents per volume for the whole number 
ordered. 

Avproven, January 27, 1852. 


[No. 5.J—A Resolution extending the Time of the 
Commission under the Convention with Brazil. 

Resolved by the Senate ond House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the act entitled ‘* An act to carry into effect 
the Convention between the United States and the 
Emperor of Brazil of the twenty-seventh day of 
January, in the year eighteen hundred and forty- 
nine,” approved March twentieth, eighteen hun- 
dred and fifty, shall be, and the same is hereby, 
continued in force for the period of four months 
from and after the first day of March, in the year 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two. 

Aprroven, February 27, 1852. 


[No. 6.]—.4 Resolution to authorize the Continuance 
of the work upon the two wings of the Capitol. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of Americain Congress assembled, 
That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, for the period between the passage of this 
resolution and the end of the fiscal year terminating 
June thirtieth, eighteen hundred and fifty-three, 
i the sum of five hundred thousand dollars, for the 
continuance of the work on the two wings of the 
Capitol: Provided, Nothing herein contained shall 
be so construed as to authorize any officer or 
agent of the United States to bind the United States 
by contract beyond the amount appropriated by 
Congress, or to sanction any such contract hereto- 
fore made. 

ArrrovED, April 14, 1852. 


[No. 7.]—Joint Resolution approving and confirming 
an act of the Legislative Assembly of the Territory 
of Oregon, entitled “In Act to provide for the selec- 
tion of places for location and erection of the Public 
Buildings of the Territory of Oregon,” and for 
other purposes. 

Whereas, by the first section of an act of the 
Legislative Assembly of the ‘Territory of Oregon, 
passed by the House of Representatives of said 
‘Territory on the thirtieth day of January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, and by the Council of said 
| Territory on the first day of February, eighteen 
hundred and fifty-one, entitled ** An Act to pro- 


erection of the Public Buildings of the Territory of 
Oregon,” it was enacted that the seat of govern- 
i > 5 ve a > < 

; ment of said Territory be established and located 
| at Salem, in the county of Marion, in said Terri- 


Territory, thereafter convened, shall be held at 
: Salem, in said Territory; and whereas doubts have 
arisen as to the validity of said act: 


Representatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembied, That said Act of the Legisla- 


| vide for the selection of places for location and | 


| 
| 

| 

i 

| : F È i 
| tory, and that each and every session, either gen- 

| eral or special, of the Legislative Assembly of said | 
j 
| 
| 
i 
f 


Be it therefore resolved by the Senate and House of 


tive Assembly of the Territory of Oregon estab- 
lishing and locating the seat of government of said 
Territory at Salea:, in the county of Marion, in 
said Territory, be, and the same is hereby, ratified, 
: approved, and confirmed. 

| Suc. 2. And be it further resolved, That the late 
i session of the Legislative Assembly of said Terri- 
| tory, held at Salem, in conformity with the pro- 
| visions of the act above referred to, be, and the 
same is hereby, declared to have been held in con- 
formity to the provisions of Law. 

Approvep, May 4, 1852. 


(No. 8.J—4 Resolution authorizing the Purchase of 
the Ninth Folume of the Laws of lie United States. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 

ofthe Uniied States of “Imericain Congress assembled, 

That the Secretary of State, in compliance with 

his request made to the Committee on the Judi- 

ciary, be authorized to purchase of the publishers 
of the Statutes at Large one thousand copies of 

i volume nine of said Statutes at Large, now just 

published, and cause the same to be distributed as 

the first eight volumes were distributed by order 

; of Congress, under theact of August eighth, eigh- 

teen hundred and forty-six, 
Avproven, May 10, 1852. 


[No. 9.]—.2 Resolution granting the Right of Way to 
the Fayetteville and Central Plank Road. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United Slates of America in Congress assembled, 
That the right of way, not exceeding forty feet in 
width, through the public land of the United 
States, at Fayetteville, North Carolina, (which is 
at present not improved,) be, and the same is 
hereby, granted to the Fayetteville and Central 
Plank Road: Provided, Thatin the opinion of the 
President of the United States said grant be not 
injurious to the public interests: And provided 
i further, That if the said road be not completed in 
two years, or if at any time after its completion 
the said road be discontinued or abandoned, the 
grant hereby made shall cease and determine. 

Aprrroyep, May 13, 1852. 


: [No. 10.]—Joint Resolution authorizing the Secre- 
| tary of the Treasury to ratify and confirm an cx- 
| change of Lands between the United States and 

Charles Reynolds, of the city of Natchez, and State 

of Mississippi. 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of /merica in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and beis hereby, authorized and empowered to 
ratify and confirm the exchange of Jands made for 
the erection of a marine hospital in the city of 
Yatchez, and State of Mississippi, on the eighth 
day of February, A.D. eighteen hundred and fifty, 
between Lieutenant Colonel S, H. Long, on bebalf 
| of the United States, and Charles Reynolds, of 
: the city of Natchez, and State aforesaid, and to 
; give and receive deeds to and from the said Charles 
Reynolds for the lands so given and received in 
exchange. 

Aprroven, June 10, 1859. 


[No. 11.]—Joint Resolution changing the name of 
St. Peter’s river, in Minnesota Terrilory. 


Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That from and after the passage of this 
: act, the river in the Territory of Minnesota, here- 
tofore known as the Suint Peters, shall be known 
and designated on the public records as the Min- 
nesota river. 

Approven, June 19, 1852. 


[No. 12.]—Joint Resoiuiion accepting from Guiseppe 
ugnani a Portrait f Heary Cluy, and ordering it 
to be placed in the Library of Congress. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represeniutives 
of’ the United States of eimericain Congress assembled, 
That the portrait of Henry Clay, presented to the 
ation by Guiseppe Pagnani, a resident of New 
| York, be placed in the Library of Congress. 
Arrrovep, July 3, 1852. 


| [No. 13.]—4 Resolution to establish certain Post 


|| Routes. 
i] Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives 
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of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the Postmasier General shall be, and he is 
hereby, authorized in bis discretion to contract for 
carrying the mail on all the plank roads which 
have been or shall be constructed in the United 
States, and in all cases when in his opinion the 
public interest and convenience require it; and that 
for the time during which mails may be carried 


on such plank roads, or any part thereof, the same | 


shall be and they are hereby declared to be post 
roads of the United States. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the road 
from Vallona Springs, in Broome county, New 
York, by the way of Ninevah and Coventry, to 
Oxford, be and the same ishereby declared a post 
road. And the Postmaster General is authorized 
to pay a reasonable compensation for carrying the 


mail on said route, by discretion ofthe Department, | 


previous to this time. And that the road from 
Oxford aforesaid, by the way of Coventryville to 
South Bainbridge, be,and the same is hereby, de- 
clared a post road. 

Avproven, July 12, 1852. 


[No. 14.]—Joint Resolution providing for the distri- 
bution of the Laws of Congress and the Debates 
thereon. 


With a view to the cheap circulation of the laws 
of Congress and the debates contributing to the 
true interpretation thereof, and to make free the 
communication between the representative and 
constituent bodies: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That from and after the present session 
of Congress, the Congressional Globe and Ap- 
pendix, which contain the laws and the debates 
thereon, shall pass free through the mails so Jong 
as the same shall be published by order of Con- 
gress: Provided, That nothing herein shall be con- 
strued to authorize the circulation of the Daily 
Globe free of postage. 

Approven, August 6, 1852. 


PRIVATE ACTS. 


(No. 1.]—an Act to admit a Vessel called the Etiwan 
to Registry. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be issued, under the direction 
of the Secretary ofthe Treasury, a register for the 
barque “Etiwan, of Charleston,” formerly a Swe- 
dish vessel culled the Ulrica, but now owned by W. 
Bradford, Carson, Harlle & Co., and William 
Thayer, citizens of the State of Sorth Carolina, 
the said vessel having been burned in the harbor 
at Charleston, and become a wreck, was con- 
demned and sold, and was purchosed by them, 
and which they have caused to be repaired and 
refitted forsea again: Provided, It shall be proved 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the cost of the repairing and refitting said 
barque in the United States, after purchase by the 
present owners, exceeds three fourths of the value 
of said vessel when so reconstructed. 

Aprroven, January 23, 1852. 


[No.2.J—4n Act authorizing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to issue a Register to the Brig Ada. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be issued, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, a register for 
the brie Ada, formerly a British vessel, but now 
owned by Joseph A. Barelli, a citizen of the State 
of Louisiana, which said vessel having been 
wrecked near the Balize, at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi tiver, and condemned, and which he has 
caused to be repaired and refitted for sea: Provided, 
It shall be proved to the satisfaction of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury that the cost of the repairs 
made in the United States, after the purchase of 
the said vessel by the present owner, exceeds 
three fourths of the original cost of building a 
vessel of the same tonnage in the United States. 

Approvenp, January 23, 1852. 


[No. 3.]—.4n Act for the Relief of Edward Everett. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘Thatthe sum of six hundred and seven 
dollars and fifty cents be allowed to Edward 
Everett, iate a sergeant in company A, first regi- 
ment, Illinois volunteers, in full for services 
rendered by him to the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment at San Antonio, from October fifteen, eigh- 
teen hundred and forty-six, to June seventeenth, 
eighteen hundred and forty-seven, and the same 
be paid to him out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated. 
Approyven, January 27, 1852. 


(No. 4.]—4a Act for the Relief of the Virginia 
Woolen Company. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘that the Secretary of the Treasury 
cause to be paid to the Virginia Woolen Company, 
or to its duly authorized agent, the sum of six 
thousand and eighty-five dollars and four cents, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated; this being the amount retained by 
the United States from the said company for an 
alleged non-compliance with a contract entered 
into between the United States and said company, 
on or about the tenth day of January, one thou- 
sand eight hundred and forty-eight, for the deliv- 
ery of one hundred thousand yards of cloth. 

Approved, January 27, 1852. 


Act to admit the hermaphrodite Brig 
Sylphide to Registry. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
assembled, ‘That there be issued, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, a register 
for the hermaphrodite brig Sylphide, formerly of 
Bremen, but now owned by John S. Maunsell 
and William Parker, citizens of the United States, 
residing in Louisiana, which vessel wascondemned 
by the port wardens of the port of New Orleans, 
and afterwards soid at public auction, and pur- 
chased by said Maunsell and Parker for the sum 
of three hundred and eighty dollars, and has since 
been repaired and refitted for sea, at the expense 
of four thousand dollars: Provided, It shall be 
proved to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury that the cost of repairing and refitting 


[No. 5.J]—An 


|| said hermaphrodite brig in the United States ex- 


ceeds three-fourths of the value of said vessel, 
when so reconstructed. 
Approven, February 27, 1852. 


[No. 6.]—4n Act for the Relief of Lieuwtenant-Col- 
onel Mitchell, of the State of Missouri. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, 'Mhat it shall betheduty of the Attorney- 
General of the United States to prosecute the writ 
of error pending before the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the case of D. D. Mitchell versus 
M. X. Harmony, without cost to the plaintiff in 
error. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That the At- 
torney-General be, and he is hereby directed to 


cause such chancery or other proceedings to be in- || 


stituted in the name of D. D. Mitchell versus M. 
X. Harmony, or his assignees, before the proper 
courtat St. Louis, Missouri, as shall stay proceed- 
ings upon a certain judgment at law, in the name 
of said Harmony against said Mitchell, until the 
rendition of an opinion by the Supreme Court of 
the United States upon the writ of error aforesaid. 
And it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to cause such security to be entered by 
the United States as shall indemnify and save said 
Mitchell harmless against said judgment. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That whenever 
the Attorney-General of the United States shall 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury that the 
writ of error in the cause aforesaid has failed, or 
that no further steps can be taken at law or in 
equity, whereby to avoid the payment of said 
judgment in favor of said Harmony rendered in 
the State of Missouri, then it shall be the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and he is hereby 


authorized to liquidate and satisfy said judgment, | 


damages, and costs, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Approven, March 11, 1852. 


[No. 7.J—An Act for the Relief of Rufus Dwinel. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby authorized and directed to cause 
to be paid to Rufus Dwinel, the sum of thirteen 
thousand and thirty-seven dollars and seventy- 


! two cents, the same to be paid out of any money 


in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
Aprroven, March 11, 1852. 


[No. 8.]—An Act to extend the Time for selling the 
Lands granted to the Kentucky Asylum for teaching 
the Deaf and Dumb. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the further time of five years, 
from and atter the expiration of the time hereto- 
fore allowed, be, and the same is hereby allowed 
and permitted ** The trustees of the Center Col- 
lege of Kentucky,” who are also trustees of the 
Kentucky Asylum for teaching the deaf and dumb, 


| to sell the lands heretofore granted said asylum, 


and confirmed to said trustees, for the use of said 


‘asylum, by acts of Congress heretofore passed. 


Approvep, March 11, 1852. 


[No. 9.]—.An Act for the Relief of James Ferguson, 
surviving partner of the firm of Ferguson and Mil- 
hado. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 


| assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 


and he is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
James Ferguson, surviving partner of the late firm 
of Ferguson & Milhado, of the city of Norfolk, 
in Virginia, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, a sum not exceeding 
seven hundred and thirty-five dollars and sixty 


; cents, being the amount alleged to have been paid 


by them in discharge of their bond given the 
United States, dated May twenty-second, eighteen 
hundred and forty-eight, for duties on one hundred 
and forty-two hogsheads of molasses, which were 
destroyed by fire, while in public store, on the 
fourteenth day of June, eighteen hundred and 
forty-eight: Provided, That satisfactory evidence 
shall be produced to the Sccretary of the Treasury 
of the destruction of said merchandise by fire as 
aforesaid. 
Arprovep, March 19, 1852. 


| [No. 10.]—An Act for the Relief of Philip Miller. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be re- 
quired to place the name of Philip Miller, of Ken- 
tucky, upon the roll of invalid pensioners, and 


' that the said Philip Miller be entitled to receive the 


sum of eight dollars per month during his natural 
life, to commence on the first day of May, eighteen 
hundred and forty-eight. 

Approvep, March 19, 1652. 


(No. 11.]—An Act for the Relief of Williams, Staples, . 
and Williams. 
Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 


, assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 


and is hereby authorized and directed to pay to 
Williams, Staples, and Williams, of the city of 
Norfolk, in the State of Virginia, out ofany moneys 


| in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sum 


not exceeding eleven hundred and fifty-six dollars 
and fifty cents, being the duty paid by them on 


| one hundred and twenty-one hogsheads of sugar, 
| which were destroyed by fire while in the public 


store, in the city of Norfolk aforesaid, on the four- 
teenth day of June, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, which sugars were imported by them into 
the port of Norfolk, on or about the sixth day of 
June, eighteen hundred and forty-eight: Provided, 
That satisfactory evidence shall be produced to the 
Secretary of the Treasury of the destruction of said 
sugar by the fire aforesaid. 
Arrrovep, March 19, 1852. 


(No. 12.]—An Act to authorize the issuing of a Regis- 
er to the Brig America. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 

atives of the United States of America in Congress 
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assembled, That there be issued, under the direc- 
tions of the Secretary of the Treasury, a register 
to the brig America, a British vessel, lately called 
the Primrose, which vessel was stranded on the 
coast of the United States, and purchased by 
Nathaniel Noyes, a citizen of the United States, 
and by him repaired: Provided, It shall be proved 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the cost of the repairs made in the United 


States, after the purchase of the said vessel by the | 


present owner, exceeds three fourths of the original 
cost of building a vessel of the same tonnage in the 
United States. 

Avproven, April 2, 1852. 


[No. 13.]—4n Act to authorize the issuing of a 
Register to the Ship Kossuth. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
alives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be issued, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, a register 
to the ship Kossuth, a Guatemalian vessel, lately 
called the Ship Republica de Guatemalia, which 
has been purchased by J. B. Stouvenel, a citizen 
of the United States, while said vessel was lying 
in the portof New York almosta wreck: Provided, 
That it shall be proved to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury that the cost of her 
repairs made in the United States, after the pur- 
chase of the said vessel by her present owner, 


exceeds three fourths of the original cost of building |; 


a vessel of the same tonnage in the United States. 
Approven, April 2, 1852. 


[No. 14.J—An Act for the Relief of Theodore Offut. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby directed to pay to Theodore 
Offut, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of ninety dollars, the 
value of a bay mare, the property of said Offut, 
which was turned over for the use of the Govern- 
ment by his commanding officer, Captain W. C. 
Pollard, without authority. 

Approven, April 14, 1852. 


[No. 15.]—n Act for the Relief of the Monroe 
Railroad Company and their Sureties. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- | 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby authorized to cancel the several 
bonds given by the Monroe Railroad Company 
for the duties on certain railroad bars of iron im- 


ported for the use of said company at Savannah, | 
in the State of Georgia, in the year eighteea hun- |i 
dred and forty-one; and he is hereby further au- |) 


thorized to enter the judgments satisfied, which 
have been, or may be obtained by the United 
States against said company, or their sureties, on 
their bonds aforesaid, upon the defendants paying 
the costs of said suits. 

Approve, May 4, 1852. 


[No. 16.]—4n Act for the Relief of Joseph Johnson. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Sectary of the [ricrtor be, and 


he is hereby required to place the name of Joseph | 
Johnson, of Addison county, Vermont, on the | 


pension roll, at the rate of eight dollars per month; 
said allowance to commence on the first day of 


January, eighteen hundred and fifty, and continue | 


during his natural life. 
Approveno, May 4, 1852. 


[No. 17.J—.An Act for the Relief of Albra Tripp. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 


atives of the United States of America in Congress |i 
AY : 
assembled, That the name of Albra Tripp, a soldier || 


in the service of the United States in the late war 
with Great Britain, be placed on the roll of invalid 


pensions, at the rate of four dollars per month, | 
commencing the first day of December, eighteen | 
hundred and fifty-one, to continue during his 


natural life. 
Approven, May 4, 1852. 


[No. 18.]J—An Act for the Relief of James Lewis. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and Howse of Repre- 


| sentatives of the United States of Americain Congress 
i assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
i and he is hereby authorized and directed to pay 
| to James Lewis, out of any money in the Treasury 
| not otherwise appropriated, the sum of three 
hundred and sixteen dollars—the amount recom- 
i mended to be paid to him as witwess fees and 
i; mileage, by the United States District Court for 
| the Eastern District of Virginia. 

Approvep, May 4, 1852. 


[No. 19.]—An Act for the Payment of Arrears of 
Pension to the Guardian of Artemas Conant. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, Thatthe arrears of pension now due to 
Artemas Conant, an invalid pensioner, by an act 
passed July sixth, eighteen hundred and fifteen, 
be paid to his guardian for the use of said Conant, 
i at the rate of fivedollars and thirty-three and one- 
third cents [$5.334] per month, from March 
| fourth, eighteen hundred and thirty, to April 
eighteen hundred and forty-six. 
i| Approven, May 4, 1852. 


(No. 20.]—An Act for the Relief of Charles G. 
unter. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury Department be, and they are hereby 
authorized and required to allow to Charles G. 
Hunter, credit for the sum of seven thousand nine 
hundred and forty-nine dollars and eighty-eight 
cents, being the amount of losses sustained by him 
while commanding and acting as purser of the 
steamer Scourge and the schooner Taney. 

Approvep, May 6, 1852. 


[No. 21.]—.4n Act for the Relief of Jane Irwin. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, there shall be allowed 
and paid to Jane Irwin, the only child of Colonel 
Jared Irwin, who served in the Georgia State 
troops from the beginning to the close of the rev- 
olutionary war, as an equivalent, for services ren- 
dered and losses sustained by him, the half-pay of 
a captain for the period of thirty-five years, with- 
out interest. 

Aprrovep, May 6, 1852. 


[No. 22.]—4n Act for the Relief of Anna Norton 
and Louis Foskit. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
| atives of the United Slates of America in Congress 
‘assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
' required to pay to Anna Norton and Louis Foskit, 
| the children and only heirs of Zephaniah Ross, a 
revolutionary soldier, theamount of pension which 
would have been paid to said Ross had his pension 
been continued to him from the fourth day of 
| March, eighteen hundred aud twenty-two, to the 
! first day of January, eighteen hundred and twen- 
ty-eight. 

Approyven, May 10, 1852. 


[No. 23.J—An Act for the Relief of Sylvanus Blodget. 
Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby, required to place the name of 


| day of January, Anno Domini eighteen hundred 


and forty-six. 
Approvep, May 26, 1852. 


li 
i (No. 24.]—An Act for the further Relief of Robert 


; Milligan. 
| Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
| 


atives of the United States of America in Congress 

assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
| and he is hereby directed to place the name of 
| Robert Milligan upon the invalid pension roll, at 
| the rate of four dollars per month, in addition to 
| the sum of four dollars per month to which he is 
i entitled under the law of Congress, approved June 


| 
| 
| 


| Sylvanus Blodget upon the pension roll, at eight į 
! dollars per month, commencing on the seventh | 


atives of the Uniled States of America in Congress |; 


| 


twenty-fifth, eighteen hundred and thirty-four, to 


| commence on the first day of January, in the year 
eighteen hundred and fifty-two. 


ArrroveD, May 26, 1852. 


/ (No. 25.]—.4n Act for the Relief of John W. Rob- 


inson. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby authorized and directed to place 
the name of John W. Robinson, of the State of 
Maryland, a soldier of the late war with Great 
Britain, an the invalid pension roll, at eight dollars 
per month, to commence on the first day of Jan- 
uary, eighteen hundred and fifty, and to continue 
during his natural life. 


Approven, May 26, 1852. 


[No. 26.]—.4n Act for the Relief of William Greer. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby directed to pay to William 


| Greer, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 


otherwise appropriated, the sum of sixty dollars 


| and twenty-five cents, with legal interest thereon 


from July, eighteen hundred and forty-three, it 
being in full payment of moneys by him at that 
time advanced to the United States, 

Approven, May 26, 1852. 


(No. 27.J—.An Act to change the Name of the Ameri- 
can-vurlt vessel named Amelia, and to granta Re- 
gister in her name. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 


‘assembled, That the collector of the customs for 
i the port of Baltimore be, and he is hereby author- 


ized, under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, to admit to register, under the name and 
title of the ‘‘Iarbinger,”’ the schooner now owned 


i by Joseph Weathers, and known as the ‘A melia. ”? 


Approyen, June 10, 1852. 


[No. 28.]—.An Act to authorize the issuing a Register 
to the Schooner Caroline, of Barnstable. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States af America in Congress 
assembled, That there be issued, under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, a register 
to the schooner Caroline, a British vessel which 
was wrecked on the coast of the United States in 
January, eighteen hundred and fifty-two, and pur- 
chased by Lewis Crosby, a citizen of the United 
States, and by him repaired: Provided, It shall be 
proved to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury that the cost of the repairs made in the 
United States, after the purchase of the vessel by 
the present owner, shall exceed three fourths of 
the present value of said vessel, after having been 
so repaired. 

Aprprovep, June 10, 1852. 


[No. 29.]-—An Aci to change the Name of the Steam- 
boat Brilliant. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of' Represent- 
alives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the owners of the steamboat “ Bril- 
liant” be, and they are hereby authorized to change 
the name of the said boat to that of Mary Hunt, 
and to make a new registry of said boat in that 
name, at the port of Louisville, in the State of 
Kentucky. 

Arrnovep, June 15, 1852. 

[No. 30.]—An Act for the Relief of William S. 
Payne. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and directed to pay to William 
S. Payne, of the State of Virginia, out of an 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of fifty dollars, being the amount of fine 
imposed on him, and by him paid to the collector 
at Tappahannock, for neglecting to renew the 
license on the vessel William Page, im the year 
eighteen hundred and forty-nine. 

APPROVED, June 19, 1852. 
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elief of the Heirs of | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- : 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress : 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, | 


the legal representatives of John Jackson, deceased, | 


the pilot on board the Bon Homme Richard, during |} 


her brilliant action with the British frigate Serapis, | 
in. which action the said Jackson lost an arm, such | 
‘a sumas will equal a pension at the rate of six 
dollars per month, from the fifteenth day of Novem- 
ber, seventeen hundred and seventy-nine, to the 
day of said Jackson’s death, agreeably to the pledge 
given by the captain of the said Bon Homme 
Richard, and the report of the committee of the 
Continental Congress, made on the twenty-eighth 
day of September, seventeen hundred and eighty- 
five. 
Approven, July 3, 1852. 


{ 


{[No. 32:]—An Act for the Relief of 2mos Knapp. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, Fhat Amos Knapp, from and alter the 
passage of this act, shall be placed upon the roll 
of invalid pensioners, and shall receive eight dollars 
per month, the pension of a common soldier. 

Approven, July 12, 1852. 


{No. 33.]—4n Act for the Relief of Francis Tribou. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby required to place the name of 
‘Francis Tribou, of Monroe, in thecounty of Waldo, 
and State of Maine, on the roll of invalid pen- 
sions, and pay to him the sum of four dollars per į 
month, from the first day of January, Anno | 
Domini eighteen hundred and forty-eight, to con- 
tinue during his natural life. 

Aprroven, July 12, 1852. 


| 


{No. 34.J—An Act for the Retief Ichabod Weymouth. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior, be, 
and he is hereby directed to place the name of 


Ichabod Weymouth upon the roll of invalid pen- || 
‘sioners, at the rate of eight dollars per month, to jj 


i 


‘commence from the first day of January, eighteen 
hundred and fifty, and to continue during his 
natural life. 

Apprroven, July 12, 1852. 


[No. 35.]—An Act for the Relief of Gustavus A. De 
Russy, late an acting Purser in the Navy. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
‘atives af the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby authorized and required, out of | 
any money in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay to Gustavus A. De Russy, late an 
acting purser in the Navy, the sum of three hun- 


dred and sixty-two dollars, in full of the balance |! 


of compensation to which he is entitled for his ser- | 
vices in the capacity aforesaid. 
Approven, July 21, 1852. 


{No. 36.]—An Act for the Relief of James W. Camp- | 
bell, of Pike county, Missouri. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United Slates of America in Congress 
assembled, That James W. Campbell, of Pike 
county, State of Missouri, be authorized to enter, 
free of charge, any of the public lands subject to 
private entry, at one dollar and twenty-five cents 
per acre, lying in the district of lands subject to 
sale at the land office at Palmyra, in said State, 
not exceeding one handred and twenty acres, upon 
making proof satisfactory to the register and re- 
ceiver of said land office, subject to the approval | 


of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, | 
that he is the legal assignee of John J. Jackson, || 


and that two certain receiver’s receipts, numbered 
nineteen thousand five hundred and thirteen, and 
nineteen thousand five hundred and fourteen, dated 
June twenty-sixth, eighteen hundred and thirty- 
eight, purporting to be issued by A. Bird, receiver 


and. he hereby is authorized and required to pay to |; 


| 
i 
i 
| 
| 
i 
f 
i 


| at Palmyra, in favor of said Jackson, one for fifty 

‘dollars, and one for one hundred dollars are gen- 

! uine, and upon surrendering said receipts to the 

United States and executing a relinquishment of 

i all his right, tide, and interest to the land therein 
described. 

Avproven, July 21, 1852. 


| (No. 37.]—An Act for the Relief of Isaac Cobb. 

| “Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
| sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
| assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


| and he hereby is directed to place the name of 
|i Isaac Cobb, of Abbott, in the State of Maine, on 
|| the pension list of the United States, at the rate of 


i twenty-four dollars per annum, commencing on 
i the fourth day of March, eighteen hundred and 
| forty-one, and to continue during his natural life. 

| Approven, July 21, 1852. 

f ot 

f 

| [No. 38.J—.4n Act for the Relief of John McIntosh. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
' sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
and he is hereby directed to place the name of 
John McIntosh, of the county of Montgomery 
and State of Kentucky, on the roll of invalid pen- 
sioners, at the rate of eight dollars per month, to 
commence on the fourth day of March, cighteen 
hundred and forty-eight, and continue daring his 
natural life. 
Approyven, July 21, 1852. 


[No. 89.]—An Act for the Relief of the Executors 


and Heirs of Thomas Fletcher, deceased. 


Be it enacled by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


|| assembled, That William M. Sudduth and Henry 


Daniel, surviving executors, and Felix M. Fletch- 
er, David W. Fletcher, John Fletcher, and Mar- 
| garet Washington (late Margaret Fletcher,) heirs 
; of Thomas Fletcher, deceased, be, and hereby are 
released and forever discharged from a certain 
penal bond in the sum of twenty thouand dollars, 
| payable to the United States, executed by the 
said Thomas Fletcher as one of the securities of 
Cary Nichols, on the twenty-eighth day of May, 
in the year one thousand eight hundred and seven- 
teen. 
Aprroven, July 91, 1852. 


[No. 40.}—2n Act for the Relief of the legal Repre- 


sentatives of James C. Watson, of Georgia. 


sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Treasurer of the United States 
pay to the legal representatives of General James 
C. Watson, late of the State of Georgia, deceased, 
fourteen thousand six hundred dollars, with six 
per cent. interest per annum, from the eighth of 
May, eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, till paid, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, being the amount paid by him, 
under the sanction of the Indian Agent, to certain 
| Creek warriors for slaves captured by said war- 
riors while they were in the service of the United 
States against the Seminole Indians in Florida. 
Avproven, July 30, 1852. 


{No. 41.]—.4n Act to amend an Act entitled “An 
Act to incorporate the Washington. Gaslight Com- 
peny,” approved July eighth, eighteen hundred and 
Forty-eight. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the act entitled ‘ An act to incor- 
porate the Washington Gaslight Company,” 
approved July eighth, eighteen hundred and forty- 
eight, be, and the same is hereby amended, by 
| Inserting in the second section, immediately before 
the word “fifty,” the words ‘* three hundred and;”’ 
and in the seventh section, wherever the word 
« Washinton” occurs, by inserting immediately 
thereafter the words “and Georgetown.” 
Approven, August 2, 1852. 


1 [No. 42.J—.an Aet for the Relief of Sergeant Leonard 
Skinner. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 

sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- i 


|| [No. 47.]—2n Act granting Relief to John A. Mo- 


{ 


assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior cause 
to be issued to Leonard Skinner, late sergeant in 
Captain Newton’s company (B) of the United 
States regiment of Mounted Riflemen, a military 
bounty land warrant for one hundred and sixty 
acres of land; and that the proper accounting 
officers of the Treasury be, and they are hereby 
directed and required to adjust his accounts, and 
pay the same in the same manner as if he had 
been of age and regularly discharged by military 
authority. 
ApproveD, August 16, 1852, 


{No. 43.]—4n Act for the Relief of Monmouth B. 
Hart, Joel Kelly, and William Close, securities for 
the late Benjamin F. Hart, a purser in the United 
States Navy. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby authorized 
and directed, in the adjustment of the account of 
the late purser Benjamin F. Hart, to credit him 
with the amount of the loss of his private stores 
occasioned by the wreck of the United States ship 
Concord, to which he was attached, as nearly as 
the same can be ascertained; and, also, with the 
difference between the amount of public stores re- 
ceived by him as purser of the said vessel and the 
aggregate amount of those issued and those which 


| came to the hands of his successor; and to make 


such other allowances as the said accounting offi- 
cers may deem equitable under the circumstances 
of the case: Provided, however, That the said 
credits and allowances shall not exceed the balance 
which was found due to the United States upon 


| the last settlement of the account of said purser. 


Aprproven, August 16, 1852. 


[No. 44.] 4 Act for the Relief of the Heirs of Se- 
moice, a friendly Creek Indian. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the children and heirs of Semoice, 
deceased, a Creek Indian, to wit: Hetty Deas, 
Vicy Foxy, and Elizabeth Semoice, be and are 
hereby vested with a title in fee simple, to frac- 
tional section twenty-three, township four, range 
two east, containing six hundred and two acres ` 
and fifty-three hundredths of an acre, being the 
same land selected and entered by the said Semoice, 
under afd by virtue of an act approved second 
July, eighteen hundred and thirty-six, entitled 
“An Act for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn 
MacGhee, and Semoice, friendly Creek Indians:’* 
Provided, That this act shall not be construed to 
defeat or prejudice the legal claim, if there be any, 
of other persons to the said tract of land. 

Arrroyep, August 16, 1852. 


{No. 45.]—An Act for the Relief of David Murphy. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby required to place the name of David Mur- 
phy on the invalid pension roll, atthe rate of five 
dollars and thirty-three and one third cents per 
month, during life,to commence the twenty-seventh 
of February, eighteen hundred and forty-six. 
Arrrovep, August 21, 1852. 


[No. 46.J—4n Act for the Relief of William P. 
Greene. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury he, 
and he hereby is authorized to allow, in the set- 
tlement of the accounts of the collector of the port 
of Providence, Rhode Island, the sum of three 
hundred and twenty-four dollars and twenty-six 


| cents, paid to William P. Greene, surveyor of the 


customs, for his fees as measurer of salt at that 
port, under an appointment from the proper au- 
thority, for services rendered as such between the 
twenty-eighth of April, eighteen hundred and 
forty-nine, and the ninth of July, eighteen hundred 
and fifty. 

Aprroven, August 25, 1852. 


Gaw of New York. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
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sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he hereby is authorized and directed to pay 
to John A. McGaw, of the city of New York, the 
sum of one thousand four hundred dollars, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated; the same being due the said McGaw, 
for demurrage of the ship Charlotte, at Vera Cruz, 
Mexico, while in the service of the United States. 
Approven, August 25, 1852. 


(No. 48.]—An Act granting a Pension to John Le 
oy.’ $ 5 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That there be allowed and paid to John 
Le Roy, who was an express rider in the late war 
with Mexico, a pension of twenty dollars per 
month, to commence on the twenty-second day of 
February, eighteen hundred and forty-seven, and 
to continue during life; and that the said pension 
be paid as all other invalid pensions are paid, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated. 

Approvep, August 25, 1852. 


[No. 49.]—.An Act for the Relief of Joseph Morton 
Plummer and Mary Reynolds Plummer. 


Be it epacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in. Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be 
required to place the names of Joseph ‘Morton 
Plummer and Mary Reynolds Plummer, minor 
children of the late Captain Samuel M. Plummer, 
of the United States Army, upon the pension roll, 
and pay to them a pension amounting to half the 
pay per month to which their father was entitled 
at the time of his death, for the period of five years; 
said pension to commence on the ninth day of 
March, onethousand eight hundred and fifty-two. 

Approvep, August 26, 1852. 


{No. 50.J—An Act for the Relief of John Moore 
White. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 


and is hereby authorized and directed to pay, out. |i 


of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 
priated, to John Moore White, son and sole heir 
of Major John White, a.major.in.the Army of the 
Revolution, and slain at the battle of Germantown, 
or his heirs, the seven years’ half-pay to which 
Major White would have been entitled, had he 
not died before a resolve of Congress passed the 
twenty-fourth of August, one thousand seven hun- 
dred and eighty. 
Aprprroven, August 26, 1852. 


{No. 51.J—An Act for the Relief of Mrs. Margaret 
Hetzel, Widow and Administratria of A. R. Hetzel, 
late Assistant Quartermaster in the Army of the 
United States. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 


and he is hereby authorized to allow and pay 
to Mrs. Margaret Hetzel, administratrix on the 
estate of the late A. R. Hetzel, late Assistant Quar- 
termaster in the Army of the United States, the 
sum of twelve thousand nine hundred and eighty- 
eight dollars and seventy-four. cents, being the 


amount claimed by him, in the account renderéd |; 


by him, for a part of.the third quarter of the year 

eighteen hundred and thirty-eight, and whig¢h was 

disallowed at the Treasury, out of any money in 

the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
Approven, August 30, 1852. 


(No. 52.]—An Act for the Relief of Mrs. Mary A. 
Davis, Widow of Daniel W. Davis. 

Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is. hereby, directed to pay, out of any 
money in the Treasury not. otherwise appropri- 
ated, to Mrs. Mary A. Davis, widow of the late 
Daniel W. Davis, the sum of two hundred and 
fifty-four dollars, being the amount paid by her 
to empley a substitute for her late husband during 
his illness, and while he was a clerk in the Pay- 
master’s Department. 

Approvep, August 30, 1852. 


[No. 53.]—4n Act for the Relief of Z. F. Johnson. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, and they are hereby directed to 
audit the accounts of Commander Z. F. Johnson, 
of the United States Navy, for the necessary and 

roper personal expenses incurred by him at San 

rancisco, California, while awaiting duty, under 
orders, and compelled to live on shore, between 
the twentieth day of November, eighteen hundred 
and forty-eight, and the twenty-first day of April, 
eighteen hundred and forty-nine, and pay the same 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated. 

Aprroven, August 31, 1852. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


(No. 1.]—A Resolution forthe, Relief-of Hlizabeth' || h 


Prewitt, Widow and Executrix of Robert C. Prew- 
itt, deceased. 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Postmaster General be, and 
he is hereby authorized and directed, out of the 
funds arising from post offices, to pay to Elizabeth 
Prewitt, widow of Robert C. Prewitt, deceased, 
late of Missouri, one hundred and twenty-four 
dollars, in fuil discharge and payment for services 
rendered in transporting the mail on route No. 
four thousand seven hundred and twenty-one, 
(4721,) from Auburn to Ashley, in Missouri, 
from the first of July, one thousand eight hundred 
and forty-six, to the first of July, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty. 

Approvep, March 19, 1852. 


[No. 2.]-—A Resolution granting the Right of Way to 
i the Fayetteville and Central Plank-road. 

Resolved by the Senate and House. of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the right of way, not exceeding 
forty feet in width, through the public land of the 
United States, at Fayetteville, North Carolina, 
(which is at present not improved,) be, and the 
same is hereby granted to the Fayetteville and 
Central Plank-road: Provided, That in the opinion 
of the President of the United States, said grant 
be not injurious to the public interests: And pro- 
vided further, That if the said road be not com- 
pleted in two years, or if at any time after its 
completion the said road be discontinued or 
abandoned, the grant hereby made shall cease and 
determine. 

Approvep, May 13, 1852. 


(No. 3.]—Joint Resolution authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to ratify and confirm an Exchange 
of Lands between the United States and Charles 
Reynolds, of the City of Natchez, and State of Mis- 
sissippi. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in. Congress 
assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
and he is hereby authorized and empowered te 
ratify and confirm the exchange of lands made for 
the erection of a marine. hospital, in the city of 
Natchez and State of Mississippi, on the eighth 
day of February, Anno Domini eighteen’ hundred 
and fifty, between Lieutenant Colonel S. H. Long, 
on behalf of the United States, and Charles Rey- 
nolds, of the city of Natchez and State aforesaid, 
and to give and receive deeds to and from the said 
Charles Reynolds for the lands so given and re- 
ceived in exchange. 

Approven, June 10, 1852. 


[No. 4.]—Joint Resolution for the Relief of Elizabeth 
P. Thurston, of the Territory of Oregon. 


Whereas, Samuel R. Thurston, now deceased, 
late a Delegate in Congress from the Territory of 
Oregon, did, during the period of his official term 
as such Delegate, frank to Linn City, in said 
Territory, to the address of himself and wife 
sundry books and documents; and whereas the 
acting. Deputy. Postmaster ‘at Linin City aforesaid, 
has refused to deliver up to Elizabeth F., widow 
of said Samuel R. Tharston, deceased, the said 
books and documents, under the allegation that the 
same were improperly franked, and demanding the 
payment of postage thereon as a condition prece- 
dent to their delivery; therefore be it 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That the Postmaster General be, and he 
is hereby directed to cause the Acting Deputy 
Postmaster at Linn City, in the Territory of 
Oregon, to deliver up to Elizabeth F. Thurston, 
widow of said Samuel F. Thurston, deceased, all 


i such books and documents so withheld as afore- 


said, franked by, and belonging to the said Sam- 
uel R. Thurston without post office or other 
charges thereon. 

Approven, July 17, 1852. 
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